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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine moves that the 
House do now adjourn. 

'The question being taken, 

Mr. BAILEY demanded the yeas and nays. 
'The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 90, nays 71, 
answered “ present ” 13, not voting 179; as follows: 
YEAS—90. 
Dalzell, Ketcham, Russell, 
Alexander, Danford, Knox, Shannon, 
Baker, Ill Davenport, Lacey, Shattuc, 
Baker, M piney, Lan Sherman, 
Barber, Dolliver, Littaner, Showalter, 
Barrows, Dovener, OW, th, Ill. 
Bartholdt, MeCleary Sprague, 
Bennett, Evans, McDo; d, Bteele, 
'O0Ze, Faris, McIntire, Btewart, Wis. 
Broderick, Fowler, N. J. Mahon, Stone, C. W. 
ius, Gillett, Mass. Mercer, Stone, W. A. 
wn, Graff, ood y. Strode, Nebr. 
Brownlow, Grosvenor, Northway, Sturtevant, 
Butler, - Hawley, en, Tawney, 
nnion Heatwole, Parker, N. J. Tayler, Ohio 
Clarke, N. H Henry, Conn. yne, ongue, 
Cochrane, N. Y. Henry, In earce, Mo. U ff. 
din Hepburn, n, alker, Mass. 
Connell Hilbo Pitney, Walker, Va. 
mt Hitt ice. Wilson a 
m er, $ uigg, n, N. Y. 
Curtis, Iowa Jenkins, Lobiins 
Curtis, Johnson, N. Dak. Royse, 
NAYS—71. 
Bailey. Dinsmore, Linney, Robinson, Ind. 
Ba tlett, Elliott, Livingston, Sayers, 
Bell, Epes, Love, Settle, 
Benner, Pa. Fitzpatrick, McCormick, Shafroth, 
Bland, Fleming, McCulloch, Shuford, 
ie, Fox, McDowell, Simpson, 
Botkin, Gunn, 0 Slayden, 
Broussard, Hay, McRae, Sper 
Brundidge, Henry, Miss. Marsh, Stark, 
Burke, Hinrichsen. Martin Stephens, Tex. 
Clayton, Howard, Ala. Maxwell, Sutherland, 
C Mo. Hunter, Ogden, Ta 
Cooney, Jett, Osborne. ‘erry, 
Cooper, Tex. King, Pierce, Tenn. Underwood, 
Cooper, Wis. Kitchin, Rhea, andiver, 
Cowherd, Kleberg, Ri N Vincent, 
220 Ridgely, 
De Vries, Lewis, Ga. Rixey, 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—13. 
Adamson, Lamb, Otey, Young, Va. 
Ball, McAleer, Sperry. 
Brenner, Ohio McClellan, ehslago, 
Brucker, Meyer, La. Yost, 
NOT VOTING—179. 
Acheson, avis, Kolley, Reeves, 
Allen, Davison, Ky. err, obb, 
ld, ayton, Kirkpatrick, Robertson, La. 
Ba De Armond, Knowles, Sauerhe: 3 
A De Graffenreid, Kulp, Shelden, 
Bankhead, Dockery, Latimer, imp 
Barham, Dorr, Len ims, 
Barlow, Eddy, T. Skinner. 
aA Ermentrout, Lewis, Wash. Smith, Ky. 
Barrett, Fenton, Little, mith, S. W. 
er, Lorimer, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Belden, Fitzgerald, Loud, Snover, 
Belford, Fletcher, Loudenslager, Southard. 
Belknap, Foote, Lovering, Southwick, 
Benton, Foss, 14 Spalding, 
8 Fowler, N. C c i 
Bing ^ aines, McEwan, Stevens, 
Bisho; Gardner, McLaurin, Stewart, N. J. 
Boutelle, ibson, Maddox, Stokes, 
Bradley, Gillet, N. Y. uire, Strait, 
Brantley, Greene, Mi ys Strowd, N. C. 
Brewer, Griffin, nn, Sullivan, 
Brewster, Griggs, Sulloway, 
Bromwe Grout, Meekison, Sulzer, 
Brumm, Grow, Mesick. Swanson, 
Bull, ager, Miers, Ind. Talbert, 
Burton, Hamilton, Miller, melon Ala. 
Campbell, dy, Mills, Todd. 
Capron Harmer, Minor, Van Voorhis, 
Carmack, Hartman, Mitchell, Wi orth, 
Castle, Hemenway, Moon, Wanger, 
Catchin, Henderson, Morris, War 
Chickering, Henry, Tex. Mudd, Warner, 
ardy. Hicks, Newlands, Weaver, 
Clark, lowa Hooker, Norton, Woymou 
Clark, Mo. Hopkins, ell, Wheeler, 
Co Howard, Ga. Olmsted, Wheeler, Ky. 
Connolly, owe, Overstreet, hite, 
Corliss, Howell, Packer, Pa. Wilber, 
Co ull, Perkins, will Pa. 
Cox, Hurley, Peters, Wilson, S. C. 
Cranford, Johnson, Plowman, Wrigh 
Crump, Jones, Va. Powers, Young, 
Davey, Jones, W Pugh, nor. 
Davidson, Wis. oy. Ray, 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. MrsICK with Mr. PETERS. 
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. LYBRAND with Mr. LENTZ. 

. DAVIDSON of Wisconsin with Mr. NORTON. 
. HOOKER with Mr. CaTCHINGS. 

. BINGHAM with Mr. DoCKERY. 

. HOPKINS with Mr. MCALEER. 

. BELKNAP with Mr. MAGUIRE. 

. MILLER with Mr. CLARDY. 

. HAGER with Mr. ALLEN, ` 

. YOUNG of 55 with Mr. BENTON. 
. LoRIMER with Mr. SurrH of Kentucky. 

. WHITE of Illinois with Mr. Sms. 

. BisHoP with Mr. BREWER. 

. WILLIAMS of Pennsylvania with Mr. ROBERTSON of Loui- 


Mr. Monnis with Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. 

. HENDERSON with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

. SPALDING with Mr. CRAWFORD. 

. DORR with Mr. MADDOX. 

. VAN VoonHis with Mr. Howarp of Georgia. 
. JOY with Mr. MARSHALL. 

. HAMILTON with Mr. Topp. 

. WM. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. BRUCKER. 

. SHELDON with Mr. Youxa of Virginia. 

. CHICKERING with Mr. BRADLEY. 

. DAYTON with Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee, 

. Foss with Mr. Davey. 

. KuLP with Mr. STALLINGS. 

. ACHESON with Mr. WiLsoN of South Carolina. 
. CoRLIss with Mr. LATIMER. 

. McEwan with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 

. BELDEN with Mr. SULZER. 

. BELFORD with Mr. Swanson. 

. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts with Mr. LESTER, 
. PuGH with Mr. SUTHERLAND. 

. BEACH with Mr. BERRY. 

. Mupp with Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 

. BARHAM with Mr. LITTLE. 

. LOVERING with Mr. FITZGERALD. 

. BRUMM with Mr. Cox. 

. BOUTELLE with Mr. TATE. 

. STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. Jones of Washington. 
. SPERRY with Mr. GriaGs. 

. Hicks with Mr. OTEY. 

. STEWART of New Jersey with Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. 
. POWERS with Mr. GAINEs. 

. REEVES with Mr. BALL. 

. OVERSTREET with Mr. ZENOR. 

. Murs with Mr. SULLIVAN. 

. SULLOWAY with Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. CoLson with Mr. OSBORNE. 

Mr. Manon with Mr. Benner of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. McCALL with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 

Mr. SAUERHERING with Mr. STRAIT. 

For this day: 

Mr. PERKINS with Mr. ROBB. 

Mr. HEPBURN with Mr. DE GRAFFENREID. 

Mr. Warp with Mr. Lewis of Washington. 

On this vote: 

Mr. EDDY with Mr. BAIRD. 

Mr. ODELL with Mr. MCCLELLAN. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, although I did not hear it read 
a Clerk, I am paired with the gentleman from husetts, 

. WRIGHT, and as a motion to adjourn seems to have been 
made a political question, I desire to withdraw my vote. I voted 
LIS nay. 

Mr. TATE. Mr.Speaker, I ask leave of absence for my col- 
cay ek BRANTLEY, who is away on account of sickness in 

amily. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My colleague, Mr. Gamers, is detained 
from the House on account of sickness, and I ask indefinite leave 
of absence for him. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentle- 
man from Michigan, Mr. WX. ALDEN Surrh. I desire to with- 
draw my vote and to be marked “ present.” 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, during the session of last Thurs- 
day, through inadvertence, caused by an impression that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. WRIGHT, with whom I am 
paroa: was present, I voted on a motion to allow the gentleman 

rom Kansas to proceed in order. Voting first, I could not cer- 
tainly foresee that the issue would be regarded as a matter for 
party alignment; perhaps rendered careless because correction 
could be made before announcement of the result, Being called 
away from the House before the completion of the roll call, I did 
not notice until I read the RECORD the next morning that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts had not been present the 
vote. As itap that the majority party solidly opp .the 
proposition, and it being too late now to withdraw my vote, I 
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desire to express my regret and render what justice I can to the 
gentlemzn from Massachusetts by stating the facts. By 
ment, we were paired until further notice on all party questions, 
and he had a right to expect that I would not vote and that an 
announcement of our pair should appear in the RECORD. 
: LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
3 To Mr. CLARK of Missouri, indefinitely, on account of important 

usiness. 

To Mr. VEHSLAGE, for one week, on account of important busi- 


ness. 

To Mr. Brostvs, for the balance of the day, on account of ill- 
ness, 

To Mr. Games, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

And rudes a (at 3 o'clock and 40 minutes p. m.), the House 
adjourned until Thursday next. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
. were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, an estimate of the cost of improvin 
the Merrimac River, Massachusetts, between Newbu rt an 
Haverhill—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of surve Point Judith 
Harbor, Rhode Island—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, calling at- 
tention to certain changes in the wording of the bill codifying the 
inland rules of the United States to prevent collisions of vessels— 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, calling attention to 
certain changes desirable in the bill codifying the d rules of 
the United States to prevent collisions of vessels—to the Commit- 
5 os the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and ordered to be 
p í 

A letter from the President of the United States, recommending 
an appropriation for the relief of destitute American citizens in 
NS the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
12 DE following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 3233) to provide for the 
purchase of a site for a public building in the city of Hastings, in 
the State of Nebraska, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 3234) to amend section 4504 of 
the Revi Statutes relative to the duties of shipping commis- 
sioners—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3235) to carry out section 61 of the act of Con- 
gress of August 28, 1894, entitled “An act to reduce taxation, to 

vide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes 
bo the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8236) creating an art commission of the United 
States, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 3237) for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Manchester, State of Virginia—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 8238) to define the appellate ELA 
diction of the Supreme Court of the United States and the United 
States circuit court of appeals for theninth circuit over the judg- 
ments and decrees of the United States circuit court for the Dis- 
trict of Alaska—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A joint resolution (H. Res. 55) to provide for 
the presentation of medals of honor to certain troops who volun- 
teered their services in 1863 before the battle of Gettysburg, Pa.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. Res. 56) directing the Secretary of 
— Navy to apport a commission of is E to 8 
and report upon the Secor direct system of propel vessels an 
rv a att bility to naval purposes—to the Committee on Naval 
By Mr. COCHRAN of Missonri: A joint resolution (H. Res. 57) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution, authorizing the levy 
of a tax on incomes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A joint resolution (H. Res. 58) 
acknowledging the independence of Cuba—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KING: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Utah, asking that certain residents of Utah be reimbursed for 
services rendered, moneri expended, and property lost in Indian 
disturbances in the Territory of Utah during the years from 1805 
to 1870, inclusive—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of Utah, praying that the 
Industrial Home property at Salt Lake City, Utah, be granted to 
the State of Utah, to be used for educational or charitable pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Utah, asking 
that Congress submit to the legislatures of the several States a 
proposition to amend section 8, Article I, of the Constitution, so 
as to provide for the election of United States Senators by direct 
vote of the people—to the Committee on Election of President, 
Vice-President, and Representatives in Con ^ 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Utah, asking 
an appropriation for the en argement and improvement of Fort 
Douglas military post—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

_ Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Utah, pray- 
ing for the restraint of the Southern Ute Indians—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Utah, for the 
relief of claimants who suffered from Indian depredations in the 
Territory of Utah before they became citizens of the United 
States—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Utah, relative 
to granting to the State of Utah the reservoir sites reserved 
the Government of the United States—to the Committee on Irri- 
gation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Utah, repre- 
senting the conditions existing in Cuba, and praying Congress to 
protect the American citizens—to the Committee on Foreign 

airs. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Utah, askin 
that the Uintah and Uncompahgre Indian reservations be open 
to settlement and that the State of Utah be given a preference 
right of selection—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Utah, 
Congress io withdraw from sale and set apart as a State par! 
Fish Lake and certain described lands appurtenant thereto—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a memorial of the Li rene of the State of Utah, praying 
that Congress cede to the State of Utah all of the public lands 
excep, ee lands in the State—to the Committee on the Pub- 

ic Lands, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. BARLOW: A bill (H. R. 3239) for the relief of Cath- 
arine 1 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. ZE: A bill (H. R. 3240) granting an honorable dis- 
uk e to Charles H. Rarick—to the Committee on Military 
airs. 


By Mr. BOTKIN: A bill (H. R. 3241) granting a pension to 
Angelina Welden, of Media, Kans., as army nurse—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BREWER: A bill (H. R. 3242) for the relief of John W. 
Martin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRUCKER: A bill ut. R. 3243) for the relief of Cordell 
B. Green, Company D, Sixteenth Michigan Infantry—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. ping Lai 
ing a pension to Samuel I. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3245) granting a pension to Pheroba A, 
Hale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, & bill (H. R. 3246) for the relief of Capt. Francis A. 
Beuter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3247) granting a pension to Eliza H. Get- 
chell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 3248) qun 
honorable discharge from the United States Army to James Har- 
rington, late of Company E, Thirty-fifth Missouri Volunteers—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3249) granting a P iie e to Mrs. Laura J. 
Scofield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3250) granting an honorable discharge from 
the United States Army to William Miers, late of campan F, 
Ninth Minnesota Volunteers—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3251) for the relief of Napoleon B. Giddings— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


1897. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8252) for the relief of Fred E. Ernst, execu- 


kt of the will of Charles F. Ernst, late postmaster at 8t. Joseph, 
0.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (B: R. 3258) to reimburse G. L. Cary—to 
the Committee on War Claims. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8254) granting a pension to Jefferson Harris 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. r 

Also, a bill (H. R, 8255) granting a pension to Clarence E, 
Doane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8206) granting a pension to James Hayden— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8257) granting a pension to Robert P. Holli- 
day—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.3258) granting a pension to Alexander Scott— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 8259) for the revival of let- 
ters patent for an invention entitled the P. B. Lawson centrif- 

machine," which letters patent are numbered 204834, and 
bear date the 11th day of June, 1878—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 3260) referring the claim of Robert 
W. bankas to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: A bill (H. R. 8261) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of George L. Plummer—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 8262) granting an increase of 
pension to George L. Durbin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Rio 


ms. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 3263) to provide for the extension 
of letters patent for an “improvement in insulating submarine 
cables"—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3264) for the relief of Clara A, Graves and 
others, heirs of Lewis Smith, deceased—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3265) 8 a pension to Catherine R. Jar - 
dine, widow of Brig. Gen. Ed Jardine—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8266) for the relief of Dr. Edward R. Duffy, 
late United States surgeon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8267) for the relief of William Plimley, late 
general superintendent of the money-order division of the post- 
office at New York— to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8268) to restore the name of Jacob Coffer to 
the pension roll—to the Committee on Pensions. 

0, a bill (H. R. 8269) for the relief of James Eagan, late of 
Company G, Tenth New York Volunteer Infantry—to the Com- 
mittes on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3270) to pension Michael McAndrew—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3271) to increase the pension of Mrs. Rebecca 
S. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3272) granting an increase of pension to 
Laura Sprigg Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a (H. R, 8273) for the relief of Secor & Co., Perine, 
Secor & Co., and executors of Zenor Secor—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8274) for the relief of Charles V. Munier, late 
of Company D, Fourth Excelsior Brigade, subsequently known as 
Seventy-third Regiment New York Volunteers—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 8275) for the relief of Samuel Davis, naval 
apprentice—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

„a bill (H, R. 3276) for the relief of Francis Irsch—to the 
Committee on . 

Also, a bill (R. R. 3277) for the relief of Mary Ferguson to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8278) to increase the 8 of Mrs. George 
H. Cooper, widow of the late Rear-Admiral George H. Cooper to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3279) granting an honorable disc e to 
Thomas J. Miller, late of Company A, Thirty-eighth New York 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3280) for the relief of Nancy E. Day, admin- 
istratrix of the estate of James L. Day, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: A bill (H. R. 8281) granting a pension 
of $50 per month to Henry 8. Hitchcock—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. JETT: A bill gs R. 3282) for the relief of Andrew H. 
Jordan, alias Andrew non—to the Committee on Military 


irs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3283) for the relief of William B. Craig—to 
the Committee on ME MUR 
By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 3284) for the relief of Verona E. 
Pollock—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. McMILLIN: A bill (H. R. 8285) for the relief of Willis 
Cornwell, of Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1123 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3286) for the relief of J. C. Buntin, of Ten- 
nessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3287) for the relief of Sampson D. Bridgman, 
a soldier of the Florida war—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. RICHARDSON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 59) author- 
izing John C. Sanders, administrator of B. Sillard, deceased, to 
5 his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
ar Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of the Philadelphia D Ex- 
change, favoring the Torrey bankruptcy bill instead of the Nelson 
bill—to the Committee on the J . 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Original M. S. Quay 
Club; also of the Second Ward Republican executive committee; 
also of the Twenty-fourth Ward pubo executive commit- 
tee; also of the Twenty-sixth Ward ublican Club; also of the 
Young Men's Republican Club of the Thirty-first Ward; also of 
the Penrose Republican Club of the First Ward; also of the Union 
Republican Club of the Second Ward; also of the Vare Repub- 
lican Club,all in the city of Philadelphia, Pa., condemning the 

resent civil-service law—to the Committee on Reform in the 

ivil Service. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petitions of James Morgan, C. Davenport, 
and other citizens of Shenandoah, Pa., urging the Fan of a 
law restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petitionsof citizens of West Bradford, Down- 
ington, and East Goshen Township, Pa., for the passare of a more 
rigid immigration Jaw—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry.citizens of Pitcairn, Pa., 
in favor of the eura i of an immigration restriction law—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Bostcn and vicinity, for the pas- 
sage of a bill to prohibit kinetoscope reproductions of prize fights— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KNOX: Petition of C. E. Richardson and 21 other citi- 
zens of Woburn, Mass., favoring & more rigid restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LOUD: Resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade of 
San Jose, Cal., favoring the repeal of the reciprocity treaty with 
the Hawaiian Islands—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of J. M. Heasley and other citizens 
of Mason County, W. Va., asking for the passage of a more rigid 
e la w- to the Committee on Immigration and Natur- 
alization, 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of C. A, Chapin and 198 other citizens 
of Milwaukee, Wis., praying that a bill be passed authorizing the 
President to appoint a commission on currency and banking—to 
the Committee on Banking and ye e 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of Lake Keuka Baptist Church, of 

of a bill to prohibit lottery and 


Crosby, N. Y., urging the 
gambling messages 2 telegraph or telephone; also petition of 
same to prohibit the transmission of descriptions of prize fights 
by mail or interstate commerce—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, petition of Lake Keuka Baptist Church, yoring the - 
sage of a bill toenact a Sabbath law for the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Lake Keuka Baptist Church, for the passage of 
& bill forbidding the sale of intoxicating beverages in Government 
buildings—to the Committee on Pubhe Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petitions of Mrs. E. B. Ingalls, Mrs. Ina Mansfield, John 
Kline, and others, of Keuka College, regulating the sale of cigar- 
ettes—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHOW ALTER: Petitions of citizens of Beaver Falls, 
Sharpsville, Fredonia, and Sarversville, in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, asking for a more rigid MOTHER law—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. S E: Petition of the United Trades Council of Gas 
City, Ind., asking that the Government be empowered to take 
charge of and o tepublie telegraph lines—to the Committee on 
Interstate and segn Commerce. 

By Mr, STRODE of Nebraska: Petitionof E. Y, Grupeand other 
working lithographers, praying for protection against foreign 
competition—to the Committee on Ways and Means. : 

By Mr. ZENOR: Paper to accompany House bill No. 2768 
correct the military record of George Peyton—to the 
n UE AE House bill No. 2954, for the relief of 

5 accompany House o. or the 
Henry ‘Mills, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SEWELL presented petitions of D. Thomas and 22 other 
citizens of Bayonne, Howard Heisler and 27 other citizens of Marl- 
boro, Samuel Heuling and 52 other citizens of Beverly, F. B. Mid- 
dleton and 15 other citizens of Jamesburg, N. O. Brewer and 15 
other citizens of Rahway, Capt. Thomas R. Mills and 41 other citi- 
zens of Newark. and of W.C. Tubbs and Si other citizens of Eliza- 
beth, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of 
AA Pa, restricting immigration; which were ordered to lie on 

e table. i 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented sundry petitions of citizens 
of Ilion, Brooklyn, and Prince Bay, all in the State of New York, 
praying for the enactment of legislation for the more rigid re- 
striction of immigration; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sun petitions of kid-glove sewers, cutters, 
and finishers of Gloversville, N. Y., praying for an increase of 
the duty on kid gloves; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of Ren Burns and 186 other 
citizens of Winona, Minn., praying for the adoption of the lumber 
schedule in the pending tariff bill as by the House of 
Representatives; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Duluth, Minn., 
praying for the enactment of legislation restricting immigration; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of 70 citizens of Springvale, 
Mass., and a petition of 25 citizens of Springvale, Mass., praying 
for the pomoge of the so-called Lodge immigration bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

THE RICE INDUSTRY. 


Mr. McENERY presented a statement, signed by members of 
the Rice Association of Louisiana, Georgia, and South Carolina, 
relative to the riceindustry; which was ordered to lie on the table, 
and to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

A STATEMENT TO THE SENATE AND HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES RELATIVE 
TO THE RICE INDUSTRY. 
Rice schedule proposed by the Senate and by the House. 


Rice. 


House | Senate 
bill. bill. 


à i 
Paddy i H 
Rice flour, rice meal, and broken rice which will pass 

through a wire sieve known comme: y as No. 12, per 

Fenll,l,l,l,,l„ 8 t i 

The undersigned representatives of the rice-producing interests of the 
United States respec Ur represent that the rice industry has special and 
just claims for protective po way among which are the following: 

First. While rice planting been carried on for many years in the United 


Sta improved agricultural machinery has not been employed to any ex- 
rene all lines of its production till in the past ten years. b given time and 
favorable conditions, this application of machinery will revolutionize and 
Americanize the eene A 

Second. It is not a limited and sectionalindustry. It constitutes the prin- 

2 cereal product of over 1,000 miles of the coast country of the United 
States. In this rice belt are millions of acres of land s qe toits 
cultivation; more than sufficient territory to supply, when fully developed, 
our entire country with rice, which will berapidly improved under favorable 
conditions. 'The rice 1 5 are almost exclusively devoted to the produc- 
tion of this cereal, and hence purchase from the Northwestern States their 
corn, oats, wheat, pork, butter, horses, and mules, making a 2 and steady 
market for these articles. ves d earl that brings to the rice plant- 
ers 1 & disaster to the Northwest. 

. The first improvement of a rice farm calls for a Mau expand 
in levees, ditches, canals, fences, buildings, and irrigating machinery. Every 
well-equipped rice farm is a user of engines, boilers, pumps, and agricultural 
implements, which fact appeals strongly to the manufacturing interests of 
the country. This ms t cost is a reason why unfavorable legislation 

cripples the rice planters than other farmers. 


statement that unintentiona 
error has been made in framing the rice duties pro the Senate 
Tie end on paddy. Taking TE cents per hundred as am equitable duty on 
and on : cen r hun as an equitable duty on 
paddy, or the ron h rice of the Pe er, what duty ought o be Seed d on 
uncleaned rice and on clean rice? It required 168 pounds of paddy or 118 
unds of uncleaned rice to make 100 pounds of clean rice. 'The duties on 
amounts under the Senate rate would be $1.26 on the paddy, 94.4 cents 
on the uncleaned, and $1.50 on clean. 'These would be the respective duties 
on equivalent amounts of rice reduced to cleaned. 
The difference in weight between equivalent amounts of paddy and un- 
cleaned rice is 50 pounds, as stated. The freight on this from Asia to New 


the ra 


York would be 25 cents; the milling of 168 8 of Come to reduce it to 118 


pounds of uncleaned would be 15 cents, and the breakage and loss in millin 
would amount to 10 cents, making a total of 50 cents as the just differenti 
between paddy and uncleaned. fnat uncleaned rice at $1.25 per hundred 
duty is still rated somewhat lower than paddy is shown b e fact that 
wheu that differential existed very little paddy was imported. 

the duty on uncleaned be Sfr at $135 r hundred, the duty on 
cleaned should be g, because it requires 118 poan sof uncleaned, as stated, 
to make 100 pounds of cleaned, showing a loss of 18 pounds on which first 
cost, duty, and freight had been paid. 'The cost of 18 pounds and relent 
average 30 cents, the duty at 1} cents per pound would be 22} cents, the rice 
broken in milling and separated from the cleaned shipments we place at 10 
. a total of 62; cents to be added to the uncleaned. The differ- 
ence between this amount and 75 cents, with the offal, is the margin allowed 
the importer and miller, which amounts to 30 cents, and is sufficient. 

It is thus shown that the differentials of 75 cents, 80 cents, and $1.50 per 
hundred on the different classes of rice, as in the Senate's schedules, are not 
3 . and that 75 cents, $1.25, and $2, as in the Dingley bill. 
are equitable. 

We further represent that under average crop conditions and with the 
pro te rate of eight-tenths of a cent on uncleaned rice the home 
producer would receive for his product from $1.27 to $2 per barrel (162 pounds 
of rough or dy rice), depending upon the quality. 'The average would 
not be over $1.70 pe barrel, or a little over 1 cent per pound, and such was 
the actual result under the Wilson tariff, except for the past season, when 
the crop was cut short in India and Louisi by phenomenal drought. Even 
atthe present high prices uncleaned Siam rice was quoted May 10 at $1.50 per 
hundred, New York delivery, and choice Japanriceat$225. Adding duty and 
the cost.and duty on 18 pounds additional to make the amount of uncleaned 
obtained frora a barrel of rice and we have $2.71 and $3.49 as their respective 
costs in New York, pa? Boy 

This foreign rice, owing to selection and hand culture, mills more high- 
paoe rice per barrel than American rice, and this difference is equal to one- 

alf cent per pound, or 59 cents on 118 pounds. Deducting this amount to 
place it upon a ru with American rice, we have $2.12 and $2.90 as the price 
of 118 pounds of American uncleaned rice in New York. From these prices 
we must deduct 2 milling, 15 cents, to produce uncleaned; ave 
freights from the Louisiana repre et to New York, 40 cents, and comm 
sions, 10 cents, making a total of 65 cents, which, deducted from the above, 
leaves $1.47 and $2.25 as the net price to be paid the producer in close compe- 
tition with foreign rice, and this under extraordinarily short crops and con- 
sequent high prices. The ave r barrel under ordinary conditions, as 
stated above, would not exceed nite which is considerably below the cost of 
production, as fully shown in the report to the Ways and Means Committee 
of the House. Y 
y submitted. 
JOHN SCREVEN, 
WILLIAM RIDGELY LEAKEN, 
Georgia Rice Association. 
THEODORE BARKER, 
SAMUEL G. STOMY. 
CHRISTOPHER FITZ SIMONS, 
South ina. 


S. B. DANIEL, 
8. LOCKE BRAEUX, 

New Orleans. 
C. C. DUSON, 


S. P. LOVELL, 
Crowley, 
8. 


A. KNAPP 
Lake Charles ( Lu.) Board of Trade, 
TABLETS AT ANTIETAM. 


Mr. HALE presented a communication from the Secre of 
the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of War, 
DR a revised estimate of deficiency in the appropriation 
for battle lines and sites for tablets at Antietam,to be substituted 
for the item on page 31 of the general deficiency appropriation 
bill; which, with the accompanying papers, was rete to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

CONSTRUCTION OF DRY DOCKS. 

Mr. HALE presented a communication from the Secretary of 
the Navy, transmitting certain viewsrelative to the a riations 
for theconstruction of a dry dock at the Portsmouth (N. H.) Navy- 
Yard, and also for the construction of a wooden dry dock at the 
United States navy-yard, Boston, Mass.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

: REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 856) for the relief of Twyman O. Abbott, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 1999) for the relief of John 
Berrisford; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2000) removing the charge of 
desertion from the name of Reuben R. Hammond; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying petition, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2001) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of James J. Murphy; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 2002) granting an increase 
of pension to Byron R. Pierce; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

VISITOR TO WEST POINT. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I ask to be excused from service as one 
of the Visitors appointed at the last session of Congress by the 
Vice-President to attend the annual examination of cadets at the 
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Military Academy at West Point. It is not probable that I shall 
be able to discharge that duty, and I desire to decline the appoint- 
ment now, 80 that another Senator may be appointed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the resigna- 
tion of the Senator from Mississippi as & Visitor to West Point 
will be received and accepted by the Senate. The Chair hears no 
objection, and the resignation is accepted. The Chair will appoint 
the Senator from Florida 1 Pasco] as the successor of the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi as a Visitor to West Point. 


PROPOSED FINANCIAL LEGISLATION, 


Mr. STEWART. I desire to give notice of an amendment to be 
pro to the tariff bill when it is under consideration. I ask 
that the proposed amendment be read at the desk. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That there shall be at all times a reserve fund in the Tre 


to the sum of $50,000,000. vailable balance in the Treasury 


„000. Whenever the a 
exceeds the sum of $50,000,000, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of th 


e 
Treasury to invest the surplus above such sum in United States bonds, and 
whenever the available cash balance in the Treasury shall be less than the 
sum of $50,000.000, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
issue United States 1 -tender 2 e etn di ry notes to make 
up the deficiency of $50,000.000. Such notes shall redeemable out of the 
first surplus moneys in the 8 above such sum of $50,000,000. In case 
insufficient coin to meet the coin obligations of the Uni States shall come 
into the Treasury through the ordinary sources of revenue, it shall be the 
duty of the Becretary of the Treasury to poem, ike silver certificates 
d into the Treasury for the coin which is in the y es eu 
rou e 


mr 
on of such certificates, and with the coin paid and obta: 
tions of the United States 


conversion of silver certificates the coin obl: 
shall be discharged, and it shall be the duty of the inert of the Treasur 

to coin sufficient of the silver bullion purchased under the law of July 14, 
1890, to supply all deficiencies that may occur in the supply of coin under 
the foregoing provisions to meet and discharge all coin obligations presented. 


Rs STEWART. I ask unanimous consent for a word of 
anation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Senator from Nevada proceed. 

Mr. STEWART. There is now in the Treasury about $230,- 
000,000 of idle money. This amendment would invest about 
$180,000,000 of that 1 in United States bonds, thus saving 
interest and distributing the money among the people. 

The amendment further provides that in case a deficiency shall 
occur so as to reduce the reserve below $50,000,000, the Secretary of 
the eed prog issue legal-tender noninterest-bearing Treas- 
ury notes to be redeemed out of the first surplus money that comes 
into the Treasury above the $50,000,000, so that this issue will be 
very temporary. In that way there would not be a large amount of 
idle money in the Treasury at any time, nor would there be any 
possible danger of a deficiency to meet the obligations of the Gov- 
ernment. 

The amendment further provides that the revenues coming into 
the Treasury by silver certificates, which form probably more 
than half the revenues now, shall be used for the pur of ob- 
taining coin to meet coin obligations. The silver certificates are 
exchangeable now in the Treasury for the coin in the Treasury 
deposited fortheirissue. This simply requires that that exchange 
shall be made. That will probably furnish the current coin that 
mayne necessary for redemption. 

e amendment further proposes, in order that there may at all 
times be an ample redemption fund, that the bullion now in the 
Treasury purchased under the act of 1890 shall be coined, or a 
sufficient quantity of it to keep up the regular supply of coin. In 
this way we would not contract and expand the currency by 
means of our fluctuating revenues. 

I have heard it suggested that the tariff bill would raisesufficient 
revenue to retire a portion or all of the greenbacks. That would 
be retiring the money upon which the people depend for their busi- 
ness, There is already at least $180,000,000 retired and lying idle 
in the Treasury, for the retirement of which there is no necessity, 
and that amount ought not to accumulate. Iamopposedtotaking 
what money there is in circulation, or ig paron of it, from the 
people for any purpose whatever. Let it be kept in circulation. 

is amendment, if adopted, would put the surplus above $50,- 
000,000 in circulation, and if the revenues should at any time be 
insufficient, the temporary loan provided for can be made, green- 
backs or Treasury notes can be issued and be redeemed by the 
first surplus revenue that comes in, and Congress would have time 
to increase taxation, so that there would be revenue enough and 
still not keep the money out of circulation. 

Thus it would not increase the paper circulation permanently 
at all, but it would prevent a large amount of money from lying 
idle, and it would repudiate the idea that the tariff bill is to have 
the sinister purpose of retiring our greenbacks, or retiring any 
partof our money. Ithink there is nothing more reprehensible 
than in times like these, when the country is suffering for money, 
to tie it up in the Treasury by any scheme whatever. 

I shall advocate this amendment earnestly, and I hope that, the 
attention of the Senate now having been called to it, Senators will 
think over the subject and help to perfect it, if it is not perfect 
now, so that it may go on the tariff bill, and that we may have a 


amounting 


system of revenue whereby our reserve will be always kept at 
a certain point and not have to borrow any money, except by a 
temporary loan to be supplied immediately by new revenue, and 
without contracting the currency by hoarding the money of the 
people in the Treasury. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will lie on the table 
and be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposes 


by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
5 to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. McENERY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 
Government and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. GEAR (by request) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 879) to provide revenue. for 
the Government and to encourage the industries of the United 
States; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


ANNALS OF THE ASTROPHYSICAL OBSERVATORY. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound 3,000 copies of a special report describing the methods 
and results of the investigations conducted at the astrophysical observatory 
of the Smithsonian Institution, entitled Annuls of the . Ob- 
servatory, of which number 500 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 
1,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,500 for distri- 
bution by the Smithsonian Institution. 


MOBILE MARINE DOCK COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Therebeing no further morning busi- 
ness, the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. PETTUS. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
1038) for the relief of the Mobile Marine Dock Company. e 
bill has been examined by the Committee on Claims at three dif- 
ferent sessions of the Senate; it has been unanimously reported 
from that committee at three different times, and it has been re- * 
ported at the present session unanimously. Iask that it be put 
on its passage. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It DY pines to pay to the 
Mobile Marine Dock Compary, or its authori agentor attorney, 
$56,202.05, in. fnll pay mene for the use and occupation of and 
damage to property of that company taken from April 16 to No- 
vember 15, 1865, inclusive. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY AT DOVER, TENN. 


Mr. BATE. L ask unanimous consent to call up for considera- 
tion a bill which has heretofore passed the Senate three times, bein 
the bill (S. 931) to construct a road to the national cemetery a 
Dover, Tenn. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropriate 
$11,500 for the purpose of constructing, under the direction of the 
PT of War, a macadamized road, or a road partly of gravel 
and partly of stone, from the river landing or its vicinity. in the 
town of Dover, Tenn., to the national cemetery near Old Fort 
Donaldson. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS PEARL RIVER, MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. WALTHALL. Mr. President 

Mr. COCKRELL. The regular order, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is called for. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Iask unanimous consent to proceed to the 
consideration of Senate bill 1979. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As the Senator from Mississippi was recog- 
nized as entitled to the floor, I give notice now that when the bill 
to which he refersis passed the Calendar will have to be proceeded 
with in regular order, 

. WALTHALL. This bill will take but a few minutes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unanimous consent is asked for the 
present consideration of a bill which will be read. 

'The Secretary read the bill (S. 1979) to authorize the construc- 
tion ofa bridge across Pearl River, in the State of Mississippi; 
and, there being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of thé 
Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
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P. COCKRELL. Let us have the regular order now, Mr. 
ident. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular orderiscalledfor. The 
Secretary will report the first bill on the Calendar. 


HEIRS OF LEWIS SMITH. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Yesterday the bill (S. 433) for the relief of 
Clara A. Graves, Lewis Smith Lee, Florence P. Lee, Mary S. 
Sheldon, and Florence P. Lee, legal resentative of Elizabeth 
Smith, deceased, heirs of Lewis Smith, deceased, was passed over 
at my instance, because I supposed a question of interest was in- 
volved. I find that the report states no interest has been allowed 
upon the claim, and that the amount of $2,317.77 is the original 
claim without any interest. I ask that it may be taken up and 
acted upon. It has been read. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill was amended yesterday as 
in Committee of the Whole on motion of the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CoCKRELL]. If there be no further amendment as in 
Committee of the Whole, the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was conc in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

FANNY B. RANDOLPH AND DORA L, STARK, 


The bill (S. 977) for the relief of Fanny B. Randolph and Dora 
L. Stark was announced as first in order on the Calendar, and the 
Senate, as in Committee of the 8 to its considera- 
tion. It proposes to pay to Fanny B. — or her legal rep- 
resentative $3,280, and to Dora L. Stark or her legal re tative 
$8,280, making in all $16,560, the same being in full for, and the 
receipts of the same to be taken and accepted in full and final dis- 
ie of, their claim examined, investigated, and reported favor- 
ably by the Court of Claims of the United States under the pro- 
pee Hot of the act of March 3, 1883, entitled “An act to afford 
assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Departments 
in the investigation of claims and demands against the Govern- 
ment," and the act of March 3, 1887, entitled **An act to provide 
€ the bringing of suits against the Government of the United 

tates." 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to beengrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

. PUBLIC PARKS IN VALENTINE, NEBR. 


The bill (S. 1 to the incorporated town of Valentine, 
in the county of Cherry and State of Nebraska, certain lands, and 
fox other was announced as next in order. 

Mr. Let that bill be passed over without losing 


he VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
HELEN M. FIEDLER. 

The next business on the Calendar was the concurrent resolu- 
tion reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations, request- 
ing the President of the United States to bring to the attention of 
the Government of Brazil the claim of Helen M. Fiedler, executrix 
of Ernest Fiedler, deceased, against the Government of Brazil. 

The Secretary read the concurrent resolution, r by Mr. 
TuRPIE from the Committee on Foreign Relations, March 31, 1897, 
as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President of the United States be requested to bring to theattention of the 
Government of Brazil the of Helen M. Fiedler, executrix of Ernest l'ied- 
ler, de R e Government of Brazil, wing out of a contract, al- 
leged by t to be obligatory on that ernment. for the hire of 
tke ship e ts from the United States to Brazil 


Circassian to transport 
in the year 1867, with the view to 
claim and to provide for the allowance and payment of such sum as shall be 
found just to such claimant. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
concurrent resolution. 
The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 


ST. LOUIS RIVER BRIDGE. 


The bill (S. 956) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River between 
the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota," approved April 24, 1894, 
as amended by an act approved August 4, 1894, entitled “An act 
to amend an act to authorize the construction of a steel bridge 
over the St. Louis River between the States of Minnesota and Wis- 
consin," was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE. 

The bill (S. 426) to authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Missouri River between its mouth and the mouth of the Da- 
kota or James River; and across the omes Y i River between the 
mouth of the Minnesota River, in the State esota, and Don- 
aldsonville, in the State of Louisiana; and across the Illinois and 


Des Plaines rivers between the mouth of the Illinois and the city 
of Joliet, im the State of Illinois; and to prescribe the character, 
location, and dimensions of the same, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments. : 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 3, before the word 
* corporations," to strike out persons, associations, or;" so as to 
make the section read: 

That any corporations complying with the provisions of this act and hav- 
ing the authority of the Secretary of War may hereafter, when public neces- 
sity so dema erect bridges at points where said construction will not 
materially affect the interests of navigation across the Missouri River between 
its mouth and the mouth of the Dakota or James River; and across the Mis- 
sissippi River between the mouth of the Minnesota Riverand Donaldsonville, 
La.: and across the Illinois and Des Plaines rivers between the mouth of the 
Illinois and the city of Joliet, in the State of Illinois, for railroad or other 
usos, upon compliance with 6 and requirements of this act; and 
hereafter no bridge shall be t over said rivers within said limits except 
under the said provisions and requirements. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 42, after the word 
company,“ to strike out or persons;" so as to read: 

And also that if, by reason of the location of a bridge in or near a city 
harbor, or from any other cause, the draw opening, or raft span 
next the shore becomes difficult of access at any season or seasons use of 
the proximity of river craft which are or may be tied up to the bank, or from 
rea other cause, then the Ne eus controlling, or operating said 
h idge — € 3 - otherw: * e — 1 tto Trek hen 
entrance raw or ora east 700 feet above 
and 500 feet below the bridge" 1 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment Was, in section 10, Iine 1, before the word 
„company,“ to strike out persons or;" and in line 15, after the 
word “company,” to strike out or persons; so as to make the 
section read: 

Sec. 10. That any 
act shall build and main 
such boo 


or PS rre, p said bridge direction 
and to maintain such tional sheer booms, D and other devices as will 
obviate the difficulty mentioned, which additi sheer booms, dikes, and 
other devices shall be builtand maintained at their own expense by said com- 
pany or persons. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 12, line 1, after the word 
“þri to strike out“ authorized by this act;" in line 3, before 
the word ** high," to strike out “ be” and insert “ if;“ and in the 
same line, after the word bridges,“ to insert be constructed;" 
80 as to make the section read: 

Sec. 12. That all bridges over the Missouri River below the mouth of the 
Platte River and nbove the mouth of the Kaw River shall, if h bridges, 
be constructed with unbroken and continuous having at least ono 
channel span of not less than 400 feet clear 9 all other over 
the waterway to have a clear channel way of not less than 900 f. ; and all 
said spans shall have a clear headroom of not less than 50 feet above high- 
water mark. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 13, line 1, after the word 
**bri ,"to strike out ** authorized by this act;" in line 3, after 
the word ‘‘shall,” to strike out “be” and insert if; in the same 
line, after the word bridges,“ to insert be constructed;" and 
in line 7, after the word mark.“ to insert: ** Nothing in this act 
shall be held to prohibit the construction of low bridges over the 
Missouri River, subject to the provisions and limitations as to low 
bridges hereinbefore set forth; so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 13. That all brid, over the Missouri River between its mouth and 
the mouth of the Kaw River shall, if high bridges, be constructed with un- 
broken and continuous all spans over the waterway to have a clear 
channelway of not less than 40) feet, and a clear headroom of not less than 
55 feet above high-water mark. Nothing in this act shall be held to bit 
the construction of low over the Missouri River, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations as to low bridges hereinbefore set fort: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 19, line 1, after the word 
“authorized,” to strike out person;“ so as to read: 

That thorized com; intending to construct a 
bridge 3e T Shall give notice for two weeks of 
such intention, stating the kind of bridge and exact location by publication 
in papers having a wide tion, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 20, line 4, before the word 
“company,” to strike out persons or;" in line 7, before the word 
„company,“ to strike out “persons or;" and in line 8, after the 
word said,“ to strike out persons or;" so as to read: 

That whenever the of War has good reason to believe that an 


of the provisions of sections 7, 10, and 25 of this act have not been compli 
with by any y owning. FEC 
under provisions of this act, It shall be the uty of Secretary of War, 
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on satisfactory proof thereof, to require the said company to comply with 
the provisions of said sections, and on failure of said company to comply 
with said requirements within a reasonable time the Secretary of War shall 
to cause the necessary work, in the form of additions, alterations, 

repairs, or removal of obstructions, to be made at the expense of the United 
States and shall refer the matter, without delay, to the Attorney-General of 
the United States, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in section 21, line 1, after the word 
“t companies," to strike out or persons;” so as to read: 

That any companies owning, controlling, or operating bridges authorized by 
this act shall iaa iet at their own expense sunset tosunrise through- 
out the season of navigation, such lights and other signals on the bridges as 
may be required by the Light-House Board for the security of navigation, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SUFFERERS BY LOSS OF LIGHT VESSEL NO. 87. 


The bill (S. 665) for the relief of the heirs of certain seamen 
lost in the foundering of Heus vessel No. 37 was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It 8 to settle and pay the ac- 
counts of the legal representatives of Howard Selover, mate, and 
George Richardson, seaman, for value of clothing and effects lost 
when they were drowned by the foundering of light vessel No. 37, 
off Cape May, N. J., while on duty thereon during the cyclone of 
August, 1893, and appropriates $137.25 for that purpose; but the 
sworn ite list of losses shall be approved by the proper light- 
house inspector, and the appropriation recommended by the 
Dp Aa Board, 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AIDS TO NAVIGATION. 


The bill (S. 678) to provide for light-houses and other aids to 

navigation was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
to establish and erect light-houses and other aids to naviga- 

on, as follows: 

A light and fog-signal station on Greens Ledge, Norwalk Har- 
bor, Connecticut, $60,000. 

A light and fog-signal station on Pecks Ledge, Norwalk Har- 
bor, Connecticut, $10,000. 

A light on Long Beach Day Beacon, Norwalk Harbor, Connec- 
ticut, $2,500. a 

Lighted beacons at Round Beach, Fitchs Point, White Rock 
Reef, and Grassy Hammock, Norwalk Harbor, Connecticut, $600. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The bill (S. 674) to provide for aids to navigation was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to establish and 
erect a light and fog-si station on the outer breakwater, en- 
trance to New Haven ‘bor, Connecticut, 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


QUARANTINE STATION AT ASTORIA, OREG. 


The bill (S. 966) proviaing for the establishment of a 88 
station at or near Astoria, Oreg., was considered as in Committee 
ofthe Whole. It appropriates $30,000 for the purchase of site, 
erection of buildings, pier, disinfecting apparatus, launch, and 
other appurtenances, for the establishment of a quarantine sta- 
tion at or near Astoria, Oreg., and for the maintenance of that 
station during the onload goar ending June 30, 1898, which is to be 
maintained and ted under the provisions of the quarantine 
laws of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES SIMS, 

The bill (S. 937) for the relief of James Sims, of Marshall County, 


Miss., was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Iask that that bill may go over without 


prano : 1 
he VICE-PRESIDENT, There being no objection, that will 
be the order. 

CUMBERLAND FEMALE COLLEGE, M'MINNVILLE, TENN. 

The bill (S. 1106) for the relief of the Cumberland Female Col- 
lege, of McMinnville, Tenn., was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It pore to pay to the Cumberland Female Col- 
lege, of McMinnville, Tenn., $5,000, in full of ali claims of that 

ege for the use, occupation, and consumption of its property 
for hospital and other army purposes during the late war of 1861 
to 1865 by the military authority of the United States, and pro- 
vides that the acceptance of that sum by the college shall be a 
complete and absolute bar to any and all claims for damage and 
destruction of the property ot the college or the use and occupa- 
tion thereof by the armies of the United States. 


The bill wasreported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
NANCY E. DAY. 

The bill Ms 075) for the relief of Nancy E. Day, administratrix 
of James L. Day, deceased, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to pay Dos d E. Day, administratrix of 
the estate of James L. Day, deceased, late of Norwich, Conn., 
$3,041.00 in payment and satisfaction of the amount found due 
from the United States to Nancy E. Day by the Court of Claims 
upon à reference of her claim to that court by the Postmaster- 
General, under the provisions of section 2 of an act of Congress 
approved March 3, 1883, entitled **An act to afford assistance and 
relief to Congress and the Executive Departments in the investi- 
gation of claims and demands against the Government." 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
OBSTRUCTION OF NAVIGABLE WATERS BY WATER HYACINTH. 

The bill (S. 390) to provide for an investigation of the obstruc- 
tion of the navigable waters of Florida, Louisiana, and other 
South Atlantic and Gulf States by the aquatic plant known as 
the water hyacinth, and for other purposes, was announced as 
next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PASCO. Iaskthatthat bill may be transferred under Rule 
IX. There is an appropriation in the sundry civil bill having the 
same purpose in view, and, if that be final I adopted, there will 
8 ban Ine for the passage of this bill. Let it go over under 

e IX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, That order will be made, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

IMPROVEMENTS OF BRIDGEPORT HARBOR, CONNECTICUT. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 16) providing for estimate of cost of 
certain improvements of Bridgeport Harbor, Connecticut, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secre- 
tary of War to submit estimates of the cost of extending the chan- 
nel of Brid Harbor, Connecticut, through an arm of the sea 
known as Yellow Mill Branch of that harbor, such channel to be 
12 feet deep and 200 feet wide; also of widening the main channel 
to the western harbor line, between the inner beacon and the 
Naugatuck Railroad wharf, with a depth of 12 feet; all as shown 
by maps and surveys made in compliance with the provisions of 
the river and harbor act of August 17, 1894, and submitted to Con- 
gress under date of November 29, 1895. 

The joint resolution was rted to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

SAIL VESSELS OF OVER 700 TONS. 

The bill (S. 622) concerning sail vessels of over 700 tons was 
announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I see that the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE] who reported that bill is absent, and I find that he has 
offered amendments to the bill. Whether they were offered by 
the authority of the Committee on Commerce or cage as his own 
amendments, Ido not know. Ido notobject to the bill, but Isug- 
ox poe it had better be passed over, retaining its place on the 

endar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unless there be objection, that will 
be the order. 

CERTIFICATES OF TITLE TO VESSELS. 

The bill (S. 946) providing for the collection of fees for furnish- 
ing certificates of title to vessels was announced as next in order 
on the Calendar. : 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Who reported that bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine . FRYE]. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think it had better lie over un- 
til he comes back. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the bill will 
lie over in the absence of the Senator from Maine. 

THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

The bill (S. 620) to promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter 
Service was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think all those bills re by 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] had better lie over until he 
returns. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

REY. J. A. GILFILLAN, 


The bill (S. 869) for the relief of Rey. J. A. Gilfillan was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to the 
Rey. J. A. Gilfillan $233.81, being an amount expended by him in 
the purchase and 1 of 322 bushels of seed potatoes, for 
planting, in May, 1895, for the Leech Lake, Cass Lake, and Win- 
nibigoshish bands of Chippewa Indians, Minnesota. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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GERMAN EVANGELICAL CHURCH, OF MARTINSBURG, W, VA. 


The bill (S. 536) for the relief of the trustees of the German 
Evangelical Church, of Martinsburg, W. Va., was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to the trustees of 
the German Evangelical Church, at Martinsburg, W. Va., $2,500 
on account of the destruction of their church building and its 
furniture on the 17th of February, 1863, while in the possession of 
a portion of the military forces of the United States, and through 
their carelessness. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PEARSON C. MONTGOMERY. 


The bill (S. 1168) for the relief of Pearson C. Montgomery, of 
Memphis, Tenn., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to pay to Pearson C. Montgomery, of Memphis, Tenn., 
$3,200, in full compensation for all claims connected with the 
steamer New National and its use while in the service of the 
United States upon the Mississippi River and its tributaries prior 
to the 21st of March, 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CALVIN GUNN. 


The bill (S. 262) for the relief of Calvin Gunn, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. Itproposes to pay to Calvin Gunn, 
of St. Louis, Mo., $700, in full compensation for the amount due 
him as informer and ordered to be paid to him by the United States 
district court for the eastern district of Missouri in case No. 1337 
before that court in the year 1868. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NAPOLEON B. GIDDINGS. 


The bill (S. 226) for the relief of Napoleon B. Giddings was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of 
War to cause to be investigated the circumstances of the alleged 
taking from 8 B. Giddings, in Jannary, 1847, at Santa Fe, 
N. Mex.,and deposit with A. B. Dyer, lieutenant of ordnance, 
United States Army, by order of Sterling Price, colonel command- 
ing the army in New Mexico at that time, of 140 kegs of gunpow- 
der, and to ascertain and determine the reasonable market value 
of such powder at that time and place, and whether the same, or 
any part thereof, was ever returned or delivered back to said Gid- 
dings, and the final disposition of such powder; and if the same, 
or any part thereof, was never returned to or delivered back to 
said Gi dings, then to certify to the Secretary of the Treasury the 
amount of the reasonable market value at that time and place of 
the powder so never returned or delivered back to said Giddings; 
and directs the Secretary of the Treasury to cause to be paid to 
said Napoleon B. Giddings the amount so certified by the Secre- 

of War to be the reasonable market value of such powder. 
e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE A. ORR. 


The bill (S. 227) for the relief of George A. Orr was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay the claim of 
George A. Orr as acting assistant provost-marshal at Mount Ver- 
non, Mo., from May 28, 1863, to January 30, 1864, at the rate of 
$100 per month for his services, and such sum for legitimate 
expenses during that period as may be shown and found to have 
been actually expended by him in the lawful discharge of his 
duties and necessary for the public service. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH W. CARMACK. 


The bill (S. 228) for the relief of Joseph W. Carmack was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposesto pay to Joseph 
W. Carmack, late of Company A, Sixth Missouri Cavalry, the pay 
and allowances of a first sergeant of cavalry from the Ist day of 
May, 1862, to the 30th day of September, 1862, less any pay re- 
ceived by him during that period. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN 8. NEET, JR. 


The bill (S. 229) for the relief of John S. Neet, jr., was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It 8 to pay to John 
S. Neet, jr., Iate a private in Company C, Third Regiment Mis- 
souri State Militia Cavalry, afterwards Company L, Sixth Mis- 
souri State Militia Cavalry, $100, in full payment of the sum al- 
lowed him in October, 1878, by the Third Auditor of the Treasury 


WD ashe ieee 
e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN M. DAVIS. 

The bill (S. 230) for the relief of John M. Davis was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of War 
to revoke and set aside the general order approving and confirm- 
ing the sentences of the court-martial dismissing John M. Davis, 
captain of Company H, of the Sixty-third Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to issue to him an honorable discharge as of 
date of April 9, 1865. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Who reported the bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill was reported from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs by the Senator from Missouri (Mr. 
COCKRELL]. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Missouri how he supposes that Congress or the President can 
set aside the judgment of a court-martial? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Because the President has express authority 
to approve or ape da ofit. It has to confe to the Department 
for final action, and the bill simply authorizes them to undo what 
they have done, and which they could have done in the beginning. 

r. PLATT of Connecticut. I suppose the President has once 
approved of the sentence of the court-martial. 
. Mr.COCKRELL. Yes. The bill simply vests him with author- 
ity to consider the case again, and it is the only way on earth to 
correct the record of a man who was unjustly dealt with. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Iam very glad the Senator has 
reported the bill in this form. Whenever I have wanted to ac- 
complish an end of that sort I have been told by the Military 
5 Committee that it was not within the power of Congress 

oi 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator is mistaken about being so told 
by the Committee on Military Affairs. Thisis the form of bill 
which has now been used forfour Congresses. Bills similar to 
this were in the Fifty-second, the Fifty-third, and the 
Fifty-fo Con It is the form which has been adopted; 
it was M with great care, after consultation with the officers 
of the War 5 There have been twenty cases at least 
which have followed this form where the bills have been passed 
and are now law. $ 
^ kr PLATT of Connecticut. That applies to any court-mar- 

ial? 

Mr. COCKRELL. To special and general courts-martial; it 
does not make auy difference which. is was a general court- 
martial; it recommended the dismissal of the officer, and the pro- 
ceedings had to come to the War Department for action. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EZRA S. HAVENS. 


The bill (S. 231) for the relief of Ezra S. Havens was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It Los ses to pay to Ezra S. 
Havens, late captain of Company G, Eighteenth Regiment Mis- 
souri Volunteer Infantry, the pay and allowances of a captain of 
infantry in the late volunteer service from the 11th day of March, 
1862, to the 2d day of February, 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MISSOURI MILITARY ACADEMY. 


The bill (S. 232) for the relief of A. F. Fleet, superintendent of 
the Missouri Military Academy, Mexico, Mo., was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to relieve A. F. Fleet, 
superintendent of the Missouri Military Academy, Mexico, Mo. 
from all money responsibility for so much of the ordnance and 
ordnance stores issued to that academy under its bond as was 
destroyed by fire Septeinber 24, 1896. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RETIRED PAY OF JUDGES. 


The bill (S. 1565) to amend and make certain the intent of sec- 
tion 714 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, providing 
for salaries of judges in certain cases after retirement, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that whenever 
the judge of any court provided for in section 714 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States shall have held two or more com- 
missions for different courts, or as quur. and chief justice of the 
same court, his time of service under each of those commissions 
shall be reckoned in making up his ten years provided for in the 
act. and he shall be entitled, after retiring, to receive the salary 
he was entitled to at the time of retiring. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM P. BUCKMASTER, 

The bill (S. 252) for the relief of William P. Buckmaster was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
William P. Buckmaster, surviving partner of James Murphy & 
Co.,late of New York City, $22,386.61, being a balance due for 
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labor and material furnished by James Murphy & Co. in the con- 
struction of the machinery for the double-ender vessel Otsego. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM WOLFE. : 


The bill (S. 251) for the relief of William Wolfe, of Shelbina, 
(pesi County, Mo., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It authorizes the Secretary of War to cause to be investigated the 
claim of William Wolfe for the loss of the schooner Anna Sophia 
and her freight while in the military service of the United States. 
Upon the certification of the award the Secretary of the Treasury 
is directed to pay to William Wolfe the amount so found to be due 
him from the United States, not to exceed $9,262.29. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HENRY J. HEWITT. 

The bill (S. 261) for the relief of Henry J. Hewitt was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of War 
to cause to be investigated the claim of Henry J. Hewitt, of Mis- 
souri, for corn, oats, hay, horses, and wagons taken from him for 
the use of the Army in northern Missouri, and for the use and 
occupation of his hotel, storehouse, and barns by the military 
authorities of the United States, and to report the result thereof 
to Congress. 

The bill was reported to theSenate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RICHMOND COLLEGE, RICHMOND, VA. 


The bill (S. 677) for the relief of Richmond College, located at 
Richmond, Va., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
lt proposes to pay to Richmond College, Richmond, Va., $25,000 
for the occupation of its buildings and grounds by United States 
troops and officers for the period of eight months and for injury 
to and destruction of the buildings, the apparatus, libraries, and 
other property of the college by the troops and officers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN F. W. DETTE. 


The bill (S. 278) for the relief of John F. W. Dette was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of 
War to cause to be examined the conditions of the contract of 
John F. W. Dette with the United States to build a stone wall 
of masonry around the national cemetery at Jefferson Barracks, 
St. Louis County, Mo., and what, if any, sum is reasonab!y and 
equitably due to Mr. Dette, in addition to the amount already paid 
him, by reason of any changes or modifications in his contract. 
and to vig the result to Congress. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HEIRS OF JAMES BRIDGER, DECEASED. 


The bill (S. 272) for the relief of the heirs of James Bridger, 
d , Was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to pay to the heirs of James Bridger, deceased, $6,000, in full 
satisfaction for his improvements made at Fort Bridger, Utah 
Territory, which were appropriated by the United States Anny, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANNA M. COLMAN, 

The bill (S, 253) to permit Anna M. Colman, a widow, to prose- 
cute a claim, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to refer to the Court of Claims the claim of Anna M. Col- 
man, widow and sole legatee of Charles D. Colman, deceased, 
against the United States, on account of the seizure by the United 
States of certain moneys and securities in St. Louis, Mo., about 
February, 1865, held by the bailee as a special deposit theretofore 
made by Charles D. Colman. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TONNAGE TAX. 


The bill (S. 621) concerning tonnage tax was announced as the 
next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] 
suggested that the bills reported by the Senator from Maine e 
FRYE], the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, should be 

sed over. Isuggest that this bill be passed over, unless there 
is some one present to take charge of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be passed over. 

HEIRS OF THOMAS U. WALTER, DECEASED. 


The bill (S. 1269) for the relief of Olivia and Ida Walter, heirs 
and children of Thomas U. Walter, deceased, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to the beneficiaries 
named $14,000, in full satisfaction of all claims against the United 


States for services rendered by the testator in connection with 
any of the public buildings belonging to the Government, whether 
as architect, designer, disbursing agent, superintendent, or other- 


wise. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ST. CHARLES (MO.) COLLEGE. 

The bill (S. 249) for the relief of St. Charles College was consid- 


ered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of 
War to cause to beinvestigated the alleged use and occupation by 
the United States military authorities during the late war of the 
college bnildings and grounds of St. Charles College, in St. Charles 
County,Mo. Uponcertification of theaward the Secretary of the 
Treasury is authorized to pay to the college the amount found to 
be due from the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


L. ROBERT COATES & CO., OF BALTIMORE. 


The bill (S. 714) for the relief of L. Robert Coates & Co., of 
Baltimore, Md., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to A d to L. Robert Coates & Co., of Baltimore, Md., 
$5,213.30, in full of the bill of the firm for steel plates furnished 
for and which were used in the construction of the U. 8. light- 
house steamer Zizania. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


POTOMAC STEAMBOAT COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 1010) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat Com- 
pany was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to pay to the Potomac Steamboat Company $5,090, being the 
amount paid by that company tor services rendered to the steamer 
Excelsior, belonging to it, when she was sunk by the U. S. steam 
tug Fortune in Hampton Roads, Virginia. f : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RESIDUARY LEGATEES OF MARK DAVIS. 


The bill (S. 437) for the relief of the residuary legatees of Mark 
Davis, deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The preamble recites that the military authorities of the United 
States in command of the city of New Orleans on the 23d day of 
February, 1863, demanded and received from the agent of Mark 
Davis, a loyal citizen of the United States, then residing at Peters- 
burg, Va., certain personal property, consisting in part of fifty- 
five promissory notes, of the amount and value in the aggregate 
without interest and deducting certain indorsements thereon, of 
$27,383.38, and legal currency to the amount of $275.30, and also 
demanded and received possession of certain real estate belonging 
to Mark Davis, and subsequently collected certain rents for the 
use and occupation of the same, all of which personal property 
and real estate were duly receipted for by the officer receiving the 
same; and that Mark Davis has since died, leaving a will wherein 
certain parties are constituted residuary legatees of his estate. 

The bill proposes to pay to the personal representative of Mark 
Davis, deceased, for the use of his residuary legatees named in his 
last will and testament, or their heirs or assigns, $21,828.33, that 
. the amount and value of the promissory notes and cash so 

en. 

'The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

The preamble was agreed to. 


BLUE MOUNTAIN IRRIGATION AND IMPROVEMENT COMPANY, 


The bill (S. 1233) extending the time allowed the Blue Mountain 
Irrigation and Improvement Company for the construction of its 
reservoirs and canal in and through the Umatilla Indian Reserva- 
tion, in the State of Oregon, was announced as next in order on 
the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The senior Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER], who is not now in his seat, requested that 
the bill be passed over, retaining its place. It will be passed over. 


JOHN W. LEWIS. 


The bill (S. 1153) for the relief of John W. Lewis, of Oregon, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay 
to John W. Lewis, register of the land office at The Dalles, vus t 
$521.97, being the amount of his maximum compensation in addi- 
tion to his salary from April 17, 1890, to July 7, 1890. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CLASSIFICATION OF LANDS IN OREGON. 


The bill (S. 746) to provide for the examination and classifica- | 
tion of certain lands in the State of Oregon was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is quite a lengthy bill, and the Senator 
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reporting it is not here. I suggest that it be passed over without 
losing its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE RED RIVER OF THE NORTH. 

The bill (S. 1451) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Red River of the North at Drayton, N. Dak., was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 10 to the (H. R. 15) making appro- 
printions for the current and con nt expenses of the Indian Department 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal 

ear ending June 30, 1 and for other p having met, after full and 
lee conference have to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the mattor inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to at once allot agricul- 
tura! lands in severalty to the Uncom e Ute Indians now located upon 
or belonging to the Uncompahgre Ind: ation in the State of Utah, 
said allotments to be upon the eret eps pn and Uintah reservations or 
elsewhere in said State. And all thelands of said Uncompahgre Reservation 
not theretofore allotted in severalty to said Uncompah Utes shall, on and 
after the Ist day of April, 1898, be open for location and entry under all the 
land laws of the United States.“ 

And the Senate agree to the same, 


R. F. PETTIGREW, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

J. S. SHERMAN, 

CHARLES CURTI; 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask thatthe conference report be agreed 


The report was concurred in. 
PORTRAIT OF DANIEL D. TOMPKINS, 


The bill (S. 107) to purchase a portrait of Daniel D. Tompkins, 
late Vice-President of the United States, painted by Jarvis in 1812, 
was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


FORT PEMBINA MILITARY RESERVATION. 


The bili (S. 1492) providing for the selection of the lands within 
Fort Pembina Military Reservation, N. Dak., by the State of 
North Dakota was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 

rovides that the lands within the limits of the Fort Pembina 
ilitary Reservation, in the State of North Dakota, may be se- 
lected, at any time within one after the passage of this act 
or the approval of the survey of the reservation by the Secretary 
of the Interior, by the State of North Dakota as a partof the lands 
nted to the State under the provisions of an act to provide for 

e admission of North Dakota into the Union, approved Febru- 
ary 22, 1889; and when the lands are selected as herein provided, 
the Secretary of-the Interior shall cause patents to be issued to the 
State of North Dakota. Butif the State of North Dakota shall 
select the lands, such selections shall embrace all the lands in the 
reservation in the State of North Dakota, notexceeding the amount 
of land ted the State by the enabling act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTOR OF C. M. SHAFFER. 


The bill (S. 537) for the relief of the executor of C. M. Shaffer, 

eceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bil was reported from the Committee on Claims with 
amendments. VA 

The first amendment was, in line 7, before the word hundred,“ 
to strike out five” and insert **four;" so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the resect be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to Var to the executor of C. M. Shaffer, 8 of Berkeley 
8 W. Va., ont of e in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, the sum of $1,400, in full payment for rent and occupation of his ware- 
house in the town of Martinsburg, in said county and State, as a com 
storehouse during the war of the rebellion. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add at the end of the bill the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

Provided, That he is 1 atte bet grr om vw that MA 
M eai qu boil at the Fate Qt bel Roncnih for sock time ae T 
‘Was so occupied and not paid for. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WAR IN CUBA. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, The hour of 20’clock having arrived, 


it is theduty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished 
business, which is Senate joint resolution 26. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 26) declaring that a con- 
dition of publie war exists in Cuba, and that strict neutrality shall 
be maintained. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The penging question is on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] to refer the joint 
resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations, on which the 
Senator from Illinois . Mason] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. sident, that we may have a fair under- 
standing as to the pending joint resolution, I desire briefly to 
state its contents. I understand it, itis Senate joint resolu- 
tion No. 26, Order of Business on the Calendar 59. I desire to 
call the attention of the Senate to the fact that it was introduced 
on the ist day of April, and on the 6th of April it was placed on 
the Calendar. 

The provisions of the joint resolution are, simply: 

Resolved, etc., That a condition of publie war exists between the Govern- 
ment of Spain and a government proclaimed and for some time maintained 
by force of arms by the A es ere of Cuba, and that the United States of Amer- 
ica shall maintain a strict neutrality between the contending powers, ac- 
coring ee D nll the rights of belligerents in the ports and — I ide of the 

One of the interesting things to be discussed might be the “state 
of the art,” as we call it in the law business, of this particular res- 
olution. It will be the “state of the art" of polite delay, to take 
the place of the old-fashioned game we used to call filibustering, 
Some of our distinguished friends in the minority have delayed ac- 
tion day after day upon the ponding joint resolution upon one pre- 
tense after another, although long before I took my seat in this 
Chamber the people of the United States had ene this body to 
speak upon this question. Day after day the people have heard 
for the past month the voice of eloquent Senators saying what 
must be done in this great cause. 

Day after day the papers have been full of the announcement 
that this country was at last to speak, and that the barbarities 
inflicted by the Spaniard on the Cuban were to have some rebuke 
at least in the Senate of the United States. The rules of the 
Senate, to which we all bow with such graceful ty, have 
permitted this gentlemanly filibuster to continue until there is 
to-day no guaranty that the voice of the people will be heard 
here, or that there is to be any protest from the American people, 
either in the legislature or by the Executive, against the sale of 
girls, the murder of children, and the barbarities that the Spaniard 
calls war.“ 


SA 2 state ee d 1 
ut I want to sa my colleagues now, at the S ei of the 
discussion that I shall’ be indulged in, Iam not going y deal in 


technicalities. Iam not going to dwell long on international law. 
Every student of international law knows that it is made by force 
and that there is no barbarity of all the past that did not its 
precedent in international law. International law is as flexible 
as time, as changeable as everything else in the earth. 

Iam not studied much in the use of language. I much believe 
in the old-fashioned definition that language is the means of com- 
municating thought. I have not yet learned to appreciate the 
modern diplomatic definition that language is the means of con- 
cealing thought. Iam here to say as a Republican, I am bere to 
carry out the pledges of my party in convention assembled, that 
there is no question before the American ple so m de- 
manded by the hearts of the intelligent C. an people of this 
country as the demand made upon us here and now that we shall 
lift our voices and our handsin defense of liberty in the Island 
of Cuba. Day after day has passed, Mr. President, but no vote 
has been had. No one in this body doubts the reason why. A 
e of us favor the measure, but the majority can not 
control. 

The Executive, that splendid American citizen, has been some- 
what criticised, I think by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEW- 
ART], upon some of his ideas upon silver; for there is no discus- 
sion so sacred that will not invite the question if there is the 
jingle of a 10-cent piece on the carpet. He criticises our Presi- 
dent upon his position on the financial question. Some of the 
other friends have been inclined to praise him on account of other 
things. Iam here neither to praise nor to criticise the President. 


It is enough for me to know that in the most exciting political | 


campaign this country has ever seen. amidst the heat of battle 
and the dust and noise, William McKinley's name, his splendid 
character, his beautiful life, was like a pillar of fire by night that 
led us to the greatest victory we have known in modern times, for 
an honest currency and for protection to the industries of the 
country. Ido not and I shall not criticise him for the delay. I 
trust his judgment even though I may differ with him. I reserve 
the right to express my opinion and to cast my vote upon this 
question when hour shall come. 
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And to prove to you, Mr. President, and to my colleagues upon 
this floor, that the hour has come, let me read to you the message 
of yesterday. What is it that we contend for in the joint resolu- 
fion? Namely, that there is a state of war, and that we will agree 

keep hands off and give every side fair play; to let the insur- 
‘gents come into this country as well as the Spaniards. Here is 
The proof of the necessity of the pending Joint resolution, in the 
communication made yesterday by the President of the United 
States. I desire to read but a part of it. The President says: 

The agricultural classes have been forced from their farms into the near- 
est towns, where they are without work or money. 

Who forced them from theirfarms? Wasittheinsurgents? If 
go, then there is war by the confession of the document itself. 

as it the Spaniards who forced 800 American citizens away 

om a chance to eat bread in the sweat of their own face? Then 
if there is not war, there ought to be, and with us. Eight hundred 

erican citizens drivén m their homes, starving and un- 

sheltered; yet friends upon this floor say, “We do not think there 
is much of a war." Answer me, then, the question, Who drove 

ese American citizens from their homes? Stand by them one 
way or the other. If they were driven away by the insurgent, 
you admit the insurgent is ha | enough to e war. If the 
were driven away by the Spaniard, you ought to be man enou 
to stand up and ee heart and courage to the struggling people 
of Cuba and to defend American citizens, not alone with a piece 
of bread, but, if need be, with bayonets and a Long Tom.” 

I call your attention, Mr. President, to another part of this 
message. I voted for it. I had no desire to antagonize that reso- 
‘Intion in order to pass this resolution, which I think more impor- 
tant. It was half a loaf better than none. Let me read you fur- 

er on in this same message: 

The local authorities of the several towns, however kindly disposed, are 


unable to relieve the needs of their own people and are al er powerless 
to help our citizens. 
What is the matter with our citizens in Cuba? They are hun- 


gry in a state of peace, in a land flowing with milk and honey, 
where all you have to do is to put your hand out and gather the 
gifts of God Almighty to cover yourself and feed yourself, and 
Fet we are told by the people who say there is no war that they 
need means to provide them with the things they need to eat. 
Again I say, Who prevents it? Is it the insurgent? Then there is 
‘war. Is it the Spaniard? Then there ought to be war. 

I will read one more sentence from this document, which proves 
the necessity of the passage of the joint resolution under consid- 
eration: 

The latest report of Consul-General Lee estimates six to eight hundred 
'Americans are without means of support. 

How did it happen, Mr. President? American citizens there 
investing their money, tying their life and their futures with the 
future of Cuba. How did it happen that six or eight hundred of 
them, known to the consul-general, are out of food and out of 
employment? 

a i b - 

IUe jette pest Se std borat C 
i rtation of American citizens who, desiring to return to the United 
Btates, are without means to do so. 

Eight hundred starving Americans in the Island of Cuba, and 
we boasting of the right of an American to go anywhere in the 
world! And now we stand in this position: of demand- 
ling protection of the Spaniard alike with the insurgent for Amer- 
jican citizens, we say: “ Please, Mr. oe foci we do not mind 
Four killing the Cuban women and children; we do not mind 
85 selling the daughters of the insurgent to the lustful sensu- 

ity of the Spanish army, but, oh, please, kind Mr. Spaniard, 
with the tle, insinuating stiletto, let us take a little of Ameri- 
,can b: to give to our poor, starving Americans in your peace- 
able island; and then, if they want to, please let us bring them 


home, that we can protect them under our flag.” [Manifestations 
of Appanna in the 58 
PRESIDING OFFICER rapped with his gavel. 


Mr. MASON. And yet there is no war in Cuba! If the non- | 88 


combatant is starving to death, what is the combatant doing? If 
the American citizens, 800 in one place, are being driven like dogs 
land swine into a herd, and the Spanish Government, refusing to 
feed them, compels us to send from our store, in the name of God, 
lif it is not war, what is it? 
The joint resolution we passed was this: 
the of $50,000 be, and the same is hereby, a ria out of an: 
n 75 the Tr — not otherwise a e Lr de relief oF suffering 
American citizens in the Island of Cuba, said money to be expended at the 
2 ere tion and under the direction of the consul-general of the United States 
Suffering American citizens! Do we mean to give notice to the 
world that Coxey's army has moved down to the Island of Cuba 
— they are tramps—or do you mean to say by the resolution 
À at passed yesterday that 800 American citizens, as good as you 
or I, Entitled to the same defense under our as you or T ae 
‘suffering because the brute incommand of the i d drives them 


like dogs away from the place where they can supply their daily 
needs? We are so tender and so fearful of injuring the delicate 
feelings of the Spanish minister that we are willing to humiliate 
our citizens and feed them with the hand of charity, and yet the 
Senate of the United States says thereis no war—the minority says 
80, and a minority of this body is always the Senate of the United 


States. [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, I only want one minute upon the question of 
what brought about this condition of affairs. It is familiar to 
every gentleman upon this floor. Those people suffer exactly as 
our fathers suffered in 1770 and on until we relieved ourselves of 
the yoke of England—that lovely old mother country to whom 
we owe so much, as my eloquent friend from Maryland says. Yes 
we do owe her a great deal, but, thank God, we settled a part of 
it at Bunker Hill. [Laughter.) There may have been a little 
balance in her favor, but we settled that by our votes here within 
the past two weeks, 

TAXATION WITHOUT REPRESENTATION. 

The very moment that a Cuban baby comes from the womb of 
a Cuban mother that baby is taxed. en it is taken out of the 
cradle, its very swaddling clothes are taxed. Carriəd to the church 
to be christened, the very benediction of God is taxed—not by a 
kind of a tariff tax, Brother MILLS, but a tax to go toward keep- 
ing the Spaniard in idleness and lazy luxury. They are taxed 
from the cradle to the grave. When the groom takes his bride to 
the altar, she is taxed, if she has not been before sacrificed to some 
brute of a Spaniard. 

Revolution after revolution came up, and when the in ts 
had about won the prize the Spaniard, with that simple diplo- 
macy—they are always diplomatic—with which they have always 
convinced the insurgents in revolution after revolution, persuaded 
them if they would only lay down their arms they would be bet- 
ter treated. Ten years at one time they stayed out. This time 
they have been out two years. Isit wonderful, Mr. President, is 
it at all surprising, that to-day the brave leader of the insurgent 
army says he has no compromise to make? The Cubans have been 
taxed and robbed until there is no place but death and starvation. 

After the boy married the girl and went into business he was 
taxed. The sign over his door was taxed. The Spaniard found 
that was not enough, and put a tax upon each letter of his sign. 
They taxed his clerks, his amount.of business, and stopped only 
when their grinding exactions threatened to crush out his life, 
and thus put an end to extortion. The native-born Cuban, up to 
some two years ago, could not even teach school in his own baili- 
wick, and has never 5 to hold any office of honor or 
trust. Some of their children came to our schools. They heard 
the music of Yankee Doodle, and they took back to their insurgent 
father and brother the story of Bunker Hill, and they have begun 
to demand their right—their right to govern themselves. 

Let me say to you, Mr. President, whether we shall sit silent 
on and on; whether we shall continue, in this dignified body, to 
be silent when all the people ask us to speak; whether the United 
States shall do its duty or not, under the providence of God, Cuba 
shall be free. There shall be no slave on the continent where our 


flag floats. anifestations of applause in the galleries.] 
My friend kon Maryland eerie asked the question: Where 


is the Cuban government?" I am going to ask the Secretary to 
read a statement which willtake but two minutes. I propose to 
give my authority—Mr. Decker, one of those newspaper men who 
ike to deal in fiction when they run short of facts, as my brother 
said, which I do not agree with. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEWELL in the chair). 
Secretary will read as rente; in the absence of objection. 
'The Secretary read as follows: 


CUBAN GOVERNMENT. 


Salvador Cisneros, President of the Republic of Cuba, has his headquar- 
ters, with a full cabinet of officers (and bas 5 maintained it there), 
within 2 miles of Cubitas. Cubitas is n Spanish fortified town in the 
northwest of Puerto Prin- 


The 


. Karl Decker, who . th 
mez an 

postal service 

& letter to 


Mr. WELLINGTON. 
tion? 
Mr. MASON. Yes, sir. 


Will the Senator allow me one ques- 
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Mr. WELLINGTON. I wish to ask the Senator whether that 
is the kind of information the Senate of the United States is to 
accept as to the existence of a government in the Island of Cuba? 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, when struggling humanity can 
only speak through its best methods; when the insurgent is sur- 
rounded by the Spaniard, who sells his daughter and murders his 
boy; when American correspondents of the newspapers go into 
the forests to find the news, and when the Spaniard covers every 

tof entry on the Island of Cuba, we should, in the name of 
umanity, take the best we can get and be satisfied with that. If 
this account should overstate the facts; if it be not true that 
they have an election; if it bo not true that they have a capital, 
we do know this: The wealth of a nation is not measured by the 
capitol dome; the wealth of humanity is not measured by the 
money in the banks or the miles of railroad, and if the govern- 
ment of straggling Cuba to-day holds its capital under the trees, 
with nothing but God and the stars for a shelter, I am for that 
government justthe same. [Manifestations of applause in the 
eries. 
867 information, of course, has not been conveyed by an am- 
bassador nor other representative of the insurgent government, 
for none is here; he has not yet been received by our Executive; 
we have not yet declared that such government exists, and the 
effort to-day is, upon the information we have, to lend a helpin 
hand to this extent, by acknowledging their belligerent rights an 
giving the insurgents who fight for liberty the same right to buy 
our wheat, the same pee to buy our corn, and the same right to 
buy our guns that the 1 has in our open markets. 

Mr. GALLINGER. the Senator will permit me, in addition 
to the testimony given by Mr. Karl Decker, I hold in my hand 
Document No. 19, published by the Senate, which shows the ab- 
solute existence of a government in the Island of Cuba, and not 
only that, but gives the constitution of the Republic of Cuba and 
certain laws which have been passed. Perhaps the Senator has 
overlooked the existence of this document. 

Mr. MASON. I had heard of the document, but have never 


seen it. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I think it would be well for the Senator 


from Maryland to see it. 
Mr. MASON. “A government on pee says the Senator 
from Maryland. That is more than Washington had at Valley 


Forge. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. MASON. I will give you pardon, but that is true. 
[Laughter. | 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I deny it. 

Mr. MASUN. Ido not care what you deny; it is true. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Oh, but stick to facts. Mr. President, I 
insist upon having fairness in this discussion. It is not neces- 
sary to go outside of the truth and start in upon fiction. You 
know, sir, and I know, that when Washington was at Valley 
Forge he had a government back of him. He had a government 
back of him before he went to Valley Forge. We know very 
well that when Washington was at Valley Forge it was the 
darkest hour of the Revolution. It is true that he was then sur- 
rounded by his Continentals, barefooted, hatless, ragged, and torn, 
but back of them there was a government, back of them was a 
Continental Congress, which had appointed Washington to be 
the Commander in Chief of that army. The Senator very well 
knows it. Let us be fair in this discussion. So far as Iam con- 
cerned, I am willing to stand by fairness, but I will not be mis- 
represented upon the floor of the Senate. I will not have Amer- 
ican history falsified upon the floor of the Senate for the benefit 
of even the Cuban insurgents. ; 
. Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I am extremely surprised that my 

friend should get excited. Imadethestatement that Washington 
at Valley Forge had a paper government, and it was a paper gov- 
ernment. That paper was not worthacontinentaldamn. [Laugh- 
ter.] The money of your Government was not worth more than 
waste paper in the markets of the world, and you would not have 
had the power at Valley Forge to stem the incoming tide of the 
English if it had not been for Lafayette and publie sentiment that 
came to our relief from all over the world. We propose now to 

ive to Cuba what Lafayette gave to Washington at Valley Forge. 
1 7 in the galleries. } 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Mr. President, one question more. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Maryland will 
suspend a moment. Occupants of the galleries are reminded that 
they occupy their seats by the courtesy of the Senate, and any 
infringement of the rules of the Senate which require erder will 
necessitate having the galleries cleared by the Presiding Officer. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Mr. President, I am sure that my friend 
the Senator from Illinois is carried away by his sympathy for 
Cuba into making statements that will not be verified by written 
history. He knows when Washington was at Valley Forge there 
stood Teck of him not only a central Government under the Con- 
tinental Congress, but there was back of that Continental Congress 
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thirteen State governments which had been built upon the colo- 
nies which formed the United States of America. He knows full 
well that there were thirteen colonies that had been formed into 
States by the will of the people on each and every occasion. His- 
tory will tell that the State of Maryland had been formed, and 
that the governor of Maryland, a civil officer of that State, sent 
the first regiment that left the Southern colonies to go to the as- 
sistance of Massachusetts in the great Revolutionary struggle— 
the Alleghany Riflemen, from my own section of the State. The 
Senator must know this. 

Iwant to emphasize, sir, here and now, that there is not in Cuba 
to-day, and there never has been since the beginning of this re- 
bellion or revolution, such a government as you can look to. 
There have been no jury trials, and you know that. Sir, there is 
not in existence there anywhere, in a province orin a central port, 
any government whatsoever that can be so denominated accord- 
ing to law. : 

tusbefair. Letusdiscussthis. Iknow Iam here in defense 

of a proposition that does not seem to be popular in the country 
to-day. I am willing to wait for vindication, because I am for 
my country and its best interests. 

r. GALLINGER. You will wait forever. : 
Mr. WELLINGTON. The Senator says we can wait forever. 
Mr. GALLINGER. No; you will wait forever, I say. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. No; I am not going to wait forever. 

Mr. GALLINGER. You will die vegan 

Mr. WELLINGTON. No; I am not going to die at present, 
1 Oh, no; but if you are in favor of liberty and free- 

om, I will tell you how you can best get it for Cuba, and how 

ou can best get it for all the countries around you—make repub- 
ican institutions respectable, say when there is a republic that 
there shall be back of it conservatism and law. : 

lam proud of my country, and I do not intend to be placed in a 
false position upon this matter. Iam as much an American as ig 
the Senator from Illinois. I believein liberty as much as he does. 
I believe in the flag of the country as much as he does, and when 
it comes to waving the American flag I can do that as well as he 


can. 

But that is not the question. We are now discussing as to 
whether it is best that the United States of America should recog- 
nize the belligerency of Cuba. In my humble opinion, it is not 
best to do so, and for that reason I have taken the position that I 
took yesterday. Onething I did accomplish yest It seems 
to have stirred up the gentlemen on the other side. It seems to 
have brought to the fore and front this morning the Senator from 
Illinois. It has brought him so far that he has left the land of 
truth back of him and is wandering in the land of romance and 
fiction created byhimself. Unfortunately, that is not good ground 
to stand upon when you go into international questions. It is not 
a question of what the sympathies of this people may be, but 2M 
a question, and a great question, to know as to what the effect 
be upon the United States of America. 

Mr. President, so far as I am concerned, the applause of the 
galleries or their hootings and laughter make but very little differ- 
ence tome. Iam here to carry out for the State I represent the 
feeling and sentiment I have and what I believe to be just, honest, 
and correct, and for the best interests of my country. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, the statement of fact by my col- 
league from Maryland that he will not die is quite sufficient to 
gratify my most sanguine hopes. I hope itis true, but it is like 
some of his other statements in regard to the provisional or the 
present government of Cuba, This document, reported by the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], and the papers accompany- 
ing the Topon submitted by Hon. J. D. Cameron from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations of the United States Senate on Decem- 
ber 21, 1896, on a joint resolution acknowledging the independence 
of Cuba, gives a full statement of the officers of that government; 
it shows what part of the island is under their control, and shows 
how they collect their taxes. 

It is conceded that we gained our independence with but 3,000,- 
000 of inhabitants. In the Island of Cuba to-day there are a mil- 
lion and a half at least: but the Senator would measure in his 
scales of justice and equity the divine question of liberty by mere 

uestions of numbers. It follows, therefore, that if 3,000,000 
ericans were entitled to liberty, a million and a half of Cubans 
are only entitled to 50 per cent of liberty. [Laughter.] 

Here is their government. There is a report made by a com- 
mittee before you and I became statesmen [laughter], before we 
took the oath of office at that desk and began to draw our salaries 
with great regularity e —speaking for myself. There is 
the report; there is the evidence. e Senator speaks of the great 
duty of the United States Senate. I call his attention to a pub- 
lication in this morning’s newspapers. I know, from the state- 
ment of the Senator and from many of my colleagues, that a news- 
paper statement is like a gentle breeze against the great Rock of 

ibraltar; but here is the breeze, here is a petition signed by the 
leading merchants of the great cities in your country and mine, 


| 


| no Senate rules among the people. 


1897. 


Let me read you just one line of it. Let me show to the Senator 
that the Republican party was Dent in its convention platform 
when it said the great question to be settled in the future was to 
recognize belligerency and declare the independence of the Island 
of Cuba. You were elected on that platform, and so was I. The 
President of the United States accepted that platform in every 
detail, was elected on that platform, and I am here to stand by 
that platform while I continue on the pay rolls. [Laughter.] 

The subscribers to this memorial, citizens of the United States, doing 
business as bankers, merchants, manufacturers, steamship owners, an 
agents in the cities of Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Savannah, 
Charleston, Jacksonville, New Orleans, and other places, and also other citi- 
zens of the United States, who have been for mang Tean engaged in the ex- 

rt and import trade with the Island of Cuba, finding that their several 

nterests are . from the long continuance of the struggle 
now going on in the Island of Cuba. 


Oh, there is no struggle there. They are mistaken. They have 
not been informed so officially by the Spanish minister in Wash- 
ington. Every merchant who signed this petition was probably a 
common-sense American citizen. He did not have to wait to be 
notified officially that his cargoes could not go in or come out at 
the ports of entry: He did not need a telegram from the descend- 
ants of Queen Isabella that he could not do business in the State 
of New York and in the Island of Cuba. Thisis their petition. It 
is too long to read in full. 

The magnitude of the American commerce with the Island of Cuba is read- 
ily shown by citing the volume of our trade with that island for the three 

ears 1803, 1894, and 1895. in each of which years the value of our imports from 
ba exceeded $75,000,000. Our exports to Cuba ranged in value from $25,000,- 


000 to $30,000,000 a year during these years, and had been even greater in pre- 
vious Leve daring the reciprocity treaty of the United States with Spain, 


When you read it you can see we have some financial and com- 
mercial interests in this little island as well as the sentiment that 
my friend likes to talk about—that sentiment, that splendid sen- 
timent which is not moved at the saleof women and children, but 
that sentiment that brings tears to the eye at the thought of the 

reat-great-great-grandmother who pawned her jewels for Colum- 
op to cross the ocean. [Laughter.] Yes; she did. We have 
done her a/l the honors we can, and to her memory. It is not 
against Isabella; but let me call the Senator's attention to the fact, 
in passing, that the Spaniard in 1492 was a Spaniard and a Span- 
iard true. She sent Columbus across the water, risking her 
money against his life, to find gold for the queen; but when he 
could not produce the thing that the Spaniard wanted he put him 
in irons, and he died a pauper, and he is not buried in Spanish 
soil, thank God! who doeth all things well. 

I am not familiar with the practice of the Senate, but I am.grow- 
ing somewhat familiar with some of its practices. [Laughter.] 
I desire, if it is proper, to save the time of the Senate, that this 
splendid petit'on, containing names of leading merchants in the 
ge cities of New York, Philadelphia, and in Bethlehem, Pa., St. 


ouis, signers in Boston, maners in New Orleans, signers in Mo- 
bile, signers in Pensacola, ., Signers in Brunswick, Ga., and so 
on to the end of the chapter—I shall be pleased, if it is proper 
(and if it is not, I shall ask the Secretary to read it, so that it may 
go into the RECORD, not all the names to encumber the RECORD) 
thatit be printed in the RECORD, so that the Senators of the United 
States may know what the business men of this country think of 
this proposition, that the time has come that America should 
defend her own in the Island of Cuba. 

Mr. MORGAN, I will suggest to the honorable Senator, if he 
will allow me, that he print that document as an appendix to his 
remarks. and put in all the names. 

Mr. MASON. Lask unanimous consent to do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the doc- 
ument will be printed in the RECORD, as suggested. 

Mr. MASON. Speaking again of the government of Cuba, I 
have here a half dozen newspapers printed there; in the woods, 
they say. I can not read them. I can not even tell the dates. I 
have only the word of the gentleman who gave me them, and be- 
cause I happen to be a Senator of the United States I do not think 
Tought to get so far on top of the Capitol that 1 can not receive 
common, ordinary, intelligent communications. The Spanish min- 
ister has not sent with his seal the statement that that [indicat- 
ing] is a Cuban paper, but I believe it and you believe it. 

It is common sense we are after. It is the common sense that our 
friends on the other side seek to avoid. I want it understood here 
now, as I present this petition from the merchants and the busi- 
ness men of these great cities. that it finds echo in every hamlet 
among the people where Tlive. During the political campaign 
just closed, during the great struggle for supremacy of the two 
great parties, I felt the pulse of thousands of people. There are 
In Illinois, if they do not like 
what you say they say so, and if they do, they let you know it. 

In Illinois, from Cairo to Dunleith, 400 miles of the best State 
in the Union, the plain people there, as well as the merchants, 
in response to the proposition that the Cubans should be free, 
agreed with one acclaim whenever it was mentioned; and, while 
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to-day the people are waiting with bated breath and financial 
affairs are upon our action on the tariff, when you get at the 
deep undertone of the conscience of the Christian peop e of this 
country they ah 0 Let us have freedom in Cuba. t the Span- 
iard go back to his own land, and let us have no slaves upon our 
continent." 

Not that alone makes me make this plea. My friend the Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON] understands that I appre- 
ciate and honor him for his convictions,and I ask at his kind and 
generous hands only the same consideration I give to him, I have 
not called names. I shall not indulge in that, and I shall not per- 
mitit. You can call jingo as long as you like. You may define 
jingo aslongas you please. Patrick Henry was a jingoist accord- 
ing to the definition of the gentlemen who are trying to keep the 
insurgents in Cuba. Every man who had rather fight than to buy 
peace at the dishonor of his wife or his child has been called a 
jingo from the days of early republics until now. 

Iam for the liberty, for the independence of Cuba on a better 
and broader ground. I propose such action as shall secure for 
that island and for ourselves a better environment, not only for 
trade or commerce, not at all for the extension of territory—and 
that is the difference between the ordinary English lawmaker and 
ourselves. A friend of mine who was entertained at a dinner in 
London within three months related to me that when one of the 
great officers of the English navy said, ** We are as ready as ever 
to extend English trade with the English navy," the merchants of 
London jumped into their chairs and put their napkins above 
their heads. That is not the sentiment of the American citizen, 
Nineteen hundred years we have professed to follow the Nazarene, 
It is not the sentiment that comes from an American conscience, 
I would not extend our trade one dollar nor sell one pound of Amer- 
ican corn at the point of a bayonet. I would not steal the Island 
of Cuba, nor seek the acquisition of territory by force— which is 
another name for grand larceny—and I would not put the Ameri- 
can flag in Hawaii or Cuba, or on the smallest island of the sea, to 
add glory to the flag, without the consent of the poorest inhab- 
itant who lived in that island. That is the difference. I do nof 
want Cuba. Iam not praying for annexation. I hope I have one 

limpse of the divine thought that was in Lincoln’s mind when, 
divine along one day, he saw a:struggling bug upon its back and 
got out of the carriage and with his cane turned the insect to its 
feet, and when he got back he said, * Well, I have given him & 
show, an equal show with all the other bugs." [Laughter.] 

I wish to give Cuba an equal show. She is not getting it to-day. 
You are keeping it from her. To-day Spain can come into your 
market and buy every gun you have to sell, if she has the money, 
Last night a little band started out to cross the water to take guns 
and ammunition and dynamite to the insurgents. We watched 
it like hawks. We have filled our prisons with them. We are 
paying taxes to-day to keep native Cubans from going back to fight 
for their own country; and this is America, and this is the Uni 
States Senate! 

Equal before the law is the demand of the joint resolution. 
Equalrights of belligerency—that is all that is asked for in the 
joint resolution by the Senator who has offered it—not preference, 
not help to the insurgents, but simply to give them a chance, one 
struggling chance, to come to our shores and with their money 
buy our goods. When you do it. when the sanctity of law is above 
it, inthe providence of God there is a Lafayette in this country—I 
do not know his name, but somewhere among men who have 
grown weary of worshiping the millions some American will 

ave told to him by his boy the story of Lafayette, and he will 
build the ship if the Government refuses to do so. He will brin 
ships, he will furnish the courage to the insurgents, he will stan 
for equal 8 before the law; and all we ask is this simple propo- 
sition, that hereafter when the Cuban government, so called, offers 
to buy in our markets, offers to set sail from our ports, we will 
treat her exactly as we do the Spanish Government. 

We hesitate because of an ancient barnacle known as interna- 
tionallaw— Presidential prerogative, Congressional jurisdiction— 
and we mingle words with the divine principles of liberty, forget- 
ting for the time that we come from the great liberty-loving peo- 
ple of all the world. 

Mr. President, I was going toread extracts from what purported 
to be instructions of the Assistant Secretary of State to one of our 
consuls in Cuba. Most of you are familiar with them. Ido not 
believe it is fair to put into the Record those statements when 
the gentleman is said to deny them. The only denial I see is in 
the press this morning, which says that the State Departmentsays 
that Mr. Rockhill never sent any &uch letters. 

Therefore it is but fair to him, it is but fair to myself, and but 
fair to the cause I represent, not to quote those things and make 
them a part of the RECORD. It is charged; he denies it; the proof 


is not here. I leave it with his conscience, but I call his atten- 
tion to one fact: In the communication yesterday received from 
the Executive Mansion, the facts of which were ed to 
President, presumably from the State Department, it is sta 
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‘that ‘‘official information from our consuls in Cuba establishes 
the fact that a large number of Americans," etc. When did this 

ntleman get that information to furnish the Executive? Let 
fim answer the le and through the press to-morrow. He 
says he never tolda United States consul to shade a report; he 
never told him to mark it confidential“ to keep the Senate from 


getting it. 
Tet him make answer thro the press and over his name 
to-night or to-morrow, if he will. When, Mr. Rockhill, did you 


get the information that you sent to the Senate that 800 American 
citizens are starving in Cuba? Did you get it day? Did 
ou know what 


u get it last night? Did you it last month? 
5 Let 5 . deny, if he will, di 
the United States consuls to withhold reports, but he can no 
deny, and show the file mark of his office upon the pope 
that we believe to be true, that for days and months he had 
ossession of that information and that it never went to the 
Executive until Saturday. 

One word, Mr. President, and I shall conclude. My good friend 

e Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON], who is always in 
i est and always good-natured, and who wrested the great 
State he represents from the fallacies of free silver and free trade, 
‘seemed to think yesterday, and has intimated to-day, that no 
n reports can be relied upon. My rule in that regard is 
this: When they speak well of me, Lam sure it is true, and if they 
Speak ill, every. knows it is false. [Laughter.] So we are 
very apt to act, I it, when we read these reports from Cuba in 
the newspapers. When they do not happen to fit his idea of inde- 
pendence, beili cy, he can not peur believe them, and I 
can not help believing them. It is the way we are made. 

But as to his general statement in regard to them, he never 
means to be unfair, but he was. Chicago had a ter on the 
field of a three-days en; ment in Cuba. Charles Crosby was 
killed in the Isiand of Cuba. He was not there to write ro. 
mances. He was there to furnish the great, throbbing 70,000,000 
-of people with news, news of struggling Cuba; to puta light u 

e watch tower of the liberty-loving people of America that they 
might know whether liberty was dead or whether on this con- 
tinent the slaveshould still be held. Crosby was not a romancer. 
He answered to his profession with his life. Of ten of the corre- 
z dents of the United States newspapers whohave gone to Cuba, 

ve have left their lives there. e centof the ten we know. 
Four are dead, one of 1 is standi n in the shadow of 
ihe grave, waar yes ng intoa climate that is dangerous, goi 
into the very field "Pie, as the old war ndents 
to do in 1860 to 1865, they have stood where the fight was hot, and 
no man who carried a gun earned more honor in many a field than 
the brave newspaper lad who sent the news, sent home tidings of 
‘victory for the Union flag. 

I insist that while vg, ge a reportsare often conflicting, often, 
it may be, exaggerated, sist that after eighteen months of 
repeated statements, after eighteen months of conflicting news— 
not conflicting upon one proposition—after eighteen months of 
regular me eds from the scene of conflict, it is time for gentlemen 
to say we have got to accept the ne per reports. ere is no 
contradicting it. I do not deny the fact that they are often en- 

ged upon, but I do say that the best means of information we 

ve comes from that source, and I am sure my distinguish 
friend did not mean, in the heat of his argument, to cast a reflec- 
n upon a class of men whose profession is as honorable as his 
'or mine, and more laborious, involving much more suffering, 
knows, to that class of them i ly who have to sit in the 
3 at about 840 a week and listen to the speeches we make on 


floor. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Illinois permit an 


* observation? 


Mr. MASON, inly. . 
Mr. GALLINGER. As I remember the matter, Mr. Crosby, 
e correspondent of the Chi newspaper, lost his life while he 
on the field observing a battle between the Spanish and Cuban 
orces. Is that correct? 
Mr. MASON. Les, sir. He stood within 6 feet of the insurgent 
eral. He was shot by a sharpshooter. It is the first time I 
ve ever known a Chicago soroan man to get the worst of 
pangur He always gets the news and never gets hurt; 


, who was reporting for one of our Chicago 
C indicating] and the bullet came out there 
[indicating], and he fell, m 


y wounded. He was a news- 
man, not a writer of fiction. 4 
. GALLINGER. Let we seem to be hesitating, and some 
Senators iare declaiming our acknowledging a state of 
war in Cuba. They say it 


dede notexist. . 
Mr. MASON. ident, one word and I shall be through. 
am sorry to have taken so long. I have felt that I wanted to 


i u this question, and following tform, every lino 
whioh 1 read anda of which I in do in my speech, 
1 intend to vote upon question if it takes all summer. 
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My friend says that the four years of depression came from a 
lack of confidence in Europe. It is true to a certain extent. 
Mr. WELLINGTON. beg the Senator's pardon, if he will 
pemi t me right here again. Iam sure he does not want to be 
air. 


Mr. MASON. Not at all. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I said it arose from a lack of confidence 
both among ourselves and in European countries. 

Mr. MASON. Allright. I will accept the amendment. Still 
he has not told it all. It came from the widespread dissatisfac- 
tion and distrust; but it came principally because the money of the 
country would not circulate among the arteries of trade. 

Mr. LINGTON. Why was that? 

Mr. MASON, Because of the passage of the bill that encour- 
aged Americans to give labor to foreigners when it should have 
been given to the American people. You preached that doctrine 
from every stump in Maryland, and believe it as well as I do. 

Mr. LINGTON. Certainly. I merely wished to empha- 
size the fact of the lack of confidence. 

.MASON. Yes; butit was not produced by anything we 
had done by way of demanding our rights among the nations of 
the world. Fear of Europe! Afraid of war! He suggested how 
gunboats would clean our frontier. 

Mr. President, if we did not have a ship in the world, if every 
gun was melted into a plowshare, if every bayonet was buried, if 
every ship we ever had was sunk in the middle of the sea, there is 
no nation in the world, much less Spain, that would ever dare 
aa colors or invade American soil. [Applause in the gal- 

eries, 

Here is my doctrine at St. Louis. Its location was a trifle bad. 
[Laughter.] Cuba“ is the heading. Iam reading to you, in 
colleagues upon this floor, the platform I submitted to the intelli- 

t le of Illinois as a reason why McKinley should be Presi- 
ent and I or someother good Republican should be Senatorfrom 
that State. Iread it, and I want every tleman on this side of 
the Chamber to remember, and those of you who have cha: 
yourminds,say so when you help to filibuster against the joint 
resolution. Oh, filibuster isa harsh word! It jars upon the sensi- 
tive minds and the delicate tonch of those of us who are popular in 
Spanish quarters, but filibuster is the word. You have indulged 
init with a grave and gentle smile. You have kept from a vote 
with a filibuster, covered with a masked face and kid gloves, but 
I give you notice that when you get a filibuster from Illinois there 
will be no mask, there will be no kid gloves. It will be a straight 
filibuster from the start to the finish. 

8 is my platform that Iwas pledged to when I came here: 

Xourememberhowthegreathallrang. The great, struggling, 
liberty-loving people of the world said: “At last the Republican 

is on the high road to success. McKinley, sure! Liberty 

‘or Cuba will come.” The Republican spoke, and from the 

days of Lincoln to the days of McKinley it has never meped 

backward from one plank of its platform, and it will not do so 
now. 

“Cuba!” at St. Louis when we wanted votes. [Laughter.] 
Listen, my good Republican brother. There is here no question 
of Presidential jurisdiction or Congressional jurisdiction. Tho 


ed | jurisdiction of the convention decided it—the jurisdiction of the 


convention—and there never has been a convention since Lincoln 
was nominated that came closer from.the hearts of the le than 
the convention at St. Louis. Hear what the jurisdiction of the 
people was. Hear the decree of a court that always has jurisdic- 
tion once in four years: : 
The Government of Spain having lost control of Cuba 
What— 
having lost control of Cuba— : 
Wow, as a Republican, I ask the Republicans who live upon that 
platform, have they lost control, or do you rise to the dizzy hens 
of Senatorial jurisdiction and forget your promises made before 
election and in convention? 
Spain having lost jurisdiction— 
lof 
2 — 2 — cope: and being unable to protect the property or lives 
Was it not true? In the name of God and the light of prophecy, 
have you read the message of McKinley? Then go back and read 
the first chapter (our platform), and-see whether, in the light of 
ing Mr. McKinley's message, our splendid President 
our splendid convention, it was not true. Did he not tell you 
that 800 Am iti Did we not tell 


CUBA. 
— oas of d end o" De P pe the 
nited States. vo 8 o struggles er erican 
88 T8 Wo watch with deep 
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abiding interest the heroic battle of the Cuban riots against cruelty 
Sna oppression. óc ben hopes go out for the Paliauntene nt seks uie d 
—— contest for nr 
. The Government of Spain having lost control of Cuba and being unable 
to protect the property or lives of resident American citizens, or to comp! 
— its treaty obli, ons, we believe that the Government of the Uni 
tates should ve use its influence and good offices to restore peace and 
give independence to the island. 


In convention pledged to the loaf of eee nee in the hour of 
success we hesitate to give the crumbof igerency. Lam proud 
to be a member of the party that never broke its pledge. Yes, it 
has once or twice, because the Senate was in the control of the 
minority. But from the days of Lincoln to the days of McKinley 

| that party has never broken its pledge when it had the power in 
legislative bodies to fulfill it. Qu convention at St. Louis 

ledges were made by those upon this side of the Chamber. M 
istinguished friend the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE 
was on the committee to draw up the resolution, and when it was 
heard, reciprocity shook the rafters, protection set — to 
| work VN SAE] feet; but when we spoke the broad, deep tone 
| ofliberty, when we said we remembered Valley Forge, and by the 
| eternal om there won, by everything dear to Americans, 
I me pe party was committed to the independence of Cuba, 
L e hall and the rafters nice Sep the people all over the whole 
United States said, *' Thank Amen, and amen.” 

Are you as good as your promises before election? Did you be- 
lieve in the platform then? "There is no one on this side of the 
Chamber who did not speak for it in all its pianis, and to-day you 
stand here idle, not like Republicans, but like men who seem to 
have gone to sleep, men who seem to have forgotten the pledges 
their party made. 

Mr. President, I had intended to read one or two instances 
where we do not rely Se on newspaper reports, Noone 
doubts the statement of John McCullough, an American who 
owns his own farm 20 miles east of Sagua la Grande. In Feb- 
ruary, 600 refugees were upon his farm starving, sick with fever. 
He rode to the officers of the Spanish army be 
and other medicines, and the reply was: Let them suffer.” Mr. 
McCullough protested in the name of humanity, and he said they 
were pacific, innocent peasants. “But they are Cubans, aro they 
not?” asked the Spaniard. Mr. McCullough said they were 
Cubans, yes. Then let them die. So much the better. The 
quicker the breed is extinguished the better I like it.” 

No one doubts his statement. He is not a newspaper corre- 

ndent writing friction. No one doubts the statement made by 

e woman who has spoken in different parts, who saw the out- 
Tages in the past. No one doubts that they took the Cuban boy, 

5 or 16 years old, and stood him in a line and shot him like a dog, 
not for what(he had done, but that the blood of an insurgent was 
in his veins. \You remember it bly, about the time we came 
here; when I thought I saw the grandest nation in the world 

der one roof. Isaw my colleagues come in one by one. Isaw 

e Representatives of the House, and recognized t here was 
em lawmaking power of the nation in the world. Isaw 

e Supreme Court,in its dignity and its great equipment for 
work, file in one by one, and remembered that that judiciary, in 
all the annals of the past, had never had its character impugned 
or its reputation assailed. ; 

I saw the representatives of the Army and Navy come in and 
take their seats here, I saw our wives and our children in the 
galleries, and I was inspired with the thought that this is the great- 
est nation in the world, strong in war orin ; and at that very 
moment I remembered the Cuban boy, without a name, taken out 
the day before by the Spaniard to be shot to death. He asked only 
one CNN „that his e might be uncovered, that he might 
turn his eyes to the hills from he came. I have been out- 

raged and shocked by the cruelties of the past, but I was inspired 
by the death of that Cuban boy, and I have been silent toolong to 
Y out the wishes of the dy people who sent me here. 

I hold my commission, Mr. President, from no set of men. I 

ot my seat from no boss. I hold my place, yourequals politically, 
iron h the machinations or dictations of no machine. By the 
rnal power I hold my commission from the people. I promised 

e people I would npe but if I have been too long silent or too 

Uong 8 I shall answer to my people and my people alone. 

ou know the outrages. You do not need official returns. You 
-know them from the reports of women in our country who have 
seen them the daughters of the Cuban out of the windows as 
prey to the brutal licentiousness of the Spanish soldier, and we, 
thers of daughters, gather our children about our own hearth- 
stone and lock the outside door and say, “Am I my brother's 
keeper?" Iam my brother's keeper! Then we march to the 

Senate of the United States, with the voices of children and women 

in our ears, innocent girls ravished and murdered by the Spanish 

soldiery, and not denied; we gather around in our dignified way 
and talk about Presidential jurisdiction, Con ional jurisdiction! 

Mr. President, no one expects war, but if to keep our promises 
with Cuba and protect her means war, let it come. If to protest 


to buy quinine | 


against the butchery of women and children means war, let it 
come. If to defend the honest daughters of brave patriots means 
an insult to Spain and war, in the name of God, let it come, and 
come quickly. Whether you sleep bound hand and foot by the 


rules of er, or whether you speak like American brave men, 
the march of the Nazarene is upon us; liberty shall prevail, and 
the Island of Cuba, under the providence of God, shall be free, 


APPENDIX. 

BUSINESS, IMPERILED, VOICES ITS DEMAND FOR PEACE IN CUBA. 

To the Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary of State, Washington, D. C.: 
The subscribers to this memorial, citizens of the United States, doing busi- 
ness as bankers, merchants, manufacturers, steamship owners and agents, 
who have been for many years in the export and import trade with 
the Island of Cuba, fin that their several interests are su: Miu i severely 

n! 


whe te : 
the between the armed forces in the Talend ot Cuba may be has- 
tened and the sufferings and losses of your subscribers may be relieved and 
a ablished between the United States and the Island of 


uy shora by du" the volume of our trade with tha 


an ug each of which yearsthe value of our imports from Cuba 
exceeded $75,000,000. Our exports to Cuba in value from $25,000,000 to 
$90,000.000 à year during these 


en greater revious 
Spain. 


from Outs. shrinkin 333 rr Cree in 
1896 amoun: on 000.000. so far as 
en of your rre i ig —— have largo in 


iured, now n tion continuance of a state of 
M pon yid which we can neither operate any business in the Island of Cuba 
a take the precautions possible in ordinary times to protect 
our 

It appears to subscribers that for the reasons above cited they ma; 
venture to lay these facts before I" most a} nr this time, an 
they mid hope that you may be inclined, ot tude and 

portance of the American commercial interests that are involved, to give 
careful consideration to the serious blow inflicted u our commerce and 


the present disturbance in Cuba and to d mine upon the e: 
ace, hich may facilitate an honorable reconciliation 


The restora’ 
would probably not only rescue fr 
American citizens there at stake and serve to reestablish 


speedy consideration of this mat- 
wn large interests — and desiring also to 


of residents 


Lawrence Turnure & Co.; Muller, Schall & Co.; George 
Belmont & Qo.: Ber wind 
White Coal H 7 


Mining ras d 
Munson Steamship Line; roeder, Baum & do.; ames E. 
ard & Oo. Benjamin Perkins, Osgood Welsh; Henry Hei- 


Son Holt & Co. Babcock & Wilcox Com. George F. 
ons; Ho M cox : a 
Blake Manufacturing Company; Waydell dor Houl Anu- 
m 898 — S — pre =< 
m ; Colgate E. X. Sons; Ang 
can Ring Company; Anderson, ‘avre & Co.; Fowler Bros., 
eR Bre fiers r& Co; erdum. gomme tl Th m- 
apo Iron Works; The eel and Foun Com $ 
Spery & Barnes; Co. Stevens & Benedict; W. J. 
ilcox Lard cp Carl Dreier; Central Lard Company; 
Edward Rorke & Co.; M. W. mer & Co.; E. George & Co.; 
H. A. Kessel; Hewlett & Lee; Cornell, Underhill & Boyd; Man- 
ning, Maxwell & Moe Pond Machine Tool Company; Con- 
g 


n ; Panooastand Rogers; Eppinger & Russell Company; 
Nor and Provision aie mp4 ames Moore Eu 
E. A. Ferris & Go.; Roher & Bros.; Jo ‘akeman & Co.; J 

Tarl’ Robert Dee 8 H 


8 Co, 
John A.Stewart; Mrs. N. A. Bartlett de Oviado; Rothschild & 


& Co. 

Philadelphia: Alison ME Com . Baldwin Loco - 
motive Company; E. A. Calves & Co.; H. M. Sciple & Oo.; K. 
Straus & Co.; L. V. Ki ig & Oo.; Castle & Schell; Morris, 
Rosenberg & Co.; Young & Newman; Benjamin Labe & Sons; 
Leopold Loeb & Go.; Lewis Bremer's Sons; F. Eckerson & Co.; 
Bremer Bros. & Bachen: Freyer & Eisenlohr; Sutter Bros.; 
Berwin White Coal Mining Company; Robert Steel; J. N. 
Brock, ir J.B. Hamel & Co.; J. J. Buchey & Oo.; W. F. Hager 
& Co.; E. H. Bailey & Co.; Penn. Su Refining Company; 
Pennsylvania Warehouse and Safe osit Company; Isaac 
Hough & Co; Tatnal Paulding; Charles F. Meyer & Co.; 
H. D. May & Co.: J. E. Prague & Co.; bra on Harris, jr., & 

McCall; J. L. Nicholson; J. dleton; James 
ore ¿Cahan 


Co.; Barker & 

M. Btetson & Co.; Thomas Winsm Qo.; W. J.M 

Sugar Refining MS Johnson & ; Westmoreland 
Coal Company; J. W. Wartman & Co.; res Burghard & 
ume pus n Bros J. B. Heil; O linger 

Qo; Farmers Leaf Tobacco ‘Com ; Teller 5 

T. Wilson & Co.; F. Loeb & Go.; ö — s 
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Bethlehem, Pa.: Oliver Williams; S. W. Fuller; O. F. Liebert; J. M. 
Dodson; Char ; W. Dodson 


son es W. n; W. & Co.; F. E. Lucken- 
bach & Bros.; B. O. Luckenbach; A. A. Luckenbach; William 


E. Stout. 
St. 1 E. O. 3 Milling pene] AE FOE G. P. 
Milling Company; Langenber; 08. F nson 
Judd Grain Company; J. P EAT en ne "gruss J. W. 
Kauffman; Dabney Carr; J. J. Schulte & Co.; A. C. Coleman 
Commission Company; Messmore, Gannett & Co.; W. B. Orth- 
wein Grain Company; Chapin & Co.; John P. Smith; R. Cleary 
Commission Company; C. B. Eads: E. D. White Grain Com- 
pany; Wanson Commission Company; Hegel Milling Company; 
L ege & Co.; W.P. Gueys & Son; J. F. Imbs & Co.; Bu- 
chanan ain Company, EPIO Bing & y een Fis 
Com) 1 nghaus Milling Com : rs 
DN Dy 3 Newcomb Bros: W. 1 
ony Mills; H. J. Childs; W. B. Westcuit; 
Co.; Bruce Co ssion Company; E. Begeman; Pi 
sion Company; W. E. Beckman: Acker Goldman 
Company; Bulte Commission y PHÓ Lessea Cotton Com- 
pany; Brockmeier & Sieding; H. & L. Chase Bag Company; 
H. W. Baker Produce ae ; H, C. Hollmann's Produce 
Company; R. Hartmann & Co.; n Bros. & Co.; Muth & 
ellman-Godlove Mercantile Company; Hassen- 
; Buxton & Skinner 83 
. E. IDEO Xx 8 Block, Dean & Co.; M. Me 
McKeen & Co.; C. A. Eberle; Ge dehaus Wuling & Co.; Goebel 
George A. Bayle; J. Hogan Printing Company; 
ermier; Essmueller-Heyde Mill Furnishing Com- 
pany? Smith Vincent & Co.; Connor Bros. & Co.; Armstrong 
Company; Bemis Bros. Company; Meyer Schmidt 
Grain Company; Steinwender 8 Coffee Company; 
O. H. Peckham Cand r nap ag ow 
Boston: Charles B. Perkins & Co.; W. H. & C. R. Noyes; Esta- 
brook & Eaton; The S. S. Pi t h & 


i 
er Flour 


Frerichs & Co. 

Mobile: Sullivan Timber Co.; R. F. McConnoll: Charles L. Hi ; 
Richard P. Deshin; F. H. Bromberg; John J. Meyer; R. E. Wil- 
son; English Mfg. Co.; A. M. Bright: J. F. Cunningham; Anson 
Arnold; Meyer Jassen & Co.; James McPhillips; G. W. Thru- 
foot; B. F. Feist; T. Gusnard; Martin Horst; E. W. Chris- 
tian; J. W. Bancroft; J. N. Vidmer; Christian & Croft Co.; 

H. D. 3 Castello & Bates Co.; > Richard & Son; 


k; Chas. J. 
s Barnett; J. M. 8 
R. F. Neville; H. B. Williams; F. 
" H. Codman; J. A. Laurence; ‘Hubbard Bros.; J. L. 
Hubbard; J. M.Walsh; W. Henderson; Jacob Bright; H. Jones; 
08. er; Geo. Van Deusen; Geo. Shears & Co.; Jos. Jos- 
sen; Hunter, Bonn & Co.; Heuronymus Bros. 
nsacola, Fla.: Bouthern States Land and Timber Com; 
: x po Hows & Co.; G. B. 


Sb 75 A wain Fox; W. E. Bing- 
m; berman; A. J. Hubbard. 
Brunswick. Ga.: The Downin Company; National Bank of Bruns- 
wick; Brunswick and Florida Steamboat Company; E. H. 
Mayson, mayor; Charles S. Hirsch & Co.; Cancy & Parker; 
Southern A: tic Towing Company; Rosendo Torras; Bruns- 
wick Foundry, Machine, and Manufacturing Company. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it is not my 1 this afternoon 
to enter into a discussion of the question before the Senate. I 
hope before the debate shall be over to find an opportunity to say 
what I think of the proper policy of the United States and the 

owe; and jurisdiction of the Senate as affecting the great quem 
ion of our international relations with which we have to deal. I 
shall, I suppose, retain the respect for the Constitution I have 
sworn to V which the Senator from Illinois seems to despise. 

Mr. MASON. Seems to what? 

Mr. HOAR. Ishall retain also—I will repeat what I said, if the 
Senator did not hear it—I say I expect to retain that respect for 
the Constitution I have sworn to support which the Senator from 
Illinois seems to despise. 

Mr. MASON. The Constitution or the oath? 

Mr. HOAR. Ishall retain also my respect for what he terms 
the ancient barnacle known as international law, notwithstand- 
ing the impassioned and exuberant oratory to which we have 
listened. I believe in international law, that mighty force under 
which nations are compelled to submit to a power other and 

eater than their own desires, and upon which depends in the 

ast resort every hope of human liberty, every hope of peace, the 
security of the workman's wages, civilization, commerce, the 
sanctity of every human home the world over—and this notwith- 
standing the utterances of the honorable Senator from Illinois. 
But at this moment I wish to call attention to the position of the 
Senate and to the position of the Senator, and I ask that the 
pending joint resolution may be read at the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the joint 
resolution. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


A joint resolution (8. R. 26) declaring that a condition of public war exists in 
Cuba, and that strict neutrality shall be maintained. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
erica in Congress assembled, That a condition of public war exists between 
Government of Spain and the ed and for some time 

maintained by force of arms by Cuba, and that the United 


vernment 
people 


States of America shall maintain a strict neutrality between the contendi: 
wers, accordi: ae all the rights of belligerents in the ports and tare 


n 

ry of the United Sta 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, Cuba, as has been said, is sur- 
rounded by a sea controlled by a Spanish fleet. Her citizens 
have no access, as Mexico would if she were in a like condition, 
to our territory. The 2 1 0 ffect of that resolution, which is to 
be interpreted, and must be, and is meant to be, by **thatancient 
barnacle, international law," isthat it declares that while the pres- 
ent condition of things continues Spain may search our ships at 
sea at her discretion, and that our citizen on that island who suf- 
fers from lawlessness there shall have in the future no remedy or 
recompense against Spain whatever; and that is the whole of it. 

Six months ago that was declared and demonstrated by citing 
authorities in abundance, our own and those of other countries, as 
the whole effect of a resolution declaring the belligerency of Cuba 
and Spain; and the eloquent Senator stands up here and for two 
hours denounces those of us who hesitate to take that step with 
being indifferent to human liberty and attempting to postpone 
and to suppress his innocent and youthful ardor. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield for a question? 

Mr. HOAR. inly; for six. 

Mr. MASON. All right; I only want one. Are you willing 
what we should have a vote in the Senate on the pending resolu- 
tion 

Mr. HOAR. I expect to have one. 

Mr. MASON. Are you willing to help us get a vote? 

Mr. HOAR. I expect to help get a vote, and I expect before we 

t through to make that vote a little more intelligent than some 

nators seem disposed to make it. 

Mr. MASON. Ihave no doubt that that is your idea. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, my honorable friend has read from 
the platform of the Republican party. and I should like to have 
his attention for a moment, because, I dare say, he may want to 
ask me another question before I get through: 

From the hour of achieving their own independence the people of the 
United States have regarded with sympathy the struggles of other American 
peoples to free the ves from European domination. 

Amen! I declare now my renewed allegiance to that noble 
utterance, 

We watch with deep and abiding interest the heroic battle of the patriots 
against cruelty and oppression, and our best hopes go out for the full suc- 
cess of their determined contests for liberty. . 

The Government of Spain having lost control of Gabe and being unable 
to protect the prope: or lives of resident American ns, or to compl 
with its treaty ol liga ions, we believe that the Government of tho Uni 
States should actively use its influence and good offlces to restore peace an 
give independence to the island. 

We have listened delighted to the rhetoric which that declara- 
tion inspired in the Senator. But what is the logic? The United 
States must actively use its influence to restore peace; therefore 
we recognize belligerency. The United States sympathizes with 
Cuba in her heroic efforts at independence; therefore Spain may 
in the future, if she sees fit, search all American ships in those 
waters, and therefore we will abandon any just claim our citizens 
mer hereafter have for damages they suffered in the island. That 
is the Senator’s logic. 

If you feel as you say, why do you not put aresolution in here: 

Resolved, That the war in Cuba has become a butchery and an outrage, 
and therefore we declare war against Spain. 

You are attacking us as filibusters, and yet you are sitting here 
silent for two months and likely to sit silent, as far as that is con- 
cerned, for months to come; you say that we ought to declare war 
and that this is an outrageous condition of things right at our 
doors, and not a man of you has the pluck to stand up here and offer 
a bill or a resolution based on your own doctrines; not a single 
blessed individual man of you is proposing to carry out ‘your 


logic. 
Nr. MASON. May I ask another question? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON. Lou say that an acknowledgment of the bel- 
ligerent rights of Cuba gives the Spaniard a right to examine our 
ships? 

r. HOAR. Ido. 

Mr. MASON. Allright. Is that any nearer a declaration of 
war than you want? Do you pretend to say that the mere ac- 
knowledgment of the belligerent rights of a nation is a cause for 
war under your so-called law of nations? : 

Mr. HOAR. Not at all. 

Mr. MASON. Do you not know that it is not a cause of war? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think it is a cause of war. 

Mr. MASON. Then you mean to say that an American citizen 
who suffers damages by reason of being in Cuba can not recover 
damages from Spain? 

Mr. HOAR. 1do. 

Mr. MASON. Ican not agree with you there. 
agree to disagree upon that point. 


You and I will 
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Mr. HOAR. What I mean to say is exactly this, that if Spain 
has mobs and disturbances or claims to have them in that island, 
and the property of an American citizen there is destroyed, we 
have a claim against her for not preventing them. 

Mr. SON. Why do yon not prevent it instead of appropri- 
ating $50,000 to feed them 
Mr. HOAR. Iam talking about what youare doing now, and 


not what I am doing. I am coming to that a little later. Iam 
Leg Ange what you are doing, and I say that all this great 
brass d of talk about humanity and the outrages on women 
and children practiced at our doors is followed by this little slen- 
der, squeaking mouse of a resolution: 

5 ereas our ancestors have loved liberty and we have loved 
liberty, and whereas we are the greatest nation on earth—Mr. 
President, when we are the greatest nation on earth, we shall stop 
talking about it; no t nation brags—whereas we are the 
greatest nation on earth, whereas all humanity are looking at us, 
and whereas our hearts are stirred to the very roots and our sym- 
pathies are boiling over with love, and whereas we are courageous 
and we are not afraid of Spain, and if we had not any ships, and 
had not any gunboats, and had not any army, and had not any 

uns, all the nations on earth would not dare to touch our flag; 

erefore, hereafter, Mrs. Spain, search our ships if yo want to, 
and hereafter let your mobs destroy our citizens’ plantations in 
Cubaif you want to, and we will not make any claim against you.” 

Ithink that israther a lameand impotent conclusion. Ido not 
see how this resolution, which the Senator is going to stay here 
all summer to get a vote on, carries out the Republican platform. 

Mr. President, I will tell you what I think ought to be done, 
and what I think ought to have been done last winter; what I pro- 

d to do, and voted to do; and advocated 188 I think the 
esident of the United States should be asked by Congress to use 
his good offices with Spain to secure peace and independence in 
that island, and that is just what the Republican platform said. 
The Republican platform adopted the very proposition which the 
Senate had included in one of its resolutions, for which I voted, 
and which I advocated on the floor. I was reproached then by 
some of the gentlemen who take this theory that I went a great 
deal further than they did. The then Senator from Ohio, Mr. 
Sherman, thought I was going too far in that particular. 

If that mediation fail, then I would have the President of the 
United States or the Foreign Relations Committee of the Senate, 
or both, make a clear, calm, temperate, and well-proved statement 
of the facts existing there. I would not take them from newspa- 
per correspondents, and I mean no disrespect to newspaper cor- 
respondents either. I would have them found as facts, just as a 
court finds the facts on which it enters its ju: ent; and if those 
facts be what the Senator supposes, and he does not think that 
Mr. McKinley would misstate them, I would proceed to say to 

Spain, We find such and such to be the facts, on which we pro- 
pose to act; and if you do not stop that war we will stop it our- 
selves.” That is the way for a self-respecting nation to do—not 
stand here and brag and bluster and sputter in the Senate of the 
United States. 

Mr. MASON. How long do you think it would take, under the 
present rules of this body, to pass a resolution of that kind? 

Mr. HOAR. Ithink we would have rules that would pass it. 
I do not think yon would find a resolution of that kind met xi 
anything but the grave and serious and proper consideration whic 
every Senator would agree belonged to it. 

Mr. President, I do not know but I am an old-fashioned barna- 
cle, as the Senator from Illinois thinks internationallaw is; but 
I am one of those persons who have a profound respect for the 
Senate of the United States. Whatever title I have to human 
memory or human respect, whatever right I have to suppose I 
have rendered any service to my country or to mankind in my 
not now short life, depends upon what I have been permitted by 
the kindness of my constituents to say or to do in this Chamber. 

1 have studied as well as I could the history of its foundation. 
There were two things which the United States of America con- 
tributed to the science of government, to the protection of human 
liberty, and to the ascendency of law among mankind. One was 
tho institution of the Supreme Court of the United States and the 
other was the institution of theSenate. They wereintended to be, 
they were, and still are, and, so far as I can have anything to do 
with it, they ever shall continue to be of equal authority and dig- 
nity. When the Senate of the United States has spoken or has 
acted, a great action, a great transaction, has taken place in the 
sight of mankind. We were expected in the beginning to be a tri- 
bunal raised above the tempests of human passion, the excitements 
of popular feeling, the flames even of amiable and honest and 
honorable papules emotion. 

What would be thought if, when the Supreme Court of the 
United States assembled some morning, one of the judges should 
say, “I hear there is a man going to commit an assault and bat- 
tery down in New Orleans; I read it in the pees , and I 
move that we pass a resolution to this effect, that e commit 
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that assault and battery this court will see that he is 
and if we do not do it pretty quick, either the assault wi 
place or it will be over." [Laughter. 

Then suppose another judge should say “I understand that 
there is an American citizen in a Cuban jail, and if we do not 
pass a resolution that the Supreme Court of the United States 
will sustaiu any proper method of setting him free, he will get 
out of jail; I understand arrangements are making and the man 
will get out of jail before we can get our resolution passed." 
Then suppose one of the other judges should say, ** Will you allow 
me to ask you whether that man is really an American citizen or 
whether he has not got a naturalization paver that is fraudulent. 
on its face?" and the judge interrupted should proceed to chatter, 
chatter, chatter for three or four hours, and say, “I will not sub- 
mit to any interruption, and you will find the consequences ex- 
ceedingly troublesome if you insist upon doing it.” 

Mr. President, that kind of performance is no more creditable 
to the Senate of the United States than it would be if it took 
au in the Supreme Court of the United States. It is not two 

ays since a long resolution was introduced here, reciting that 
whereas it was alleged Se, was going to apply for a 
pardon, therefore the Senate resolved that the pardon ought not 
to be granted until the man was first put into jail and then, 
being in jail, where he could not get out, came before the Senate 
and purged himself of contempt. [Luughter.] That resolution 
was referred to the law committee of this y, and they found 
not only that neither the President nor the Attorney-General had 
ever heard of an application for pardon, but the man never had 
any thought of making one. 
am sick of this kind of behavior in the Senate. I think it is 
discreditable, and I do not think I shall change my mind who- 
ever berates or whoever reviles me for taking that attitude. 

I do not think a recognition of belligerency is the way to deal 
with this condition of things. The Senator from Illinois wants 
to put down a cruel Spanish army, and he is calling into requisi- 
tion the service of a mosquito to do it, and a mosquito with a very 
little sting. 

Mr.MASON. YouhaveneverbeeninNewJersey. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave never been in New Jersey [laughter], but 
Iknow the reputation of the New Jersey mosquito; and a New 
Jersey mosquito two seconds old out of the egg—if that is where 
he comes from—has more strength and more sense than the reso- 
lution of which the Senator from Illinois is so earnest au advo- 
cate. ver enean 
Mr. President, I want that plank of the Republican platform 
read, and annexed to my remarks when they go into the RECORD. 
Istand by every line of it. Icall upon the Senate, I call upon the 

eat Committee of Foreign Relations, I call upon my honorable 

riend from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], a great soldier and a great 
statesman, and the successor in his great place on that committee 
of great statesmen, to rise to the condition, to the dignity and the 
importance of this transaction. Do not let us talk about - 
nizing belligerency when one belligerent is surrounded by an 
occupied sea and the whole advantage of the recognition is to go 
to the party against whom we feel all our sympathies are enlisted, 
Bring on your resolution and your facts in a temperate, clear, 
strong, well-considered, and well-founded narration, and declare 
what you propose to do about it, and let Spain and the rest of the 
world 1 it, and we will stand by you. 

I believe, as the Senator from lllinois says he believes, that 
President McKinley is to be trusted to deal with this great trans- 
action. If he wants any support from the Senate, so far as my 
vote is concerned he shall have it, but Iam not going to getu 

[laug ter 


unished; 
not take 


here to make speeches for buncombe or for Chic 
which are to be followed by no practical action and by no sensible 
or discreet proposal. 


The plank in the Republican platform of 1896, referred to by 
Mr. Hoar, is as follows: 
CUBA. 
From the hour of achieving their own independenco the ple of the 
Uni r American 


States have regarded with sympathy the struggles of ot: 
people to free themselves from European domination ^ Ww 


pen e watch with d 
and abiding interest the heroic battle of the Cuban 


triots against cruel 
success of their deter- 


The Government of Spain having lost control of Cuba, and being unable 
to protect the pro; 72 or lives of resident American citizens, or to compl; 
with its treaty obligations, we believe that the Government of the United 
States should actively use its influence und good offices to restore peace and 
give independence to the island. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I remember when, a few 
weeks ago, we had a concurrent resolution recognizing the belliger- 
ency of Cuba before the Senate, the distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] was very much disturbed because it 
was not a joint resolution. Now we have a joint resolution be- 
fore the Senate, and he says it is of no more consequence than the 
voice of a mosquito of New Jersey or of some other State. It 
seems to be impossible to please the opponents of Cuba in this de- 
bate; and I submit that it is a very extraordinary statement for 
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tors so old and so learned as the Senator from Massachusetts 

make, that the passage of a joint resolution through both Houses 

of Congress is not a matter of some concern. It certainly is a 

matter that the Chief Executive will have to take notice of either 

by giving it his sanction or by giving it his 93 
e y 


Senator from Massachusetts—and I am o going to oc- 
cupy a moment of time to-day—treats with utter contempt this 
lution, and indicates that thoseof us who advocate it are talk- 
fns for buncombe forour own States or our own communities. 
t may be the highest form of Senatorial co in dealing 
23 Senators, and it may be one of the ways that the Senator 
going to elevate this body to the dizzy heights that the Supreme 
Court occupies in the hearts and consciences of the American 
le. For myself, Mr. President, I claim to be just as sincere, 
as earnest, and just as honest in my contention as is the Sen- 
torfrom Massachusetts in his; I claim nothing more for myself 
n I extend to him; but he is not justified, he has not been asked, 
and it is not his province to stand here and saythat I or any other 
Senator who is advocating this resolution in behalf of Cuba is 
5 for the applause of the galleries or for buncombe 
wit constituents. 
Mr. President, in 1870, when Cuba certainly was no nearer 
freedom than she is to-day, when she had fought two years, as she 
ow has fought more than two years, a very distinguished Sena- 
eet older than the Senator from Massachusetts both in service in 
this body and in years, stood on this floor and presented a resolu- 
tion in — —.— identical terms with the one that is now under con- 
sideration. I read it once before, Mr. President, and I want to 
1 — it again, because in all these criticisms which the Senator 
om Massachusetts makes of those of us who are young in the 
service and in ienced in Poe life, and who have not had the 
advantages of education and learning which have come to that 
t Senator, I want him to realize the fact that when he is criti- 
ing the Senator from Illinois and the junior Senator from New 
Bosne he is likewise criticising the present Secretary of State 
the Administration of President McKinley. John Sherman 
stood in this Chamber on the 11th of February, 1870, and offered 
this resolution: 


Whereas the United States observe with di 
and sympathize with the 


interest the civil war now 
Sens ta Cora, of all American nations or 
: lonies in their efforts to secure independence of European power: There- 


Tees the Secr cen ei iri — foun. ofa aeg ted 
ingdom m 
of Cuba to establish its inde — —— and the hit States: wille — YO 
EET between the . parties, as is their duty under the 

Mr. ELKINS. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. ELKINS. Was that ution passed? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was not. 

Mr. ELKINS. That is all I want. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was not, for we had filibustering in 1870 


Mr. And the same old rules. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Les, the same old rules. 

Mr. WHITE. Dol understand the Senator to say that that 
resolution was presented here by the present Secretary of State? 

Mr. G. GER. I did so state. 

Mr. WHITE. There has been no similar document emanating 
from that office since, I believe. 1 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not know low that may be. The 

t Secretary of State was then a member of this body. I 

vo read the great discussion that occurred on this resolution, 

and I have not ered that any Senator in 1870 ventured to so 

pantly discuss the matter as certain Senators are discussing 

matter at the t time. They looked upon it as a serious 

question, and, while the resolution did not , the resolution 

offered here by John Sherman, Senator of the United States 

m the State of Ohio, now Secretary of State of the United 
tates in President McKinley's Cabinet. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator let me ask if he will amplify a 
little on the intimation which he made just now, that there had 
been 8 to to defeat or to delay this resolution? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It does not need any amplification. It 
speaks for itself. 


Mr.HALE. Will the Senator allow me to make a very brief 
1 point? 

Mr. G. GER. Well, I think e TE I am always 
quu to hear the Senator from Maine, for he is always enter- 

Mr. HALE. The resolution of the Senator from 5 
‘MorGan] was presented by him and debated by him for five days. 
‘He was not interrupted and could have had a vote at any time 

t he submitted so many propositions that needed answer, an 
‘ ded answer, that brief answers were made by Senators op- 
pen to his resolution; but allof the answers made up to yester- 


did not take one-fifth of the time that he consumed in advo- 
(Dating hisresolution. Then the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuzPIE] 


made another extended speech, which I did not understand to be 
done for filibustering, but which still delayed consideration; and 
up to yesterday, Mr. President, the advocates of this resolution 
had consumed five hours of the time of the Senate where its ob- 
jectors and those opposed to it had consumed one. 

The debate again started yesterday, and the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. WELLINGTON], opposed to the resolution, consumed 
thirty minutes of the time of the Senate, and the Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. DANIEL], in advocacy of the resolution, delivered one 
of his masterly and splendid specimens of ar, ent and rhetoric, 
and he consumed two hours and a half. I have not heard that 
called filibustering. Then the resolution went over, and to-day, 
when it came up at 2 o'clock, the Senator from Illinois My 
Mason] claimed the floor in advocacy of the resolution and talked 
in his entertaining fashion for an hour and a half, and then asked 
the Senator from Massachusetts, who was replying briefly and did 
not take u twenty-five minutes, if he was ready to take a vote. 
i MASON. I desire to interrupt the Senator, and to correct 


Mr. GALLINGER. Interrupt me, if the Senator please, for I 
have the floor. 

Mr. HALE. lam speaking by the courtesy of the Senator from 
New Hampshire. 

Mr. ON. Then I desire to interrupt both of you, by the 


consent of both of you. 
1 am pleased to yield to the Senator. 


Mr. GALLING 

Mr. MASON. I did not ask the Senator from Massachusetts if - 
he was ready to take a vote; I do not ask you if you are ready, 
but I ask you if you will give unanimous consent at any time 
within one day, two days, or two weeks that the vote may be 
taken on the resolution? Now I ask, Will you agree to unani- 
mous consent to let us vote within a month on this resolution? 

Mr. HALE. Ofcoursel wil. We will get a vote a great deal 
quicker than that. 

Mr. MASON. Allright. 

Mr. HALE. But it is the height of audacity and impudence 
here in this body 

Mr. GALLINGER. I donot yield for that kind of language. 

Mr. HALE. I withdraw that. It is the height of audacity, 
certainly, and it is a kind of colossal cheek—— TLanghter.] 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have the floor. 

Mr. HALE. I withdraw that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HALE. I will withdraw that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I insist on my rights, Mr. President. 

Mr. HALE. Let me finish 5 sentence. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e Chair recognizes the Senator 
from New Hampshire as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HALE. e are not filibustering; we are not even talk- 


ihg—— 
Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will take his seat, I will pro- 
When I inadvertently used the word “filibustering,” I did not 


that I was to receive such a lecture from the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE]. The Senator is wi to withdraw his v 
offensive terms which he has used towar mo- inadveriently, Y 


presume, for they were very offensive—so far as this debate is con- 
cerned, and I am willing to withdraw the term filibustering,“ 
because I had no intention of speaking more than a moment 

afternoon. I rose merely tocall attention to the fact that the senior 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] had read some of us a 
lesson, and had called attention to the fact that this body ought to 
emulate the Supreme Court in its dignity and in its methods of 
procedure, and that we were doing a very wrong thing in advo- 


cating so t and unnecessary a resolution as is now 
before this y. 

Mr. HOAR. ds ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. GALLINGER. i 


in any form or manner? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I presume, being a member of this body, 
the Senator did allude to me. He alluded to the Senate. If hd 
does not consider me as a of it 

Mr. HOAR. Did I allude to the Senator in any form or manner? 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator does not consider me a mem- 
ber of this body, he did not allude to me; but if he does consider 
me a member of it, then he did allude to me. 

I will proceed for only a moment. What I desire to call atten- 
tion to is the fact that is not an extraordinary resolution, that 
during the other contest that Cuba had e 
long years, precisely such resolutions were off: ,and they wero 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1139 


Now, Mr. President, in answer to the Senator from Maine, I 
simply desire to say this—and I have the authority of the Senator 
who offered this resolution to say it—that if those who oppose the 
resolution are ready to agree to take a vote on the resolution on 
Friday or 3 of the present week, or Tuesday or Wednesday 


or Thursday or Friday of next week, we shall very glad to 
enter into an agreement with them to have the vote taken at that 
time. I think the Senator from Alabama will bear me out that I 
have stated what he said to me a moment ago. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is correct, Mr. sident. Very fre- 
quently during the time the Senator from Maine has referred to I 
have asked him i e would fix a day or would consent to a day 
for taking the voté, and twice I haye let the resolution go over for 
his personal accommodation, 

. HALE. Does not the Senator think such a request would 
come with better grace if, after presenting his case so elabo- 
rately, some reasonable opportunity should iven to Senators 
upon the other side to present their views? There is nobody 
on this side who p to occupy very much time; there is 
nobody who has occupied very much time in opposition to the reso- 
lution. The Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] spoke briefly, 
and when I had the honor to address the Senate I spoke less than 
an hour. I was then obliged to leave town by a message that 1 
could not disregard. Nobody has made long speeches or has re- 
sorted to any tactics or any parliamentary devices to turn aside 
this resolution or to prevent a vote upon it. There might have 
been a. vote after the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON] 
had spoken, but for the fact that the Senator from iei, ye Mr. 
Peele as he had the perfect right to do, and ought to have done 
if he felt it his duty. addressed the Senate. 

PE GALLING: Now, I should like to proceed, Mr. Presi- 
t. 

Mr. HALE. Ithought the Senator was through. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am not. 

Mr. HALE. Let me finish my sentence. The Senator from 
Virginia made a remarkably strong speech and presented points 
that certain Senators want to answer, not at length, but briefly. 
I will guarantee that the Senator will get his vote. There is no 
doubt about that. But there will be, Mr. President, and there 
ought to be, a fair opportunity for reasonable discussion of this 
resolution, and at the end of time neither the Senator from 
Alabama nor the Senator from New Hampshire need fear thnt 
there will be any attempt to delay action upon it. The Senate 
has a right to vote upon the resolution, and I want to see it out of 


the way. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Maine is a very adroit 
tactician and parliamentarian; we have learned that during the 
debate on all these Cuban resolutions; and when the Senator from 
Maine says we might have had a vote yesterday at the close of 
ihe very extraordinary speech made by the Senator from Mary- 
land, he is possibly not aware of the fact that he had said in my 
presence that the opponents of the resolution had arranged to 
aeg fe the entire day and send the resolution over to this legisla- 
tive day. 

Me. HALE. That was after the Senator from Virginia had 
spoken. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was not; it was during the speech of 
the Senator from Maryland that I heard the statement made. 

The Senator is a very adroit tactician and parliamentarian. He 
knows perfectly well that the tariff bill is to appear here next 
Monday, that the debate on the tariff bill is to begin on Monday 
next, and he understood very well that certain appropriation bills 
were to come into this body and obstruct this resolution. 

Mr. HALE, Iwish I felt ascertain about the tariff bill coming 

next Monday as the Senator does. I hope it will. 
. GALLINGER. Of course, it is just possible it may not. 

Mr. HALE. But there is no attempt to run this resolution into 
interference with the tariff bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is just possible it may berum into inter- 
ference with the passage of the tariff bill. ; 

I have said all I purposed to say when I rose. I simply desire 

w to make a brief statement in defense of those of us who have 
the audacity and the cheek and the temerity—to use some of the 

that have been used to-day—to say a word in behalf of 
struggling Cuba, under the circumstances that engaged the atten- 
tion of this honorable Senate in 1870, when ter men were here 
than those of us who chance to be advocating the cause of Cuba 
to-day. It was dignified then. It was treated as a proper thin 
at that time; and I simply want to say, so far as I am concerned, 
that I am acting in quite as good faith as tlie Senator from Maine 
or the Senator from Massachusetts, and. all I claim for myself in 
this debate is the same courtesy and rights that I very gladly ex- 
tend to those distinguished Senators. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I shall occupy the time of the 
Senate but for a very few moments. 

Ilistened with a good deal of interest, and. an occasional thrill, 
to the very vigorous eloquence of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 


Mason], and the old French phrase occurred to me, ** This is mag- 
nificent, but it is not war." 

lhave wished sometimes, not irreverently, I hope, that I might 
possess the power of omnipotence. I feel so when I look upon the 
condition of Cuba and the indescribable cruelties, the exceptional 
cruelties, that occurred there during that civil war; and every 
generous man’s heart warms up when he reads the story about 
Greece and the wonderful behavior of the Christian powers in re- 
lation to Greece and Turkey. We are soon to see—mark the pre- 
diction; it is an easy one to make—we are soon to see Great Brit- 
aim crush the Transvaal, the land of sturdy, brave. liberty-loving 
men, because the Transvaal stands in the way of that domination 
which Great Britain intends to extend over Africa, from Egypt 
down to the Cape. All these things I should like to be able, with 
a nod or a quiver of the finger, to put an end to. But I am afraid 
I should use my power unjustly; [ am afraid I should be cruel 
also; but I sometimes wish I could do it. 

Weareinno condition as a country to step forward into the arena 
of the world and say we are going to see justice done by every poor 

ople everywhere; that we willinterfere; that we will declare bel- 

igerency, or that we will declare war. The Senator from Illinois 
see with some vigor once or twice if we were afraid of war. 
Yes; Iam. I am afraid of war on the part of an unprepared 
nation, I declare that we are not fit to undertake a war i 
any but the very weakest of the nations of the earth, and this is 
the text upon which I have been preaching these ten or twelve 

ears, more or less. My hope is to see our coast defenses and our 

Javy put into such condition that we can conduct an interna- 
tional debate, for we can not have an international debate with- 
out the guns; and when we have something of an armament that 
is befitting our great place in the world, we can then afford to 
assume the responsibilities the Almighty placed upon us by reason 
of our wealth and our power: 

I should be glad to have somebody a more particularly 
and satisfactorily what would be the result of this declaration of 
belligerency. I have looked at the books, and I am not quite clear 
aboutit. I find that now the Cubans may have all the guns they 
can pay for from this country, and all the munitions of war they 
can pay for. The difficulty comes in landing them at the ports, at 
which Spain has exclusive and complete control. I do not see that 
the declaration of belligerency would help the Cubans in the mat- 
ter of obtaining supplies at all. 

Mr. MASON. ill the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MASON. Are you not aware that our Government is ar- 
resting and is preventing P ary from taking guns and munitions 
of war from our ports to Cuba? 

^ WLEY. Oh, yes; and we should have to do it more 
particularly after the declaration of neutrality under this resolu- 


tion. 

Mr. MASON. You said just now that the Cubans could buy 
all the arms they wanted from us. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We have the right to sell. 

Mr. MASON. But we have refused to let them be delivered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Our citizens have the right to sell, but if our 
Government believes they are going to use them to interfere in a 
war against a friendly government, it is our business not to let 
them do so. 

Mr. MASON. -We have a right to sell, but they can not buy. 

Mr. HOAR. The Sénator from Connecticut, I think inadvert- 
ently, made a mistake in his answer to the Senator from Illi- 
nois, 

Mr. MASON. I think so, too, but that is all right. 1 will ac- 
cept the explanation. 

r.HOAR. If thisisa mere matter of acircus, I will sit down. 

Mr. MASON. If the Senator from Massachusetts understands 
this to be a circus, he does not understand it from me. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well Then I should like to say, seriously, 
Mr. President, I mean no discourtesy to the Senator, but I thought 
his answer was hardly fitting 

Mr. MASON. Ishall endeavor to take care of myself. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishall be glad to have the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts correct me. 

Mr. HOAR. We have, as T understand it, under the laws of 
nations, the right to sell arms or _ munitions of war, and our 
Government does not interfere with that now. It is only mili- 
tary expeditions that we interfere with. 

Mr. HOARS Minty . military expedi 

E 4 ilitary es itions, and those mi - 
tions have the same character whether we declare 5 and 
belligerency or whether it remains as now. There is no nt 
RUN f the least under the law of nations except the right of 
search. ; 

An American vessel can take a load of arms intended for the 

i tsin Cuba. She can fly the American flag, and Spain 
can not touch her until she gets within the3-mile line. Then they 
can seize her if they choose. 
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Mr. MASON. Does the Senator—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish my statement. After thisthe pend- 
ing joint resolution becomes operative; or when it does, Spain can 
search that vessel 10 miles off the Florida coast. 

Mr. MASON. Just one moment, if the Senator from Connecti- 
cut will pardon me. Does not the Senator from Massachusetts 


uns or ammunition and 
vernment know it? 


know that the insurgents can not buy 
sail from any port if the officers of this 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. MASON. Let me read to the Senator an extract which is 
simply an illustration of what is occurring every day. It seems 
to me the Senator ought to be aware of it: 

Filibusters got away. 

Mr. HOAR. Les. X 

Mr. MASON 

The Mcr om done Aes railroad NE ore took = xs carloads 7 ees 

» e U on pro ons and a cargo o; ynami an 
be evade — loaded a small cargo of coal— lid =. 

This is from the morning paper— 

The Jones had been under the eye of the officials for some time. 

This was in North Carolina. The Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. PRITCHARD] knows from personal observation that our Gov- 
ernment is engaged every day in stopping the sending of muni- 
tions of war to the insurgents, and every day the Spaniards can 
buy such articles, and do enjoy privileges here which the in- 
forgeat can not enjoy. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 

eny it : 
. HOAR. I do deny it most emphatically. If the United 
States stopped that vessel, it had something more than a load of 
readstuffs or anything else on board. It had men on 


arms or b 
board, which made it a military expedition. It was the soldier, 
the recruit, going with the arms. 

Mr. MASON, Could recruits go out of any harbor of our coast 
to day to fight for Spain in Cuba? Would our Government stop 
them? You know it would not. Any pes vessel can start to- 
day on our coast and recruit an army from our people. and our 
officers and our Government would silent. All we ask now, 
sir, is that you shall give the insurgent the same show that you 
give the Spaniard. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam sorry to differ so much with my honorable 
friend. Spain can not under our laws recruit troops for her armies 
here. We dismissed the British minister for doing that long ago. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I thank the Senator from 
chusetts for correcting what I supposed was an error, but I find 
that I understood the question Jus as he does, I may have been 
unfortunate in 3 m , however, 

As I said, I did not rise to make a speech. I rise to protest 
against the spirit of war, the light way of saying that nobody on 
earth dares to touch our flag. The same people here will fre- 
quently vote against completing our coast defenses or vote t 
necessary increase of the Navy. Let us make ourselves fit for 


war before we indulge in ttalkabout war. Iremember what 
Jefferson said, that a distinguished love of combined with a 
defenseless condition is the surest possible invitation to insults. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. aa Does the Senator from Michigan desire to proceed 
to-night? 

Mr BURROWS. Ishould like to take the floor to make some 
observations on this matter. 

Mr. HOAR. With the Senator’s leave, then, I will move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. BURROWS, I yield, and will take the floor to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. I make that motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moree that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 

usiness. 

The motion was a: to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After seventeen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock 
and 82 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, May 19, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 18, 1897. 
SOLICITOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

George Morgan Thomas, of Kentucky, to be Solicitor of Inter- 

nal Revenue, vice Robert T. Hough, resigned. 
CIRCUIT JUDGE. 

William W. Morrow, of California, to be United States circuit 
judge for the ninth judicial circult, vice Joseph McKenna, re- 
signed. 

INDIAN AGENT. 

Samuel G. Morse, of Port Angeles, Wash., to be agent for the 
Indians of the Neah Bay Agency in Washington, vice John C. 
Keenan, resigned. 


CHIEF ENGINEER IN THE NAVY. 
P. A. Bogines Frank H. Eldridge, to be a chief en: 
the Navy, from the 9th day of May, 1897, vice Chief 
Robert Potts, retired. 


eer in 
gineer 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 18, 1897. 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 
William H. H. Clayton, of Arkansas, to be ju: 
States court of the central district in the Indian 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 
John Hancock Merriam, a citizen of Minnesota, to be an assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy. 
POSTMASTERS. 
D. E. Peiper, to be postmaster at Fitzgerald, in the county of 
Irwin and State of Georgia. 
George D. Breed, to be postmaster at Chilton, in the county of 
Calumet and State of Wisconsin. 
Hubert E. Carpenter, to be postmaster at East Hampton, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Connecticut. 
Martiu E. Stanger, to be postmaster at Downers Grove, in the 
county of Dupage and State of Illinois. 
William H. Gilliam, to be postmaster at Vienna, in the county 
of Johnson and State of Illinois. 
Mrs. Mary W. Morrow, to be postmaster at Abilene, in the 
om of Taylor and State of Texas. 
J. Henry Norcross, to be + prion eave at Medford, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 
Dexter Grose, to be postmaster at North Abington, in the county 
of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts. 
James C. Cooper, to be postmaster at Chester, in the county of 
Hampden and State of Massachusetts. 
W. M. Moss, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county of Madi- 
son and State of Tennessee. 
Herschel P. Kinsolving, to be postmaster at Malden, in the 
county of Dunklin and State of Missouri. 
Orlando P. Robinson, to be postmaster at Ayer, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 2 
John H. Meyer, to be tmaster at Newport, in the county of 
Campbell and State of Kentucky. 
Alexander Barron, to be postmaster at Kirwin, in the county of 
Phillips and State of Kansas. 
Alpheus A. B. Cavaness, to be postmaster at Baldwin, in the 
county of Douglas and State of Kansas, 
Samuel M. Yost, to be postmaster at Staunton, in tho county of 
Augusta and State of Virginia. 
John M. Griffin, to be postmaster at Fredericksburg, in the 
county of Spottsylvania and State of bi cues 
James T. Stephens, to be tmaster at Hickman, in the county 
of Fulton and State of Kentucky. 
John Marshall, to be postmaster at Bonneterre, in the county of 
Saint Francois and State of Missonri. 
James Lewis, to be ter at Canton, in the county of 
Lincoln and State of South Dakota. 
Owen S. Higgins, to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county of 
Warren and State of Ohio. 


e of the United 
erritory. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, May 19, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. MITCHELL, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

AGREEMENT WITH CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW INDIANS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in compli- 
ance with the provisions contained in the sixteenth section of the 
Indian appropriation act of March 3, 1893, an agreement between 
the commissioners of the United States to negotiate with the Five 
Civilized Tribes and thecommissioners on the part of the Choctaw 
and Chickasaw Indians concluded on the 23d day of April, 1897, 

ether with a communication from the Commissioner of Indian 
airs, stating that, so far as is known to his office, this y, oed 
ment is satisfactory to those persons having interestsin the Choc- 
taw and Chickasaw nations or who may be affected by the agree- 
ment; which, with the accompanying pa , was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, id orders to be printed. 
PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT OVER FROM THURSDAY. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-morrow 
it adjourn to meet on the following Monday. I make the motion 
th She order that Senators may be able to make arrangements for 

y. 


Mr. MILLS. Isu vu the want of a quorum, Mr. President. 
'The VICE-PRESID T. The roll will be called. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allison, Davis, Kyle, Pettus, 
Baker, Deboe, Lindsay, Platt, N. Y. 

te, Fair Lodge. Pritchard, 
Berry, Faulkner, McBride, Rawlins, 
pauer; 88 Memor. Bo 

nnon, T, artin, well, 
Carter, -— Milis, Smith, 
Chandler, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Clark, Harris, Kans. Morgan, 8 

ay, Hawle Nelson, Vest. 
Cockrell, Heitfeld, Pasco, Walthall, 
Cullom, ‘oar, Perkins, Wetmore, 
Daniel, Kenney, Pettigrew, te. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-two Senators have answered 
totheir names. A quorum E The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] moves that when the Senate adjourn to- 
morrow it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. MORGAN. I believe that that is a debatable motion, be- 
ing made to-day. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall not press it if a single Senator objects to it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object to it. 

Mr. HOAR. Considerably more than half of the Senate have 
made an arrangement to be absent from the city, to go to Monti- 
cello,on Friday. I thought it might be well to have the adjourn- 
ment over a: upon in advance, so that arrangements could be 
made; but if the Senator from Alabama would prefer not to have 
the motion made now, I will wait until to-morrow before mak- 


ing it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not propose to interfere with any of the 
pleasures of the Senate, even on a junket of this kind, while the 
gravest possible matters are existing and in terrible force in this 
and in a neighboring 5 but I do not think that the motion 
ought to be d upon to-day. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; I will withdraw it, Mr. President. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn. 


PETITIONS AND M RIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a 3 of Conta City 
Council, No. 327, Junior Order United erican Mechanics, of 
5 Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation for a 
more rigid restriction of immigration; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of sundry citizens of Iowa 
County, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibit- 
ing the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building and in 

parts of the United States under Federal jurisdiction; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of La Crosse, 
Wis., praying for the appointment of a banking and currency 
commission; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented sundry petitions of citizens of 
Muncie, Ind.. praying for the enactment of legislation for a more 
nigi 5 of immigration; which were ordered to lie on 

e table. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of sundry citizens of Massachu- 
setts, praying for the enactment of legislation for the more rigid 
restriction of immigration; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of 5 citizens of Westfield, 
Mass., and a petition of 44 citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., prayi 
forthe passage of the so-called Lodge immigration bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. . Ipresent a petition in behalf of alarge number 
of citizens of Aberdeen, S. Dak., praying for free lumber in the 
paning tariff bill. I have received a large number of letters 

rom individual citizens throughoutthe State, regardless of polit- 
ical faith, asking for the same thing. I present this petition as 
embodying in general their views. The case may be stated in a 
few words from the petition, as follows: 


The total consumption of pine, spruce, and hemlock lumber for the year 


1882 is estimated b; h authority at about 15,000.000.000 feet and that of 18:5 
at about 12.000.000, 00. The importation of Canadian lumber for the year 18:2 
averaged 669,000,000 feet, and for 1895 the average was 693,000,000. Complaints 


of the lumber trade are comprehensible when founded on this reduction of 
000,000,000 feet in the yearly home demand, but ridiculous when aimed at 

e little quantity from Canada, which has been coming in at substantially 
the same rate for ten years. 

Thus the market for lumber has fallen something like 4,000,000,000 feet in 
five D The people have been unable to buy even at existing prices. e 
whole people are consumers of lumber. The producers are few, and, unlike 

e ical case of stimulated production, under protective legislation must 
grow fewer. 


Iask that the petition lie on the table, to be considered in con- 
nection with the Pos iff bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. SMITH presented sundry petitions of citizens of Beverly, 
Dividing Creek, Jersey City, Marlboro, Newark, Rahway, an 
Spotswood, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enact- 


ment of legislation restricting immigration; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 
Mr. SEWELL penea the petition of William S. Fay and 49 


other citizens of Newark, N. J., and the petition of A. K. David- 
son and 38 other citizens of Newark, N. J., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation for the more rigid restriction of immigra- 
tion; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the Acme Milling Com- 
pény, of Indianapolis, penc ein ge that a reciprocity clause be 
xe in the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, - 

He also presented the petition of Rosengarten & Sons, of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying that a duty be placed upon quinia, sulphate 
of, and all alkaloids or salts of cinchona bark; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. . 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Managers of the 
Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa., praying Congress to take 
such measures as may be necessary to increase the capacity of 
our coastwise system of canals for defense and commerce; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Managers of the 
Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa.. remonstrating against the re- 
peat of the present civil-service law; which was referred to the 

mmittee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented the memorial of Henry W. Mitchell, of New 
York City, remonstrating against the adoption of paragraph No. 
267 in the pending tariff bill, relating to the duty on oranges, 
lemons, limes, etc.; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LINDSAY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Paris, 
Ky., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the im- 
p and sale of agricultural seed; which was referred to the 

ommittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers' Union No. 105 
of Maysville, Ky., remonstrating against the proposed increase of 
duty on Sumatra and Habana tobacco; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry hemp growers of Shelb 
County, Ky., praying for the enactmentof legislation placing suc 
a tariff on jute and all other textile fibers which come into com- 
petition with the hemp grown in this country as will bea sufficient 
protection to the home industry; which was ordered to lie on the 


table. 

Mr. WETMORE 8 2 petition of 165 citizens of Rhode 
Island, praying for the enactment of legislation for a more rigid 
restriction of immigration; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FAULKN presented petitions of E. T. Glover and 77 
other citizens of Wise, E. G. Thrasher and 51 other citizens of 
Gormania, H. B. Turner and 13 other citizens of Barboursville, 
J. K. Snodgrass and 117 other citizens of Roane County, and 
A. M. Prince and 51 other citizens of Bluefield, all in the State of 
West Virginia, praying for the enactment of legislation restrict- 
ing immigration; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE, 


Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1197) for the relief of Rinaldo P. Smith, of Balti- 
more, Md., reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 2003) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of William Cruse, of Prairie- 
ton, Vigo County, Ind.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 2004) for the relief of heroes 
B. McCooey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 2005) to increase the pension 
of Mrs. Elizabeth V. Harman; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted four amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to providerevenue forthe 
Government and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which were ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CULLOM submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PRINTING OF BILLS TO REGULATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 

considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


. ty-third Congress, as by the House of Repre- 
pentatives December 11,1894; House bill No. 3837, Fifty-fourth Congress, as 
troduced in the House January 13, 1896; and Senate bill No. 1932, Fitty-fifth 


Creta e e rette approved February h 1, sald 
i : commerce," 
bills to be delivered to the Senate document room. ; 


DISTRICT PARK LIGHTING CONTRACTS. 


Mr. FAULENER submitted the following resolution; which 
"was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is here directed to 

inform the. Senate if it is true that the su tendent of pu buildings 
d grounds has accepted bids for park at the rate of $91.25» 
fight aud rejected bids at the rate of pid per ht per year; and if true, 

reasons for such action; and also to inform Senate if the contracts for 

- Such lighting have been completed. 


C. B. BRYAN & CO. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed, and 
the Calendar is in order. The first bill on the Calendar will be 


ted. 

The bill (S. 930) for the relief of C. B. Bryan & Co. was an- 
nounced as first in order on tbe Calendar, and the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It pro- 

to pay to C. B. Bryan & Co., of Memphis, Tenn., $3,649.60, 
ing for the value of a coal barge and 16,968 bushels of Pittsburg 
coal, as found by the Court of Claims. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


TAXATION OF INDIAN LANDS HELD IN SEVERALTY. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. The bill (S. 374) extending relief to Indian 
citizens, and for other purposes, was passed over the other a 
I desire to have it called up at this time. It is under Rule VI 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the lands now allotted to or which may be here” 
after allotted to any Indians in severalty, under agreements already made, 
when such Indians, under the provisions of an ungue ivl have become or 
shall become entitled to the benefits of and subject to the laws of any State, 
and when such lands shall be em in and as a part of an 
town organization, so as to enjoy full and equal Lo ia ma in the benefits 
of such local government, and when the Indians enjoy their dun privile 
as citizens, shall be subject to State and local assessment and taxation, the 
samo as any other lands similarly located in such State: Provided, however, 

nothing herein contained shall authorize the sale or incumbrance of any 
land on account of such assessment and taxation or in any manner inter- 
fere with the trust in which such lands are held by the United States while 


: the continuance of 
levied shall be pai: 


from the 

of the county or municipality to which such taxes are payable at such time as 
said taxes shall become due and payable: And also provided further, That said 
taxes shall only be paid on the receipt of the sworn statement of the county 
trensurer or other legally authorized officer of the county or municipality 
to which such taxes are payable, showing that such tax has been legally as- 
sessed and levied, and that said tax is then due and payable, accompanied 
m the certiflcate of the Secretary of the Interior that eaid lands are within 

e State and county described in said statement, and that the lands therein 
described have been allotted in severalty or belong to Indian citizens of the 
United States, and that he is satisfied, after sufficient inquiry, that the as- 
sessment of the lands for taxation is a fair and reasonable one, and the taxes 
levied just and equitable, both independently and in proportion to the valu- 
ation and taxation of lands in the same county, town, or other municipal 
corporation: And provided further, That no moneys shall be so paid for road 
or hway taxes, which, by the laws of the State, may be 
work, but the Indians owning such lands shall be req to so 
such taxes: And provided further, That the of the Interior shall 

ed, and so certify, that the public expenditure of such taxes is fairly 

made to give the lands of such In 8 their just share of benefit. 

Sec. 2. That from and after the passage of this act there shall be paid an- 
nually, from any moneysin the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such 
sum as shall be necessary to pay such taxes so certifled under section 1 of 


8 3. That all agreements hereafter made for the purchase of the unal- 
Aotted lands in any Indian reservation shall provide a fund for the payment 
of taxes upon enable allotments in the manner provided by this act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be en or a third reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. KRELL. I simply desire to record my vote by placing 
in the RECORD the statement that Iam opposed to the principle 
involved in this bill. 

The bill was passed. 


county or 


JAMES SIMS. 


Mr. WALTHALL. Yesterday the bill (S. 937) for the relief of 
James Sims, of Marshall County, Miss., was passed over without 
prejudice on the objection made by a Senator. That Senator tells 
me that after an examination of the bill he has no objection to its 

ge. Lask the Senate to proceed to its consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
"Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to ur $6,838 
to James Sims, of Marshall County, in the State of 8 
for quartermaster and commissary stores furnished by him to 
‘Army of the United States in the years 1862 and 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
‘to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANNA W. OSBORNE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next bill on theCalendar will be 
proceeded with. 
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The bill (S. 415) for the relief of Anna W. Osborne was an- 
nounced as next in order on the Calendar, and was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is here 
nuthorized and directed to pay to Anna W. Osborne the sum of oat ot 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the same being the 
amount of personal propert; g to her and to John W. Osborne, her 
late husband,of the Uni y,destroyed — 1 at the destruction 
of the post hospital at Fort Ripley, Minn., July N. 187 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know why this claim was 
not adjudicated by the War Department under the general author- 
ity which it has to adjudicate all claims arising from loss by fire. 

e passed a number of years ago a general law for the very pur- 
e of keeping this class of claims out of the committees of 
ongress. 

Mr. PASCO. I do not know why the claim was not presented 
to the Department under the general law. The bill came before 
the Committee on Claims and was carefully examined there. 
The Senator from Missouri will find by the report, which is on 
file, that it is a meritorious case. I see no reason why the bill 


should not be passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But this is the question: A man has a just 
claim and we have provided a tribunal for the adjudication of it, 
where it can be adjusted, and as he comes to us and insists that 
Te AR QUEM: ere is no use in passing a general 
law if Congress to pass & cial act for every little case that 
comes up, and a man can take choice and come to Congress or 
go before the rtment. 


Mr. PASCO. I do not remember the general law to which the 
Senator from Missouri calls attention. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have always understood that the Com- 
mittee on Claims and the Committee on Military Affairs refused 
to report favorably claims of citizens who had a remedy before 
the HM and would not pursue that remedy. 

Mr. PASCO. This claim has been before Congress ever since 
the days when Mr. Wilson was Vice-President, and no one has 
ever before ted that it came under a general law. The 
bill was reported unanimously by the Committee on Claims in 
the last Congress and passed then, and I do not see any reason 
why the same course shag not be pursued now. 

r.NELSON. WMr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to the consideration of the bill 
until we can ascertain whether the ent has jurisdiction 
of the case. Ifithas, I object to the Senate wasting its time in 
considering matters that properly belong to the executive branch 
of the Government to adjudicate. The report does not show any 
reason why it was not presented to the Department. There may 
be some just cause. 

Mr. PASCO. Ihope the Senator from Missouri will withhold 
his objection until the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] can 
be heard. He introduced the bill, and he may be able to give the 
Senator the sy; information he desires. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly; I will withhold it until the Sen- 
ator is heard. 

Mr. NELSON. I trust the Senator from Missouri will withdraw 
his objection. This is a very small claim. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator will excuse me, it does not 
make a bit of difference how small itis or how largeitis, The prin- 
ciple involved is the question whether Congress shall waste its 
time in considering little claims of individual citizens when by a 
general law the executive branch of the Government has full power 
to adjudicate and pay them. I insist that a citizen shall not have 
ric eg to come to Congress when we have provided another 

unal, 

Mr. NELSON. I am not aware of any general law under which 
this claim can be adjudicated. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator will just let the bill be passed 
by, I will furnish him with a copy of the law. It was enacted 
years ago. This is the first of these claims that I have seen here 
in for some time. There is no question about sucha 
law having been enacted. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to state that this lady, a widow, with two 
children, has been before Congress ever since the Forty-seventh 
Congress endeavoring to get the claim paid. The bill has been 
Ax pe favorably in both Houses, and yet she never has been 
able to get the claim adjusted. It would have been very kind and 
fair for the Senator from Missouri during all those years to have 
called our attention to this fact before, so that the poor woman 
might have gotten her relief without waiting as many years as she 
has in order to get it bec fs the action of Congress. He has 
never before suggested that there was a general law which would 
cover the case. 

There was no such suggestion made in the papers. and there 
was no such su tion before the committee. ere was no such 
suggestion before the House of Representatives when a favorable 
report wasinade there. I hopethat she will not be further de- 
layed, so far as the action of the Senate is concerned. It is a 
meritorious case. The attention of the committee was not called 


1897. 
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p the fact that she could get relief under a general law. I ask, Mr. HOAR. But the general law does not apply. Let me read 


the bill is to be over, that the report, which is brief, be 
printed as a part of my remar : 
The VICE- RESIDEN T. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the report will be printed. 
The report is as follows: 
[Senate Report No. 78, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session.] 
April 14, 1897. 


Mr. Pasco, from the Committee on Claims, submitted the following re- 
port, to accompany S. 415. 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 415) for the 
of Anna W. Osborne, have examined the same and submit the follow- 
report thereon: 1 d 
claim was before the committee during the Fifty-fourth Congress, 
— the bill for its settlement was favorably reported and was passed by the 


nate. 

This report was as follows: 

[Senate Report No. 1454, Fifty- fourth Congress, second session.] 

„he Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 114) for the 
relief of Anna W. Osborne, have carefully considered the same, and submit 
the following report thereon: 

“The claimant is the widow of John W. Osborne, who served for three 
years d the late war asa member of Cg, oa E, Thirty-sixth Massa- 
chusetts Volunteers. He reenlisted soon after discharge in June, 1835, 
and was appointed as h tal steward and served as such until October 23, 
1870, when he was accidentally killed at Fort Ripley, Minn., where he was on 
duty at the time. $c 

About three months before his death the hospital buildi. 
destroyed by fire, and Osborne and his family, who were li in the build- 
ing, lost all they had. It is stated that Osborne, instead of t: g to save his 

, exerted himself to rescue the patients and save the property of 

e Government. This statement is supported by some of the officers who 
were on duty at the p f z 

* Before his death Osborne applied to tho late Vice-President Wilson, then a 
Benator from Massachusetts, for aid in securing relief, and some letters writ- 
ten by him, acknowledging the receipt of the 1 are before the commit - 
tee. ome of the papers sent to Senator W. were subsequently lost or 
misiaid, and among them an itemized statement of the losses which, accord- 
ing to the recollection of the widow, was among them. This loss is supplied 
by the widow, who has submitted a list of the losses as full and correct as 
was possible after the lapse of so many years. Her statement is that this 
loss amounted to p» A 

Eur death tur : er hushend deft the 5 young ee de- 

upon ‘or suppor! came th her claim during 

first . ot the Porty-third Congress and asked for an appropriation 

of $600, and a bill giving her this relief was peed in the House of Represent- 
atives, but no action was taken in the Senate. 

“ Since that time her claim has been uently before the House and a num- 
ber of favorable reports have been made by the committees which have con- 
sidered the case. Similar bilis have been introduced from time to time in 
the Senate, but with no final results in any case. 

The claim seems to be meritorious, and the House committees, after care- 
ful consideration and, it is to be presumed, on sufficient evidence, having fre- 

tly recommended the sum of $600 as fair and just, the committee are 
to accept that amount as a proper recompense for the loss sustained, 
out looking for further evidence than that contained in the 

Tue committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass.“ 

The present billisinthe same terms and has the same purpose in view, 
&nd the committee recommend that it do pass. 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri, 
before the bill is passed over, what is the general law to which he 


refers? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ihavesentforacopy of it. There is a gen- 
eral law which authorizes the War Department to consider all 
these claims. We had an immense number of them pending here 
at one time. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator listen to me one moment? I 
ought not to have interposed when he was answering my question, 
but he has answered that he has sent for a copy of the general law. 
I should like the attention of the Senate for one moment. 

This is a case where the papers of this widow were sent to Vice- 
President Wilson when a member of the Senate and by him lost. 
The general law only authorizes the War Department to pay 
proved claims and not to exercise an equitable discretion in re- 
gard to accepting other than the ordinary legal evidence. Soshe 
could not get relief under the general law. It is a six-hundred- 
dollar claim of the widow of an officer who, it is said, lost his prop- 
erty because when the flames broke out he neglected his own prop- 
erty and looked after the public property. Proof of that fact was 
sent to the Senate, and my distinguished predecessor, Senator 
Wilson, lost the papers. Thereupon bogs! Roos to the commit- 
tee. They have reported several times that they are satisfied those 
are the facts, and they have taken, instead of legal evidence, such 
moral evidence as to the probability of the fact as they could get, 
8 her affidavit, and the committee report that she ought 
to be paid $600. 

I submit to my honorable friend from Missouri that that makes 
an exception to the principle, which I agree to as much as he does, 
that we should leave these people to the = law where they 
come within the generaliaw. It would leave it to my honorable 
friend's sense of justice. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Icannotconsent. Itisavalidlaw. Ihave 
sent fora Sa do the law. When Igetit, we can ascertain whether 
the claimant ever applied to the Department for relief, and if 
she has notapplied to the Department, and the law covers her case, 
she can get it infinitely more quickly than she will ever get Mr. 
REED to pass the bill through another branch of Congress, 


at the fort was 


this sentence from the report of the committee: 


Before his death Osborne applied to the late Vice-President Wilson, then a 
Senator from Massachusetts, for aid in securing relisf, and some letters writ- 
ten ume acknowledging the receipt of the papers, are before the commit- 
tee. me of the papers sent to Senator Wilson were subsequently lost or 
mislaid, and among ani statement of the losses, which, accord- 
ing tothe recollection of the widow, was among . This loss is supplied 
by the widow, who has submitted a list of the losses as full and correct as 
was possible after the lapse of so many years. Her statement is that this loss 
amounted to $500. 


It seems to me that that makes an exception to the ordi 
case, because the Department can not waive the law for this pur- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is objection made to the present con- 
sideration of the bili? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator does not seem to have read the 
report carefully. I have read every word in it. This loss” of 

pers **is supplied by the widow, who has submitted a list of the 
osses as full and correct as was possible after the lapse of so many 
years." 

Mr. HOAR. "That is what I read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no controversy about the items of 
the account. I object to the present consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri objects, 
and = bill will lie over. The next bill on the Calendar will be 
stated. 

Mr. NELSON. What becomes of the Osborne bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It lies over under objection. 

Mr. PASCO. Iunderstand that it goes over without prejudice, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I asked a while ago that it might go over 
without prejudice, and it was still insisted on and I had to object; 
but if the Senator is willing to let it go over without prejudice, I 
will withdraw my objection and let that course be taken. 

Mr. PASCO. If it does not go over without prejudice, I shall 
ask that it be taken up notwithstanding the objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam perfectly willing to let it go over with- 
out prejudice, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over without prejudice, 


MARTHA A, BAGWELL. 


The bill (S. 1559) for the relief of Martha A. Bagwell, executrix 
of Say Hardmond, deceased, was announced as next in order on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. NELSON. Iwillinquire whether there is any general law 
covering that case? I would make the inquiry of the Senator from 
Missouri. 


Mr. COCKEELL. The distingui Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Hoar] introduced this bill, and he is presumed to know 
all about it. He can answer if he desires. If not, and if the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota can show any valid reason why it should not 
be passed, I would be very glad to hear it. Inever object unless 
Ihave some reason for objecting. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to 
Martha A. Bagwell, executrix of Sally Hardmond, deceased, 
$4,850, being the balance due said Sally mond on account of 
her personal services as a nurse in the Bureau of Freedmen, Ref- 
ugees, and Abandoned Lands, district of Virginia, and for rent 
of a dwelling house in the city of Richmond, in the State of Vir- 
finis, and for one house hired by and used for the purposes of the 

ureau, and for money expended by her in and for the Bureau. 

The bill was repo tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PORT HUDSON FORLORN-HOPE STORMING PARTY. 


The bill (S. 1557) to grant medals to the survivors and heirs of 
volunteers of the Port Hudson forlorn-hope storming party was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secre- 
tary of War to procure a suitable medal to be ted to the 
survivors of the forlorn-hope eee party againstthe works at 
Port Hudson, La., June 15, 1863, in fillment of the promises 
made by Maj. Gen. N. P. Banks, commanding the Department of 
the , and contained in his General Order, No. 49; and in case 
of decease of such volunteers said medals shall be given to the 
widow or oldest heir. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


SUFFERERS BY WRECK OF GALLATIN, 


The bill (S. 117) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of 
the U. S. revenue cutter Gallatin off the coast of husetts 
was announced as next in order. 

. COCKRELL. Let that bill be over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the bill will 


be passed over, 


D 
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CHRISTOPHER SCHMIDT. 


The bill (S. 1464) for the relief of Christopher Schmidt was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay 840 a 
month for and during the term of his natural life to Christopher 
Schmidt, of St. Paul, Minn., for injuries received from accidental 
shot on the rifle range at Fort Snelling July 14, 1892, in quarterly 
payments, upon such vouchers as the Secretary of the asury 
may prescribe. 

'The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF JOHN ROACH. 


The bill (S. 1115) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
John Roach, deceased, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. To carry out the provisions of the act making appropri- 
ations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1884 (22 Stats., page 477), the bill proposes to pay to the legal rep- 
resentatives of John Roach, deceased, the sum of $28,160.95 for 
labor and material furnished by the said John Roach in complet- 
ing the dispatch boat Dolphin under the advice and assistance of 
the naval advisory board mentioned in that act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HEIRS OF THE LATE JOHN ROACH, 


The bill (S. 1116) to pay the heirs of the late John Roach, de- 
ceased, $330,151.42 for labor and material, dockage, and deten- 
tion and occupation of yards and shops for the gunboats Chicago, 
Zoron, and Atlanta was announced as next in order, and was 


read. 

Mr. BATE. Ido not know who introduced the bill, but I think 
he ought to explain why tbe large sum of $330,000 is 1 aint to 
be appropriated by the bill ont of the Treasury. The bill has been 
up heretofore, I know, and it was perhaps discussed at a previous 
session. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The adjustment of the claim has been very 
carefully made by a board of officers, and by the committee it has 
been carefully examined. Nevertheless, as it is a large sum, and 
members of the committee are not here, I think it quite right for 
the Senator from Tennessee to ask that the bill may go over. 

Mr. BATE. Yes, let it go over without prejudice. I want to 
examine it, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That will be the order. 


PAY OF NONCOMMISSIONED OFFICERS OF THE ARMY. 


The bill (S, 661) to regulate the pay of noncommissioned officers 

the Army was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported by the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, in line 4, to strike out the date 1896“ and insert 
**1898;" so as to make the bill read: 

Be it ted, etc., That on and after the Ist day of July, 1898, the r 
ed of the following noncommissioned officers ot the line of the RORIM 
be as follows: Sergeant-major, artillery, cavalry, and infantry, $30; regimen- 
tal quartermaster-sergeant, artillery, cavalry, and infantry, $30; first ser- 

eant, artillery, cavalry, and infantry, $90; sergeant, artillery, cavalry, and 
antry, $23; co. artillery, cavalry, and infantry, $17: vided, That 
nothing in this act shall be construed to prevent the increase of pay to non- 
commissioned officers of the Army by reason of longevity service now pro- 
vided by law: Provided further, That nothing in this act shall be construed 
to increase the pay of noncommissioned officers of the Army on the retired 
list July 1, 1896. 

The amendment was agreed to. ) ‘ 

Mr. SEWELL. I would state that a similar bill to the one now 
before the Senate received the full consideration of the Senate at 
the last Congress and passed without any objection. 

The bill was repo to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. : : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN STULL, 


The bill (S. 660) for the relief of John Stull was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of War to re- 
voke and set aside Special Orders, No. 144, paragraph 1, of the War 
Department, dated Apri 11, 1864, dismissing from the service John 
Stull,late captain of Company M, Third Regiment New Jersey 
Cavalry Volunteers, and to grant him an honorable discharge as of 
date April 11, 1864. 

The bill wasreported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHRISTIAN M. KIRKPATRICK. 

The bill (S. 136) to provide for the perius of the claim of 
Christian M. Kirkpatrick for paving the street adjacent to the 
United States arsenal at Indianapo!is, Ind., was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to ri Ete $6,044.22 for 
the payment of the claim of Christian M. Kirkpatrick forimprov- 
ing with brick the street known as Clifford avenue from the tracks 
of the Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago and St. Louis Railroad Com- 


pany toa point 145 feet east of Newman street, including the 
roadway in front of and adjacent to the ground owned by the 
United States Government, known and designated as the United 
States arsenal at Indianapolis, Ind. = 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CONTINENTAL FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY AND OTHERS, 


The bill (S. 436) for the relief of the Continental Fire Insurance 
Company and others was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to cause the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue to reopen and reexamine the refunding 
claims of the Continental Fire Insurance Company, the Eagle Fire 
Insurance Company, the City Fire Insurance Company, the Com- 
mercial Mutual Insurance Company of the State of New York, the 
Maryland Fire Insurance Company, the Western National Bank, 
the Merchants’ National Bank, the Chesapeake Bank of the State 
of Maryland, and the Eastern Railroad Company of the State of 
Massachusetts for taxes erroneously paid by thém and now on 
file in his office, and to examine and allow such amounts as he may 
find those companies and banks have paid as a duplicate tax upon 
the same identical income or profits, and to transmit his allowances 
to the proper accounting officers of the Treasury for certification 
to Congress, in compliance with the second sectión of the act of 
Congress approved July 7, 1884. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


FRANCIS W. SEELEY. 


The bill (8.659) to place Francis W. Seeley on the retired list of 
the Army was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to authorize the President of the United States to nominate 
and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint 
Francis W. Seeley, late a captain in the Fourth Regiment United 
States Artillery, a captain of artillery in the Army, and to place 
him on the retired list thereof with that rank and pay, the retired 
list being thereby increased in number to that extent; to suspend 
all laws aud parts of laws in conflict with such action for that 
purpose only; but from and after his appointment under the pro- 
visions of the act no pension shall be paid him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BVT. COL. THOMAS P. O'REILLY. 
The bill (S. 1594) for the relief of Bvt. Col. Thomas P. O'Reilly 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 1t proposes to . 


authorize the President of the United States to appoint Thomas 
P. O'Reilly, late second lieutenant in the Twenty-second Infantry 
of the Army, a first lieutenant in the Army, and to place him 
upon the retired list of the Army in his late grade, the retired list 
being thereby increased in number to that extent. 

The bill was reported to theSenate without amendment, ordered 
to beengrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ORIN R. M'DANIEL, 


The bill (S. 809) for the relief of Orin R. McDaniel was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of 
War to place the name of Orin R. McDaniel, late an enrolled 
soldier of Company H, Sixty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, 
upon the records of that company as enrolled December 26, 1863, 
and discharged February 14, 1864, for disability. and to grant 
him an honorable discharge accordingly, as of date February 14, 
1864, for disability. 

The bill was reported to the Senata without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


CHARLES FLETCHER, ALIAS JAMES H. MITCHELL. 


The bill (S. 394) for the relief of Charles Fletcher, alias James H, 
Mitchell, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

ses to remove the charge of desertion standing against Charles 

letcher, who served under the name James H. Mitchell as a pri- 
vate in Company H, Ninety-fifth Regiment of New York State 
Infantry Volunteers, and directs the Secretary of War to dis- 
charge that soldier as of the date of July 16, 1865, to which that 
company and regiment were paid on their discharge. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN CLYDE SULLIVAN, 


The bill (S. 1310) for the relief of John Clyde Sullivan was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Presi- 
dent of the United States to nominate, and, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, to dep gere ohn Clyde Sullivan 
a paymaster in the Navy with the relative rank of lieutenant- 
commander at the foot of the list of paymasters haying the rela- 
tive rank of lieutenant-commander. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time. and passed. 
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LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF JOHN ROACH, DECEASED, 


The bill (S. 958) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
John Roach, deceased, was announced as next in order on the 
Calendar. 

Mr.BATE. Iseethat that bill is reported by the same Senator 
who reported Senate bill 1115, and has the same title. In his 
absence, I think it had better be passed over for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over. 

Mr. BATE. It may be that the bills are the same. 


ESTATE OF RICHARD LAWSON, 


The bill (S. 1194) for the relief of the estate of Richard Lawson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the 
administrator de bonis non of the estate of Richard Lawson, late 
of Baltimore, Md.,to sue in the United States Court of Claims for 
his individual interest as a partner in the late firm of John Mc- 
Fadon & Co., and also the late firm of William McFadon & Co., 
formerly of Baltimore, Md., on account of French spoliations com- 
mitted prior to the year 1800, and directs such court to pass upon 
the facts and law in the case and report the same to Congress. 

The bill wasreported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DORENCE ATWATER. 


The bill (S. 400) for the relief of Dorence Atwater was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. j A : 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, in line 7, after the words * directed to," to 
strike out revoke” and insert ‘‘annul;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Dorence Atwater be, and he is hereby, relieved and 
absolved from the effect of the sentence 8 against him by a court- 
martial on the llth day of September, 1865, that the Secretary of War 
be, and he is hereby, autho: and directed to annul the order dishonorably 
discharging said Atwater as a private, general service, United Staves Army, 
and to issue to him an honorable discharge from said service, to date from 
the 22d day of September, 1865, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. - : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ALTOONA, PA. 


The bill (S. 1273) for a public building at the city of Altoona, 
Pa., and appropriating money therefor, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 
purchase by private sale or secure by condemnation a site for, and 
cause to be erected thereon, a suitable building, with fireproof 
vaults therein, for the accommodation of the United States dis- 
trict and circuit courts, post- office, and other Government offices, 
at the city of Altoona, in the county of Blair, State of Pennsyl- 
3135000. cost not to exceed, for the site and building, complete, 

125,000, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT MAMMOTH HOT SPRINGS. 


The bill (S. 422) to provide for the erection of a public buildin 
for the use and accommodation of the post-office at Mammo’ 
Hot Springs, in the Yellowstone National Park, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the In- 
terior and the Postmaster-General to select a suitable site at Mam- 
moth Hot Springs, in the Yellowstone National Park, and cause 
to be erec thereon a suitable building for the use and accom- 
modation of the 8 at that place, such building not to ex- 
ceed in cost $10,000. 

The biJl was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT EVANSTON, WYO. 


The bill (S. 184) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Evanston, in the State of 
Wyoming, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
directs the Secretary of the Treasury to acquire, by purchase or 
otherwise, a site, and cause to be erected thereon a suitable build- 
ing, including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, 
and approaches. for the use and accommodation of the United 
States courts, post-office, land offices, and for other Government 

urposes, at Evanston, in the State of Wyoming, the cost of such 
site and building complete not to exceed $100,000, not moie than 
$15,000 of which shall be used for the purchase of the site. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DR. S. A. BROWN, 


The bill (S. 377) for the relief of Dr. S. A. Brown was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay $485.47 
to S. A. Brown, of Sioux Falls, S. Dak., for services as passed as- 
sistant surgeon, United States Navy, during the years 15:6, 1877 
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and 1878, said account having been allowed by the Treasury De- 
partment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HEIRS OF STERLING T. AUSTIN. 

The bill (S. 432) for the relief of the heirs of Sterling T. Austin, 
deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to pay to Florine A. Albright and Missouri A. Pollard, heirs 
of Sterling T. Austin, deceased, $59,287, being the proceeds of the 
sale of 360 bales of cotton, the property of Sterling T. Austin, 


seized by the civil and military authorities of the United States, 


and received into the Treasury, as found by the Court of Claims. 
'The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGES AT ST. PAUL, MINN. 


The bill (S. 1687) to authorize the construction and maintenance 
of two railroad bridges across the Mississippi Riverat or near the 
SY os St. Paul, Minn., was considered as in Committee of the 

ole. 

'The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments. 

'The first amendment was, in section 4, line 4, before the word 
“feet,” to strike out “fifty” and insert *'fifty-five;" so as to read: 


The main span shall be over the main channel of the river and not less than 
300 feet in length in the clear, nor less than 55 feet in the clear above high- 
water mark. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 

Sec. 5. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridges, or 
either of them, shall have and be entitled to equal rights and privileges rela- 
tive to the passage of trains or cars over the same and over the approaches 
thereto upon the payment of a reasonable compensation for such use; and in 
case the owner or owners of said bridges, or either of them, and the several 
railroad companies, or any one of them, desiring such use shall fail to agree 
upon the sum or sums to be paid, and upon the rules and conditions to which 
each shall conform in using said bridges, or either of them, all matters at 
issue between them shall be decided by the Secretary of War upon a hearing 
of the allegations and proofs of the parties, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 

Sec. 7. That this act shall be nulland void if the bri herein authorized 
be not commenced within one year and completed within three years from 
the date of approval hereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments wero concurred in, 

Tke bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


AMERICAN REGISTER FOR BARKENTINE SHARPSHOOTER. 


The bill (S. 1788) to P2 an American register for the bark- 
entine Sharpshooter, of San Francisco, Cal., was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PORT OF ENTRY AT GREAT FALLS, MONT. 


The bill (S. 1716) making Great Falls, Mont., a port of entry 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bil was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, an 
THE CENSUS. 


The bill (8. 94) to prorade for the Twelfth and subsequent cen- 
suses was announced as the next business in order on the Calendar, 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be passed over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, It will be passed over. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF EDWIN DE LEON. 


The bill (S. 1357) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Edwin De Leon, deceased, late consul-general of the United States 
in Egypt, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to pay to the legal representatives of Edwin De Leon, de- 
ceased, late consul-general of the United States in t, $479.11, 
being the balance due him on adjustment of his official accounts 
by the First Comptroller of the Treasury. 

Mr. COCKRELL. After the word “Secretary,” in line 6, I 
move to insert “of the Treasury;” so as to read: Secretary of the 
Treasury.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT OAKLAND, CAL. 
The bill (S. 706) to provide for the purchase of a site for and the 


erection of a publie building at Oakland, in the State of California, 
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was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directsthe Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to rg cap by purchase, condemnation, or 


otherwise, a site, and cause to thereon a suitable build- 
ing, including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, 
elevators, ee approaches, for the use and accommodation of the 
United States qoom and other Government offices, in the city 
of Oakland and State of California, the cost of site and building, 
including vaults, heating and ventilating a tus, elevators, 
and Spree: complete, not to exceed $350,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
tobe engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BLUE MOUNTAIN IRRIGATION AND IMPROVEMENT COMPANY. 


Mr, MCBRIDE. I ask unanimous consent to return to the bill 
(S. 1233) extending the time allowed the Blue Mountain Irriga- 
tion and Improvement Company for the construction of its reser- 
voirs and canal in and through the Umatilla Indian Reservation, 
in the State of O It was passed over yesterday during my 
absence from the A a 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. cov yeas In line 8, I move to strike out five and in- 
gert eight.“ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 8, it is proposed to strike out five 
and insert eight;“ so as to make the bill read: 

1 ed, ete., at the time the act of a] 

d 3 12. 1204 dor the „5 MÀ etion of dE 
Bitch, or canal, id reservoirs of the Blue Mountai and Improve- 
ment Company across the Uma! vation, in the State of O. 
gon, is hereby extended eight years from the date of the passage of 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. $ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
£he third time, and passed. 

FIRST LIEUT. BENJAMIN W. LORING. 


The bill (S. 1337) to commission First Lieut. Benjamin W. Lor- 
ing a captain was announced as the next business in order on the 


endar. 

Mr. BATE. This seems to be a bill to promote an officer from 
first lieutenant to captain. There ought to be some reason given 
for it. It may be t the ordinary channels of promotion are 
open to him. There ought to be some explanation given. I do 
not see present the Senator who reported the bill, and I think it 
should be over without prejudice. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator who introduced the bill is 
ent. x 
cm BATE. The Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] reported it. 

Mr PLATT of New York. I could not hear what the Senator 
from Tennessee said. Will he please repeat it? 

Mr. BATE. I do not know who introduced the bill, but it was 
reported by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye], who is not in 
the Chamber. : 

It seems to me from the caption on the Calendar that here is an 
effort to promote a first lieutenant toa captaincy by a Congres- 
sional act, which is unusual. There must be some extraordinary 
reason for it, and none seems to be given. I should like to have 
an explanation of the matter, or else let the bill be passed over 
until the Senator from Maine comes in. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I will say to the Senator from Ten- 


re. 


essee that I have not the facts before me. Lask that the bill may 
Te assed over for the present. 
Ar. BATE. Very well. 
The VICE-P ENT.- The bill will be passed over. 


PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS IN THE DISTRICT. 


The bill (S. 1068) for the further prevention of cruelty to ani- 
mals in the District of Columbia was announced as the next busi- 
ness in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be passed over. 

PETER VON ESSEN BEQUEST. 

The bill (8. 468) authorizing the Commissioners of the District 

of Columbia to accept the bequest of the late Peter Von Essen for 
he use of the public white schools of that portion of said District 
ag kaon as Georgetown was consi as in Committee of 

e ole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
REGULATION OF CEMETERIES IN THE DISTRICT. 

The bill (S, 467) for the regulation of cemeteries and the dis- 

1 of dead bodies in the District of Columbia was considered as 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADJOURNMENT FROM THURSDAY UNTIL MONDAY. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I desire the attention of the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MonGAN] to a motion which I wish to make at this 
time. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-morrow it be to 
meet on Monday next. I make the motion because it is well 
known that many Senators desire to be absent from Washington 
Friday for a purpose which everyone will commend. The Sena- 
tor from Alabama objected this morning to a similar motion when 
made by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], the ob- 
jection being made, I suppose, in the interest of the Cuban joint 
resolution and with a view to having a time fixed for yoting 


it. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, if the Senator from Alabama will 
allow me to make a suggestion, that the best course would be on 
Monday morning next to ask to have a time fixed for voting upon 
the Cuban joint resolution. I do not think the friends of the joint 
resolution ought this week to ask that a time should be fixed. It 
is due to truth to say that there has not been filibustering against 
the joint resolution in the ordinary sense of the term or in any 
sense of the term. Whena few weeks ago the Senator from Maine 
pe HALE] asked that there might be delay upon the joint reso- 

ution, he explicitly stated that he was willing at the proper time 
to agree to a date for voting upon the question. The Senator from 
Maine renewed that assurance yesterday, and I know of no oppo- 
nent of the Cuban joint resolution who does not pro: to agree, 
when it is proper for the friends of the joint resolution to for 
it, that a time shall be fixed for voting. 

Ithink the opponents of the joint resolution, so far as appear- 
ances hitherto are concerned, should be acquitted of an 
tion to delay a vote upon the measure after reasonable discussion. 
The discussion has been largely conducted by the friends of the 
resolution, and the Senators who are opposed to it I know intend - 
to allow a vote to be taken upon it in due time. The Senator from 
California [Mr. WHITE] who has just entered the Chamber and 
who has spoken upon the resolution has himself said not only 
that he sympathizes with the Cubans in their struggle for inde- 
pendence, but that he is willing at the proper time to have a yote 
taken upon the belligerency resolution. 

Mr. President, having acquitted, as far as I am concerned, the 
opponents of the resolution of any intention to delay action upon 
it, I suggest to the Senator from Alabama not to object to the 
motion which I now make, and to ask on Monday next, before the 
tariff billis taken up, that a time may be fixed for voting upon 
the Cuban resolution. I will certainly at that time help him to 
secure a vote upon the resolution. I move that when the Senate 
adjourn to-morrow it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. MORGAN. If I have the privilege of speaking upon the 
motion, by unanimous consent, I would be g to be heard 
upon it. 

I objected this morning to the consideration yotay of a motion 
that was to operate to-morrow, for the reason that I had the hope, 
from the course of debate upon the joint resolution, that we might 
be able to-morrow to reach a solution of that question, at least 
one part of it, which, I must insist, I think is intended for delay, 
and only for delay—that is, the motion to refer the joint resolu- 
tion to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

With that motion out of the way and a direct vote to be taken 
on the joint resolution, a great deal of the embarrassment would 
be removed from this case. The joint resolution, on its merits, is 

robably stronger than it would be Mtas the motion to commit, 
use, say what we may about it, there is a desire on the part 
of some Senators and others to have a delay in the passage of the 
resolution. For my pus Ithink that every day of delay is a day 
of wretchedness to the people in Cuba, a day of suspense to the 
people of the United States, and a day of injusticeto our own char- 
acterasacountry. Therefore I have desired to try to urge the joint 
resolution as well as I could upon the attention of the Senate, and 
I hoped that by to-morrow at least we would be able to reach a 
vote on the question of committing ittothe Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

I beg to assure the Senate that the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions understand this question to-day as well as they will a week 
from now, and they understand it to-day better than a great many 
Senators do here, for the reason that some of the members of that 
committee, not including myself, have had an opportunity to look 
over the dispatches. I had the opportunity also, but I did not 
avail myself of it, to look over the dispatches from our consuls 
and consul-generalin Cuba. They will not say on this floor that 
the situation as presented by the reports of our consuls is less : 
aggravated, less intense, than that which has been reported by the 
correspondents of the newspaper press who have gone to Cuba and 
made personal examination. 

The evidence as it has been reported to the committee from the 
gentlemen who have looked at the dispatches shows that a state 
of affairs exists in Cuba worse (if itis possible to make a state- 


ment of anything that is worse) than that which has been repre- 


sented by the newspaper press of the United States. 
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tee shall be disposed of by a vote of the Senate some time this 
week, say to-morrow evening, and then that would leaye us en- 
tirely free to go on the ition to Monticello, in which I wish 
to participate also, without any embarrassment atall The Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire sug, to me that I should let the 
matter go over really until Monday, and that then I shall ask that 
a day be fixed for voting. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Alabama misunderstands 


me. 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh! 

Mr.CHANDLER. Iam willing the whole of to-morrow shall 
be devoted to the subject, but I suggested to the Senator to refrain 
from asking the op mts of the joint resolution to agree to a 
time for voting until Monday morning, and that Monday morning 
he should make the request. He may make it to-morrow if he 
chooses. What I want todo now is to persuade the Senator to 
consent to have it understood that we shall adjourn from to-morrow 
until Monday, because if we are going to Monticello we must know 
it. Now, the Senator consent to that? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave been extremely solicitous, and I think 
I can claim for myself that I have been patriotically solicitous, to 
keep the joint resolution out of collision with any political ques- 
tion in the United States. That the tariff is a political question, 
and that, too, of the severest and most exacting character, I think 
no one can deny. I have been trying to get a vote upon the joint 
resolution before the tariff bill was ready for discussion. I do not 
want to 8 the tariff a second on account of the joint reso- 
lution, I do not want to bring up any collision between the tariff 
pill and the joint resolution. e can not do this country proper 
justice, nor can we do proper justice to our own motives, if we 
permit a domestic question of this kind to come in and displace 
the pu resolution, when we now have the power, and when, I 
think, it is our duty, to vote upon the joint resolution before a po- 
litical question intrudes itself. 

If we can a vote on the motion to commit, then we shall 
understand the whole situation exactly; and if the joint resolution 
should not be committed, I would have no objection to letting the 
case go over until Monday, and then asking a time to be fixed for 
voting on the resolution, except one, and that is that it would 
bring me into an attitude that I do not wish to occupy, of an- 

onism to action upon the tariff. Now, why should 1 be forced 
into that attitude by the Senate when we have ample time now 
to avoid it? 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator knows that I sympathize with him 
entirely in his view upon the Cuban question, but he has made an 
allusion here which I think deserves some inquiry. It has been 
stated in the public press that three Senators. the Senator from 
Alabama being one of them, had been invited by the State De- 

ent to examine tlie reports e by our consular agents in 

ba, and that the examination had been made. The Senator 

from Alabama informs usthis morning that he did not participate 

in that examination. I take it for granted that the other two 
Senators did. 

I submit that the result of that examination ought to be made 
known to the Senate. I have never seen any authoritative state- 
ment as to what General Lee has said about the condition of af- 
fairs in Cuba. I have my own opinion, based upon unoflicinl 
information, but which 1 must confess was toa large extent sat- 
isfactory tome. Now, may I be permitted to ask the Senator from 
Alabama whether those Senators were invited there, whether m 
made the examination, what was the result, and where it is? e 
are entitled to have it. 

Mr. MORGAN. The three Senators were not invited; they 
were sent by the Committee on Foreign Relations as a subcom- 
mittee to confer with the President and Secretary of State. The 
injunction was imposed upon us that in speaking of this matter 
in the Senate we should not name General Lee or any other consul; 
that we should not state the place from which any ag er was 
written; that we might give the substance of what the dispatches 
contained, and no more. 

Mr. VEST. Without the authority. 

Mr. MORGAN. Without the authority, t to say that it 
came from consular authority. When the question was asked as 
to the reason for that, it was 
if the names of these gentlemen were given, they would be massa- 
cred in Cuba. Another question was asked, why such an ht 
hension could be dolgod when we had no gunboats and no ships 

war in the ports of Cuba; that we had made no provision, so 

ar as I have ever heard, for meeting such desperate consequences 

from such a desperate and such a We pere gn as must be in 

Cuba if our consuls are expected or it is dr thatthey will be 
massacred because they have told the truth. 

Mr. WHITE. Willthe Senator from Alabama permit me to ask 
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Mr. MORGAN. Yes; official. 

Mr. WHITE. I will ask one further question, with the permis- 
sion of the Senator from Alabama. Does the Senator understand 
that the Committee on Foreign Relations has a right to obtain 
official information directly pertinent to a matter before the Sen- 
ate and withhold that information from the Senate, when the ` 
Senate must act upon the subject? 

Mr. MORGAN. Irefused to go with that committee and exam- 
ine the dispatches because of these injunctions. I informed the 
officials of the Government that I knew enough abont Cuba and 
its situation and its affairs to j me in my action and in m 
vote and to 8 me: Senate and the world ha I was stand. 
ing upon no oundation or imaginary ground; an i 
1o ba handicapped with any confidences at all, for after I had re- 
ceived them I could not then be permitted to speak out as a Sena- 
tor should, without at least the appearance of having violated con- 
fidences, which I did not choose to have imputed to me. 

So I stand here to-day informed in regard to all the affairs about 
Cuba as well as any man on this floor. But there are other 
sources of information besides consuls. There are letters from 
credible people, and there is that historian that never told a lie— 
the photograph. I have them now in my desk here, if gentlemen 
want to examine them, and they show the conditions in Cuba, I 
have letters from women in Cuba who are not given to lying in 
regard to the ontrages perpetrated upon them and their children, 
I have all the information I want, and I would not receive from 
the Execntive of the United States any information at all under 
any injunctions that I could not communicate it to my colleagues 
on this floor. nor will I ever do it. 

Mr. ELKINS. Let me ask the Senator a question. Is it fair to 
Senators who have to vote on this question that some Senators 
will have information that they can not impart, and which may 
control their judgment, while it is denied to other Senators? 

Mr. MORGAN. If that be unfair, charge it upon the Execu- 
tive and not u me or the country. There we stand. 

Mr. EL S. As I understand, three Senators know some 
facts here that other Senators are not permitted to know. 

Mr. MORGAN. Two Senators. 

Mr. ELKINS. Well, two Senators. Whyshould two Senators 
have facts that they are permitted to know and other Senators are 
not to have them in voting upon a question that is to become a 
world-wide transaction? 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from West Virginia will go to 
the White House or to the State Department make that in- 
gury, he will get an answer that will satisfy him, Ihave no doubt. 

t does not satisfy me, but it will satisfy him. 

Mr. ELKINS. We ought to have the White House and State 
Department to communicate all the facts if they want us to act 
intelligently upon the state of affairs in Cuba. We are entitled 
to know the facts. 

Mr. MORGAN. They have not communicated any facts. On 
the contrary, on the 29th day 3 the Senate to pass 
a resoluti ee voc ing for all the co dence 
of the consul-general and the consuls of the United States relating 
to affairs in Cuba which had been sent to the State ent 
and not heretofore published. On the 5th day of May I wrote to 
the Secretary of State, inclosing him a copy of the resolution, 
and asked him if he expected to comply with it, inasmuch as the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] and myself had agreed that on 
the next Monday we would take up this case for final disposal. 
The reply was t it would take several weeks to prepare the 
information. 

That to me, I must confess, was rather an astounding piece of 
information in regard to the imbecility of this Government in 
furnishing the information to the Senate. I do not know that 
that excuse was ever before made. And then that it would de- 
pend upon whether the President saw proper to make the com- 
munication. I have the letter in my desk. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let me ask the Senator whether there has 
been any r nse to that resolution? 

Mr. MORGAN. There has not been and there will not be for 
six months if it can be avoided. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock has arrived, 
and itis the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfin- 
i business of yesterday, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A joint resolution (S. R. 26) declaring that 
a condition of public war exists in Cuba, and that strict neutrality 
shall be maintained. : 

Mr. CANNON and Mr. CHANDLER addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I now make my motion, which I suppose is 
epe motion, and I ask the attention of the Senator from 

abama to the motion. I move, as a privileged motion, that when 
the Senate adjourns to-morrow it ca to meet on Monday 
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next. Iwant to bring the attention of the Senator from Alabama 
to that precise question and for the moment away from the Cuban 
question. Does the Senator see any real objection to having that 
motion adopted at the present time? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam entirely indifferent about that. I want, 
though, to get a vote taken on the motion to commit. Does the 
Senator object to my having a vote to-day? 

Mr.CHANDLER. I say to the Senator from Alabama that 
immediately after the motion to commit is voted upon, if it is 
voted down, as I have no doubt it will be, there will be a vote 
upon the main question. As a friend of the resolution, as good a 
friend to it as he is, I do not think it advisable to attempt to get 
a vote this week upon the motion to commit. "Therefore I hope 
the Senator will allow my motion to be adopted. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not aware that any Senator desires to 

eak upon this subject except the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 

URROWS], and he has just informed me that he does not feel 


osed to go on to-day. 
The Senator from Utah [Mr. CANNON] is 


r. FAULKNER. 
ready to proceed. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was not aware of it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Utah will allow mea 
word, I am frank to say that I do not think the friends of the 
resolution are entitled to ask, either to-day or to-morrow, to have 
a time fixed for young upon the resolution, unless we are pre- 
pared to give dp the visit to Monticello on Zoe Therefore I 
urge the friends of the resolution to let the motion be adopted 
which I have made. Ishallsay no more about it. 

Mr. VEST. Beforethis matter passes away, I should like to ask 
the Senator from Alabama one question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. lam not certain that I understood him, and I think 
he ought to be understood. As I did understand him, a commit- 
tee or a subcommittee of three members of the Foreign Relations 
Committee were sent or invited to the State Department. 

Mr. MORGAN. They weresent. They were not invited. 

Mr. VEST. They were sent by the committee, then, to examine 
the correspondence with our consular agents in Cuba in regard to 
the condition of affairs there. Do I understand the Senator from 
Alabama to say that there were conditions, antecedent conditions, 
imposed upon that committee or subcommittee that they should 
not make known the authority upon which their statements were 
made afterwards, but that they were permitted to go there, and 
when they went there they were permitted to examine this corre- 
spondence, and then retain that information for the committee, 
not to be given to the Senate? I should like to understand exactly 
how that was. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not think there was any injunction im- 
posed or attempted to be imposed upon the committee at large in 
communicating to the Senate what the subcommittee might report 
tothem. I do not understand that. The injunctions that were 
imposed upon the subcommittee were that the names of consuls 
who had made the communication to the executive department 
of the Government should not be mentioned in the Senate and 
that the places at which the dispatches were written should not 
be stated. But we were at liberty, as I understand, to give. not 
copies, but the substance of what our consular agents in Cuba 
had communicated to the executive department, the reason be- 
ing, as I have already stated, that there was an apprehension that 
if the names were given or the places at which the dispatches were 
dated it would result in the massacre of our consuls. 

Mr. WHITE. Has the Senator from Alabama any objection to 
stating what official of the Government of the United States made 
that statement? 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, both the officials concerned in the mat- 
ter made the statement—the President and Secretary of State. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous consent for a vote upon 


my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that when the Senate adjourn to-morrow it be to meet on 
Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WAR IN CUBA. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 26) declaring that a con- 
dition of public war exists in Cuba, and that strict neutrality shall 
be maintained, the pending question being on the motion of Mr. 
erz to refer the joint resolution to the Committee on Foreign 

ations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah [Mr. Can- 
NON] is entitled to the floor. 

.FORAKER. Will the Senator from Utah yield to me for 
just one moment? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER, I think I should state, in addition to what has 


been said by the Senator from Alabama, that there was no limitation 
placed by the President or the State Department upon the use by 
the committee of all the information the State Department is in 

ion of. We were not denied access to any document on file 
there. On the contrary, full information was given tous. Great 
pang were taken to make us fully acquainted with everything in 

e way of knowledge that was possessed by the officials of the 
Government. The subcommittee deputed by the Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee for that purpose has fullinformation. I havenot 
any restriction upon me that I know of, beyond the mere use of 
names and the making of other statements that might identify 
persons and lead to excitements, and possibly lead to personal 
injuries. 

expect to address the Senate before this debate closes, and I 
am not conscious of any restriction upon me as to the use of all 
the knowledge (to be used, of course, in an appropriate way) that 
I have in this matter become p of. 

Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator from Ohio a question? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly, if the Senator will first allow me 
just a moment, In addition to that, I should state—and I state it 
only because of what has already been said—that the State De- 
partment are now engaged in the labor of preparing, for the use 
of the Senate, full copies of all the correspondence called for by 
the resolution recently adopted by the Senate, according to the 
terms of which resolution all correspondence in SORIA to the 
Cuban difficulty is called for which has not been heretofore 
printed. But it is quite a labor, more than I anticipated, more 
than I had appreciated, and some little time will necessarily elapse 
I understand, before the correspondence is ready for this body. i 
am not asking any delay so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. VEST. I call the attention of the Senator from Ohio to 
the remarkable statement of the Senator from Alabama, that the 
President of the United States and the Secretary of Stateinformed 
the Committee on Foreign Relations that the authority for this 
information, the names of our consular agents and representa- 
tives in Cuba, should not be given for fear it would involve their 
assassination. Is that so or not? 

Mr. FORAKER. No; the statement was not made in just that 
8 , as I recollect it. 

f; T. Was it made to that effect? 

Mr. FORAKER. But the President and other officials were 
apprehensive, I will say, now that the statement has been made, 
and did so express themselves, that the publication of the corre- 
spondence at this time, if not made in a judicious and advised 
manner, might precipitate violence, and possibly do more harm 
than good. But there was no disposition npon the part of the 
President or the State Department to withhold from the commit- 
tee or from the Senate the substance of all the knowledge they 
have, or the details either, in so far as they might be essential. 

Mr. VEST. But I understood the Senator from Ohio to state 
distinctly that there was no limitation, in his opinion, upon the 
information he received. Does the Senator mean to say that it is 
no limitation when the authority for a statement is not to be given? 

Mr. FORAKER. No; I said no limitation except that. 

Mr. VEST. Except that? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. ThenIwilltake theamendment. Now, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I come to the serious question, Has the Government of the 
United States undertaken to send any gunboats or war vessels 
there to protect the representatives of this Government in the dis- 
charge of their official functions? That, it seems to me, is the 
highest duty of any government upon earth. Are we to be told 
now that we can not ascertain whether it was General Lee or some 
other consul or diplomatic representative who made these state- 
ments forfear that they will be assassinated? Has this Govern- 
ment come to that low degree of power and protection over its 
own official representatives that we are to be content with the 
statement that they. might be assassinated if their names are 
given? That is a most serious question. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I desire in just a word to put 
myself in a correct attitude before the Senate and the count 
about this matter. After the subcommittee had conferred wi 
the President and got permission under these limitations to ex- 
amine the corr ndence, we went to the State Department. 
The Secretary of State seemed to be entirely reluctant to give the 
information under those conditions, I thought. He said at first 
that he would read us the dispatches. It turned out upon an ex- 
amination that the MARIA were not presentin the Department— 
that they were in the hands of Mr. Rockhill for the purpose, as I 
understood it, of being edited or arranged in some way. There- 
upon Mr. Day, the Assistant Secretary of State, came in and gave 
us that information. 

Mr. Sherman then, addressing himself to me personally, said: 
‘Mr. MorGAN, you will understand that these communications 
are strictly confidential, and that you have no right to name an; 
of the consuls or the places from which the information was wri 
ten, at which the dispatches were dated." In reply to that, after 
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some other little matters occurred between him and myself, I 
stated to him that 1 would not receive his communication under 
any such injunction. Thereupon it was arranged that at night 
we should meet at the Secretary’s house to look at the dispatches. 
I availed myself of the occasion to write a note to the Secretary 
and tell him that I would not be there for the purpose of examin- 
ing them. So I have not seen any of the dispatches, and I rely 
entirely upon my coll es for the information that they contain. 

Mr. FO R. If Imay be allowed another word, that state- 
ment is entirely correct so far as it goes. But there was one 
other reason assigned, and the chief reason, as I understood it at 
the time, the one most in the mind of the State Department and 
the President, why the correspondence ought not to be given out 
without some kind of restriction, and that was the fear that it 

ight cut off our source of information. 

r. MORGAN. That is true. 

Mr. FORAKER. That was distinctly stated. 

Mr. MORGAN. Les; that was stated. 

Mr. FORAKER. And the other remark was incidental, I 
think, rather than otherwise, as a part of the conversation that 
followed. Certainly it must be 8 in the mind of every 
Senator that we want to be correctly informed, and that to be so 
correctly informed our consular representatives must feel free to 
write the exact truth, and they write it under the understanding 
that it is all in the nature of a confidential communication to the 


State 8 

Mr. T. May I be permitted to ask the Senator from Ohio 
what he means when he states that the means of communication 
un Ais Government and its representatives in Cuba might 

cut o . 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not make any such remark as I under- 
stand from the question of the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. Ibeg pardon. FCC 

Mr. FORAKER. I misunderstood the Senator. What was in 
the mind of the State Uy eri whether justly so or not, was 
this: They said that if the confidential communications of our 
consular representatives were to be given out to the public with- 
out any restriction or limitation whatever there might be, on that 
account, some reserve on the part of the consular representa- 
tives in communicating with the Government. The Government 
wants every kind of facts pertaining to the situation, in order 
that it may be fully advised, and it wants every consular repre- 
sentative to feel that he is writing under the protection of the 
State Department. 

I do not understand that there is anything unusual in the prop- 
osition to protect the communications of this Government's for- 
eign representatives. That, I think, has been the practice from 
the beginning of this Government, and has been the practice of 
every government. 

Mr. WHITE. Can the Senator from Ohio state whether the 
various communications which are now being edited will, when 
the edited edition is sent to the Senate, contain the names of the 
parties who sent the information—the names of the consular 


nts? 
M FORAKER. Yes, sir. What I mean is that every scrap 
in the way of a communication that may be on file in the State 
Department will be sent to the Senate, but it will be sent as a 
confidentíal communication from the President to this coordinate 
branch of the Government. 

Mr. WHITE. That is proper. 

Mr. FORAKER. And we will consider it in executive session. 
That is the way I understand it. 

Mr. WHITE. It should have been considered there before this. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to be permitted to state one fact, if 
the Senator who is entitled to the floor will allow me. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. It is the universal rule, as I understand it, a rule 
for the protection of the consuls themselves—I do not mean now 
that there is any reason for any apprehension of violence—that 
their communications are to be treated as HY confidential, 
except such as may be in the discretion of the Department given 
to the public without interfering with the usefulness of the con- 
suls where they are. 

It happened a little while ago, during the Administration of 
President Grant, that one of the most brilliant and distinguished 
of our ministers to a South American Republic observed in one of 
his dispatches in regard to an important claim by an American 
citizen against that country that it was necessary in order to get 
5 appropriation that some expenditure of money must 


That was the condition of the legislature of that country, a fact 
almost as notorious to all mankind as the existence of the country 
itself. The communication, by a mere accident at the Depart- 
ment, got printed, the matter was called by the minister here to 
the attention of his Government, and the recall of our minister 
was demanded; and our Administration had to accede to it as a 
matter of course. Our minister had done absolutely his duty to 

^ 


his own Government; he had stated a notorious fact; and yet that 
South American Government had a perfect right to treat that 
Statement as offensive to it, and did so treat it. 

Now, if a tithe of what the Senator from Alabama claims to be 
true, and a tithe of what we all believe to be true be true in Cuba, 
be put into the report of a United States consul and printed, as 
a matter of course the recall of that consul would be demanded 
by Spain, and it could not be otherwise. It seems to me it woul 
be an innovation on the practice of civilized governments to hol 
that as a matter of course these communications are to be pre- 
sented and the names of the authors made known to the public 
at the discretion of anybody except the Secretary of State or the 
President himself. 

We always put into our resolutions a direction to all other De- 
partments of the Government; we deal with the question our- 
selves whether the Secretary of the Treasury or the Secretary of 
the Navy or the Postmaster-General should state certain facts; 
but in regard to everything affecting our foreign relations we ad- 
dress our request to the President asa request, and insert in if 
“if not in his 1 8 incompatible with the public interests.“ 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. President 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield to the Senator from Missouri to 
propound an ingens: a 

. VEST. Just a single question. Unquestionably the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts Mr. Hoar] is correct in regard to the 
1 statement he has made, but I should like to ask him if, in 

is long experience here, he has ever known a case before when a 
subcommittee of the Committee on Foreign Relations has been 
sent to the head of an Executive Department, the Secretary of State, 
for instance, and had been given certain information with thé 
statement that the author of that information was not to be made . 
known to the Senate? Has there ever before been such a case? 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not know, but I have no doubt it has been 
done a hundred times. I should expect that it would be so, that 
it has happened a hundred times, have not been on that com- 
mittee, however, and do not know. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator from Massachusetts will allow 
me, that was not the statement that was made; that was not the 
restriction at all. There was no restriction imposed by anybody 
as to giving the names, pinces, and all details to the Senate, but 
the restriction was simply put upon making it public property, to 
be known and read of all men in this country and elsewhere. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to make one 
observation in regard to the order of business, 

Mr. CANNON. I yield for that 5 

Mr. HOAR. Iam one of those Senators who desire that there 
shall be an early vote upon this question. I have never seen any 
advantage to be gained in pude it after the time of reason- 
able debate has exhausted itself. Iam especially desirous that it 
shall be out of the way, because there is other important business 
now ripe and ready for the action of the Senate, for which this 
special session of Congress was called, and for which the business 
men and the workingmen of the country, both alike, are impa- 
tiently pes 2 

I have not felt disposed, when Senators who have occupied on 
their side five hours at least, if not ten, to one hour that has been 
occupied on the other side closed long three or four hour speeches 
with the demand, Are you going to filibuster or are you going 
to delay a vote; and, if not, you now fix a time when we can 
vote?"—I have not felt that it was in accordance with my own 
self-respect to jump up and answer such a question as that in the 
affirmative. That in substance is what has happened. But I am 
prepared, for one, to have this matter come to an early vote; and, 
as an evidence of my sincerity in that particular, I desire to say 
that I have had in my 1 some remarks, which I very 
carefully prepared, intended to go over the whole question of the 
authority of the legislative and the executive power in regard to 
the recognition of belligerency and of 8 ence and of mak- 
ing war, the whole condition of things in Cuba, the effect of res- 
olutions of recognition of belligerency or of independence under 
the law of nations, our relations to Spain, and the diency of 
one or another course of action on this subject; and I have re- 
frained from making those remarks to the Senate for the sole rea- 
son that I wanted this thing out of the way so that we might take 
up the tariff bill. 

I therefore hope that our friends who are in favor of these reso- 
lutions, when the Senators who shall have something to say upon 
them in the course of the next two or three days shall have said 
half as much against them as has been said in their favor, will 
pro a vote and a time—and I hope they will be polite enough 
to do it without calling us names when they do it—and I think if 
vu they will probably find their desires gratified. 

$ GANNON : . President —— 

Mr. GARDIN GER. Will the Senator yield to me for a single: 

momen: 
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Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a little time ago it was 
that the tariff bill should be taken up on Monday of the 
present week; but, through the good nature, I take it, of the friends 
of the bill largely on this side of the Chamber, a delay of another 
week was granted, and the understanding now is that it shall be 
taken up next Monday. 

We have had under consideration, Mr. President, a simple reso- 
lution for forty-nine days in this Senate, which requires only to 
be read to be perfectly understood. It was introduced on the tst 
day of April, and it is now the 19th day of May, and yet the Sen- 
ate of the United States, acting under those musty old rules it has 
had almost from its organization, is not ready to vote upon a sim- 
ple resolution after forty-nine days have come and gone. 

Some of us have been found fault with because we have said 
there was unnecessary delay, and the statement is made by the 
opponents of this resolution that they have not been accorded an 
opportunity to present their side of the case. Why, Mr. Presi- 
dent, there has not been a day during those forty-nine days thata 
Senator who was opposed to that resolution might not have had 
an opportunity to be heard on that question. think I can say 
for the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MonGaN], who has occupied 
some time that no one else was ared to occupy, that he would 
cheerfully have yielded to any Senator who desired to present his 
ers in opposition to the views that the Senator from Alabama 

olds. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator's pardon, but does he undertake 
tosay or mean that any of the delay attending the consideration 
of the tariff bill has come from this side of the Chamber? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not say anything of the kind, and my 
lan ean not be contorted into meaning that; but I did mean 
to say, Mr. President, that at the end of forty-nine days, with the 
tariff bill before us, to be taken up on Monday next, we have to- 
day deliberately voted—and I believe my vote was the only one in 
the negative—to leave the city on Friday morning and go down 
into Virginia and spend Friday and Saturday in a pleasure trip. 
Ihad promised myself that pleasure; but I was unwilling to vote 
to carry out my desires in that t if it interfered for one sin- 

le moment with the consideration of the tariff bill, the impor- 
ce of which is being pressed upon us by the business interests 
of et iba and of every hamlet in the United States. I think 
we ou 
this pending resolution, if it can be disposed of, at least to facili- 
tate action upon it, with a view of not permitting this question to 
come in next Monday to delay and to possibly endanger the pas- 
sage of the tariff bill. 

It is said that on Monday next we shall come to some ent 
as to when we shall reach a vote on the pending resolution, but 
that statement is likewise coupled with the statement that we are 
to continue to debate this resolution. While we debate this resolu- 
tion, the business interests of this country continue to suffer, and 
the laboring men and manufacturers of this country continue to 
plead with us, to urge us to work and to vote as soon as we can 
get an opportunity, to pass a tariff law that they hope will bring 
some relief to the destitution and suffering that now exist. 

I desire simplyto put myself on record as opposed to A: any 
NISI trips or any holidays that would interferein the slightest 

egree with the consideration of that great measure which is to 
come before the Senate on Monday morning next, which ought to 
be disposed of at the earliest possible opportunity, and which our 
Democratic friends have assured us over and over again that they 
do not cones to unduly delay. That is all I desire to say. 

Mr. d NON. Mr. President, lam gratified that I received my 
lecture from the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] antecedent to my remarks, and trust that the usual scold- 
ing which follows any declaration affirmative concerning this res- 
olution will be omitted subsequent to what I shall say. 

Mr. President, 9 5 8 in this country is a fluctuating charac- 
teristic. When I had the honor to be admitted to a seat in this 
Chamber there were, I believe, but three defenders of the then 
existing Administration; and therefore there were but three anti- 
jingoes in the Senate. So long as a Democratic President sat in 
the White Honse, it was the general 5 in this body that 
no ublican could be quite loyal to his party and the people 
and the traditions of America unless he outjingoed jingoism; 
and it was partly upon a promise to do better things toward our 
duty in the world that the American people reversed their verdict 
of 1892 and gave to the Republicans a victory in 1896. But no 
sooner does the triumphant party come to its own than it begins 
to pursue in this body the tactics which it reprehended when an- 
other Administration was in power. 

in their control in the 


Parties may come and que may go 
United States Senate and in the affairs of Government in this 
country, but inm among the people of the United States will 
0 on forever. it be ji Mr. dent, to desire that the 
nited States shall stretch ont thearm of its power and seize that 
mad dog, Weyler, the Captain-General of Cuba, the ravisher of 


t to remain here on Friday and Saturday and dispose of | w 


women, the assassin of men, the crucifier of children—if it be jin- 
goism to hope that no longer will we write words of cowardice in 
chapters of American history, then 71,000,000 Americans are jin- 
goes. The remaining 263,000 of our population are, some of them, 
engaged in trade, in counting houses; a few of them, a very few, 
thank Heaven, in newspaper offices; and a few, still fewer in num- 
ber, but, alas, greater in power, are in the Senate of the United 
States. [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, this building should be the very temple of human 
liberty, and every man in either House of Congress should bea 
guardian of the ark of freedom's covenant. This place should be 
the sanctuary to which might come all those who desire refuge. 
Even have recognized that right of sanctuary. But what 
have we seen here during these two years? Supplicating, bleed- 
ing Cuba bowing before.us; and 5 and by chicanery. 
if not by absolute opposition, we have denied to her the right of 
entrance here. 

When Ilistened on yesterday and the day before to remarks 
which were made here, I could almost have believed myself a 
witness of proceedings before the Spanish Cortes. I wasreminded 
on day before yesterday, when a plea was offered in behalf of the 
commercial interests and the conservatism of the United States 
in matters of high duty, of something that I saw in New York a 
year or twoago. A great painting of the Man of Sorrows was on 
exhibition in a hall. The perspective had been so arranged that 
after a minute or two of contemplation one could almost fancy 
that he saw the scene where on the mount Christ taught, where 
in the garden He suffered His agony,and where on the hill He died 
that we might live. When I went to leave the building, I looked 
at the book in which men who had come to view the painting had 
written their sentiments. Thereon the open page I saw, inscribed 
by aman whois now a member of the United States Senate, these 
words: „0 Christ, come back; the money changers are in the 
temple!” On Monday, when I listened to the money-changing sen- 
timents, I thought, **O Christ, come back; the money changers 
are in the temple of human liberty!” 

We can not stand alone, we are told, Mr. President. Then we 
have fallen into doddering old age. We could stand alone more 
than a century ago. We can not stand alone, but must be en- 
crutched by the monarchies of une for the support of our fal- 
eng and senilesteps to the grave. we can not stand alone, we 

ould better blot out the stripes of white from the flag and place 
there the yellow of Spain, and the ground of blue from the flag 
and put in the black of Germany. e can not stand alone! when 
we are the most prosperous, the most intelligent, the most indus- 
trious nation under the sun. The only thing needed to enable us 
to stand alone, patriotically, politically, commercially, financially, 
is a little more of the jingoism which has fallen into disrepute 
this body since the 4th day of last March. . 

We can not stand alone! and Mulhall, the English statistician, 
indulges, in our behalf, in a little of that bluster condemned on 
yesterday. Hesays we are the greatest nation under the sun; 
that we have more energy than Germany, Great Britain, and 
France combined. It is true, sir, that we have more education 
than any othernation. We 2 more money for our public schools 
than is paid in Austria an rmany and Italy and Spain and 
France combined. We have 12,000,000 school children attending 
236,000 public schools in the United States. We have four and one- 
half million farms; wehave an annual uction of $9,000,000,000 
of manufactured products; and with this glorious base upon which 
to establish our feet, we can not stand alone because we need 
European capital to come here and further enslave our people. 
We would better stand alone, weak though we may be, until the 
end of our work, when God will blot us out, as, in His provi- 
dence, He has blotted out other failures. 

Mr. President, the apes of the United States, some of them, 
want a new tariff bill, and some of them do not; some of them 
want Dip deat eris and some of them do not. We were told 
on Monday what the people of the United States wanted. Almost 
without exception the people of the United States want a declara- 
tion from the Congress of the United States that we are prepared 
to do our duty. not only toward our own people, but toward all 
other lands under the sun. 

What we need more than tariff laws or currency reform in this 
country isa revival of a spirit of unity among the . Sec- 
tionalism is deplored, the warring of selfish interests is deplored. 
Nothing could occur to bring the people of the United States into 

harmony one with another, to restore the feeling of confi- 

ence, which is a erri part of national progress, than for the 

United States to step boldly into the arena of the world and say, 

“Within this hemisphere, consecrated from the BORDER to 

human liberty, the United Statesis paramount, and will guard all 
the lands which adjoin it from y." 

Mr. ident, the joint resolution under consideration is not 
such an one as I prefer. I believe in the resolution proposed by 
the Senator from Texas . Murs], and I should to vote 
forit. I believe it is the duty of the United States to establish a 
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otectorate over the Island of Cubs and to hold it sacred from 
jpanish domination until the people are fit to govern themselves. 
Ido not propose, because of that radical opinion, as some may 
term it, to vote against the pending resolution, but rather to vote 
forit, and if one who is new to the Senate, new to the considera- 
tion of these great public questions in a public bag oap may be 
rmitted to allude to the arguments which have advanced 
opposition to the resolution, I shall address myself to a few of 


em. 
The distinguished Senator from Massachusetts thinks that by 
the passage of this resolution we would do injury to American 
citizens in Cuba; that if we shall declare belligerency, American 
citizens resident there losing life and Fe be will not have redress 
against the Spanish Government. hat remedy the Senator pro- 
poses was not distinctly stated, but it was a fair inference that the 
message which he would send to our fellow-citizens in Cuba would 
be, Endure, O suffering ones, even unto the death, and we will 
collect damages for your estates from Spain after you are gone. 
[Laughter] You us for bread, for liberty, for protection, and 
we will give your heirs a lawsuit inst a bankrupt monarchy." 
It certainly can not have escaped the attention of so careful a 
lawyer as the senior Senator from Massachusetts that the existing 
gituationis that which affords danger to the estates and the lives of 
American citizens. There will be but one power in Cuba with a 
right to protect, with a right to assail, with the property to 
y damages, and that will be, in some day not far distant, the 
Dax Republic. This is the declaration of the provisional gov- 
ernment of that republic in its constitution: 
ART. 20. The plantations and property of whatever description belonging 
to foreigners are subject to the payment of taxes for the revolution w 
o respective governments do not recognize the rights of belligerency of 


The estates, the plantations, the other property of American 
citizens are liable to confiscation at this moment and rightfully, 
too. Ifthis Republic will not recognize the belligerency of Cuba, 
and gives her sympathy, and thereby her support, to Spain, the 

ovisional government of Cuba has a right in law and morals to 

, even to the point of confiscation, the poses of foreigners 
maintain the war 8 8 the tyranny of Spain. 

I do not share the solicitude of the Senator Massachusetts 
as to citizens of this country now denizens of Cuba if the joint 
resolution shall pass. On that cular point of contention it is 
enough forme to know that Cu and Americans desire to have 
É joint resolution passed and that Spain and Spanish-Americans 

not want to have it passed. Just in so far as the joint resolu- 
tion will give comfort to Cuba, just in so far as it add to the 
poner of Cuba to resist oppression, just in so far as it will prevent 
pain from obtaining blood money m the markets of the world, it 
will answer the purpose of the American people, and I am for it. 
Ithink the pi resolution will pass and thatit will accomplish 
good, and I think that neither the tariff nor any other question 
will be permitted to prevent a vote in this body upon the joint 
resolution unless jingoism is dead in all other quarters besides 
the Republican contingent here. 

But these practical reasons failing, Mr. President, we were 
treated to a dissertation on international law as a reason why we 
ape not vote for a joint resolution of this character. During 

brief time I have been in this body I have discovered that 
every time there is an external right to be asserted by the people 
of the United States or a wro be redressed in our behalf or 
in behalf of humanity, somebody rises and with trembling voice 
and bowed frame cries out international law.” 

What is internationallaw? By what national legislatures unit- 
edly was international law written? The manner in which the 
subject is alluded to here might lead us to believe that the slight- 
est act of manhood and national integrity on the part of the United 
States would call forth from the vasty deep some monster to 
crush the Republic in its folds. Is international law a gyve upon 
the hands of a republic and a sword in the hands of a tyranny? 
Internationallaw as used here in this discussion by its advocates 
is not a barnacle; it is a hissing serpent, and it is the duty of the 
"United States to set its heel upon the serpent's head, accordin 
the commandment, even though we may be bruised in ames it. 

If international law binds us, as we were told yesterday, then it 
ds time for the one great nation of freedom to revise the code of 
international law and make the world accept it in all our relations 
to the world. Tory was once a name of honor in this land, but it 
soon became a word of reproach. In later generations, when 
those who come after us to inherit weal or woe from what we do, 

Il read the history of these times, perhaps they will think of the 
international lawyers of America as we now think of the Tories 
of one hundred and twenty years ago. 

When the plea for international law fails, we are edified by in- 
structions as to the Presidential prerogative. The speech of the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] was a complete and conclu- 
sive answer. But the ident has a prerogative. I have not 
been asked, of course, to advise him, nor have I requested to be 
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his mouthpiece here, but if I had been on terms of desire and o 

pe advise, I should have said before the 4th of 
ast, The greatest right, privilege, or prerogative which any Pres- 
ident of the United States has had since Lincoln is now with you.” 

The President of the United States might have said to his fel- 
low-citizens: *'In thistime, when men are shelterless and foodless 
and ragged, it is not wise that we should have pageantry; the in- 
auguration of a President is a solemn thing." The personal 
stateliness surrounding the man who would walk to the Capitol 
and there take the oath of office would have been more impressive 
to the American people than all the parade, than all the display, 
which filled Pennsylvania avenue on the 4th of last March. 
Then, if the President, immediately after inauguration, had said: 
** Contemporaneous with or even antecedent to the remedy of illa 
at home this nation will stop the bloodshed in Cuba,” he would 
have been enshrined in the hearts of his countrymen in an unas- 
sailable position. There is go opportunity for the assertion of 
Presidential prerogative. If the Senate do its duty by the 
joint resolution, and if the House shall pass it, the President of 
the United States may assert an undisputed prerogative. He may 
either sign or veto it, and so far as the discussion in this body is 
concerned that ought to be sufficient, 

Mr. President, there is a higher ground than even our right to 
p the joint resolution. There is the ground of our duty to pass 

t. The Senator whose utterances in this body concerning the 
Army are usually accepted as conclusive tells us we are not 
prepared for war. We are better prepared for war in the measure 
of the generations to-day than we are pre for that deadly, 
silent disintegration of the Republic which follows fast upon cow- 
ardice. If Spain were to declare war against us because of any 
act of justice on our eet we would be thrice armed. 

We owe a duty to this hemisphere and toward all the world—a 
duty which we must Bad Above international law, above Presi- 
dential prerogative, ve the fear of war, above the commercial 
interests of the United States, stands the immutable law of retri- 
bution. The poe of this country, the inheritors of the free 
thought of all the ages crystallized for our well-being, can not 
avoid the solemn obligation which they owe. Senators may plan 
and men may plot for commercial advantage, but if we fail to 
discharge the duty which we owe, behind us will stalk unerring 
vengeance. 

Columbus discovered America, we heard the other day. He 
did not; but that makes no difference to the joint resolution, ex- 
cept by way of corroboratory argument to the idea that we owe a 
dutytothe world. Whatkept Leif Ericson and the Vikings from 
making permanent establishment upon this soil? Because in the 
providence of Almighty God om had not grown to such 
stature in other lands as to make it desirable to open this. 

This hemisphere was held sacred through all the dark ages until 
such time as men had developed their thought and hope so far as 
possible under monarchies, and then Columbus sailed; the crimson 

tes of the sunset hemisphere opened wide, and there was estab- 

ished here the tree of liberty which could not grow upon the blood- 
soaked soil of Euro It was not the jewels of Isabella which 
filled the sails of Columbus's ships. It was the spirit of God mov- 
ing upon the waters to make a new world, to establish man anew 
in power and in might. In just so far as we fail in the duty which 
we owe to mankind on this hemisphere, just so far we s suffer 

under that law of retribution. 
The first place on which 


Mr, President, Cuba is lost to Spain. 
the Italian navigator landed will be the last on which she will set 
her cloven hoof. She will be banished from the island, and with 
her will go the last tyranny that infests the Western Hemisphere. 
If we shall do our duty, we shall aid Cuba in throwing off the 
yoke. Spain has violated every treaty obligation to us. She has 
made war upon this country. That which she has done by one 
citizen in the darkness of a dungeon she would have done by all 
our citizens if she had had the power. p 

We were told not long since that the cause of Cuban ind d- 
ence was dead and buried. Who was the purse-bearing Judas in 
America who betrayed itto death and burial? If the Senate of 
the United States will rise to the wonderful opportunity now 
afforded for an assertion of the unity ct Americanism, and if 
the House shall do its part, and if the President, exercising pre- 
rogative and right and discharging his obligation to the people 
of this country, shall sign the joint resolution, and if following 
them there shall be such aggressive action on the part of the. 

m of the United States as shall serve notice on tyranny that 

aith is absolved, the American people will roll the stone from 
the grave away, and Cuban independence will be resurrected to 
be mighty an werful. as a further example to the liberty 
loving of all lands of what the Western Hemisphere can do under 
the providence of God. [Applause in the galleries.] 

e PRESIDING OFFI (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The Chair will inform the occupants of the galleries that the rules 
of the Senate n manifestations either of approval cr dis- 
approval, and if the offense is repeated it will be the duty of 
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— — Chair, through the Sergeant-at-Arms, to have the galleries 
clea 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, I believed it to be the duty of 
this Government, more than a year ago tor ize the revolution 
in Cuba as having attained the condition of belligerency, and I be- 
lieve if that policy had been pursued, instead of a year of D 
and horrors, the war would have assumed the status of civili 
warfare, and the world would not to-day look upon a spectacle 
2 horrifies every eye that is attracted to the unfortunate 
island, 

We were told the other day that it would be an idle act to recog- 
nize the e of the Cuban revolutionists; that it would 
add nothing to their standing, and would subject the American 
people to difficulties which we ought to avoid. It will not do to 
attempt to minimize the importance of such a recognition to the 
struggling Cuban patriots. The American conscience will not 
accept any such disposition of the question, and, besides, the rec- 
ognition of belligerency is the first great step to the ultimate inde- 
pendence of the Cuban people. 

For nearly three years those people, without resources, have 
struggled against a power strong enough to have crushed any 
ordinary insurrection, and although there have been individual 
expressions of pba beh not a single power on earth has raised 
its voice in an authoritative way to give encouragement to the 
struggling patriots. Let it go forth to the world that the United 
States has recognized the Cubans as belligerents; let the soldiers 
in Cuba understand that there is one power on earth which recog- 
nizes the fact that they are making war, and that they are not 
mere outlaws, and a new spirit will be given them, a message of 
encouragement will 1114 which will induce them to struggle on 
against adversity until in the end their triumph shall come. 

But, independent of this proposition, is it a mere matter of form 
to msg satay A the belligerency of the struggling revolutionists? 
What do the law writers, the international-law writers, say upon 
this subject? 

The recognition of belligerent rights is not solely to the advantage of the 


insurgents. They gain the great advan of ar status, and the 
opportunity to employ commissioned rs at sea, and to exert all the 
powers known to maritime warfare, with the sanction of foreign nations. They 


can obtain abroad loans, military and naval materials, and enlist men as 
against everything but neutrality laws; their flag and commissions are 
acknowledged; their revenue laws are respected, and they acquire a quasi- 


political recognition. 
Does this amount to nothing? Does this add nothing to the 


standing of a ling people? This acknowledgment estab- 
lishes Te quasi political character of the people engaged in the 
struggle. 


Have we reached that point at which we may satay make this 
recognition? Is it true, as a matter of international law, that 
before revolutionists who are seeking to establish their independ- 
ence and to set up a new government shall be recognized as bel- 
ligerents they must accomplish all, as I have heard insisted here, 
that entitles them to the recognition of their independence? 

Is it essential that war shall be conducted according to the rules 
of civilized warfare? Is it essential that fl of truce shall be 
exchanged? Is it essential that prisoners shall be treated as pris- 
oners of war? If it be, then the parent country can put off for all 
time the recognition by any foreign government of the belliger- 
ency of the revolutionists. Is it necessary that they shall have a 
civil government, capable of administering municipal law as 
though peace prevails? Is it essential that they shall show them- 
selves able, the war ceasing, to go on and discharge all the duties 
which à government owes to its people and to the world? 

Imaintain that such isnot the law and that such was not claimed 
to be the law until within the last eighteen or twenty years. The 
question is, Does a state of war exist; have the revolutionists such 
cohesion, such power that they have organized armies and con- 
ducted a war for a reasonable period of time which the parent 
country has been unable to subdue? When they ask for recogni- 
tion as war-making power, it is not a question as to what their 
civil government is or shall be in the future. It is a question 
whether they have armies, whether they are able to conduct war 
and do conduct war. I maintain that in almost all the successful 
revolutions of the world military despotism has denominated the 
revolution until independence has been virtually secured. Civil 
government comes not in the war and with the war. Civil gov- 
ernment comes as a consequence to a successful war, and it is a 
misapplication of the rule to say that the belligerent shall never 
have his belligerency acknowledged until he shail have virtually 
aecomplished his independence. 

What is belligerency and when has it been acknowledged by the 
nations of the world? Iread an extract from Abdy's Kent: 


Medie c degree of force and consisten. uired 
bya mass of pulation engaged in war entitled that population to be treated 
as belligerent.” 

If.that state of case has been established in the Cuban struggle, 
then we haye reached a point at which we may with propriety 


acknowledge the belligerency of the revolutionary government, 
whether it be a civil government or a military government. 15 
the revolutionists so far submit to and support the government 
they have, as to indicate it is the government they desire, then the 
question is, Have they an army; do they maintain and prosecute 
war as wars are usually maintai and prosecuted? 

Are 160,000 Spanish soldiers in the Island of Cuba engaged in 
suppressing not Semen Maye power, but in an attempt to keep 
the e in the island? The very siatoment of the proposition 
carries with it its contradiction. Talk to me about it re uiring 
160,000 regular troops to maintain order in an island of 15500, 
people, one-half of whom are confined in cities within the S h 
military lines, If there beno war in Cuba, then the Spanish army 
is a travesty upon an army, Inthe history of the world there has 
been no instance of a mere band of conspirators, or outlaws, or 
disaffected and lawless people who could maintain against such 
ex army a struggle for two years and a half, as these people have 

one. 

The condition of affairs in Cuba to-day demonstrates that the 
armed forces of the revolutionists, whether they be guerrillas of 
regulars, are backed by the people of Cuba. hat is the condi- 
tion of affairs in Cuba? We have had frequent references to the 
last Administration's want of sympathy with the Cuban move- 
ment; yet in December last the President of the United States 
thus described affairs in that unhappy island: $ 

h tacle of tho utter ruin of 2 
as mish AAT ant racing Ga tie piste woot engage, Sir mh n 
tion of the Government and people of the United States in any circums 
stances. In point of fact, they have a concern with it which is by no meang 
of a wholly sentimental or philanthropic character. It lies so near to us 
to be hardly separated from our territory. Our actual pecuniary inte 
in it is second only to that of the people and Government of Spain. 

It is reasonably estimated tha least from 000.000 to $50,000,000 
American capital are invested in plantations and in railroad, mining, 
other business enterprises on the d. The volume of trade between the 


United States and Cuba, which in 1889 amounted to about $64,000,000, rose 
1893 to about $109,000,000, and in 1894. is beet before the present insurrection 


broke out, amounted to nearly $90,000, 


Whathad been the effect upon the material interests of the a 
of Cuba up to the time at which this message was written, and wha‘ 
are the duties we owe to that people and ourselves? 

It should be added— 


Said the President— 


It should be added that it can not be . that the hi 

stant attitude of the United States will indefinitely maintain: 

o we are anxious to accord all due respect to the sovereignty of Spain, 
we can not view the pendin, 


conflict in all its features, and properly a 
hend our inevitably close relations to it and its possible — without P. 
sidering that by the course of events we may be drawn into such an un 
and unprecedented condition as will fix a limit to our patient waiting for 
Spain to end the contest, either alone and in her way, or with our friendly 


cooperation: 
en the inability of Spain to deal successfully with the insurrection hag 
e manifest, and it is demonstrated that her sove ty is extinct 
Cuba for all purposes of its rightful existence, and when a hopeless struggle 
for its reestablishment has degenerated into a strife A: means no 
more than the useless sacrifice of human life and the utter destruction of th: 
very subject-matter of the conflict, a situation will be presented in wi 
our obligations to the sovereignty of Spain will be superseded by higher 
obligations which we can hardly hesitate to r ize an Tge. 

Deferring the choice of ways and methods until the time for action arriv 
we should make them depend upon the precise conditions then existing; an 
they should not be determined upon without piving careful heed to every 
consideration involving our honor and interest or the international duty we 
owe to Spain. Until we face the contingencies 3 or the situation i8 
by other incidents imperatively we should continue in the line 
conduct heretofore pursued, thus in circumstances exhibiting our o - 
ence to the requirements of public law and our v end for the duty enj 
upon us by the tion we 3 the family of nations. 

A contemplation of emergencies that may arise should Deum lead us to 
avoid their creation, either through a ess disregard of present duty 
even an undue stimulation and ill-timed expression of feeling. But I js d 
deemed it not amiss to remind the Congress that a time may arrive when & 
correct policy and care for our interests, as well as a regard for the Acme | 
of other nations and their citizens, joined by considerations of humanity ani 
a desire to see a rich and fertile country, intimately related to us, saved 
complete devastation, will constrain our Government to such action as 
subserve the interests thus involved and at the same time promise to 
and its inhabitants an opportunity to enjoy the blessings of peace. 


That was the view of the last Administration when the last oam- 
paign was Sa begimning: What are the conditions now that that 
campaign virtually come to a close? The m e which the 
President sent to the Senate and House the other day discloses. 
The icultural people have been driven from their homes; they 
have been taken captive and carried into the Spanish fortresses 
and towns, and in the richest country the sun has ever shone 
upon starvation has set in. The Spanish authorities can not feed 
their own people, and the President of the United States has asked 
an appropriation to feed the 700 or 800 Americans who have suf- 
fered in this common calamity, or else to take them out from this 
scene of desolation and starvation. 

Now, if these conditions exist just as the rainy season has set 
in, what will naturally be the conditions when the next campaign 
commences six months hence? ur will be just as they were 
six months ago: the revolutionists will reoccupy all the country 
as ey did when the present campaign commenced; and the 
campaign of 1898 will be but a repetition of the campaign of 1897, ` 


ex 
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It is not whether the belligerency of this revolutionary uprising 
ought to be acknowledged, but whether the Government of the 
United States, 285 its contiguity to Cuba and to its past his- 
tory so far as the Cuban people are concerned, ought not to go at 
once beyond the recognition of the belligerency and intervene to 
save the island and the people from utter destruction. 

We have made ourselves the ew for the Spanish title to 
Cuba and the right of the Spanish Government to rule over the 
Cuban people. 1823 we served notice upon Europe and all the 
European powers that no other power should ever own Cuba than 
Spain, and as time progressed we gave assurance to Spain that 
we would uphold and defend her title against any other power. 
We are the sponsors for her right to govern these people, and we 
can not shut our eyes to our duty to see that they be governed 
and not exterminated. That is the issue we have to meet to-day. 
It is not a mere question of belligerency. It is not a mere ques- 
tion of temporary policy. 

We are to determine the ultimate destiny of the Cuban people. 
Spain has demonstrated her incapacity or else her unwillingness 
to give these people good government, and a condition of affairs 
has been wrought out by the inevitable march of events which 

roclaims to every people the fact that Spain and Cuba can never 
ive together except the one be treated as a subjugated province 
and governed by the strong arm of martial law. 

This great question has been considered by statesmen who have 
gone before us. In 1874, while the former Cuban revolution was 
in progress and after the Government of the United States had re- 
fused to recognize the belligerency of the struggling patriots, Mr. 
Fish, in a letter to Mr. Cushing, our minister at Madrid, in dis- 
cussing the unfortunate condition of affairs, used the following 
language: 

And, grievous as this inconvenience is to the United States in ordinary 
times, it is more intolerable now— , 

Ihe grievance consisted in the inadequacy of the Spanish Gov- 
ernment in the Island of Cuba— 
peur that, as abundantly appe the contest in Cuba is between peninsu- 


Spaniards on the one hand and native-born Spanish-Americans on the 
other, the former being the real representatives of E erm force in Cuba, 
and exerting that force when they choose, with little, if any, respect for the 

metropolitan power of Spain. The Captain-General is efficient to injure, but 

not to redress, and if disposed to redress, he DAT Ue hampered, if not pre- 

vented, by resolute opposition on the part of the Spaniards around him, dis- 
' obedient alike to him and to the supreme Government. 

In fine, Cuba, like the former continental colonies of Spain in America, 
ought to belong to the great family of American Republics, with political 
forms and public policy of their own, and attached to sh by no 

' those of international amity and of intellectual, comme: „and social inter- 

course. The desire of 9 on the ex of the Cubans is a natural 

. and legitimate aspiration of theirs, because they are Americans. And while 

such independence is the manifest T of the political interests of the 

" Ganan ir rare it is equally so that of the rest of America, including the 
n N 


Then the prediction is made in this letter: 


_ ever that issue may be produced, whether by means of pean. aa Ms 
ncidents which so 


state can 


former 8 to the la 


antagon 

— rim where the sense of s npe is strongly felt by the latter, and 
especially where years of relentless warfare have alienated the ties one 
from another more widely than they are sundered by the ocean lf, their 


pone separation is inevitable. 
n aptly called the inexorable logic of events. 


This was written in 1874. In 1897 wehave the same conditions 
more intensified than they were twenty-three years ago, and we 
had as well look the truth in the face and recognize the fact that 
the time has come when “the inexorable logic of events“ declares 
that Spain and Cuba shall separate, and separate forever. The 
only question is what steps can be with the greatest 9 7 a 
taken, how far we shall go to-day, and how far we shall forbear 
togo. Owing to thesituation of Cuba, gungen it does under our 
very feet, with the fact staring us in the face that the Cubans can 
not live longer under the Spanish Government except as the servile 
minions of military power, we have reached a point where we can 
not longer refuse to act. 

I have no disposition to force the present Administration to act 
before it is ready, but I do think the Administration should under- 
stand, as the people understand, as the world understands, that 
the time for action has come, and that that action is to be directed 
not to the mere temporary cessation of bloodshed which we look 
upon with so much horror, but to final and everlasting separation 
between the Island of Cuba and the Kingdom of Spain. In this 
same letter Mr. Fish, speaking for the President, said: 

Withal the President can not but regard independence, and emancipation, 
of course, as the only certain, even the necessary, solution of the ques- 


tion of Cuba. And, in his mind, all incidental questions are quite subo: te 
to those, the larger objects of the United States in this respect. : 
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Emancipation and independence. Emancipation has long since 
come; independence must and will follow, and it will follow 
through our intervention, if not without it. 

It requires to be borne in mind that, in so far as we may contribute to the 
solution of these questions, this Government isnot actuated by any selfish or 
interested motive. The President does not meditate or desire the annexa- * 
tion of Cuba to the United States, but its elevation into an independent re- 
publie of freemen, in harmony with ourselves and with the other republics 
e therefore, that the policy of the United States in 
reference to Cuba at the present time is one of expectancy, but with positive 
and fixed convictions as to the duty of the United States when the time or 
8 of action shall arrive. When it shall arrive, you will receive 
specific instructions what to do. 

That was the manner in which General Grant looked at the 
question of Cuban independence in 1874. These are the words 
by his Secretary of State in expressing the fact that he looked for- 
ward with expeetancy to the ultimate independence of Cuba, and 
that when the opportune moment should arrive his minister to 
Spain would receive his proper instructions. 

Grant has daway. A great concourse assembled the other 
day in New York to do his memory honor. He is but a memo 
to the younger generation, and yet at this late day we are still hesi- 
tating to take the second step in the direction pointed out by Gen- 
eral Grant twenty years ago. Emancipation and independence, 
the two together, to be the fate of Cnba. He lived to see emanci- 
pation. 8 not those of his own generation live to see the ulti- 
mate independence of that unfortunate island? 

The inability of Spain to deal successfully with the revolution 
has become manifest. It has been demonstrated that her sover- 
eignty in Cuba is extinct for all the purposes of its rightful ex- 
istence," the hopelessstruggle ** has degenerated into a strife which 
means nothing more than the useless sacrifice of human life and 
the utter destruction of the very subject-matter of the conflict." 
We are met with those higher obligations which, in the lan e 
of Mr. Cleveland in December last, we can hardly hesitate 
recognize and discharge." 

How far we ought to go it is not for me to point out, but that 
we may goas far as it is proposed by the pending joint resolution 
to go seems to me clear beyond all reasonable doubt. The recog- 
nition of the belligerency of the Cuban insurgents is not an act of 
war. It is not an unfriendly act to Spain. 

Ihave had difficulties, and I still have difficulties, in regard to 
the question where this power of recognition lies. I do not agree 
that it is exclusively an executive power. I see difficulties in the 
way of its being a legislative power. I do not concede that it is a 
concurrent power that one branch may exercise to the necessary 
exclusion of the other. Itisrathera power to be ordinarily jointly 
exercised by the executive and legislative branches of the Govern- 
ment. Generally the executive will take the initiative, and the 
legislative will go no further in advance of the Executive than to 
tender its advice and to give assurance of its support in case he 
chooses to act. 

I would much have preferred in this exigency that the prelimi- 
pay step had been taken by the Executive, but for a year and a 
half this question has been considered in Congress and out of it, 
and the Executive has failed to act. I appreciate the anomalous 
attitude of Congressin declaring a fact, stopping with the declara- 
tion of that fact, and sending the declaration to the President, that 
he may either approve or disapprove of it. But the joint resolu- 
tion goes further than to declare a fact. If it stopped merely with 
the declaration that a state of war exists between Spain and those 
engaged in insurrection against the Government of Spain in the 
Island of Cuba, and therefore we recognize the belligerency of the 
insurgents or revolutionists, I would say that was a very difficult 
proposition to deal with. That would be a mere question of opin- 
ion with which the Executive may differ, if he chooses, and I feel 
that we would be in anawkward attitude in voting by a two-thirds 
vote, that our opinion should prevail over his. 

But the joint resolution does not stop with the declaration of a 
fact. The declaration of fact may be omitted, and still the joint 
resolution would provide that the Government shall occupy a 
position of strict neutrality between the two contending powers 
and treat each as it treats the other, which amounts to a rule of 
action prescribed by the lawmaking power which I think will 
govern the Executive. 

Suppose we should provide that a state of neutrality shall exist 
between these two contending forces and that we will treat them 
as equals during the continuance of the present war; then it 
follows that when the Cuban cruiser comes into our ports we shall 
treatit as we treat the Spanish cruiser. Wherever our people 
come in contact with those who represent the Cuban government, 
we will be bound to treat them as we would treat the representatives 
of the Spanish Government. This rule of action would govern not 
only the Chief Executive of the country, but all the executive and 
ministerial officers of the country. None of the difficulties which 
have been pointed out will follow in case of the overturning of 
the government of Cuba. 

Suppose we recognize belligerency to-day and to-morrow peace 
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&nd pacification be established throughout all the Cuban country; 
then our declaration of neutrality will go for nothing, because the 
occasion for its exercise will never arise. It wasnomorenecessary 
that an act of Congress should be passed to raise the blockade of 
the Southern after Lee and Johnston had surrendered, in 
order to open the blockade, than it would be n to pass an 

of Congress to declare that we shall no longer act as a neutral 

tween two powers one of which had ceased to exist. 

The difficulties are imaginary. 
ihe change of conditions, and another declaration will not be 
necessary. So long as the Cuban insurrection maintains itself, 
so long asit can bring itself in contact with the American Govern- 
ment, just that long this resolution, if it be adopted by the Senate 
and House of Representatives, will bind the President and bind 
all our executive and ministerial officers; and the very moment 

ace be restored to Cuba, whether the war ends by a treaty be- 

n the two countries or whether it ends by driving the Span- 
jards out of Cuba or by the overthrow of the Cuban insurrection, 

e result will be all the same. The resolution will no longer apply, 

use the conditions which called for it no longer sori 

There is one other phase of this question to which I must call 
the attention of the ate. Can it be said that potest ce 

revails between Spain and the United States, and that we should 
reluctant to do that which is right for fear of giving offense 

to our peaceful neighbor, when the statement is made on the 
floor of the Senate that our consular officers on the Island of Cuba 


ger 

eet paniards 
lawless rong are dominated by 160,000 regul 
is not à Cuban port in which resides an American consul which is 
not a garrisoned town and subject to the domination of the troops 
there stationed. 

Has it reached the point that the truth can not be told without 
exciting in the breasts of the people who represent the Government 
with which we claim to be at feelings of resentment to such 
an extent as that our public officials will be putin danger? If this 
be true, if there be any reasonable ground for believing this to be 
true, then weought to act at once and go further than this resolu- 
tion provides. 

It been intimated here a half dozen times that the last Ad- 
ministration withheld facts from the Senate because it feared by 

iving out information it would put our representatives in Cuba 
danger; but it was only to-day that the authoritative informa- 
tion came to the Senate that this Administration shares that fear 
and that this Administration is willing on that account that the 
legislative branch of the Government shall know the truth only 
upon condition that the truth be disclosed to it in confidence, 

Iunderstand why every fact that comes to the State Department 
shall not be given out, even to Congress, Communications made 
by other Governments are confidential in their nature, and ought 
not to be disclosed without their consent; communications made 
by our tatives of facts they receive from Governments to 
which they are accredited ought not to be given out, because that 
might be regarded as a kind of breach of faith; but when our 
consul is sent there to look after our material interests, and he is 
required to report to Washington not that which he learns from 
the Spanish authorities but that which comes under his daily 
observation, and those facts are reported to this Government in 
order that this Government may base its future action upon them, 
shall we say that such information is to be treated as confidential? 
Confidential between whom? Confidential not between Spain and 
the United States, not between the representatives of Spain and the 
United States, but confidential between this Government and its 
Sar ite cede uet Rom ADAE os tte font of Se pola 
tect the ing agent from ger at the hands of the e 
and the 8 to whom he has been accredited. 

I say if General Lee is in danger, or would be end by 
having the public taken into the confidence of the Government 
as to any fact which he reports from his own knowledge or ob- 
servation, or if any consul, however humble he may be, would be 

utin danger because of a report which he makes being given to 
The public, then the time has come either when our Navy should 
be sent down to Cuba to protect those agents against violence, 
which the Spanish Government either can not or will not protect 
them from, or else they should be required to leave the island and 
come home, and all diplomatic relations should terminate between 
this Government and Spain. 

I donotadvise any such extreme measure as this, but I dothink 
e e 0 eee do think the honor and 
dignity of the Uni we shall officially recog- 
‘nize i — which we all 3 pee! 

Ind dent of these dispatches, which we have not had the op- 
portunity to read, the messages of two Presidents, the mone bond 
' ber last and the message of May, leave no question about the 
jeondition of affairs in Cuba; and that condition of affairs, consid- 
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ered in the light of seventy of our history, that condition of 
affairs ded in the light of seventy years of a policy which 
we had established, and to which we have always adhered, with 
regard torelations between Spain and Cuba, demands that the first 
step looking to the ultimate relief of Cuba from the oppressions of 
a Government that either can not or will not give it good govern- 
ment ought to be taken; and as this is the only tangible step that 
is METTE proposed, I am prepared to give my vote for the reso- 
ution. 


Mr.FORAKER. Mr. President, the question before the Senate 
is on the motion to refer the resolution of the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MonGAN] to the Committee on Foreign Relations. I 
have y spoken, briefly, it is true, but, nevertheless, suffi- 
ciently to show my favor for that motion. 

It has seemed to me that a resolution of this importance, a reso- 
lution of the far-reaching consequences of this resolution, ought 
to take the regular course, meet with thorough consideration at 
the hands of the Committee on Foreign Relations, and be in the 
regular way reported to the Senate before the Senate should take 
action upon it; this to the end that we may have on record as the 
predicate for our action the rt of the committee embodying 
— facts as they might be able with propriety to present to this 

y. 

Having entertained that view and having E igo that opinion, 
Idid not expect to speak to the merit of the resolution of the 
Senator from Alabama until after a vote had been taken on the 
motion to refer to the committee; but, sir, this debate has taken 
such range and such things have been said in this debate that I 
now feel that it will be with propriety, at least, notwithstanding 
I am a member of the committee to which, according to this 
motion, this resolution should be referred, that I should speak as 
to the merit of the resolution itself. 

And, coming to speak upon the merit of that resolution, I want 
to say at the outset that I propose to vote for that resolution or 
some other resolution of kindred character whenever we come to 
the point of taking a vote. 

I want to say further, Mr. President, that, in order that I may 
support that resolution, it is not necessary, according to my judg- 
ment, that there should be any violation by this te of any 
principle of international law. On the con in my judgment, 
we shall act strictly in accordance with the ciples of interna- 
tionallaw in now taking the step which this resolution provides 
shall be taken. AndI atthis time upon the merit of this 
proposition because, in view of that which been said here, it 
Seems to me very appropriate and important that it should be 
pointed out that the resolution of the Senator from Alabama, if 
adopted by this body, will not be adopted in violation of inter- 
national law, but in recognition and in consistency with the prin- 
ciples of international law, 

. President, there are just four ways in which a foreign 
wer, acting at all, can take notice of internal dissensions and 
8 in another country. They are: First, by a . 
tion of independence; in the second place, by a tion of 
ligerency; in the third place, x 2 tender of friendly offices as a 
mediator, and, in the fourth place, by the drastic method sug- 
gus by the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] yes- 
y—intervention. 

No one pretends, I believe—at least I have not heard that any 
one does—that we could with propriety consider a proposition to 
recognize independence in Cuba. There can be no recognition of 
independence until independence shall have been achieved. No 
one claims that the independence of Cuba has yet been achieved. 

So far as mediation is concerned, that, too, may be considered 
beyond consideration in connection with the consideration of this 
proposition. We were told day by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts that he believed it to be the duty of this Administration 
to first propose mediation, and then, if mediation be not promptly 
accepted, to intervene and compel a cessation of hostilities and the 
establishment of peace. 

The Senator doubtless spoke in ignorance of the fact, which I 
feel myself, notwithstanding some restrictions that have been 
adverted to, at li to state to the Senate that mediation has 
been tendered by this Government and has been rejected by Spain. 
As long ago as April 4, 1896, Secretary Olney ad: to the 
Spanish Government, through the prenia minister resident in 
this city, a communication, a copy of which I hold in my hand, 
of very considerable len, and very great ability, in which he 
recounted the then existing conditions in Cuba, pointed ont the 
necessity for a cessation of such practices as were then being re- 
sorted to in the prosecution of that war, and also boe out the 
interests of the United States as prejudicially affected by that 
war, and, as the result of it all, upon that as a basis for it, ten- 
dered to theSpanish Government the friendly offices of the United 
States Government to secure peace in the d of Cuba consist- 
ent with the dignity and the honor and the continued sovereignty 
of in in that island. - . 

I hold in my hand, also, part of the answer which some two 
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1897. 
months later was made by the Spanish Government to that com- 
munication. I read from it just one sentence. It is under date 
f June4,1896. The answer is equally as long as the communica- 
fion of Mr. a In it a great many things were said which I 
do not feel I should be justified in commenting upon herein public. 
At the conclusion of the argument he made in behalf of the posi- 
tion Spain took in rejecting that friendly mediation, the Spanish 
‘minister uses this sentence: 

In brief, there is no effectual way to y Cuba, unless it begins with the 
actual submission of the armed rebels to the mother country. 

That, Mr. President, was the end, so far as I have been able to 
discover, of the efforts on the part of our Governmentas a friendly 
mediator. Those efforts came to naught. They came to naught 
because of the rejection on the part of the Spanish Government 
of this friendly tender. d 8 

Reference was made yesterday to the Republican platform in 

to Cuba é k 

Mr. HOAR. Before theSenator leaves that point, will he allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. FORAKE Certainly; with pleasure. d 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from Ohio whether the 
tender of mediation was a tender of the good offices of this Gov- 
ernment to secure the independence of Cuba, or whether it was 
limited to a tender of the good offices of our Government to secure 
pacification there by the adoption by Spain of certain legislative 
or other reforms? 

Mr.FORAKER. Ihavenot been honored with the attention of 


on terms consistent with the dignity, the honor, and the continued 
Sovereignty in Cuba of the Spanish Government. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I understood it ex- 
actly so; and I wish to call the attention of the Senator—because 
the Senator perhaps has not honored me with the attention which I 
should have deemed a very great compliment if I had received it 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not know that I was bound to be watch- 

the Senator while I was ing the Senate. 
I said yesterday. 


.HOAR. The Senator quoted w. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, 

Mr. BOAR. What I said yesterday was that I was in favor of 
an offer of mediation of this Government to secure the independ- 
ence of Cuba. The Senator then, peep dr take up what I 
said yesterday and referring to it, objects to that proceeding by 
quoting an offer to mediate on the terms made four or five months 
ago or a year ago, an offer to mediate on the terms of the con- 
tinued authority of Spain; and I asked him to restate the offer in 
that letter, in order that he might see the distinction between my 

roposition and the offer of our Government through Mr. Olney. 

en I said that the honorable Senator had not exactly listened 

to me, I referred to the remark which he was quoting, and not to 
what is going on now. = 

Mr. F . The Senator from Massachusetts is Jano. 
under a misapprehension when he supposes I did not understan 
him. Iwas as to the four ways in which we might take 
notice of the fact that there was a disturbance, not to use term 
war, in Cuba at this time. I had ken of the fact that inde- 

dence was not to be considered, for the reasons I gave. I was 
now sS ing of the fact that mediation was not to be con- 
sidered properly, use that effort had been made and had been 


re z 

have appealed to the record to sustain me in that r t. 
What is it the record shows—the letter of Mr. Olney and the 
answer thereto? It shows that what this Government offered to 
do was to intervene as a friendly mediator, to secure a peace con- 
sistent with the honor, the dignity, and the continued sovereignty 
of Spainin Cuba. Does the Senator from Massachusetts sup 
that the Spanish Government, having rejected that proposition, 
would entertain one now based upon the proposition that we 
Should become a friendly mediator to secure peace on condition 
that the Island of Cuba should be given independence? 

Mr. HOAR. Ido. 

Mr, FORAKER. Youdo? Youthink Spain would entertain 
more favorably a proposition that she should abdicate than that she 
porua continue sovereign? I submit to Senators that I need not 

well upon the idea I am seeking to advance, that the greater in- 
cludes the less, and that, if Spain would not entertain a proposition 
continuing her sovereignty, we could not expect her to entertain 
a Den based on a condition precedent of abdication of 
authority. 

Mr.HOAR. .If the Senator will pardon me one moment, I shall 
not interrupt him again—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Ishall be delighted to have the Senator inter- 
rupt me at his pleasure. 


Mr. HOAR. Ishallsay what I wish to say on the general sub- 
ject after the Senator gets through. 

It seems to me, whether reasonally or unreasonably, that Spain 
now, a year and three months or four months later, might entertain 


a proposition for intervention to secure independence, or, if she did 
not, we should have some reason to know where we stood, not- 
withstanding the fact that she declined to permit the mediation 
of a foreign country to determine what laws she should make for 
her subjects. 

Now, I conceive it would be a much greater loss of dignity on 
the part of the United States, if one of our States were in revolu- 
tion, to permit a foreign government to dictate or suggest what 
laws we should pass while she continued ours than it would be to 
suggest the impossibility of our longer m ining our control at 
all. So, not only are the two e eee e eee from each 
other by a year and three months of time crowded with important 
events, but they seem to me, with great deference to my honor- 
able and distinguished friend, to be different from each other in 
point of acceptability to Spain. However, Iwill say what I have 
to say about that later. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iquite agree with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts that what Spain refused to do a year or more ago she 
might be willing to do to-day; but is it reasonable—for we are 
to consider what is reasonable here—taking into consideration 
her history with respect to this matter, to expect that a 
change of mind has overcome her? We must all remember in 
this connection that when the ten years' war was in progress 
there the friendly offices of this Government were tendered to 
the end that 9 might be secured, and they were then re- 
jected, but with the reservation that Spain appreciated the friend - 
ship manifested toward her the United States, and would, if 
circumstances should ene ter in the progress of that war, 
avail herself of our friendly offices; but the whole ten years of 
a fearful struggle passed, and nothing more was heard from 

pain. 

Now, in view of that fact, and in view of the manner in which 
these friendly offices were rejected, I for one deem it entirely 
unreasonable to suppose that Spain would entertain with any 
more favor now than she did one year ago a tender of the friendly 
offices of this Government; and I remain yet to be convinced that 
it would add to the bleness, in the estimation of in, of 
this tenderif it should be based on the condition of abdication 
instead of a continuation of sovereignty. f 

Therefore, to resume the argument I was making, I, for the 
purposes of the discussion in Which I intend to en this after- 
noon, consider as beyond our right of considera here two of 
the recognized methods of intervention, or taking notice of that 
which ires in another country of a warlike character—in- 
dependence and mediation are to be set aside. There remains but 
the two other ways I have specified. "We can take notice of that 
condition of things y the recognition of belligerency, according 
to the belligerents belligerent rights, or we can intervene. It is 
my judgment, Mr. President, that intervention is the better, the 
AQ the more Christian-like way to settle the difficulty in 

a. 

I think the time has come when the United States Government 
would be justified in saying to Spain that the proceedings which 
have been there going on so long should, in the name of civiliza- 
tion, in the name of humanity, as well as because of their de- 
structive influences upon our interests, come to a stop, and come 
to a stop immediately. That is what I think. [Manifestations of 
applaus in the galleries. ] 

ut, Mr. President, the author of this resolution has not seen 
fitto go so far. He has simply proposed by this resolution that 
weshall recognize the belligerentrights of the contending Cubans. 
That does not necessarily involve war. The insurgents in Cuba 
have no right to demand of us that we give them this recognition, 
and, on the other side, Spain has no right to complain of our 
action if we see fit to give it to them. It is an action, Mr. Presi- 
dent, which is to be taken at our option, having regard to our own 
interests, whenever circumstances are such as to justify us in do- 
ing so; and when I say whenever circumstances are such as to 
justify us in doing so, 1 mean justify us underinternational law— 
the international law applicable to such a case. 

What are the conditions, Mr. President, that will justify us in 
adopting the joint resolution recognizing the belligerent rights of 
the Cubans? According to allinternational text writers two con- 
ditions precedent must coexist. There must be in the first place 
war in the international sense, and in the second place we must 
have rights or interests prejudicially affected by that war, and if 
there be war and if our rights and interests be 3 af- 
fected, then the only remaining question is one of expediency. 
Ts it expedient to do it? Is it to our interest to do it? 

T propose, in the first place, to show that there is war in Cuba 
within the m of international law applicable to such a case. 
I had not sup until I heard the discussions in this Chamber 
that it was necessary to read out of law books on that proposition, 
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but inasmuch as that seems to be a necessity, I desire to call at- 


tention to what is said on this subject by one of the ablest of the. 


writers on international law. I read from Professor Pomeroy’s 
book on International Law at section 230, page 287. After re- 
viewing other text writers who had written on that subject pre- 
viously, and after distinguishing their various views, he then, asa 
summing up of the whole argument and as a statement of the con- 
dition necessary to constitute war in its international sense, says: 

This, then, is the sole criterion, The measures which the parent state 
uses to repress the rebellion must be something more than the ordinary civil 
means of arrest and punishment; more than the aid of the civil officers b 
the posse comitatus; more, even, than the aid of the civil power by the mil- 
tary. The civil means must be fora while suspended, and all coercive efforts 
must be made by the military arm. 

On the other hand, the resistance of the insurgents must be something more 
than the energies of a tumultuous mob or of unorganized multitudes. The 
very idea of the resistance amounting to war does demand that the insur- 
gents should occupy some rer which they claim as their own. and over 
which they exercise some jurisdiction; that these insurgents should be organ- 
ized into some form of political society, acknowledging some government Chat 
exercises over them supreme authority. But it can not be necessary that 
this government should be anything more than provisional Finally, the 
— itself must be military in its character. 

I might read further to the same point, but without shedding 
any additional light. The truth of the matter is, therefore, ac- 
cording to this authority—and I submit, without fear of success- 
ful challenge, that it is a standard authority, recognized all over 
the world—it is sufficient to constitute war in the international 
sense in which we are now using that term when it is required, in 
order to enforce civil authority, that the mili powers shall be 
invoked in the sense in which the author here describes. Is not 
that true in Cuba? ; 

Much solicitude has been manifested as to the character of the 
civil government of the insurgents in Cuba. Has anybody de- 
scribed the civil government of the Spaniard in Cuba? The 
Spaniard has no civil government in Cuba. He has throughont 
the island, wheresoever he asserts authority at all, only martial 
law and military force. "There is no pretense of any other kind of 
government. On the contrary, although it has been said that 
this is but a paper government, the fact is found and reported to 
the Senate by the Committee on Foreign Relations, and estab- 
lished also by communications of an official character on file in 
the State Department, that the insurgent Cubans have a thor- 
oughly organized government, in the sense that they have a 
written constitution, a president and other officers of state; they 
have a.cabinet; they have all the machinery necessary, if it were 
only left to itself, to administer the civil affairs of the people and 
to entitle them to take a place among the nations of the earth. 

That is the character of the situation in that respect. What is 
itin others? Weare told we must not rely upon newspaper re- 
ports. Iam happy in the fact that I do not have to rely on news- 
paper reports. Ihave in my hand again the official communica- 
tion from the then Secretary of State, Mr. Olney, dated April 4, 
1896, in which, under all the solemnities of his official position, in 
the discharge of the high duty upon which he had entered, he de- 
scribes the existing conditions in Cuba as they had been thereto- 
fore made known to him by official communications on file in the 
Department of which he was the head. 

When a newspaper article is referred to, and a Senator says, “I 
do not choose to believe it," that is his privilege;it is unofficial; it 
is unauthorized. You may believe it; I may disbelieve it. We 
may have differentopinions aboutits credibility. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, when the duly authorized agents of this Government in 
their official communications state facts to us, we are all alike 
bound to believe them. 

Secretary Olney believed that there existed in Cuba the con- 
ditions which he described. I shall read only briefly and shall 
ask permission that this paper, inasmuch as it has never been 
printed, may be published in the RECORD in connection with my 


remarks. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Withont objection, that order 
will be made. 
Mr. FORAKER. Secretary Olney says to the Spanish minister: 


It is now some nine or ten months since the nature and 3 of the 
insurrection were first discussed between us. In explanation of its rapid 
and, up to that time, quite 3 quum and Deu you called atten- 
tion to the rainy season, which from May or June until November renders 
regular military operations impracticable. Spain was pouring such num- 
bers of troops into Cuba that your theory and opinion that when they could 
be used in an active cato paip the insurrection would be almost instanti 
pressed seemed reasonable and probable. In this particular you believ 

nd sincerely believed, that the present insurrection would offer a most 
marked con to that which began in 1868 and which. being feebly en- 
countered with comparatively small forces, prolonged its life for upward of 
ten years. 

It is im le to deny that the expectations thus entertained by you in 
the aa of and eA larda Vut b; 
most been completely ee pointed. 


d equipment has been greatly enlarged, 
shar lated a time has ven them confidence in their own ey 
qu 


entitling the insurgents to recognition as belligerents has yet been brou ft 
about maY, for the purposes of the present communication, be regarded as 


Then he passes on to say that it is the desire of this Govern- 
ment, as I have stated, only to interpose as a friendly mediator; 
but he does not say, on the contrary, by implication—he plainly 
says the opposite—that a condition of war does not exist, one that 
would justify this Government in the recognition of belligerent 
rights. Now, that was the warlike condition of the island one 
year ago, when the Secretary of State spoke on the subject, and 
spoke from official information. 

I now have in my hand all that I am allowed to have under tho 
limitations and restrictions which have been imposed upon us 
with respect to the information that has been given the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, but it is sufficient to show that all the 
then Secretary of State said is true, only in a stronger degree at 
this time. There is no official communication on file in any De- 
3 of this Government which is not in harmony with the 

ew lines I shall read; there is no communication which is not 
confirmatory of all I shall read, and there is so much on file that, 
as it has been stated in this Chamber to-day, the State Department 
will be several weeks engaged in the labor of copying and prepar- 
ing for the Senate the 55 called for by the resolution 
which has been adopted. But I say it is all comprised in the lit- 
tle I shall read. 

This is of recent date, being only a few days old, It has refer- 
ence toa proclamation issued by General Weyler, in which he 
claimed that the entire island, except only the province of Santi 
de Cuba, had been pacified; and I call attention now, as I should 
have done a moment ago, to the fact that it isadmitted by Spanish 
authority that the insurgents have controlof the largest of the 
six provinces of the island, and therefore they have the footing 
necessary, according to some international law-text writers, to a 
recognition of belligerent rights. 

They are not only in ion of the larger part of that prov- 
ince, but let me say further, while it is in my mind, that the offi- 
cial information of this Government sustains that which has been 
said unofficially, that the government which it is claimed exists 
only on paper has a postal system in operation with a high degree 
of success under the trying circumstances attending the operation 
of such a system. It has a fiscal system more satisfactory, meas- 
ured by the results in money in the treasury, than was the fiscal 
system of the thirteen colonies during the war of the Revolution. 

I now wish to read what I referred to a moment ago: 

Ican not understand the truth of the claim that all the provinces of the 
island are in the main pacified, except that of Santiago de Cuba, because there 
are more insurgents under arms at this time than— 

I will leave out a word or two here to avoid identification— 
“than there were” will give the sense of it— 
ten months ago. 


That would carry you back to the time when Secretary Olney 
wrote: 

I do not think it is a fair inference to draw from existing conditions that 
the war is approaching a te tion— 


This writer does not hesitate to say there is war, and to use the 
term— 
use in pursuance of an established polic e 
eres xe * en; ments. The Epe er en 18 — 
ps from this island by force of arms is well known to them, and y do 
not propose to risk the lives of their men and the success of their cause upon 
one or more pitched battles. I conclude, therefore, that the war will 
its weary length along so long as the insurgents can dig sustenance from the 
ground on the one side, or money be obtained by the other, with the con- 
tinued result of untold human suffering, loss of human life, the murder of 
innocent men, women, and dren. 

There is more that I might read to the same effect. 

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] calls my attention 
quite properly to the fact that in a communication other than the 
one from which I read, but a communication with which the 
Senator is familiar, the organization and the number of troops of 
each and every province is given in a detailed way, and in such a 
ay. as to show beyond all controvertibility that there is not only 
in Cuba perhaps more than 40,000 men under arms, but that the 
are distributed over the island throughout all the provinces, eac 
having its own army, and that the army of 40,000 men, now an 
army of veterans, is armed chiefly with 1 rifles; that it is 
organized not only into companies, but also into regiments, bri- 
gades, divisions, and corps, thoroughly officered and thoroughly 

isciplined. 

Not only that, but they tell us further that the troops and the 
insurgents throughout the island are to-day not only stronger, 
but that they are more encouraged, more hopeful, more deter- 
mined on ultimate and triumphant success than ever before in 
the history of the insurrection. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Ohio yield for a question? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly, 


1897. 


Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Ohio is a member of the Com- 


mittee on Foreign Relations. I desire to ask him whether it is 
contemplated to give to the Senate the information to which he 
alludes, and which he nów says he is prevented from disclosing 
because of an injunction of secrecy imposed, presumably, by the 
State artment. 

Mr. FORAKER. If I had my way about it, I would give it to 
the world before to-morrow morning. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER bias with his gavel. 

Mr. FORAKER. But what will be done about it further I do 
not know. I know simply that we are possessed of certain infor- 
mation, controlled by certain limitations and restrictions, and 
beyond that I can not state, except as I have already stated in the 

rogress of this argument, that I have been informed by the State 

partment that they are now engaged in the work necessary to 

enable the State Department to comply with the resolution of the 
Senate 5 the correspondence on the subject. 

Mr. WHITE. I merely wish to call attention to what I con- 
sider to be the right of the Senate to any information possessed 
by its Committee on Foreign Relations. Of course, as to whether 
itis to be disclosed in executive session or publicly is an entirely 
different matter. I think we ought to have the information, so 
that we may judge for ourselves, as the Senator is able to judge 
for himself, with respect to the facts. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think so, too, and I will not for a minute 
stand in the way of the Senate having it in executive session or 
otherwise when the proper time comes. But Iam not the judge, 
and I have not any disposition to criticise Ve end who is a judge, 
of what should be done or what is to be done in that respect. 
i can only give the Senator the benefit of what information I 

ave. 

So, therefore, without pursuing the matter further, I think we 
are safe in concluding that there is warin Cuba. As was said by 
the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay], when speaking 
afew minutes ago, the Spanish Government has sent into that 
island for the suppression of the insurrection, as they call it, nearly 
200,000 drilled and disciplined veterans of the Spanish step A 
greater military force than the combined armies of Grant and I 
in the battles of the Wilderness, and yet we are told that it is a 
debatable question whether or not there is war in Cuba. 

Iam not speaking about the effect npn this question of the ac- 
tion already taken by the Executive. Surely it is not a condition 
of peace that prevails in an island only 90 miles distant from our 
Shores when six to eight. hundred American citizens, in company 
with thousands of the natives of the island, are impounded 
m iex many cattle, there to be literally and purposely starved to 

eath. 

Mr. ELKINS. Let me ask the Senator from Ohio where is the 
proof of the fact that they are impounded? 

Mr. FORAKER. The proof of that fact is on file in the State 
Department, and it was upon that information that the President 
acted when he sent the message. 

Mr. ELKINS. We do not know it omen in the Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER. I tell it to the Senator officially. 

Mr. ELKINS. We do not take it from you officially. We do 
not take facts from anotherSenator. Each Senator has his rights 
here—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. ELKINS. Equal as to every other Senator. 

' Mr. FORAKER. It is in the message. 

Mr. ELKINS. What message? It does not say they are im- 

unded, to be starved to death. The President of the United 
Btates said nothing of the kind. The Senator from Ohio said 
that. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will say it to the Senator, and he can go to 
the State Department and ascertain it, as I have done, or he can 
wait until the State Department sends it here, If he has any 
compunction about receiving it at my hands, he is not bound to, 
Isuppose. But I state it as a Senator who obtained his informa- 
tion in the performance of a duty. 

Mr. E S. Let me ask one other question. Will the Sena- 
tor pardon me? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. ELKINS. Does each one of us have to walk up Pennsyl- 
vania avenue to the State Department, be admitted there, with 
the blinds pulled down, while the Secretary of State tells us to 

ush, and have to come back to the Senate and get up and pro- 
claim that we have these facts? Is that the way we get facts from 
the State Department or from the Executive? 

Mr. FORAKER. Ihave not been a member of the Senate long 
enough to give the Senator from West Virginia the informa- 
tion. 

Mr. ELKINS. Why do you not report those facts as all other 
resolutions or bills are reported upon from the Foreign Relations 
Committee? You belong to the committee. You have facts that 
I do not have. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 
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Mr. ELKINS. Are you afraid to assemble those facts and 
ut them before us? This is a great transaction. The world 

islooking on. We are asked to vote without a fact in the world 
being submitted. We are asked to vote upon what Senators on 
the Foreign Relations Committee learn by doing to the State De- 
partment. Hid away in a room, they get the facts, and, slippin 
out, they come to the Senate and dole out this information, and 
then say **filibuster" if we do not vote right off, blindly and with- 
out the facts. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator should not use the term fili- 
buster" with respect to myself. 

Mr. ELKINS. I have heard that word used. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam on the side that is asking the reference 
of the joint resolution to the committee. The Senator from West 
Virginia certainly could not have been in the Chamber listening 
during the whole of my remarks. What I said at the outset was 
that I had not purposed to speak on this question until a vote had 
been taken upon the motion to refer, and if the resolution shall be 
referred, as I have hoped it might be, it is my puro then to 
speak in support of the report we may make. I said I desired a 
reference in order that the matter might take the usual course and 
in order that we might present to the Senate the facts which I am 
giving now, not by way of report from the committee, but asa 
Senator in the discharge of my duty. Of course the Senator is 
not bound to accept any statement I may make, but he should not 
become irritated about it when he has the delicious privilege of 
rejecting it. [Laughter.] 

Resuming my argument, I assume that the first of the two con- 
ditions precedent to the recognition of belligerency, namely, the 
existence of war, does exist. 

Now, the next question is whether or not the rights and the in- 
terests of the United States are so peony affected thereby 
as to justify us in taking any notice of it. l text writers are 
agreed that if there be rebellion in a country with which we have 
no transactions, or a rebellion that does not in any way whatso- 
ever affect us, there would be no justification in our taking any 
note of it; but, on the other hand, all text writers are in accord 
that when we do have rights and interests that are prejudicially 
affected, it is not only our right, Mr. President, but our duty to 
act, and to act seasonably, in the language of the text writers, 
The question is whether or not our interests and rights are 
affected. 

Let me recur to an authority which those who are oppos- 
ing the resolution of the Senator from Alabama should not dis- 
pute. Iread again from Secretary Olney. Iread from him now 
as to the interests of the United States which are affected by the 
war. Hesays: 


The situation thus described is of great interest to the le of the United 
States. They are interested in any struggle anywhere for freer political in- 
stitutions, but necessarily, and in special measure, in a struggle that is rag- 
ing almost in sight of our shores. They are interested. as a civilized and 
Christian nation, in the speedy termination of a civil strife characterized b 
exceptional bitterness and 5 excesses on the part of both comba 
ants. They are interested in the noninterruption of extensive trade rela- 
ne have been and should continue to be of great advantage to both 
countries. 

They are interested in the prevention of that wholesale destruction of 
property on the island which, making no discrimination between enemies 
and neutrals, is utterly destroying American investments that should be of 
immense value and is utterly impoverishing great numbers of American citi- 
zens. On all these grounds and in all these ways the interest of the United 
States in the existing situation in Cuba yields in extent only to that of Spain 
herself, and has led many good and honest perscns to insist that intervention 
5 the conflict is the immediate and imperative duty of the United 

es, 


And then he goes on to say that he does not now propose to 
discuss the question of intervention, but only the question 
whether they will permit the United States to act as a friendly 
mediator. 

But, Mr. President, not to detain the Senate unduly, if I have 
talked to any purpose thus far, I have shown that war exists by 
authority that no Senator has a right to question, because it is 
official; and I have shown, also, that interests and rights of the 
very highest character, property rights, commerce rights, the 
right to life and liberty, all are prejudicially affected by the war 
that is proceeding in Cuba. If these things be established, then 
there remains, as I said a while ago, but one further general ques- 
tion, and that is whether it is expedient for us to adopt the pend- 
ing resolution. 

When we come to the question of expediency, it is, according to 
the text writers, more a question of politics than of international 
law, but it is one of those political questions that international 
law deals with. Being a question of expediency, itis right and 
proper that we should answer (for in that lies the whole contro- 
versy) the question propounded by the senior Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Hoar] when, yesterday at the conclusion of the 
address of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. Mason], he made 
an inquiry as to what would be the result. Ican not give his 
lan e exactly, but he is watching me so intently that I 
believe I will read it. I said he put itas an inquiry. He did 
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not. He put it asa statement of his opinion as to the result. 
He said: 


The only effect pf that resolution— 
Referring to the joint resolution of the Senator from Alabama— 


which is to be interpreted, and must be, and is meant to be, by that ancient 
barnacle, international law 

It is fair to the Senator from Massachusetts that I should say 
that is a quotation laughter! 
is that it declares that while the present condition of things continues S 
may search our ships at sea at her di tion. and that our citizens on that 


island who suffer from lawlessness there shall have in the future no remedy 
or recompense against Spain whatever; and that is the whole of it. 


In other words, Mr. President, we are told that the legal results 
and consequences that will flow from the adoption of the resolution 
will be, first, a right of search conferred upon the Spaniard with 
respect to our merchantmen on the high seas, and, secondly, a re- 
lease of Spain from liability to make reparation. 

Mr. HOAR: From the acts of the insurgents. 

Mr. FORAKER. Now, let me speak briefly upon that point. 
It is true that these are two of the consequences that would result, 
but not in the unlimited extent stated by the Senator. It is true 
that from the moment the joint resolution is adopted and signed 
by the President, and thus given effect—from the moment there is 
recognition of belligerency, in other words—we do release Spain 
from liability to make reparation to us for losses incu by 


American citizens in that island because of the acts of the insur- | f 


nts. 

E That is true. But, Mr. President, I do not regard that as a 
serious loss. Ihave been to the State ent upon that sub- 
ject as wellasothers. Ifind in the State Department, as any Sen- 
ator can find, that claims are piled up there amounting to many 
millions, preferred by this Government inst the Spanish Gov- 
ernment in behalf of American citizens in Cuba whose property 
in Cuba has been destroyed by the insurgents. I find, further- 
more, that in each and every instance of the presentation to the 
Spanish Government of such a claim there has been a long, pro- 
longed diplomatic correspondence, winding up in the end, without 
an 5 in every case, with a flat final repudiation by Spain 
of the claim and a refusal to pay it. 

To begin with, therefore, Spain does not recognize any such 
claims. In the second place, it is a fact notorious to all that if she 
did recognize them she is not able to pay them. I do not think 
there is much loss in releasing Spain from liability to make repara- 
tion to American citizens, On the contrary, Mr. President, I say 
it in all seriousness, I would rather have the obligation of the in- 
surgents of the Republic of Cüba than the obligation of Spain. 
x mE in the galleries. : 

‘he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair again reminds the 
occupants of the galleries that a violation of the customs of the 
Senate in making manifestations of either dissent or assent will 
befollowed by the clearing of the galleries. Those who occupy 
the galleries will please bear this in mind. 

Mr. FORAKER. Now, as to the other disagreeable result that 
would flow from thisaction. We are told, as though it was some 
terrible thing, that a recognition of belligerency would instantly 
confer upon Spain a right of visit and search of American mer- 
chantmen upon the high seas. That is true. But what is this 
right of search? Is it, as the Senator from Massachusetts yester- 
day said, a right that is to be exercised without limitation; that, 
to give his own language accurately, “Spain may search our ships 
at sea at her discretion?" 

No, Mr. President; according to internationallaw no such right 
as that is conferred upon Spain. The right that is conferred upon 
Spain is the right to hail, to stop, to board, with one officer in the 
first instance, any merchantman of our country traveling on the 
high seas, Y to request an examination of the ship's 
pes and make such other examination, the character of which 


This liberty of navigation and commerce— 
Which in preceding sections has been described— 
This liberty of na’ 
chandizes, excepting 
ecce fes rd yard e t bombs, with the fusees, ther things 
e &nd other 
elon: to them, en DAL. gunpowder, match, swords, 


mortars, pe! 5 
bucklers, helmets, breast-plates, coats mail, and the like kind of 
—̃ for 
and all other war. 


soldiers, musket-rests, belts, horses with their furni- 
. 


In other words, Mr. President, there could be no question here 
as to Whether clothing on board the ship was contraband goods of 
War, as has so ee been discussed as to character of an 
article of that kind when found by the exercise of the right of 
search. Nothing is contraband of war except only arms and mu- 
nitions of war, to state it concisely. 

Now, it is true that just so soon as we recognize the belliger- 
ency of the insurgents, if we do, Span will have the right to hail 
and detain our ships until she may haye examined the ship's papers 
to determine whether there are any contraband goods on board 
destined to the belligerents. I quote upon this subject from Law- 
rence, upon The Principles of International Law, a book very 
recently issued, but one thatis veryably written. Havingspoken 
of the right, and stating that it is the duty of the ship desiring to 
exercise the right of search to hail the merchantman, the author 
proceeds: š 


y her commander is to send an officer in 
. The 3 
vessel and examine her Does If any circumstances of 


vealed by his examination, but not otherwise, he is at libert to call his boat's 
> [n , he is at li ‘s 
crew on board and order them to make a thorough search of the vessel. 


effected on frivolous an 
condemned in costs and 

In other words, Mr, President, there is no liability to the right 
of search upon the part of any American merchantman who does 
not carry contraband of war, and there is no contraband of war 
under the treaty between the United States and Spain except only 
arms and munitions of war, and the arms and munitions of war 
that are contraband under that treaty before the merchantman 
shall be subjected to liability to the tipat of search shall be shown 
to be destined to the insurgents. en there is this right of 
search, if there be no contraband on board there is not anything 
disagreeable about it. It is the delay of only a few minutes. In- 
ternational law says the officer boarding the American merchant- 
man wil have to be considerate and courteous, and I think he 


would be. 
Mr. ELKINS. May I interrupt the Senator from Ohio? 
Mr. FORAKER. ith pleasure. 


Mr. ELKINS. How long do you think you could avert war if 
you allowed the Spanish Government to overhaul one of our mer- 
chant ships aud have her examined, and certainly if they made a 
mistake? With all the war feeling there is in the Senate and out 
of the Senate, I tell the Senator he invites us to this very result of 


war. 

Mr. FORAKER. iy not. 

Mr. ELKINS. It follows logically, when we 
erency, that Spain hasa right to search our ships, an 
war, and that is the way to bring on war, too. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the record were to show that there are 
100,000 armed men in Cuba constituting the 3 army and a 
civil government as firmly established as was the civil govern- 
ment of the Southern Confederacy in its capital at Richmond, the 
Senator would yet say, ** We will not recognize belligerency, be- 
cause the right of search will be conferred, and that means war." 

Mr. EL S. But, if the Senator will allow me, there is no 
proof before the Senate proving it in the way yousay, by informa- 
tion from the State Lgs pas gate that thereis any hundred thousand 

and intrenched as was the Southern Con- 


ize bellig- 
that means 


have not said there are 100,000 men in the 
Cuban army—I was illustrating—but there are 40,000 men in that 
army. The Senator is bound to accept without question the offi- 
cial statement of officers of this Government. I have read to him 
here in open Senate in the course of these remarks the official 
statements of the Secretary of State made more than a year ago 
and I haye read to him an extract from an official statement tha 
has been confirmed over and over again, as he can learn by a 
recurrence to the files of the State Department. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, will the Senator from Ohio 
allow me a moment? 

Mr. FOR . Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
West Virginia where he obtained the facts upon which he voted 
2 year ago, upon the yeas and nays, for a resolution in exactly the 
same terms as the resolution now before the Senate? 

Mr. ELKINS. I had some assurances that I found out were 
not true when I investigated the facts. They were newspaper 
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reports, I will tell the Senator from New Hampshire; they were 
not facts which were brought intothe Senate. ow, what do we 
appeal for and beg for? If the Senator from Ohio will allow me, 
I will state that Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] got 
up here on behalf of the Committee on Foreign Relations and 
ged that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
tions, that we might have a report. Now, report the facts, if 
you have got them. A Cuban officer belonging to the insurgents 
says that the facts are not the same that they were a year ago; 
that there have been great changes. : ‘ 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then the Senator has changed his mind 
since a year ago? 

Mr. E S. I have not said I did; not at all. And, Mr. 
President, allow me to say this is the hardest way I ever heard to 

ove a war. We know that there is a war going on between 

urkey and Greece. 

Mr. FORAKER. How do you know? 

Mr. CHANDLER. How do you know it? 

Mr. ELKINS. It is all over the world. But here you twist 
the President's message for relief. One Senator argues it in one 
way. Another Senator says, I have been admitted into the 
sanctum sanctorum of the State Department, and I have got it; 
you must take it from me; and if you do not want to take it from 
me, you must leave it alone.” ere are the facts? 

Mr. FORAKER. Ihope the Senator from West Virginia will 
not interrupt me further with a mere repetition of questions that 
Ihave answered two or three times already. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio declines 
to yield further. The Chair will suggest to Senators that under 
the rule they can only interrupt a Senator on the floor by asking 
jenen through the Chair. The rule will be observed in the 

ture. 

Mr. FORAKER. Now, dE to the statement made by the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] yesterday, that the whole 
result of a ition of belligerency was to 555 Spain 
ine Se search and release her from liability to e repara- 
tion, t and nothing more, to quote his exact language, I 8 
to call attention to another fact. What, Mr. President, is the 
attitude of this Government toward the insurgent Cubans now? 
It is one of absolute refusal to give them any recognition what- 
ever. We as.a Government know only one People, one Govern- 
ment, one authority on the Island of Cuba. t being the case, 
when a Cuban comes into this country, I would say to the Senator 
from Massachusetts, if he comes toact with respect to insurgency in 
Cuba, he comes here subject to the municipal laws of the United 
States. The policing of our seacoast that was referred to by Sen- 
ators in the debate yesterday was in pursuance of and in recogni- 
tion of that fact and in accordance with the proclamation of the 
President of the United States. 

I desire to call attention in this connection to the proclamation 
issued by Mr. Cleveland, as President, June 12, 1895, and to read 
a part of it. He said: 


Whereas the Island of Cuba is now the seat of serious civil disturbances 
accompanied by armed resistance to the authority of the established Govern- 
ment of Spain, a power with which the United States are and desire to re- 
main on terms of peace and amity; and 

Whereas the laws of the United States prohibit their citizens, as well as 
all others being within and subject to their jurisdiction— 

„All others” are the Cubans— 


DM taking part in such disturbances adversely to such established Govern- 
ment— 


'That is, our municipal laws prohibit Cubans from coming here 
d being kept from taking part adversely to the authority of 


pain 
by accepting or exercising commissions for warlike service iue it, b: 
enlistment or procu hers to enlist for such service, by fi ing od dr 


arming or procuring to be fitted out and armed ships of war for such service, 
by au 1 the force of any ship of war in such service and 


arriving in a port of the U: tates, and by se on foot or providing 
or preparing the means for military enterprises to be carried on from the 
U States against the territory of such Government— 


The Government of Spain— 


Now, therefore, in recognition of the laws aforesaid and in of 
the obligations of the United States toward a friendly power, peer hM 
ure of nd to the end that citizens of the United States and all 


precaution, a: 
others within their jurisdiction may be deterred from subjecting themselves 


to legal forfeitures and penalties, I, Grover Cleveland— 

Do command that you do not dothese things so prohibited—not 
taking the time to read the 3 through to the end. 

Now, the laws to which he refers, in pursuance of which he 
makes the proclamation, are entitled our neutrality laws, and they 
will be found at section 5281 of our Revised Statutes et sequitur. 
If you will recur to those sections and read them, you will find 
that the prohibitions are throughout against any action being 
taken by anybody in this country that is in the nature of hostile 
action against the Government of Spain in the Island of Cuba. 

I answer again the inquiry made by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yesterday. You will remember what it was. He a 
pealed to the Senator from Illinois to know what earthly benefit 
icould result to the insurgents of Cuba from a recognition of their 


cy. I will tell the Senator from Massachusetts. The 


belligeren: 
first result will be the substitution of international for municipal 
law to govern all who are interested in Cuba while they are here 
in the territory and in the jurisdiction of the United States. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President 

Mr. FORAKER. I will tell it to you in a plainer way, if you 


will bear with me a minute. The insurgent in Cuba to-day, in 
the absence of the recognition proposed by this joint resolution, is 
but a traitor on land and a pirate on sea. He is shot like a do; 
when captured on shore, instead of being treated as a 1 0 
war. If they had a battle ship. and he were on her and captured, 
he would be hanged at the yardarm as a pirate. And here in our 
country he is known only as a violator of our municipal law, and 
denied all recognition under the law of nations. Recognition will 
change allthis. Let me particularize further. 

Every $uch case as this is to Le determined byits particnlar ' 
facts. Thereare to-day hundreds of American youths in theinsur- 
gentarmy. One of them, captured with a gun in his hand, taken 
in battle, is, like the Cuban insurgent, but a traitor to be shot in 
his tracks. When this Government refuses to recognize belliger- 
ency, great and mighty and powerful as it is, it is absolutely with- 
out the power to protest against it; but when we shall have rec- 
ognized belligerency, we have invested this Government with 
power to say that a man fighting for human liberty, for national 
independence, taken in the line of duty, with arms in his hands, 
gallant and heroic, shall be treated as a soldier engaged in legiti- 
mate war, and shali be accorded all the rights and privileges that 
belong to prisoners of war captured in battle. 

So, while it is true that Spain gets the right of search, and gets 
release from further obligation to us, yet it is also true that this 
act puts the Cuban cause on a higher plane; the Cuban Republic 
at once takes a place among the nations of the earth; the soldier 
of that republic is henceforth in legitimate war; taken in 
battle, he is entitled to be treated as a prisoner of war. 

Furthermore, comes this resultto us as a people: It puts us in a 

ition of neutrality. Weare notin a position of neutrality now. 
Cuban who comes into this country comes here subject to 
the municipal regulations to which I have referred. He comes 
under the surveillance of this Government until, as in many cases 
that have occurred, he is arrested and brought to trial; but no 
Spaniard is under any such surveillance, because our municipal 
code only prohibits those things and makes them unlawful which 
are done in hostility to a recognized power with which we are on 
friendly relations. Therefore it is that there is an important con- 
sideration here to which I wish to call attention. e are not a 
neutral power now as between these belligerents, but the very 
moment we recognize belligerency we become absolutely neutral 
according to all international law. : 

What does becoming neutral mean? It means that we have 
recognized the Cuban Republic as a friendly power, that we are 
at peace with that power, and that we can prohibit, as in violation 
of onr municipal law, schemes set on foot in the United States in 
hostility to Cuba, as we now can only schemes set on foot in the 
United States in hostility to Spain. 

Another thing—I might stand here and dwell upon this almost 
without limit—in all this matter there is something of higher 
concern to me, something that ap s to my conscience more 
than anything else thnt has been adverted to in this debate. Do 
you not think it time for the United States to cease to police her 
country and enforce her municipal regulations in the interest of 
Spain? Isit not time for us to take a position of absolute neu- 
trality? What do we do by this? We do not make war on Spain; 
we simply say we will have nothing more to do with your war; 
we will put the contest on the high plane of legitimate warfare, 
and there leave you to fight it out. 

What is the consequence to us? The co uence to us, Mr. 
President, is that we at once cease a responsibility for that which 
has shocked and horrified all Christendom. The United States 
has not any right in a moral point of view to stand longer a quasi 
copartner with Spain in the conduct of this brutal and atrocious 
war. The time has come to put an end to it. It is another “ cov- 
enant with sin and league with hell," and, for my part, by no 
word or speech or act or vote of mine shall the unholy alliance 
longer continue than until this resolution comes to be voted upon 
by the Senate. [Applause in the galleries.] 

The VICE- PR ENT. Order must be preserved in the gal- 
leries. 

APPENDIX. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, April 4, 1896. 

Sin: It might well be deemed a dereliction of duty to the Government of 
the United States, as well asa censurable want of candor to that of k 
I were longer to defer official on as well of the anxiety with which 
VVV 

e — — of that result and not inconsistent with the just rights 
and reasonable demands of all concerned would be earnestly promo: . 
him by all means which the Constitution and laws of this country place at 


is now some nine or ten months since the nature and prospects of the 
were first discussed between us. In explanation of its rapid 
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you called atten- 
ovember renders 
g such num- 


and, up to that time, quite cia 4 eam wth and progres 
tion $a. the rainy rash which m fay or sane and 


years. 
Itis impossible to deny that the expectations thus entertained by you in 
the summer and fall of 185, d. Bat b 


and shared not merely by all S 


most disinte: Observers as well have been complete Y disappointed. 
The insurgents seem to-day to command a larger part of the island than ever 
before. eir men under arms, estimated a year ago at from ten to twenty 


thousand, are now conceded to be at least two or three times as many. 
Meanwhile, thr discipline has been improved, and their supply of modern 
weapons and equipment has been greatly enlarged, while the mere fact that 
they have held out to this time has given them confidence in their own eyes 
and prestige with the world at large, In short. it can hardly be questioned 
that the insurrection, instead of being quelled, is to-day more formidable 
than ever, and enters upon the second year of its existence with decidedly 
improved prospects of successful results. 
Whether a condition of things entitling the insurgents to recognition as 
t about may, for the purposes of the present 
E no $ use 
regar: immaterial. 1f it has not been, it is 
they are still without an established and o civi 


those powers and MATE dicun obligations which necessarily devolve 
upon every member of the y of nations. It is immaterial for present 
purposes that such is the present political status of the insurgents, use 
their defiance of the authority of Spain remains none the less ape cough 
and successful, and their disp ent of that authority throug 

large portion of the island ís none the less obvious and real. 

n, in 1877, the president of the Cuban Republic was cant z 
its legislative chamber surprised in the mountains and dispersed, and its pre- 
siding officer and other principal functionaries ki led, it was asserted in some 

rs that the insurrection had received its deatablow and might well be 
eemed to be extinct. The leading organ of the insurrectionists, however, 


e 8 
The or; tion of the liberating army is such that a brigade, a 
mak 1 5 talion, 3 or a Le of Lebe at Ee n can operate in- 
e e enemy in any de ment withou an 

[remet vier tb of thelr immediate military officers, because thei 
pu is but one, and that is known by heart as well by the general as the 
soldier, by the o as well as the white man or the ese, viz.,to make 
war on the enemy at all times, in all places, and by all means, with the gun, the 
which is the duty of every 

hamber is not 


out a very 


The situation thus vividly described in 1877 is reproduced to-day. Even 
ted that a condition of „ and nothing more, it 
ean ve a region, and is so favored 
by the ph features and the climate of the country, that the authority 
Spain is subverted and the functions of its Government are in abeyance 
or 5 suspended throughout a great part of the island. 8 still 
holds the seaports and most, if not all of the large towns in the interior. 
Nevertheless, a vast area of the ec gei ce the island is in effect undor the 
control of roving bands of insurgents, which. if driven from one place to-day 
by an exhibition of superior force, abandon it only to return to-morrow 
when that force has moved on for their dislodgment in other quarters. 

'The uences of this state of things can not be disguised. Outside of 
the towns under Spanish rule, anarchy, lawlessness, and terrorism are 
rampant. The realize that the wholesale destruction of crops, fac- 
tories, and machinery advances their cause in two ways. It cripples the 
resources of n on the one hand. On the other, it drives into their ranks 
the laborers who are thus thrown out of employment. The result isa 
tematic war upon the industries of the island and upon all the means by 
which they are carried on, and whereas the normal annual product of the 
island is valued at something like eighty or a hundred millions, its value for 
the present year is estimated by competent authority as not exceeding 
twenty millions. 

Bad as is this showing for the present year, it must be even worse for the 
next year and for every 88 ear during which the rebellion contin- 
ues tolive. Some planters have e their crops this year who will not be 
allowed to make them pu. Some have worked their fields and operated 
their mills this year in the face of a certain loss who have neither the heart 
nor the means to do qum inis under the present even more depressing condi- 
Pert s Va is it th 


have utterly failed, and his successor, a man who, rightfully or wrongfully, 
seems to have intensified all the acerbities of the struggle, is now being reen- 
forced with additional troops. It may well be feared, therefore, that if the 
resent is to be of shorter duration than the last insurrection, it will be 
use the end is to come sooner or later through the inability of Spain to 
provee the conflict, and through her abandonment of the island to the 
eterogeneous combination of elements and of races now in arms her. 
Such a conclusion of the struggle can not be viewed even by the most de- 
voted friend of Cuba and the most enthusiastic advocate of popular govern- 
ment except with the gravest apprehension. 'There are only too 33 
Bons to fear that, once Spain were withdrawn from the island, the sole d 


of union between the different factions of the insurgents would disappear; 


that a war of races would be precipitated, all the more sanguinary for the 

discipline and experience acquired d the insurrection, and that, even if 

there were to be e ee peace: iE GOGH only bethrough the establishment 

of a white and a b republic, which, even if agreeing at the outset upon & 

division of the island between them, would be enemies from the start, and 

rine narar rest until the one had been completely vanquished and MM 
e other. 

The situation thus described is of great interest to the people of the 
United States. They are interested in any struggle anywhere for freer polit- 
ical institutions, but necessarily and in special measure in a struggle tis 
raging almost in sight of our shores. They are interested, as a civilized and 
Christian nation, in the speedy termination of a civil strife characterized 
exceptional bitterness and exceptional excesses on the of both com 
ants. They are interested in the noninterruption of extensive trade rela- 
tions which have been and should continue to be of ront advantage to both 
countries. They are interested in the prevention of that wholesale destruc- 
tion of prope on the island which, making no discrimination between 
enemiesand neutrals, is utterly destroying American investments that should 
be "E 8 value, and is utterly impoverishing great numbers of Ameri- 
can ns. 

On all these grounds and in all these ways the interest of the United States 
in the existing situation in Cuba yields in extent only to that of Spain her- 
self, and has led — [$094 and honest persons to insist that intervention 
to terminate the conflict is the immediate and in rie duty of the United 
States. It is not pro; now to consider whether e ng conditions 
would justify such intervention at the present time, or how much longer 
those conditions should be endured before such intervention would be justi- 
fied. That the United States can not contemplate with com ney another 
ten years of Cuban insurrection, with all its injurious and distressing inci- 
dents, may certainly be taken for granted. 

The object of the present communication, however, is not to discuss inter- 
vention, nor to propose intervention, nor to pave the way for intervention. 
The purpose is exactly the reverse—to t whether a solution of present 
troubles can not be found which will prevent all thought of intervention by 
repos ie unnecessary. What the United States desires to do, if the way 
can be pointed out, is to cooperate with Spain in the immediate cation 
of the island on such a plan as, leaving Spain her rights of sovereignty, shall 
yet secure to the people of the island all such rights and powers of | self- 
vernment as they can reasonably ask. To that end the United States of- 
ers and will use her offices at such time and in such manner as may be 
deemed most advisable. Its mediation, it is believed, should not be rejected 
in any quarter, since none could misconceive or mistrust its pu E 

Spain could not, because our re for her sovereignty and our deter- 
mination to do nothing to impair it have been maintained for many years at 
great cost and in spite of many temptations. The insurgents could not, be- 
cause pay ting assented to by this Government which did not satisfy the 
reasonable demands and aspirations of Cuba would arouse the indignation of 
our whole people. It only remains to suggest that, if anything can be done 
= the direction indica: it should be done at once and on the initiative of 


delayed as to 
and thus be infinitel 


[o ges tha 
to remove all just grounds of complaint? 
It is for Spain to consider and determine what those bares pd would be. 
their adoption, as 
uence would be ex- 
be doubted, would be most po- 


tential for the termination of hostilities and the restoration of and 
order to the island. One result of the course of proceeding outlined, if no 
other, would be sure to follow, namely, that the rebellion would lose largely, 


if not al ther. the moral 
people of the United States. 

In closing this communication it is X eT to repeat that it is 
8 by the friendliest feelings to Spain and the Spanish ple. 

o attribute to the United States any hostile or hidden 33 wor bea 

‘ave and most lamentable error. e United States no designs upon 

ba and nod ty of Spain. Neither is it actuated 
by any spirit of meddlesomeness nor by any desire to force its will upon 
another nation. Its geographical proximity and all the considerations above 
detailed compel it to be interes the solution of the Cuban problem 
whether it will or no. Its only anxiety is that that solution should be speedy, 
aud, by peg toundon on truth and justice, should also be permanent, 

To aid in that solution, it offers the suggestions herein contained. "4 
will be totally misapprehended unless the United States be credited wi 
ere no other purpose toward Spain than that of 3 assist- 
ance to such termination of a fratricidal contest as will leave her honor and 
dignity unimpaired at the same time that it promotes and conserves the 
true interests of all parties concerned. 

I avail myself of this opportunity to renew to you, Mr. Minister, the 
assurances of my highest consideration. 

RICHARD OLNEY. 


countenance and support it now enjoys from the 


the sovi 


Señor Don ENRIQUE DUPUY DE LÓME, etc. 


Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, I will take the floor for the 
purpose of submitting some remarks on the pending resolution, 

ut I do not care to go on to-night. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Nebraska does not care to go 
on to-night, I should like, if he will allow 1ne, to ask the Senator 
from Illinois to withdraw his motion for an executive session and 
to renew it after I get through. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will withdraw the motion with that under- 
DG 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I so far sympathize with the gen- 
tlemen who desire to conclude this discussion—— 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President — 
diri VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts haa 

e floor. 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to make a point of order, Mr. President. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama will state 
his point of order. 
. PETTUS. Ido not want to interruptthe Senator, but Ido 


not think he ought to k until there is order in the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is well taken. 
The Senate will please come to order. [A pause.] The Senator 
from Massachusetts will now proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I so far sympathize with those per- 
sons who desire to bring this discussion to a conclusion that I de- 
sire to take a few minutes to-night, instead of consuming another 
day, in pointing out the precise distinction between the Senator 
from Ohio and myself, so far as our opinion upon this matter is 
concerned. Ithink the Senate should have authoritative facts, 
and should set them forth in a finding like a judicial decree on 
which it should base action. 

Ithink my honorable friend from Ohio does not altogether seem 
to dissent from that propodiiion, although he desires us to act, as I 
understand him, upon the information given to him contained in 
two papers, one of which the Senate is not permitted to read 
through. He gives us a letter from the Secretary of State and an 
extract only from the reply; and we are asked to vote on this great 
question without knowing or being able to judge for ourselves 
whether thesentences which the honorable Senator withholds from 
his associates here modify, control, or contradict anything which 
is said in the garbled paper. I do not use the word “garbled” as 
implying impropriety, but we only know what is contained in the 
portion of the paper which he has read to the Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER. I shall append the paper to my remarks. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator says he will put in the paper on 
which he founds his case the whole of the letter to the Spani 
minister, but he withholds part of the answer and the last sen- 
tences of a report from somebody on the ground that if he were to 
give that report in full, it would disclose to us the author. 

Mr. FOR R. No; on the ground that I am limited by the 
injunction placed upon me when I received it. : 

. HOAR. Not to disclose to us its author? 

Mr. FORAKER. That is one of the reasons, and only one. I 
did porum that reason, and I would not give that reason. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought the Senator did. Ido not mean to sa 
that he himself would prefer not to disclose the author. What 
stated was that he, not being at liberty to disclose the author, 
will not disclose to us the whole paper. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is all right. 

Mr. HOAR. Now. I say that is not the way in which great 
transactions in our foreign affairs should be conducted. But, Mr. 
President, to hasten to the principal proposition of the honorable 
Senator, he thinks we had better declare belligerency and stop. 

Mr. FORAKER. No; Ididnotsay that. I said I would rather 
have intervention, but I stopped with belligerency because that 
was proposed. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator says he would rather have interven- 
tion, but he stops at belligerency because that is all that is pro- 
posed either by him or by anybody else. I say the proper thing 
to do is to propose mediation in favor of independence. 

Mr. FOR R. Very well, then; propose it. 

Mr. HOAR, I am going to do so before I get through, or some- 
body before we get through will propose mediation in favor of 
independence, and, if that is rejected, then to have the facts re- 
ported to the Senate and take the action which the facts require. 

The Senator says he does not believe in calling that power into 
exercise, and he proposes to stop with what I think is this little 
mouse of a resolution following a great brass band of proclama- 
tion, because, in the first place, he says Spain has once declined. 
Well, that was more than a year ago. 

Mr. FORAKER. It was in June. 

Mr. HOAR. The proffer was made more than a year ago; and, 
in the next place, what Spain declined was a proposal that it strikes 
me every self-respecting government on earth would decline, to 
wit, that while she continued her authority over Cuba the United 
States should dictate or advise and suggest what laws she should 
make for a part of her Kingdom. 

I do not agree with my honorable and most able friend from 
Ohio in thinking that the refusal to permit us to tell Spain what 
kind of laws she shall make involves a refusal to accept our medi- 
ation in regard to the matter of independence. But if I heard cor- 
rectly—I have not had a chance to examine it carefully—the paper 
that the Senator read, the Spanish Government intimated that 
there angor come a condition of things later when she might 
accept. 

Mr. FORAKER. No; that was twenty years ago. 

Mr. HOAR. That was twenty years ago. Very well When we 
proposed to mediate for independence twenty years ago, the Span- 
ish Government replied that the condition of things then did not 
make her willing to accept it—it seems she put down that rebel- 
lion—but that there might come a condition of things later when 
she would not consider such a proposal one to be rejected. 

So we have got a declaration from Spain herself that there may 


be cireumstances under which she would not consider such & 

proposition unfriendly, and under which she might accede to it; 
and if the picture drawn by the honorab!e Senator from Ohio 

be true, I should think that the gentlemen who agree with him 

mand think that that golden moment had now come. So much 
or t. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to sug- 
gest that the recognition of belligerency will not interfere wi 
friendly mediation. We do not undertake by the recognition of 
belligerency to stop the war or to take part with either side, but 
simply to take a neutral E from which we can all the better 
interpose our friendly offices. : 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not think we can do all of that, but I think 
what the Senator says is uus true, that it will not interfere. 

c FORAKER. Iwilljoin with you, if this be adopted, in such 
an effort. 

Mr. DANIEL. Wilthe honorable Senator from Massachusetts 
permit me to ask him a question? Ido not wish to interrupt or 
break the thread of his discourse. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwill yield. 

Mr. DANIEL. Lobserved on yesterday when the Senator was 

ing—and I will quote his words from the RECORD as I find 

em—— . 

Mr. HOAR. Does it relate to what I am saying now? 

Mr. DANIEL, It is apropos of what the Senator is now dis- 
cussing. The Senator said: 

I think the President of the United States should be asked by Co ss to 


use his good offices with Spain to secure and independence in that 
island, and that is just what the Republican platform said. 


Then the Senator goes on to suggest that, having offered our 
friendly offices, finally, if these mediatory steps fail, we would 
say to Spain, If you do not stop that war, we will stop it our- 
selves.” Are not those declarations of the Senator as to 5 
peace pus his Sa that zho sime might cous when he woul 
say to Spain, Stop that war,” predicated upon the recognition in 
his own mind that there is war now in Cuba with Spain? 

Mr. HOAR. yoy well, suppose there is. 

Mr. DANIEL. ell, supposing there is, is it not . for us, 
in the first place, to recognize the condition which will the 
basis of our conduct in dealing with it? 

Mr.HOAR. Well, Mr. President, when we get the facts in an 
authoritative form, so that we can settle and affirm them, that 
question will become a practical one. It does not seem to me to 
affect the particular argument I am now making. 

Mr. DANIEL. Would not the natural and orderly procedure 
be first to proclaim and recognize the condition of things as intro- 
ductory to e method which we might see proper afterwards to 
employ to deal with it? 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I will come to that in a moment 
when I deal with what I understand recognition of belligerency 
to mean. I do not understand that by the law of.nations every 
condition of belligerency warrants interference or recognition. 
Indeed, I understood the honorable Senator from Ohio to ex- 
pressly affirm that belligerency exists in fact when hostilities exist 
too strong for the constable and where military forces are 
on either side. The question for us whether a condition of things 
exists which, under the law of nations, makes it our duty to our- 
selves, having due regard to our own interests, to affirm the con- 
dition of belligerency, and if, there being a condition of belliger- 
ency, we make the affirmation—and 1 desire the attention of my 
friend from Ohio—if, there being a condition of belligerency, we 
affirm and recognize and declare it, not because of our own in- 
terests, but from sympathy for or desire to aid one of the parties, 
we are then guilty of an unfriendly and hostile act to the other. 
This is the law. 

Mr. FORAKER. I argued, upon that very proposition, that it 
is a question for us to decide whether or not we will recognize bel- 
ligerency, governed by our own interests. 

Mr. HOAR. I cite the authority of the eminent jurist from 
Ohio to that proposition and in answer to the inquiry of the Sen- 
ator from Virginia. But before I come to that 

Mr. FORAKER. 1f the Senator will allow me, I say we are to 
decide that from the result to the Cubans and the counter result 
tous. That is a beneficial and a legitimate consideration. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. I was about, before coming to that, 
which was all I wish to detain the Senate about, to discuss and to 
point out one very instructive fact in the letter of Mr. Secretary 
Olney which was not read, and which Senators will find there, 
and which may perhaps not excuse, not perhaps even palliate, 
but may account for some of the transactions which some of the 
Senators on the otherside have dwelt upon with so much eloquence 
and pathos. He says this war is conducted by the insurgents not 
by meeting their antagonists in pitched battles, but by applying 
the torch to the houses of peaceful citizens, destroying their in- 
dustries, burning their plantations, and starving out, or attempt- 
ing to starve out, the Spanish troops by destroying the entire 
resources of that island. 


enit 
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That is what the Cubans are doing, according to the information 
which the honorable Senator from Ohio has furnished to the Sen- 
ate. Now,if that be true, and the American citizens who are 
caught by the Spanish armies are doing that as their method of 
warfare, is it or not a violation of the lawsof war and the laws of 
humanity to punish them with death for that offense? Who 
knows? Who answers? I should like a report from the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations on that particular proposition, if it shall 
become material. 


Senators talk about this ition of belligerency stopping 


Mr.FORAKER. Ihave his messages here, and he never said 
any such thing officially. That is sure. 
r. HOAR. Ido not remember where he said it. 
Mr. FORAKER. Iknow what he said. 
Mr. HOAR. Iknow he said it. 
Mr. FORAKER. I know where he said what he did say, and 
if the Senator will allow me, I will read it. 
Mr. HOAR. He said a good many things. 
Mr.FORAKER. He was a great eral and a great President, 
but not the greatest international lawyer this country has pro- 
n 


these things. I shall say a word about that presently. But if we | duced 


can act upon the authority which the Senator from Ohio says, 
we ought to act upon the Spanish Government. I am not affirm- 
ing this; I do not know; but he knows, and he tells us a good 
deal of what he knows, and a good deal he does not tell us because 
it is in strict confidence, 

Mr. FORAKER. I shall not keep it from the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not know what is in that paper, but this one 
thing the Senator tells us, that the Cubans have undertaken to 
throw off what used to be the lawful authority of Spain by saying 
they will turn that island into a wilderness and will burn over the 
heads of peaceful, neutral, unoffending citizens, women and chil- 
dren, the warehouses, the sn houses, the factories, and the 
dwelling houses where they dwell, and will burn the plants on 
their plantations, not only the crop for the existing year—that is 
not in the paper, however, but that everybody has heard as a fact 
but will destroy the entire plant, so that there shall be no new 
crop made for years to come. It is that war which Spain is en- 
gaged in putting down. 

ow, I do not know whether, if an American citizen or a Cuban 
be caught red-handed after setting that fire, it be lawful to put 
him to death or no. Ihave heard that some 2 people, of whom the 
Senator from Virginia and the Senator from Alabama have heard— 
Iwillnotreviveany unpleasant memories—caught Northern Union 
soldiers burning a military bridge, and they were put to death by 
a drumhead court-martial, without judge or jury, and not treated 
as prisoners of war. There isa good deal of evidence of that fact 
in the archives of this body. But that is merely in passing. 

My honorable friend says that he admits that our interests are 
nffected, and to some extent injuriously, if we recognize belliger- 
ency, which we are to do for our interest, he agrees, and not for 
the interest of the Cubans. All the eloquence, all the denuncia- 
tion of Spain, all the e e are admitted away by the inexo- 
rable logic of the honorable r from Ohio when he admits 
that it is not for these things we have a right under the law of 
nations to recognize belligerency. 

The whole argument of the honorable and eloquent Senator 
from Utah [Mr. Cannon], the whole argument of the honorable 
Senator from Illinois r. Mason] yesterday, the whole argu- 
ment of the honorable and very polite junior Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], are all gone, because none of those 
things, says the representative of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, warrants or affects our recognition of 1 It is a 
question of the interest of the United States. Now, we have that 
settled from the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

I say that the interest of the United States is against permitting 
Spain to search our vessels at sea anywhere she catches them, in- 
Med of having the flag protect any ship or cargo or crew unless 
Spain catches her within the 3-mile limit. Now, that is my first 

tion. How doesthehonorable Senatoranswerit? Hesays 

that the right of search is bound to be very politely exercised; that 
only one officer is allowed on board in the beginning, and if he 
there is anything contraband of war, arms oe ag sapien 
muskets or cannon, or anything else, then he can e the ship 


into a Spani rt, and if the Spanish judge thinks he was polite, 
he is no men ed. 
If the Spanish judge, after a trial in a Spanish court, which 


may last years, finds there was no probable cause for the seizure, 
the vessel will be dismissed with costs; and if he finds there was 
bable cause for the seizure, for the suspicion, although in 
act the ship did not have any such things aboard, or they were 
not intended for Cuba, then the vessel, after a three years' deten- 
tion, is to be dismissed without costs. And the Senator thinks 
s e Aem ist LE d pl t kind of proceedi It 
is a very polite, agreeable, and pleasan 0 ng. 
does not hurt the United States to have it happen, and to have it 
ha under the control of such an authority as he has described 
Spain, irritated by our recognition of belligerency. 

Now, I wish to put against my honorable friend's opinion, which 
Irate a t deal more highly than he does himself, with his 
ene modesty, the opinion of Gen. Ulysses S. Grant, who said 

t the recognition of belligerency and the right of search in 
Spain could not exist three months and have it possible to prevent 
a war with that nation. 

Mr. FORAKER. Where did he say that? 

Mr. HOAR. Either in his message to Congress or in one of his 


Mr. HOAR. Perhaps not. I know there are international 

lawyers greater. 
. FORAKER. Here is what he does say: 
d 1 i 

ES E rbd ae m Ma itera ee eee hacen 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator wishes to read something else that 
General Grant said, I will yield. 

Mr. FORAKER. I was about to read upon the point to which 
the Senator referred. 

Mr. HOAR. He said what I have said on the point I referred to. 

Mr. FORAKER. In no official paper. He may have said it to 
the Senator when the Senator was visiting the ite House. 
the Senator will allow me, I will read it. 

Mr. HOAR. Byallmeans. Ishould like to have it. 

Mr.FORAKER. Speaking of the consequences of belligerency, 
General Grant said in his message: 
from it difficult and „ pe § uires A rule ir he 3 

ties of strict observance of their rights and obligations, 

It confers the right of search pn the high seas by vessels of both $ 
it would subject the 2 jos armsand munitions of war, which now ma; 
be transported freel ten in the vessels of the United 
possible seizure; it would give rise to countless 
vexatious questions, would release the parent Government from responsi- 
bility for acts done by the insurgents, and would invest Spain with the right 


to exercise the super by our treaty of 1795 over our com- 
merce on the high seas, . 


Upon that I have commented. 
r. HOAR. Read on. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will read as much as the Senator likes, but 
I do not like to interrupt him unduly. General Grant goes on to 
say that intervention will be necessary unless shortly desist. 
E 1 Has the Senator read all General t says abou} 

poin 

Mr. FORAKER. I believe so. 

Mr. HOAR. "Then I will resume. 

Taking what General Grant says, is there any question in any- 
body's mind that the right of search by Spain would lead to a war 
in three months? We have had some experience about that. We 
remember when the little English middy used to come aboard 
our vessels to search for British seamen. It created a war, and 
although England did not abandon the right formally, she has 
never since ventured to exercise it against this country. 

Now, Mr. President, another thing is suggested. It is not only 
the right of search, if my honorable friend from Ohio will allow 
me to have his attention a minute longer, but it is the right to 
seize on suspicion. You propose a ution into which the law 
of nations writes, ‘‘ We hereafter accord to Spain the right to seize 
any American merchant vessel, if, after search, the officer going 
aboard is of opinion that the vessel contains contraband of war 
destined for the Cuban insurgents.” The co uence of the 
right to seize is that the vessel is taken into a 7 7 h port, tried 
in a Spanish prize court, and if the court holds that the officer 
had reasonable grounds for suspicion, it is discharge at the end of 
a long lawsuit, without costs. 

It he finds that the officer was right, then the property is con- 
demned and taken from the owner. That you are substituting for 
a condition of things under which the United States fla 
the vessel, exceptitis within 3 miles of the Cuban shore. d Sen- 
ators gravely get up here and say that is not much of an incon- 
venience, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Willit disturb the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts if I interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. HOAR. Not in the least. For what purpose does the Sen- 
ator wish to interrupt me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. To ask a question. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwill yield if the question is pertinent to what I 


am saying. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Precisely. The Senator says that if we 
reco ise me 3 in 5 necessarily it 
would result in war. Spain reco; onfederacy — 

. HOAR. I never said so. General Grant said it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator is arguing on that line. The 
Senator has constantly held up the specter of war in this debate. 
If that be true, how did it happen that when England and Spain 
recognized the Confederacy we did not go to war? $ 

Mr. HOAR. Because the Confederacy nad but one war ship at 
sea during most of the time or a part of the time, 


. 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1163 


Mr. GALLINGER. Why did we not search the vessels of 
Spain or Bogana and get into a war with those countries? 


Mr. HOAR. There are a good many reasons why we did not. 
To some extent those vessels—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will allow me, we did seize 
British ships in abundance and we confiscated them. 


Mr. G. GER. But we did not have war with those coun- 


tries, 

Mr. HAWLEY. We caught them carrying guns into Wil- 
mington and Charleston and Savannah. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is all true, but we did not have war. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the reflections of Senators will probably 
lead them, without my taking their time to answer the question, 
to see the distinction in those cases—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have not discovered it. 

Mr. HOAR. And to see that President Grant was entirely right 
in that proposition. = k 

But there is another thing which the Senator said, speaking of 
our rights. We now have, as he agrees, for every 3 the 
millions of American pr in Cuba by a mob or lawless- 
— a right to indemnity from Spain; but he says, Do you not 

ow" 

Mr. FORAKER. Those are claims for damages done by Span- 
jards as well as Cubans. 

Mr. HOAR. Spaniards as well as Cubans. But he says, ** Do 
you not know that we pentol those claims? Spain has refused 

int blank to acknowledge them." I think very likely that is all 
e but I think it does not at all follow that Spain will not be 
able to pay and will not be compelled to pay every just claim due 
toan American citizen. England point blank refused to pay the 
Alabama claims, and after Mr. Adams had sent them in one after 
another for a few months the foreign office said to Mr. Adams that 
they would regard it as offensive or unfriendly, or some phrase of 
that kind, to have the subject renewed again. 

But it turned out that the subject was renewed, and it turned 
out that $15,000,000 went into our Treasury, and every American 
citizen who had a loss and had one of these claims which England 

int blank refused to acknowledge got his money, with interest, 
in his pocket, and there was some left in our Treasury when we 

t through. Ithink the power which was able to compel Great 

ritain to make a recompense which she had point b refused 
willfind itself able to make Spain compensate our citizens for 
every lawful obligation. So, if lam right in my view, the recog- 
nition of belligerency would be a great injury to the United 
States, and if we make it, we are doing it because we think that 
it will encourage the Cubans, and not, as all the writers whom the 
Senator acknowledges as authority say it is, for our own interest. 
"Therefore it will become an offensive and iendly act. 

But the learned Senator says that, although Spain may seize 
and search our vessels, if theresolution gets through, and the Span- 
ish officer is to judge the courtesy, and the Spanish court is to 
judge the reasonable cause, there are other things, and that is 
that we shall stop, if I understood him, this policing of our coasts 


to prevent hostile e itions in the interest of Cuba. The Sena- 
tor cites President Cleveland's proclamation of neutrality. 
Mr. FORAKER. I said stop it in the interest of only one 


Mr. HOAR. In the interest of only one. 

Now, I affirm, and I challenge contradiction from any quarter, 
that our duty, our obligation of neutrality, and our national con- 
duct will be exactly in that icular the same after the recog- 
nition of belligerency as before, and that there will not be the 
shehia vus d in this particular in any respect whatever. 

EM . Idesire to ask the Senator from Massachusetts a 
question. 


Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON. Does the Senator admit that after we recognize 
belligerency we can determine and say that prisoners of war shall 
be treated as prisoners of war and not be shot without trial? Does 
the Senator admit that to be true? 

Mr. FORAKER. In legitimate warfare. 

Mr. MASON. That as to prisoners taken in war we shall have 
a right, as one of the nations having og pa ek the bellig- 
erency of Cuba, to interfere and say, You not shoot the 
prisoner of war?" 

Mr. HOAR. I understand, he being an American citizen 

Mr. MASON. I do not care of what country he is a citizen. 

Mr. HOAR, Very well I wil answer the question of the 
Senator, and I am glad he asked it, because I was intending to 
come to that matter, and I might have forgotten it. 

We have affirmed that doctrine so far as relates to American 
citizens, and Spain has granted it. Whether by the law of nations 
oun might shoot American citizens taken in arms on the side of 

ba or no, as a general proposition, it is the settled law between 
reo two countries that she can not. So that it becomes a mat- 

Y—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 


Mr. HOAR. No; Icannotyieldnow. I am answering another 


2 I will yield to the Senator when I have answered this 
question. 

So, as regards American citizenship, the question is the same 
before or after the recognition of belligerency. So, as affects pris- 
onersnot American citizens, our right, power, duty, and obligation 
are exactly the same. We have the same right to interfere to put 
down in Spain or Armenia a government which is cruelly dealing 
with its own subjects, charged with rebellion, as we have to inter- 
fere if there be a war between that country and its own subjects 
conducted in a horrible and brutal way. 

Mr. MASON. Does the Senator base that on international law? 

Mr. HOAR. Ibaseitoninternationallaw. Thatis the opinion 
of the ancient barnacle. : 

Mr. MASON. I admit it. Iam not contradicting it. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

So there is not one single purpose, one single circumstance, sug- 
gested by the honorable Senator from Ohio or by anyone else in 
which the recognition of belligerency could be of any benefit to 
Cuba or in which it could be anything other than a serious injury 
and grievance and wrong to the people of the United States. - 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to ask the Senator a question, if he 
will permit me, 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. Can the Senator recite any case in which Spain 
has decided, either through her courts or her military authorities, 
that she has no right to execute an American citizen taken with 
aras = 8 risoner of war? 

T. . 


on its demand that it shall not be done. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have not seen the assurance. 

Mr. HOAR. I have, I think. 

Mr. MORGAN. I know that cases have been decided the other 
way. She exercises the pardoning power. 

Mr. HOAR. In that particular it makes no difference. The 
right of this Government to interpose, if there be a cruel and 
brutal treatment, not according to the forms of civil law, of an 
American citizen taken in arms against a government when his 
side is not recognized as a belligerent, is the same as if belliger- 
ency had been recognized. We have been interfering all along, 
as Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] suggests to-me. So that 
impassioned argument disappears. 

'The Senator from Ohio ended his argument by saying we will 
have to ponos the seas if the present condition of things continues. 
We shall have to police the seas quite as much when we recognize 
belli cy. England was held to the performance of her neu- 
tral duties and to damages for failing in the ormance, although 
she recognized the belligerency of the Confederacy almost as soon 
as the rebellion broke out. 

Isthere any doubt about that proposition? 'The Senator from 
Ohio concludes by saying that he sums up the whole thing by the 
fact that before the r ition of belligerency the Cuban is a 
rebel on land and a pirate by sea. I have shown that there is no 
difference in his legal status. In the first place, that would seem 
to be a pretty strong contradiction of the tor’s position that 
we are not doing these things for the benefit of the Cubans, but 
only for our own interest, and with which he, being entirely sane 
on this subject, agrees. 

But, passing that by, I have shown, I think, conclusively that so 
far as his position on land is concerned, there is no difference in it, 
So far as our obligation of neutrality is concerned, there is no dif- 
ference. So far as our interest is concerned, the only difference is 
that we expose ourselves to the right of search and lose the claims 
of our citizens. So far as the Cuban being a pirate at sea is con- 
cerned, I think there is very probably, as far as I have investi- 
gated or reflected upon the question, some reason for thinking 
that the Senator is right. I should like to reflect on it a little 
further before absolutely agreeing to it. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Massachusetts will permit 
me, I think that when Mr. Frelinghuysen was Secre of State 
he stated, and afterwards Mr. Bay: stated, that while this na- 
tion had the power to recognize as a pirate or to consider as a 
pirate a case similar to that supposed by the Senator, yet as a mat- 
ter of policy we would not doit; and we have explicitly and abso- 
lutely refused to do it. 

Mr. HOAR. But still I suppose it is true that Cuba not being 
recognized, if she should get at some time in the future a ship of 
war and get it to sea, as our Southern brethren did the Alabama, 
and capture some Spanish ships and take one of them into an 
American port, we would not admit her to hospitality, and our 
prize courts would not condemn for her her prize or treat the 
capture as a lawful prize, and to that extent she would be worse 
off. But I respectfully submit to my honorable friend from Ohio 
that that is a contingency so remote and distant that it is hardly 
worth while for us to go through the great discomfort to commit 
what seems to me, with great t, the great folly of passing 
this joint resolution recognizing belligerency in order that it may 
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possibly benefit Cuba if at some time in the future she gets a ship 
of war and that ship of war happens to come into one of our d eem 

I am sorry to have detained the Senate so long. Imake no 
apology, however, to those Senators who think we are endeavor- 
ing to delay on this side of the Chamber, because I have taken the 
time to-night instead of waiting until to-morrow. 

Mr. THURSTON. Iunderstand that I had the floor and yielded 
it to the Senator from Massachusetts. Ishall desire to take it 
to-morrow at 2 o'clock on the penting resolution, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, To-morrow at 2 o'clock the Senator 
from Nebraska will be recognized as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. Imove that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at 6 o'clock p. m.) the Senate 
er until to-morrow, Thursday, May 20, 1897, at 12 o’clock 
meridian. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, May 20, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


DIFFERENTIAL DUTY ON SUGAR. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, transmitting, agreeably to the 
request of the German ambassador, copies of correspondence in 
regard to the protest of the German Government against differ- 
ential treatment of bountied sugars in the pending tariff bill; 
which was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 


LANDS IN GREER COUNTY, OKLA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter from 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, setting forth the 
necessity for an extension of the time allowed by the act of Janu- 
ary 8, 1897, to bona fide purchasers of lands in Greer County, Okla., 
to place their claims of record in the local office at Mangum, to- 

der with a copy of a draft of a section prepared in the General 

d Office granting an extension of time required and callin, g 
attention to the necessity of the proposed legislation; which, wit 
the accompanying pa , was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, and or to be printed. 4 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BnRowmiNG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
the joint resolution (S. R. 42) appropriating $50,000 for the relief 
of suffering American citizens in the Island of Cuba. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Ninth An- 
nual Convention of Rai Commissioners, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation effectually to prohibit the transportation 
evils and abuses, relating to carriers engaged in interstate com- 
merce, such as are described in the annual reports of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission for the years 1890 to 1896; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. SHOUP presented the petition of S. D. Coulter and 49 other 
citizens of Boise City, Idaho, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation for the more rigid restriction of immigration; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McBRIDE presented a petition of 48 citizens of Washing- 
ton County, Oreg., praying for the abrogation of the Hawaiian 
reciprocity treaty; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
2 Relations. 

e also presented a petition of 41 citizens of Multnomah County, 
Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation for the more rigid 
5 of immigration; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. : 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of C. H. Ankeny & Co., of 
Lafayette, Ind., remonstrating against the proposed increase of 
duty on watches and watch movements; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Tappan Shoe Manufactur- 
ing Company, of Muncie, Ind., remonstrating against the imposi- 
Hor of a duty on foreign hides; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Evansville, 
Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Nelson 
bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Art Institute, of Chicago, 
IN., praying that all works of art imported into this country 
admitted free of duty; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of W. C. Rall, past chief con- 
ductor of Division No. 120, Order of Railway Conductors, of 
Huntington, Ind., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 


1479, to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
approved February 4, 1887; which was referr 
on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of sundry citizens of Massachu- 
setts, praying for the enactment of legislation for the more rigid 


te commerce,” 
to the Committee 


restriction of immigration; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. ELKINS presented sundry petitions of citizens of West 
Virginia, praying for the enactment of legislation restricting 
immigration; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of West Vir- 
ginia, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended 
to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 135) for the relief of George F. Roberts, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviv- 
ing partner of Thayer Bros., and others, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr.PASCO. Iam directed by the Committee on Claims to sub- 
mit a supplemental report to accompany the bill a 415) for the 
relief of Anna W. Osborne. Iask that the report be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thereport will be printed under the 
rule. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2006) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Richard J. Hun- 
toon; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing pa rs, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

r. MCBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 2007) for the relief of John 
Kelly; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying rs, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 2008) granting an increase 
of pension to Rosa S. Webb; which was twice by its title, 
= with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2009) to provide for the re- 
statement, readjustment, and payment of dues to army officers or 
ex-officers in certain cases; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2010) to establish a new 
land district, to be known as the Yukon land district, in the Ter- 
ritory of Alaska; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2011) to place John Dolan on 
the retired list of the United States Army; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

.Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 2012) providing that the 
circuit court of appeals of the eighth QM circuit of the United 
States shall hold at least one term of said court annually in the 
city of Denver, in the State of Colorado, or in thecity of Cheyenne, 
in the State of Wyoming, on the first Monday in September in each 
year; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- ' 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2013) for the relief of Hattie A, 
Phillips; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on ims. 


TRANSPORTATION OF FOOD CONTRIBUTIONS TO INDIA. 


Mr. HALE. I introduce a joint resolution, which Iask to have 
read. Then Ishall ask unanimous consent for its consideration 
on a statement which I will make. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 43) iium. the Secretary of the 
Treasury to give an American register to the foreign-built steam- 

hips Massapequa and Menantic,to enable them to carry gramm 
under the erican flag to the sufferers by famine in India 
wee 52 the first time by its title and the second time at length, 
as follows: 


Whereas there is now stored in New York warehouses about 3,000 tons of 
p contributed by the charitable people of the United States for the fam- 
hing inhabitants of India; an 
Whereas there has been contributed about $100,000 for the purchase of addi- 
tional food products for the same Doan od and 
Whereas it is incumbent upon the United States Government to. furnish 
at the earliest possible moment transportation for this grain to India to re- 
lieve the — poor; and 
Whereas it is desirable that this grain should be transported under the 
of the United States; and ^ 
hereas there can not be chartered a sufficient number of United States 
o ceci steamships to vd this grain to India: Therefore, it is 
tesolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Onited States of 
America in Congress assembied, That the Secre of the Treasury is here 
directed to cause the foreign-built steamshi 'assape and Menanti. 
owned by Charles W. Hogan, of the firm of T. Hogan ns, of New Yor 
City, a citizen of the United States, to be registered as vessels of the Uni 
States, upon peng nete. by the Secre of the N: avy. that a contract has 
been entered into between the Navy De: ment and said Charles W. Hogan, 
of the firm of T. Hogan & Sons, for the transportation of about 8,000 tons o 
wheat in bulk or its equivalent in space for corn to India for the fami 


poor. 
Sec. 2. The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to accept the propo- 
sition of T. Hogan & Sons made to in their letter dated May 13, 1897 „ani 


1897. 


to enter into a contract with Charles W. H of said firm, to carry the 
aforesaid wheat or equivalent of corn in bulk e steamships Massapequa 
and Menantic to India, and a sufficient sum of money is hereby appropriated 
for said purpose out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. HALE. Mr, President, there is no opportunity in this 
emergency for any committee to consider the joint resolution. 
Senators will remember that by joint resolution approved by the 
President we provided that the Secretary of the Navy might, either 
in naval vessels or American vessels that he could charter, trans- 
port the gifts of grain, etc., which have been given by American 
citizens for the suffering people in India. The Secretary has found 
two things. No naval ships are adapted to such tra rtation. 
The statement of that fact will at once carry with it its demon- 
stration. Everyone will see that the ships of the Navy are not 
built for any such purpose. He has also found that he can not 
charter any American registered ships. He can not find them. 
He has searched far and wide, and they are not obtainable. 

Under these conditions and under the act of Congress the Sec- 
retary is unable to move the large quantities of ug pase that 
have been given by benevolent people and are now in New York. 
I senta moment ago for a letter from the Secretary of the Nx 
on the subject. but I will ask to have read now a letter which 
have received from an American citizen in New York. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


THE ARLINGTON, Washington, D. C., May 20, 1897. 
Hon. EUGENE HALE, 


Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, United States Senate. 


DEAR SIR: I am informed that the Secretary of the Navy has sent to Con- 
(presumably to your committee) the proposition of my firm, T. Hogan 
8 Sons, of New York city, to the contributed by the American 
le for the starving poor of India. I inclose copy of my firm's proposition 
Dt tary Long. dated May 13th instant. I have ater Boa since the date 
of the letter containing the propon both of the ships named in the letter 
from the firm, and have bills of sale for the same. I am a citizen of the 
United States. Both of the ships have arrived in New York harbor within 
the past twenty-four hours, and their cargoes can be disc and the 
grain for India loaded on them and they can be ready for the rorage in one 
week from this date. I take the liberty of inclosing herewith for the con- 
sideration of yourself and your committee a joint resolution which I should 
be HMM to have you and your committee report favorably to the Senate. 
e adoption of this resolution will enable the United States Government 
to ship this grain in ships wholly owned by a citizen of the United States, 
wholly officered by citizens of the United States, and AK the um of the 
United States. It is the speediest method of sen the relief to ia, and 
would save the Government tbe humiliation of having to send it in vessels 
owned by foreigners, officered by foreigners, and carrying the 8 flag. 
No charter can be made for the rtation of this food in a foreign ves- 
selas piene a charter can be made with us, and besides the price I have 
c for the transportation, being below cost, will be largely exceeded if 
the transportation is made in vessels owned by foreign subjects, as there is 
no inducement for them to lower their rates. The editor of the Christian 
Herald, who has charge of the transportation of this grain, is convinced that 
our proposition is the only one that promises an early settlement of the trans- 
porum question. He has recommended to you and to the Secretary of the 
avy the acceptance of our proposition. 

Iu addition to the advantages to be derived in the acceptance of our o 
sition hereinbefore set forth, our vessels would make a very valuable addi- 
tion to the auxiliary navy; and we are perfectly willing that section 4 of 
the act of Congress, approved May 10,1 entitled “An act to encourage 
American shipbuilding," which placed the City of Paris and the City of New 
York in the auxiliary navy, sl be added to the joint resolution. ese 
vessels, as you will see by reference to my letter to retary Long, are first- 
class steamships in every respect. We could carry easily 1,000 soldiers in 


each ship, and having 5 carried over 600 head of cattle across the 
Atlantic, in case of war these vessels would prove valuable troop ships, and 
could be to carry fully 600 horses in addition to 4,000 tons of coal or 


e oe stores in the lower hold. 
ery truly, yours, 
: CHAS. W. HOGAN. 


P. S.—Address me care room 88, Corcoran Building, Washington, D. C. 


Mr.HALE. Task that there also be read a letter to the Secreta: 
of the Navy, which is referred to in the communication just d 
The Secretary read as follows: 


T. HOGAN & Sons, 95 BROAD STREET, New York, May 13, 1897. 


Sır: In view of the efforts made by our Government to procure American 
steamers to take the cargoes of n to the starving people of India, we would 
state that two of our steamers, in every way sui for the business, are due 
here with cargoes within the next week and could be discharged so as to be 
at the service of the Government within a short time thereafter. 

The names of these steamers are Massa; and Menantic, each of which 
will carry 4,100 tons gross weight of cargo in addition to 500 tons bunker coals, 
and when loaded 1 steam about 10 knots per hour. They were built in 
October, 1808, by Messrs. Jos. L. Thompson & Sons, Sunderland, England 
and are first class in every respect. They are 1,935 tons net register or 3,027 
tons ca cod each, 222 feet in 1 H. 42 feet 7 inches breadth, and 23 feet 
6 inches molded depth, and are classed 100 Al at British Lloyds. These steam- 
ers belong to the Menantic Steamship Company, Limited, the stock of which 
is owned by American citizens. 

We would be willing to take a full cargo of grain in each, provided the 
Government would na’ these two steamers before they leave this 
side. On this condition we would charge for in bulk $6 per ton of 2,240 
Rind ts be réduits te ship iue Pargoes in DAEs car gales weeks te ete oes 

ould i req e cargoes our price wo per 
ton to Bombay and $7.70 to Calcutta. 

We are satisfied that these two steamers would bea valuable acquisition 
tothe merchant marine of this country and afford the means of giving em- 
ploymene to quite a number of American citizens. 

sting that this matter will receive your favorable consideration, 
We are, sir, yours respectfully, 
T. HOGAN & SONS. 


Hon. Jonx D. Lona, 
Secretary of Navy, Washington, D. C. 
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Mr. HALE. Now ask that there be read a brief letter from 
the Secretary of the Navy. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
NaAvY DEPARTMENT, Washington, May 18, 1897. 


Stn: Referring to public resolution No. 8, “Authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to Meg ee contributions for the relief of the suffering poorin 
Tdi" approved April 7, 1897, I have the honor to submit the following state- 
ment: 

The resolution, after reciting the fact that a famine exists in India which 
can readily be relieved from the surplus 8 of this country, now being 
freely contributed by the people of the United States, authorizes the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, first, to employ and place at the disposal of the collector of 
the port of New York any ship or vessel belonging to the Navy best 8 
for such service, or, secondly, to charter and employ a suitable American 
steamship or vessel" for the purpose, with a cargo capacity of 2,000 to 4,000 


'The use of a naval vessel for the eres e gh of these supplies is wholly 
impracticable. None of the older vessels of the Navy are in a condition to 
warrant their use for such an undertaking, and with respect to the modern 
vessels it may be said that their construction differs so ically from that of 
vessels of the merchant service 5 in the carrying trade, the space 
allotted in mercantile vessels to cargo being fllled in the latter with machin- 
ery, armament, and necessary quarters for officers and men, as to preclude 
their use for purposes of transportation. There is, therefore, no naval ves- 
sel adapted or readily adaptable to the purpose. 

The utilization of a vessel of the Navy being out of the question for the 
reasons stated, the Department has e every effort to charter a suitable 
American vessel, but with little success. Indeed, it appears, unfortunately, 
to bea fact that at the present time few American vessels of suflicient size 
are available for the pur; named in the resolution. Propositions have, 
however, been received from the owners of vessels under a foreign 
flag, but deemed to be otherwise suitable, offering to transport to Bombay or 
Calcutta the food supplies referred to, provided such v can be admi: 
to American ces d and thus brought within the terms of the resolution; 
and it is unders' tbat vessels owned wholl d American citizens, but 
notadmitted to American registry because t abroad, can be chartered 
kr. terms deemed reasonable. 

T 


is Department is in receipt of re indicating that sufficient food 
supplies have been contribu to Ran poke vessels, whatens the resolution 
authorizes the chartering of but one. 


While it seems impossible to obtain an American vessel of 4,000 tons, it 
might occur that two such vessels of 2.000 tons each could be procured. 
Under these circumstances, and in order that the efforts of the contributors 
tothis work of international benevolence may not failof success for want 
of the n means of transportation, I have the honor to recommend 
that the psc fs conferred Ur public resolution be so enlarged as to 
werthis Department to rter two vessels having a capacity of two. 
to four thousand tons each instead of one such vessel; and, inasmuch as 
even these smaller vessels may not be 1 within a reasonable time, 
that further authority be gran Congress for the admission to 
American try of one or two such v as may be required, of about 
4.000 tons «for the transportation of supplies from New York to India, 
mp is si a th 1 — Nat t to inspecti : te ided 
t sug e terms, respect toi on, etc., prov: 
in section 3 of the “Act to encourage American shipbuil + he proved 
May 10, 1892, in pursuance of which the foreign-built steamers New York and 
Paris were ted American registry, might with propriety be adopted in 
the case under consideration. : 

In this connection attention is invited to the inclosed copy of a communi- 
cation from Messrs. T. Hogan & Sons, 5 charter to the Government, 
for the pu of transporting food supplies to India, the vessels Massa- 
ponis, and Menantic, upon terms specified, if these vessels can be “natural- 


respectfully, 
NT i JOHN D. LONG, Secretary. 

The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 

United States Senate. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Ishall ask that the joint resolution which 
the Senator from Maine has introduced, sent here by the Navy 
Department, may goover until Monday. I think the Secretary of 
the Navy has made a mistake in the zeny which he proposes to 
apply in connection with the difficulty which he encounters. Con- 

ess should at once remove the restriction upon the Secretary in 
keg a ship to transport the food products to India which re- 
quires that it shall be an American ship. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, this is the language 
of the joint resolution passed April 7, 1897: 

Or to charter and employ, under the authority of the Uni 
able American: — 2 er vessel, F 

That is the trouble with the Secretary. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Les, but the Secretary should have recom- 
mended to us to strike out the word American,” which we 
never should have put into the original authority. When we 
were providing for speedily sending the contributions of the lib- 
eral jene of the United States to the starving people of India, 
we should not have limited the means of transportation to Ameri- 
can ships. Everyone knew perfectly well, as the Senator from 
Maine has stated, and as the Secretary of the Navy has stated, 
that there would be found no suitable naval vessel, because a ship 
of war is not suited to transport cargo, and the United States 
possesses no naval transport vessels. that authorization was a 
mere form. We should have authorized the Secretary of the Navy 
to transport the contributions in any steamship which he could 
procure at short notice for a reasonable price. He has discovered 
that there is no American steamship promptly available, and he 
now pro; that we shall give an erican register to one or 
two foreign ships in order that they may carry the contributions. 

Mr. HALE. The Secre does not enforce this remedy. He 
8 refers to it, and incloses the communication from the New 

or 


parties who own the ships. I do not understand that the 
urges Congress especially to do this, 


1166 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will excuse me. I thought the 
Senator introduced a joint resolution coming from the Secretary 
for the admission of these ships to an American register. 

Mr. HALE. No; the Secretary only refers to the measure. It 
does not to any further extent than that have his indorsement. 
He only refers to it as suggesting a remedy. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The simplest thing in the world is for the 
Senator from Maine to in uce à bill striking out the word 
*t American" from that authorization. These ships ought to carry 
the contributions, if they are ready to go. They ought not to be 
detained, but there is no need of admitting them to an American 
register. All we need to do is to authorize the ships, with the 
nationality that now belongs to them, to transport under an 
English register, if they are English ships, these American con- 
tributions to the sufferin le of English India. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Pide 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to make a sugges- 


tion? 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama will state 
his point of order. 

r. MORGAN. I understood that the Senator from New 
3 objected to the present consideration of the joint res- 
olution. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to suggest, as there have been a good 
many documents read which we have heard only in part, that it 
d be as well that the whole matter should go over and let the 


papers v vg 

Ar. PERKINS. That was the request I rose to make, and to 
supplement it with the statement that a few weeks since I was 
the author of a similar resolution. The charitable people west of 
the Missouri River contributed sufficient toload theship. We 
had no difficulty in finding an American ship to transport the gift 
of the American people to the sufferers in India. The price that 
is proposed here to pay for these ships, granting them an Amer- 
ican register, I venture to say, will amount to much more in value 
to the owners of the vessels than will the amount of freight, if we 
are obliged to payit. I believe we have American ships ying e 
American flag that we can charter to take this freight, and we 
rer cae a larger sum than we pay to any ship flying a 

But I want to second the request of the Senator from Illinois, 
that all the documents may be printed in relation to this matter, 
and that the m lie upon the table until Monday next. 

Mr. HALE. r. President 

Mr. MORGAN. I object to the further discussion of this sub- 

lect, inasmuch as it over to Monday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thepoint of order made by the Sena- 
tor from Alabama is sustained by the Chair. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator let me say one word? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. Isee the force of the points that have been made 
by the Senator from Illinois, the Senator from New Hampshire, 
and the Senator from California, and I do not object to the whole 
matter going over in order that we may have time to consider it, 
and ect some measure that will perhaps cover the point sug- 

by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

I ask that there also be printed the act of April 7, 1897, so that 
all the documents relating to the subject may appear together. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The act will beprinted in the RECORD, 
in the absence of objection, and also printed with the other papers 
in document form. 

The act referred to is as follows: 

EAD Mes Lira deas - ps M 
resol re a O ransport contri- 
suus pci ro relief of 9 W HI India. 

Whereas a famine exists in India which is gany maar thousands of deaths 

the poor, which famine can readily be ved from the surplus prod- 
ucts of other parts of the world; and 3 

Whereas generous people of the United Statesin different States are freely 

ing € ri corn for the relief of the famishing inhabitants in 


t re, 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives A the United States o, 
í 5 t the Secretary of the Navy be, and he 
8 
e Navy of the 
of x ing to th 


Amen Mentes es 
the object of this resolution is . out of any money in the 
"Treasury not othe 

Approved April 7, 1897. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution introduced by 
the Senator from Maine lies over. 

AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. HALE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the d ead e of the United States; which 


was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed, 
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Mr. SEWELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States; which 
was 3 to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (by request) submitted two amend- 
ments intended to be proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to 
provide revenue for the Government and to encourage the indus- 
tries of the United States; which were ordered to lie on the table 
and to be printed. e 

AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the EY appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McBRIDE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
pore by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 

erred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 7 
VICTOR H. MACCORD. 


Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and is hereby, directed to furnish 


for the use of the Senate a copy of Secretary Olney's note to Mr. Richard R. 


Neill, No. 210, dated Department of State, December 28, 1896, and copies of all 
communication and correspondence between the State D ee ee e and ita 
Pune une Ins B Goneins Aut nt toe DATDA Shakes Da OEH AOAIE 
0 uns t a consular agen e to 

the Government of Peru, in South America, : 


BRIDGES ACROSS THE MISSOURI, MISSISSIPPI, ETC, 


Mr. CAFFERY. A few days ago the Senate passed the bill 
(S. 426) to authorize the construction of bridges across the Mis- 
souri River, between its mouth and the mouth of the Dakota or 
James River; and across the Mississippi River, between the mouth 
of the Minnesota River, in the State of Minnesota, and Donaldson- 
ville, in the State of Louisiana; and across the Illinois and Des 
Plaines rivers, between the mouth of the Illinois and the city of 
Joliet, in the State of Illinois; and to prescribe the character, loca- 
tion, and dimensions of the same. I enter a motion to reconsider 
the votes by which the bill was ordered toa third reading and 
pes Imovethat the House of Representatives be requested 

return the bill to the Senate. 

'The motion was agreed to. 


FIRST LIEUT. BENJAMIN W. LORING, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I desire to call up the bill (S. 1837) 
to commission First Lieut. Benjamin W. Loris a captain. The 
bill was over yesterday for the purpose of information. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. BATE. That is the case I objected to yesterday. I have 
since read the whole of the report. It is a peculiar case. While 
I can not support it, I do not propose to antagonize it at this time, 
especially as it has come unanimously approved by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, who, I suppose, npe it thoroughly, and 
it did not come from the Committee on Military irs, as I had 
at first supposed. 

The bill wasreported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President : 

Mr. HOAR. Let the title of the bill be read again. 

The SECRETARY. ‘‘A bill to commission First Lieut. Benjamin 
W. Loring as captain." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama is recog- 


MA eet i pre What became of the bill which has just been before 
e ate? 

Mr. MORGAN. I object to any further consideration of the 
bill unless upon a motion to reconsider. It has ‘ 

Mr. HOAR. I rose before the Chair declared the bill ; 
and after the passage of the bill the question is upon thetitle. So 
Iam in time. I desire simply to state to the Senator who has the 
bill in c that a bill to commission a as an officer of 
the United States is not certainly a bill within the power of this 
body, and that the title should be changed. It is a bill to author- 
ize such a commission. I merely suggest that the words ‘‘to au- 
thorize the President" be inserted in the title of the bill. 

N eee of New York. Lask that that amendment be made 
int i 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to authorize the 
President to commission First Lieut. Benjamin W. Loring a cap- 

WAR IN CUBA. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the joint resolution (S. R. 26) declaring that a condition 
of public war exists in Cuba, and that strict neutrality shall be 


1897. 
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maintained. I desire that the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURS- 
TON], who has the floor, may have an opportunity to proceed with 
his remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Alabama that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of joint resolution No. 26 at this time? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator proposes to take up the Cuban reso- 
lution now instead of waiting until 2 o'clock? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; it is the regular order for 2 o'clock. I 
desira to take it up now so that the Senator from Nebraska may 
proceed with his remarks. 

3 HALE. I do not object to that at all. Idid not understand 

e request. 

Sl JICE-PRESIDENT. If noobjection be made, that will be 

e order. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (S. R. 26) declaring that a condi- 
tion of public war exists in Cuba and that strict neutrality shall 
be maintained, the pending question being on the motion of Mr. 
ae to refer the joint resolution to the Committee on Foreign 

elations. 

Mr. THURSTON, Mr. President, this is the first time I have 
risen in my place to speak pon the Cuban question. For two 
regular sessions and a part of an i session of Con- 

ess I have occupied a seat in the Senate of the United States. 
aris all that time the Cuban question has held a foremost place. 
It hus been considered and discussed without limit and without 
restriction. It has been referred and reported, referred and re- 
ported, referred and not reported, in one form or another time 
and time again. During all this time the Cuban situation has ap- 
pealed to and has aroused the sympathy and enlisted the interest 
of the liberty-loving people of the United States. 

During all this time it has been exploited by the great newspapers 
of our country, whose brave ndents have written their 
dispatches from the field of battle, knowing that at any moment 
death might close the written page. During all this time this 
question has been the subject of inquiry by individual citizens 
and by public officials, It has been the occasion for platform dec- 
larations on the part of all the great political parties of the coun- 

in national convention assembl The records of the Senate 
are filled with reports and information upon the subject, and there 
are volumes and yolumes of testimony in the archives of the State 
Department. 

Mr. President, after the lapse of all this time, in view of the vast 
and varied information as to what has taken place in a little island 
at our very door, it does seem to me that every man in the United 
States ought to be ready and must be ready for action at this time. 
If there is a Senator upon this floor who has not yet information 
enough to enable him to conscientiously, honestly, and immedi- 
ately act upon this great question, I respectfully commend him to 
the enthusiastic suffrage of his constituents for another term in 
the Senate. 

Mr. President, my party has shown me where my duty lies. 
In the great Republican national convention held in the city of 
St. Louis in June last, over the deliberations of which I had the 
distinguished honor to preside, the Republicans of the United 
States, with a mighty and a triumphant shout that seemed to lift 
the roof above our heads, ratified and adopted the following res- 
olution: 

le of the 


United States have regarded with sympathy thestruggles of other American 
to free themse! Eur 


The Government of Spain having lost control of Cuba, and being unable 
to 3 the property or lives of resident American citizens, or to compl 
with its treaty obligatio we believe that the Government of the Uni 
States should actively use its influence and good offices to restore peace and 
give independence to the island. 

Mr. President, the great Senator from the State of Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Hoar] has endeavored to Mane an impossible interpre- 
tation upon that declaration of the Republican platform, but I 
ask the Senate to read it for themselves. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts says that the pledge of our party is to actively use the 
influence and good offices of this Government to restore and 
give independence to the island; and the Senator from sachu- 
setts says at least the Senator implies—that the duty of the Senate 
and of the United States is to intervene in the Cuban situation 
rather than to first acknowledge the belligerency of the partici- 
pants in that great struggle. 

I ask the Senator from Massachusetts what conditions precedent 
are 88 to authorize the intervention of the United States in 
the Cuban situation for the p of securing the in ndence 
ofthatisland? Isinterference forindependence justifiable on our 

unless a state of war exists? Is it justifiable on our un- 

ess therevolutionists have a government of their own? 1s it jus- 
tifiable unless they have a territory which they hold and occupy 
all comers? Is it justifiable unless they have maintained 


that s le long enough so that, in the opinion of this country, 
their y overthrow is not probable or certain? Is interfer- 
ence on our part for independence justifiable until the revolution- 
ists occupy à itign before the world as warriors in the field, 
as defenders of a government of their own, and as accredited bel- 
8 before the civilized world? 
"or my part, with my weaker apprehension of this great prob- 
lem, it seems to me that the preliminary step of all others which 
would alone justify the active intervention of thiscountry forthe 
purpose of securing independence is to accord to those people a 
standing as belligerents, entitled to the treatment and the rights 
of belligerents. And reading that declaration of my party, as I 
believe aright, I insist that it can not be faithfully enforced, it 
can not be faithfully carried out unless, if the facts justify it, we 
first declare that the revolutionists in Cuba are entitled. to the 
rights of belligerents, and thereby lay the fonndation u which 
we can afterwards properly and RUE and lawfully intervene. 
1t has been whispered about the Halls of this National Capitol 
that we should in some way side-track the pending resolution 
because it comes from a Democratic source. It is said that this 
Administration is of the S pee and that the Repub- 
lican party should have credit for any steps taken by the 
Government to settle this vexed and disturbing question. 

Mr. President, Iam a partisan of the ultratype. Istand by the 
declarations of my party: I labor for its welfare, and I glory in its 
success, but over and above my duty to my party, I hold my love 
of country, my sympathy with humanity, and my worship of 
Almighty God; and I would beunworthy of the further confidence 
of my great party if I took any action upon the pending resolution 
influenced in the slightest degree by party considerations. No. 
Republican, from party considerations, can afford to vote i 
the.pending resolution, even although it was inspired and intro- 
duced by the venerable Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], 
who has, unfortunately, wasted so many years of an otherwise 
splendid life in following the false doctrines and worshiping the 
false idols of the Democratic peus. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me, I 
wish to say, as was stated by the Senator from Ohio 5 ee | 
on yesterday, that this resolution, in substance, if not in 
words, was ied from a resolution twice offered in the Senate 
hy the honorable Senator from Ohio who is now the Secretary 
of State, and I think before that time it was offered in the House 
of Representatives. So that, if there is any political origin of this 
resolution at all, it originated in the brain of what I suppose might 
be considered the ing Republican to-day in the United States 
next to the President. that in merely copying this resolution 


I claim no sort of agency in its origination, except in the same . 


sense precisely that the honorable Senator is now patriotically 
expressing, di ding all considerations of party, and loo 
alone to our own duty and the welfare of our own people. I 

the honor to introduce the resolution, but after it had been passed 
in another form by the Senate more than a year ago. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, I thank the tor for his 
statement; but, without regard to that, this is a great, patriotic 
question, and for my part I can not consent to tolerate for a single 
et the idea that any party consideration should be given 
toi 

The eminent Senator from Massachusetts has sought to inter- 

against the passage of the present resolution international 

w and the Constitution of the United States. I do not yield to 
the venerable Senator in my respect for international law, that 
great accumulated code of centuries, under which the commerce 
of the world is bly and safely carried on; but international 
law was not written by any delegated body representing the peo- 
ples and the countries of the earth. It is a series of chapters that 
were formulated by the cannon and by the sword. It is a series 
of rules laid down by the power of the t maritime nations of 
the earth for their protection and in their interest. 

Mr. President, the book of international law has been con- 
tributed to by all the great powers to secure them in particular 
rights. In 1812 international law permitted a man-of-war of 
Great Britain to stop our merchantmen on the high seas and take 
the sailors from our ships for impressment into the British service; 
but, thank God, the ors and marines of 1812 wrote with their 
blood another chapter of international law that made the deck of 
an American ship American soil. There is yet ample room for 
the writing of another chapter; and, if it is n for the 
proper solution of the Cuban question, I pray to that m 
country may write that chapter in harmony with the adva: 
win civilization of the closing hours of the nineteenth 
cen 3 

Mr. President, what is the requirement of international law 
upon the question of whether or not this Government shall accord 
to the Cubans belligerent rights? I will discuss it dispassionately 
and as clearly as I can, without any attempt to arouse sentiment 
or tostir up passion or prejudice, ternational law, as laid down 
by the accepted writers, requires that a people, in order to have 
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their belligerency acknowledged, must first set up the standard of 
a revolution. That has been done in Cuba. They must for a cer- 
tain length of time maintain a territory inst the enemy. That 
has been done in Cuba for two years and a half. Read the declara- 
tion that was presented by the Senator from Ohio on yesterday, 
wherein the fact is thoroughly established that for all the period 
of that revolution one province of Cuba has been maintained and 
held by the Cuban patriots and revolutionists. 

International law says that there must be an established form 
of government. Has there not been in this case? Could a war of 
this characterfortwo years and a half have been carried on, think 
you, unless it were carried on under the form of an organized gov- 
ernment, with some central authority behind it to secure moneys 
to arm and equip its soldiers, to issue commissions, and to author- 
ize and direct the movements of the army? 

International law also says that there must be a seat of govern- 
ment, and I have heard it contended upon this floor that belliger- 
ent rights can not be accorded because there is not found upon 
the map of Cuba a known or a fortified or an important town 
aee the seat of the revolutionary government has been estab- 


A seat of government need not be held within fortified wails; 
it need not be a place where the habitations of men are clustered 
together and about. Sir, it need not be held within buildings 
made by hands or under domes erected for the purpose of beauty 
and adornment. It may be that the Cubans, from the necessities 
of the case, have gone to the mountains and have set up their 
seat of government under the eternal stars. 

Liberty has always fled to the mountains for its safety and its 
shelter. In the hilltops the spirit of liberty first knew birth. In 
the eternal hills the standard of revolution for liberty has alwa 
been raised, and down from the mountains have always come the 
sturdy patriots who have eventually wrested from tyranny and 
oppression the governments of many of the peoples of the earth. 

bless the hills; and if there is no reason other than that the 
revolutionary government is held in the mountains, where Prov- 
idence has given them bastions and parapets and ments and 
fortifications without cost, then I say that international law has 
been fully complied with and there stands no reason, so far as a 
seat of government is concerned, why this declaration can not 
now be properly made. è 

Mr. President, international law requires that a state of war- 
fare shall be carried on to such an extent that the civil authori- 
ties of the dominant government are no longer enabled to pre- 
serve and maintain the . Isthereaman onall the earth who 
believes that for the past two years the civil authorities in Cuba 


- have been enabled to preserve 8 and tranquillity of that 
ure, 


island by the ordinary civil pr backed up by any proper 
aid of the military arm? No defender of the Spanish cause, no 
one who apologizes for their atrocities, no one who seeks to hin- 
der and delay action upon this resolution, has so far even sug- 
gested that Spain can hold that island in peace and tranquillity 
under the ordi processes of the civil authorities. 

What then, Mr. dent? International law requires that the 
revolution must have so far progressed that there is serious doubt 
about the power of the mother government to suppress it or sub- 
due it in the near future. Is there any doubt that the war in 
Cuba has progressed that far? Has anyone eee it? Why, 
Mr. President, let me read to you the dispatch in the newspaper 
of this morning coming from Spain, the utterance of one of her 
greatest statesmen: 

MADRID, May 19. 


Ata meeting of the Liberal senators and tem to-day Sefior Sagasta, 
former premier, made an important speech, in the course of which he said: 
Wo have 200,000 troops in Cuba "— 

And no war! No war, with 200,000 troops gathered from the 
farms and the hillsides of Spain, the last desperate levy of the 
Spanish authority upon the youth of that land. Two hundred 
thousand troops in Cuba, and nowar! Cuba is pacified; no trouble; 
the day foraction by the United States of America has passed 
away! Only 200,000 Spanish troops in that little island!— 
but we are not even masters of the territory trodden by our soldiers.” 


Ido not take the newspaper correspondence; I do not take the 
unverified statements from interested parties; I take the popao 
declaration made by the former premier of Spain on yesterday to 
the Spanish people in the capital of that Kingdom: 

But we are not even masters of the territory trodden by our soldiers. The 
picture could not be gloomier. We have war in Cuba and in the Philippines. 

War in Cuba, not on the authority of newspaper corr nd- 
ence; not on the authority of a letter from one who is in the in- 
surgent ranks; not on the authority of rumor or repute, but on 


the authority of the former premier of Spain. He says, We 
have war in Cuba;" and can civilized mankind question the sin- 
cerity or propriety of the Government of the United States in 


2 same? Let we are constantly hearing that the island 
Phe commander of 200,000 men has sent his bulletins over all 


- subjected to the inconveniences an 


the world and announced that peace prevails. What for, Mr. 
President? He who runs may read. Spain has drawn upon her 
last available man; Spain has exhaus her credit in the money 
centers of Christendom. If she gets another loan with which to 
carry on that san Ber war for even a few more months she 
must do it by satisfying the money loaners of the world that she 
is already within sight of ultimate victory, and that the resources 
of that island are within her grasp for the repayment of the loan. 

Peace in Cuba! If there is peace in Cuba, it is the peace of 
devastated fields. Peace in Cuba! If there is peace in Cuba, it is 
the peace of blazing homes. Peace in Cuba! there is peace in 
Cuba, itis the peace of ravished women. Peace in Cuba! If there 
is peace in Cuba, it is the peace of starving children; yea, and its 
pæans are sung alone by the silent lips of the uncoffined dead, 
whose white, au faces are nightly kissed by the pitying 
stars. No, no, Mr. President, there is war in Cuba; bloody, san- 
guinary, awful war. Our ears can not be dulled to its roar; we 
can not lightly put aside the fact. War is in Cuba; war has been 
maintained in Cuba for two years and a half; and to-day Spain is 
nonearer thesubjugation of the revolutionists than she was at 
the moment of the first engagement. 

What then? All the conditions of international law are met. 
That being the case, I state as an absolute and unanswerable prop- 
osition that this Government has the right to recognize the bellig- 
erency of the revolutionists, and in availing itself of that right it 
does not offer any affront under thelaw of nations to the Govern- 
ment of Spain. Read what the international law writers have 
said upon this subject. I have not the time, nor is it my purpose 
to-day, to present them in detail to the Senate, but I know what 
the principles are. I have read them and all that has been writ- 
ten on the subject. 

The right of deciding when a cause for recognition of belliger- 
ency exists is a right belonging solely and alone to the nation that 
takes the action. With that decision and that declaration no 
other government on earth can find fault. It is a right we exer- 
cise, recognized by the law of nations, often acted upon by the 
great powers of the world. When Spain recognized the belliger- 
ency of the Southern Confederacy, we neither did nor could we 
have taken exception to that determination and that action on her 
part. It was her right to decide then, and it is our right to decide 


now. 

Why should we not act? The great Senator from Massachu- 
setts, it seems to me, has dwarfed and narrowed the consideration 
of this proposition. He puts it upon purely commercial and ma- 
terial and monetary considerations. Why should we not act? 
Mr. President, Cuba lies at our very doors, within a few hours' 
sail from our ports. We have with her, or had with her, a great 
and an advantageous trade relation. Our citizens have acquired 
and occupied and carried on great plantations in the Island of 
Cuba for their own advantage and for the trade advantage of the 
people of this country. 

hy should we not act? There is no nation, there is no place 
upon the face of the earth with which we have such immediate, 
such direct, such important commercial and other relations as 
with and in the Island of Cuba. Greece and Turkey may engage 
in war, and it matterslittle to us. Russia, Germany, Italy, and 
England may embroil themselves; Africa may become the seat of 
great strife and warfare; but they are distant countries; our rela- 
tions with them are not relatively of the same immediate impor- 
tance as our relations with the d of Cuba. 

Why should we not act? Iwill put it upon no other than purely 
commercial roman if you please. During the pendency of that 
war our trade has been practically cut off; we have lost the ad- 
vantage of the Cuban market, During these two years and a half 
the interests of American citizens in that island have been swept 
away by sword and fire. During these two years and a half the 
citizens of our country temporarily resident therein have been 
the dangers, and oftentimes 
to the horrors, of that warfare. Yea,even to-day, in the sunshine 
of the nineteenth century, in ‘‘a pacified island," American citi- 
zens, 800 in a group, are homeless and houseless and hun and 
starving and 5 to us just for bread. Has a situation ever 
before arisen which has shown so great necessity for action upon 
the part of this Government as does the Cuban present situation? 

Mr. President, why should we not grant belligerent rightsto the 
revolutionists? We should do it, first, because every thoughtful 
man is convinced that Spain never can subdue that island, and 
that if peace comes to it, it will come in some other way. If the 
plantations once more bloom and blossom, it will be from some 
Othercause. If ourcitizens once more have protection and shelter 
and food, it will be because of some other reason than 3 
or anticipated triumph of the Spanish authorities over the revolu- 
tionists. Why should we not act now? 

It is the abiding conviction of the American people, fortified by 
the solemn facts of the case, that if peace ever comes to Cuba it 
will come under the Cuban flag, under the government of its own 
people, as a part of that grand result which will drive the last 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


. 


1169 


claimant of despotic authority in America to the other side of the 
Atlantic Ocean. 

Mr. President. I am not asking or urging intervention at the 
pes time. The grounds are not properly laid. "We can not 

tervene in Cuba now. We can not out the ultimate dec- 
laration of the Republican party now. e must.first lay the 
foundation, and that foundation can only be laid by a declaration 
on the part of the proper power in the United States according 
belligerent rights to the Cuban revolutionists. 

How shall that action be taken? It has been gravely urged on 
the part of Senators opposing this resolution that this proposed 
action calls for the exercise of one of those constitutional powers 
exclusive in its nature and vested alone in the President of the 
United States. I yield to no man in my respect for the Constitu- 
tion of my country—that sublime document which has stood and 
will stand for ages yet to come as the bulwark of human liberty— 
and yet we can not close our eyes to the fact that constitutions are 
written by statesmen in the light of the knowledge and the experi- 
ence of their own times, while they are construed, as generation 
follows generation, by the gathered wisdom and the ripened ex- 
perience of progressive and advancing civilization. 

Mr. President, I propose to discuss for a few moments the ques- 
tion as to how the power of this Government to recognize bellig- 
erent rights can pop exercised. I ask Senators to read the 
Constitution of the United States in all its provisions, and tell me 
in what line there is any direct grant either to the President or 
the Congress to recognize the belligerency of a revolutionary Let 
pe It can not befound. Criticism has been made upon the fact 

hat there is no such direct grant in that great instrument to the 
es tie of the United States; neither is there any direct grant 
of that power to the President of the United States. 

In whatever way, by whatever 1 that power is to be 
exercised, that action taken, the right to do it must be derived 
from the implied and not the 5 powers conferred upon 
one branch or the other of this Government under the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. Congress has power to regulate com- 
merce, Congress has power to make war, Congress has power to 
raise armies, and it is given special power and broad authority to 
exercise all such other powers as are necessary to carry into force 
and effect the powers specifically given. . 

.Under what provision is the claim made that the Executive 
alone can act in this matter? I call the attention of Senators 
to the effect of that proposition. If the Executive alone can 
act, then for four long years the one-man power in the United 
States may stand in the way of the unanimous desire of the people 
of this country in its relations to a neighboring people. I assert, 
in the first instance and in the broadest ible way, that neither 
by direct provision nor by intendment did our fathers ever vest 
in any one man the power to stand for four years against the 
wishes and the will of the American poopie. 

There is given to the President of the United States the right to 
receive foreign ministers and ambassadors, but does that give 
the President of the United States the sole and exclusive right to 
determine for himself and for the whole period of his executive 
term what nations or what peoples are upon such relations with 
us that they are entitled to send ambassadors and ministers to the 
United States? 

In the President of the United States under the Constitution is 
vested the executive power, and when you run this question down, 
it will be found that the contention of the opposition rests finally 
and alone apoa the broad proposition that the recognition of bel- 
ligerent rights or the independence of a neighboring people is a 
mere executive act. I deny it. I deny it for the people of this 
country, who have a right to participate in any such action. 
Executive power! What is executive power? Where shall we 
turn to discover that indefinite, that shifting, that transitory line 
of demarcation among powers purely executive and powersquasi 
executive, and powers partially legislative and powers partiall 
executive? Where s we turn? Will it be to the 8 
decisions of the courts of our country? 

Ihave read every case that has been cited on the great question 
of executive power as applied to a situation of this kind. I grant 
you—and I call the Senators’ attention to the proposition—that 
while the courts of our country have repeatedly declared that the 
President of the United States may lawfully give recognition toa 
people under conditions similar to that of the Cubans, while the 
courts of our country admit that when such recognition is ac- 
corded by the action of the President of the United States, it 
stands as the action of the country, I challenge the Senators to find 
me one case, to read me one line in the decisions of the courts of 
the United States which, directly or indirectly, by exact statement 
or by intendment, denies that that same pora may be otherwise 
sd or that the Congress of the United States may not 

act. 2 

Where shall we turn for the definition of executive power? 
Shall we go to the established doctrines of monarchies under 
other systems? We can not safely look there. If we do, the Con- 
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gress of the United States, under our Constitution, as to all those 
subjects over which it is given jurisdiction, has the same abso- 


lute power of action as has the Parliament of Great Britain, 
and the power of Great Britain through its Parliament has never 
been limited, but is supreme. Where shall we go? Let us go to 
the spirit of republican institutions which animated our fathers 
when they drew that sublime instrument, and going there, I in- 
sist that they did not believe in a Fore nene of any one man, 
and they did not intend to vest, and did not vest in any one man 
the sole power of action in great and important matters affecting 
the welfare of the whole people. 

Mr. President, I grant you that this act of recognition partakes 
in some d: of an executive function, but not wholly and alone. 
Itis one of those quasi executive-legislative actions that can be 
taken properly either by the President or by the Congress of the 
United States. Why not? When the Congress of the United 
States acts, it acts as the Senate, it acts as the House, and it acts 
as the President. Allthree branches concurring in the joint reso- 
lution exercise their full power and have their full say. Yet the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] has repeatedly upon this 
floorput very ently posing proposition: Suppose the Congress 
of the Uni tates recognizes Cuba, and suppose that when Con- 
gress adjourns the Cuban revolution is over and the Spanish au- 
thority is supreme. Suppose in the meantime we have accepted 
and received an ambassador from that country. What will 


happen 7 

en the state of facts ceases to exist the power of the ambas- 
sadoris gone. You might as well tell me that because the Presi- 
dent of the United States has received an ambassador from Greece, 
if Greece to-morrow should be wiped out of existence, the Con- 
gress of the United States could not, by appropriate action, declare 
the newly formed relations of this country with Greece and Tur- 
key and the other European powers. 

. President, it is best that the Congress of the United States 
should act in a grave crisis like the one existing at the present 
time. We have the utmost confidence in our present Executive. 
There is no man living upon the earth who has a higher estima- 
tion of his grand and glorious qualities than the speaker of the 
hour. It is not a question of the present Executive. It is a 
question to be considered for all time and as to all Executives 
who may follow him. It is best that this great power of recogni- 
tion and of intervention and of acknowledgment of independ- 
ence should be exercised by the Congress of the United States, by 
the three coordinate branches of the Government acting jointly 
and together, rather than to trust its exercise to any living man, 
or any Executive we may ever have. 

When it is proposed that this great power, upon which may 
depend the peace and happiness and prosperity of this country, the 
improper exercise of which may lead to bloody and disastrous war, 
shall rest with one man alone, I cry to the people of my country, 
“Take care; it is a dangerous ground to stand upon.” I say to 
my country, ** Take care; it is a dangerous place upon which to 
rest the welfare and the safety of our rity.” 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] has sought to stop 
the passage of the joint resolution by pointing out that its enact- 
ment will operate entirely for the benefit of Spain and disastrously 
tothe revolutionists of Cuba. Isit not strange that the party who 
is to be most benefited by the passage of the joint resolution has 
inspired its opposition wherever that opposition has been found? 

Is it not strange that Spain, which is to be accorded the right of 
search of American ships, is the only power upon all the earth that 
is protesting vigorously against this action on the part of the 
Government of the United States? I judge of probable results by 
the anticipation of the parties in interest, and when I find one 
party earnestly opposing and protesting against a particular ac- 
tion and the other party earnestly and eagerly seeking it, I am sat- 
isfied for myself to believe that those two great parties in interest 
know what they want and what the effect of our action will be. 

Mr. President, what will be the changed relations as to the Cu- 
ban people and the Spaniards when the revolutionists are accorded 
the recognition of belligerency by a great power like ours? In the 
first place—and I say it advisedly, and Spain knows it—from the 
hour that recognition is given, Spain can not borrow a dollar for 
her bankrupt treasury from the money loaners of the earth. She 
can not get another dollar to buy a sword, to load a musket, to sail 
aship. Spain knows it. From the hour that recognition is aç- 
corded by a great power like ours, the Cuban revolutionists will 
be the parties who can find faith and credit with the money loan- 
ers of the earth, Spain knows that, too. 

To-day there is no government in Cuba of a kind or character or 
of a recognized existence that will make a Cuban bond collectible 
even if independence be afterwardsachieved. But from the hour 
that the revolutionary forces are recognized by a great nation as 
entitled to dus ideni rights, from that hour.if they eventually 
achieve their independence, their securities can be enforced as the 
valid and existing obligationsof the new government. These are 
the propositions: To-day Spain has the credit, After we have 
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recognized the Cubans, the revolutionists will have the credit in 
the money markets of the world. That means the settlement of 
the whole controversy. That means the favorable termination 
of the revolution. t means the ind: dence of Cuba. 

But this is not all, Mr. President. There is something else. 
The great Senator from Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER] pointedly stated 
yesterday the other advantages that would accrue to the Cuban 
people and the other advantages that would accrue to the people 
of the United States in our maritime relations and at our ports 
by the recognition of belligerency. 

To-day the Cuban cause has not even a name that is accepted in 
the civili world. To-day her ships have no right upon the 
Seas; her armies no place upon a recognized field. To-day, if a 
&mall schooner manned by Cuban sailors were to put into an 
American port for , we could not maintain our treaty obli- 

gations with Spain and protect it in our harbor. To-day Spain 
can sail her ships into the harbors of the United States and load 
them with guns and ammunitions, with soldiers, with horses, 
with cannon, and freely sail out u the high seas without sur- 
veillance, without detention, without inspection, and she can 
carry those munitions of war to the Cuban shores. 
Mr. President, it is within the Know edie of Senators upon the 
other side of the Chamber that the authorities of Spain have been 
urchasing munitions of war and horses in the United States, 
king them freely from our ports to use t the insurgents in 
Cuba. And yet we are compelled under our treaty, under the law 
of nations, under the statutes of Congress, to police our harbors, 
to spy upon every act of any suspected man, to chase every little 
vessel that sails from our shore for fear she carries a dynamite gun 
or a bomb of some kind to be used against the Kingdom of Spain. 
Idonot altogether agree with the Senator from Ohio that the 
acknowledgment of belligerent rights will particularly change our 
duty in our harbors and our ports toward the Cubans, but it will 
change our duties toward the Spanish people and aei Spain and 
. Cuba on the same footing in every port of the Uni States. 
That is an advantage to Cuba. "That is an advantage to us. 

The Senator from Massachusetts, great in all things, has argued 
upon this floor that we ought not to perform our plain duty be- 
cause if we do Spain, under the law of nations, can search our 
ships upon the high seas. To-day under the law of nations 
Greece can search our ships upon the high seas; Turkey can 
search our ships upon the high seas. If Great Britain and France 
go to war we must maintain neutrality between them, and either 

arty may search our ships upon the high seas. Is that inconven- 

ce; is that right on the part of Spain a reason why this great 

gi should fail in the performance of a solemn and important 
uty? 

The Senator from Massachusetts has stated that Ulysses S. 
SAER in war and great in id that the right of 
search of American vessels by Spanish ships would lead to war. 
Why lead to war? If that search were conducted in accordance 
with the rules of international law, there could be no provocation 
for war upon either side, and if that search were conducted with- 
out regard to the rules of international law by Spain, or any other 
power on the face of God’s round globe, then there onght to be 
war, to maintain the honor of the nation. 

Mr. President, war isan abhorrent thing. I hope that its 
bloody shadow may never fall athwart our sky again. War is a 
terrible thing, and yet no advance toward liberty has ever been 
made except by the bloody pathway of war. War in defense of 
human liberty and human right is God’s thunderstorm; it clears 
the air for humanity’s advance. 

Let us have no talk of war. It is nonsensical. It is interjected 
in this debate for the mere ee of delaying, of procrastinating, 
of defeating action in this important matter. 

Mr. President, I have already occupied the time of the Senate 
toolong. I have 8 sought, in a general way, to show to the 

ople of the United States that our proposed action is right and 

ust. Iamaconservative—conservative in thonght, in judgment, 
and in action. I hold by inheritance the stubborn conservatism 
of the New England hills. By my professional life I have been 
taught that every question should be carefully considered, scruti- 
nized, and examined, and that hasty action is always dangerous. 

1 have not been hasty in reaching the conclusion to vote for the 
pending jcint resolution. I have not resolved upon my course 
without the most careful and patient examination of the Consti- 
tution of my country. I have not determined what I would do 
without listening to all this great debate, without fortifying my- 
self with a thorough knowledge of international law and all the 
facts that exist in regard to the Island of Cuba. When I vote there 
will be behind my vote my deliberate judgment, my conscience, 
and my manhood as an American citizen. 

Mr. ident, Iam free to confess to the t Senator from 
Massachusetts that in the consideration of this question my sym- 
pathy, xr love of country, my love of liberty haye gone hand in 

with my investigation of the important facts and my study 
of the principles of law that govern the case. I would not divest 
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mapeo in this important action from all considerations of senti- 
men 

Almost thirty years ago a story went the rounds of the Ameri- 
can press, and was it: The story said that one day a little 
ship was captured by the Spanish authorities in an attempt to land 
arms upon the Cuban shore. The crew were seized, tried by drum- 
head court-martial, and sentenced to be shot at the sunrise of the 
morrow. Among those men was one humble, simple American 
sailor. He had enlisted for the voyage without knowing the des- 
tination of the vessel or the character of the cargo carried; yet 
he was, seized und tried, if you may so call it, and sentenced to be 
shot at the sunrise of the morrow. 

In some way late at night word reached the American consul at 
the nearest seaport town. He had no opportunity to wait upon 
the authorities of Spain; he had no chance to appeal for official 
action; but, as a representative of the United States, at daylight 
of the morning he mounted his horse and hastened away to the 
scene of the execution. When he arrived he found these sailors, 
and among them the American sailor, drawn up in line, and oppo- 
site them, with guns in their hands ready to shoot them down, 
were the soldiers of Spain. 

Our consul went to the officer in charge and said. Sir, that 
man is a citizen of the United States. He has committed no in- 
tentional crime against the King of Spain. In the name of m 
country Idemand that he be given an opportunity in the civil 


courts of Cuba to establish and maintain his innocence.” The 
officer said, Sir, I have the warrant of the King of Spain to shoot 
that man at the rising of the sun, and he will surely die.” 

The sun came over the sea, kissing the distant billows with a 


tinge of glory. That same ray of sunshine, it may be, shone 
through the window of alittle cottage in the northern land, upon 
the uti arin, Bare of a devoted wife and the curly head of the 
innocent babe that lay at rest upon her holy breast. 

'The sun came oyer the sea and fell upon the brow of this Ameri- 
can citizen condemned to die. The order was given, Ready! 
Aim!" 'The American consul, seeing that no other effort ea 
avail, drew from his bosom a silken flag of our own free land, and, 
springing forward, wrapped its glorious folds around this man 
condemned to die, and turning to the soldiery of Spain cried out, 
“Shoot if you dare; but if you shoot that man, you shoot the flag 
of the greatest nation of the earth!" And the saved him. 

Mr. President, that story may have been but the merest fancy 
of a romancer's brain, but I have loved to believe it true. I have 
loved to believe that the flag of my country would protect its citi- 
zens on land and sea the wide world round. I have loved to 
believe that the power and prestige of my country would be 
recognized by all of the potentates of all the earth. I have loved 
to believe, I do believe, that the United States of America readily 
accepts that supreme position of power and leadership d 
her by Providence as the one great nation of the Western Hemi- 
sphere, the one great republic of the earth. Ihaveloved to believe 
that the friendly offices, the divine sympathy of our people would 
go readily and speedily forth to give succor and aid and comfort 
and assistance to every people struggling to achieve freedom for 
themselves. These to the selfish and sordid and grasping spirit 
of mercenary times may seem but dreams, but on their realization 
hangs the welfare of mankind. 

Mr. President, I love the Constitution. I observe the laws of 
my country. But under the Constitution and by the laws of my 
country I insist that this Government can now at this time give 
the Cuban revolutionists a proper standing before the world, 
Under the Constitution and by thelaw we can give them theright 
to float a flag on land and sea; we can give them a right to insist 
upon the ordinary and recognized of civilized warfare; 
we can give them a right to stand side side with Spain in the 
money markets of the world, and we can see to it that from this 
day on in the Island of Cuba no American citizen shall be de- 
sedie his property, his liberty, or his life without due process 
of the law. 

Mr. President, these things the United States of America can 
constitutionally, lawfully, and properly do. Let us do them now. 
Yea, Mr. President, and as an earnest of oursincerity and faith, 
let us dispatch the most powerful battle ship of the United States 
to Cuban waters. Let us station her there in the harbor of 
Habana—in the harbor of Habana, where her frowning guns may 
disturb the spirit of tyranny by night, and where by day the shining 
stars of her floating flag may gladden the eyes and inspire the hearts 
of those who struggle to be free. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

Mr. ELKINS obtained the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS in the chair). The 
Chair will ask the Senator from West bh esee to suspend a few 
moments while the Chair lays before the Senate a message from 
the President of the United States. 

Mr. ELKINS. Certainly. 
PACIFIC COAST DEEP-WATER HARBOR. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 


ing message from the President of the United States; which was 
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read, and, on motion of Mr. WHITE, was, with the accompanying 
papers, ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed. 
To the Senate of the United States: 

I transmit herewith, in response to the Senate resolution of the 10th instant, 
addressed to the Secretary of War, a report from that officer, and accom- 

nying map and papers, relating to the completion of the improvement of 
the harbor for commerce and of refuge at Port Los Angeles or at San Pedro, 
Cal, under the provisions of the river and harbor act of June 3, 1895. 

WILLIAM McKINLEY, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 20, 1897. 
MANUFACTURE OF ARMOR PLATE, 

Mr. BUTLER. With the permission of the Senator from West 
Virginia, I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the resolution I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Sal Png and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the Senate the amounts of armor plate purchased meee Government 
at various times from the ehem Iron Company and the Carnegie Steel 
Company, respectively, and the price paid per ton, and how much financial 
assistance, if any, the Government has given these companies, either by extra 
price per ton for armor plate or in any other way to assist them in building 
and equipping and conducting their armor-making plants. 

Mr. HALE. All of that information is contained in the reports 
that have come from the previous investigation made by the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, The Senator can find in those volumes 
every item of information that he seeks for; but if he prefers to 
go over the ground again and oblige the Navy Department to 
make a new report, I have no objection. There is no need of the 
resolution. Y à 

Mr. BUTLER. Iwould prefer to have the information together 


in the form of a report from the Department just at this time, 


inasmuch as the question wil come before Congress at an early 


day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I dislike to object, but what the Senator 
from Maine states is exactly true. The report of the committee 
and the report of the Secretary of the Navy, Secretary Herbert, 

ive every single fact that the Senator from North Carolina asks 


or. 

Mr. HALE. And in very compact form. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And it can be collated and put together in 
five minutes. I can take, and so can the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs take, the resolution, and from the docu- 
ments already V cive by the Senate in document form, and in- 
serted in the Recorp by the Senator from Pennsylvania [ue 
Quay] as a special number of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, I can 
in five minutes write out the answers to the questions put by the 
Senator in his resolution. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then 83 will not give the Department 
very much trouble, and it will be very valuable information to 
the Senate, We shall get it in a very compact form, and it will 
give the Department very little trouble to collate it. 

Mr. DLER. I ask that the resolution go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will go over, 
under objection. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will 
not object, inasmuch as the matter is now before the committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator wants to have the resolution 

on Monday next, I shall not make any objection; but I do 
ink that, when we have from a artment every fact that can 
be given, certainly every fact the tor asks for and which 
pogas to be made public, we gnghs not to ask them to duplicate the 
information merely to gratify the notion of one Senator. How- 
ever, if the Senator wants it on Monday next, I shall not 
object. I do object now, Mr. President. 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the res- 
olution goes over. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNINd, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled joint resolution (S. R. 42) appro- 
pras $50,000 for the relief of suffering American citizens in the 

land of Cuba. 

WAR IN CUBA. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 26) declaring that a con- 
dition of public war exists in Cuba, and that strict neutrality shall 
be maintained, the pending question being on the motion of Mr. 
HALE to refer the joint resolution to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to detain 
the Senate with a discussion of the merits of the pending resoln- 
tion. I want to more particularly to the motion to refer 
the resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations, so that it 
may have full consideration, be reported upon, and the facts, 
findings, and conclusions of law be made f o appear for the 
information of Senators before they vote on this most important 
&nd far-reaching subject. 


The joint resolution was introduced on the 1st day of April, and 
there is not officially before the Senate one fact in its support. 
There is no report containing the evidence and the facts whatever 
before the Senate that would enable the Senate to reach a con- 
clusion. There is no finding of facts, as there should be, to sup- 

rt the statements in the resolution. There is no information 

rom the Foreign Relations Committee or any other committee as 
to the effect of the resolution, nor are there any reasons before 
the Senate,except the able speeches of Senators in its behalf, to 
show why it should pass. - 

Ordinarily any joint resolution of moment or any bill is referred 
toa committee. What for? To have it investigated, considered, 
and passed upon, and a report made for the information of the 
Senate. We can nottake out of the Treasury of the United States 
a hundred dollars without having the report of a committee upon 
the subject. Now, hereisa jointresolution which promises to be, 
and perhaps is, the most important subject which the Senate will 
be called upon to consider during the present session. It isa 
great transaction taking place in the Senate of the United States, 
in the presence of the country and the whole world looking on, 
which will either assist in the birth of a new nation or lead to 
war, or possibly both, and yet it does not have the consideration 
of a committee. 

It is not treated in the usual and ordinary way that joint reso- 
lutions and bills are treated in the Senate. There is nothing to 
establish, prove, or support in any way the statements set forth 


in the resolution. I may remark just here that this extraordinary 


session of Congress was called for one purpose only, to look after 
the interests of the country, provide revenue for a bankrupt 
Treasury, and revive languishing industries. We have trials, 
troubles, and difficulties at home, the welfare of our people to 
care for, and we ought not to take on ourselves the burdens of 
other people. People out of employment, hunting for work to 
support worthy families, need our care quite as much as the 
Cubans. 

The joint resolution recites— 

That acondition of public war exists between the Government of Spainand 
the government proc ed and for some time maintained by force of arms 
by the people of Cuba. 

Now, Mr. President, Senators are here in a double capacity, 
legislative and judicial. We are called upon to vote whether this 
is a fact or not, and I insist there is nothing before the Senate to 

rove or establish the fact that there isa public war in Cuba. 
. have their own information and their own ideas on the 
subject; but there is nothing before the Senate that wears the 
stamp of authority to — — the statement. 

If there is a public war there, we are entitled to know, before we 
vote upon the joint resolution, all about the war. We areentitled 
to know the number of soldiers on either side. We are entitled 
to know where the insurrectionary government has its capital or 
headquarters. We are entitled to know if battles have ever been 
fought there of any moment, and if 80, where. We are entitled 
to know the number of insurgents, so as to judge how respectable 
their claims are to be called an army. But there is not one word; 
and I challenge the Senators on the other side advocating the im- 
mediate passage of the joint resolution to show, in proper form, 
any fact in support of these statements. I mean facts officially 
ascertained and determined in a proper way. 

Has this resolution been referred to the State Department for 
report, information, and advice? The State Department has all 
needed information on the subject. The usual rule of the Senate 
is to refer all bills and resolutions to the proper Department for 
report and suggestions, so that Senators ma advised and have 
all the facts before them. If, as claimed, all the facts are in favor 
of the Cuban dri ete and support this resolution, why not 
bring them into the Senate in the ordinary way? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, will the ator from West 
Virginia allow me to answer that challenge? 

Mr. ELKINS. I will be interrupted for that purpose. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator, on the 28th day of February, 
1896, last year, voted himself, on two or three roll calls, in sup- 
p of a resolution in the exact language of the resolution which 

e has just read. Now, that is something of authority. But 
there were also before the Senator at that time the report of Sena- 
tor Cameron from the Committee on Foreign Relations, and the 
pepas accompanying the report in two documents, Fifty-fourth 

ngress, second session, Report No. 1160, Senate Document—— 

Mr. ELKINS. Iunderstand the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Wait a minute. Those documents were 
before the Senator then to justify his vote at that time and they 
are before him now. When the Senator challenges the Senators 
who desire to vote upon the joint resolution without referring it 
to a committee for some evidence, here is the evidence bac. up 
by his own vote one year ago. 


Mr. ELKINS. That resolution was a concurrent resolution 
and this is a joint resolution; one has the force of law, and the other 
is only advisory, and the terrogated 


Senator knew it when he in 
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me. Itell the Senator now there is not a scintilla of evidence, 
there is nota fact before the Senate wearing thestamp of authority, 


in support of the pending resolution. ere never was a resolu- 
tion like this in this Senate before. 'The other resolution was 
quite different. This resolution means a great deal more. This 
means the coercion, the embarrassment of the President of the 
United States in the performance of a duty that belongs to him 
alone, and compels him to do what perhaps he may not want to do, 
namely, veto the joint resolution or approve it. I want the Sena- 
tor now to make good his statement, Where is the fact that you 
have before the Senate under this resolution? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Here they are. 

Mr. ELKINS. That is not in support of this joint resolution, 
and you know it. Does that come from any committee? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. ELKINS. What committee? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It was reported from a committee. 

Mr. ELKINS. What on? 

Mr. CHANDLER. A minority report from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ELKINS. On what? 

Mr. CHANDLER. On a resolution 

Mr. ELKINS. Yes, a resolution, but not the one now under 
consideration. This resolution proposes, in my judgment, to take 
from the President his rightful prerogative under the Constitu- 
tion. It propon to embarrass him in the discharge of a delicate 
duty that belongs to the Executive under the Constitution, and 
not to Con 


If you want to help the Cuban cause or do justice between 


Spain and the insurgents, this is not the proper way. This is not 
the way to restore jue to that unhappy island, but it is the direct 
way to intensify the war and imbitter at least one of -the parties 
to it. 


Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, and not get 
excited, in the exact language of the joint resolution that he is 
now talking against, except that one was a concurrent and the 
other is a joint resolution. But that makes no difference in the 
assertion nor in the facts upon which the Senator gave his vote 
two years ago, and now for some reason or other has changed his 
vote. : 

Mr. ELKINS. The Senator admits that that was in support of 
a concurrent resolution before the Senate two years ago. 

Mr. CHANDLER, A year ago. 

Mr. ELKINS. A year , then. The Senator has not made 
ges his proposition that there is anything officially before the 

nate in support of this resolution. Senators are not permitted 
to know anything officially. The distinguished Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER] let in a little official light in the debate yes- 
terday. How eager the Senate was to get this mite of official 
information which he had, and one other Senator, as I know. 
Why not give the facts to the Senate and to the country? Letme 
tell Senators who advocate this resolution that this question is 
of tremendous importance to the whole country, and the facts 
should not rest with a few Senators, who are permitted to know 
all about the case when others are not. This question concerns 
deeply the people of the United States; they are entitled to know 
the facts. P 

I repeat with emphasis that you have produced nothing here in 
supportofthejointresolution. Bringingout the reporton another 
andl different resolution passed a year ago, I hold, proves nothing. 
Courts in the trial of an ordinary case would not proceed in this 
way. A judge who had to 8 judgment or give a decision 
would require the facts to be presented. 

Itis evident that the resolution is going to pass. Why can it 
not be passed in the orderly and dignified way? The Senate is 
vas in an important and serious transaction. Why can not 
the resolution be referred to the Foreign Relations Committee, 
and this great committee bring in a report Monday, Tuesday, or 
Wednesday, giving all the facts, their findings, and the law, 
stating as well the rights of all parties in interest if the resolution 
should become a law? There is no disposition to delay a vote upon 
this question. Itis evident that Senators are going to vote for the 
joint resolution. Ought we not to inform the people of the United 

tates and the world upon what we based our judgment and ac- 
tion? Should we not leave recorded in the Senate the reasons that 
moved Senators to vote for the resolution? 

History will be made up in this matter after this fashion: A 
resolution of five lines recognizing the belligerency of the insur- 
gents in Cuba passed the Senate on such a day; no facts given; 
no reasons assigned. Those who follow us in the Senate will look 
in vain forsomething, for some reasons for this strange precedent, 
this departure from the orderly procedure of the Senate in such 
cases. Those who come after us can not hear and be captivated 
and fascinated by the oratory we have listened to from the dis- 
tinguished Senators who have spoken in the last two or three 
days. The people are entitled to know, and posterity is entitled 
to know, and the world should know, why and how the Senate 


reached a conclusion on this subject. Called on to vote, I have no 
light or information on this subject that is authoritative, only 
vagus rumor, 
he resolution says: 
A state of public war maintained by force for some time, ete. 


How longi First, we ought to have knowledge as to the char- 
acter and duration of the war. We should know where the capi- 
taloftheinsurgentsissituate. Whereandto whom will you send 
this resolution when itis passed? How is the President of the 
United States to find the post-office address of the president of the 
Cuban Republic? Who knows where it is? You will have to send 
General Miles with the Army to deliver this joint resolution. 
You can not find the Cuban officials. So faras we know, under 
this resolution, there is no proof of their existence. 

The contest in Cuba has been likened to our civil war. Why, 
the Confederate government had a capital. It had a congress. X 
had courts. It exercised authority and jurisdiction through civil 
and military power over a third of the Republic and a third of the 
inhabitants, 

You always knew where to find the Confederate army, Confed- 
erate generals, the Confederate government, its president and 
officers. This government maintained itself for four years, Its 
armies and generals were as fine as the world ever saw, and the 
people engaged in the revolt against the United States were brave, 
courageous, intelligent; nearly everything favored their success 
but the cause for which they struggled. and notwithstanding all 
this, we denied the right of European nations to recognize their 
independence. And the Cuban insurrection is cited as a parallel. 
Why did not the distinguished Senator who drafted the resolu- 
tion say how long the war has been maintained—for two years, 
or three years, or one year, or long enough to authorize us to be- 
lieve and feel it is an actual and public war? The resolution goes 
on to say further: 

And that the United States of America shall maintain a strict neutrality 
Den the contending powers, according to each all the rights of bellig- 
eren : 

Mr. President, the Senate ought to be advised by the Foreign 
Relations Committee as to what these belligerent rights are and 
how far and in what way the resolution will affect or help the 
Cuban insurgents; how far it will affect the people of the United 
States, and how far it will affect the Spanish Government, and 
present our relations with each and all of those people. We are 
entitled to know this at the hands of the Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee and to be advised on all these points, Then we could vote 
knowingly and perhaps wisely on this subject. 

The question of belligerent rights is a legal question. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio differs from the distinguished Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts on this subject, but if we had the repozi of the Foreign 
Relations Committee, matured, well digested, fortified by author- 
ities, then we would know, or feel we knew, what the law is in 
this case, as well as all the important facts necessary to reach a 
conclusion. 

Mr. President, we do know, from the speech of the Senator from 
Ohio yesterday, that there is danger of war if the joint reso- 
lution passes, so far as the United States is concerned. Ihavesome 
patriotism left in me, and I love liberty, but I stand here as the 
trustee of a great nation, not to be moved by 1ny sympathies nor 
by pure sentiment, nor to work myself up into a frenzy about op- 
pression and outrage on the part of a people struggling for inde- 
pendence and forget the true interests of my country. 

Sympathy and sentiment should have no part or place in the 
treatment of foreign questions. We can only be guided by jus- 
tice, international law, and the interests of our own Government. 

The distinguished Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason], in his great 
speech, said the Spaniards taxed children immediately after birth 
aud brides at the altar. Listening to him and his lurid eloquence, 
I wondered why Spain did not tax grown-up men and women. 

Mr. MASON. Very few of them grow up. 

Mr. ELKINS. And he reasoned from this unjust taxation a 
state of war existed in Cuba, and therefore we must recognize 
belligerency. The peroration of the distinguished Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON], which moved the Senate, as his glow- 
ing periods always do, is in keeping with the line of argument of 
the Senator from Illinois. He declares he loves liberty, and there- 
fore we must pass this resolution. 

That is not the way to proceed in a dignified transaction which 
may involve this country in war and the possible expenditure of 
a thousand million of dollars of the people's money. There is 
danger of war; but one of the Senators favoring this resolution 
says. In case of war, what can Spain do?” Even if Spain is 


weak and could do nothing, we should proceed with caution and 
justice on our side. I will tell you what Spain can do. She can 
declare war and not fire a gun, and it would cost this Government 
$500,000,000 to even get ready to meet Spain. 

We know Spain can not conquer us; weknow that we are pow- 
erful and in the end must conquer Spain. But after spending 
thousands of millions to do this, we would in the end have Cuba, 
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and we do not want Cuba. Mr. President, we can not pass this 
resolution without the danger of war. The Senator from Ohio 
brought out this fact in his able speech. The moment that this 
resolution is passed the right will vest in the Spanish Government 
to search our ships. Withtheinflamed popular mind in this coun- 
try and with the feeling in the Senate, Spain could not take asail- 
ing vessel of a hundred tons into port without our gunboats going 
down there and taking itaway. We would not wait for any pro- 
ceedings in her courts. 

There is danger of war; and I insist that we should proceed 
with caution and be fortified with facts; that we should be advised. 
Why should the Senator from Ohio not let us haveall the light he 
has on the subject? He read a long letter of Secretary Olney and 
apart of the reply from the Spanish minister. Why not have 
both of these letters in full, and all other facts, before the Senate? 
We are entitled to them, and the people of the United States are 
entitled to them. If we are not entitled to them, then the Presi- 
dent of the United States should say we are not entitled, and not 


Senators. 
In my judgment, Mr. President, this proceeding should beiniti- 
ated by the Executive. He has the power and the jurisdiction 


under the Constitution. He is in possession of all the facts and 
has all the information. He has his hand on the pulse. He knows 
every hour what is going on in Cuba. He is as patriotic as any of 
the Senators who become frenzied with patriotism and love of 
liberty. He can be trusted. Iam willing to follow where he leads. 
He knows when this Government should take action. His oath 
is as solemn as ours, and the interests and dignity of the Govern- 
ment are safe in his hands. Leave this great question with him, 
where it belongs; in his own way and at the proper time he will 
act and act wisely. It does seem to me to proceed in this way is 
a sort of im hment of the wisdom and patriotisin of the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

As yet he has advised no course of action; he has said nothing 
on this question to us; no message from him has reached us that 
the time has come in his judgment for action. Responding to 
popular clamor, the Senate propos to pass a resolution which 
coerces the President, forces him to take action before he may de- 
sire to do so. The passage of this resolution can only embarrass 
him and possibly bring him into conflict with Congress. He has 
sent hisown agent to Cuba. Iam satisfied he is giving this ques- 
tion the best and wisest consideration. Congress is powerless to 
control hisaction. 

Mr. President, there is no precedent for this proposed action. 
Nothing of the kind has ever been attempted before. I doubt if 
anything like this proceeding has ever occurred in the history of 
the Government—forcing the Executive to take action that may 
involve the country in war, and against his judgment. We can 
not go on in this way, with a conflict between the executive and 
legislative branches of the Government. 

have not had time to examine this question. Ido not belong 

to the Foreign Relations Committee. Senators can not pursue all 

grost questions coming before the Senate to proper conclusions. 

eare charged with different duties, and we must rely on the 

great committees of the Senate. The Foreign Relations Commit- 
tee makes no report; is not asked to make any. 

Mr. FORAKER. The resolution has not yet been referred to 
the committee. 

Mr. ELKINS. No; and it is not intended to be referred. That 
is what I am speaking about. It has been for a month before the 
Senateand not referred tothe Foreign Relations Committee. Iask, 
in common fairness to Senators who have to vote on this question; 
I ask, in the name of the people of the country, who are entitled 
to the confidence of the Senate in this great transaction, Why not 
havea report? Ido not assume to deny anything that is charged 
or alleged here for or against the Cubans or Spain. 

There is nothing said about the indignities perpetrated by the 
insurgents; they are not accused here in the Senate of the United 
States, and I do not know that they can be accused; but I know 
that in another revolution in that island General Quesada, it is 
said, shot down 680 Spanish prisoners. Nobody has tried to bring 
out such facts. itis the cruelties of Spain all the time of which 
wehear. Ifavor the Republican platform on the subject of Cuba; 
I am for peace on the Island of Cuba; I am for doing ample jus- 
tice to Cuba, but I do not believe that this resolution will reach 
these ends. I think the President can and should be trusted to 
do what is right, and in due season he will act. 

Iam not here to make any charges against the insurgents in 
Cuba; I am not here to excuse or to assail; but I am here as an 
American Senator to say that I am not advised either by the Ex- 
ecutive of the United States or by the Foreign Relations Commit- 
tee, or by anyone else, as to just what is the best course to pur- 
sue. Iam not against doing justice to Cuba and bringing to a 
speedy termination the contest going on in Cuba, but before I act 
or undertake to say what should be done I want to know the facts. 

We are asked as judges to pronounce judgment. Give us some- 
thing to pronounce it on more than oratory—even good oratory. 


What we want is information. If you want to make one of these 
overpatriotic liberty-loving Senators angry, just ask him for facts. 
One of them stated that 800 of our people were impounded in 


Cuba. Whoimpounded them? Did he learn that from the State 
Department? 

Mr. MASON. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. ELKINS. Yes. 

Mr. MASON, Have you read the President's message on that 
subject? 

Mr. ELKINS. Ihave. X 

Mr. MASON. Does it not state that from six to eight hundred 


Americans were confined in the towns there? 

Mr. ELKINS. He did not say “impounded.” The Senator 
proves a state of war in Cuba by the fact that Americans are in 
towns, and somebody must have driven them there, and there- 
fore there is war. That is the argument of the Senator from Illi- 
nois. 

Mr. MASON. Who do you think put them there? 

Mr. ELKINS. I think a lot of the Americans put themselves in 
the towns of Cuba. They can get no work. and are therefore des- 
titute. I suppose if I were an American down there, and did not 
have work, and was in need, I should try to get some money from 
the United States; but this would not be a good argument to prove 
a state of war. 

Mr. MASON. Does not the Senator believe that war exists? 
Does not the President state the people there are not permitted to 
goout to work? 

Mr. ELKINS. Well, Mr. President, that is the Senator's argu- 
ment—— 

Mr. MASON. That is the fact. 

Mr. ELKINS. That these poor Americans can not get work, 
and therefore there is a state of war, and we must recognize the 
insurgents as belligerents. Many of these facts are in the imag- 
ination of these Senators. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. ELKINS. Always. That Senator does not occupy much 
of the time of the Senate, and I always like to hear him. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator says this is all in the imagi 
tion and that we aresensitive when we are asked for facts. en 
the Senator, on the 28th day of February, 1896, voted that, in the 
opinion of Congress, a condition of public war existed between the 
Government of Spain and the Republic of Cuba, what facts did 
he have to warrant that vote of his? 

Mr. ELKINS. Because just such allezations were made from 
newspaper reports as are now made I was led to believe that they 
were; but it was not upon such a proposition as this. Besides, 
Mr. President, I was misled as to the facts then, and I do not 
intend to beagain deceived. I want official information, not news- 
papar reports 

r. CHANDLER. Then the Senator admits he was mistaken 
in his vote of a year ago? 

Mr. ELKINS. No. Idonotadmit anything, I did not vote 
upon such a resolution as this; one entirely different. Of course 
a majority can force anything through. But really, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I do not think this is the best procedure, even for the insur- 
gents. If the insurgents have the good case that Senators claim 
they have, why not 1nake ont the case, and make it out not onl 
to the satisfaction of the Senate, but to the people of the United 
States and the world. 

If the facts exist, this can be easily done. Let the Foreign Re- 
lations Committee make out the case, so that this action of ours, 
whatever it may be, and the record we are about to make, will be 
justified in the eyes of the world. 

This is no trifling matter. It is a great transaction, as I have 
said, and the world looks on, 

Mr. President, I did not feel that I ought, as a Senator, to allow 
this vote to be had without making my protest against action 
baing taken here without light, without knowledge, and without 
the facts. 

I am just as good a friend of Cuba as any of the Senators favor- 
ing this resolution. I favor Cuba as much as they. I desire 
peace on the island and the independence of Cuba as much as 
they. I believe in the Republican platform and love liberty and 
hate oppression as much as they; but I believe in a different 
method of procedure to make plain all these things than the 
one 8 by this resolution. I believe in leaving this ques- 
tion where it belongs, to the President of the United States, and 
trusting in him and his good judgment. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, those who are opposed to the 
adoption of this resolution, and those who, while favoring its ulti- 
mate passage, believe that it should be referred in any event, have 
been raion inn herp patiently, by the hour and day, to the remarks 
of those who hold the affirmative. Weare astonished as we stand 


in the presence of the obstructive tactics of those who allege in 
lengthy oratorical effort that they favor the pending proposition, 
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Iam persuaded, unless this obstruction be continued by the al- 
leged friends of the resolution, we can have a vote upon it this 
afternoon and can dispose of the entire subject. 

I propose to make a very few remarks. I am not aware that 
more than one or two Senators intend to submit additional views. 
But if the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], who, 
I observe, is looking at me, does not obstruct us further, I have no 

nestion that he will have the opportunity of recording himself, so 
at ord rete may know just where he stands. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam always p to the Senator for what 
he accords to me, whether it be a bottle of California wine or his 
attention when I speak, and I will not interrupt him in the remarks 
that he is about to make, except, as he has said he is to alittle 
while and then help us to a vote, I should like to ask him a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. WHITE. There it is, Mr. President; obstruction already. 
But still the Senator may proceed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly the Senatoris willing to have a 
question asked him? 

Mr. WHITE. Ihave listened so long to obstructive tactics that 
Iam willing for the continuance. Ido not feel competent to pre- 
vent the misfortune. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator's waggery isirresistible. The 
Senator a year ago proposed a substitute for the resolution, which 
then passed, which declared that a state of war existed in Cuba 
and recognized belligerency; andit was the opinion of theSenator 
that the Executive should recognize the belligerency of those who 
were maintaining themselves in Cuba in armed opposition to 
Spain. Now, if the Senator please—I do not ask him to speak, but 
I hope I have not frightened him from speaking—will he be kind 
enough to enlighten the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] 
as to the facts which led him to proposa one year ago that the 
United States, by its Executive, should recognize the belligerency 
of the Cuban insurgents? 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I do not shrink from the task of 
attempting to enlighten tħe Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
ELKINS], because I feel that he can absorb a sensible suggestion; 
but I am glad the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] 
has not put upon me the burden of brin, about a similar re- 
sult as to himself. [Laughter.] I also feel, though itis some- 
what foreign to this subject, that I oughtto correct the Senatorin 
reference to a personalremark. He referred to me as having in 
his case donated some California wine. 

Iheretofore supposed that there was not anything about the 
transaction referred to by him to indicate that the Senator from 
New Hampshire was not able to make the proper discrimination 
or to appreciate the exact character of my gift; and I wish to re- 
mark, as the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER] would say regard- 
ing a diplomatic m not fit for the public ear, that it was 
brandy, not wine, which 1 contributed to my friend from New 
Hainpshire. [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, the Senator from New 5 forgets the 
resolution which I offered some time ago in the Senate. It ex- 
eve an opinion favorable to the recognition of belligerency. 

did d donk i to declare, but merely advised belligerency. It 
was not Te I afterwards voted for a resolution which was 
adopted, and which I attempted to quote two or three days agoin 
the absence of the original, butI find, by referring to the RECORD, 
that I did not quote it correctiy. So I will now refer to the actual 
resolution which was passed. It reads: 

), That, in 
e Govern- 
maintained 


neutrality between the contending powers, accord- 
ing to each all the rights of belligerents in the ports and territory of the United 


3 further, That the friendly offices of the United States should be 
offered by the President to the S Government for tho recognition of 
- the independence of Cuba. 

The Senator from New Hampshire seems to think that I am 
about to say something inconsistent with my attitude then, and, if 
Ihave that Senator's attention, I may express to him, in rather 
sorrowful mood, too, that he has evidently not listened to any- 
thing I have heretofore uttered upon this topic. 

Itook the position then, and attempted to enforce it by such 
d Brg as I was capable of making, that the recognition of 
belligerency and of independence was, in each case, purely an Ex- 
ecutive function. Iam attempting to do the same now. Ihave 
not made any argument. and do not intend to make any argu- 
ment, with reference to the fact of war in Cuba, or as to whether 
there is or is not sufficient basis for Executive action. 

It seems tome somewhat singular that my friends upon the 
other side of the Chamber, who have led the credulous American 
people to believe that much confidence should be reposed in the 
present Executive, are now casting in his pathway the serious 
obstructions a mt here, many of which are pos by the 
Senator from New Hampshire and by others equally ardent in 
the Republican cause. 


* 


I do not intend to repeat what I have heretofore stated upon the 
question of jurisdiction. If I understood the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. THURSTON] aright, he declared that he had examined 
all the decisions upon this subject, and that nowhere was there a 
case stating that the Executive had exclusive jurisdiction. I shall 
not run over precedents again. I haye collected many and fur- 
nished them to the Senate. I will refer him to an authority which 
he and his associates may deem indifferent. I mean Judge Story. 
That great lawyer and judge said: 


It is very clear that it belongs exclusively to the executive department of 


our Government to recognize, from time to time, any new governments which 
may arise in the political revolutions of the world; and until such new gov- 


ernments are so they can not be admitted by our courts of justice 


to have or to exercise the common rights and prerogatives of so ty." 
.That phraseology will be found in 3 Sumner, 372, and a 
similar interpretation of the Constitution will be vered in 


Judge Story's Commentaries on the Constitution, wherein he con- 
siders the construction placed upon the ambassador clause of the 
organic law by Mr. Rawle, and dissents from the latter view. But 
it will serve no useful purpose to continue this discussion upon 
this line. The matter has been fully covered, and I rise princi- 
pally for the purpose of saying a word or two with reference to 
misconceptions, as it seems to me, which prevail in some quarters 
regarding the effect of the passage of this resolution. 

have said that I do not intend to run over the facts regarding 
the question of the existence or nonexistence of war. Perhaps if 
I needed much evidence as to the existence of a war I could find 
it in the statement of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason], who 
stated that a newspaper correspondent from Chicago had been 
killed in Cuba, and the Senator asked, ** Will anybody now doubt 
that there was war?" Of course it must have been a very serious 
situation which could have resulted in the taking away of any 
life, and perhaps nothing less than a large army. estimated, I be- 
lieve, at 200,000, would have succeeded in troubling a Chicago 
newspaper man. [Laughter.] 

But apart from the question of belligerency, I will respond to 
a few tions e day. I understood the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER] to say that each insurgent so-called 
can be considered a pirate or should be considered a pirate or 
traitor. The law upon that subject is not in a very clear condi- 
tion. But I think our policy cal toe demarked. It is very well 
stated in a late compilation—Glenn on International Law. On 
page 101 that author says: 


be rency has been recognized they in fact become lawful as acts of war. 
but previous to such on they possess all the characteristics of 
piracy, or at least would be 3 80 is true that the test of 
p want of competent authority, but the acts of insurgents are 


race, bu simpl as enemies of the — country against which their 
acts are di . If, therefore, the ents limit their acts to suchas are 
zed as pertain’ to ts, they should not be considered as 
piratical. If., on the other hand, their acts are not limited as sta but they 
are guilty of Triminate plunder and other acts of violence, or the society 
which they resent is not suffi: tly stable to hold out guaranties that 
their acts will be so limited and controlled, they can be trea as pirates. 


be at the mercy of all marauders and ir: - 
ble insurgents, under the cloak of war. the case of United States vs. The 
Ambrose ht it was held that a vessel on the high seas, in th 
insurgents who have not been recognized as bellige: 


de Neumann, o. and o As illustrating the fore- 

going, certain cases arose during the civil war in this country in 1961-1805. 

Then follows a discussion of the subject, and the author con- 
cludes that under our system and practice we can not recognize or 
claim insurgents to be piratical. nators who may desire to ex- 
amine this subject more fully will find in 3 Wharton, page 468, 
a very full discussion, with references to Woolsey, Calvo, Philli- 
more, and all modern authors upon international law. There 
seems to be a practical consensus of opinion that parties contend- 
ing who are recogni not as belligerents, but whose ede port 
has been admitted, can not be justly treated as pirates, and suc. 
recognition of insurgency (not belligerency) has been accorded 
here. There is, therefore, no danger that the Cuban insurgents 
can be adjudged pirates by our courts. 

Said the Supreme Court in the Three Friends case: 

The distinction bet iti f be 
o pace nc r roana oi Un a Sones of wat 
a material sense and of war in a | sense, is sharply illustrated by the 
case before us; for here the politi: rene (in this case the i- 
dent) has not the existence a de facto belligerent power en- 
gaged in hostility with Spain, but has recognized the existence of insurrec- 
ti warfare prevailing before, at the time, and since this forfeiture is 
all to have been incurred. 

So that we have a decision by the court that the President, styled 
in this opinion the political department, had recognized the exist- 
enceofinsurgency. Itisclear, therefore, that we will not treat the 
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ts of Cuba as pirates. But we can not, as to the subjects 
of a foreign state, control domestic action unless we intervene and 
take possession of the country. This we may do in any case if 
we have the inclination and the power combined. 

Again, yesterday the distinguished and honorable Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER], in the course of his very eloquent and in- 
Btructive remarks, referred to the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. The sections which he named, as he stated, constitute our 
neutralitylaw. Under these particular provisions of our munici- 
pallaw we find the definition of crime and the punishment pre- 
scribed not only as to insurgents, but also as to those who, being 
recognized belligerents, engage in fitting out military enterprises 
or organizing expeditions here. 

'These provisions of our Federallaw are as applicable to recog- 
nized belligerents as they are to insurgents. It was claimed some 
time ago that the sections read here had no Spon. to insur- 

ency. This contention was overthrowninthe Wiborg and Three 
friends cases. It was determined, particularly in the latter case, 
that these sections apply equally in cases of belligerency as in 
cases of insurgency, and, indeed, so thoroughly is the distinction 
heretofore attempted to be made demolished by these adjudica- 
tions that it is now immaterial in a libel or in an indictment to 
aver belligerency at all. It is not a matter upon which the court 
is called upon to make a finding, and itis a recitation which would 
be stricken from a pleading as irrelevant and redundant, because 
it is of no importance legally as to whether or not belligerency 
has been conceded. 

What rights have the insurgents, then, under prevailing con- 
ditions? hat rights will they have if belligerency is accorded? 
The enactments under consideration, as I remarked, apply equally 
to ides cases. Section 5286 of the Revised Statutes is in these 
words: 

Every person who, within the territory or jurisdiction of the United 
States Dezins, or sets on foot, or provides or prepares the means for, any 
military expedition or enterprise, to be carried on from thence agains: the 
territory or dominions of any foreign prince or state, or of any colony, dis- 
trict, or People, with whom the United States are at peace, shall be deemed 
pe of a igh misdemeanor, and shall be fined not exceeding $3,000 and 

soned not more than three years. 

Under that law Captain Hart was indicted in the eastern dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania, and on the trial before Judge Butler, in the 
United States district court, that distinguished jurist charged the 
jury in effect as follows: 

a Setting on foot, within the United States, a military expedition, to be 
carried on from thenc? against the territory or dominion of any power, ete., 
with whom the United States are at peace; (2) providing the means for such 
an ex tion, as, for instance, means for transportation. 


To justify a conviction of Ward viding means for such a military 
1 y a (1) that a Dilitar P HON was organized 


MES tion, it must be prov! 
in this country, and (2) that defendant, in the district of his trial, provided 


means for it, as charged, with knowledge that it was such an expedition. 

Tt is lawful for men, many or few, to leave this country as individuals, 
ed wich tne POr SAAE TEENE Eia tokyo tamncgstien TO DENS MERI 
a foreign government: «nd it is immaterial that the vessel also carries arms, 
as merchandise, which are to be carried on shore in packages, as merchan- 

the men, who so intend to enlist. And the transportation of such 
persons, knowing their intent, constitutes no offense. 

That is the decision of the United States court, rendered on the 
22d of February of this year. 

This, Mr. President, disposes of the proposition that was made 
here by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason], to the effect that 
it is impossible to transport arms or ammunition from here to 
Cuba unless there is a recognition of bap esa I assert that 
the indictment which was so framed in the Hart cas» would be 
good in the presence of the recognition of belligerency, and that 
ae additional word would in that event be necessary to its legal 

cacy. 

In other words, recognition or nonrecognition is immaterial as 
far as the transportation of supplies is concerned. So true is this 
that if we adopt this joint resolution, if the House adopts it, if it 
is signed by the President and becomes a valid declaration of bel- 
ligerency, it will be impossible to test its legal effect, for no case 
will, under existing conditions, be framed to challenge it. No is- 
sue can be presented to the courts of the United States as to the 
Cuban insurgents which will test the validity of this recognition, 
because it will be practically without legal force. 

True, I concede that it may have a moral force. Senators who 
favor the joint resolution are right as to that. It may stimulate 
and assist the Cabans by encouraging them, and perhaps give 
them some status abroad not based upon any potentiality in law, 
but predicated, possibly, upon the notion that the adoption of the 
joint resolution discloses the possibility or probability of interven- 
tion upon the part of the United States. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from California permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. W. E. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. I ask it because I know the Senator has given 
very careful investigation to this question not only as it affects 
the question before the Senate, but in matters of business in his 
profession, As the law now is, it would be a violation for any 


Mr. WHITE. The question addressed to me by the Senator 
suggests a matter which I was just about to consider, and I will 
consider it immediately. 

As a practical 8 there is nothing in the suggestion. 
If it were possible for Spain to organize an expedition in this 
country, or to use this country as a basis of warlike supply, there 
would be a practicalside to the suggestion, but as it 1s now no 
on? pretends that Spain is equipping any force here. How can 
she do so? She has no sympathy and can expect no comfort or 
assistance here. Public sentiment is so universally against her 
that the proposition of the Senator from Georgia is relieved of 
any practical character and becomes no more than a theory—per- 
haps a legal distinction such as the Senator indicates. 

r.BACON. If the Senator will permit me, I will say thatthe 
8 was suggested by the statement which I understood the 
enator to make that the legal status of the parties would be in no 
wise changed. I think in that important particular the legal 
status wonld be very materially and radically changed. 

Mr. WHITE. I spoke of this country and the insurgents. To 
those parties I alluded. There is no difference at all in the status 
of this country toward insurgents as between themselves, and no 
practical difference as to Spain, because Spain fits out no expedi- 
tions, and, as I say, in the nature of the situation can fit out no ex- 
peditions in this country. Perhaps the effect of the Three Friends 
case may be to prevent Spain, even where there is no recognition, 
fitting out expeditions here. As to this, Lam not prepared to fully 
expres myself. Itis not important. 

have said that there is nothing to prevent the insurgents load- 
ing arms upon a ship and sending the same as merchandise to 
Cuba except the danger of capture. We can not prevent this, and 
if there is any officer of any gunboat or vessel who assumes to 
impede such traffic he is violating the law as laid down on the 
22d day of February by the district court for the eastern district 
of Pennsylvania and long the law of the United States. 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator from California yield to me for 
a question? 

r. WHITE, Certainly. 

Mr.MASON. Whatarethemenin prisonfornowin Baltimore? 

Mr. WHITE. I will say to the Senator that if he had honored 
me by being in the Chamber a few moments ago it would not be 
necessary for me to say what I will now repent. Captain Hart— 
Isuppose he is the person to whom the Senator refers—was in- 
dic for violation of section 5286 of the Federal statutes, for 
fitting out and organizing an expedition, and the court in that 
case charged the jury (I wiil read from the charge again): 


lt is lawful for men, many or few, to leave this country as individuals, 
without combination or organization here, to go abroad, even by the same 


vessel, with the purpose of enlisting with a body of insurgents to fight against 
a fore government; and it is immaterial that the vessel also carries arms 
as mer dise, w are to be carried on shore in packages, as merchan- 


dise, by the men who so intend to enlist. And the transportation of such 
persons, knowing their intent, constitutes no offensa. 

Now, a conviction was had because it appeared from the testi- 
mony that the defendant organized a military expedition; that the 
vessel was fitted out to fight; that the men upon it were prepared 
for war, and in one of the cases heretofore tried the parties charged 
actually npud the Spaniards upon the sea. If we recognize bel- 
ligerency, and if Captain Hart does the very things which he has 
done in the past, he will be subject to indictment and punishment 
under the section of the Revised Statutes read by me, rezardless 
of whether the Cubans are insurgents or belligerents. 

ERIS CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to help hima 
ittle? 

Mr. WHITE. Iam always thankful for the assistance of the 
Senator from New Hampshire, althongh I hope he will not pro- 
long the debate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Imerely wish to ask the Senator a question, 
The Senator is quite right, as I concede, in his statement abont 
the law. The neutrality laws are the same, whether the insur- 
gents remain insurgents or are recognized as belligerents. We 
pledge ourselves by those laws not to allow expeditions to be fitted 
out in our ports against a power with which we are at peace; and 
we shall remain at peace with Spain after the passage of the joint 
resolution. So it makes no difference, as the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts said yesterday and as the Senator from California states 
now. 

Under those circumstances,I wish to ask the Senator why a 
year Mons wanted the United States to recognize the belliger- 
ency of the Cuban insurgents? 
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Mr. WHITE. Iwill say to the Senator that at the time I re- 
marked—and I regret that my remarks then made had oniy paas 
ing effect upon the Senator from New Hampshire—that I did not 
believe the adoption of the resolution would have any real result 
beyond such moral benefit as might be derived therefrom by the 
insurgents, but that, as the sentiment was in favor of such a res- 
olution, I would vote for it. Notwithstanding the somewhat in- 
jurious effect which the declaration of belligerency would have 
upon the country, I was willing to go that far. 1 did not, how- 
ever, vote to declare belligerency, but only to advise the Execu- 
tive, which is not the proposition before the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But the Senator did not vote to advise the 
Executive to do a thing which the United States ought not to do. 
He voted to advise the President to do what he thought he ought 
todo. Now,the Senator did that to help Cuba, as I understand 


Mr. WHITE. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Because of the moral effect upon the Cuban 
cause of the resolution which he proposed, and which was voted 
down, and the resolution which we adopted, and for which he 
voted. Why is he not now willing to vote to give Cuba the same 
moral assistance which he wanted to give her a year ago? 

Mr. WHITE. Is it possible that the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire has not arisen to the fact that the present is an attempt by 
Congress to declare belligerency? Does he not know that he is not 
presenting the same proposition? Let him present in lieu of the 

ending joint resolution the resolution proposed by me before, and 
HET vote for it; but I will not, with my views of the jurisdiction 
of this body, vote for the pending proposition. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator voted for the resolution that 
was passed before, which is in the exact language, I repeat—it 
seems to be hard to get it into the heads of some Senators—of the 
resolution proposed to-day, except that one was a concurrent 
resolution—— 

Mr. WHITE. Yes; ‘‘except.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. And the other is a joint resolution. But 
the declaration that it was advisable to recognize belligerency was 
the same a year ago that it is now. A year ago the Senator was 
for it, to-day he is against it. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator does not state the facts. I admit 
that it is very hard to penetrate the minds of some Senators, and 
that there are obstructions to the entrance of ideas into the heads 
of those who do not wish to learn, The effect of the pending 
resolution, if it pass as a joint resolution and receives Executive 
sanction, will be, according to the Senator, the absolute recogni- 
tion of belligerency. 

We do not make a n here of our opinion to the Execu- 
tive, as we did before. There we passed a concurrent resolution 
with the explicit understanding on the part of those who voted 
for it, and our words are of record here, that it was nothing more 
than an expression of opinion, that it wasa concurrent resolution, 
which had no effect as law, and was nothing more than advisory 
to the Executive, who treated it as such, negatively. 

Now you assert that the Congress itself has the power to pass 
the joint resolution as an original prope and to declare bel- 
ligerency, and, passing it over the Executive's veto, to make it an 
efficacious announcement of W That I deny, and de- 
nying it, I am azainst the proposition. 'Theargumentof the Sen- 
ator that I am inconsistent is not warranted by the facts and is 
not sound in reason, and I am astonished that the Senator should 
have interrupted me for the purpose of making a suggestion so 
utterly void of merit. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator whether he 
is just as much in favor of having belligerency recognized now 
as he was a year ago, and only objects to having i end and the 
President do it by joint resolution instead of having it done by 
the President and upon the advice of Congress by à concurrent 
resolution? Is that the only difference? 

Mr. WHITE. This utterly irrelevant question will be answered 
by me as follows: As I am not as intimate with the political w- 
ers now in possession of the Government as is the Senator from 
New Hampshire, I do not care to advise those powers with refer- 
ence to the discharge of their constitutional duty, unless the con- 
dition shall become so flagrant as to warrant me in saying some- 
thing. I hops the Senator from New Hampshire will not continue 
thus to hamper the progress of his own party on the way to good 
times. [Laughter.] I trust that the joint resolution will get out 
of the way of the tariff bill, because we know that when that 
measure passes, there will be no shortage in our funds, no end to 
our pleasure, and we can then, perhaps, afford to declare war with 
profit to ourselves and disadvantage to our enemies. 

Mr. President, the law as laid down in the district court of 
Pennsylvania is not inconsistent with previous decisions. All 
are in the same line. I had occasion heretofore, probably a couple 


of ps ago, to call attention to the circumstance that when the 
Chilean difficulty was on hand, we refused to recognize the insur- 
gents. Our executive department and the legislative department 


utterly d the existence of the party there which finally 
became dominant. At the time that party controlled the navy, 
had with it nearly all the representatives of the house and the 
senators, possessed a large part of the Chilean territory, and 
finally succeeded. 

During the progress of that revolution the Chilean insurgents 
sent a vessel to a port of the United States convoyed by a ship of 
war as far as Cape San Lucas. The vessel thus convoyed—the 
Itata—came within our waters and shipped 880,000 worth of 
arms, purchased in the city of New York and sent by rail to San 
Francisco and then transferred by schooner on board this vessel. 
Our Government, having refused to recognize the insurgents, con- 
ceived the idea that its duty led to the prosecution of the men 
who had purchased the arms and to libel the vessel. Wesent the 
Charleston down to the harbor of Iquique and seized the Jtata 
and brought her back to the United States. The United States 
filed a libel in the southern district of California against the'ves- 
sel, and, under the criminal laws of the United States, tried a 
Chilean congressman who had purchased the arms; and yet the 
court of appeals, in passing upon the case, said: 


It will thus be seen that the cases relied upon are clearly distinguishable 
from the case of the Itata. It is true that in this case there were criminatin; 
circumstances sufficient to arouse suspicion as to a hostile intent on the 
of the Itata. The sending of the war ship Esmeralda as a convoy for a part 
of the way, the Jtata being under the command of a captain of the navy, 
with soldiers, cannon, and muskets on board; the concealment of the can- 
non; the change of dress of a part of the crew; the failure to give the bond 
required by law; the circuitous methods adopted to take the arms and am- 
munition from the schooner Robert and Minnie, are all proper circumstancés 
to b» considered, and were perhaps sufficient to cast the burden of proof u 
the Itata to establish her innocence by showing, as she did. that notwith- 
standing these suspicions and incriminating circumstances, she was not a 
war vessel; that she had done nothing, and did not intend to do anything, 
contrary to the provisions of section 5253; that she was not fitted out or 
armed, or attempted to be fitted out or armed, or procured to be fitted out or 
armed or furnished, with intent that she should be employed “in the service 
of any foreign prince or state, or any colony, district, or people, to cruise or 
commit hostilities against the subjects, citizens, or property of any foreign 
peines or state, or of any colony, district, or people with whom the United ' 


tates wereat . 

The ease of The Florida (4 Ben., 452) was a libel against the vessel for an 
alleged forfeiture claimed to have been incurred by a violation of section 
6283 of the Revised Statutes, and in its facts bears a closer ptr to the 
facts of this case than any of the other cases to which our attention has been 
called. The court said: 

8 . that persons acting as agents of the insurrectionary party in 
uba— 


This was a former Cuban war— 


“were the real owners of the vessel and her cargo of arms and munitions of 
war, and that the transaction of the borrowing by Darr from Castillo of the 
money wherewith the vessel and her cargo were purchased was a sham, and 
that the vessel was to proceed with her cargo to Vera Cruz, and there the 
vesseland cargo were to be transferred by Darr, their nominal owner, to 
persons acting for the insurrectionary party in Cuba, and that thence the 
vessel was to take the cargo to some point off the coast of Cuba, and land it 
on the shore by the use of rafts made out of the lumber on board, towed by 
the steam launch on board through shallow water to the shore, and that Darr 
and such real owners of the vessel and cargo had intent to do all this in fittin, 

out the vessel and ghee her cargo on board, still a violation of the thir 

section of the act of 1818 is not thereby made out.“ 


A perusal of that case, decided in 4 Benedict, will reaffirm every- 
thing I have said. 

The issues in the Itata case were practically determined in 
United States vs. Trumbull, 48 Federal! Reporter, 107. 

When Mr. Trumbull, the Chilean congressman, was under indict- 
ment for his admitted participancy in loading the Itata with arms, 
ammunition, and other supplies for the Chilean insurgents, Judge 
Bow. then district, and now circuit, judge of the United States, 
said: 


There is nothing in the evidence nde to show that any of the arms or 
ammunition were intended for use by the Itata. On the contrary, the whole 
case shows that the defendants caused them to be put on board of her with 
the intention that she should transport them to Chile for the use of the insur- 
rectionary party there. 

This does not constitute the fitting out, arming, or furnishing of the Itata 
with intent that she should be employed to cruise or commit hostilities in 
the service of the insurrestionar: parey azainst the then Government of 
Chile. In principle the case is, I think. much like that of the Florida, decided 
by Judge Blatchford in 1571 and reported in 4 Ben. 452. 


Judge Ross proceeds to show that Judge Blatchford in that case 
adopted the view which justified the purchase and shipment by 
the insurgents of arms and supplies. 

The following are the sections of the Revised Statutes to which 
Ihave alluded: 


Sec. 5281. Every citizen of the United States who, within the territory or 
jurisdiction thereof, accepts and exercises a co ssion to serve a forvign 
prince, state, colony, district, or people, in war, by land or by sea, uve 
any prince, state, colony, district, or people, with whom the United States 
nre at peace, shall be deemed guilty of a high misdemeanor, and shall be fined 
not more than $2,000 and imprisoned not more than t ears. 

SEC. 5232. Every person who, within the territory or jurisdiction of the 
United States, enlists or enters himself, or hires or retains another person to 
enlist or enter himself, or to go beyond the limits or jurisdiction of the 
United States with intent to be enlisted or entered in the service of any for- 
eign prince, state, colony, district, or people, as a soldier, or as a marine or 
seaman, on board of any vessel of war, letter of marque, or privateer, shall 
be deemed guilty of high misdemeanor. and shall be fined not more than $1,000 
and imprisoned not more than three years. 

SEC. Every person who, within the limits of the United States, fits 
out and arms, or at pts to fit out and arm, or procures to be fitted out and 
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armed, or knowingly is concerned in the furnishing, fitting out, or arming, of 
in the service of 


arms, ammunition, and stores, which may have been 
cured for the building and 
bar use of the informer, and 


g any private vessel of war, or privateer, with intent tha 
shall be employed to cruise, or commit hostilities, upon the citizens of the 
United States, or their property, or who takes the command of, or enters on 
board of any such vessel, for such intent, or who purchases auy interest in 
any such vessel, with a view to share in the profits thereof. shall be deemed 
gulity of a high misdemeanor, and fined not more that $10,000, and impris- 
oned not more than ten years. And the trial for such offense, if committed 
without the limits of the United States, shall be in the district in which the 
offender shall be apprehended or first brought. 

SEC. 5285. Every person who, within the territory or jurisdiction of the 
United States, increases or augments, or procures to be increased or aug- 
mented, or knowingly is concerned in inc or augmenting the force of 
any ship of war, r, or other armed vessel, which, at the time of her 
arrival within the United States, was a ship of war, or cruiser, or armed ves- 
sel, in the service of any fore prince or state, or of any colony, district, or 
people, or belonging to the subjects or citizens of any such prince or state, 


colony, d ict, or people, the same being at war with any foreign prince 
or . or of any colony, district, or people, with whom the United States 
are at peace, by adding to the number of the s of such vessels, or by 


EE M URGE MINI ESAE te wats WEIT un deena tality of 
an uipment solely & cable War. 
high misdemeanor. and shall d ed not more than $1,000 and 8 
gd. 88. Every Derek who, within the territory or jurisdiction of the 
United States, begins, or sets on foot, or provides, or prepares the means 
for, any military expedition or enterprise, to be carried on from thence 
against the territory or dominions of any fore prince or state, or of an 
colony, district, or y" le with whom the Uni States are at peace, sha 
be deemed guilty of a high misdemeanor, and shall be fined not exceeding 
$3,000 and imprisoned not more than three years. 

Mr. President, I am o to the passage of the joint resolu- 
tion, because I believe this subject-matter to be within the exclu- 
sive authority of the Executive, and I base this conclusion upon 
the reasons heretofore assigned. When the Executive refuses to 
act, and whenever Congress concludes that a time has come for 
war, we may discuss that momentous problem. No such issue is 
tendered. It appears to me that when Senators standing in their 
places here assert that the declaration of belligerency is not or 
should not be offensive, and then, in the same breath, proceed to 
make statements in connection with their reasons for that decla- 
ration which are in themselves grossly offensive, the motive is at 
once disclosed, and that the real object is ultimately to bring 
abont a war, though they do not venture the direct announce- 
ment. 

Mr. President, I know that it is easy to incite the fervid imagi- 
nations and patriotic sentiments of the American people. Iknow, 
and glory in the thought, that every American loves right. Lib- 
ertyis cherished by each of our people. In the generosity of their 
hearts they wish universal freedom. But the man who appre- 
ciates true liberty knows how to conserve it. He knows that in 
desperate conflict liberty is not always ultimately victorious. He 
knows that though this Government is powerful enough to sub- 
vert Spain, and poe enough to wrench Cuba from her hands, 
when that end has been 5 it is exceedingly dubious 
whether the cause of liberty will have been promoted here or our 
interests favorably affected. 

I said a day or two ago that grave problems confront us now. 
Let us not be diverted from their consideration. Let us defend 
our citizens. Our Executive has the power to do so. He has be- 
hind him the sentiment of the American people, and whenever he 
appeals to Congress for any aid in that direction he will receive a 
ready response. But a few days have passed sinc» Mr. McKinley 
took charge. He has sent his own messenger to Cuba to investi- 

ate. Heisacting within the power conferred upon him by the 
'onstitution, and though he were not so acting. I should not feel 
myself at liberty to disregard constitutional obligations. 

We must each decide this question for ourselves; but it is satis- 
factory to me to feel that the Executive will not fail in his duty 
here, but will meet the situation properly and wisely. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] showed us 
a copy of a resolution which had been offered here by the present 
Secretary of State, and to-day the distinguished and honorable 
Senator from Alabama again informed us that after all the pend- 
ing resolution was either a copy or a paraphrase of one or two that 
had been offered by the present Secretary of State. 

Have we any doubt of his feelings in this matter? Have we 
any question as to what his sentiments are? Why is it that Sen- 
ators who say that they are really anxious to know the facts are 
not willing to submit this proposition to a man whose views, 
when he was a Senator, have n often apre who is as 
familiar with this subject as anyone in this ber, and who 
has the facilities which are given him by law enabling him to 


know more about it than any member of this body? Why is it 
that they are unwilling to trust him orto trust the Executive 


elected by their own votes? 

Though I am op 0 to both, though I regard the 
policies which'they have stated to be theirs as fraught with dis- 
aster to the American people, nevertheless I do not intend to per- 
mit my political views or prejudices to enter into the consider- 
ation of this grave subject; and whatever may be done by others, 
my vote will be cast first for reference. If that motion fails, my 
vote will be cast against the joint resolution. If the joint reso- 
lution passes, we may be relieved from responsibility, as far as 
anything direct is concerned, but I could not avoid adore genres d 
in the presence of my construction of the Constitution if I vo 
affirmatively in this regard. I know the sentiment of Senators 
who are antagonistic to the joint resolution. They do not desire 
delay. We have taken comparatively little time in this debate, 
and I believe there is nothing to prevent a vote this afternoon. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President. I wish to say merely a few 
words. I suppose every man sometimes wonders why the rest of 
the world does not think precisely as he does. Iam to some ex- 
tent in that situation now. I wonder why the majority of the 
body does not see that it is the wiser course to refer the joint res- 
olution. I wonder why the friends of the joint resolution do not 
see how clearly it would be an advantage to their cause if the res- 
olution should come back from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions accompanied by a report which should clearly and distinctly 
set forth to us what is meant by a declaration of belligerency; 
what is meant technically in this connection by a state of war, 
with a codification of the valuable papers or extracts from the 
papers submitted by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], add- 
ing to it some suggestions made to us by the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. THURSTON], and especially statement of the re- 
markable and applicable declaration of Sagasta, late prime minis- 
ter, that a state of war does now exist. 

I submit that all of us, though supposed to know these things, 
are not ready with an answer to the legal questions which might 
be asked of us. Such a report would do justice to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations and justice to the Senate in this very im- 
portant and perhaps very serious emergency. Of course most of 
this can be found, if one will read the RECORD for two or three 
weeks, but it might be put in six or eight pases of an ordinary 
miscellaneous document. It would strengthen the cause of the 
people with whom I shall not vote, but I should be glad to send 
to my constituents a clear, legal statement of the views which in 
the minds of other Senators justify the passage of such a joint 
resolution. I think it would be better for all of us, on whichever 
side we may be, to have such a report made, and it can be well 
done. The speeches made by members of that committee are 
such, and the character of the men who have not made speeches 
is such, that we know the report may easily be made complete, 
logical, legal, instructive, and brief. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] to refer the joint 
resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations, upon which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. The Secretary call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name wascalled). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Colorado pu TELLER]. Being advised 
that he would vote the same way that I shall, I will cast my vote, 
I vote ** nay." 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. Were he pres- 
ent, he would vote in favor of referring the resolution and I should 
vote“ nay." 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote “ yea." 

Mr. ELKINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
my colleague [Mr. FAULKNER]. If he were present, I think he 
would vote “nay,” and I should vote ** yea.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GEoRGE's name was called). My 
DAT 8 a general pair with the junior Sena- 
tor from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT]. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

Mr. BATE (when the name of . Harris of Tennessee was 
called). My colleague [Mr. Harris] is paired with the senior 
Senator from Vermont . MORRILL], neither of whom is in the 
Chamber. 

Mr. KENNEY (when his name was called). I have a general 
air with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE]. 
do not know how he would vote. He not being here, I withhold 

my vote. Were he present and voting, I should vote nay.“ 
r. KYLE (when his name was called). Iam paired upon this 
uestion with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Parr] The 


nator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] is absent, and would vote 
“nay” were he present. 


I should like, with the consent of the 
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director of pairs on this side, to transfer my pair to the Senator 


from Nebraska 7 ALLEN] and vote. 3 

Mr. MILLS. e Senator from South Dakota can do it. 

Mr. STEWART. There is no objection. : 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to ask the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. Pasco] if the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] is paired 
with any Senator? 3 

Mr. PASCO. Ido not now know of any arrangement to pair 
him. If I learn that one has been made, I will advise the Senator 
from South Dakota. 

Mr. KYLE. Then I transfer my pair to the Senator from Ne- 
braska . ALLEN] and will vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. L AY (when his name was called). I have a general 
I with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLan]. 
he were present, I should vote ** nay." í ; 

"Mr. McENERY (when his name was called). Iam ed with 
the junior Senator from New York [Mr. PLATT]. he were 
present, I should vote ** nay." 

Mr. MANTLE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Virginia .MaRrIN]. Ido 
not see him in the ber. If he were here, I should vote 
Em nay. n 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. FORAKER. I havea pair with the junior Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. EARLE]. Iam told thatif he were here he 
would vote ‘‘nay.” Therefore I withhold my vote. If I were at 
liberty to vote, I should vote ** yea." f 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to state that if my colleague [Mr. 
ManTIN] were here he would vote ‘‘nay.” Therefore the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. MANTLE], who is paired with my colleague 
and would vote the same way, is at liberty to vote. d 

Mr. MANTLE. I thank the Senator from Virginia for the in- 
formation. I will vote. I vote **nay." ; . 

Mr. BURROWS. My coll e 2 McMILLAN] is paired 
with theSenator from Kentucky (Mr: INDSAY]. If my colleague 
were present and at liberty to vote, he would vote “yea.” 

Mr. PASCO. The senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
FAULKNER], who is absent, desired me to announce that he is 

ired with his colleague [Mr. ELKINS]. If the senior Senator 

m West Virginia were present, he would vote ‘‘nay,” against 
the reference of the joint resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague [Mr. Vest], as has been an- 
nounced, is paired with the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
NELSON}. 1 my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PASCO. 


I am paired with 


3 I wish to announce the pair of the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] with the Senator from Colorado 
. TELLER]. If the Senator from Rhode Island were present, 

e would vote yea,“ and the Senator from Colorado would vote 
LI na m " 

Mr. HOAR. I think a pair has been announced with the Sena- 
tor from Colorado, 

Mr. PASCO. To what pair does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts refer? f 

Mr. HOAR. I do not remember now. Another pair has been 
announced, I believe. 

Mr. PASCO. Ithink no other pair has been arranged for the 
Senator from Colorado. I was authorized to make the pair I have 
announced. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—19, 

a Gear, Hoar, Wellington, 
Burrows, Hale, McBride, Wetmore, 
Caffery, Hanna, Perkins, White, 
Davis, ^ Shoup, Wilson. 
Fair Hawley, er, 

NAYS—3. 
Bacon, Clark, Mason, Btewart, 
Baker, 1i Mills, Thurston, 
Bate, Daniel, Morgan, Tillman, 
Berry, Gallinger, d, Turner, 
Butler, Harris, Kans. Pettigrew, Turpie. 
Cannon, Heitfeld, Pettus, Walthall, 
Carter, Jones, Ar’ Pritchard, Warren. 
Chandler, Kyle, Rawlins, 
Chilton, Mantle, Roach, 
NOT VOTING—35. 

drich, Frye, McEnery, Platt, N. T. 
lan- MeMillan, Proctor, 
Clay, Gorman, Martin, Quay, 

om, Gray. Mitchell, well, 
Deboe, Smith, 
Earle, Jones, Nev. Murphy, Teller, 
Kenney, elson, Vest, 

Faulkner, Lindsay, Penrose, Wolcott. 
Foraker, „ Pla: 

So the Senate refused to refer the joint resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr.FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, it has not been my purpose 


until now to invite the attention of the Senate in this debate, and 
it is my present intention to add but a few words. Ishall not in- 
dulge in criticism upon the Senate or its members, for my brief 
presence here has but increased my respect for both. My obser- 
vation is that there is no one here who possesses more patriotism 
or love of liberty than others; that in that respect there is an 
absolute equality here. I further observe. Mr. President, as this 
debate has progressed, that there is no difference among the honor- 
able Senators with respect to their desire for the freedom of Cuba. 
All wish to aee mess reign and liberty established in the desolated 
island. The difference arises, sir, with regard tothe means which 
shall be employed to attain the h -for end. 

The immediate division of opinion has been with reference to 
the motion of the distinguished Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
to refer the resolution of the honorable Senator from Alnbama 
[Mr. MorGan] to the Committee on Foreign Relations. Those 
who opposed the reference felt that they had adequate informa- 
tion upon which to act, while those who favored the reference 
desired in an orderly and usual way to secure information in the 
State Department bearing upon the subject under consideration; 
and they also desired to have the deliberate judgment of the able 
Committee on Foreign Relations with respect to it. Their desire 
in this regard was intensified by the partial disclosures made yes- 
terday by the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. FonAKER]. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that those who favored the refer- 
ence for the reasons indicated are not wanting in humanity and 
love of country and are not unreasonable in their demands. Few 
questions can arise in this Chamber more momentous than this, 
and it should have that consideration which comports with its 
magnitude. Some Senators may be satisfied with the fragmentary 
information of affairs in Cuba, which they have from private 
sources, from the public press, and from the State Department, 
but others may not be. 

It would seem that as a Dire for action upon this question, 
so important in its immediate results and which shall become a 
notable precedent, there should be upon the table of every Sen- 
ator all the official information obtainable and a well-considered 
report from the appropriate committee. Each Senator must act 
upon the solemnity of his oath, and a nice regard for the obligation 
he has taken upon his entrance to this Chamber demands that he 
have the essential facts officially ascertained before he records his 
deliberate potential judgment: 

I observe that this course was adopted by the Senate at the last 
session. The resolution concerning Cuba was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. The committee, after mature delib- 
eration, reported it back to the Senate with substitute resolutions. 
The majority report was presented by the honorable Senator from 
Alabama, who now opposes the reference of his own resolution 
spe the same subject in the same manner to the same committee. 

deliberation and orderly procedure was observed then, why not 
now? Whatexigency has arisen which demands the present de- 
parture from the practices of the Senate in the past? 

Mr. President, I shall not stop to discuss the question as to 
whether, under the Constitution, the recognition of belligerency 
is an executive or legislative function, or whether the executive 
and legislative branches of the Government should act conjointly. 
But it seems to me that in the conduct of our foreign affairs the 
practice has been for the Committee on Foreign tions to act 
upon these international questions to some degree in conjunction 
with the executive department of the Government. If such has 
not pon the practice heretofore now is the time to set a good 
precedent. 

A new Administration isin power, not yet three months old— 
an Administration charged with great responsibility. Shall we 
act in this grave matter regardless of its views or policies 
ing foreign affairs? Shall the Congress take one position and the 
Executive another upon a question of such moment and obvious 
delicacy? If so, what will be the effect, not only upon the fortune 
of Cuba, but upon our domestic affairs, sensitive and unsettled 
as they are? 

Mr. President, if I correctly apprehend those who favor the 
resolution of the Senator from Alabama, one of the chief purposes 
to be accomplished by the recognition of belligerency is to legiti- 
matize the war in Cuba; it is to change barbarous warfare into 
civilized warfare. 'The immediate purpose is not to stop the war, 
but to alter its character. 

Sir, I hold to theopinionthatallwaris barbarous. Iam against 
war, civilized or uncivilized, except it be necessary to redeem 
people from oppression, or be for national defense, or to sustain 
the national honor in the protection of American citizenship. I 
preferred a reference of the joint resolution to the Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee, that it might determine whether under all the 
facts, according to the official information in the pomo of the 
Government, it could not report a resolution which will accom- 
usd what the resolution offered by the Senator from Alabama 

ils to secure, and that is, peace and the ind dence of Cuba. 

Upon the recognition of belligerent rights, Mr. President, we 


1897. 


do not stop the war; we merely dignify it. When will it cease? 
How much longer will the slaug continue? How much longer 
will the sword and torch devour? No one can tell; no one can 
aneasure the loss. 

I would prefer a policy more certain, more direct. Let us come 
out into the open and be for war or against it. Ifa great moral 

ibility rests upon us, as I believe it does, let us discharge 
it squarely and fairly. 

Sir, I would forthwith tender the good offices of this Govern- 
ment to the Spanish cabinet, to the end that war cease. And fur- 
ther, I would open amicable negotiations to secure the independ- 
ence of Cuba, which, under the providence of the Almighty, is its 
manifest destiny. If these peaceful and honorable methods fail 
and the war should continue, I would have no hesitancy in reach- 
ing out the mighty arm of this Government and saying, This war 
shall cease.” But. sir, such an extreme measure will not be neces- 
gary to accomplish an honorable peace. 

Some of the distinguished Senators who belong to the party 
which holds my loyal allegiance have professed to support the 
resolution of the Senator from Alabama because, as they hold, it 
is in consonance with the platform adopted at St. Louis. I heard 
the distinguished Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON], who 
presided over the deliberations of that great congress of American 
citizens assembled at St. Louis with such conspicuous ability, 
read the platform this morning and declare his approval of it. 
With due deference to the honorable Senator, I must utterly and 
entirely repudiate the suggestion that the resolution proposed by 
the Senator from Alabama is in accord with the Republican plat- 
form, for, in my judgment, it is against it. The platform upon the 
Cuban question dec that— 

From the hour of achieving their own independence the ple of the 
United States have M ce a with sympathy the struggles of other American 
people to free themselves from European domination. We watch with deep 
and abiding interest the heroic battle of the Onnin eite against cruelty 

t hopes go out for the full success of their deter- 
contest for liberty. 


The Government of Spain having lost control of Cuba, and being unable 
to protect the property or lives of resident American citizens, or to comply 
with its treaty obligations— 

Note carefully what follows— 
we believe that the Government of the United States should actively use 
its oy ere and good offices to restore peace and give independence to the 


This language is free from ambiguity. Its meaning is not in- 
volved in the slightest doubt. Peace and independence are to be 
obtained through the active sew of the United States. 

Let me read the resolution o by the Senator from Alabama: 

Revolved by the Senate and Hi R tati the United State. 
America in E iui. Tint acuti ion of pretiis war acinis — 
the Government of S and the government ed and for some time 
maintained by force of arms by the people of Cuba, and that the United States 
of America shall maintain a strict neutrality between the contending powers, 
according to each all rights of belligerents in the ports and territory of 
the United States. 


9 policy to which this resolution commits the Government is 
one of— 

Strict rality between the contending ops Aree H the 
rights pbati Aeae in the ports and tersitory of 1 the U; States.. = 

I yield to no Senator, I yield to no Republican in my attach- 
ment to the doctrines of the Republican I believe that 
when the platform was adopted at St. Louis it was a covenant to 
be executed honestly, fearlessly, faithfully, and I am here, Mr. 
President, to execute it to the best of my humble ability. 

The scope and purpose of the resolution and the ublican 
platform are totall dissimilar. The former recognizes rights 
of belligerency and maintains an attitude of strict neutrality— 

nothing more—while the platform requires the Government to 

tender its good offices to restore peace and give independence to 

the island. The distinction between tendering the good offices of 

the Government and acknowledging belligerency, according to 
_ international law, is broad and marked. 

I believe the golden moment of which the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] has spoken has arrived. The 
condition in Cuba, except the horrors in the ilential camps, 
which the President’s message has wisely attempted to mitigate, 
seems to be worse than ever; the hold of Spain on Cuba is less cer- 
tain; her revenues have decreased; the of war have in- 
creased. The spem faerie is at hand, when the march must stop. 
A large army is to be maintained at heavy cost until the seasons 
permit a new campaign. The issue is in the balance. Sir, it 
would seem that the highest considerations which can move men 

or nations would suggest the tender and acceptance of the good 
offices of this Government. 

Mr. President, before closing, I wish to say that I am deeply sen- 
sible of the DAD in Coe I have = doubt of the substantial 
accuracy of the reports of the press of the country with respect to 
it. lam also conscious of the distress and suffering in our own 
country. Every hour the pathetic appeals of our own cou - 
men come to us. Over 2,000,000 and loyal American work- 
men are walkiug the streets and highways of our country ask- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1179 


ing for work; MAE not charity, but a chance to labor. 
eyes are on this Cham Every houris precious to them. 


Their 


- not 3 by the barbarity of Weyler, but by the cruelty 
of wan 
For every soldier that falls on the fields of Cuba a hundred fall 


in the ranks of labor. ed 
and the merchants have been idle in the marts of trade. In the 
name of these, sir, I protest against delay in the consideration of 
the matters for which we were convoked in this extraordinary 
session. Pass the tariff; pass the tariff" comes from our ex- 
pectant countrymen night and day. A tariff law and a currency 
commission are the imperative demands of the hour. Whatever 
will interfere with early securing them, no matter how important 
it is, I shall steadfastly oppose. ; 

I offer as an amendment to the resolution of the Senator from 
Alabama what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair). 
The Secretary will state the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Indiana to the joint resolution. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all after the re- 
solving clause and insert: 

That the Congress of the United States views with deep solicitude the de- 
plorable civil strife in the Island of Cuba, which is so destructible to life and 


The manufacturers have been discourag 


roperty, and which is embarrassing and destroying the commerce of the 
Jnited States with Cuba. The highest motives of humanity and public in- 
cessation of hostilities and the establi ent of peace, and 


terest ire on 

that the President shall, in a friendly spirit, tender the good 
United States to Spain, to the end that bloodshed may A cease and 
Mr se ora nnd permanent peace may be established in the Island of Cuba; 
an x 

Thatthe President, in a spirit of amity, tender the good offices of the United 
States to S in an endeavor to secure the independence of Cuba upon 
terms alíke honorable and just to all powers concerned. And if the Presi- 
dent shall be unable by such friendly intercession to secure the independ- 
ence of Cuba. within a reasonable shall communicate the facts to 
Congress, with his recommendations 

Mr.CAFFERY. Mr. President, I do not propose to take up any 
considerable time of the Senate after the question has been so 
thoroughly discussed and so ably discussed on both sides. I will 
say to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. FAIRBANKS] that from the 
vote upon the motion to commit the joint resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations it is seri dimi to perceive what will 
be the fate of his substitute. It will be voted down likewise. 

While we all sympathize with the Cubans, and while we all re- 
spect and admire their efforts to obtain independence, it appears 
to me that there is a consideration of much more moment which 
has been entirely lost sight of in this discussion. It is whether or 
not this joint resolution of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mor- 
GAN] is in conformity with the Constitution of our country, and, 
ifitis, whether we have pursued, in the matter of the considera- 
tion of that resolution, ordinary form of procedure that we 
apply to any matter of the commonest business before the Senate. 

he contention has never been successfully met that the prerog- 
ative or power of recognizing the independence of a new nation 
or the fact of belligerency rests with the Executive, There have 
been general assertions, but there has been nothing, in my opinion 
in the way of ar: t to show that the Congress of the nited z 
States is char Ma D. DONO OE TOOTE DE $ DONEO or 
recognizing a condition of belligerency. t first point has not 
been met. 

The precedents of one hundred years have been adduced to the 
sarearena Arroken Basean Panik aen e 
without au ity in the premises for r i i cy or 

izing indepen The uniform custom and practice of 


me, he 


dence. 

the 8 if the matter were of doubtful construction, 
would settle the point in favor of the neongession of the independ- 
ence or the condition of belligerency by the executive branch of 
the Government. So the first point, in my opinion, largely tran- 
scends any question of sym: y for as ing people, for the 
question of a flagrant violation of our Constitution would havea 
much more far-reaching consequence than the question of promot- 


2 mo interests of the Cubans in their le for liberty. 

ut, Mr. President, it has been shown with as much potency as 
possible that even the recognition of belligerency would do the 
Cubans no good. So we are confronted with the proposition that 
the precedents of a hundred Te and the plain uctions from 
the Constitution itself must be violated in order that this Senate 


may express its views upon a question of fact being enacted ina 
distant country. If there was anything more needed to show the 
utter inability of this body as a mass to pr y consider ques- 
tions of fact, we have that evidence in the dieclosures of y. 
It appears that several Senators, members of the Foreign Relations 
Committee, visited the Secretary of State in order to glean some 
information as to what was going on in Cuba. This information 
was detailed by them, fil out by them to the Senate of the 
United States, after a series of questions amounting toalmostcross- 
examination. : 

What did we glean? We gleaned the statement from the honor- 
able Senator from Alabama that the communications between the 
United States consuls in Cuba and the Secretary of State ought 
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not to be given out to the public or to the Senate with the names 
of the consuls attached for fear of massacre—I suppose of those 
consuls. The distinguished Senator from Ohio filters out infor- 
mation to the purport or to the extent that if this information is 
ven out there would be some fear of violence somewhere. He 
oes not go to the extent of the massacring of General Lee or 
our co ; and upon this testimony, delivered before the Senate, 
weare called upon to recognize a condition of belligerency in Cuba! 

First, the testimony has nothing to do as to the matter of fact; 
second, it does not come to us in proper form. If it be true that 
the lives of American consuls in Cuba are threatened with vio- 
lence, that would be an occasion for us to sever diplomatic rela- 
tions with Spain, which probably, with the strained relations 
existing between the United States and Spain to-day, would de- 
velop into war. But that does not signify that there is a case of 
belligerency in Cuba. 

Mr. President, it is easy to inflame the 3 disposition of 
the American people. It is a much more difficult task in times of 
excitement to curb the erroneous patriotic sympathies of a large 
mass of ple, and that, in my opinion, is what we ought to do 
to-day. There is no sentiment which will create applause, there 
is no remark which will create enthusiasm in regard to this mat- 
ter, unless it is in an exaltation of the Cubans and in condemnation 
of the Spaniards. Our sympathy for liberty ought not to lead us 
to undertake, first, a province that we can not fill—the province 
of finding matters of fact; and, second, of passing upon matters of 
fact without the power and the capacity to procure all the evi- 
dence. 

It leaked out in the communication yesterday that the Secretary 
of State did not want even to give the names of the consuls. The 
Secretary of State can withhold and has withheld the information, 
and it is absolutely prerequisite to forming a judgment upon a 
matter of this sort that we should have the evidence, and the 
evidence, in the most official way; and we have none. 

General Grant had this case, or a similar one, under considera- 
tion for ten years. His then able Secretary of State, Mr. Fish, 
after investigating every condition surrounding the insurrection 
. in Cuba, rightly declared that there was no cause or no pretext 
for the United States recognizing belligerency in Cuba. 

The last Administration had this matter under consideration 
and from the testimony adduced before Mr. Olney he concluded 
that there was not sucha condition of affairs as would warrant the 
recognition of public war in Cuba. The present Administration 
has had it in hand, and likewise, with all the information gath- 
ered in advance, and with thefresh information before them, with 
every desire and opportunity to do justice in the premises and 
keep the United States within the lines of international law, they 
have not seen fit to recognize a state of belligerency in Cuba. 

Who, Mr. President, is to recognize such a question of fact? I 
propounded to the honorable Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] 
the question, when he was debating this matter before the Senate 
a day or two ago, whether the province of a legislative body was 
to find matters of fact or to enact legislation, and from what arti- 
cle of the Constitution he implied the authority opon the part of 
this body to go into investigations of matters of fact. You can 
not deduce it from the general power of legislation; it does not 
flow as a natural or as & necessary consequence. We enact laws 
for this great nation; we prescribe the rule of conduct of these 
70,000,000 people; but we have no authority or power to go out- 
side of the United States and to establish any matter of fact of 
any kind or character whatever; and the question of belligerency 
is a pure question of fact. 

International law writers differ as regards some of the imma- 
terial facts necessary to exist before you can recognize; but they 
generally agree, on the whole, and they universally agree, so far 
as I know, and the practice of nations is in accord with it, that it 
is purely a question of fact, to be deduced from a congeries of 
facts, to be doduond from the surrounding facts; and itis a ques- 
tion which a great nation ought t6 approach with a great deal of 
care, a great deal of circumspection, and a great deal of caution; 
and here we are to plunge into a possible collision with Spain 
without having even the evidence upon which you could senda 
man to the penitentiary for stealing a ginger cake. 

No sort of evidence of any kind has been adduced to this body 
which a jury would consent to take and arrive ata proper solution 
and a proper finding of a matter of fact. Our evidence has been 
entirely ex parte; it has been altogether on one side. Inflamma- 
tory newspaper articles, sensational newspaper reports, unauthen- 
ticated and irresponsible, are gravely cited as establishing a mat- 
ter of fact. That sort of evidence, Mr. President, does not satisfy 
me. Ihaveno doubt that some of the gentlemen who give these 
startling statements in regard to Cuba believe what they stated, 
if they were a hundred miles off from the scene; but these state- 
ments have been controverted by the facts themselves. 

Some of these newspaper correspondents have proven more than 
their case. They have established the fact of a triumphant insur- 
rection; they have established the fact of the Cuban insurgents 
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holding poreon of the country and chasing and locking up the 
Spaniards in fortified towns. If that be so, Mr. President, their 
independence is already achieved. 

Then, again, pronunciamentos from Weyler are heard, and Span- 
ish sympathizers come into the press and make their statements, 
Upon statements, we may say, of interested parties, statements 
largely emanating from the Cuban junta, which fights its battles 
ata safe distance, the Senate of the United States is called upon 
to pass upon this international fact of very considerable and grave 


moment. 
I protest against this action. I deny the authority of the Senate 
of the United States to sit as a co ssioner to find a fact. If it 


has that authority, bring your evidence from both sides; let all 
sides be heard; let there be a parent careful, and patriotic con- 
sideration of the question, and let not our minds be carried away 


with oxag rated athy or with simulated patriotism. 
The P IDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. FAIRBANKS]. 


Mr. MORGAN. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Alabama to lay the amendment on the table. 
ae HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays on that, Mr. Presi- 

nt. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. LE. Now, let the Chair state the question, so that 
Senators may understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on the motion 
ze on the table the amendment proposed by the Senator from 

jana. : 

Mr. HALE. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated, 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the resoly- 
ing clause and insert: 

That the Congress of the United States views with deep solicitude the 
deplorable civil strife in the Island of Cuba, which is so destructible to life and 


popati and which is emba and destroying the commerce of the 


nited States with Cuba. The highest motives of humanity and public 


interest require the cessation of hostilities and the establishment of peace, 
and that the President shall, in a friendly spirit, tender the good offices of the 
United States to Spain to the end that bloodshed may speedily cease, and 
that honorable and permanent peace may be established in the Island of 
Cuba; and, further, 

That the President, in a spirit of amity, tender the good offices of the 
United States to Spain in an endeayor to secure the independence of Cuba 
upon terms alike honorable and just to all powers concerned. And if the 
President shall be unable by such friendly intercession to secure the inde- 
pendence of Cuba within a reasonable time, he shall communicate the facts 
to Congress, with his recommendations thereon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the 
motion to lay the amendment which has just been read upon the 
table, upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

. Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], but I transfer 
that pair to the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] and 


vote “yea.” 
I am paired with 


Mr. ELKINS (when his name was called). 
m 8 Sar [Mr. FAULKNER]. 

r. FORAKER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. EARLE], but I un- 
derstand that, if here, he would vote ‘‘yea.” I therefore vote 
“yea,” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GEORGE’s name was called), I 
again announce that my colleague [Mr. GEORGE] is paired with 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. I ask that this an- 
ie pe ue may apply to any other yea-and-nay votes taken dur- 
ing the $ 

fr. GORMAN (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], and therefore 
withhold As 

Mr. KENNEY (when his name was called). Iagain announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PEN- 
ROSE]. He not being present, I withhold my vote. he were 
present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. KYLE (when his name was called). Itransfer my pair 
with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], as before, to the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and vote yea.” 

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). I have a general 
air with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN]. If 
e were present, I should vote “yea,” but he being absent, I 

withhold my vote. 

Mr. McENERY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from New York [Mr. PLATT], and therefore 
withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MANTLE (when his name was called). I desire to in 
announce my pair with the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Martin]; but with the statement made upon the other vote by 
the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. PANEI, I think that I am 
at liberty to vote apon this question. I therefore vote yea.“ 


Mr. N. IN (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
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the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], and therefore withhold 
my vote. p 

r PERKINS (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. morau, 
who is absent from the Senate Chamber, and therefore I withhold 
my vote. 

e roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihavea general 
from Delaware [Mr. Gray], and s 
vote. 

Mr. BATE. I desire to announee that my colleague [Mr. HAR- 
RIS of Tennessee}, who is not present, is paired with the Senator 
from Vermont Mr. MORRILL). A S 

Mr. CAFFERY (after having voted in the is fr ahah Iam 

ired on this question with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
I voted inadvertently, and therefore de- 


ir with the senior Senator 
hall therefore withhold my 


ANIEL], who is absent, 

sire to withdraw my vote. t 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tue Senator's vote is withdrawn. 
The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 15; as follows: 


YEARBS—35. 

Clark, Jones, Ark. Rawlins, 
o) Clay, Kyle, Shoup, 
Bate, Cockrell, Mantle, Stewart, 

Davia, ason, Thurston, 
Butler, Foraker, Mills, Tillman, 
Cannon, Gallinger, Morgan, Turner, 
Carter, Hansbrough, Pasco, Turpie, 
Chandler, Harris, Kans. Pettigrew, Walthall. 
Chilton Heitfeld, Pettus, 

NAYR-15. 
Allison, Hale, McBride, Wetmore, 
Burrows, panne, 8 — . — 
banks, wle: ner; s 
EC 5 d Wellington, 
NOT VOTING—&. 

Aldrich George, Martin. "Ay. 
Allen, | Goria, Mitchell, ee 
Caffery, Gray Morrill, Sewell, 
Cullom, Harris, Tenn. Murphy. Smith, 
Daniel, Jones, Ney. Nelson, Teller, 
Deboe, Kenney, Penrose, Vest, 
Earle, Lindsay, Perkins, Warren, 
Elkins, Lodge, Platt, Conn Wolcott 
Faulkner, McEnery, Platt, N. Y. 
Frye, McMillan, Proctor, 


So the motion to lay the amendment on the table was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engros for a third reading, and was read 
the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the joint 


resolution pass? 

Mr. HALE. Upon thàt I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ‘ à 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, L do not think anything further 
that can now be said or done can stay the march of the joint reso- 
Intion. The votes already taken in the Senate show that so far as 
this body goes the foreign policy of the present Administration 
has been taken possession of and is to be shaped by its political 
opponent. I believe that to be an unprecedented thing iu the 
history of all Administrations. I believe the passage of the joint 
resolution involves the United States possibly, and I fear probably, 
in the danger of actual war in the near future, and I call atten- 
tion—and that is why 1 have risen—to the record which the roll 
call has made to-day. ^ ! 

The solid opposition vote against the Republican party, includ- 
ing Democrats and Populists, with two exceptions, have declared, 
bya vote of 34 to 19, agaiust even arresting this measure long 
enough to send it to the committee of this body which, by its rules, 
has authority over the subject-matter. That vote is made up. as 
I have said, by the solid opposition to the a A aed pary with 
two exceptions—the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] and 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CarFERY]—and nine Republic- 
ans; and to-day the Administration stands before the country with 
its foreign policy, and a possible war involved, mapped for it by 
practically the solid vote of the opposition and a fraction of Re- 
publicans, 

I lament that most remarkable condition. I grieve that at the 
outset of President McKinley’s Administration this is to be done, 
withont deliberation of a committee, without the act of the Presi- 
dent in any way suggesting it, nay, in the face of the fact that the 
President has shown his interest in the subject by communicating 
to us a special message in which he has asked for relief and in 
which he has carefully excluded every other suggestion. We 
have the President of the United States, elected lately as its Presi- 
dent, new in office, on record as submitting to the Senate his judg- 
ment of the extent to which Congress should go at present, and 
that recommendation is to be ignored by literally going beyond 
anything he has suggested, a result to be accomplished in this body 
by the solid votes of our opponents and a fraction of Republicans, 


I can not hinder that. 
hinder it. 
voting finally on the subject-matter. It is a fact that here in the 
Senate seems to be the center of this determination to drive Con- 
gress and the United States on to the perilous edge of war, and 
that can not be hindered with the constitution of the Senate, as 
is manifest by the votes we have had this afternoon, Contenting 
myself with the fear—I will not say prophecy—that at no distant 
day regrets will arise in many Senators' minds for the action of 
to-day, and with my protest against this action, I shall take no 
more of the time of the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr, President, I have said very little in the 
course of this debate, and I propose to say but little in its closing 
honrs. We have heard all sorts of reasons given why the joint 
resolution should not be adopted, and now that we are about to 
take the final vote we have had a new reason thrust upon us, and 
that is a political one. 

I do not share in the apprehensions which seem to fill the mind 
of the distinguished Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] so far as the 
Republican party is concerned in the record it is making to-day, 
I was at the great convention in St. Louis, and I heard the plat- 
form read, I think, by the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
FORAKER], who addressed us so eloquently yesterday, and who 
was chairman of the committee on resolutions; and I remember, 
as I sat there in that auditorium, with probably 10,000 people, in- 
terested and earnest, with what acclaim the resolution relating to 
Cuba was accorded the approbation of that great audience. Sir, 
from that time to the present I have stood consistently upon the 
record we made in St. Louis and upon that plank of the Repub- 
lican platform. If I as a Republican violate to day any tenet of 
my political faith becanse I stand ees that platform now as I 
did then, I am willing to take my individual responsibility so far 
as my individual act is concerned. 

Ithink those of us who believe the time has arrived to say a 
word and cast a vote for Cuba need not fear the indignation either 
of the American people or of the political party to which we be- 
long. lam ready, sir, to risk my interests in the hands of that 
party apan the p'atform I occupy and upon the vote I cast, and I 
am willing that the distinguished Senator from Maine should 
square his acconnt with the people whom he so ably represents in 
this Chamber. 

Mr. President, what have we said to-day; what are we trying 
tosay to-day? We are trying to say to the American people and 
to the world that a state of war exists on the Island of Cuba; and 
that is all we are trying to say. I have in my desk extracts from 
almost every writer upon international law which justify me in 
saying upon their authority that a state of flagrant, wicked, mur- 
derous war exists in the island. and yet we hesitate to declare it. 

What are those 200,000 F soldiers doing in the Islaud of 
Cuba? Are they there for their health? Aes opa]: Have they 
gone there for a holiday excursion? Are they there for any other 
purpose than to wage a relentless war upon the people who are 
trying to establish the principles of freedom and independence in 
that once beautiful and now desolate isle? And yet all we are 
trying to say to-day, supported by facts incontrovertible, and 
which every Senator can ascertain for himself, if he will take the 
trouble, is that those 200,000 Spanish soldiers with cannon and 
with muskets and with murderous implements of warfare are 
waging in that island a war against the people who are trying to 
establish their independence and to become a free republic. 

Mr. President, that is all I care to say. Ihave no apologies to 
make, either to the distinguished Senator from Maine, to the Re- 
publican party, or to the country, for the action I have taken, and 
which I propose further to take upon the votes on this great 
question. I am willing to risk my political faith; I am willing to 
risk anything that may come to me politically or otherwise, when 
the conscience of the American people is aroused as it is aroused 
on this great question; and I shall cast my vote for the passage 
of the joint resolution with the sincere conviction that I am doing 
my duty to myself, to my State, and the nation I love as well as 
the Senator from Maine or any other Senator in this Chamber 
loves it. 

Mr. WELLINGTON rose. 

Mr, GALLINGER, Does the Senator from Maryland desire to 
interrupt me? 

Mr. WELLINGTON, 
shire a question? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. WELLINGTON, The Senator has said something about 
loyalty to the platform of the party adopted in St. Louis. I wish 
to ask him whether he does not recognize the fact that to-day we 
have voted upon this floor against a resolution presented by the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Id that was couched in the 
exact language of the Republican platform adopted at St. Louis? 

Mr. GALLINGER, hen I amin a battle, I do not permit the 
enemy to furnish me with my ammunition. [Applause in the 
galleries.] 


No Senator sympathizing with me can 
No amount of speaking can deter the Senators from 


May I ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
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Mr. WELLINGTON. Upon this occasion, however, the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire has allowed the enemy to furnish him 
with his ammunition. 

Mr. GALLINGER, If I had allowed the Senator from Mary- 


land to furnish the ammunition, it would certainl 
from the enemy, There is no doubt about that. 
the galleries. | 

Mr. HOAR., Mr. President, are we to have order in the gal- 
leries, or are we to proceed without order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, At the 8 of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, it is the duty of the Chair to notify the occu- 
pants of the galleries that demonstrations of any kind are not per- 
mitted. If they continue, the galleries will be cleared. 


have come 
Applause in 


Mr. HOAR. It was the duty of the Chair to do that without 
"T suggestion. 
Ir. THURSTON. Isuggest to the Senator from New Hamp- 


shire that the amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana 
was not in the exact language of the platform of the Republican 
party and, in my judgment, was not in harmony therewith. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is no question about that, bnt I do 
not care to take a single moment of the time of the Senate beyond 
what 1 have occupied, and which has been so courteously granted 
to me. Iam done. I stand upon my individual responsibility 
and record as a Republican and as a member of this body, and I 
shall esteem it one of the grandest privileges of my life, an oppor 
tunity such as will seldom come to me, to cast my vote in behalf 
of the same principles that underlie onr own grand Republic and 
that go to 1nake up the highest possible privilege of American 
citizenship, that of independence as a nation and liberty as a people. 

Mr.SPOONER. Mr. President, I am constrained by my view 
of duty to vote against the joint resolution. I had intended to 
address the Senate with some elaboration—I supposed I should 
have an opportunity on Monday—against the power of Congress 
to exercise what I consider an executive function. My memo- 
randa are not accessible, and I am ill, and shall content my- 
self simply with a statement of the reasons which impel me to 
record my vote against the joint resolution. 

I think the President of the United States, without any aid from 
Congress, has the power to ponam reutrality and to recognize 
the belligereney of Cuba. President Washington did it in the war 
between England and France; and his action drew upon him great 
criticism, for England bad oppressed and made war upon us, while 
France had been our friend. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Was there any belligerency in that case? 
Were they not two established nations? 

Mr. SPOONER. That fact is of no consequence. He did it, 
and as an execntive act. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He recognized belligerency? 

Mr. SPOONER. He recognized belligerency. 

Mr, COCKRELL, The belligerency of which one? 

Mr. SPOONER. It was a proclamation of nentrality, and the 
consensus of opinion has sustained his power. Essentially, what is 
the recognition of belligerency but a declaration of neutrality? 
What follows from a recognition of belligerency except neutral- 
ity? There is nothing in the pending joint resolution 

Mr. HOAR. The United States shall maintain a strict neu- 
trality," is the language of the joint resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is nothing in the inet resolution, in 
fact and in law, but à mere declaration of belligerency. All that 
follows it is surplusage, because, the fact of belligerency being 
recognized or declared, rights of belligerency follow, not from any 
av of ours, not from our Constitution, but from the law of na- 

ons, 

A ship flying the flag of the Cuban Republic would have a right 
to enter one of our harbors, not by virtue of any act of Congress, 
but becanse of the law of nations. Senators have asked here in 
a sneering way, “What is the law of nations?” The Supreme 
Court of the United States, in the Prize Cases, answered that ques- 
tion through Mr, Justice Grier thus: 

The law of nations is ala» called the law of nature. It rests upon the com- 
Mon consent and the common sense of nations. 

I doubt not the Senator from Alabama will concede that if 
every word of his joint resolution were stricken out except the 
declaration that a state of public war exists between the Cubans 
and Spain, all the rights or declarations which follow would result 
frominternationallaw. Theresolution, if passed and valid, would 
be efficient for no other purpose save that of recognizing belliger- 


ency. 

Mr. President, as I have said, the President has the power to 
recognize the belligerency of Cuba without any action of Con- 
gress. President Lincoln blockaded the Southern ports. The Su- 
preme Court of the United States held it to be valid. Recognition 
of belligerency by executive act being valid, I am led to say that 
there is one thing in all this discussion which I have not been able 
to understand, and that is how it can bean executive act, as all 
Senators seem to admit, and at the same time be a legislative act 
and within the constitutional competency of Congress. 


It must be one or the other. It can not be both. From my 
understanding of the theory of our Government;and the Constitu- 
tion under which we live, the President has the power, and I 
think the sole power, to recognize, sometimes in conjunction with 
the Senate, independence. Under the Articles of Confederation the 
Congress had the power to send and receive ambassadors, Under 
the Constitution of the Unitéd States the power is given to the 
des to send ambassadors and other ministers and to receive 
them. 

That involves in its very nature and its essence the power to 
recognizeindependence. If he accepts an ambassador or minister, 
that recognizes by an Executive act the independence of the gov- 
ernment which sends him. If he accredits one to another goy- 
ernment, that recognizes the independence of that government, 

It has been argued that Congress has the power to overrule 
that. I deny it. Congress has the power, 1 admit, to repeal 
every act creating the office of consul or minister or ambassador 
to a particular country; Congress has the power to repsa! every 
act fixing a salary to be paid to ambassadors, to ministers, and to 
consuls, if it chooses to exercise the power; but notwithstanding 
all that, the power is lodged in the President of the United States, 
and no Congress can deprive him of it, to send envoys and minis- 
ters if they go without salary, and he has the power to receive 
them from their governments and to conduct our foreign relations 
through them here, 

Congress has power to declare war. That power is conferred 
by the Constitution upon Congress. Congress can declare war 
against the Republic of Cuba, using that phrase, and thereb 
recognize the existence of the Republic of Cuba; but that will 
be a result, an incident in the exercise of a clearly conferred and 
indisputable power resting in Congress. It is another matter to 
declare the fact, for independence is a fact, substantively by Con- 
gressional action. Congress has power to un act regulating 
our commerce with the Republic of Cuba. That would recognize 
in legislation the 1 of Cuba; but it would be an incident 
in the exercise of a clear legislative power, and only that. 

Congress might by act regulate commercial intercourse with the 
Republic of Cuba," and still the President might decline to re- 
ceive a minister from the Repnblic of Cuba or to send one there, 
Congress can pass an nct fixing the value of the.coins of the ** Re- 
public of Cuba” for circulation throughout our country, and in 
that way recognize the existence of the Republic of Cuba; but it 
would be a mere incident in the exercise of a power which con- 
fessedly is legislativo, conferred upon the Congress. 

I repeat, that Ido not see how the power in question can be at once 
executive and legislative. The Constitution provides, in my view, 
no such anomaly. If it be legislative, it is for Congress to take the 
initiative and Congressalone. If itis executive, it is for the Presi- 
dent totaketheinitiativeand the Presidentaione. If tislezislative, 
Congress could not delegate the power tothe President, If exec- 
utive, the President can not turn it over to Congress, Congress 
has the power to abrogate a treaty the day after it is made, but 
that does not in the slightest degree deprive the President, in con- 
junction with the Senate, the President taking the initiative, of 
course, from exercising the treaty-making power given by the 
Constitution, I discover in the Constitution no power, express or 
erue to pass this wenig Eu ^ 

tis this proposition a proposition to recognize in 

qualified way the vernment of Cuba. Taonct stand here to zu 
tend that there is, infact, no Republicof Cuba. Theremaybe. The 
President, in the exercise of his functions, using all the facilities 
which from the fonndation of the Repnblic have been given into 
the hands of the President, may ascertain facts which will jus 
him a month hence in recognizing the independence of a Repub- 
lic of Cuba.” I say that a recognition of belligerency isa q ed 
recognition, because yon can only accord belligerent rights to an 
entity, a governmental entity, supported in a manner by force of 
arms, 1 


Ican not persuade myself to believe that the framers of the 
Constitution intended to give to the President the power of recog- 
nizing independence, and yet to give to the Con the power to 
exercise this qualified recognition of belligerency. The one is no 
more or less simply a fact than is the other. 

Now, Mr. President, upon what possible theory is it that this 
can be called legislation? Whatisit? Senators will not question 
that it is nothing more than the declaration of a fact, or that, the 
fact being lawfally declared, international law gives certain rights. 
Where does Congress obtain under the Constitution the power 
to simply declare a fact, or, if yon choose to say so, to ply 
recognize a fact? Is that legislation? An act passed by 
within the power conferred npon it by the Constitution is a rule 
of eonduct. It is not a rule of conduct which lasts only a week. 
It is not a rule of conduct which is to be binding only in the day- 
time, It is a rule of conduct which lasts until the power which 


made it unmakes it. 
When there is a changed condition of facts, when there is no 
longer occasion for such a law, when the public interest no longer 
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demands its operation, the Congress can and will repeal it. No 
other power can repeal it. But how about the assertion of a 
fact, something that may be true to-day and false next week? 
War chan from day to day the condition of affairs. To-day 
there may be a condition of public war in Cuba. Sixty days from 
now, notwithstanding this attempted recognition of belligerency, 
there may be none. - 

But you will have what our friends call a law npon the statute 
book declaring the fact of belligerency. How long is this to be 
operative? Six months later a new rebellion may have been or- 
garison and carried to a condition of public war. Would this 

ing you call a law beoperative? Woulditimposeany duty upon 
the Executive? Would Congress have to pass a new law declaring 
the new fact or would this answer the pepa 

Mr. President, I stand by the Republican platform at St. Louis, 
although I never yet have been wil to admit that a party plat- 
form can constrain a Senator on either side of this body upon à 
question of constitutional law. But I yield to no man in my 
loyalty to the Republican party or in my loyalty to its platform 
declarations. I deny, however, that this platform commits the 

y to this proposition. 

Itissaid that the people of the United States demand this action 
of the Senate. 

It is unquestioned that the people of the United States deeply 
sympathize with Cuba. So dol. I hope for her independence 
and prosperity. Iam not in my heart any friend of Spain in her 
relation to Cuba. She has in that regard forfeited any claim to 
sympathy or friendship by long years of misrule, oppression, and 
broken promises in Cuba. Senators have no right to say, ifa 
Senator thinks it his duty to vote against this joint resolution, 
that he is in hostility to Cuba, that he is friendly to Spain, that 
the spirit of liberty does not dwell in his heart. Not at all. 

The people of the United States have not been advised that this 

ition is a novel one, and that never in the history of the 
Republic has it been carried into effect before, although the power 
has been by different public men sometimes asserted. If this were 
& concurrent resolution expressing the opinion of Congress as to 
what the action of the Executive ought to be, that would be one 
thing. It is not that. It would then only be advisory. That 
might strengthen the hands of the Executive in a moral way. 
This would tie them in a legal way, if it be law, Mr. President. 
Congress before has passed resolutions expressive of its opinion 
upon such questions. 
tis proper that Congress should do it in certain circumstances. 
This is a proposition to go beyond any precedent, so far as I know, 
and to compel the President to express his public approval or dis 
approval of this Congressional declaration of a fact. 
ognition of belligerency isnot only to my mind executive in 
its nature, proper only to be exercised by an Executive who can 
pue in anauthentic way the facts upon which his action should 
predicated, but it is exclusively executive. This is a proposi- 
tion designed necessarily to force the hand of the President in a 
grave matter of our foreign policy. Never from the foundation 
of the Government, as I understand it, has the Senate, although 
& part of the treaty-making power, claimed the right to demand 
of the President papers in the Department of State relating to our 
foreign relations. 

President Washington denied that right. The Senate has always 
recognized the right of the President to decline. Not so as to 
matters Which we have a right to know in order to discharge 
intelligently our duty in ı passing laws. It can not be possible that 
the Senate can demand the present Administration—demand, 
Iuse the word advisedly—that there shall be transmitted here for 
the use of the public, or use in public, the reports of our consuls 
in Cuba, and the correspondence between Secretaries Olney and 
Sherman and Spain. 

If the President should decline upon the ground that in his judg- 
ment it was incompatible with the public interests, no Senator 
would insist that it was discourteous tothe Senate. The right to 
withhold such information must, in the very nature of things, 
rest with that department of the Government which, under the 
Constitution and in accordance with our traditions, has charge of 
our foreign relations. 

1f the Congress of the UnitedStates; or the Senate, had 
and successfully exercised the po. during the war to bring out 
by a resolution into thelight of day the correspondence which was 

ing on between Mr. Seward and the British Government in re- 

tion to the Trent affair, we would have had war between Great 
Britain and the United States. There might be to-day a negotia- 
tion well along, initiated by the executive department with Spain, 
for the independence of Cuba. If Congress could and should pass 
& law interfering with our relation to Cuba, hanging the attitude 
of the United States to Cuba, that negotiation would inevitably 
be embarrassed or defeated. 

Negotiation with foreign nations, as negotiations among busi- 
ness men, requires unity of action. There can not be too many 
engaged in negotiation at once. It must be confidential; it must 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1183 


be, in order to be successful, in a measure secret. It is hardly 
possible, I submit to Senators, although I know that I submit it 
vainly, that if this were a legislative power under the Constitu- 
tion, neither House of Congress would have had from the bezin- 
ning, unchallenged, the right to demand information from the 
State Department essential to enable it to legislate intelligently 
upon a subject within its constitutional legislative capacity. 

And yet there is not a writer upon our constitutional law— 
Story, Pomeroy, Kent, and all—who does not concede that com- 
munications sent and received in the course of our intercourse 
with foreign nations may, in the discretion of the President, be 
kept away from the public, or, what is,nearly the same thing in 
these days, from the Senate, 

Mr. President, I beg leave to repeat that I can not conceive it 
possible that this power can bea concurrent power, that it can be 
lodged in the Executive and at the same time lodged in the Houses 
of Congress. The concurrent jurisdiction and the principle which 
regu'ates it we all understand. That jurisdiction which first 
attaches goes on to the end. Two jurisdictions can not be effi- 
ciently exercised at the same time. 

The conclusion and action of each might differ, and this would 
5 y destroy the power. The principle of concurrent juris- 

iction can not possibly apply to coordinate departments of the 
Government; otherwise we might have the Houses of Congress 
passing a joint resolution one way, and the President acting in 
another—Congress 8 a fact one way, and the President 
declaring it another way. This joint resolution, if it be passed, 
and it will pass this body, will be a vicious precedent, in my judg- 
ment, and a fruitful source of weakness and friction in the conduct 
of our foreign relations. 

We have had in all the years of our history little cause to criti- 
cise the management of our foreign affairs by the executive de- 
partment. Asarule, from the beginning to to-day they have been 
managed with discretion, with ability, and with true American 
spirit. 

There is no occasion now for any innovation. There is no oc- 
casion,if there be warrant, for Congress to attempt to force the 
Presidentinto an unwilling partnership in the conduct of our for- 
eign relations, the most sensitive, the most far-reaching, and at 
times the most delicate and dangerous of any function devolved 
upon any department of the Government. 

Mr. Clay went as far as anyone in asserting the power of Con- 
gress jointly with the Executive to recognize independence: but 
Congress never passed anything but an advisory resolution. 
Scattered all through the books are the utterances of the ablest 
statesmen of both parties denyingthe power of Congress to trench 
in this wise upon the power of the Executive. 

Mr. President, noSenator will doubt that if this practiceisnow in- 
augurated it will be pursued. No Senator who stops to think will 
doubt that there is danger at least that in this most difficult and 
delicate relation and transaction of the Government the Congress 
will at inopportune times for the interest of the people intervene 
in the conduct of our foreign affairs. The President would be 
likely to wait for Congress. Congress would not be as likely to 
wait for the President. Insuch matters there is obvious weakness 
in divided responsibility. Iam not afraid of: one-man power” in 
the President in this a oe 

He is responsible to the people, and is subject to impeachment. 
We heard during the war much about ‘‘one-man power.” We 
heard Abraham Lincoln denounced from one end of the land to 
the other as usurping and exercising legislative and judicial func- 
tions, that we were living under a **one-man power:” but to-day 
all the people from ocean fo ocean rise up and bless him, and his 
memory throughout the world Lis fragrant, and to be fragrant for- 
ever. =a 
General Grant was permitted by Congress to pursue his way 
with reference to the recognition of Cuba through many years. . 
He was a liberty-loving man; he was a soldier; he was an Amer- 
ican; he was in favor of the Monroe doctrine. No Congress sought 
to force him in what was then and what is now a situation of 
danger by compelling him to sign or veto a declaration of bellig- 
erency. Shall we do it with our new President? The power 
must atleast be considered doubtful, as eminent lawyers in this 
body differ about it. ome 

If it be a doubtful question whether Con, possesses the 
owe to pass such a resolution, should dne be passed and the 

esident forced to sign it or veto, except under extraordinary 
circumstances, evincing either blindness or indifference to the 
popular will? 

A President might and would likely be placed at a very unfair dis- 
advantage by such action. He might, from information in his pos- 
session which he could not make public, feel it a duty to withhold 
rnd ahh and be disabled trom giving to Congress frankly and 
fully his reasons for disapproval. 

Senators on the other side waited a great many months for Mr, 
Cleveland to act in the Cuban matter, fourteen, I think, or more. 
He was not perhaps very greatly beloved at times by his party in 
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the Senate. Yet you did not insist upon forcing his hand by such 
action upon the Cuban question. The Senate did not vote to force 
him to sign or to veto a joint resolution—the same in legal effect 
as a bill—declaring belligerency. 

Yet now, when this Administration has been in power only since 
the 4th of March, it is proposed to force the hand of President 
McKinley by compelling him tosign or disapprove a bill declaring 
that public war exists in Cuba. I deny the power thus to act 

nd I deny the justice of such nction. 
e has sent a messenger of his own choice to Cuba to investi- 
ate. Hemayemploy and send there agents known and own. 
fie has facilities for investigation which we have not. He will be 
able to furnish to the Senate after a little, if it is in his opinion 
wise to do it, the result of his investigation, and he will be able to 
act upon full and authentic information in adopting a policy with 
reference to Cuba not only as to belligerency, but in general. 

I ask again, Why attempt to force the hand of the President in 
this way, within ninety days after he has taken the oath of office, 
in the absence of any desire expressed on his part for Congres- 
sional action? Is it fair to a President? Is it fair to the country? 
Is it a good precedent, Senators? Ido not doubt the sincerity of 
any Mi rra in this body; I do not doubt his love of liberty; I do 
not think because he chooses to speak upon a question he is a 
legislative filibuster. 

I believe every Senator in this body wishes to do in a calm and 
deliberate way his duty. Isay to Senatorson the other side: The 
time may come when the political situation will be changed. You 
may have another Democratic President. I hope you will not, 
but you may have another Democratic President. You may at 
the same time have a Republican Congress, and your President 
may be confronted with a situation of delicacy and danger, as the 
present President is, and as was President Grant. 

I doubt if you would think it statesmanship, I doubt if you 
would think it wise, when he was performing in a confidential 
way,as he must in such affairs, his duty, when he was seeking 
that information upon which alone he could intelligently base 
Executive action, to force him by a joint resolution. 

Isuspect thatif William McKinley had been defeated at the 
last election, if Mr. Bryan had been chosen and occupied the 
White House, and it was proposed by a Republican Congress to 
take away from him this important phase of the conduct of our 
foreign relations, to force him to approve or to disapprove a Con- 
gressional declaration of fact, to put upon him in this way a 
policy with reference to a great and delicate matter which he did 
not believe to be right or in the interest of the American people 
without further information, which he was seeking, Senators on 
the other side would make the rafters shake in this building with 
their eloquent denunciation of it as unjust to the Executive. 

I deny, Mr. President, that the people are demanding the estab- 
lishment of any new precedent of this kind in the legislative his- 
tory of our Republic. They sympathize with Cuba. They wish 
to see Cuba free, as I wish to see Cuba free. But I believe, Mr. 
President, that the American people have implicit confidence in 
the present occupant of the White House. They chose him in the 
constitutional way to be their President. They placed in his 
hands, under the Constitution, the executive power, and I firmly 
believe, if this matter were submitted to them to decide, they 
would say, Give him a fair chance." 

There is no reason to doubt his sentiment in regard to Cuba. 
There is no reason to doubt his patriotism. He testified his love 
ofliberty under our flag on many a battlefield. He never has 


‘made an utterance or done an act in public or in private life not 


in harmony with liberty and true, patriotic, American policy. He 
did not falter in his duty as a soldier. He will not falter in his 
duty as a President. Give him a fair chance. 

. President, I rose simply to explain in a few words the rea- 
sons why I can not, with my conviction of duty, vote for the 
pending joint resolution. I am painfully aware that I have 
spoken in a desultory way, and I have taken very much longer 
time than L intended, for which I apologize to the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, during the entire consideration 
of the Cuban question I have contented myself with remaining 

uiet and not taking part in the discussion, recognizing, as I have, 
the delicacy of the question involved, and with a desire to see the 
executive branch of the Government take such action as the facts 
presented to them would warrant. , We have waited for months 
and months, and,so far as we are advised, no action looking to the 
relief of those people, the settlement of that controversy, or the 
protection of American interests has been had. 

I had preferred, in view of the conditions in our own . 
the distress among our people commercially, that nothing should 
intervene to prevent a steady progress to a better condition of 
affairs. Nor would I now say one word but for the ntterances of 
the distinguished Senators from Maine and Wisconsin, who seek 
to make somewhat a party matter of the consideration of the pend- 
ing resolution, and to arraign, as the Senator from Maine has done, 
nearly all of those who are in opposition to the Republican party 
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in the Senate as being actuated by motives intended to embarrass 
the present Administration. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, did I in the least wise either arraign 
or refer to any motive? Did I indicate that I suspected any im- 
proper motive? Ionly brought out the remarkable fact that the 
resolution here, brought in by the oldest Democratic Senator, was 
supported by every Democrat except two and carried by that solid 
vote of the other side, and a fraction, nine only, of Republicans. 
Did I anywhere, may I ask the Senator, arraign the other side or 
intimate an arraignment; and should the Senator be sensitive on 
that point unless there is something to make him sensitive? I did 
not snggest it. He is the first who has suggested any political 
motive why it is that he and his fellows are found solidly voting 
to force the President's hand. Neither the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin nor I charged any improper motive. But it isa picturesque 
fact that the countr will take notice of. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ifthe Senator from Maine did not intend to 
convey the impression to the country that a solid vote on this side 
and of all in opposition to the present Administration was a 
political movement, I have no idea what he meant; and the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin follows it by the plain statement that if Mr. 
Bryan had been elected President of the United States instead of 
Mr. McKinley, we would have found a different condition of 
affairs on this side of the Chamber. What can it mean, I ask the 
Senator in all fairness, if it was not simply intended to convey 
the impression to the country that political sentiments enter into 
the matter of votes upon this question? He denies it. He says 
he does not intend to make such a statement. Of course I accept 
it, but I could not permit such a statement to go out without 
entering my protest against it. 

Mr. President, I know how serious a matter we are dealing with. 
I could not be found to cast my vote; no matter who was Presi- 
dent, for a resolution of this character unless the case was an ex- 
ceptional one. President Cleveland, during his Administration 
and in the last message which he delivered to Congress, informed 
us of the serious condition in Cuba as he understood it. He 
asked Congress not to take action to precipitate further and 
graver affairs, and Congress waited. But with true statesman- 
ship he informed Congress that the time might come (and he in- 
timated that it might come within a reasonably short period) 
when some action would be required to protect life and Tibe 
and our commercial interests, which are great, in that islan 
Have we reached that period? I was never satisfied in my own 
mind until yesterday that a case was before us where I could not 
hesitate longer to act. That was the most remarkable spectacle 
that has ever been presented to the Senate of the United States. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] and the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] say that no such action as is contemplated 
by this resolution has ever been taken by Congress from General 
Washington's day until this. No such case has ever been pre- 
sented to the Senate of the United States as was presented here 
yesterday with the-statement from the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MorGan] and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], both 
members of the Committee on Foreign Relations, that the Presi- 
dent of the United States and the Secretary of Statehad informed 
them that they could not communicate to Congress the informa- 
tion which they had officially from our representatives on the 
Island of Cuba for fear that those representatives would be assas- 
sinated or that their lives would be in danger. Let this Adminis- 
tration, with that message delivered in that extraordinary way. 
so far as we are advised has taken no action whatever to protect 
the lives of the honored men who represent the United States in 
the Island of Cuba. 

With a fleet of magnificent vessels lying in Hampton Roadsand 
along the coast as far as New Orleans, not a gunboat has been 
ordered to Cuba to protect the lives of our representatives, to say 
nothing of the property interests and the commerce which are in- 
volved. When such a case arises, it is the duty, in my judgment, 


"Mr. President, of Congress to take some action; and it seems that 


the only action that is feasible is the passageof this resolntion. I 
shall vote for it not with any hostility to the Administration, but 
because I believe the Administration, if the message which comes 
to us through our own members be true, is derelict in its duty. 
It has not protected American interests or the lives of our repre- 
sentatives, and whether the Administration be Democratic or Re- 
publican, I want the opportunity to give my expression that that 
condition shall no longer continue. 

Is there a Senator here who represents the Administration, who 
is in political accord with it, who will say that the President and 
the Secretary of State, having the powers they have, have taken 
the proper action to protect our people? If so, then I believe that 
Congress ought to wait; but in the absence of such an assurance, 
in the face of the fact that we know protection has not been given, 
what should be done? Remain silent and permit these interests 
to be sacrificed? No, no, Mr. President. Pass the resolution as 
it is, mers cw can be had, and, if it amounts to nothing 
more, it will a declaration to the country that at least the 
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Senate of the United States insists in the present condition that 
some action shall be taken. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator, before he proceeds to 
his next sentence, whether I clearly understand his last, because 
I should like to know that. Do I understand the Senator to say 
that he puts his support of this resolution and asks for its passage 
on the ground of the delinquency of the present President of the 
United States, and that he would not vote for it but for that de- 


lin 17757 

Mr. GORMAN. Isay in the present condition, as communicated 
to us by Senators, members of the Foreign Relations Committee, 
it becomes, in my opinion, my duty to vote for a resolution which 
expresses the opinion of this body that some vigorous action should 
be taken to protect life, liberty, and property in the Island of Cuba. 

Mr. HOAR. Do I understand the Senator to say further that 
the President has been delinquent, and but for that belief he should 
not have supported the resolution? I so understand him, and I 
want him to make it distinct to the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. I say if it be true that the State Department 
possesses information which has convinced the Secretary of State 
and the President of the United States that they can not with 
safety give the names of our consuls in Cuba who gave the infor- 
mation, then the Executive is delinquent when he fails to send a 
vessel of war to protect our representatives. No great nation on 
the face of the earth that I know of in any case of war or insur- 
rection would permitits own representatives to be thus in jeopardy 
when they had the power to protectthem. Does the Senator from 
Massachusetts deny that proposition? Does not the Senator from 
Massachusetts agree with me that our representatives ought to be 
protected? The Senator nods his head. 

Mr. HOAR. I donot agree with the Senator from Maryland 
in the fact that there has been any r on the part of the 
President, and I do not proposo to vote for a resolution which is 
based by nine-tenths of its supporters, speaking through their 
leader, upon that 8 

Mr. MASON. hether it is right or not? 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator from Illinois think it is? 

Mr. MASON. Ithink it is. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I should have regarded it as 
most unfortunate in this or in any other case where questions be- 
tween this country and foreign nations were involved that this 
Chamber should ever be divided by that aisle. No such division 
has ever existed heretofore when we have dealt with the rights of 
American citizens in any country on the face of the globe, and I 
do not believe it exists now. I resent the suggestion that there is 
any political advantage or any political pressure or sentiment 
which influences a single vote on this side of the Chamber, so far as 
I know, and I trust it may always be so. I hope, during the pres- 
ent Administration, to follow President McKinley in every act of 
his that looks to promoting the welfare of this people abroad. He 
shall have as earnest support from me as had his two predecessors. 
But in view of this failure, as I view it, on their part, I believe that 
it becomes my duty to support this resolution, though it may not be 
m than an expression of the opinion of the Senate of the United 

tes. 

Mr. HALE. Failure by whom? The Senator says in view of 
their failure, Failure by whom? 

Mr. GORMAN. By the executive branch of the Government. 

Mr. HALE. I pM 80. 

Mr. MILLS. By both the President and the Secretary of State. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator asked me to whom I applied the 
remark. I applied it to the President of the United States and 
the Secretary of State, who sent this m to the Senate of 
the United States by two or three Senators. 1 assume that what 
has been said here is the literal truth; and coming from those, too, 
who have the power, and who, being clothed with the power by 
the Constitution, ought to have acted. Because of their failure, 
Iam ready to take my share of the responsibility of having the 
Senate say that American interests must be protected. 

Mr. President, as to party advantage in this question, there is 
none. I know that the great business interests of the country 
centered in our section upon the seaboard are hostile to anything 
being done in Congress which would put in jeopardy for a moment 
their languishing trade, and I am in sympathy with their desires 
to an extent; but I can not permit that to control me when I be- 
lieve the honor of the country and the lives of our representa- 
tives in a foreign land are in jeopardy. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Before the Senator sits down, I should like 
to make an inquiry of him. I desire to know. whether any danger 
to the lives of our consuls in Cuba has any relation whatever as 
evidence to establish the fact of public war; and, if so, in what 
direction? 

ca Fir cai Ihave no idea that we shall have a war, Mr. 


ent. 
Mr. CAFFERY. No; that is not my question. My question is, 


whether the fact of the danger of assassination by somebody, 
whether by the insurgents or by the Spaniards, of our consuls in 
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Cuba, is any evidence of the fact of public war, and whether or 
not that danger may not arise from murderous people in a state of 
profound as well as in a state of public war? 

Mr. GORMAN, The Senator and I both know, and everybody 
knows, that there is war in Cuba of very great proportions. There 
is no doubt that it exists. To what extent the Cubans have a 
government in a fixed place is a question which has been debated, 
and I do not intend to gointoit. The country is satisfied upon 
that point. It is true there is a difference of opinion in this body, 
but the underlying fact that the President and the Secretary of 
State of this great nation of 70,000,000 people are afraid to intrust 
to the Senate of tha United States the names of our consuls who 
give the President information is enough, in my opinion, to war- 
rant the sending of war vessels to Cuba, and saying to the world 
that that condition shall not continue. In my 3 udgment, such 
action will not produce war, but if it shall, we have gone to war, 
Mr. President, for very much less cause, 

Mr. CAFFERY. . President, I did notintend by the question 
I asked the Senator from Maryland to say that our action would 
produce war or get us into war; butthe point of my question was 
simply whether, with this evidence before us, which the Senator 
says has convinced bis mind to vote for this resolution, this evi- 
dence that there is danger to life of the American consu! in Habana 
from some murderous gang or band of assassins, is any proof what- 
ever of such a condition of public war as would authorize the 
United States to recognize it as a national affair? The lives of 
those gentlemen, or of any consul, can be in danger in any lawless 
community from attacks of mobs. 

1f the fact that the lives of those gentlemen, or any of them, are 
in danger is conceded, that does not by any means establish the 
fact of international war or public war. Some time ago I read in 
the newspapers that there had been an American envoy or consul 
shot somewhere in Central America. Thatis no evidence of pub- 
lic war in that country. It is a very slim basis for Congress to 
predicate the fact of public war on. It might be a case of declara- 
tion of war on the part of the United States against Spain for not 
protecting the lives of its citizens; but it would not establish at 
all the case of belligerency in Cuba, even if it existed. So I say 
that we are apt to run off at a tangent in this matter, and not apt 
to consider the real question before the body. Is there that sort 
of proof before this 8988 its jurisdietion to jostity 
any Senator in voting to establish by his vote a case of public war 
between Span and her revolting colony? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the joint 
resolution — 

Mr. HALE. The yeas and nays, 1 think, have been heretofore 
ordered on that question. 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have been 
ordered, The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called), I have a general pair 
with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE], but he 
stated to me before he left here that if the resolution came to a 


vote he would vote for it, and I was authorized to yote. I there- 
fore vote ‘‘ yea.” 
Mr. ELKINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 


my colleague [Mr. FAULKNER], and therefore withhold my vote, 

Mr. PASCO (when Mr. FAULKNER's name was called). The 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is not in the city. 
He desired me to announce tif present he would vote yea“ 
on the passage of the resolution. His pair with his colleague has 
already been announced. 

Mr. FORAKER (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. EARLE], but I am 
informed that if he were present he would vote yea.“ I there- 
fore vote “ yea." 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], which I have 
observed on all the votes leading up to this final vote, but I un- 
derstand from the Senator's colleague and from members of the 
committee that the Senator from Maine is in favor of the joint 
resolution. "Therefore I take the liberty to vote. 

Mr. HALE. Ican say to tho Senator that, while my colleague 
left no message of that kind, it is my impression that he would 
vote that way; but I do not know, and I would not claim to state 
how he would vote if present. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think I know that he would vote yea.“ 

Mr. GORMAN, Then I vote yea.“ 

Mr. BATE (when the name of Mr. Harris of Tennessee was 
called). This pang the final vote on the joint resolution, I desire 
to say that my colleague [Mr. Harris of Tennessee] has a pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], and that my col- 
ri if present, would vote ** yea.” 

3 KENNEY (when his name was called). Under the terms 
of my pe with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr, PEN- 
ROSE] lam at liberty to vote on the joint resolution, and there- 
fore I vote yea.“ ; ; 


Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). I have a general 

ir with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN], and 

erefore withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote 
“ ea." 
Nr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon] was 
compelled to leave the Chamber a moment ago. He is very èarn- 
estly in favor of the resolution, and requested me as a special 
courtesy to him to secure a pair. If agreeable to the Senator from 
Kentucky, the Senator from Utah might be paired with the Sen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN] with whom the Senator 
from Kentucky is paired, and that would allow the Senator to 


vote. 

Mr. LINDSAY. With that understanding I vote yea. 

Mr. McENERY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from New York [Mr. PLATT]. he were 
present I should vote yea,“ but being paired, I withhold my 


vote. 

Mr. MANTLE (when his name was called). I have a general 

jer with the Senator from Virginia Per MARTIN], but I am in- 
‘ormed that he would vote in favor of this resolution, if present, 
and I shall therefore vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). Ihave a general 
paie with the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roach]. 

he is absent, I shall withhold my vote. 

Mr. CLARK (when Mr. WARREN's name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. WARREN] is unavoidably absent from the Chamber. 
He asked me to announce that, if present, he would wish to be 
recorded in favor of the passage of the resolution. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Gray]. I understand that the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] has a pair with the Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. DANIEL]. Isugzest that we transfer our pairs, so that 
we can both vote, and the Senator from Virginia will stand paired 
with the Senator from Delaware. Is that agreeable? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will inform the Senator that I voted inad- 
vertently, but intended to withdraw it, the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. DANIEL] with whom I am pai not having voted; but 
under the arrangement suggested by the Senator from Illinois I 
will let my vote stand. 

Mr. CULLOM. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. HAWLEY. My colleague [Mr. PLATT of Connecticut] is 
absent and paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 
If my colleague were present and at liberty to vote, he would vote 
* nay.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague [Mr. Vest] is unavoidably de- 
tained upon important work outside of the Senate Chamber. He 
is paired with the junior Senator from Minnesota Mr. NELSON]. 
If my colleague were present, he would vote ** yea." 

The result was announced—yeas 41, nays 14; as follows: 


YEAS—41. 
Bacon, Cullom, Lindsay, Rawli 
Baker, Davis, McBride, BACON." 
Bate, Deboe, tle, Stewart, 
Berry, Foraker, Mason, ‘Thurston, 
Butler, Gallinger, Mills, Tillman, 
Carter, rman, Morgan, Turner, 

5 Hansbrough, Nelson, 

Chilton, ia Kans. Pasco, Wi 
Clark, Heitfeld, Pettigrew, 
Clay, Jones, Ark. Pettus, 
Cockrell, Kenney, Pritchard, 

NAYS—l4. 
Allison, Gear, Hoar, White, 
Burrows, Hale, B er, Wilson. 
Caffery, Hanna, e " 
Fairbanks, Hawley, Wetmore, 4 

NOT VOTING—33. 

Aldrich, Gra; M Sewell, 
Allen, Hrs. Tenn. Murphy. Smith, 
Cannon, * Jones, Nev. 'enrose, Teller, 
Daniel, Kyle, 'kins, Vest, 
Earle, Lodge, Platt, Conn. arren, 
Elkins, McEnery, Platt, N. Y. Wolcott. 
Faulkner, McMillan, Proctor, 
Frye, Y. 
George, Mi re 


So the joint resolution was passed. It is as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That a condition 
of public war exists between the Government of Spain and the government 
ed and for some time maintained by force of arms by people of 
A p A E ep teles 
ween the contending powers, eac 0 - 
SNiscents in the porta and tecitory OE E. United States. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
43 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, May 24, 


1897, at 12 o'clock meridian. 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 20, 1897. 
GOVERNOR OF ARIZONA, < 


Myron H. McCord, of Phoenix, Ariz.,to be governor of Arizona, 
vice Benjamin J. Franklin, removed. 


SECRETARY OF ARIZONA. 


Charles H. Akers, of Prescott, Ariz., to be secretary of Arizona 
Territory, vice Charles M. Bruce, removed. 2 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Joseph H. Gaines, of West Virginia, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of West Virginia, vice Cornelius C. Watts, 
resigned. 

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 

Arthur P. Greeley, of Concord, N. H., now an examiner in chief 
in the p office, to be Assistant Commissioner of Patents, vice 
Samuel T. Fisher, resigned. 


EXAMINER IN CHIEF, PATENT OFFICE. 


Thomas G. Steward, of Plano, III., now a principal examiner in 
the Patent Office, to be an examiner in chief in the Patent Office, 
vice Arthur P. Greeley, nominated to be Assistant Commissioner 
of Patents. 3 

POSTMASTERS. 

Earle E. Doud, to be postmaster at Sheffield, in the county of 

Colbert and State of Alabama, in the place of James R. Crowe, 


removed, 

Daniel E. Sherman. to be postmaster at Montrose, in the county 
of Morte and State of Colorado, in the place of James F. Kyle, 
removed. 

Charles F. Douglass, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county 
of Cass and State of Illinois, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1897. 

Samuel H. Watson, to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Illinois, in the place of Allen C. 
Tanner, removed. 

Hiram Yerkes, to be À servie at Fairmount, in the county of 
9 and State of Illinois, in the place of Samuel H. Gunder, 
removed. 

Jasper H. Thornburg, to be 88 at Boonville, in the 
county of Warrick and State of Indiana, in the place of Jacob B. 
Ashley, resigned. 

James L. y, to be postmaster at Humeston, in the county 
of Wayne and State of Iowa, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said otfice having, à law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1897. 

€. N. Marvin, to be postmaster at Shenandoah, in the county of 
Page and State of Iowa, in the place of George C. Pearce, removed, 

ames A. Wilson, to be ter at Williamsburg, in the 
county of Iowa and State of Iowa, the appointment of a 3 
ter for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after October 1, 1896. Richard H. Mobley, appointed 
by the President, and by him nominated to the Senate, not hav- 


ing been confirmed. 
oe Carey, to be ster at Garnett, in the county of Ander- 
son and State of Kansas, in the place of J. T. Highley, resigned. 
William E. Hogueland, to be at Yates Center, in the 
county of Woodson and State of Kansas, in the place of Harrison 
C. Rollins, Dee bees 
Edward U. Fordyce, to be postmaster at Bowling Green, in the 
county of Warren and State of Kentucky, in the p of John B, 
postmaster at Cloverport, in the county of 


Gaines, resigned. 

J. D. Wilson, to be 
Breckinridge and State of Kentucky, in the place of Lela Henley, 
whose commission expired April 12, 1897. 

David M. Donaldson, to be postmaster at South Hadley Falls, 
in the county of Hampshire and State of Massachusetts, in the 
place of John Kirkpatrick, removed. 

William G. Earp, to be postmaster at Swampscott, in the coun’ 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of George W. 
Marshall, deceased. 

John T. Lovett, to be postmaster at Little Silver, in the county 
of Monmouth and State of New Jersey, in the place of J. Elwood 


Harvey, removed. 

Emmett B. Hawkins, to be tmaster at Huntington, in the 
county of Suffolk and State of New York, in the placeof Camillus 
tmaster at Waterloo, in the county of 
Seneca and State of New 
county of Lawrence and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment 


P. Rogers, removed. 
Ellsworth Sweet, to be 
ork, in the place of Samuel R. Welles, 
removed. 
J. H. Porter, to be tmaster at New Wilmington, in the 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after January 1, 1897. 


1897. 


WITHDRAWAL. 


Executive nomination withdrawn from the Senate May 19, 1897. 
Simon S. Matthews, whose nomination was delivered to the 
Senate on April 20, 1897, to be register of the land office at Jack- 
son, Miss. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 20, 1897. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 
Frank A. Vanderlip, of Illinois, to be Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
General officer. 
Brig. Gen. Zenas Randall Bliss, to be major-general. 
SOLICITOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
George Morgan Thomas, of Kentucky, to be Solicitor of Internal 
Revenue, 
UNITED STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE. 
William W. Morrow, of California, to be United States circuit 
judge for the ninth judicial circuit. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 
Stanton Sickles, of New York, to be secretary of the legation of 
the United States at Madrid. 
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 
P. A. Engineer Frank H. Eldridge, to be a chief engineer. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Richard S. Bostwick, of Illinois, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Galena, in the State of Illinois. 
INDIAN AGENT. 
Samuel G. Morse, of Port Angeles, Wash., to be agent for the 
Indians of the Neah Bay Agency, in Washington. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
David C. Fleming, of Sterling, Colo., to be register of the land 
office at Sterling, Colo. 
POSTMASTERS. 
H. S. McGiffin, to be postmaster at Edgerton, in the county of 
Rock and State of Wisconsin. 
E. S. Goodell, to be postmaster at Viroqua, in the county of 
Vernon and State of Wisconsin. 
Daniel Gunn, to be postmaster at Kinmundy, in the county of 
Marion and State of Illinois. 
Frederick Chapman, to be tmaster at Woodstock, in the 
county of Windsor and State of Vermont. 
A. E. Kincaid, to be postmaster at Walnut, in the county of 
Pottawattamie and State of Iowa. 
Marion Bruce, to be postmaster at Rolfe, in the county of Poca- 
hontas and State of Iowa. 
Fletcher W. Boyd, to be postmaster at Covington, in the county 
of Fountain and State of Indiana. 
James E. Zook. to be postmaster at Ballard, in the county of 
King and State of Washington. 
Alfred Cruse, to be postmaster at Iron Mountain, in the county 
of Dickinson and State of Michigan. 
Henry R. Huntington, to be aster at Benton Harbor, in 
the county of Berrien and State of Michigan. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, May 20, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. 
THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of Monday last was read, omitting the text of the 
conference report on the Indian appropriation bill, Executive 
communications referred, bills, resolutions, memorials, and peti- 
tions introduced and referred. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal will be con- 
sidered as approved. 

Mr. S ON of Kansas. The Journal has not all been read, 
hasit? I would like to have it all read. 

The SPEAKER. It has been read in the usual manner. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I want it all read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right to ask for the 
reading of the entire Journal; and the Clerk will read the parts 
that have not been read, 

The Clerk then read the parts of the Journal omitted in the 
first reading. 
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The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal will be con- 

sidered as agreed to. 

= ie EN of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I rise to correct the 
ournal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his correction. 

Mr.SIMPSON of Kansas. I notice here the introduction of 
bills of different kinds, and particularly bills introduced in pen- 
sion cases. Here is a bill introduced by Mr. BOTKIN of Kansas, 
which was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, the correction I want made is this: That there is no 
such committee. The Speaker not having appointed the commit- 
tee, there is no Committee on Invalid Pensions; and consequently 
& bill can not be referred to a committee that does not exist. 

Now, the RECORD goes to the public libraries and the newspa- 
pers, and the people out in my State haye access to them. There 
are many old soldiers who are desirous of having their claims 
acted upon in this House who write to me about this matter—— 

Mr. PAYNE. I rise to a point of order. : 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. And I have to reply to them, You 
can not get any action on the claim, because there is no such com- 
mittee appointed;" and therefore I— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has made no proposition. 

Mr. PAYNE. I rise to a point of order. 

ae SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York rises to a point 
of order. $ 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Kansas stated that he rose 
to correct the Journal, and there is nothing before the House. I 
move, therefore, that the Journal be approved, and on that I wish 
to say a word or two. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. My correction, Mr. Speaker, is this. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman did not state any proposition. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas (continuing). That this is a false 
record, and that the record ought to be corrected. Isaid there is 
no such committee—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has stated no proposition, and 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] moves that the Jour- 
nal be approved. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I want to say a word or two upon 
that, because I think it better that debate be had before the pre- 
vious question is ordered than afterwards. The Journal has been 
read to the House, not only what is usually read, but the whole 
rote has been read in extenso; and it does not seem that there is 
anything of criticism to be offered upon the Journal itself. The 
gentleman from Kansas has occupied some five or ten minutes, 
and has not been able to suggest any mistake made in the Journal 
itself. "Therefore I move the previous question upon the approval 
of the Journal. 

Mr.SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
New York—— 

Mr. BLAND. Irise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from Kansas was on the floor, 
and the 1 [Mr. Payne] can not take him off the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York made a point 
of order that the gentleman from Kansas had made no proposi- 
tion for the House to discuss. 

Mr. BLAND. He made a point of order, but he can not take 
him off the floor on a point of order. The gentleman from Kansas 
has the right to make a motion to strike out matters. 

The SP R. The question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Division, Mr. aker. 

The House divided: and there were—ayes 120, noes 36. 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. There is evidently a quorum present. 


So the previous question was ordered. 
x TANE . The question now is on the approval of the 
ournal. 


The question was taken; and the Journal was approved, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I submit a privile report, 
After the reading I shall demand the previous aden M 

Mr. BAILEY. Howisthat? Iunderstoodthe gentleman from 
3 made some observation about the previous ques- 

on. 

Mr. DALZELL, I shall demand the previous question as soon 
as it is read. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, of course, it must be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred House resolution No. 


have had the same under consideration, and ask leave to report it with the 
recommendation that it do 


Resolved, That upon the tion of this resolution the House shall proceed 
to the consideration of Sannto resolution and at the end of the — — 
which shall not exceed two hours, a vote be taken thereon to its 
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Mr. DALZELL. Lask for the previous question on the adoption 
of the resolution. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to submit the views of the 
minority of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. DALZELL. I submit to my friend from Texas that I have 
the floor, and I do not yield it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks they would have to be filed 
with the Clerk. 

Mr. BAILEY. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania insist 
that he has the floor? 

Mr. DALZELL. Ido. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I insist that he has not the floor until the 
Speaker has first stated the question. The gentleman who intro- 
duces a proposition in this House can not retain the floor while 
the Speaker is stating the question; and so the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania 

Mr. DALZELL. The Clerk had read the report. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman from Pennsylvania must cer- 
tainly have yielded the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognized the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, and the gentleman from Pennsyivania has asked 
for the previous question. 

Mr. DALZELL. Igavenotice prior to the reading of the report 
that I should do so. 

Mr. BAILEY. And that evinced your unseemly haste. The 
Chair can undoubtedly, in his discretion, recognize the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania as often as he pleases, but the Chair must 
exercise that discretion as often as idi c from Pennsyl- 
vania seeks recognition. We are not ing to have it ruled that 
when a gentleinan rises for one purpose and submits a proposition, 
he still retains the floor while the Speaker is stating the proposi- 
tion. And if I needed to enforce that observation, I need only 
invoke the ruling of the Chair the other day, when the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] had appealed from the decision of the 
Chair and the gentleman from New York promptly rose and moved 
totabletheappeal. The gentleman from Missouri contended that 
he had not yielded the floor. The Chair ruled that he must have 
T the floor while the Chair was stating the question on the 
appeal. 

The SPEAKER. The 8 from Texas is correct. The 
R from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] is recognized. 


ughter. 

Mr. B . Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. DALZELL. I move the previous question. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. DALZELL. Idecline to yield the floor to the gentleman 
from Texas. Ido not want to be guilty of any discourtesy. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DALZELL. I have the floor. 

Mr. BAILEY. Ido not infringe the right of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania when I submit a parliamen inquiry. 

Mr. DALZELL. I did not hear the remark of the gentleman; 
I beg his pardon. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman ought to be listening. I know 
heis determined upon his course; but let him pursue it in an 
orderly way. 

Mr. DALZELL. We will try to do so. 

Mr. BAILEY. And with some fair degree of decency. [Ap 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Speaker, I submit as a question of order that it is not com- 
petent for the Speaker, with the assistance of a majority, to deny 
the minority on this floor an opportunity to be heard. It is power 
enough that the Speaker bestows recognition. 

The SPEAKER. Will thegentleman from Texas state his par- 
liamentary inquiry? 

Mr. DALZELL. This is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iwill state it. Iwas proceeding to lay the pred- 
icate for stating it 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the question hardly 
needs a predicate. [Laughter. 

Mr. BAILEY. ell, it needs it in order to make gentlemen 
on the other side understand. If they were disposed to be fair, 
there would be no need of it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


Now, Mr. Speaker, as I was pr g to say 
The SPEAKER, Will the gentleman state his parliamentary 
inquiry 


Mr. BAILEY. It would appear that the minority are going to 
be denied the op ortunity to present every proposition 

The SPEAK R The gentleman from Texas is notin order. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I say to the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia that if he will withdraw the demand for the previous ques- 
tion and permit us to offer our proposition 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the demand for the pre- 


vious question. 
Mr. D . Imust decline to withdraw the demand. 


The SPEAKER (after putting the question). The ayes seem 


to have it. 


Mr. BAILEY and Mr. LEWIS of Washington called for a divi- 


sion. 


The question being again taken, there were—ayes 123, noes 84. 
Mr. BAILEY. I call for tellers. 
Mr. DALZELL. Let us have the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 117, nays 81, an- 


swered * present” 25, not voting 130; as follows: 


YEAS--117. 
Adams, Davison, Ky. Johnson, N. Dak. Russell, 
Alexander, Dayton, Ketcham, Shannon, 
Arnold. Dingley, Knox, Shattuc, 
Babcock, Dolliver, Kulp, Sherman 
Baker, Md. Eddy, Lacey. Smith, III. 
Barber, llis, La Southard, 
Barrows, Evans, Linney, prague, 
Bartholdt, Faris, Littauer, teele, 
Beach, Foote, ud, Stewart, Wis, 
Z2, Fowler, N. J. Loudenslager, Stone, C. W. 
Brewster, Gardner, Low. tone, W. A. 
Broderick, Gibson, McCleary, Strode, Nebr. 
Bromwell, Gillet, N. Y. Marsh, Sturtevant, 
Brown, Graff, Mercer, wney, 
Brownlow, Grosvenor, Mitchell, Tayler, Ohio 
Bull, Grout, Mudd, "Tongue, 
Butler, Harmer, Odell, 2 A ^ 
Cannon, Hawley. Olmsted, Van Voorhis, 
Clarke, N. H. Heatwole, Otjen, Walker, Va. 
Cochrane, N. Y. Hemenway, Packer, Pa. W. T, 
ing, Henderson, Parker, N. J. Ward. 
Connell, Henry, Conn. yne, Warner, 
Cooke, Henry, In Pearce, Mo. Weymou 
Corliss, Hicks, earson, White, N. C. 
Crumpacker, Hilborn, Pitney, Wil Pa. 
Curtis, Iowa Hitt, Prince, Wilson, N. Y. 
Curtis, Kans. Howe, igg, Yost. 
Dalzell, Howell, {i 
Danford, ull, Robbins, 
Davenport, Hurley, Royse, 
NAYS-8l. 
Bailey, De Vries, Livingston, Robinson, Ind. 
Baker, Dinsmore, ve, Sayers, 
Barlow, Elliott, McClellan, Settle, 
Bartlett, Epes, McCormick, Shafroth, 
Bell, tzpatrick, McCull Shuford, 
Bland, Fleming, McDowell, Simpson, 
Bodine, Fox, Mc Skinner, 
—.— — Marshall, 3 
Wer. I man 
Bro ; Hay, Martin Stark,” 
Brundidge, Henry, Miss. Maxwell, Stephens, Tex. 
Burke, Henry, Tex. Meyer, La. Tate, 
Castle, chee: Miers, Ind. Underwood, 
parton Howard, Ala. 8 Wurz Vandiver, 
Coe! , Mo. Hunter, Osborne, Viucent, 
Colson, Jett, Otey, Wheeler, Ala. 
Potent King, Prot: Tenn. ve Miss. 
T, . owman, oun a 
Cowherd, Lan " hea, m 
Cummings, Lewis, Ga. Richardson, 
De Graffenreid, Lewis, Wash. Ridgely, 
ANSWERED "PRESENT "—25. 
Adamson, Cooper, Tex. Mahon, 8 
y e CIE ES CUP 
T4 les, H 0 „Pa. 
Brenner, Ohio Gunn, Minor, nor. 
Brosius, Jenkins. 
Brucker, Jones, Wash. Smith, Ky. 
Brumm, Lybrand, Spalding, 
NOT VOTING—130. 
Acheson, Davidson, Wis. Latimer, Sauerhe: A 
en, Davis, Lentz, Shelden, 
rd, De Armond, Lester. Showalter, 
Bankhead, Dockery, Little, Sim: 
o JN ĩðVu E ee 
ney, mentrou vering, th, Wm. 
Barrett, enton. McAleer, Snover, ind 
Belden as McCall, Southwick, 
Belford, Fitzgerald, McDonald, S ‘ 
Belknap. Fletcher, McEwan, Stevens, Minn. 
Benner, Pa Foss, McIntire, Stewart, N. J. 
Bennett, Fowler, N. C. McLa 5 Stokes, 
Benton, Gillett, Mass. Maddox, Strait, 
Berry Greene, uire, Strowd, N. O. 
Bishop, Griffin, Mahany, Sullivan, 
Boutelle, Griggs, Mann, Sulloway, 
B ey, Grow, Meekison, ulzer, 
Brantley, r, Mesick, Sutherland, 
Burton, Hamilton, oody, Swanson, 
Campbell, Hepburn, Moon, 'Talbert, 
Capron. H Morris, TON Ala. 
Hooker, Newlands, Todd, 
Catchings, Hopkins, Northway, Veh: 
Chicke A Howard, Ga. orton, Wadsworth, 
Clardy. Johnson, Ind. Overstreet, Walker, Mass. 
Clark, Iowa Jones, Va. Perkins, Weaver, 
Clark, Mo. Joy, Peters, Wheeler, Ky. 
Connolly, Kelley, Powers, White, Ill. 
Cousins, Kerr, ` Pugh, Wilber, 
Cox, Kirkpatrick, Reeves, Wilson, B. O. 
Cranford, Kitchin, Rixey, right 
Crump, Kleberg, Robb, 
Davey, Knowles, Robertson, La. 


So the previous question was ordered. 


1897. 
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The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. McCay with Mr. McLAvuRIN, 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. STOKEs. 

Mr. PITNEY with Mr. CARMACK. 

Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. DE ARMOND. 

Mr. Brum with Mr. Cox. 

Mr, MCINTIRE with Mr. HOWARD of Georgia, 

Mr. BiNGHAM with Mr. DOCKERY. 

Mr. Kerr with Mr. Ross. 

Mr. MEsICK with Mr. PETERS. 

Mr. LORIMER with Mr. BERRY. 

Mr. MILLER with Mr. CLARDY. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. Jones of Washington. 

Mr. WnirE of Illinois with Mr. Sms. 

Mr. BisHop with Mr. BREWER. 

Mr. HENDERSON with Mr. BRANTLEY, 

Mr. SPALDING with Mr. CRANFORD. 

Mr. Dorr with Mr. MADDOX. 

Mr. LYBRAND with Mr. LENTZ. 

Mr. DavipsoN of Wisconsin with Mr. NORTON. 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. MCALEER. 

Mr. BELKNAP with Mr. MAGUIRE. 

Mr. HaGER with Mr. ALLEN. 

Mr. Youxa of Pennsylvania with Mr. BENTON. 3 

Mr. WILIIAus of Pennsylvania with Mr. ROBERTSON of Loui- 
siana. 

Mr. Morris with Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. 

Mr. Joy with Mr. MARSHALL. 

Mr. HAMILTON with Mr. Topp. 

Mr. WniGHT with Mr. ADAMSON. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. BRUCKER, 

Mr. CHICKERING with Mr. BRADLEY. 

Mr. Dayton with Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee, 

Mr. Foss with Mr. DAVEY. 

Mr. McEwan with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. SULZER. 

Mr. BELFORD with Mr. SWANSON. 

Mr. SiMPKINS of Massachusetts with Mr. LESTER, 

Mr. PuGH with Mr. SUTHERLAND. 

Mr. BARHAM with Mr. LITTLE. 

Mr. LovERING with Mr. FITZGERALD. 

Mr. SPERRY with Mr. GRIGGs. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey with Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. 

Mr. Powers with Mr. GAINES. 

Mr. REEvES with Mr. BALL. 

Mr. MILLS with Mr. SULLIVAN. 

Mr. SuLLowAy with Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. Manon with Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SAUERHERING with Mr. STRAIT. 

Mr. DovENER with Mr. Davis. 

Mr. BARNEY with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. Hirn with Mr. LATIMER. - 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. WirsoN of South Carolina, 

Mr. Hooker with Mr. CATCHINGS. 

Mr. SHELDEN with Mr. RixEY. 

Mr. BovuTELLE with Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 

Mr. FiscHER with Mr. CuMMINGS. 

Mr. Jounson of Indiana with Mr. Moon. 

Mr. Brosrus with Mr. ERMENTROUT. 

For this day: 

Mr. HEPBURN with Mr. STALLINGS. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts with Mr. TERRY. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, on political questions I 
am paired with the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. PERKINS. "This 
appears to be a political question, and therefore I desire to with- 
draw my vote. 

Mr. TERRY. I wish to inquire whether the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, Mr. GILLETT, is recorded as voting? 

The SPEAKER. He did not vote. 

Mr. TERRY. Then, having voted ‘‘no” on this question, I de- 
sire to withdraw my vote, being paired with the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr.JENKINS. Ihave voted in the affirmative; but I wish to 
withdraw my vote, being paired with the gentleman from South 
Carolina, Mr. STOKES, 

Mr.SIMS. Isupposed that the pair I have had with the gentle- 
man from Illinois, Mr. WHITE, expired to-day; but as that pair 
has just been announced, I presume it continues. Iwill therefore 
withdraw my vote. I voted in the negative 


Mr. GAINES. As I find that I am paired with the gentleman |’ 


from Vermont, Mr. Powers, I desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I wish toinquire whether the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, Mr. WRIGHT, voted on this question? 

The SPEAKER. He did not. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I am paired with that gentleman. I have 
voted in the negative, but desire to withdraw my vote. 


Mr. BALL. Mr. Speaker, I have voted ‘‘no” on this question; 
but finding that I am paired with the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. 
REEVES, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MILLS. I wish to inquire whether the gentleman from 
Den Mr. SULLIVAN, has voted? 

The SPEAKER. He has not. 

Mr. MILLS. Iam paired with that gentleman, and therefore 
withdraw the vote that I cast in the affirmative. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr.Speaker, I thought that the gentleman 
from Missouri, Mr. DoCKERY, with whom I have been paired was 
presentand had voted. Iam paired with him, and therefore desire 
to withdraw the vote which 1 have cast in the affirmative, and to 
be recorded as present.“ 

Mr. BRUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my colleague, 
Mr. Wa. ALDEN SurTH. I voted no,“ and desire to withdraw 
my vote and be marked ‘‘ present." 

r. DORR. Mr. S pottus as I find I am paired with the gentle- 
man from Georgia, Mr. Mappox, I will withdraw the vote which 
I have cast in the affirmative. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAL- 
n is entitled to the floor for twenty minutes, and the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] is entitled to the floor for twenty 
minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to occupy any 

eatlength of time. I will simply restate the terms of the reso- 

ution. It provides that the House shall now proceed to consider 

Senate resolution No. 42, and that there shall be debate thereon, 
if the House so desires, for two hours. Senate resolution No. 42 
passed the Senate on Monday last, and is in these words: 

That the sum of $50,000 be. and the same 5 appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. for the relief of destitute 
citizens of the United States in the Island of Cuba. said money to be expended 
at the discretion and under the direction of the President of the United 
States in the purchase and furnishing of food, clothing, and medicines to 


such citizens and for transporting to the United States such of them as so 
desire and who are without means to transport themselves. 


This resolution was passed by the Senate, I may say, without 
debate, pursuant to a message from the President of the United 
States to Congress, which advised Congress that, according to of- 
ficial reports, there are some six or seven hundred Americans in 
the Island of Cuba who are destitute, poverty stricken, and in 
disease. The House will observe, therefore, that the only ques- 
tion before the House is whether or not the House will join the 
Senate in its action, whether the American Congress will respond 
to the call of the American President and come to the relief of 
suffering Americans in the Island of Cuba, whether we shall pro- 
vide the means that shall take food to the hungry and medicine 
to the sick. No other question, so far as I can see, is before the 
House for discussion, outside of this one. 

Idonot apprehend—I think the Committee on Rules did not 
sopana at the time—that there was any necessity for two hours’ 
debate; but lest there should be any criticism of the committee’s 
action, that provision was inserted. And I assume, Mr. Speaker, 
that the time will be divided between the two sides of the House, 
although I assume also that there will be only one side when the 
question comes to a vote. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. OGDEN. Before the 3 from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL] sits down, will he be pleased to give the House some 
information as to the cause of this suffering of these six or seven 
hundred American citizens in Cuba? Will he state what is the 
necessitv for our appropriating this money? 

Mr. DALZELL. The question under discussion now is the 
adoption of this rule. When we come to debate the resolution, 
the gentleman will probably receive information upon that ques- 
tion, if he goes to the proper sources. They are just as open to 
him as they are to me. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I agree with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] that the only question now before 
the House is the adoption of the Senate resolution, but he must 
not mislead the country into believing that that is the only ques- 
tion which ought to be before the House. , 

I desire to read a proposition which does not conflict with, but 
which is supplemental to,the proposition now before the House, 
and which itself would be before the House except for the opposi- 
tion of the Republican members. I ask the Clerk ‘to read the 
resolution which I attempted to offer. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this resolution the House shall pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Senate resolution 42. and at the end of the debate, 
which shall not exceed two hours, a vote shail n thereon, to its final 


pf ee and upon the final disposition of the Senate resolution, the House 
shali proceed to consider the following resolution, to wit: 


Joint resolution declaring that a condition of public war exists in Cuba, and 
that strict neutrality shall be maintained. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 27 the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That a condition of public war exists between 
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the Government of Spain and the government proclaimed and for some time 

maintained by force of arms by the le of Cuba, and that the United 

States of America shall maintain a strict neutrality between the Sonina 
wers, according to each all the rightsof belligerents in the pòrts and - 
ry of the Uni States. 

Mr. BAILEY. That, Mr. Speaker, is the resolution which I 
sought to offer this morning and the reading of which was pre- 
vented by the demand for the previous question. Last Monday 
the majority of this House evidenced to the country that they 
would suffer American citizens in Cuba to starverather than per- 
mit this House to vote on a resolution recognizing the 5 
of the Cuban patriots. To-day they have shown themselves will- 
ing to trample upon the rights of the minority and to disregard 
the ancient and well-established methods of procedure rather than 
be brought face to face with a vote on this proposition. 

It is well enough for the majority to execute its will, but it 
ought to do so frankly and fairly. -There is not a gentleman on 
that side of the Chamber who does not know that, if this House 


were once permitted to vote upon the direct proposition to recog- 


nize the belligerency of Cuba, it would carry by an overwhelm- 
ing majority. e on the Democratic side.] 

And so it is, Mr. Speaker, that when we are denied the oppor- 
tunity to bring that question before the House itis not the will 
of the majority which you are enforcing, but it is the will of the 
majority which you are suppressing. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] If you believe you can vote it down, why not meet 
it like men and vote it down? The country would have vastly 
more respect for you if you faced it in that way than it will have 
for you when you refuse to face it at all, and run from it every 
time it is presented to you. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a 8 course which the majority have 
determined to pursue. They have resolved to take 850, 000 from 
the public Treasury to relieve the distress of American citizens in 
Cuba. They admit that the distress which they seek to relieve is 
due to the war which now desolates that unhappy island, and yet, 
while they recognize that great distress has been produced by this 
war, they blindly refuse to recognize the existence of the war. 

If war does not exist in Cuba, Spain has no right to confine 
American citizens in overcrowded towns and cities, thus exposing 
them to the horrors of pestilence and famine; and her resort to 
such an extreme measure is a confession before all the world that 
war wages between her and her revolted colony. If war does not 
exist between Spain and Cuba, then war ought to exist between 
the United States and Spain [applause on the Democratic sige], 
because the cruelties which have been practiced upon our people 
p defensible only upon the ground that they are the necessities 
of war. 

There are two, and only two, manly and self-respecting courses 
open to us. Either we ought to demand of Spain an immediate 
and a complete reparation for the wrongs which she has inflicted 
upon our citizens, or else it is our duty to recognize the existence 
of a war, which alone can excuse those wrongs. 

The attitude of the Republican members of this House upon 
this question must guy surprisethe Republican masses through- 
out the country. Buta short time ago you were eager to assist 
Cuba, and you bitterly denounced a former Administration for its 
inactive and indifferent policy. When the Republican party 
assembled in its national convention last summer, it went far 
beyond the resolution upon which we are asking you to vote. 
You were not then content to let the people of Cuba fight their 
own battles and win their own victories, but, pretending a zeal 
for liberty which you do not cherish, you professed yourselves 
willing to help them. You declared that it is the duty of the 
United States not merely to recognize that a war existed, but you 
went further and declared that it was our duty to terminate that 
war. Without being asked to recognize the independence of the 


; Cuban Republic, you went to the extent of committing yourselves 


to aid in the establishment of its independence. 
platform. 1t declares that— 
We watch with deep and abiding interest the heroic battle of the Cuban 
triots against cruelty and oppression, and our best 5 o out for the 
success of their determined contest for liberty. e vernment of 
Spain having lost control of Cuba, and being unable to protect the property 
or lives of resident American citizens, or to papy with its treaty o - 
tions, we believe that the Government of the United States should actively 
s —. ind AQ and good offices to restore peace and give independence to 
nd. 


8 on the Democratic side.] 1 

ose are fine words; but they are in strange contrast with your 
actions to-day. Then you promised more than the deliberate 
judgment of the country would have sanctioned; now you per- 
form less than the dictates of reason and justice demand. You 
have halted—not because conditions have changed, for the changes 
have simply aggravata the conditions—but because powerful 
influences have been exerted to prevent your proceeding. The 
stock gamblers have become alarmed, and they would rather see 
their country insuited than to have their operations ur 
'The immensely rich, always and naturally on the side of power, 
have appealed to you to desist; and erring, as you always 


ere is your 


have, the interests of wealth above the rights of humanity, you 
are endeavoring to evade and postpone this question. Gentlemen, 
you may escape it here by violating your rules and overriding the 
minority, but you can not escape it before the American le. 
Tothem you must answer, and neither a demand for the previous 
uestion nor a point of order will save you from their indignant 
judgment. . on the Democratic side.] They under- 
stand as well as we do the real question which we are trying to 
settle bere to-day. They know that we will join with you in 
relieving American citizens from destitution and hunger, and 
that we only ask you to join with us in affording to the Cuban 
people the right to relieve themselves from Spanish despotism. 

We do not ask you to declare war against Spain, or to do any- 
thing which will justify Spain in declaring war against us. Our 
recognition of Cuban belligerency can not constitute a just cause 
of offense to Spain; and if that nation should be 80 rash as to pro- 
voke a war with us because we had exercised a right conceded 
by all of the authorities on international law, the responsbility, 
sir, will be upon them and not upon us. And muchas I should 
deplore a war, even under such circumstances, I would not shrink 
from it; for bad as war is, its calamities can not be compared with - 
the loss of national self-respect; nor would I weigh its dreadful 
consequences against the performance of our duty toward a weak 
and struggling nation. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

We do not call upon you now to redeem your promise to assist 
in the establishment of Cuban independence; we simply ask you 
to recognize the right of the Cuban people to fight for their own 
independence; and surely this Government ought to be swift to rec- 
ognize that sacred right wherever a brave aud an oppressed people 
are striving to assert it. [Applause on the Democratic si e.] I 
do not forget that when our fathers were engaged in their glorious 
struggle for independence, men of other nations were gladly wel- 
comed to their ranks; and, remembering that, I shall never vote 
to leave the sentence of a oves death suspended over those who 
give to Cuba the same aid which America so gladly received from 
France. Fe es on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield so much of my time as he may want to 
the gentleman from Illinois Mr. Hirt]. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, the necessity for the measure that is 
before the House, appropriating $50,000 for the relief of our suffer- 
ing fellow-citizens in Cuba, is abundantly shown by the Presi- 
dent's message, and in detail, as he states, by the reports of our 
officers. Its urgency is apparent to any man who is an American 
and capable of 9 with suffering human beings. We have 
done the like often before for our fellow-citizens; and in this case 
it is necessary that Congress should act, because there is no fund 
within the reach of the Department that can be used for this pur- 
pose without action of the islature. We had a fund that I 


thought was available for such p , called the “emergency 
fund,” and the President proposed to use it, but the law officers 
have given an opinion that it can not be used in this specific case, 


The method of employing this $50,000 is simple and evident. 
The men who need it are many of them 83 named in the 
dispatches. Those who are American citizens, who are destitute 
and suffering, are personally known and reported by the various 
consuls and consular agents. They are scattered in many places 
in the Island of Cuba. A reus dispatch from the Secretary 
of State, by direction of the President, to those consuls to imme- 
diately draw for the money necessary to give relief by epu 
chase of food for men who are in want, to procure medical at- 
tendance for the sick—all that can be done in a few hours in most 
cases; and it is urgent, it is pressing. It ought to have been done 
when the me came into this House onday, and it would 
have been done if a poeman had not attempted, for pure poli 
tics, to bring in an old resolution passed a year , passed twice, 
and chan from the form of a concurrent resolution or expres- 
sion of the opinion of the country into a joint resolution which is 
a law, by which we might peremptorily interfere and embarrass 
the President by a sudden intrusion of legislative power into a ne- 
gotiation. [Applause on the Republican side. 

That is the pointof it all. The amendment that the gentleman 
proposes, bear clearly in mind, is not an expression, such as reso- 

utions ordinarily are. It is to be a law; and that in the midst of 
negotiations; at a time when a new Administration has come into 
power and is actively engaged, and with strong sympathies, in a 
canse in which all our hearts are sympathetic. Already, only a 
few weeks installed in power, it has secured the liberation of all 
Americans who were imprisoned except those who were charged 
with being seized with arms in their hands. More than fifty libera- 
tions of American citizens have been granted under the energetic 
and firm demands of this Administration. Even the individuals 
who were claimed to be liable to martial law, taken in arms, have 
been accorded civil procedure as in eti cases. 

In the meanwhileit is p tosuddenly take the subject out 
of the President's hands by laring recognition of belligerency, 
while the whole great subject is under discussion, and the Presi- 
dent not aiming at any further war or belligerency by anybody, 
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but at peace and the independence of Cuba. That is the declara- 
tion of the Republican party, that is the purpose of the Repub- 
- licans in power—to secure peace with independence. [Loud ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] : 

The state of affairs in Cuba has greatly changed since a year 
ago. The comparative force and respective resources and hopes 
Of the Cubans and of the Spaniards have changed. The war is 
clearly becoming hopeless to Spain. Did yon read the last tele- 
graphic dispatches from Spain erring pearen of a man who 
will within a few days probably be the prime minister of Spain? 
Far different from the confident, repelling, arrogant assertions of 
Mr. Canovas, the present minister, who is conducting this war. 

Mr. Sagasta said on yesterday that the war was substantially 
hopeless. That utterance is from Spain—Spanish opinion at the 
center, from the man who very soon will be charged with power. 
That impression has been produced by the facts in Cuba and by 
the position of the Executive of the United States; and while this 
is actively going on a gentleman who desires to play politics 
comes in Gat proposes by a law to interfere with negotiations by 
legislative action declaring a recognition of belligerency, whic 
must be decided within ten days from the time it reaches the 
President, with all the consequences, giving Spanish naval vessels 
the immediate sight to search all our ships, with risks of **peril- 
ous CORON: "and war. He said he did not want war, nor did he 
court it. 

Now,the declaration of belligerency is a serious step which will 
entail many consequences. I have believed that the Cubans were 
belligerents, because they were in fact carrying on war. That 
Was my opinion. Ihave declared it here; and last year urged it 
upon Democrats to try to get as many votes as I could on that 
side for that declaration of opinion. But I am not charged, nor 
was I then charged, with executive power, and did not taen as- 
sume tointerfere by more than this expression of the opinion of 
the House. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] The Executive 
isin possession of all the facts, with the whole state of negotia- 
tions, and is directly T nsible for the result of the action taken. 
"We know the general facts known to the world, not what ends 
the Executive is securing, or how it is being done. That makes a 
great difference. Gentlemen think that is amusing. Do they 
not know that the declaration of an opinion on a general view of 
& caseas to what the general line of action should be is very differ- 
ent from attempting by law to fix each step that must be taken 
by the Executive, moving all the parts of the power with which 


he is charged, in the presence of any exigency. [Laughter on the 
Democratic side. 
Mr. RIC SON. Then you admit you are speaking “in a 


Pickwickian sense?" 

Mr. HITT. Ido not. I was speaking from the standpoint of 
common sense—the practical and successful conduct of grave 
public business. 

Now, there was undoubtedly a great deal known to the Presi- 
dent and his advisers then many facts and details that we did not 
know. But on the face of things there was, we believed, a gen- 
uine belligerency, a state of warin Cuba. And we think so now. 

The question of recognizing that belligerency is for our Govern- 
ment purely one of expediency. It is our duty to act in view of 
the interests of the people of the United States. That isa duty 
devolving upon the Executive. In this question we know well the 
disposition of the Executive, We know by many declarations— 
by the evidence of many acts thus far in these few weeks—the 
purpose, the spirit on the part of the Executive. We know the 
view that was in the mind of the Secretary of State, why he 
brought in this very resolution and advocated it as an expression 
of the opinion of the people in warm maar ed with the Cubans. 
But he has to consider all sides, all facts, the whole outlook of the 
question. And, really, no one among us all wants any belligerency 
at all. We want peace, and we want the independence of Cuba. 
e is the real purpose in view. That is what we should seek to 
attain. $ 

Ido not pretend to know all the facts connected with the negotia- 
tions that may be in progress, but I do know that no negotiation 
can be forwarded 3 another part of the Government in- 
terfere, and by legislative acts by law suddenly 3 the sit- 
uation. Does anybody believe that our President or the tary 
of State will sacrifice the rights of Americans or abandon them 
anywhere, will abate one jot or tittle of demand for everythin 
that concerns our interests; that he or any of those with him wi 
forget thehigh faith that we have so long cherished in the Monroe 
doctrine, the sympathy that our people feel for every people in 
the world ling for liberty, and our belief that this continent 
is destined to freedom and self-government forever? 

It has been stated so often as the policy of the Government that 

ou may believe—everyone ought to believe—that our Executive 
earnestly exerting every force to practically succeed in that pur- 
pose. And Ithink the best thing we could do just now would be 
to act upon his request for the means to relieve the American citi- 
zens whoarestarving. Ashe has already secured relief for Amer- 


and believe that soon 


ican citizens who were in prison, we ho 
he will solve, as far as the powers within his reach, the circum- 


stances that surround the case, will admit, and as speedily as pos- 
sible, the whole Cuban question; and then we shall have free 
Cuba by our side. 

Mr. BLAND. I should like to ask a question for information. 
I understood the gentleman to say a few moments ago that the 
war was about at an end, that the Cubans were all whipped. 

Mr. HITT. Ihave made no such suggestion. 

Mr. BLAND. I understood the gentleman to say that the war 
was about at an end. 

Mr. HITT, I did not say so; I said nothing of that kind as to 
the Cubans. .A Spanish statesman says the Spanish cause is sub- 
stantially hopeless. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYNE). Five minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. How much time has the gentleman from 
Texas remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Ten minutes. 

d DALZELL. I hope my friend from Texas will now occupy 
e. 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield my time tothe gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. As I am informed by the gentle- 
man from Texas that he desires to reply to the remarks of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Agen Iyield the time back to the 
gentleman from Texas and will take time on the general debate. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. S. er, I occupied more time than I had 
first intended, and in doing so I left less time than the gentleman 
from Alabama desired. Inasmuch, however, as it suits him better 
to occupy the ten minutes which will be required to complete his 
remarks at a later stage of the proceedings, I will avail myself of 
the time remaining to call the attention of the House and the 
the country tosome remarkable admissions which have been made 
by the gentleman from Illinois . HrrT]. 

The gentleman from Illinois declares that my whole purpose in 
this procedure is to raise a political question, and thus obtain some 
political advantage. Is the 8 from Illinois ready to admit 
that whether or not we shall recognize the right of the Cuban 
jene to fight for their own independence is a political question? 

am more than ready to accept that test. And let it be under- 
stood that every Democrat is in favor of recognizing their right, 
and that all Republicans are against it. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

The gentieman unwittingly said that in the last Congress, when 
he and his party were not charged with the Executive powers he 
played ine es 

Mr. ITT. No. 

Mr. BAILEY. And voted for a resolution identical with that 
lam ae force this House to vote upon to-day. 

Mr. May Il interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. BAILEY. Here is the record. 

Mr. HITT. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HITT. That the gentleman may do me no injustice, I will 
say that instead of my playing politics” a year ago, I refused 
then to amend the resolution, which was concurrent and expres- 
sive of the opinion of the American people, to do what the gentle- 
man is doing now and which I was asked to do—to put a trap for 
Cleveland and make the resolution a law, so as to force diplomacy 
and take diplomacy in the hands of the House. 

I refused to do it because I did not believe it was a patriotic act 
on the Raph of an American legislator to invade the proper consti- 
tutional function of another branch of the Government because 
the President was a Democrat. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I am ready to confess that I have 
not reached such skill in diplomacy that I am willing to vote an 
opinion which I would not crystallize into a law. [Applause on 

e Democratic side.] If I believed that the Cuban people are 
entitled to belligerent rights, I would vote to accord such rights 
to them by joint resolution, by concurrent resolution, or by & 
statutory enactment. The difference between the gentleman from 
Illinois and myself is that he will say what he means, but he will 
not make it effective. [Applause on the Democratic side.] If 
the gentleman desires to assume that position, I do not envy him 
the attitude he Mieres takes; 

The truth about it is t the Democratic party—no, not the 
Democratic party, but a President elected by the Democratic 
party—was then responsible for the executive administration of the 
Government. We been compelled to repudiate him on other 
questions; and it was charitable enough on the part of the gentle- 
man from Illinois to come to hisrescueon this question. [Latigh- 
ter and applause onthe Democratic side.] He had done the 
publican party so many favors that it was a poor return for the 
5 o him that. enewedlaughterandapplause.] Yet, 

. Speaker, we are told that for two years this question has 
avoided, and although these people have been entitled to this 
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recognition, m have been madeto wait until, waiting, they have 
almost despaired. 

We do not oppose sending provisions to the starving Americans 
in Cuba. We favor doing so; but while we are anxious to send 
bread to our own people, we desire to send with it a message to 
the Cuban patriots that this gru Republic is not indifferent to 
their noble aspirations for freedom. [Applause.] The Repub- 
licans desire to send the bread without the message. We desire 
to send both, because the message will do more to relieve their 
sufferings than all the bread your ships can carry. [Applaus».] 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield the remainder of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, while the gentleman from 
Texas has been masquerading before the people of the country no 
human wisdom can tell how many men of the United States have 
died of starvation in the Island of Cuba. While he has been mas- 

uerading here no estimate can be given of how many women and 
hilaran have been turned naked and hungry out under the pitiless 
storms of that tropical country. He has delayed the relief sought 
to be extended three days. 

No greater exhibition of unmixed demagogy ever was pre- 
sented to the American Congress than the declaration of the gen- 
tleman from Texas that he desires in good faith to lead a great 
movement of a great nation to settle a great controversy between 
the United States and the Government of Spain. When did this 
zeal of his become manifest? When was it that he first was seized 
by this desire to be a leader of a great crusade on behalf of the 
people of Cuba? He stood silently by while the then President of 
the United States defied the expression of Congress and refused 
to act under its declaration. 

Iheard then no protest from the eloquent gentleman. I did 
not understand at that time that he felt clothed with such re- 
sponsibility as demanded that he should rise up here and, at the 
head of the various factions of the army that somebody else has at 
last secured solid action from [laughter], should proclaim his un- 
dying allegiance to liberty and the cause of free Cuba. 

Let me say to the gentleman thatthe Republicans of the United 
States were boni and raised in sympathy with Cuba—free Cuba. 
It was a Republican President who, against the protest of the 
Democratic party, sought to relieve Cuba of her troubles long 
ago. And it is the Republicans on this floor who feel a genuine 
and honest sympathy for Cuba. And when the right time comes, 

in the 5 1 order of things and upon their own motion they will 
be found voting not only for belligerent rights to Cuba, but they 
will be found demanding liberty and national independence for 
the men of Cuba who have suffered. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

But, Mr. S er, they will do itin their own way. [Renewed 
fg he minority may shift their commanding officers. 
f aughter.] The minority may retire their failing generals and 

ring into action new men to take charge of their conglomerate 
organization [renewed oui] „but the Republicans on this 
floor will stand together behind the great leader of their party, 
and when the proper time comes they will march to the music of 
the Union, and liberty, and free Cuba. [Applause.] 

But we will not be put into line of battle by the enemy. The 
note of the bugle that will sound the rallying cry will not be blown 
by the breathof a Democrat. [Applause.] Thecurrent Adminis- 
tration in the brief two months of its existence has done more for 
the liberation of Cuba than was ever done in the four years of 
Cleveland's Adininistration—ten thousand times to one. It has 
organized a public sentiment in this country in favor of action, 
and is ready to lead that sentiment. [Derisive laughter on the 
Democratic side. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. When did that sentiment com- 
mence? Ithought it had existed a long time, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, if the gentleman will not put four 
pages of that remark into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, I shall be 
greatly obliged tohim. [Laughter.] This Republican Adminis- 
tration, by its course of procedure, has liberated more than fifty 
American citizens from the prisons of Cuba and is moving in its 
own way to Gone results. 

The SPEA ER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

A MEMBER (on the Democratic side). Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The ques- 
re is on agreeing to the resolution reported by the Committee on 

ules. 

Mr. BAILEY. I move to recommit the resolution reported by 
the Committee on Rules to the Committee on Rules, with instruc- 
tions to report back that resolution with an amendment providing 
for the consideration of the resolution recognizing the belligerent 
rights of the Cuban people. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
the amendment is not germane to the pending resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is very clear, but will 
hear the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BAILEY, I recognize, Mr. Speaker, that no amount of 
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argument will change the ruling of the Speaker, and T appeal from 
that decision, and on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not made any ruling, but the 
Chair will make a ruling in accordance with what the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] evidently thinks is the proper parlia- 
mentary ruling, which is that the amendment is in no wise in 


order. 

Mr. BAILEY. Idoiton the assurance of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] that the Chair would so hold. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. BAILEY] probably had a more ‘‘inner light" than that. 
inset) 

Mr. BAILEY. I demand the yeas and nays upon the appeal, 

Mr. DALZELL. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. BAILEY. But when I demand the yeas and nays, Mr. 
Speaker, what p se—even admitting that the gentleman could 
have the right to do that—what purpose is there in doing it? We 
do not delay it, and I insist upon the yeas and nays upon the 


appeal. 

Mr. DALZELL. I have the right to make the motion which I 
have made. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAL- 
ZELL] moves that the appeal be laid on the table. The Chair has 
decided that the motion to recommit is not inorder. The gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] takes an appeal from that, and 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] moves that the 
ap be laid on the table. 

. BAILEY. But before the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. DALZELL] moved to lay thé appeal on the table the gentle- 
man from Texas" had demanded the yeas and nays upon it. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely; and if the appeal is not laid on the 
table, the House will either order or not order the yeas and nays, 
as it pleases. 

Mr. BAILEY. I simply wanted to demonstrate to the country 
that the majority are not willing to face this question. 

s DALZELL. This does not demonstrate anything of the 

e DP 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on the motion to lay the appeal 
on the table. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BAILEY) there were—ayes 109, noes 79. ; 

Mr. BAILEY. Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. DALZELL. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 114, nays 83, 
answered present“ 12, not voting 144; as follows: 


YEAS—1l4. 
Adams, Davison, Ky. Hurley, Russell, 
Alexander, Da. E Johnson, N.Dak. Shannon, 
Arnol Dingley, Ketcham, Shattuc, 
Babcoc! Dorr, Knox, herman 
Baker, Md. Eddy, Kulp, Smith. III. 
Barber, Ellis, Lacey, uthard, 
Barrows, Evans, Landis, Sprague, 
Bartholdt, Faris, Linney, Steele, 
Booze, Foote, Loudenslager, Stewart, Wis, 
Brewster, Fowler, N. J. Low. Stone, C. W. 
Broderick, Gardner, McCleary, Stone, W. A. 
Bromwell, Gibson, Marsh, Strode, Nebr. 
Brown, Gillet, N. Y. Mercer, Sturtevant, 
Brownlow, Graff, Minor, Tawney. 
Butler, Grosvenor, Mitchell, Tayler, Ohio 
Cannon, rout, Mudd, Tongue, 
Clarke, N. H. Harmer, Odell, Upd ff, 
Cochrane, N. Y.  Hawley, Olmsted, Van Voorhis, 
Codding, Heatwole, Otjen, Walker, Va 
Conne Hemenway, Packer, Pa. Wanzer, 
Cooke, Henderson, Parker, N. J. War 
Corliss, Henry, Conn. Payne, Warner, 
Cousins, Henry, Ind. Pearce, Mo. mo". 
Crumpacker, Hicks, Pearson, te, X. On 
Curtis, Iowa Hilborn, Pitney, Williams, Pa. 
Curtis. Kans. Hitt, Prince, Wilson, N. Y. 
Dalzell, Howe, Quigg, Yost. 
Danrord, Howell, kay, 
Davenport, Hull, Royse, 

NAYS-8. 

Bailey. Epes, McClella Robinson, Ind. 
Baker, IIL Fitzpatrick, McCormick, Sayers, 
Barlow. Fleming, MeCulloch, Settle, 
Bartlett, Fox, McDowell, Shafroth, 
Bell, Gunn, MeMillin, Shuford, 
Eland, Handy, McRae, Simpson, 
Bodine, Hartman, Marshall, Si 
Botkin, Hay. Martin, Skinner, 
Broussard, Henry, Miss. Max well, Slayden 
Brundidge, Henry. Tex. Meskison, Smith, Ky. 
Burke, Hinrichsen, Meyer, La. Sparkman, 
Castle, Howard, Ala. Miers, Ind. Stark. 
Clayton, Hunter, Ogden, Stephens, Tex, 
Cochran, Mo. Jett, Osborne, Tate, 
Cooney, K ing. y. Underwood, 
Cowherd, Kleberg, Pierce, Tenn. Vandiver, 
Cummings, Lamb, Plowman, Vincent, 
De Graffenreid, Lanham, Rhea, Wheeler, Ala. 
De Vries, Lewis, Ga. Richardson, Williams, Miss, 
Dinsmore, Lewis, Wash. Ridgely, Young, Va. 
Elliott, Love, Rob 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1193 


ANSWERED "PRESENT'—12. 
Bingham, Brumm, Mahon, Terry, 
Brosius, Jenkins, Bpalding, Young, Fa. 
Brucker, McEwan, Sperry, i Zenor. 
NOT VOTING—14. 
Acheson, Cooper, Wis. Kerr, Pugh, 
A n, Cox, Kirkpatrick, Reeves, 
Allen, Cranford, Kitchin, Rixey, 
Baird, Crump, Knowles, Robb, 
Ball, Dagor timer, Robertson, La. 
Bankhead, Davidson, Wis. Lentz, Sauerhering, 
Barham, Davis, ter, Shelden, 
Barney, De Armond, Littauer, Showalter, 
Barrett, Dockery, Little, Simpkins, 
Beach, Dolliver, Livingstong Smith, S. W. 
Belden. Dovener, Lorimer, Smith, Wm. Alden 
ford, Ermentrout, Loud, Snover, 
Belknap. Fenton, Lovering, Southwick, 
Benner, Pa. her, Lybran Stallings, 
ett, Fitzgerald, cAleer, Stevens, Minn. 
Benton, Fletcher, McCal Stewart, N. J. 
Berry, Foss, McDonald, Stokes, 
ewe: Fowler, N. C. Melutire, Strait, 
Boutelle, Gaines, McLaurin, Strowd, N. C 
Bradley, Gillett, Mass. Maddox, Sullivan, 
Brantley, Greene, $ Sulloway, 
Brenner, Ohio Griffin, Mahany, Sulzer, 
Brewer, Griggs, Mann Sutherland, 
Bull, Grow, Mesi 'wanson, 
Burton, T, Miiler, Talbert, 
Campbell, Hamilton, Mills, panier, Ala. 
Capron, Hepburn, Moody, Todd, 
ack, iL Moon, Vehslage 
ings, Hooker, Morris, Wadswo 
Chickering, Hopkins, Newlands, Walker, Mass. 
Sen Howard, Northway, Weaver, 
Clark, lowa Johnson, Ind. Norton, Wheeler, Ky. 
Clark, Mo. Jones, Va. Overstreet White, III. 
Colson, Jones, Wash. Perkins, Wilber, 
Connolly [o Peters, Wilson, 8. C. 
Cooper, ‘Tex. Kelley, Powers, Wright. 


So the motion to lay the appeal on the table was agreed to. 

Mr. TERRY. If there are no additional pairs, I desire to say 
that I voted “ no" on this call; but, being paired with the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, Mr. GILLETT, I desire to withdraw my vote. 

'The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the adop- 
tion of the resolution. 

The question was put; and the resolution was agreed to. 
The SP R pro tempore. The Clerk will now report the 


joint resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution (S. R. 42) Cy ery MD for the relief of destitute 
citizens of the United States in the Island of Cuba. 


Resolved, etc., That the sum of $50,000 be, and the same ede de Qe 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise approp ated, for 
the relief of destitute citizens of the United States in the Island of Cuba. said 
money to be 5 at the discretion and under the direction of the Presi- 
dent of the United States in the purchase and furnishing of food, clothing, 
and medicines to such citizens, and for transpo: g to the United States 
mon of them as so desire and who are without means to transport them- 
selves. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the special order, debate 
on this resolution is limited to two hours. The Chair will recog- 
nize the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hitt] to control the time 
in the affirmative and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] 


to control the time in the negative. If no one desires to debate, 
the Chair will put the question. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. We all desire to debate. 
[Laughter.] 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas is 
recognized, 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMs}. 

Mr. W IAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, it is said that 
times change and men change with them whole bodies of men 
change with them. It was but a little time ago when the Repub- 
lican party was boasting in loud tones that it was the party of **cour- 
age"inthis country; above all things, that it was the party of 
“courage.” But we have become so accustomed of late to see the 
Republican party run away from great public questions that it has 
ceased to be a novelty. e saw it at the beginning of this session 
run away from the Pacific railroad bill; we saw it later on run 
away from the consideration of the bankruptcy bill as it came 
from the Senate, and we see it now running away from the con- 
sideration of the Cubanquestion. When we come to examine more 
closely, Mr. Speaker, we find, however, that the Republican party 
has not.changed its skin, nor the leopard its spots; we discover 
that back of each of these questions lies a plutocratic influence 
which is interested in nonaction. 

Not only do whole bodies of men change as times change, but 
even the Speaker of this House, unchangeable, like the laws of the 
Medes and Persians, as we fondly imagined, changes with the 
times, too. There was a time a httle while ago when, if he had 
been the chief of some Indian tribe, they would have called him 
**Big Man Defiant of Everything;" and now, to-day. they would 
add another title, and call him Big Man Afraid of His Follow- 


.” Heis wiser than Epimetheus. He does not want to open 
Pandora's box. He is afraid to allow you men upon that side of 
the House to consider almost any great public question for fear 
chaos would follow in council; and upon this particular question 
he knows that American manhood, whether Democratic or Repub- 
lican, would assert itself in favor of freedom wherever freedom's 
battle A as hung to the breeze, whether in Cuba or elsewhere. 


ing 


Now, Speaker, there are some other changes of more im- 
portance to the world than these; and the change that I note as 
the saddest is the change in the spirit of the great English-speak- 
ing race on both sides of the Atlantic. Time was when the names 
of Kossuth and Bolivar, or the cause of freedom in South Amer- 
ica, or the cause of freedom in Greece, stirred every Anglo-Saxon 
heart in the world. But to-day it must be said of this great race, 
the greatest that the world ever saw and perhaps ever will see, 
that the British branch of it is aiding the despotisms of Europein 
preserving the power of the barbarous Turk, while it manacles 
the sea power of Greece in the Mediterranean, while the American 
branch of the race is refusing even a hearing to the cause of free- 
dom at their very back doors, in the very center of the American 
Mediterranean, where a people are struggling for the common 
right which every people possesses to change their form of govern- 
ment when old governments are unsatisfactory to civilization or 
do not answer to the public welfare. À 

In the t American House of Congress, where once Clay 
thundered, and where Benton and Mason and men of their t 
thundered in behalf of freedom everywhere, we can not obtain 
the poor boon of having an admitted fact passed upon and recog- 
nized, if that fact is one the consideration of which would be 
favorable to those pone Mr. Speaker, belligerency is simply a 
question of fact. It is not a question of law. There is nothing 
mysterious about it. Belligerency is ** a condition of public war- 
fare," and when you recognize belligerency in a country you 
merely recognize that public warfare exists there, and that asa 
consequence both sides should be accorded equal treatment. 

The republicans in Cuba to-day are knocking at our back door, 
praying only that we shall take cognizance of the fact of existi 
war—belligerency. They are not asking any favor of your presen: 
Administration, only equal privileges with theSpaniard. Yetthe 
Republican House of Representatives has to-day voted down a reso- 
lution which merely recognizes the existence of thefact of belliger- 
ency. I know you will say that you have not voted it down, that 
you have merely refused to considerit; but when you deliberately 
shut your eyes to a fact, and that fact is a fact the recognition of 
which is necessary to neutrality, necessary to doing equal justice 
to belligerents, you can not fool the peoplelong with the idea that 
you have not deliberately done it. I know that the gentleman 
from Illinois said that the President was about to interfere by 
* diplomacy." 

By the way, Mr. S er, did you ever think how utterly too- 
too mysterious it makes a man to be on the Committee on Foreign 
Relations of either House of Congress? I have known gentlemen 
who were the very pictures of geniality and bonhomie and frank- 
ness go upon that committee and become at once afflicted with the 
disease of mystery. Whenever anything is touched upon which 
affects foreign relations, the cry goes up: Hush, hush, hush, for 
this is the bogey man! The most interminable consequences will 
follow if you put your unholy hands upon this sacred thing!” 

But there is nothing mysterious about the question of Cuban 
belligerency, and the idea that the President. if he is really trying 
to bring about a recognition of Cuban belligerency or of Cuban 
independence, can posu be injured by having the world know 
that the legislative branch of the American Government agrees 
with him, is entirely too absurd for serious consideration. 

Mr. Speaker, there seems an easy way in which all these House 
and Senate proceedings can be brought to an end. Let the gen- 
tleman who has been and who will be chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs in this House rise upon his feet now or at any 
time and say that the President has told him that he intends, by 
executive action, to recognize Cuban belligerency. If he will do 
so, there will be no other word spoken here. Let the President 
Y it to the country, and there will be no word further spoken 

ere, 

Now, then, Mr. Speaker, as I said a moment ago. belligerency 
is a fact. The question is, Does a condition of public warfare 
exist between certain peoples, or between certain fractions of a 
people? If so, belligerency exists. Is it a fact, then, that a condi- 
tion of public warfare exists in Cuba to-day? I want no better 
evidence than that which was furnished by the gentleman from 
Illinois, when he quoted from Signor Sagasta, the leader of the 
Liberal party in Spain to-day, and who will probably soon be the 
premier of that country. 

Mr. Sagasta said in so many words, ** We (the Spaniards) exer- 
cise no inistration or domination in the territory of Cuba east 
of Sacugeunay.” He says, furthermore: 


We have 200,000 ye | in Cuba, but we are not even masters of the terri- 
tory trodden by our TS. 
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Gentlemen say that there are no facts upon which to support 


e recognition of Cuban belligerency. Signor Sagasta answers 


em. e 

Mr. Speaker, no facts! There are facts that would support a 
declaration of war upon the part of the people of Americaagainst 
Spain. The gentleman himself says the executive department 
acknowledges, everybody acknowledges, that between 700 and 800 
American citizens are, under military orders, herded up like sheep 
in certain refuge cities in Cuba, without anyone to care for them or 
any ability to do anything for their own support, and without 
any provision being made by the Government of Spain for sup- 
porting them. 

Spain has no more right to put men to death by starvation than 
she has to put them to death by the bullet; and yet Spain must be 
affected with the natural consequences of her own deliberate act 
when she drives men, women, and children, under penalty of mili- 
E execution, from their homes, to herd them, while deprived of 
ability to engage in their life nvocations, in certain places chosen 
by her, and there leaves them without food, clothing. or shelter. 
It is the cruelest of possible murders, and 700 or 800 of the people 
subjected to this treatment are American citizens! 

hat would have been thought during the late civil war if 
General Grant or General Lee had i a proclamation, or if 
the government of either of the contending forces had issued a 
proclamation to the effect that all men, women, and children, in- 
cluding British subjects and French citizens, be gathered together 
in four cities—let us say New York, St. Louis, Memphis, and 
"Washington—and then had made no provision whatever to feed 
them or clothe them, no provision even to furnish them with a 
local habitation while they were there? 

Do yousupposethat Great Britain—the other great branch of 


the English race—would not have spoken to us in un- 
mistakable tones? you suppose that Napoleon III—at that 
time seated upon the imperial throne of France—would not have 


followed that action with action of his own which would have 
meant something against the power that was maltreating defense- 
less aliens and in favor of the power on the other side? Yet this 
is a fact which nobody denies: These hundreds are thus huddled 
and herded. 

Now, what does the Republican party propose to do? Gentle- 
men, I ask you seriously to consider this. You propose to treat 
American citizens whoare thus huddled, deliberately, as I believe, 
for starvation and for pestilence, not like American citizens, bnt 
like paupers. You propose to send them relief, you propose to 
deal outcharity to them instead of dealing out what this magnifi- 
centrace has always dealt out to its citizens everywhere, under 
every sun and in every clime—protection in the enjoyment of their 
rights. Notice of protection, intervention for protection, is the 
step that you ought to take here to-day. E 

T: shall, of course, vote to send relief, but my only objection to 
this resolution is that it does not go farenough. Even the resolu- 
tion attempted to be proposed by Mr. BAILEY of Texas, as an 
amendment to the one now being considered, does not go far 
enough,in my opinion. And why do gentlemen object to r - 
nizing Cuban belligerency, to recognizing a plain and pable 
fact—a condition of existing public warfare in Cuba? y, sir, 
we have objection made based on a condition of things of which 
the American **middle classes " and **lower classes "—meaning by 
those terms theless rich and the least rich—are growing tired day 
by day. The only objection made is that it will ‘‘disturb business 
relations." 

In this latter end of the nineteenth century, men seem to think 
not only that the age of chivalry has gone," but that this mag- 
nificent piece of humanity that has created and which we 
call man, with ** animagination to body forth the shapes of things 

own," with an intellect to probe into the very secrets of na- 
ture, with a heart to feel for suffering and for liberty everywhere 
in the world, is nothing but a miserable money-making machine. 
It is bad enough for an individual to feel that way. He sinks 
immediately to the contempt of all men. He sinks to the con- 
tempt of God Almighty. ; : A 

Poetry goes out from him; imagination ceases to exist with him. 
Chivalry is dead; manhood itself is sapped. But for a nation— 
and, worse than all, for a great race like the two branches of this 
English ing race of ours—to come to the conclusion, as they 
seem to have done lately, that the only thing to be corsilered in 
their relations with the other nations of the earth is the money 
estion, the trade question, the effect on stocks and bonds, the 

‘bance of business, carries degradation so far that I do not 
believe any man was ever gifted with pre to express the con- 
tempt that a real man ought to feel for it. [Applause.] 

ere the hammer ten. 
r. BAILEY. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman from 

Mr. LIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I say away with 
considerations like that, where justice and freedom stand before 
you! It was said in the old days that a Roman citizen, wherever 


he walked on the face of the globe, being disturbed in the exerciso 
of his rights, held himself up proudly and said. ‘‘ Civis Romanus 
sum." And I want to see the day when, wherever an American 
citizen may be, he shall hold himself proudly, and in r nse to 
all attempts at outrage shall say, “Lam an American citizen.” 

And I want to see the time when a naturalization paper from this 
great Republic may be like the flag of the Republic itself, when 
it shall protect whatever and whoever stands under it, and when 
all the world shall know that no prince, power, or potentate, no 
nation, no sovereign's satrap, dares to question it or dares to go 
behind it; when it shall cover-a citizen like a shield against all 
outrage and all infamy. 

I said a moment ago that we were coming to the point whero 
considerations of business relations prevented you from recog- 
nizing officially a fact when it was plain, patent, and acknowl- 
edged of all men. But that is not all. We seem to be coming to 
the point where, if civilization itself is confronted with business 
interests, civilization must stand aside; when outrage and rapo 
and arson at our very doors—things that curdle the very blood 
when we read about them—are to be passed over lightly with tho 
remark, **Do not put your unholy hand on this; you can not tell 
what may follow; this is a matter of diplomacy." And when we 
push the matter further, we find that behind the “diplomacy” is 
always some matter of business interests. 

But,leaving that consideration, I hold that, from the standpoint 
of business even, vulgar and plebeian as that consideration is, this 
war ought to be put an end to, and we have the power to put an 
end to it. From the standpoint of political expediency we ought 
to intervene. Why, not long ago gentlemen cheered as if they 
were wild when something was said about the annexation of 
Hawaii and the acquirement of a little coaling station more than 
a thousand miles from the nearest point on the American Conti- 
nent. p 

Iam nota jingo; I am not an annexationist. I would not try to 
spread the wings of the American eagle all over the islands of tho 
sea. Nor would I upon every occasion flop those wings and scream 
in exultant boast at our own prowess. But there is a proper 
sphere of influence within the view of every nation—the sphere of 
its own proper action; and if the Gulf of Mexico, the American 
Mediterranean, is not within our national ener then I know 
not what is. The Island of Cuba commands the mouth of the 
ces LAS River, bearing the greatest inland commerce in the 
world. 

It will command the mouth of the Nicaragua Canal when it is 
dug, and it will therefore command the passage to and fro of 
American troops and ships from coast to coast. We want it within 
the hands of a friendly power, and the Cubans will be friendly. 
Spain is historically, traditionally, and from the very natures of 
the Spaniard and the Anglo-Saxon an enemy to the English- 
spesking pee always and everywhere when she dares to show 

er enmity. 

Therefore, as a mere matter of political expediency, while I 
would do no wrong, while I would start no crusade of **manifest 
destiny," I would take advantage of every piece of pes fortune 
that may befall ourselves, and every piece of bad fortune that 
may befall any of our natural enemies, to weaken them in the 
American Mediterranean and to establish there, so far as we can, 
our own power or the power of peoples who are friendly to us, 
who from the very nature of things would be friendly, who, 
whether or not they were under our protection in a territorial 
goverment later on, as might happen, would be allies, just as 

tæa and Athens were allies by reason of propinquity and by 
necessity of situation. [Applause.] 

ere the hammer fell.] 

. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I assume, of course, that the gen- 
tleman in charge of the time on the other side of the House will 
now consume some of it. 

Mr. HITT. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. ROBBINS]. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Mr. Speaker, having visited the Island of Cuba 
in January last, I wish to advocate the passage of this resolution 
appropriating money for the relief of American citizens on that 
island. In doing so I am influenced by my personal observation 
of the condition of affairs there. 

Iam somewhat surprised that this resolution should be termed 
in anywise political; and I know that gentlemen who are sing 
its passage by filibustering are certainly not familiar with the 
condition of our American citizens on that island. J 

I do not intend, Mr. Speaker, to enter into any argument upon 
the togal a of this question—whether Congress or the Presi- 
dent should take the initiative in passing a law to recognize the 
belligerency of Cuba. I propose to devote my time entirely to 
showing the pressing necessity of relieving American citizens in 
the pn pens, starving, as they were in January last, and in à 
condition of far greater suffering as I know they are to-day. 

Ivisited Habana for the of investigating the Cuban 
question. I visited the country round about Habana for 30 or 40 
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miles; and every case that I shall state to this House is a case that 
came under my own personalobservation and was investigated 
for my own personal satisfaction. l want to state the case of 
Charles Govin, an American citizen, to show that Spain has no 
right at this time to claim from us that we are infringing upon 
international law or any treaty rights when we propose to relieve 
Americans suffering on that island. 

By reason of the advantages given me, I visited the Cabanas 
fortress—I think on the 2d of January. A prisoner was brought 
out to me who exhibited the marks upon his arms, and told me 
that a short time before he had been captured in the insurgents’ 
army with one Charles Govin. an American citizen. He told me 
that when Govin was captured he was entirely uninjured; that 
he exhibited to thecommanding officer of the Spanish guard who 
took him his papers as a citizen of the United States. his appoint- 
ment as a correspondent of a newspaper in the city of New York—I 
think it was the Journal—and his passport admitting him to that 
territory. And when the Spanish officer discovered what those 
papers were he struck them from his hands and tied him to two 
other prisoners for the night. x ; 

This same prisoner told me that the next morning at daybreak 
Charles Govin was taken out in plain view, tied to a tree, and the 
Spanish cay: ordered to ride by and cut him with their ma- 
chetes as they did so, which order was obeyed until the man was 
attually cut to pieces by the Spanish cavalry. And when this 

isoner with whom I talked, Mr. Speaker, was afterwards put in 
qe Cabunas prison, he applied to the consul-general of the United 
States, claiming his right as an American citizen and stating that 
he did not assert such right on the field because he “feared the 
fate of Charles Govin." Tho whole official correspondence is here, 
Mr. Speaker, passano" in Senate Document 39 of the Fifty-fourth 
Congress. The dence is open to all of us. That is the 
treatment that one American citizen received. 

Mr. Speaker, it was my good fortune to meet the brother of 
Charles Govin at Tampa, Fla. Because the claim is made that 
these same people come to the United States and procure fraudu- 
lent papers Il go back to Cuba, I want to say that this man was 
as thorough an American as I am niyself—a permanent resident 
of the United States—as was also his brother Charles, who was so 
cruelly murdered by the Spanish. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROBBINS. If it is not to come out of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Of course it will come out of the 
gentleman's time. : 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I wish to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Very well, 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Does the gentleman think he can 
change those conditions by an appropriation of $50,000? 

Mr. ROBBINS. Ithink, Mr. Speaker, that $50,000 will relieve 
to that extent, and, if it is necessary, the following of it up by 
$100,000, the sending of food and medicine,is the very thing we 
want to do. This is the beginning of a great work. We do not 
want to quibble about forms of law and diplomacy. We want to 
send these people substantial relief, and send it at once. 

One other case, Mr. Speaker. Here is the card of Frederic L. 
Craycroft, who called on me at the Hotel Ingleterre, in Habana, 
and who came from the State of Indiana, I believe. I am not sure 
but that he was a citizen of the late Judge Holman's district. By 
the death of a friend this young man, who was 26 years of age, 
was called to Cuba to settle up an estate, which consisted of a farin 
within 20 miles of the city of Habana. He told me that the Span- 
ish troops came to his place early in December, under the command 
of a commissioned — — troops that were sent by Spain to the 
Island of Cuba toenforce thelaw and preserve order. He told me 
that that commissioned officer demanded money from him, and 
when he refused to give it, struck him on thehead with his sword. 

I saw myself the mark on the young man's head and saw his 
clothesthat werecut. Isawtheseatthe Americanconsulate. Mr. 
Speaker, when he was finally knocked down and almost kicked into 
insensibility, he gave the commissioned officer $100, and his sol- 
diers grabbed up some $29, all that he had left, and took his horse 
and other property. On that same expedition, that same Spanish 
officer, with these men, went on burning up the houses and killin 

ceful citizens—pacificos, as they are called—until in that rai 
28 peaceful citizens were killed. This American, when I saw 
him,almost a month later, was a fugitive in the city of Habana, 
living upon the alms of the American citizens in Habana, fearing 
to return to his farm. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Now, what good will this $50,000 
do those dead men? 

Mr. ROBBINS. This man is not dead. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Will youlet them be killed first and 
feed them afterwards? 

Mr. ROBBINS. This man is starving in the city of Habana, 


driven from his plantation. Fifty thousand dollars, if properly 
ded, will at least give him bread, that he may live. 
Speaker, we all know the case of Julio Sanguily, an Amer- 


ican citizen who was tried and condemned contrary to the treaty 
rights with Spain. His lawyer was imprisoned. The lawyer who 
took his appeal at Madrid was deprived ef his office. These are 
some ways in which Spain is treating citizens of the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, after the battle of Guanabacoa, the day after that 
fight, I saw American citizens, whom certainly the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. aasan onia say should be relieved by an 
appropriation of money. eday after that fight there were hud- 

ed in the little city of Guanabacoa, within 6 miles of Ha 
more than 2,000 people, they told me, and the streets were crowded. 
They ues me those people had been driven in from the provinces 
outside. 

ES doesnot make any pretense of furnishing those people with 
food. They have been driven from their plantations, deprived of 
their horses, deprived of every means of support, and among those 
2,000 fugitive people from the country round abont they told me, 
and I heard it officially at the American consulate, there were 
some eight or ten American citizens that were in actual want and 
in actual starvation. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentle- 
man when it was that he saw all of these horrors taking place? 

Mr. ROBBINS. I went to the Island of Cuba on the 24th day 
of December and came away in January of this year. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Is not what you saw and what you describe 
here the legitimate result of war? 

Mr. ROBBINS. To attack peaceable citizens, to kill women 
and children, to drive old men, defenseless women, and little 
children from the country, from their homes, into the towns to 
starve, is not ‘‘legitimate war" nor the result of ‘legitimate 
war.” It is extermination; it is cold, cruel, deliberate murder. 

No, this terrible condition of affairs is the result of the “ brutal 
policy of Spain" and not the result of “legitimate war.” 

No, I say again, it is not the legitimate result of war, Mr. 
Speaker. the treaty with Spain which I have here, Spain 
guarantees protection to every American citizen on the Island of 
Cuba, under the articles of 1795, and again in protocol of 1877, 
this right is guaranteed, but under this proclamation of General 
Weyler, issued October 21, 1896, this condition of affairs is brought 
about in Cuba—and I want to read just one paragraph of it for 
the enlightenment of gentlemen upon the other side. This proc- 
lamation reads: 

That all the inhabitants of the country districts, or those who reside out- 
side the lines of fortifications of the towns. shall withina delay of eight days 
enter the towns which are occupied by the troops. Any individ found 
outside the lines in the country at the expiration of this poupa shall be con- 
sidered a rebel, and shall be dealt with assuch.—Proclamation of General Wey- 
ler, dated October 21. 1396, sec. 1. 

Mr. Speaker, all the inhabitants—Americans, pacificos, noncom- 
batants, men, women, and children—are driven into the towns by 
this nefarious proclamation of the batcher Weyler, to starve, as 
they are doing, in those fortified towns of Cuba; for to remain 
outside means to be shot, as these poor wretches have learned by 
bitter experience. To be driven into the towns means death by 
starvation and disease. 

Mr. BRUCKER. I should like to ask the gentleman another 
question, E nei 

Mr. ROBBINS. I can not be interrupted. I have only ten 
minutes. 

Several MEMBERS. Go ahead. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I do not wish to refuse. I will answer the 
gentleman in any way I can; but my time is so short. 

The SPEAKER protempore. 'The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Mr. Speaker, this condition of affairs existi 


in the Island of Cuba, this is the condition of affairs existing wit 


reference to some 600 or 800 Americans resident in the country 


districts of Cuba, as we are informed by the President's message, 
and it ought to demand at the hands of the American pons some 
immediateandurgentrelief. Ifthisappropriationcan beexpended 
for their relief, it ought to be granted gladly and at once. Taik 
abouta condition of war! Here, Mr. Speaker, is the listof Amer- 
ican prisoners confined in the Cuban prisons. 

This list, which is officially furnished by the Secretary of State 
to the United States Senate, and is a Senate document, discloses 
the names of 74 American citizens. We have been told to-day b 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs [Mr. Hirr 
that nearly all of them have, by the urgency of a Republican Ex- 
ecutive, been liberated from those prisons since the 4th of March. 
We want to go further, Mr. Speaker. We want to relieve the 
suffering of American citizens in Cuba in these starvation 
in these fortified towns; this condition of affairs which has n 
brought about, not by the legitimate results of war, but by the 
results of an order the parallel of which is only found in the In- 
Dy the order that General Weyler promulgated in the fall 


I believe Cuba should be free, I will vote to acknowledge the 
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Republic of Cuba at the first 5 Spain has broken 
every treaty obligation with us. She has murdered our citizens 
and destroyed their property. We owe her nothing now. Our 
duty to our own citizens demands that we Lei their lives and, 

roperty and relieve them from starvation. Doescitizenshipof the 
Gaited States mean nothing? Will we not protect it? 
notified the world that we will not permit any other nation to 
interfere between Spain and Cuba. Yet we will not. We spend 
thousands of dollars guarding our ports and patrolling the high 
seas to prevent arms, men, and Pop pues from being s ipped to 
Cuban patriots, while the Spaniards buy all these here and send 
them openly to Cuba. Let us grant equal rights to each. Let 
us acknowledge belligerency; recognize the independence of the 
Cuban Republic. Let us grant, Mr. Speaker, to the Cubans the 
Spaniard's chance. A 

Let us appropriate this money and appropriate it quickly, Mr. 
Speaker, and if that does not bring about the release of i 
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American 
citizens from starvation and death, let us send after it another 
$50,000, and if that does not bring the result, then I for one shall vote 
for and do all that I can to send after these donations war shi 
and armed troops. I believe first, Mr. Speaker, in attempting in 
some rational and substantial manner to relieve these starving 
Americans quickly and without delay. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 
ere the hammer fell. 

r. BAILEY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON]. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. . Speaker, we are all agreed as to the 

necessity for relieving these suffering Americans in Cuba, and I 

resume that we are all d upon another proposition, that 

ere is warin Cuba. I do not think that any intelligent Repub- 
lican will dare to deny that proposition. 

Now, the only practical question to-day before this House and 
before the people of America is how best and most safely and 
surely to relieve these people in whom we are interested in Cuba. 
Your proposition is to feed them for thirty-one days with $50,000, 
for that is the length of time that it will suffice. At the end of 
thirty-one days you must repeat the appropriation, and at the end 
of sixty-two days you must repeat it again. 

Now, I shall vote for the $50,000, but I lay down the proposition 
that it is not the practical way in which to get at this business. 
In the first place, what brought about the necessity for the ex- 
penditure of the $50,000? The simple fact that General Weyler, 
in a war on noncombatants, has driven them from their rural 
homes into the cities and vill of Cuba, without any excuse 
under the heavens but that he intends to exterminate every Cuban 
on the island. 

Those he can not kill or banish he proposes to starve to death; 
and I want to say to my friend from Illinois [Mr. Hirt], of whom 
I am so fond, that it came with very bad grace from him this 
morning to throw across onto this side of the House the charge 
that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY], the leader of the 
minority, was delaying the provisioning of these starving people. 
You and your party could have done just the same thing last 
Monday which you did to-day. Your Committee on Rules could 
have brought in this rule on last Monday just as well as to-day. 
Why did you not do it? 

But there is another thing that I want to bring to your atten- 
tion. John Sherman, Secretary of State, knew just as well on 
the 5th of March of the existing condition of affairs as he knows 
them to-day. 

Mr. HITT. How do you know that? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The gentleman from Illinois scarcely needs 
to ask that question, for he was chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs in the last House. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Why, of course he was. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, since the 5th day of March he has had access to the pri- 
vate files and correspondence from Cuba, that have been kept 
from Congress, and intentionally kept from the public, for fear 
of creating a feeling which would have compelled decided action 
in behalf of these Cuban people. Much was and is expected of 
this Administration. The last did not meet the demands so ur- 
gently pressed upon it by Congress and the public. This should 
have and, if acceptable to the people, must have more American- 
ism and less Spanish and less English. 

There should be Americanism in it sufficient at least to insure 
safety to Americans in Cuba. You have an Administration that 
for sixty days, since Mr. McKinley and Mr. Sherman came in, 
knew that there were starving Americans in Cuba; John Sherman 
for sixty days knew that these people were starving, and yet you 
charge on this side, upon the minority leader of this House, that 
he purposely delayed this provision for four days, when you have 
simply deliberately and knowingly delayed it for more than sixty 
days. 

Now, let me suggest that it would have been delayed sixty days 
more if it had not come to the knowledge of the Republican Ad- 
ministration that the Morgan resolution in the Senate had just 
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dragged itself along for thirty days and could drag no longer, that 
the Senate was bound to act upon it, and that they were going to 
pass it; and just at the very threshold or doorway of its p: e 
you come in here with a proposition and say, “Give us a little 
more time and the President will certainly do it.” 

Oh, I remember these promises from the Executive, made when 
the question was up for the repeal of thepurchasing clause of the 
Sherman Act, that gave so many Democrats on this side so much 
trouble, and that from that day to this made them cover their faces 
inshame. Now, Mr.Speaker, I want to suggest, in all candor, to 
that side of the House one way out of this whole business. Vote 
the $50,000 to feed these 3 American citizens, and send 
along with it a notice to General Weyler that he must turn these 
noncombatants loose and let them go back to the rural districts 
where they can get fruits and roots and meat to live upon, and 
get rid of the $50,000 appropriated hereafter. Why not? 

Mr. STEELE. ho will live on roots? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentleman says, Who would live on 
roots? For gentlemen over there, I would not be sure but that it 
would be a very good thing for them to live on roots for a while. 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] It might cause 
them to have a little more Americanism if they had to live on 
roots fora while in Cuba. [Renewed laughter. 

But, Mr. Speaker, let me suggest in all candor a removal of the 
cause that brought on these existing conditions that call for this 
appropriation; and I know, sir, that you will agree with me, and 
I know that my friend from Illinois will with me, that the 
only way to practically and permanently get rid of this thing isto 
remove the cause that brought about this necessity. Now, the 
necessity is brought about by Weyler's order. I should notify 
him that it must be revoked. 

Mr. HITT. May Lask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. HITT. Do you not think the better way to remove the 
cause would be to have the President, with all his authority and 
with all the ability of his advisers, to secure the independence of 
Cuba instead of the belligerency or anything else? [Applause on 
the Mi Store aaa 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes. Will you answer one question for 
me? Will the President do that? [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] Now, answer. That is fair. hen will he do it? My 
friend is an honest man; let him answer that. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I have no right to speak by any au- 


thority. — 

Mr LIVINGSTON, Then you have no right tomake that propo- 
sition tome. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HITT. I asked you a question, and you have asked me one, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes. 

Mr. HITT. Do you want an answer? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Ido want an answer. 

Mr. HITT. Then I will answer the gentleman. As one member, 
and speaking for myself, I have reason to believe that the Presi- 
dent is taking as active—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. This comes out of my time, 
and go ahead. 

Mr. HITT. The President is taking as active and as effective 
steps as he can looking to securing the independence of Cuba. I 
just stated to you a fact showing the outlook in Cuba, that that 
conviction is shared at headquarters in Spain, that the minister 
who will probably be in charge of that Government in a few da; 
has said as to the Cuban strugglethat the pros is substantially 
hopeless for Spain, X pe on the Republican side.] 

r. LIVINGSTON. t me ask the gentleman one further 
question. Have you any confidence, to any extent, in Spanish 
promises? Now, come down to it, honestly. 

Mr.HITT. Idonotthink that there is any promise in question, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, from the same process of reasoning, 
we can reason all along the other side, and I know you are candi 
I have a great deal of faith in Mr. McKinley, although he is a 
Republican. Iam afraid, however, that he is in the hands of the 
Philistines, as Cleveland was. [Laughter and applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Iam afraid they will manipulate him, and I would rather act so 
to give him more backbone, so that he would send a declaration: ‘To 
General Weyler: For once and forever that order of yours must 
be revoked; these noncombatants must go back to their homes in 
the rural sections, so that they can get their own food. We will 
not submit toit, by the eternal!” That is what we ought to do; 
and why not amend your resolution? Why not do that? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman has 


se 
: r. BAILEY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ala- 
ama. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, the highest parlia- 
mentary body of the greatest Government on earth is called upon 
to determine from the evidence before it whether war does or doeg 
not exist on the Island of Cuba. 


Beinahurry 


1897. 
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That is the only question, Mr. Speaker. 

Only on yesterday, at the very time prominent Republican 
statesmen were asserting that war did not exist on that island, 
the distinguished Spanish senator and ex-premier, Sefior Sagasta, 
was making as h in Madrid, in which he asserted in the most 

itive terms that war did exist; that Spain had 200,000 troops 
in Cuba, but he painfully admitted that Spain was not master 
even of the territory trodden by her so!diers. I read his exact 
words as they appear in the cablegram from Madrid in the Post 
of this morning: 
MADRID, May 19. 


Ata meeting of Liberal senators and deputies to-day Sefior Sagasta, former 
premier, made an important speech, in the courss of which he said: g 

* We have 200,000 troops in Cuba, but we are not even masters of the terri- 
tory trodden by our soldiers. At the same moment Carlism is organizing 
itself in the peninsula and menaces us with a new war, thanks to the impu- 
nity it enjoys, while the seeds of separatism are germinating in some of the 

rovinces. 

2 “The picture could not be gloomier. We have war in Cuba and in th? 
Philippines, and we have attempts at civil war at home.” 

Two hundred thousand Spanish soldiers in arms and in line of 
battle in the Island of Cuba, and an official report before us stat- 
ing that 


EIGHT HUNDRED AMERICANS DESPOILED, IMPOUNDED, AND STARVING. 


Eight hundred American citizens are driven from their homes, 
deprived of their property, despoiled of their estates, impounded 
and corralled and starving in the towns and villazes of Cuba, aud 

et men who have forgotten that honor and chivalry are the price- 
ed heritage of the American people would make us believe that 
the Island of Cuba is blessed with profound peace. 

For three years the Spanish bulletins have been reporting fre- 
quent engagements with superior bodies of insurgents. They 
have told us of the slaughter of the insurgents in battle, and the 
sound of musketry shooting down helpless prisoners, including 
combatants and noncombatants,including Cubans and Americans, 
has been heard every day of thereign of the Nero of the nineteenth 
century: King Weyler the First; and yet, after all this slaughter, 
the distinguished Spanish senator and ex-premier proclaims in 
Madrid, Spain's beautiful capital: 

We have 200,000 troops in Cuba, but we are not even masters of the terri- 
tory trodden by our soldiers. 

This is an important statement from a Spanish senator and ex- 

remier, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PER who has 
just taken his seat informs us that Señor Sagasta will in a few 
days again become the premier of that Government, and this fact 
ives even more significance to his words. He tells the people of 
in that because of an insurgent army of superior numbers the 

0,000 Spanish troops are not even masters of the territory they 
stand upon, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania who spoke 
half an hour ago told us that the warfare carried on by these 
200,000 soldiers was brutal, cruel, and atrocious. 

The statement by Señor Sagasta that— 

Spain is not even master of the territory trodden by her 200,00) soldiers— 


is an admission that the Cubans have practically the control of 
the entire island, This alone entitles the struggling patriots to 
the rights of belligerents. 1 XU. 

All works on international law assert that actual possession of 
the territory is sufficient. : 

Wildman, quoted approvingly by Halleck, pays 68, says: 

When, in the result of a civil war, a state chan, its government, or a 
province, or colony, that before had no separate existence, is in the ssion 
of the rights of sovereignty, the possession of sovereignty de facto is taken 

be possession de jure; and any foreign power is at liberty to recognize such 
sovereignty by treating with the possessor of it as an independent state. In 
international transactions possession is sufficient, 

Davis in international law, page 200, says: 

The parties to a war are called belligerants. The recognition of such 
Ts by foreign governments in no way involves the recognition of the re- 
bellious government as a separate political recognition. It only implies that 
the laws of war aro to prevail in the military operations. 

Lorimer, Vol. 1, page 142, says: 

By recognizing belligerent rights neutral powers pronounce no judgment 
E es, either on the merits of ths claim ho the Probability of its ultimatə 
vindication. Belligerent recognition is a mere declaration of impartiality. 
To withhold from the claimant for recognition the rights of*belligerency, 
whilst we extend them to the parant state, would plainly be to take part 
against it in the war. 

Notwithstanding all this, the money changers and owners of 
Spanish bonds tell the people that thereis no war in Cuba, and that 
we must not recognize Cubans as entitled to belligerent rights. 


SPANISH ARMY IN CUBA FIVEFOLD OUR ARMY OF 1776 OR 1312. 


From 1776 to 1781 the average enrolled force of our continental 
soldiers was 38,203, while the average force of British troops in 
America during that time, which I take from eleven different offi- 
cial reports, was 32,203, to which force should be added their 
American adherents, which at one time numbered 8,954 men, 
making the average British force somewhat in excess of 40,000 
soldiers; yet all historical works, 5 school histories, 
tell us that the period from Lexington and Concord, April 19, 1775, 


to Yorktown, October 19, 1781, was a condition of bloody, cruel, 
and desolating war. 

Our losses during that seven-years conflict was but 2,900 killed 
and 6,500 wounded, a less number than the Spaniards claim are 
killed in a single season, either killed in battle or shot down in 
Weryler’s slaughter pens. In the war of 1812 we had 1,877 killed 
and died of wounds, and 3,737 were wounded and recovered; and 
in the war with Mexico 1,019 were killed and died from wounds, 
and 3,928 were wounded and recovered. - 


MANY TIMES GREATER THAN THE AUMIES IN MEXICO. 


The greatest force commanded by General Taylor, with which 
he won the victories of Palo Alto, Resaca de la Palma, and Mon- 
terey, was 6,650, and his great victory at Buena Vista was accom- 
plished with a force of 4,733 men, and Santa Anna's entire army 
at that battle was reported on paper as 19,9023 men. 

General Scott carried the Stars and Stripes from Vera Cruz to 
the halls of Montezuma with an army whose maximum strength 
was 12,776 men, and the entire force brouzht against him by Santa 
Anna was estimated to be 30,000 strong [applause]; and yet 
American history has dignified these occurrences as real, actual, 
bloody warfare. Mr. Speaker, we have to either stop Fourth 
of July celebrations and undo the elections of Old Hickory in 
1848 and Pierce in 1852, who the people elected because the 
were told that old Zach Taylor and Franklin Pierce were bo 
heroes in actual war, or else we have got to admit that the array of 
hostile armies more than five times as formidable as those which 
fought the campaign in Mexico or the battles of the Revolution 
have created a condition of actual war in Cuba. 

TEN TIMES JACKSON'S ARMY IN THE VALLEY. : 

Stonewall Jackson in his campaign in the Valley had less than 
17,00) men, and much less than that number in his engagements 
at Kernstown with General Shields, at McDowell with General 
Milroy, at Front Royal and Winchester with General Banks, and 
at Cross Keys and Port Republic with Generals Frémont and 
Shields, and yet all these gallant soldiers, driven from these fields 
by the sagacity, skill, and courage of the superb Jackson, hastened 
forward couriers, dispatches, and telezrams assuring the Govern- 
ment that the once peaceful valley of Shenandoah had become a 
theater of actual war. 

lf we are to vote that war do2s not exist in Cuba, we must also 
votə that there was no war in the Shenandoah Valley. 


LES3 THAN TWO HUNDRED THOUSAND CONFEDERATES UNDER ARMS IN 1863, 


Again, Mr. Speaker, the War Record Reports tell us that in 1868 
the total effective of all the Confederate force east of the Missis- 
sippi River was only 153,780 men, and it must be remembered that 
in 1861, before half that number of soldiers were in the field, the 
Spanish Cortes declared that war existed between the United 
States and the Confederate government. If we now decide that 
there are not a sufficient number of Spanish troops in Cuba to 
create a condition of war, we must also decide that war did not 
exist in this country from 1861 to 1865, and we must follow up that 
by repealing all the pension laws, bringing the dead to life, making 
ths lame to walk, revising history, and teaching the children that 
there were no such personsas Lincoln, McClellan, Grant, Sherman, 
Sheridan, Hancock, Schofield, or Lee, Jackson, and Jefferson Davis. 
We must do one of these things, Mr. Speaker, or else admit that 
the same facts which created a condition of war in one country does 
not create it in another. 


FRANCE HAD BUT 195,801 SOLDIERS IN 1815. 


The returns of all the armies of France of June 1, 1815, show that 
their entire strength was 195,801 men. This included the Army 
of the North with which the Emperor fought the battles of Ligny, 
Quartre Bras, and Waterloo; Army of the Rhine, under Rapp; 
Army of the Alps, under Suchet; Army of the Jura, under 
courbe; Army of the Var, under Brune; Army of the Eastern 
Pyrenees, under Decaen; Army of the Western Pyrenees, under 
Ciauzel, and Army of the La Vendee, under Lamarque. The en- 
tire force under arms in France was therefore less in number than 
the strength of the Spanish army which Señor 8 tells us is 
now fighting a war of oppression and conquest in Cuba. 

If Republican statesmen are right that war does not now exist 
in Cuba, then war did not exist in Europe, and the stories of 
Napoleon and Wellington and Blucher and Waterloo are fairy 
tales which should be blotted out of history. 

„ The time of the gentleman from Alabama has 
expired. 

r. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask two minutes more. 

Mr. BAILEY. I have yielded all the time under my control. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, I ask unanimous consent for an 
extension of two minutes. 

'There was no objection. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I thank the House for this 
courtesy. 

The trouble is, Mr. Speaker, that the controlling element in this 
country has changed. 
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HONOR THE DOMINANT SPIRIT ONCE; GOLD THE CONTROLLING POWER NOW. 


From 1776 to 1865 the dominant spirit which controlled in this 
Republic was one of honor, glory, chivalry, and patriotism. The 
dominant spirit of to-day is the pride of gold, of palaces, of mar- 
riage alliances with dukes, and princes, and counts, and an exer- 
cise of the whole power of the Government in the interests of 
money changers, millionaires, and monopolies, and this, too, 
whether suey are Astors, Goulds, Vanderbilts, or Rockefellers of 
America, or Barings and Rothschilds from across the sea. 

I do not know what others may say or how others may vote, but 
I for one proclaim on this floor that war, cruel, brutal, murder- 
ous war,does exist in that ‘‘gem of the ocean"—that beautiful 
**Queen of the Antilles"—and I here assert that it is our duty as 
the representatives of the greatest people 1 earth to so declare 
n she 8 councils that exist under the canopy of heaven. 

plause, 

1 this declaration will aid our brethren struggling for liberty, 
we are only doing what we promised to do when God vouchsafed 
victory and liberty to us. If we fail to do this, we are recreant to 
our pledges, to Christianity, to civilization, to humanity, and to 
God. oud . 

Mr. HITT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. ADAMS]. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, as I entered the House a moment 

o, I heard a gentleman from Georgia making an appeal to this 
side of the Chamber to pass these belligerent resolutionsto ‘‘ stiffen 
the backbone” of the man to whom the American people have 
just intrusted the charge of this Government. 

I wish to say, in reply to the gentleman from 5 that the 
man who within thirty days after taking his seat in the executive 
chair forced open the prison doors of Cuba and set free the sixty 
Americans who had been languishing in prison cells, owing to 
the weakness of the Democratic Administration, needs no strength- 
ening at the hands of either side of this Chamber. [Anpianse] 

Mr. Speaker, there have been some comments made here upon 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the last House. As the 
chairman of the subcommittee that had charge of the subject of 
Cuba in that Congress, I wish to say that, while not occupying 
that official ition now—while, in fact, not a 1nember of any 
cominittee—I wish to state that we reported to this House a reso- 
lution which called for the protection of American property and 
the protection of the liberty of American citizens to the point of 
armed intervention. And we need no suggestion now from ihe 
va ace side of the Chamber as to what the Republican party 

hould do. 

Our position on this subject is declared in our platform. We 
stand pledged to that position, and we will carry it out. But, sir, 
we will do it in our own way and in our own time, and upon the 
suggestion of the executive branch of this Government, not at 
the dictation of a minority party whom the people of this country 
have just sent to the rear. We hold ourselves responsible, and 
we will meet the Mun: When ae oe 2 to e 
gress a message asking us to provide for feeding starving eri- 
cans, we ask no sug: ion from the other side of the Chamber. 

We will feed starving Americans; and if gentlemen on the other 
side want to go on record against it on a parliamentary quibble, 
let them do so at their peril, and the people will hold them account- 
able for their actions. The people of the North and of the South 
will ask, Was there any objection when it was proposed to send 
food to Russia? Was there any objection when it was proposed 
to send food to India? 

Nay, more. Coming right to our own homes, was there any 
Objection when, in view of the floods in the Mississippi Valley, aid 
was sought here? And yet gentlemen from the other side, coming 
from that very section, have the effrontery to stand in this Cham- 
ber and to oppose by a parliamentary quibble, for the sake of a 
small political advantage, the sending of food to starving Ameri- 
cans in Cuba. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not a question of international law. The 
question is not whether our country isin danger of being involved 
in any difficulty. Spain, that has kept at arm’s length any propo- 
sitions from the last Administration, hasreceived this proposition 

ially—has offered no. opposition to feeding these ple. 
Where is the necessity for any action on the part of this House to 
“strengthen the backbone” of the Executive? Has Spain ever ac- 
cepted any proposition of any kind from the last Administration? 
No, sir; for she knew the weakness of the Executive; she knew 
she had the sympathies of the Executive and the 3 of 
State on the Cuban question; and she would not have dared to 
hold out her hand so that this might be done. The ‘‘ backbone” 
is there in the present Executive; and if Spain had dared to re- 
fuse this offer of America to feed her sons residing in a foreign 
Jand, the force would have been there and food would have gone, 
if we had been obliged to fire it down the throats of the hot-headed 
Spaniards. [Applause. : 

ere the hammer fe 1 

. BAILEY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. CLAYTON]. 


.Mr.CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, toa plain and average American 
citizen it seems to be strange, if not anomalous, for time to be so 
precious here that this House can devote but two hours to the con- 
sideration of the . now before us, when it is re- 
membered that under the rule of the Republican majority we ad- 
journed last Monday, when this matter was first presented, over 
until to-day. But in the brief time allowed me I can advert only 
to this offense against proper legislative deliberat on, this preven- 
tion of free speech, and the injustice done here to the minority. 
And I can not hope to do more than refer to some of the features 
of the Cuban question. 

Mr. Speaker, in the discussion indulged in here to-day, brief as 
it has been, there have been made some remarkable utterances, 
Some members of the majority who are charged with the respon- 
sibility of acting or of defeating action have said repeatedly that 
this Administration would extend to the Cuban patriots and to 
the suffering Americans in the Isiand of Cuba a complete remedy 
and a complete cessation of the ills which they endure. But when 
these self-constituted witnesses are cross-examined by gentlemen 
on this side of the Chamber and are called upon for their author- 
ity to make any such statement, they disclaim their authority; 
and, in thelanguage of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. frr, 
they each say: I have no right to speak by any authority. As 
one member, and speaking for myself, I have reason to believe," 
etc. 

The country has heard too often the language of diplomacy and 
evasion. It has so often heard in respect to the t economic 
question—thatof the currency—which has agitated this country for 
several years past, the old, old cry of ** Wait, wait; don't discuss, 
don't agitate, and confidence, prosperity, and happiness will come 
to the people;" until now confidence has been lost in your profes- 
sions. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Let us not longer 
delay, but let us give the Americans in Cuba some evidence, some 
action, that will assure them that this great Government is not 
only willing to contribute the means to alleviate their present 
suffering, but intends to see to it that other atrocities shall not 
be committed. 

The resolution proposed by the gentleman from Texas would 
doubtless do all this, while the isolated proposition embodied in 
the joint resolution reported by the Republican members of the 
Committee on Rules extends temporary succor only. The com- 
plaint against the resolution reported by the committee is not that 
the proposed relief is not timely and proper, but that it falls short 
of meeting the whole exigency of the case. 

The question involved in the resolution which the gentleman 
from Texas, the leader on this side, attempted to offer, and has 
had read, is not a new one. Its favorable disposition here ought 
not to admit of any further delay. Is there any man in this 
House, is there any American anywhere, who can read the news- 
papers, the great disseminators of intelligence, is there anyone 
thus blessed who can doubt the situation in Cuba and doubt our 
duty to-day? Isay that the proposition is not new. If you of the 
majority have voted down the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Texas upon the ground that you have not information 
of a state of war in Cuba, you stultify the former House of Rep- 
résentatives, including the members here present who were mem- 
bers of that House; you stultify the Senate of the United States. 

In the time of President Cleveland Congress knew of a state of 
war existing there. The Senate and the House by a formal con- 
current resolution so declared. That resolution was reported to 
the Senate by Mr, Sherman, who is now Secretary of State, 
Since then the evidence has accumulated. So that the existence 
of a war in Cuba can-no longer be doubted. The disclosures 
made in the Senate on yesterday furnish overwhelming and indis- 

utable proof that a war does exist in Cuba. I ask that if there 
be any doubting Thomas let him thrust his hand into the gaping 
wounds laid bare by the members of the subcommittee of the 
Senate Foreign Affairs Committee on yesterday. 

These startling and interesting disclosures are here in the 
RECORD and are doubtless familiar to the gentlemen on the Re- 
publican side, who tell us to wait and say to us that the President 
ought to postpone action until he is in on of fuller and 
better information from the special agent he has sent to Cuba. I 
shall not consume time to read these disclosures. Suffice it to say 
that reports now on file in the State Department—and they have 
been there for some time past—show that the Island of Cuba is, 
in the main, not pacified, but in a state of war; that two-thirds of 
its territory is in possession of the Cuban insurgents; that Spain, 
with her vast number of soldiers—about 200, sent to that 
unhappy land within the last three years, has not been able to 
subdue the unconquerable patriots in that stricken island. 

Iam glad that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HrrT] has added 
to this discussion the statement that Mr. Sagasta, who will shortly 
be the new prime minister of Spain, said on yesterday that the 
war in Cuba was substantially hopeless for Spain. Then why not 

the resolution proposed by the gentleman from Texas, a reso- 
lation that may induce the President to take some immediate and 
active steps toward protecting American property and interests 
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and American lives? Why delay when we are now informed that 
if the State Department should publish to the world the names of 
the American consuls in Cuba who have by official reports told 
of the conditions and horrors there it would probably bring upon 
these officers, entitled to all the protection that'this great country 
can afford, Spanish violence, and perhaps death by means of the 
Spanish stiletto or the Spanish dagger? 

Iap to you, my Republican countrymen, not to let the cen- 
ter aislein this Chamber be a 3 between Americans for 
Americans in Cuba on this side and Republicans for Spain, with 
her bloody atrocities, on the other. No, gentlemen, when you now 
delay. we doubt you; and when I say we, I speak for this side of the 
Chamber. Isay that the great common people of America, that 
make America great, to whom we belong, doubt your sweet and 
fervent pretensions. : 

More thantwo yearsago thiswar began in Cuba. But not until 
yesterday did we get the fullest authentic information in the case, 
and we are indebted to the Senate of the United States and not 
to the President for this information. I might refer to the Sen- 

ate of the United States as that great popular branch of the Amer- 
ican National Legislature. [Applause on the Democratic pand 
It responds more readily in latter days to the popular wi 
than this supposed pop branch, under Republican domination. 

]t is that Senate which stands to-day as the one deliberative 
body of the Congress; that Senate which has in the past, when 
all else failed, been the last refuge of the people of my beloved 
Southland when political passion and persecution sought to nul- 
uy their wa oido od that 8 bef soar arte is our only 

against the organized rapacity of the insolent money power. 

Men loner ago than yesterday, and I might say, I trust with pro- 

priety, in that same Senate, there was a disclosure of the attitude 

of the last Administration in regard to Cuba, and its offer to Spain 

of friendly mediation, and the rejection of that mediation. The 

dence showing what that Administration announced as 

its policy was furnished there. I desire to read a part of what 

Mr. Olney, as Secretary of State, said to the Spanish minister on 
April 4, 1896: 

t 

F000 tein ucc eS 

and, up to that time, quite Moy growth and progress, you called atten- 

tion to the rainy season, which a ue mt To weet 1 — —.— 

rac aring i 

I. (dope tite DODE $hat our theory and opinion that, when they could 
beusedinan aetive cam; .the insurrection would be almost instantl 
sw d seemed reasonable and probable. In this particular you believed, 
sincerely believed, that the present insurrection would offer a most 
marked contrast to that which be in 1808 and which, being feebly en- 
countered with comparatively s: forces, prolonged its life for upward of 


ten years. 
Ibis to deny that the expectations thus entertained by qon m 
y 


impossible 

the summer and fall of 1895, and shared not merely by all Spaniards 
most disinterested observers as well, have been completely disappointed. 
The mts seem to-day to command a larger part of the island than ever 
before. eir men under arms, a yearago at from ten to twenty 
thousand, are now conceded to be at least two or times as many. 
Meanwhile, their discipline has been improved and their supply of modern 
Weapons and equipment has been greatly enlarged, while the mere fact that 
have held out to this time has given them confidence in their own eyes 
prestige with the world at . In short, it can hardly be questioned 
that the insurrection, instead of quelled, is to-day more formidable 
than ever and enters upon the second year of its existence with decidedly 


improved prospects of successful results. Whether a condition of things en- 
titling the insurgents to hoa. gene as belligerents has yet been b. ht 
about may, for the purposes of the present communication, be regarded as 
immaterial. 
The Spanish Government then asked for delay on account of 
tho rains. The rainy season has come and gone, and there is yet no 
To-day you ask for delay on the plea of desiring to po 
cure information. What moreinformation do you want? You 
do not want to delay in this matter for the paepe of recognizing 
the independence of that- country, but the ef is entertained by 
many that you wish to delay so that Spain may carry on, not the 
of pacification, not the process of liberating imprisoned 
Americans, not the process of protecting American interests, not 
the process of stopping her bloody butcheries, but that you want 
to delay in order that the Spanish Government may aT a war 
ofextermination. Then, when a war of butchery shall have done 
its worst, the “diplomats” will come before Congress and say: 
„The situation has changed. We were once in favor of recog- 
nizing the belligerent rights of that country, we were once m 
favor of recognizing its independence, but the situation has 
And indeed it will change, perhaps, if the United States 
longer submit to the outrages that are daily perpetrated upon our 
own citizens and are threatened against our 
This resolution, proposed by the ey: ps gentleman from 
Texas, identical in form, has been under the public eye and in the 
public prints and under discussion since the Ist day of April last, 
when it was introduced in the Senate. Iwill read what the author 
of this Senate resolution, a distinguished Senator, Mr. MORGAN of 
Alabama, whose learning has adorned the of our legislative 
history for nearly twenty years, said in regard to such resolution: 


But our people have suffered in one degree of mortification and 
umiliation as well as a degree of distress that it has always been 
within the power of our Government to prevent. If the Government of the 


in the Island of Cuba accord- 
ing tothe full measure of its dnty. many a life would have been saved in the 
resent one, much property would have been 
ish of AM E have been spa: 

t 


United States had taken care of its own peo 


former st les and in the 

spared from destruction, great an red to 

our people, both native born and adopted. Bu Government of the United 

rend has A TUN proper care of her own people in Cuba, and it is time 
we begin to do so. Y 

The object of the introduction of the joint resolution which is before the 
Senate to-day is to put the Government of the United States in a proper 
legalattitude toward the Government of Spain in Cuba, and to enable us 
simply totake careof ourown citizens. Ihavealways declared that this was 
my leading motivo, and in fact my exclusive motive, as a Senator of the 
United States. in whatever su rt I have given to measures here in respect 
of our controversies and difficulties with Spain in the Island of Cuba. I 
bave kept my mind fixed firmly and exclusively m the duty of the Gov- 
ernment of the United Statesto the citizens of the United States in the 
presence of this state of facts. I am trying ko gee from the Congress of 
the United States—and I hope the Executive concur with us—a defini- 
tion and statement of a l status or situation which makes it possible for 
us, under the laws of nations, to protect the lives and property of our peo- 
ple in the Island of Cuba. 

In accomplishing this result, Mr. President, it may turn out—and 1 would 
be very pla that itshould—that assistance will be given to the le of the 
Island of Cuba in the establishment of their independence, in free them- 
selves from an abominable yoke, which, so far as om Boa concerned, has 


never resulted in any benefit to the people there at all, but has been imposed 
upon them and maintained over them for the mere of leeching out of 
them their substance and of keeping them as se the 


Crown of Spain and to the nobility and 8 that country. I 
NU glad that a result of that sort should f ; but whether that result 


follow, or one still more disastrous to the people of Cuba, nevertheless 


it isa duty that we can not abdicate to take care, so far as in us lies, of our 
people in that island. 

We are willing on this side to give this relief or remedy as far 
as it may go, but we want some expression and some action, if 
need be, that will prevent further atrocities. Inthe onehand you 
offer charity, but in the other hand you ought to offer assurance 
that these atrocities shall not again be Área 'The world 
ought to understand, and Spain, with her cruelties and bar- 
barities, ought to understand, that there is an American con- 
science that has been quickened in behalf of suffering human be- 
ings, whether they be citizens of the United States by nativity or 
adoption, or patriots in the Cuban Republic. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. } 

But, Mr. Speaker, some gentlemen on that side of the Chamber 
have said that the President has been in office but a few weeks; 
therefore let us delay any expression other than what may be 
implied from this appropriation of money. You did not talk 
that way at your convention last summer at St. Louis. You then 
Scot oii the situation. Your President was elected upon a 
platform that comprehended the situation. The country under- 
stood it. Instead of affairs growing better they have grown 
worse. So we say, now that you have the opportunity to fulfill 
your promises, do not give the country more promises, but relieve 
the necessities of suffering Americans and give some guaranty 
that these atrocities shall not be repeated, that these six or eight 
hundred American people may return to their peaceful occupa- 
tions, that they may be protected in their lives, liberty, and the 
pursuit of happiness 

Also, give the Cuban patriots the kindly assurance that this 
great Republic recognizes the march of blicanism; that on 
the Western Hemisphere monarchy is out of place; that it is our 
belief that only republics should grow and flourish on this side of 
the world. Let the Cuban flag float upon the high seas without 
danger to the Cuban patriots of being condemned as pirates and 


hanged from the yardarms of their vessels. Let the Cuban flag 
unfold to the breezes on every high sea in e clime. Let it be 
lanted among the banners of nations. Let Cuban patriots 


ve their Yorktown, if they can win it by their own swords, 
Let them have their George Washi , and add another illus- 
trious name to those of the apostles of human liberty. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. S er, I need not say that this resolution for the recogni- 
tion of igerency should not be a dividing line between the 
political parties, for, sir, in their conventions last summer, these 
parties declared for a vigorous American foreign policy, expressed 
sympathy for the Cuban patriots, and announ for the protec- 
tion of Americans in foreign lands. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HrrT] has suggested that the 
declaration of belligérency is a serious one, and so itis. But my 
reply is that the gentleman himself voted for such a declaration 
in the last Congress, and that if the declaration is serious now it 
was serious then. Besides, sir, if the condition of affairs in Cuba 
then weresuch as to justify the declaration then, they more abun- 
dantly justify the declaration pro: by the gentleman from 
Texas now, for the conditions in that wa land have not 
been modified by the vast army of Spain, but those conditions have 
been aggravated beyond the point of exaggeration. 

If we were concerned a year agoin ending the war, we aremuch 
more concerned now, Behold the spectacle of the Spanish fleet 
guarding that little island, situated, as it is, within about 100 
miles of our own shores! Witness the long and ineffectual effort 


of Spain to conquer the Cubans. No one onthis side of the House 
wants war, but we wish to terminate a war which Spain can never 


terminate until she acknowledges the birth of the new Republic of 
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Cuba. We are forced to protect our own rights where Spanish 
impotency has failed. 

k at the Administration of Mr. Cleveland and that of Mr. 
McKinley sedulously and vigilantly taking care that this Govern- 
ment does not permit its citizens to furnish aid to the Cubans! 
Wesee 3 endeavoring to suppress liberty by murdering its 
devotees. Absolutism warring forsubjugation and continued op- 
pressive taxation. Power impotent against the right. Power that 
can not conquer the unconquerable, and that now confessedly is 
unable to make secure the rights, interests, and lives of the citi- 
zens of a great and hitherto friendly nation. We can not be in- 
different to the spectacle. Our country and its citizens first, and 
our country and its citizens in every emergency forever. Let us 
love the immortal sentiment of Webster,“ Our conna to be cher- 
ished in all our hearts; our country to be defended by all our 
hands.” [Applause.] 


APPENDIX, 

We reassert the Monroe doctrine in its full extent, and we reaffirm the 
rigħt of the United States to give the doctrine effect by responding to the 
appeals of any American state for friendly intervention in case of European 
encroachment. We have not interfered and shall not interfere with the 
exist possessions of any European power in this hemisphere, but those 

ons must not, on any pretext, be extended. We hopefully look for- 
ward to the eventual withdrawal of the European powers from this hemi- 
sphere and to the ultimate union of all English speaking parts of the conti- 
nent by the free consent of all of its inhabitants. 

From the hour of achieving their own independence the people of the United 
Btates have ed with sympathy the strngglesof other American people 
tofree themselves from European domination. We with deep and 
abiding interest the heroic battle of the Cuban patriots against cruelty and 
oppression, and our best ep ts o out for the full success of their deter- 
mined contest for — 1 5 e Government of Spun having lost control of 
Cuba, and being unable qon the property or livesof dent American 
citizens or to comply with its treaty obligations, we believe the Government 
of the United States should actively use its influence and good offices to re- 
store peace and gs independence to the island.— From the Republican Piat- 
form adopted at St. Louis in 1893. 

The Monroe doctrine, as originally declared, and as edad niri ja by the suc- 
ceeding Presidents, is a permanent part of the foreign policy of the United 
States, and must at all times be mainta ned. 

We extend our sympathy to the peonia of Cuba in their heroic struggle for 
mely. p independence.—From the Democratic Platform adopted at Chi- 

o ` 
tender to th trioti le of Cuba d thy in thei 
8 i a for Political : — on and independence Sel pec — the 
time hascome when the United States, the t Republic of the world, should 
recognize that Cuba is, and of right ought to be, a free and independent 
state.— From People's Party Piatform adopted at St. Louis in 1896. 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman has nine minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is as much as I shall want. 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield it to the gentleman. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speroni if anything can show theim- 
poaa of this Congress being organized or in condition to do 

usiness, it is the fact that we are in such a disorganized state— 
committees not appointed—that if every man on this side of the 
House, and two-thirds of the men on the other side of the House 
wanted to pass a resolution or to adopt measures concerning Cuba 
or anything else, it could not be done as a matter of right. 

If every man who is to be on the next Committee on Foreign 
Affairs were to-day here and were in favor of the adoption of a 
resolution recognizing the belligerency of Cuba, they could not 
find any way to express it. Let it not be forgotten at any stage 
of these proceedings that the House of Representatives, as at pres- 
ent constituted, is one man and two committees, and that the 
other members might just as well not be in Congress for the power 
they can have in originating or putting through legislation that 
does not meet with favor elsewhere. c : 

The session drags along; important questions arise daily; the 
country is in a d te condition, and yet the House is unorgan- 
ized, and business can only be done by special rules, and then 
without any investigation by or report from a committee. : 

Now, sir, as to the merits of the resolution. Mr. S er, this 
is a proposition to send to destitute citizens in a foreign country 
supplies, without which it is said they will starve. It is a function 
peculiarly governmental. H 

It can not be done by individuals, because Spain might refuse 
to allow individuals to send supplies. It can not be done by the 
several States, because she could exercise the same authority as to 
the States that she could as to the individual. But when 70,000,000 
American people, with the American flag, and, if need be, with 
an American squadron along with that flag, send those supplies, 
the Government of Spain dare not refuse to let us feed our starv- 
ing. It is work that individuals and States can not do. What has 
brought about this condition of affairs in Cuba? ; : 

The Spanish Government has ordered all the inhabitants in a 
certain territory to come within the Spanish lines or be treated as 
outlaws and public enemies. This has filled the towns with half- 
naked or half-starved people who have been forced to leave their 
supplies at their deserted homes. Some here question our right to 
n the belligerent rights of the struggling Cubans. I 


can not see how they can doit. We clearly have the right, and 
ought without further parley to do it. 

A war exists there that has taken from 150,000 to 200,000 soldiers 
from Spain, and they have not thus far been able to suppress what 
they call an insurrection. 

Two hundred thousand soldiers mustered, the biggest army Spain 
has mustered since the Napoleonic wars, the e te country al- 
most exhausted and impoverished, and yet we are told that no 
state of belligerency exists there! Suppose that the same action that 
has characterized us had characterized France in our war for in- 
dependence, as was stated in.the eloquent appeal of my friend 
from Alabama [Mr. CLAYTON] who has just said, “Give Cuba 
her Yorktown.” We could not do so, because America would have 
had no Yorktown, and independence would at least have been 
deferred, 

Sir, I believe in the doctrine of Thomas Jefferson, Peace, com- 
merce, and honest friendship with all nations, and entangling alli- 
ances with none." But I believe in that further doctrine of which 
he was the magnificent exponent, that the American Government 
has the power and the American Government ought to exercise 
the authority to protect every American citizen, whether he is in 
the Occident or in the Orient; andif I were President of the United 
States, there would be an American armed vessel in sight of the 
Cuban coast to-day. [Applause on the Democratic side.] : 

So far as I am concerned, I would be glad to vote for a resolu- 
tion that I understand the Senate is now voting on, to recognize 
the belligerency of Cuba. Not belligerents, un the man, as 
has been told us by the gentleman from Illinois, who is to be the 
next premier has admitted that the war is a failure! Not bellig- 
erents, when they control two-thirds or three-fourths of all the 
territory of the country now! Not belligerents, when the Span- 
iards have been forced to drive American citizens and other citi- 
zens into the towns and herd them so that they are reduced toa 
state of starvation like a lot of sheep! Not belligerents, when 
200,000 troops can not suppress them! 

When 3 from Pennsylvania has the facts that have 
been detailed within his knowledge to-day, how can he hesitate to 
recognize the belligerency of Cuba? How can the gentleman 
from Illinois, the distinguished gentleman who was chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs in the last Congress, fail to sup- 
port & resolution of that kind, when every intimation he has 
made here to-day is that the war there is a failure? 

Oh, but they say that the Government of the United States ought 
not to declare e in that territory. What, gentlemen, in 
your opinion, does constitute belligerency? When, in your opin- 
ion, may we declare the Cubans belligerents? 

Some reference has also been made to the fact that during the 
Administration of Mr. Cleveland we passed a resolution here 
through both Houses of Congress favorable to Cuba and that he 
disregarded the expressed will of the people. Our friends on the 
ks rcs side criticise him for it. 

beg the gentleman to remember that the resolution faces Mr. 
McKinley, the present President, and ought to be just as potent 
with him as his predecessor. It is just as obligatory, morally and 
otherwise, on President McKinley to-day as it was on President 


Cleveland at any time. 
to speak for other 2 I do 
ut I for one, 


Mr. Speaker, I do not pro 
not know how others may feel upon this question; 
believing that a republican form of government is that which is 
wisest and best for men, seeing the great progress that this great 
1 has made under our free institutions, seeing what its 
influence has brought about in France, and that it is moving on 
in other countries, never expect to see the day when Cubans think 
they ought to be free and exhibit the power they now exhibit that 
I would not say Cuba is entitled to belligerent rights along with 
Spain. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

Let them have equal rights and an equal chance among our peo- 
ple along with Spain. Let us not help to crush Cuba by showing 
favoritism to Spain. : 

Who has not seen with sorrow the bombardment of the Chris- 
tians in Crete? Who has not heard the sad wail of the dyin 
Christians whom the oriental invaders haye put to the sword 
The Turk aspires to pull down the cross and raise the crescent 
over Mars Hill, where the lion-hearted Paul preached Christ 
nearly two thousand years ago: 'To-day the Turk has barely been 
halted this side of Athens, In these struggles of might against 
right will we sit silent? 

onth after month we have sat here and allowed the cries of 
our citizens in Cuba to go unheeded. We have allowed the patri- 
otic voice of a suffering and aspiring ope togo unheard. We 
have given no greedy ear, as we should have done, to the cry that 
Cuba should be accorded belligerent rights and given a fair chance 
inherstrugglesforfreedom. Let 8 haste to undo this bie 

Let us do what Jefferson would have done; let us do what Jack- 
son would have done; let us do what Polk would have done, and 
what we will be inexcusable for if we do not do; not simply send 
supplies to those of our citizens who are suffering there, but, as 
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far as a neutral power may do, send words of good cheer to the 
aspiring Cubans and wish them gods in their great struggle. 
[Loud applause on the Democratic si o] 

Mr. Speaker, if I have any time, I yield it to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. Monan: 

Mr. B Y. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that fif- 
teen minutes be allowed to gentlemen on the floor who represent 
the Populist party. I think it ought to be done in all fairness. I 
had intended to yield that much time myself, but in computin; 
the time I found that I have made a mistake. I have conferr 
with the gentleman from Illinois, and he agrees that this is a 
reasonable request, and I therefore ask for fifteen minutes for them. 

The SP R pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas asks 
unanimous consent that the time for debate be extended fifteen 
minutes, that time to be controlled by representatives of the Pop- 
ulist party. 

Mr. ODELL. Iobject. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I appeal to the gentleman's sense of 
fairness. There are twenty-one members of the Populist party 
on the floor; and I appeal to him not to do that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I hope the gentleman will not put it on any 
such ground as that. Here is a question on which there is but 
an ative and negative side. The time has been equally 
divided, and the gentleman from Texas has controlled the time of 
the opposition. Now, I am entirely willing to grant this request 
as a matter of courtesy, that gentlemen shall have that time, 
but I am not willing that the gentleman shall put it on the ground 
of fairness. = 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Maine can 
say that in fairness I ought to have granted the time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I agree in that. 

Mr. BAILEY. But I insist that in all fairness these gentlemen 
are entitled to recognition. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the gentleman himself has deprived them 
of their right. . 

Mr. B EY. Imake no point on that. My simple request is 
that they may be allowed fifteen minutes. Irepeat the request. 

The SPE R pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
that the time for debate be extended fifteen minutes? 


Mr. SHATTUC. May I ask whatis the name of the Populist 


who is to iT the time? 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask that the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
rar 5 to control that time. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Iobject. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman objects. 

Mr. BAILEY. . Speaker, I ask, then, that the time for de- 
bate be extended fifteen minutes, and that I be permitted to con- 
trol the additional time. 

Mr.SIMPSONofKansas. As one of the interested parties, I would 
like to say just one word in regard to this matter. The gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] asked me what time we wanted as the 
Populist party. Itold him fifteen minutes. He said he would 
give usfifteen minutes. It seems he has already given his hour 
away to his side of the House, and that leaves us outside of the 
breastworks, so to speak. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not want to be 
under obligation to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] or 
the Democratic party in this matter. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I withdraw the request, [Laughter and 
IG on the Republican side.] 

.SIMPSON of Kansas. And therefore, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for fifteen minutes. 
Cries of ** Regular order!“ 

SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Kansas asks 
unanimous consent that the time for this debate be extended fif- 
teen minutes, and that the time be controlled by himself. 

Mr. LACEY. Is that to be used in opposition to this resolution? 

Mr.SIMPSON of Kansas. Well,I can not say. I have not 
consulted with all the members of my party. 

Mr. ODELL and others. I object. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Kansas 
SrMPSON] will accept it, I will yield to him. How much time does 
he desire? ^ 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Fifteen minutes. 

25 HITT. How much does the gentleman wish for himself 
alone 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas, Ten minutes. 

Mr. HITT.. Iyieldthe gentleman that much time. 1 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Hirt] does not object, I will yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. BELL]. 

Mr. HITT. I have no objection. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, it occurs tome that we are about to 
do something that is of great importance and ought to be thor- 
oughly considered. In the.first place, it is admitted that we have 
about 800 impoverished American citizens in a foreign country. 
This fact we all deplore. We come forward and in harmony with 
the American spirit say we should relieve their distress. With 
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that proposition I agree; but I want to suggest this for considera- 
tion: We are making a t many appropriations, and in this 
case we are making an appropriation that, unless things change, 
must be repeated and repeated over and over again. 

Now, my friends, I want you to look at this 8 Ihave 
information as to the condition of affairs in Cuba from an eye- 
witness, a man who has been in Cuba for over two months. 
tells me there is no scarcity of provisions on the Island of Cuba. 
He ridicules the idea of our proposition to send provisions there, 
He says that the Americans with whom heassociated (and his as- 
sociations were mostly with them) ridicule the idea of Americans 
here trying to benefit them by sending them provisions. 

He says there is no famine of provisions on the Island of Cuba; 
but he says there is a famine of guns and powder among the in- 
surgents, and what they want is not to be fed in prison. And 
you must bear in mind, gentlemen, that if an American citizen is 
forced from his plantation, where he has been living in plenty, 
into the circumscribed military limits of a city, he is as much in 
prison as though he were in the stockade of the Spanish Govern- 
ment. 

Seven hundred or eight hundred American citizens are in prison; 
they are not at liberty. But what they ask—so say the men who 
give us information from there—is that the Américan people shall 
so aid them that they may return to their plantations, where they 
have abundance, and enjoy the liberties of American citizens. 
ahoy are noncombatants and entitled to return to their peaceful 

omes, 

Now, suppose we make this n You contribute 
$50,000 to theSpanish cause. Youdonothing else with this money, 
as they are Spanish prisoners, and Spain should be forced to care 
for them, feed and clothe them, until permitted to return to their 
homes. And bear in mind, Iam going to vote for this proposition. 

Mr. CANNON. Why? 

Mr. BELL. Because of the fact that, as you say, our people 
are in distress there and must have immediate relief. 

Mr. CANNON. But you say they are not. 

Mr. BELL. And your party is doing this simply to avoid doin; 
something substantial and in order to distract the attention o 
the American people from the real cause of the distress. 

Mr. CANNON. Then why should you help us to do that? 

Mr. BELL. Iam willing to give Mone poopie this temporary 
relief, hoping that the American people will be strong enough to 
withstand the commercial spirit and the demands of the vested 
interests which are seeking to put this measure through this House 
to-day in order to prevent a recognition of the belligerent rights of 
Cuba. In this proposition nothing else speaks but those interests. 

Gentlemen may talk of the backbone of their President—and I 
have the highest regard for him; but when it was announced in 
the newspapers that there would be a conference with the Cabinet 
preparatory to sending a message to Congress, practically Pa 
paper in this city, as well as papers throughout the country, teem 
with the information that Mr. Atkinson and others came speedily 
to Washington to see that nothing in that message should inter- 
fere with vested rights in Cuba. 

It is not any principle of humanity that actuates this resolution, 
There is nothing in it but a little temporary relief. It does not 
take the men out of prison in Cuba. And I care not what you 
say, a man forced within the limits of the lines of the military of 
Spain within an incorporated city is in a Spanish prison. Now, 
are you willing to say that the American people will stand by and 
feed those paupers in the 5 rison? I will vote for a propo- 
sition of this kind once, but I hope I shall never have todo so again. 

[hee the hammer fell.] 

r. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, in the first place, I 
want to acknowledge the generosity of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. HrrT] in granting me ten minutes, without which I would 
not have had the opportunity to be heard on this question. 

I have listened to the speeches on this resolution; but I have 
heard very little as to the question before the House. "This, as I 
understand it, Mr. . is a proposition to take $50,000 out of 
the Treasury of the United States, gathered by taxation from the 

eople, and to give it to some supposed starving Americans in 

Juba. Ordinarily I ain very ready to vote for propositions of this 
kind for charitable purposes. Ivoted to send relief to the sufferers 
along the Mississippi. But, Mr. Speaker, that was at home. I 
contend that charity should at least begin at home. We have 
many thousands of people on the verge of starvation in this coun- 
M and it seems to me we ought first to address ourselves to their 
needs. 

Mr. Speaker, I picked up a leading Republican newspaper the 
other day, in which I read an interview with ex-Postmaster- 
General Wanamaker, in which he gets off somewhat of a **calam- 
ity howl.” At least it would be called a ‘‘calamity howl" if I 
should utter such words. He said: 

Iconfess that flve years of listening to a steady stream of people passing 
through this office with their tales of woe, suffering, and starvation nero 


worn upon me, and I confess, also, that I am ed by the increase in 
numbers of that procession the last few months. 
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That is in the great city of Philadelphia—the City of Brotherly 
Love. And certainly, if anywhere in the United States, charity 
oa to there. 

he gentleman from Pennsylvania M ADAMS] intimated to 
this House that the Republican party here want no suggestions 
from the minority; that in good time they will attend to all these 
matters concerning Cuba. That is the explanation of the viola- 
tion of their platform declarations and the promises of their 
speakers on the stump. They promise not alone to relieve the 
poppie of Cuba, but **in their own good time” to bring prosperity 
the country. When will that time come, gentlemen? You 
know to-day that you are in power under false pretenses. You 
went before the country and you said: ‘‘ Elect the Republican 
party and you will get prosperity at once.” Yet here is that 
rominent member of your own party, ex-Postmaster-General 
anamaker, declaring— 

The country is not prosperous. Since the outset of the last Presidential 
campaign the party press and political leaders generally fixed the Novem- 
ber clection of 1896 as the date of the 8 of good times. A full half 
of the year has expired since the will of the Republican party was declared. 
'Thus far but one of the important issues of the campaign is nearing settle- 
mene. epe hardly any noticeable improvement of the wretched times is 
man 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Wanamaker does not say that. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. That is the language of Mr. Wana- 
maker, one of the great Republican leaders, who goes down into 
s bar'l"and contributes to the campaign fund every Presiden- 

al year. ; 

Gentlemen on the otherside suggest that **in good time" they 
willattend to all these matters. hen wil that bugle note be 
blown? Gentlemen, I want to make here and now the prophecy 
that that note will never be sounded until it comes from some 
back-stairs office of some of the sugar syndicates or bondholders’ 
conventions. Whenever the great property interests," as you 
are pleased to call them, give consent that the belligerent rights 
of struggling Cuba shall be recognized, then the Republican party 
will fall in line, will march in step to their music, and not before. 
[Applause. ] 

{ ere the hammer fell.] 

Tr. HITT. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Hur]. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, of course I do not expeet or desire, in 
the course of three minutes, to enter into any discussion of the 
Cuban question, I am for all proper measures looking to the estab- 
lishment of a republic in Cuba. I also want to say that the zeal 
of our Democratic friends for the immediate recognition of Cuba 
is something that rather astonishes me, in view of the fact that for 
four years they had absolute power in the executive branchof the 
Government, and for a large part of that period absolute power in 
Congress, and yet took no steps to secure therecognition of Cuba at 
the hands of their own Executive. 

I want to say further that this measure of relief for starving 
Americans should not be coupled with anything which does not 
relate to its distinct pum d immediate relief of suffering 
Americans in Cuba. is relief must be given out under the 
authority of Spain, and would be inoperative if coupled with a 
practical declaration of war. . j 

Mr. Speaker, 1 believe that the Republicans of the United States 
are in apum of extending belligerent rights to Cuba after our 
Executive has made the fullest effort to learn all the facts on 
which to base action, and then it will be done in a proper and 
substantial way and at the P asy time. Within the last three 
weeks the President of the United States has sent to Cuba a man 
of highest character and Med to gather information to be laid 
before the President. When this information, showing the true 
situation in Cuba, is submitted, we shall hear from the Executive 
in a special message, and the Republicans of the House of Repre- 
sentatives will repu by granting appropriate relief to the strug- 
gling patriots of Cuba. lieve that relief will be the recogni- 
tion of belligerent rights at least. 

I wish to say further, Mr. Speaker, that to expect our Repub- 
lican President in sixty days to take up this question, reverse the 
foreign policy of the previous Administration, and enter upon an 
entirely new line of policy is asking something unreasonable. Our 
Democratic friends claim to have faith in the Americanism of Presi- 
dent McKinley. Why not trast him? If my friend from Tennes- 
see [Mr. McMiLLIN] is correct in his statement that no matter how 
strong the sentiment of this House may be on any question we 
can not get consideration of it when the House desires to consider 
it, I want to suggest to him that we need liberty here about as 
much as they need it in Cuba. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Such a statement from so able and experienced a Representa- 
tive is an absurdity. The majority of the members of this House 
can absolutely control its action. The majority has the right and 
the power to block all other legislation and force the consideration 
of any measure at any time such majority may desire. : 

Mr. Speaker, this House has never n been unable to obtain 
cónsideration of any question where dominant sentiment of 


the House demanded its consideration. That dominant sentiment 
may not be on the Democratic side, and it certainly is not at this 
time. So that their failure to secure consideration is no evidence 
of lack of power in the 8 To say that we can not get 
consideration of a resolution at the proper time is nonsense, and 
such statements do not deceive any member of the House or any 
citizen of the country. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
ere the hammer fell.] 

r. HITT. Iyield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, I can not fully excuse myself for 
seeking an opportunity to add a single word to this discussion; 
and I would not be willing to consume one moment of time now 
but for the position assumed in the speech made this morning by 
the Democratic leader of this House, the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. BAILEY]. 

What, Mr. Speaker, is the subject-matter before the House? Tt 
is something coming to us in the message from the President of 
the United States. e statement in that message is: 

Official information from our consuls in s 
DUCI TIC peg ep 
rural districts of the oontra] aud. uen parka: po 8 


The agricultural classes have been forced from their farms into the n: 
est towns, where they are without work or money. "€ 


Mr. Speaker, it is a source of some humiliation to me, and cer- 
tainly it must be to all the members of this House who think 
rightly upon a question like this, that we are here to-day consum- 
ing two hours of time in the discussion of a proposition to vote 
relief, not to Cubans, but to American citizens in the Island of 
Cuba. It certainly would have been a source of pride to every 
member of this House if this resolution had been agreed to to-day 
withont the adoption of any rule, and without the consumption 
of one minute of time. And yet such was not the fact. It would 
have been the source of still greater gratificationif this resolution 
had been agreed to in this House on Monday last. 

Mr. Speaker, why was it not agreed to on Monday last? It was 
not agreed to then for the reason that objection was made to its 
consideration. From which side of the House did that objection 
come? From this side? No, sir; it came from the other side of 
this House. Who was it that objected on the other side of this 
House to the consideration of this resolution on Monday last? 
Was it some gentleman who spoke for himself simply? No, sir; 
the objection to the consideration of this resolution on Monday 
last came from the Democratic leader in this House. He has seen 
fit here to-day, as have other gentlemen on his side of the House 
to charge that this side of the House is running away from a great 
and important American question. 

Mr. Speaker, the question that came to this House on Monday 
last was a question of bread, not for starving citizens of another 
country, but for hungry and starving American citizens. On this 
side of the House no member raised a voice against the immediate 
consideration of a question to vote bread to starving American cit- 
izens. The objection, as I say—and we all understand it, and it 
must go to the country in that way—the objection that came to 
the consideration of that question, a question of bread to starving 
Americans, came from the Democratic side of this House and from 
the Democratic leader on the other side of this House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the resolution will be agreed to. There will 
be no dissenting voice; but I simply wish that it may be well un- 
derstood by the country that the reason why this beneficent meas- 
ure was not acted upon and agreed to on Monday last was because 
of the fact that it was Democratic objection that interposed. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Who made the motion to adjourn on Mon- 
day, and who voted for it—Democrats or Republicans? 

Mr. BROWN. The motion was made and carried for the reason 
that your side of the House said that we should not vote bread to 
starving Americans unless we at the same time engaged to take 
up the consideration of the question of belligerency. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] "We were ready then to vote he We 
are ready now to doit. The responsibility for the delay rests upon 
you. The country understands that the reason why this resolu- 
tion was not agreed to three days ago was because of your objec- 


tion. 
Mr, FITZPATRICK. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Are you not ready to vote for the belligerency of the Cubans? 
Mr. BROWN. [shall be ready in my own good time and in the 
good time of this Republican Administration to meet that ques- 


tion. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. One other question. When will that 
‘ood tims come? 

Mr. BROWN. That good time will speedily come, in m: 
ion. This Republican Administration, this American A 
tration, is at this moment considering the question of some sort of 
action with reference to Cuba, and I have no doubt, Mr. Speaker, 
that within its time and within our good time—— 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. How long, oh, how long! 


In- 
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Mr. BROWN (continuing). Within our good time we will 
have an opportunity to express ourselves in a manner consistent 
with our character, as the friends of men struggling for liberty 
anywhere on earth. [A up on the Republican side.] 

.HITI. Mr.8 Iask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. 5 is on the third reading of the 
zoint resolution. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATY, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolutions of 
the art titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 


bit 0 bill (S. 927) for the erection of a public building at Aberdeen, 


S. Dak.; 

A bill (S. 995) for the relief of George M. Anderson, of the State 
of Nebraska; 

A bill (S. 1896) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Salt Lake City, the cap- 
ital of the State of Utah 

A bill (S. 27) for the relief of Isanc Marsh; 

A bill (S. 380) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury toset- 
tle the mutual account between the United States and the State 
of Florida, heretofore examined and stated by said Secretary un- 
der the anthority of the Congress, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 629) to confer jurisdiction en the Court of Claims in 
the case of the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South against the United States; 

A bill (S. 1810) making an appropriation for the benefit of the 
estate of William Moss, deceased; 

A 105 (S. 438) for the relief of the estate of Charles M. Roberts, 


A bill (S. 712) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Sherwin; 
A bill (S. 693) for the relief of John Veeley; 
Bes bill (S. 240) to authorize Joseph J. Kinyoun, passed assistant 
eon of the Marine-Hospital Service, to accept a medal from 
ident of the Republic of Venezuela; 
A bill d 981) to construct a road to the national cemetery at 
ver, T. 
A bill (8. 433) for the relief of Clara A. Graves, Lewis Smith 
Lee, Florence P. Lee, Mary Sheldon, and Florence P. Lee, lezal 
cvs ntative of Elizabeth Smith, deceased, heirs of Lewis 


deceased; 
s oe i (S. 977) for the relief of Fanny B. Randolph and Dora L. 

A bill (S. 956) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River between 
the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota," approved April 24, 1894, 
as amended by an act approved August 4, 1894, entitled ** An act 
to amend an act to authorize the construction of a steel bridge 
over the St. Louis River between the States of Minnesota and 
Wisconsin;" 

A bili (S. 496) to authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Missouri River between its mouth and the mouth of the Da- 
kota or James River; and across the Mississippi River between 
the mouth of the Minnesota River, in the State of Minnesota, and 
Donaldsonville, in the State of Louisiana; and across the Illinois 
and Des Plaines rivers between the mouth of the Illinois and the 
city of Joliet, in the State of Illinois; and to prescribe the charac- 
ter, location, and the dimensions of the same; 

A bill (S. 665) for the relief of the heirs of certain seamen lost 
in the foundering of light-vessel No. 27: 

A bill (S. 673) to provide for light-houses and other aids to 
rà ation; 

ill (S. 966) providing for the establishment of a quarantine 
xeu at or near Astoria, O 

A bill (S. 1106) for the reli, ut the Cumberland Female Col- 
lege, of McMinnville, Tenn.; 

A bill (S. 675) for the relief of Nancy E. Day, administratrix of 
James L. Day, deceased; 

an oint resolution (S. R. 16) providing for estimate of cost of cer- 

improvements of Bridgeport Harbor, Connecticut; 

so bil (S. 869) for the relief of Rev. J. A. Gilfillan; 

A bill (S. 536) for the relief of the trustees of the German Evan- 

Church, of Martinsburg, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 1168) for the rehef of Pearson C. Montgomery, of 

Memphis, Tenn.; 

A bill (S. 262) for the relief of Calvin Gunn; 

A bill (S. 226) for the relief of 8 B. 8 
A bill (S. 227) for the relief of George A. 

A bill (S. 228) for the relief of Joseph W. pE 
A bill (S. 229) for the relief of John S. Neet, jr.; 

A bill (S. 230) for the relief of John M. Davis; 

A bill (S. 231) for the relief of Ezra S. Havens; 


A bill(S. 232) for the relief of A. F. Fleet, superintendent of 


the Missouri Military Academy, Mexico, Mo.; 

A bill (S. 1565) to amend and make certain the intent of section 
714 of the Revised Statutes, providing for salaries of judges in 
certain cases after retirement; 

A bill (S. 252) for the relief ‘of William P. Buckmaster; 

A bill (S. 251) for the relief of William Wolfe, of Shelbina, 
Shelby County, Mo.: 

A bill (S. 261) for the relief of Henry J. Hewitt; 

A bill (S. 677) for the relief of Richmond College, located at 
Richmond, Va.; 

A bill (S. 203) for the relief of John F. W. Dette; 

A Un (S. 272) for the relief of the heirs of James Bridger, de- 
cease 

A bill (S. 253) to permit Anna M. Colman, a widow, to prose- 
cute a claim; 

A bill (S. 1269) for the relief of Olivia and Ida Walter, heirs 
and children of Thomas U. Walter, d 

A bill (S. 249) for the relief of St. Charles College 

A a S. 714) for the relief of L. Robert Coates & & Co., of Balti- 
more 
A bill (S. 1010) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat Com- 
pany: 

A bill (8. 437) for the relief of the residuary legatees of Mark 
Davis, dece 

A bill (8. 936) for the relief of C. B. Bryan & Co.; 

mud — esse 374) extending relief to Indian citizens, 'and for other 


dr "A bill | (S. 937) for the relief of James Sims, of Marshall County, 

iss.; 

A bill (S. 1559) for the relief of Martha A. Bagwell, executrix 
of Sally Hardmond, d 

A bill (S. 1557) to grant odali to the survivors and heirs of 
volunteers of the Port Hudson forlorn-hope storming party; 

A bill (S. 1464) for the relief of Christopher Schmidt; 

A bill (S. 1115) for the relief of the legal representatives of John 
Roach, deceased; 

A bill (S. 661) to regulate the pay of noncommissioned officers 
inthe Army; 

A bill (S. 560 for the relief of John Stull; 

A bil (S. 136) to provide for the pavment of the claim of 
Christian M. Kirkpatrick for paving the street adjacent to the 
United States arsenal at Indianapolis, Ind.; 

A bill (S. 436) for the relief of the Continental Fire Insurance 
Company and others; 
mee (S. 659) to place Francis W. Seeley on the retired list of 

e Army 

A bill 8. 1594) for the relief of Bvt. Col. Thomas P. O'Reilly; 

A bill (S. 809) for the relief of Orin R. McDaniel; 

c eae 394) for the relief of Charles Fletcher, alias James H. 
itchell; 

A bill (S. 1340) for the relief of John Clyde Sullivan; ! 

A bill (S. 1194) for the relief of the estate of Richard Lawson; 

A bill (S. 400) for the relief of Dorence Atwater; 

A bill (S. 1273) for a public building at Altoona, Pa., and appro- 
priating money therefor; 

A bill (S. 422) to provide for the erection of a public buildi 
forthe use and accommodation of the ce at Mamm 
Hot Springs, in the Yellowstone National Park; 

A bill (S. 134) to provide for the purchase of a site and tho 
Wremiug: of a public building thereon E: Evanston, in the State of 

oming 

À bill (8. 377) for the relief of Dr. S. A. Brown; 

A bill (S. 432) for the relief of the heirs of Sterling T. Austin, 


d i 

A bill (S. 1687) to authorize the construction and maintenance 
of two railroad bridges across the Mississippi River at or near the 
city of St. Paul, Minn.; 

A bill (S. 1716) makin Greatfalls, Mont., a port of entry; 

A bill (S. 1357) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
pios De Leon, deceased, late consul-general of the United States 


TÉ NY (S. 706) to 2 for the purchase of a site for and the 
erection of a public building at and, in the State of California; 

A bill (S. 1233) extending the time allowed the Blue Mountain 
Irrigation and Improvement Company for the construction of its 
reservoirs and canal in and through the Umatilla Indian Reserva- 
tion, in the State of Oregon; 

A bill (S. 468) anthorizing the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to accept the bequest of the late Peter Von Essen for the 
use of the public white schools of that portion of said District 
I BI (S. 407) for the regulation of à th 

or the re tion of cemeteries an: e 
es in the District of Columbia; saani 


of dead bodi 
A bill (S. 1153) for the relief of John W. Lewis, of Oregon; 
A bill (S. 1451) to authorize the construction tion of a bridge across 
the Red River of the North at Drayton, N. Dak.; 
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A bill (S. 1492) providing for the selection of the lands within 
Fort Pembina Military Reservation, N. Dak., by the State of North 


Dakota; 
A bill (S. 537) for the relief of the executor of C. M. Shaffer, 
deceased; 


A bill (S. 475) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Patrick Larkin; 

A bill (S. 1979) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Pearl River, in the State of Mississippi; 

A bill (S. 1788) to Pure an American register for the barken- 
tine Sharpshooter, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A bill (S. 1038) for the relief of Mobile Marine Dock Company; 

A bill (S. 109) for the erection of a public building at Aberdeen, 
S. Dak.; and 

A bill (S. 674) to provide for aids to navigation. 

The message also announced that the Senate still further in- 
sisted upon its amendment numbered 10 to the bill (H. R. 15) mak- 

ing appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 

Indien sts Agna and for fulfilling treaty’ stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the fiscal ta ending June 30, 1898, and 
for other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Kepresenta- 
tives, had agreed to the further conference asked by the House on 
the Ma Maggs votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. PETTIGREW, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. CoCKRELL as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the following resolution: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President of the United States be requested to bring to the attention of the 
Government of Brazil the claim of Helen M. Fi of Ernest 
Fiedler, deceased, st th 


er, executrix 


The message also announced that the Senate had to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendmentof the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
15) making appropriations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipula 
tions with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending Jüne 
30, 1898, and for other purposes. 

SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appropriate 
committees, as indicated below: 

A bill (S. 927) for the erection of a public building at Aberdeen, 
S. Dak. ae the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, when 
appointed. 

bill (S. 995) for the relief of George M. Anderson, of the State 
of Nee the Committee on Private Land Claims, when 
appointed. 

bill (S. 1896) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Salt Lake City, the capi- 
talof the State of Utah—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, when appointed. 

A bill (3. 27) for the relief of Isaac Marsh—to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 380) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to set- 
tle the 1nutual account between the United States and the State 
of Florida, heretofore examined and stated by said Secretary un- 
der the authority of the Congress, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 374) extending relief to Indian citizens, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 937) forthe relief of James Sims, of Marshall County, 
Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 1557) to grant medals to the survivors and heirs of 
volunteers of the Port Hudson forlorn-hope storming party—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 1115) for the relief of the legal representatives of John 
Roach, deceased—to the Committee on Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 661) to regulate the pay of noncommissioned officers in 
the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 660) for the relief of John Stull—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 136) to provide for the payment of the claim of Chris- 
tian M. Kirkpatrick for paving the street adjacent to the United 
States arsenal at Indianapolis, Ind.—to the Committee on Claims, 
when 1 

A bill (S. 436) for the relief of the Continental Fire Insurance 


Company and others—to the Committee on Claims, when appointed. 
A bill (S. 659) to place Francis W. Seeley on the retired list of 

the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs, when ap 
A bill (S. 1594) for the relief of Bvt. Col. Thomas F. O' 

to the Committee on Military Affairs, when seen 
A bill (S. 809) for the relief of Orin R. Mc 

mittee on War Claims, when appointed. 


inted, 
illy— 


aniel—to the Com- 
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A bil! (S. 391) for the relief of Charles Fletcher, alias James H. 
Mitchell—to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 1340) for the relief of John Clyde Sullivan—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 400) for the relief of Dorence Atwater—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, when appo 


inted. 

A bill (S. 1273) for a public building at Altoona, Pa., and appro- 
priating money therefor—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 422) to provide for the erection of a public building 
for the use and accommodation of the post-office at Mammoth Hot 
Springs, in the Yellowstone National Park—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 134) to provide for the purchase of a site, and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon, at Evanston, in the State of 
Wyoming—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
when appointed, 

A bill (S. 377) for the relief of Dr. S. A. Brown—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 432) for the relief of the heirs of Sterling T. Austin, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 1637) to authorize the construction and maintenance 
of two railroad bridges across the Mississippi River at or near the 
city of St. Paul, Minn.—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 1716) making Greatfalls, Mont., a port of entry—to 
the Coramittee on Ways and Means. 

A bill (S. 1357) for the relief of the legal representatives of Ed- 
win De Leon, deceased, late consul-general of the United States 
in obe the Committee on Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 706) to provide for the purchase of a site for and the 
erection of a public building at Oakland, in the State of Califor- 
nia—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, when 
appointed, 

A bill (S. 1233) extending the time allowed the Blue Mountain 
Irrigation and Improvement Company for the construction of its 
reservoirs and canal in and through the Umatilla Indian Reserva- 
tion, in the State of Oregon—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
when appointed. 

A bill (S. 468) authorizing the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to accept the bequest of thelate Peter Von Essen for the 
use of the public white schools of that portion of said District 
formerly known as Georgetown—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 467) for the regulation of cemeteries and the disposal 
of dead bodies in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 

District of Columbia, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 629) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims in 
the case of the book Mew of the Methodist ce pag cal Church 
South against the United States to the Committee on War Claims, 
when appointer 

A bill (S. 1310) making an appropriation for the benefit of the 
estate of William Moss, deceased—to the Committee on Claims, 
when cR 

A bill (S. 712) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Sherwin— 
to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed. 

A biil (S. 693) for the relief of John Veeley—to the Committee 
on Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 240) to authorize Joseph J. Kinyoun, passed assistant 
surgeon of the Marine-Hospital Service, to accept a medal from 
the President of the Republic of Venezuela—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, when appointed, 

A bill (S. 931) to construct a road to the national cemetery at 
Poran Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, when ap- 
pointed. 

A bill (S. 433) for the relief of Clara A. Graves, Lewis Smith 
Lee, Florence P. Lee, Mary Sheldon, and Florence F. Lee, legal 
representative of Elizabeth Smith, deceased, heirs of Lewis Smith, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 956) to amend an act entitled ** An act to authorize 
the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River be- 
tween the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota," approved April 
24, 1894, as amended by an act approved August 4, 1894, entitled 
** An act to amend an act to authorize the construction of a steel 
bridge over the St. Louis River between the States of Minnesota 
and Wisconsin"—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 426) to authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Missouri River between its mouth and the mouth of the Da- 
kota or James River; and across the Mississippi River between 
the mouth of the Minnesota River, in the State of Minnesota, and 
Donaldsonville, in the State of Louisiana; and across the Illinois 
and Des Plaines rivers between the mouth of the Illinois and the 
city of Joliet, in the State of Illinois; and to prescribe the charac- 
ter, location, and the dimensions of the same—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 665) for the relief of the heirs of certain seamen lost 
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in the foundering of light vessel No. 87—to the Committee on 
Claims, when appointed. . 

A bill (S. 673) to provide for light-houses and other aids to 
navigation—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 966) providing for the establishment of a quarantine 
station at or near Astoria, Oreg.—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 675) for the relief of Nancy E. Day, administratrix of 
J amend L. Day, deceased—to the Committee on Claims, when ap- 
pointed. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 16) providing for estimate of cost of 
certain improvements of Bridgeport Harbor, Connecticut—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 869) for the relief of Rev. J. A. Gilfillan—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 536) for the relief of the trustees of the German Evan- 
polcai Church, of Martinsburg, W. Va.—to the Committee on 

ar Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 1168) for the relief of Pearson C. Montgomery, of Mem- 
phis, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, 

A bill (S. 262) for the relief of Calvin Gunn—to the Committee 
on Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 226) for the relief of e B. Giddings—to the 
Committee on Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 227) for the relief of George A. Orr to the Committee 
on War Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 228) for the relief of Joseph W. Carmack—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 229) for the relief of John S. Neet, jr.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, when appointed, 

A bill (S. 230) for the relief of John M. Davis—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, when arpo ten. 

A bill (S. 231) for the relief of Ezra S. Havens—to the Committee 
on War Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 232) for the relief of A. F. Fleet, superintendent of the 
Missouri Military Academy, Mexico, Mo.—to the Committee on 
Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 1565) to amend and make certain the intent of section 
714 of the Revised Statutes, providing for salaries of judges in cer- 
tain cases after retirement—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
when 85 7 

A bill (S. 252) for the relief of William P. Buckmaster—to the 
Committee on War Claims, when suponen: 

A bill (S. 251) for the relief of William Wolfe, of Shelbina, 
Shelby County, Mo.—tothe Committee on Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 261) for the relief of Henry J. Hewitt—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 677) for the relief of Richmond College, located at 
Richmond, Va,—to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 273) for the relief of John F. W. Dette—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, when ap inted. 

A bill (S. 272) for the relief of the heirs of James Bridger, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 253) to permit Anna M. Colman, a widow, to p - 
cute a claim—to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed. 

A. bill (S. 1269) for the relief of Olivia and Ida Walter, heirs and 
children of Thomas U. Walter, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 249) for the relief of St. Charles College—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 714) for the relief of L. Robert Coates & Co., of Bal- 
timore, Md.—to the Committee on Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 1010) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat Com- 
pany—to the Committee on Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 437) for the relief of the residuary legatees of Mark 
Davis, deceased —to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 1153) for the relief of John W. Lewis, of Oregon—to 
the Committee on Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 1451) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Red River of the North at Drayton, N.Dak.—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 1492) providing for the selection of the lands within 
Fort Pembina Military Reservation, N. Dak., in the State of North 
Dakota—to the Committee on Military Affairs, when a ds 

A bill (S. 537) for the relief of the executor of C. M. Shaffer, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed. 

Concurrent resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President of the United States be reques! to bring to the attention of the 
Government of Brazil the claim of Helen M. Fiedler, executrix of Ernest Fied- 
ler, deceased, st the Government of B „growing out of a contract, al- 
leged by said claimant to be obligatory on that Government, for the hire of 
the ship Círcassian to transport emigrants from the United States to Brazil 
in the year 1867, with the view to ask said Government to consider the ue 


and to provide for the allowance and payment of such sum as shall 
found just to such claimant— 


'To the Committee on Foreign Affairs, when appointed. 


A bill (S. 475) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Patrick Larkin—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, when 3 

A bill (S. 109) for the erection of a public building at Aberdeen, 
S. Dak.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
when 1 0 

A bill (S. 1038) for the relief of Mobile Marine Dock Company 
to the Committee on War Claims, when Speen. 

A bill (S. 1106) for the relief of Cumberland Female College, of 
McMinnville, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims, when ap- 


inted. : 
A bill (S. 1788) to prones an American register for the barken- 
tine Sharpshooter, of San Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 674) to provide for aids to navigation—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 1979) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Pearl River, in the State of Mississippi—to the Committee on In- 
terstateand Foreign Commerce, when appointed, 

A bill (S. 1559) for the relief of Martha A. Bagwell, executrix 
of Sally Hardmond, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 
when appointed. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report on 
the Indian appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] presents a conference report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the Lens, Ere m 1 75 o Houses 
e , R. 15) making 


fiscal year ending June 30, 1598, and for other purposes, having met, after full 
and free conference, have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
tive Houses as follows: 
hatthe House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 

Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to at once allot agricultu- 
ral lands in severalty to the N Indians now located upon or 
belonging to the 5 Indian rvation in the State of Utah; said 
allotments to be upon the Uncompahgre and Uintah Reservations or else- 
wherein said State. And all the lands of said Uncompahgre Reservation 
not theretofore allotted in severalty to said Uncompah Utes shall, on and 
after the 1st day of April, 1898, be open for location and entry under all the 
land laws of the United States.“ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


J. S. SHERMAN. 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


R. F. PETTIGREW, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement, 

The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 

This report deals with the only remaining matter of difference between 
the two Houses, to wit, amendment No. 10, relating to the lands on which the 
Uncompahgre Indians are located. 


The amend ment is self-explanato: , and, as it is embodied in the r it 
need not be repeated here. x Zá opt 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous question 
on the report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] has twenty minutes. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Lack] rise to op it? 

Mr. LACEY. I rise to oppose it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] has 
twenty minutes, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, this proposition is different from 
any that has yet been broughtin. The first proposition submitted 
was for the opening of these lands, immediately upon the pa 
of the bill, for settlement under the mineral laws of the United 
States. That did not at any time meet my approval or the approval 
of the House conferees, Mr, Speaker, because it in no way provided 
for the Indians now located in that reservation. Under thisamend- 
ment the Secretary is given until the 1st day of next April to locate 
the Indians now situated u the Uncompahgre Reservation, and 
thereafter all the lands, mineral and otherwise, are open for entry 
under all the land laws of the United States. 

After the first proposition was brought in some weeks ago the 
House seemed to desire that a royalty proposition should be sub- 
mitted, and the conferees on the part of the House, in obedience 
to its apparent wish, brought in the other day a royalty proposi- 
tion, which was quite promptly rejected by the House. Another 
royalty proposition, submit by my friend from Iowa [Mr. 
Lacey], and somewhat more stringent, was offered as an instruc- 
tion to the House conferees, and that was rejected; so that the 
sie See went back to meet with the Senate conferees unin- 
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Mr. Speaker, the Uncompahgre Indians are located oh this land 
in Utah under an executive order of the President. In 1880 a 
treaty was entered into between the United States and these In- 
dians, then located in Colorado, under which they agreed to move 
from their Colorado land: over into Utah, and eventually to take 
allotments. Pending the time when allotment should be made to 
them in severalty, they were located by an Executive order on this 
eee Reservation, so that they have no absolute title to 

t 2 

Now, the proposition here is that the Secretary of the Interior 
shall use the lands of the Uncompahgre.‘ Executive-order reser- 
vation,” as it is called, to locate these Indians, so far as the land 
is sufficient, so far as it is agricultural land, and then to locate 
them on otherland on the Uintah Reservation, the title of which 
is still in the United States, never having been ceded to the 
Uintahs. They simply have been allowed to go there under the 
act of 1864. ere is no treaty providing for their location on 
that reservation. 

It ought not to be a difficult matter to locate them all in sever- 
alty prior to the Ist day of April, 1898. When these Indians have 
all been taken care of, with their rights protected as they will be 
by this amendment, I believe this amendment proposes that all 
the lands be opened up under the mineral-land laws of the United 
States. It seems to me a very proper way to oe cp of the mat- 
ter, Mr. Speaker, and I trust that the House will take this view 
of the gt sition. 

Mr. ON. Willthe gentleman allow me? 
Mr.SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. As to the so-called gilsonite lands, if this con- 
' ference report is adopted, they would subject to entry under 
the mineral laws, as 1 understand. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. What amount could one man enter? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The number of his claims is not limited 
under this proposition. If he located a so-called “lode claim,” 
the size of his claim would be precisely 10 acres, if I recollect 


ight. 
. CURTIS of Kansas. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I think that under the act of 1892 the 
number of claims was limited to two. 

Mr.SHERMAN. It was by that act, and if that act is not re- 

led, by implication the number of claims will be limited to two. 

The size of the claim would be either 10 or 20 acres, depending 
upon the law under which the entry was made. 

I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I shall consume the time of the 
House but for a few minutes. This matter has been thoroughly 
debated in the Committee of the Whole, and the House instructed 
the committee of conference, or at least indicated its desire that 
the committee of conference should secure some sort of an agree- 
ment toprevent a monopoly of these mines, and also that the lands 
should be opened up under some form of lease, with a royalty 
coming to the Government. 

The last conference report came in obedience to this instruction, 
or suggestion, made by the Committee of the Whole, although not 

made by the House; but there were some defects, in my judgment, 
in the form in which the amendment of the conference report came 
here, and therefore I, in conjunction with a number of other gen- 
tlemen in the House, op the amendment. There were, how- 
ever, others who were in favor of giving this property away, or 
opening it under all the general mineral-land laws, which amcunts 
to that. 

In view of the limited quantity of this mineral, and its richness, 
or rather in view of the limited area in which it is found, it 
seemed to me that we ought to limit the amount that any indi- 
vidual could hold, and that there should be some royalty growing 
out of it to the Government. In ordinary mineral claims the 
discovery entitles the claimant to certain rights, and it ought to 
do so. e goes and finds the mineral and exploits it, and there- 
fore he is entitled to it in compensation for his discovery, his ex- 

diture, and his risk. In this case the mineral has already 
n examined, 

A Government survey has been made by the Geological Survey, 
and all that a claimant has to do is to take possession of that part 
which has been pointed out under the Geological Survey as con- 
taining this valuable mineral. The last Administration refused 
to open up this land because of that fact, and the act of 1894 
limited the claimant to two lots of 10 acres each. 

This present amendment pro to o it up without any 
limitation, and possibly, under the coal and stone act, the claim- 
ant could take 160 acres; and there would be nothing to prevent 
the Barber or any other company, by purchase, or by ent, 
or by location of claims, to take all of it. Now, that ought to be 
avoided. The Househas already fully discussed this question and 
understands it, and I want, in the limited time that I have, to 
yield some to the gentleman from Arkansas. : 


3 Mr. HARTMAN. Will the gentleman yield -to me for a ques- 
on? 

; inly. 

Mr. HARTMAN. The gentleman says there is some danger of 

this land being taken under the coal-land act. I wish the gentle- 


man would explain to the House in what way gilsonite can be 
taken up as coal. 
Mr. LACEY. This proposition is that all these lands shall be 
taken 15 under all the mineral-land laws of the United States. 
Mr. HARTMAN. 


Y. The gentleman may be right. It may be that I 
am not sustained in this construction. We ought not to legislate 
in a way so as to leave it open to any such possible construction 
as this. Whether that be true or not, it makes no difference— 
there is absolutely no difference whatever in the fact. 

It says that anybody, at midnight on the night before the 1st 
day of April, may go on that land and take it, and I think it is 
well that they have designated the 1st day of April. (Laughter. ] 
They may go on the Ist day of April and take ession of just 
as many claims as they can stake off, or take the whole body of 
it if they happen to be in ahead of others. It makes no matter 
whether it is 160 acres or 10 acres. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Without using it in er decor sense, does 
the gentleman think anybody would be fool enough to go in and 
take one-half of it or even one-tenth of it? 

Mr. LACEY. Very well; there are a great many *'fools" in 
this country trying to do that. 

Mr. HAR Undoubtedly that is true. 

Mr. LACEY. Let us protect them against themselves.” 

Mr. SAYERS. Iwant to ask the gentleman whether or not it 
is his judgment that the agreement reached by the conferees is 
more vicious than that of any of the agreements that have been 
made? 

Mr. LACEY. Iwill not say vicious,“ but I think it is more 

Mr. SAYERS. I did not mean that in an offensive sense. 

Mr. LACEY. Iunderstand the gentleman did not mean that 
in an offensive sense; but I think this amendment as it now comes 
as a proposition to this House is the most objectionable form in 
which it has come, because the other propositions provided some 
limit of the number of claims, and this provides none. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Will the gentleman yield to me for another 
question? 

Mr. LACEY. Ican not yield. Imust yield some time to the 
gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I just wanted to ask the gentleman one 
question. Does not the act of 1894 apply to these claims, and 
would not that limit them to two claims? 

Mr. LACEY. Ithink not. I think this repeals the act of 1894. 

Mr. GAINES. What is to prevent a monopoly from getting 
the whole of this gilsonite land? 

Mr. LACEY. Nothing whatever. This proposition would en- 
courage a monopoly. I think we would make a very great mis- 
take to allow them such an opportunity. This matter was very 
fully discussed before. 

Mr, GAINES. We have been trying to avoid a monopoly, and 
now it seeks to create one. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. There is no more a monopoly in this than 
— under other mineral laws. Iam against a monopoly all 

e time. 

Mr. GAINES. Iam trying to prevent its being controlled by a 
monopoly, and I want to see what is right done. T 

Mr. LACEY. Iwant to say to our friends, there is no limit 
over the control of these lands which is imposed by this proposi- 
tion. This land is in a situation, and I think where the 
tract is small, and it is of so great richness, it should be made 
exceptional. While I agree with my friend from Colorado [Mr. 
SHAFROTH] on the general mineral-land laws, I think we are con- 
fronted with an exceptional case, and that it would be a great 
mistake if we did not recognize the peculiar circumstances sur- 
ronidiag these lands and make an exception with reference to 
them, 

Mr. GAINES. Whatsortof an exception do you want to make? 

Mr. LACEY. Ihave prepared one that I want to offer if we 
can vote down this conference report. 

Mr. GAINES. If we vote for this propun; then it leaves it 
in the hands of a monopoly to control. 

Mr. LACEY. If we vote for this conference report, it would 

lace a monopoly in control, in my ju ent. Ithink that would 
be the result, and therefore we sho not adopt the conference 
e I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 

CRAE]. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. S ,we have so often discussed this 
matter that I do not wish to goat length intothe consideration of 
it to-day; but of all the propositions that have been presented by 
the several conference reports on this bill and its predecessor in 
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the last House this, in my judgment, is the worst. In the act of 
August 15, 1894, there ee limitation as to the area that. can be 
located by any person. I will read it: 


That no shall be entitled to locate more than two neither 
to exceed 10 acres, of any land containing asphaltum, gilsonite, or like sub- 


The Senate amendment numbered 10, that the House disagreed 
to, and which disagreement we have insisted upon more than once, 
is as follows: 

That the mineral lands of the Uncom Indian Reservation, in the 
State of Utah, are hereby declared open to public entry under the mineral- 
land laws of the United States, and no one person shall be allowed to make 
more than one claim on lands containing te. Andon and afterJanuary 
1,1898, all of said reservation umallotted to Indians shall be open to publie 
entry under the land laws of the United States. 

The pending pans if adopted, will strike out that amendment 
and insert the following: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 10. and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“The Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to at once allot agricul- 
tural lands in severalty to the exp ne ps Ute Indians now located upon 
or belonging to the Uncompahgre In Reservation, in the State of Utah, 
said allotments to be upon the Uncompahgre and Uintah reservations or 
elsewhere in said State. And all the lands of said Uncompahgre Reservation 
not theretofore allotted in severalty to said Uncompah; Utes sball, on and 
after the Ist day of April, 1898, be open for location and entry under all the 
land laws of the United States." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

It will be seen from this that the result will be that all limita- 
tions upon the locations and holdings are to be removed. Ex- 
cept that the original Senate amendment does not provide for 
allotment to the Indians, it is a better provision than this one, and 
I would prefer to vote to concur in it than to adopt this report. 
Some gentlemen do not appear to understand that under the gen- 
eral mining laws there is no limit to the number of claims that 
can be located by each claimant. Each claim is limited in area to 
abont 20 acres, but as many locations can be made as the applicant 
is willing to work or pay for. ; f 

The amount of work required on each claim each year is $100 
worth. Ifthe assessment work, which is exacted as evidence of 

faith on the part of the locator, is performed, he can hold it 
efinitely without the payment of anything for the land. And 
80 under this proposition the Government may never get anythi 
for this deposit which was discovered by its officers in their offici 
capacity. e 
however, the locator of the land sees fit to take the title from 
the Government by a patent to him, he is only required to pay $5 
an acre, but that is not necessary if he is willing to go on with 
his operations. So you see there is no limit as to the number of 
claims that any individual can take; there is no requirement that 
he shall pay for the land unless he prefers to do so. It is true 
that the most of the rich mines are patented, but never until 
shown to be valuable. 

Mr. GAINES. Is there anything to prevent one person from 
going there and making claim of alargequantity of land for him- 
self and others? 1 > 

Mr. MCRAE. There is nothing to prevent that being done if 
desired. Istate as my deliberate judgment that this provision, if 
passed, will repeal the act of August 15, 1894. It will do what it 
undertakes to do—open the lands containing SRM MEORUM i See 
to entry under the general 223 laws, and repeal all laws 
inconsistent with them. As I said last Monday, I am not much in 
favor of renting these lands for royalty or in any way. And 
yet, in view of the fact that the discovery has been made, and the 
value of the deposit is known, and in view of the fact that a 
monopoly can be easily secured under the operation of the general 
=. ‘Lam not willing to see this particular reservation opened in 

t way. 

I shall, therefore, if this report is yoted down, support the 

amendment in the nature of instructions proposed by the gentle- 


man from Iowa, providing for the leasing of these ds upon a 
rental to be fixed by the Secre of the Interior. It vests a 
large discretion in that officer, but I think that better than to give 
the land away for nothing. 

Mr. GAINES. Does that amendment arrange matters so that 
the monopolists can not get hold of the property? 


Mr. McRAE. Certainly; at least that has been our purpose in 
formulating it, and if honestly administered and fairly construed 
I think it will prevent vene I appeal to gentlemen here 
who want fairness and justice done to the Government in this 
important matter and who want these deposits protected for all 
he poopie to defeat this conference report. 

. LACEY. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois p COOKE]. 

Mr. KE. Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will vote down 
the conference report, for the reason that it allows this very pe- 
culiar and limited body of mineral to be so disposed of that it may 
fall into the hands of private mon We ought to guard the 
interests of the Government in this matter, because this product, 


and may 
towns of 
the United States that may want to use it in paving their streets, 

As there is no other known deposit of gilsonite having a com- 
mercial value in the United States, the region containing it being 
only about 10,000 square acres, its total market value, however, 
being many millions of dollars, as it is alleged, and as it is almost 
certain to find its way into the hands of a monopolizing company 
if the lands are allowed to be acquired in fee, it ought not to be 
open to purchase under the land or mineral laws of the United 
States. It ought to be preserved from the hands of monopolists, 
that the product may find its way at as low a price as possible 
into the open markets. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] has prepared ap amend- 
ment which he intends to offer if the report is voted down, giv- 
ing full authority to the Secretary of the Interior to lease the 
lands containing gilsonite, etc., without much restriction of the 
power so given. That amendment, I think, ought to prevail over 
the conference report. It is a safe provision, though it places 
large power in the hands of the Secretary. I should really prefer, 
however, to prescribe by law certain limitations for the leases, as 
to the main features thereof, at least. On account of the hoarse 
condition of my voice, I am unable to continue my remarks in 

lanation of the amendment I should prefer to see adopted. I 
will therefore send to the desk to be read in my time the amend- 
ment itself, which I shall be glad to have adopted, unless the 
House shall prefer that to be offered by the gentleman from Iowa 


in the nature of asphaltum, is v. 


limited in quanti 
become exceedingly valuable to the various cities an 


[Mr. Lacey]. 

'The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the title to all lands containing gilsonite, elaterite, hal- 
tum or other like substances sball remain in the Uni States; a the 


Secretary of the Interioris authorized to lease said lands, in legal subdi 

of not to exceed 160 acres to any one tenant, for a term of not to exceed ten 
years, to the hy oats and best bidders therefor, upon such security for the 
payment to the United States of the rental of such Jands as shall be pre- 
scribed and approved by the Secre of the Interior: and the Secretary of 
the Interior isauthorized to make regulations for the offering of said reserved 
lands to bidders for such leases, and for the enforcement of the terms of such 


Mr. LACEY. Inow yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I have already stated to the 
House my objection to opening thisland under the general min- 
eral-landlaws. Some days ago the conference committee brought 
in a proposition that was far more acceptable than this one to 
those of us who are unwilling to perpetuate a monopoly in what 
are practically the oniy asphaltum beds in this country. In pur- 
suance of the mineral laws, under which it is proposed now to 
open these lands, these companies who may desire them can go 
there and take not only one claim, but every claim. 

There is no ovem whatever for preventing or limiting mo- 
nopoly control of these lands, which are to furnish the asphaltum 
needed for paving our streets. I feel that as long as we have cities 
to develop, as long as we want to beautify and decorate our towns, 
we have no right to thus give away these deposits; for that is 
what it means. If you open these lands under the mineral laws, 
as proposed in this report, you practically give away a tract of 
land which a Government expert has said is worth a million of 
dollars—you give it away to certain syndicates or combinations 
of persons when the people of your different districts or commu- 
nities need this material for cheap paving. Iunderstand that the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] will introduce a resolution 
which will have a tendency to prevent any monopoly from getting 
hold of this property. $ É 

Asa general proposition, I do not believe that the leasing sys- 
tem is a good one for the Government. Ido not contend that it 
is wise for us to put our gold and silver mines under a leasing sys- 
tem. But all good rules have their exceptions; and when we find 
a tract of land containing mineral deposits so useful and beneficial 
tothe people of the United States as will be this asphaltum deposit, 
I say that, even though it be an exception to our general policy, 
Congress, instead of throwing this land o to monopolies or syn- 
dicates, should look to the interest of the ple of the United 
States and establish safeguards for the development of this prop- 
erty so as oe to care for the people of future generations. 

Mr. LACEY. . Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Three minutes. 

Mr. LACEY. Iyield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. COOPER]. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, the statement made 
by the chairman of the committee, that this amendment is a great 
improvement on what was originally proposed, seems to me, while 
not intentionally mi ing, to be a clear misstatement of the 
facts. The original amendment was to this effect: 

That the mineral lands gt the Uncom Indian Reservation, in the 


State of Utah, are here’ open ublic entry under the mineral- 
land laws of the United tea, and no one person shali be allowed to make 
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more than one claim on lands 88 
1, 1898, all of said reservation unallot to Indians 
entry under the land laws of the United States. 

By this provision the asphaltum land to be taken by any one in- 
dividual was limited to one claim—two, I think, in the original 
amendment, and one as it came back to us. Under the amend- 


ite. Andonand after January 
i shall be open to public 


ment as now upon by theconference committee, the amount 
of asphaltum land which may be taken up under any one claim or 
by any one monopoly is unlimited. 

Moreover, this allotment of the Indians has been characterized 
by Lieutenant-Colonel Randlett, in y imis! of an amendment 
which was supposed to have been ers bythelast Congress, as cal- 
culated to work an outrage upon the Indians because there was not. 
as hesaid, enough of agricultural lands there to be allotted in 
proper proportions to the Indians on this reservation; and while 
there might be enough land on the other, yet time ought to be 
given for the Government to make inspection and to ascertain the 

acts; that to go to work and allot lands to the Indians on those 
reservations, without regard to their rights, would be, in fact, an 
outrage upon their rights. 

The gentleman from Colorado interrupted a moment ago to pro- 
pua the question whether we wanted any such laws with regard 

the gold mines of the country as we now propose to apply to 
these gilsonite deposits. I say no, because there can not be any 
monopoly of the gold mines. ey are scattered here, there, and 
everywhere,all over the Western country. But this is the only 
body of gilsonite or asphaltum land in the United States; it can 
be acquired by a very few persons, and an absolute monopoly of it 
secured and maintained. In making this statement I rely upon 
official reports of Government officers. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Does not the gentleman know that there are 
8 beds in California and in Colorado and in the Indian 

erritory, besides these in Utah? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Iam surprised that the gentle- 
man from Colorado keeps asking a question which has no rele- 
vancy or pertinency. If the facts are as he states, there has not 
been anything for yearsaffd years to prevent anybody opening up 
those asphaltum mines in Colorado and California. They stan 
in a different situation from the mineral deposit on this reserva- 
tion. Why have not those deposits in Colorado and California 
been opened up years ago? 

Mr.SHAFROTH. The reason is that they are not worth devel- 
opment. 

Pur. COOPER of Wisconsin. But we are talking about these 
deposits in Utah, which are worth much, according to the state- 
ments of agents of the Government. These deposits amount to 
23,000,000 tons, making a valuation of over $30,000,000, as stated 
by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY ]. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr.SHERMAN. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. CURTIS]. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I hope this conference 
report will be agreed to. I disagree with gentlemen who say that 
there is no difference between the amendment as now proposed 
and the amendment as it first came from the Senate. This amend- 
ment proposes to prevent any monopoly from taking possession of 
the gilsonite beds on this reservation in Utah. The other amend- 
ment provided for the opening of the lands in such a way as would 
permit a monopoly to take possession of all of them. 

By this amendment one year is allowed for the opening of these 
lands, giving the poorest inan in the country ample opportunity 
to go there and take a claim. The very fact that the time for 
opening this reservation is put off one year gives every man in 

e country an r to take a mining claim. 

Mr. McRAE. Does not the gentleman know that the Senate 
amendment, upon which all this controversy arose, fixes January, 
1898, as the date for opening this reservation? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. It was not the mineral lands that 
were to be opened, but the agricultural lands. 

ER McRÁE. No. I have the provision here. The last clause 
reads: 


And on or after January 1, 1898, all of said reservation unallotted to In- 
dians shall be open to public entry under the land laws of the United States. 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. But that never was passed. 

Mr. MCRAE. That is the amendment now pending. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. McRAE. The gentleman will find that I am correct. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Ithinknot. Now, another thing. In 
the.first place, the conferees on the part of the House objected to 
the original amendment because it made no provision for the In- 
dians. The Indians on that reservation are entitled to take allot- 
ments. By this amendment about one year is given the Depart- 
ment in which to allot the lands to the Uncompahgre Indians. 
After that is done, the remainder of the reservation is to be opened 
up for settlement under the mineral laws of the United States. 

I do not agree with the lawyers on this floor when they say that 
this amendment repeals the act of 1894. In our practice out West 


I have always understood that where there are two different laws 
applying to the same subject mno are to be construed together if 
possible. There is nothing in this amendment which directly 
repeals the act of 1894. Therefore the claims which may be 
taken by any one individual are limited in number to two—virtu- 
ally to one—because the act of 1894 contains a limitation of two 
10-acre claims. š 

The gentlemen are surely mistaken when they claim that these 
are the only asphalt beds in the country. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. On what authority does the gentleman 
make the statement that under the general laws a party will be 
entitled to two 10-acre claims? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Under the act of 1894, which applies 
to this reservation. ‘ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But this proposition repeals the law of 


1894, 

Mr, CURTIS of Kansas, Oh, I beg your pardon; I do not believe 
that it repeals the law of 1894. The provision of that law of 1894 
is that no S shall be entitled to take more than two claims. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Where does the gentleman get his au- 
thority for the belief that the Government has ever classed asphal- 
tum as coming within the mineral laws that provide for the loca- 
tion of fissure veins? 

Mr.SHAFROTH. Because it is found in true fissure veins. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. The gentleman from Colorado has 
answered the question. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, but a coal seam may be in a fissure 
vein. Itisnottheshape of the vein that determines the law under 
which it may be located. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The law expressly limits a coal-mining 
claim to 160 acres, but the asphaltum, being found in true fissure 
veins, must be located under the mineral laws applicable to gold 
and silver mining. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Further, Mr. Speaker, there are beds 
of gilsonite in Utah outside of this reservation. It is found in 
Texas, Colorado, and in the Indian Territory. A treaty has just 
been made with the Chickasaws and Choctaws, wherein they pro- 
vide for the disposition of gilsonite on their reservations. k is 
there in vast amounts. It is found in California and in Montana, 
and within a week it has been discoveredin southern Kansas. The 
gentleman says, Why were not these beds opened up before?" I 
ms e ask the same question in regard to the gilsonite in this 
Indian reservation. 

TA DEAS protempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

. SHERMAN. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to an enrolled joint 
resolution of the following title: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 42) appropriating $50.000 for the relief 
of suffering American citizens in the Island of Cuba. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The consideration of the conference report on the Indian appro- 
priation bill was resumed, 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. The gilsonite beds in these other 
places were not worked for the same reason that those on the Un- 
compahgre Reservation were not prior to 1880. These Indians 
were not placed upon this reservation until after 1880. The reason 
was that people did not know aboutit. It is being discovered 
now in various parts of the country. 

I do not believe in the Government exacting a royalty. I do 
not believe in the system of leasing mineral lands by the Govern- 
ment. I believe that the gilsonite beds should be opened just the 
same as the gold and silver mines of this country are. 

I want to say to 9 and Democrats alike, if you adopt 
the policy of leasing the gilsonite lands of this country, that policy 
will stare you in the face ever after, and the people will come 
here, Congress after Congress, and ask you to apply it to the coal 
mines of the country, to the gold mines of the country, to the sil- 
ver mines of the country, xA to all other mineral lands. 

Now, the conference committee has worked hard to get an 
agreement. We believe that this is the best that can be done, 
and, speaking for myself, I want to say that from the first I have 
believed that this matter should be settled in this way: First the 
Indians should be taken care of, and then after reasonable notice 
the gi'sonite lands should be opened for settlement, and all should 
be given an equal opportunity to secure a claim. 

Mr. COOKE. Then the gentleman has not struggled very hard 
against the other conferees. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. We have had several meetings and 
brought in two or three reports. One of the amendments was 
along the line suggested by the House, but it was not accepted. 
The result of the vote on the last conference report showed that 
the House did not desire to instruct us. I hope this conference 
report will be agreed to. 
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taintheHouselong. Thegentlemanfrom Wisconsin [Mr. COOPER] 
says that I said this report was better than the last. I did so state, 
Mr. Speaker, that it was better for the Indians. He quotes the 
report of Major Randlett, in which he says that the original propo- 
sition, as passed by the Senate, was an outrage upon these Indians. 
Ithought so, Mr. Speaker, and that is why I opposed it just as 
strenuously as I could, all the way through. 1t was an outrage 
upontheIndians. Thisreportis not. This provision takes ample 
care of all the rights of the Indians before it disposes of a foot of 
this land, and that is what we want; that is what we of the Indian 
conference committee of this House have been contending for all 
the way through. 

By this amendment the rights of the Indians are cared for. 
Every single Indian is given his allotment in severalty before the 
balance of this land is opened up under the general land laws of 
the United States. Now, my friend from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- 
woop] says that this proposition that is now here is not so good 
as the one that came in the other day. Perhaps my friend is right 
about that; but let me call his attention to the fact that the prop- 
osition which came in the other day wasrejected by this House by 
amajority of more than two to one, and that thereafter, when the 

entleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] offered a prope as an 
instruction, which I believed was better even than what we suc- 
ceeded in getting in the conference committee—when he offered 
his instruction to the conferees, the House 1 that. 

Mr. Speaker, the conferees have done their best to carry out the 
wishes of the House, and have brought back here a 8 
which we thought was in accord with their wishes, and have seen 
it stricken down by a vote of two to one. We have seen on two 
different occasions the Houserefuse us instructions as to what we 
should do; and we have done the very best we could and have 
finally come here with a 1 which opens these lands 
under all the land laws of the United States; and for the life of 
me I see no reason why this particular body of land in the State 
of Utah should be opened up differently from what all the other 
lands of the United States have been opened up in the last twenty- 
five years. Ithink the Propono is a fair one, Mr. Speaker, and 
I hope the House will adopt it; and I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference 
report. z 

e question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

'The House divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 64. 

So the conference report was disagreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. . Speaker, I move that the House concur 
in the Senate amendment; and I desire to say in making that 
motion that I do not make it in the hope that the House wi!l pass 
itin just that form, but I do it in the hope that the proposition 
will be so amended that something will be agreed upon, so that 
the Senate will recede and accept the desires of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. May Task the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to know if the conferees of the House 
believe that the Senate would accept an amendment ceding these 
lands to the State of Utah? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say this, Mr. Speaker, that the chair- 
man of the conference committee on the part of the Senate said to 
us the other day that if this report was returned, that whatever 
came back to the Senate as the will of the House he should move 
that the Senate accede to it, and then, if that motion failed, he 
would then move that the Senate recede from the entire proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move to substitute for the 
motion of the gentleman from New York the following. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New. York moves to 
recede from the disagreement and concur in the Senate amend- 
ment, and the gentleman from Iowa moves to concur with the 
following amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Concur in Senate amendment numbered 10 by striking out the same and 
substituting the following inlieu thereof: 


in severalty to the Uncompahgre Ute Indians now loca n or belong- 
to the Uncompahgre Lidian ncaa cies in the State of Utah, said allot- 
pa 


as the said 

for such 
not ex: n pe as he may rmine; an ons an 

Portods, t exceeding te — d determi d regulati d 


lease, or as to assignments of said leases, so as to 
pu pem oy of : be : 2 the . 
an ons as ma necessary for ur 

objects of this act.” s k , 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
Lue serere the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. CANNON. Is that in the nature of an instruction? 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands it, it is a motion to 
recede and concur with the following amendment, to strike out 
and insert. 

Mr. CANNON. Is that open to discussion? I would like to 
have just a minute to say— 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentleman 
from Iowa if there is anything in that amendment which he pro- 

that would prevent either two, three. or four men from com- 
ining together and obtaining control of the whole tract? 

Mr. LACEY. The amendment proposes, and expressly says, 
the Secretary of the Interior shall make such regulations as will 
prevent a monopoly. That leaves the question as to the size of 
the leases in his discretion, to make them large enough to work, 
and yet divide them sufficiently to prevent a monopoly. Aftera 
consultation with the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE 
and others who have given this matter thought, it was deem 
best to not attempt to define the exact size of these claims, that 


'there are many things that we can hardly understand with respect 


to this legislation, and it will be safer to leave a wider discretion 
in the 1 would be involved in the proposition to give 
a certain number of acres, that may not be enough for them to 
proceed to do the work, and the leases have been limited to ten 
years, so that if there is aay mistake it can be corrected. It is 
not as irremediable as would be the effect of adopting the amend- 
ment pro by the conference committee. : 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand the gentleman to say that he has 
submitted it to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE], and 
it has his approval. 

Mr. LACEY. Isubmitted this to him, and made some altera- 
tions at his suggestion. 

Mr. CANNON. I only want a minute to say 

Mr. LACEY. I yield such time as the gentleman desires. 

Mr. CANNON (continuing). That this is the Indian appropria- 
tion bill. There seems to be no difference about the House and 
Senate agreeing upon the amount of money for the Indian service 
for the oming en year. The House very wisely has provided 
by its rules that appropriation bills shall not carry legislation. 
Now, the history of this bill shows the absolute wisdom of that 
rule. It goes to the Senate, and they proceed to put legisla- 
tion upon it. It comes back to the House, is considered, and the 
difference between the House and the Senate is touching legisla- 
tion. Time and again the conference report is turned down. 

Now, what ought to be done, in my judgment, is that the House 
and Senate should stop this matter of general legislation upon 
supply bills; and in this case, if an agreement is not practical, I 
should be very glad indeed to see all legislation stricken out of 
this bill touching this matter. Now, there is no one who has a 
greater respect for the gentleman from Iowa than I have. Iknow 
of his industry and ability, and also that of the gentleman from 
Arkansas, but they can not, sir. know all things. No committee 
that originates a general appropriation bill can be equipped all 
along the line touching matters of legislation that should come 
from forty or fifty different committees, 

Ido not know what is to be the end of thiscontroversy. Imust 
confess—— 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield for a suggestion? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. sir. 

Mr. LACEY. Possibly the remarks of my friend from Illinois 
may be misunderstood. The action of the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas po McRaE] and myself, in taking active interest in this 
Indian bill, was not intended as an intrusion into a subject which 
we had not been considering or had not acted upon in the past. 
But land legislation—legislation which would appropriately have 
gone to the Committee on Public Lands, of which we were mem- 
bers in the last Congress—was incorporated in this bill by the 
Senate. Therefore, at the suggestion of gentlemen who were 
members of the former Indian Committee, we have conferred and 
acted upon this subject with them, endeavoring to aid them. 
Unfortunately they and we have not agreed. They have taken 
one view—the view adopted by the Senate—while we have taken 
a different view. And the House has thus far agreed with us, or 
rather, we have agreed with the House. I only make this state- 
ment because the remark of the gentleman from Illinois might 
otherwise be misunderstood by some gentlemen not familiar with 
the situation. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam not criticising the gentleman from Iowa. 
On the contrary, I concede his knowledge and judgment, 
especially touching matters of which the Committee on Public 
Lands of the last Congress had jurisdiction. I am simply trying 
to emphasize the impropriety of loading up these various supply 
bills with legislation. should be glad indeed if in this matter 
the conference committee could agree to strike out from the bill 
all legislation, allowing the various committees which had charge 
of these several matters in the House and the Senate to perform 
their appropriate functions. 
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Iappreciatethe ability of the gentlemen. Ihavethe honor to be 


serving as a conferee of this House on the sundry civil bill, carry- 
ing provisions under existing law which run into almost every 
branch of the public service, that could have been agreed to and 
would have been to promptly were it not that the Senate, 
in defiance of the rules of that body and of this House, has placed 
upon the bill 1 tion about which the House conferees, charged 
with matters of appropriations purely, have no adequate knowl- 
„so that in our weakness ignorance we have been com- 
ed to turn to the eminent gentlemen from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] 
and Arkansas [Mr. McRae] for counsel; and with their help we 
are proceeding as best we can. 

But under these circumstances a great bill, carrying forty or 
fifty million dollars, is held up upon items of legislation which the 
committees on appropriations of the House are not charged with 
and of which they have not sufficient knowledge to deal with them 
properly. Itrust the time is not far distant that this House, as a 
matter of practice, when its bills come back loaded with general 
legislation, which is sought to be put through by reason of the 
need of the Government for appropriations, will lay such bills on 
the table. [Applause. A 

Mr. LACEY. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. MCRAE]. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, Lindorse what the gentleman from 
Illinois . CANNON] has said with respect to new legislation on 
appropriation bills. This Senate amendment has no business 
here. I have repeatedly stated in this House what I believe is 
true, that almost all the objectionable land legislation which has 
pese: Congress, and about which they have complained since I 

ye been in Congress, has been such as has been, like this propo- 
sition, put upon appropriation bills. contrary to the rules of the 
House and the Senate. 

Ibelieve that the best and most speedy solution of this whole 
matter would be that the Senate recede from its amendment and 
leave the law as it now is, and let the Interior Department pro- 
ceed with the allotments, There is no necessity for any haste 
about this matter. The allotments have not been made and the 
reservation ought not to be opened until this isdone. The pro- 
visions of the act of August 15, 1894, on this subject are better 
than anything that has been proposed by the conferences; yetit is 
not as good as it ought to be. 

There would come no great calamity to the people if this whole 

vision should fail by the Senate receding from its amendment, 

use the reservation will still be there; the gilsonite will re- 

main untouched, and can be disposed of under that act as soon as 
the allotments are made, 

If that could be accomplished, it would, in my opinion, be a 
good solution to this contro ; and if any further legislation is 
needed, let it be formulated me Public Lands Committee when 
appointed. At any rate, this bill ought not to be held up for such 
propositions that have no business upon it. 

r. LACEY. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Utah . Kine}. 
Mr. G. . Speaker, it does seem to me that some misap- 
rehension exists on the part of the distinguished gentleman from 
owa and some other members of this House in regard to the 
manner of operating mines. If the amendment suggested by the 
gentleman from Iowa should prevail, if this instruction should be 
gu and the provision proposed by him be embodied in the bill, 

t means the absolute destruction of that branch of the mining 
business to which it applies. 

No person will lease mineral lands and incur expense in their 
development when the title is not in them and when such restric- 
tions are imposed as suggested in the proposed amendment. I 
come from a mining State and I am somewhat familiar with 
mining operations, and I can assure gentlemen from a knowledge 
of the system of mining and the methods which prevail amon 
mining men that you can not upon leased public lands have suc 
developments nds as will be advantageous to the public and 
bring to the ple the mineral wealth which the lands contain. 

Persons will be reluctant, if not unwilling, to spend ten, twenty, 
or one hundred thousand dollars to develop a mine when the ti 
is not in them, and if they do lease a portion of the public domain 
for the purpose of extracting ore, they will obtain ore without 
providing proper protection for the mine. If it needs timbering, 
as many mines do, they will gopher (to use a mining expression) 
from the ground as quickly as possible and at the least possible 
expense the ore which is in sight; and when the lease expires there 
remains a mine that can not be operated unless tens of thousands 
of dollars perhaps are expended in orderto put it again in work- 


able condition. 
If the proposition of ird wipe jaar from Iowa should prevail, it 
will mean this: Assuming the mines are as valuableas my friend 


from Alabama represents them to be, a man Mesi 7 upon the public 
domain and will extract as quickly as possible all the ore that is in 
sight. He will not timber the mine; he will not protect it; he 
plans only for the present, treats the property as ing to an- 


other, is willing to sacrifice and destroy if only immediate profits 
are obtained, and when his lease expires the Government will have 
a mine that is Vend aes and robbed and plundered handed back, 
valueless and bankrupt. And before it can be leased again to any 
advantage or profit—before anybody else will undertake to develop 
it further—thousands and tens of thousands of dollars must be 
expended in order to make miniog operations safe or to perform 
the necessary development work before the mineral wealth can be 
extracted. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1f the Government makes the lease, has 
it not the powerto provide in the lease protection against the very 
difficulty which the gentleman anticipates? 

Mr. G. I take it that the Government will not exercise 

enter care over mining property than an individual usually 

oes. T have known mines to be leased by private persons, and 
in the leases most drastic provisions would be inserted for the 
preservation of the mines. 

But almost invariably, when the mine was turned back to the 
landlord or lessor, it proved to be ‘‘ gutted” and ‘‘ gophered” and 
unprotected, so that a large expenditure was necessary in order to 
perque it for safe and profitable explorations and development. 
And when you place in the hands of the Secretary of the Interior 
lands two or three thousand miles away, when you attempt to 
operate those mines under the surveillance of the Government, 
can you Mag nar erir results than accrue when mines are operated 
under the direct supervision of the owner? 

With officials constantly changing, with the mutations coming 
to governments, with theignorance of Government employees, can 
you predict for this obnoxious, infamous, damnable system of leas- 
in 3 or revenue to the Government or benefit to the 
public? 

Besides, sir, the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa 
imposes no restriction upon the Secretary of theInterior. He can 
create a monopoly; he can indulge in favoritism; and we know 
too well that the interests of the people have not been subserved 
or guarded by committing to administrative and executive officers 
such unlimited powers. 

Let me tell you, gentlemen, that in my humble opinion it is a 
slander upon the American Congress to say thatit can not legislate 
upon these matters, but must relegate to executive officers the 
controlof this property of the Government. Can not the Ameri- 
can people be trusted? Are not the treasures of earth and the 
broad domains of our great nation the inheritance of the people? 
Open these lands to the American people. 

Donotintroducefeudalism. Donotrevivemediszvalism. These 
lands are the patrimony of the people, and it is violative of the 
spirit of our institutions to treat them as tenants and vassals, 
paying tribute to the petty minions of the law that harass and 
annoy or abuse their powers, and uphold nepotism and introduce 
favoritism, so that the select and chosen may obtain possession 
and the worthy and poor be rejected and driven out. 

I had the honor a few days ago to refer to eminent statesmen 
like Frémont, of California; Seward, of New York, and Benton, 
of Missouri, who had condemned in unmeasured terms the sys- 
tem of leasing mineral lands, and who had stated that wherever 
that system had prevailed the most disastrous results had accrued, 
In the Senate in 1851 they animadverted upon the evils of the 
leasing system, and in an elaborate discourse showed conclusively, 
as did other Senators, that when the Government undertakes 
lease the public domain and undertakes to into the mining 
business in partnership with private individuals, scandals, frauds, 
and wrongs are jo! unen ts to the disgrace of the Government 
and the injury of the people. [Applause.] 

ue the hammer fell. 

.LACEY. Iask for the previous question. 

'The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKE The question is upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I raise the question whether a conference 
rt is amendable. > 

he SPEAKER. The conference report has been rejected and 
is no longer before the House. A motion has been made that the 
House recede from its disagreement and concur in the Senate 
amendment, to which the gentleman from Iowa offered the amend- 
ment which has been reported to the House. The question is 
apon agreeing to that amendment. 

r. BARTHOLDT. My impression is that the only thing in 
order would be instructions to the conference committee. This 
is not an instruction; this is an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. This is not an amendment to the conference 
report. Itis a proposition that the House recede from its non- 
concurrence and concur with an amendment, and the question is 
on the amendment, : 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. KIxd 
and Mr. HARTMAN) there were—ayes 74, noes 42. 


re 
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Mr. KING. I make the point of no quorum. 
Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. > f 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point that there is 


no quorum . ee 7 

Mr. KING. I withdraw the point. d 

The SPEAKER. Thepointis withdrawn; the ayes have it, and 
the amendment is agreed to. The question recurs on the ongini 

otion to recede and concur with the amendment which the House 
TA already adopted. 

The motion was agrara to. ; 

Mr. DALZELL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. One moment. The Chair thinks if the House 
desires to finish it up—— - . 

Mr. LACEY. Imove toreconsider and to lay that motion upon 


the table. 
The SPEAKER. The point the Chair wished to suggest was 
to ask another conference. 


that the House might wis 

Mr. SHER. Why, Mr. S „We have receded and 
agreed to concur with an amendment. I think it is hardly neces- 
sary to ask for another conference. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. All that would be necessary now would 
be for the Senate to concur in the amendment which the House 
has adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is right. 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. CANNON. Did the Senate ask for a conference? 

The SPEAKER. No; the Senate did not ask for a confer- 
ence. 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SI if he is going to ask for a conference? 

Mr. S MAN. Iam not. 

Mr. CANNON. I will suggest to the gentleman that while 

rhaps it should go to the Senate under the ordi parliamen- 
E lees ge yet there are many precedents for the House on the 
one hand, or the Senate on the other, asking for a conference, 
anticipating the action of the other House; in other words, for 
the purpose of forwarding legislation. If the gentleman 
there will be another conference—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, I anticipate, Mr. Speaker, that the Sen- 
ate will either accept this amendment or recede entirely from the 


whole F That is what I anticipate. 
eee NNON. That would take a conference, however, to 
e 


entirely. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all. That would not need a confer- 


ence. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a further parlia- 
mentary TE 

The SP. R. Will the gentleman state it? 

Mr. McRAE. In view of the fact that we have only two meet- 
ings a week, and no other session until Monday next, if the gen- 
tleman from New York is not entirely satisfied that the Senate 
will terminate this controversy by either receding from itsamend- 
ment or agreeing to the amendment we have adopted, I suggest 
to him that we will save time by asking for a conference and ap- 
pointing the conferees now; because whatever disagreements 
there may be, if there be any more, could be gone over between 
now and the next meeting, in the light of this action of the House, 
while, upon the other hand, if we do not and the Senate insists upon 
the amendment, the bill will be hung up in the air, as it were, 
with nobody to consider it until our next meeting, when we will 
be required to agree to a conference they may ask. 

Mr. LACEY. The conference can subsequently be ordered. 

Mr. McRAE. But that delays consideration, and we are all in- 
terested in getting this bill on the statute book. Of course, the 
Senate will ask for a conference if they disagree to our amend- 
ment, or it can agree to one we ask. It is only a question of time. 
It can just as well do what the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SHERMAN] suggests, if we ask a conference, as if we did not. It 
seems to me that, as a matter of safety, it would be better to ask 
it. There will then be one of three things for the Senate to do: 
Recede from its amendment, agree to our amendment, or consent 
to further conference. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Otherwise it hangs up the whole bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, the conferees on the part of the 
Honse haye spent so much time in this matter now—most of the 
winter and most of the summer—that the matter of a month or 
two does not cut much ice" with them. I do not think we will 
move for another conference. We willwait and see if this propo- 
sition is rejected, and then perhaps we will move for another con- 
d but we will not ask for a conference until it is absolutely 
essential. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. Will the 
Speaker ize me to move the appointment of a conference 
committee at this time? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will do so. 

Mr. KING. Imove the appointment of a conference committee 


to confer with a like committee from the Senate, and that the 
House ask for a further conference. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves that the House ask for 


a further conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 

Mr. LACEY. In view of the suggestion made by the conferees, 
it seems to me that we had better give the Senate an opportunity 
to consider this without ordering a conference, 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think so. 

The SPEAKER. That is for the House to determine. Asmany 
as favor the motion of the gentleman from Utah [Mr. KING! 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. Willthe gentleman allow the Chair to state 


the p ition? 

Mr. FLEMING. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition of the gentleman from Utah 
pe Kriya] is that the House ask for a further conference with the 

nate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, my parliamentary inquiry is 
whether itis in order for one body to ask for a conference with 
the other body unless they have disagreed in some way to action 
which the other body has had an opportunity to vote upon? It 
seems to me that under parliamentary law we are not in a position 
to ask a.conference with the Senate until they have had an oppor- 
tunity to accept or reject our proposition. 

The SP ZR. Still, the practice has been otherwise. 

Mr. FLEMING. Iwas going tosnggest,in that connection, that 
the only parliamentary motion would be to authorize the Speaker 
to appoint a conference committee during the recess, in the event 
that the Senate should disagree to our pr ition. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it been the custom to 
take the action suggested by the gentleman from Utah, but the 
Chair is ready to be informed about it, if anybody has any informa- 
tion. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Utah, 
that the House ask a further conference with the Senate. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announcing that he was 
in doubt, on a division there were—ayes 49, noes 48. 

Accordingly, the motion of Mr. Kine was agreed to; and the 
Speaker arenes as conferees on the part of the House Mr. 
SHERMAN, Mr. Curtis of Kansas, and Mr. ALLEN. 


LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS. 


Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
d 755 the RECORD my remarks made to-day on Senate resolu- 

n > 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks leave to 
extend in the RECORD his remarks made to-day on Senate reso- 
lution 42, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. MARTIN, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Pitney, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. HAGER, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
'To Mr. JENKINS, for ten days, on account of business. 
To Mr. PERKINS, until further notice, on account of illness in 
his family. 
: s NonTHWAY, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
amily. 
To Nir, ZENOR, for three weeks, on account of important busi- 


ness. 
To Mr. HAMILTON, for ten days, on account of important busi- 


ness. 
To Mr. Mesiox, indefinitely, on account of illness in his family. 
And then, on motion of Mr. DALZELL (at 5 o'clock and 20 min- 
utes p. m.), the House, under the order heretofore adopted, ad- 
journed until Monday next at 12 o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
ROMA were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a let- 
ter from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, inclosing 
a communication from the officers of the land office at Mangum, 
Okla., recommending relief for certain settlers in Greer County, 
with draft of a section of an act therefor—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be puaa 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, recommending legisla- 
tion to admit temporarily to American registry a vessel or vessels 
to transport f. to those starving in India, and transmitting 
communication from T. Hogan & Sons recommending certain 
vessels—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, recommending an 
emergency appropriation for the repair of the dry docks at the 
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e ee Navy-Yard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ord to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting an 
agreement between the commissioners of the United States and 
those of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians, together with a 
communication from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. š 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
8 me following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 3288) to pus an American 
register for the barkentine Sharpshooter, of San Francisco, Cal.— 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 3289) to create retrenchment 
commission, to reorganize Departments, to abolish unnecessary 
bureaus. to reduce the number of employees in the service of 
the Government, to reduce salaries and expenses, to reform pen- 
sion list, to regulate our system of internal improvements. and 
8 purposes—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 

ce. 
By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 3290) to incorporate the National 
Association of Manufacturers—to the Committee on Manufac- 


tures. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 3291) ceding to the respective 
States the public lands situate therein—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. MAXWELL: A bill (H. R. 3292) to abolish the distinc- 
tion between actions at law and suits in equity in all actions and 
suits in the United States courts, and to simplify the procedure 
in such courts—to the Committee on tbe Judiciary. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 3293) to establish a depot for 
the Sixth light-house district and to make appropriation for the 
same—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 3294) making all pen- 
sions of minors commence with the accrual of the right—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3295) 8 for the distribution of Gov- 
ernment publications to State universities and colleges—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3296) fixing a rule of evidence in certain pen- 
sion cases and providing pensions for increased disabilities—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A resolution (House Res. No. 45) fixin 
time to consider S. R. 42, appropriating $50,000 for the relief o 
American citizens in Cuba—to the Committee on Rules, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 3297) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of William Henry Wood- 
ward—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 3298) granting a pension to 
Rebecca Paulding Meade, widow of Rear-Admiral Richard W. 
Meade, late of the United States Navy—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 3299) granting a pension 
to Ellen Day. stepmother of Albert L. Day—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 8300) granting an honorable 
discharge to T. C. Kennedy, late of Company B, One hundred and 
forty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry—to the 
Committee on yv 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 3301) to correct the mil- 
pO record of Croton Kitchell—to the Committee on Military 

Airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3302) to correct the military record of George 
W. Johnston—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3303) to correct the military record of Sam- 
uel Horner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3304) to correct the military record of John 
Fagin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 3305) for the relief 
of William M. Dotson, alias William M. Ilsley—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 3306) granting a pension to 
Whipple Handy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3307) to increase the pension of Andrew S. 
Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LYBRAND: A bill (H. R. 3308) to revoke the order dis- 
missing Sergt. Eli Metcalf, Company F, Twelfth Ohio Volunteer 


Cavalry, from the service, and to grant him an honorable dis- 
charge—to the committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill s R. 3309) MEAE an increase of pension to 
Samantha M. Slater—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, & bill (H. R. 3310) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma Leiter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3311) granting an increase of pension to Solo- 
mon Love—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3312) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Frederick Hugo Steger—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3313) granting an increase of pension to Ann 
E. Bishop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3314) to revoke the order dismissing Lieut. 
Lanson Zane, Tenth Independent Battery Ohio Light Artillery, 
from the service, and to grant him an honorable discharge—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8315) nting a pension to Silas Brown—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3316) to amend the military record of John 
A. Maddox—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3317) to correct the military record of Shan- 
non S. Bailey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McDOWELL: A bill (H. R. 3318) for the relief of Nathan 
Finnegan—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 3319) for the removal of the 
charge of desertion standing against the name of John Keys—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 3320) granting an incr 
of pension to Mrs. Kate Ezekiel—to the Committee on Invali 
Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 3321) for the 
relief of the heir of General Count Casimer Pulaski—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 8322) to remove the charges of 
desertion from the records of the War Department against Rich- 
ard F. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3323) granting an increase of pension to John 
Hoffman, late a corporal of Company D, Fifth Regiment United 
States Artillery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BOOZE: A bill (H. R. 3324) for the relief of Mrs. Mar- 
garetha Engelhardt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 3325) to refund illegal internal- 
revenue tax collected of the late Alexander W. Baldwin as United 
au district judge for the district of Nevada—to the Committee 
on ms. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 3326) granting a pension to 
Thomas S. Hancox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOTKIN: A bill (H. R. 3327) granting a pension to 
Constantine Breneman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 3328) for the relief 
of Stephen Balcomb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Dr. R. S. Reagan and other cit- 
izens of Broadford, Fayette County; also petition of George 
Cannon and others, of Mount Morris, Greene County; also peti- 
tion of O. J. Sturgis and others, of Uniontown; a!so petition of 
John J. Lutton, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the passage of an 
act restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Washington Lodge. No. 38, of the Amalga- 
mated Association of Iron and Steel Workers, against the pro- 
vision of the Dingley bill allowing drawbacks to importers—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Allegheny War Veterans' Association, 
in relation to the civil-service law—to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolution of the Trades League of Philadel- 
m» in favor of maintaining civil service—to the Committee on 

eform in the Civil Service. - 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Petition of the Trades League of Phila- 
delphia, in reference to coastwise canals—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Trades League of Philadelphia, reluting to 
civil service—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

so, memorial of railway trainmen, in relation to the arbitra- 
tion bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also. petition of Bryn Mawr College, in reference to the tariff 
on books—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Pennsylvania Academy of Fine Arts of 
Philadelphia, concerning the tariff on works of art—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


1897. 


By Mr. BELDEN: Petition of the Young Men's Christian Asso- 
ciation, Methodist Preachers' Meeting, and the First Methodist 
Church congregation, all of Syracuse, N. Y., for the passage of the 
anti-prize fight bill, to prohibit kinetoscope representations of pugi- 
listic encounters—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., 
urging therestriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Rebecca Paulding Meade, widow of the late 
Rear-Admiral Richard W. Meade, United States Navy, praying 
for a pension of $100 per month—to the Committee on Invali 
Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Thirtieth Ward Republican executive 
committee; also resolutions of the Grays Ferry (Thirty-sixth 
Ward) Republican Club, Philadelphia, Pa., condemning the civil- 
service law, and urging its repeal—to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. x 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of S. D. Bliss and other citizens of 
Miller County, Mo., for the relief of Dorcas Conner—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BULL: Petitions of Henry S. Wilbur and 60 others and 
George W. Chase and 80 others, citizens of Providence, R. I., for 
a more rigid restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of citizens of Phonixville, Pa., for 
the p of a more rigid restriction law relating to immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. COCHRANE of New York: Petition of citizens of Troy- 
N. t. asking that the President be authorized to appoint mone, 
tary commission—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Sundry yenan of citizens of Pittsburg, 
Braddock, and Wilkinsburg and vicinity, in Pennsylvania, in favor 
of the posue of a bill restricting immigration—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of the Wholesale Liquor Dealers' Association 
of St. Louis, in favor of a reduction of tax on beer—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petitions of citizens of Reading and 
Birdsboro, Pa., for a more rigid restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, poe of the Trades League of Philadelphia, against the 
repeal of the civil-service law—to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of the Indianapolis Board 
of Trade, relating to legislation on bankruptcy bills—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Petition of Excelsior Council, Junior Or- 
der United American Mechanics, of Pleasantville, N. J., for the 
1 of a bill restricting immigration—to the Committee on 

migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petitions of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., 
asking for the restriction of immigration to protect American 
ieu and for the passage of a bill similar to that passed in 
the Fifty-fourth Congress and vetoed by President Cleveland—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Resolutions of the Trades League of 
Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the maintenance of the civil-service 
law—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, petition of C. N. Bennett and other citizens of Lamont, 
Iowa, favoring the passage of a graded pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Sundry 1 of John Milton and 328 
citizens of Massachusetts; J. H. Swinser and 27 citizens of Ken- 
tucky; James W. Reid and 21 citizens of Connecticut; Erwin C. 
Gauss and 316 citizens of Jersey City, N. J.; William E. Barries 
and 96 citizens of New Hampshire; W. J. Pollard and 77 citizens 
of New Orleans, La.; B. C. Smith and 189 citizens of Nebraska; 
G. W. Bell and 19 citizens of Idaho; Frank Jones and 400 citizens 
of Texas; Herman Haasch and 412 citizens of Wisconsin; R. N. 
Ramsey and 1,117 citizens of New York; G. E. Niles and 132 citi- 
zens of California; Joseph W. Hall and 107 citizens of Missouri; 
W. P. Campbell and 34 citizens of Kansas; 8. L. Nelson and 120 
citizens of Chicago, Ill., favoring the passage of the proposed 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States A 
sectarian appropriations—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 91 citizens of the State of California; also res- 
olutions adopted by the common council of San Jose; also reso- 
lution of the Board of Trade of San Jose; also resolution of the 
Board of Trade of Santa Cruz, Cal., asking for the abrogation of 
ve n treaty with Hawaii—to the Committee on Foreign 


a 

Also, memorial of the trustees of the Chamber of Commerce, 
San Francisco, Cal., reaffirming its adherence to the principle of 
reciprocity and territorial annexation—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, 
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Also, petition of borate and borax miners and manufacturers of 
California and Nevada, asking that a higher duty be imposed on 
borax and borates—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Oakland, Cal, for the pas- 
sage of an act which will more effectually restrict foreign immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of 8 clergymen of Oakland, Cal., for the relief of 
book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petitions of citizens of Milltown, James- 
burg, Marlboro, and Dunellen, State of New Jersey, urging the 
enactment of legislation restricting immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LACEY: Affidavit of F. M. Cooper, M. D., to accom- 
pany House bill to increase the pension of Andrew S. Evans—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEWIS of Georgia: Petitions of citizens of Oglethorpe 
and Butler, Ga., for the passage of a bill for the relief of book 
agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LINNEY: Petition of the Tobacco Board of Trade of 
Statesville, N. C., protesting against any increase of the tax on 
tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LOUD: Memorial of the San Francisco Chamber of 
Commerce, relative to the appointment by the President of a non- 
mnn national monetary commission—to the Committee on 

nking and Currency. 

By Mr. LYBRAND: Petition of citizens of Urbana, West Lib- 
erty, and Mingo, in the State of Ohio, for a more rigid restriction 
of . the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. : 

By Mr. McEWAN: Petition of J. R. Foden, H. S. Wood, and 
other citizens of Jersey City, N. J., for greater restriction of im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 


tion. 

pcs MILLER: Petition of H. B. Turner and other citizens 
2 5 J. D. ap lg x and ena of aom 
oke County, W. Va., praying for the passage of an immigration 
law—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MOODY: Petition of Albert S. Haynes and 52 other cit- 
izens of Haverhill, Mass., favoring the enactment of a law for the 
more rigid restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

y Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of W. H. H. Smith and sundry other 
citizens of Annville, Pa., praying for the e of a law to re- 
strict immigration—to the Committee on igration and Nat- 
uralization. . 

Also, petition of Dr. John C, Bucher and other citizens of Penn- 
sylvania, for a law granting a rebate of the tax upon alcohol used 
in the arts, and in medicinal and other like compounds—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: Sundry petitions of citizens of Youngwood, 
Neal, Irwin, Latrobe, Madison, Sutersville, New Stanton, Jean- 
nette, Cokeville, Cribbs, and Bolivar; also petitions of citizens in 
various townships in Jefferson and Westmoreland counties, all in 
the State of Pennsylvania, favoring the restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of E. W. Imhoff, of 
Butler, Ind., asking for a reduction in the tariff on tobacco—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Petition of 41 citizens of Good- 
will Hill, Warren County, Pa., in favor of a more rigid restriction 
of E the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

Also, resolution of the Massachusetts State Board of Trade, in 
favor of the adoption of the metric system—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. VEHSLAGE: Petition of 70 citizens of Princebay, 
Richmond County, N. Y., asking for legislation restricting immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Alexander Loughin, Charles C. 
Lear, and other residents of Port Kennedy and vicinity; also 

tition of H. P. Raysor, D. E. F. Geist, and others, of Royersford, 

a., and vicinity, for the more rigid restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. YOST: Petition of the Board of Trade of Martinsville, 
Va., protesting against the increase of tax on tobacco—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Edward Moore and other citizens of Waynes- 
boro and Basic City, Va.; also petition of W. A. Higgs and others, 
of Staunton and Augusta County, Va., praying for the enactment 
of a law restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Sundry petitions of citizens * 
of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring a more rigid restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
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Also, 


titions of the M. S. Quay Club of the Thirty-fourth Ward, 
and of the First Blaine Club, of the city of Philadelphia, Pa., con- 


demning the sent civil-service law—to the Committee on Re- 
form in the Civil Service. v- 

By Mr. ZENOR: Paper to accompany House biil to correct the 
military record of Richard F. Parker—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 2957. for the relief of 
Charles B. Beeler—to the 8 a mre age ie ; 

Also, papers to accompany House bi increase the pension o 
gon Hanan. alias Williaa Long—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


SENATE. 
- MONDAY, May 24, 1897. 


The Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D., offered the follow- 
ing prayer: : 

O Thou in whose hand our breath is and whose are all our ways, 
asin thought we stand by a new-made grave, to which has been 
consigned all that was mortal of thelatejuniorSenatorfrom South 
Carolina, we pray that Thy holy spirit may soften, hallow, and 
exalt our hearts with the assurance of resurrection and immortal 
life granted unto us in Thy Son our Saviour. 

Let Thy pity and help be vouchsafed to all the mourners left 
by this bereavement; and upon these his colleagues may the 
grace of our Lord Jesus Christ descend and abide, so that in their 
daily life and conversation, in the performance of their public 
duties, they may keep in mind the thought that our day of de- 
parture is not far off. So may we walk before Thee in pureness 
of living, in holiness and lovingness, and when the hour for us 
to quit the earth has come may we gather up our feet in peace 
d depart in the faith and hope which Thou hast granted us 
through Thy Son our Saviour Jesus Christ. Amen. 

'The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Thursday last, when, on motion of Mr. Quay, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


The signature of the Vice-President was announced to the joint 
resolution (S. R. 42) appropriating $50,000 for the relief of suffer- 
ing American citizens in the Island of Cuba; which had previ- 
ously been signed by the Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A^message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disa- 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate num- 
bered 10 to the bill (H. R. 15) making ap riations for the 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian ent and for 
fulfilling treaty sti ions with various Indian tribes for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes; receded 
from its disagreement to amendment 5 10, and agrees to 
the same with an amendment; asks a conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, and Mr. ALLEN 
managers at the conference on the part of the House, 


DEATH OF SENATOR EARLE. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, since the adjournment of this 
body last Thursday death has entered our midst and taken from 
among us one of our colleagues. 8 afternoon, at 6 o'clock, 
JoskPH H. EARLE, a Senator from South Carolina, passed from 


I offer the resolutions which I send to the desk, and ask for their 
immediate consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the announce 
be hdr death of the Hon. JOSEPH H. EARLE, late a Senator from the State 


South Carolina. 
Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
ad m p. k of t toth of the deceased, the 
e a „as a mar 0 
A z respec memory 


Mr. TILLMAN. Iwill not say anything on this occasion ex- 

QU RP SAE O TAI O e plain be printed in the 
CORD, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Such will be the order. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the resolutions submitted by the Senator 
from South Carolina. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; and (at 12 o'clock 
and 7 minu uri e the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tues- 
day, May 25, 1897, at 12 o'clock meridian, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, May 24, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
HENRY N. COUDEN. 
The Journalof the 8 of Thursday last was read. 


The SPEAKER. ithout objection, the Journal will be con- 
sidered as approved. - 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I want to correct the 


RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his correction. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. On page 1496 it appears the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] filed the petition of S. D. Bliss 
and other citizens of Miller County, Mo., for the relief of Dorcas 
Conner, which was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Iwant to move to strike that out, there being no such committee. 
8 me RECORD to be a record; and therefore I move to strike 

at out. 

The SPEAKER. To strike it out of the RECORD? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas: To strike out the reference to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. There being no Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, I want to strike that part out. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ont of the RECORD, or the Journal? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Out of the Journal I suppose the 
RECORD is a copy of the Journal. 

The SP. . "The question is on the motion of the gentle- 


man to strike out. 

Mr.HENDERSON. Mr.Speaker,Iraise the point of order upon 
that. The rules Spey adopted by the House provide for a 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and although not appointed, it 
has been usual to introduce such bills awaiting the action of the 
Speaker in the appointment of the committee. Therefore I make 

e point of order against that motion. 

The SPEAKER. It is for the House to determine whether that 
shall be stricken out. 

Mr. DALZELL. I make the further point of order that the 
rules provide a method to correct references. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves to strike it out. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. SIMPSON of 
Kana 5; and the Speaker announced that the noes seemed to 

ve it. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

'The House divided; and there were—ayes 49, noes 84. 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Journal be 
approved; and on that I ask for the previous question. 

he question was taken on ordering the previous question; and 
the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Division. 

The House proceeded to divide. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. A parliamentary inquiry. Do I 
understand the division is on ordering the previous question or 
the approval of the Journal? 

The SPEAKER. On ordering the previous question. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 92, noes 18. 

So the previous question was ordered. > 

The question was taken; anà the Journal was approved, 


DEATH OF HON, JOSEPH H. EARLE. 


Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr.S er, it becomes my sad duty to an- 
nounce to the House the death of Hon. JoseP H. EARLE, one of 
the Senators from the State of South Carolina, which occurred at 
Greenville, in that State, on the 20th instant. The circumstances 
of Judge EARLE's death were almost tragic in their nature. Ap- 
parently in the enjoyment of perfect health, in the full maturity 
of his powers, surrounded by a devoted and loving family, just 
exalted through the direct vote of his people to the highest office 
in the gift of his State, he was suddenly cut off upon the threshold 
of acareerthat must have been most useful and honorable. From 
every standpoint, public and private, his death is an unmeasured 


ty. 

Later on, Mr. Speaker, the Representatives from South Car- 
olina wil ask this House to set apart a day for the commem- 
oration of the virtues and services of the deceased. For the 

resent, I ask the adoption of the resolutions which I send to the 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That this House has learned with ‘ound sorrow of the death 
of Hon. JOSEPH H. EARLE, a Senator of the United States from the State of 


ived, ' 
3 ved. 2 ae 3 of respect · to the memory of 
The resolntions were agreed to unanimously. 
And rp gece gi Moe 12 o'clock and 17 minutes p, m.), the House 
adjourned until Thursday next. 


1897. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
PM were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of survey of St. Croix River, 
between Maine and New Brunswick—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, requesting the with- 
drawal of certain amendments previously recommended to the 
bill (S. 1886) to adopt regulations for preventing collisions upon 
certain harbors, rivers, and inland waters of the United States, 
and recommending, in lieu thereof, the adoption of amendments 
indicated in an inclosed copy of the bill—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

75 ue following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 3329) to regulate the trial of 
contempts of courts—to the Committee on the cog yee 

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 3330) granting and ceding to the 
State of Utah the public lands within the State of Utah—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McDONALD: A bill (H. R. 3331) to increase the pay of 

quartermaster-sergeants of the Army—to the Committee on 
ilitary Affairs. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 3333) to so 
change the national-bank act as to secure to the people in all sec- 
tions of the country an equal opportunity to freely use paper 
money—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. . 

By Mr. McRAE: A resolution (House Res. No. 46) relative to 
the consideration of Senate joint resolution No. 26, declaring that 
a condition of public war exists in Cuba—to the Committee on 


Rules. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: A resolution (House Res. No. 47) provid- 
ing for the consideration of resolution No. 26, concerning Cuba— 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A resolution (House Res. No. 
48) asking that when the House adjourns on Thursday next (the 
Senate consenting) it will adjourn to meet on the following Mon- 
day at 12 o'clock—to the Committee on Rules. 

y Mr. SHAFROTH: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Colorado, favoring the erection of a United States Government 
building at Glenwood Springs, Colo.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Wisconsin, in favor of an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States relating to trusts—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

9 BARNEY: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, favoring an amendment to the Constitution relating 
to trusts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles wereintroduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARLOW: A bill (H, R. 3332) to grant a pension to 
Mrs. Alice A. Hines—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOTKIN: A bill (H. R. 3334) granting a pension to 
John N. D. Brown, of Huntsville, Ala.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 3335) for the relief of Mrs. Hepza 
Hobson Werden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin (by request): A bill (H. R. 3336) 
to increase pension of Frederick Higgins, late of Company G, 
'Thirty-first Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on 
ihr Me RING: A bill (H. R. 3337) ion to Mary 

5 : . R. gran & pension to 
E. Haines, of Leamington, Utah, widow oF 613 rn L. Haines, 
deceased, late of Company B, Thirty-ninth Illinois Infantry—to 

e Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Lo Mr. McDONALD: A bill (H. R. 3338) for the relief of David 
C. Winebrener—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3339) to refund to corporate authorities of 
Frederick City, Md., the sum of $200,000, exacted of them by the 
Confederate army in 1864—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3340) for the relief of the crew of the United 
States steamship Wyoming—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7 pension 
to John D. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8342) granting pension to Mary Case—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3343) for the relief of William McCormick— 
to $e Soe m Invalid Pensions. 5 
o, & bill (H. R. 3344) nting pension to Jo $ an— 
to the Serer on Invalid Pensions. ; ^ 8 
80, a bi R. 3345) granting increase of pension 
Jane Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 3346) granting a pension to 
Julia C. Jenkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
m Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill M R. 3347) for the relief 
of Thomas Lee—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 3348) for the relief of Edgar E. 
Matthew—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 3349) to increase the pen- 
sion of William H. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 3350) for relief of Calvin 
Johnson, late first lieutenant Company D, Forty-second Missouri 
Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also (by request),a bill (H. R. 3351) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Mary G. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
E Mr. LITTAUER:; A bill (H. R. 3352) increasing the pension 
of James B. Skinner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3353) for the relief of Kate A. Hill—to the 
Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following xen and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolution of the Board of Trade of Phila- 
delphia, relating to the pooling bili—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Harvey J. Bachart, Alonzo Moser, and other 
citizens of Quakake, Pa., for a more rigid restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of Frank Houser and other citizens 
of Oneida and Sheppton, Pa., for the restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DORR: Petition of Hon. J. M. Hensley and others; also 
of M. B. Chapman and others, residents of Mason County, W. Va.; 
also petitions of Ash M. Prince and others, of Bluefield, and T. J. 
Cowgill and others, of Cowan, W. Va., for a more rigid restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of John F. Fair and other 
citizens of Reading, Pa., for a more rigid restriction of the immi- 
gration laws—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 


tion. 


By Mr. HARMER: Petition of Elmer Steinmetz and other citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring legislation for the restriction 
of immigration, and for the protection of American citizenship, 
by the passage of a bill similar to that passed in the Fifty-four 
Congress, vetoed by President Cleveland—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of S. F. Schuler and 400 other citizens; 
also petition of Mrs. M. J. Black and 36 other ladies of Des Moines, 
Towa, asking for the pamago of the Terry anticigarette bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KLEBERG: Petition of William T. Eichholz and other 
citizens of Cuero, Tex., favoring the abrogation of the treaty with 
Hawaii, and asking for a duty on Hawaiian sugar—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of the Merchant Tailor Exchange of 
Milwaukee, Wis.,in favor of paragraph 666 of House bill No. 379, 
relating to the free entry of wearing apparel, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: Petition of Daniel D. Stewart and other cit- 
izens of Quakake, Pa.; also petition of William B. Dewees and 
others, of Cowansburg, Pa., for a more rigid restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Federal Labor 
Union of Fort Wayne, Ind., for the reduction of the proposed tax 
on tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Petition of Iron Molders' Union 
No. 213, of Grand Rapids, Mich., protesting against the passage 
of House bill No. 30, restricting the right to buy and sell railroad 
tickets—to the Committee on Interstate and Forren Commerce. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of the M. S. Qua; 
Club, of Philadelphia, Pa., protesting against the so-called civi 
service law and requesting its suspension or repeal—to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, petitions of George Stieberand others and George H. Wil- 
son and others, citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., for a more rigid 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization, 
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SENATE. 


TUESDAY, May 25, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


SENATOR FROM FLORIDA, 


Mr. PASCO. I present the credentials of Stephen R. Mallory, 
elected a Senator from the State of Florida by the legislature of 
that State. I ask that the certificate be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the certifi- 
cate of election. 

The Secretary read the credentials, as follows: 


STATE OF FLORIDA, Executive Department. 
By his excellency William D. Bloxham, governor of Florida: 


Be it known that Stephen not the county of Escambia, in the 
Btate aforesaid, qualifled according to the Constitution of the United States 
for a Senator in the Congress thereof, was uu legislature of said State, 
in conformity with law, on the lth day of ay, A. D. 1897, elected Senator 
from said State in the Con, of the United States. 

In testimony whereof I have hereto set my hand and caused the great seal 
of the State of Florida to be affixed at Talla. , the capital, this the 15th 
day of May, A. D. 1897, and of the Independence of the United States of 
America the one hundred and twenty-first year. WD BLO 


5 
JNO. L. CRAWFORD. 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The certificate does not state that the elec- 
tion was made to fill an existing vacancy. It simply states that 
the person named in the certificate has been elected a Senator of 
the United States. The customary form would require a state- 
ment that the election was to fill an existing vacanoy. It would 
be better if the certificate contained that statement; but I do not 
think it an omission that is deserving of sufficient notice to delay 
the swearing in of the Senator-elect. Therefore I make no objec- 
tion on that account, although there is a slight defect in the certifi- 
cate as compared with the usual form adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the certifi- 
cate will be placed on the files. 

Mr. PASCO.. If it is nec , to perfect the records of the 
Senate, a new certificate can be filed at a later day. I understand 
the Senator from New Hampshire makes no objection to the imme- 
diate admission of Mr. Mallory. He is in waiting, and I ask that 
the usual oath be administered to him. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the Senator- 
elect from Florida will take his place at the Vice-President’s desk 
and the oath of office will be administered to him. 

Mr. Mallory was escorted to the Vice-President's desk by Mr. 
Pasco, and the oath prescribed by law having been administered 
to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, requesting that the sum 
of $1,803 be included in the general deficiency appropriation bill, 
$1,803 being necessary to supply post-office lock boxes, ete., for the 
public building at Pawtucket, R. L, and $500 to meet such exi- 
gencies in the service as may arise, requiring expenditures, at the 
various completed public buildings under the control of that De- 
partment; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


DISTRICT PARK LIGHTING CONTRACTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secre of War, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 19th instant, a report from the Chief of Engi- 
neers, United States Army, and accompanying report of Col. Theo- 
dore A. Bingham, the officer in charge of public buildings and 
. grounds, relative to accepted bids and contracts for park lighting 
in the District of Columbia; which, on motion of Mr. FAULKNER, 
was, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


PAYMENTS AS DRAWBACKS OR REFUNDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in r nse 
to a resolution of the 3d instant, certain information tive 
to the nature and extent of the supervision and control of the 
materials imported subject to duties and stored in bonded ware- 
houses of individuals or corporations, exercised by the officers of 
the United States; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed, 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives disagreeing to the report of the commit- 
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 


By the governor. Attest: 
[sEAr.] 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 10 to the bill (H. R. 15) 


making appropriations for the current and contingent ex 

of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, 
and for other purposes, and requesting a conference with the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. PETTIGRE I move that the Senate further insist upon 
its amendment, and agree to the conference asked on the part of 
the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. PETTI- 
GREW, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. KRELL were appointed. 


VISITOR TO WEST POINT. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, you did me the honor a few 
days since to name me as one of the Visitors to attend the annual 
examination of the military cadets at West Point. My official 
engagements are such that it is impossible for me to attend on 
that auspicious occasion. Therefore, expressing my hearty appre- 
ciation of the compliment conferred, I respectfully tender my 
resignation and ask to be excused. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to excusing the 
Senator from California? The Chair hears none, and his resigna- 
tion is accepted. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the ninth annual 
national convention of railroad commissioners, praying for the pas- 
sage of Senate bill No. 775, directing the Interstate Commerce 
Commission to prepare and publish a classification of freight arti- 
cles and rules, regulations, and conditions for freight transporta- 
tion, to be known as the ** National freight classification;" which 
was read, as follows, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce: 


NINTH ANNUAL NATIONAL CONVENTION OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 


At the ninth annual national convention of railroad commissioners, which 
was held at Planters' Hotel, 8t. Louis, Mo., on May 11 and 12, 1897, the follow- 
ingresolution reported by the committee on uniform classification of freights 
was unanimously adopted: 

* Resolved, That this convention hereby respectfully recommends the 

by Congress of Senate bill No. 775, now pending ore the Senate - 

ttee on Interstate Commerce, and that properly attested copies of the 

forenoing re rt be sent to the presiding o: rs of the Senate and House of 
presentatives.“ 

In accordance with said resolution, a copy of the report of the committee 

also transmitted. 


on uniform classification is A 
EDWARD A. MOSCLUF, 
Secretary. 
To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. CAFFERY presented a memorial of the Manufacturers’ As- 


| sociation of the United States, remonstrating against the increase 


of tariff taxation and praying that such discrimination in the im- 
poson of taxes be made as will most fully promote domestic in- 

ustry and protect Am\rican labor; which was ordered to lie on 
the table and to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Petition of the Manufacturers' Association of the United States in opposition 
to the increase of tariff taxation now pending in the Senate, and in support 
of such discrimination in the im; tion of taxes as will most fully promote 
domestic industry and protect erican labor. 


All taxes that the people pay the Government should receive.” 


To the honorable Senate of the United States: 


The undersi, nding for a very 


eard. Whena 


reat. 
reased in cost and whose ability to employ American labor will 55 greatly 


he same measure has since been eonsidered by the Finance Committee of 
the Senate without hearings of any kind. It is now before the Senate. 
Being well assured that if this bill should become a law it will not promote 
but will greatly obstruct and retard domestic manufactures, and that it will 
not protect American labor but will restrict employment, we now request 
that a sufficient time be given to ourselves and others to examine the bill 
which has been reported before the debate begins. This bill is of a very com- 
plex character, and not less than six weeks would be required by us to find 
out how it would affect us and to enable us to give the facts and to prove 
our case. 
We also ask that in this interval before debate begins such members of the 
Senate as may desire to promote domestic manufactures. to foster domestic 
industry, to en the markets for American manufactures, and thus to 
give 9 or the largest employment of American labor, will devise 
a way by which mr may receive from us such statements of the facts as we 
wish to present, and also hear our reasons for our protest against unjust, 
unequal, and unn taxation. 
e hold that in jus to the publie welfare this ding bill should be 
kept before the Senate until our statements in tion to its enactment 


have all been submitted and spread before the country in the record of the 


F We respectfully submit that on the authority of the United States census 
of manufactures of 1890 this branch of domestic rd is divided among 
955.415 establishments, under 363 separate titles of flc branches, then 
giving employment to 4,711,902 persons and now more than 5,000,000. 

An anal of this census of manufacturing industries has been made on 
our be of which we submit a preliminary statement, subject to such cor- 
rection as may be found suitable when it is dealt with by those not in full 
agreement with our conclusions, to whom we are prepared to submit the 
complete details on which this summary is based. 

This analysis has been made upon the follo plan: 
3 m a 1. anical order Cio oe product of like 

co imported froma foreign country, of which very large quan- 
tities of domestic products are exported, Including six subclasses: 

la. Occupations which have rather the nature of the individual work of 
mechanics than of the collective work of the factory. 

1b. Occupations mainly consisting in the conversion of the crude products 
of the m intotheirsecondary product for domestic consumption or foreign 
export. 

c. Timber and its conversion into the secondary or final products. 

ld. Metal working of certain kinds. 

le. Petroleum. mtd 

1f. Miscellaneous arts. . 

2. Occupations existing of necessity throughout the country of 
which no product of like kind in any considerable quantity could be imported 
from a foreign country, but of which large quantities of the product are 


exported. 
Class 3. Occupations of a very similar character to class 2, representing 
pu from foreign countries and of which large quantities are ex 

u 


exchange of products with Canada 
commerce with other countries; 


giving us so t advan’ over Canada that our exports of the products of 
agriculture ly ex our imports from Canada, while our exports of 
manufactures to are proportionately very large. 


Summary. 
i 
Materials Numer Amount 
used. ployed. earn 
Class 1, mechanics, 
OA E VERE 430, 176, $343, 377, 287 
n 
domestic Prope 1,619, 658, 97 665, 400, 
3, almost 
wholly domestic 
6 Ee 1, 435, 881, 558 451,231, 
Class 4, subject to 
moderate fo: 
competition ....... 151,008, 944 249,967, 
subject to 
active foreign 
competition ....... 212,000, 73,291, 


6, 521, 286, 974! 4, 711, 


The average earnings include those of officers and clerks; if they are de- 
ducted, average wages become $445. 
The result of this anal was a 
tion found in classes 4 and 5, 


ed. 
4 ane for the purpose of securing any special 
privileges, or preferences ourselves. 


by misdirecting 
right 3 in any event, that we shall not be obstructed in our own 
work by any 

'The unde 
as officially 
classes, whose work can not be promoted by ta: taxation on foreign prod- 
ucts, but will be greatly obstructed by any measure which tends to raise the 
price either of the machinery or the crude or partly manufactured materials, 
arte re of 5 orforeign origin, which are necessary in the conduct 

eir wor! 

They also protest nst such measures of tariff taxation as will put them 
ata disadvan intheir undertaking to rt the excessof our own prod- 
ucts in competition with other countries whose manufactures are not sub- 
eme to e farog on similar ae, ; * 

ving thus pu ore you a summary of our reasons OE oppone e 
pending measures of tarif taxation, we again ask you to grant hearings, 


XX —77 


in the census, who belon; 
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official or unofficial, at which we may present proofs, orally or in print, of 
the substantial accuracy of this statement, holdinz ourselves ready to sub- 
mittoanyexamination and to correct any errors which may be shown in 
our computation. 

A. B. FARQUHAR Co., LIM. 

A. B.F. UHAR, Chairman, 

Mr. TILLMAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wal- 
terboro, S. C., praying for the adoption of the lumber schedule in 
the pending tariff bill as by the House of Representatives; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Alcolu, S. C., 
remonstrating against piecing lumber on the free list or reducing 
the duty below $2 per thousand feet on rough lumber or less than 
20 per cent ad valorem while the duties on all other products and 
manufactures are much higher; which were ordered to lie on the 


table. 
Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Thirtieth Ward Repub- 
i ub, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the repeal of the 
resent civil-service law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades League of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., pora for a continuance of the present civil-service 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and 
Retrenchment, 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Philadel-- 
phia, Pa., praying for the enactment of a law equally protective 
of the rights of s ippers and of railroads; which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Jamison City, 
Niles Valley, Hillsgrove, Westfield, and Grover, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the imposition of a duty on 
hides; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Pitcairn 
Huntingdon, Steelton, Philadelphia, Reading, and of Capital 
City Council, No. 327, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
of Harrisburg, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
enactment of legislation for a more rigid restriction of immigra- 
tion; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Bay Shore, Long Island, New York, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation for a more rigid restriction of immigration; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. ` 

He also presented a petition of 100 kindling wood factory em- 
ployees of Carrollton, N. V., raying for the imposition of a duty 
upon kindling wood; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Salamanca, 
N. Y.,praying that a duty of 30 cents per 100 be placed upon 
kindling wood; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of members of the First Methodist 
Episcopal Church, and of the Methodist Preachers' Meeting. of 
Syracuse, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation raising 
the age of protection of females to 18 years in the District of Co- 
lumbia and the Territories; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of the Young People's Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the Thirteenth Street byterian Church, 
of New York City; of the First Methodist Episcopal Church and 
Preachers' Meeting, of Syracuse; of the Young People's Society 
of Christian Endeavor of the Reform Church of Stuyvesant, and 
of the Lake Keuka Baptist Church, of Crosby, all in the State of 
New York, praying forthe enactment of a Sunday-rest law for 
the District of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Lake Keuka Baptist Church, 
of Crosby, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
hibiting interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, or other- 
wise; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

He also 5 petitions of the First Methodist Episcopal 
Church and Preachers’ Meeting, of Syracuse; of the Young Men's 
Christian Association of the First Methodist Church and the 
Methodist Preachers’ Meeting, of Syracuse; of the Young People's 
Society of Christian Endeavor of the Thirteenth Street Presby- 
terian Church,of New York City; of the Lake Keuka Baptist 
Church, of Crosby, and of the Young People's Society of Christian 
Endeavor of the Reform Dutch Church, of Stuyvesant, all in the 
State of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
hibiting the transmission by mail or interstate commerce of pic- 
"ule i descriptions of prize fights; which were ordered to lie on 

e table. 

He also presented petitions of the Vue. uiid Society of 
Christian Éndeavor of the Thirteenth Street Presbyterian Church, 
of New York City; of the Young People's Society of Christian En- 
deavorof the Reform Dutch Church of Stuyvesant; of the Lake 
Keuka Baptist Church, of Crosby; of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Shortsville; of the Christian Endeavor Society of the 
Congregationa! Church of Northville; of the First Methodist 


* of Grand 


1218 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 25, 


Episcopal Church and Preachers’ Meeting, of S. 


; of the 

oung People's Society of Christian Endeavor of Poplar Ridge 
and Sherwood, and of the delegates of the thirteenth semiannual 
Chemung County convention of Christian Endeavor of Elmira, 
all in the State of New York, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol 
building and all Government buildings; which were referred to 


the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds; 

Mr. SE RA a ges the 3 of 5 
sundry other citizens of Saginaw, Mich., praying for the imposi- 
m x $ two-dollar duty on lumber; which was ordered to eon 

e table. 

He also presented the memorial of W. B. Mershon and sundry 
other box-shook manufacturers of Saginaw Valley, Michigan, re- 
monstrating Mn. the rebate clause in the pending tariff bill as 
applied to lumber; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented a memorial of Broadwell & Wolff and sundry 
other dealers in musical instruments, of Detroit, Mich., remon- 
strating against an increase of the duty on musical instruments; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also gts a memorial of the Council of Trades and Labor 
Unions, of Detroit, Mich., remonstrating against an increase of the 
duty on raw tobacco; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented a memorial of Iron Molders' Union No. 213, 
pids, Mich., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation intended to destroy the present system of ticket bro- 
kerage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Hermann H. Schoeneweg and 
sundry other citizens of Detroit, Mich., praying for the enactment 
of legislation for a more rigid restriction of immigration; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also 3 the petition of Mrs. Alfred Russell, president, 
and 37 other members of the United States Daughters of 1812, 
praying that an appropriation be made for the erection of a bronze 


Petell and 


Statue to the memory of Maj. Gen. Alexander Macomb, formerly 
Commander in Chief of the United States Army, to be placed in 
some public square in the city of Detroit, Mich.; which was re- 


ferred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented the petition of W. H. S. Wood and 30 other 
citizens of Livingston County, Mich., praying for the adoption of 
the resolution 5 the Secretary of the Treasury to procure 
and furnish to the Senate certain information regarding the cor- 
rect amount of stock and bonds of the United States or its people 
held in foreign countries; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Michigan who 
earn their living by producing lumber and shingles, praying for 
the imposition of a two-dollar rate upon lumber and a 35-cent 
rate on shingles; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Young People's Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the Congregational Church of Fremont, of 
the Woman's istian Tem nce Union of Ishpeming, of the 
Young People's Society of an Endeavor of the Reformed 
Church of mont, and of the Young People’s Society of Chris- 
tian ety of the ba tog of Christ, o raan : es all in oz tate 
of Michigan, praying for the enactment o islation prohibiting 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building or on 
ground owned or controlled by the United States Governmént; 
3 Kr M to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. W. Bishop Johnson and 
8 other cler; en of the city of Washington, praying that the 
Freedmen's Hospital be accorded all the rights enjoyed by the 
other hospitals in that city; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also nted a petition of the officers and members of the 
Merchant Tailors’ Exchange of Milwaukee, Wis., praying Con- 
gress to pass without amendment paragraph 666 of the pendin 
tariff bill, relating to the free entry of wearing apparel, person: 
effects, etc.; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented a memorial of the Liquor Dealers' 
Association of Rockingham County, N. C., remonstrating against 
ao org end of the duty on beer; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Ipresentthememorialof Hon. L. F. Liscom 
and 32 other tobacco growers of Hinsdale, Cheshire County, N. H., 
remonstrating against the adoption of Schedule F in the pending 
tariff bill, relating to leaf tobacco, as reported by the Senate Com- 
mittee on Finance, and praying that the rate of $2 per pound pro- 
vided by the House berestored. I move that the memorial lie on 
the table, and that it be printed as a document for the use of the 
Senate. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the legislature of Wis- 
consin, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States giving Congress concurrent jurisdiction 
with the several States for the suppression of trusts and other 


combinations to control production, stifle competition, and to reg- 
ulate for their own benefit the price of products and the wages 
of labor; which was read, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, as follows: 


Memorial to Congress for an amendment to the Constitution of the United 


States to give to C concurrent jurisdiction with the several States 

for the suppression of trusts and other combinations to control production, 

stifle competition, and to regulate for their own benefit the price of prod- 

ucts and thé wages of labor. 

The memorial of the ture of Wisconsin to the Congress of the United 
States tfully shows that in the opinion of the legislature the multiplicity 
and growing power of trusts and other combinations of capital, for the pur- 


pose of con 


tirely wi 
he act by Con: some years ago has been pronounced the 
Attorneys: eral of the United States to te inadequate. The t trust 


great 
tion prosecuted in one State, by legislative investigation or other- 
wise, seoks and finds refuge in another. It is believed that the only sure 
remedy for this evil will be found in giving to the Congress of the United 
States power to legislate upon the subject, to provide for civil suits in the 
name of the United States and in the courts of the United States, and for 
such criminal prosecutions as may be found necessary, even if these corpo- 
rations are State corporati: and even if they adopt devices, as they have 
in the past, to carry on their commerce, k technically beyond 
the pale of interstate commerce and the Federal j . 

It is not the pu of this memorial to ask that any State be deprived of 
jurisdiction which it now possesses in this behalf, but itis fully prayed 
that there shall be promptly submitted to th 
States an amendm 
give Congress full and complete concurrent jurisdiction to enact 

or the suppression. of this evil, regardless of State lines. 

e DIM wes prar ed be, and he is hereby, requested to transmit & 

py of memo; to the President of the Senate and to the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives, and to each of the Senators and Representatives 
from the State of Wisconsin, 


115 Senate. 
G. A. BUCKSTAFF, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 


Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the legislature of Wis- 
consin, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Consti- 
tution of the United States giving Congress concurrent jurisdic- 
tion with the several States for the suppression of trusts and other 
combinations to control production, stifle competition, and to 
regulate for their own benefit the price of products and the wages 
of labor; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchant Tailors’ Exchange 
of Milwaukee, Wis., praying Congress to without amendment 
section 666 of the pending tariff bill, agate the free entry of 
wearing apparel, personal effects, etc.; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. WILSON presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Seattle, Wash. spraying for the annexation by the United States 
of the Islands of Hawaii; which was referred to the Committee on 
prem Relations, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 

ollows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
in Congress assembled: 

The Chamber of Commerce of the city of Seattle presenta this 
the annexation to the United States of the Islands of Hawaii. 
of our Republic with that country have always 
interesting character, and the feelings of the two peoples have been more 
near and more friendly than have been those of any other le with our 
own. In uence of this good feeling and of these near relations, and of 
our mutual, procal wants, the com: tercourse between the peo- 
ples of the two countries has year by year untilit has become enor- 
mous in proportions, exceeding in value an of the kind to be found in 
any other part of the world, amoun to per annum for eve: b- 
itant of the . Were our trade with Canada in like proportion it would 
exceed $750,000,000 annum instead of about 000,000, as at present. 

Did we trade with Mexico, our next-door neighbor, in like ratio, our Dy 
chases from and sales to our friends on the south would amount to 1,800,000, - 
000 in a single year, instead of one-sixtieth of that figure, or $30,000, 
actually are in value, and would equal the entire foreign commerce of the 
United States. Were we so intimately connected with Great Britain and 
Ireland, our relations with the shrewd, clever traders of that Kingdom would 
amount in dollars to nearly six thousand millions per annum. a fi 1.000 

r cent above the real money value of the trade in question. Did the United 

tates deal with all f. people upon the same basis as the Hawaiians do 
with us, our exports and imports would exceed the enormous figure of ten 
thousand million dollars and would be six times greater than they are at 


BAENSC 
President o 


„as they 


as those of the United States. And not only that, but the 
trade of these friendly Hawaiians is given tothe United 
TO par oont ot Mo winie: Further, t 


There they 
and nearer to the old flag than they could have been 
$ 5 
fraternal societies, and they have 
blem will wave over them 

un 3 
The people of Washington are vastly interested in this island group. On 


1897. 
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the 3d of May, 1897, a single ship, bound for Honolulu, took out of the port of 
Atte 4000 tons o£ American coal, lumber, lime, four, and other us 


Seattle 4,000 tons of American coal, lumber, ur, and other native 

roducts. She will return ina few weeks with fruit and other produce of 
Ine islands. Hundreds of millions of feet of Puget Sound lumber have in 
the past gone into that a) ex e pre and the trade of our people is now 
larger than ever before. The l ture that metin this Territory of 
Washington—that of 1854—asked the Federal Government to take steps nec- 
essary to secure the annexation of these islands to the United States. The 
importance of the matter was ed then and has been since by suc- 
ceeding legislatures and lesser bodies of a commercial and public character. 
We can not do better than reiterate their statements and request, which we 
now do 3 earnestly, and 8 The acquisition of this group of 
islands, so considerable in extent, so rich in resources, so vast in ery ies 


3 tor the future, so situated o te our coast, would be, it is 


ved, a tower of strength to the United States, which our Government 
should not longer delay in establishing for the protection and benefit of our 
own country and people. 
By EDWARD O. GRAVES, President. 


Attest: 
IfaNEST SHRIG, Secretary. 


Adopted May 12, 1897. 


Mr. PETTIGREW presented & petition of sundry citizens of 
Dead wood, S. Dak., praying for the enactment of legislation for a 
more rigid restriction of immigration; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Minneapolis, Minn., praying for the passage of a national bank- 
ruptcy law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented the petition of Frank McCleary and sundry 
other citizens of Duluth, Minn., and the petition of C. M. Simpson 
and sundry other citizens of Duluth, Minn., praying forthe enact- 
ment of legislation for a more rigid restriction of immigration; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Minneapolis score Ex- 
change, praying Congress to pass without amendment section 666 
of the pending tariff bill, oars As the free entry of wearing ap- 
parel, personal effects, etc.; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Minneapolis Board of Trade, 
of Minneapolis, Minn., remonstrating against any delay in the 
work already commenced on Lock and Dam No. 2; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM 8 a memorial of the Graduate Club of 
the University of Chicago, Illinois, remonstrating against the pro- 
pee duty on books and other publications not published in the 

nited States; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Travelers’ Protective Asso- 
ciation, of Peoria, III., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation intended to destroy the present system of ticket broker- 
age; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of the Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ 
Association of St. Louis, Mo., praying for a reduction of the duty 
from $1.10 to 70 cents on proof spirits and also to shorten the 
present bonded period from eight years to one year; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of Federal Labor Union 
No, 6620, of Fort Wayne, Ind., remonstrating against an increase 
of the internal-revenue tax on tobacco; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a pum of the Indianapolis Musicians' Pro- 
tective Association, of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the reten- 
tion of the present duty on musical instruments, parts thereof, 
etc.; which was ord to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of Philip Goetz, treasurer of 
the Indiana Bicycle Company, of Indiana , Ind., relative to the 
ner os emery ore and corundum; which was ordered to lie on 

table, : 

He also presented a memorial of the Madison Brewing Company, 
of Madison, Ind., remonstrating against an increase of the duty 
on beer; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of John R. Hall & Co., of New 
York City, relative to the duty on linen thread; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of United Diamond Workers’ 
Union No. 6476, of New York, remonstrating against the adoption 
of Schedule N, paragraph 425, of the pending tariff bill, relating 
to the duty on diamonds; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of John Brower & Co., of New 
York City, relative to the duty on pot and curl ashes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the M. S. Pacholder Company, of 
Baltimore, Md., relative to the duty on cigars and tobacco; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of L. A. Salomon & Bro., of New 
York City, relative to the duty on fuller’s earth; which was or- 
dered to lis on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Justice, Bateman & Co., wool 
commission merchants, of Philadelphia, Pa., relative to the wool 
aan in the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on 

e table. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Elizabeth- 


ton, Tenn., praying for the enactment of legislation for a more 
A id restriction of immigration; which was ordered to lie on the 
e. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented sundry memorials of citizens of 
North Dakota, remonstrating against the proposed increase of 
duty on imported Habana filler and Sumatra wrapper tobacco; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of R. E. Fleming and sundry 
other citizens of North Dakota and a memorial of sundry citizens 
of Buffalo, N. Dak., remonstrating against the proposed duty of 
$2 per.thousand feet on rough white pine lumber; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a resolution PAURA at a meeting 
of the board of directors of the St. Louis Cotton Exchange, favor- 
ing the passage by Congress of a bill to establish a new depart- 
ment of the Government, to be entitled the ** department of com- 


-| merce and industry," for the general purpose of fostering a wider 


and more systematic development of our commerce, domestic and 
foreign, and the various industrial interests throughout the coun- 
try, and of concentrating in one department the several matters 

ining to commerce and industry which are now included in 
separate and inappropriate departments. They are also in favor 
of including in such department a tariff bureau. I move that 
the resolution be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FRYE, The Committee on Commerce have that subject 
now under consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then let the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, if will 
be so ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union 
No. 44, of St. Loms, Mo., anda memorial of the Central Trades 
and Labor Union, of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation intended to destroy the present system 
of ticket brokerage; which were referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I erp a memorial signed by S. C. Busey, 
M. D., representing the Medical Society of the District of Colum- 
bia; George M. Sternberg, M. D., representing the Biological So- 
ciety; D. E. Salmon, D. V. M., representing the Agricultural 
Department; Walter Reed, M. D., representing the Medical De- 
partment of the United States Army; D. S. Lamb, M. D., repre- - 
senting Howard Soreni C. W. Stiles, Ph. D., representing 
the Georgetown Medical School; E. A. De Schweinitz, M. D., rep- 
resenting the Columbian Medical School; H. N. Stokes, Ph, D., rep- 
resenting the Chemical Society of Washington; W. M. Sprigg, 
M. D., representing the National University, and Frank Baker, 
M. D., representing the AT pe SL peer Society, remonstrating 
against the passage of Senate bill No. 1063, for the further pre- 
vention of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia, and in 
part answering the reportof the Senate Committee on the District 
of Columbia upon that bill, Report No. 116. Imovethatthememo- 
rial lie on the table and that it be printed as a document. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. COCKRELL subsequently said: I move that Senate Docu- 
ment No. 31, Fifty-fourth Congress, second session, in regard to 
the prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia, 
and Senate Document No. 31, part 2, Fifty-fourth Congress, sec- 
ond session, relating to vivisection in the District of Columbia, be 
printed in connection with the memorial of the representatives of 
the medical and other scientifie societies of the District of Colum- 
bia which I presented to the Senate during the morning hour, 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1944) toauthorize the construction of a brid, 
across the Clinch River, Kingston, Tenn., reported it with amend- 
ments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1978) extending the time for the commencement and com- 
pletion of the railroad br Artoos the Illinois River, near Graf- 
ton, III., by the St. Louis, Perry and Chicago Railroad, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr.STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 546) for the relief of the estate of A. H. Herr, 
deceased,late of the District of Columbia, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 466) for the relief of the administrators of Isaac P. Tice, 
deceased, and others, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted Eee — thereon. 

Mr. SBROUGH, from the Committee on the Lib: , to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 23) amending 
Senate resolution of May 13, 1886, providing for marble busts o 
those who have been Vice-Presidents of the United States to be 
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placed in the vacant niches of the Senate Chamber, reported it 
with an amendment making the joint resolution a Senate resolu- 
tion, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1123) to provide for the examination and clas- 
sification of certain lands in the State of California, reported it 
without amendment. 


FUNERAL OF SENATOR EARLE. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, reported the slewing 
resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, an 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the expenses incurred by the committee appointed by the 
Vice-President on the 21st instant to make arrangements for and attend the 
funeral of the Hon. Josern H. EARLE, late a Senator from the State of South 
Carolina, at Greenville, S. C.. be. and they hereby are, directed to be paid 
out of the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


CORRESPONDENCE RELATING TO FUR SEALS. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, re- 
ported the following resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and to: 

Resolved, That the President is requested. if in his opinion it is not incom- 


tible with the public interests, to send to the Senate the correspondence 
inthe Departments of State and of the Treasury, not heretofore printed, 
relating to the fur seals in the Bering Sea and the North Pacific Ocean. 


PAY OF STENOGRAPHER, 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
the following resolution; which was referred to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the stenographer employed toreport statements before the 


Committee on Naval Affairs relative to armor for Navy be paid from the 
contingent fund of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2014) to provide for the 
sprinkling of the streets of the District of Columbia, and thereby 
to better promote the health and comfort of the people, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2015) granting a pension to Lillian 
M. Yost; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2016) for the relief of David D. 
Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
paying pa rs, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. S introduced a bill (S. 2017) granting to the New 
Mexico and Arizona Railroad Company right of way and lands 
for station grounds; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CULLOM. I introduce a bill proposing to amend the act 
regulating commerce, which has been forwarded to me froma 
business organization in Chicago. I do not know the contents of 
the bill very fully, but as the organization requests that I intro- 
duce it and have it printed, I do so, and I also ask that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The bill (S. 2018) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act tor ate 
commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

bill (S. 3020) granting a pension to Eliza J. West; and 
A bill (S. 2020) restoring to the pension rolls Mrs. Damsell J. 


Davis. 

Mr. DEBOE introduced a bill (S. 2021) for the relief of Joseph 
W. Pomfrey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 2022) for the relief of 
Louis Miller; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas introduced a bill (S. 2023) removing 
the charge of desertion from the name of Alfred Rebsamen, of 
Olathe, Kans.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ROACH introduced a bill (S. 2024) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Grand Forks, N. Dak.; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the acconipanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2025) for the relief of M. 
Causin Waring; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WHITE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

bill (S. 2026) granting a pension to Harriett A. Tappan; and 
A bill (S. 2027) granting a pension to John Bryan. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. FAULKNER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 
Government and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. PROCTOR submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 
Government and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which were ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. BURROWS (by request) submitted two amendments in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide reve- 
nue for the Government and to encourage the industries of the 
UnitedStates: which were ordered tolieonthe tableand be printed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 

overnment and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. CARTER. In accordance with the request of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, embodied in a communication addressed to 
the President of the Senate on the 19th instant, found in Senate 
Document No. 95, and by direction of the Committee on Public 
Lands, I submit an amendment to the deficiency appropriation 
bill, providing for an extension of the time for the exercise of the 
preference right of entry to settlers in Greer County, Okla. I 
moye nae it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
dee eid i to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 

rinted. 

r. TILLMAN submitted an amendment intended to be po: 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 

On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 


Ordered, That leave be £s to withdraw from the files of the Senate the 
papers relating to Senate bill 2232 of the first session Fifty-fourth Congress, 

‘to vere Sugar Loaf Reservoir site in Colorado,” there being no adverse 
report. 


TRANSPORTATION OF FOOD CONTRIBUTIONS TO INDIA. 


Mr. CHANDLER, In the absence of the senior Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE], the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, I ask that consideration may be given to the joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 43) directing the Secretary of the Treasury to give an 
American register to the foreign-built steamships Massapequa and 
Menantic, to enable them to carry grain under the American flag 
to the sufferers by famine in India. The joint resolution was in- 
eria p him on Thursday last, and I desire to offer a substi- 
tute for it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
apex panta to be transacted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Morning business is not yet com- 
pleted. The Senator from New Hampshire desires to call up the 
Joint resolution for consideration? : 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to call it up as a part of the morn- 
ing business. 

.QUAY. Itrust the Senator will withhold his request for 
the consideration of the joint resolution until original resolutions 
have been gone mm with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the joint 
host rae is on the Calendar and is not a part of the morning 

usiness. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Chair is technically right; but the Chair 
will remember that immediate consideration was asked for the 
joint resolution when it was introduced, and it went over under 
objection. I have no objection to waiting until the routine morn- 
ing business is disposed of. I shall then ask for the consideration 
of the joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The request for its consideration will 
be temporarily deferred. 

LIQUOR TRAFFIC IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On the 13th day of the nt month I re- 
ported from the Committee on the District of Columbia. under in- 
structions from that committee, the bill (S. 1800) tofurther amend 
an act entitled ** An act regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in the District of Columbia," approved the 3d day of March, A. D. 
1893. When that report was made the committee were laboring 


under the impression that the bill is identical in terms with the 
bill that had been reported in the last Congress. Upon an ex- 
amination it is found to be different in many particulars, and I 
move that it be taken from the Calendar and recommitted to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed 


to. 
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WICHITA INDIAN LANDS. 

Mr. QUAY. Isubmit a resolution, to which I invite the atten- 
tion of the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs [Mr. 
PETTIGREW]. If he has no objection, I should be glad to have it 

this morning. If he objects to the resolution, it can go 
over under the rule. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


ds in excess of 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. PETTIGREW.  Lettheresolution go over until to-morrow. 
I do not know that I have any objection toit, but it is quite an 
important matter, and I should like to look at it. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution lies over. 
EXCLUSION OF AMERICAN CITIZENS FROM RUSSIA, 

Mr. PERKINS submitted the following resolution; which was 

read: 


Whereas a refusal by the chargé d'affaires of the Russian legation to 


visé a duly issued by the Department of State by an American citi- 
zen has the question of invidious distinction by the Russian Govern- 
— inst certain Americans who are among the most useful, intelligent, 
an 


riotic of the people of the United States; and 
ereas Prince ow, imperial minister of foreign affairs, under date 
of Angust 12, 1895, informed the minister of the United States at St. Peters- 
burg that “the Imperial Government having already many millions of Jew- 
ish subjects, only admits their congeners of foreign all ce when they 
seem to present a ranty that they will not be a charge and a parasite 
element in the State, but will be able, on the contrary, to be tothe 
internal development of the country;" and 
ereas the citizen re admission to Russia is one of the wealthies 

most p: ve.and most public spirited of the residents of California, an 
in no way liable to become a charge upon the Russian Government, but able, 
if a resident, to be useful to the internal open of that country; and 

Whereas said citizen desired simply to visit Russia for the p of see- 
ing relatives and not for the purpose of permanent residence; an 

ereas ref to visé his passport seems to have been based on the single 

fact that he Eo the Jewish and not the Christian faith, which is con- 
trary to the definition given by the imperial minister of foreign affairsof the 
class of persons who are prohibited from entering the Russian dominions; and 

Whereas the apparent contradiction between the theory and the practice 
of the Russían Government gives rise to the suspicion that a certain class of 
our citizens are excluded from the benefits of travel and temporary sojourn 
in Russia simply because of their religious belief; and 

Whereas such distinction would be abhorrent to all people who believe in 
the right of men to worship according to the dictates of conscience: There- 


8 That this Government request the Imperial Government of Rus - 
Bia to specifically declare whether American citizens are excluded from Rus- 
sia on account of their religious faith, and if so, that said Im Govern- 
ment of Russia be requested to remove such prohibition and to permit 
Americans of whatever religious faith to visit Russia, if they are not liable 
to become a charge upon the Empire by reason of poverty or an inability to 
support themselves by honest labor. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
explain in a very few words my object in introducing this resolu- 
tion, and then I shall ask its reference to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

A few days since Mr. Adolph Kutner, a respectable and influen- 
tial merchant and banker of California, came to this city en route 
to Europe for the purpose of visiting his friends in Russian Poland. 
He has a resident of California for more than forty years and 
for thirty years or more a citizen of the United States. He has 
the respect and confidence of all who know him. 

He arrived in this city, visited the State Department, and there 
obtained his p rt, to which he was entitled. He then visited 
the Russian legation and asked to have his passport viséed. 'The 
chargé d'affaires asked him if he was a Christian. His reply was 
no; that he was a Hebrew. Then,“ said the chargé d'affaires, 
* the laws of my country do not permit me to visé your passport. 
We have no use for you or your class of people in our country." 

As I stated, he was en route to Russian Poland, to Warsaw, the 
capital city of that country, where there is a population of 450,000, 
I think, one-third of whom are Jews. He wished to visit his aged 
sister and relatives, who are unable to come to him. For thirty 
years or more he had contributed money and sent it to them from 
month to month and year to year, assisting them in their own 
country, and his desire again to return was prompted by the filial 
affection well known to the Hebrew race. He wished to erecta 
monument to the memory of those who had died and to pay a last 
tribute of respect and filial affection to those who are living. 

It seems to me that in these days, when we are extending our 
sympathy by resolution to the Armenians, the Greeks, the Cubans, 
and every other nationality, we ought to pay some consideration 
to American citizens. It appears to me that in a land where we 
all worship at the same shrine, that is, American citizenship—the 
highest honor and the most noble shrine that anyone can bow in 
admiration to—where as to a man's religion it is a question be- 


tween hisown conscience and his God whether he be Jew or Gen- 
tile, Protestant or Catholic, whether he is a follower of Confucius 
or of Buddha, and we do not ask that question if he is a good 
American citizen and believes in the dignity and honor of Ameri- 
can citizenship, we ought not to passover such a case in silence. 

Iwas not content when this gentleman returned to my office and 
reported to me that he had been denied the right to have his pass- 
port viséed, but I waited upon the Department. There I was cour- 
teously referred to the correspondence that had passed between our 
Government and Russia under the previous Administration, and 
which is printed in our publication upon foreign relations. Ifound 
that correspondence in a similar case hadtaken à pines and the rep- 
resentative of the Russian Government claimed that the religion 
of the Jews is a political question. Iam unable to find any such 
perii est pes in any of the modern lexicons of the day. 

As I said before, it seems to me that we should not permit this 
matter to rest without further negotiations, so that we may follow 
an American citizen, whether he be Jew or Gentile, with onr arm 
of protection into whatever country he may wish to go. There- 
fore, prompted by this 3 reason alone, and I can conceive 
of none higher, I think we should ask the committee to investi- 
gate this quen carefully and make such recommendation to 
the State Department as will relieve our citizens who desire to 
visit foreign countries from being obliged to subscribe to some 
particular religious faith in order to gain admission into another 
country. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? > 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The motion is to refer it. 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It can only be referred to-day by 
unanimous consent. Is there objection to its consideration? The 
Chair hears none. The question is on the motion to refer the reso- 
lution to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

'The motion was agreed to. 


PAY OF STENOGRAPHER. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the followin 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the MART age pe employed to report the hearing before the 


Committee on Indian Aff: May 19, 1897, in relation to the Osage Indians, 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer the resolution which I send to the 
desk, and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President is es d 2 to inform the Senate 
what action, if any, has been taken, and with what result, under sections 
3 and 4 of a joint resolution, approved April 10, 1869, entitled A joint resolu- 
tion for the protection of ths interests of the United States in the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company and the Central Pacific Company, and 
for other purposes." Also, what action has been taken under section 4, page 
509, volume 17, United States Statutes at Large. Have suits been commenced 
and the other provisions of said section enforced, and with what result? 
Have mortgages been made or dividends declared by said m Duet in viola- 
tion of said section, and what has been done in relation thereto? Also, what 
action has been taken to enforce the provisions of the act of May 7, 187. 
known as the Thurman Act? And have the provisions of sections 10 and 1 
of said act been enforced. or any steps taken to forfeit the charters of said 
companies? And has the amount paid to the Pacific Mail been first deducted 
from the gross earnings before the amount due and paid into the sinking 
fund was determined? Also, what steps have been taken to protect the 
interests of the United States. as required by section 4 of the act of March 3, 
1887, chapter 345, volume 24, United States Statutes at Large? Also, inform 
the Senate if said Union Pacific Railroad was, at the time it went into the 
hands of a receiver,insolvent. And were the —À of said company suffi- 
cient to pay its operating expenses and interest on its indebtedness, which 
was a prior lien to that of the United States? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President,it seems to methat the resolution 
involves a vast amount of reporting from the President. Ishould 
like to have the resolution explained by the Senator who offers it. 
I can not understand how so much as that could be needed; in 
other words, I think we have in our possession a good deal of the 
information called for. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I could not hear all that the Senator said, 
but I judge he desires to know why the resolution is introduced. 
I introduced the resolution for the purpose of securing informa- 
tion with regard to the steps which beso been taken to protect the 
interests of the Government under the various laws in relation to 
the Pacific railroads. I suppose before this session closes the 
person of extending the time for the payment of this debt, or 
the question of the foreclosure of the lien of the Government upon 
those roads, will be considered by Congress, and the information 
desired, as expressed in this resolution, is essential, I think, toa 
poper and clear understanding of the question on the part of the 

nate; at least, I desire very much that the information shall be 
furnished before the question of settling with these railroad com- 
panies shall be disposed of by the Congress of the United States, 


resolution; which 
Jontrol the Contin- 
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t con- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the presen: 
sideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none, and the ques- 
tion is on its adoption. 


GEAR. I would suggest to the Senator from South Dakota 
that there is no legislation pending with regard to the Union Pa- 
cific Railroad. There is a suit for foreclosure on account of the 
nonpayment of bonds and interest. The matteris in the hands of 
the Government. Everybody knows that a certain deposit has 
been put up and placed in the hands of the Government, amount- 
ing to three-quarters of a million, to guarantee some bid or bids 
e it is proposed to make. The matter is entirely in the courts 
at present. 

. CHANDLER. I do not object to the resolution if it can be 

of without debate; but if there is to be debate upon it, I 
must object to its consideration. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
PAYMENTS TO CHEROKEE FREEDMEN. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secre of the Interior is hereby directed to inform 
the Senate the reason Y payment to the Cherokee freedmen was 
Stopped, and also send to Senate a copy of all papers in relation to said 


payment. 
MANUFACTURE OF ARMOR PLATE. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Inow askthat Senate joint resolution No. 
43, in relation to the transportation of food contributions to India, 
may be considered. 4 

. BUTLER. I should like to state before that is done that 
on Thursday last 1 offered a resolution calling for information 
which I desire to have considered. I do not think it will lead 
to discussion, and it HERA comes within the morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be taken up in 
regular order. 

r. BUTLER. The resolution to which I refer is a simple reso- 
lution calling for information from the Secretary of the avs 

Mr. CHANDLER. The joint resolution which I desire to have 
considered is to provide a ship to take contributions to the desti- 
tute poor of India. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the Senator think it willlead to any debate? 
If it does, Ishall haveto insist on theconsideration of my resolution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator insists upon his right, I can 
not object, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
BuTLER] on Thursday last, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the te the amounts of armor plate purchased by the Government 
at various times from the Bethlehem Iron Company and Carn Steel 
Company, respectively, and the price paid per ton, and how much financial 
either by extra 

in building 


. if any, the 
price ton for armor plate or in any other way, to assist 
and cantpping and — their armor taking plants. 

Mr. BUTLER. I desire to modify the resolution by adding to 
it what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The modification A ni sper’ d the 
Senator from North Carolina to his resolution stated. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask to have the entire resolution read as it 
will stand when modified. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution, as modified by the 
Senator from North Carolina, will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secreta: 
inform the Senate the num 


overnment has given these compani: 


ment has 
armor an 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

TRANSPORTATION OF FOOD CONTRIBUTIONS TO INDIA. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I now ask that Senate joint resolution No. 
43, in relation to the transportation of food contributions to 
India, may be considered. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution (S. R. 43) direct- 
ing the tary of the Treasury to give an American register to 
the foreign-built steamships Massapequa and Menantic, to enable 
them to carry grain under the American flag to the sufferers by 
famine in India. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I now ask that the amendment, which I 
offer in the nature of a substitute, may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the 
resolving clause of the resolution and insert: 


That the joint resolution of April 7, 1897, authorizing the of the 
Navy to transport contributions for the relief of the faiishing poor of India, 
„am. i out the word American 


be. and the same is hereby. ed by striking 

5 „ß 3 
c r and em; an sor not ex 

two in number, to carry out tlle object of said resolntion. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT... The question is on the adoption of 


the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MORGAN. I should like to hear the effect of that amend- 


ment explained by the Senator from New Hampshire. I do not 
exactly understand it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the original resolution pro- 
posed to grant an American register to two English steamships to 
transport the contributions of grain and other food from New 
York City to India. Inasmuch as there were no American vessels 
which could be hired at this time to start promptly with the con- 
tributions, the Secretary of the Navy, in his communication of 
May 18, read in the Senate on last Thursday, seemed to give coun- 
tenance to that proposition; but I am now informed by the Secre- 
tary that he prefers the method which I then s upon the 
floor of the Senate; that is to say, to strike out the limitation of 
the original resolution, which required that the contributions 
should be transported in an American ship, and to allow any ship 
of any nationality to be hired for this purpose. That is now the 
Secretary's wish, and it is the wish of the benevolent citizens who 
have furnished the contributions. 

I have here a letter written to the 8 of the Navy by Mr. 
Louis Klopsch, proprietor of the Christian Herald, from which I 
will read a few words, He says: 


This matter is so intensely urgent that, personally, I would be willing to 
within my power to bring lt to a speedy ud eae: 


1 con „che famine 
conditions in India are worse to-da; 
seems almost cri in view of 
the shipment of this corn ] 
fident that your Ur sapit pe 
the required facili Of course you can not furnish w 
tained, and therefore I would not even imply any remissness on th 
the honorable Secretary of the Navy or Department, but if American 
ships are not to be had, insertion of the word “ American" was a 
mistake which on corrected, and were I to see you to-mor- 
“Inasmuch as there are no Ameri- 
t pposition manifested 
toward the naturalization of two British 8 not speedily get Con- 
gress to strike out of tbe resolution to t us transportation the word 
American,’ and thus, without establis. vac Eire p or affecting any 
Shipping interests, solve the problem in the tw: ng of aneye?" 
that could be accomplished n to load Tuesday, 
and by Thursday,or the very latest, MER 150, bushels of corn 
mission, and this chapter of one of the great- 
d be successfully closed, to the credit of our 


wonld be off on their life-sa: 


est international charities wo 
country. 

Ithink it is clear that this joint resolution ought to pass, and it 
ought to promptly and without objection. 

r. MORGAN. Iwish to ask the Senator what was the date 
of the passage of the anginal resolution? 

Mr. CHANDLER. e original resolution was passed April 
7, and the Navy Department, as stated by the co ndence 
submitted to the Senate on Thursday last, has been endeavorin 
to secure an American ship or American ships; but, as is w 
known, we have not many available — ying American 
steamships. Therefore it will be necessary to send these con- 
tributions of food, if they are to go promptly, in English ships 
now lying in the harbor of New York. 

Mr. MORGAN. Did that resolution originate in the House of 
Representatives or in the Senate? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am not able to answer the Senator. Iam 
not certain. 

Mr. CARTER. It originated in the Senate, having been intro- 
duced by the Senator from Mame NE Hate}. 

Mr. C. DLER. The origi resolution, which was offered 
on last Thursday by the Senator from Maine, recites: 

Whereas there is now stored in New York warehouses about 3,000 tons of 
Im 5 by ort <a people of the United States for the fam- 

Whereas there been contributed about $100,000 for the purchase of 
additional food products for the same purpose. 

A ship can be loaded, or two ships can be loaded, immediately 
if this resolution tly becomes a law, and of course it is 
preferable to do it in this way rather than to let the original res- 
olution stand and grant an American register to two Bri ships, 
which, after they have transported this food to India, will come 
back to this country and have the privilege of engaging in our 


trade. 
Mr. MORGAN. I believe, Mr. President, we have reached an 
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era in our history in which it appears to be necessary, before we 
can count upon a gis posi acted upon at.all in the direc- 
tion of its becoming a law, to consult somebody at the other end 
of the Capitol as to whether it can be allowed to be taken up and 
passed, and I should like to know of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, as this is a matter apparently of considerable urgency, 
whether any arrangements have been made for the passage of this 
joint resolution through the House of Representatives? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator knows that I can give but one 
answer to that. The Senate is an independent body; it legislates 
according to its own judgment, and never makes arrangements, 
so far as I know, for the of ‘any measure through the 
other House before acting upon it in this. I would ask the Sena- 
tor whether he has made any arrangement for the passage in the 
other House of the Cuban resolutions which passed the Senate by 
such a large majority last week? 

Mr. MORGAN one at all. I think the people are arranging 
for that. The people have got that matter in hand, and they will 
very soon bring it about one way or the other. Something will have 
to give way either the Senator from New Hampshire and myself 
with the people and the ia on one side or the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives on the other; and I think on that 
count we are in a majority. misi mega. Ihope, will be prudent 
and give way. Ihave notarran for anything. 

Mr. DLER. If the Senator will allow me to say so, I 
shall be very glad to do anything we may to get that resolution 
acted upon in the House of Representatives, but I do not believe 
we had better now indulge in a habit which we are too much in- 
clined to indulge in, of mixing things in the Senate. We disposed 
of the Cuban resolution, and the responsibility is now upon the 
Houseof Representatives. We have here the caseof sending alittle 
aid to thestarving people of India. Now let us act upon that, and 

ut the responsibility upon the House of Representatives, where 

have no doubt it wil be promptly met. I think if the Senator 
will refrain from 5 upon this resolution with his usual 
eloquence and ability, and let the resolution be and go to 
He of Representatives, and then help us with the considera- 
tion of the tariff bill, he will be doing as great a public service as 
he did last week in securing the action which the Senate thought 
proper for the suffering le of Cuba. 

.MORGAN. Mr. President, I am not trying to mix these 
things, but I am trying do got them unmixed and get them back 
on the old lines, e to be confronted with theories we 
thought we understood. Now we are confronted with conditions 
which we think we do not understand, and I thought it was quite 
a legitimate inquiry to make of the Senator as to whether this 
proposed relief, which appears to be very urgent, could be ob- 
tained by the action of the House of Representatives. lam very 
happy to know that anything that originates in the Senate has 
the possibility of going through the other House, though the Sen- 
ator does not know any more about it, it appears, than I do. 

"There is a feature of the resolution we are about to amend here 
"which has great charm for the people of the United States, and 
particularly for those gentlemen who have been always in favor 
of having American-built ships and letting them carry an eri- 
can register—that is, that the ships that are to carry this corn, 
this sweet benevolence of the people of the United States to the 
suffering Empire of Great Britain, should be American ships, 
sailed by American men, under the American flag. 

There is a very beautiful sentiment connected with that, in my 
opinion, and, I think, a very grand line of policy associated with 
it, that we should have this American benevolence carried to the 
shores of India, to those poor starving wretches, the subjects of 
Her Majesty Victoria, in our own national ships and under our 
national flag, and that this kind of benevolence should be extended 
in the name of our nation, and with all of the insignia of our na- 
tional authority and pride around it. It strikes my mind as being 
something very splendid justatthismomentof time. It indicates 
that the course the Senate has taken on the subject of arbitration 
Was a wise course, because we expect to convince the British peo- 

le that we intend to live with them upon terms of charity and 
evolence and kindness, which need not be constrained by any 
treaty obligations at all. When left to our own free will and our 
own convictions of duty to God and to man, the American people, 
Mr. President, have not been and will not be delinquent in the 
performance of any duty that is incumbent upon them. 

Now we propose to strike out of that resolution the words 
“American ships," and that suggests a very important inquiry 
as to why those words should be stricken out. Is it a fact that 
we have not got American emn at the port of New York or else- 
"where in reach of the port of New York, by telegram or by cable, 
ihat we can summon to that city for the purpose of taking out 
this splendid charity to the people in India? Is that true; and if 
itistrue, what has been the cause of it? From what situation, 
legal or otherwise, has this very unfortunate fact been revealed to 
us in this moment, when it would be so gratifying to toa poopie 
of the United States to know that we had ships that 


under the American flag and carry this beautiful charity to the 
shores of India? 
There must be some fault in our legislation, or in the enterprise 


of our people, or in the poverty of their resources in ect of 
capital, to produce that calamitoussituation, that humiliating sit- 
uation, that we can not find an American ship which can wear the 
American flag to take this American bounty to the shores of In- 
dia. Thatis.asubject that requires investigation and examina- 
tion. Itis thrust upon us here at a moment of time when it be- 
comes very significant indeed in respect of our standing amongst 
the nations of the earth asa great maritime or commercial power. 
We have no American ships, we are informed by the honorable 
Secretary of the Navy and also by the Senator from New Hamp- 
€ Mr. CHANDLER], that can be found to carry these supplies 
to India. 

What is the reason for that national humiliation? What has 
provoked it or caused it? It must be that there is some bad law 
upon the statute books, because we are not absolutely stricken 
with poverty, we are not altogether without enterprise. It must 
be, therefore, that there must be some bad legislation that has 
brought us to this direful situation. What is that law? 

I think, Mr. President, it is our navigation laws. I think it is 
the law which prohibits us from naturalizing or domesticating a 
Ship thatis built in any foreign country, notwithstanding it is 
owned by our own people, and officered by Americans. I would 
eee suggest that some substitute ought to be found for 
this condition of things at the present moment of time by a re- 
laxation of our navigation laws to the extent, at least, of permit- 
ting certain American citizens— who do own ships that were built 
in Great Britain, it is true; but they own them, and they are good 
ships—of itting them now to come and take this cargo and 
give them American registry and the flag, and let them go along 
and take this corn over to the people of India. 

Now I know, Mr. President, that our exclusive and seclusive 
system has built up in the United States certain monopolies of 
navigation which appear to be very much in our way occa- 
sionally. They appeared to be very much in our way when we 
wanted to-establish a great international steamship line to carry 
the mails between the United States and Great Britain. We pro- 
vided then that those ships upon certain conditions should have 
American registers, and those people have gone on, I believe, to 
make a very profitable arrangement for the transportation of the 
mails and also have built up a very fine traffic in the transporta- 
tion of merchandise and passengers. Iam disposed to look upon 
that line of steamships as being a great national success, and Lam 
eee to observe that-every American who crosses the Atlantic 

cean and has the money to pay his fare patronizes those vessels 
in preference to any other. Ithinkitisafinestart we are maki 
in the direction of getting a commercial marine in the Unite 


States. 
Enco by that-example, I am in favor of the proposition 
which has been submitted to the Senate in behalf of a gentleman 


by the name of Hogan, who, I understand, makes an offer to the 
Secretary of the Navy, which is printed in these papers. He pro- 
poses to furnish immediately two ships, steamers, properly adapted 
to the transportation of the grain, well ventilated steamers, that 
will protect the grain against sweating and rotting on its 

across to the hot climate of India, which can be loaded and ready 
for the sea by Friday night, and the rate of transportation at 
which he proposes to take the freight will be about one-half the 
rate we have already engaged to pay to steamers to carry the 
contributions that are being sent fromthe port of San Francisco 
to Bombay. The guaranty of performance, of course, is absolute 
in the character of Mr. Hogan. His ships are sufficient guarany 
for that, and I do not see why we should refuse to grant him that 


uest. à 
as is very true that it would introduce his steamers to the Ameri- 
can registry, and would give them the right.to participate in the 
coastwise trade along with a number of others that are now oper- 
ating in the same way, some of them ships that haye been built up 
from foreign wrec and some of them ships built in America. 
Ithinkthe Senate ought not to agree to the amendment, but ought, 
on the other hand, to accept the proposition of Mr. Hogan, and to 
that end I will, at the proper moment, offer an amendment to the 
sare apoun as it Was introduced by the Senator from Maine 


i J. 

Now, I will read the statement of facts upon which Mr. Hogan 
predicates his claim. The ships Massapequa and Menantic are 
now ready to receive the grain, and can be ready to sail in forty- 
eight hours after the joint resolution is passed.and they are char- 
tered. There are no other vessels, so far as known, that can take 
the cargo and sail as speedily as these. Each steamer can carry 
about 153,000 bushels of wheat or about 164,000 bushels of corn, 
whether in bulk or in bag. These vessels are fitted with an excep- 
tional number of ventilators, with the object.of carrying full car- 
goes of grain, to insure as far as possible the landing of such in 


sail good condition. If the original joint resolution is passed to-day, 
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all of the grain contributed can be.on its way to India not later 
than Friday evening next, in speedy freight ships, entirely safe, 
and in every way suitable for the purpose, and carrying our flag, 
and charging the United States Government less than cost for the 


freight. 

These ships are in the regular trade of carrying cattle to Europe 
and returning with cargoes to the United States. The ordinary 
tramp foreign steamships are slow; very few of them can exceed 
7 or 8 knots per hour. Hogan's boats can average 10 knots an 
hour. Asthe distance is about 9,000 miles, the saving in time 
wouldbeenormous. Besides,thetrampsarenotimmediately avail- 
able. Another point to be considered is, namely, that Mr. Hogan 
offered to carry this grain below cost to the United States, while 
these British tramp steamers will charge excessive prices. Mr. 
Hogan's proposition is simply this: He will carry the whole of this 
grain, about 8,000 tons, more speedily than any other 8 
that has been received, at cost price to the United States Govern- 
ment, in first-class ships, owned by United States citizens, officered 
by United States officers, and carrying the flag of the United 
States, and the vessels will become a part, and a valuable part, of 
the auxiliary navy of the United States. 

One of the amendments which I propose to offer to the resolu- 
tion offered by the Senator from Maine is that these vessels may 
become a part of the auxiliary navy of the United States. 

It bas been said that the Red Star Line will carry the grain. 
Upon that subject, here is an extract from the Washington Times, 
avery accurate and able paper, one upon which I rely confidently 
for the truth in every case. It is dated May 25, 1897, and headed 
“Food for starving India:” 

The Navy Department has been informed by 
that the steamer City of Everett will be in tha rt within six days, pre- 

red to take a load of supplies to India for the starving population there. 

e steamer is an American, of 2,000 tons capacity, and the owners want 
$40,000 for making the voyage. The Government probably charter her. 

There are now at San Francisco nearly 700 tons of supplies, and enough to 
load the vessel can be collected ina short time. So far as can be ascertained, 
the Navy Department is no nearer to providing a vessel to take the supplies 
from New York to India than it was a month ago. 

Now, this ship of United States register is about to be paid by 
the Government $15 a ton to carry 2,600 tons of in to India, 
making the cost to the Government $39,000, The Hogans propose 
to take the sameamountof grain to India for $6 per ton, or $15,600— 
less than half. The Hogans propose to take 8,000 tons, at $6 per 
ton, making the cost to the Government only $48,000, whereas if 
the same price should have to be paid as is charged by the San 
Francisco ship it would cost the United States $120,000. The ac- 
ceptance of the Hogans’s proposition would in that case save the 
United States Treasury $72,000. A 

Those facts are furnished to me by a gentleman of very high 
credibility, in whose statements I repose entire confidence. Iam 
obliged to do so from my knowledge of his character. If they are 
true, then there ought to be some statement made here as to the 
cost of carrying the grain that will devolve upon the Government 
of the United States in the event we change the existing law by 
amendment or repeal so as to strike out the words “American 
ships." The law providing for this transportation is indefinite as 
tothe amount to be expended. It e es the Treasury of the 
United States to an unlimited demand for carrying the grain. 
No rate per ton is fixed, no amount is prescribed in the law itself, 
butso much as may be necessary is the requirement of the law 
which is now upon the statute book. 

Now, I am not in favor of paying to British tramps, or to any 
other tramp, or any competitive line between this country and 
Europe or elsewhere, any sum of money that they may choose to 
impose upon the Navy Department for the transportation of the 

ain, when we have from Americans, who are able to respond to 

heir guaranties and obligations, a definite proposition to carry the 
grain for about one-half that it already has cost the Government 
of the United States to make similar shipments from the port of 
San Francisco to the port of Bombay. 

In view of the practical situation, can there be any reason why 
we, for the sake of getting rid of a question that ought to be set- 
tled, at least for the occasion, as to the effect of our navigation 
laws, should refuse a register to this American citizen for his ship, 
although it was built abroad? When you charter a ship to take 
a cargo from an American port to a British port, of course you own 
theshipforthat voyage. It is a limited ownership, a limited title. 
You therefore, by the joint resolution as you propose to amend it, 
give theright toa subject of Great Britain, or Germany, or France, 
or any other foreign country, to come here, draw his drafts upon 
our Treasury for money taxed out of the people of the United 
States, in order to carry grain to India to feed the starving poor 
there. 

If our circumstances are really so desperate that we have no 
American ships to carry this grain abroad, let us get some Ameri- 
can ships. Our people buy ships and put them under a British 


an agent in San Francisco 


flag, as Hogan’s ships are now, and yet we refuse to give them an 
American register and turn right around and for this voyage 


charter British ships, without requiring them totake out an Ameri- 
can register to carry this food to India. Why does deorum make 
e 


that sort of discrimination against onr own people? virtually 
buy the m to carry the food to India. That is the practical 
result. And yet,because American citizens have bought British 
ships which are now under British bis, relat we refuse to allow 
them to take out American registry, although the provision we 
propose to make in their behalf is not a general repeal of the nayi- 
gation laws, but, like other cases that have occurred, is an excep- 
tion in favor of these men for the particular emergency. 

Why did we authorize British-built ships to come into the pas- 
senger and mail line between New York and Southampton? It 
was because we wanted to make them the nucleus around which 
should be built up an American line—a very good idea. But 
those men would not go into it; they would not undertake it at 
all unless we would allow certain British ships which they then 
owned or could purchase to come in under American registry. 
There was an emergency, there was an occasion that required us 
to depart from this ironclad rule, which I was very glad to see 
broken up. If it ought to have been departed from in that case 
and upon that emergency and for that particular reason, why can 
we not now, with equal justice and propriety, depart from the iron- 
clad rule and allow these two ships to have an American registry? 
That would arrange the whole business. 

The Senator from Maine brought in his joint resolution with 
the express approbation of the Secretary of the Navy. The Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire now tells us that the Secretary of the 
Navy has changed his mind. Why has he changed his mind? I 
should like to have some communication froin the Secret. of 
the Navy to inform us why he has changed his mind after sending 
here a report recommending this resolution, which was read the 
other day in the Senate and is now in the RECORD. The report of 
the Secretary of the Navy sustains the joint resolution of the Sen- 
atorfrom Maine as it was introduced here. His project was to 
give American register to these ships; but now suddenly every- 
tamg is changed. Why is it changed? Of course I do not know, 
but [ feel that it is a subject of legitimate inquiry, and that the 
Secretary of the Navy ought to inform us officially and by a letter 
sent to us as to the reasons for changing his ground upon the sub- 


ject. 

I do not know anything about it; but, taking all the circum- 
stances together, I have no doubt there are rivalry and compe- 
tition amongst the different lines which are now conducting the 
coastwise trade of the United States, and some favorite is to be 
benefited. For instance, there is the Clyde Line, an established 
line—I believe established for many years—and various other lines 
of steamers and other ships engaged in conducting the coastwise 
trade of the United States. They do not want any more ships to 
take an American registry, particularly if they were built abroad. 
1 do not want them whether they were built abroad or at 

ome. . 

No man engaged in business, no matter how legitimate it is, 
wants that business controlled in any sense by competition. Com- 
petition is always averse to him and always repugnant to his in- 
terests. But the people of the United States can not get along 
without competition in all these matters, particularly in the mat- 
ter of transportation, for whenever we build up by our system of 
laws what is virtually a monopoly in favor of any class of Amer- 
ican citizens in the business of transportation, we tax the whole 
AThorican people to pay the damages. It comes right out of the 
people. 

There may be, and I have no doubt there is, some feling about 
this business because of the very fact that those two ships, when 
they are admitted to American register, will come in competition 
with other established lines in our coastwise trade, and will prob- 
ably cut down the income of some of thoselines. If that is the 
reason —I do not charge it, but I assume that is a legitimate argu- 
ment upon the facts—it is nothing but selfishness, and no man can 
claim or ought to be allowed to claim a benefit, of a peculiar and 
monopolistic character, under the laws of the United States, when 
his ciaim is founded upon pure selfishness and is without a just 
and adequate return to the peopleot the United States, who granted 
the privileges. 

Certainly our coastwise trade is not overcrowded, because if it 
were overcrowded, the gentlemen engagedin the trade wouldat once 
go to the city of New York to take the valuable opportunity that 
is afforded here of carrying the grain, in pursuance of the joint 
resolution as it was originally adopted, on an American ship, un- 
der American colors, officered by Americans. Itis curious to me, 
if the coastwise trade is at all embarrassed with an excess of facil- 
ities for transportation that they do not at once offer their ships 
to take the grain to the foreign country. 

1t would be a high tribute from them to our system of laws and 
to the honor of our country. But they seem to be unwilling todo 
it, or else unable, Ido not know which. But certain it is that 
that deplorable fact has been revealed here since the adoption of 
the joint resolution, now; I believe, nearly two months ago. The 
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whole of the commercial and shipping circles of the world have 
been hunted out to ascertain whether American ships under the 
American flag could be found to carry this American contribu- 
tion to India, 

I would not be willing to endure the humiliation of having the 
British Government send over here and take the grain to their 
suffering people, because that would be only a half gift. It would 
be a gift upon conditions, and our people do not give these benevo- 
lences upon conditions. The Government of the United States 
in responding to that noble generosity of the people has attached 
no condition except one that belongs to the nature of the case, 
that, being an- American contribution, we want it carried in 
American ships, and we do not want either to implore Great 
Britain to send here to get the grain or to hire ships flying the 
British flag for its carriage. 

The British Government is very quiet about the matter. It 
seems to look upon our efforts to relieve its starving and suffer- 
ing people with pP 2 proper and dignified treatment of 
a courtesy that is splendid and excellent. Perhaps Great Britain 
does not wish to be understood as even accepting this gratuity 
from our people or as having any official connection with it what- 
soever. I should not wonder if they felt some reproach, for the 
reason that the bubonic plague now in India is very largely the 
result of poverty, and the poverty in India does not seem to have 
been a visitation from on high. 

It seems to have been a visitation of the lawmakers more than 
anything else, and the poverty out of which has been bred the 
bubonic plague and the laws which have created that poverty can 
be teen directly to the privy council in London and also to the 
Parliament of Great Britain. So I should not wonder if Great 
Britain did not want to analyze the subject in a moral way and 
to ascertain the causes which have led her people into this terri- 
ble condition of starvation, which is so horrid that it has emptied 
the pulpits of the United States of the very greatest clergymen to 
go out among our benevolent and kind-hearted people to seek con- 
ius to send to the starving and perishing millions of people 
in India, 

Now, while we are doing this, I insist that it is only justto our- 
selves, just to our own Government, that not being able to find 
American ships to take the freight, when an American comes 
here and offers to carry it at a lower rate than the Government 
can get it done by anybody else, upon the mere condition that you 
will give his ships the benefit of the flag and an American regis- 
ter, to lay aside our prejudices in respect of our navigation laws 
at least for this one time and to act in accordance with the sug- 
gestions I have been making. I therefore oppose the striking out 
of the word American“ from the law as it exists, and if it shall 
not be stricken out I will propose an amendment to the joint reso- 
lution of the Senator from Maine, which I will take occasion now 
to read, in order to indicate what itis. Leaving sections 1 and 2 
of the joint resolution to stand just as they are, with the prefixes 
and whereas, I propose to insert as a new section in the resolution 
of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] the following: 

SEC.3. That the steamships so registered may be taken and used the 
United States as cruisers or transports upon payment to the owners of the 
fair actual value of the same at the time of the taking: and if there shall be a 
J e as to the fair actual value at the time of taking between the 
United States and the owners, then the same shall be determined by two im- 
partial appraisers, one to be appointed by each of said parties, who, in case 
of disagreement, shall select à third, the award of any two of the three so 
chosen to be final and conclusive: Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy is 
hereby authorized, in his discretion, to charter such foreign-built steamers as 
may be 1 to carry the grain to India, if. in his judgment, the in can 
be shipped and de 


livered without more delay than the chartering of the Mas- 


sapequa and Menantic, hereinbefore provided for, and in vessels as suitable for 


ansportation of the in as the H steamships, and without 
5 or unreasonable freight rates over and above the offer made by 
the owner of the Massapequa and the Menantic. 

The peoo covers the amendment proposed now by the Senator 
from New Hampshire, because it leaves it at least discretionary 
with the Secretary of the Navy, if he can make arrangements that 
are better than those pro by Hogan, or as good, tomake such 
arrangements with vessels of any nationality, and it seems to me 
that we can save ourselves the unnecessary humiliation of chang- 
ing our ground upon this question and striking out the word 
„American“ from the existing law by the adoption of the amend- 
ment which I shall suggest, if upon voting the pending amend- 
ment is rejected. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask for a yea-and-nay vote in the Senate 
on concurring in the amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole. That amendment, which was offered by the Senator from 
New Hampshire, proposes to strike the word American“ out of 
the former joint resolution. I am opposed to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole be concurred in? 

It is practically a substitute for the joint resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read. 


The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out all after the resoly- 
ing clause and insert: 


'That the joint resolution of April 7, 1897, authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to transport contributions for the relief of the famishing poor of 
India, be, and the same is hereby, amended br striking out the word “Ameri- 
can" before the words “steamship or vessel," and the Secretary is hereby 
authorized to charter and employ any suitable steamships or vessels, not 
exceeding two in number, to carry out the object cf said resolution. 


Mr. MORGAN. I ask for the reading of the joint resolution 
ofthe Senator from Maine for which this is a substitute. The 
amendment is offered by the Senator from New Hampshire as a 
substitute for the joint resolution offered by the Senator from 


Maine. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 
The SECRETARY. Omitting the preamble, the joint resolution 
reads as follows: 


Resolved, etc.. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to cause 
the foreign-built steamships Massapequa and Menantic, owned by Charles W. 
Hogan, of the firm of T. Hogan & Sons, of New York City, a citizen of the 
United States, to be registered as vessels of the United States, upon being 
notified by the Secretary of the Navy that a contract has been entered into 
between the Navy Department and said Charles W. Hogan, of the firm of T. 
Hogan & Sons, for the transportation of about 8,000 tons of wheat in bulk or 
its equivalent in space for corn to India for the famishing poor. 4 

SEc. 2. The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorised toaccept the propo- 
sition of T. Hogan & Sons made to him in their letter dated May 13, 1497, and 
to enter into a contract with Charles W. Hogan, of said firm, to carry the 
aforesaid wheat or equivalent of corn in bulk in the steamships Massupe: 
and Menantic to India, and a sufficient sum of money is hereby appropriated 
for said purpose out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that is the original joint reso- 
lution which was introduced by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from New Hampshire offered 
the amendment which was first read as a substitute for the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is correct. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not catch exactly the objection which 
the Senator from Alabama made to the original joint resolution, 
authorizing the chartering of these two vessels for the purpose of 
transporting the grain. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection to the origina joint reso- 
lution which is now a law; but the Senator from New Hampshire 
proposes to amend that law by striking out the word American,” 
so as to leave to the Government of the United States and the 
Navy Department—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Excuse me one moment, I want to under- 
stand it. Why does the Senator say it is alaw when it is only a 
joint resolution introduced or reported from the committee? 

Mr. MORGAN. No; it is a law. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It was passed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Early in April we passed a law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Which law? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave not a copy of the joint resolution here. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I beg pardon. This is Senate joint resolu- 
tion No. 43, introduced by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] on 
the 20th day of May, 1897, and brought in for the purpose of being 
enacted into a law. It is not a law. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not pretend that it is a law, but I say there 
is another law now, which is already on the statute book, that the 
Senator from New Hampshire is trying to amend, and he is trying 
to amend it by offering a substitute for the pending joint resolu- 
tion. He offers as a substitute for the resolution an amendment 
to the original resolution or law so as to strike out of that law the 
word **American" and leave the Secretary of the Navy at liberty 
T 05 any ships that he can get in order to transport the grain to 


a. 

Now, I say I am opposed to striking the word “American” out 
of that statute. Let it stand, and let the resolution of the Sena- 
tor from Maine be pee to which I propose an amendment as a 
third section, which third section is that when these ships receivo 
an American registry they shall be used at the option of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States as cruisers or transports, just as the 
mail steamers are subject to the same conditions that run now be- 
tween Southampton and New York, and with a further proviso 
that in the event the Secretary of the Navy can make more ad- 
vantageous arrangements with ships that do not bear an Ameri- 
can registry he may have an opportunity of doing so. 

That proviso would leave the Secretary of the Navy recisely in 
the condition the Senators amendment would leave ARS in, by 
giving to him the option to hire British ships, or American ships, 
or French or German ships, if he can make more advantageous 
arrangements. But if hecan not do that, then he must accept 
Mr. Hogan's proposition, which is, Give me a registry for my 
ships, and I will carry this freight at certain rates and by a certain 
time. I am ready to doit. I will take my steamers off the line 
on which they are now finding first-rate employment. I want to 
get them under an American registry, and I will put them in this 
trade and carry this corn and wheat to India, in order to secure 
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registry. I will then submit my vessels, when they 
come back, precisely like the steamers from New York to South- 
ampton, to all the objects and uses of the United States for the 


urpose. of getting them into the Navy when there is need for such 
things. More than that, I am entirely content; if you can make 
a better ent with any foreign ship, no matter where built, 
go and do it; but I make this offer to you.” 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Alabama please state what 
is the difference between the offer of the gentleman to whom he 
refers, the owner of these ships, and of the owners of other ves- 
gels? What is the difference in money. 

Mr. MORGAN. The difference is in favor of Mr. Hogan, it is 
stated, by about one-half of the freight. 

Mr. LER. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me 
to interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The object of my amendment is to allow 
the Hogan ships to be taken. The Secretary is to hire them and 
use them, notwithstanding their English nationality, if they are 
the best and the cheapest ships that he can get. Now, the Senator 
from Alabama ought not to delay this great relief here by a dis- 
cussion about the wisdom of our navigation laws, which keep our 
coastwise trade for American ships. He ought not to delay the 
famishing I of India from getting relief while he makes à 
speech in United States Senate on this great subject upon 
which there is so much difference of opinion. 

We can not use the Hogan ships now, because the word **Ameri- 
can" is in the former resolution. We can use the Hogan ships 
either by striking out the word “American,” which is a limita- 
tion, or by giving those two ships an American registry; that is 
to say, after they have made one voyage to India under these 
charter ies they can come back to the United States and they 
are admitted, and they are admitted for all time, into our coasting 


trade. 

I do not believe that there isa Senator here who wants to do 
that. If the navigation laws are to be changed and we are to 
‘take hp fier American ships our coasting trade, Senators want 
to do it deliberately and not do it while le are starving in 
India for want of the food which we can send them to-morrow in 
these ships if you will only remove the limitation. No, they say, 
do not remove the limitation, but grant them American registry. 

I submit that if the Senator from Alabama will think this sub- 
ject over canüidly he will see that the simplest method is the best, 
to take Mr. Hogan’s ships, send this grain in those ships to India, 
‘and take up the question of our navigation laws at some other 


time. 

Mr.MORGAN. Ihave eund stated that Mr. Hogan's asser- 
tion is that the two ships in which he proposes to carry this grain 
are cattle ships, arranged for carrying cattle across the ocean, very 
well ventilated and thoroughly adapted to carrying grain safely 
acrossthe ocean, Mr. Ho; has a profitable trade in a regularly 
established cattle line and he does not want to abandon it, but is 
willing to do so if he can thereby get an American registry for 
his ships. 

Mr. LER. I want to say that there are other ships in 
New York City that can go. There do not happen to be at this 
moment any American S of sufficient carrying capacity, but 
‘there are ships of other nationalities, and we want to take one or 
two of meme e 

Mr. MORGAN. hat the Senator from New Hampshire calls 
this moment has spread itself in an indefinite number of moments, 
over about pins e M ine have - 1 that Im of 
time now trying to hunt up erican ships carry the grain, 
and we have not been able to find them. That is the sad report 
sent to us by the Secretary of the Navy. Mr. Hogan comes in 
and says, I will take off two of my cattle ships here; I will put 
them In this trade F less than half 
the money you will pay British ships to carry it on, or other 
American ships. I will do that for you if you will give me an 
American register. Ican not afford to do it unless you give me 
an American register: I can not afford to break up my line of 
trade, but I will do it if you will give me an American register." 
Then comes in the private and competitive interests and say, 
“No, Mr. Hogan, we have got a good thing over here in the 
8 trade, and we do not propose to allow you, to crowd into 
it at all." 

Mr. CHANDLER. Isay the Senator from Alabama ought not 
to insist on a revision of our navigation laws on this one transac- 
‘tion. Common sense is against it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would not for anything in the world stand 
in the way of this beautiful benevolence of ours to the great 
Empire of Great Britain. I want tocultivate good relations with 
them. I want to show them that we are a very friendly and 
:& very kind-hearted people, and that our friendship is not con- 


strained in way. 
Mr. CHANDLER. They have that feeling about the Senator 
Now. 


small amount of it very 


Mr. MORGAN. I have no doubt they have. I have no doubt 
i enjoy a groat ͤ it -Certainly Í would enjoy oven s vety 
y- 


grea 

Now, Mr. President, that disposes of that part of it. ‘That ex- 
onerates Mr. Hogan from any culpability in respect to this trans- 
action, because he comes in and says, **Give me the register and 
I will carry the food; or if you can do better, go and do it, and I 
will keep on with my cattle trade." That is where Mr. Hogan 
stands. Iam told that he is a ve MU gc ae gentleman. 

Now, about the delay, Mr. President. The resolution which the 
Senator from New Hampshire is trying to amend was passed forty- 
odd days forty-five, I think. 

Mr. ELL. It was passed on April 7. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, April 7. That is the law he proposes to 
amend. The delay that has occurred from April 7 down to the 
present time, I repeat, has been a humiliating delay to us, because 
it brought out the statement from the Secretary of the Navy, 
which is in the RECORD of last Thursday, that he has not been 
able to find American ships to carry this grain. That shows one 
of two things, either that we have no American ships that are 
available for this purpose engaged in foreign commerce, or else it 
shows that there has been some delinquency in trying to find them. 
Ido not believe that there has been any tpm ausus It is our 
poverty in ships that prevents us as a nation from carrying out 
the splendid boast with which we set out when we passed the joint 
resolution of relief, that we would carry the American grain with 
American hands under the American flag in American ships. That 
was our boast. 

Now, in the lapse of the moments that the Senator from New 
Hampshire speaks of we have come down from that position. We 
haul down our flag and we say that we can not doit. Wehave 
overcalculated our resources. Well, our commercial marine is in 
a dreadful condition if that is true, and it ought to be relieved 
from it. I propose to relieve itso far as two ships are concerned, 
to put two more ships into the American marine, and we find oc- 
casion for it in the execution of this public charity. 

Now, about the delay. The Senator from Maine introduced 
this joint resolution on the 20th day of May, and he supported it 
by a number of statements which were put into the RECORD, show- 
ing the eee foritspassage. Thatjointresolution,introduced 
by that honorable Senator, who knows so much about the naviga- 
tion laws and who is such a firm, steadfast friend of the naviga- 
tion laws as they are, introduced on the 20th day of May, has been 
before the Senate from that time to this. 

Of course we have had a short interim of adjournment. I pro- 
pose to pass it just as this great and well-understood friend of the 
navigation laws framed it; and to make it still more easy of appli- 
cation and still more just, I propose that the two ships of Hogan 
named in the joint resolution now before the Senate shall become 
a part of the naval force of the United States, either as cruisers or 

. whenever the Government of the United States may 

find any necessity to have their services as such, and also with à 
roviso that if we can make as good an arrangement with ships 
eis gthe flags of other countries as Hogan proposes, then we 
may discard his proposition and accept the offer of ships under 


any flag. 

Now. theSenatorfrom New Hampshire comes in with an amend- 

ment which alters a statute that was passed early in April, and 
et he complains of me for delay. The Senator ought to be satis- 
ed with this joint resolution from his own part of the country 
and from the friends of the navigation laws. I can see no reason 
why he is not satisfied with it. That resolution, accompanied 
by Mr. Hogan's proposition and the recommendations of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, make a complete case for the passage of the 
resolution as offered by the Senator from Maine. But the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire says, No; let us changeit.” How? 
striking the word American“ ont of the original resolution. 

I notify the Senate of the United States that this argument and 
this proposition, if it is carried, will come back to plague us after 
awhile. We will after a while take up the navigation laws in 
due season for investigation and examination, and it will be found 
then that they have received such a stringent construction here 
by the Senator from Maine as that they would receive only two 
ships for PE whereas the Senator from New Hampshire 
wants to abolish the whole system, it appears. 

If itis proper to strike the word **American" out of the pend- 
ing joint resolution and thereby invade the navigation laws of 
the United States to that extent, it will be proper, in a general 
sense, and for the benefit of the whole people of the United States, 
to dispense with those navigation laws. 

lf our navigation laws can not be relaxed from their monopo- 
listic rigor so far as to admit two ships to registry as American 
ships to carry bread to the starving subjects of Great Britain from 
our generous le, it is time we had abolished them. 

The VICE- ENT. Thehour of 2o'clock having arrived, 
it becomes the T of the Chair to lay before the Senate the Cal- 
endar of General 


1897. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States. 

The motion was agreed to. i 

Mr. CHANDLER. Idesire to give notice that immediately 
after the remarks of the Senator from Rhode Island are concluded 
Ishallmove to proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution 
the consideration of which has just been interrupted. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


'The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Government 
&nd to encourage the industries of the United States, which had 
been reported from the Committee on Finance with amendments. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— : 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Rhode Island permit me? 
I desire to give a notice before the Senator from Rhode Island 
commences his remarks, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the notice. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Mr. Vest gives notice that, when reached, he will move that sections 4, 5, 
6, and 7, on 8 196, 197, 198, 199, and 200 of the bill, i for an increase 
of the internal-revenue taxes upon beer, manufactured tobacco, snuff, cigars, 
and cigarettes, be stricken out. 

Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator from Rhode Island yield to me a 
moment? I wish to aska question of the Senator from Missonri. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. QUAY. I presume that the Senator from Missouri will have 
no objection to a division of the question upon his motion to strike 
out, because on at least one branch of his proposition I propose to 
vote with him; on the others to vote against him. As I understand 
his notice, it is a consolidated motion to strike out the entire inter- 
nal-revenue feature of the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Iassumethatunderítherules of the Senate any Sen- 
ator would have the right tocall for a division of the question when 
it comes up. Under the rules of the Senate I could not move to 
strike out these sections until they are reached, but would be com- 
pelled to move that the whole bill be recommitted and then that 
the sections be stricken out. Therefore I am forced to content 
myself with giving this notice. When the sections are reached, 
zm a matter of course, the Senator from Pennsylvania can secure a 

vision. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the discussion of thé bill is ed 
with, I ask unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bill 
may be waived and that the bill be read, when we shall proceed 
paragraph by paragraph, for amendment, the committee amend- 
ments to be considered first, and then the paragraph to be open to 
general amendment. 

Mr. VEST. "There is no objection to that course. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the usual course, I think. 

Mr. J Seger of Arkansas. T4 2 Vie egens vem 
means that the committee amendments to a pending paragra 
shall be considered first? x 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. And that then the paragraph shall 
be open to amendment in the Senate? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Exactly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the course 
proposed? The Chair hears none, and that will be the order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the business of the entire coun- 
try is in a state of suspension awaiting the action of the Senate 
upon the bill under consideration. I believe that the anxiety to 
secure action upon thisim t measure at the earliest possible 
day is shared by member of the Senate. I can say for 
Senators sitting on this side of the Chamber that no time will be 
spent in the academic discussion of the principles of protection. 

It is my purpose to keep the bill continuously before the Senate, 
to the exclusion of all other legislative business, until it is finally 
disposed of, and in this Ishall the hearty cooperation of Sen- 
ators on both sides of the Chamber. In the discussion of the bill, 
the members of the majority of the committee will content them- 


selves with such brief explanations as may be found necessary of | E 


the various paragraphs as they are reached, 

It seems desirable that at 
majority of the Finance Committee should present to the Senate 
in detail their estimate of the effect which the bill would have 
upon the revenue, and that they should explain, in a general way, 
the character of the amendments they have suggested, 

The majority of the committee believe that if a thorough revi- 
sion of our revenue laws, such as is contemplated by the House 
bill, is necessary, it should be carried out in a conservative i rares 
and that such a moderate and reasonable measure should be 
adopted as will insure a much ter degree of permanence to 
our tariff legislation. Frequent revisions of the tariff are pro- 
ductive of long periods of uncertainty and arrested development. 
The radical change in policy in 1894 proved disastrous to the busi- 
ness interests of the country. 

It was, I believe, thoroughly understood throughout the coun- 


e beginning of this discussion the $ 


try in the last political that if the Republican 
should be again intrusted with power no extreme tariff legislation 
would follow. It was believed that in the changed conditions of 
the country areturn to the duties imposed by the act of 1890 would 
not be necessary, even from a protective standpoint. e 

It was with these facts constantly in view that the majority of 
the Finance Committee prepared the amendments which they 
have submitted for your consideration. Nothing could be more 
conducive to the return and maintenance of real prosperity in this 
country than the well-grounded belief that there were to be no 
violent changes in our revenue policy for some years to come. 
The true friends of a protective policy do not insist upon extreme 
rates, or any that are not necessary to equalize conditions. While 
it is true that rates above this line are often inoperative, yet. it 
must be admitted that they furnish needless opportunities for 
destructive attacks. 

The committee believe that in the reductions they have sug- 
gested from the rates imposed in the House bill they have not 
gone in any instance below the protective point, and if the bill 
should become a law in the form presented by them every Ameri- 
can industry would be enabled to meet foreign competition on 
equal terms; that is, so far as this OJAT cnn bo secured 
tariff legislation. The rates suggested by the committee's amend- 
ments are considerably below those im by the House bill, 
and in most instances below those contained in the act of 1890. 

In suggesting these reductions the members of the majority of 
the committee reaffirm and emphasize their position as friends of 
the protective policy. The ultimate purpose of this policy is to 
secure, as far as this is possible by wise and conservative legisla- 
tion, the steady growth and development of all interests—agricul- 
tural, manufacturing, and commercial. The provisions of a tariff 
law affect all these interests in numberless ways, and unless there 
can be stability in tariff policy there can -be no assurance of con- 
tinnous p ity. 

Industrial conditions in this country, with very few exceptions, 
do not demand a return to the rates imposed by the act of 1890. 
The bitter contest which is going on among the leading nations 
of the world for industrial supremacy has brought about improve- 
ments in methods and economies in production to an extent which 
was not thought possible a few years ago. These new conditions 
must be taken into account in considering the rates to be imposed. 

Without relinquishing one particle of our devotion to the cause 
of protection, we feel that we have a right to ask that the cause 
shall not be burdened by the imposition of duties which are un- 
necessary and excessive. In the readjustment of rates suggested 
the committee have tried in every instance to make them suffi- 
ciently protective to domestic interests without being prohibitive. 


REVENUE. 


The framers of the House bill estimate a total revenue from the 
bill of $269,105,710 based upon importations of 1896. This would 
be the revenue ever received from customs duties, and an 
increase of $113,479,793 over the customs revenue of 1896, and of 
$70,732,254 over that of 1893. 

The report of the Ways and Means Committee of the House 
recognizes the fact that anticipatory importations will largely 
reduce the expected revenues of the first fiscal year under thenew 
tariff; but after making allowance for these importations, the re- 
port estimates an increased income. of $76,000,000 for the year 
1898, provided the law should be passed by May1. If its enact- 
ment were delayed until July 1, the report added that $15,000,000 
additional would easily be lost to the public Treasury. 

This estimated increase of $76,000,000 was distributed as follows 
among the several schedules: 


It is not my purpose at this time to enter upon an analysis of 
the estimated revenue for the years su uent to 1898. In esti- 


mating the revenue likely to accrue from the of the bill 
the committee are compelled to take into consideration the exist- 
pee of oie ue e mi - — 5 — 2 safe con- 
usion by applying pro ra’ item by item, to 
. year 1896. It will be apparent from a critical 
examination of the provisions of the House bill that the estimate 
of $60,000,000 increase of revenue, if the bill should become a law 
adie pl af which Qi judgment ists 
o in W zu 18 we 
may take cepe poe y eee Schedule, from which $24,000,000 
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out of $76,000,000 increase is expected. The fact is well known 
that there have been unusual iinportations of wool in anticipation 
of the reimposition of a duty—enough, according to the trade re- 
pors; to supply all the foreign wool needed by the domestic manu- 
acturers for more than a year. Some experts have estimated the 
supply as sufficient for our needs for a much longer period. 
he total imports of wool into the three principal ports for the 
first four months of the year 1897 were 203,451,434 pounds, as 
against total imports of 224,803,620 pounds in the entire fiscal year 
1896, wben the imports of wool were larger than ever before. Of 
class 1 wool, the importations for these four months reach an 
aggregate of 135,163,760 2 against 117,533,750 pounds for the 
entire fiscal year 1896. The imports of wool of class 1 into these 
three ports for the month of April alone aggregated 70,885,965 
pounds, nearly double the largest importation of class 1 wools 
e imported into the country in any one year under dutiable 
wool, 

These statistics justify the belief that there can be no revenue 
from the wool duties during the fiscal year 1898, except possibly 
asmall amount from third-class wools. e estimate of $14,000,000 
increase from woolen goods is equally erroneous, not simply for 
the reason that there have been large importations of woolens, 
but for the additional reason that during the fiscal year 1898 the 
domestic manufacturers will use supplies purchased on a free- 
wool basis, and will have so great a temporary advantage over for- 
eign manufacturers on this account that it is reasonable to ex- 
pect that the imports of woolens in 1898 will be less in value than 
in any recent year, and that so far from an increase in revenue 
from this source, by reason of increased duties, we must look 
rather for an actual decrease. 

The same condition exists, in lesser degree perhaps, with refer- 
ence to other schedules. Instead of an increased revenue from 
tobacco, we may more safely count upon a small decrease in the first 
year; the increase from sugar will be much less than the Ways 
and Means Committee’s estimate, owing to the fact that one- 
quarter of the year’s supplies of raw sugar will probably be im- 
ported before any new rates.of duty can be applied to them. 

The Secretary of the Treasury estimates the expenditures for 
all p ses for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, at $466,946,- 
047.28. The Finance Committee estimate therevenue to be derived 
in the same fiscal year from customs, if the provisions of the bill 
reported by them be enacted into law, at $182,744,000. This 
includes an estimated revenue from the temporary duty on tea 
15 $8,000,000, The estimate of receipts by schedules is as fol- 

ows: 


Schedule. 


A 8,000, 
182, 744, 000 


8888888888 


The committee estimate the receipts from internal revenue for 
the same period at 8170, 700,000. If we add to this the Treasury 
estimate for miscellaneous receipts, $20,000,000, and the receipts 
on account of the Post-Office, $96,227,076, we have a total estimate 
of receipts for the fiscal year 1898 of $469,671,076, or an estimated 
excess of receipts over expenditures for that year of $2,725,028.72. 

In estimating the receipts from internal revenue for this year, 
we have added to the usual receipts from this source $23,900,000, 
which is the estimate of the Internal Revenue Bureau of the addi- 
tional revenue which will be derived from the increase in taxes on 
fermented liquors, cigarettes, tobacco, and snuff, provided by the 
suggested amendments. The additional tax on fermented liquors 
ide the duties on tea are imposed until January 1, 1900, by which 
date it is believed the business of the country will have adjusted 
itself to the new tariff, and the customs receipts and internal-reve- 
nue taxes will supply ample revenue to meet the expenses of the 
Government. 

If the estimated revenue from the duty on tea and the additional 
internal-revenue taxesshould be omitted from the committee's esti- 
mates of receipts, there would be an estimated deficiency of $29,- 
175,000instead of asurplus of $2.725,028.72. The committee believe 
it to be the imperative duty of Congress to providein the measure 
under consideration for a revenue which will certainly meet the 
requirements of the Government for the next fiscal year. The 
adoption of a revenue bill which should fail in this purpose, and 
which should create an additional deficiency in the immediate 
future, which would require a further issue of bonds to meet cur- 
rent expenditures, would certainly be fatal to the hopes of future 


success of any political party responsible for such legislation. 


In selecting the sources for additional revenue, the committee 
decided to increase temporarily the tax on articles of voluntary 
use, rather than to assess additional duties, which might prove in- 
operative, upon articles of necessity or upon those which enter into 
our manufactured products. Assuming that the necessity for 
additional revenue exists, and of this we believe there can be no 
question, there is no economic reason, and none that affects the 
public interests, why beer and tobacco should not bear their share 
of additional taxation. The committee believe that the duty pro- 
posed on tea will not prove a serious burden upon the consumers 
of that article. 

_ Nothing in the theory of protection interferes with the imposi- 

tion of further internal-revenue taxes by protectionists whenever 
such a course is found desirable for revenue purposes. In the 
future it is almost certain that we shall be obliged to depend more 
and more upon taxes of this nature for necessary revenue. 
_ In the years to come we must expect a decrease rather than an 
increase m the customs revenue to be derived under the principal 
Schedules of the tariff. Take the revenue from the metal schedule 
as an illustration. In 1882 the revenue from manufactures of 
iron and steel was more than $29,000,000. In the year 1896 this was 
reduced to $10,000,000, and a large portion of this sum was paid 
out as drawbacks upon tin plate. 

With duties adequately protective upon manufactures of cotton, 
wool, silk, and flax, we may expect a constantly diminishing rev- 
enue from the importations of these products, If the rates im- 
posed by this bill on sugar should be found to lead to the rapid 
development of the beet-sugar industry in the United States, we 
may expect large reductions year by year in the contemplated 
revenue from sugar. Some of the most sanguine advocates of the 
policy of encouraging beet-sugar productionin this country believe 
that we shall within ten years produce a sufficient quantity to 
supply the domestic demand. 

e legitimate result of a protective polioy is to give the Amer- 
ican market to American producers. hen this becomes an ac- 
complished fact, the revenue growing out of protective duties 
disappears. It must be evident, therefore, that we must look for 
other sources of revenue. Whether it should be along the line of 
an increase of internal-revenue taxes, such as we have suggested, 
or whether some other sources of revenue should-be sought, it is 
not necessary now to determine, 

It is safe to assume that numerous objectors will always be 
found to any plan for increased taxation. In this particular case 
the committee are only strenuous that a wise public policy 
requires that our revenues should at all times be equal to our 
expenditures, and that the people of the United States will not be 
satisfied with any revenue measure that does not provide adequate 
income for this pu 5 

If we examine in detail the changes suggested by the committee, 
we shall find that the rates in the chemical schedule are lower than 
those in the act of 1890. 

In Schedule B, the earthenware schedule, at the earnest solici- 
tation of the manufacturers in this country, we have recommended 
a compound rate of duty on all manufactures of earthenware, 
china, porcelain, etc. The destructive reduction in rates on these 
articles made by the act of 1894 resulted in the complete demorali- 
n Ki the business, and manufacturers and workmen have alike 
suffered. 

The rates suggested are much lower than the manufacturers 
believe to be necessary. They are, in a certain sense, experimental. 
Other countries levy a specific duty upon manufactures of carthen- 
ware, china, and porcelain, but none of them assess as high a du 
as that suggested by the committee. The rates in the glass sched- 
ule are reduced somewhat below the rates of 1890, but they are 
still higher than those of the act of 1894. 2 

In the metal schedule the rates of the act of 1894 have been 
largely retained; in a few cases they have been reduced. 

Among the reductions is the reduction of the duty upon steel rails 
from $7.84 per ton to $6.72 per ton. The progressive reduction 
which has taken place on this important manufacture within the 
last fifteen years furnishes one of the most striking illustrations 
of the beneficent character of the protective policy and the rapid 
development of American industry. Prior to 1883 the rate of 
duty imposed upon steel rails was $28 per ton. It was reduced by 
the act of 1883 to $15.68 per ton; it was reduced by the act of 1890 
to $15.44 per ton; it was reduced by the act of 1894 to $7.84 per 
ton, and we now suggest, as a rate of duty amply protective, $6.72 

r ton. 

PAN hat is true of this article is true, perhaps to a lesser extent, 
of many other articles in these schedules. They show that gradu- 
ally but surely the American manufacturer is taking the Amer- 
ican market; and, as in the case of steel rails, it will not be a long 
time before these manufacturers will be able to go out into the 
neutral markets of the world and compete with the great indus- 
trial nations óf Europe, vindicating, as my friend from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HAWLEY] suggests, completely the doctrine of pro- 
tection. 


1897. 


In the miscellaneous manufactures of iron and steel, the para- 
graph relating to pocket cutlery has been reduced to a point some- 
what below the act of 1890 and considerably below the House rates. 
The committee suggests an increase in the duty on lead ore of 
one-half cent per pound, in deference to the wishes of the lead 
producers of the intermountain States. 

In Schedule D the provisions of the House bill on sawed lumber 
are retained, with a slight reduction of the duties on planed lum- 
ber. The committee found a great difference of opinion existing 
in different parts of the country in regard to the proper rate to be 
imposed upon the articles in this schedule. Many hearings were 

ven to Senators interested on one side or the other of the ques- 

lon, with the result I have indicated. 
SUGAR, 

In the sugar schedule, E, we have suggested a change in rates 
and in the manner of assessing the duties. As the schedule is a 
very important one, it seems proper that I should explain defi- 
nitely the effect of the provisions we recommend. 

The annual consumption of sugar in the United States is about 
2,000,000 gross tons of 2,240 pounds each, with a value, based on 
foreign prices, approximating $90,000,000. If the high duties pro- 
posed in either the House or Senate bill should be adopted, the 
annual cost of sugar toconsumers would be more than $160,000,000, 
Of the consumption.of 1896, 40,000 tons, or 2 per cent, were beet 
sugars produced in the United States, and 243,000 tons, or 12 per 
cent, were domestic cane sugars, and 157,000 tons, or 8 per cent, 
were sugars admitted from the Hawaiian Islands free of duty 
under our treaty with the Hawaiian Government. The 2,000,000 
tons of sugar consumed in the United States constitute nearly 30 
per cent of the total consumption of the world, the total sugar 
crop of 1896 being approximately 7,000,000 tons, of which 4,300,000, 
or about 614 per cent of the whole, were beet sugars. 

The large amount of sugar consumed by every family in the 
United States makes the question of the proper treatment of sugar 
in a tariff bill a very important one. e pressing necessity for 
securing greatly increased revenues seems to render a return to 
the Republican policy of free sugar adopted in 1890 an impossi- 
bility. The demand for revenue purposes, and the belief that 
every reasonable effort should be made to encourage the produc- 
tion of beet sugar in the United States, led a majority of the 
Finance Committee to recommend the high rates upon sugar 
which are contained in the bill now before the Senate. 

Itis believed by the friends of the beet-sugar industry that we 
can successfully imitate the example of Germany in the rapid 
development of beet-sugar production. Germany has within four 
pan increased her product by 50 per cent, and, as the result of 

er system of bounties, is now successfully inyading the sugar 
markets of the world. She apparently has no natural advantages 
over the United States in the production of sugar, and it is quite 
reasonable to suppose that we may be able, by the maintenance 
of a high duty, or by a judicious system of bounties, within a 
comparatively short time to supply a considerable portion of the 
domestic demand. 

The bill,as it came to us from the House of Representatives, 
contains provisions which levy a specific duty, basei upon polari- 
scopic test, upon imported sugar, varying from 1 cent per pound 
at 75 degrees, tg 14 cents per pound on all sugars above No. 16 
Dutcli standard in color, and refined sugars. e effect of these 
rates, as applied to the total importations at the port of New York 
for the month of J nd Erud ,is shown by a table, which I sub- 
mit to the Senate, which has been prepared by the customs officers 
in New York. The rates suggested show a range of ad valorem 
equivalents from 78.2 to 144.3 per cent. An examination of 
the table will show that the scale of rates adopted bears very 
unequally upon low-grade sugars. The character and extent 
of this discrimination led your committee to believe that the 
schedule should be modified. The committee determined, after a 
careful examination of the whole subject, to recommend rates 
which would be in their effect as high, at least, as the House bill, 
but which would be levied in a manner that would make the ad 
valorem equivalents more uniform. 

The sugars of the world are divided into two very important 
classes, with two others of much less and constantly diminishing 
importance. As I have already shown, beet sugars, which con- 
stitute one class, comprise about 60 per cent of the total produc- 
tion. Of the cane-sugar crop of, say, 2,700,000 tons, more than 
2,000,000 tons, or nearly 30 per cent of the total crop of all sugars, 
arecentrifugals, sold on a basis of 96 degrees test. e have, there- 
fore, approximately 90 per cent of the sugars of the world covered 
by these two great classes. The remainder is made up of Musco- 
vado sugars, testing about 89 degrees, and sun-dried, clayed, and 
molasses sugars, testing not above 87 degrees. é 

The appraiser's office in New York estimates that the amount of 
sugars imported below 80 degrees is but little over 1 per cent, 
hardly enough to take into consideration, while the su, im- 
port below 84 degrees, the first real basis of value, is under 4 per 
cent, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1229 


We believe that the 1 of the high specific rates u 
low-grade sugars testing 87 degrees or below would have the effect 
to exclude them from the markets of the United States. The 
total amount of these low grades produced is, as I have already 
stated, unimportant as compared with the total sugar crop, but 
their continued importation into the United States is very im- 
portant when viewed from the standpoint of our trade and com- 
merce with other countries. The sugars reterred to are imported 
from the e Islands, Java, China, Brazil, the British West 
Indies, Puerto Rico, Haiti, Santo Domingo, Mauritius, Egypt, and 
the Argentine Republic. They are largely brought to the United 
States, especially from countries in the East, as return cargoes of 
American ships that take from the United States cotton cloth, pe- 
troleum, and other American manufactured products, the principal 
article of export in many cases being cotton goods, and these coun- 
tries furnish practically the only foreign market for the export of 
these goods. To exclude from the American market all the low- 
grade cane sugars from near-by countries, and sugars of all grades 
from distant countries, would confine American purchasers to beet 
sugarandtocentrifugals from points nearestthe United States, and 
send all other sugars to free markets, like Canada and England. 
They are not important to refiners. In fact, refiners do not seek 
them, as they destroy machinery, unless it be specially adapted 
for the purpose. Upon investigation it will be found that few 
refiners use them. ; 

This policy would undoubtedly increase the price of sugars 
from near-by countries and necessarily add to the cost of sugar 
to consumers in the United States. "These are the reasons which 
led your committee to suggest an ad valorem rate of 75 per cent 
on all sugars testing not above 87 degrees. But this rate can never 
apply to but a very small portion of the sugars of the world, as 
from obvious causes the proportionate amount of such sugars is 
constantly decreasing. - 

This is owing to the fact that it is never profitable for any sugar 
producer to produce low-grade sugars if he has the machinery to 
make the high grades, In one case the percentage of sugar ex- 
tracted from the cane is very much less than in the other, and 
that percentage is absolutely wasted to the producer. 

There are noconsiderations, in our opinion, affecting the revenue 
or the interests of domestic producers that should lead Congress 
to adopt a policy of exclusion with reference to these sugars. 

Of the cane sugars testing above 87 degrees, very much the larger 

vei as I have already stated, are centrifugals, testing about 

egrees. 

Perhaps I ought to say a word about what centrifugals“ are. 
Centrifugal sugars get their name from the centrifugal machine, 
which, by a revolving process, excludes the moisture and dries the 
sugars in the process of their manufacture. These sugars are 
boiled in a vacuum pan instead of an open kettle. 

The committee, in considering the question whether they 
should adopt the specific scale contained in the House schedule 
for sugars testing above 87 degrees, were confronted with the 
fact that these rates would discriminate in favor of the sugars of 
certain localities and values against those of others. The detailed 
tables furnished us by the appraisers’ office in New York, show- 
ing the value of the importations for the month of January, 
1897, disclose the fact that sugars of substantially the same polari- 
scopic test vary considerably in value. With high specific 8 
approximating 75 per cent in ad valorem equivalents, serious 
inequalities would result, unfairly discriminating against the 
sugars of some countries, The extent of the variations of rates 
I have alluded to would not be important when applied to most 
articles of imported merchandise. Sugar is, however, probably 
sold at.a smaller margin of profit than any other article in general 
use. 

The large quautity of sugar consumed in the United States 
renders it all the more important that there should be no dis- 
criminationor inequality in the rates levied upon this article which 
would result in restricted markets and higher prices. 

The committee, after full consideration, reached the conclusion 
that the essential elements of a certainty of revenue and an 
adjustment of rates that would lessen discriminations could best 
be secured by the adoption of compound rates. While we, as 
protectionists, are strongly in favor of the policy of adopting 
Specific rates everywhere where they can be Span, we are nof 
unmindful of the fact that when they are applied to articles vary- 
ing widely in value inequalities are certain to arise. The use of 
compound rates is common in every tariff bill. Compound rates 
are adhered to in this bill. They are applied in many, if not in 
most, of the important paragraphs of the House bill, and have 
been retained by the Senate committee. By their adoption in 
this case rates much more equitable in their application to sugars 
of varying values with the same test are best secured. The 
committee therefore adopted the suggestion, which is contained 
in the bill we have repor to the Senate, of imposing a specific 
duty, which is equivalent to about 40 per centum ad valorem, with 
an additional duty of 35 per centum ad valoremon all sugars from 
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87 to 100 degrees, with thirteen-hundredths of a cent 
additional on all sugars above No. 16 Dutch standar 
and on refined su, 

We are sati from the statements submitted to us by the 
appraising and executive officers in New York that there will be 
no difficulty in the administration of ad valorem rates on sugar 
in the limited form which we have recommended, and no danger of 
undervaluations to any appreciable extent. The prices of all the 
leading grades of sugar in all the markets of the world are trans- 
mitted b tologranh daily to the principal markets of the United 
States. ifficulties which have been encountered in the ad- 
ministration of a law imposing specific rates based upon polari- 
scopic test have been much greater than in thecase of ad valorem 
rates. In the case of the former the safety of the revenue depends 
largely, if not solely, upon the skill and honesty of the samplers 
and the examiners who use the polariscope. During the time the 
act of 1883 was in force it was found that the tests of sugars im- 
ported at the different cities from the same localities were by no 
means uniform. With com d rates, one method of assessing 
duties acts as a check upon the other, and we believe there can be 
no valid objection, from a public standpoint, to the mixed specific 
and ad valorem rates suggested. 

More than 90 per cent of the sugar which is imported into the 
United States has heretofore been imported in a raw condition, 
and has been refined here, and it is therefore of importance that 
we should consider carefully the effect which the schedule pro- 

ed by the Senate committee would have upon the refining in- 
ustry. I assume that it will be admitted in 1 that this 
industry is entitled to fair treatment. The fact that the business, 
as conducted to-day, is in comparatively few hands, and that a 
large portion of it is carried on by onecompany, while it furnishes 
a reason for unusual care in the adjustment of rates in order 
that no undue or unfair advantage shall be given to sugar refiners, 
should not be allowed to furnish a pretext in the preparation of a 
tariff bill constructed upon protective lines for the destruction of 
a great industry. In other words, it is important from every 
economic standpoint that we make it possible that the refining 
of sugar can besuccessfully carried on here, and that the business 
m not turned over by legislative discrimination to German re- 
ers. 

It is therefore incumbent upon us to show that no protection 
is given the refining interests by the proposed schedule beyond 
that which is adequate forthe continued existence of the business 
in the United States. For this purpose I have prepared a series 
of statements, which I submit for your consideration, showing the 
actual difference between the rates imposed by the schedule upon 
Taw s of different grades and refined. 

The of these tables to which I will call your attention shows 
the rates imposed upon each grade of auar testing above 87 de- 
grees by the House bill and the Senate bill. It shows further the 
1 80 ifferential on each grade in both the House and Senate 
The actual differential between the rates on raw and refined 
sugar must be in every case the difference between the sum which 
the refiner has to pay as duty on a sufficient number of pounds of 
sugar of the given grade necessary to produce 100 pounds of re- 
fined and the sum which his competitor has to pay as duty on 100 
pounds of refined. This statement must, it seems to me, meet with 
universal acquiescence. 

These tables are based upon prices of sugar in the month of 
March, 1897. We have taken the foreign value of centrifugals 
testing 96 degrees at 2.25cents per pound. We have taken the scale 
of variations in value up and down from this point that was used 
by the Ways and Means Committee of the House in their compu- 
tation of the effect of the rates suggested by them on the various 


es of sugar. 
The scale to which I refer was based upon variations in value 
in bond in New York, but the value at the 96-degree test ha 
pone to be the same as the foreign dutiable value of centrifugals 
‘for the month of March. The variation in the scale between the 
price of 96 test centrifugals and 89 test Muscovados is not the 
actual market variation of to-day. The table, however, shows 

the actual value in March at 96 degrees, and the variation at 89 

degree would not affect the differentials appreciably. 

t should be borne in mind that nearly two-thirds of the cane 
sugars imported test 96 degrees, and about 25 per cent test 89 
degrees. difference between the value of 96 test and 89 test 
in January was mex hundredths of a cent per pound. The 
difference shown in the scale is twenty-four hun ths. If the 
difference in March had been thirty-six hundredths, the dif- 
ferential shown on 89 test by the table would have been 4.2 cents 
100 pounds greater than that shown in the table, while the dif- 
ferential on centrifugals would have been the same. 

As a basis for ascertaining the rate of duty on refined su; 
imposed by the Senate proposition, I have taken the average 
f. o. b. Hamburg, of first marks, German granulated, for the 
month of March. I submit a table of daily quotations for the 


pound 
in color, 


ue, 
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month. "This value is equivalent in our currency to 2.30 cents per 
prune. These prices are taken as a basis for all tables and calcu- 
0 


ns, 

As a basis for the calculation of the number of pounds of sugar 
of each polariscopic test reqnired to make 100 pounds of refined 
sugar, I have taken the statement of the Treasury Department, pro- 
mulgated June 25, 1896, Department Circular No. 102, I assume 
there will be no question as toits accuracy. The computations 
have been confirmed by various statements furnished by the 
appraiser's office in New York. : 

or illustration, I will take an analysis of sugar testing 88 de- 
grees, made by the chemist in charge of the sugar laboratory in 
New York. is sugar contained % per cent of ash, 4.13 per 
cent of invert sugar, and an outturn of 81.85 per cent of crys- 
tallizable sugar. Of this sugar it would take 122.17 pounds to 
make 100 pounds of refined sugar. The Treasury estimate is 
122.41 for test. It will be noticed that this sugar contained 
4.13 per cent of invert sugar. This invert sugar becomes si 
in the process of refining, and is worth from one-half to three- 
fourths of a cent per pound. The result in this case would 
probably be a fair estimate of the average result of the value of 
the residuum of invert sugar contained in all cane sugars testin 
in the neighborhood of 89 degrees. The value of this sirup woul 
not appreciably affect differentials. 

The same chemist made at the same time a test of 94 degrees 
centrifugals, which showed 5% per cent of ash and 2.47 per cent 
of invert sugar and an outturn of 90.27 per cent of refined sugar. 
In this case the amount of 94-degree test sugar required to make 
, the amount 


100 pounds of refined would be 110.77 as against 111. 
named in the table, with 2} pounds of sirup. 

It must be evident from these examples that the Treasury state- 
ment shows the entire amount of crystallizable sugar that can be 
obtained in each case from 100 pounds of raws. 

The table is as follows: 


d 


19 and 35 < — 147.95 17.35 | 15.40 
81 and 35 £ — 151.35 16.33 | 14.08 
83 and 35 € = 154.75 15.43 | 12.86 
85 and 35 € — 158.15 14.62 | 11.76 
87 and 35% = 161.55 13.95 | 10.81 
89 and 25 € — 164.60 13.38 | 10.39 
91 and 35 £ = 167. 65 12.82 | 10.08 
Wand 35 %— 170.70 12.56 | 9.86 
95 and 35 € = 173.75 12.33 | 9.77 
97 and 35 $ — 176. 80 12.20 | 9.90 
99 and 35 € = 179. 85 12.20 | 9.94 


Above No, 16 D. 8. in color—House 187.50, Senate 196.50. 


This table shows that the differential between raw and refined 
Li dem by the Senate proponon varies from 9.77 to 15.40 cents per 
100 pounds, while the differential in the House bill varies from 12.20 
to 17.35 cents per 100 pounds. It will be seen from an examination 
of this table that the differential between granulated sugar and 
96-degree centrifugals—this being by far the most important class 
of raw sugars and in amount two-thirds of the total imports of 
raw cane—is 9.87 cents per 100 pounds; on 94-degree centrifugals 
the differential is 10.08 cents; on 89-d Muscovados the differ- 
ential is 14.6 cents 100 pounds. only possible variation 
from these differen in any case would be where there is a dif- 
ference in the foreign value of sugars of the same polariscopic test. 
For instance, a variation of one-tenth of a cent per pound in this 
value, up or down, would produce an increase or reduction, as 
the case might be, of the differential of 34 cents per 100 pounds. 
A difference of two-tenths of a cent per pound in such value—and 
this is probably the extreme limit of the variation in any case 
would result in an increase or reduction of 7 cents per 100 pounds. 

Inorder to show that the committee's proposition does not give 
undue advantage to beet sugars as com with cane e the 
following statement has been prepared by me to show the differen- 


tial between raw and refined beet sugars, in comparison with the 
ifferential of the same sugars, based on the rates imposed by 

existing law: ; ^ 

SSC analysis, and on German granu- 


1897. 
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I have also taken March figures, shown by table submitted, as 
& basis for this computation, these being 197 for raw beets, 88 per 
cent analysis, and 230 for German ieee the prices in each 
case being f. o. b. Hamburg. It will be seen that the differential 
on beet sugars by the Senate proposition is slightly less than that 
of the existing law. - 

I bave taken first marks German granulated for the comparison, 
as this is the sugar that competes with our refiners and es 
the proper basis for comparison. If I had taken fine German 
granulated, which costs thirteen-hundredths of a cent per pound 
more, as a basis, the differential would be 15.36 cents per 100 

unds on 96 degrees test, and if I had taken Dutch cane granu- 
fated. that costs thirty-hundredths of a cent per pound more, the 
differential would be 21.3 cents per 100 pounds. 8 

The following statement shows what the differentials would be 
in case the values of sugars were one-half a cent per pound higher 
than those in March, 1897, and if the values were one-half a cent 
lower than these figures: 

Basis of $3.75 per 100 lbs. 96-degree test. 


Ratesonnum- 
ber 


rt Diff 
nec eren- 
Degrees. Price. Rate, produce 100 
pounds re- 
fin 
T D. o e NEL AT 165.45 202.52 11.48 
3 —————— oo 179.05 205. 80 8.20 
BL Senne ee evnR Rise fca qaidem 2.75 191.25 205.53 8.47 
eS Sai jee n PS Cer 214.00 }.......... 
Basiz of $1.75 per 100 lbs. 96-degree test. 
$1.47 130.45 159.68 19.32 
1,68 144. 05. 165.58 13.42 
1.75 150.25 167. 92 11.08 
179.00 |.........- 


Senate and House differentials based on $2.25, $1.75, and $2.75, respectively, per 
100 pounds, 96 degrees. 


Differential. 

Degrees. — —— 

Senate. House. 
— — —— eei muUis ^ Mis ME 15.40 17.35 
1.47 19.32 17.35 
2:47 11.48 17.35 
[S es Lal JUD DOE Heat Dunn Acn om or ir ARE 2.13 10.81 13.95 
L63 13.42 13. 95 
2.63 8.20 13.95 
EPCS E AE TEACA SEER etre fh E rure Nga Ea E T ET P CA 2.25 9.77 12. 
. 1.75 11.08 12.33 
2.15 8.47 12.33 


Greater fluctuations up or down would not affect these figures 
materially. ^ à 

I have taken the March figures as a basis for all comparisons, as 
I believe they fairly represent normal conditions. Within the past 
week, however, strangely enough, the foreign value of German 
granulated has been less than that of 96 degree test centrifugals. 

This fact shows clearly the character of the competition which 
the American refiner of cane sugars is now obliged to meet. Under 
existing law Gerinan refined receives thirty-eight hundredths of a 
cent per pound export bounty. The countervailing duty here is 
but one-tenth of a cent per pound. The German refiner, therefore, 
receives a net bounty of twenty-eight hundredths of a cent per 

and, This enables him to sell his product at a less price than 

e American refiner has to pay for 96-d. centrifugals. Itis 
this kind of competition which 1s driving the cane-sugar producers 
and refiners of the world to the wall. 

The anomalous state of prices to which I have called your atten- 
tion is liable to occur at any time until there ia an equalization of 
existing conditions. 

My attention has been called to a statement published over the 
signature of the Hon. William L. Wilson, late chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means and Postmaster-General under 
Mr. Cleveland's Administration, in which he estimates the differ- 
ence in the rates imposed by the Senate committee's proposition 
on raw sugars of 92 degrees test and those on granulated of 38.8 
cents per 100 pounds, not including the difference imposed by 
bounty provisions, to which I will allude hereafter. Mr. Wilson's 
Statement is as follows: 

take raw su ting 92 the basis, and Mr. Ben, i 
Pad — 95 testimony Dae the ee Sr aN Y D 


produces 85, mds of crys 
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cents. Tho specific duty on 100 pounds of “sugars stand- 
an of "—which is the 
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which it wasmade. Both of sugars are further dutiable 35 per cent ad 
valorem. The average ne per pound of all the dutiable raw sı rs im- 
ported in 1896, as assessed at the custom-house for taxation, was 0.02135; of all 
refined, 0.0277. The ad valorem duty on 100 pounds of refined sugar at 35 per 
cent would be 97 cents; on 107 pounds of raw would be 79 cents. This gives 
18 cents more protection to the 100 pounds of refined than was given to the 
107 pounds of which it was made. 


PILING UP THE BENEFITS. 


The refiner has 20.8 cents protection on a hundred pounds under the spe- 
cific duty and 18 cents under the ad valorem—in all, 38.8 cents—after he is 
compensated for the duties he has paid on his raw sugars. 


On account of Mr. Wilson's great reputation and the fact that 
his statement has been used as a basis for criticisms of the pro- 
posed Senate amendment, it seems proper that I should point out 
its strange inaccuracies. Mr. Wilson, after stating that 100 
pounds of sugar testing 91 degrees by the polariscope would 
produce 85 pounds of crystallized or granulated sugar, assumes 
that 107 pounds of raw sugar of 92 degrees test will produce 100 
pounds of granulated. It must appear at once, upon an exami- 
nation of this statement, that Mr. Wilson has made a serious 
mistake in his figures. If, as he states, 100 pounds of 91-degree 
sugar will produce but 85 pounds of granulated, it must evidently 
require more than 117 pounds of such raw sugar, instead of 107, 
to produce 100 pounds of granulated. If we take the Treasury 
figure of the number of pounds of 92-degree sugars necessary to 
produce 100 pounds of ed, which is 114.94, we shall reach a 
widely different result. It should be remembered that the Treas- 
ury calculations were adopted by the Administration of which 
Mr. Wilson was at the time a conspicuous member. 

Mr. Wilson takes as a basis for his computation of the ad valo- 
rem duty on refined sugars the value of 2.77 cents per pound. Now, 
itis well known by everyone familiar with the facts that the only 
refined sugar which comes in serious competition with the Ameri- 
can product is German granulated, the price of which, as 1 haye 
already shown, in the month of March was 2.3 cents per pound. 
Taking this value, as we are bound to do if we desire to treat the 
question 3 MEO a — 3 92 caeron ae 
Taw sugars and granu sugars of 10.81 cents per 100 poun 
instead of 38.80 cents, as suggested by Mr. Wilson. 

The claim has been made that the committee's schedule would 
give the sugar refiners great advantages when compared with the 
present law or the House proposition. In order to show the ab- 
surdity of these claims, we have prepared with great care the tables 
submitted. If we compare the committee’s proposition with the 
present law, we find that, instead of the 40 per cent ad valorem and 
one-eighth cent per pound additional therein im , the Senate 
proposalis 35 per cent ad valorem and one-eighth cent additional 
on refined, and also a ific rate on raws varying from seventy- 
nine hundredths to 1.03 cents per pound on sugars testing from 
88 to 100 degrees. The specific rates in this case would clearly 
give no advantage whatever to the refiners, but, on the contrary, 
would impose a great burden on them, as a much larger invest- 
ment would be required to the purchasers of sugars and the 
greater risk of loss incident to business. 

The ultimate value of any grade of raw sugar must be based 
upon the erystallizable su that can be extracted from it, less 
the cost of extraction and transportation toa market. It must 
be evident that a specific duty, arranged on a scale that bears 
equally upon all these grades of raw sugar, can under no cir- 
cumstances afford any protection to refiners. The ad valorem 
rates and differential contained in the committee's suggestion 
certainly can not therefore be more favorable to refiners than 
existing law. 

It is undoubtedly true that every sugar refiner of the United 
States would greatly prefer the existing law to either the House 
or the Senate proposition. 

In the tables I have submitted no allusion is made to the bounty 
rovisions contained in both the Senate and House proposals. 
he adoption of these or similar provisions for 5 

duties seems to be a necessity if we are to develop the beet-sugar 
industry in the United States. Otherwise it will be possible for 
any foreign country, by extension of its bounties, to neutralize 
entirely the effect of our protective duties. These bounty provi- 
sions can not, I believe, be of any practical advantage to sugar 
refiners. Germany pays an export bounty on raw sugars equiva- 
lent to 27 cents per 100 pounds, and on refined sugars to 38 cents 

100 pounds. The erican refiner would be obliged to pay 

.67 cents additional duty on the amount of raw beet sugar 
which is necessary to produce 100 pounds of granulated sugar. 
There would be no possible escape from this payment. Whether 
it would be possible to successfully collect the 38 cents or 27 cents 
per 100 pounds on any imported refined is very problematical. It 
would be extremely difficult to enforce the provisions of the act as 
against refined sugars from Holland or Great Britain in which 
bounty-paid German raw s had been used in whole or in 
g 7.33 cents per 100 pounds differ- 
ential between th ty on raw and refined sugar is so uncer- 
tain that, in my judgment, it should not be given any consider- 
able value in the discussion of this proposition. 


1232 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 25, 


WHAT THE EFFECT WOULD BE. 
In considering the important question whether the differential 
proposed by either the House or the Senate billis greater than it 
should be, we are bound, in fairness, to take into consideration 
existing conditions and the changes which have taken place since 
the enactment of the act of 1894. When that act was under dis- 
cussion in the Senate, the difference in the foreign value of German 
3 and raw beets, 88 per cent analysis, was fifty-seven hun- 
redths of a cent per pound. In March the difference was thirty- 
three hundredths of a cent per pound. The importations of refined 
sugars into the United States amounted in 1891 to 4,000,000 pounds, 
and in 1892 to 14, 000, 000 pounds. Theimportationsin 1896 amounted 
to 187,000,000 pounds, While the importations in the single month 
of April, 1897, amounted to nearly 32,000,000 pounds. German 
refiners have driven the sugar-refining industry of Great Britain 
almost entirely out of existence. There are only two sugar refin- 
eries now in operation in that country. As I have already stated, 
the Germans are invading every sugar market of the world with 
their product. Most of the German granulated imported is the 
result of a continuous process of refining. 

For months raw beet sugar and German granulated have sold 
on an absolute parity of value, taking only into account the per- 
centages of pure sugar contained in each. If we assume the cost 
of refining sugarin the United Statesto be approximately one-half 
a cent per pound, and if German refined can be sold without loss 
on the same basis with German raws, it must be evident that the 
differentials suggested in the Senate proposition are not only not 
excessive, but they are quite likely in the near future to prove in- 
adequate to secure the continuance of the business of sugar refinin 
in the United States. If the importations of German granulat 
should increase at the same ratio that they have since the act of 
1894 was adopted, the Germans will certainly secure at an early 
daya ern 0 partof the American market. The protection afforded 
by the differentials proposed by the Senate committee is, 1 believe, 
not only less by percentage, but less with reference to the actual 
requirements of the industry, than that afforded by the rates im- 
posed upon any other important industry by the terms of the bill, 


HAWAIIAN TREATY. 


The committee will also By yet and present an amendment to 
the House provisions in regard to the Hawaiian treaty. The ex- 
isting commercial treaty between the United States and the Gov- 
ernment of these islands provides for the free admission of raw 
sagars, the product of the islands, into the United States. If this 
treaty should remain in force, it would result in giving a bounty to 
the Hawaiian sugar producers amounting to more than $8,000,000 
per annum. It was not contemplated, when the original treaty 
was made or when it was extended, that any possible advantage 
o? this kind could ever result from its terms to the people of the 
Sandwich Islands. 

The effect of this bounty would undoubtedly be to stimulate 
enormously the production of sugar in the Hawaiian Islands, 
While we can not fairly abrogate a treaty of this kind with a 
friendly country without notice, we believe that negotiations 
should at once be entered into looking to such a modification of 
the treaty as will reduce the bounty to be paid Hawaiian sugar 
producers to a reasonable sum, and the committee will present an 
amendment looking in this direction at an early day. 

There should be no difficulty in securing through the treaty- 
making power such modifications of the treaty as will be satis- 
factory to both countries without injury to either. It certainly 
can not be expected that the United States will continue for any 
length of time to pay a bonus of seven or eight millions of dollars 
per annum as an inducement to any foreign country to trade 
with us. I assume there will be no difficulty in securing proper 
modifications of the treaty so that it will not be necessary for the 
Government of the United States to give the one year's notice of 
the abrogation of the treaty, which is provided for by its terms. 

In Schedule F we have suggested a return to the rates imposed 
by the act of 1894 on leaf tobacco. This action is far from satis- 
factory to the growers of wrapper tobacco in the United States. 
There is a very wide difference of opinion among those whose 
interests are affected as to what rates should be adopted. 

In Schedule G the rates imposed on agricultural products are 
practically those levied by the act of 1890. 

In Schedule H, the liquor schedule, but few changes are made 
from existing law, the only changes being in the nature of slight 
increases. 

Inthe cotton schedule the rates, which are practically those of 
1894, have not been changed from the House schedules, except in 
the paragraphs relating to hosiery, underwear, and corduroys 
and velveteens. Onthese the rates are somewhat lower than the 
House provisions. 

Some changes of Ses urbes have been made in Schedule J, flax 
and hemp, the rates of duty remaining practically the same as in 
the House bill, and the change being rather in the nature of new 
classifications, 


WOOL. 

Important changes have been made in Schedule K, both on the 
rates on wool and on manufactured woolens. 

In dealing with the wool schedule, the committee have suggested 
more liberal rates to the domestic woolgrower than they recom- 
mended for the producer of any manufactured article in the sched- 
ule; they have also suggested for him a more effective protection 
than he has ever received under any tariff law of the United States 
at the time of its enactment. The woolgrower is given the benefit 
of a specific duty upon all classes of wool. Under the operation 
of this fixed specific duty, the amount of protection afforded will 
increase with each new decline in the foreign value of this raw 
material. 

The statistics of the world's wool markets show that there has 
been a constant, steady decline in the prices of class 1 and class 2 
wools. dating from about the year 1868, and équaling in the inter- 
val fully 50 per cent. The greater part of this decline has accrued 
within a comparatively few years, and since the passage of the 
tariff act of 1890. It is due to the enormous expansion of the 
woolgrowing industry in the newly settled countries of the South- 
ern Hemisphere, where the energies of the agriculturists are 
chiefly devoted to thisindustry. hether this decline has reached 
its limit is a matter of speculation; but no student of the subject 
believes that the old prices can ever be permanently reestablished, 
for the production is increasing faster than the consumption. 

It is difficult to make an exact statement of the average percent- 
age of protection afforded by the Senate bill because of the wide 
variations in the values of different grades of merino wools. 
These values run all the Wer from 81 cents for a heavy Cape wool 
up to 24 cents a pound for the lightest shrinkage and finest fibered 
Australian fleece, of which the supply is limited. The ad valorem 
equivalent of the proposed 8-cent duty will vary, therefore, all the 
way from 33 per cent up to 100 per cent, and the average ad valo- 
rem ejuivalent of the proposed rates, based upon to-day's prices 
of the leading grades of class 1 and class 2 wools, is 66 per cent. 

All the high-priced wools are skirted, and are made subject to 
9 cents duty, and upon the skirted wools the average ad valorem 
equivalent is even higher. The lowest ad valorem equivalent falls 
upon the class of Australian wools, which do not compete with 
our domestic clip. The quantity of these very fine merino wools 

own in the United States is constantly decreasing and entirely 
inadequate to meet our manufacturing requirements. Moreover, 
this grade of Australian wool possesses certain peculiarities not 
present in our domestic wools, and necessary to produce certain 
effects in certain goods; and unless our manufacturers can secure 
a limited quantity of this wool, to use with their domestic sup- 
plies, the goods requiring them will be imported, irrespective of 
the rates of duty they must pay, thus making a competition from 
foreign wools in the manufactured form more serious for our 
Mss Cie than any imports of these grades of raw wool can 
possibly be. 

The great bulk of the foreign wools of class 1, the wools which 
directly compete with our domestic clip, range in value from 6d. 
to8d.—from 12 to 16 cents—in the foreign markets. These are the 
prevailing prices of the wools of the world which are used for the 
same purposes as our domestic wools, whether merino or cross- 
bred; and upon these wools the proposed duties of 8 and 9 centa 
are equivalent to from 50 to 80 per cent ad valorem. This pro- 
tection is found by examination to be higher by percentage than 
under any previous tariff. 

Under the tariff of 1807 the ad valorem equivalents on'class 1 
wools averaged about 56 per cent and on class 2 wools about 40 
percent. Under the tariff of 1883 the class 1 duties averaged 45 
per cent and the class 2 wools averaged 43 per cent. Under the 
act of 1890 the class 1 duties averaged from 50 per cent to 59 per 
cent and the class 2 duties from 50 per cent to 56 per cent. The 
committee have now aimed to give the woolgrowers a rate of duty 
which will average from 10 per cent to 20 per cent higher than the 
rates of either of these earlier tariffs. In doing this, they have 
given a higher protection upon the raw material than upon the 
manufactured product in every case. 

Very careful consideration has been given to the compensatory 
duty on woolen goods, with the result of reducing the compensa- 
tory rates on low-grade goods, into whos» manufacture more or 
less of other materials than wool enter. On the high-grade goods 
the compensatory duties are fixed on the same basis that has ob- 
tained in all previous tariffs. The more closely the question is 
examined the plainer it becomes that the preservation of this re- 
lationship between the wool duties and the goods duties is equally 
vital to the woolgrower and the wool manufacturer. 

In dealing with class 3, or carpet wools, the Senate bill makes 
a departure from previous tariffs, in deference to the widespread 
impression among the woolgrowers that a considerable quantity 
of these coarse native wools is imported for other uses than the 
carpet manufacture. The House bill rate of 32 per cent on carpet 
wools costing less than 13 cents a pound has created more ood 
tion and opposition than any other feature of the wool schedule. 
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It is alleged by the woolgrowers that this low rate of duty on car- 
pet wools destroys the effectiveness of the protection afforded upon 
the higher grades of wool, by reason of the tempta'ion it offers to 
import these low woo!s to be used in cheviots, golf suitings, and 
other popular fabrics which do not require fine wools. 

Without undertaking to affirm the correctness of these allega- 
tions regarding the extensive use of these carpet wools for cloth- 
ing purposes—and they are very emphatically denied by the car- 

t manufacturers—the committee recognized the fact that there 
is some such use made of them. To remove all ible ground 
for complaint on this score they have fixed the duties on class 3 
wools at 4 cents a pound under 10 cents in value and at 7 cents a 
pound over that valuation. Under these duties the ad valorem 
equivalents will range on the various clips from 35 per cent up to 
60 per cent, and in some instances 70 per cent, and they are higher 
than in any previous law. It is certain that under these duties 
foreign carpet wools can not be imported to take the place of do- 
mestic wools in the cloth manufacture. 

Taking this feature of the wool schedule into account, it is à 
fact definitely demonstrated by the market reports that the dre: 
tection given the American woolgrower under the Senate bill is 
greater and more effective than he has ever before received in an 
American tariff. 

Under this schedule 8 should become in time one 
of the most profitable branches of American agriculture. 

In Schedule L the committee recommend the adoption of a new 
paragraph fixing specific duties on silk piece goods. The remain- 
DE portions of the schedule are not materially changed. It is 
believed that the rates suggested will give better protection to 
some MM of silk manufacturers than they have heretofore 
enjoyed. 

Schedule M the paragraphs have been amended and the rates 
reduced in most instances. 

Many changes are made in Schedule N. The one which will 
attract most attention is the placing of a duty upon hides of 
cattle. Representatives of the Western States in which cattle 
are raised have been for many years insisting that a duty on hides 
should find a place in a tariff bill which was intended to protect 
all American interests, This contention has been resisted by the 
tanners of the country, who believed that it would place an 
unnecessary burden upon their important industry. 

I shall not attempt to enter in detail into the reasons which led 
the committee to sug; the imposition of the duty. Speaking 
for myself, I believe that the fears which have been so emphatic- 
ally expressed as to the injurious effects of the duty have been 
lareo overestimated, and that no very serious burden will be 

laced upon either the tanning, the leather, or the boot and shoe 
ndustry if the amendment should be adopted. 
Many changes are suggested in the free list. Among the more 
notable of these is a recommendation to return to the liberal pro- 
visions of existing law with regard to the free importation of 
books, works of art, etc., under certain conditions. 


RECIPROCITY. 


At the time the bill was reported from the committee I stated in 
their behalf that an amendment looking to the more rapid devel- 
opment and extension of reciprocal trade with foreign countries 
would be reported from the committee at a later day. The com- 
mittee have not yet found the opportunity to prepare such an 
amendment. It seemed to them that the provisions of the House 
bill in this respect would not prove effective. It is the purpose of 
the committee to prepare a provision which will enable the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, within certain fixed limits and 
without further legislative action, to enter upon arrangements or 
to negotiate reciprocity treaties looking to an extension of our 
foreign trade. 

In suggesting the 2 out of the House provision, the com- 
mittee had no purpose of abandoning the Republican 5 
policy. They hope to be able to suggest such provisions as will 
enable our Government to greatly extend that policy and make its 
adoption permanent. 


CUSTOMS ADMINISTRATIVE LAW. 


The committee also hope, before the bill passes from the con- 
sideration of the Senate, to be able to present certain needed amend- 
ments to the administrative customs law. The act of 1890 has, in 
the main, answered the expectations of the gentlemen who framed 
it. It brought about a radical changein the methods of assessing 
duties. Experience has shown some defects in its provisions, 
some of which it is the purpose of the committee to try to remedy. 

The industrial system of the United States is growing more and 
more complex every year. It is becoming more difficult every 
year to satisfy, in a tariff revision, conflicting claims of sections, 
or to so adjust rates as to do no injustice to any of the varied 
interests of this great country. The revisions of paragraphs and 
rates recommended by the committee are undo far from 
satisfactory in many cases to interested parties. The amendments 


XXX——78 


reported es the consensus of opinion of a majo of the 
members of the committee. We have no pride of opinion or 
authorship in regard to any of the provisions reported. We have 
given careful consideration to the numerous important questions 
involved in the various schedules. We present to the Senate the 
result of our labors, and shall cheerfully accept your judgment as 
to the wisdom of our conclusions. 


APPENDIX. 


Extract from Treasury Department Circular No. 102, June 26, 1896, showing the . 


number of pounds of various tests which equal 100 pounds of hard refined. 
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Quotations of beet sugars, raw and granulated, for the month of March, 1897. 
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7 Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish at this time to offer an amendment 


to the pending bill and ask to have it printed in the RECORD. I 
Will state that at the proper time I call it up for the consid- 


eration of the Senate. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


That all articles on the dutiable list mentioned in this act shall be admitted 
free of duty if said articles or articles of a like character of domestic produc- 
tion are manufactured or their sale controlled or the price affected by a 
trust or combination to increase the cost of said articles to purchasers by 
move competition or otherwise. Every contract. com tion in the 

orm of a trust, or association or corporation whose effect is to restrict the 
quantity of production or increase the price of any article, or any conspiracy 
in restraint of trade shall be deemed a trust within the provisions of thisact. 

Any citizen of the United States may file a petition, verified by oath or 
affirmation, in any district court of the United States where the defendant 
has an office or pe. of business or may reside. waa E the existence ofa 
trust as herein defined, and that articles or products subject to duty under 
this act, or articles or products of like character of domestie production are 
manufactured, or their sale controlled, or the price affect by said trust; 
whereupon a summons shall be immediately issued from said court directing 
the defendant to appear and answer said petition, the case to be governed as 
to time and manner of service, the pleadings and ail p ngs had therein. 
« oM ned by law in civil causes instituted in the district courts of 

e Uni tates. 

If any citizen of the United States shall file with any district attorney for 
said district the petition herein set forth, it shall betheduty of said attorney 
to institute proceedings forthwith in the district court for said district in 
the name of the United States for the yarpose of determining the issues 
made by said petition, like proceedings to din such case as hereinbefore 
prescribed. : 7 

The summons to the defendant or defendants herein required shall be 
served upon the president or chief officer, if a corporation, or upon all the 
members, if an association or ership, and the tary ofthe Treasury 
shall also be notified of the existence and nature of the suit. 

All cases instituted as herein provided shall be advanced upon the docket 
of the court so as to have p: ence of trial overall civil causes thereon, and 
an appeal mar be taken from the decision of the district court to the circuit 
court of the United States for the district. under the same rules as are pre- 


scribed for like a in other civil cases, but the judgment of the circuit 
court shall be fina 


If the decision of the court shall be that the allegations of the petition are 
true, an order directing the customs officers of the United States to there- 
after permit the importation of such article or articles free of duty shall at 
once issue: Provided, That where a duty is levied upon raw mate: orany 
article that is improved by any process after being imported, the duty on 
the raw material or unrefined or unimproved article shall collected and 
a like amount of duty upon the refi 


improved or refined product is found to be the subject of a trust, as herein- 
before set forth: Provided, That at any time after 7 the Secretary 


petition, verified by oath or affirmation. mer move the court to set aside orsus- 
t upon hearing it shall be adjudged 
ceased to exist, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 


shall have reasonable notice thereof, and the motion 
have precedence of trial over all civil causes. 1 Ju may be taken as in 
ut the ju 


upon iha motion ahali ba tual A 


Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from South Dakota 

erely gives notice that at the proper time he will offer this 
amendment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to say now that immediately upon 
the disposal of the amendments offered by the committee, which 
I understand are first in order, I shall ask the Senate to take up 
and TE: of this amendment. 

Mr. DRICH. When fthe proper sections are reached, of 
course it will be in order. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ido notaccept the amendment offered b 
the Senator from Rhode Island as to when I shall offer the amend- 
ment. I shall ask to have the Senate consider it immediately after 
disposing of the committee amendments. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, the committee amendments. 

Mr. President, for the committee I offer certain amendments or 
give notice that I shall offer amendments to certain sections and 
paragraphs. These amendments are largely changes in phraseol- 

changes in punctuation, or amendments which were left out 
of the final preparation of the bill to be reported. I ask that they 
may be printed, and I shall offer them to the tive paragraphs 
as they are reached. I now ask that the bill be proceeded with, 
and that the first : 

Mr. STEWART. Before the Senator quits, Ishould like to ask 
him at what time the amendment of which I gave notice the other 
day, with regard to the reserve, will be inorder. That is a very 
important amendment, and the action of some Senators with re- 
gard to the whole bill might be materially affected by the question 
whether we are to be denied a large amount of circulating medium 
or whether we shall have the reserve ted so that we shall 
not have a vast amount of money locked up and paying interest, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senate is now acting under an order to 
take the bill up by subject to amendment. Whenever 
& paragraph is reached to which that provision would be 
or cer y whenever the tariff schedules are disposed of, that 
amendment will be clearly in order. 

Mr. STEWART, It is certainly germane to this measure. 

Mr. VEST obtained the floor, 


Mr. QUAY. Mr. President 
Mr. T. I yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania if he de- 


Mr. QUAY. Unless the Senator from Rhode Island intends to 
proceed with the bill at to-day’s session, I wish to make a motion 
to proceed to the consideration of executive business, If he does, 
I will defer the motion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator will allow the joint res- 
olution which was under consideration this morning to be dis- 


posed of. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Iam anxious to proceed with the bill to-night, 
if possible. Of course, I desire to consult the wishes of maton 
of the committee on the other side as to whether they desire to 
proceed to-night with any remarks or whether we shall take up 
the schedules, 

Mr. VEST. I would prefer to say now what little I have to 
say on the subject. 

_Mr. QUAY. I desire merely to say that I wish to have an execu- 
tive session before we adjourn to-day. It is immaterial whether 
it comes now or later. 

Mr. VEST. I shall not detain the Senate very long. It will 
not interfere with the Senators purpose. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri will pro- 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, there is no disposition upon my part 
or that of my colleagues to make factious opposition to the passage 
of the pending measure. We fully appreciate the desperate con- 
dition of the country. We know how many ruined homes, how 
many broken hearts, how many blasted hopes now surround the 
Congress of the United States, and if prosperity can come from 
any source, even from our political opponents, we shall welcome 
it, and not only welcome it, but bless the moment in which it comes. 

I do not believe that the imposition of larger taxation, either 
in the shape of import duties or internal-revenue taxes, will lift 
the cloud that now rests upon the people of the United States. 
Ido not believe that higher tariff duties will bring back sunshine 
and illuminate this whole country, as we have been told over and 
over again by our Republican opponents. 

It is frequently said that adversity came with the advent of the 
D G2 whe to power, and that with the return of Repub- 
lican methods and Republican measures there would be again 
hope and DET and joy in the land. 

Sir, adversity did not come to this country with the advent of 
the Democrats to power. I bring to the stand the best witness 
that can be produced upon that subject, the President of the 
United States, Maj. William McKinley. Whenthe bill that bears 
his name was pending before the House of Weg Saar seats iden: on the 
ist day of April, 1890, he declared that the farming interests of 
this country were then prostrate and ruined, and that higher tariff 
taxation was necessary in order to bring back prosperity to the 
farmer. I will ask the Secretary to read what was said by Major 
McKinley at that time to show when this cloud of adversity came 
upon the farmers of the United States, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The committee have given months of investigation to the existing condi- 
tions of agriculture and matters connected therewith. This great industry 
is foremost in magnitude and importance in our country. 

Its suecess and IT are vital tothe nation. No prosperity is possi- 
ble to other indust: if agriculture languish. In so far as the fostering care 
of Government can be helpful, it must be faithfully and forcefully exerted to 
build up and strengthen agriculture. 

That there is widespread depression in this industry to-day can not be 
doubted. Every re y within the ope of practical legislation known to 
your committee has been recommended in the proposed measure to meet the 
urgent requirements of the situation. 

Mr. VEST. That, I repeat, was on the ist of April, 1890. The 
farmers of the country, according to Major McKinley, were then 
suffering under the same depression that rests upon them edie 
How do you expect by increasing tariff taxation to enable the 
farmers of this country to purchase manufactured goods? How 
do youe t to give them the means with which to buy the arti- 
cles the price of which you propose to increase by your tariff impo- 
sition? 

The Senator from Rhode Island, an expert in regard to the tariff, 
has been very careful not to speak of the condition of the Treasury 
of the United States when he alludes to the want of revenue to pay 
the expenses of the Government. All admit that there must be suffi- 
cient revenue to carry on the Government; that its honor must be 
maintained; thatits obligations must be met; that its flag must 
be untarnished. But, Mr. President, every dollar taken from cir- 
culation among the people, and without necessity hoarded in the 
Treasury of the United States, is a crime against the people of this 
country, no matter by whom it may be perpetrated, 

If there be to-day enough money to aris Bos the Government, 
why the necessity of increasing taxation? Why does the Repub- 
i party leave now all its precedents, all its historic traditions 

d to raising revenue necessary for the country by the im- 


lican 
inr 
position of tariff taxation,and resort now to the imposition of a 
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duty upon tea? Why do they now abandon all the arguments, all 
the eloquent appeals they have hitherto made upon this subject, 
and come to Don which their political opponents have as- 
sumed, that tariff taxation should be upon the basis of revenue, 
and not for the purpose of putting money into the pockets of 
favored classes and manufacturers? 

Mr. President, what is the condition of the Treasury of the 
United States? Let us see whàt the necessity is for increasing 
tariff taxation. 

On May 21, 1897, the cash balance in the Treasury available was 
$229,350.650.50. Taking from this the gold reserve of $100,000,000, 
it leaves, as a matter of course, $129.350,650.50 idle money in the 
Treasury available for any governmental purpose. Yet we are 
told that in order to avoid repudiation and dishonor we must im- 
pose upon the suffering and depressed people of the United States 
additional taxes. 

When the Government of the United States was turned over by 
President Harrison to President Cleveland, the balance in the 
Treasury, including $20,000,000 of fractional or subsidiary coin, 
was $24,128,087. the subsidiary coin be deducted from that 
amount, it showed in the Treasury of the United States available 
for ordinary expenses $4,198,087. "There is to-day in the Treasury 
of the United States $105,222,573.50 available for the expenses of 
the Government more than there was at the time President Har- 
rison turned over the Government to his successor, President 
Cleveland. 

How. do our Republican friends evade this absolute statement 
of fact? Governor DINGLEY, the author of the bill which we are 
now considering, admitting the fact that there was this balance 
in the Treasury. undertook to dispose of it by saying that there 
was 820,000, subsidiary coin unavailable for the general pur- 

ses of defraying the expenses, and that $16,000,000 was necessary 
in order to pay the anticipated deficit up to the ist day of July 
next, making $36,000,000; and deducting this from the amount in 
the Treasury would leave a balance of $93,222,573.50 available for 
any of the purposes of the Government. 

In order to meet the balance of this surplus, or to dispose of it, 
Governor DiNGLEY then says that we ought to increase the gold 
reserve from $100,000,000 to $150,000,000, without law, without 
any other excuse except the exigency that confronted him when 
he framed his bill and introd itintothe House. Onehundred 
million dollars of gold reserve in the Treasury to-day is there by 
8 statutory enactment which simply provides that whenever there 
should be not $100,000.000 of gold reserve in the Treasury no more 
gold certificates should be issued. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will my colleague allow me to suggest that 
the law does not ify that $100,000,000 shall be kept there? 

Mr. VEST. Idid not say that $100,000,000 should be kept there, 
but I say that it is there by virtue of that enactment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Nor does it say that more than $100,000,000 
may not be there. 

. VEST. The law simply provides that when there is not 
$100,000,000 of gold reserve in the Treasury the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall issue no more gold certificates. Thatlaw has been 
nullified. Although Secretary Carlisle had one hundred and fifty 
or one hundred and sixty millions of gold in the Treasury, fifty 
to sixty millions over the gold reserve, he issued no gold certifi- 
cates and declared that he would not issue them. The Secretary 

of the Treasury to-day, Mr. Gage, has more than $150,000,000 of 
gold in the Treasury, yet he does not propose to issue any gold 
certificates, And yet with this fli basis for the $100,000.000 of 
gold reserve now existing, we are told by the author of this bill 
that in order to dispose of the surplus in the Treasury $150,000,000 
should be retained there as a reserve. 

Mr. President, even if there be a deficit of $65,000,000 for the 
next fiscal year, as calculated by Mr. DINGLEY, giving the largest 
possible amount that has been named, there is enough money in 
the Treasury to-day to pay that off and still leave a surplus for 
the next, if a deficit should occur again. 

Why should we hurry to put taxes on the people of this country 
with idle money in the Treasury? What intelligent man does 
not know that the curse of the country to-day is the consolidation 
and hoarding of money in the great financial centers whilst the 
people of the country at large are suffering for currency to trans- 
act the ordinary business of life? Every dollar unnecessarily 
hoarded is a crime against the people of the country, and especially 
in the terrible condition in which we now find them. 

It is unfortunate for pw of discussion upon this side of 
the Chamber that our friends who have charge of the bill, and 
especially the Senator from Rhode Island, have not seen proper 
to give us estimates of the amount that will be produced by the 

as they have now reported it to the Senate. 

We were told some weeks ago that a comparative statement 
would be furnished which would be the most perfect that ever 
had been seen in any tariff debate that has occurred in this Cham- 
ber. We have waited patiently for that exhibit, but it has never 
come. We inquired of Mr. Ford, the statistician who was to 


prepare the comparative statement, and he told us that he had 

out such a statement, that it had passed from his hands into 
those of the Senator from Rhode Island, and that he was not able 
to furnish it to us. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. suppose the Senator from Missouri is quite 
willing to admit that with the exception of an estimate of revenue 
the tables furnished by Mr. Ford are the most complete which 
have ever been presented in regard to a tariff measure. The Sen- 
nator knows as well as I do that an estimate of revenue is not 
simply a question of mechanical figuring upon the importations 
of a certain year, but it must be an estimate based upon the judg- 
ment of the particular person who is making it; and such an esti- 
mate we presented to the Senate to-day, which was the first occa- 
sion we bad to submit it. 

Mr. VEST. But, Mr. President, that does not answer my state- 
ment. We had a right, I take it, in all fairness of debate, to know 
what the estimates of the framers of the bill were in regard to 
the amount of revenue it would produce. That has always been 
done. Yet when the comparative statement is furnished to us it 
contains no such statement, and for the first time to-day we have 
heard from the other side of the Chamber what they believe the 
bill would produce in the way of revenue, both upon import 
duties and upon internal-revenue taxation. Let me ask the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island whether there ever was an estimate made 
by eee Ford in regard to the amount that would be produced by 

e bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Ford made no specific and definite esti- 
mate as to the amount that would be produced by the bill. He 
stated to us that in his opinion neither the House bill nor the Sen- 
ate bill would provide for the next year sufficient revenue to pay 
the expenditures of the Government or revenue greatly in excess 
of that produced under the act of 1894 in the year 1896. He did 
not furnish us any definite estimate by schedules and paragraphs 
as to the revenue to be derived from the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Idonot know, as a matter of course, with what 
duties Mr. Ford was charged. Ido know that the very essence of 
this debate, the very essential thing that was to be determined, 
should be the amount of revenue that this proposed enactment 
would produce. I must be itted to say, in all fairness, that 
the framers of the House bill did not evade that responsibility, but 
did make an estimate tedly, and published it to the world, in 
regard to the amount that the House bill would produce. Icould 
not distinctly understand the Senator from Rhode Island in regard 
to the amount that he says this Senate bill will now produce in 
the shape of revenue, but as I heard him, it amounted to something 
like $50,000,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. One hundred and eighty-two million dollars 
from customs and $177,000.000—— 

Mr. VEST. Imean excess over the Wilson bill, as it is called— 
over the oris 

Mr. ALDRICH. About $50,000,000. 

Mr. VEST. "There is a vast difference of opinion between the 
leaders of the Republican party in the House and the Senate upon 
this question, and we are entitled to know exactly upon what basis 
these calculations are made. i 

I hold in my hand an authorized statement made by Governor 
DINGLEY widely differing from the estimate of the Senator from 
Rhode Island. Governor DiNGLEY states, allowing for the decrease 
of importations by reason of delay in the passage of this bill, that 
for the first year it would produce $75,000,000 in excess of existi 
law, and after that at least $100,000,000 a year. In order that 
may do him no injustice, I will ask the retary to read that 
statement, an authoritative statement published in the press and 
given to the country at large. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Chairman DINGLEY, of the Ways and Means Committee, in 8 g 2 to a 
request that he furnish a synopsis of the new tariff bill presented by him in 
the er pie makes the following statement: 

"The has two purposes, namely, to raise additional revenue and to 
encour: the industries of the Uni States. 

*Onthe basis of the importations for the last fiscal year, the bill would 
increase the revenue about $112,000,000, divided among the several schedules, 
roughly. as follows: 

“A—Chemicals, $3,500,000; 

000.000: D—Woods, 81.750.000; E—Sugar. $21.750,000; F—Tobacco, $7,000,000; 

— cul “800,000; I—Cottons, $1,700,000; J— 
, $17,500,000; manufactures of wool, 
ilks, $1,500,000 M—Pulp and paper, $58,000; N—Sundries, 
ESTIMATED REVENUE FROM WOOL. 


“This estimate is on the su tion that the imports of each class of goods 
would be same the next 8 as in the fiscal year ended last June. But 


as the imports of wool were as und those of woolen goods 

more than twice as great in pounds as in 188, the committee assume that this 

excessive importation would largely reduced by 5 bill, h 

the fact that our do: of w 

since 1898 will necessitate the im: tion of much more wool now in 

thelatter year. Assu that theimportations of wool will fall off at least 
Lom on of anticipatory imports to avoid 


1236 


duties, we place the increased revenue from this source at $11,000,000. Antici- 
per cent from 


mate ticipating a considerable falling off 
of imports of Habana to 5 use of the revolution in Cuba, we uce 
the estimates of additional revenue to be derived from the tobacco schedule 


DIMINISHED IMPORTS EXPECTED. 


The remaining schedules would afford a revenue of about thirty-nine and 

& half millions on the basis of the imports of 1896, but as there would prob- 

ably be diminished imports at some points, although the gradual restoration 

of business activity would offset this by increasing the etuer co of im- 

ported luxuries, we reduce the estimates of these to $31,000,000. These would 
te an additional revenue of $80,000,000 the first yonr. 

TA further reduction of five or ten millions for contingencies would leave 
70,000,000 to $75,000,000 as the probable increased revenue from this bill the 
rst year, which would undoubtedly rise to $100,000,000 the second year. 

ri ‘Thess estimates are below rather than above the probable result, unless 

a considerable delay in the enactment of the bill angaia i oag enlarge the 
raised: 


opportunity for imports of articles on which duties are —particu- 
larly wool and woolens—for ulative pu Undoubtedly, any delay 
beyond the Ist of May in p! the bill on the statute book would result in 
a large loss of revenue.” 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I had that paper read in justice to 
the distinguished author of this bill and for the purpose of show- 
ing the wide difference of opinion between the framers of the bill 
in the House of Representatives and the framers of the bill in the 
Senate. 

With great respect to the Senator from Rhode Island, I distrust 
his estimates in regard to what will be the result of tariff legis- 
lation. I remember Hd oes in 1894, when that Senator upon this 
floor declared that the Wilson bill, as it was termed, then pend- 
ing in the Senate, would produce $100,000,000 surplus annually, 
and that every intelligent man must come to that conclusion. 

It is true that the Wilson bill at that time contained the pro- 
vision for an income tax, but no one ever estimated the proceeds 
of the income tax would be more than from $40,000,000 to $50,- 
000,000 at the outside by the year, and yet the Senator from Rhode 
Island was confident t the Wilson bill, now so defective, and 
to meet the deficits of which he now resorts to internal-revenue 
taxation, would produce $100,000,000 annually as a surplus. 

Mr. President, the deficits—recurring again to that subject—as 
shown by the official statements, are for 1894, $43,805,223; for 
1895, $25,263,246; for 1897, estimated at $65,000,000. At this time 
the deficit is $35,000,000, and in the statement which I have made 
here I gave to the opponenis of the Democratic party the full ben- 
efit of the estimate of $65,000,000 for the next fiscal year. I assert 
as a matter of fact that there will be no such deficit. There wili 
not be a deficit of more than $40,000,000 for this fiscal year. We 
are now within a little more than a month of the end of the fiscal 
year, and it is impossible that the deficit should swell now to 
$65,000,000. Yet with this enormous surplus in the Treasury 
we are told that, in order to avoid repudiation and dishonor, and 
to meet the obligations of the Government, we must resort to a 
tax upon tea, increase the tax upon beer, and increasethe tax upon 
manufactured tobacco and cigarettes, and enormously increase 
the qued duties, as I shall show directly from the different 
schedules. 

Mr. President, it is unfair to assume that this deficit will be 
increased, as has been done in the estimates heretofore made in 
otherplaces. One material question that comes before us in this 
discussion is as to the expenditures of the Government. It is not 
fair to assume that the expenditures of the last Congress will con- 
tinue. They were abnormal. They were admitted to have been 
beyond all sort of reason by fair men in all parties. For the last 
eighteen years the average expenditure in this country has been 
$5 per capita, according to the number of our citizens, and we 
have no right to assume, and it is unfair to the representatives of 
the people to assume, that there will be the enormous and exces- 
sive and profligate expenditure which has obtained in the two 
preceding Congresses. 

I have in my hand an interesting statement in the nature of a 
review of an article published in the Scientific Monthly by David 
A. Wells. Whatever we may think about him in regard to his 
position upon financial and other economic questions, his great 
ability, his integrity of opinion, can not be questioned by the most 

igoted partisan opponent in the land. is is a criticism by 
ward Atkinson upon that article, to which I beg the earnest 
attention of the Senate, because, in my judgment, it discusses an 
element in this debate of the most serious and important character. 
I ask that it may be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The ave expenditures from 1879 to 1896, inclusive, have been a fraction 
BÀ $5 per head, which sum, assessed upon 73,000,000 people, would come to 
MES average expenditures under President Cleveland's first Administra- 
tion wereless than $4.50 per head, which sum, assessed on 73,000,000, would 
come to $323,500,000. 

The average expenditures under the Harrison Administration, with the 


two first years of Cleveland's second, on which excessive contracts lapped 
over (six years in all), were $5.30 per head, which, assessed on 73,000,000, would 
yer 

e 


two yearsof Cleveland's term the expenditures have again been 
brought below $5 per head. It would therefore appear that on the experience 
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of eighteen years of the Spaca and Democratic Administrations of 
Hayes, Garfield, and Arthur, Cleveland, Harrison, and Cleveland, arule had 
been established that $5 per capita is all that is needed. This rate has covered 
the eost of the new navy, the refund of direct taxes, the sugar bounty, the 
extinction of titles to Indian lands, and an ies rei for pensions in 1893 

ter by 50 cents per head than it now is. y pmi above $5 per 


ead must, therefore, be considered useless and wasteful. _ 
The true problem therefore 5 is how to raise a revenue 
of $5 per head from 73,000,000 people, sa $385, 000, 000 
With a fraction under 50 cents per head added, to be applied to 
the reduction of debt, say 35, 000, 000 
PF è ũ f. ¾˙¾ f . E 400, 000, 000 
Mr. Wells points out that the British budget is $450,000,000, assessed on less 
than 40,000,000 people. 


During the same period of eighteen years, 1879 to 1896, the normal cost 

of government—civil, military, naval, Indians, and postai deficiency— 

has varied but a fraction from $2.50 per head Spe Ae E $2.50 
Interest. pensions, sugar bounties, refund of direct taxes, and purchase 

of Indian lands. 2.50 


5.00 

The last three items are nonrecurrent; the interest and pensions are now 

less than $2.40, and are diminishing. We may, therefore, deal with the prob- 

lem of how to raise a revenue of $100,000,000, or a fraction less than $5.50 per 

head,for expenditures and reduction of debt. At this rate, we provide $1 
a head more than sufficed under Cleveland's first Administration. 


SOURCES OF REVENUE. 


‘ears, 1879-1890, the revenue from liquors and tobacco— 
foreign—has been, per head 


For eighteen 
domestic an 


The miscellaneous permanent receipts have been more than s 
The revenue from sugar for twelve years preceding 1890, when its aba 
ment caused the subsequent deficiency, was per head 


lr suse daas Up uar eU 22ͤ REEUqe 


The sugar duties are by common consent now to be restored. With this 
assured revenue of $3.65 we have but $1.85 left, which sum assessed on 13,000,- 
000 amounts to $135,500,000, R 

It will be remarked that the pronos tariff yields that sum substantially 
even after deducting liquors and tobacco. 

That is to say; if the expenditures are limited to the average sum of $5 per 
head, which has sufficed for eighteen years, the present system of taxation 
with the proposed increase on sugar only will yield all the revenue needed, 
and in addition $35,000,000 for reduction of debt. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I take it that no one can success- 
fully contradict the statements made in that paper. As a matter 
of course, if the Congress of the United States proposes to enter 
into profligate and unnecessary expenditure, then no human in- 
tellect can base any argument upon what will be done in the 
future; but I repeat, that in two Congresses the expenditures have 
been abnormal and beyond all precedent. Iam not here making 
a pun or a partisan attack; I 7 eh allude to historical truth 
when I say that the expenditure of a billion dollars in a Congress ` 
is abnormal, outrageous, and, with two exceptions, without prec- 
edent in the history of this country. 

Are we to assume that this profligacy is to continue? Are we 
to assume that, in the face of the general distress in the country, 
the representatives of the people in both Houses will come here 
and indulge in all sorts of unnecessary expenditures of the public 
money? It would be a confession that our Government is a fail- 
ure. It would be an announcement to the world that the people 
were unfit to choose their representatives and the representatives 
unfit to represent a free people. I take it for granted that if you 
will bring back the Government, no matter what pay is in 
power, to an honest, fair, and economical expenditure of the public 
money, it will not exceed the average for the last eighteen years 
of $5 per capita, assuming we have 73,000,000 le. 

If that be true, there is no necessity for increased taxation in 
the shape of import duties or internal taxes. It is an outrage 
upon the people of this country to take more money out of circu- 
lation to put it into the Treasury for spectacular purposes when 
the people of the whole country, and especially of the West and 
South, are pleading for additional money with which to transact 
the ordinary affairs of life. 

What does this bill propose to do in its departure from the his- 
toric precedents of the party whose leaders have framed it? It is 
proposed to impose a tax upon tea of $9,389,140.70—and this is an 
official statement—upon beer, by the increase of 44 cents upon the 
barrel, of $14,541,222.63; upon snuff of $250,976.97; upon smoking 
tobacco of $5,073,342.75; upon cigarettes, under 3 pounds, $2.021,- 
195.82, making an aggregate of the tax upon tea and internal- 
revenue taxes of $31,587,832; and yet we are told by the Repub- 
lican party that this bill is framed to obtain revenue to protect the 
producers and manufacturers of the United States. ere is the 
protection to any manufacturer in the United States in the impo- 
sition of these taxes? What inference can there be, except that 
this is a naked and bald attempt to abandon the traditions of the 
Republican party upon the tariff question and resort to a tax 
MS articles simply for revenue, without regard to any protection 
at all? 

But, Mr. President, I am more interested, I must confess, and 
naturally, in the effect of such legislation upon the 5 whom 
I immediately represent. My State is a large agricultural State; 
one of the largest in the Union. In my life, now verging upon 
threescore years and ten, I have never seen in that land of plenty 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


1237 


such depression and ruin as exists Latest With abundant har- 
vests, with a soil responding gladly to the labor of the husband- 
man, the people are without money and appealing to Congress 
for assistance from present conditions caused by they know not 
what. Have high tariffs brought them prosperity? Did the act 
of 1890 bring sunshine again to the homes of the farmers of the 
West and South? Mr. President, who believes that the imposition 
of these taxes will bring relief to the people whom President 
Money tells us are the great substratum of prosperity in this 
country 

Let me call your attention to some remarkable statistics which 
thrust themselves upon us and from which there is no escape. 
we have heard anything ad nauseam for years from the advocates 
of a high protective policy, it is that whenever the manufacturing 
interests of the country were sufficiently protected prosperity 
would come to all the people. We have been told that it followed 
aligat comes from the sun; that all the people of the country 
would be happy and prosperous if the manufacturers were placed 
upon the proper basis and sufficiently protected. We have heard 
itstated that under the Democratic policy there was no balance 
of trade in our favor, but it was always against us. We have been 
told that whenever the manufacturers of the United States were 
gm the domestic market they could then reach out and take the 

oreign market, the farmer would have a market for his produce, 
and there would come, instead of depression and ruin, joy and 
happiness and prosperity. 
sent to the Treasury Department this morning and obtained 
an official account of the balance of trade in favor of the United 
States for the nine months ending March 30, 1897. The balance 
of trade in our favor for those nine months is $323,381,519.50. In 
other words, after supplying our own people, we shipped abroad 
and sold to foreigners this enormous amount of $323,381,519.50 
morethan we bought from them in the nine months ending March 
30. Where is the prosperity that comes from the balance of trade? 
If to sell more than you Doy be national prosperity, why does it 
notexist in this country? I think the balance of trade in our 
favor for the last year was $102,000,000, and now it is three times 
as much, or more than that, and yet the farmers of the country 
are in the same condition of depression—— 

Me VET, And n to the legislators of th 

T 3T. And appealing in vain e legislators of the 
United States for relief. 

I have here a very remarkable statement—I am not intending 
to make a rhetorical address, for the tariff isessentially a business 
and economic question—I have here a very remarkable statement 
showing the condition of our export trade, which I propose to put 
in the RECORD and ask the attention of the Senate to it. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The exports of manufactured goods during March, 1807, were $25.874,469, 
over $6,500,000 more than during the same month in 1896, and more than twice 
as much as during March, 1895. It is estimated that the value of the exports 
of manufactures during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, will be $261 (80,000. 
'This is some $32,500.000 more than the total for last year. A computation of 
the gain has been made by Government statisticians, the 1 compared 
being the nine months ending March, 1897, as compared with the nine months 


ending March, 1890. 

The exports of printing presses have gained 50 per cent during the term 
spent: locomotive engines show an increase of over half a million; sta- 
tionary engines an increase of $65,000; boilers an increase of $117,000; all other 
classes of machinery large increases; steel rails show a marvelous upbound 
to $1,729,299. To sum up the total of manufactures of steel and iron (not in- 
cluding ores), the increase during the term 1 is more than $12,000,000. 

ding increases are noticed in other lines. For instance, bags, twine, 
cordage, an increase from $1,350,198 to $1,617,030; glassware, $785,143 to $310,020; 
8, etc., from $1,084.325 to $1,500,021; scientific instruments and apparatus, 
fs 035 to $2,197,105. The exports of lead and manufactures of lead have 
3 8 Starch has jumped from $573,978 to $083,841; varnish from 
A 0 801.477. 
e manufactures of wood show an increase of nearly $1,100,000; chemicals, 
drugs, dyes, medicines, etc., an increase from $6,617,154 to $7,318,474: clocks, 
watches, etc., from $1,090,927 to $1,291,129; brass and manufactures thereof, 
from $595,056 to $347,349. American bicycles show an increase during the nine 
months mentioned from $670,357 to $4,165,680. Cotton cloths have increased 60 
per cent; builders’ hardware, 22 per cent; paper and its manufactures, 10 
per cent; boots and shoes, more than 20 per cent; electrical and scientific 
s. rius about 15 percent. There were other notable gainsin the amounts 
of exports, but these were the most important. And it is to be remembered 
that the fiscal year 1806 was considered a remarkable year, showing a volumi- 
nous gon in the amount of manufactured goods sent out of the country over 
1805. In most of the cases, which were not numerous, where a loss instead of 
a gain is noted this year, exporters find specific local causes leading thereto. 
ot only has the bulk of exports increased 5 but the scope of 
manufactured goods for foreign consumption has been widened considerably 
during the last few years, A printed list of the articles now sold in foreign 
lands includes more than 2, items, and the demand for new lines is con- 
stantly on the increase. The number of firms catering to the export trade 
is ely on the increase. The representative of a prominent New York 
exporting firm says that the last few years have seen an awakening among 
merchants and manufacturers in the matter of the possibilities of foreign 
trade. Three years ago, out of 260,000 manufacturers, only 4,000 of them 
were making any 8 effort to effect a distribution their wares in 
foreign markets. e rest of them seemed unaware that in New York City 
alone there existed 325 firms the business of which was the purchase of goods 
for Sport and the daily tice of which was to pay cash for the goods 
bought, taking the risk with the foreign client. Since then many thousands 
of firms have discovered that they not only have a 5 but that 
it is an eminently lucrative one, even when business is through a mid- 
dleman exporter. 


ission 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, in that connection, I ask 
to insert a table, for the correctness of which I have the highest 
official authority, showing the enormous increase in the exports 
of our metallie manufactures from the year 1886 to the year 1896, 
the increase being conspicuous under this derided Wilson law, o 
which we hear so many anathemas from so “pr sei quar- 


ters. I do not care about it being read, but I shall insert it in the 
RECORD. 


The table is as follows: 


Value of exports of finished articles of manufactures of iron and steel, pro- 
gressed above the crude and half-manufactured state, and of other manea 
tures of similar character where metals are the component material of chief 
value, in 1886, 1891, and 1898. 


Fiscal year. 


Articles. 


1886. 
Agricultural implements: 
Mowers and Decl ars ..| $1,288,000 
Plows and cultivators. 322. 000 
151,000 
( 2,387,000 


Brass, and manufactures of 
Carriages, cars, and parts. 
Clocks and watches....... 
Seppe: manufactures .... 
Cycles TT F 
Instruments and apparatus for scien- 


Lilo DUT PORE: Sos ope LL rre reR RA 480, 000 
Iron and steel manufactures: 

Outil erre Les iQ ua EE p e 112,000 

bail. r5 Mese My T ee 1,779, 000 

000 

, 000 

000 

c Q0 

000 

000 

* 

000 


Lamps, chandeliers, etc... 
Musical instruments...... 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I think I have shown, for I am very 
certain of it myself, that there is no necessity for the upon kon 
of more taxation in order to meet the demands upon the Treasury 
of the United States. But even if that necessity existed, experience 
teaches us that our friends upon the other side have taken the 
wrong road, at least so far as import duties are concerned, in order 
to bring about increased revenue. 

I have before me the official statement of the estimates that 
were made in 1890, which I happen to have found among the 
papers pertaining to that debate, as to the amount that would be 

ut into the Treasury of the United States by the passage of the 

IcKinley bill. The estimate, which was based, of course, upon 
the importations of 1889, was $201,689,907. In 1891, after the act 
had taken effect enormously increasing tariff taxation, the amount 
collected by the Government was 8215, 790,686, which is a few mil- 
lion dollars over the estimate made by the framers of the bill, 
But now mark the sequel. In 1892, the next year, the receipts fell 
off under the enormous taxation of the McKinley Act from 
$215,790,686 to $173,098,400, and in 1893 to $198,373,452. So in- 
crease of taxation does not always produce increase of revenue, 

For the purposes of my argument, I care not whether the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island be correct in his estimates or the author of 
the House bill, Governor DINGLEY,in his. I answer both of them 
that there is no necessity for increased taxation, because there is 
money enough in the Treasury, and it is a crime to increase the 
dead capital of the nation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me 
to interrupt him at this point? 

Mr. VEST. enger 

Mr. CHANDLER. e began his remarks by stating that there 
is an enormous pue in the Treasury. The Senator did not 
allude to the reason for the existence of that surplus. 

Mr. VEST. Icare not. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ithink it would be a mistake if his speech 
went to the country with that important omission. The Senator 
says it is there, and that it is a crime to increase it, and yet he has 
made no allusion to the way in which it got there. I understood 
the Senator to be comparing revenue systems one with another. 
Did the Senator mean that the great surplus in the Treasury is 
the result of the operation of the revenue system of the Govern- 
ment created under the Wilson Act, or will he state how the sur- 
plus got there before he calls it a crime to have it there? 

Mr. VEST. It does not matter in the slightest degree how the 
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money got there, re it got there lawfully; and if it did not, 


the Senator from New Hampshire would be the first to detect the 
illegality and to denounce it. We all know it came there from 
the sale of bonds. For myself, I am not responsible for that action 
of the Government. 2: 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ought not the Senator to have stated that 
when he began his arraignment? i 

Mr. VEST. The money is there. It is justas illogical to refer 
to the source of that money as it would be in any business calcu- 
lation to leave out what any man receives from inheritance and 
without working for it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me? He began a 
comparison of revenue systems. He began to arraign this side of 
the Chamber for bringing in a revenue bill 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And contrasted it with the Wilson Act. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And he went on to make a political speech 
on the revenue question. Wasit fair for the Senator, with his 
known fairness, to fail to allude to the source of the $139,000,000 
which he says is in the Treasury, and which he says it is a crime 
for this side of the Chamber to increase by a reyenue law to the 
extent of a dollar? 

Mr. VEST. We are confronted with a status. We have got so 
much money in the Treasury of the United States, and a legislator 
who would go back and quibble about the place from which the 
money canie, when considering the question of meeting the obli- 

tions of the Government, is unworthy to be called a legislator. 
The money is there, and because if came there from the sale of 
bonds we are precluded from discussing what shall be done now 
to meet the bo 8 N of the Government for the future. There 
itis; so much money. Do you propose to give it away, to throw 
it away, or to use it? What right have the representatives of the 

le to impose more taxes n them when the people's money 
LA ready there to meet the obligations that come upon the Gov- 
ernment? If I am correct in my statement as to the amount of 
money, whether it came from the sale of bonds or from taxes or 
from any other legitimate source is entirely outside of the propo- 
sition I am considering. It is unfair!" It is entirely legitimate 
and entirely logicalfor me to ask, Why do you put more taxes upon 
the people wheri this money is there? 

But, Mr. President, let me ask a question. If we are exporting 
more than we are buying to the amount of $321,000,000 in nine 
months—and I have seen the statement, by estimate, that for the 
fiscal year our balance of trade, as it is termed, would amount to 
| viele oci if the manufacturers of this country, who are 

urnishing more than 26 per cent of the articles that are carried 
abroad, are filling the demands of the home market and then send- 
ing abroad this surplus, where is the necessity for protecting 
them? Where is the necessity for the increase of tariff taxes? It 
would seem to me, unversed as I am in the science of protection, 
that that would be an ideal condition. They have not only filled 
the demands of the home market, bnt they are now sending 
abroad 26 per cent of the exports, the proc of their manufac- 
tured , and competing with foreigners. - 

Mr. GALLINGER. May I interrupt the Senator from Mis- 


souri? 

Mr. VEST. doi ee 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iknow of an instance where n very large 
invoice of goods went abroad from Manchester, N. H., that was 
sold for less than cost. The fact is that under the Wilson law our 
people are too poor to purchase for themselves, and our manufac- 
turers have to sell their goods for just what they can get abroad, 
which they have been doing, 

Mr. VEST. I suppose the remedy would be to increase the 

rice of goods to the American consumer. I see no other remedy 
From the standpoint of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr, GALLINGER. I will say frankly to the Senator that I 
think a tariff law might occasion a little increase in the price of 
goods to the American consumer, but, inasmuch as he would get 
something for his labor and be better able to buy goods, he would 
be better off than he is now. 

Mr. VEST. Let us deal frankly with this question. The only 

ible argument that explains the enormous balance of trade in 
8 of the United States in these times of depression is that 
hang | given by some of the protection popora have never 
heard it yet in Congress—that the abnormally low prices of all 
articles, not only the products of agriculture, but manufactured 
8, have caused and necessitated exportations from this coun- 

because the FPE here are not able to buy. 

farmers of the United States have nothing with which to 

buy manufactured goods, "They receive nothing, comparatively, 
for their own products. When they ship abroad, they ship, as a 
matter of course, at a loss; and it is possible that the manufactur- 
ers ship at a loss. This balance of trade, then, is 1 by the 
terrible depression that exists in this country. d what is the 
cause of that depression? Does any man believe that a high tariff 


will give relief? Did the McKinley tariff give it? Did the tariff 
of 1894, which was high enough, in all conscience, to satisfy al- 
most any protectionist, give relief? 

How are you to increase your home market by putting up tariff 
taxes, when the home market is already supplied and this enor- 
mous surplus is going abroad? Can any Senator answer that 
question in the course of this debate? : 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Missouri will permit 
me, I will state that the six little New England States consume 
3,000,000 barrels of flour per annum when they are prosperous, 
when the mills are running, and it all comes from the West. 
Almost every bushel of corn that is consumed. there comes from 
the West, and so as to almost every pound of beef. If our mills 
are silent, or if our operatives are getting wages much less than 
they have been accustomed to receive, they can not consume the 
products of the West, and hence the Western farmer suffers in 
common with the Eastern manufacturer and the Eastern oper- 
ative. 

Mr. VEST. We are obliged to the people of New England for 
giving us even a limited market for our agricultural products, 
butitis not in New England that the em of our products is 
fixed. The price is fixed in Liverpool and in foreign markets, and 
I will tell you what, in my judgment, is the matter with the farm- 
ers of the West and of the South, and why the terrible depression 
rests like a pall of gloom upon the country to-day. It is use 
the agricultural exporter and producer, the farmer of the United 
States, is brought in competition with the gold premium. He 
is confronted with the products of agriculture where the labor is. 
paid for in silver. The products are paid for at gold prices, and 
we, being upon the gold standard, are competing now with silver- 
using countries, always with the gold premium against us. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will it interrupt the Senator if I make a 
statement? 1 

Mr. VEST. No. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Wehave heard that argument on this floor 
a res many times during the past year, the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. STEWART] being the one who has usually made it. He has 
compared this country with Japan, saying that Japan was much 
more prosperous, because she was on the silver standard while wo 
wereon the gold standard, But Japan very recently has repu- 
diated the silver standard and has adopted the gold standard. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from New Hampshire means 
that Japan has been bought out. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ah, that is all right. 

Mr. VEST. Itakeitthe answer will never be made during this 
debate, here or elsewhere, to the question how you are to increase 
the prosperity of the farmers of this country by increasing tariff 
or internal-revenue taxes. What we need is to put money into 
the hands of the purchasers of the country, the farmers of the 
country. You can never have prosperity with a falling murket. 
If any Republican friend of mine will relieve us of the fallin: 
market, I will follow him and fight under his flag and never tak 
to what political faith he belongs. You may pass laws from 
morn till night, until we are exhausted, but until you stop the 
falling prices you can not have prosperity in the United States. 

Men with money will not invest when the market is going down; 
men without money can not buy, and men can not obtain money 
unless they can sell for remunerative prices. You are confronted 
to-day with a condition of things obvious to every man, and yet 
you are seeking for a remedy which the experience of the past 
and the logic of the present, it seems to me, absolutely prove is 
utterly futile, 

Mr. President, I do not intend to discuss the financial question, 
for I have way now longer than I intended, and only under a 
sense of profound duty on account of my position on the Finance 
Committee. As I say, I do not intend to discuss the financial 
question, but I am just as sure as I am of 77 7 75 that can pos- 
sibly be determined that the proposed tariff law will not reheve 
the country, and that your imposition of import and internal- 
revenue taxation will simply increase the trouble and not bring 
relief to the people. 

I do not propose to go into the schedules. There is time enough 
to discuss them when they are reached. Incidentally I am com- 
pus to notice one or two observations made by the Senator from 

hode Island. Inthe first place, the salient feature of every tariff 
billis the sugar schedule. It has always produced more discus- 
sion than any other, not even excepting wool, and it always will. 
If there is any schedule in any tariff bill almost impossible of 
comprehension, it is the sugar schedule. Ingenious statements 
can framed and are framed every day from different stand- 
points showing the differential between the raw and the refined 


su, . 

The Senator from Rhode Island ingeniously has presented to us 
one showing his conclusion in to the differential in the bill 
as reported by the Finance Committee. The whole tax turns upon 
one single question, in my judgment, and nobody but an expert 
inside of a refinery is able to determine it: How many pounds of 
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a certain grade of raw sugar will make 100 pounds of refined sugar, 
and what will be the waste, as they call it, or the excess after the 
100 pounds are made? 

Take the testimony of the experts before the Ways and Means 
Committee of the House and the numberless publications in news- 
papers, and what do they prove? One witness testifies that as to 
sugar at 75 degrees polariscopic test it will take 147 pounds of raw 
sugar to make 100 pounds of refined, and then that there will be 
some twenty-odd pounds of soft sugar and 2 or 3 ons of mo- 
lasses left in the waste, and then the refiner gets his drawback 
for the 147 pounds of sugar which he has purchased from the im- 
porter. Of some grades of sugar by polariscopic test it requires, 
according to one expert, 117 pounds, another 100 pounds, another 
107, and another 122 pounds. How much the waste is, how much 
the drawback is, is known only to the initiated and to the experts 
inside the refinery, and never will be known to us. 

One of the officers of the sugar trust testified in the Lexow 
examination that their profit last year was 21 per cent net. How 
was it made? You know it could not have been made upon the 
face of any of the tables presented to us. It is made upon the 
drawback; it is made upon the waste, as they call it, the molasses 
and soft sugar, which, after making 100 pounds of refined sugar, 
then becomes the clear profit of the refiner. 

I do not now care to discuss the question of the Hawaiian treaty; 
whether the sugar from Hawaii should come in free or dutiable. 
Upon that question I dosay to my friends upon the other side, who 
inserted the provision we find in the bill, that it would have been 
much better and fairer if they had undertaken to repeal directly 
the treaty between this country and Hawaii. Congress, as a mat- 
ter of course, has a right to repeal any treaty stipulation it may 
please, but we ought not to attempt to do it by indirection. We 
are told that another provision will be suggested, and I await it 
before I further express myself upon the subject. 

Mr. President, taking the lead schedule, to which the Senator 
from Rhode Island alluded, how is it possible to defend an increase 
in the duty upon lead? We export millions upon millions of 

ounds. The State of Missouri is more largely interested possibly 

galena ore than any other State in the Union. I undertake to 
Say we need no protection. When we supply the home market, 
when the lead trust is making millions and millions of dollars and 
declaring its enormous dividends of 12 per cent uponits stock, why 
should we pnt up the duty half a cent a pound, double the duty 
upon lead, and nearly double it upon white lead, which goes upon 
the cottage of every poor man in the land. 

It seems to me that the increase is utterly indefensible. Ata 
time of great adversity and great depression, we reach into the 
hovel and the humble homes of the poor people of the whole 
country and impose taxes. upon them in order to feed the cormo- 
rant greed of this trust and 17 I stand here to-day rep- 
resenting a State which I say is more largely interested in galena 
ore than any other State in the Union and disclaim any desire for 
such taxation. 

But take another schedule. I do not propose to go into it, but 
take the crockery and earthen ware schedule, to which my friend 
the Senator from Rhode Island alluded. The increases in that 
schedule, I was about to say, are appalling. They were too high 
in the Wilson Act, by far too high, and none of us upon this side 
attempted to defend them. We were then in the condition the 
Senator from Rhode Island is in now, when he says that in order 
to obviate certain difficulties upon this floor he had to put in cer- 
tain duties. The crockery and earthenware schedule, under the 
Wilson Act, as it is termed, isan enormous one, and lam bound to 
say never should have been put there. But our friends have 
increased it. They have made the duties absolutely prohibitory. 
and I will undertake to prove it mathematically when the schedule 
is reached. 

The duties are put up on common earthenware, white, plain 
earthenware, that goes into the homes of the poor men and the 
mechanics of the country, until it is absolutely impossible that any 
should come in from abroad. Is that revenue? Is that protection 
to American manufactures, or is it oppression, outrageous oppres- 
sion, upon the poor and common people of the country? 

Now I come to the enormous duty on wool. There, again, our 
Republican friends are hopelessly divided. Upon one day I read 
the appeals of Justice, Bateman & Co., who represent the woolen 
manufacturers. They want the Senate bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The House bill. 

Mr. VEST. No; they want the Senate bill, so far as the taxa- 
tion upon the third-class wool is concerned, but to put back the 
taxes upon first and second class wool to where they were under 
the Dingley bill, so called. They would be satisfied with the 
McKinley Act, according to their last communication. About the 
time I have come to the conclusion that I know what the wool 
manufacturers and the wool people in the United States want, I 
receive a communication from Mr. Lawrence, the shepherd king, 
president of the Wool Growers’ Association of the United States, 
and he denounces the McKinley Act, and says it was outrageous 


| to day since, with the exception of a very few days 


on the woolgrower; he denounces the Wilson Act, and then he de- 
nounces the Dingley bill and the Senate bill, and says that none 
of them will give relief to the woolgrowers of this country; that 
all the duties should be put higher, 

About the time I think I understand something about wool, and 
am considering third-class or carpet wools, I am told by the very 
highest authority, General GROSVENOR of Ohio, representing a 
wool State. that there is no such thing as carpet wool raised in t 
country. Mr. Lawrence says there is. Justice, Bateman & Co. 
“r there is. 

Now, I have a statement to make—and I do not propose to go 
into the intricacies of the woo! schedule tliis afternoon—and on it 
Ichallenge contradiction, The only era, the only time, in which 
there was a stop or a hesitation in the down ward fall and grade of 
wool prices was after the enactment of the derided Wilson bill. 
From 1867, when the ideal wool tariff was enacted, according to 
Mr. Lawrence—and I believe Justice, Bateman & Co. say the same 
thing—the price of wool commenced declining. Of course it went 
up in 1872 and 1873 under abnormal speculation, but it went down 
again, and it resumed its downward grade under the highest pos- 
sible tariff. 

When the McKinley Act was enacted the wool manufacturers 
and the woolgrowers said, ‘‘Iotriomphe! Atlast we have reached 
the haven of rest, and we will now have the highest prices for 
wool and woolen goods.”, Wool never stopped an instant in its 
downward grade. It continued to fall, and the woolgrowers of 
the United States were still complaining until the derided Wilson 
bill was passed, and it had then fallen to something like 174 or 18 
cents for XX Ohio wool. The fa!l stopped when we put wool 
upon the free list. There was an increase of 2 cents a pound in 
the price, and I believe to-day, or the last time I looked, it is 21 or 
214 cents for the same grade. 

I know we are told that Port Philip wool, which is the same 
grade of Australian wool, did not keep pace with the XX Ohio 
wool, that being sold in the English market and here: but it can 
be shown, and I wil! show, that whilst there were ordinary fluctu- 
ations here and abroad in both grades of wool, the fact remains 
that, for the first time in the history of the wool market, after the 
enactment of the Wilson bill, which put wool upon the free list, 
the fall in the price of American wool was stopped. As a matter 
of course, there has been no great increase, because there has been 
no increase in the price of any commodity; but there was an in- 
crease between the date of the passage of that act and from day 
when there 
were the ordinary fluctuations in the market, until to-day XX Ohio 
wool a higher in the market than it was when the Wilson bill was 
enacted. 

Now, my friend the Senator from Rhode Island alluded to the 
duty upon hides. A good deal could be said in regard to that duty. 
and some of it of a very highly interesting historical character. i 
remember in 1890 the hide duty hadahistory. If any Senator will, 
turn—I believe I have it here—to the report of Mr. McKinley, now 
President of the United States, upon the McKinley bill, he will 
find that he reported that a duty had been placed upon hides. 
When the bill was published, it was found that hides were still on 
the free list. 

It is said—I do not know anything about the secret history of 
the transaction—that after the Committee on Ways and Means in 
the Housa, of which Mr. DiNGLEY was also then a member, had 
agreed to put a duty upon hides, certain distinguished members 
of the Massachusetts delegation called upon them and informed 
them very graphically and distinctly that if a duty were put upon 
hides the hide of the McKinley bill would be found upon the 
fence. It was concluded to put back hides upon the free list, and 
it was done; but in the hurry and confusion of the change Mr. 
McKinley forgot to change his report, and to-day we have the 
pe 5 reading one way and the act of Congress reading the 
other. 

I do not possess the gift of prophecy, nor do I claim it, but I do 
undertake to say that the duty will not remain upon hides, Our 
Western friends who are clamoring for a duty may possess their 
souls in such patience as they can; hides will go back on the free 
list. Ido not pretend to say that I shall resist their going back. 
I believe that they should be free. But those Republican Sena- 
tors who think they can coerce New England and the boot and 
shoe manufacturer of that very thrifty and energetic section of 
the Union into putting a duty upon hides have not read accu- 
rately the history of this country, and especially of political parties. 

Mr. President, great changes have come since 1890 upon this 
tariff question. None of us who were here then can forget the 
constant refrain, repeated so often in the Halls of Congress, about 
a free breakfast table. The Democratic party was told the Repub- 
lican party proposed to give the honest laboring man free coffee, 
free tea, free sugar. We had the most graphic, pathetic, and elo- 
quent picture of the poor man’s family sitting down to an untaxed 
breakfast table, and, in connection with that, we were told upon 
the highest authority that there should be never any duty upon 
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sugar, because that duty was paid strictly by the consumer. In 
some cases they said it was possible that the importer paid a por- 
tion of the tax, but it was never the case in r to sugar. 

I happened, in looking over an old debate and the accompanying 
reports, to find a declaration of the President of the United States, 
which I ask to have read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The present President? 

Mr. VEST. The present President of the United States, Gov- 
ernor McKinley. It goes very far to settle some disputed points 
in regard to the tariff question. 


The Secretary read as follows: 

So large a proportion of our sugar is imported that the home production cf 
sngat dote noL ect the price, and the Aue is therefore a tax, which is 
ad to the price not only of the imported, but of the domestic product, 
which is not true of duties imposed on articles produced or made here sub- 
stantially to the extent of our wants."— McKinley's r t on bill of 1830. 

In the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of September l, 1890, volume 21, page 9878, 
Senator ALDRICH said: 

Whatever duty we remove from raw sugars will be for the benefit and the 
direct benefit of the people of the United States. We are dealing with an 
article which cost our people $150,000. 


0% last Lene We will by this legis!a- 
tion save to the people who purchase sugar. and it is very nearly a per capita 


tax, because the poor man uses almost as much as the rich, $50,000,000 that is 
now levied upon them by direct tax.” 
hare Ve s d t. adopted by a Republican C: d signed 
“The reciprocity amendmen a ublican Congress and s 
bya 8 President, was per npon the Determination of the Repub- 
lican party to put upon the tables of the American 


ople untaxed sugar 
and to reduce the surplus revenue of the country to the extent of $60,000,000 
per year." 


In the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of m 30, 1890, volume 21, page 1888, the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] said: 

The question of ad: ag free sugar to the breakfast table presents even a 
stronger case than tea and coffee presented in 1872 for like treatment. Every 
dollar of the duty imposed comes out of the poor as well as of the rich. If 
we can prudently do without the revenue of over $50,000.000, clearly it should 
be done without hesitation. There is no article so largely and so equally 
consumed by the people." 


Mr. VEST. It would be unjust not to supplement those state- 
ments by one made by my distinguished friend from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON], from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 26, part 6, 
Fifty-third Congress, second session, page 5697, June 4, 1894: 


I pause here— 
He said— 


to call attention to the fact that the sugar schedule, as it is now proposed, is 
in its essence a capitation tax, a tax upon every man, woman, and child in 
the United States of $1. 


Mr. President, [do not know that it would add much to the 
debate if the opinions of eminent Republicans in regard to the 
penging Senate tariff bill should be placed before us. The bill 

been denounced for various reasons; but itis enough for me to 
say that, in my judgment, there is no necessity for increased taxes, 
and especially is there no necessity at this time, when great de- 
pression exists throughout the country. 

We do not pro , as I said in the beginning, to make factious 
opposition to this measure. We intend to discuss it fairly, ear- 
néstly, and justly. We do not e t to put unnecessary obsta- 
cles in the way of its heing enacted. I think thatI state the feel- 
ings of . upon this side of the Chamber when I say that 
if our friends can bring relief, if they can shed light upon our 
darkened path, I shall hail that light with joy, no matter in whose 
hands the lamp may be, I can say honestiy and truly, even to 
the Senator from New Hampshire or the Senator from Rhode 
Island, that— 3 

Keep thou my feet; 
Ido not ask to see the distant scene; 
One step's enough for me. 


Give prosperity to the country, relieve the people, and for my- 
self I shall give the meed of praise where it belongs, and shall 
gladly accept the result, no matter [roin what source it comes. 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Pennsylvania allow 
me to make one remark? 

Mr. CANNON. Will the Senator from Pennsylvania withdraw 
the motion for an executive session pending the presentation by 
me of an amendment with a few observations thereon? 

Mr. QUAY. I will do so with the understanding that the mo- 
tion will be renewed at the expiration of the remarks of the Sena- 
tor from Utah. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Utah allow me to 
give a notice? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. During the morning hour to-morrow I shall 
. ask the Senate to take up the joint resolution to provide for send- 
ing the contributions to India and seek to obtain a vote upon it. 
I ppa at that time the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] 
4 ready to agree with me as to the time when a vote may be 


en. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, I send to the desk and ask the 
Secretary to read a proposed amendment to the pending tariff bill. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 
Amendment intended to be 3 by Mr. Ca xx ON to the bill (H. R. 379) to 


rovide revenue for the 
he United States. 


And from and after sixty days from the e of this act there shall be 
paid, out of any moneys in the Treasury ot the Enitea States not otherwise 
approp: ,toanyexporter of wheat or wheat flour, rye or rye flour, corn 
pi or unground, cotton, hops, or tobacco produced wholly in the United 
tates and exported by sea from any port in the United States toany of 
any other country, the following export bounty, by way of an eq: tion 
to agriculture of the benefits of this act to encou the industries of the 
United States, to wit: Ten cents per bushel on wheat; 50 cents per barrel on 
wheat flour; 10 cents per bushel on rye; 50 cents per barrel on 198 fiour; 5 
cents per bushel on corn; 10 cents 7 — cental on corn, ground; I cent per 
pound on cotton; 2 cents per pound on hops: 2 cents per pound on tobacco. 
And all payments of bounty under this act shall be made upon negotiable 
vouchers, lasued by the collector of customs at the port of clearance, upon 
presentation at the Treasury or any subtreasury of the United States; and 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby charged with making and enforcing 
such regulations as may be necessary for the full protection of the export- 
= and of the Government according to the true intent and meaning of this 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, I do not rise at this time to an- 
tagonize the protective-tariff principle, nor shall I occupy the at- 
tention of the Senate at this late hour in the afternoon in any 
general or detailed criticism of the bill which has been presented 
here. On the contrary, the proposition of the amendment is di- 
rectly in the interest of the protective principle and its equitable 
application to the people of the United States. It was with great 
surprise,upon an examination of the measure,I found that the 
great class of our population who have from the beginning not 
only supported the protective-tariff party by their votes, but have 
supported the protective-tariff principle by their industry from 
the beginning of its operation, were in a large degree excluded 
from any of its benefits. It is, I say. to supply a very patent 
omission from the measnre as it now stands that the amendment 
a proposed and will be advocated here until a vote shall be had 
thereon. 

The bill as it is offered to-day affords no protection to agricul- 
tural staples. There is remaining, I presume, no advocate of the 
protective-tariff system who will contend that in this bill with 
thes? import duties there is afforded any protection or benefit of 
increased pue arising from import duties upon any of those com- 
modities of which we export our surplus. Nor are there remain- 
ing at the present time in the school of protection very many men 
who will contend, and none who will prove, that theindirect pro- 
tection afforded to the farmer by the tariff on manufactured goods 
is sufficient compensation to him for the vast cost entailed upon 
MAU carrying the protective-tariff system upon manufactured 

o0ds. 

a The day was, Mr. President, when the American farmer, with 
free soil to all. with the most advanced agricultural machinery 
known in the world, could not only pay the cost of his production, 
but could carry the weight of the great civilization of thiscountry. 
But a new world condition has arisen. There are vast areas of 
agricultural land opened in the steppes of Russia, in Argentina; 
and the Hungarian peasant and the peon of South American coun- 
tries to-day have machinery only one year behind the most ad- 
vanced in use in the United States, and the 1 of staples in 
America must sellin competition with theselands. It has become 
apparent to all thoughtful observers, and certainly it is known to 
all who have any direct connection with the agricultural industry 
of the United States, that the farmer can not, and the man who 
rends him well knows that the farmer will not, much longer bear 
this burden. " 

There are three remedies possible, Mr. President. One, and the 
right remedy, is a restoration of money conditions, by which we 
will get a world's rise in prices partien'arly beneficial to the agri- 
cultural producer, particularly applicable to the present situation 
in the United States. ButI venture to say that such remedy will 
not be adopted by this Congress. It will scarcely be proposed 
here. The second remedy, and one which I, as a believer in pro- 
tection, would be ready to accept rather than to hold to and vote 
for an inequitable bill, would be absolute free trade, by which 
the farmer might buy as cheaply as he is compelled to sell: and that 
remedy this Congress will notseek toenforce.- There remains, then, 
but the third—the application of an export bounty which shall in 
a measure give restitution to the farmer for the higher prices , 
which he is compelled to pay in protected markets. 

No proposition based upon the declaration of equal protection 
to all the industries of the United States is com»lete, nor can 
there be successfully made a contention that it is just, unless it 
gives to the exporter of agricultural staples from the United 
States an equivalent benefit to that given to the manufacturer by 
the imposition of an import duty. 

A duty of 25 cents a bushel upon wheat is a delusion and a 
snare. 'The farmer of the United States gets no benefit from it. 
The imposition of duty upon cotton, if that were attempted, 
would be of no value to the cotton producer. The imposition of 
a duty on rye is of no value to the farmer of the United States. 
Every other protected industry has a direct benelit from this 


vernment and to encourage the industries of 


FE 
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tariff, because where we do not produce in the United States suffi- 
cient for our own consumption and a quantity considerable in 
extent for export, the import duty serves as a means whereby the 
local producer can enhance the price to the local consumer. 
We have the highest testimonials in behalf of this proposition. 
Some of the purest and best statesmen the United States has had 
have been its advocates. Hamiltonand Albert Gallatin gave their 
voice to it. Hamilton went so far as to say that every dollar of 
duty collected for the protection of manufactures should be given 
back to agriculture through the medium of an export bounty, be- 
cause it was inevitably taken from agriculture. ebster and Clay 
inferentially indorsed the same proposition, and the people of the 
. United States are giving their approval to it now. 

I am in receipt of communications from State and Pomona 
granges, shipping organizations. boards of trade, and clergymen, 
all advocating that this principle shall be inaugurated at this 
ame in behalf of equitable protection to the people of the United 

tates. 

Mr. David Lubin, who in recent years has been the unceasing 
advocate of this principle among the people, has found within the 
last eighteen months scarcely any opposition even among the 
laborers of the United States, who at first imagined that the price 
of breadstuffs was to be increased to them by this means. 

The rates are not excessive. They are scarcely equal to the 
imposition of tariff upon manufactured kogan, The cost to the 
Treasury of the United States will not burdensome. If we 
shall take out from the Treasury and distribute among the farmers 
of the United States the $48,129,546 per annum which this system 
will cost, based upon our exports of agricultural staples in the 
year ending June 30, 1896, we will only have given back to the 
channels of trade some portion of that surplus which the pending 
bill will otherwise pile up in the Treasury, according to its advo- 
cates. 

At the rates proposed, and taking our staples exported during 
the year ending June 30, 1896, the United States Treasury would 
pay for wheat and wheat flour sent abroad annually $13,375,440; 

or rye and rye flour $100,734; for corn, ground and unground, 
$5,055,018: for cotton 823,352,263; for hops $335,305, and for to- 
bacco $5,910,786. 

The immediate benefit to the farmer derived from the Treasury 
of the United States would not be all. For this comparatively 
small expenditure to him he would receive for these staples more 
than $225,000,000 in higher prices than he now receives. Itistrue 
that this would increase the price of breadstufis to the consumers 
in the cities; but under the declaration made here to-day that 
with higher prices the people will be more able to buy, we will 
have a larger consumption of wheat and wheat flour and other 
agricultural staples in the cities of the country than we ha.enow 
at the low prices. 

The Senator trom Missouri inquired to-day if the remedy for the 
propies inability to purchase was to tax the people and make goods 

igher, so that they who could not buy to-day might be able to buy 
at higher prices; and he was answered that if prices were elevated 
by means of the imposition of a tariff the people would get better 
wages and thus have the greater power to buy the prođuct of 
Western farms. It isa noticeable fact that the consumption of 
staple agricultural products has fallen off in the United States per 
capita. This remedy, under the argument. will restore that con- 
sumption to its normal figure; and if there be any virtue in pro- 
tective tariffs, this will give to every man bread enough, because 
a sufficient tariff on woolen goods will give him clothes enough. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Utah said he 
was in favor of about $13,000,000 export duty on wheat at 10 cents 
a bushel. If we pay an export bounty of 10 cents a bushel, that 
will raise the price of every bushel of wheat, whether exported or 
consumed at home, that much, will it not? 

Mr.CANNON. Certainly it will. 

Mr. BUTLER, Then, for an investment of $13,000,000, which 
the Government would pay out in the shape of an export bounty. 
the wheatfarmers of the country would get their protection of 
sixty or sev LE illion dollars, would they not? 

Mr. CANNON. They would, if there be any truth in the pro- 
tective principle. 

Mr. BUTLER. That would be a very good investment. 

Mr. CANNON. It would be a very good investment if it were 
to be made in behalf of any manufacturing industry or any trust 
inthe United States, bnt anything in behalf of the farmer is looked 
upon with scorn and is considered a doubtful investment by the 
Legislature of the United States. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him where 
this $49,000,000 will come from? In what schedule would our 
friend from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] put it? Where are you 
going to raise it? 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. President, according to the statements 
made concerning this bill by its friends, it will raise a sufficient 
surplus to enable the Treasury of the United States to bear this 
comparatively z;nall charge. it shall not, under the ordinary 


expenditures of the Government, I would recommend that Con- 
gress limit the amount of money paid for armor plate to an honest 
figure, and the amount of money paid ont for other expenditures 
to an economical basis, and thereby the Treasury will have enough 
means with which to discharge this debt of honor. 

In addition, Mr. President, it is a very poor argument, when 
you have been robbing some man for years and he asks you for 
justice, to say that you propose to continue to rob him of more, 
and say that you do not know where you are going to get the 
money with which to restore that which you have unrighteousl 
taken. It is the very first duty of the Congress of the Unite 
States to provide a bill which shall not only be honest in its pres- 
ent application, but which shall pay back some portion of that 
which been taken from the pockets of the toilers of this land. 
I believe we can cut the billion-dollar expenditures of this coun- 
try down to $900,000,000 for each Congress, and that will provide 
amp!e means with which to discharge the obligations raised by 
this amendment. 

I have voted most cheerfully for war ships, for armament, for 
all kinds of expenditures desired by the Eastern Representatives 
and Senators in Congress, but, rather than to leave the farmer of 
the United States much longer without hope, I would be willing 
that we should skip two or three years in the ordering of war 
ships. I would rather see both the Carnegie and Bethlehem 
armor-plate works closed down than to see a million farms sold 
out in the United States. 

Ithink, Mr. President, that if we shall adopt this amendment, 
and if the House of Representatives shall agree to it, the wise 
financiers connected with the Finance Committee of this body and 
the Ways and Means Comunittee of the House of Representatives 
will devise a plan whereby, without taking anything from the 
necessary appropriations for ships of war and other proper and 
sacred expenditures of the Government, this little obligation to 
the farmers may be met. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President 

Mr. CANNON. One word more, with the permission of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Rat hice I beg pardon. I thought the Senator had con- 
cluded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah will proceed. 

Mr. CANNON. If we do not adopt an amendment of this char- 
acter, or if we do not give to the farmer of the United States some 
remedy, he will at the first opportunity overturn this tariff. 

The distinguished Senator from Rhode Island madea plea, which 
I believe every man in this Chamber echoed, as I believe that same 
plea is echoed from every industrial center of the United States, 
that we should, so far as possible, establish at this time a tariff 
which will endure, so that the country may not be ANM by the 
shock of tariff revision every two or three years. I have talked 
with the farmers in twenty States of the Union since last fall, and 
l firmly believe that this tariff will no longer endure than until 
the furmers of the United States can havé a chance to revise it at 
the polls, if you do not give to them some portion of its benefits. 

The farmer is bending beneath a burden which he can not c 
longer; he has been the backbone of the integrity of the Unit 
States; but there comes in the place of the free and independent 
farmer of this country a race of tenantry, to reap servilely where 
he sowed nobly, men whoreceive their opinions from others instead 
of giving their own independent voice at the polls and in all their 
dec arations to their fellow-men. 

The Senate of the United States can atford to be absolutely just. 
I believe the amendment should be adopted. On some future oc- 
casion, when we reach a schedule which, with the permission of 
the Senator from New Jersey and some other Senators, may be 
deemed the appropriate one to which to append this measure, I and 
pernan some other Senators may make some remarks at greater 

ength. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Put it on the sugar schedule. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May Lask the Senator from Utah a question? 

Mr.CANNON, Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I heard the Senator speak of robbery a lit- 
tle while ago with reference to the tariff. Does the Senator mean 
that the farmer has been robbed all these years by the tariff? Is 
that the Senator’s argument? 

Mr. CANNON. es, sir; decidedly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. When did the Senator first think that the 
American tariff system was a robbery of the farmer? 

Mr. CANNON, Just so soon as the Senator gave sufficient at- 
tention to the subject to understand the truth of it. I advocated 
Republican tariffs as earnestly and as faithfully in my humble 
way as the Senator from New Hampshire, and I believed exactly 
what I taught. I believe in a protective-tariff system in the 
United States to-day, because I think that any nation which will 
not guard its own must perish; and I believe the world is engaged 


at this time in a fight the result of which will be the survival of 
the unfittest if America does not protect herself; but I am not dis- 
posed any longer to advocate a system by which one portion of 


- 


1242 


the population is taxed for the benefit of another portion of the 


m 
think that it is unfair to cherish only one class, and that the 
class which has already the most power of self-protection. If the 
Senator from New Hampshire go across the plains of Kansas, 
as I have gone, and across the plains of Nebraska, if he will see the 
le there who toil **from early morn till dewy eve," seeking to 
d up those States; if he will witness their struggles, if he will 
see farms abandoned because men can not pay the mortgages 
thereon, I believe in him sufficiently to think he will come back 
and say that this bill is robbery of the American farmer. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I sympathize with the class 
to whom the Senator has referred. I have always believed that a 

roperly adjusted tariff would help them instead of harming them; 
but Idid not know until to-day that the Senator, who has advo- 
cated the tariff all this time, thought all the while that it was 
robbery of his people. 

Mr. CANNON. Why, Mr. President, the Senator from New 
Hampshire is scarcely fair. I have stated that I am in favor of 
a protective-tariff system. I stated that in the guilelessness of my 
soul, being à Republican, I went out and advocated the Repub- 
lican idea of a protective tariff. I never was brought quite so 
close to responsibility concerning it before as Lam to-day. Here- 
tofore I have discussed it on the stump, advocating it in general 
terms; but as soon as I am confronted with responsibility which 
obliges me to look more closely into its application to all the peo- 
ple, I am simply discharging my duty when I seek to amend this 
measure so that it shall be honest to all. 

The Senator ought to know if the agricultural classes of the 
United States do not thrive in good contentment there is no safety 
to the Republic. There was another nation in its day as mighty 
as this Republic, the greatest upon which the sun then shone, and 
its le engaged in agriculture sunk lower and lower, until the 
freeholder who wasobliged to borrow money had togive a mortgage 
not only upon his land, but upon his crops, and upon himself and 
his wife and his children, and the unborn child-in its mother's 
womb, in order to satisfy the usurer. When that time came, the 
Roman eagles were enclouded in the darkness of the Middle Ages, 
and unless we shall do something to arrest this robbery—I say it 
deliberately, Mr. President, the robbery of this bill for protective 
tariff—we, too, will have our bitter lesson. 


FOREST POLICY OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Forest Reservations and the tection of Game: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


Itransmit herewith for the information of the Congress the report of the 
Laien ot 2 20 est aR n for the forested lands of the United States. 
ofa ‘or 0 
+ puter: 8 WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
ExECUTIVE MANSION, May 25, 1897. 


LYNCHING OF THREE ITALIANS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, on motion of Mr. FRYE, was, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to 
be printed: ' 

To the Senate of the United States: 
T transmit herewith, in response to the resolution of the Senate of May 6, 


1897, calling for correspondence regarding the lynching in Louisiana of cer- 
tain Italian subjects, d report from the Secretary of State, with accompany- 


PPT: WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
MANSION, 
Washington, May 94, 1597. 

BOUNDARY LINE BETWEEN VENEZUELA AND BRITISH GUIANA. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the followin. 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, on motion of Mr. FRYE, was, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to 

be printed: 
To the Senate of the United States; 
mse to the resolution of the Senate of May 4, 


897, regarding the work of the special commission Apuntes by the Presi- 
dent on January 4, 1896, to examine and report upon the true boundary line 
pron 8 and. British Guiana, a report from the Secretary of State, 

accom: rs. 
apace ai WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, May 24, 1897. 


VISITOR TO WEST POINT. 


ee VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate this morning accepted 
e resi 
one of the visitors to the West Point Military Academy. 
Chair announces the appointment of the Senator from 

Island [Mr, WETMORE] 


tion of the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS M 

e 
Rhode 
fill the vacancy. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL—CONFERENCE REPORT. 


Mr. ALLISON. I desire to have placed before the Senate the 
report of the committee of conference on the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
report of the committee of conference on the bill referred to by the 
Senator from Iowa, which will be read. 

TheSecretary proceeded to read theconference report, but before 
concluding was interrupted by 

Mr. AL N. Inasmuch as this is a long report and I do not 
expect to have it acted upon to-night, I suggest that it be printed 
in the RECORD without being read in full at the Secretary's desk, 
and I give notice that late to-morrow I shall ask the Senate to 
consider it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the confer- 
ence report will be printed as a document and also printed in the 
RECORD. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

'The report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the — votes of the two Houses 
on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H R. 16) making appropri- 
ations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1898, and for other p having met, after full and free con- 
ference have to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 7, 21. 22, 25, 26, and 27. 

That the House recede from its di ment tó the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 4, 5, 8, 9, 19, 35, 35, and 37, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: 

In lien of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

For the survey of the public lands that have been or may hereafter be 
designated as forest reserves by Executive proclamation, under section 24 of 
the act of Congress approved March 3,1891, entitled ‘An act to repeal timber- 
culture laws, and for other purpose and including public lands adjacent 
thereto, which may be designated for survey by the Secretary of the Interior, 
$150,000, to be immediately available: Provided, That to remove any doub 
which may exist pertaining to the authority of the President thereunto, the 
President of the United States is hereby authorized and empowered to revoke, 
modify, or suspend any and ali such Executive orders and proclamations, or 
any partthereof, from time to time as he shall deem best for the public inter- 
ests: Provided, That the Executive orders and proclamations dated February 
22. 1897, setting eM and reserving certain lands in the Stntes of Wyoming, 

ashington, Idaho, and South Dakota as forest reservations. 
be, and — are hereby, suspended, and the lands embraced therein restored 
to the pub 8 
urther. 


not been issued: Provided 

not otherwise disposed of before March 1, 1898, shall again become subject to 
the operations of said orders and proclamations as now existing or hereafter 
modified by the President. 

The surveys herein provided for shall be made, under the supervision of 
the Director of the Geological Survey, by such person or persons as may be 
employed by or under him for that purpose: and shall be executed under 
instructions issued by the Secretary of the Interior; and if subdivision sur- 
veys shall be found to be necessary, they shall be executed under the rec- 
m pes system, asnow provided by law. The plats and field notes prepared 
shall be approved and certifled to by the Director of the 1 4 Survey, 
and two copies of the fleld notes shall be returned, one for the in the 

Jnited States surveyor-general's office of the State in which the reserve is 
situated, the other in the General Land Office; and twenty ecw a AT 
copies of the plats shall be returned, one copy for the files in the United 
States surveyor-general's office of the State in which the reserve is situated; 
the original plat and the other copies shall be filed inthe General Land Office, 
and shall have the f: le signature of the Director of the Survey attached. 

* Such surveys, field notes, and plats thus returned shall have the same legal 


force and effectas heretofore given the surveys, field notes, and plats returned 
through the surveyors- ral; and such surveys, which include subdivision 
surveys under tho rec! lar system, shall be approved by the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office as in other care, 508 prover! certified 
copies thereof shall be filed in the r: tive land offices of the districts in 
which such lands are situated, as in other cases. All laws inconsistent with 
the provisions hereof are hereby declared inoperative as sur- 
vey: Provided, however, That a 2 855 of every phic map and other 
maps showing the distribution of the forests, er ae ge with such field notes 
as may be taken relating thereto, shall be certified thereto by the Director 
of the Survey and filed in the General Land Office. 

“AN public lands heretofore designated and reserved by the President of the 
United States under the provisions of the act approved h3, sila be or- 
ders for which 8 be and remain in full force and effect, unsuspended and 
unrevoked, and all public Jands that may hereafter be set aside and reserved 
as Ue qe forest reserves under said act, shall be as far as practicable con- 
trolled and administered in accordance with the following provisions: 

* No public forest reservation shall be established, except to improve and 
protect the forest within the reservation, or for the purpose of securing fa- 
vorable conditions of water flows, and to furnish a continuous supply of tim- 
ber for the use and necessittes of citizens of the United States; but it is not 
the purpose or intent of these provisions or of the act providing for such 
reservations to authorize the inclusion therein of lands more valuable for 
the mineral therein or for agricultural Led eg than for forest 

“The Secretary of the Interior shall make provisions for the tection 
against Jestruction by fire and depredations upon the public forests and for- 
est reservations which may have been set aside or which may be hereafter 
set aside under the said act of March 3,4591, and which may be continued; and 
he may make such rules and regulations and establish such service as will 
insure the objects of such reservations, namely, to regulate their occupancy 
and use aud to preserve the forests thereon from destruction; and any viola- 
tion of the provisions of this act or such rules and regulations shall be pun- 


ished as is provided for in the act of June 4, 1888, amending section 5938 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States. 

For the purpose of pee the living and growing timber and promot- 
ing the younger growth on forest reservations, the Secretary of the Interior, 
under such rules and regulations as he shall prescribe, may cause to be des- 

ated and 4 so much of the dead, matured, or large growth of trees 
tible with the utiliza- 


value in such quantities to pu r as he shall prescribe, to be 
used in the State or tory in which such timber reservation may be situ- 
a y, but not for export therefrom. Before such sale shall take 


lace, notice thereof shall be given by th 
ce for not léss than sixty days, by 
circulation, publisbed in the rci en which the timber is 
therein publishe 
lished nearest to t 


be covered into the 
marked and designated, and 


of some person, appointed for that purpose hy the ary of the Interior, 
not Tte ostoi in the purchase or dec such timber nor in the employ- 
mentof the purchaser thereof. Such su make report in writing 


r shall 
to the Commissioner of the General Land Office and to the receiver in the 
land office in which such reservation shall be located of his doings in the 


premises. 
“The Secretary of the Interior may permit, under regula 


g. 
domestic „ us may be needed by such persons for such $ 
such timber b be used within the State or Territory, tively, where 
such reservations may be located. 

“ Nothing herein shall be construed as prohibiting the egress or ingress of 
actual settlers residing within the boundaries of such reservati or from 
crossing the same to and from their property or homes; and such wagon 
roads and other improvements may be constructed thereon as may be neces- 
sary to reach their homes and to u their property under such rules and 
regulations as may be prescribed by the Secre v of the Interior. Norshall 
sod pate, Heraa Trohibit an person from ente ng npon such forest reser- 
vations for all proper and eer ei eed including that of ting, 
locating, and Medi iere sue mineral resources thereof: Provided, t suc 
persons comply wit rules and regulations covering such forest reser- 
vations. 


That in cases in which a tract covered by an unperfected bona fide claim 
or by a patent is included within the limits of a DAY forest reservation, 
the settler or owner thereof may, if he desires to do so, relinqnish the tract 
to the Government, and may select in lieu thereof a tract of vacant land 
open to settlement not exceeding in area the tract covered by his claim or 
patent; nnd no charge shall be made in such cases for making the entry of 
record or issuing the patent to cover the tract selected: Provided further, 
That in cases of unperfected claims the requirements of the laws 8 
settlement, residence, improvements, etc., are complied with on the new 
claims, credit being allowed for the time spent on the relinquished claims. 

“ The settlers residing within the exterior boundaries of such forest reser- 
vations, or in the vicinity thereof, may maintain schools and churches within 
Buch reservation, and for that purpose may occupy any part of the said 
cg 5 not exceeding 2 acres for each schoolhouse and 1 acre 

‘or a church. 

“The jurisdiction, both civil and criminal, over persons within such reser- 

vations shall not be affected or chan by reason of the existence of such 


5 so far as the p: ent of offenses against the United 
States therein is con ed, the intent and meaning of this provision being 
that the State wherein any such reservation is situated shall not, by reason 


of the establishment thereof, lose its jurisdiction, nor the inhabitants thereof 
leges as citizens, or be absolved from their duties as 


and regulations established thereunder. 

“U: the recommendation of the Secre of the Interior, with the ap- 
proval of the President, after sixty days’ notice thereof, published in two 
papers of general circulation in the State or Territory wherein any forest 
reservation is situated, and near the said reservation, any public lands em- 
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n ion of a competent person à n or that purpose 
by the | decretary of the Interíor, RS be fdund better adapted for maining or 
for agricultural purposes than for forest usage may be restored to the pub- 
licdomain. Andany mineral lands in any forest reservation which have been 
or which may be shown to be such, and subject to entry under the existing 
mining laws of the United States and the and regulations applying 


thereto, continue to be subject to such location and entry, notwith- 
xe p S provisions herein contained.“ > 
And the ate to th 


e same. 
Amendment — — 24: That the Senate recede from its disagreemont 
to the amendment of the House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 


24, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the mat- 
ter N by said ges amendment, insert the following: $2.933,333; which 
sum, e on 


the Secretary of War, res bel immediately available 
for — MN under contract or otherwise. An: 


tedand 
^ g appropriations for the construction. ir. and preservation 
of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,“ 
which a law on June 3, 18907" and the House a to the same. 


Amendment numbered 28: That the House recede from its d ent 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

Improvement of Pearl Harbor: For expense of necessary survey of en- 
trance to and of Pearl Harbor, Hawaiian Islands, and to enable the Secretary 
of the Navy to ascertain and report to Congress the amount of land neces- 

to be acquired in said harbor and the probable cost thereof for a coaling 
repair station, $10,000." 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert 
* $25,000; * and the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference recommend to their respective Houses that 
Senate amendment numbered 10 be transferred from line 6, page 51 of the bill, 
and 3 after the word “available at the end of Senate amendment num- 


W. B. ALLISON, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. QUAY. Irenew my motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. Afterten minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 30 
minutes p.m.)the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, May 26, 1897, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 25, 1897. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
Edwin H. Conger, of Iowa, to be envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary of the United States to Brazil, vice Thomas 
L. Thompson, resigned. 
CONSUL. 
John G. Foster, of Vermont, to be consul of the United States 
at Sherbrooke, Quebec, Canada, vice James R. J resigned. 
INDIAN- AGENT. 
hlin, of Greatfalls, Mont., to be agent for 
lackfeet Agency in Montana, vice George 


Geo B. McLa 
the Indians of the 
Steell, resigned. 

PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
General officer. 

Brig. Gen. John Rutter Brooke, to be major-general, May 22, 

1897, vice Bliss, retired from active service. 
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 

Asst. Engineer Doctor E. Dismukes, to be a assistant en- 

ineer in the Navy, from the 1st day of May, 1897, vice P. A. 

ngineer Walter S. Burke, retired. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 25, 1897. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Brig. Gen. John Rutter Brooke, to be major-general. 
INDIAN AGENT. 


George B. McLaughlin, of Greatfalls, Mont., to be an agent for 
the Indians of the Blackfeet Agency in Montana. 


POSTMASTER. : 

A. M. Ketler, to be eee at Bennett, in the county of 
Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 
: SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, May 26, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D, D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


JUDGMENTS IN INDIAN DEPREDATION CASES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 17thinstant, a list of the judgments rendered by 
the Court of Claims in fayor of claims in Indian depredation cases 
not heretofore reported; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LIST OF JUDGMENTS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 17th instant, a list of all judgments rendered 
are the United States by the circuit and district courts of the 

nited States under section 11 of the act of March 3, 1887, etc.; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 

IMPROVEMENT OF ANNAPOLIS HARBOR. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 17th instant, a letter from the Chief of Engi- 
neers, United States Army, together with the reports, exhibits, 
and papers referred to as having been transmitted in 1896 by the 
mayor, councilor, and SET. council of Annapolis, Md., to Col. 
Peter C. Hains, Co: of ineers, in support of a project for 
the improvement of the har at Annapolis, Md.; which, with 
the accompanying was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ord. to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. . 
The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the officers and 
members of the Kansas City (Mo.) Merchant Tailors’ Exchange, 
praying Congress to pass without amendment section 666 of 
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pending tariff bill, relating to the free entry of wearing apparel, 
personal effects, etc.; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SEWELL. I present a memorial numerously signed by 
liquor dealers’ associations of New Jersey, representing several 
thousand retail liquor dealers, and by citizens of different cities 
and towns in that State, remonstrating against the proposa in- 
crease of the tax on beer. I move that the memorial be referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

'The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of Joseph C. Petti- 
grew and 45 other citizens of Portsmouth, N. H., and the petition 
of W. H. White, jr., and 35 other citizens of Portsmouth, N. H., 
praying for the enactment of legislation for a more rigid restric- 
tion of immigration; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PER S presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce, of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the passage of the pend- 
ing tariff bill at the earliest day possible; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal, reaffirming its adherence to the pones of 
Hawaiian reciprocity and territorial annexation; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of California, 
praying for the free delivery of mails in the rural districts; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal, praying for the enactment of legislation 
1 the appointment of a nonpartisan monetary commis- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of W. T. Wallace, F. W. Slaughter, 
Jacob Marhoffer, U. eba, Olvin Duffy, and 306 other citizens 
of California, praying for the adoption of the lumber schedule in 
the pending tariff bill as passed by the House of Representatives; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Alameda and 
Oakland, in the State of California, praying for the abrogation of 
the reciprocity treaty with Hawaii; which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. QUAY presented the petition of M. Connell and sundry 
other citizens of Downingtown, Pa., praying for the enactment of 
legislation for a more rigid restriction of immigration; which was 


ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Massachusetts Tailors' 
Association, of Springfield, Mass., praying Congress to pass with- 


out amendment section 666 of the pending tariff bill, relating to 
the free entry of wearing apparel, personal effects, etc.; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Thirty-first Annual Encamp- 
ment of the Department of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the 
Republic, favoring the adoption of military instruction in the 
public schools of the country; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of 53 citizens of Haverhill, Mass., 
and a petition of 50 citizens of Ipswich, Mass, praying for the 
passage of the so called Lodge bill relating toimmigration; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SMITH presented a memorial of the Retail Liquor Dealers' 
League of New Jersey, remonstrating against the proposed 
increase of the tax on beer; which was ordered to lie on the ta le. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of 115 citizens of Duluth, Minn., 
and a petition of 113 citizens of Duluth, Minn., praying for the 
enactment of legislation restricting immigration; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the American Chamber of 
Commerce of Paris, France, praying the Government of the 
United States to make provision for a full and adequate represen- 
tation of the interests of the United States at the Paris Exposi- 
tion of 1900; which was referred to the Select Committee on Inter- 
national Expositions. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of Utica, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation for a 
AS n gid restrictionof immigration; which was ordered to lie on 

e table. 

Mr. PENROSE presented the petition of P. A. Becker and sun- 
dry other citizens of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of 
legislation granting a rebate of the tax upon alcohol used in the 
artsand in medicinalandotherlike compounds; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Reading, 
Pa., praying for the speedy passage of the pending tariff bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of 20 citizens of Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to 
destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which wasreferred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the anticombine executive com- 
mittee of the Twenty-second Ward of Philadelphia, of the Thir- 


tieth Ward Republican executive committee of Philadelphia, and 
of the Belmont Republican Association of Philadelphia, all in 
the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the ropes of the present 
civil-service law; which were referred to the Committee on Civil 
Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented petitions of 146 citizens of Upper Turkeyfoot 
Township, 23 citizens of Wooddale, 50 citizens of Vanderbilt, 26 
citizens of Boston, 24 citizens of Stroudsburg, 21 citizens of 
Wanamie, 52 citizens of Duquesne, 52 citizens of Petersburg, 53 
citizens of Easton, 140 citizens of Carbondale, 61 citizens of Port 
Kennedy, 81 citizens of Philadelphia, 90 citizens of Riverton, 10 
citizens of Pennsylvania, 43 citizens of Connellsville, 24 citizens of 
Wilkesbarre, 82 citizens of Braddock, 219 citizens of Pitcairn, 38 
citizens of Versailles, 52 citizens of Steelton, American Council, 
No. 30, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Philadel- 
phia; 32 citizens of Philadelphia, 34 citizens of Minersville, 50 citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, 26 citizens of Quakake, 59 citizens of Cowans- 
burg, 52 citizens of Reading, 98 citizens of Columbia, 81 citizens 
of Fayette County, 25 citizens of Steelton, 13 citizens of Philadel- 
phia, 53 citizens of Oneida, 55 citizens of Shamokin, 52 citizens of 
Columbia, 106 citizens of Birdsboro, 31 citizens of Bedford, 28 citi- 
zens of Freedom, 33 citizens of Bunola, 32 citizens of Warminster. 
66 citizens of Pitcairn, 177 citizens of McDonald, 93 citizens of 
Irwin, 93 citizens of Philadelphia, 103 citizens of Birdsboro, 75 
citizens of Philadelphia, 15 citizens of Quakake, 46 citizens of 
Reading, 17 citizens of New Stanton, 227 citizens of Canonsburg, 
52 citizens of Pennsylvania, and of 21 citizens of Downingtown, 
in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legis- 
n restricting immigration; which were ordered to lie on the 

e. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of the 
Interior submitting an item of appropriation for inclusion in the 
general deficiency appropriation bill of $1,000 for the purpose of 
rearranging, indexing, and preserving the records of the record- 
er's office of the General Land Office; which, with the accompa- 
nying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Auditor for the Navy 
Department submitting estimates of deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions necessary to reimburse “General account of advances" 
created by the act of June 19, 1878, for pay of the Navy and for 
pay of the Marine Corps; which, with the accompanying papers, 
yas ratarea to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 

rinted. 

e also presented a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Postmaster-General 
requesting that the appropriation for “fuel, lights, and water 
for publie buildings" under the control of that Department be 
amended so as to permit of its use for the operation of pneumatic 
tubes for the transmission of mail matter; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia submitting an estimate of appropriation, 
for inclusion ia the general deficiency appropriation bill, to pay 
certain judgments against the District of Columbia amounting to 
$1,115.30, together with costs and interest; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia submitting an estimate of appropriation, for 
inclusion in the general deficiency appropriation bill, of $5,725.24 
for repairs and improvements to the Lovejoy school building; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on a ppropriauons, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the chief of 
division of public moneys- of that Department in relation to the 
necessity of an additional appropriation of $500 for examinations 
of subtreasuries and depositories for the fiscal year 1897; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I present a communication from the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture relative to Senate bill No. 1033, for the further 
prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia. I 
move that the communication lie on the table, and that it be 
printed as a document. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I take it that the Senator from dssdo: 
desires to have the letter printed as a document, Am I correct 

Mr. PROCTOR, Yes, sir. 


1897. 


i 

' Mr. GALLINGER. Before that order is made, I feel it incum- 
bent upon me to make a brief observation concerning the matter. 
During the last Congress a bill was presenta for regulating the 
so- called subject of vivisection in the District of Columbia. For 
the better protection of animals“ was the title of the bill. That 
bill was referred to a subcommittee of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, of which I was chairman. That subcommittee 
gaya a hearing O yae parice inievonted Ae sen many hours. The 
opponents of the bill had every facility afforded them for present- 
ing their side of the case, Not only that, but a young gentleman 
connected with the De ent of Agriculture was given a rea- 
sonable time to present his views, and, in addition to what he pre- 
sented, thirty-five closely printed pages were given to him by the 
subcommittee as space in which to further elaborate his views 
and to present documents bearing on the subject. Others who 
were heard in opposition to the measure were treated with equal 
courtesy and generosity, and so far as I know no complaint what- 
ever was made that the hearing was not fair to all parties in- 
terested. A report was made. The bill went to the Calendar, 
and for one reason and another it was not reached for considera- 
tion. 

Immediately upon that report being made, the opponents of the 
bill sent protests and memorials to the Senate, and through Sena- 
tors they were presented and printed as documents. Those pro- 
tests, for the most eg reviewed the report of the committee, tak- 
ing exceptions to the findings, and in many instances they were 
misleading, if not absolutely false. 

At the present session a similar bill has been introduced, and by 
direction of the Committee on the District of Columbia I have 
reported it tothe Senate. Immediately these same gentlemen sent 
letters and protests and memorials to the Senate, again reviewing 
that report and taking exceptions to the findings of the committee. 
Yesterday papers of that kind were presented, and again to-day a 
paper is presented, I take it, arguing against the findings of your 
committee. 

Mr. President, I am not going to object to the printing of this 

peras a document, notwithstanding I ought to do so, but I want 
pen the attention of the Senate to the fact that there ought to 
be some limit to this matter. Forinstance, suppose the advocates 
of the bill should present a very formidable paper reviewing the 
views held by these memorialists, and the memorialists who pre- 
sented their documents yesterday, and again to-day, should think 
it incumbent upon them to review the opinions of those advocates 

_ of the bill, where are we going to stop in printing documents at 
the expense of the Government regarding a matter that has been 
fairly considered by a committee, the hearings on which have been 
printed, and which are available to all? 

I shall not, Mr. President, object to the printing of this particu- 
lar paper, but I want to put on record the fact that jn my opinion 
it is a vicious practice, after a committee of this body has given a 
fair hearing and printed the views of both sides, that then either 
side to the controversy should burden our records and take money 
out of the public Treasury in having printed, at public expense, 


33 documents either for or against the proposed legislation. 
Isay the practice is utterly vicious and indefensible, and it ought 
to be sto 


The Tee PRESIDENT. There being no objection, the com- 
munication will lie on the table and be printed as a document. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE, 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 514) for the relief of Warren Hall, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


MARBLE BUSTS OF THE VICE-PRESIDENTS. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Yesterday I reported from the Commit- 
tee on the 9 the joint resolution (S. R. 23) amending Sen- 
ate resolution of May 13. 1886, providing for marble busts of those 
who have been Vice-Presidents of the United States, to be placed 
in the vacant niches of the Senate Chamber. It was reported as 
a joint resolution, but to be changed to a Senate resolution. I 
see that it appears on the Calendar as a joint resolution. I ask 


that the joint resolution be indefinitely postponed, and that I be 


3 to substitute a simple Senate resolution for the same. 
t should be a Senate resolution instead of a joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the indefinite 
postponement of the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Let the resolution take the place of the 
joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be taken up 
when the order of resolutions is reached. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2028) granting a pension 
to Thompson B, Moore; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. _1 present in connection with the bill the pe- 
tition of Thompson B. Moore, with the affidavits of Rolen Gooch, 
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Mark Arnold, G. W. Phillips, and Dr. J. Gooch. I move that the 
bill and accompanying papers be referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 2029) granting a pension to 
Margaret E. Cobb, of Madison County, Fla.; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2030) for the relief of the 
administrators of William B. Moses. deceased, and of Lebbeus H. 
Rogers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BAKER introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
1 read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (S. 2031) granting a pension to Lydia M. Cutshall, of Cald- 
well, Kans,; 

A bill (S. 2032) granting an increase of pension to John W. Craig, 
of Arlington, Kans.; an 

A bill (S. 2033) granting a pension to Cora L. Robinson, of Cen- 
tralia, Kans. (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. PETTIGREW (b request) introduced a bill (S. 2034) to 
enable the Secretary of Agriculture to enter into a contract for the 
construction of an air navigating machine of a certain description 
for the exclusive use of the Weather Bureau, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on E PAR d and Forestry. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 2035) for the remuster of Fran- 
cisco V. De Coster as captain of Companies A and D, step cy 
Marine Brigade Cavalry Volunteers; which was read twice by i 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENT TO THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Gov- 
ernment and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 


AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate numbered 10 to the bill (H. R. 15) 
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
ment and for fulfilling oer ee with various Indian tribes for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
res ive Houses as follows: 

bat the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same 
with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted 
by said House amendment insert the following: 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to allot agricultural lands 
in severalty to the Uncompahgre Ute Indians now located upon or belonging 
tothe Uncompahgre Indian Reservation in the State of Utah, said allotments 
to be upon the Uncompahgre and Uintah reservations or elsewhere in said 
State. And all the lands of said Uncompah Reservation not theretofore 
allotted in severalty to said Uncompahgre Utes shall, on and after the 1st 
day of April, 1898, be open for location and entry under all the land laws of 
the United States, excepting, however, therefrom all lands 88 gilson- 
ite, asphalt, elaterite, or other like substances. And the title to of the 
said lands containing gilsonite, asphaltum, elaterite, or other like substances, 
is reserved to the United States." b, 

And the House agree to the same. 

t R. F. PETTIGREW, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


J. 8. SHERMAN, 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
Iſanagers on the part of the House. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire that the report shall lie over and 


not be acted Toan at this time. Ishall it up later. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the report 
will lie over. 


WICHITA INDIAN LANDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Quay]. The resolution will be read, 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


r and the United States at Anadarko, in the Indian 
Territory, on the 4th day of June, A. D. 1891, should be considered and usted 
at the same time by the same tribunal which shall determine the alleged 
claim of the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations in and to the said lands, and 
that the President is hereby requested to suspend the allotments to said In- 
dians now in progress until the compensation to be allowed and paid to said 
Indians for the lands in excess of allotments shall be finally determined. 
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Mr. QUAY. Idesire to have theresolution passed at this time. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
MARBLE BUSTS OF THE VICE-PRESIDENTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 


resolution reported by the Senator from North Dakota . HANS- 
BROUGH] from the Committee on the Library, amending Senate 
resolution of May 13, 1886, providing for marble busts of those 
who have been Vice-Presidents of the United States to be placed 
in the vacant niches of the Senate Chamber. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire the resolution to remain on the 
Calendar. That is the request I made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will take its place on 
the Calendar. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. E 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 24th instant approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. 
42) appropriating $50,000 for the relief of destitute citizens of the 
United States in the Island of Cuba. , 

PORT OF FERNANDINA, FLA. 


Mr. PASCO submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be requested to furnish the Senate with such information 
as he may have in his with reference to the t condition of 


the harbor of Cumberland Sound, and to inform the te whether an 
immediate action is necessary to protect the entrance from being clases: 
against the commerce usually entering the port of Fernandina. 


VICTOR H. MACCORD, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the followi 
message from the President of the United States; which wasread, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate of the United States: 


Itransmit herewith, in nse to the resolution of the Senate of May » 
PU. relating to the yq of Victor H. 3 against the Government o: 


a report from Secretary of State, accom 
s WILLIAM Mo 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, May 26, 1897. B 
ILLINOIS RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
now consider the bill (S. 1978) extending the time for the com- 
mencement and completion of the railroad bridge across the Illi- 
nois River, near Grafton, Ill., by the St. Louis, Perry and Chi- 
cago Railroad. The bill merely extends the time for the com- 
mencement and completion, and it is only a few lines long. I 

it will be now considered. 
ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
"Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WICHITA INDIAN LANDS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. A resolution was agreed to this morni 
with regard to the Wichita Indians in the Indian Territory. 
wish to call the attention of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
sud tothe matter. I desire to havethe resolution reconsidered. 

therefore move to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was agreed to. My attention was not called to it at the time and 
it slipped through without my notice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota 
enters a motion to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania was this morning 

. Is that all the Senator desires at this time? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire to have the motion entertained at 
this time. I simply want to amend the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution has been sent for and 
will be at the desk in a moment. 

Mr. QUAY. I object to a reconsideration unless some reason 
is given for it. 

. PETTIGREW. I was present in the Chamber, but I did 
not know that the resolution was under consideration. It went 
through without my notice. I intended to offer an amendment to 
it. I now desire that it shall be reconsidered, so that I can offer the 
amendment. The Senator from Pennsylvania certainly will not 
under those circumstances object to a reconsideration. 

Mr. QUAY. What is the proposed amendment? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. A reconsideration will leave the matter 
exactly where it was when it came 7 7 — morning. 

Mr.QUAY. In what respect does the Senator propose to amend 
the resolution? 

Mr. PETTIGREW, After it is reconsidered I will present my 
amendment, 

Mr. Ta I have no objection to a 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The 


TS. 


moves to reconsider the vote by which the resolution submitted 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] was passed this 
morning. 
The motion to reconsider was to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution is before the Senate 
and will be again read, 
: aoe resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. Quay was read, as 
OWS: 
Resolved, That the right to compensation on the tof the Wichita and 
liated bands of Indians for their possessory right in and tothe lands ceded 


afü 

to the United States by said Indians, under the agreement made and entered 

into between said Indians and the United States at Anadarko, in the Indian 

Territory, on the4th day of June, A. D. 1891, should be considered and ad- 

justed at the same time and by the same tribunal which shall determine the 
claim of the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations in and to the said lands, 


&nd that the President is 8 requested to suspend the allotments to 
said Indians now in Rope until the prn ea to be allowed and paid 
to said Indians for in excess of tments shall be finally deter- 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire to amend the resolution by strik- 


ing out the words: 


And that the President is hereby requested to suspend the allotments to 


said Indians now in pro; until the coi 
the fands 


I Sper to be allowed and paid 
—— ae Indians for in excess of allotments shall be finally deter- 


I move to strike out those words from the resolution. They are 
the last three lines of the resolution as it appears in the RECORD. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment 8 by the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, that is all there is in the resolu- 
tion. The resolution may as well be voted down if the Senator 
from South Dakota is going to have that amendment inserted. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will make a statement in regard to the 
resolution. In 1891 tbese Indians, who were residing upon lands 
in the western part of the Indian Territory, made an agreement 
with the Government by which they agreed to take 160 acres of 
land apiece in severalty—in other words, 640 acres for each family 
offour. The rest of the lands were to be opened up to settlement 
and occupation. 

There is a questíon as to the ownership of those lands. The 
lands were in what is called the leased district of the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw nations. The question as to who owns the land in ex- 
cess of the allotments was sent to the Court of Claims and is now 
pending. If the Court of Claims decide that it belongs to the 

hoctaws and Chickasaws, then the price received for the land will 
go to those Indians. If the court decide that it does not belong to 

he Choctaws and Chickasaws, then the compensation for the land 
not allotted will go to the Wichita Indians and affiliated bands. 

Therefore the qoem of allotment has nothing to do with this 
question, That been commenced, and 1 insist that it shall go 
on if the Secretary of the Interior deems it wise. He can be as 
slow or as fast as he chooses about finishing the allotment, but wh 
the allotments shall be delayed is more than 1 can understand. It 
is true that those Indians have for years resisted the encroachments 
of civilization upon their habits, their customs, their lives, and 
their beliefs, and the resistance will go on among most of the 
Indians in this country until they are amalgamated into the pop- 
ulation of the United States. If weare going to change our policy 
and cease to allot lands to Indians and cease to try to make citizens 
of them, then this is a step in that direction. 

Iam perfectly willing that the compensation- which these In- 
dians shall receive shall be determined at the time it is deter- 
mined whether the Choctaws own the land or not. That is en- 
tirely proper, and the resolution goes tothat extent; but that we 
shall take out of the hands of the Secretary the enforcement of a 
law already enacted by Congress is not proper, it is not right, and 
it is not in the interest of the Indians themselves. 

Furthermore, Mr. President, this is an exceedingly important 
question. It has not been submitted to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. The resolution is brought in here withont notice for the 
purpose of checking the action of the Executive Department in 
enforcing an act of Congress. It has not come to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs; it has not been considered by the committee; 
and untilit is considered by that committee and there are reasons 
Shown which are pertinent and important, and which will cause 
the Senate to act in this important matter, I shall certainly object 
to this phase of the resolution. 

Mr.QUAY. WMr. President, the resolution was not submitted 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. Some three weeks ago a bill 
tothesame purport was sent to that committee, and it has not 
been heard from since; and I feared if this resolution took the 
course of the bill, the Committee on Indian Affairs might incu- 
bate upon the question until the resolution rotted. "Therefore it 
was not submitted to the committee. 

I am not so well versed in the history of the legislation affecting 
this resolution, or the facts conn with it, as is the Senator 
from SouthDakota The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], 
who is a member of the Indian Committee, I believe und 
the question pretty thoroughly, and if I go wrong he will correct 


Senator from South Dakota me. 
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The facts in connection with it are about as I shall state them. 

Many years ago the Government of the United States bought 
from the Quapaw Indians then living on the Arkansas River, near 
its month, a large territory, covering the present Indian Territory. 
The Quapaws were a small band, and it is doubtful whether at 
the time of the purchase a Quapaw Indian could have set his foot 
within the limits of the present Indian Territory without losing 
his scalp. These Wichita Indians were the indigenous Indians; 
they have lived there ever since the white man first set foot upon 
the continent, and the land was sold from under their feet without 
their knowledge and consent. That at least is their allegation. 
They were found three hundred years ago exactly where they are 
to-day. 

After securing a paper title to the property, while God's title 
rested in the Wichitas, the United States Government ceded this 
territory to what are known as the Five Civilized Tribes, and 
3 them from Georgia, Alabama, and Topp and set- 
tled them there. The question of title is now bein ed in the 
Court of Claims and, I believe, is passing, through legislation 
heretofore had, from the Court of Claims to the Senate of the 
United States, and we are to determine what amount is due to 
the two Southern civilized tribes from the United States on a 
recent treaty, owing to the occupancy by the United States of 
their land. The Wichitas are no ty to the treaty, and unless 
they are brought in by some sort of interpleader they will be left, 
when these lands are allotted and when the proceedings of the 
Senate are concluded, in the air with nothing but a claim against 
the United States Government for probably two or three million 
dollars, which will be nA id, one-half to the Indians 
and one-half to some attorney or lobbyist. 

It is thought by those who profess to understand the facts that 
in order to leave the whole proceedings just where they are and 
allow the Wichitas to be treated as the Choctaws and Chickasaws 
are being treated, who have their share of money allotted for the 
absolute proprietorship of the land, wherever it may belong, this 
resolution should be passed, and that the Wichitas should be 
brought into court here and the allotments should be stopped in 
the meantime. ) 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish that the resolution may go 
over, if ible, until to-morrow. E 

Mr. QUAY. Ihave no objection to that course, Mr. President. 
Let it go over. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Icannotrecall at the moment all 
the facts in this complicated question. I think perhaps I would 
beableto make a more clear and concisestatement of it to-morrow 
than at the present time. My impression about it is, however, 
thatif these allotments took place of all the land which is claimed, 
whether properly or not, by the Wichita Indians, it will practi- 
cally absorb all the territory, and therefore if it should be deter- 
mined hereafter that the Wichitas were entitled, the Government 
would simply have to pay them over again in money for the land. 
That is my impression about it. The Senator from Arkansas, 
perhaps, is more familiar with the subject than I am just at this 
moment. 

Mr.JONESof Arkansas. Iconcurintherequestof the Senator 
from Connecticut that this matter shall go over. My recollection 
of the situation is somewhat confused. I think, however, that the 
controversy was about this way: The United States agreed to pay 
the Choctaws and Chickasaws for certain territory that was in- 
cluded in what was called the leased district by an act of Con 
some years ago. "The territory agreed to be paid for included the 
country occupied by the Wichita Indians. The Wichitas had 
before that time made an agreement with what was called the 
Cherokee Commission to cede their claim to the land. If I am 
not mistaken, there is now a suit pending between the Chickasaws 
on the one side and the Wichitas on the other to determine whether 
the money which the Government agreed to pay for the lands 
occupied by the Wichitas belongs to the Wichita Indians or to the 
Chickasaws and Choctaws; and that is now pending in the Court 
of Claims. Iam not sure, however, that that is the fact. 

Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. QUAY. Was not the agreement the Commission had with 
the Indians challenged for fraud and held up in the Interior De- 
partment and never ratified? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I donot think there was ever an alle- 
gation of fraud as to the execution of the agreement. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iwill answer the question if the Senator 
desires. The agreement was ratified by Congress and the surplus 
land, after allotment to the Indians of 160 acres to each person, 
was to be sold at $1.25 an acre and the proceeds to go to the Indians, 
to whichever tribe owned the country. If it was decided that the 
Chickasaws and Choctaws owned the country, then the money 
would gotothem. But that did not disturb the allotments to the 
Wichitas. If it was decided that the Wichitas owned the country, 
wee money received for the surplus not allotted went to the 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And that question is before the Court 
of Claims to be determined. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Itis before the Court of Claims. It does 
not interfere at all with the question of allotments: The question 
of determining what amount of money they shall have is the only 
question they are interested in. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My recollection agrees with that of 
the Senator from South Dakota, with the further fact that the 
Wichitas were recognized*by Congress as being entitled to an 
allotment in the land upon which they lived; that this was recog- 
nized, no matter whether the land was held to have belonged 
legally to the Choctaws and Chickasaws at the time the Govern- 
ment leased the district or whether it belonged to the Wichitas 
outright. Whether it belonged to the one or the other, the 
Wichitas were given their improvements upon the land on which 
they lived; and the controversy is as to whom the money shall go 
for the land not used for homes, for the land not allotted, as to 
whether it will go under the decision of the Court of Claims to 
the Wichitas or to the Choctaws and.Chickasaws. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That is all. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Thatquestion has now been taken 
away from the Court of Claims. 

Mr. QUAY. And is coming into the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And is coming into the Senate, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. How? E 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Because by the agreement which 
has been made by the Choctaws and Chickasaws with the Dawes 
Commission it is agreed that their claim shall be submitted to the 
Senate for arbitration and decision. But the Wichita claim rests - 
upon their suit in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But, Mr. President —— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is as I understand it. : 
Mr.JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Connecticut,I 
think, isin error in that statement in one respect. I do not under- . 
stand that the agreement made by the Choctaws and Chickasaws 
would in any manner upset what has already been determined 

that they were entitled to pay for the land that was occupied an 
owned near Oklahoma Territory, and was allotted to certain In- 
dians, and to the Wichitas, but the lands held by the Kiowas and 
Comanches was not determined when the other question was de- 
termined. 

The question whether the Choctaws and Chickasaws were en- 
titled to any part of that land was left open, and that is the ques- 
tion which is to be determined by the Senate, the land occupied 
by the Kiowas and Comanches and Greer County, claimed both 
by Texas and by the Indian Territory. As to whether there was 
any claim on the part of the Choctaws and Chickasaws against the 
Government for those lands is the question to be determined by 
the Senate. It has no relation whatever to the lands occupied by 
the Wichitas, as I understand it. But that is a better reason why 
the resolution should go over. : 

Mr. QUAY. Letit go over. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, Let the matter go over, and we 
shall look into it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, it seems to me that in a matter 
where Senators familiar with the subject can not agree as to the 
facts, we ought not to be required to vote on this resolution at all 
until it has gone to a committee. I therefore move that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution has been laid over at 
the request of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. QUAY. The resolution has gone over until to-morrow. 


CLINCH RIVER BRIDGE, 


Mr. BATE. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of Senate bill 1944. It is a bill for the construction of a bridge 
across the Clinch River, in Tennessee, and is very short. I am 
anxious to have it disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will it give rise to any discussion? 

Mr. BATE. Noneinthe world. Itis just like the bridge bill 
which has been passed to-day. If it gives rise to debate, I shall 
withdraw it. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of tho 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1944) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Clinch River, Kingston, Tenn., 
which had been reported by the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, in section 1, line 5, after the words across the,” to 
strike out “ Tennessee," and insert “‘Clinch;” so as to make the 
section read: 

That the county of Roane, in the State of Tennessee, in its corporate ca- 
pacity. is hereby authorized and empowered to construct and maintain a 
dge over and across the Clinch River at or near the town of Kingston, so 


2 to connect said town of Kingston with the opposite or north of said 
iver. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS FOR PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iask unanimous consent to present this morn- 
ing a joint resolution makin, kerr for a deficiency in the 
office of the Public Printer. Unless the joint resolution shall pass 
between now and Monday, the Public Printer will be without 
funds to carry on the great operations of that office. I hope there 
will be no objection to the joint resolution. Nearly the whole 
amount of the sum here proposed to be peptone ated is in the gen- 
eral deficiency appropriation bill, which has already passed the 
House of Representatives, but for various reasons, which at some 
time, I hope, will be satisfactorily explained to the Senate, the bill 
has been sage in the Committee on DESEE So I pro- 
pose to take this deficiency out of the general deficiency bill and 
ask the Senate to pass the joint resolution which I now introduce 
and send to the Secretary's desk, 

The joint resolution (8. R. 44) making an appropriation to sup- 

ly a deficiency in the appropriations for public punting and 
binding for the fiscal year 1897 was read the first time by its 
title, and the second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the follow- 
ing sum be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to sappi a deficiency in the appropri- 
ations for ue printing and binding for the local year 1897, namely: 

Public pra and binding: 

For the public printing, for the public binding, and for papar for the pub- 
lic printing, including the cost of printing the debates and proceedings of 
Congressin the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and for um edens mapping. 
and engraving for both Houses of 8 the Supreme Court of the Tnited 
States, the supreme court of the District of Columbia, the Court of Claims, 
the Library of Congress, the Executive Office, and the Departments, includ- 

salaries or compensation of all necessary clerks and employees, for labor 


(by the day, piece, or contract), and for rents and all the necessary materials 


which may be needed in the prosecution of the work, $225,000. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reporte to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


TRANSPORTATION OF FOOD CONTRIBUTIONS TO INDIA, 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the present consideration of Senate 
joint resolution No. 48, for the transportation of contributions to 
the poor of India; and I will ask the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
Morean] if he will consent to a vote at this time upon my amend- 
ment, or, if not, if he will fix some hour later in the day when he 
will be willing to have the vote taken upon it? 

I have changed the form of the resolution so as to avoid the 
appearance of striking out the word **American," but have made 
the resolution in substance just the same, authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to employ the most suitable steamships or ves- 
gels of any nationality, not exceeding two in number. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 
43) directing the Secretary of the Treasury to give an American 
register to the foreign-built steamships Massa and Menantic, 
to enable them to carry grain under the American flag to the suf- 
ferers by famine in India. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I now ask to have the substitute amendment 


read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed tostrike out all after the resolv- 
ing clause of the resolution and insert: 

That the joint resolution of April 7, 1897, authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to transport contributions for the relief of the famishin, rof India 
be, and the same is hereby, so amended that the Secretary be author- 
ized to charter and Lael apf the most suitable steamships or vessels of mr 


nationality, not exceeding two in number, to carry out the object of 
resolution, 


Mr. CHANDLER. Now,Iask either that there may be a vote 
upon the amendment at this time or that the Senator from Ala- 
bama will to some hour to-day when there may be a vote. 

Mr. MORGAN, If the substitute offered by the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] is adopted by the Senate, that, 
of course, defeats the resolution which was offered here by the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. Iam advocating the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Maine as against the substitute pro- 
posed 5 Senator from New Hampshire; and inasmuch as the 
vote on his substitute will be a final vote, I propose to have a vote 
upon it at fifteen minutes to 2 o'clock. 


Mr. CHANDLER, Then I ask unanimous consent that the sub- 
stitute may be voted on at fifteen minutes before 2 o'clock to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire that his amendment be voted 
upon at fifteen minutes to 2 o'clock this afternoon? The Chair 
hears none, and that will be the order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator from Alabama desire to 
debate the resolution further? 

Mr. MORGAN, I desire to say something further about it, and 
I have no doubt the Senator from New Hampshire will desire to 
say something about it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No;Idonot. Iam trying to pass this res- 
olution persuasively, and not argumentatively. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam trying to secure the passage of the reso- 
lution offered by the Senator from Maine, and I suppose that Iam 
involving myself in au unfortunate trouble, which always comes 
when a man undertakes to interfere in domestic affairs between 
two beloved and eee ee friends. 

The Senator from Maine offered a k proposition here which I 
approve, and the Senator from New Hampshire has offered & 
proposition which I do not approve under the circumstances as & 
substitute for the resolution of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator permit me a word? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER.  Thesenior Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], 
the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, now absent, in- 
troduced the joint resolution in the form in which the Senator 
favors it, but it was a resolution drawn by Mr. Hogan. The 
Senator introduced it, and after a short debate the resolution 
went over; but the Senator from Maine is now in favor of the reso- 
lution as I offer it. So there is no antagonism between the Sen- 
ator from Maine and myself on this subject. Iam acting as his 
representative at this moment. 

r. MORGAN. Well, if anybody here is authorized to with- 
draw the resolution of the Senator from Maine, then of course 
the Senator from New Hampshire will have the right of way per- 
haps, and an open track. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to amend the resolution, and the 
Senator from Maine is in favor of the amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Maine made a very nice 
speech about the joint resolution. I approve it very highly, and 
I will read a little pus of it to show that he was entirely justified 
in his advocacy of his own resolution. If he has now withdrawn 
that support, of course I must take time to consider; nt least I 
must have the liberty of considering whether he has not been over- 
reached in some way or other by the genius and the persuasive 
powers of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] said on May 20: 


J introduce a joint resolution, which I ask to have read. Then I shall ask 
unanimous consent for its consideration on a statement which I will make. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 43) directing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
give an American register to the foreign-built steamships eg nes and 

enantic to enable them to carry grain under the American flay to the 
sufferers by famine in India was read the first time by its title and the second 
time at length, as follows: 


Then follows the resolution. Leaving off the whereases, it reads: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to cause the foreign- 
built steamships Massa; a and Menantic, owned by Charles W. Hogan of 
the firm of T. Hogan 2 Bons, of New York City, a citizen of the nited 
States, to be registered as vessels of the United States, npon being notified 
by the Secretary of the Navy that a contract been entered into between 
the Navy De ent and said Charles W. Hogan, of the firm of T. Hogan & 
Sons, for the transportation of about 8,000 tons of wheat in bulk or its equiva- 
lent in space for corn to India for the 5 

Sec. 2. The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to accept the 
proposition of T. Hogan & Sons made to him in their letter dated May 13, 1897, 
and toenter intoa contract with Charles W. Hogan, of said firm, to carry the 
aforesaid wheat or equivalent of corn in bulk in the steamships ponia 
and Menantic to India, and a sufficient sum of money is hereby appropria 
forsaid purpose out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The Senator from New Hampshire says that Mr. Hogan drew 
that resolution. If he did, Mr. President, he exhibits a consider- 
able amount of skill and, I think, a valuable trait of patriotism in 
doing so. It is exactly in line with what I think is the proper 
treatmentof sucha subject as this. The Senator from Maine said 
in support of it: 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, there is no opportunity in this emergency for 
any committee to consider the joint resolution. Senators will remem 
that by joint resolution approved by the President— 


The date of that was April 7 — 


e provided that the Secre of the Navy might, either in naval vessels 
or erican vessels that he could charter, transport the gifts of grain, eto., 
which have been given by American citizens for the suffering people in In- 
dia. The Secretary has found two things. No naval ships are pted to 
rtation. The statement of that fact will at once carry with it 

tion. Everyone will see that the stipe of the Navy are nob 
. e 


such trans 
its demo 


built for any such He has also found that he can not charter any 
American registered He can not find them. He has searched far an 
wide, and they are not obtainable. 
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Under these conditions and under the act of Congress the Secretary is un- 
able to move the large quantities of supplies that have been given by benev- 
Qu ^ le and ne now 5 New pi x et s mioaa t SED: Tor & letter 

o Beoretary o e Navy on the su but Iw ave read 
BOW À letter which I have received from am American citizen in New York. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be read. 


That is a letter from Charles W. Hogan, setting forth the terms 
of the contract he proposed to make with the Navy Department 
under the act of April 7, 1897, for the transportation of this grain. 
That act provided that the Secretary of the Navy might employ 
American ships, or ships with an American register, for the trans- 

rtation of this grain. It did not fix the compensation per ton 

or carrying this grain, nor did it fix the amount that he might 
expend out of the Treasury of the United States for that purpose. 
It left that to be determined by the circumstances. The Secretary 
of the Navy had received a proposition from T. Hogan & Sons 
for the transportation of this grain, which is set forth here both 
in the letter of T. Hogan & Sons and in the letter of the Navy 
Department addressed to the chairman of the Committee on Naval 

airs, and dated May 18, 1897. 

Now, to get at this matter 1 without introducing any 
unnecessary facts or statements, I will read a part of the letter of 
the Secretary of the Navy. He says: 


The utilization of a vessel of the Navy being out of the question for the 
reasons stated, the De ent has e bt ed effort to charter a suitable 
American vessel, but with little success. Indeed, it appears, unfortunately, 
to be a fact that at the present time few American vessels of sufficient size 

available for the p named in the resolution. positions have, 
owever, been received from the owners of vessels sailing under a foreign 
fag, but deemed to be otherwise suitable, offering to ort to Bombay or 
cutta the food supplies referred to, provided such vessels can be admitted 
to American registry, and thus brought within the terms of the resolution; 
and it is understood that vessels owned wholly by American citizens, but not 
admitted to American registry because built abroad, can be chartered upon 
terms deemed reasonable. 
This Department is in receipt of reports keane ng 3 that sufficient food 
MA Have been contributed to load two vessels, whereas the resolution 
authorizes the chartering of but one. 

While it seems impossible to obtain an American vessel of 4,000 tons, it 
might oecur that two such vessels of 2,000 tons each could be procured. 
pace these circumstances, and in order that the efforts of the contributors 

this work of international benevolence may not fail of success for want 
of the necessary means of transportation, I have the honor to recommend 
that the authority conferred by the public resolution be so magol as to 
empower Department to charter two vessels having a capacity of two 
to four thousand tons each instead of one such vessel; and, much as 
even these smaller vessels may not be procurable within a reasonable time, 
that further ial authority be granted by Congress for the admission to 
American registry of one or two such pa as may be required, of about 

„000 tons each, for the transportation of supplies from New York to India, 
ursuance of public resolution No. 8. 


t is su 
American shipbuilding,” M eA Lia Ma 
ork and 


of a communi- 
Hogan & Sons, offering to charter to the Government, 
pl es to India, the vessels Massa- 

f these vessels can be ** natural- 


. nsporting food 
or the pu of tra ng su 
[ens and enantíc, upon terms specified, 
j Very respectfully, 

JOHN D. LONG, Secretary. 


The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 
United States Senate. 


Now, that proposition all around is entirely congenial to my 
opinions and sentiments in regard to the subject of admitting 
foreign-built ships to American register. I know that there is 
very strong opposition to that; but I have at all times entertained 
the opinion, and it has been growing on me by the lapse of time, 
that this propositionis based entirely upon a disposition to monopo- 
lize the coastwise trade in favor of the owners of American-built 
ships. That is all well enough; but in the pursuit of the policy 
faul down so many years ago, now a century ago, we have finally 
gone to that point where we find that when our people raise su 

plies to be sent to India as a benevolence to the perishing people 
o 3 ships can not be found to take those supplies out 

ndia. 

Inthat lamentable situation of our merchant marine it certainly 
does seem reasonable that we ought to admit these two ships to 
register here, particularly as the Senator from Maine, who has 
been always the firm advocate of this old act, and has been very 
much opposed to any departure from it, brings in this resolution. 
I thought, of course, the matter was all settled between the differ- 
ent competitors for our coastwise trade and our registered foreign 
trade when the Senator from Maine came in with this resolution, 
and I was very much surprised when I found that the Senator 
from New Hampshire, the next-door neighbor of the Senator from 
Maine, and as much devoted to the act of 1792 as he, made an ob- 
jection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will allow me to say to him 
that the Senator from Maine, who took the responsibility of intro- 
ducing the resolution and the accompanying documents, nowhere 
amie is in favor of it, and he is not in favor of it, 


MORGAN. Well, Mr. President, it rather stuns me that a 
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Senator should get up here and offer a resolution, advocate it in 


h, and bring all the pa 


a 1 rs and documents, some official 
and some nonofficial,in sup of it, and then it should turn out 
that he is not in favor of it. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will permit me to say that the 
Senator from Maine did not advocate it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I consider the introduction of such a resolu- 
tion as an 17 855 8558 

Mr. CHANDLER. It was transmitted to him by Mr. Hogan, 
and he put it in with Mr. Hogan's letter and the letter of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, but immediately objection was made to the 
resolution, and when the Senator from Maine,tne chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, came to consider the subject, he 
preferred to haye the present method adopted. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Maine introduced that reso- 
lution on the 20th day of May, and asked unanimous consent of 
the Senate for its present consideration bon a statement," he says 
“which I will make." And he went on tomake hisstatement; and 
the statement is what pleased me more than his advocacy of the 
joint resolution. I was trying, however, to avoid any personal 
trouble in this matter by interfering between friends on so impor- 
tant a question as this, but I am so ardently in favor of the natu- 
ralization or domestication of foreign-built ships on fair and proper 
terms as the policy of the United States Government that this at- 
tracted my attention and my support, and I was quite surprised 
when ae ARMOR from New Hainpshire rose and, in reply to this 
remark, said: 


Mr. CHANDLER. I shallask that the joint resolution which the Senator from 
2 has introduced, sent here by the Navy Department, may go over until 
onday. 


So it appears that the resolution was sent here by the Navy 
Department—an official act of the present Administration. 


I think the Secretary of the Navy has made a mistake in the remedy 
which he proposes to apply in connection with the difficulty which he en- 
counters. Congressshould at once remove the restriction upon the Secretary 
in hirtigas n to transport the food products to India which requires that 
it shall be an American ship. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, this is the language of the joint 


resolution pues , 1897: 
"Orto charter and employ, under the authority of the United States, a 
suitable American steamship or vessel.“ 

That is the trouble with the Secretary. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes; but the Secretary should have recommended to us 
to strike out the word "American," which we never should have put into 
the original authority. When we were providing for speedily soning the 
contributions of the liberal people of the United States to the starving ple 
of India, we should not have limited the means of transportation to Ter 
can ships. Everyone knew perfectly well,as the Senator from Maine has 
stated, and as the Secretary of the Navy has stated.that there would be 
found no suitable naval vessel, use a ship of war is not suited to trans- 

rt cargo, and the United States possesses no naval transport vessels. So 

hat authorization was a mere form. We should have authorized the Secre- 
MET of the Navy to transport the contributions in any steamship which he 
could procure at short notice for a reasonable price. He has discovered that 
there is no American steamship promptly available, and he now proposes 
that we shall give an American Le. pev to one or two foreign ships in order 
that they may carry the contributions. 

Mr. HALE. The Secretary does not enforce this remedy. He simply refers 
to it, and incloses the communication from the New York parties who own 
me ne . Idonot understand that the Secretary urges Congress especially 

o 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will excuse me. I thought the Senator intro- 
duced a joint resolution coming from the Secretary for the admission of these 
a toan American register. 

r. HALE. No; the Secretary only refers tothe measure. It does not to 
any further extent than that have his indorsement. He only refers to it as 


suggesting a mar 4 

r. CHANDLER. The simplest thing in the world is for the Senator from 
Maine to introduce a bill striking out the word American“ from that au- 
thorization. These ships ought to carry the contributions, if they are ready 
to go. They ought not to detained, but there is no need of admitting 
them to an erican register. All we need to dois to authorize the shi 
with the nationality that now 8 to them. to transport under an Engl 
register, if they are English ships, these American contributions to the suf - 
fering people of English India. 


And so the debate went on, other Senators then participating in 
it. The subject then went over until last MAT. 

Now, Mr. President, I can not understand why it is that we 
have to go back and reform our legislation passed on the 7th day 
of April by striking out of that act of Congress the words ‘‘Amer- 
ican ships." There seems to have been a sort of patriotic out- 
burstatthat moment of time, which justifies Senators in their 
own estimation—and the country has supported them entirely, I 
think—in moving to introduce this grain into India through Amer- 
ican m and under the American I see no reason why 
we should tire of that patriotic effort when Mr. Hogan comes in 
here and says, I will carry this grain for cost; it shall not cost the 
Government of the United States half as much as it would require 
to go into the market and hire ships or charter ships floating the 
British flag, the German flag, the French flag, or any other flag. 
T have a line of cattle ships between this country and Liverpool; 
my business is prosperous, and I have no reason to abandon 
business and that line; but, inasmuch as the Secretary of the 
Navy for more than a month has made a fruitless effort to find an 
American ship to carry this grain, I propose to take two of my 
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ships off of that line and undertake this benevolent expedition at 
the lowest possible cost, at the actual cost to the Treasury of the 
"United States, provided you will give me the privileges when I 
&m carrying the grain of an American ship; that is, to wear the 
American Ha and to have and enjoy an American register.” 
‘Now, who a right to object to that unless it is some man who 
js in competition with Hogan & Sons in the same line of busi- 
pe , some man who owns a steamship line or some other ship 
e? 


Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Alabama a question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Iwas not here when the original debate occurred, 
nor have I been here when the question was up. Ishould like to 
ask the Senator whether he understands that the Secretary of the 
Navy can obtain from Hogan & Sons terms that are satisfactory 
for the carrying of the grain? 

Mr. MORGA E 

Mr. GRAY. Hasan ofer been made which is satisfactory to 
the Sec of the Navy? 

Mr. MORGAN. An offer has been made. 

Mr. GRAY. Isitsatisfactory to the Secretary of the Navy? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. sent it here along with the joint 
resolution, which, it appears, was drafted in the Navy Depart- 
ment. Iwill read that now: 

T. HoGan & Sons, 95 BROAD STREET, NEW YORK, May 13, 1897. 


Sır: In view of the efforts made by our Government to American 
steamers to take the cargoes of grain to the 3 of India, we would 
state that two of our steamers, in N 85 way sui tor the business, are due 


here with cargoes within the next week, and could be 80 as to be 


at the service of the Government within a short time thereafter. 

The names of these steamers are Massapequa and Menantic, each of which 
will carry 4,100 ur ok yrs weight of o in addition to 500 tons bunker coals, 
and when loaded steam about 10 knots per hour, AY were built in 
October, 1893, by Messrs. Jos. L. Thompson 
and are first class in Det They are 1,995 tons net register or 3,027 
tons gross re r each, 322 feet in le 2 feet 7 inches breadth, and 28 feet 
6 inches molded depth, and are classed 100 Al at British Lloyds. ese steam- 
ers belong to the Menantie Si Company, Limited, the stock of which 
is owned by American citizens. 

We would be willing to take a full cargo of grain in provided the 
Government would naturalize these two steamers before they leave this 
side, On this condition we would charge for grain in bulk $6 per ton of 

nds hence to Bombay, or $7 per ton of 2,240 pounds hence to Calcutta. 
Bhouid it be requisite to ship the cargoes in bags, our price would be $6.70 per 
ton to Bombay and $7.70 to cutta. 

We are sai t these two steamers would be a valuable acquisition 
to the merchant marine of this country and afford the means of giving em- 
pore to quite a number of American citizens. 

5 * this matter * “i ea your favorable consideration, 

F s T. HOGAN & SONS. 

Hon. JohN D. Lona, 

Secretary of Navy, Washington, D. C. 

Ihave no disposition at all to go over the field of debate that 
was occupied so thoroughly yesterday, but I will state a fact or 
two in regard to it which were then developed. The cost of car- 
rying the grain to India, proposed by Hogan & Sons in the con- 
tract, is just about one-half what it would cost the Government 
if we strike the word American“ out of the joint resolution. 
We had better accept the contract, and then we will add two 
more ships to the meager retinue we have of American commer- 
cial marine. We have got down to the point now that when our 
benevolent people desire to feed the poor, famishing people of 
India, they can not find American ships in which to transport the 
goods, Ourcommercial marine has actually dwindled to such an 
extent that it is humiliating to think about it. 

Now, I can not see any reason at all why we should not add these 
two excellent steamers, suited to this purpose, and get the benefit of 
this arrangement; know exactly what we are doing; how much 
money we are going to spend; and if it does grind upon some gen- 
tlemen who have a 5 the transportation trade along the 
coast or elsewhere in steamships, let them bear along with the rest 
of us the burdens of Government. They have no right to an ex- 
clusive privilege of transportation by steam along the coasts of 
America or across the water, and yet they enjoy it. Whenever 
anybody comes in and pro s to enter that e and to become 
a competitor with them for the trade of the country or of the 
world, they say, “ No, we can not admit you into the sacred circle 
at all. It is going to cost us some money; it is going to create 
competition.’ 

Mr. President, as I stated yesterday, I am in favor of competi- 
tion in respect particularly of transportation, in respect of all 
matters in which the American Poor. e as a body are interested. 
Iam in favor of competition. I do not wish to exclude it, but the 
rie object, it seems to me, of the change in the situation and 

the minds of Senators is to obtain for some company that now 
has monopolistic advantages a continuance of those privil 
‘at the expense of the Treasury of the United States and at the 
: nse of humanity. 
.GRAY. Mr. President, as I said a moment ago, this mat- 


ter has just been brought to my attention by the remarks of the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morean]. It seems to be confessed 


on all hands—it is admitted by the substitute offered by the Sena- 


tor from New Hampshire—that it would be absurd to wait and 
look for American registered steamships to carry these supplies to 
the starving le of India, and that if anything is to be done, it 
can only be done efficiently if it is done quickly. 

But I confess that I have something more than a sentiment 
about it. I think it is right that we should avail ourselves and 
that the Executive Department should avail itself of the quickest 
mode of transportation of this substantial testimonial of American 
Lounges to those people. y eade a 5 that the white- 
win, messengers who carry the supplies to the starvin le 
should be under the American flag, and I am willing, without dis- 
cussing the propriety of our navigation laws or the laws which 
prohibit foreign-built ships from obtaining an American register 
to lift the bars now in order that these messengers of an 
good will and benevolence may sail forth under the dag of my 


country. 

I hope on that account that the substitute offered by the Senator 
from New Hampshire will not be adopted and that the joint res- 
olution of the Senator from Maine in its original form, as I under- 
stand from the Senator from Alabama, will be adopted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me 
to make a suggestion to him? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. These white-winged messengers, these ships 
of English nationality, can sail into Bombay or Calcutta covered 
ators with American flags if the masters of the ships choose to 
pu m on. 

Mr. GRAY. I understand that the steamers which the Secre- 
tary of the Navy has proposed to Congress shall be employed for 
this work are owned by American citizens entirely, but, having 
been built abroad, are not entitled under the present law to 
American registers. Ido not see why, in sending out this testi- 
monial of our humanity and feeling for the starvin, r of In 
the vessel that carries it should not sail under fey, Do dicono 
with the American flag of right, and sail under that flag and 
under its protection wherever it may goon the long voyage, what- 
ever waters it may traverse between here and India. That is 
what I think is not an unnatural feeling. It is not merely a sen- 
timental one. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator whether it is not 
incongruous in hiring these two English ships to take the Ra 
plies, if they are hired, to enter into the transaction of virtually 
selling an American register? Assuming that perhaps in that way 
we can get the freight a little cheaper, is it not incongruous to 
couple with the transaction the sale of American registers to these 
two ships in order that they may make one voyage to India in our 
service, after which they can come back here and, during the 
whole life of the ships, enter into the American coasting trade? 
Is it not an undignified, senseless bargain,in which we ought not 
to indulge in connection with this transaction? 

Mr.GRAY. I think not, so long as it has been found that there 
are no suitable vessels that now have the right to sail under the 
American flag obtainable for thismission. I think we should feel 
thatitisincumbent upon us to see that the vessels which ser 
this bounty of the American le over the wide seas shall 
under the American flag. I think we all have a proper patriotic 
feeling in that regard, or ought to have. I 9 am not vaunt- 
ing any superior patriotism to the Senator from New Hampshire, 
but I believe that the feeling I have and which I have tried to ex- 
press is shared or will be shared by n number of 8 
of the United States. Ithink now, as I said before, that we should 
let down the prohibitive bars of the present law and allow these 
two vessels to sail out under the ensign of the country to which 
their owners belong and of which they are citizens. 

I do not think it would militate against the general law on that 
subject. If it does, personally I do not care a great deal. But I 
do not see how it does or how it bringsthatlaw in question. Ido 
not think it brings in question the general ai B thelaw. = 
here is an occasion when we want to send provisions abroad, an 
we want to send them under the American flag, and I think the 
proposition of the Secretary of the Navy is a wise one, a patriotic 
one, and ought to be acceded to. : 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I understand that this is a 
question of charity, and we are discussing what kind of a y 
we wil make in exercising that commendable rac A I have 
been taught by the really charitable that the adve ent of 
that kind of a deed is not absolutely necessary to the good quality 
of the deed. I think a discussion of the question of buying 
steamers or floating flags is hardly becoming. 

It should be remembered that the necessity for the charity 
comes entirely from English legislation. England confiscated 
$1,700,000,000 of the T of those poor ple with which 


they had been in the habit of buying bread intimeslike these. It 
did that by suspending the coinage. They had their stores of sil- 
ver. They went to mint and could not get anything for it. 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1251 


They had stored it up for the purpose, because they theretofore 

could go and get rupees and buy bread, and millions of poor peo- 

le are dying to-day in consequence of the English ae con- 

ing the savings of those who have been enslaved by English 

rule and dominated by English taskmasters for two or three cen- 
turies. 

The pittance that each gets is so small that the economy they 
have to exercise is ectly marvelous. It is natural that the 
American people should sympathize with their distress, but I do 
not think any unnecessary advertisement is essential. If we are 
going to give, let us give, and let it be taken. I do not think we 
want to advertise to the world that we are especiaily benevolent 
because we are willing to contribute to relieve such horrible suf- 
fering. Iam opposed to all this discussion about ships. Let the 
supply go as other commerce goes. Let it go as itcan go. I 
think the gift will be quite as much appreciated by those poor 
people if it comes in one way as in any other. It will have just 
as much effect upon us. I do not believe the advertisement or 
the discussion will greatly please the American people. 

This being a matter of charity, send the supplies over, and send 
them dpa d and savelife. If English steamers are ready to take 
the supplies, let them do so. The stores ought to be there now. 
This delayis harmful. All the discussion about how much adver- 
tisement, how much credit, we can get by the display of the Amer- 
ican flag, when we have no ship to carry it, and the proposition to 

t ships in order to make the display, it seems to me, is profitless. 

t us do the charity quietly and qnickly. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the proposition which the Senator 
from Alabama is advocating is, in my judgment, the most impu- 
dent one that ever was made to the United States Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Imust protest against the Senatorfrom Maine 
making such an assault upon his colleague. I did not introduce 


the joint resolution. It was the Senator from Maine [Mr. Har] 
who introduced it. 
Mr. FRYE. I will settle that controversy with my colleague 


later on. 

Mr. MORGAN. If it is impudent, it certainly is not my impu- 
dence. 

Mr. FRYE. The proposition. I repeat, is the most impudent 
one I have ever known to be made to the United States Senate, on 
the part of Hogan & Sons. Hogan & Sons are very familiar to 
me. They have been before the Congress of the United States a 
great many times. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator pardon me for one second? 

Mr.FRYE. Yes. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] stated 
that the joint resolution was drawn and the proposition sent here 


by the Secretary of the Navy. Does the Senator from Maine pro- 
pose to include that officer in his accusation of impudence for 
making the suggestion? 

Mr. FRYE. Ihave no controversy with the Secretary of the 


Navy and can not be led into one. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Maine allow me? I 
read from Hogan & Sons’ proposition: . 

Itake the liberty of inci herewith for the consideration of yourself 
and your committee a joint resolution which I should be pleased to have you 
and your committee report favorably to the te. 

What the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] did was to put it in 
by way of starting the subject, but he nowhere said that he was 
in favor of it, and he is not in favor of it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then the impudence comes from the Secretary 
of the DERE and not from the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. FRYE. My coll e did not have nor did the Secretary 
of the Navy have any such knowledge of these people and of this 
proposition as I have. If they had, no such proposition would 
ever have emanated from either of them. 

Now, we have a law upon our statute books by which, if a for- 
eign ship is wrecked in our waters and is purchased by an Amer- 
ican citizen and repairs are laid out on her to the extent of three- 
quarters of her cost, the Secretary of the Treasury may give her 
an American register. Congress has been accustomed to act upon 
the spirit of the law, not limiting the wrecked vessel to the 3-mile 
limit. If it was 6 miles out or 8 miles out, and she was wrecked, 
and purchased by an American citizen, and then repaired in 
American shipyards to the extent of three-quarters in value, Con- 
gress has been accustomed to give an American register. 

Hogan & Sons, of New York, have had their eyes after 
ships for some time, and within my certain knowledge they have 
purchased two old wrecks, had them hauled into New York and 
repaired there in American shipyards. They are large steamers. 


I think I remember that one of them is estimated to have cost | 
$47,000 and another one $61,000, and I think they are valued by | 
Hogan & Sons to-day at $125,000 and $150,000; and Hogan & Sons | 


have those two ships now. 
Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to make 
an inquiry? 


Mr. FRYE. No; let me finish my sentence. Why do not Ho- 
gan & Sons let the Secretary of the Navy contract with the two 
ships to whom we have given American registry to carry these 
supplies to India at cost, as they say they will, instead of insisting 
upon a bargain by which they shall get two more ships (foreign 
built) under American registry? 

Mr. MORGAN. Allow me to answer that question. 

Mr. GRAY. How does the Senator from Maine know, may I 
ask, that the two ships to which he refers are available? 

Mr. FRYE. I have no doubt they are. They may be off. 

Mr. GRAY. They may be off. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say that the statement of Hogan & Sons, 
which I read here yesterday. shows that they are ry ree in the 
regular cattle trade between the United States and Liverpool or 
Southampton—somewhere over there—a profitable trade, and they 
are not willing to withdraw any of their ships from that trade in 
order to carry the grain. They want to bring a couple more that 
have not been wrecked. 

Let me ask the Senator from Maine if he objects that so much 
value has been added to these ships by the labor of American 
shipbuilders and their employees in the shi ds of the United 
States. He complains that one of these shige: was bought for 
$47,000 and rai to $125,000. 

Mr. FRYE. No; I did not say that. 

Mr. MORGAN. I thought the Senator did. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, no. I said that the cost of one, to my recollec- 
tion, was $47,000. Ido not mean the cost of the wrecked vessel, 
but the cost of the complete vessel was $47,000. The cost of the 
other complete vessel was 861.000, and by reason of their sharp 
bargaining for wrec and all that sort of thing they are en- 
abled to value those ships to-day one at $125,000 and another at 


50,000. 

Mr. MORGAN. That seems to have been a fair profit, and I 
wonder that the Senator from Maine should object to any person 
from his quarter making a good bargain. 

Mr. FR If the Senator from Alabama will allow me, I in- 
tended to say but two or three words, and I have hada good many 
more interruptions now than I have said words. 

The scheme on the part of Hogan & Sons is in some possible way 
to get a line of American steamships at half what that line would 
cost if they were compelled by the existing law of the country to 
do what Clyde & Co., or Mallory & Co., or the Red Star Line, or 
other existing lines are compelled to do—have the ships created in 
American shipyards. by American labor. 

That is the entire scheme. They have three ships now, I under- 
stand, admitted to American registry, old ships that were wrecked 
somewhere or other, and through the action of the Secretary of 
the Treasury and of Con they have succeeded in getting them 
at half what they would have cost if built in American ship- 


yards. 

Mr. MORGAN. But then the Senator from Maine will admit, 
I have no doubt, that the work which was done on those shi 
those wrecks, as he calls them, was done in American shipyards. 

Mr. FRYE. Of course, or else they would not have been ad- 
mitted to American registry, Congress recognizing the spirit of 
the law in so admitting them. 

Mr. MORGAN. That much good, profitable labor, then, was 
handed out to the American shipbuilder and his employees. 

Mr. FRYE. Finding that there is a scarcity of American shi 
for the ocean trip—there is no scarcity of American vessels in the 
coastwise trade—Hogan & Sons take that opportunity to say, hav- 
ing already secured, for half their value, an American registry for 
three British ships, “ We now propose to make a sharp bargain 
with the United States and get in two more British ships.“ They 
would thus secure a line of British-built ships with American 
registry, and then could compete with all the American lines that 
have been compelled by law to have their ships built in American 
shipyards, and to have them built from the keel up, so that the 
entire cost of the ship is incurred here, instead of by a speculation 
purchasing an old wreck and then putting on. the repairs. That 
is the entire purpose of Hogan & Sons—to take advantage of this 
M 4 opened to get u line of five American steamships, and prob- 
ably if you put the five together they would not cost two-thirds 
what every other steamship in any American line that is running 
cost. 


Now, the Senator from Alabama says that competition is valu- 
able; that the- people get the benefit of it; and that these ships 
ought to be admitted to compete with the ships built in Ameri- 
can shipyards. Mr. President, does not the Senator from Ala- 
bama know that for the last three years no American ships have 
been running at a profit? Does he not know that the freight 
transportation to-day on rail and in ships is way down to jetted 
lowest point possible? Does he not know that the lines of - 
can ships. even running to Central and South America, have not 
ye dividends to the amount of 10 per cent in the last five years? 

oes he not know that there is just as much and just as active 
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competition between the American lines as there is between the 
line that Hogan & Sons may establish to compete with another 
line? Does he not know that every steamship is a competitor with 
every other steamship; that every American steamship is a com- 
petitor with every other American ship? Does he not know that 
a voie is an utter impossibility on the ocean? Does he not 
know t a trust can not found itself on the ocean, and that 
therefore the competition is just as active, just as vivid, and 
results just exactly the same between American ships built in 
American shipyards and ships built in foreign shipyards and com- 
peting with American ships? 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator asks me if I do not know these 
things. I do not know them at all, but I am willing to take the 
Senator's word for them, and from his account of it I suppose the 
reason of the want of profit in American investments in ships is 
because they cost too much. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, no. It costs too much to sail them. It is not 
the original cost of the ship. The original cost of the ships is of 
small account in the race. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is one other point aboutthat. Why do 
not some of the great number of American ships sailing under 
our flag, entitled to our registry, and built in ourown yards, come 
forward and offer to take this contract; and why is it that the 
Secretary of the Navy for thirty-five days has not been able to 


find one willing to do 1t? 
Mr. FRYE. I do not know how they are en I do not 
know anything about that. I have been absent. I am very much 


surprised that American ships can not be found. I admit that. 
r. MORGAN. It is very strange. 

Mr. FRYE. But I know that our big ships, our sailing ships 
at any rate, are nearly all the time plying between New York and 
Japan or China or Australia or California, and are on the sea on 
Y voyage at least one hundred and thirty days, so that he 
would not be likely to find any of them. 

Charity on the part of Hogan & Sons! They pro to carry 
this grain to Calcutta, or wherever it may be, at cost. I venture 
to say that there is not an American ship going to China or Cal- 
cutta or Japan to-day that is not carrying at cost; and who knows 
but that Hogan & Sons have looked out for a return cargo on 
which they will make a profit? 

Mr. GRAY. Ihopethey have. 

Mr. MORGAN. They are entitled to it. 

Mr. FRYE. ——— are entitled to it. 
sharp men, too. I thin 
return cargo. 

Mr. MORGAN I hope they have. 

Mr. FRYE. Many of the ships that come from Europe bound 
for San Francisco come in ballast. That is not carrying at cost; 
that is carrying at immense expense tothe ship. I presume eve 
ship that carries oil out of the United States comes here in bal- 
last—every single one of them. I do not believe thatin the Neth- 
erlands line or in the German line there is an oil ship which does 
not come to the United States without a single ounce of cargo on 
board. They are ready not only to come here without any cost, 
but ready to come here and pay the entire cost, in order to take the 
American oil back to Europe and make their charges on it. So 
that the mere statement that these men are willing to carry it at 
cost does not amount to anything at all, 

We have had on our statute books for a hundred years these navi- 
gation laws. The Senator from Alabama has tried to repeal them 
again and again, The Senator from Missouri has made a vigorous 
Aid am over and over and over again to repeal the laws. 'They 
never have been Sere They never will be repealed. Thenavi- 

tion laws of the United States are stronger to-day in the United 

tates Senate and in the Congress of the United States than the 
ever were. If it had not been for the navigation laws, we woul 
not have had any ships at all now. 

Mr. GRAY. e have no ships in the foreign trade as it is. 

Mr. FRYE. We have not, because the navigation laws do not 
apply to ships in the foreign trade; because on the ocean we are 
absolutely without any protection against anybody; because every 
British tramp can compete with us, paying their masters $50 or 
$40, while we pay ours a hundred dollars; use from Vancou- 
ver to China to-day Great Britain is simply paying her stokers and 
her coal men, Chinamen, $7 a month, and we are compelled on the 
Pacific line to pay ours $35a month, That is the reason why we 
have not our ocean g trade to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 1 o'clock and 45 minutes p. m.). 
The Chair calls the attention of the Senate to the fact that the 
time has arrived when the vote is to be taken on the amend- 
Sue a nis by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAN- 
DLER]. 

Mr. MORGAN. In order to test the strength of the amendment 
of the Senator from New Hampshire, I move to lay it on thetable, 
&nd on that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

LINDSA I ask to have the amendment read, 


They are pretty 
very likely they have looked out fora 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire, 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the resolv- 
ing clause and insert: 

That the joint resolution of April 7, 1897, authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to transport contributions for the relief of the famishin r of India. 
be, and the same is hereby, so amended that the Secretary shall authorized 
tocharter and employ the most suitable steamships or vessels of any nation- 
ality,not exceeding twoin number, to carry out the object of said resolution. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays are demanded on 
the motion to lay this amendment on the table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FRYE. The motion is to lay on the table the amendment 
of the Senator from New Hampshire, I understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the question. 

Mr. FRYE. It should not be laid on the table. 

Mr. SEWELL. I do not suppose itis a debatable question, but 
Ishould like to have the question stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been stated. 

Mr.SEWELL. I did not happen to be in the Chamber at the 
time. Ishould like to have it read for information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. CHANDLER] proposes an amendment as a substitute for the 
joint resolution. 'The amendment has been 

Mr. STEWART. Let it be read. 

Mr. GRAY. It has just been read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama moves 
tolay the amendment on the table, on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). Ihave 
a general pair with the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Mc- 
sp eae I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON], but as I 
am told that if he were present he would vote “nay,” I will vote. 
I vote ** nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after having voted in the affirmative). 
I am paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. As he 
introduced the joint resolution, I presume he would vote **nay" 


on this question. 

Mr. DLER. If the Senator from Maine were here, he 
would vote i a GA 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator from New Hampshire 


knows that the Senator from Maine would vote *: nay," I will an- 
nounce m ir and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. FRYE. I know that my colleague would vote ‘‘ nay." 

Mr. CHANDLER. In view of the remark-of the Senator’s col- 
league, I will state that I do know it, because the Senator from 
Maine so informed me in writing. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GEAR. I have a general pair with the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SurrH]. He is not present, and I will not vote. 

Mr. LODGE. I will take this occasion to announce the gen- 
eral pair of my colleague [Mr. Hoar] with the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. TURNER]. 

Mr. BATE (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire to 
know if the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. DEBOE] has 


voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The junior Senator from Kentucky 
has not voted. 

Mr. BATE. Iam paired with that Senator for to-day, and with- 
draw d vote. 

Mr. BUTLER (after having voted intheaffirmative). Iinquire 
if he junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON] has 
vo : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. BUTLER. I withdraw my vote. I am paired with that 
Senator, and I do not know how he would vote if present. 

Mr. TURNER. I vote“ yea.“ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Washington that a pair was announced between him and 
the Senator from husetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. TURNER. Very well; I was not aware of the fact that I 
was paired. I withdraw mr vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 40; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Bacon. Cockrell, Mantle, ie, 
Berry, Gray. Mitchell, Vest, 
Carter, Kenney, Morgan, Walthall. 
Chil Lindsay, Pettus, 
Clay, ory, Rawlins, 

NAYS—4. 
Aldrich, Caffery, Clark, 
Allison, Cannon, om, Fairbanks, 
Burrows, Chandler, Davis, Foraker, 


Hanna, Mason, Platt, Conn. Ti 
Hansbrough, Nelson, tc 5 Warren, 
T, uay, Wetmore, 
ef wW White, 
Heitfe d, Penrose, Shoup, 
NOT VOTING—. 

Allen, George, McBride, Smi 
Baker, Gorman, McEnery, Teller, 
Bate, Hale, Martin, Th 
Butler, Harris, Tenn. Mills, Turner, 
Daniel, Hoar, Morrill, We 
Deboe, Jones, Ark. Marphy, Wolcot 
Faulkner, Jones, Ney. Plat e A 

is yle, Roach, 


So the Senate refused to lay Mr. CHANDLER'S amendment on the 
table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the adoption 
= _the amendment proposed by the Senator from New p- 
shire. 

Mr. SEWELL. Let the amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey re- 
quests that the amendment be read again. The Secretary will 
read the amendment. 

The Secretary again read the amendment proposed by Mr. 
CHANDLER as a substitute. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. SEWELL. I wish to ask the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE] a question for information. I understood that the joint 
resolution had some reference to giving the flag to foreign vessels. 
I do not see anything at all in the amendment that would do it. 

Mr. FRYE. There is nothing in the resolution to prevent the 
Secretary of the Navy from employing any vessel in the world. 
The difference between this and the other measure was that you 
were obli to admit two foreign-built ships to American regis- 
try, to e a bargain with them, and have them admitted to 
American registry in order to get your provisions carried to India. 

Mr. SEWELL That you and I would not do. We would not 
18 5 TRYE N d th 3 f the N 

5 . 0; and now the 0 e Navy reports 
that he can notfind an American ship, and of course we do not 
want the corn and wheat and all that sort of thing to spoil. 

Mr. SEWELL. Do youthink that he can not find an American 


ship? 

Mr. FRYE. I think he can if he tries. 

Mr. SEWELL. If we the joint resolution, it will allow 
him to charter a British ship immedi ra I do not believe that 
we ought to send the charitable contributions under any other 
flag than our own, even if we have to pay a good deal more for 
our own ships because -— are notadapted to this use. They are 
not tramps; they are built for passenger trade. 'They can not 
carry as large cargoes as other ships, and therefore it will cost 
more to send the relief supplies abroad in them, but if you are 
going to send the supplies as a charitable gift offering from the 

ople of the United States, they should be covered by the Amer- 

can and not by the British : 

Mr. FRYE. But that will be the case. 

Mt. MORGAN, If the Senator will allow me, we are now, by 
this action of ours, hauling down the American flag. On the 7th 
of April we hoisted it with eet pride and eclat and glory to 
carry this benevolence to India. I am not participating in the 
hauling down of that flag. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FRYE. I object to further discussion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the joint reso- 
lution be ordered to be engrossed for a third reading? 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: **A joint resolution author- 
izing the Secretary of the Navy to transport contributions for the 
relief of the famishing poor of India.” 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
the Chair ris before the Senate the unfinished business, bein 
the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Government an 
to encourage the industries of the United States. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask that the conference report on the 
Indian appropriation bill may be taken up and disposed of, tem- 
poraril laying aside the tariff bill for that purpose. 

The VI PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Before the bill is laid aside, I ask leave to 
offer an amendment to the tariff bill, it being an amendment to the 
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amendment offered by the Senator from South capit st PRT. 
TIGREW]. Task that the amendment be printed, and that it 
be printed in the RECORD. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. That will be the order. 
Mr. CHANDLER'$ amendment is as follows: 


Amendment to the tariff bill by Senator CHANDLER, 


“Amend the amendment offered May 25 by Senator PETTIGREW by adding 
thereto the following: : 

The act ‘to protect trade and commerce against unlawful restraints and 
monopolies,’ approved July 2, 1890, shall apply to all companies, corpora- 
tions, and persons engaged as common carriers in the business of transport- 
roperty; and all the penalties imposed and methods of re- 

t provided by said act shall take effect and bein force against such 
companies, corporations, and persons; and any contract between any two or 
more of them for the g of rates of transportation hy tho order or on the 
recommendation of representatives designated on bebalf of the various par- 
ties to such contract, or by the order or on the recommendation of a majority 
of such oe peng wie or for the maintenance of the rates of rta- 
tion once fixed, or for the enforcement of any such contract by fines or pen- 
alties pon pet upon any of the parties thereto, shall constitute an offense 
under said act of July 2, 1890." 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to tak- 
ing up the conference report on the Indian appropriation bill. 
The report has been read. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The report has been read. Lask the Senate 
to concur in the conference By cus 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah desire 
to on the pending question! . 
r. CANNON. Ido 3 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah will pro- 


ceed. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, it would be an injustice to the 
courtesy of the Senate if we were to object to the adoption of the 
conference report. At the same time it would be unfair if a state- 
ment were not made at this time of the injustice which is wrought 
to the people living in the State of Utah and all the people of the 
co so long as the status shall be maintained which will exist 
upon the adoption of the conference report. 

'The most valuable minerals of the Uncompahgre Indian Reser- 
vation will be withheld from public use during the whole time of 
the existence of the law which will be created by the passage of 
this bill and its signature by the President. It is a wrong to all 
the people of the United States, because the development of asphal- 
tum and gilsonite and elaterite lands in various States of the Union 
has resulted in a t reduction in the price of paving in this 
country and a further development will still further reduce that 
cost to the cities of the United States. 

It is only with a desire to bring to the attention of the Senate 
the fact that the status to be created by this bill should be reme- 
died by further legislation at the earliest — time that I rise 
at the present moment. I shall vote for the adoption of the con- 
ference report because the Senate has given to us the utmost con- 
sideration, and the conferees of both Houses have dealt with this 
question in an understanding way, and have made various futile 
efforts to get the two Houses to agree upon a proposition that 
should be just to all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on concurring in the 
conference s 

The report was concurred in. 


ing persons or 


zs THE TARIFF BILL. 


'The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to enco the industries of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill; 
and under the order of the Senate the amendments of the Com- 
mittee on Finance will first be acted upon as the reading pro- 


The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
1, line 3, after the word of,“ to strike out May" and insert 
**July;" so as to read: 

That on and after the Ist day of July, 1897, rwise speciall 
vided for in this act, there Shall be lev ied, EX re een paid upon all arti. 
cles imported from foreign countries, etc. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that this amendment may be passed 
over for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be over. 

The next amendment was, on page 1, line 6, after the word 
ES Sr iei ne to strike out or withdrawn for consumption;" so 
as to read: 


There shall be levied, collected, and paid upon all articles imported from 
foreign countries and mentioned in the schedules herein contained the rates 
of duty which are by the schedules and paragraphs respectively prescribed, 
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The amendment was to. , Articles paying from 50 to 75 per cent—Continued. 


agreed 

Mr. WHITE. At this point I desire to insert in the RECORD 
certain tables regarding the pending bill which have been pre- 
pared under the direction of the minority of the committee. I 
think, in view of theinformation which they contain, it would be 
well to insert them here. 

The first is a table of articles paying from 50 to 75 per cent un- 
der the present bill; -— second, articles paying 75 to 100 per cent; 
the third, a statement, by groups, of the articles paying over 100 
per cent; and fourth, Small amounts of duty collected —State- 
ment of the articles and the amount of duty collected thereon 
during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1896, in amounts of $100, 
$150, and $200 or less, with the rates of iot under the present law 
5 the Senate amendments to H. R. 379," indicating prohibitive ie 

uties. 

Also another table conta “Increased rates over act of 149 
1890;” that is, this fable will ow the instances wherein the 


Metals, and manufactures of —Continued. 
Iron or steel—Continued. 
Sheets and plates of iron or steel, Med or cleaned 

by acid, cold rolled, smoothed, etc. 
Thinner than No. 20 and not thinner than No. 
Se K curcccdawnanes 
1 ecd 


Wire. ose ad iron or steel— 
cate ler than No. 16 wire gauge 
e 
‘Peakutees or pocketknives, valued at more than 


resent bill discloses rates increased over those of the McKinley 30 cents and not exceedi "ma sents Bau 90 cont 60.67 
Pin. That is all we care to have done now. i doden = 5.03 
'The tables referred to are as follows: 151 Table and 5 and fork . .... 55 

152 Files, fie Diari, raape, end | floats, 4 inches in length 
Articles paying from 50 to 75 per cent. M ess under... . .. 57.87 


154 83 etc., valued at not more than $10 each 50 
Para- sporting, breechloading, eto. en 
graph Pista ego teri eeu Pry BEE tee iau en 
0 158 GN. wire, made of wrought iron or steel 60.22 
Benate. 104 SOS MULUS WE 53.8 oe ics sap r EE E 50. 49 
166 [ips eros parasol ribs, stretcher frames, etc. 50 
ellaneous metals and 5 of— 
174 Bronze or Dutch metal, in leaf. 64.30 
2 71.22 Aluminum, in leaves 61.85 
10 T1. 48 176 58.24 
16 10.42 180 63. 60 
69. 08 S “ype metal. oo ssc 62.50 
17 50 10 Zinc, old and worn out, eto 061.34 
18 62.50 Sugar: 
E — — — Cane, van d 16 Dutch standard * 
N — candy and confectionery... 
41 53.48 tural d riae and provisions 
42 53.51 221 .. ͤ ...... 52.59 
44 55.55 226 58.82 
53 63. 96 TT.... ˙ m ee 51.99 
[21 69.19 2% FNR 53.31 
57 70, 56 245 52.23 
56.54 dm Loo, ee TH —— 53.76 
64 «|: Onions. sce 57.85 
70.51 
er 50 288 Almonds: shelled -..-..—— T—T— 53.85 
68 67.27 209 Filberts and walnuts, not Mt RISE 63.57 
69 50 270 Peanuts or ground beans, shelled...... 58.82 
217 Poultry, dressed ......-..—.....——. 5 ce 55.56 
70 57.70 279 root, burnt or roasted, etc................- 62.19 
15 54.99 230 Chocolate, REE EER e AE SN e b 50 
8¹ 50 282 Dandelion root, ete 52.03 
283 Sal 72.20 
285 57.49 
Oo Bottles and vials, flint and lime, filed— pn 71.43 
anus nenne tient cand raus] eo 
. lui. ll 53.55 294 
Bottles and vials, 3 —.— m . — i exc pepe ore io 7 —— 51.68 
Holding more than 1 pint. ..................... wines, in Ei containing more than T 
Holding not more than 1 pint and not less than as a aser uiae eui Metas Last 68. 
Mueren eA ie 59.79 Vermuth, in bottles, m pe each more than } 
98 [t all 60 pint and not more than 1 quart............... 53.21 
60 296 Malt 3 not in erecto or jugs. 67.85 
— — 3 Peng = Hn manufactures: 
cut, NY painted, 
Porcelain or prid gi glassware... 88 Valued * 40 cents per pound 5 
— ento alued at over 3 
99 Cylinder and crown glass, polished, above Bi by 30 lored— P". 
and not above 24 by 60 inches 03.58 Valued Hore T OO PIE DUERME iro 50 
100 Plated glass, futed, rolled. 888. all above 24 by 60 802 OR a e Sian saat cae ͤ——— ESES 58.05 
SSE Sg aU EI aad  pe ee 74.17 Cotton cloth— 
102 linder and silvered, aboye 904 3 hend m 
ses 8 above 21 by 66 inches 51.96 Dyed, col arp Pad eg ox: as 
oder and crown I TERT 
when ,etc., above 24 by Ded 805 N des yards 5 Py ghee — 
not above 24 by 60 inches s.l 50.83 Bleached, e 88 not exceeding 6 
Cylinder and crown glass, polished, silvered, when re yards to th . 50.64 
e shoves by 0) inclie above 9f by 30 and not "e 306 Exceeding 1 and not exceeding 300 thireads— 
above K ao ii oo censor acsotcea diu 
Plate glass, cast, v. —— 3} and not ex 4} square 
obecured, ete., boe M ey 90 ena no not 3 xceeding S and not exceeding 4j sq SATA 54.36 
— E SEA ... E E A 53.05 'ceedin, 
ii Marble and stone: cma — — 22 
g 6 square to pound 
Veined marble, sawed or dressed, etc................ 87. 54 
2 $ 50 Exceeding square yards to the — AER 50.80 
Manufactures of af alabaster E EU Same T PEP EIREANN 50 907 9 200 threads to the square in. 
actures of = 50 
Manufactures of jet ........................ uj 50 — 2) m not exceeding 81 square 
115 Freestone, granite, etc., hewn, dressed, eto 50 yards to the pound — 54.15 
Metals, and manufactures of: Exceeding 34 ud. not exceeding 5 square 
Iron or yards to the pound nt 54.46 
13 Boiler and other P rers iron, iron or steel, valued ceeding 5 square yards to the pound..... 56.17 
15 Seng cent and not pained cents pu — =o 
Ties for baling cut to lengths, etc........... 
127 Bheets of iron or common or binek, thinner 
than No. AO oer meee RE EL 55.07 
128 Sheets of iron or vanized, thinner than 
10 No. 20 and not thinner than No. 25 wire gauge 57.87 


nw... ĩ inen Py SO 


— than No. 20 and not thinner than No. 
MEL NE NCNYL pee 


Articles paying from 50 to 75 per cent—Continued. 


Article. 


8 arel, clothing, etc 

ea: TT 
ae salve and velveteens— 
Not bleach 


hose, and 
W 


8888 


apparel— 
SOLOS DON LE re Grp tid ade i 
Collars and cuffs, linen 
Shirts and all articles of wearing apparel.. 
lace window curtains, etc 


— — 


Class 2: Camel's hair =<... sce 
Class 3: Hair of the goat, alpaca, eto 
Manufactures of: 


Blankets— 
Valued at not more than 30 cents per pound 
Valued at more than 30 and not more than 40 
eranl cres F 


ne 
Valued at not more than 30 cents per pound.... 
Valued at more than 30 and not more than 40 


83 399339 


All other manufactures of silk.. 
ibbons 


BSS B 8288 


except palm leaf 
Hats for men's, women's, and children's wear.... 
Jewelry 


SS SS 


Lined 
Ladies’ or children's, “glace” finish, sheep or amb— 
Not over 14 inches, unlined. 
Not over 14 inches, lined................ 
Over 14 and not over 17 inches, lined 
— loves, lamb or sheep— 


Women's or 
other leather than 
Over 14 and not 
Unlined 


— —ũ4ͤ—— 2 ü'Ü —Uy— — 


cent. 


Articles paying from 50 to 75 per cent —Continued. 


Article. 


Sundries—Continued. 
50 *  Gloves—Continued. — 
50 Men's, glace finish. kid, goat, or other leather 
than of sheep origin— 
74.07 ccc TTT 55. 82 
74.31 LINES Dice o MIC a PRAES 56.97 
60. 88 Women's or children's, of sheep ori with 
exterior surface removed, not over inches, 
69.69 uniwed. ee 53.74 
53.28 Men's, of sheep origin, with exterior surface re- 
61.29 moved— 
50 Dyulnet roi RANA ax ERES 52.20 
70. 46 a ee ee ee See 50.82 
65 Women'sand children's, kid, or other leather 
50 than of sheep origin, with ex r grain 
50 removed— 
Not over 14 inches— 
60 r E RU ren AE ADR ERISD 63. 62 
5 Rod WTCC 51. 72 
65.90 ot over l7 inches 
E TEPED SIUS QU MICE Er ete R A Ser tetra muse Se CR 61.89 
50 Unlined .... SE 51.52 
55.91 45 Pencils, slate, other — — —. 57.59 
5 448 Pipes and smokers' articles— 
60 Common tobacco pipes, clay ............. $ 51.72 
60 Pipes and pipe bowls of other material. . ; 60 
55 Umbrellas, parasols, and sunshades— 
BO 92 vn material composed wholly or in part 10 
oth Re eS Ee SA 
Covered with other material......................... 50 


Articles paying 75 to 100 per cent. 


71 76 
63.48 
70.72 
65.76 
31 98.15 $8,010. 65 
73.88 41 RY. 64 448.25 
74.87 81.80 7 ao 
48 75 28, 806. 
64.41 49| Red lead 88.71 25, 627.16 
69. 67 bl 95.17 4,541.97 
78.45 57 Litharge 83. 33 1, 083. 05 
73.94 781^. Betvubniné uu ees 11.23 2, 620. 80 
62.57 
50 9£| Bottles holding not more than 1 pint...... 89.38 15,097. 00 
50 100 fluted, roll 
50 above 24 by 30 inches 81.13 | 2,515.90 
60 101 
74.48 | 134, 600, 53 
— — dE , 943. 90 
vored, all above 24 by 60 inches 295.30 
51.05 Plate glass, cast, , unsilve 
when etc., above 24 by 30 
= x not above 24 by 60 inches 428.93 
etals: 
60 Cutlery— 
60 Penknives or pocketknives— 
60 Valued at more than 2 pee dozen. 
60 and not exceeding dozen 149,823.31 
3 CER i 
ozen and not ex g $3 per 
60 dozen 94. 46 150, 141. 61 
50 92.11 124, 404. 56 
88.08 132, 180. 80 
51.28 Lead, contained in silver ore. 94.74 322.300. 92 
50 All not above No. 16D. S. (6).............. 75 21,010, 959. 19 
Above No. 16, D. S.— 
73.91 ET . hepa 75. 62 111, 835. 52 
50 76.65 | 1,055, 115.00 
6 |  ) |. Cane (bounty) 11.94 59, 318. 33 
210 93.01 | 5,555,548.98 
50 220 78.95 93,007.23 
50 263 93.75 20, 478. 22 
50 89.74 Free. 
5o 284 | Starch ......... 84. 32 54, 516. 42 
— S sd EET RATES a se ce ELSE 78.72 7, 826.00 
60 Oo IN enn pee he 2 EE ee Care 83.17 409,375.63 
60 295 : 
„TTT 3, 488. 10 
Containing more than 1£ per cent of 
66. 58 . — re ESS 601.50 
54.92 Wool, manufactures of: 
astes, bur, slubbing, roving, ring, etc... Free. 
52.85 arns— 
53.92 Valued at not more than 40 cents per 
= Queen ims 
59.29 
[dU c cs oe SETA SEDES, 8,155,975. 40 
at more than 50 cents per pound 200, 366.06 
ne Valued at more than 40 cents 4,800. 45 
53 than 3 yards valu 
67.01 1,483.28 


Articles paying 75 to 100 per cent —Continued. Statement, by groups, of the articles puying over 100 per cent, etc.—Continued. 


Para- 
Duty col- Ad Duty col- 
graph Article. Percent. lected fiscal | graph Article. valorem 
Senate. 1890. Senate. rate. year 1896. 
we Se : hiag nue 180 | Lead, in pigs and bar Pin 
nels, wei g over ounces per N an — ARES ESP asap quAE 5 1.31 
square yard, valued at not over cents Wieden v Lansing! 
por PON os ric arcade aab ad a aa 83.48 $7,827.33 210 Leaf, not stemmed. ........................ 124.29 | 6,287,138. 41 
800-367 Dress , etc.— 211 , stemmed 522, 881.23 
Valued at not over 50 cents per pound. 80 „470. 212 All other 23, 932. 40 
Valued at more than 50 cents per pound 80 9,114, 046. 02 All other man 123, 368. 21 
968 Other clothing, read y-made, etc., valued 213 Snuff ........ 9, 482, 39 
at less than $1.50 per pound 96.81 82,951.58 214 Cigars and ch 2,219, 710, 51 
awls, valued above 40 cents t 95.07 176,356. 16 Cigarettes ... 57, 054. 94 
904 nit wearing apparel...................... B8, 80 , 026, 366. 217 | Animals: Mules. 431.82 
368 Felts— 229 | Rice, cleaned. ... H y 628, 732. 93 
Valued above $1.50 per pound.......... 75.51 11, 895. 50 288. | Balt. in bulk: 4. E A A EEE 3 1,379.92 
Valued at less than $1. ayer pound... 94.22 40,035.57 238 | Spirits, distilled: . 
904 Plushes, valued at over cents per From gramm „„ 216.27 | 1,2 818 78 
vu 22 8 88.23 64,280.00 From other materials........ .|. 846.0 185, 958. 89 
369 ebbings, goring, suspenders, braces, 290 Compounds or preparations. .._ .| 1,208.84 50, 047.17 
Gli orders E P OE E Qa A 80 57,051. 94 291 Co liqueurs, arracks, etc............ 112.95 385, 143. 80 
Carpete ST DRY E r ERE aA Apa aA atte 212.7. 25, 805. 62 
871 xony, Wilton, and Tournay 80.22 51, 222. 80 926 | Wine made of other materials .. .| 131.98 10,081. 58 
372 Brussel. 82.56 7, 206. 04 Woolens: ` 
814 D Brussels 79.42 , 417. 93 960 192.86 438.30 
877 Druggets and bockings . 2 233.51 nm 18 
883 Velvets and chenilles 79.63 | 1,140,411.32 2 102.09 " Free. 
JJ T0000 90. 19 2,905.22 961 172.03 Free. 
Sundries: Roving, roping, and tops 112.81 87,683. 40 
410 Firecrackers of all kinds 75 183, 678, 95 904 Cloths, valued at not more than 50 cents 
414 FÄ f YA Tb N. 17 13,596.17 pe CCC 128.23 1. 400, 378. 98 
Total 58, 860, 407. 54 SL peores tka ee 
... oles arth Me NAE „ ? at not over 50 cents per pound.......... $ .90 
T d alued 
ore n len valued at 
Thirty-nine paragraphs, 57 articles. E not more han 50 cents per pound...| 125.95 1, 164.00 
ne 
HIGH S VALOREN BATES: 1 3 at more that 40 cents per 110 Loch 
Statement, ups, of the articles ng over 100 per cent of dut H.R. T AN EEN T E 4 
$79, 9 jd the Senate tabs reported to The 8 May 4.1807. Weighing over 4 ounces per square 
y valued over 50 cents per 
ponon Dey rne tire EAA RES 102.81 50, 758. 50 
868 Shawls, woolen or worsted, valued at not 
over 40 cents per pound.................. 171,15 2, 055, 20 
904 Knit fabrics— 
Valued at not over 40 cents per 
DOOD. Urin, oA a EN AAE ENN Rei 111,301.75 
: Valued at above 40 cents per pound. 117.75 , 940. 
pO P LE Lr e e han RE A m Rad, Sor 968 Hats of wool— 
T: rede Valued at not more than 30 cents per 
Compounds, pound. 22 aes sonmcdan > acaaewarsen sens 209.48 121.51 
ed for... Valued at more than 30 and not more 
Ethers: than 40 cents per quod E Ee 155. 45 179.10 
Sulphuric alued at more than 40 cents per 
Fr MOURN oan civvespudeak SES iRue e LUEDE 117.80 50, 151.13 
ey Valued at not more than 30 cents per 
ng ree EE tay eye Ed 221.51 2, 288. 00 
Valued at more than 30 and not more 
than 40 cents per poun 115.10 155.40 
ILE CURATI US TU AES Valued at mo; an : 
a 8 t 104. 88 7,888.50 
n 
Toto Nudd FE ae ey thee PY 127.60 
TA EIR NOR ET Se wy ae 8 a 898 | Pulp, paper, and books, cards, playing 200.00 2,043.17 
Cutlery: 
Peiknives or pocketknives, valued at Total eee ree ee | eren 15, 002, 764. 06 
more than 110 Sona per dozen and not 
exceedin, per dosen............--,- ee. 
Silver leaf. FEC Thirty-two paragraphs, 52 articles. 


SMALL AMOUNTS OF DUTY COLLECTED. 


he articles and the amount of duty collected thereon during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1896, in amounts of $100, $150, and $200, or less, with 
eee is the T ay duty under the 55 and the Senate amend ments to H. R. 379. j i 


Duty collected fiscal year 1896. 
Yo OUS T Rates of duty under— 


Over $100 | Over $150 
00 or less. and not 
over $150. | over 8200. 


Chemicals, oils, and paints: 
1 Acids— 
Chrom „„ 4444 ; $ 4 cents per pound. 
— . 37 cent per pound. 
CCC 6 cents per pound. 
6 Argols, tartars, and lees stals Free. 
9 Bone char, suitable for use in deco! 20 per cent. 
13 Chloroform .....-....--.----+--------------.------ -| 15 cents per pound, 
16 Soron and all compounds of pyroxylin.... 50 cents per pound. 
er— 
T : Sulphuric ..............-.-.-------- eee E | 40 cents per pound ...... 40 cents per pound, 
Nitrons e. aS LLL Le LL Lue erre... nis lI]. Lll. FA | 25 cents per pound ...... 25 cents per pound, 
41 ium, aqueous extract of..... 189.00 | 20 per cent 40 per cent. 
48 rome yellow, etec., in pulp 5 3 cents per pound .......| 4} centsper pound. 
4T Sienna, ground in oi 5 -.| 1ł cents per pound 1i cents per pound. 
Umber, ground in l ` 1 d ^ Do. 
b4 Whiting. ground in oil .. 11 ; i cent per pound. 
Earths, earthenware, and 
86 Plaster of pos ground..........-.--.eeeesme prese uuu uuu]  , ADS |-...-- --.--.]-----.-.---.| SL per ton --.-.- $1.50 per ton. 
OL Bottles and vials, flint and lime— : 


— 45 cents per gross. 


1897. 
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Statement of the articles and the amount of duty collected thereon during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1896, etc.—Continued. 


Article. 


Earths, earthenware, and glassware— Continued. 
Bon rad vials, flint and lime Continued. 


9 on than | pint and not less than one- 
‘our’ 
Holding less * one-fourth pint 
Green or colored: 
Filled— 
Holding not more than 1 pint and not less than 
one-fourth pint, 
Holding less than one-fourth pint 
uns- filled 
On which specific duty would be less than 40 per cent. 
Cylinder and crown glass, polished: 
All above 24 by 60 inches. 
Fluted, rolled, or ribbed— 
Not exceeding TTT EAR 
Above 16 by 24 and not above 24 ve 9 
Plate glass, fluted, etc.— 
All above 24 by t0 inches 
Plate glass, cast, polished, silvered— 
7 46 by 21 inches 
and not above 24 by 60 
All above 24 by 60 inches 
Cylinder, crown, etec., when bent, 
Above 24 by 30 and not above 


Pa glans, om cast, polished, silvered, when bent, ground, 
obscu; 
Not 88 TTT 


Boiler or other renin e steel (except pt saw p lates), 
ee — than No. 10 wire gauge, shi or un- 
iron or steel, sheared or rolled 
ves ans of 1894)— 
alued at 1 cent per pound or less 
. Valued above l cents and not above 4 cents per 
poun 
Forgings ¢ of ironor reru or iron and steel com- 
bin ot speciall; iR prog 
Sheets of 3 or s en or black. Ending 
iron or steel known as common or black 
iron or steel, and skelp iron or steel, valued at 3 
cents per pound or less, or coated with 
d spelter, or oer metals or alloy thereof (act 


Thinner ees No. 20 and not thinner that No. 25 


wire ga 
‘Thinner t han No. 25 wire gau 
Sheets and plates of iron ud steel, not otherwise pro- 
va for texcapting wha what are comme: own 
in. pisten, terneplates, and 
or perra rd or by any o 
process, or cold rolled, smoothed, not 
of 1894), thinner than No. 10 and not 
No. 20 wire 


gauge. 

- Sheets and plates s ana. ‘saw plates of steel, not specially 
provided for— 

Siac above 13 cents and not above 16 cents per 


und. 
Hamipersasdaled (blacksmiths'), track tools, wedges, 
and crow bars, of iron or steel. 
T iro pi f descripti. 
n pipe of every 5 
Hollow ware, coated, glazed, or tinn 

Nails and spikes 
Suan of 5 iron or steel...... 

and washers of wrought iron.. 
Horse, mule, or ox shoes 
decia of iron or steel 


mms 


nert 


Pitand drag saws 
Screws, commonly called wood screws— 
One-half inch and less in length 
Over one-half inch and not over 1 ine 
Over 1 inch and not over 2 inches 
More than 2 inches 
Aluminium— 
Inerudefórm.u v um C rie T 
Tit SOR VOS a5 rr rrr em nah suci drea AY EC eheretae ae sre 
Bheathing or yellow gees of which 8 is the com- 
ponent material of chief value, and not composed 
wholly or in part of iron ungalvanized. 
185 Gold pens 


165 


187 
189 ometers, box or ship's, and parts thereof 
191 Pewter, manufactures of M 


Platinum, manufactures of 
PIE: ‘products and RIO 
jte 


ckwheat.. 


Pease, other than in cartons, paper, etc 
In rane or packages, etc— 


BE B ESENE 


Duty collected fiscal year 1800. 
Amounts of— 


Over $100 | Over $150 
00 or less. and not | and not 
over $150. | over 


154.74 


sEÉn- 
S888 


eg. 
g 


x 


SE REN 
tu RRS 


1 cent per pound 
20 cents per square foot. 


cent per square foot... 
cent Les square foot... 


95 cents per square foot. 
6 cents per square foot .. 
23 pocos DAT square foot. 
98 cents per square foot. 


2cents per pound and 10 


Rates of duty under— 


1j cents per pound. 
45 cents per gross. 


1} cents per pound. 

45 cents per gross. 

cent per pound. 

20 cents per square foot. 


t cent per square foot. |, US 
cents per square foot. 


85 cents per square foot. T 
Il cents per square foot. 


25 cents per square foot. 
88 cents per MINI foot. 


2t cents per pound and 10 
per cent. per cent. 


6 cents uare foot 
and Ad pet cont. 
20 per cent 


Il cents per 
and 10 per "-— 
20 per cent. 


uare foot. 


cent per pound 
per cent 


5 


Ii cents per pound 


cent per pound, 
peer ber pound. 


35 per cent. 


lyf cents per pound 


IM pound 
cent per pound 


leent per pound. 


14% cents per pound. 
in cent per pound. 


2f cents per pound 2 cents per pound, 
1i cents per pound ...... 1j cents per pound. : 
cent per pound . cent per pound. 
cents per pound . fon ts Led pound. 
22) per cent...... t cent per pound, 
25 ye cent.. cent ee pound, 
So PENI udo pce 2 cents per Aras 
di ts per lin. f- D — ts per lin. ft, 
cents per lin. ft cen 
8 cents per lin. ft.. 10 Bent per n. t 
10 cents per pound 12 cents per pound. 
1 cents Mes pound . 8} cents D pound. 
5 cents per pound . 6 cents per pound. 
8 cents per pound . 4 cents per pound. 
2 5 cents per pound. 
9 5 cents per pac. 


2 cents per pound. 


25 per cent. 
5 cents per pound. 
40 per cent. 
45 per cent. 
Do. 


10 per cent 
95 per cent.. 


.| 15 cents per bushel, 
20 cents per bushel, 

3 i cent per pound. 
eS asd 0 cents per bushel, 
1 cent per pound. 


30 per cent. 
i cent per 3 
cent per pound. 


20 per cent 
i cens per pound 
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Statement of the articles and the amount of duty collected thereon during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1896, etc.—Continued. 


Duty enit — | year 1800. Rates of duty under— 


Over $100 | Over $150 


orless.| and not | and not te rates. 
over 8150. | over $200. isa 
9 products and provisions Continued. 
Fruit and nuts L cent per pound. 
261 — V eh desiccated, etc 3 TT. Do. 
265 Do. 
bsta k d Do. 
210 Peanuts, - Do. 
218 Ea - -| 2 cents per pound, 
Not exceeding 50 threads to the square inch, counting 
the warp and fi — 
Not b rs P. 5 colored, stained, painted, or XA ORE SARE DIU TN 1 cent per square yard. 1 cent per square yard. 
90 Ex 50 and not exceeding 100 threads to the 
the warp and 
1} cents per square yard. 1} cents per square yard, 
. 1 Ii cents per square yard. ly —— yard, 


3 qiu not ä 150 threads to the 
“Not beached, dyed, coi colored, M anced EA oe 
P Exceeding 4 and not exceeding 6 square yards 
PR MD 101 and 5m v manufactures of: 


Composed in whole, or in part of New Zealand hemp, 
ber, manila, sisal grass, or sunn 


-| 2 cents per square yard. 


— ä—— — 


D!! No 10 per cent 
Sundries: 
Gunpowder and all explosive substances, used for min- 


--.--| $$ perdosen...........— 


— 6 SEO AUS Es 


ength, lined .-------| $3.75 per dozen. .......... 
Over 14 and not over 17 inches in length, lined. 121.01 d us ee ay et 
Over 17 inches in length, lined.................. ? [5] dozen. 75 
Goat, kid, or other leather than of sheep origin, 
with exterior grain surface remoyed— 
Over 17 T inches ; in length, lined.................. MC EE Cis ——— Ec, . GE SIUS UG TT Ru 


i-r coron, 
with exterior surface removed— 


This statement exhibits the amount of duty collected—in amounts from 4 cents to 73—on the 55 paragraphs and 90articles enumera: hich 
the total duty collected amounted to $5,749.24, — average of $63.88. we s cm 


> INCREASED RATES OVER ACT OF 1890. 
Statement of articles on which the rates of duty have been increased over those of the act of October 1, 1390. 


Gallic . E A aa te E LER EERE UDCA SHEN Vgl aTsesePS eU qp veria ROPERS 
All other, not specially provided for- 3 do 
2 Alcoholic perfumery, inclu: 5 and other toilet waters 


Compounds, alcoholic, n. s. p. f A LLL 


— —ä—— Mhhnß n ß 17692. „ = 


——ẽ — —— — 


All other, n. s. p. f 20 per cent. — 25 per cent. 
Siy Free 6 cents per pound. 
pound. 


+ cent per 


per pound. 
— — ounce. T 

per gallon and 62 per 
cent. 


| Viper ont 3 


— 1 free ————— | p — 


Unmanufactured ........... EARS RECEN ET, yes uses te qeneoen „ 
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Statement of articles on which the rates.of duty have been increased over those of the act of October 1, 1599—Contirued. 


Rates of duty under— 


Senate amendments. 


Act of October 1, 1890. 


House bill (H. R. 379). 


Asphaltum and bitumen: 
Tot qiiid or advance. oo T vene EePLIccc-—— 


88 

Dried or advanced per 

95 | Chemical glass laboratory, n. s. p. f 45 per cent 60 per cent 
x60 E c oaeo etc; above 16 by 24 inches and not above 34 by 8) 8 cents per square foot..| 12 cents per square foot. 
1n 
102 


60 per cent. 
10 cents per square foot. 


8cents per square foot. 


----| 5 cents per square foot..| 8 cents per square en — 
10 cents per square foot. 


.--| cents per square foot. 12 cents per square foot 


Ps eme "Dy St inches 


bove 16. tet arias not above 21 by 30 inches. 
polished, silvered: 


Plate te piam — 


K by O a E A, 6 cents per square foot. 9 cents per square foot. II cents per square foot. 
piri 16 by per — 24 — Tm 10 cents per square foot. 13 cents per square foot.| 13 cents per square foot. 
Cylinder and OPERI 
Not excee 16 -Z UAE. cents per square foot. 9 cents per square foot. Il cents per square foot. 
Above 16 and T — 21 by 30 inches „% 10 cents per square foot. 13 cents per square foot. 13 cents per square foot. 
104 | Cylinder E crown glass, polished, silvered, when ground, obscured, 
Not poe E ea IT e square Leper pee MS foot 
per cen 
Above 16 by 24 and not above 24 by 30 inches "-— 55 foot 
per cen 
dom glass, east, polished, silvered, when ground, obscured, frosted, 
et Not exceeding 10 by 2¢ inches —:: Un basen aan Mapa meatal Cip H per square foot 
and 10 per cent. 
Above If by 24 and not above 21 by 30 inches 10 13 cents per square foot 
10 per cent. 


7 polished, unsilvered, when ground, obscured, 


109 | All other 

Paste, manufactures ot. 

Glass, broken and old glass, etc.... 
ufactures of: 


— — rr ene —ñ l oents per cubic foot. 
— 40 per cent 40 
Free 


Watch d r A n PEREN es QO i RIE. © ee 
JEU use in the manufacture of watches or clocks. 


3 cents per gallon. . 
6 cents per gallon... 


All not above No. 16 Dutch standard ............ ccc cc css]... BRS ATHE LCS UL EE 
"Tasting mo shinee a a rre ͤ ͤ—— ̃ . —-— I cent per pound, and for 
every additional de- 
gree ył cent per 
pound. 


Testing above 87° and not above 88° _......-..--_-. -. maman 


Testing not more than 7 — ——— 15 per cent. 
200 | Sugar above No. 15D 16 Dutch standard. d, cent per pound... E eents per pound and 
Sugar above No. 16 Dutch standard on which export bounty is paid p 
20i | Sugar, maple, a _-.._-_.-.--.-___-____-. ....-----------_-..-....._] 0 per cent... | 4 centaper pound 4 cents per pound. 
Glucose or grape sugar. ie per pound........ 1 „ 
e e : niat t qe nue percent. = E and 10 per 
249 
JUL | GIN aki re ated etie eiie qnte ria RR AER M 
22 | 
288: (Curran 
265 | Oranges, lemons, and lim cent per . — 
206 Orange and lemon peel, not preserved <3 22 2 cents per pound. 
:oanut meat or copra, ete ......... 2 cents per pound. Do. 
261 | Pinespples..........-.-..- en -----. IRAE 6 cents per eubic foot ...| cents per cubic foot. 
274 | Meats, dressed or undressed, eto 10 per cent 25 per cent 25 per cent. 
230 | Chocolate and cocoa, prepared or manufactured 2 cents per pound 3 ue ME per RUE and | 5 cents = pound and 10 
per per cen: 
282 | Dandelion root, etc., prepared II cents per pound ......| 13 cents per pound 2 cents per pound. 
286)| ‘Tea Free SES Free 10 cents per pound. 
290 18 cents per 
300 30 per cent. 
319 .| 45 per cent. i 
go $20 per ton. 
E 


em 


10 cents square yard 
—— 
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Statement of articles on which the rates of duty have been increased over those of the act of October 1, 1890—Continued. 


E207 
g FP 


All manufactures of other ve; 
C ide ls 

Carpets, treble ingrain, 3-ply, eto 

Carpets, wool Dutch and 2-ply ingrain 


$558 88b 835 8 


Alother 
Feathers and downs for beds 
Haircloth, known as crinoline cloth 


Sper. manufactures of 
g 


8 8 8 hb beh 


Sticks for um parasols, or 


table fiber except flax, hemp, and ramie 


Rates of duty under— 


Act of October 1, 1890. House bill (H. R. 379). Senate amendments. 
Pos S Fu eit 40 per cent. ..............| 45 per cent. 
rta CP i a 10 per cent. ..............| 10 per cent. 
-| 19 cents per square yard | 19 cents per square yard | 25 cents per square yard 
and 40 per cent. and 40 per cent. and 40 per cent. 
M cents per square yard | 14 cents per square yard | 20 cents per square yard 
and 40 per cent. and 40 per cent. 10 per cent. 
50 cents per pack........ 10 cents per pack and 50 | 20 cents per pack and 20 
P — -— M — n 
53 F r cent. 
ARER faf RRO ss X] PN. 
AR pu exe 50 per cent.. -| 60 per cent. 
„„ 15 per cent -| 15 per cent. 
E „ 15 cents per ton. 
Cartus 15 cents per-pound; 25 | 15 cents per pound; 25 
cents per pound. cents per pound. 
--.| 15 per cent. 
4 PDo: 
2 Do. 
-| 10 cents per square yard. 
3 — — one 
r cent. 
Do. 
14 cents per pound. 
20 per cent. 
do 10 Do; A 
r cen 
do PDo. 
js FCC 45 per cent. 
45 per cent*..............| 50 per cent. 
. do....................| 40 per cent. 


* Estimated. 
In Schedules I, J, K, L, M, and N, owing to the radical modifications in classification, it is impossible to define 


The above indicates ce: 


rtain 
the comparisons. It is quite evident there are increased rates in the silk, flax 


Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from California state the 
8 for these tables? 

Mr. E. They are made by the expert employed by the 
minoritycommittee. Mr. Evans, who, I believe, pre thestate- 
ment used here two years ago, prepared these tables. They are 
made by the same EAST E who prepared the tables before. 

The VICE-PRES ENT. The ing of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Before leaving the question of the 
tables, I should like to call the attention of the Senator from 
Rhode Island to the fact that the tables which he submitted to the 
Senate caeci and which were not read tothe Senate, but which 
weh to find in the RECORD this morning, are not printed. I 
should like to know from the Senator when those tables are likely 
to be printed? ? ue 

Mr. ALDRICH. They will be printed to-morrow morning. 
They should have been printed this morning, but I was unable 
€ evening to get time to look over the manuscript the second 


e. 
Mr. WHITE. Ishould like to ask the Senator in charge of the 
bill whether he has any estimate of the average ad valo- 


rem of the entire bill? : : 

Mr, ALDRICH. I have not. That is almost an impossible 
thing to do. 

Mr. WHITE. Can the Senator state the number of amend- 
ments which have been proposed by the Senate committee? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I can not. 

The reading ot the bill was continued. The next amendment 
was, under Schedule A.—Chemicals, oils, and paints,” on page 
1, line 11, after the words “acetic or pyroligneous acid,” to strike 
out and boracic acid, 3 cents per pound" and insert: 

vity of 1.047, three-fourths of 1 cent per 
Bias ree nck the — deity ut 1.047, 3 cents per pound. * 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 2, line 1, after the words 
**boracic acid,” to strike out wholly or partly dehydrated, four” 
and insert '' five;" soas to read: 

Boracic acid, 5 cents per pound. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to make a motion in regard to that 
particular part of the paragraph. I move to strike out five“ 
and to insert *' three" in line 1, page 2. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri to the amendment of the committee will be stated. 

TheSECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment, in 
line 1, page 2, by striking out the word “five” and inserting the 
word ‘‘three;” so as to read: 

Boracic acid, 3 cents per pound. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I wish to call attention to the 
amendment submitted by the committee, which I consider a very 


, and paper schedules. 


extraordinary one. The House bill puts the duty u this article 
at4 cents per pound. The McKinley Act put a duty of 5 cents 
per pound upon it, and the existing law makes the duty 3 cents 
per pound. attention is directed to a su uent paragraph in 
the bill, it will be seen that there is no sort of just proportion be- 
tween the duty upon boracic acid and upon borax, boracic acid 
being the base and the principal component of borax. It will be 
seen by reference to line 23, 3 10, page 3, that the words 
“borax, crude, or borate of soda, or borate of lime, 2 cents 
pound; refined borax, 3 cents und," are stricken out. t 
was the House provision, and in lieu of those words the follow- 
ing are inserted by the committee: 

10. Borax, 5 cents per pound— 

Whether crude or refined— 
borates of lime or or other borate material not otherwise provided for, 
containing more than 36 per cent of anhydrous boracic acid, 3 per di 
borates of lime or soda, or other borate material not otherwise vided for, 
VF anhydrous boracic acid, 3 cents per 

I have in my hand an authoritative statement by the great Pa- 
cific Borax Company, which was sent to us in 1894, and it has been 
repeated since. The statement made in that paper is as follows: 


Boracic acid is found in the volcanic bo ane of Tuscany, Italy, and it * 


natural deposit of the hot springs Be in that region. The e 
been used in America chiefly for the manufacture otwefined borax. 
Boracic acid being the base or valuable element in the manufacture of 


borax, 1 pound of boracic acid being equivalent to 3 pounds of refined 

it will be seen that after allowing for reconversion into refined borax by the 

addition of soda and water of crystallization, the expense of which is light, 

— as it now stands on boracic acid is not equivalent to the duty on re- 
rax. 


We have in the present bill the anomaly of 5 cents duty on bo- 
racic acid and 5 cents duty on refined borax, when 1 pound of 
boracic acid is equivalent to 3 pounds of refined borax. This is 
an enormous tax, viewed in any light. This statement, which 
seems to have been very elaborately and artistically prepared, 
gives the uses of borax. It enters into almost all the different pur- 


poses of life. 


Borax 
Says this article 


purifies water. 
Borax arrests diphtheria. 
Borax relieves ness. 
Borax is a cleanser and purifier. 
Borax destroys microbes and bacteria. 
Borax is a preserver of fresh meat, fish, fowl, or ð. 
Borax is useful in the arts, manufactures, and es. 
Bakr isanantiseptic—the very best known substance to arrest decay in 
Borax is a flux for all metals—iron, gold, silver, etc., enabling them to 


melt at a lower temperature. 
Boraxis a glaze used in potteries, glass factories, and by enamelers for 
making a b: t polish. 


Borax isan emolltent ^rélusblo for the toilet; it softens and whitens the 
face and hands. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


balance, viz, 13,831 6 per cant cumulative preference shares of £10 each, and 


Borax is uninflammable and prevents fire; can be employed for renderin 
Sironi is T J the whole of the debentures, payable as follows: 


muslin fireproof. 
Borax is a medicine, and now enters into many pharmaceutical prepara- 


tions. 

Borax is a bleach, and is used in laundries for preventing clothes from 8 Deben- 
turning yellow. 4. s d tures. 

Borax is used to pramo pure e e iron, known as “granite ware." ` shares. 

Borax in solution, mixed with linseed oil, may be used for cheap painting. —— 

Borax is used as a mordant in calico printing and in dyeing, and as a sub- | On application 22 £20 
stitute for soap. On allotment T. 1 40 


I submit, Mr. President, that this is an enormous duty of 5 
cents a pound placed upon boracic acid, when 1 pound of boracic 
acid will make 3 pounds of refined borax. I do not know why 
our friends upon the other side have come to the conclusion that 
the tax proposed by the House of Representatives, which is 4 
cents a pound and which seems to me to meet all the purposes of 
protection and revenue, should now be increased to 5 cents. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The rates in this punk and in parastani 
10 were imposed for the protection of the prođucers of borax in 
Nevada and California, where the native deposits are found. 
The statement made by the representative of these producers to 
the House committee shows an enormous increase of importation 
since the reduction of duties was made by the act of 1894, and 
shows, I think, conclusively that the relations between the rates, 
to say nothing about the rates themselves, suggested in these two 
paragraphs are correct. It is a harmonious relation between the 

ifferent rates . 

As to whether the rates are too high or not, I am not able to say, 
except to repeat the opinion of the gentlemen who represented 
this industry in the two States to which I have referred. They 
say that, under the peculiar conditions under which the industry 
is carried on there, the rates proposed by the Senate committee are 
absolutely necessary to protect the industry. Nearly one-half the 
borax consumed in the United States in the year 1896 was im- 
ported; and it does seem to me that, with these enormous deposits 
of native borax in these two States, that state of affairs should 
not be allowed to continue. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Mr. President, in the hearings before 
the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Representatives 
there was a statement submitted by the Manufacturing Chemists' 
Association in which, speaking of borate of lime, they say: 

The rate proposed— 


That is, the rate they suggested, which was not adopted by the 
House. They proposed ‘borate of lime, 1 cent per pound." 
They say: 

The rate proposed is less than the act of 1894 and that of 1890, the article 
being a crude orraw material produced by one company in the United States, 
which is said to have the monopoly of the same. 

Mr. ALDRICH. From what page is the Senator reading? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iam reading from page 10 of the 
hearings on Schedule A. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Those are not the borax producers. Those are 
the people who import borax. s 

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. That was the statement of the Man- 
ufacturing Chemists’ Association, and that statement was made 
before the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Represent- 
atives. I have no doubt they stated what they thought was correct. 

Borate of lime, borate of soda, borax, and boracic acid must all 
be considered together, as they are kindred products. 

Ihold in my bangs the prospectus of an English company, which 
states a numberof facts which I think ought to be entitled to some 
consideration at the hands of the Senate. This prospectus was 
issued on the 19th of June, 1896. It reads: 


PROSPECTUS. 


The subscription list will be opened this day UMORE 22d instant, and 
will be closed on or before Wednesday next, the 24th instant. 
The Pacific Borax and Redwood's Chemical Works, Limited. 
Incorporating the Pacific Coast Borax Company, of San Francisco, and Red- 
& Sons, chemical manufacturers, of Cornwall Works, Kennington 


Ww 
Green and Belvedere, Kent, England. (Incorporated under the companies 
acts, 1852 to 1893.) x 


Or the whole amount may be paid on allotment, ranking for dividend and 
interest from dates of payment. 

Trustees for the debenture holders.—The Indian and General Investment 
Trust, Limited, 308 Winchester House, E. C. 

Solicitors for the trustees.—Messrs. Sanderson, Holland, Adkin & Co., 46 
Queen Victoria street, E. C. 

Directors.—Sir Alexander Wilson, director of the Indian and General In- 
vestment Trust. Limited, chairman; Edward J. Heer pul J. P., director 
City of Santos Improvements Company, Limited; W. 'T. Holmes, esq., di- 
rector (London board) Bank of New nd, Limited; F. M. Smith, esq., pres- 
ident Pacific Coast Borax Company, San Francisco, managing director in 
United States of America: R. C. Baker, esq.. of Messrs. Redwood & Sons, 
Belvedere Mills, Kent, managing director in Europe. 

Bankers.—Messrs. Brown, Janson & Co., 32 Abchurch lane, E C. 

Brokers.—Messrs. D. L. Thompson & Co.,7 Drapers' Gardens and Stock 


xchange. 
Solicitors for the company.—Messrs. Parker, Garrett & Parker, St. Michaels’ 
. neutered fllces (pro t ).—H. Evan Thomas, Dock 
retary and re offices (pro tempore).—H. Evan Tho: 
House, Billiter street, E. C. NS 
Prospectus. 


This company has been formed to take over and carry on as going concerns 
as from April 1, 1896, the businesses of the Pacific Coast Borax Company, of 
San Francisco, Cal, and of Messrs. Redwood & Sons, chemical manufac- 


(1) The well-known de: tof crude borax (colemanite), situate at Dagget 
Pea ; (2) of erude borax in the 8 


County,Oreg. The above-named yeu comprise a total area of upw: 
actory at Alameda, on San Francisco Part 


Mr. Thomas Price, the senior partner of the firm of expert chemists and 
assayers. Messrs. Thomas Price & Son, of San Francisco, has made a report 
on the Daggett deposits, which are those at present being worked, and 


hi & Sons was founded by the late Dr. Redwood, 
Ph. D., F. L C., F. C. S., etc., emeritus professor of chemistry to the Pharma- 
ceutical Society of Great Britain, and has shown increasing annual profits 
from its commencement. It is intended to extend the manufacturing opera- 
tions at present carried on by this firm to the United States, where it is 
1 a large and profitable business in addition to that now existing can 
one. 
Various additional chemical manufactures are being undertaken, the de- 
tails of which it is not considered politic to disclose, but which should also 
increase the profits. 
The accounts of the American company and of Messrs. Redwood & Sons 
have been investigated by Messrs. Price, Waterhouse & Co., and the follow- 
ing is a copy of their report: 


I ask the Senate to pay especial attention to this in view of the 
statement made by the Senator from Rhode Island that it was 
necessary to protect these interests in order that these men may 
have a profitable industry. This is the official report issued by a 
London company asking for subscribers and making the statement 
themselves as to the advantages of this investment: 


44 GRESHAM STREET, E. C., May 20, 1890. 
To the directors of the Indian and General Investment Trust, Limited. 


GENTLEMEN: Wehaveexamined the booksand accounts of the Paciflc Coast 
Borax Company, at San Francisco, for the three years ending August 31, 1895, 
and Messrs. Redwood & Sons, chemical manufacturers, Cornwall Works, 
Kennington Green, for the three years ending September 30, 1895, for the 
pu of ascertaining the profits earned. 

o Pacific Coast Borax Company.—We find that this company has, in pre- 
paring their accounts, made no reserve for exhaustion of minerals, nor for 
epreciation of buildings, plant, or machinery, but we are informed that 
these have been fully maintained out of revenue. Interest on borrowed 
money has not been charged. 

The sales have been conducted through the agency of Mr. Smith, the presi- 
dent, who, out of a commission on gross sales, pays the agency expenses at 
New York, Chicago, and San Francisco, and guarantees the sales. 

During the riod under review the borate used at the Alameda refinery 
has been nearly all obtained from the Daggett mines, the other properties 
owned by the company in Nevada not having been worked. 

Redwood & Sons.—Full reserve has been made for depreciation of plant 
and macoy but no charge has been made for remuneration of managers 
or interest on loans. 

Subject to the above remarks and taking the years as of even date, and in 


Capital £510,000. 


Divided into 20,000 6 per cent cumulative preference shares of £10 
each (preferred also as to capital) 21- eens elus i 
nd 31,000 ordinary shares of £10 each 310, 000 


In addition to which will be issued £100,000 first-mortgage 5 por cent deben- 


t. in t ent of the purchase money, the whole 
d 6.086 (the larg ; 


- 


the case of the American company converting the dollar at an exchange of 
$4.87 to £1 sterling, the combined profits as thus ascertained are as follows: 


; Jane or on mud Dp SPERO CONUM TOI CHEM BE TP HUNE 
ollows: 


Year ending August 31, 1893. 
Year edid August 31, 1894. 
Year ending August 31, 1895 

We are, gentlemen, your obedient servants, 
PRICE, WATERHOUSE & CO. 


Now, mark this: 


The fall in the profits in the year 1891-95 was owing to the reduction in the 
price of borax by the Amerícan Company, United States of America, for the 
reasons h ter mentioned. 


That reason, when it comes out, will be that they propose to 
control the American market and to drive out competitors. 


The volume of business, however, it will be noted, shows a substantial in 
crease over previous qe 
For the seven months to March 31, 1896, the sales of the American Company 
have been at the rate of about 11,000,000 pounds per annnm, in addition to 
rea a considerable business has been done in boracic acid produced from 
crude borax, and in borax compounds. ; 

It must be borne in mind, in por rear ae the future prospects of the com- 

pany, that it will have two distinct sources of profit, the one as owners of 
eposits of crude material, the other as manufacturers of the refined bo- 
rax, boracic acid, and compounds, with the possession of the valuable trade- 
marks relating thereto. 

To check competition in borax in the United States of America and to Pow 
larize the article, the American Company has largely reduced the selling price 
of borax during the year or so, submitting to a temporary decreased 

fit and looking to e largely demand to compensate it in the 
Immediate future. In the United States of America the price has now been 
reduced so that neither the crude nor refined borax can be imported to com 
pete with the company at & remunerative profit. 


The Senator from Rhode Island seems to have found in the 
figures somewhere something to alarm him at the great rate of 
importation, but here is an official statement from men who 
own this property, and who are asking for subscribers to an Eng- 
lish company, stating what the facts are. 
222 n UU E 
25 e rco roma borax, and 21 cents per pound, or £10 per ton, on 


ic = 
These duties were fixed under the Wilson tariff in 1894, the previous duties 

under the McKinley tariff having been higher: 
fund on the deben- 


The amounts required to meet the interest and 
fures and the dividend oa the preference are as follows, viz: 


benturés, £100,000, interest and sinking fund 21,500 
BR commencing at £250 per annum and in- ‘ 


= drawn 
Preference shares, £200,000 


Sho ie ee I ERE DOFEN EON Mon Fx ee 
& Co.'s report, were 53,481 


Leaving the sum o£ . esa versare been 
de for EOM MONS etc., and dividend on the ord 
ith the view to greater economy in working, it is intended to construct a 
of railway to conn the with the 
of $125,000. The ds for the construction of this railway 
will be provided out of 


Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to inquire of the Senatorif that 
company has purchased the d its referred to, or was that 
sim: 8 rospectus in order to obtain subscribers? 

My. JO of Arkansas. If the Senator will wait until I finish 
the statement, he will have no doubt on that subject. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well: I only wanted to know the facts. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. I want to make this statement as 
they make it themselves in orderly sequence, and when 
the end of it comes I think Senator will satisfied. The 
prospectus continues: 

d in metal works as a flux for enamels 
A erus oie edd atii d — for household purposes in the form 


of soap powders, etc.; also for fi preservation. It isa uirement in a 
large and increasing number of industries, and is now one of staple prod- 
ucts vd e world. 


The for boracic acid (the base of borax) is increasing very largely, 
this prodat being used Di a-mumber of fudustrien aud in mediche and sur- 
being recognized in the latter case as one of the most valuable antisep- 


known. 
MX uot act " — er ax’ shipments ee mad 
or my $ ave been e 
to Al have bean old s: Sa pee tun MB u substantial profit; it 
is the intention of the board to extend this trade, and as the company is in a 
position to lay down the crude material in Europe at a low cost, a good and 
profitable should be assured to the company from source. 


They are mining this crude borax, shipping it to London, and 
selling it, according to their own statement, at a profit of £9 ster- 
ling per ton—less 2 cents a pound—and yet they have the 
audacity to come to the Senate of the United States and ask that 
we impose a tariff of 4 cents a pound to prevent the impor- 
on of an article that is being largely exported from this coun- 
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The prospectus then says: 


Messrs. Laird & Adamson, brokers, of Li 
for December, 1895, state: Es verpool,in their market report 


: “ CALIFORNIAN BORATES. 
The material seems to meet with considerable demand from buyers, and 
ufacture 


Dem likely to come into more general use, especially in the man 


glish refined boracic acid. 


. In this connection, for fear I shall forget it, I want to say that 
it has been stated to me by men whom I understand to be reputa- 
ble men, business men, men who are engaged in refining borax in 
the city of New York, that the condition upon which this borax 
is sold in London at less than 2 cents a pound, a little over 14 
cents a pound, is that it shall not be sold to American refiners, 
and when an effort is made to buy from those producers by Ameri- 
can refiners, they say they have no right to be in the business, 
that they propose to furnish refined borax to the United States, 
that they want a monopoly of it, that they do not want any com- 
petition, and when their borax goes abroad they do not intend 
that it shall be brought back here. 

The prospectus then goes on to say: 

"SOUTH AMERICAN BORATE OF LIME. 
The increasing shipments from California will, however, to some extent 


serve as a check and absorb consumers’ requirements, and the future of the 
market may depend considerably upon the competition from this quarter. 


“ BORAX. 


The consumption is increasing at a rapid rate in all of the world.” 
The title of the American company to the Daggett 5 9 and to the 
lands and factory on San Francisco Bay, and the Er rre of that company 
to vest such title in this company, has been investigated by Mr. E. S. Bins. 
7575... ͤ wie PEE toe ae eee 
vestmen: who re t com can 
obtain a tag ae title to those properties. xs " 
The title to the properties to be taken over from Messrs. Redwood & So: 
situate at Belvedere, in the county of Kent, has been examined and 
by Messrs. Sanderson. Holland, A & Co., the solicitors to the Indian and 
ral Investment Trust. - 
The American oompany sa pee to make ms a — — to the 
remaining properties aken over, e satisfaction of the solicitors 
the trustees for the debenture holders. »" 


The following contracts have been entered into: 
Frank Marion Smith and Richard Charles Baker of the first part, 


Sons 
"Trust, Limited, of the third part, dated June 1, 1890. 
Between Messrs. Fr 


as trustee for this company, of the third ed June 1, 1896. 
There are various other contracts in connection with the car on of 
the two businesses above referred to, which it is impossible to set out in this 


Applicants for shares must 
Fights (if any) to) 
the Co; 


A cation will be made in due course to the Stock Exchange for quota- 
— ove oid = oats d of Mr. Price 

gre euren and forms and copy < "s report can 

be ob! at the office of the company and from the bankers and solicitors. 

Should no allotment be made, the —.— will be returned in full, and when 

the number of debentures or shares is less than that m aes for, the balance 

of the deposit will be applied in reduction of the amount payable on allotment, 


Juxx 19, 1896. 


Here is an extract from the Chemist and Druggist, of London, 
of October, 1896: . 

The Pacific Borax and Redwood Chemical Works, Limited.—At the stat- 
utory A pen meeting of this cr qe chairman, Sir A.. Wilson, stated 
that, after providing for the debenture interest for the whole period covering 
twelve months the company’s registration and the entire preference 
dividend for the year, there was a balance of profit for the six months ended 

ber 30 last sufficient to enable the directors to pay 12 per cent on tha 
capital, amounting to £310,000. An interim dividend of 6 per cent 
was and t to pay a further 6 per cent carried over. The 


2 was only registered in June last, but took over the business as from 
pri 1. 


There wasa tus; here was the result. In June they were 

ing to organize a company, and in October they declared a 

Ar! dend of 12 percent. They then had a tax of from 1} to 2 cents 
on this stuff to protect them from its coming into the United 
States, they having the Ld, pom hs of this business, Now they 
oe that thetaxthey ore shall beincreased 100 per cent. 
is, Mr. President, seems to me to indicate very plainly that 

the Senate of the United States is not called upon to increase the 
amount of protection that this English company has now in this 
monopoly of the borax of the United States, If weleavethemthe 
protection they had before, we shall leave them more than they 
ought to have. So far from the rate ing where it was at 
the beginning, it ought to be reduced by the Senate, and I for 
one am not to increase the profits of an English company, 
FFF They have a monop- 


oly now recognized by our all over this country. 
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Now, even if it were true that an English company were operat- 
ing in California and developing this property to the exclusion of 
everybody else, I should feel justified in voting for this tariff, es- 

ecially when our friends the Tarks seem to be the main bene- 
8 of the opposite policy. The California and Nevada prod- 
uct comes into competition with the product from Asia Minor. 

Mr. President, I have no hesitancy, under prevailing circum- 
stances, in voting for the tariff on borax and upon the articles 
mentioned in the bill under that heading. 

Mr. STEWART. Ihave very little technical knowledge as to 
this matter, but in my visit to California and Nevada last fall I 
saw a large number of persons who have been engaged in this 
business, and they told me that the reduction in the tariff of 1894 
had been very prejudicial to them. A good many of them closed 
down, particularly in Nevada. Ithen understood that there had 
been an attempt to make this sale in Europe in good faith, but I 
think the whole thing fell through. It was one of the bombastic 

rospectuses that the English put out. It must be exaggeration. 
It there had been any such enormous business as is represented, 
I should have heard something about it, because I have met most 


of these le. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Nevada will excuse me, I 
will state that I personally know the gentlemen who are endeav- 
oring and have been endeavoring for a long time to sell their stock 
at a depreciated price and can not do it. 
^ Mr. STEWART. The Senator refers to the company in Cali- 

ornia? 


Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEWART. 1t is very much like many prospectuses cir- 
culated in England in regard to South Africa, whereby over $150,- 
000,000—some put it as high as $200,000,000—of the people's money 
has been lost. If they had gone into this game, it would have 
been a South African game. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I, of course, have no 
pow knowledge of the borax or borate deposits on the Pacific 

oast. The Senator from California was mistaken in saying I had 
read to the Senate from a circular. I read from a prospectus— 
one of those statements issued by a corporation or proposed cor- 
poration setting out the facts of a proposed business, 

My recollection is that the laws in England are exceedingly 
severe against any attempt to commit frauds by the publication 
of papersof thiskind. Theyare given out to the public, and they 
carry the protection of the law behind them. 

This was an official statement made by the company, and I will 
read now, as the Senator from Rhode Island regrets the absence 
of my namesake and friend the Senator from Nevada [Mr. J ONES] : 
a letter written to him from one of the borax producers in Nevada 
about the pending bill, which will give some of the facts, I pre- 
sume, although my other distinguished friend the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. STEWART] says, **I do not know, but I think the 
whole thing fell through." Ithink the Senator is not fully in- 
formed on the Khar and I will read what the Columbus Borax 
Company, at Columbus, Esmeralda County, Nev., has to say. I 
regret to say that in preparing the copy which was sent to mea 
part of it seems to have been left out. However, so far as I have 
the letter I will read it. It says it is a copy of a letter sent to 
Senator JOHN P. JONES: 

Sin: As miners and producers of borax in Nevada and taxpayers of that 
State, we respectfully pem to call your attention to the fact that The changes 
made in the proposed tariff bill in the Senate Chamber on borax, boracic 
acid, and borate of lime are exceedingly unjust and to the disadvan of 
every one of the producers and manufacturers of borax and boracic acid in 
the United States, with the sole exception of an English company operating 
under the name of the Pacific Coast Borax and Redwood Chemical Company, 

They do notseem to have fallen through, in the opinion of these 
gentlemen, who are competitors. 

Their head office is in London, England, with branches in the United States 
at San Francisco, Chicago, and New York. 

We think that if the proposed tariff on borax was amended to read as fol- 
lows it would be more to the interests of the manufacturers of borax oper- 
ating in Nevada, such as ourselves, the Nevada Salt and Borax Company, 
the Reno Borax Company, and other companies of alike nature, an 
more of equity to the manufacturers of borates in the East— 

Here is their schedule— 

Borax, refined, 5 cents per pound. 

Refined boracic acid, 14 cents per pound. 

Borate of lime, 1 cent per pound. 

I presume these gentlemen are manufacturers of borax. They 
would like to have the raw material out of which it is made at as 
reasonable rate as they can get it, and then they want protection 
on their product. So they want 5 cents a pound on borax, and 
they want boracic acid and borate of lime way below this propo- 

on. 
i is nota single manufacturer of boracic 
22. E due 
ng impor’ ons and à ue 
Und ed E tates Government oP the 8 derived from . — importa- 


5 acid and borate of lime, while at the same time there are 
absolutely no sellers of borate of lime in the United States, with single 
tion of this wood 


excep’ English company, the Pacific Coast Borax and 
Chemical Company. 
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The enterprise which my friend the Senator from Nevada thin’ 


fell through, though he does not know. These men en: in 
the business make this assertion in the letter which was sent to 


Senator JOHN P. JONES: 


The fact is, that in Nevada there is not a single manufacturer of boracio 
acid, nor are there any miners of borate of lime, and a duty on these two 
articles would only result in stopping importations and a consequent loss to 
the United States Government of the revenue derived from these importa- 
tions of boracic acid and borate of lime, while at the same time there are 
absolutely no sellers of borate of lime in the United States, with the single 
exception of this English company, the Pacific Coast Borax and Redwood 
Chemical Company. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Woulditinterruptthe Senator from Arkansas 
if I ask him a question? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Not at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Possibly the Senator may be aware of the fact 
that the borax deposits of Nevada and California, with a single 
exception, I think, are found in the form of borates of soda or 
other borates, rather than borate of lime, and these companies 
are only interested, therefore, in the other borates, borate of soda, 
for instance. Therefore they would like to have borate of lime 
come in free or at a very low rate, while they want a very high 
rate on refined borax. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I said a while ago that I presumed the 
men who are refining borax would like to have the raw material 
as nearly free as possible, but the people mining the borate of soda 
in Nevada have some interest in what shall be paid on borate of 
lime as well as borate of soda, They are miners of borate of soda, 
or at least they pretend to be. I know nothing about that. Ipre- 
sume they are a reputable concern. They-call themselves the 
Columbus Borax Company, works at Columbus, Esmeralda County, 
Ney. Its office is at 10 Cedar street, New York, from which this 
letter is written. It is addressed to Senator Jonny P. JONES of 
Nevada, as I have said: 


As we believe you are patriotic and just enough to protect the American 
home interests, and rly the industries of your State, we beg to la 
before you the facts in this matter, which we believe you are not aware of. 
We know you are familiar with the history of the borax industry of your 
State, but, to reiterate the same, beg to say that it is not owing to the impor- 
tation of the crude materials and competition therefrom that the borax man- 
ufacturers of the United States, with the exception of the English company, 
the Pacific Coast Borax and Redwood Chemical Company, are tinfavorabls 
situated at present for the manufacture of borax, but it isdue to the fact that 
the price of refined borax (the manufactured product) has been reduced so 
mate y by the English company above named— 


The one that did not fall through, as my friend the Senator 
from Nevada seemed to think it did— 


that the other producers could not compete with them, because we are labor- 
S incar greater disadvantages on transportation, and further due to the 
erence in the materials used and laboremployed. Itistheavowed policy ' 
of this foreign corporation, the Pacific Coast Borax and Redwood Chemi 
Company, to crush all the other manufacturers by reducing the price of the 
manufactured article, thereby removing for its own benefit and profit all 
competition from the other manufacturers of borax and bo: cacid. The 
c Borax and Redwood Chemical Company, the English company, 
75 ed prospectus issued one year ago in England, on page 7 thereof, states as 
ollows: 


5 
mpor com- 
pete with the company at a remunerative profit.” aa 


This is quoted by the company domiciled in Nevada, miners of 
the borate of soda in Nevada, and they give currency to thestate- 
ment which was denounced a while ago as being a mere trick of 
sae speculators. 

. STEWART. What are the names of the parties? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The letter is written from the Co- 
lumbus Borax Company, works at Columbus, Esmeralda County, 
Nev., office No. 10 Cedar street, New York. As I stated when I 
began, a part of the letter seems to have been dropped out. 


We believe that if borate of lime and boracic acid are permitted to remain 
upon the tariff list at the present rates of duty the Government will receive 
a revenue from such, and that the other borax manufacturers of the United 
Btates will be protected against the monoply of the Pacific t Borax and 
Redwood Chemical Company. The amount of borax produced in the United 
States, nearly 10,000 tons per annum, is practically monopolized by the Eng- 
lish company. They have reduced the prices thereon so low that the other 
manufacturers can not afford to compete. They have at the same time m 
up the price on the crude material used in the United States so high that 
manufacturers of borax which exist in the East have not been able to use the 
same, though they state in their prospectus ( page 8) as follows: 

“Tt is the intention of the board to extend this trade, and as the compan 
is in a position to lay down the crude material in Europe at a low cost, a 8 
and profitable business should be assured to the company from this source.“ 

e submit that were a duty of 1 cent per pound placed upon the crude 
borate of lime and 1} cents per pound on boracic acid, which is not manufac- 
tured at all in Nevada, it will be sufficient protection for the borax manu- 
facturers of Nev: as the Nevada manufacturers and miners have no borate 
of lime for sale. Our crude material, which we have in ter or lesser 
abundance, can be profitably worked into borax, provided the duty on the 
manufactured article is maintained at a fair amount and that the other man- 
ufacturers of borax are protected by the duty of 1 cent per pound on borate 
of lime from extortion on the raw material and virtual strangulation by the 
Pacific Coast Borax and Redwood Chemical Company. 

If the duty be left at 8 to cents a pound upon borate of lime, the Pacific 
Coast Borax and Redwood Chemical Company will practically be dictators 
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ice of borate 
eir works for 


was enacted, giving us a fair amount of duty upon the manufactured article 
and a low d — on the raw material As the Pacific Coast Borax and Red- 
wood Chemical Com y are the only sellers of borate of lime in the United 


Sta and as they state in their prospectus. which we referred to, that the 
are selling their crude goods abroad so to monopolize the business abroad an 
here, we tfully submit that the duties as stated in the bill reported 


from the Senate will be a lever in the hands of this English conr 
detriment and destruction of the American companies and of 
dustry of Nevada. 


I appeal to the Senator from Nevada not to shut his ears against 
the entreaties of this Nevada company for protection against a 
rapacious English syndicate. 

As the representative of that State, we ask that you use your best effort 


and influence to have this duty changed to 1 cent per pound on borate of 
lime and 1j cents per pound on boracic acid— 


If the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] will lend me the 
remainder of his letter, I will read it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘There is only one word more. 

Mr. WHITE. Afew words. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There are not a great many; but if 
they are as weighty as those which have been read, I imagine it 
will be more than the Senator from Rhode Island wants to hear: 


and that we may be accorded a hearing on the subject. 
Yours, vory truly, 
E. C. CALM, Manager. 


Mr. President, it seems to me that enough has been presented 
to the Senate to show that this business is absolutely in the hands 
of an English company, that they control it now with the rate of 
tariff wears on the article, and that it is unreasonable and not 
American for us to propose to increase the duty in this extrava- 
gant degree for the purpose of increasing their profits and, if pos- 
sible, giving them a more absolute and complete hold on the busi- 
ness. Here we are told by competitors that the adoption of this 
proposition by the Senate will give the English concern the whole 
trade, will absolutely destroy all competition; that they are now 
the only sellers of borate of lime in the United States, and that it 
will entirely fasten their hold upon the other industries of the 


ny to the 
e borax in- 


country. 
This bein an article of almost universal consumption, being 
used in numbers and numbers of industries, it is not right that 


that which is raw material as to many industries, requiring high 
skill, shall be increased in price for the puso of enriching a lot 
of men on the other side of the water, who declare, as the result of 
six months’ organization, that they have made a dividend of 12 
per cent and have laid aside 6 per cent more that can be divided. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I holdin my hand the state- 
ment of H. M. Yerington, of Nevada, a gentleman who has been 
engaged in developing the borax business in Nevada from the 
beginning. In fact, without him there would have been no borax 
business there. He is a very pur Ard man, and whatever 
he says of his own knowledge everybody who knows him will be- 
lieve to be true. 

1 should like to have the Secretary read his statement, as then 
it will be heard better. 'The other statements come from persons 
not so well known, and whose reputation is not quite so high. I 
wish to have the whole of Mr. Yerington's statement read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


STATEMENT SUBMITTED BY MR. H. M. YERINGTON, OF CARSON CITY, NEY. 
CARSON City, NEV., December 25, 1896. 


DEAR Str: In view of the interest now taken in the tariff question, I feel 
that you will pardon me for calling your attention to some of our Nevada 
and California productions which require a little more protection, viz, borax 
and soda, the further details of which please find in the accompanying mem- 
orandum, wherein I have attempted to give a few unquestionable facts for 
your consideration. 

Some ten years ago a number of our residents secured, by purchase from 
the Government, the extensive alkali deposit known as Owens Lake, in ds 
County, Cal., with the intention of extracting from its waters soda ash, bi- 
carbonate of &oda, caustic soda, and other by-products with which those 
waters are so strongly im 8 without doubt the largest alkali deposit 
in America. bout poo. been invested in the lands and works at the 
per this year’s production being over 3,000 tons of excellent carbonate of 


a. 
So far a dividend has never been declared, although, I believe, the con- 
sumption of carbonate of soda and its compounds in the United States is 
about 250,000 tons per annum, the greater portion coming from England and 
other phe om countries. The output at Owens Lake could be heavily in- 
creased by investment of more capital, but foreign competition is so great 
under present low tariff that a further investment is not advisable unless 
we have a higher duty to protect the industry against the raids of foreigners. 

The borax interests are especially important, the production large (viz, 
over 35,000 tons since 1883, which, at present market pon of 4} cents per 
pound, would be over $3,000,000), with a heavy amount of capital invested, 
giving employment to a vast number of white people, and also to Indians 
the Indian reservation, who are well paid, thus materially assist- 


coming o 
meno Government in taking care of them. 
ith the hope that they will give every possible aid in this matter, I have 


taken the liberty of writing Senator STEWART, Senator WHITE, Senator 
JONES, and other leading members of Congress now at Washington. 

The borax marshes of the United States are confined almost entirely to the 
States of California and Nevada, of many thousands of acres situ- 


consisting h 
ated at widely different points, but entirely within the arid and desert region, 
XXX——80 


as a rule far distant from railroad facilities; hence the transportation and 


freight of machinery, supplies, etc., to the various works, and the manufac- 
tured product from thence to railroad and market is found to be very expen- 
sive, necessitating the employment of an extensive outfit of heavy teams, 
wagons, etc. The result is that fhe pan now find it extremely difficult to 
compete with the foreign product under its system of cheap labor and cheap 
transportation. But even under this adverse state of things 1 vane have 
been able to increase their output from the small beginning of tons in 1873 
to over 5,000 tons per annum in 1895, and reducing the price from 33 cents per 
pound in 1872, when the country was entirely supplied by foreigners, to 4} 
cents, the present rate, which could not have been done under the operation 
of a free list, for since the tariff of 1883 the prices of borax have ruled lower 
than ever known before. Therefore it is evident that through the action of 
our American producers consumers throughout the country have been im- 
mensely benefited; and they are found in every town and hamlet in the land. 
Aside from the great benefit to consumers generally, the manufacture is of 
ge and vital importance to the people of the States of California and 

evada in this, that very large sums of money are invested in these works, 


namely: 

First. By purchase of large tracts of land from the United States Govern- 
ment at $2.50 per acre. Asarule, those lands are absolutely worthless for 
any other purpose, and hence would lie as arid, unproductive wastes for all 
time, both to the Government and 0 

Second. Large sums of money have n pedet in the shape of exten- 
sive buildings, plant, and other machinery, which, without a tariff, would 
have to be abandoned and go to ruin and decay. 

Third. The business requires much skilled and scientific labor, for which 
high remuneration is paid. Ordinary laborers are necessarily employed by 
the hundred at good rates of wages. On many of the marshes vast numbers 
of Indians, the nation's pro are given work nearly all the year round 
at never less than $1 per day, thus py aiding the Government in taking 

them. At one marsh in Nevada 300 Indians are fre uently on its 

in gathering boracic acid, known as cotton balls.” 

ourth. rther, relative to the labor and industrial question as found in 
connection with the borax and productions of ornia and Nevada. 
Transportation cuts an important figure in its extensive teaming and freight- 
ing, requiring the services of great numbers of skilled teamsters, stable m. 
etc. e consumption of hay, oats, and rex is necessarily very grea’ 
the supplies of beef. pork, vegetables, and other eee for the use of the 
camps, all obtained from the nearest ranches, for which cash is paid and which 
the pees could not possibly obtain through any other source. 

At all the works immense quantities of w are used as fuel in the manu- 
facture of borax and is wood is cut in the mountains by white men 
and hauled to the works, thus employing an additional number of men and 
teams at a heavy outlay of cash, at the same time giving many of our people 
steady employment. The small country merchants scattered throughout 
those regions are also benefited by this trade, which helps greatly to keep 
their heads above water. 

Fifth. The large amount of taxes m the States and. counties incident to 
these industries is important, and their loss would be severely felt by the 
several counties icularly. 

Of late years the consumption of borax and soda enters into the arts, man- 
ufactures, and home life of the country very extensively, is wonderfully 
increasing every year, and, as above stated, English manufacturers, being 
the great foreign shippers into this country, they by their cheap labor, trans- 
8 etc. under our low tariff, are enabled to cripple our home pro- 

ucers of both borax and soda very seriously, in fact, y almost driving 
them out of our own markets. 

Soda stands relatively on the same ground with borax, the t natural 
e ped being found at Owens Lake, in Inyo County, Cal., wn, and 
other points Nevada, in an alkali, arid region, entirely devoid of vegeta- 
tion. ‘The production on the coast is comparatively small, at continued re- 
duced prices. owing to the larger and 5 works and methods of man- 
ufacture, and yet notwithstanding the desperate efforts of foreign compet- 
itors to hold the trade, it is only a question of time when our manufacturers 
will be able to supply the wants of at least one-half the country, provided a 
little higher tari granted them. 

The sales of carbonate of soda or English ash on the coast are about 7,000 
tons per annum, principally from England, less the home production of about 
2,500tons. Under the present our people are subjected to very sharp 
competition from 3 rendered possible owing to their extensive 
moneyed capital, cheap labor, and extraordinarily cheap transportation to 
their shipping ports and across the sea, the bulk of their shipments coming 
over to our ports as ballast. 

The annual consumption of soda and its compounds, viz, English ash (car- 
bonate of soda), saleratus (bicarbonate of soda), caustic, bleaching and wash- 
ing soda, ete., in the United States is about 250,000 tons, the or 
being from Great Britain, shipped to this country principally in Yore gn bot- 
toms, thus adding Mu to their receipts from the pockets of our people. 

Notwithstanding the high wages paid in this country, expense of transpor- 
tation to market, etc.. it is not to be supposed that,should the present tariff 
be increased somewhat, as desired, our producers can bly advance 

rices; but, on the other hand, our works must shut down and foreigners 

ave absolute control of this market, as previous to 1872, force up prices far 
beyond the present rates, and all American consumers sufferaccordingly. In 
this connectionit may be stated that in the manufacture of borax 33 per cent 
of soda is required to every ton. 

Glass blowers, nce workers, soap manufacturers, woolen mills, etc., are 
consumers of carbonate of soda to an enormous extent, supplied principally 
from eT eres Therefore, in advocating a substantial increase of the pres- 
ent tariff, this appeal is not made wholly in the interest of the producers 
alone, but in that of the manufacturers above stated and that of a vast num- 
ber of our permie in every condition of life, and for the benefit of nearly every 

n 


rtion 


household in our broad land. 
Under this state of things it is felt by the pos in Nevada and Cal- 
ifornia that they are justified in asking that the following duties be fixed: 
Cen 
Boroto act EccL mn 8 per pound.. : 
DELE E m ee ers eel qi Vaca ag 8 PIDE A Pat meee oar. 
Concentrated, calcined, or treated borate of lime, and other borax mate- 

PARI EES . are eae eee perpound.. 8 
Borate of lime.. d 8 
Borate of soda..... 3 
Carbonate of soda. + 
Bicarbonate of soda... 1 


Silicate of soda. 
H. M. YERINGTON. 


Mr. STEWART. Ihave several other communications which 
corroborate the statement of Mr. Yerington. They come from 
citizens whom we all know, and who have been engaged in that 
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business. That the borax business is paralyzed in Nevada, I have 
not the slightest doubt. Not only one, but a large number of peo- 
E have come to me and urged thatif there was a tariff bill passed 
he duties on borax and its various products should be raised, and 
this is the schedule that they have sent to me. It is given in clear 
language. If we are to have a tariff bill, it seems to me that Ne- 
vada should be protected in the very few things thnt will do her 
any good. Iam satisfied that this tariff proposed on borax would 
set a great many men to work and that it would be very useful. 
Mr. WHITE. I have in my hand a telegram which I received 
from a gentleman in California with whom I am very well ac- 
quaint 


and for whom I am ready to vouch, wherein he says, in 
speaking of the mine in which he is himself interested: 
Borax mines are owned by individuals and companies, all American. 
Iasked for the London price of borax, and he says: 


Price borax London now about 5 cents pound; usually much higher. 
London has big advantage over us in freight rates. 


Since I was on the floor I have spoken to Mr. Krebs, whose state- 
mentIread. He informs me that the company with which he is 
connected in San Bernardino County, Cal., turn out some thou- 
sands of tons of borax per annum, and that it is an American 
company exclusively and absolutely. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, it appears from the statement 
made on this floor that there is an inexhaustible bed of borax in 
Nevada and California. "This statement is made by the Senator 
from Rhode Island in reply to the charge of monopoly in the busi- 
ness of mining this mineral. He states that a monopoly of this 
business is impossible by reason of the inexhaustible supply and 
the competition that a number of persons engaged in the business 
would have among each other so as to prevent any such result as 
2 monopoly. : ; 

My distinguished friend and brother from California who is 
on this side of the Chamber [Mr. WHITE] seemed to apply the 
doctrine of General Hancock, that the tariff is a local issue, and 
that if there is any good in it going his way he wants a part of it. 

Mr. STEWART. Why should we not have it? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I am not talking about why he should not 
have it, but as to What he wants. If these favors are to be dis- 

sed with a lavish hand through the medium of this bill, my 
Friend oe ‘California does not want California to be left out in 

e cold. 

I am in receipt of a letter, which purports to have been addressed 
to the Committee on Ways and Means of the Honse, concerning 
the tariff on borax and boracic acid, The letter addressed to me, 
inclosing this letter, is as follows: 

New York, May 24, 1597. 


Dran Stn: We ask your attention to inclosed letter; original sent to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

The Senate bill pow to tax the ordinary article of commercial boracic, 
which runs from to 81 per cent boracic acid, 4 cents per pound, equal to 
Mer cent ad valorem. 

e above article is the natural product of the Italian lakes, and used prin- 
oipally by potters. To this extent it comes in competition with the GE wur 
acid, 1 per cent purity, which is already selling to the potters at 8 cents a 
poun 


Any business man will with us that the only object in placing a du 
of 4 cents a d on bo: acid, wholly or part! Debyarated, isto dai 
its importation and decrease revenue, also giving the control to a trust. 

The present duty of 3 cents per pound is more than ample protection. If 
revenue is the object, 2 cents a pound duty is the extreme. 


I wil now read the letter addressed to the chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, dated New York, December 24, 
1896. Both of these letters are from Joseph F. McCoy. 


NEW Yonk, December 24, 1896. 


DEAR Bin: As buyers of borax and boracic acid in this market and abroad, 
we that the and true Lea qe for really incr the revenue 
have consideration at your hands. cursory glance at facts that every 

earare becoming fixed facts should be borne in mind. American borax 
been for some time t a controlling influence in Europe as 
well as in the United States and a. Every consumer in this country is 
paying a tax—to a monopoly, as we understand it—equivalent to 40 per cent 
of the quantity selling price, the present duty being 2 cents a pound. As 
little or no refined borax is imported or can be, owing to the present duty, 
the revenue might be increased by reducing the rate of sex dii lcent per 
pound and the crude to one-half cent per pound d . If our information is 
correct, the entire product of borax in this country is under the control of a 
foreign corporation. 

You can readily learn if this is so; and if so, see the injustice of taxing 
every user of borax in this country to benefit outsiders, not only through the 
tariff giving them á monopoly, but through a combination of foreign capital 
to thatiend. In fact, no borax can be imported and sold in competition, hence 
no revenue, 

Boracic acid, refined, is also made by the same combination of interests, 
their lowest price being 8 cents per pound. The lowest price on foreign 
boracic acid, refined, is £23 10s. per ton, or say 6.1 cents per pound, present 
duty 3 cents, making the foreign cost 9.1 cents per pound, independent of 
freight, insurance, customs charges, consular invoices, etc.; present protec- 
tion, 48 per cent ad valorem. 

By reducing the duty to 2 cents per nd an increased revenue would be 
the result; a fairer competition and a benefit to every line of manufacture, 
to every household in the land, every ee und fet other branches. 
Crude boracicacid, costing £15 10s. in Europe (without freight, insurance, and 
other charges), say 8j cents per pound, pays now a duty of 3 cents per pound, 

per cent ad valorem. This article is used by every pottery in the 
and only by them. The duty should not be more than 1 cent 
imports would be increased. Ev 


ery potter would be bene- 


fited by getting this material so much nearer the cost of the article as paid 

6j... i RE mp COUN le a cota 
ay and china e—pay at present a mu 

it made free, ev. in th 


than ane duty on d peg ane eg Voor vd ery 0 

country would no eir foreign c. at less price, but the h 

producers would have to — their price. x€ = 
JOS. F. McCOY CO. 


In the hearings before the Committee on Ways and Means, Mr. 
Krebs makes a statement. He is asked by the chairman as to the 
natural conditions and the labor in getting this mineral. Iquote 
from page 30. Schedule A, of the hearings: 

The CHAIRMAN, Are the natural conditions as favorable for the production 
of the base— 

The base I suppose to be borax; boracic acid is the derivative— 
of Mes acid > 5 as in any other? 

et 


The 9 It is only the question of labor? 
Mr. Kress. That is all. Tho crude uct represents but a small parb of 
the manufactured product; more tban three-quarters js in labor. Beinga 
ren y ordinary business man, 1 have uced my thoughts briefly to 

It appears that the only drawback, if any, even in the estima- 
tion of Mr. Krebs (who, I am told, is interested in this business, 
and who, for that reason alone, would not be entirely discredited, 
if discredited at all), in regard to this article is labor cost, 
which, I suppose, he wants to have equalized with some pauper 
labor somewhere in some other country. The natural conditions 
surrounding this borax are quite as good in this country, from the 
statement of the Senator from Rhode Island, as in any other place 
in the world. There is an inexhaustible lyin Nevada and 
California, the healthiest porone of our Union. I should like to 
know whether an establishment which has existed for some eight 
or ten years, which is alleged and charged to be a monopoly 
(whether the establishment is composed of Englishmen or Amer- 
icans, itmakes no difference in that regard), ought to have a tariff 
of about 100 Pes cent to equalize labor conditions of which we are 
not informed. - 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. BURROWS. The Senator will receive some information 
upon the question of labor if he will turn to the -ninth page 
of the tariff hearings and contrast the price of the kish labor 
paid in the manufacture of this competing article with the wages 


paid in the United States. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The diem of labor I is given in 
the heaving, and that is The diem of 1 is no kind of 
criterion, particularly in the use of mining machinery, as to the 
labor cost of an article, for it has been clearly demonstrated on 
many occasions, and perhaps it will be more clearly demonstrated 
as investigation goes on, that American labor in a line where 
American ingenuity can apply machinery is not at all dearer than 
foreign labor in the like business. 

Mr. GRAY. Maylinterrupt the Senator? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I think perhaps the Senator from Michigan must 
have meant (and I make the suggestion to the Senator from Lou- 
isiana) the poe of labor in those numerous industries in which 
boracic acid or borax is an essential raw material. 

Mr.CAFFERY. Sol p ees I do not know, from the refer- 
ence of the Senator from Mi , whether the statement em- 
braces the industry of boracic acid or borax, or whether it embraces 
all the industries in which it is employed. 

Mr. BURROWS. The table to which I made reference is pref- 
aced with this statement: 

‘ollowing table shows the w: ployees borax 
e m 3 

Then follows the table showing the wages paid in the borax 
industry in the two countries. 

Mr. CAFFERY. It is to the mining business itself, in getting 
out 85 borax from the mines, that I understand the labor statistics 
to apply. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask that the table be printed in the RECORD. 

The table referred to is as follows: 

LABOR AND WAGES. 
e following table shows tha es per di ax 
Mur in the United States rod ig ‘Asta, day paid . 
[Extract from report of Consul Madden, August 26, 1806. 
Difference in 


favor of labor in 
he United States. 


Turkey in Asia. 
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Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I take it that whenever the 
charge is made that the labor cost of a certain commodity of 
which labor is an element is greater in America than in any other 
country by reason of the increased price per diem paid io the 
American laborer over a foreign laborer, it is not sustained by the 
fact of the foreign laborer being a cheaper man per diem. You 
have to take all the elements of cost. You have to take the out- 
put of the labor, and you have to take all the elements before you 
can come to the conclusion that the simple labor cost in one coun- 
try exceeding the per diem of another is the criterion. You can 
not doit. Itis not true in behalf of borax or any other industry 
that you can merely cite the difference between American labor 
and foreign labor in the particular instance. 

Mr. PERKINS. If my friend from Louisiana will permit me, 
Isimply desire to say that when the borax fields were discovered 
in eastern California and southern Nevada the price of borax was 
40 cents a pound, It was finally reduced to 25cents a pound; and 
notwithstanding the difference in the wages that we are paying 
and the increased wages paid to American citizens who are spend- 
ing their money in our own community, the price of borax has 
continually fallen until to-day the wholesale price is from 6 to 7 
centsa pound. To whom do we owe it? We owe it to the enter- 
prise of the American people. 

Mr. CAFFERY, That question has been asked and answered 
the same way about ten thousand times, I suppose, by the advo- 
cates of protection. ~ 

Mr. GALLINGER. And it has always been answered right. 

Mr. CAFFERY. It is nothing on earth but the old exploded 
argument of post hoc, ergo propter hoc. It has no sort of weight 
with me in the discussion of the tariff question, and it ought not 
to have weight with anybody. Everything has declined in—— 

Mr. PER S. If youclose up our mines, the trustin England 
controlling the Turkish borax mines will put back the price of 
borax to 30 cents a pound. 

Mr. CAFFERY. There is a trust or an alleged trust in Nevada 
or California on this same borax. Whether that be true or not I 
do not say, but it is said an English company forms a monopo- 
listic trust. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say to my friend from Louisiana (and I 
qux advisedly, because I have been over those fields) there are 

ousands and thousands of acres where borax is in large deposits, 
which he or any other person can goandlocate and work. There 
can be no trust and no monopoly of the borax fields of Nevada and 
California. 

Mr. GRAY. With the leave of the Senator from Louisiana, T 
should like to ask my friend from California a single question in 
relation to the interesting statement he has just made. Lask him 
if this industry has been created by a protective tariff, as I under- 
stood him to say in effect? Is that true? 

Mr. PERKINS. Iso understand it. i 

Mr. GRAY. When was a tariff first placed on it? 

Mr. PERKINS. That I am not advised upon. 

Mr. GRAY. In 1890? 

Mr. STEWART. In 1883. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Nevada says in 1883. I do not 
know whether that is correct; but—— 

Mr. PERKINS. On borax? 

Mr. GRAY. On borax. What was the rate of duty? 

Mr. ALDRICH. In 1890, 3 cents a posse : 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Rhode Island says 3 cents a 
pound. Then I understand that this industry has been built up 
upon a tariff rate of 3 cents a pound, and the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri is to continue that rate and put it in this bill. 
I should like to ask the Senator from California, if this industry 
has been built up and these le have been able to make a profit 
on a duty of 3 cents a pound, why it is that, as time goes on and 
the infant industry is established, it still wants more than 3 cents 
a pound of increased nourishment? 

. PERKINS. It is simply the old story of crushing an in- 
dustry which has been established. The mines are opened, the 
water is pumped out of them, roads have been built to the mines, 
and if they are abandoned, then the trusts again come in and ad- 
vance the price. 

Mr. CHILTON. Will the Senator from Louisiana 
to ask the Senator from California a question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. CHILTON. Ishould ike to ask the Senator from Califor- 
nia a question. 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. CHILTON. Do I not understand from the reading of the 
statement which the Senator from Nevada sent forward to the 
desk a few moments ago that the borax people themselves ask for 
a duty of only 4 cents a pound on borax; that the House of Rep- 
resentatives put a duty of 3 cents a pound on it, and that the Sen- 
ate Finance Committee have raised the duty to 5 cents a cap ae 
or 2 cents a pound more than the House of Representatives 


permit me 


it at, and 1 cent per pound more than the borax people themselves 
asked for? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No. 

Mr. CHILTON. As I understood the reading of the document, 


the borax le asked for a duty of 4 cents a pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Five. 

Mr. STEWART. What they asked for was that boracic acid 
shall be at 5 cents & pound, and borax at 4 cents a pound. 

Mr. CHILTON. That is the point. 

Mr. STEWART. And they asked for a duty of 8 cents a pound 
on concentrated, calcined, or treated borate of lime and other 
borax materials. 

: Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What page does the Senator read 
roni? 

Mr, STEWART. J read from page 46 of the tariff hearings. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Louisiana is en- 
titled to the floor, and will proceed. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, it would appear that there is 
nothing in natural conditions. It would ap that there is noth- 
ing in the ability of the Americans to mine this mineral as cheaply 
as a foreigner can mine it. It would only appear that an industry 
which has fiourished and grown to these large proportions under 
a high tariff should now, when it is so well established as to form 
a monopoly, demand of the Congress of the United States an ad- 
ditional tariff on an article n in many important indus- 
tries. Borax or boracic acid, according to the statement read by 
the Senator from Missouri, enters into the manufacture of many 
finished products, It is not only a material necessary in manu- 
facturing, but it is a material necessary in medicine and in the 
matter of saving meats. 

This article goes into every household in the United States, and 
the duty is without any reason whatever, so far as I can see. 
We should not now be asked to put it upon the tariff list with the 
most exaggerated and untenable tariff rate, a specific rate nearly 
100 per cent ad valorem of the selling price of this article. The 
Senator from California stated to me that this article was selling 
at 5 cents a pound; or had been selling at that rate. 

I submit, Mr. President, that this is cutting a little too deep 
with the tariff knife, even upon a bill which is framed on the 
scientific lines of the highest E pro ideas of the Senator from 
Rhode Island. One hundred per cent upon such a necessary of 
life as this, which will enhance the cost of every material into 
which this mineral enters as a raw material, is excessive, and it 
is clearly shown by the letter which I have read from this firm in 
New York that this tariff will produce no revenue whatever, but 
will cut off importations. 

I submit to the Senator whether or not these gentlemen inter- 
ested in this matter, located as these mines are, do not command 
the world as to their locality; and would they deprive the poe 
living on the seaboard of the advantages of the sea? Would they 
by this tariff run up the price of this article to the importin; 
poss and thereby increase the price of animportant necessary of 

ife? I can see no reason for it, and protest against it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment of the committee striking out five“ and in- 
serting three,“ so as to make the rate of duty on boracic acid 8 
cents v AES ^ 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment to 
the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Virginia . DANIEL], but I trans- 
fer that pair to the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD], 
and vote *' nay." 

Mr. LODGE (when Mr. Hoar’s name was called). 
league [Mr. Hoar] is paired with the Senator from 
[Mr. TURNER]. he were present, my colleague would vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. PETTUS (when his name was called). For this day I am 
paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MOBRIDE] on the 
amendments to this bill. 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY]. 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. TILLMAN Eius his name was called). Iam with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. If he were present, 
I should vote“ yea." 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CLARK. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Kansas A Harris]. If he were present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. BATE. lam paired with the junior Senator from Ken- 
tucky . DEBOE]. If he were present, I should vote ** yea." 

I to say while I am up that my colleague [Mr. HARRIS 


My col- 
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Tennessee] is paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mor- 
RILL]. Both of these Senators are absent from the Chamber. 


Mr. WALTHALL. Mycolleague [Mr. GEORGE] is absent on 
account of sickness, by leave of the ate. The junior Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. WorcorT] is absent on public business. 
Those two Senators are paired. 

Iask that this announcement may apply to all the yea-and-nay 
votes taken upon this bill and amendments until further notice. 

Mr. WETMORE (after having voted in the negative). Iinquire 
if the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. BAcon] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Thesenior Senator from Georgia has 
not voted. 

Mr. WETMORE, I have a general pair with that Senator, and 
therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in the affirmative). Ihave 
a general pair with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. WEL- 
LINGTON]. Ido not see him in his seat, and I inquire whether he 
has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The junior Senator from Maryland 
has not voted. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I withdraw my vote. 

Mr.GALLINGER. I inquire whether the senior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. MILLS] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr.GALLINGER. I bave a ponera pair with that Senator, 
but I will transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. Mason}, and let my vote in the negative stand. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
Berry, Gorman, Lindsay, Roach, 
Caffery, ray, organ, Smith, 
Chilton, Heitfeld, Murphy, Turpie, 
Clay, Jones, Pasco, Vest. 
Cockrell, enney, Rawlins, Walthall. 
NAYS—3 
Aldrich, Elkins, Jones, Nev. nay, 
Allison, Fairbanks, Lodge, Shoup, 
Baker, Foraker, McEnery, Spooner, 
porene e, 1 Su wart, 
non, nger. elson, 
Carter, T, o Penrose, White, 
Chandler, Hanna, Perkins, Wilson. 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Platt, Conn. 
Hawley, Platt, N. Y. 
NOT VOTING-—31. 
Allen, Hale, on, Teller, 
Bacon, Harris, Kans. Mills, Thurston, 
Date. Harris, Tenn. Mitchell, Tillman, 
Butler, Hoar, orrill, ‘Turner, 
Clark. Kyle, Pettigrew, Wellington, 
Daniel, McBride, Pettus, Wetmore, 
Deboe, Mallory, Pritchard, Wolcott. 
Faulkner, Mantle, Proctor, 
George, Martin, Sewell, 
So Mr. VrsT'8 amendment to the amendment of the committee 
was Mp rs f 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 


ment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in line 2, on page 2, after the 
oS “ chromic acid,” to strike out and lactic acid;" so as to 
read: 

Chromic acid, 4 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 3, after the words “ citric 
acid," to strike out eight and insert ‘‘seven;” so as to read: 

Citric acid, 7 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 3, after the word “ pound,” 
to strike out ** salicylic acid, 10 cents per pound.” 

Mr. SEWELL. 1 ask the Senator from Rhode Island to post- 
pone the consideration of that amendment for the present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to the amendment being 
passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 2, line 6, after the word 
„pound,“ to strike out ‘‘gallic acid, 10 cents per pound.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 7, after the words ‘tartaric 
acid,” to strike out ‘‘seven” and insert '*six;" so as to read: 

Tartaric acid, 6 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. * 

The reading of the bill was resumed, beginning on line 8, page 2, 
as follows: 

All other acids not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to ask the Senators in charge of this 
bill whether they pro now to do away with the provision in 
the McKinley Act and in the Wilson Act that put all these other 


acids upon the free list, and to put 25 per cent upon them in this 
basket clause? I take it that is their purpose. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the purpose of the committee, to m 
all acids except those that are named specifically in the free list 
upon the dutiable list at 25 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. That isan entire change in the policy of the Mc- 
Kinley law and of the Wilson law. Under both those acts in this 
basket clause all the acids not specified and enumerated were put 
upon the free list. I recollect one acid particularly as to which 
the operation of this provision would be most unjust. "Take lique- 
fied carbolic acid. That was upon the free list in the McKinley 
Act and the Wilson Act. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is also in the free list according to the 
report of the committee. 

r. VEST. Ibeg your pardon. It wasstruck out of the free 
list, if I am not mistaken, and if I am I should like to be corrected 
and should be glad to know it. The committee put it into the 
basket clause at 25 per cent. A 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will look on page 161, line 18, 
he will find that carbolic acid is on the free list by name. 

Mr. VEST. Liquefied carbolic acid, or carbolium? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Carbolic acid of all kinds is upon the free list. 

Mr. VEST. Isthat the intention? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

eir I took it for granted that carbolium was not in- 
cluded. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is intended to be included, and we intended 
to include all kinds of carbolic acid. - 

Mr. VEST. I am glad then to know that the intention of the 
committee is to include this article of carbolium; but I have still 
tosay that this is a large departure from the policy in tariff acts 
heretofore. It reverses the policy of the Government entirely. 
Heretofore when acids were not specifically enumerated, they 
went upon the free list, and now they go under a duty of 25 per 
cent ad valorem. 

I give notice now that when we come to the free list, I shall 
move to specify carbolium, which is a specific chemical product 
and different from pure carbolię acid, and I now move to strike out 
this portion of this paragraph, beginning in line 8 to the end of it, 
which reads: 

All other acids not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, beginning in line 8, it is proposed 
to strike out: 

All other acids not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was rejected. i 

Mr. GRAY. I should like, if I am in order—l do not know 
whether 1 am or not at this time—to ask the Senator in charge of 
the bill what is the policy of the committee in regard tosulphuric 
acid, which has been upon the free list, which was on the free 
list in the McKinley law, and is now on the free list? This article 
is very largely used in the manufacture of fertilizers, and it is 
PUN interesting to me, as many of these manufactories are in 
m ate. 

r. ALDRICH. 3 acid is now upon the free list, and 
will remain upon the free list unless it comes from countries 
which impose a duty upon it under the provisions of treaties. 

Mr. GRAY. That qualification is a new one. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no; it was in the act of 1890. 

Mr. GRAY. But not in the present act? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; not in the present act. 

Mr. VEST. I understand the Senator from Rhode Island to 
state that sulphuric acid is now upon the free list in the bill as 
reported by the Senate committee? 

r. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; unless it comes from a country which 
imposes a duty upon sulphuric acid. 

Mr. VEST. "Then there is a most unfortunate provision in this 
bill and it ought to be corrected if that is the meaning of the 
Senator. This provision is: 

Sulphuric acid or oil of vitriol not specially provided for in this act, one- 
fourth of 1 cent per pound. 

That is an absolute provision of itseif without qualification— 
**not specially provided forin thisact." If the Senator means not 
specially provided for in this act, and the free list would make it 
specially provided for, it is an unfortunate expression, to say the 
least, and will give rise to trouble. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The same expression is in the 
McKinley law. 

Mr. VEST. Ithink not. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think it is. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not think it is the same provision. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
where sulphuric acid is specially provided for? 
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Mr. ALDRICH. On page 185, paragraph 647. 

Mr. GRAY. Why do we find in the very first paragraph— 

Sulphuric acid or oil of vitriol not specially provided for in this act, one- 
fo of 1 cent per pound? 

I am asking for information now, because I want to under- 
stand it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 647 provides that sulphuric acid 
shall be free for all these different purposes, and this provision is 
that sulphuric acid not specially provided for shall be dutiable. 

Mr.GRAY. As to sulphuric acid imported from countries that 
impose a duty upon sulphuric acid imported into such countries, 
will that have to pay this duty of a quarter of a cent, even though 
it be imported for artificial manure, for agricultural purposes? 

Mr. DRICH. I should think not. 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh, yes. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Iowa says, Yes.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was mistaken as to that. 

Mr. GRAY. Why should we just now, in the depressed state 
in which we find our farmers, impose this duty upon so important 
a raw material of artificial manures, which are absolutely essential 
inthe Eastern States? I 5 the Western States phosphates 
are not used as they are in the East. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. I imagine the Senator is familiar with this 
industry. The only sulphuric acid that can possibly be imported 
into the United States is from Canada, along the border lines of 
the United States. It would not be possible, owing to the char- 
acter of the article itself, the manner in which it must be trans- 
ported, and the price at which it is sold, to send any sulphuric 
acid from Canada to Wilmington under any circumstances, as it 
is made so cheaply in this country and sold so cheaply. 

Mr. GRAY. Does not a great deal of it come from Italy? 

Mr. ALDRICH. None whatever, 

Mr. GRAY. As sulphur? 

Mr. ALDRICH. None whatever. It can not be brought across 
the ocean and never has been, for owing to the danger in trans- 
portation you can not get a ship to carry it. 

e GRAY. Why should we put this qualified tax on such an 
article? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Simply because the Dominion of Canada im- 

a duty at one time on sulphuric acid and kept the sulphuric 
acid of New York and some of the border States out of the Do- 
minion of Canada. This is simply retaliatory 8 to pro- 
tect the manufacturers of sulphuric acid along the border in our 
own country. 

Mr. GRAY. And the users suffer from the retaliation. They 
must bear the brunt of it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The users do not suffer at all from the retali- 
ation, because I think itis not necessary to say that there is no 
manufacturer of fertilizers anywhere within that limit who uses 
any foreign sulphuric acid or ever did. 

Mr. GRAY. Let me read to the Senator—I do not want to con- 
sume time by any means, but I want to understand this matter, 
asitisimportant to many of my immediate constituents—para- 
graph 647, which is a portion of the free list: 

647. Sulphuric acid which at the temperature of 60° F. does not exceed the 
specific parity of 1.880, for use in manufacturing superphosphate of lime or 
artificial manures of any kind, or for any agricultural purposes— 

That means that is free. Then the paragraph continues: 

Provided, That upon all sulphuric acid imported from any country. whether 
iudependent or a dependency, which p" n duty upon sulphuric acid 
8 into such country from the United States, there shall be levied and 
collected a duty of one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. 

Now, that retaliatory feature of the paragraph of the free list 
must fall, if it falls upon anybody, upon those who use artificial 
manures to some extent. A Senator M redis tome that it does 
not fall on anybody. What is the use, then, of putting it there if 
it does not retaliate? 

Me ALDRICH. It was simply to keep out the Canadian 
product. 

Mr. GRAY. If you keep that out, do you not by that much 
enhance the price of the domestic product? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not at all. 

Mr. GRAY. Then why do you put it there? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Simply for the purposes which I have stated, 
that the manufacturers along the line in the border States should 
have some protection against the Canadian product in case it 
should be imported here; in order to give them the same protec- 
tion the Canadian Government gives to its producers. 

Mr. GRAY. How about the farmers? 

Mr. ALDRICH. TheSenator knows very well that the farmers 
do not use sulphuric acid. 

Mr. GRAY. They use the commercial fertilizers, of which sul- 
phuric acid is a component part. 


Mr. ALDRICH. But they are made on the Atlantic seaboard, 
south of Wilmington, very largely. 
Mr. GRAY. They are not all made south of Wilmington. I 


do not know how far north the manufacture extends. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Sulphuric acid is used in dissolving phos- 
phates. It is not used in the ordinary manures. 

Mr. GRAY. That is a most important article of manure. 
There is not a farmer in New York, Pennsylvania, Delaware, or 
Maryland who does not use phosphates to make his corn crop. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I assert that there is no farmer in any one of 
those States who ever uses, or ever did use, a pound of phosphate 
in which the xe sulphuric acid was used. 

Mr. GRAY. ut he uses sulphuric acid, and that is affected 
in some way by this tariff legislation or it would not be here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It can not be affected by tariff legislation, 
because it is so cheap that it is um the question of transporta- 
tion that affects the cost. It could not be carried successfully 
from my own State, for instance, where it is made very largely, 
to the Senator's State. It is a very expensive article to transport. 
It has to be transported in carboys, with very great care. The 
transportation companies will not take it at all under ordinary 
circumstances. It is so destructive in character that it is liable 
to 8 any ship or car in which it is transported. 

Mr. GRAY. Then, as this is retaliation that does not retaliate, 
I can not see for what possible purpose the provision is inserted 
in the bill, and, as there may be some lurking hardship in it to the 
agricultural classes in this country, I move to strike out the words, 
in line 8, on page 2, ‘‘not specially provided for in this act;" and 
when we come to the free list I shall move to strike out the pro- 
viso which I have read. Whenever the proper time arrives, if it 
is not al 578 er now, I shall submit that motion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [Isu gest that when we reach 8 647 
on the free list that will the proper time for the Senator to 
move to strike out the proviso. 

Mr. GRAY. You would have to strike out **sulphuric acid not 
specially provided for in this act, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound." 

Mr. ALDRICH. By n out the proviso in para- 
gta sd the purpose the Senator has in view will be accom- 
plished. 

eo inu To what does this tax of one-fourth of a cent 
apply 

Mr. ALDRICH. To sulphuric acid not within the limit of 
specific gravity and not coming from any country which is inde- 
pendent or a dependency, and which imposes a duty upon sul- 
phuric acid. 

Mr. GRAY. And not used for agricultural purposes? 

Mr. ALDRICH. And not to be used for N e purposes, 

Mr. GRAY. I give notice that I shall at the proper time move 
to strike that out. } 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 10, on page 2, as 
follows: 

2. AN alcoholic perfumery, including cologne water and other toilet waters 
and toilet preparations of ali kinds, n ecu m nlcoliol or in the pre tion 
of which sloohet is used, and alcoholic compounds not specially provided for 
in this act, 60 cents per pound and 45 per cent ad valorem, 

Mr. VEST. I move to restore the old duty. The duty in the 
McKinley Act and in the Wilson Act was $2 a gallon and 50 per 
cent ad valorem. I am perfectly aware that all these articles of 
alcoholic perfumery are c as luxuries; but it seems to me 
that this is protection run mad. There is neither protection nor 
revenue in any such taxation as this, 'Two dollars per gallon and 
50 per cent ad valorem was an enormous tax, and I resisted the 
tax in the Wilson Act, which was$2 per gallon and 50 per cent ad 
valorem, because it was too high. 

Icallthe attention of the Senate to the fact that it makes no 
difference if there is but one drop of alcoholin any of these per- 
fumeries; it then becomes subject to this tax by the gallon. Un- 
der the McKinley Act and under the Wilson Act it was taxed by 
the gallon, and under this bill it is to be by the pound. What is 
the result of this change from gallons to pounds? It seems en- 
tirely innocent upon the face of it, but it is deadly and makes the 
tax absolutely prohibitive when it goes into actual operation. 
There arein alcohol 7 poundsto the gallon, while there are 8 pounds 
to every gallon of water. That is the statement of the official 
authorities. There are 7 pounds weight in each gallon of these 
perfumeries, and, at 60 cents a pound, there would be $4.20 of spe- 
cific tax, together with 45 per cent ad valorem added, making a 
fraction over $5 to the gallon upon these perfumeries. The value, 
according to the comparative statement, of these perfumeries is 
$1.40 per gallon. We therefore put a tax at a little over $5 upon 
an article that is worth $1.40. 

Mr. President, I take it that this sort of thing can not be de- 
fended either upon the ground of protection or revenue. Nobody. 
can say that these articles are noxious or that they come under 
the ban as being immoral. It is true that men and women can 
live without them, but if we live in a state of civilization, there 
are a great many things not absolutely necessary to human life 
that are still necessary to social life and to comfort, and it is unjust 
to say that cologne, which becomes absolutely necessary in cases 
of sickness sometimes, shall be taxed this enormous amount—a 
gallon worth $1.40 taxed over $5. Imoveto put back theold duty 
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under the McKinley Act, which was $2 per gallon and 50 per cent 
ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The act of 1890 provided two different rates 
upon alcoholic perfumery and the other articles included in this 


paragraph. It provided fora duty on alcoholic 
cluding cologne waters and other toilet waters, of $2 a gallon and 
50 per cent ad valorem; and another duty on alcoholic compounds 
not specially provided for of $2 a gallon and. 25 per cent ad valo- 
rem quite different. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Under the first portion of this paragraph, th 

Mr. nder the on o p e 
importations were very large, amounting to $296,000 in 1893 and 
$337,000 in 1896. Under the last part of the paragraph, the im- 
portations have always been infinitesimal and entirely unimpor- 
tant. They were in 1893 $6,200 and in 1896 exactly $1,000. 

The unit of value to which the Senator alluded is on the $1,000, 
of $1.38 a gallon, while the unit of value on the first of the 

graph was $16.02 a gallon in 1896, and $16.99 a on in 1893. 
Eo the rate which the Senatoris now proposing to change, while 
it is a high rate upon the last part of the paragraph, which is en- 
tirely unimportant as to its importation, is only 70 per cent ad 
valorem on the first and most important part of the paragraph. 

When we impose a tax of 1,100 per cent upon a'cohol, a tax upon 
alcoholic perfumery—which certainly is a luxury, if there is any 
luxury in the world—of 70 or 71 per cent is nota high tax. These 
two paragraphs were consolidated in the act of 1894 by the Senator 
from Missouri, and he fixed the same rate of pong The rate of 
duty which he then suggested was equivalent, as I remember, to 
194 per cent. This is not very much higher than that. It is merely 
for the purpose of simplicity and of consolidation of these articles, 
which are analo in their character, that we include the unim- 
portant one, which does raise the duty, with the important one, 
which remains substantially as it has heretofore. 

The Senator from Connecticut ts to me that when the act 
of 1891 was passed we increased the duty pen alcohol and did not 
increase the duty on alcoholic products that are provided for in 
this paragraph. 3 , 

The PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “act,” in line 14, it is proposed 
to strike out ** 60 cents per pound and 45” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words **$2 per gallon and 50;" so as to read **$2 per gallon and 
50 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. VEST. That is the McKinley rate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was rej 3 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

8. Alkalies, alkaloids, distilled oils, essential oils, expressed oils, rendered 


and all combinations of the foregoing, and all chemical compounds and 
. for in this act, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator in 
charge of the bill if the paragraph just read includes paris green? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Ishould say it did. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ido not believe that a tax of 25 per 
cent ought to be imposed on an article so absolutely Veneri a 
i t 


fumery, in- 


is paris green. I move to amend the paragraph so that i 
Hok indiudo paris green, and hope it may be allowed to go on the 
free list. 


ist. 

It is perfectly well known to many members of the Senate what 
has been the practice of the men who have charge of this article 
in commerce. It has been handled something like cotton baggin 
has been. It has been bandied about by the few men who contro! 
the trade. Just before it is needed, the price has been put up. 
Immediately after it is needed, they dissolve the mutual under- 
standing which they have, and the price goes down again and stays 
until such time as the article is needed for sprinkling potatoes and 
cotton to kill potato bugs and caterpillars. The rate now is 12} 

cent. 
pec em that when the Wilson bill was under consideration 
we had some considerable discussion about this item. I think 
that instead of the tax on the article being increased, under which 
the agricultural classes of the country have been unfairly treated, 
it should go on the free 28 em F T move add me = 
“except paris green,” at the end of the paragraph, wi e idea 
that it shall go on the free list. 
In this connection, I will read a statement made about the method 
. of handling the article in the New York market: 


It is im le that any antitrust law will ever catch this win MD 
trust. It is one of tho most erratic of stars or comets in the trust firmamen 
It appears suddenly. shines brightly for a few months, and then is seen no 
more for one, two, or three years. The 8 connected with it is 
that the eight or nine manufacturers (all in New York City) make a little for- 
tune at every anie and that the farmers, who use Rimernse quant 

of paris green for killing to bugs, see prices advance 50 to 100 per cent a 
few days or weeks before they are ready to make purchases. 


It is also largely used to kill caterpillars in cotton. 

It is also not certain that free trade in paris would prevent all dep- 
redations by the d radoes who pounce upon market late in the A 
advance gon rapidly during the potato bug season, and getaway with th: 
booty before importers can obtain considerable quantities from abroad and 
find means of distribu: it. Forit should be noted that preparatory toa 
raid orders have been obi ed from practically all o ers in the coun- 
try, at prices to be fixed later, with the ment that 
` where shall receive re 
close of the season. In most cases the certain loss of rebates would more 
than cover the probable profits from attempting, in the middle of the season, 
to sell impo: 


rotected 
814 in 1893, and keep prices so low that the im 
ableloss, If, however, all duty were removed, all prospective loss would be 
small and many importers might take the risk. Free trade would probably 
revent the formation of this intermittent trust. Certainly it would greatly 
ecrease the risk of attempting to forinat, and thereby prolong the periods 
of intermission or keep down prices profits. 

It was an off year for the manufacturers in 1893, and paris green sold for 
10 to 10: cents per pound. About January 1, 1894, the eight or nine manufac- 
turers (all in New York) signed and sent out a circular saying to jobbers that 
jobbing prices would be fixed later, and that all who wooli agree not to pur- 
chase e e and who would then order, would be given the following 
rebates: 600 to n 5 
2,000 to 4,000 pounds, 2 cents; 4.000 to 10,000 2} 
or over, 3 cents. xpired 
time. The wise po ordered early. As prices had not in fiye 8 ex- 

red the e manu- 


ceeded 14 cen! that 
dare fix. To the surp: prices were fixed about the 


facturers woul rise of all, 
middie of opu a cents, with the warning, "subject to change at any 


t 20 

time without notification. 
About the middle of May another circular raised prices 3 souls eter and 

continued the same clause. It is not improbable.” the Oil, . 
Paint and Drug Reporter of * de "that as the season advances and tho 
demand from the Soutbern and Western sections becomes more pron 
further advan will be taken of it." This last increase is to reward job- 
bers who t large supplies from the trust and to punish those who did 
not doso. Jobbers are thus bribed to purchase from the trust and prevented 

It was too late in the season for other chemical manufac- 
and besides, for reasons 


paris green could 
their agent, at No. 239 Broadway. Enormous profits were made by 


a partial compliance 
one-half of the duty. 

Mr. President, these facts have been stated again and and 
I presume it is well known that the prices are put up in this way. 
Ido not know of any articles other cotton bagging and paris 
green on which this method is practiced; butagain and again, just 
before the time of consumption begins, when it is too late to im- 
port the article from abroad, the price is suddenly put up, and it 
is kept up until the season is over, and then it comes down. 
that way a large amount of money is made. I remember that one 
year thé advance in cotton bagging consumed by one crop was 
easily and plainly estimated at $3,000,000, and smaller amounts 
are made on paris green. Under the circumstances, it seems to 
me that paris green ought to on the free list, and I move to 
amend the paragraph by inserting the words except paris green” 
at the end of the ph. 

Mr. ALDRIC I ur perd to my colleague on the committee 
that the amendment will not be necessary, as the paragraph itself 
ponon that chemical compounds not specially provided for shall 

dutiable at 25 per cent. If paris green were specially prona 
for elsewhere, the amendment which he suggests would not be 
necessary at all. All that it is necessary for him to do is, when the 
free list is reached, to move to put it on the free list. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then, I give notice that when the 
free list is reached, I will move to add ** paris green.” 

Mr. RAWLINS. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island if under this paragraph cyanide of potassium would be 


taxed 25 per cent? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would bein accordance with the amend- 
ment suggested by the Finance Committee. It came from the 
House, I think, at 6 or 8 cents a pound. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Six cents. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Six cents, I am informed. 

Mr. RAWLINS. This chemical is of vast importance to the 
mining industry, especially gold mining, and I now give notice 
that I shall move to put cyanide of poem upon the free list 

1 


when we reach that portion of the bill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 4, line 20, page 2, 
after the word “alumina,” to insert hydrate of;" so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

4. Alumina, hydrate of, or refined bauxite, six-tenths of 1 cent pound; 
alum, alum cake, patent alum, sulphate of alumina, and Ae cake, 
and alum in or ground, one- of 1 cent per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. CANNON. I move to amend paragraph 4 by inserting in 
Une 23, after the word ground,“ the words ‘and alum clay;” so 
that it will read: 

Alum in crystals or ground, and alum clay, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Can the Senator from Utah tell us what is the 
price of alum clay? 

Mr. CANNON. The prse is governed entirely by the cost of 
transportation. Most of the alum clay comes in ballast, and is 
used here in the MK of pape There are vast deposits of alum 
clay in the States of , Utah, and through the Rocky Moun- 
tain region, and if there were a tariff of one-half cent per pound 
the transportation charges would enable the domestic producers 
to send their alum clay into the market. There is none of domes- 
tic production now in use in the United States. I can not answer 
the direct question of the Senator from Rhode Island as to the 
cost at the present moment. 

Mr. ert i — should like to ned something about the cost, 
because alum is used very largely in sizing paper, as the 
Senator from Utah stated. Paper manufacturers Mud in my 
own State have written to me in regard to this very matter, and 
they say it is a very important material in their industry. Ishould 
like to know why they should be taxed upon that article for an 
industry which has not yet even come out of the womb of the 

resent, 
> Mr. CANNON. This is one of those prospective infant indus- 
tries which should have our special care, 

Mr. GRAY. An unborn infant. 

Mr. CANNON. It has not been born yet. It wants attention. 
It will be born if it receives proper encouragement from the Con- 

of the United States in the pending bill. I have sent for in- 

ormation concerning the price of the commodity, but I regret to 

say that I have not yet received any satisfactory information 
concerning it. 

Mr. RICH. I suggest to the Senator that he offer his 
amendment later on, when he gets information, so that the Senate 
may act aS it advisedly. 

r.C ON. Weareacting here on other amendments with- 
out that detailed knowledge. The bill aims to provide protection 
for all possible industries in the United States. While I am per- 
fectly willing that the matter shall go over, if the question of the 
selling price of the article be a fatal objection to its present con- 
sideration, I feel that this can stand as well as plenty of other 
eee on which we are called upon to vote without that 
ow Y 


Mr.GRAY. This is rather a serious matter,that we should not 
only put this tax upon an industry, but that we should do it 
blind! yand without information. I have no objection in the world 
to the birth of new industries in the State of the Senator from 
Utah or any other State, but I do not want to be called upon to 
father them unless I know there is something of gain or profit or 
advantage in some way to the country at large, and especially to 
those whom I more particularly represent. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Delaware permitme? 

Mr. GRAY. Certain n 

Mr. GALLINGER. Did I understand the Senator from Dela- 
ware to say that alum clay is used largely in the sizing of paper? 

Mr. GRAY. So the Senator from Utah said. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Can the Senator state what kinds or qual- 
ities of paper? 

Mr. GRAY. I can not. I have some data in my desk at home 
which I shall be glad to produce here. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask the question because we have in our 
country large paper manufacturing establishments, and they have 
been having a very hard time of late years—an exceedingly hard 
time. I should not want any additional burden placed upon them 
unless it were absolutely necessary. 

Mr. GRAY. Certain y not. 

Mr, GALLINGER. Perhaps the Senator from Utah can give 
us the information. 

Mr. CANNON. We have to buy the paper from the State of the 
Senator from New Hampshire, and if we can get a proper tariff on 
alum clay we will have something with which to make the pur- 
chase and to pay the bills. 

If it would be more satisfactory to the Senators who are inter- 
ested for or against this proposition, I shall withdraw the.amend- 

ment at the present time, or will ask that it may go over until such 
time as we can produce the desired information. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ithink that ought to be done. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill do that. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There must now be a duty of $2 
a ton upon this clay under the clause of ** Clays, unwrought or un- 


manufactured." I do not know what the paragraph is. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 88. 
Mr. CANNON. It is $1 a ton. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. One dollar per ton. 
Mr: CANNON. It is $1 per ton, under “Clays, unwrought or 
tuumanufactared.” 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. This would be $11.20 a ton—a half 
cent a 8 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is a pretty large increase. 

Mr. SANN ON. The present duty is one-twentieth of 1 cent 
per pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah withdraws 
the amendment. ; 

Mr. CANNON. I do not withdraw it. I ask that it may go 
over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thereis no objection tothe Senator having 
the right to offer the amendment at any time he sees fit. It is not 
necessary to pass over the paragraph. We will have it under- 
stood that the Senator has a right to renew his amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That will be the order. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to make a suggestion as to the 
first line of paragraph 4. I do not know E about it per- 
sonally, but I understand that there are practically no importa- 
tions of hydrate of alumina, but that there are large iin tions 
of anhydrous alumina, and the adding of these words to the bill 
will have the effect of taking that article, which is largely im- 
ported, out of theoperation of thelaw. Isuggestthat it be passed 
over until it can be investigated, unless the Senator from Rhode 
Island is satisfied. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam satisfied that it is right, and to put in 
anhydrous alumina would not be right. But I am willing to pass 
over the aph if the Senator desires. 

Mr. JO. of Arkansas. I merely wished to make the sugges- 
tion. 2 information was that it was probably a mistake. 

Mr DRICH. No; this is the way the committee prefer to 
have it, and it suits their wishes; but of course,if the Senator has 
aome other proposition, we will pass over the paragraph, if he 

esires. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I know nothing about the matter. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in graph 5, line 1, page 3, be- 
fore the words“ of 1 cent," to strike out ‘‘ one-half" and insert 
* three-tenths;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

. Ammonia, carbonate of, 1} cents per pound; muriate of, ammoniae, 
three-fourths of 1 cent per secant valbhate of, — — 1 cent per 
pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. ^ 

The next amendment was, on page 3, to strike out paragraph 6, 
as follows: 

6. Argols or crude tartar or wine lees, crude, contai not more than 40 
per cent of bitartrate of 1 cent per pound: con g more than 40 per 
cent of bitartrate of , li cents per pound; tartars and lees crystals, 
or 5 refined argols, containing not more than 90 per gent of bitartrate 
of po aud tartrate of soda or potassa or rochelle salts, 4 cents per pound; 
containing more than 9 per cent of bitartrate of potash, 5 cents per pound; 
cream of tartar and patent tartar, 6 cents per pound. 

And insert in lieu thereof: 

6. Tartrate of soda and potash, or Rochelle salts, 3 cents per pound; cream 
of tartar, 5 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 16, to insert as a 
new paragraph the following: 

7i. Bleaching powder, or chloride of lime. one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I wish to pause on paragraph 73. 
As the enumerations of the paragraphs would indicate, this is an 
afterthought, and has been put into the bill at the very last mo- 
ment as a duty upon an article which has heretofore been free. 

Bleaching powder, or chloride of lime, is a 1naterial very exten- 
sively used. It is one of the most important and essential mate- 
rials in the manufacture of paper and paper pulp. The pulp 
makers of the United States who make the raw material, so to 
speak, for the pus manufacturers, depend entirely upon chloride 
of lime as a bleaching powder. It was free under the McKinley 
Act,and it is free under the present law. 

It is pretty well known—I think I know it pretty well from per- 
sonal observation—that the paper manufacturers of this country, 
through the tremendous deve 3 of their industry and the 
competition which it has created, and for other reasons, are now 
in a very depressed state. They are making. I am told by those in 
my own State engaged in the business, and who ought to know, no 
profit at all, but are getting along by the momentum of their 
great concerns, in order to keep their labor together and not have 
it scattered, hoping for better times. This would be a very cruel 
blow to the industry. It would be a burden that they ought not 
to be called upon to bear, and I do not believe that there is any 
sufficient reason or any ground whatever, whether a man believe 
in protection or free e, why an industry employing thousands 


of laborers and so essentialto the civilization of the country and 
the world as is that of paper making should be burdened in this 


way. 

I should like to hear why, at the very last moment, after the 
article had been left free under the McKinley Act, free under the 
present law, free in the bill as it came from the House, it should 
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come from the Senate committee with a tax interpolated, as it 
seems to be, it being paragraph 74. In the first copy of the bill 
which I saw not only was it not dutiable, but it was on the free 
list; and I do not know but that now it is on the free list in the 
print I hold in my hand. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say that since the bill was reported 
the Senator from Rhode Island has offered a printed amendment 
to take it.from the free list. 

Mr. GRAY. At all events, it was on the free list, and seeing it 
on the free list in the bill as it came here, I informed the persons 
in my own State who are very much interested about the imposi- 
tion of the tax that the article was still on the free list, and much 
to their joy, no doubt, they received that information. 

I afterwards found—it was pointed ont to me by the Senator 
from Iowa—that it had been placed, as we have it here, inter- 

lated, as a taxed commodity. I hope that the Senate will not 
Feel that it is necessary to put this isolated article upon the duti- 
able list, entering as it does into so important an industry and an 
industry which is so widely diffused over the country. There is 
hardly a State in the country that has not a pulp mil. Iknow 
that in my own State it is a very important industry. Iknow 
that in the State of Pennsylvania, in all portions where poplar 
forests are found, it is a very widespread enterprise and is pur- 
sued with a t deal of assiduity, and heretofore has been a 
profitable and flourishing industry. But at the present time it is 
not in a situation to bear the additional burden, and I beg that 
the burden may not be placed upon it. It seems like a wanton 
exercise of our power for purposes of taxation or protection or 
whatnot so to burden this very important and worthy class of 
our community. 

Iam informed that it is very hard to manufacture chloride of 
lime in this country; that there are climatic reasons which make 
it not a profitableindustry in this country, and it can not be made 
80 without this support from the Government. Ithink our paper 
makers ought to have access to the natural sources of supply and 
not be compelled to build up an industry that does not naturally 
belong to our soil and that is driven from it naturally by the S 
ness of our climate and other reasons that make it not a profitable 
industry here. Ido not think the people ought to be called upon 
to make it profitable, and make it a tax and a burden for that 

_pu on the peper manufacturers and through them indirectly 
on the whole people. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not quite understand what the Senator 
means by stating that the committee inserted this paragraph at 
the last moment. It was inserted in the bill as it came from the 
committee and was putin in its regular order when it was reached 
in consideration. 

Mr. GRAY. It has an earmark, I will say to the Senator from 
Rhode Island, for one thing, that confirmed my suspicion. I may 
be wrong, of course. It is numbered 73. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We numbered the intermediate paragraphs 
as new paragraphs in that way. 

Mr. GRAY. There is paragraph 6, which is a new paragraph. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 6 takes the place of paragraph 6 
stricken out. That is not a new paragraph inserted. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Rhode Island is right about it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The United States consumes about $2,000,000 
worth per annum of bleaching powder. It is practically supplied 
by one concern, the United Alkali Company of Great Britain. 
Although a manufactured product, it is upon the free list. The 
fact that it is upon the free list has allowed the United Alkali 
Compauy to monopolize the American markets. The elements 
that enter into this product are salt and lime, which are found in 
the United States in a great many places and in a great many 
places in juxtaposition. t 

There is no climatic or other reason why bleaching powder 
should not be made in the United States; and it is successfully 
made in the United States to-day by a newly discovered process, 
by which electric power is used in the treatment of the salt instead 
of the old process, which was entirely different. By this process, 
which is a very simple one, the brine is run over mercury, and 
electricity is run through the brine, producing the chlorine gas 
which is taken up in the lime deposits in another part of the appa- 
ratus; and the resultant product runs off as soda ash almost en- 
tirely pure, it being a process which produces bleaching powder 
much more successfully and more cheaply than it has ever been 
produced before by any other process. 

Mr. GRAY. Then I ask the Senator, if he will allow me—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Why does it need protection if it can be produced 
more cheaply than it was ever produced before? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It can be produced just as cheaply in Great 


Britain or Germany as here by the same process. 

Mr. GRAY. But isnot the process that you speak of protected 
by patents there as well as here? 

Mz. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; undoubtedly. 


Mr.GRAY. "They have the protection of a patent that would 
prevent competition in the United States. Anybody who chooses 
can not participate in that patent, and that creates a monopoly 
such as patents create. I am not finding fault with that in 
proper cases, but it does create a monopoly for those who own the 
patents. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the trouble with the Senator's argument 
is that the patents are not owned by the same people. The pat- 
ents are not owned by the same peoplein Great Britain, Germany, 
Belgium, and the United States. e American company which 
undertakes to make that process and use it here is obliged to com- 
pete to-day with the United Alkali Company, which: controls the 
patents of Great Britain, and makes bleaching powder not alono 
by this process, but by other processes, and they have cheaper 
labor and cheaper materials, cheaper salt and cheaper limestone, 
on account of the difference in labor between the two countries. 

So far as the paper makers, the pulp makers, who do use this 
material very largely, are concerned, they are all, or substantially 
all, so far as I am aware, agreed that it would be a good thing to 
place this article on the dutiable list. They believe that with the 
result which has been attained in the manufacture of soda ash, 
which is a substance somewhat analogous, being made also from 
salt, the price of the product and the article in the United States will 
be reduced by American competition. I think it is absolutely safe 
to assume that within five years we shall be making the entire 
amount of bleaching powder that is used in the United States, and 
it will be sold at a very much less price than when it is all im- 

rted by one concern—the United Alkali Company—from Great 

ritain. 

Mr. Gray and Mr. Quay addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. I will yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUAY. I was about to state that my attention was called 
to this clause of the bill for the first time this morning by a paper 
manufacturer from Pennsylvania. I have not had time to look 
into it, and I shou!d be obliged to the Senator from Rhode Island 
if he would allow it to be passed over for the present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that course. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before that is done, I should like to put in 
the RECORD a statement on this point. F may not be present when 
it comes up again. 

I sympathize very profoundly with anything that concerns 
either the industry of wood pulp or paper manufacture, because 
my immediate constituency is very largely interested in both those 
processes. Yet Iam in possession of some information that it 
seems to me overcomes any objection that I might have on general 
principles to the imposition of an added burden, if this shall prove 
a burden, upon the manufacturers of paperin my State or commu- 
nity. Ihave here two letters from a gentleman connected with 
the chemical department of the New Hampshire College, at Dur- 
ham, N. H., which is an agricultural college largely. His letters 
are brief, and I want to read what he says on this subject, and I 
should like to have the attention of the distinguished Senator from 
Delaware while I read them. These letters are from Charles L. 
Parsons, who is a professor in the chemical department of the New 
1 College of Agriculture, at Durham, and in my State. 

e says: 

Some 3 ngo an American cement, the Electro-Chemical Com- 
pany, of Rumford Falls, Me., was formed with a preferred capital of $300,000 

o manufacture caustic soda and bleaching powder under American patents. 
Fair profits seemed certain. Prices, however, greatly declined. and we have 
lost money almost continuously. A prohibitive duty has now been incor- 
porated in the Dingley bill tour sole raw material, salt, so that we 
must parc from New York at an advanced price of almost 25 per cent. 
Accordingly, it would seem that this industry, which promises almost as 
much as the tin-plate industry to American capital and labor, must suc- 
cumb unless we are protected from the Uni Alkali Company of Great 
Britain by a fair duty on caustic soda and bleaching powder. Wenow have 
an output of over 300,000 pounds a month, and this could be very largely in- 
creased if there was any profit to the company. which at present there is not. 
On the contrary, we are ply holding together in the hopes of higher prices 
soon. Iam personally a heavy stockholder in the company, and in the four 
years have never drawn a cent on the money invested, and am accordingly 
deeply interested. 

In a subsequent letter, written only a few days ago, the same 
gentleman says: | 

We started under a duty of 1 per cent on caustic soda, and this has been 
cut in half by the Wilson bill. 1 is now on the free list, and 
as we can soon produce, with anything like a fair market. a large ves of that 
imported, we feel that we ought to have at least one-half per cent on bleach- 
ing powder. Weare the only producers in the country, but another pros- 
pective company is asking for a higher rate. 

I understand that this company are not the only producers in 
the country. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] calls 
my attention to the fact that there is a company, I think, incor- 
porated in his own State. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No; in Rhode Island. 

5 85 GALLINGER. In Rhode Island, and operating at Niagara 
S——- 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And in Virginia. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. And in Virginia, and is producing a very 
large amount of bleaching powder at the present time. 

We feel that we are working under patents which, when we get a fair 
start, will enable us to em Ve with any process in the world when we are 
on an equal basis Once well under way a great industry will have been es- 
tablished in America, the product of which is now wholly imported from 
ee with the exception of the 300,000 pounds which we are making 
monthly. 

There came into my possession, in one of these letters, I think, 
a copy of a letter addressed to the junior Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Loner} from the president of this Electro-Chemical 
Company, located in the State of Maine, and I want to read, with 
the Senator's permission, some extracts from that letter: 

As the question of a duty on chloride cf lime, or, as it is commercially des- 
i ted, bleaching powder, is now before the Senate, as a representative of 
the only concern at present actually making the article in this country, I 
take the liberty of writing you a few particulars. The Electro Ch cal 
Company, of Rumford Falls, Me., has been making the article for some years 
and struggling against the difficulties of an entirely new procos handicapped 
by cheaper — dm and raw materials in England and on the Continent. 

Our principal raw material is salt. and our product is bleaching powder 
and caustic soda. To add to our diflicnities, the duty on caustic soda was 
reduced from 1 cent per pound to one-half cent per pound. 

Salt.—We are using American salt at $1.35 per ton of 2,000 pounds at the 
mine, which, with freight at $t a ton from Livonia, N. V., to our works, made 
the cost 35.35 per ton of 2,000 pounds delivered at our works at Rumtord Falls, 
Me. With English salt as it is under Wilson bill free, costing us $2.44 per ton 
of 2.240 pounds at Portland, Me., and freight $1.25 per ton, or $3.70 delivered 
at ER we have been rapidly increasing our output and getting ahead 
ver owly. 

The Dingiey bill proposes a duty of 8 cents Per 100 pounds on salt, and to 
offset this we certainly should have a duty on bleach. 

This is an infant industry, and with reasonable protection a few years 
would see all of the article consumed in the country made here. The trade 
is an important one, and will not be given up by the foreign makers without 
a struggle, and the duty would not serve so much to increase the price as to 

rotect a severe decline, as increased production here would mean a compe- 

tion for the trade, which would result in lower prices. 

In spite of improved processes, ths cost of manufacture must always be 
greater in this country, as we have to contend against cheaper labor, cheaper 
raw materials, and a concentration of these, saving all freight charges and 
other expenses incidental on bringing the raw materials to the power, or the 
power to e raw mate The power of course must be either water 

Tr coal. 
Po ith p rotection given to all the other industries, we are certainly entitled 
to consideration. : 

We ought to have a duty of one-half cent per pound on bleach, etc. 

Mr. President, I have been impressed with these statements, 
coming from reliable persons, and if this industry is making the 
progress that it seems to be making, and that under circumstances 
which preclude them from coat prenent profit on their product (as 
these gentlemen state that to be a fact, and I am bound to believe 
it), it appears to me that notwithstanding this imposition of a duty 
may possibly work to the slight detriment of the paper interests of 
the country, we ought to protect this new industry and give it a 
helping hand, with a view, as the president of this company says, 
to producing in the near future all of this product that will be 
consumed in the country. 

Mr. GRAY. How long has that company been in existence? 

Mr. GALLINGER. IconfessIdo not know. I think the date 
is notstated here. Some four yearsago, Mr. Parsons writes, it was 
formed. 

Mr. GRAY. Four years ago? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Four years ado 
Chemical Company, of Rumford Falls, Me., was formed. He 
does not state when it commenced operations. Quite likely a lit- 
tle time after that. 3 - 

Mr. GRAY. They seem to have succeeded in getting along 
pretty well up to this time, and I do not see whythey should seek 
an additional subsidy, especially at the expense of an industry 
quite as worthy as their own, and that being an iudustry which 
concerns a raw material so widely used and entering into a prod- 
uct that requires the labor of so many thousands of men, scattered 
all over the United States, I do not see why we should consider 
that as being a parasite on this other industry. Ido not use that 
term in any disrespectful sense, of course. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course there may be a difference of 
opinion as to what is meant by getting along pretty well. This 
gentleman in my own State, who states that he has large invest- 
ments in this company, says they— 

Are simply holdin; 3 in the hopes of higher prices soon. I am per- 
sonally a heavy stockholder in the company, and in the four years have never 
drawn a cent on the money invested, and am accordingly deeply interested. 

Professor Parsons states the fact, as I know, knowing the gen- 
tleman as well as I do, and I would say if the Senator from Dela- 
ware or any other Senator had made an investment in a concern 
of this kind or any similar enterprise and had not drawn any divi- 
dends for four years, and had not made any profits, he would not 
think he was getting along very well. 

Mr. GRAY. No; I would not, and it is quite likely the Sena- 
tor's friend, Professor Parsons, is a very worthy gentleman, and 
has embarked his capital in an enterprise that is not paying him. 
But why should he seek to recoup his losses ont of other industries 
that are already staggering along under the depression which 
everyv'here prevails in the paper-making industry or the pulp- 


making industry? 


he states, the Electro- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


“ator from Delaware. 


EY able to meet expenses, and if it were not that their 


1273 


ME RATEN GER. Iscarcely think that is Professor Parsons’s 
idea at all. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not believe that he has that unworthy idea 
atall. Do not understand me as imputing that to him. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly not. 

Mr. GRAY. But it is the selfishness of human nature operat- 
ing within its own sphere that governs the transaction. 

Mr. GALLINGER. They have $300,000 invested; and I under- 
stand that the company which has an investment at Niagara Falls 
has something like $1,250,000 or $1,500,000 invested. If these men 
have that large amount of money invested, and are not making 
any money, and are in competition with a great concern in Eng- 
land that has cheaper labor and cheaper raw materials than they 
can procure, it is very natural, and I think very proper, that they 
should ask us in a tariff bill to pay some little attention to their 
interests. 

Now, Mr. President, asingle word more and I am done. So far 
as the paper interests of my State are concerned, I have had only 
one suggestion from them regarding this matter. No manufac- 
turer of pulp has written to me about it at all, but one paper man- 
ufacturer did, in a private letter a little time ago, say incidentally 
that he thought there ought not to be a duty imposed on bleach. 
In behalf of the paper interests of the country, it must be gratify- 
ing to the Senator from Delaware, asit is to me, to believe that 
under the proposed law they will be somewhat better taken care 
of than they are under the existing tariff law, and that if we pass 
this bill, even though we do them a little harm, possibly, in impos- 
ing this duty, we are legislating for them in such a way, so far as 
their own product is concerned, as very likely to more than com- 

nsate them for any little loss they might sustain. 

Mr. ALDRICH. . President—— 

Mr. QUAY. I understand that the clause has gone over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Les; but I want to say just a word to the Sen- 
I should like to have the Senator state one 
single reason why there should be a duty upon paper or any of its 
products that does not apply with equal force to the article which 
we have under consideration. 

Mr. GRAY. I have this to say: I am not in favor of high duties 
on anything, or protective duties so called, as the Senator knows; 
but here are industries like the paper and pulp industries that have 
existed in the United States for a great many years. They have 
grown up largely upon the faith of a protective tariff, I suppose— 
some protection—but at all events, however supported or whatever 
depending upon them, have become institutions of the country, 
and they have entered into the daily industrial life in this coun- 
try, and in a very large way, too; they have employed a great 
many thousands of hands, and their product amounts to a great 
many millions of dollars. 

I have stated that that industry is now, like many others, ina 
depressed condition; that factories I know (Iam told by those 
connected with them who are entirely credible 3 are 

abor 
would be scattered if they were to close down, they would close 
down, for they are making substantially no profit. It is a pre 
serious thing to close down a concern employing several thousan 
hands and expensive machinery and intricate processes, and the 
have got to keep together as long as they can in order not to suf- 
fer a greater loss by the mere act of closing. 

That is the condition of the paper manufacturers of the United 
States, and on the principle of the Senator from Rhode Island, 
upon his theory of what a protection bill ought to be (I am not 
controverting now the general principle, one on which he and I 
differ), it seems to me that it would be unwise to burden that 
widespread industry with a new tax on the essential raw material 
of their manufacture. 

Mr. GEAR. The Senator from Delaware very properly admits 
that the great industries like La d and pulp manufacture have 
grown up and been developed under the protective system. That 

believe to be true. It isthe object of this bill, I understand, and 
of this clause to build up just such a development of the manu- 
ON of that article as hus been developed in the pulp and paper 
industry. f 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, a single word more, and then 
I shall not take the time of the Senate further. 

This duty is not a large duty. It is 16 per cent ad valorem prac- 
tically, a very small duty, much less than the average duties on 
paper. Ido not believe myself that it will be a burden upon the 
paper industry. If I did, perhaps I might not be willing to su 
p it. Iam certain that in time the paper makers will buy th 

leaching powder at a less price than they pay for it now. 

Mr. GRAY. Has it always been free? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It has been free for some time. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishouldlike to know. I ask for information. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It has been free under the last two or three 


tariffs. 
Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President—— 
Mr. GRAY. Iam not going to interrupt the Senator except to 


state that I have something more to say, but I understand at the 

request of the Senator from Pennsylvania, in which the Senator 

from Rhode Island acquiesces, this matter will go over for the 
resent. . 

* The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the agreement. The Sena- 

tor from Michigan. 

Mr. BURROWS. Before the item goes over, I ask to have 
printed in the RECORD a statement so comprehensive and so in- 
telligent that I am sure it will throw light upon this subject. I 
have several letters from my own State in relation to this matter, 
in one of which it is said: 

Some time since I wrote you relative to a tariff on chloride of lime or 


bleaching powder. I called your attention at that time to the fact that 
almost all our bleaching powder is furnished by an English syndicate with a 
capital of $35,000,000 back of them. 

r. Hi Dow, who by his genius has revolutionized bromine making 


. Her 
in America, has invented a new process for manufacturing chloride of lime 
and 8 so that he can make th 
less expense by present methods. 

I also have letters from parties in Cleveland, from an institution 
called ** The Dow Process Company," in which they say: 

We beg to call your attention to the inclosed petition, signed by some of 
the citizens of Cleveland. = 
During the past year and a half we have been perfecting a process for the 

of bleachin der, and now that we have accomplished our 

a five hundred-thousand-dollar plant for manu- 


In order to secure some protection from the United Alkali Company of 
Great Britain, who, having a capital of $35,000,000, now control the market 
and supply — that in th s country, we ask for a tariff of one- 
half cent a pound. 


I desire to have another article read and printed. I desire to 
call attention to the following statement in it: 
el case of soda-ash manufacture there was no 


e commodity at considerably 


e f 
: "What I do fear is the 


pom le, 
has made wonderful uring x9 fast 


devices mainly, but she „ 


quarter of a century in mechanical 
chemicals, and a sad mess she has already made with Eng 


— hand to 
P ĉes.” 

The article is brief, and I ask that it be read. I thinkit throws 
nt on thequestion. 

. GRAY. 1f that be so, I should like to ask the Senator 
from Michigan, why seek governmental aid? If they have already 
made this sad mess with English prices in bleaching powder, why 
do they ask for protection? 

Mr. BURROWS. Let the article be read. 

Mr. GRAY. Letit be printed. We will read it to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the paper is called 
for, and it will be read. 


The Secret roceeded to read the paper- 
Mr. BURROWS. To save time, Iask that the paper be printed 
in the RECORD without reading. 


Mr. ALLISON. That is satisfactory. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, 
The paper is as follows: 


The United States consumes yearly about $2,000,000 worth of chloride of 
lime or bleaching powder. It is practically all imported from the United 
Alkali Company of Great Britain, although small amounts have been received 
from the continent of Europe. None is made in the United States on a com- 
mercial scale, so far as we are aware, although one company at Erie, Pa., 
placed considerable amounts on the markets, but failed after a short exist- 
— IN. are a number of firms, however, who are experimen- 

wor 

This manufacture is of such nature that it can not be profitably conducted 
upon a small scale. Capital is un willing to invest large amounts on even 
terms with the United Alkali Company of Great Britain, with its $35,000,000 
of capital, as thoy fear that a new company would be crushed before it became 
established, by the sheer force of immense capital, long experience, and a 
control of the present market, as was the tin industry crushed by Welsh 
combinations on three different occasions, according to Senator BURROWS, 
until sufficient tariff had been placed upon tin so that American manufac- 
turers could pay American o American workmen and receive a fair 
profit under ie beneficent working of the McKinley law. 


In th rallel - of soda-ash manufacture there was no 


dress, 
ing competition with that remarkable race of English-s ng le, 
the American Seba ie De 


T 
quarter of a century in mechanical devices, matey, but she is now — 
per hand to chemicals, and a sad mess she has already made with Englis 
prices." 

We have an improved method of peser rta and propose to invest $500,- 
000 immediately. Aul enough more laterto supply the entire United States 
demand, if we can be protected for a few years until we are well established. 
A duty of 1 cent pound for five years, and one-half cent for the following 
five years, would be necessary, in our opinion, to place this industry where 
there would be no danger of foreign competition in an open market. 

We wish to particularly call attention to the fact that soda ash has with 
protection continually fallen in price while bleach has been on the free list, 
and the price to-day, while lower than one 07 two years ago, is not as low as 
it was six years ngo, and the eral tendency during the past ten years has 
not been to make any marked reductionin price. With the protection asked 
we would be able ultimately tosave to the country about E now spent 
abroad for bleach. If granted this protection we will tely invest 
$900,000 of capital now lying idle. We will necessarily employ a 
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largenumber of American workmen at remunerative wages whoare now out 

of work, or at least receiving very small wages during the present depressed 

condition of trade. 

nsume annually in this initial plant aicz:e, after completion, 21,000 

1 . 15,000 barrels, as well as quantities of other sup- 

plies. All the labor employed on tan repere of these supplies will be in 
and in no case be supplanting one Amer- 


bleach is dependent u a for- 
dent 5 ital 


To-day every enterprise in America usi 
eign trust. ith a tariff you will make it 
stu Vries duy ͤ anon on Kong CMM E to Cade We mene EO 

ou 
Ven has that EU MYERS mastered the situation. that unless a tarif 
protective in its features is placed upon the product it is questionable if even 
American enterprise can hope to cope with them. We earnestly hope that 
the committee will find it compatible with the best interests of the country 
to grant our prayer. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senate at this time to take up the 
conference report on the sundry civil appropriation bill, and I ask 
for a vote on concurring in the report. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will state, for the convenience of Senators, 
that it is not my ose to proceed any further with the consid- 
eration of the tariff bill to-night. Ishall be ready to have an ad- 
journment after the Senator from Iowa shall have disposed of the 
appropriation bill in his charge. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the Senate 
will c prie the conference report on the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bi 

Mr. WHITE. Iinquireof the Senator from Iowa whether it 
will be necessary to consider that matter to-night? Iam afraid it 
will lead to considerable discussion. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill say to the Senator from California that 
for the convenience of the disposition of this bill at an early day 
it is important that it should be passed to-night. I have refrained 
from calling it up from time to time on account of the progress 
being made with the tariff bill, intending to do so somewhat earlier 
than now but for the fact that the question which has been under 
consideration seemed to be a pressing one and occupied much 


attention. 

Mr. I will say to the Senator from Iowa that some of 
us who have been paying very close attention to the tariff bill are 
interested in this matter, and I am certain that it will lead to dis- 
cussion when taken up. Ido not think it onght to be pressed to- 
night. Why can we not take it up to-morrow in the morning 


hour? 
report will 


Mr. ALLISON. Ican not think that the conference i 
lead to any extended debate. The whole question is thoroughly 
understood by every Senator here, and if the report is not to be 
adopted I should be glad to know it to-night. 

. PETTIGRE I hope the Senator from Iowa will let the 
conference report go over and ask to have it taken up in the 
morning hour to-morrow. There are two Senators absent this 
evening who did not know the report was to come up. I hoped 
they would comein. They wish to be present when this question 
is considered. I want to say that the report will lead to consider- 
able discussion. So far as I am concerned, I should be willing to 
take it up to-night, but the absent Senators ought to be allowed 
an opportunity to be present. 

Mr. ALLISON. I gave notice to every Senator who expressed 
an interest in the conference report that I should call it up this 
evening; and while I should be 17765 to accommodate Senators, I 
think we ought now to dispose of it. . 

Mr. WHITE. I do not wish to delay this matter unduly at all, 
but it appears to me that this is the usual hour to adjourn, and as 
there has been no serious effort, as the Senator from Iowa says, to 
bring this matter up before, it wil not be amiss to let it go over. 
Iam certain that there are some Senators who desire to be heard 
who are not here now, and who will feel that they are not bei 
PAY dealt withif the consideration of the report is now e. 
with. 

The Senator says he gave notice that the report would be taken 
up. lomitted to observe that fact or to hear the Senator, and only 
learned incidentally that it was coming up this evening. I am 
certain other Senators are in the same attitude. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator from Iowa if the 
report has been read? 

Ir. ALLISON. The report has been read substantially. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Then there is no necessity for reading it 
again. 

Mr. ALLISON. No. If we are to progress with the business 
that we ought to progress with, we must not adjourn here every 
day at 5 o'clock in the afternoon, but we must attend to the nec- 
essary business and sit here long enough each day to doit. 1 
should have no objection to putting this matter over until to- 
morrow but for the fact that it will consume that much time 
to-morrow which should be devoted to the tariff bill. 

If we can not go on with the report to-night, I trust the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who has charge of the tariff 
bil, wil go on with that. I think, however, we can di of 


1897. 
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the conference report to-night as well as we can to-morrow. Itis 
in the nature of a privil report, and the bill to which it relates 
is a very important one. It is necessary that it should sat the 
earliest possible moment. Even if we consider it to-night, it may 
not become a law before the early part of next week, and I trust 
that Senators will not ask that it go over. It is thoroughly under- 
stood. The only question that is involved here is the question of 
forest reservations, and every Senator knows how he will vote 
upon that question, as it has been debated here over and over again. 
So I must insist on my motion. Ofcourse if the Senate do not 
want to take up the conference report, that is another question, 
and they can vote down the motion. - 

Mr. PETTIGREW. One ofthe Senatorsfrom Washington and 
one of the Senators from Idaho expressed a desire to be present 
when this matter was disposed of and to be enabled to be placed 
on record on the question. Therefore it seems to me to be entirely 
proper that it should go over, and that the Senator from Iowa 
should not insist on its consideration at this time. I think it will 
be impossible to di of the report to-night if its consideration 
is insisted upon, and I think those Senators who are absent have 
& right to be present and participate. 

M. ALLISON, Iam told that one of the Senators from Wash- 
ington will not be here for many days; the other is here at this 
moment; and whilst I should be very glad to accommodate any 

or, I must insist upon my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senator from Iowa moves to 
515 up the conference report on the sundry civil appropriation 


'The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to consider 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
m R. 16) making appropriations for sundry civil e: of the 

vernment for the year ending June 80, 1898, and for other 


= Mr. WHITE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. Upon that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. I 
transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason] 
and vote IY : 

. Mr. LODGE (when Mr. TERE Me Hos called). T are m 
announce again that my colleague . Hoan] is paired with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER], and I will let this an- 
nouncement stand until my colleague's return. 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR], who is absent from the 


ber. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. If he were present, 
Ishould vote ** yea." 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BATE (after having voted in the affirmative). 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. DEBOE] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kentucky has not 


voted. 
Mr. BATE. Thenl withdraw my vote. Iam paired with that 


I inquire if 


Senator for to-day. 
The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 42; as follows: 
YEAS—M. 
Bacon, Gray, Murpby, Walthall, 
Caffery J — Ark. Pane, T White. 
Chil Kenney, Pettigrew, 
Mantle, Rawlins, 
NAYS—42. 
Aldrich, Lodge, Quar; 
Allison, Fair McEnery, well, 
Berry, + Foraker, McMillan, Shoup, 
Burrows, Frye, Mallory, Spooner, 
Butler, Gallinger, Morgan, Stewart, 
Cannon, Hanna, Penrose, Turpie, 
Carter. Hansbrough, Perkins, Warren, 
Chandler, Harris, Kans. Pettus Wetmore, 
Clay, leg 3 Oe 8 Wilson. 
ones, Nev. „ N. Y. 
Davis,” Lindsay, stor, 
NOT VOTING—®. 
Allen, Martin, Smith, 
debeo à Mason, Teller, 
te, Hale, Mills, Th 
i Heitfeld. Moerli” Turn 

- o er, 

Paulin Kyle. Pritchard, Nell 
er, 2 B 

e * Wage 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, I voted in favor of adjournment 
at this time because I felt, on account of the importance of this 
question, every member of this body who has heretofore voted in 


favor of the proposition to revoke the orders of President Cleve- 
land in regard to these forest reservations ought to be present 
and ought to have an opportunity to vote upon the report of the 
committee of conference at this time. I did not happen to be 
present when this subject was discussed, being absent on account 
of illness, but there is nothing that I can say to add to the force 
or clearness or emphasis of what was said upon that occasion in 
favor of the total revocation of those orders. 

So far as that portion of the conference committee's report is 
concerned which provides that these revocations shall only extend 
until March 1, 1898, is concerned, I sincerely hope that the Senate 
will not concur in it. Isay this in all deference to the committee 
of conference, but from a most earnest belief that to adopt that 
amendment wil simply be perpetuating the great injustice and 
wrong which was done in the original orders. If those orders are 
wrong now, if they contain an injustice to the people of those 
States, as they undoubtedly do, they will be wrong on the 1st of 
March next, when it is proposed that they shall again come into 
force. I believe it would be much better and much wiser, as the 
Senate has twice by an overwhelming majority adopted an amend- 
ment absolutely revoking these orders, t it should now insist 


upon that proposition. 
I need not reiterate the great harm that will result to the ma- 
terial interests of the le of those States if these orders are per- 


mitted to stand at this time, or if they are permitted to go into 
force at any future time. That has been sufficiently dwelt upon 
by Senators heretofore. I can not find strong enough 
with which to express my indignation against the wrong con- 
tained in those orders of President Cleveland. Should they be 
carried into effect, there is no question in my mind but that they 
would result in the stoppage of a great portion of the industries 
of the State which I have the honor in part to represent. 

As has already been said, the great industry of that State is the 
miningindustry. Thatindustry is dependent wholly upon its sup- 
ply of timber for its maintenance and existence. To attempt in 
any manner to curtail that supply, as is contemplated and as would 
result in the execution and the carrying out of those orders, would 
mean the paralysis of that great industry in that State and the 
throwing out of employment of thousands of laboring people. It 
will be answered that the amendment as proposed by the confer- 
ence committee does away with any possibility of this character 
for the reason that it revokes the orders until March1,1898. That 
is true; but there is another phase to this question. 

The orders in and of themselves are wrong; they are inherently 
wrong; they are unjust; they were made in ignorance, without 
any examination or investigation of the territory set apart as 
forest reservations. It was, I was going to say, an insult to the 
people of those localities. I do not know but that I ought to 
use that word. It certainly was a gross violation of their rights. 
It interferes with every interest in which they are directly con- 
cerned. There was no excuse for it in the first place; there was 
no demand for it. Not a single individual in any of the States 
concerned, so far as I know, was ever consulted before the orders 
were made, nor was any single representative of any of those 
States in this body confer: with or questioned in regard to 
what the effect of those orders would be. 

Mr. President, I assert that the orders were made without 
knowledge of what their effect would be, absolutely without knowl- 
edge of what area they would cover, or with what interests they 
would conflict, or in what manner they would interfere with the 
vested rights and other rights of the people of those localities. 
Being unjust in the extreme, being wrong all through, having 
been conceived in ignorance, and having been made without ex- 
amination or investigation by gentlemen who have never set foot 
upon any of the territory set apart, who have never pretended to 
make any examination of the localities which they set apart, who 
haye made their examination and investigation riding upon à 
Pullman car and looking out of the car windows—in considera- 
tion of those facts, I assert that the orders were wrong in concep- 
tion and in execution, wrong in every particular; and that, there- 
fore, they ought not to be perpetuated even by inference, as is 
proposed by the amendment of the conference committee. 

I do not think that a revocation of these orders could be con- 
strued into any discourtesy to the Administration as it now stands, 

Mr. ALLISON. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. MANTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is my desire, and my only desire, to get 
early action upon this report. Ido not wish to press the Senator 
or other Senators unduly this evening, and if we can have an un- 
derstanding that this matter shall be taken up early in the morn- 


ing— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Immediately after the morning business. 

Mr. FRYE. After the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say after the Journal shall have been 
read, and that we have a vote upon it, say, at half past 1 o'clock, 
which, I trust, will give ample time for Senators to be heard who 
desire to oppose the report, I shall be perfectly willing that the 
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Senator may then continue the discussion, and that he be not re- 
quired to go on this evening. 

Mr. COCKRELL. For one morning, as there is no very im- 
portant business, but only routine morning business, such as the 
introduction of bills, etc., we might take up the report after the 
PME of the Journal, and get through it, in all probability, by 2 
o'clock. - 

Mr. MANTLE. I think we hardly ought to agree that the vote 
shall be taken at that hour. Iam not desirous of consuming any 
amount of time myself. I want only to enter my earnest and 
most emphatic protest against the continuirg in any form of those 
orders, because of the gross injustice thereby done to my people. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator consent to a vote at 2 o'clock? 

Mr. MANTLE. I am perfectly willing, but I want all those 
who are opposed to the acceptance of the conference report in this 
particular to have an opportunity to express themselves. It isa 
matter of great consequence, of vast importance to the people of 
our State. We feel deeply concerned, and we do not want to be 
forced into a vote until we have had at least our say, and had an 
opportunity to appeal to the members of this body to support us 
in the position we take. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will ask the Senator if he will be willing to 
take the vote at 2 o'clock? 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Montana permit me to 
say a word? 

r. MANTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator from Montana will agree to 
take the vote at the earliest moment ible. Iam especially 
interested that the sundry civil bill shall be passed and become a 
law as early as possible. It contains an appropriation, which is 
made immediately available, for the purpose of closing the cre- 
vasses of the pres Hs River, which may be opened again by the 
June rise; and it is all important to a large number of the people 
there that the bill shall become a law, as I say, at as early a date 
as possible. I appeal to the Senator from Montana that he con- 
sent that the vote on the conference report shall be taken as early 
as we can take it. 

Mr. MANTLE. Iagree with what the Senator from Arkansas 
has said, but I desire that he should understand that this is a mat- 
ter of great moment to the people whom I represent. I do not 
want to repeat what I said, but I say that the people of those States 
are deeply concerned over this matter, and they want to be heard. 
They want action, but they want that action to be just. 

I Bava no desire to say anything further than to appeal to Sena- 
tors here to stand by the action which they have already taken, 
which was just and proper; and I hope that in this particular they 
will not recede from the position which they have twice taken upon 
this amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. I have no desire to delay this bill, as I said be- 
fore. Inever read the amendment until to-day. Perhaps it was 
my fault that I did not do so, but I was unaware of the presenta- 
tion of the conference report. It was printed on May 25. I 
merely desire to call attention to a couple of matters in the bill, 
which would take no great length of time if I had the I 
to get a few papers that I need for that purpose. erefore I 
made the Vg age not only in my own interests, but in the 
interests of other Senators who are not here, not for delay, but 
simply for reasonable time. Ido not intend to enter into any 
elaborate discussion, and if I can have an 8 to get the 
papers I desire to look at, there will be no difficulty, so far as Iam 
concerned, in reaching a vote; but if we are to go on to-night, it 
will take me some little time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Are we to understand that the less time 
the Senator has, the longer the speeches he will make? 

Mr. WHITE. My friend from New Hampshire is again upon 
the floor and obstructing the passage of the saving tariff bill. 
De 
Mr. PETTIGREW. 1think we can come to an understanding 
to take this matter up immediately after the reading of the Jour- 
nal in the morning, and have a vote by 2 o'clock. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. So far as Iam concerned, I am willing to 


do that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think two hours will enable every Senator 
who desires to speak to do so. Let that be the understanding. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Iowa, that the conference report be 
taken up to-morrow immediately after the reading of the Journal 
and that the vote be taken at 2 o'clock? If there be no objection, 
that will be the order. The Chair hears no objection. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 

'The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in 


executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
40 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, May 27, 1897, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 26, 1897, 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY, 


Charles Burdett Hart, of West Virginia, to be envoy extraordi- 
nary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Colom- 
bia, vice Luther F. McKinney, resigned. 

SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 

Francois S. Jones, of Louisiana, to be secretary of the legation 
of the United States at Buenos Aires, Argentine Republic, vice 
George W. Fishback, resigned. 

ASSISTANT ATTORNEYS-GENERAL, 
James Edmund Pora; of North Carolina, to be Assistant Attor- 
ney-General, vice J. M. Dickinson, resigned. 
ohn G. Thompson, of Ilinois, to be Assistant Attorney-General, 
vice Charles B. Howry, resigned. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS., 

Kenneth R. Pendleton, of North Carolina, to be collector of 
customs from the district of Albemarle, in the State of North 
Carolina, reappointment, 5 commission having expired 
by limitation January 10, 1897. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

James S. Fruit, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the Twenty-third district of Pennsylvania, in place of 
Edmund A, Bigler, removed. 

INDIAN AGENT. 

Lucius A. Md sn of San Jacinto, Cal, to be nt for the 
Indians of the Mission Tule River Agency, in California, vice 
Francisco Estudillo, term expired. 

i REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Thornton S. Howard, of Des Moines, Iowa, to be register of the 
land office at Des Moines, Iowa, vice Edward B. Evans, resigned. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

John W. Miller, of Woodward, Okla., to be receiver of publio 
moneys at Woodward, Okla., vice David H. Patton, resigned. 

POSTMASTERS. 

John I. Fullwood, to be postmaster at Cedartown, in the county 
of Polk and State of Georgia, in the place of Augustus J. Tom- 
linson, removed. 

Kate E. Moore, to be postmaster at Geneseo, in the county of 
deua and State of Illinois, in the place of Joseph L. Moore, de- 


ceased, 

William H. Conger, to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the county 
of AEN and State of Indiana, in the place of John C. Jilson, 
removed. 

E. E. Buell, to be postmaster at Elma, in the county of Howard 
and State of Iowa, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
ps 2 by law, become vested in the President on and after 

ril 1, 1897. 

. D. McMahon, to be pee at Charter Oak, in the county 
of Crawford and State of Iowa, in the place of J. J. McWilliams 
whose commission expired January 14, 1897. John H. Ku 
nominated to the Senate and confirmed March 1, 1897, but not 
commissioned. 

Arthur D. Patterson, to be postmaster at Cresco, in the county 
of Howard and State of Iowa, in the place of Francis A. Glass, 
whose commission expired April 5, 1897. ; 

Marcellus L. Hussey, to be postmaster at Guilford, in the county 
of ee and State of Maine, in the place of James Hudson, 
removed. 4 

F. J. Heinemann, to be pena at Kirkwood, in the coun 
of St. Louis and State of Missouri, in the place of Henry W. 
Hough, whose commission expired April 5, 1897. 

Lewis F. Babcock, to be tmaster at Billings, in the coun 
of Yellowstone and State of Montana, in the place of Edward W. 
Dunne, removed. 

William H. Illian, to be postmaster at Humphrey, in the county 
of Platte and State of Nebraska, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after April 1, 1897. 

Fred P. Dearth, to be postmaster at Woodsville, in the coun 
of Grafton and State of New Hampshire, in the place of Solon S. 
Evans, whose commission expired January 7, 1897. 

W. I. Norton, to be postmaster at Hightstown, in the county of 
Mercer and State of New Jersey, in the place of J. M. Smith, whose 
commission expired April 5, 1897. 

Henry D. Bonnet, to be postmaster at Del Rio, in the county of 
Valv: and State of Texas, the appointment of a postmaster for 
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the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after July 1, 1896; Nora Boothe, having been appointed by the 
President, and by him nominated to the ate, not having 
confirmed. 

Fred B. Kinsley, to be postmaster at Barron, in the county of 
Barron and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Henry G. Ells- 
worth, removed. 

William F. Brittain, to be postmaster at Sheridan, in the county 
of Sheridan and State of Wyoming, in the place of Oliver P. 
Hanna, removed. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
* Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 26, 1897. 
ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 


Arthur P. Greeley, of Concord, N. H., to be Assistant Commis- 
sioner of Patents. 


EXAMINER IN CHIEF, PATENT OFFICE. 


Thomas G. Steward, of Plano, Ill., to be an examiner in chief in 
the Patent Office. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Ephraim H. Smock, of Buffalo, Wyo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Buffalo, Wyo. 
REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Frank D. Healy, of Beaver, Okla., to be register of the land 
office at Woodward, Okla. 

Frederick A. Tritle, jr., of Prescott, Ariz., to be register of the 
Jand office at Prescott, Ariz. 

Hiram Yerkes, to be postmaster at Fairmount, in the county of 
Veriniiion and State of Illinois. 

Samuel H. Watson, to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, in the 
"county of Jefferson and State of Illinois, 

Charles F. Douglass, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county 
of Cass and State of Illinois. 

Jasper H. Thornburg,to be tmaster at Boonville, in the 
county of Warrick and State of Indiana. 

Daniel E. Sherman, to be postmaster at Montrose, in the county 
of Montrose and State of Colorado. 

Ramsey Arthur, to be postmaster at Schoolcraft, in the county 
of Kalamazoo and State of Michigan. 

William V. Molloy, to be postmaster at New Rochelle, in the 
comity of Westchester and State of New York. _ 

William A. Smyth, to be postmaster at Owego, in the county 
of Tioga and State of New York. 

Ellsworth Sweet, to be postmaster at Waterloo, in the county 
of Seneca and State of New York. 

Emmett B. Hawkins, to be postmaster at Huntington, in the 
county of Suffolk and State of New York. 


SENATE. 


THURSDAY, May 27, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. QUAY, and by unanimous consent, the 
reading of the Journalof yesterday's proceedings was dispensed 
with. 

WICHITA INDIAN LANDS. 

Mr. QUAY. I understand that there is a special order for this 
morning upon the report of the committee of conference on the 
sundry civil appropriation bill. The Senator in charge of that 
bill is not in his seat, and before he comes in I should be glad to 
have placed before the Senate, by unanimous consent, the resolu- 
tion in relation to the Wichita Indians, which was before the 
Senate yesterday. Ido not propose to proceed to its discussion, 
but I wish merely to have a paper bearing upon it read and then 
allow the resolution to go over until to-morrow morning. It will 
occupy but a moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania? 'The Chair hears none, and the 
paper referred to will be read by the Secretary. 

Mr. QUAY. It is a statement of fact, I think, prepared by the 
attorney of the Wichita Indians, and I ask to have it read and go 
into the RECORD. I do not know, I may say, that it will be neces- 
sary to press the resolution, as I am inclined to think that the In- 
terior Department will take action which may obviate its necessity. 

'The Secretary read as follows: 

Memorandum In re Wichita Indians. 


The allotments now being made upon the Wichita Reservation are made 
under the authority of an agreement entered into between the Wichita and 
affiliated bands of Indians and the United States, dated June 4, 1891 (see page 
04 of accompanying brief); by this agreement, after ceding their entire reser- 


vation to the United States and consenting to accept allotments of 100 ucres 
of land each, by the fifth article of said agreement the Indians consented to 
submit to Congress the question as to what sum of money, if any, should be 
allowed to them for their possessory right in and to their 
their allotments. 


excess of 


The United States had, by its commissioners, offered these Indians ues 
0 


being about 50 cents per acre, for their opis lands (see pages 60 and 6 
appended brief), but the Indians thought they were entitled to $1.25 per acre 
(see 62 to 64 of brief). 

The Wichita Indians did not understand the nature of the claim of the 
Choctaws and Chickasaws which had been set up to this and other lands in 
the leased district for the first time by a memorial to Congress in March, 1890, 
and they proceeded in their negotiations to the final agreement of 1591 in 
ignorance of the named claim of the Choctaws and Chickasaws. The agree- 
ment of 1891 was ratified by act of Congress approved March 2, 1895, being the 
Indian appropriation act. 

Between the date of the eement of 1891 and the date of its ratification 
Congress had awarded to the Choctaws and Chickasaws $2,991,450 for the 
alleged vans of those Indians (Choctaws and Chickasaws) in the Cheyenne 
and Arapahoe Reservation, the lands in that and the Wichita Reservation 
being in like case respecting the claim of the Choctaws and Chickasaws. 

By the act of 1805. cited supra, ratifying the agreement of 1891. the claim of 
the Choctaws and Chickasaws in and to the lands of the Wichitas was sent 
to the Court of Claims, with the right of the Wichitas to be heard, the act 
further providing, however, that at any time during the pendency of the 
suit which the act authorized 
with the Five Civilized Tribes Commission respecting the subject-matter of 


S ; ment was entered into between the Choc- 
taws and Chickasaws and the Five Civilized Tribes Commission under which 
all claims of the Choctaws and Chickasaws are referred to the United States 
Senate as an arbitrator. 

The negotiation by the Choctaws and Chickasaws of April 23, 1897, places 
them in a position, under the terms of the act of 1895, to suspend the action 
in the Court of Claims, the effect whereof will essentially to leave the 
Wichitas without a forum to prosecute their demand for b dace for their 
lands in excess of allotments. 'The pending action must die. By the terms 
of the act of 1 the Wichita Reservation shall be ned to settlement 
within one year after the allotments are made to the Indians. 

Wherefore, if the allotments are allowed to be made now, the Wichita In- 
dians will, under existing laws, at the end of a year be strip: of the pos- 
session of their surplus ds, and. being forumless, they will be left with 
nothing but a naked and inchoate claim against the United States. 

The allotting of their lands at this time can not ber ed as in their in- 
terests, because by it, under the law, they will be ousted of possession of the 
surplus lands without compensation or any definite arrangement looking to 
compensation respecting the same. 

This course is ic’ ly unjust because these Indians have been the pa 
sessors of the soil on which their present reservation is located from a t 
beyond their tribal traditions and coextensive with the earliest incursion of 


white explorers. (See brief, Tet i 
No aeri rne bed been m tween the United States and these Indians 
canceling their original right of occupancy. 


‘Yhere was an agreement made between Francis Walker, Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, and these Indians, dated October 19, 1872. defining the bounda- 
ries of their present reservation, whereby, in consideration of the existing 
reservation being given to them, the ed to the United States ihe claim 
toall lands in Louisiana, Texas, and Indian Territory, but that agreement 
was never ratified. 

By treaty of 1818 with the Quapaws the United States nominally canceled 
the Indian title to I MK n prp eu (see ian page 2 by 8155 
with the 0 e Osages’ r: wasextin see brief, page A 
but neither of these tribes ever actually occupied nds in the so-called "leased 
lands" or west of the ninety-seventh meri „ nor had the Quapaws any 
possessory right in and tolands west of the present western line of the State 
of Arkansas. On the other the Wichitas and some of the affiliates have 
always lived within the so-called “leased district and in the neighborhood 
of their present reservation, 

The ** leased district.’ is so called from the treaty of June 22, 1855, between 


sider the claims of the one tribe or nation, without at the same time consid- 
ering the other as it would be to consider the rights of one claimant upon a 
bill of interpleader to distribute a flc fund without at the same time 
considering those of all claimants to the fund or to hear the case of a plain- 
tiff inasuit at la without hearing that of the defendant, and unless the 
Government proposes to pay twice for the land in question, the rights of the 
c ts must be disposed of together. 
MAY 26, 1807. 
NoTE.—The vital point, not brought out in the discussion yesterday, is: 
The Wichita Reservation will be opened to settlement by ration of law 
act of 1895) within one year from the date of the allotments. e the In- 
8 will be ousted from on. Under the agreement of April 18, 1597, 
between the Choctaws and Chickasaws and the Five Civilized Tribes’ commis- 
sion the court is auent to be ousted of its jurisdiction in the pending action. 
Thus the Indians will be bey obi of possession and left without a forum to 
try their right to compensation. They should be left in possession until the 
question of compensation shall be determined. 


Mr. QUAY. Now the resolution may go over, unless there is 
objection, until to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection, the reso- 
lution will lie over. 


CHINESE EXCLUSION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 17th instant, certain information relative to the 
alleged illegal entry into the United States of Chinese persons; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the 
table and to be printed. 


SPECIAL EDITION OF THE CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTORY. 


Mr. GORMAN. Iask unanimous consent to have a resolution 
adopted, as I shall be compelled to leave the Chamber for a while. 
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The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 


he use of the special 
forthe — — and 
regular edition, the same to be paid out of the contingent fund ot the Senato. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment yesterday, the Chair lays before the Senate the report of 
the committee of conference on the bill (H. R. 16) making appro- 

iations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes. The 
report has been read, and the question is on concurring therein. 

. WHITE. I understand that the conference report is now 
before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The conference report is before the 
Senate. 


Mr. WHITE. I wish to call attention to a matter in connec- 
tion with the r upon page 3. I am di to ask for a call 
of the Senate. I think we ought to have a full attendance for the 
consideration of this matter. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The a ce of a quorum is sug: 
gested by the Senator from California, and the Secretary 
call the roll. s 

The Secretary called the roll,and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allison, Foraker, Man Rawlins, 
Bacon, 8 Mitch Roach 
Bate, ger, Morgan, 

Berry, Gear, Murphy, Shoup, 
Butler, Gray. Nelson, Spooner, 
Canno: Pasco, Stewart, 
Carter, E Perkins, ie, 
Clay, itfeld, Pettigrew, v 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. 5 Wait! 
Davis, Kenney, Platt, Warren, 
Deboe, a 55 Wellington, 
Fairbanks, * Pri " White, 
Faulkner, Mallory, Quay, Wilson. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-two Senators have answered 
to their names. The Senator from California will proceed. 
Mr. WHITE. I desire to call the attention of the committee 
having charge of the matter in the Senate to the portion of the 
conference to which my criticism will be mainly directed. 
in with, the subject of forest reservations has been gone 
into so y heretofore that I do not intend to run over the gen- 
eral topic at all. My object in ing the Senate is to point 
out the legislation which affects persons located as follows: A 
person duly qualified as a preemption settler or homesteader, under 
the laws of e United States, has eque uired absolute title to a par- 
ticular tract of land. He sells that d to another ,as he 
has a right to do, being vested with the fee. Then the Govern- 
ment places a reservation around him and includes the tract 
within the limits of the reservation, and the grantee is excluded 
from the use of that land. Now, how is his case dealt with in this 
bil or in this amendment? I am now considering amendment 
numbered 16, on page 3 of the printed report. We find the fol- 


lowing: 
ning herein constru: prohibiti egress or ingress of 
d bee — — —— eos Mer ais 
Now, recollect, this amendment refers to the actual settlers 
within the boundaries of such reservations— 
or from crossing the same to and from their property or homes. 


In other words, the amendment properly reserves and gives to 
actualsettlers the power of egress and ingress, but it does not 
deal in the same n oes one who has bought from a person who 
has acquired title from the Government of the United States. 
His case is dealt with in another place as follows. I read on the 
same page, beginning with the next paragraph: 

That in cases in which a tract covered by an unperfected bona fide claim 
tent is included within the ts of a e forest reservation, 

or owner thereof may, if he desires to do so, relinquish the tract 

to the Government, and may select in lieu thereof a tract of vacant land 
open to settlement not exceeding in area the tract covered by his claim or 
patent; and no charge shall be made in such cases for making the poe ba 
record or the patent to cover the tract selected: Provided further, 
That in cases of unperfected claims the requirements of the laws ing 
settlement, residence, improvements, etc., are complied with on the new 
claims, credit being allowed for the time spent on the relinquished claims. 

Now, I will state my objection to the provision. A man who 
has bought land from a person who has acquired title in fee from 
the Government is not protected by the bill. Heisinclosed within 
a reservation and is compelled to stay there, and the only relief 
which the bill gives him is the right to go and select land else- 
where. By what right, by what authority, by what principle of 

justice is the man who has acquired absolute title in fee compelled 
y the Government of the United States to exchange his property 
for something else? Why this duress? Is there anything immoral 
or wrong in the attitude of a man who has bought land from the 
owner, and from an owner who has in his hand m 


title derived from the Government of the United States? Why 
should a man who is a settler and who has an inchoate claim be 
3 right than the grantee of the owner in fee who has 
"d ired a patent? 
know four persons who are included within one of the Califor- 
nia reservations in this way—that is, they have bought land from 
the patentee, acquired title to it, to some extent improved it, liv- 
ing some distance away from the reservation in the pursuit of 
their business, and their lands were taken into this reservation. 
They were not settlers within the technical interpretation of that 
hraseology, but they bought their land from the patentee of the 
overnment of the United States; and now we say to them, You 
can not enjoy your property; you are shut out from it; but we 
accord you the abs d of exchanging itfor something elsewhere." 
The individual would not be permitted to do that, and can the 
Government of the United States, DON to take an honest 
attitude in this matter, justify legislation discriminating against 
the man who has 7 upon the faith of its own patent? 

Mr. ALLISON. ill the Senator from California allow me to 
call attention to the matter he is now discussing? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. The first quotation made by the Senator from 
California is the exact phraseology of the amendment which was 
inserted by the Senate itself. The conference committee did not 
change that phraseology. We supposed in dealing with this 
question on behalf of the Senate that those friendly to these gen- 
eral provisions had made adequate provision as respects these 
actual settlers, So there is no change in this conference report so 
far as the first paragraph read by the Senator from California is 
concerned, 

As to the second paragraph, the one which the Senator is now 
commenting upon, there is no change in substance. The phrase- 
ology inserted in lieu of the phraseo in the original Senate 
amendment was believed to be better by all those interested in 
this matter, and the phraseol was shown to a great many Sen- 
ators. The Senator from California, perhaps, was not consulted 
in regard to that 2 

Mr. WHITE. No, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. But it was believed by those who were inter- 
ested in this matter that the phraseology hereis better phraseology 


for the protection of puem having patents than the phraseolo 
in the original amendment. Now, let me call the attention of the 
Senator to the original amendment, for which this is a substitute. 
Mr. WHITE. I will be happy to hear it, of course, but it does 
not affect my ent in the slightest. _ 
Mr. ALLISON. I understood the Senator to criticise the rt 


of the conference committee, when, in respect to the matters which 
he criticises, there is no substantial change from the original 
amendment which was adopted by the Senate, and which was 
* to be satisfactory to those interested in this matter. 

. WHITE. Of course I am criticising the report; but there 
is nothing personal about it at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not. 

Mr. WHITE. This is an omission. Whether the original Sen- 
ate phraseology ought to have been more definite or not is en- 
tirely outside of the necessities of the present case. Ther? has 
been a change, and I say now, when attention is called to this 
manifest injustice, it ought to be rectified; and I assume that no 
member of the conference committee on the part of either House 
would object for a minute to inserting three or four words which 
can be readily suggested, and which will cure this entire discrep- 


ancy. 

But I will call the attention of the Senator, if I am not inter- 
rupting him too much—— 

. SON. No; you are not interrupting me at all. 

Mr. WHITE. Icall his attention to the second section, which 
seeks to deal with this subject. In redrafting that provision it 
would be very easy to protect the right of any owner of land in- 
cluded within a reservation, giving to such owner the right of 
egress and ingress. That is Icomplain about. I think that 
that could be readily done, and I can not see that anyone would 
have any objection to it. If it has been heretofore omitted, either 
by failure on the part of myself or any other Senator to observe 
it, to know that fact would certainly be of no assistance to the set- 
tler or to the patentee of the land or the purchaser. What we 
want to do is to it right. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not think there is the slightest trouble in 
respect to the matter now suggested by the Senator in the general 
3 as it stands. I am quite sure that persons owning 

ands within a reservation are not to be deprived of the right to 
enter 8 lands. 

Mr. E. Will the Senator show me any provision here giv- 
ing such right? I know it has been denied by the officers of the 
Government, and they have been excluded by soldiers. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from California state from what 


of the rt he is reading? : 
of Pr. WHITE Nos feadtup beeen! page & oomen aba "No lg 
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herein shall be construed," and also the other subdivision, ** That 
in cases in which a tract," etc. 
Mr. BERRY. What isthe point of which the Senator is com- 


laining? 
Mr. WHITE. My complaint is that the 3 from a pat- 


entee of land under the Government of United States, the 
tent issued under the Government of the United States, and 
Ine title perfected, can not enjoy the right of egress and ingress; 
that he is shut out, excluded. 
Mr.CANNON. Before the Senator from California takes his 
seat, I should like to ask him for his construction of the language 


Mr. WHITE. I yielded to the Senator from Iowa, and then I 
interrupted him more than I should have done. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. > 3 f 

Mr. ALLISON. All I desire to say in regard to this particular 

aph is thatit was inserted for the benefit of those who, hav- 

ing land in a reservation, might, because of the reservation, desire 
to take land somewhere else, and if they so desire that the time 
they had resided on the land or whatever rights they had uired 
in the land on the reservation should lap over, and they should 
have credit for it upon any new land that they might occupy. 

Mr. WHITE. L appreciate the beneficent purpose involved. I 
am only calling attention to the phraseology, which is of such a char- 
acter that it precludes from the beneficial operation of this section 
any owner of land who does not come within the technical mean- 
ing of a settler and discriminates in favor of the possessor of an 
inchoate title against one who a title in fee. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, just one word, if the Senator from Utah 
will allow me. 


It may be that there will be 
other imperfections. is is one I do not know, but, if so, it 
can be easily corrected 


hereafter. 
Mr. WHI I want to attract the attention of the Senate to 
a fact. It is not easy to correct these things h They can 
be corrected more easily now. But there is phraseology in the 
last graph I cited which would tend to negative the theory of 
Modele M te Ou PERION. Of course the intention can not 
is otherwise. "That section gives a 


the or in of 
„„ 

Now, take the case, not an uncommon one, of a man who re- 
sides in a town located almost at the line, but outside of the res- 
ervation, and with the exception of his mere residence property he 
has all his land and ons within the reservation, but does 
not reside there. Is there any protection accorded to him under 


OMe WELLE, 

Mr. . Myresponse to that interrogatory would be that 
it must be construed to have been the intention of Congress, in 
adopting this amendment, to confer its benefits upon actual set- 
tlers, as that phraseology is used in the land laws of the United 
States, and the word “residing” would be construed with refer- 
ence to those laws. Ipresume that if he had a residence adequate to 
make him an actual settler under the land laws of the United States, 
he would come within the beneficial operations of that section. 
But the question of the Senator from Utah brings us back and 

ts again the fact that while this provision protects the per- 
son whose title is inchoate, the person who has a title in fee and 
whose title has ripened into a perfect one is excluded from the 


joyment of his property. 

E CANNON. Do not the words “residing upon" raise a dan- 
gerous question, that no persons shall own lands in a reservation 
who do not reside there? 

Mr. W It should be **bona fide settlers upon or owners 
within a reservation." 
6 : 8 Io Made of the ——— their 5 

on of the proviso following the portion of paragraph w 
has just been under discussion. 


Provided further, That in cases of unperfected claims the requirements of 
the laws respecting settlement, residence, improvements, etc., are complied 
with on - new claims, credit being allowed for the time spent on the relin- 


q 

I will state, for the information of the conferees on ihe part of 
the Senate, that on oneof the reservations in my State (and there 
are over 4,000,000 acres taken bodily from the State of Idaho on 
the two forest reserves that have just been set aside) there is not 
a single acre of unsurveyed agricultural land. There are farms 
under a high state of cultivation on that reservation, with good 
dwelling houses, barns, and other outbuildings and well inclosed 
with fences. I ask the chairman in charge of this report if those 
farmers would be compelled under this provision to abandon their 
homes and all they could get credit for would be the time N 
while on that reserve, and that to apply to some piece of 
upon which they might locate in any other locality? Is that the 
constrnction? 

Mr. ALLISON. Absolutely not. If they have any claim there, 
that claim can be perfected under the general provisions of the 
amendment, as I understand it. They are not obliged toabandon 
anything under this provision. It is only in case they desire 
to do so that the Government is directed here to protect them 
elsewhere, and give them the benefit of the time they have been 
upon the land within the reservation. So there is no trouble, 
I m say to the Senator from Idaho, on that point, as I under- 
stand it. 

Mr. SHOUP. I wil call the Senator’s attention to another 
portion of the report with which I am not in accord. It is on the 

st page, the last subdivision of the 3 The time 
fixed is the Ist of March next. In my judgment that does not 
give sufficient time, and if a time must be fixed it should be a 
later date. I would much prefer to have that clause stricken out 
altogether, leaving it entirely to the discretion of the President 
as to when the law shall go into effect. It will be after the 1st of 
July in the event this provision becomes a law before surveyors 
can be placed on the reservations to commence their active work. 
As to the Bitter Root Reservation, a portion of it lies very high, 
the altitude is great, and it will be impossible after the 1st of 
September to do much, if any, work insurveying that reservation. 
The same condition of affairs exists on some of the other reserva- 
tions. Hence, inmy judgment, if a time must be fixed, it ought to 
be extended far beyond the ist day of March next, giving the 
Secretary of the Interior, the surveyors, and all who have any con- 
trol whatever of the final settlement and location of these claims 
a longer period of time within which to do the work. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I wish to state that when this 
amendment was originally presented to the Senate I voted for it, 
Isupported it, and was in full sympathy with those in the West 
who are so much opposed to the President's order. I also voted 
that it was in order to place the amendment upon an ap ia- 
tion bill. I have thoroughly and earnestly e niea e view 
and contention taken by those residing in the States affected by 
the order of President Cleveland. I believed then and I believe 
now that the order was so extensive in its application, so illy con- 
sidered, that it worked great injustice to those people, and I aided 
and sup. them in every way possible. 

But now, when the Senate conferees have obtained all that it is 
possible for them to obtain, when it has become evident that the 
sundry civil appropriation bill must fail unless some concessions 
are made by the Senate, the question arises whether we would be 
justified in standing by the amendment as originally agreed upon 
and make no concession and thereby defeat this general we Er A 
tion bill. Ithink that such action could not be defended. We 
can not have all things as we want them. I think when the Senate 
conferees secured the abolishment of the order until the 1st day of 
March, 1898, they secured all that it will ever be possible to induce 
the House of Representatives to to. It seems to me that if 
the lands are left o until the 1st of March Congress will have 
ample time, from the 1st of December, a period of three months, 
to correct any wrong or defect. : 

In addition to that, the amendment also provides that the Presi- 
dent of the United States can absolutely revoke the Executive 
orders or any part thereof for all time. It appears to me that the 
friends of the measure secure qun all that they would have 
secured by the original amendment. Can any Senator from that 
section show me wherein they are injured, except in their desire, 
in which I sympathize with them, to wipe out an unjust order 
entirely, with which I say I fully agree? I am unable to see. 
what they have failed to secure under the.conference report, ex- 
cept the satisfaction of having the Executive orders revoked 
absolutely. 

Now, I wish to say a word in regard to the contention of the 
Senator from California . WHITE]. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia contends that this language would be construed to prohibit 
anyone who owns land, unless he was an actual settler within the 
limits, from going to and from that land. Ido not think it pos- 
sible that any court or any Department would ever give such a 
construction to the section. I wish to call the attention of the 
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Senator from California to two or three words that he did not 
read, or at least that he did not emphasize. The section reads: 


. Boing herein shall be construed as reminding the egress or ingress of 
actual settlers residing within the boundaries of such reservations, or from 
crossing the same to and from their property or homes; and such wagon 
roads and other 8 may be constructed thereon as may be neces- 
sary to reach their homes and to utilize their proper’ under such rules and 
regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. 


In addition to that here follows this language: 

Nor shall MAE herein prohibit any person from entering upon such 
forest reservations for all proper and lawftl purposes, including that of 
TS en Siren CE ̃ ⅛ͤͤGLZ EnA FOgule QUE OQ eC Ibg wach forest 
reservations. 

Now, then, there is an express provision that any person can 
enter for all lawful and proper purposes under such rules and 
regulations as shall be made by the Secretary of the Interior. 
Does anyone suppose that a man fit to be Secretary of the Interior 
of the United States would under that provision make a rule and 
regulation that because a man happened to reside in a town be- 
pe the limits of the reservation he could not be permitted to 

ve egress or ingress from his home to his ons therein? 
Ithink such a construction would be exceedingly technical and 
exceedingly narrow. 

One word more, and then I will have concluded, I want to say 
that there are other great interests in this bill as well as that of 
the forest reservations. While, as I said, I fully sympathize with 

ntlemen from the West, I believe they secure by this report 
at it is possible to secure on an appropriation bill. There 
are vast appropriations in the bill for many pupo in which a 
great many people are interested. In Tegar to my own section 
of the country, there is an appropriation here of $2,900,000 for the 
purpose of repairing the levees and to improve the navigation of 
the 8 River, which is made immediately available. 
That is placed in this bill so that the 8 can be used as 
soon as the bill is passed. By reason of the recent floods a great 
many crevasses were formed which permitted the water to sweep 
over a large section of the country. It has receded and they are 
now planting their cotton crops. There is a probability that there 
will a rise toward the latter part of June, and unless those 
crevasses can be closed before that comes, misfortune will again 
sod A sei people, and the crops now being planted will be de- 
stroyed. 

For this reason and many others, in Which other parties are 
interested in the bill, I do not think we would be justified in 
rejecting the conference report and longer delaying the passage 
of the Ulud civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. K Mr. President, I want to say a word while this 
subject is under consideration. I had something to do with the 
formation of the amendment which has been referred to by the 
Senator from California p WnITE]. In fact, the whole amend- 
ment is practically the bill which was considered by the Commit- 
tee on Forest Reservations one or two years ago. That bill was 
the outgrowth of a report made by a committee appointed by this 
5 to investigate damages to residents on the Sequoia National 
Park, in California. I was a member of that committee, and 
visited the Sequoia National Park. We took the testimony of a 
large number of bona fide settlers, It seems that a colony eis 

ne there a number of years ago, and had settled upon the lands 
1 9 8 they had been declared to be a national park. Those par- 
ties were ejected therefrom, and were forbidden ingress to or 
egress from the park. There was a great deal of trouble upon the 
partof settlers. Owing to this the committee were sent out there. 

I wish that these matters might be remedied in a better way 
than that indicated in the bill now before us. The commit- 
tee reported that a commission should be sent out Pr the Secre- 
tary of the Interior for the purpose of ascertaining the damages 
done to settlers, make a report to Congress of their appraisement, 
and that the settlers should be 5 by actual cash. I 
thought that was the proper policy; and I think so yet. 

The amendment as it now appears in the sundry civil bill is to 
the effect that the parties who own lands in these reservations 
can choose lands elsewhere of the same amount, and can havethe 
time credited to them which they have spent upon the land in the 
reservations. That may be in a sense a compensation, but a num- 
ber of these parties have been forced from their claims and have 

one elsewhere, and now are not in shape to take advantage of 
the Government's offer. A second homestead offer is a poor com- 
pensation. 

In other words, Mr. President, I do not believe that a man or a 
family who settled upon these reservations in years gone by and 
established improvements—trees, buildings, fences, etc., as was 
indicated upon the floor a short time since in the case of a settler 
who had gone upon the Sierra Park reservation—can be com- 
pensated by being privileged to go upon Government lands else- 
where. The years of toil spent in making improvements would 
indicate that they should have something more. 

I believe we should not agree to the conference report, but ask 
further conference, with the hope that a better solution be arrived 


the 
all 


at by the appointment of a commission to investigate the amount 
of damages done to these settlers. 

Besides, as has been stated by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
BERRY], the parties who live in towns adjoining the reservations 
are to be permitted, according to this report, to enter upon the res- 
ervations for all “lawful” and all “proper” purposes. I believe 
that refers merely to the privilege, for instance, of getting stock 
to and from the reservations, and does not refer, as indicated 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. CANNON] and the Senator from Cal 
ifornia [Mr. WHITE], to the privilege of occupying the lands for 
stock or farming p Ses, 

A better provision, Mr. President, can be framed than that 
found in the pending bill, one that will be just not only to those 
who live adjacent to the reservations, but just to the parties who 
have been compelled to leave the reservations and who should be 
compensated by an actual cash settlement. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not propose to enter into any discussion 
of the details of this amendment. I wed want to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the great blunder which has been made in 
inaugurating a system which has led to such lamentable results. 

It is very well for the Government of the United States to select 
particular localities which present novelties, curiosities, and 
strange developments of nature as places of resort, such as the 
Yosemite and the other great reservations, but to inaugurate a sys- 
tem of reservations in a country that is to be occupied by settlers is 
amost absurd proposition on its face. In the first place, it can in 
no view of the question accomplish any good. If large tracts of 
land are reserved and the people kept off of them, they will soon 
become barren of timber, for nobody will be interested in protect- 
ing the timber. As a rebuke to such a policy, it would be the 
desire of everybody that the standing timber should be destroyed 
by letting the Indians and others burn it as much as they please. 

Sofar asthe question is concerned of protecting the streams 
for irrigating purposes, the settlers themselves are the best guard- 
ians. They will fight 8 fires; and where they have cut off 
timber in all that mountain region, it takes but a few years for 
lands which can not be cultivated, which lie open, to have a new 
grow of timber, which isa better protection than the original 

aee for it is thicker, more luxuriant, and better covers the 
ground. 

Take California. There was a great waste of timber there in 
the early times in cutting down those magnificent forests; and we 
have heard much of the great evil that that would be to the 
sources of water supply; but when we go there now, we find those 
slopes which are not cultivated thickly studded with a new 
growth, which protects the water and shades the land better than 
the original forest. So you will find it throughout the Rocky 
Mountain region. 

Besides, these reservations create great inconvenience. Here is 
one reservation which covers 21,000,000 acres of land. It is that 
8 character of land which it has been the olicy of the 

overnment to keep open for loration and develo ment for 
mining purposes; it is land in which the mines of gold—if you 
will not use silver—and of copper and of lead will be found, the 
very lands in which people are hunting for all kinds of metals 
upon oy mining of which they rely, and in which there is great 
wealth. 

This reservation of 21,000,000 acres of land contains just the kind 
of land that is pone explored by the pioneers of the Western 
country. Why should there be needed an edict issued from Wash- 
ington that the people of the West should be excluded from the 
use of the country in which they live, and that it should be dedi- 
cated to folly—for it is nothing else, and it will accomplish no 
good purpose? Any person familiar with the situation, and who 

as been over that country and observed it with his eyes open, 
knows that the regions where people have not been able to settle 
at all are depleted by forest fires of all vegetation; but where 
inhabitants are scattered around, they will do everything they can 
to prevent those depredations. They will aid the Government all 
the while. 

If you are to protect your streams, you must have it done by the 
people. Those people are not bad; they are as much interested 
as you are, and much more so, for their own prosperity depends 
upon the protection of the timber. 

The idea, Mr. President, of allowing the organization of a bu- 
reau of theorists here, who have studied botany and some other 
things, perhaps, in the Old World, to manage these forest reserva- 
tions, people who have never seen the country, is an outrage upon 
the West. The proof of their ignorance, if not of their vicious 
disposition, is that, without seeing or knowing the country, with- 
out examination, ignoring the provisions laid down in the law, 
without consulting the people there, and without exercising great 
precaution, they should in a mass select 21,000,000 acres of land 
and dedicate it to folly and barbarism, and it shows that they are 
utterly incompetent if they are honest. Such a bureau ought to 
be an and it onght not longer to be allowed a place in this 
country. 
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That order was a disgrace to American civilization. It took in 
towns which were post-offices; miners were excluded from their 
property without any investigation. What would you think if 
there should be reservations in West Virginia or Pennsylvania 
taking five or ten million acres of land, taking in your inhabitants, 


and excluding the people from using the land while it was bein 
worked for coal? You would think it would be a pretty roug 
transaction. 'This is the same. Suppose you had a reservation 


covering those localities which stop the whole business and 
1 the people from the use of that country and its develop- 
ment. 


The idea that a band of theorists should be organized in Wash- 
ington and that such a bureau should find an Executive suffi- 
ciently ignorant of the situation to comply with their request is a 
inarvel It is true the last Executive went West in his early life 
to Buffalo, but those localities are away beyond Buffalo. The 
present Executive, I think, knows somet g mote about them; 
and I believe if you who are in touch with the present Adminis- 
tration will represent to the Executive the hardships, the folly, 
the extravagance, and the wickedness of this order, he will set 
it aside in toto and resort to the great powers he has of regulating 
these reservations. i 

When a reservation is made by the Government of the United 
States,it should be made for some public purpose; it should be 
made with some intelligence. It is not the way to carry on the 
settlement of the country to make such orders as these. I tell 
you that that country can be left to the people in it with as much 
confidence as any section of any country on earth. They are as 
good as any other people; they are as much interested in their 
country, and they will do as much to preserve its timber and its 
water. They are public-spirited; they are enterprising men from 
all sections of the country who have gone to the West. They are 
wide-awake; they will do everything they can to prevent injury 
to their country. The idea of setting aside 21,000,000 acres of 
land, a large portion of which is occupied, and all of which is 
n for the general welfare of the country, is the most bar- 
barous outrage that has been perpetrated in the last half century. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, we who desire to have the for- 
estry reservation order revoked have our standing before the Sen- 
ate simply by the courtesy and good will of the members of the 
Appropriations Committee and other Senators. With no desire 
to abuse the kindness they have shown, we appeal to the Senate 
that the conference report may be rejected, a further conference 
ordered, and a complete revocation of these orders had, 

A more inhumane order was never issued by Executive author- 
ity than this; and with no desire to reflect upon the Executive 
who issued it, or upon the Eastern people, I say that if any man 
had desired to prevent the development of the so-called ** unde- 
sirable" States in the West, he could not have proceeded upon 
more unjust and cruel lines to prevent that development than by 
the issuance of such an order. : 

The withdrawal of areas of land that are the best in several of 
the States where the orders were made equals in extent two-thirds 
of the entire area of the State of Illinois or the State of Iowa, and 
is not a very good encouragement to people to settle and build up, 
and certainly is in itself so rank an injustice to the people who 
inhabit those States that we think the Senate might well stand 
upon the plain principle of justice. I appeal to the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, who charge of this confer- 
ence report, to further insist with the House of Representatives 
upon the original amendment. 

Arr. President, in the State of Utah we are having withdrawn 
by Executive order all the desirable portions of the State not al- 
ready settled. There is no opportunity there for further enlarge- 
ment of civilization by the establishment of agriculture or mse. 
If this paly should be pursued, nearly a million acres of land, 
upon which 7,000 people depend for their maintenance, would be 
withdrawn, without their consent and against their interest, from 
the public domain, and there is nothing in the propose! of the con- 
ference committee which in any sense protects those people, be- 
cause, as said by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup], these lands 
are not surveyed. Seven thousand people, by their chosen repre- 
sentatives, petition this Senate, in a paper submitted on the 6th day 
of May, now lying upon the table, to have this order revoked, stat- 
ing that if the order were enforced strictly according to its letter, 
they would either perish or have to abandon the possessions which 
they had toiled for years to gain. 

It seems to me, with all respect to the view which has been 

resented by the Senator from Arkansas . BERRY], that this 

y could not do better at this time to insist upon the 
original view of the Senate, which was for an absolute revocation 
of this order. I would not have the sundry civil appropriation 
bill utilized to carry anything extraneous or not of the most 
emergent character; but it is just as important to the people who 
inhabit those States as the appropriation for the Mississippi River 
is to the people who live in t section. It is very much more 
important to all of this country than the appropriations for rivers 
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and harbors and other things which have crept into the sundry 


civil bill. 
In behalf of the needs of the people, I feel grateful for the con- 
sideration the Senate has shown in allowin e amendment to 


on the sundry civil bill when it was not technically entitled to 
M and having taken this step, I appeal to the Senate to stand 

y it. 

It is a cruelty, an inhumanity, and a barbarity that such an 
order should be allowed to remain one day longer than the time 
8 y for Congress to revoke and correct the evils thereby 
crea 


I do not have the same confidence that Senators have expressed 
in our ability to get a correction of this evil by other means. The 
very phraseology of this conference report shows that it is in- 
tended to cover these reservations for all time to come. Under it 
the Secretary of the Interior has the power to make rules and regu- 
lations by which those vast areas of the public domain can be 
utilized. Itis distinctly wrong that the people of those Western 
States, who are doing so much to upbuild their States and to bene- 
fit the country, should be obliged to send down to Washington 
and ask the Secretary of the Interior, often receiving a refusal, 
for permission to do something absolutely necessary to the devel- 
opment of their land. 

I have here a letter received this morning concerning the cutting 
of timber, which it may be worth while to consider. Mr. Beaure- 
gard Kenner, of Manti, Utah, who writes me on this subject, states: 

If this Administration would go to the trouble to send a few men (witha 
little common sense) out here to investigate the timber, they would see at 
once that the lumber industry is not destroying the timber on the water- 
sheds, for the reason that only about 25 per cent of the timber growing on 
our mountains is taken for lumber, the remainder being too small for use. 
We never cut timber smaller than 12 inches diameter, nothing is made in 
handling small timber, and it is not durable And they would see what an 
expense the people have gone to in building roads and bridges that they 
might i ges the timber they use in constructing tbeir homes and upbuilding 

Under the circumstances, it seems to me that the Senate can not 
do better than to insist on the original proposition, which was an 
absolute revocation of the order. I am satisfied, if this order or 
anything similar had been made concerning any of the Eastern or 
Middle Western States, there would have been a cry through the 
newspapers of this country which Congress would have heeded. 
The mere fact that this order was made concerning Western 
States, of which so little is known, is all that prevents us from 
having the entire 9 the country. 

Mr. RAWLINS. . President, in order that this question 
may be brought to a vote by the Senate, I wish to amend the 
pending motion, which I understand is to concur in the confer- 
ence report, by moving to add to the report the following: 

And that the Senate ask a further conference with the House in respect to 
the amendment proposed. 

Imove to amend by striking out the last proviso on page 1 of 
the report in the following language: 
^ Provided further, That lands WI in such reservations not otherwise 


isposed of before March 1, 1898, become subject to the operations 
of said orders and proclamations as now existing or hereafter modifled by 


the ent. 

Second, to amend by striking out the language alluded to by 
the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] and inserting in lieu 
thereof the following: 

Nothing herein 
EAS an dba resin iie dad eredi eimi da 
lands or other property within its boundaries. 

Mr. President, the effect of these amendments, as I understand, 
is to construe the report which has been made by the conference 
committee, so as to at once revoke absolutely the reservations 
made pursuant to the order of the President on the 22d of Feb- 
ruary last. They permit a full use of all properties and right- 
ful possessions within the boundaries of those reservations. I 
think that the Senate ought to adopt these amendments and not 
ce to this conference report except as amended as thus pro- 
vided. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I would suggest to the Senator from Utah 
that a conference report is not amendable; that under our rules 
we must vote directly upon it, and either accept or reject the re- 


port. 
eho NACE ESSIEN: The Senator from New Hampshire 
correct. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I was not aware that was the parliamentary 
rule of the Senate. It is otherwise, I understand, in the House, 
where I find the provision in relation to this matter to be that a 
conference report in the House may be concurred in with an 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the rule of 
the Senate to be that the vote must be taken upon concurring in 
the report of the committee of conference. If the Senate does not 
concur, the report may be amended by a further conference com- 
mittee, 
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Mr. GALLINGER. I ought perhaps to have added that un- 
doubtedly a motion to recommit the report, whether with or with- 
out instructions, would be in order. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Then I wil change the motion and propose 
to recommit with instructions by the Senate that the report be 
amended as I have indicated. 

Mr. WHITE. It appears to me, if the Senator from Utah will 
permit a suggestion, that the better way to do that would be to 
recommit the entire subject, and then the committee could deal 
with itin view of the discussion in the Senate, and not attempt to 
confine the committee to any set phraseology. I think the com- 
mittee is more competent to deal with it than any other body of 
Senators so far as. selecting a form of phraseology is con 

Mr. ALLISON. It seems to me that the only thing to do is to 
either adopt or reject the conference dp Sape 

Mr. WHITE. Undoubtedly that is situation, and I simply 
wish to detain the Senate for a moment, in view of the remarks 
made by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] in reference to 

criticism which I made a moment ago. 

Iam confirmed in my view by a more careful reading of the 
proradon to which I have already called attention. The language 

B: 


herein shall be construed as prohibiting the egress or ingress of 
crossing the ue yl F 8 
roads and other improvements may be constructed thereon as ma be neces- 
sary to reach their homes and to utilize their under such rules and 
regulations as may be prescribed by the Secre of the Interior. 

Then follows the provision to which the Senator from Arkansas 
referred, as follows: ; 

Nor shall an herein prohibit any person from entering upon such 
forest reservations for all proper and lawful pu inclu that of 
„ locating, and — = mineral resources thereof: Pro- 
That such persons comply the rules and regulations covering 
such forest reservations. 

Tf the last clause stood independent, it would still be exceed- 
ingly doubtful whether it would authorize the crossing of the 
reservation to other es; but there is no necessity of at- 
tempting to construe it ing alone, because the lawmaking 
authority has, by the explicit exscinding of S seien from the pro- 
vision permitting this egress and ingress, limited it to the owners 
thereon specially designated. If the committee had said, ** Noth- 
ing herein shall be construed as ium the or ingress 
of actual settlers residing,” and had added the four words, or 
owners of land," then there would have been no difficulty. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the clause the Senator from 
California isreading is a clause in the original Senate amendment, 


Nothin; 
set; 


and was not touched by the conference committee. It is your | th 
inserted 


own clause, it is your own provision, which was i there, 
and by no ible construction hasit been changed by subsequent 
or other clauses in the conference report. So that if we are now 


at this late day to enter upon a reconstruction of this great amend- 
ment, to occupy us in this body three or four days or a week, then 
of course we are to enter upon a new schemeof legislation with 
reference to these forest reservations, and I appeal to the Senator, 
in the interests which he and those associated with him have, not 
to undertake to require a conference committee to redraft this 
whole section. 

Mr. WHITE. Iam not making any such attempt. I believe 
that the Senator from Iowa and xe Pesce Senator admits that 
Iam right as to my contention that this privilege should be ac- 
whew Bey 2 the owners of land on the reservations. : 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me ask the Senator a question. Suppose 
I had a title from the Government, a patent to a tract of land, and 
afterwards the ent, for purposes of its own, created a 
reservation which embraced ‘that tract of land, does he believe 
that any 1 tion we can make would deprive me of the power 
to go upon that land and exercise whatever right I desireto exer- 
cise as to the — ang authority upon the land? Would 
a court sustain any statute which even in explicit and express 
terms would make such a prohibition? Certainly not. 

Mr. WHITE. I attem to state to the Senate and to the 
Senator from Iowa and I will now restate the fact, which per- 
haps is more valuable than theorizing about what a decision may 
be. Iam personally aware of tracts of land in the State of Cali- 
fornia around which a reservation has been declared, whereon the 
owners of land, purchasers from patentees, have not been permit- 
ted to enter and have been excluded by the armed forces of the 
United States under the direction of the Department of the Interior; 
and this legislation will give color to the exercise of that authority, 
because it omits from the grant the privilege of i and egress 
to those who are owners of the land; and, as I said before, it is a 
discrimination in favor of the possessor of the inchoate title. 

Now, in addition to what I said, I call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the last two lines on page 8: 


The settlers within the exterior boundaries of such forest reser- 
ete ante that Sieur 1 pied 
reservation, m: occu: 
MON, not exceeding 8 oron Tor end tons and 1 for a 


It is the obvious intention here to exclude from icipancy in 
these statutory permissions the owners of the fee within the reser- 
vation. As far as the land owned is concerned, of course the 
owners can do with it what they like; but the use of the land is & 

tof its enjoyment, and whether it be usurpation or no, the 

t is that the Government assumes to exercise the authority 
which I have stated, does exercise it, and does exclude from the 
participancy and full exercise of the right of an owner in fee men 
circumstanced as those to whom I have directed attention. 

If there is anything sacred in reference to the first clause which 
I have criticised, the amendment 1 have referred to can be incor- 
porated in the second clause, which the Senator admits has been 
subject tothe scrutiny of the committee and altered there. There 
is no difficulty in inserting in that clause a half dozen words giv- 
ing the owners of land in the reservation the same rights of in- 
gress and egress heretofore accorded tosettlers therein, Theonly 
way, of course, to meet this is to send the report back. 

I can not conceive of any argument, I can not conceive of any 
suggestion, which wouldinduce me to think that any rationalman, 
anxious to do right, would father a piece of legislation, when his 
attention was called to it,as our attention is now called to it, 
which would exclude the owner of the land from enjoying that 
land and give a superior right to one whose title is less than fee. 
Of course, if it is to meet with 3 elsewhere, if it can not 
be incorporated in here, that is the end of it. We might take the 
matter as it is, but we should not refrain from an attempt to cor- 
rect it because of the difficulty of going back, whether it be ow- 
ing to the inattention of myself or anybody else. Iam not charg- 
ing any inattention upon the committee. The Committee on 
Appropriations does a very vast amount of work in the discharge 
of its duty to this body and to the country with signal ability, and 
it isand always has been a matter of wonder to me how that great 
committee is able so thoroughly to discharge its many duties. 

But stillas we move on and examine this legislation there is 
perhaps none of us who may not discover some criticism that 
m gr be made. Our work, when it passes from this Chamber 
and from the c is frequently criticised, and gue 
under the lamp of judicial scrutiny defects are discovered whic 
would have been avoided if they had been called to our attention, 
When legislation is nascent is the time to point ont defects. 
Whether those defects result from inattention on my part or inat- 
tention on the part of any other Senator or inattention on the part 
of anybody else cuts no figure with me. I will point it ouf 
whether or not I have committed it, and will not consider that I 
am being unduly criticised if it is shown that I do not know every- 


ing. 
Mr. WILSON. Before the Senator from California takes his 
seat, I should like at this point and along the line of his argument to 
ask a question as to which I also desire the attention of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations. This is quite a long 
amendment, and I should like to know if any provision has been 
made, not for the actual settler, for whom the Senator is appeal- 
ing so eloquently, which is right and p and just; but in this 
hop, skip, and jump through the State which I in part 5 
the forestry commission have withdrawn a large area of d, in 
round numbers, 8,000,000 acres. In those withdrawals we have 
d: Aere ud. part of the ror Tops rcgi ety fe land 
gran us ngress thro ena ac ere are 
also school lands. I should like to know what provision is made, 
if the forestry reservations are continued, to indemmify the State 
for selections already made, and for the schools, for their portion 
of this withdrawal of the public domain. 

Mr. ALLISON. My first answer to the Senator from Washing- 
ton is that the amendment has been in conference in only 
one i from the amendment which received the approval 
of all the friends who are now pe papa the conference report, and 
that particular is that instead of a revocation of the orders of the 
22d of February for all time, the revocation only continues until 
March 1, 1898. From now until March 1, 1898, the orders of Presi- 
dent Cleveland are not only suspended, but revoked, so that if 
I choose or if anyone else chooses to go upon any portion of any of 
the reservations, he or I can secure the same title to the land that 
he or I could have secured if the reservations had never been made. 

So whatever criticisms are made here as r ts the amend- 
ment and against it are criticisms that can not lie against the con- 
ference report, and are merely criticisms which show that the 
proper committees of the Senate and of the House, within the eight 
or nine months intervening, wil have an opportunity to pronos 
such remedial legislation as may be necessary. It is within the 
power of these two Houses, from now until the ist of March next 
if the Senator from Washington will allow me one moment more 
absolutely to revoke by legislative enactment the entire orders of 
President Cleveland of Fe 22. 

We revoke it only temporarily, up to the Ist of March. We have 
in the revocation taken the phraseology of the amendment intro- 


duced here by the friends—and I am one of them—of this legisla- 
tion, which provided that the revocation should expire on the ist 
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day of March. I ner mr that the House committee were wholly 
unwilling to revoke the orders; and whilst I do not undertake to 
say what will be done in the future, I have no doubt that the con- 
esie ALS DOE Oe ia pn ee the best possible ar- 
Tangementas to this particular matter. It is a tive provision 
Which has no place upon the pending bill at all. It was placed 
upon it because of the emergency of the situation. We went very 
far in the direction of putting new and important legislation upon 
an appropriation bill. È 

It was necessarily im ect, and the Senator from California 
himself now criticises his own legislation and shows its imperfec- 
tion. However, fortunately for us, seven or eight months will 
intervene in which Congress can act either by joint resolution or 
by new legislation, and cure the evils, if there are evils, in the 
legislation. Yet Senators now undertake to say that because 
they can not have ev ing in the amendment which ought to 
be there for future years, both for the protection of the settlers 
and for the protection of the public, they will reject a conference 

involving millions upon millions of dollars. 
answer to the specific inquiry of my friend the Senator from 

Washington, I will say that by no possibility can any right of the 
State of ington or any right of any citizen of that State be 
imperiled by the amendment. Whatever rights they have ac- 
quired as respects the public lands under the public-land laws are 
reserved and p , and the order of President Cleveland is 
absolutely revoked, 80 that a citizen of the United States can go 
upon any one of the reservations and do what he could have done 
before the order was issued, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Iowa answer me one 
question? 


Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the order is revoked wholly, as the gentle- 
men of the West contend for, why can not President McKinley, 
after an examination and the report of such men as he can trust, 
issue another order setting Be owe forest reservations which will not 
conflict with the interests of those people? 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly he can. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then why not let us get rid of this trouble 
which one President has brought upon those people by peremp- 
torily and forever revoking the order and keeping it out, leaving 
these gentlemen and their constituents to manage their own affairs 
in their own way and for their own best interest until the Presi- 
dent interferes? 

Mr. ALLISON. One difficulty, I will say to my friend the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, is t legislation is passed by two 
Houses, and from all we know the other House do not quite accord 
with the views of the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iholda great many other opinions in which 
the other House do not concur. They have no House over there, 


anyway. They have one man running it. 
Mr. TLE. Mr. President, it must be obvious from what 
has been said, especially by the Senator from California [Mr. 


WnniITE], that there is at least one other serious defect in the pro- 
posed amendment. I do not care to prolong the debate or to take 
up the time of the Senate, but I wish to ask the distinguished 
zin of the Committee on Appropriations if, in view of what 
has been stated here in the debate, he does not think it will be at 
least wo: of effort to make one more attempt to secure an ex- 
e period of revocation of the orders, say for one year? 

I make the estion because, under the provisions of the 
amendment, by that time it is certain, or almost certain, that all 
the necessary information which can be obtained from an exami- 
nation and survey of the land under the direction of the Geolog- 
ical Survey will be at the command of the President of the United 
States, so that he may then discriminatingly and intelligently and 
without injustice to any of the people of those States make an 
ri setting apart forest reservations which will be absolutely 


'This is not asking very much in behalf of those people, and I do 
believe, in view of what has been said, that the conference report 
can be perfected in one or two other directions by re-referring it 
or sending it back for a brief period. The whole matter need not 
take more than a day, and I think after what has been said here 
that our friends at the other end of the Capitol will see that this 
request at least is a modest one, that it is reasonable, and that it 
is necessary, in view of the condition which exists. 

I wish to ask the chairman of the committee if he does not think 
that this is a reasonable proposition, and that it may be brought 
about by another effort? 

Mr. LISON. Ican only say, in response to the Senator from 
Montana, that I believe the Senate conferees have secured the best 

ible adjustment of this matter, and that if we do not agree to 
t, the effect will certainly be a preibngeuon of the differences be- 
tween the two Houses upon the amendment. 

Of courseit is a matter in which I have no interest other than 
the public interest. If Senators desire or believe that it is a wise 
thing for us to reject the report and enter into a controversy of 
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that character, I think I can bear it as well as any other Senator, 
Ibelieve that under these provisions and under the 3 
the President of the United States will act 3 wisely 
for the interest of the who are chiefly affected by the legis- 
lation. There is ample time between now and the ist day of 
March to deal with age nae e by and large through these two 
bodies or through the President of the United States, and I be- 
lieve it would be absolute unwisdom to hold this great appropria- 
tion bill any longer in the Senate. e 

Mr. MANTLE. It must be borne in mind that the President of 
the United States can, at any moment when he sees fit, under the 
provision of the pending amendment and under provisions of law, 
make other orders of a like character. There is absolutely noth- 
ing, if these orders are revoked, to prevent him from making 
another order on the following day. 

I wish to state that we are not at all afraid or alarmed as to the 
character of an order which would-be issued by the now President 
of the United States. We are willing to take chances nany 
order which lie may issue, but we do not want to be left in the 
position where, if nothing else shall be done in the meantime, the 
obnoxious and unjust orders now prevailing shall again be brought 
intolife by the expiration of this legislation, which they will be 
unless action is taken in the meantime. 

I do not believe that the necessary information from the Geo- 
logical Survey can be had upon which wise, discriminating, and 
intelligent action can be had by the ist of March, 1898, and it is 
for that reason that we ask that the order shall be rovoked in toto 
or else that the time be so extended that we may be certain that 
the necessary information will be at the command of the Depart- 
ment and of the President. 

Mr. PETTIGREW obtained the floor. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The senior Senator from South Da- 
kota is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I yield to my colleague. 

Mr. KYLE. I wish to say just one more word in support of the 
3 I made a while ago. . 

y objection to the amendment is that it works an injustice to 
the s who are settlers upon the forest reservations, and if 
the matter be settled in this way it will be settled for all time to 
come, and the question of future compensation to those men will 
be ue of the question, They might as well know that point first 
as è 

The case is this: Settlers have gone into the Western country, 
some of them twenty-five years ago, and have settled on lands, 
have established homes, planted trees, erecte buildings, houses, 
barns, etc., and have made improvements, sometimes to the 
amount of three, four, orfive thousand dollars, Then comes along 
à President, and, under authority of Congress, sets apart a certain 
section of country as a forest reservation. There may not be a 
settler for a distance of 10 or 15 miles; there may be no churches, 
no schools, no privileges of society. 

Now, under the amendment which we have before us, the Gov- 
ernment says, Yon can get up and go and leave improve- 
ments; leave your homes, if you do not like the situation; select 
100 acres in another portion of the United States, and have the 
time you have spent a your land accredited to yon under the 
homestead laws, and that is all the compensation you will get.” 
It is very small compensation for the years of labor and toil that 
a man has placed upon his homestead in the Western country. 

My proposition is that the Government should send a commis: 
sion to appraise the lands and the improvements and pay 
the man $5,000, if $5,000 be due him. Pass this, if you will, and 
it will allow a man to select 160 acres in lieu of his homes: 
which he relinquishes, and that is all he will ever get. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, the portion of the confer- 
ence report to which I object is that which is found on page 1 of 
the printed report, as follows: 

Provided her. That lands embraced in such reservations not otherwise 
disposed of before March 1, 1898, shall again become subject to the operations 
of So and proclamations as now existing or hereafter m by the 

If that language were changed so as to provide that the reser- 
vation should be subject to such order as the President might 
make, after examining the area, so that positive action would 
have to be had upon the part of the President, I should not object. 
But if, without action, without examination, we, as legislative 
bodies, are to continue the reservations, I am afraid the executive 
department will neglect to act. If the executive department is 
obliged to act before this region can be embraced within a reserva- 
tion, then I am satisfied to give it the power, because then I 
believe it will be wisely exercised. 

If the words which 1 have read were stricken out and the words 
I will suggest were inserted in their place, I think the amend- 
ment, taken as a whole, would be an excellentthing. I believein 
saving and — the forests. I believe that fires should be 
prevented, that the ripe trees should be cut and sold, and that 
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where trees are cut young trees should be planted in their places, 
so that the forests will be preserved Leg? sabia But I do not 
believe that a region where there are no forests, but where there 
are cities and towns and railroads and mills and mines and farms, 
should be embraced within a forest reservation and the entire 
population occupying the same made criminals, as they have been, 
through the ignorant order of Grover Cleveland. 

If we were to provide that the lands embraced within such res- 
ervations, not otherwise disposed of, shall, when the surveys of 
said reservation are completed, or after such examination of the 
areas embraced in said reservations as the President shall direct, 
be subject to such orders as the President may make in reference 
to the same, so as not to disturb the right of any actual settlers or 
claimants now residing upon any of the lands embraced in said 
reservations, it would be entirely satisfactory. Then when the 
President had examined the areas and had done what Cleveland 
ought to have done before he issued his order, and had decided 
that a portion of the area should be embraced within a forest res- 
ervation, so as not to do injustice to the people of that country, 
he could issue his order and I should be entirely content. ‘ 

Mr. President, it seems that in 1863, by an act of Congress, th 
National Academy of Sciences was created, for the purpose of 
furnishing information to the Executive Departments of the Goy- 
ernment. A year or so ago one of the members of the academy 
called upon the Interior Department and asked them to designate 
the academy, or a commission from the academy, to look into the 
forest reservations. The Secretary of the Interior addressed a 
member of the academy a letter calling on him for information, 
and he replied saying an aeration was necessary. Congress 
appropriated $25,000 for them to make an examination, so that 

e forest reservations could be ricus Qus qd designated. What 
was then done? Five men were picked out. They took a palace 
car and started for the Yellowstone Park, and on the 8th of July 
last were importuning the tment for facilities with regard 
to their mail, and so on, etc, On the way they designated a reser- 
vation in the State of South Dakota, passed by it on the train, 
never entered the area embraced therein, and did not even see the 
country which they embraced within the reservation. 

Mr. k YLE. Will my colleague allow me for a moment? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE. Wasitnotdoneinthe hotel room? Was not that 
as near as they got to the reseryation? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Les, sir. They went by in a car, and they 
designated as a forest reservation an area containing 17 pe 
offices, 15,000 people, and 50 miles of railroad. They come k 
and report that a great deal of timber has been cut in that region. 
So there has been. Thelandisunsurveyed. One hundred million 
dollars of gold has been produced in that region within the last 
twenty-two years. The people have used timber from the public 
domain, and have used it lawfully. Not a single suit has been 
tried, not a single conviction had; and yet the forest commission 
in their report spend a good deal of time describing the stealing 
of timber in that locality. 

About two years ago timber was 5 in violation of law 
from the reservation down into Nebr . The parties were in- 
dicted in the United States court, and in every case where they 
did not plead guilty they were found guilty by the jury. Law 
can be enforced by juries in that country. If there is any im- 
provident or dishonest use of timber whatever, if there has been 
stealing of the timber, which is made an excuse for the dishonest 
and ignorant orders, why were not prosecutions had? Simply 
because they have lawfully used the timber. Every miner, every 
settler under existing law, obeying such rules and regulations as 
are laid down by the Secretary of the Interior, can cut timber on 
the public domain. We prope by the amendment to provide for 
the care of the forests, so t improvident cutting can not be 
had, but at the same time we insist that these improvident and 
dishonest orders shall be revoked. 

What is more, Mr. President, this junketing commission went 
to Wyoming. I will read what the governor of the State of 
Wyoming says about their operations there, Let us see how they 
set apart a forest reservation in Wyoming: 

The commission made no examination whatever. They through 
Wyoming on the fast train of the Burlington Railroad, which at no place is 
within 15 miles of these mountains. Whenthis train stopped at Sheridan, the 

ple of that town, having become accidentally ad ofthe presence of 

e commissioners, solicited them to stop at least for a day and ean 
examination of the reservoirs and irrigation works already built within the 
limits of the forest areas on these mountains. Provision for their Serene 
tation—all the expenses of their maintenance—was to be made, not by inter- 
ested parties, but by a member of the State board of water controland one 
of the officials of the State most interested in forest preservation. Instead of 
doing this they preferred to pass on without stopping, and to consider these 
matters in the attractive and salubrious surroun gs of Yellowstone Park, 
100 miles from the area with which they were dealing. 

Then they went into Washington and did the same thing, and 
into Montana in the same manner. In their report there is not 
a word showing that they investigated a single area which mey 
recommended to be set apart, I say they ought to be rebuk 


I say the Senate ought to insist upon its amendment and the other 
House ought to yield. 

Mr. President, all Senators and all Representatives in the other 
House from that part of the country are united on this ques- 
tion. There is no division among them, and it is a local question. 
Yet their will and wish are to be overridden by a junketing trip 
of five scientific gentlemen from a part of the country 2,000 miles 
away. If we should send a delegation from the far West into 
New England and insist upon a policy with regard to that section 
which would be destructive to their prosperity, protests would 
arise that would overshadow the threats of rebellion that came 
from the Hartford convention of years ago, and again they would 
talk of a dissolution of the Union. 

It is a local question, Mr. President. The cutting of timber in 
those forests does not affect any other area in this country, for the 
reason that the Rocky Mountain pine when once cleared off grows 
up again. To-day, in spite of the fact that millions of dollars’ 
worth of timber has been cut in the Black Hills of South Dakota, 
there are more trees there than ever before. The town of Dead- 
wood is called Deadwood because when they first located there all 
the timber had been killed by fire and there was no timber fit to 
cut. To-day that country is covered with a dense forest of young 
pine thicker than ever; and so it is all over the Rocky Mountain 
region wherever we cut down trees fit for use. The young timber 
is better to preserve the water supply than the old timber and the 
large timber. You can cut every tree fit to use for lumber in the 
Rocky Mountain region and in thirty years, yea, in ten years, 
have a better forest for the preservation of water and the preven- 
tion of floods than you have now. 

Isayitisalocalquestion. In Dakota we are interested in not 
having this timber shipped out of the State. We are interested 
in having these forests preserved, so that our people can use 
them. The great mine of which so much has been said has to-day 
in sight $100,000,000 of gold yet to be mined. It will take thirty 
years to exhaustit. Theyare interested, then, in the preservation 
of this timber. "They are willing to pay a fair price for every tree 
they use, but they are not willing that an order shall be perpetu- 
ated which makes every man who takes a tree a criminal. Forty 
thousand people are supported by this means, independent of the 
15,000 who reside within the area of the forest reservation. There 
is no other source for timber. Since the 22d day of last Febru- 
ary every tree they have cut, everything they have done, has been 
in violation of the criminal laws of the United States. No wonder 
they are impatient! I would feel that I failed in my duty to those 
people if I did not ‘insist, even to the defeat of the sundry civil 
aopa on bill, upon the absolute revecation of this order. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
rt of the conference committee, 
. PETTIGREW. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I havea 
general pair with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. OUI: 

Mr.PETTIGREW. TheSenatorfrom Minnesota [Mr. NELSON 
asked me to secure a pair for him in favor of the Senate amend- 
ment. Isuggest to the Senator from North Dakota that he transfer 


his pair. 

Mr. BATE (when the name of Mr. Harris of Tennessee was 
called). Idesire to state that my colleague [Mr. Harris] is ab- 
sent,sick. He is paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
. k 

Mr. MANTLE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MARTIN]. 


Mr. MITCHELL (when hisname wascalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 
Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 


the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. > When this ques- 
tion was up before, he voted in favor of the revocation of the Exec- 
utive order, and as I would vote that way, I do not think my vote 
would conflict with the pair. I therefore vote ‘‘nay.” 


Mr. TURNER (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. If he were here, I 
should vote ** nay." 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I have a general pair 


with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELsoN]. Ido not know 
how he would vote. If he were here, I should vote yea.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have a general pair with the senior Sena- 
tor from Texas [Mr. MILL]. 

Mr. BERRY (after having voted in the affirmative). I havea 
general pair with the Senator from Colorado ex TELLER], with 
an understanding, however, between him an myself that I can 
vote when I desire. On this question I think it is probable that 
he would vote ‘‘nay.” Therefore I ask leave to withdraw my 
vote and announce the pair. 

Mr. MANTLE, The Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLAY] has a 
general pair with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 
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I have a general pair with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MAR- 
TIN]. e desire to transfer those pairs so that the Senator from 
Georgia may vote and that I may vote as well. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CLAY. I vote *'nay." 

Mr.HANSBROUGH. 1 transfer my pair with the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] to the junior Senator from Minne- 
sota [Mr. NELSON]. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. VEST. Thattransfer having been made,Ican vote. Ivote 
rn yea. * - 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—22 


Aldrich, Faulkner, McEnery, Proctor, 
Allison, Gear, Morgan, Quay. 
Bate, Gray, Pasco, pooner, 
Caffery, Perkins, Turpie, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Pett Vest, 
Devoe. Eom Platt N.. Wellingto 
i enney, 8 e n, 
Fairbanks, di Pritchard, Wetmore. 
NAYS—25. 
Bacon, Foraker, McMillan, Stewart, 
Butler, e, Mallory, llman, 
Cannon, ‘is, Mantle, White, 
Carter, Heitfeld, Pet! W. Wilson. 
Clark, Jones, Ark. Raw 
Clay, Jones, Nev. ^ 
Davis, Kyle, Shoup, 
NOT VOTING—3L 

Allen, Gallinger, Martin, — Sewe 
Baker, George, Smith, 
Berry, Gorman, WA eller, 

Hale, Mitchell, h 
Chilton. Harris, Tenn. Morrill, Turner, 

Hoar, Murphy, Warren, 
Daniel, Lodge, Nelson, Wolcott. 
Elkins, McBride, Penrose, 


So the report was concurred in. 
LIST OF CLAIMS ALLOWED. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 17th instant, a list of all claims allowed up to 
and including the 25th instant by the several accounting officers 
of the Treasury Department under rex gt ups the ces of 
which have been exhausted or carried to the surplus fund under 
the provisions of section 5 of the act of June 20, 1874, etc.; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

LIST OF JUDGMENTS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response 
to the resolutions of April 6 and May 17, 1897, a list of judgments 
rendered by the Court of Claims, amounting to $159,901.35, which 
have been presented to that Department and require an appro- 
priation for their payment; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed, 

THE TARIFF BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
unfinished business, being the bill (H. R. 879) to provide revenue 
for the Government and to encourage the industries of the United 
States. 

Mr. CARTER. Isubmit, by request, an amendment intended 
to be proposed to the pending bill, which I ask may lie on the table 
and be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Isubmit an amendment intended to be pro- 

by me to one pending tariff bill, which I ask may lie on the 
table and be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That will be the order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to present sundry memorials. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator from Connecticut. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, ` 

Mr. HAWLEY. ' I present a memorial of the Lexington Print 
Works and 180 other textile manufacturing companies in the United 
States, remonstrating against placing coal-tar dyes on the free list. 
I move that the memorial be printed as a document, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

'The motion was agreed to. 

Mr: HAWLEY presented a memorial of the Stamford (Conn.) 
Manufacturing Company and 10 other firms engaged in manufac- 
turing dyewood extracts, and a memorial of Huber & Co. and 26 
other firms, manufacturers and exporters of American goods, re- 
monstrating agang placing coal-tar black dyes on the free list; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of F. H. Messenger & Co., of New 
York, and 48 other firms engaged in importing logwood dyes, 
remonstrating against placing aniline dyes on the free list; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. — 


He also presented a memorial of William P. Clyde & Co., of New 
York, and 71 other owners and agents of steamers and sailing ves- 
sels, remonstrating against placing aniline colors or blacks on the 
free list; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the memorial of Jason J. Burley, 
of New Hampshire, remonstrating against an increase of the duty 
on beer; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a memorial of Cigar Makers' Union of 
Ashland, Wis.,remonstrating against the proposed rate of duty to 
be placed upon Habana fillers and Habana and Sumatra wrappers; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. ; 

He also 5 a petition of the Merchant Tailors’ Exchange 
of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the passage without amendment 
of section 666 of the pending tariff bill, relating to the free entry 
of wearing apparel personal effects, etc.; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. KYLE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Deadwood 
S. Dak., praying for the enactment of legislation for a more rigid 
restriction of immigration; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom the subject was referred, reported an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropri- 
ation bill, the amendment providing for the relief of George Z. 
French, late postmaster at Wilmington, N. C., and moved that it 
be printed, and, with the errand Tye UE papers, referred to the 
Committee on A tl Secrest which was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLIN , from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1514) granting arrears of pension to 
H. Morris Husband, asked to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; 
which was cg to. 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Territories, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1040) to provide compensation for a bridge 
and for buildings and other improvements constructed by certain 
persons upon public lands afterwards set apart and reserved as 
the Yellowstone National Park, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 643) for the relief of C. J. Baronett, of Gardiner, Mont., 

rted adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

. SHOUP, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2010) to establish a new land district, to be 
known as the Yukon land district, in the Territory of Alaska, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands; which was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr.CARTER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2036) to increase 
the pension of y C. Cook; which was read twice by its title, 
e with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
ensions. 
Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 2037) granting a pension to 
Ellie Kee; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


ADDITIONAL TELEGRAPH OPERATOR. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, 'That the President of the Senate be authorized and directed to 
appoint an additional ö operator for service at the Senate Annex, at 
a salary of $1,200 per annum, to be paid from the contingent fund of the Sen- 
ate until otherwise provided. 


ALICE JOYCE. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be. and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay to Alice Joyce the sum of $10 for writing in connec- 
tion with the pearing had before the subcommittee of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations of y Earle in regard to conditions in Cuba, the same 
to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the pending 
amendment. 

The SECRETARY. On page 3 the Committee on Finance propose 
to insert the following as an additional paragraph: 

7}. Bleaching powder, or chloride of lime, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound, 

Mr. ALDRICH, That item was passed over yesterday by gen- 
eral consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 
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The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 3, inline 19, after the word 
“copper,” to insert ‘one-half of; so as to make the paragraph 
read: 

8. Blue vitriol, or sulphate of copper, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3 to strike out lines 23 and 
24, as follows: 

FT borate of lime, 2 cents per pound; 

And to insert a new paragraph, as follows: 


anhydrous boracic acid, 3 cents per pound. 

Mr. VEST. Iofferthe following as a substitute for the com- 
mittee amendment: 

Borax, or borate of or borate of I 1; cents per pound, 
5 Lebe S — soda, ime, 1} per pound; 

Under the existing law the duty upon borax, crude; borate of 
soda, and borate of lime is 13 cents rum and on refined borax 
it is 2 cents a pound. Under the McKinley law the duty was 3 
cents a pound upon borax, crude; borate of lime, and borate of 
soda, and 5 cents a pound upon the refined borax. 

I call attention simply to the proposed duties, which it seems to 
me are enormous. I do not ose now to go back and discuss 
the duty upon borax, but I attention to the fact that the value 
of borate of lime is 2.4 cents, according to the Hg tere state- 
ment, and apon it the proposed amendment puts a duty of 4 cents 
apound. This is an enormous taxation, and there is nothing to 
justify it, as was said y, and I do not care to repeat it at 
any length, upon an article which enters into almost all the ordi- 
nary uses of life. For that reason z propose to go back, if possible, 
to the existing duty as now provided by statute. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not intend to prolong the discussion upon 
this article. I think the question was fairly settled yesterday in 
the vote of the Senate. But I do desire to call the attention of 
the Senator from Missouri to a fact which may have ee his 
attention. In previous tariff acts the duties upon refined borax 
were very much higher than are suggested by the amendment of 
the committee. In 1862 the rate was fixed at 10 cents a pound, 
and it remained at 10 cents a pound until the act of 1883—nearly 
double, or quite double, the rate suggested by the committee. 

Mr.JO of Arkansas. Ihavemislaidfor the moment a paper 
that I desired to present to the Senate. It was received by me 
subsequent to what I submitted to the Senate Y, and shows, 
E other things, the price of borate of lime in London now. 
stated yesterday that borateof lime was sold in London at £9 ster- 
ling perton. Lyesterday received a communication, after making 
that statement to the Senate, showing quotations in the London 
market at £8 and 158 se ton—less than a cent and a half a pound 
as the London price of an American article shipped to the London 
market, and on which this bill proposes to give a protective tariff 
of 4 cents a pound. Iam unable to find at this moment the paper 
which I ed to present to theSenate, but I will ask leave toin- 
sert it in the RECORD if I should be fortunate enough to find it. 

I wish to call attention in this connection, for one moment, to a 
statement made by Mr. Krebs before the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee of the House, which shows the animus of this proposition 
as distinctly as anything else can. In speaking of the proposition 
to put this tax on the borate of lime he this language, on 

38: 
i Do evidence of good faith, the American miners have offered and stand 
ready to supply this raw material to contracting parties at the foreign price, 
plus the wating rate of duty. 

This is all we accuse them of, proposing to mine borate of lime 
in this country, send it abroad, and sell it at a cent and a half a 
pound, and they are hide a 0 sell it to American consumers for 
the foreign price, which is about 14 cents a pu plus the essi 
rate of duty, now abont 2 cents a pound, I believe, and if the b 
goes into effect it will be 4 cents. 

Lagree with the Senator from Rhode Island that this question 
was about settled yesterday. It is useless to attempt to argue the 
question further, and I am willing to submit the matter to the 
oe sense of the Senate. I will insert in the RECORD, however, 


e paper which I spoke of 1 5 now, which comes from a borax 
manufacturer and refiner of borax who has been in the business 
for thirty years, and who states the facts in connection with his 


trade, which I commend to the attention of the Senate. 
The paper referred to is as follows: 

n tt, San Bernardino County, Cal. (owned 
by an En corporation styled the Pacific Coast Borax 9 and Red - 
wood & Chemical Works, Limited), is the only mine of te of lime 

in the United States at the present time, and = their eri — 
or is e 
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Erst That th Pacific Coast Borax Com: is a foreign corpora: 
e c rax pany is a foi tion, or- 
ganized under English laws, and an absolute monopoly. m 
Second. It has driven out of existence every American borax mine by rea- 
“Third. Ht ships the crude article to England in 1a tities 
R ps the crude article to England in (constanti; 
ng), and sells it therein competition with the Nur ieh borate. 7 
Fourth. The reduction in price of borax refined is due alone to the fact that 
with a duty of l cents per pound on borate of lime under the present law and 2 
cents per pound for borax refined there is a slight but uncertain chance for 
Eastern refiners to compete with the Pacific Coast monopoly. 
Fifth. With the present rates of duty the Pacific Coast people are able to 
reduce prices and now control 80 per cent of the domestic market, and under 
existing se (Qe Wilson bill), sooner or later, they will destroy the Eastern 


interes 

Sixth. Since the passage of the present law the Pacific Coast Borax Com- 
n have steadily reduced the d e of refined borax until it is now 5} cents 

r pound in car lots in New York. The domestic annual production, 
all by this one 5 has increased from 8,000,000 pounds in 1808, with 
a duly then underthe McKinley law of 3 cents per pound on crude and 5 cents 
per pone on refined, to 16,000,000 pounds at the present time under the pres- 
ent law of 1j cents per pound on crude and 2 cents per pound on refined. 

Beventh. This company admits that it can lay the borate down in San 
Francisco at 6) cent per 100 pounds; the freight to New York from there, 30 


cents per 100 pounds, makin cents laid down in New York. company 
sells the crude article in the kondon market at $1.95 per 100 pounds, as against 
the Turkish at $2 per 100 The foreign can not be landed in New 


York for less than 3j cents per pound, including duty. This leaves a mar 
between the cost of Pacific Coast boratelaid down in New York and the for- 
eign article laid down there of 2.6 cents per pound, or a protection to the 
domestic crude article in the New York market of 166 per cent, under the 

the amendment proposed by the Finance 
Committee of 4 cents pw pound on borate is equivalent to a protection of 425 
per cent, based on a strength of 40 cent. 


There are two 
ly in the United 
fi oh 

un 
d downin 


In their English prospectus for 1896, a printed document, they say: 

“Tocheck competition in borax in Phas rer States the goes Sa Com- 
pr (now the English corporation) has largely reduced the selling price of 

rax during the past year or so, submitting to a temporary decreased profit 
and looking for the largely increased demand to compensate it in the imme- 
diate future. In the United States of America the price has now been re- 
duced so that neither the crude nor the refined borax can be imported to 


compete with the company at a remunerative profit." 
The price paid by the lish company for m ly was $2,500,000. 
In October, 1 this Eng company, called the Coast Borax Com- 
pany and Redwood & Sons C Works, Limited, after paying debenture 
end, rted a balance of 


terest and paying the entire preference divid 
5 months ending September 30, 1896, cient to pay 12 per 
cen end. 

5 for the period from April to September, or only five 
months. 

Itis very important that you bear in mind these facts. 

The domestic production of the crude article has increased from 8,000,009 

in 1894 to 15,000,000 in 1898, all by this English corporation. 

The domestic consumption reached 20.000,000 pounds for 1896, so that this 
2 possesses 80 per cent of the market. 

export of the crude article to q-^p) pene by this one company, has 
increased from 597,000 in 1893 to over 5,000,000 pounds in 1896. 

The price of the refined borax in the United States is absolutely dictated 
by this one company. 
uu ine domestic miners of crude borax in any form have been driven to 

e wall. 

There is but one domestic manufacturer using foreign borate remaini 
in business. This English company asserts in its prospectus that his busi- 
ness has already been made unprofitable under the present rates. What, 
then, would be condition if the rate of duty is advanced to 4 cents from 
1} cents, and what would be the effect upon the many and diversified indus- 
tries which are compelled to use borax, as follows: 

Bleachers, calico manufacturers, cement makers, chemists, china manu- 
facturers, color makers, coppersmiths, cosmetic makers, dentists, druggists, 
dyers, earthenware makers, enameled ware manufacturers, fish curers, 
fruit preservers, glass makers, harness makers, hat manufacturers, imitation- 

makers, tation-marble manufacturers, ink ers, iron workers, 

— — lace manufacturers, leather workers, linen manufacturers, ma- 
chinists, meat packers, metallurgists, milk preservers, mucilage makers, 
opticians, painters, paper makers, photographers, pipe manufacturers, plas- 
terers, polishers, porcelain makers, potters, printers, safe makers, silk manu- 
makers, starch . timber preservers, 
manufacturers. And each 


This company will not sell under usual business conditions their crude 
articie in this country, claiming that they should have the exclusive control 


of refining. 
CHAS. PFIZER & CO. 
(Manufacturers of borax for the past thirty years.) 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas, The following isa copy of a letter 
which has just come to my hands: 
Below we submit copy of letter from a firm of brokers in Liverpool Eng- 
land, showing 2 California borate or *" colemanite: ™ 
* California borate or colemanite.—Recent arrivals were for sale at about 
£8 15s. per ton, delivered ex. quip m bags, less 2} per cent discount, on the 
basis of 40 per cent of anhydrous boracic acid. 
ey a into Liverpool, from January 1 to date have been, 1896, 755 tona 
and 80,011 bags; 1895, 13,745 bags; 1894, 9.952 bags; 1893, 5,427 bags. (Bags 113 
pounds each. ) 
"DECEMBER 29, 1896." 
The following is a copy of a letter showing the price of borax: 
185 WATER STREET, NEW YORK, May 22, 1897. 
DEAR Situs: We beg to announce the following prices on borax, carload 
lots, f. o. b. your city, terms ten days, net. These prices are effective May 24: 


Please note that orders for concentrated borax can only be accepted subject 


to our having the goods in stock at the time. 
The e ded rices cancel all previous quotations. 


X * 
2 PACIFIC COAST BORAX COMPANY. 


This company advanced the price of borax one-eighth of a cent 
pe pound, as shown, on May 22. a ited weeks ago they reduced 


55 one-eighth of a Ken Gir. 
RESIDING OFFIC 

The 3 is on the benden roposed by the Senator from 

Missouri [Mr. Vest] to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment was 

The next amendment of the Committee on. Finance was, in line 
ae e 4, after the word “refined,” to strike out **4" and insert 
a ;" so as to read: 

Camphor, refined, 6 cents per pound. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask why — duty is put 2 cents 
above the McKinley rate upon an article of general use in the 
country? I ask the Senator from Rhode Island why they go above 
the McKinley rate? What sort of reason can there be for an in- 
crease of 2 cents a pound? 


1 in the chair). 


Mr. ALDRICH. A considerable advance in the price of cam- f 


or. both crude and refined, rendered the duty of the McKinley 

Bat 5 at the present time. When a duty of 4 cents a 
was levied, it was equal to 15 per cent ad valorem. The 

E duty which we now propose is also equivalent to 15 per cent 
ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. It is more than 15 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ithink not. 

Mr. VEST. I know it is; but I have not the comparative state- 
ment here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The figures of the committee show that this 
rate is not over 15 per cent. It is certainly not a very high rate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on apago 
4, to strike out line 8 to line 13, inclusive, in the following 


12. Chalk, nd, nee — or Aegis on or — 5 form of cubes, 
blocks, stoke or disks, 8 Tall pillar French chalk, 1 cent per 


pound; all other de 5 except medicinal or toilet preparations, 
and manufactures of chalk not specially provided for in this act, 3 per cent 
ad valorem. 

And insert: 


12. Chalk (not medicinal nor Mahe Sareea for toilet purposes), when ground, 

pes pitated naturally or artificlaliy. i ia otherwise pre „whether in the 
Ru t ow m sticks, = a or otherwise, eluding tailors’, bil- 

r Fren per pound. Manufactures of chalk not 
— 8 for 7 this act, K. 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. I simply want to call attention to the fact that, 
notwithstanding the statement made by the Senator from Rhode 
Island that in very few paragraphs were the duties made higher 
than under the McKinley Act, here again, on n proparod chalk, is 
another increase over the McKinley rate. If there is any reason 
for it, I have been unable to discover it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is the same rate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 4, line 21, after the word 
“chloroform,” to strike out “twenty” and insert "fifteen; " so as 
to read: 

13. Chloroform, 15 cents per pound. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment will be considered as to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. ‘The amendment in relation to chloro- 
form ought not to be adopted in the form that it stands. For the 
present, however, I shall not detain the Senate on any motion in 
connection with it, but may subsequently submit a motion in rela- 
tion to that in another ragraph. 

8 PRESIDING FFIC . The amendment has been 

The Secretary read paragraph 14 as follows: 


14. Coal-tar dyes or colors, 35 per cent ad valorem; all other products or 
dag ea aie of coal tar, by whatever name known, not specially provided 
n this act, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


n ue ALDRICH. Lask that that paragraph may be passed over 
or the 
PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be passed 


The 
over. 
` Mr. QUAY. In connection with the clause which has been 
passed over, I send to the desk certain protests against placing 
coal-tar blacks on the free list. Ido not ask to have ihe read, 
but I ask to have them Pes in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that order 
will be made. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1287 


The protests referred to are as follows: 
To the honorable the Senate of the United States; 


We, the undersigned. textile manufacturers of the United States, havin; 
learned that in the tariff bill now being considered by you blacks enumera 
as fast-black coal-tar dyes have been placed on the free list, and believe that 
the competition now existing between the aniline blacks and the logw 
blacks, which we desire to have continued, tends to keep at a low price both 
classes of dyes, and that any legislation which will destroy. SEO or restrict 
the continued production of American extract of logwood wi hurtful to 
our interests. 

All of which we respectfully submit. 

May, 1897. 
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Bros. & Clark, Salem. Mass.; C. R. Brainard & Co., Salem, Mass.; 
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At a meeting of the dyewood-extract manufacturers of the United States, 
held in the city of New York on May 5, 1897, it was deemed best to submit to 
the individual Senators of the United States a brief statement of the position 
of their industry as it would be affected by the enactment of the tariff bill 
asreported T the Senate Finance Committee; and to submit therewith state- 
ments from the various industries other than the manufacturersof the prod- 
x which indicate the result to each of legislation which would cripple or 
a y the manufacture of dyewood extracts. 

The dyewood-extract industry has been established in the United States 
for nearly one hundred years. It represents at the present time an invest- 
ment of many millions of dollars, and is distribu through the States of 
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Pennsyl- 

„Delaware, land, and Virginia. 

It gives direct employment to thousands of operatives who are directly 
engaged in the manufacture of its 3 as well as others who are em- 
ployed in the freighting and handling of the raw material, which amounts 
approximately to 100,000 tons per annum. 

All this raw material is brought into the United States from the West 
Indies, Central America, and Mexico, and for the most part in ships of Ameri- 
can re r. [t serves as the chief article of freight from the countries 
named, and should the extract-manufacturing industry be crippled or de- 
stroyed, t damage and loss to the shipping interests would result, as will 
be sor m the petition of the shipowners and agents hereto annexed as 
exchange for the raw material brought into the United States annually, 
many millions of dollars of manufactured goods and provisions of all classes 
aree to the West Indies, Central America, and Mexico. Thedamage 
to these various exporting interests resulting from any reduction or cessa- 
tion of imports of dyewoods is shown by the exporters' petition hereto 


annexed. 

In the tariff bill as reported by the Finance Committee of the Senate to 
that body, coal-tar black dyes are placed upon the free list. These are the 
chief and sole products which compete with the logwood black dyes made 

the American dyewood-extract manufacturers. Should they be retained 
in the free list, they will cripple, if not entirely destroy, the dyewood-extract 
business, prevent the importation of dyewoods from the countries now ship- 
ping them tothe United States, and cut off a corresponding amount from the 
export trade of the country. 
hat the placing of the coal-tar blacks on the free list is not considered of 
advantage by the textile interests, who are the sule consumers, is fully 
shown in td from this interest hereto annexed, to which your atten- 
tion is particularly called. 

These colors are made and patented in Germany. They are also fully pro- 
tected by United States letters patent, and can not be manufactu by 
Americans on that account. The result of 5 them upon the free list 
will be the destruction of a long-established and progressive American in- 
dustry, the throwing out of employment of thousands of men for no pu 
and tó no end but the benefit of the German manufacturer and his American 
representative, who have no capital invested in the United States, and who, 
owing to the protection given them bed the Government in their patents, 
are in on of an absolute monopoly. 

For these reasons, and in order that this long-established American indus- 
try may have a fair and equal chance for existence, you are urged to use your 
faluange to have coal-tar blacks restored to the dutiable list in which they 
have always been classed heretofore. 

All of which is fully submitted. 

The Stamford Manufacturing Company,of Connecticut and New 
York; The New York and Boston Dyewood Company, of New 
York and Boston: The Sharpless Dyewood Extract Company, 
of Philadelphia; Innis & Co., of New York; The Oakes Manu- 
facturing Company, of New York; The Harway Dyewood and 
Extract Manufacturing Company, of New York; J. S. Young 
& Co., of Baltimore; John D. ewis, of Providence; Browning 
& Bros., of Philadelphia and New Jersey; The W. G. Johnson 
Company, of Norwich, Conn. 


To the honorable the Senate of the United States: 


We, the manufacturers, sellers, and 8 of American goods for export 
to the West Indies, Central American and Mexican ports, having heard that 
coal-tar or aniline blacks have been placed on the free list, most earnestly 
protest against any such action. 

The manufacture of dyewood extracts in this country has become a ve 
important and large factor in the business that is done between the Unite 
States and the other countries. Some three millions of dollars’ worth of dye- 
woods are brought into this country annually, and in return we sell Ameri- 
can produce, clothing, and other articles to the shippers, agents, and import- 
ers of those dyew f 

It is not alone the pin Reges would be done to the manufacture of dye- 
wood extracts that we protest against, but because of the injury inflicted on 
the many interests now selling American goods for export to these countries, 


which have been steadily growing for many 


almost 
Aniline or coal-tar colors, we believe, are ost entirely of foreign make 


and protected by United States letters patent; therefore the placing of them 
on the free list would be of no benefit to anyone in the United States. 

Believing that the amount of trade created with these foreign countries b; 
this dyewood business has not been fully understood, we offer you this pe - 
tion and ask that you do not injure the Tage export business that has been 
brought about with these fore countries owing to the dyewood extract 
manufacturers, and which would be the result were they injured by any 
adverse le; tion. 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 


May, 1897. 


J. O'Connor, 36 Water street, general merchandise; Grindal & 
Andresen, 11 Water street, general merchandise; Huber & Co., 
13 Water street, flour, etc.; Kurzman Bros., 38 Pearl street. 
general merchandise; Bartram Bros., 62 Pearl street, general 
merchandise; Henry D. McCord & Sons, 94 Broad street, grain, 
8 C. F. Cofin, 47 Pearl street, general merchandise; 
MS z & Co., 42 Pearl street, general merchandise; Boyce & 
Hartshorne, 75 Broad street, general merchandise; D. D. Man- 

& Co., 77 Broad street, grain, hay, etc.; Holt & Co.. 95 
Broad street, flour, etc.; The N. K. Fairbank Company, Pro- 
duce Excbange, general merchandise: The Hecker, Jones, 
Jewell Millin; 8 Produce 3 flour, ete.; The 
W. J. Wilcox Lard and Refining Company, Produce Exchange, 

eral merchandise; Shepard & Morse Lumber Company, 18 
roadway, lumber, etc.; W. H. Deghuee, Produce Exchange 
annex, lumber, etc.; amin Low rac on pe a and 4 Stone 
street, general merchandise; E. E. Hubbard, 49 Water street, 
general merchandise; C. H. Pearson, Produce Exchange, flour, 
Ste.; The Isaac Harter Company, Produce Exchange, flour, etc.; 
Central Lard 8 Produce Exchange. general merchan- 
dise; W. A. Freeman. way, general merchandise; E. H. 
Dougherty & Co., Produce risit Fact general merchandise; 
Geo. A. Zabriskie, Produce Exchange, flour, etc.; Pillsbury- 
Washburn Flour Com y, Produce Exchange, flour, etc.; 
McIntyre & Wardwell, uce Exchange, flour, etc.; Rohe & 
Bros., Produce Exchange, pon provisions, etc.; S. B. Low, 
Produce Exchange, pork, etc.; C. E. McDowell, Produce Ex- 
change, pork, etc.; C E. 5 William street, gen- 
eral merchandise; Thomas Regney & Co., 121 Pear] street, gen- 
eral merchandise; Longman & Martinez, 207 Pearl street, 
paints, oils, and varnishes; De Grauw & Aymar & Co.,34 South 
street, cordage, jute, and oakum. 


To the honorable the Senate of the United States: 


Your petitioners comprise owners in and nts of steamers and sail- 
ing vessels under the American engaged in carrying goods from the 
port of New York to the countries of Haiti, Mexico, Jamaica, etc., and trans- 
porting back from these countries cargoes of go fustic, and other dye- 
w the ports of New York, Boston, and Philadelphia to the extent of 
about 100,000 tons annually. This carrying trade has n of many youre 
continuance, and gives engagements to many sailing vessels and steamers 
under the American A 

We earnestly protest against the reduction of duties on aniline colors or 
blacks, at present paying à 35 per cent duty. We earnestly protest against 
the placing of napht e black or any other coal-tar black on the free list, 
as any such action would greatly diminish the use of logwood and other dye- 
woods in the United States. In consequence, the carrying trade which our 
vessels are en, in in transporting these dyewoods from Haiti, Jamaica, 
and Mexico to the United States would be almost entirely lost; and, further. 
the loss of the logwood and dyewood trade with the United States would 

reatly reduce the abilities of the countries of Haiti, Jamaica,and Mexico to 
Kandis American goods, and so greatly affect our business of carrying car- 
goes from the United States to the above countries. 
Wo further desire to call your attention to the fact that aniline colors, in- 
cluding blacks, are manufactured solely in Germany, owing to their being 

tented in that country, so that no manufacturer could produce them in the 

United States. Wetherefore regard any reduction of duties from the law 
on anilino dyes or blacks as favoring 
destruction of American commerce. 

MAy, 1897. 

Wm. P. Clyde &-Co., 5 Bowling Green; James E. Ward & Co., 113 
Wall street: Fred. B. Dalzell, 70 South street; Chadwick & Pot- 
ter, 36 South street; J. H. Winchester & Co., 62 New street; 
A. D. Snow, 108 Hanover square; F. A. Dayton, 23 South street; 
W.W.Battie & Co., Produce Exchange; Foulke & Co., 25 Beaver 
street; M. E. Berry, Produce Exchange; Louis Martin,32 South 
street: Baker, Carver & Morrell, 7 Front street; Smith & 
Gre ,4l South street; W. R. Hutchin South street; 
Arch. H. Belle, 132 Pearl street; McCaldin Bros. 8 8l 

tealf & „ A. 


Tooker, 16 Beaverstreet; Miller & Houghton, 10 Beaver street; 
R. B. Constantine, 220 Lewis street; J.F. Whitney & Co.,81 New 
street; J. R. Hall, 8) Wall street; R. F. Cadiz, Produce Ex- 
change; McIntosh, Terrio & Co.,37 Old slip; Bowring & Archi- 
bald, Produce Exchange; Michael Bus Co., 39 South street; 
West & Hughes, 34 Old slip; Wm. N. Reardon, Produce Ex- 
change: R. P. Buck & Co., 78-50 Broad street; Bartram Bros., 62 


he commerce of Germany to the 


Crane & Co., 38 South street; H. B. Rawson & Co., 45 South 
street; F. V. L. Jones, 54 South street; Ray & Fickett, 62 South 
street; Swan & Son, 66 Sonth street; S. L'Hommedieu, 78 South 
street; Ebel & Co. (New York and Haiti Packet Line), Pro- 


South Second street, Philadelphia, Pa.; 33 Haldt, 216 
Walnut street, Philadelphia, Pa.; James N. Ste & Co., 208 
Walnut street, Philadelphia, Pa.; George Harris, Jr., & Co. 
127 Walnut street. Philadelphia. Pa.; Chas. F. Megee & Co.,113 


hia, Pa.; Manuel McShain & Co., 214 Wal. 
nut street, Philadelphia, Pa.; Jno. L. Nicholson, Merchants' 


212 South 'Third street, Ph 
123 Walnut street, Philadelphia, Pa.; Darrah & Elwell, 512 
South Delaware avenue, Ph D Pa.; John Baizley, 510 
South Delaware avenue, Philadelphia, Pa.; George Ta e, 


JJ Vd EUM 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD SENATE. 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


830 South Delaware avenue, Philadelphia, Pa.; W. F. Hagar & 
Co., 421 Chestnut street, Philadelphia, Pa.; Shubert & Cotting- 
ham, 118 South Delaware avenue, Philadelphia, Pa.; John 
Mair & Son, 135 South Delaware avenue, Philadelphia, Pa.; 
John Middleton, 219 Walnut street, Philadelphia, Pa.; Curtis 
Tilton, 419 Walnut street, Philadelphia, Pa.: Vessels Owners 
and Cap Association (Jno. L. Nienolson, president), Phila- 
delphia, Pa.; Wilson & Crawford, 330 South Delaware avenue, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 


To the honorable the United States Senate: 


Realizing from the information that we have gathered that the dyewood- 
extract business of this country isin jeopardy by the placingof aniline blacks 
upon the free list, we, the importers, agents, shippers, and handlers of logwood 
and other raw material coming from the West Indies, Central America, and 
Mexican ports, do most earnestly protest against any action that would seri- 
ously affect this branch of trade. 1 

The amount of business done with these manufacturers in this country will 
amount to About 100.000 tons, in value from two and one-half to three million 
dollars, which js largely brought here by American steam and sailing vessels, 
and in return for the same we ship large quantities of American provisions 
Cr eie ng to those countries, amounting to a greater amountin value than 

This is one of the principal sources of business between those countries and 
the United States, and any action taken that will affect the manufacturers of 
the extract would affect also every other line in-connection with it. 

The extract of dyewood business is purely an American industry, but as 
far as we understand it the aniline business is almost entirely European, and 
the bringing of these dyes into this country free would not in any way assist 
the American shipping interests, either in the importing or exporting of 


We therefore ask, under these circumstances, that you do not injure an 
industry that will in turn injure and destroy others. A 
All of which is respectfully submitted. 


NEW YORK, May, 1897. 

T. H. Messenger & Co.. 161 Maiden lane, merchants; A. S. Las 
celles & Co., Coffee Exchange, merchants; H. Marquardt & Co., 
21 South William street, merchants; Hugo Sainer & Co., 17 
South William street, merchants; H. Becker & Co, 35 South 
William street, merchants; Park, Sons & Co., 88 Wall street, 
merchants; Williams & Co., 113 Wall street, merchants: Sny- 
der & Wheeler, 133 Pearl street, merchants; Frame, Alston & 
Co.,29 Broadway, merchants; A. Behrens & Co., 95 Broad street, 
merchants; Ward & Huntington, 14 Stone street, merchants; 
Ebel & Co., Produce Exchange, merchants and stezmships: 
Bowring & Archibald, Produce Exchange, merchants and 
steamships; W. P. Ciyde & Co., 5 Bowling Green, merchants 


* 


and steamships; Lyons & Co., 4 Bowling Green, merchants: 
Kunhardt & Co., 32 Beaver street, merchants and steamships; 
Mecke & Co., 138 Front street, merchants; F. T. Montell & 


Sons, 63 Pine street, merchants and steamships; J. B. Vicini & 
Co., 91 Wall street, merchants; Leaycraft & Co., 142 Pearl 
street, merchants; C. Wessels & Bro., 130 Pearl street, mer- 
chants; W. & A. Leaman, 17 William street, merchants; Leo 
Alexander & Co., 66 Beaver street, merchants; The Johannes 
Haustedt Company, 101 Pearl street, merchants: E. Nelson 
Tibbals, 87 Pearl street, merchant; Graham Hinkley & Co., 9 


South William street, merchants: H. Wiebke & Co., 5 Stone 


street, merchants; Eggers & Heinlein, 27 William street, mer- 
chants; Mosle Bros., 16 Exchange place, merchants; John E. 
Kerr & Co., AI Beaver street, merchants and steamships; Flint, 
Eddy & Co., 68 Broad street, merchants; Middleton & Co., 68 
Broad street, merchants; J.Agostini, 62 Broad street, merchant: 
J.F. Mb ias Co.,81 New street. merchants and steamships; 
Henry W. Peabody Company, 58 Now street, merchants and 
steamships; D. A. de Lima Company, 67 New street, merchants; 
Gillespie Bros. & .4 Stone street, merchants; Busk & 
Jevons, Produce Exchange, merchants and steamships; Va'en- 
tine Bros., Produce Exchange, merchants; P. F. Harper & Co., 
18 Broadway. merchants; Pomares & Cushman, 38 Broadway, 
merchants; C. C. Abel & Co., 15 Whitehall street, merchants; 
J. W. Wilson & Co., 52 Front street. merchants; Smith & Greg- 
ory, 41 South street, merchants and steamships: Joseph Ware, 
47 Bouth street, merchants; A. C. Klindtworth & Co., 41 Sonth 
street, merchants; Louis N. Chemidlin & Co., 16 Exchange 
place, merchants. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 5, to strike out the para- 
graph from line 2 to line 7, inclusive, as follows: 

16. Collodion, and all compounds of pyroxylin, by whatever name known, 
and whether rolled or in sheets, but not made up into articles, 50 cents per 
pound; if in finished or partly finished articles, including such as are com- 
monly called celluloid articles, 75 cents per pound and 30 per zent ad valorem. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

16. Collodion, and all 9 of Por whether known as celluloid 


or by any other name, rolled or in sheets or otherwise, but not made up into 
articles, 50 cents per pound; if in finished or partly finished articles, 60 cents 


per pound and 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr.SEWELL. Iask the Senator from Rhode Island to allow 
that amendment to go over for the present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam willing that paragraph 16 and the amend- 
ment reported to it by the committee shall go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be’ made. and 
paragraph 16, together with the proposed amendment of the com- 
mittee, will go over for the present. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 5, line 18, after the word 
* roots," to strike out ‘‘nutgalls and other;" in line 20, after the 
word nuts,“ to insert nutgalls;" in the same line after the word 
“roots,” to strike out the word **and;" and in line 23, before the 
words ** not edible," to insert ** drugs and;" soas tc make the para- 
graph read: 


19. Drugs, such as barks, beans, berries, balsams, puds, bulos bulbous roo 
excrescences, fruits, flowers, dried fibers, dried insects. grains, gums an 


gum resin, herbs, leaves, lichens, mosses, nuts, nutgalls, roots, stems, spices, 


ee seeds coronas, not garden seeds), seeds of morbid 
and woods used expressly for dyeing; any of the foregoing 
and not edible, but which are advanced in value or condition by refining, 
grinding, or other process, and not specially provided for in this act, 10 per 
cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to further amend, in line 26, by insert- 
ing after the word “act” the words ‘one-fourth of 1 cent per 
pound, and in addition thereto." 

Mr. VEST. You propos to add that to the ad valorem? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to know the reason for that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed b; 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] will first be sta 
N I h 19 5, line 96, after th 

e SECRETARY. In paragra , on page 5, line 26, after the 
word “act,” it is proposed to rend “one-fourth of 1 cent per 
pound, and in addition thereto." 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that the reason for that is that the 
existing rate has proved inadequate so far as concerns a large 
number of the cheaper drugs. 

Mr. VEST. How proved inadequate? 

ua DUCI: t has given the business to the foreign grind- 
ers of drugs. 

Mr. VEST. Ten per cent ad valorem has been the established 
duty in this country. Under the McKinley Act and under the 
act of 1894 the rate was 10 per cent ad valorem. The exports 
from this country of ginseng alone in 1896 were $770,673 worth, 
and of other herbs $152,896; and yet we are told now that it is 
necessary to put on an additional specific duty of one-fourth of 1 
cent a pound, which upon a great many of these articles will be 
absolutely prohibitory. Iprotestagainstthatsortof tax, although 
the majority of this Chamber may overrule me. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishouldlike to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
if I understood him correctly in saying that the reason for put- 
ting the ific duty in addition to the 10 per cent ad valorem 
was that the importers of these foreign articles control the mar- 
ket as against the domestic manufacturers of these drugs? 

Mr. ALDRICH. -Precisely; especially on some of the cheaper 


drugs. 
-Mr. GRAY. Then this is distinctly nota revenue item. This 
isaspecific duty and is entirely for protection and not for revenue. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is for protection. 

Mr. GRAY. It would decrease the revenue. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would on some of the cheaper drugs un- 
— et 

Mr. GRAY. Very well. I just want to be able to know as we 
go through where the line is drawn between a revenue tariff and 
a merely protective one. This will reduce the revenue and will 
not increase it. 

Mr. WHITE. Ishouldlike to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
if he has any information as to the extent of the consumption of 
these products in the United States. I observe from looking at 
the official record that the importations since 1884, when the duty 
was imposed at 10 per cent, down to 1890 have in no case exceeded 
$100,000 worth, and the average has been, I think, about $70,000. 

Mr. VEST. In 1896 we exported of those herbs, lichens, ber- 
ries, etc.. over $900,000 worth, and we imported some $79,000 
worth. How is it possible that the market been taken away 
under existing legislation? I repeat, and I want it answered, that 
we exported last year in all, according to the comparative state- 
ment, $900,000 worth of these herbs, etc., and we brought in a 
little over $79,000 worth. Now you want to put on these articles 
a quarter of a cent a pound more specific duty. I want the yeas 
and nays upon that sort of legislation, though I do not want to 
take up time. 

Mr. GRAY. I want to call the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri as well as the Senator from Rhode Island to the fact that 
this is a very miscellaneous item. Isupppose there are twenty 
different articles varying very much in price and value, and yet 
the specific duty is the same as to all. It may well fall out that 
this specific duty will be a auty of 100 or 200 per cent on certain 
articles and not so much on others, and will be a discrimination 
between these different articles, made at random, where it may do 
a very great injustice without our being able to point it ont now. 
Putting a quarter of a cent n N duty on 20 or 30 different 
articles will amount to an ad valorem varying on every article 
nutgalls, vegetables, weeds, lichens, and all that sort of thing. 
On some of them the duty will be 100 or 200 per cent, and on some 
of them likely a very small per cent, but we do not know as to 
what we are prohibiting the importation of entirely and as to what 
articles we are merely increasing the price to the consumer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. it is very certain that the cost of grinding 
these drugs is more than the duty of a quarter of a cent and 10 per 
cent ad valorem upon all the articles. There can be no question 
whatever upon that. There isnodanger of imposing, if we t 
thisamendment, a very high rate upon any of theme articles, 


owth, weeds, 
which are drugs 
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course upon the higher-priced drugs a quarter of a cent is entirely 
inconsequential, and amounts to denas but it is upon the 
cheaper class of drugs where the foreigners have the market and 
where the importations have increased from $69,000 in 1893 to 
$79,000 in 1896, which this additional duty was intended to cover. 
Mr. VEST. How about the exports? 
Mr. ALDRICH. The exports would not be affected by this pro- 


vision. 
Mr. VEST. No; but we export$900,000 worth, showing that we | Allis 


absolutely control this market. 
Mr. ALDRICH. We have control of this market as to a large 
pation of these ame, but there are some of the cheaper ones, as 
have stated, in which we can not compete with the foreign 
grinders; and it is to provide for them that this additional rate is 
pro to be imposed 


include entirely raw material? Though they may not be regarded 
as raw material after they are ground, they are raw materials that 
come to this country to be ground. I - the following: 


Berries, balsams, etc., which are drugs and not edible, but which are ad- 
vanced in value or condition by refining, grinding, or other process. 


So that the clause under consideration Rae the importation 
of the raw material used by the grinders and refiners in this 


country. 8 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator's pardon. Those are on the 
free list in this bill, and we do not propose to disturb them. This 
is simply a duty upon drugs which are advanced in condition by 
e een. , and not the crude product at all. 

Mr.GRAY. Before they come over? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly; before pedi 
drugs are free, and always have been, an 
disturb them. 

Mr.CAFFERY. Will the Senator explain what is the specific 
tax which he ps as an amendment to the pending paragraph? 

Mr. ALDRK One-fourth of a cent a pound. 

Mr. CAFFERY. In addition to an ad valorem of 10 per cent? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. 3 8 3 1 in e 

di agra * drugs, such as 8, beans, berries, - 
Lese oH ag bulbs, bulbous roots, excrescences, fruits," etc., we 
have in as t abundance as apy poopie on the earth. The mere 
process of d ing and grinding these things is a very crude proc- 
ess in manufacture, There is no adequate reason given for this 
increase, and the exports are largely in excess of the imports. So 
we hold the American market; and this additional tariff is not for 
any protection whatever, but merely for prohibition. We not 
pu old the American market, but we export a very large quan- 
tity of these drugs. 

I should like to inquire what reason there is that lurks behind 
this quarter of a cent per pound additional duty to the 10 per cent 
ad cen] Under the McKinley law, 10 per cent was consid- 
ered sufficient, and under the law of 1894 that rate was main- 
tained. The importations under the Wilson law have only in- 
creased about $10,000—from $69,000 to $79,000. "That can be 
accounted for, of course; by the increased consumption of those 
articles; it is not by reason of any insufficient duty whatever. I 
shall demand the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. s 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

The PRESIDING-OFFICER (when the name of Mr. GALLINGER 


was called). The t occupant of the chair is paired with 
the senior tor Poa Texas (Mr. Mirzs]. 

Mr. TILLMAN Ores his name was called). I have a pair with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. WETMORE (when his name was called). Ihavea general 

ir with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], and there- 
ore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY. Idesire to make a statement with reference to 
my pair with the Senator from dye oot TELLER] which will 
apply to the various items of this bill. I have had a general pair 
with the Senator from Colorado for ten years. He has written me 
aletter,in which he states that I am at liberty to vote on any 
item in this bill as I see proper, except on certain items which he 
has specified, and stating that he expects to be present before the 
Ben voteis taken on the bill. Itherefore am at liberty to vote, 
and vote ‘‘ nay." 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. Ihavea pair with the junior Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK]. If he were present, I should vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. FRYE. My colleague [Mr. HALE] is detained from the 
Senate, being absent from the city. He is paired with the senior 


come over. Crude 
we do not propose to 
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Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones] on all amendments to tho 
tariff bill. I make this announcement, and shall not renew it. : 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after having voted in the * 

I am paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], and wi 
draw my vote. I voted inadvertently. 
The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—35. 
Aldrich, Fairbanks, McMillan, 

n, Foraker, Mason, eli, 
Baker, Frye, Shoup, 
Burrows, Gear, Perkins, 8 er, 
Carter, Hanna, Pettigrew, Blowart, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Platt, Conn. Warren, 
Cullom, Hawley, Platt, N. Y. Wellington, 
Davis, Jones, Nev. Wilson. 
Deboe, McBride, Proctor, 

NAYS-21. 

Bate, Kenney, Murphy, 
Berry, Lindsay, Vest 
Caffery. McEnery, Pettus, Wal 
Cockrell, Mallory; Rawlins, 
Faulkner, Mitchell, Roach, 
Gray, Morgan, Smith, 

NOT VOTING—32. 
Allen, Elkins, Hoar, Ne 
Bacon, Gallinger, Jones, Ark. Teller, 
Butler, George, Kyle, Thu 
Cannon, Gorman, Lodge, 
Chilton, Hale, Mantle, ‘Turner, 
Clark, Harris, Kans. Martin, Wetmore, 
Clay, H Te Mills, White, 
Daniel, Heitfeld, Morrill, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I inquire of the Chair whether paragraph 18, 
in relation to copperas, has been adopted? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It has been adopted. 

Mr.CAFFERY. I want to give notice that I shall offer an 
amendment to put copperas, or sulphate of iron, on the free list, 

Mr. ALDRICH. That motion can be made in the Senate or 
later on as the bill pro 3 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ishall reserve the right to move an amend- 
ment when we reach the free list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator's rights in that re- 
spect will be reserved. 

i The reading of the bill was resumed at line 1, on page 6, as fol- 
ows: 

2). Ethers: Sulphuric, 40 cents per pound; ^ 
per pound; fruit Poet. oils, or Pe ton 2 . pee all kinds 
not ially provided for in this act, $1 y pound: Provided, That no article 
of this paragraph shall pay a less rate of duty than 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It seems to me that all these ethers, 
instead of being allowed to remain in the bill as they are and have 
been under two or three tariffs, ought to on the free list from 
the fact that there is practically none of them imported. Of sul- 
phuric ether there was imported in 1893 but 20 pounds and in 1896 
191 pounds, according to the comparative statement prepared by 
the majority of the committee. © other ethers were somewhat 
more largely imported, but the largest importations only amounted 
to 1,400 pounds. I think when we reach the free list that these 
ethers ought all to go on that list. There is no revenue derived 
from them now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It will be a very anomalous state of affairs if 
we put on the free list certain articles that are made from alcohol 
while we retain a duty of about 1,000 per cent upon alcohol itself. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The duty under this bill is 40 cents 
per pound on sulphuric ether and 25 cents per pound on spirits of 
nitrous ether, which, in some instances, only amounts to 20 per 


cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that is on account of the value 
of the alcohol. Forty cents a pes would be $3 a gallon, when 
the duty on alcohol is only $2.70. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Rhode Island can probably 
inform the Senate whether these nitrous ethers are manufactured 
in the United States to any extent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are all manufactured here, I think. 

Mr. WHITE. Ihad been informed that such was not the case. 
I surely ask for information. I know nothing at all about it my- 
self. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 6, line 8, after the word 
** dyewoods,” to strike out **extract of sumac;" in the same line 
after the word “barks,” to strike out ** or woods;" after the word 
* pound," at the end of line 10, to strike out **all the above in a 
solid or dry form, 14 cents per pound;” in line 12, before the word 
“hemlock,” to insert “quebracho and of;" and in line 13, after 
the word “ pound,” to insert ‘‘ extracts of sumac, and of woods 
other than dyewoods, not specially provided for in this act, five- 
eighths of 1 cent per pound;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

21. Extracts and decoctions Of Joi wood and other dyewoods, and extracts 

or 


of barks, such as are common! T ro- 
vided fos tn —— o£ 1 cet: per pound; astu quabroche 
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and of hemlock bark, one-half of 1 cent per pound; of sumac, and of 


extracts of 
woods, not specially provided for in this act, five-cighths 


woods other than d 
of 1 cent per 5 
The amendment was eed to. 
Cis reading of the bill was resumed at line 16, on page 6, as 
ollows: 
22. Gelatin, glue, lass or fish glue, and fish bladders or fish 


sounds, valued at not above 10 cents per I 2} cents per pound; valued 
at above 10 cents per pound and not above 25 cents per pound, 3 cents per 
pound and 15 per cent ad valorem; valued above 25 cents and not above 40 
cents per pound, 5 cents per pound and 15 per centad valorem; valued above 
40 cents per pound, 20 cents per pound 15 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. BURROWS. I ask that that paragraph may be passed 


over for the present. ^2» 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, paragraph 
22 will be over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 1, on page 7, as 
ollows: ^ 

23. 2 crude, not purified, 1 cent per pound; refined, 3 cents per 


Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
how that compares with the existing law? I have not had an op- 
re self to look at it. 

Mr. A ICH. It is the same as the existing law. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
was, on page 7, line 4, after the word ‘‘ carmined,” to strike out 
‘or indigotine;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

24. Indigo, extracts, or pastes of, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound; car- 
mined, 10 cents per pound. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 5, after the word 
„powders,“ to strike out printers’ ink, and all other ink not spe- 
cially provided for in this act;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

25. Ink and ink powders, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 11, before the word 
“cents,” to strike out “five” and insert ‘‘ four and one-half;” and in 
the same line, after the word pound.“ to strike out ‘‘chicle, 10 
cents per pound;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

28. Licorice, extracts of, in paste, rolls, or other forms, 44 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 12, on page 7, to insert as 
a new paragraph the following: 

281. Chicle, 6 cents per pound. 

Mr. GRAY. I want to understand something about the bill. 
and I am in doubt about a great deal of this mysterious chemical 
schedule. Therefore I ask the Senator from Hhode Island what 
this article is? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is an article used in the manufacture of 
chewing gum, a native Mexican gom. 

Mr. GRAY. Is this a change from the rate in the present law? 

Mr. ALDRICH. This article is at present on the free list. 

Mr. GRAY. Then why is it to be put on the dutiable list? 

Mr. ALDRICH. For revenue. - 

Mr. GRAY. Where is the revenue about that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is estimated by the Bureau of Statistics 
that, at the rate suggested by the committee, the revenue will be 


17,000. 
Lerne PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
mar of the committee inserting paragraph 283, which has been 
read. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 7, line 15, after the word 
“calcined,” to insert **medicinal;" so as to make the paragraph 


29. Magnesia, carbonate of, medicinal, 3 cents per pound; calcined, medici- 
nal, 7 cents per pound; sulphate of, or Epsom salts, one-fifth of I cent per 
pound. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on 7, line 22, before the word 
tt cents," to strike out **forty " and insert ‘‘thirty;” and in line 24, 
before the word **cents," to strike out twenty "and insert fif- 
teen;" so as to make the paragraph read: 


Oils: 
90. Alizarin assistant, apo renee acid, ricinoleic acid, by whatever 
name known, whether liquid, solid, or in the manufacture of which 
50 per cent or more of castor oil is used, 3) cents per gallon; in the manufac- 
ture of which less than 50 per cent of castor oil is used, 15 cents gallon; all 


other al t, not specially provided for in this act, 30 per cent ad 
valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In regard to that last amendment, I want to make 


aninquiry. Under the first classification there were no imports, 
and at the rate of 50 per cent on castor oil there were no imports. 
In the last classification the unit of value, as I understand it, was 
thirty one-hundredths, which would be 50 per cent ad valorem, or 
20 per cent over the existing law. Is that correct? 


Ae ALDRICH. The importations for 1896 were all under one 
class. 

Mr. VEST. Thatis what I say. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is impossible 

Mr. VEST. The average value was 30 cents a 

Mr. ALDRICH. This is undoubtedly a higher rate of duty 
than that imposed by the Wilson Act, but it is also lower than the 


gallon. 


McKinley Act. 

Mr. I understand that, but it is 20 per cent over the 
Wilson Act. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have reduced it from 40 to 30 cents and 
from 20 to 15, as the bill came from the other House. It is a 
great reduction from the McKinley rate. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that from the McKinley Act. I was 
making a comparative statement between the Wilson Act, the 
existing law, and the proposed enactment, and it is 20 per cent 
over the existing law. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in ph 33, line 5, page 8, to 


strike out seven“ and insert ‘‘four;” so as to the para- 
graph read: 

33. Cotton-seed oil, 4 cents per gallon of 7; pounds weight. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Thenextamendment was, in paragraph 35, line 8, page8, afterthe 
word ** Flaxseed,” to strike out **or;"in the same line, after the 
word “linseed,” to insert “and poppy-seed oil;” in line9, before the 
word ‘‘cents,” to strike out “thirty-two” and insert ‘‘ twenty; " 
and in line 10, after the word ** weight,” to strike out“ poppy-seed 
oil. raw, boiled, or oxidized, 10 cents per gallon of 7i pounds 
weight;" soas to make the paragraph read: 

35. linseed, and i s oxi 20 cen 
per len 77 pounds i krew, eo = 3 » 

Mr. VEST. Isimply wish to call attention to the fact as to the 
linseed oil provision that we exported in 1898 $33,260 worth and im- 
ported $4,553 worth, and yet it is necessary, I suppose, to increase 
the taxation in order to protect the American market. 

Mr. GEAR. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that under 
the law of 1890 we put a duty of 32 cents on flaxseed oil, and the 

rice went down at that time to 31 cents, 1 cent below the duty. 

t has not advanced very much since. Weexported some last P peus 
because of the short crop in India. This is proposed to be done 
on the general principle that we wish to protect all American 
industries. 

Mr. CHILTON. Did the importations of linseed increase when 
the duty was decreased? Is it not a fact that they did not increase? 

Mr. GEAR. During the interim when the McKinley law was 
in effect flaxseed was lower than ever before. Prior to that time 
there were large importations from India, and they were brought 
by water at lower freight than flaxseed can be laid down in my 
own State from New York. After the passage of the Wilson Act, 
so called, the importations of flaxseed rose to 4,500,000 bushels. It 
has gone down simply because last year there were no products of 
any kind in India, and there was no flaxseed, of course. When- 
ever the normal conditions arise, we will have importations. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Dolunderstand the Senator from Iowa to 
say that after the passage of the act of 1891 the importations in- 
creased enormously? 

Mr. GEAR. I do, of seed, not of oil. 

Mr. VEST. We are talking about oil. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Under the operation of the McKinley law, in 
1893 the value of the importations of flaxseed was $2,491, and 
under the Wilson Act the importations amounted to $4,553.30. 
So a decline of 10 cents a gallon under the Wilson Act increased 
but slightly the importations. 

Mr. GEAR. Astooil, thatistrue. Iam sposking of the oper- 
ation of the Wilson bill and the importations for 1896. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. ese are the Wilson Act rates. 

Mr. GEAR. "There were no importations because of the abso- 
lute failure of the crop in India. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

'The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 30, e 8, line 13, 
after the word '*alcohol," to strike out ‘‘ one- and insert 
**one-fourth;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

96. Fusel oil, or amylic alcohol, one-fourth of I cent per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 38, page 8, line 17, be- 
fore the word ** cents," to strike ont “fifty” and insert *' thirty- 
five;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

38. Olive oil, not specially provided for in this act, 35 cents per gallon. 

Mr. FERIIS: I ask to have paragraph 38 passed over for the 
presen 

Mr. ALDRICH. That can be done. > 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be over. 

'The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 39, page 8, line 18, before the word ‘‘ cents,” to strike out 
“sixty-five” and insert fifty;“ so as to make the paragraph read: 

99. Peppermint oil, 50 cents per pound. 


Mr. VEST. Under existing law the duty upon peppermint oil 
is 25 per cent. It is increased here to 50 cents per pound. The 
comparative statement shows that we par in 1896 $1,741,810 
worth, and we imported $4,000 worth. ow, this is an absolute 
mathematical demonstration of the fact that we control the Amer- 
ican market and export an enormous amount, considering the 
value of the article, and yet hereis an increase from 25 per cent ad 
valorem to 50 cents a pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not very much of an increase; merely 
from 25 to 35 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. Of course it depends npon the unit of value, but 
itis an increase over existing law, and it is an unnecessary in- 
crease, because we absolutely control the domestic market and 
export largely to other countries. 

he PR ING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was to. 

'The Secretary read as follows: 

40. Seal, herring, whale, and other fish oil, not specially provided for in this 
act, 8 cents per gallon. 

Mr. VEST. As to paragraph 40, “Seal, herring, whale, and 
other fish oil, not specially provided for in this act,” I wish to call 
attention to the fact that in 1896 we had no imports at all of lard 
oil, no imports of whale oil, and no imports of fish oil. 

Paragraph 3 is the basket clause to the present paragraph, and 
it includes all other animal oil. While there were no imports, 
our exports of lard oil for 1896 were $426,401; of whale oil, $32,876; 
of fish oil, $163,829; of other animal oils, $50,839; showing that 
there was no competition from foreign countries, that we supplied 
the American market, and then e these exports besides, 

Mr. CAFFERY. Does the Senator from Missouri say there 
was no importation of whale oil at all? 

Mr. VEST. That is the way I have it marked. I believe we 
imported sixty-odd dollars' worth. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Isu t to the Senator that the idea of put- 
ting a tariff upon the article is to stimulate the foreigner to make 
it, so that he can import it and pay American taxes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 41, page 9, line 4, 
before the word dollars," to strike out eight“ and insert six;“ 
80 as to make the paragraph read: 


41. Opium, crude or unmanufactured, and not adulterated, containing 9 per 
cent La over of morphia, $1 per pound; morphia or morphine, sulphate of, 


for med: . 
tions of opium, not specially provided for in this act, 40 per cent ad valorem; 
n 4 ! doptum 1 tor 


er prepara- 
shall not be removed thore. 


Mr. ALDRICH. For the committee I withdraw the amend- 
ment and allow the rate to stand as it is. 
Mr. VEST. Idonotunderstand the Senator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I withdraw the suggested amendment of $8 
and allow it tò stand at $6. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 
Mr. VEST. I was about to call the attention of the Senate to 
the increase, and I desire to put in the RECORD, because it is a 
very interesting paper—I shall not detain the Senate by having it 
—a communication made in 1894 to the Senator from Texas 
. MILLS] from the collector at the port of San Francisco, treat- 
of the whole opium question, in which he says that a higher 
rate of duty than $6 per pound is 8 an incentive to smuggling 
and brings no more revenue to the Government. Lask that the 
paper may be printed in the RECORD as a part of my remarks. 
ePRESIDING OFFICER. Withoutobjection, the paper will 


be printed, 
The paper referred to is as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of San Francisco, February 20, 1894. 
Senator ROGER Q. MILLS, Washington, D. C. 
My Dear SENATOR: I inclose copy of my telegram to you of yesterday. 


This was done, and I am writing now, on account of a suggestion made to me 
that I furnish you with my views on, first: 


9 high rates of duty, sections 38 and 39 of th c 

e ‘These were 8 and I consider that it is absolutely 
that they should be continued, as I stated in my tel 

'The result of these increases in duty was to create an enormous amount of 

smugzling, so that there were legitimately imported into the United States 

and placed. in bonded warehouses year only 52, = of reped 

opium, which, in my opinion, was less than one-fourth of the opium imported 


ish), which can be pre 
arabic, while his meal is be 
pounds of this crude medicinal opium, su 
medicinal purposes, were imported during V 
however, . — by morphine fiends, pn t-medicine manufactu: ani 
the Chinese, who converted considerable into opium prepared for smoking. 
The W sick got very little. 
io ae : e foregoing is — to my views on the advisability of collect- 

g duty on 

Opium at an ad valorem rate.—As I tel dee you, an ad valorem rate 
based on the comparison between the Mekin ey and Wilson bills compiled 
by the clerk of the Ways and Means Committee for the last fiscal year would 
be 85 per cent to equal the specific rate of $6 per pound. Since the last fiscal 
year, or since last July, exchange on China has fallen considerably, anda 
rate of duty based on the present rate of excha would yield about $5 per 

change ie 


Upward of 600,000 
used for 


pound. instead of the $6 rate I have urged. If ex: should go lower, 
amount of duty collected would be less yet. During all this time the Chinese 
have not mad change in their price of opium in silver in China. It is 
selling to-day at practically the same price in silver that it has always sold 
at. e — mentioned above is only caused by the falling in our rate 
y — cana silver into gold, which is prescribed quarterly by the Director 
e Mint. à 
But it is my idea, however, that the Chinese will wake up before long to 
the fact that silver is not what it used to be, particularly in regard to opium 
where they come so much in contact with the western world. I do n 
mean by that they will ever give " their silver currency, for I do not 
think they will, but they will find that it is — to almost double the 
per box of their opium now is 425 


price in silver of their opium. The 
silver do which is lower than it been sold for, and in spite of the 
fact that these silver dollars have only half their purchasing power. I 

fore believe, instead of a dollar being able to buy as mu ium in Hong- 
kong or Macao as it ever has, that it will not be long before it will only buy 


half as much. When that time comes, one box of opium will cost 850 silver 
dollars. This, changed into gold and duty collected on it at the rate of 85 per 
cent, would put the Veg Rags to somewhere about $10 P pound again, and 

e position we are in 


on prepared opium at $6 per 
figures: 


the revenue back into the hands of the smugglers—ti 


y. 
On the other hand, I have u 
pound specific, in accordance wi 


the du 
the follow 


2.00 
50 
While the imported article costs, as comparative table of the Ways 
and Means Committee 3 Lax aco he adecuada 7.07 
ia durior A REO TCU SE Us Tit i2 KON qns 33 0. 
CCC A E S E a N a A nN „ 13.07 
Fromthese res I have concluded that this amount is the highest duty that 
can be collected on opium, and, acco: to the reports of the al agents 
of the Treasury Department for several years, it is a little too high, as th 


recommend $4 or S per pound. But I have figured, even if it is a lit: 
too high, that the established brand, reputation, and more careful prepara- 
tion of the opium that comes from will more than offset the difference, 
E as I do that the utmost revenue should be ae One of opium that is 
possible, and fee that new nd will 2 e the result, I would 
urge very strongly that it be retained, rather than be started on any course 
of uncertainty which would certainly trying to collect so high an ad 
valorem rate on such high-priced goods. Of tho culties of collecting high 
ad valorem rates you, of course, know all about, and that phase of 184 will 
over. The second proposition is: 

Duty on crude opium.—Both ad valorem and specific rates were collected on 
e AnS. up to ie Tt t EC vA — relied 8 oa ^ 0 
rates, which were $1, £2, an .50 per pound. 70 it was 
reduced to Sl. and was taken off entirely by the MeKinley bill. 

If crude opium were the same as quinine, an article used entirely for med- 
icine, I should be very strongly in favor of its retention on the free but 
the annual importations of crude opium are over 600,000 pounds, and it is 
used by four ds of consumers: 

First. Morphine manufacturers, who are the greatest users of crude opium, 
no doubt, although there are no fi, extant on the subject that I know of. 
Mos of their products are used by those commonly known as morphine 

ends.“ 

Second. The patent- medicine manufacturers, who use large quantities; but 
again I have no figures. 

Third. The nese, who use crude opium by reducing its strength and 
adulterating it with gum arabic for preparation into — — opium. They 
use considerable quantities, but I have no figures. 

It costs them less than one-third of what the prepared opium costs after 
paying $12 per pound. Ifa duty of $1 per pound were put on crude opium it 
would still cost them (paying a duty of $6 per pound) about one-half of what 
the prepared costs, But even with this difference I do not think its use will 
increase among them much, as the prepared, as before stated, is so much 


milder and finer in quality. 

Lastly, the legitimately sick, who use opium in the shape of morphine al- 
most entirely. At the rate of duty placed on it in the Wilson bill ($1 per 
pound) the amount of duty paid by the legitimately sick can be figured 2 
as follows: 1 pound opium, containing 10 per cent of morphine, duty $1, yiel: 
over 48) grains—dose one-eighth of a grain 5 3,840 doses; often dose 
is doubled to one-fourth of a grain BL hine), 1.920 doses. 

At $1 per pound, therefore, the mately sick would 
doses for 10 cents duty, or 1.990 double doses for 20 cents duty; and to my 
mind these are the only people in the United Statesentitled to consideration 
&s far as opium is concerned. While there is so much illegitimate use of 
onte and morphine, I am strongly in favor of getting as much duty as pos- 

le. 


t 3,840 average 


Iinclose a copy of a letter I wrote to Senator 8. M. WHITE a few days ago, 
in which I advocated $1 per pound duty. I would now suggest, however, 
that $1.50 or $2 be placed on it. At $2, as above stated, the legitimately si 
onn pay 20 - 7 5 e ore and ul. or 8 bo ven 
morphine for any length oi e in ordinary esses, an: others sho 
be taxed as dad as possible. 


1897. 


My idea of the whole thing and its effect on the revenue is: 
Opium imported during the last calendar year would yield, 52,000 


pounds, at $12 per pound, aa. $000, 000 
rade ophim og OPE . co PETRA RA Re Dig Nothing. 
Tom POWONNG or Hee uer PereptRkensewehee d mee Eten IAM 600, 000 


Prepared opiumi illicitly introduced into the United States, includ- 
= the legitimate importations, would be only 200,000 pounds, 
al 


TTC E ELE uncus E UE Eq Ee Dee cue ma qa m Aid e 1,200,000 

Crude opium, 600,000 pounds, at .. 1, 200, 000 
TORIS dioec E E RE cA nay uum EFE Rad cnc M EU S Set qu a darn 2,400,900 

Or, with crude opium at 600,000 pounds at $1 the total would be..... 1, 800, 000 


In the first case an increase of $1.200,000 and in the latter an increase of 


With the pr ts of such a splendid increase in the revenue, and the prac- 
tical certainty of the prevention of smuggling, I would strongly recommend 
the specific rates which we know rather than embark on the uncertainties 
that may arise from the introduction of the ad valorem rate on an article 
that has already caused us so much trouble. 

ours, truly, JOHN H. WISE, Collector. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Before we leave paragraph 41, I wish 
to protest against the increased tax on this medicine of almost 
universal use. Crude opium is now on the free list. The House 
bill as well as the Senate amendment proposes to impose a tax of 
$1a pound. Morphine now pays a tax of 50 cents an ounce. The 
bill proposes to increase it to $1 an ounce. The other increases 
run through the paragraph in the same way. d 

It is a drug absolutely essential to the good of humanity. There 
can be no conceivable reason why the additional tax should be 
imposed upon this article of absolute necessity, and I for one am 
unwilling to allow this paragraph to pass without a word of pro- 
test. I do not propose to occupy the time of the Senate in discus- 
sion of the question, but I do wish the Senate to bear in mind that 
this proposition seems to me at least to be unreasonable. 

Iam tempted in this connection to read a letter which I have 
here, written by a manufacturing chemist in New York, which 
perhaps turns a light on the reasons why some persons want this 
change made. It is a letter written to another gentleman, and 
the writer says: 

Your letter of the lith received, and we note with interest the efforts of 
our friends Mr. Jones and Powers & Weightman to ruin their neighbors. 

As you say, the conduct of these men is flagrant when their attitude to- 
ward tariff on their own is considered. Now look at morphine; 
here are the figures: A . — of opium, commercial, contains from 10 per 
cent of morphine alkaloid upward, and, of course, yields in manufacture at 
least 1.6 to 2 ounces morphine. Tariff on this ie of opium, 13 per pound. 
Tariff on morphine, 1.6 to 2 ounces, at $1 per ounce, equals $1.00 to This 
pound of opium also yields considerable quantities of codeine, which, under 
the old tariff came in at 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. Jones has induced the Senate to make the tariff on this alkaloid $1 per 
ounce. No one has said a word, but it is more than 100 per cent protection 
and an enormous increase of duty on what is now an important chemical. 
The other important salt of morphine sulphate is obtained at the rate of 2 
to2} ounces to the pound of opium. This was taxed at 50 cents per ounce an 
opium free by Wilson bill: now sulphate is dutiable at $1 per ounce. 

A little examination will show that on morphine and codeine and the mor- 

hine salts Powers & Weightman enjoy not less than 100 per cent protec- 
Bon. Now, this is a most valuable monopoly, and one from which they have 
reaped several fortunes, old Dr. Weightman greputed one of the wealth- 
iest men alive. Does it not seem to you that such people could struggle along 
with a duty of 50 * cent on morphine ad valorem, or its equivalent in a 
specific duty, say, 60 cents to 70 cents per ounce on morphine and its salts, 
and would it not be well to put codeine back among chemicals not otherwise 
enumerated at, say, 25 per cent? 

'There is really no more reason why morphine should shoulder cob ge cent 
tariff than any other generally useful chemical. Theargument that the in- 
dustry needs 100 per cent to keep it alive is absurd on its face, and the pro- 
posal to tax the people of the entire country to support the infant industry 
of Dr. Weightman, who has made millions out of this healthy infantalready, 
would not stand much examination. Wethink any Senator would be justified 
in offering an amendment to the tariff on the lines proposed—say 50 per cent 
ad valorem on morphine and its salts, 25 per cent on codeine, or, say, 60 cents 
to 70 cents specific on morphine. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Arkansas give the 
name of his correspondent? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. He is not my correspondent. The 
letter was written by a manufacturing chemist of New York to 
another gentleman. The name signed to it is the Albany Chem- 
ical Company, of Albany, N. Y., and the letter is addressed to 
Mr. W. S. Manning, who is himself, I believe, a manufacturing 
chemist. Does the Senator from Rhode Island question the cor- 
rectness of any statement in the letter?. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I question the correctness of most of them, so 
far as they apply to the action of the Senate committee. We 
have not disturbed the paragraph at all. We left it exactly as it 
came from the House, and whatever may have been done by any- 
body was certainly done before it reached the Senate committee. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senate committee has reported 
the par: 79 5 back practically without amendment. 

. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But the Senate committee has re- 

porie it back with a tax on 2 which has heretofore been 

ree, a drug absolutely essential to the good of every family in the 
United States, and has reported the bill back with a tax on mor- 
phine that is twice as high as under the present law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am surprised that the Senator from Arkan- 
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sas should make that statement, because under the Wilson law, 
with which he had more or less to do, the duty on morphine was 
50 cents an ounce. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Fifty cents, and you place it at $1. 
Isaid you doubled it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have doubled it. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. You are astonished at the statement. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Under the Wilson Act opium was free, and 
we propose to put a tax of $1 a pound on crude opium, making 
the increase in this rate a necessity. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Increasing the rate on crude opium 
is no necessity for an increase of 103 per cent on. morphine, be- 
cause the other alkaloids, as pointed out by the chemical com- 

any, more than equal the amount of the tax paid on morphine. 

ere can be no justification on earth, when 1 pound of opium 
will yield 2 ounces of morphine, to put such a tax on morphine. 
Then on codeine and other things you have put a tax of $1 an 
ounce. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator tell us on what we have put 
a tax of $1 an ounce—oh! on the alkaloids? 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Yes,sir. I will move, at the proper 
time, to restore opium, crude and unmanufactured, to the free list. 
I now move to amend by striking out the words “one dollar,” 
in line 24, page 8, and inserting ‘‘50 cents.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. In order to show that the relation between 
opium and morphia is correct in the pending bill, without attempt- 
ing to elaborate the argument, I will say that it is the relation 
which has always existed in every tariff bill for the last half cen- 
tury. Whenever there has been a duty upon opium per pound, 
there has been a duty upon morphia at the same rate per ounce, 
the theory being that it took substantially 16 pounds of opium to 
make a pound of morphine, in connection with the cost of manu- 
facturing, which is a very nsive one. This relative rate has 
always been maintained in our tariffs, and I have never heard 
the accuracy of it questioned by anybody until this moment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator certainly will nct deny 
the fact that omn containing less than 9 per cent of morphine 
comes in taxable at $6 a pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Opium prepared for smoking. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Containing less than 9 per cent of 
morphine and prepared for smoking. Of course persons importin. 
opium will import it containing the largest possible quantity o 
morphine, and the rate runs from 12 to 25 per cent of morphine 
in opium. They get a much higher rate in many instances than 
what is stated as the average by the chemical company, who state 
that the average of morphine obtained from opium is 1.6 to 9 
ounces to the pound of opium. If the tariff bills have been framed 
on the hypothesis that it requires 16 pounds of opium to make 1 
pound of morphine, that shows of itself that it has been clearly 
wrong; but in addition to that 

Mr. ALDRICH. In connection with the cost of manufacturing, 
in which alcohol and other important materials are used, whi 
makes the difference. : x 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Is alcohol now used in the prepara- 
tion of morphine? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it is. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Except in an exceedingly limited 
way,I think not. Other solvents are used. Alcohol has in great 
measure gone out of use. Ido not say it positively, but that is my 
impression. 

n addition to the morphine which you get out of the opium 
(which, instead of being 1 ounce to the pound of opium, as sug- 
gested by the Senator from Rhode Island, these manufacturing 
chemists state is 1.6 to 2 ounces per pound), there are other things. 


Morphine sulphate is obtained at the rate of 2.1 to 2} ounces to the pound 
of opium. This was practically 50 cents per ounce, and opium free by the 
D bill; now sulphate is dutiable at ttle examination 


rounce. Ali 
show— cs 


They say— 
that on morphine and codeine and the morphine salts Powers & Weightman 
enjoy not less than 100 per cent protection. 

Now, all these items, I understand, are got out of a pound of 
opium in addition to the morphine that is taken out, and altogether 
the tax is monstrously high, twice as high as it ought to be. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Iam a little surprised that the Albany Chem- 
ical Company does not go into the business of making morphine, 
if their statement is correct. I have in my hand a statement made 
by the president of the Chemical Manufacturers’ Association of 
the United States upon this question, in which he says: 

Ihave this morning received a number of letters — 7 the subject to which 
zon refer, and without exception they all agree that $1 per ounce, with the 


uty on opium of $1 per pound, is none too much; in fact, two of them asked 
more, one for $1.25 and the other for $1.50 per ounce, 


Another letter, from St. John Bros., of New York, says: 


Please amend to * Morphia or morphine, sulphate of, and all alka- 
C Ince : 
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n. the proper rate, showing that 


This would be, in their 
the chemists of the United States, with the exception of the party 
to whom the Senator from Arkansas has referred, are all agreed 


red a duty on morphia at $1 an ounce is too low rather than too | Bacon, 


Mr. GRAY. Idonot suppose it is hard to get an agreement of 
that kind, that the duty istoolow. I merely rise, however, to ask 
the Senator from Rhode Island whether this duty, as I asked 
Lares another duty, is a revenue duty or is purely a protective 

uty 

Mr. ALDRICH. Which one? 

Mr. GRAY. The dollar an ounce on morphia. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A protective duty; and the dollar a pound is 
a revenue duty. 

Mr. GRAY. Iobserve that at 50 cents an ounce there was a 
revenue of $11,790 collected, while the estimated duty at $1 an 
ounce is $896.50. So we are giving up more than $10,000 of reve- 
nue to the Treasury, but not so far as the pockets of the people 
are concerned as to this small amount. That is still to be collected. 
It will go into the pockets of the stockholders of the chemical 


company. 
Mr. ALDRICH. How much does the Senator say we are giv- 


ing up? 

Mr. GRAY. Iam from the book I have before me—the 
com tive statement. I say that in 1890, at 50 cents per ounce, 
the duties collected were $11,790. Is that not right? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, in 1890; but in 18906 

Mr. GRAY. The estimated duty at $1 per ounce is $896.50. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator will notice that in 1896, which is 
the most recent testimony we have on the subject, the duty col- 
lected was only $448, upon the rate imposed by the Wilson Act. 

Mr. GRAY. I notice that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. So that we are not losing $10,000, but $448. 

Mr. GRAY. The rate in the Wilson Act is the same as that of 
the McKinley Act. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; with free opium. That shows that 
the relation which I have suggested is the proper one; was recog- 
nized by the Senator from Ar and his associates in the prep- 
aration of the act of 1894. 

I suppose that the Senator from Delaware will agree with me 
that, having paid a revenue duty of $1 a pound upon opium, it is 


3 that we should put relatively the proper duty upon 
morphia, a uct of opium, 
Mr. GRAY. I have no doubt when the vicious circle is com- 


menced it ought to be completed. I wish to call attention to the 
fact that this is purely a protective duty and not a revenue duty, 
and what was collected from the people went into the pockets of 
the protected manufacturers and not into the Treasury, 

r. WHITE. There is a peculiar feature not adverted to about 
the manufacture of smokers’ opium, which has been referred to. 
We have an internal-revenue tax upon that article of $10, and as 
a result the mp of that duty interferes with the importa- 
tion of the crude product here. 

Smokers' opium is now largely manufactured in British Colum- 
bia, and,singularly enough, there is nothing to indicate that the 
business is transacted in the United States in any other way than 
by bringing the manufactured opium here without any corre- 
sponding benefit tothe Treasury from theimpositionof $10a pound, 
upon which we collect absolutely nothing. That provision, how- 
ever, was inserted in the act of 1890, I think sections 85 to 37, and 
it stands there practically without any alteration except in the 
way I have stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 


the amendment pro d by the Senator from Ar i 
Mr. JONES of Ar On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary pr ed 


to call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (when Mr. GALLINGER’s name was 
called). The present occupant of the chair is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. MILIS]. 

Mr. TILL (when his name was called). 
my pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
were present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
3 non Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. If he were present, I 

0 vo LII 


Iagain announce 
THURSTON]. If he 


YEAS—#4. 
Faulkner, Mallor Rawlins, 
Bate, Gray, Mitche Roach, 
Ser, Heitfeld, MES Turpis 
Chilton; Kenney, » Wal 
Y Pettus, Whit 
NAYRS—99. 
Aldrich, Elkins, McBride, Proctor, 
Fair McEnery, Quar. 
Baker, Foraker, McMillan, well, 
Burrows, Frye, houp, 
Cannon, Gear, Penrose, pooner, 
Carter, Perkins, Btewart, 
y Hansbrough, Pottigrew, Warren, 
Gullon Jo tt Plate N Y Wilson. 
om, 0 ev. E . 
Deboe, Kyle, Pri 0 
NOT VOTING—25. 
Allen, Gorman, Martin, Turner, 
Butler, Hale, i Vest, 
Clay, Harris, Tenn. M Wel 
Hoar, Nelson, Wol 
Dars, Jones, Ark. —— 
Gallinger, Lod urston, 
George, Mantis, Tillman, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 2, page 9, I move to strike 
out ‘‘forty” and insert “twenty,” which is the same rate that is 
now in the law as the tax on that article. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In line 2, page 9, after the word act,“ it is 
proposed to strike out **forty " and insert **twenty;" so as to read: 

Aqueous extract of opium for medicinal uses, and tincture of, as lauda- 
num, and other li preparations of opium, not specially provided forin 
this act, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragra h 43, line 14, page 9, 
after the word ‘‘iron,” to insert ‘‘in pulp;" in line 15, after the 
word ** oil," to insert or water;" in the same line, after the word 
** water," to strike out‘‘eight” and insert **six;" and in line 16, 
after the word pound,“ to strike out ‘‘and in pulp or mixed with 
water, 8 cents per pound on the material contained therein when 
dry;" so as to read: 

43. Blues, such as Berlin, Prussian, Chinese, an others, 

8 of iron, in re dry ground in or 2 oil 8 
per poi 

Mr. SEW ELL. Iask the Senator from Rhode Island to let the 

o over. 

Mr. ALD ICH. Ihaveno objection. Itcan go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be passed over. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 45, page 9, line 22, after the word“ vegetable," to strike 
out under“ and insert by;“ so as to make the paragraph read: 

45. made from e, ivory, o 
uA c TUE IUe EE 
cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

46. Chrome yellow, chrome and all other chromium colors in the 
EE ck AM RAE oil, 4 cents gt e d; „ 
8 cents per pound on the . a duin «inn üry. 

Mr.ALDRICH. Inaccordance with thenotice heretofore given, 
I offer an amendment as a substitute for paragraph 46. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment be read. 

The SECRETARY. Strikeout paragraph 46, on page 10, and insert: 

46. Chrome chrome n, and all other chromium colors in the 
manufacture of which lead bichromate of potash or soda are used, in 
pulp, dry, or ground in or mixed with oil or water, 4} cents per pound. 

Mr. VEST. I wish simply to call attention to the fact that in 
1893, under the McKinley Act, where the duty was 4} cents, as it 
is now p: to make it, we imported 172,409 pounds of this 
article, and in 1896, with a reduction of duty to 3 cents under the 
Wilson Act, weimported only 149,550 pounds, showing that the 
increase of duty does not always result in keeping out imports, 
for here under à lower duty there was a smaller import. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed as a substitute by the Senator from Rhode 


Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I havea laid 


with the junior Senator from North Carolina n 
e 


eral 
UTLER|. He is absent, and I therefore withhold my vote. 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 
The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after 8 in the affirmative). 
I voted inadvertently. I am paired with the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. Harz], and withdraw my vote. 
Mr. CLAY. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LopGE]. If he were present, I should vote yea." 


The amendment was agreed to. 

'The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par- 
agraph 47, page 10, line 10, after the word act,“ to strike out 
“crude” and insert ** dry;" and in line 11, after the word “pound,” 
to strike out dried or powdered, one-half of 1 cent per pound;" 
so as to read: 


1897. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The committee have an amendment to sug- 
gest to this paragraph later on, and I ask that it may be passed 
over on that account. 

Mr. VEST. I can not hear the Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The committee have an amendment to sug- 
gest to the phraseology which they will submit later. I ask that 


the 5 be passed over. 

Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be passed over. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 48, e 10, line 14, after the word “three,” to strike out 
“and one- ;" go as to make the paragraph read: 

48. Orange mineral, 3 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 7 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 49, page 10, line 15, 
after the words ‘‘red lead,“ to strike out three” and insert two 
and three-fourths;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

49. Red lead, 2} cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. à 

The next amendment was, in Le 50, page 10, line 17, 
after the words ‘‘ultramarine blue,” to strike out “and other 
ultramarine colors;” and in line 19, after the word “ ultramarine,” 
to strike out “four” and insert *three;" so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

50. Ultramarine blue, whether dry, in pulp, or mixed with water, and wash 
bine containing ultramarine, 3 cents per pound. 

Mr. SEWELL. I should like to have that paragraph go over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objec 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the request of the Senator from New Jersey. 

The next amendment was, ee 51, page 10, line 22, after 
the words ad valorem,” to out and on;” in line 23, after 
the word ‘‘ varnishes,” to strike out “for the alcohol contained 
therein;" in line 24, after the word “and,” to strike out ‘‘thirty- 
two” and insert “‘ fifty-two;” and in the same line, after the word 
M erudi to strike out additional" and insert and 35 per cent 

valorem;" so as to make the paragraph read: 


51. Varnishes, including so-called PE size or japan, 35 per cent ad valorem; 
spirit varnishes, $1.52 per gallon and 85 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. In connection with this increase of duty, which is 
& very distinct one, from $1.82 under the McKinley Act to $1.52 
under the proposed act, and an increase from 25 per cént under 
existing law to 85 por cent ad valorem, I want to call attention 
to the fact that in 1896 we exported of all varnishes $362,975; we 


varnishes $5,879, and of all other varnishes | 2 on pig lend. t shall move to strike out the 
r. 


imported of P. ses : 

$100,935, thedifferencein favor of this country being that between 
one hundred and five thousand and some hundred dollars and 
$362,975. Why there can be any necessity for an increase of duty 
when we unquestionably command the domestic market and ex- 
port largely abroad, I am unable to understand, either for pro- 
tective purposes or for revenue. The great increase made here 


is upon the spirit varnishes, and yet we imported of them last | 
taking a vote upon it; I simply | 


year only $5,879. There is no use 
want to call attention to the fact. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 52, 11, line 2, be- 
fore the word *' cents,” to strike out twelve” and insert ten;“ 
and in line 4, before the word cents,“ to strike out “six” and 
insert *'five;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

52. Vermilion red, and other colors containing quicksilver, dry or ground 
in oil or water, 10 cents per pound; when not conta: quicksilver but made 
of lead or containing lead, 5 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in pua pe er 53, page 11, line 6, before 
the word “pigment,” to strike out white;” so as to read: 

53. White lead, white paint, and pigment containing lead, dry or in pulp, etc. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in 
the word “oil,” to strike out 
fourths;" so as to read: 

53. White lead, white paint. and ent . 
or ground or mixed with oil, 2} cents per are E 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment will be agreed to. o, 

Mr. VEST. Ibeg pardon; I hopethat last amendment will not 
bé agreed to until we have considered it for a short time, anyhow. 

"This is an increase over existing law upon white lead, an article 
which goes into consumption generally throughont the country, 
from 1} cents a pound to 24 cents a pound, being only one-quarter 
fhis ienenge aria ar 5 1 Th 

is p: ph without alluding to the duty upon lead. edu 
3 been doubled, as I had occasion to say in the ur 
ing of the discussion upon this bill, without the slightest excuse, 
in my judgment, for any such increase. We supply the domestic 


” and insert two and three- 


of ds. 
"Write lead i he product of the lead trust, and, as I said, goes 
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tion. 
The paragraph will be passed over at 


ph 53, page 11, line 8, after | 


It is impossible to consider | 


l 1 | junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 
market with lead and then export largely—millions upon millions | 
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into general consumption; En popr man uses it as well as the 
rich man. No housecan be t without the use of it, externally 
if a frame house, and internally whether made of brick or frame. 
Why this increase? In whose interest is it made? Who has 
called for it? It is an increase from 14 cents a pound to 24 cents, 
and for no other purpose except to increase the profits of the 
monopoly that controls the American market. 

I stated the other day that this trust was paying a 12 per cent 
dividend upon its stock. Iwas mistaken. I have no intimate 
acquaintance with the people, but it is 7 per cent upon their pre- 
ferred stock, as a friend informed me this morning. Seven per 
cent is above the normal interest. It is as well known that the 


Bee por cent of the sugar in the United States. 
ask, 


insert “one and one-half." That will bring up the question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri to the amendment of the committee, 
Does the Senator ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment to 
the amendment? 

Mr. VEST. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. t 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the committee amend- 
ment by striking out two and three-fourths” and inserting “‘ one 
and one-half." 

Mr. ALDRICH. The duty fixed in the bill on pig lead is 2 cents 
a pound. The Senator from Missouri now proposes to make the 
duty upon white lead, one of the products of lead, 14 cents a 
1 He says we pr to increase the duty on White lead. 

7 do we do it? Simply because we haveincreased the duty on 
pigi , from which white lead is made. 

. VEST. The Senator will permit me. He did not under- 

stand me to agree to that increase of duty? When we reach the 


increase. 
RICH. You propose to reduce the duty on pig lead to 

a cent a pound? 

Mr. T. Yes; asa matter of course. I have said so all the 


time. 

Mr.PETTIGREW. Ishouldliketo ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island a question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, Is it not a fact that we export white lead 


largely to other countries? : 
. ALDRICH. 1 think not. I know of no export of white 
lead. We export pig lead yoy largely to other countries. The 
difference between pig lead and white lead, by the act of 1890, was 
a cent a pound. The makers of white lead (and there are a great 
many others besides the National Lead Company in the United 
States) claim that they ought to have a difference of at least & 
cent a pound between pig lead and white lead in order to live. 
This is partly shown by fact that the imports of white lead 
have increased from 815,526 pounds in 1893 to 1,628,087 pounds in 
1896. The imports were nearly doubled in those three years. 

There is no use, I submit to the Senator from Missouri, to put 
a high rate of duty upon poderi: em pig lead if you intend 
to admit lead products at a lower rate ms put upon the raw 
material. You will simply import your lead into this country in 
the form of white lead and the other lead products and destroy 
the lead producers of the United States. - 

Mr. BATE. Ido not want to discuss this question, but td call 
the attention of the Senate to the fact that the rate under the law 
of 1890 was 3 cents a pound, and it produced $24,465.79; and the 
rate under the law of 1894 is 1} cents, and it produced almost the 
same amount to a fraction, namely, $24,421.84. 

Mr. GEAR. We allowed the white lead to come in and take 
the place of the domestic, which should have been made in this 
country, and s $100 less revenue. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will be called on agreeing to 
the amendment of tHe Senator from Missouri to the amendment 
of the committee. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. ( 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). Iam with the 
1f he were 
present, I should vote AE eon 

Mr. GALLINGER Hu 1 -— a 

(Mx, J. 


J his name was called). 
nounce my pair with 


senior Senator from "Texas 
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Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). Ihavea 
general pair with the junior Senator from Wyoming . CLARK]. 
If he were present, I should vote ** yea." 
Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). 
my pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. 
e roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 27, nays 35; as follows: 


I again announce 


YEAS—27. 
Bacon. Faulkner, pallor Rawlins, 
Bate, Tay, Mitch: Roach, 
Berry, Jones, Ark. Morgan, Turpie, 
Caffery, enney, Murphy, Vest, 
Chilto Kyle, Walthall, 
Cockre indsay, Pettigrew, White. 
McEnery, Pettus, 
NAYS—35. 
Aldri Foraker, McMillan, uay, 
Allison. S e, Mason, Sil. 
Burrows, Gear, Nelson, Shoup, 
Carter,” Hansbrough, patted Stewart, 
rou, erkins, ew: 

Chandler, Hawle * Platt, Conn. Warren, 

boe, Heitfeld, Platt, N. Y. Wetmore, 

rie] Nev. tchard, ilson. 
Fairbanks, McBride, Proctor, 
NOT VOTING—2%. 

Allen, Gallinger, i Thurston, 
Baker, enema: Y Mantle, 5 
Butler. orman, Martin, Turner, 
Clar! e, Mills, 
Clay, Harris, Kans Morrill, Wolcott. 

om, Harris, Tenn. Smith, 
Davis, oar, Teller, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 10, on page 11, as 
follows: 

54. Whiting and paris white, dry, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound; ground 
in oil, or putty, 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Rhode Island why, in this paragraph in relation to whiting, ground 
in oil, there is any necessity for a return to the McKinley rate of 
lcentperpound? Under the operation of the law of 1894, impos- 
ing a duty of half a cent a pound, the importations fell off from 
57,608 pounds in 1893 to 1,620 pounds in 1896. If the tariff or tax 
of half a cent a pound upon whiting, ground in oil, has been shown 
to be prohibitory, why reinstate the old rate in this bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The unit of value was, if the Senator will no- 
tice, almost the same in 1896 that it was in 1893, and the ad valo- 
rem rate here is only 4 per cent, according to this calculation, 
which is certainly not a very high rate, whether there are impor- 
tations or not. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The unit of value in 1896 was twenty-three 
one-hundredths. 

Mr. ALDRICH. One cent a pound would be only 4 per cent. 

Mr. CAFFERY. And the unit of value was five one-thou- 
sandths in 1893. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That shows that for some reason or other the 
price of putty went up between 1893 and 1896. 

Mr.CAFFERY. But that does not show the necessity for an 
increase in the duty at all. The price of the article has risen 
under the lower tariff, and there is a decline in the importations. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It will not make much difference whether the 
rate is half a centa pound or 1 centa pound. That is a pretty 
low rate to put upon anything. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 11, line 13, before the 
word ‘‘pigment,” to strike out ‘‘white;” in line 16, after the 
word pound,“ to strike out ‘‘sulfid of zinc white, or;" and in 
line 18, after the word pound,“ to strike out chloride of zinc 
and sulphate of zinc, 1 cent per pound; “ so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

i i igment con ing zinc, but not con- 
. 3 oil, 1 8 pet pound; white 
sulphide of zinc, 14 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 11, line 20, after the word 
“colors,” to strike out and;“ in the same line, after the word 
**pigments," to strike out whether dry or mixed, or ground in 
water or oil, or solutions other than oil, or;? in line 22, after the 
word ‘‘smalts,” to strike out *and;" in the same line, after the 
word frostings, to strike out ‘inot specially provided for in this 
act;” in line 23, after the word and,“ to strike out ‘‘all;” in line 
24, after the word '* pigments," to insert commonly known as 
artists’ ts or colors; all the foregoing, not specially provided 
for in this act;" in line 2, on page 12, before the word solutions,“ 
to insert with;” in line 3, after the word oil,“ to insert and 
whether;” and in line 4, after the word “other,” to strike out 


**forms commonly known as artists’ paints or colors" and insert 
“form;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

56. All paints, colo: igments, lakes, 3 frostin 
colors, rage pang 8 [vete dn ts or — Al the 
foregoing, not specially provided for in this act, whether dry or mixed, or 
ground with water or oil or with solutions other than oil, and whether in 
tubes, pans, cakes, or other form, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ihave one other amendment to the phraseol- 
ogy. After the word whether,“ in line 3, on page 12, I move to 
insert the words ‘‘in bulk or,” so as to read ** whether in bulk or 
in tubes, pans, cakes," etc. 

Mr. TON. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Rhode 
Island if all those paints and colors, except artists' colors, were 
not dutiable at 25 per cent even under the McKinley law? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They were. 

Mr. CHILTON. What reason exists for grecia the duty on 
these articles above even the McKinley rate or the Wilson rate? 
I think it fair that we should have some information on the sub- 


ject. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Owing to the large importations and the de- 
sire to make the rates uniform and harmonious with the rates 
upon other colors that are imported in other forms. For instance, 
under this bill and under all previous laws what are called coal- 
tar colors, which are substantially lakes, which are contained in 
this paragraph, have been put in the higher rates, and it is for the 
purposo of making these paragraphs consistent and giving a 

ittle 7 ere to the American paint manufacturers. 

Mr. GRA This is another case of diminishing the revenue by 
increasing protection. f 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think it will diminish the revenue. 

Mr. GRAY. You want to diminish the importations. That is 
what I understand. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We should be very glad to do that. 

Mr. GRAY. That is what I understood the Senator to say. 

Mr. VEST. This is an increase of 5 per cent over the McKin- 
ley Act as to **all paints, colors, pigments, lakes, crayons, smalts,” 
etc., and now the Senator from Rhode Island tells us that this is 
put in to give additional protection to the American manufactur- 
ers of paint. 

The comparative statement shows that we exported in 1890, 
after supplying the domestic market, $880,841 worth of these 
paints. That isa mathematical answertotheSenator's statement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
which has been submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH] to insert, after the word ‘‘ whether,” in line 3, on page 
12, the words in bulk or.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I should like to ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island a question for information. I see in the compara- 
tive statement that as to one of the subdivisions under paragraph 
56 we imported paris green and london purple. Are they in- 
cluded in this paragraph? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They would be included as paints not other- 
wise provided for. They would be included there or in this chem- 
ical-compound paragraph—I am not sure which but if the Senator 
succeeds in having them put upon the free list it would not be 
necessary in either case to make any amendment here, because it 
is said here, ‘‘ not specially provided for in this act.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not understand why it was put 


in here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose it was concluded that paris green 
was a color, although I never knew it to be used in that way. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not know it was used in that 


way. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ialways thought it wasa chemical compound, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 12, line 6, after the word 
“ white," to strike out four, and insert two and three-fourths;” 
so as toread: 

Lead: Acetate of, white, 2} cents per pound. 


Mr. VEST. I made no proposition to amend the preceding para- 
graph, because the Senate committee had reported the same rates 
as the existing law on acetate of lead, but on litharge, which is a 
lead compound, the McKinley Act imposed a duty of 3 cents, and 
the committee has reported a duty of 21 cents per pound. Under 
the existing law it is 1} cents. I move to strike out “two and 
one-half” and insert ‘‘ one and one-half.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment reported by the committee, which has been stated, will be 
first considered, unless the Senator from Missouri desires a vote 
taken on his amendment now. If not, the question will be on the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on 
12, line 7, after the word pound,“ to strike out in colors FE 
and insert brown gray, or yellow, one and three-fourths;" and in 
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]ine9, after the words “nitrate of," to strike out two“ and insert 
** one;" so as to read: 

57. Lead: Acetate of, white, 21 cents per pound; brown, gray, or yellow, 11 
cents per pound; nitrate of, 1j cents per pound, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. z 

The next amendment was, in the same par: 
line 10, before the word “cents,” to strike out 

„insert **one-half;" so as to read: 

Litharge, 2} cents per pound, 

Mr. VEST. NowImoveto strike out ‘‘2” and insert ** 1." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri will be stated. bya 

The SECRETARY. In line 10, after the word ‘‘litharge,” it is 
proposed to strike out “two” and insert **one;" so as to read: 

Litharge, 1} cents per pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri to the amendment of the committee. 
The amendment to the amendment was rejected. i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the adoption 
of the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 12, after the word ** phos- 
phorus,” to strike out twenty and insert ten;“ so as to read: 

Phosphorus, 10 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask that that may be passed over for the 


resent. 
d The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be passed over, 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, under the head of ** Potash," on 


12, 


ph, on 
7 and 


fo 


page 12, line 15, to insert refined, in sticks or rolls;” so as to 


read: 
60. Caustic or hydrate of, refined, in sticks or rolls, 1 cent per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same paragraph, on page 12, 
line 16, after the words ‘‘chlorate of,” to strike out three” and in- 
sert ‘‘two;” so as to read: 

60. Caustic or hydrate of, refined, in sticks or rolls,1 cent per pound; chlo- 
rate of, 2 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In behalf of the committee, I modify that 
amendment so as to read two and one-half cents per pound," in- 
stead of **2 cents per pound.” 

Mr. VEST. Under the McKinley Act and under existing law, 
that article was free, and now the Senator, not satisfied with put- 
ting 2 cents upon it, proposes to increase it half a cent more, as I 
understand him. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. Well, we shall simply content ourselves with the 
right of inquiry. I should like to know the reason for the addi- 
tional duty. I suppose there is no use to take a vote upon it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Chlorate of potash is a very important article, 
not only in medicine, but in commerce, and it is very largely con- 
sumed in the United States. It has never been made here until 
within a very short time, owing to the fact that it was on the 
free list. It is a manufactured product, and a large number of 
materials and machines which are dutiable are used in its pro- 
duction. Itis believed by the people now engaged in the industry 
that it can be largely developed, and that in a very short time 
American manufacturers can produce the entire product con- 
sumed in this country. 

Mr. GRAY. Then they will not want any tax. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The duty is 2} cents a pound, which is only 
about 25 per cent ad valorem—not a high one at all. I think it is 
an experiment which we ought to try. 

Mr. VEST. This article is a most important one in dyein 
goods, and especially cotton goods. I have always understood— 

o not wish to make any extended argument in regard to it—the 
policy of all conservative men in the United States was to make 
the raw material used in manufactures as cheap as possible, in 
the interests of the general consumers of the country, because it 
goes without saying that whenever you put a duty upon material 
used by the manufacturer, he recoups it in the price of the manu- 
factured product from the purchaser. 

The French people are to-day the most pr rous in Europe in 
proportion to territory and population, and they recovered from 
the most disastrous war in modern or almost in ancient history in 
an unparalleled short time, because they did two things: They 
expanded their currency and they admitted raw materials free. 
The result is that to-day France oe more largely than any 
other people, except possibly those of Great Britain, to all 
of the world, and would export as largely as Great Britain but for 
the fact that she has not a merchant marine with which to 
her products abroad. We are pursuing an entirely different vie d 
icy. Ihave notsaid anything, use I take it it is useless, when 
the duties were increased upon all the list of chemicals over which 
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we have Uwe recepto that go into manufactures that ought 
to be made as cheap as possible to the manufacturer. 

Now, here we come to an article upon which the House of 
Representatives . a duty of 3 cents; the Senate committee 
struck it out and made it 2 cents, and now they come back and 
y eme to make it 24 cents. The article was free under the 

c aly, Act and itis free under existing law, and yet we are 
told by the Senator from Rhode Island, deliberately and coolly 
and frankly, that it is done for the purpose of enabling certain 
manufacturers to build up their interests in the future. At whose 
expense? That is the question. If we put on this additional duty, 
and it costs the manufacturers more to purchase this raw mate- 
rial, who pays for it? My constituents, who do not manufacture 
it, and the constituents of every other Senator who has not a man- 
ufacturing industry of that sort in his State. Ienter my protest, 
Lor one, against the general doctrine and this specific illustration 


of it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Some . believing that at 
the price at which this article was sold in the United States they 
could manufacture it by using the electrical power at Niagara 
Falls, invested a large amount of money in a plant for that pur- 

se and commenced the manufacture of it. e United ali 

Zompany of England, with a capital of $30,000,000, which controls 
all this product for the world, thereupon put down the price in 
the United States below the peice in England and below the price 
at which it can be profitably manufactured here. When it is 
once known that the manufacture here is destroyed, the price will 
go back again to the old figures, 

I thought that the duty ought to be left as it was fixed by the 
House of Representatives, but my associates upon the committee 
felt that it might be reduced somewhat. I believe that with this 
duty the result will be that in a very short time we shall produce 
this article in the United States, instead of being dependent upon 
the United Alkali Trust of England for it, withthe usual result in 
such cases, that the price will be reduced to the consumer. 

Mr. CAFFERY. | I ask the Senator from Connecticut how long 
this depression of the English monopoly or trust, or whatever it 
may be, has crowded out the manufacture of this article in New 
Yorx? How long has it been since they have exercised that de- 
pressing influence over that industry? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Thisenterprise was started within 
less than a year; I think about eight months ago. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Only six months ago. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Only six months ago, I am told. 

Mr. GALLINGER. About nine or ten months ago, I should 
have stated. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The price at which the article was 
selling before this establishment was started would enable a little 
profit to be made upon it, but the price at which the English 
product is now put for the purpose of crushing out and stopping 
this industry in the United States will not allow it to be manu- 
factured at a profit. $ 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, it is a routine statement made 
that we have to protect infant industries from the greed of some 
foreigner who is selling an article in the United States below the 
cost of production for the purpose of crushing out the American 
industry. Such statements are made very largely, and I have 
never seen any authoritative or authentic proof of their entire 
correctness. I for one have not much objection to the English- 
man or the Frenchman or anybody else selling things to America 
below the cost of production, because we enjoy the benefit of their 
product. 

My friend from Missouri [Mr. VEST] seems to regret to have 
Senators on the other side of the Chamber descend from the ele- 
vated plane of the home market when it suits their purpose and 
come down to the old infant-industry idea that when we have the 
market we must hold it by high taxes, and when we have it not 
we must get it by high taxes. That appears to formulate their 
proposition in its exact character. 

But if s cene be made between this country and France, 
showing how France has increased her export of manufactures b 
a lowtariff or by having no tariff upon the raw materials, I thin 
the Senator has made rather an invidious comparison somewhat 
upon the monetary lines of another country of Europe. That 
country is Great Britain. That country does not happen to have 
what the Senator from Missouri calls **an expanded currency," 
and yet, notwithstanding that fact, having nothing but the gold 
standard— which seems to meet with opposition sometimes on this 
side of the Chamber—that country has transcended France and 
all other countries in the world in the extent of its export trade. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, it seems to me that this is 
a ey, "uem proposition, and 1 am going to say only a word 
about it. 

In what I said to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] as 
to the length of time which we had been manufacturing this arti- 
cle in this country I somewhat misled him. "The statement from 
which I got the fact is dated December 28, 1896, in which it is said 
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that the manufacture commenced six months before that time; so 
that it was about ten months ago. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to read a very brief letter from the 

ident of the only manufacturing establishment in this coun- 
that is ing this article—the Chemical Construction Com- 
pany of New York, which is operating at Niagara Falls: 

The Chemical Construction company. herewith submits to your committee 
2r reasons why it asks for a duty of 5 cents a pound: on orate of potas- 

Mr. WHITE. From what page does the Senator read? 

Mr. GALLINGER. From page 118 of the Tariff Hearings be- 
fore the Committee on Ways and Means of the House of Repre- 
sentatives on Schedule A. That company asked for a duty of 
twice the amount that the Senate committee seemed willing to 
give. The statement from which I have been reading continues: 

No chlorate of potassium was made in this country until 1896. The import 
in 1898 was 4,064,176 pounds: in 1894, 4,131,055 pounds; in 1895, 4,510,809 pounds: 
in 1896, 5,526,913 Boas This company invested a amount of capital 
in its plant, which was designed to turn out about 400,000 pounds, or less than 
one-sixteenth of the amount consumed in this country. A duty of 5 cents a 
pound on the balance, which would still have to be imported, would yield a 
revenue to the Government of over $250,000 per annum. 

vious to 1896 the price of chlorate of potassium had varied from 14 to 
18centsa pound. In that year— 


Which was the year the manufacture was commenced in this 


country— 
the foreign manufacturers, with the intention of stop ing production here, 
forced their surplus on this market, and the price un to 7i cents a pound. 


This was so much below what they were selling for in Europe that reship- 
ments were made at a profit. The company has now closed its works 


The only company in this country that has been operating in 
the man re of this article has closed its works— 


Mr. President, there it is in a nutshell. We have been import- 
ing nearly 6,000,000 pounds of this product into this country, and 
we have started to manufacture it, when the foreign manufacturer, 
with $30,000,000 or more of capital behind him, puts the price 
down so low that he destroys the American industry; and when 
the American industryis destroyed—and we have had a great many 
examples of that in the history of this Government—the price of 
the product is again raised to the American consumer, and we are 
dependent upon the foreign market for this article. 

"| think this is one of tho industries that ought by all means to 
be protected. My only regret is that the duty is not a little higher 
than 2j cents a pound. 

Mr. BACON. . I desire to ask the Senator from Connecticut or 
the Senator from Rhode Island if I correctly understand them to 
say that there is an American trust which has put the cost of this 
product below what it is in England? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No; it is an English trust—the 
United Alkali Company. 

Mr. BACON. Then I misunderstood the Senator. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There is probably no trust in 
the world that corresponds to it in the control of the market in 


this product. 
Mr. BACON. I misunderstood the Senator. I thought he said 
it was an American trust. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Not at all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The article is controlled by an English 
trust, not by au American trust. 

Mr. WHITE. I notice, upon consultation of the record, that 
from 1884, which is as far back as I have traced it, there was a 
duty of 3 cents a pound on this article down to 1890. Then the 
McKinley law dropped the duty, and the article has been free 
ever since. At that time it was deemed proper to put it on the 
free list. I understood the Senator from New Hampshire to state 
that the company he has referred to was the only manufactory in 
the country engaged in the production of this article. 

Mr. G. LINGER. The only one I have any knowledge of, and 
the only one I find mentioned in the record here. 

Mr. WHITE. I observe in the letter of the gentleman to which 
the Senator has adverted that he makes this statement: 

This company invested a large amotmt of capital in its plant, which was 

ed to turn out about 400.000 pounds, or less than one-sixteenth of the 
amount consu in this country. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is correct; but if by protection we 
enable this factory to go along and manufacturethis product, there 
will soon be a great many others of a similar kind. 

Mr. VEST. The whole argument upon the other side amounts 
tothis: We are now to build up a factory which has utilized the 
water power at Niagara Falls and out of that has created electric 

wer by which it can produce one-sixteenth of the amount that 

necessary for the le of the United States. Iam too much 
of an American to that Niagara Falls requires the assist- 
ance of a protective tariff to compete with anything made in 
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8 If we can not compete with English manufacturers, 
with the enormous na resources which we admittedly have, 
itis perfectly useless to try to do it by artificial means. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ishould like to ask the Senator from 
Connecticut a question for information. How extensive is the 
manufacture of permanganate of potash? Is not caustic potash 
essential for the manufacture of that article, and is not cyanide 
of potash an article used largely by miners? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, Not at all. It is not used in the 
manufacture of cyanide, as I understand it. Yellow prussiate is 
used in its manufacture. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iam told it is used in the mannfac- 
ture of permanganate of potash. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think not. Cyanide of potas- 
sium is made from the yellow E of potash. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I was this morning told by a man 
who said he is interested largely in the manufacture of perman- 
ganate of potash that the increase on caustic potash would de- 
stroy that industry, which is a large one, unless a large correspond- 
ing increase was given on it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Caustic potash in this bill is on the free list. 
Ido not see how there can 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In this bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, 

Mr. VEST. Not refined, in sticks, etc. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Notin sticks and rolls. In any other form it 
is on the free list. 

Mr. VEST. In this very Paragraph you have sticks and rolls, 
and you have caustic potash free, I do not know why you have 
done it, but it is done. 

Mr. CHILTON. I understood the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to inform the Senate that the factory started at Niagara 
Falls had brought the price of chlorate of potash down to its 
present low level—about 7 cents a pound. 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; the Senator did not quite understand 
me correctly. The factory which manufactured this product, and 
which ran for four months at Niagara Falls, did not sell the arti- 
cle as low as 73 cents a pound; but as it began to supply the Amer- 
ican market, even to the extent of one-sixteenth of the entire 
product, the United Alkali Company of Great Britain, which is 
an enormous concern, a trust, put the price so low that the Amer- 
ican manufacturer could not continue in business, and he has gone 
out of business as the result. : 

Mr. CHILTON. My information differs altogether from that 
of the Senator from New Hampshire. Ithink the price of chlo- 
rate of potash has steadily fallen for the last four or five years, 
and that almost all the reduction occurred before the Niagara 
Falls company began operations. " 

Mr.GALLINGER. Mr. Ferguson, whoI think probably knows 
what he is talking about, and who is president of the Chemical 
Construction Company, says that previous to 1896 the price of 
chlorate of 8 had varied from 14 to 18 cents a pound.“ 
Of course there were some variations. Then it dropped to 7j 
cents, showing the enormous profit that this Fr trust is receiv- 
ing at the expense of the people of the United States. 

. GRAY. At the expense of what people? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The people who are purchasing the article. 

Mr. GRAY. It was not much at their expense if they were buy- 
ing at the low prices. 

Mr. GALLINGER. They were paying from 14 to 18 cents a 
pound, and they will do so again. 

Mr. CHILTON. Thetruth probably is that the factory at Niag- 
ara Falls had nothing to do with the decline in price of chlorate of 
potash. It has been going down for several years. In 1894 it was 
18 cents a pound, and before the factory started it had ranged as 
low as 11 cents a pound. The product of that factory constituted 
only about one-sixteenth of the total current consumption in this 
country. Fifty-five hundred thousand pounds were imported into 
the United States in 1896. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Can the Senator from Texas give any good 
reason why in 1894 this product should have been at 14 and from 
that up to 18 in 1896, and then drop to 74? Can it be possible that 
it is being produced for less than half what it cost in 1896? 

Mr.JO of Arkansas. The comparative statement which by 
authority is placed on the desks of all Senators shows that in 1893 
the average unit of value of the article was 11 cents, instead of 14 
to 18 cents. z 

Mr. GALLINGER. Can the Senator give any good reason why 
it went up to 18 cents in 1896? 

e of Arkansas. I do not know that it did, according 
ese 


pers. 

Mr. CHILTON. I donot believe the price was 18 cents in 1896, 
The plain fact is that this one American company produced merely 
asmall fraction of the amount needed for American consumption. 
This small concern now calls upon Congress to impose a tax on 
the whole people of the Uni States, who imported and con- 
sumed last year 5,500,000 pounds of chlorate of potash, in order to 
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ustain it in the manufacture of 333,000 pounds, and the employ- 
ient of about 50 men! 
Of course I understand that the in eii here have made up 


their mind to vote these items through, but it does seem to me 
appropriate that attention should be directed to this perversion of 
theory of protection. E 

Mr. GRAY. Before this subject is dismissed from our atten- 
tion, I wish to ask the Senator from New Hampshire if he quite 
understands the witness, Mr. Overbury, before the Ways and 
Means Committee, who was advocating a high poran duty on 
this article, in regard to the price of chlorate of potash. He tells 
us that the commercial uses of chlorate of potash are very wide; 
that it is used in calico dyeing; it is used in matches and in blast- 
in wder, two very important industries in this country. 

Tha pen to know something about the manufacture of matches 
and blasting powder, both of which are important industries in 
my own State. Therefore I may be excused for scrutinizing as 
well as I may the proposal here to tax those industries in be 
of the Niagara F. industry, which is using the power that 
nature gives to make a small HERO of this material, and to let 
the Senate and the country see whatthe morals of this proposition 
are; thatitis a proposition to tax all these great industries, just as 
worthy of consideration as this particular little industry, for the 
purpose of building it up. Mr. Overbury says that in 1894 the 


price was 13 to 14 cents. 

Mr. WHITE. From what does the Senator read? 

Mr. GRAY. Page 116 of the blue book. 1n1895-96it was 7 to 
Ti cents. That was the price as stated by toia manufacturer. 

Mr. CHILTON. As I understand, it reached the price of 


n cents a pound before the factory was started at Niagara Falls 


Mr. GRAY. That is true. 
sone is imported every year, or at least there has been this year, 5,500,000 


pounds— 

As the Senator from Texas said— 

Our company will make a very small proportion of such a quantity. A 
duty of 5 cents a pound— 

Says this modest gentleman— 
will bring it back to absut 12 cents a pound 

Nearly 100 per cent increase— 
where it has been for a number of years. 

And that nearly 100 per cent increase has to be borne by the 
manufacturers of medicinal preparations, by the manufacturers 
of blasting powder, which goes into more industries, perhaps, and 
is more diffusely used than almost any other article, and into the 
manufacture of matches. 

Now, I ask why should those industries, and why should the 

ple who are affected so widely by this tax, be called upon to chip 
in in order to spoori the Niagara Falls industry which Mr. Over- 
bury advocated before the Committee on Ways and Means? 

. GALLINGER. The Senator from Delaware is laboring 
under a slight misapprehension, as is the Senator from Texas, 
when the Senator from Texas says that the decline occurred be- 
fore the 5 started—in 1893. This company was started in 
June, 1895. en the Senator from Delaware makes his estimate 
upon the statement of Mr. Overbury as to the cost of this product, 
he should remember that the statement was made upon the basis 
of 5 cents a pound. There is a slight difference in that respect of 
24 cents a pound. 

Ido not care to prolong the debate, but I think the Senator 
from Delaware must be aware of the fact that there are a great 
many instances in our history where precisely this thing has hap- 
pened in our country, that we have started a manufacturing con- 
cern and foreign manufacturers have put down the prices so low 
that they drove the American manufacturer out of business, and 
immediately when he went out of business, the foreigners put u 
the price, and our people had to pay the high price as they h 
paid it before we began to manufacture for ourselves. I can not 
State any particular instance, but I know there are a great many 
such instances in our history, and some very striking instances, 
which perhaps, before the debate is 3 I will cite to the Sen- 
ate in connection with some of the schedules. 

Ihave no doubt that the price of this article was lowered by the 
great English trust for the simple purpose of driving out of bod. 
ness the erican concern which was in competition with them, 
because if the establishment at Niagara Falls becomes a certainty, 
and under the protective poney of the ublican party they are 
enabled to manufacture this article at a living profit, it will not 
be the only manufacturing concern in this country that will be 
making the product, but e wil be many others scattered all 
over the country, and in a little while we will be doing with it 
Len as with tin plate. Iremember the dire propos of the 

nator from Delaware and other Senators in regard to tin plate. 
that we could not make it in this country, and that it was absurd 
to talk about it, and yet to-day we are manufacturing almost 
FF So in to this 

cle, 


Mr. GRAY. You can make almost anything if you can get a 
subsidy from the Government to support it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Weare manufacturing tin plate at a less 
price than the American consumer paid for it before. 

Mr. GRAY. You can raise oranges under glass in New Hamp- 
shire if you get enough subsidy. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is no argument. We are selling tin 
plate at less price than the American consumer was paying tor it 
when the dire prophecies were made by our Democratic friends 
that we could not manufacture it at all, that it was an outrage 
upon the American people and upon the dinner pai! of the work- 
man. Yet weimposed that daty. We put that burden upon the 
poor workingmen of the United States, and under that policy the 
American people have gone on and developed this great industry 
and are producing tin plate in almost if not entire quantities to 
meet the requirements of the people of this great country. 

Mr. GEAR. To fortify that argument, I will state that tin cups 
were quud in my State, or proposed to be dled, at two or 
three hundred per cent increase to show how iniquitous the Mc- 
Kinley law was which placed a duty upon tin plate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. my judgment this is an instance where 
we are starting by the protective policy, in which the Republican 
party believes, a new industry in the United States; and while it 
may be for a little time something of a burden upon the con- 
sumer—it may be, I am not sure it will be—in my opinion it will 
be but a little while before we will be manufacturing all we 
require in this country, and then the price will be lowered by 
American competition, as prices are always lowered when com- 
petition in this country has a fair opportunity to operate. That 
is my judgment. Imay be wrong about it, of course. 

Mr. GRAY. If theSenator will allow me, I do not want to take 
away the foundation upon which he stands—I do not know that I 
shall doit, certainly not in the Senator's opinion—but the illustra- 
tion he uses is an unfortunate one—tin plate. He said we will 
have as to this industry what has occurred in respect to man 
others, and conspicuously tin plate, an industry built up by a hig 
protective tariff. Yet up to 1894 the duty on tin plate had been 
2 cents a pound, when the Wilson Act reduced it to 14 cents, and 
if the al sere industry in this country has flourished at all, it 
has flourished under the lower duty and not under the higher. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; but it was established under the 
higher, and 1 have no doubt that after a time we can make tin 
plate practically withont any duty. 

Mr. GRAY. Butin the year 1894 many Senators stated—I do 
not know whether the Senator from New Hampshire did—that if 
we reduced the duty from 2 cents to 14 cents tin-plate establish- 
ments would die, they could not exist, and could not be prosper- 
ous with the lower rate of duty at all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Very likely. There were false prophecies 
made by Republicans as well as by Democrats. Weareall human. 
But Ido not care to prolong this controversy. Of course, if I 
should suggest that we used to pay a duty of $16 or $18 or $22 a 
ton on steel rails and in this bill the duty is $6.72, the Senator 
would say that the fact that we are manufacturing our steel rails 
in this country has nothing to do with it; that if we let England 
sell us steel rails as she used to do, at $160 a ton or thereabouts, 
England would continue to sell them as cheap as they are being 
producea and sold to the American people by American manu- 

acturers. Ido not believe that that is true. Of course I do not 
argue the matter. I shall not attempt to convert the Senator 
from Delaware to my way of thinking, because I know I can not 
do it, but nevertheless that is my conviction, and my conviction 
rests in regard to this little industry about which we are talking 
now upon the same belief - that we will build up here an American 
industry and will employ American labor and will furnish this 
product to the American people at a price not larger, certainly, 
than it is being sold for at the present time. 

Mr. GEAR. May I suggest to the Senator from Delaware, as 
to tin plate, that, as almost seers BONY knows, in the manufacture 
of tin plate it is necessary to secure cheap billets, and the method 
of manufacturing billets is far cheaper now than even six years 
ago. Therefore tin plate can be made cheaper. 

Mr. GRAY. Then it is not the tariff. 

Mr. GEAR, The tariff helped. 

Mr. GRAY. That is what I have contended for all along—that 
the tariff has nothing to do with the tin-plate industry in this 
country; and there is no man whois not so possessed of the pro- 
tective idea as to have lost that common sense which in other re- 
spects might distinguish him who would not recognize the fact 
that the tin-plate industry at least owes none of its prosperity to 
the protective hand of the Government. I was wrong a moment 
ago, for it was even a greater reduction than I supposed. The 
duty on tin plate was reduced from 2.20 cents a pound to 13 and 
not 14 cents, as I said. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is right. 

Mr. GEAR. My friend omits one thing. Of course, as a Re- 
publican, I believe these great industries were built up by the 
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protective system. The Senator from Delaware himself admitted 
that the pulp and paper industry had been built up by the 


ro- 
tective system, and now he says that as to tin plate the tariff had 
nothing to do with it or anything else. 

Mr. GRAY. I do say so, and I say the facts which are patent 
to everyone, that the tin-plate industry, which did not exist and 
did not flourish under a duty of 2.20 cents a pound, has flourished 
since it was reduced to 1} cents a pound, demonstrate that there 
were other causes for that prosperity than the tariff. 

Mr. CHILTON. While it is a sort of . performance 
to raise objections, it does not seem rigi t that the claims made 
should go unchallenged on the floor of the Senate. My statement 
about the fall in the price of chlorate of potash was made largely 
from memory. My statement, however, concerning the date of the 
opening of the manufacturing establishment at Niagara Falls 
was derived from the testimony contained in the hearings, which 
have been published. I donot think I can be mistaken in the im- 
pression that the price of chlorate of potash went as low as 7 or 8 
cents a pound in 1895. 

Again, 3 the hearings, I call the attention of the Sena- 
torfrom New Hampshire to the testimony of Mr. Overbury, on 

page 116. The testimony was taken December 28, 1896. He was 
asked this question in regard to chlorate of potash: 

How much do you manufacture? 

5 Our one company manufactures not far from one-third of 
a "Mr. PAYNE. How long have you been manufacturing it? 

Mr. OvknBURY. About six months. 

Mr. PAYNE. Six months since you commenced it? 

Mr. OvERBURY. Yes, sir. 

If that testimony is true, the factory at Niagara Falls was started 
in 1896, and not in 1895. The great fall in the price of chlorate of 
potash, which seems to have been an accomplished fact in 1895, 
must have occurred, therefore, anterior to the establishment of 
the industry in New York. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I think the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] has been very unfortunate in the 
witness he summoned to prove his case. It is only one evidence 
of the exaggerated statements that interested parties will make 
when they want the helping hand of the Government to assist 
them in their business. 

The authentic figures of the prices of chlorate of potash put 
down on the comparative statements show that in 1893 the article 
was selling at 11 cents a pound. In 1896 it was 8 cents a pound. 
Now, the witness whom the Senator from New Hampshire has 
summoned to prove his case makes this statement: 

The import in 1893 was 4,064,176 pounds; in 1894, 4,131,055 pounds; in 1895, 
4,549,899 pounds; in 1896, 5.526.913 pounds. This company invested a large 
amount of capital in its plant, which was designed to turn out about 400,000 
pounds, or less than one-sixteenth of the amount consumed in this country. 

A duty of 5 cents a pound on the balance, which would still have to be im- 
ported, would yield a revenue to the Government of over $250,000 per annum. 

3 i 896 the price of chlorate of potassium had varied from 14 to 18 
cents a po : 


„Previous to 1896 the price of chlorate of potassium had varied 
from 14 to 18 cents a pound." 

Now, I submit to the Senate whether the statements of this wit- 
ness are to be taken or the authentic finding of the fact by the 
Chief of the Bureau of Statistics? With what kind of e can 
an industry of this sort come before the Senate of the United 
States or the Congress of the United States and ask the Govern- 
ment to support it when it supplies only one-sixteenth of the con- 
sumption of the United States? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Upon precisely the same ground that we 
protect sugar produced in Louisiana, which is an infinitesimal 
proportion of what we consume. 

.CAFFERY. The keystone of the arch of Republican tariff 
taxation is free sugar. It was so declared in 189). There is not 
a Republican of any prominence who was then in the Senate of 
the United States or the Congress of the United States who did 
not at that period declare that the tariff upon sugar was not 
within the circle of the protective idea, that it was not within the 
grasp of that principle. : 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. We protected it by a bounty. 

Mr. GEAR. That is the statement I was about to make. 

Mr. CAFFERY. And unanimously almost, if not entirely, the 
Congress of 1890 voted for free sugar, and in 1894 it substituted 
the debauching and the demoralizing principle of bounty in lieu of 
the Democratic principle of tariff for revenue on sugar. 

Mr. GEAR. ay I interrupt the Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. GEAR. Thatistrue. The Republican party in the House 
and the Senate of the United States voted for free sugar. We did 
place a bounty on it, under an arrangement of law, to last fifteen 
years, and the Democratic party, with a moral obliquity that al- 
ways astonished me, refusing to carry out that which was an 
unwritten contract, the law of the land, took away the bounty. 
They refused to pay the bounty which was due, and there had to 


be a decision of the court to make them pay it. 

Mr, CAFFERY. Iam not one of those individuals who can see 
any moral obliquity in a party who proposes and makes a gift and 
then revokes it at any period he chooses. There was no party to 
make a contract with. It was not a contract in any sense. 

Mr. GEAR. The Senator from Louisiana is a lawyer. He knows 
that a contract was made with every man in this land, from ocean 
to ocean, who would embark in the growth and production of 
sugar. Therefore it was a moralcontract, a legal contract, in my 
judgment, of the fen Duis of the United States with those people. 

Mr. CAFFERY. en we go-into a metaphysical disquisition 
of moral contracts, I would propose to my Republican friends to 
have some tender regard for the bowed-back labor of this country. 
A moral contract implies a moral obligation, and you have behind 
you a moral obligation of the strongest kind in these depressed 
times not to be piling up the taxes on the backs of the people of 
the United States. 

To call the bounty of 1890 a legal contract is a misnomer. It 
was never a contract. It can not bea contract. How can a gov- 
ernment contract with itself? Who was the other party to the 
contract? It was nothing on earth but a gift, a pernicious gift, a 
demoralizing gift, a debauching gift, the bad consequences of 
which the Senator from Iowa heard the other day in the demand 
of an export gift upon cereals exported from this country. 

Mr. GEAR. I imagine the Senator from Louisiana himself in 
pues and his colleagues from that t of the country were 

neficiaries under that gift and partook of its benefits. 

Mr. CAFFERY. There is an old Spanish proverb which says, 
Never look a gift horse in the mouth.” The gift was forced upon 
us ex invito. e did not want it. I for one stand on Democratic 
lines when I ask for a tariff on sugar. It is the keystone of the 
arch of the Democratic idea of revenue. It produces revenue, and 
more revenue than any other article upon the dutiable list. It 
has less evil effect in building up any class of citizens at the ex- 
penae of others than almost any other article upon the dntiable 

ist, unless you find one that is not produced at all in the United 

States. Itis produced to such a small extent that the tariff upon 
it yields money that goes into the coffers of the Government and 
not into the pockets of monopolists or classes, not into the pockets 
of such a gentleman as you now propose to pay by this tariff upon 
the prussiate of potash. Bring better witnesses than this gentle- 
man. He is overthrown and controverted by the facts from the 
Bureau of Statistics. In being falsus in uno, he is falsus in 
omnibus. The statement that the English manufacturers have 
depressed the price of this article purposely to destroy the Ameri- 
can industry, in my opinion, has no weight. 

It is correctly stated by the Senator from Delaware that the nat- 
ural surroundings, the natural resources, the natural ability of 
the American people have created the industry of tin plate, and 
the tariff on tin plate is not the cause of the growth of the indus- 
try. Sir, we have a new industrialforce, we have a kind of moral 
machinery which surpasses the ingenuity of the mechanics and 
overslaughs allof nature's resources and advantages. It is the 
artiticial product of Republican minds, that extraordinary pro- 
duction called atariff bill. When you have tariff, you have every- 
thing you want. If you do not have tariff, the American indus- 
tries languish and suffer and die. There is not a single American 
industry to-day that stands on its own legsand can compete with a 
foreign market that has not built itself up in spite of tariff, and 
that can not retain its hold in spite of tariff, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to the amend- 
ment of the committee to strike out three“ and insert two and 
a haif" in line 16, page 12. 

Mr. VEST. That is an increase of one-half a cent over tho 
amendment of the committee? 

Mr. FRYE. That is right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And a decrease of one-half a cent from the 
House bill. 

Mr. VEST. But an increase of one-half a cent over the amend- 
ment before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
is to strike out “three” and insert two and half.“ 

Mr. VEST. Very good. Let me state the proposition as I 
understand it. The House bill proposes a duty of 3 cents. The 
Senate committee reported in lieu of that a duty of 2 cents. The 
Senator from Rhode Island, on behalf of the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, proposes now an increase from two“ to“ two 
and one-half cents." 

Mr. WHITE. He proposes to amend the committee amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VEST. He proposes to amend the committee amendment 
by making it 23 cents. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. VEST. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 
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Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. Ifhe were pres- 
ent, I should vote “ nay." 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. I will transfer 
1 pair to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], and vote. 

vote ** yea." 

The rollcall having been concluded, theresult was announced— 
yeas 33, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS-:3, 
Aldrich, ns, McBride, Sewell, 
Allison, Fairbanks, McMillan, Shoup. 
Burrows, Foraker, n, Spooner, 
Cannon, 8 à Penrose, Stewart, 
Chandler, Gallinger, Sige | Warren, 
Clark, latt, N. Y. Wetmore, 
Cullom, Hanna, te 
Davis, Hawley, Proctor, 
Deboe, Jones, Nev. Quay, 

NAYS—27. 
Bacon, Faulkner, McEnery, Rawlins, 

. Bata Gray allory, Roach. 
Berry, Harris, Kans. Mitchell, Turpie, 
Caffery, Heitfeld, Morgan, Vest, 
Chilton Kenney, Murphy, Walthall, 

i i Kyis, ‘asco, White. 
Daniel, L ys Pettus, 

NOT VOTING—38, 
Allen, Hale, Martin, Teller, 
Baker, Hansbrough, Mills, Thurston, 
Butler, Harris, Tenn. Morrill, Tillman, 
r, Hoar, Nelson, Turner, 

y Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, Wellington, 

. George, Lodge, Platt, Conn. Wilson, 
Gorman, Mantle, Smith, Wolcott. 

So Mr. ALDRICH’S amendment to the amendment of the com- 
mittee was agreed to. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. The vote just taken, as I understood the Chair to an- 
nounce it a while ago, was on theadoption of the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment of 
the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Yes, sir; adding the words “and 
one-half.” The question now is upon striking out “three” and 
inserting ‘‘ two "—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Two and one-half.” 

Mr. FRYE. The question is on the amendment of the commit- 
tee as amended. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that while it may be in order in the 
Senate, it is not now in order to strike out a proposition which 
the Senate has just placed in the bill by an affirmative vote. 

Mr. BERRY. It has not been put into the bill. The Chair 
announced that the question was on the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment of the commit- 
tee, an amendment to an amendment, and the vote was taken on 
that. Now the question would recur on the committee amend- 
ment as amended. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator's pardon, Mr. President. 

Mr, FRYE. As amended, of course. 

Mr. BERRY. That is the situation. 

Mr. WHITE. I notice in the testimony of a gentleman who has 
already been referredto, Mr. Overbury, he states that 3 cents would 
not protect him, and therefore we are in the unfortunate and un- 
satisfactory position of voting for this increased taxation without 
building up any industry. 

Mr. TILLMAN, It seems to me that is good Democratic doc- 
trine. Weare getting revenue out of it, and it is purely a revenue 
matter, as it does not protect anybody. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. As a parliamentary question, the 
motion I believe pending now is a motion to strike out ‘ three” 
and insert two and one-half." Is a motion to strike out and in- 
sert divisible? If so, I should like to have a vote on the first propo- 
sition to strike out ‘‘ three," for the purpose of leaving this article 
on the free list, where it is now. 

Mr. ALDRICH, A motion to strike out and insert is not divisi- 
ble under the Senate rules, as L understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Then I can not make the motion I 
should like to make. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee as amended, to strike out “three” and insert 
“two and one-half," in line 16, page 12; so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

00. Caustic or hydrate of, refined, in sticks or rolls, 1 cent per pound; chlo- 
rate of, 24 cents per pound. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 63, page 12, 

line 23, after the word pound,” to strike out "cyanide of, 6 cents 
per ound;" so as to make the paragraph, under the subhead 
Potash,” read: 


63. Prussiate of, red, 8 cents per pound; yellow, 4 cents per pound. 


Mr. STEWART. In regard to the amendment of the commit- 
tee, I am in favor of it, but if it were adopted without further 
action it would increase the duty. The duty now under the bill 
is 25 per centad valorem. They are selling in this country cyanide 
of potassium as high as 35 cents. I understand it is lower than 
that, and that it is now to be sold for 26 cents. That would be 64 
cents CDU 
Mr. ALDRICH. On the foreign price? 

Mr. STEWART. No; on the price here. They say they are 
willing to sell it here at that. They have not sold any. 

Mr. ALDRICH, The foreign cost would be less than that, and 
the action suggested by the committee would be a reduction of 
the rate rather than an increase. 

Mr. STEWART. It is on the free list. Twenty-five per cent ad 
valorem is absolutely a prohibitory duty. This same article is 
sold in South Africa at about 22 cents a pound. "This is the most 
important item in the whole chemical schedule so far as our coun- 
try is concerned. Within the last few years a process of working 
gold ores has been discovered which has been applied to ores that 
otherwise could not have been worked at all. 1t is used in the 
Western mining States, in South Africa, and elsewhere. It is the 
most important discovery that has been made in many ways in 


regard to the working of gold ores. There are vast beds of low-. 


grade gold ores in Nevada, Idaho, Montana, Utah, and in all the 
mining States. These ores have not been worked because what 
they get out of them would not pay expenses. A vast amount of 
them are not worked to-day on account of the cost of cyanide, 
3 of potash costs so much that it interferes with the 
working. 

It inu be taken into consideration that they advance in the 
working of these gold mines just as fast as possible. They work 
mines ata loss until they get broke on them, with the hope of 
striking something better. It is a very fascinating business. The 
slightest tax strikes them very heavily. This is the most impor- 
tant element in the mining industry. The expense of it in this 
country has been a great drawback, and it is prohibitive to the 
working of many mines that otherwise would be worked. If it is 
important to increase the gold product, particular attention must 
be paid to this article, cyanide of potassium. I desire to have it 
perfectly understood. 1t was not understood in the House, be- 
cause the facts were not brought out so far as the report is con- 
cerned. The House committee did not have the facts before it 
when they considered it, and it has not been fully considered. 

Mr. GRAY. The committee has stricken out the duty pro- 
posed by the House, has it not? 

Mr. STEWART. The committee has stricken out the rate of 6 
cents per pound, but it has lefta duty of 25 per cent ad valorem, 
which at a price anywhere above 24 cents would be an increase. 
It never has been sold in this country as low as 24 cents. It was 
sold in South Africa at an average price last year, I am told, of 22 
cents. At 26 cents the rate would be 6} cents instead of 6 cents. 
So it is doubtful whether the amendment would enlarge or decrease 
the duty. When we get to the free list, I propose to move to put 
it on the free list, and I shall then show the facts. There may be 
other changes in this same paragraph 63. Yellow prussiate may 
have to be reduced, because that is the base in making the other 
article, and they can be considered together. I hope that the 
amendment of the committee will be adopted, and that the ques- 
tion will then be left open until we come to the free list, so as to 
adjust this matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, I move to strike out from the 
same paragraph the words yellow, 4 cents per pound;" and I 
will state the effect of the amendment,if made. The alkali which 
it is proposed to tax in that way at 4 cents a pound would stand 
upon the free list. I gave notice yesterday, as the Senator from 

evada [Mr. STEWART] has given notice now, that when the free 
list is reached a motion will be made to put cyanide of potassium 
upon the free list. The yellow prussiate of potash is essential to 
the manufacture of cyanide of potassium. 

The only manufacturers of cyanide of potassium in this coun- 
try state that if they could have the yellow prussiate free of duty, 
and caustic potash, which is already free of duty, they can then 
compete with all the world in the manufacture of this article. I 
will read a brief statement to that effect from the Roessler & 
Hasslacher Chemical Company, manufacturing and importing 
chemists, in which they use'the following language: 


Give us free prussiate of potash and free caustic soda and we are willing 
tolet cyanide of potash stand on the free list and to waive the claim to be 


compensated by the duty for the higher wages wo have to pay in the manu-- 


facture of cyanide. We have, however, to take the circumstances as they 
are, or rather as they will be in the new tariff, and only these circumstances 
we want to have considered for cyanide in the now A 


This gsnow prussiate of potash used in the manufacture of cya- 
nide of potassium formerly was manufactured out of animal 
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refuse, but a new and improved method of manufacture has been 
discovered. It is now obtained as a by-product from the manu- 
facture of gas. 'They are now manufacturing it extensively in 
Philadelphia in that way. They are enabled by this method of 
manufacture to compete with all the world. There is now a duty 
of 35 per cent upon the yellow prussiate of potash, but the Ameri- 
can manufacturers have put down the price substantially so that 
the foreigners are unable to compete. As hasalready been pointed 
out, cyanide of potassium is of the utmost importance to the min- 
ing industry of the United States. 

ese propositions ought to receive the unanimous support of 
the members of allthe parties-in the Senate. The Republicans 
last fall in their campaign made their claim to the American 
people in favor of sound money and a protective tariff. The gold 
standard is essential to sound money, in their estimation. The 
production of gold is therefore a part of their cardinal creed. In 
voting u this amendment they will have to determine whether 
they prefer protection to sound money. The Democrats are always 
favorable to any proposition which looks to the reduction of tax- 
ation and to the increase of industrial freedom. They are also in 
favor of an enlargement of the circulation,so that ve jon in 
MTM on trade and business may not be hampe and ob- 
structed. As to the members of the Populist party, they, too, 
agree that we ought to have an enlarged circulating medium. 

Cyanide of potassium is the means by which common earth 
almost is transformed into gold, which is now the most highly 
prized article of our advancing civilization and the very essence 
of sound money. We have in Utah large beds of earth. Nothing 
can be discovered in it. It looks like common clay. They dig it 
out of the hills, put it into vats, and put some cyanide of potassium 
in water and let the water run through the earth, and after it has 
percolated through the soil, it is converted into pure gold and car- 
ried to our mints and made into money. This stuff is taken out 
of the hills by the thousands of tons. e have mountains of it. 
It carries $2, $3, $5, $6, and sometimes as high as $7 a ton. Upon 
a slight increase in the cost of cyanide of potassium depends 
whether we shall have the output of millions or perhaps an out- 
put of nothing in the vay of gold. 

I appeal to the Republicans to investigate this question before 
we reach the free list. I appeal to all members of the Senate, be- 
cause this is a new industry and it depends upon the placing upon 
the free list of cyanide of potassium. 

Now, one word as to the manufacture of cyanide of potassium. 
It is unn to protect it. It is true it has heretofore been 
manufactured oy using prussiate of potash, but they have re- 
cently discovered a new method, by which the cyanide is ex- 
tracted from the air. We can not put any tariff upon air to ex- 
cludeit. They are now manufacturing it by what is known as 
the Roessler process in Germany out of air. 'The establishment 
in this country is located at Niagara Falls. 

It can not be for the protection of national labor or to increase 
the wages of workingmen, because the power and force which is 
used to bring about the necessary mechanical combinations to 
produce this result by which gold is obtained is that which is 
given by nature itself at Niagara Falls. These manufacturers 
state that the labor cost is infinitesimal. Therefore there can be 
no reason whatever why any tax should be put upon cyanide of 
potassium, as it comes as a result of the manufacture of gas; the 
prussiate ought not to be protected, and these upon the free list 
reduce the cost of this article which is a prime necessity for the 
struggling production of gold in such quantities as to enable us 
to remain upon a gold basis and have sound currency in the esti- 
mation of our friends upon the other side. 

Mr. WHITE. I simpy wish tò call attention to the phrase- 
ology in the paragraph referred to by the Senator from Utah 
[Mr. RAwLINS]. “Cyanide of potash” should be ''cyanide of 

tassinum.” believe the matter will be considered hereafter, 

ut I mention that fact now in order that the correction may be 


made, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The proposition of the Senator from Utah 
should not be adopted, because yellow prussiate of potash is not 
only used in the manufacture of cyanide, but it is used for many 
other purposes. It is a very important product of potash, and it 
should be allowed to remain as it is now in the bill. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, I did not make the motion to 
strike that out with a desire to have it voted upon at present, 
unless the Senator should insist upon it. I am willing that it 
may go over, to be voted upon when we come to the free list, and 
consider the whole question. together. At that time I shall have 
other facts to present, which I think will make it plain that this 
motion of mine ought to be sustained. 

Mr. ALLISON, As to the amendment proposed by the Senator 


from Utah, at any time before the bill is reported to the Senate 
the motion will be in order which he desires to make. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I give notice, then, that I shall make it when 
we reach the free list, so that these questions can be considered 
together. z 


Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the Senator from Utah to with- 
draw his amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is no amendment pending. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In view of the fact that we have made consid- 
erable progress to-day upon the bill, and in view of the further 
fact that I know Senators who are engaged in the examination of 
the bill are greatly 2 with their work for the past week, I 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator withdraw that 
motion for one moment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ihave an analysis of the explanation 
of the sugar schedule presented by the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH], made by a gentleman connected with the sugar 
tradein New York. He advocates propositions in which I do not 
believe; but as I think Senators ought to be fully advised as to the 
views of all gentlemen who are informed on this question, I ask 
leave to have this statement inserted in the RECORD, so that Sen- 
atórs may see it. j 

I also have two letters of Willett & Gray, of New York, to- 
gether with certain statements of theirs as to the value of sugars, 
which, I think, will be interesting to all Senators. I ask leave to 
have these letters, together with the statement to which I have 
referred, inserted in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and that will be the order. 

'The statement and letters referred to are as follows: 


STATEMENT OF PIERRE J. SMITH, OF NEW YORK. 


First. He states that the Sie ee applied to MY et Hey ry quad of sugar 
ow a range of 73.2 to 


at New York during January 144.3 per cent ad 
valorem, and are very unequal on low es, o not know why the im- 
portations during January were selected and how the percen were 


is the only fair basis), the results would oer, be quite different, and 
might furnish better arguments for a specific ied 

Our raw-sugar-trade committee represents receivers of raw sugars from all 
parts of the world, and we have shown the Finance Committee and the Ways 
and Means Committee that the 8 rates figure out only about 72 per 
cent ad valorem on to-day's extremely low values, and only about 50 per cent 
on low average values, such as prevailed when the Wilson bill was 5 y 
97 per cent of all the sugars imported test between 84° and 97°, and under the 
Dingley schedule the variation in duty on these sugars is not exceeding 1 per 


cent. 

Second. Senator ALDRICH states that the high specific rntes on low grades 
testing under 87? would exclude these sugars from the United States. 

In 9 to this I can only say that such would not be the case, as the rates 
in the ingle: schedule are so AE ee as to impose fair rates of duty on 
all sugars ing from 75° to 100°. 

Can Senator ALDRICH tell why more low es were imported under 
previous less carefully drawn specific schedules than under the present ad 
valorem Wilson bill? 

Can hesay why the entire raw-sugar trade of New York I inted our 
committee to protest against an ad valorem duty in any form if it proved 
fair, reliable, or practicable? 

Does he think the receivers of all es of raw sugar, both high and low, 
would recommend the Dingley schedule if it would exclude any sugars? 

Third. He states the total amount of sugars used testing under 87? is ve 
small, and for obvious reasons the quantity is rapidly decreasing, but inti- 
mates the importation of same is very important, viewed from the stand- 
point of our trade and commerce. 

‘This statement is rather remarkable, as it is difficult to see how the impor- 
tatíon of a very small quantity of sugar (and even that small nr Tap- 
idly decreasing) is such an important matter, viewed from the standpoint 
of trade and commerce, ly as the present bill is expected to enable 
our domestic producers to soon mpte good share of our consumption, and 
what will then become of this “little but so Los pedo trade in low grades," 
which Senator Ar.DRICH'8 committee has found it so n to protect? 

Can Senator ALDRICH say why an allowance from the ngley rates on 
such sugars would not have eyri Dee hagan any discrimination against them, 
if there was any? And would this not have been a much better plan than 
adopting the ad valorem rates, which were strongly opposed by the domestic 
su 8 and the rawsugar trade, and were only wanted by the 
refiners 

His remarks about driving near-by low grades and all distant sugars from 
the United States and to free markets like Canada and England are without 
foundation, and are not borne out by the working of 9 graduated 
specific duties. At present Canada has a specific duty of one-half cent on all 
grades of raw su below 16 Dutch standard, so that under the fairly. 
rates of the Dingley schedule the shippers will be only too glad to send their 
su to the United States instead of Canada. 

nder Senator ALDRICH’S schedule, all sugars under 88° wil be shut out 
if the market advances, as they will have to pay 75 per cent on the advance. 
while sugars over 88° will only pay 35 per cent on such advance. What will 
then become of this important little trade in low grades?" 

Fourth. Senator ALDRICH states that the compound rates were adopted 
on sugars over 87° because the specific rates would discriminate against 
augers from some localities as compared with others. 

e facts in the case do not bear out this statement, as the variation in the 
values of cane sugars of same test is very slight. if any, and a written state- 
ment, made by Professor Wiley, of the Agricultural Department, and which 
was filed with the Finance ittee, states that, as beet sugars are made 
to-day, there is no ees to te in their favor, as against cane 
5 rs, in making up a schedule for duty. 

r committee showed tests of beet sugars recently arrived which con- 
tained less ash and impurities than many cane nere 

There is, therefore, no good reason for adopting an ad valorem duty on 


sugars testing either above or below 87°, while there were shown conclusive 


1897. 


arguments why the ad valorem duty in any form is d aei de n À and resulted 
in grea’ N t CUM of same values coming from different 
gr eed and even from different places in same countries. 

It is also shown that it was unreliable 0 corey 1 and in many 
cases N aed impracticable, and resulting reappraisements, dis- 


with Senator 5 in giving our refiners ad- 
have ad rem rates to do this, 


in color. 
res refiners about one- 
n, and the Senate schedule three- 


as at present. 

us — a or ion Pill an 
money under the 

cent dividends on $75,000,000 capital, and us ng rd althoug it 

js estimated rerineries could be built to [in m on the average as much e 
as they have for about $10,000,000, and could be built and run with a capi 


Abo t $15,000,000. 
3 Under | the circumstances wis en not mire the refining ind would suffer 
uty on sugars 


under the Dingle anes yy: e. especially if e! extra 
over 16 Dutch standard V d be * one-fourth cent. 

The increased 3 of fore: refined during the last few 
prices prevailing here for refin 


have been owing T tothe h 
August-October the difference between 96° centrifugals and granula 
ing li 1i cents, and showed a profit to the refiners here of 1 cent, or over $3 per 
barrel, and at present the difference is 1 cent and the profit about one-half 
cent, or over $1.50 per barrel. 

The large importations during ng Apr were owing to ge probable increase 
in duty, and the pe bud the tariff bill is delayed the TE will be the im- 
portat ons of both ed and raw of all grades and di iptions. 

Foreign refined is of poorer quality and hard to sell, ren at 8 
cent to one-fourth cent below prices for American refined, and year our 
refiners were able to buy from the impots a large vans 2 of PO fore 
refined and remelt it, as the importers had hard wor ittothe trade. 

Igiveyou these facts merely to show there is no RT of an ad Dew 
rem duty to protect our refiners. 

Messrs. Arbuckle and Doscher are both building new refineries to compete 
with the trust, and I believe any protection over one-fourth cent openly 
5 

enty of com; on here and greatly reduced pro: 
rd — Senator ALDRICH is making a mountain out of & molehill, 
xui ste M ignoring n more serious difficulties which an ad valorem duty in 
E will surely bring about. 


No. 91 WALL STREET, New YORK, May 22, 1597. 


DEAR SIR: Your favor of 21st instant is received and noted. 

The market value of a degree of sugar is mostly one-sixteenth cent to three 
thirty-seconds cent, after having given the fixed standard to start from, say 
96° fore 9 89° for muscovados and molasses sugar, 84° for lowest 


In detail. t the duty-paia value to-day of each grade as per tests is as follows: 


have made any 


uite eee that our refiners 
ed gaite "n N ini has made about 10 


8 

3. 2.90 
3. 2.811 
3.3125 2. S4E 
8.25 2.814 
3.1878 2.178} 
9 5 2855 
imd zi 
2.75 2.50 
2. 2. 
za 2.25 
2.37 2.154 
2.3125 2.061 
2.25 1.96: 
0p np 
2.00 1.681 
1.904 
1.814 

The es the ad valorem duties on cost of sugars f. o. b. in 

tres of shi; t, tens certain port etc., varying from different coun- 
2750 and in some instances, where the foreign port has no general market 


mii it Sat (ies you. 
Yours, truly, 
WILLETT & GRAY. 
J. SCHOENHOF, 


Care 3 James K. Jones, Washington, D. C. 
New YORK, May 25, 1897. 
Dran SIR: Your favor of the 24th instant is weaved and noted. 


You can not do it that wa The duty-paid pri of sugar give no nig ee 
tion of dutiable value whatever as they include freight, — fo charges, d 
ties, and profits and rters. 

It is absolntely im impossible to draw an argument or make such an applica- 
tion from du rices. Eos appraisers sometimes use the cost and 
freight values here epu to the So value for such as 
have no regular markets. What you require is the dutiable values as com- 


puted at the custom-house, and Dent we d be an endless job, and would re- 
z to be taken at some one time or month when values were about 
as under ad valorem duties the values constantly 

Wo ln close a few samples taken from our custom-house for sugars ot same 
test c from different countries. 

There are no net dutiable values A pne by the custom-house for various 
repi Y sponte — a Mal hn s nca iio d D DY 
actual valueat portof shipment on day of export less certain port charges, 
"S 3 b ted. 


pes of MU for which the same 

erence in market value, and no kind of a 
ot discriminate against such 

8 for them by name. 


low 
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Inthe haste of making up the values, we find on examination that several 
degrees were wrongly valued, and wes send 2 of same herewith. In 
8 muscovados are sold on 89° basis, with one -second of a cent 
ree aap ye one-sixteenth of a cent perdegree down, and in other cases 

M thirty-seconds of a cent per pound difference per degree in 
E ig You will note the difference in dutiable values of 96° — — 

ue ava, Trinidad, Santo origo, Barbados, and Cuba, caused by 
ence in f. o. b. values and rates of freight, ee Gen iR the same value 


on arrivalif sold on the same day. 


5 of a s but the objection is to introducing so many divid- 
ing lines into a specific duty, and so some es must suffer from a 

three one-hundredths of a cent or a two one-hundredths of a cent 
difference, and the smaller the duty and the larger the ad valorem 


part of the duty the less they s 
Yours, truly, 
WILLETT & GEAY. 
J. SCHOENHOF, Esq., 
Care of Senator James K. Jon es, Washington, D. C. rF 
87° test. 


October 14, 1899. 
. * 


United States currency.. 619 cents. 
i Des dutiable value, 87?. 5 cents. 
DM Eod € per cont 2 --. .090 cent. 


punt uno te s 


te bill (75 per cent) -..(194-35 per cent) L34 cts. 
zen shipment......... di v) 20, 1896. 
Country....... wire yes 
Nesse ce Lynwood. 
m . 1.090 iva muscovado. E 0 hs. muscovado. 


Specific duty of 1. cents: per pound on 87?-test sugars raises the dut; 
covados 70} cents to 73, cents per 100 pounds, impotent: from differen 
the world, while — raises the duty on molasses sugars of the same test 777, cents 
S45 cents per MM d In other words, the s c duty of 1.36 cents for 
§7°-test sugars P ot descriptions the duty from the 40 per cent ad va- 
lorem basis fully one-eighth cent per pound more on mo! sugar than on 
muscovados, while the molasses sugar has an inferior market valuation of 
one-fourth cent per pound. Thes; c-duty basis thus gives a 

tion against the use by refiners of the lower ten of 87°- sugar. 


87° test. 


onmus- 
of 


Date shipment...... 
8 — 


United States curren 
ual dutiable value, 87 


dutiable value, 
D. (40 per el d 


= 
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October 27, 1896. 

. 

Hattie May. 

22 bhds. muscovado. 
8l. 45°. 


dy 3 
nited States currency...... £ » ER 
ual dutiable value, Nf oss Hy A pare ees 
u T cent.. 
ley bill’. P 


gals. 
TUN ee OEE ee uid sale A ˙ 1002s cea MT. 
Dutiable value................ Flour, Pasa per 136} 2.282 cents, 
un 
United States currency......2.21 cents ............... 2.282 cents. 
ual dutiable value, 96° ....2.16 cents ...2, 219 cents. 
son duty, 40 per cent..... .B cent 887 cent. 
Bingley 1 -1.63 cents ... 1.63 cents. 
Difference... 766 cent.. - 743 cent. 
Senate bill... 1.726 cents .1. 746 cents. 
July 23, 1896. .... July 31, 1800. 
nto Domingo .Barbadoes. 
tS aom ULP E PNE, 
ais bags usse i bags centrifugals. 
"A9 4 . 
Dutiable value 1.944 cents 9s. 6d. per 112 pounds. 
United States currency......1:941 cents. 2. 004 cents. 
ual dutiable value, “. 2.010 cents 1.986 centa. 
lson duty,40 per cent . 804 cent 191 cent 
Dingley bill............. ,63 cents cents. 
eren ce 820 cent.. 838 cent. 
ot ge Re ees ae 1.053 cents........ 1.09 cents. 
Date shipment August 8, 1890. 
Country d - Trinidad. 
Vessel Prince William III. 
pen „ 2 AM centrifugals. 
m - UE. dT. 


United States currency 
ber 1 5 85 

n du per cent.. 
Dingley bill: 
Difference 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. ALDRICH. I renew my motion that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. FRYE. I hope the motion will be withdrawn, and that we 
may have an executive session. 

r. ALDRICH. Very well; I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. ELKINS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eleven minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
22 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
May 28, 1897, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 27, 1897. 
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Asst. Engineer Doctor E. Dismukes, to be ‘a passed assistant 
engineer. 


ENVOYS EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTERS PLENIPOTENTIARY, 


Edwin H. Conger, of Iowa, to be envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary of the United States to Brazil. 

Charles Burdett Hart, of Wes: Virginia, to be envoy extraordi- 
nary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Colom- 
bia. 


POSTMASTERS. 


J. H. Porter, to be postmaster at New Wilmington, in the county 
of Lawrence and State of Pennsylvania. 
C. N. Marvin, to be postmaster at Shenandoah, in the county of 
Page and State of Iowa. 
ames L. Berry, to be postmaster at Humeston, in the county of 
Wayne and State of Iowa. > 


L. V. Buskirk to be postmaster at Bloomington, in the county 
of Monroe and State of Indiana. 

William E. Hogueland, to be postmaster at Yates Center, in the 
county of Woodson and State of Kansas. y 

Joe Carey, to be postmaster at Garnett, in the county of Ander- 
son and State of Kansas. 

James A. Wilson, to be postmaster at Williamsburg, in the 
county of Iowa and State of Iowa. - 

John T. Lovett, to be postmaster at Little Silver, in the county 
of Monmouth and State of New Jersey. 

Levi F. Burkett, to be postmaster at Bainbridge, in the county 
of Decatur and State of Georgia. 

U. G. Holley to be postmaster at Sikeston, in the county of 
Scott and State of Missouri. 

William L. Hunter, to ba postmaster at Turtle Creek, in the 
county of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, May 27, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev, 
Henry N. COUDEN. 
'The Journalof the proceedings of Monday, May 24, was read and 
approved. y 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secre- 
taries. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker — 
The SPEAKER, The House will receive a message from the 
Senate. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had disagreed to the amendment of the 
House of Representatives to the amendment of the Senate num- 
bered 10 to the bill (H. R. 15) making appropriations for the 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and 
for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes, had 
agreed to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. PETTI- 
GREW, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. CocKRELL as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 10 to the bill (H. R. 15) making 
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Tadien Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indians tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and 
for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1978) extending the time for the commencement and 
completion of the raitroad bridge across the Illinois River, near 
Grafton, Ill., by the St. Louis, Perry and Chicago Railroad, 

A bill (S. 1941) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Clinch River, Kingston, Tenn.: 

A bill (S. 1337) to authorize the President to commission First 
Lieut. Denjamin W. Loring a captain; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 26) declaring that a condition of public 
war exists in Cuba, and that strict neutrality shall be maintained; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 44) making an appropriation to supply 
a deficiency in the appropriations for public printing and binding 
for the fiscal year 1897; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 43) in amendment of the joint resolu- 
tion of April 7, 1897, authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
tranport contributions for the relief of the famishing poor of 
India. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolutions; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be requested to furnish the Senate with such information 
as he may have in his possession with reference to the present condition of 
the harbor of Cumberland Sound, and to inform the Senate whether any im- 
mediate action is necessary to protect the entrance from being closed against 
the commerce usually entering the port of Fernandina. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with 
ment of the death of the Hon. Josern H. 


State of South Carolina. 
Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 


rofound sorrow the announce- 
ARLE, late a Senator from the 


of Representatives. 


FF 
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Resolved, That. asa mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, the Sen- 


ate do now goers 
Resolved. t the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 428) to authorize the construc- 
tion of bridges across the Missouri River, between its mouth and the mouth 
of the Dakota or James River; and across the Mississippi River, between the 
mouth of the Minnesota River, in the State of Minnesota, and Donaldson- 
ville, in the State of Louisiana: and across the Illinois and Des Plaines rivers, 
between the mouth of the Illinois and the city of Joliet, in the State of 
is; and to prescribe the character, location, and dimensions of the same. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker 
QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE, 


a. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a matter of 
rivilege. i 
3 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his matter of privi- 


lege. 
ag 5 LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk's 
desk a resolution which, I respectfully urge, raises a question of a 
rivilege of the House, and one of the highest order, and I respect- 
Pally request that the resolution be now read, in order that the 
question may be ascertained and—— 

Mr. DINGLEY (interposing). Mr. Speaker, I make the point 
of order that the gentleman should state his question of privilege. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I will accept the suggestion of the 
esteemed gentleman from Maine. The resolution suggests that as 
there has been passed in the Senate and reported to this House a 
resolution recognizing the belligerency —— 

Mr. DINGLEY. r. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
the gentleman is not raising any question of personal privilege. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. If the gentleman will but be 
3 he will soon see that I do raise a question of privilege. 

y resolution calls for action by this House upon a question of 
foreign policy — 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, that raises no question of per- 
sonal privilege. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask the opportu- 
nity of asserting and establishing that this is a question of privi- 
lege, and has been so decided by the parliaments of the present 
English-speaking world, and particularly iu recent years upon a 
motion made by the honorable gentleman from Maine himself. 

Irespectfully assert that a resolution proposing that this House 
shall express its sense of a foreign policy is always a question of 
privilege, superseding and subordinating any other question, that 
it does not require unanimous consent forits consideration, and 
that no p of order can be addressed constitutionally to it. 
Mr. Speaker, I will not violate the courtesy of this occasion by 
entering into an argument as to the merits of the resolution itself. 

lshall be so grateful to the gentleman for allowing me this op- 
portunity that I shall but state my postion on this subject from 
a o y standpoint, seeking to establish that this question, as one 
of the sovereignty of the House, is of the highest privilege and en- 
titled to consideration prior to any other. As early as 1782, when 
this country presented to England her peace-conference report, 
Mr. Grattan, of Ireland, having then up for consideration his bill 
in relation to Irish rights, raised the point that it was not in order, 
according to the rule prescribing that day's business. Mr. Fox 
contended that a proposition of a foreign policy, or of the recog- 
nition of a foreign country, for any purpose, was at all times a 
question of precedence which subordinated all other questions, 
and that point was sustained. 

Subsequently to that time the question has been considered at 
different periods. In this country the qnestion arose upon a reso- 
lution of Mr. Clay, of Kentucky, made upon the floor of the House 
of Representatives as early as 1822, resolving that the United 
States recognize the Spanish republics and that the House pre- 
scribe a policy concerning thesame. The point was made against 
it that it was not in order, when the gentleman from Kentucky 
contended that a proposition which went to the foreign policy of 
this country as against another country, and especially an inter- 
continental and not merely an international country, was a mat- 
ter of ees of the highest order. He was sustained on an ap- 
peal, though PE Barbour had held to the contrary. 

In 1827. Mr. Webster, of Massachusetts, addressing himself to 
the question of the attitudes, respectively, of Greece and Turkey, 
contended that his resolution authorizing the President to name 
an ambassador and the House to propose, on behalf of Congress, 
a foreign policy, had precedence, and was entitled to consideration 
against any point of order that could be made, and his contention 
was sustained. 

Later, in 1837, upon Senator Clay's motion in respect to Mexico, 
in the second session of that Congress, the point of order was made 
that the resolution could not be considered because the order of 
the day had been prescribed by a previous resolution. It was in- 
sisted by Mr. Foote, of Mississippi, that such a question always 
took precedence, as it went to the sovereignty of Congress, and 
that contention was sustained. 

On other occasions subsequently the rece has arisen in this 
House. In the second session of the Fifty-third Congress a res- 


olution was introduced by the honorable gentleman from Maine, 
Mr. BoUTELLE, looking to the establishment of a foreign policy in 
respect to Hawaii. On that occasionthe point of order was made 
by Mr. McCreary, of Kentucky, a member of the Foreign Relations 
Committee, that the proposition was not in order and did not pre- 
sent a question of privilege, and the honorable gentleman now 
dooar ng the chair is reported to have said that it had long been 
settled that questions relating to the forem policy of the coun 

= connected with other countries were always matters of privi- 
ege. 

The Chair ruled the contrary. An appeal was taken; and the 
House decided that the question of a foreign policy was a question 
of privilege. I refer you, Mr. Speaker, to the Journal of the Fifty- 
third Congress, second session, page 44. The rules adopted at the 
present session on that subject embody that decision. Therefore, 
under that decision and under the rules of this House, my resolu- 
tion becomes at once a privileged question of the first order; and 


it takes precedence for consideration, notwithstanding the point . 


of the estimable gentleman from Maine. Iread from the Manual 
of the present session, pages 496, 497: 

Resolution expressing sense of the House relative to the foreign policy of 
the United States is privileged. 

In page 495 of the Manual begins a recital of those questions 
which are privileged; and after giving them in collated form the 
Manual concludes on page 496 the recital with the announcement 
of the position I urge here. "Therefore, that decision having be- 
come a part of the rules of this House, being there embodied from 
the ruling previously made upon a suggestion by the estimable 
gentleman now occupying the Chair as well as from one of the 
other gentlemen from Maine, I can not understand how it can 
now be held that the question is not both privileged and entitled 
to precedence. Ir tfully insist that my resolution is privi- 
leged, and should be submitted to the House and acted upon as a 
privileged question. [Applause.] I ask that my resolution be 


read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
'The Clerk read as follows: 
By Mr. LEWIS of Washington. 

Resolution of the House of Representatives pen the right of the House to 
declare a foreign policy upon the subject of beliigerency and neutrality 
and recognitiou both by treaty and commercial relations with the Repub- 
lic of Cuba or any other country. 


Whereas the United States Senate assembled has duly by a proper form 
of resolution declared for a state of neutrality and the according to the 
Island of Cuba all rights as a 5 as against pen: and 

Whereas it is asserted that such right of recognition exists only with the 
Executive of the United States: Therefore, 
` Be it resolved by the House of vig, there of Congress, That asa foreign 
policy of the United States it is the right and authority of the Senate and 

ouse of Representatives in adopting a foreign policy of the United States 
to recognize as Congress the belligerency of and declare the attitude of 
neutrality of the United States to the Island of Cuba or any other govern- 
ment or country when in the sense of the House such course is demanded by 
existing conditions. 


Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I move the adoption of the resolu- 
tion just read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I make the point of order that the resolution 
does not raise a privileged question. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Ihave already answered the point 
of order as fully as demanded, and offered what I think sufficient 
precedent to prove my position that this is both a priyileged ques- 
tion and entitled to precedence for consideration. I now call for 
a Tuig on the question, é 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks thisis not a question of 
privilege. Under the rules of the House such a resolution can be 
presented in the regular course and should have the report of a 
committee apan the subject. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker. Would the Chair suggest what would be “ the regular 
course” at this time? 

The SPEAKER. The regular course would be to file the reso- 
lution under the rules. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Doesthehonorable Speaker mean 
to suggest that the resolution shall be filed to await the appoint- 
ment of a Committee on Foreign Affairs to consider it? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. : 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Idid not understand the remark 
of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly, it should be filed under the rules 
of the House. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Then the Chair holds that my 
resolution is not privileged, and sustains the gentleman from 
Maine upon that point of order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I take an appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the appeal lie on the table. 
F (having put the question). The ayes seem to 

ve it. 2 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I call for a division, 
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The n bein 
Mr. WIS of Washington. Yeas and nays, 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 89, nays 53, an- 
swered present 17, not voting 194; as follows: ` 
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g again taken, 5 91, noes 57. 
Speaker 


„MILL with Mr. SULLIVAN. 
. SULLOWAY with Mr. TALBERT. 

. SAUERHERING with Mr. STRAIT. 

. DovENER with Mr. Davis. 

. BARNEY with Mr. BANKHEAD. f 


MAY 27, 


XEAS-89. Mr. ACHESON with Mr. WiLsoN of South Carolina, 
DL Mr. HOOKER with Mr. CATCHINGS. 
Bere d. Drepa r Mr. PEARCE of Missouri with Mr. VANDIVER. 
ey, Dingley, OX, u Mr. Davibson of Wisconsin with Mr. CLARK of Missouri, 
Barrows, Dolliver, Linney, Southwick, Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. ZENOR. 
Bartholdt, Dorr, Littauer, Spalding, Mr. Toxduk with Mr. DE ARMOND 
Belford, Dovener, ud, Sperry, VM : : oe a 
Bennet dy, Loudenslager, Sprague, Mr. MCINTIRE with Mr. HOWARD of Georgia. 
8 EN Moy onald, 3 ieee Mr. QuiaG with Mr. BLAND, 
rains Gard. — tone & W Mr. Hut with Mr. BAILEY. 
Brown, ibson, Mercer, Stone, W. A. Mr. Warp with Mr. BARLOW. 
Burton, Grosvenor, Minor, Btrode, Nebr Mr. MCCLEARY with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 
Butler. armer, Moody, Bturtevant, Mr. WANGER with Mr. MEEKISON. 
Cannon, Hemenway, Mo Tawney, 8 ; : * 
Clark, Iowa enderson, Mudd; Updegraff, Mr. Bishop with Mr. Norton. 
Codding, Henry, Conn. Olmsted, Van Voorhis, Mr. Manon with Mr. Benner of Pennsylvania, 
ene e T s pum x Tae va Mr. Lanpis with Mr. CRANFORD. 
Cousins, Hl, Parker, N. J. Wilson, N. Y Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts with Mr. McDOWELL. 
Crumpacker, Hitt, n, Yost. Mr. MITCHELL with Mr. Love. 
. Qu. Mr. Kur? with Mr. STALLINGS, 
Danford, Jol i ussell, Mr. ODELL with Mr. BARTLETT. 
NAYS—53. Mr. Coriss with Mr, LATIMER. 
Baird De Vri lxnbho Sim Mr. Hicks with Mr. OTEY. 
Baker, ni. wl Lewis, Ga. sma” Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. DINSMORE, 
Bell, ` Fitzpatrick, Lewis, Wash. Slayden Mr. Sarra of Illinois with Mr. McCULLOCH, 
Bod riggs, Livingston, Smith, Ky. Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. COONEY. 
iode, unm Maxwell. Ei Tet Mr. Royse with Mr. MADDOX. 
Brundidge, y. den, Tate, Mr. SHELDON with Mr. RIxkv. 
Burke, Henry, Miss, erce, Tenn. Terry, Mr. Jounson of Indiana with Mr. Moon, 
— Ley ed man, VO a Mr. Brosius with Mr. ERMENTROUT. 
ran, Mo. Jett, 2 mom. iMi Mr. LACEY with Mr. MCRAE. 
Gowherd, Kleberg, Bettle, Mr, M aiosr vith Mr. ADAMEON. 
Hen DOW AES, a r. MCCALL wit . McLaurin. 
9 >; 5 Mr. JENKINS with Mr. STOKES. 
visi equ T —17. E M PENNE NIE Mr. CARMACK, 
Ball, T; Wis. On. N. G. Mr. BRUMM with Mr. Cox. 
[oce Pe 8 Boer io, n Mr. ApaMs with Mr. ELLIOTT. 
Brenner, Ohio McIntire, Vandiver, Mr. BrnaHam with Mr. DOCKERY. 
Cooper, Tex. Maddox, Wheeler, Ala. Mr. Kerr with Mr. Ross. 
NOT VOTING-—191. M 2 75 1 hii m 
Acheson, Davis, Landis, Rixey, . LORIMER wi r. BERRY. 
diee Dayton. ni. 2 no Mr. MILLER with Mr. CLarpy. 
33 eee . Robert La. 1 Hes Ma 1 with Mr, Jones of Washington. 
‘Allen, Dockery Little, Ind. r. DORR with Mr. MADDOX. 
Arnold, BON Lo er, Boy Mr. LYBRAND with Mr. LENTZ. 
A ive, nno: 8 1 A < 
— aa, Ermentrout, Lov ^ Shelden, d 33 5 
Barber, enton, ux Sherman, ; A d . 
Barham, Fischer, cAleer, Simpkins, Mr. HAGER with Mr. ALLEN, ; 
Barlow, peer fae Smith. ill. Mr. Youxa of Pennsylvania with Mr. BENTON. 
roan Fletcher, McClellan. Smith, S. W. - Mr. WILLIAMS of P. ennsylvania with Mr. ROBERTSON of Loui- 
Belkan} ve 1 e hie * SUME, Jov with Mr. M 
* 088, * LI L * 
Bann Fowler, N. C. McDowell, Sparkman, Mr MIA ON with Ar Tord 
Berry, Fowler, N. J. McEwan, Stallings, * E Am : 
Bin Fox, McLanrin, Stevens, Minn. Mr Wm. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. BRUCKER, 
Bishop, 1 McMillin, Stewart, N. J. Mr. CHICKERING with Mr. BRADLEY. 
Bland, M eri dei Mc tokos, Mr. Dayton with Mr. Prerce of Tennessee 
Botkin. tt, Mass. e. Strait, 4 A 7 e 
Boutelle, raff, Mahany, Strowd, N. C. Mr. Foss with Mr. DAvEY. 
ey, Greene, Mann, ullivan, : Mr. McEwan with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 
Been dumm Maren n Mr. BELDEN with Mr. SULZER. 
us, | Grow, M n, Sutherland, Mr. SMPKINS of Massachusetts with Mr. LESTER, 
Brownlow, Ager Lon, He nie Swanson, Mr. Pua with Mr. SUTHERLAND, 
|y Handy. = Tayler, Ohio a erg iem with Mr. LITTLE. 
Hawley, ills, degit, or ay: 
Campbell; A. Michel RM. : Mr. MOM manr EE 
5 Ñ : à 55 
Horta een,  Dndeewooa, r. Ware of Tingis with Mr, rn 
Catchings, Hooker, Northway, Vehslage, . wi : : 
Chickering, Hopkins, Norton, Wadswo Mr. CRUMP with Mr. HANDY. 
aray M NEA Ga. eed woes, Mass. Mr. WILBER with Mr, Fox. 
giak Me g. Hober, 8 Wark? Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
Cochrane, N. Y. Hurley, Overstreet, Warner, from Indiana, Mr. ROYSE, on all political questions, and as this 
Ison, Johnson, Ind. Payne, Weaver, seems to be considered by some to be a political question, I with- 
food Romie Nea i. Pen MA EROR | dae any fut 
Corliss, Joy Peters," Wilber, Mr. VANDIVER. Ivoted “no,” but being paired with tue gen- 
X, Kelley, Pitney, Wilson, 8. C. tleman from Missouri, Mr. PEARCE, on political questions,I with- 
Grantort; En Koor; yoong, Va. draw the vote. 
tis Kans. Kitch Hey, — Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inguiry, 
ver. ye Reeves, and to a question affecting the rights and privileges of this House. 
Davidson, Wis. Lacey, Ridgely, Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Will the gentleman withhold his 
The following pairs were announced: statement one moment, until I make an announcement with refer- 
Until further notice: ence to my vote. I find that I am with the gentleman from 


Mr, LovERING with Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey with Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. 
Mr. Powers with Mr. GAINES. 
Mr. REEVES with Mr. BALL. 


Massachusetts, Mr. LovERING, and therefore I wi 
vote to ** present." 
Mr. TERRY. Mr. S 
Mr. LEWIS of W. 


to change my 


gton. Mr. Speaker, I merely wish to 


^ 
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make the point of order to my friend from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY] 
that until the vote is announced I do not yield the floor. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I desire to be recorded as present. I 
am paired with the 3 from Iowa, Mr. PERKINS. If he 
were present, I would vote ‘‘no.” 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker A 

The SPEAKER. For what pepe does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. TERRY. I stated to the Chair that I rose to a question 
relating to therights and privileges of the House, and to a parlia- 


mentary in . 
The SPEAKER, Will the gentleman state his parliamentary 


er TER n 

i RY. I will state, Mr. Speaker, preliminary to it 
Ns SPEAKER. Does it relate to the present vote that is being 
taken? 

Mr. TERRY. It doesnot relate tothe present vote, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The only thing in order is the announcement 
of the vote. On this question the yeas are 89, the nays 51, pres- 
ent 17—not a quorum. : 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as it seems there is 
no quorum present for the transaction of business, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken. 

Mr. JETT. Mr. Speaker, before the—— 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington demanded a division on the motion 
to adjourn, and then withdrew the demand. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Irisetoa 1 Would 
it not be in order to move a call of the House? e might get à 
quorum here for the transaction of business. 

The SPEAKER. On that question 

Mr. TERRY. Idemand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 92, noes 35. 

Accordingly,the motion of Mr. DINGLEY was agreed to; and 
(at 12 o'clock and 58 minutes p. m.) the House, under the order 
heretofore adopted, adjourned until Monday, May 31, 1897, at 12 
o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
AMOR were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting a copy of a 
Jetter to the chairman of the Senate Committee on Appropriations, 
relating to an appropriation for witness fees, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Mount Hope Bay and Fall River Harbor, Massachusetts—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed: 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
"d e following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. WHEELER of 1 A bill (H. R. 3354) to raise 
additional revenue and providing for a tax upon certain occupa- 
tions—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 3355) to exclude from the 
mails all matter emanating from any commercial ncy which 
gne ratings and carries on collections conmected therewith—to 

e Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8356) to provide for the revision and consolida- 
tion of the statute laws of the United States—to the Committee 
on Revision of the Laws. 

ET Mr. BELL (by request): A bill (H. R. 3357) for the relief of 
<a in Greer County, Okla.—to the Committee on the Public 


nds. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin; for an amendment to the Constitution relating to 
trusts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. DANFORD: A bill (H. R. 3358) to authorize the Secre- 
T of the Interior to place John W. Beardmore on the pension 
roli—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 3359) for the relief of Mrs. 
Mary E. Cross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3300) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Edwin De Leon, deceased, for $8,000 due him for judicial 
gervices—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3361) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Edwin De Leon, deceased, late consul-generalof the United 
Btates in Egypt—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. KLEBERG: A bill (H. R. 8362) for the relief of Bolivar 
t Pridgen, an invalid Mexican war veteran—to the Committee on 

ensions. 

By Mr. LENTZ: A. bill (H. R. 3303) 88 increase of 


sion to George F. Davenport—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3301) to correct the military record of Charles 
D ld—to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

y Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 3365) for the relief of Eveline 
Pave—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8366) for the relief of Charlotte A. Heavilin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8367) to grant a pension to Edgar Hill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3368) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth D. Pitt- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 3369) granting a pension to 
Martin P. Schaffner, of Loyalton, Pa.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3370) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the mili record of Francis Tomlinson—to the Committee on 
Mie airs. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 3371) for the 
relief of C. J. McConnell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3372) for the benefit of the estate of John T. 
Porter, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3373) for theirelief of J. R. Elkins, of Callo- 
way County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3374) for the relief of P. F. Warterfield—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3375) for the relief of the estate of William 
M. Starks—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3876) for the relief of the estate of S. M. 
Grace, deceased —to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. YOST: A bill (H. R. 3377) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against John Dean—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

Ar Mr. BELFORD: Petition of residents of Suffolk County, 
N. Y., asking for a more rigid restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Nathralization. 

By Mr. BELDEN: Petition of the First Methodist Episcopal 
Church and Preachers' Meeting of Syracuse, N.Y., relating to 

ictures of prize fights by mail; also petition of same for the pro- 

ibition of lottery messages and other gambling matter by tele- 
graph—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
so, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church and Preachers’ 
Meeting Aces (urge N. Y., asking that the of protection for 
girls be raised to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the Ter- 
ritories; also petition of same, favoring the enactment of a Sabbath 
law for the national capital—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church and Preachers' 
Meeting of Syracuse, N. Y., urging that the sale of intoxicating 
liquors be prohibited in Government buildings—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of John H. Cunningham and 24 other citizens of 
Syracuse, N. Y., favoring the enactment of an immigration law 
similar to that vetoed by President Cleveland during the Fifty- 
sousi Congress—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 

on. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of W. L. Loeser and other citizens 
of Kinapa also of H pinan others, of Quakake, Pi, 
requesting the passage of a bill restricting immigration—to the 
Committee on Pami tion and Naturalization. 

-By Mr. CONNELL: Paper to APTE A House bill No. 8300, 
to correct the military record of T. C. Kennedy—to the Commit- 
tee on Mili Affairs. : 

a Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of Thomas J. Houston and 
8 other Union soldiers of Jackson County, Iowa, favorable to the 
pae of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

. By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of Quakake, Pa., 
in favor of the passage of a law to restrict immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of the Trades’ League of Philadelphia, Pa., in 
favor of civil-service reform—to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

Also, resolutions of the Pennsylvania Civil Service Reform Asso- 
ciation, of Philadelphia, against attacks on thecivil-service law—to 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Sundry petitions of J. E. Ensminger and 14 
other citizens of 5 L. J. Thrasher and 49 others, of 
Gormania; Solomon Clark and 49 others, and Stingley Clark and 
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49 others, of Bayard; M. B. West and 39 others, of Howesville; 
Amos Robinson and 48 others, of Elkins; J. F. Kerrs and 46 
others, of Pawpaw; T. H. Devalt and 52 others, and S. W. Sat- 
terfield and others, of Rivesville; A. L. Ammons and 45 others, 
of Rymer; E. T. Glover and 44 others, and F. E. Robinson and 
25 others, of Wise; William W. Rogers and 48 others, and Thomas 
D. Bennett and 48 others, of Wheeling; J. E. Kidwel and 14 
others, of Grant County; Kirk Dysche and 49 others, and W. T. 
Baker and 47 others, of Morgan County; S. S. Wilson and 45 
others, J. R. Gray and 76 others, W. C. Hawkins and 150 others, 
and H. S. Leeper and 41 others, of Marion County; B. W. McBee 
and 80 others, and H. P. Graves and 60 others, all citizens of the 
State of West Virginia, praying for the passage of an act restrict- 
i . the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
T on. : 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Paper to 8 House bill for the re- 
lief of representatives of Edwin De Leon, deceased - to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Petition of the Christian Endeavor 
Society of the Christian Church of Salamonia, Jay County, Ind., 
asking for the p: e of a bill prohibiting the sale of intoxicants 
in Government buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 2 

Also, resolution of the Christian Endeavor Society of the Chris- 
tian Church of Salamonia, Ind.,in relation to sundry bills for the 
improvement of public morals—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. HILL: Petition of H. N. French and other citizens of 
Northfield, Conn., asking for rural free delivery—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LENTZ: Petition of S. O. Giffin and other citizens of 
Columbus, Ohio, asking for the restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Petition of citizens of Atlanta, Ga., for 
the appointment of a monetary commission and a reform in bank- 
ing and currency legislation—to the Committee on Banking and 


ncy. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petitions of Harry L. Conver and 
other citizens of Ocean City; Alexander B. Johnson and others, of 
Camden; Fred. A. Garrison, Joseph E. Locke, and others, of Di- 
viding Creek, and Warren W. Vanneman and others, of Bridge- 
port, in the State of New Jersey, relative to immigration laws— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MARSH: Petition of sundry citizens of Macomb, Ill.. 
praying for the passage of an immigration bill similar to the one 
passed at last session of Congress, vetoed by President Cleveland— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McDONALD: Paper to accompany House bill No. 
3338, for the relief of David C. Winebrener—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 3340, for the relief of 
the crew of the U. S. S. Wyoming—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of Guy Peck and other residents of 
Cabell County, W. Va., praying for the passage of an immigra- 
tion law—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MOODY: Petition of J. Albert Smith and 32 other citi- 
zens of Ipswich. Mass., favoring a more rigid restriction of im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of Capital City Council, No. 237, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Harrisburg, Pa., 
praying for the passage of a law to restrict immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PITNEY: Sundry petitions of 28 citizens of Boonton, 38 
citizens of Butler, 33 citizens of Chatham, 28 citizens of Finesville, 
42 citizens of Frenchtown, 11 citizens of Hanover, 43 citizens of 
Hunterdon County, 82 citizens of Oxford, 24 citizens of Ringoes, 
and 27 citizens of Sergeantsville, in the State of New Jersey, in 
favor of the passage of an immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization, 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: Petition of J. S. Dean and other citi- 
zens of New Lebanon, Pa., asking for a more rigid restriction of 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 


tion. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of Charles Miller and 
other citizens of Allegheny, Pa., favoring a more rigid restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. YOST: Petition of Virginia people residing in Oklahoma 
Territory, praying for the reenactment of the old homestead law 
for that Territorv—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of Charles W. 
Toepfer and others and William W. Mayberry and others, citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, Pa., for the restriction of immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of the Thirtieth Ward Republican executive 
committee of Philadelphia, asking for the repeal of the civil- 
service laws—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 


SENATE. 
Fripay, May 28, 1897. 


DS Dy ae 5 Hors W. WE E vale D. D. 
e Vice-President being absent, the President tempore 
took the chair. £ à ANE 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved, 


POSTAL TELEGRAPHS AND POSTAL SAVINGS BANKS. 


.The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Postmaster-General, in response to a resolution 
of the 17th instant, calling forthe reports received by the De- 
teg of State in obedience to a circular sent out by Secret 

laine on May 20, 1881, to the consular agents of the Unite 
States, directing them to obtain from the several foreign govern- 
ments certain information as to the practical workings of postal- 
telegraph systems and postal savings banks, stating that a most 
careful investigation has been made through the archives of the 
Post-Office Department, and he finds that the original responses 
of the consuls to this circular letter of the Secretary of State were 
not sent there, but were retained in the Department of State as 
part of the files of that Department, etc.; which, on motion of 

T. COCKRELL, was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition signed by 
15,000 citizens of Philadelphia County, Pa., praying Congress to 
recognize the right of the Cubans to wage war in defense of their 
liberties; which was read, and referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, as follows: 

To the representatives of the people of the 
United States in Congress assembled, greeting: 


Whereas S has by a long course of cruelty and oppression toward Cuba 
demonstrated her unfitness to govern, and firmly believing that Cubans have 
the same right to wage war in defense of their liberties that our fathers had: 

We, the people, citizens of the United States, 3 Philadelphia, State 
of Pennsylvania, respectfully petition for the immediate recognition by our 
Government of that right. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of sundry 
citizens of Vinal Haven, Me., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation for a more rigid restriction of immigration; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Columbus, 
Ohio, praying for the speedy passage of the pending tariff bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MILLS presented sundry petitions of citizens of Green- 
ville, Tex., praying for the enactment of legislation for a more 
ri x restriction of immigration; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. BURROWS presented memorials of Ezra Walling and 9 
other citizens of Coopersville, of A. L. Cooper and 8 other citi- 
zens of Woodland, A. S. Newton and 12 other citizens of Maple 
Rapids, and of H. Sayers & Son and 9 other citizens, all in the 
State of Michigan, remonstrating against the imposition of & 
MEA eed rate on rough lumber; which were ordered to lie on 

e table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of 47 citizensof Duluth, Minn., 
and a petition of 50 citizens of Duluth, Minn., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation for a morerigid restriction of immigration; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchant Tailors' Exchange 
of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the passage without amendment 
of section 666 of the pending tariff bill relating to the free entry 
of wearing apparel, personal effects, etc.; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. MANTLE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Meagher 
County, Mont., praying for the abrogation of the Hawaiian reci- 
pages treaty; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 

elations. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the repeal of the present civil- 
service law; which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service 
and Retrenchment. 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of the Salamonia Christian Church, of Jay County, Ind., praying 
for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the interstate trans- 
mission of any picture or description of prize fights, and also to 
protect the first day of the week as a day of rest in the District of 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. QUAY presented a report and resolutions adopted by the 
committee on transportation and railroads of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Pittsburg, Pa., favoring the e of Senate bill 
No. 775, directing the Interstate Commerce Commission to prepare 
and publish a classification of freight articles and rules, regula- 
tions, and conditions of freight transportation, to be known as the 
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National freight classifice ion;“ which were read, and referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, as follows: 
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF PITTSBURG. 

Report of committee on transportation and railroads. Approved May 6, 1897. 

Whereas there are now several classifications used in the t: rtation 
of freight between points in the United States, of which three of the princi- 

ones are as follows: The official classification, covering the territory west 

m the Atlantic coast to the Mississippi River and north of the Ohio River; 
t. Southern railway and steamship classification, covering the territory 
south of the Ohio River and west to the o eem P River; the Western 

ication, covering all points west of the Mississippi River; and 

Whereas we believe it to be to the interest and welfare of both shippers 
and railway companies that a uniform classification be adopted; and 

Whereas there is now before the Committee on Interstate Commerce of the 
present (Fifty-fifth) Congress a bill (S. 775) directing the Interstate Com- 
merce Com on to prepare and publish a classification of freight articles 
and rules, regulations, and conditions of freight transportation, to be known 
as the National freight classification: " Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That this body respectfully urge the favorable considera- 
tion of the aforesaid bill at the ds of said committee; and, 

Be it further resolved, That our Senators and Representatives be requested 
to use 8 n best efforts to the end that said bill become a law at the earliest 


GEO. H. ANDERSON, Secretary. 


Mr. DANIEL. I present the memorial and accompanying 

xe of James Seldon Cowdon, of Virginia, in relation to the 
ba e Borgne Outlet. I move that the memorial and accompany- 
ing papers be printed as a document and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

'The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL presented the petition of John L. Ziskle and sun- 
dry other citizens of Virginia, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation for a more rigid restriction of immigration; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Charles A. Sykes, of New 
York City, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the pend- 
ing tariff bill placing certain duties on artificial teeth; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BAKER presented the affidavit of Dr. E. W. Bliss, to accom- 
pany the bill (S. 1951) granting an increase of pension to E. 

erer; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

TRADE RELATIONS WITH HAWAII. 


Mr. N. Ipresent a communication from Worthington 
C. Ford, Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department, 
with a statement of our commerce with the Hawaiian Islands un- 
der the reciprocity treaty of 1876 and its extension. I move that 
the communication and statement lie on the table and be printed 
as a document. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. ALLISON presented a communication from the Secre 
of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Attorney-General, 
submitting an estimate of deficiency in the appropriation for fees 
of witnesses, United States courts, forthe fiscal year 1897, $50,000; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, requesting that an item of appropriation in the sum of $1,800 
be included in the general deficiency appropriation bill for the 
support of the Indian school at Carlisle, Pa., for the fiscal year 
1897; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 710) to provide for 
the purchase of additional land in the square now occupied by the 
custom-house in the city of Baltimore, Md., and for the erection 
of a new publie building thereon for the accommodation of the 
Government service in said city, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1749) to provide for the 

urchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Durham: in the State of North Carolina, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them severally without amendment: 

A bill (S. 1270) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Washington, Pa.; 

A bill (S. 1271) for a public building at the city of Wilkesbarre, 
Pa., and appropriating money therefor; 

A bill (S. 1272) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at McKeesport, Pa. (with accompanying report); and 

A bill (S. 479) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Nashua in the State of 
New Hampshire (with accompanying report). 

Mr. MANTLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 164) to provide for 


the construction of a public building at Butte City, Mont., re- 

ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 

Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1964) for the erection 


ofa public building for the use of the custom-house and post- 
office at Newport News, in the district of Newport News, Va., 
reported it without amendment. : 

r. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 967) for the relief of M. S. Hellman; and 
: x E (S. 1029) for the relief of the Portland Company, of Port- 
and, Me. £ 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1711) for the relief of the legal representative 
of George McDougall, deceased, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FORAKER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2038) increasing the pension of W. D. Sigler; and 

A bill (S. 2039) restoring the pension of Daniel Oberly. 

Mr. WHITE introdu a bill (S. 2040) granting a pension to 
Mrs. A. McFarland; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2041) to amend section 
4386 of the Revised Statutes of the United States striking out 
“twenty-eight consecutive hours "and “twenty-eight hours" and 
inserting “forty consecutive hours” and “forty hours;" which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce, and I desire to have a special order 
made for its printing, so that it will be here to-morrow morning, 
It may be necessary to consider it in the committee. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2042) for the purchase 
of land and the construction thereon of an asylum for insane In- 
dians within the jurisdiction of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 3 

TAX ON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 


Mr. CULLOM submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 
Government and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which were read, referred to the Committee on Finance, an 
ordered to be printed, as follows: 

An amendment to be proposed by Mr. CULLOM to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide 
Mss for the Government and to encourage the industries of the United 

8. 

That on and after the passage of this act distilled spirits, spirits, alcoho) 
and alcoholic spirits within the true intent and 3 of the: rovisions oi 
section 3248 of the Statutes shall be held to include, and shall include, all sub- 
stances known as wood naphtha or methylic alcohol or alcoholic spirits, 
whether ethyl or methyl, produced by fermentation or otherwise from any 
substance whatever, shall subject to the payment of the same tax and to 
all the provisions of law regulating the manufacture and sale of distilled 
spirits as provided by law: Provided, however, That such provisions as to 
methyl spirits may be modified and changed in such manner and to such 
extent as may be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, to 
be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

An amendment to be proposed by Mr. CULLOM to the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries of the 
United States. 

Strike out the item increasing the tax on beer and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 

That section 32512, section 48, of the act of August 28, 1894, be amended so 
as to read as follows: 

That on and after the passage of this act there shall be levied and col- 
lected on all distilled spirits in bond at that time, or that have or that may be 
then or thereafter uced in the United States, on which the tax is not paid 
before that day, a of 70 cents on each proof gallon, or wine gallon, when 
below proof, and a proportionate tax at a like rate on all fractional parts of 
such 97 — or wine gallon: Provided, That in computing the tax on any pack - 
85 spirits or fractional parts of a gallon less than one-tenth shall be ex- 
ciu 


* "That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent herewith are hereby re- 


pealed.' " 
AMENDMENT TO THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
nored by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 

overnment and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 


WICHITA INDIAN LANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution coming over from a former day, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Quay on 
the 25th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the right to compensation on the part of the Wichita and 
affiliated bands of Indians for their possessory right in and to the lahds ceded 
to the United States by said Indians, under the agreement made and entered 
into between said Ind and the United States at Anadarko, in the Indian 


eged b 
lands, and that the President is hereby requested to suspend the allotments 
tosaid Indians now in progress until the compensation to be allowed and 
Des to said Indians for the lands in excess of allotments shall be finally 


Mr. AU The resolution may 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator ask? 

Mr. QUAY. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
resolution will go over until to-morrow, retaining its place. 


PROPOSED SENATORIAL INVESTIGATION. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a quo- 


rum, 
P as PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 


roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


over until to-morrow. 
taining its place, does the 


Aldrich, Davis, McMillan, Shoup, 
Allison, Denas; Mallory, 2 ner, 
Bacon, nks, n, wart, 
Baker Faulkner, Tillman, 
Bate, Foraker, Mitchell, Turpie, 
Berry, B Morgan, Vest, 
Burrows, T, Murphy, Walthall, 
Carter Gear, Ison, Warren, 
Chandler, Wetmore, 
Clark, Heitfeld, Perkins, White, 
Gay. Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, Wilson. 
Cockrell, Kenney, ttus, 

Cullom, Kylo, Rawlins, 

Daniel, ndsay, Sewell, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty-three Senators have re- 
sponded to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Mr. President, I rise to a question of privi- 
lege, and I send to the desk a resolution for which I ask immedi- 


ate consideration. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from South Caro- 


lina rises to a question of privilege and asks for the reading of 
the following resolution. 
'The Secretary read as follows: 


Whereas on the 17th of May, 1804>the following preamble and resolution 


was P eid by the Senate: 

* Whereas it has been stated in the Sun, a newspaper published in New 
York, that bribes have been offered to certain Senators to induce them to 
vote against the pending tariff bill; and - 

"Whereas it has also been stated in a signed article in the Press, a news- 
pa published in Philadelphia, that the sugar schedule has been made up 
asit ed iy er inthe ame! uo ent in consideration 5 —.— sums of 
mone or campaign purposes of the Democratic party: Therefore, 

— That 3 of five Senators be appointed to invi te 
these charges and to inquire further whetner any contributions have 
made by the sugar trust, or any person connected therewith, to any political 
party for 5 or election pu or to secure or defeat legislation, and 
whether any Senator has been or 1s speculating in what are known as sugar 
stocks during the consideration of the tariff bill now before the Senate, and 
with power to send for ms and papers and to administer oaths. 

* Resolved further, tsaid committee be authorized to investigate and 
report upon any charge or charges which may be filed before it alleging that 
the action of a7 f Senator has been corruptly or improperly influenced in the 
3 of said bill, or that any attempt has made to so influence 

ation. 
hereas the committee therein designated, and in the pursuance of its du- 
ties, examined several witnesses; and 

Whereas severalof these witnesses refused point-blank to answer the ques- 
tions put to them; and 

Whereas one of these ue tg oie three years of legal contest, is now in 

rison under sentence of the court for contempt, said court having declared 

e questions put to him pertinent; and 

Whereas another of these witnesses was yesterday acquitted on a techni- 
cality, which can not shield him from the consequences of refusing to answer 


the questions put to him, if the Senate will renew the inquiry; and 
Whereas thin the last thirty days sundry newspaper correspondents 
have openl with speculating in stocks while the 


port as to the sugar schedule, all of which involves a question of the highest 
privilege, to wit, the right of the Senate to protect its members from slander 
Ce ee the y as a whole from these open of corruption: 
erefore 

Be it resolved, That a committee of five be appointed with power to send for 

rsons and papers. to em loy a stenographer, and to T oa! to 
Inquire into the truth or fi ood of the c made in May, 1894, and into 
the charges recently made, and the scope of the investigation shall cover 
everything embraced in the resolution of er ed 1894, as well as the methods 
pursued by the American Sugar Refining Company, better known as the 
sugar trash, in controlling legislation in its favor at the present time; and 
especially whether it hasin any wise contributed to, or controlled the election 
of, a Senator in this body at any time. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate, under the law. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Before the resolution is referred, I supposed I 
might have an opportunity to present the reasons which influence 
me to present the resolution. p 

Mr. GRAY. Iask the Senator from South Carolina if he has 

-— presented the resolution or whether it was submitted yester- 

y 
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Mr. TILLMAN. I presente the resolution this morning. 
Mr. GRAY. Would it not go over under the rule? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; because under the law the 
resolution goes to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 


be ig ee of the Senate, 

. BATE. Under the rule the resolution must go to the com- 
mittee; but when a Senator rises to a question of personal privi- 
lege I think he has a right to speak. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not think that 
the 8 extends to a discussion of a resolution which is al- 
ready referred to a committee, but the Senator of course, without 
objection, can proceed. Is there objection to the Senator from 
South Carolina proceeding with his remarks on the resolution? 
The 2 hears none. The Senator from South Carolina will 
proceed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, as I have been a member of 
this body only a little over two years, I have hesitated about 
pressing this matter upon the attention of the Senate and the 
country. It is, pee by reason of my short connection with 
the Senate that I do not lieunder these accusations affecting the 
honor and N and the integrity of individual Senators and 
the body as a Whole with the same calmness and equanimity 
cds some of the older members seem to possess for their conso- 

tion. 

When the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] introduced a 
resolution some two weeks back in regard to Chapman, it was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the J 5 instructions to 
report back what was necessary. It came back the next morning 
with a report that it really effected no purpose; that there wasno 
petition for Chapman's pardon pending, and therefore it was not 
worthy the attention of the Senate. 

At that time I called attention to the recent charges of corru 
tion which have been published broadcast over the country in all 
the metropolitan papers and sent forth by correspondents in the 
gallery under their own name; and it does seem to me that we 
have arrived at a time in the history of the Senate when we can 
no longer afford to lie under such damning accusations. If we 
have corrupt and debauched men in here owned by trusts and cor- 

rations, we ought to find out who they are and purge the Senate, 

the newspapers are lying on Senators and the Senate, then the 
gallery ought to be cleared of all dishonest and dishonorable cor- 
eh qs and the men who have slandered the Senate be pun- 


We can not afford to lie back on our dignity and say it is be- 
neath us to investigate charges of thischaracter. Whilethecom- 
mittee which was 5 in 1894 came to no good, while no 
pm was accomplished except to disclose some of the secrets 

y which one of the rich corporations known as thesugar trust is 
robbing the American people of millions ur under the tariff 
schedule, sir, we are to-day face to face with the fact that both 
parties, Democratic and ublican, are on trial before the le, 
and asto whethertheir Finance Committees are honest or whether 
they are bought and sold like cattle. 

The investigation of 1894 involved the President, the Secretary 
of the , the Finance Committee, and the Democratic 

arty in general. Now we have a change of scene. The Repub- 

icans are in power. The same differential, the same benefit, the 
same ad valorein duties, which were acknowledged to be for the 
benefit of the trust, are presented here by another Finance Com- 
mittee of the Senate, but this time it is ublican. Therefore 
both parties are involved in this smirching of the body and its 
honor and integrity, and both parties should emulate each other 
in endeavoring to clarify the atmosphere and restore the Senate 
to the tin which the American people once held it. Icon- 
fess, sir, that we have lost it in a large degree, and it is by reason 
either of corruption in the body or cowardice among its members 
in Tek ir own honor and their own good name. 
ou will recall the fact that in the other investigation accusa- 
tions were made that the President of the United States had met 
certain magnates of the sugar trust, brokers and others, on a 
yacht somewhere, in which a bargain was made, a corrupt bar- 
gain, by which the interests of the sugar trust were to be guarded 
in the tariff schedules to be formulated by the Democratic party. 
There was no testimony brought out which fastened that n 
ing accusation upon him, but within a week or a month the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], a member of the Finance Com- 
mittee, has brought forward corroborative testimony by a state- 
ment that during the pendency of the schedules being reported by. 
the Finance Committee of the Senate Mr. Cleveland told him he 
thought that the sugar trust ought to have protection to the 
extent, I believe, of a quarter of a cent a pound. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. TILLMAN, Certainly. I just want to get the matter 
straight. That is my only object. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not know that the expression of 


1897. 
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the Senator from South Carolina is exactly correct. My state- 


ment was that pending the discussion of the tariff bill between 
the two Houses Mr. Cleveland said to me that he believed or was 
satisfied that the difference of one-quarter of a cent between raw 
and refined sugar was necessary to enable the refiners to main- 
tain their business in the United States, and that if the difference 
of only one-eighth of 1 cent was made in the bill between raw and 
sete sugarit was his impression or he believed that the refin- 
ers would be driven out of this country and would be unable to 
carry on their business. Ithinkthat was about the substance of 
what I said. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It was simply Mr. Cleveland's opinion and 
desire, I presume, that the Finance Committee should recognize 
the interests of the sugar trust, and if he had made a bargain, carry 
it out in good faith. We do not know whether he made it or not. 
I do not say he did. I hope to God he did not; but the question is, 
Did he, and have we an opportunity to find that out? 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Delaware? " 

Mr. TI N. Certainly. j 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to make a statement, as the Senator 
from South Carolina has just spoken in regard to the investigation 
of a charge that was made in newspapers, to the effect that the 
sugar schedule was made up in pursuance of an understanding 
that was had between Mr. Cleveland and certain sugar magnates, 
Mr. Havemeyer and Mr. Searles, on Mr. Benedict’s yacht, I pre- 
sume, during the winter of 1893. 

As I was chairman of that committee, it may not be inappropri- 
ate for me and I may be permitted to say that it is not only true, 
as the Senator from South Carolina says, that that charge was not 
p but it was absolutely and clearly proven that it was un- 

Every source of information was explored byte committee 
in order to ascertain the real truth in regard to that charge, and 
every person who was mentioned was examined before the com- 
mittee. Mr. Havemeyer, the president of the sugar trust, who 
was charged substantially with being present, and Mr. Searles 
both testified not ay eer nosuch meeting occurred, but that they 
had never met Mr. Cleveland, then or on any other occasion, and 


did not know him nally except by his resemblance to his pic- 
ture. Ijust put t in because I think justice requires that it 
Should be stated. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iwant ing to go in that will clarify 


thesituation and bring out the truth. Iam not attacking any 
man directly or indirectly. I am defending the good name of 
Senators and the Senate, and I am trying to get it to defend itself 
along with me. 

Mr. GRAY. Idid not misunderstand the purpose of the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina, I think, Imerely wanted to supplement 
what he has said by the statement I have just made. 

Mr.TILLMAN. And I wanttosupplement what you have said 
by saying that one-half of the American people or more do not 
believe but what there was rottenness and corruption, and a cor- 
rupt deal between some of the leaders of the Democratic party in 
1892 in regard to the election, and one-half of us do not believe 
but that there is something rotten in Denmark now. 

As I said, both parties are involved, and one is just as deep in 
ihe mud as the other was in the mire. Youall know the cloud 
that rests upon the names of certain men, Democrats, on the 
Finance Committee in regard to the action they took and the 
votes they cast on the sugar schedule in 1894, when the tariff bill 
was here. It rests there, and they can not wipe it out until an 
3 is had which will either prove the charges or exoner- 
ate them. 

Now, I want to show directly that a more damning charge or a 
charge equally damning exists against the Republican members of 
the present Finance Committee. As far as the question of specu- 
lating in sugar stocks is concerned, it was under investigation and 
with it Mr. Chapman had more particularly todo. The very fact 
that Mr. Chapman has gone to jail rather than to testify to the 
innocence of Senators convicts every man in this body more or 
less, directly or indirectly, then a member of having done that dis- 
honorable act. Now he is up here, a little king in your District 
il, a new club created here or existing here for rich prisoners. 

ou have read of his mode of life and the farcical travesty on 

unishment. Is that in fact any punishment? Then yesterday 

e other great I am! of the sugar trust is turned loose on a 
technicality, mainly, I believe, by reason of the minority report of 
the two Democratic members of the 5 committee, 
wherein they declared their belief that they noright to inves- 
tigate the question m to how much money had been contributed 

he sugar trust for cam 
Ee Bere pr mtem purposes 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. LMAN. I always yield to any man who wants to 
throw any light on this subject. 


Mr. PETTUS. I will ask the Senator from South Carolina not 
to deal in eralties. If he desires to put a mark on a Senator 
upon this floor, I demand that he shall mark his man and not 
indicate the Senate generally. 

Mr, TILLMAN want to mark the man by having the wit- 
nesses who have the proof against the man or the men to tell what 
they know and not sneak out under a technicality discovered b 
the court, and have a millionaire turned loose, whereas if he 
been a poor man he would be in prison to-day. That is what I 
want. I know of nobody here having been bought or sold, but 
the charges are rife; they are sent broadcast over the country that 
we have been bought and sold, and that corruption exists here; 
and are we to sit quietly underit? That is what I am talking 
about. TheSenator from Alabama has just come into the Senate. 
He, of course, is not to be considered as particeps criminis in any 
accusation brought against the Chamber. 

Mr. PETTUS. And it is because of that very reason that I took 
the liberty of speaking in behalf of men who are, so far as I know, 
all of them honorable men, true men. They should not by general 
insinuation have a slur cast upon them in a general way; but if 
the Senator has any information, let him give it to us now. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Why do you not wait until the Senator from 
South Carolina has time to make his speech? 

Mr.PETTUS. The Senator from South Carolina is merely deal- 
ing in generalities. That is the point I object to. 

. TILLMAN. Ihave got specifications here, if you will just 
possess your soul in patience. 

Mr.PETTUS. 1f you name a man, I will be satisfied. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, one of the peculiar thin 
about the action of the Finance Committee four years agoand t 
action of the Finance Committee this year is the fact that, not- 
withstanding they have a most luxurious apartment here in the 
Capitol as a Senate committee room in which to transact their 
business, they saw proper to go to the Arlington Hotel to get 
away from the prying and A spying correspondents, to get out of 
the way of any sources of information reaching the people. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the ator from Missouri? 

Mr. LMAN.. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator is grossly mistaken in his statement 
that four years ago the Democratic members of the Finance Com- 
mittee who had charge of the tariff bill went to the Arlington 
Hotel or any other hotel. Our sessions were held in this Capitol, 
in the room of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
of which I was the chairman, and nowhere else. If there was 
any meeting at any hotel, it was without my knowledge. I do 
not think any member of the committee will state otherwise. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Missouri, if I may be per- 
mitted to say so, should also state that, so far as the consideration 
of the present tariff bill is concerned, the minority meetings, 
when the minority has met at all, have been in this Capitol. 

Mr. VEST, I take it for granted that every member of the 
Senate and every intelligent man in the country knows that the 
majority of the Committee on Finance in both instances con- 
trolled the making of the tariff bill. In 1894 the majority were 
Democrats, and the minority of the committee, the Republicans, 
were not in consultation with us until the bill was reported. 
Now the same thing obtains, the Democrats not having been con- 
sulted in regard to the pending measure until it was reported. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam glad to have my statement corrected. I 
certainly do not want to smirch my own party. Icertainly do 
not want to attack any member of the committee who does not 
deserve to be attacked, and I am not attacking any individual; I 
am merely dealing with this question as an American citizen, and 
not as a Democrat, a Republican, a Populist, or anything else; but 
Iam dealing with it as a free man who loves his good name. 
any Democratic Senators have been corrupt, the will be the 
stronger if it drives them out of this body and reduces its already 
weakened numbers, and avoids the very dangers which happened 
in 1893, 1894, and 1895; but nobody denies that there have been 
rooms occupied for two months by the Republicans on the Senate 
Finance Committee at the Arlington Hotel.in easy touch with 
telephones to New York and elsewhere, and in easy reach of the 
agents of the sugar trust. 

Anotherstrangething—passingstrange—isthefactthat, whereas 
the Republican members of that former investigating committee 
have put themselves on record as testifying that an ad valorem 
aeg inthe interest of thesugar trust, we have more ad valorems 
in the present sugar schedule than were ever known in any one 
before. That is the hocus-pocus by which the dear people are 
sought to be blinded, 1 suppose, to the robbery that they are to 
suffer during the time this tariff bill shall be a law. 

In that connection, I desire to have inserted the concluding 
statement of Senators H. C. LopcE and C. K. Davis as a minority 
of theformerinvestigating committee. 'The Secretary will please 
read the paragraphs that are marked. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 
directed 


The Secretary read as follows: 
All the witnesses stated that in all these conferences and discussions nothing 


was presented except the ordinary 


in regard to its interests in a tariff bill; 
American S ing Company occupies a very different position, not 
only in the public estimation, but as a matter of fact, from that of any other 
industry in the 2 It is a very rich corporation, with an enormous in- 
terest in tariff legislation. lt is a matter of complete indifference to the 
trust what duties are levied upon sugar so long 
and a sufficient differential is given in favor of refined mar. 

The Ls md trust, by the evidence of its president and treasurer, has con- 
tributed freely to the State and city campa: unds of both parties, and 
these contributions were made in years in which national elections were 
held. This is a thoroughly corrupt form of campaign contributions, for such 
contributions, being given to two op: ng par’ € not for the purpose 
of promoting certain political principles, but to establish an obligation to the 
giver on the part of whichever party comes into power. The trust does not 

ve to political parties for the promotion of political principles in which it 

lieves, but for the protection of its own interests, as Sppears by the same 
testimony. The fact that it gives to both political parties is sufficient proof 
of the Les aper] of its contributions and of their dangerous nature. 

For these reasons the undersigned have felt it important to lay before the 
Senate and the. sigh er? Mera fact that the sugar schedule, as it now stands, is, 
according to the test any in the form desired by the sugar trust, and to 
point out also the methods - which the sugar trust reached what it desired 
and obtained a substantial victory. X a ben 


C. K. DAVIS. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Now, Mr. President, since what has been 
brought out in the language just read, it is incumbent upon some- 
body to say why the sugar trust can always command such a tariff 
Schedule as will give it an ad valorem duty instead of a specific 
duty in the face of the testimony recorded in this volume (the com- 
mittee report), in which it is shown that with $50,000,000 of capital, 
or rather stock, which was worth only $25,000,000 and which sold 
for but 50 cents on the dollar, as soon as that trust organized as 
the American Sugar Refining Company in 1890 and the McKinley 
bill was passed, giving it the differentials, they acknowledged that 
they had cand upward of $25,000,000 on that capital in three 
years. 

They cleared it, how? By adding to the cost of the sugar of 
every man in America who drinks coffee or tea, or who uses sugar, 
and that means every man in the United States. Who did it? 
The Republican party. Then who came along and changed the 
bill in 1894, and still recognized this octopus, and still could not 

et from under its influence and control? The Democratic party. 

ow, three years later, when the pendulum has swung to the 
other side, to the disgrace and demoralization and defeat of the 
Democratic y, the Republicans come to the front, and we have 
a repetition in most damaging form of the power of this trust to 
control the Senate; and when we endeavor to investigate as to how 
they do it, what are their methods, and how much money they 
have contributed, the judge turns the man loose on the ground 
that the question was really not pertinent! 

Why, sir, is it ible to hold any election in this country for 
a legislature which will not affect in some way the election of a 
United States Senator? Is it ible to conduct a State election 
during a Presidential year which does not involve the triumph or 
defeat of Presidential electors? The absurdity, the puerility of 
such an excuse for saying that the question was not inent, and 
that this man must not be made to answer, and that though he 
did not answer, he must not be punished! Are we to stop there? 
Are we to say we have exhausted our remedies and that we can 
go no further—that the people are jealous of their individual lib- 
erties and will not allow the Senate to preserve its own good name 
and dignity and honor? 

The record shows that in past times when men have smirched 
and accused the Senate of dishonorable action or insulted it, they 
have been brought to the bar, and when they did not purge them- 
selves, 905 were imprisoned. Have we lost that power? The 
Senate will determine, I N by its vote whether it means to 
probe this festering wound to the bottom and cauterize it, or 
whether it will lie under the charge of the rottenness which now 
smells to heaven and can not be gotten rid of. 

But I promised the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PETTUS] some 
specifications as to recent accusations. Isend to the Secre 8 
desk a copy of the New York Journal of May 12, and ask the 
Secretary to read the headlines and the text of the paper down as 
far as I have marked, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
Secretary will read the paper. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

SENATOR SMITH AHEAD ON SUGAR—HIS LITTLE SPECULATION HAS NETTED 


HIM $3,000 FOR ONE DAY—SOLD THE STOCK SHORT—THERE WERE 6,000 
SHARES AND A FURTHER DECLINE MEANS GROWING PROFIT, 


[By James Creelman. ] 


ents offered by any industry 
ut the undersigned feel that the 


as the form is ad valorem 


WASHINGTON, May 11. 


Senator SMITH of New Jersey to-day sold 6,000 shares of sugar stock short 
at 116. Sugar stock closed at 115}. His profit for the day, with the broker's 
commission deducted, was $3,000. If sugar stock continues to fall i 


in price, he 
will make a good many thousands of do more on this ion. 


-sugar trust all it asked for 


Mr. TILLMAN. Inowask the Secretary to read from the New 
ie Herald of May 11 the marked paragraph, including the 
ines. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objecti. 
Secretary will read. pa quon Ne 
The Secretary read as follows: 


IN THE GRASP OF THE TRUST—EFFECTIVE WORK OF THE SUGAR LOBBY 
SHOWN IN THE SCHEDULE REPORTED BY THE SENATE COMMITTEE ON 
FINANCE—DIFFICULT TASK STILL BEFORE IT—GREAT FIGHT WILL BE 
MADE TO HAVE THE SCHEDULE RATIFIED BY SENATE AND HOUSE—NIGHT 
CONFERENCES HELD—UGLY BUT UNVERIFIED RUMORS AFLOAT AS TO 
SENATORIAL SPECULATIONS IN THE STOCK MARKET—TRYING TO SHUT 
OFF DEBATE—COTERIE OF REPUBLICANS PLANNING A MOVEMENT TÓ 
PREVENT EXTENDED DISCUSSION OF THE SUGAR DUTIES. 

[By telegraph to the Herald.] 
HERALD BUREAU, CORNER FIFTEENTH AND G STREETS NW. 
qm ashíngton, May 10, 1897. 
e mighty hand of the sugar trust is i appling the t 

Deg ee ee ca ta fac ICH AO niai 

ver since the reconstruction o e Dingley was commenced in th 

Arlington Hotel the sugar lobby has been a the city. Its work has "been 

conducted with the usual secrecy, but up to this time it has been none the 

less effective. Its hand is so plainly stam on the sugar schedule ns re- 
ported by the Republican members of the Finance Committee that it can be 
seen without the aid of glasses by even those Senators who profess entire iga 
norance of the intricate questions involved that this sehen was written) 
FFP 
aving n able nduce the Repu su tteeto do its biddin 
the lobby is now confronted with the more difficult task of having the wor 
of the committee ratified by the Senate, concurred in by the House of Repre- 
sentatives,and approved by the President. It will be à great fight, and one 
which may leave the reputations of the Senatorial champions of the trust 
pwede ac with rege e 3 ys pare Me ANTI E the Senate at 
eart realize w. ore and it 
they look forward to the contest. € R 


SUGAR INTERESTS GUARDED. 


Exact details of the reme ie conferences which resulted in giving the 
probably never be known. Some interestin 
facts are coming to light. however. W. Messrs. Havemeyer, Searles, an 
other officials of the e" trust kept in the Lean po howe the interests of that 
organization were well look ter in the Ar ington Hotel conferences. 
Among the men interested in sugar who have been in Washington and in re- 
conferences with the committee are Henry Reed, of Boston; Herbert 
. Terrell of New York; former Senator Fenton, of ornia: Henry T. 
Oxnard, of Nebraska, and members of the Spreckels family, of California. 
There seems to be no doubt that a favored few persons knew some days in 
schedule to be reported by the subcommittes 
eady related the story of the sugar expert here who was 
Wat he wail would be the Anar schedule and with costae: REDDERE 
w e said wo! e sugar ean a ues tthe pro’ 
or forded th traat undor i be calculated for aim, dnd 
rec men npu ce then to the effect that a broker 
in Washington filled an order for 900 shares of su stock for three United 
States Senators before the bill was reported, and after it had been made 
public clozed out the deal at a profit of $30,000 for his Senatorial customers. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Now ask the Secretary to read another arti- 
cle from the New York Herald of May 8. Do not omit the head- 
lines. They are the only things the average busy man ever reads, 
and he immediately turns around and convicts the Senate of being 


rotten on the strength of them. 

The PRESIDEN p tempore. If there be no objection, the 
Secretary will read what the Senator from South Carolina asks to 
have read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


SUGAR TRUST OWNS THE BILL—NEW TARIFF MEASURE GIVES THE MAM- 
MOTH MONOPOLY PROTECTION OF HALF A CENT A POUND—UGLY RUMORS 
CIRCULATED—SCHEDULE AS INCORPORATED IN THE BILL IN THE HANDS 
OF A BROKER BEFORE IT WAS REPORTED—BASIS FOR SPECULATION— 
HEAVY DUTIES SUPPLEMENTED BY A CHARGE AGAINST BOUNTY SUGAR 
GIVING THE TRUST ABSOLUTE CONTROL. 


[By telegraph to the Herald.] 


HERALD BUREAU, CoRNER FIFTEENTH AND G STREETS NW., 
Washington, May 7, 1897. 

“The least ble protection to the sugar trust in the schedule adopted 
by bos Senate rs 9 B raat half m soe 5 pound.” I Virginia 
conclusion ex me ay by Representative SWANSON o; 
after a careful analysis of the schedule. 

Mr. Swanson is one of the Democratic members of the House Committee 
on Ways and Means, and ever since the preparation of the tariff bill was com- 
menced he has devoted himself particularly toa study of the sugar question. 
He based his calculations on the prices of sugar on December 10 last as sub- 
mitted to the Committee on Ways and Means by Mr. F. A. Oxnard. 

This gave the price of granulated sugar at 4.10 cents per pound, on which 
the compound duty under the schedule would be 2.505 cents. Mr. SWANSON 
explains that the very highest unrefined sugars oportet tested 909 
by the 8 and were valued at 3.25 cents a pound. On these the dut; 
would 2.1075, showing a differential or protection to the sugar trust o! 
0.4875 cent a pound. The average 3 to the trust, according to Mr. 
BWANSON, would be much greater this, however. 


TRUST IN CONTROL. 


'The schedule is particularly favorable to the bue of Pub 
below 87* by the po ipe, which are subject on. y toa duty of 15 per cen 
ad valorem, and it will tend to greatly encourage the importation of these 
sugars. The invoice prices cf some of these s are as low as 1.25 cents 
a pound for Java black stroops and 1.60 cents for muscovados, on which the 
duties would be ively .9375 and 1.20 cents 2 poun i the 
differential between these duties and the duty on refined sugars r vely 
1.6575 cents and 1.395 cents. There is, however, much more waste in refining 
these low- e sugars than in the higher grades. 

“One of the most important provisions to the trust," said Mr. SWANSON, 
“insuring to them absolute control of the market in this country, is that 
which imposes on sugars from countries which pay an export bounty an ad- 
ditional duty equal to the bounty paid. At the present time the only sugars 
which come in competition with trust sugars to any extent are German 


1313 


sugars, and last year there was but 1 pound of refined sugar imported into 
the country for every 30 pounds of su; used. 

“The importation of even this il amount was only ble on account 
of the German bounty of about thirty-eight one-hundredths of a cent a 
d on refined sugar, while under the present law the countervailing duty 

but one-tenth of a went ving Ge: 
twenty-eight one-hun ofa cent. As the Senate bill proposes to make 
the countervailing duty equal to the export bounty paid abroad, it will be 
impossible for Germany to ship s poran of refined sugar to this country, and 
nited States will have to pay for it what- 


rman exporters à clear bounty of about 


every consumer of sugar in the 
ever price the trust sees fit to impose.” 


UGLY RUMORS AFLOAT. 


it, an 

When the bill came out, it 
ich was submitted by the broker, who had 
ich his advance infor- 


that it was the schedule to be ado: 
contained the identical schedule w. 
probably taken advantage of the rise in sugar stock w 
mation made him certain would occur. 


the Ar on Hotel. (gom „ to talk with the offi- 
cials e eos im r trust if they wished any information as to what was 
wan e bill. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, before I send forward the next 


clipping, I want to say that, so far as I am concerned and feel, 
when a Senator whose vote will influence and perhaps govern in 
fixing the tariff on sugar takes advantage of inside knowledge, of 
the possession of the secrets of the committee, and speculates, 
knowing that when the report will come the price will go up—I 
say he commits an act unworthy of an honorable man and akin 
to that of the blackleg gambler who, in competition with another 
gambler, has cards up his sleeve; and, in addition to that, he com- 
mits a piece of official rascality that should make him hang his 
eris in shame, if his colleagues here allow him to remain among 
em. 
. The mere speculating in sugar, as in cotton or anything else, 
when a man knows nothing about what is going to be done about 
sugar in the Senate, is not reprehensible any more than any other 
ari ie, D It is only when a man can influence the action of this 
y by his vote or use secret information that it becomes dis- 
honorable and disreputable. 

I ask to have read the clipping which I send to the desk from 
the 22 Times-Herald. Do not omit the name of the author 
of the cle. It is signed at the bottom of the second column. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be read. 

The Secretary read from the Chicago Times-Herald of Thursday, 
May 6, 1897, as follows: 

FORTUNE FOR SENATORS—LARGE SUMS MADE BY SPECULATING IN BUGAR 


TRUST STOCK—PROFIT IN TIPS ON TARIFF—LITTLE LIKELIHOOD THAT 
THE MATTER WILL BE INVESTIGATED. 


Without objection, the paper 


WASHINGTON, May 5. 


Monday last a certain stock broker in this city filled an order for 9,000 
shares of sugar stock in Wall street. His customers were three United States 


Senators. 

In filling this order the broker began buying at 1131 and bought up to 115. 
Yesterday this deal was closed out at from 117} to 118. The profit on the 
transaction was about $30,000. 

This is what one broker did. How much.stock was handled by other bro- 
kers here and in New York for torial account no one knows. 

Itis 3 well understood that Senators who were able to get inside in- 
formation concerning the sugar schedule in the Finance Co: ttee revision 
have been buying in Wall street for a week or more. They were speculatin 
on a sure thing. for the manner in which the su schedule favors the trus 
could not fail to put its shares up in the market when the facts should be- 
come public property. 

There is a great deal of gossip about these Senatorial investments d, cul 
but it is not considered probable the Senate will order an investigation. The 
Senate does not care for any more sugar-speculation investigations. 

+ — * LÀ $ 


a * 
WALTER WELLMAN. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Here is something else which I desire to have 
read—an extract from the same writer. T, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the read- 
ing? 8 Chair hears none, and the Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read from the Chicago Times-Herald of May 8, 
1897, as follows: 

TO BATTLE OVER SUGAR—SENATE’S TARIFF SCHEDULE AROUSES A STORM OF 
INDIGNATION—ALL THE TRUST ASKED FOR—STRONG EFFORT TO BE MADE 
TO RETAIN THE DINGLEY RATES—HOUSE EXPECTED TO STAND FIRM—CAP- 
ITAL SHOCKED AT THE METHODS OF THE UPPER HOUSE COMMITTEE AND 
THE DEALS IN WALL STREET. 

* * = LJ * * 


* 
It is significant that the Senators who bought sugar shares in Wall street 
before the Finance Committee's revision was made public are now reported 
to be selling the stock. Have they inside information as to the final disposi- 
tion of the schedule, or are they merely bearing the market in Sigal nage 
of the op tion in Senate and House, and l they find opportunity on 
inside information to buy again at the right moment? Unfortunately, we 
have not heard the last of the sugar scan ^ 
WALTER WELLMAN,. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Here is something from the New York World, 
which I ask to have read. 


XXX——83 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


read by the perane 
Tn Secretary read from the New York World of May 12, 1897, 
as follows: 


WERE SENATORS IN SUGAR SECRETS?—NEW GROUND FOR SUSPICION THAT 
A FEW SPECULATED ON INSIDE INFORMATION—BROKEH WHITE'S EX- 


Without objection, it will be 


PLOIT—OPENED AN OFFICE IN WASHINGTON JUST AFTER THE HOUSE 
PASSED THE BILL—SENATORS HIS CUSTOMERS—HAD ACCESS TO THE ROOMS 
WHEN SUBCOMMITTEE'S SECRET MEETINGS WERE HELD—SAID TO HAVE 
CLEARED $70,000. 


[Special from a World staff correspondent.] 
WASHINGTON, May 11. 

The stories of 5 eee in sugar stock on the strength of 
advance information as to the Finance Committee's sugar schedule continue 
the topic of conversation here. There is no doubt that the exact schedule 
was known to several persons outside of the committee at least two days be- 
fore May 4, when the bill was made public, and it is generally believed that 
the knowl was used to advantage in the market. 

One of the brokers who could probably throw considerable light on the 
dealings of Senators in Wall street and who personally uo e advance 
information on the su schedule is Abraham White. White offices 
at No. 16 Broad street and No. 31 Broadway. New York. He is the broker 
who successfully negotiated, with the aid of Russell Sage, the purchase of 
$1,000,000 worth of Government bonds du the last ular bond sale on a 
Leg investment of 48 cents for postage. He cleared about $200,000 by that 


When the Dingley tariff bill went into the hands of the Senate subcom- 
mittee, Mr. White came to Washin and opened an office at 1343 F street. 
He fitted it up in fine style and a private wire to New York. 

On April 8 his first advertisement ap in the local papers. He did 
notstint himself on space. He made reference in his advertisement to his 
success in the bond deal, and in large letters announced that Russell Sage 
had helped him to complete that transaction. 

It was noted that the persons who frequented his office and traded through 
him were mostly Senators and Representatives. He lived at the Arlington 
Hotel, where, it will be remembered, the Senate subcommittee held its secret 
meetings. He was frequently seen coming out of the room where these 
secret conferences were being held, although it was — for any but 
a few favored Senators and Representatives to enter t vate c ber. 

Mr. White nt all his time while in Washington either in his office, at the 
Capitol, or at the Arlington. People who were intimate with him say that he 
always appeared well posted on the movements and decisions of the Senators 
who were fra the tariff bill. mo ina 

0 was 


reported from the subcommittee to th p 1 May 
Mr. White closed his office here and went back to New York. Before goin 
he offered to sell his furniture for almost any sum to get rid of it. One 
the gentlemen to whom he offered it said to the World correspondent to-day: 
“Mr. White could very well afford to give away this furniture or to let the 
landlord take it for kindling wood. His profits on sugar were probably not 
less than $70,000." 

Mr. GRAY. Is that a signed article? 

Mr. TILLMAN. No, sir; but I know the co ndent. Here 
isan article of news in the New York Evening Post of May 26, 
which I ask the Secretary to read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Washi h bough rtificates on the prospects of ad 
of thes SAATA IDAT KhA E. 88 for Washington account es pe 
and to-day were estimated at 40,000 shares. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It seems that a good many of us have a finger in 
the pie, or else there are some very big fish in the 1. Ihavenow 
presented the basis for the new Lr age poseen which I propose, as 
wellas having pointed out that the old investigation did not go 
far enough, for the reason that the witnesses refused to testify just 
when the committee got them to a n that was interesting and 
where developments were likely. Ithinkit would be unfair not 
to include the old with the new, corral the Democratic sheep and 
the Republican goats, or vice versa, and let us have a fumigation. 

The question presents itself, sir, to us as Americans and as men 
who love our Government whether we shall continue to sit here as 
representatives of the States and of the people in them and have 
the respect of the people for this great body lost entirely by our 
cowardice or our corruption. 

If the Democratic party owed any political debts in 1893 which 
it felt bound to pay to the sugar trust, let it be known. If the 
ee party, which, by the way, in te ird V d received, 
I think, all of the contributions from the octopus, while the Demo- 
crats got not one dollar, are under party obligations and owe this 
gang debts, let it be brought out before the American people. 

In connection with that, I wish to have Mr. Havemeyer's testi- 
mony as to this baby industry—this little infant—spread on the 
minutes. It is his testimony before the investigating committee 
of 1894, of which the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] was 
chairman. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Senator ALLEN. Mr. Havemeyer, is it not true Dua pen control, that is, the 
American Su Refining Company controls, the prices of sugar ġo all the 
Louisiana refineries? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER: Directly we do not; indirectly we do. 

Senator ALLEN. 1 organization ou do. If you fix the 
at 4 cents for ulated t hout the Uni States the others obtain it, 
don't they? d in that wa: e price is controlled. 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. We undertake to control the price of refined sugar in the 
United States, That must be distinctly understood. 


Senator ALLEX. And the 
higher to the American 


of refined in the United States is 
Refining Co than jt would bo df tho AI —— 
g Com it wo eren 
your or tion were distinct and independent companies? 
Mr. HAVEMEYER. Fora short time it is. 
Senator ALLEN. And what difference does it make for the consumers in 


this country in a year, in your judgment? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. It has been in three years past t hths of a cent 
more on every pound 1 as st doing business at a loss. 

Senator ALLEN. And that would be about how much in round numbers? 

Mr.HAYEMEYER. Itisalarge sum in the aggregate. 

Senator ALLEN. How many millions? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. I should say it was close to pom pore in three years, 

Senator ALLEN. And you intend to keep your hold upon the American peo- 
ple as long as you can? 

v HAVEMEYER. As long as the McKinley bill is there we will exact that 


Mr. TILLMAN. Now they are trying to put the duty above 
the McKinley Act, according to the best experts. Is notthat a 
lovely infant to be here pleading for protection? Twenty-five 
million dollars profit in three years off the hard-working, starving 
American farmers and artisans, with a capital of not more than 
$50,000,000. 

There is no doubt, however, that the same influences which 
carried through the last tariff bill by a narrow majority will pull 
this one through, in spite of the fact that two Republican Senators 
are on record, as I have put them, as saying that they are opposed 
to and believe that ad valorem duties are in the interest of the 
trust, and that they ought not to be had. I suppose the Repub- 
lican caucus will agree as to these things, as to how much this 

g of thieves and robbers shall have, and the balance of us will 

ve to content ourselves with voting “nay.” Let it go through; 
let the political debt be paid; let the American laboring man, when 
he sits down to his breakfast table and puts his spoonful of sugar 
into his coffee, realize what a glorious Senate represents him in 
Washington. We will see when the vote comes. 

In conclusion, the question presents itself —coming back to the 
gist of the matter—have the correspondents lied on the Senate or 
is the Senate rotten? If they have lied, let us prove it on them 
and punish them. If they prove Senators corrupt, let us turn 
them out of here, for at last itis simply this question, and you are 
obliged to take one or the other prong of the dilemma: You have 
to punish those men if they have lied, or you have to purge this 
bods of the corruption they charge upon it. 

r. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the task of the Senator who is 
charged with the duty of preparing tariff schedules is at best a 
most difficult and ious one. He must enter upon that duty 
with the full 83 that certain portions of the press through- 
out the United States are bound, judging by the precedents of the 
last ten or fifteen years, to charge unworthy motives upon him 
5 he may do in connection with very many of the sched- 

es. 

In view of what the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN] has said and the extracts which he has caused to be read, 
perhaps I ought to make a statement in regard to the question of 
the duties ue sugarin the pending bill and how they came to be 
imposed. It is insinuated rather charged in these various 
reports, or some of them, that the schedule as ted by the 
committee was in some manner s or influenced or de- 
manded by the American Sugar ing Company, commonly 
called the sugar trust. 

Now, I desire to say to the Senator from South Carolina and to 
every other member of this body, and to every person in the United 
States, that no person connected, directly or indirectly, with the 
American Sugar Refining Company or any other refining com- 
pany, or any other person, at any time or in any manner, ua edem 
or dictated any schedule or any rates upon to the ub- 
lican members of the Finance Committee; and I wish to make this 
— as broad as itis possible for the English language to 

ei 

I desire to say, further, that the Republican members of that 
committee, and no one else, are solely responsible for this sched- 
ule, and that no n living knew what the schedule was to be, 
or what the rates imposed upon sugar were, until less than two da 
before the bill was reported to the Senate. It was submitted to the 
Senator from Nevada Aud ONES] for his approval or suggestion. 
Ithinkthis was aboutthirty-six hours before it was finally reported 
tothe Senate. No one else ever knew or had any intimation as to 
what that schedule was to be—not a livin 
son who says or insinuates anything of the sort deserves to be 
iret sd in words which it would not be parliamentary for me 

use here. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow me? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator from Rhode Island under- 
stand that I am fathering these charges? - 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not at all. Iam now discussing the insinu- 


ations. 
DIOE ee Seance 
t ve given the basi orthein igation. 
Mr ‘ALDRICH. I understand. 


can Sugar 


—and any per- | gall 


Mr. TILLMAN. Furthermore, evi Iquoted supported 
the Senator’s 05 ä A ; 
, no. 


; f sequence. 
They certainly have a right to accuse you, if 


Mr. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And the question is, Will you allow any op- 
portunity or will you sit hereidly? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that, so far as Iam concerned, and 
lam satisfied I s for every other member of the subcommittee, 
we not only wish, but we court the most searching investigation 
into every single act of ours in connection with this schedule or 
ord other then or at any other time. 

r. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
a question? 
. ALDRICH. I would prefer the Senator not to interrupt 
me for just a second. One of the newspapers brings in a 5 
man by the name of Mr. White. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was about to ask the Senator about Mr. 
White, whether by any possibility he could have known what it 
is said he did know. 

.Mr. ALDRICH. Inever knew Mr. White and never heard of 
him. If there is any such man in existence, I do not know him. 
Certainly no such man came into the committee room, and no 
information was ever sent out of the committee room over a tele- 
phone or in any other way to any broker or anybody else. 

Now,Imake all these statements just as broad as it is possible 
to make them, and I know that I am speaking for the other mem- 
bers of the subcommittee as well as for myself. I never in my 
life bought or sold a share of sugar stock, directly or indirectly, 
or any other stock, I can say, on speculation. Of course itis very 
easy for correspondents to write a story in regard to any of these 
matters and to insinuate as to what Senators have done or have 
not done. I have made this statement to the Senate, not for any 
purpose of avoiding investigation, but that the Senate may know. 
so far as the su ittee is concerned, what the facts are and 
how absolutely and utterly false àre the suggestions which have 
been made in rd to theiraction. [Manifestations of applause 
in the galleries. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The resolution will be referred to the Committee to Andit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, The Calendar 
under Rule VIII is in order. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Lask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 379, being the tariff bi 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of tho 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 
of the United States. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, beginning on page 12, line 
24, as follows: 


tions: * 
„25. = ery fy epee gs 
roi or cent Ju 
in no case shall the sume pay thanz$percenbed valorem. 


Mr. VEST. Isimply desire to call attention to the fact that 
this is an increase of duty over the McKinley Act. Under the 
McKinley Act the duty was 50 cents a pound, and under the act 
of 1894 it was the same. This is an increase to 55 cents a pound. 
If all these preparations were pure alcohol, there would be 6} 
pounds of alcohol to the gallon, and that would make the duty 
under the McKinley Act and the act of 1894 $3.25a gallon. At55 
cents, the incr duty now proposed, the duty per gallon upon 
all these preparations would be $3.60. 

I have always considered this provision a very harsh one. It 
was harsh in the act of 1890 and the act of 1894, and under the 
pending bill it retains thesamefeatures. If Senators will give at- 
tention to this ph, they will see that if there is but one 
drop of alcohol in a gallon of any of these medicines, it then bears 
the duty of $3.60 per gallon, the tax upon alcoho! being $2.90 a 


on. 
1T MILLS. There is a great increase in the equivalent ad 
orem. 

Mr. VEST. The ad valorem, of course, is increased in propor- 
tion to the ifie. We exported last year $2,479,510 worth of 
patent medicines, medicinal preparations, and we propose now to 
put this enormous duty upon a gallon of any medicinal prepara- 
tion that comes into the country and has a single drop of alcohol 
init. Itisharsh tariff legislation of the most extreme kind. 

Mr. MILLS. Let me also call attention to the fact that when 
the duty was 50 cents a pound, as the Senator from Missouri says, 
in 1893, the unit of value was $3.22. It is now 78 cents, and when 
the goods are 78 cents by the pound, the duty is increased. The 


1897. 


uivalentad valoremin 1893 was 15,51. It has now gone to 70.51, 
ing increased three or four times. 

Mr. ALDRICH. One would suppose by the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri that there was some radical change in this 


bee t 

Mr. VEST. There is an increase. l 
Mr. ALDRICH. There is an increase of 5 centsa pound. Since 

the act of 1894 was enacted there has been an increase in the tax 

on alcohol to the American producer or consumer of 40 cents a 

galoa; 20 cents on distilled spirits. The increase provided for in 
e proposed act is not so t an increase as that on alcohol. 
Mr. MILLS. It is much greater. 'There is 0.85 pounds ina 


on. 
a ALDRICH. Seven pounds to the gallon. 
Mr. MILLS. You have increased it from 15.51 per cent to 70.51 


cent. 
1 ALDRICH. I beg the Senator’s pardon. We have simply 
changed the rate 5 cents a pound. 
Mr. MILLS. I know, but the value of the article has gone 


down. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thevalue of the article has nothing to do with 
it. There certainly has been no such increase in the price of those 
articles from 15 to 70. 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly the Senator from Rhode Island does not 
say that the value of the article has nothing to do with the ad 
valorem tax. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not say that at all. 

Mr. MILLS. I thought the Senator said it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no; I say that the price which happened 
to be put down here does not show anything. According to that 
it would be an increase of from 15 to 70—more than four times 
while the actual increase is only 5 cents a 5 

Mr. MILLS. Iknowitis5 cents a pound, but I am stating what 
the amount of the tax is in proportion to the value of the article. 
It is 70 per cent instead of 15 per cent—400 per cent increase. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will pardon me, the increase in 
the tax npe alcoholis about 40 cents a gallon; at 7 pounds to a 
gallon it is only 6 cents a pound, while the increase is 5 cents a 
pound, or less the actual increase iu the tax on alcohol itself. 

Mr. MILLS. Althatevades the question of the value of the 
article taxed. We come back to the proposition that you have 
increased the tax from 15 to 70 per cent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And the comparative statement 
en the Senator from Rhode Island brings into the Senate shows 
that fact. 

Mr. MILLS. It shows that fact. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

'The Secretary read as follows: 

65. Medicinal preparations not containing alcohol or in the preparation of 


which alcohol is not used, not 5 for in this act, 25 per cent ad 
2 oron; calomel and other mercu: medicinal preparations, 25 per cent 
orem. 


Mr. VEST. Icallattention to the fact that there is an increase 
upon calomel of from 25 to 35 cent. The comparative state- 
ment shows that under the reduced duty in the act of 1894 from 
the McKinley rate calomel fell in price from 59 to 51 cents a pound 
in the United States; and yet with these facts staring us in the 
face we are to increase the duty from 25 to 35 per cent ad 
valorem upon this medicine of absolute necessity, y 
amongst the poorer class of people wholive in miasmatic regions. 
I should like to know from the Senator from Rhode Island, though 
itis a small matter, why that increase is put upon calomel. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The proposition is to restore the McKinley 
rate. The importations, as the Senator knows, were only $7,000 
per annum. It certainly will not be a great burden, I take it, 
upon mr eid if mercurial preparations are advanced to this rate. 
It will then be less than the average for preparations of this kind. 

Mr. VEST. That is no answer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

'The Secretary read as follows: 

66. Plasters, healing or curative, of all kinds, and court-plaster, 35 per 
cent ad valorem. 

67. Preparations used as applications to the hair, mouth, teeth, or skin, 
Such as cosmetics, dentifrices, pastes, pomades, 3 and other toilet 
articles, and articles of perfumery, whether in sachets or otherwise, not con- 
‘taining alcohol or in the manufacture of which alcohol is not used, and not 

y provided for in this act, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

68. P rin and all salts thereof containing 80 per cent or over of santo- 
nin, $1 m. pound. 

00. Castile soap, 1i cents per pound; fancy, perfumed, and all descriptions 
of toilet soap, inclu so-called medicinal or medicated soaps, 15 cents per 
Dou: all other soaps not specially provided for in this act) 9) 
valorem. 

Mr. VEST. Icall attention to the fact that in paragraph 69 
there is an increase of duty u i 


per cent ad 


n an article of pe necessity 
the duty being doubled from the Wilson Act. It was 10 per cent 
in the Wilson Act. Now itis proposed to make it 20 per cent. 
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The comparative statement shows that in 1896 we exported of 
toilet soap $163,382 worth, and of all other soaps $1,115,353 worth. 


We imported of all kinds about $800,000 worth, there being a 

large balance in the matter of trade in favor of the United States. 

The exports exceeded the imports. I can not see why it is neces- 

eed to increase the duty, in view of the facts which are plainly 
Ore us. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. "The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 72, page 14, line 14, 
before the words ‘‘of 1 cent,” to strike out ‘‘one-half” and in- 
sert. **three-tenths;" and in line 15, before the word “cents,” to 
strike out three“ and insert ** two; " so as to make the paragraph 


72. Crystal carbonate of soda, or concentrated soda or monohy- 
drate, or sesquicarbonate of soda, three-tenths of 1 cent per po ; chlorate of 
soda, 2 cents per pound. 

Tho cenit iy emis teh h 73 14, line 16, afte 

e next amen nt was, in paragra page 14, line 16, T 
the word ‘‘soda,” to strike out ‘one half " and insert “ three- 
fourths;" so as to read: 

Hyürate of, or caustic soda, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound; nitrite óf 
soda, 2} cents per pound. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to make an inquiry of the Senator in 
charge of the bill. I should like to know how it happens that 
this article, nitrite of soda, about which I know nothing, happens 
to be interpolated into the present paragraph. It is not in the 
preceding law. This is the first time I have ever noticed it. 

Mr. DRICH. It is a new product. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to ask if there is any factory in the 
United States; and if so, where is it located? 

Mr. ALDRICH. In the city of Philadelphia. 
es VEST. Is there one in existence, or is one expected to be 

rn? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is one already in existence. 

Mr. VEST. Only one in this country? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ithink that is all. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Is there any such reason pertainin, 
to chlorate of soda, which is taken off the free list and is taxed 
cents a eem 

Mr. ALDRICH. Chlorate of soda, as the Senator from Arkan- 
sas knows, js analogous to chlorate of potash, and it is treated in 
the same way that chlorate of T is treated, 

Mr. WAL . Ishould like to ask the Senator in charge 
of the bill why itis pro to raise the duty on caustic soda? 
We MES a deal of it, I believe. 

Mr. RICH. No; not of caustic soda. We are importing 
large uantities, and are exporting none. 

. WALTHALL. Do we not export it to South America? - 
Pai AUD No. IthinktheSenator is referring to caustic 
of potash. 
r. WALTHALL. No. My information differs from that of 
the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am sure there is none exported, while the 
amount of the . is very large. 

Mr. WALTHALL. What is the reason for advancing the rate? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The rate under the act of 1890 was 1 cent a 
pound. It was reduced in the act of 1894 to a half cent. 

Mr. WALTHALL. It was a half cent in the Dingley bill as it 
came to us. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was a half cent a pound as it came to us 
from the other House. The importations in 1893 were 55,000,000 
pounds, but they increased in 1896 to 60,000,000 pounds, The 
American producers now have about a third of the American mar- 


ket. They have not been able at half a cent a pound to compete 
successfully with their foreign competitor, the United li 
a 

Mr. WALTHALL. Is the Senator sure we are not exporting? 


Mr. ALDRICH. Iam absolutely certain that none is expo 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was d to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par- 
agraph 73, page 14, line 18, after the word pound,” to strike out 
the semicolon and the words“ hypo-sulphite and sulphide cf soda, 
one-half of 1 cent per pound.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 74, page 14, line 20, 
after the word“ concentrated," to insert ‘‘two-tenths of 1 cent 
per pound;” and in line 21, after the word pound,“ to strike out 
** and soda ash, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound;" so as to read: 
Mie ur soda, or soda crystals, not concentrated, two-tenths of 1 cent per 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment Was, on page 14, after line 22, to insert the 
following additional paragraph: 

744. Soda ash, three: eighths of 1 cent per pound. 
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Mr. VEST. This increase in soda ash, it seems to me, is utterly 
unnecessary, and it is very prejudicial to quite a large interest in 


5 United States, namely, 
of soap. 

Mr. STEWART. I have received a good many letters in regard 
to this matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri has 


e people engaged in the manufacture 


unable to com 
Nevada and 


small, only 
Mr. VEST. 1 
makers of the United States. I think every city of any impor- 


Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. VEST. Caustic soda and soda ash. In the statistics fur- 
nished by these gentlemen they say that soda ash at one-fourth of 
a cent per pound, which is proposed here to be increased to three- 
eighths, makes an ad valorem of 50 per cent, while upon caustic 
soda, even under the increased duty, it would only be 35 per cent, 
and upon sal soda, another ingredient used in soap, it would be 
only 20 per cent. 

With great respect to the Senator from Nevada, it is the poorest 
ar, ent in the world to say that this is a very small increase. 
When ven ut even a small increase upon an article that is used 
by 73,009,000 people it amounts in the ag ate to a very large 
amount. And besides, even as to the smallest duty, although it 
becomes insectivorous, the first question we ought to ask, as in 
regard to every other duty, is whether it is right and just. 

t is very well understood how this increase happened to be 
made here. It is made in the interest of a few persons who have 
large amounts or small amounts, I care not which, invested in the 
desert factories, as I will call them, out in Nevada; and when the 
Senator from Nevada a member of the Finance Committee put 

. in a demand for an increase upon borax and soda ash, as a matter 
of course the committee—those in charge of the bill—were com- 
lled to accede to his demand. The deliberate judgment of the 
ouse and the deliberate judgment of the Senate was in favor of 

a smaller duty, but this increase was put here to meet the demand 
of the Senator from Nevada, and with the hope that the Senate, 
on account of the small increase, would permit it to go upon the 


bill. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do not know that the Senator from Missouri 
drew attention to the falling off of imports under the operation of 
the Wilson bill as compared with the McKinley rates. The rates 
were the same, a quarter of a cent per pound on soda ash, and the 
importations in value in 1893 were $4,860,787.77. In 1896, under 
the Wilson law, the importations in value were $1,970,975.31. 
This shows that there is no use for any increase of an eighth—a 
rise from a quarter to three-eighths—for purposes of protection, if 
that be the design. I think our friends from Nevada ought to be 
satisfied with the increased rate on borax, and not seek to put this 
eighth increase upon soda ash, to the detriment of the soap makers. 

ow, before the Committee on Waysand Means appeared a num- 
ber of gentlemen interested in the soap manufacture, all of them 
protesting against any increase of the duties on soda and soda ash 
or caustic soda, which is one of the main ingredients of soap 


making. n 
Mr. ALDRICH. Which is one of the main ingredients? 
Mr.CAFFERY. Caustic soda and soda ash. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Soda ash is. 
Mr. CAFFERY. I will read one from New Orleans: 


NEW ORLEANS, December 23, 1896. 
Committee on Ways and Means; 

We E been advised that Tm 8 * erg i de m on c 
tic soda. see no good reason to chan e duty. no n long 
2 — it was reduced from 1 cent to one-half cent, which we think is a satis- 
factory duty, considering the value of the caustic. 
ours, truly, 

J. H. KELLER SOAP WORKS. 


He omitted to state that it was reduced to a quarter of a cent. 
He must have based his statement upon the prevailing rates. 

From Chicago, the same date, here is another communication 
signed by James S. Kirk & Co. They say: 


combination 
ers, but woss 


livery. 

Stents ia Memo p qe and if remo 
seriously. Yet, e 

now, we rather think 


I will ask thatthe communications on this subject found in the 
Tariff Hearings before the Committee on Ways and Means, com- 
mencing at page 123, down to and including page 129, be printed 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. STEWART. Those are from soap makers? 

Mr. CAFFERY. They are from soap makers. 

Mr. STEWART. Does the soap maker object to a duty on 


soap? 

Nr. CAFFERY. He objects to the duty on caustic soda. 

Mr. STEWART. Soap has got a heavy duty. Thesoap maker 
of course wants everything to come to him free. We get that kind 
of letters all the time. They all want the ingredients they use in 
the manufacture to come in free and a high duty placed on what 
A. produce. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the papers 
will be printed in the RECORD. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 


CHICAGO, Deceniber 26, 1896. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 


engaged in the manufacturing of soaps and glycerin, and consequent) 

users of chemicals, caustic soda, soda ash vor 8 
either on caustic soda or soda ash. Any advance of duty on these two com- 
modities willsimply go into the pockets of the few manufacturers of this 
country and not to the consumers. We will not say that there exists to-da 
m the United States a strong combination among the ers of 
country, assisted by foreign makers, but what we can say and do know is that 
we can not contract as usual for any future delivery. e amount of reve- 
nue received by the Government from these two items is exceedingly 

and if removed entirely would not be felt very seriously. Yet.if the present 
duty on caustic soda and soda remain as now, we rather think it will be 
satisfactory to all concerned. 

The duty on crude glycerin is now l cent per 2 on refined, 3 cents per 
pound. e would suggest that the duty on refined remain as it is now, and 
an —— oncrude from 1 cent per pound to 2} or 3 cents per pound, for this 
reason: The percentage of pure glycerin in the crude state is from 75 to 80 per 
cent; after it is put through the 3 of refining it shows 90 to 95 per cent. 
In order to bring about the article known as refined pras three to four 
distillations are required, which adds very much to cost. What is now 
and has been imported for the t year or so comes as crude glycerin in an 
almost refined te, only one tion being uired to put it into re- 
fined or chemically pure glycerin. This is a shrewd trick, and no doubt will 
receive the attention it deserves from 2 committee. ; 

We hope the committee will not add duty on tallow. If any advance in 
y is put upon this article, it will simply go into the pockets of the “big 

our.” 

We have given you our views. They may be selfish, but as our business 
is a very large one, we are of the opinion that should any of the gu tions 
be adopted, they will be well received by those e in similar —— 
to our own. 

Very sincerely, yours, 


JAS. S. KIRK & CO. 


P. S.—During the enactment of the Wilson bill duty on soap was reduced 
from 30 to 10 per cent. We think this sufficient for our protection. 


CINCINNATI, OHIO, December 26, 1898. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 


We are advised that h are now being given by the Ways and Means 
Committees to those interested in articles coming under Schedule A. 

As large manufacturers of soap and co ndingly large consumers of 
oils, tallows, and heavy chemicals, we earnestly ask t as slight modifica- 
tion as possible be made in present tariff. The protection afforded to soap 
manufacturers under the present tariff law is, in our estimation. ample. The 
only modification that we would would be to change the duty from 
anad valorem to a specific basis. e-half cent per pound would probably 
be a fair equivalent for a specific duty of 10 pee cent upon “all soaps other 
than castile and fancy perfumed, medicated, and all descriptions of toilet 
" Our personal interests, of course, are that the rates of duty should 


soa 
be increased. It might possibly enable us to make a little larger profit, but 
as Republicans we feel very strongly the necessity of great moderation bei 


exercised in the revision of the present tariff, which revision we believe 


absolutely necessary. 

As the heavy chemicals mentioned as ente into the manufac- 
ture of our quodect would say that ter consist m d of common salt, 
soda ash, and caustic soda. The rate of duty upon soda ash and caustic is, we 
believe, high enough. We know that in private conversation with the writer 


the Solvay Alkali Works have stated that the present duty gives them all 
the protection they need. We also know that under the 8 afforded 
by the present they have largely increased their plant, and that addi- 


onal plants are also now being erected by other parties. 

Tallow isthe principalarticle of raw material entering intothe manufacture 
ofsoap. This country normally produces more tallow than she can co 
and has a corresponding surplus for export. It is only under very unus 
circumstances, such as a succession of failures of the corn crop or a corner- 
ing of the supplies by speculative interests, that this country can afford to 
orare tallow even when duty free. We believe that this condition should 
continue. 


Yours, very respectfull: 
HE Procter & GAMBLE COMPANY, 
WM. COOPER PROCTER, General Manager. 


NEW ORLEANS, December 28, 1896. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 


ü We have been advised that your committee will take up the dut 
ic 


on caus- 
soda. We see wr aer pei to chan 


the duty. It has not been long 


since it was reduced leent to one-hslf cent, which we think is a satis- 
„ the value of the caustic. 
ours, Y. 


J. H. KELLER SOAP WORKS. 


1897. 
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KANSAS Orry, December 28, 1896. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 
apo nein agent Phas} committee is about to consider a revision of the tariff 
on chemi and believing the American manufacturers are now on a foot- 
ing to compete successfully with fo manufacturers, we would respect- 
ly protest against any increase of tariff on such chemicals as are used in 
the manufacture of soap, and would earnestly solicit your aid in defeating 
any action tending to increase the present duty on such commodities. 
PEET BROS. MFG. CO. 


ZANESVILLE, OHIO, December 29, 1896. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 

As prominent manufacturers of soap, we desire to enter our protest t 
the proposed advance in duties on chemicals which enter largely into the 
making ofsoaps. The present tariff seems enough for ample protection to 
American makers, and also has merit as a reyenue schedule go Ad 22 


BALTIMORE, MD., December 29, 1896. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 
As soap makers we respectfully protest against any increase in duties on 
1 used in our industry. za T 
CHRIS, LIPPS CO. 


Sr. PAUL, MINN., December 28, 1896. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 
The soap makers of the United States can not stand any more tax on 
chemicals, such as soda ash, caustic soda, and caustic Yu. 
T. MINN. SOAP CO. 


Boston, MASS., December 26, 1896. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 


We are informed that the question is up of increasing duties on chemicals 
used by soap manufacturers. We beg to add our rotes and say that we feel 
that itis unnecessary for the interests of the chemical manufacturers at home, 
and would add that we are getting very severe competition in the East to-day 
from the 3 soap manufacturers in the world, namely, Lever Bros., Lim- 
ited, of London, manufacturers of the Sunlight soap, who are in our markets 
pushin Sunlight soap for all it is worth, because they can manufacture so 
much cheaper à We do not think it is the intent of Oneroa to pro- 
tect the foreign manufacturer. Trusting that this matter will have serious 
attention, and that our protest with others will prevail, we remain, 


ours, sincerel 
d CURTIS DAVIS & CO. 
P. 8.—We are the largest and oldest soap manufacturers in New England. 


2 NEW YORK, December 26, 1896. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 


Having been informed that a hearing is to be given by your committee on 
Monday next, 28th instant, in relation to p changes in the tariff as 
affecting articles in Schedule A, we take the rty of Fy wo 


ing you to sa 
that, as soap manufacturers, we have no desire to see any 8 made m 
the matter of duties on any of the items relating to our business. We under- 
stand that efforts are to bo made to secure an advance in the rates of duty 
on chemicals used by soap manufacturers, REY the items of caustic 
soda and soda ash. Any chan, in this direction we would consider to be 
very injurious to the inte of our industry, as likely to materially in- 
crease cost of soap to the people, and as seriously handicapping us in the 
effort to hold and increase our considerable export trade in soap. 
Hoping that your committee may decide to let well enough alone as re- 
the articles mentioned, we remain, 
Yours, very truly, COLGATE & CO. 


Boston, December 26, 1896. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 


Our attention has been called to the fact that your committee are consider- 
ing the advisability of increasing the duties on chemicals used by soap manu- 
facturers. At the present time our business is inits worst possible condition, 
caused by the very large ove uction and npe gc the manufac- 
turers of this country, and any increase of duty on alkalies would seriously add 
to our present great burdens. There are two concerns in this country manu- 
facturin; es at the present time successfully in competition with foreign 
makes with the y protection, and any increase in duties will simply 
for the benefit of these two manufacturers, whose interests, compared 0 the 

t population of this country- parti. ly the laboring part, who are 

e la: consumers of soap—are hardly worth considering. 


vi truly, 
int ok SEN JOHN REARDON & SONS. 


LANCASTER, PA., December 26, 1896. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 


Pardon my ev pee ra u a question that is to come before your 
honorable body—the question of increasing the duty on chemicals used in 
the manufacture of soap. This, allow me to say, would be most disastrous 
to the soap interests of this country. Besides, it would cys ee us from 

ng any soap for foreign countries, and I must ask you to have the kind- 
duty, and thereby 


CHARLES F. MILLER. 


maki. 
ness to do all in your power to prevent such change 
protect our home interests. 


BUFFALO, N. Y., December 26, 1896. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 

We desire to enter our earnest protest M aet increasing the duties on 
chemicals used by soap manufacturersin their business. The present duties 
are ample to protect the American manufacturer, and any increase of duties 
on such chem: would be a serious burden on an important industry. 


Fours, 
T GOWANS & SONS. 


Br. LOUIS, December 26, 1896. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 
We earnestly protest against an increase of duties on soda ash and chem- 
icals used by soap manufacturers. Soapisan article of first necessity in every 


household, and its cost to consumers should not be increased by ps ne to 
y 


protect the few manufacturers of ash and chemicals in this country. 
Very respectfully, 
SCHAEFFER Bros. & POWELL Mra. Co., 
Per WILLIS J. POWELL, Treasurer. 


2 PHILADELPHIA, December 26, 1896. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 


there is a great quay of laundry soaps being shipped into this coun 
. high dut hemicals, considering the price 
manu 'lurers are paying à uty on chemica. [C0 e g the 

at which the being sold. c : 


ou the necessity of 4 — 55 duty on soap to what 

It would cer 

regulating the be more 

healthy and beneficial to the home industries. If you will 6 
grea’ 


NEW YORK, December 26, 1896. 
Committee on Ways and Means; 
We understand your honorable committee are to have a meeting to hear 
. to ertang the duty on certain kinds of chemicals, 
d soda ash are largely used by soap make: 


Caustic a an and to enhance 
the cost of their product bran increased duty would entail a severe hard- 
ship, as we believe it would impossible to increase the price of soap suffi- 
ciently to cover the tax. 


It is true some soap makers are making 99 profits because of their 
superior ability as advertisers, but the com tive manufacturer has a hard 
row to hoe, and makes little more than a living, and he is entitled to your 
consideration. An increased tax on soap imported would not serve to pro- 
tect us from the loss entailed by an aee duty on caustic, etc., while the 
latter would serveto enrich the few manufacturers of American caustic to 
the detriment of the larger number in soap making. 

Your earnest consideration of these facts, and ing that the present dut; 
on canstic soda and soda ash may stand as at present specified, in the inte 
of the soap makers, your petitioners will ever pray, 

DAVID 8. BROWN & CO. 


BROOKLYN, N. Y., December 20, 1896. 
Committee on Ways and Means; 


We hereby petition your committee to retain the duties of the present 
on soap and soap ers“ materials as per Schedule A, paragraphs 63, 
65, and 67. e believe their retention will be a beneflt to the soap manufac- 


turing industry of the United States. 
$ KIRKMAN & SON. 


Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator from Nevada says that the duty 
on soap is very considerable and the soap makers have all they 
want and do not want anybody else to get more or to get any- 
thing. That may be very true as regards the selfishness of the 
soap makers, but there are others to be considered in this mat- 
ter, and they are the consumers. If there is a burden on them 
already, why put on them another burden? Have they not got as 
much as they can stand? We ought to equalize the burdens, and 
they should not all fall upon the consumers of soap. 

I understand that cotton-seed oil, or some of the output of the 
cotton-seed mill, makes excellent soap. They have their raw ma- 
terial here; they do not have to import it. They may be protected 
by a tariff on soap and they may not be. Ihave not looked into 
that question to any great extent, but that has nothing to do with 
this additional tariff. The tariff of a quarter of a cent has been 
found to be sufficient. It nas not been found that under that tariff 
the imports increased; on the contrary, they decreased. I should 
like to hear some sufficient reason why at this late day, when this 
duty has stood under the McKinley law from 1890 down to this 
date without any complaint, without any demands for this in- 
crease, this additional burden of an eighth of a centa pound should 
be put upon the consumers in the United States of this necessary 
article. 

I suppose the Senator from Nevada does not want our poor 

le in the South to wash themselves. Why make soa 

pig er? We can not afford to keep dirty for the purpose of build - 
ing up an additional amount of income to the soda-ash and caustic- 
PN factories of Nevada. Ido notsaythat they are dirty by any 
means. They manage to keep clean, and will do so no matter how 
high a duty is imposed upon the ingredients of soap. I should 
like to have the Senator in charge of the bill give us some reason 
why upon this very essential article to the poor as well as the rich 
this increase of an eighth of a cent per pound should be placed. 

Mr. STEWART. Does not the Senator from Louisiana wish to 
have the reason stated by anyone else? I will say that I have no 
faith in a letter from a manufacturer who has got everything he 
eder thoroughly protected and is pleading for raw material 

come to him cheaply. That is the substance of every one of 


these letters. They come from some person who demands high 
tariff for himself and free trade for everything that comes to him. 
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As far as this particular duty is concerned, there is a very large 
amount im ed. 'There were imported in 1893, 888,841,970 
unds, and in 1896, 254,063,927 UD The duty all the time 
as been one-fourth of 1 cent. Probably the reason why there 
was not more imported last year was ED the fact that times 
were so hard that nobody could Supers t nobody was doing 
anything. and there was a falling off generally. But the amount 
m when we have an abundance of it in this country is alto- 
gether too large, and the slight increase of one-eighth of a cent is 
‘asking very little. The soap men are the last men on earth to de- 
velop a great business, and they are the last men to complain, 
because if you look back in this same Schedule A, you will find the 
‘soap men well protected. I see no reason why we might not de- 
velop thatindustry in this country by this slight rise of one-eighth 
of 1 cent. Ihopethere will be no further objection to it. 

Mr. WALTHALL. In this connection, I should like to read an 
. extract from a letter which I hold in my hand. 

Mr. STEWART. From a manufacturer? 

Mr. WALTHALL. From a manufacturer, though the Senator 
from Nevada seems not to have any special respect for the manu- 
facturer. 

Mr. STEWART. Not when he speaks of the other article, which 
is an ingredient of his manufacture. 

Mr. WALTHALL. This letter is from Mr. John A. Lewis, vice- 
President of the eee Cotton Oil Company, a gentleman of 
very high standing, and I wish to read it specially to show why I 
addressed the inquiry to the Senator from Rhode Island which I 
did as to the exportation of caustic soda. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We are now dealing with soda ash, and the 
Senator asked me about caustie soda. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Mr. Lewis deals with the two together. 
He says: 

The cotton seed ofl industry of the South is also indirectly affected by 
the tariff upon caustic soda and soda ash. These articles are used very 
ed acá in the refined oil and soap departments, and, if kept where they were 

er the Wilson bill, will be of great benefit. We feel sate in asserting that 
the American manufacturers of caustic soda and soda ash do not n 
more protection than they are getting at t. Statistics show that they 
have 8 exported caustic soda to — 
chemical industry, and they are shipping ly to Sou a 
competition with foreign manufacturers. Sta further show that since 
the duty was placed at. cent per pound on caustic soda, which is 
rate in effect, the imports are actually less than when the duty was 

eonclusively shows that the American manufacturers are 

creasing their plants under the present rate of duty. 

Soap makers are already suffering greatly on account of keen competition, 
andany increase in the p of raw ma caused by additional duty will 
work a great hardship. 

Mr. BACON. I desire to call the attention of the Senatorfrom 
Nevada to the fact that, as appears by the relative prices and im- 
pore given in the comparative statement, the price of soda ash 
i very materially decreased. Am T correct in that? 

Mr. STEWART. The price of everything has decreased. 

Mr. BACON. Iam speaking of this particular article. 

Mr.STEWART. Iams ing of prices generally. 

Mr. BACON. Is it not a fact that the price of soda ash has 
very materially decreased? 

Mr.STEWART. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BACON. "Therefore the duty per pound is necessarily in- 
creased, even though the rate of duty is not increased. The rate 
of duty is proposed to be increased in this bill to the amount of 
50 D cent. Am I correct in that statement? 

r. VEST. Yes; the total duty is 50 per cent. 

Mr. WHITE. The total duty now is 50 per cent. 

Mr. BACON. But I say the increase is 50 per cent over the 
"former rate. 

Mr. WHITE. No; the Senatoris mistaken. 'Therate is now 
gvon in the comparative statement at 48 per cent and a frac- 
‘tion, which is the total rate. That does not mean an increase of 
that amount over the total rate. 

Mr. CHILTON. What was the former rate? 

Mr.BACON. The former rate was two-eighths; that is, one- 
fourth, and this is three-eighths. "That is certainly an increase of 


50 Pos cent. 
. WHITE. Iamspeaking of ad valorem. 
Mr. BACON. Tam nots ing of ad valorem. 
Mr. WHITE. Idid not understand the Senator from Georgia. 
Mr. BACON. It would amount to the same thing, though, if 
it was per pound. If the price remained at the same figure, it 
nn be 50 per cont. If the price is decreasing, it is more than 
r cent. 
ow, I will state the point to which I wish to call the attention 
of the Senator from Nevada. -I quite with the principle 
that if we must have animpost upon articles there should bea 
proper proportion between duties upon raw material and the man- 
ufactured article, but Ido not think that for that reason there 
should be an excessive duty upon raw material. It strikes me 
that where the price is decreasing and the rate of duty is per 
pound and not ad valorem, that decrease would give 
vance in the ad valorem without increasing the rate per pound. 


‘relatively 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to make a very brief statement, 
and then I will be glad to yield to the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. inl 


y. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The question involved in this amendment is a 
very interesting one and affects a important industry. The 
manufacture of soda ash in the United States was not commenced 
until 1884, and it has developed to a very considerable extent with 
two effects—one to reduce importations and the other to largely 
reduce the price of the article. I will have published in the 
RECORD a statement of the prices for the years 1887 to 1897, show- 
ing a decline from the maximum price of $33 down to a price in 
1897 of from $14.50 to $15.71 per ton. 


The statement referred to is as follows: 


N. B.—In explanation of the figures here given as the range for the past ten 


Jors I beg to say that the price per ton of 58 per cent soda ash would 


ollows: 


Mr. ALDRICH. In this connection, I desire also to make tho 
statement that the price of soda ash which the United Alkali Com- 
pany charge their own customers in Great Britain is nearly double 
what they charge to the people of the United States, the purpose 
of the great reduction for exportation being, of course, to try to 
destroy the American manufacture, 

Mr. WHITE. There is no export, is there? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no export. This company say: 

Th lish ket at the present for some 

Sealy in the mame position ADAL ELTI iHe vile fet GERE re 
this country it has been sold as low as EI 15s.,'and in instances considerably 
under that figure, allowing the English maker toTeap a profit at home while 
he was endeavoring to financially embarrass the 5 undertakings 
in this country, ash * in the United States at the same time at about 


$12 per ton, forcing the ericam manufacturers to sell at prices trrespectiv 
of M. or close down their works. eR 


I have not the slightest doubt but that if this duty is imposed, 
within five years the American producers will supply the entiro 
home market. The number of American producers is increasing 
every year. Itis not confined to any one company, nor are they 
confined to any one section of the country. A very important 
establishment .been lately built at Saltville, in "Virginia, 
another one is being built at se ge Falls, another one at Cleve- 
land, another one at Detroit, allover the country there are 
springing up establishments for the manufacture of soda ash. I 
believe that we can do nothing that is better to develop a great 
American industry than to make an increasein the rate in the 
way proposed. 

r.CAFFERY. I inquire of the Senator from Rhode Island 
m vce a for the figures he has given from the English manu- 


acturer 

Mr. ALDRICH. The prices? 

Mr.CAFFERY. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They come from the Mathieson Alkali Works 
the people who own the establishment in Virginia to which 1 
have just alluded, and about whose. accuracy and authority there 
can beno oe 

Mr.CAFFERY. It does not occur to me that the Senator from 
Rhode Island has fully covered the question asked him as to why 
itis that the American product is 8 the foreign product. 
The importations of this article under the Sn amarar aA of a 
quarter of a cent a pound under the valuation of 1893 would be 
about 20 per cent, and under the valuation of to-day, with the in- 
creased specific and with a lower price, it comes to some 48,80 per 
cent. There is an increase of double the ad valorem rate; and 
although the Senator from Rhode Island states that the product 
of this article is growing in this country, he has not shown dele- 
terious competition on behalf of the foreign importer, and there- 
fore he has shown no necessity of an increase in the amount of 


tariff. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thestatistics show animportation of $2,000,000 
worth of soda ash per annum, even under present conditions. 
Does the Senator from Louisiana believe that it would be for the 
interests of the American people to have that soda ash produced 
here, provided it did not bring about an increase in the rate of 


duty? 

Mr. CAFFERY. What is the question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Lonisiana think it 
would be desirable to have $2,000.000 worth of soda ash made in 
the United States instead of Great Britain, provided it can be done 
without the bringing about.of any increase in the price? 

Mr. CAFFERY. It is a y made here. The Senator is ask- 
ing me if something ought not to be done when we are doing it 


sufficient ad- | already. 
Mr. ALDRICH. We imported last year $2,000,000 worth. I 


1897. 
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am talking about the $2,000,000 worth we imported, not about 
what has been made here. 

Mr.CAFFERY. It is nearly the amount stated by the Senator; 
it is $1,970,000, but on the ratio of decrease of importation under 
the present tariff we will soon make it all and not mn any. The 
importations haye fallen off from $4,800,000 to $1,970,000, and why, 
under that state of facts, are we called upon to increase the duty? 

Mr. CHILTON. The question of the increase of duty on soda 
ash involves also the rearrangement of the duties on soap, glass, 

per, and various other manufactures into which it enters. As 
pontes it. no effort was inade in the House to increase this 
duty from one-fourth to three-eighths of a cent a pound, on the 
theory that it would involve the rearrangement of all the other 
Schedules. I desire to ask the Senator from Rhode Island if any 
such rearrangement has been made by the Senate committee of the 
tariff on soap, glass, paper, and other things into which soda ash 
enters as an element of manufacture? 

The Senator from Louisiana . CAFFERY] has pointed out, 
which of course is known to all who have examined the subject, 
that the importations of soda ash were less in 1896 than they were 
in 1893. They have been less under the Wilson Act than they were 
under the McKinley Act. I can not see, to save my life, how that 
is reconcilable with the statement which is refe to by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, that English manufacturers have rushed 
soda ash into this country for the purpose of cheapening the price 
and driving out of business the American manufacturers when 
we see a diminution in the importations of this article. 

It does seem to me that one-fourth of a cent a pound on soda 
ash is an ample duty. That was the duty, l understand, under the 
McKinley Act, it was the duty under the Wilson Act, and now 
we are called upon actually to increase the duty of the McKinley 
Act and the duty of the Wilson Act over 50 per cent, po my ae 
the progress of these years the importations of this article have 
steadily declined. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, just a word in reply to the 
question of the Senator from Texas pre Eno No readjust- 
ment of rates upon any of the articles named will be necessary if 
this rate is imposed. The additional rate is $2.80 a ton, or some- 
thing like that, while the decline in price from 1896 to 1897 was 
over $4aton. If the whole duty should be added to the present 
price, we then would not go back to the conditions of a year ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 75, page 14, line 24, after the word “silicate,” to strike out 
“ three-eighths of 1 cent” and insert ** one-half of 1 cent;" so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

75. Silicate of soda, or other alkaline silicate, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

The next paragraph was read as, follows: 

76. Sulphate of soda, or salt cake, or niter cake, $1.25 per ton. 

Mr. VEST. I want to call attention to the fact that under the 
McKinley Act, where the duty was $1.95 per ton, the imports 
were $221,846, while under the Wilson Act, where the duty was 
entirely taken off, the imports were only $71,801. "The price also 
fell from $11.25 to $6.25 a ton. Now, instead of petung it upon 
the free list, in order to make it chea to the people of the 
United States, and in order to protect manufacturers of the 
United States, because under the free list the imports fell off, we 
go back to a duty of 25 per cent ad valorem. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 2, to insert as 
an additional paragraph: 

76}. Sea moss, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in paragraph 77, 15, line 4, after 
the word“ sponges,” to strikeout **crude or in their natural state; " 
80 as to read: 

71. Spon 


itidem OF chit volun wor RUE provided tor 
inthisact, 40 per cont ad valorem —— o. ROC ERIT — 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, as follows: 

. St ia, d all salts thereof, 30 cents 

fo nube abe TCC 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will not make any motion in con- 
nection with the last paragraph read, but I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the fact that the imposition of §8 a ton on 
refined sulphur instead of the 20 per cent that exists now is an 
increase of more than 100 per cent in the rate of taxation on that 
article, and the same is true in regard to flowers of sulphur. It 
is an increasé of more than 100 per cent in the rate of taxation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is less than the McKinley rate, however. 

Mr. BACON. I want to call attention to the fact that that 
article of sulphur enters very largely into the manufacture of 
commercial fertilizers. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Not this kind of sulphur. 

Mr. BACON. Possibly not. I do not know all the different 
varieties. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The sulphur that enters into the manufacture 
of sulphuric acid is on the free list. 


Mr. BACON. In what paragraph is that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 646, on the free list. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment of the com- 
mittee will be considered as agreed to, if there be no objection. 

Mr. WHITE. It seems to me that where an amendment is crit- 
icised by any Senator on this side of the Chamber it should not be 
eae a uem ue without . " 

e pro tempore. e paragraph will be held 
open if there is criticism of it. " 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is a decided objection to all of 
these increases on this side of the Chamber. They are agreed to 
because the majority is on the other side, but they are not agreed 
to without objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment of the 
committee will be stated. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on 
15, line 12, after the word ** ground," to strike out ‘‘ four-tenths" 
and insert **£hree-tenths;" soas to read: 


80. Sumac, ground, three-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 14, after the word 
“vanillin,” to strike out ** 70 cents per ounce " and insert “50 per 
cent ad valorem;" so as to read: 


81. Vanillin, 50 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. QUAY. My colleague [Mr. PENROSE] has, within a few 
minutes, been called from the Chamber, and may not return for 
an hour or two. I understood him to desire the committee to have 
this item go over. I know nothing about it, but shall be glad to 
have it passed over until my colleague returns to the Chamber. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The item will be passed over, 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Before that is passed over, I desire 
to present an article clipped from the New York Times some time 
ago. Iknow nothing myself as to the correctness of the statement, 
but I present it to the Senate. It says, among other things: 

Francis C. Dod; of e & Olcott, said 
which the bill is coneelved may be ee pa single i rn "ta 
are," said he, *a number of poer essences, etc., that we must 
import. They are not made in country, and a high tariff can not possi- 


bly give any encouragement or aid to anybody. It can onl ure those of 
8 are Mn RO TRUE certain products n the — — d Take 


vanillin, for instance. 
Vanillin is a synthetic product, largely used as a substitute for vanilla in 
country manu- 


confections and extracts. I believe that only one man in 


factures it, and he produces only an infinite: part of what is used; and 
yet the duty has been put at 100 per cent, I believe, thus doubling the cost to 
us of an article that is necessary and which can not be o ed in the 


Bunge lar duties on oth ingredients make the Dingley bill 
"Si u on other n ents make 

very offensive to us. It suena to TD to reveal a settled delle ta this 
section of the country. I believe that the effect of its high duties on drugs 
and chemi will be to drive the manufacture of a number of articles 
from America to France and other countries of Europe. 

“There can be no claim after this injury is done that the members of 
Congress were not aware of the danger with which the bill threatened our 
own trade interests. I know that the Senators have been fully advised of 
the injury to our business. The bill will fail, I believe, as a revenue meas- 
ure, and it can only bring injury and disaster to the drug and chemical 

le." 


I know nothing of the merits of the case. ` 

Mr. ALDRICH. We must have suggested, then, a reduction of 
50 per cent in our rates if that statement is correct, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The writer says you have increased 
the rate 100 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. The writer means the House rate. 
a have reduc it to 50 per cent. It certainly can not be more 

an that. 1 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There are no data in the comparative 
statement furnished by the majority of the committee so that we 
can know what the present cost of the article is, and I have no 
idea what the rate of taxation is except it is stated at 50 per cent 
ad valorem in the Senate bill, whereas it was 70 cents an ounce in 
the House bill. I have no means of comparing the rates. Ido 
not know whether one is an increase over the other or not. 

Mr. SEWELL. The only factory in this country engaged in 
the manufacture of vanillin is located in my city. e price was 
$5 an ounce some time ago, but the German chemists, in order to 
crowd out this factory, have been diminishing the price until the 
have brought it down to $1.50, so that the works are closed. 
mere ad valorem would not answer any good purpose at all. 
Therefore I should like the item to go over for a further considera- 


tion. 
The item will be passed over, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
in the absence of objection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before we pass over the chemical schedule, I 
have an amendment to the phraseology on page 3, lines 13 and 14, 


1320 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 28, 


which I desire to offer for the committee. I move to strike out 
the pst as it stands and insert in lieu of it what I. send to 
the desk. : 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. 
insert in lieu thereof: 


6. Tartarate of soda and potash, or Rochelle salts, and partly refined argols, 
ae and lees crystals, 3 cents per pound; cream of tartar, 5 cents per 
pound. 


Mr. ALDRICH. That makes no change in the rates, but simply 
a change of description. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at Schedule B—Earths, 
earthenware, and glassware. The next amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Finance was, on page 15, line 22, after the word *: deco- 
rated,” to strike out thirty and insert forty-five;" and on page 
16, line 2, after the word “manner,” to strike out “thirty” and 
insert **forty-five;" so as to make the paragraph read: 


82. Fire brick, not glazed. enameled, ornamented, or decorated in any man- 
ner, $1.25 per ton; glazed, enameled. ornamented, or decorated, 45 per cent 

valorem; brick, other than fire brick, not glazed, enameled, painted, vitri- 
fled, ornamented, or decorated in any manner, 25 per cent ad valorem; if 
glazed, enameled, painted, vitrifled, ornamented, or decorated in any man- 
ner, 45 per cent ad valorem. 


t is proposed to strike out paragraph 6 and 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before weleaveparagraph82,Ihave an amend- 
ment to suggest for the committee, after the words fire brick," in 
line 19, to insert ** weighing not more than 10 pounds each." 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Where does that amendment come 


in? 

Mr. ALDRICH, After the words ‘ fire brick.“ in line 19, on page 
15. It limits the weight of the fire brick provided for at $1.25 per 
ton to 10 pounds each. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Rhode Island will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 15, line 19, after the words “fire 
brick,” it is proposed to insert ** weighing not more than 10 pounds 
each.” 


Mr. BACON. Will the Senator please state the object of that 
amendment? : 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is to make the description of fire brick apply 
to what are commercially known as fire brick entirely, and not to 
apply to other products of fire clay, such as tank blocks and blocks 
oF various kinds, made in various shapes, which have become duti- 
able under an ad valorem rate instead of a specific. 

Mr. WHITE. I should like to ask the Senator whether it is not 
a fact that under the Wilson law rates, which are pro to be 
increased here, the importation of these bricks is very slight? The 
record which we have before us seems to show that there are com- 
paratively no importations. I notice on page 23 of the compara- 
tive statement that the importations of bricks amounted to prac- 
tically nothing, and I should like to inquire the reasons for this 
general increase? R : 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will look under the last item, 
he will find there were importations of 2,521.68 tons, valued at 

28,510.14. > 

$ Mr. WHITE. Wefindthat ‘‘notglazed, enameled, ornamented, 
or decorated in any manner,” in value the importations amount 
to $74,443.22; “glazed, enameled, ornamented, or decorated," to 
$10,879.59; “brick, other than fire," $14,929.96: ‘‘ornamented. 
glazed, painted, enameled, vitrified, or decorated,” $48,662; “brick 
(act of 1894) not glazed, enameled, ornamented, or decorated in 
any manner,” $89,605.06; ‘‘ glazed, enameled, ornamented, or deco- 
rat od,“ $12,054.32; ** magnesic fire brick," $28.510.14. 

Those importations seem to me to constitute but a very small 
part of the consumption. That is the fact, Isuppose. They ap- 
pear to be quite insignificant; but it strikes me as rather remark- 
able that it should be found necessary to raise not only the rate in 
the Senate bill, but also the rate fixed by the House of Representa- 


tives. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Fire brick remains the same. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amend- 


ment submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AlDRICHI 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was. on page 16, beginning in line 4, to 
strike ont paragraph 83, as follows: 

. Ti lazed, encaustic, ceramic mosaic, vitrified, flint, 
"o: Pire 1 hand painted, gold decorated, and all 
other earthenware tiles for floors and walls, valued at not exceeding 40 cents 

r square foot, 8 cents per quus foot; exceeding 40 cents per square foot, 
To cents per square foot and 25 per cent ad valorem. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


83. Tiles, not enameled, embossed, glazed, painted, vitrified, ornamented, 
or decorated in any manner, 25 per cent ad valorem; if ename em 
8 painted, vitrified, ornamented, or decorated in any manner, including 

t. 


+ spar, end encaustic tiles, 45 per cent ad valorem. 


`| the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] wi 


Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that that paragraph may go over. 
The committee are investigating as to some changes proposed to 
be made to it. 

Mr. TURPIE. Will the Senator from Rhode Island say when 
it will be considered? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is being considered now by the committee, 
We are considering some changes of the House rates, 

Mr. TURPIE. hen shall we return here to its consideration? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Probably to-morrow. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 19, on page 16, as 
follows: 

Cement, lime, and plas 
272 ͤ pone INAUA AUKIN OË DATELE O TARN, 
in bulk, 7 cents per 100 POM OHNE cement, 20 per cent ad valorem SN 

Mr. ALDRICH. On behalf of the committee, I move to strike 
out in line 21 the word eight.“ before cents,“ and insert 
eleven,“ and in line 23, before the word cents,“ to strike out 
**seven " and insert ten.“ 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, that is an increase of 3 cents over 
the McKinley Act and 3 cents over the act of 1894. Under what 
sort of argument can such an increase as that be made? I should 
like to hear from the Senator. 'There are some special interests 


now considered in this matter, I suppone. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e amendment proposed by 
be stated 
from the desk. 


The SECRETARY. In line 21, on page 16, after the word **pack- 
ages," it is proposed to strike out “eight” and insert eleven;“ 
and in line 23, after the word “bulk,” to strike out “seven” and 
insert ten;“ so as to make the clause read: 

St. Roman. Portland, and other hydraulic cement, in barrels, sacks, or 
other packages, 11 cents per 100 pounds, including weight of barrel or pack- 
age; in bulk, 10 cents per 100 pounds; other cement, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. WHITE. This article is used, of course, all over the United 
States, and although we have what is called Portland cement 
manufactured in the United States, it is the experience of those 
who have been engaged in the portion of the country from which 
I come in the manufacturing or making of dams designed to re- 
sist great pressure that the quality of the American cement is 
not equal to that of the real, true Portland cement, which is im- 
ported, and hence as to many of these works it is absolutely 
impossible to substitute the American article. Whilethereisnow 
a cement being made in this country which is very good, yet I 
believe for a large class of work it can not be used with equal suc- 
cess as can the Portland cement. 

I observe that the law of 1890 fixed the rate at 8 cents per 100 
pounds, the law of 1894 the same, the House bill the same, and 
the bill as reported to the Senate by the committee fixed it also at 
the same sum. It must certainly be an impediment in the con- 
struction of public buildings, and so on, to add this increased 
duty. The American manufacturers of the article are not now in 
a position to meet the demand, and the rates, especially in those 
portions of the United States remote from the Eastern seaboard; 
will be greatly affected by this amendment. Of course, on the 
Western coast, whose supply will necessarily come from England 
by water anyhow, the result of this tariff imposition will be to add 
that specific amount to all of the article there consumed. 

But it seems to me, as the rate has stood so long, as it has been 
satisfactory to all parties heretofore, and as the article is used so 
generally and so necessarily in construction of all kinds, there 
ought to be some adequate reason, some very strong reason, sus- 
ceptible of being urged for this great rise. A change from 8cents 
to 11 cents is decidedly marked, and I have not seen anything in 
the hearings before the House committee or elsewhere to justify it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, we manufacture in this 
country two kinds of cement. We manufacture 7,000,000 barrels 
per year of common cement, made from rock roasted and ground. 
We also manufactured 1,000,000 barrels last year of Portland ce- 
ment, equal in quality to the best imported foreign cement. Port- 
land cement is made from a mixture of chalk and clay. The pro- 
portions have to 5 It is pulverized, and then mixed 
with water so that it will flow; itis then dried, broken up into 
chunks, dried in the sun, or dried artificially, and placed in kilns 
with coke and burned to a cinder—burned very hard; it is then 
again broken under rock pressure; then ground with burr stones 
as fine as flour. That is the process of making Portland cement. 
An immense amount of labor is employed in the manufacture of 
this cement. The difference between the labor cost of a barrel of 
cement in the United States and in Germany is 71 cents. 

The industry started in this country in 1882. We then manu- 
factured 85,000 barrels. Last year we manufactured 1,000,000 
barrels. We imported last year 3,000,000 barrels. The average 
freight on a barrel of cement from Stettin, Germany, where most 
of our cement comes from, to Chicago is just the same as the 
freight on a barrel of cement from South Dakota to Chicago. We 
manufacture in South Dakota—the tariff, I think, is a local issue 


ter: 


1897. 


largely—the best Portland cement in the world, we haying im- 
mense deposits of chalk and black clay, having a large per cent 
of aluminum init. We have raw material enough to supply the 
universe for all time to come. 

We made the year before last 48,000 barrels. If the Govern- 
ment owned the railroads and established honest and decent freight 
rates, and we had duty enongh so as to make up the difference in 
wages between this country and foreign countries, we should have 
made a million barrels in South Dakota, and supplied the entire 
country west of Cleveland. As itis, we supply but a little area 
about the mills, because the cement comes from Germany in ballast 
during certain seasons of the vear, and then they meet us with a 
freight rate from Stettin to Chicago as cheap as that from South 
Dakota to Chicago, besides having the advantage of cheaper labor 
in those countries. Therefore I intended to move to increase the 
duty from 8 cents a hundred pounds to 12} cents, which is the 
Canadian rate; but I am willing to accept the amendment offered 
by the committee of 11 cents a hundred pounds. That I believe 
will enable us to reach Chicago, because our cement is superior to 
the imported cement. 

This cement is used in building great buildings and building 
bridges and works beneath th? surface and works constructed in 
the water. A large proportion of the cement used in this country 
is consumed in New Kork and the other large cities in the erection 
of their great fifteen, twenty, and twenty-five story buildings. It 
is a revenue duty almost entirely, and so far as they are con- 
cerned, I am willing that they should pay it. I think it ought to 
be higher than it is. Iam willing that the millionaires who are 
erecting those great buildings shall pay this additional duty on 
the cement they use, which is all brought into New York and 
Philadelphia and into the great coast and interior cities. 

This increase of duty will give the American manufacturers the 
trade of the interior cities of this country, and they may be abie 
to sell some cement on the seaboard. About 500,000 barrels are 
manufacturedin Pennsylvania and New York. Thereare twenty- 
two factories making this cement in the United States. I there- 
fore believe that this amendment ought to be adopted. 

In this connection, I ask to have the paper which I send to the 
desk printed in the RECORD and printed also as a document for 
the use of the Senate. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it will be so ordered. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


THE PORTLAND CEMENT INDUSTRY. 


Statement of the Portland cement industry in the United States as an argu- 
ment in behalf of a protective rate of duty on the imported product. 


The seventeenth annual report of the United States Geological Survey 
— “Mineral resources of the United States, 15895 "—con these state- 
ments: 

* The production of Portland cement inthe United States during the year 


1895 reached a total of 990,324 ls, as com with 798,757 barrels in 1594, 
an increase of 191,567 barrels, or 24 per cent. The increase is to be found 
almost wholly in the output of the larger factories in New York, New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, and Ohio, several of which showed nearly double the produc- 
tion reported for 18%. * * * The only new factory started in 1595 was one 
at Ph ipsbore, N.J. There were therefore 22 factories producing Portland 
cement in 1895, as compared with 24in the QUEUE year. * * The im- 
ports of cement for the year 1895 were 2,997.395 barrels, a decided increase 
over 1594. From this it appears that the increased production of the American 
factories has by no means kept pace with the growing demand for Portland 
cement in this country.” 

In the same report are tabulated statements ( 882) showing that in five 

ears the increase in the domestic production of Portland cement was 191,- 
dor — — ls and the increase in importation was 359,288 barrels. The report 
continues; 

“From this it appears that the increased production of the American 
factories has fallen far short of supplying the increased demand. New uses 
for Portland cement are being found every day, and the rapid adoption of 
concrete construction causes a steadily increasing demand. Portland cement 
is also coming ie ngs into use for ding MU in place of cheaper nat- 
ural rock cements, the production of which in shows only a very slight 
increase over the previous year. Tomeet the increascd importation of Port- 
land cement, if the increase in demand should be maintained, as appears 
decidedly probable, it would be necessary to establish a factory every year 
capable of Apr 1,000 barrels per — 2 

With the general extension of knowledge of correct methods of testing, 
American Portland cements are rapidly gaining recognition as fully equal to 
imported, and the prejudice which once exist nat the domestic product 
has almost entirely 5 Th? writer believes that careful study of 
the tests of American and foreign cements, as shown by the records of city 
and Government engineers in various ts of the country. will show that 
there is no cement made in any foreign. country which will show as high 
tests, at long or short periods, as the product of an 
nne American factories. Du the year 1 the capacity of all the 
American works was taxed to the utmost, and it is safe to say that had the 
supply of the domestic product been equal to the demand, the increased im- 
portation would not have taken place.” 

The quality of American Portland cement is thus officially vouched for in 
the report of the Geological Survey. Unofficial testimony coincides with 
that given by the Government experts, and shows, further, that in some 
localities within the United States a Portland cement is produced which tests 
even higher in pace than the best imported article. Results of this satisfac- 
tory character have been obtained in South Dakota, where one factory is in 
operation at Yankton, and has been produ: cement for a number of years 
from the chalk rock and clay of the Missouri River bluffs. re is enough 
of the raw material in tle State of South Dakota tosuppiy the United States 
with Portland cement of the very best quality, the deposits rock 
and clay along the Missouri River being practically inexhaustible. 


one of the three or four 
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The cement manufacturers of South Dakota find themselves limited to a 
small area of sale territory for the reason that even in that far West on 
foreign competition restricts their operations to a narrow field, Po: a 


cement from Germany, Denmark, and other European countries can be laid 

down in Chicago as cheaply as from South Dakota, and the product of South 

Arpt gir is unable to meet foreign competition farther east than the Missis- 
i River. 

Tihe same restrictive conditions apply to the Portland cement manufac- 
tured in the States of Pennsylvania, Ohio, New Jersey, California, New 
York, Colorado. Indiana, Illinois, Texas. and Utah. Everywhere the native 
product meets the results of European cheap labor and cheap ocean hts, 
and is unable to thrive in competition without a reduction of w: to the 
starvation level. This occurs with an abundance of raw material awaiting 
the creative skill of the American workman. 

In South Dakota, with the opening of the 1897 cement-manufacturing sea- 
son, the wages of quarrymen were reduced from $1.25 to $1.10 per day, the 
men being to!d that competition rendered this cut necessary. 

The total number of barrels of Portland cement produced for the years 
1804 and 1:95 in the eleven cement States was: 


State. | 1894. | 1895. 

California 19,900 | 16,283 
Colorado 15,000 
Illinois ... 800 750 
Indiana 4,000 |........ 
New York.... 117,000 | 159, 
New Jersey... 72,223 | 155,000 
Qhio ul 80,653 | 136,698 
Pennsylvania .. 431,106 | 504,276 
South Dakota.. 43,500 | 6,497 

Vra THE PR Ana 8,000 | 10,000 
7... ahah ORE, UON OE eei IS Uie E GR CET EN 1,400 1,500 


The United States produced in these two years 1,789,081 barrels of Portland 
and imported for the same period 5,635.502 barrels, giving a total 
domestic consumption of 7,424,583 barrels. The bulk value of Portland cement 
in 1894 was $1.73 per barrel, and in 1895, [^d ope barrel. The importation for 

ager „757. The barre! value of this im- 


tit was considerably more than th 


two years approximated $10,000,000, all of which would have bac saved to the 
United States under an adequate protective clause in the tariff law. 8 
on 


To place the American manufacturers of Portland cement in 
utilize the vast supply of raw material at hand, there should be upon 
the commodity a duty of 13 cents per 100 pounds in barrels, and 12 cents per 
100 tim in bulk. 
© present vi ee Portland cement does not equal the difference be- 


tween the cost of labor in manufacturing in Germany and in this country. 
lin, Germany, x appears that it takes about one day's labor to ma 
The pee portion of the best Portland cement brought to this country 
t three-fourths of a mark to a mark per day, or 18 to 24 cents per day, while 
Btates 
per barre 
year. ; 
An increased duty on Portland cement would increase the income of this 
ly the home demand, and it would not be long, under adequate P prote 
v 
any competition. 
the loss of over a million doll 
Ind.; Austin, Tex.; 5 Ky.; Chicago, II and San D 
reg. 
their s us and dregs, and often sell here at less 
Russia, to start the production of Portland cement, levied a duty of 72 
plying the cement. 
imposes a duty of 12) cents per hundred weight on Portland cement. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
Mr. BACON. Before the vote is taken, I desire to say that the 
where millionaires are building twenty-story houses. There is 
100 pounds looks like a very small addition, it is in fact an increase 


By the report of the directors of the various German Portland cement 
companies, volume 16, Nos. 24; 29; etc., of the Thon Industrie Zeitung, 2 Ber- 
+ bar- 
rels of Portland cement (the best equi lants there only averaging 1.5 to 
1.6 barrels to the day's labor). equipped p - à 
comes from north iava E 
Half or three-fourths of the laborers 1n a Stettin or North German factory 
the common laborers in the Portland cement factories in the Unite: 
get not less than $1.10 per day. The difference is 89 cents per day, or 71 cents 
Over three-fourths of all the Portland cement used in this country is and 
has always been imported, and the quantity imported has increased year by 
Government on that article for a number of years; but after a few years 
a sufficient number of new factories would be built in this country to sup- 
on, before the stimulus of competition would, by inven — — meth- 
ods and machinery, enable the American Portland cemen es to defy 
As the tariff has not protected the home plants, European competition 
has ruined many Amerin t Portland cement — — and resulted in 
ars. 
Some of these plants were located at Kalamazoo, Mich.: New Brunswick, 
N.J.; East Kingston, Wallkill. Rondout, ane p ud V.; South Bend, 
m perm es lego, 
Cal., and Portland, fi 
The 300 pl«nts in Europe have used this country as a Sosping ground for 
than cost. 
It would be only long-delayed justice if the Portland cement industry in 
shes contre were 8 by Congress and were accorded rcr etu 
on 
cents per 1, and Austria of 48 cents per barrel, although r is lower 
in tho:e countries than in Germany and England, who were formerly sup- 
Germany levies protective duties regardless of the difference in the wages, 
which difference M usually in her favor. 
There is probably no industry in this country that deserves encourage- 
ment and protection more than the manufacture of Portland cement. 
ment submitted by the Senatorfrom Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 
Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays on that amendment. 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] is very much mis- 
taken when he suggests that the use of cement is limited to cities 
scarcely a community in the whole United States that does not 
use a very considerable amount of cement, and while 8 cents per 
of nearly 40 per cent over — rate. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to say this is Portland cement, 


Mr. BACON, I understand. 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. We manufacture 7,000,000 barrels of com- 
mon cement, which the duty does not affect, and supply the mar- 
ket for all the country places and for all works above ground. 


Mr. BACON. It is a mistake to say that cement of that class 
supplies all of the country places. I know from personal knowl- 
edge that the imported Portland cement is very largely used all 
through the portion of the country in which I live, where it is 
considered absolutely essential for all high-class work. 

Mr. President, Ido not understand from the statement of the 
Senator from South Dakota that the Sinay wen he speaks of 
in his State is one which is not profitable at the present rate; and 
to put this additional duty of nearly 40 per cent over the present 
rate is to impose a very serious burden upon a great many people 
other than the class of which the Senator s 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to say, in reply to the Senator, that 
two years ago we produced 48,000 barrels; but we can not reach 
Chicago or even Dubuque because of the imported cement. All 
that we produced, 48,000 barrels, was used west of the vore qr 
River, west of Dubuque. We supply that whole country, and it 
took but 48,000 b to doit. 

Mr. BACON. Are not these enterprises profitable at the present 


rates? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. On the contrary, last year we produced 
but 6,000 barrels. The production fell off from 48,000 to 6,000 bar- 
rels, because we could not reach the cities in the country, and the 
people are impoverished, and they are unable to buy or build or use 
any cement at all. The cement being used in this country is for 
building the great structures in the centers of business, where the 
men live who are filching from the producers, who live in the coun- 

. the little they produce. i 
x . BACON. The Senator is very much mistaken when he lim- 
a TO ee olane OF poopie: 7 

Mr. CAFFERY. do not perceive any demand for any in- 
creased tariff on Portland cement or Roman cement from those 
who have appeared before the Committee on Ways and Means of 
the House of Representatives. Those persons x ge to repre- 
sent all the companies engaged in the business of the cement in- 
dustry, and some of them say—I have not read the statements 
very particularly—that there ought to be a reduction of duty. 
One very large firm state that the duty ought to be reduced to 5 
cents per 100 pounds from 8, but none of them asked for an in- 
crease. They all say that the industry will flourish under the 
present rate of 8 cents per 100 pounds, and here we are asked, with- 
out an 9 of looking into the matter any further than 
is di by these tariff hearings, to increase this duty very 
largely 


I think, Mr. President, that thisis running protection a little 
mad. The imports have not increased under these rates. There 
is no danger of foreign competition running this indu out, but 
there is danger that this additional 8 cents per 100 pounds will lay 
avery heavy burden upon the American people, Portland cement 
is used in every structure of stone and iron, and in jetties and 
works of that description. 

Mr. BACON. And in all works under ground. 

UMr.CAFFERY. Yes; and this is an unnecessary raise, uncalled 
for either by ion orrevenue. If the pu is to decrease 
revenue, to make a perfect prohibition against the introduction of 
any foreign cement, then I can perceive why the additional tariff 
is asked. 

Here, according to the tariff hearings, there are some eighty-two 
establishments in the work of making cement, scattered 
all over the United States, and from what the Senator from South 
Dakota says I understand he wants this tariff rate raised to 

ualize tion. Some of the gifts of nature and natural 

van ought to be left alone. Those on the seaboard ought 
to enjoy the benefit of living there. When there is a tariff that is 
nniversally accepted, that nobody complains of, to have the gifts 
of nature thrown aside for the individual or local interest of some 
locality remote from the seaboard, I think is a little too hard for 


us to bear. 

Mr. BACON. I call the attention of the Senator from Loui- 
siana to the fact that the Senator from South Dakota states an 
additional motive. He states that one trouble they are under is 
that the peóple of the country are too poor to buy that which the 
manufacturers now produce, and he pro by this increased 
tariff to give them additional means for that p se. 

Mr.PETTIGREW. Iproposetogivetheman additional market, 
so as to let them reach cities wherethey can buy, such as Dubuque 
and Chicago. That is the point I e, and I trust the Senator 
-does not intend to misrepresent me. 

Mr. CAFFERY. To make them rich by making them poor. 
That is the process of the tariff all the way along the line. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], 
on which the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has called for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be again stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 16, line 21, after the word“ pack- 
ages," it is -proposed to strike out ‘‘eight” and insert eleven;“ 
and in line 23, after the word “bulk,” to strike out seven“ and 
insert **ten;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

an Roman, 5 and T oe dine weight entem owe or 
o erpackages, T unas, u we d 
age; in bulk, 10 cents pur MU pounds, othercement, 20 per cent 3 DEN 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BATE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. DEBOE]. If he were here, I 
should vote ** nay 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. If he were 
here, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAwLEY]. If he were here, 
Ishould vote **nay." 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired on this 
vote with the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon]. his absence 
I withhold my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired 


with the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. If he 
were present, I should vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 
_ Mr. KENNEY. I announce that I have a general pair with the 
junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE]. not being 


present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after having voted in the negative). I 
Bir. Har id vote. lam paired with the Senator from Maine 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
OE Ho ]is paired with the senior Senator from Massachusetts 

. HOAR]. 

Mr. PATE I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. HAR- 
RIS of e Bu detained from the Senate by sickness. Heis 
paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. I make 
that announcement for the day. 


Mr. GRAY (after having voted in the 5 I ask if the 
senior Senator from Illinois . CULLOM voted? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The is informed that he 
has not voted. 


Mr. GRAY. Ihave a general pair with that Senator, and with- 
draw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
Aldrich, Fairbanks, K : 

n. T, Milan, OUD, 
Baker, Frye, Perkins, Stewart, 
Burrows, nger, Pettigrew, "Warren, 
Carter Gear, Platt, Wetmore, 
Chandler, Platt, N. Y. 

Clark, Hansbrough, Pri ^ 
Elkins, Jones, Ney Proctor, 
NAYS—18. 
Bacon, ulkner, 
Berry, Heitfeld, M Vest, 
Caffery, * Lindsay. Murphy, Whit 
Chilton. McEnery, us, 
1l TY, Rawlins, 
NOT VOTING—40. 
Alle McBride, Sewell, 
Bate, Gray, Mantle, —.—.— 
utler, Martin, 
Kans. Mason, Teller. 
Clay, — Tenn. . Thurston, 
om, wley, orrill, Tillman, 
Daniel, Hoar, + Nelson, Turner, 
Davis, Jones, Ark. Walthall, 
Deboe, Kenney, Penrose, Taago 
George, Lodge, Roach, Wolco 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
ae PONE M the bill a resumed and continued to the end 
of paragra on page 17. A 

Mr. BARER. I desire to have paragraph 86 passed over for the 
present, if there is no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the para- 
graph will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on. Finance was, in paragraph 87, page 17, line 8 
after the word “manufactured,” to strike out **one-half of 1 cent 

r pound” and insert 15 per cent ad valorem;" and in line 10 

ore the words per centum," to strike out **twenty" and insert 
ten;“ so as to make the paragraph read: 

87. Pumice stone, wholly or partially manufactured, 15 per cent ad valo- 
rem; unmanufactured, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in pus 26i 88, line 21, after the 
word: ton,“ to strike out ** bauxite, or beauxite, crude, not refined 
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jor otherwise advanced in condition from its natural state, $1 per 
ache 25 e eee 


t or unmanuf — provided 


inwrough actured. n 
for in this ton; F "ot special 
for tn thio LS per ton: china clay or kaolin, M per Mon. am and 
bitumen, cru da sif hot dried. or otherwise advanced in any manner, $1.50 per 
ton; R in any manner, $3 per ton. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. I desire to have the amendment passed 
over informallx. 

Mr. VEST. *The ab or the amendment? 

Mr. PRITCHAR he paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON, There is no objection to passing the amend- 
ment over. 


Mr. PRITCHARD, Let the whole ei dod be over. 

Mr. QUAY. I rise to ask that paragra: be passed 
over for the quu: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be over. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the paragraph is over, the com- 


mittee desire to submit an amendment. line 17, before the 
word ‘‘asphaltum,” we propose to insert “ limestone-rock asphalt 
containing not more than 15 per cent of bitumen, 50 cents per 
ton; and after the word “ bitumen," in line 18, insert **not spe- 
cially provided for in this act." Does the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania desire the amendment to be passed over, or can it be 
agreed to? 

Mr. QUAY. I think it had better go over for the present. Ido 
* know that I.shall object to it. 

Mr. ALLISON, Let it be passed over. 
o The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be passed 


Ar. GRAY. I should like the attention of the Senator from 
Iowa for one moment while I make a short statement in 


graph 743, on page 14, soda ash, three-eighths of 1 cent | it holdi 


per pound.” That is another ingredient which is objected to by 
me on behalf of paper manufacturers and wood-pulp inanufac- 
‘turers in my State, and I should like to have it go over, as the 
chlorate of lime item went over, until next week. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It has been voted upon. 

Mr. GRAY. Iwas called out of the Senate temporarily when 
‘the matter pi under consideration, and I ask unanimous con- 


sent that it may he passed over. 
Mr. STEWA T. We had a yea-and-nay vote on it, and I shall 
object to its going over. 
r. PLAT 


of Connecticut. We had a yea-and- pois vote on it. 
meee I should be very much obliged if the Senate 
Won 


t isa matter about which I have something to say, and 
Í was called away from the Sennte. 
Mr. ALLISO H hope the Senator from Nevada will allow 


this item to be passed over. 

Mr.STEWART. When willit be called up? 

Mr. GRAY. on Tuesday. Monday is Decoration Day. I 
„„ up on Tuesday. 

Mr. STEWART. Ihavenoobjectionif it will be called up soon. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, yes; I was away from the Senate ‘ens it was 
under consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to passing 


JI Ar. IW TT. Until next Tuesday. 


Mr. BATE. Which paragraph? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Paragraph 743, on page 14. 
Mr. ALLISON. e vote by which the amendment was agreed 


to ought to be reconsidered iba unanimous consent beforethe para- 
graph is passed over. 

Mr. GRAY. It ought to bereconsidered by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to reconsid- 
ering the vote by which the amendment was adopted? The Chair 
hears none. The vote is reconsidered; and the paragraph, with- 
out objection, will stand over until Tuesday. 

Mr. CLAY. Has pc 88 been ml over? 

Mr. WHITE. It been passed over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It has been passed over. 

'The reading of the bill was resumed. The next nmendinent of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 89, on page 17, line 
25, after the word “yellow,” to strike out the comuna and the 
word **and;" in the same line, after the word „brown.“ to strike 
out the comma and insert the words and gray; on page 18, line 1, 
after the word plain,“ to strike out the comma and the word 
**ogr;" in the same line, after the word ** embossed." to insert or 
salt-glazed; » in line 2, after the word “crucibles,” to insert all 
the foregoing;” and in line 4, after the words “ad valorem," to 
strike out ‘Rockingham earthenware, 40 per cent ad valorem;” 
Bo as to make the paragraph read: 

69. Common ow brown and 
glazed 9 and — — all 
‘any manner, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


earthenware, plain embossed, or-salt- 
the foregoing not decorated in 


to pin ete I holding not 
more than 1 and not less than one-fourth of 1 cents $ 
9 Serna ha een 


ve unanimous consent to its going into Gen ERA cate- | free, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This being the Riera UNO CE NER 
enware and the „ it certainly ought to bear as low a 
rate as is consistent the idea of getting revenue. The tax on 
it now is 20 per cent. I believe the bill proposesto make it 25 per 
cent. The revenue was only 866,000 under the 25 per cent rate, 
and $55,000 unc the 20 per cent rate. There is a smaller reve- 
nue under the decreased rate of taxation by the extent of about 
ten or eleven thousand dollars, but the total amount of revenue 
from it shows there is a very small amount of importation. It 
seems to me that it is not proper to increase the rate by the small 
rise of 5 per cent. However, as the committee pro in this 

no change in the bill as it came from the other House, I 
will make no motion in connection with it. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
r rig ee on Finance. 
The amendment was 
Mr. ALLIS 


ON. I ask to . paragraphs 90, 91, 92, and 93 
passed over for the present, perhaps until tommorrow. The com- 
mittee peg to propose raposa norae modifications of all the amendments 
to those 
. JONES 5 Will the Senator be ä 

those para hs to-morrow? 

Mr. N. Ihopeso and think so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Iowa? The Chair hears none. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 21, after line 15, to strike 
on paragraph 94, as follows: 


ee kr m grum 1 quart, and johns and carboys, 3 
covered, and other plain or d or pressed bottle 

ware, I: i — — for in this act, I cent pound; or 
eol t and vi not 


less than one-fourth of 
o above articles thal 5 
And provided further, 


valorem: 
not otherwise or in this act, 
of duty,or rto = — ri Teed * er ec 


none of 


94. prr grees or colored. molded or pruna sn 


jars, and covered or uncovered 


cept su merchan 
or 83 duty bused in whole oF in 


dw 
shall pay Sosy $s follows: 


. — gross: Provided, none Ut above 
ty than 40 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. SEWELL. I ask to have the paragraph go over. I do not 
object to the rate particularly so muchas to io do disent ion, 
which is different from that to by the Pros ica 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no change of classification from the 

resent law or the act of 1890, I will say to the Senator from New 
— 

Mr.SEWELL. Iam aware of that fact; but there is from the 
bill as it comes from the other House. One part of the classificn- 
tion is left out, and a very important one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not going to object to the Senator's 
request, but we have already over quite a number of para- 
graphs at his request, and it will be necessary to take some of 
them up in the immediate future. 

Mr.SEWELL. The Senator has over quite a number, 
and I am very much obliged to the committee for doing £0; — i 
represent a State which has great 5 
this is an essential one and one of our largest. ee e 
have left out à part of the classification under which the quart 
bottle is taxed less than the pint, or less protection is given it. I 
think they ought to give it further consideration before passing 


. — the . agraph. 
RICE. I will say that we have left out nopart of the 
Fieri butif the Senator wants to have the paragraph go 


over I shall not object. 
The PRESID pro tempore. The graph will be passed 
e Committee on Finance 


over. The next amendment reported by 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 23, after line 13, it is proposed to 
strike out paragraph 95, as follows: 


95. Articles of flint, lime, or other glass, molded, pressed, or not 
specially vided for in this act — 1 not cut. engraved, 9 


printed, decorated, stained, rone gilded, or other ornamented, 60 per 
cent ad valorem. 


"The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 19, to strike out 
paragraph 96, as follows: 


96. Articles of glass, cut, en 
silvered, gilded, etched, frosted, pa 
mented, not OE Pk or in this ac 


ved, nted, colored, stained, decorated, 

in any manner, or otherwise orna- 
and porcelain or opal glass- 
ware, 00 per cent ad 


And insert: 

96. Glass bottles, decanters, or other vessels or articles of glass, cut, en- 
graved, painted, colored, stained, silvered, gilded, etched, frosted, printed in 
any manner or otherwise ornamented, decorated, or ground (except such 

ding as is necessary for fitting stoppers), and porcelain and opal g! 
ware; all the foregoing, filled or unfilled, and whether their contents be duti- 
able or free, 60 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to call attention to the fact that this is a 
return to the McKinley rate. The duties in the existing law are 
40 and 45 per cent upon the two classifications. We go back to 
the highest duties that ever have been imposed upon these goods, 
which were placed upon these articles in 1890. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was a to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was to strike out paragraph 97, as fol- 
lows: 


97. Glass bottles, decanters, or other vessels or articles of glass, when en- 
graved, painted, colored, printed, stained, etched, or otherwise ornamented 
or decorated, or when cut, frosted, or ground, except only such grinding as 


ecessary for fittin, stoppe shall, if filled, pay duty in addition to an 
duty on their Barnes as no ‘ited, unless 9 specially coved: 
for in this act. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 98. page 24, line 20, before the word ‘‘ cents," to strike out 
*' £hree-eighths" and insert ** one-fourth;” so as to read: 

98. Unpolished, cylinder, crown, and common window glass, not exceeding 
10 by 15 inches square, 1j cents per pound. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
amendment will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I do not think these amendments should be en- 
tered as agreed to, for personally I wish to be considered as object- 
ing to all of them. : 

lished, cylin- 


orem. 


.JONES of Arkansas. The rate on this un 
der, crown, and common window glass under the law as it stands 
now is 1 cent per pound. The bill as it passed the other House 

rovides for a tax of 18 cents, an increase over the present law of 

-eighths of a cent per pound. The Senate committee moves 
to strike out three-eighths and insert one-fourth, I hope that the 
Senate will strike out ‘‘three-eighths” and will not insert one- 
fourth. 

I believe that the tax ought to remain asit is now in the Wilson 
Act, at 1 cent a pound. t gives an ad valorem tax of 39.57 per 
cent. The bill as it comes from the House proposes to increase it 
from 39 per cent to 53 per cent, and the Senate proposes to reduce 
it from 55 per cent to 49 per cent; but it is an increase over 39 per 
cent. 

Mr. MILLS. That is the first part. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In the first bracket. 

This is an article which enters into universal consumption, as 
weallknow. It is useless to discuss it. There is not a family or 
a home in the United States which this provision does not propose 
to tax, and to tax most unreasonably. The glass tax existing at 
this time is unfair, Itis outrageously high. The glass business 
of the United States is under the control of trusts. Thereis prac- 
tically no competition. The men who have combined the glass 
interests control the trade. They dictate the market. They regu- 
late the output and the handling of the entire product, and there 
is no occasion, there is no reason, there is no apology for attempt- 
ing further to strengthen the hands of those men. The profits 

d these people are said to be enormous already, and whether 
they are or not, two window-glass associations control the entire 
output or almost the whole output of the United States. 

r. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator from Arkansas if there 
has been any increase in importation under the 1-cent tax? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There seems to have been a slight 
increase. There were 12,778,538 pounds imported in 1893, under 
the particular paragraph we are discussing, and there were 13,154,- 
689 pounds imported in 1896, a very small increase. 

. LINDSAY. "There has been a decrease in value. 

e JONES of Arkansas. There has been a decline in price in 
at way. 

Mr. C TON. There has been a decrease in the other bracket. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There was a decrease in the more ex- 
pensive glass, above 16 by 24 inches and not exceeding 24 by 30 

nches. There was a decrease of nearly 3,000,000 pounds in the 
: importations. 
ere was also a large decrease in glass exceeding 24 by 36 inches, 
and another large decrease by 3,000,000 pounds in the bracket 
above that, a still larger size. It was only as to the smaller sizes 
that this prevailed. 
Mr. President, in the hearing before the House committee a 


statement was submitted by the Boston Plate and Window Glass 
Company. They make statements of fact which the Senate can 
not afford to ignore, and whichthe American people will not over- 
look. I propose to call the attention of the Senate to those state- 
ments as well as some others which I have in my possession. 
Amongst all the iniquities that areinvolved in the pending bill— 
and their name is legion—the tax imposed in the window-glass 
schedule, for the size of it, is perhaps the most monstrous of the 
whole measure. 'The crockery schedule is bad enough, but the 
taxon window glassisabsolutely unpardonable. Thisstatementis: 

As importers and jobbers of cylinder common window glass, we beg to re- 
quest that there be no advance in the ratesof duties over those now imposed 
on this article by Schedule B of the present law of August 28, 1804, — 5 that 
if any change be made in the same there be a reduction of said rates, and for 
the following reasons 

Mr. SEWELL. What is the Senator reading from? 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Iam reading from a statement made 
by the president of the Boston Plate and Window Glass Company 
to the House Committee on Ways and Means in the hearing 
before the tariff bill was brought in by the committee, 

Mr. SEWELL. They are importers? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is signed by Mr. Hills, president, 

Mr. CHILTON. What is the page? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Page 259. 

Mr. GEAR. They are importers? 

Mr. JONES of Ar They are importers. They make the 
statement that they are importers. They say: 

As importers and jobbers of cylinder common window glass, etc. 


So there is no effort on their part to conceal the fact that they 
are importers of glass, but they propose to give the reasons, 
They claim to state the facts. 
contention is certainly correct: 


The total yearly consumption of such glass in the United States is at pres- 
ent about 3,000,000 to 3.500.000 boxes of 50square feet each. Of this total the 
is imported about 600,000 to 800,000 boxes of 50 square feet. At the presen! 
rate of duty there isa B piger uim to the American manufacturers which en- 
ables them to supply about three-fourths, at least, of the total consumption. 

The present duty is a specific one, but as our own importations of this article 
are atleast as large in quantity as those of any other importer in the United 
States. they may safely be taken as a guide to show what percentage the 
rate of duty now paid on the total importations of this article into this coun- 
try bears to the foreign cost to the importer of the same. 

e total duties paid by us on our total importations of common cylinder 
window glass during the year 1896 amounts to 91.7 per cent of the total cost 
abroad to us of these MM: This “total cost abroad " includes the 
cost there to us, on boa: 


If what they state is true, their 


The small sizes are used principally by the poorer classes of the community 
and for factories. Any increase of duties on such sizes will bear heayil 
these c| Few, if any, articles of such largo use, and the cost of which 
affects the whole community to the extent that does the cost of window glass, 
are protected so enormously as is this article. 

e have thought it best to state simply the above facts and not trouble 
your committee with further figures and details, trusting that the above 
plain statement will be enough to convince your honorable committee that 
an increase of duties over the present tariff is unwarranted, and that a de- 
crease of 25 per cent on all the schedules of the present tariff would be lessen- 
ing a tax which bears heavily on the living and business expenses of the whole 
people and would increase the revenues of the Government by enabling us 
and other importers to increase importations. 

We would add that the business is conducted by us without any combina- 
tion or Aptent on selling prices with any of our competitors or with an 
manufacturers, and that the manufacturers abroad, whom we an! 
other importers obtain our supplies, sell in competition with each other and 
without any combination on se between themselves. 

STON TE AND WINDOW GLASS COMPANY, 
By E. A. HILLS, President. 


À su uent statement was submitted by him to the same com- 
mittee. He says: 

We beg to protest st any increase in the present tariff on ed 
PAM pe p again y p polish: 


That is plate glass. I will not read the statement at this time, 
although the arguments applicable to one are to a great extent 
applicable to the other. 

ask Senators who have not taken the trouble to read these 
statements over to listen to me while I read a statement made by 
Messrs. Holbrook Bros., of New York, to the same committee on 
January 9. It is not long, but it is clear and distinct: 
NEW Yonk, January 9, 1897. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 

We beg to take tho liberty of entering our protest against any increase in 
the duty on window glass, for the reason that we claim the duty already ex- 
cessive, being very nearly 100 per cent. Taking as an average for the whole 
country our own importations for mop IM you will see by the inclosed 
schedule, which can be readily verified at the customs department, that our 
average ad valorem duty is 98.58 per cent. Asan offset to Mr. BODINE's argus 
ment that the increase in importations since the Wilson bill is over 70 per 
et we beg to give you a list of the importations at this port of entry since 


Boots | 1804 
1891 — 481,350 1805 
1802 522,014 | 1890. 


1897. 
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Showing steady decrease constantly, except between the years 
1895 and 1896, and the increase in importations in 1896, as every 
man who has paid any attention to the subject knows, came from 
the strikes in the glass works in the United States, their inability 
to meet the demand, and the increased price— 

We account for the increase of 1896 over 1895 as being due to the lockout 
by the manufacturers. 

The total M bye oT of this country is about 4,000,000 boxes per year, and 
you can readily see that the importations amount to only about one-seventh. 

Four million boxes consumed, 337,000 boxes imported— 


It is needless for me to say that a part of this glass is consumed in 
building the poorer class of houses, and it would therefore inflict a serious 
injury tothem as well asthe floristsand gardenera, who are e 

HOLBROOK BROS. 

In connection with this letter they set out a table of the impor- 
tations of unpolished cylinder window glass by Holbrook Bros. 
from Antwerp for 1896. They give the number of boxes. I will 
not take the time of the Senate to read the table. I will insert it 
in the RECORD, so that Senators may see what the actual shipments 
of this glass Iu It shows the rate per cent by the months 
that were paid by these people on all of their shipments, which 
ranged from 1,800 to 4,800 boxes for each month. 

The table referred to is as follows: 


Importations of unpolishéd cylinder window glass by Holbrook Bros. from 
Antwerp for 1896. 


Boxes.| Value. | Duty. | Per 

See yey 521 | $3,105.00 | $3,158.87 | 101 

= 255 1,213.00 1,095.54 | 101 
British King ‘a2 | T0900| 1,332.28 | 101 
St. Enoch. 2 2% 2312.25 9 
Britten 22) 2,795.00| 2308.42 85i 
885 1,713.00 1,872.49 | 105 

, 896 2,098. 00 2,979.32 | 110 

835 2,771.00 2,798.53 | 100 

3 999 1,304.00 1,511.20 | 116 

| British King . 2.1 279.00] 2507.00| 91 
-| British Queen 3,678 3,947. 00 3,670.40 | 1091 
5 4, 800 5, 540. 00 5,952. 61 96} 
1,839 1, 781.00 1,687.71 90} 

1,600 2, 199.00 1,801.20 82 

1,794 | £353.00| 2307.10 | 105 

1,825 2,458.00 2,585.47 | 105 

104 193. 00 171.10 89 

3,082 3,115.00 8,647.38 98 

1,484 1,736.00 1, 648. 03 95 

1.716 | 1701.00] 3,701.79 | 100 

, : 2,190 2,924. 00 2,163.94 H 

“| British Ning . 3.0% 4210| 3,817.02] 90 
I| British Queen . 2,807 | 2,465.00| 2,43238 | 100 
St. Cuthbert 9,488 4, 400. 00 4,485.49 | 100 
. 54,287 | 00,001.00 sts 


g 
3 
ed 


Average duty, about 98.58. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
well known to all gentlemen who have 
question that the window-glass production in the United States 
is in the hands of two companies. They have divided the terri- 


As I said a few moments ago, it is 
paid any attention to the 


E They do not trespass on each other's territory. One is 

called the Western Window Glass Association and the other, I 
believe, is called the Pittsburg Window Glass Association. They 
have equally divided the country between themselves, and they 
absolutely control the markets of window glass in their own ter- 
ritory. They sell the glass for whatever ues they please, and it 
is a practical impossibility to bring glass from abroad. With the 
breakage, the high tariff, the loss in shipment, time, freight, in- 
surance, and its transportation across the country it is practicall 
im ible for the foreign article to enter into consumption at all, 

. and the small percentage of 337,000 boxes, coming into a total con- 
sumption of 4,000,000 boxes, is consumed along the Atlantic Sea- 
board, where they have access by cheap ocean freight to the mar- 
kets abroad with somewhat less difficulty than the people wholive 
in the central parts of the country and in the West. 

It does seem to me, as I said in the beginning. that in the midst 
of all the iniquities that swarm through this bill from beginning 
to end none is more absolutely indefensible, none is so outrageous 
as this proposition to levy a tax on the poor all over this country 
in this unreasonable and outrageous way, and not for the purpose 
of building up an infant industry. but for the purpose of uphold- 
ing the hand of an organized trust that absolutely controls a well- 
established industry which is old enough to take care of itself. 
The argument about taking care of infants can not certainly apply 
now to the conditions existing in this case. They have gone far 
enough, even under therates existing under the Wilson Act. "This 
trust has continued to exist and still exists now. 

Iam one of those who believe that whenever a trust is organ- 
ized under a tariff existing in this country all the benefit they get 
bythe tariff oughtto be taken awayfrom that trust, and we should 
bring them face to face with any competition that can come to 
them from zu part of the world. 

Mr.SEWELL. Ido not wish to allow that statement to go 


unchallenged. Iam intimately acquainted and connected with 


the glass manufacture which is struggling along. 
manufacturers in my section have cl 
by reason of the fact that they can not compete wi 
valuation on the other side. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not understand the Senator's 
first statement. Ithought he said he did not intend to allow the 
statement that this was controlled by a trust to go unchallenged, 

Mr.SEWELL. That is it exactly. $ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Before we get through I think I will 
establish it. : 

Mr. SEWELL. I say the glass blowers and manufacturers in 
my section are struggling ums paires any trust. 

. JONES of Arkansas. ere may be individual glass man- 
ufacturers in the United States who do not belong to the trust, 
but I think I will establish the fact, before I get bep de with this 
discussion, that nine-tenths of the production of window glass in 
this country is controlled absolutely by the two associations I have 


A few glass 
down at the present time 
the under- 


mentioned. 
Mr. SEWELL. I do not think the Senator can do that, from 
the very fact I have stated. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If I can not, it is all right. 

Mr. SEWELL. New Jersey is one of the largest manufactur- 
ers of window glass, and there is no trust there. Not one estab- 
lishment there belongs to a trust. : 

Mr. MILLS. The paragraphs in the bill which we are now con- 
sidering have duties ranging from 107 to 168 per cent.. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Texas will qualify 
that statement as to the ratessuggested by the Senate committee, 

Mr. MILLS. lam speaking from the book before me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no such rate in the Senate commit- 
tee's W DELE as 168 per cent. 

` Mr. MILLS. I find here, above 10 by 15 inches, not exceedin 
16 by 24 inches square, 1$ cents per pound, and it runs out 107. 
percent. Ifind above 16 by 24 inches and not exceeding 24 by 80 
inches, 2 cents per pound, as fixed by the Senate committee, and 
it runs out 115.16percent. Ifind in the next paragraph the Senate 
rate at 28 cents per pound, making 126.46 per cent. I find on all 
above 24 by 36 the Senate rate is 2$ cents per pound, running out 
168.82 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is evidently a mistake in the computa- 
tion. Imyself noticed that the other day. If the Senator will 
look at the price per pound, it is 2.2 cents, and at the rate of 24 
cents the average ad valorem wonld not be as great as that sum. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Where does the Senator find 2.2 cents 
a pound as the price? 

r. ALDRICH. In the computations on the bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ido not find it. 

Mr. GRAY. On page 88. 

Mr. WHITE. I think the Senator will find that those compu- 
tations are correct. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Two and two-hundredths is given as 
Mob see per und of that glass. 

r. ALDRICH.. No; 2.2, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I believe the Senator is right. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, there may be some slight error in 
these figures, but they are approximately correct. We can assume 
that. I want to know on what principle a tax of 115, or 120, or 
130, or 140, or 150, or 168 per cent can be levied on any article. In 
the early days of our Government, when we were without manu- 
factures, we felt the necessity of having them, and especially the 
manufacture of articles necessary to carry on a war for the defense 
of our Government. In those days there were high taxes, but they 
did not approach within a thousand miles the rate we have to-day. 
High rates were imposed to build up infant industries to make 
this country independent and enable us to stand against all the 
powers of the world. So our factories were built up to a certain 
extent; and now, sir, they go beyond those of any other nation in 
the world. We manufacture more than Great Britain and France 
together, and striking Great Britain out of the list, we manufac- 
ture more than the whole Continent.of Europe, or somewhere 
approximately near that point. 

t has been stated in the last fifteen or twenty years that our 
tariff system is alone to be justified by the necessity of making 
up the difference in the wage cost paid in this country and in 
foreign countries. A few years ago, when a tariff discussion was 

recipitated upon the country, and Mr. Blaine returned from 

aris and came home, he said that tariff rates were not bein 
im for the benefit of the manufacturer. He said the capi- 
talists can take care of themselves; they do not need protection; it 
is the labor that needs the protection; and he said it was a question 
of labor from skin to core, and from core back to skin again. 
quote his exact words. He said it was aquestion purely of labor. 

Now,then, what is the labor cost on $100 worth of glass as shown 
by our census returns? Fifty-four dollars. The pos C cost is 

I give the statement of a manufacturer before the Ways and 
Means Committee. Ten dollars is the difference in cost of $100 
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worth of glass. But here we give them the whole labor cost, all 
the cost of the material, all the cost paid out for interest on their 
capital, and all the cost expended for the repairs of machinery 
and keeping up their plants. In addition to that we give them 


from 107 to 1 er cent as a clear bonus, besides giving them 
2 that they expend for their labor and for their material 
and for all other purposes. 

Now, they must produce this glass at some profit, after paying 
for labor and material. In $100 worth of glass they ought to 
make a profit of ten, fifteen, or twenty dollars; but if they make 
only $5, they must make something. Why, then, is it that we 
should give them this enormous duty of $68 on $100 worth of glass 
or $25 or $50 on $100 worth of glass? 

Mr. President, there are two things to consider in these rates. 
We are imposing upon imported goods two most serious things to 
ourcountry. One : the 2 burden = 2 Bees we 
are imposing upon the grea y of our ple. e abou 
taxing 100 per cent as though it were a trifle Lay a tax of 3, 4, 
or 5 per cent upon the capital of this country; go into your cities 
or into your towns, and you would raise a revolution if you should 
impose a tax of 5 per cent on the wealth of this country. Yet we 
stand here with perfect indifference and pile up a taxation of 100, 
200, and 300 per cent. We pass over an article here carrying a 
duty of over 300 per cent, if these figures are correct, and it seems 
not to attract any attention. The people are exhausted with tax- 
ation—indirect taxation. They do not see it, but so much the 
worse for them. Such a direct tax would produce a revolution in 
the country. A 5 per cent tax on the wealth of the country would 
produce a revolution all over the country if it were direct and the 
people saw it. 

That is one serious consideration; and the other pernicious effect 
from these excessive duties is the restriction of importation. But 
we do not stop to think how that affects our country, especially 
the poorer parts of the country, the almost destroyed South, that 
lives by the production of cotton. I represent in the largest 
cotton State inthe whole Union. Two-thirds of that product has 
got to seek a foreign market. Only one-third is consumed in this 
country. Every time we prohibit $100 worth of goods from com- 
ing into this country we prohibit the export of an equivalent 
amount from the country. Cotton is one of the chief exports. 
Cotton, breadstuffs, and provisions are the chief exports, and what 
cuts down the price of exports impoverishes the people. At the 
same time you are piling excessive taxes upon them to support 
not the Government—there is no pretense that it is tosupport the 
Government—but it is to keep imports from coming to the coun- 
try, to pile up wealth in the pockets of the trusts, corporations, 
and combinations to contro! the politics and government of the 
country. 

Here common window glass is taxed $168 on $100 worth. Is it 
a crime to look through a window pane? Why are the poor peo- 
pe singled out, who have their little windows to let the light of 

eaven into their humble habitations; and are they to be told 
that it is a crime in the eyes of the National Government for 
them to have window panes? KS: 

But what good does all this do? These high rates will be put 
on, and worse rates will be put on. Your exports will be cut off 
or reduced in value; your people will be further and further o; 

and money will be made scarcer, without which it 
im e to pay debts or to pay the dues to the National, 
State, and local governments. 

Mr. President, there ought to be some reason assigned why 
these duties are put in here. It is not to protect infant industries. 
It is not to cover the difference in labor between the cheaper labor 
of foreign countries and ours. It is to give a bounty to wealth, a 
bounty to powerful corporations and trusts. The whole country 
seems to be absolutely in the hands of these powerful creatures, 

inst whom we are powerless to contend. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, it would seem as if the tax that is 
now being discussed before the Senate is one that ought to be made 
and laid upon the shoulders of the people with t caution and 
with great consideration. Thisis practically and really a window 
vie Spec gions form of XM — is e to the * 
of the English-speaking people. as more than once, in the 
history of the country es which we derived our laws and most 
of our early colonists, been the cause of revolution. It has always 
been the cause of protest whenever it was laid. 

It is taxing one of those articles that enter into the use of the 
masses of the people. It concerns the shelter of the masses of the 

le. It concerns the building of homes, and is a tax on every 

Á— home in ö renee ge 1 5 roof tree ry peor 
ju ying a as proposed by this section, and for w 

E it paid? Not for revenue into the Treasury of the 

nited States, but paid into the coffers of a protected class. 

What right have se to levy toll upon this common necessity of 

life, upon this article absolutely essential to the comfort and 

decency of the living of the masses of the people? If it is a neces- 

sary revenue tax, let us put it at a revenue basis, and all the peo- 


ple of the country, while they may feel the burden, will say, We 
are honest and Tenoa people, and we are willing to bear our 
share of the burden of necessary taxation." But why should they 
be called upon to pay this unnecessary and this burdensome tax, 
not to the Government, but to the beneficiaries of this legislation? 

Mr. President, I only rose to add my voice to the protest on be- 
half of my people and the people of the whole country against 
sucha tax as this. It seems to me it violates those fundamental 
principles which ought to govern in the taxation of a free people, 
and that we can not bea people in the proper sense of that 
term if we submit to the imposition of a tax like this. 

How is it that when this tax bill is brought in here to fill the 
depleted coffers of the United States Treasury we are told that 
they are not to be retilled unless a toll is levied by the protected 
classes out of every dollar that goes into the Treasury? There is 
a deficit, they tell us, in the Treasury of the United States, a gap 
between expenditure and income, and these people tell us, ‘‘ You 
shall not fill up that deficit unless yon pay toll to us, and dollars 
and dollars must go into our pockets before one dollar can go 
into the Treasury of the United States." "This tax on glass is one 
of those odious taxes which will be felt in every remote hamlet 
in the United States, and they well may inquire why it is that this 
burden has been added to the back of American labor. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, the section now under considera- 
tion and those following it are of course very closely related, 
'There are several documents which have been transmitted to me, 
and, I presume, to all other Senators, that bear more or less upon 
this subject, and in so far as their accuracy is emonstested by 
reference to the statistics of the Government there should be no 
question as to the repr d of the ar, ent. : 

I have here a statement of New York dealers in window glass. 
They, of course, are importers and interested adversely to the 
manufacturers of glass. The statement made by one is unfair 
unless accompanied by that presented by the other: 


The New York dealers in window glass respectfully submit this analysis 
of the Dingley tariff bill, with the sim — statement thatthe figures contalond 
herein are in no instance estimated, but are actual and susceptible of proof 
by comparison with invoices in the possession of the Treasury Department. 


The next statement refers to paragraph 99. I will ask to have 
the whole of the analysis contained in this document printed as a 
part of my remarks. 

The Senate committee reduced the amount s in the 
House bill, and I understand the Senator from Arkansas has 
either suggested or moved that the amendment proposed by the 
Senate committee be amended by reducing the amount to the sum 
specified in the Wilson bill. Am I correct in that? 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Yes,sir; my motion was, as a sub- 
stitute for the Senate amendment, to strike out 18 cents and insert 
1 une im 15 - Wilson rate. m 

T > is in support o tamendment to paragraph 
98 that lam now addressing my remarks. Of course, if the 8 
tion asked for by those of us Who believe the amount should be 
reduced is voted down, naturally we will prefer the Senate amend- 
ment pf aedis the bill to rest as it came from the House. 

The ules contained in the document to which I have already 
adverted, and which I will incorporate as a part of my remarks, 
are very su ive, and there are a few matters contained therein 
upon which Í will comment. In anote to the first page I find the 
following: 

Norr.—The bracke A fc ge 40 by 60, did not exist in either the 
McKinley or Wilson and the introduction of them in the Dingley bill 

cent, 24 per 


makes an increase in the last three rates, of 8 
cent, and 105 per cent over the McKinley bill. $ 25 


The writer refers to the classification under paragraph 99 in the 
following words: = 
[Extract from Dingley tariff bill—Schedule B, paragraph 99.] 

Unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window glass: 


Not exceeding 10 by 15 inches square. 
Above that and not exceeding 16 by 24 inches square.................: 
Above that and not ex 24 by 30 inch 

Above that and not exceeding 24 by 36 inches square 


Above that and not exceeding *30 by 40 inches square. pound.. 
Above that and not exceeding 740 by 00 . 8 
A TAEAE or aS cei pica Ga EA cru lore RA do.... 
Provided, That OA cylinder, crown, and common window glass im- 
ported in boxes shall contain En uare feet, as nearly as ums "i it 


— the duty shall be computed thereon g to the actual weight 
e 


* Nore—Tho brackets, 30 by 40 and 40 by 60, did not exist in either the Mc- 
Kinley or Wilson bills, and the introduction ot them in the Dingley bill makes 
crease In ie reo ra respecti 
106 per cent over the McKinley bill. Mtas 9 
So here is a new classification, and in amount largely in excess 
of the McKinley Act. 
The document then proceeds as follows: 


Basis for calculating duty. - 
Boxes containing 50 square feet of glass. 


W. computed custom-house, pec box of BY squeze feet: Pine, 
961 n double cee B) pounda per box. 
On sizes stove 40 hag 60 inches: 


40 by 65 inches (double thickness only 
4 by 70 3 double thickness only 
15 Inches (double thickness — 22 
QUY W inches double thickness only Teu 5 
ingle thickn: 52 pounds, at rate per nd, and double ickness, 
s 8 8 POERA produce quU DEG of 50 square feet of glass. 


Comparison of the duties levied under the McKinley, Wilson, and Dingley 
Y tariff bills. 


[Per box of 50 square feet of contents.] 


———— 81.10 $0.80 | $1.10 
1.50 | 100) 1.50 

L90| 140| 1.90 

2330| 1.00 2.30 

2.50) L70| 2.70 

re ets 2.50 1.70| 38.10 
Qus PSEC tiges et 2.81| 1.91] 3.9 

3.00| 2.08) 4.29 

3.81 2.25] 4.64 

22 —— 3.56 2.42 5.00 


No single imported. 
Percentage af aoaaa af APERE rere in D bill over the specific rates in. 
2 nhs 


valorem rates on first cost of common window glass, according to the 
aer bonnie of the im ers in New Vork City 5 the year ren 
under the present law. and the ad valorem on the same importations at 
rates proposed in the Dingley 


Under the Wilson bill ad valorem equivalent 
Under the Dy bill the duty on same 363 would be an ad 


valent of 1403 per cent. 
It is true that the Senate committee 


. The 9 continues: 


Comparison of cost vr Tore. window glass, A ng b. Antwerp, with cost of Ameri- 
ow glass, f. o. b. Pittsburg. 
[Ocean freight, marine insurance, interest. nd custom-house 
to15 per cent of cost, which must be added to the protection 
the tariff rates.] 


amount 
orded by 


SINGLE THICKNESS. 


Ed 
SSSR 


ASS 
288888 
S888 


[ies — gt single, 84 t on double, foreign list. 

a cent on r cent on 

American a tT and 10 per cent, 5 list. 

This is the present foreign discount, and also the highest price for five years 


Tilustration of the two new 8 . the Dingley bill not in any 


3 h 1 introd cod i the Binge) M ze 

ches square " are tt in 

cation, and novon cited in any "above 40 by 00) 4 sect isto mako tho rate 
e cen 

„ a 2 


An enormous rate over 100 per cent. 


These new rates increase 
tent in the 3 of houses 


Set by 
EE third quality of double Chicks ae glazing es They are 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


These tables may be studied more effectually when they are in- 
corporated in full in the RECORD. 

e Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] spoke of certain 
manufacturers in his State which were not in the combination. 
Of course, if the Senator makes the assertion, I know it must be 
correct, but I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the state- 
ment contained in this document, not inconsistent with the asser- 
tion of that Senator at all, but still showing the practical control 
though not exclusive and "universal, but the practical control of 
the trust in the premises. I read again from the same document: 

WINDOW-GLASS MANUFACTURERS’ COMBINATION. 
5 — total consumption of the country is rond n NUR Doren of 
1 feet p Meere of bipes about one-sixth is imported, the remain. 
tris domest plied by th m manufacturers. 
he domestic e is Pie controlled by two consolidated gc ag li 
the Pittsburg Window estern W. 
2 four or five coo; 
wi 


od ong He pe a by these organizations, and they 
A DEMOS SE Opati; d make prices for 


of this combinations will readily be understood by refer- 
ence to the official schedules issued by the “national executive committee” 
of the consolidated organizations. 

The last page of this document is interesting reading in connec- 
tion with the particular subject now before us ur the whole 
schedule. I read: 

FORECAST OF THE LEADING GLASS MANUFACTURER IN THE UNITED STATES, 
[Published in the National Glass Budget, March 27, 1897.] 
The window-glass situation. 
date the Chambers e 
has! issued the following circular to the ca Bee Keroro Fes 


and Means Committee of the 


resent Congress have re 
bill, which restores the Mc 


duties on window glass, bo 
by 60, which increases the 
larger Sizes. 


doubt the tariff S Sena des become a law not later than July 
DR UR lier. eans increased 


all — la. une 1, or ear This m: cost, as 
&nd material si ill be’ very much higher. “This, taken in connec- 
3 small and bed have 2 an 


the further fact tha 


8 reus onto the mares 


5 Roper e 
prices. Wo therefore do LOL heel 22 70 


25 present y Prius all the glass they believe they will 
CHAMBERS GLASS COMPANY, 
CHAMBERS, President. 


we feel that e are 
marie ME a full 3 
bilities ther in favor of 
advise our friends to bu: 
require up to the Ist of 


J. A. 

I take it that this assertion is well founded, or it would not 
have been made in this public manner. 

I have before me a letter accompanying a document illustrating 
this situation, which comes from the city of New York, and is 
signed by Theodore W. Morris & Co., which is as follows: 

New YORK, April 12, 1897. 


DEAR SrR: We hand —— an analysis of the tariff bill 
Which has Deep prevared feum. experience in the impo: of com- 
mon window glass— 


They refer to the statement timed vmm 


tted herewith will influence the action of of your honora. 
Woe have the honor toremain, ~ 
Yours, very truly, 
Hon. STEPHEN M. WHITE, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
If we look at the comparative table under which we are acting, 
we fail to find any 5 additional auty d; ed to be 
8 consistent wi e theory announced as the "T 
erning the framing of this bill. DEN true that there any 
5 competition resulting from an terior legislation. I 
not — uem er fig compe petition is of << a — uw to 
prevent the pro: e carrying on o industry un 
rate of 94 per And this I reason from the fact that but a 
very anual portion of the actus] conautapuon of the United Batekig' 
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"eue by the imported goods. Of this there seems to beno doubt; 
and, locking at the comparative table on page 36, we find that in 
1893 cylinder, crown, and common window glass, unpolished, 
not exceeding 10 by 15 inches square," showed an im tion of 
12,778,538 pounds, as compared with 13,154,689 pounds in 1896—a 
bi trifling increase, exceedingly so. 

‘aking the size above 10 by 15 inches and not exceeding 16 
by 24 inches,” the importations in 1893 were 15,298,276 pounds, and 
in 1896, 15,373,922 pounds, or almost the same; the com- 

are quite closely. Above ue 24 inches and not exceedin 
m by 30 inches," we had in 1 an importation of 17,471, 

unds, T in 1896, 12,318,075, or more than 5,000,000 less in 1896 

an in 1893. 

8 GRAY. Under the Wilson law and under the McKinley 

W. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes. So, as I have already said, if it be an ex- 
cuse that there have been excessive importations supplied from 
ide, x parts, that excuse has no applicability here, because the 
supply, instead of increasing in this grade, has actually dimin- 
ished, and the duty already written in the Wilson law as to that 

icular item was 14 cents per pound, making an ad valorem of 
00 per cent and a little over. The committee proposition is 115.16; 
ouse proposition 139.70. 

It is interesting to note the extent of the reductions proposed by 
theSenatecommittee upon this icularitem. Thus,inthe sizeof 
**not ex ing 10 by 15" the House bill is 55, the Senate bill 
49.46, and the old rate was 43.15; in the size **above 10 by 15" the 
House bill is 125 and the Senate bill 107.02; in the size above 16 
by 24" the House bill is 139.70 and the Senate bill 115.16; in the 
“cylinder, crown, and common window glass, unpolished, not 
exceeding 24 by 36 inches" the House rate is 151.31, the Senate 
bill 126.46, and the rate in the Wilson law is 103.24. 

Mr. President, this schedule has attracted much attention all 
over the country. I have a communication here from a very promi- 
nent wholesale dealer in the city in which I live. He refers not 
only to this schedule, but also to the earthenware schedule. I 
intended to present his remarks in connection with another sched- 
ule, and will do so, perhaps, later on as to the paragraphs that 
were passed over to-day. I will, however, ask the retary to 
read the letter, as it applies not only to earthenware, but also 
to crockery increases in general. The firm forwarding this com- 
munication is areputable and well-established institution and deals 
not in foreign goods alone, but deals in domestic articles as well, 
per a general assortment and meeting the demands of the trade 
in bo 


5 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 
uested. 
e Secretary read as follows: 

Los ANGELES, CAL., April 12, 1897. 
DEAR Sir: We call to your attention the crockery and glassware changes 
ning and if ther P, any poss dide Way 1o (D 20, Uo weuld Hike to 

A i ere is an e way to do so, we wi e 

— 8 thi y e Senate —— ttee who has Supe g 
a passed the bill, it 
People. 


r 

1. English ware, under the present Wilson tariff, costs at port of entry about 
15 cent more than the same e of American ware is g for. 

This difference of about 15 per cent shows that either the American 
manufacturer did not get the protection afforded him or could not take ad- 
vantage of it on account of the difference in quality between the foreign and 
domestic productions. 

8. As the present nominal duty of 30 per cent is Y to the package and 

charges, as well as to the ware itself, and added to this is the foreign 
Freigh ocean freight and marine insurance, the American manufacturer, 
under the Wilson is actually afforded a protection of about 69 per cent 
on white earthenware and over To r cent on glassware. 

4. Since the change from the McKinley ff to the Wilson, there have 
been but few failures for the last three put which shows plainly that they 
arein condition at the rate at which they are selling 
5. The proposed rate of duty of 55 per cent in white énware increases 
the protection to the American manufacturer from 69 per cent, as noted in 
Lam gr to about 92 per cent. 

6. è object of the Ways and Means Committee, as given out, is to in- 
crease the revenue as well as to afford additional protection. 

7. Obviously, if the American manufacturer takes the full advantage of 
the protection afforded, 92 per cent, it forces the consumer to yayan abnor- 
mal profit or tribute. If the American manufacturers do not take the full 
advan afforded them, but use it to undersell fo wares, will not re- 
action on the Government DEI the importations? 

B. Past experience in the c and nware industries has proven 
that an increase of protection does not always bring an increase of 
the workingmen. Enould, however, the American potters restore the re- 
duction of 5 r cent in wages, there would still remain a margin of over 20 
per cent add: tional profits to the American potter under this rate 
of duty. To be more explicit. the American manufacturers, under the Wil- 
son bil, have a protection of 69 per cent, and it is presumed have made a 
profit, as they have continued and some have increased their business and 
new com ies have started. Consequently, if they are given an additional 

on of the difference between 69 pA 92 per cent, or 23 g cènt, the 
amount added to the 15 per cent they are now underselling lish pee 

it would make a total of 38 per cent, and deducting a possible ma ne ain 
12} per cent in wages, it would leave a net approximate margin of 254 per 


cen 
9. As to glassware, it is a noteworthy fact, to which we call your attention, 
that to-day. nador the Wilson tariff, American glass manufacturers pay the 
ff No basiness should be subject, by legislation, to such extreme changes 
as shown, between a duty of 30 and 55 per cent and 85 and 60 per cent. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 28, 


1l. Few, if any other, schedules on the new tariff bill have been advanced 
in such a relatively ue d 

12. We are dealers in both the American and foreign wares to meet the 
demands of ing ess Be interest in any Toren: factories, our functi 


as me; ts, nd the best value for consumer; and we 

that, as crockery and glassware are used in every household in the land, 
there is no fa 88 on which the new tariff protection will be so 
severely felt, for the reason that an increase from 30 to 55 and from 35 to 60 


— cent will add fully 25 per cent to the retail prices which every family will 


In case you should wish any other information re ng this tariff, you 
may write to Charles S. Dennis, of On Whale. e Crockery oe 


Glassware Association, room 60, Borden Block, Chicago. 
Yours, respectfully, 


Hon. STEPHEN M. WHITE, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES] read à communication which has been transmitted to the 
honorable chairman of the Ways and Means Committee of the 
House of Representatives by the Boston Plate and Window Glass 
Company. "That institution inclosed a copy of the same letter to 
me. Ishall not read the inclosure, however, as it is now in th 
RECORD in the remarks of the Senator from Arkansas, but I wi 
read the note which was transmitted to me at the time the inclo- 
sure was sent. The letter is as follows: 


MEYBERG BROS, 


Boston, March 31, 1897. 


DEAR Sin: We beg to inclose py af a letter we sent on January 5 last 
the Hon. NELSON DINGLEY, Jr., man of the Committee on Ways 
Means, and we beg to make an additional protest st any increase what- 
soever in the present rates of duties on unpolished cylinder window glass 


Schedule B). 
: The * duties on this article by the present or Wilson tariff give the 
American manufacturers a protection of nearly 100 per cent over the cost of 
the glass packed and delivered on board steamers abroad. 
That is a very remarkable statement, but it seems to be entirely 
verified and vindicated by the figures already presented— 


This was the average percentage of protection during the whole year 1890, 


andis is mad by taki total importations for th 1 sh 
e ng our ons for the year and 
the average dut Lon heave sizes and qualities ed in a vel - dou 
The rates by the present tariff come so near to being hibitory that three- 
500,000 boxes of glass 


quarters or more of the yearly consumption of about 
in this country is ed by the American makers. 

Any increase whatsoever over present rates of duties will tend to lesse 
the now small proportion 8 or ee any importation of this - 
cle, will therefore work injury to the importers and their many employees 
and will lessen the Government's revenue, 


present tariff on un 
enue and will still aff 


in the present tariff rates on this article will accrue solely to only a few man- 


An 


we will be ha; to furnish you, 


y, yours, 
: BOSTON PLATE AND WINDOW GLASS Co., 
By E. A. HILLS, President. 
Hon. 8. M. WH 


T 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. President, it must be obvious that the criticism which is 
now being directed against this scheduie is not in any sense an 

ttack As 8 the theory that the American manufacturer must be 
protected, because, so far as I am concerned, I am assuming that 
the policy indicated by the mejor here must prevail, and I do 
not care, except for the purpose of illustration, to argue the mat- 
ter upon any other basis; but there is nothing yet before the Sen- 
ate indicating that the present tariff is not adequate; there is 
nothing before the Senate indicating that it is not extremely pro- 
tective. The American manufacturer is gradually obtaining 
possession of the American market, and is obtaining this possession 
not by any slow movement, but obtaining it thoronghly and rap- 
idly. As that is the case, it seems to me we have reached the 
point where we can afford to rest. 
There is no motion before the Senate to reduce this high rate, 
which is 100 per cent now upon some grades, and much higher 
upon others; but there is very properly, as is s ted by the 
Senate committee, a reduction of the rates in the House bill, but 
no attempt to go back to the rates in the Wilson bill; which, upon 
any theory of protection, are adequate and complete. It is ade- 
quate, because under it there has been no substantial increase of 
importations; it is adequate, because under it the American man- 
ufacturer practically has the market; and I do not understand 
that absolute prohibition is attempted here. 
We have the statement of the chairman of the committee, very 
correctly made, that it is not easy to procure adequate revenue 
under present conditions. There isa remarkable matter to which 
I might direct the attention of the Senate in connection with this 
subject of revenue, showing, as the Senator from Rhode Island 
has stated, the difficulty of obtaining sufficient money in the or- 
dinary way to meet the expenses of the Government, and which 
discloses very clearly that the Wilson Act, so-called, is a much 
better revenue producer than was the McKinley Act. I shall not 


1897. 
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delay the Senate at this time to find the figures, but I will state 
the result, and afterwards can refer to the matter again. 

The last fiscal year of the McKinley Act, during which it was 
enforced throughout the whole of the year, terminated June 30, 
1894. The Wilson Act did not go into effect until January, 1895, 
butthe last year of the McKinley Act terminated, when we refer 
to the fiscal year, on June 30, 1894. If we take the first fiscal year 
during which the Wilson law was in full force, to wit, the fiscal 

ear terminating on the 30th day of June, 1896, we find that the 
Wilson law produced more revenue by many million dollars than 
did the McKinley Act during its last fiscal year, showing that 
during hard times—íor the times were hard in both instances; 
the markets were in Lad condition; they are in a bad condition 
now, and it might be difficult, perhaps, to determine whether they 
were in a worse condition during the former period than the lat- 
ter—but, at all events, depression was the rule, and yet the Wil- 
son Act yielded more revenue than the McKinley Act, thus dem- 
onstrating, whatever may be its imperfections—and no doubt 
they are many—that as a revenue producer, as a means of obtain- 
ing money wherewith to supply the expenses of the Government, 
it was an enactment superior to the McKinley law. 

Why was that? Obviously, among other reasons, because of 
the high duties on certain lines. "True, another reason can be 
found, and a valid one, in this, that the people had no means 
wherewith to purchase; but that unfortunate condition yet pre- 
vails, and I have not yet heard anyone who undertakes to assert 
when a change will take place; that is, to assert that he has abso- 
lute knowledge on that point. 

Can it be the policy of the Senate, or of either of the parties in 
the Senate, to pass a bill containing provisions of a character so 
excessive with relation to the Wilson Act as to prohibit all impor- 
tations? If we simply desire to equalize the labor cost and to put 
the American producer in that respect upon a level with the for- 
eigner, to give him an advantage and to afford him an opportunity 
to take possession of the American market, we have done all that 
any advocate of protection could legitimately ask us to do. 

But, apart from this theory, and entirely independent of the 
notions of extreme 8 or halfway protection, we have 
staring in our faces the truth that the McKinley rates were so ex- 
tensively prohibitive that a revenue was not afforded sufficient to 
maintain the Government, and the view of the present enactment 
is to increase the revenue. The chairman of the committee in- 
forms us that the conditions are such, and the financial results of 
the bill so problematical, that heis compelled to resort unwillingly 
to sources which he would far rather be permitted to call on at 
some later and more gent time. 

Now, I submit that when we have reached the point where the 
American manufacturer has possession of the market, and where 
the statistics showing importations under the Wilson law indi- 
cate that that possession is not to be disturbed, we can afford to 
rest our theories, whether free trade, or protection, or anything 
else, and say, ‘‘ We have gone far enough." 

There is a great deal of literature on the glass subject, apply- 
ing generally to the various subdivisions of the bill, someof which 
possibly Imay place before the Senate later on. My knowledge 
of the rates and of the effect of the proposed tariff 1s derived, of 
course, from what Iread about it. I have before me a paper 
called the National Glass Budget and two or three other papers 
issued by those interested on one side or the other in the business— 
I mean on the part of manufacturers or importers—and looking 
over the whole subject I can not find any disagreement as to the 
facts I have stated here; the hearings before the House commit- 
tee disclose no error in the figures which have been given to the 
Senate, and the npn s made by the Senate Finance Com- 
mittee and submitted to us for our guidance are directly confirm- 
atory of thecriticisms which we have made here to-day. If there 
is any reason to su that the conclusions reached are not 
right, I would chee y support the tariff suggested by the com- 
mittee, but as the matter now stands I will certainly support the 
amendment offered by theSenator from Arkansas. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. At- 
DRICH], in his speech setting forth the merits of the pending bill, 
said it is a moderate measure. If his mind adverted to the tariff 
on ordinary window glass, he certainly must have smiled in- 
wardly to himself, for the bill, instead of being moderate, is 
excessive in its rates. Notwithstanding the fact of a decline in 
the value of glass along the lines of nearly every one of these 
schedules or parts of paragraphs, V ay specific rates of duty 
have been levied, so that, as stated by the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. MILLS], the rates have run up to the excessive point of 168 
per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. President, if there is a period when the greed for protection 
will cease, it has never yet been discovered. 1t would seein that 
the rates imposed upon glassware by the Wilson Act itself were 
high enough for any purposes of protection, or even of prohibition. 
Those rates are very high. Glass worth 2 cents a pound some- 
times is rated at a cent a pound, about 50 per cent ad valorem. 
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Under 2 cents a pound, on cylinder, crown, and common window 
glass, unpolished, not exceeding 10 by 15 inches, under the Wilson 
Act the duty is 1 cent a pound, the equivalent ad valorem being 
47 per cent. Those rates were high enough to satisfy the excessive 

for protection, and why raise the specific rates on a declin- 
ing value, unless it be to wall up the United States, completely 
shut out all foreign. importations, and allow the home producers 
to charge whatever price they choose for the article? 

Is that the purpose of the pending bill? Is it not confessed here 
in the excessive rates upon glass—the common glass of the people— 
that the people are to have no protection whatever against any 
rates that the home manufacturers choose to impose upon them? 
No relief can come from foreign importations. The rates are ex- 
cessive, and the people are to be turned over to the tender mercies 
of the trusts in glassware. 

It is stated by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] that 
there is no trust, but the trust pA ory ioma itself. There is 
no need of any trust when you have a barrier that keeps out all 
competitors in thə same line of goods. That period will never 
come, dreamed of by philosophic and humane protectionists, when 
the home competition will cutdown the prices. It has never come. 
It will never come. There has to be an outside influence to hold 
in check the rapacity of the home producer. He naturally unites, 
and, with or withoutatrust, the whole range of tariff history shows 
that the domestic price is held up to the price of the imported ar- 
ticle all the time. 

I only rose to express my indignation at the excessive rate of 
duties in paragraph 98, which we are now discussing. The Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island has been predicting estimates; 1 will pre- 
dict results. I predict that these excessive rates will destroy the 
very principle which they seek to uphold—the tariff principle of 
the protectionists. You have made your wall too high. You have 
allowed rates to be excessive. Under the guise of those rates the 
American consumers can be absolutely fleeced. Thereis no relief 
for the consumer. Every time an importer of any article comes 
before the Senate there is an exclamation of derision from the 
other side of the Chamber. ‘‘He is an importer, and therefore 
his testimony or his statements should be utterly despised and 
rejected and scorned before the Senate.” 

"rom the nature of his position he more or less represents the 
consumer. The consumers can never be heard except through 
this indirect channel. They can not come here to represent them- 
selves. The body is too vast. the consumers are too poor, while 
the mannfacturers have paid representatives to advance their 
interests before committees having in charge the formation of bills 
of this sort. 

It should be made very clear to the Senate that under the rates 
of the Wilson Act, as high as they were and as un-Democratic as 
they were in this particular instance, no importations have come 
in to threaten the home manufacturer. e importations have 
decreased. Wherefore is it, we ask, that you want now toimpose 
higher and higher rates, if not to turn over the consumer to the 
tender mercies of the home seller? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Before the vote is taken, in view of 
the statement made by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEW- 
ELL], though I do not want to be understood as saying at all that 
there was any mistake about his statement that the glass manu- 
facturers in his locality are not connected with the trust, I wish 
to present to the Senate a communication which I received from 
James A. Pugh, manager of a glasshouse in Chicago, in which he 
says: 

The manufacturers of unpolished cylinder or common window glass are 
located in Indiana and Pennsylvania, in the natural-gas belts, fuel being a 
large item in the expense of man turing this glass. The window- 
manufacturers have formed themselves into two associations, one known as 
the Pittsburg Window Glass Association, which controls the distribution of 
the product for the Eastern market, and the other as the Western Window 
Glass Association, controlling the distribution of the Dorn for the 

Jm 


Western market, these two associations controlling about 95 per cent of the 


production in this country. These tions fix a price at which window 
glass shall be sold, and i 


orders are divided pro rata among the factories. 
The importations of window glass are com 


r atively small, compared with 
the production in this pantry, and what g there is DURS is for the 
Eastern market, the freight po much to send it out West. 

The manufacturers, through these associations, at the be gof each 
season, sign a scale of prices to be paid their workmen, the blowers, the flat- 
teners, the cutters, etc., which scale determinesthe wages for the year. 
November, after a long struggle, the manufacturers signed a scale which 
was the same asthe year before, but provided, in the event of a higher duty 
being placed on sheet glass, the men were to receive a certain advance ont of 
whatever advance was made in the duty. The duty on vx eene cylinder 
or crown window glass is covered by paragraph 98, and when ornamented, 
by paragraph 104. 

As bearing on this question, I will read a short extract from the 
National Glass Budget, which I imagine is good authority among 
glass men. Under the head Window glass," of date May 8, 1897, 
the following occurs: 

WINDOW GLASS. 


There is very little new to note in window glass, except that there is no 
material change. Jobbers are buying a little freer, but glass is still being 
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ie settlement of — — will be slow and diffienlt next fall, and even if no 
tariff advances were likely, a late start in the factories may be looked for, as 
manufacturers are not going to make higher-priced glass with their stock 
sheds full of cheaper glass out of which it is in their power to squeeze all the 
trade will bear. It is stated by the officialsof the combine that present stocks 
are considerably lighter than they were last year at this time. and that being 
thecase, with more potsin operation than last year,and more constant produc- 
tion, it follows that consumption has been slowly increasing, and that jobbers 
are holding more glass than a year ago. Eve: ing pointsto the wisdom of 
buying at present prices. No one at all informed on the conditions of 
the market believes that glass wil! be lower. It is dead certain that wages 
and perhaps raw materi will be higher next blast, and as soon as the tariff 
pus passed, manufacturers are certain to advance prices on stock then 

eld. 

This seems to show, from the standpoint of the glass Ie 
what the object and intention of this increase in the tariff taxa- 
tion are, that the American people are to be ME to pay higher 
rates for this absolute necessary of life than they have heretofore 
been paying. I ask for the yeas and nayson the question of agree- 

to the amendment. 
he PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. e Committee on Finance report an amend- 
ment, in 98, line 20, to strike out *'three-eighths " and 
insert **one-fourth;" so as to read: 

Unpolished, cylinder, crown. and common window glass, not exceeding 10 
by 15 Inches square, 1} cents per pound. - 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My motion was. as a substitute for 
the committee amendment, to strike out one and three-eighths ” 
and insert 1 cent." : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the opinion of the Chair 
under the agreement made that the committee amendments shall 
be first yoted upon, it is entirely competent, if the amendment be 


adopted, for the Senator to offer an amendment striking ont and | Dan 


one fourth." 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If no question is raised avout the 
right of the Senate to strike out what it has just voted in, I will 
agree to that course, z 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will noid that the 
Senator from Arkansas can do so. i : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no doubt the Chair will carry 
it through. Ido not care for the yeas and nays on the question, 
then. I withdraw the demand. f 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then,I suppose, if the amend- 
ment of the committee is agreed to, the Senator from Arkansas 
will pr his amendment; 

The P. IDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the com- 
mittee amendment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is objection, but the other side 
have the vote necessary to have it agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be con- 
sidered as agreed to. The Senator from Arkansas moves to strike 
out I cents” and insert **1 cent," which is entirely in order. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). lam paired with 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. Were he pres- 
ent, I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. D (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. : 

Mr. ELKINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
my coll Mr. FAULKNER]. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore (when Mr. FRYE'S name was 
called). As this seems to be a test vote on an important schedule, 
the Senator from Maine will announce his pair with the senior 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. HANNA (when his name was called). Ihavea permanen: 

ir on the pending bill with the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. 
WLINS], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut (when Mr. HAWLEY'S name was 
called). Idesire to announce t my colleague [Mr. HAWLEY 
has been called from the city, and, I understand, is pai wi 
the Senator from Virginia r. DANIEL) If my colleague were 
present, he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when ħis name was called). Ihave 
a pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr Hate]. If he were 
present, I should vote ** yea." Z 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). 
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paired with the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon]. If he were 
present, I should vote “yea.” ] 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). I have a perma- 
nent pair with the Senator from Delaware . KENNEY], which 
includes the pending bill. I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. WALTH (when his name was called). I am 
with the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 
wise I should vote yea.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

. Mr. BATE (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire to 
ae Sar 3p if the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. DEBOE] has 
voted? 

? s. PRESIDEN T pro tempore. He has not voted, the Chair is 
informed. 

Mr. BATE. Iwithdraw my vote, being paired with that Sen- 
ator for to-day. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 28; as follows: 


ther- 


YEAS—18. 
Bacon, Gray, Morgan, 
Berry, Beitfeld, Murphy, Vel 
Caffery, Lindsay, Pett Wy White. 
Chilton, Mallory, Pettus, 

Mills, Roach, 

NAYS—28. 
Aldrich, Fairbanks, McEn Proctor, 
Allison, Foraker, MeMillax, Quay, : 
Burrows, Gallinger, Mason, houp, 
Carter, Gear, Nelson, Stewart, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Perkins, Warren, 

ullom, Jones, Nev. Platt, Conn. Wetmore, 
Davis, McBride, Pritchard, Wilson. 
NOT VOTING—42. 
Allen, Frye, Kyle, Smith, 
Baker, George, Lodge, Spooner, 
Bate. Gorman, Mantle, Teller. 
Butler, Hale, Mart urston, 
on, Hanna, Mitchell, 
Clark, Harris, Mo Turner, 
Clay. Harris, Tenn. : althall, 
iel, Hawley, Wellington, 

Deboe, Hoar, Platt, N. Y. Wolcot 
Elkins, Jones, Ark. Rawlins, 
Faulkner, Kenney, we 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 98, page 24, line 23, 
before the word *: cents," to strike out ‘‘seyen-eighths” and insert 
**five-eighths;" so as to read: 

Unpolished, cylinder, ; glass, 3 
b 15 inches 9 CCTV . — 

inches square, 14 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I propose to move an amendment. 
The committee reported to strike out ‘‘seven-eighths” and insert 
**five-eighths," which has been agreed to. I move to strike out 
‘*five-eighths” and insert ** one-fourth.” : 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendmentwill be stated. 

The SECRETARY. paragraph 98, line 22, it is proposed to strike 
out **five-eighths" and insert ** one-fourth;" so as to read: 

One and one-fovrth cents per pound. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The last yea-and-nay vote would 
seem to indicate that there is not much hope of undertaking to 
get our friends on the other side to relent at all in the exorbitant 
tax on this necessary of life, but as I have heard While the lamp 
holds out to burn," etc., I propose to have one more vote on the 
subject to see if we can not get some additional help. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment e by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On that I ask for the yeas and na; 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and theSecretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BATE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. DEBOE].. If he were here, 1 should 
vote '* yea.” 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON]. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE]. Were he pres- 
ent, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. If he were here, I 
should vote ** yea.” 

Mr. 5 his name was called). I am paired with 
m Seta R T. FAULKNER]. 

Nur. (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw rss}. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when his name was called). I am 


paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. Ishould vote 
s qoa if he were present. 
. PASCO (when his name was called). I again announce my 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL, RECORD—SENATE. 


1331 


ir with the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon]. If he were pres- 
nt, I should vote yea.” > 
Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called), I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. If he 
were present, I should vote ** yea." 
The roll call was concluded: 
IMS CLARK. Iam paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
RRIS]. 
Mr. SON. I again announce the pair of my ees r, 
r. TURNER] with the senior Senator from Massachusetts 
OAR}. 
Nr. MITCHELL. I am paired with the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 
The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 

n, ray. Morgan, Turpie, 
8 Heitfeld, Murphy, Vest, 
Caffery, indsay, tigrew, White. 
Colon. Mallory, Pettus, 

NAYS—277. 

Aldri Fairbanks, McEnery, 7. 
Alleen, Foraker. McMillan, an Shoup, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Mason, tewart, 
Chandi Hansbrough, Platt, Conn. M DOE 

er, roug; etmore, 
Cullom, ' Jones, Nev. Pritchard, Wilson. 
Davis, Bride. Proctor. 

NOT VOTING—43. 

Alle e, Kyle, Sewell, 
Baker, George, Lodge, Smith, 
Bate, Gorman, Mantle, 8 
Butler, Hale, — 75 m bor 
Cann Hanna, e ursto: 
Fark. Harris, Kans. orrill, Tillman, " 
Olay, Harris, Tenn. Nelson, Turner, 
Daniel, Hawley, Wal 
Deboe, Hoar, Penrose. Wellington, 

i Jones, Ark. Platt, N. Y. Wolcott. 
Faulkner, Kenney, Rawlins, 


So the amendment was rejected. 7 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance will be stated. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 98, page 24, line 25, to 
strike out **and three-eighths;" so as to read: 

Above that, and not exceeding 24 by 39 inches square, 2 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out two“ and in- 
sert ‘‘one and three-fourths;" so as to read: 

Above that, and not exceeding 24 by 30 inches square, 1f cents per pound. 


That is the present rate. The Senate having voted on two | 


amendments in the same line in this paragraph and having voted 
them down, I wil not occupy the time of the Senate by asking 
for the yeas and nays. Although itis quite an important para- 
graph and I should be glad to have a record made, I will not take 
up the time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from ANA 

'The amendment was rejected. 

'The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 98, page 25, line 2, after the word and,“ to strike out “‘seven- 
eighths" and insert three-eighths;“ so as to read: 

Above that, and not exceeding 24 by 36 inches square, 2} cents per pound, 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out two and three- 
eighths" and insert the word ‘‘ two,” which is the present rate; so 
as to read: 

Above that, and not exceeding 21 by 36 inches square, 2 cents per pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
ihe amendment of the Senator from Arkana 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 98, page 25, line 3, after the word d," to insert all;“ 

d in the same line, after the word “ that," to strike out “and 
not exceeding 30 by 40 inches square, three and three-eighths" 
and insert two and three-fourths;" so as to read: 

All above that, 21 cents per pound. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the words two 
and three-fourths” and insert ‘‘two and one-eighth;" so as to 


All above that, 2} cents per pound. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 98, page 25, line 6, after the word ** pound” to strike out: 

Above that, and not exceeding 40 by 60 inches square, 3; cents per pound; 
above that, 41 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I wish to call attention to the 


geo of paragraph 98, and I offer the following amendment to it: 
line 9 I move to insert the word “upon” before the word un- 
polished;” in line 11 to strike out the words shall contain” and 
insert the word containing,“ and in the same line insert the 
words ‘‘more or less" after feet and strike out and“ in the 
twelfth line. The proviso now reads: 

Provided, That unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window glass, 
pute in boxes, shall contain 50 square feet, as nearly as ieee wilt T- 
dea the duty shall be computed reon according to the actual wi t 
g 

I always entertain a very honest suspicion about a proviso in 
any statute. It is the natural site of an ambush; and whether it 
was so intended here or not, I wish to make it very plain that we are 
not to be led into it without knowing that there is one. I think 
that under the.text of the proviso as reported it is 3 to pro- 
hibit entirely the importation of unpolished cylinder, crown, and 
common window glass imported in boxes, because, in the first 
place, it may be said that it contains ** 50 square feet as nearly as 
sizes will permit." 

Now, what will the custom-house officer do in reference to the 
boxes of glass? It would depend. entirely upon his discretion 
whether he would admit it or not. He might say that it contained 
less than 50 square feet, and that would prevent the importation. 
He might A that it contained more than 50 square feet, and it 
would have the same result. He might say that it was a box not 
as nearly as sizes would permit containing 50 square feet, and de- 
feat the importation. So there are three methods, and very plain 
ones, in the proviso for the absolute prohibition of the importation 
of glass of the character mentioned in it. It would be a great 
deal better, a great deal plainer, and, according to my view, more 
candid to make the prohibition absolute at once than to do it by 
indirection, as is sought to be done in the text of the proviso. 

Imove to amend the proviso so that it will read: 

Provided, That upon unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window 
glass, imported in boxes containing 50 square feet, more or less as nearly as 
sizes wüf permit, the duty shall be computed thereon according to the actual 
weight of glass. 

This amendment does not come in conflict with the notion of 
computing the duty upon the weight of the glass. After the Sen- 
ate has voted the very excessive increase upon common window 
glass and unpolished cylinder, and crown glass, the estimate of 
it by weight is N as just and fair as any other. The amend-: 
ment does not disturb that method, but the amendment does pre- 
vent the arbitrary discretion of the custom- house officer from pro- 
hibiting the importation entirely. 

I believe, sir, that the duties upon all glass certainly are high 
enough under existing law; that no increase of duty is needed for 
of revenue and none is needed for p of encourage- 
ment, for there are two things in the title of bil. I will say 
to the authors of it, whoever they are, that this title is the most 
modest which has ever been suggested for a bill of this kind, from 
the political parties downward upon the other side of the aisle or 
the other end of the Capitol. Irecollect the last one was a bill to 
reduce taxation and to protect American industries and manufac- 
tures. "This title has only two features—to provide revenue for 
the Government and to encourage the industries of the United 
States. Revenue and encouragement! It is not needful, either 
for encouragement or revenue, for either of these purposes, that 
there should be any increase 3 the rates on glass. It is enti 
a mistake to think that a high rate of duty not prohibitory— 
Scy increases or encourages importations. It does not 

0 80. 

The home manufacturer can prevent php at any time 
by selling his ware under the duty line, and he can always com- 
mand the market. The opportunity to import affects prices in the 
same way as importation itself. The ability and the opportunity 
to import affects prices in the same manner as actual importation. 
That is the reason why we voted, not only with respect to this 
section, but with respect to others, against the increase in tariff 
rates. 

I do not know whether it was the intention by this proviso to 
make an absolute prohibition of the importation of the commoner 
and cheaper grades of window glass and other glass goods, but I 
am certain, under any construction of the proviso, that result will 
follow, and I would a great deal sooner make the correction now - 
than to trust the discretion of the custom-house officer or the 
rules and regulations of the Secretary of the Treasury upon the 
text of such a statute. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. TURPIE. With Mu aes pleasure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 
will s d a moment. The amendment of the Senator from In- 


diana will be read. 

The SECRETARY, On page 25, par. ph 98, in line 9, before 
the word “unpolished,” insert the word ‘‘upon;” in line 11, strike 
out the words shall contain" and insert the word **containing;" 


im 
mi 
of 
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**more or 


after the word “feet,” in the same line, insert the wor 
less;" and after the word“ permit," in line 12, strike out the word 
**and;" so that if amended the proviso will read: 

Provided, That upon unpolished rover. crown, and common window 


lass, imported in boxes containing uare feet more or less, as nearly as 
em permit, the duty shall be C oroputed thereon according to the otal 
weight of glass. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The suggestion I was about to make to the 
Senator from Indiana when he took his seat is that the lan 
found in the proviso is precisely the language used in the existing 
law, the act of 1894, in a proviso, and it is precisely the language 
used in the act of 1890. As far as my recollection goes (I have 
not the bill here, but I think I am right abont it), it is precisely 
the language used in the act of 1883. So I do not think it possible 
to be open to the construction the Senator gives it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What is the object of the proviso? Will the 
Senator state? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The object is to have the importations made 
ina ar form as near as can be done. 

Mr. TURPIE. Oh, no; pardon me; the object of the proviso is 
to calculate the rate of duties upon weight. That is the object of 
the proviso. I do not interfere with that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not see any objection to the language 
which the Senator from Indiana suggests. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There can be none. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not see any objection to it, and I think I 
will accept the amendment. 

Mr. LISON. I suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island 
that if the proviso is to read as the Senator from Indiana suggests. 
it is wholly unnecessary, because, of course, if they areimported in 
boxes containing 50 miners feet as nearly as sizes will permit, they 
will pay a duty according to the weight just as they would if im- 

rted in boxes of 100 feet. 

Mr. TURPIE. Nothing woni improve e sentiment in respect 
to the whole paragraph better than to strike out the proviso. I 
accept the su tion of the Senator from Iowa. 

x Mr. . The act of 1883 is somewhat different. 
ere. 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the proviso may be again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e proviso will be again read. 

The Secretary. If amended the proviso would read: 

Provided, That upon unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window 
glass, imported in boxes containing 50 square feet more or lesa, as nearly as 
sizes will permit, the duty shall be computed thereon accor ding to the actual 
weight of glass. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Icanseenoobjecticn to the adoption 
of the suggestion of the Senator from Indiana. If it is the inten- 
tion thatthis paragraph shall be construed as we ail think it ought 
to be, the words proposed by the Senator from Indiana will only 
make it more certain and can not bring in any complication. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Letit goin; and if we see any objection to it 
hereafter, we will call the attention of the Senator from Indiana 
to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment will be considered as agreed to. It is agreed to. The next 
amendment of the committee will be stated. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 99, page 25, line 20, after the word square.“ to strike out 
“twenty” and insert ' fifteen; and in line 21, after the word 
“ that,” to strike out forty and insert twenty;” so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

E ing 16 by 2 E 
J!... ͤ Kb 
6 cents per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 21 by 60 inches square, 
l5cents per square foot; above that, W cents per square foot. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Inline 16 of the paragraph just read 
I cs to strike out “four” and insert two and one-half;" so as 
to read: 


Cylinder and crown glass, polished, not exceeding 16 by 21 inches square, 
2 cents per square foot. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question; and declared 
that the noes ap ed to prevail. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, If there is a doubt about it, I should 
like to have the yeas and nays. It is an important vote anyhow. 

The yeas andnays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BATE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. DEBOE]. If he were present, I would 


vote Nea.“ 
Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON]. 
r. CLAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE]. I should vote 


„Nen, if he were present. 3 
I am paired with 


ANIEL (when his name was called). 
Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I am paired 


Ihaveit 


the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 


with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEwELL]. If he were 
present, I should vote yea and he would vote “nay.” 
Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). The Senator from 


Delaware [Mr. KENNEY] will stand paired with the junior Senator 


= Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE], and therefore I will vote. I 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. CLAY. Upon that announcement I will have my vote re- 
corded. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 


Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I would vote 
“yea” but for my pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 


SPOONER]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after having voted in the affirmative). 
I voted inadvertently, Iam paired with the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE], and I withdraw my vote. 


Mr. FR If necessary to make a quorum, I will vote. I vote 


“nay.” 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. For the purpose of making a quorum, 
I will vote. I vote yea.“ 
The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 27; as follows: 
YEAS—20. 
Bacon. Cockrell, Mallory, Pettus, 
Sager Heitfeld EM Turpi 
ery, eitfeid, organ, 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Murphy. Vest, si 
Clay, Lindsay, Pett W. White. 
NAYS—27. 
Aldrich, Foraker, McMillan, Proctor, 
Allison, Frye, on, may, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Nelson, Shoup, 
Chandler. Gear, Penrose, Stew: 
Cullom. Hansbrough, Perkins, Warren, 
Davis, McBride, Platt, Conn. Wetmore, 
Fairbanks, McEnery, Pritchard, 
NOT VOTING—41. 

Alien. George, Lodge. Teller, 
Baer. Gorman, Mantle, Th 

ate. Hale, Martin, Tillman, 
Butler. Hanna, Mitchell, ‘Turner, 
Cannon, Harris, Kans. Morrill, Walthall, 
Carte Harris, Tenn. 20, Wellington, 
Clark Hawley, Platt, N. Y. iison, 
Daniel, Hoar. w Wolcott. 
Debo Jones, Nev. Sewell, 
Elkins, Kenney. Smith, 
Faulkner, Kyle, Spooner, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 18 I move to strike out, after 
the word „square.“ the word **six" and insert the word four,“ 
which will make it the present rate. It would then read: 

99. Cylinder and crown glass, quan. not exceeding 16 by 24 inches square, 


4 cents per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 30 inches square, 
4 cents per square foot. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from 9 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to call attention to the generosity of the 
Senators who framed this bill as to the last two classifications of 
th's paragraph. They have put in the Wilson rate, while they 
increased upon the first two classifications 13 cents on one and 2 
cents upon the other. If Senators will turn to the comparative 
statement, they will understand at once why this generosity was 
exhibited. There was under that last classification but one pane 
of giass that came into the United States in 1896. 

Mr. ALLISON. That simply shows that the duty was protect- 
ive under the Wilson rate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is now past 5o'clock, and I suggest 
tothe Senator from Rhode Island that he allow us to adjourn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope to goon until half past 5,80 as to com- 

lete this schedule, I think there is nothing else in it that will 
ead to debate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There are some important matters 
in this schedule that must be considered, and, as far as I am con- 
cerned, I have been here to-day as long as I feel like staying. I 
am tired and I want to have the Senate adjourn. : 

x ALDRICH. Ithink we ought not to adjourn before half 

ast 5. 

Mr. WHITE. I was going to suggest to the Senator from Rhode 
Island that we have been compelled to pass over a number of pro- 
visions that were not yet ready for final action. Ithink we have 
been getting along quite rapidly. I do not see any necessity for 
keeping us here later at this time. In case of any pressure here- 
after, any delay by making speeches or anything of that kind, it 
may be 5 to stay in session longer. In the early consid- 
eration of the bill, I think we ought to adjourn at 5 o'clock unless 
some difficulty is experienced in getting ahead, and I feel like in- 
sisting on it as far as I am concerned. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Rhode Island to the historic fact that we have made more pr 
es er days' time than we made in three weeks on the Wil- 
son bill. 
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* We have not made much progress upon the 

Mr. JO of Arkansas. It has not been our fault. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not know whose fault it is, but the fact 
remains that we have not. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ithink we have done very well. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuggest that there can be no possible objec- 
n D most of the paragraphs which now remain in the pending 
sc e. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. For myself, I want to examine these 
2 before they are taken up in the Senate, and it will take 

ess time for me to examine them quietly in my own room than in 
the Senate Chamber; but if we are compelled to make the exami- 
nation here, I shall have to read a great many papers to the Senate 
that I should prefer to first read over myself, so as to determine 
8 of them ought to be presented for the consideration of the 
nate. 

T have not attempted to delay the consideration of the bill one 
minute. I have done all that I could in the interests of a fair dis- 
cussion, such as we set out in the beginning to have, and nothing 
more, Ihave not intended to delay the progress of the bill in any 
way. We have done the best we could to facilitate its considera- 
tion,and we have given only such consideration to each para- 
graph as we believed was fair and right. 

Iam not prepared to go on with the further discussion of the 
bill this evening, so far as I am concerned, and I insist that the 
Senate ought to adjourn. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. In view of the wish of a large number of Sen- 
ators about me that we should have an executive session, I yield 
i 4 floor for the purpose of allowing a motion of that kind to be 
made. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Imove that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. : 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Satur- 
day, May 29, 1897, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 27, 1897. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

William Vaughan, of Alabama, to be attorney of, the United 
States for the northern district of Alabama, vice Emmet O'Neal, 
removed. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 

Solomon F. Stahl, of Arkansas, to be marshal of the United 
States for the western district of Arkansas, vice George J. Crump, 
whose term will expire May 28, 1897. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Alexander R. Avery,of Michigan, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Huron, in the State of Michigan, to succeed Thomas 
M. Crocker, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

DEPUTY AUDITOR FOR NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

John M. Ewing, of Wisconsin, to be deputy auditor for the 

Navy Department, to succeed E. N. Bowman, resigned. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
: General officers. 

Col. James Franklin Wade, Fifth Cavalry, to be brigadier-gen- 
eral, May 26, 1897, vice Forsyth, who vacated on accepting com- 
mission as major-general. 

Col. John Kemp Mizner, Tenth Cavalry, to be brigadier-general, 
May 26, 1897, vice Bliss, who vacated on accepting commission as 
major-general. 

Col. William Montrose Graham, Fifth Artillery, to be brigadier- 
general, May 26, 1897, vice Brooke, who vacated on accepting 
commission as major-general. 

CHIEF BUREAU OF ORDNANCE, NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

Commander Charles O'Neil, United States Navy, to be Chief of 
the Bureau of Ordnance, in the Department of the Navy, with 
the relative rank of commodore, for the term of four years from 
the ist day of June, 1897, vice Capt. William T. Sampson, resigned. 

: CHAPLAIN IN THE NAVY. 

Thaddius S. K. Freeman, a citizen of Indiana, to be a chaplain 
in the Navy (subject to the examination required by law), to fill 
a vacancy existing in that grade. 

POSTMASTERS, 

W. L. Paine, to be | isis dap at Argenta, in the county of 
viens as Stateof Ar ,intheplace of Thomas W. Baldwin, 

removed. 


C. H. Cornell, to be postmaster at Corona (late South Riverside) 
in the county of Riverside and State of California, in the place of 
Virgil O. Harter, superseded. 

C. G. Brown, to be postmaster at Eastman, in the county of 
Dodge and State of Georgia, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after April 1, 1897, 


Peter B. Smith, to be 3 at Adams, in the county of 
Berkshire and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Fred W. 
Smith, resigned. 


Percy R. Trubshaw, to be postmaster at Cooperstown, in the 
county of Griggs and State of North Dakota, the appointment of 
a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after October 1, 1896, Williain C. Jimeson, 
appointed by the President, and by him nominated to the Senate, 
not having been confirmed. 

Ezra W. Woodward, to be postmaster at Newberg, in the county 
of Yamhill and State of Oregon, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, becoine vested in the President 
on and after July 1, 1896, Joseph C. Sawyer, appointed by the 
President, and by him nominated to the Senate, not having been 
confirmed. 

Almon K. Goodwin, to be postmaster at Pawtucket, in the 
county of Providence and State of Rhode Island, in the place of 
Almon K. Goodwin, whose commission expired December 14, 1896. 
(Reappointed.) 

Executive nominations received by the Senate May 28, 1897. 
CONSULS. 

Max Bouchsein, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States at 

Barmen, Germany, vice Henry F. Merritt, resigned. 


Ferdinand W. Neumann, of Illinois, to be consul of the United 
States at Cologne, Germany, vice William D. Wamer, deceased. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 28, 1897. 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 
James Edmund Boyd, of North Carolina, to be Assistant Attor- 


ney-General. 
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Commander Charles O'Neil, United States Navy, to be Chief of 
the Bureau of Ordnance, in the Department of the Navy, with 
the relative rank of commodore. 

SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 
is S. Jones, of Louisiana, to be secretary of the legation 
nited States at Buenos Ayres, Argentine Republic. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 

Kenneth R. Pendleton, of North Carolina, to be collector of 
oo for the district of Albemarle, in the State of North Caro- 

ina. 


Fran 
of the 


POSTMASTERS. 


John B. Hinds, to be n at Decatur, in the county of 
prr and State of Alabama. 

J. D. Wilson, to be postmaster at Cloverport, in the county of 
Breckinridge and State of Kentucky. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, May 29, 1897. 


Prayer E the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 

'The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr, Quay, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

VISITOR TO WEST POINT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair appoints the Senator from 
Ohio, Mr. FoRAKER, as one of the Visitors to attend the annual 
examination of cadets at the Military Academy at West Point, in 
the place of the Senator from Rhode Island, Mr. WETMORE, ex- 
cused, 


LABOR ON RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid beforetheSenate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in further response toa 
resolution of the 16th ultino, a supplemental report from the 
Chief of Engineers, United States Army, relating to all orders, 
circulars, and instructions issued to and all co: ndence with 
engineer officers in charge of public works relative to the applica- 
tion of civil-service rules to the operations in charge of the En- 
gineer Department; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 
Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Muncie, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation for a more 
igid restriction of immigration; which was ordered to lie on the 


table. , 

Mr. PERKINS presented sundry petitions of citizens of Cali- 
fornia, transmitted through the various boards of supervisors of 
Chico, Colusa, San Bernardino, Monterey, Los Gatos, Willow, and 
Campbell, Santa Cruz, Alameda, San Francisco, Los Angeles, San 


Benito, Napa County, and of San Jose and Santa Clara, all in the | P 


State of ornia, praying for the abrogation of the Hawaiian 
reciprocity treaty; which were referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

e also presented a memorial of sundry merchants of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., remonstrating against the abrogation of the Hawaiian 
reciprocity treaty; which was referred to the Committee on For- 

Relatfons. 

. GALLINGER presented the petition of K. D. Webster and 
51 other citizens of Gilsum, N. H., praying for the enactment of 
legislation for a more rigid restriction of immigration; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented a memorial of the North Carolina 
Liquor Dealers, Distillers’, and Grape Growing Association, of 
Rowan County, N. C., 8 against an increase of the 
duty on beer; which was ordered to Iie on the table. 

e also presented a memorial of sundry lumbermen of Wilming- 
ton, N. C., remonstrating against the ition of a duty on 
aniline dyes; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


AMENDMENT OF PUBLIC-LAND LAWS. 


Mr. WARREN. Ihave certain papers which I desire to have 
ted as a miscellaneous document. I will explain briefly that 
hey are papers which refer to a subject or to a group of subjects 
that are perhaps the most important before the American people 
inaneconomic way next to the bill under consideration. Indeed, 
they are so important that while this session was called admittedly 
to consider the one matter of revenue, and notwithstanding very 
grave foreign relations have entered in here, this subject has 
cro out in various ways and has been discussed to a consid- 
——— e extent. For instance, the matter of forestry has come 
before us very ee ed for consideration; the matter of fortifying 
the country in the Lower Mississippi against the floods that occa- 
sionally devastate that country has become a subject of grave 
concern; the matter of reservoirs to contain the head waters has 
received some attention; and the matter of the cession of the 
public lands to the States in which they lie has also been pre- 
sented, and very ably so, by several Senators, especially by the 
distinguished Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN. 

These papers contain resolutions passed by the Society of Amer- 
ican Irrigation Engineers at their late meeting in Denver, and 
also letters and papers from various engineers in the United 
States and Canada bearing visas these questions. It seems to be 
the consensus of opinion of those educated and experienced men 
that the public-land laws of the present are inapplicable to very 
much of the public domain now left, and that there is need of 
legislation as to our lands and our water supply and in relation 
to forestry. 3 

Iask unanimous consent that the papers may be printed as a 
miscellaneous document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the request 
of the Senator from Wyoming? The Chair hears none, and that 
is the order. 

DUTY ON PINEAPPLES. 


Mr. PASCO. I present a statement by the Indian River and 
Lake Worth Pineapple Growers' Association of the East Coast of 
Florida, together with 3 giving the reasons why pine- 
apples grown in the United States are justly entitled to the pro- 
tection of a higher duty than that now proposed by the so-called 
Dingley tariff bill. I move that the statement and accompanying 
comparison be printed as a document. 

'The motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE, 


Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 925) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at San Angelo, Tex., reported it 
without amen t, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 2043) to establish a term of the 
district and circuit courts of the United States at Ocala, in the 
southern judicial district of Florida; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill E 2044) to confirm the Andrew Drou- 
illard grant in the State of Florida; which was read twice by its 


title, and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 2045) to remove 
charge of desertion from the record of Jacob Clark, of Laughery, 


Ohio County, Ind.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 


to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (3. 2046) granting a pension to Robert 
H. Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 2047) granting a pension 
to Peter Browman; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the MES gang | papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 2048) for the erection of a 
ublic building at Fergus Falls, Minn.; which was read twice by 
e oe s and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds, 

He also introduced a peas d 2049) granting a pension to Julia 
M. Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. s 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 2050) to establish a sanita- 
rium at Castle Pinckney, in Charleston Harbor, South Carolin 
for the use of disabled officers and enlisted men of the Regular an 
Volunteer Army and Navy of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Mi dit Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2051) to carry out the 
finding of the Court of Claims in the case of Mangram E. Lang- 
ston; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. K 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2052) granting a pension to Frank 
Schnider; which was read twice by its title, and referred to tho 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 46) de- 
claratory of the intent and meaning of a certain act of Congress 
therein named; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. STEWART. I present a letter to accompany the joint res- 
olution, which I move be printed and referred with the joint reso- 
lution to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

RELIEF OF SUFFERERS BY OVERFLOW OF THE RIO GRANDE. 

Mr. MILLS. Iintroduce a joint resolution and ask unanimous 
consent for its present consideration. I will make a statement 
after it is read. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 45) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to use rations for the relief of destitute persons in the dis- 
trict overflowed by the Rio Grande River at and near El Paso, 
Tex., was read the first time by its title, and the second time at 
length, as follows: 

Resolved 1 Senate and House of Representatives of the United States y. 
America in gress assembled, That the sum of $10,000 is hereby appropri- 
ated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise — to bo 
expended a. and under the direction of the asc. red Mi ar in the pur- 
chase and distribution of subsistence stores to such destitute oce as ma 
require assistance in the district overflowed by the Rio Grande River at an 
near El Paso, Tex. 

Mr. MILLS. There has been a most extraordinary overflow of 
the Rio Grande at and near the city of El Paso, Tex. I have re- 
ceived a telegram, 5 by the mayor of the city, Hon. Joseph 
Magoffin; V. Niles, president of the board of health, and 
Charles S. Davis, collector of customs, which says: 


Er Paso, TEX., May 28, 1897. 
To R. Q. MILLS: n 


cli 
and destitute. Dunmore s 
will suffer hunger, per. 210 


President Board of Health. 


This is the condition which confronts us, and I ask that the Sen- 
ate pass the joint resolution at once, so that the Secretary of War 
can make provision to feed those ple. By spen it to-day 
the House may take it up and consider it when it meets on Mon- 
day. Our people at El Paso are doing overs ning that they can, 
but the suffering is too great for them to relieve, and I hope the 
joint resolution will be passed. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engros for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted four amendments intended to be pro- 
posea by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 

overnment and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which were ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 


WICHITA INDIAN LANDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution submitted on a former day by the Senator from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. Quay] relative to the Wichita Indian lands. 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1335 


Mr. QUAY. The resolution may go over, retaining its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over. There 
Pine x further morning business,the Calendar under Rule VIII 
| 

DISPOSAL OF REFUSE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
The bill (S. 1258) to regulate, in the District of Columbia, the 
idi of certain refuse, ard for other purposes, was announced 
as first in order on the Calendar; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SALE OF POISONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The bill (S. 470) to regulate the sale of poisons in the District of 
Columbia was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. While I reported that bill, and am person- 
ally in favor of it, Iknow that if the Senator from Utah [Mr. Can- 
NON] were here he would object to its present consideration. So 
Ithink it had better go over, retaining its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over. 
ADULTERATION OF FOODS AND DRUGS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The bill (S. 471) relating to adulteration of foods and drugs in 
4 est of Columbia was considered as in Committee of the 
"Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
THE TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iaskunanimous consent that the Senate now 
proceed to the consideration of House bill 379. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 
of the United States. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that we return to the consideration of 
pesca 90 and 91, on the eighteenth and nineteenth pages, re- 

ating to earthenware and china. I will state that I propose, for 
the committee, to withdraw all amendments to the Honse pro- 
vision in those paragraphs, allowing the paragraphs to stand as 
they came from the House. The committee suggested in their 
ot 4 of the bill compound rates applicable to these two para- 
graphs. They stated that those rates were more or less experi- 
mental in their character and that they intended perhaps to sug- 
gest certain amendments to the rates. They have not been able 
to agree upon any amendment that was satisfactory to them as to 
the provisions if compound rates were to be retained. The im- 
porters and dealers in crockery objected yery strenuously to the 
compound rates on the ground that they could not be applied 
equitably to the various articles contained in these two important 


paragraphs. a. : z ; 

As the result of our examination and deliberations in regard to 
this matter, we have concluded that it is safer and wiser to fall 
back upon the provisions as they came from the House, and the 
committee therefore withdraw all their amendments to those two 


paragraphs. 
Mr. CHILTON. As I understand the Senator from Rhode 
pend, the rates will be the same that they were under the McKin- 
ey Act. 
Mr. ALDRICH.: Yes, sir; precisely. : 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the proposition of the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island? 
Mr. ALDRICH. To withdraw the amendments that we have 
suggested to both paragraphs 90 and 91. 
. JONES of Arkansas. What do you propose to do with 
MN IDE 92 and 93? 
Mr. DRICH. We propose to allow those to be passed by for 
the present until we can—— 
. JONES of Arkansas. Why not let all of those paragraphs 
go over together? I 
Mr. ALDRICH. We wouldlike to getrid of this question. We 
wil go on with paragraphs 92 and 93 if Senators prefer that 


course. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It seems to me that the minority 
ought to have some notice of changes proposed by the majority in 
the management of the bill. Yesterday morning we came here 
expecting to take up this schedule. I had been told on the street 
the day before that it would be passed over yesterday, but I had 
nointimation of saying of thesortfrom the majority of the com- 
mittee. We came here and the committee had it passed over and 
took up another schedule. This morning we suppos we would 
go on with the schedule we had under discussion night. Now 
we come here and we are met with a proposition to go back and 
take up still another schedule. ully submit that the 
minority ought to have some noticeof the intention on the part of 
the majority to move from place to place in the bill, as we are not 
to take up the schedules, as we would naturally suppose they would 
come up, in the order in which they succeed each other. 

I do not want to find any fault with proceeding with the bill as 


the committee wants to proceed with it; but I do think we ought 
to know what the committee expects to do as to taking up these 
different b arise ine I can not tell at a glance just what the 
effect of the Senator's propositionis. Imust havea minuteor two 
to look at it, so that I can make up my mind about it. Then, so 
far as I am concerned, I shall be willing to go ahead with it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is certainly our disposition to consult the 
wishes and convenience of Senators on the other side of the aisle 
in all these questions. We did not yesterday morning decide that 
we would pass over these paragraphs until we arrived in the Sen- 
ate Chamber. So any intimation the Senator had on that subject 
must have been 5 to say the least. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I had it, and the events proved that 
it was correct. Iconfess I was a little surprised to get it on the 
street instead of from the majority of the committee, if such was 
the intention. I did not believe it when I heard it, but I found 
the event as the prediction stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihopethe Senator will not rely on street in- 
formation. It wasthe intention of the committee to go on with 


that schedule until yesterday morning, just before the session 
began, when we found we had made a mistake as ts some of 
the provisions and they needed revision, and at the last moment, 


within five minutes of the sitting, it was agreed that those para- 
graphs should be passed over in order that we might revise the 
Schedule. Thatthestreetcould know what no one else knew seems 
to me impossible. - 

Mr. WHITE. It seems to me that that is readily explained. 
The Senator from Iowa and the other members of the committee 
undoubtedly came in contact with a mind reader. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say that the Senator from Arkansas 
must have found the mind reader. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It was not the street that gave me 
my information; it was a gentleman, and I can give his name 
when wanted. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not necessary; it is not an important 
matter. I asked that these paragraphs might be passed over, be- 
cause I saw that our arrangement was not a wise one, and I think 
I gave notice that the schedule would be taken up to-day, al- 
though I am not certain about that. It is a matter of no moment 
whatever. Of course the Senators are entitled to notice of any 
important changes; I agree to that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator asked me to tell him what the 
effect of the changes now suggested by the committee would be. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Texas [Mr. CHIL- 
TON] asked the Senator from Rhode Island if the withdrawal of 
the proposed amendments would restore the Wilson rate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; the McKinley rate, I understood him. 

Mr. WHITE. The McKinley rate. 

Mr. CHILTON. The McKinley rate was 60 per cent and the 
Wilson rate 35 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Theeffect of the withdrawal of our amend- 
ments would be to leave the bill exactly as it came from the 
House, which would lead to a reenactment of the McKinley 


rate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If a part of the china schedule is to 
be taken up, I should think it had all better go over and be taken 
up hereafter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that course, if Senators 
on the other side think it preferable. — . 

Mr. WHITE. Isuggestthatif when sections are passed over 
the Senators upon the other side of the Chamber would notify us 
when they are to be brought up we should be better able to pro- 


Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that at the next sitting of the Sen- 
ate after to-day, whenever it will be, we shall ask the Senate to 
take up the ee ROS of this schedule. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
a question before this matter is passed over. I wish to ask him 
what, in his judgment, is the increase in the proposed Senate 
amendments over the House bill in paragraphs 90 and 91? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The experts who have examined the subject 
say that they think the average ad valorem rate would be a little 
less than the House bill. Ofcourseit wouldapply unequally toany 
specific duty. Covering so large a range, it necessarily would 
apply unequally to some parts or articles. The importers and 
dealers claim that it would largely increase the rates of the House 
bill on many articles. Whether that is true I am not able at this 


time to say. 
Mr. VEST. In my calculation I make it a very considerable 
increase; thatis, insome of the classifications of the te amend- 


ment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. You make it an increase? 

Mr. VEST. I make it an increase in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I suppose the Senator will be gratified 
to know that we have withdrawn these amendments. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Gratified to that extent. 

Mr. VEST. I do not know that I shall make any strenuous ob- 
jection to it, if I understand it correctly. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iunderstand the Senator from Rhode 
Island gave notice that at the next arog of the Senate he would 


take up all the paragraphs in the schedule that have been passed 


over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; that have been passed over. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The paragraphs in the previoussched- 
ule which have been passed over will not be taken up yet? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not yet, if it suits the convenience of Sena- 
tors on the other side. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That suits me. All we want is to 
have notice of what we are likely to have considered. 

Mr. QUAY. I wish to be informed exactly what paragraphs 
are to be passed over under the arrangement between the Senator 
from Rhatle Island and the Senator from Arkansas. I understand 
that the arrangement applies at least to paragraphs 90 and 91. 

Mr. ALLISON. And 93 and 94. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And 92 as well. 

Mr. QUAY. Paragraphs 90, 91, 92, and 93? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be proceeded with. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 100, page 25, line 23, after the word ‘ rolled,” to insert 
** ribbed; " so as to read: 


100. Fluted, rolled, ribbed, or rough plate glass, or the same containing a 
wire netting within itself, not including crown, cylinder, or common window 


glass. X 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,in 8 100, page 26, line 1, after 
the words common window glass," to strike out the words ** not 
exceeding 10 by 15 inches square, three-fourths of 1 cent per square 
foot; above that, and." 

Mr. VEST. As I understand the effect of the action of the 
Senate committee, it is to increase the rate one-fourth of 1 cent 
on two of these classifications and let the others remain as they 
are by existing law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no; it is a reduction on aH. Itisareduc- 
tion in one case, I think, below the Wilson rate. 

Mr. VES I beg the Senators pardon; on two classifications 
it is an increase of one-fourth of 1 cent over the Wilson Act. 

Mr. ALDRICH. "That is not my recollection. 

Mr. VEST. Over the Wilson Act. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ithink not. 

Mr. WHITE. On the goods over 24 by 30 it is an increase. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; on two classifications there is an increase of 
one-fourth of 1 cent. 

Mr. WHITE. The rate of duty provided in the Senate bill on 
the goods over 24 by 30 has an ad valorem equivalent of from 116 
to 122 per cent. The Wilson bill rate is 11 cents. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator's pardon; there is a quarter 
of a cent increase on one bracket or two. 

Mr.VEST. Ontwo classifications. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But it is a reduction from the House rate on 


all. 

Mr. VEST. Iam talking about the rate as compared with the 
Wilson bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 100, page 26, line 5, after the word “square,” to insert 
“three-fourths of;” so as to read: 

i Not exceeding 16 by 24 inches square, three-fourths of 1 cent per square 
oot. 


The amendment was 1 to. ; 
The next amendment was, in the same paragraph, page 26, line 
7, after the word and,“ to strike out “one-half” and insert **one- 
fourth;" so as to read: 
1 bone that, and not exceeding 24 by 30 inches square, II cents per square 
oot. 


'The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same paragraph, page 26, line 
8, after the word **that," to strike out **two" and insert **one and 
three-fourths;" so as to read: 

All above that, 1} cents per square foot. 

The amendment was agreed to. 3 

The next amendment was, in the same paragraph, page 206, line 
10, after the word ‘‘ rolled,” to insert ** ribbed;" so as to read: 

And all fluted, rolled, ribbed, or rough plate glass, weighing over 100 pounds 
per 100 square feet, shall pay an additional duty on the excess at the same 
rates herein imposed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


'The next amendment was, in the same paragraph page 26, line 


16, after the word “as,” to insert the word finished; so as to 
make the proviso read: 


Provided. bove plate hi th 
otherwise „ . N 
polished plate glass unsilvered. 

Mr. WHITE. In relation to this particular 
agraph, the following statement has been 


rtion of the 
to me, to w! 


I attract the attention of the Senator in charge of the bill. It is 
said that— , 

Fluted, rolled, and ribbed glass of large sizes is valued at4 cents per square 
foot, and under the provisions of the proviso, when obscured, is subject toa 
duty equal to 50 cents per square foot, or 1,250 per cent ad valorem. is pro- 
viso was inadvertently added to the paragraph in the Wilson bill and is pro- 
hibitive, there having been but one importation made, in which the importer 
was compelled to pay an additional duty on a decision of the court of several 
thousand dollars on a few dollars’ worth of material This error should be 
remedied by striking out the proviso, as above suggested. 

I do not know that the attention of the Senator from Rhode 
Island has been called to this matter, but it seems to me a subject 
worthy of examination. I obtained thisinformation from a mem- 
ber of the Board of General Appraisers, who stated it to be a fact.- 

Mr. ALDRICH. As the Senator from California says, this pro- 
vision was in the act of 1894 precisely as it appears here. It ap- 
pears bythe report of the Bureau of Statistics that the informant 
of the ator from California must be incorrect in his statement, 
because there were importations under each one of these para- 
graphs at the rate of 81 per cent; 22 per cent on the first. 

r. WHITE. Mr. Sharretts informed me, and he is very likely 
to know about it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There certainly could have been no 
importations under the proviso, because the rate of taxation given 
on this glass, if the Senator will notice the comparative state- 
ment, is from 1 cent a foot to 4} cents a foot. The highest 
value of this glass is 4} cents a foot. How could it be possi- 
ble to have the glass imported at 5 cents a foot as the very low- 
est, and from that running up to 22} cents? It seems to be 
simply impossible that there should have been any glass imported 
under this proviso. The statement made by the General Ap- 
pee spoken of by the Senator from California is that there was 

ut a single importation under this paragraph, and that a very 
heavy penalty, amounting to a great sum of money, was visited on 
men who had innocently supposed that they were not violatin 
the law or not bringing in glass under this particular proviso. 
suggest that it be passed over, and that the Senator from Rhode 
Island examine this question. I am strongly inclined to think 
that he, on examination, will agree to strike out the proviso. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have great confidence in the judgment of 
Mr. Sharretts, and I am quite willing that the paragraph should 
go over, but I suggest that the price on obscured glass, according 
to the Bureau of Statistics, is 24 to 36 cents. 

Mr. WHITE. Not of this particular glass. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, of this particular glass—“ Plate glass, 
fluted, rolled or rough, ground or smoothed, or otherwise ob- 
scured," as will be seen by referring to the bottom of the thirty- 
eighth page of the comparative statement. I am quite willing 
that the proviso shall go over, and I will consult Mr. Sharretts in 
regard to it. K 

Mr. WHITE. This seems to be the character of proviso alluded 
to by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] yesterday, though 
it was not born in this bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam willing to have the. proviso stricken out 
now with an understanding that subsequently, if the information 
suggested by the Senator is not correct, we may reinsert it. For 
the present I am willing that the proviso shall be strieken out in 
accordance with the S ges of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the proviso of 
paragraph 100, in the following words: 

Provided, That all of the above plate glass, when ground, smoothed, or 
otherwise obscured, shall be subject to the same rate of duty as cast polished 
plate glass unsilvered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 
paragraph 101, page 26, line 22, after the word ‘‘square,” to strike 
out twelve“ and insert **ten;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

101. Cast polished plate glass, finished or unflnished and unsilvered, not 
exceeding 16 by 24 inches square, 8 cents per square foot; above that, and 
not exceeding 24 by 30 inches square, 10 cents per square foot; above that, 


and not exceeding 24 by 60 inches square, 22} cents per square foot; all above 
that, 35 cents per square foot. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Icall the attention of the Senator 
from Rhode Island to the comparative statement on page 40. I 
move, in line 20, before “cents,” to strike out “eight” and insert 
“ five;" so as to read: 

Not exceeding 16 by 24 inches square, 5 cents per square foot. 

This proposition would restore the Wilson rate of tariff on plate 
glass. The propositions of the majority of the committee in this 
connection are very striking. In the first division, on plate glass 
16 by24 inches, the McKinley rate was 5 cents a foot. The Senate 
committee proposes to make it 8 cents per foot. The House had 
fixed that same rate. This is an increase over the McKinley rate 
of 60 per cent. In the Mac Aria clause the Senate committee 
proposes to increase the McKinley rate of 8 cents to 10 cents. The 
rate in the McKinley Act was 8 cents per square foot on that par- 
ticular kind of glass. "The Senate committee proposes to e it 
10. The House had it 12 cents. If the House proposition had 


1897. 
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prevailed, there would have;been an increase oyer the McKinley 
rate on this pee glass of 50 ut cent, and the Senate committee 
proposition is to increase the McKinley rate 25 per cent. 
ow turn to the next paragraph, paragraph 102. I will callat- 
tention to the increases proposen by the Senate committee all 
along through this plate-glass schedule. They are simply astound- 
ing. I hope Senators will pay attention to what is proposed. 
In paragraph 102, which will be the next one to be taken up, the 
Senate committee proposes to increase the tax on the smaller size 
above the McKinley Act in the proportion of 6 to 11 cents. The 
McKinley Act FE a a tax on this class of glass of 6 cents per 
square foot, and the Senate committee solemnly asks us to change 
that 6 to 11 cents, increasing the rate above the McKinley bill 834 
r cent—a bill which was repudiated by the American people, a 
ill which up to that time had been the most monstrous proposi- 
tion of tariff taxation that had ever been conceived or proposed to 
Congress. Yet, when that bill has been swept aside, this commit- 
tee comes to the Senate and proposes to increase the rate on this 
plate glass 83 per cent above the McKinley taxation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Eighty-three per cent? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir; 83 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On what quality? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 102, the next paragraph 
you are coming to. Iam calling attention to these iniquities in 
this matter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. You are getting ahead. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. tun considering all of them at once, 
I am showing the policy that is pursued here. 

Mr. ALLISON. The rate fixed by the House was 12 cents, and 
the committee make it 10. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It was 6 cents under the McKinley 
law. The House made it 9 cents and you make it 11. You are 
looking at paragraph 101, I presume, and I was talking about para- 
graph 102. 

r. ALLISON. I beg pardon. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In the subdivision of the same para- 
graph, 102, you propose to raise the McKinley rates from i0 to 13 
cents, an addition of 30 per cent. 

There is another peculiar thing about these increases to which I 
should like to call the attention of the Senate. In the smaller 
sizes, in the lower-priced brackets, in the sinal'er grades of this 
glass, enormons increases are proposed inthis bill. In the higher- 

riced glass, in the large-sized glass, in the glass that costs a great 
deal of money, the rates are very materially and nicely adjusted 
80 as to have a reduction of taxation. Why is it that the cost of 
the cheaper glass that finds its way into the cheaper work is to be 
rupe, qui. 83 per cent over the McKinley rate, and in the high- 
priced glass, every Senator will notice if he will take the trouble 
to look into the com tive statement, that there are in many 
cases no increasesatall; but the Senate committee proposes liber- 
ally to let us have these plates of glass at something under the 
McKinley rates? As a specimen of that, take the next subdi- 
vision, **above 24 by 30 inches and not exceeding 24 by 60 inches." 
Under the McKinley law the rate was 35 cents per square foot, 
and the Senate committee was liberal enough to propose to reduce 
that to 25 cents per square foot. In the next clause, 60 cents per 
square foot was the rate of the McKinley law, but in this large- 
sized glass the Senate committee is liberal enough to propose, on 
American plate, that large-sized plate glass shall be at 38 cents 
instead of at 60 cents, as in the McKinley law. 

While weare making these comparisons I think we may as well 
run down the whole schedule. As to ‘‘cylinder and crown glass, 

lished, silvered, and looking-glass plates not exceeding 10 by 24 
inches," the Senate committee proposes to raise the tax from what 
it was in the McKinley law, 6 cents per square foot, to 11 cents 
per square foot, 

I am satisfied that many Senators do not understand the full 
significance of these important increases. We shall discuss them 
more fully when we come to them. I see by the smile on the face 
of the-Senator from Rhode Island that he fully understands the 
matter. He knows where it cuts. This is a proposition to increase 
the tax on looking- glasses and mirrors that [y into the cheap fur- 
niture sets that the poor men are compelled to have by an enor- 
mous rate of taxation, and the fine French plate mirrors can not 
be bought to go on the furniture of the poor people. 

The mirrors of the cheaper furniture sets are made of what are 
called French plates. They are made nowhere except in Bohemia. 
Ihave some samples in my room that I intend to have here to 
exhibit to the Senate at the proper time. They are of thin glass. 
The heavy, highly polished, fine French mirrors that are used by 
the wealthy are a very different thing from the cylinder-glass 
plates which come in as German plates, and which are used for 
the purpose of making furniture for the poor. There are thou- 
sands of factories in Michigan and other States of the West de- 
voted to this business alone, who do nothing but make this class of 
cheap furniture for the poor. These people are compelled to use 
this German plate glass; it can not be used in any other way, and 
now it is the purpose of the committee to raise the rates on that 


kind of glass to such an extent as to make it impossible for this 
class of people to afford this glass, and they must either take the 
French plate glass or nothing. 

Mr. President, in the class of ‘‘cylinder and crown glass, pol- 
ished, silvered, and looking-glass queue not exceeding 16 by 24 


inches," the Mor mier iaw charged a rate of 16 cents per square 

foot. The House of Representatives raised it 50 per cent. ey 

proposed to make it 9 cents per square foot; but the Senate com- 

mittee, not satisfied with an increase of 50 Pt cent, have levied 

upon the poverty of the poor and increased the rate to 11 cents 

E square foot, making it 83} per cent higher than was the 
cKinley rate. 

In the next subdivision there is a little higher class and a little 
more expensive kind of glass provided for, above 16 by 24 and 
not exceeding 24 by 30." The committee propose, instead of the 
McKinley rate of 10 cents per square foot, to impose a tariff of 13 
cents per square foot. That is an inerease of 30 per cent. But 
when you get down to a still higher class, to a still more expensive 
class, above 24 by 80 inches and not exceeding 24 by 60 inches,” 
a large-sized plate, then, whereas the McKinley law imposed a 
tariff of 35 cents per square foot, the Senate committee, in its lib- 
erality, proposes that this class of people may have their glass 
imported at a tax of 25 cents per square foot. That is a DONNE: 
ityrunning through this entire bill. 'There is not an exception to 
it from the beginning to the end of the glass schedule. 

On the very largest sizes of this glass, ** all above 24 by 60 inches 
square," the tax was 60 cents per square foot under the Mor 
law, and the Senate committee proposes that that shall be allow 
to come in now at 38 cents per square foot; when on the glass of 
sinall sizes, the kind of glass that must be used for the very cheap- 
est and poorest class of furniture, the rate of taxation is inc 
over 83 per cent. When we come to the higher classes, the higher 
styles, then the increase is nearly 50 per cent. It seems that the 
Senator from Rhode Island and his colleagues have read the old 
injunction from the Bible that whosoever hath, to him shall be 
given: and whosoever hath not, from him shall be taken away 
even that which he seemeth to have." In other words, from the 
poor, miserable devil shall be taken that which he has. 

Mr. President, there are other paragraphs in this glass schedule 
in which the same rates of increase over the McKinley law will be 
found to exist. In all of the cheaper and lower grades there are 
increases running from 83 per cent to 50 per cent, and then down 
to 30 per cent, until you get to the higher-priced and more expen- 
sive grades, and then the rates of taxation go down with a uniform 
step until you get to the very highest and most expensive class. 

When the present schedule was under consideration in the House 
of Representatives, and the examinations were made, a representa- 
tive of the plate-glass interest appeared before that committee and 
made some interesting statements. Iread from the statement of 
Mr. John Pitcairn as follows: 

Mr. Chairman and mentioned of the committee, from a very small indus- 
Ey Dn years ago the plate-glass business of this country devel 
into a large business, which now gives employment, directly and indirectly, 
toat least 10,000 persons, and isa striking example of what can be accom- 

lished under a protective policy. for, without any material change in the 
duty pr to that fixed by ths ilson bill, protection has established this 
TNT 2 industry, and competition has reduced the cost to the consumer 
average price of less than 50 cents per foot. So that while plate glass was 
. a luxury, it has now become a — thin the 
Ne CDM. to you as business men, appreciating that the best interests of 
the country demand that the new tariff Ee shall pe a conservative one. 

Senators ought not to lose sight of the opinion of this great glass 
manufacturer, that this tariff ought to bea conservative one. He 
says in the course of his argument: 

It is interesting to note that these imports have ave: about 3,000,000 
oe feet per year, and also that there has been less and less of the lar; 
reed se Le — — yep years, and about a corresponding increase in the 

Further on he says: 


In view of the foregoing, all of which you can easily verify, we, the under- 
pened, representing all the plate-glass works in thiscountry, feel that we are 
fully justified in respectfully suggesting the following as a new schedule for 
duties on plate glass. 

This gentleman 5 not consider this rate of 83 per 
cent increase over the McKinley law as conservative. The Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island, in the very inception of this debate, stated 
as follows: 

In the readjustment of rates suggested, the committee have tried in every 


instance to make them sufficiently protective to domestic interests without 
being prohibitive. 


** Sufficiently 5 to American interests without being 
prohibitive.“ e McKinley law was a prohibitive law, and yet 
this committee comes and solemnly asks the Senate to agree to an 
increase of 83 per cent above the McKinley law in this article, 
which is manufactured by an organization which operates the 
largest plate-glass manufactory in the world, which is an estab- 
lishment having millions of dollars of capital, and which pays 
enormous dividends, on the ground that we are taking care of an 
infant industry! : 


r foot at the inception of the business in this country to an 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What company is it that pays 
enormous dividends? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The trust; the whole business; all of 
it together. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator state that this business is 
controlled entirely by one comprovi 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. rhaps not all the product, but 
Rus tr o at least 85 per cent of the product is in the 

ds of one concern. Ithink no Senator will deny that. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It has not paid any dividends for 
the last three years. 

Mr. VEST. I want to call the attention of the Senator from 
Arkansas, when he is discussing the question of whether these 
duties are prohibitive or not, tothe importations. Under the first 
classification of paragraph 102, where the committee propose to 
make this enormous increase over the McKinley Act, the importa- 
tion of plate glass in 1896 was $768 only, showing that the Amer- 
ican manufacturers have the absolute control of the domestic 
market. Under the second classification, where the committee 
made another increase, the whole importation for 1896 was $13,722. 

It is a notorious fact that this association, which controls the 
DH manufacture in the United States, meets every year at 

ttsburg. There is a concern in my State, called the Crystal 
City Manufacturing Company, that is a member of that associa- 
tion, and I believe its president is the vice-president of the national 
association. The plate-glass product of this country, as the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island knows, is controlled virtually by that asso- 
ciation. There are some plate-glass manufacturers outside of it, 
but the bulk of the product comes from them; and these statements 
as to exports and imports all show that they have absolute control 
of the market in the United States. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I have a letter signed 
by a number of glass dealers, dated May 28, 1897. I should like 
Senators to listen to these statements, for I believe they involve 
matters of serious concern, and matters that ought to touch the 
consciences of the members of this Senate. The letter is as follows: 

New York, May 28, 1897. 


DEAR SIR: We beg to protest against the proposed increase in duty on 
looking-glass pus * B. paragraphs n and 104). 
'The present and 


rates are as follows: 
Rate of duty per square foot. 


Size. 


Over 1 foot and up to 16 by 24 6 n 
Over 16 by A and up to K by 30... 7 2 10 13 


Here is & contemplated advance from 30 to 82 per cent. Inaddi- 
tion, an ad valorem rate on such plates, w. beveled, of 10 per cent is pro- 
posed by the Senate bill, making the total percentage of advance over existing 


20 per cent. 

fato cheap furniture used by the laboring classes and are 
af the Pittsburg Plate Glass Com 5 
0 & conso n effec o 
of 2 en: 3 the country. Ss 


; 
j 
E 
E 


the 
Tq trust. Werequest that present rates of duty remain unchanged. 


ours, truly, 
* SHRENK & CO. 
IT, DREY & CO., 
136 and 188 Franklin Street. 


THE. W. MORRIS & CO. 
VANHORNE. GRIFFIN & CO. 
; SEMON BACHE & CO. 
Hon. JAMES K. JONES, 

United States Senate. 


and Deng. Review. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Importers. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The advertisementis as follows: 
PITTSBURG PLATE GLASS COMPANY. 
Largest producers of plate glass in the world, operating nine plants. 
Ko 2 mo Pa. No. 4, Ford City, Pa. No. 7, Elwood, Ind. 
0. 


ntum, No. 5, Duquesne, Pa. No. 8, Kokomo, Ind. 
No. 3, Ford City, Pa. No. 6, Charleroi, Pa. No. 9, Crystal City, Mo. 
Manufacturers of 
POLISHED PLATE AND SILVERING PLATE 
of all 
Skylight and floor glass. Glass bending a specialty. 


General office, Carnegie Building, Pittsburg, Pa. 
With warehouses in the cities named below, where we shall keep 
of plate glass ney on hand, and where purchasers 


their supplies without 5 
49-53 Lafayette Place; 90 Sudbury street; Detroit, 
DOW Larned stree y do tos Wabash avenue; St. Louis, corner 


Twelfth and St. Charles 
apolis, 124-123 N. Third street. 
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large stocks 
can always obtain 


Wi 
prre Cincinnati, 115-117 W. Front street; Minne- 


May 29, 


I have in my hand a report made upon this Pittsburg con- 
cern, which the Senator from Connecticut . PLATT] tells us 
has not i any dividends in such a longtime. The report is 
made by R. G. Dun & Co. I will read it: 

PITTSBURG PLATE GLASS COMPANY. 
PITTSBURG, PA., February 5, 1897. 


Would make no statement until after the annual —— for the pur- 
sed of appointing their directors for the current year and deciding upon 


as indi- 

cated by the TF price of the same on local exchan; It fell in a few 
ess than 50, but there may not have n a special cause 

for this, so far as the intrinsic value of the stock is concerned, beyond the fact 
that some of the stockholders would eventually sellout ratherthanadopt the 
lans insisted upon bysomeoftheothers. One faction proposed to issue $500,000 
ve-year 6 per cent debenture 
the payment of bonds falling due. this operation to continue year aka 
until the entire indebtedness is liquidated. The second plan, proposed by 
President Edward Ford, was to issne at once $2,500,000 fifteen-year 6 per cent 
mor bonds, with a redemption clause by which at any time after threo 
years all or any part of the bonds could bé redeemed. en it came toa 
vote on their propositions it was found that the notice advertising the pro- 
increase was illegal and that no action could be taken. It was some- 

what of a surprise when Judge Coler offered a resolution that the policy of 


bonds, to be sold and the proceeds applied to 
r year 


the incoming board be one of the strictest economy consistent with good 
business, and that the proposed economy commence with the reduction of all 
the high salaried officers and a vacation or doubling up of light duties. The 
resolution was seccnded by President Ford and passed. eir assets and 
liabilities are said to be as follows: 

Plant 3 $11 163.78 
r r e MEI, 5 
D c7. EN E A AEAN E CAN ANES — EM. 49 
Stock in warehouses.. 685, 431. 23 
Stock in factories... 236, 000. 88 
Accounts receivable 483, 404. 63 
Bills receivable ..... 43, 434. 90 
Chal on NE IL Ces hn Luquica AE AE cui RE eS qum uk 91, 609. 50 

, 898, 286. 40 
LIABILITIES, 

Preferred ntoCk co ᷣ yy ̃ K ̃ — gud VR d 150,000, 00 
Com mot: nn SECES CE uee eben Mare DESEE - 9,850,000. 00 
Bonds, Ford City mortgage 313, 000. 00 
Bonds, Creighton mortgage. 60, 000. 00 
Bonds, Howard plant.... 140, 000. 00 
Debenture bonds (out) 1,574, 000. 00 
Bills payable ............... 414, 458. 66 
Interest on bonds not called for.. 19, 734.22 
Due on salaries of officers, ........... 13, 829. 22 
Due on salaries of superintendents. : 2,074.97 
Accounts payable............... — 194, 643. 13 
Profits carried over for 18086 ee aa ee e 880, 473. 71 
The profits carried over for 1895 by this company, which the 
Senator from Connecticut aseures us has not been making any 

money, were $380,473.71. 
Profits carried over for 1990. ...... .............. eel Ll eere rel. $725, 471. 89 
TOU —— ̃ ̃ͤ ͤ— k E —— le ——— Ge die 13, 888, 286. 40 


Here is a company that we are told pays no dividends, a com- 
pany that is making no money, with an alleged capital stock of 
$10,000,000, embracing nine of the great glass manufactories of the 
United States, and yet we are asked to increase the rate of taxa- 
tion 25 per € 5 — rs dee 3 awto ne —_ 

e, strugglin: an eep their y and so gether! 
Por. BATE. How many trusts are there? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is one, and that is enough. 

Mr. BATE. Where is it located? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. At Pittsburg, Pa. 

The report from which I am reading continues: 

A member of the board is said to have remarked as follows: * In repor 
1895 the plant account of the company was $12,032,419.35, while the report for 
joo 280 51, Tet during the year repairs representing much more: tham $100,000 

o been mada on Qe diferent plante 

Now, mark this: 


Notwithstanding the fact that princely salaries have been paid to those in 
high official positions, the following statement for the twenty-two months of 
the company's existence will show its earnings: Debenture bonds paid off, 

3.000; gross amount e in improvement, $700,000; interest paid on 

nds e e ; profits for x months, as per company's 
statements. $1.105,945.00; total earnings, 82. 128,915. 00, or an average monthly 
earning of $110,472.30. 


Here we have, as the total earnings in twenty-two months in 
the existence of this trust, $2,428,945.60. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Net? 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Total earnings, or an average monthly 
earning of 8110, 472.30. 
In th thods of bookkeeping used by th the item of 000 
aie? a v y im head c ot expenses. PA ib appare A eee 
" haye been quite large and 
profitable during the past year. but their expenses may have been much 
more than some would deem necessary. and Ford have 
withdrawn from the board of directors, and in their place are e 


lected Geo: 
W. Crouse and Charles B. McLean, the latter cashier of the Lincoln National 
Bank here. The other directors are John Pitcairn (president), of Philadel- 


The gentlemen who made these kindly 5 to the Ways 
and Means Committee why these rates ought to be increased 


A. L. Conger, A. U. Howard, E. A. Hitchcock, Artemas Pitcairn, comptroller. 
and A. N. Howard, secre ` 
fifteen-year 


— V 


1897. 


[yrill be the lan adopted. This will enable the company to pay dividends, it is 
Said. The Habilities to the public— 

| Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The sum and substance of that is 
(that. somebody who wanted to put out a prospectus and to issue 


bonds claimed that in twenty-two months the company had earned 
about 10 cent on their capital. 
Mr. JO of Arkansas. Not by any manner of means; but the 


substance of it is that R. G. Dun & Co., who are the reporters of 
ithe financial standing of all concerns in the United States, 

these as being the facts connected with the Pittsburg Plate Gldss 
Company. It is no e for the purpose of getting gullible 
men to subscribe to bonds. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Senator think that 10 per 
cent in twenty-two months is an enormous profit? 

Mr. JO of Arkansas. Two and one-half million dollars on 
an alleged capital of $10,000,000 in twenty-two months. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That does not by any means sustain 
pe statement of the Senator from Connecticut that this poor in- 
‘fant has been getting nothing all of this time. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I did not say any such thing. 

1 Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator said they paid no divi- 
ends. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I made that statement on the 
strength of a communication to me from a friend of mine, who 
happened to own $5,000 of stock of the company, that he had not 
been able to get any dividends since he took stock in the company. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Perhaps that is true, but the com- 
i has been going along, and if it has not seen fit to pay divi- 
den , nobody can deny the statement which I have presented 

ere 


Mr. ALDRICH. I did not understand the Senator from Arkan- 
gas to make any statement as to the net profits of this concern. I 
asked him whether the earnings to which he referred were net or 
gross, and he did not seem to know. If henow has any statement 
which shows the actual profits in twenty-two months, I should 
like to have him produce it to the Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I read the statement as given by 
R. G. Dun & Co. 

Mr. QUAY. If the Senator from Arkansas will permit me to 
interrupt him, I will mention what the Pittsburg Plate Glass 
Company have to say in relation to this question. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator permit me a 
moment? 

Mr. QUAY. Yes; and as soon as the Senator has finished his 
remarks, I desire to state the company’s side of the case. 

* Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I thought I caught the statement 
that the profits of this company for twenty-two months were 

1,105,000. That is about 10 or 11 per cent on the capital for 

enty-two months, or about 5 per centa year. Ithought Icaught 
it correctly. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. With pleasure. 

Mr. QUAY. In the correspondence to which I have referred it 
is stated that any intimation, statement, or c that the Pitts- 

burg Plate Glass Company is a trust, or that it has been or is 
directly or indirectly in combination or conspiracy in restraint of 
trade, or for the purpose of regulating the output or prices with 
any other company or companies, in violation of either any Fed- 
ak see State antitrust law, is wholly unwarranted and absolutely 
untrue. 

The Pittsburg Plate Glass Company was organized many years 
ago for the manufacture of plate glass in this country, and in the 
spring of 1895 increased its capital in order by actual purchase 
to acquire the property, real and personal, of several other com- 

ies engaged in like manufacture, namely, two properties in 
nsylvania, two in Indiana, and one in Missouri, the object of 
the prona being to enable it by economic administration and 
roduction to make and offer to the consumers of this country a 
tter article at a lower cost. 

In furtherance of this policy the Pittsburg Plate Glass Company 
has established its own warehouses in the cities of Boston, New 
York, Philadelphia, Chicago, St. Louis, Cincinnati, Detroit, and 
Minneapolis for the sale and distribution of its product direct to 
consumers and at ue Showing reductions about equal to the 
profits realized by those who had previously monopolized the busi- 
ness, namely, the importers and jobbers, who had unitedly been 
acting under a national association, which was distinctly a trust, 
the breaking up of which must accordingly be directly credited to 
the Pittsburg Plate Glass Company. 

It is easily understood, therefore, why these er es and job- 
bers have personally and by correspondence e the charge to 
members of the committee, and would have the public believe, 
that the Pittsburg Plate Glass Company is a trust. 

This company is to-day in active and legitimate competition 
FFC character, two in 
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Pennsylvania and one in Indiana, all of whom unite with it in 
asking such protection as will enable them to compete with for- 
eign combinations and their representatives in this country, who 
use this market as the dumping ground for their surplus product 
manufactured on a basis of wages with which our manufacturers 
can not compete without the 5 for which they ask. 

The plate-glass business of the country is on anything but a 

fitable basis at this time. The Pittsburg Plate Glass Company 
is not even a close corporation. Its stock is owned and held by 
over 600 shareholders residing in Massachusetts, Connecticut, 
New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, 
Michigan, Missouri, Kentucky, Calif ornia, and elsewhere. 

They say further that the plates of foreign manufacture to 
which the Senator from Arkansas refers are made almost exclu- 
sively in Bavaria, under the control of a verein or trust, with 
headquarters at Fürth, of which trust severalof the New York 
importers who urge a reduction of duty on such glass are mem- 
bers. Continuing, they say: 

s OI e ett mot wee ort ie e per toli 
amount, they can and will give employment to many idle workmen. 

So that even if this were a trust, contrary to this absolute denial, 
itis a question between a German or a foreign trust and an Amer- 
ican trust, and so far as I am concerned, I am in fayor of the 
American trust. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I have read the stand- 
ing advertisement of the Pittsburg Plate Glass Company. Whether 
you call it a trustor not, here, according to their own statement, 
is an organization of nine large plate-glass manufacturers. Th 
claim to be the largest plate-glass manufacturers in the worl 
There are three other small plate-glass manufacturers, I under- 
stand—two in Pennsylvania and one in Indiana or Missouri—and 
but three, and they por but an infinitesimal part of the plate 
glass produced in this country. The overwhelming part of the 
production is by the Pittsburg Plate Glass Company from its nine 
manufactories, all of which are controlled by a central authority, 
and all of which make the terms of the sales to suit themselves. 

Mr. President, that these people absolutely control the sales, 
make them on such terms and in such ways as they see fit, with- 
out regard to the convenience or the wishes of their customers, I 
imagine no man informed about the facts wil deny. When a 
man en inthe business wants smallsizes of plate glass, he 
is told that he can not have them unless he buys a certain larger 
3 of Iarger sizes. The large plates are those on which 

hey make their money. They refuse to make or sell small plates 
unless a larger number of the larger size are taken with them. 

I have somewhere among toy papers quite an interesting corre- 
spondence on this question, which I propose to present tothe Sen- 
ate. I am unable to lay my hand on it at this moment, but I hope 
to do so before I conclude. 

Ihave an order sent by one of the concerns signing the letter 
which I presented to the Senate a short time ago, asking for cer- 
tain sizes of plate glass, and I ask the attention of the Senate to 
the answer made b — Pittsburg Plate Glass Company, which 
the Senator from Pennsylvania considers in no sense a trust. 
They say: - 

W. 1 
eee ore CR rU res Liu i et at 
15,000 feet of the order, we regret that we can not forward the same to the 
factory under such conditions. Under no circumstance will they accept or- 
ders for these two sizes at a greater proportion than 20 per cent of the entire 
quantity under 5 square feet. 

They are told that they can not have it; that under no circum- 
stances will they sell more than 20 per cent of the order in sizes 
less than 5 square feet, In other words, if a man wants to buy 
one part of a suit of clothes, he has to take the balance of the 
suit, boots, overcoat, and everything else, whether he wants it or 
not. Heis bound to do it. 

Your memorandum shows 8,45 feet from 5 to 10 feet, and 0,047 under 5 
square feet, without either of the two sizes. Under th diti tour 
factory makes you would be entitled to 133 lights of each size or 1.330 square 
feet in 18 by 40 and 24 by 30, instead of 1,500 lights of each. We would thank 
youif you will kindly amend the order. 


We note your request as to impressing u the factory the necessity of 
using avers vani actectine the een 8 * 


Here is a copy of the reply of the party making the order: 

We are in receipt of your favor of the 30th, and note the conditions that 
you €" Inasmuch as we can not, in turn. do thé same with our trade, 
we see t we have to look abroad for our supply in assortments such as 
our business requires. 

But if these gentlemen can succeed in having this rate of taxa- 
tion put upon glass, then the people who want to buy glass need 
not attempt to look abroad to get any of their supply. ey will 
see to it thatit is impossible that any American er shall have 
the audacity to go anywhere else upon the face of the earth ex- 
cont to the Pittsburg Plate Glass Company to get his supply on 


d. 
I have a letter from the same concern, written only a few weeks 
ago, in which they take the same position—that ye uos not sell 
unless 20 per cent of the amount ordered be for g less than 
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5-foot pieces; that they will not furnish any more. 
Bays: 


The writer 


3 to your favor of the 13th instant, would say that the order for 
small g placed thro our New York house does not entitle you to any 
18-40's or 24-30's, as the 20 per cent allotment applies to orders for silvering 
quality glass. 

This company not only monopolizes the American market, not 
only controls the sale of plate glass every where through its agents, 
not only controls the production, but the distribution of the glass, 
and, in addition, they absolutely insist that they shall dictate to a 
man who wants to use glass the sizes he shall use. He can not be 
allowed to use the glass he wants, and yet we are told by the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania that it is not a trust. Whatever you call 
it makes no difference; it is un-American, it is outr us, and 
the American Senate ought not by any legislation to allow the 
continuance of such tyranny on the part of a commercial organi- 
zation created in this country. 

I have a letter from the Boston Plate and Window Glass Com- 
pany, of Boston, Mass., dated April 4: 
` We beg to protest against any increase in the present rate of duties on 
polished plate glass (Schedule B), and to pray fora large reduction of the 
present rates, for the following reasons: 

The yearly consumption of this article in this country is about twelve to 
fifteen million square feet. 

It isan article of necessity. 

The jou duty is practically a prohibitory one, and, with its different 
schedules, amounts to an average of more than 125 per cent, taking the yearly 
— — M 1 Wer Sh 55 percentages of same, compared with 
the selling prices of foreign makers f. o. b. steamers in Europe, are as fol- 


lows, viz: 


sumption 
(about). 


* From 132 per cent to 156 per cent, depending on sizes. 

The abo f Denies ge of present duty on fore t - 
„ W. 3 amount to. . 

About two years the principal plate-glass factories consolidated, form- 
ing the Pittsburg Plate G Com y. capital $10,090,000. There are only 
three other, and small, factories in the country. 

We earnestly pray for a reduction of two-thirds of the present rates. 

And that prayer is responded to byan increase of 83 per cent, 
not only above the present rate, butabove the McKinley Act. 

With the duties fixed at one-third only of present rates the four American 
factories will still have a protection of more t 40 per cent, and this is the 
only way by which the Government can obtain any revenue on this article. 

Mr. Presideut, the only pretens2, the only justification we can 
have for levying this tax upon that article at all is to raise rev- 
enue for the Government. There is practically, to which point 
the attention of the Senate was called by the Senator from Mis- 
seuri a short while ago, no revenue from the present rate of taxa- 
tion, and yet the Senate is asked to increase that rate enormously. 
It would not have any effect on the importation. A little is com- 
ing in now, but what little comes in will be stopped by this propo- 
sition, and the price of American glass can go on and on, higher 
and higher, especially on the gra of glass consumed by poor 


le. 
py run somewhat hastily over these different propositions. 
There are a number of other important things connected with it, 
which I am sure other Senators will bring out. I hope they will 
be fully and thoroughly presented to the Senate. An important 
matter of this kind, it seems to me, ought to be fairly understood 
and fully discussed. If it is the purpose of the majority, without 
regard to the fact that the production of glass in this country is 
practically in the hands of one concern, and that a concern with 


a capital of $10,000,000, one which, according to the Senator from |. 


Rhode Island and the Senator fram Connecticut, has made a profit 
of more than a million dollars in twenty-two months, during 
which it has been an organization, while other industries just as 
meritorions have been profitless, or losing money—if itis their pur- 
pose, notwithstanding these facts, to increase the taxes levied on 
the American people to swell the price of plate glass for the pur- 
pose of increasing the fortunes of this organization, then let them 
take the full responsibility for doing so, but those who have some 
regard for the wishes of their constituents, those who have some 
regard for the interest of the poor consumers throughout the 
country, those who are unwilling to increase the cost of the plate 
glasses that ornament the homes of the poor and add some sort of 
comfort to the masses of the people of the United States, I hope 
will be found recording their votes in antagonism to every single 
one of these propositions. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, Ihave here two or three state- 
ments, some of which, I presume, were submitted to the commit- 


tee when this particular schedule was under consideration. The 
communication which I hold in my hand is from Van Horn, Grif- 
fin & Co., plate and sheet glass, PE street, New York. "This 
document purports to be a copy of a letter addressed to the chair- 
man of the subcommittee of the Committee on Finance, the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, and is as follows: 

respectfully protest st the pro increase in th te of d: 
lished plate g! v pe the -—-— m uest a pir erf anty 
he present rate of duty on all plates con ng over 5 square feet is now 
«ue e to from 117 to 175 per cent ad valorem, as shown in the accompa- 
nying e. 

On small sizes of 5 square feet or less the present rate varies from 50 to 66 
per cent, but the consumption of these sizes is only about 5 per cent of the 
whole. [tis now proposed to raise the duties on these small sizes to make it 
equivalent to from 80 to 109 per cent ad valorem. 

And this notwithstanding the fact, I might add, that it appears 
that the consumption of those glasses amounts to but 5 per cent 
of the whole. The letter continues: 

The annual consumption of plate glass for glazing 
15,000,000 feet. The importation is nothing. The only 
ported is the finest quality for mirror purposes. About two years ago the 

rincipal pe lass companies of the country consolidated, forming the 

ttsburg Plate Glass Company, with a capital of $10,000,000. They practically 
8 the situation. There are only three other small factories in the 
country. . 


Then follows a table which I will insert without reading: 
Polished plate glass f. o. b. 


urposes is about 
te glass now im- 


urope. Dingley bill. 

Percent- Percent- 

Size. Cost per age of Duty per] age of 

uare E nd duty to | square | duty to 

oot. 12 o in oot. 2 in 

Containing m to— Cents. | Cents. Cents. 

2} square feet 10 50 8 80 
5 square feet ............. 12 8 061 12 100 
10 square feet . Si 16 221 140 224 140 
25 square feet 20 25 175 35 175 
40 square feet 23 95 152 95 152 
50 square feet ... ds a 35 146 85 146 
15 square feet ............ 26 95 135 a5 185 
100 square feet 95 117 95 n? 


'The firm continues as follows: 


We would uest that no increase small sizes, 

by the Dingley Hili and that crm ar aedi over — 

eet be reduced one-half, which would 1 leave a duty equivalent to from 

60 to 90 per cent ad valorem as a protection to the American manufacturer, 

and also permit of some plate glass being imported, thus adding to the reve- 
nue of our Government. 

I notice that the committee has not reported any changes as to 
certain items in this schedule, and by referring te the importa- 
tions it appears it was manifestly because there were no importa- 
tions under those particular paragraphs. Where it is disclosed 
tha: the Wilson Act or any anterior measure has fixed a rate 
which is absolutely prohibitive, and where it is conceded that we 
need revenue, it appears in those cases, as in the case of steel rails, 
triumphantly referred to by the Senator from Rhode Island, that 
there ought to have been some reduction even for the sake of 
looks. although in that case it would not amount to anything as 
a matter of fact. 

I have also another communication from the same firm, of a 
later date, with certain additional facts set forth, as follows: 

Supplementing our letter to you of April 6, regarding proposed a Abe 


o 
late giass as per the Dingle bill, we beg to summarize the conditi 
Will exist with the ebactnent of the Senate bill: ie 


Polished plate glass f. o. b. 


pro- 
uare 


Size. 


oot. | foot. | cost in 
Cents. | Cents. 
10 5 
i) om 
20 35 
85 
24 5 
26 835 
90 35 


late glass for glaz- 


rtation, o 
qoe i tae 


We would again state that the annual a mere ye s 

e 

e enormous duty, is nothing. The only plate 3 now impor 
T Th ess p 
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I have also a letter from a firm of importers in New York, 


Sutphen & Myer, as follows: 
1l ttenti posed dut late glass 
eee Ree Lien OE tie Bane aide vs aria 

Then follows a computation, in which they figure the matter 
out similarly to the correspondent already referred to, and con- 
tinuing, they say: 

f plate glass for glazi rposes is over 14,000,- 
rere err ip nnm ped iere so one 5 Py aieoiately 
nothing by reason of the excessive pe The Pittsburg Plate Glass Com- 
peny, which consists of a consolidation of the principal plate glass companies, 

ractically control the situation. 'There are but three small plate glass 
actories in the country outside of the Pittsburg Plate Glass Company. 

We would request that no further increase of duty be made on sizes up to 
5 square feet, and that the duty on sizes containing over 5 square feet be 
reduced one-half. This reduction would still leave as a protection to the 
American manufacturer a duty equal to from 60 to 90 per cent ad valorem, and 
by reason of the importation of plate glass being resumed, a most material 
addition would be made to the revenue of our Government. 

The Senator from Arkansas has run over many of these items, 
and at present I do not wish to add anything further until one of 
the paragraphs not yet read has been reached. I ask that these 
communications may be inserted in the RECORD as read. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Is- 
lJand whether, since the date of the McKinley Act, the market 
price of these various kinds of glass has or has not fallen; and if 
80, to what extent? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Some have increased and some have decreased. 
There isno general answer that would apply to the question of 
the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr.BACON. Isitnotafact that there has been a very material 
decrease in the market price of most of these grades of glass? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ithink not, of most of them. 1f the Senator 
will ask me as to any parega one, I will give him an answer. 

Mr. BACON. I will ask as to common glass, glass commonly 
used for window glass and looking-glass. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Window glass is not now under consideration. 

Mr. BACON. Iunderstand that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no common glass included in this 
particular paragraph. We are not now providing for common 
window glass. M s 

Mr. BACON. So I understand, but the inquiry was made gen- 


erally. 
Mr. ALDRICH. On Dv Speer 101 the unit of value in 1893, 
under the act of 1890, was 23 cents a square foot, and in 1896, 20 


cents. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. That shows a decrease from 23 to 20 
cents, "Therefore, if the specific duty is increased, it is à much 
larger increase than it would appear to be on its face. With a 
decrease in price and an increase in the specific duty, the duty is 
much larger than it appears. That is the point. I wish to ask the 
Senator if that is not a fact? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Persons sitting in the galleries and listening 
to the discussion, if they were neither familiar with the facts in 
the case nor the methods which are adopted at times in regard to 
tariff discussions in the Senate, would think that some outrageous 
duty was being imposed by the provisions of these paragraphe 
upon an article of necessity for the common people of the United 
States. 

The fact is that neither of those things is true. These para- 
graphs refer to plate glass, and nothing else, and plate glass is not 
Sand by the common people of the United States for any purpose 
or at any time. The changes in rates suggested by the Senate 
committee, retaining largely the provisions of the bill as it came 
from the House in that regard, are simply a readjustment of rates 
provided in the act of 1890, and to some extent in the act of 1894, 
upon the various descriptions of plate glass, It is true that we 
have suggested an increase of rate upon some of the brackets, but 
xt muon larger decrease upon most of them below the rates 
of 1890. 

The Senator from Arkansas has taken one of those items out of 
twenty or thirty upon which an increase of rate is suggested, and 
he rings the changes upon that one item as though it applied to 
the whole paragraph. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In every paragraph in this schedule, 
the smaller brackets, the cheaper glass, the duty is increased from 
30 to 80 per cent, The decreases are on the high glass, the high- 
priced glass, as I pointed out in the beginning. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The quality of the glass is the same. It is 
true that a large plate costs more per square foot than a small one, 
for obvious reasons, but there is no difference in their uses or the 
classes of people who do use them. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow 
me to ask him whether, in traveling over the country,he has ever 
seen any of these large plate glasses in windows? 

Mr. ALDRICH. In the houses of the people? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir; I never see them. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The country people, the farmers, can not buy 
them; and yet they do buy the small glass. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They do not buy any of the glass referred to 


in this paragraph, I will say to the Senator from South Carolina, 
either in South Carolina or in any other part of the country. He 
can rest assured of that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Where do they buy them? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They buy them for looking-glass plates and 
for more expensive houses in cities. Iam willing to venture the 
statement that there is not a house in South Carolina, outside of 
the city of Charleston, which has a plate-glass window in it. Ido 
not believe there is one. But that is not a matter of consequence. 

Mr. TILLMAN. We are very poor, but I think the Senator is 
a little mistaken. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Idonot know. The Senator from South Car- 
olina of course knows more aboutit thanIdo. Iam only stat- 
ing my belief about it. 

Asto the reasons which led to the change and to the readjustment, 
the Senator from Arkansas, in a long address to the Senate, has 
stated as the principal reason against the increase of these duties 
that the production of plate glass in the United States is largely 
controlled by one single company, who advertise themselves as the 
largest plate-glass manufacturers in the world. I should like to 
ask the Senator from Arkansas, in all candor, whether he thinks 
thatis any reason why these duties ought to be changed up or 
down? Does it affect the merits of this case at all whether the 
gentlemen control 40 per cent or 50 per cent or 60 per cent of the 
production of plate glass in the United States? Certainly it is no 
crime, according to my notion, for an American establishment to 
be the largest manufacturer of plate glass in the world. It is an 
evidence, to my mind, of the energy and the enterprise of those peo- 
ple, and it certainly is no reason why they should be denounced 
upon the floor of the Senate or elsewhere, in my judgment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But is it not a reason why they ought 
not to be allowed to plead the baby act and to ask to be taken 
care of by high protection? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not understand that they plead the baby 
act at all, or that they are asking at the hands of the American 
Congress anything but ra eee and exact justice, 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iwill ask the Senator from Rhode Island, if 
he will permit me, whether, if this combination controls the ma- 
jority of the production of this kind of glass and fixes the price 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does not fix the price. 

Mr. LINDSAY. And dictates the terms upon which it will sell 
certain kinds of 2 that is not a good reason why we should 
refuse to give it additional protection? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They deny most emphatically (and. there has 
been no evidence submitted to the committee to the contrary, and 
Ithink there is no such evidence in existence) that there is any 
combination on their part with other manufacturers to control 
the prices or to limit production or to do anything else that is 
generally understood to be a restraint upon trade. There is no 
evidence of that kind before the committee at all. 

Now, the Senator from Arkansas says that these men have a 
monopoly of the American market; that there is practically no 
importation. 'The comparative statement which was before him 
and is now before me shows conclusively that that statement is far 
from being an accurate statement of the facts in the case. The 
importations of plate glass in 1896 amounted to more than $2,000,- 
000, n it extended over almost every single one of these para- 
graphs. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator will permit me, was there not 
about $1,000,000 worth of glass exported during the last year? 

Mr. ALDRICH, I think very likely there was. I should think 
very likely there might be a considerable amount of plate glass 
exported. But the fact is that upon the sizes on which the in- 
crease is suggested by the committee and by the House bill the 
1 ave been constantly increasing, as I shall show very 

riefly. 

For instance, upon this first bracket, which was made the first 
subject of discussion and criticism by theSenator from Arkansas, 
the importations in 1893, when the duty was 5 cents a square foot, 
amounted to$84,000. In 1896, with the same duty, they amounted 
to $126,000, or an increase of nearly 50 per cent. As to the rates 
of duty which are suggested by the committee, if the Senate com- 
mittee rate had been appred to the importations of 1896, the 
average ad valorem would have been 39.42 per cent. So the ulti- 
mate rates that will result from this increase is less than 40 per 


cent. 

One would have supposed to have listened to the Senator from 
Arkansas and the Senator from California that we have reached 
an enormously high rate by the suggestions which we have made. 
We have simply soum t to equalize the rates between the different 
paragraphs in the bill. For the information of the Senate, I will 
read the resulting ad valorem in this whole column, so that there 
will be no question about it. 

In the first one it is 39.42; in the next, 44.34; in the next, 88.39; 
in the next, 46.23; in the next, 34.31; in the next, 34.11; in the 
next, 22.79; in the next, 43.25; in the next, 42.52, and so on through- 
out the whole list of the changes which have been made by the 
Senate committee. In some cases the rate is as low as 16 and 17 
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per cent and 29 percent. In only one case is the rate of 88 per 
cent s d, and that rate is exactly the same rate imposed by 
the Wilson Act, prepared by the Senator from Arkansas and his 
associates. So in all these other changes the rates are very much 
less than the average which was imposed upon the gp schedule, 
and almost half less than what was prem. be the Senators them- 
selves upon some of the articles covered by this very paragraph: 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Rhode Island will permit me, 
I wish to call attention to the matter he is now considering, on 

ge 43 of the comparative statement. In all above 24 by 36inches 
we find that under the law of 1890 the rate was 3i cents. It is 
now 31 cents, and the ad valorem equivalent is given in the docu- 
ment before us as 118.73. That is a case where the Senate com- 
mittee has evidently increased the rate as compared with the law 
of 1890. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As my colleague from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT] suggests to me, that certainly does not prove that the 

ion made by the Senator from Arkansas that we have in- 
creased the duties upon the smaller size glass is correct, because 
that is the largest size of any, and a very unimportant one, in the 
whole schedule. 

Mr. WHITE. Ithink the statement of the Senator from Ar- 
kansas had reference to the value. I notice that the unit of value 
is very low in this particular instance. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator will allow me on that 
point, I believe we are on graph 101—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam discussing paragraph 101, but the Sena- 
tor from California calls attention to an article in 104. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Rhode Island said 
my statement was not sustained that the Senate committee were 
increasing the rate much more greatly on the smaller size glass 
than the larger size. I propose to refer the Senator to the com- 
parative statement. Take paragraph 101, page 41 of the com 
tive statement. In the very first bracket youincreasetherate from 
5 cents in the McKinley Act to 8 cents here. , 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Scarcely anyone will deny that that 
is an increase. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And I am pointing out what the effect of that 
is, if the Senator will allow me. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But the Senator was saying that my 
statement that you were increasing the rates on the smaller size 

lass and not increasing the rates in the same proportion on the 
ine r size glass is not sustained by the facts. 

r. ALDRICH. I understood the Senator from Arkansas to 
make the statement that we propose to increase the rates of du 
on the smaller size pe until the equivalent ad valorem is muc 

her than on the larger size. 
.JONES of Arkansas. I instituted no comparison between 
the equivalent ad valorem on the two classes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What I said was that as a matter of 
fact you are increasing, and increasing enormously, the rates of tax 
on small-size glass and that you are not increasing the tax in the 
same proportion on the larger size. 

Mr. ALDRICH. For obvious reasons, if the Senator from Ar- 
kansas will permit me, we have increased the rate, as I say, on the 
smaller size glass, for purposes of readjustment; but the effect of 
that increase is at the end only to Me one-half the rate of duty 
which the Senator himself imposed by the act of 1894 upon most 
of the articles of plate glass included in this schedule. Now,that 
is the fact about it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator point out where he 
has increased it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam just pointing out that the result of the 
8 cents out of this computation is to impose in the end only 39.42 
per cent ad valorem, while his own rate, suggested by his own 
committee, on sizes from 24 to 90 was, under his own bill, 88.89 
per cent ad valorem, more than double the duties which we now 
suggest upon this item. "The reason for that readjustment, as I 
have already shown, is the largely increased importations on the 
smaller sizes, and the necessity, if we intend to do justice by these 
various articles, to reduce the rates and make them equal upon all 
concerned. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator have the goodness 
to show one bracket, one single paragraph, one single lot of glass 
on which he has proposed a lower rate than was proposed in the 
Wilson bill? ` 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam not saying thatwe do? We cia pe beh 
tain the rates which the Senator himself retained upon the larger 
sizes, which in many cases amounted to 100 per cent ad valorem, 
double the rate which we now suggest upon thesmall sizes. The 
readjustment made-in 1890 was not a correct one, and it is to cor- 
rect the inequality made by the act of 1890 in regard to the dif- 
ferent sizes of glass that these changes are made. They are not 
excessive, they are not unnecessary, they are reasonable, and 


oper, and just. 
Petr. CHILTON. Mr. President, a few days ago we had from 


the distinguished Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] a 
very able speech, to which we listened with attention. Near the 
inning of that speech I find the following paragraph: 

It was, I believe, thoroughly understood throughout the country in the 
last political campaign that if the Republican party should be again intrusted 
with power no extreme tariff Mn would d follow. It was believed 
that in the chan conditions of the country a return to the duties imposed 
by the act of 1890 would not be necessary, even from a protective standpoint. 

When we take up this glass schedule and examine it in the light 
of this declaration, it seems to me that the Senator from Rhode 
Island owes it to the country not to insist upon such t in- 
creases over the McKinley rates. According to his conception of 
the obligation due by the ublican party,it would nof be nec- 
essary. Butstronger than this, it is a special imposition upon that 
class of the people who are best entitled to Government favor to 
raise the duty upon the particular items of glass now under con- 
sideration. 

The Senator from Rhode Island a few minutes ago asserted, I 
believe, that the glass mentioned in paragraphs 101 and 102 was 
notin use among the mass of people. Ithink he can not be cor- 
rectin that. The glass mentioned in paragraph 102 is the silvered 
glass of the kind which is used for mirrors. Many mirrors are 
framed in this country, aua these are the mirrors which are gen- 
erally used by the worki E people. They are used in folding beds, 
in bureaus, in washstands, and in many other articles of furni- 
ture. 

Now, sir, if you analyze patagraphs 101 and 102, you find that 
the increases are at the point where they bear most heavily upon 
the common people. Take the first bracket in 101, plate glass 16 
by 24 inches square. In the McKinley Act this was 5 cents a 
square foot. e Wilson rate was 5 cents, like the McKinley 
rate. Both have been increased to 8 cents a square foot. 

Now,take the second bracket, plate glass not exceeding 24 by 
30. The Wilson rate was 8 cents, the McKinley rate was 8 cents, 
and it has been raised by the Senate committee to 10 cents a 
square foot, 

Now, take the third bracket, and you find that the Wilson rate, 
221 cents a square foot, is continu 

the fourth bracket you find also that the Wilson rate is pre- 
served without change. 

Now, sir, the point to which I wish to attract attention is that 
ies ani mentioned in the third and fourth brackets.is largely 
unaffected by the tariff rates, because the American factories have 
complete control of the home market on these sizes. About 75 per 
cent of the production of this country is glass such as is descri 
in the fourth bracket. Fifteen per cent of the American product 
is such as that mentioned in the third bracket. 

Ninety per cent of all the glass produced in this country would 
be included in these two brackets of large-sized glass, and it is no 
concession to consumers to leave the duty at the Wilson rate. 
But on the first two brackets—the small-sized plate glass and 
mirrors—the result will be oppressive if the duty is increased. 
While this glass constitutes only 10 per cent of the total domestic 
output, and in relative value is small, it is the only plate glass 
which is sold to the grees body of the people. 

The Senator from Rhode Island ought not to close his ears to these 
a s. He ought not to steadily resist every demonstration of 
the inequalities of these paragraphs. He ought to leave the Mc- 
Kinley rate stand, 

Now, taking 5 the silvered-glass aph. I believe the 
Senate Finance Committee have designated à more accurate pro- 
portion between the rates on silvered and unsilvered glass 
that stated in the Dingley bill. I believe that the House bill was 
an inartistic measure in that e ge But, sir, while your pro- 

i glass areright, I contend that 
you have put the small sizes of glass far too high in both paragraphs. 

The rates in the first two brackets of both paragraphs should 
be here reduced to the McKinley rates. That is certainly a reason- 
able concession to ask at the hands of the Finance Committee. 

The increases are even greater in h 102 than they are 
in the unsilvered 8 On silvered glass not exceeding 16 
by 24 inches square the Me Kinley rate was 6 cents a square foot, 
and yet it has been raised to 11 cents a square foot, or nearly 
doyble the McKinley rate. 

In the size not exceeding 24 by 30 inches square the Wilson 
rate was 10 cents a square foot, the McKinley rate 10 cents a 

uare foot, and it has been raised to 18 cents a square foot. 

ow, sir, I appeal to the Senator from Rhode Island to put both 
those sizes, which are those used by the common people, 
back t» the McKinley rat». 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it is a remarkable fact that when- 
ever the Senator from Rhode Island makes a readjustment he 
always raises the lower dnties, but never thinks of cutting down 
the higher ones. I have heard him preach that doctrine of read- 
justment before, and it invariably comes out the same way. He 
readjusts always by keeping the enormous duties, and then b 
raising the lower duties, so as to reach somethin; like a level wi 
He bimer Here is a icuous example what has been 

i here again and again. 


1897. 


Take the sizes up to 2. The present duty is 5 cents; the Euro- 
pean cost is 10 cents; the ad valorem under existing law is 50 per 


cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Which paragraph does the Senator from Mis- 
souri refer to? 

Mr. VEST. I refer to that upon the two smaller sizes up to 
2} square feet and then up to 5 square feet. The next is up to 10 
square feet, and then to 25 square feet, to 40, 50, 75, and to 100 
square feet. As a matter of course, the common people of the 
country are only interested in the lower grade, the smaller sizes.. 

As I was 3 to say, the duty under existing law is 5 
cents upon the glass up to 23 square feet in size, which makes 50 

cent ad valorem on the European cost of 10 cents. That is 
increased by the Senate committee's bill to 8 cents from 5 cents, 
making an increase of 30 per cent ad valorem, the Senate amend- 
ment making 180 per cent, and so on the next grade up to 5 square 
feet. The ordinary common people, as Lincoln called them, are 
interested only in these two grades. The European cost is 12 
cents to the square foot, and under the existing law the duty is 8 
cents, or 66$ per cent ad valorem. The Senate committee has 
raised it from 8 cents to 10 cents, making it 83 per cent instead of 
663 per cent. But when it comes to the larger sizes, which are 
articles of luxury, used EHE by people of large means and by 
storek who are able to buy such articles, and by rich people 
in their houses, and in mirror and pier glasses, the duties remain, 
both in the Senate bill and in the existing law, 140, 175, 152, 146, 
135, and 117 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the Senator reading from? 

Mr. VEST. Iam reading from a calculation made by Sutphen 
& Mayer, of New York, which, when compared with the compara- 
tive statement, you will find to be correct. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have just compared it and I find it to be 
strangely incorrect. If the Senator will look at the table fur- 
nished by the Bureau of Statistics, he will find that the ave 
value of looking-glass plates, 16 by 24, of all that were imported, 
was 31 cents in 1893 and 25 cents 3n 1896. That was the average 
value of all, and the Senator is basing his figures, upon the com- 
putation of somebody, at 10 cents a square foot. 

Mr. VEST. I am basing it upon a computation of 35 cents, and 
if I take the Senator's reduction it still leaves an enormous duty 
upon that grade. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The average duty is 43.25 per cent of the total 
importation for 1890 on the highest grade which we propose. 

Mr. VEST. That may be very true, but still upon these higher 

that is the ad valorem duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator was trying to make it appear, as 
I understood him, that upon the importations of 16 by 24 and 
smaller looking-glass plates we are imposing some excessive duty. 
I say upon the average value as shown by the Bureau of Statis- 
tics we are only proposing to impose a rate of 43.25 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. Take the grade up to size 25; I will ask the Sena- 
2 what is the rate of duty imposed by the Senate committee's 


7 

Mr. ALDRICH. On looking-glass plates not exceeding 16 by 
24 inches square the rate we is 11 cents. That is the 
highest increase in the whole schedule, and even at that rate the 
increase to 11 cents amounts only to 43.25 per cent. 

Mr. CHILTON. The business grew up in this country under 
the old rate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It did not grow up very much. There was a 
million dollars’ worth imported last year. It shows that it has 
not grown to the stature of manhood yet. 

Mr, CHILTON. The whole plate-glass industry has been built 
up in the last fifteen years in this country under that rate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I know it has, from the very fact that we have 
been imposing protective duties; and we want to continue that 
policy until we have secured the $2,000,000 worth now imported, 
made 88 manufacturers. ) 

Mr. T. It is remarkable that the Senator from Rhode 
Island never has thought of reducing the higher duties, but has 


3 engaged himself and his committee in increasing the 
ower duties. That is the point I make. Why has it never sug- 
gested itself to him? 


Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator can not point to half a dozen 
instances in this bill where rates have been increased over those 


im by the act of 1890. 

Mr. VET. Does the Senator mean to say that he has not 
increased the two sizes here? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isay we have. 

Mr. VEST. Exactly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator can not point to a half dozen 
Anstances outside of this particular paragraph in which the in- 
crease is above the act of 1890. 


Mr. VEST. Half a dozen! I have already called attention to 
more than twenty—— 1 
Mr. ALDRI I have not noticed them. 


Mr. VEST. In the schedules through which we have gone, 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Ihave not noticed them. 

Mr. VEST. Idid not enumerate them; but there has not been 
half an hour since the debate commenced that I have not called 
attention to an increase over the McKinley Act, and I will under- 
take to do so all through the whole bill from beginning to the end. 
But the Senator can not evade the salient point in the discussion. 
The two grades in which the common people of the country are 


interested are the two smaller grades, and he admits himself that 
he has increased the rate on those. In one instance he has in- 
creased it from 50 to 80 per cent and in the other from 66} to 83 


per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Idenythe accuracy of the Senator's 3 
Itake the average value of importations as the best possible test 
we can get, and I do not take—— 

Mr. T. I will settle the question by asking the Senator 
just this single question: Has he not made an increase in those 
two es? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Unquestionably, and I have so stated, timo 
after time. 

Mr. VEST. Very good. That is enough for my purpose. It 
has never xs prets itself to the Senator to reduce the higher 
grades in which the common people are not interested, but he per- 
sists in keeping up the duties on the two lower grades, and calls 
that areadjustment. His readjustments always are in one direc- 
tion—intheshape of higher duties, I have never known the Sen- 
ator to 1 duties in order to readjust a schedule never. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator will agree that we propose a 
very Wen emper below the act of 1890 on these higher sched- 
ules? tis what I call a readjustment. 

Mr. VEST. If wetake into consideration the prices and the 
condition of the trade of the country, it is not a reduction. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On the two higher brackets in paragraph 102, 
to which the Senator has alluded, we have reduced, first, from 35 
cents a square foot to 25 cents, and in the next one from 66 cents a 
square foot to 38 cents. Is not that a readjustment? 

Mr. VEST. Of course, and the Senator-has always readjusted 
rates in order to decrease theimportations. Whenever there is a 
large importation, it 3 follows as the night follows the 
day that there is an increase of duty in this whole bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But does not the Senator from Missouri agree 
with me that a very large increase in importations would be very 
good evidence that the duties were not protective? 

r. VEST. No; notalways. 

Mr. ALDRICH. From my standpoint; not from the Senator's. 

Mr. VEST. It depends upon the amount consumed in this 
country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Other things being equal. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. We consume in the United States, for 
instance, from twelve to fourteen million square feet of this glass. 
And because a million feet came in, is that any reason for putting 
up the duties? Suppose only 2 or 3 per cent of a certain article 
comes into the United States out of an enormous consumption of 
millions upon millions, is that any reason for putting up duties 
upon the whole aggregate mass? 

Now, take the importations of v glass; what proportion do 
they bear to the consumption in the United States? t is the 
qu. Whenever the Senator from Rhode Island (and I un- 

ertake to say it is the unvarying rule) finds large importations 
anywhere upon any article in this bill, he immediately puts up the 
ge He might just as well pnt up an advertisement, that ** there 
l be no competing imports; we propose to shut out compe- 
tition; we propose to have the sort of tariff that Henry Carey, the 
at father of protection, announced when he said he wished to 
d the Atlantic Ocean was an ocean of fire, across which no ship 
could ever vs 

Mr. ALDRICH, The Senator does not want to misquote me, I 
am sure. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What I said was that where I found there 
was a large and abnormalincrease in importations, especially in 
articles in which we have equal natural advantages with those of 
other countries, other things being equal, I would take that as an 
indication that the duties had ceased to be, for some reason, pro- 
tective, and that there ought to be some readjustment. 

Mr. VEST. I would not take that as a rule in all cases. Itis 
not an inflexible rule by any means. There is an increase of pop- 
ulation in this country; there are thousands of things that go to 
affect the condition of trade between us and foreign countries; 
and it by no means follows that whenever you find even the equal 
natural resources and an increase in importations, therefore you 
ought to increase the duties. 

may be mistaken, I am not an expert in the business, but I 
understand that the rule adopted by the leaders of the Repub- 
lican party is that there should be a tariff for revenue connected 
with the tariff that will protect American productions, 1 ere" 
ing the cost of labor between foreign countries and the United 
States. That I understand to be the conservative and just rule as 
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announced from the hustings and in the public press of the Repub- 
Are we, then, to be governed by the amount of im- 


lican party 

portations simply and alone? If that be 80, you throw away the 
other conditions and the other qualifications, and as soon as the 
imports increase upon any article, no matter on what account, 
you increase the duties, although we know that imports and ex- 
ports vary from causes beyond our control—climatic, productive, 
war, famine; all these things go to make up imports and to make 
up exports between the nations of the earth, and there can be no 
Procrustean rule, and there ought to be none. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island and the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, as I understood, declared that there was no 
trust in regard to this article. I 1 to know that they are 
mistaken. Ido not care how much the Plate Glass Company of 
Pittsburg advertise that it is not a trust, there is no court in the 
land that would not declare it to be a trust by any of the rules 
that govern such discussions in courts of justice. I happen to 
know that in my State there is a large plate-glass factory, called 
the Crystal City Plate Glass Company. I have great respect per- 
sonally for the gentlemen who own that establishment, although 
they have been my determined political enemies, never, I am glad 
to say, my personal enemies; but I never had a canvass in which 
I did not meet the influence of that institution. Until a few years 
agoit has been continued, and, I have always understood, with 
eat ability. It had large capital; it was in a flourishing condi- 
on. Four or five years ago, possibly less than that, some two or 
three years ago, the establishment closed, and it has been closing 
from time to time, putting its men out of employment and tak- 
ing them back again into employment in a spasmodic, peripa- 
tetic, and nomadic way that nobody in Missouri could understand 
except the few men interested in it. 

Iremember in the recent canvass I spoke at Crystal City, and I 
was antagonized, as usual, by the political influence of the owners 
of this great corporation, I found by conversation with some of 
the men that they were out of employment, and I said to them, 
** Do you propose to support the Republican ticket, when gon are 
here hun for work? Do you think now that the Crystal City 
Company, with its high protection upon plate glass, is not able to 

ive you employment on account of the want of tariff duties?” 

ey answered me that the proprietors had told them it was only 

a temporary suspension and that they would in a few days com- 
mence and give them their wages again. 

In the city of St. Louis there is a very respectable firm, the 
largest dealers pe ye glass and mirrors in the city, Messrs. Drey 
& Kahn, and I will ask the Secretary to read a communication 
from them which explains the condition of this trust and the 
poskan of the Crystal City Plate Glass Company in connection 
with it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Sr. Lovis, Mo., May 25, 1897. 


DEAR Sin: We respectfully call your attention to the proposed schedule 
on cast ed plate glass, which specifies an enormous increase in therates 
on glass contain! less than 5 square feet. The existing rate affords more 
than an ample protection to our manufacturers, and a further increase in the 
tariff would be prohibitive; and while the Government would suffer from 
the decreased revenue, & profit would flow in the pockets of the million- 
aire clan doing business under the corporate name of Pittsburg Plate Glass 
Company, better known as the 8 trust. E 

This trust operates 9 factories, of which 6 are located in Pennsylvania, 2 in 
Indiana, and 1 in Missouri. The latter was known, until the formation of the 
trust, as the Crystal Plate Glass Company, and was in a flourishing condition 
until the withering hand of the trust touched it, but since then has often 
been shut down or only ly operated. "Wages in all thesefactories have 
been reduced enormously, not on account of adverse trade conditions, but to 
supply the sinews of war, which this trust is waging since its formation to 
Peleo 8 rm honorable competition, whether they be manufacturers or job- 

TS lass. 

The eri duties are asked on the smaller sízes of glass only, which in 
effect are a raw por only, as they have to undergo the process of beveling 
and silvering before they enter into use as mirrors for furniture and house- 
hold goods. Thepresentrates on pate glassof larger dimensions areso outra- 
geously high and entirely prohibitive that even the greed of our manufacturer 

trios is satiated, but on the little by-product of smaller sizes, comprising 

ess than 10 per cent of a factory 's output, a chance is left for the importer to 
bring in a very limited share of the amount consumed. 

This, of course, must be stopped and every household in the land be taxed 
for the sole benefit of the glass trust. 

We respectfully beg to enter with you our earnest protest to the proposed 
action, and pray you to give voice to our entreaties and make the Senate 
Coane ring 3 . of the plate- glass trust. 

ours, most respec y 
DREY & KAHN. 
Hon. GEORGE G. VEST, 


United States Senator from the State of Missouri, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. VEST. I shall not attempt to make the Senate Chamber 
ring, because I know that would be utterly ineffectual, and even 
if I were able to produce that sort of harmony, the Senator from 
Rhode Island and his colleagues are beyond any such process as 
that. They intend to put up these duties. I think they make a 
mistake in doing so. I think in a case like this, where, with great 
respect to them, there can be no reasonable excuse given for these 
enormous increases, they make a mistake and they injure the 
des they are defending when they insist upon these indefensi- 
ble elevations of duty. 


I do not care to say anything more upon the subject, because it 
seems to me that in all this debate there has been no answer to 
the proposition that these duties are too high, and especially upon 
those grades of this article which are by the ordinary um 
people of the country. 

. CAFFERY. I want to inquire of the Senator in charge of 
the bill what arethe particular brackets under these different para- 
graphs, where the Senator says importations are so large that the 
tariff has to be raised in order to make a readjustment of it, etc.? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Inthe brackets in which the increases have 
"been 1nade? 

o AE fe yon ne e instance, 3 T v 8 
cents on page 40, paragrap „ plate glass, cast, polished, fin- 
ished or 1 . not exceeding 16 by 24 inches 
square," There is the first rise, I perceive, from 5 to 8 cents per 
squarefoot. I understand that these different increases are made 
to meet excessive importations under this paragraph. 

Mr. ALDRICH. {said they were to equalize the rates as be- 
tween the different paragraphe 

Mr. CAFFERY. Now, I call the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that under paragraph 101, as to all “above 16 by 24 inches, 
and not exceeding 24 by 30 inches," the importations for 1893 were 

1,038,407.92 square feet. The rate on that class under the law of 
1890 and under the law of 1894 was 8 cents per square foot; in the 
bill as it came from the other House it was 12 cents, and in the 
committee's proposition it is 10 cents per square foot, and the im- 
pups in 1896 were 1,968,657.62 square feet. Is it for this 
ing increase that the tariff is to be raised from 8 to 12 cents a 
nue foot? : : 

. ALDRICH. Ten cents per square foot is the suggestion of 

the Senate committee. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ten cents, I beg pardon. Again, in the class 
above that, the increase is from 5 to 8 cents per square foot, and 
the importations in 1893 were 375,507.89 square feet, and in 1896, 
620,900.83 square feet. There is a very considerable rise. Then, 
again, discussing all these paragraphs, as the Senator from Ar- 
kansas, I believe, embraced the paragraphs beyond paragraph 101 
in his discussion, I will refer to paragraph 102, where the rise is 
from 6 to 11 cents per square foot, and the importations for 1898 
were 52,785.15 square feet, and in 1896, 3,228 square feet. So that 
we see there can not be any sufficient reason alleged why these 
bags of the tariff are necessary to meet increased importa- 

ons, 

I should like to inquire whether or not the object of this bill i 
not only in these agraphs which we are now discussing, bu 
throughout the bill, absolutely to cut off importations? The dis- 
tinguished Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], in his 
opening s h upon this bill, stated that, in his opinion, the time 
was not far distant when the revenues from importations must 
be laid aside and the Con, of the United States would have 
to resort more and more to internal taxation. Is this the ultimate 
outcome of the duties of a tariff for protection? I understand the 
object of the other side to have been not entirely to cut off impor- 
tations, as the object now seems to be, but to let the foreigner come 


in and enjoy the blessings of ing our tariff for us, for itis gravely 
urged upon the other side of the mber that the foreigner pa 
the tarit —pays the taxes ibio 


up imported articles. Is it 
that the Senator from Rhode Island now formulates a bill upon 
lines that would exclude the foreigner from enjoying that blessed 
privilege? It would appear so. j 

There is no necessity whatever for these increases. Take the 
increases, again, in cylinder and crown glass under pus h 102, 
where there is an increase from 6 cents a square foot to 11 cents 
a square foot, and the importations under that paragraph in 1893 
were 1,030,091.91 square feet and in 1896, 585,487.50 square feet, a 
decline of nearly 50 per cent in importations. 

The whole sum and substance of the object of raising the tariff 
b uer decreased importations is simply to raise the wall so high as 
absolutely to prevent any importations whatever. Then that 
3 us down to the theory announced by the Senator from 
Rhode Island in his opening speech, that the end-all, that the 
terminal, of High rotection was internal-revenue taxation. I 
want to know whether the American people are ready for that. I 
want to know whether the exportations of our merchandise will 
not by a policy of that sort be ö for we see that 
these revenue duties are more largely laid, or as largely laid, be 55 
the absolutely necessary raw materials for the complete, finished 
product of our manufactures as upon the finished products them- 
selves. If, therefore, this policy is to be continued, the ultimate 
result of it will be to pen us up, to corral us, to turn us over to the 
tender mercy of the home manufacturer, to exclude our flourish- 
ing manufacturers from any export trade, and to make the United 
States a perfect likeness of the ancient Kingdom of China, where 
nothing can come in and nothing will go out. That is the evident 
purpose of this bill; that is the end and purpose of this taxation, 

Such a policy can not be defended upon any line of protection. 
As I understand that theory, it is not to cramp our industries, 
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The original theory of Jo was to protect the infant indus- 
try until it could stand on its legs, and then turn it loose and let 
it battle for itself. The theory now is to pile up taxes higher and 
higher just in proportion to the age of this infant, and instead of 
the squealing. puling cry of the tender infant clamoring for pro- 
tection, we have now the lusty voice of the ancient Methuselah, 
louder and louder, clearer and clearer, fiercer and fiercer, as his 
desire increases to fleece the home consumer. 

There is not a line of mercy in this bill for the consumer; there 
is not a line of consideration for him. It is the very acme, the 
eti summit of protection, and protection in its insanest mood. 

he reason urged by the Senator from Rhode Island in answer 
to the criticism of the Senator from Missouri is about as clear 
and as distinct as his exposition of the sugar schedule. It is one 
of those clear expositions that the longer you look at it the mud- 
dier it seems. Here is a distinct charge made by the Senator from 
Missouri that wherever the taxes were low they have been raised 
in order to meet the unnecessarily high taxation in some other di- 
rection, and the answer is that that is necessary for readjustment. 
Readjustment how, where, and for what purpose? Where high 
taxes exist, P do not import anything. it not absolutely un- 
necessary, therefore, to put any higher duties there? The only 
purpose, then, of these high taxes upon the low-priced article is to 
pue up additional burdens upon the vem consumers of the United 
tates. That is the only pretext, the only motive, that underlies 
this inverse order of raising tariff—the highest upon the lowest and 
the lowest upon the highest. 

I do hope my colleagues on this side of the Chamber who are 
more familiar with the details of these schedules than I am and 
more able to handle the facts at their command will so e the 
enormities of these schedules that the American people will finally 
see that they are being fleeced; that the hand of extortion is being 
laid upon them for the pretended interests of manufacturing in- 
dustries whose business does not require this additional blood to 
be let from the veins of the American people. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from 


Missouri UM VEST]. 
Mr. JO of Arkansas. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


E — 8 ONES of Arkansas. Let the amendment be stated at the 
esk. 
The SECRETARY. In paragraph 101, page 26, line 20, before the 
word “cents,” it is proposed to strike out “eight” and insert 
**five;" so as to read: 

101. Cast polished plate glass, finished or unfinished and unsilvered, not 
exceeding 16 by 24 inches square, 5 cents per square foot, etc. 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON]. 
ent, I would vote yea." 

Mr. CLARK (when his name wascalled). Ihavea general pair 
with the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris], but I will 
iransfer that pair to my colleague . WARREN], and vote 
* nay." 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts Eur novae], but I transfer 
that pair to the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY], so 
that the junior Senator from Delaware will stand paired with the 
junior Senatorfrom Massachusetts, and that will permit the junior 
Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. PENROSE] and myself to vote. I 
vote ** yea. » 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the Senator from Connecticut | Mr. HAWLEY], otherwise I should 
vote “yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I am paired 
`~ with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. If he were 
present, I should vote ** yea" and he would vote **nay." 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘ yea." 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). In accordance 
with the explanation made by thé Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
CL Ax], I am at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘ nay." 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. My colleague [Mr. Haw Ley] is 
necessarily absent from the Senate. He is paired, as has alread 
been announced, with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 
My colleague would vote ** nay,” if present. 

r. PROCTOR (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY]. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. If he were present, 
I should vote“ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam pai with the senior Senator from Mary- 


I am paired with 
If he were pres- 


land [Mr, GORMAN]. 
XXX—85 


YEAS—21. 
Bacon, Mills, Vest. 
Bate, Gray, Morgan, Walthall, 
Berry, Heitfeld, Murphy, ite. 
Caffery, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, 
Chilton, nne Pettus, 
Clay, Lindsay, Turpie, 
NAYS—29. 
Aldrich, Fairbanks, McBride, gpa. A 
Allison, Foraker, e paN 
Burrows, Gallinger, Mason, Spooner, 
Carter, Gear, Nelson, etmore, 
Chandler, 3 Penrose, Wilson. 
Clark, Hanna, Perkins, 
Davis, Hansbrough, Platt, Conn. 
Jones, Nev. Pritchard, 
NOT VOTING-—38. 
Allen, Gorman, tin, Stewart, 
Baker, Harris, Kans. Mitchell, Teller, 
Butler, Harris, Tenn. Morri Thurston, 
Cannon, Hawley, s Tillman, 
Culloni, Hoar, Platt, N. Y. Turner, 
Daniel, Kenney, Proctor, Warre 
Elkins, ode". Raw We n, 
Faulkner, McEnery, h, Wolcot 
Frye. Mallory, Sewell, 
George, Mantle, mith, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. QUAY. Before the Senate thins out this afternoon, it. 
seems to me there ought to be some understanding as to whether 
or not we shall sit on Decoration Day, on Monday next. I shall 
be ped to know from the Finance Committee what is their desire. 

r. ALDRICH. Personally, I should be very glad if the Sen- 
ate would continue in session every day. It is the proper course 
to remain in session until this billis disposed of. Ishould be very 
glad to have a session of the Senate on Monday, unless Senators 
should see fit to vote otherwise. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And you expect them to vote otherwise? 

. Mr. ALDRICH. No; Idonot. Iexpectthemto vote to remain 
in session. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, there are some of us connected with 
military organizations made up of ex-soldiers of the Union Army, 
which ought to demand the sympathy and respect of Senators upon 
the other side of the Chamber who served inthe Confederate army, 
who can not well attend here on Monday. We are all interested 
in this bill, and as to the expedition of the bill, if the Finance Com- 
mittee will, in their wisdom, suggest that the Senate shall meet at 
11 o'clock on Tuesday, and sit during the week from 11 o'clock 
until the ordinary hour of adjournment, all the time lost by pass- 
ing over Monday can be made up. Iappeal to the Finance Com- 
mittee and the Senate that the Senate, when it adjourns to-day, 
shall adjourn over until 11 o'clock on Tuesday next. 

Mr. BATE. Oh, no; say 12 o'clock on Tuesday. 

Mr. VEST. Do I understand the Senator from Pennsylvania to 
make the suggestion or the proposition that we meet on Tuesday 
and from that time on at 11 o'clock? 

Mr. DEM That was my suggestion. 

Mr. VEST. For one, I should not make any such agreement, 
and shall defeat it if possible. We have now had this bill under 
discussion about a week. We have made, as I said the other 
day, more progress in a week on the pending bill than we made 
in the first five weeks in the consideration of the act of 1894. It 
is a little too soon to commence 11 o'clock sessions, when our 
friends upon the other side have had this bill in the other House 
and in the Senate for nearly three months and a half, and those 
of them who have had charge of it must be necessarily familiar 
with every detail of the bill. It has been furnished to us a very 
short time, and the comparative statement only came to us a little 
over a week ago, and then in a very defective form, and we have 
been compelled to wait until the Senator from Rhode Island made 
his opening speech to find absolutely what were his calculations 
as to the estimated revenue under this bill. Until we heard that 
speech we had no idea what were the expectations of the framers 
of the bill in regard to the revenue to be produced. I had occa- 
sion to say the other day that we do not propose—and I think I 
can speak for my colleagues as I do for myself—that we do not 
propose any factious 9 but we shall oppose the unusual 
proceeding of 11 o'clock sessions commencing upon next Tuesday. 

As to the adjournment over, that is a matter to be decided by 
the other side of the Chamber, although of course we shall vote 
for the 8 when it is brought up. 

Mr. LER. Mr. President 

.Mr. QUAY. Idesire merely to say, in response to the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Missouri, that I for one, and I have no 
doubt all the Senators on this side of the Chamber, appreciate the 
generosity and fairness of Senators upon the other side in their 
conduct of this bill; and if it is not their desire to meet atan 
earlier hour than 12 o'clock next Tnesday, I do not desire to press 
that upon them, and will change the motion to one that when 
the Senate adjourn, it be to meet at 12 o'clock on Tuesday next, 
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Mr. VEST. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was about to suggest to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania to make that modification of his request. I for one 
am not disposed to urge any method of procedure at this time 
upon Senators upon the other side of the Chamber that is not 
agreeable to them. Sometimes I have noticed that there seemed 

to be an impression on that side of the Chamber to the effect that 
we were complaining of them. I do not think there has been any 
complaint, and certainly there has been no just ground of com- 
laint. Iam perfectly satisfied myself with the disposition which 
ators upon the other side are manifesting, and perfectly satis- 
fied with the way they are treating this bill. Ibelieve they mean 
to discuss it no more than is necessary to a fair elucidation of its 
details, and that they t to render all reasonable assistance 
toward a speedy and final vote upon the bill. Therefore I should 
be glad if the Senator from Pennsylvania would withdraw the 
8 tion that we should begin to meet at 11 o'clock next Tuesday. 
A little later on in the discussion, haps, that hour may be 
agreed to by the other side; but, under the circumstances, there 
having been no disposition manifested to unduly delay the bill, I 
hope we shall not sit on Monday next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Did the Chair understand the 
Senator from Pennsylvania to make a motion? 

Mr. ALDRICH. r. President, being charged with a certain 

measure of responsibility in regard to the progress of this bill, I 
will say that I feel bound to press it upon the consideration of the 
Senate Ted every available hour during every session and upon 
every ; 
The Senator from Missouri says that we have made more prog- 
ress now than we did in the discussion of the act of 1894. We 
have, it is true, on some of the days made some progress; but this 
5 been taken up in the discussion of one ph 
of this and in the reading of papers in connection with it. It 
looks to me as if the progress we have made in the past two or 
three days is all to be nentralized by a prolongation of the discus- 
sion upon the which are to come. 

Mr. T. Will the Senator from Rhode Island permit me? 
What I am about to say is not by way of apology, but simply an 

lanation. I have no apology to make. $ 
“Tho PRESIDING OFFIC The Senator from Missouri will 

don the Chair. The Chair will state to Senators that the de- 
te is 8 by unanimous consent. 
Mr. VEST. Of course. I merely wish to state, in explanation 
of what has happened here to-day, that no one knows possibly as 
well, certainly no one knows better, than the Senator from Rhode 
Island that in every tariff bill there are certain salient features, 
certain points of debate, which stand out from the remainder of 
the bill and which must be disposed of not rapidly, but with great 
deliberation. Senators are called upon by their constituents to 
op’ certain features in the bill, and they feel themselves com- 
pelled and justly compelled to do so. 

Now, here is a duty which we consider monstrous, if the term 
is not offensive. I think it is utterly beyond writ Gee of question 
one of the worst features of the whole bill. It two most ob- 
jectionable features, and we felt it to be our duty to bring them 
out as strongly and plain! Y as possible before the whole country. 
The first is an increase of duty upon articles used by the common, 
plain people of the country; an increase, as we conceive, directly 
against that class of people, and without any sort of justification, 
in our opinion. In the second place, it is a duty in the interest of 
a trust, admitted to be a trust, which controls the whole trade 
virtually and absolutely. 

Ido not think I am claiming too much when I say there never 
has been a tariff bill in the Senate which has been treated more 
fairly by the opposition than the present one. We have 
over here increase after increase over the Wilson Act without a 
word, and it is only when our friends upon the other side have gone 
beyond the McKinley Act, which was the ideal protective measure 
of the Republican party, that we have ventured to make opposi- 
tion. And yet, because upon the plate-glass schedule, which I 
think every fair man will concede to be one of the most objection- 
able in the whole bill, we have taken up some two hours and a 
half or three hours, the Senator from Rhode Island says the day 
has been wasted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. VEST, I probably used another word than the one the 
Benator did, but he objected to the delay. 

Mr. President, it Md tap entirely upon the point from which 
the observation is made whether you use the word ** wasted” or 
not. Wethought it was our duty to act in the way we have done, 
and it was not done in any factious spirit. 

r. WHITE. Mr. President, I simply wish to say that my 
recollection of the consideration of the Wilson bill leads me to 
remark that the celerity advised by the Senator from Rhode 


Island is a late creation of his somewhat vivid fancy. At that 
time he did not seem to adopt any such procedure. deed, day 
After day we stood here and sat here, sometimes seeking the cloak- 
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not only for purposes of relaxation, but for an opportuni 


rooms, ty 
to give vent to the feelings which we were compelled to smother 
here; and still upon the other side of this Chamber, as no doubt 

ou, Mr. President [Mr. GALLINGER in the chair], will well recol- 
ect, reading, reading, reading pr ed day by day, while one- 
half of the American people were yawning and the other portion 
were 3 swearing. 

Under the circumstances now evang, because we see fit to 
refer to the glass schedule, which we think deserves criticism— 
we may be wrong about it, perhaps; we will not be able to agree 
in this Chamber upon that point—we are mildly censured. We 
feel that we are giving to the bill only such consideration as duty 
requires us to give it. If we were maliciously di toward 
the American people, we would wish for its immediate enactment. 

Mr. FRYE. I suppose the Senator from California does not 
marvel at the magnanimity of the Senator from New Hampshire, 
as expressed a few minutes ago, and his compliment to the 0- 
cratic side for allowing the bill to progress reasonably. 

Mr. President, I believe that the highest exhibition of patriotism 
on our part is to sit here on Monday and continue tho Diacomuior 
of the pending bill,and I do not believe there is a Union soldier 
to be found in the United States who would not say that we were 
og pie sya by resp pes to 8238 d from the time to 

consumed in ecting and passing this bill than by giving it 
to him a ntly in honor on next Monday. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I rise simply to protest against 
the idea of the Senate of the United States being in session next 
Monday. If the people of the United States, especially in this 
part of the land, owe any debt of gratitude, they owe it to the 
Army of the United States. or at least to that part of the Army 
intended to be honored on Monday. The devotion of those men 
to the Union, as it was then claimed and as to which I am not 
now disputing, was such that thrre is no business on earth more 
important than doing honor to the dead of that Army. 

Mr. PROCTOR. . President, I should be as loath as anyone 
to transact ADDE business on the day that is set apart in 
honor of the soldiers, but I do not 3 that Monday is the 
day generally set apart. J know that in my own State to-day is 
being observed entirely, and 1 have been informed by several oho 
Senators that it is true as to their States. That is the opinion of 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HAL], I believe. I know that in 
our State : have followed strictly the orders of the commander 
of the Grand Army, and that yis the day which is being 
observed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas obtained the floor. 

Mr.QUAY. Willthe Senator from Arkansas 
a moment? 

Mr. QUAY. Decoration 3 roped fall Sunday 

x ` ration p y falis upon Sun this 
year PA this city and in the Distric of Columbia, in this depart- 
ment, Monday is to be observed in lieu of Sunday. On Monday 
next all the Departments are to beclosed. 'The Government here 
is going to respect the day, and I do not think that the Senator 
from Mai . HALE], or the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. Proc- 
TOR] either, would think it is proper for this body to travel out- 
side of the line of respect shown by the other Departments of the 
Government and to proceed to here about the difference 
in the rate of a quarter of a cent on plate glass or window glass 
ep aap yd preise fo Pd m are resounding to the 

all the sol in this city are march- 
ing to the decoration of the A eitis of their comrades, 

A Loet me ask the Senator from Pennsylvania aques- 
tion before he sits down. Where is he going to make any progress 
in getting any more time? The Senator himself is in favor of 
adjourning over Monday on account of its being Decoration Day; 
but when, in order to relieve that situation, he proposes that the 
Senate shall meet at 11 o'clock, thereby getting an additional 
hour each day, he is met with the determined opposition on the 
other side that 8 

Mr. President, with this bill pending and the general desire of 
the country for speed, not undue, but all that is ible, where 
are we going to get any more time? We lose one day and another 
day. We can not got meetings at 11 o'clock. If the Senator from 
Rhode Island should propose evening sessions, I have no doubt it 
would be met upon the other side with the same objection which 
the Senator from Missouri has raised to meeting at 11 o'clock. In 
the meantime the country is earnestly and painfully intent upon 
hen ings here, and desires the dispatch of business. 

I have been called away for the last few days imperatively and 
have been in my own State, and I have heard but one expression, 
and that was the desire that the tariff bill should be pushed early 
and late. I do not see from the thread of the discussion here 
to-day where we are likely to gain one single additional hour for 
the discussion of the pending bill, and sooner or later it must, it 
seems to me, come to a test, and those who are against putting in 
more time may have the opportunity of deciding that no more 
time shall be put in. 


yield to me for 
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There are no committees at work, or few that need to consume 
time. There is nothing in the evening at this time of the year. 
When the weather is good, I appeal to the ience of Senators 
how much better it is for us to use the present time in long sessions, 
even in evening sessions, than in the heat of late June and July. 
But if it is the will of the majority here, of the Senators who make 
a majority, that we only continue along as we do abont other 
business—meet at 12-0’clock and go through the morning hour, and 
ihen take what time we can and adjourn at 5 or 6 o'clock—of 
course we are helpless; but I do think the attempt should be made, 
seriously, to get all the time that is possible for the consideration 
of the pending bill. 1 

Mr. MORGAN. Iunderstand that according to law Decoration 
Day is a holiday in the District of Columbia. Am I mistaken 
about that? 

Mr. WHITE. That is correct. 

Mr. HALE. It is everywhere. 

Mr. MORGAN. 8 Sunday, it is of course changed 
to Monday, in deference to the superior claims of the Sabbath. 
The President of the United States and all the executive officers 
of the Government, I believe, on that day suspend business and 
go out for the purpose of making a patriotic and grateful demon- 
stration in favor of the soldiers of the Union who were killed in 
M ENTIER Qd 1 f paying dne respect and def 

am in favor, as is my colleague, of pa ner an - 
erence to that event. The United States has not 3 through 
all the wars that it has to fight by a good many, 1 am afraid, and 
whenever we get to that period in our history that it is perfectly 
understood that we are never going to have another war, from 
that moment of time this ublic is going to degenerate, and 
her sons are going to forget the lessons and duties of patriotism, 
We are to have many wars, very likely, in the future, and there 
can be no encouragement to that high and sacrificial sense of 
gratitude which could be ter or more pertinent than the 
respect and deference which are paid annually by all the Depart- 
ments of the Government of the United States in Washington 
City around the graves of the men who lie buried on the other 
side of the Potomac River and in the Government reserve near 
Rock Creek. 

So for one, Mr. President, if I had ever so great a desire and 
pup to pass any measure before Congress, I should yield it un- 

eiii id to that national demand, now expressed in the law, 


fhat we observe this as a sacred holiday. The only regret I 
have is that the House of Representatives is compelled to meet on 
Monday. There is a great Republican majority ntlemen 


who are i ta to be more devoted to the reminiscences and 
memories of the patriotic days in which men died for their country 
than Democrats are supposed to be. The House of Representa- 
tives, with that majority, is compelled, by a rule which it seems 
to be impossible to evade or avoid, to meet on Monday, and in that 
act there is a sort of public desecration that I lament very.much. 

Twish, Mr. President, that the House had been in session to-day, 
80 that it might have changed its p of meeting on Monday, 
and so that it would not have been compelled to have obeyed that 
automatic resolution which convenes it and disperses it like 
open or shut a door, with no requirement of any other guardian 
or any other care taker than somebody to pull the string—some 
doorkeeper, who is now represented in the person of the Speaker 
of that great House, who pulls the door open and slams it for the 
purpose of admitting the Representatives of the Tos to their 
seats or excluding them at his will and pleasure. The House is in 
an unfortunate predicament in this matter, 

Mr. FRYE. ill the Senator from Alabama allow me? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. I noticed that one time, when severe restrictions 
were being made in the House of Representatives on a coordinate 
branch of the Government, the United States Senate, the Speaker 
of the House very promptly called the er to order; and it 
seems to me, with all due deference to the Senator from Alabama, 
that he is exceeding, in a slight degree, the proprieties as between 
the two Houses. 

Mr. MORGAN. If Iam exceeding only in a slight degree the 
proprieties between the two Houses, I think I ought to felicitate 
myself that the degree is so slight, for it deserves much severer 
treatment than I had proposed to give it. 

I find on looking up the business in the two Houses accomplished 
at this session that the Senate of the United States has passed 111 
bills and 16 joint resolutions. Every one of those measures has 
met the sanction of this august body after debate and after con- 
sideration by its committees. Isuppose that our action here has 
not been mere child's play, something perfunctory that we might 
or might not do, performed in the 3 of the nation and of 
the House. Out of those 111 bills I find a number which pertained 
to general topics. Among them were bills providing for a settle- 
ment between the United States and the State of Arkansas; for the 
erection of public buildings at Aberdeen, S. Dak.; Evanston, Wyo.; 
Indianapolis, Ind.; Deadwood, S. Dak.; in Yellowstone Park; at 


Oakland, Cal.; Abilene, Tex.; Altoona, Pa.; Salt Lake City; amend- 
ing the timber-culture laws; to pene free homes on public do- 
mains, etc.; to settle accounts between Florida and the United 
States; to grant to the State of Montana 50,000 acres for a blind 
asylum; regulating the pay of noncommissioned officers; pertain- 
ing to selection of lands in North Dakota by the State of North 
Dakota; to amend cection 714, Revised Statutes, in relation to the 
salary of judges; providing regulations to prevent collisions on 
rivers, harbors, etc., in the United States. 

Among the joint resolutions were those providing for the dis- 
tribution of public documents; to ascertain the estimated cost of 
improvementsin Bri Harbor, Connecticut; to supply tents 
for the Mississippi River overflow sufferers; for improving the 
Mississippi River from the Head of the Passes to mouth of Ohio 
River, $250,000; to transport contributions to sufferers in India; 
granting Cuban belligerency; for the relief of flood sufferers in 
the Mississippi Valley; to provide for the expense of the Universal 

ostal Union; appro: ME in aid of destitute Americans 
in Cuba; to provide for a deficiency in the Public Printer's Office, 
and a very portent general bankruptcy law. . 

Those are the measures that have been by the Senate. 
The Senate has also passed three bills that have come over from 
the other House for appropriations, one of which I believe is still 
in conference. 

Under any ordinary circumstances and in any contemplation 
that the founders of our Government had when they ordained the 
Constitution of the United States, the House of Representatives 
ought to be in session to consider these and many other very im- 
poene matters that are included in bills, thonsands of which 

ve been offered and placed, not in the hands of committees, but . 
in a box in the House. There are no committees in the House of 
Representatives except a Committee on Ways and Means, I be- 
lieve, and a Committee on Rules. That is not the constitutional 
organization of the House of Representatives. That is not the 
organization according to the Constitution of the United States 
or the rules of that House. 

We are here engaged in passing a certain bill that the House of 
Representatives have sent to us, and which is taken up by the Re- 
publicans in this Chamber and by some Democrats and put for- 
ward as the solution of all the unhappiness and all the culties 
that environ the le of this country. On our side we regard 
it as a bill that have for its necessary effect the destruction of 
the industries and the business and happiness of a large number, 
a great number, of the industrial people of the United States, 
That is our view of it. 

In order to compel us to pass the bill, the House of Representa- 
tives is held in this unorganized condition. ‘The Constitution of 
the United States is palpably violated. This idea of having a 
House to meet on a resolution and having it to adjourn on a reso- 
lution ed several weeks before the resolution operates or is to 
take effect as a rule of the House can not be a compliance with 
that requirement of the Constitution which forbids either House 
to adjourn for more than three days at a time without the consent 
of the other House. The Senate has, therefore, under the Consti- 


u | tution, a rightful, lawful, and perfect interest in the sessions of 


the House. The House can not adjourn for six days at a time. 
Why? Because the Constitution requires it to remain in session, 
and does not permit an adjournment for more than three days at 
a time whenever Congress is in session, But the resolution under 
which the House meets and will meet on Monday, in violation of 
the traditions both of the Republican party and of the whole peo- 
ple of the United States on the subjectof decorating the es of 
eceased soldiers, is a resolution that is self-operating. Mon- 
day it will open the door, it will seat such members as may come 
Fer and even without a vote it will adjourn them until Thurs- 


y. 

Mr. President, that is not a compliance with the requirements 
of the Constitution of the United States, and it is a matter of most 
serious doubt—and I sug, it here for the reflection of men who 
still have left some re: for the structure of our constitutional 
system—whether or not to-day Congress is actually in session; 
whether or not one of the Houses has not abandoned its constitu- 
tional pas and duty. and has not withdrawn itself from the ses- 
sion of Congress, and thereby worked a dissolution or some dis- 
abling effect upon the whole Congress, contrary to the Constitution 
of our country. There may be a time when, as to events and pur- 
poses that reach a little closer to the human heart than those which 
are now prominent in the public mind, than this tariff question 
with which we are now confronted, that may prove to be of the 
most serious and dangerous character that the human mind can 
conceive of. 

I will suppose that we are in a controversy with some great for- 
eign power; that the question of prolonging a war is on hand, or 
a question of the declaration of peace, and e Senate of the United 
States wants to vote for peace, and thinks the war has proceeded 
long enough, and the House of Representatives, in order to refuse 
to act upon our proposition, meets under a resolution and adjourng& 


1348 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 29, 


on Monday to Thursda: 
again on Monday until 

of suspended animation and Congress in a state of dislocation and 
disorganization, to prevent its 5 a purpose of that kind. 


and on Thursday until Monday, and 
hursday, and keeps the country in astate 


Now, whateverthe purpose might be,the danger of that de- 
parture from constitutional obligation can not be overrated. We 
can not look too cautiously or too guardedly upon the attitude 
that the Constitution of the United States assigns to us in respect 
to this serions matter. As a matter of public convenience, as a 
matter of duty to the country, can any man state a reason why 
the Senate of the United States, having passed the 111 bills and 
16 joint resolutions, should not be permitted to call upon the 
House of Representatives to consider those measures? ve we 
descended so low in the dignity of our office and its importancein 
a constitutional as well as in a practical sense that the House of 
Representatives can close its doors upon us permanently and re- 
fuse to consider these important matters, which we think legit- 
imately attract and demand the attention of the Congress of the 
United States? . 

Mr. President, it isa shocking ou upon the Government and 
people of the United States. Itis a letting down, in the estima- 
tion of the people and of Congress itself, of the sense of duty that 
ought to inspire both these Houses, and it brings the Congress of 
the United States into deserved and sovereign contempt. Here 
are hundreds of Representatives assembled in the city of Wash- 
ington, chewing the cud of reflection or in idle distress, standing 
aboutand waiting for a word from the lips of a single man to 
determine whether they shall have a voice and exercise it in the 

overnment of the United States, and whether in fact they shall 
ave any of the powers of Representatives of their States or their 
districts. 

The patience and patriotism of the American people as exhibited 
under these very peculiar and trying circumstances is of itself an 
example that our children may have to point to some of these 
times in order to justify a humiliating escape from greater evils 
than any that are now in contemplation. But we are pushing the 
idea of patriotic submission to the technicalities of an arbitrary 
rule and the arbitrary disposal of a single 1nind as to whether he 
will recognize a man upon the floor to make a motion to such an 
extremity that the people of the United States now begin to see 
and to feel that the Congress of the United States is dishonoring 
itself by submission to a flagrant wrong. "They begin to feel it. 

There has been something said about the pressure to have this 
bill put through the Senate. Pushed through the Senate,” 
** jammed through the Senate,” are the ordinary expressions. = 
co mdents on this subject, who chiefly reside in the Nort 
and the West, for the South feels that its hands are tied upon this 
question, inform me of objections adams the bill, and if I were 
to consider them in the spirit in which they state them, I would be 
found here doing my best to prevent the passage of the bill until 
the meeting of the next Congress. Ido not intend to follow their 
indications or their demands. 

I intend, so far as I am concerned, to let the bill have free p 
sage through this House. It is no more now than a mere stiff laid 
upon a dissecting table. Weareexamining it with our scalpels to 
find what is in it and what is its anatomy. We can not infuse 
into this bill any amendment whatever, it makes no difference 
how important it may be, how-just, how true, or how well estab- 
lished in common sense and public decency. We know that we 
have no power to amend this bill. We know what is its destiny, 
a cast-iron destiny, fixed up by the majority of a committee who 
never invited their confréres on the committee into a consultation 
upon its merits or its terms, or any item of it, until it was agreed 
upon, printed, and submitted to them, and that one day was given, 
and o M one day, before the bill was reported to the Senate of the 
United States as a conclusion of this Committee on Finance. Now, 
there is no liberty in such legislation as that. 

The committee is only the representative of the Senate, and as 
such representative you might just as well close debate now and 
say to this side of the Chamber, ** You shall notopen your mouths, 
and you shall not even hear the bill read that you are acting upon,” 
as for that committee, the representative of the Senate, to say to 
their colleagues, ** We have agreed upon this bill; one day will be 


given to you to look at this enormous mass of printing here, all | 


our amendments, which makes it impossible for you to consider 
them—one day—and at the end of one day you are to come in and 
upon your oaths you are to vote for your people and for your State 
upon the merits of this proposition." j 
That is not legislation in a deliberative and parliamen sense, 
and if it has got to be legislation in the American sense, then the 
members of the House and of the Senate are excusable for being 
driven back and forth by the lash of a single man who says, ** Pass 
this bill, and doit quick. Stand and deliver!” Ah, sir, I remember 
other days in which the demand was made in this Chamber to 
stand and deliver, and we had to stand and deliver frequently, 
but after a while the people marshaled to our support, and since 
that time our voice has been heard everywhere except in the 


House of Representatives. Everywhereelse. Itisnot heard there 
now. We are as dead in the House of Representatives as if we 
were in the Capulets. We have neither the voice nor the sign of 
life about us—a poor, wrecked, miserable relic of Representatives 
of the great body of the people of the United States. 

Mr. HALE. r. President, I rise to a question of order. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine rises to : 


a question of order. The Senator will state his question of order. 

Mr. HALE. It is that the Senator from Alabama, whether in- 
tentionally or not, is violating the fundamental rule of parliamen- 
tary law in arraigning a coordinate branch of the Legislature of 
the Government. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the Chair enforce the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama will 
be seated until the Chair rules upon the question of order raised 
by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, dee 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will first state that 
e is no provision in the rules of the Senate touching this mat- 

T. 


Mr. MORGAN. Not any. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. But in Jefferson’s Manual is 
found the following, which the Secretary will read. 

Mr. HALE. Itison page 94. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read from 
Dy ME of Jefferson's Manual. 

e Secretary read as follows: 

It is a breach of order in debate to notice what has been said on the same 

subject in the other House, or the particular votes or majorities on it there, 


because the opinion of each House should bo left to its own JOBS SOT 


not to be influenced by the proceedings of the other, and the quoting them 


might beget reflections leading to a misunderstanding between the two 
Houses. (8 Grey, 22.) 

Neither House can exercise any nuthority over a member or officer of the 
other, but should complain to the House of which he is, and leave the punish- 
ment to them. Where the complaint is of words disrespectfully spoken by a 
member of another House, it is difficult to obtain punishment, use of 
the rules sup necessary to be observed (as to the immediate notin; 
down of words) for the security of members. Therefore it is the duty o 
the House, and more particularly of the oe preg to interfere immediately, 
and not to permit expressions to unnoticed which may give a ground o 
complaint to the other House, and introduce proceedings and mutual accusa- 
tions between the two H which can y be terminated without diffi- 
culty and disorder. (3 Hats., 51.) 


Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, my friend the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Alabama, I have no doubt, will acquit me of any inten- 
tional disres or of any design to muzzle him when I say that 
when I e this motion I had no idea that the debate would 
cover so wide a scope as that over which it has since ranged. I 
did not desire to check the progress of the discussion on the tariff 
bil, and I supposed that the question which I raised would be 
disposed of within five minutes after its introduction. I now, 
therefore, feel it to be my duty, in order that we may return to 
the legitimate subject of this afternoon's deliberations, to make 
the point of order that all discussion upon my motion is out of 
order, and to object to its continuance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
debate has proceeded by consent. The Chair took occasion to call 
the attention of the Senate to that fact. The Chair did not feel it 
to be his duty under the generous interpretation of our rules here 
as regards debate to interpose a personal objection to the debate, 
but notified the Senate of the parliamentary status, so that any 
Senator might have terminated the debate at any moment. The 
debate has proceeded by consent. 

The Senator from Maine has now called to order the Senator 
from Alabama on the ground that he has violated the rules of the 
Senate as they are found in Jefferson’s Manual, which the present 
occupant of the chair understands to have been adopted by the 
Senate forits guidance. The present occupant of the chair is very 
loath to im any views of bis own upon the Senate in a matter 
of this kind, and yet, in view of the language which has been read 
by the Secretary, the Chair is compelled to rule that the point of 
order made by the Senator from Maine is well taken, and that the 
Senator from Alabama can only proceed in order. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Presiden 

Mr. QUAY. Now,I desire a ruling upon the point of order 
which 1 raised. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order being made 
that this debate is out of order, the Chair must rule that the point 
is es taken, and that debate can only proceed by unanimous con- 


sent. 

Mr. MORGAN. Before that is done I have a right to appeal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama 
takes an 6 75 from the decision of the Chair on the point of 
order rai by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. That has to be decided without debate. As the 
question is not debatable, the appeal is not debatable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is correct. 


1897. 
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Mr.QUAY. From which decision has the Senator from Ala- 


bama 5185 85 5 

Mr. RGAN. Ihave appealed from the decision of the Chair 
made after the Senator from Pennsylvania had interposed his ob- 
jection that further debate of any kind was not in order, the deci- 
sion being made at that time that I was out of order in the refer- 
ences I made to the House of Representatives—not to its action, 
but to its nonaction. Now, Mr. President 

Mr. HALE. I rise to a point of order. I make the point that 
no díscussion can be had. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ap 
the Chair upon the point of order, the 
debatable. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was going to ask the unanimous consent of 
the Senate that I might state what my point is, in reply to the 
Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. The Chair has ruled and the Senator has pedi 
and 1 the Chair has ruled that the appeal is not debatable. 

Mr. ITE. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will first ask a ques- 
tion of the Senator from Alabama, that we may have a perfect 
understanding of this matter. The Chair would inquire of the 
Senator from Alabama from which decision he took an appeal? 

Mr. MORGAN. I took an appeal from the decision of the Chair 
that I was out of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon the point made by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. MORGAN. Upon the point made by the Senator from 


Maine. 

Mr. WHITE. rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California 
will state his 1 

Mr. WHITE. I did not happen to be in the Chamber when this 
proceeding begau. What is the question before the Senate upon 
which the Chair rules? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine made 
a point of order that the Senator from Alabama was out of order 
in indulging in certain strictures upon the other House. The 
rule was read from the desk, and the Chair sustained the point of 
order made by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. In view of the point made by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, I withdraw my point of order. The ruling can be 
made upon the other point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order made by the 
Senator from Maine having been withdrawn, and the Senator 
from Pennsylvania having made a point of order that the debate 
is out of order, the Chair rules that the point of order is well taken 
and that no further debate can proceed. 

Mr. MORGAN. What is the question before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The only question before the 
Senate is the motion made by the Senator from Pennsylvania, that 
1 pud Senate adjourn to-day it adjourn until Puesday next at 
12 o'clock. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays upon that question. 

The 8 and nays were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and called the name of 
Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. HALE. Before the vote is taken, let the motion be again 


stated. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is that when the 
Senate adjourn to-day it adjourn until Tuesday next at 12 o'clock. 
Mr. HALE. Imovetoamend the motion by inserting 11 o'clock. 
Mr. AUN I object to any amendment. Let the roll call 
roceed. 
£ Mr. HALE. Iwill withdraw the amendment. 
The Secretary resumed the call of the roll. 
Mr. BACON (when his name was called). 


from the decision of 
hair would hold, is not 


I understood the 


Senator from Maine to have withdrawn his amendment. Am I 
correct? 

Mr. HALE. Thatis withdrawn. The vote is being taken on 
the original motion. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is, the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania, that when the Senate adjourn to-day it 
adjourn to meet on Tuesday next. 

Mr. BACON. I vote “yea.” 

The Secretary resumed the call of the roll. 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris]. I will transfer 
that pair to my colleague [Mr. WARREN] and vote. Ivote:'nay." 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAwrEy]. If I am at liberty 
to do so, I will vote yea.“ 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Ican not state how my colleague 
would vote. I think if he were here, however, under the circum- 
stances he would vote navy.“ 

Mr. DANIEL. Then 1 will withhold my vote. 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). I have a general pair 


with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLow], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon]. If he were present, I 
should vote ** yea." 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name wascalled). In accordance with 
the transfer of my pair which has been made, I will vote. I vote 
“yeg,” 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). Ihave a general 
pair with the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roach]. 
As he is absent from the Chamber, I will withhold my vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON] on all party ques- 
tions. As this is not a party question, and as I think the Senate 
ought to adjourn, I vote ** yea." 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). On this question I 
am paired with the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY]. 
If he were present, he would vote yea" and I should vote ** nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CLAY. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LopGE|. Itransfer that pair to the junior Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY]. The junior Senator from Dela- 
ware will stand paired with the junior Senator from Massachu- 
setts, and I will vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in the negative). I see that 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON] has not 
voted, and I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—3. 

Bacon, Deboe, Mason, Spooner, 
Bate, Foraker, Morgan, Stewart, 
Caffery, "x Murphy, Tillman, 
Carter, Heitfeld, Penrose, ie, 
Chandler, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, Ves 
Chilton, Eye ettus, Walthall, 
Clay, Lindsay, Pritchard, te. 

McBride, Y. 
Davis, Mallory, wlins, 

NAYS—17. 
Aldrich, 'e. McMillan, Shou: 
Allison, Gallthger, Mills, Wetmore. 
Burrows, Gear, Nelson, : 
k, Hale. Platt, Conn. 
Fairbanks, Hansbrough, Proctor, 
NOT VOTING—37. 
Allen, Gorman, Mantle, Teller, 
Baker, Gray, Martin. Thurston, 
Berry, Harris, É Mitchell, Turner, - 
Butler, Harris, Tenn, Morrill, Warren, 
Cannon, Hawley, Pasco, Wellington, 
Cullo; ‘oar, Perkins Wilson, 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Platt, N. Y. Wolcott. 
Elkins, Kenney, Roach. 
Faulkner, Ot Sewell, 
George, McEnery, Smith, 
So the motion was agreed to 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, Thenext amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Finance will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 101, page 26, line 22, before the 
word “cents,” strike out twelve“ and insert ‘‘ten;” so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

101. Cast polished plate glass, finished or unfinished and unsilvered, not 
exceeding 16 by 24 inches square, 8 cents per square foot; above that, and not 
exceeding 24 by 39 inches square, 10 cents persquare foot; above t, and 
not exceeding 74 by 60 inches square, 22} cents per square foot; all above that, 
85 cents per square foot. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend the committee 
amendment by striking out ‘‘ten” and inserting ‘‘eight,” which 
is the rate at 5 in the Wilson Act. 

Tbe PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas to the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in the discussion of this amend- 
ment I propose to institute an inquiry whether the Congress of 
the United States is now inu session, and whether we have a right 
to proceed in the consideration of this bill. In the debate of that 
proposition I desire to raise a parliamentary inquiry and address 
it to the Chair. Would I have, in debating that proposition, the 
right, or would I be in order if I should speak about somethin 
that the House was not doing or had not done, or if I should 
speak about a vote or a majority that had not been given or that 
had not existed and does not exist? 

Iread now a rule, upon which I ask the ruling of the Chair, for 
I propose to say something about what the House has not done, 
and about a vote that has not been given, and about a majority 
that has not existed and does not exist, but nothing at all that the 
House has done, except to speak from the record here about a rule 
or a voteof the House, which I suppose I still have a right to refer 
to,inasmuch asit concerns the question whether the Senate ig 
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now in proper deliberation constitutionally upon the 3 


which was submitted by the Senator from Ar . It reads 
in this wise—I read from Jefferson’s Manual, which the Chair 
stated a few moments ago, and correctly stated, has been adopted 
by the Senate as a part of the law of this tribunal: 

It is a breach of order in debate to notice what has been said on the same 
subject in the other Houge— ? 

As nothing has been said in the other House, I propose to dis- 
cuss the fact that nothing has been said and not something that 
has been said— 
or the particular votes or majorities on it there 

As no votes have been given and no majorities have been ascer- 
tained, I wish to comment on the fact that no votes have been 
given and no majorities ascertained, which can not influence the 
action of the House. That is something that is in the past, I su 
pose, and I am referring to these matters historically and not wi 
a view of influencing any legislation B the House. I hear that 
the House is not en in any sort of legislative effort, and they 
are in no danger t what I may say here can influence their 
legislation. 

ow, the reason stated by Mr. Jefferson for that declaration is— 


because the opinion of each House should be left to its own ind: dency, 
not to be infinenced by the proceedings of the other, and the qu them 
beget reflections leading to a misunderstanding between two 


gunt 


Iam compelled to leave the House to its own independency, be- 
cause it seems not to be in a state of legislative action, or even of 
organized existence, So the House is in no r of bias be- 
cause of anything I could do or say. The House is, fortunately, 
saf 


e. 
I wish to know if, in gone on this subject on this point, I will 
bein order if I should refer to the fact that the House has not 
been in session for many weeks, or in fact at all in any regular 
and constitutional way, and therefore that the Senate can not be 
regularly and constitutionally at work, not having its constitu- 
tional coordinate and partner in business in session at the same 
time that the Senate is insession. This seems to be a curious and 
dangerous situation, 


I wish to refer to that. I wish to refer to the fact that none of | d 


the 111 bills and 16 joint resolutions that I suppose I am at lib- 
erty to speak about as having been passed by the Senate have 
been acted upon by the House, and they are not likely to be so far 
as I can see. 

Then I wish also to say something about the pressure or the ne- 
cessity for parag sudden and emergent and Y heavy taxes on 
the people while the House of Representatives is debarred from re- 
lieving them in any other direction. I would havesupposed that 
a ais who were about to be very heavily and enormously taxed 
ought to have the benefit, whatever itis, of representation in the 
House of ers sh poen foe to see if their immediate Representa- 
tives in that body could not devise some financial system or means 
by which they could relieve against this awful burden of taxation 
that we are about to put upon them. 

I dislike very much indeed to see either party in this House, 
particularly the party that has now control of the Administration 
of the Government, lay the heavy hand of taxation upon the peo- 

who so recently elected them, not to raise revenue—we know 
that is not it, for the Senator who reported this bill said it would 
raise very little revenue, not enough—but to raise bounty for the 
urpose of paying certain classes of men who are engaged in cer- 
— descriptions of business in the United States, engaged in levy- 
ing that bounty upon the great industrial body of the people of 
the United States, without giving them any means to payit. That 
is this bill; and, Mr. President, we may whitewash and sugarcoat 
it here fora year and we can not make anything else out of it. 
It is a bill to tax the people into deeper poverty and distress. 

Whenever the people at the polls get hold of the bill that we are 
preparing here, they will strip the disguises off of it, and they 
Will kick it out of existence, because they can not stand it. If it 
were an appeal to their patriotism for the benefit of the country, if 
we were to ask them now, Put up your money here to keep this 
Government in order and to keep it going, even upon an extrava- 
gant scale of expenditure," these people of the United States 
would take upon themselves additional labor; they would ed 
themselves and their families of absolute necessities; they woul 
keep their children away from day school and from Sunday school, 
because they could not dress them well enough to go there; they 
would cut down their rations at the breakfast table; they would 
allow their children to go barefooted; they would make any sacri- 
fice that they were called upon to make for their country, if we 
could only satisfy them that it was necessary to be made for the 
good of their Government, for they love their Government. 

But, Mr. President, when we are told—and we know, and the 
other side of the Chamber can not deny it—that very much the 
larger part of this bill, and the most oppressive part of it, is for 
the purpose of serine. money out of the great industrial body of 
ird omuny in order to pay bounties—bounties, sir, not protec- 

—to further enrich certain favored and specified classes of 
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men, who already have wn rich and powerful in this land, 

then, I repeat, when people come to discern the true merits of this 

mm —— kick it into thin air the next time they get to the 
ot box. 

Iam trying to possess my soul in patience, finding myself and 
my colleagues on this side of the Chamber in the RH trying 
to be patient and quiet until the people can get a chanceat this 
bil. They see here that on the average we are 7 in the minor- 
ity in one way and another; they see that in the division of these 
spoils across the bargain counter we have not any chance to take 
care of them. The people see that, and they are going to be for- 
bearing to us until they get a chance at it; and when they do, 
Mr. President, then your tariff and this protection, as you call it, 
this bounty and this bribery, will go into ruin ina hurry. There 
will not be anything left of it. 

Now, sir, I desire to speak to that question, and I respectfully 
ask the Chair to rule whether I am now in order in referring to 
the fact that the House of Representatives is not in session and 
has not been in session for many weeks; and that I understand, 
and believe, and know, in fact, that it is the fixed policy of the 
House of Representatives and the Speaker thereof —more ge ogee 
the S er and the Republican party—that that House s not 
consider at this session anything except this tariff bill. Am Iin 
order, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama 
AE that question to the present occupant of the chair? 

. MORGAN. I do, and I ask for a ruling upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the 
chair must decline to answer a hypothetical question on a point 
oforder. When the point of order is raised, if it shall be raised, 
the occupant of the chair will endeavor to rule upon it correctly. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, Mr. President, Jefferson’s Manual says 
itis the duty of the Chair to raise the question if any Senator is 
out of order. 

Mr. LINDSAY. It is the duty of the Chair. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, it is the duty of the Chair; and I want to 
know whether I am in order or not. 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary in- 


uiry. 
5 G OFFICER. The Senator from Texas will 
te hi iamentary inquiry. : 

Mr. CHILTON It seems to me, Mr. President, that there is a 
very wide distinction between an ordinary debate upon the action 
of the other House and the constitutional question which the Sen- 
ator from Alabama raises. He claims, as I understand, that the 
Co of the United States is not in session at this time because 
of the fact that the other House has adjourned for more than 


three days. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is my point, and that is the point I was 
8 I was called to order and told to take my seat. 

Mr. TON. It seems to me that it would be a very serious 
interference with the privileges of a member of the Senate to sa 
that he can not discuss a question of that kind. How else codd 
he raise an issue on the legal point involved? Suppose, for example, 
the House of Representatives did not even nominally meet on 
Monday and Thursday, is the Senate powerless to call attention 
to the subject? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas eper 
mit the Chair, in vindication of himself, to say that, as he under- 
stood the discussion as it proceeded, it did not involve alone that 
question. The Chair decided that the Senator from Alabama was 
not in order, and. ruled that he should proceed in order. The 
Senator from Alabama can now proceed, and unless the question 
of order is again raised he can discuss the question as he sees 
proper. 

Mr. MORGAN. I sup; the Chair might have had in his 
mind at the time something that I had in my mind and resolved 
not to say. ughter.] I had in mind some reference to the 
Cuban question, which, I think, brought the Senator from Maine 
to his feet. [Laughter.] He was afraid that I would say some- 
thing about Cuba if I went along, and hence he imagined that I 
was out of order. I have been twenty years in this Senate, and I 
was never ordered to take my seat before, and I coagratulate 
myself that on this occasion it has occurred when I am trying to 
defend the constitutional rights of the Senate. I do not feel any 
humiliation at all at the idea of being seated by a Republican in 
m 3 because I am defending the constitutional rights of 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will permit the 
Chair to further say that in asking him to take his seat he was 
simply executing the rule of the Senate. 

Mr: MORGAN. That is right, and I am not complaining of it 


at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And the Chair will add that it 
was with the profoundest reluctance, having the highest regard 
or the Senator from Alabama, that he made the ruling that he 


d. 
Mr. MORGAN. Iam not complaining about the ruling, and 
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not complaining about having to take my seat, because I am 
felicitating myself that I had to do it in defense of the Constitu- 
tion of my country. - 5 : 

Now, being strictly in order, I will recur again to the proposi- 
tion that this House has the constitutional right, on every day 
that it is in session, either to send a bill that it passes directly into 
the other House, or to be met at the threshold of that House with 
a resolution of that body passed within three days prior—mark 

ou the words, now—passed within three days prior to that time, 

iat the House was not in session. The resolution under which 1 

understand the House to be adjourned to-day until Monday was 

d more than twelve days ago, and has not been renewed. It 

5 an automatie trapdoor resolution, by which the House is ad- 

mitted to session and excluded from session by the act of a single 
man, and without a vote of a quorum. 3 

That, sir, is no resolution of the House within the meaning of 
the Constitution. If a House, for any public reason or for a 
capricious reason, chooses to adjourn for three days, it has the 
constitutional right to do so; and when we send a over there, 
it makes no difference what the emergency might be, although it 
might be to meet a declaration of war by one of the greatest 

wers in the world, suddenly jumped upon us, and we find that 
Phat House is not in session, there must be, in order to comply with 
the Constitution of the United States, a recorded vote upon a res- 
olution, not more than three days old, that that House took an 

journment until a certain day. In that case it is a misfortune. 
Otherwise, Mr. President, the Congress is delinquent. It is just 
as much disorganized as if it had never been ed by the Presi- 
Gent. 

The Constitution contemplates that when a three days’ adjourn- 
ment takes place it shall be from one of the periods or days to the 
other, and each time the adjournment must be had by a se te 
vote of the House. They mieh, as well—and that would the 
effect of it—say that they would meetno moreexcept upon Mondays 
and Thursdays until the meeting of the next session of Ves aba 
as to resolve that vp iniu only meet on Thursdays and Mondays. 
They can leave us absolutely without the power to take a final 

j ent ou a concurrent resolution by simply putting-that 
self-operating resolution upon their books and walking off and 
leaving one man to attend the door and take care of the affairs of 
the House of Representatives. No, sir; that is a violation of the 
8 af e United evs y manifest, and outrageous, 
tyrannical and u: tory to the egree. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. : 

Mr. HALE. I can not, with my view of parliamentary cour- 
tesy, discuss with the Senator the ooo me of the House of 
Representatives, even when I think the Senator is making a state- 
ment which the facts will not bear out; but I can ask him whether 
the Senate does not re n especially in the first part of the 
long session, adjourn onday until Thursday, and still of- 
tener from Thursday until Monday, without regard to the House? 
The Senator will remember that we generally do that in this body. 

Ican only say, applying the remark to the other body, that I do 
not understand that anywhere else any body has attempted by a 
continuing resolution to do anything more than that. I do not 
understand that anywhere any other course is taken, except upon 
Monday to adjourn until Thursday, and upon Thursday to ad- 
journ until Monday; and I ask the Senator whether, in his expe- 
rience, which is longer here than mine, he has not seen that 
repeatedly done by the Senate? Of course, Ido not go into the 
constitutional right, The Senator does nof dispute the right of 
either body to adjourn for three days; and I only ask him if the 
Senate has not done that repeatedly? X 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave great sympathy, Mr. President, for the 
timidity of the Senator from Maine, who wants to argue this ques- 
tion, but is afraid to do it, lest he might trample on the feelings 
of the House of ond, separ AS or on some parliamentary rule. 
Still, 1 will answer his question. 

Mr. HALE. I wish the Senator would. 

Mr. MORGAN. Since I have been here there has never been 
an adjournment under a standing resolution of the Senate. 

Mr, I donot understand that there is anything of that 
kind anywhere else. 

Mr. MORGAN. I understand there is, and there is the differ- 
ence. 

Mr. HALE. I understand that nowhere else is there any ad- 
n from Monday until Thursday and from Thursday till 
onday except by a motion put on the day of the adjournment. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is the standing rule of the House now, as I 
understand it—if I ay De allowed to say so in the shadow of the 
frown of the Senator from Maine—it is the standing rule of the 
House that the House shall meet only on Monday and on Thurs- 
day, and shall stand adjourned without further order, although 
no 12. II. is present. Am I correct? 4 

.LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator from Maine whether 


there can be any standing rule that will authorize an adjourn- 
ment from Thursday to Monday in the absence of a quorum of ihe 
House at the time? 
Mr. Iunderstand—I am not very familiar with parlia- 
mentary law—that no standing rule could in any way take away - 


from the power of either body or the right of either body, when the 
day came, to adjourn asit pleased from that day. I understand 
that all such proceedings are in that way. Ido not think that 
any continuing rule, if there is one anywhere else, could in any 
way change the right. If we had a continuing rule here, I donot 
understand that it would prevent us on Monday night, if wechose, 
from adjourning to any day, and, as I have read the proceedings, 
the course taken in any other body is that way. 

I will say to the Senator that I am not timid about encroaching 
upon the privileges of the other House, for that body, and every- 
thing about it, is thoroughly well capable of taking care of itself, 
There is no doubt abont that. But, generally speaking, it is not 
well that either body should permit any member of it to comment 
harshly in the way of arraignment of the proceedings of the other 
body. Iam more interested in that than I am especially about 
theother House. Ishould not like the House to interfere and 
arraign us. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.  Doesthe Senator from Alabama 
yield to his colleague? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to ask the Senator from Maine if he 
asserts as a proposition that this body or the other body can 
adjourn for three days without a quorum to act on that motion 
to adjourn? 

Mr. HALE. I do not know what the rule of the other House is 
upon that subject. I know that constantly we here, where no 
point is taken, adjourn from Thursday until Monday when there 
are not a dozen Senators in the Chamber, and it is good law under 


which we do it, and it is a parliamentary proceeding. Nobody 
raises the question whether we can do it. "That I have not looked 
into. We could adjourn without a quorum, no doubt. 

Mr. LINDSAY. For three days? 

Mr. HALE. I im ve could adjourn, 

Mr. LINDSAY. m day to i 

Mr. HALE. The question of whether we could adjourn for 
three days without a quorum is a question I have not looked into, 
Iknow we doit constantly, and no harm comes from it, and no 

int is raised. 

Mr. MORGAN. I take issue with the Senator from Maine, 
He is mistaken about that. 

Mr. HALE. That we do adjourn over without a 8 

Mr. MORGAN. We can not do anything of the kind without 
a quorum. 

.HALE. Isay we constantly do it when not more than a 

dozen Senators are here. 

Mr. 3 . Then it never appears that no quorum was 
present. 

Mr. HALE. No: no question is raised. 

Mr. MORGAN. When no quorum is present, we can only ad- 
journ from day to day. That is the express language of the Con- 
stitution. When no quorum is present, an adjournment may be 
had from day to day. Then in subdivision 4 of section 5 of kak 
cle I of the Constitution is the following provision: 

Neither House, during the session of Congress, shall, without the consent 
of the other, adjourn for more than three days, nor toany other place than 
that in which the two Houses shall be sitting. = 

Neither House.” What is a House? Nota half dozen Sena- 
tors nor a half dozen_ resentatives. Itisaquorum. Without 
a quorum present, the House is not present, except merely for the 
po of adjourning from day to day and sending for absentees. 

t can do no business. 


Mr. VEST. In order to make a House. 

Mr. MORGAN. In order to make a House, there must be a 
quorum; therefore the action, when it is taken, must be taken by 
a House; and the question put by my colleague [Mr. Petrus] is 
not only perfectly relevant, but it is crushing. résolution can 
not be adopted as a standing rule that the House shall meet on 
Monday and on Thursday and on no other days, and shall be ad- 
journed without a vote, or without a quorum. The House of 
Representatives, if it has met and adjourned without a quorum 
for three days, has, so far asit is concerned, and for the time being, 
dissolved this Congress. 

This is nót a flimsy or a fine point. It is a broad, constitutional 
question that we have got to take our part and our share in con- 
sidering and acting upon. Otherwise some of these times we 
shall find onrselves in a category or an emergency here from 
which there is no possible escape except in the destruction of the 
peace of our country. 

Sir, if an insurrection were to break out in five of the great 


States of this Union—I will say in New 5 if you please ` 


and it was telegraphed to the President of the United States, and 
he should immediately demand a vote of supplies, or demand a 
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law to call the militia into active service to put such insurrection 
down, andif we had passed such bill to-day in that most emergent 
condition of the country, and we should send it to the House of 
Representatives, we would not find them there, but we would find 
* that on last Thursday they had met, and had then gone to their 
retreats—their places of amusement—and were not to be found, 
nobody at his post, not even the Speaker, ready to take the chair 
if they should suddenly assemble. 

What would be the condition of this country in such an emer- 
gency asthat? Why, Mr. President, deplorable to the last degree, 
and there would not be a man in either House of Congress who 
would not bow his head in shame when he looked the people in 
the face and heard their accusations of how basely we had de- 
serted our duty under the Constitution. Here we are now liable 
to that very condition; and it is only through the mercy of God 
that we are not thrust to-day upon some condition of affairs that 
would prove to the people of the world that this Republic, through 
the indulgence, ind. lassitude, and carelessness of its Representa- 
tives, been allowed to go to wreck and ruin for the purpose 
of forcing the passage through the Senate of this tariff bill. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator allow meto ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. RAWLINS. If I understand the position of the Senator 
correctly, it is that an attempt on the part of the House, without 
the consent of the Senate, to adjourn for more than three days 
would operate as a dissolution of that body? j 

Mr. MORGAN. I-would not say a “dissolution.” I do not 
know how to portray the consequences of such a fatal act as that. 

Mr. RAWLINS. What I want to ask the Senator is this: Is it 
not the purpose of that provision of the Constitution to prevent a 
dissolution of Congress without the concurrence of both bodies? 

Mr. MORGAN. Unquestionably so. . 

Mr. RAWLINS. And would not a vote by a minority of either 
body to adjourn for three days, and in violation of the provision 
that the minority can only adjourn from day to day, be a nullity, 
and in legal effect the body remain in session—that is, construct- 
ively in session, if not absolutely? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not think there is such a thing here as a 
constructive session of Congress or a constructive House of Rep- 
resentatives. I think it must be actual. That is what the Consti- 
tution requires. These representatives in both Houses arerequired 
to swear to do their duty and to obey the Constitution. They can 
not go off and throw down this duty, like a discarded garment, 
and say, “At my convenience I will come back and pick you up 
and wear you.” They can not do that. It is unnecessary to char- 
acterize such a dereliction of duty. The President of the United 
States could remedy it by calling Congress into session again. 
There is no doubt of that, whether it is a dissolution of Congress 
or only a temporary disorganization. - 3 

Mr. President, I do not care about elaborating this matter. I 
have said as much about itas I choose to say just now. The people 
of this country had got hold of this question before I took it up. 
Not only are they murmuring about it, but they are in an almost 
belligerent state of mind about it. I getletters from time to time 
asking me what has become of bills that were passed through the 
Senate in which the people are largely concerned. I can only 
answer that the House of Representatives has not taken action. 
Perhaps in an unparliamentary way, in my private correspond- 
ence, I go even further than that, and say that they do not intend 
to take any action; perhaps I may say that the purpose of not 
taking any action is to coerce the Senate into the passage of a cer- 
tain bill. l 

Sir, we see the newspapers are full of the shameful and humili- 
ating statement that this Congress was called together by the 
President of the United States to pass upon a certain bill, and 
that the Congress of the United States have no business touching 
anything else. When did the Constitution empower the President 
to call Congress together in a limited way, as some of the gov- 
ernors of the States may do the legislatures, to pass certain meas- 
ures, and none other? Whena Congress comeshere, Mr. President, 
it comes with all the majesty and power that belongs to it under 
the Constitution of the United States. with no limitation upon its 
powers. ‘fhe President of the United States, when he assembles 
this august legislative body of two Houses, must stand by and take 
their will and pleasure as to what they will do in the way of 
legislation. . J 

Congress, Mr. President, is the foremost pòlitical body in the 
United States. The destiny of this country is in out hands, not 
in the hands of the President or of the judiciary—it is in the hands 
of Congress; and it was a wise thing that our fathers did when 
they left our hands unfettered, and when they placed it out of the 
power of the Executive to assemble this tribunal here to perform 
the Executive will by acting upon certain measures and leaving 
others without consideration. That was not the miserable plight 
in which the Congress of the United States was left by the framers 
of the Constitution. We were not called here to a tariff bill, 


and ifthe President of the United States had said in his message, 


“You are called to pass a tariff bill and are not expected to do 
anything else," I think there would have been enough of self- 
respect in these Houses the day after they got here and organized 
to have adjourned sine die and gone home, just because the Exec- 
utive had attempted to put that limitation upon us. The Execu- 
tive has not attempted it, but a political party has attempted it, 
and is doing it. 

'The outcome of a certain convention in this country has been 
the issuance of a ukase that nobody in the House of Representa- 
tives shall be recognized to speak to any public business except to 
the business of the tariff when that is before the House, or such 
business as a committee of three in that body may permit to come 
before it. When you offer a resolution or a bill there you stick 
itina box. If you want to call up such a resolution or bill, you 
are not recognized, or, if you are recognized, you are told you are 
out of order. 

Now, Mr. President, for the purpose of this party scheme of 
robbing the industries of this country and taking froin the pockets 
of the laborers of the land hard-earned money to fatten the chiefs 
who stand at the pie counter” and receive their reward for politi- 
cal power and preferment—for these reasons, we are required to 
submit to all of this humiliation and this wrong; and yet we aro 
urged here by the other side of the Chamber to hasten in inflicting 
this wrong upon the country. They think, I suppose—they say 
they do—that it is going to bring about a certain sort of relief to 
the people. That depends, Mr. President, upon who the people” 
are. 

The men who get the bounties and benefits of this bill undoubt- 
edly will be greatly relieved, and very speedily; but when you 
come to the consumers, when you come to the men who have to 
earn money to pay these taxes and these largesses and these trib- 
utes and bounties, instead of their beinz relieved, Mr. President, 
we are destroying them. We are dooming them to a lower con- 
dition of penury and more humiliating sacrifice, not for their flag 
and their country, but a sacrifice to the moloch of money, for 
what we extract from them by this increased taxation, they being 
so poor now that they are unable to perform the ordinary func- 
tions of parents to their children, and hand over to these lordl 
masters of the spindle and the loom, and the manufactories, an 
the railroad companies, and the trusts and combines, is blood 
money extorted from the poor to fatten and benefit the rich. 
Therefore I am not going to be ina hurry to doit. Iam going 
to move slowly. z 

This is the order of the House upon which I have been com- 
menting: 

That from and after thi; day, the House shall meet only on Monday and 
Thursday of each week. until the further order of the House. 

There is a positive prohibition to the meeting of the House, and 
if we were to send a bill there of the character I mentioned a while 
ago, or any other, a bill of the highest possible emergency, we 
should be met there at the door of the House with the order which 
forbids the House to meet except on Monday and Thursday; and 
iu order to get three da between Thursday and Monday again 
they have to hold that Sunday is dies non juridicus. They have 
jumped a day; yet we have been here many a Sunday doing good 
work. It has not been more than three months ago when we were 
in session here nearly all Sunday on an appropriation bill. 

We have got into a condition by this stress of political command 
that we should reverse these wheels and obey the Constitution of 
our country. It is necessary to do it, not from self-respect merely, 
but to preserve the integrity of our action under the Constitution 
of the United States. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The RECORD shows that there was no quorum 


present. 

Mr. MORGAN. There was no quorum present at the last ad- 
journment, and the Speaker so announced, and they had to ad- 
journ under the rule. 

Here, then. is a House without a quorum, a meeting which had 


no power in the world, no quorum being present, except to adjourn * 


from day to day or to send for absent members. It could not 
transact any business. It quietly dissolved under the rule which 
I have just read. and the members went off. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The RECORD shows that fact. 

Mr. MORGAN. 1 know it does, 

I thought I would bring this to the attention of the Senators on 
the other side who are in such great haste to press the considera- 
tion of the pending measure. Senators had better relax a little, 
They are putting a weapon in our hands much stronger than the 
antagonism due to the wrongs of this tariff bill. 

For political reasons simply, they had better reconsider their 
ground. Nothing would be so grateful to me as to see the House 
of Representatives in session regularly under the Constitution, 
although they have a great majority against my views on political 
questions, for there are many questions that we send to them in 
the course of our legislation which are not political at all, for the 
porow of providing for our people. So I should rejoice to see the 

ouse back in its place, for to see it scattered about, to see great 
and brave and strong and powerful men subdued with the lash of 
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party, and that lash in the hands of a political enemy, and taking 
it like truant boys at a country school, is something that does not 
suit my views in respect of American honor or legislation. : 

Mr. e the question upon the amendment to the tariff 
bill is an important one, and I will hear from the Senator from 
Arkansas upon that point, if he has any remarks to make. 

I ask unanimous consent to 0 in my remarks the RECORD 
containing the proceedings of the House of Representatives—page 
1622 of the RECORD, Thursday, May 27. It is not long, and * 
desire to put the entire action of the House on that day in the 
RECORD, in order, as I think, to prove the point I have contended 
for, that less than a quorum of the House voted an adjournment 
of that body from Thursday until next Monday, and in doing so 
has violated the Constitution of the United States. 3 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unless there is objection, that will 
be the order. 

The extract from the RECORD is as follows: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TAURSDAY, May 27, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. 


COUDEN. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Monday, May 24, was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


in writing from the President of the United States was com- 
es. 


A message 
municated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretari 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. Terry. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER. The House will receive a message from the Senate, 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate had disagreed to the amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives to the amendment of the Sonate numbered 10 to the bill (H. R. 15) mak- 
ing appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898. and for other purposes, had to 
the conference asked by the House on the MM Sen votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. PETTIGREW, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. COCKRELL 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the d: ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 10 
to the bill (H. R. 15) cgi re Ae and 707 for the current and contingent 


expenses of the Indian De ent and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other 
pu 


em also announced that the Senate had passed bilis and joint 
resolutions of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
ues! 


VA (Sr extending the time for the commencement and completion 


of the r: ridge across the Illinois River, near Grafton, III., by the St. 
^ Perry and Chicago Railroad; 
8.1944) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Clinch 


A 
River, ocior. Tenn.; 

A bill (8. 1337) to authorize the President to commission First Lieut. Ben- 
jamin W. 2 a captain; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 28) declaring that a condition of public war exists 
in Cuba, and that strict neutrality shall be ntained; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 44) mak re appropriation to supply a 9 
in von appropriations for public printing and binding for the fiscal year 1897; 


an 

Joint resolution (S. R. 43) in amendment of the joint resolution of April 7, 
1597, authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to transport contributions for the 
relief of the famishing poor of India. 

The message also anuounced that the Senate had passed the following res- 
olutions; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

“Resolved M Senate (the House of Representatives concurri ng), That the 

ot War be requested to furnish the Senate with such information 
as he may have in his on with reference to the present condition of 
the harbor of Cumberland Sound, and to inform the Senate whether any im- 
mediate action is necessary to protect the entrance from being closed against 
the commerce usually entering the port of Fernandina.” 

0e eme also announced that the Senate had passed the following 
resolutions: 

“ Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the announce- 
ment of the death of the Hon. Joseru H. BARLE, late a Senator from the 
State of South Carolina. 2 

* Resol That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 

` Resolved, That, as a mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, the 
Senate do now adjourn.” 

* Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to 8 the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 426) to authorize the construc- 
tion of bridges across the Misso River, between its mouth and the mouth 
of the Dakota or James River; and across the Mississippi River, between the 
mouth of the Minnesota River, in the State of Minnesota, and Donaldson- 
ville. in the State of Louisiana; and across the Illinois and Des Plaines rivers, 
between the mouth of the Illinois and the city of Joliet, in the State of Illi- 
nois; and to prescribe the character, location, and dimensions of the same.” 

Mr. Terry. Mr. Speaker— 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. Lewis of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a matter of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman state his matter of privilege. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washin Mr. S er, I send to the Clerk’s desk a reso- 
lution which. I fully urge, raises a question of a privilege of the House, 
and one of the highest order, and I respectfully request that the resolution 
be now read, in order that the qe may be ascertained and 

Mr. DINGLEY (interposing). Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
the gentleman should state question of privilege. 

Mr. Lewts of Washington. I will accept the suggestion of the esteemed 
gentleman from Maine. The resolution suggests that as there has been 

ur in the Senate and reported to this House a resolution recognizing the 

rency—— 

ME DISGLEY: Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the gentleman 
is not raising any question of personal privilege. 

Mr. Lewis of Washington. If the gentleman will but be patient, he will 


soon see that I do raise a question of privilege. 


My resolution calls for action 
by this House upon a quan of foreign policy — 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, that raises no question of personal privilege. 

Mr. Lewis of Washington. Mr. er, I ask tho ty 3 
and establishing that this is a question of privilege; and has been so decid 
by the parliaments of the present English-speaking world, and particularly 
in recent years upon a motion made by the honorable gentleman from Maine 


Irespectfully assert that a resolution proposing that this House shall 
express its sense of a foreign policy is always a question of privilege, super- 
— and subordinating any other question, that it does not require unani- 
mous consent for its consideration. and that no point of order can be ad- 

essed constitutionally toit. Mr. Speaker, I will not violatethe courtesy of 
this 3 by entering into an argument as to the merits of the resolution 


itself. 

Ishall be so grateful to the gentleman for allowing me this opportunity 
that I shall but state m pues ion on this subject from a legal reget 
sensing to establish that this question, as one of the sovereignty of the House, 
is of the highest privilege and entitled to consideration prior to any other, 
As early as 1782, when this country presented to England her peace-confer- 
ence report, Mr. Grattan, of Ireland, having then up for consideration his 
bill in relation to Irish rights, raised the point that it was not in order, ac- 
paces dd the 555 cus ber that prts punoa 8 ee eiu 2 
a pro on of a fore cy. or of the on of a foreign coun 
tor any purpose, was at all times a question of precedence which subordinated 
all other questions, and that point was sustained. 

Subsequently to that time the question has been considered at different 
periods, In th Sony tS question arose upon a resolution of Mr. Clay, of 

entucky, made upon the floor of the House of Representatives as early as 
1822, resolving that the United States recognize the P republics and 
that the House P a policy concerning the same. e point was made 
against it that it was not in order, when the gentleman from Kentucky con- 
tended that a proposition which went to the foreign poer of this country as 
against another country, and y an intercontinental and not merel 
an international country. was a matter of privilege of the highest order. He 
was sustained on an appeal. though Speaker Barbour had held to the coutrary. 

In 1827. Mr. Webster, of Massachusetts, addressing himself to the question 
of the . of Greece and Turkey, contended that his reso- 
lution autho: he President to name an am or and the House to 
Propose, on behalf of Congress, a foreign had precedence, and was en- 

itled to consideration MD. any point o er that could be made. and his 
contention was sustained. 

Later, in 1837, upon Senator Clay's motion in respect to Mexico, in the sec- 
ond session of that Re eran the t of order was made that the resolution 
could not be conside because the order of the day had been prescribed b: 
a previous resolution. It was insisted by Mr. Foote, of Mississippi. that suc! 
a question always took precedence, as it went to the sovereignty of Congress, 
and that contention was sustained. 

On other occasions sr the question has arisen in this House. In 
the second session of the Nty-third Congress a resolution was introduced 
by the honorable gentleman from Maine, Mr. BovTELLE, looking to the es- 
tablishment of a foreign policy in t to Hawaii On that occasion the 

int of order was made by Mr. M. 

oreign Relations Committee, that the p: 


The 
cided that the question of a fore icy was a question of privilege. Irefer 
you, Mr. S Ame the y-third Congress, second session, 
41. e rules adopted at the present session on that subject embody 
hat decision. Therefore, under that deci: 


ion, pages 496, 497: 
* Resolution a ee sense of the House relative to the foreign policy of 


Manual begins a recital of those questions which are 
p ; and after giving them in collated form the ual concludes on 
page the recital with the announcement of the position I urge here. 
erefore, that decision having become d oe of the rules of this House, 
being there embodied from the ruling previously made upon a suggestion by 
the estimable gentleman now 5 the chair as well as from ono of the 
other gentlemen from Maine, I can not understand how it can now be held 
that the question is not both privileged and entitled to precedence. Ire- 
tfully iusist that my resolution is privileged, and should be submitted to 
the House and acted upon asa privileged question. [Applause.] Iask that 
my resolution be read. 
e SPEAKER. The Clerk will report tbe resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


By Mr. Lewis of Washington. 


* Resolution of the House of Representatives upon the right of the House to 
declare a foreign policy upon the subject Wee ntm d and nentrality 
and 5 both by treaty and commercial ions with the Repub- 

lic of Cuba or any other country. 


“Whereas the United States Senate assembled has duly by a proper f. 
of resolution declared for a state of neutrality and the according to the 
Island of Cuba all rights as a belligerent as against Spain; and 

* Whereas it is asserted that such right of recognition existsonly with tho 
Executive of the United States: Therefore, 

“Be it resolved by the House of Representatives of Congress, That asa foreign 

licy of the United States it is the right and authority of the Senate and 

ouse of Representatives in adopting a forem policy of the United States 
to recognize as Congress the belligerency o? and declare the attitude of 
neutrality of the United States to the Island of Cuba or any other govern- 
ment or country when in the sense of the House such course is demanded by 
Lal conditions." _ 

Mr. Lewis of Washington. Imove the adoption of the resolution just read. 

Mr. DiNGLEY. I make the point of order that the resolution does not raise 
a privileged question. 

Mr. Lewisof Washington. I have already answered the point of order as 
fully as demanded, and offered what I think sufficient recedent to prove my 
position that this is both a * question and entitled to precedence for 
consideration. {now call for a ruling on the question. 

The S?EAKER. The Chair think this is not a question of privilege. Under 
the rules of the House such a resolution can be presented in ‘the regular 
course and should have the report of acommittee upon the subject. 

Mr. Lewis of Washington. A parliamentary aniey: Mr. S er. Would 
the Chair suggest what would be “the lar course“ at this time? 

e SPEAKER. The regular course would be to file the resolution under the 
rules. 

Mr. Lewis of Washington. Does the honorable Speaker mean to suggest 
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the resolution shall be filed to await the appointment of a Committee on 


to consider it? 
Th BPRAERR. Certainly. 
Mr. Lewis of Washington I did not understand the remark of the Chair. 
The SPEAKER. Certainly, it should be filed under the rules of the House. 
Mr. Lewis of Washington. Then the Chair holds that my resolution is not 
priv: FFC of order? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair d 


Mr. Lewis of Washington. 1 take an appeal from the decision of the 


Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the appeal lie on the table. 
The SEBALIK Paving put the he question. The ayes seem to have it. 
ee being aquia taken, lose wore yv M. Dow i 
ere 8 noes 
Mr. LEWIS of W. ngton. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 
m yeas and nays were ordered. 
uestion was Mu und there were—yeas 89, nays 51, answered 


ane ? 17, not voting 196; as follows: 
YEAS—89. 
Daven; Ketcham, . Shattuc, 
Baker, Ma. Davison, Ky. trick, Showalter, 
Barney, ley, Knox, u 
Barrows, Dolliver, Linney, South wi 
Belford. ^ Doyen 124 8 3 
05 'vener, : perry, 
Bennett, EMT Loudenslager, S raguo, 
Booze, ans, W. e. 
Broderick, Faris, McDonald, Stewart, Wis. 
Bromwell, Gardner, 8 yC: 
Brown, Gibson, Mercer, Stone, W. A. 
Burton, Grosvenor, Minor, Strode, Nebr. 
Butler, T. Moody, Sturtevant, 
Cannon, Hemenway, M wney, 
k, Iowa Henderson, Mudd, Di 
ding, Henry, Olmsted, Yan Voorhis, 
Gamal enry, Ind. Otjen, Walker, Va. 
Cousins, Hill, Parker, N. Wilson, N. Y. 
er, A n, 2 
Crumpacker, Hitt, - ‘ost. 
Towa Howe, 
Danf: Johnson, N. Dak. ell; 
xS Lanham, 
Baird, De Vries, Simpson, 
Baker, IIL. Lewis, Ga. Si 
Den tzpatrick, Lewis, Wash. Slayden, 

e, G Livingston, Smith, Ky. 
Brantley. Gunn, Maxwell, Stark, 
Broussard, Hartman, Miers, Stephens, Tex. 
Brundidge, Hay, . —.— Tate. 

Burke, Henry, Miss. rce, Tenn. Terry, 
Henry, Tex. Plowman, Vincent, 
Cla Howard, Ala. Rhea, Wheeler, Ky. 
Mo. Jett, Sayers, Williams, Miss. 
Gumming, 8 rs 
De Graffenreid, Lamb, Shuford, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—17. d 
Ball, , Wis. Mahon, N. C. 
Bartle’ Hea le, Richardson, WIRE 
Benner, J Sauerhering, 
Brenner, Ohio McIntire, andiver, 
Cooper, ler. 
NOT VOTING-—191. 
Acheson, Davis, 0 Rixey, 
Adams, Dayton, Latimer, Rob! 
Adamson, De Armond, Lentz, Rob 
T Dinsmore, ^ Robe: La. 
Allen, Dockery, Little, Robi 
Arnold, Elliott, T, Royse, 
agit Ellis, Love, Shannon, 
m ead, Ermentrout, Loverin Shelden, 
4 Fenton, LOHN 
Barham, Fischer, cAleer, Simp! 
Barlow, Fitzger: McCall, Skinner, 
Barrott, Fleming, cCleary, Smith, Til. 
Beach, Fletcher, McClel Smith, 8. W. 
Belden, Foote, MeCormi: Smith, Wm. Alden 
Belknap, To McCulloch, Snover, 
Benton, Fowler, N. C. McDowell, 8 
. MS Fowler, N. J. McEwan, Stallings. 
Bin y Fox, McLaurin, Stevens, Minn. 
Bisho , Gai cMillin, Stewart, N. J. 
Bland, Gille > E McRae, kes, 
Botkin. Gillett, Maguire, t, 
Boutelle, raff, Mahany, Strowd, N. d. 
Bradley, Greene, Mann, van, 
Brewer, quae. Marepall Sulloway, 

T, Tou! T, 
Brosius, Grow, Meekison, Sutherland, 
Brownlow, T, Mesick, Swanson, 

cker, Hamilton, Meyer, La. bert, 
Brumm, Handy, Miller: Tayler, Ohio 
E Hawley, Mills, SEEN 
Campbell, icks, Mitchell, Todd. 
Capro: Hilborn, Moon, Tongue. 
Hinrichsen, Newlands, Underwood, 
Cate! Hooker, Northway, Vehslage, 
Chi kins, Norton, Wadsworth, 
Clardy. Howard, Ga. Odell, Walker, 
Clark, Mo. ull, Osborne, 1 — 5 
Clarke, N. H. Hunter, tey, Ward, 
e, N. Hurley, Overstreet, Warner, 
Johnson, Ind. yne, Weaver, 
Connolly, Jones, Va. 8 
Cooney, ones, Wi Perkins, White, 
Corliss, ^ ters, Wilber, 
Cox, Kelley. Pitney. Wilson, S. Q. 
Cranford, Kerr, Powers, Young, x 
Crump. King, Prince, oung, Va. 
Curtis, Kans. Ki Ray, or. 
vey, Kulp, Reeves, 
ld Wis. Lacey, Ridgely, 


Mr. ! 
Mr. BISHOP with Mr. NORTON. 
Mr. MAHON with Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. LANDIS with Mr. CRANFORD. 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts with Mr. MDO WILL. 
. MITCHELL with Mr. Love. 
Mr. KULP with Mr. STALLINGS. 
Mr. ODELL with Mr. BARTLETT. 
Mr. CoRrLISS with Mr. LATIMER. 
Mr. Hicks with Mr. OTEY. 
Mr. HEATWOLR with Mr. DINSMORE. 
Mr. SurrH of Illinois with Mr.  MCCULLOCH. 
Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. CooNEY. 
Mr. Royse with Mr. MADDOX. 
Mr. SHELDEN with Mr. RIXEY. 
Mr. JOHNSON of with Mr. Moon. 
. BROSIUS with Mr. ERMENTROUT. A 
Nr LACEY with Mr. MCRAE. 
WRIGHT with Mr. ADAMSON. 

Mr. McCALL with Mr. McLAURIN. 
Mr. JENKINS with Mr. STOKES. 

. PrTNEY with Mr. CARMACK. 
Mr. Brusa with Mr. Cox. 
Mr. ADAMS with Mr. ELLIOTT. 
Mr. BINOAN with Mr. DOCKERY. 
Mr. KERR with Mr. ROBB. 
Mr. Mustek with Mr. PETERS. 
Mr. LORIMER with Mr. 3 
Mr. MILLER with Mr. CLARD 
Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. JONES of Washington. 
Mr. Dorr with Mr. MADDOX. 
Mr. LYBRAND with Mr. LENTZ. 
Mr. HoPKINS with Mr. MCALEER. 

. BELKNAP with Mr. MAGUIRE. 
Mr. HAGER with Mr. ALLEN. 
c ORO of MIT vu 8 BENTON. t 

ILLIAMS nnsylvania Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 

Mr. Joy with Mr. MARSHALL. 
Mr. HAMILTON with Mr. Topp. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. BRUCKER. 
Mr. CHICKERING with Mr. BRADLEY. 
Mr. DAYTON with Mr. PIERCE of 
Mr. Foss with Mr. DAVEY. 
Mr. MCEWAN with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 
Mr. BELDEN with Mr. SULZER. 
Mr. SiMPKINS of Massachusetts with Mr. LESTER. 
Mr. PvGH with Mr. SUTHERLAND. 
Mr. BARHAM with Mr. LITTLE. 
For thisday: 
Mr. PAYNE P with Mr. RICHARDSON. 


er, Iam paired with the gentleman from 


Mr. Royse, on all poli questions, and as this seems to be considered 


some to be a political on, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I v: “no,” with the gentleman from 
Missouri, Mr. PEARCE, on poli I withdraw vo 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Sj i privileges ot this House inquiry, and to a ques- 
tion E vade 


Mr. TERRY. n L 

Mr. Lewis of . Mr. Speaker, I merely wish to make the point of 
order to m eae from Arkansas LMr. TERRY] That until the vote is an- 
9 I do not yield the floor. 

Mr. Coo: xas. I desire to be recorded as present. I am paired 
piste gentleman from Iowa, Mr. PERKINS. If he were present, I would 
wote **no. 

Mr. TERRY. R. POE wh SS 83 ü eat 
Sq ‘or " p oes gentleman 

the Chair that I rose to a question relating to the 
rights and — — oe ping House, and to a parliamentary i 8 
e SPEAKER. ill the gon ntleman state his parliamentary inquiry? 

Mr. TERRY. I will state, Mr. Speaker, preliminary to it — 

'The SPEAKER. Does it relate to the 8 vote that is being taken? 

Mr. TERRY. It does not relate to the present vote, Mr. € er. 

The SPEAKER. The only thing in order is the announcement of the vote. 
nan this question the yeas are 89, the nays 51, present 17—not a quorum. 

DiNGLEY. Mr. Speaker, ‘inasmuch as it seems there is no 
present for the transaction of business, I move that the House do ow 


e mia n was —— 


and then withdrew the demand. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise toa parliamentary 
to move a call of the House 

business. 


Would it rae be 
x inquiry. um 


? We might geta quorum 
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The SPEAKER. On that question 
hs — alison: — Piten 92, noes 85. 
eee the motion of Mr. DINGLEY wasagreed to; and (at 12 o'clock 
and 53 minutes p. m.) the House. under the order heretofore adopted, ad- 
journed until Monday, May 31, 1897, at 12 o'clock noon. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment, which will be stated. 
The Secretary. In line 22, 26, paragraph 101, it is pro- 
to strike out the word “ten” in the committee amendment 
and insert the word “eight;” so as to read: 
unfinished and lvered, not exceed- 
TTT C Stoves, and not exceed- 
ing 24 by 30 inches square, 8 cents per square foot. = 
Mr. VEST. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 
Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Ia 
my pair with the junior Senator from Maryland [ 


TON}. 
Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. If he were pres- 


ent, I should vote “yea.” : 
Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
ed). I am paired 


senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 
Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. If he were 
present, I should vote '* yea." 
Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). I have a general 
with the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roacu]. 
his absence I withhold my vote. 
Mr. TILLMAN (when his name wascalled). Iagain announce 
air with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. 
e roll call was concluded. 
Mr. PASCO. Iagain announce my pair with the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. CANNON], If he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.” 
Mr. CLARK. Iam paired with the junior Senator from 
[Mr. Harris]. I transfer my pair to my colleague [Mr. WAR- 
REN] and will vote. I vote nay.“ 
Mr. CLAY. I have a pair with the Senator from Massachusetts 
. LopGE], which I will transfer to the Senator from Delaware 
. KENNEY] and vote. I vote “yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 28; as follows: 


in announce 
. WELLING- 


YEAS-—18. 
^ Cockrell, Morgan, Vest, 
Jones, Ark. Murphy, Wal 
ES | EE MEL 
ery, w) 
Clay, Mills, Tur pie, 
Fair uy J N Pritchard, 
Aldrich, ones, Nev. 
Allison, Foraker, McBride, Proctor, 
Burrows, à cM Y. 
Chandler, Gear, oup, 
Clark, Hale, Nelson, 8 a 
vis, Pe etmore, 
boa, Hansbrough, Piatt, Conn. Wilson. 
NOT VOTING—42. 
All G y McEnery, h, 
Baker, Gorman, Mantle,” Stewart, 
Gan non faris, Mitchell, Thursto 
n ursi 
Carter, Harris, Tenn. Morrill, Tillman,” 
Chilton, def y Turner, 
om, Heitfeld, eee Warren, 
" oar, ttigrew. W. 
5 Kenney, Platt, N. Y. Wolco 
Faulkner, Kyle, R " 
e, Lodge, Sewell, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Committee on Finance to strike out twelve" 
and insert ten.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, after the word “plates,” in line 
5, paragraph 102, page 27, to insert ‘‘exceeding in size 144 square 
inches d and in line7, to strike out ** nine" and insert ** eleyen;” 
80 as to read: 


silvered. cylinder and crown glass, silvered, and 


Cast polished plate g 
3 m ex g in sizo 144 — inches and not exceeding 16 
by 24 inches square, 11 cents per square foot. 


Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, before the amendment is voted 
on, I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the comparison of 
the duties levied upon this article under the act of 1890 and the 
proposed act. I read: 

INE spite, cost, polished, silyered, exceeding in size 144 inches; not ex- 


In 1893 the importations were 52,785 square feet. Under the 
act of 1894 there were 3,228 square feet imported, a decline of 
nearly 50,000 feet. In 1896 only $768 worth of this glass was im- 

rted. Yet the pending bill proposes to increase the duty from 

cents per square foot to 11 cents per square foot. 


I understood the Senator from Rhode Island to say a while ago, 
where two or three million feet had been imported under the ex- 
isting duty, that that was a good reason why the duty should be 


increased. Here the importation has fallen off until the importa- 
tions have almost entirely ceased, and I will ask him if that rea- 
son applies as well to this instance as it did a while ago. 

The Senator from Rhode Island said in his opening address the 
other day: 

In the readjustment of rates sugges! committee have tri eve 
instance to make —— certe to domestic . — 5 — 
being prohibitive. 

If at 6 cents per square foot we import only 8,228 square feet 
now, and the tax is practically doubled, is not this an instance in 
which the duty has been made absolutely prohibitive? The bill 
is denomina **A bill to provide revenue for the Government 
and to encourage the industries of the United States." Certainly 
this provision is not intended to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment, when it absolutely prevents any of the article from being 
um opem at all. : 

e next is, **above 16 by 24 inches and not exceeding 24 by 30 
inches.” In 1893 the importations were 204,158 square feet, and in 
1896, 36,211 square feet, or about one-sixth the quantity imported 
three years ago, and yet the tax is raised from 10 cents a square 
foot to 18 cents a square foot. 

The next is ‘‘cylinder and crown glass, polished, silvered, and 
looking-glass plates, not exceeding 16 by 24 inches." In 1893 the 
importations were 1,030,000 square feet; in 1896, 585,000 square 
feet, and yet the tax there is ipcreased from 6 cents a square foot 
to 11 cents a square foot. 

Again, above 16 by24inches and not exceeding 24 by 30 inches.“ 
The importations there fell away 600,000 square feet, or about 15 
pt cent, and the tax is raised from 10 cents to 13 cents a square 

oot. There certainly can be noreason for these increases, unless 
it is to prevent importation, and if it be to prohibit absolutely im- 
portations, then these provisions are intended to defeat the opera- 
tion of the bill to the extent that it is intended to provide revenue 
forthe Government. 

The Senator from Rhode Island said a while ago thata half dozen 
instances could not be found in which the rates in the McKinley 
Act have been increased, and yet here are four material increases, 
nearly from 50 to 75 per cent, in ph 101. In this equaliza- 
tion of or justment of rates 1 do find a few instances in which 
the McKinley duties have been diminished, but none of them relate 
to anything that is alleged to be controlled by combinations which 
are in general estimation regarded as trusts. Wherever you find 
a diminution of the McKinley duty, it relates to some g that 
the trusts do not control and that nobody suspects any trust of 


controlling. 
It is a little peculiar that when we strike the glass trust or the 
lead trust or the borax trust or the sugar trust, the articles man- 


ufactured and controlled by those combinations always receive 
gracious and liberal treatment at the hands of the gentlemen on 
the other side who prepared the bill. Butthe glass combination 
stands outin bolder relief than any other, and these four items 
are striking illustrations of the increase of taxation where there 
is no necessity to increase it for the p of protection and 
where the increases are manifestly intended to defeat the collec- 
tion of revenue from those articles. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In response to the suggestions made by the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay], I will my that there are 
more decreases than increases as compared with the act of 1890 in 
the 88 we have had under consideration. This increase, 
I will repeat, is simply to make the schedule symmetrical. The 
differences in rates between silvered and unsilvered glass are 
made to make one correspond with the other, considering .the 
question of cost of silvering. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; hold on a minute, if you please. When 
they are increased, the only result is to increase the rate to 32} 

r cent in one case and 16.48 per cent in the other, among the 
Senator heel! and his political colleagues imposed upon threo- 

tor hi and his political colleagues im upon three- 
quarters of the articles contained in this schedule. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator whether the symmetry 
of the bill Meere that usd of the items shall be taxed so that 
they shall be absolutely excluded from importation to this country? 

r. ALDRICH. Certainly not, and there is no such item in 
the bill of any nature or description. 

Mr. LINDSAY. "Under the present tariff law, during the year 
1896, only 8,228 feet of one character of this glass wereimported, 
and you have increased the duty on that particular class of glass 
from 6 cents a square foot to 11 cents a square foot, and yet you 
claim that this is not prohibitive in its operation, and you claim 
that it is only such reasonable increase as is necessary to make 
your bill symmetrical, 

Now, I insist that you do very little in the way of adding sym- 
metry to a revenue bill, even if it does contain protective features, 
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Max 29, 


when you levy duties which absolutely exclude the possibility of 
importation along some of the lines of the bill. 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, I wish to call attention to just 
one point further in connection with this matter. The Senator 
from Rhode Island referred to the fact that the Senate committee 
has not increased the rates of duty on brackets Nos. 8 and 4 of these 
two paragraphs, but the fact is that the Pittsburg Glass TOP oni 
did not ask for any increase of the duty on bracket 4. Bracket 4 
embraces 75 per cent of the plate-glass manufacture of this coun- 
li On that bracket the rate of tariff which the glass men them- 
selvesask for is contained in the bill. I repeat, and I wish to make 
it as emphatic as possible, that the increases in the bill are on the 
small sizes of glass, silvered and unsilvered, which go into the 
homes of the poor ple of the country, and which constitute 
y Lae per cent of the American product of glass. 

rthermore, the same companies in this country make both 
the small sizes and the large sizes. As they are now protected to 
the point of extortion in tue large sizes, they ask for no further 
increase there. But the Finance Committee of the Senate now 
proposes to give them also what is practically a prohibitive duty 
upon the small sizes. 

The McKinley duty was not & reduction from the duty that 
theretofore existed. The duties on these small sizes Hane glass 
had never been higher than they were under the McKinley Act, 
and yet under that rate of duty the plate-glass industry of this 
country has developed until it has become the wonder of the world. 
Only fifteen years ago it was comparatively unknown as a busi- 
ness in America, but under this very rate of duty which they now 
propose to increase it has developéd until, as I say, it is now one 
of the largest industries in the United States. 

Another thing, sir. I am informed—I can not speak advisedly 
about it—that taking the glass business as a whole, it is among the 
most flourishing industries now conducted in the United States. 
Iam informed that there has been an increase in the wages of 
laborers in that business, not in every branch, perhaps, but in 
many lines, since the Wilson Act wentinto o tion. ially 
is that so, according to my information, in that part of the glass 
business embracing the manufacture of vases, lamp chimneys, 
bottles, etc. 

The glass industry is not in a decaying condition; it is not in a 
depressed condition. There are more manufactures of glass ex- 
ported from this country than there are imported into it, and yet 
we are told that this particular business should receive signal 
favor at the hands of the Con of the United States. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. aragraph 102, line 7, I move to 
strike out of the committee amendment eleven“ and insert six,“ 
so as to read ‘6 cents," for the reasons already stated by the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay] and the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CHILTON]. I call attention in this connection to the 
third bracket under this paragraph, where the importations last 
year were only 131 feet, I presume perhaps a single pane of glass, 
and yet there is an increase, a small one, it is true, but an increase 
over the présent rate of taxation from 23 cents to 25 cents. Yet 
the Senator from Rhode Island defied the Senator from 5 
to point out a single instance where there has been an incr 
rate of tax where there was practically no importation under the 
ruling rate. In the next bracket there were but 407 feet of glass 
imported. True, there is no increase in the rate of taxation, but 
it is left at 38 cents. 

When the Senator from Rhode Island assures the Senate and 
the country that the intention is to provide proper protection, but 
not to exclude importations, it seems to me he has been singularly 
blind, when, looking at the statement of importations under these 
different schedules, he has not reduced the taxes at all. 

In this connection, I wish to call the attention of the Senate for 
afew moments only to two or three points. The Boston Plate 
and Window Glass Company, on the question of plate glass, sub- 
mitted this statement to the Ways and Means Committee in the 
House of Representatives: 

Boston, January 6, 1897. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 

We beg to protest against any increase in the present tariff on polished 
plate glass and to pray for a decrease on same of 7 5 5 cent. The annual 
consumption of this article in this country is about 12,000.000 square feet. 
'This manufacture in this dad is almost wholly in the hands of one com- 
pany. which is a monopoly, and substantially control the business of the 
country, and by selling Just under the cost of importation is now succeeding 
in excluding the imported article. 

The present duty on this article averages more than 100 per cent on the 
present cost - oid If the duty was made at one-half of present rates there 
would be larger importations, larger additional revenues to the Government, 
and a large reduction to consumers on present selling price of this article. 

Boston PLATE AND WINDOW GLASS CO., 
E. A. HILLS, President. 


All their statements seem to me to carry conviction by the mere 
statement. It is not necessary to argue them at all. 

In this same connection, I have two letters from Vanhorne, 
Griffen & Co. One of them is printed. It was inclosed to me, 
addressed to the gentlemen in charge of the bill. I believe the 
Senator from California put this letter in the RECORD. 


Mr. WHITE. Yes. i 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Both of these letters have, however, 
been presented to the Senate, and I will not present them further. 
As a curious instance of the way this plate-glass company has 
increased in power and strength, I wish to present the statement 
of Dun & Co. of this same plate-glass company in January, 1896, 
a year ago, eicht or nine months after this organization had first 
been made and this business had practically gone into the hands of 
these people. 

PITTSBURG PLATE GLASS COMPANY. 
PITTSBURG, ALLEGHENY COUNTY, PA., January 10, 1896. 

An old and well-established corporation, the capital stock of which has 
been increased from $2,750,000 to $10,000,000 by the consolidation of the follow- 
ing concerns: Howard Plate Glass Company. Duquesne, Pa.; Charleroi Plate 
G yc Charleroi, Pa.; Diamond Plate Glass Company, located at 
Ellwood and Kokomo, Ind., and the Crystal Plate Glass Company, located at 
Crystal City, Mo. 

The nine companies which I read this morning. 


The officers of this consolidated company are: John Pitcairn, chairman; 
Edward Ford, president; A. L. Conger, of Akron. Ohio, vice-president; A. E. 
Howard, secretary; E. L. Ford, treasurer, and A. Pitcairn, comptroller. The 
consolidation was formed on April 1, 1895, the stockholders of the new com- 
pany are practically the same as formerly in their respective concerns, and it 

a strong organization. Their works are at the foni places: Creighton, 
Pa.; Tarentum, Pa.; Ford City, Pa.; a gage Pa.; Charleroi, Pa.; Ellwood: 
Ind.; Kokomo, Ind., and Crystal Gi y, Mo. 

Those are the names and places which I read this morning. 

A. E. Howard, the secretar: 
occasion to make a detailed 
no per, do not owe 5 any 
the nds and current mon or quarterl 
as soon as due and are generaly ess than th ces. He declines 
to give the total of their assets, but it is believed to be upward of $5,000,000 
since the recent consolidation of the above-named 5 the highest 

ed indebtedness is 


overp: The compan 
although probably capitali 
assets, its earning capacity is considerable, and its credit for business needs 
HL arceri funem siet of res experience c fea e 
Ability. M. B. Rate (AAAL) 10. * 

Mr. President, the statement has been made in a private way 
that the laborers are very much interested in this glass industry, 
that they are very much interested in these increased prices, be- 
cause, by a recent scale made between the any Aa and the labor- 
ers, it has been agreed to give thelaborers 10 per cent of whatever 
advance is made in these rates by reason of the tariff, and that, if 
there is an average of 15 per cent—as the understanding is that 
these increases will inake—it would seem on the face of the propo- 
sition that the laborers get two-thirds of the whole of it. Now, 
analyzed and brought down to a common-sense analysis, I will 
state what the situation is. Iasked A: of that laborers’ 
association what classes of men under this new schedule get this 
increased price, and he said the blowers and one other class. Ido 
not remember what they were. I asked him the prices paid to 
these men, and he said $100 a month was paid to the blower. I 
asked him what they made, and he said 196 boxes of 120 pounds to 
the box, or 19,000 pounds of glass per month. "That five-eighths 
increase in the tariff amounts to $178.75 a month upon the product 
of a single laborer. 

This statement says that they are managing so as to get the full 
benefit of this increase. Now,this is 15 per cent only, but it 
amounts to $178.75 on a box. The laborer gets an advance 10 

cent on his wages. He gets $10. His hundred dollars be 
increased to $110, and in the innocence of his soul, while he is 
getting $10 out of $178.75, he i ines that he is getting two- 
thirds of what the company gets. This is the kind of stuff with 
which laborers of this sort are misled, and these men, shrewd, 
sharp, and unscrupulous, as many of them are, succeed in having 
the Congress of the United States levy heavy taxes upon the 
masses of the people to enable them to pay this 8 rate of 
wages, as they pretend. 

r. President, I will not detain the Senate by a discussion of 
this question further, but will ask for a yea-and-nay vote on my 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansasto the amendment of the committee, 
to insert the word *‘six " in place of “eleven” on the seventh line 
of page 27, paragraph 102, so as to read ‘‘not exceeding 16 by 24 
inches square, 6 cents per square foot.” On that question the 
yeas and nays are demanded, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris], but 
transfer that pair to my colleague [Mr. WARREN] and vote. 
vote ** nay. ` 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
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Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loper]. I transfer that pair 
to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY] and vote. I vote 


ae rea." 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iagainannouncemy 
pair with the Senator from Utah [Mr. CANNON]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). In accordance 
with the explanation already given of my pair, 1 will vote. I vote 
4i nay. „ 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called), I again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roach]. 
He is absent, and I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. s 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to announce the pair of my colleague 
ien TURNER] with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 

OAR 


Mr. I AFFERY. I desire to announce my pair with the Sena- 
tor from Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. If he were present, I should 
vote yen.“ 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to state that I am paired with the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HawLEY]. If he were here, I 
should vote“ yea.” 

Mr. WETMORE (after having voted in the negative). Has the 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] voted? í 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e senior Senator from Georgia has 
not voted. 

Slee WETMORE, I withdraw my vote. Iam paired with that 
nator. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mary- 
lard [Mr. Gorman]. Iwill transfer that pair to the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. Cannon], and that will allow both the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. Pasco} and myself to vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. PASCO. I vote “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Bate, Jones, Ark. Murphy, Turpie, 
Berry, Lindsay, Pasco, bak, 
Chilton, Mallory, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
DD Mills, Pettus, White. 
Cockrell, Morgan, Rawlins, 
NAYS—26. 
Aldrich, Foraker, McBride, Proctor, 
Allison, em 0 S Quay, 
Baker, Gallinger, Mason, oup, 
Chandler, Gear, Nelson, pooner 
Clark, Hale, Penrose, ilson. 
Deboe, Hanna, Platt, Conn 
Fairbanks, Jones, Nev. tchard, 
NOT VOTING—43. 

Allen, Faulkner, Kyle, Smith, 

con, George, Lodge. Stewart, 
Burrows, Gorman, McEnery, Teller, 
Butler, Gray. Mantle, Thurston, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Martin, Tillman, 
Cannon, Harris, k Mitchell, Turner, 
Carter, Harris, Tenn. Morrill, Warren 
Cullom, a von Perkins, Wellington, 
Daniel, Heitfeld, Platt, N. Wetmore, 
Davis, Hoar, Wolcott. 
E Kenney, Sewell, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Finance, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In i h 102, after the word “ plates,” in 
line 4, page 27, insert, the words “exceeding in size 144 square 
inches; and in line 7, after the word square," strike out ** nine" 
and insert ** eleven;" so as to read: 

2. lv „cylinder and crown 
and looking glass platos: edeeeding iu 44 square inches 89 
ing 16 by nches square, 11 cents per square foot. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I desire to move, in paragraph 102, 
page 27, line 9, to strike out ‘‘ thirteen” and insert ten,“ after 
the word ‘‘square;” so as to read: 

8 that, and not exceeding 24 by 30 inches square, 10 cents per square 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas. 

'The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 102, page 27, line 13, before the word ‘‘cents,” to strike out 
“ forty ” and insert **thirty-eight;" so as to read: 

Above that, and not exceeding 24 by 60 inches square, 25 cents per square 
foot; all above that, 38 cents per square foot. 


'The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Now, I move to amend agraph 
102 by striking out, in lines 2and 4, on page 27, the words “ cylin- 
der and crown glass, silvered, and looking-glass plates." 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iearnestly hope that the committee 
will not object to this amendment. I understand, of course, that 
it is absolutely useless, no matter how,meritorious an amendment 


may be, for us to offeran amendmenthere. But the Senator from 
Rhode Island ashort time ago said that a number of people sitting 
in the galleries might imagine that some poor man in the country 
was interested in this plate-glass business, that no plate glass 
entered into the homes of the poor; and he assured the Senator 
from South Carolina that there was not a plate-glass window in 
his State outside of Charleston, and so on. I will not discuss that 
feature of it; but the 3 I now make to amend the bill the 
Senator will not say does not concern the poorer class of people all 
over the United States. It is unreasonable, it is not right, that 
German plate glass, which is used for mirrors in the cheapest class 
of furniture and for mirrors in the cheapest homes in the 
country, should be taxed on exactly the same basis and at the same 
rate that high-grade French plate mirrors are taxed. 

Mr. President, I have at my desk samples of this glass. An 
object lesson is worth a great dealto Senators, and I wish Sena- 
tors aking an interest in this question would examine these 
samples, at is a specimen [exhibiting] of German plate glass, 
thin and light, easily broken, and of course not valuable. But it 
is the glass made only in Bohemia, and the cheaper furniture is 
supplied only with mirrors of thischaracter. Plate glass can not 
be used in the cheap chamber sets that are made for the houses of 
the poor. Itis not right—it is, it seems to me, a monstrous out- 
rage and iniquity—that the same rate of taxation should be levied 
upon this glass that is levied uon this superior and higher char- 
acter of glass. [Exhibiting.] Now, this heavy, costly, and e - 
sive glass is included in this paragraph with the light-weight 
glass, und pee plate glass, which is of this high character, 
and silvered, cylinder, and ground glass, which is this light-blown 
glass [exhibiting], not rolled at all. Silvered and looking-glass 
plates are included in the same rate of taxation. 

I am glad to see the Senator from TOS den [Mr. Burrows] 
iving me his attention. All over his State there are large manu- 
actories of this cheap grade of furniture, every one of which use 

for every single mirror that goes upon their furniture this grade 
of glass, and when he votes, if he does, with the majority of the 
committee to retain this rate of taxation, which will absolutely k 
this grade of glassintended for the use of the poorout of the Uni 
States and away from consumption, he 1 votes for clos- 
ing up the establishments in his State. It is utterly impossible for 
those men to use this high-grade French plate glass to carry 
their industries. It is a gross wrong; it can not be defended on 
any principle of right or fairness. is glass ought to be taken 
care of in paragraph 99; it ought not to be in paragraph 102; and 
Imove to strike it out of paragraph 102 for that reason. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, you would judge from the 
vehement eloquence of my friend from Arkansas that this is 
entirely a new departure in includin Joong iapa lates in this 
paragraph. In reference to polished plate glass, silvered, etc., I 
will read to him for his information the provision in the corre- 
sponding paragraph in the act of 1894, which he prepared himself 
and secured the adoption of by the Senate: 


Cast polished plate glass, silvered, and looking-glass plates. 


The same language exactly; and you would think from his elo- 
quent denunciation of this bill that this was entirely the first time 
in the history of the country that it had been done. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, if this grade of glass 
was put in the wrong paragraph in 1894, that is no justification for 
the Senator from Rhode Island to put it there now. If the Sena- 
tor would follow the bill of 1894, we might be able to rectify the 
mistakes. There were mistakes made through that bill. We were 
compelled to put grades of glass in that bill that we did not want 
to put in the bill. We did not doit voluntarily. If the Senator 
will take that glass schedule all the way through, it will be less 
objectionable than it is now. But the fact that we did not put 
this in the proper paragraph at that time is no justification for 
his posing itin the wrong paragraph now; and I want the Sen- 
ate to note that he does not deny the truth of one single statement 
made by me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And he can not deny it. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I deny it most emphatically. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then state what the facts are. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I had not got to that part. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. You had taken your seat after you 


made sheen 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was simply calling the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the fact that this was not a new departure at all; that look- 
ing-glass plates had always been included in this paragraph. They 
were included in this Paragraph in 1890; they were included in 
this paragraph in 1894, and they were included in this bill, and 


on 
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properly included, because I can see no reason under heaven why 
one class of glass silvered should pay a different rate of duty from 
any other glass silvered. Take polished, crown, or common win- 
dow glass silvered and it is quite as valuable at times and some- 
times more valuable than plate glass silvered. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator certainly is not serious 
when he states that the process of silvering adds enormously to 


the cost of glass plate? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. It isa comparatively u.a process. 
It amounts to but little in addition to the other cost. The iy 
van be easily taken care of in another part of bill, 


of silveri 
and it ought to be. 
Mr. WHITE. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode 


Island. who is familiar with this subject, whether the German 
glass shown by the Senator from Arkansas is not less valuable 
than the French plate shown by him. 

Mr. ALDRIC There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. WHITE. Then, if that be true, when the silvering occurs, 


does that raise the value of the German plate to a level with the. 


other grade? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not at all; the silvering costs about as much 
on one plate as the other. 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly; that is what I supposed. "Therefore 
the criticism appears to me to be just, because the inferior glass 
istaxed just the same as the superior. If you were taxing it by 
an ad valorem rate, it would be different, but you put a specific 
rate upon it, which excludes the one practically or places a great 
burden upon it, when, as I understand it, it is not manufactured 
in this country; but if it were manuf. here, there seems to 
me to be no reason for the imposition of the same duty upon the 
two classes of plate which vary materially as to their intrinsic 
worth. That seems to be the point of the criticism, not whether 
a mistake was made in the other bill, or in this, or in any other 


measure. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from California must be aware 
that Congress can not put one rate of duty upon German plate 
lass and another rate of duty upon French plate glass, I do not 
ow of an ible description that can be given. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator knows that this is not 
plate glass at all. 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is not plate glass perhaps. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And the German glass is not plate 


glass at all. prs : 
Mr. ALDRICH. There is a difference of opinion whether it is 
or not. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is not aman in the world who 


would say so. 

Mr. WHITE. Is it not what is called cylinder glass? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is cylinder glass. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is cylinder glass and polished, and some- 
times it is even more valuable. 

Mr. WHITE. It seems to me the Senator utterly gives away 
the case when he supposes these two pieces of glass are entirely 
different and ono fr worth much 2 n the rus unm certain 
the ingenuity of the Senator from Rhode Island, who 
thenumerouscompounds, differentiating and dde gane 
in this and other bills, can be adequate to the task of preparing 
something that will make a discrimination between these two 
utterly different pieces of glass. We can all see the difference, 
and 5 might be able to describe them without any very 

eat effort. 
ie ALDRICH. The factis that there is no special discrimi- 
nation shown by paragraphs in regard to these articles in all the 

laws that have passed since 1883. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The process of silvering is very much 
cheaper now than it was. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that, but relatively to all arti- 
cles.. That does not apply to German plates more than to French 
lates or any other plates, and the fact that the articles always 
ye been included ther is the very best evidence, I assume, 
that no great injustice been done to either. 

Mr. WHITE. The following criticism has been made to me 

with reference to this matter: 


It is made in no other and has 
ert that is 
vered, as in 


p . hanges su; n 
roval of the peop. e who silver cylinder glass, and the furniture people who 
ve to use it an: 


six to fifteen dollars At set is usuall 
not hold 7 glass, and they can not affo; 
charged for 


to pay the ice which would be late glass. I think the change, 
it m e, „ satisfactory to those who are most deeply inter- 
ested in the material. 


The suggestion seems to be a very appropriate one. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
5 by the Senator from Arkansas Mr. JONES]. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I call for the yeas an 

amendment. 

The yeas and nays wore ordered. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I have had a good deal of seri- 
ous reflection as to what may be the cause of these largely in- 
creased rates and this largely increased taxation against the con- 
sumers of window glass and the classes of glass mentioned in the 
paragraph now under consideration. It would appear upon the 
surface that this action is à very deliberate raid against all sorts 
of building and improvement, and thatit is a crusade against the 
establishment of homes in the United States. It does not only 
affect the exterior of dwellings and other places of resort, but the 
interior, as was said by the honorable Senntor from Arkansas 
Mr. JoxEs], and the furniture which a family may use, a family 
21 n circumstances, hardly able to pay the taxes now 


nays on tho 


Sir, in traveling through this country, especially in the towns 
and smaller cities, and very frequently in the larger cities, you 
will see at present a very i Quir and brief legend, To let; 
“To let;” To let,“ repeated in endless repetition. Sometimes the 
legend is upon dwellings, but not so often. It is more frequently 
to be found upon shops, storerooms, storehouses, and warehouses. 
Sir, it has become epidemic. I am told that on a very large and 


-well-known apartment at the other end of the Capitol the legend 


is put up there over the door, ** To let," and that the former in- 
mates of that apartment have been placed within the limitation of 
the decree of the Captain-Generalof Cuba, in a state of incomuni- 
cado, and that all the former inhabitants are suffering under the 
condition of a pero blockade, subject to all the hardships and 
privations of a beleaguered city. 

It follows, then, that there ought to be some method of ridding 
this country of this great p ** To let," almost as dangerous 
as the bubonic plague of the Indies; and I have concluded, after 
great deliberation, that the majority of the Finance Committee 
have thought that it was the best way to repeople these vacant 
habitations by preventing the building of new ones, and there- 
fore they have increased the taxation on all sorts of building 
material, without reference to the question either of revenue or en- 
couragement, two principal features of this bill, for if you con- 
sider for a moment, this is not only a tax on a man who is about 
to build à new house, a new storeroom, or a new apartment for 
any purpose, but it is a direct tax upon all sorts of mechanics en- 
gaged in such work, and it is a direct tax upon all sorts of mate- 

ial men who are interested in the progress of building and im- 
provement in this country. It is an imposition which proposes to 
i additional prices upon everything requisite ag necessary 

or new and valuable improvements, especially when they are un- 
dertaken by persons of moderate means and fortune. 

No doubt, to use the title of this bill, sir, our action in adopti 
these enormous rates will ** 2 revenue,“ but the revenue will 
go to the great trusts, the plate-glass trust and others, and it will 
not go into the Treasury of the United States. 

The action of the majority here is of such a nature as to make 
the Government itself a compulsory coparcener in the plate-glass 
trust—not a silent partner, because a silent partner may share in 
the profits; not a dormant partner, because a dormant partner has 
right also to file a bill for an accounting and to in the 

, honorary partner, who contributes his 


a ri 

profits, but à compulso 

means, his hoard, his influence, his good will to the firm and yet 
I believe that 


can not touch a penny of the profits or returns. 

Sir, I am opposed to this sort of coparcenership. 
the Treasury of the United States is itself in more need of bein 
replenished than the treasury of the great plate-glass trust, and 
shall therefore vote against this and every other prurient prosti- 
tution of the taxing power. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on 
the adoption of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas | Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. B (when his name was called). Iagain announce 
my pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON]. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I rise again to an- 
nounce that I am paired with the junior Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. LODGE], and that that pair has been transferred to the 
junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY]. I vote yea." 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. If he were present, 
I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). The Senator from 
Maine [Mr. FRYE] and I have again transferred our pairs; and I 
vote yea.” 

Mr.PERKINS (when his name was called). I 
my pair with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
Me : WETMORE (when his name was salen): 

wi Senator from Georgia . Bacon]. 

The roll call was concluded. be 1 


in announce 
OACH]. 
Iannounce my 
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Mr. BATE. I desire to state that my colleague 
Ernst. is absent on account of sickness, and that he is paired 


[Mr. Harris of 


with the tor from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr.PERKINS. The senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL 
is paired with the Senator for Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. Wi 
his permission, I will transfer my pair with the Senator from 

North Dakota [Mr. Roacu] to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HawLEY], and that will permit the Senator from Virginia and 
myself to vote. 

. DANIEL. That is satisfactory to me. 

Mr. PERKINS. Ivote “nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL. I vote yea.“ ; 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 

Ba Daniel, Murphy, vi 
3 Jones, Ark. Pasco, Walthall, 

ery, Lindsay, Pettigrew, White. 
8 Mallory, ttus, 

; Mills, wlins, 
Cockrell, Morgan, 'Turpie, 

NAYB—25. 
Aldric Fairbanks, Mason, Shou 
Alarich, Foraker, Penrose, Si 
Burrows, Frye, Perkins, arren, 
Carter, Gear, TA Conn. ‘Wilson. 
Chandler, 
Davis, McBride, Proctor, 
Deboe, Quay, 
NOT VOTING—42. 
Allen, Kyle, Smith, 
Bacon, Gray, Stewart, 
Baker, Hale, McEnery, Teller, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Mantle, eee 
Chris Hawi Morrill, Wellington, 
wle 05 

“ans Heitfeld, Nelson, Wetmore, 

Faulkner, Hoar, Platt, N. Y. Wolcott. 
allinger, Jones, Nev. h, 
rge, Kenney, Sewell, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at paragraph 103, on 
27. The next amendment of the Committee on 8 was, 
paragraph 104, after the word unsilvered," at the end of line 20, 
on page 27, to strike out “looking-glass plates;" so as to read: 

104. Cast polished plate glass, silvered or unsilyered, and cylinder, 
or common, window glass; sllvered = unsilvered, when out ero nd o: 

, beveled, bossed, 

feshed stained, colo “painted, or otherwise ornamented or’ decorated, 
shall be subject to a duty of 10 per cent ad valorem in addition to the rates 
otherwise geable thereon. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I move to insert before the word cylinder,“ 
in line 21 of that paragraph, the word “ponn ; 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Where is that to come in? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the word “cylinder,” in line 21. I 
will give the Senator the whole amendment, so that he may 
understand it. 

After the word grown,“ in the same line, I move to insert 
‘t glass, silvered;" so as to read: 

And polished cylinder crown glass, silvered, or common window glass, etc. 


The purpose of that is that unsilvered crown glass shall not pay 
the tional 10 per cent, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I was going to offer an amendment. 
after the word *'unsilvered," to cover that; but it may be that 
(the amendment offered by the Senator from Rhode Island will 
cover it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the amendment I 5 covers it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I was going to offer an amendment 
at that point. 

Mr. RICH, I think the amendment I pro will cover 
What the Senator desires. This only applies to poli silvered 


lass. 

Es 5 ONES of Arkansas. Let the amendment be stated from 
e desk. : 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 

ator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 104, line 21, page 27, before the 

word cylinder,“ it is P RM to insert *polished;" and after 

the word “crown,” in the same line, to insert glass, silvered; " 

80 as toread: 

104. Cast polished plate silvered or unsilvered, and polished cylind. 

|crown pred ge m or Ae window glass, etc. € m 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think that covers the ground. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Ithink that covers it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 

‘ment submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not propose to go on further with the bill 
|to-night, as I understand Senators desire an executive session. 


en bent, ground, ob. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 
Mr. McMILLAN. Imovethat the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 
The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 


80 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Tuesday, June 1, 
1897, at 12 o'clock meridian. 
NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 29, 1897. 
POSTMASTERS. 


A. L. Thompson, to be postmaster at Springdale, in the coun 
of Washington and State of Arkansas, in the place of Thomas J, 
Davis, resigned. 

Samuel M. Griffin, to be postmaster at Quitman, in the county 
of 3 and State of Georgia, in the place of Lewis L. Joiner, 
removed. 

Robert N. Foster, to be postmaster at Gilman, in the county of 
OIM and State of Illinois, in the place of C. M. Weight.) re- 
move 


W. Morton Mills, to be 8 at Ladoga, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Indiana, in the place of John E. Tal- 
bott, resigned. 


William W. Woods, to be postmaster at Wabash, in the county 
of Dae and State of Indiana, in the place of John I. Hoover, 
removed. 

Joseph A. McIntire, to be postmaster at Sidney, in fhe county 
of Fremont and State of Iowa, in the place of James A. McIntire, 
is T Sturgis, 3E ty of 

y. 0 a wein, in the county o 
Fayette and State of Iowa, in the place of Henry R. Martin, re- 


signed. : 

homis H. Baker, to bə postmaster at Louisville, in the county of 
J 5 ee and Stateof Kentucky, in the place of Charles P. Weaver, 
resi, 2 
m E West Felic 85 Pd State of dosis e S eso ed 
pa ish o iciana uisiana, in the 

ancis M. Mumford, removed. Z 

Winslow Gray, to be postmaster at Campello, in the county of 

place of Walter L. 


Plymouth and State of Massachusetts, in 
Keith, deceased. 

A. M. Chisholm, to be postmaster at Hibbing, in the county of 
St. Louis and State of Minnesota, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1897. 

William D. Ellsworth, to be postmaster at Eveleth, in the county 
of St. Louis and State of Minnesota, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, 3 vested in the 
President on and after April 1, 1897. 

Peter C. Van Matre, to be 3 at Warrensburg, in the 
county of Johnson and State of Missouri, in the place of James W. 


Williams, removed. 

Ada M. Bennett, to be rat Miles City, in the coun 
of Custer and State of Montana, in the place of Emerson 
Beeman, removed. 

Charles Burg, to be postmaster at Livingston, in the county of 
Park and State of Montana, in the place of Joseph E. Swindle- 
hurst, whose commission expired March 23, 1897. 

Fred W. Kiefer, to be postmaster at Antigo, in the county of 
Langlade and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Paul J. Millard, 
whose commission expired March 23, 1897. 


CONFIRMATIONS, 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 29, 1897. 
CONSULS. 
Max Bouchsein, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States at 
Barmen, Germany. 
Ferdinand W. Neumann, of Illinois, to be consul of the United 
States at Cologne; Germany. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 
Thaddius S. K. Freeman, a citizen of Indiana, to be a chaplain, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
General officers. 
Col. James Franklin Wade, Fifth Cavalry, to be brigadier-gen- 


eral. 
Col. John Kemp Mizner, Tenth Cavalry, to be brigadier-general. 
Col. William Montrose Graham, Fifth Artillery, to be bodgadier- 


INDIAN AGENT. 


Lucius A. Wright, of San Jacinto, Cal., to be agent for the In- 
dians of the Mission Tule River Agency, in California. 
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COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Alexander R. Avery, of Michigan, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Huron, in the State of Michigan. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Albert L. Jurden, to be postmaster at Marshall, in the county 
of Saline and State of Missouri. 

Arthur D. Patterson, to be postmaster at Cresco, in the county 
of Howard and State of Iowa. 

P. D. McMahon, to be postmaster at Charter Oak, in the county 
of Crawford and State of Iowa. 

E. E. Buell, to be postmaster at Elma, in the county of Howard 
and State of Iowa. 

Edward U. Fordyce, to be postmaster at Bowling Green, in the 
county of Warren and State of Kentucky. 

Henry D. Bonnet, to be postmaster at Del Rio, in the county 
of Valverde and State of Texas. 

cellus L. Hussey, to be postmaster at Guilford, in the 

county of Piscataquis and State of Maine. 

Kate E. Moore, to be postmaster at Geneseo, in the county of 
Henry and State of Illinois. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, May $1, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. COUDEN, offered the following 

ayer: 
es Thou who hast compassed all the path of our lives, we thank 
Thee for that Providence which abides through every change, and 
through which we are indebted for our homes and all that makes 
them dear; forour nation and all its sacred institutions. May 
this day, sacred to the memory of those who gave their lives for 
the land they loved, serve to deepen our patriotism, strengthen 
our loyalty, and make firmer our union, that it may abide through 
all time and be a blessing to untold generations. 

Let Thy blessing, O God our Father, come upon the Representa- 
tives of this House, to strengthen them and give them wisdom, 
that they may adjust every question in accordance with Thy will. 

Be especially with the member who is ill Strengthen and com- 


forthim. Grant that his life may be spared, and that he may. 


soon be in his accustomed place. 
Hear us in these, our petitions, in the name of Jesus Christ our 
Lord. Amen. 
The Journal of the Ji crean of Thursday last was read. 
ithout objection 


The SPEAKER. , the Journal will be con- 
sidered as a d 

Mr. LE of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I rise with reference 
to the Journal. | 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I notice that the Clerk has registered 
me as not voting on the motion to table the appeal taken by the 
tleman from Washington [Mr. Lewis]. On the second call 
voted **no" on that proposition, and I desire to have my vote so 


xi reet 

r. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I am recorded as not 
voting on the same proposition. Ivoted “ no,“ and desire to have 
the Journal so corrected. 

The SPEAKER. The corrections will be made. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Speaker, respecting the Jour- 
nal, I desire at this time, previous to its approval, to make my 
protest against any assumption on the part of this House to ap- 
prore the Journal, on the ground that there is no constitutional 

ouse that can legally approve the Journal, and if there were, it 
could not legally approve it at this time, in view of the nature, 
kind, and form of the adjournment which was taken on Thurs- 
day last. In view of the day and of the engagements of mem- 
bers, I do not intend to nor shall I elaborate my objection, but 
merely make it that I may reserve it for such future instances as 
ni arise when it shall be appropriate. 

he SPEAKER. The Journal will be considered as approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolution 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

A bill (S. 1258) to regulate, in the District of Columbia, the 
war of certain refuse, and for other purposes; 

bill (S. 471) relating to the adulteration of foods and drugs 
in the District of Columbia; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 45) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to use rations fcr the relief of destitute persons in the district over- 
flowed by the Rio Grande River at and near El Paso, Tex. 

'The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
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the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
H. R. 16) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
overnment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other 
purposes. 
THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker's table Senate joint resolution 44, which makes 
an appropriation to supply a peo d for work in the Printing 
Office. Iwill state that I shall be glad to have it disposed of to- 
day, as with the expiration of this day the appropriations for 
work in that office are exhausted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I should like to ask the gentleman if this 
amount Pe rS eed for in the general deficiency bill? 

Mr. CANNON. In the general deficiency bill, passed by the 
House about the 20th of March, this exact appropriation is made. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask the gentleman from Illinois if he 
thinks thisisa propermodeof legislation? We have already taken 
one item out of the deficiency bill and passed that, and now we 
are called npon for unanimous consent to pass another piecemeal 
item that is in the general 9 bill. 

Mr. CANNON. I would say to the gentleman that this House 
performed its full duty about the 20th of March in passing a gen- 
eral deficiency appropriation bill that contained items of some 

0000.00 or $9,000,000 for the public service. That went to the 

Senate—— 

Mr. TERRY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, 

Mr. CANNON. Wait until I make this statement. That went 
to the Senate about the 20th of March. That bil has rot been 


-acted upon by theSenate. Now, then, in presence of the fact that 
the appropriation for the Printing Office, with its great block of * 


employees, is exhausted, owing to the special session of Congress, 
in publishing the Recorp and doing other public printing, the Sen- 
ate has seen proper to pass this resolution, that takes one item out 
m the general deficiency bill and passes it and sends it to the 

ouse, , 

Now, so far as I am individually concerned, I will not raise the 
question of the right of the Senate to originate an appropriation 
bill, as they send us this single item, but consider it substantially, 
if you choose, in the nature of an amendment to the deficiency bill, 
as it takes but one item; and in presence of the fact that the work 
can not go on unless this e gen is made—— 

vE RICHARDSON. I should like to ask the gentleman one 
question., 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I think I can save time, 
I suggest to the gentleman from Illinois that I shall have to object 
to the passage of this resolution. I understand there is going to 
be a motion to take a recess until to-morrow out of respect to the 


dead, being Memorial Day, and therefore I think that it should 


not be considered until then. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman objects. 


FOREST LANDS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message of 
the President of the United States; which was read, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives; 


Itransmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, the report of the 
committee appointed by the Ni acan Academy of Sciences upon tho inaugu- 
ration of a forest policy for the forested lands of the United States. 

: WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 25, 1897. 


RECESS. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House take a 
recess until 12 o’clock Tuesday. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman permit me—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Objection has been made to unanimous consent, 
and I hardly think it is worth while to bring up that matter. 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman yield to my colleague? 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. DINGLEY. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Pending the announcement, by unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. STRODE of Nebraska, indefinitely, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. HINRICHSEN, for two weeks, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. FITZPATRICK, indefinitely, on account of pressing bwi- 
ness. 

To Mr. CONNELL, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. BLAND, indefinitely, on account of important business, 

To Mr. CooNEY, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
Ü To Mr. Mixns of Indiana, indefinitely, on account of important 

usiness, 
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To Mr. BURTON, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin, indefinitely, on account of sick- 
ness. 

To Mr. Marsu, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. ELLIOTT, indefinitely, on account of important business. 


RESIGNATION OF HON. JOHN L. M'LAURIN. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following letter: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., May 31, 1897. 


DEAR Sin: DAHER been a ted to the United States Senate, I have no- 
tified the governor of South lina of my resignation as a member of the 


House of Representatives, said resignation to take effect June 1, at 12 
o'clock m = 


T have the honor to be, very respectfully, 
8 =f Y* JOHN L. McLAURIN, 


Representative Sixth Congressional District of South Carolina. 


Hon. THOMAS B. REED, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Applause.] 

Ib motion to take a recess was then agreed to; and accord- 
ingly (at 12 o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.), the House was declared 
in recess until to-morrow at 12 o'clock m. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, June 1, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
SENATOR FROM SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I present the credentials of John Lowndes 
McLaurin, appointed by the governor of South Carolina a Senator 
from that State to fill, until the next meeting of the legislature, 
the vacancy caused by the death of Hon. Joseph H. Earle in the 
term commencing March 4, 1897. 

The credentials were read and ordered to be filed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. McLaurin is present and ready to take 


the oath of office. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the Senator 
appointed will be escorted to the desk of the Vice-President and 
e the oath of office. 


Mr. McLaurin was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. 
TILLMAN, and the oath prescribed by law having been adminis- 
tered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


LAWS OF NEW MEXICO. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate copies of the 
laws of the Territory of New Mexico, in accordance with section 
1844 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which were 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. SEWELL. I present a petition, numerously.signed by 
window-glass workers of the city of Bridgeton, N. J., prayin 
. that the McKinley duty on common window glass be restored. 
As the matter is before the Senate for consideration, I desire to 
read the reasons given by the petitioners for their petition. It is 
very short: 
We, the window-glass workers of America, do hereby 8 petition 
em honorable body to restore the McKinley duty on common window glass. 


nder the McKinley tariff our members had employment with good w: 
Immediately after the passage of the Wilson tariff bill we were compelled 


to accept wage reductions ranging from 22} to 38 2 cent. If the tariff is 
advanced, our wages go up in p: rtion. If tbe McKinley rates are restored, 
our w: will go up as high as they were under that tariff. 


u 
A uction of daty does not lessen the cost to the consumer; the im- 
proved method of manufacturing window glass in this country has done 
more to lessen the cost to the consumer anything else. The only 
le benefited by a reduction of the duty on window glass are the jobbers 
an posters in country and the foreign manufacturers and foreign 
workmen. 
We herewith insert a part of our wage agreement that is signed by the 
manufacturers and workmen: 
* If a tariff bill which 
window 


If any tariff law eve pror forasmaller increase than 15 per 
qun e strength blowers and gatherers s 


I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. I also present a petition of the Sterling Silk 
Company and 8 other prominent silk manufacturers of Paterson 
N. J., praying that adequate protection be given to the J acquard 
designers in silk. As this matter is still under consideration by 


XX X——86 


the Committee on Finance, I move that the petition be referred to: 
that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL presented petitions of Asa R. Merrell and 16 other 
citizens of Dunellen, of W. H. Kuhlthan and 32 other citizens of 
Milltown, of James T. Phillips and 127 other citizens of Elizabeth, 
Henry W. Stanley and 34 other citizens of Pennsville, C. Allen 
Eli and 15 other citizens of Millstone Township, James F. Ma; 
and 48 other citizens of Glassboro, W. H. Letts and 57 other citi-! 
zens of Waretown, Ada Eiseman and 69 other citizens of Ware- 
town, J. M. Ayres and 130 other citizens of Millburn, William P. 
Teed and 19 other citizens of Livingston, W. J. Newman and 77: 
other citizens of Neptune 8 Andrew G. Apgar and 50 
other citizens of Elizabeth, George H. Kupfrian and 61 other eiti- 
zens of Jersey City, and of William A. Jones and 49 other citizens 
of eer n all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation for a more rigid restriction of immigration; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of the Dan Talmage's Sons 
Company, of New York City, relative to the duty on rice; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of Charles A. Sykes, of New 
York City, relative to the duty on artificial teeth; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chicago (III.) Drapers and 
Tailors' Exchange, relative to the duty on wearing apparel; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Artificial Flower Manu- 
facturers' Association of the United States, relative to the duty to 
be placed on artificial flowers; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of sundry wholesale liquor 
dealers of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for a reduction of the internal- 
revenuetax on distilled spirits, andalsofor a shorter bonded period; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the James E. Patton Company, 
of Milwaukee, Ye See against an increase of the du 
on plate glass; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

- WHITE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Lompoc, 
Cal., praying for the imposition of a duty on mustard seed; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

T = na ei the 3 of Rev. Oyon Jones, 5 2 7 
., remons ng against the passage of the so-call e 
tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table, n 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of California, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to 
destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which wasreferred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of the Liquor Dealers' Benevo- 
lent Association of Missouri, remonstrating against the imposition 
of an additional tax on beer; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of A. D. Dennison 
and 13 other citizens of New Boston, N. H., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation for a more rigid restriction of immigration; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. : 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Michigan Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, praying for the passage of the so- 
called kinetoscope bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of business men of Michi- 
gan, remonstrating against the enactment of a tariff bill levying a 

uty of $2 per thousand feet on lumber; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. MASON, I . a petition from the executive commit- 
tee of the National Business League, praying for the speedy pas- 
sage of the pending tariff bill. I ask that the petition may be 
read for the information of the Senate. 

Ps petition wasread, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 
as follows: 


To the Senate of the United States: 


We respectfully represent that, after a careful canvass of business men in 
different parts of the country, we are satisfied that the business of the coun- 
try is especially suffering on account of the uncertainty as to the termina- 
tion and final results of pending tariff legislation; and that every week of 
delay in the settlement of tariff duties not only intensifies the present situa- 
tion and inflicts enormous loss on general business interests, but is greatly 
retarding the date of recovery, as indicated in some measure by current 
custom house records. 

While we assume that vou are proceeding in such manner as vou deem 
will best subserve the public good, we believe you will not der it im- 
proper or discourteous for us to indicate to you what we have ascertained, 
through the channels of information at the command of our organization, to 
be the opinion of business men generally, and to express to you their urgent 
desire tnat there be immediate and effective action in this matter. 


fully submitted. 
FERDINAND W. PECK, 
ELBRIDGE G. KEITH, 
JOHN 


MOSES P. HANDY. 

BENJAMIN J. ROSENTHAL, 

ALEXANDER H. REVELL, 
M A. GILE 


WILLIA S 
Executive Committee of National Business League, 
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Mr. FAULKNER presented the petition of D. E. Stewart and 20 
other citizens of Guyandot, W. Va., and the petition of James 
A. Nixon and 45 other citizens of Boothsville, W. Va., praying 


for the enactment of legislation for a more rigid restriction 
E eei which were ordered to lie on the table. : 

. HALE ted the memorial of Alger V. Currier and 
sundry other artists of Maine, 6 the imposi- 
sgn ree on foreign works of art; which was ordered to lie 
on the e. 


im- 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. HALE presented a communication from the Secretary of 
the , recommending that provision be made in the general 
deficiency appropriation bill for nie aoa of amounts found due 
— pos tof gis ays a ting $61,699.72; which 
not heretofore re o Congress, aggregati 609.72; whic 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S, R. 36) to 
carry into effect tworesolutions of the Continental Congress direct- 
ing monuments to be erected to the memory of Gens, Francis 
Nash and William Lee Davidson, of North Carolina, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


REPORT OF LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. WETMORE submitted the annual report of the Librarian 
of Congress, exhibiting the progress of the Library during the 
calendar year 1896; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also, from the Committee on the Library, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, t the annual of the Librarian of be prin 3 
and that 500 pore with c odas eia for t by the — 

BILLS POSTPONED INDEFINITELY. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Task that the Committee on Pensions shall 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 314 
granting a ion to Henry Farmer, because Senate bill 304 was 
3 introduced and is to the same effect. I also ask that 

e Committee on Pensions shall be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (S. 316) granting a ion to James M. 
Ray. because a former bill, Senate 286, for the same purpose is 


pending. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the committee will be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bills indicated. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that these two bills, Senate bill 314 
and Senate bill 316, be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I also move that the bill (S. 341) for the 
relief of Simon Wolfe, of Shelbina, Shelby County, Mo., be indefi- 
nitely postponed, as Senate bill 251, for the same purpose, has 
already passed the Senate and is pending in the House. 

The motion wds agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 2053) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of F. W. Zickendrath, of 
Greensburg, Ind.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2054) to reward cer- 
tain Sioux Indians for the rescue of white captives and their com- 
pensatory payment of ponies; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2055) to provide for the submission 
of certain T to the legal voters of the United States of 
America and to provide for an election thereon; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 2056) for the relief of Samuel 
Evans; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2057) for the relief of Martha A. 
Lanford; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. . 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 2058) removing the charge 
of desertion from the name of Frederick Mueller, who served as 
ab cien in Company I, Twentieth New York Volunteer Infantry; 

ich was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


on Mili 5 Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2059) to authorize a retired 
list for enlisted men and Boe pore tty officers of the United 
States Navy; which was twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 2060) granting a pension 
to Olive W. Lay; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


ury on account of items P 


Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 2061) providing for the ap- 
pointment of an additional circuit judge in the seventh judicial 
circuit, and of an additional district judge in the northern district 
of Illinois; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WHITE submitted two amendments intended to be p d 
by him tothe deficiency appropriation bill; which were referred 
tothe Committee on ropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. FAULKNER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
7 to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
rinted. 

Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
osed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
8 to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 

Mr. PRITCHARD submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for tho 
Government and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J, 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, anno that the House had passed 
the following joint resolutions: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 43) in amendment of the joint resolu- 
tion of April 7, 1897, authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
3 for the relief of the famishing poor of 

a; an 

A joint resolution (S. R. 44) making an appropriation to supply . 
a deficiency in the 9 for public printing and binding 
for the fiscal year 1897. 

SALE OF POISONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, The morning business ap to be 
closed. The Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. e Secre- 
tary will report the first bill on the Calendar. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 470) to regulate the sale of poisons 
in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I object to the consideration of that bill, and 
ask that the Senate proceed to the consideration of House bill No. 
319. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over, under objec- 
tion. The Senator from Rhode Island asks that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the tariff bill. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 
of the United States. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In accordance with the notice I gave on Sat- 
urday, I ask that we now take up paragraphs 90 and 91 for con- 
sideration. 

The SECRETARY. The Committee on Finance reported to strike 
out oa h 90 and insert a substitute. 

Mr. ICH. The committee withdraw their amendment 
to that 


h. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The paragraph will be read as it 
stands in the bill. 

The Secretary read the paragraph, as follows: 

90. China, porcelain, parian, bisque, earthen, stone, and crockery ware, 
including clock cases with or movements, paua ornaments, toys, 
er Bre sets, vases, and statuettes, painted, tinted, stained, enameled, 
printed, gilded, or otherwise decorated or ornamented in any manner, 60 
per cent ad valorem; if plain white and without superadded ornamentation 
of any kind, 55 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Isuggest striking out in the ,in the 
seventh and eighth lines, on page 18, the words rre r ae clock 
cases with or without movements." These words, if allowed to 
remain here, will fix a higher rate than is proposed elsewhere in 
the bill for clock cases. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment now moved by the 
Senator from Rhode Island will be stated. 


The SECRETARY, In lines 7 and 8, on page 18, paragraph 90, 


after the word ‘‘ ware,” strike out the words including clock 
cases with or without movements." 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Where is that clause? 


Mr. ALDRICH. In paragraph 90, as it came from the House, 
on 18. The committee withdraw their amendment, or ask 
that it be disagreed to. 


1897. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In what line? | 

Mr. ALDRICH. In lines 7 and 8. The purpose is to allow 
clocks and clock cases to be dutiable at 40 per cent. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. There is some mistake about the 
location of the amendment. 


'The SECRETARY. 
the word “ware,” strike out the words “ in 
with or without movements.” 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Itis allright. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to this amend- 
ment? The Chair hears, none, and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itis understood that the amendment suggested 
by the committee to aph 90 will be disagreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island asks 
that the item may stand as the bill came from the House, with the 
exception of the clause just stricken out. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee withdraw their amend- 
ment? 

Mr, ALDRICH. The committee withdraw their amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the amendmentof the committee proposing a substitute 
for the paragraph is withdrawn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We take the same course with paragraph 91. 
oe J —— e een enn I "n to offer an amendment or two 

9 ore we leave 

Ar. ‘ALDRICH. All right. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 90, page 18, line 12, I 
move to strike out “sixty” and insert thirty-five.” I suppose 
I may as well move another amendment to the paragraph at the 
same time. In line 14, I moveto strike out “‘ fifty-five” and insert 
“thirty.” We may as well have the vote taken on both amend- 


ments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
. of the Senator from Arkansas, which will be 
stated. , 

The SECRETARY. In p aph 90, page 18, line 12, before the 
words ** per centum," strike out ‘ sixty "and insert“ thirty-five,” 
and in line 14, before the words “per centum," strike out ** fifty- 
five" and insert “ thirty;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

90. China, porca paran, D e, earthen, pes eris Mire a MS 
. —— ber T 


orna- 
lain white and without 
valorem. 


TTC 
uding clock cases, 


mented in any manner, 395 per cent ad valorem; if 
superadded ONADAN TA MION of any kind, 80 per cent 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Iask for the yeas and nays on this 
osition. 
he yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. y 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called), Has the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MonGAN] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. Sede Then I will withhold my vote. If the Senator 
from Alabama were present, he would vote yea“ and I should 
vote “nay,” 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was M I have a general 
pair withthe senior Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. If hewere 
present, he would vote yea" and I should vote nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. FAULKNER (after having voted in the ä 1 
inadvertently voted. I am pns with the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. ELKINS], and I understand he has not voted. I 
therefore feel that on this question I should withdraw my vote, 

Mr. BURROWS (after having voted in the negative). 1 inquire 
if the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The senior Senator from Louisiana 
has not voted. 

Mr. BURROWS. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BATE. Iwish to announce the absence of my colleague 
pe Harris of Tennessee]. He is paired, however, with the 

ator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. I make the announce- 


ment for the day. 
The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 34; as follows: 
YEAS—23. 
Hi Kans. Mil i 
Bacon, Heitfeld, Mitchell, 'Turpie, 
A Jones, Ark. Murphy, Vest, 
Chilton, Lindsay. Pettus, Walthall, 
Clay, McLaurin, Raw White. 
1l, Mallory, Roach, 
NAYS—M. 
Ald Fair! McBride, Proctor, 
Aison,” ae McEnery, Sewell, 
Gannon Gallager — Spooner 
r, Gear, : Nelson, urston, 
ndler, Hale, rkins, Warren, 
k, Hanna, Platt, Conn. Wetmore. 
vis, Hawley, N. Y. 
Lodge, 


Allen, George, Kyle, ua 
Burrows, Gorman, Mantle, qum. 
Butler, Gray, Martin, Stewart, 

ery, Hansbrough, Morgan, Teller, 

lom, Harris, Tenn. Morrill, Turner, 
Daniel, oar, Pasco, Wellington, 
Elkins, Jones, Nev Penrose, ilson, 
Faulkner, Kenney, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


So the amendments were rejected. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Rhode Island propose any 
other amendment of this paragraph? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir; not to paragraph 90. 

Mr. VEST. Before we pass from the paragraph, I wish to call 
attention to the effect of these changes and to the effect of the 
other amendments proposed by the majority of the Finance Com- 
mittee. 

On the first classification the comparative statement estimates 
the duties to be from 27 to 57 per cent instead of 30 per cent, as in 
the Wilson bill. Under the amendment which has been adopted 
there is an increase, of course, over the provision as originally pro- 

by the Finance Committee. 

Upon the next classification, where the McKinley Act imposed 
NN cent and the House bill and the Senate committee origi- 

y proposed 1 cent a pound and 20 per cent ad valorem, the 

cent, and under the amend- 

ment just adopted, proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island, 
the duty becomes 60 per cent. 

On the next classification the duties are from 29 to 69 per 
that is, upon printed, gilded, and other ware of that description. 
Under the McKinley Act the rate was 60 per cent, and under the 
"Wilson Act 35 per cent. 

On the next classification, found in line 9, upon all other wares 
of this kind not specially provided for, there is an increase over 
the Wilson Act of 15 per cent. 

I suppose it is entirely useless to read the statements of mer- 
chants in the United States engaged in importing these wares 
and in selling them by retail. have a large number of such 
communications, and they all are to one effect—that the duties 
under the Dingley bill and under the Senate amendments are 
absolutely E games upon an article of prime necessity, upon 
undecorated, untinted, unpainted ware, which goes into the homes 
of the humblestcitizen in theland. It will be absolutely imposei- 
ble to import any of it from abroad, and it gives the market 
8 the American manufacturers. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 91 will be read, 

The Secretary read as follows: 
wars, and AE OTLAN AAA 
terial of chief value, by whatever name known, not specially provided for in 
this act, if painted, tinted, stained, enameled, printed, gilded, or otherwise 
decorated or ornamented in any manner, 60 per cent ad valorem; if not orna- 
mented or decorated, 55 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Committee 
on Finance, proposing a substitute for this paragraph, has been 
withdrawn. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On page 19, line 24, in the paragraph 
just read, I move to strike out sixty“ and insert thirty-five;” 
and to strike out ''fifty-five," in line 25 of the same paragraph, 
and insert ** thirty;" 80 as to read: 

Il other ch: rcelain, ian, bisque then, p 
e ep CERTI poU 
terial of chief value, by whatever name known, not specially provided for in 
this act, if painted, tinted, stained, enameled, printed, gilded, or otherwise 
decorated or ornamented in any manner, 4 per cent ad valorem; if not orna- 
mented or decorated, 80 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This motion to amend is to maintain 
the present rates on crockery and china ware just as the amend- 
ment moved by me proposed to do the same in paragraph 90. Of 
course I recognize the fact that no amount of argument will change 
the will of the majority in their determination to impose increased 
rates on this article of common necessity—an article that enters 
into the homes of all the people of the country. At the same time 
I think it is due to the Senate and due the cause that the facts 
shall be clearly and distinctly stated, so that we may all under- 
stand just what it is we are doing. 

I hold in my hand a letter from a large importer in New York. 
While I will not read the whole of it, I will read enough to pre- 
sent some of the most striking facts in this connection: 

linclose two authorized reports in the Croc and Glass Journal, one 


relating to the Warwick China Company and the other to Knowles, Taylor 
$ M — 75 — 5 The firms mentioned are among the largest in the 


duties were from 33 per cent to 56 


cent; 


referred to the protection pua — nt DR 
pping 
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charges, ocean freight, marine insurance, and the value of cases, crates, or 
barrels, for which the importer has to full price, but which become 
useless after entering this country, while the barrels used by American manu- 
facturers can always be used for the full value. 

These necessary expenses, as enumerated above, including the present rate 
of duty of 30 per cent on white china and enware and 35 per cent on 
pedes china and earthenware, give the American potters the following pro- 
tection against imported goods: 


I repeat, these figures represent the protection the American manufac- 
turers enjoy under the prevailing tariff rates, and in order to demonstrate 
how I derive these figures I beg to hand inclosed a number of calculations, 


Bhowing the ac' cost of each and every item. And now it is pr to 
— 1 protection by tariff from 30 and 35 per cent to from 50 to 121 per cent 
onal. 


In the brief referred to by this correspondent he says: 


As dealers in foreign and domestic wares we desire to state that the largest 
volume of imported earthenware and g are consists of cheap staple goods, 
consumed by the masses and representing necessities of life, not luxuries. 
Inearthenware the largest percentage consists in cheap English dinner sets of 
plain and printed earthenware. These goods are sold at prices which put them 
at tue reach of every wage earner. The next in prices are German and Bohe- 
mian cups, saucers, and plates, which are sold at ae which exclude any 
possibility of their being luxuries. They are found in every home in the land; 
in some places plain, in others with gold bands, and in others with chea; 

These two classes constitute, at a low estimate, oe A per cent 
of the total importation of earthenware and china. There 
amount of high-priced decorated china imported which could be classified as 
a luxury, but the volume is very small in comparison with the transactions 
in staple goods, and it would be a serious tax upon the wage earner if he 
should be forced to pay an excessive price on his necessities in order tomake 
the few luxuries pay a maximum duty. In giassware the bulk of goods im- 
rted (we are not considering plate glass, bottles, or mirrors) consists of 
cheap water sets, blanks for American glass cutters, etc, 


As we have passed from the consideration of the glass schedule, 
I willnot read the remainder of thatstatement. Here is an author- 
ized statement made by these manufacturing establishments, 
showing what they are doing under the present tax, and how they 
are succeeding under the present rates ot 30 and 35 per cent. This 
is from the Warwick China Company, and was published in the 
Crockery and Glass Journal of January 7, 1897: 


The Warwick China Company have a fine trade in hand, and the business 
so far is away ahead of that of last year. T. lines of dinner and toilet 
ware are in good request, while the novelties and specialties, useful as 
well as ornamental, are in such great demand as to keep them busy and the 
decorating department going all the while. The Warwick struck a rich lead 
in some of the novelties they make, and the jardiniéres in flow blue, with 
gold touches, have been in better demand than they really looked for. With 
such encouraging trade now, they are going right along preparing new de- 
signs and shapes for the fall, and will add to the already variety some 
new features that are certain to be great 


This is an authorized statement in a trade journal by one of the 
members of the concern, showing that they are prosperous under 
the present tariff act, and yet the Senate committee gives them a 
tax of 60 per cent additional protection, and this, too, when the 
importations of the ware amount to practically nothing, and when 
the present tax of 30 per cent is so much of a tax for protection 
as to prevent almost any Dur, nad with foreign wares, none 
butthe higher grades coming in, for which excessive prices are 


paid. xA . A 

What can be the purpose of giving this additional 30 per cent 
on this ware, except to enable the manufacturers to increase their 
prices 50 per cent, if they choose to do so, to render it impossible 
that such goods should be imported from abroad, and to carry the 
prices still higher, if it is their wish and desire? 

The iege | Pottery Company is another company referred 
to, and it is said of that company: 


The Wheeling Pottery Company have made a reputation that brings to 
them the greatest trade they ever handled. This year has so far been one of 
the most encouraging for this pottery in its history. The flow blue patterns 
in dinner ware are popular everywhere, while the jardiniéres and other 
specialties have brought to them the most flattering compliments and the 
best trade they ever had. The shipments from this pottery this season are 
immense, and ey. are adding features all the time that have the earmarks 
of progress upon them, while ing some of the unprofitable business that 
has been carried on in the p And all their goods are made in America.” 

The Knowles, Taylor & owles Company have had a great month's busi- 
ness in April. Vitreous hotel china has been on the move at a lively rate. 
Several carloads are now being packed to fit out several large hotels in both 
the East and West. The goods are sold by jobbing houses, who take the 
orders direct from the hotel managers. Porcelain sales are good also. Last 
Saturday was big pay in East Liverpool, and the amount of money paid 
out by the Knowles, Taylor & Knowles Company was an enormous sum. It 
is reported that it was the heaviest pay roll since 1892, or within the last five 
years. 


These are authorized statements which have been printed. I 
have a clipping from the journal to which I have referred, show- 
ing that there is absolutely no necessity for this wanton increase 


winners. 


ina tax on the absolute necessaries of life. While all other classes 
of business are complaining of depression, and while the people 
everywhere are holding up their ds to Congress and asking 
that there shall be some legislation that will relieve the condition 
of present business depression, we propose to relieve the present 
distress, we propose to relieve the pressure on the homes of the 
poor, by increasing the rate on this article of prime necessity, this 
already prohibitory tax, to double what it is now. 

Mr. Charles W. Franzheim, who was, I believe, à member of 
one of these concerns, made a statement which appears in the 
Wheeling Intelligencer. It is as follows: 


di the past twelve mon 
uring the same period of time. 


red in will doubtless prove an equally busy one, espe- 
cially as we anticipate some recognition from the next Gon x y 


resent wages, and perhaps 
5 


That moderate increase that this gentleman anticipated while 
he was doing a prosperous business amounts to 100 per cent in- 
crease of tax upon an article of prime necessity. That is the way 
the Republican party responds to the request of the manufacturers 
of the country for a moderate increase in their rates of tariff, 
while they say themselves in their own published reports that 
they are prosperous and are doing a larger business than ever be- 
fore under the law as it stands to-day. This is sufficient, it seems 
to me, Mr. President, to show the purpose of all these increases, 

I have in my hand a number of calculations showing the neces- 
sary waste, loss, breakage, and expense of transportation in bring- 
ing these wares across the ocean, which shows that these people 
have now under the tariff rate of 30 per cent a real protection of 
from 60 to 80 per cent by reason of the conditions that surround 
the business; and yet we propose to increase the direct tax to 60 
per cent besides these additional expenses, which will increase the 
tax to 100 per cent or possibly more. 

The statement is as follows: 


GERMAN CHINA. 


Gold-band teacups and saucers: 
Case con 

Case and pa 

Duty under present law, 35 per cent on $17.71............. * 


?8 
2 
das 5 from factory to port and shipping charges.. C3 3.40 
Sea ed 


PONG E IPC MEME — 
Cartage in New Lork and marine insurance 


Total cost of goods laid down in New York......................... 21.23 
Cost at foreign factory, $16.28. 
85 per cent duty and expenses, $10.95, or 67 per cent protection. 
60 per cent duty and expenses would be $15.38, or 95 per cent protection. 


Children's d mugs: 

Case AME 56 denen, value at factory. $14.99 
Case and packing z 1.43 

35 per cent duty on $16. 5.75 
2.13 

1.74 

.25 

.04 


rotection. 


85 per cent duty and expenses, $11.33, or 75 per cent 
per cent protection. 


60 per cent duty and expenses would be $15.43, or 1! 


Fruit plates, 18 centimeters: 
48 dozen in case, value at factory... 
Case and packing 
85 per cent on $20.90.................. 
Freight from factory to port and shipping charges.. 
EI o E ES ae $ 
Cartage and marine insurance CAR NEN 


Total cost of goods laid down in New York........................ 30. 94 
Value at factory, $18.28. 
85 per cent duty and expenses, $12.06, or 69 per cent protection. 
60 per cent duty and expenses would be $17.88, or 98 per cent protection, 


1365 


Children's toy tea sets: 


Case containing 6 dozen, value at factory $18.14 
n ce 2.86 
95 per cent duty on 21 7.35 
Freight from factory to port and shipping charges 2 e 
S „„ „„ VO 

ge in New York and marine insurance -30 


Total cost of goods laid down in New York.......................- 94.92 

Foreign factory value. $18.14. 

95 per cent duty and expenses, $16.78, or 92 per cent protection. f 

60 per cent duty and expenses would be $303, or per cent protection. 

BOHEMIAN GLASS. 
Glass vases, opaque, decorated, 9 inches: 

Case contains 27 dozen, value at factory 
Case and packing 
Duty. O peress cr ET TE 
Freight from factory to port and shipping charges 
Ren Trion DORSE A cc uapasmcmuces EAN C Ed n 
Cartage and marine insurance 


Total cost of goods laid down at New York 
Cost at foreign factory, $9.21. : 
40 per cent duty and expenses, $14.25, or 154 per cent protection. 

60 per cent duty and expenses would be $16.58, or 180 per cent protection. 


Glass water sets consisting of one pitcher and six tumblers, decorated 


stal: 
ORE contains 7 dozen, value at factory $15. 
Case and packing eae 4 
r 
1 
2. 


w 
= 


NOST 


1 
Slys 


o b TA Ae 
m factory to port and shipping charges.... é 
FC cscsescccteesr sons RA ²˙ A dixi vuU e = 
Cartage and marine insurance 


Total cost of laid down at New York.......................- 29.20 
Cost at foreign factory, $15.24. 
40 per cent duty and expenses, $13.96, or 91 per cent re l 
60 per cent duty and expenses would be $17.45, or 114j per cent protection. 
BOHEMIAN CHINA. 
56-piece tea set, Carlsbad ware: 
* contains 15 sets, value at factor $28.02 
Cask ard o POTE T oe ol Ne ^. 3.45 
35 per cent duty on $32.07 f 
22 from factory to port and shipping charges . 
Bow freien. oso stan tsa weheenaq snot en TT O LTT 
Cartage and marine insurance 


Total cost of goods laid down at New York ........................ 48.44 
Value at factory, $28. 62. 
85 per cent duty and expenses, $19.82, or 69 per cent protection. 
60 per cent duty and expenses would be $27.84, or 97 per cent protection. 

I shall ask for bia yeas and nays on the amendment. 

Mr. SEWELL. . President, I want to correct the impres- 
sion that some of the Senators may have received from the state- 
ment made by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNEs]. 

The paragraphs to be voted upon are not satisfactory to the 
pottery interests in this country by any means. It has become 
apparent of late years that undervaluations are made to such an 
extent in the New York custom-house that, while nominally the 
duty may be 40, 60, or 70 per cent, it is cut down by undervalua- 
tion to 30 and 20 per cent, so as to be practically no protection at 
all. Under these circumstances, the manufacturers of pottery 
have endeavored to get the committee to report compound rates 
of specific and ad yalorem, and the committee did so report on the 
advice of the experts of the Treasury Deparment, but, by reason 
of the attack made on this report and the statement that it cov- 
ered up a very large duty, the committee have withdrawn their 
proposition and have come right down squarely to a duty of 50 
and 60 per cent. : : : . : 

I have here a statement in relation to this business, a portion of 
which I shall read: ‘ 

Previous to the enactment of the Wilson bill the industry was in a flour- 
ishing condition, distributing annually from $6,000,000 to $8,000,000 in wages, 
consuming materials mined and produced in almost every State east of the 
M and also Missouri, Texas, and California. 

The Wilson-Gorman bill reduced the rate on pottery from 55 per cent on 
white and 60 per cent on decorated ware, to 30 per cent on white ware and 
35 per cent on decorated ware, the result being a greatly depressed condition 
of the industry, more so than of any other industry which that nefarious bill 
did not exterminate 3 

Working but one-third of the time, our 9 have become destitute 
and we are powerless to give them work. ny of the potteries have be- 
come insolvent, while during the past two years imports in our line have 
30005 over $3,000,000, while the Government has lost in revenue over 

We believe and know that you are interested in the welfare of this, as well 
as all American manufacturing industries. 

The pA rid bill as passed by the House indicates a 1 to give us 
the old McKinley rates. We AP reciate what has been done, but the McKin- 
ley rates will not give us the Mc. HN Fifty-five and 00 per cent 
was satisfactory and adequate in 1890, but the business of importing earthen- 
ware and china has greatly changed during these seven years. In 189) the 
Germans were making only fancy articles, cups, saucers, bonbon dishes, and 
the like, but were just commencing the manufacture of dinner and tea ware. 
They have made t strides in this direction, the German factories being 
owned and controlled largely by American importing houses, consigned only 
to themselves, and invoicing at whatever price they see fit to put upon the 
invoice, regardless of their actual value. you see any ad valorem rate will 
not protect. 

Ishall not delay the Senate in going over the entire paper, but 
will give practical results. On a full investigation in relation to 
the ad valorem and the compound rates, it was some time before 
the parties interested and the Eng A could arrive at a 
compound rate which would be equal e ad valorem and not 


Duty, 40 
Freight 


above it. They had the privilege of the New York custom-house 
for several days and weighed a large number of packages. The 
result of their investigations is to be found in the paper I hold in 
my hand. For instance, on white earthenware, they weighed fif- 
teen packages, which weighed 13,097 pounds, the value of which 
was $524.22, and on which the duty was 8203.06, showing an ad 
valorem of 38$ per cent under that proposed compound tax. 

Next they took 25 packages, which weighed 23,606 pounds, the 
foreign value of which was $1,085.15 and the duty $453.11, show- 
ing an ad valorem of 41$ per cent. Then they took 240 packages, 
the weight of which was 92,932 pounds, the foreign value of which 
was $12,509.49 and the duty $6,094.15, or an average ad valorem 
of 484 per cent. So that none of the duties, except in the case of 
the 45 packages, was equivalent to an ad valorem duty of 56 per 
cent, and none of them came up to the duty that is now before the 
Senate. 

I ask, Mr. President, that this statement may be printed as a 
part of my remarks. A : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

TRENTON, N. J., May 19, 1897. 

DEAR SIR: 8 that with the multiplicity of your duties and respon- 
sibilities you have little time to look into the details of the pottery industry, 
we will state as briefly as possible our condition as manufacturing potters, 
our needs, and ourdesires. Previous to the enactment of the Wilson bill, the 
industry was in a flourishing condition, distributing annually from 36,000,000 
to $8,000,000 in wages, consuming materials mined and produced in almost 
every State east of the Mississippi, and also Missouri, Texas, and California. 

The Wilson-Gorman bill reduced the rate on pottery from 55 per cent on 
white and 60 per cent on decorated ware to 30 per cent on white ware and 
35 per cent on decorated ware, the result being a 8 depressed condition 
of the industry, more so than of any other industry which that nefarious bill 
did not exterminate entirely. 

Working but one-third of the time, our 8 e have become destitute, 
and we are powerless to give them work. any of the potteries have be- 
come insolvent, while during the past two years imports in our line have 
ri yr over $3,000,000 while the Government has lost in revenue oyer 
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We believe and know that you are interested in the welfare of this as well 
as all American manufacturing industries. 

The nme bill as by the House indicates a willingness to give us 
the old Mc qe rates, We appreciate what has been done, but the McKin- 
ley rates will not give us the McKinley conditions. Fifty-flve and 60 per cent 
was ratisfactory and adequate in 1890, but the business of importing earthen- 
ware and china has greatly changed during these seven years. In 1890 the 
Germans were making only fancy articles, cups, saucers, bonbon dishes, and 
the like. but were just commencing the mauufacture of dinner and tea 
ware. They have made great strides in this direction, the German factories 
being owned and cohtrolled largely by American importing houses, consigned 
only to themselves, and invoicing at whatever price they see fit to put upon 
wa MVO os dates of their actual value, so you see any ad valorem rate 
will no! 0 — 

The French are practically doing the same thing, having their ben. N om 
this country. The manufacturers ignore the law requiring the g to be 
invoiced at the foreign market value at which the goods are freely offered 
forsale in said market, and are invoicing and paying duty at the factory cost 
pare being the undervaluation equivalent of from 25 to 30 per cent. From 

890 to 1893 the goods from England were invoiced correctly as to quali: 
They have since been able to undervalue, and are now bringing their 
in at grossly undervalued values as seconds and thirds. 

We believe, and we have some of the best Government experts to fully 
agree with us, that the only way of having a duty honestly collected is by a 
change in the system, which change has been introduced in the Senate bili as 
reported by the committee, but the rates have been so reduced as to give us 
a very low ad valorem equivalent protection. : 

The following is an application of the rates as proposed by the Senate com- 
mittee to actual importations of goods imported into this country and pro- 
cured from custom-house records on a general assortment of earthenware and 
china, ineluding dinner, tea, and toilet ware in sets and separate packages of 
single articles, such as plates, cups, saucers, vegetable dishes, etc.: 

ou will notice that the equivalent ad valorem is in all cases below the 
minimum named in the bill, with the exception of decorated German china. 
You will also remember that these figures are based on their undervalued 
invoices, and show a larger ad valorem equivalent than they would do if hon- 
wx invoiced at the foreign-market values: ` 

hite earthenware—Rate, three-fourths of a cent per pound and 20 per 
cent ad valorem: 


Packages . 15| Duty 
Weight ^ 13,097 | Equivalent ad valorem dut; 
Foreign value z $524.22| per cent 
Printed earthenware—Rate, 1 cent per pound and 20 per cent ad valorem: 
Packages ...........-....- fr ese pase unanet. EDI. RR 
Weight ......... 5 23,606 | Equivalent ad valorem duty, 
Foreign value $1,086.15} Per cent 111 
i Decorated earthenware—Rate, 11 cents per pound and 25 per cent ad va- 
orem: 
Packages 13| D 
Weight mA 8,008 y 
Foreign value ............ $839.71| per cent 43} 
White French china—Rate, 1j cents per pound and 25 per cent ad valorem: 
13 pow Ly eoe Pp e Rr A £201.77 
5,231 | Equivalent ad valorem duty, 
8505.25 per cent 
Decorated French china Rate, 2} cents per pound and 30 per cent ad valo- 
rem: 
Packages „004. 15 
Wei ht A y 
Foreign value 12. 48r 
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Decorated German china—Rate, 2j cents per pound and 30 per cent ad va- 
Sit E GATA LEE epee $1,167.02 
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We desirea restoration of the rates pro; by Colonel Tichenor (the cus 
toms expert for both the House and Senate committees), viz: 

* Schedule B, 89. Common yellow, brown, and gray earthenware, plain, em- 
bossed, or salt-glazed common stoneware, chemical stoneware and crucibles, 
all the foregoing not decorated in any manner, 25 per cent ad valorem; Rock- 

am earthenware, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

“00. Earthen, stone. and crockery ware, and manufactures of which these 
substances or either of them is the component material of chief value, not 
specially provided for in this act, includ pee ornaments, toy tea sets 
and other toys, clock cases, charms, vases, statuettes, and other articles not 
ornamented or decorated in any manner, 1 cent pe pound and 25 per cent ad 
valorem; if painted in one color only and not gilded, 1 rr eel pound and 
25 per cent ad valorem; if tinted, stained, enameled, gilded, printed and 
gilded, printed and filled, or transferred or decorated by any mechanical 
3 2 cents per pound and 30 per cent ad valorem; if hand painted, printed 


2 
E 
a 
E 
8 


this 
cent ad valorem: And provided 
cles provided for in fhis Pu. 
con . T 
coverings an ng material. 
91. China, por: 


gilded, 3j cents Tor pna, and 25 per 
d, stained, enameled, gilded, printed and gilded, 

ted and filled, or transferred or decorated any mechanical process, 
apii sed pound and 30 per cent ad valorem; if hand painted, printed in 
gold, raised gold or otherwise, or decorated in any manner not herein other- 
wise M y provided for, 00 per cent nd valorem: Provided, That none of 
the articles enumerated in this pa: ph shall pay a less rate of duty than 
55 cent ad valorem: And provided further, That the dutiable weight of the 
articles provided for in this paragraph shall be their gross weight in packed 
condition as imported, including the weight of the crates, boxes, or 
other coverings and packing material. 

“92. Articles and wares composed wholly or in chief value of earthy or 
mineral substances, or carbon, not specially provided for in this act, if not 
Som any manner, W per cent ad valorem; if decorated, G per cent ad 
valorem. 

We inclose herewith a condensed table, showing the rates on the various 
classes of goods as pode in the Senate bill, also a table of rates as recom- 
mended by Colonel Tichenor and desired by us as a necessity for the contin- 
uance of our business. another table showing the comparative duties 
on the imports above named under the Wilson, Dingley, Senate, and pro- 
posed rate. We add in brackets the equivalent and ad valorem percentage. 

We most earnestly desire your valuable assistance in this matter, and we 
feel that the very existence of our industry depends upon a tariff compound 
in character and adequate in rate. 


Condensed table of compound rates on china and earthenware. 


As reported by the Senate Finance | As recommended by Colonel Tiche- 
Committee, which are not sufli- nor, which we desire and are nec- 
cient. essary for our business. 


Rate per Ad 
pound. valorem. 


Article. [Rate peri Ad || Article. 


Buts re eR 


* Minimum rate, 45 per cent. Minimum rate, 50 per cent. 


* Minimum rate, 50 per cent. Minimum rate, 55 per cent. 
Table showing the comparative amount of duties on goods actually imported. 
Mia = s Senate. Proposed rate. 


90 55 beri erbe 1 cont ee 
cen perct.)| cen perct.). 
$203 $262. 


85 01 cent and per 1 cents and 25 
cent (41 per et.). Der cont (57 per 
cent). 


35 60 | 1} cents and 25 | 2 cents and 30 per 
percent(43per cent (51 per 
cènt). cent). 

$30. 


90 55 | 1} cents and 25 | 2} cents and 25 
percent(40per| per cent (50 per 
cent). cent). 


Senate. 


240 pac s French 
decora china: 
Rate...... per cent.. 


2} cents and 90 | 4 cents and 30 per 
per cent (48 per cent (59 per 


Duty 655 00 gam 
18 packages German i 
white china: 

Rate per cent l cents and 25 2} cents and 25 
per cent (43 per per cent (55 per 

: cent). cent). 
F BE CL 
45 pac! German 
decorated china: 

Rate per cent.. 24 cents and 90 | 4 cents and 30 per 
por cent (56 per cent (71 per 
cent). cent). 

Dow r RT an aE SE Let $1, 493. 


Mr. SEWELL. I also furnish a list of the number of potteries 
in the city of Trenton which have failed in the last few years, 
notwithstanding a fairly protective tariff until the time of the 
Wilson law. Most of the failures occurred under the present law, 
amounting in the te to $3,670,000. I ask that this state- 
ment may be printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 


FAILURES IN TRENTON FROM 1870 TO 1895. 


Brewer & Forman (now East Trenton Pottery Company) 


Clark (Clinton St., afterwards Willet Hicks 2:30; 
City Pottery Company (now part of Maddocks).. ^S 
150, 
ry 20,000 
Dowd Bros. (now F. A. Duggan 75,000 
East Trenton Porcelain Works (now Israel Lacy) = , 000 
Fell & Throp Company K ( 150, 000 
1 Lf ron ed 3 „ 50,000 
ercer Pottery Company (under Jo 5 mpson's management; 
revived and made successful by James Moses) 150, 000 
Millington, Richard (now Eagle Pottery Company, Burroughs & 
JSiduntfoMd c5 ioc . v 150, 000 
Moore, Joseph H. (now Lacy's Pottery) 150,000 
National Pottery Company (torn down; burned) 100, 000 


Ott & Brewer Company 150, 000 
Burroughs & Mountford... 


150, 000 
Potts, Henry (Star Pottery) 50, 000 
Speeler’s Sons, Henry (now I 150, 000 
Shreve. W. L (before John Moses took charge). 75,000 
Star Pottery Company (now Crown Pottery).. 50,000 
Union Pottery Company (now idle)............ 150,000 
Whitehead Pottery (now idle).............. 330, 000 
East Trenton Pottery Company (now idle). 150, 000 
New Jersey Pottery Company.............- 150, 000 
Ciark Pottery Company (closed up).. 150, 000 
Dale & Davies 21 ieri d dad 150, 09 
Trenton China Com 25 Au SA ᷣ E D ON NCC 300, 
Willets Manufactu mpany (settled, 50 per cent on a dollar).. 150,000 
- 8, 670, 000 
Above list of failures in Trenton alone, in the a; te showing a loss of 
over three millions of dollars, will indicate that pottery business since 


its commencement in 1860 has been subject to the same tudes as any 
other business, and is not, as many people have been led to believe, always 
remunerative. It may be well to say just hero that while the pottery manu- 
facturers of England, supplyin, tothe American market, have grown 
immensely wealthy, the man ‘turers of the United States are all men of 
small or moderate means. " 


Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I rise for the purpose of making an 
inquiry. Is it true that the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Ar- 
pRicH| who has charge of the pending bill has withdrawn all the 
Senate committee amendments to paragraphs 90 and 91, and that 
they stand just as they. were when the bill came from the House 
of Representatives? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thatis the suggestion of the Senator 
from Rhode Island. 

Mr. CLAY. Iso understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
propus by the Senator from Arkansas Mr. Jones], which has 

n stated, and on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secreta: roceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FAUL R (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS]. If he were 
present, I should vote ** yea." 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). Ihave 
a general pair with the junior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
CLARK]. he were present, I should vote “yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. $ 

Mr. QUAY. I have a general pair with the Senator from Ala- 
bama . MonGAN], who, I eve,is not present and has not 
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If the Senator from Ala- 
bama were present, he would vote yea“ and I should vote “nay.” 
Mr. WELLINGTON. I havea general pair with the Senator 


voted. Itherefore withhold my vote. 


from North 5 BUTLER]. I inquire if he has voted? 

The VICE-PRES T. The Senator from North Carolina 
has not voted. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Then I withhold my vote. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I have a general pair with the senior 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], and therefore withhold my 
vote. : 

Mr. THURSTON. Has the senior Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. TILLMAN] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, 

Mr. THURSTON. Ihavea greg pair with that Senator, and 
therefore withhold my vote. he were present,I should vote 


“nay.” 
The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 32; as follows: 
YEAS—21. 
Bacon, Cockrell, Mitchell, Ves 
Bate, Heitfeld, urphy, Walthall, 
Berry, Jones, Ark. Pettus, White. 
Caffery, Lindsay, wlins, 
Chilton, Mallory, L 
Clay, Mills, Turpie, 
NAYS—2. 
Aldric Foraker, Lodge, Platt, N. Y. 
Alison? . McBride, Pritchard, 
Burrows, Gallinger, McEnery, tor, 
Cannon, T, c V Sewell, 
T, Hale, n, Shoup, 
Chandler, anna, Nelson, Spooner, 
boa. Hawle: Perkins, Stewart, 
Fairbanks, Jones, Rev. Platt, Conn. Wetmore. 
NOT VOTING- J. 
Allen, George, McLaurin, Smith, 
pee Gorman, Mantle, Teller, 
tler, Gray, Martin Thurston, 
Clark, Hansbrough, Morgan 
Cullom, Harris, Kans. Morrill, Turner, 
Daniel, Harris, Tenn. Pasco, Warren, 
Davis, oar, Penrose, Wellington, 
quus. Kenney, Pettigrew, "Wilson, 
ulkner, Kyle, Quay, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask now to go back to paragraph 83, which 
was passed over. 

Mr. BATE. What has become of paragraph 92? 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have not yet reached paragraph 92. I 
think we had better first dispose of the remaining paragraphs in 
this schedule. 

The SECRETARY. The Committee on Finance report an amend- 
ment, to strike out paragraph 83, on page 16, beginning at line 4, 
as follows: 

83. Tiles, glazed or unglazed, encaustic, ceramic-mosaic, vitrified, flint, spar, 


embossed, enameled, ornamental, hand painted, gold decorated, and all other 


earthenware tiles for floors and walls, valued at not exceeding 40 cents per 
square foot, 8 cents uare foot; exceeding 40 cents per square foot, 10 
cents per square foot and 25 per cent ad valorem. 
And in lieu thereof to insert: 
83. Tiles, not enameled, embossed, glazed, (RIDE. vitrifled, ornamented, 
or decorated in any manner, 25 per cent ad valorem; if enameled, embossed, 
lazed, painted, vitrified, ornamented, or decorated in any manner, includ- 
g flint, spar, and encaustic tiles, 45 per cent ad valorem. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, in the nature of a substitute for paragraph 83. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. It is Proposed to insert in the place of the 
committee amendment the following: 


83. Tiles, plain, unglazed, floor, one color, exceeding 2 square inches in size, 
4 cents per square foot; glazed, encaustic, ceramic, mosaic, vitrifled, semi- 
vitrified, ena | „ embossed, enameled, ornamented, hand painted, gold 
decorated, and all other earthenware tiles for floors and walls, valued at not 
exceeding 40 cents per square foot, 8 cents per square foot; exceeding 40 cents 
per square foot, 10 cents per square foot and 25 per cent ad valorem. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island as a substitute for 
the amendment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

'The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ithink paragraph 88 was passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The committee suggest a change in that para- 
graph. I think that some of the committee amendments were 


agreed to in that paragraph. 
Mr. SEWELL. I will say to the Senator from Rhode Island 
that that par 


ph was laid over at oS ae in order that we 
might restore bauxite, which was stri om the par h. 

r. ALDRICH, Ithink the Senator from New 5 bet- 
terallow this to stand for the t as the committee has recom- 
mended it, and we will examine into that question later. 

Mr.SEWELL. "Very well. 
. I am unable to hear the Senator from Rhode 


Mr. ALDRICH. I that the committee amendments to 
this paragraph be adopted. 
Mr. BACON. Paragraph 88? 


Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLAY. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will allow 
paragraph 88 to go over. I have aprepared statement at my room 
that I desire to use in opposing the amendments of the Senate 
committee, and I had not expected the question to come up this 
morning. I should be glad if the Senator would allow this para- 
graph to go over until to-morrow at least. 

r. ALDRICH. Very well. I ask that we proceed to consider 
paragraph 92, and that the amendments suggested by the commit- 
tee be acted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 92 will be read. 

The Secretary read paragraph 92, which the Committee on Fi- 
nance propose to amend, in line 3, page 21, after the word “ arti- 
cles," by inserting ** and wares; " in the same line, after the word 
„composed, by inserting ** wholly or in chief value;" in line 4, 
before the words or mineral," by striking out ‘‘earthen” and 
inserting ‘‘earthy;” and after the word “substances,” at the end 
of Hue 4, by inserting **or carbon;" so as to make the paragraph 
read: 

92. Articles and wares composed wholly or in chief value of earthy or min- 
eral substances, or carbon, not specially provided for in this act, if not deco- 
TRIN: any manner, 35 per cent ad valorem; if decorated, 45 per cent ad 

Mr. WHITE. Inotice in paragraphs 92 and 93 that quite a wide 
departure has been made from the phraseology of the Wilson law, 
so called. The paragraphs there were 86 and 87, I believe. There 
seems to be a new classification, including, among other things, 
carbon for electric lighting. I believe that was not included in 
the former law at all. Am I not right in that respect? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is right. 

Mr. WHITE. I should like to know if there is any reason for 
including carbon? 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have provided fora classification of the 
articles manufactured from carbon. The number of carbon ar- 
ticles, for various puree, is increasing every year, and the com- 
mittee thought it desirable and proper that there should be some 
rate established in regard to all articles of carbon. 

Mr. WHITE. I notice in the statistical statement on page 32 
that carbon for electric lighting is put down as disclosing an im- 
portation for 1893 of $35,734, and in 1896 of $18,941, which would 
indicate a reduction in the importation by some 50 per cent. 

The per cent duty, according to the same statement, in the act of 
1890 was 20; in the law of 1894, 30; and in the House bill, 50. I 
do not know what it is in the Senate bill, as the abstract before us 
does not give any indication. Iam talking now of carbon for elec- 
tric lighting. I see the importation seems to be about 50 per cent 
in 1896 as contrasted with 1893; and I inquire of the Senator from 
Rhode Island if he can state the rate of duty? I notice the per- 
centage is not given in the bill of the Senate committee, and in the 
House bill it is pm at 50 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is 35 percent. Wereduce the rate from 50 
per cent to 35 per cent. 

Mr. WHITE. That would be somewhat higher—not very much, 
but something higher—than the rate in the law of 1894, and the 
importation seems to be steadily on the decrease. 

r. ALDRICH. The actof 1894, I think, provided a rate of 30 
per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. WHITE. . Yes; that is the rate, as I understand it, and the 
ager as I say, have been going down. 

On the article of gas retorts, under the law of 1894, there was a 
duty of 20 per cent ad valorem, and there were but 84 imported. 
I understand that $3 each would be very little more that 20 per 
cent ad valorem; I think pretty nearly the same. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is intended to be about equal. 

Mr. WHITE. According to my calculation, the difference is 
very small; but I observe that in 1896 there were no importations 
at all; which would seem to show that the duty is merely pro- 
hibitive as it now stands. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Naturally those retorts will be made in this 
country, for they have to be made usually of a size to fit the par- 
ticular places for which they are intended, and it is extremely 
doubtful whether any will be imported. 

Mr. WHITE. I presume the manufacture will be in this 
country, and there will be no importations. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from California is undoubtedly 
right about that. 

r. WHITE. In the reclassification on page 34 of the statis- 
tical statement I find as to lava tips for burners the importations 
in 1893 amounted to $18,064 in value and in 1896 there were none. 
Under the Senate committee's bill the duty is fixed nt 8 cents per 
gross and 15 per cent ad valorem, but in this statement, as in 
many other instances, the total per cent is not carried out, so 
that, without making a computation, it is difficult to tell what it 
is, and, moreover, the unit of value is not given here. 
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Iseethatthe House bill 


rovided a duty of 10 cents per gross 
and 15 per cent ad valorem, but there is no percentage carried out; 


difficult from the information given here to tell 
nate rate is an increase over that in the a AS 


and it is v 
whether the 
1894, or even over the law of 1890, which was 35 per cent. 
the Senator explain this difficulty? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The purpose of the committee was to make 
the duty on laya tips for burners equivalent to 30 per cent ad 
valorem. The House bill was about 40 per cent ad valorem; and 
the committee propose to reduce the House rates to 8 cents and 
15 per cent ad valorem for the purpose of making the rate as 
nearly as possible equal to the rate of 30 per cent ad valorem, 
which was imposed by the act of 1894. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Rhode Island can not but ob- 
serve, as we go along with the bill, the frequency of the omission 
to carry out these new and especially these compound rates, which 
are impossible of 1 from the statement. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is owing to the fact that the Treasury 
Department has no data whatever in regard to the articles in- 
cluded in these general paragraphs. As to paragraph 92, for 
instance, articles of earthy substance that were not specially pro- 
vided for by name have no distinct place in the report of the 
Bureau of Statistics, and therefore it is quite impossible to furnish 
the data as to what the value has been or what the equivalent ad 
valorem would be. 

Mr. WHITE. However, the Department did furnish the value 
of the importations. 

Mr. ALDRICH, They did, but they had no information as to 
the 3 The value alone would not furnish any data from 
which the estimates could be made. 

Mr. WHITE. I will say to the Senator from Rhode Island, as 
we are discussing paragraph 93 in connection with paragraph 92, 
that I observe that the Senate committee have eliminated from 

aph 93 filter tubes, and in the statistical statement, pages 
34 and 35, it is stated that the House rate is 50 per cent, but there 
is no Senate rate. I presume the tubes must be included in some 
other p: aph. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They come in under paragraph 92 unquestion- 
abiy, at 35 per cent. 

. WHITE. Under paragraph 92? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Unquestionably. 

Mr. WHITE. Then it is the understanding of the Senator that 
there will be a duty of 35 per cent on filter tubes? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly. There is a reduction from 50 
to 35 per cent on these two items. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Rhode 
Island why it is proposed to increase the rate upon carbon for 
electric lighting. The rate of 1890 was 20 per cent. Do I under- 
stand that the equivalent ad valorem, although it is not expressed 
here very distinctly 

Mr. ALDRICH. To what item does the Senator from Loui- 
siana refer? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Carbon for electric lighting. That is the 
paragraph we are now on. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Carbon for electric lighting is rated in the 
House bill at 50 per cent, and is reduced to 35 per cent by the pro- 


vision of aragraph 92. There is no question about that. 
Mr. CAFFERY. Thirty-five per cent? 
Mr. ALDRICH. We have reduced it from the House rate, 50 


per cent, to 35 per cent in the Senate proposition. 
Mr. WHITE. An increase of about 5 per cent over the Wilson 
„Act, I think. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Why is there any necessity for that increase 
over the rate of 1890? 

Mr. ALDRICH. In 1890 there was hardly any carbon manu- 
factured here. It was an infant industry, absolutely. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the protection get higher as the 
industry gets older? 

Mr. ALDRICH. And since that time the development of ar- 
ticles manufactured from carbon has been very rapid, until now 
these various articles are manufactured in a great many parts of 
the country. I suppose the low rate of 20 per cent was put on in 
1890 upon the theory that they could not be made in this country. 
They are now made here, and we suggest putting that uniform 
rate of duty upon all articles manufactured of carbon. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I understood the Senator from Rhode Island 

-to say in his very able speech opening the debate—able from his 
standpoint—that it was the purpose of the bill not to increase in 
any particular the rates of 1890. Here is an increase of 15 per 
cent over the act of 1890. 

This infant is found to be a very healthy, robust infant. It 
hardly needs the soothing sirup of protection, and yet, in spite of 
that fact, there is a very large increase over the rate of 1890 ona 

rime article of necessity. Electric lighting is now the main light- 
ing for the large establishments in the United States, and it is 
getting to be the light for private establishments. The Senator 
gives no reason for the increase, nor does he give any reason on 


the ground of protection. In paragraph 93, ‘‘carbon for electric 
Hghting T move to reinstate the rate of 1890—20 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, paragraph 92 seems to be an om- 
nium gatherum. It relates, I understand, to earthenware, in use 


by our poopla every day, of a cheap character. It seems to to 
gather in all that is no ified in the preceding paragraph, No. 
91. I have listened to the arguments which have been made, 


and have tried to hear some reason from the Senator from Rhode 
Island who has the matter im charge which would satisfy my 
mind that the increase is proper. I have failed, however, to hear 
from him a sufficient reason, in my judgment. 

This is something that is in common use, and certainly it ought 
to be purchased at as cheap a rate as is possible by the people to 
whom it is an article of prime necessity. I find by looking at the 
comparative statement, in hunting for a reason why the rate 
should be increased, that no income is received from this source, 
only $177 at 40 per cent, under the law of 1894, and I see no rea- 
son for the increase unless it is simply and absolutely to prohibit 
any such wares from coming into this country, hence affecting 
the consumer. 

I heartily approve of the motion made by the Senator from 
Louisiana Mr. CAFFERY] to reduce it to 20 per cent. It is one 
of those prime necessaries, entering into everyday life, which, it 
seems to me, ought to come in free, but then, as we are struggling 
to get the best we can,I heartily approve the motion of the Sen 
tor from Louisiana to reduce it to 20 per cent. Iam at a loss to 
know why the articles should be at the proposed rate, unless it is 
simply to prohibit their importation. It does not give protection, 
it seems, only in that way; it gives no revenue to the Treasury, 
only $177, and that, to my mind, is not.a sufficient reason for 
maintaining the rate at 35 per cent. So. as I say, I approve the 
motion made by the Senator from Louisiana for its reduction to 
20 per cent. 

Mr. CAFFERY. By the act of 1890 it appears that there was 
a tariff of 20 per cent on carbon for electric lighting. So there 
must be a mistake in the comparative statement. So I will mod- 
ify the motion I made in this way: I move to strike out 35 per 
cent," as imposed by the pending bill in paragraph 92, ** carbon 
for electric lighting." and insert 20 per cent." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to state that para- 

h 92 is now under consideration. 
. BATE. Dol understand that the Senator from Louisiana 
moves to insert 20 per cent" instead of 35 per cent” in para- 


h 92 or aph 93? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 92 is now open to amend- 


ment. 

Mr. BATE. If the Senator from Louisiana has not made that 
motion as to paragraph 92, I desire to make it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, what is the motion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Two Senators desire to make motions 
to amend paragraph 92. 

Mr. BATE. No, sir; I yield to the Senator from Louisiana if he 
5 575 his motion to apply to paragraph 92. That is what I 
asked. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That was the motion of the Senator 
from Louisiana, to amend line 6, paragraph 92, by striking out 
**thirty-five " and inserting “ twenty.” 

Mr. BATE. That is what I want. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 92, line 6, it is proposed to strike 
out “thirty-five” and insert twenty;“ so as to read: 


Articles and wares composed wholly or in chief value of earthy or mineral 
substances, or carbon, not specially provided for in this act, if not decorated 
in any manner, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. CAFFERY. On that I ask for the Ser and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called), Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DAMEL]. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. If he were present, 
I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I am 
with the senior Senator from South Carolina (Mr. TILLMAN]. If 
he were present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WILSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Pasco]. If he were present, he would vote yea and I should 
vote ** nay." 

Mr. QUAY. Inorderto make a quorum I will take the liberty 
of voting. I vote “nay.” 


Iam paired with the 


The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Bacon, Cockrell, Mallory, Roach, 
Bate, Faulkner, Mills, Turpie, 
Caffery, Heitfeld, Murphy, Vest, 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Pettus, White. 
Clay, Lindsay, Rawlins, 
NAYS—26. 
Aldrich, Deboe, 3 Proctor, 
Allison, Frye. McBride, uay, 
Baker, Gallinger, McMillan, oup, 
Burrows, Hale, n, Warren, 
Carter, Hanna, Perkins, Wetmore. 
Chandler, Hawley. Platt, Conn. 
Davis, Jones, Nev. Prite 
NOT VOTING—-44. 
Allen, George, Mantle, Smith, 
TTY; Gorman, Martin, Spooner, 
Butler, Gray, Mitchell, 8 
on, Hansbrough, Morgan, Teller, 
Clark, arris, orrill, urston, 
Cullom, Harris, Tenn. Nelson, Tillman, 
Daniel, Hoar, 5 er. 
Elkins, Kenney, Penrose, Walthall, 
Fairbanks, Kyle, Pettigrew, Wellington, 
Foraker, McEnery, Platt, N. Y. n. 
Gear, MeLa 2 Sewell, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that paragraph 86 may now be acted 


upon. 

E BURROWS. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. BAKER] de- 
sires to investigate paragraph 86, and I ask that it may be passed 
over. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will allow that to be 
done. s 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very well. 

The next reserved amendment of the Committee on Finance 
was, in paragraph 93, line 10, before the word ‘‘cents,” to strike 
out ten“ and insert eight; and in line 11, after the word ‘‘ad 
valorem,” to strike out: 


Carbons for electric and filter tubes, 50 per cent ad valorem; 


hti 
porous carbon pots for yen ic batteries, without metallic connections, 20 


per cent ad valorem. 

So as to make the paragraph read: 

93. Gas retorts, $3 each; lava tips for burners, 8 cents per gross and 15 per 
cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; : 

Thenext reserved amendment of the Committee on Finance was, 
under the head of “Glass and glassware,” to strike out paragraph 
94, as follows: 

94. Plain green or colored, molded or pressed, and flint and lime glass bot- 
tles, holding more than 1 quart, and demijohns and carboys, covered or un- 
covered, and other plain green or colored, molded or Breda bottle glassware, 
not Sally 3 for in this act, Icent per pound; plain green or colored, 
uolet or pressed, flint or lime glass bottles and vials holding not more than 
1 quart not less than 14 pints, 1j cents per paano; holding not more than 
1i pints and not less than one-fourth of 1 pint, 1} cents per pound; if holding 
less one-fourth of a pint, 50 cents per : Provided, 'That none of the 
above articles shall pay a less rate of duty 49 per cent ad valorem: And 
provided further, That any of the above articles, if filled and not otherwise 
specially provided for in this act, and the contents are subject to an ad valo- 
rem rate of duty, or to a rate of duty regulated in any manner by the value 
thereof, the value of such bottles, vials, or other vessels shall be added to the 
value of the contents for the ascertainment of thedutiable valueof the latter, 
but if filled and not otherwise provided for in this act. and the contents are 
not subject to an ad valorem rate of duty or to a rate of duty regulated in any 
manner by the value thereof, or if free of duty, such bottles, vials, or other 
vessels shall pay, in addition to the duty, if any, on their contents, the rates 
prescribed in this paragraph. 

And insert in lieu thereof: 

94. Plain 7 eee or colored, molded or pressed, and flint, lime, or lead glass 
bottles, vi jars, and covered or uncovered demijohns and carboys, any of 
the foregoing, filled or unfilled, and whether their contents be dutiable or 
free, except such as contain merchandise subject to an ad valorem rate of 
duty, or toa rate of duty based in whole or in t upon the value thereof, 

pay duty as follows: It holding more than 1 pint, seven-eighths of 1 cent 
per pound; if holding not more than 1 pint and not less than one-fourth of a 
pint, It cents per pound; if holding less than one-fourth of a pint, 45 cents 

r gross: Provided, That none of the above articles shall pay a less rate of 

uty than 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. Inline 6, page 23, paragraph 94, I move to strike 
out ** seven-eighths" and insert “ three-quarters.” 

I wish to make a few ob:ervations upon the paragraph. The 
rates proposed by the majority of the Finance Committee are 
below the McKinley and Dingley rates, but above the Wilson 
rates,there being an increase in every one of the provisions above 
the existing law. 

I undertake to say, and the Senator from Rhode Island knows it 
as well as any man living, that there is no necessity for any duty 
at all, and especially for an increased duty, upon these flint or 
lime bottles. We command the markets of this country abso- 
lutely and can command the markets of the world. I wasopposed 
to the duty in the Wilson bill of 1894, and made a protest — 
it; but I was in the condition that the Senator from Rhode Island 
said he was the other day—I was conciliating certain influences 
upon this floor—and I had to concede the duty upon lime bottles. 

In 1893 there was an association or combination or syndicate of 
flint glass bottle manufacturers in West Virginia and Ohio, and 
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they controlled virtually the output in the United States. They 
concluded, for p of their own, to close their establishments 
in 1893, and the result was a newspaper controversy amongst 
themselves, which I had occasion to read in 1894, I believe. If 
not, I will read it now. In reply to one of their associates, who 
said they had closed on account of the prospective change of the 
McKinley tariff—in other words, the puse of what is called the 
Wilson bill —Mr. Park, the president of the North M E Dt 
Works, and Mr. Yost, of the Bellaire Bottle Works, of Bellaire, 
Ohio, published a card in which they denied that it was the change 
in the tariff that caused them to close, stating that it was over- 
production. Here is what they said, and I will ask my friend 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoxEs] to read it, as it is fine 
print, and he is younger than I. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas read as follows: 4 

As to the tariff on flint bottles, we would not find fault with its entire re- 
moval. We are in no affected by it one way or another. We make bot- 
tles for less than they can be freighted to this country from abroad, leavin; 


out the cost of foreign production. If we had free raw material, we Combe 
send bottles across the water and take the markets of the world. 


Mr. VEST. That is the testimony of the presidents of the two 
rincipal establishments, one in West Virginia and the other in 
hio, that they do not need any tariff at all, and it is a notorious 

fact that we absolutely control this manufacture in the United 
States and are exporting. There is no pretense of anything else, 
and yet the majority of the Finance Committee come in with an 
increase upon every one of the items over the existing law, when 
there ought not to have been the duty even in the Wilson Act 
which was put there in 1894, Of course this is simply a protest; 
it amounts to nothing else, but I shall call for the yeas and nays 
on agreeing to the amendment to the amendment, in order to 
accentuate the position of Senators in regard to this article of 
prime necessity. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, in connection with the remarks 
of the Senator from Missouri, I call attention to the statement in 
the comparative document. page 34, from which it appears that 
the law of 1894 placed the duty at t uarters of a cent a pound, 
the House bill at 1} cents per pound, an 5 proposition 


seven-eighths of a cent a pound, a raise over the Wilson Act. In 
order to see whether there is any ground for this suggestion, we 
have to refer to the statistics which are given us. Of bottles and 


vials, flint and lime, empty, holding more than 1 pint," in 1893 
there were imported 2,243,470 pounds, of the value of $36,613.70. 
In 1896 the tmportations had fallen to 1,154,511.56 pounds, of the 
value of $24,642.73. 

There can therefore be no excuse whatever for the imposition 
of this additional rate, because the American manufacturer has 
the market, as shown by these figures, and, upon the protective 
theory, that is all he can reasonably ask. If it be true that he can, 
in addition to taking the market, raise rates i ive of the 
ability of foreigners to compete with him, he certainly does not 
come within the rule heretofore given for the justification of a 
protective tariff. It is evident that the importations are decreas- 
ing, and have gone down in three years some 50 per cent as to this 
particular item—bottles holding more than 1 pint. 

We come to the next bracket, holding ‘‘not more than 1 pint 
and not less than one-quarter pint;” the importations in 1893 were, 
in value, $23,991, and in 1896 only $2,806.19. There seems, there- 
fore, to be no reason for the increase. There the tariff of 1894 fixed 
the amount at 11 cents a pound, and the present bill proposes to put 
it at 14 cents a pound, while the House proposition was 14 cents. 
Certainly no reason can be given to justify that increase. If we 
take the next paragraph, ** holdinglessthan one-quarter pint," in 
1893 the importations amounted to but $203, and in 1896 somewhat 
more, but a trifle, $858.60, and yet we find that the prohibitory 
tariff law of 1894 thus prevents the importation of these ;it 
is yet proposed to raise it to 45 cents per gross instead of 40 cents 
per gross, as contained in the law of 1894. 

In the next bracket there is a slight increase, filled, holdin 
more than 1 pint;" in 1893 there were $24,690.57 worth immorteds 
in 1896, $35,175.16, and there is an increase from three-quarters in 
the act of 1894 to seven-eighths of a cent here. Of course the 
House rate is reduced, but still the net resultis an increase. 

Now we come to the next, holding not more than 1 pint and 
not less than one-quarter pint;” the total importations in 1893 
amountedin value to a little over $13,000, and in 1896 the importa- 
tions had decreased to $340.82. Now, there can be no reason given 
for the increase there. The Wilson rate was 1} cents, and it is 11. 

Taking the next, ‘holding less than one-quarter of a pint,” the 
importations in 1893 were $15 worth. This enormous competition 
was somewhat extended in 1896, when the amount was raised to 
$89 worth. And yet we have even there an increase of 5 cents per 
gross in this bill over the Wilson bill. I will not run through this 
whole matter. It is but a repetition from one end of it to the 
other. The same proposition is apparent. There are a few cases 
where the importation in the three years has slightly increased, 
but taking the whole it amounts to nothing. It seems large when 
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we look at figures running up to millions, but when we come down 
to the value and consider the total consumption and look at the 
exports we find we are in the entire possession of the American 
manufacture and that the manufacturer referred to by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri is undoubtedly correct when he says there is 
no ibility of any competition in this line. 

Mr. BACON. In addition to what has been stated by the Sena- 
tor from Missouri in reference to the glass industry at Bellaire, 
I desire to state that I was there last summer, and that my infor- 
mation was that the decay in glass manufacturing at Bellaire was 
not due to any want of prosperity under ordinary conditions, but 
that it was due to the fact that the development of the supply of 
naturalgas in other neighboring localities had made it more profit- 
able for the manufacturers to manufacture in those localities than 
in Bellaire. I will state that the character of my information was 
such that I could not doubt its correctness. 

Mr, CAFFERY. Mr. President, in looking over many of these 
schedules, and in looking over the glass paragraphs, there appears 
to be a decided increase in the lower es over the rates of 1890. 
I submit to the Senator from Rhode Island whether, after the 

rice of an article falls and we have possession of the home mar- 
Let, it is any real reduction to reduce from a cent to seven-eighths 
of a cent when seven-eighths of a cent is quite as potent to keep 
out importations and to levy extra prices upon the consumers as 
the rate of 1 cent itself. is is merely delusive. It is playing 
false to the American people. It is not even coming up to the 
implied promise of the Senator from Rhode Island in his opening 
ch, Mat it would not do to return to the rates of 1890. When 

e price of an article has fallen, as has been the case in most in- 
stances—not especially in this instance—is it not perfectly delu- 
sive to say that we keep the same rates by keeping the specific 
rate on the lower article which has existed on the higher? 

Itis a pure question of mathematics. In the other House dur- 
ing the debate on this bill it was said, in answer to the charge 
that when the same specific rate was kept on the lower prices as 
were maintained on the higher, the valorem on the lower 
qeu was quite equal to the ad valorem upon the higher specific, 

tit was a jugglery of figures. There is no jugglery about it, 
but all through this bill in nearly every paragraph of every 
schedule that we have passed, this same performance is going on, 
holding out to the American people the mere promise of maintain- 
ing the old rates of the McKinley Act by lowering the specifics. 
There is absolntely nothing in it. It is delusive all the way 
through. t 

Now,when you hold the home market, when protection—giving 
it all the due credit it may be entitled to—has Pull t up an infant 
industry and there is an absolute monopoly, and our importations 
fall off, where is the use, what is the efit to the consuming 
millions, to maintain the old rates? Is it not for the simple pur- 
pose of enabling the manufacturer of these articles to add to the 
selling price the cost upon the imported article? If itis not for 
that purpose, what is the 7 You build up your industry, 
you hold your market, and yet you keep prohibitive rates. 
Ihe only corrective possible for higher rates than the consumer 

onga to pay is in the Site ag nag afforded upon fair and just 

and legitimate lines of e by the importation of the foreign 
article. All along in this bill, in every pa: h and in every 
schedule, the principle crops out of absolute prohibition—not pro- 
tection, bnt prohibition. nder paragraph 94 here is a decline of 
seven-eighths of a centa pound. The importations in 1893 were 
2,243,470 pounds, and in 1896, 1,154,000 pounds. Here is a decline 
in the importations of about 50 per cent, and a delusive, insignifi- 
cant decline in the rates of the McKinley Act. 

I admonish the Senator from Rhode Island that the people of 
the United States are not going to have the wool drawn over their 
eyes by such a specious pretext as this, pretending to lower the 
rates and E 8 them prohibitive. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 9 5 PERKINS in the chair). The 

uestion is on the amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 

EST] to the amendment of the committee, on which the yeas and 
M ve been demanded. 

e yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). 
Senator from Nebraska . THURSTON] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ir is informed that the 
junior Senator from Nebraska has not voted. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I have a pair with the junior Senator from 
Nebraska. He is not present, and I will withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HANNA. Has the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw- 
Lins] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
junior Senator from Utah has not voted. 

Mr. HANNA. Then I will withhold my vote. 

Mr. "esum Iam paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 


Has the junior 
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Mr. WELLINGTON. Has the junior Senator from North 
Carolina . BUTLER] voted? 
The P. IDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
junior Senator from North Carolina has not voted. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Iam paired with that Senator. 

Mr. CANNON. I inquire if the junior Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. BERRY] has voted? 
. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
junior Senator from Arkansas has not voted. 

Mr. CANNON. I am paired with that Senator for to-day. If 
he were present, I should vote ** nay." 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 
Bacon, Faulkner, Mills, Vest, 
Bate, Gray, Mitchell, Walthall, 
Cutter: Heitfeld, Morgan, White. 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Pettus, 
Clay, Lindsay, Roach, 
Coc Mallory, 
NAYS—29. 
Aldrich, e, McMillan, na 
Allison, G ger, Mason, gara, 
Burro Gear, Nelson, Spooner, 
Carter, Hale, Perkins, Warren, 
Chandler, 8 Platt, Conn Wetmore. 
Fairbanks, 8 Pritchard, 
ge. 
Foraker, McBride, Proctor, 
NOT VOTING—39. 
Allen, George, McLau 
Baker, Gorman, Mantia in Ste 
Berry, Hanna, Martin, Teller, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Morrill, Th 
Cannon, Harris, Kans. Murphy, Tillman, 
Clark Harris, n. 3 Turner, 
Cullom, Hoar, Penrose, Wellington, 
Daniel, Kenney, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Davis, Kyle, Rawlins, Wolcott. 
Elkins, McEnery, Shoup, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs upon agree- 
ing to the amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

he amendment was to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think paragraph 105 is the next in order. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 105, 28, line 5, after the word“ same,“ to insert or 
parts thereof, finished or unfinished;” so as to read: 

.8 es, eyegl an les, E 
FFF ˙ Q ic dad 

Mr. VEST. I intend, if that amendment is adopted, to move to 
place a rate of o per cent ad valorem upon “ parts thereof, fin- 
ished or unfinished." 

The effect of the amendment inserting the words “or parts 
thereof, finished or unfinished " is to put the same duty upon any 
portion of these articles that is valued below 40 cents that is put 
upon the finished product, This is manifestly unjust. In the 
first place, a dozen of the rims of these glasses may not be worth 
more than 1 or 2 cents, and you put upon them the same duty that 
you would put upon the finished product; if under 40cents. Take 
the frames of the glasses and they will bear the same duty. This 
is unjust; but, in addition to that, what I take to be one of the 
principal objects of our friends upon the other side and of our- 
selves is the encouragement of American industry, and it dis- 
courages American industry. If this provision is put into this 
schedule, these parts of spectacles, glasses, etc., will not be im- 
ported, because the duty will be just the same as on the finished 
product. Instead of letting the parts of glasses and of spectacles 
come into the country and then be finished by American work- 
men you exclude them from the country and cause the work to be 
done abroad. 

I shall not resist the adoption of the amendment, because I pro- 
pose afterwards to move to put 40 per cent ad valorem upon the 
parts of these articles, finished or unfinished. 

Now, another word, Mr. President, in regard to this duty. The 
duty is upon the first classification not less than 65 per cent. 
Sixty-five per cent is the lowest, and it runs up to 180 per cent. 
One hundred and eighty per cent upon anu article of absolute 
necessity! The least rate upon the next classification—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will it trouble the Senator to state the price 
of those spectacles? 

Mr. VEST. I have not the comparative statement here. The 
rate is 180 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the unit of value? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This statement was made by the New 
York custom-house, and it is that under this Senate rate the price 
at 20 cents per dozen and 15 pa cent ad valorem would be, at the 
highest rate, 180 per cent, and at the lowest, 65 per cent. On the 
next bracket the highest rate would be 120 per cent and on the low- 
est 32 cent. He did not give the unit of value on which ho 
made calculation, 


^ Mr. ALDRICH. It must be in the neighborhood of 10 cents a 
ozen, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. He made the statement on the value 
of the goods. F 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the rate is 180 per cent, it must be in the 
neizhborhood of 10 cents a dozen for spectacles. ' 

Mr. VEST. It does not make the slightest difference in the way 
of argument whether it is 10 cents or a hundred cents or a thou- 
sand cents. The question is upon how much the consumer is 
made to pay. The cheaper the article, it makes the increased duty 
much greater. I make the rates upon the second division from 45 
per cent, the lowest, up to 120 per cent. Under the McKinley Act 
the duty was 60 per cent upon both classifications, Asa matter 
of course, this is an enormous increase, and it is especially objec- 
tionable, because. as the Senator from Rhode Island says, it is a 
canap article that goes into use amongst the poorer classes of 

opie. 

M r. PLATT of Connecticut. Spectacles are imported into this 
country, according to the custom-house statistics, at the price of 
18 cents a dozen—a cent and a half a pair. It is a fraud. It is a 
fraud on everybody who purchases them. For my part,I wish 
the ad valorem equivalent on that class of goods was 300 per cent 
or 500 per cent. Ishould like to stop it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The price given by the Senator from Missouri 
shows that these spectacles, in order to pay 180 per cent, must be 
sold for 10 cents a dozen; that is, ten-twelfths of a cent per pair of 
spectacles—less than a cent a pair. I think that statement of it- 
self is sufficient to show that it is no great hardship to the people 
of the United States or to the importers if they are obliged to pay 
a cent or even a cent and a half on a pair of spectacles. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Spectacles that are perhaps no better 
than the others. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They certainly can not be very valuable for 
use to anyone. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no guaranty in this that the 
quality of the American goods is going to be a bit superior to the 

uality of the goods brought from abroad, which latter excites 

e indignation of the Senator from Connecticnt. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it is safe to say that no spectacles are 
made in this country. and there could be none sold in this country, 
at any such price as that. 

Mr. WHITE. I can understand the remark of my friend the 
Senator from Connecticut that he desires that the spectacles duty 
should be put up to 500 per cent, so that no one could use the 
same, because, by such provision, it might be ible that the 
Saye reading of this bill, if we pass it, would be prevented. 

ut that we should be inhibited from perusing the daily accounts 
of our proceedings and others, perhaps less interesting, is some- 
what remarkable tome. We ought to have our factories started 
before we shut out the importations. 'This provision does not 
interfere with me personally, but it would interfere with others. 

I have a number of communications from dealers, small dealers, 
it is true, but they represent the trade in that line of retail trade 
in different parts of country. They have requested me not to 
use their communications because they did not desire the two or 
three large establishments in this country manufacturing some 
of the goods which they utilize in their business to know that 
they were protesting against this duty, One of them very wisely 

. remarked that it was the imposition of these high duties upon 
matters of everyday consumption, small matters, the increase of 
which perhaps might not seem yery great to persons who were 
dealing in figures running up to the millions, that made the tariff 
bill in the end unpopular and difficult of enforcement or mainte- 
nance. While 180 per cent, if we figure the amount of cents that 
is thereby meant to be added to the cost of a certain number of 

tacles, may not be so great, yet it is that amount of increase 

at all events, and it is those things which appeal so largely to the 
average consumer when he finds that while those who buy more 
expensive goods, articles of luxury, are paying 30, 40, and 50 per 
cent, and he is paying 180 and 200 per cent, he believes that he is 
discriminated against, even though the amount of money involved 


8 a great deal less. 
e principle which seems to permeate this bill is the imposition 
of high duties upon low-priced goods (and upon many the same 


number of dollars and cents are not involved) and the imposition 

of light duties upon high-grade articles. We find that not only 

here, but when we get along a little farther unto the metal sched- 

we we will find that the changes there have been made upon that 
8, 


It appears to me that this is an imposition upon the consumer, 
and, however small the amount may be, it is an imposition, in pro- 
paseo to the amount of his investment, far greater than should 

imposed upon an article of absolute necessity. 

I have heard that some qoae buy glasses for ornamental pur- 
poses, but that class of individuals is not very numerous and per- 
haps not worthy of excessive consideration. But those who util- 
ize spectacles generally require them. Unfortunately, weak eyes 
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or imperfect vision is not confined to wealth, but is the — 
of that large class of humanity which come under the general 
which flesh is heir to. I believe this is one of the most unpopular 
of the many unpopular amendments in the bill, and therefore if 
. advantage I should take pleasure in 
voting for i 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, all spectacles valued at over 
$1.50 per dozen, that is, 122 cents apiece (and all spectacles that 
are useful and serviceable for anybody to buy or to wear are worth 
more than 123 cents a pair), pay under this proposed amendment 
of the committee 50 per cent ad valorem. That is 10 per cent less 
than the rate imposed by the act of 1890. 

Mr. VEST. But more than the Wilson Act, 

Mr. ALDRICH. More than the Wilson Act and 10 per cent less 
than the act of 1890. The spectacles imported into this country at 
the low prices which the Senator from Missouri and the Senator 
from California are talking about are practically valueless. They 
ought not to be used by anybody, and it would be a kindness to 
the people of this country to have them prohibited absolutely from 
being imported and used. The rate of duty upon those is on an 
average in the neighborhood of 60 or 70 per cent ad valorem. It 
varies from 50 per cent to 100 per cent. I believe that in view of 
all the circumstances and the very great undervaluation of these 
articles, the rates imposed are reasonable and proper. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I simply desire to say that 
protection teaches a great many things, and now it is proposed to 
teach people what sort of business they ought to go into. The 
Senator from Rhode Island tells the people of the United States 
that they ought not to pursue certain lines of business, which he 
indicates to them by pecie high tariff intheirfavor. Perhaps 
that might be done, but when the Senator from Rhode Island 
goes out of the tariff business and wants to tell the people of the 

nited States how they can better see—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would it interrupt the Senator from Loui- 
siana if I should ask him a question? 

Mr.CAFFERY. Notat all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 'The Senator is unfortunate like myself, and 
occasionnlly has to wear glasses. I should like to have him tell 
the Senate, as an object lesson, what is the lowest price he ever 


paid for a pair of spectacles. 

Mr.CAFFERY. Idonotexactlyremember. Ihave paid any- 
where from $1.50 to two or three dollars a pair. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And we are discussing spectacles here that 
are worth ten-twelfths of 1 cent a pair. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Exactly. But the general proposition has 
been advanced by the Senator from Rhode Island that these cheap 


spectacles ought not to be admitted anyhow; that the poopie can 
not use them, and if they try to use them they can not see through 
thém. So, then, he is a great benefactor to the ape of the poop 
of this country from his wonderful knowledge about spec 

I think spectacles are something like razors. I used to buy 
razors sometimes for $5 and sometimes for 25 cents apiece, but 
a 25-cent razor is frequently as good as a five-dollar razor; and it 
may be that a cheap pair of spectacles to a poor man is quite as 
good as a high-priced pair of spectacles to a rich man. 

Isubmit to the Senator from Rhode Island that if these cheap 
spectacles are not good the people are not going to use them. 

t is a matter for them to find out. They are made at this 
price. If they are valueless, they would not be 1 
would buy them. You can not fool aman when he looks throug 
a pair of glasses as to whether they magnify or not. If he can 
read with them, that answers the end of the glasses. It is the 

urpose of the glasses to see; and I submit that the Senator from 

hode Island ‘can not see for the people of the United States 
through his or anybody else's glasses, through the borrowed 
tacles of those manufacturers who do not want anybody to look 
through any glasses other than the spectacles they have made. 
You may indicate the line of policy you will pursue by an arbi- 
trary rule of taxation, but you certainly can not invade the vision— 
the eye—and say what sort of es enel es shall use. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, 1 have h a great deal about 
the doctrine of protection, and it is being amplified every day, but 
I did not know before that there was a sanitary feature about it. 
Iam glad tolearn from my distinguished optical friend from 
Rhode Island that now we are 8 not only the pockets of 
our citizens and preserving the home market, but we are likewise 
attending to their wants with reference to optical matters, and 
that hereafter, when one sees well through spectacles or through 
any glasses he may desire to purchase, opera or other, it will be 
attributed to the beneficent. doctrine of protection. The qualifi- 
cations of the Senator from Rhode Island are certainly numerous, 
his great familiarity with tariff bills is conceded, but I did not 
know that he possessed the ability to inform us accurately with 
reference to this somewhat occult subject now referred to—the 
organ of vision. Itseems to me if it is possible for a spectacle to 
be made of this bill it will be accomplished by the adoption of the 
committee's amendment. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I shall not detain the 
Senate by a long discussion of this matter. 'There were actually 
imported in 1896, according to the statistical tables presented b 
the Senator from Rhode Island to the Senate, $296,624.82 wort. 
of 1 ey Those glasses are coming into the United States. 

I haye the official report, signed by J. B. Dusenberry, written 
to Hon, Walter H. Bunn, United States appraiser, in which, in 
making the ad valorem estimate of what under the Senate bill 

-as proposed here will be paid upon the spectacles imported into 
New York, ho shows that the rates on those net over 40 per 
cent per dozen, which will be 100 per cent on the highest and 65 
per cent on the lowest, and, as stated by the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vest], on the next grade above that the rate will be 
120 per cent on the highest grade and 32 per cent on the lowest. 
This is a matter of fact. As appears from the official report of 
the custom-house, where these articles are valued and where 
these arrangements are understood, these are the rates imposed 
by this bill, and they need no comment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the committee. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. We object, but we can not Dn ourselves. 

Mr. WHITE. Itrust that the RECORD will not show there are 
any common-consent votes here; otherwise we may have as much 
trouble as we have had with reference to the demonetization of 
silver. [Laughter.] 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 105, page 28: line 6, 
before the word ‘‘ cents,” to strike out **seventy-five" and insert 
“ forty;" in line 7, before the word cents," to strike out ‘‘ twenty- 
five” and insert ‘‘twenty;” in line 8, before the words “per 
cent," to strike out “twenty” and insert ''fifteen;" in line 9, 
before the word “ cents," to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five” and insert 
* forty;" in line 10, after the word“ dozen,” to strike out “ forty- 
five" and insert ** forty;" and in line 13, after the word ‘ dozen," 
to strike out ‘‘and on parts of spectacle, eyeglass, or goggle 
frames, and mountings or parts thereof for the same;” so as to 
make the paragraph read: : 

x f lasses, frames fo è 
thereof EY Pei rct gen pe spon px Dt rd dozen, 20 Denis 
per dozen and 15 per cent ad valorem: valued at over 40 cents per dozen and 
not over 81.50 per dozen, 40 cents per dozen and 20 per cent ad valorem; valued 
atover $1.50 per dozen, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. Imove tostrike out the paragraph as amended 
and substitute in lieu thereof the following: 

Spectacles, e les, opera glasses, and other optical instru- 
Sio and flamer 0 er 81 24 valorem. 2 r 

That is the present law. I ask for the yeas and nays on the 
amendment. 

Mr. VEST. Ihopethe Senator from California will amend his 
pro d amendment by inserting “or parts thereof, finished or 
unfinished;" so as to put 40 per cent upon them all. 

Mr. WHITE. Iwill let that amendment be considered as in- 
corporated within the amendment which I have proposed. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as modified 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 105 as 
amended and in lieu thereof to insert: 

x , eyeglasses, les, ope lasses, and other optical instru- 
Ee Create — e same, aha oe anfisahed. or 8 55 neret d 
per cent ad valorem. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from California as modified. 

Mr. WHITE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). Owing to the 
absence of the Senator from Delaware [Mr, KENNEY], with whom 
Iam paired, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Has the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
Senator from Alabama has not voted. 

Mr. QUAY. Then I withhold my vote. If that Senator were 
present, T should vote “nay.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired generally 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. I do not see 
him in the Chamber, and therefore I withhold my vote. Ishould 
vote ** yea" if he were here. 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. If he were 
present, he would vote ‘‘ yea,” and I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. X 

Mr. CLARK (after having voted in the negative). Iask if the 
junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris] has voted? 


. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
junior Senator from Kansas has not voted. ` 

Mr. CLARK. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with 
that Senator. — è 

Mr. CANNON. I am Ine with the junior Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. BERRY]. he were present, I should vote “nay,” 

Mr.H A (after having voted in the negative). I inquire if 
the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw.ins] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has not voted. 

Mr. HANNA. Then I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BATE (after PAO voad in the affirmative). I ask if the 
Senator from Kentucky . DEBOE] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
Senator from Kentucky has not voted. 


Mr. BATE. Then I withdraw my vote. I am paired for the 


day with that Senator. 

he result was announced—yeas 19, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—19. 
Bacon, Gray, ills, Tillman 
Caffery, Jones, Ark. Mitchell, Turpie, ' 
Chilton, Lindsay. Murphy, Walthall, 
Clay, McLaurin, Pettus, White. 
Faulkner, Mallory, Roach, 
NAYS—29. 
Aldrich, ae Mason, mer, 
Allison, Gallinger. Perkins, Stew: 
Burrows, Hae Platt, Conn. Thurston, 
Carter, Hawley. latt, N. Y. arren, 
Chandler, Jones, Ner, ite Wetmore. 
Davis, ge, Proctor, 
Fair McBride, Sewell, 
Foraker, McMillan, Shoup, 
NOT VOTING-AL 

Allen, Elkins, Kyle, Raw 
Baker, ear, cEnery, goth 
Bate, eorge, Mantle, Teller, 
Berry, Gorman, Martin, ‘Turner, 
Butler, Hanna, Morgan, Vest, 
Cannon, Hansbrough, Morrill, Wellington, 
Clark, Harris, Kans, Nelson, Wilson, 
Cockrell, Harris, Tenn. SCO, Wolcott. 
Cullom, Heitfeld, Penrose. 
Daniel, Hoar, Pettigrew, 
Deboe, Kenney, Quay, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr, President, I rise to a question of personal 
pi ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey 
is recognized. 

Mr. SMITH: Mr. President, during my absence from the Sen- 
ate the other day I ascertained from the RECORD that in a very 
remarkable deliverance by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
TILLMAN] he became sponsor for a newspaper clipping in which 
my name was mentioned in connection with the sugar schedule in 
the pending tariff bill. 

It is only necessary for me to say that the statement in the news- 
paper clipping in question is absolutely and unqnalifiedly untrue. 

have not during this session of Congress bought or sold, di- 
rectly or indirectly, a single share of sugar stock, nor at any time 
prior to this when any legislation affecting the value of sugar or 
sugar stock was xx 

The reading of the bill was resumed at paragraph 108. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move, in line 20, before the words 
“per centum," to strike out!“ forty-five" and insert ** thirty-five.” 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 105, page 28, line 20, before the 
words “per centum," it is proposed to strike out “forty-five” and 
insert ‘‘thirty-five;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


106. Lenses of glass or pebble, ground and polished to a spherical, cylin- 
drical, or prismatic form, and ground and polished plano or coquiil g 
wholly or pur manufactured, with the te et unground, 35 per cent ad 
valorem; if with their edges ground or beveled, 10 cents per dozen pairs and 
45 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. WHITE. I desire to inquire whether this paragraph is 
not new, and whether this is not a new classification? 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe it is. 

Mr. WHITE. I find the following information, which has been 
handed to me by one of the experts: 

Magic-lantern slides, if toys, should be subject to no other duty than as 
toys, as they are not made in this country. The duty on other magic-lantern 
slides, as manufactures of glass, would seem to be amply sufficient. 

I presume from this that it is designed to put a tariff upon 
slides which might otherwise be classified as toys. I should li 
to ask the Senator from Iowa if I am correct in that regard? 

Mr, ALLISON. What is the question? 

Mr. WHITE. The question is as to whether the classification 
attempted here, so far as slides are concerned, has application to 
toys which are now admitted under the general designation of 
toys. It is stated that this class of goods is not manufactured in 
this country. lam so informed by one of the Government off- 
cers. I presume this is possibly intended to encourage some one 
to go into the manufacturing business. 4 
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Mr. ALLISON. Very likely. 

Mr. WHITE. Ihope he may be discovered and commence work. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from California [Mr. WHITE], when 
he speaks of this as a new classification, is, of course, not under 
the impression that these provisions are entirely new. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a new classification. 

Mr. VEST. It is simply a new classification. 

Mr. WHITE. I referred to it as a new classification. Thus, 
the class immediately preceding, which is paragraph 106 here, is 
paragraph 100 in the law now in force. The paragraph of the law 
now in force speaks of painted, tinted, stained, enameled, etc.; 
but it is differently classified. 

Mr. VEST. The duty on these strips of glass not more than 3 
inches wide, ground or polished on one or both sides to a cylin- 
drical or prismatic form, under the McKinley Act was 60 per cent, 
and under the Wilson Act they were free; andin the pending bill 
“ glass slides for magic lanterns” are placed at 45 per cent ad valo- 
rem. They are 25 per cent under existing law, and here the rate 
is increased 20 per cent. j 

So, in the last line of this paragraph, under the McKinley Act, 
in the basket clause, not specially provided for," the rate was 45 
per cent, and under existing law 30 per cent; and here it goes back 
to the McKinley rates. So that there is an increase upon the ex- 
isting duties all the way through simply by making a new classi- 
fication. I will move, in line 2, to strike out “‘ forty-five” and 
insert ** twenty-five.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 107, page 29, line 2, before the 
words per centum," it is proposed to strike out “forty-five” and 
insert ‘‘ twenty-five;” so as to read: 

107. pais of glass, not more than 3 inches wide, ground or polished on one 
or both sides to a cylindrical or prismatic form, and glass slides for magic 
lanterns, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposa by the Senator from Missouri, 

The amendment was rejected. : 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 108, page 29, line 4, 
after the words lenses and," to strike out ** other;" and in line 
6, after the word ‘‘same,” to insert all the foregoing;" so as to 
make the paragraph read: r 

5 " £ 
projecting lenses 77277 and DESE of OEA Sr DA 
me. d e foregoing not specially provided for in this act, 45 per cent ad 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. 1 desire to inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
whether ne glasses that are affected by this act are manufac- 
tured at all in this country at the preen time? If so, it must be 
to ee limited extent. I dou 
at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are to avery limited extent, I think, but 
I hope ce will be largely manufactured here. 

Mr. WHITE. I do not think there areany. This is another 
case where some one is invited to commence business, but has not 
yet started. 

Mr. ALLISON. I willsay to the Senator from California that 
this provision only increases the rate 5 per cent over the Wilson 
law, so called. 

Mr. WHITE. It is not a very large increase; but I thought 
perhaps some one had stated that he probably might in the future 
attempt to start an opera-glass manufactory in this country, but 
there is no such S aid ition now. 

Mr. ALLISON. It has been found that the protection afforded 
by the Wilson law was not quite enough, and so we have increased 
it 5 per cent. 

Mr.GALLINGER. So as to get a little more revenue. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; to get a little more revenue and afford a 
little more protection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at paragraph 109, on 


page 29. 

Mr. ALLISON. Task that that paragraph may be passed over 
for the ere ch 

ae CE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, that will be the 
order. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at paragraph 110, on page 
29. The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on 
page 29, beginning in line 19, to strike out paragraph 111, as fol- 

OWS: 

111. Marble or onyx, in block, rough or squared only, and not dressed or 
made into articles, 65 cents per cubic foot; marble of all kinds and onyx, 
sawed or dressed, including marble or onyx slabs, paving tiles, or mosaic 
cubes, containing less than 4 cubic inches each, $1.10 per cubic foot; but in 


measurement no slab, tile, or cube shall be computed at less than 1 inch in 
thickness, 


And in lieu thereof to insert: v 


III. Marble or onyx, in block, rough or squared only, 65 cents per cubic 
foot; marble or onyx, sawed or over 2 inches in thickness, $1.10 per 
cubic foot; slabs or paving tiles of marble or onyx, containing not less than 4 


N 


t whether they are made here 


superficial inches, if not more than 1 inch in thickness, 12 cents per super- 
ficial foot; if more than 1 inch and not more than 1j inches in thickn: 15 
cents per superficial foot; if more than 1j inches and not more than 2 inches 
in thickness, 18 cents per superficial foot; if rubbed in whole or in part, 3 
cents per superficial foot in addition; mosaiccubes of marble, onyx, or stone 
not exceeding 2 cubic inches in size, if loose, 1 cent per pound and 20 per cent 
ad valorem; fr attached to paper or other mate: 20 cents per superficial 
foot and 35 per cent ad valorem. 4 

Mr. WHITE. If there is no objection, I should like that para- 
graph to go over. There are some discrepancies pointed out to 
me which I should like an opportunity to examine, if the Sena- 
tor from Iowa has no objection. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say to my colleague that I think the 
committee have agreed upon an amendment that will obviate the 
objection he has. 

Mr. WHITE. I should like to hear the amendment. I will 
withdraw my request to pass over the paragraph for the present. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state that the committee have agreed 
upon an amendment increasing the duty upon onyx. I suppose 
that is the object of the Senator from California. 

Mr. WHITE. I think it ought to be more than the rate on 
marble, whatever rate you fix that at. 

Mr. ALLISON. It should be more. I think the amendment 
which the committee intend to propose is not completed, as it 
should be, so as to Wbver the whole paragraph. Therefore I con- 
cur with the suggestion of the Senator from California that it be 
pe over until we finish the schedule, and it may be called up 

ater. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from California will be complied with and the 
paragraph passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 112, page 30, line 23, 
after the word '*chrysolite," to insert : coral;” and in line 24, after 
the word “ crystal," to strike out **including clock cases with or 
without movements" and insert and spar;" so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

112. Manufactures of agate, alabaster, chalcedony, chrysolite, coral, corne- 
lian, garnet, jasper, jet, malachite, marble, onyx, or rock crystal, and spar 
not specially provided for in this act, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. When the existing law was enacted in 1894, I 
thought the duties were too high, but I was unable to secure any 
reduction. The consequence was we made an increase in 1894 
overthe McKinley Act. For instance, upon agate the McKinley 
Act had a rate of 20 per cent duty, and the Wilson Act made it 30 
percent. Onalabaster the McKinley Act had 25 per cent, and we 
made it 45 per cent. On jet the McKinley Act made it 25 per cent 
and the Wilson Act 25 per cent, and now it is 9 to make 
the duty 50 per cent on these articles over the McKinley Act and 
over the Wilson Act, and higher than the duties have ever been 
on any of these articles. 

I do not know that it is of any use to make any motion, but I 
will move to i the duties back to the rates of the McKinley Act 
upon agate, 20 per cent, and upon that I will call for the yeas and 
nays to see whether, in the opinion of the Senate, the 
Act was legislation or not. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Inthis connection, it perhaps may be 
as well to read a letter which I received, and which I regard as one 
of the most remarkable claims under this pernicious system of pro- 
tection that I ever saw. I call the attention of Senators to it on 
account of its novelty and originality. I do not think it is like 
anything else I have ever seen, and I doubt if there have been many 
such letters written. This seems to have been printed, although 
my name is written at the top of it. The letteris as follows: 


BAN FRANCISCO, CAL., March 20, 1897. 
Hon. JAMES K. JONES. 


United States Senator. 3 


Sır: We beg most DOOR to call your attention to the fact that the 
increase proposed in the House tariff bill, now under consideration, on mar- 
ble or onyx, in the block, rough or squared only, and not dressed or made 
into articles," of from 50 cents to 65 cents per cubic foot, while affording a sub- 
stantial protection in the case of marble, is entirely inadequate to promote or 
protect the products of our American onyx mines. 


This, of course, relates more particularly to the paragraph we 
have just passed; but it may as well come in now. 


Marble and onyx, while derived from the same elements, are entirely dis- 
similar in their formation and character. Marble isan aggregation of small 
crystals, entirely opaque, while onyx is a crystalline mass throughout, of rare 
translucency. and ng the beautiful play of reflection from the interior, 
which, with its varied colors, constitutes its great beauty. 

Marble is generally found in immense natural beds, easily accessible to rail- 
roads and other conveyances, and can be taken out in blocks of any conven- 
ient size at small expense, while onyx is ost invariably found at great 
elevations and in inaccessible locations; the formation is generally in small 
sizes, and it must be handled with great care on account of its brittleness, 
and transported at heavy expense. 

Marble is tractable, easy sawed, worked, and polished; onyx is rebellious 
in its na*ure, of much greater density and weight, and takes from four to five 
times as much labor to shape, work, and polish it, particularly in the case of | 
the higher qualities. Commercially marble is 5 in 
blocks and onyx is used very largely in slabs of an inch thick and under, 
onyx having an intrinsic value many tithes that of the marble. 


cKinley 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 1, 


posi 
souri, Montana, and Virginia (see the report of Prof. George P. Merrill, cura- 
tor of the Na E 9 x i 


e respectfully submit that— 
This is the remarkable part of the letter— 


in view of the foregoing facts—the heavy expense of mining, shaping, M 
rans- 


Sixty-five cents does not reach it at all; it does not come any- 
where in the neighborhood of it— 


with proportionate rates on manufactured articles: which will be only in 
proportion to the extra labor expended upon this article as compared with 
mar 


e. 
With t res we remain, your obedient servants, 
* "e 8 KESSELER BROS. 


They inclose what they call an ** importat. question:" 
Is there enough of domestie onyx to supply the demand? 


This is the important question. 


Louis Falkenau, M. E., State assay office, San Francisco, Cal., upon visiting 
the quarries in 1800, before much work had been done, wrote as follows: 
“Should the onyx extend all through the hill, as appears highly probable, 
and the thickness be only 10 feet (a very modest estimate), there are 32,400,000 
cubic feet, or 3,240,000 tons of available onyx." 

In 1892, after moro extensive develo E me 

estima: 


uarries, Mr. Falkenau 
wrote as follows: The area now deve as about equal to a 
square the sides of which measure 3,000 feet each, and the vertical height 
and the horizontal extent of the layers of onyx greatly exceed the aver 
taken by me asa basis for computation in my first saport I consequently 
feel pecleot that by atleast doubling the amounts pre- 
main wi the bounds of the most con- 
tial and conscientious investigator." 
This would make te of 1892 64,800,000 cubic feet. (Full 
rts amended.) 


August, 1593, Mr. J. J. Fisher, civil engineer and United States deputy 
minera! washes ied of Arizona, wrote: On all of the eleven claims onyx has 


ible to the im: 
r. Falkenau's es 


been develo; Iconsider a conservative estimate would be 205,004,250 
cubic feet (that is, 20,500,425 tons). Iestimate by actual measurement that 
671 cubic feet (22,057 tons) of onyx quarried on thedumps." (Full 


^ M. E.. Territorial geologist of Arizona, writes: ‘Sufficient 
is known to enable us to say that there is enough to maintain the supply for 
generations. Average importations of marble and onyx are 450,000 cubic feet 


a year. 1 ` 

sai OMEN thet the same contain about 6004000 cable feet of GATE ac. 
cording to present indications, We are not in possession of the statistics of 
the different other mines in this country. 

So, in the opinion of these 5 whenever it can be shown 
that the Almighty has provided us with 205,000,000 cubic feet of 
onyx the old rate as it stood at 50 cents per cubic foot is not suf- 
ficient, and the addition of 15 cents will not reach the necessity, 
but the tariff must be raised from two to three dollars a foot because 
we are provided with these hundreds of millions of cubic feet of 
it in our hills. 

I have never seen a better illustration of what has seemed to me 
to be the absurd claims of protection than is afforded by this let- 
ter, and for that reason I present it to the Senate. When the time 
comes to raise the tax from 50 cents to two or three dollars per 
cubic foot, I hope the ar ents of this letter will receive some 
consideration at the hands of the Sennte. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
5 proposed by the Senator from Missouri, Which will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “agate,” in line 22, paragraph 
112, it is proposed to insert 20 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. VES . On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BANSBROUGH (when his name was called). 
with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN], who, I believe, is not present 
or voting. If he were present, I should vote iSc ee 

Mr. WELLINGTO (when his name was called), I have a 
mai with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 


Iam paired 


UTLER|. In his absence, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. WETMORE (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. BACON]. 
Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I 

pair with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 
The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Has the Senator from Nebraska voted? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, 
Mr. TILLMAN. Then I withhold my vote, as I have a pair 
with that Senator. 


ve a general 


. Mr. BATE (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire to 
quae if the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. DEBOE] has 
voted? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 
Dresd BATE. I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with that 
nator. 
The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 
Caffery, Lindsay, Murphy, Vest. 
Chilton, McLau Pettus, Walthall. 
Cockrell, Mallory, W. 
Faulkner, ills, oach, 
Jones, Ark. Mitchell, Turpie, 

NAYS—29. 
Aldrich, Fairbanks, Lodge, Pritchard, 
Allison, Foraker, McBride, A 
Baker, Frye, eM; Sewell, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Mason, ner, 
Cannon, le, Nelson, 8 

r, Hanna, Perkins, 
Chandler, pec Platt, Conn. 
Davis, Jones, Nev. Platt, N. V. 
NOT VOTING—43. 

Allen, Gear, McEnery, "Teller, 
Bacon, George, Mantle, urston, 
Bate, Gorman, Martin, Tillman, 
Be Gray Morgan, Turner, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Morrill, Warren, 
Clark, Harris, Kans. 0, Wellington, 
Clay, Harris, Tenn. Penrose, Wetmore, 
Cullom, Heitfeld, Pettigrew, White, 
Daniel, Hoar, uay, Wilson, 
Deboe, Kenney, ou Woleott. 
Elkins, Kyle, Smith, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CANNON subsequently said: On the last roll call I voted 
inadvertently. Iwas paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
BERRY]. Lask unanimous consent that my vote on that roll call 
may be withdrawn. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think there is a rule which pre- 
vents that from being done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Chair is of the opinion that the rule does not prevent a change 
ora correction, The Secretary will read the rule. 

The Secretary read as follows: f 


RULE XII 
VOTING, ETC. 

1. When the yeas and nays are ordered, the names of Senators shall be 
called e er £2 and each Senator shall, without debate, declare his 
assent or t to the question, unless excused by the Senate; and no Sena- 
tor shall be permitted to vote after the decision shall have been announced 
by the Presiding Officer, but may for sufficient reasons, with unanimous con- 
sent, change or withdraw his vote. No motion to this rulé shall be 
in order, nor shall the Presiding Officer entertain any request to suspend it 
by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Utah that his vote be withdrawn and his pair 
announced as stated? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that we may now return to paragraph 
111, and I move to modify the committee amendment as indicated 
on the paper which I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. After the word '* marble," in line 3, page 90, 
paragraph 111, it is proposed to strike out the words ** or onyx;" 
after the word foot,“ in line 4, it is proposed to insert the words 
onyx in block, rough or squared, $1.50 per cubic foot.” 

Mr. VEST. That is about 300 per cent increase over the existing 
law, is it not? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Just 300 per cent. * 

Mr. ALDRICH, I do not think it is quite so much. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Itis just per cent. 

Mr. VEST (to Mr. JONES of Arkansas). Is that the article you 
were reading about? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes; of which we have 205,000,000 
square feet. 

Mr. VEST. Isuppose this is because none of it is found in the 
United States and we are depéndent upon the importations from 
abroad, or is it because there is too much in this country? It 
must beone or the other. According to the information which 
the Senator from Arkansas read, the supply here is inexhaustible, 
ang yet it is proposed to increase the duty 300 per cent over exist- 
ing law. 
ftr. 35 I think 200 per cent would be nearer than 300 

er cent. 
£ Mr. VEST. It is nearer 300 per cent than 200 per cent. 
. ALDRICH. It pays duty now as marble. 
. JONES of Arkansas. At 50 cents. 
. ALDRICH. At 60 cents. 
.JONES of Arkansas, "Then it is 250 per cent. 
.GALLINGER. Sixty-five cents. 
. PLATT of Connecticut. Sixty-five cents. 
Mr.CAFFERY. Fifty cents a cubic foot, and it is proposed to 


increase it to $1.50 per cubic foot. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ithought it was 50 cents. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Marble comes in at 50 cents a foot. The in- 
crease, therefore, is 300 per &ent—three times the present rate. 

Mr.CAFFERY. Mr. President, it appears to me, after the 
Senator from Arkansas has read the statement by some gentleman 
in California, that our brethren on the other side of the Chamber 
ought to pause before they put a duty of $1.50 & cubic foot on 


onyx. There has been no statement made as to any necessity for 
the increase of tariff. "There is nof a single fact adduced to war- 
rant the increase of duty from 50 cents & cubic foot to $1.50. 
Onyx is not a pauper. It is a natural formation. It is one of the 
benefactions of Providence. Surely it can not be held that any 
protective tax or tariff is necessary to make onyx any better. 

Are there any facts produced, eyen of a superficial character, as 
to the comparative cost of labor in countries producing this onyx 
and in the United States? Not one single fact of any character 
whatever has been adduced in order to sustain before the Ameri- 
can people this extraordinary increase. Under the McKinley Act 
we are told the tariff was 50 cents a cubic foot. According to the 
programme announced by the Senator from Rhode Island, it is not 
the purpose of the pending bill to raise the rates of the McKinley 
Act. He pointed out that that act had failed of its purpose in a 
great many particulars. He pointed out that tection had 
ceased to bea revenue-producing article, and he had to turn to the 
Democratic principle of a tariff for revenue to eke out the deficiency 
which he says would be brought about by the operation of a too 
drastic protective tariff. He has gone to internal-revenue taxes 
again, and duties upon tea and sugar, and now he has gone back 
to his ancient love with much more ardor, and embraces the god- 
dess of protection with all the fervor of a new love. 

Mr. President, it occurs to me that the Senator from Rhode Island 
sounded a note of alarm as to the maintenance of the protective 
theory, and I submit to him whether or not the uncalled for and 
unjustified increase in the tariff will nof in the end dig the grave 
of protection itself. Ido not know to what use onyx is applied, 
but I would suppose that it is an article of universal consumption. 
It is needed by the poor and rich alike, and I can therefore see no 
reason, and I ask the Senator from Rhode Island to please explain 
the reason, why the tariff rate is to be increased from 50 cents per 
cubic foot to $1.50. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is raised in order to develop the deposit of 
onyx in Arizona and other parts of the United States in competi- 
tion with the Mexican product. So far asl understand it, the 
price here of Mexican onyx of the better quality is about $12 per 
cubic foot. Of course $1.50 a foot on that would be 124 per cent, 
and I think the price varies from $6 to$12 a cubic foot. The Sen- 
ator from California [Mr. WurrE] is well informed in regard to 
the 9 and I am very glad to give him an opportunity to 

in it. 
. VEST. Iwill ask the Senator from Rhode Island if it is not 
& fact that the imports have decreased under the present duty? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think not. I think very much larger im- 
pu have come in within thelast few years. It has gone 

to more general use everywhere throughout the country, and it 
does not seem to me that the rate suggested is an extremely high 
one, in view of the character of the product. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Rhode Island says he thinks the 
imports have not decreased. In 1893, by the comparative state- 
ment, the imports were $76,603, while in 1896 they were $65,816.81. 
It shows a decrease. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri to the fact that that includes a great many other things 
besides onyx. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What the Senator from Missouri was reading 
Was miscellaneous manufactures of marble. 

Mr. VEST. That includes this. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does not include onyx in block. There is 
no question whatever but that the importations of onyx in block 
have increased very largely in the last few years. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The first paragraph is Onyx or mar- 
ble, in block." 

Mr. VEST. That is the way it reads. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is not the page from which the Senator 
from Missouri was reading. It is the page preceding. 

Mr. VEST. I was reading from the comparative statement. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. -It was from that very page. On 
page 48, the comparative statement, I find: 


Marble or onyx, in block, rough or squared only. 


Then the importations are given at $76,000 in 1893 as against 
$65,000 in 1896. 

Mr. WHITE. Istated some time ago that I thought this clas- 
sification ought to be changed, and the committee, I understand, 
have introduced an amen nt ing the classification by 
raising the tariff upon onyx. 

My friend the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery] has 
spoken of onyx as an article of general consumption, It is in the 


nature of a luxury. It is not in any sense on the same plane as 
marble, and the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror], who is 
very familiar with the manufacture of marble, I think will coin- 
cide with me when I r that the article itself is a very different 
one; that it is of a m higher grade, more difficult to procure, 
and more difficult to manufacture. 

It is consumed in a far less general mode. Thus in places in 
which the decoration is quite expensive, where itis desired to have 
something in the nature of a marble (but where it is not necessary 
to have something which will bear the wear and tear of marble), 
and will present a more pleasing surface to the eye, onyx is 
It is used also for small pieces of furniture, for the tops of small 
tables, but not in large quantities. . 

It is not an article of general consumption, as is marble, nor is 
it adapted to many of the uses to which marble is put. It is brit- 
tle. and while, as I have said, much more pleasing to the eye, it 
can not be utilized to stand the strain that marble will. It is 
essentially a luxury. The figures in the comparative statement 
alluded to by the Senator from Missouri refer to marble or on 
in block, etc., and it is utterly impossible tosegregate them. Ido 
not know what the importations have been. So far as my own 
experience in the matter is concerned, it is confined to one large 
deposit, which was worked for a while at very small profit, and has 
been worked, I think, with very poor success during the last year 
and by very few men. 

If we are to put a tax upon those things which are used for lux- 
urious purposes, and I believe most of us are agreed upon that, 
there ought to be a discrimination between marble and onyx in 
favor of the onyx product, just as there ought to be in favor of 
diamonds as against some other kinds of stone of inferior value. 
When these articles were put in the same schedule, a mistake was 
made, and if we are to pursue the policy indicated by this bill at 
all, or, indeed, any such policy, we oughtto make the discrimina- 
tion to which I have referred. Relatively, as far as the value is 
concerned, I su the duty upon onyx will be below the aver- 
age percentage in the pending bill, and if we are to have marble 
on the dutiable list at all, and that seems to have been the policy 
always pursued, there ought to be a discrimination in favor of 
onyx. It will not fall upon the poor. It is not imposed upon an 
article of general consumption, nor is it imposed upon anything 
that is used as a onara: rule by the poor classes of the country. 

Of course marble has a general use, and it is found all over the 
United States. The fame of my friend from Vermont [Mr. 
PROCTOR] has extended from one shore to the other, not only 
because of his great personal pue and ability, but likewise 
because of his familiarity with the subject; and I wish to ask him 
whether it is not true that 3 in is of ter value than marble, 
and whether he does not think, from personal knowledge of 
the matter, although he is not interested in this product, that 
there ought to be a duty discriminating in favor of onyx? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Onyx is more rarely found and is more expen- 
sive in production and manufacture, It is found largely in the 
form of bowlders instead of ledges. I certainly think it is proper 
that it should have a higher duty than marble. It is a more valu- 
able product and brings a greater price. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I desire to say only a word. I 
hoped that we would have the support of our friend the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] in favor of this duty, and therefore I 
was surprised that he should read a letter and prospectus from 
some Munchausen company, who think they have discovered a 
vast onyx mine and propose to distribute the results among the 
favoredones. Professor Merrill, curator atthe National Museum, 
states that there is onyx in large quantities in the State of Arkan- 
sas. Who needs the tariff more than the State of Arkansas to 
develop this great hidden wealth and bring it ont and put it into 
circulation among our people? In the State which I have the 
honor in part to represent we have made a beginning. A few years 
ago we discovered in one of our counties, San Luis Obispo, a de- 
iu of onyx. It lies in strata; as my friend the Senator from 

ermont says, in the form of bowlders. It is very brittle. The 
deposit is a long way from navigation or from railroad trains, is 
usually in high altitudes, and is far more difficult to mine, not 
being in strata, like marble and granite. I read from a document 

ore me: 


Marble and onyx, while derived from the same elements, are entirely dis- 
simílar in their formation and character. 


That is well known to all of us who have observed it. 


Marble is an ag tion of small crystals, entirely opaque, while onyx is 
a crystallin mass throughout, of rare translucency, and tres oe the beau- 
tiful play of reflection from the interior, which, with its varied colors, con- 
stitutes its great beauty. 

Marble is generally found in immense natural beds, easily accessible to 
railroads and other conveyances, and can be taken out in blocks of any con- 
venient size at small expense, while onyx is almost invariably found at great 
elevations and in inaccessible locations. The formation is generally in small 
sizes, and it must be handled with great care on account of its brittleness, 
and transported at heavy expense. 

Marble is tractable, easy sawed, worked, and polished. Onyx is rebellious 
in its nature, of much greater density and weight, and takes from four to five 
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times as much labor to shape, work, and polish it, particularly in the case 


Ve E EM cen tory lncgaly iy sista Ran loch OR end ender, the 
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ae bane 4n intrinsic valve many times that of marble. 

I have been impressed with the fact of its beauty in visiting 
some of the places west of the Rocky Mountains where temperance 
beverages are distilled. The onyx is sought to be used for coun- 
ters and for panel work. Millionaires indulge in the luxury. 
We wish to give employment to our laboring men, to take the on 
from the mines, saw it, and polish it, and thus get some of the 
wealth that the great trusts of thecountry have and distribute it 
among the workingmen. 

As my colleague bas stated, onyx has not been discovered in 
very large quantities nor in very ree raras The late deposit 
in 1 of which my friend the Senator from Arkansas read 
is all in the future, and I think the truth has been no in 
Titian colors in the prospectus. Itusuallyis insuch publications. 

Ithink the amendment should go one step further and that 
there should be a duty upon the superficial or square feet of onyx 
slab that has been sawn and brought into this country. I believe 
the greatest producer of onyx in its rarest quality and in the gem 
of sparkling light is Mexico. I remember that some years since, 
when in the city of Pueblo, visiting the cathedral. ere were 
magnificent altars and 8 and beautiful Corinthian columns 
carved out of onyx. They represented many days and months 
and years of labor, and it is Mexican labor that we have to fearin 
competition with foreign onyx. We on this side do not want to 
take time in debate, but are willing to let our friends on the other 
side, who can talk so much better than the rest of us, debate these 

uestions. So I do not want to take up the time; but if my friend 
the Senator from Arkansas will consider the question in the future 
he will say this is one of the measures that his constituents will 
thank him or the Republican party for having placed upon our 
statute books. - 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, by the comparative 
statement submitted to the Senate it appears that marble or onyx 
in block, rough or squared, of all kinds, was imported in 1893 
to the extent of 457,600.33 feet, and there were imported in 1896 
838,207.02 feet, nearly 100,000 feet less than were imported in 
1893. The revenue derived from that was $758,749.60 in 1893, 
and $627,736 in 1896. So, while there was a considerable decrease 
in the amount of importations, there was a comparatively small 
decrease in the revenue derived from it under the reduced rate of 
taxation from 65 cents to 50 cents a cubic foot. 

Now,I understand that we pretend, in undertaking to pass this 
bill, that we want to raise more revenue. If this tax is raised from 
50 cents to $1.50, there is not a man in the Senate who believes 
there will be one single cent derived from revenue under this 


article. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Here is one man who believes that exactly. 
Take the better grades of Mexican onyx, and the rate which we 
suggest here will not keep out one single cubic foot. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iam very much more astonished at 
the attitude of the Senator from Rhode Island than the Senator 
from California [Mr. WHITE] was to find me not in favor of the 
tax on this article. At therate of taxation now, the importations 
seem to me clearly to show that we reach about the limit to which 
it can reasonably be expected to go; and yet there is a proposition 
here to increase this tax 300 per cent, and under a bill in which we 
say we nre undertaking to raise revenue. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose that the Senator from Arkansas 
will ee with me that the importation of onyx has never been 
of suflicient importance in any previous tariff bill to have it spe- 
cifically named. The Mean and use of onyx in this country 
is practically a new in xA and heretofore in no tariff act, un- 
less in the act of 1894, which the Senator had a great deal to do 
with, was it thought necessary to make a particular and specific 
designation of the article of onyx. 

Now for the first time it has become of sufficient importance to 
have a rate fixed, and I am inclined to think that the rate sug- 
gested by the committee will prove exactly whattheSenator from 
Arkansas thinks it ought to be, a revenue duty. As I said, the 
expensive onyx which comes from Mexico will come here and will 
be used in public buildings, hotels, and elsewhere, and, in my 
judgment, the question of a difference of a dollar and a half a 
cubic foot in price will not affect the use at all. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Of course it isa matter of conjecture 
as to what effect this rate will have on the market; nobody can 
tell; it must be a matter of opinion. The unit of value as given 
in this paragraph is $1.66 for 1893 and $1.70 for 1890. A tax of 
$1.50 a cubic foot would be something like 100 per cent on this 
product. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is marble. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Marble and onyx. 

Mr. WHITE. The onyx is merely microscopic in quantity and 
of no particular importance. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The two are included in it. We 
have no information upon that point. That is all we know; and 


we must take the comparative statement as made up by the 
statistician of the Treasury Department and sent to the Senate, 

Mr. HALE. That is the basis. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But the importations clearly come 
under this classification. 

Mr. HALE. The basis was the marble. The onyx was not 
reckoned, although it had been put in with it as a part of the 
same clause. The $1.60 does not in we en d apply to onyx. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator explain under what 
head qut came in? 

Mr. HALE. It did not come in at all except at the general rate, 
No special rate was fixed upon it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It was certainly imported through 
the custom-house somehow. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As marble. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Precisely; as the Senator says, it is 
included in marble. I can not tell how much was marble, but it 
was included in the paragraph as onyx, because that is the state- 
ment which comes from the Treasury. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What the Senator from Maine means is that 
it did not furnish any correct information in regard to the import 
price of onyx. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas, Of course every Senator understands 
that it does not mean that there was this amount of onyx imported 
and at this aeg It was marble and onyx, onyx coming in as 
marble and classified as marble under the old law. We all under- 
stand that. What proportion was marble and what proportion 
was onyx, I do not know, and I do not suppose anybody else does. 
But 1 do know if it had an exceedingly low rate the importations 
of it would thereby, as one would suppose, be very much facili- 
tated, and we would have larger importations of onyx under this 
classification than we would have under the new, especially if we 
make a new classification of it. If instead of a tax of 50 cents a 
cubic foot we make it a dollar and a half, there certainly will be 
less importations under the new classification. 

The junior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] says this is 
an article of luxury. I believe in taxing articles of luxury, but 
not in ampang such a rate of taxation on articles of luxury as 
will absolutely defeat taxation altogether. I do not believe in 
putting a tax even on an article of luxury so high that none of it 
would come into the country and the revenue be absolutely de- 
stroyed from it. 

In reply to the suggestion of the senior Senator from California 
[Mr. Perkins] that he is surprised to find I am not in favor of a 
tax on onyx because it is found in my State, I have to say that I 
am one of those who conscientiously believe that there is no right 
in the Government of the United States to levy taxes upon the 
people of the United States except for revenue purposes, and that 
even though the people of Arkansas might be benefited by the 
levying of a tax which brings no revenue into the Treasury, but 
simply enables one class of American citizens to sell their prod- 
ucts at higher prices to the balance of the country, while the 
might get a benefit from that sort of tax, I for one, while 
breathe the breath of life, would never be caught favoring a tax 
of that sort. 

Ilook upon that sort of taxation as robbery clear and simple; 
and no matter if it is done under forms of law, it does not make 
it any the less reprehensible; it does not make it any the less ob- 
jectionable. I believe that there is no nt to do it, and I believe 
that protectionists generally will not willingly and readily admit 
that they are in favor of NA tax the sole purpose of which 
isto take money out of the pockets of the masses of the people. 
the consumers of any article, to increase the prices that are paid 
to other people. 

There is always a pretense or a claim that there is some revenue 
to be derived from a tax of this kind. Levying taxes simply for 
the purpose of taking money from one class of people and giving 
it to another will not be openly advocated. Ido not believe in à 
tax such as is asked by this Munchausen, spoken of by the Sena- 
tor from California. And, by the way, this Munchausen is one of 
the Senator's constituents. I believe he is the only worker of an 
onyx mine there is in California. I was sorryto hear the Senator 
apply language of that sort to a manufacturer of this article in 
the great State of California. Isupposed that he was a man en- 
titled to some sort of consideration, and I am sorry the Senator 
considers him of no higher dignity and importance than the typ- 
ical liar of all the ages, Munchausen. 

I believe, Mr. President, that the imposition of a tax such as this 
California man wants on onyx will absolutely preventit from being 
imported into this country. The committee did not go to the 
extent this correspondentasked themtogo. He wanted from two 
to three dollars a square foot on the 205,000,000 square feet that 
are to be found, as he assured us, in the different deposits in the 
United States. He wanted the owners of it to be able to raise the 
pre above what it is now two or three dollars a square foot. The 

nate committee stopped halfway in his request, and if they 
should succeed in increasing the price of onyx and get it all into 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1311 


market, it will be a retty lively tax on the American people as a 
whole. A dollar and a half a square foot on 205,000,000 square 
feet of onyx, which is found in unlimited quantities in all parts of 


the country, would amount to a considerable sum at last. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, the objection to the proposed 
amendment is, I understand, that it raises the duty as provided 
in the present law some 300 per cent. The question which we 
ought to consider is what relation the proposed duty will have to 
other duties provided in the bill. I think if the Senator from Ar- 
kansas will make inquiry as to the price at which onyx is disposed 
of in the markets and then compare the duty now proposed by the 
amendment, he will find that it will in no degree exceed the average 
duties in the bill, ` 

It is probable, in my judgment, that we are manufacturing and 
producing onyx in the State which I have the honor in part to 
represent at not to exceed 30 per cent ad valorem. It is an article 
which it is exceedingly difficult to produce and to put into form 
forthe market. It hasto be handled with the utmost care when 
manufactured. It is utilized for p s of ornamentation. 
There is nothing more beautiful, but it is 1 luxury. No 
one except those who have money to expend lavishly will ever in- 
dulge in this sort of lasne, 

Iam thereforein favor of this increase, while generally in accord 
with the opinion of the Senator from Arkansas on the question of 
tariff revision. In order that the duties in the bill may be so ad- 
justed that the burden may be as equally distributed as may be, I 
shall vote for the amendment. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, both my friend from Cali- 
fornia INE WHITE] and my friend from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES] 
made the statement that we produce onyx only for the rich. They 
based their statement upon the fact that it is a rock or stone of 
a lustrous, beautiful appearance, and from that they gather that 
it will be used only as ornaments by the wealthy. 

The senior Senator from California [ Mr. PERKINS] discusses the 

nestion from the standpoint of labor cost. So does the Senator 
m Rhode Island m ALDRICH]. It appears that there is a 
great deal of this rock deposit in Mexico, and it is as against the 
cheap peon labor of Mexico that he demands this high tariff of 300 
per cent over the rates prevailing in the McKinley Act. 

It appears that there are 205,000,000 cubic feet of this rock in 
one State—the State of California—but the testimony of that wit- 
ness is sharply assailed by the senior Senator from California. 
He calls him Munchausen. Is it possible that a patriotic gentle- 
man engaged in the delightful service of this California prospector 
can bea Munchausen? He is asking for the glories of protection. 
Does protection have the effect of making the promoters of that 
delightful scheme of government tell Munchausen stories? Why 
did not the Senator from California compare him to Ananias, the 
original liar? I do not know that Ananias wanted to be protected, 
but this prospector from California certainly did when he de- 
manded for this infant rock, placed there by the hands of the 
Almighty in the formation of the universe, a protection of 300 
per cent. 

Mr. President, I am not one of those who can see into the state- 
ment made by the Senator from California on my right and the 
Senator from Kansas, that because a particular rock is lustrous 
and beautiful, because it is fitted for purposes of ornamentation, 
therefore the poor man ought not to use it. 'The poor have as 
much right to use and take as much pleasure in using the beauti- 
ful giftsof Providence as the rich. And behind all this must stand 
some syndicate or some promoter who wants to levy upon the con- 
sumers in the United States an additional tax -a burden, rather 
of a dollar and a half a cubic foot on the 205,000,000 cubic feet, 

ving them the nice little sum of about $350,000,000 for one of the 

neficences of Providence. I do not care how lustrous it is, how 
beautiful it is, they have not shown that it costs a dime more to 
tod out of the quarry than marble, with which it has always 
allied in the tariff bills. The tariff upon marble of 50 centsa 
cubic foot is supposed to equalize the labor of pauper Europe with 
the high-priced labor of America. 

I know something about the peons. I have seen the peons; I 
have been among the peons. I would not have them if you would 
ss me their labor. ey are dear labor if they are given to you. 

is everlasting comparison of inefficient labor with the most 
efficient labor in the world, in America, is becoming a little nau- 
seating and fails of its purpose. You have not proved your case. 
When you have proved that the peon laborer of Mexico gets 124 
cents a day and a free laborer in America gets a dollar and a dol- 
lar and a half a day engaged in these occupations of manual labor, 
ou have got to prove something else. You must prove that there 
is the need for protection other than the comparative rates between 
such labor asthe Mexican peon labor and the highly efficient labor 
of America. 

There is no apolory or excuse for this tariff. Perhaps local 
interests may somewhat confuse a man’s mind and becloud his 
judgment; he wants a tariff upon what will protect his immediate 
constituents; but I submit, sir, that in legislating for the whole 
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United States, our vision can not be circumscribed to the immedi- 
ate locality, but its sweep must take in the whole United States, 
embrace every man, woman, and child in it, and then see how the 
tariff works. 

Mr. WHITE. My distinguished friend from Lonisiana slightly 
exaggerates my position—just slightly—when he says that I am 
in favor of a higher tax upon onyx than upon marble because onyx 
appears to be beautiful. So far as I am personally concerned, I 
suppose I agree with the Senator from Louisiana, who would not 
tax anything beautiful simply for that reason. I should like to 
inquire of the Senator from Louisiana whether he ever saw a piece 
of onyx? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do not know that I have. 

Mr. WHITE. I thought not. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Did you ever see anybody that has 
not seen it? 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Arkansas asks me whether I 
have ever seen any man who has seen onyx, from which I infer 
that the Senator from Arkansas never saw it. : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I did not ask you that question. 

Mr. WHITE. Then I misunderstood you. What was the Sen- 
ator's question? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I asked you if you had ever seen any- 
body who had not seen it. 

Mr. WHITE. If I had not seen anyone prior to to-day, I have 
discovered an individual of that kind at this moment in the per- 
son of the Senator from Louisiana, who has responded as the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas has heard. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I stated to the Senator from California that I 
did not know that I had ever seen it. 

Mr. WHITE. Precisely. : 

Mr. CAFFERY. I have seen what they call onyx, but I did not 
know whether it was onyx or not; and I did not know whether 
the people who told me that it was onyx knew anything about it. 

Mr. WHITE That is a condition of negation which fully jus- 
tifies me in assuming that the basis of the Senator's argument is 
gat Male v 

Mr. President, the duty proposed by this amendment is a less 
ad valorem tax than the tax upon sugar, for which myself and the 
Senator from Louisiana will vote when we get a schedule that 
suits us—not the present schedule, which I understand will never 
be voted upon by the Senate. 

In the classification contained in this bill onyx is included with 
marble, and because there have been, generally, importations in- 
cluding both we are proceeding, it seems, to discuss onyx as if all 
the arguments applicable to the case of marble applied to onyx. 
I have said that ag! 85 is a luxury, and my friend the Senator 
from Arkansas says that he is in favor of taxing luxuries, but not of 
putting a prohibitive tax upon them. Iagree with him; we stand 
upon exactly the same platform; and I affirm the statement of the 
Senator from Rhode Island to be correct when he says that this 
will add to and not diminish revenue. Onyx, which has not been 
seen, it seems, by a few of those who have spoken upon this matter 
(at least they are not willing to testify to its identification), is an 
article of luxury, and itis used by so few that even my distin- 
guished friend from Louisiana is unwilling to stake his reputation 
upon the proposition that he has ever seen the bona fide article. 

As to the proposition that there is a great deal of onyx in the 
ground, because some onesays that there are millions of tons of 
onyx deposited in the womb of nature, my friend from Louisiana 
declares that we are going to tax the American people. Why, it 
is said that there is more gold to be found in the Western moun- 
tains than has eyer been taken from them; and I suppose that is 
true, But yet we have not been able to obtain possession of that 
precious metal. and we probably shall not be able to obtain pos- 
session of it all until the present Administration and the present 
Senate have passed into history. 

I repeat, that the tax proposed by the committee on this article 
is between 30 and 40 per cent ad valorem; that it is a low tax, and 
that the circumstances would justify the imposition of a much 
higher tax. The article being used as an article of luxury, it will 
never be generally utilized. It is true, if we could produce it in 
vast quantities and with cheap labor, it might be found in the 
homes of those who are poor; but we know that it is almost im- 
possible now to produce it at a profitin this country; that enter- 
prises have failed in endeavoring to do so, or have at least gone on 
with very slight profit. While we ought not at the expense of 
public taxation build up individual fortunes, yet when we must 
raise revenue, and when it is very doubtful whether the bill will 
raise enough revenue, there is no wrong, no crime, no inconsist- 
ancy in imposing this small tax upon an article of luxury at least. 

r. CAFFERY. I must confess to a want of knowledge of the 
rocks of the earth and the various different varieties of rocks. I 
have been shown in my life various stones and rocks stated to be 
of this, that, and the other character; but when we come to any- 
thing of the kind, in the absence of information, I can only answer 
such questions as the Senator from California put to me by 
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general negations. Icould not tell onyx or marble, being perha 
similar to some other rock, if specimens of the different materi 
were presented to me. 

My friend from California appears to be a very considerable geolo- 

ist and mineralogist, and to be quite familiar with all these dif- 
forent des of rock, but I must submit again to the Senator that, 
whilst [ have unbounded confidence in his statements generally, I 
have not perceived from his statements any evidence whatever of 
two facts: First, that onyx is a luxury, and, second, that the price 
of it is so high that this raise of 300 per cent will only amount to 
80 per cent ad valorem tariff uponit. The comparative statements 
of the Burean of Statistics or any other official source that I know 
of give no sort of information in this regard, and we must have, 
I submit to my brother and friend, a little better testimony than 
he has produced of the market price of this article, of which he 
does not even declare himself to be entirely competent to speak. 

My friend has branched off from this hard and ro subject of 
marble and onyx to the soft and luscious subject of sugar. He 
said when the sugar schedule came up, if it suited us, we would 
' vote for it. He in his State is making beet sugar, and I in my 
State and my constituents are making cane sugar. Now, from 
the province of absolute scholastic and scientific attainment, my 
friend has branched off into the province of prophecy. Neither 
the present schedule on sugar nor the 3 one in the Dingley 
bill will meet with my approval. Ishall vote for neither. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Louisiana did not understand 
me as saying that he approved either, I trust. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Idid not understand the Senator to say so. 

The present tariff on sugar suits me. It is an ad valorem tariff 
upon an article of revenue. You wanta tariff upon an article that 
is not shown to be able to produce one dime of revenue, Ionly 
wanta tariff on articles that will produce revenue; and I say here 
distinctly that if, in my opinion, sugar were not an article to pro- 
duce revenue, I would not vote for a duty on it. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator will permit me to say that if the 
e tragon onyx were not a strictly revenue duty, I should not vote 

or that. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, it would require but infini- 
tesimal space to hold the vast amount of revenue which would 
come from onyx, when nota single dime has ever been reported as 
having been derived from it; yet it is a little invidious for Demo- 
crats to be drawing a distinction between a revenue article and 
one that the Senator from California knows to be not a revenue 
article. The tariff on this article will be absolutely prohibitive. 
How can this heavy article be rted from Mexico to com- 

te with the beds of it lying in the United States? The transpor- 

tion feature is a protection, as it is in nearly all articles of great 
bulk. That is protection sufficient. Do you want, in order to de- 
velop the onyx beds in California, that a tariff should be placed 
upon an RAT, to be cultivated into great growth that is now a 
mere infant? Is that the purpose? Then it is a protective purpose, 
and not a Democratic purpose. 

I believe that the ability, the capacity, the ingenuity, the skill 
of Americans can develop from mother earth everything lying 
anywhere in her soil as cheaply as anybody in the world, and I do 
not believe they want 1 You can not put this pro- 
tective mantle around blessings of Providence. We have 
them; we have this onyx lying in the earth in California, and all 
the purpose of a protective tariff upon it is simply to allow the 
owners ofthese beds, or the exploiters of this mineral, to charge 
more for it to the American DS than they could otherwise get. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. . President, it seems to me that we 
ought not to get away from the point involved in this discussion. 
The only theory on which this tariff is proposed to be imposed, I 
presume, is to equalize the labor cost between this country and 
other countries. Now, the question is the amount of labor that is 
necessary to get out a cubic foot of marble as against a cubic foot 
of onyx. Onyx is a softer material than marble; its location is 
known in millions and millions of cubic feet. There is nodifficulty 
about its location. 

It is the mere question of the labor involved in getting out a 
cubic foot of this material. With the greater labor necessary in 
the United States to produce a cubic foot of marble than of onyx, we 
have had heretofore a tax of 50 cents to protect American labor in 
getting out a foot of marble, and we propose to raise it now to 65 
cents, and to the smaller amount of labor necessary to get out a 
cubic foot of onyx we propose to give a protection of $1.50. 

There can be no justification for this rate on any theory, even of 
protection. It can not be defended except by frankly admitting 
that the purpose of the Senate is to give to those who happen to 
own hills where onyx is located a higher price than they could 
otherwise get for what the Almighty has put within their reach 
without MAATS 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say to my friend from Arkansas that 
it costs fully three to four times as much, to my knowledge, to 
mine onyx as it does to mine marble. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Why is that? Onyx is softer and 
easier to work. 


Mr. PERKINS. My friend evidently does not understand how 
onyx is located in the earth as compared with marble. It has 
never yet been found and worked in any mine in the United States 
except in the bowlder formation in detached bunches; and the 
largest piece that has been found in California of which I have 
any knowledge was some 10 or 15 feet long. It is mined by labor 
that costs $2.50 per day, while the same class of work is performed 
in Mexico by labor that costs 50 cents per day. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, What is the cost of quarrying marble 
at the same time? 

Mr. PERKINS. We haye a marble quarry in Inyo County, 
where the wages are abont the same per day; but one miner will 
mine 5 tons, 40 cubic feet to the ton, of marble while getting 1 
ton of E 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, The gentleman whose letter I read 
& short time ago to the Senate gave the statements of two scien- 
tific men who gave the contents of one location at 3,000 feet to 
the side and 10 feet thick. "That was located in the Senator's own 
State, and located by a man who claimed to be the only miner and 
producer of this article in that great Golden State of the West. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will correct my friend again. That was in 
Arizona, and was in the imagination of the writer. I think he 
originally came from Arkansas, and now lives in New York, and 
is located in Wall street. His prospectus was drawn in New York 
at all events. It referred simply to the surface formation. It 
might have been all onyx, or but 20 per cent of it might have been. 
onyx. It has not yet been developed; it is yet in its primitive 
state, so far as we have any knowl 

Of course it is very easy to write a prospectus in Titian colors, 
in order that people may be invited to see the beautiful polished 
marble in some temperance saloon in the city; but, nevertheless, 
I speak advisedly when I speak of those mines in California, in 
San Luis Obispo County, where they have never developed any 
defined quarry of onyx. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, The letter I read was postmarked 
San Francisco," and if I am not mistaken that is in California. 

Mr. PERKINS. inly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And the writer of it claimed to be a 
citizen of California. Whether he was or not, I do not know. He 
may have been a Munchausen. I hope, if he is, he is the only one 
in California. I have no doubt the writer was in California, and 
lived in California, and he pretended in his letter to be mining 
onyx in California. He said there was onyx in Arizona, New 
Mexico, Arkansas, and a number of other States, and he was 
doubtless right in that N but that that letter came from a 
citizen of California who claimed to be working California onyx, 
Iimagine the Senator will not be able to deny after he has looked 
at theletter. I am sorry it has gone from me to the Reporter, 
but it will be in the RECORD to-morrow morning as it was written 
by the individual, and then the Senator can see it. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will ask the Senator if it was a typewritten 


tter? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The letter was not written, but was 
printed, with my name written at the top. I presume the letter 
was sent to other Senators as well as to me, and I ree every 
Senator had a copy of it. If the Senator from California knew 
that this was an Arkansas man masquerading in Wall street under 
false pretenses, and pretending to be a Californian for the pur- 
poe of respectability, the Senator ought to have exposed iu 

or 
rolong this discus- 


e now. 
Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I dislike to 
sion, but looking at it coldly as it appears ore us, the case 
seems to be about this, that those who claim to know something 
about this, who at least affirm that they do, and who reside in 
California and have seen onyx and are willing to testify accord- 
ingly, make a declaration regarding it, and then witnesses go 
upon the stand who declare that use they do not know as 
much as those who do know, therefore there is nothing in the 
proposition. Iam willing to submit the case upon that kind of 
testimony. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, It is a most astonishing thing to me 
that my friend from California should undertake to create the 
impression that there is anything remarkable about onyx. Idoubt 
if there is a house in the city of Washington or in the State of 
Maryland that has not a piece of onyx in it. Everybody knows 
what it is, everybody has seen it, and everybody understands 
that itis a form of marble. It is an article that is used for mak- 
ing clocks, for making tables, and for making all sorts of orna- 
ments that are used in houses everywhere; and it is astonishing 
to me that my friend from California should undertake at least 
to speak as if he supposed that a great many people had no con- 


en of what onyx was. Everybody understands perfectly well 
what itis, and the effort to increase this tax 300 per cent above 
"ie is now is indefensible and can not be laughed into respect- 
ability. 

Mr. WHITE. Isimply took the admission of parties as evi- 
dence. I concede that confession alone does not establish the 
corpus delicti, and I am willing again to rest the case. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment to the amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. : 


Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. , z 
Mr. CANNON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 


the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY]. If he were pres- 
ent, he would vote “nay” and I should vote yea.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (when Mr. FAULKNER'S name was 
called). The present occupant of the chair is paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS]; otherwise he would 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY]. Were he pres- 
ent, I should vote “ yea." 

Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). Iam 
paired with the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. McENERY], 
and therefore withhold my vote. ; 

Mr. WETMORE (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I am paired with the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Lixpsay], who has not voted, and I therefore with- 


hold my vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. THURSTON], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. BATE (after having voted in the negative): I desire to 
5 2 if the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Drsor] has 
voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
Senator from Kentucky has not voted. ; 

Mr. BATE. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with 
that Senator. 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 17; as follows: 


YE£AS—3L. 
Aldri 'e. McBride, Sewell, 
Arum" Gallibger, Nelson, Shonp, 
Carter, Gear, Perkins, Spooner, 
Chandler, Hale, Platt, Stewart, 
Clark, Pritchard, arrey, 
Davis, Hawley, : Wellington, 
Fair Jones, Nev. aes = te. 
Foraker, w. 

NAYS—IT. 
Chilton, McLaurin, Murphy, Lor ET 

5 Mallory, Pettus, Wal 
Cockrell, Mills, Roach, 
Harris, Mitchell, Smith, 
Jones, Ark. organ, Turpie, 
NOT VOTING-AI. 
Allen, Deboe, Kyle, Platt, N. Y. 
Bacon, Elkins, Lindsay, Teller, 
Bate, ' George, M Millan, ima 
, c 

Berry, Gorman, Mantle, Turner; 
Burrows, Gray, Martin, etmore, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Mn ilson, 
Caffery, Harris, Tenn. Mo: Wolcott. 
Cannon, Heitfeld, Paseo, 
© oar, Penrose, 
Daniel, Kenney, Pettigrew, 


The amendment as amended rade deas to. 

The reading of the bill was res at paragraph 113, on page 31. 

Mr. VES I move to strike out the word “fifteen,” before the 
words per cent,” and put these articles upon the free list. Lask 
for the yeas and nays upon the amendment. 

Burr stones are under the Wilson Act, and now it is pro- 
pe to put a duty of 15 per cent ad valorem on them. If there 

any excuse for that sort of legislation, I do not know what it is. 
Burr stones are articles of absolute necessity. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Missouri to be to strike ont paragraph 113. 
EM T. Yes; forthe purpose of putting burr stones on the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. VEST] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 113, on 
page 31, as follows: 

115, Burr stones, manufactured or bound up into millstones, 15 per cent 
ad valorem. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 114, line 9, before the 
word ** cents," to strike out ten and insert ** fourteen; " so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

ede Pe grim x de pees limestone, and other building or * 

stone, onyx, unmanufactured 
Becas provided ede sen lb er end eed 
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Mr. VEST. Imovetostrikeout ‘‘ fourteen” and insert ‘‘seven;” 
and on that I intend to call for the yeas and nays. 

I should like to be heard just a minute upon this paragraph. 
Here is à rise of 3 cents over the McKinley Act—from 11 to 14 
cents. Therate in the Wilson Act was 7 cents, and the compara- 
tive statement shows that of manufactures of stone we imported 
into this country in 1896, $625,213 worth; that we imported of 
rough stone $21,333, and of dressed stone $320,432.99 worth, mak- 
ing a balance of trade in favor of the United States of some $175,- 
000 or $180,000. Notwithstanding the fact that we supply the 
domestic market and export this large amount I have mentioned, 
the Ag has were $635,215. : 

Mr. ident, the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
was kind enough to inform us, I believe on Saturday last, that 
there were but five or six places in this bill where the committee 
had increased the rates over those in the McKinley Act. Here is 
a plain rise of 3cents. If there is any sort of excuse for it, Ido not 
know it. Of course that is chargeable to 2 en era Here is 
& manifest and palpable de re from the McKinley Act, which 
was the very highest taxation we ever had in this country, and an 
increase of 3 cents specific. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 114, on page 31, line 9, before 
the word ‘‘cents,” it is proposed to amend the committee amend- 
ment by striking out **fourteen" and inserting “seven.” 

Mr. CAFFERY. Looking at 13 114, I see that in 1893 
there were 147,416.11 cubic feet of this stone imported, and in 1896 
there were 65,182.33 cubic feet imported. This, therefore, was a 
diminishing import under a diminished tariff, which the McKinley 
law made 11 cents and the Deut law makes 7 cents. Now, I hope 
that a witness whom I will cite in this particular will not be called 
a Munchausen or of any kindred or relationship whatever to 
Ananias, This witness is Mr. John J. Allen, of Brooklyn, who 
states in a long communication to the Committee on Ways and 
Means of the Honse of Representatives: 

The brownstone or freestone industry is therefore essentially an industry 
to be fostered. Sandstone has so y entered into use as a building ma 


terial i necessity A 
has . — of n use MA Aem 8 
masonry construction. 

Now, we have not here an article of luxury upon which the ar- 
gument can be based that the rich ought to be taxed irrespective 
of income or revenue, but we have an article of everyday use, of 
absolute necessity, one that every man of ordinary means may 
avail himself of in making his house or any other structure that 
he desires; and in the face of the fact that we export more of this 
stone than we import, and that under the lower rates of the Wil- 
son law a less amount was imported than under the higher rates 
of the McKinley law, we are asked to raise the rate of duty 3 cents, 
from 11 to 14 cents—3 cents higher than the McKinley rate. 

This is certainly not in line with the declaration of the Senator 
from Rhode Island, who said he wanted a moderate tariff, in order 
that there um e be some permanency insured through this tariff 

submit to Senate whether this rise can be jus- 


tified on any ground, either of protection or of revenue. 

'The PRESIDENT pro tempore. te esee ison the amend- 
ment of the Senator Missouri [Mr. Vest] to the amendment 
proposed by the committee. 

Mr. VEST. Icallfor the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BATE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Kentucky M DEBOE]. 

Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. 

Mr. CANNON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the juniorSenator from Arkansas [ Mr. BERRY]. If he were here, 
he would vote “ yea” and I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I announce m. 
pair with the Senator from Kentueky [Mr. LINDSAY]. : 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. If he were present, 
he would vote “nay” and 1 should vote yea.“ . 

Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). I 
announce my pair with the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
McENERY]. 

Mr Tam paired with 


; (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HOAR. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. TURNER] to the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason], 
and I will vote. I vote '*nay." 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. I announce my pair with the Senator 
from OU TEES CLARK]. 

=; CMI . In order to make a quorum I will vote. I 
vote ** nay." 

Mr. PLATT of NewYork, Iwillvoteinordertomakeaquorum, 
I vote “nay.” 
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The result was announced=yeas 18, nays 27; as follows: 


¥EAS=18. 
Bacon, Jones, Ark. Murphy, Varple 
Chilton, McLaurin, Pettus, Ves 
A M Rawlins, Walthall. 
Cockrell, Mitchell, Roach, 
Fa er, organ, Smith, 
NAYS—27. 
Aldrich, Eryo, Jones, Nev. Pritchard, 
son, linger, Age. Quay, 
Burrows, Gear, McBride, Sewell, 
Carter, Hale, MeMillan, Shoup, 
Chandler, Hanna, Perkins, 8 
air $ Hawley, Platt, Conn. etmore. 
Foraker, oar, Platt, 
NOT VOTING—4. 
Allen, Deboe, Lindsay, Y. 
Baker, Elkins, McEnery, Stewart, 
Bate, rge, Mallory, Teller, 
Berry, Gorman, Mantle, Thurston, 
Butler, Gray, in, ilman, 
Caffery, Hansbrongh, Mason, rner, 
Cannon, rris, Kans. Morrill, Warren, 
Clarke, Harris, Tenn. Nelson, Wellington, 
Culiom, Heitfeld, Pasco, White, 
Daniel, Kenney, Penrose, Wilson, 
E yle, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The question recurs on agreeing to the amendment reported by 
the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The reading of the bill was resuraed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in par ph 115, page 31, line 14, 
before the words per centum," to strike out ‘‘ forty” and insert 
“ fifty;” so as to e the paragraph read: 

115. Freestone, granite, sandstone, limestone, and other building or monu- 


mental stone, except marble and onyx, not specially provided for in this act, 
hewn, dressed, or polished, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out “fifty” and insert ‘‘ thirty." 

Mr. President, it becomes my melancholy duty to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Rhode Island to another rate in excess of 
that in the McKinley Act. He informed us that there were only 
five or six. I think we have already gone over some thirty or 
forty—I have not enumerated them—and here is another duty 
exceeding that in the McKinley Act. The further we go with this 
bill, I am sorry to say, the more evident it is that our friends on 
the other side have lost all respect and veneration for their great 
ideal tariff act, named after the President of the United States. 
I ask for the yeas and nays on the question of agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I donot desire to take up any time 
on this schedule or on this icular duty, but I do wish to say 
that it is far from being ahigh duty. It strikes me and always 
has struck me that it is one of the lowest, in view of the compara- 
tive labor cost. The labor cost here is just double what it is in 
Scotland, and it isa very heavy competition for us to meet. I 
myself think the duty ought to be a great deal higher. The cost 
of the product is almost entirely labor, and having to pay here just 
double wages, renders it absolutely necessary, unless we want to 
drive the granite industry out of this country, to give it adequate 

rotection. I consider this very far from what it ought to be. It 
less than what is given to marble. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Mr. President, Ishall not occupy much time, 
as I am very anxious to vote on the amendment, but I wish to put 
in the RECORD some facts concerning the matter under discussion. 

First, without reading, I ask permission to insert in the RECORD 
an extract from a letter received by me from J. G, Batterson, jr., 
who is very largaly interested in the manufacture of granite in 
my own city as well as in other cities of the country, and whose 
firm furnished the beautiful granite that was used in the con- 
struction of the Congressional Library. I ask permission to have 
the letter inserted in the RECORD without reading. 

- The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and that will be the order. 

The letter is as follows: e " 
New York, May 28, 1897. 

My DEAR SENATOR: You will be conferring a great favor and earning the 
everlasting gratitude of the stone cutters and manufacturers of New Eng- 
land if you succeed in increasing the tariff on finished work to a point where 
American labor can compete with the foreign product. There are only a few 
concerns in the United States who make it a business of importing, aud the 
wen 1 of those have little or no financial standing; and any statements 

e by them as to hardships imposed upon them by increase of tariff are of 
no importance as compared with the other side of the question. 

There are about 15,000 stonecutters in the United States, and 10,000 of 
those men are employed in New England. The granite centers, such as 

uincy, Barre, Concord, and Westerly, have suffered severely during the 
past few years of hard times; and the small work, such as headstones and 
small monuments costing from $100 to $500, on which the small manufacturers 


have been depending for their work, has been, 3 competition with 
forem granites, so cut to pieces that there is nothing left in it for any except 


ose handling foreign work on commission. 
Yours, truly, 
I J. G. BATTERSON, JR. 
Hon. JACOB ALLING 
United States Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 


Mr.GALLINGER. Ialsoask permission to insert in the RECORD 
a resolution adopted by the Commercial Club of Concord, N. H., 
touching this EE uum 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the res- 
olution will be printed in the RECORD, "The Chair hears none. 

The resolution is as follows: 

CONCORD, N. H., May 29, 1897. 

Dear SIR: At a meeting of the Concord Commercial Club, held this date, 
the santo resolution was unanimously adopted: 

** Resolved, That the Concord Commercial Club heartily indorses the action 
of the Concord Granite Manufacturers’ Association looking to the sscuring 
of a sufficient tariff on imported granite to equalize the labor cost of the 
product between this and foreign countries.” 

Respectfully, yours, H. H. CHASE. S 
Hon. J. H. GALLINGER, C ESSE ta: 


United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I will read a letter received a short time 
ago from T. P. Sullivan, of Concord, N. H., who has had very 
large experience in the matter of manufacturing granite, but who 
is not now in that business. He writes me as follows: 

CoNconp, N. H.. May 10, 1897. 

My DEAR SENATOR: Your favor of the 6th is at hand; also a copy of the 
Dingley amended tariff bill. I would say that of course I am interested in 
the granite end of it. although I am entirely out of the business; but never- 
theless I am interested in every item in the bill that keeps United States 
dollars to be spent in the United States instead of having thou spentin any 
other country. As to the granite of it, the item on the rough material 
is probably all right, because I from the.nature of the European 
quarries we can not get hurt from that source; but there are some in Canada 
and the Provinces that we should have no specíal cause for allowing to be 
opened up at our expenses; but I think 14 cents sufficient. 

As to the duty on dressed granite,it should be more than 50 per cent ad 
valorem. While 50 per cent may look large, the real fact is that 50 per cent 
of the duty on the actual cost is as much as we ever get on account of no 
real supervision or intelligent i tion at the port of shipment. To-da 
the entire granite importation is in the hands of combinations that contro! 
the price and control who the buyers are to be on this side, and in many 
cases it is the same firm in Scotland that ships and invoices to itself in the 
United States, and you can imagine what sort of an invoice Peas might 
expect for ad valorem p s. The price they sell for here is not con- 
trolled oray honest margin of profit on the selling price in Scotland., butis 
simply p. low enough to just beat the salesman of American granites. 

One well-paid, competent granite expert in Scotland could have saved, at 
least in some years in the past, over $100,000a year in the establishment of 
proper costs on manufact granite when offered for importation into this 
country, and I presume the same defect will be found in connection with 
every other article that isimported on an ad valorem duty. The granite 
cutters in this country get from $2.60 per diem to, say, $3 at an average. The 
5 run in about that line. The same grades in Scotland would run at 

rom 90 cents to $1.25 per day, and 50 per cent of duty will not protect us by 
any means. 

‘To-day granite is not a product of any particular section of our country. 
Wisconsin Minnesota, 8 Missouri, Georgia, the Carolinas are in tant 
greater granite States than either of our New England States, and in either 
can be found as fine a granite as can be found anywhere. And with sucha 
vast field to compete from, I don’t understand why we should have a single 
foreign granite monument in our country. If the same conditions existed in 
any country of Europe as to other products, the United States could not sell 
a single dollar's worth there. There are granite dealers in every section of 
our country d d to establish business, and these people should be given 

e. 


all the aid bi 

The Ready Monduxberit in Atlanta shows as fine a class of granite as can be 
found in the world. Virginia, from Petersburg to Fredericksburg, can show 
as fine and as varied granites as can be found, and in all those places men are 
struggling to establish a business,and I can not see why the farmer or the 
millionaire who enjoys the privilege of making money and selling his goods 
in the best market of the world should not be compelled to buy his goods in 
that same market. 

In view of the combinations in Scotland and the United States, and in view 
of the easy way goods can be sent at a reduced value, they can bent our mar- 
ket if the price was placed at 80 per cent ad valorem, and it should not be put 
at anyless You l find nobody to oppose it, excepting the middlemen, 
who manipulate invoices and prices in this country, and the paidattorneys or 
lobbyists from the millionaire Scotch granite dealers. 

Iremain, yours, 
T. P. SULLIVAN. 
Hon. Jacos H. GALLINGER, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 

That, Mr. President, is expert testimony from a man of thorough 
American instincts, and whose sole interest is for the welfare of 
American 9 and laboringmen. His words carry infinitely 
more weight than that of importers who desire to break down 
the American market so that they can sell imported monuments. 

From the accompanying comparative tables which I desire to 
submit, it will be seen that the manufacturers of granite work 
and their workmen, to be fairly protected against the low wages 
paid abroad, are entitled to a duty of 100 per cent ad valorem 
placed on finished granite to equalize the cost of labor. If the 
proposed duty remains, it would be but fair to make a 8 
duty, adding, say, 15 or 20 cents per cubit foot to the ad valorem 
duty. Even that would only partially protect the American 
manufacturer, but it would be a great help, and I shall hope that 

he committee of conference may revise the rates as I suggest. 

I wish to have printed in connection with my remarks the com- 
arative tables to which I have alluded, and which have been 
urnished by the Granite Manufacturers' Association of Quincy, 

Mass., showing the relative cost of granite monuments in Scot- 
land and in this country, and the rate of duty required to equalize 
the cost, from which it will be seen that in almost every instance 
it would require 100 per cent upon finished granite to equalize the 
labor cost between this country and Scotland, from which latter 
country so many of our granite monuments are brought. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The document will be printed 
in the RECORD, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 

Monument No. 1, manufactured at Quincy, Mass., or Concord, N. H., 


weighing 2,800 pounds and containing 16 cubic feet, costs $165. 
1 Monument the size of the above Monument No. 1, manufactured in Scot- 
MOBO ooo wre genta EET TY e $76.96 FFP rasa smn PEO $76. 96 
Add 50 per cent duty .......... 48 | Add 60 per cent xe — 46.17 
Add 15 cents per cubie foot (16 Add 20 cents per cubic foot (16 
S . 113 3.20 
o S 6.63 
124.47 132.96 
The above eee" pid duty. 50 per cent ad valorem and 15 cents per cubic 
foot, is equal to 53 per cent ad valorem. 


Monument No. 1 weighs 2,800 pounds. Specific duty required to equalize 
labor cost, 3 cents per pound. 


Duty.($ omis per pound) e Lid ETA 
Conk of — in Bootiand : 
r c Pg Au Pire 


Table showing relative cost of Quincy and Scotch monuments. 
[Prices marked "Quincy" are f. CS e and Scotch are delivered at 
n. 


in Scotland, with Duy ak Nae uired Eres 
Cost in Quincy, Mass. cost of freight ize labor cost, 1! 
&dded. per cent. 
Monument No. 1— 
16 cubic feet.. $165.00 | 16.0 equal $76.96 | 16.0 equal........ $16. 96 
Proposed duty, 50 38.48 Ey icm 76. 
per ent. 


Monument No. 2— 


5 cubic feet.... 53.50 | 5.5 


Monument No. 3— 
7 cubic feet.... 81.31 |. 


Monument No. 4— 
40 cubic feet... 374.18 


Monument No. 5— 


14 cubic feet... 136.00 


Monument No. 6— 
12 cubic feet... 136.64 


Mr. GALLINGER. A little time ago a resident of my own 
city, who was born in Sweden and from which country ne re- 
cently came after a visit of several weeks, stated as an absolute 
fact, which he determined from inquiry and observation while in 
his native land, that quarrymen in Sweden, from which some 
granite is coming to this country, are working fourteen hours a 
day for 39 cents, and that the stonecutters are working twelve 
hours a day for 87 cents. He made a comparison of those wages 
with the wages paid in Concord, N. H., Barre, Vt., Quincy, Mass., 
and other large granite centers, and it appears that in Concord 
und the other places they are paying for nine hours’ labor $1,80 a 
day as against 39 cents a day in Sweden for fourteen hours. 

Mr. CHANDLER. For quarrymen? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes, for quarrymen, and we are paying 


our granite cutters a minimum rate of §2.65 for nine hours’ work, 
while in Sweden they are working twelve hours for 87 cents. 
That is upon the authority of a native of Sweden, who has recently 
visited that country and who brings back absolutely corroct infor- 
mation. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to delay the Senate, although 
much other valuable information could be furnished on this su 
ject. My own judgment is that the proposed duty of 50 p cent, 
which the Committee on Finance have suggested, while larger 
than the House rate, is entirely inadequate; and if I were not ex- 
tremely anxious to have the bi d, believing thatit will tend 
to relieve the business distress that has overtaken almost every 
American industry, I should be inclined to make a contest for a 
largerrate. Forthisreason I will forbear offering an amendment, 
but will repeat the hope that when the bill gets into conference, 
the granite interests of this country may be better protected than 
they are even by the Senate amendment, to the end that the men 
who are engaged in this great industry in the United States may 
be fully an 3 protected from the cheaper labor of for- 
eign countries. That is all the American granite manufacturers 
ask, and their demand is both reasonable and just. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I understood my friend the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] to say a while ago that the 
labor cost in this work is twice as great in the United States asin 
foreign countries. "Therefore, he justified the high rate im 
by the pending bill for the equalization of the difference in labor 
cost of the foreign and the domestic product. Ifind by our census 
returns, as to marble and stone work, in the United States, that the 
labor cost in 1890 was $41.58 in every $100 worth of product, and 
as to limestone, $46.61. 

Now, if these two sums are double the labor cost in foreign 
countries, $25 in the $100, or 25 per cent, would cover the differ- 
ence; but the amount given, at $46.61 and $41.58, would cover the 
entire labor cost. So 40 per cent in the bill would cover the en- 
tire labor cost. It would cover not only the difference, but it 
would make a present to the manufacturers of marble and stone 
and limestone—they are all in the schedule. The Government 
would give to those es a sum amply sufficient to cover all 
their labor—not the difference, but the whole of it. 

My friend the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] 
said we ought to have 100 per cent, if I understood him correctly. 
A hundred per cent would cover all cost—the cost of material, the 
cost of labor, the cost of everything. When we put 100 per cent 
on articles which we purchase ina foreign country, free on board, 
which covers a margin of profit to the man who is conducting the 
business, it covers the entire thing. and not the cost of labor only. 
The quotation of prices of labor by the day amounts to nothing. 
We know that machinery makes the great reduction in the cost of 
labor in this country. The report from which I have read shows 
that the labor cost here is so far beneath 100 pu cent; that 40 per 
cent in the pending bill would amply cover the whole labor cost, 
and not merely the difference. 

Mr.LODGE. Theamountof machinery used in gem cutting 
is very, very small. It is almost exclusively hand labor. 

Mr. MILLS. Iunderstand it is very considerable. 

Mr. LODGE. I am not 1 of getting the stone out, but 
of working it afterwards. have here the figures of cost. The 
cost in Scotland, freight added, of monument No. 1—these are 
samples of monuments—is $76.98; the same monument would cost 
in Quincy, Mass., $165. That is absolute cost, and it is almost 
entirely labor cost. 

I will not tàke the time of the Senate to go through a series of 
these monuments. It is the same throughout. e labor cost 
here is just about twice as much as it is in Scotland. I referred 
to the difference between this country and Scotland. Comparin; 
with Sweden, as the Senator from New Hampshire did, it pud 
berather greater. Ithink the Senator from Texas will find that 
the labor is largely hand labor and that the cost is largely labor 


cost. 
Mr. CAFFERY. Looking over the tariff hearings,I find the 
following: 


MONTPELIER, VT., January 6, 1897. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 

The tariff on granite is now 30 per cent, under the McKinley bill it was 40 
per cent, and before that time it was 20 per cent; but 30 per cent is suffi- 
ciently high for the protection of American labor. 

Ninety-nine per cent of the granite imported into this country is red gran- 
ite. The red nite of the United States is very limited. There is some 
found at Red h, in Maine, but it is of a quait that will not hold its 
color and is not very desirable, and if the people of the United States want 
a red granite, they can not obtain a good article in this country. The result 
is that excessive duty on this granite will take it from the consumer and will 
not be any advantage to the American workmen. 

If you will look at the schedule of ite imported into the United States 
within the past year, you will find under the30 per cent tariff a large decrease, 
and we hope the — 5 will be left as it now stands and not increased. 

We are large handlers of Barre granite, and know that it does not affect 
the trade in our native stone and would not in any other granite centers in 
the United States. 


R. C. Bowers GRANITE COMPANY, 
R. C. BOWERS, President. 
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There is another communication: 


Boston, January 5, 1897. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 
WE A eee tae lr pei je snp nm der gh e present rate of duty 
granite, as I know, from 5 cost of the same style work in 
both — und . that th nd vaa nt rate of duty i » morethan 
the can product. princi reason for sales be- 
ites is that purchasers havea larger variety of 
e their selections, in Scotch and Swedish, which 
ite quarries do not produce.. 

From this see that it it ie ad the prices named to purchasers that 
effect tho sales And ELS 9 ite ^ ou will 1 at 
careful reference, e 3 ons o gran aro GLA e 
This iso to the fact that our American quarries d sel Amer 

ites, 


gran: Ame: 
much lower 


than 

Iam lar FF Sea pe antur at West Quincy, Mass., 
as well as naling all other Korian ri LÁ pn and. i bk 
interests in the Ari provides. ^ industry require any further protection 


than the present tariff 
E CHARLES CLEMENTS. 
; > Boston, January 5, 1897. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 

We wish to test against &n e eee gS 
granites. The prios is now — d in excess of our American granites, bot 
Ma and gray, and a iv 533 heavy loss to the Government in 
revenue, an will benefit none. the present duty. on investi- 
Len dene. mar d Found. in the apre of ym ttee, sufficiently high, and 

no change for the presen: 
E. C. WILLISON. 


Again: 
Committee on. Ways and Means: 
We are large owners of quarries and manufactories of granite at 


ee — the 3 


Boston, January 5, 1897. 


in the 

grani tes hy Oka quet ad a at a much less cost, notwithstanding th 

erence 

With the Dee tariff we can successfully compete with the manufactur- 
ers of Scotland in manufacture; besides, the only granite that is imported at 
the present time is red granite, of which we have very few quarries suitable 
for monumental "s and we believe it is for the interest of the monu- 
mental business t weshould be able to supply a variety of colors, both 
from an artístic and business standpoint. 

Wet therefore most earnestly protest against any increase in the present 


: JONES BROS. 
Again: 


Committee on Ways and Means. 
Your committee will no doubt consider the rate of duty on foreign granite 
in the near future. The old rate was 20 
to 40 per cent, and then placed at 30 per cen 
all interes rests concerned — F 
and my su case is m: y excuse 
for your valuable time, An examination o the imports 
will show that E raat of same is red granite, for which we have no equiy- 
alent in the Uni States. The gray granites quarried in this 
ble to secure abroad. Red TE 


New YORK, January 6, 1897. 


n» 
5. pred of 20 per cent would advance the 
interests of everyone concerned, as there is no conflict of interests, as the 
y granites quarried here are so much superior to 3 ne is ible 
53 abroad that the market is practically closed to of 


jal that, on account of the difference adde 0 different 
cemeteries a: Biot Ba value of 88 If any indust: in this country would be 
advanced or by leaving the dut at its t rate of 30 per cent, 
1 8 be the iat to to enter a protest. least 7 cent of my business is 
ome mate: 


D. W. FRANCIS. 

It is so seldom that any protest against high tariff or any 
demand for low tariff is made before a Republican committee in 
the consideration of a tariff bill that it is quite refreshing to find 
such communications as I have read. It may be that Senators on 
the other side will attempt to discredit what is stated in these 
communications by deriding the testimony as coming from manu- 
facturers. They are not only manufacturers, but some of them 
are importers; and they are quarrymen who own the quarries. 

They state distinctl ‘that at least 90 per cent of the granite that 
comes into the United States is red granite; that that character of 
granite does not at all compete with gray granite, the ordinary 
monumental granite, as it is termed, and therefore any additional 
tariff upon the granites is no good whatever toany interests in the 
United States, nor will it promote the p of revenue, be- 
cause the additional tariff will be prohibitive, I submit these 
considerations to Senators on the other side, and claim that they 

ht to be entitled to considerable weight. 

"Phe gentlemen who write these communications certainly 
not be accused of any leaning toward the horrid idea of free ade, 
for the last communication wound up with a statement that the 
writer was in accord with the Republican idea of protection, 
but, looking atthe matter froma business standpoint, he could 
see no reason whatever why the rate should be raised. He rather 
thought thatit ought to be reduced; that notwithstanding the labor 
cost in America was higher per diem than in Scotland or Sweden 
or any other place from. whi 


9 *. cent. This Ath was advanced 


granite is imported, yet the output I. 


of the labor, the result of the labor, is such that the American 
could more than compete with his brother laborer in other coun- 
tries. This ought to be, I think, in the interest of the whole 
country, duly considered, and the rate, if not lowered, ought cer- 
tainly to be maintained at the Wilson rate. 

Mr.GALLINGER. All the gentlemen from whom the Senator 
from Louisiana has read are importers of granite. Most of them 
are known to those of us who live in New England. I rise simply 
to say that the contention that Mr. Bowers makes, which the Sen 
ator from Louisiana has read, that there is no red granite suitable 
for monumental p in this country, is so clearly refuted by 
some literature whic I hold in my hand that I eid to put it in 
the RECORD. It shows that we have in Wisconsin, Minnesota, 
Missouri, and Texas | quantities of the very best colored gen 
ite the world produces that can be used for monumental pu 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to state at this poing that very MES 
8 of the granite in question are found in the State of 

yoming. We ſuse it for monumental and building purposes, and 
it has proved to be valuable in every way. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I meant to add the State of Maine likewise. 
I ask unanimous consent to have placed in the RECORD, without 
reading, the clippings that I send to the desk, which absolutely and 
completely refute the contention that we have not in this country 
an abundance of see granite for monumental purposes. That 
is all I care to sa 

The PRESIDIN G OFFICER. Is there objection to the 
of the Senator from New Hampshire? If there be no objec’ 
such will be the order of the Senate. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


AMERICAN RED GRANITE, 


R. C. Bowers, of Montpelier, Vt., having made the statement to the Wa: 
and Means Committee of the House of Representatives that nite of the 
United Btatesis very limited," and that **if i Er na adr of the United States 
want a red 25 can not obtain a good this country,” the 
following. cal stonecutter who knows whereof he writes, com- 
pletely refutes E a statement, and 8 that the color does not fade, as 
claimed by R. C. Bowers that the Red d: 


uest 


BERLIN, WIS., March 21, 1897. 


t your request I will try and 8 of the red-granite quarries 
a 8. 5 States of Wisconsin, Minnesota, and Missouri that I have personally 


The Montello red-granite 8 of Wisconsin lies about 100 miles from 
3 Shey rk diea branch line of the Wisconsin Central 


Railroad. It was first fon erring about fifteen years ago. At the 
present time of writing ee mage eg AERA: wrap Pope ee ada 
tates. It isa hard and pluc to work, somewhat of the same nature 
as the te in the Troy N. Spout odi 0 
Brattleboro (Vt.) stone an ced avery Lettering and carving 
show a great contrast on ork. 
As tothe quantity, it is is D nlimited.a and blocks of pure granite 20 feet square 


may be easily quarried. The greater depth the stone is taken from the 
quarry the darker and purer the te becomes. There are some small red 
a quarries near Wausaw, Wis. at a place called Granite d fac 
BM they are not worked to much advantage on account of railroad facil- 
ities. The granite is considered of excellent quality. The red 
ries of Mine are mostly at or around St. Cloud, situated 
— northwest on the Great Northern and Union Pa- 
ds. and he te has been used mostly for building purposes for 
— — nine years. the last three years it has come into prominence as an 
ornamental, ite. It is an elegant VE stone, safe and durable, al- 
though it will not stand as much pressure as Montello or Berlin granite. Its 
color is somewhat lighter than Montello, but takes a fine polish, and will not 
fade through exposure or time. There are inexhaustible 8 of it. It 
seems strange, but there is Pause t: all grades and color about St. Cloud. 
Ortonville, Minn.. also m di stone, granite quarries, The court-house of 
Minneapolis was built te mani this stone, pymes itis not used much for monu- 
mentsasyet. Amberg is of rather grayish tint, and vei new E an 
ries are a fine ay te of 
Graniteville, ontello, 
might be called ae of red I kn us n 
mount ow nothing 
authentic about this State, Sous, Or only & shaped hers I think Texas has 
more granite than any State in t Tn 


CALAIS, ME., March £5, 1897. 

EDITOR OF TAE STONE TRADE NEWS: 

We notice your article on red pes and statement of R. C. Bowers, of 
Montpelier, Vt., in your issue of 

Your article is quite right, and his statement should be taken up by every- 
one interested in granite and resented by the trade, as it is a gross misstate- 
ment of the facts. There is plenty of first-class red granite in the United 
States, as anyone who knows anything about granite can a S Mr. Bowers; 


the fact of the United States Government using such la nantities of 
Jonesboro red granite and with every satisfaction as to quali i evidence of 
it. As for monumental work, red beach granite has been for years and 


with good satisfaction to those who have used it, We have done quite a lot 
of work 8 in red beach granite and have never had a question asked 


a number of dealers to 

f Sco! using it can not adr the differ- 

A XEM hold its sole and is not so imperfect as Scotch granite, as we 
can y 

As to the advantage to American workmen, we can easily show that if 

Scotch red granite were prohibited from coming into this country finished, 

we could supply the demand 2 it here and could pred 500 to 1,000 men, 


doing it at American wages, and consumer would sim "or have to pay the 
difference between American a wees and Scotch — rr cod ch he should do. 

Thanking you for takin; matter as you did, and trusting other 
manufacturers will also up, 


We remain, yours, teuly, 
NEW BRUNSWICK RED GRANITE CO., OF MAINB, 
Per C. W. YOUNG, President. 
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LLANO, TEX. 
LLANO County, TEX., April 5, 1597. 
I notice with interest in the Stone Trade News an article by a Mr. R. C. 
Bowers on red granite. If Mr. Bowers thinks there is no red granite in the 


United States enough for monumental or any other purpose, he should 
take a trip to Texas, or even to Llano County. and one day's travel amo 
the quarries here that are in aration, and the mountains of stone whic 
have not been touched, and which are as as the world can uce, 
would convince him, I think, that he was mistaken in his estimate. In Bur- 
net coat is the Granite Mountain, a good red stone of unlimited quantity, 


FTT is aa good a red st 
unty, Fran ich's red- uarr, as a one 
id f tis 2 red than Peter- 


as Scotland or any other country can produce. ; 
head, snitable for monumental or building purposes. It is dark red, even in 
texture, and free from discoloring seams or blemish of any kind. Also blue 
and gray granite quarries are found here. Fromthese quarriesstone of any 
size can be got out entirely free from discoloring matter or seams. 

In Gillespie County there isa red granite which is noted for its hardness 
and deep red color when polished, taken from a quarry known as Bear Moun- 
tain quarry; itis darker the Hill-o-Fare. Scotland. à 

th Lianc County is also the enchanted rock, of red nite, covering an 
area of 640 acres, and rising to a height of 740 feet. If Mr. Bowers could onl, 
see this mountain of stone, he would decide there was at least one g 
bowlder of red eger in the United States, enough for any 7 
If it was in Scotland it would take quite a while to ship it over as ballast, 
although I believe their business would increase with this le of stone. 

In Mason County there are large sheets of red, pink, and white granite. 

Icould mention dozens of other places where there could be la; uarries 
opened of both red und gray stone. When I say quarries I mean jus whatI 
say; no mass of bowlders and dry seams. There is stone here of all colorsand 
kinds. Marble has as yet not been worked to any extent, but Y 8 thore 


is good marble here. Soapstone, serpentine, and grease which 


are fireproof, are found here. Stone of nearly every class and character is 
found in this State. 


Mr. VEST. Reference has been made to the granite its in 
the State of Missouri. There are large deposits there of colored 
granite, and while I do not know, I suppose it is equal to any 
8 that is brought in from abroad or produced anywhere else. 

ut Iam here to say that there is no necessity for increasing this 
duty, and the comparative statement shows it. In 1893, under 
the McKinley Act, there was brought into this country $439,147 
worth of VERD In 1896 the im fell to $320,432.99 worth. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was owing to hard times. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from New Hampshire says it was 
owing to hard times, but look at the difference in the rate of duty. 
Why should you now put back this duty when hard times are 
continuing? Why should you increase it to 50 per cent over and 
above the McKinley Act, when the depression still rests upon the 
country of which the Senator speaks? 

Mr. President, if we could compromise on this proposed tariff 
&ct by putting on tariff duties equivalent to the difference in labor 
between this country and abroad we would be here a very short 
time. I undertake to say that I can prove from the reports, not 
only of the census, from which the Senator from Texas has read, 
but of the labor commissioners in the New 3 States, con- 
spicuously in Connecticut, that the duties in the McKinley Act 
and this proposed act cover the entire cost in a great many in- 
stances, and no attention is paid to the difference in labor. 

We had a conspieuous example of that in paragraph 111, which 
was adopted here against onr protest. The tax on superficial feet 
in two classifications was $1.75, and then the bill goes on to pro- 
vide that when any je of onyx or granite is smoothed the 
duty is $3.60 a cubic foot. If it is a place only an inch in size, the 
infinitesimal smoothing of any portion of it, immediately, in the 
name of labor, the duty is increased to $3.60 a cubic foot. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. To what paragraph is the Senator 
from Missouri referring? 

Mr. VEST. Iamtalking about paragraph 111, which we have 
adopted. If the Senator will turn to it, he will see that what I 
State is absolutely true. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the duty on marble. 

Mr. VEST. Marbleand onyx. The duty is $1.75 a superficial 
foot, and if you smooth a place as big as an inch, or less than an 
inch, or a hundredth part of an inch, immediately the tariff tax 
5 to the cubic foot attaches. Labor is a Fema thing. Like 

iberty, a great many outrages are perpetrated in its name. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is a little off 

Mr. VEST. I beg Pad What does the Senator say? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator has his figures a little high, if he 
will examine. 

Mr. VEST. I think not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On line 14 in that paragraph the rate is 18 
cents a superficial foot and the rubbed provision is 3 cents addi- 
tional, which makes 21 cents a superficial foot instead of $3.60. 

Mr. VEST. I have been very careful to go over it with an ex- 

rt and to make the calculation. Ido not think I am mistaken. 

the next to the last classification, where any is smoothed, the 
duty is $3.60 to the cubic foot. The other taxation is upon the 
superficial foot. But, be that as it may—andI do not think I am 
mistaken—here is an increase over the McKinley tariff in the name 
of labor, and by the census reports, which the Senator from Texas 
read, the increase is out of all proportion to the difference in the 
labor of foreign countries and inthis. I ask for the yeas and nays 
upon my amendment. 

Mr. BATE. Before the vote is taken, I do not rise to add any- 
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thing to what has been said on the question, but the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] proposed to put in the Ro- 
ORD some article from a newspaper—some literature, as he called 
it—upon the point we now have under discussion. I think 
that is a wrong practice, sir I do not think that any article 
ought to go into the RECORD unless it is read to the Senate, that 
we may see what the language is and know what the article is. 
I call for the reading of the article, or else I shall object to its go- 
ing into the RECORD without being read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iwill say to the Senator that they are all 
articles published in a trade journal. É 

Mr. BATE. It does not make any difference whether they were 
published in a trade journal or a daily paper; but I think what- 
ever goes into the RECORD ought to be fni by the Senate; and 
as the articles relate to the question now under consideration, I 
call for their 8 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ishallbe pleased to read them, and I shall 
reciprocate at some time when the Senator from Tennessee wants 
to insert something in the RECORD. 

Mr. BATE. Youcanreciprocate whenever youdesire. I know 
it is a wrong practice to have anything put in the RECORD with- 
out being —— 

Mr. GALLINGER. I make the point of order that unanimous 
consent was given to have the matter printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
Chair distinctly asked the question whether there was objection 
to the insertion of the articles in the RECORD without reading. 
Hearing no objection, the Chair ordered that the same be inserted 
without reading, assuming that unanimous consent was given. 
So far, therefore, as the insertion of the articles in the RECORD is 
concerned, the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BATE. Ihave nothing to say against any particular Sen- 
ator doing it, but I give notice now that I shall hereafter object. 
The Chair has decided that my objection is too late, but the next 
time I shall see that it is made in time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the 
amendment of the Senator frem Missouri [Mr. Vest] to the amend- 
ment of the committee, which will be read. : 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 115, page 31, line 14, strike out 
“ forty," before the words per centum," and insert *‘ thirty” in 
lieu of ** fifty,” as proposed by the committee; so as to read: 

115. Freestone, granite, sandstone, limestone, and other buil or monu- 
mental stone. except marble and onyx, not NOE provided for in this act, 
hewn, dressed, or polished, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon the amendment to the 
amendment the Senator from Missouri demands the yeas and win 

The yeas and nays wereordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BATE (when his name was called). lam paired with the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. DEBOE]. I do not see him present, 
and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator frem Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). Iaunounce my 
pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY]. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror]. If he were present, 
he would vote nay " and I should vote“ yea." 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Has the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN] voted? 

The DE IDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama has 
not voted. 

Mr. QUAY. Then I will withhold my vote. If he werepresent, 
I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 19, nays 28; as follows: 8 

YEAS—19. 


Cockrell Mitchell, 


A ie, 
Berry, Faulkner, Murphy, Vest. 
Caffery, Jones, Ark. Pettus, Wal 
Chilton, McLaurin, Rawlins, White. 
Clay, Mills, Roach, 

NAYS—28. 
Aldrich, Fairbanks, Hawley, Platt, Conn. 
Allison, Foraker, Hoar, Pritchard, 
Burrows, Frye, Jones, Ney. Sewell, 
Cannon, Gallinger, dge. Shoup, 
Carter. Gear, McBride, Spooner, 
Chandler, Hale, Nelson, arren, 
Davis, Perkins, Wetmore. 
NOT VOTING—4. 

Allen, Gray Mantle, Smith, 
Baker, Hansbrough, Stewart, 
Bate, rris, Mason, Teller. 
Butler, Harris, Tenn. Morgan, Thurston, 
Clark, Heitfeld, Morrill, Tillman, 
Cullom, Kenney, J er, 
Daniel, Kyle, Penrose, Wellington, 
De Lindsay. Pettigrew. Wilson, 
Elkins, McEnery, Platt, N. Y. Wolcott. 
George, , 
Gorman, Mallory, Quay. 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the adop- 
tion of the amendment of the Committee on Finance to make the 
rate 50 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read paragraphs 116 and 117, as follows: 


116. Grindstones, finished or unfinished, $1.75 per ton. 
"e 


117. . — slate chimney-pieces, mantels, slabs for tables, roofing slates. 
and allother manufactures of slate, not specially provided for in this act, 
20 per cent ad valorem. . 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishould like to go back to paragraph 

Mr. VEST. Iwant to say a word upon the paragraph just read. 
I do not intend to make any motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. "The Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. The majority of the Finance Committee have 
adopted the Wilson duty of 20 per cent, but it onght to be re- 
duced, I will say to the Senator from Rhode Island. I call his 
attention to the rate upon roofing slate. The comparative state- 
ment shows that we exported in 1896, $266,385 worth and we im- 
ported $224 worth. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iassumethat if the rates were reduced, there 
would be no large importations. The slate manufacturers have 
the entire American market. 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course they have. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And they are sure to keep it, I imagine, what- 
ever the rates are. 

Mr. VEST. It is a caricature upon tariff taxation to put on a 
duty of 20 per cent when we have the market. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the rate is the very lowest that is imposed 
by the bill upon any manufactured article. Isee no reason for 
reducing it. 

Mr. VEST. It is out of all symmetry, if there is any, with the 
balance of the schedule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the request of the 
Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That we dispose of paragraph 88. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senator now to consent to an adjourn- 


ment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuggest tothe Senator from Missouri toallow 
one or two age a that have been ed over in this schedule 
to be disposed of. I think there will no particular discussion 
upon them. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator if everything with that 
exception in this schedule has been acted upon? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Everything in Schedule B has been acted upon 
except the paragraphs that have been passed over. 

Mr. HALE. So that we now have reached Schedule C, which is 
the metal schedule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE. All the rest has been disposed of. 

Mr. VEST. We passed over, I think, three paragraphs at the 
instance of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Those have all been disposed of, I think, with 
one or two wit 

r. T. Ithink not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraphs 86 and 88, the Chair 
understands, have been passed over. 

Mr. VEST. More than those were passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is speaking of this 
particular schedule—Schedule B. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 88, I think, can be readily acted 


upon. 
Ar. JONES of Arkansas. Let that go over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 88? : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes; on page 17. 

Mr. VEST. Iask the Senator from Rhode Island to let them 
go over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 116 has not been acted on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 109 has also been 


passed over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 109 has been passed over. Is there 
any object:on to considering paragraph 109 now? 

Mr. VEST. I would rather let that go over until morning. 
We shall make time if vou will just pass them over entirely. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have an executive session. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Pending the lullin the business—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iunderstand that the Senator from Missouri 
desires that both paragraphs 83 and 109 shall be passed over. 

Mr. VEST. I — the Senator to let them go over until to- 
morrow. 

Mr. WHITE. Ishould like to state to the Senator—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has recognized the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let them go on and finish up this business. 

Mr. WHITE. Ihave seen the statement made (of course I do 
not know whether it is by authority) that there is to bea new 
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sugar schedule interjected into the bill later on. I make the sug- 
gestion simply that as we are now near the metal schedule, prac- 
tically at it, as the wood schedule follows, and we will next be on 
the sugar schedule, unless it is far less complicated than most 
modern schedules, if there is any new schedule to be introduced 
here, I hope that we may see it at as early a day as practicable. 

Several Senators, I believe, are preparing computations upon 
the present schedule, and they may have an opportunity to exer- 
cise their intellect upon a new one. So if there is anything of 
that kind, even embryotic, I trust it will fructify into some prod- 
uct that may enable us to grasp it before the schedule is reached, 
at least a day or two before. 

Mr. ALDRICH. U think the Senator from California will have 
ample notice. At least we shall try to accommodate him. 

Mr. WHITE. IU trust so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Rhode Island now 
yield to me for a moment? 
' Mr. ALDRICH, Certainly. 


8. S. ROBINSON. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent that the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs shall be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 236) to restore S. S. Robinson, late of the 
Sixteenth United States Infantry, to the Army, and place him on 
the retired list, and that the bill shall be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Missouri that the Committee on Militar 
Affairs be discharged from the further consideration of the bill? 
The Chair hears none, and the committee is discharged. The bill 
will be indefinitely postponed, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now I introduce another bill for the same 
arpo; and ask that it be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The bill (S. 2062) for the relief of S. S. Robinson was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BnRowNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolu- 
tions; and they were thereupon signed by the President pro 
tempore. 

A bill (H. R. 16) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, 
and for other purposes; d , 

A joint resolution (S. R. 43) in amendment of the joint resolu- 
tion of April 7, 1897, authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
transport contributions for the relief of the famishing poor of 
India; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 44) making an appropriation to supply 
a deficiency in the appropriations for public printing and binding 
for the fiscal year 1897. 

EXECUTIVE. SESSION. 


Mr.QUAY. Imove that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 


PORTRAIT OF SITTING BULL, 


Mr. KYLE submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library is instructed to purchase 
from Dr. T. A. Bland, for the room of the Committee on Indian Affairs or for 
the new Library 8 an oil peus. life size, of 5 the Indian 
chief, and that the purchase price shall not exceed $150. e price agreed 
upon shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


WICHITA INDIAN LANDS, 


Mr. QUAY. Lask that the resolution in relation to the Wichita 
Indian lands heretofore submitted by me may now be laid before 
the Senate. f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). If 
there be no objection, the Chair lays before the Senate the resolu- 
tion referred to by the Senator from Pennsylvania, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Quay May 
25, 1897, as follows: 

Resolved, That the right to compensation on the part of the Wichita and 
affiliated bands of Indians for their ee right in and to the lands ceded 
to the United States by said Indians, under the azvsement made and entered 
into between said Indians and the United States at Anadarko, in the Indian 
Territory, on the 4th day of June, A. D. 189], should be considered and ad- 
justed at the same time and by the same tribunal which shall determine the 
alleged claim of the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations in and to the said lan 
and that the President is hereby requested to suspend the allotments to sai 
Indians now in progress until the compensation to be allowed and paid tosaid 
Indians for the in excess òf allotments shall be finally determined. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 


1897. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTI- 
3 to strike out of the resolution all after the word “lands,” 
in line 10. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the adop- 
tion of the resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to ask one question. In what manner 
is this tribunal to adjudicate the questions presented by a law or 
by a resolution of the Senate? 

Mr. QUAY. The Senate of the United States, I understand, 
under a provision of the convention made by these Indians with 
the Dawes Commission, is made the absolute arbitrator tinally of 
the amount due to these Indians. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. In the first place, in 1895 we passed an act 
of Congress which referred the question of the title to these lands 
to the Court of Claims, where the case is now pending. I have 
the briefs of the case here. 

Mr. BATE. Where is the case pending? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is pending in the Court of Claims be- 
tween the Wichitas and Choctaws and Chickasaws as to who 
owns this particular section of country. The Chickasaws and 
Choctaws have lately made an agreement to refer their claim to 
the Senate of the United States. That agreement has not yet 
been ratified. I shall insist, so far as I am concerned, on having 
the Court of Claims dispose of the matter and decide the question 
now pending in the court. This simply delays action until the 
court has y it, or until the Senate has passed upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at 5 o’clock and 22 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, June 
2, 1897, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 1, 1897. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 

William Haywood, of the District of Columbia, to be secretary 
of the legation and consul-general of the United States at Hono- 
lulu, Hawaii, vice Ellis Mills, resigned. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 

John J. De Haven, of California, to be United States district 
judge for the northern district of California, vice William W. 

orrow, resigned. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

John K. Thompson, of West Virginia, to be marshal of the 
United States for the district of West Virginia, vice Charles E. 
Wells, removed. 

SOLICITOR FOR DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

William L. Penfield, of Indiana, to be Solicitor for the Depart- 

ment of State, vice Walter E. Faison, resigned. 
ASSISTANT SURGEON IN NAVY. 

Washington Berry Grove, a citizen of Virginia, to be an assist- 

ant surgeon in the Navy, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 1, 1897. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 

William Hay wood, of the District of Columbia, to be secretary 
of the legation and consul-general of the United States at Hono- 
lulu, Hawaii. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

James S. Fruit, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of internal rey- 

enue for the twenty-third district of Pennsylvania. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

William Vaughan, of Alabama, to be attorney of the United 

States for the northern district of Alabama. 
MARSHAL. 

Solomon F. Stahl, of Arkansas, to be marshal of the United 

States for the western district of Arkansas. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Joseph A. McIntire, to be postmaster at Sidney, in the county 
of Fremont and State of Iowa. 

W. I. Norton, to be postmaster at Hightstown, in the county of 
Mercer and State of New Jersey. 

William F, Brittain, to be postmasterat Sheridan, in the county 
of Sheridan and State of Wyoming. 

Almon K. Goodwin, to be postinaster at Pawtucket, in the 
county of Providence and State of Rhode Island. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


[Continuation of the proceedings of the legislative day of Monday, 
May 31, 1897.] 


The recess having expired, the House, at 12 o'clock m., Tuesday, 
June 1, resumed its session. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The question before the House is the motion 
to lay on the table the appeal of the gentleman from Washington 
[Mr. Lewis] from the decision of the Chair, on which the yeas 
and nays were ordered, and a quorum did not appear. The 
Clerk will again call the roll. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker— 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. TERRY Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Xr. TERRY. Does that matter necessarily come up before 
any other question can be presented to the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair simply decides that this question 
is now before the House, and the Clerk has been ord to call 
the rol. The Clerk will call the roll. 

‘The Clerk began the roll call. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parlia- 
mentary inquiry and also to present a question of privilege in 
relation to n 
. The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his parliamentary 
inquiry. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Speaker, Irise to make a par- 
liamentary 1 and with it a reference : 

. The SPEA ER. Will the gentleman make his parliamentary 
inquiry? 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Yes, sir. Iwould ask the Speaker 
if I can not withdraw temporarily my demand for the yeas and 
nays. and then, upon the withdrawal, read the exact language in 
the RECORD of the Fifty-third Congress of the proceedings which 
I claim occurred in that Congress, so that I may inform the House 
literally of what transpired on that occasion, and particularly 
with reference to the question of personal privilege which I have 
submitted to the Chair. 

5 The gentleman can not. The Clerk will call 

e roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 88, nays 57, 
answered `‘ present“ 35, not voting 172; as follows: 


YEAS-—SS. 
Adams, Dalzell, Hemenway, Payne, 
Babcock, Danford, Henderson, n, 
Barrows, Davenport, Henry. Conn. Prince, 
Bartholdt, Davison, Ky. Hepburn, Pugh, 
Beach, Dingley, Hil ing Robina, Ind. 
Bennett, Dolliver, Hill, Royse, 
Bishop, Dovener, Hitt, Shattuc, 

20, Ellis, Johnson, N. Dak. Simpkins, 
Boutelle, Faris, etcham, S: ng, 
Brewer. Feuton, Kirkpatrick, Sperry, 
Brewster, Fleming, Knox, Sprague, 
Broderick, Fletcher. Linney, Steele, 
Brownlow, Fowler, N. J. Loud, Sturtevant, 
Butler. Gibson, Low, Sulloway, 
Cannon, Graff, emet wne: 
Clark, Iowa Griffin, McDonald, Tayler, Ohio 
Clarke, N. H. Grosvenor, McIntire, uS 
Codding. Hager. Mercer, alker, Va. 
Cooke, Hamilton, or, arner, 
Cousins, Harmer, Moody. Weaver, 
Crumpacker. Hawley, Morris, ite, 
Curtis, Kans. Heatwole, Mudd, Wilber. 

NAYS—357. 
Baker, III. G Lewis, Wash. Skinner, 

Li, Gunn, Livingston, Slayden, - 
Bodine, dy, vo, Smith, Ky. 
Brantley, Hartman, MeCormick, Stark, 
Brundidge, y. hall, Stephens, Tex. 
Burke, Henry, Miss. Max well, wd, N. 
Castle, Henry, Tex Osborne. ate, 
Clayton, Hunter, Pierce, Tenn. Terry, 
Cochran, Mo. Jett, hea, Underwood, 
Cowherd, King, Rixey, Vincent, 

De Graffenreid, Kitchin, Sayers Wheeler, Ky. 
e Vries, eberg, Settle, Miss. 
Dinsmore, Knowles, Shafroth 
Epes, Shuford, 
Fox, Latimer, Simpson, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT “—35. 
Adamson, Brucker, Jones, Va. Stone, W. A. 
Baird, Colson, Jones, Wash. Sulzer, 
Ball, Cooper, Tex. Lewis, Ga. Todd, 
Barber, Cooper, Wis. Maddox, Tongue, 
Barney, Curtis, Iowa Meyer, La. Vandiver, 
Ba tlett, Davis, Peters, Wheeler, Ala. 
Bingham, Evans, Powers, ht, 
Brenner, Ohio Henry, Ind. Richardson, Yost. 
us, Jenkins, Sims, 


Acheson, yton, Loudenslager, Rob 
Alexander, De Armond, Love 1 Robbins, 
Allen, Dockery, ipa ^ Robertson, La. 
Arnold, Dorr, Aleer, ussell — 
Bailey, Eddy, Mc Sauerhering, 
Baker, Md. » McClellan, hannon, 
ead, Ermentrout, cC Shelden, 
Barham, Fischer, McDowell, Sherman, 
Bariow, Fitzgerald. McEwan, Showalter, 
Barrett, Fitzpa' McMillin, ith, III. 
Belden. Foote, McRae, Smith, S. W. 
Belford, Foss, ire, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Fowler, N. C. y. Snover, 
Benner, Pa. Gaines, Mahon, Southard. 
nton, Garüner, Mann, Southwick, 
1 Gillet, N. Y. * 
> Gillett, Mass. Martin, Stallin; 
Botkin, Greene, Meekison, Stevens, n. 
Bradley, Grout, Mesick, Stewart, N. 
Brom well, Grow, Miers, Ind. wart, 
Br j Miller, Stokes, 
Brown, Hinrichsen, Mills, Stone, C. W. 
Hooker, Mitchell, trait, 
Bull, Hopkins, Moon, Strode, Nebr. 
Burton, Howard, Ala. Newlands, Sullivan, 
Campbell, „Ga. Northway, Sutherland, 
m. Howe, Norton, Swanson, 
mac! Howell, Odell, Talbert, 
Catchin, Hull, len, Taylor, Ala. 
Chicke 5 Hurley, 0 5 Van Voor 
yi Jo Otey, Vehslage. 
Clark, Mo. Joy. Otjen, Wadsworth, 
‘Cochrane, N. Y. Kelley, Overstreet, Walker, Mass. 
Connell, Kerr, Packer, Pa. Wanger, 
Connolly, Kulp, Parker, N. J. Ward, 11 
Cooney, Lacey, rce, Mo. eymou 
Corliss, PORA Perkins, white. III. 
Cox, Landis, Pitney. 
Cranford, Lentz, Plowman, Wilson, N. Y 
Crump, Lester, Quigg, Wilson, S. C. 
Cummings, Littauer, Y, Young, Pa. 
Davey, Little, Reeves, Young, Va. 
Davidson, Wis. Lorimer, Ridgely, Zenor. 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from New York, Mr. BELDEN, and I withdraw my vote. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman's vote will be withdrawn, and 
the Clerk will announce the pairs. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE with Mr. MCCLELLAN. 
Mr. MoCalL with Mr. HOWARD of Georgia. 
Mr. WHITE of Illinois with Mr. CUMMINGS. 
Mr. LoRIMER with Mr. BERRY. 
Mr. MILLER with Mr. CLARDY. 
Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. JoNES of Washington. 
Mr. Dorr with Mr. Mappox. 
Mr. LYBRAND with Mr. LENTZ. 
Mr. HorkriNs with Mr. MCALEER. 
Mr. BELKNAP with Mr. MaGUIRE. 
Mr. Youxa of Pennsylvania with Mr. BENTON. 
Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. ADAMSON. 
Mr. MESICK with Mr. PETERS. 
Mr. WinLiAxs of Pennsylvania with Mr. ROBERTSON of Loui- 
siana. . 
Mr. Joy with Mr. MARSHALL, 
Mr. Yost with Mr. Lams. 
Mr. BIxdHAu with Mr. DoCKERY. 
Mr. HULL with Mr. BAILEY. : 
Mr. MoCLEARY with Mr. Jones of Virginia, 
Mr. STRODE with Mr. ALLEN. 
Mr. SIMPKINS with Mr. LESTER. 
. McEwan with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 
. Foss with Mr. DAVEY. 
. DAYTON with Mr. Prerce of Tennessee. 
Mr. LOVERING with Mr. WHITE of Alabama. 
Mr. BELDEN with Mr. SULZER. 
. STEWART of New Jersey with Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. 
. Powers with Mr. GAINES. ; 
Mr. REEVES with Mr. BALL. 
Mr. Minis with Mr. SULLIVAN. 
Mr. Stewart of Wisconsin with Mr. LITTLE. 
. HYANS with Mr. FITZPATRICK, 
BARHAN with Mr. FITZGERALD. 
Burton with Mr. SUTHERLAND. 
. SULLOWAY with Mr. TALBERT. 
,. SAUERHERING with Mr. STRAIT. 
Mr. CHICKERING with Mr. BRADLEY. 
Mr. WX. ALDEN SMITE with Mr. BRUCKER. 
Mr. MITCHELL with Mr. ELLIOTT. 
Mr. BARNEY with Mr. BANKHEAD. 
Mr. AcHESON with Mr. Wiison of South Carolina. 
Mr. HOOKER with Mr. CaTcuHinas. 
Mr. Pearce of Missouri with Mr. VANDIVER. 
Mr. ToxavE with Mr. DE ARMOND. 
Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. ZENOR. 
Mr. HENRY of Indiana with Mr. Miers of Indiana. 


. DAVIDSON of Wisconsin with Mr. CLARK of Missouri, 
UIGG with Mr. BLAND. 
ARD with Mr. BARLOW. 
BisHoP with Mr. Norton. 
WANGER with Mr. MEEKISON. 
MAHON with Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania. 
LANDIS with Mr. CRANFORD. 
GILLETT of Massachusetts with Mr. McDoOWELL, 
Kup with Mr. STALLINGS. 
ODELL with Mr. BARTLETT. 
Hicks with Mr. Orgy. 
ALEXANDER with Mr. CooNEY. 
. SMITH of Illinois with Mr. MCCULLOCH, 
. JOHNSON of Indiana with Mr. Moon, 
Brosius with Mr. ERMENTROUT. 
. LACEY with Mr. MCRAE. ` 
. JENKINS with Mr. STOKES. 
. PITNEY with Mr. CARMACK. 
. BRuMM with Mr. Cox. 
. KERR with Mr. ROBB. 
For this day: 
Mr. WILSON of New York with Mr. MOMILLIN. 
Mr. COLSON. I desire to withdraw my vote and be marked 


present.“ 

Mr. BROSIUS. As Lam paired with my colleague, Mr. ERMEN- 
TROUT, I desire to be recorded ** present.” 

Mr. BARNEY. I am paired with the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, we BANKHEAD. I desire to withdraw my vote and answer 
** present." 

r. TONGUE. Mr. Speaker, I will ask whether the gentleman 
from Missouri. Mr. DE ARMOND, has voted? 

The SPEAKER. He has not. 

Mr. TONGUE. Iam paired with him, and therefore desire to 
withdraw my vote and answer present.“ I voted “aye.” 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. I wish to withdraw my vote and be 
marked present.“ I am paired with my colleague, Mr. MIERS. 

Mr. M D. I withdraw my vote and ask that I be marked 
** present." : 

r. WILLIAM A. STONE. I wish to ask whether the gentle- 
man from New York, Mr. MCCLELLAN, voted on this motion? 

The SPEAKER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Then I wish to withdraw my vote, 
as I am paired with him, and will ask that I be marked nt." 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 88, the nays 57; 
35 members have answered present,“ and Messrs. PLOWMAN and 
SLAYDEN have been noted by the Clerk and reported to the Chair 
me beng present. The ayes have it; and the appeal is laid on the 

e. 
RELIEF OF FAMINE IN INDIA. 


Mr. HENDERSON. I rise to make a privileged report from the 
Committee on Rules. I ask that the report be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, having had under consideration House resolution 
No. 50, ask leave to report the sume with the recommendation that it be 


adopted. 
n the adoption of this order it shall be in 


Resolved, That immediately u 
order to consider in the House Senate joint resolution No. 43. in amend- 


ment of the joint resolution of April 7, 1897, authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to transport contributions for the relief of thefamishing poor of India.” 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I presume that the House is 
quite familiar with the subject-matter of this resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to ask the gentleman from Iowa 
whether he intends to debate this resolution before the previous 
question is ordered? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Isimply want to state briefly the nature 
of the resolution, and then I will yield to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, if he wants some time, after which I will ask the previous 
question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The only point I make is this: If the gen- 
tleman debates this matter in advance of the previous question, 
we shall thereby be precluded fromthe forty minutes’ debate after 
the ordering of the previous question, to which, I think, we are 
legitimately entitled. Hence, I hope the gentleman will not cut 
off that debate by discussing this resolution in advance. 

Mr. TERRY. I rise to a question of privilege. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think we ought to have the ordinary 
amoung of debate allowed under the operation of the previous 
question. 

Mr. HENDERSON. If the gentleman from Tennessee wants 
to occupy some time, I will yield to him after the resolution is 
before the House for consideration. This resolution does not fix 
a limit to the debate after the adoption of the proposed rule. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is true; and if the gentleman will 
allow us as much time as we would have ordinarily under the 
order for the previous question, his position will be fair; but if 
he should cut us off with five or ten minutes and then move the 
previous question. it would not be fair, in my opinion. 

Mr. HENDERSON . Thereis not much debate needed on the 
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adoption of this rule, especially as, after the rule is adopted, 
ie tanya proposition will be ore the House for consideration, 
the rule fixing no limit upon the debate. 

Mr. RI! DSON, The only point is this 

Mr. HENDERSON. I think, if my friend from Tennessee 
wants any debate, he wants it upon the main question, not upon 
the mere adoption of this rule. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No; the gentleman is mistaken on that 
point. We would prefer to debate the method of bringing this 
matter up rather than discuss the merits of the main proposition. 
Iam perfectly frank with the gentleman. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I will yield tothe gentleman a reasonable 
time out of my own time. : 

Mr. TERRY. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The question now beforethe House is one of 
the highest D vage. dde report from the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. TERRY. It has not been adopted yet. 

The SPEAKER. But it is before the House for adoption or 


on. : 
r. HENDERSON. Now, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I appeal to the gentleman from Iowa not 
to force us to undertake to procure delay by calling for a division 
on this question, but to give us legitimate debate on this resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. HENDERSON. If the previous question should be asked 
and ord there would only be forty minutes’ debate—— 

Mr. RIC DSON. That is all we ask. 

Mr. HENDERSON. On the other hand, I shall control, if nec- 
essary, under the proceeding I am pursuing, an hour; and lam 
ES ield my friend a reasonable time. 

Mr. RI DSON. Give us twenty minutes—that is all we 
ition to the resolution. 

3 ERSON. The gentleman knows that I have never 
taken snap judgment upon this or tħe other side of the. House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Never; but by the adoption of this reso- 
lution the House might take snap judgment. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I will yield to the gentleman as much 
time as I myself occupy or as our side may occupy. I want fair 


M RICHARDSON. The gentleman says he will yield as 
much time as he occupies himself. He might only occupy one 
minute and then give us one minute. 

Mr. HENDERSON. -I have already occupied more than that 
time by reason of the persistency of the gentleman from Tennessee. 
How much time does the gentleman want? : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We want the twenty minutes to whic 
we would be entitled under the operation of the previous question. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I wil yield the gentleman twenty min- 
utes, if that will be satisfactory. : 

Mr.RICHARDSON. That will be satisfactory. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Now I will say for the information of the 
House that on the 7th of April, 1897, the President approved a 

ublic resolution providing for sending food to the sufferers in 
India. The joint resolution which is now proposed to be consid- 
ered is one amendatory of the resolution passed April 7. That 
resolution provided that the ship or vessel to be used in the trans- 
pue of provisions should be an American ship or vessel. 
ere seems to have been some trouble about getting such a ves- 
sel; and therefore the Senate has sent us an amendatory joint res- 
olution providing that the Secretary of the Navy,in his discretion, 
may employ for the p contemplated any ship or vessel. For 
the consideration of that resolution this bill is now reported. 

Inow yiold twenty minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee 

. RICHARDSON], who, in the absence of the gentleman from 
ennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BaiLEYy], met with the Committee on Rules this morning. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I only wish a few moments 
myselfin which to debate this matter. I assume that when the 
question is taken upon the main 88 there will be no ob- 
jection to it upon this side of the House, and I suppose none upon 
the opposite side. The objection which we make is to the method 
of procedure adopted to-day for the consideration of this and other 
measures. Westand here, Mr. Speaker, with our hands absolutely 
tied. We have no committees. We have none of the ordinary 
conveniences and necessities of legislation. No measure can be 
considered pert such as the Committee on Rules may prescribe. 
Gentlemen on the other side of the House have voluntarily placed 
themselves in this position. There is nothing like it in parliamen- 
tary a ience in this or any other country. There never was a 
time, Mr. Speaker—and I assert it because I have the record here— 
there never was a time when the House of Representatives of the 
American eum pm was in the dilapidated, demoralized, and dis- 
organized condition for the length of time that this House now 
finds itself in, I have the record here. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman state how many days 
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elapsed after the organization of the Forty-second Congress before 
the committees were inted? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. ! 

Mr. DALZELL. How meni 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Forty-second Congress met on the 
"e ay of March, 1871, and committees were appointed December 

„1871. 

Mr. DALZELL. Well? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But Congress was in session only about 
four days before the committees were appointed. 

Mr. DALZELL. How many days elapsed before the appoint- 
ment of committees? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Listen a moment, and I will answer the 
question. $ 

Congress was in session only three or four days during that time. 
Therefore only that many days elapsed. 

Mr. DALZ That is thé fact I wanted to bring ont. 

. Mr. RICHARDSON. If there is any comfort to the gentleman 
in the fact, he can take it. [Laughter.] That—the Forty-second 
Congress—was a Republican Congress that met unter a law which 
had been passed for the purpose of tying the hands of a former 
President of the United States. The Republican party wasafraid 
that that President would do something which they would not 
approve; and therefore, that they might keep watch upon him, 
they provided by law that immediately upon the adjournment of 
one Congress another should assemble. 

At the time I am speaking of, March 4, 1871, President Johnson 
had retired. The act had been found convenient, I believe, prior 
to that time, while he was President; but President Johnson had 
retired, and the Republicans did not deem it to k 
such a watch upon President Grant, his successor, as they 
done upon President Johnson. Therefore, while the law required 
them to meet immediately upon the adjournment of the Forty- 
first , on the 4th of March, 1871, and while they did in fact 
meet, they said. There is no necessity for us to sit here now to 
Watch the President." And therefore they adjourned until the 
first Monday in December; and when they met, on the first day of 
nee session, Mr. Blaine, the then Speaker, announced the com- 

tees. s 

Now, if there is any comfort in that, I say the gentleman is 
welcome to it. How was it in the Forty-third Congress? Con- 
gress met on the Ist day of December. On the 5th day of De- 
cember Mr. Blaine appointed the committees. How was it in the 
Forty-fourth Congress? Congress met on the 6th day of Decem- 
ber, 1875, and Mr. Kerr, on December 20, appointed the 
committees. The Forty-fifth Congress met on the 15th day of 
October, 1877, and Mr. Speaker Randall, on October 29, fourteen 
days later appointed the committees. In the Forty-sixth Con- 
gress, which met March 18, 1879, on April 11, twenty-four days 
later Mr. Randall appointed the committees. The Forty-seventh 
Congress met December 5, 1881, and on December 21 Mr. Speaker 
Keifer, sixteen days later, appointed the committees. 

In 1883 Congress met mber 3, and the committees were 
appointed December 24 by Mr. Speaker Carlisle. In 1881 Con- 
gress met on December 7, and on January 7, thirty-one days later, 
the same Speaker appointed the committees. The Fiftieth Con- 
gress met December 5, and the committees were appointed January 
5, thirty-one days later, by Mr. Speaker Carlisle. In the Fifty- 
first Congress, presided over by the gentleman now occupying the 
chair, Congress met on December 2, and on the 21st day of that 
month, nineteen days later, he appointed the committees. The 
Fifty-second Con met December 7, and the committees were 
appointed December 23 by Mr. i rome Crisp. Again, the Fifty- 
third Congress met August 7, and the committees were appointed 
August 21, or fourteen days later. In the Fifty-fourth Congress, 
presided over by the present Speaker, Congress met December 2, 
and on econ 21, or nineteen days later, the committees were 
appointed. 

us we see, Mr, Speaker, that thirty-one days was the longest 
period that any Speaker has ever taken for the appointment of 
committees. In the case cited by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[ Mr, DALZELL], Speaker Blaine actually appointed the committees 
in about four or five days, because Congress was not in session over 
four or five days before they were appointed. The present Con- 
gress met on the 15th day of March, 1897. Here it is the 1st day 
of June. Sixteen days in March, thirty days in April, and thirty- 
one days in May have elapsed, or seventy-seven days in which this 
House has been in session, and yet we are in an unorganized con- 
dition. We can not consider a measure except by this unusual 
method of having the Committee on Rules bring us in a relief 
measure, an enabling resolution, so to speak, by which you gentle- 
men who have tied your own hands and ours can legislate. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLAYTON], 
who desires to state that he wishes to offer an amendment. I d 
him five minutes. 

Mr.CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], who has kindly yielded 
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to me a small part of his very limited time, might well have said 
that we are not proceeding in very much order here in the consid- 
eration of this or any other measure. 3 

'The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] has attempted to 
give the history of this Senate resolution No. 43, which is amenda- 
tory of the joint resolution approved April 7, providing for the 
transportation in American vessels of the grain contributed to 
the famishing poor in India. The original resolution of April 7 
provided that the Secretary of the Navy might employ American 
ships to transport this grain to India, while the Senate resolution 
now reported by the House Committee on Rules strikes from the 
original resolution the word ** American;” so that if the report of 
the committee is adopted, and the Senate joint resolution es 
this House without amendment and is approved by the President, 
the Secretary of the Navy may employ any vessel, belonging to any 
person, firm, or corporation, and that may float any of any 
country, to carry this grain—this great evidence of the kind feel- 
ing and the charity of the American people—to the suffering 
poor in famine-stricken India. 

Being aware how little power the minority in this House has to 
influence legislation, I nevertheless desire, Mr. Speaker, to offer, at 
the proper time, an amendment to the Senate joint resolution 
No. 43, which amendment I will ask the Clerk to read, and I hope 
the House will consider and adopt it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYNE). The amendment 
can be read for the information of the House. 

'The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That if any citizen of the United States, owning a steamship or 
steamships of foreign build, suitable for carrying the grain to India and being 
immedia‘ x available and having satisfactory speed, shall offer to the Sec- 
T of the Navy said steamship or steamships for such p . free of 
cost to the United States, on condition that such steamship or steamships 
shall be tered as United States vessels, the Secretary of the Navy is 
hereby to accept such offer, and the Commissioner of Navigation is 
hereby directed to cause them or either of them to be registered as vessels of 
the United States 

Provided further, That any steamships so registered may be taken and used 
by the United States as c rs or transports upon payment to the owners 
of the fair actual value of the same at the time of the taking; and if there 
shall be a di eement as to the fair actual value at the time of taking be- 
tween the United States and the owners, then the same shall be determined 
by two impartial appraisers, one to be appointed by each of said parties, 
who, in case of disagreement, shall select a third, the award of any two of 
the three so chosen to be final and conclusive. 


Mr. CLAYTON. At the proper time, Mr. Speaker, as I have 
stated, I shall ask unanimous consent for the consideration of the 
amendment which has just been read by the Clerk. Under the 
rules under which we are now proceeding I shall doubtless not 
have the Ve ee to Wes my proposed amendment at the 
time at which I shall be at liberty to offer it. I therefore desire 
to supplement what the 8 from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] 
has said in regard to the history of this resolution. : 

After the approval of the resolution of April 7, the Secretary of 
the Navy informed the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs of the Senate by letter, a copy of which I hold in my hand, 
that American vessels suitable for transporting this grain could 
not be obtained, and suggested in that connection that Messrs. T. 
Hogan & Sons would charter to the Government, for the purpose 
of transporting food supplies to India, the vessels Massapequa and 
Menantie upon terms specified, if these vessels can be *‘ natural- 
ized." 


These terms were that they would be willing to take a full cargo 
of grain in each, provided the Government would “‘naturalize” 
these two steamers before they leave this country, and that they 
would charge for the grain iu bulk $6 per ton of 2,240 ‘ponad 
hence to Bombay, or $7 per ton of 2,240 pounds hence to Calcutta, 
or should it be requisite to ship the cargo in bags, the price would 
be $6.60 per ton to Bombay and $7.70 per ton to Calcutta, and they 
also offered to make these ships a part of the naval auxiliary of 
the United States. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the proposition contained in the amendment 
which I shall offer has these several features: It looks to the trans- 
portation of the grain to India free of cost to the Government of 
the United States; it looks to the transportation of this grain under 
the American flag, and it looks to the use of any vessels that may 
be chartered under the provision of the amendment which I pro- 
pose being made a part of our naval auxiliary. 

All that this Government is required to do for this privilege of 
transporting the grain is to see that the vessels carrying it shall be 
admitted to American registry, or, to use thelanguage adopted by 
the Secretary of the Navy, to ** naturalize " foreign-built ships that 
may carry this grain. This is the only condition imposed for the 
free transportation of this grain, that the vessels so carrying it 
shall be entitled to American registry and entitled to fly the Amer- 
ican flag. 

The amendment which I shall propose will enable the Secretary 
of the Navy to accept any offer that may be made to him by citi- 


zens of the United States owning steamships suitable for the pur- 
pose, of foreign build, to carry this grain, about 8,000 tons, free 


of cost to the United States, on condition, as I have said, that the 
ships be granted American registers. 

I am reliably informed that if the amendment, which I shall 
propose is enacted into law to-day, within forty-eight hours the 
whole of the 8,000 tons can be shipped to India on steamships 
owned hy eens of ae No at acs Ee of all cost to the tax- 
payers of the Uni tates, and carryin e of our coun 
unfolded above this beneficence, to that Aro country, aed 
famine and destitution appeal to the charity of the world. 

The Secretary of the Navy has recently contracted to pay the 
owner of the steamship Everett, at San Francisco, $15 per ton to 
carry the wheat to India contributed on the Pacific Coast for this 
purpose, carrying it under an American registry and the flag of 
the United States. 

Assuming that the freight would be at least as high from New 
York to India on vessels under ourlaws as from San Francisco 
to India, the Secretary would have to pay, at the same rate paid 
the Everett, $15 per ton on 8,000 tons, $120,000. By the adoption 
of the amendment which I shall propose $120,000 will therefore 
be saved to the taxpayers of the country. 

The amendment is following out the custom established by for- 
mer Congresses in other cases. Registry was granted to the Brit- 
ish steamship Dessong that brought the Egyptian obelisk to New 
York. The Jeannette, of British build, was admitted by act of 
Congress to be registered. The City of Paris and the City of New 
York were ‘‘naturalized,” or permitted to register, under the act 
of Congress passed in 1892. 

They were permitted to register apon condition that the per- 
sons or company owning them should build in this country the 
like number of ships of equal tonnage and capacity, and that the 
two ships made should be a part of our nayal auxiliary. Iam 
asking this House to follow the precedents made in similar cases, 
where some scientific, charitable, or home interests were to be 
subserved. x 

The second proviso of the amendment which I have had read, 
if adopted, will put into the auxiliary navy of the United States 
two 8 first class in every bed VRA available at any time 
for service, They easily carry 1,000 soldiers and 600 horses each, 
and, in case of war, would prove valuable transport or troop 


ships. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLAYTON, I ask unanimous consent to proceed five min- 
utes more. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has already had two and one- 
half minutes more than his time. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Will the Chair, then, permit me to add one 
more sentence? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. yield one more minute to the gentleman, 

Mr. CLAYTON. I repeat, Mr..Speaker, that I am reliably 
informed that, should Ne adil ica amendment be incorporated 
into this joint resolution nate resolution No. 43—and the reso- 
lution should become a law, within forty-eight hours thereafter 
two steamships, suitable by capacity, speed, and other essen- 
tials to transport this grain, ships owned by a citizen (Charles W. 
Hogan) of the United States, wil be registered and loaded with 
this grain and on the way to India, carrying its cargo to relieve 
the suffering poor, and carrying it free of cost to the American 
people and under the flag of our own country. 

r. RICHARDSON. I now yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Kansas. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, this is a strange con- 
dition of affairs that this House is brought to—that we can have 
no legislation oe by the pleasure and will of the Committee 
on Rules. Under the present management and the course of the 
Speaker, who has seen fit to refuse to obey the rules and appoint 
the committees, we are reduced to the condition that we must go 
supplicating to the Committee on Rules before we can get any 
legislation. 

ere we have introduced into this House 3,228 bills. Eleven 
hundred and sixty-six of those bills have been introduced for the 
relief of soldiers of the late war mostly, and 696 to correct mili- 
tary records. Here are 2,000 bills for the relief of the old soldiers 
that fought to defend the Union. The Republican party presume 
to be the special guardians of the old soldiers, and here we are go- 
ing on month after month refusing to take action upon these bills, 
That is not all. One hundred and eleven bills and resolutions have 
passed the Senate and come to this body for action. Sixteen of 
those are joint resolutions. Among those bills and resolutions 
are many very important measures that ought to be acted upon 
at once, notably the bankruptcy bill. There is a general demand 
for this legislation throughout the United States. It is estimated 
575 Ares are 750,000 bankrupts in this country who are seeking 
relief. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. Is there any more demand fora 
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bankrupte 
third, and 


law now than there was in the Fifty-second, Fifty- 
ifty-fourth Congresses? 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Yes; there is a greater demand. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Why? 3 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Because the prosperity promised by 
the Republican party has failed to materialize [laughter and ap- 
plause on the Democratic side], and these people are now coming 
to the conclusion that you people are not going to bring them relief 
through the tariff bill, and so they are seeking relief through the 
bankruptcy court. : 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. You want to bring prosperity by 
a bankruptcy law? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. ; ; 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Now, who is this Committee on 
Rules—that is the question—that we must go and supplicate from 
day to day under this new policy? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STO The majority of this House. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. My constituency, your constituency, 
and the constituency of every member here is afforded no oppor- 
tunity to get a measure through concerning their interest or wel- 
fare. Who is the committee? f 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The committee is the majority of 
this House. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. There hesitsin the chair. [Laugh- 
ter on the Democratic side.] He is the committee. In a general 
way the committee consists of five persons, members of this House. 
Two of them being Democrats, of course they do not count. 
[Laughter.] Three of them are ublicans. How do they get 

n that committee, gentlemen? They dre appointed by the 
Speaker of this House, and the Speaker 1 his own crea- 
tures that will march to his music and do his bidding, as they 
have done in every instance since this session commenced. 

So the Committee on Rules resolves itself into a one-man power. 
He says what bills shall pass and what shall not pass; he is the 
Congress to-day, and we stand around here awaiting his sweet 
will in order to get legislation for the country. This is supposed 
to be the popular branch of the Congress of the United States—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's time has expired. [Laugh- 


ter. 

M. SIMPSON of Kansas. Iwould like to have about five min- 
utes more. ‘ 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I re- 


maining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has three minutes, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. yield that to the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. TERRY]. 

Mr. RRY. Mr. Speaker, a gront deal of complaint and stir 
has recently been made in regard to the order of the House pro- 
viding for but two sessions a week—one on Monday and one on 
Thursday; and whilst I regard that as a rule of very doubtful 
constitutionality, yet it is a small matter compared with the non- 
appointment of the committees of the House, for what is the use 
of meeting here every day unless we can transact business, and 
how can we transact business unless the committees are appointed? 
Therefore, sir, the real grievance is the nonappointment of the 
committees. It is the right and 7 of this House to be fully 
organized. It is not only the right and the privilege of the House, 
but it is the right and the privilege of the American people to 
have their House of Representatives fully organized. 

There are great questions stirring in the minds and the hearts 
of the American people upon which they can have no expression, 
because their House of Representatives, though assembled here, 
is bucked and gagged, with no opportunity to expressitself. Itis 
very true, Mr. Speaker, that under your “mild and gentle rule" 

ou submitted to the House the question as to whether it would 

ie down and be bucked and gagged, and in a cowardly and truc- 
ulent manner it did lie down. Ido not know whether it is still 
satisfied with its position or not. I am inclined to think that some 
of the members who submitted to that operation would now like 
to have the gag taken out of their mouths, and I think they would 
like to have the question submitted to them again. [ue] 

The committees of the House are like the scouts of the Army. 
They are the eyes of the House, and without its committees the 
House is in no condition to obtain the necessary information on 
which to act. One of the great questions stirring in the minds 
and the hearts of the American people at this time is the question 
of the recognition of Cuba, and yet on that great question the 
House of Representatives has no opportunity to express itself. 

The SPE The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. TERRY. I ask unanimous consent that I may have two 
minutes more, as that seems to be the constitutional limit. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks the con- 
sent of the House that his time be extended two minutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 7 


Mr. TERRY. Ithank the House. Now, Mr. Speaker, with the 
8 of the committees we could go on with a good deal 
of business that is necessary to be transacted, but as it is, the 
House is paralyzed, and we present to the people and to our con- 
stituencies a very humiliating attitude. I submit to both sides of 
this House that this condition ought not to continue. It is an 
outrage upon the dignity of the American House of Representa- 
tives. It is an outrage upon the rights of American constituen- 
cies, and it is a shame and a disgrace that it has been quietly sub- 
mitted to so long. 

Why are you afraid to transact business? Are you gentlemen 
on the other side afraid to allow discussion upon this floor? Is it 
a fact that a guilty conscience makes cowards of you all, so that 
you are not willing to have public matters disc lest the atten- 
tion of the country be called to your shortcomings? If not, why 
do you not organize this House as the House of Representatives 
has been organized from the very foundation of this Government 
to the present time and let us proceed to do the business of the 
country? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired, 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman allow me to 
offer an amendment? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Not just now. 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Speaker, am I not entitled as a matter of 
right to offer an amendment? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I resume the floor, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has the floor. 

Mr. LINNEY. Will the gentleman not yield to me to offer an 
amendment to this rule? 

Mr. HENDERSON. When the bill is up for consideration the 
gentleman can offer his amendment. 

Mr. LINNEY. My intention is simply to introduce another 
bill for consideration in addition to the one contemplated by the 
rule. 3 : 

Mr. NDERSON. I can not yield now. Mr. Speaker, it has 
not been my good fortune to be here as much as some other gen- 
tlemen have been during this EDT session, but I was 
present with my colleagues in this House during the time the 
work was done which we were called here by the President to do. 
I stayed until our part of it was done, and I shall be ready to 
8 e work when it comes back from the other end of the 

apitol. 

Gentlemen seem to forget that at 12 o'clock on the 4th day of 
March last a new Congress was born, and that, under the laws 
and the Constitution of our country, we were not expected to as- 
semble until the first Monday in next December, unless, under the 
Constitution, the Chief Executive should call us together for some 
8 purpose. A great, patriotic President, looking into the 

réasury, found that it was nearly empty, and that, under Demo- 
cratic laws and Democratic administration, our receipts were 
running nearly fifty millions annually behind our expenditures. 

He called gi n together in extraordinary session to meet 
that condition. gentlemen will refer to the message assemblin 
us, they will find that we were called here for the sole purpose o: 
8 the necessary revenues to run this Government. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman allow me 

Mr. HENDERSON. No; I will not yield for anything at pres- 
ent. I want to pursue my line of thought. You gentlemen 
have been infernally industrious when you had nothing to do. 
[Laughter.] Now I want to have a little opportunity myself. : 

We met in pursuance of the call of the Chief Executive, and in 
nine days we passed a tariff bill upon which months of labor had 
been previously expended, and we sent it to the Senate—a measure 
which will give abundant revenue to run this Government and 
leave annually a balance to the credit of ** Uncle Sam." That is 
what we were brought here to do. But for that call no Congress 
could have been in session under the Constitution; no bills would 
have been introduced; no committees would have been thought 
of. The President saw an exigency, and called us to meet it. 
We assembled and attended to the matter. And that is one of 
the chief matters, I apprehend, that troubles some statesmen here. 

Now,in regard to this rule, my friend from Tennessee admits 
there will be no opposition to the main proposition; that we shall 
all be in favor of it; but he does not like the form of getting at it. 

For modes of faith let graceless zealots fight; : 
His can't be wrong whose life is in the right. 
Applause. ] 
we are in the right—and the gentleman admits it—why this 
hell in a teapot,” boiling over finally from the realms of Kan- 
sas? [Laughter.] Why, sir, this proposition now brought in 
from the Committee on Rules, were there the usual Democratic 
side with any ordinary Democratic leadership—not a Democratic 
side under a leadership that has neither gender nor politics— 
would be considered by unanimous consent, without an objection 
from the Democratic side; and it would have passed Ind duo with 
the sanction of this House, These are extraordinary things that 
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have come up here; and with statesmen and patriots seeking to 
do the business of the country, these little matters coming up 
would be attended to promptly. 

Ah, but the gentleman from Kansas and the gentleman from 
Arkansas are ‘‘ bucked and gagged.” I do not believe that the 
gentleman from Kansas claims that. I have seen, I regret to say, 
some bucking and gagging done years ago. It is an infernally 
unpleasant thing to contemplate. I have seen since the war occa- 
sions for it that I did not see during the war. [Laughter and ap- 
planse; Yet I do not believe in the ** bucking and gagging ” prin- 
ciple. But to a certain extent it is at times needed. 

ow, what is the accusation here this morning of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas? It is that four of us on the Committee on 
Rules are creatures of the Speaker. I suppose that is equally true 
of every committee that has ever been appointed by any Speaker 
of this Hours. All the committees of this House are, in a sense, 
his creatures; he appoints them; that is true. The gentleman 
from Kansas, I nappase; does not know that at least since I have 
been a member of the Committee on Rules—and I have reported 
many a rule in thelast Congress—each and every cne of them was 
passed by the sanction of a majority of the House. "Then, if you 
were ** bucked and gagged” by the creatures of the Speaker or by 
the Speaker himself, you did it yourselves. It is very nice for men 
to stand here in their places and howl abuse at the Speaker and 
those who may be associated with him; but gentlemen—honorable, 
brave men—would not take such a course. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] Only men who are wandering in the realms 
without the high dignity of thought would pursue such a course. 

We are herein pursuance of the laws of our country and, under 
the rules of this body, doing our duty. If we report rules, they 
are for you to approve or condemn. us far you have approved 
them. The work for which we were called together has been 
done so faras we could do it, and if we had been permitted—I 
will not attempt to state why it has not been completed—we 
would have finished it and set the wheels of industry going in 
thiscountry. We are here now, and every Republican will be in 
his seat when that bill comes from the Senate to perfect a law 
that will give confidence and activity to the business of the coun- 

We shall all be here when there is work to be done. 

ouareinaterriblehurry tohavecommittees appointed—a dread- 
fulhurry! Gentlemen, it takes time to make up conie, even 
if weneed them. If you undertake to go to work and ascertain the 
personal preferences, the adaptability, the capacity of a large body 
of men like this, you will find that it takes time to ascertain 
who is best fitted for particular work. And when this work is to 
be done, you want to give the power that is to make the appoint- 
ments plenty of time to do it. Take, for instance, my friend from 
Kansas. ine a Speaker trying to pick out the committee 
where he would be useful to his country! [Laughter.] Eve 
time that he opens his mouth he makes the problem more diffi- 
cult for the Speaker. [Renewed laughter.] 

This House has done the work that we were called here to do; 
and we are ready and waiting to do whatever may be needed to 
finish that great 3 eee if there = re 1 
matters coming up i ial attention, we are here to coop- 
erate with the Republicans, the Democrats, and even the Kansas 
leader for the benefit of our country. 

I have read of a good many things going on showing the tireless 
activity of some people when there was not anything special 
them to do. Ihave no opportunity until now to say a word. 
Ihave taken occasion thus toexpress myself because these remarks 
are germane to what has gone before in the debate this morning. 
I y yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON. 

Mr. CANNON. I have listened to the gentleman from Iowa 

. HENDERSON], and it seems to me that I do not care or need 


say an 5 
Mr. HENDERSON. Then I yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Ohio m GROSVENOR]. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. S , the gentleman from lowa 

. HENDERSON] has stated what I wanted to be able to state: 
and I do not know that I can add anything to the debate. The 
first important consideration here is, Who is charged with the 
duty of carrying on the legislation of this Congress? Is it the 

tleman from eee tie [Mr. Lewis] in his individual capac- 
ity or in his capacity as leader of the opposition to the Republic- 
ans? [Laughter.] 

I want to be and will be, under all circumstances, absolutely 
respectful to gentlemen on the other side, but I must say that they 
are treating us with great unfairness. They spring upon us some- 
thing newevery once in a while in the form of a leader. [Laugh- 
— Now, while the ambitious and eloquent and very talented 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY], who had in a certain way 


inlierited a leadership that he had never earned very successfully 
[laughter], was running the machine over there, we knew how to 
get along with him. A few words of common-sense Les ome 
a few kind words, and an appeal to hisgood judgment, he was 


for | Co 


ready to do anything that was fair and which looked to the goin 
ahead with the business of the House. [Laughter and applause. 

The only trouble was that the disappointed leader from Ten- 
nessee occasionally bled a little; but we got used to that. 
[Laughter.] But whenthegentleman from sprang in and 
succeeded in bringing that splendid minority of this House into 
accord, and came forward with a phalanx absolutely united and 
enthusiastic, we on this side began to tremble, and I began to 
wonder whether God Almighty for some inscrutable purpose had 
not concluded to wreck the Democratic party on the leadership 

uestion. [Applause.] But somehow or o that gentleman 
pped out. I never knew whether it was because his time was 
up; I did not know whether he had gone into the leadership under 
a limitation of time, or what other reason might have existed. 
But, likethe great Greek leaders of recent date, hestarted for home 
suddenly; but itis not said of him that he tried or proposed or 
undertook to commit suicide on the way. 

Then came 3 from Washington. [Laughter.] I 

have not examined his credentials, Whom he represents in this 
ngress I do not know, and whether he could get a solid vote of. 
the other side to stand by him I do not know, for he has never pro- 
Tauch ius 3 far enough to get a vote on any question. 
aughter. 

The serious question is, Is the ublican majority on this side 
of the Houseresponsibleforthelegislation of Congress? AndIspeak 
with absolute contempt of any man who will abuse the Speaker 
of this House over the head of the majority. Gentlemen on the 
other side, here are the men who are responsible for what is going 
on right here. Do not hurl your anathemas at a man who by the 
dignity of his office and by the usages of the House must sit silent 
and takeit. Fire your little paper wads at somebody over here 
whocananswer back That is the brave way to do it. [Applause.] 

The tleman from Arkansas has discovered that 3 on 
this side of the House is getting restive with being bucked and 

ged." Ithinkthe gentleman is looking through the spectacles 
of his wishes, that his hopes and desires are father to the thought 
of something that he sees. We have done exactly what we came 
hereto do. We did not come [addressing the Democratic side of 
the House] by your n. Wearenot going by your sug- 
gestion, and we will not shape our action while here at your sug- 
gestion. Ea 8 on the Republican side.] You want to legis- 
late! Why, if any of these bills you are ing about should 
cone up, four out of five of you would vote against any one of 


em. 

The gentleman from Kansas eloquently pleads for the soldier. 
We are paying out to-day at the ratio of $150,000,000 annum 
to the soldiers of the United States of America; and I have not 
heard a great many of them making complaint that the amount 


was not enough. We have ut $100,000,000 of revenue 
of every iption coming into the Treasury, and we are paying 
outthree-eighths of it tosupport the soldiers of the country. An 


you on the other side do not like it! 
Butif there was a bill here to add $10 toit, nine out of ten of 


-you would vote against that bill. [Applause on the Republican 


side.] So the proposition is a easy one, and the wild and 
senseless and imbecile talk that tue bon going out to the country 
should be rebuked. Some very distinguished men say, Why, 


you have adjourned for more than three days, and there is not any 
ngress." 


Just look at that, now! Just think of that, men of the House 
of Representatives! Think of that, the commonest man of half 
sense in the United States of America! We have a Constitution, 
have we not? That is to say, if a majority of this House gets 
together—that is, 1 more than one-half of the 856 members—and 
then a majority of 1 does an illegal act and adjourns for more 
than three days, t lawyers, whose voices sound so musical to 
them that they fill the air with them by the month in this section of 
the country,say that Congress has come toan end. Just think of 
that! Those are the propositions that three days' study produces 
constantly, and they go out to the country, that Congress has 
come to an end; that we have here a body, we have here a Con- 
gressional organization under the Constitution, but that it is in 
the power of one man more than one-half of this body to always 
and under all circumstances paralyze Congress and put an end to 
it How utterly ridiculous and absurd the whole of it is. 

Gentlemen, this tariff bill is moving at a ratio equal to the most 
rapid movement of legislation of this magnitude. 1t this 
House with a rapidity that surprised the country. It will pass 
the Senate. [Derisive laughter on the Democratic side.] Yes; 
and in that connection I may say that to-day the people of the 
country stand in an overwhelming majority in favor of the House 
bill. [Applause on the Republican side.] And I can tell you 
something more that that, gentlemen. en the Senate bill 
comes back here and the action of the joint conference shnll be 
had, the people of the country will be satisfied with: the result. 
The Republicans will have executed their duty. They will have 
responded to the call of the President, and you may call on the 
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rocks and mountains to hide you from the wrath of the people in 
the „ on the Republican side.] ? 
The SP . The question is on ordering the previous 
uestion. 
* The previous question was ordered, 
The resolution was agreed to. 
RELIEF OF FAMINE SUFFERERS IN INDIA, 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
is recognized in charge of the resolution. A 

Mr. CANNON. Iask for the reading of the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 43) in amendment of the joint resolution of April 7, 
1897, authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to transport contributions for 
the relief of the famishing poor of India. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States o, 
America in gress assembled, 'That the joint resolution of April 7, 1897, 
authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to tra contributions for the 
relief of the famishing poor of India, be, and the same is hereby, so amended 
that the Secretary chal be authorized to charter and employ the most snit- 
or vessels of any nationality, not exceeding two in number, 
to carry out the object of said resolution. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I think the House is quite fully 
informed touching the merits of this joint resolution and the ne- 
cessity therefor, and I would be very glad to have a vote, unless 
83 wants to talk for a moment as to the merits of the reso- 

ution. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
Senate resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, before the matter is put, I 
am requested by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLAYTON] to 
ask that he be allowed to offer his amendment, 

Mr. CANNON. I can not do that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Or toask unanimous consent to do so. 
The gentleman can make his request. 

Mr. CANNON. In the first place, the amendment is not ger- 
mane; and in the second place, I want this food, which has been 
contributed by the charitable people of the country, to go, with- 
out further vexation, to the starving of India. 

Mr. CLAYTON. May I interrupt the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly, 

Mr. CLAYTON. Ido not desire to detain the House with an 
remarks, but I merely ask the privilege of offering this 8 
ment, Which was "d as a part of my remarks, and ask for a vote 
on that LN, 

Mr. CANNON. The amendment is not germane, and I can not 
‘yield for that pos. 

Mr. CLAYTON, You object, then, as I understand? I under- 
stand the eman to object to the amendment that I propose. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes. I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following priv- 
ileged report. 

Mr. CANNON. Before the tleman does that, if he wil! al- 
low me, I should be glad to unanimous consent, for the pur- 
pose of saving time, as there are several conference reports to 
make. I ask unanimous consent to consider Senate resolution 41, 
providin LU deficiencies in the Printing Office. 5 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. er, I object. 

Speak HENDERSON. Then let the resolution be reported, Mr. 
eaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the’ following resoln- 
tion from the Committee on Rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, having had under consideration House resolution 
No. 49, ask leave to re: the same with the recommendation that it be 


esolved, That immediately upon the adoption cf this order it shall be in 
ce re cl Rg elgg tp te ed ae f 
an nding for the fiscal year 1897. si x = 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of thisis to bring 
up and di of the very matter referred to by the gentleman 
from Illinois—to provide for an appropriation for the Government 
Printing Office. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to ask the gentleman if I 
understand he is Mum speech to cut off debate? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Iam saying all I hope to say, I will state 
to the tleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand the gentleman from Texas 
desires to speak on this subject, 


Mr. HENDERSON, That is after the resolution is adopted. 
Mr. SAYERS. I would just as soon have thetime then as now. 
Mr. HENDERSON, That is the time. Those are all the ob- 


servations I wish to make. Lask for the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the resolution was agreed to. 
TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
Mr. HENDERSON. The gentleman from Illinois will take 
charge of the bill. 
: The e The gentleman from Illinois presents the fol- 
owing 2 
The Clerk read as follows: . 
Joint luti S. R. 4 tiom to ly a defici 
the —— tor Na ern an binding fort the facal ang AUR 
Resol etc., That the following sum be, and the same is 2823 uppropri- 
ated. out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise M ,tosuppl 
a deficiency in the appropriations for public printing and binding for the 
year 1897, namely: 
PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING. 
Forth blic printing, for the public binding, and f: f 
oe elute estote ring te dates sel EP Pise 
gress in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and for lith 


hing, mapping, and 
engraving for both Houses of arp er the Supreme Court of the United 
States, the su court of the District of Columbia, the Court of Claims, 
- Li Executive Office, an d I = eg — 
or compensation necessary clerks and em ees, for 
(by the day, piece, or contract), and for rents and all the —.— mate; 
* ich may be in the prosecution of the work, 8225 000. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, a sentence or two in explanation; 


and then, unless somebody wants to be heard, I will ask for a vote. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that we should like 
to have twenty minutes on this side. 

Mr. CANNON. This exact item, as I ri penes 
contained in the general deficiency bill an by this 
with other items in March. That bill has not been return 
the House, but the ist of June ha arrived, there is no longer 
money available to carry on the Public Printing Office. TheSen- 
ate, uceng this condition, I presume, instead of — By 
back the gen deficiency bill, to provide for the necessary public 
service here and elsewhere, pick out this one item, embody it in 
a joint resolution, pass it, and send it to us. 

Ordinarily, on such action on the part of the Senate, I should 
favor, as one member, no action upon the part of the House, be- 
cause the House ordinarily originates appropriation bills; but, as 
I explained yesterday, this item having passed the House, in sub- 
stance,it may, if FPV inated 
in the House. And besides that, the work ceases in great 
office, greatly to the inconvenience of the House, the Senate, and 
the country, if this a; priation is not made. Therefore I ask 
that the joint resolution be passed. Now the gentleman from 
Texas d some time, 

Mr.SAYERS. Abouttwenty-five minutes. Gentlemen on this 
side want some time, 

Mr. CANNON. I yield the gentleman from Texas twenty-five 
minutes, or such part as he may desire. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, it is my opinion that in the circum- 
stances this resolution ought to D but I do not believe that it 
should without the attention of the House being called to the fact 
that on the 19th day of March the general deficiency bill 
this House embracing this very item. "That bil has been in the 
Senate, or rather in the custody of a committee of the Senate, ever 
since the 19th day of March. On the 29th day of March a Senate 
resolution came to this body, and items that were borne by the 
2 deficiency bill were put upon that resolution. On 3d 

y of May another resolution came to this House containing 
another item that was in the deficiency bill, and it, too, was 
passed; and now we are confronted with a third resolution which 
contains another item which was in the general deficiency bill. 

Mr. r.I would like to know from the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Cannon], who is charged with leadership in the mat- 
feuh d Congrom dT 

ch o ngress e [x ill, 
which has alread: the House, items here snd there, send 
them over to the House, and have the House to concur in them? 
In the meantime the general deficiency bill, which contains appro- 
priations for every branch of the public service and for every de- 
partment of the Government, is lying upon the table of a Senate 
committee, and has not been considered by that committee and 
re to the Senate. I repeat the question to the gentleman, 
Is this to be the P and is it to have his sanction? I wish to 
say, Mr. Speaker, if the responsibility rested upon me, if I were 
charged with the conduct of appropriation bills through this 
House, I should ask the Senate, in justice to the body of which I 
am a member, with its constitutional rights in the matter of ap- 

ropriations and revenue, to pass the general deficiency bill rather 
to send here separate and independent resolutions covering 
items that are in that bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Will my friend yield to me to answer his ques- 
tion DAN TE pak and I will yield him such time as I shall 
occupy? 


was 
ouse 
ed to 
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Mr.SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON, It is a very fair question, and a pertinent one, 
that the gentleman asks, and I answer it in the light of the facts 
that have existed. He and 1 both knowthat this is a government 
through parties. The Republican party has power in the White 
House and power in the House of Representatives. In the coor- 
dinate branch of Congress, the Senate of the United States, the 
Republican party has not power. 

he Democratic party, if I understand what it is, has not power 
there. The Populist party, I understand, has not power. The 
result is that, in the absence of a party majority in the Senate of 
the United States, that body, as I understand, does not respond to 
the demands of the country, and when I say this I mean to keep 
well within the parliamentary rule, "Therefore the Senate of the 
United States, being in that situation, and this appropriation and 
the other appropriation referred to by the gentleman from Texas 
being necessary to carry on the Government, whenever an oppor- 
tunity is offered to enact such appropriations into law, I, as a 
member of this House, intend to move to concur. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I did not intend in my remarks 
to invoke a partisan discussion. My motive in calling the atten- 
tion of the House to the condition of deficiency appropriations at 
this time was not to criticise the pending appropriation, because, 
in my judgment, it is one that ought to be made, nor to find fault 
with the majority in this House because of their proceeding to 
the consideration of this appropriation. My porn was only 
to call the attention of members to the policy which seems to 
have been adopted in reference to the deficiency estimates—a pol- 
icy which has not obtained in any previous Congress during the 
period of my service upon the Committee on Appropriations. My 
complaint is that the Senate is permitted to take certain special 
items from the general deficiency bill and send them here in sep- 
arate resolutions and at different times for the consideration of 
the House, neglecting other items in the bill equally as important 
to the country. 

Now, the answer of the gentleman from Illinois is not sufficient. 
He says that the Senate is not under the control of either one of 
the three parties. That is true; but notwithstanding that fact, 
has not the Senate passed the sundry civil appropriation bill? 
Has it not passed the agricultural SCENE il? Has it not 
passed the Indian appropriation bill? hy, then, Mr. Speaker, 
of the four general appropriation bills is the deficiency bill alone 
permitted to lie on the table of a Senate committee for so long a 
time without being considered or reported to that body? Besides, 
I must remind the gentleman from Illinois that a majority of the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations is composed of Senators of 
the same political faith with self. 

I would not advise the House upon this occasion to reject this 
resolution, but hereafter I would have the House, in justice to 
itself, refuse to act upon such special resolutions until it shall be- 
come evident by actual demonstration that the Senate is unable 
to consider and pass the general deficiency bill. As I have already 
said, there are many provisions in that bill of importance and ne- 
cessity to the country, together with Toemen long since ren- 
dered, to the payment of which no valid objection can be made. 
I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CocHRAN]. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, consideration of 
this resolution was not anticipated by any considerable number 
of the members of this House, and therefore they have not had 
time for proper preparation for its discussion. Is it true, sir, that 
heretofore deficiency bills have frequently been made vehicles by 
which doubtful appropriations have been hurried through both 
branches of Congress in the closing hours of the session? Why is 
it that invariably one or more of the general appropriation bills 
are held back until the very last days of the session and then 
brought forward with numerous amendments, carrying millions? 
No matter how lengthy the session, the programme is the same. 

Congress usually assembles early in December, but the appro- 
priation bills oreg their weary length alonguntil the very last hours 
of the session and are then hustled through under whip and spur. 
Members are told that they must vote for this or that general 
appropriation bill, regardless of its monstrous contents, or else 
the wheels of Government will be stopped. ' 

Mr. Speaker, there are indications that this extra session is to 
be no exception to this general rule, It seems probable that after 
the passage of that great panacea, the pending tariff bill, the Sen- 
ate will take up this appropriation bill tack ontoit a few millions 
here and there, and then send it over here in the closing hours of 
the session loaded down with 9 which otherwise could 
not bly pass this body. It is said that unless we 


ass this 

resolution no funds for defrayment of the expense of the Printing 

Office will be available. As to the entire bill, when finally it reap- 

pears in the House, no matter what ipe ig may be made at the 
other end of the Capitol, the same plea will be made. 

I shall vote against this resolution. I believe that the general 

appropriation bills should be passed only after due consideration 
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by both Houses, and not merely upon consideration by one branch 
of Congress, the bills being thrust upon the other House in the 
closing hours of the session, to be passed willy nilly, with no proper 
opportunity to consider them upon their merits. 

f the Senate proposes to amend the general deficiency bill, wh 
not do so now and send it over here while time remains for full 
investigation and discussion of its amendments? Mr. Speaker, I 
believe that when next we inspect the bill it will be loaded with 
amendments largely increasing the appropriations. I believe it is 
being held in the Senate committee room now for the purpose of thus 
loading it, and predict that when in the closing hours of this extra 
session it comes before this body for consideration we shall be 
told that the day of adjournment has been set, and that we can 
have only a brief time for debate, and with little or no time for 
investigation members of this House will berequired to vote upon 
the measure. Furthermore, the passage of the bill will be urged 
lest we do toall branches of the Government the injury which the 
gentleman from Illinois says refusal to pass this resolution will do 
to the Public Printing Office. 

I am opposed to this kind of legislation. This House hasa right 
to expect the Senate to send that bill back to us in time to be prop- 
erly considered here, and then, instead of adjourning from ay to 
day, we ought to take it up and consider it with due deliberation. 

Another thing. We have heard from the early days of the Ad- 
ministration of Grover down to this time in the reign of McKin- 
ley that the public revenues are vastly less than the public ex- 
pendor; and that that is the chief cause of existing hard times. 

f it be true that the Government's expenses exceed its receipts, I 
venture to recommend a remedy which deserves at least a trial— 
a remedy that you have never sought to apply, a remedy that has 
hardly been broached in this House. 

How would it do to try retrenchment of public expenditures? 
Why not lop off appropriations until the outlay becomes less than 
receipts? That is what a prudent individual would do under sim- 
ilar circumstances in the management of his own affairs, and it is 
what this Government ought to do in the management of the 
affairs of the people. ; 

Just such methods às are being pursued in holding up the gen- 
eral deficiency bill have resulted in vastly increasing public ex- 
penditures in former years, and have facilitated at least systematic 
profligacy, and probably sometimes something worse than profli- 
gacy. in public expenditures. The House should not consider the 

eficiency bill piecemeal, as is 8 in this resolution, but 
should await its passage by the Senate, leaving responsibility for 
the results of delay to rest where it belongs. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield two minutes t 
Washington [Mr. Lewis]. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I avail myself of the kindness of 
the gentleman from Texas to offer an amendment which I request 
may be read. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not yield for an amendment. I suppose 
the gentleman can have his proposition read in his own time as a 
matter of debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
does not yield for an amendment. Does the gentleman from Wash- 
ington desire to have the proposition read asa part of his remarks? 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Ishould like to have it read for 
information at this time as a pori of my remarks, 

The Clerk proceeđed to read the following: 


the gentleman from 


That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to expend from existing appropriations “for dr ng Salmon Bay and im- 
rovement of the waterway connecting the waters of Puget Sound, at on 
$ i with Lakes Union and Washington, by enlarging the said waterway into 
as ip canal, with the necessary locks and appliances in connection there- 
with," made by the “act making appropriations for the construction, repair, 
and preservation of certain works on rivers and harbors, and for other pur 
poses," received by the President August 7, 1894, the sum of $10,000 in making 
a definite survey and location and plans and specifications of said improve- 
ment from the head of Salmon Bay to termination on Smith's Cove and con- 
mer sabe er gat purve from ^ Baba to haaa of PANE Ba poas 
n pre nga map, sho each piece of property requ 
deeded to the United States or from which a Yeleneo is required, with its 
metes and bounds. 


The SPEAKER (before the reading was concluded). This 
would not be in order as an amendment to the pending proposi- 
tion, unless the gentleman from Washington has some new prece- 
dent. [Lau ner] 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not think the gentleman from Washington 
is serious in eee this matter, anyhow. : 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Imust differ from my exceedingly 
amiable friend from Texas. Iam very serious about this matter. 
I brought it up before in Committee of the Whole. The honorable 

ntleman from Illinois on my right says that this is a matter of 
React with me. He is right, because this House is likely to be de- 

rived of the hospitable association of my companionship in the 
ture unless this measure shall be given some serious considera- 
tion at some time. [Laughter.] But I insist, in the moment I 
have left, that this is a germane amendment, and I would ask to 
haveit now considered, as it is important that we have the $10,000 
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out of the money already appropriated, in order to complete a 
work most important to this country. lrespectfully suggest that 
the amendment be considered, notwithstanding the objection of 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Kan- 

gas . SIMPSON]. 
r. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I shall not object to 
the passage of this very urgent appropriation bill. My purpose in 
rising is to speak about another matter on which heretofore I have 
had scarcely the opportunity to speak that I desired. I shall ad- 
dress myself somewhat to some remarks directed partly to me and 
partly to the House in general by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] 
during the discussion on the adoption of the report of the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

The gentleman from Iowa called the attention of the House to 
the fact that this extraordinary session," as he was pleased to 
call it, had been convened by the President for a specific pu ; 
that the President of the United States had called us here to legi 
late on the tariff alone, and therefore of course it followed that 
we could not legislate on any other matter. Mr. Speaker, when 
was the President given power to determine what this popular 
branch of the legislative body of the United States should legislate 
upon? When Congress assembles, it is, I take it, its right or privi- 
lege—it had that privilege prior to the time when the present 
occupant of the chair refused to appoint the committees—to legis- 
late upon any matter within its constitutional jurisdiction. And 
I do not believe that we ought now to be restricted to the passage 
of a bill the sole purpose of which is to increase taxation upon the 


people. ; 

We had a Republican “landslide,” they say; and you have a 
Republican majority here in this House, and a Republican Presi- 
dent in the White House, because of your lavish promises to the 
people to bring exei d backtothem. -The President, in hisin- 
au address, outli the policy; so to speak, of his e He 
did not in that address limit this House in legislation to the tariff 
alone. He said very.clearly and painty that there were other 
matters which should receive consideration by this body. There- 
fore, according to the President's suggestions, we ought to pro- 
ceed at once to consider those matters. 

Now, what I objected to, and what I am objecting to to-day, is 
that this House does not proceed in an orderly manner to appoint 
the committees and go on with the work of legisiation. The gen- 
tleman from Iowa said or intimated that one of the most potent 
reasons why the committees had not been appointed was because 
the Speaker had not had ample time to familiarize himself with 
the capacity of the different members of the House. Usually 
when Congress convenes on the first Monday of December the 
Speaker proceeds at once to make up his committees; and we 
usually adjourn from day to day until he has done so. I take it 
there is no purpose on the part of the Speaker to appoint commit- 
tees. We have already been in session more than two months; 
and there is no intimation that the Speaker proposes to appoint 
any committees. The Speaker, when we first assembled here, 
gave as one of his reasons for failing to appoint the committees 
that he had not had time to familiarize himself with the members 
of the House. He certainly has had time enough now, and he 
ought to proceed at once to appoint the committees. 

he gentleman from Iowa singled me out and said, For in- 
stance, what a dilemma the Speaker would be in if he had to 
select the committee on which the gentleman from Kansas could 
be of use to the House!" I think he was entirely right in that 
remark, if he had in view such legislation as the Republicans 
would give us, because I would not be of any good on a commit- 
tee if it was expected that I should cast.my vote with the Repub- 
'licans. I could not do that; I do not agree with the kind of leg- 
islation that they give the country or have been giving the coun- 
try—such legislation as has brought the country to its present 
condition. s 

But under the customs which have grown up through the ex- 
perience of legislative bodies in this and every other country 
where such bodies exist, it has come to be considered that the only 
safe method of proceeding in such bodies is to filter legislation 
through committees, and that for this purpose each party shall 
have representation on those committees. Therefore, while I 
might not have the wisdom of the gentleman from Iowa, I might 
in committee service represent the people of my district who have 
selected me for this purpose. That is what I am demanding—the 
right to represent my constituents who sent me here, and who are 
as good as the constituents of the gentleman from Iowa or those 
of the gentleman from Illinois or the gentleman from Ohio. 

When I heard the voice of the gentleman from Iowa to-day I 
was somewhat surprised. I had read in the daily papers that 
there had been a little rebellion in British Columbia, where some 
of the Indians had got off the reservation, and that the leader of 
that band, named Almighty Voice, had been killed. When Iheard 
the echoes of the voice of the gentleman from Iowa here to-day I 
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made up my mind that the papers of this morning were at fault 
t cere that Almighty Voice had been killed. He is on deck. 
aughter. 

The 8 from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] is very much con- 
cerned about the leadership on this side of the House. He need 
not be. There are no leaders over here. We are all leaders. 

Laughter and applause.] We do not need anybody to lead us 
ike a lot of sheep, as the Republicans do. We have an independ- 
ent membership over here; each man leads himself. We do not 
need a leader,as you peopledo. You could not get along without 
aleader. You do not know enough to express an opinion in the 
morning until you read the e and find out what your 
leader has told you to express. That is the trouble with you 2 eas 
ple. There are intelligent men on this side of the House. They 
understand the questions before the country. They read and 
think for themselves.. They do not have to jump over the fence 
behind the leading billy gont 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. hen the gentleman employs the term 
** we"—pluralis majestatis—does he mean that it shall be applied 
to the Populists, to the Democrats, or to the combined forces on 
that side? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I mean it to beapplied toevery man , 
who opposes the Republican party in this or in any other place, 
because we consider that party the enemy of mankind. [Laugh- 
ter and applause on the Democratic sidad Iwill ask whether the 
language which the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] 
addressed me is Hebrew or United States?” 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Iam awarethat the gentleman has not 
had a classical education. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. The gentleman from Missouri has 
the advantage of me, because he knows enough to call things by 
two different names. I only know enough to call them by one 
name; butI 8 get there. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Does the gentleman refer to the term 
**Popocratic” or Demopopulist." 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I mean all the opposition. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there has been a very grave attack made on 
this House by a member of the Senate. “Some very serious charges 
have been made. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must be in order. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. 1 am reminded by my friend from 
Washington [Mr. Lewis] that the Latin of the gentleman from 
Missouri is very bad Latin. Of course, I am not familiar with 
the matter myself. 

I was about to remark, however, that there has been a very se- 
rious attack made on this House by a member of the Senate. I 
read in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of May 29 a speech by Senator 
MorGan. He says: 


The Speaker of the House 


The SPEAKER. It is not in order to read that. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Not in order to read the RECORD? 

The SPEAKER. Not in order to read the debate in the Senate. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Does the Speaker rule that it is not 
in order to read the RECORD? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules that it is not in order in one 
branch of a legislative body to refer to or comment upon a debate 
in the other branch, because such references necessarily lead to 
disputes, and would interfere with the harmony which ought 
always to exist between the two branches. The Chair hopes the 
gentleman will not pursue that line of discussion. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Does the Speaker rule it out of 
order to read anything in the RECORD? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules it is out of order to read that. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. How does the Speaker know what I 
was going to read? 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker knows by what the gentleman 
had begun to read. j 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Iwasmerely proposing to read what 
had been said in the Senate and is now a part of the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Is it unlawful to read that? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is, under the rules of par- 
liamentary law. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, that is new parliamen- 
tary law to me. 

he SPEAKER. That is very possible. [Laughter.] 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. do not see why there should be 


anything published in the RECORD that can not be read hero. 
eSPEAKER. It can be read, but not in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 


Mr.SIMPSON of Kansas. Notin the House—can be read any- 
where except in the House? 

The SPEAKER. That the Chair does not undertake to decide. 
Some of it. he thinks, could not. [Lau ed enc 

Mr.SIMPSON of Kansas. Then the Chair decides that this can 
be read anywhere except in the House? 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair does not. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. But the Chair decides that it can not 
be read in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has passed on the question. 

Mr.SIMPSON of Kansas. Well, as I suggested, the Chair could 
hardly know what I was going to read. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman does not know what the Chair 
can know. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. No; and I think nobody else, if that 
is his ruling. . 
The SPEAKER. That may be. The gentleman certainly can 
not. — — ter.] 

Mr. ON of Kansas. Well, I very much regret it, Mr. 
Speaker, because this is information that might have escaped some 

the members of this House, and, as suggested by some of my 

colleagues here, I shall have to commit it to memory and give it 
to the House in that way. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's time has expired. 

Mr.SIMPSON of Kansas. Which I presume the Speaker is 


lad of. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
joint resolution. : 

'The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and res- 
olutions wer taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: ; s 

A bill (S. 1258) to regulate, in the District of Columbia, the dis- 
posal of certain refuse, and for other purposes—to the Commit- 
` tee on the District of Columbia, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 1337) to authorize the President to commission First 
Lieut. Benjamin W. Loring a captain—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 1978) extendipg the time for the commencement and 
completion of the railroad bridge across the Illinois River, near 
Grafton, Ill., by the St. Louis, Perry and Chicago Railroad—to 
the 5 on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, when ap- 

inted. 
uy bill (S. 28 Davee Ae the adulteration of foods and drugs in 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, when appointed. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 26) declaring that a condition of pub- 
lic war exists in Cuba, and that strict nentrality shall be main- 
tained—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, when appointed. 

Concurrent resolution— 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be requested to furnish the Senate with such information 
as he may have in his n with reference to the t condition of 
RU n EE UE 
against the commerce usually entering the port of Fernandina— 


To the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, when appointed. 


PREVENTING COLLISIONS UPON INLAND WATERS OF THE UNITED 
STATES. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I submit a report from the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


same is 


Mr.DALZELL. Mr. S er, the last Congress passed an act 
Which chan the rule of the road so far as ocean travel is con- 
cerned. It has been deemed necessary 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Irise again to ask the gentleman if he 
will allow us reasonable time for debate upon this resolution, or 
upon the measure, if the resolution is adopted? : 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I can not see any necessity for 
occupying forty minutes in the discussion of a rule such as this, 
asimple matter like this. The gentleman will have unlimited 
time to debate the main proposition. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman will say we shall have 
time on the main propono, that will be satisfactory. 

Mr. DALZELL. On the main proposition, yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is what I asked the gentleman. 

Mr. DALZELL. I was going on to say that it had been deemed 
necessary to pass an act of Congress that would make the internal- 
navigation regulations correspond with those ted by the last 
Congress with respect to ocean travel. This resolution is for the 
purpose of getting that bill before the House. 


Inow ask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
is recognized. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I should be glad, before the gen- 
tleman calls up the bill, to ask him how long it will take. 
_ Mr. PAYNE. It ought not to take a great while. The bill 
itself occupies some sixteen or eighteen pages, and that will have 
Pi be read. It ought not to take a great while to dispose of the 


Mr. CANNON. I wish the gentleman would allow us to pre- 
sent a conference report. I-do not care to raise the question of 
consideration. I suppose a conference report is always in order. 
Ihave a conference report on the sundry civil bill, which I think 
will take but a very short time. Ishouldlikeexceedingly to have 
it adopted to-day. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I think there is no reason why we 
can no; get through with both the bills this afternoon. This bill 
has been waiting forsome time, and was ready to be acted upon 
by the House on the 10th of last month, and would have been but 
for objection that was raised, not against the bill, but because 
some one wanted to into the RECORD. 

Mr.CANNON. Very well. I will give notice that at some tim: 
during the aftérnoon I will ask the gentleman to yield, if this 
promises to take any great length of time, in order that I may 
make a conference report on the sundry civil bill. 

The SPEAKER. e Clerk will read. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, there are some amendments to be 
offered to the bill, and some gentlemen have requested me to make 
a brief explanation of it. 

In 1888 Congress authorized the appointment of delegates to this 
international marine conference which met in October, 1889, in 
Washington, and they adopted what were known as rules to pre- 
vent collisions at sea. These rules, of course, had to be referred 
to the different maritime countries that were represented, and 
they were finally approved by allof those countries. Every mari- 
time country was represented in this conference. There was so 
much delay about this that the rules do not go into effect finally 
until the 1st day of July next, although they go into effect so far 
8 Pro hich allowed the Secre f 

ngress an act in 1895 whi ow e tary of ` 
the Treasury to designate what should be known as the inland 

waters of the United States. The Secretary has made designations | 
from time to time; and these inland waters include such great 
bodies as the Chesapeake Bay, Long Island Sound, and other like 
bodies of water. The rules forthe inland waters are now pre- 
Scribed by the "p iere Inspector of Steam Boilers and the 
Commissioner of Navigation. Of course these rules were made to 
fit the old rules of the high seas,and in certain respects they 
would conflict with the new rules and would result in confusion 
with the vessels navigating the inland waters. This bill has for 
its object, in the first place, to gather together all the rules and 
regulations that have been prescribed by this board, and put them 
into a statute, where they would be in convenient form; and, in 
the second place, to make them conform with the rules on the 

high seas as adopted by this international conference. 

bill does not cover the rivers or the Great Lakes, or inter- 
fere in any manner with the navigation of the Great Lakes or the 
rivers of the West. It simply relates to the inland waters border- 
ing on the high seas. The 1 was prepared in the conference of 
the members of the international conference, the American mem- 
bers of that conference, and also by the Supervising Inspector- 
General of Steam Vessels and by the Commissioner of Naviga- 
tion. It was introduced in the Senate, and after being considered 
by the Committee on Commerce was reported to the Senate with- 
out substantial amendment, and passed that body somewhere 
about the 10th of May. Since the bill passed the Senate, these 
tlemen have met and have been considering some of the rules, 

in view of some objections that were raised to them by persons | 

in navigation. 

or instance, people engaged in navigating the Great Lakes 
were in doubt as to whether language was sufficiently explicit 
in respect to the navigation of the Great Lakes. I have an amend- 
ment, which has been drafted, which places this beyond all doubt. 
There are other amendments which I shall offer as the bill pro- 
gresses, some simply being verbal amendments, but every one of 
them approved of by the Secretary of the Treasury, by the Su- 
pervising Inspector-General of Steam Vessels, by the Commis- 
sioner of Navigation, and by the American members of this inter- 
national conference. So that it seems to me this bill, which 
refers merely to technical matters, about which no member of 
the House can be informed, in reference to the rules of naviga- 
tion. which comes to us recommended in this manner by these 
gentlemen of i with the amendments which they sug- 
gest, ought to be ado; by the House; and unless there is somo 
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estion to be asked or some gentleman wishes to indulge in de- 


CUN 2x 
Mr. MINOR, I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 
Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Wisconsin desires to ask 


me a question. 

Mr. MINOR. My attention has been attracted to section 3, on 

page 18 of the printed bill. I desire to read the section, and then 
some explanation in reference to the application of that par- 
cular section: 

SEC. 3. That every pilot, engineer, mate, or master of any steam vessel, 
and every master or mate of Eo Apod ip or canal boat, who neglects or refuses 
to observe the provisions of this act, or the regulations established in pur- 
suance of the preceding section, shall be liable to a penalty of $50, and for all 
Paper ed; sustained by any passenger in his person or baggage by such neglect 
or re 

The question, Mr. Speaker, is whether this does not relieve the 
vessel from damages that she may inflict, and put the responsi- 
bility upon a perhaps very irresponsible person. who may be an 
officer of the vessel. The gentleman is a good lawyer, and I 
should like to have him put a construction upon that section. 

Mr.PAYNE. Mr. 7 J 5 my t attention 

Mr. TERRY. I should like to ask the gentleman from New 
York a question. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will you allow me to answer the question of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. TERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. S r, that section certainly does not 
relieve anybody from liability; it simply extends it to the mate of 
the vessel, and does not relieve the owner of the vessel in any way. 

Mr. MINOR. Al damages sustained by any passenger be upon 
the master, mate, or engineer who neglects or refuses to comply 
with this law. 

Mr. PAYNE. That does not say that. 

Mr. MINOR. That is exactly what it says. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, if the gentleman from Arkansas will pro- 
pound his question, I will try to answer it. 

Mr. TERRY. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
York whether we are not here to consider the tariff question 
alone,and whether we ought to consider anything else, according 
to the view of gentlemen on his side? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. S er, the House of Representatives have 
decided to enter u consideration of this particular bill, and 
Isu they will decide from time to time to take up such other 
particular legislation as in their good judgment shall seem desir- 


Mr. TERRY. But my question was whether the gentleman 
thought the House ought to consider these other matters, having 
been called here for a particular purpose? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas expressed his view on that question when he voted on the 
adoption of this rule, and I expressed mine. I thought we ought 
to take up this measure, and the majority of the House appeared 
to think the same nr 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman 
from New York to yield to me for a few minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iyield to the gentleman from Tennessee such 
time as he desires. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear the reply of 
the gentleman from New York to what I thought the very appro- 
priate inquiry of the gentleman from Wisconsin, but it seems to 
me that we are not in a condition with t to this bill to get a 

er answer to that or to other similar inquiries that might be 
e in relation to the effect of this measure. 

Mr. PAYNE. As I have already stated, I have a number of 
amendments that I want to offer to this bill, and when that par- 
ticular section is reached, if any member desires to offer an amend- 
ment to it, an opportunity to do so will be given him, so far as I 
am concerned. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But are those committee amendments 
or are they individual amendments to be proposed by the gentle- 
man from New York himself? Mr. Speaker, this case illustrates 
the position which some of us on this side have assumed, that the 
House is not at this time in a proper position to legislate on these 
general matters. Here is an inportant bill, covering twenty 
pages, which affects the life and the property of every man who 
goce upon the vessels to which the bill applies, or who ships his 

ight upon them, and yet we are asked to vote upon it without 
proper information. 

It has become the custom on the other side of the House to im- 

ute ignorance to members on this side whenever they ask ques- 
Pons which tlemen on that side can not answer, but I do not 
intend to imitate that. example. I do not impute ignorance to 
gentlemen on the other side of the House, but I do venture the 
assertion that not one of them in every five understands clearly 
P of this bill. Do you understand it, gentlemen? 
. Speaker, every member who has had experience here will 
bear me out when I say that in this great Government of ours, 
with the numerous and important and sometimes stupendous 


questions that are presented to this House and to the Senate, it is 
not ible for any one man to understand all the provisions of 
all the bills that come before us. 

It is not possible for all the members to do so, and it is not 
sibleforany one man. The consequence is that we are compelled 
to legislate on many questions very largely upon faith, But on 
what do we ground our faith ordinarily? In the regular course of 
proceeding here, when any 8 measure comes up for con- 
sideration, the faith of members generally is grounded upon the 
fact that a committee composed of twelve or fifteen gentlemen, 
members of both parties or of all the political b peritos represented 
here, have examined the measure and have made a report upon it. 

Now, it might seem idle and silly, and we might be accused of 
wasting time and of filibustering, if we should o the e 
of this bill, unless we were able to give some fair reason for - 
ing that course, y t the fact is we are called upon to act in this 
matter upon faith, without having any adequate foundation for 
the faith we are called upon to exercise. 

Upon what are we expected to ground our faith in this case? 
Not upon the report of a committee composed of twelve or fifteen 
members of this House who, in the quiet of their committee room, 
have examined and investigated the question and made a recom- 
mendation in the form of a written report, as they are required to do 


under the rules. Wohaxenosuchreportinthiscase. We really 
2 not know what we are doing When we ie as we are doing 
ere. 


A moment ago I challenged gentlemen on the other side to say 
whether they understood all the provisions of this bill. That 
challenge met with no r et we are going ahead to vote 
upon this bill. AsIhave essen d said, we are often compelled to 
legislate upon faith, and generally we are willing to do so under 
the safeguards I have described. 

When a measure comes before this body accompanied by the 
unanimous report or by the majority report of a properly consti- 
tuted committee, we have some ground upon which to act; we 
have some justification for saying that, while we may not all in- 
dividually understand the provisions of the measure, yet we are 
willing that it shall pass upon the report of the committee. In 
this case we have no such foundation for our faith. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] tells us that the 
Senate has passed this bill. Is that a sufficient basis for this 
House to act upon? Let us reverse the proposition for a moment. 
Hi are. after it had been about fifteen days in session, passed 
a — 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee how much time he intends to occupy? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Only five or ten minutes. I shall get 
through in time for the other bill which the gentleman wishes to 
callup. But, Mr. Speaker, before I sit down I must emphasize the 
fact to which I was about to call attention. After this Congress 
had been in session abont fifteen days, it passed a bill, a measure 
which had not been made up hurri or without consideration, 
a bill which had been pondered upon for months, not exactly by a 
committee of this House, but by members of this body who after- 
wards beeame members of the committee. 

Those gentlemen had considered that measure for three or four 
long months, and then it was considered here, and was passed by 
this House, so that it may be said to have represented the wisdom 
ofthe majority of this House. Now,let us see how the rule of 
the gentleman from New York applies in that case. That bill was 
sent to the other branch of Congress, and what was the result? 
Did they accept it and say: **We must pass this bill because the 
House has it? Not at all. 

Ido not know, Mr. Speaker, that I am accurate about it; but 
my understanding is that, instead of accepting that bill because 
the House had passed it, the Senate changed it in over twelve 
hundred particulars. The gentleman from New York tells us 
that because the Senate has passed the bill now under considera- 
tion in this form, we ought to pass it; but the rule does not seem 
to work both ways. 

For my own part, I plead ignorance as to this measure. I con- 
fess that I have not proper information upon which to vote in 
favor of this bill. 1 can not vote for it, because I have not the 
evidence upon which to base the faith that I would ordinarily 
give to the report of a committee of this House, composed of 
members taken from both sides of the Chamber. 

So we are left here, Mr. Speaker, to take this bill upon the mere 
statement of the gentleman from New York without ourselves 
having had any opportune to examine it. I have risen to em- 

t 


phasize the fact we ought not to consider this bill in this 
manner, We ought not to consider any important bill in this 
manner. We ought either to do as suggested by the gentleman 


from eer GnosvENOR]—and his side of the House applauded 


thes 
we mein to provide for committees and 
these measures that are 
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attempted to advance; he contented himself with saying, We 
are responsible for legislation.” 
Mr. Speaker, I showed, when I occupied the floor a few mo- 


ments ago, that we have spent over seventy-seven days of this 
session of Congress without the committees having been appointed. 
Ishowed that this is unparalleled in the history of the Congress 
of the United States. There has been no reply made to my re- 
marks on that subject. Gentlemen on the other side concede that 
an? are true. Now we are called upon to pass this bill. We were 
called upon to pass one a few moments ago—a bill embracing 
items snatched from the deficiency bill now pending in the Senate. 

A few days ago we had a similar request made by the gentleman 
from Illinois in respect toanother measure. We are told that the 
justification for the course we are pursuing consists in the fact 
that the President called us to pass one single bill—the tariff bill. 
The gentleman from Ohio said, The President has told us what 
to do and we have done it—our part of it, at least; and there is 
nothing more for us to do.” The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HENDERSON] made substantially the same statement. I desired 
permission to interrupt him to call his attention to the fact that 
we had not done what the President of the United States told us 
to do, but he declined to yield. ‘ 

I have here, Mr. Speaker, a message from the President of the 
United States sent to Congress on the 17th day of April—nearly 
two months ago—a m just as formal, just as solemn, just as 
serious as the message which he sent to us when he convenéd us 
in extra session and suggested or advised the p of a revenue 


measure. In this message sent to Congress on the 17th of April, 


being dated April 14, the President urges this Congress to im- 
mediate legislation upon an important proposition. 

The gentleman from Ohio and the gentleman from Iowa said, 
“We have done all the President told us to do." Well, sir; this 
message—I will not take time to read it—closes with this language: 

It is proper that I should emphasize the need of early action; for if the 
present session pass without suitable provision being made, the postponement 
of the matter for nearly a year longer could not but operate greatly to the 
disadvantage of the Uni States, etc. 

Notwithstanding the measure which, in the President's opinion, 
is of sufficient importance to justify that language, you pay no 
attention to the message; but you stand here and tell us and tell 
the country that you have done all the President advised you to do. 

Ihave here another message from the President of the United 
States, dated April 26, 1897, ın which he urges important legisla- 
tion with respect to the boundary between this country and a sis- 
ter Republic, Mexico. He says: 

I that provision be made for the immediate disposition properly of 
TS deci eden p ispo: properly 

Yet you pay no attention to that; you say you have done all that 
you were required to do and therefore you decline to appoint the 
committees. You are inconsistent, however, because you are here 
asking for the passage of the pending bill. If we can consider and 
pass this bill, why not consider and pass others of equal, nay, of 
more, importance? The President has not told you to pass this 
bill. Why not consider the measures he has asked you to consider? 
You endeavor to hide yourself behind what you say the President 
called us together to do;" yet you do what he did not ask you to 
do, and leave undone what he asked to have done. 

I will not occupy further time. I wanted to say some other 
things, but I see that my friend from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] is 
restless, and pepe so, as he wants to get another measure con- 
sidered. But, Mr. Speaker, there is but one intelligent way for 
the Congress of the United States to legislate. Notwithstanding 
the assumption made by gentlemen in debate here—notwith- 
standing the statements which have been made and applauded— 
I do not think that there is an intelligent man on either side of 
this Chamber who believes that Congress can or ought to legislate 
without having the matters presented first considered by appro- 
priate committees of the House. 

Mr. PAYNE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CANNON. Irise to a question of the highest privilege. 
It is perfectly evident that the bill of the gentleman from New 
York will take some time—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Task the gentleman to withhold his matter for 
a little while. 

Mr. CANNON. This bill can be completed when we get rid of 
the conference report which I now desire to present and the con- 
sideration of which will occupy but a short time. 

Mr. PAYNE. It will take only a few minutes to dispose of my 
amendment, 

Mr. CANNON. I must insist on making this conference report. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ido not see how the gentleman can get his con- 
ference NS in now in my time. 

Mr. CANNON. I am not occupying the gentleman's time. I 
have risen to a question of the highest privilege—the presentation 
of a conference report. 


Mr. PAYNE. We have already before us a question of the 
highest privilege. Weare operating under a special rule of the 
House providing for the immediate consideration of this bill, 
UU M no exception in the special rule in favor of conference 
reports. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I will submit the matter to the decision 
of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. GROSVENOR). The Chair has 
an opinion upon this question, but hesitates to rule upon it, pre- 
ferring to wait until the S er is present. 

The SPEAKER resumed the chair. 

Mr. CANNON. I rise to a question of the highest privilege— 
to present a conference report. 

Mr. PAYNE. I make the point that the House already has 
before it a privileged matter; it is operating under a rule for the 
consideration of the present bill; and no exception was made in 
that rule even in favor of a conference report. 

Mr. CANNON. Isubmit, in reply to the gentleman from New 
York, that under the rule adopted this bill is in precisely the same 
position as it would be if it were taken up under the general rules 
of the House and were being considered. I waited until the 
amendable stage of this bill had been reached, and then, from 
conversation with gentlemen about me, I became thoroughly 
satisfied that the day is to be consumed in the consideration of 
the bill. Therefore, as I want to dispose of this conference report, 
I did not feel justified in waiting longer. 

Mr.PAYNE. Idisagree with the gentleman from Illinois. If 
he had held his matter back for a few minutes, the bill would have 


been passed. 
Mr. CANNON, It will take but a few minutes to dispose of 
the conference report. 
Mr. PAYNE. It will not take long to dispose of this-bill. 
Mr.CANNON. Very well, let the Chair rule. 
The SPEAKER. 


t does the quom from Illinois say to 
the clause in the special rule, until the same is disposed of?’ 

Mr.CANNON. Let the special rule be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the rule under which the 
House is now acting. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this resolution the House proceed to 


o 
consider Senate bill 1886, “A billt to adopt regulations for 8 collisions 
n ce nited 


upo n harbors, rivers, and inland waters of the States,” until 
the same is disposed of. 

Mr. CANNON. The effect of that special order was simply to 
make it in order to take up this bill. And at the time of the 
ied Any of that order, or immediately after its adoption, it was 
perfectly competent for anyone having charge of a conference re- 
port to present that as a question of higher privilege. This isa 

uestion of the highest privilege, and if it could have interrupted 
the consideration of the pending matter before, it certainly can 
interrupt it now. The special order must be considered in con- 
nection with the general rules of the House. I hold in my hand 
the Manual, and call the attention of the Chair to the following 
language on page 357: 

Under the practice reports of conference committees may be received at 
any time (except when the rules are suspended), even during the pendency 
of —— poon to adjourn, and may interrupt a member who is on the floor 
spe ý 

It is also the settled practice that a roll call may be interrupted 
for the purpose of making a conference report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that a conference report 
has given toit a very high position of privilege, not merely by 
the rules of the House, but upon the principles of parliamentary 
law. Bills upon which the two Houses, through conference com- 
mittees, have reached an agreement, are, of course, much further 
advanced than any bill which is simply being considered by either 
House. In the opinion of the Chair, the rule of the House but 
registers the general principle of parliamentary law upon this 
subject; and while very high Pone is accorded to a report of 
the Committee on Rules, and to what may take p.ace under a 
rule reported by that committee and adopted by the House, yet 
such a rule must be construed with reference to the standing 
rules of the House and the general Pv of parliamentary 
law, unless the express language of the special rule requires 
another construction. 

It has been held in the House that when, upon a report of the 
Committee gn Rules, a bill is being considered by the House, it 
does not give way to even a question of privilege; butit has always 
seemed to the Chair that that was not a wise view; that, on the 
contrary, there might arise questions of privilege, properly so 
called, concerning the condition of the House and its capacity for 
action, which would be superior to the consideration even of a 
question ordered to be considered by the House itself. Notwith- 
standing the strong language used in the present order, the Chair 
thinks it must be construed with reference to the general system 
of doing business between two legislative bodies. Hence, in the 
opinion of the Chair, a conference report being now presented, it 
is his duty to receive it. : 


1897. 
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Mr. CANNON. I call for the reading of the report. 
. Mr. PAYNE. Iwishthe gentleman would withhold the report 
a little while, for this reason—— 
Mr. CANNON. It will take but a little while to dispose of it. 
Mr. PAYNE. Itis not necessary to pass the gentleman's bill 
before the ist of July. The present bill has been waiting here 
for some time, and there are a great many interests in jeopardy 
because of its nonpassage. I wish the gentleman would give way. 
Mr. CANNON. Ican not give way. 
FLOS PAYNE. The gentleman can call up his report at any 
e. 


Mr. CANNON. "There are important items in this bill which 
it is absolutely necessary should be passed promptly—among 
others, the provision for jurors in the United States courts. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the following report: 


The committee of conference on the 8 of the two Houses 
on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16) making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1898, and for other pu: having met, after full and free confer- 
oa E a torecommend and do recommend totheirrespective Houses 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 7, 21, 22, 25, 26, 


and 27. 
That the House recede from its ment to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 4, 5, 8, 9. 19, 35. 36, and the same. 
Amendment numbered 16: That the H its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an 


thereto, 
— . nee Ay the authority of the President th to, th 
which may exist e authority e ent thereunto, the 
Presidentof the United States is hereby authorized and empowered to re- 


tions, or an t the fro: 
publie 3 Provided, That the Executive orders and proclamations 
e 


shall 
approved and certified to by the Director of the Geological nerves: end tre 
e t 

States surve 8 office of the State in which the reserve is situnted, 
the other in eneral Land Office; and twenty A meee ein ere copies 
of the plats shall be returned, one copy for the files in the ted States 
ich the reserve is situated; the 
t and the other copies shall be filed in the General Land Office, 
and s have the facsimile signature of the Director of the Survey attached. 

Such surveys, field notes, and plats thus returned shall have the same legal 
force and effect as heretofore given the surveys, field notes, and plats re- 
turned through the ashe one tel and such surveys, which include sub- 
division surveys under the recta system, be approved by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office as in other cases, an eager cer- 
tified copies thereof shall be filed in the res ive land offices of the districts 
SS D p INE TEE 
w e provisions hereof are here an operative as suc 
survey: ided, however, t a copy of every to phic map and other 
maps showing the distribution of the forests, together with such field notes 
as may be taken relating thereto, shall be certified thereto by the Director of 
the Harney and filed in the General Land ce. 


All public lands heretofore designated and reserved by the President of the 
lei Pega under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1891, the 
orders for w 


controll 


not the taal ga or intent of these provisions or of the act providing for such 
reservati 


against destruction by fire and depredations upon the public forests and for- 
est reservations which may have ‘been set Aio or which may be hereafter 


For the purpose of preserving the living and growing timber and 
‘or the purpose of preserving gan g r and promot- 
ing the younger growth on forest reservations, che Secretary of the Interior, 
under such rules and regulations as he Pp may cause to be des- 
ted and appraised so much of the dead, matured, or — growth of 
trees found . such forest reservations as may be compatible with the 
utilization of the forests thereon, and may sell the same for not less than the 
appraised value in such quantities to each purchaser as he shall prescribe, to 
be used in the State or Territory in which such Mer ure ruo. may be 


La 
neral circulation. 9 in 


eral circulation 


e ns the Secretary of the Interior may 

and the moneys ing therefrom shall be accounted for b; 

such land office to the m 
ury. 


og pe yen 3 i ede i that by the Secretary 
e supervision of some person appoin: or purpose by the 

of the Interior, not interested in the purchase or removal of such timber nor 
inthe employment of the purchaser thereof. Such supervisor shall make 
report in riding to the Commissioner of the General Land Office and to the 
receiver in the land office in which such reservation shall be located of his 
doings in the premises. 

The Secretary of the Interior ef permit, under regulations to be pre- 
scribed by him, the use of timber and stone found upon such reservations, 
free of charge, by bona fide settlers, miners, residents, and prospectors for 
minerals, for firewood, fencing, buildings, mining, pros ing. and other 
domestic purposes, as may be needed by such persons for such pu 
such timber to be used within the State or Territory, respectively, where 
such reservations may be located. p 

Not! herein shall be construed as prohibiting the egress or ingress of 
actual settlers residing within the boundaries of such reservations, or from 
crossing the same to and from their property or homes; and such wagon 
roads and other s entier may be constructed thereon as may be neces- 
sary to reach their homes and to utilize their property under such rules and 
regulations as may be p: the Secretary of the Interior. Nor 
shall anything herein prohibit any person from entering upon such forest 
reservations for all proper and lawful purposes, including that of pent: 
ing, locating, and developing the mineral resources thereof: Provided, That 
such rer uim comply with the rules and regulations covering such forest 
reservations. 

That in cases in which a tract covered i Bee unperfected bona fide claim 
or by a patent is included within the limits of a public forest reservation 
the settler or owner thereof may, if he desires to do so, relinquish the tract 
to the Government, and may select in lieu thereof a tract of vacant land 
open to settlement not exceeding in area the tract covered by his claim or 
patent; and no charge shall be made in such cases for making the en of 
record or issuing the patent to cover the tract selected: Provided further, 
That in cases of unperfected claims the requirements of the laws 
settlement, residence, improvements, etc., are complied with on the new 
claims, credit being allowed for the time spent on the relinquished claims. 

The settlers residing within the exterior boundaries of such forest reser- 
vations, or in the vicinity thereof, may maintain schools and churches within 
such reservation, and for that purpose may occupy any part of the said forest 
ves ea not exceeding 2 acres for each schoolhouse and 1 acre for a . 

urch. 

The jurisdiction, both civil and criminal, over persons within such reser- 
vations shall not be affected or changed by reason of the existence of such 
reservations, except so far as the punishment of offenses against the United 
States therein is concerned, the intent and meaning of this ove being 
that the State wherein any such reservation is situated shall not, by reason 
of the establishment thereof, lose its jurisdiction, nor thé inhabitants thereof 
their rights and priviigos as citizens, or be absolved from their duties as 
citizens of the State. 

All waters on such reservations may be used for domestic, mining, milling, 
or irrigation purposes, under the laws of the State wherein such forest reser- 
vations are Men oy orunder thelawsof the United States and the rulesand 
regulations established thereunder. 

"Upon the recommendation of the Secretary of the Interior. with the 
approval of the President, after sixty days' notice thereof, published in two 
papers of general circulation in the State or Territory wherein any forest 
reservation is situated, and near the said reservation, any public lands em- 
Lee ee He of y forest 5 RE vss examina- 

ion by personal inspection of a competent person appoin or that purpose 
by the i Y of the Interior, shall be found better adapted for mining or 
foragricultüral purposes than for forest usage may be restored to the public 
domain. And any mineral lands in any forest reservation which have been 
or which may be shown to be such, and subject to entry under the existing 
mining laws of the United States and the rules and tions applying 
thereto, shall continue to be subject to such location and entry, notwith- 
standing any provisions herein contained." 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 21: That the Senate recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
24. and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the mat- 
ter inserted by said House amendment insert the following: “$2,933,333; which 
sum, in the discretion of the AY of War, may be immediately available 
for expenditure under contract or otherwise. Andof the sum hereby appro- 
priated $600,000 shall be deducted from the sum of $2,533,333 authorized to be 
7 and expended for the year ending June 90, 1899, by the 
*Áct making 1 for the construction, repair, and preservation 
of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and tor other purposes,’ which 
became a law on June 3, 1896;"" and the House agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 28: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: *Improvement of Pearl Harbor: For expense of nec- 
essary survey of entrance to and of Pearl Harbor, Hawaiian Islands, and to 
enable the Secretary of the Navy to ascertain and report to Congress the 
amount of land necessary to be acquired in said harbor and the probable 
cost thereof for a coaling and repair station, $10,000.” 

And the Senate to the same: 

Amendment 8 20: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert 
** $25,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference recommend to their respective Houses that 
Senate amendment numbered 10 be transferred from line 6, page 54 of the 
bill, and 5 the word “ available," at the end of Senate amendment 
numbered 


W. B. ALLISON, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


J. G. CANNON. 
WM. A. STONE, 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 

. Managers on the part of the House, 
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Mr. CANNON (before the readin, 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 


was concluded). Mr. 
with the further 
"Mr. RIC this report. The residue can be ee the RECORD. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is there a statement of the House con- 


Mr. "DANN ON. There is. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the statement of the 
House conferees will be read in lien of the conference report. 
Mr. SAYERS. It is understood that the remainder of the 
css will appear in the RECORD? 
he SPEA. The remainder of the re Ls aeg will be printed 
in the RECORD, if there be no objection, and the statement of the 
House conferees will be read in lieu of the report. 
' There was no objection. 
The following statement was read: 
The managers on the part of the House of the conference on tlie disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Renate to the bill 
for R.16) makingapp: * for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
th ja fiscal year ending June 30, 1808, submit p follo written state- 
on ot the effect of the action agreed upon an recens" 


e s erence committee on each of the amendments, namely 
On eer memes Iv gd and 5: ES $5,000, as Proposed: m 


House, instead of $275.000, as pro 
tion, and makes the same imm: tely available. 

On amendment numbered 9: Authorizes the employment of an assayer, at 
|t anda clerk, at 31,200, in the assay office at S. Dak., as proposed 


On amendment numbered 16: In lieu of the ere the Sen- 
ate relative to the forest reserves, inserts the provision which is set out at 
le in the accompanying conference report. 


Rp eer ey prion ih dy 19: Inserts the appropriation of $5.000, Bfoposed 
by tlie Senate, to continue in quiry into the uction of Fader 
On amendment numbered 21: Strikesout the provision pro byt 


ate autho dp den use of the appropriation for the harbor of refuge at Point 
Ju 8 B * I., for the preparation of plans and estimates therefor. 
endmentnumbered?22: Strikes out the provision proposed by the Sen- 
ate 88 the Secre x des War to appoint a superintendent of che com- 
-— and 5 e locks upon the dams of the United States upon 
onongahela 
225. d a 24, 25, and 20: Appropriates $2.933.333, instead of 
the Senate, and 2. roposed by the House, for im- 
8 — issippi River; makes said sum immediately available 
Por i ge oa a con 5 otherwise: requires that thereof 
shall be deducted from the amount authorized to be during the 
"fiscal year 1899, and 3 out the provision proposed by the Senate author- 
izing the oct af d War to es dedi vs Be for the ex ture in advance of 
appro, posun bs ngress of the remainder of the sum authorized by the 
= and harbor nne peli the Lower Mississippi River. 
REOR E numbered 27: Strikes out the authority pro by the 
Senate = use MD of the ropriation for dredging Salmon Bay, in Wash- 
survey and location, and for aces and specifi- 
cations of said improvement from the head of Salmion Bay to theterniination 
m ve. 
On amendment numbered 28: In lieu of the pay eo peg ig of cse 
pow by the Senate for the Ve agen sume of the entrance aap — 
— $10,000 for expense of necessary survey of ae to and of 
rer and to enable the Ried io of the Navy to ascertain and re- 
rd the amount of land necessary to be aequired ix anki batbor, 
thereof, — a coaling and re nd repair s station. 
Appropriates 


On EN AME Mo d. 
promosad by the Senate, for maintaining and keeping open open the channel i 


On n numbered 35, — und 37: IE for the appointment of 


tho Nicaragua Canal Commission, y the Senate, namely, that the 


Com: nission shall consist of one Dee ihe from prt Corpsof Engineers of the 
United States Army, one officer of the Navy, who may be taken from the ac- 
tive or from retired Lus praes one engineer from civil life; the appoint- 
mienis To De made oy and wi eire E e Senate. 

The bill as finally agreed upon appropriates $53,622.65. 

S G. CANNON 
JOSEPH D. i Te 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, one word, and then I will move 
the adoption of the report, unless the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Sayers] desires to be heard. 

I think the House understands, without further explanation, 
what this report recommends touching the forestry matter. The 
provision on this subjeet was submitted to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Lacey], and was satisfactory to them. Itis substantially what 
the House indicated as its view of this question in the two days' 
M estre upon the matter. The Senate on this question yielded 


Doest the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] desire to occupy 
some time? 

Mr. SAYERS. Only a couple of minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I have agreed to the asread 
at the Clerk's desk, but with the understanding that I should make 
a statement to the House in reference to two items. I do not con- 
cur with the committee as to the item making appropriation for 
the survey of Pearl Harbor. It is unnecessary for me at this time 
to again state the reasons why I disagree to that item. I do not 
believe that the appropriation ought to be made. 


There is another item in the bill which provides that the survey 
of the forest reservations shall be made under the supervision of 
the Director of the Geological Survey. My judgment is that it is 


‘unwise to devolve this duty upon that service. Those of ns who 


were here in the Fifty-second Congress will remember—I believe 
it was in the Fifty-second Congress—that the annual appropria- 
tion for the support of that Survey was very largely reduced, the 
policy of Congress at the time being to strictly confine its opera- 
tions to geological purposes. 

Within the last two years, however, that rule has been relaxed 
and we are adopting the bea same policy that existed for several 
years prior tothe 8 d Congress, and which was abandoned 
inthat Congress. y option is that the operations of the Geo- 
logical Survey ought to confined strictly to the performance 
of those duties with which it was originally charged, and that its 
sphere ought not to be enlarged in the direction indicated in the 
report. The Geological Survey is now engaged in surveying and 
mapping the Indian Territory. 

Under the provisions of the clause in the bill under considera- 
tion it will be required to survey these immense forest reserva- 
tions, and very soon I fear that the work of the Geological Survey, 
instead of being confined to the functions for which it was origi- 
nally eser ca will continue to be further enlarged until it 
shall have entirely absorbed the jurisdiction and functions of the 
General Land Of ce in the matter of surveying the public lands; 
so that, instead of the Geological Survey becoming more. efficient 
in the performance of the duties originally assigned to it, it will 
engage in other matters, losing 8 of the very i rtant pur- 
p for which it was originally organized. the Fifty-second 

ngress cut short its appropriations by about 1100 000 and eee 
took to restrain the Saso within the sphere of its 
functions. This, in un judgment, was a wise policy 8 
not to be de 

Mr. TERRY. T aheuld liketo ask the gentleman from Texas 
PA inve a hey 

r. 

Mr. TERRY. The gentleman states, as I understand, that he 
objects to that appropriation in regard to Pearl Harbor. 

Mr.SAYERS. Yes 


Mr. TERRY. I will ask the gentleman if it is not a fact that 
thereis no way of having a separate vote on. this thing, but that 
we have got to vote the report up or down as a whole? 

Mr. SAYERS. There is no way that I know of—none at all. 

Mr. TERRY. Then we shall either have to vote for Pearl Har- 


bor or reject the 8 

Mr.SAYERS Phare thought it proper, Mr. Chair- 
man, as usual, mee ies sign aconference rt and do not 
approve of some of the items involved, to make this statement. 

ith the exception of these two items in the bill, I see no rea- 
son why the House should not approve of what has been done by 
the conference committee. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the gentle- 
a from California [Mr. Loup}. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I think that will be sufficient. I 
shall not take u eer more time than is absolutely necessary. 

The SPEAK The gentleman from California. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I was not present during the consid- 
eration of this matterin the House. I admit that 151 is nobody's 
fault but my own. 

I desire to call the attention of this House, however, even at this 
late hour, to this matter of forest reservations. The chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations in the last House well knows 
the position taken by myself in the last Congress in relation to 
these forest reservations, when it was sought to invade the forest 

In th 8 I did not feel disposed 

e ours o; ngress not fee 

to cause serious disturbance here when a matter was under con- 
sideration relating to forest reservations in the States of Idaho, 
the Dakotas, and some other Northwestern States; but when you 
have invaded the State of California in the manner in which it is 
invaded in this bill I feel that one of the most serious matters con- 
cerning my State is before it now that can possibly come before 
this Con , and I feel called upon, in the interests of my State, 
and I eve in the interests of the whole country, to resist with 
all the power I have the adoption of this conference : 

In the first place, let me call the attention of this House to the 
danger of legislation on an appropriation bill which has no place 
therein, Thelate President set aside a large amount of land for 
forest reserves in various States of this co . Ifthatisagainst 
the wish and will of this House, then let this House legislate upon 
that question alone. But in endeavoring to legislate on that qnes- 
tion they — sought to amend the act of 1890, and have in- 
grafted in this report measures which will destroy the forest 
reserves which have been set aside in my own State, and destroy 
the fairest portion of the State. 

'The Senate, with all due respect to that body, must, in aceord- 
ance with a tablished principle, recede upon this item, be- 
tion, and the House should here to-day defeat 
this ee send your back and demand of 


conferees: 
C be maintained, and that if 
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they desire legislation on matters of this importance, they shall 
introduce measures and have them considered in the usual man- 
ner. Oh,Iknowit has been said many times, in the closing hours 


g the session, that you must accept propositions of legislation 
om the Senate or this or that bill must fail. : 

If this bill must fail, Mr. Speaker, then let the responsibility lie 
where it properly — So far as I am concerned, and the 
5 my State, I believe the sober judgment of the ple 
of this country would prefer that no sundry civil bill should ever 
become a law than that such iniquitous provisions should be con- 
tained in it as are contained in this. 

Mr. CANNON. May Lask my friend a question? 

Mr. LOUD. Ina moment I will yield. 

Let me say that our friends in the Dakotas and in Idaho who 
want this late order of President Cleveland set aside are not satis- 
fied with this bill. Neither are the men who are in favor of 
retaining the forest reserves. There are not twenty men on the 
floor of this House who favor the provision contained herein. 

Then why should we-bow and surrender our sovereign right 
and power? 

Now, if the gentleman desires to ask me a question. 

Mr. CANNON. If I understand the gentleman, he objects to 
the provision touching the forest reservation in this bill, because 
it gives the President power to annul or modify the reservations 
having once been made, 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman is mistaken about that. The gen- 
tleman does not seem to comprehend my statement. Ievidently 
have not made myself clear. 

Mr. CANNON, Well, now, does the gentleman object to that 
provision which suspends the order of February 

Mr. LOUD. No; I do not care anything about that. 

Mr. CANNON (continuing). Until the 1st of March next? 
.LOUD. I do not care about that. It does not touch my 


e. 
Mr. CANNON. What does the gentleman object to? 
Mr. LOUD. I will call the attention of the House to the very 
vision, and I know of no way of getting this provision out of 
his measure except to defeat the conference report. I said in this 
House that I would not, and I believed it was in pev | or 
almostin the power of anybody to defeat the sundry civil bill, but 
I would notavail myself of that power then, because I was assured 
that the bill would not be 3 in such a shape as to affect the 
interests of my State; but now the measure is in such shape that 
it does serio M ect my State. 
Mr. CANNON. If I made the gentleman any promise in the 
last session of Congress, I kept it. 
Mr.LOUD. Yes, sir; there is no doubt about that. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Iunderstand the tleman to say that 
ze gentleman from Illinois promised the bill would not become a 
— 


Mr. LOUD. Oh. no. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I may have misunderstood him. 

Mr.LOUD. The gentleman misunderstood him. I say I was 
assured that the bill would not become law if it affected my own 

State, and it did not affect my State. If the House will listen to 
me one moment, I will call attention to the particular part of this 
measure I object to. 

Let me say again, there are not twenty men in this House who 
favor this proposition as put in here. It is simply a compromise 
measure. Andif we legislation in this direction, let it be 
put in a bill by itself. Iagain call the attention of the House to 
the danger of legislating on an appropriation bill. Ican say to our 
friends from the Dakotas and Baie that if these forest reserva- 
tions continue for a year more, no great harm can be done. If this 
matter is not legislated upon for one, two, or three years, the land 
will still remain there; and if you have power or right you will 
ultimatelyattainit, But,notcontent withsetting aside the Presi- 
dent's order, you have invadod an act passed by Congress seven 
years ago, and have sought to amend an act setting aside forest 
reservations. 

Now, here is the particular provision to which I desire to call 
attention: 

For the purpose of preserving the living and growing timber. 

What a title to this iniquitous measure, Mr. Speaker! 

** For the purpose of preserving the living and growing timber," 
when you propose by this act to invade and destroy; and that is 
the title that should be given. 

For the purpose best pace eo the ieu and 

ons, 
found upon such forest reservations as may be compatible, a — 
Why, the very minute that you open a forest reservation on the 
Sierra Nevada Mountains, in my State, which were set aside, Mr. 
Speaker and gentlemen of this House, to retain the snows u 
those mountains, you have destroyed the very object in setting 
aside that reservation. 


Mr.SAYERS. Willthe gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes, sir. 

Mr, SAYERS, Lask for information, because I am not familiar 
with the land laws of the United States. Can not the Secretary 
of the Interior, under the present laws, permit parties to go upon 


these reservations or upon the public lands of the United States 
and take this character of timber about which the gentleman 
speaks? Has he not done so? 

Mr. LOUD. Iunderstand not. If they have that power, I can 
not understand why they should endeavor to put it in here. 

Mr.SAYERS. lam not able from any knowledge I have to 
controvert the statement of the gentleman, but I have the im- 
pe derived from information given me by gentlemen of the 

ouse, that the Secretary of the Interior has that power. Imay 
be mistaken, however, and have interrupted the gentleman only 
for the VLC of being accurately informed. 

Mr. LOUD. Ihave not read every line of the law on this sub- 
ject, but let me say to the gentleman that repeated effort has 
been made in this House to pass the very measure that is con- - 
tained in this bill. > 

Mr. KING. Doesnot the gentleman think itis a wise provision 
to permit the withdrawal from these forestry reservations of 
decaying and dead timber, which encumbers the growth of the 
smaller timber which under better conditions would have an 
opportunity to mature? 

Mr.LOUD. The trouble is, Mr. Speaker, that some gentlemen 
misunderstand the object of setting aside a forest reserve. There 
is a class of technical gentlemen in this country who favor timber 
culture, and they confound timber cultüre with forest reservation. 
What the object of the forest reservations in the 8 own 
State may be I do not know or care. Let such legislation be 

for his State as he thinks proper to advocate. I do, how- 
ever, know what the reserves were set aside for in the State of 
California and what their object is. 
Here the hammer fell.] 

.LOUD. lask for a little more time. My time has been 
occupied somewhat by interruptions, and this is a matter of very 
great importance to my State. 

Mr.CANNON. Iam anxious to get a vote, but I will yield the 
gentleman five minutes more, if that is sufficient. 

Mr. LOUD. If Iam not 8 I can get through in five 
minutes. If I am interrupted, I have to ask for more time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California is recognized 
for five minutes. 

Mr. LOUD. In answer to the inquiry of the gentleman from 
Utah, I want to say further that the only object of the forest 
reserves in the State of California is to retain the snows upon the 
mountains, so that the snows and rains of the spring shall not 
bring down all at once the full flood upon our valleys, where 
irrigation is carried on to a great extent and where it 1s a neces- 
sity, as it is for the production of the crops of the great San 
Joaquin Valley. 

That is the main object of the forest reserves in the State of 
California, and not to enco the growth of straight trees and 
cleanforests; and the more y you keep the forest in itsnatural 
condition, withalargeamountofundergrowth and decayed timber, 
the more effectually do you attain the object of keeping the snows 
upon the mountains. I know that to gentlemen who confound 
timber culture with forest reservation the provision in this bill 
appears perfectly harmless; but I believe, and it is the general 
consensus of men who have investigated this question, that the 
moment you open the forest reservations to the cutting of timber 
you begin to destroy the forest reservations themselves. 

In the State of California a territory more than 400 miles in 
length and varying from 30 to 60 miles in width is wholly de- 
pendent for its successful cultivation upon the retention of the 
snows on the Sierra Nevada Mountains. 

If you pass this bill, you will substantially destroy the produc- 
tiveness of more than one-half of my State. Now, why should 
any person in the world seek to amend thelaws which were passed 
many years ago merely for the purpose of suspending an order of 
the President made during the late winter? Mr. Speaker, there 
are many other provisions in this bill that should not be 
erm WIS of Washington. May I ask the gentleman a ques- 

on 


Mr. LOUD. Ina moment. Thereisa provision peser the 
cutting of timber for mining purposes, which, if carried into 
effect, will destroy, as I have said, the forest reservations on the 
western.side of the Sierra Nevada Mountains, as it has destroyed 
and denuded the forests on the eastern side. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Do I understand that the gentle- 
man from California is in favor of the order made by the late 
= air a the United States, and against the proposed modifi- 
cation of i 

Mr. LOUD. I do not know anything about that, neither do I 
care. You are not satisfied with this bill. You come from a 
country where there is more timber than you know what to do 
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with. What I do object to is that, under the of setting 
aside an order of the late President of the United States, you 
should invade the State of California and destroy the forest re- 
serves in that State. Iregret it very much, but I shall be com- 
pelled to ask the House to reject the conference report and to use 
every means in my power to defeat it. 

Mr. CANNON. . Speaker, in reply to the gentleman from 
California, I want to say that the provisions in this conference 
report are in substance the provisions which were matured and 
approved by this House after almost two days’ consideration, under 
the lead of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] and the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. McRaE], both of them formerly mem- 
bers of the Committee on Public Lands, and, so far as I am com- 
petent to judge, perhaps better informed touching the public lands 
of the United States than any other two Representatives in the 
House. I say frankly now, as I said then, that I do not claim to be 
well informed upon that subject. 

Imade my protest then, as I had made it on other occasions, 
against legislation upon appropriation bills. But let us see what 
the condition here is. Under law, 20,000,000 acres of land were 
put ina forest reservation last February, and they are now in 
reservation. The better opinion is that the President of the United 
States has no power to take any one acre out of that reservation. 
It is alleged by the people in Dakota, in Washington, in Montana, 
and elsewhere e that portion of the country that the 
President's order works great hardship. 

Now, what does this dr sere in the conference report do? 
It enables the President of the United States at any time to re- 
yoke, in whole or in part, the order making this reservation. It 
makes that much change in existing law. What else does it do? 
It takes absolutely every acre of these 20,000,000 acres out of res- 
ervation, and keeps them out until the 1st day of next March. 
That is all. 

Mr. KING. Was it not possible to have secured in conference 
a provision by which these 20,000,000 acres should still be with- 
SENE from the operation of that order until a survey could be 
made? 

Mr. CANNON. It was not possible with the conferees that the 
Honse sent, because the House conferees refused to beyond 
what they regarded as practically the instruction of the House, 
given after two days’ consideration of the subject here. 

After we had agreed upon these provisions, the conferees on the 

of the Honse, in excessive caution, consulted the gentleman 

rom Arkansas and the gentleman from Iowa for the purpose of 

ascertaining whether the committee had framed the provision 

substantially as they understood the indication of the sense of the 
House on this subject. 

Now, this provision takes every acre out of reservation that is 
now in reservation under the Presidential order, and keeps it out 
until the 1st day of next March, as though that order had never 
been issued. What next? It e $150,000 for a survey, 
topographical and otherwise, to made under the direction of 
the Interior Department by the Geological Bureau, which is al- 
ready organized for service of this kind. After examination and 
survey, when the 1st day of next March comes, this provision en- 
ables the President to take all or any portion of this land out of 
reservation that ought to be taken out. 

Mr. LOUD. But subject to these new amendments to the old 
forest-reservation law. 

Mr. CANNON. 1 will speak of that matter in a moment. One 
thing at a time. 

In other words, this provision gives the money for the purpose 
of making the examination and survey. It gives the President 
power to annul after the 1st of March next the whole of this res- 
ervation, or to change it in any shape or form, upon information 
which may then have been obtained. Inthe meantime every acre 
is taken out of reservation. Now, suppose this conference report 
should be voted down—not adopted. Then every acre of those 
20 09,000 acresis kept in reservation absolutely. So much for 

at. 

There^were gentlemen in another body who claimed that this 
land should be taken out of reservation for all time. "The con- 
ferees on the part of the House, considering the merits of the 
question, did not believe that this ought to be done. It will be 
seen that the conference agreement conforms almost literally to 
what the House indicated as its view after two days' debate. 

Now, a word in reply to the gentleman from California, He 
objects, I understand, to this provision: 

For the purpose of preserving the living and growing timber and promot- 
ing the younger growth on forest reservations, the Secretary of the Interior, 
under such rules and regulations as he shall prescribe, may cause to be desig- 
nated and appraised so much of the dead, matured, or large growth of trees 
found u such forest reservations as may be compatible with the utiliza- 
tion of the forests thereon, and may sell the same for not less than the a; 
paaa value in such quantities to each 38 as he shall prescribe, to 

used in the State or Territory in which such timber reservation may be 
situated, respectively, but not for export therefrom, 

It is further provided how the timber shall be sold, how it shall 
be warked, etc. 


Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman allow me onesuggestion? My 
great objection was to putting upon an appropriation bill amenda- 
tory legislation setting aside forest reservations that had been 


made seven years ago. 

Mr. CANNON. e provision here is that the Secretary of 
the Interior, under such rules and regulations as he shall pre- 
scribe, may "—not shall—sell this timber; that is, the dead timber. 
Provision is made how it shall be marked, how advertised, how 
policed while being taken off, etc. Ido not know whether these 
provisions are wise or not, but I apprehend they are, if honestly 
administered; and if not honestly administered, of course there is 
aremedy. It is sufficient for me that upon that branch of this 
proposed legislation we have the approving opinion of the gentle- 
man from lowa and the gentleman from Arkansas, and also the 
indication of the sentiment of this House after two days' debate. 
Under such circumstances, I believe I am justified in regarding 
this as apt and proper legislation. 

Mr. LOUD. My friend from Illinois refers to the gentleman 
from Iowa and the gentleman from Arkansas, I suppose, as prac- 
tical experts on forest reservations, because there are so many res- 
ervations m their States! 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, I refer to the practical action of this 
House, to its two days' consideration of this question, and the in- 
dications of sentiment which it gave, and which have been written 
in Mug 31 and which, if the report be adopted, will be written 
in the law. 

Mr. HARTMAN. What will be the effect if the Geological 
Survey fails to make the necessary examination between now and 
the Ist day of March, so as to furnish sufficient information to 
3 whether these lands ought to remain in reservation or 
not? 

Mr. CANNON. On the 1st day of next March every acre of 
these 20,000,000 acres will go back into reservation, except so far 
as phe President may determine to keep any portion out of reser- 
vation. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Then, if the Geological Survey should not 
find time to make the examination of those 20,000,000 acres in the 
short time which will elapse between now and the 1st day of March, 
those reservations will remain as carved out by President Cleve- 
land, unless the present President should issue some order to the 
contrary. ; 

Mr.CANNON, Unlessthe President determines tothe contrary; 
and this act gives the President that exact power. 

Mr. HARTMAN. But the President will not make any sus- 
pension until there is an examination and survey, will he? 

Mr. CANNON. I do not know. 

Mr. HARTMAN. If he should, will he make such suspension 
upon knowledge, or upon guesswork? 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask the gentleman this question: If this 
or some other legislation should not be enacted. will not every 
acre remain in reservation? 

Mr. HARTMAN. That is perfectly true. 

Mr. CANNON, And will it not remain in reservation from 
now until the 1st of March? 

Mr. HARTMAN. That is perfectly true. But let me ask the 
gentleman whether it would not be satisfactory to him and the 
other conferees to permit this report to be defeated and to accept 
in lieu of the provision in the report a declaration that no legisla- 
tion of any kind shall be placed upon the bill with reference to 
these forest reservations, exon a provision for the vacation of 
the order establishing them? Then let us take up the subject in 
regular order before a proper committee. 

ir. CANNON. The gentleman asks whether it would not meet 
my approval to repeal in toto the orderof President Cleveland and 
adopt no other legislation—in other words, whether it is not bet- 
ter to have legislation to suit the gentleman's peculiar notions, and 
at the same time set aside the views of 359 members of the House. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. CANNON, This whole matter was discussed in this House. 
I beg to call attention again to the fact that we had two days for 
the consideration of this question, and this conference report em- 
bodies the consensus of opinion as manifested by the members of 
the House at that time. 

Mr. LOUD. What was the vote in the House on that question? 
Does the gentleman remember? 

Mr. CANNON. I do not recollect. 

Mr. HARTMAN. My object in the suggestion was to meet the 
views of gentlemen who are opposed to placing legislation relating 
to this subject apon an appropriation bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Butthe gentleman proposes to place the broad- 
ossible legislation on the bill. 

r. HART. N. Oh, no. 

Mr. CANNON. That is to say, he proposes to repeal the order 
of President Cleveland putting 20,000,000 acres in reservation and 
to stop there and call that no legislation." 

Mr. HARTMAN. Because we all agree that that order ought 
never to have been issued. 


est 


1897. 


Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; there are a great many people who 
bone in it was right to issue it and that it ought not to be 
touched. 

Practically there can be, in my judgment, no possible agree- 
ment between the House and the Senate that will meet the full 
approval perhaps of any Senator or any Representative. In mat- 
ters of this kind it takes a majority to legislate. There is neces- 
sarily *give and take." This thing has been worked out labori- 
ously and at great length by the House on the one hand and by 
the Senate on the other. The only practical solution of it is given 
in this conference report. The Senate adopted the report after 
full discussion; and I think the time has now come for us to close 
up, adopt the report, and pass the bill. 3 

Mr. TODD. I should like to inquire why this report does not 
embrace some provision that the timber be sold to the highest 
bidder? Will notthe provision in the report operate in the inter- 
est of some of the great lumber trusts by enabling them to come 
in and purchase the timber at merely the apprai rice? 

Mr. CANNON. I think there is in the report such a provision 
as the gentleman intimates should be adopted, 

Mr. TODD. Ithink not. It is provided that the timber shall 
besold at not less than the appraised value; but the appraised 
value may be only 50 per cent of the real valuation; and if there 
are persons willing to pay the real value of the timber, why should 
not the Government get the benefit of such an arrangement, in- 
3 of allowing some lumber combine to get the timber at half 
its value? 

Mr. CANNON. I think this provision, when you come to exam- 
ine it, will be found correct: 

mot- 
ing Se de cet i fats peur alia: ie Recetas of tho terion, 
under such rules and regulations as he 5 may cause to be des- 
ignated and appraised so much of the dead, matured, or la growth cf 
trees found upon such forest reservations as may be compatible with the 
utilization of the forests thereon, and may sell the same for not less than the 
appraised value in such quantities to each purchaser as he shall prescribe, to 


isque in the State or Territory in which such timber reservation may be 
situated, respectively, but not for export therefrom. 


Then provision is made for the giving of notice, etc. Plenary 
ower is per to the Secretary of the Interior to make regulations 
or the sale of the timber at not less than the appraised value, the 

object being to utilize the dead timber. 

Mr. TODD. But under the provision to which the gentleman 
refers all the valuable timber may be disposed of. 

Mr. CANNON. It is the d timber that is to be sold, and 
when sold it is only to be used in the State or Territory in which 
the reservation is situated. 

Mr. TODD. Iwould withdraw my objection if the language of 
the provision were so modified that all the valuable timber might 
not be dis; of in this way. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman, as I understand, objects be- 
ares provision is not made for selling the timber to the highest 
bidder. 

Mr. TODD. My suggestion is that if the timber is to be sold, 
the Government should get the real value of it. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Allow me to say that without such a 
uem as that embraced in the report people in remote wooded 

istricts, desiring to obtain timber, might be prevented from doing 
so by the sawmill men who would come in and bid perhaps twice 
as much as individual consumers would be able to bid. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, possibly something of that kind; and 
again I can conceive a position where one man ought not to be 
permitted to buy all the timber. He might be an improper char- 
acter. He might not, all things considered, be the best bidder. 

Mr. TODD. But you already have a saving clause providin 
against that. All I want is that the Governmentshall be entitl 
to receive all it can legitimately receive when that timber is sold. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well in my judgment, this so provides; 
but the gentleman's criticism comes now for the first time. I 
never even noticed the want of the provision which he refers to. 
In the two days' discussion we had of this matter, when the House 
was under the lead of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] and 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRae], our friend did not 
even make his objection. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think I am justified in asking the previous 
question on the adoption of this conference report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

'The question being taken on agreeing to the conference report, 
on a division (demanded by Mr. Loup) there were—ayes 89, noes 6. 

Accordingly, the conference report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS AND BILL SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his e to enrolled joint reso- 
lutions and bill of the following titles: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 43) in amendment of the joint reso- 
lution of April 7,1897, authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
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Menor contributions for the relief of the famishing poor of 


Joint resolution (S. R. 44) making an appropriation to supply a 
deficiency in the appropriations for public printing and binding . 
for the fiscal year 1897; and 

A bill (H. R. 16) nailing appropristions for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, 
and for other purposes. 


PREVENTING COLLISIONS ON THE INLAND WATERS OF THE UNITED 
STATES, 


The SPEAKER. The House will resume consideration of Sen- 
ate bill 1886. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
offers an amendment. 

'The amendment was read, as follows: 

On line 5, strike out after “or” a = 
r oo NM 0 Mer td 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask for a vote, Mr. Speaker. This is one of the 
amendments suggested by the board of experts. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, it was perfectly competent, of 
course, for the majority of the House to lay down their policy, as 
they did early in the session, that they did not desire pl sia bo 
appointed. But, as a corollary of that proposition, we are in- 
formed that the House did not intend to enact general legislation. 
I think, Mr. Speaker, that as long as the House kept those two 
goes together the position of the majority was defensible, 

ut now it seems that the House is asked by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. PAYNE] to engage in general legislation, and to 

8 a bill of the most complicated character, without this House 
ving the benefit of having these questions examined by a prop- 
erly appointed committee. 

Mr. Speaker, as far as I am concerned, I have no complaint to 
make of the policy laid down by the. majority, that they do not 
desire to have committees appointed, if they will couple with 
that the further statement that they do not intend to enact gen- 
eral legislation. That was the justification, and the only justifi- 
cation, made for that course by the party in power before the 
country at large. It is the ground on which you have been in 
some measure held in justification by the people and by the press 
of the country. The question was, Why appoint committees 
when you did not intend to enact general legislation? 

As I say, that porum was defensible. But now what do we 
find? Here, for the first time, we are asked to enact a bill of the 
most complicated character. There is not a subject upon which 
we shall be called to legislate at any time which is Darke more 
involved than are the provisions of this bill. Now, by what au- 
thority can any member be je to vote for such a bill? I 
know of but one. We are told we can assume that the other 
branch of the legislative department, the Senate, has properl 
investigated this question, and that they have sent us a perfec 
bill. In fact, I have been told that this bill has been most care- 
fully considered by the Navy Department. 

But, Mr. Speaker, that will not do. That ition can not be 
defended on the floor of the House. Why? The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. PAYNE] has informed us that he has numerous 
amendments that he intends to place upon this bill. Ishould 
like to ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] at this 
e how many amendments he has prepared to go upon the 

15 ; : 

Mr. PAYNE. I will say to the gentleman that I have not 
counted the number, but I should think that there were fully a 
dozen, and Pune more, I want to say to the gentleman that 
every one of these amendments has been sugges by this board 
of experts, consisting of the American representatives at this in- 
ternational conference, and also the Supervising Inspector-Gen- 
eral of Steam Vessels and the Commissioner of Navigation. The 
have carefully considered this bill, and they propose these amen 5 
ments. I want to say to the gentleman, further, thatthis bill re- 
enactsin large part the existing rules and regulations that now 
apply to the navigation of these inland waters, and that the only 
changes made are in order to make them comply with what Con- 
gress and the international conference and treaties have made | 
the rules of the high seas. 

It is not such an intricate matter to these gentlemen, but it will 
be an intricate matter to the gentleman from Georgia and myself 
or any other members of the House not familiar with questions 
relating to navigation; and if you were on the committee and 
considered them, we would still have to rely upon the testimony 
and judgment of these expert and experienced men who do know 
about these matters. 

Mr. FLEMING. To be sure, Mr. Speaker, the committee, in 
the first place, would have an opportunity to investigate this ques- 
tion in the light of the experience of these experts. Now the bill 


1402 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 1, 


comes here, and we are asked to pass upon it on our faith in the 
Senate. Did it not go through a committee in the Senate? Now, 
ifthe gentleman had told us the bill was already in a. perfected 
condition and asked us to vote for it, he might have expected us 
todoso. But, Mr. Speaker, after the bill has gone through the 
Senate, and the gentleman has stated he shall offer a dozen amend- 
ments, can such a bill be perfect? If the gentleman has discov- 
ered and has been put in possession of a dozen amendments from 
whatever source, how many other imperfections may there not be 
2 in this bill if properly considered by a committee of this 
ouse? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit that if the House does not intend 
to appoint committees—and I am not making any complaint about 
that—if it does not intend to appoint committees, let it continue 
to justify its course by not engaging in general legislation, But 
when they ask this House to engage in general legislation, as they 
do in asking us to pass this bill, then, as a member of this House, 
I will insist that this complicated, involved question shall first be 
considered by a competent committee; and I simply put the gentle- 
man on notice now that if this bill or one of its importance is pro- 
posed to be passed, so far as I am concerned, he will have to have 
a D» to do it, because I will raise the question of no quorum. 

this bill came before the House from a properly constituted 
committee I would be willing to accept the work of that commit- 
tee. In some kind of way we would be obli todoit. Aman 
can not examine all these subjects himself and can not investigate 
them. Butif we areto vote on faith, I want to have a committee 
on whose action I can properly rely; and I submit, if the gentle- 
man himself, as an individual member of this House, can discover 
twelve or fifteen needed amendments to this bill, the probability 
is that a committee might have discovered a dozen more. 

Mr.PAYNE. Willthe gentleman from Georgia allow me to 
ask him one question, and that is, if he understands that rules and 
regulations for navigation on the high seas, to prevent the collision 
of ships, and a code of rules of the road, have been established 
between all maritime nations of the earth, to take effect on the 
ist day of next month, and that some of those rules interfere in 
some degree with our own rules for the navigation of the inland 
waters bordering on the high seas, and that to leave them in their 
present condition and make no changes as proposed by this bill 
would endanger human life; and that in order to carry out his 
theory, whatever it may be, or toemphasize the matter before the 
country that the House has no committees—and it seems that the 
country must understand by this time that the House has no com- 
mittees; that it is the policy of the majority of the House not to 
appoint committees—and it seems that the country understands 

t fact—that in order, uselessly, it seems to me, to emphasize 
that, he poo to stand herein the way of the passage of this 
bill and take the risk of some collision at sea, take the risk of loss 
of human life; and if this is done 

Mr. LEWIS of | Hs 0 I make the point of order that the 
gentleman from Georgia has the floor—— 

Mr. PAYNE. If the leader from Washington will possess his 
Soul in patience—— 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Imakethe point of order that the 

ntleman from Georgia has the floor, and can not be taken from 

e floor by the tleman from New York in this way. 

The SP. . The gentleman from Washington rises to a 
point of order. : 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Iamnotatallembarrassed by the 
compliment of the emphatic form in which the Chair referred to 
st ge the floor, but I—— 

e SPEAKER. That was by inadvertence. : 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. The Chair need not explain that. 
I would not make any inference from that upon the Chair. I 
make this point of order: That the gentleman from Georgia has 
the floor, and that the gentieman from New York, upon the au- 
thority of the privilege of him a question, can not take his 

i d address him while the gentleman from Georgia has the 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will protect the gentleman from 
Georgia if he calls upon the Chair for protection. The Chair 
rige that the gentleman from Georgia was consenting will- 
T ian he is in any way coerced, the Chair will protect him. 

ughter. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will ask my friend from Georgia if he needs 
tlie assistance of the leader from Washington to protect him in 
this matter? If he does, I hope he will call upon him. 

Now, I simply asked a question, and re Thad the leave of 
the gentleman. I was appealing to him, by way of a question, to 
reconsider his idea of trying to obstruct this legislation and force 
the House to meet on another oceasion, when there should be a 

orum here, in order to pass this bill, the bill itself being in the 

terest ofthe preservation of human life, and therefore the sooner 
itis passed the better. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, it would be very hard to examine 
the gentleman's statement and find exactly where the question is. 


But I am napas i entertained in P to the gentleman from 
New York, and I felt perfectly safe in allowing him to speak as 
long as he desired, because I know I have an hour, if I choose to 
take that much time. Ido not want to consume that time. My 
purpose in taking the position I do take was in no way whatever 
to advertise to the country any further the fact that this House is 
without any regular committees, nor was it my desire to advertise 
to the country the policy of the majority party, that they did not 
intend to engage in general legislation. 

My purpose was bona fide to prevent the passage of a bill which 
has not been properly considered by a committee of the House. 
Now, I will show my good faith in that respect by stating that I 
am perfectly willing to join with the gentleman from New York 
in requesting the Chair to appoint a special committee to in- 
vestigate this particular bill. 1f gentlemen on the other side do 
not desire to have all the committees appointed, I do not ask that. 

All I ask is a.special committee to investigate this question. 
Here is a measure dealing with a Hats important and very in- 
volved subject, and my information is that there are provisions in 
this bill which ought not to be there. Why not have the subject 
properly investigated? Why not request the Chair, or why will 
not the gentleman from New York himself move, to refer this 
bill to a special committee to be appointed by the Chair? If he 
will make a motion to refer it to either a regular or a special com- 
mittee, I will vote with him. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman from G ia knows of any 
provision in this bill that ought not to be there, why does he keep 
saaa information to himself? Why does he not give it to the 

ouse? 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, when the gentleman from New 
York himself has discovered twelve imperfections in this bill, I 
think it is time that he should allow some-other members of the 
House to investigate it and try to ascertain whether the number 
of imperfections may not be much greater. He has discovered 
twelve, but I fear that he has not discovered all of the imperfec- 
tions, and for that reason I desire that the bill shall be referred to 
a committee for investigation. : : 

If he prefers a special committee instead of a regular committee, 
I make no point on that. I simply say that as à member of this 
House I will not vote for a bill of this character unless I have the 
report of some committee to guide me; and I will do what I can 
to prevent the passage of the bill unless the course I have sug- 
gested or some similar course is pursued. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, Í call for a vote on the pending 
amendment. ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire, before the vote is taken on that 
amendment, to ask the gentleman from. New York a question for 
information in reference to the matter included on 15 under 
the heading Note." I have never seen anythi ike this before 
in any bill that has passed the House. refer to the matter which 
isin fine print in contradistinction to the text of the bill. Iwant 
to ask the gentleman what it means. It does not seem to be any 
m of article 21 or of article 22, but it is here in the bill in print 

tween those two articles. It does not seem to be a part of any 
article in the bill, but it was read by the Clerk as a part of the 
text. It is certainly something unusual to insert a “note” of this 
characterin the body of a bill, and I want to know from the gen- 
tleman from New York whether this is to be taken as a part of 
the law if this bill shall become law? 

The question being taken on the pending amendment, it was 


agreed to. ) 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, in line 23, page 27, I move to strike 
out the word to,“ 3 to improve the language. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the 
matter to which I have already called attention, which is headed 
dE s and which occurs between lines 7 ànd 8 on page 15 of the 


ill. 

Mr.PAYNE. Willthe gentleman from Tennessee wait until I 
offer another amendment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, by what authority does the 
gentleman from New York claim priority over other members of 
the House in offering amendments to this bill? 

The SPEAKER. e Chair supposed that there had been some 
arrangement made by which the gentleman from New York was 
to be permitted to offer certain amendments. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. None whatever. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman from Tennessee will pre- 
sent his amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the 
matter on page 15, between lines 7 and 8 of the bill, under the 
heading Note.“ 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr, Speaker, I supposed I had the floor for an 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hasrecognized the gentleman from 


Tennessee. 
. Mr.RICHARDSON. I respectfully asked an explanation of the 
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gentleman:from New York, and I got no answer. That is why I 
now move to strike out this language, and I now ask that the 
Clerk report this note.“ 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report the words proposed to 
be stricken out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 15, between lines 7 and 8, strike out the following: 

*" NoTE.— When, in consequenceof thick weather or other causes, such ves- 

l finds herself so close that collision can not be avoided by the action of the 
Bving-way vessel alone, she also take such action as will best aid to avert 
Collision: (See articles 27 and 29.)"" 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to explain to the gentleman 
from Tennessee and to the House that this act is a codification of 
the rules relating to the navigation of our inland waters, One 
object in putting them together in the law is to get them in con- 
venient form where they can be printed and. posted in every ves- 
sel, and this note appears here in tlie body of the act for the pur- 
pose of giving notice at that 3 point by reference to 
articles 27 and 29. It is simply for the convenience of posting the 
law, and of course, in that t. it is a part of the statute. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But the question I propounded to the 
gentleman from: New York was whether he had eyer seen a 


* note" like this in the body of any law that has passed this. 


House. : . 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not think I have ever seen anything exactly 
like it; still I have. seen something quite similar in the general 
lawsrelating to navigation, requiring the posting in each vessel 
ofthe bill of fare that is prescribed by law for sailors. That is 
inserted in the body of the law in à way almost exactly similar to 
this, and the object is that it may be posted in the cabin or the 
forecastle of the vessel. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I think the amendment. of 
the gentleman from Tennessee is a proper one. Ihave never seen 
anything like this ‘‘noté” in the body of a measure presented to 
Congress. The matteris very simple, however. Article 21 pro- 
vides an absolute and imperative rule when unaccompanied by 
two other articles. Those other articles are Nos. 27 and 29, and 
they specify the cases in Which there may be.a variance from the 
accurate and strict rule. Now, in posting this law for the benefit 
of seamen, it will be only necessary for the Treasury Department 
to print this note at the foot, as has been the custom in other 
‘cases; as a of the law. 

5 Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam very glad to. hear the statement of 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. I think he is ex- 
actly correct. Tam glad we agree on this question. I have never 
any effort on the part of the friends of any bill to insert an 
e provision of this kind. That is why IL have moved to 
strike it out. 
Tho question. being taken, the amendment of Mr. RICHARDSON 
was agreed to. : 

Mr. PAYNE: Now,Mr.Speaker,T offer the amendment which 

Thave already sent up to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
| After line 24, page 7, add: 
* (d): Rafts, or other water craft not herein provided for, navigating by 
i power; horsepower, or by the current of the river, shall carry one or 
more ae white 5 Which shall be ved. in such manner as shall be 
prescribed by the Board of Supervising pectors of Steam Vessels," 

Mr: RICHARDSON. Ishouldliketo know whence this amend- 
ment comes: aud why it is suggested. The amendment appears 
to be a most important one. It is almost impossible for us to 
legislate intelligently upon a measure of this kind in this hap- 
hazard way. I submit that the gentleman from New York ought 
not to press the consideration of this bill any further this evening. 
In view of the lateness of the hour and the fewness of the mem- 
bers in attendance, I suggest that tlie gentleman allow the bill to 
go over until some other day. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman consent to take a recess until 
to-morrow at 12 o'clock? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What is the use of that? 

Mr. PAYNE. For uec ipea of going on with this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ill there not be plenty of time to con- 
sider it when we meet on the next regular day? It is hardly 
likely there will be any more members in attendance to-morrow 

to-day; and I assure the gentleman from New York, from 
declarations of gentlemen all around me, that he can not pass this 
bill this evening unless he can obtain a quorum. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suggest, then, that we take a recess until to- 
morrow, and then go on with the bill. We had a quorum here 
tliis morning. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Under the standing rule we would ad- 
journ until next Thursday. Why not take up this bill at the next 

lar session of the House? 
.PAYNE. I ask for a vote on my amendment. 

The SPEAKER (having put the question) declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. FLEMING and others called for a division. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. SAYERS. I ask the gentleman from New York to with- 
draw that motion until my colleagne can call up a bill which: will 
not take three minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am afraid it is an important bill, and will re- 
quire a quorum. Ican not withdraw my motion. 

Mr. SAYERS: All right; then you will have to bring aquorum 
here to pass this bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. If we can not goon with this bill without aquo- 
rum, we can not go on with any other. 1 do not withdraw my 
motion. 

The question being taken, the motion of Mr. Payne, that the 
House adjourn, was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 
30 minutes p. m.), the House, pursuant to its standing order, ad- 
journed until Thursday next at 12 o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
. were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 

ollowa: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting copy of a 
letter from the Chief of Bureau of Yards and Docks, with report 
of the board of civil engineers appointed. to examine the cause of 
the leak in the dry dock in the oklyn Navy-Yard, and recom- 
mending appropriation for the same—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and. ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause g of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and: memorials 
A following titles were introduced. and. severally referred as 
OLLOWS: 2 

By Mr. MAXWELL: A bill (H. R. 3382) to prohibit the grant- 
ing of a patent where the thing sought to be patented is a mere 
rearrangement or variance in constructive devices and details of 
inventions already known; second, to require the party claimi 
an infringement to recover judgment against the party char 
with:suchli infringement before he can maintain an action i 
a bona fide purchaser of the article alleged to be an infringement, 
and to restrict damages to the actual injury; third, to reduce the 
time to sixty days. in which to file an application for a patent—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BELL (by request): A bill (H. R. 3383) to restore med- 
ical freedom. to the people of the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee om the District of Columbia. , 

By Mr. LEWIS of Washington: A biil (H. R. 3393) for the re- 
lief of settlers—to the Committee on.the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3394). for an assay office at Seattle, in the 
State: of Washington—to the Committee. on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr: SMITH of Kentucky: A joint resolution (H. Res. 60) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 61) to provide 
for the: immediate repair of Dry Dock No. 3,at the New York 
Navy-Yard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A resolution. (House Res. No. 49) rela- 
tive tothe consideration of Senate joint resolution No, 44, making 
an appropriation to Dy a deficiency in the appropriations for 
public printing and binding for the fiscal year 1897 —to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. . 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 50) relative to the consider- 
ation of Senate joint resolution No. 43, in amendment of the joint 
resolution of April 7, 1897, authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to transport contributions for the relief of the famishing poor of 
India—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: A resolution (House Res. No. 51) to pro- 
vide for the consideration of a resolution for repairs to Dry Dock 
No: 3:at the navy-yard, New: York—to the Committee on Rules, 

By Mr. LEWIS of Washington: A resolution (Honse Res. No. 
52) meri uie appointment of a Committee on Foreign Affairs, to 
8 e foreign policy toward Cuba to the Committee on 

miles, 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 53) requesting full corre- 
spondence concerning the situation in Cuba or any reports of ‘the 
same now in possession or control of the Secretary of State or 
Executive, to be at once submitted to the House of Representa- 
tives—to the Committee. on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KING: A resolution (House Res. No. 54) directing the 
Speaker to — . — the Committee on Foreign Affairs to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. COOKE: A concurrent resolution (House Con. Res. No. 5) 
relating to affairs in Cuba—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, for an amendment to the Constitution.of the United 


States relating to trusts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: A memorial of the legisla- 
ture of the State of Wisconsin, in favor of an amendment to the 
riri relating to trusts—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 1 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 3378) for the relief 
of James Willard, of Loudoun County, Va.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3379) for the relief of the 7 5 0 5 Baptist 
Church, at Culpeper, Va. to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 3380) for the relief of James T. 
Smith—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 3381) for the relief of M. Robison, 
administrator of T. E. Robison, deceased, late of Henderson 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 3381) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Rebecca S. Holman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 3385) to provide for the re- 
adjustment and payment of dues to army officers in certain 
cases—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 3386) for the relief of 
James Erwin, of McBee Landing, Marion County, Ark.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 3387) for therelief 
of the heirs of Mrs. Nancy Mitchell, of Lincoln County, Miss.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 3388) for the relief of Thomas 

H. Street, of Person County, N. C.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. : 
By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 3389) to reappoint Warren C. Beach 
& captain in the Army, and to place him on the retired list in ad- 
dition to the number now authorized—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: A bill (H. R. 3390) granting a pension to 
Charlotte M. Bryson, widow of Andrew Bryson, late rear-admiral 
inthe United States Navy—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 3391) for the relief of 
W. H. Barnard and Robert Thomas—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3392) for the relief of Mrs. Minnie Andrews— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEWIS of Washington: A bill AB. R. 3395) to place the 
name of Wiliiam Gross on the pension roll—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8396) granting a pense to Lieut. Col. Ogden 
Street—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A 8, a bill (H. R. 3397) for the relief of Twyman O. Abbott—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3398) for the relief of M. S. Hellman—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3399) for the relief of A. D. Glover—to the 
Committees on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3400) for therelief of Thomas M. Fisher—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3401) for the relief of John Morrow, alias 
James Henry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
for an appropriation for the proposed international exhibition in 
Frauce in response to the recommendations of the President—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions of the Original M. S. Quay Club, of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., protesting against the civil-service law and asking for 
its suspension or repeal—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

Also, petition of John W. Schmidt and other citizens of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., for a more rigid restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of the Thirteenth Ward Republican executive 
committee, of Philadelphia, Pa., protesting against the civil- 
service law, and asking for its repeal—to the Committee on Re- 
form in the Civil Service. 

Also, resolutions of the Civil Service Reform Association of 
Philadelphia, Pa., in support of the civil-service law—to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Credit Men's Association, fa- 
voring the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—tothe Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Philadelphia Drug Ex- 


change, urging the enactment of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa., 
protesting against the repeal of the civil-service act—to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petitions of William Wardell and other citi- 
zens of Phoenixville, Pa., and H. K. Dunlop and others, of Ox- 
ford, Pa., for the passage of an immigration bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Pittsburg, Pa., in favor of a bill for national freight classifi- 
cation—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, resolutions of the Philadelphia (Pa.) Drug Exchange, in- 
Joning the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of Mrs. E. S. Mills and 173 others, 
of Vinalhaven, Me., praying for the further restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FARIS: Petition of F. C. Starns and 85 other citizens of 
Parke County, Ind., recommending the repeal of the civil-service 
law—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of the Board of Trade of Minne- 
apolis, Minn., favoring the passage of a bankruptcy bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. ; 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Resolutions adopted at a meeting 
of wholesale liquor dealers in Indianapolis, Ind., regarding a tax 
on spirits and theregulation of the bonded period—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways aud Means. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of Annie S. Blythe and other citizens of 
Bridgeport, Conn., concerning immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: Petition of 180 citizens of Rich- 
mond, Ind., and 52 citizens of Connersville, Ind., for the passage 
of a law at the present session of Congress for a commission to 
revise the banking and currency system—to the Committee on 
Banking and 1 — 05 5 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: Memorial of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Seattle, Wash., favoring the annexation to the 
United States of the Islands of Hawaii—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUD: Memorial of the San Francisco Chamber of 
Commerce, 8 the early enactment of the tariff bill to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: Memorial of the Merchant Tailors’ Ex- 
change of Boston, Mass., protesting against the omission of the 
one-hundred-dollar limit of value to free importations of personal 
clothing—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of the Excelsior Brewing Company, of St. Paul, 
Minn.; also of Gluek's Brewing Company, of Minneapolis, Minn., 
against the proposed increase of tax on beer—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MITCHELL (by request): Petition of the Young Peo- 
le's Society of Christian Endeavor of the Thirteenth Street Prese 
yterian Church of New York City, N. Y., favoring the passage 

of a bill to forbid the interstate transmission of any picture or de- 
scription of any encounter of pugilists—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also (by request), petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the Thirteenth Street Presbyterian Church 
of New York City, urging the passage of a bill to protect the first 
day of the week in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also (by. request), petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the Thirteenth Street Presbyterian Church 
of New York City, asking for the passage of a bill to forbid the 
sale of intoxicants in Government buildings—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MOODY: Petition of Mrs. Minnie C. Harris and 18 oth- 
ers, of Marblehead, Mass., praying for the further restriction of im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PITNEY: Petition of 48 citizens of Rockaway, N. J., in 
favor of a more rigid immigration law—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ROYSE: Petitions of F. M. Mulhollan, John T. Kelley, 
and other citizens of South Bend, Ind., for the restriction of im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 

By Mr. SULLOWA Y: Petition of Johen E. Milton and 90 other 
citizens of Portsmouth, N. H., asking for a more rigid restriction 
vf immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

Also, petition of Florence F. Atwood and 14 other citizens of 
New Boston, N. H., asking for a more rigid restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition. of George T. Porter and 27 other 
citizens of Westfield, Mass., favoring a more rigid restriction of 
F the Committee on igration and Naturalizae 

on. 
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SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, June 2, 1897. 
Prayer by Rev. Huan Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


on. 
+e Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore took 
the chair. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. TURPIE, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. a 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, without objec- 
tion, will stand approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
tothe report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 16) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for 
other purposes. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Bal- 
timore (Md.) Annual Conference of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Baltimore (Md.) Annual 
Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to restore to the District of Columbia its 
Sabbath law; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. : 

He also presented a petition of the Baltimore (Md.) Annual 
Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to raise the age of consent to 18 years in 
the District of Columbia and the Territories; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Baltimore (Md.) Annual 
Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, praying for the 
enactment of legislation prohibiting the transmission of pictures 
and descriptions of prize fights through the mai!s or by interstate 
commerce; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a pet tion of the Baltimore (Md.) Annual 
Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, praying for the 
enactment of legislation prohibiting interstate gambling by tele- 
graph, telephone, or otherwise; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of sundry wholesale liquor 
dealers of Indianapolis, Ind., praying that the tax on distilled 
spirits be reduced from $1.10 per proof gallon to 90 cents per proof 
gallon. provided that the present eight-year bonded period be re- 
duced to three years; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

- He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 147) 
for the relief of William H. Wilson; which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of sundry citizens of Massachu- 
setts, praying for the enactment of legislation for a more rigid 
restriction of immigration: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Joseph E. Selfe, president, and 
three other officers of the Merchant Tailors’ Exchange of Boston. 
Mass., praying for the ue without amendment of paragraph 
666 of the pending tariff bill, relating to the free entry of wearing 
apparel, personal effects, etc.; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of 152 business firms of the 
United States, and a petition of 11 business firms of the United 
States, praying for a continuance of the reciprocity treaty with 
Hawaii; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

He also presented a memorial of 13 business firms of Boston, 
Mass., remonstrating against an increase of the duty on tanned 
skin for morocco; which was ordered to li» on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the U. S. Grant Council, No. 352, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Pottstown, Pa., 
praying for the passage of the so-called Lodge bill restricting 
immigration; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. QUAY presented the memorial of P. J. Huth, secretary of 
the Point Bottle Works, of Rochester, Pa., relative to the duty on 
glass bottles; which was ordered to lie on the table and to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

June 1, ^ 
To Hon. M. S. Quay: ROGER Ae PUNE b do 
GREEN, FLINT, AND LIME GLASS BOTTLES. 
The act of 1894 reduced the duty on bottles 25 per cent. About 85 per cent 


of our cost is labor, which is at least 200 per cent higher than is paid in Ger- 
many, our chief competitor. We have been unable to secure a reduction in 


W. to meet said reduction in duty. The business since the passage of 


said act has been in a deplorable condition. 

The duty on soda ash, which is a raw material to us, it is proposed to 
advance largely over the McKinley rates, which means a double cut to the 
bottle makers. -Owing to the classification, bottles holding more than 1 pint 
and not more than 1} pints come ir at a less rate of duty than pints (as the 
extra weight in said sizes does not compensate for the lower rate per pound), 
and on these sizes the importations are very heavy and are increasing, not- 
withstanding the prices of American manufacture are lower than have been 
known for twenty-five years. 

The importation of mineral waters and fin r ales (amounting to about 
2,500,000 mu bottles in 1896) in unlettered bottles, which are being collected 
and resold, is a very serious menace to our business, 

In view of the above facts, I beg to request, first, that the House rates be 
restored and the additional clause therein be retained by the Senate com- 
mittee; second, that all filled bottles shall have the name of its contents (and 
the country from which it came) blown in the glass. 

Respec P. J. HUTH, 


‘ally. . J. 
X Secretary Point Bottle Works, Rochester, Pa. 
REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. STEW ART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 707) for the relief of Ames & Detrick, of 
San Francisco, in the State of California, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


AMENDMENT TO THE TARIFF BILL, 


Mr. BURROWS (by request) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue 
for the Government and to encourage the industries of the United 
States; which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT NASHUA, N. H. 


Mr. GALLINGER. If the morning business is closed, I ask 
unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill (S. 479) to 
9 7 715 for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 

uilding thereon at Nashua, in the State of New Hampshire. 

'There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to considerthe bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury. to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or other- 
wise, a site and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, 
including fireproof vaults, heatiug and ventilating apparatus, 
elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommodation of the 
United States post-office and other Government offices, in the city 
of Nashua, N. H., the cost of site and building, including vaults, 
heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, 
complete. not to exceed $100,000. -` j 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

Mr. QUAY. Idesire, unless there is objection, to ask the Sen- 
ate to proceed.to the consideration of the bill (S. 1271) for a pub- 
lic building at the city of Wilkesbarre, Pa., and appropriating 
money therefor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania allow morning business to be transacted? 

Mr.QUAY. Ihave no objection. 


SALE OF ALCOHOLIC LIQUORS IN SOUTH CAROLINA, 
Mr. TILLMAN. I beg to have immediate consideration of the 


resolution I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read for 


information. 
'The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Whereas the Supreme Court of the United States declared, in the case of 
Leisy vs. Hardin, 135 U. S., from Iowa, that no State had the right to prohibit 
the sale of liquor within its own borders in original packages upon the ground 
that it was an interference with interstate commerce; and : 

Whereas, in order to Five relief to the poanie of Towa, Congress passed 
what is known as tho Wilson law, in these words: 

“An act to limit the effect of the regulations of commerce between the sey- 
eral States and with foreign countries in certain cases, 


* Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That all fermented, distilled, or other intox- 
icating liquors or liquids transported into any State or Territory or remaining 
therein for use, consumption, sale, or. storage therein, shall upon arrival in 
such State or Territory be subject to the operation and effect of the laws of 
such State or Territory enacted in the exercise of its police powers, to the 
same extent and in the same manner as though such ifjuids or liquors had 
been produced in such State or Territory, and shall not be exempt therefrom 
by reason of being introduced therein in original packages or otherwise. 

“Approved August 8, 1890." 

And whereas under the authority therein granted the State of South Caro- 
lina, in December, 1892, passed the dispensary law, under which provision is 
mang e tos sale of liquor by State officers under strict restrictions and 
rules; an 

Whereas under this system experience has shown that the cause of tem- 

rance has been advanced and the good order and quiet of the State has 

n promoted; there bein in place of up- 
ward of 800 barrooms in ; an 

Whereas a circuit indes of the United States court by judicial legislation, 
in a recent decision, repealed the act of Congress above recited as far as 
South Carolina is concerned, thus . that State to reopen the bar- 
5 allow the free and unlimi sale of liquor in original packages: 

ereiore, 

Be itresolved, That the Judiciary Committee of the Senate be instructed to 
consider what legislation is necessary, if any, to restore to South Carolina 
the right n by the act of Congress of August 8, 1890, to control the 
sale of alcoholic liquors within its own borders in its own way, in common 
with other States of this Union. 


now less than 100 dispensaries 
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The PRESIDENT sx tempore. Is there objection to the e 
ent consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. ill 
to the resolution? 

Mr. President, I will give a brief explanation 
of the condition in our State which has caused me to introduce 
this resolution. 

Within a week the circuit judge there has declared that the dis- 

nsary law is unconstitutional, because it conflicts with the 

terstate-commerce law. The dispensary law provides that liq- 
uor shall not be sold in the State by other than a State officer, who 
is under bond and limited as to the hours of sale. He can not 
sell it in the nighttime, and he can not sell it except in unbroken 
8 packages—and those packages are not to be 
roken on the premises. 

Now,thecircuit judgecomes along and declares that, as the State 
recognizes the sale of liquor as legitimate, it is not an exercise of 
the police power to restrict it in the way we have done, and that 
therefore a citizen of any other State has a right to ship into the 
State in original packages and to sell it within the limitations that 
tho State law imposes on its State officers. 

The State has at this time something like $300.000 invested in 
liquor distributed at the different dispensaries. The legislature 
will not meet until January. There is no power in the State 

vernment to suspend the operation of the vast machinery for 
the handling of this product, and yet under the conditions u 

by this decision any outsider can come in and open a liqffér 
shop alongside of the State dispensary or anywhere else and sell 
at any price he pleases, therefore resulting in great injury to the 
morals of the State and to the welfare of the community, as well 
as loss in the expenses which will attach by running the dispen- 
saries under such circumstances. 

There is an erroneous impression abroad that the State entered 
upon this business for the profit in it. That is not true, and it is 
a mere secondary feature of the law, which is itself as remote in 

urpose from thus handling of the liquor as anywhere in any 
State in this Union. To those who claim that it is an illegitimate 
business, that no decent person will go into it, and that the State 
ought not to go into it, I merely point to the fact that the United 
States Government has always derived a revenue from liquor. 
Nearly every State in the Union to-day licenses its sale, and is in 
league with the licensees, and creates a monopoly from which 
private persons who obtain the business are allowed to sell for 
profit, to be shared by it. 

The opinion of this circuit judge that the Statehas not theright 
tolimit the sale in this way, but must license some private in- 
dividual to do it,is, we think, contrary to the act of Congress 
which I have recited in the resolution. 

"Therefore, for the relief of South Carolina and to put her back 
on a plane with the other States, so that her citizens in the 
exercise of their local government may control this pernicious 
traffic in their own way, L ask that the Senate of the United States 
and Congress shall take action. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Will the Senator from South Carolina per- 
mit me to make a su ion? 

Mr. TILLMAN. rtainly. 

Mr.FAULKNER. Personally,I concur in the views of the 
Senator, and ] am very anxious to assist him in getting the relief 
he seeks. I think the local self-government of the people there 
requires that they should control this whole subject. I very ear- 
nestly supported the Wilson bill for the same reason. But I hope 
the Senator from South Carolina will not embarrass the resolution 
he has offered by the preamble which is attached toit. Ido not 
feel justified in voting without consideration for the declaration 
in the preamble that this decision of the judge of the Federal court 
is judicial legislation. 1 think the facts are sufficiently known as 
a matter of public history for the resolution to stand on its own 
. merits without committing any of us, without an examination into 

the question, to the declaration contained in the preamble. Isin- 

surely hope the Senator from South Carolina will be willing to 
submit the resolution on its merits without the preamble. 

Mr. TIL Iam perfectly willing to strike out the words 
“judicial legislation." 

Mr. BACON. Task that the resolution be again read. 

'The Secretary in read the resolution. 

The PRESID protempore. Doesthe Chair understand the 
Senator from South Carolina to withdraw the preamble of the 
resolution? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will substitute in place of the words ‘‘ju- 
diciallegislation" the words ** judicial interpretation," and let it 
stand on its merits. 

Mr. BACON. I suggest to the Senator from South Carolina 
that there ought to bean amendment to that part of the resolution 
which limits the investigation of the Judiciary Committee to the 

icular case of South Carolina. There ought to bea general 

w, and the investigation ought to be one whi pera eke i 
got only to South Carolina, but to any other State ly situ- 


ated. I have no doubt that the report of the Committee on thg 
Judiciary wil go to that extent, but I simply suggest, in the 
interest of the general character of alllegislation which ought to 
be had at this time, that the legislation ought to be so framed as 
not to a to be specifically limited to one State. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will reply to that by saying that when the 
original-package decision of the United States Supreme Court was 
rendered, the appeal to this body and to Congress for relief came 
from the then Senator from Iowa, Mr. Wilson; that it was re- 
cited in the report that that was the specific case which they 
desired to remedy; that the act of August 8, 1890. known as the 
Wilson Act, was passed in pursuance thereof, and that everybody 
except the judges who interpreted the law has considered that 
act as covering the principle that local self-government shall ob- 
tain absolutely in managing liquor within the borders of a State. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator does not understand me as antago- 
nizing his resolution, I hope. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I drew the resolution hurriedly. I under- 
stand that it will go to the Judiciary Committee, whether the Sen- 
nte passes it or not, and it is a matter of small moment to me 
whether you shall by your votes indorse the preamble and the 
general proposition or whether you shall simply let the resolu- 
tion go in that way. Ido not want to excite any antagonism to 
the resolution, and I am perfectly willing to accept the amend- 
ment you propose if you will phrase it so as to cover the entire 
subject as to how Congress shall act and what itis willing to do 
in limiting the interstate feature of the Constitution in regard to 
the traffic in liquor. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the resolution by inserting the 
following substitute: 


poc. by bill or otherwise, what legislation, ff say, le neceamry to give Pull 
re 0 er „ on, any, 
— i to the purpose of the statute— z pe 

Recited in the resolution of the Senator from South Carolina. 
That will cover the entire subject. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I accept that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina accepts the amendment offered by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. The Secretary will report the resolution as amended. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand that the Senator from South 
Carolina consents to the omission of the preamble. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iaccept the substitute submitted by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts for the entire thing. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Leaving out the preamble? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Leaving out the preamble. I accept the 
amended resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution as amended 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the amended resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be directed to consider and 

= bill or otherwise, what legislation, if any, is necessary to give full 

‘ect to pu of the act approved August 8, 1890, entitled “An act to 

limit the effect of the ve reg pen of commerce between the several States 
and with foreign countries in certain cases.” 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Withoutobjection, the resolu- 
tion is agreed to. Itis agreed to. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Isubmit a copy of the South Carolina di - 
sary law, which I ask to have printed in the RECORD, so that Con- 
gress and all other persons interested may know just how much of 
à police ation it is. 

e PR ENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina asks that there be printed in the RECORD the law to which he 
refers. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so 


ordered. 
The law referred to is as follows: 


DISPENSARY LAW—AN ACT TO PROVIDE FOR THE ELECTION 
OF A STATE BOARD OF CONTROL, AND TO FURTHER REGU- 
LATE THE SALE, USE, CONSUMPTION, TRANSPORTATION, 
AND DISPOSITION OF INTOXICATING AND ALCOHOLIC 
LIQUORS OR LIQUIDS IN THE STATE, AND PRESCRIBE FUR- 
THER PENALTIES FOR VIOLATION OF THE DISPENSARY 
LAWS, AND TO POLICE THE SAME. 


The kee 


thereof by whatever name 5 
alcohol and is used as a 8 as is hereafter E 
n Penalty. 


labor in the 

not less than nor 
in the on 

E liquors in this All liquors 
actured within this State or elsewhere, not analyzed 


or both and 
of the aes each offense. 
State, whether manuf: 
5 tested by the chemist of the South Carolina and pure de- 
College and found to be pure and free from poisonous, hurtful, 2 
and deleterious matters, are hereby declared to be of a detri- good health and 
mental r, and their use consumption are t morals. 


characte: 
the morals, good health, and safety of the State, and all such 
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eign country, shall first certify 
Carolina College the quanti and Vina of Tiguor proposed to 
oin 3 7 with the name and usiness of 


N firm, or corporation from whom it is desired to 
paro EAE such certificate with & statement 


the roposed consignor has been requested to 3 
sample of such liquor to e said chemist at Columbia, South 
Carolina. Upon sample the said chemistshall Analysis of 


immediately proceed DM thesame, and if found to be Here liquors. 
and free from any poisonous, hurtful, or deleterious matters, 
he shall issue a cartificate m that effect, stating therein the 
names of the proposed consignor and ee, and the 


iuantity and of liquor menn = to be imported there- 
hey which bor uas shall be dated and forwarded bya wa 


chemist, post paid tothe proposed consignor at his 
be, nest I consignor shall cause such certi v ts Certificates of 
attache 


the containing the liquor when it is analysis to be 
Shiopa d in this State, and no such certificate attached. 
be liable to seizure a 
t spirituous, malt, vin 
vitio or liquid eer ve hol imported into this State 
— such certificate, or any containing E 
—— — = che oer ficate thereto attach — 
ay pas age shipped by or to any . 
named in such certificate, ball De sdsed a^ d confiscated as 
provided in this act. Any certificate obtained from the Certificate to 
chemist as herein provided shall be used within sixty AEN be used in sixty 
after the date of its issue, and shall be invalid thereafter. days. 


certificate, or to make e de roper use thereof, or who shall 
make any lalsestatement kaining ora papina toobtain 
the same, shall be ofa lemeanor, an 


misd convic- 
tion, shall be pun by im risonment for less than Penalty f 
thirty days nor morethan twelve months, or to pay a fine of false cartifi- - 
not eee than one hundred nor more than one thousand dollars. cate, etc. 
Any ee convicted of "Ee or otherwise un- 
law? dn y y ie ing of any liquor imported under the provision 
of thissection suffer donble the apes 2 for 
u sale in violation of other provisions of this act ha aa add 88 of 
of this section, including anal to be 


incurred in enforcing the 

compensation for suc! tant chemistsas may benecessary 

to make prompt analysis, and the express charges on samples 

shall be paid by the State board of control hereinafter o 

vided for as an expense of AA 9 75 n nro establis 

RR mas act. If the chemist lina College Pony for 
un ER fafl or refuse to xe d or have made an analy- chemist failing 

sample sent to him in accordance with this sec- to make analy- 

upon conviction thereof before a court of com- sis. 
urisdiction, be fined one hundred dollars for each 


sis of an 
1 — ux 
petent j 


offense 
BEC. 2. A board, of fiye mem to be known 
as the State beard of con shall be nd the general State board of 
assembly at this session to nce er x bove control. 
act. The terms of office of the 80 elected shall be 
one, two, three, four, X pU Same ee podio and de 
elected shall determine which ve 


terms. At the — — Ey the term of office of mem- 
ber his successor shall be elected for a term of five years. 
They shall receive for their services the same per diem and 
mileage as members of the general assembly. The iste 
board of control shall devise and gee fea AN ha as 

of 9 and nccounting as they gy ble, 
and shall el a —— or bookkeeper, 0 Sail} hold his 


How elected. 


compensation tor his of per annum. Salary. 

The State board of con: under su e por and tions 

as may be adopted P een. board, shall purchase ali liquors Make rules 

for lawful sale in th SM and shall have the sazne tested and regula- 
and declared to be pure, as hereinbefore and hereinafter tions. 


provided. 


Src. 3. That the State board of control shall, at the A tment 
tion of the term of the present eer and attheof commis- 


Said commissioner 
and have his 7 5 business in the city of Columbia, in this 
State, and hold his office two years from bis aj tment, 'Term of of- 
and until another be appointed in his He be sub- fice. 
ject to removal for cause by the State board of 
shall 8 and be commissioned the same — — State 
cors, and shall receive an annual salary of $1,900, peret Salary. 
the dis pak rre uci pe Maw tigen pe d board of 


ee be ee or — 
tested 


5 


e be aoe 

„ — e- or. 

have authority io ici mu ra find x istant 
a as oe ssistan 
assist t chemist of the South Carolina Go on e chemist. 


C by this act; and the 
board of control may fix such reasonable compensation, if 


any, as they may deem proper for the services rendered 

such chemist or such — —— Each county p County  dis- 
remit to the State treasurer all tte State pensers toremit 
from the sale of liqui te treas- 


separate account with said fund, from which 
Shs Beate boone of eaten control shall draw from time to time upon 


V 


business. business, Ad roles — aod regula 


vie ed for b 
of control. e Sta: 


sum of $10,000, for the enl 8 of the Em es of 
his office, In all sales of intoxica liquors 
in this & act, the State board of control 
shall cause a certificate to be attached to each and every 
pun. containing said liquors wi when the same is shi pped to 
State commissioner from the of 

State commissioner to the coun’ 
their official signatures and 

that liquors contained in said purchased 
by the State board of control for sale and use within the 
State of South 88 the laws of said State, and 
shall also cause to be attached to all such liquors the certifi- 
cate of the chemist of the South Carolina College that samples 
of the same have been tested as required by this act; and 


without such certificates any a d liquors 
within the tate, 


each offense, to be recovered against si 
jn any Se of rx eee P jurisdiction summons and 
complaint, p: to be instituted by the solicitor of 
any circuit — whom evidence may be J. by any offi- 
cer or citizen having knowledge or information of the viola- 
tion; and any 5785 a ch 8 
without the e 


Mena cim — law, shall, 
of not less than 


or 
pack the same for any reason whatsoever. He shall sell the 
only, and no person shall open the same on the prem- 
ovided, This section shall not apply to malt liquors 
Inca: Br in cases or kegs, or bottles thereof s bar- 


rels; and such malt 8 muy be sold 


of control, composed of three 
8 


peg ee eter d believed b DA — E 
intoxicating aes e persons so appointed shall 
their office for term of two years, and until their suc- 
cessors are aj shall 


5 a 8 


contro 
best 88 of € sale of intoxica liquors in their 
respective counties: ded, All such shall be sub- 
mitted to the State 5 and approved by them before 
a ee bi» members of the county board of control shall 

d be commissioned as are other county officers 
het fons therefor. 

BEC. 0. Applications for tions of county 
be by tion, signed and sworn to by the ap 
filed with the county board of control at least peny deys 
before the meeting at which the 8 is to be consid- 
ered, which petition shall state the v plicant's name, —.— 
of residence, i in what business engaged, and in what ness 
he has been en two years revious to petition; 
that he isa ed elector of Stateanda ent of the 

guilty of 3 
uors, and is not 


kee c amusement, and 


in force, in relation to the MS of 9 liquors: 
he will pay all fines. penalties, ux E and quete (hel ze 


laws during 


that 


for the use of the State and count on any . 
who may be damaged or y reason of any violation 
on the part of the obligor to intoxicatin; 
liquors pure! r sold d D 
EE mage ten ad The said bond shall be deposited wi! 
he county treasurer, and suit thereon shall be brought at 


same is gd . — case the conditions 
them. olated, the p: 
shall also bo jointly and several 
costs, and ju ts that ma: 


thereof, or any of 
and 5 thereon 


Mop prin- 
d rent, guard- 
Poison of the 


cipal in any civil action oui 
es 5 or other person under th 


rores Oy 
and pensers; 
uppoin: 


per · of 


dis- 
how 
ted. 


Suit may be 


the solicitor or any person for whose benefitthebrought on 


,by whom, 


1408 


SEC. 7. There may be one or more co 


unty dispensers aj 
pointed for each county, the place of Daalia of each 91 County dis- 
whom shall be designated by the county board, but the State a how 
board of control must give consent before more than one dis- located. 
pos —— res d png vx mí an aegro and Lege she mx 
esignates a locality for a dispe „twenty days 
ublic notice of which be given, it shall be competent 
ora e township in which such 


dispe 

townshi signing a petition or 
county board, 

that 


prior to July 1, 1893, may secure th: 
nsary within its borders in the following manner: Upon saries. 


e county supervisor or town or city council, respec- 
en Aaa the 8 
or no dispensary to the qualified voters of such 
county, town, or city, which election shall be conducted as 
other special elections; and if a majority of the ballots cast be 
found and declared to be for a dispensary, then & dispe 
may be established in said county. town, or city: Provided, 
Tant dispensaries may be established in the countiesof Wil- 
liamsburg, Pickens, and Marion, and at Seneca and other 
townsnow incorporated in Oconee County, without such elec- 
tion or ar reges with the other requirements of this act: 
Provided, t nothing in this act contained shall be so con- 
- strued as to prohibit persons resident in counties which shall 
elect to have no dispensary from procuring liquors from dis- 
pensaries in other counties, or county ensers from ship- 
ping same to their places of residence under proper labels or 
certificates: Provided further, That nothing in this act shall 
be construed tore: an act entitled “An act to allow the 


opening of dispensaries in Pickens and Oconee counties,” 
approved December 18, 1894. | 
EC. 8. If the fe Cie es for the tion of Oath of dis- 
gran the appointment shall not be made until the appli- pensers. 
cant make and subscribe an oath, before some officer 
authorized b; w to r oaths, which shall be in- 
dorsed upon the bond, to the effect and tenor following: 


„do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will well an 

m perform all and singular the conditions of the within 

bond, and keep and perform the trusts confided in me to 

purchase, keep, and sell intoxicating liquors, I will not sell, 

give, or furnish to any person any. intoxicating liquors other- 

wise than is provided by law, and especially I will not sell or 

fu intoxicating liquors to any minor, intoxicated per. 

son, or persons who are in the habit of becoming intoxicated; 

and I will make true, full, and accurate returns to the coun 

board of control, on the first Monday of each month, of 

certificates and requests made to or received by me, as re- 

quired by the law, during the preceding month; and such 
returnsshow every sale and delivery of such liquors made by 

me, or for me, during the month embraced therein, and the 
true signature to every uest received and nted; and 

such returns shall show all the liquors sold or delivered to an 

and every person as returned." n taking said oath an 

theoath required urs constitution, and filing bond ashere- Bond of dis- 
inbefore provided, the county board of control authorize pensers, 
him to keep and sell intoxicating liquors as in this act pro- 

vided; and every appointment so made ll specify the 

building. giving the street and number or location, in which 
intoxicating liquors may be sold by virtue of the same, and 

the length of time in which the same shall be in force, which 

in no case shall exceed twelve months. 3 made 

under this act shall be deemed trusts re intherecipients 

thereof, not as a matter of right, but of confidence. and may 

berevoked upon sufficient showing, by order of the county 

board of control: and upon the removal of any county dis- 

puer or upon the demand of the county board of control, 

e shall Irae MM turn over to the county board of con- 

trolallliquors and other A ape in his possession 3 

to the State or county. id county board of control County board 
becharged withtheduty of prosec ue county dispenser to prosecute 
or any of the employees who may violate any of the provi- dispensers. 
sions of this act. On the death, resignation, or removal of 

a coun ier gee Tp or expiration of his term of office, the 

county shall appoint his successor. 

BEC. 9. The county d of control shall use as their office Office of 
the office of the county supervisor of their county, and shall county board 
elect one of their number as chairman and a clerk of the said and clerk. 
county board of control The county board shall preserve as 
n part of the records and files of their office all petitions, bon Records, 
and other papers pertaining to the MODE of dispense 
and keep suitable books in which bonds shall be recorded. 

The books shall be furnished by the county like other public 


records. The county board of control shall designate or pro- 
vide a suitable place in which to sell the liquors. The mem- Meeting of 
bers of the county board of control shall meet once a month, county boards. 


or oftener, on the call of the chairman, and each member o; 

the board shall receive a per diem of two dollars, and five 

cents mileage each way; but they shall not receive compen- 

sation for more than thirty days in any one year, except in the 

county of Charleston, where they shall not receive compen- 

sation for more than sixty days in any one year, and in Barn- 

well County not more than fifty days in any one year. They 

shall, upon the approval of the State board of control, employ 

such assistants for the county dispenser as may be necessary. 

The dispenser and his assistants shall receive such compen- Compensation 
sation as the State board of control may determine. All of dispensers, 
profits, after paying all expenses of the county dispen: 

shall be paid, one-half to the county treasurer and one- 

to municipal corporation in which it may be located, such set- 

tlements to be made quarterly: Provided, Thatif the author- 

ities of any town or city, in the judgment of the State 

of control. do not enforce this law.the State board may with- 

bold the part going to the said town or city, and use it to pay 
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State constables or else turn it into the county treasury. All 

moneys received by the punir dispenser belonging tothe Location of 
Stute shall be forwarded on Monday of each week to the dispensaries in 
State treasurer, and at the same time the county dispensertowns and 
shall forward to the State board of control a duplicate state- cities. 

ment of the remittance so made to the State treasurer. On 

the same day of each week the county dispenser shall deposit 

with the county treasurer the portion of all the moneys re- 

ceived by him belonging to the county and to the m 

authorities in which the dispensary is located. The county 

treasurer shall give his receipt therefor and hold the same 

until the quarterly settlements heretofore provided for is 

had. The quarterly settlements herein provided forshallbe Quarterly 
made on the fourth Monday in the months of March, June, settlements. 
September, and December in each year. Such settlements 

shall be made in the presence of the county auditor, who 

shall make a memorandum of the items thereof and forward 

the same tothe State board of control. The mayor or in- 

tendant of the city or town in which the , lo- 

cated may also extend such settlement: Pro That in 
counties where dispensaries are established in other than 
incorporated cities or towns, the county shall get all profits 
that would otherwise p to such cities and towns: Provided, 
That in the county of Barnwell the clerk of the board of 
county commissioners shall be the clerk of the board of con- 


Sec. 10. Before selling or delivering any intoxicating 
uors to any person, a request must be 8 to the Requests for 


applying 1 
hat he is in the habit of using intoxicating liquors 


cated, or t. 
to an excess; or if the applicant is not so personally known to 
said county dispenser, before said order or delive: 


BEC, 1l. Le ben for purchase of rauo shall be made upon Form of ye- 


aud 


secutively by the auditor. The blanks aforesaid shall be 
furnished to the county auditor by the State board of con- 
trol, in uniform books like bank checks, and the date of 
delivery shall be indorsed by the county auditor on each 
book, and receipt taken therefor and rved in his office. 

The dispenser shall preserve the application in the original .. 

form consecutively by the auditor. When return therefor 

is made, the county auditor shall indorse thereon the date 

of return, and file and preserve the same, to be used in the 

quarterly settlements between such d ser and the 

county treasurer. All unused or mutilated blanks be 

returned or accounted for before other blanks are issued to 

such county dispenser. 

Sec. 12. On or before the 10th day of each month, each 
dispenser shall make full returns to the county auditors of Returns by 
all requests filled by htm and his clerks during Deepening dispensers, 
month, upon blanks to be furnished by the State board o: 
control for that purpose, and accompany the same with an 
oath, duly taken and subscribed before the county auditor 
or a notary public, which shall be in the following form, to 
wit: “I, being duly sworn, state on oath that the 
requests for liquors herewith returned are all that were re- 
ceived and filled at my place of business under m: t, 
during the month of . 189—; that I have care 
served the same, and that they were filled up sign „and 
attested at the date shown thereon, as provide by w; that 
said request was filled by delivering the quantity and kind 
of liquors uired, and that no liquors have been sold or 
dispensed under my permit during said month, berg eden 
shown by the request herewith returned; and that I have 
faithfully observed and complied with the provisions of mx 
bond and oath taken by me, thereon indorsed, and with 
the laws relating to my duties in the premises." 

SEc. 13. Upon fzilure of any dispenser to make returns to Enforcement 
the auditor as herein required, it shall be the duty of said of returns in 
auditor to report such failure to the State board of control, case of failure. 
and the said State board of control shall immediately order 
the county to summon said delinquent dispenser to 
appear before them and show cause why his appointment 
should not be revoked. And if cause shall not be shown to 
the satisfaction of the county board of control,they shallim- 
mediately annul said appointment and give public notice 
thereof; and the circuit solicitor shall proceed to enforce the 
peralties prescribed in this act for such violation against 
said county dispensers at the next succeeding term of court 
in the county in which such appointment is held. And any 
dispenser who shall sell or dis, of any intoxicating liquors 
after his appointment shall have been revoked .U 
conviction thereof, be fined not less than five hundred ($500) 

nser 


mix the same with other liquors of different kind or qu 


so adulterated, knowing it to be such, or shall change the 
label upon any box, bottle, or Packages he or they shall be 
ilty ofa Piers Roe Ag and befined ina 


Penalty. 
or imprisonment for not less than six months. If any 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


a erae of any mone: 
ing to the State, county, or munici he p 
be punished as in case of breach of trust with fraudu- money. 


tent. 
BEC. M. That any coun nser, who, in violation of Dispensers 


his oath of office, sells or es 3 dd to vio) the 
any minor, intoxicated person, or person who is in the habitlaw liable to 
of Soom ig intoxicated, or fails make full and accurate damages. 


returns as uired by law, showing the true signature to 
every request for liquor by him received and granted, or sells 
liquor to any person without first requiring the written re- 
quests therefor to be filled out and signed, as provided by 
law or the regulations of the State board of control, that on 
such information given by any person with sufficient evi- 
dence, it shall be the duty of the solicitor to suit in the Duty of solic- 
name of the county for on the bond of the said itor to bring ac- 
county dispenser inst the principal and sureties of said tion. 
bond for each of such violations, for which said principal 
sureties shall be liable jointly and severally, together with 
all costs and judgments pe & tothe suit. And on judg- 
ment given nst him, the said county dispenser shall be 
imm tely deprived of his office as ser. and his prin- 
cipalandsuretiesaforesaid shall remain further liable, jointly 
and severally, to the extent of their bond, to all civil dam- 
costs, and judgments which may be obtained against 
the principal in any civil action brought by wife, child, 
parent, guardian, employee, or other person, under the pro- 
visions of the law: Provided, That if the said county dis- 


puer can show to the satisfaction of a jury by way of de- Penal for 
ense that the said intoxicating liquor was obtained from udu- 
him by the infant, intoxicated person, or persons in the habit lent representa- 
of becoming intoxicated, by fraudulent and deceitful repre- tions obtain 


sentations, the person uor. 
representations shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and be fin 

in a sum of not less than $200, or imprisonment for not less 

than six months. 

Sec. 15. No norem firm, association, or corporation shall Dispensers 
manufacture for sale. or keep for sale, ex er, or alone may sell. 
dispense any Duet containing alcohol for any purpose what- 
soever, otherwise than is provided in thisact. Any person, 
firm, association, or corporation desiring or intending to man- 
ufacture or distill any liquors containing alcohol within this 
State shall first obtain from the State board of controla per- 
mit or license so todo. In the case of distillers, such permit Permit to dis- 
or license shall not be granted or renewed except on pranon tillers. 
signed in rem bya ority of the resident freeholders in 
the city, town, or to ip in which it is proposed to locate 
distillery. And it shall be unlawful for any such person, 

„association, or corporation to manuf: re or distill any 
liquors 5 alcohol within this State without having 
such t or license. Any violation of the terms of the 
rmit or license shall authorize and warrant the seizure of 
he product on hand at any distillery or place where liquors 
containing alcohol are manufactured: Provided, The United 
States has no lienor claim upon thesame. Andin the applica- 
tion for pen license to manufacture liquors containing 
Se — s licantshall give the State full power, upon any 
olation 


making such fraudulent and 55 liq: 


Liquor 


any person have the t tomake wine forhisorher  Righttomake 
own use from grapes or other fruits. The inspector ap- wine for use. 
nted by the State board of control, as herein provided, 


times not forbidden by the United States laws, any distillery, 
brewery, or place where liquors containing alcohol is manu- 
factured within this State. Any man urer, distiller, or 


the circuit solicitor, any officer or 
other citizen, and such 


the party keeping the same, to be used as evidence on t 
of any prosecution against him, on notice duly served that 
the same will be required as evidence. 


States courts of illicit sales of liquorsshall be taken as prima 
facie evidence of violation of the 5 of this act, and 
any d ror manufacturer of liquors containing alcohol 
so convicted in the United States courts shall, by reason of 
conviction, forfeit the permit or license ted him by the 

tate board of control, in addition to the other penalties 


E conducting drug stores and  Privileges to 
manufacturers of pou medicines are hereby author-licensed drug- 
ized to purchase of dispensers of the counties of their resi- gists. 

dence 3 (not including malt) for the nm 

pose of compounding medicines, tinctures, and extracts t 
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T shall not 
ki E ERE e ys od t P fit 
eep a record o ene ro 


liquors so sold. Such purchaser 
uses to which the same are devoted, givi the kind and 
nantity so used, and quarterly they make and file with 
e county auditor and with the county board of control 
sworn raporta, singa full and true statement of the quan- 
tity and kinds of such liquors purchased and used, the uses 
to which the same have been devoted, and giving the name 
of the dispenser from whom the same was pu and 
the dates and quantities so purchased, together with an in- 
voice of each kind still in stock and kept for such compound- 
ings. If said licensed druggist shall sell, barter. give away, 
or exchange, or in any manner of said liquors for 
any purpose other than authorized by this section, he shall, selling, 
upon conviction, forfeit his license, and be liable to all pen- druggist. 
ties, prosecutions, and proceedings at law and in equity pro- 
vided against persons selling without pod pal Fir upon 
such conviction the clerk of the court shall. within ten days 
after such judgment or order, transmit to the board of phar- 
maceutical examiners the certified record thereof, upon re- 
ceipt of which the said board shall strike the name of the 
said druggist from the list of pharmacists and revoke his 
certificate: Provided, That n: g herein contained shall | 
be construed to authorize the manufacture or sale of any 
preparation or compound under any name, form, or device | 
which may be used as a beve: which is intoxicating in its 
character: And provided further, That the State commis- 
sioner shall be authorized to sell to manufacturing chemists Sell alcohol by 
and wholesale druggists alcohol by the barrel at not exceed- barrel. 
DAN 7 cent above the net cost. 
Ec. 19. If any person shall make at oe or fictitious sig- False signa- 
nature, or sign any name other than or her own to any tures, state 
per required to be signed by this act, without being au- ments, ete. 
Infrized to do so, or make any false statement in any paper, 
request, or application signed to procure liquor under this 
act. the person so offending shall be guilty of a misd 


Penalty for 
+ by 


emeanor. 
and upon conviction thereof shall punished by a fine of 
ee more than $25 or be imprisoned not more than thirty 


xc. 20. If any dispenser or his clerk shall make false oath False oaths 
touching any matter required to be sworn to under the pro- and illegal acts 
visions of this act, the person so offending shall, upon convic- of dispensers. 
tion, be punished as provided by law for perjury. If 


Penalty. 


Sud. 21. Ever rson whoshall,directly orindirectly,keep Liquors at 
in b; himself. or by associating or Oum DENISE wit clubs prohib- 


anyintoxicating liquors are received or kept for use, barter, 
orsaleasa 3 or for distribution or division among the 
members of any club or association by any means whatever, 
and every person who shall receive, barter, sell, assist, or 
abet anot. in receiving, bartering, or selling any alcoholic 
liquors so received or kept, shall be deemed guilty of a mis- 
demeanor, and u conviction thereof, shall unished by 
a fine of not less $100 nor more than $500, or by imprison- 
ment fora term not less than three months nor more than 
twelve months: Provided, That the State board of control 
&hall have the power, e a proper showing, and under such 
rules as they may ey ias exempt hotels where tourists or 
health seekers resort being conside nuisances or as visions as 
violating this act by reason of any manager of such hotels to hotels, 
di nsing liquors bought from the dispensary, by the bottle, 
either night or sp before any such exemption shall be 
granted the State of control shall uire the manager 
of such hotel to give a good and sutficient bond in the penal 
sum of $3,000, conditioned for the observance of all the rules, 
Mig oes ons, and restrictions prescribed and im by the 
d board, and with all the uirements of this act, and it May search 
shall be Jawful for any constable or officer thus 3 eid hotels. 
under this act to enter such hotel and search it for con 
band liquors at any time, day or night without a warrant. 
SEC. 22. All places where alcoholic liquors are manufac- Liquor re- 
tured, sold, bartered, or given away in violation of this act, sorts declared 
or where persons are permitted to resort for the purpose of to be nuisances, 
drinking alcoholic liquors as a beverage. or where alcoholic 
liquors are kept for sale, barter, or delivery in violation of 
this act, are hereby declared to be common m ces, and 
any person may go before any magistrate in the county and 
swear out an arrest warrant on personal knowledge or on 
information and DATAE a said nuisance, giving the 


y. 
t such arrest warrant either to the sheriff of the 
county or to any special constable, commanding said defend- 
and brought before him to be dealt with 
according to law, and shall issue a search warrant in which 
Ed inquestion shall be 8 described, com- 
manding such sheriff or constable to thoroughly search the 
preniam in question and to seize all alcoholic liquors found 
hereon and of them as provided in section 31, and to 
seize all vessels, bar fixtures, screens, bottles, glasses, and 
appurtenances SPORE used, or suitable for use, in retail- 
e a complete inventory thereof, and de- 
posit the same with the sheriff. That under the arrest war- 
rant the defendant shall be arrested and brought before such 
magistrate, and the case shall be disposed of as in case 
other crimes beyond his jurisdiction, except that when he 
po ka x binds P ar Fang € eer to Aye next — 
of court of gene ons for the county, he e 
out every paper in the case in duplicate and file one with 
the clerk of the court for the county. and immediately 
22 ĩ ͤ eros ADDE to quy ou Pies eet slain 
upon rs) at once ap any uit ju es 
at chambers within that circuit, A lo the nearest PEEL ER s 
judge, if there be none in that circuit, for an order re- 
— ie the defendants, their servants or agents, from 


. or giving away an 
of the court. "Su 


to ` th . wi iri 
nt the r 
Fore , upon the hearing or t by him of said 
Pear Hi aat eon vit pe tn e e ds of 
e solicitor; and any violation of said restraining 
before the of m anal 3 eer ape ie qu of 
unished as suc said orcourt, or anyorder a con- 
S an order of an in- tempt. 
junction. Upon conviction of said defendants of maintaining 
t they, or any of them, shall be 


perpetual The articles covered the „ ‘ 
were retained by the sheriff, shall be forfeited to State 
and sold. and the net proceeds sent to the State treasurer, 
and the sheriff shall forthwith to dispose of the alco- 


— . — seized as n 1 1 5 provided. and the vessels 


oe mi B taken a m para of the 
icers in possession e same by any writ or 
6 7, provided are - 
& suit shall lie for damages alleged to arise by seizure and 
detention of liquors under this Leger 


act. An: 
the terms of an restraining order granted such 
N for contempt by a fine of not 
nor more than $1,000, and by 


The clerk of court shall, upon en of either 
pur ems for witnesses, exceptasabove set 
orth, the p: in such contempt shall 

C sor nearly as may to the practice in the 


p 

That when any solicitor neglectsorrefusestoperformany Duty of attor- 
E Ed o tako SOY md ral gea ipee p dite ro-ney-general 
visions of the preceding or by any 1 solicitor 
of this act, the attorney-general, on his own motion or by re- neglects his 
quest of the , Shall in person or by — 
ceed to the locality and perform such neglected ^ 
take such steps as are necessary in the z 

8 33535 
a 


duty. 
Sec. 23. The of every 5 distiiery of Distillers to 
CC to the State board report - 
sh: wh i to State 


I. - as to places where liquors are sold 

Syd. 24. In all places where liquore are unlawfully kept ar Search war 
stored, the same not kept in an open house or exposed rant; by whom 
to view, and , upon affidavit to that issued; disposi- 
effect, or on information and belief liquoristion of liquor 
in sucha p a search 


it T B. wh pw a common car- warran 
rier, depot agent, express agent, private n, firm, corpo- 

ration, or on, und reported to the 

at once, whoshall dispose of the same as vided: 
Provided, That liquors purchased outside the State. owned 

and conveyed as personal baggage, shall be exempt from 

seizure when the quantity does not exceed one gallon. - 

BEC. That the of said illicit orsishereby Possession of 
prohibi and unlawful, and any obligation, note illicit liquors 
Df indebtedn in their sale or is prohibited. 
declared to be absolutely null and void, nor action 
or suit for the recovery of the same be in any 
court in this State. 

Bgc. 27. That the proceedings against liquor so illegally Proceedings 


common may examined to liquors t 
the shipper, who shall be liable, upon conviction. ina like 


constables. sheriff: Pow: of > 
shall have the right, stables to os 
tain ous 


5 en : t AY > to perform - uiios re- 
quir y this ac subject to suspension by the gov- 
ernor. Anysheriffor d sizing an’ alcoholic MASS 

i one-half 


a pire n ei ea e di , 
5 a dispensary, approved, and 


an person or persons, sball be dee: a misdemeanor, 
the or so offending shall, upon convicti 
be i od by a dno of not lens thus 00 nor more than $500; 


or imprisoned for a term of not less than three months nor 
550 

EC. 31. cases of se any wares, mer- 
chandise, or any other 3 
made as being subject to 


or 
fifty dollars or more, the or person 
as follows: First. He shall cause a list containing a 
of wares, or merchandise seized to be 
an 


con 


duplicate list or description of the goods seized to the so 
of the circuit in which such seizure was made, and the said 
solici rosecute the case to secure the forfeiture of 


Chemist of the South Carolina College. who shall make a re- 
port to the State board of control of the amount and kinds 
of liquors so d: 5 1 i 


be ad 

te board of control, an of 
further, claim- 

ants of such liquors may give bond in aeg: when the value When 


That all 


shall bring into this State, or transport from place to place transportin 
thin State, by wagon, cart, or other vehicle, or by any liquors in - 
of any liquor or con- cles, except as 
tainin 0, or imprisonment forherein pro 
thirty days, for each offense, upon conviction thereof, as for vided. 
employee of any 
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ns, corporations, or associations doing business in this 


te as a common carrier, or any whatever (except 


person 

an officer seizing or examining the same), who shall remove 
any intoxicating liquors from any car, vessel, or 
vehicle of tion, at any place other than the 


usual and established stations, wharves, depots, or places of 
business of such common ers within some incorporated 
city or town where there is a dispensary, or who aid in 
or consent to such removal, or attempt to remove, sball, 
upon conviction. be sentenced to pay a fine of not less than 
115 nor more than or imprisonment for a term of not 

than three months nor more than twelve months: Pro- 
vided, That said penalty shall notapply toany liquor in tran- 
sit when chan from car to car to facilitate transportation 


liquors purchased from a dispensary,and bearing the T 
label or cert$icate. All liquors in this State, except < — in 
ransit. 


eemed contraband, and 
may be se 
boat, sailing vessel, ra: 
mon carrier transporting or b 


constable, sheriff, municipal police. or any lawful constable Officer ma 
i ,orsteam-enter an 
search cars, 


with or resisting such officer shall be pu: 
less than $100 nor more than $500, or imprisonment for aterm 
of not less than three months nor more than twelve months. 


arrest without warrant: Provided, A warrant shall be pro- 
within a reasonable 


a thereafter. 
Sec. WB. That in case of conviction of violations of any Punishment 
the sections this act where punishment is not espe- for violation of 
cially provided for, the son or persons or corporations so forbidden acts. 
convicted shall be Pres shed in the discretion of the court 
same. alcoholic other than. 


b; 
band. and on seizure will be forfeited to the State, as pro- 
vided in section 31: Provided, That this secti 
ply to liquor held by the owners of regist 
warehouses. . ri WUR SOKOR Protection 
1 € ~ 2 D e Dur for 
same an inventory o e quan an uor stored. 

kinds to the State conimissioner and applying Pene — a 
to affix thereto. 

Any tede iere, bp een toy seer pang O RE DESK Imitation 
age con alcoh liquor, any imitation stamp or other stamps pro- 

vice than those furnished hibited, 


ted ose 
State board of control, shall, for each offense, be liable 
t or $25 fine. 


ho dispossesses or rescuesfrom a Rescue from 
constable or other officer, or rpm . so to do, any alcoholic officer. 
cer charged with the en- 
forcement of this law, , upon conviction, be imprisoned 
not less than three months nor more than twelve months, or 
pay a fine of not less than $100 nor more than $500. 

Ec. F. Any person handling contraband liquor in the Handling con- 
nighttime, or delive the same, shall be guilty of a mis-traband liquor 
demeanor, and on con shall be punished im 
ment for not less than three months nor more elva 


ess ACCOMPANY: 
ht, other than 
way cars, shall be liable to seizure and X tag semper Ran 
to that end the officer shall cause the same ore duly 


SEC. 39. Every dispenser, when he sells a contain- Labels to be 
. hag apse put a cross mark in ink on or cer- canceled by dis- 
1 thereon, "DNE from the top to the bottom and penser. 

e S 


2 to side. hen any eis iem e eee 
not the certificates and labels required by this act, 
the Gatien of proct aat be v the claimant of said spirits 
to show that no fraud has committed and that the 
-whisky is not contraband. 


Sec. 40. That any railroad, steamboat, express com Common car- 
or other common carrier shall incur a penalty of treble the rier liable to 
invoice price of any alcoholic liquors lost or len in transit treble value of 
to or from the dispensary, whether shipped as released or goods lost. 
not, such penalty to be recovered by action in any court of 


competent 3 
Sec. 4l. It shall be the duty of sheriffs, deputy sheriffs, Officers to no- 
and constables, ha notice of the violation of any of the tify solicitors. 


provisions of this act, to notify the circuit solicitor of the fact 
of such violation, and to furnish him the name of any wit- 
ness within their knowledge by whom such violation can be 
proven. Ifany such officer or solicitor shall wilfully fail to 
sone Play Sy walt pagani v] rte ne upon 
conviction, be fined in a sum not less than $100nor more than 
ro and such conviction shall work a forfeiture of the office 

eld and the court before whom such con- 
viction is had shall, in addition to the imposition of the fine 


the same or on divers days up to the finding of the true bill charge divers 

to one C sal 

the others to be unknown, in T different 
- days. 


officer shal 
required to elect w. he will rely on, but 
may offer proof of all, and proof of any one or of all the sales 


will sustain a verdict: Provided, Upon a trial and conviction 
or acquittal, no other bill of indictment will lie for any sale 
oceurring prior to bill found on the case tried, and the pun- 
ishment shall be in such case as for one sale: Provided fur- 
ther, That this section shall not be soconstrued as toprevent 
the prosecuting officer from en, on. several bills of indict- 
es tor severalsales in the first instance, if he thinks best 
to do so. 

Sec. 43. That whenever in this act it is provided thatproc- Affidavits 
ess shall issue upon an affidavit based on information and may beoninfor- 
beliof, the affidavit shall contain a statement se forth mation and be- 
the sources of information, the facts, and grounds belief lief. 
upon which the affiant bases his belief: Provided, That it shall 
not be necessary to set forth the sources of information, the 


facts and grounds of belief, in the affidavit upon which a war- 
rant of arrest shall issue, but it shall only be necessary in 
cases of scarch warrants. 
SEC. 44. That Chapter I, Title VII, of the Code of Civil Pro- Actions 
cedure of this State, entitled “Of provisional remedies in t officers 


civil actions," shall not apply to any officer or person hav-acting under 
ing duties to perform under this act, and in no case shall an this law. 

action lie against any such officer or n for damages to 

person or rty as provided in sai * 

Src. 45. The governor shall have authority to a tone Governor 
or more State constables at a salary of not more per may appoint 

y and such expenses as governor may deem proper State consta- 
when on duty, and two chief constables at not more than $3 bles; pay of. 

per day and such expenses as the governor may deem 
roper, and also one or more detectives at reasonable com- 
pensation, to see that this act is enforced. the same to be 
paid from the dispensary fund in the same manner as the 
salary of the State commissioner. 

SEC. 46. That this act shall bea public act, and shallgointo A public act. 
effect immediately upon its approval by the poveran; and 
that all acts or parts of actsinconsistent with thisact be, and 
are hereby. repealed. 
shall n 15 Eie til April 1898. vd ri: 2 1 

not take un of control goes 

Approved March 5, 1897. 2 into office. 

Mr. Davis and others addressed the Chair. 1 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair feels obliged to rec- 
ognize the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUAY. I intended to ask unanimous consent to proceed 
to the consideration of a public-building bill, but as I understand 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] desires to proceed with the 
tariff bill, I will not e the request. 


STENOGRAPHER FOR COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be authorized to em- 
ploy a stenographer, who shall be paid at the rate of $100 a month. 

DUTIES ON WOOL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 379. 

Mr. MANTLE. If the Senator from Iowa will yield to me just 
a moment to make an announcement, I desire to state that Ishould 
like to address the Senate some morning this week, say on Friday 
morning, at the conclusion of the routine business, upon the woolen 
schedule of the proposed tariff law. 1 do not understand that it 
is essential or necessary that I should wait in this matter until 
that schedule of the bill is reached. I desire to submit some sta- 
tistics in reference to the whole question, and perhaps it would be 
better that I should submit my remarks in advance, before that 
schedule is reached for consideration. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Iowa moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill. known as 
the tariff bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to 
provide revenue for he Government and to encourage the indus- 
tries of the United States. 

Mr. STEWART. Before we proceed further with the bill, I 
should like to give notice of an amendment which I shall propose. 
I ask that it be read at the desk, because I want to get it before 
the Senate for consideration. It is eri an important matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. eSenator from Nevada asks 
unanimous consent that the amendment which he proposes at some 
stage of the proceedings to offer to the bill may be read. Isthere 
objection? The Chair hears none. The Secretary will read the 
amendment. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

First. It shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to maintain an 
available reserve in the Treasury of as nearly as practicable one hundred and 
twenty-five millions, al! forms of available money in the Treasury receivable 
forany n dues to be considered as belonging to such reserve. 

Second. Whenever there shall be in the Treasury a surplus of five millions 
over the amount of one hundred and twenty-five millions fixed as the normal 
Treasury „it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury topur- 
chase Y retire bonds of the United States to the amount which can be pur- 


the surplus in the Treasury above one hundred and twenty-five 
millions, F er regulations similar to those here- 


surplus revenue. 


and employed for the purchase of United States bonds from 
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Third. Whenever there shall be a 8 in the reserve of one hundred 


and twenty-five millions, the Secretary of the 
in his tion, to issue and cover into the Treasury a sufficient amount of 
United States notes to make good the deficiency, which notes shall be in the 
same form and have the same legal-tender qualities in all res as the 
United States notes now outstanding. and whenever there shall be a surplus 
inthe Treasury over the one hundred and twenty-flve millions reserve, such 
surplus shall be applied to the redemption, retirement, and cancellation of 
an amount of United States notes equal to the amount theretofore issued 
under the provisions of this act, but such redemption of United States notes 
shall not in any way interfere with the purchase of outstanding United States 
bonds when there is a surplus of five millions in the Treasury above the one 
hundred and twenty-five millions of reserve, as hereinbefore required. 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, personally I would prefer the 
amendment of which I gave notice some days ago; but inasmuch 
as that amendment involves some questions in connection with 
the currency, and perhaps might involve collaterally the silver 
question, I have thought best to strip it of everything but the 
main question, which is a regulation of the reserve in the Treasury. 

The amendment provides that there shall be kept, as nearly as 
practicable, $125,000,000 reserve, which shall consist of all kinds 
of money, in the Treasury receivable for any public dues. It will 
not be questioned but that that is an ample reserve, probably very 
much toolarge; but inasmuch asthere might be some question in 
regard to the reserve already in existence, it may be well to fix 
that amount. 

The amount now in the Treasury is about $230,000,000, That 
is too much idle money in the Treasury. It is injurious in many 
ways to pile up a surplus of this kind. It leads to extravagance 
in appropriations, and it takes the money from circulation and 
deprives the Government of the interest on that money. So no 
one can contend for a large idle reserve. This provides against 
that. It also puts it in the power of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, if there should be a deficiency in the reserve, or when the 
reserve should fall below $125,000.000, in his discretion, to issue 
'Treasury notes to make up the deficiency, or so much of it as he 
shall deem necessary. 

But the Secretary is required, whenever there is a surplus in 
the Treasury, to retire an amount of Treasury notes equal to the 
notes theretofore issued under this act, so that there shall be no 
permanent increase of our paper circulation. It is only to be 
temporary to bridge over an emergency, and it is left to his dis- 
cretion whether to issue any notes or not, But when the surplus 
over $125,000,000 amounts to $5,000,000, it is his duty in all cases 
toinvest the same in United States bonds and retire them and save 
interest. 

I introduce the amendment and call attention to it at this time 
because the country has been largely excited over the question 
which was raised by an interview with Mr. DINGLEY, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means in the other House. 
It was attributed to him that he stated the object of the bill was 
to accumulate revenue and keep it in the Treasury and thereby 
retire the greenbacks. I understand that he claims he did not 
make any such statement. He has qualified it, at all events, and 
it has been qualified by a great many. Such a scheme has been 
opposed almost universally. 

till there is an anxiety with regard to it, and as there is a pos- 
sibility that a large revenue will come into the Treasury under 
this bill, Senators in voting for the bill or in voting upon amend- 
ments and in considering the bill will feel embarrassed lest there 
might a large surplus come into the Treasury and be retained 
there, as $100,000,000 or more is unnecessarily retained there now. 
That would be a calamity; and to avoid it and make action on 
this bill perfectly free, I shall ask for the adoption of an amend- 
ment of this kind, which will secure a reserve as large as any 
man's conscience ought to allow him to ask, and at thesame time 
will place it in the power of the Secretary, if there should be a 
temporary deficiency, to supply that deficiency by a temporary 
issue of Treasury notes. A temporary loan of that kind, to be re- 
tired as soon as the revenues of the Government come in to retire 
it, has been the practice of the Government since its foundation, 
it being his duty to retire a like amount as soon as there is a sur- 
lus revenue. In that way we never will be 8 without 
unds. It will be always in the E of the retary of 
the Treasury to provide funds until Congress shall levy more 
taxes. 

It seems to me that we should have a definite understanding 
about this matter before the tariff bill is passed and before the 
important amendments which involve large revenues are acted 
upon, so that Senators will not be embarrassed with regard to 
voting upon questions, fearing that there may be a large reserve 
which would lie in the Treasury, where a large amount is now 
lying, to the detriment of the community. 

I hope the amendment will be considered on its merits. If any 
Senator can suggest that it interferes with any theory that he has 
on the money question, I should like to hear the suggestion. I 
have tried to avoid all interference with the gold and the silver 
question and come right down to the question of reserve, whether 


ry shall have authority. 


we should retire our present circulation by allowing it to lie idle 
in the Treasury. It is to meet that issue that I have offered the 


amendment. 
The reading of the bill will be 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
proceeded with. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill at Schedule C. — 
Metals and manufactures of," on page 31. 

The next amendment of the Coinmittee on Finance was, in 
paragraph 118, page 31, line 24, after the word ** ore," to strike out 
“and” and insert **also;" so as to make the paragraph read: 


SCHEDULE C.—METALS AND MANUFACTURES OF. 


118. Iron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, also the dross or residuum 
from burnt pyrite 4% cents per ton: Provided, Thatin levying and collecting 
the duty on iron ore no deduction shall be made from the weight of the ore 
on account of moisture which may be chemically or physically combined 
therewith. 

Mr. QUAY. Iwill be glad if the committee will allow that 
paragraph to go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the para- 
graph being passed over for the present? The Chair hears no 
objection, and the paragraph will be passed over. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

119. Iron in pigs, iron kentledge, spiegeleisen, ferro-manganese, forro-sili- 
con, wrought and cast scrap iron, and scrap steel, $t per ton; but nothin 
shall be deemed scrap iron or scrap steel except waste or refuse iron or stee| 
fit only to be remanufactured. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 120, page 32, line 10, after the word ''iron," to insert 
"square iron;" and in line 13, after the word diameter,“ to strike 
out and square iron F provided for in this act;“ so as 
to make the paragraph à 

120. Bar iron,square iron, rolled or hammered, comprising flats, not less 
than 1 inch wide nor less than three-eighths of 1 inch thick, round iron not 
less n seven-sixteenths of 1 inch in diameter, six-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The rates proposed by the House 
bill and concurred in by the Senate committee are the same as 
the rates in the Wilson bill. There is no proposed amendment 
that I see except formal amendments that go along through these 
items. At the same time it seems to me que er that the Senate 
should not lose sight of the facts connecte th this matter. 

lt appears to me that there can be no occasion for making & 
pretense of putting a protective tariff on these paragraphs which 
is absolutely inoperative, which accomplishes nothing. The trade 
is in the hands of the American people. We to-day are the larg- 
est producers of pig iron in the world. We are exporting pig 
iron, steel billets, and iron rails in open competition with the bal- 
ance of the world. 

The statement was made, I remember, some years ago that pig 
iron could be ausis: at Birmingham, Ala., at somewhere te 
tween five and six dollars a ton; that they were selling iron at 
$5.50 a ton; and that iron of the same character was sold on the 
other side at a considerably larger sum. 

I have collected together some statistics and facts bearing on 
this matter that I propose to present to the Senate without taking 
the time to make an argument. It is important that these facts 
should be known to illustrate the absurdity of proposing to keep 
up taxes which amount absolutely to nothing. 

I hold in my hand a statement as to the number of tons of 
crude manufactures of iron and steel that have been exported 
from the United States within the last few months. It is a very 
striking statement. There was of pig iron exported from the 
United States last July 3.023 tons; in August, 2,001 tons; in Sep- 
tember, 6,804 tons; in October, 8,063 tons: in November, 8,755 tons; 
in December, 17,335 tons; in January of this year, 10,191 tons; in 
February of this year, 15,971 tons: in March of this year, 21,280 
tons, making a total from last July until the end of March of 
94,423 tons of pig iron exported from the United States, at an 
average price of $14.37 a ton. 

There were imported into the United States in the same time 
19,039 tons, while we exported 94,423 tons. As I have said, the 
average price of the pig iron exported was $14.37 a ton, and the 
average price of that which we imported was $22.81 a ton, show- 
ing that it was only a small quantity of high-priced and high-class 
iron that was imported into this country for special purposes 
because it could not be bought here. 

What, then, is the use, Mr. President, of us being guilty of this 
piece of mummery of putting a tax on pig iron to prevent the com- 
petition of outside pig-iron producers? 

Of bar iron we exported in last July 200} tons: in August, 126} 
tons; in September, 199} tons. I will not read the statement by 
the month, but the total export from July of last year until the 
end of March was 2,078 tons, at an average cost of $39.56 uo ton, 
and we imported 11,775 tons, at a cost of $43.75 a ton. showing 
again what Icalled the attention of the Senate to in the first in- 
stance, that it was a higher rate of goods and a more expensive 


1897. 
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character of goods that were imported; and yet the characteristic 
running all through this tariff bill, from one end of it to the other, 
is to have the highest ible rates of taxation on the lowest and 
chéapest class of goods and the lowest rates on the highest class 
of goods 


Ot band, scroll, and hoop ingots, bars, etc., of steel—without 
reading the monthly shipments all through—there were 26,995 
tons exported, worth on an average $27.90 per ton, while we im- 

rted 12,621 tons, at an average cost of 888.38 per ton, inst 
$27.50 per ton for what we exported. Of nails we shipped abroad 
during the nine months I have named 11,126 tons and imported 

none—not a single dollar's worth. 


Of iron plates we shipped 1,347 tons, and of steel plates 2,010 
tons, and imported 3,721 tons of both. 

Of wire we exported 34,852 tons, at an average cost of $44.25, 
and we imported 2,329 tons, at an average cost of $131.50. 

Of steel rails we exported in July last 4,962 tons; in August, 


11,750 tons; in September, 17,034 tons; in October, 4,692 tons; in 

November, 6,045 tons; in December, 10,925 tons; in January, 

1897, 7,761 tons; in February, 7.214 tons; in March, 9,477 tons, 

making a total for the nine months of 79,860 tons of steel rails, at 

an average cost of $23.28, while we imported 7,758 tons, at an aver- 

age costof $26.77. I will insert the entire table in my remarks. 
The table referred to is as follows: 


Number of tons of the following crude manufactures of iron and steel exported by the United States in each of the nine months ending with March 31, 1897. 


[Tons of 2,240 pounds.] 
1806. 1897. «total Value Importe Value 
Name of article. ] OF wn | person | 20» vno D per 
Beptem- | Novem- Febru- e or per nine or per 
August. — October. ber. anuary.| “ary, | March. months a oo months. Doc. 
8. Tons. Tons. Tons. Tons. 3 

AGN Seen udder aseoekae ned 17,335 | 10,191 15,971 | 21,280 | 94,423 814.37 9,099 $22.84 
ron. 2 220 243 487 2,078 39.56 11.775 43.75 
Band, scroll. and hoop.-...........]-.......-.-|-.-..- ---:|----.-..-- 21 F Milos 
In, ota, bars, ete., of steel. 403 —4.— 2,852 9, 26,995 21.90 12,021 88.38 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, these exportations oc 
curred in this country while the steel-rail trust was maintaining 
during the whole of that year the price of $28 a ton to domestic 
buyers of steel rails. It is perfectly well known to the Senate 
what the effect of breaking up the steel-rail trust was. In De- 
cember and January last the price, which had been held by the 
trust uniformly from the beginning of the year to the end of it, 
was $28 a ton without fluctuation in any month of the year. The 
price suddenly went down to practically $14 a ton, and steel rails 
were sold for $17 a ton in a number of markets, and I understand 
were offered to consumers at a point which would make the sale 
actually about $14 a ton as a result of the dissolution of the pool, 
as a result of the breaking up of the steel-rail trust, which has 
been maintained under the laws which have been in existence on 
the statute books. 

Ihave here in my hand a copy of the Bulletin, a high authority 
in iron matters, dated January 1, 1897. This is Mr. Swank's 
paper, a man whose authority will not be questioned by any iron 
man. Here are the average monthly prices of iron and steel in 
the United States in 1896 given on a number of different articles. 
Steel rails at the mills are quoted in January, February, March, 
and every month down to December at $28 aton. The statement 
from the Bulletin is as follows: 

AVERAGE MONTHLY PRICES OF ped STEEL IN THE UNITED STATES 
IN . 


In the following table we give the aver: monthly prices of Meding arti- 
cles of iron and steel in Pe lvania markets in 1896 es ton of 2,240 


pounds, except for bar iron, which is quoted by the poun e monthly aver- 
ages are ob ed from weekly quotations: 
D f f 7 a 
2 5 83 |g | da | 8. |S | se 
"P ES S | Ea 2 % 72 
Gales | Dala 88 2 323 2 
alga | R$ |as | £2 | 5| $3 |523| ve 
= a = 
Months. "3 Ba EE ag be EE i2 323 72 
- o e. & 2 
e e e 
s" 85 E3 8 388 28 
S8 ja & lo EE E a à 
| Cents.| Cents. 
813.56 511.55 310.90 |$11.81 .00 {$16.60 | 1.45 1.25 
13.50 | 11.50 | 11.00 | 12.95 | 28.00 | 17.69 | 1.40 1.25 
13.45 | 11.30 | 10.92 | 12.25 | 28.00 | 17.19 | 1.35 1.21 
13.25 | 11.19 | 10.85 | 13.32 | 28.00 | 19.80 | 1.40 1.20 
12.83 | 11.00 | 10.79 | 12.83 | 28.00 | 19.55 | 1.40 1.20 
12.75 | 11.00 | 10.62 | 12.47 | 28.00 | 19.42 | 1.40 12) 
12.75 | 10.90 | 10.37 | 12.12 | 25.00 | 19.50] 1. 40 1.20 
12.75 | 10.75 | 9.63 | 10.91 | 28.00 | 19.22 | 1.40 1.20 
12.50 | 10.75 | 9.50 | 11.31 | 28.00 | 19.41 | 1.40 1.20 
12.56 | 10.81 | 9.87 | 1.71 | 28.00 | 19.73 | 1.40| 1.20 
12.81 | 11.12 | 10.34 .46 | 28.00 | 19.89 | 1.40 1.22 
12.75 | 11.25 | 9.04 | 11.54 | 28.00 | 18.00 | 1.40 1.25 
uoted at 


At the close of the year Bessemer pig iron at Pittsburg was 
Rs to $11.25, and Bessemer steel billets at Pittsburg were sold at $16. Dur- 

g December the price of steel rails for 1807 was reduced from to $25 at 
Pennsylvania ïs. Prices of other articles named in the table also fell 
during December. We begin the new year 1597 with iron and steel prices in 
all lines almost as low as they have at any time during the present 
depression, which we date from May, 1893. 


I have a clipping from a newspaper giving the report of R. G. 
Dun & Co. of the date of February 12, dealing with the question 
of the price of steel rails. It is as follows: 


New York, February 12. 


Even more important is the result that reconstruction of the billet pool 
will b» impossible as long as the contest over rails continues, and the mānu- 
facturer of structural forms, bars, rods, wire, Bas. tin plates, and many 
other products has a chance to secure cheap material. In the near future 
also is the struggle between the two great companies producing Mesaba iron 
ore, one allied with the Illinois Steel and the other with the Carnegie Com- 
pany, which is expected to bring about lower prices for ore and to push 
many mines to their utmost capacity. But in the war of rival interests, 
wages are already reduced by some large concerns." 


Thus, Mr. President, we see a statement made by R. G. Dun 
& Co. that the result of the dissolution of this steel-rail combina- 
tion was to bring the price of steel rails down at once about 50 
percent. If they are seeking orders for steel rails at $17 a ton, I 
ask where is there any justification for any law now to be put on 
the statute books under which the people of the United States 
shall be compelled to pay them $28 a ton because they have made 
a combination? 

There are a number of other facts bearing upon this matter that 
I wish to present to the Senate, and it may as well be done now 
as at any other time. Iread from the Bulletin of February 20, 
Mr. Swank’s journal, which is an authority amongst iron men 
everywhere: 


DISSOLUTION OF THE RAIL MAKERS’ ASSOCIATION. 


The Rail Makers’ Association, which was organized at Branch, N.J., 
on August 13, 1885, and which, with slight interruptions, has n in active 
existence ever since, was dissolved early last week, owing to internal dissen- 
sions. The original purpose of the association was to equitably distribute 
among the mills represented all orders for steel rails, so as to avoid ruinous 
competition. This Wo was afterwards extended to include the regula- 
tion of prices. The dissolution of the association was preceded by a heavy 
cut in the prices of steel rails, and was at once followed by other cuts, some 
sales having been made as low as$17 at Pittsburgand Chicago. The price at 
eastern Pennsylvania mills has been ARS held at about 20. At the present 
writing the market has steadied considerably. A conservative estimate 

laces the sales of rails during the last two weeks at not more than 500,000 

ons. We give below the comments of several of our cotemporaries on the 
break in the association and the causes which have led to it. 

The Iron Age, in its issue for February II. says: 

“The steel-rail lis broken. It has been the greatest combination in 
the iron trade and enjoyed the longest life, It had a checkered career 
in its earlier days The ties which bound the works together were very 
loose, and from time to time new competitors arose. The l was reo — 
ized in the fall of 1593, after a very sharp fight, in which po eni dropped dos 
to $19 at Eastern mill. 

In November, 1891, a meeting of the rail manufacturers was held at Chicago, 
during which an agreement was reached after negotiations had been broken 
off again and again. As usual, the allotment was figured on the monthly 
shipments, an excess over allotment involving a tonnage payment, distrib- 
uted among the mills which had not shipped their quota. © penalty was 
3 rom = to $2.50 . wer 4 e 3 2 tien 5 

unds or over, T or er except for export. Anextra o was 
be charged for ali SEO 35 feet and less than 45 feet in length, and $2 per 
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This ent was su uently modified, however, tl h thenegotia- 
tions which gres 2 — epp yi y ene 


r rails for electric "urn 
make any T. rails for steam roads for the year 1895. 
"Early in September, 1895, negotiations were initiated for tlie year 1896. 
Other mee took place in October and November, and it was finally 
to continue the association on the lines laid out for 1895." 


There are à number of other comments taken from leading iron 

rnals, which I will not take the time of the Senate to read. 

here is, however, one paragragh that I desire to rend, taken from 
the Philadelphia Ledger, which says: 


During all of the years of the pool the Illinois and. Carnegie companies 
worked together and were ou the closest of terms. The Illinois Company 
was not known as a member of the pool, but was represented in the associa- 
tion by the Carnegie Company. So far as rails are concerned, the two com- 

ies worked together as one, dividing the apportionment as best suited 
conv: — 


Mark this— 
making an arbitrary cost price and dividing the profits. 

This comes from the friends of these people; showing that they 
were making arbitrary prices and dividing profits, and yet by a 
rate of taxation put into tariff billsand kept up these peopl have 
been enabled to continue this system of practical robbery of the 

ple of this country, because the foreign rails were simply 
d out from American commerce. 

Asa tof this whole case, I may as well present, while we 
are on subject, some: facts bearing on the foreign trade. I 
have the American Manufacturer of February 12, 1897, in my 
hand, in which I find this report: 

y THE. BREAK IN STEEL. RAILS, 


notonx of the iron and steel trade was broken rather suddenly this 

the excitement which followed a remarkable drop in the price of 

steel To the general public it seemed that within a few hours steel 

rails drop from to $17 per ton, and in some cases lower figures are re- 

ported. is the lowest price ever reached in the American steel-rail 

—.— and a glunde over the course of prices is particularly interesting at 
me: 

In 1867 steel rails were first made in commercial quantities in the United 
States, That year they were quoted at $166: per ton. It was not until 1874 
that the —— home uction brought the price below $100 per ton, as 

your the average e was $0425. In three this figure was cut 
over one-half, as we find that in 18/7 the rate was $45.50: but this was owing 
to the business depression, for in 1884 the price of steel rails advanced to 
$07.50. From that time, however, the decline was almost constant until 1895, 
when the fi; /werecutdown to $22. In June of that year an advance to 
was and before the close of the year the price had been put up to 
This rate stood until November last, when a reduction to $25 was made, 
latter price holding until a few days ago. 

To follow the immense growth of the industry which has made such are- 
duction in cost woulil be quite interesting, but at this time we can speak only 
ofthecauses which led to the last hig eut. It has been an open secret for 
some time that there was considerable trouble in the Stee] Rail Associa- 
tion. Of all the trade agreements made in the American market, this one has 

most successful in regulating prices. At the close of last year, however, 
the friction had become so great that an immediate breaking up of the pool 
was feared, but for a time it was staved off. A few days since: some of the 
tern concerns led off with a cut, which was promptly met by the West, 
and in a dey something like $8 per ton was knocked off the price of rails, Of 
course such a movement could not fail to give rise to various rumors of a 
coming conflict between the great steel-rail producersof the country. How- 
ever this may be in the future, itis plain that the first cause of the drop was 
the great ‘erence between the actual price of billets and the price of rails 
as fixed by the pool. Since the Bessemer billet eement collapsed. billets 
have been sold very low. With billets quoted below $15, it could not be rea- 
sonably expected.that steel rails would hold longat S5. Thesumof$9perton 
was too much between the billet and the rail. a fact which rail purchasers 
well understood, Hence they held back orders, confident that lower rates 
were inevitable. Our report of the British iron market this week shows that 
the highest quotation for steel rails is £4 15$, and billets: aro quoted at 50s. 
This is a difference of only 15s.—about $3.60—per ton between prices of rails 
and billets. In this country this difference has been as high as SU per tou. 

As to the probable effects of the break. it is more than probable that one 
result will be an increased movement in the market. Forsometime past the 
situation in the steel-rail trade hastended to increase the general depression. 
Now there will be some big buying done, and a marked ity in one: branch 
of the trade must have a beneficial effeet upon others, The sales of steel 
rails Inst year aggregated only 800.000 tons, whereas it would have taken 
about 2,006,000:tons to fill normal requirements. The roads badly need rails 
for repairs, and considering the small amount they purchased last-year, with 
the requirements for 1897, it is evident that there will be quite a time in the 
rail market. It should not be thought, however, that the price will remain 
at anything like $15 per ton, which figure has beenveportedthis week. Rails 
in the British market to-day are selling at about $22 per ton, and itis evident 
that the very low prices reported on this side during the past week were 
merely the result of a en The future will be more clearly shown when 
the manu shali have settled down and all danger of a cutthroat policy 
remov: 


Inow wish to present to the Senate some statements as to the 
condition of the market in England for these articles. "This is 
the same iron paper, the American Manufacturer, under date of 
February 12,1397. I read under the head of ‘*Our English let- 
ter.” There are some facts in this letter, Mr. President, thatseem 
to me will be of unusual interest to American Senators: 


OUR ENGLISH LETTER. 
[From our own correspondent.] 
Mrp- ENGLAND, January 27, 1897. 
AMERICAN STEEL FOR THE BRITISH MARKETS, 
Not until this week, for some 


reason. or other, has the full extent of the 
steel invasion of Europe, Great Britain included, seemed to flash 


out upon En 
nected with 
Steel circles. 'The scare was first met onl 


h steel masters, and the realization of some of the facts: con- 
has since my last caused. : Like a.sensation-in British 
y 
orl: 


e — D merce rh 
correspondent, announ 
e 5 were on their way from Philadelphia to this 
country for delivery in Birmingham, and this was followed by another cable 
from Philadelphia in another journal that negotiations were in progress 
with European buyers for 20,000:tons of billets at secret prices," but that it 
was believed that the material could be delivered in England at £3 15s. and 
leave a fair margin of profit to the sellers," Now, this week we have. yet a 
— 3 — — 15 the RD E TA sailed from n- 

elphia for Manchester with a cargo of 2,000 tons o ets, “whi said 
to net about $17.50 f. o. B; steamer,” x Dr riu 


SENSATION IN ENGLISH STEEL. CIRCLES: 


With reiterated intelligence like this before them. it has. been no lon. 
possible for English steel circles toiguore what some of your journals are . 
rightfully termed the American steel invasion of Europe. Nevertheless tho 
actual presence of the steel in this country has come as a great surprise to 
many who were not apt rape ui with what was going on and who had not 
—.— cw watching t 
ou e 


one of the London. papers, from its New 
that 1,000 tons of steel. billets. 


W. 


and steel was sellin; very in the English mid] s To th a fori 
E lands, To - 
ing the news indeed is received. as almost incredible. But N 


INQUIRIES BY YOUR ENGLISH CORRESPONDENT 
into all the details of the business fully confirm the reports which have been 
ublished. Ifind that Staffordshire men rin dg tni ps teat Sante 


im 
essrs. egie's steel tin bars for rolling down into sheets, Pe eer 
Ihave visited a works where this is going on. 


ee rig sheets to be used for tin plate from the United 
States into England of a better quality than is there made— 


The bars are coming over here in 30-foot lengths und of 9 inches or 9} 
inches wide by one-fourth or five-sixteenths inch thick, and so far seem to be 
giving every satisfaction. It would, however, be an advantage if your steel 
mnsters could roll them of about half the present length, since a IB. foot bar 
is much more suitable for our mills.and.is very much easier handling for all 
proosa. transit and cartage'inciuded.. The sheets are intended for galvan- 
zing purposes, and the firm whois — tlie: bars is Messrs. John. L. 
Limited, who not only owns the largest sheet-iron works in rdahire, 


0 
at Bristol carries on a galvanizin; noir which isthe tin tia world. 
If, therefore, a firm of such standing as this can find it worth its while to use 
American bars, certainly others in the same line may. 


AMERICAN BILLETS FOR BRITISH WIRE MILLS. 


But it is not only the sheet makers of Staffordshire who 
American material a trial, but in South Wales and Lan 
metal is likely to get in. More than this: The Lancashire and Shro: 
wire drawers are using your billets and have been for several months 
and tlie re at which y are ge pr billets delivered into Liverp 
‘Tin bars, such as the sheet makers are 
ming into Manchester at much the same price, and after 
jer ton, they are being delivered at railwa: 

irmingham at £4 55. Lp ton, whicH is 78. 
to 10s. per ton less than British billets are quoted on tlie open market. In the 
matter of actual sales, however. tlie: difference between our and your price 
would not, I have no:.doubt, be quite so much as this, since our billet makers 
Perha nma to 7s. 6d. per 

0. 


the 
ln the 


would not require the full figures here mentioned. 
ton would more nearly represent the difference between 


WILL THE AMERICAN COMPETITION BE PERMANENT? 


Under this head a great variety of opinions is entertained, while itis, of 
course, the one subject upon which steel masters hero are concerned. There 
are those who argue that competition will not long survive the present 
condition of trade in the States, and that an improvement in your own mar- 
ket would soon render it unprofitable for your makers to send steel over here; 
but against this it is borne in mind that under the new conditions of manu- 
facture attached to iron and steel production in the Southern States, Besse- 
mer pig can. be produced at 31s. 3d. per ton and steel billets at 55s. or about 
£2 per ton under the minimum selling price in this country. If these esti- 
matesare well founded, it is obvious that ho very exceptionally marked condi- 
tionsare needed to enable American iron and steel p: cers to wage serious 
competition with ae Zonas makerseven inthis country, and that the American 
st invasion, therefore, may have a longer life in store for it than casual 
observers might suppose. 


UNDER PHESENT CONDITIONS, AT ALL EVENTS, 


it is abundantly manifest that in certain lines your steel makers can compete 
with us successfully if they choose, and it isagreed on all sides that one great 
reason for the prices at w you can afford to supply us is not so much the 
temporary depression of labor and materials as the richness and abundance 
of the ores available and the superiority of your manufacturing appliances. 
It is not forgotten that the Carnegie Company is producing: at its new Du- 
quesne furnaces as much as 610 tons each of standard bessemer pig daily, ata 
cost ot only 1.000 pounds of coke to the ton, instead of 2,000 to 2,900 pounds, as 
in this country. us in this item alone there is a saving of from 400. to 000 

pounds of coke per ton. The boast of the corona’ Company, too, that it is 
Bent am conquering the markets of the whole world is also seriously 
at this time. 

BRITISH STEEL MASTERS’ COUNTERY ATLING: TACTICS. 

Whatever the chief reason assisting toward the present DORUM itis 
plain to everybody that it would bea fatal mistake for English steel masters 
to.acqniesce in the existing state of things without making a determined at- 
tempt toregain control of the market. deed; the billet makers are already 
doing this by staying to some extent tlie upward’ course-of prices which was 
going onin the billet and tin-har market. Some ofthe makers, both in South 
ales, the North of England, Scotland, and elsewhere, have, I am assured, 
taken the m. and are refraining from further advancing prices. Tin 
bars are now being offered to some consumers at the same prices as at the 
beginning of October, a state of things which would certainly not have pre- 
valled were you not threatening the market, since prior to tho attack by 
= producers hilot and tin-bar prices here were going up very rapidly. 
Zonsumers welcome tho American material as a check against the tall talk 
which.our billet and tin-bar people, being full of orders, were of late indulg- 
ing. and against the big advances which these rms stated they should com- 


pel year. 
ENGLISH PROCESSES: AN PLANT AT FAULT. 


Another phase which the competition is. develo is to enforce upon 
British steel makers’ attention the great necessity for increased economies 
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their manufactures many 
thousands of miles to this country at prices which defy English competition. 


adopted in this country. 

Tanis letter shows, by giving illustrations, by giving the details 
as to sales, that American steel and ironis being shipped from the 
United States, paying freight across the ocean, paying the inland 
transportation in Great Britain, paying e, and all other ex- 

s, and being laid down at the English milis at a price lower 

y from 3 to 7 shillings per ton than the English ironmasters 
quote the same article to their own people. Why, then, is there 
any necessity for our imposing a protective tariff to protect our- 
selves against the importation of glish iron, of steel billets, of 
rail bars, of nail iron, or any kind of iron or wire? It seems to me, 
Mr. President, to be an absurdity. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Arkansas permit me to 
inquire what is therelative price at which that material is held in 

land and in this country? 

. JONES of Arkansas. None of the letters I have here give 
the relative prices. They sell steel billets in Staffordshire, laying 
them down in Staffordsbire at the doors of the mills, at from 
3 to 7 shillings less than the English ironmasterssell them. They 
pay the ocean freight, they pay the insurance, they pay the inter- 
td freight, the cartage, and all the expenses of laying them down 
at the mills at from 3 to 7 shillings per ton less than the price the 
English ironmasters quote to their own consumers. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that; but is the Senator prepared 
M ssi whether that is more or less than the same article is sold 

or here? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I know nothing about the domestic 
prices. While the steel-rail trust was in existence, I have no doubt 
they sold their rails at a higher price to the domestic consumer, 
because the agreement contained in the note which I read to the 
Senate a short time ago shows that lower prices were charged for 
rails exported than for those sold to domestic consumers. There 
was nolimit to the price they might charge the domestic con- 


sumer. 

Mr. BACON. I have no doubt of that myself, but I thought 
possibly the Senator might be able to give us accurate informa- 
tion. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. I do not know all the facts. I was 
just simply mentioning that fact as a confirmation of what I was 
saying to the Senator from Georgia as to the rates at which these 
articles were selling. When they are protected by a trust, when 
they can make an organization so as to control the American mar- 
ket, they will, as they have done in every instance as to all the 
articles found in this schedule, sell their product cheaper abroad 
than they will sell it to our own people. 

But the very minute you decide to dissolvetheir trust and break 
up their combination, that minute the American people get the 
benefit of the competition, the prices of all these articles are re- 
duced, and they are obliged to sell to American consumers at the 
same prices at which they sell to foreign consumers. The wire- 
nail trust, as the Senator will remember, a few years ago exported 
an enormous quantity of wire nails, which they were selling 
abroad at about one-half the price charged in the United States. 
We could not buy nails in this country at a reasonable rate, be- 
cause the wire-nail trust were able to compel our people to give 
them higher prices for their goods than they were worth, while 
when they went abroad, where they were compelled to go into the 
open markets of the world, they sold at about half the price the 
same articles were sold for to the American consumers. They 
sold them at practically half of what they were sold for here. 

It is by this arbitrary fixing of prices that these combinations 
are enabled to compel our people to pay more than the goods are 
worth. That is the worst iniquity connected with the bill. It is 
the feature which makes it the most outrageous. It is one, it 
seems to me, which should arouse the American people from 
ocean to ocean and make them stamp under their feet any propo- 
sition to put it in the power of a combination to compel the 
American consumers not only to pay more than the goods are 
worth, but in many instances twice as much as the Ámerican 
manufacturers are willing to sell their goods for abroad. 

Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate longer. I willstate 
that in the matter of woolen goods and cotton and iron the United 
States has made great strides in the last ten or twenty years. A 
man who has not examined the statistics is surprised to learn that 
we are the largest producer of pig iron on the globe. We pro- 
duced more pig iron in 1895 than was produced in Great Britain, 
atone time considered the mistress of the world in iron produc- 
tion. 'The same thing, as I shall show before we get through the 
debate, is true of wool, raw cotton, and the manufacture of nu- 
merous articles. Instead of being an infant in the strugghe for 
industrial supremacy, we are to-day a giant. Young as is the na- 
tion in years, we are supreme in more fields of industry than any 


other nation on the globe, and yet we are told that it is necessary 
for us, to enable us to hold our own in competition with other 
3 to put these unreasonable taxes on the articles I have men- 
tioned. 

Many of us were unwilling to have put in the Wilson bill num- 
bers of the taxes that are found in the pending bill. I believed 
then that they were too high. I did not believe there was any 
reason for them then, and there is infinitely less reason now than 
atthat time. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH] in his opening speech dwelt with some force upon 
the reduction of rates on iron fabrics, and instanced the decline 
on steel rails from $7.84 a ton under the House bill to $6.72, the 
Senate proposition, and asked us all to stop at that point and 
admire the great results of 3 otwithstanding the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] has shown with great power 
and analysis the immense growth of the manufacturing 9 
in the United States in all iron products, notwithstanding the 
fact that he has shown that the fabrics of iron are to-day shipped 
abroad and sold in the markets of England itself at a less rate 
than the English can manufacture the same articles, the protec- 
tionist will still exclaim, ** This is all on account of the beneficent 
workings of a protective tariff." 

Isubmit that the question now is wholly aside the theoretic or 
academic discussion of protection. Give protection the credit 
of having brought the iron industry up to the point of perfection 
it has now attained. Does it follow that in order to keep this in- 
dustry going, when it invades the markets of the world and more 


than competes with the most accomplished nation on the earth in 
these products, we must still continue to have these prohibitive 
rates? e Senator 


Is it not 5 and deceptive for 
from Rhode Island, or ators on the other side of the Chamber, 
to claim any merit from the reduction of the tariff upon an article 
as to which the course of trade shows the tariff to be entirely and 
utterly useless? 

Mr. President, in connection with the iron statistics which my 
friend the Senator from Arkansas has introduced, I propose to 
read a clipping from the New York Journal of Commerce, which 
I cut out last night, in regard to our export trade generally. The 
Senator from Arkansas has dwelt upon the export of iron fabrics 
of the United States. Those exports, it is true, comprise a large 
portion of the exports of our domestic manufacture, but we have 
others, such as the export of wooden articles manufactured in the 
United States, the export of cotton goods manufactured in the 
United States, and a number of other exports, which swell up to 
an enormous sum total. This is the article which I cut from the 
New York Journal of Commerce and Commercial Bulletin: 


WASHINGTON, May 29, 1897. 
Another remarkable record of € in manufacturing e 


e figures for the ten months of the fiscal 
April were increased to 023,016, which is 25.35 per cent of the total exports 
for this period. The total for the month has been only once in the 


recent commercial history of the United States. This 8 the month 
of March p: 
counter movement of e 


nearly 50 per cent. The 8 of manuf: to total exports at that 
time was 25.49 per cent. res for 1896 were $21,381,750, which was 30.81 
per cent of the total exports. e figures for the ten months ending with 
April show results in some respects even more st The manufacturi 


years shows an 
month by month in the volume of manufacturing exports. The figures for 
the three calendar years have been as follows: 


Month. 1895. 


e 


23, 
21, 


|s 
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except gr ren the additional months of that year y- 
000 larger has already been attained for 1897. The repetition during the 
remaining two months of the manu e sd exports of March and April will 

the total for the year to about $272.000,000. This will bea n of $H,- 
000,000 over the record of 18956, which itself showed a gain of $15,000,000 over 


ve a total only $4,500, 


the record of 1895. The following table shows the proportion of manufactur- 
ing exports to total xps for representative years since 1859, with an esti- 
mate for the year which will close on June 30 next: 
= aot manu- 
ac 
Year. ius Se 
Percent| P? 
Value. | of total. 

, B45, 802 12.76 | $316,242, 423 
68, 277, 164 15 455, 208, 341 
102, 856, 015 12.48 | 823,946, 353 
147, 187, 527 20.25 | 726, 682, 946 
151, 102. 376 17.87 845, 293, 828 
168, 927,315 19.37 812, 210, 283 
158, 510, 937 15.61 | 1,015, 732, 011 
158, 023, 118 19.02 831, (310, T85 
183, 728, 808 21.14 869, 204, 937 
183, 595, 143 23.14 793, 332, 500. 

228, 489, 893 26.47 882, 519, 
272, 000, 000 25.01 | 1,079,000, 000 


r.... ̃ ͤ ON Do .... ̃ duree at aa uc ie 
It will be an interesting question whether the tariff NAT now pend- 
ing results in diminishing American markets abroad when it takes effect. 
There are three ways in which this may occur—by intentional official retalia- 
tion by foreign governments, by the enhancement of the cost of our raw ma- 
terials by new duties, and by the enhancement of other domestic prices which 
might affect the cost of manufacturing. Japan, the Argentine Republic, the 
German Empire, the Kingdom of Italy, aud other powers have already filed 
courteous remonstrances against the extreme rates proposed on some of 
their products. Japan and the Argentine 1 have pointed out that 
the restricticn of imports of their mattinzs, silks, and wool would operate to 
cripple the merchant marine between the two coun- 
es and diminish tendencies to mutual exchange. Norway and the 

etherlands have hinted that the same thing might occur in regard to their 
fish and tobacco if the House rates were retained. Notwithstanding thess 
remonstrances, there would be perhaps a certain momentum in the trade 
movement once established which would prevent the immediate shrinkage 
in our kapas trade; but the discovery that we had raised the price of our 
boots and shoes and ceased our purchases of silks and wool would probably 
8 arrest the upward movement of the export figures and finally turn 

em ina downward direction. 84 0 


Mr. President, I contend from these figures that the United 
States has progressed, developed, as it were. from theagricultural 
to the manufacturing status. It is impossible that we can look at 
this large export e constantly increasing and yet place a tariff 
upon all raw materials or other materials necessary for the product 
of these ,manufactured in America and exported abroad; 
butsuch is the case. Not only that, we are attempting, by im- 
port duties uponarticles which we manufacture with much greater 
superiority than any other nation, to hold the home market, so that 
pools and combines and all unlawful combinations of that charac- 
ter can be resorted to and will be resorted to in order to make the 
American consumer pay more for the same article than the for- 
eign consumer does when we export it. 

There can be no sort of apology for any tariff whatever upon 
iron or iron ore. It was in order for the Republican party, when 
we struck the great metal schedule, to come out from the wilder- 
ness of protection in which they have been journeying for many 
years into the happy land of a freer trade, especially when mor 
would hurt no American industry by it, especially when the tari 
would do no good to the home manufacturer. Can anyone, after 
listening to the figures quoted by the Senator from Ar Say 
there is any tariff necessary upon steel billets or steel rails or pig 
iron or cut nails, or any of the innumerable fabrics of iron that 
we export abroad? A very large, in fact, the largest, portion of 
our exports to-day consists of iron fabrics made in America, and 
a large portion of it is shipped to England, a great competitor 
nation. 

Mr. President, any reduction upon iron is a sham and a fraud. 
It is a kind of by-play by which the Republican managers attempt 
to amuse the audience, the populace. It does no good whatever. 
It may doand has donea great dealof harm. The history of these 

ools has been recited by the Senator from Arkansas, The ls 

ept the price of steel rails $6 or $7 higher than the rai!s could be 
sold for abroad, and were subsequently sold for. There is no ne- 
cessity for the tariff, and the pretended reduction of the tariff upon 
iron and iron fabrics is a delusion. It isa by-play; it is a mas- 
querade in order to deceive; but it can deceive no one when he 
looks at the export trade of the United States on these articles. 

We have now passed many hours in the discussion of a few para- 
graphs in the tariff schedule on chemicals, drugs, and dyestuffs, 
cun and earthenware, and glassware. As yet we have not 
touched the fundamental principle which ougnt to be considered 

ding this discussion. My honorable friend from Rhode Island 

as expressed the hope that there may be no academic discussion 

on the folly of protection, or, as he names it, the principle of pro- 

tection. I do not propose at this moment to discuss the academic 
- features of the question. 


increase freight cha 
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My purpose is to promote domestic industry, to develop manu- 
factures, and to protect American labor by resisting all taxes by 
which their progress will be obstructed and retarded. Amon 
these taxes—and at this point I will have to go back to some sched- 
ules which we have passed—there are none more obnoxious than 
the long, complex schedule of taxes on chemicals, which lieat the 
very foundation of or enter as component materials into nearly 
every branch of work that can be or is conducted in this country. 
On what ground are we called upon to put a tax, really intended to 
be prohibitive, although not ostensibly so, on acids, on ammonia, 
on alkalis, on borax, and the like? 

If lam rightly informed, there is no schedule in this whole bad 
bill or in the bad acts that have preceded it since the tariff of 
1861 which costs so much for the collection of an insignificant 
sum, which is so complex and difficult of administration, under 
which the Government is so likely to be defrauded, or which 
presses with more subtle and malignant influence on the cost of 
nearly every great branch of industry in this country, eating 
away the small margin of profit on which modern industry now 
depends. than this special schedule on chemicals, drugs, and dye- 
stuffs. No other nation so stupid, so ignorant of economic sci- 
ence, or governed by such disregard of the industry of the vast 
majority of its people has committed the folly which we are asked 
to commit in enacting this bill of taxes on these necessary mate- 
rials which enter into the processes of all industry. 

Mr. President, with all the knowledge of detail of my friend 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] and my other 
friend the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 1 I doubt if they know 
much more than the name of half the articles on which they pro- 
pose tolevy a tax. I am sure that they do not know what the 
motive of those who have asked this tax is. They do not know 
how great or how small is the industry whose pue they propose 
to raise in price by taxation. They do not know the wages that 
areearned. They do not know the uses to which many of these 
articles are put, except in a general way. They do not know what 
the burden will be, what the influence in wiping out the profits 
of those who consume these articles must be. 

In fact, they can not answer the questions definitely and clearly 
and conclusively which we now foros to put to them in the fur- 
ther conduct of this measure, lam rash in making this stats- 
ment. I know the complete mastery which my friend from Rhode 
Island has given to the details of this measure in the effort which 
he has made to steer in the middle, between the right and the 
wrong course, between those who would plunder the public for 
private gain and those who resist such measures in order to pre- 
vent the destruction of their own industry. He isa master of 
that detail as he is not a master of the correct princip!es of taxa- 
tion. 

I put to him and to you the fundamental question, Ought not all 
the taxes that the people pay be received by the Government? 
Have you any moral right—is it not even doubtful if you have a 
legal right—to pervert the power of taxation to raising prices ex- 
cept under the absolute necessity for getting a customs revenue? 
Have you a moral, if you have a legal, right to put the hand of 
the Government upon the propery of the citizen and with the 
other to bestow it to sustain or build np private enterprise or to 
augment private incomes? That is not an academic question. 
That is not a question of protection. It is a question of the fun- 
damental pesoipise of good government put in defense of the 
rights of the citizens of this country. Onthat we take our stand, 
and we propose to resist every section, every paragraph. every 
schedule of this bill until debate has been exhausted and until 
every citizen of this country who has failed to get a hearing before 
the Committee on Ways and Means and the Finance Committee of 
this body shall have had a hearing. shall have had the opportunity 
to state his case, and shall have put in his protest against that 
which, according to the decision of Judge Miller in the case of 
People vs. Topeka, **is none the less robbery because it is done 
under the forms of law and is called taxation." 

In the discussion of the bill I do not propose to follow the order 
of the paragraphs or schedules altogether. Wherever I can get 
the information, I propose to use it wherever it will fit. I propose 
to find out, for instance: 

What number of establishments are there in this country mak- 
ing borate of lime? 

From what is it made? 

How many people are employed in these establishments? 

What wages do they earn? 

In what branches of industry is borate of lime made use of asa 
component material? 

What proportion does the cost of borate of lime bear to the cost 
of the goods into which it enters? 

What influence will the raised price of this article have upon 
the margin of profits in thearts in which it is used? 

Hew many establishments are there using it? 

What goods do they make? 
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How many people are employed in the arts in which borate of 
lime is used as a component material? 

What are the wages in these arts? 3 

What measures have you taken in granting a compensating tax 
on these goods to offset the tax on the material? À ANT 

Do you expect to raise the price of the goòds into which it 
enters? 

Are any of them exported now? 

What will be the inflreace of this raised price on the exports? 

I take that special case because it has been made the matter of 
discussion; but you will bear in mind that as we get further on, 
when these questions are applied to wool, to alkaiis, and to a 
vast number of other crude or partly manufactured materials on 
which, without regard to the fundamental principle of taxation, 

ou propose to put taxes that the Government will not receive, 
but which will pass by perversion of the power of taxation into 
private pockets, you may have grave difficulties in meeting the 
uestions which you will be forced to meet and which you will be 
orced to answer. 

Mr. President, we have looked over the evidence which has been 

resented in support of this measure. We have taken note of the 
estan ds which have been made upon the Committee on Ways and 
Means and their submission tothese demands. Wenotethat with 
rare exception everyone who appeared before the Committee on 
Ways and Means, especially in support of this particular schedule, 
was trying to get the Congress of the United States to lay the hand 
of the Government on the property of the masses of the people, in 
order to pay it over to these applicants for bounties and privileges 
and subsidies to augment their private incomes or to sustain them 
in their effort to build up private enterprises. 

Now, I propose to bring every man in this Senate to the ques- 
tion, Do you or do you not sustain the fundamental princip e of 
just taxation, namely, that all taxes that the people pay the Gov- 
ernment shall receive? I do not propone to let you escape on a 
subterfuge: If you answer yes, with a reservation, then I will 
put the question in another form: Do you justify putting taxes 
on articles of common and necessary use in the conduct of domes- 
tic industry which shall so raise the price to the consumers as to 
increase the cost of their products without yielding revenuo to the 
Government, thus imposing upon them a heavy tax which the 
Government does not receive? The Senator from Rhode Island 
has made a fatal admission, that the Dingley bill—of which his 
present bill is but a modification—would fail to yield revenue on 
this very ground. 

There is a final point in connection with this subject of taxation 
upon chemicals and the like which is of prime interest to my own 
section. A tax on acids and on alkalis is a tax on Southern agri- 
culture. Iam not as well informed as I might be. I desire time 
and to summon witnesses to bring evidence before the Senate on 
the destructive nature of taxes on the elements of the fertilizers, 
which are required more than anywhere else in the production of 
ourcotton and our sugar. We demand that you shall not tax 
apriorno at its source, by granting bounties to the makers of 
. alkalis, of acids, of potash, and of salt. All these are vital ele- 
ments, and we demand that the cost of all our products shall not 
be increased to build up private enterprises and augment private 
incomes at our cost. 

What we ask in our Southland is free access to the great mar- 
kets of the world for our cotton, our iron, our coal, our timber, 
and yet more for our cotton fabrics. You-of the North may de- 
mand, if you please, the perversion of the power of taxation to 
hold up your senile manufactures, which have been stimulated 
until they totter. Weask nothing for our infant manufactures 
of cotton and iron except that you shall not obstruct the import 
of the means of Los bipes for which we wish to exchange them. 
We demand the right to import free of taxation all the materials 
and machinery on which we work, or on which we may work, in 
exchange for our finished fabrics; and if we need gold to build up 
our own banking system and render us less dependent on outside 
capital, we demand the right to be able to make all our fabrics 
and all our products without having their cost increased by tariff 
taxation, to the end that we may obtain the highest price in gold 
to sustain our own local industry. 

Mr. President, I have sketched out quite a work for myself, 
and whether Ishall be able to perform it or not depends upon a 
number of conditions purely personal to myself, But I enter my 
protest here at the threshold of the important metal schedule 
against any elevation of taxes upon the ordinary necessaries of 
life or ordinary materials that enter into the finished product of 
American manufactures, in order that the growth of those manu- 
factures should not be retarded, in order that the weight of taxa- 
tion should not be increased upon the backs of our people. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrows in the chair). The 
Secretary will read the pending amendment. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 120, page 32, line 10, after the 
word iron,“ insert “square iron;" and in line 13, after ** diam- 


eter," strike out and 
this act;" so as to make 


120. Bar iron. square iron, rolled or hammered, comprising flats, not less 
than 1 inch wide nor less than three-eighths of 1 inch thick, round iron not 
less than seven-sixteenths of 1 inch in diameter, six-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


ee iron not specially provided for in 
the paragraph read: 


Mr. ALLISON. In line 11, after the word “ flats,“ I move to 
strike out the comma. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 121, page 32, line 17, after the word ** rolled," to insert “or 
hammered; " in line 18, before the word “of,” to strike out *‘eight- 
tenths” and insert ** seven-tenths;" and in line 21, before the word 
tof,” to strike out **five-tenths" and insert *four-tenths;" so as 
to make the paragraph read: 


121. Round iron, in coils or rods, less than seven-sixteenths of 1 inch in 


diameter, and bars or shapes of rolled or hammered iron, not ially pro- 
vided for in this act, seven-tenths of | sent per pound, Provided, That ail iron 
in s'abs, blooms, loops, or other forms less finished than iron in and more 


advanced than pig iron, except castings, shall be subject toa duty of four- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound: Provided further, That all iron Lew he ‘oom, bil- 
lets. or sizes or shapes of any kind, in the manufacture of w. charcoal is 
used as fuel, shall ba subject to a duty of $12 per ton. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 25, after the words “ duty of" and be- 
fore the word ** twelve," I move to insert the words “ not less than;” 
80 as to read: 


Shall be subject to a duty of not less than $12 per ton. 


The amendment was agreed to. c 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 122, page 33, line 5, after the word ' use," to strike out ` six- 
tenths” and insert ‘‘five-tenths;” so as to make the paragraph 
read: 

122. Beams, girders, joists, angles, channels, car-truck channels, T T, col- 
umns and posts or parts or sections of columns and posts, deck and bulb 
beams, and building torms, together with all other structural sha; of iron 
or stoel; whether plain or punched, or fitted for use, five-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 123, page 33, line 7, 
after the word steel,“ to strike out for whatever se used;” 
in line 8, after the word '* except," to insert “ crucible plate stee 
and;" in line 15, after the word pound,“ to strike out thirty“ 
and insert ** tweaty-five;" and in line 16, after the word *'all," to 
strike out “ plate" and insert sheets or plates of;” so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

123. Boiler or other plate iron or steel, except crucible plate steel and saw 
plates hereinafter provided for, not thinner than No. 10 wire gauge, sheared 
or unsheared, and skelp iron or s slieared or rolled in grooves, valued at 
1 cent per pound or less, five-tenths of 1 cent per pound; valued above 1 cent 
and rot above 2 cents per pound, six-tenths of 1 cent per pound; valued above 
2 cents and not above 4 cents Du pound, 1 cent per pound: valued at over 4 
cents per pound, 25 per centad valorem: Provided, t all sheets or plates of 
iron ag steel thinner than No. 10 wire gauge shall pay duty as iron or steel 

eots. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 124, page 33, line 19, 
after the word *‘ thereof,” to strike out mill irons and mill cranks 
of wrought iron, wrought iron for ships” and insert 1.2 cents 
per pound;" in line 21, before the word ‘*forgings,” to strike out 
*and;” in line 22, after the word ‘‘steel,” to strike out “for ves- 
sels, steam engines, and locomotives, or parts therecf, and other 
forgings of iron or steel, or of combined iron and steel;" and on 
page 34, line 2, after the word “act,” to strike out ‘‘14 cents per 
pound: Provided, That no forgings of iron or steel, or forgings 
of iron and steel combined, shall pay a less rate of duty than 35 
per cent ad valorem” and insert 33 per cent ad valorem;" so as 
to make the paragraph read: 

124. Iron or steel anchors or parts thereof, 1.2 cents per pound; f. 
of iron or steel, or of combined iron and steel, of whatever shape or whatever, 
degree or stage of manufacture, not specially pun for in this act, 35 per 
cent ad valorem; antifriction, ball forgings of iron or steel, or of combined 
iron and steel, 45 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Inline 6 both thecomma and the hyphen after 
the word *'antifriction " should go out. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘antifriction,” in line 6, 


strike out the comma. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment will be 
agreed to, and the hyphen, too, will be stricken out. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is right. 

Mr. 5 Both the comma and the hyphen will go out. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is not a hyphen. It is a 
printer's mark to show that the comma is to be stricken out. 

Mr. WHITE. I inquire of the Senator from Iowa whether the 
rate here is not changed somewhat from the Wilson rate? I 
believe it was 14 cents a pound before the word “ Provided” in 
the Wilson Act, and it is now all 35 per cent ad valorem, Isthat 
a raise, or is it practically the same? : 
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Mr. ALLISON. It is practically the same, I believe, as the 
Wilson rate. 
Mr. WHITE. The Wilson rate provided for— 

i i fı iron bi 
CCC 
act, 1} cents per pound. 

And then: 
Provided, That no forgings of iron or steel, or forgings of iron and steel 


of whatever 
for in this 


combined, by whatever process made, shall 
per centad valorem. 


ae per cent seems to have been maintained and applied 
to : 


preceding. 

Mr. ALLISON. The effect of the paragraph as amended is to 
throw the Mignon gren or more valuable steel forgings into the 
ad valorem clause, because at 1} cents a pound a good many of 
these forgings would pay a very small duty. 

The next 5 r 1 5 Cur e nene "m 
paragra page 34, line 8, after the word Hoop” to strike 
out Lors in the same line, after the word ‘‘scroll,” to strike out 
** or other;" in line 11, after the word gauge, to strike out 
“six-tenths” and to insert **five-tenths;" in line 13, after the word 
„gauge,“ to strike out ‘‘seven-tenths” and insert “six-tenths;” 
and in line 15, after the word “gauge,” to strike out ‘‘nine- 
tenths” and insert ‘‘eight-tenths;” so as to read: 

or iron or steel, valued at 3 cents orl 
8 eren re mpeg less Sse Macs hths of 1 Prk think nari not 
thinner than No. 10 wire gauge, five-tenths of 1 cent per pound; thinner 


pay a less rate of duty than 35 


than No. 10 wire gauge and not thinner than No. 20 wire gauge, six-tenths of 
1 mec per pound; erthan No. 20 wire gauge, eight-tenths of 1 cent per 
poun 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in paragraph 125, page 34, line 18, 
after the word “ ties,” to strike out coated or not coated with 
paint or any other preparation, with or without buckles or fas- 
tenings, for baling cotton or any other commodity;” so as to make 
the proviso read: 

Provided, That hoop or band orh or band steel, cut to length, 
wholly or partly 3 NODE UE ties, barrel hoops of iron A 
steel, and hoop or band iron or hoop or band steel flared, splay or punched, 
with or without buckles or fastenings, shall pay one-tenth of 1 cent per 

more duty than that imposed on the hoop or band iron or steel from 
which they are made, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. The proviso applies to what are commonly denom- 
inated cotton ties, an article of prime necessity, of course, in the 
South, the cotton-raising section of the country. I call the at- 
tention of the Senate to the fact that under the McKinley Act the 
duty upon cotton ties was two-tenths of a cent a pound, The 
Wilson Act made them free. But this proposed act makes the 
duty seven-tenths of a cent per pound, or an increase of one-half 
of a cent over the McKinley Act. I move to strike out the pro- 
viso for the purpose of putting cotton ties upon the free list, where 
they are under existing law. 

President, Ihave but one argument to make. It is ve 
well known that cotton 8 is in a very depressed condi- 
tion and that the price of cotton is not such as to give any profit 
to those who are raising it, with a prospect of a decline in the 
near future greater than that in the very recent past. 

Now, it does seem to me that our friends upon the other side 
should be willing to make cotton ties free if they desire to divest 
this bill of all sectional features. One of the main arguments 
made against the Wilson bill was that it was a sectional measure, 
because, amongst other things, it had put cotton ties upon the free 
list. If they desire now to be magnanimous in the present con- 
dition of thecountry, to show any sort of solicitude for the welfare 
of the Southern people, who are peculiarly distressed, they will 
put this article upon the free list, or rather allow it to remain on 
the free list, where it is now. 

I move to strike out the proviso for the purpose of retaining 

cotton ties upon the free list, and upon that Is ask for the yeas 


and na 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
desires to strike out the entire proviso? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. It applies to cotton ties. 

"The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
moves to strike out the entire paragragh from the word ‘‘Pro- 
vided,” in line 16, to the word made, at the end of line 24. The 
question is on agreeing to that amendment. : 

Mr. ALLISON. Lsuggest to the Senator from Missouri that, 
as is very well known, this is a great reduction upon the duty 
provided for in the McKinley law. The rate in the proviso is one- 
tenth of a cent a pound instead of two-tenths of a cent, as provided 
in the McKinley law. 

Mr.VEST. No; itisaduty of seven-tenths, a duty of six-tenths 
upon the iron in the tie and then of one-tenth upon the tie, mak- 
ing seven-tenths al ther. 

.ALLISON. Very well The E was 1 cent a 
pons and two-tenths additional, so that is about half the 
cKinley rate, 


Mr. VEST. It is seven-tenths under this proposed act. The 
comparative statement shows that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, it is seven-tenths. 

Mr. VEST. It is seven-tenths of a cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Cotton ties are thinner than No. 10 wire gauge, 
are they not? 

Mr. VEST. Yes. Itis one-tenth of a cent per pound more duty 
than that imposed on hoop or band iron or steel, from which they 
are made, and that makes seven-tenths, because that is six-tenths. 

Mr. ALLISON. The law of 1890 was 1.1 cents per pound, and 
two-tenths in addition on the same 5 

Mr. VEST. We put it on the free list in 1894. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, this is a very heavy burden upon 
the cotton growers of the country, a class of citizens who suffer 
more by tariff duties than any other class of people in the United 
States, We have made binding twine free for the farmers out in 
the Northwest. We give them free sacks in which to transport 
their wheat to foreign markets. We have helped them, We put 
cotton on the free list and import about $6,000,000 worth to come 
in competition with the cotton growers of the South; and yet we 
put a duty of 53 per cent on cotton ties. How much does it 
amount to? It takes about 11 pounds of cotton ties to each bale. 
On a crop of 9,000,000 bales raised in the United Statesit amounts 
to about 10 cents a bale, or a tax of $900,000 on the cotton crop of 
p cm persa dut ot be justified 

. President, this duty can n justi u any princi 
of taxation hitherto avowed by ourfriends on ds re p 7 The 
labor cost of producing iron and steel in the United States, as 
shown by the census, is less than $200n $100 worth. If youallow 
a tax of $20 on this article, if we were going totax it at all,. it would 
pay for the entire labor cost of making the product. But instead 
of that the committee have put on a rate of 53 per cent—$53 of tax 
on every $100 worth of cotton ties used for baling the cotton crop 
of the United States. As I said before, it amounts to about 10 
cents a bale, and on a crop of 9,000,000 bales it amounts to a tax 
of $900,000. 

NM make this distinction between the Southern planters and 
the Northwestern planters? Why do you give the latter free 
binding twine? y do you give them free sacks in which to 
transport their grain to foreign markets? And why do you im- 
pose this heavy burden upon the people who grow cotton. two- 
thirds of whose crop must go to foreign markets for sale? That is 
not the case with any other product in the United States. There 
is no other product that engages the labor of so many people and 
that is so perfectly dependent upon foreign consumption as the 
cotton crop of the United States. 

As my friend from Missouri has said, the cotton crop is dread- 
fully depressed at the present time; prices have been forced down 
from some cause or other, and if there is any community in the 
United States whose condition appeals to the people who are 
making these laws, both in the Senate and House, for kind consid- 
eration, it is the cotton growers of the United States. 

Why do you put cotton on the free list? Why not tax that, too? 
Iam not in favor of taxing cotton, but I want to see our friends 
act reasonably in this matter and put both cotton ties and cotton 
baggin on the free list. It ought to be done. 

Ts BACON. I understand the suggestion of the Senator from 
Missouri to be tostrike out the proviso, and tħat his present amend- 
ment is simply intended as a preliminary to a subsequent motion 
to put cotton ties on the free list. 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. Of course simply striking out the proviso would 
not accomplish that purpose. 

Mr. VEST. But I gave notice that if the amendment prevails 
I will make a motion to put cotton ties on the free list. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator gave that notice so that, in voting 
to strike out the proviso, itis understood that that is his intention. 

Idesire simply to supplement what has already been said by 
other Senators, by calling the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that cotton ties and cotton bagging, which come in under another 
head, relate to an industry which it is 9 in any manner 
to aid by any tariff duties, to wit, the production of raw cotton. 
While it may be conceded, if you please, as a rule, that tariff 
should be levied generally upon all imports, there should be an 
exception in the case of those articles which are necessarily 
used in the production of such other articles as can not bein any 
wise affected by a tariff duty. 

It does seem to me, Mr. President, that it is due to the country 
that the Senators on the other side should answer the inquiry 
made by the Senator from Texas [Mr. Mints]. Why is it that 
not only in the past, but in this particular bill, Senators who are 
charged with the framing of it and the party here responsible for 
its will say to the country that so far as the wheat grow- 
ers are concerned they will put upon the free list the articles 
which it is necessary for them to use in bringing their crops to 
market, and that they must put this onerous duty upon articles 
which it is necessary for the cotton producers to use in bringing 


pins eon nate 
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„ I should like to know the reason. I sup- 
pose Senators have some reason for it. I should like to know for 
n: personal information, and Ithink the country should have the 

ormation as to why this distinction is made. If there isa rea- 
son for it, let us know what itis, in order that it may control our 


action, if itisa d reason. there is no reason for it, and if 
it is pure favoritism, then the country should be equally informed 


gius the fact. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On his proposed amendment, 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] demands the. yeas. and 
na 

The yeas and. nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS]. If he were 
present, I should vote yea.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro 3 (when Mr.FRYE's name was 
called). The Senatari from ne [Mr. FRYE] js paired with the 
senicr Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. HANNA (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. RAWLINS]. 

Mr. FAULKNER. (when Mr. LiNbsAY's name was called). 
The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY] is absent atten 
to official duties at lis under an order of the Senate, an 
he is paired with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Mena. 
At my request, the Senator from Michigan has transferred his pair 
to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], so that the 
Senator from Michi can vote. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I have general pair 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. I shonld vote 
a N. ik he were present. 

WARREN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. Turner]. [take this 
opportunity to state that I am paired with that Senator for the 

er of this week. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BURROWS. Has the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
o voted? 

ESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that he 
1 not een 

Mr. 8 Iam paired with that Senator. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Idesireto announce that the Senator from 
(naris ed Gray] is paired with the Senator from Illinois 

ULLOM]. 

Mr. BATE. I wish to state that my oe [Mr. HARRIS of 
Tennessee] is absent, and is paired with the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EE Both Senators are absent om account of 


Sickness, and paired. 
Mr. MALLOR = rm paired with the Senator from Vermont 
Mr. VEST. If there is any difficulty about a quorum ——- 


(Mr. Procror}. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
there is a quorum voting. 


Iam paired with 


Mr. VEST. All right. 
The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 28; as follows: 
YEAS—21L. 
Bacon, Harris, Mills, ie, 
Bate, Heitfeld, Mitchell, Wa Walthall, 
Berry, Jones, Ark. Pettus, 
oa ae Smith 
Jlay, crnery, mith, 
Cockrell, MeLau: 
NAYS—23. 
Allison, Fairbanks, Jones, Nev. Pritchard, 
Baker, Foraker, 2 Sewell, 
Cannon, Ganin, * Bride, Bhou g 
Carter, 8 Mi S oc 
oo 2 Platt, C ikora 
wiey, n onn. E 
Devs, Hoar, Platt, Wetmore. 
NOT VOTING—4. 

Aldrich, Frye, Mantle, Proctor, 
Allen, Martin, na 
Burrow: Gorman, W. 
Butler, Gray, Morgan, Teller, 
Caffery, Ha Morrill, Turner, 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Murphy, Vest, 
Daniel, Harris, Tenn. Nelson, Warren, 
Davis, Kenney, SCO; Wellington, 
Elkins, Lindsay, Penrose. Wilson, 
Faulkner, Mallory, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


So Mr. VEsT's amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance Was, in paragraph 126, page 33, Iine 2, 
after the words flat rails,” to strike ont “*seven-twentieths” and 
insert ‘‘ three-tenths;” and in line 3, after the word steel,“ to 
strike out ** one-half” and insert four-tenths;“ so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

126. Railway bars, made of iron or steel, and railway bars made in part of 
steel, T rails, — 3 iron or steel flat rails, three-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound; railwa: E NN E UU TP QE Senne TORIO 
of 1 cent per TEE 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in paragraph 127, 35, line 5, 
after the word “ black," to strike out including all iron or steel 


commercially known as common or black taggers iron or steel" 
and insert of whatever dimensions;" so as to read: 

127. Sheets of iron or steel, common or black, of whatever dimensions. and 
skelp iron or steel, valued at 3 cents per pound or less, thinner than No. 10 
and not thinner than No. 20 wire gauge, seven-tenths of 1 cent per Let s 
thinner than No. 2) wire gangeand not thinner than No. 25 wire 
tenths 8 per pound; thinn er than ogre 25 — — not thinne 

wire 2 cen Yo. prone 
12 conts per — Corrugated 8 Li cents per pound. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I was not able to follow the compar- 
ative statement through the reading of that paragraph, and I 
inquire of the Senator from Iowa whether the rates e fixed 
are the same as those in the Wilson law? 

Mr. ALLISON. The same. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 127, line 17, after 
the word all,“ to insert sheets of;" in the same line, after the 
word black. to strike out sheet; and in line 18, before the 
word steel,“ to strike out * sheet; " so as to make the proviso to 
the paragraph read: 

Provided, That all sheets of common or black iron or steel not thinner than 
No. 10 wire gauge shall pay duty as plate iron or plate steel 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragrap ph 128, page 35, line 23, 
after the word ‘ “zine,” to strike out “or;” in 24, after the 
words '*spelter, or," to strike out other metals" and insert 
lead; in line 25, after the word “pay,” to strike out “one- 
fourth” and insert two-tenths;“ and after the word “than,” at 
the end of line 25, on page 35, to strike out * "the rates imposed by 
the preceding paragraph upon the corresponding gauges or forms 
of common or black sheet or taggers iron or steel and insert “if 
the same was not so galvanized or coated;" so as to make the 
paragraph read: : 

128. All iron or steel sheets or plates, and all hoop, band, or scroll iron or 
steel, excepting what are known commercially as tin plates, terne plates, and 
taggers tin, hereinafter alloy of u for, when galvanized or coated AN 
zinc, spelter, or lead. or any of . two-tenths of 1 
I HEC trang RR E the same was not so gab 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should be glad to have the Senator 
from Iowa explain 2 128, and whether it differs at all 
from the existing law. 1 think in some of the articles there isa 
reduction, but I am not sure that there is in all. 

me ALLISON. It is a reduction from one-fourth to two- 
ten 


Mr. WHITE. The Wilson law provided for a fourth of a cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Les, and this provides for two-tenths. It is a 
small reduction. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 129, at the 
ning of the paragraph, in line 5, to strike out '* sheet” and insert 
**sheets of; in the same line, before the word “steel,” to strike 
out sheet;“ in line 6, after the word designated," to strike out 
„two“ and insert one and seven-eighths;" in line 7, after the 
word that, to strike out plate or sheet or taggers” and insert 
„plates or sheets of;" in line 10, after the word “which,” to 
strike out has and insert have; in line 12, before the word 
& 5 to strike out is and insert ** are;" in line 13, after 
the word * pay," to strike out one-fourth“ and insert “ two- 
tenths;" and in line 14, after the word “sheet,” to strike out or 
taggers;" 80 as to make the paragraph read: 

129. Sheets of iron or steel, polished, planished, or „ by whatever 
name designated, 1; cents per uem Provided, That plates or sheets of iron 
or steel, by whatever name ted, other than. the polished, Amp 
or 3 herein provided fers which have been pickled or cleaned by 
i dies y 5 of Ie pur d more duty e 

8 gauges of common or black sheet iron or steel. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. Im line 6, after the word “designated,” I move to 
strike out ** one and seven-eighths " and insert in lieu thereof “one 
and three-fourths;” the latter being the Wilson-law rate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

TheSECRETARY. After the word “ designated, "inline6.of para- 
graph 129, it is proposed to strike out one and ive OK DUE 
and insert “one an three-fourths;" so as to read: 


Sheets of iron or steel, polished: lanished, or glanced, by whatever name 
designated, It cents per pound. N by 


The PRESIDENT pro tem —À The question is on the amend- 
2 ei Senator from California [Mr. WHITE], which has 
8 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr.WHITE. In line | 13 of the same paragraph, I move to 
strike out“ two-tenths" and insert in lieu thereof on 
the latter being the prevailing rate in the Wilson law. 
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The PRESIDENT 
ment of the Senator from California. 

'The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 130, page 36, line 20, 
after the words one and,” to strike out ** one-half” and insert 
**four-tenths;" so as to read: 


ro tempore. The question is on the amend- 


130. Sheets VE pintes of iron or steel, or taggers iron or steel, coated with 
tin or lead, or with a mixture of which these metals, or either of them, is a 
component part, by the dipping or any other process, and commercially 
known as tin plates, terne plates, and taggers tin, 1.4 cents per pound. 

Mr. VEST. I move, in line 20, to strike out ‘one and four- 
tenths " and insert the existing duty of ** one and two-tenths." 

Mr. President, this paragraph is a conspicuous example of the 
absolute fallacy of the statement and contention that these high 
duties are necessary to foster and encourage domestic manufac- 
tures. We have honestly asserted, and shall continue to assert 
until facts and arguments are produced to cbange that opinion, 
that these duties are not nec , but that their only effect is 
to put largess into the pockets of certain favored classes at the 
expense of the large body of consumers in the country. In 1894— 
and it requires but a very short memory to recollect the transac- 
tion—those of us who were then engaged in making what is 
called the Wilson law proposed to reduce the duty on this article 
to 1.2 cents a pound from 2.4 cents. 

We were met with the statement that that would absolutely 
destroy the American manufacturer and that the Welshmen would 
again take the market in the United States and put upon the peo- 
ple of this country what prices they pleased. It was a fair, open, 
undisguised issue between the twosystems. We said, No matter 
how this industry has commenced to thrive, we will permit you 
to assert and take the credit of ying that you have given it birth 
and fostered it so far by a tariff duty, but your tariff duty is no 
longernecessary," just as we say, when Jefferson and Madison and 
Polk said in the times when they lived the duties were necessary 
to foster and encourage the infant industries of the United States, 
their declarations furnish no argument for these enormous duties 
of the present era. A very epigrammatic and eloquent orator of 
the Republican party has said there is a vast difference between 
the infant, mewling and crying in the cradle, and the young giant, 
7 feet high, ready to kick your head off unless you give him what 
he wants. [Laughter.] 

Here we have now, after a reduction of one-half cent, an enor- 
mous increase in this andusa Pn Look at the imports as shown by 
the comparative statement. eimports under the McKinley Act 
of 1893 were $16,691,765; in 1896, under the Wilson Act, with the 
duties decreased, the imports were $8,587,902, or about one-half of 
the amount that was imported in 1893 under a duty of 2.4 cents 


und. 

AT Mr. President, to ‘‘make assurance double sure and take 
& bond of fate" upon this question, here is the official report of 
Mr. Ayers, the special agent of the Treasury Department, made in 
1896, He is not to be suspected of leaning to free trade. This 
gentleman honestly has always been anxious to make all the 
reports he could in favor of high duties upon tin plate, and I had 
occasion in 1890 and 1894 to criticise his reports because I thought 
he leaned over against the decrease of the duties upon tin plate at 
that time. : : 

Here is his A sob all of which ought to be put into the RECORD; 
but of course I do not propose to do that. What does he show? 
He shows that we have doubled, and more than doubled, the prod- 
uct in the United States and taken the market entirely away from 
Wales. Ican produce documentary evidence here from Wales to 
show that the manufacturers of tin plate in Wales have been bank- 
rupted by the American competition. The miners are leaving 
there and hunting employment in this country. Yet, in the face 
of that, here is an increase upon tin plate. 

I had occasion the other day to converse with a manufacturer of 
tin plate from Pittsburg, a very intelligent gentleman, whose name 
Ican give, a relative of a Senator upon this floor, who invested 
two-thirds of all he had in the world in atin-plate factory. He is a 
Republican in politics, and I asked him, ** How about this duty upon 
tin plate?” He said. Wedo not wantacent; we are doing as well 
as we possibly could; we have got the market away from Wales; 
and we can hold it for all time to come. Let us alone." 

But, Mr. President, this habit of protection is like the drink 
habit—the more you take of it the more you want, and if you stop 
there is delirium tremens economically. There is no pause in this 
system. - When men commence it as public men, they never can 
stop it. There is no reformation in regard to that vice. No, as 
my friend from California [Mr. WHITE] says, not even the gold 
cure, the Dwight Institute, can cure it. 

Here is this report, showing absolutely and beyond any sort of 

uestion that there is no necessity for anincrease of duty. Why, 
then, is the duty put on here? Yesterday when I called the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to the fact 
tha: the committee were putting up duties on an article of which 


we had an absolute mono and of which but $224 worth came 

into the country and one hundred and fifty-odd thousand dollars’ 

worth went out, he admitted what I said was right and true, but 

he asked, ** What harm does it do?” We have got the market, 

and it is a mere spectacnlar operation to put up duties. We have 
ot the market, and we shall continue to hold it underany rate of 
uty. Ah, Mr. President, but that is the vice of it. 

When you put up duties, even when we have the whole market, 
you give an excuse to the domestic manufacturer to put the price 
of his goods just below the cost of the foreign article with the 
duty added. That is the reason these duties are put on here. It 
is not to hold the American market, for we have that; but the 
domestic manufacturers come here and plead with our friends 
upon the other side whose political associates they are, Give us 
this increase, because then we can put on an additional price and 
get more for our goods from the domestic consumer.” 

I plead, of course, to deaf ears so far as this Chamber is con- 
cerned, and I have not the gift of special prophecy; but I tell my 
friends on the other side, continue this thing and you will repeat 
history as it occurred after the act of 1890. There is an instinct 
of fair play and 37555 in the American people which will not tol- 
erate this sort of illogical, indefensible. ana outrageous taxation. 
If any Senator can tell me why, with the existing conditions, this 
duty upon tin plate should be increased, I shall be more aston- 
ished than I have ever been even in my political career. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 130, line 20, it is proposed to 
strike out ‘‘four-tenths” and insert two-tenths;“ so as to read: 

190. Sheets or plates of iron or steel, or taggers iron or steel, coated with 
tin or lead, or with a mixture of which these metals, or either of them, is a 


component part. by the dipping or any other process, and commercial]. 
known as tin plates, terne plates, and taggers tin, 1.2 cents per pound. , 


Mr. VEST. On that amendment I ask for the yeas and nays, 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri has 
well stated that, whatever may have been the reason for the suc- 
cess of the tin-plate industry in the United States, now, finding 
the industry not only upon its legs, so to speak, but in possés- 
sion of the American market, there is no excuse for an advance in 
the tariff rate. The committee has very wisely permitted the 
drawback provision to remain in the bill. Were the bill passed 
in the form transmitted here by the House of Representatives, it 
would work untold injury, especially to the large industries of the 
State which I in part represent in the matter of canning. I have 
a great deal of literature demunstrative of that proposition, which; 
however, I deem it unnecessary to incorporate in the RECORD, as 
Iam satisfied the Committee on Finance of the Senate in confer- 
ence will insist upon that amendment. Otherwise I should feel 
like indulging in some remarks in regard to it now. 

The statement of the Senator from Missouri is absolutely accu- 
rate with relation to the condition of the American market on the 
tin-plate question, and I do not understand that there is any sub- 
stantial conflict in this regard. 

Ihavein my hand a very short article, taken from the Econo- 
mist, a newspaper instituted for the purpose of advancing the 
cause of protection and published by a company of which the 

resent honorable Secre of the Interior is the president, and 
ence I feel that I may quote from it as I would from any ortho- 
dox protection source: 


THE TIN-PLATE VICTORY WON. 


It looks as if the tin-plate industry of South Wales is all but beaten out of 
the American market, says Herapath's Railway Journal It is stated that 
American tin plates now virt monopolize the market throughout the 
United States, except on the Pacific Coast, and are selling on the Atlantic 
Seaboard at from 25 to 40 cents below the price at which Welsh plate of cor- 
responding es can be laid down. Importations are now confined, with 
hardly an exception, to lots designed for use by the exporting oil and canned- 
. still enjoy a rebate of 99 per cent of the duty on all such 

oreign mate: eee abroad. It is true that a comparatively small 

roportion of import lates is still entered for actual consumption on the 

acific Coast, owing to the relatively heavy cost of transportation thither of 
domestic goods and cheap freight rates from Europe. Buteven there the 
American product has entered during the past year, and it is merely a mat- 
ter of time when the Pacific Coast market will also be absorbed. This is bad 
news for Swansea; but are there no other markets? 

Here, Mr. President, is a statement, as I say, of a journal con- 
ducted by an association of very estimable gentlemen, presided 
over by the present Secretary of the Interior, and there can be no 
doubt, I assume, that the statement that the American tin-plate 
industry is practically in full possession of the American market 
cannot besuccessfully controverted. Indeed, the figures furnished 
by the Statistical Abstract not only show as regards the values of 
the imported article, but the amount given is a demonstration of 
the argument of the Senator from Missouri, that while there were 
385,000,000 pounds, in round numbers, imported in 1896, there were 
five hundred and odd million pounds imported in 1895, and so on. 
An investigation of the tables will show that the industry has 
progressed to such an extent that, with the exception of the Pa- 
cific Coast, it is now in full possession, and there, as stated by the 
Economist, the difficulty is as to the matter of freight rates. 


du 
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T have, as I said, many communications addressed to me by citi- 
zens of the Pacific Coast with reference to the drawback clause, 
which I will not read, with the single exception of the letter 
which isnow in my hands, and which refers generally to the sub- 
ject. It is dated April 13, 1897, and forwarded by the Pacific 
Sheet Metal Works of San Francisco and addressed to me person- 
ally. The writer says: 


Referring to the matter of drawback of duties on tin plate, we beg to sub- 
mit the following facts, which have a direct bearing upon that question. 

During the packing season of 1896, there were packed in the Pacific Ocean 
and tributary streams 110,000,000 cans of salmon. Of this quantity about 
25,000,000 cans were packed in British Columbia, leaving 85,000,000 cans which 

ked by citizens of the United States, the larger proportion of which 
its market in England, from the very fact that the drawback on tin 

late in the cans on each case of four dozen cans amounted to 14 cents. 
When you reflect that a trade frequently turns on the difference of 2} cents 

r case, you will readily perceive that the 14 cents is a great inducement to 

oreigners to purchase. 

We think it can not be successfully contradicted that the great increase 
in the volume of this business is owing to this very question of drawback of 
duties, which contributes, with other conditions, to make the price so low 
that salmon in England is no longer a luxury for the rich, but is an article of 
food for the laboring classes. In fact, it is the cheapest meat which can be 
procured in that country. This duty would cer y close the door of that 
market to a very large proportion of this basiness and drive the major por- 
tion of it to the canneries of British Columbia. 

Of canned fruits, there are about six or seven million cans exported annu- 
ally from this State, and the same conditions are applicable to the fruits that 
pertain to the salmon. The producticn of fruits in California is steadily on 
the increase, and the crop this year promises to be the largest one ever 
duced in this State. What shall become of this fruit is the very serious 

uestion which confronts the horticulturist at this time. Shall we close the 
door to the export of this fruit, or shall we rather adopt some measure that 
will stimulate and encourage this industry in which so many people of this 
State are engaged? 4 

May we be excused for calling your attention at this time to some facts 
concerning the tin-plate industry. Take for example the price of a box of 
tin plate, 14 by 20, 100 pounds weight, in England, whici is generally 10 shil- 
lings per box, or £240 of our money. The duty on tin plate under the Wilson 
bill is $1.20, or 50 per cent of the above selling price. The Dingley bill not 
only Le apap to increase this duty 30 cents per box, but to take off the 
draw of duty on plates that are manufactured into cans and exported 
from the country. Perhaps it may not be a very dignified illustration, but 
we are certainly reminded of the man who had the earth, but still wanted 
the rubber fence around it. 

As said before, the Wilson bill provides for 50 per cent protection, at the 
same time the Americans are to-day selling billets, used in making their tin 
plates, to the cov, go tin-plate maker. and the American plate maker can 
export his tin used in covering the black plates from Australia and Tasmania 
as cheaply as the English tin-plate maker. A 

We say, in conclusion, that while weare not interested in the packin 
of salmon, the great growth of that business is largely dve to the able aot 
conscientious management. By the large aggregation of capital, the cost of 

uction has been reduced to a minimum, and that low cost, coupled with 

e drawback of duty above referred to, enabled the producers to sell at the 
low price before alluded to. 

Trusting that you will agree with us in our ideas and that yon may be en- 
abled to have the clause in the Dingley bill referred to amended to conform 
to these ideas, we are, 

Very sincerely, yours, 


foun 


PACIFICO Steer METAL WORKS, 
IRVIN AYRES, Treasurer. 

Mr. President, as I have said, the injury which might have been 
done if the House bill became a law will probably be averted be- 
cause of the prompt action of the Senate committee in insisting 
upon the existence of a drawback provision. 

But that very fact is illustrative of the proposition that with 
the prevailing duty upon tin plate in force and no drawback al- 
lowed, it would be impossible for these large canning establish- 
ments to maintain themselves at all. 
upon a can of fruit is considered large and remunerative if it 
amounts to a cent and a half or two cents, it shows how close the 
manufacturers and packers must figure in order to conduct their 
business at all. I make these remarks as much for the purpose of 
fortifying the committee in the view they have taken in regard to 
te ah dag as to show the absolute absurdity of increasing the 

A great deal is said nowadays by everybody in regard to trusts, 
Weare all NAT least opposed to trusts, but if it bea fact 
and there seems to be no doubt of it, speaking from the record— 
that the tin-plate industry of the United States is thoroughly pro- 
tected so far as protection is concerned by the prevailing tariff, 
what argument can be adduced to appeal either to a Republican 
or a Democrat, a protectionis: or a free trader, or anybody else, to 
justify the imposition of additional duties unless it be, as already 
stated, to permit the domestic manufacturer to sell in discrimina- 
tion against his own countrymen. 

Ihave another statement, a very short one, which I will read, 
showing the magnitude of this business. 'l'he communication is 
from a packing establishment in Sacramento, Cal.: 

Replying to yo - 
ported aud the cmount of the ANNEE arbor totes Ne teste 
records show for the two age nep ending June 30, 1896, there was imported 
71,491,744 pounds of tin plate, valued at £1.804,493. Drawback paid during the 
"e 27 905 55 to $373,923, which represents goods packed in tin cans 

Trusting this is the information you require, we beg to remain, 

Yours, very truly, 


3 PACKING AND DRYING Co,, 
r 


When I say that the prolit 


With the tariff on tin plate, and without any drawback, that 
industry will be absolutely stifled upon the figures given. All of 
the gentlemen whom I have read from are Republican authorities 
in the State of California, They have been such for many years. 
In fact, nearly every letter I have upon this subject here is from 
parties who claim they are in favor of protection. 

I have here a statement taken from the consular reports, volume 
53, No. 197, being a communication from Mr. Anthony Howells, 
consul of the United States at Cardiff. I merely introduce it for 
the purpose of showing the diminished exportation of tin plate 
from that point, and I will put it in the RECORD without reading 
it. It contains figures that are very instructive, but it will be 
unnecessary to detain the Senate by their pr now, and, as I 
have already remarked, I refrain from reading the numerous let- 
ters I have here in support of the committee's action in reference 
to the drawback. I hope it will not be necessary to use them at 
all. If it does become necessary, I will use them later. 

The decrease in exports to the United States continues. 


Exports of tin plate from Great Britain to the United States, 1892 to 1896 (in 
tons of 2,240 pounds). 
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ANTHONY HOWELLS, Consul. 
CARDIFF, October 12, 1896. 


If we add to this the exportation for the months of September, 
October, November, and December, 1896, we have a total for 1896 
of less than 100,000 tons. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I desire to say only a word. 
Among all the minor iniquities of the tariff bill framed upon the 
theory of the pending bill, I think none is more flagrant than the 
matter of the duty upon tin. If it were merely a revenue tariff 
that was sought, and if the object of the legislation was really 
what it professed to be, there might be a different line of argu- 
ment used and a different way of approaching the subject. 

This was a reyenue duty of considerable magnitude at one time, 
but I do not understand that there is any other pnrpose in creat- 
ing this than to protect, not the Treasury of the United States, but 
individual manufacturers of tin plate; and if that be true, then it 
is another instance, it seems to me, of a most wanton levying of 
tribute by this industry upon all the other industries of the coun- 
try, no less worthy than itself. 

Mr. President, there is something peculiar about the tin indus- 
try in its relation to other industries. Among those things which 
have most helped the farmer in my region, and I think in a good 
many others, has been the pike of vegetables and fruits, and 
that packing has depended for its prosperity largely upon the 
price of tin. There is nothing which has so much supplemented 
the income of the farmer in the region of which I speak—the in- 
come derived from low-priced cereals—as what he has been ena- 
bled to make from packing fruits and some of the smaller vege- 
tables—tomatoes, beans, e,and so on—and a very important 
industry it has become. Those packers are not, as a general thing, 
in the region of which I speak, large concerns. They are dotted 
all over the different communities, and almost every agricultural 
neighborhood has its king establishment, where the farmers 
haul in, from a circuit of 5 or 6 miles, their cart loads of toma- 
toes, and their hundreds of baskets of peaches and vegetables, and 
so on, and are enabled to get fairly remunerative prices for them. 

Now, then, forsooth this industry—it ought to have the name 
of the chevalier industry of France rather than the plain, homel 
Saxon name of industry—this industry, so called, not content wit! 
the opportunity that has come to it through the low prices of black 
plates and other conditions which have enabled it, in the face of & 
reduced tariff, to increase enormously the production of American 
tin, now demands to levy this tribute upon the great consuming 
masses of our country and upon these modest little establishments 
dotted all over our agricultural region, in order that it may make 
a profit greater than that which confessedly it is making under 
present conditions, and more natural and normal conditions. 

If this line of legislation is to be followed out, and if we are to 
respond to these appeals constantly, as seems to be the disposition 


1422 


of some to do, then the creation of a new industry, instead of be- 
ing hailed with joyous acclaim, e pm to be a cause for mourning; 
it ought to be cause for sorrow all over the country, for it only 
means another taskmaster, another despot to levy tribute upon 
the t masses of the American people. 

Why is it, sir, that these people laimed in the bill as it came 
from the Home even me poor 3 of e: drawback, to 8 
the packing industry to export its goods and engage in profitable 
foreign commerce? It is true that the bill as amended by the 
Senate committee restores the drawback, but even that, it seems 
to me, is a poor donation to the industries of which I s It 
leaves out of sight altogether the American consumer. It is will- 
ing, for the sake of foreign commerce, to give to the foreign con- 
sumer of canned peaches and canned vegetables and canned 
salmon, and all the various food products that have become so 
important in that mode and that fashion, cheaper than they can 
come to the American consumer. There is no drawback to the 
mechanic in our American cities upon his can of tomatoes or his 
can of peaches. The industry, it is true, does get it, but the con- 
sumers are lost sight of, and here is this odious discrimination in 
favor of the foreign consumer and against the American consumer. 

Mr. President, I protest — any duty that shall unduly 
burden these agricultural industries and that shall unduly bur- 
den the great American home market—I mean the home market 
on the other side of the counter, not the home market that is 
constantly spoken of on the other side, but the far more numer- 
. ous home market, the people who buy the product from the pro- 
tected manufacturers. Thatis the home market most important, 
in my notion, for us to protect. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I understand that 
there is an association among the tin-plate manufacturers, em- 
bracing about 90 per cent of the production of tin plate in the 
United States. The association, I believe, have what they style a 
gentleman's agreement as to prices. The association, if the news- 
pus stories can be relied on, recently has had a number of meet- 

gs, prices have been raised by the association, and those raises 
in prices have been submitted to by the public. "There has been 
an effort amongst the employees of the members of the association 
tohave their wages increased, and this has been positively re- 


fused. 

Ishould like to know upon what ground there can be any pre- 
tense for raising the amount of protection that is given to tin plate 
now. If the purpose is to pay the difference in wages, ought not 
the increase that is given, or some part of it, go to labor? But 
this association of great manufacturers of tin plate, if I am cor- 
rectly informed, has absolutely refused to yield the width of a hair 
to the demands of the laborers for increased compensation for 
their work. They are asking us here to raise the taxes under which 
they have prospered enormously. Take the official report of the 
Government, the paper to which my friend the Senator from Mis- 
souri all a few moments ago, addressed to the Secretary of 
the Treasury, from which I quote: 


I have the honor to report that during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1896, 


the production in the United States of commercial tin and terne plates was 
Eom pounds, against 193,801,073 pounds produced d the previous 
fiscal year, showing thereby an increased production of more 58 per cent. 

Here is an increase amounting to this enormous cent grow- 


ing up under the present tariff of 1$ cents per pound, showing that 
the business is profitable; that it is inc ing its product. 'The 
manufacturers must be making money. ile they are refusing 
to make any concession whatever to labor, they are asking that we 
shall enable them to still higher and higher increase the price of 
tin plate to the American consumers. They are raising it now 
under the tariff as it stands to-day of 1} cents. Of course every- 
body knows that if an additional tariff is given, the increase will 
continue. 

What can be the purpose, what can any sane and reasonable 
man believe to be the p: , of this effort to increase the rate of 
taxation, except to enable the Tin Plate Manufacturers’ Association 
of the United States to increase the prices at which they sell the 
tin plate? It does not go to labor. It goes to somebody else. 
They are already increasing production at the rate of 58 per cent 

annum. They are producing more than 300,000,000 pounds of 
n plate, which is being consumed here now, and yet we find they 
are endeavoring to out the narrow policy of not allowing the 
canners of fish and of fruit to continue their business. They are 
not in favor of allowing the laborers one whit more for their labor 
than they get now, but they are asking us to increase the rate at 
which they shall be allowed to sell to the public. 

Mr. President, there are some very interesting and important 
features in connection with the Government report to which I 
should like to refer, but I dislike to detain the Senate. The 
American Metal Market, a trade paper, has the following account 
of a meeting held by the Tin Plate Association in April, 1897: 


“At a meeting held in Chicago on April 6 and 7 a new Tin Plate Manufac- 
turers’ Association has been completed. embracing all the American tin-plate 
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mills, it is claimed, and an agreement has been made not to sell for delive: 
beyond July 1, 1897, and to hold prices at $3.25 basis for IC 14x20-100 
coke tins, delivered at points from the Hudson to the Mississippi River.” 
And we make the flowing extract from the same T, giving an ac- 
count of a meeting held at Columbus on Friday, April 21 8 
“An agreement was made to continue the basis price of coke tins as made 
at the former meeting in and a further agreement was niade not to 
sell ordinary grade charcoal ternes. 20 by 28 (full weight), at under $6.70, de- 
livered at the usual points. A committee was appointed to investigate and 
report at the next meeting on the matter of wage scale to be ar July 
1, and it is believed a strong effort will be made by the workmen to o! an 
advance over last year’s rates." 


Again quoting from the American Metal Market: 


As to the proceedings of a mee held May 21 in Chicago, we take the 
following: “It is understood that at the last meeting of the mills some 90 per 
cent or more have agreed to continue their ‘gentleman's agreement not to 
book new orders under the former combination price of $3.35 basis for 
14 by 20-100 pound coke tins. It is claimed that through the frequent mill 
association meetings progress has been made on the line of guarding, 
by concerted action in the future, against influences that have had a tend: 


|ency in the past to demoralize prices." 


A meeting of the tin-plate manufacturers took place at the Lincoln Hotel, 
8 May 2d. at Which all the local tin-plate manufacturers were 
represented, as well as a number from out of tne city. It was practi- 

y decided not to accede to the demands of the workers for an increase. 
The demands of the Amalgamated Association of Iron and Steel Workers 
are for an advance of 15 — cent at this time. The refusal of the manufac- 
turers to accede to the demands of the workers means a protracted strike, 
unlessthe tin-plate wage committee of the Amalgamated Association is given 
discretionary powers. 

Here the Senate is given the notice that the tin-plate association 
will not increase the wages paid to labor, but they are increasing 
the prices of tin plate now, and they have been doing it steadily, 
and the only effect of increasing the rate of tariff upon tin plate 
will be to enable the association to increase the prices at which tin 
plate is being sold to the American d panan, Wecertainly mean to 
make this possible by our action. e can not haveany other pur- 
pose, and we can have no other intention. There can be noother 
meaning to it, and we may as well have it distinctly understood 
that the purpose of this measure is to deliver the American peo- 
ple, so far as the purchase of tin is concerned, bound hand and 

oot, to the Tin Plate Manufacturers’ Association. 

The Dingley bill makes the rate of duty on tin plates 1} cents 
per pound, and the Senate bill thisrateto 1.4 cents. The 
present rate is 1} cents per pound, which, stated in ad valorem 
terms, is over 50 per cent. - 

The existing rate would seem to be more than ample, since 
American tin plates are being sold at from 10 to 15 per cent less 
than the foreign article plus duty and Sce re As an example, 
the pisa of a box of imported coke tin plates, 14 by 20 inches, 
weighing 100 pounds, and containing 112 sheets, duty and freight 
paid, is about $3.60 laid down in New York or Baltimore, whereas 
a box of tin plates of the same quality and weight of American 
manufacture is sold, delivered at the same points, at about $3.20, a 
difference in price in favor of the American article of over 10 per 
cent, and at other points of delivery nearer the American works 
the difference is greater. 

The American manufacturer can buy the bars from which he 
manufactures his product nearly $3 per ton cheaper than the for- 
eigner, and as a matter of fact American tin-plate bars are ex- 
ported to Great Britain to be used in making tin plates in Wales. 

Iread to the Senate this morning a statement from one of the 
iron papers in England that great quantities of bars, out of which 
tin plates are made, were being shipped from this country and 
laid down at lower prices at the iron mills in England than they 
could buy them there. We are shipping the materials out of 
which tin plate is made abroad, and they are making tin plate out 
ofit. The truth is that the great increase in production is due to 
the fact that steel billets are béing produced cheaper than ever 
before, and the tin-plate manufacturers are getting the raw mate- 
rial out of which tin plate is manufactured cheaper, and are thus 
enabled to send to England the bars to be used there for the manu- 
facture of the same article. 

The American manufacturer has the home market to himself, 
with the exception of tin plates, which are imported to be manu- 
factured into articles for export, and on which the Government 
allows a rebate of 99 percent of the duty. There is nolongerany 
competition from imported tin plates, and it is well known among 
dealers that the foreign article is not a factor inthe market. Why, 
then, should the duty be increased? Can there be a latent tru: 
hidden in this schedule? If a trust or combination to raise prices 
were formed, the price of 1 tin plates wonld be a limit 
beyond which the price of the domestic article could not be raised; 
hence the higher the tariff the higher it would be possible to raise 
prices in America. It is suggestive that there is an association of 
tin-plate manufacturers which has held several meetings for the 
purpose of fixing the prices at which their product shall be sold. 

If tin plates were on the free list the people of the United States 
would save several million dollars annually which they now pay 
for the privilege of having their tin plates made in America, an 
the Senate of the United States should not be asked to help make it 
possible to export still more for the benefit of the manufacturers. 


!!!... 
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I have several clipp: j 
ing the facts I have already set out here. Here is one: 


The tin-plate manufacturers are getting ready early to grapple with the 
wage — pon A big mee of the manufacturers 


resen 


esterday's meeting not to accede e 
crease, and another meeting will be held to-day to decide on methods to 
meet all contingencies. 

Mr. Reid was seen last evening, and had the follo 
“We had notice about three weeks ago from the 
that a re:olution would probably be adopted at the Detroit convention de- 
manding from 12 to 15 per cent of an advance in . I see that such a 
resolution has the convention, as predicted. manufacturers have 
met io take action on what shall be done. We talked the matter over care- 
fully to day, and it was the unanimous opinion of all present that we can not 
see our way clear to pay more wages at this time.” 

M. M. Garland voiced the sen nt of the workers before lea’ for 
Detroit. when he said: There is no excuse for the present low price of tin 
plate. The workers are a unit to place even a 2 tariff on tin plate, and 
we are doing all we can to defeat the drawback clause.“ 


But, Mr. President, it is unnecessary for me to detain the Senate 
longer by these statements of facts. There are a few other points 
in connection with the official report of Mr. Ayer to the Treasury 
Department which I should like to have the Senate consider for a 
moment. Continuing from the point from which I read a while 
ago, he says: 


was 307,228,621 pounds, against 193,901,073 pounds produced during the previous 
— year, showin thereby incre. uction 
e 


tosay on thesubject: 
ted Association 


COE he M e nn une 30, 1895. 
Th di ted according to weight and kind of 


e production for the year, 
was as follows: 


Tin pla 


I will print in my remarks a few observations by Mr. Ayer, 
which I think will be of value to the American public, who I hope 
may have the opportunity of reading them in the RECORD: 


AMERICAN SHEET IRON AND STEEL. 


The quantity of American sheetiron and steel made by stamping and other 
Le pus firms into articles and wares which were afterwards tinned, 
stated by q 


was: 
Quarter ended— 
r ⁰⁰ . E nu S x a 
December 31, 1895 ae 
F T DERLER DES SIT SDN Y e PIR ERES ER 


L, 
JUHS H0. 1808 nace Ses COLL ATE T T E T 2 
Total, fiscal year ended June 90, 1806 . 10,586, 110 
This shows a use of American sheet iron and steel in this class of manufac- 


tures 770 pounds in excess of that for the year immediately preceding, 
and "meu ee in excess of the average for the four previous years. 


BLACK TLATE PRODUCTION. 


The production of black plates in the United States during the flscal year, 
skated by quarters, ied aren below: 


Quarter ended— Pounds. 
70, 704, 616 
79, 907, 181 
18,172, 234 

105, 230, 767 


885 017 708 


Pounds. 
Total production for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1896 334,014, 798 
Same, fiscal year ended June 30, 1805 185,511, 479 


e . agu e eximere io «URS 148, 443, 319 

Showing an increased production of about 80 per cent. 

The proportion of such plates lighter than 63 pounds per 100 square feet is 
7 m cent, as compared with 80 per cent during the preceding z 

hirty-six rolling mills were producing black plates duri: the fiscal year 
mded June 30, 1894, twenty-nine that were — — — during the 
year ended June 30, 1895. 

I recognize the fact that it is utterly useless to present to mem- 
bers of the Senate facts showing the utter indefensibility of this 
feature of the tariff bill. The edict has gone forth. The caucus 
has ordered that it shall be adopted. It will be adopted without 
regard to the monstrous increase in the tariff on tin. 


ings from different commercial papersshow-| Mr. ALLISON. What increase did the Senator say it is? 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not say what the rate of per- 
centage is. I said the monstrous increase. It is absolutely in- 
defensible, and is made solely and purely in the interest of the 
tin-plate manufacturers’ association. The laborer has no interest 
in it. I have read from the proceedings of the manufacturers’ 
association to show that they do not intend to raise the price of 
wages. They do not intend to give to the laborers any part of 
the profit. en you gentlemen put this in the bill, you do it^ 
with full knowledge that itis simply to swell the profits of the 
tin-plate manufacturers, 

. HOAR. Will the Senator from Texas object to my put- 
ting in the RECORD, without reading, some prophecies which he 
made when the first tin-plate duty was adopted? . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iam sorry that in the long time I 
have served in the Senate the Senator from Massachusetts has not 
learned from what State I come. I suppose, however, as he ad- 
dressed himself to me personally, that he meant the Senator from 
Arkansas. I have no objection to his putting in the RECORD any- 
thing I have said about this question, but I have refrained from 
putting into the RECORD agam a number of prophecies indulged 
in by the Senator from Massachusetts four years ago, use I 
did not want to embarrass the progress of the business at present. 

There is a good deal of very valuable reading inthe RECORD. I 
have run over some of it recently, some predictions and some 
statements, perhaps made by a number of other Senators, that 
would not tally very well with the positions that are being occu- 
pies now. Ican remember when again and again the Senator 

rom Massachusetts voted for free sugar, on the declaration that 
it was the policy of the Republican party to make a free break- 
fast table; that that great nec of life was not to be taxed. 
The Senator so voted a number of times, and perhaps himself 
offered amendments to that effect. 

Mr. HOAR, I thought the Senator was talking about tin. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. There have been changes on this as 
well as other things. I confess I am surprised at the development 
of the tin-plate business. I believed, when in 1894 we put the tax 
on tin plate at 1.2 cents instead of 2.2 cents, it was all the protec- 
tion the tin-plate business needed; that it was all it ought to have; 
and time has proved that that was true. 

The increased production came, as I said this morning, from the 
improved and cheapened methods of manufacturing steel billets 
and the dissolution of the steel-billet in my opinion, which 
has i raw material cheaper ti before, and so cheaply 
ane inr 1 of Tu m pines ons n a now being 

i to England ani at the very doors o English iron 
a aD than 3 them there. This has brought 
the cheapened raw material to tin plate, and has made it possible, 
under present law, to have the production of tin plate increase 


from year to year—in one year 58 per cent. 
Mr. HOAR. I pardon for winding up the clock. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 


the amendment of the Senator from Missouri ME VSI] to the 
committee amendment, on which the Senator from Missouri de- 
mands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 


call the roll. 
Mr. HANNA (when his name was called). I am paired with 
Iam paired with 


the Senator from Utah [Mr. RAWLINS]. 

Mr. KENNEY (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from 8 [Mr. PENROSE], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. Were he present, I should vote yea." 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon]. If he were present, I 
should vote ** yea." 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from — [Mr. Lixpsay]. I will 
transfer that pair to the Senator from Rhode d [Mr. ALDRICH], 
and vote. I vote ''nay." 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. If he were present, 
I should vote yea.” 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. If he were 
present, he would vote ‘‘ yea” and I should vote nay.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HANNA. I will transfer my pair to the Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. JONES], and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GRAY (after having voted in the affirmative). I havea 
general pair with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM]. 
As I observe that he is not in his seat, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ihavea pe with the Senator from Nebraska 
m THURSTON]. 1 withhold my vote. If he were present, I 

ould vote“ IM 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I have a pair with the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. If he were present, I should vote nay." 
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YEAS- 21. 
Bacon, Cockrell, Murphy, Vest, 
Bate, Faulkner. Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Berry. Jones, Ark. Tenus White. 
Chilton, Mitchell, Smith, 
Clay, Morgan. Turpie, 
NAYS—2. 
Allison, Foraker, Lodge, Platt, N. Y. 
Burrows, 2 e. LN 
ter, ger, cEnery, uay, 
Chandler, ear, McMi gan 
Clark, Hale, Mason, Shoup, 
Deboe, na, Nelson, Spooner, 
Elkins, Hawley, Perkins, Ste 
Fairbanks, Hoar, Platt, Conn. Wetmore. 
NOT VOTING -—396. 
Aldrich, Gorman, Lindsay, Rawlins, 
Allen, Gray. McLaurin, Teller, 
Baker, Hansbrough, Mallory, Thurston, 
Butler, ans. Mantle, Tillman, 
Cannon, Harris, Tenn. Martin, Turner, 
Cullom, Heitfeld, Morrill, Warren, 
Daniel, Jones, Ney. Pasco, Wellington, 
Davis, Kenney, Penrose, Wilson, 
George, Kyle, Proctor, Wolcott. 


So Mr. VEsT's amendment to the amendment of the committee 
was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agree- 
ing to the amendment of the committee striking out ‘‘ one-half” 
and inserting *four-tenths," making the rate on tin plates, etc., 
four-tenths cent per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
next amendment. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 130, page 36, line 21, after the word ‘‘ pound,” to strike out 
the proviso in the following words: 

Provided, 'That the benefit of the drawback provision in section 24 of this 
act shall not apply to articles manufactured in this country from imported 
tin plates, terne plates, or taggers tin, or to articles manufactured abroad 
from tin plates, terne plates, or taggers tin. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 131, page 37, line 5, 
after the word ‘‘ bars,” to insert mill ting, wrist or crank 
pins, connecting rods and piston rods;" and in line 14, after the 
word “less,” to strike out seven-twentieths“ and insert three- 
tenths;" so as to read: 


The Secretary will read the 


131. Steel ingots. ged ingots, blooms, and slabs, by whatever process 
made; die bl or Denke: billets and bars and tapered or beveled bars; 
mill shafting; wrist or crank pins; connecting rods and piston rods; pressed, 


sheared, ore stamped shapes; saw plates, who Lor y manufactured; 
hammer molds or sw; steel; gun-barrel molds not in bars; alloys used as 
substitutes for steel in the manufacture of tools; all descriptions and shapes 
of dry sand, loam. or iron-molded steel castings; sheets and plates and steel 
in all forms and shapes not specially provided for in this act, all of the above 
valued at 1 cent per pound or less, three-tenths of 1 cent per pound, etc. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that that portion of the amendment in 
lines 5 and 6, after the words mill shafting," be disagreed to, so 
that wrist orcrank pins, connecting rods and piston rods, being a 
part of the forgings, will come in the 35 per cent clause. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the committee amend- 
ment by striking out after the words “mill shafting" the words 
* wrist or crank pins; connecting rods and piston rods." 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 131, page 37, line 16, after the word **pound," to strike out 
**five-tenths” and insert **four-tenths;" in line 18, after the word 
„pound,“ to strike out *seven-tenths" and insert ‘‘six-tenths;” 
in line 20, after the word“ pound," to strike out ‘‘eight-tenths” 
and insert ‘‘seven-tenths;” in line 22, after the word “pound,” to 
strike out 1.1 cents" and insert ‘‘nine-tenths of 1 cent;" in line 
25, after the word and,“ to strike out **four-tenths" and insert 
* two-tenths;" in line 1, page 38, after the word “and” where it 
occurs the second time, to strike out ''six-tenths" and insert 
„three-tenths:“ inline3,after the word “two,” to strike out “and 
five-tenths;" in line 5, after the word ‘‘pound.” to strike out 
“three” and insert two and four-tenths;" in line 7, after the 
word “pound,” to strike out “three and five-tenths" and insert 
„two and eight-tenths;" and in line 8, after the word ** pound," 
to strike out “six” and insert four and seven-tenths;" so as to 
make the paragraph read: 


131. Steel ingots, d ingots, blooms, and slabs, by whatever 
m A or b H a ed or bevel 
mill shafting; pressed, sheared, or stamped shapes; saw plates, wholly or 


roc2ss 


sheets and plates and steel in all forms and shapes not specially provided for 
in this act, iu of the above valued at 1 cent per pound or less, three-tenths of 
lcent per pound; valued above 1 cent and not above 1.4 cents per pound, 


four-tenths of I cent per pound; valued above 1.4 cents arid not above 1.8 
cents per pound, err aee of 1 cent per pound; valued above L8 cents and 


not above 2.2 cents per pound, seven-tenths of 1 cent per pound; valued 
above 2.2 cents and not above 3 cents per pound, nine-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound; valued above 3 cents per pound and not above 4 cents per pound, 1.2 
cents per pound; valued above 4 cents and not above 7 cents per pound, 1.3 
cents per pound; valued above 7 cents and not above 10 cents par p 
2 cents per pound; valued above 10 cents and not above 13 gents per pound, 2. 
cents per pound; valued above 13 cents and not above 16 cents per pound, 
2.8 cents per pound; valued above 16 cents per pound, 47 cents per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ** Wire," paragraph 
132, page 38, line 19, after the word wire,” to strike out the fol- 
lowing additional proviso: , 


Provided. further, That all iron or steel wire rods which have been tem- 
"om treated in any manner or partly manufactured shall be c'assed and 
u e as wire. 


So as to make the paragraph read: 


132. Wire rods: Rivet, screw, fence, and other iron or steel wire rods, 
whether round, oval, flat, or square, or in any other shape, and nail rods, in 
coils or otherwise, valued at 4 cents or less per pound, four-tenths of 1 cent 
per pound; valued over 4 cents per pound, three-fourths of 1 cent per 
pound: ided, That all round iron or steel rods smaller than No. 6 wire 
gauge shall be classed and dutiable as wire. 


'The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on 38, beginning in line 23, to 
strike out paragraph 133, in the following words: 


133. Round iron or steel wire, all sizes not smaller than No. 13 wire gauge, 
li cents per pound; smaller than No. 13 wire gauge and not smaller than No. 
16 wire gauge, 1} cents per pound; smaller t No. 16 wire gauge, 2 cents 
per pound; all other iron or steel wire, and wire or strip steel, including 
such as is commonly known as crinoline wire, corset ,needle wire, piano 
wire, clock and watch wires, and all steel wires, whether polished or unpol- 
ished, tempered or untempered, in coils or straight and cut to lengths, drawn 
cold through dies or rolls, and hat wire, flat steel wire or sheet steel in stri 
uncovered or covered with cotton, or other material, or meta!, and 
the foregoing manufactures of whatever shape or form, valued above 4 cents 
pe pound, 45 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That articles manufactured 

rom iron or steel wire shall pay the maximum rate of duty which would be 
imposed upon any wire used in the manufacture of such artícles and in ad- 
dition thereto 1j cents per pound; drill rods, including such as are called 
“Stubbs steel," and all cold-drawn steel rods, of whatever size or shape, 
valued aboye 4 cents per pound, whether polished or unpolished, in coils or 
straight. 45 per cent ad valorem: And provided further, That wire cloth and 
wire netting made in meshes of any form from iron, steel, brass, copper, or 
any other metal shall pay a duty equal in amount to that imposed on the 
wire used in the manufacture thereof and 2 cents per pound in addition 
thereto: And provided further, That there shall be paid on iron or steel wire 
coated with zinc or tin, or any other metal (except fence wira), one-half of 1 
cent per pound in addition to the rate im on the wire of which it is 
made. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


133. Round iron or steel wire, not smaller than No. 13 wire gauge, It cents 
per pound; smaller than No.13 and not smaller than No. 16 wire gauge, 14 
cents per pound; smaller than No. 16 wire gauge, 2 cents per pound. 

'The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 40, after line 16, after the word 
“pound,” at the end of paragraph 133, I move to insert the follow- 
ing proviso, of which notice was given May 25, 1897, from the 
committee: 

Provided, That all the foregoing valued at more than 5 cents per pound 
shall pay 40 per cent ad valorem. 8 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
40, after the amendment just agreed to, to insert the following 
additional paragraph: 

133}. Iron or steel or other wire not specially provided for in this act, in- 
cluding such as is commonly known as hat wire, or bonnet wire, crino! 
wire, corset wire, needle wire, piano wire, clock wire, and watch wire. whether 
flat or otherwise, and corset c corset steels and dress steels, and sheet 
steelin strips, twenty-five one-thousandths of an inch thick or thinner, any 
of the foregoing, whether uncovered or covered with cotton, silk, metal, or 
other material, valued at more than 4 cents per pound, 40 per cent ad valo- 
rem; wire cloth and wire netting, made in meshes of any form from iron, 
steel, br copper, or other metal, 45 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That 
there shall id on iron orsteel wire coated with zinc, tin, or any other 
metal two-tenths of ] cent per pound in addition to the rate imposed on the 


wire from which it is made. 


Mr. WHITE. Idesire to inquire of the Senator from Iowa if 
paragraphs 133 and 133} in the bill are designed to supplant para- 


graph 124 of the Wilson Act? Is not that thefact? They seem to 
a reconstruction. 
Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; ph 124 of the Wilson Act. 
Mr. WHITE. The rates are different. I ask the Senator from 


Iowa if there is not an increase? 
Mr. ALLISON. There is a slight increase, I believe, in those 


rates. 

Mr. WHITE. Although paragraph 133 has been read through, 
I ask leave, by unanimous consent, to move to substitute for par- 

phs 133 and 133} paragraph 124 of the Wilson Act, so called. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will consider the 
question an open one. The Senator from California offers an 
amendment as a substitute for paragraphs 133 and 1331. 

Mr. WHITE. The section of the Wilson Act, or the present 
law, is lower, as I understand it, than the rates prescribed in the 
amendment pro by the Senate committee. 

The PRESID INT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senae 
tor from California will be read. 


5 
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The Secretary read as follows: 


and not smaller than 

: d; smaller than 16 wire gauge,2 cents per 

pound; other iron or steel wire and wire or strip steel, 8 
an 


xe ALLISON. Ours is lower than the paragraph in the pres- 
ent law. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Iowa to one greatdifference. Under the Wilson Act, the existing 
law, the duty is an ad valorem one of 40 per cent upon wire, 
whether coated or covered or not. There is the same duty upon 
wire. In the proposed amendment there is a distinction made, 
which is an increase upon the coated or covered wire, That is 
the great difference between the two provisions. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is a difference in phraseology. There 
is no real difference in the rate. But Ishall propose an amend- 


ment to h 1831. 

Mr. MILLS. desire to add to this discussion by stating that 
the census report shows that the manufacturers of this wire pay 
$19.01 in wages for every $100 worth of wire they produce, and that 
is nearly double the rate of M a generally claimed to have been 

id abroad. Ten cents on $100 worth would cover the difference. 

ineteen dollars and one cent on every $100 worth of this product 
will pay for all the labor expended by the manufacturers, and I 
suppose that that would come somewhere near being a revenue 


duty on this article. I do not think that we ought to give them | 


more than enough to pay for the whole cost of the wages in the 
production of these goods. 

Mr. CHILTON. Mtr. President, I should like to have the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Iowa. I notice that in his amendment 
he sochanges the House bill as tostrike out the exception in favor 
of fence wire. The existing law makes an exception in favor of 
fence wire, In other words, fence wire under the Wilson Act was 
not to be embarrassed with the additional charge which is made 
apon coated wire generally, Soin the House of Representatives, 
when the pending bill was passed, it was provided that fence wire 
should not be subjected to the additional charge. It seems to me 
that was a wise exception in favor of the people. Fence wire is 
an article of universal consumption in the country. The Boecl 
of separating it from other coated wire was adopted in the Wilson 
Act; it was continued in the Dingley bili in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and it seems to me that it ought not to be departed 
from now in the Senate amendments. I should like to know what 
is the reason for striking out the exception. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have provided for fence wire elsewhere. 

Mr. CHILTON. What rate do you give it elsewhere? What is 
the rate on it? 

Mr. ALLISON. On fence wire? 

Mr. CHILTON. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe fence wire is free—that is, if it is 
coated. There is no additional duty for coated. 

Mr. WHITE. If it is not free, I give notice now that when 
we reach the free list I shall offer an amendment to put it upon 
the free list. But the sum total of the amendments pro; by 
the committee increase the rate of duty, I think. 

Mr. ALLISON. We impose no additional duty upon fence 
wire if coated. 

Mr. WHITE. The effect of these amendments, while in some 
respects the duty is comparatively lowered, is to raise the aggre- 

te matter affected by the two paragraphs, and for that reason 

have moved a substitute for paragraphs 133 and 133}, the two 
igen read. 

Mr. CHILTON. I understood the Senator from Iowa to say a 
moment ago that they had Ba eher that fence wire should not 
bear the additional duty. Now, that exception in favor of fence 
wire is just what you have distinctly stricken out of the House 
bill. Unless you have put such a clause into this bill at some 
other ye». this amendment will leave fence wire subject to duty, 
like all other wire. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is somewhere else, I am quite sure. If it is 
not, it is a mistake. It was so intended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreein 
to the amendment proposed as a substitute for paragraphs 133 an: 
1334 by the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, I move the amendment to paragraph 
133i which is to be found on the second page of the amendments 
MATIN amendment No. 6. 

e 


RESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment to the amend- 
ment will be read. : 
XXX——90 


The SECRETARY. On page 41, after the words ad valorem," in 
line 3, strike out the following words: 


Wire cloth and wire netting, made in meshes of any form from iron, steel, 
copper, or other metal, 45 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment to the amendment was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thenextamendment proposed 
by the Senator from Iowa to paragraph 1333 will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 6, after the word Provided,’ strike 
out the words That there shall be paid” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words: 

That articles manufactured from iron, steel, brass, or copper wire shall 
pay the rate of duty which would be im upon the wire used in the man- 
ufacture of such articles, and in addition thereto 1 cent per pound; and. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

Mr. QUAY. Idesire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Iowa to paragraph 132. Do I understand that the Committee on 
Finance insis upon the amendment striking out the last pro- 
viso, or was the proviso reinstated? 

Mr. ALLISON. The intention, I will say to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, was to strike out of the amendment originally pro- 
posed by the Senate committee the words ‘‘ wire cloth,” etc., be- 
ginning in line 3, on 41. 

Mr.QUAY. No;lam speaking of paragraph 182, page 38. I 
inquire whether the committee intend to insist upon striking out 
the second proviso, which I received the impression was to be 
reinstated. I may be 1 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that was to go out. That was my un- 
derstanding. 

Mr. QUAY. It was not mine. However, I will talk to the 
Senator from Iowa again about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will 


proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

GENERAL PROVISIONS. 

134. No allowance or reduction of duties for partial loss or damage in con- 
sequence of rust or of discoloration shall be made upon any description of 
iron or steel, or upon any article wholly or partly manufactured of iron or 
steel, or upon any manufacture of iron or steel. 

135. All metal produced from iron or its ores, which is cast and malleable, 
of whatever description or form, without regard to the percentage of car- 
bon contained therein, whether produced by cementation, or converted, cast, 
or made from iron or its ores, by the crucible, Bessemer, Clapp-Griftith, pneu- 
matic, Thomas-Gilchrist, basic, Siemens-Martin, or open-hearth process, or 
by the equivalent of either, or by a combination of two or more of the proc- 
esses, or their equivalents, or by any fusion or other process which produces 
from iron or its ores a metal either gran or fibrous in structure, which 
is cast and malleable, excepting what is known as malleable-iron castings, 
shall be classed and denominated as steel. 

Mr. WHITE. ask the Senator from Iowa if paragraph 135 is 
not a new section, not to be found in the Wilson Act? 

Mr. ALLISON. Itisin the McKinley law of 1890. 

Mr. WHITE. 1t was not changed by the Wilson Act at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it was not changed by the Wilson Act, 
nor is it changed by this bill. It is the same as the existing law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will proceed 
with the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read as follows: : 

136. No article not specially provided for in this act, which is wholly or 

rtly manufactured from tin plate, terne pes or the sheet, plate, hoop, 
to or scroll iron or steel herein provided for, or of which such tin plate, 
terne plate, sheet, plate, hoop, band, or scroll iron or steel shall be the mate- 
rial of chief value, shall pay a lower rate of duty than that imposed on the 
tin plate, terne plate, or sheet, plate, hoop, band, or scroll iron or steel from 
which it is made, or of which it shall be the component thereof of chief value, 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to strike 
out paragraph 137, as follows: 

137. On all iron or steel bars or rods of whatever shape or section which are 
cold rolled, cold drawn, cold hammered, or polished in any way in addition to 
the ordinary process of hot rolling or hammering, there shall be paid one- 
fourth of 1 cent per pound in addition to the rates provided in thisact on bars 
or rods of whatever section or shape which are hot rolled; and on all strips, 
plates, or sheets of iron or steel of whatever shape, other than the polished, 
planished, or 3 sheet iron or sheet steel hereinbefore provided for, 
which are cold rolled, cold hammered, blued, brightened, tempered, or pol- 
ished by any process to such perf: surface finish or polish better than the 
grade of cold rolled, smoothed only, hereinbefore provided for, there shall be 
paid 1 cent per pound in addition to the rates provided in this act upon plates, 
strips, or sheets of iron or steel of common or black finish; and on steel cir- 
cular saw plates there shall be paid three-fourths of I cent per pound in addi- 
tion to the rate provided in this act for steel saw plates. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, on reexamination of paragraph 
137, the Senate committee recommend that it be retained in the 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment, then, will be 
disagreed to, if there be no objection. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and it is disagreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 139, page 43, line18, 
after the word manufacture, to strike out **13 cents“ and insert 
“valued at not more than 6 cents per pound, 1 cent;" so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

139. Axles, or thereof, axle bars, axle blanks, or forgings for axles, 
whether of iron 8 steel, without reference to the stage or state of manufao- 
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M ia os steak axles are LADO Asked hi wine oC parie 
wheels, of iron or steel, they shall be dutiable at the same rate as the wheels 
in which they are fitted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. i wanted to inquire of the Senator in charge of the 
bill why thet grade is changed there, and the words valued at 
not more than 6 cents per pound, 1 cent inserted? That lan- 
guage is not in the McKinley Act nor in the law. There 
may be some good reason for it; and if so, I should like to know 
what it is. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose the reason for it is that if valued at 
more than 6 cents per pound, the axles will go into the basket 
clause and pay a duty of 45 or 35 per cent ad valorem, whichever 
it may be. It is intended that very high-grade axles shall pay a 
higher rate of duty than that proposed here. Thereare fine axles 
sold at 20, 30, 50, and 60 cents per pound. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at paragraph 140, on page 
43, line 18, as follows: 

140. Blacksmiths’ hammers and sledges, track tools, wedges, and crowbars, 
whether of iron or steel, II cents per pound. 

Mr. VEST. I intended to make a remark on paragraph 138 as 
tothe increased duty upon anvils. The duty under the existing 
law is 11 cents a pound, under the McKinley Act 21 cents, and in 
this bill 2 cents a pound. 1t is not a matter of any very general 
importance, but it is one of very t importance to the black- 
stniths of the country, who, as a rule, are not a wealthy class. 

I make this statement, which the Senator from Iowa, think, 
will concede to be true, that there are anvils made abroad—Ican not 
just now recall the name, though I have documents in regard to 
the subject—which are absolutely necessary to the blacksmiths of 
this country, which can not be produced in the United States, and 
never haye They have a rebounding quality which we have 
never been able to give to the anvils made in the United States. 
You can goto the poorest neighborhood in the Western States and 
you will find one of these imported anvils. They areresonant and 
rebounding, they endure for an indefinite period, and they have 
never been produced in this country. This isa notorious fact, 
and I.can not understand why there should be an increase upon 
an article of that kind in this great bill, which is to produce mil- 
lions of dollars of revenue. y 

If the Senate wil permit me, by unanimous consent, I will go 
MK and move to restore the duty to what it is under the existing 

W 


Mr. ALLISON. At 1$ cents? 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem Is there objection? 
Mr. ALLISON. Ido not object to going back. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, 
and paragraph 138 will be again read. 
The Secretary read as follows: i 

138. Anvils of iron or steel, or of iron and steel 
process made, or in whatever stage of manufacture. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam told that many of these anvils are very 
expensive. It may be that 14 cents a pound will be sufficient 
duty, but I do not think so. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Iowa knows that the statement 
I made in regard to these anvils is true. I have had occasion to 
examine it under two tariff bills. I can not recall the name, but 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] gives me the firstname. 
It is Peter somebody. He makes these anvils as they have never 
been made by anybody else. He has some secret process, and we 
have never been able to reproduce them in the United States. I 
know they are used by every poor blacksmith in the West. Ihave 
had them repeatedly tell me in Missouri that if it took all they had, 
they would one of these anvils, because they could not do their 
work with an American anvil This is oneof those iar cases 
not confined to any foreign country, because we produce articles 
that can not be produced abroad. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make no contest about that statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The Secretary. In paragraph 138, page 43, line 10, before the 
word **cents," it is proposed to strike out ‘‘two” and insert “one 
and three-fourths;” so as to read: 

138. Anvils of iron or steel, or of iron and steel combined, by whatever 
Process made, or in whatever stage of manufacture, 1} cents per pound. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Missouri. [Putting the 
question.] The ‘‘ayes” ap to have it. 

Mr. ALLISON. the ir decides that the ** ayes” have it, I 
shall not call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, no, let it go; it is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The “ayes” have it; and the 


T 
amendment is = prea to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed at paragraph 142, as follows: 


142. Card-clothing manufactured from tempered steel wire, 45 cents 
square foot; all other, 20 cents per square foot. xo 


combined, by whatever 
,2cents per pound. 
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nd PLATE of Connecticut. I shouid HEP to € that para- 
led or a few minutes, an: rhaps fort y- 
RESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, paragraph 
142 will be passed over. > x 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 


the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 145, 44, line 10, 
after the word “act,” to strike out **12 cents” and insert ‘‘ nine- 


tenths of 1 cent;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

145. Castings of malleable iron not specially provided for in this act, nine- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound. T 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed; and paragraphs 146 and 
147 were read, as follows: 

146. Cast hollow ware, coated, glazed, or tinned, 2 cents per pound. 

147. Chain or chains of all kinds, made of iron or steel, not less than three- 
fourths of 1 inch in diameter, 1} cents per pound; less than three-fourths of 
1 inch and not less than three-eighths of 1 inch in diameter, 1j cents per 
pound; less than three-eighths of 1 inch in diameter and not less than five- 
sixteehths of 1 inch in diameter, 2 cents per pound; less than five-sixteenths 
of 1 inch in diameter, 31 cents Mur pound; but no chain or chains of any de- 
scription shall pay a lower rate of duty than 45 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, in respect to ph 147, [have 
a communication here to which I desire to attract the attention 
of the Senate. It is from the firm of Hermann Boker & Co., im- 
porters, of New York. It is as follows: 3 
NEW YORK, March 25, 1897. 


DEAR SIR: The new tariff calls for a duty of 3j cents 
on chains of ali kin: ripe nde pale a pho cer de n 
inch in diameter, provided that the duty shall not be less than 45 per cent ad 


valorem. 

Practically all the chain which is imported is made of iron or steel less than 
five-sixteenths of an inch in diameter. 

Under the tariff bill of 18990 the duty on such chains was 2} cents per pound, 
provided that the DAMM not be less than 45 per cent ad valorem. 

The duty on such chains which is paid under the present Wilson bill is 30 
Po he in n. creased, 

eim 

chain 


de 
of the ME ein chain. 
We beg tohand you, inclosed, a table showing the duties which would have 


of chain, and appear excessively high. 

We would propose a duty of 30 or 85 per cent ad valorem on chain. This 
would give the American manufacturers sufficient protection and still allow 
some chain to be imported and continue to give revenue to the Government. 


P HERMANN BOKER & CO. 
STEPHEN M. WnITE, of California, 
Committee on Finance, United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
Accompanying this letter is a short table, which I will ask to 
have inserted in the RECORD. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, in the 


absence of objection. 
The table referred to is as follows: 


Duty on chains. 


RINRI 


Pree 


*Per cent. 


Mr. WHITE. I observe the Senate amendment reduces the 
rates to which this correspondent refers, but they still seem, in 
view of the importations, to be very high. 

Mr. VEST. A very objectionable feature of this P party h is 
what ap eck called the basket-clause provision—that all these 
articles bear not less than 45 per cent ad valorem. I have sey- 
eral communications here, amongst others that of Hermann Boker 
& Co., of New York, and those gentlemen coincide with Joseph 
F. McCoy Company, a very reputable house, which I happen to 
know, who are very conversant with all this matter of chains, for 
they import largely and also deal in the domestic article. They 
declare that the clause putting 45 per cent upon chains is in itself 
prohibitive. : 

Iam informed by an expert, who has examined this clause and 
makes report to me, that it amounts to 4 cents a pound upon 
chains of every description, and is a large increase over the exist- 
inglaw. I the Secretary to read the letter from this house of 
Joseph F. McCoy Company, whose character is enough to warrant 
its being read. 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1427 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the letter 
will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

New York, May 15, 1897. 

Hon. SENATOR VEST. 
1 Ars We beg to call your attention to paragraph 147 of the Senate 

The clause providing that no chain shall pay less than 45 per cent duty is 
of itself an advance of 5) per cent ad valorem on the present rates under the 
Wilson bill, and in our opinion is entirely unnecessary from a revenue stand- 


t. 

American makers are fast driving the foreign chain out of the market, 
even at the present rate of duty at 30 per cent ad valorem, and if revenue is 
wanted, duty &hould be left at 30 per cent or reduced below that figure. 

Tt is only a few kinds of chain that are now imported, most of the principal 

rtations of chain being coil and halter chain from Germany. 

e importation of this d of chain is lessening every year, and how the 
Government is to get any revenue from it in the future by increasing the 
pos rate of duty.and lessening the opportunity for importing in the 

uture. we can not tell. 

To make the duty 45 per cent will no doubt lessen revenue, and to make 
the duty on the principal sizes sold so extreme, &s shown in our statement. 
will certainly stop importation and advance prices of American chain to 
just as soon as business improves. 

Prohibiting goods from coming here, and making every consumer among 
70,000,000 people pay a “stand up and deliver " tax, may properly be named 
something else thán protection. 

If revenue is honestly sought for in the Dingley bill or Sennte bill, we nre 
with the powers that be. 

The prices inclosed we can verify whenever necessary. and hope your 
efforts wil be given to a tariff bill for revenue proposed including justice 


to ali. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, as I had occasion to remark, the 
duties can not beless than 45 per cent ad valorem, and without 
inflicting this table upon the Senate, which I have had an expert 
examine, and which he declares to be correct, it is enough to say 
in conclusion that the McCoy Company make these duties 102 per 
cent, 87 per cent, 87} per cent, 75 per cent, and 51 per cent, al- 
ways provided that the duty can not be less than 45 per cent. 

There is no sort of excuse for these increases. e command 
the market of the United States, and we are able to do it upon all 
these articles of iron and steel, 

in the world that competes with us successfully or can under- 

us. You go to Europe to-morrow, and you will find all over 
the Continent American steel and iron manufactures underselling 
the foreigners. There are only one or two articles in which they 
can undersell us. 

For instance, take the very low-priced German knives, which 
we can not prodno» in this country for less than 25 cents, and 
they are made there for 5 and 6 cents. With that exception, even 
when you come to metals, clocks and watches, you will find Amer- 
ican clocks and American watches for sale in Germany and in 
France. We are the most ingenious people in the world; we have 
the largest natural resources; we have best. workmen in the 
world, and why should we continue to put up these enormous 
duties? It can not be to hold the American market, for we have 
got it, admittedly got it. The only possible reason there can be 

or it, the only possible excuse for it, is to enable the American 
manufacturer to put up the price of his goods to the American 
consumer. 

I had occasion to produce in 1890, and can produce to-morrow, 
the Export Journal, published in the city of New York, showing 
that our manufactures of agricultural implements of every de- 
scription, such as spades, shovels, hoes, reapers, mowers, plows, 
rakes, hatchets, axes, are advertised to be sold at a discount to 
the foreigner on the price charged the American consumer. Two 
weeks ago I was conversing with an Amerisan manufacturer, 
and when I asked why this was, and told him I had tables which 
showed that there was a discount of 45 or 50 per cent on these 
goods free on board ship if sold to foreigners, and that they 
were so sold in Éuropean and South American markets, his 
answer was coolly, ** Thatis the surplus after supplying the Amer- 
ican market, and we have not any use for it; it is like the rem- 
nant of an old stock of goods, we put them up and sacrifice 
them.” But it shows that these duties are not necessary except 
for the purpose of putting up the price to the American con- 
sumer. 

Mr. Blaine, a very distinguished statesman, as we all know, who 
claimed to be the father of reciprocity, agreed upon a differential 
duty of from 25 to 80 per cent with Braziland the South American 
Republics, including Argentina; that is to say,if they would let 
our goods come in at a certain price, we would make a discount 
upon theirs,and Mr. Blaine’s iore shows—and I have had occa- 
Bion to read itto theSenate, and thatis claimed by our Republican 
friends—that with a discount, or with a difference of 25 per cent, 
we would be able to e with the British and the French and 
the Germans in the South American market. If we can pay trans- 
portation and with only 25 per cent difference in duties take the 
market away from the foreigners in South America, why can we 
not get along in the United States with less than 105, 90, and 75 
per cent of taxation? I never heard any successful answer to that 
question, and I never expect to. 


We export, and there is no coun- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment 
he committee will be 3 N 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 


44, paragraph 147, line 15, before the words ** per pound," to strike 
ont ‘and 8 cents“ and insert cent;“ M line 18, before 
the word cents,“ to strike ont ‘‘one-half” and insert one- 
fourth;” inline 19, after the word diameter,“ to strike out “and 
not less than five-sixteenths of 1 inch in diameter;" in line 20, 
before the word cents, to insert and one-half;" and in line 21, 
after the word pound,“ to strike out“ less than five-sixteenths 
of 1 inch in diameter, 31 cents per pound;" so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

n or chains of all kinds, made of iron or steel, not less than three- 


147. Chai: 
fourths of 1 inch in diameter, 1 cent per pound; less than three-fourths of 1 
in three-e 


and not less than hths of 1 inch in diameter, 1} cents per pound; 
less than three-eighths of 1 inch in diameter, 2) cents per pound; butnochain 
or chains of any description shall pay a lower rate of duty than 45 per cent 
ad valorem. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. WHITE. I move to substitute for section 147 the follow- 
ing language, being section 137 of the present law: 


Chains of all kinds, made of iron or steel, 30 per cent ad valorem. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from California will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all of section 147 
as amended and insert: 


Chains of all kinds, made of iron or steel, 30 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. WHITE. On that I ask for the yeas and neys. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). Under the 
transfer of my pair with the Senator from Kentucky pus. LINDSAY] 
to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], Í am at liberty 
to vote, and I vote '* nay." 


i 


Mr. MALLORY (when his name was Sek I am paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror]. Otherwise I 
should vote yea.” 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I have a general 

ir with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. He not 
being present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I in announce 


my pair with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. If he were 
present, he would vote ‘‘yea” and I should vote “nay,” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GRAY (after having voted in the affirmative). I havea 
general pair with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM]. Ashe 
is not in his seat, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. VEST (after having voted in the affirmative). I ask unani- 
mous consent to declare my pair with the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and Lask to withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
That will be the order, in the absence of objection, 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—IT, 
Baco; Cockrell, ills, Walthall, 
PA. is, Mitchell, White. 
Berry, Heitfeld, Morgan, 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Pettus, 
Clay, Kenney, 
NAYS -. 
Allison rye. McBride, oer N. Y. 
Carter Gear 4 Moning’ Qui 
cd 2 TA Es 
vis, "p, 
Deboe, Hawley, Penrose, T, 
Fair oat Perkins, Stewart, 
Foraker, t, Wetmore. 
NOT VOTING-—40. 
Aldri Faulkner, ^ Smith, 
8 George. Range Teller, 
Baker, Gorman, Martin, Th 
Butler, Gray. Morrill, - 
Caffery, Hans Murphy, 'Turner, 
Cannon, $ Tenn. — ut 
Chandler, ones, Nev. ttigrew, arren, 
Daniel” Tem Rawlins, vee 
im W. 
Elkins, MeLa d * Wolcott. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The reading of the bill wasresumed at paragraph 148, The next 
amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 148, 
page 45, line 4, after the word “pounds,” to insert all other iron 
or steel tubes, finished or unfinished, not specially provided for in 
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this act, 30 per cent ad valorem;" so as to make the paragraph 


148. Lap welded, butt welded, seamed, or Dee iron or steel boiler tubes, 
pipes, flues, or — 45 not thinner than No. 16 wire uge, 2 cents per pound; 
welded cylindrical furnaces, made from plate metal, 2} cents per pound; all 
other iron or steel tubes, finished ed, not specially provided for in 
this act, 30 per cent ad valorem. : 


Mr. CHILTON. In this schedule there has been a general 
* to follow the Wilson rates, but here is an instance in 
which the Senate committee have raised the Wilson duty from 25 
to 30 x cent, and it seems to me the increase is entirely unjustifia- 
ble. The proviso which has been added to this paragraph reaches 
what are known as hollow billets, such tubes, I may say to my 
friend the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], as are used for 
bicycle purposes. Those billets are produced in Sweden, and none 
of them are made by the iron men in this country. 

The only beneficiary of this particular increase of tariff, accord- 
ing to my information, would be the American patentee of a 
machine used to hollow out solid billets. All the billets made in 
the United States are solid billets, and he has invented a machine 
for hollowing out those billets. The duty fixed in this paragraph 
does not even rise to the dignity of helping American industries. 
It would help but a single individual or firm, and that is the indi- 
vidual or firm which will enjoy a complete monopoly by reason 
of a patented invention. 

There was a revenue last year of $300,000, I believe, from the im- 
portation of these hollow billets, and it should not be cut off by 
making the duty too high. I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa 
if he can state any good reason for increasing the tariff on these 
hollow billets? e should vote down the committee amendment, 
and then put hollow billets in the former clause of the paragraph 
at same rate as boiler tubes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think itis a very great increase. It 
is 30 per cent ad valorem. It is largely confined to hollow tubes 
and hollow billets used for the manufacture of bicycles. There 
is no doubt about that. I do not think it is an excessive duty at 

j i ay for bicycles these days, and I 
think it is a very good revenue 8 85 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In t connection, I will read a 
clipping which I took from a paper a few days ago, dated Pitts- 
burg, May 20: 


or 


resentatives of the four largest ne 
bi 


The trust has bought outright the tube pnta at Ellwood and are 
rice paid for the two plants and the privilege of using the Stiefe 
seamless-tube process was close to $3,000,000. 7 
The only other tube plants in this country are at Shelbyville and Toledo, 
«e Brooklyn, N. Y. Itis not probable that these plants will be taken into 
e trust. 


Possibly that may throw some light on the subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not very much. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHILTON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. The 
proviso is proposed to be added by the Senate. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris]. He is not pres- 
ent, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLAY]. I do not see 
him present, and therefore withhold my vote. If he were present, 
I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon]. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). For the purpose of 
this vote I am paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH], who is detained from the Chamber. Were he present, 
I should vote ** nay” and he would vote yea.“ 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. If he were 
present, he would vote **nay " and 1 should vote yea.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WHITE. I will transfer the pair which, as I stated a 
moment ago, I have with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH] to the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], 


Iam paired 


I am paired 


The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 16; as follows: 


YEAS—31. 

Allison, e. McEne uay, 
Burro s Galiger, McMillan, Swell 
Carter, Gear, Mason, Shoup, 
Chandler, Hale, Nelson, Spooner, 
Davis, Hanna, Perki Stewart, 

boe, Hawley, Platt, Conn. Wetmore, 
Fair Hoar, Platt, N. Y. ilson. 
Foraker, McBride, Pritchard, 

NAYS-—16. 

Bacon, Chilton, Mitchell, Turpie, 
Berri 88 Pettigre Walthall, 

Try, ones, ettigrew, t 
Caffery, Mills, Pettus, White. 

NOT VOTING—2. 
Aldric George, Lod Roa 
Allen, b Gorman, Molan s &mith, 
Baker, Gray, Mallory, Teiler, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Mantle. Thurston, 
Cannon, Harris, Kans. Martin, Tillman, 
Clark, Harris, Tenn. Morrill, Turner, 
Clay, Heitfeld. Murphy, Warren, 
Cullom, Jones, Nev. % ODER ION, 
Daniel, Kenney, Penrose, Wolcott. 
lkins, EX Proctor, 

Faulkner, dsay, Rawlins, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, under the head of: Cutlery," on 
page 45, to strike out all after line 7 down to and including line 
15, on page 46, as follows: 


149. Penknives, pocketknives, or c knives, and erasers or manicure 
knives of all kinds, or perts thereof, wholiy or partially manufactured, in- 
cluding such as have corkscrews, file blades, or manicure blades, each of which 
shall be held to be a blade, if valued at not more than 40 cents per dozen, 10 
cents per dozen and 15 per cent ad valorem: all others, having but one blade, 
50 cents per dozen 20 per cent ad valorem; if having but two blades, 81 
per dozen and 20 per cent ad valorem; if having but three blades, $1.50 per 
dozen and 20 per centad valorem; if having four blades or more, $2 per dozen 
and 20 cent ad valorem; and on all the articles in this paragraph with han- 
dles or handle coverings of pearl or tortoise shell, having but two blades, 50 
cents per dozen.and having three blades or more, 75 cents per dozen, in addi- 
tion to the foregoing rates. Razors or razor blades, fi ed or unfinish 
valued at not more than $3 ver dozen, $1 per dozen; valued at more than 
per dozen, $1.75 cents per dozen, and in addition thereto, on all razors and 
razor blades, 15 per cent ad valorem. Scissors and shears, finished or unfin- 
ished, valued at not more than $1.75 per dozen, 50 cents per dozen and 15 per 
cent ad valorem; valued at more than $1.75 per dozen, 75 cents per dozen and 
20 per cent ad valorem. 


And insert in lieu thereof: 


149. Penknives or pocketknives, clasp knives, pruning knives, and budding 
knives of all kinds, or parts thereof, and erasers or manicure knives, or parts 
thereof, wholly or partly manufactured, valued at not more than 40 cents 
per dozen, 40 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 40 cents per dozen 
and not Mende 50 cents per dozen, 1 cent per piece and 40 per cent ad va- 
lorem; valued at more than 50 cents per dozen and not exceeding $1.50 per 
dozen, 5 cents per piece and 40 per cent ad valorem; valued at more 
$1.50 per dozen and not exceeding $3 per dozen, 10 cents per piece and 40 MS 

iece an 


50 and not more than $3 per dozen, $1.75 por 


ed, valued at more than 50 cents per dozen, 15 cents 
per dozen and 15 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 50 cents and not 
more than $1.75 per dozen, 50 cents per dozen and 15 per cent ad valorem; 
8 at more than $1.75 per dozen, 75 cents per dozen and 25 per cent ad 
valorem. 


Mr. ALLISON. I wish to offer an amendment. After line 8, 
on page 47, I move to insert what I send to the desk. 
he SECRETARY. After the words ‘‘ad valorem," in line 8, page 
47, it is proposed to insert the following proviso: 
Provided, That rise handles, or other parts of either or any of the fore- 
oing articles, impo in any other manner than assembled in finished 
Knives or erasers, shall be subject to no less rate of duty than herein pro- 
vided for 
knives, an 
dozen. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the commit- 
tee will be modified according to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 9, I move to strike out, beginning with 
the word Razors” and ending with the words “ad valorem,” in 
line 16, and insert what I send to the desk, which is merely & 
onana of phraseology, and provides for a bracket which was 
omitted. 

The SECRETARY. Aftertheamendment just adopted, strike out 
all of the bill down to and including the words “ad valorem," in 
line 16, and insert: 

Razors and razor blades, finished or unfinished, valued at less than $1.50 
per dozen, 50 cents per dozen and 15 per cent ad valorem; valued at $1.50 per 


ozen and less than $3 per dozen, $1 per dozen and 15 per cent ad valorem; 
valued at $3 per dozen or more, $1.75 per dozen and 20 per cent ad valorem. 


nknives, pocketknives, clasp knives, praning-knives, manicure 
erasers valued at more than 50 and not more than $1.50 per 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment as amended. — : 

Mr. VEST. I offer a substitute for the entire paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri offers 
a substitute for the paragraph, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 149 and 
insert: 

149. Penkni ocketknives, or clasp knives, and erasers or manicure 
knives of all ‘kinds. or parts thereof, wholly or partially manufactured, 
including such as have corkscrews, file blades, or manicure blades, each of 
which shall be held to bea blade, if valued at not more than 40 cents ps 
dozen, 10 cents per dozen and 15 per cent ad valorem; all others having but 
one blade, 40 cents per dozen and 20 per cent ad valorem; if having but two 
blades, 60 cents per dozen and 20 per cent ad valorem; if having but three 
blades, 80 cents per dozen and 20 per cent ad valorem; if having four blades 
or more, $1 per dozen and 20 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That no article 
— the above named shall pay a higher rate of duty than 70 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Razors or razor blades, finished or unfinished, valued at not more than $4 
per dozen. SI per dozen; valued at more than $4 per dozen, $1.75 per dozen, 
and in addition thereto, on all razors and razor blades, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Scissors and shears, finished or unfinished, 45 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. On account of the change of classification it is im- 
possible, from the comparative statement, to tell what have been 
the increases in the duty upon cutlery and razors and erasers. I 
have before me a statement of the house of Alfred Field & Co., as 
reputable as there is in the world, the largest cutlery house in the 
United States, not so large an establishment, if hardware be in- 
cluded, as the Simmons Hardware Company, of St. Louis, which, 
possibly, is the gos establishment in the world, but they deal 
not only in cutlery, but in hardware besides, The house of Alfred 
Field deals in cutlery and guns and pistols. 

Before going to the articles in detail, here is a calculation based 
ae the actual import prices at the custom-house in New York 
which you will not find in the comparative statement. It is im- 
possible to run it out under the classificationasmade. The state- 
ment which I have shows the duty under the Wilson Act, under 
the Dingley bill, and under the Senate amendment. 


Comparative statement of duties on cutlery. 


Senate | Dingley | amend- 
Wilson | Dingley | amend- | in 
average. average. ment 
average.| Wilson. 


Articles. 


TS 

Scissors and shears .......... 
Table knives, rl handles.. 
'Table knives, ivory handles.. 
Table knives, rubber and 

celluloid handles 
Table knives, bone handles .. 
Table knives, stag handles... 
Carving knives and forks, 

stag indien 


They also give the same information as to breech-loading gans, 
and although we have not yet reached that item I will give the 
figures. Under the Wilson Act, the existing law, it is 30 per cent, 
70 per cent under the Dingley bill, 55 per cent under the Senate 
amendment, being an increase of 133 per cent by the Dingley bill 
and of 83 per cent by the Senate amendment. 

Ihave here a table prepared by the same house, and I person- 
ally vouch for the integrity and correctness of the house. Mr. 
Saxton, the principal superintendent of the house, I know well. 
Ihave known him since 1890, when he was here representing the 
interest of the importers of his house, Alfred Field & Co. He 
stands at the head of his business, He never has been impeached 
astointegrity and fairness. "This shows, without going into de- 
tail, that upon the lower-priced goods the increase of duty is the 
heaviest. 'lhat extends entirely through the whole schedule. 

It is almost incredible that there should be an increase of 330 to 
840 per cent over existing duties on an article of common neces- 
sity, both pocketknives and table cutlery. 

Mr. President, the condition of the trade is not such as to war- 
rant any such increase. I happen to have before me an adver- 
tisement, in the Iron Age of March 11, 1897, of the Goodell Cut- 
lery Company, of Antrim, N. H., in which they declare: Our 
cutlery business has increased 2,300 per cent in twenty years." 
CUTLERY. Table knivesand forks, carversand butchers, shoe, bread, cheese, 

putty, kitchen knives, etc., in great variety. 

Our cutlery business has increased twenty-three hundred per cent in twenty 
years. Incomparable merit, equitable prices, fair dealing did it. 

The best jobbing trade handle our lines. 
GOODELL COMPANY, Antrim, N. H. 


Two thousand three hundred per cent in twenty years! 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Missouri tell me how 
many the company made the first year? 

Mr. VEST. Ihave notan idea, but there is the statement. I 
have put it in the RECORD and the Senator from Connecticut 
can examine it. It makes no difference, it seems to me, when the 
increase took DAS 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will pardon me, suppose the 
company made only one the first year. | 

Mr. VEST. Then they made up in the balance of the years. 
and so much higher the compliment to the existing system of 
tariff taxation. If they commenced at 1 per cent and then went 
up to 2,300 per cent in twenty years, I take it they could not have 
had much more legislation in their favor, if it came from legisla- 
tion. Two thousand three hundred per cent in twenty years! It 
shows that this is no infant vreete that it has not perished 
under the duties of the Wilson Act; that there is no necessity for 
these enormous increases on pocket cutlery of 830 and 340 per 
cent. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Missouri pardon me? I 
have known a great many industries to start in my own city of 
Worcester, which has a great variety, and nearly every one of 
them, I think, has increased 2,300 per cent the first year. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Missouri will allow me, 
suppose that twenty years ago they did $1,000 worth of business, 
and now they do $23,000 worth of business. That would have 
been an increase of 2,800 per cent, would it not? 

Mr. VEST. It certainly shows that they have not died. 

Mr. CHANDLER. They have existed. There is nothing re- 
markable in thisstatement. The Senatoris pr pris A thegross 
amount of business done with the tariff rate. Itis simple enough, 
if the Senator would be inclined to look atit fairly. This wasa 
petty business twenty years ago, a few hundred dollars, perhaps 
$1,000 or $2,000, worth of business. Now itis twenty-three times 
as large, and the business has been built up as against the cheap 
cutlery of England by tariff duty, but it is now languishing. 
There are differences of opinion as to what makes the hard times, 
and we might have a long debate on all the causes that contribute 
to hard times, but that the cutlery manufacture in this country 
needs a very large protection against the methods and the cheap 
labor of Europethere is no doubt, and nobody knows it any better 
than the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. I stand here to say, and can prove it, that the 
American manufacturer of cutlery, upon all except the very 
hae priced German knives, has taken the trade away from the 

oreigner. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator from Missouri 
allow me one word? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connectieut. I do not propose to discuss the 
subject very much. The number of dozens of knives imported in 
the year ending June 30, 1896, was 1,266,882. The number of doz- 
ens of knives made in the United States, estimated as nearly as 
5 250,000 dozen, being about one-fifth of the quantity 
imported. 

Mr. VEST. I have no disposition to deal unfairly with this 
subject. Istate that upon knives up to 15 or 20 cents, which are 
manufactured in Germany, the American manufacturer has never 
pretended to compete, but when you go above 25 cents for a knife, 
when you go to $22 and $23 a dozen, we have taken the domestic 
market away from the foreigner. The cutlery business in the 
United States is in a flourishing condition compared with other 
trades and other productions. Of course there is general depres- 
sion; that goes without saying; but the cutlery industry has not 
suffered out of proportion or anything like in the same proportion 
with other industries in the United States. 

Now, we have the contention always that without this enor- 
mous protection these industries linger and languish and die. I 
do not care when the 2,300 per cent increase took place. Suppose 
it commenced with a business of $1,000 and increased 2,300 per 
cent upon thatcapital. The fact remains that it has not lingered 
and has not languished and has not died. 

Now let us go to the other contention, that the tariff is imposed 
for the p e of equalizing the difference in labor cost in this 
country and abroad. I have in my hand the official report of the 
commissioner of labor of Connecticut for the year 1893, upon the 
different interests in that State. The gentleman who made it is a 
Republican and a protectionist, and he can not be suspected of 
any sym aay with me on the tariff question. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. For what year? 

Mr. VEST. For 1893. It is the last one I have been able to 
obtain. On cutlery the proportion of labor out of 100 is 51.57, an 
unusual proportion of labor. Is it necessary to m on a protective 
duty of 100 or 125 per cent in order to cover a difference of labor 
of 51.57? In the census reports the amount of labor in cutlery is 
44 per cent out of 100. There can be no pretense that the duties 
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Ia the pending bill are for the purpose of equalizing the difference em — 5 A bill were 
in T. We theref. culati 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President—— onthe imports of p LE pocketknives ar v po grote nii m Pire er rey per 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Bent from Connecticut? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That reps of the labor commis- 


2 embraces all cutlery, I table and pocket 

r. b. VEST. Iam talking about es of it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I su ABB on an av ,it 
may be a correct estimate of the Puy ket cutlery t ere 
is no V to 90 per cent. 

Mr. . This commissioner puts it at 40 to 45 per cent. 
Here is the official report, and 1 am bound to state that I believe 


it is correct, because it comes from a witness who has not the 
slightest sym sympathy with my opinions on this question. 
President, in addition to that, I have here a very fair state- 
ment from the importers of cutlery in the United States. I will 
ask the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] to read it. His 
voice is better than mine. I will ask the Senator first to read the 
names of the signers, all thelarge cutlery merchants in the United 
States, Icall the attention of the Senate to it, and I state now 
T it is the fairest statement I have ever read upon cutlery. 
Mr. WHITE. The document referred to by: the Senator is 
signed by Alfred Field & Co., Hermann Boker & Co., Vom Cleft 
fy og Wostenholm & Son, Limited, per Edward Beckett; 
Wisbassh & Hilger, Limited, per W. M. Taussig, treasurer; Graef 
& Schmidt Fabyan Knife Compuny: Joseph F. McCoy Company. 
Joseph F. McCoy, president; Geo. Borgfeldt & Co. 
& Co., and John G. Witte & Bro. 
The statement is as follows: 


CUTLERY. 
New YORK Crry, May 22, 1397. 
The Finance aih er Be peaks Washington, D. C. 


estt Wes the expel ym pe Dae esire to eue: v m earnest em em- 
2 protest x system uties, based on value, 
ted in the re eani ers a to the Dingley bill on cutlery. 

t is ed that the mixed duties prevent undervaluation. It is the: very 


that es uation easily possible. We claim to be honest 
ts, the strictest investigation of our records, both in- 
„ praisers' department, and in some cases our 
covera edere 


the Mekinley tari tariff the rates on cutlery were purely ad valorem, 
and — 5 that system of undervaluation were substan unknown, 
because, in order to — 57 n under valuation ME nat- 
— be so great that the > risk i involved deterred dishonest people from the 


17 — been shown to the Committee on Ways and Means that under the 


complex system of the McKinley tariff on pocketknives, by an undervalua- 
tion of 5 per cent only, a saving of 21 pay cent in the cost of the could 
be made, and by the same system under the Wilson tariff, by an undervalua- 


tion of 5} per cent only, asaving of 16 por cent in the cost o 
be obtained, and tha! that these eed could not be accomp 


3 could 
u purely 


tremendous pe 

oer et overand over again that 3 mixed 
duties on cutlery, based on value, has the e: of pu me pee 
bands of unscrupulous men, and of driving honest mas men ent of business, and 
this has been the condition ever since the pene on of the 

substantiate the statement, we oppeto praisers’ de t, to 
the Board of General Appraisers. ing such as the 
Government has. Leys the anie an been put into the 
unenviabie position of esty, —À „ substitute to 


the 
number of blades, in- 
mA etm 


ports of 189. showing that th goods eer ch excessive rates 
ese cann anysu ver 
wereimposed y hat t tariff. z 


"Thea average rate under the Wilson tariff is 53 cent, and, while giving 
American manufacturers, bes d EHE 


of small means, 
i prohibit the importation of 


erreur ode snare of sa 
manufacturers d ea of 


ee ad valorem 8 


strongly to the opinion that an 
tt Governmen et See MA 


would best ate the Darpa o of the 


and grown ever since 


quite 
is the utmost Ledgers ru will bear Witt e destruction of revenue: 


Value not over 40 
cents per dozen. 
Value over 40 cts. 


* Equal 78} per cent. 


This schedule averages a rate ot g cents per dozen. The M 
schedule avere ges a —— 43) cents zm y eda, EY 
Table cut etc.—The most careful 


On all such 


we think it must edP re to an: that 
this sabe is sufficient for * and should be lower if 
revenue is proposed bill now stands, stag-handle table knives 


and forks run up to E p. per cent; rubber, bone,and celluloid handles, up pte 


157¢ per cent; land er Eis cpio Mak oor canes knives 
2 ^ up to 17 vmm lp cd ona mh aged aen o d oe err 
view. 


Scissors and shears.—These have never paid a higher rate of 2 than 45 
per cent, and this rate only durin, mn me seven years. Prior to 1890 the 
rate miete 35 per cent, oe — esf — the American TT m 
comple tured market on 8 uantities are e 

y cap oa qı xpo 


some domestic manufacturers own agents and of business 
a for the sale of me 
Ladies’ scissors are im) nce some extent. 
There is no way of pu specific duties on these goods except by value, 
and we think we The, 


ve mode v mado the objection to this system clear enoug. 
complex rates in the bill average F 
be largely ver rr an on account of advancing the prices to such an extent 
that people could not buy them. There is no warrant upon any ground for 
change VA. edu present wah mans r cent. arene ix ix 
azors.— There is no of putting specific dnties on perum ey 
are based on value, wide carries the objection we contend The 
highest rate ever put on razors, except under the McKinley Act, was mph per 
, and there is not cause for any change from the present 
r cent, but as a revenue measure we recommend the adoption of 
50 per cent ad valorem. 
€ close with a strong appeal to the a not to permit the oes of 
—— of duties that involves specific ra on value, as being dis- 
incl y vicious, and encouraging immoral pof en and as being seriously 
trimental to honest merchants. 
dee aluo urge that sections 149 and 151 of the tariff be amended so as to read 
as follows, and, the rates herein mentioned being amply protective to Amer- 
ican manufacturers and as high as the producing of et bg allow, we 


— — against any schedules adopting higher rates than the following on 
882. 149. Penknives or etknives, clasp kni 2 knives, and 
budding knives, of all kinds, or parts 3 nd e erasers and manicure 


knives, or parts thereof, w or partly manufactured, vained —.— more 


than 40 cents per dozen, 10 per dozen and 20 per cent ad val 
`“ Valued at more than 40 cents per dozen, one - blade, 40 cents per © doken and 
20 per cent ad valorem. 
% eer more n 40 cents per dozen, two-blade, 60 cents per dozen and 
cen valore 
Fi alued at more than 4 40 cents per dozen, three-blade, 80 cents per dozen 
and 2 cent ad valo; 


nes MAR M cns per dozen, four-blade, $1 per dozen and 20 
per cent ad valorem. 
CCC Mar dan pean CE sache ot all kinds, 50 per cent 
orem. 
“Scissors and 322! pinpes tparmer eMe e EIE 45 per 


cent ad valorem. 
5 muero Deinde rS palette artists 1 —— 
eese, TS' a and shoe 
focis. end and steols, finished finished or’ or unfinished, 35 35 per cent ad valorem." ira: 


2 VEST. The comparative statement shows that the largest 
rtation of cutlery into the United States is between 50 cents 
a dollar and a half a dozen. According to the import prices 
it the port of New York and by the comparative statement, as to 
a portion of them, u knives costing 56 cents a dozen abroad the 
Senate amendment imposes an ad valorem duty of 145} per cent. 
When the knivesare worth 68 cents a dozen, an increase of over 10 
cents, nearly 12 cents, the duty is reduced to 128} and when in- 
creased i in price to 80, theduty is decreased to 115, and so on down, 
showing that what I stated is absolutely true—that the higher the 
price of the article the lower the duty, and the lower the S pros 
the higher the duty, which my friend Rhode Island te 
is the inevitable result when you resort to ad valorems. 

Before I pass from this question I qe attention to a statement 
made by the great house of Simmons Hardware Company, of St. 
Louis, the largest possibly in the world. They state, and I have 
the communication here, that the cutlery interest is flourishing 
in this country; and in r to shears they make the specific 
statement that they have lately furnished over 300 dozen shears 
in Sheffield, England, at a considerable profit to themselves. In 
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other words, we are exporting from this country to England 
and selling right at the seat of the cutlery interest—in Sheffield. 

It is very true that there are two classes of cutlery in which we 
do not compete with foreigners, and never will One is the very 
low-priced cutlery made in y. We can not make that 
class of cutlery in the United States. We make no knives under 
25 cents. They retail at 25 cents. Of course we make them at 
wholesale for less, but they are retailed at 25 cents. - 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Knives are made in Connecticut 
which retail at 10 cents. , 

Mr. VEST. I have seen an American knife at 10 cents, but it 
could hardly be called a knife. 

Mr. G Yes; a boy's knife. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. We have in the State where I 
reside a factory that makes a knife, and edges on it, Miller Bros. 
Cutlery Company 10-cent knife.” 

Mr. T. Yes; I have seen them. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. They are sold everywhere, and it 
is a good knife. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator's pardon, they are not sold every- 
where. They are rare. Ihave seen the knife. It does not begin 
to com with the foreign knife at the same price. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is much better. 

Mr. VEST. There is one other class of knives in which we can 
not compete with foreigners, and that is the very high-priced 
pocketknives you buy of gen is and Wostenholm & Co. They 
are sold upon their stamp and they are sold to people of means. 
A man who pays $2.50 or $3 or $4 for a pocketknife, and they go 
as high as $10, as a matter of course is a rich man comparatively 
in the United States. No poor man pays such prices. 

But I do not wish to detain the Senate, and I will show, as an 
object lesson, knives furnished by the house of Alfred Field & Co., 
without any request upon my p to show how we have ad- 
vanced in cutlery in the United States. Here is a knife [exhibit- 
ing] the selling price of which in Sheffield is $3.62 a dozen, and 
the selling price in the United States for the same knife is $2.80. 
There are tho two knives [exhibiting], and I defy any Senator to 
tell them apart. The American knife, if anything, is superior to 
the British knife, and Mr. Saxton makes the statement—and he is 
willing to make affidavit to it and bring the knives to show it— 
that the American knife to-day of the same quality is cheaper 
than the British knife. 

Here is another knife [exhibiting]. I have nine samples here of 
pocketknives. There are two knives exactly the same, to all ap- 
meron The selling price of one of them, of the same knife, in 

heffield, is $4.55 a dozen, and in the United States it is $4.25. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
that the duty is added to the price of the domestic article? 

Mr. VEST. Iam talking about the selling price in England. 

Mr. GEAR. What becomes of the argument when the Senator 
said we could not compete with that kind of a knife? 

Mr. VEST. I am simpl king about the cost of making 
Buch a knife. I understan t our friends on the other side— 
some of them—contend that the duty is not added to the price. 

Mr. MASON. You have just demonstrated that fact yourself. 

Mr. VEST. Not at all. Iam not talking about the sale of the 
English knife in the United States. If Senators had paid any at- 
tention at all to my remarks they would have heard me state that 
the selling price in Sheffield is $4.55 a dozen and the selling price 
of the same knife in the United States is $4.25 a dozen. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Of the Sheffield knife? 

Mr. VEST. Of the American knife, made like the Sheffield 
knife, and which zot could not distinguish from it; and if the 
Senator can do so, I will give up the argument. Iam not talking 
about the British knife brought here and sold in our markets—as 
a matter of course, if it was brought here and 100 per cent duty 
Es upon it, the importer would charge the 100 per cent in addi- 

on—but I am talking about your contention that you want to 
put on a duty in order to equalize the cost of the production. 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON. Is there any ming Se climate or soil in Shef- 
field that enables them to make a knife any cheaper than we do? 

Mr. VEST. No; and they do not make it cheaper. Iam just 
contending that they make it dearer. 

Mr. MASON. Could we not make the same knife here at the 
same price if we could get the labor just as cheap as they can? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, Mr. President, and we do it now, and make it 
cheaper; and I am here to show that from all these samples. 

Mr. MASON. We make it cheaper and better, and pay more 
for our labor. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, we pay more, because the labor is better and 


What becomes of the argument 


the materials are cheaper. We have here better workmen. We Ent 


have taken the cutlery business away from the Englishmen, and 
yet you continue to pnt on a 8 

Here are other samples [exhibiting]. Without wearying the 
Senate, I will state that these knives are put up in couples, the 


American knife and the English knife, to show that in every in- 
stance the cost of een kg knife is higher in Sheffield than the 


cost of the American e in this country. 

Now, let us go to table cutlery, and there the example is much 
more conspicuous. Here is a knife [exhibiting], and a handsome 
one, a table knife, the selling prise of which in England, in Shef- 
field, is $2.07 per dozen, and the cost in the United States of the 
very same knife is $2 a dozen. 

. ALLISON. Are those wholesale prices? 

Mr. VEST. Ves; they are wholesale prices, as a matter of course, 
I have these from a wholesale house. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not see how they could come in here if 
we had no duty at all, under those circumstances. 

Mr. VEST. 5 few of them do come in. There is no neces- 
sity for a duty. Here is a knife, an American knife, selling in 
the United States for $2 a dozen, and here is an English knife of 
the very same material, to all intents the same knife, which is 
selling in England for $2.07 a dozen, costing 7 cents more. 

HA Y. If the Senator will permit me, I understand 
a argument is that the tariff does not hurt anybody at all in 
is country. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, it does hurt somebody in this country, and I 
will tell the Senator from Connecticut in a very few words how 
ithurtsthem. It is nota question, as I have contended all through 
this debate, as to the difference in labor or the difference in cost. 
We can produce more 3 than the foreigner. But when you 
put on these tariff duties, the domestic manufacturer, without 
reference to the cost of labor or the cost of material, immediately 
goes up to or just under the foreign price. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But the Senator says we sell the 
American knife here, in spite of the tariff, cheaper than the sell- 
ing price of the English knife in England. 

Nr. VEST. Ofcourse we retail them. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And a better knife. 

Mr. VEST. We retail them here; there is no doubt about it; 
they are sold by the wholesaler and then they are retailed by the 
retail merchants pev quy thecountry. Iamtalking about the 
cost of the material and the cost of the labor; and there is no ex- 
cuse for putting on these enormous duties, 

Now we come to another article, the carvers, on which the 
duty has been enormously increased. There is a carver [exhibit- 
ing], the foreign cost of which is 65 cents a pair, and the duty is 
294 cents. Here is another carver [exhibiting], stag-handled, as 
it is termed by the cutlery people, the foreign cost of which is 41 
cents, and the duty upon it is 30 cents. It is a foreign article. 
The foreign cost is 41 cents, and the duty upon it is 30 cents. 

Mr, President, I contend that there is no necessity for the im- 

ition of these high duties upon cutlery. There is no necessity 

or the increase unless it is proposed absolutely to exclude these 
articles from this market and have no competition by which the 
consumers in the UnitedStates may buy them ascheaply as 1 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
offers an amendment as a substitute for paragraph 149. The 
amendment has been read to the Senate. 

Mr. WHITE. The firm alluded to by the Senator from Mis- 
souri, the Simmons Hardware Company, in St. Louis, communi- 
cated some time ago with meregarding this schedule, and I asked 
them to give a detailed statement as to the cost of various po 
knives and other cutlery, and also the foreign cost, the tariff prior 
to 1890, the McKinley Act, the Wilson Act, the Dingley bill, and 
the bill of the Senate committee. I have such a list of prices here, 
an estimate of percen , which I will insert in the RECORD. 
pod also accompanied their statement with a short letter, which 

Sr. Lovuts, May 24, 1897. 

Dear SIR: In fulfillment of our promise to send you a computation of the 
rates on cutlery under the Senate bill, we herewith inclose you a sheet which 
gives you the prevailing tariff under the various bills in perapon, beginning 
with 1864, and that proposed by the House and Senate bills. 

The Senate bill, as you have stated, has reduced the rates on cutlery rite 
materially, but not nearly as much as should be the case. The Wilson bill, as 
you will notice, is not far from an average of 50 per cent ad valorem, and inas- 
much as, with the exception of the four years that the McKinley bill was in 
operation, the manufacturers of cutlery have grown and pros under 

epe add Asal cent tariff, there can be no good grounds for a demand 

9 articles that are bought and sold by the pound, and even on 
lines of goods that are not complícated in their nature, the fic duty is by 
far the best, but on a line ME inits nature as cutlery the ad valorem 
isthe wisest from all points of view, revenue p included. 

Under the tariff which existed from 1864 to 1890 undervaluation of cutlery 
was unknown, and it was only when compound duties were put in operation 
under tbe McKinley bill that a difficulty in this direction was encountered. 
A compound system that exacts both specific and ad valorem duties on a 
complicated line like uny is a vicious and pernicious plan. It is an abso- 
lute invitation to fraud, and consequently a handicap toall honest importers. 

The Senate bill on pocketknives, with the exception of those under 50 cents 
dozen, if passed, would be substantially a reenactment of the McKinley 
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The di: lines for a change of c duties on pocketknives are 50 
cents, $1.50, 83. - gu from one c. into the other makes a difference 
of 48 cents, 60 cents, which amounts are in themselyes large profits 
on the goods, and which at a glance will show to anyone, even those not 
familiar with the im tion business, the opportunities that are offered to 
the unscrupulous in the way of undervaluation. 

We have noticed in some of the trade papers that computations have been 
made on the cutlery schedule under the Senate bill to ascertain the amount 
of revenue which it would produce. These computations are worthless and 
misleading, for the reason that in order to get information in this icular 
it is necessary to know the exact limit of importation possibility—where 
8 begins. In other words, the proper equation must be found. 

can not be done excepting by the importer himself. 


There are many kinds of pocketknives which have been imported ve $1.85 105 
largely that under the proposed bill would not be brought in at all, 5 re 7 
ment = revenue that has been heretofore received from them would be | 2.60 A oy 
utely cut off. 4 
In our communication we said nothing in reference to carvers and 22 78 82 
table knives, it being purely an oversight on our part. Now all we said in | $55 70 80 
reference to the manifest injustice of arranging a schedule of duties whereby | $75 65 14 
cheaper goods pay a very high rate of duty and the ner priced goods a low 3.75 63 108} 
rate of duty applies with equal force to carvers and table knives. TheSenate 4.00 60 104 
bill in regard to these goods has not been changed from the House bill, and 4.95 57} 100 
you will notice a carver costing 15 cents a pair pays 175 per cent duty, whereas 4.50 55i 96} 
one costing 96 cents pays only 45 per cent. Th nothing more nor less than 4.75 53i 93i 
class legislation, and will certainly be resented, inasmuch as it militates 5. 00 51i 90; 
inst the interests of the poor man, who should be protected in matters of > 50 88 


kind to a greater extent than the man of better circumstances. 
Yours, truly, 
Stunoxs HARDWARE COMPANY, 
J. W. MORTON, First Vice-President. 


Hon. STEPHEN M. WIr R, Washington, D. C. 


. OR Ie o 904 s 128: 
In connection with this letter, Mr. President, I will insert as a 82 ... — 9| i| 2 1 s 
pu of my remarks the tables given with reference to pocket 1,04 977 
cutlery. s 91i 
The bill as it is now framed treats of table knives and carvers in| +% FA 
another paragraph, and I shall there insert, when we reach it, a | 1.50 80 
table covering that subject. 1.60 115 
It is evident from an inspection of this calculation, or rather | 4% - 
this explanation of the bill, that, as the correspondent "m the| 235 917 
rates in the present Senate bill are substantially those of the Mc- | 2.60 86 
Kinley Act. The remarks made in connection with reference to HM — an 
carving knives are very suggestive. 3.95 80 14 
I repeat, it is shown that where a pair of carvers cost but 15 3.50 84 108; 
cents the duty paid is 175 per cent, whereas on a Te costing 96 | 4-9 IN 100 
cents, there is only paid a duty of 45 per cent. am informed | 500 e — 
that under the Wilson law, and the record will show it, the im- | 5.50 61 83} 
portation of this line of carvers amounts to scarcely anything. I| $95 57, 80 
can not see why an additional duty should be added. 1.00 Fi " 
I will submit the tables, and ask to have them printed in the | 8.00 48 10 
RECORD. Au 45 663 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be printed in the | '* 2 e 


RECORD, without objection. 
The tables referred to are as follows: 
POCKETKNIVES, UP TO 4) CENTS PER DOZEN, FOREIGN COST. 


Dingley. * Co US ee us — 
1.04. 50 102 4 
Tariff, 8 Other 1.16 50 98 60 
Foreign cost per | jase to | MpRin- | witson.| than | Pearl | Senate. | 1:28. 50 90 56 
ad pearl and 1.40. 50 88 54 
and | shell. 1.50 - 50 83 52 
shell. 149). Ls 5 112 72 
— gu— EEE oe y A 50 104 65i 
Fer cent. Per cent.| Per cent. Per cent. Per cent. Per cent. | 2.8. eR F3 Hh — 
50 135 25 40| 2.00 50 884 Bt 
50 15 25 402.85 50 85 811 
50 116; 35 40| 3.00. 50 83 50 87 
= i = 40) 3.25- 50 ITI 50 8l 
5D p 2 | 3:50: 50 107i 50 TI 
80 Fi r^ 10 £o. 50 100 50 70 
80 FA 58 . 50 94 50 64 
88 F4 88 81883 —— 50 90 50 60 
$50. 6 oS 50 86} 50 56i 
Rm 999 5 5| s» m» mw 
ONE-BLADE POCKETK 7.00: E 78} E i 
$0.44 50 7 52 133i 68 | 9.00- 50 221 50 42 
156 50 139 70 100 1453 10.00 50 70 50 40 
-68 50 1234} 62 $831 123} 1 
8 $| wd 5| wi iis 
100 30 lo 80 q^ ate SCISSORS AND SHEARS. 
1.16 50 93 60 63 911 
k 2 82 f à S dee, [E | Mexin: 
Foreign cost per dozen. to 
150 70 83 52 53i pio aioe rag ler | ley. 
200 $| m» e $9 
Su ic Per cent. em. Per cent vira s 
TWO-BLADE POCKETKNIVES. 35 45 45 155 57 
: 2 2 * & 
2 
i $| 1| e| m ie s| 4 2 8| 5 
.68 50 125 62 168 E 35 45 45 15 75 
-80 50 113 56 145 207 35 45 45 67 67 
.92 50 194 52 128 183 35 45 45 61 6 
104 50 98 [71 116 165 85 45 45 of 8 
1.16 50 93 60 106 150 35 45 45 38 
1.28 50 90 56 99 138 35 45 45 50 2 
140 50 88 5 92 198 85 45 45 45 
1.50 50 83 52 87 120 35 45 45 6 bd 
1.60 50 1125 7 823 118} 
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RAZORS. 
> | McKin- 
Foreign cost per dozen. 1864 to ley Wilson. | Dingley.| Senate. 
Per cent.| Per cent.| Per cent.| Per eent.| Per cent. 
$0.72 35 170 45 154 B5 
.96 95 134 45 120 66} 
1.20... 95 113 45 98 57 
1.4 35 100 45 85 50 
1.68... 35 90 45 
1.92. 35 & 45 
2.16 35 76 45 
2.40 35 72 45 
2.04. 35 68 45 
2.88 35 65 45 
3.36 85 60 45 
3.84 55 55 45 
4.32 35 70 45 
4.80.. 35 67 45 


Mr. WHITE. That is all Icare to observe about this particular 
paragraph. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Itis now ten minutes past 5 o'clock, 
and I hope the Senator from lowa will let us adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator wish to speak on this para- 
graph? 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Yes; I want to make some remarks, 
not long, but 1 do not want to go on this evening. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I suggest that we pass this paragraph 
for the time being, and see if we can not get through one or two 
of the other paragraphs. 

Mr. WHITE. Ithink the Senator from Iowa has noticed that 
we will come in contact with the sword section next, and I do not 
open to discuss that, as I am a man of peace; but still he ma 

himself on the same subject in paragraph 151, which wi 
have to be gone over again. 

Mr. ALLISON. That has been already argued, 

Mr. WHITE. There are one or two tables in reference to that 
subject which I desire to insert in the RECORD when we reach it. 

Mr. VEST. I intend to offer a substitute for the paragraph in 
relation to butcher knives. > 

Mr. WHITE. We have gotten along as rapidly as possible, and 
have put most of these communications in the RECORD without 


any extended reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the 
question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course, if the Senator from Arkansas de- 


sires to speak on this amendment, 3nd does not wish to go on to- 
night—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understood that we were toadjourn 
about 5 o'clock, and I have something to say on the amendments 
to these paragraphs. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishall not object if we can have some under- 


standing about 128 at 11 o'clock. That will give us another 
Nu sog we ought at least to spend five or six hours a day upon 
is bi 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. So far as I am concerned, I am not 
willing to agree to meet at 11 o'clock and shall not agree to it. We 
have in D ge faith on this side done the best we could on this bill. 

Mr. LISON. Ihave no doubt of that. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We have not delayed it for a moment. 
We have devoted our time to the discussion of the matter fully 
and fairly, and after the lengik of time we are in session every 
day I think we are sufficient ee to beallowed to adjourn. 
We have not objected to the bill being taken up in the morning 
hour immediately after the routine business, as we might have 
done, but we have gone forward as rapidly as we could conven- 
iently do so, and we think we ought to have a right to show what 
we believe to be the improprieties, the inequalities, and the injus- 
tices of this bill. We have attempted to do that in good faith, 
and I do not think the Senator ought to ask us to meet at an 
earlier hour. We are certainly getting along more rapidly with 
this bill now than with any tariff bill that has ever been passed 
by the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. There was certainly no harm in the suggestion. 
_ Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly not; and there is no harm 
in my ORE to the suggestion, I hope. 

Mr. WHITE. I hope the Senator from Iowa will also recollect 
the discouraging circumstances under which we are operating; 
when we have appealed to the other side of the Chamber with 
such forceful arguments, which would have been deemed con- 
vincing elsewhere, and haye met with a uniform adverse vote, 
except in the sole instance of the protection of anvils, we think it 
time to adjourn, that we may be able to recuperate for the mor- 
row, so that we may get some equally favorable responses from 
the other side during the next twenty-four hours. 


Mr. ALLISON. The anvil scheme was a great achievement. 

Mr. WHITE. Iam afraid the Senator from Iowa will move to 
reinstate the anvil feature when the bil! reaches the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; I will give the Senator notice that we 
shall have no trouble about that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I really wish the Senator 
from California would make a distinction when he speaks by 
adopting colors. For instance, when he speaks in favor of in- 
creasing a duty that he will put up a red flag, and when he speaks 
in favor of lowering a duty that he will put up a white SN i 
understand perfectly the Senator from Ar qud heise ONES| and 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] are for reducing duties all 
the time; but the Senator from California confuses me. I never 
know, when I am listening to him and trying to get the meaning 
of what he says, whether he is for raising a duty to protect an 
industry or reducing a duty and destroying an industry. So 
that if he will Mop. colors, as ships do sometimes, and adopt one 
color one day and another color another day, his speeches will 
certainly be altogether more edifying than they are. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHITE. Iregret that my remarks have not been able, 
owing to his idiosyncrasies, to penetrate the mind of the Senator 
from New Hampshire. I will suggest, however, with reference 
to the color of the flags—and I appeal to his own side to know 
whether I am right or not—whether the red flag is not usually 
displayed when the Senator from New Hampshire takes the floor. 
eset 

Mr. GEAR. Adutyisared flag at all times to the Senator 
from California. 

Mr. PETTUS. Imovethat theSenate proceed to the considera- 


tion of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
pore that the Senate pr to the consideration of executive 

usiness. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall not resist the motion of the Senator 
from Alabama, but I hope that Senators upon the other side will 
be able before a great while, in such pleasant weather as we have 
now, to bring themselves to the point of meeting a little earlier in 
the morning than 12 o'clock. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I think it is not usual to debate 
a motion for an executive session. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am not debating, if the Senator will allow 
me; I am merely asking unanimous consent to make a suggestion, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the 
Senator from Iowa is proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to unduly fatigue the Senators 
upon the other side who are opposing the bill. 

The PRES.DENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PETTUS], that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
45 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, June 3, 1897, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 2, 1897. 
TERRITORIAL GOVERNOR. 


el A. Otero, of New Mexico, to be governor of New Mexico, 
illiam T. Thornton, resigned. 
TERRITORIAL SECRETARIES. 
George H. Wallace, of New Mexico, to be secretary of New 
Mexico, vice Lorion Miller, removed. 
William M. Jenkins, of Oklahoma, to be secretary of the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma, vice Thomas J. Lowe, resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 2, 1897. 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 


ee G. Thompson, of Illinois, to be Assistant Attorney- 
eneral. 
DEPUTY AUDITOR FOR NAVY DEPARTMENT. 
John M. Ewing, of Wisconsin, to be Deputy Auditor for the 
Navy Department. 


Mi 
vice 


POSTMASTERS. 


David M. Donaldson, to be postmaster at South Hadley Falls, 
in the county of Hampshire and State of Massachusetts. 

L. I. Sturgis, to be postmaster at Oelwein, in the county of 
Fayette and State of Iowa. ; 


1434 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 3, 


Ada M. Bennett, to be postmaster at Miles City, in the county 

E^ . Babes to ba] t Billin; th f 
wis F. : poseen illings, in the county o 

Yellowstone and State of Montana. 

William G. Earp, to be postmaster at Swampscott, in the county 
EA Prime 3 Chatham, in th 

ge , to at ^ e county 

of Columbia and State of New York. 

Andrew J. Pollock, to be 
of Escambia and State of Florida. 

Aaron Frost, to be Sacer at Wardner, in the county of 
Shoshone and State of Idaho. 


at Pensacola, in the county 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, June 3, 1897. 
Prayer by Rev. HucH Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


e VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. MILLS, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of esentatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNINd, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
tothe report of the committee of conference on the di ing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 15) 8 ee, for the current and contin- 
gent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1898, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


the message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 15) appropriations for the 
current and contingent expenses of the ndian artment and 
for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes; and it 
was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAN ANGELO, TEX. 


Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent to call up for considera: 
tion at this time a bill reported by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds unanimously, the bill (S. 925) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at San Angelo, Tex. 

being no objection, the Senate,as in Committee of the 


There 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of | of th 


the Treasury to acquire, by purchase, condemmation, or other- 
cues bg se 8 3 —-— n Aree building, 
includi roof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, 
elevators, and approaches, for the use and eee, e of the 
United States post-office, court-house, and other Government of- 
fices in the city of San Angelo and State of Texas, the cost of site 
and building. including vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, 
elevators, and approaches, not to exceed $100,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be VERSA for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. LISON. I move that 
eration of House bill 379. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Routine business ought to be dis- 


posed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Ina moment the Chair will submit 
the motion of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secre of the Treasury, requesting that the sum 
of $1,500 be included in the deficiency appropriation bill for the 
year ending June 30, 1897, and for prior years, to meet such exi- 
gencies in the Marine-Hospital and Quarantine Service as may 
arise during the balance of the current fiscal year; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

| FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a conimunica- 
tion from the Court of Claims, transmitting the findings of the 
court in the case of David S. Parker and Forman Matthews vs, 
The United States; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VEST. I call for the regular order. 

* Mr. EM Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to intro- 

uce a 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. I want to have the regular routine 
business transacted. 


e Senate proceed to the consid- | by the Smii 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. NELSON presented the petition of Mrs. Viola Decker and 
sundry other citizens of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation for a more rigid restriction of immigration; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented sundry memorials of citi- 


zens of Brooklyn, N. Y., remonstrating t an increase of the 
duty on beer; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

_ Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Boies Penrose Repub- 
lican Club, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the repeal of the pres- 
ent civil-service law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He see presented * petition it M paris rtm 1 Pa., 
praying for the speedy passage e ing tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. PM 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying that the various interests of the United States 

properly represented at the French International Exposition in 
ted AM was referred to the Select Committee on International 

x ons. 

e also presented petitions of 31 citizens of New Stanton, of 24 
citizens of Oxford, of 92 citizens of Reading, 12 citizens of Du- 
quesne, 34 citizens of Millersville, and of 60 citizens of Williams- 
port, all in the State of P. lvania, praying for the enactment 
of legislation restricting immigration; which were ordered to lie 


on the table. 
REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 364) granting settlers the right to 
make second homestead entries, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

ARMOR FOR THE NAVY. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Printing, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be beu for the use of the Senate Committee on 
Naval Affairs, 500 copies of the hearing before said committee on May 19, 
1897, relative to armor for the Navy. £ 


UNITED STATES BOUNDARY COMMISSION. 


Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Printing, rted the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House o; 


tatives concurring), That there 
be printed as a document the Commis- 


erke C: nited States Bou y 
sion, pursuant to the convention between the United States and Mexico touch- 
ing the re-marking of the boundary line between two countries west of 
the Rio Grande, and in addition thereto 300 copies of said report for the use 
e Department of State. 
ANNALS OF THE ASTROPHYSICAL OBSERVATORY. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following concurrent resolution submitted by himself 
on the 18th ultimo, reported it without amendment; and it was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the Howse 25 . That there 
a escribi 


be preset and bound copies of a special 17 the methods 
and results of the inves tions conducted at the astrophysical observatory 
of the Smithsonian Institution, entitled Annals of the Astrophysical Ob- 


S 
shall be for the use of the Senate, 1. 


servatory,of which number 500 co 
presentatives, and 1,900 for distribu: 


copies for the use of the Hoase of 
y thsonian Institution. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 2063) to authorize 
the White and Black River Valley Railway Company to build a 
bridge across the Black River in Arkansas; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2064) to remove the charge of 
desertion from therecord of Patrick Norton, of Northboro, Mass.; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

r. TURPIE introduced a bill 16 2065) granting a pension to 
Henry F. Barnes; which was twice by its title, and, with 
the 55 referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. Mc RY introduced a bill (S. 2006) for the relief of 
Mrs. Matilda M. Fairex, administratrix of Daniel Fairex, de- 
ceased; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. RIS of Kansas introduced a bill (S. 2087) granting a 
pension to Alexander Miller, of Eudora, Kans.; which was read 
twice by ite title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 2068) granting a pension to 
John W. Smoot; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2069) granting a pension to Rebecca 
3 Meade, widow of Rear-Admiral Richard W. Meade, late 
of the United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2070) granting ẹ pension to Mrs. 
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Rebecca S. Holman; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2071) to reimburse ex- 
cessive demands from preemption and homestead settlers on an- 
nulled railroad subsidy grants; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 2072) for the relief of Cath- 
0 McCarty; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 

Committee on Pensions. 
THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. HALE. What has become of the motion made by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa? > 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Morning business has intervened. 

Mr. HALE, I ask that the motion of the Senator from Iowa be 
dis of. : 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate has heard the motion 
made by the Senator from Iowa that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of House bill 379. Isthereanyobjection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. VEST. What was the motion? Ds 

Mr. HALE. To proceed to the consideration of the tariff bill. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator's on; we have some morning 
business that ought to be atten to. Ihave a resolution here 
that I want to offer. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield to morning business, of course. 

AMERICAN SOLDIERS KILLED AT BUENA VISTA. 

Mr. VEST. I offer a resolution and ask for its immediate con- 

sideration, and in connection with it I will ask for the reading of 


a letter. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Whereas in a communication from the consul- general of the United States 
at the City of Mexico it has been stated that on account of lect and 
washing of the soil by rains the skeletons of American at 
battle of Buena Vista, on February 27, 1847, and buried near Saltillo, 
Mexico, are now exhumed and ex to the weather: 
Resolved, That the of State is hereby directed to cause imme- 


diate inquiry to be made as to the facts and communicate the same to the 
Senate, with such recommendation as he may deem proper. 

mS Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. VEST. Now let the letter from General Crittenden be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

CONSULATE-GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES, 
No. b CALLE DE SAN DIEGO, Crry or MEXICO 
(THomas T. EN, CONSUL-GENERAL), 
: Mexico, May 29, 1897. 
Hon. G. G. VEST, 
Washington, D. C. 


DEAR SIR: At the hazard of intruding on your time and patience, I in- 
close the Marie to you, which I cut from one of our daily papers of 
car. Ithink ít is a matter of such ve importance that authori- 
lies at Washington should be informed of the unfortunate condition of the 
remains of our own Federal soldiers who fell in battle in Mexico in defense 
of their etra dope: — — 1847. I hope you will give this matter some con- 
sideration, as the con n of the bones of those soldiers, if wholly true, 1s 
somewhat mortifying to the American citizens here. 


PY MIU IN THO. T. CRITTENDEN. 
This battlefield is about 500 miles from here. 
Mr. VEST. Let the newspaper slip be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
THE UNITED STATES SHOULD LOOK TO IT. 


On February 22, 1847, the anniversary of Washi `s birthday, the battle 
Buena Vista was fought near n city of Salto, and a mine A — of the 


of 
United States soldiers reservation. For a number of 


are bleac 
United re could make some arrangement with the Mexican authorities 
and protect the last resting place of the dead. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Missouri. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

SANITARIUM AT CASTLE PINCKNEY, SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. TILLMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimons consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War inform the Senate as to the cost of 
constructing suitable 


buildings at Castle ey, near S. C. to 
po used ns A imtifarium for disabled offers and ONTON inem of the Regular 
&nd Volunteer Army of the United States. 


PROPOSED SENATORIAL INVESTIGATION. 
Mr. TILLMAN, Mr. President, I rise to a question of DUM 
León mias ask the Secretary to read the clipping which I send 
e ; 
The Secretary read as follows: + 
the Haverhill Gazette, June 1, 1897.] 


that honorable body were corruptly influenced by the t 
2 karg bill, What the South 
ion carries with it great weight. It will 


the | have asked for it. I court it here, if the Senate chooses or desir 


regard to his (TILLMAN's) connection with staged 
whisky rebatos teal? ritus to have two ———— to a pte ie 
—.—.— een now and the time the tariff begins to get in its work? It 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I am well aware that Senators 
are familiar with the charges that have been recently put in the 
papers by my predecessor here, Gen. M. C. Butler. am also 
aware that peur some Senators have in their desks clippings 
from our State papers in regard to insinuations affecting my 
administration as governor. 
In connection with these matters, sir, I desire to have read a 
pet of an open letter to the people of our State which was pub- 
ished last week. The Secretary will please read the Paragraph 
8 It is an open letter from me to the citizens of Sou 
Carolina. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
When these stale slanders about rebates under my administration were 
m in circulation by the Tr and then taken up by General Butler, 


he canvass three years ago, I met them ptly vigorously at Union 
and elsewhere, and last winter I joined with Governor Evans in asking 


ay ine Sam d . oe tim d legislati ene 
n inv and re on time an. pis a ve 

one of whose members was an anti,“ incapable be ener or of being in- 
duced to cloak wrong. 

The committee coaches bong, NS. rt reflecting on the integrity or 
honesty of its management. Now the cry is “Investigate!” and while Gantt 
and no one else has or can give any sa ry reason why my administra- 
tion of the should be investigated, I desire to ask the governor to 


select a committee of citizens to enter upon an investigation immediately, 
and Iam willing to answer any inquiries made, and I doubt not that eve 
other man connected with the dispensary in any official 7 w | be will. 
ing to do likewise. Thee can not be great, and could be paid out of 
the contingent fund, and the matter is of sufficient importance, I think, to 
warrant outlay. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I am well aware of the fact 
that it is a common dodge among lawyers when a man has a bad 
case to abuse the attorney for the other side. Now, I am not the 
npn els mer’ side in this -— lama 3 the 

ni Who has more regard, it appears, for the dignity 
and the honor of this body than some other members in it. The 
attempt to distract attention from the sugar- trust scandal to my 

nal record as governor in the hope possibly that I would be 
8 from pressing this matter to the bitter end will fail, if 
that is the object in promulgating just at this moment these old 
scandals, 

No man reaches the Senate of the United States without a bitter 
struggle, and when that man comes from the plow, as I did, and 
walks into the governor's office over the prostrate political forms 
of every old leader in the State, opposed by every corporation in the 
State, opposed by every bank but two, and by three-fourths of the 
newspapers, he necessarily makes enemies, for ‘‘ He who surpasses 
or subdues mankind must look down on the hate of those below.” 
My administration of the office of governor was one long warfare 
with these enemies, and they have been utterly unscrupulous in 
using the license which the press now seems to think it has aright 
to use in insinuating and charging any and every thing. All the 
crimes in the decalogue have been laid at my door. 

But after four years’ service as governor I went before the peo- 
ple of my State as a candidate for United States Senator and can- 
vassed the State, county by county, with General Butler. These 
qune of rebate in regard to the dispensary management were 
then in the ne pers, and Senator Butler, as he was at that time, 
took them up and undertook to flyblow my character. 

Ithank God, sir, that before I went into politicsat all, theforty- 
four years of uy life had been given to building up a reputation 
for honesty, and decency, and morality, and truth which so far 
sustained me in the office that there was no proof whatever, no 
direct testimony, no basis of accusation itself, or insinuation, ex- 
cept a possibility that I had stolen because I could have stolen; 
so that when the canvass was over, after these questions had been 

upon, the people of South Carolina then gave me in the 
egislature a majority of 131 out of 160, and sent me here. 

Vow the same old stale eggs are brought forward and thrown 
at me, so as to give forth an effluvia and try to blacken me; but 
instead of shirking investigation, I court it at home, and I court 
there. If there is any man in this body who desires to have a 
committee appointed to look into my past record, I beg him to 
move the resolution, and I will support it with all the influence I 
have here, and beg that the Senate shall take the question up and 
set it at rest forever. I have no fears as to what will be proven, 
because nothing can be proven affecting my integrity and honesty. 

But. the situation is this: They demand that I shall prove a 
negative, which every lawyer and every decent man knows is 
impossible. There is not a man here who can prove that he is 
honest. It lies on the man who accuses him of dishonesty, how- 
ever, to prove that he is so before a decent man will regard him 
as dishonest, 

Now, sir, so much for that. I court investigation at home. I 
es 
to go into it. In addition to that, I say that any other man whose 
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name rests under an imputation here—and the Senate as a whole 
owes it to itself and its dignity to have these slanders and scan- 
dals and accusations more or less direct sifted to the bottom, and 
have it determined once for all whether we have rascals in our 
midst or not. 

Sir, in ing this explanation and courting investigation I 
have no personal motives whatever. I have no imputation to cast 
on any individual Senator. I am nota “sponsor” for the charges 
which have been made against the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SuiTH], as he seems to think, but I simply brought them along 
with the rest as evidence enough to warrant the Senate to clear 
itself of these accusations. 

Imove that the committee to whom was referred the resolution 
Iintroduced last week be discharged from its further considera- 
tion, and that the Senate now pass upon it and put itself on 
record, as to whether it will have the sugar scandals investigated 
and probed to the bottom, or whether it will stand accused before 
the eyes of the country of being corrupt. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

Mr. TILLMAN, I want to make a word of explanation before 
the Senator begins, and it is to this effect: Iapproached the chair- 
man of the committee [Mr. JoNES of Korada day before yester- 
day, learning he was going to leave the city, and asked him, 
A t have you done, or what do you proposo to do, in regard to 
the resolution sent to your committee?" He said, I have seen the 
other two members of the committee and notified them that I am 
ready to consider the matter and report it back. Iam going away 
to-morrow and I do not know when I will return." "Therefore it 
rests with the other two members of the committee if the resolu- 
tion has not been reported. With that explanation I am ready to 
hear the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I came into the Senate 
Chamber a moment ago. and hence am not fully aware of what 
the Senator from South Carolina has said in regard to this mat- 
ter. Itakeitthe Senator has—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have said nothing, I will explain to the 
Senator, except just what he heard. Iwas alluding to an entirely 
different subject altogether. 

Mr.GALLINGER. I presume the Senator has been discussing 
the accusation made—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Against me, individually. 

Mr.GALLINGER. .Made against the Senator in a recent issue 
of the Washington Post, and ibly other newspapers, appar- 
ently upon the authority of a distinguished gentleman who for a 
long time had a seat in this body from the State now represented 
by the Senator. 

Mr. President, I am not going to discuss that matter this morn- 
ing. The Senator has met the accusation with a denial, and we 
are bound to accept the denial the Senator has made. We are all 
aware of the fact that—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ibeg your pardon. The Senator will permit 
me. You are not bound to accept anything of the kind. I ask 
that it be probed to the bottom, and let me prove the other man 


a liar. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We may or may not dothat. That is for 
the Senate to determine for itself. I was about to observe that 
in this age every man in public life has felt the sting of accusa- 
tions that are made with such recklessness by certain newspapers 
and by our political enemies. I take it if any one of us, when 
accused, should rise here in his seat and demand an investigation, 
demand that the time of the Senate and the money that is in the 
Treasury belonging to the quove should be employed for the pur- 
pose of vindicating his character and his integrity, we would 
never pass a tariff bill or any other bill through the Congress of 
the United States. 

Mr. President, that is a matter, it seems to me, for the Senator 
from South Carolina to settle for himself. It is a newspaper at- 
tack with which the Senate, I take it, has nothing whatever to do. 
Certainly, as one mem ber of this body, I shall decline, unless I am 
forced into it, to vote to enter upon an investigation into the char- 
acter, the integrity, the reputation, or the honesty of the distin- 
guished gentleman who so ably represents the State of South Car- 
"Reg e A howe a 

ing the other matter, a single word. ew days ago, 
possibly a week ago, acting upon charges made in certain news- 
papers, a resolution was introduced by the Senator from South 
Carolina and referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, of which I chance to be a 
member. If the chairman of that committee was present to-day. 
Ishould probably not say a single word in nse to the motion 
the Senator from South Carolina has made. But as the chairman 
is not present, I feel it incumbent upon me, as a member of the 
committee, to take exception to the motion that has been made to 
discharge the committee from the further consideration of the 
resolution. 

I believe that from my induction into the Senate to the present 
timel have been a member of that committee, and.so far as I 
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now can recall, no matter has been sent to that committee that 
has not had careful and conscientious consideration. I think I 
can speak for every member of the committee this morning when 
Isay that the resolution which the Senator from South Carolina 
sent to the committee is not to be an exception, but that the com- 
mittee, in its own good time, after having examined into the mat- 
ter with the care that it is their duty to give to it, will make a 
report to this body. 

Mr. VEST. Will theSenator permit me, before he passes from 
this branch of the subject? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. I think the Senate is not without precedent in 


regard to the demand of a Senator that there should be a commit- 
tee appointed to investigate charges made against him in the pub- 
lic press. Theolder members of this body will remember that some 


yearsagoa gentleman not now a member here, ex-Senator Kellogg, 
rose in mie reci in the Senate and read a very bitter attack upon 
his personal character and demanded as a Senatorfrom Louisiana 
thata committee should be appointed to investigate those charges, 
and claimed that he had a right to that investigation Senator 
Thurman, of Ohio, who was then a leader of the Democratic side 
of the Chamber, as I very well remember, and as the record will 
show, made a reply to the Senator from Louisiana which seemed 
to me absolutely unanswerable and closed the case. 

He said that a Senator of the United States had a right to enter 
the courts like any other citizen, that his right was no more and 
no less than that of any other citizen of the country, and if the 
Senator from Louisiana wished to vindicate himself and clear his 
character he could enter the courts of the country by the ordinary 
process of law and exercise the rights of an American citizen. 
But he said for the Senate of the United States to drop its business 
and enter into the investigation of every charge made against any 
Senator would be the absolute suspension of the public business, 
There was not a single dissenting voice from that dec'aration of 
Senator Thurman, and this is the first time since that any Senator 
has intimated that we ought to stop the consideration of public 
measures in order to attend to his private character. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am obliged to the Senator from Mis- 
souri—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will you allow me a moment? 

Mr. GALLINGER. In a moment. I am obliged to the Sen- 
ator from Missouri for enforcing what I so haltingly expressed as 
being the judgment, I take it, of the more conservative members 
of this body against such investigations upon vague and indefi- 
nite charges, oftentimes instigated by malice and personal ill will. 
It seems to me that that is the only safe ground upon which the 
Senate can plant itself regarding matters such as seem to be dis- 
turbing the mind of the Senator from South Carolina this morn- 
ing. ow I will yield to the Senator from South Carolina. 

r. TILLMAN. You are very much mistaken if you think 
anything is disturbing my mind very much, least of all the in- 
vestigation which I propose. I merely made allusion to this by 
reason of the fact that the newspapers are endeavoring to get a 
fire in my rear to distract attention from the fire which | am 
pressing in front, and I expressed a willingness that I should be 
investigated personally if anyone here sees proper to make that 
line of attack. I have asked my people at home, who are more 
directly interested in this matter than anyone else, to investigate 
it. Thus far they have refused. If public opinion points that 
way, and they desire to probe this matter, they will do it. 

I merely desire to express my willingness to have the Senate do 
so as showing that I do not want one rule of conduct adopted in 
regard to the Senate as a whole and as to those Senators, all of us 
more or less directly, implicated in the accusations which emanate 
from the newspapers. The Senate as a whole to-day lies under 
suspicion; and I do not want the minds of the country diverted 
and the people diverted from the fact that Lam pressing this inves- 
tigation by the fact that I myself lie under accusation. 

If anybody wants to investigate me here or in South Carolina, I 
am willing, and I do not see why any other man here is not will- 
ing to have the Senate as a whole investigated. and know whether 
the sugar trust has paid agents in here or whether it has bought 
the Finance Committees of this body to havea schedule putin the 
bill, whether it was put in in 1894, whether we are the tools and 
paid agents of this trust, or whether we are free Senators here, 
performing our duty upon an honorable basis. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I may not have correctly understood the 
observations of the Senator from South Carolina as I entered the 
Chamber, but I received the impression from what I heard that 
the Senator asserted that aftercertain accusations had been made 
against him in his own State the people took the matter in hand 
and vindicated him from those accusations by triumphantly send- 
ing him to this body. It seems to me that that is the tribunal, 
after all, to try Senators—their constituents, their people, their 
legislatures—and if the people of South Carolina and the legisla- 
ture of South Carolina have vindicated the Senator from the 
accusations made against him, as he asserts they have, I know of 


` 
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no reason in sense or propriety or justice to the public interests 
why We should supplement that by an investigation on the part 
of this body. 

Recurring, Mr. President, to the question at issue, the facts are 
that certain newspapers made accusations specifically, as I recall 
it, first against the Committee on Finance of this body and next 
against the distinguished Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Sur]. 
Those of us who know that committee, and those of us who have 
been associated as 3 as I have been in committee work 
with the Senator from New Jersey, did not require an investiga- 
tion or a denial, believing as we do that the accusations must 
necessarily have been malicious and false—those that were made 
upon the committee as wellas those that were made against the 
individual Senator. But since those accusations have been made 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] has risen in his 
place and in behalf of the committee for which he spoke has 
entered an absolute and unqualified denial of every accusation 
that has been made against that committee. 

It is the word of NELSON W. ALDRICH, a Senator of the United 
States, against James Creelman, a correspondent of the New York 
Journal. Which of those men, under the circumstances, are we 
to believe? When Mr. ALDRICH says in behalf of himself and in 
behalf of the committee for which he speaks that every accusa- 
tion against that committee is a false accusation, without one tittle 
of truth init, are we to hesitate a moment to accept the word of Sen- 
ator ALDRICH as against the statement of a newspaper correspond- 
ent that that committee had done something that was not honorable 
as between the people of the United States and themselves? 

Further, Mr. ident 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. f 

Mr. TILLMAN. Can Senator ALDRICH and the Finance Com- 
mittee afford to deny Mr. Creelman the opportunity to prove the 
charges before a committee when his paper yesterday announced 
his willingness to appear before a committee and either prove 
himself a liar or prove the accusation? 

Mr. GALLINGER,. Suppose the Senate granted Mr. Creelman 
that opportunity, and on the next day the correspondent of some 
other newspaper made a similar accusation against the commit- 
tee, does the Senator from South Carolina say that we should halt 
in the public business and go into another investigation—— 

Mr. LMAN. Is that—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Allow me to finish. Does the Senator say 
that we should go into another investigation and waste our valu- 
able time here to give that man an opportunity to try to prove his 
accusation? And after that was over, if some other newspaper 
co ndent made another accusation similar in nature, does he 
say that we should again halt the public business and go into an 
investigation after the Senator accused or the committee accused 
has entered an emphatic and unqualified denial of the truth of the 
statement? Is that the kind of work the Senator from South Caro- 
lina would have us engage in in this moment of extreme peril and 
anxiety on the part of the American people for legislation of more 
importance than an investigation of that nature? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Now, will you permit me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. à 

Mr. TILLMAN, The way to stop this license of the press, this 
free use of ink to slander this body and its individual members, is 
when you have proven one of those men liars to bring him there 
before the bar and commit him to prison for contempt, and if he 
refuses to answer questions which will probe this matter, bring 
him there and propound them, and then say, “If you do not an- 
swer, we will commit you to jail" Until you do that you stand 
accused and almost convicted in the eyes of the American people 
as cloaking up rascality. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Fortunately or unfortunately we are liv- 
ing at the close of the nineteenth century and not in the days of 
the Spanish Inquisition, The newspaper press is not to be muz- 
zled in that way, and the correspondents of newspapers, whether 
they are summoned before the bar of the Senate or before the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, will go on and exercise their own sweet 
will (if it is not one man, it will be another) in making criticisms 
upon public men and upon the National Legislature. The Senator 
from South Carolina will not secure what he so diligently is desir- 
ing by undertaking to discipline the gentlemen of the press who, 
with so muh of earnestness, zeal, and enterprise, are carrying on 
the work of their profession. 

I was about to say a moment ago, Mr, President, supplementary 
to what the Senator from Rhode Island stated a few days ago with 
so much force and with so much effect, that the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SuiTH], a man who is well known, not only in his 
own State, but all over this land, as a man of business integrity and 
honor, whose reputation has never been attacked successfully, also 
resein his place in the Senate and made a denial in explicit and 
unqualified terms that he was guilty in the slightest degree of the 
ST that has been made upon him by certain newspaper corre- 
spondents in this country. 

Mr. President, again it is the word of a Senator of the United 


States against the word of a correspondent of some newspaper in 
some city of the American Union. 

Mr. HOAR. And the correspondent does not speak of his per- 
sonal ny 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; the charge made against the Senator 
from New Jersey and the charge made against the Committee on 


ue and indefinite charge, without specification, 
and without rit ing upon which to found a conclusion in oppo- 
sition to the explicit and unqualified denial of those Senators whom 
we all honor and respect. 

Mr. President, if that is a basis for an investigation, certainl 
if it is a sufficient basis to railroad this resolution out of the han 
ofa F of this body and into the Senate and 
through the Senate, if the Senator from South Carolina can get 
votes enough to accomplish that result, I do not understand the 
privileges and the powers that belong to the committees of this 
body. We have had that resolution in our care about one week. 
We have given it all the consideration that we could give it in ad- 
dition to our other duties, and I speak not only in my own behalf; 
but in behalf of the other members of the committee when I say 
that as soon as we have had time to give it the tull consideration 
that we think it ought to have, we will satisfy the Senator from 
South Carolina by reporting the resolution back to the Senate 
with such recommendations as we may think the subject-matter 
demands at our hands. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from New Hampshire to the fact that his side of the Chamber are 
railroading and pressing with all their might to railroad through 
this body the tariff bill, after which we will adjourn. When 
they will accomplish that, Congress will disperse, and if we are 
to have any investigation which will affect in the slightest degree 
the infamy sought to be perpetrated upon the American people 
in the sugar schedule, as reported from the Finance Committee, 
then it is time we began that investigation at once. That is why 
Iam railroading or endeavoring to railroad it. It is because the 
time is so short in which to do anything that we can not accom- 
plish any unless we move at once. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, once before in my service 
in this body we had an investigation of the kind proposed. There 
were somewhat more specific charges made then than have been 
made recently in the press. I was summoned from my seat to a 
committee room on the gallery floor, as I recall it, and had ten or 
twelve or fifteen questions propounded to me, which I was expected 
under oath to answer, and which I did. I felt then, inasmuch as 
no accusation had been made against me as an individual or a 
Senator, when no man in the newspaper press or otherwise had 
ventured to say that I had been guilty of anything during my 
service here, and especially in connection with the sugar schedule, 
which in any wise affected my honor or my integrity, that it was 
an outrage to s cs from my seat in this body to a committee 
room to answer whether or not I was a criminal. : 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
has the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator remembers that the reason why 
the committee felt called upon to call on each individual Senator 
and have him swear that he had not speculated was because the 
witness who refused to answer questions had directly exonerated 
one member, thereby leaving the rest of the Senate under charges, 
and that that man since gone to jail, which in itself in the 
minds of the country convicts this body, or some of those who 
were membersof it at that time, of being guilty of the thing which 
was charged against them, and that they lied when they swore 
they did not LS 

r. GALLINGER,. Mr. President, I am just a plain layman, 
and I look at things from what I regard as a common-sense point 
of view. lam not able to make the nice distinctions that lead to 
the conclusion that because one man in a community is exonerated 
from wrong every other man in the community lies under the 
imputation of dishonesty. I can not make that distinction in my 
mind, constituted as it is to-day. 

I say, Mr. President, I was summoned from my seat to a com- 
mittee room and MEAE as to whether or not I had been 
guilty of a dishonest and dishonorable act. I had no hesitancy in 
answering. I never owned a share of stock except in one co 
ration that took my good money and is now in the hands of a 
receiver. I never purchased a share of speculative stock in my 
life. I have rarely ever had money enough to purchase a share of 
such stock. 

Mr. President, I do not really think that there is enough in this 
matter to warrant us in going through that fiasco again. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me there? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. We have just reached a point under the de- 
cision of the court where there will be no fiasco whatever, because 
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we can call Mr. repas up and make him produce the books and 
show whether any of those men speculated or not; and until you 

do that the Senate lies convicted in the minds of the public of hav- 
ing speculated and lied out of it. 

. GALLINGER. Mr. President, again I am unable to settle 
in my own mind whether we can do that or not. Mr. Chapman 
has been put in jeopardy once* lam not quite sure that he can 
be put in jeopardy again for the same offense. But, however that 
may be, this matter is to-day in the hands of a committee. Two 
members of that committee, at least, are men who do not need 
defense either from myself or from the Senate as a pii They 
are honest men. They have taken up this matter with a con- 
scientious determination to reach a conclusion that will be just to 
all parties interested, and it does seem to me that it is an imperti- 
nence on the part of the Senator from South Carolina—and I use 
the word not in an offensive way—it is am impertinence for the 
Senator from South Carolina to come in here and undertake to 
discharge that committee from the further consideration of a 

resolution that they have had in their hands only a few days, at a 
time when the Senate is engaged in the consideration of a great 
public question that gives every Senator very little time for the 
consideration of other matters. 

Mr. President, I do not know what the report of that commit- 
tee may be, but in the interests of fair play, in the interests of 
just treatment to the committees of this y, I protest with all 
the vigor I am capable of using against any action of the Senate 
that will degrade that committee by summarily wresting from it 
a subject-matter that they now have under consideration, and 
which they have à Rp to hold in their possession a sufficient 
length of time to enable them to reach a conclusion satisfactory 
to themselves. Ofcourse,if the Senate chooses to do this, I will 
not complain, but I do not believe the Senate will do anything of 
the kind. 

Mr. President, I do not care to occupy any more of the valuable 
iime of the Senate. I have no disposition to cut off debate, but I 
conclude by giving notice that after a reasonable discussion I 
more to lay the motion of the Senator from South Carolina on the 
table. 

Several SENATORS. Make the motion now. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will make the motion now, but will yield 
to any Senator who desires to be heard before the motion is put. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I just want to answer briefly 
the accusation of ‘‘impertinence” against me in endeavoring to 
take this matter from the committee. I would never have made 
this motion but for the fact that 1 had consulted with the chair- 
man of the committee before he left here, and he assured me that 
he had tried to get the other two members to consult with him 
and determine the course they would pursue, and that he was 
ready at any time to report the resolution back to the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, on that 
very day the committee had a formal meeting and considered this 
matter, but did not reach a conclusion. 

Mr. TILLMAN. They could not because the other two mem- 

"pers overruled the chairman. 

2 GALLIN GER. I beg the Senator's pardon, that is not the 


et. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I only infer that it must have been the fact 
from what the chairman told me. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is im ible that the chairman 
could have made any such statement, use it was not true. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is not impossible, because he did make the 
statement to me, and will not deny it when he returns here. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I undertake to say thatthe chairman 
of the committee when he returns will not make any such state- 
ment in this Chamber. 

Mr. TILLMAN. What the chairman said was that he had noti- 
rapi he and the Senator from New Hampshire that he was ready 
to take the matter up, and he tried to get you in the committee 
room or some other room, where the matter could be considered. 
The chairman will not deny that. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. He will deny it. He had secured a 
room for consultation, and a consultation took place, and I went 
to the consultation. We considered the subject and talked about 
it. But when the Senator from South Carolina says that the 
chairman of the committee said that the subject was not consid- 
at, I am sure that he made no such statement, because it is not 


e. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I merely inferred that from what the chair- 
man told me before he went away. 
Now,in reference to this indignity which it is said is bei 
pucas upon this committee, it is not a question about whi 
committee need feel so much concern. Every Senator here 
has been considering this matter.individually, and has made up 
his mind as to what he wants. I see a statement in the newspa- 
rs that the Republicans had a caucus on this matter at some 
ner somewhere. I suppose that is a lie, too. 
I see also a statement in the newspapers that the Democrats 


have declared that they do not want the old scandal reopened; 
that they are willing to take up a new resolution to investigate 
the present scandal; but I am perfectly impartial so far as party 
is concerned. 

I seek to go into the old matters, since Mr. Chapman has been 
tried and it has been decided that these two other men should be 
turned loose, and that the Senate can ask these questions and force 
answers. I do not want to investigate the new scandals and leave 
the old ones out. If there was rascality in 1894, I want to know it; 
and if there has been rascality since then, we ought to know it. 
The American people have some rights which the Senate is bound 
to respect, and it will rest with you gentlemen, by your votes, if 
ya lay this measure on the table, which will be the death of it, 

convict yourselves in the eyes of the people as being desirons 
to cloak a fraud by being unwilling to open it up. I have nothing 
more to SE 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ihope the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will withdraw his motion and allow me a moment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly, with pleasure. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate will report this resolution 
back unless the Senate chooses to discharge the committee from 
the further consideration of the resolution. But, as one member 
of that committee, Mr. President, I can not shut my eyes to some 
facts that impress themselves very strongly on me. Terisa the 
Senate of the United States as a pod Tus e body. Ibelieve the 
members of the Senate of the United States are gentlemen—as a 
rule. [Manifestations of applause in the galleries.] 

But when we undertake to assume to ourselves all the virtue 
and all the honesty there is in this country, and to determine that 
weare going to undertake to pass on the qualifications of our 
members—gentlemen who have been elected here time after timo 
to seats in this body, and have come here to represent the people 
of their States—we are assuming a good deal. If this Government 
is not a mistake, if itis not a failure, the people of our country 
ought to be capable of selecting their Senators. 1f the people of 
the States and if the legislatures are honest, they want honest men 
to represent them. If they are men of intelligence, they want 
men of intelligence to 8 them; and I respectfully submit 
that when the Senate of the United States undertakes to pass upon 
the question as to whether sovereign States have sent men of 
respectability here, we ought only to proceed upon the gravest 
occasion and when the circumstances are such as to impel action. 

Mr. President, if a charge is madein a magistrate's court against 
a fellow for stealing a chicken, there must be the solemnity of an 
affidavit behind the prosecution, or else the man will not be pro- 
ceeded against. There must be some solemnity about the pro- 
ceedings; and I submit to the Senate that the fact that a man is a 
member of this body, bearing the credentials of a sovereign State 
and the indorsement of the people of his State, who have perhaps 
ue him here time after time, should at least weigh for some- 

ing. 

Under these circumstances, I believe it is a duty that this com- 
mittee owes to itself and owes to the Senate that when a proposi- 
tion of such a grave character as this is submitted for considera- 
tion the committee shall take time to consider the question fairly 
and fully and dispassionately. 

I have no tem in this matter. I believe that the Senate 
ought to look fairly and fearlessly into any accusation that comes 
here with a sufficient degree of force to induce it to believe thatit 
rests on any substantial foundation, but I do not believe that the 
Senate ought to be started off lightly on every proposition, made 
by some man who, perhaps, with the greatest honesty in the 
world, has been imposed upon, 

We hear rumors all around on the street by which persons are 
made to believe that things exist even when they do not exist, and 
charges are made by newspaper correspondents, who, without an 
disposition to misrepresent the truth, can be imposed on as well 
as other men. They hear these stories worked up from different 

uarters until they believe that there is something in them, and 
the desire that unfortunately controls newspaper men to a great 
extent, to be first to get the news and to produce a sensation, some- 
times precipitates men, who do not mean to do injustice or wrong, 
to give currency to statements which really ought not to find their 
way to the public. 

Under these circumstances, it seems to me that the Senate ought 
to proceed calmly and deliberately. If the Senate chooses to dis- 
charge the committee, 1 havenothing tosay. Iam punte will- 
ing for it to do so if it wants to, but if it wishes to leave the mat- 
terin the hands of the committee, the committee will act in a 
reasonable time. 

The Senator from South Carolina said that the Senator from 
Nevada told him that he was going away in the afternoon and 
that he did not know when he was coming back. The Senator 
from Nevada told the Senator from New Hampshire and me that 
he would be back to-morrow. Ido not know when he will be 
here, but I believe he will be here to-morrow. 
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I think this matter will be taken up in the committee and dis- 


osed of at the proper time. Iam perfectly willing that the Sen- 
m shall take its own course. Iam notprepared tosay that 1 am 
in favor of anything being done further than I have already indi- 
cated to the Senate. I shall nof act hastily, and no effort, no 
motion to disc the committee is going to produce any haste 
on my part. I will go ahead, if the Senate trusts the committee 
with the investigation of the subject, and examine it to the best 
of my ability. 

Ido not understand the full force of the Senator's ground of 
complaint in speaking of the great desire to get this resolution 
back to the Senate by charging that there was some effort to fire 
in his rear, and that there must be some effort to relieve him 
from that. Mr. President, the Senator seemed to me to be un- 
fortunate in that reference. The first charge of this sort that has 
been mentioned here this RE vee the one published in a 
n per by ex-Senator Butler about the Senator from South 
Oarolina, Six hours later the Senator from South Carolina brings 
into the Senate his resolution, and it does not seem to me that he 
can make out a case against the other side of firing in his rear 
under the circumstances. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. TILTIatAx] stated that a vote to lay his motion on the table 
would end the entire investigation. This matter has been referred 
to the committee but a few days, and the Senator from Arkansas 
pes JONES] who sits near me has, as everyone in the Senate 

ows, been diligently at work endeavoring to reform this very 
3 tariff bill, I regret to say without very much success, 

ut, however, he has been doing something in that direction; at 
all events, he has been very busy. He has been occupying his 
sent in the Chamber and at work here all the time. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones] is necessarily absent. 
I hada conversation with him just before he made his present 
trip. Heisinthecity of Philadelphia, and will be back very soon. 

8 perfect and entire confidence that the committee will take 
the matter up and report it back, and if the Senate do not like 
the report kg Apes act as they wish to act. But as the matter 
now stands I do not feel justified in convicting that committee of 
disregarding its duty, and the majority of the committee being 
present in the Chamber, informing us that the matter is under 
consideration and will be reported back as soon as practicable, I 
shall vote to lay the motion on the table; and when the resolution 
comes before the Senate, I shall act as under the circumstances 
seems to me p 

Mr. HOAR. I demand the regular order on the motion to lay 
on the table. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator will withhold that one 
moment. I just want to say a word, and then I will quit. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; I will withdraw the demand; but it 
seems to me we are wasting a good deal of time. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senators who are members of the com- 
mittee, and who are nt, having assured us that the resolution 
will be reported back, and that it will not be buried, and as I have 
no intention—not the slightest—of casting any imputation on the 
committee of dereliction of duty, if the Senator from New Ham 
shire will permit me after he has made the motion to lay on the 
table, I will withdraw the motion to have the committee dis- 
c , and we wil await the deliberations of the committee, 
and act upon the question when it comes up without the in- 
fluence that would now cause a many Senators who are in 
favor of the resolution to vote to lay the motion on the table. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What I have said has not been said 
with any idea or hope of such a course pang takna. I should pre- 
fer to have the Senate express itself upon this subject, since the 
question has been raised. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator has the right to withdraw the mo- 
Hom. under the rule, at any time before the yeas and nays have 


called. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina 

. TILLMAN] moves that the Committee to Audit and Control 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate be di from the 
further consideration of the resolution which he offered on May 
28. The Senator New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] moves 
to lay og motion on the table. Is Senate ready for the 
uestion: 
* Mr. BERRY. The Senator from South Carolina asked to with- 
draw the motion, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not so understand him. 
The Chair understood the Senator to say that he was willing to 
withdraw it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I asked to withdraw it and let the committee 
act, but I am willing to let it go one way or the other. 

The VICE-P ENT. e Chair understood the Senator 
from South Carolina to say that he was willing to withdraw the 
motion if the Senator from New Hampshire would permit him 


to do so. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Well, the Senator from New ire not 
having spoken, I thought he assented to the MR mai 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina 
has the undoubted right to withdraw his motion if he so desires. 
What is his desire in the matter? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of course I withdraw it under the circum- 
stances, because I have no intention of reflecting on the honesty 
or the integrity of the committee. > 

Mr. G INGER. I did not know that the Senator fro 
South Carolina appealed to me at all, Iam perfectly willing that 
he shall withdraw his motion. 3 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn, the Chair 
understands. Is that correct? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes, sir; I asked that. 

THE TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. I call for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is called for, the 
title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 
Government and to encourage the industries of the United States. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope, now that the Senator from Iowa has 
submitted his request to havethe tariff billlaid before the Senate, 


that we may be permitted to present morning business. 

The VICE-P DENT. the Senator from Iowa with- 
draw his request? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not. 


Mr. BUTLER. It would have been very easy for any Senator 
to object to the request of the Senator from Iowa, and I rose to do 
so; but at least one Senator near me assured me that it was the 

urpose of the Senator from Iowa to have the bill laid before the 
Ere and that then we could present morning business, I 
could see no objection to that course, and so I interposed no objec- 
tion. Certainly the Senator from Iowa does not desire to compel 


Senators who have morning business to object when he es 
such a request hereafter. 
Mr SON. Icertainly yield for morning business. I did 


not understand the Senator from North Carolina to interpose any 
objection to my request, but if he or any other Senator has morn- 
ing business to present, I am . Willing to yield to it. 

r. JONES of Arkansas. Lou stated that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I stated that. I yield to the Senator from 
North Carolina. He need not be disturbed about the matter. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood the Senator from Iowa to say 
that he would yield to morning business, and I rose for the pur- 
pose Rd cepe une business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the Chair 
will receive morning business. 

Mr. BUTLER. I present a memorial of several firms en 
in the lumber business in my State, protesting against the reduc- 
tion of duties and the placing on the free list of certain articles in 
the tariff bill. Inasmuch as the memorial is short and signed by 
a number of large firms, I ask that it be read at the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be read, if there 
be no objection. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the memorial, but before con- 
eluding was 8 by 

Mr. ALLISON. Thope the Senator from North Carolina will 
not ask to have that communication read. It relates, I suppose, 
to one or two schedules of the tariff bill. I have no objection to 
its being printed in the RECORD. The lumber schedule will be 
under consideration, I hope, some time to-day. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well; that will answer. 

The VICE-PRESID The memorial will be printed in the 
RECORD, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. : 

The memorial was ordered to lie on the table and be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

WILMINGTON, N. C., May 24, 1897. 
To the honorable the Senate of the United States: 
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POSTAL TELEGRAPHS AND POSTAL SAVINGS BANKS. 


Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Whereas on A) FA -z 
postal savings banks 6^ foreign 


d 
der date of May 27, pte that the 
rom the State 


olved, That the MEST to 
secure and send to the Senate the reports received by the State Department 


INCOME TAXES. 


Mr. BUTLER. Iintroduce a joint resolution, which I ask may 
be read at length. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution (S. R. 47) to 
amend the Constitution of the United States, giving Congress the 
power to lay and collect income taxes was read the first time by 

ts title, and the second time at length, as follows: y 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States o 
America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of both Houses concurring therein 
That the following article be proposed to the l tures of the several 
States as an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, whi 
when ratified by three-fourths of said legislatures, shall be valid asa 
of the Constitution, namely: 

ARTICLE XVI. 


e Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes on all incomes, 
less of the source from which the income is derived or acquired; but 
all income taxes shall be uniform throughout the United States. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iaskthat the joint resolution be printed and 
lie on the table; and I give notice that to-morrow morning, dur- 
ingthe morami hour, Í shall submit some remarks upon the ques- 
tion, and I shall ask the Senate at an early day to consider it. 
un VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will lie on the 

e. 
THE TARIFF BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Gov- 
ernment and to encourage the industries of the United States, the 
pending question being on the amendment of Mr. VEsT to strike 
out paragraph 149 and insert: 

149. Penknives, etknives, or knives, and erasers or manicure 
knives of all mos parts Meere IS or partially manufactured, in- 
cluding such as have corkscrews, file blades, or manicure blades, each of 
which shall be held to be a blade, if valued at not more than 40 cents per 
dozen, 10 cents per dozen and 15 per cent ad valorem; all others having but 
one blade, 40 cents per dozen and 20 per cent ad valorem; if having but two 
blades, 60 cents per dozen and 20 per cent ad valorem; if havi: ut three 
blades, 80 cents per dozen and 20 per cent ad valorem; if having four blades 
or more, $1 per dozen and 20 per cent ad valorem: Provided, t no article 
o the above named shall pay & higher rate of duty than 70 per cent ad 

orem. 

Razors or razor blades, finished or unfinished, valued at not more than $4 
per dozen, $1 per dozen; valued at more than oper dozen, $1.75 per dozen, 
and in addition thereto, on all razors and razor blades, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Scissors and shears, finished or unfinished, 45 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, the ding amend- 
ment proposes to continue the rate on pocket cutlery in the pres- 
entlaw. The proposition submitted by the bill as it came from 
the House was one of the largest increases over the present law 
that was proposed in this bill, The Senate amendment modifies 
the rates as they came from the Honse quite materially, and the 

graph as proposed by the Senate committee is nothing like so 
objectionable as the proposition as it came from the House; yet 
the present proposition seems to me to be extreme and unreason- 
ably high and absolutely without justification. It seems to me 
that the Senate ought not to lose sight of the facts bearing upon 
this question. 

On yesterday the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE} had 
& table printed in the RECORD which I hope Senators have 
read, showing the enormous increases in the rates on cutlery, I 
believe exceeding 400 per cent on certain classes of cutlery in the 
schedule as it came from the House of Representatives, and 250 
or 270 per cent in the pro schedule. The truth is, that these 
high duties or that any duties over 60 or 70 per cent are practi- 
cally prohibitory. If such provisions as these are embedded in 
the law, the result must necessarily be that there will be no im- 
portations of the low grades of cutlery which come now from 
abroad, and none of the high-class cutlery comes here now, or 
practically none. The carvers, the table cutlery, and others are 
altogether in the hands of the American manufacturers. It seems 
to me the American people are entitled to the right of competi- 
tion between the producers abroad and here on something like 
fair terms. 

I hold in my hands a comparative statement showing the effect 


3 of importations, valued at from 50 cents to $1.50, 
as was stated yesterday by the Senator from Missouri, is by far 
the largest importation. 1 believe, however, that the Senator did 
not give the fi to the Senate, and I will do so. 

There were imported of goods valued at between 50 cents and 
$1.50 per dozen, $848,888.22, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. When? In what year? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is the importation of this class 
of knives for the last fiscal year. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There is a mistake about that. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This statement was made up by a 
man who is thoroughly skilled in these matters. He says he took 
it from the statistics. I do not think there is any doubt about it, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is right here in the statistics— 
963,000 dozens, valued at $393,000. In 1896 there were 444,000 
dozens, valued at $375,000. 

x WHITE. To what does the Senator from Connecticut 
refer? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Iam referring to the compara- 
tive statement. 

Mr. WHITE. What paragraph? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Paragraph 149, the bracket between 
50 cents and $1.50 a dozen. The Senator from Connecticut, I 
think, is somewhat in error, The subdivision to which he alludes 
seems to give the importation for 1890. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Oh, no; it gives the importations 
under the laws of 1890 and 1894, respectively, for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1893, and the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator, I believe, read the im- 
portations at 363,156.65 dozens. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That was the importation for 1890, 
as shown by the comparative statement which the Senator has 
before his 5 5 5 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator is certainly mistaken. 
If he will look in the column in front of that, under the head ** Year 
ending rone 80,” he will find that the importations are for 1898 
an 2 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I still think the Senator from Con- 
necticut is mistaken. Let me read: 

Valued at more than 50 cents per dozen and not exceeding $1.50, 1890. 


Then the figures are run out. Yes; the Senator from Connect- 
icut is correct. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes; that is the law of 1890, and 
es — are run out for the year 1893. That is the importation 
or : 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, the Senator is correct about it. 
Valued at more than 50 cents a dozen and not exceeding $1 per dozen. 


Then it gives the importation for 1896. There does not seem to 
be any subdivision in the Dom pare statement, giving the im- 
portations between 50 cents a dozen and $1.50 a dozen. ‘‘ Valued 
at 50 cents a dozen and not exceeding $1 per dozen,” 444,000 
dozens, valued at $375,000. And then, * valued at $1 per dozen 
and not exceeding $1.50." The two should be added together, 
and the two, I presume, will make the figures I have. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What are the figures which the 
Senator has? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Six hundred and forty-eight thou- 
sand eight hundred and eighty-eight dollars and twenty-two cents. 
It is very easy todetermine. It can be done in a moment. 

Mr. P. of Connecticut. I think the Senator is practically 
right about it. 

r. JONES of Arkansas, After making the calculation I find 
it is exactly right, Mr. President. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The classification is divided here. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Yes. I think the Senator's error 
came from the fact that he did not notice that there was a sub- 
division in the classification. ; 

So the figures as stated by me showing theimportations for last 
m of knives between 50 cents a dozen and $1.50 a dozen, $648,- 

.92, are correct, and upon that the duty under the Wilson Act 
would be $354,588.69. 

The importations of pocket knives valued at from $1.50 to $3 a 
dozen amounted to $254,277.38, and the importations of knives 
valued at $3 per dozen and over were $248,000. 

Mr. President, this shows that by a large margin, as was stated 
by the Senator from Missouri yesterday, the importations of 
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pocket cutlery come in the class between 50 cents a dozen and $1.50 
a dozen. I will include the table in my remarks. Iseeby a note 
ntthe foot of the table that, according to the calculations made by 
the gentleman who prepared this statement, the Wilson tariff woul 
make these importations produce $691,032.61, while he estimates 
the tariff to be derived from the Dingley bill on the same sched- 
ules to be much less. 


Comparative statement showing the effect on revenue of Dingley tariff on pocket- 
8 in comparison with the G T 


ect of Wilson tariff, based on imports for 
fiscal year ending June, 18596, according to Mr. N.. C. Ford's statistics. 


Duty. 
Total. 
Wilson. | Dingley. 

Importation of pocketknives valued at 

not more than 50 cents a dozen 3149 FOB IP orm ooo E A d etri ete 
Duty; Wilson GE e 
Duty. Dingley tariff (average duty 513 

rr us vexseksinsesRd a onces $15, 881. 88 
Importation of ketknives valued at 

from 50 cents 50 per dozen ........ LL DRED dE Sec 
Duty. Wilson Cantilo E E Sa ez. 954, 588. 00 


cen goods which are excluded by 


excessive duty, leavin, 
which could be im: 


Duty. 
cen 
excessive duty, leaving $165,280 whic! 
could be imported, uses duty on 
which would be about 85 per cent 


ilson 
18 tariff (deducting 35 per 


Importation of pocketknives valued at 


| 146, 796. 72 
1,300, 762. 76 091,082.61 | 490, 188. 64 


Wilson tariff as a revenue producer $691, 082. 61 
Dingley tariff as a revenue producer .......................... suu. 496, 188. 04 


In 1892 there were imported into this country of pocketknives 
not over 50 cents a dozen, 324,890 dozens; from 50 cents to $1.50, 
235,000 dozens, and between $1.50 and $3, 72,173 dozens, and over 
$3, 28,977 dozens. 

The values between 50 cents and $1.50 were 84 per cent of the 
total importations; the values from $1.50 to $3 were 11 per cent of 
the importations, and the values over $3 per dozen were 4} per 
cent of the importations. 

This was in 1892, and it shows how strongly the statement of 
the Senator from Missouri is corroborated by the figures. 

Mr. GEAR. Ithink the Senator is mistaken about the number 
of knives at the rate of $3 a dozen and upward. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In 1892? ere is nothing in the 
comparative statement about 1892. The importations for the year 
1893 cri there, I 33 

Mr. GEAR. It is 29,000 dozens, showing a large increase. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Twenty-ninethousandini1893? In1893 
there were imported of knives not over 50 cents per dozen, 437,555 
dozens; between 50 cents and $1.50, 363,000 dozens; between $1.50 
and $3, 81,263 dozens, and over $3, 29,283 dozens. But still in 
1893 88 per cent of the total importations were of the knives 
between 50 cents and $1.50 per dozen. That is the point we were 
endeavoringtoestablish. Of knives between $1.50 and $3 per dozen 
theimportations were 9 per cent; of those over $3 per dozen there 
were but 3 per cent, showing that the present market is absolutely 
in the hands of the American manufacturers. They do not com- 
pete with the Germans in the low class of knives. They do not 
undertake to do so, and there can be no justification for impos- 
ing such high taxes upon these knives except to render it impos- 
sible for the American people to buy the low-class knives and 
compel them to buy the higher-priced class of knives made by 
the erican manufacturers. ere can be no other purpose. 

In 1894 there were imported of knives costing not over 50 cents 
a dozen, 205,000 dozens; from 50 cents to $1.50 per dozen, 180,714 
dozens; from $1.50 to $3 per dozen, 39,546 dozens; over $3 per 
dozen, 13,000 dozens, making again 88 per cent of all the impor- 
tations between 50 cents and $1.50, 9 per cent between $1.50 and 
$3, and 3 per cent over $3. 

In 1895 we have the same story—not over 50 cents, 533,000 doz- 
ens; between 50 cents and $1.50 568,000 dozens; between $1.50 and 
$3, 118,916 dozens and over $3, 49,000 dozens, making 88 per cent 
of the PU S gg between 50 cents and $1.50, 8} per cent be- 
a $1.50 and $3, and 34 per cent on knives costing over $3 per 

ozen. 

In 1896 the figures were practically unchanged. Of knives cost- 
ing not over 50 cents there were imported 449,000 dozens; from 50 
cents to $1.50, 647,000 dozens; between $1.50 and $3, 115,000 dozens; 
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over $3, 54,000 dozens, or 861 per cent of the 8 between 
50 a and $1.50, 9 per cent between $1.50 and $3, and 44 per cent 
over $3. 


Comparative statement of importations of pocketknives and erasers. 


Per cent 
Number of impor- 
tations. 


Class. of dozens. 


I submit these figures to show the absolute correctness of the 
statement of the Senator from Missouri yesterday, when he stated 
generally that by long odds the largest part of the importations 
came within these two prices, 50 cents and $1.50 per dozen. 

_Yesterday some allusion was made toa letter written by the 
vice-president of the Simmons Hardware Company, of St. Louis, 
Mo. It is a strong letter, well written, by a man who is absolute 
master of his business. I understand it 1s the largest hardware 
omamy in the world. They are men who are thoroughly 
familiar with their business. 

The man who writes the letter is an old, trained, and skilled 
hardware man. He writes the letter in a temperate, reasoning 
style. It is addressed to Mr. MORRILL, chairman of the commit- 
tee. Ihave a copy of it, and I propose to read it to the Senate, 
for I think it is worthy of consideration by all Senators. 1t is 
dated April 29, 1897, and says: 

Being the — 1 importers and dealers in the United States in guns and 
cutlery. we feel that we are at liberty to encroach ue your time to a lim- 
ited extent, and ask your consideration to the facts that we are able to pre- 
sent to you in relation to the pro duties on these We have pur- 

ly postponed doing this until a time when we could feel positively sure 
n regard to the feelings that these duties, if e ; would create, as we do 
not want to deal in conjectures, but solely in facts. 

We have 181 salesmen on the road, 3 for us 
Territory excepting those in the extreme East. As guns and cutlery are 
more largely sold in the fall than at any other time. it is a custom with us 
to take orders for them for fall shipment, and we have not this year made 
anexception. In co uence, however, of the pending tariff legislation, it 
has been necessary for us to protect ourselves and sell for fall shipment only 
under certain conditions. 

* Self-preservation is the first law of nature," and all business houses are 
protectionists when there is any element of doubt in regard to what prices 
may prevail in future. Our salesmen of n ty have to be informed in 
regard to the changes that the Due bill as it has the House would 
create, if enacted, on the goods they sell. They have n, ever since the bill 
passed the House, taking orders for.fall shipment under the following condi- 


tion: 

“It is understood and agreed that prices are subject to any advance that 
may be created by the enactment of a new tariff bill prior tothe time of ship- 
ment; that is to say, that the exact difference between the duties on these 
goods under the present tariff and of any one that may be enacted in the 
meantime is to be added to prices.“ 


And yet we have gentlemen on the other side telling us again 
and again that the tariff is not added to the cost and is not paid 
by the consumer, that itisan ingenious method adopted by the 
American people to compel foreigners to pay our taxes and that 
our citizens do not pay it at all. Here is a letter written by one 
of these gentlemen to the chairman of the committee, giving full 
information of the exact terms of the contract they make in pro- 
posing to sell their goods. 


Our salesmen are of all sorts of political leanings and opinions, yet tariff isa 
matter of business that affects 


em, their customers, and their customers’ 
customers, 


We are now in position to state that the a pee duties on these goods 
are unwise and will be resented. On general principles it can be safel 
stated that any cause is weak where ties resort to resentations a 
misstatements to ve their en This has been done by both parties 
representing the gun and cutlery manufacturers, : 


in every State and 


e proposed tariff 
j i ue not only of the M. 
great y 
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manufacturers,stated before the House 
ho visited E for this particular - 

r, who urope fo 
from England and 


Mr. Hunter, representing the gun 
— and . d that Knie information was obtained in 


treasurer eral manage 
— He said tran cpm better grades of guns came 
France sends us nothing — in the gun line, and a 
of the higher grades comes from Germany and Belgium. He 
that the importers had undervalued guns by impo them in 
of in whole, his idea being to insinuate that the importers 
dishonorable methods. 
The manufacturers themselves were instrumental in ha 
tariff arranged so that parts of which they themselves 
be brought inata low rate of duty. The intent of the law was mi oe com- 
pees guns should not be separated and n in under that classification, 
e language of the law permitted this, and the decision finally rendered 
was that the fos. were entitled to bring them in according to the lan- 
and not the intent of thelaw. The 3 that the importers took 
5 matter was purely a business one, with no intent whatever to deceive. 
In our own case we were very particular to tell the officials of the custom- 
house in our own city just what we intended to do, and that they could ap- 
the as they undoubtedly would, at the fuli valuation as complete 
and we on our part would pay same ‘under protest and have the case 
— by the courts. It was also stated bef e committee, that under 
the operations of the Wilson law the importations of firearms had increased 
enormously, and thatif the American manufacturer was to hold the Ameri- 
can ied McKinley rates must be restored. 


In this connection, about the importation of firearms having 
increased enormously, I will state that Government statistics 
show that we exported $770,862 worth of firearms and imported 
$617,235 worth. 

Mr. GRAY. Under the Wilson Act? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes; last year. 

There has been no 2 in imports of guns under the Wilson bill to 


resor 
the €— 


of. Under the McKin bill guns were im rted in parts and classi- 
as “manufactures of ren or of iron,” and „ E do not 
he period in which cKinley 


is eiu the statistics of gun imports for t. 
wi 


as in operation. 
rts of firearms in JENA 


Te ger mig of im 17. (Rare verts 
was on! gt peor me uo 
‘or 1893 and 1894, which, for reaso: 
below the statistics. faethe tack tom MEREN 


Bik cetera are misleading, is far 
which are as follows: 


wn property. It was put down at $400,000, and the company was 
capitalized in the new trust, under the McKinley Act, at $1,600,000, 
eee eee of Connecticut. Does the Senator Say that is the 
E = ees the four companies or either of them? 
ees SON This letter says it was a prospectus 
put out by Moses. T Taimtor & Holt. Ihave the full prospectus and 
will present it to the Senate, so that the Senator can see exactly 
T itp rts to come from. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Itis unauthorized. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It was put out by Messrs. Taintor & 
€ of New York City, in behalf of the United States Cutlery 
mpany, and they stat in the prospectus that the purpose was 
to 8 the four companies. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Now will the Senator let me say 
one word about that? 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. With the test Mi ere 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. When it was found out by the 
companies which they proposed to sell, it was repudiated by them 
publicly and never was carried into operation. 
Mr.JONES of Arkansas. I wasnot aware of that fact. My 
8 aoa that it had been organized and had become the 
operating pany. Iwill interrupt the reading of the letter 
right 5 5 er read the whole of this, since the question has been 
raised by the Senator from Connecticut. I know, of course, that 
what the Senator from Connecticut states is true. I do not want 
to be understood as challenging the 5 of anything he 
says, so far as his information goes. I will simply submit to the 
Senate these facts as they come to me . what 1 consider repu- 
table sources in New York, from dealers in these articles. is 
statement is made i n full, and I was assured that it is a fact: 
During the tariff h 2 American manufacturers of pocket 
8 submitted a penne cor of their several investments, which can be 


found in us Document No. 176, page 72. In that statement 
found the following: 1% ambe 


Capital. 
Miller Bros. Cutlery Company: Me iden, NS 8 $200, 000 
000-| New York oer Compan peop baa sd 100,000 
Ulster Knife Company, „000 
Walden Knife Company, Walden W yc 50,000 
. .. .. 400, 000 
Within a few months after the peewee of the M pu Lf rn doa the Lei 
knife manufacturers, by omnes advances, came toa in prices 
on the cheaper be the | of over 0 per cent. On June zn 1892, the above-nam ed companies issued a 
means of forcing with- a offering their plants for sale for $1,600,000, of which the following 
out a gun entirely or else buy something w. in the & copy: 
shape of a very much higher PROSPECTUS. 
W increase on N New YORK, June 21, 1892. 


examination of the following table: 
Breech-loading guns. 


Foreign cost. 


RRRKKRRAKH 


under the ley 


bill on guns and cutl is 
tariff but even of ihe Wer 


t refutation of the statement of the mam 


—— e n rosper sa save under the proposed new schedule. There can oe 
no better mot pros insincerity of the manufacturers uo 
cutlery in issued June os 1892, 


—— than the prospectus 
Taintor Ld Poit, of New York City,in behalf of the United S 88 
Compan: under the laws of the State, of New Jersey, from w. 
we cop lave quote, as follows: 
I have the prospectus in full, and I was thinking that I would 
pee it to the Senate, perhaps, However, I will read this ex- 


t from it: 

- ius corporation has been formed to mud unite, and take over as 
ing co! 55 four of the oldest, largest. and best-known remet pas 
inthe "Unit tes, viz, those as the Miller Bros. E xd 
Gonn; the New’ Your Mif Company, Y 

m en. an 0 
consideration for the for the] purpose is the sum of $1,000,000 in MES xA on 


And from the yeni? statement we o gmote as follows: 

“These four concerns manufacture about 65 per cent of all the pocket cut- 
lery made in the United States. They all have excellent water power, and 
&re capable of large extensions with very e outlay. b: 
witha 3 — ore twenty has steadil 
iim 

This was in 1892, ee after the passage of the McKin- 
ley law, and it is a right striking fact (I think I will demonstrate 
it before I take my seat, if I do not forget it) that these four com- 
pe gave the total value of their p , in an examination 

ore à committee of the Senate or of the louse, at 8 
the aggregate, each one stating the value of his own plant and his 


Messrs. TarNTOR & Hour, NEW YORK, 


Have been authorized to offer for subscription $800,000 of 8 per cent — 
tive preferred stock and $250,000 of — stock, as — oe Fs below: 


THE UNITED STATES CUTLERY COMPANY. 
Organized under the laws of the State of New Jersey. 
Capital stock, $1,600,000, divided into 


8,000 shares 8 per cent cumulative preferred stock of each. 000 
8,000 000 shares common stock of $100 each — —— nec ear 1 999000 
1, 600, 000 


All shares are full-paid stock and nonassessable. Stockholders will have 
no personal liability whatever. 
—— cá debt or liability. 


e com business 
The charter > of the 5 1 Seger its by-laws provide that no bond or mort- 


Erde pede ee per rear VVV 

erden that this pro tral trast Company of A of New York. 
n st Company ew Yor 

5 nts: Taintor & Hi 
Counsel: rr & Ruggles. 
Auditors: Salden, Brooks & sident: homas 
Officers: W. F. Rockw: esident; Thomas W. Bradley, vice-president, 
Directors: W. F. Rockwell, of Miller Bros. Cutlery Company, Meriden, 


He seems to have been a member of the company— 


Thomas W. Bradley, of New 3 Knife Company m — X.; E. White- 
head, of Walden Knife Com Dwight Di vine, Ellenville, 
irem George H olt. of Taintor & Holt, 

; AI 2 Nae See .J.; Charles H. Sheldon, 
Ez , of Sheldon & Binney, Providence, R. I.; A. jberlain, president Home 


made to list the securities of this company on the New 
York Stock Exchange. 


The preferred Mk will be entitled to cumulative oe dividends 
of 8 per cent per annum, payable out of the profits of the company, and will 
also rank against the assets of the company in preference to the common 


The common stock will be entitled to the su: 
in dividends, after payment of the dividend of 


And so on, giving the terms of the division, etc.: 
The vendors retain a majority of the common stock. 
Then they state the terms as to subscriptions: 


2 tion — — ia be opened at 10 o'clock a. m. on Monday, June 
d will close xm 7 June 29, 1892, at 3 o'clock p. m., at the 
ri piel of M . — Tanker S E Een 11 Wall street, New York. 


Then the following statement is submitted by the same indi- 
vidual: 


THE UNITED STATES CUTLERY COMPANY. 


— — Hase, unite, and take over as 
„ 2 te, 


and best-known prope: 


lus earnings, when declared 
per cent on the preforred 
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viz: th of the Miller Bros. Cutlery Com of Meri- 
den, Conn. the New York Knito Company, of Walden, N- "the Wald den 
Knif m: 8 en. „ and t Divine, 
LY. The conei on of 2 che DEAE f. 0 000 in io 


and common stock of the com 
1 or about July 1, 1802. 


Vendors’ statement. 


eese four concerns manufacture about 65 cent of all the pocket cut- 
PAL oa inthe United States. They all have excellent water power, aud 
are capable of large e ons with a very erate outlay. 
This business, with a record of over twenty years, has steadily grown into 
a profitable undertaking. e manufact . now a best for- 
eign makes, and it is impossible now to turn the channel of e back to the 
foreign manufacturers, 8 8 


The members whose names are given are connected with this 
concern. Whether or not they succeeded in floating their scheme 
of selling out at four times the value of their plants, it seems to me 
they must be held to their own statement as to the profitableness 
of their business and what they were likely to do in the future. 


The com acquires, free of incumbrance, all the property of the four 
concerns i In connection with their business, including real estate, build- 
ines. ane machinery, together with the good will, patents, trade-marks, de- 

etc. 
The real esta ` tterns, etc., used 
in manufacturing have ‘been valued, under oath. by Hon. 
. Childs, treasurer Ellenville Savin d ville, N. Y.; 

Uriah E. T: A ee Ellen vin; ville, 

N. V.; John R. Hays, master, Walden, N. X.; Walter C. Ste- 

vens, cashier Walden National Bank, Walden, N. V.; Judge Levi 

E. Coe, president Meriden Savings Bank, Meriden, Conn.; John 

L. Bil Meriden, Conn.; John S. Taylor, m Walden, 

E II« m Wooster, trustee W en ^ 

Wale N Wo T AGT RET EEE I ERRAT eA Een $092, 000 
Stores and d mantactared goods on hand at oo price, with cash in 

de SPOUT E E A E a N o ja -50,000 

“1,132,000 

N is 5 in the f. total for any of the patent rights, 
trade-marks, or good will, valued a Sov. 

The of — 5 concerns 


have been examined — Messrs. Yalden, 
ks & Donnelly, chartered accountants, and 8 their CER the 
steadily increased year by year, the net 


cess of the sum necessary to have 8 per cent di nds u 
ferred stock, and the — — for dividends in 1891 was 
from returns — hand since then, taking into consideration the ang 
works now in ope Fon which produced n no ROO oe January. the 
profits for 1802 may y be fairly ly estimated n han sufficient to pay 8 
per cent on the 

The ** Marks " wen ee er 
y increase a the tariff, preveni 

American houses stamped u Le sar M: 
eign houses placed on the mar rag! es 
88 gave the im 


uct is superior to the best imported 
will have opened u 8 


erican-made ee were e of poor 

d demonstrated that the home prod- 
8 8 Even if the tariff be reduced, it 

e that have been exclusively occu ied 


ds Torei 2 her stion by the t et oft the tar be 83055 ayar: : 
ond question e fact — 0 iouses in 
the coun orod beyon nd questio lies from tho Ameri- 


for lites of goods never ardora * 


hich bie have been pronounced satisfactory 

The prices u cutlery have never yet remohad ti tose which could have 
been asked by the increased rate of tariff. 

The present o nF... coms Sock ot 

com; which will be formed to take over the 

If it is aired, the t managers have agreed to the different 
works of this company at moderate salaries, the maximum of which is fixed, 
and Ys d th es not to go into of pocket cutlery 
in the United States, either y or indirectly, for se od of seven 
years, whether the 7 — pe Bs this company or not. 

The manuf: — is about 30 EA erbe cent Jur 
Pere in 1891, and their one 54 sold months ahead at the 


The value of the solid assets is mop nes and one-half times the amount 
of th m» 3 stock. which is not yy preferred as to income, but also as 
ese assets, 

Attention is specially called to the fact that the business of manufacturing 
2 still in its infancy in this country. 7 Tee small begin- 
nin; aa, ond ts e 8 
of. It Py not a business w 

ty, but, on the — ica has 


This prospectus seems to show at least that there was an effort 
made on the pe pasz or the people who had this enormous protection 
underthe Mc ey Act not only to organize a combination, they 
themselves holding 65 per cent of the total production of the 
pocketknives in this country, but at the same time to unload 
that 3 at 400 per cent above its value. This must have 
been simply the advance the McKinley Act gave them over what 

their property was worth before that bill was passed, and now we 
are increasing it here. 

But I will continue to read this letter from St. Louis: 

The real estate, buildin, ry, fixtures, patterns, 


gs, machine manufactured 
on 8 and cash in the treasury are stated, under eu. to be ae Side 
a M their patent rights, trade-marks, and good will at an 


alden, Brooks & Donnelly, chartered accountants, than whom 
there are no better in the United States, examined their books— 


I letter is about the matter concerning which I have just 
read— 


and the — states that their profits for a of over three 
were in excess of the sum necessary ve paid 8 per cen divi 
upon preferred stock, and that the monte for 1892 may be fairly 


estimated to be not less than sufficient to pay 8 per cent on 
of $300,000 and 15 per cent on the common stock, also $300 The tangible 
assets of these four concerns were $1,132,000, which, according to their state- 
ment, makes the profit on the actual investment 16 per cent per annum. The 
prospectus furt tariff be 


her states that even if the reduced it will have 


ew Lg Means 

42 0 Hearings, 8 176, —.— ak Fer only amounted 
e American manufacturers of pocket cutlery to-day control neeriy e 

entire American market on the h 


her priced which h invariabl 
much larger per cent of t than the r grades. The dener 
schedule bo to bar out abou — 5 cent of the ection 

knives tariff int —.— a 


regards 

man to pay enormously for the knives he is able fo pay for. Modern 

eee made clear to you when you consider that the importa 

lery from the year 1892 to ne ear 1897 shows that 87 
consisted of ves costing $1.50and less. The following 

table speaks for itself, and shows clearly the Dione ne po against the poor 

man's goods: 


TWO-BLADE POCKETKNIVES. 


* 


ESUEIREZER 
EFESPEERSE 


Peer 


$0.08 62 352 
80 56 920 
a2. 52 265, 

1.04 64 237 
1.16 60 214 
1.28 56 196 
1.40 54 181 
1.50 52 170 


Heer 8 
S888 888 
EZESZTEE 


The present tariff on scissors and shears is 45 per cent, —— itis 
increase this in some instances on the cheaper 
cent. Ninety-seven per cent of the shears 
this country, and, furthermore, a considerable peores Fo eai ata exported to $ to 
land. We ourselves last month took an order for over T to Eng 


England, at a very satisfactory profit to us. 


Exporting the inthese qu uantities from this country abso- 
lutely to Sheffield itself, to the headquarters of the manufacture 


of cutlery in Great Britain, and selling them there at a profit to 
our exporters, and yet insisting on increasing the over 45 
per cent, which the Wilson Act now gives. 


ER RM OE MN CB ATS Tiger d ré noS ae AAE COURET NE 
all, nor, in our opinion, are the SETA 90 fe 
The t duty on razors nr dost enya a 55 


peculía; 
If E — a 8 of 45 per cent have not gained s a foothold 
in our country, as has m the case with certain classes of scissors and 
razors, it clearly proves that bor Ant not indigenous to the on and have no 
right to exist here, and all legislation intending to increase enormously the 
dut 15 on them is a direct tax on the 
e manufacturers of pocket cutlery are on record in regard to their busi- 
ness through the prospectus of the United States Cutlery pany. If the 
cutlery schedule, as it now stands in the Dingley bill, becomes effective, this 
prospectus will be made use of as showing the most inconsistent feature ever 
passed in tariff legislation, and will tend to inflame the minds of the masses, 
who are already sensitive in the extreme regarding what they consider class 
po genoa Can it be defended on any grounds whatever? Not on account 
necessity for protection; their own prospectus denies it. Not on n: 
of obtaining more revenue; duties are prohibitive. 'Their prospectus 
and the enormous per cent of duties, as shown on the table which we inclose, 
are irreconcilable, excepting as a measure to permit pools. 


Mr. President, it does seem that the a ae of these things 
must be that way. Weare assured again and again by protec- 
tionists that the 3 of tariff laws is to promote the produo- 
tion of goods in this country, and that competition amongst our 


rer people. 
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own manufacturers will bring prices down; and yet we have in- 
stance after instance, until we have instances by the hundred, in 
this country of combinations of producers to regulate prices by 
trusts, pools, or gentlemanly agreements, as they are sometimes 
called—a gentlemanly 5 to rob the masses of the people 


for the purpose of swelling the profits on their investments in 


this class of business. 

Where combinations are possible under the laws of this coun- 
try, I tell you, Mr. President, competition is absolutely impossi- 
ble. We can have no competition unless we can prevent the 
combinations of these people; and when you put these high rates 
on the articles, you are offering a premium to these people to 
combine and increase the price enormously. I could mention 
instances by the dozen where this has been done. We instanced 
a oe of them a day or two ago—nail trusts, trusts in steel rails, 
and so on. 


The people of this country in the last five or six months have had some 
very strong object lessons before them in the way of protected duties that 
are not at all necessary to manufacturers, excep for the purpose of en- 
abling them to make combines among themselves. e steel-rail pool which 
has just gone to pieces is also going to have quite an educational effect in 
this direction, inasmuch as manufacturers have demonstrated their ability 
to sell rails delivered in England at less than lish makers can produce 
them; yet during a long period of years they have forced the home consumer 
to pay e $8 per ton more than would have been the case without an unnec- 
essary duty. 

The manufacturers of steel rails, some of whom are also makers of billets 
and rods, in 1896 sold fair quantities for export, in one case a large lot of rods 
being sold at $7 or $8 per ton less than the 5 rice in America. 

The Wire Nail Association in a brief period of eig n months more than 
COO decHEE p E pu e 
ex at jus e pr revailing for home use. Was o 
etenes of an all protect) and this notwithstanding the fact that 
"n. e 1 3 re nails has been jor a number of years past a steadily 
ess. 

We wish to enter our strong and earnest protest against the passage of the 
measure, as far as it relates to qas pocket cutlery, scissors, and razors, in 
. gn d : t to ly it t particular 

e ex > ics" we do not mean to apply o an icu 
party and only use Pin inte fecling am 
an enormous of people at a time when all measures sup to be passe 
for the benefit of the country should be invulnerable an honest attack. 

It is the unn advance on little articles of everyday consumption, 
such as scissors bought by women, pocket cutlery, and cheap guns bought by 
boys and farmers, t causes tation and creates discontent. In order 
that 22 may see our pm in this connection, it will be but necessary to say 
thatif the wishes of the cutlery and gun manufacturers are carried out, our 
salesmen, in e eret of the advanced prices at which these be 
invoiced to customers this fall, will be compelled to show that the average 

etknives has been 218 per cent, and in extreme 
es, 540 per cent. This naturally provokes them, an 


in turn to the parties to whom they sell their ; in 
other words, the jobber is aggravated, the salesman is vated, and in 
turn the retailer and the consumer to whom the retailer se! 

Itis these little things where statements are so greatly multiplied that 
have great effect. It mes an every-day topic of conversation among 
man people, and in this way it becomes the means of having many people 
condemn the measure. 

In conclusion, the schedule on these items is wrong in 88 because 
the parties who can least afford to invest their money are legislated against. 
The enormous increase of duties on these g be resented and the 
measure as a whole will be condemned in consequence. 

Yours, truly, 


increase bs duties on 
on — 
eds iens to n 


SIMMONS HARDWARE COMPANY, 
J. W. N, 
First Vice-President. 


This was signed by Mr. J. W. Morton, the vice-president of this 
company, as he states, the largest dealers in hardware in the 
United States. 

Mr. President, we all know, of course, that it is utterly useless 
to show up these enormities; that it is utterly impossible to make 
any impression on the Senate. The fact that these taxes are to 
be levied upon the 1nasses of the people, that the poor are to be 
compelled to contribute in small taxes and in small amounts upon 
ev article that vy purchase for domestic consumption, to 
swell the pockets of those who are already rich, fall upon deaf 
ears when presented to the other side of the Chamber. 

There is but one satisfaction connected with it, that there is an 
appeal which lies from this body to one beyond, and one which 

_ will not refuse to listen—one that will not close its ears when this 
justice and these gross inequalities are poaniet out to them. 
ere are numbers of these things, but I hesitate to take up the 
time of the Senate in presenting them. I shall from time to time 
present such as seem the most glaring and most imperatively de- 
manding attention. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CanTER in the chair). The 
question is on the amendment of the Senator from Missouri to the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. VEST. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The IM and BALE Were ordered. 

Mr. TURPIE. . President, I have kept personal account of 
the recurrence during the reading of the bill of what I shall call 
supernumer. rates of tariff, rates imposed not for purposes of 
revenue, not for pop of protection, but exactions im 
simply for the sake of exactions and the effects that are to follow 
them. Take, for example, the present instance. It is admitted 
that, with the exception of a very low-priced grade of articles, cut- 


lery is manufactured in the United States; that the only importa- 
tion is of the low grade. The object of these increased rates is to 
prevent importation; the object of these increased rates is to destroy 
revenue 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. TURPIE. At the close of my sentence. The object of 
these increased rates can not in any manner affect wages, use 
the question of wages is simply between the employees and the 
employers here, So this is evidently a case of the imposition of 
superfluous and supernumerary increased rates of tariff simply for 
the sake of the increase. I yield with great delight to the honor- 
able Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish merely to say that it is 
not admitted we have the market on the higher grades of cutlery 
or that we have no market on the lower grades. There has been 
no such admission presented to the committee, I understand. 

Mr. TURPIE. I did not use the word **admission." I am not 
asking the honorable Senator to admit anything. I refer, how- 
ever, to the papers before us. They will show that we have the 
markets on the higher grades. There are some importations of 
the higher grades. Why? Because when a man prefers British 
or French cutlery, he will have it, no matter what it costs. But 
that brings very little revenue. All the revenue we get is on the 
lower grades, the importation of which is now proposed to be 
stop entirely. There will be no importation of the cheaper 
class of goods if the rate is increased as proposed in this bill, e 
very object of this increase is to prevent importation and to dry 
up the revenue heretofore derived from that source. So this isa 
supernumerary rate of tariff taxation, entirely superfluous, im- 
posed for the sake of the tariff and its effect. 

Now, Mr. President, this is not a single instance, it is the 
twelfth instance which I have counted of the imposition of these 
supernumerary rates. One of the principal features in this bill, its 
controlling descriptive feature, is the imposition of these super- 
numerary rates imposed merely as tariff for the sake of tariff. 
They can have but one object. They bring no revenue to the 
Government. Their purpose is to prevent that. They make no 
effect upon the wae because the question of wages becomes 
domestic entirely. ey do not relate to protection. Why, then, 
do the beneficiaries of the bill insist upon those rates being a part 
of its contents? Merely to make space, to make room, to make an 
open field, to prepare a park, a reserve for the operations of mo- 
nopolies in the United States and to enable incorporated monopo- 
lies without question to fix their own prices on their own wares. 
That is the purpose of these supernumerary rates. 

The imposition of supernumerary and superfluous rates is al- 
ways accompanied with the direst vice relating to prohibitory and 

rotective legislation. It is always accompanied with the unpar- 

onable sin which adheres to and infests this sort of lawmaking. 
It is always a part of its feature that the highest superfluous and 
supernumerary rates, imposed simply for the sake of imposition, 
are imposed and Peu on the lowest and the cheapest rates of 
goods, Why? The highest rates imposed on high-priced goods 
alowing their importation would bring a very small revenue. 
The taxpayers are very few in number. But when you impose 
the highest rate upon the lowest-priced goods you make every 
man, woman, and child in the country a taxpayer; the number 
of taxpayers would make many millions, and the sum so laid and 
collec becomes large. The poor people of the country—the 
millions not rich—are thus 3 to the principal burdens 
under this fiscal system. "Those least able to pay taxes have im- 
posed upon them the chief burden of taxation, and those more 
able and most able to pay the taxes are released by this policy 
from the payment of their proportionate burdens toward the 
public expenditures of the country. 

This unspeakable vice of the protective and prohibitory system 
would be sad enough in itself, but itis a sadder thing yet to reflect 
that this system is authorized by law. It is not the result of acci- 
dent or contingency, but we are asked by an act of Congress and 
under the authority of law to legalize this unjust and oppressive 
distribution of the burdens of publictaxation and the pool formed 
now among the manufacturers of cutlery in the United States, or 
waiting to be formed upon the p e of this tariff bill. This 

lisa violation of law. Itis a breach of the old law against 
orestallments, a crime against justice, against public policy; and 
this very gentlemanly agreement is proposed under this act of 
Congress to be extended to the lawmakers, so that thelawmakers 
shall, in conjunction with the lawbreakers, perpetrate this crime 
against the sighs of the majority of the taxpayers of this country. 

There would be some excuse, sir, for the imposition even of a 
rate as high as this and as unjust in its character, wholly bearing 
upon the class of people least able to pay it, if the revenue to be 
derived were to go to the Government. But it is not. Not a dollar 
of this supernumerary rate of tariff goes into the public Treasury. 
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Every penny of it will go into the treasury of the trust. It is 
simply an act for the increase of the value of shares, stocks, and 
dividends to incorporated trusts engaged in the business of the 
manufacture of cutlery in the United States. 

These three paragraphs remind me of that universal decree of 
Augustus Cæsar by which all the world was taxed. All the ter- 
ritorial limits are already taxed, but it is proposed now to tax 
knives (that includes the world of boys, a very large constitu- 
ency), and to tax razors (that includes the world of men), and to 
tax scissors, which includes the world of that sex to which legis- 
lators have so often deferred, but which are not s in this 
proscription. It is a universal tax inversely im , the highest 
rates upon the cheapest articles, so as to make the greatest num- 
ber of taxpayers and to inflict the greatest possible degree of 
injustice upon those who are compelled by law to make this con- 
tribution to the public fisc. 

I intended to ask the honorable Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
SON], who I am sorry to see is not in his seat at this time, to 
consider whether he had not some error in the committee to which 
the bill should have been referred. I believe, sir, upon consider- 
ation, especially of the descriptive feature to which I have alluded 
pervading the whole measure, the bill ought to have been referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. It is in fact and in law an act 
granting pensions to the incorporated owners of machinery en- 
gaged in the manufacture of cutlery in this country. They are 
pensions, sir, and they are pensions not subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the generallaw. They are pensions, sir, per- 
petual in their nature, because they are granted to corporations, 
and only to corporations. There is no limitation in amount and 
thereis nolimitationinterms. They are perpetual pensions with- 
out limit to the monopolies now establi and hereafter to be 
established in this line of business in our country. Not even death 
will make any vacancy in this eorom roll. 

Iknow it may be suggested that these are service pensions and 
it may be claimed that they are quitemeritorious. They are service 
pensions, sir. They are pensions for services performed in the 
me campaign of prosperity which culmina last November. 

ey are pensions for services performed in the grand army of 
confidence which dispersed at the same time—forces which have 
dispersed almost as suddenly as they were summoned, forces 
which have disappeared to-day in the sands and in the wastes of 
great expectations, of broken promises, of pledges unkept and dis- 

mored to the people, sought now to be condoned by granting 
immeasurable subsidies, bounties, pensions, and subventions to 
duly incorporated trusts of the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri to the amendment of the com- 
mittee, on which the yeas and nays have been demanded. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BATE (when the name of Mr. Harris of Tennessee was 
called). I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. Harris of Ten- 
nessee] is absent sick, as is well known, and that he is paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], who is also absent 
sick. I desire to make the announcement now and let it apply to 
all votes taken to-day. 

Mr. MALLORY (when hisname wascalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. If he were present, I 
should vote ** yea” and he would vote nay." 

Mr. VEST grien his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Liypsay]. I transfer that pair to the Senator 
from Rhode Island . ALDRICH] and vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. KENNEY. announce m with the junior tor 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE} and withhold my vote. - If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 31; as follows: 


Iam paired 


: YEAS—23. 
Bacon, Clay, Mills, Rawlins, 
Bate, Cockrell, Mitchell, B 
Berry, Gray, M , 
Caffery, Harris, Kans. Murphy, 'Turpie, 
Cannon, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, ite. 
Chilton, cLa X Pettus, 
NAYS—31. 
Hoar, Platt, N. Y. 
Baker, Foraker, Pritchard 
Burrows, e, McBride, . Quay 
Carter, r, McEnery, well, 
Chandler, Gear, McMillan, Shoup, 
Clark, Hale, Mason, Thu n, 
Cullom, Han Perkins, Wetmore. 
Hawley, s Platt, Conn. 
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Aldrich, Hansbrough, Teller, 
Allen, „Te Morrill, er, 
Butler, Heitfeld, Nelson, Ves 

Daniel, Jones, Nerv. Paseo, Walthall, 
Davis, Kenney, Penrose, Warren, 
Elkins, Kyle, Proctor, Wellington, 
Faulkner, Lindsay, Smith, Wilson, 
George, Mallory, Spooner, Wolcott. 
Gorman, Mantle, Stewart, 


So Mr. VEst’s amendment to the amendment of the committee 
was pem 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee as amended. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend the committee 
amendment by inserting, after the words ‘‘ad valorem," in line 16, 
the following: 

Provided, That none of the foregoing rates in this paragraph shall exceed 
€0 per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment 
of the committee. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask for the yeas and nays on that 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). On this ques- 
tion I am paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR]. 
If he were present, I should vote ** yea." 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. If he were present, I 
should vote yea.“ 

The roll call was concluded. . 

Mr. WILSON. I again announce my pair with the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. If he were present, he would vote 
“yea” and I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. WALTHALL. I announce my pair with the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. I also announced the pair of the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] with the Senator from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CuLLoM]. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Has the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURS- 
o voted, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then I withhold my vote, as I have a pair 
with that Senator. . 

Mr. WILSON. Itransfer my pair with the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. Pasco] to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNEs], and vote 


Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the negative). I have 
just been reminded that the Senator from Delaware . GRAY], 
with whom I am paired, is absent, and that I ought to withdraw 
my vote. Idoso. Isupposed he was in his seat when I voted. 

. CHANDLER (after having voted in the negative). Has 
the senior Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—I7. 
Bacon, Clay, Mitchell, Turpie, 
Bate, Cockrell, Morgan, White. 
Berry, Harris, Kans. Pettigrew, 
Caffery, Jones, Ark. Pettus, 
" Rawlins, 
NAYS—29. 
Allison, Foraker, uay. 
Baker, Frye, McBride, well, 
Burrows, ger, McEnery, Shoup, 
Carter, Gear, cM Wetmore, 
Clark, Hale, Perkins, ilson. 
Davis, Platt, 
boe, Hawley, Platt, N. Y. 
Fairbanks, oar, Pri i 
NOT VOTING—43. 
Aldrich, Gray. Martin, Stewart, 
Allen, Hansbrough; Mason. Teller, 
Butler, rris, T Morrill, Thurston, 
Cannon, Heitfeld, Murphy, Tilman; 
Chandler, Jones, Nev. Nelson, Turner, 
Cullom, Kenney, . Vest, 
Daniel, Kyle, Penrose, Walthall, 
Elkins, Lindsay, tor, Warre: 
Faulkner, McLaurin, h, Wellington, 
George, Mallory, Smith, Wolcot 
Go; tle, Spooner, 


rman, 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
amendment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to, 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and paragraphs 150 and 
151 were read, as follows: 


150. Swords, sword blades, and side arms, 35 per cent ad valorem. 
151. Table, butchers', carving, cooks', hunting, kitchen, bread, butter, vege- 
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table, fruit, cheese, plumbers', painters’, penu. artists' and shoe knives, 
forks and steels, Nabend or unfinished, with handles of mother-of-pearl, shell, 

, 16 cents each; with handles of deer horn, 12 cents each; with han- 
dles of hard rubber, solid bone, celluloid, or any pyroxyline material, 5 cents 
each; with handles of any other material than above mentioned, 1} 
cents and in addition, on all the above articles, 15 per cent ad valorem: 
Provided, t none of the above-named articles shall pay a less rate of duty 
than 45 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. I offer a substitute for paragraph 151. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 151 and 
in lieu thereof to insert: 
tabla: DUM duces, plumbere paisters’, palette, atate Rod. ABUS Kaine 
forks and steels, finished or unfinished, 40 per cent ad valorem, 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, in the course of my remarks yes 
terday I filed certain tables with reference to pocket cutlery, com- 
piled by the St. Louis house to which I then referred—the Sim“ 
m wareCompany. I have nowhere a table of knives and 
forks, ivory and 1 handles, also rubber, bone, and celluloid 
handles, stag handles, and carving knives and forks, stag handles, 
with the foreign cost and the tariff from 1864 to 1890, the Mc- 
Kinley rate, the Wilson rate, the Dingley rate, and the Senate com- 
mittee's rate. Some of these rates are 5 throughout. 
For instance, take table knives and forks, stag dles, costing 42 


cents. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, There are no such things. 

Mr. WHITE. Well, this firm, which is said to be the largest 
hardware establishment in the United States, informs me to the 
ee I presume that they must know what they are talking 
abou 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Stag-handled table knives? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There is no such thing. There 
are such carving-knife handles. X 

Mr. WHITE. Horn handles, I believe, are called stag handles. 
Iam so informed by this establishment; and while I have great 
confidence in the views of the Senator from Connecticut, yet I 
shall be compelled to submit this evidence. 

Mr. PLA of Connecticut. Worse than all that, the term 
“ stag handles” is not in the bill at all, 

Mr. WHITE.. That may be one of the occult features of this 
bill which render it more reprehensible than if it spoke openly. 
That is a feature of the celebrated sugar schedule, that we are to 
come to after a while, that everyone is calculating upon, and each 
produces a different result. t is an occult feature which is 
not commendatory of the bill, I have no doubt that the gentle- 
man who devised this schedule managed to get everything taxed 
under some name. If stag handles have been left out, it is an 
omission of a nature seldom made by the gentlemen who concoct 
these wonderful schedules, confusing, confounding, and perni- 


ous. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The term is ‘‘deer horn.” 

Mr. WHITE. As to whether deer horn would be the proper 
designation of stag handles I do not propose to inquire. The 
trade definition seems to be stag handles, but it is immaterial to 
me. They may be called deer horn. I will compromise on that, 
if I can help the bill through. 

Mr. PLA of Connecticut. Deer horns and stag horns are 
not used for table knives, The Senator never saw one, I venture 


to say. 

Mr. WHITE. Ihave seen some very peculiar handles and some 
very peculiar knives, and though the Senator from Connecticut 
may not have seen a table knife with a stag handle, tlie Senator 
from Missouri, I have no doubt, who lives in a State where lar; 
cutlery establishments are located, will be able to convince the 
Senator that west of the Mississippi River, and possibly in the 
neighborhood east of it, knives with stag handles have been 
seen 


Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. Carving knives. 

Mr. WHITE. The capability of the Senator from Connecticut 
is no doubt at, but 1 doubt whether he has been able to in- 
vestigate all the knife handles of the country. However, we shall 
not quarrel as to whether they are called stag handles or horn 
handles. I refer again to the table which I intend to print as a 
pt of my remarks, from which it will be seen that on table 

ives and forks, stag handles, costing 42 cents per dozen, the duty 
under the tariff from 1864 to 1890 was 35 per cent ad valorem; by 
the McKinley law the duty was 55 per cent; under the Wilson 
law, 35 per cent, while under the Dingley bill it is 355 per cent, 
and the same rate is preserved in the Senate committee's bill. 

Mr. Sharretts, of the Board of General Appraisers, informs me 
that the rates of duty under this paragraph on ne and other 
knives are equivalent to from 45 to 255 per cent. ithoug further 
comment, I will offer this table and have it prin in the 
RECORD in connection with what I have said. 
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` The table referred to is as follows: 
Table knives and forks. 
IVORY AND PEARL HANDLES. 


Tariff, 
is64to | McKin- 


Foreign cost per dozen. 1 57 ley. 


Wilson. | Dingley.| Senate. 


| eset 
SSSREEUS 


KGAA 


2 


nekezsrn 
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ASR 


Carving knives and forks. 
STAG HANDLES. 


Tariff, 


McKin- 
Foreign cost per pair. Moo ley. . | Dingley.| Senate. 
Per cent. Per cent. Per cent. Per cent. Per cent. 
$0.15 35 138 25 175 175 
24. 35 35 115 115 
.96. 95 35 80 80 
-48 35 35 65 65 
„60 35 95 55 55 
112..- 35 35 50 50 
B 95 95 45 45 
.96. 95 95 45 45 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, There has been a good deal said 
about this schedule, and I desire to say one word in D This 
Schedule was pex vegies by the president of the Board of Appraisers 
in New York at the request of the Ways and Means Committee of 
the House of Representatives, and he was consulted by the sub- 
committee of the Committee on Finance of the Senate. e sched- 
ule was prepared by him, and I desire to read a word of his mem- 
orandum annexed toit. I think it answers all this talk. 

151. The rates on table cutlery in this aph are thought to be a great 
improvement on those in the act of 1890 and the present act. It is thought 
they can not be successfully evaded (except, of course, where the conditional 
ad valorem rate under the proviso becomes applicable). On some of the 
lower-priced articles this rate would approximate those of the act of 1890. 
On the majority, however, they will be considerably less, and the average on 
such articles will not, it is believed, exceed about 55 per cent, whereas on 
most of those of higher value the ad valorem rate of 45 per cent will accrue. 
It should not be forgotten that these calculations also are based upon invoice 
prices of imported goods which have been more or less undervalued, partic- 
ularly on those of the lower grade. 

Mr. WHITE. That there may be no misapprehension as to 
where this schedule comes from, I wish it distinctly understood 
that it does not emanate from the Board of Appraisers of New 
York, but is the view simply of one member of that board. An- 
other member of that board, whose name I have given, and who 
is a distinguished expert on these matters, makes this comment 
upon that paragraph: 

151. The rates of duty on table and other knives covered by this paragraph 
are equivalent toan ad valorem duty ranging from 45 to 255 percent. I think 
a duty of 45 per cent would be amply sufficient on all these goods. 

So there seems to be as much disagreement amongst the General 
Appraisers as amongst Senators. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
mene, proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] to para- 
graph 151. 

Mr. VEST. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called), Iagain announce 
my pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR]. 
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Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam paired on political questions with the 
senior Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY]. I transfer that 
pair to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. gol, and vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. KENNEY (after having voted in the tive). Hasthe 
junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
'The Senator from Pennsylvania has not voted. 

Mr. KENNEY. Then I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Bacon, Clay, McLuurin, Rawlins, 
Bate, Cockrell, Mills, Tillman, 
Berry, Faulkner, Mitchell, ie, 
Caffery, Gray. Morgan, Wal 
Cannon, Harris, Kans. Pettigrew, 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Pettus, 

NAYS—S4. 
All Fair Lodge, y. 
Baker” Foraker, 1 go 
Burro e, cEnery, Shoup, 
oun Galthger, M — Lisa 
Chandler, Gear, Mason, wart, 
Clark, Hale, Per Thurston, 
Davis, Hanna, Platt, C Wetmore. 
Deboe, Hawley, Platt, N. Y. 
Elkins, Hoar, Pri 

NOT VOTING-—32. 

Aldrich, Harris, Tenn. Martin, Smith, 
Allen, Heitfeld, Morrill, Teller, 
Butler, Jones, Ney. Murphy, ‘Turner, 
Cullom, Kenney, elson, Vest, 
Daniel, Kyle, Warren, 
George, Lindsay, Penrose, Wellington, 
Gorman, Mallory, Ooctor, Wilson, 
Hansbrough, Mantle, Roach, W. t 


So Mr. VEST's amendment was rejected. 

'The reading of the bill was resumed. 

'Tbe next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in pus 
graph 152, line 18, before the word inches,“ to strike out four“ 
and insert *two and one-half;' in line 19, before the word 
tt inches," to strike out four“ and insert two and one-half;" in 
line 20, before the word inches,“ to strike out ** nine” and insert 
„four and one-half;" in the same line, before the word ‘ cents,” 
to strike out ‘‘sixty” and insert ''fifty;" in line 21, before the 
word ' inches,“ to strike out nine“ and insert ‘‘over four and 
one-half;” in line 22, before the word inches,“ to strike out 
* fourteen " and insert **seven;" in the same line, before the word 
* cents,” to strike out “one dollar and fifteen” and insert sev- 
enty-five;" in line 23, before the word “inches,” to strike out 
*t fourteen” and insert seven;“ and in line 24, after the word 
„dollars,“ to strike out **and 60 cents;" so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

2. n asps, and floats, of all cuts and kinds, 
ee epi tag nem De dosen. pet 21 inches pm an —.— ^n 
inches, 50 cents per dozen; over 4j inches in length and under 7 inches, 75 
cents per dozen: 7 inches in length and over, $1 per dozen. 

'The amendment was to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to offer an amendment to a para- 
graph we passed over the day before yesterday, at the end of line 


25, on page 31. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator desire to offer his amendment 
now? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to offer the amendment now, and 
have it acted u 

Mr. ALLISON. We are not acting on that schedule now, and 


I hope the Senator will not press his amendment at this time. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam anxious for a vote on the amendment, 
as I am going away the last of this week, and shall be gone two 
or three days. 

Mr, ALLISON. We will try to take up the matter before the 
Senator leaves. If not, if may remain open until his return. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Very well. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I hope the matter will be left open for the 

resent. 
: Mr. PETTIGREW. Very well I shall not offer the amend- 
ment now. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from South Dakota 
state the amendment he proposes to offer? I should like to have 
the amendment stated, so that we may know what it is. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. At the end of line 25, on page 81, at the 
bottom of the page, I move to insert the following words: 

RE Sulphur ore, or pyrites, or sulphuret of iron in its natural state, $2.25 per 

n. 


It is on the free list now. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee proposes an amendment to 
paragraph 154, and I ask that it may be considered out of its reg- 
ular order. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated, 


ph 154, it is pe. 
ereof" and insert in lieu 


On 


The SECRETARY. 

to strike out all after the word 

thereof the words **75 cents each and 25 per cent ad valorem;" so 
as to read4 


page 50, line 5, 


Revolving pistols or parts thereof, 75 cents each and 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. How much is the proposed increase of duty? 
Mr. ALLISON. Over the paragraph as it stands? 
Mr. VEST. Yes; as it stands. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not so large a duty as that provided for 
ae ES th paragr h is 60 cents each and 15 t I 
r. ^ e ap cents each an cen 
understand that to be an increase. = 

Mr. ALLISON. Upon the lower qualities. 
es. 


Mr. VEST. 

n the lower-priced article—pistols valued 
e paragraph now under consideration pro- 
vides for $1.50 and 25 per cent ad valorem. The committee rec- 
ommend one rate for pistols. It is a slight increase upon some of 
them, but a great reduction upon others. 

Mr. VEST. But it is an increase upon the lower-priced article. 

Mr. ALLISON. A slight increase, very. 

Mr. VEST. That is the most objectionable feature of the bill 
to me, that whenever we strike a lower-priced article, there is an 
increase of duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not a high duty. 

Mr. VEST. And as a matter of course it falls upon people the 
least able to pay it. 

I wish to call attention, without the hope of converting anybody 
on the other side of the Chamber—— 

Mr. HOAR. May Lask the Senator whether he is speaking in 
favor of the poor man's revolver? He says the partic matter 
which is up is reyolvers. 

Mr. VEST. I am speaking in the interest of every honest man, 
poor or rich, who wants to use a revolver for legitimate Lp eo 
A revolver, as is said sometimes about that instrument in Texas, 
is not needed so often, but when it is needed it is needed very 
badly. I have no doubt every Senator, certainly those of us who 
have lived in the West, has seen the time when a revolver was 
the most indispensable article in the world, not because he wanted 
to violate the law, but he wanted to defend himself with it. 

But I wish to call attention, without expecting to make any 
converts, as I said, to the changes that are made in the bill in 
regard to the low-priced breech-loading guns. In the matter of 

rting guns, not muskets, there has been as much revolution as 
ere has been in any other article in recent years. Allof us 
can, and we are not very old men, remember when such a thing as 
a breech-loading gun was unknown. We had the old muzzle- 
loader with percussion caps. I remember very well when the first 
breech-loading gun appeared in my State. It was a t curiosity. 
People came to see it. Now everybody uses a breech- loading gun, 
and it is the rarest thing possible to find any man, even the poor- 
est, white or black, who has not a breechloader. We do not in 
this country make the cheap breechloaders. They are made in 
Germany and in France. 

Mr. HOAR and Mr. GALLINGER. In Belgium. 

Mr. VEST. And in Belgium. A ys number are made in 
Belgium. The unit of value is $4.55. "That is the foreign cost of 
some of these guns. My friend the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES] says it is the average. We do not make these guns in the 
Uni States, and here is a change in existing law, putting up 
the limit as to cost from $6 to $10, and then increasing the duty 
enormously over the rate that now prevails. 


Mr. ALLISON. Is the Senator ing of the bill as it comes 
from the other House or the amendment proposed by the Senate 
committee? 


Mr. VEST. Iam ing of the existing law and the amend- 
ment proposed by the majority of the Finance Committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. And the Senator says it enormously increases 
the present rate? The Committee on Finance recommends that 
on = cheaper guns the rate shall bean ad valorem duty of 50 per 
cent. 

Mr. VEST. Exactly, and that is an increase of 20 per cent over 
the existing law. In other words, where the gun is worth $6 you 
put $3 additional tax be 755 it, making it cost $9 besides the cost of 


transportation and profit. 

To an increase of duty upon high-priced sporting guns that are 
made by distinguished and celebrated makers abroad and in this 
country, and which cost from $150 to $500, and even $1,000 apiece, 
there could not be so much objection, use a man able to bu 
a gun of that sort, and who thinks he needs it, would consider it 
the most trivial matter in the world if he had to pay $25 or $50 
more in the shape of tariff tax. But when you go to the cheap 
presen nega ouble-barrel gun, ht only by the poor class 
of people, and which the poor people alone can buy, it is an out- 
rage to put a tax of hag sod cent upon it when we do not pretend to 
produce the article in this country. 
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There can not be the slightest pretext that it is done for protec- 
tion, because we make none of those guns. It must be done alone 
for revenue, and as everyone knows who has noticed the imports 
into this country, as you put up the tariff rates upon articles of 
this sort you decrease revenue. So there can be no excuse for 
this sort of taxation in the bill before us. I movetostrikeout “50 
per cent" and insert ‘‘30 per cent," which is the rate under the 
existing law. 

The committee have raised the limit from $6 to $10, and under 
the amendment a large number of guns costing abroad $7, $3, 
and $9 would be included in this provision. I move to strike out 
“fifty” and insert thirty,“ so as to make the rate on double- 
barreled, sporting, breech-loading shotguns, combination shot- 
guns, and rifles mentioned in this clause, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 8, paragraph 154, page 49, it is pro- 
posed to strike out the word “fifty” and insert thirty,“ so as to 
rend 30 per cent ad valorem.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
ainendment submitted by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MALLORY (whenhis name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont |Mr. Proctor]. 


Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. QUAY (after having voted in the negative). I understand 


the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MonGAN] has not voted. If that 
is the case, I desire to withdraw my vote, as I am paired with him. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to announce my pair with the 
senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. THURSTON (after having voted in the negative). Ilearn 
that the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], with 
whom I have a general pair, has not voted. I therefore with- 
draw my vote. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. Jones], and will allow my vote to stand. TheSena- 
tor from Nevada will stand paired with the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MondAN ]. 

Mr. WILSON. I am paired with the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. FE 

Mr. JON of Arkansas (after having voted in the affirma- 
tive). Inotice that the Senator from Main e [Mr. HALE] is not 
recorded as having voted. Ihavea pair with that Senator, and 
therefore withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—24. 

Bacon Cockrell, McLaurin, Rawlins, 
Bate, ` Faulkner, Mills, Roach, 
Berry, Gorman, Mitchell, Smith, 
Caffery, Gray, Murphy, Turpie, 
Chilton, Pettigrew, Walthall, 

Y: Kenney, Pettus, White. 

NAYS—2. 
All Dayis, Hawley, Platt, N. Y. 
Baber” Deboe, Hoar, Pritc 
Bu Elkins, 7 guy, 
Cannon, Fairbanks, McBride, well, 
Carter, Foraker, cMillan, Shoup, 
Chandler, Frye, nrose, Spooner, 
Clark, Gear, Perkins, Stewart, 
Cullom, Han Platt, Conn Wetmore. 
NOT VOTING—23. 

Aldrich, Heitfeld, n, Turner, 
Allen, Jones, Morgan, Vest, 
Butler, Jones, Nev. Morrill, Warren, 
Daniel, Kyle, Nelson, Wellington, 
Gallinger, ndsay, ý ilson, 
George, McEnery, Proctor, Wolcott. 
Hale, Mallory, Teller, 
Hansbrough, Mantle, Thurston, . 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to present several communications with 
reference to the gun matter. Oneisaddressed to the senior Sena- 
tor from New Jersey Mr. SMITH], and is dated March 25. It is 
from Schoverling, Daly & Gales, 309 Broadway, New York, and 
is as follows: 


DEAR Sin: Permit me to call your attention to the proposed tariff (House 
— No. 379) as far asit refers to breech-loading sporting shotguns, section 
55. 


That is the paragraph immediately after the 1 one, but it 
may as well be considered in connection with this. 


Iam much surprised that the committee should have adopted such radical 
rates. The average duty on double breech-loading shotguns (the only kinds 
that are now imported to any extent) is 75 per cent; the lowest rate, 53 per 
cent; the highest. l0? percent. Icannot comprehend why the Waysand Means 
Committee has always been so severe and unreasonable in the matter of 
guns. In 1890 this matter was discussed to a considerable extent and the 
rate changed, after the bill reached the House, to 40 per cent: but the con- 
ference committee finally advanced the duty to the original House rates. 
In this particular line the views of the manufacturers seem to have been all- 
powerful. 
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As a matter of fact, during my own business career the number of manu- 
facturers of firearms has wn from three to over thirty, and the output 
increased more than ten times; and notwithstanding the hard times and 
panics of the last several Jus not one of the princi: factories has failed, 
and only two or three of the embryo concerns, who would naturally have 
succum even in p roustimes, have gone out of business. On the other 
hand, under a varying duty of 35 to 40 per cent from 1870 to 189), the thirty- 
odd factories mentioned have grown up to large proportions, while the per- 
centage of imported guns has continually decreased. 80 that the extinction 
of the importing business in this line, under any conditions, is only a question 
of time, just asin edged tools and 33 es. 

1 have dealt in and sold both domestic and foreign gons ever since domestic 
guns have been made, and every word I write is the result of personal ex- 
perience. 

‘The manufacturers who have appeared before the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee have bronght up no 8 of equity. They simply desire the exclu- 
sion of all imported guns, thinking thereby to insure their owa prosperity, 
whether their factories are ormismanaged, not izing the fact 
that they have no direct competition from the foreign guns which are sound 
and strong, but of common construction, and intended for a different class 
of trade. The American fu go to our merchants and sportsmen; the for- 
eign guns to the farmer's boy and laboring men, who must shoot a gun of this 
price or else go without. 

As to the question of revenue, I do not believe the committee fully recog- 
nize how strong the tendency is to use American rather than foreign goods. 
My observation leads me to believe that during the next ten years the tend- 
ency to dec imports wil be very marked, even under reasonable 
rates of € 

If the tariff on guns, as proposed, goes into effect, it will decrease the im- 

rtation two-thirds within two years. Why add the specific duty and then 
scena me ad valorem rates also? On cheap guns $1 and 20 per cent would 

enough. 

T urgent] uest you to look into this matter at once and to vigorously 
oppose section 155 on breech-loading sporting shotguns as unreasonable, 
excessive, and nonrerenue producing. 

Respectfully, 


JOSEPH GALES. 
Also 231 South Broad street, Elizabeth, N. J. 


Talso have a letter written before the bill was reported to the 
Senate. It comes from California, from an extensive and well- 
known house, a most respectable house, that of Baker & Hamilton, 
one of the oldest of the kind on the Coast—I think perhaps the 
oldest. Itis as follows: 

SAN FRANCISCO, April 8, 1897. 

Dear SIR: Ourattention is called to the proposed tariff on firearms. While 
we are in favor of protecting the American manufacturers, we do not deem 
it wise to impose prohibitory duties. Therefore take n of calling 
your attention to the inclosed copy of the proposed tariff bill as it applies tà 

reech- ing shotguns, etc: 

Valued at more than $0 and not more than $12—proposed duty, $4. 

Valued at more than 812. pro uty, $6. 

This specific duty, added to the proposed ad valorem duty, would make a 
total equivalent to an ad valorem ranging from 75 to 100 per cent, which we 


consider excessive. 

We do not know of ^ American manufacturers of low-priced double- 
barrel shotguns that n this protection. If the duty is imposed it would 
make a fair quality, medium- e shotgun cost so much that it would be 
beyond the reach of the middle and lower classes of our citizens, on whom 
the entire burden would fall. 

e American manufacturers, as a rule. devote their attention to the 
making of high-grade guns, which are purchased by sportsmen well able to 
pay the price asked for fine guns. 

e can not see ne a man of moderate means wishing to buy a medium- 
grade shotgun should be obliged to psy 75 to-100 per cent duty, while his 
more fortunate fellow-sportsman should be able to buy a gun valued at $50 or 
more and only pay 47 per cent duty. 

We submit these facts for your d consideration, and remain, 

Yours, respectfully, 

BAKER & HAMILTON, 
WAKEFIELD BAKER, President. 


Hon. STEPHEN M. WHITE, Washington, D. C. 
The next is a tabulated statement 8 the interpretation 
placed by this firm upon that feature of the bill: 
FIREARMS. 


‘Double-barreled, sporting, breech-loading shotguns, combination shotguns 
and rifles, valued at not more than $6, $1 ; valued at more than $6 and 
not more than $12, $t each; valued at more than $12, $5 each; double barrels 
for sporting, breech-loading sho and rifles, further advanced in manu- 
facture than rough bored only. $3 each; stocks for double-barreled, sporting, 
breech-loading shotguns and rifles, . manufactured, $3 each; 
and in addition thereto, on all such guns, rifles, stocks, and barrels, W per 
cent ad valorem; onall other parts of such hans. or rifles, and fittings for such 
stocks or barrels, finished or unfinished, per cent valorem: Provided, 
That all double-barreled, sportine breech-loading shotguns and rifles im- 

rted without a lock or locks or other fittings shall be subject to a duty of 

each and 35 per cent ad valorem; single-barreled breech-loading shotguns, 
or put thereof, except as otherwise specially provided for in this act, $1 
each and 35 per cent ad valorem. Revolving pistols, or parts thereof, valued 
at not more than $2.50, 60 cents each and 15 per cent valorem; valued at 
more than $2.50, $1.50 each and 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Ad valo- Equiva- 
8 c| Total | lent ad 
Foreign value. ants. 2 duty. |valorem 
1 duty. 

$3.25 81.14 81.00 $2.14 o — 

4.00 . 1.40 1.00 2.40 60 

5.00- 1.75 1.00 2.75 55 

5.90 2.07 1.00 3.07 52 

6.10. 2.13 4.00 6.13 100 

1.00 . 2.45 4.00 6.45 93 

8.00 . 2.80 4.00 6.80 £ 

10.00... 3.50 4.00 1.50 ih 
12.50... 4.31 6.00 10.37 
15.00 5.25 6.00 11.25 

BEL LLLI ICA CASE UE E SR Ey 17.50 6.00 3 
Ihave no further comments to make upon this 
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Mr. ALLISON. These letters relate to the bill as it came from 
the House, and not as proposed to be amended by the Senate com- 
mittee. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir; but I think they are pertinent to be 
considered here. The bill is not in a perfected state, and any in- 
formation which may be conveyed to the Committee on Finance 
or the committee on conference in enforcing the reduction should 
properly be given here. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
seen proposed by the Senator from Iowa, which will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY, After the word “thereof,” in line 5, page 50, 
itis proposed to strike out the remainder of the paragraph and 
insert in lieu thereof the words 75 cents each and 25 per cent 
ad valorem;" so as to read: 

Revolving pistols or parts thereof, 75 cents each and 25 per cent ad valorem. 


The aniendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 154, pase 49, line 6, 
before the word dollars,“ to strike out “six” and insert ten;“ 
after the word * dollars," in the same line, to strike ont **$1 each; 
valued at more than $8 and not more than $12, $4;" and in line 8, 
after the word “each,” to insert, 50 per cent ad valorem;" so as 
to read: 

151. Double-barreled, sporting, breech-loading shotguns, combination shot- 
guns and rifles, valued at not more than $10 each, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. There is objection. 

Mr. WHITE. Do not let it be recorded that the amendment 
is to without objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood, at the request 
of the Senator from Missouri the other day, that all these amend- 
ments are to be considered as objected to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 154, page 49, in line 
10, before the word “dollars,” to strike out twelve" and insert 
t‘ ten; so as to read: 

Valued at more than $10, $6 each. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 154, line 16, after the 
word guns,“ to strike out the comma and insert *'and;" and 
after the word “rifles,” in the same line, to insert ** valued at more 
than $10 each, and on such; ” so as to read: 

And in addition thereto on all such guns and rifles, valued at more than $19 
each, and on such stocks and barrels, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was Merced to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of paragraph 


156. : 

Mr. VEST. Paragraph 156 is as follows: 

Cut nails and cut spikes of iron or steel, six-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

This is an increase upon existing law; a small increase, itis true, 
from 223 per cent to 25 per cent, and I challenge the Senator from 
Iowa now, in the kindest manner possible, to show me that there 
is the slightest excuse for the increase. The comparative state- 
ment shows that we absolutely control this market as to these 
nails, and we do the same thing, I may say parenthetically, as to 
all these iron and steel manufactures. The world can not success- 
fully compete with us. The comparative statement shows that 
in 1896 we exported from this country, after supplying the home 
A $425,030 worth of these cut nails, and we imported $143 
worth. 

Now, what a parody it is upon tariff taxation, for protection or for 
revenue, to say that there ought to be an increase upon this article 
of prime necessity. There is no pretense of any competition with 
us. The miserable, beggarly amount of $143 in a whole year is 
all we have brought in, when we exported the enormous amount, 
relatively, of $425,630. 

If there is any excuse for this sort of thing I should like to hear 
it. As I said the other day, if our friends have just got into this 
habit and can not break themselves of it, and are bound to increase 
the duty on he? ings whether it is right or whether there is 
reason in favor of it, they ought to say so. 

Mr. ALLISON, Iwill simply state to the Senator that we found 
a duty of 22} per cent on these articles, 

Mr. VEST, And the Senate committee propose to make it 25 
per cen 
Mr. ALLISON, The duty of 22} was placed there by the Sena- 
tor from Missouri and his associate the Senator from Arkansas 
two or three years ago, and we supposed there must have been 
some good reason for it at that time. We have made it ific, 
and now it turns out to be an addition of 24 per cent to the rate 
proposed by the Senator in whatis known as the Wilson Act. If 
there is any great injury about it, it stands simply upon the same 
basis as the law of 1894. 
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—.— VEST. No; it is an increase upon existing law, the law of 
1894. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a very small increase. 

Mr. VEST. I am prepared to say that the law of 1894 was too 


high. 
Ts ALLISON. Imight ask the Senator to explain the law of 


the Senator from Rhode Island frankly stated in his openin 
speech here, there were reasons connected with the managemen: 
of the bill on the floor which induced me to accede to 221 per cent 
after a long, hard struggle, because the attempt was made to 
make it 30 per cent. We were able to cut it down to 223. ! 

Mr. WHITE. I would ask the Senator from Missouri whether 
the threat of a two-wheeled barrow full of eloquence had nota 
good deal to do with it at the time? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say that cut nails are very much in the 
same situation as are knives and the articles shown here by the 
Senator from Missouri yesterday. They are sold here about as 
cheaply as they are any where, and as the Senator truthfully said, 
there are large exportations of these articles. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; only $143 worth coming in. Yet it is pro- 
posed to put up the duty to exclude foreign competition, 

As Mr. Blaine once said here, in similar circumstances on a dif- 
ferent subject, I De the Senator from Iowa is like the boy 
who, when some ruftians were killing his father, said he saw the 
old man was bound to be murdered, and he concluded, in the in- 
terest of humanity, that he would just hit him a lick himself, so 
as to put him out of his misery. So this duty is to be increased 
from 321 to 25 per cent, in order to settle the question finally in 
favor of protection. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is right. 

Mr. VEST. I move to reduce it to 20 per cent, where it ought 
to have been in 1894. : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is another fact in connection 
with this matter that ought not to be lost sight of, The unit of 
value in 1893 was $4.20 a hundred on these nails. Nowitis $2.40. 
Twenty-two and one-half per cent is less than six-tenths of a cent 
per pound. The specific tax of course increases the duty con- 
siderably, and I think it is very much more than 25 percent. I 
have not been able to make the calculation. 

Mr. WHITE. I will say that Mr. Sharretts figures it at 30 per 


cent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ithink it is considerably more than 
25 per cent. I believe it is more than 30 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. These experts vary very much in their figures. 
I take it it is not very important whether it is 25 or 30 per cent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkahsas. Suppose we make it 20 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the proposition of the tor from 
Missouri. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is the proposition; but as the 
Senator from Iowa did not think there was much difference be- 
tween 25 and 30 per cent, I thought he would not think there was 
much difference between 20 and 25 per cent 

Mr. ALLISON. Very little. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And I thought he would vote with 
us on that mopoon 

1 wish tocall attention to a paragraph in the Iron Age of the 20th 
of 7 5 month, ten or twelve days ago, about the matter of cu 
nails: í 

Cut nails,—The agreement between the owners of the Eastern mills in 
regard to prices of nails delivered at the different points in their territory 
is referred to as working quite satisfactorily, with but few complaints of 
irregularities, 

There are very few complaints of people selling below the price 
fixed by the gentlemen's agreement among the cut-nail manufac- 
turers under the present rates of taxation. 

The demand is, however, only moderate, and the manufacturers are not 
anticipating a large volume of business in the near future. In the East the 

rices for nails, delivered, continue as before: New York, $1.40; Boston and 
Raw England, $1.42; Philadelphia, $1.38: Baltimore, $1.35. ese p also 
hold for nails delivered at other points in the territory which carry the same 


freight rates. For delivery wherea n freight rate rules a proportionate 
advance is made. Inthe West the market is represented in sonera 22 by 
. Less t 


8 of $1.20 to $1.25 base for carl lots f. o. b. 


Nr aeris tel x 10. the ox t is small, carload lots selling at 
J y telegraph): movemen cari se) a 
$1.40, (rw ades, and small lots from stock at $1.45. z 


St. Louis (by telegraph): The rumors regarding a roposed combination 
of the nail 8 has had a benefiting effect ae cut nails. Mills are 
advancing their prices and are slow to quote on T except for 
immediate delivery. We ae $1.40 rates for carload lots from mill; less than 
carload lots command $1.45 rates. 

Pittsburg: The demand for cut nails continues small, the season evidently 
being pretty well ended. We quote at $120 to $1.25 in carload lots at mill. 

Iespecially call the attention of Senators to the fact that ‘‘the 
rumors regarding a pro combination of the nail manufac- 
turers has had a benefiting effect on cut nails," and the advice 
to parties is to hold on and not sell cut nails, as the price will 
probably 1 up. The increased tax following on the rumors re- 
gar e combination of the nail manufacturers would seem 


Mr. VEST. But, as I had occasion to say the other day, and as 


Yee 
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to indicate that the increased rate is simply to result in an in- 
creased price for American consumers and an increased benefit 

to American nail manufacturers. - 
Mr. ALLISON. The price spoken of, I will say to the Senator, 
ed pounds, the unit of value here 


is from $1.25 to $1.45 per hun 
be any great harm resulting 


NOE M Ido not think there 
m it. 

Mr. WHITE. Itseems to be conceded that there isno necessit 
for any duty so far as the manufacture of this article is concerned. 
I believe there is no conflict in that regard; and the duty is placed 
for the purpose of aiding in the maintenance of the trust combi- 
oid ominating this industry. It can not have any other 
object. 

j havein mrana a telegram published in the Washington Post 
of June 2 with relation to the effect upon the laborers worki 
in a very large iron and steelestablishmentof Pittsburg. Ishoul 
like to have it read as an indication of the beneficial effects to fol- 
low this bill. Nowsthat it is apparent that the pending measure 
will receive the votes of the majority of the Senate, it is natural 
that the good effects of the bill should in to manifest them- 
selves, and that no one need be disappointed. I will ask that the 
article be read; it is encouraging. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


{From the Washington Post, June 2, 1897.] 


IRON WORKERS ON A STRIKE—SIGNIFICANT REDUCTION OF EMPLOYEES AT 
PITTSBURG—ABOUT 2,00 MEN ARE AFFECTED, AND OF THESE ABOUT 30 


HAVE REFUSED TO WORK—AMALGAMATED SCALE WILL BE REJECTED. 
PITTSBURG, PA., June 1. 


A 10 cent cut in wages affecting all men not under the amalgamated 
scale ME cog ordered Iron ks 


cea mueren dnt thought about 250 men had quit work. 
e 


but these not cri i. 
and 500 have refused to work for the reduction. The superintendent said 


he would rather have the old employees resume, but if they do not new men 
will be employed to take their p About 2,000 men are affected by the 


cut. 
The laborers have been paid $1.25 per day, and these have been cut to nm 
amalgamated s 


The present reduction is significant, inasmuch as the 
ires July 
ere is no 


scale comes up for consideration thismonth. The present scale e: 
1. If Jones & Laughlin refuse to sign the amalgamated scale, 
telling where the trouble will end. 

W. L. King, of the firm. was asked to-day if the reduction did not indicate 
that the new amalgama! scale will be rejected when it comes up for con- 
sideration and that the firm will demand a reduction of the present wages. 

He said: That is the assumption.“ 

Mr. added: een hoping since last fall that we would not 
be compe to make a reduction, but prices have had a downward tendency, 
and we put ít off as long as we could, hoping business might 1 

We must either operate our plant at these prices or close down. Thou- 
sands of ics and laborers apply every week for work, and it will be no 
trouble to get men. Our orders have largely been from hand to mouth, and 
and it has n difficult to get orders to keep the men at work.” 

The Commercial Gazette to-morrow will say: The furnace men through- 
out the Shenango and Mahoning valleys contemplate & generalstrike about 
July 1 for inc wages. The men have no organization as yet, but are 
insisting on avin organizers from the Knights of Labor sent among them. 

“The plan for the strike, which will include 10,000 men, is to wait until the 
weather gets at summer heat. when it will be impossible for new men to do 

class of work. and it is believed the furnace operators will capitulate. 

“The present wages of furnace men vary from 21.50 to & per day." 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to call the attention of the 
Senator from Iowa to the fact that since he called attention to the 
valuationof these nails as given in the Iron Age, which I just now 
read, from 100 to 145 cents a hundred pounds, six-tenths of a cent 
per pound on those valuations instead of amounting to 25 per cent 
amounts to from 41 per cent to 60 per cent on the value of the 
article, and that the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Missouri will carry a tax of from 20 to 29 per cent. An exclusive 
tax, I believe, of 20 per cent would be the equivalent. 

The complaint the Senator from Missouri made was that the 
committee was undertaking to raise this tax from 22 per cent to 
25 per cent, whereas the values show that six-tenths of a cent a 
pound is increasing the tax on cut nails from 223 per cent under 
the present law to from 41 to 60 per cent; that where the nails are 
sold at a dollar a keg the tax would be 60 percent, and where they 
are sold at $1.45 a kegthetax of six-tenths of a cent a pound would 
be 41 per cent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Misao uri [Mr. VEST], which the 
Secretary will state. 

The SECRETARY, On page 50, line 14, it is proposed to strike 
out six-tenths of 1 cent per pound“ and insert in lieu thereof 
** 90 per cent ad valorem;" so as to make the paragraph read: 


150. Cut nails and cut spikes of iron or steel, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. > 


Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN]. If he were present, I should vote 3 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] to the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. Jones]. Ivote “ nay.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. 2 I have a general pair with the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MorGcan]. I transfer that pair to the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. JoxES]. so that the Senator from Nevada and the 
Senator from Alabama will stand paired until the return of the 
Senator from Nevada to the Senate. I will let that pair stand 
without making any further announcement. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I suggest to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania that on this vote a transfer was made by the Sena- 
tor from Washington [Mr. WiLsoN] of his pair to the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. JoNES]. The transfer suggested can possibly 


be arran for the next vote. 
SR AY. Istand paired, then, with the Senator from Ala- 
ma 


r. MORGAN], and accordingly will not vote. 
Mr. MARTIN 3 


I desire to know if the senior Senator from 


Montana [Mr. MANTLE] has voted? 
Meg VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana has not 
voted, 


Mr. MARTIN. I withhold my vote in his absence. Were he 
present, I should vote yea." 
The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 36; as follows: 


YEAS—26. 
Bacon, Faulkner, McLaurin, 

Bate, rman, ills, Smith, 
Gaffer’ 8 3 Walthall, 
* rris, w e a 

Chilton, SM x Petter Sw, ite. 
Y. ones, e 
Coc * Kenney, Rawlins, 
NAYS—36. 
Alliso: Deboe, Hawley, Plat 
P or Ae Hoar, x Platt N. X. 
urrows rbanks, Lod 
eg t Foraker, MeBrie, Er s 
arter, e. cEnery, loup, 
Chan A Gallinger, McMillan, — 
k, Gear, n, Stewart, 
Cullom, Hale, Penrose, Wetmore, 
5 Perkins, ilson. 
NOT VOTING—27. 
Aldrich, Jones, Nev. Morrill, i 
len, Kyle, Nelson, Turner, 
Butler, Lindsay, Pasco, Vest, 
Daniel, Mallory, Proctor, Warren, 
rge, Mantle, Quy, Wellin, 
Hansbrough, Martin, eller, Wol 
rris, Tenn. Morgan, Thurs: 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Secretary read paragraph 157, as follows: 


157. Horseshoe nails, hob nails, and all other wrought iron or steel nails 
not specially provided for in this act, 2} cents per pound. 


Mr. TURPIE. I move to strike out 2 cents per pound" and 
insert 25 per cent ad valorem.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 18, page 50, paragrap 157, it is pro- 
posed to strike out 24 cents per pound," and to insert “25 per 
cent ad valorem;" so as to read: 


157. Horseshoe nails, hob nails, and all other wrought-iron or steel nails not 
specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr, TURPIE, Iaskfor the yeas and nays on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I desire to state in reference to 
this paragraph that the apparent lowering of rate from 4 cents a 
pound in the act of 1890 to 2} cents a pound is purely fictitious; 
that it amounts to nothing and is no good whatever. It is only to 
afford an opportunity to our friends upon the other side during 
the 55 to hold up to the ordinary man the fact that they 
have reduced the rate on horseshoe nails, hob nails, and all other 
wrought-iron or steel nails from £ cents a pound in the act of 1890 
to 24 cents a pound in 1897. 

It appears that in 1893 there were 8,180 pounds of these nails 
imported, worth $397, and in 1896, 61,814 pounds, worth $3,981, 
and the unit of yalue in 1893 was 11 cents, and in 1896 6.4 cents 
a pound. In looking at the table of exports we find that iron- 
wrought horseshoe and all other nails were exported last yeer to 


the extent of $291,363, and the im 


ris of these at he highest 
rate was only $3,981. So here is the fact demonstrated by tii 
excessive export over the imports that we not only hold the home 
market, but we are exporting these identical nails all over the 
world. What, therefore, is the use of any kind of duty upon this 
particular article of horseshoe nails as descr ed in paragraph 
157? So no capital whatever can be made from any claim of low- 
ering duties for the benefit of the American people in this para- 
graph or any other paragraph of the iron schedule. 

Let us look, for instance, at the paragraph below—paragraph 
158. In 1893 there were 238 pounds of nails mentioned in that 

aph imported. The value was $15.40. The unit of value 
E 65 milis. Can anybody say that a lowering of the rate from 2 
cents a pound in 1890 to half a cent a pound in 1897 is of any benefit 
to anybody when $15.40 worth of these nails were imported into 
the United States? Is not this purely fictitious and illusory? 
Why not go the whole hog and put these items upon the free list? 
Where is the point that protection is ever going to stop? The in- 
fant is a very strong, stalwart man; he ike all over the United 
States, and controls the whole market of the United States. 

If there is any question of dumping the surplus of the foreign- 
ers in the same line of nails on this country, it is manifest t 
we can outdump them 40 to 1 when it comes to the Juanpak 

rocess. We are exporting a very large quantity of this materi 
excess of what me 8 e idea 255 Hong the home 
market to prevent the dumping , Which it is alleged the 
foreigner will resort to to get fid his surplus, is of all i- 
nary and illusive arguments used the most i i and the 
mostillusive. People never raise anything below the cost of i 
duction more than once. The foreigner is no more idiotic t 
the American in that regard. No one is ever going to raise an 
article below the cost of production for the benefit of anybody 
else, either a home man or a foreign man. That does not occur, 
it can not occur, it never has occurred, and it never will occur. 

But here is an opportunity to do the right thing in the matter 
of nails in behalf of the American people—not only in behalf of 
the poor, but in behalf of the well-to-do, in behalf of the rich, in 
behalf of the whole population—for if there is any one article that 
goes more into universal consumption than nails, I do not know 
of it. 

I simply call attention to the fact of the excess of the exporta- 
tion over the importation of these nails to show that our friends 
upon the other side can lay no claim to any kind of virtue, to any 
kind of desire to aid the poor man in America, by reason of low- 
ering the rate on the article of nails below the rate of 1890. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I am very much obliged to the 
honorable Senator from Louisiana for the careful detail in which 
he has gone into this question. He has reenforced every reason- 
able objection which can be made to the rates mentioned in the 
pending bill. My own objections are based upon the opposition 
to any increase in the price of horseshoes. That is the operative 
principal item in this section. When horses themselves have be- 
come so cheap, it is proposed to increase immeasurably almost the 
tax upon shoes, and to make this increase upon horseshoe nails 
we shall reach the point when the nails and the shoes will be worth 
more than the horse. That is the point to which I wish to attract 
the attention of the Senate and of the country. 

Mr. GEAR. "The Senator overlooks the fact that the importa- 
tions under the Wilson Act in 1896 amounted to nearly $4,000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE], on which 
the g and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Ihave a general pair 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. LIC who is tempo- 
rarily absent from the Senate Chamber. If that Senator were 
present, he would vote “yea” and I should vote **nay." 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). L have a general 

ir with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. 

he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to state that until the return of the Sena- 
tor from e: JONES], he willstand paired with the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MorGaNn], I having transferred my pair tothe 
Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. KENNEY (after having voted in the affirmative). Iinquire 
if pe junior Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. PENROSE] has 
voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. KENNEY. Then I will withdraw my vote, as Iam paired 
with that Senator. 


I am paired with the 


Mr. CLARK (after having voted in the negative). I inquire if 
the junior Senator from Kansas pnus Harris] has voted? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. He not vo 
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Mr. CLARK. Then I withdraw my vote and announce my 
pair with that Senator. 
The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Bacon, Cockrell, Mitchell. Smith, 
Bate, Faulkner, Murphy, Turpie, 
Berry, Tay, Pettigrew, Wal 
Caffery, Jones, Ark. Pettus, White. 
Chilton, c Rawlins, 
Clay, Roach, 
NAYS—31. 

Allison, Fair Hoar, Pritchard,, 
Burro Foraker, Quay, 
Cannon, e, McBride, well, 
Chandi G 5 Menten, n. —.— 

er, ear, e. ner, 
Davi Hanna, Perkins, stewart, 

vis, or et more. 
Elkins, Hawley, Platt, Conn. 
NOT VOTING—S. 

Aldrich, Hansbrou; Manti Teller, 
Allen, Harris Kens, Martin, Th 
Baker, Harris, Tenn. 0! 
Butler, Heitfeld Morrill, Turner, 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Nelson, Vest, 
Dani Kenney, Pasco, Wi 
Deboe, Eps Penrose, Wellington, 
George, Lindsay, Platt, N. Y. Wilson 
Go: Mallory, Proctor, Wolcott. 


So Mr. Turptz’s amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 158, page 50, line 19, 
after the word steel,“ to strike out ‘‘2 inches long and longer,” 
and insert ‘‘not less than 1 inch in len and;” in line 21, after 
the word “number,” to strike out “twelve” and insert **sixteen;" 
in line 22, after the word pound,“ to strike out from 1 inch 
to 2 inches in length, and lighter than No. 12 and not lighter 
than No. 16 wire gauge, seven-tenths of 1 cent per pound; shorter" 
andinsert ‘‘less;” and on page 51, line 1, after the word inch,“ to 
insert “in length;" so as to make the paragraph read: 


158. Wire nails made of wrought iron or steel, not less than 1 inch inl 
and not lighter than No. 16 wire gauge, one-half of 1 cent per pound; less 
than 1 inch in length and lighter than No. 16 wire gauge, I cent per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out all after the word „steel,“ in 
line 19 of paragraph 158, and insert in lieu thereof 25 per cent 
ad valorem." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word steel,“ in paragraph 158, 
line 19, page 50, itis proposed to strike out the remainder of the 
paragraph and to insert ‘‘25 per cent ad valorem;" so as to read: 


158. Wire nails made of wrought iron or steel, 25 per cent ad valorem." 


Mr. VEST. I call attention to the fact that here is another in- 
stance in which we command the American market and make 
large exportations, and still there is an increase of duty in the 
pending bill. In 1896 we exported of wire nails $321,055 worth, 
and we imported $25,063 worth. 

Mr. WHITE. 1f the Senator from Missouri will allow me, I 
wish to add to his statement that the weight of the nails exported 
was eight millions and odd pounds. 

Mr. VEST. We expo in 1896 $300,000 worth more of this 
product than we imported. That shows absolutely that we con- 
trol the American market. 

I call for the yeasand nays on the proposition to make this duty 
25 per cent ad valorem. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Mr. President, from the Iron Age of 
the same date I read from a few minutes ago I have made the 
following clipping on the article of wire nails, to which I desire 
to call the attention of the Senate, and, in addition to what the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] has just now stated, I wish to 
remind the Senate that it has come out in this debate more than 
once that wire nails were sold abroad while the wire-nail pool 
was in existence at about one-half of what they were sold for to 
vedo consumers. I now read this paragraph from the Iron 

ge: 


Wire nails.—There is little new to report in the wire-nail market. The 
— —.— current in regard to the formation of a rod pool seem to have some 
influence on the trade, as a good many inquiries for prices for future shi 
ments are being received by the manufacturers. e leading mills are st 
well supplied with orders sufficient to cover them for the next two or three 
weeks, but there is more evidence of a desire to obtain new business. Prices 
are without change on the basis of $1.35 for carload lots at mill. The low 
freight rates which are ruling tend to make the delivered pice at man 
points slightly lower than it has been. ` The disturbance in the Northwest, 
owing to the offering of nails to the small trade at relatively close s prion 

of embarrassment to the job- 


something of an effect on prices in 


still continues, and is the source of a 
bing trade in that section. It 
other portions of the country. 


has 
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Chicago(by tel h): The wire-nail . to show the effects 
of the report which pa been current for some e rearing the control 
of the manufacture of wire rods— 


This comes, as I have said, from the Iron Age, which is the or- 
n of the iron business, and is a paper which would certainly not 
inclined to make reports adversely to that interest— : 


These results have become much more pronounced within the past two or 
three days, and the belief is now being confirmed that the controlof the 

roduct of all the mills has been secured. Large inquiries have been received 

y wire-nail manufacturers for May and June deliveries, but most of the 
factories are either out of the market or report themselves not in condition 
to quo Sales made during the rs week have ranged from $1.40 to $1.45. 
Chicago, for factory lots, but few, if any, manufacturers will now sell at such 
eem Mr E vn have a good demand for small lots from stock and continue 
gps : 


t. Louis LY telegraph); There are persistent rumors to the effect that an- 
other combination of the nail manufacturers is about to be formed. Itis 
stated that Commissioner Parks, who was the guiding spirit in the last nail 
combination, is at the head of the present agreement, and it is also reported 
that the wire-rod men will act in harmony with the nail manufacturers. It 
is not the purpose to advance the price of nails to an exorbitant re, but 
rather to make a price which will show manufacturers a profit, which it is 
claimed they can not make at prices ruling to-day. It is difficult to get any 
definite information regarding the formation of the combination, but cir- 
cumstances point strongly in that direction. and the developments of the 
next few days will be awaited with interest. The demand for wire nails 
k up remarkably well, and manufacturers are unwilling to quote for 
de pedi beyond the present month. Prices are well maintained acdrnn se 
for car flow lots f. o. b. cars St. Louis. Jobbers quote $1.55 to $1.60 for lots 


store. 
ined The nail trade seem to have become pretty thoroughly advised 
regarding the probable formation of a rod pool, and have been placing very 


men ul rod pool go through, which now seems pro 
it is very likely higher pei on nails will result. It is not pro toform 
a nail association, but the market can be controlled by the larger mills if the 
rod pool is successfully formed. While prices on nails have not shown an 
actual advance as yet, they are very firm, and we continue to quote in car- 
load lots at $1.35 at mill. 


So, Mr. President, according to the report of this authority in 
iron production, there is being formed at this moment a combina- 
tion to control the price of wire nails and at the same time con- 
trol the price of rods. The wire-nail manufacturers have an 
organization under the present law; and I submit that any tax 
which enables these conspirators to make a combination of this 


sort is pernicious and ought not to be allowed to exist. When- 


ever they undertake to take advantage of the tariff to increase 
their profits, the American people ought to have the power to im- 
nee Hane from abroad and procure them at something like reason- 
able rates. . 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, in the Monthly Summary of 
Finance and Commerce of the United States there are some very 
mung facts connected with our export trade in the various 
matters of iron. As the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES} well 
stated, the lower rates under the Wilson law were not sufficient 
to prevent these unlawful combinations of the wire-rod manu- 
facturers, the wire-nail manufacturers, and the steel-rail manu- 
facturers in the United States from putting up th to the 
Toneri consumer and shipping abroad their product at a much 
ess price. 

It is very interesting, Mr. President, to look at the monthly 
summary of our trade and see the bearing, or rather to see the 
tendency of our American products in iron and steel, and partic- 
ularly to note the countries to which this exported product goes, 
In 1895 the gross exports of iron and steel, and manufactures of, 
for the nine months of that year were $11,662,154; for the nine 
months ending October, 1896, the exports had crawled up to 
$18,022,638, and this in the face of what is called hard times. In 
the face of depressed industries the American rter of these 
articles increased his exports at a rate in excess of 50 per cent in 
one year. That points conclusively to the fact that we need no 
sort of tariff upon these iron fabrics. 

It is further instrucfive to note the countries to which these iron 
fabrics were exported, and to see where our trade relations reall. 
are among the nations of the world. The exports to the United 
Kingdom in 1895 were $1,962,814; to the same country in 1896 the 
exports had gone up to $3,732,177; to Germany $532,971 in 1895, and 
to $1,264,482 in 1896. I shall not read the whole of this statement. 
but will ask that it be incorporated in the RECORD. It is part of 
the table on e 577 of the monthly statement of the Bureau of 
Statistics, including the exports of iron and steel, and manufac- 
tures of,for October, 1895, October, 1896, ten months ending 
October, 1895, and ten months ending October, 1896. 

The table referred to is as follows: 


October— Ten months ending October— 
Articles and countries. 1895. | 1896. 1895. 
uanti- uanti- ti- 
e | Values. M | Values. nei 
Iron and steel. and manufactures of: 
Other machinery— 
rted to— i 
nited Kíogdom -....:, E T R N S NE $288, 186 $546, 929 |............] $1,902,814 |............ $3, 732,177 
PSUR ROTA ENN ee ED ne E a ENR iz al E S 539,971 1, 204, 482 
DN peep ance m RAbépuueaddanecde Puhtq eR Rederquigs en maze] sae 36,005 |... [LS LL 3 Bex AES 235 |...... 522, 
Other Euro 100,564 993,394 |. 804, 166 8, 20.87 
British No: 148,308 |. 117,545 1,306,305 1,331,502 
1177 TTT 205, 668 183,531 1,653, 448 2, 148, 393 
Central American States and British Honduras 92,244 68, 245 311,195 482, 
Cuba 67, 661 6, 623 404, 181 124.80 
5 18,248 |. 15,735 — 44, 483 71,250 
TTT 28,104 15, 383 |. . — 95.141 — pera 84,053 
96, 634 22,915 |. 214, 49 118,204 
. 894 |. 13, 406 |. 180, 907 333, 146 
86,321 |. 131,293 1,417,085 m 
24,004 8, 166 86, 455 165, 25: 
51,534 41,069 407, 971 410,721 
3 2,083 5,549 |. 46, 055 
Uh AXSGRIMMA. celi oss cao ͤͤͤ—. — 22, 501 e 255, 805 572, 480 
British India and East Indies. 3,199 1,125 SSS 78, 986 
Other Asia and Oceanica.. 39, 920 151,508 632, 792 mm 
OPES pe tS 64, 463 112, 885 |. 894. 835 1, 169, 
Other countries... 1,633 219 
Total other MACHINE. —..:-—.-. EE E E E E 18, 022, 638 
re,, N T e T a A ETERA AS; 100) AAT. EEE 18, 728, 493 
Nails and spikes (pounds)— 
Li pescara ENN e EU Id Re rie Ere 404, 700 
Wire, wrought, horseshoe, and all other, including tacks.. 291,363 
Plates and sheets (pounds)— 
F TT 34,027 
Sen —— rail: - i to > 3) E 41, 808 
Railroad bars or rails (tons)— 
A 1,208,074 
8 5 85 EU 
APO Yb yen ene SRC ‘pounds. 06, 418, 637 | 1,384, 646 
All other manufactures of iron and steel.......................|...........| 500,971 |...........| 665,436 |............| 5,546,948 |............ 6, 614, 981 
Total iron and steel, etc., not including ore TERRE 054005408. |«- 2 -7-- | 4, 408,986: |... --—--.--] 28,149,081 1... ...-——— 38, 957, 045 


Mr.CAFFERY. I desire further to include in this state- | and the total exports to the United Kingdom from the United 
ment the total imports from the United Kingdom of the articles | States for the same year, as appears in the Statistical Abstract, 


mentioned in this statement for 1896 into the United States 


page 85. 


1897. 
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The paper referred to is as follows: 


1888. 1889. 


CELO 732, 749 | $30, 695,422 | $28,205, 903 | $30, 640, 000 
Dutiable ... 2 400 119.202.853 | 150,003, 104 | 150, 815, 887 
Total. 165, 067,443 | 177,897,975 178, 269, 067 | 1 
Exports to: | 
P omesti ...| 363,101, 143 | 358,238, 790 | 379,000, 181 | 444, 459,000 | 441 
Foreign 3.200,50 | 3,276,918 | 2,091,543 | 3,430, 053 
Total. 206,810, 679 | 901,515, 000 B82, 981, 674 | 447, 805, 662 
Unies nk | 1892, 1893 | 1894, 1895. 1890. 
om. 
Imports from 
Free 907,178 | $43, 166,473 $50, 414,00 | $55, 82,711 
Dutiable ....| 120,933, 708 | 139, 608, 296 (08; 009, 144 | 113, 980, 723 
Total 156, 300, 881 | 182, 859, 700 159, 083, 243 | 169, 963, 494 
Exports to 
Domestic ...| 493,957,868 | 414,966,094 | 423, 968,879 | 384,192,970 | 401, 145, 205 
Foreign 5,951,404 | 6,108,457 | 7,000,288 | 2,002,488 | 4,500,194 


387, 125, 458 | 405, 141,939 


Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, it occurs to me that the lesson 
to be derived from these figures is so plain that none can fail to 
seeitsimport. It will not do for the other side of this Chamber 
to claim that this industry now needs protection. The question is 
wholly beside the original proposition of stimulating an infant 
industry. The proposition has to be squarely met. When an 
industry obtains the proportions of the iron industry of the United 
States; when that industry is capable of supplying the markets of 
the world almost from the excess of the American product, com- 
peting with all the other nations of the world, and when that 
industry has invaded the market of our great competitor and 
almost captured it, I want to know whether any kind of a plea 
can be set up in justification of these high tariffs? 

The only purpose that I can see in placing these high tariffs on 
these articles that we are rting hence is not to create monop- 
olies—for I do not believe the Senators on the other side would 
willingly do that—but it is certainly to enable the home producer 
to charge more to the American consumer than to his coconsumer 
throughout the world. If protection can be justified in this case 
under any kind of reason, it must be to give the home manufac- 
turer prices in excess of the foreign manufacturer, and that rea- 
son fails when we show that the home manufacturer is more than 
competing with the foreign manufacturer and shipping these arti- 
clesabroad. But the effect, if not the purpose, of this tax is to 
create monopolies, to build up trusts, as monopolies and trusts are 
already built up, already 8 and already fleecing the Ameri- 
can people by reason of these high tariffs. 

I repeat, that the reference of the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH] to the great benetits conferred upon the American 
people by reducing the rates upon iron and s is a mere mock- 
ery, n travesty; it is almost an insult to the intelligence of the 
American people to say that they are offered a boon which is con- 
ferred willingly to the other peoples of the earth. All the boon 
we want is the same prices of these articles in America that these 
trusts and monopolies charge when they ship the articles abroad. 
That is the boon that we crave for the American people; it is the 
— 5 of fair trade; it is the boon of honest contract, of honest 

ng. 
I sa ane Mr. President, in this particular line, in this particu- 
lar industry, it would be a becoming thing, it would be a gracious 
thing, for our friends on the other side of the Chamber to get off 
these high stilts of protection and walk upon the solid ground of 
honest trade and honest dealing. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. e question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT], on which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 


'The Secretary 8 to call the roll. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNEs]. 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina | Mr. TILL- 
MAN]. If he were present, I should vote **nay." 
ub Manis I am paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 

ELSON]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. KENNEY (after having voted in the affirmative). 
ae cae junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 

vo 


I in- 
PENROSE] 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. KENNEY. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with 
that Senator. x 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 

Bacon, Clay, Mills, Rawlins, 
pov g ll, 1 Tem 

rry, ray, u > m 
Caffery, Jones, Ark. Pett wi Walthall, 
Chilton, ur Pettus, White. 

NAYS—29, 
LÀ 
Alliso Foraker, Lodge, aed 
Burrova, EN McBride, we 
Carter, Gallinger, McEnery, Shoup, 
Chandler, Gear, McMillan, ione, 
Cullom, Hale, Mason, etmore, 
Davis, Han Perkins, 
Deboe, Hawley, IM Conn. 
Fairbanks, oar, Pri > 
NOT VOTING—4. 

Aldrich, rman, Mantle, Stewart, 
Allen, Hansbrough, Martin, Teller, 

er, Harris, Kans. Morgan, urston, 
Butler, s orrill, 
Cannon, Heitfeld, Nelson, Turner, 
Clark Jones, Nev. . Vest, 
E e BAN. Fee 

e, N. ellin 

Faulkner, Lin y. Proctor, Wilson, * 
George, Mallory, Roach, Wolcott. 


So Mr. Vest’s amendment was rejected. 

i The reading of the bill was resumed at paragraph 159, as fol- 
ows: 

159. Spikes, nuts, and washers, and horse, mule, or ox shoes, of wrought 
iron or steel, 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to ask for information 
of the Senator from Iowa, as there is nothing in the comparative 
statement to show the value of these articles, how the rate of 
duty here proposed of 1 cent per pound compares with the present 


rate of 25 per cent ad valorem? 
ke ALLISON. It is about the same; not quite so high, I 
think. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas, It occurred to me that it was some- 
3 higher, but I was not sure. Some of my colleagues think it 
is not. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and paragraph 160 was 
read, as follows: 

1 brads, ding 16 to the th 
yc por Wau r f. Ce Ple 
poun 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out all after the 
word ‘ sprigs” and insert **25 per cent ad valorem.” 

The SECRETARY. After the word “sprigs,” in line 5, page 51, 
paragraph 160, it is proposed to strike out the remainder of the 
paragraph and insert the words ‘‘25 per cent ad valorem;" so as 
to make the paragraph read: 


160. Cut tacks, brads, or sprigs, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the. 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas, 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, as follows: 


161. Needles for knitting or sewing machines, including latch ES, $1 
P thousand and 30 per cent ad valorem; crochet needles and wyo n - 

nitting and all other needles, not specially provided for in ac 
bodkins of metal, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. This is an increase of $1 a thousand over existing 
law upon needles, which it is hardly necessary to observe are an 
article of prime necessity, used by seamstresses and the poorer 
class of people everywhere. I move to strike out the words“ one 
dollar per thousand and," and to strike out 30 per cent ad va- 
lorem" and insert **25 per cent ad valorem." 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee propose to reduce the rate from 
30 to 25 per cent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri will be stated, 

The SECRETARY. After the word “needles,” in line 10, strike 
out the words “one dollar per thousand and;” so as to read: 

Needles for knitting or sewing machines, including latch needles, 30 per 
cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was rejected. 

„ The committee amendment will now 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 10, page 51, paragraph 161, after the 
word and,“ it is pro to strike cat “thirty” and insert 
“twenty-five;” so as to read 25 per cent ad valorem.” 
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The amendment 5 to. 
P Ld reading of the bill was continued to the end of paragraph 


Mr. ALLISON. Iask that paragraph 104 may be passed over 
for the moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, paragraph 164 
will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 165, page 52, after 
the word length,“ to strike out **3 cents per pound; over 1 inch 
and not more 2 inches in length, 5 cents pound; over one- 
half inch and not more than 1 inch in length, 7 cents per pound; 
one-half inch and less in length, 10 cents per pound; screws, com- 
3 called wood screws, made of brass, more than 2 inches in 
length, 5” and insert ‘‘ four;” in line 11, before the word “ cents,“ 
to strike out seven“ and insert six; “ in line 13, before the word 
** cents," to strike out ten“ and insert ** eight and one-half;" and 
in line 12, before the word cents,“ to strike out fourteen" and 
insert “twelve:” so as to make the paragraph read: 

165. Screws, 9 called wood screws, made of iron or steel, more 
ies 45 D in length, 4 cents per pound; over linch and not more than 2 


s cents per pound; over one- inch and not more than 1 
inch in 8} cents per pound; one-half inch and less in length, 12 cents 


per pound. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. VEST. I wish to call attention to the fact that we abso- 


lutely command the American market as to this article. We 
exported in 1896 $320,659 worth of screws and imported $136 worth, 
showing that we absolutely, I repeat, command the American 
market, and export the enormous amount of $320,659 worth. 

Under the amendment the duty is raised over the Wilson Act 
from 10 to 12 cents on the smallest sizes, and the increased reve- 
nue on account of that raise will amount to the enormous aggre- 
gate of 85 cents. Just think of the Congress of the United States 
making a raise in order to get 35 cents more revenue! Under the 
Wilson Act we got $1.10. On the next size the raise is 1} cents, 
which will give an increased revenue of 42 cents, There is no 
danger to the Treasury when we get that much revenue. Forty- 
two cents! On the next size there is a raise of 1 cent, and the 

revenue is $2.21. On the next size there is a raise of 1 
cent, giving an increased revenue of $1.21. 

What is the truth in regard to this matter? And I wish to call 
the attention of the Senator from Iowa to it, and I should like to 
hear his answer. I have in my hand the annual report of the 
American Screw Company, of Providence, R. I., madein February, 
1897. It is an elaborate review of their year's work and of the 
condition of this interest, and I will ask the Secretary to read 
what I haye marked, showing the necessity for the increase of 
dem which I have already demonstrated will bring no revenue 
at all. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


We are 


vantage 
and new conditions requiring rs ori which only time can accomplish, 


lower, because we are not now meeting the lowest prices of competitors, who 

below cost. So long as we 
not change. The effect of abnormally 
, however, lead to tive purchases and delay the higher 


low prices 
and remunerative so gen y 


Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, in view of the authentic report of 
this company, which I presume is an important corporation, mak- 


BEN screws 
. VEST. It is the largest in the country. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Missouri says it is the largest in 
the onay In view of its statement that it does not need pro- 
tection, it got past the ies where protection or 55 5 can be 
a benefit to it, and that its business is in a situation that is fairly 
prosperous, and in view, further, of the fact that there is no rev- 
enue now produced or expected from this source, I desire to ask 
what the meaning of this raise is, for I should really like to know. 
There may be a reason. 

Mr. AL N. If the Senator will look at the ad valorem as 
shown by our tables, he will see that the highest ad valorem on 
these articles is 40.33 per cent and the lowest is a little over 14. 
It ranges from 14 to 30 and 40. The duty provided for in the Sen- 
ate amendment is a shade higher than that provided for in the 
poem law, butlower than was prescribed in the act of 1890, I 

ppen to have the report here to which the Senator from Mis- 
e de 

or the rates of duty w. 
refe, im 


that the 8 do not ask 
say they have got beyond 


orien? were im upon these 
enecessity for high tariff. 
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Bo wp think: Therefore we have only slightly increased the rates 
0 > 

Mr. GRAY. They say they have 
protection at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; I have the report here: 

We have gotten beyond the necessity for a high tariff. 


Those people are the largest manufacturers of wood screws in 
our country. I notice, in looking at the report, that they have 
some advantages, perhaps, that other manufacturers in the United 
States do not have; that is, they have a large amount of capital 
invested in a wood-screw plant in Canada, and also large capital 
invested in a wood-screw establishment in Great Britain. So they 
seem to have taken pretty good care of themselves in various ways 
as respects their investments, whatever may happen to the wood- 
screw duty. I think this rate is in accordance with their view; 
that is, it is not a high tariff. 

Mr. GRAY. If I understand the Senator from Iowa correctly, 
there is no other moving cause for the increase of tariff on this 
important and widely consumed article than the fact that he be- 
lieves that this company, and others, I suppose, would rather prefer 
to have that much raise. 


got beyond the necessity for 


Mr. ALLISON. The Senator misunderstood me. I mean to sa 
that this is a fairly low rate as compared with the other iron an 
steel duties. Of course the situa’ during the last one or two 


years has been in a sense abnormal as respects prices not only in 
our country, but elsewhere. I gather from the reading at the desk 
that this company have had sharp competition, because other man- 
ufacturers are selling at a loss, which they are not doing. 

Mr. GRAY. That is the very home competition which it is said 
the tariff is designed to create. 

Mr. ALLISON. Selling at a loss? 

Mr. GRAY. If I have understood the advocates of protection 
aright, their proposition has been that if you will adequately pro- 
tect domestic manufactures you will create within the wall 
adomestic competition which will reduce the price to the consumer. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. That being the very object which was sought to 
be produced by the tariff, or one of the great objects, why is it, 
when 3 it has been produced, and presumably to the 
benefit of the great mass of the consumers, we seek thus, without 
provocation or reasonable motive, as it seems to me, with all re- 

t to the Senator from Iowa, to raise the duty even in this 
slight de „as he calls it? Ido not think it is a slight degree. 

ere been no outcry of a suffering or perishing or languish- 
ing industry. There is the widest sort of an association or com- 
bine among the wood-screw makers, I am informed, through this 
country and across the water to control the business, and why we 
should accede to any demand they may make, merely because they 
make it, without some good reason back of it, I am utterly at a 
loss to conceive. Surely the great mass of consumers in this coun- 
try who use these articles which enter into the daily use of every 
community and neighborhood throughout the land are entitled to 
some consideration in the making up of this schedule of the tariff. 

Mr. FORAKER. I wish to state, for the benefit of the Senator 
from Delaware, that we have some establishments of this charac- 
ter in our State, and I know what the experience has been during 
the last three years, since the Wilson Act went intoeffect. Eve 
one of those establishments has been run during this whole peri 
ataloss They have been running at a loss rather than busi- 
ness and rather than lose the American market. ea d put their 
prices down, thinking they could hold on to the market inst 
their adversaries from abroad until there would be legislation 
under which they could resume operation at the usual profit. 

It is true that it is the theory of protectionists that a protective 
tariff will result in home competition which in the end will reduce 
the price of the product, but no one desires, I apprehend, that the 
peso of the product shall be reduced below the point at which the 

usiness can be conducted with profit to those who invest their 
capital in it, for the minute it is so reduced the business would of 
course stop ordinarily. 

So this rate is erue absolutely so, in the judgment of those 
in my own State whom I represent here, in order that they may 
conduct their business at a reasonable profit in the future as 
against the conduct of their business at a loss in the years gone 
by since the Wilson Act went into effect. 

So far as the American Screw Company is concerned, as has 
been suggested by the Senator from Iowa, its experience is not a 
fair illustration of what is required by a company differently 
situated. That company has its establishment not only in the 
United States, but it also has a branch in Canada and another in 
England, and in the sume report which was sent to the desk by 
the Senator from Missouri the American Screw Company speaks 
of those different enterprises and says it may become necessary 
De 2 ed transfer its manufacturing from the United States to 

ng 
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Mr. GRAY. Mr. President : 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Delaware permit me to 
ask the Senator from Ohio a question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Ohio how 
itisthat under the present duty, which appears to be prohibitive, 
the factories find if difficult to proceed, and whether, when the 
duty is prohibitive, it is necessary to have it prohibitive in the 
second degree? 

Mr. FORAKER. I answered the inquiry made by the Senator 
from California when I said (at least that is the answer I would 
make, and I was making the statement for that purpose) that the 
reason why there has been no importation since the Wilson law 
went into effect is that the American establishments have been 
making and selling their goods at a loss. Every one in the State 
of Ohio is losing money right straight along. They do that in 
order to hold the American market until there can be legislation 
under which they can continue with the ordinary profits. They 
would have closed down long ago, and would have discharged 
their employees and withdrawn their capital from the business 
had it not. been for the hope that the day would soon come when 
they would have a protective tariff under which they could con- 
tinue their business with safety and with profit. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, this is only another illustration of 
the fact which seems to haye been made 3 obvious in 
the last six years since tariff bills have been so widely discussed, 
that there never comes a time when the struggling infant indus- 
try has had enough of the nourishment and support and paternal 
care of the Government to enable it to do business profitably. 
The struggling infants grow into lusty adults, but they never ar- 
rive at the point when they are willing to give up their infantile 
food. They are just as fond of the bottle as they were at the 
start. 

I do not find fault with my friend the Senator from Ohio for 
listening with friendly ear to the worthy gentlemen who tell him 
this tale of woe. Iknow a great many such. It is human nature 
that they should pour into his sympa’ ic ear such a tale as that. 
Ihave had many such poured into myown ears. I live in a com- 
munity where 2 are many men—worthy American citizens, as 
good as any, patriotic, industrious, enterprising men—who are 
engaged in many of these industries mentioned in the schedule, 
who feel just the same way. He and I would feel the same wer 
if we were there. That is human nature. We are here in a dif- 
ferent attitude, however. We are here, some of us at least, as the 
Senator from Maine said the other day, to represent the American 

le, and we are bound to scrutinize these statements and not 
take them without a grain of salt nor to take them as absolutely 
true without examination. $ 

It does not appear to me that this is a reasonable request of theirs, 
in face of the fact that they now absolutely control the American 
market and are suffering from that very competition—suffering 
as all engaged in industries having competitors have to suffer— 
which the protective tariff, according to its friends, was designed 
to create. I do not think we ought, just at their demand and 
without a reasonable cause assigned, thus to erect the tariff wall 
alittle higher. Ido not know that it would make much differ- 
ence. One might say there are no importations now and there 
will be none hereafter, and nobody is hurt, but we can not tell. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me? 

Mr. GRAY. In one moment. We can not tell what motive is 
behind it, what interested motive, nor what the exact result is 
going to be of making this absolutely prohibitive and forbidding 
tariff intheirfavor. The imports for 1896, as the Senator from 
Missouri read, amounted to $136 worth of wood screws, and for 
the same year there were exported of wood screws from this coun- 

$320,659 worth. 

beg pardon of the Senator from Ohio. He was about to inter- 

t me. 

r.FORAKER. It is not a matter of sympathy. This is in 
line with all we have been doing here. Ireferto those of us who 
believe in the protective-tariff policy, We want to retain this in- 
dustry and give it a chance to be continued, and we have come to 
a place where the industry must be sacrificed or it must be saved 
to the American people. It is an important industry to us in Ohio. 
No doubt it is in other States where it finds a location and repre- 
sentation. They employ a great many people in our State; there 
is a large amount of capital invested, and they have come to the 
place, as I said a while ago, where, unless they can have adequate 
protection, they must discharge their labor, withdraw their capital, 
and invest it in some other direction. 

We believe it is a good thing for the American people and for 
all who use wood screws manufactured by these enterprises that 
the industry should be maintained in our own country, and that 
this product should be furnished by American labor to the Amer- 
ican users of it. 

Mr. GRAY, We are not discussing the question of free trade 
and protection. 


Mr. FORAKER. I thought the Senator from Delaware was 
discussing it. 

Mr. GRAY. No, not so far as this particular industry is con- 
cerned, nor as to this particular time. We are di i 
question why these screw companies should ask for the higher 
building of the tariff wall—in other words, for more protection— 
when the statistics show that they have accomplished all that the 
highest protection ever seeks to accomplish—absolute exclusion 
of foreign competition. 

The Senator from Ohio says, if I understand him, that the com- 
petition which now exists among the domestic manufacturers of 
Screws is so great that it has compelled a decrease in the price and 
therefore a decrease in the profits. How are you going to remedy 
that by a tariff? 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not say that. 

Mr. GRAY. How can you prevent that domestic competition 
by building the exterior wall higher? 

.FORAKER. What I said was that by reason of the re- 
duction of tariff by the Wilson Act it became necessary for these 
establishments, in order to hold on to their market and continue 
their business, to sell their product at a loss, and those in our 
State have been selling their product at a loss throughout all the 
period in which they have been operating since that law went 
into effect, and they are continuing at a loss. They do so in order 
to hold on to the market and keep out the foreign producer until 
there will be protection under which they can continue their 
business at reasonable profit. 

Mr. GRAY. How, then, would the Senator explain the fact 
that the t American Screw Company, said to be the 
in the United States, in the report made by the president to 
own stockholders, I believe—— : 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr.GRAY. Whenthey arediscussing their own affairs, within 
the privacy and the intimacy and the confidence of their own di- 
5 undertake to say that the od is gone when 
they n high 8 and never allude to this distressing 
state of things which the Senator has portrayed as existing among 
other screw companies, and only speak of the fact that they are able 
to hold on for the present, and look confidently to next year for 
increased business and increased profits? 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator asked me a question, and I hope 
he will allow me to answer it. 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. IL explain it—and I have made the explana- 
tion—by the fact set forth in their report, that they are not onl: 
an American concern, but they are an American corporation wi 
a branch manufacturing esta ment located in Canada and an- 
other one located in England, and they say in that very report, as 
Iremember it, for I saw it once before, tit may be necessary 
for them to transfer their machinery from the United States to 
England to a greater extent than they have already transferred it 
and transfer the manufacture of their product there. Therefore i 
say that what the American Screw Company say is not to be taken 
as a criterion of what should be applied toa company that is solely 
an American concern. They have their branches in other coun- 
tries, and are differently situated. 

Mr. GRAY. Reasoning from the same facts that the Senator 
from Ohio has spoken of (I understand he was only drawing con- 
clusions, and I am at liberty to draw conclusions myself, although 
I will not ropes any assertion of his made of his own knowl- 
edge), I should say that a different state of things obtains. It 
would seem to me that the American Serew Company, which is 
so extensive in its operations and so strong in its foundations, has 
been able so far to reduce the price that the other screw com- 
pee Ohio have been compelled to come down to a rate that 

not been remunerative to them, or at least not so remuner- 
ative as they think they have a right to expect. Ican not draw 
any other conclusion from the facts, so far as we have them here. 
s it possible that, that being the case, having brought about this 
desirable condition, this haven to which all protection voyages 
tend, we arethen to be called upon for some inscrutable reason to 
build higher the tariff wall thatsurrounds us, and, in face of the 
fact that there was $320,059 worth of these screws exported and 
none im to do their bidding and erect this prohibitivetariff 
for their benefit, presumably? 

Mr. VEST. I move to reduce those three duties there 1 cent 
each, so as to bring them back to the existing law. The first is 4 
cents, in line 10. I move to make it 3 cents, The next is 6 cents, 
in line 11. I move tomakethat5 cents. The next is in line 12, 81 
cents. I move to make that 7 cents; and in line 14 I move to 
make the duty 10 cents instead of 12 cents; so as to make the para- 


graph read: ; 


165. Screws, commonly called wood screws, made of iron or steel, more than 
2inches in length, 3 cents per pound; over I inch and not more than 2 inches in 
length, 5 cents per pound; over one-half inch and not more than 1 inch in 
length, 7 cents per pound; one-half inch and less in length, 10 cents per 
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I will submit one motion as applied to all of them; and I call for 

the yeas and nays. j 
e PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hark in the chair). By 

unanimous consent, the amendments will be considered as one 
amendment; and on agreeing to the amendment the Senator from 
Missouri demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR]. 
he would vote nay and I should vote yea.“ 

'The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. VEST. I announce my pair with the Senator from Minne- 
sota [Mr. NELsoN]. I would vote “ yea,” if he were present. 

Mr. THURSTON. I have a general pair with the senior Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. If he were present, I 
should vote ** nay." : 

Mr. GRAY (after having voted in the affirmative). I ask if 
cod senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] is recorded as 
voting? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. GRAY. I promised temporarily to pair with that Senator. 
I therefore withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 29, as follows: 


Iam paired with 
he were present, 


YEAS—21. 
Bacon, Harris, Kans. Mitchell, ee 
Bate, Heitfeld, Murphy, Walthall, 
Berry, Jones, Ark. Pet W, White. 
Caffery, Kenney. Pettus, 
Chil McLaurin, Rawlins, 
" th, 
NAYS—29. 
Allison, 'boe, Hawley, quay; 
Burrows, Fairbanks, ge. well, 
Cannon, Foraker, McBride, Shoup, 
Carter, e, c 8 Spooner, 
Chandler, linger, Penrose, etmore. 
Gullo, Halo, Platt, Con 
e, n. 

Davis, : Pritchard, 

NOT VOTING—39. 
Aldrich, Gray. Martin, Teller, 
Allen, Harabeough: Mason, Thurston, 
Baker, Tenn Morgan. illman, 
Butler, Hoar, Mo ^ Turner, 
Clay, Jones, Ney Nelson, Vest, 
Daniels, Kyle, Pasco, Warren, 
Elkins, Lin y. Platt, N. Y. Wellington, 
Faulkner, McEnery, Proctor, Wilson. 
George, Mallory, 9 Wolcott. 
Gorman, Mantle, Stewart, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. : 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 
aph 166, page 52, line 16, after the word “metal, to strike 
out 45 cents per 100 ribs and stretchers, and 15 per cent ad va- 
lorem; umbrella or parasol frames, including skeleton frames, i? 
with not more than eight ribs and stretchers in each frame, 65 
cents per dozen frames and 20 per cent ad valorem; if with more 
than eight ribs and stretchers in each frame, one-half of 1 cent 
additional per frame for each rib and stretcher in excess of eight; 
if with handles or sticks, such handles or sticks shall be dutiable 
as if imported separately," and to insert **50 per cent ad valorem; " 
so as to make the paragraph read: 


166. Umbrella and parasol ribs and stretchers, composed in chief value of 
iron, steel, 50 per cent ad valorem, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
strike out paragraph 167, in the following words: 


167. Vessels: Foreign-built yachts or other foreign-built vessels undocu- 
mented, brought to the Uni States after this act shall take effect, for use 
or for sale as pleasure vessels, whether so brought as freight or on board 
another vessel or by sailing thereto, 35 per cent ad valorem: Provided, 
That on a yacht or vessel so nav ted suc! duty shall be levied, collected, 


and paid only upon the first arrival thereof: 3 further, That a 
like duty Shall be levied, collected, and paid upon the cost of all equ 8 
purchased abroad for such vessels, on all repairs and alterations such 


hts or vessels thereafter made in any foreign country, vessels wrecked in 

waters of the United States and repaired, also vessels condemned as prize 
of warand those udged to be forfeited fora breach of the laws of the 
United States, hereafter admitted to the privileges of vessels of the United 
States under the conditions of the laws relating to the tering and en- 
rollment of v 35 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That such duty shall 
be estimated on the 3 value of the wrecked vessels as the same may 
be brought into a port of the United States and on the appraised value of 
qua on and forfeited vessels at the time and place of their sale as 

orfeited. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in paragraph 108, page 53, line 23 
after the word Wheels," to insert pes railway purposes;” in 
line 2, page 54, after the word “manufactured,” to strike out **14 
cents per pound;" and in line 5, after the word wheels,“ to in- 
sert ‘‘ for railway purposes;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

108. Wheels for railway purposes, or parts the 
and steel-tired wheels forvativay Du DRM ier diti dis ias Filis 
and iron or steel locomotive, car, or other railway tires or parts thereof, 
wholly or partly manufactured, and ingots, cog, ngots, blooms, or blanks 
Pound. EUM TRAC regard io the degree o . 

und: 

Me iron or steel, are imported with iron or ieee pire fitted in them. tha 
wheels and axles e shall be dutiable at the same rate as is provided 
for the wheels when imported separately. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert one and one-half” in lieu of 
** one and one-fourth," in lines 4 and 5. 

Mr. VEST. As I understand, the Senator moves an increase of 
one-fourth. 

Mr. ALLISON. One-fourth of a cent per pound, 

Mr. VEST. In line 5? 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 5. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In lines 4 and 5 strike out ‘‘1} cents” and 
insert **14 cents;" so as to read: 

168. Wheels for railway p or parts thereof, made of iron or steel, 
and steel-tired wheels for railway p , Whether wholly or partly fin- 
ees cle of pay etaed aod gets Spel tats e 
or blanks for the wane, without regard to the dcores of manufac ure, ip oente 
per pound. y 

Mr. VEST. That is an increase. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection —— 

Mr. GRAY. There is objection, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa, on page 54, 
lines 4 and 5, to strike out ** one and one-fourth” and insert ** one 
and one-half.” Is the Senate ready for the question? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, under 
the heading of ** Miscelianeous metals and manufactures of," para- 
graph 169, page 54, line 11, after the word “ aluminum," to strike 
out “in crude form” and insert **and;" in line 12, after the word 
value,“ to insert “in crude form;" in the same line, before the 
word cents,“ to strike out ten“ and insert five;“ in the same 
line, before the word plates," to insert **in;" in line 14, after the 
word ‘‘rods,” to strike out of aluminum, of any kind, in which 
aluminum is the component material of chief value, fifteen;" and 
in line 15, before the word “cents,” to insert ten;“ so as to make 
the paragraph read: 


MISCELLANEOUS METALS AND MANUFACTURES OF. 


169. Aluminum and alloys of any kind in which aluminum is the component 
material of chief value, in crude form, 5 cents per pound; in plates, sheets, 
bars, and rods, 10 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. By request, I ask that paragraph 169 may be 
passed over for the present. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 169 will be passed 
over, and paragraph 170 will be read. 

The SECRETARY, It is proposed by the committee to strike out 
paragraph 170, in the following words: 

170. Manufactured articles or wares of aluminum of any kind, in which 
aluminum is the component material of chief value, and whether partially or 
wholly manufactured, 45 per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. Paragraph 170 goes over with the other paragraph, 


does it not? 
If the Senator from Penn- 


Mr. ALLISON. Not necessarily. 
sylvania desires, it can go over. 

Mr. QUAY. I should like to have it go over. While I have the 
floor, I will also ask, for my colleague . PENROSE], that para- 
graph 174 be passed over in the same way. - 

.JONES of Arkansas. Does 1 170 go over? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraphs 169 and 170 go over. 
Paragraph 171 will be read. 

The Secretary read paragraph 171, as follows: 

171. Antimony, as regulus or metal, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par- 
agraph 172, page 54, line 24, after the word **unmanufactured," to 
strike out **1 cent per pound and fifteen ” and to insert ‘‘ twenty- 
five;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

172. Argentine, albata, or German silver, unmanufactured, 25 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend the committee 
amendment by inserting “fifteen ” instead of ‘‘ twenty-five.” 


1897. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment of the 
committee. : 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. $ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on agreeing 
to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to strike 
out paragraph 173, in the following words: 

173. Brass, in bars or pi old brass, clippings from brass or Dutch metal’ 
Lum M sheathing, or yellow metal, fit only for remanufacture, l} cents per 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in paragraph 174, e 55, line 5, 
after the word leaf, to strike out ** four" and insert “‘five;” so 
as to make the paragraph read: 


174. Bronze powder, 12 cents per pound; bronze or Dutch metal or alumi- 
num, in leaf, 5 cents per package of 100 leaves. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. This paragraph goes over at the 
request of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE]. The 
reading of the bill will proceed, 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 173 has been stricken out, I under- 
stand, and paragraph 174 was passed over at the request of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. P ph 173 has been stricken 
out, and paragraph 174 has been deris Fees aA 

Mr. JO of Arkansas. The purpose of striking out para- 
graph 173 is to 


ut brass in the basket clause? 
ALLISON. It will either go into the basket clause or on 
the free list. I do not remember just at the moment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It bears a tax of 10 per cent now, and 
if you send it to the basket clause it will bear 45 per cent. 

. ALLISON. It is in the free list at page 168. It was to go 
to the free list. The Senator will not object to that, I suppose. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No, sir; I do not object. My impres- 
sion is that it carries a tax of 10 per cent now. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator want it restored to a rate of 
10 per cent? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The comparative statement submit- 
ted by the majority of the committee shows that the tax on this 
article is 10 per cent. Iam not sure that the comparative state- 
ment is correct. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is on the free list now. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In what paragraph of the free list? 

ys PLATT of Connecticut. At the top of page 168, paragraph 
486f. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In this bill? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. In this bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I guess the Senator will find it there. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. This bill próposes to put it on the free 
list. It has not been on the free list heretofore? 


Mr. ALLISON. No. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iam perfectly willing to have it there. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will pro- 


ceed. 
The Secretary read paragraph 175, as follows: 


175. Copper in rolled plates, called braziers’ copper, sheets, el pi 
and copper bottoms, 2t cents Leckie pas sheathing or yellow metal of which 
copper is the component material of chief value, and not composed wholly or 

-in part of iron ungalvanized, 2 cents per pound. 


Mr. VEST. I ask the Senator from Iowa why he makes the 
last specific 2 cents a pound? The first specific is 2} cents a pound, 
and the next is 2 cents a pound. Under the existing law the duty 
is 20 per cent on each of these articles. 
Mr. ALLISON. The only reason I could give for it is that the 
sheathing or yellow metal is partly com: of copper, while 
that in the first part of the paragraph is wholly composed of 


copper. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The equivalent ad valorems are 
19.23 per cent on the first bracket and 21.5 on the second. 

Mr. VEST. There is not much difference, I know, in the duty, 
except that the rate is made ific. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. ere is another reason why I un- 
derstand the articles in this paragraph ought to bear an ad valorem 
instead of a specific tax. It is the great variation in the values of 
the different articles under the paragraph. It makes a very high 
tax on some, while it makes a low tax on others. It seems to me 
if there is any paragraph in the bill where an ad valorem tax 
would be more proper than specific duties this particular par- 
agraph is the one; and I move to insert ** 20 per cent ad valorem," 
instead of ** 2 cents a pound ” and ** 24 cents per pound," in both 


cases. f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Arkansas 
moves to amend the paragraph. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 
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The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, under 
the head of Gold and silver," paragraph 176, page 55, line 13, 
after the word “leaf,” to strike out two dollars” and insert 
€ one dollar and seventy-five cents;" so as to make the paragraph 
read: 


Gold and silver: 
176. Gold leaf, $1.75 per package of 500 leaves. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next paragraph was read, as follows: 


177. Silver leaf, 75 cents per package of 500 leaves. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to strike 
out paragraph 178, in the following words: 

178. Tinsel wire, lame or lahn, made wholly or in chief value of gold, sil- 
ver, orother metal,6 cents per Ine and 10 per cent ad valorem; bullions and 
metal threads, N Aqu ot other articles, not cially provided for in this 
act, made from tinsel , lame or lahn, or of which the same is the compo- 
nent material of chief value, 6 cents per pound and 45 per cent ad valorem. 


And to insert in lieu thereof: 


178. Tinsel wire, lame or lahn, made wholly or in chief value of gold, sil- 
ver, or other metal, 5 cents per pound; bullions and metal thresda, made 
wholly or in chief value of tinsel wire, lame or lahn, 5 cents per pound and 
35 per cent ad valorem; laces, embroideries, braids, galloons, trimmings, or 
other articles, made wally or in chief value of tinsel wire, lame or 
bullions, or metal threads, 60 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the committee was, in paragraph 179, 
56, line 12, after the word ‘‘cent,” toinsert and one- *in 
ine 21, after the word ‘‘establishments,” to insert whether des- 
ignated as bonded warehouses or otherwise;" in line 5, page 57. 
after the word ‘‘and,” to strike out ‘‘upon his report of the lead 
contents of the ore" and insert report the results to the proper 
customs officers, and," and in line 8, after the word ** thereon,” to 
insert except in case of ores that shall be removed to a bonded 
warehouse to be refined for exportation as provided in this act;" 
80 as to make the paragraph read: 


ted at the 
in double the amount of such estimated 


the ores by common carriers bonded for the transportation appraised 
or unappraised merchandise to properly equip: sampling or smelting 
lish warehouses or othe: . On 


estab) — € em qm as bond: 

the arrival of the ores at such establishments they shall be sampled accord- 
ing to commercial methods under the supervision of Government officers, 
who shall be stationed at such establishments, and who shall submit the 
samples thus obtained to a Government assayer, designated by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, who shall make a proper assay of the sample and report the 
result to the proper customs officers, and the import entries shall be liqui- 
dated thereon, except in case of ores that shall be removed toa bonded ware- 
house to be refined for exportation as provided in this act. And the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury is authorized to make all necessary regulations to 
enforce the provisions of this paragraph. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 180, page 57, line 15, after the word ‘‘bars,” to strike out 
“and” and insert lead in any form not specially provided for in 
this act;" and in line 18, after the word manufactured,” to insert 
**all the foregoing;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

180. Lead dross, lead bullion or base bullion, lead in pigs and bars, lead in 
any form not 9 provided for in this act, old refuse lead run into 
biocks and bars, and old scrap lead fit only to be remanufactured: allthe fore- 
going, 2 cents per pound; lead in sheets, pipe, shot, glaziers’ lead, and lead 
wire, 2j cents per pound. 


Mr. ALLISON. At the request of several Senators, I ask that 
lead be KY over. 

Mr. MILLS. Both paragraphs 179 and 180. 

Mr. THURSTON. Including paragraphs 179 and 180? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLS. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By agreement, paragraphs 179 
and 180 will be passed over. 

Mr. VEST. Now I suggest to the Senator from Iowa that we 


journ. 

adjon CULLOM and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. VEST. Itis 5 o'clock, and it has been a very sultry after- 
noon. 

Mr. MILLS. I second that motion. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I ask that paragraphs 181 and 182 be 
passed over temporarily. 

The paragraphs referred to are as follows: 

181. Metallic mineral substances in a crude state, including monazite sand 
mE eM unwrought, not specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent ad 

The Committee on Finance proposed to amend paragraph 182. 
after the word ** Mica," in line 1, page 58, by striking out ** 2 cents 
per pound on dimensions of 1 square inch or less, and 2 cents per 
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und additional for each additional square inch: Provided, 
t the maximum rate of duty shall in no case exceed 50 cents 
pound " and inserting ‘‘ 40 per cent ad valorem;" so as to make 
paragraph read: 

182. Mica, 40 per cent ad valorem. 


aay MIS EDAM DELAETA JIR 181 and. 189 De past cree fer ibo pose. 
i t paragrap an ) over for the pres- 
ent. If there Be no objection, that will be done. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask to insert, after paragraph 178, ‘‘Tinsel 
wire, lame or lahn,” a new paragraph recomm by the com- 
mittee and found in our printed suggestions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will come in at what point? 

Mr. ALLISON. After line 10, on page 56, as a new paragraph, 
and before Lead.“ It will be ph 1783. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 56, between lines 10 and 11, add a 
new paragraph, as follows: 

Hooks and eyes, metallic, whether loose, carded, or otherwise, includ- 


. — of cards, and immediate wrappings and labels, 5j cents 
per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be agreed 
to, if there be no objection. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senator from Iowa if that is not now 
under the basket clause? 


Mr. ALLISON. It is now under the basket clause, 

Mr. VEST. This is an increase of duty, then? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No; it is notan increase of duty. 
The equivalent ad valorem upon the specific duty will average 
less than the present 45 per cent of the basket clause, but there has 
been such ervaluation that the few American manufacturers 
who are left would prefer to take a c duty, even though it 
would average less than the duty under the basket clause. 

Mr. VEST. Letthe proposed paragraph be passed over and we 
AMEE SEE prom. Paragripn e 

e a h 1783. p: asan 
marire anaing by the Senator from Towa Ul be passed over until 
morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave no objection to its going over until to- 
morrow. 

Mr. VEST. I just want to look at it. 

'The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par- 


ph 183, 58, line 6, after the word nickel,“ to insert 
“(e i matte); in line 7, after the word is,“ to strike 
out a and insert “the;” and in the same line, after the word 


. “material,” to strike out and nickel steel" and insert “of chief 
value; " so as to make the paragraph read: 


183. Nickel (except nickel matte), nickel 8 alloy of any kind in which 
nickel is the component material of chief value, 6 cents per pound. 


Mr. MCBRIDE. Task that 2 183 be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICE he Senator from Oregon asks 
that paregra h 183 bo paea over for the 

Mr. ALLISON. right; there is no objection to that course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be done. 

Mr. WHITE. We are almost at the wood schedule, Consider- 
ing the condition of the schedule Which we have been examining 
to-day, I presume it will be impossible to deal with it any further 
to-night. I desire to say that if there is any intention S do not, 
of course, know whether there is or not) to over the 8 5 
schedule temporarily, we ought to be apprised of it at once, be- 
cause there is only one schedule before the sugar schedule is 
reached, and we n ily prepare for the schedules a day or two 
ahead of time, and bring our nts, and so on. If there is 
any intention to skip the sugar schedule, certainly we ought to be 
—€— of that fact now, as we are so near it. 

r. ALLISON. If any Senator desires to have it passed over 
temporarily, it can be done. 

Mr. WHITE. I do not, and I do not know of any Senator on 
this side of the Chamber who desires to have it passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know whether any Senator on this 
side desires it. If any Senator desires, it will be over. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no intention of that sort on 
the part of the committee? 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no intention of that sort on the part 
of the committee at present. Of course the Senator is very well 
aware that the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who 
is on the committee, has not been well for a day or two, and it 
might 55 necessary, possibly, to pass it over for a day on that 
accoun 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. All we want is simply to have notice 
when it is likely to come up. We had understood that the com- 
mittee would probably pass over the sugar schedule, and we would 
like to know whether it is true; that is all. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee had not considered the ques- 
tion yet of passing over it. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is nothing of that sort in con- 
templation? 
. ALLISON. Not at present. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand. 

Mr. ALLISON. As the Senator would seem to indicate, that is 
an important matter; and I have already stated that if the Sena- 
torfrom Rhode Island is here,I take it for ted the sugar 
schedule will be disposed of when it is reac If he should be 
suen; I would myself suppose that it would be passed over tem- 
poraruy. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator think the Senator 
from Rhode Island will be here by that time? 

Mr. ALLISON, I think he will be here by Monday mornin, 
certainly, and if we reach the sugar schedule before that time 
might want to pass it over. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to ask that ph 
189, relating to watches and watch movements, shall be passed 
over. We have not quite reached it, but I will not be ready to 
take it up when it is reached, and I would rather have it passed 
over now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, jm 
one. 


graph 189 will be over for the present. That will be 

: . PETTIGREW. I wish to state that if the sugar schedule 
is not to be di of this week I should like to have it go over 
until next Wednesday, as I shall be absent on Monday and Tues- 


— bs I desire to be here when the sugar schedule is con- 
sider 

Mr. VEST. Iam certain the Senator from South Dakota knows 
I would not be discourteous to him, but I want to make one gen- 
eral remark about the sugar schedule. I think all of us will agree, 
upon a little reflection, that we ought to dispose of it. It is an 
irritating, nasty subject, although a sweet one. It is full of scan- 
dal and abuse and suspicion, and for one I want it settled and put 
out of the hands of the Senate as soon as possible. I have myself 


had 55 it. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Then I should like to have it taken up to- 
morrow morning. ad not agree to take it up to-morrow morn- 


ing and i-e ofi 

Mr. VEST. The only trouble about that is that here is one of 
our brethren sick, and, as a matter of course, if he is notin a phys- 
ical condition to be here, no one would insist on it up. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Can we not agree to take it up next 
Wednesday morning? 

Mr. VEST. Itought to be got rid of. 

Mr. ALLISON, Tthink there will be no difficulty about arrang- 

it, I will say, to the satisfaction of the Senators interested in 
this matter. 

I suggest that for to-morrow we meet at 11 o'clock. There are 
two or three Senators who desire to somewhat in an ex- 
tended way upon one or two of the schedules, and I think that for 
to-morrow we could very well meet at 11 o’clock and thereby make 
some progress to-morrow on the bill. I hope there will be no ob- 
jection to that sug tion. I will only ask it for to-morrow. 

The PRESID OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent that when the Senate adjourn to-day it ad- 
journ to meet at 11 o'clock to-morrow morning. : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. For one day only, I understand. 

Mr. ALLISON. Foroneday only. I ask unanimous consent 
that that may be done, and I hope will be no objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 'The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. WHITE. Iunderstand that there are to be some speeches 
delivered to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that two Senators have given 
notice that they desire to speak upon the tariff question at some 
length, 3 on the wool feature of it. e Senator from 
Montana [Mr. ] has given notice that he desires to speak 
at some length to-morrow on the wool schedule. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Imove that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After four minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
June 4, 1897, at 11 o'clock a. m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 3, 1897. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 


Washi Grove, a citizen of Virginia, to be an assist- 


ashington 
ant surgeon in the Navy. 


1897. 
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POSTMASTERS. 


Fred W. Kiefer, to be postmaster at Antigo, in the county of 
Langlade and State of Wisconsin. à 

William H. Conger,to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the county 
of Marshall and State of Indiana. 

E. R. Allen, to be postmaster at Columbus, in the county of 
Warren and State of Pennsylvania. 

Fred B. Kinsley, to be postmaster at Barron, in the county of 
Barron and State of Wisconsin. 

Winslow Gray, to be postmaster at Campello, in the county of 
Plymouth and State of Massachusetts. 

William D. Ellsworth, to be postmaster at Eveleth, in the 
county of St. Louis and State of Minnesota. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, June 3, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. 

The Journal of the proceedings of the last legislative day was 
read and approved. 

CUBA. 

Mr. TERRY. Irise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, on last Thursday I endeavored to 
present to this House a matter very gravely affecting its rights 
and privileges; and I trust that now, with the kind indulgence of 
the Chair and the patience of members of the House, I may be 
permitted to do so. 

Mr. er, I am a Southern man and a Democrat. Ilovejus- 
tice and I hate iniquity, which is another name for inequity. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please state his question 
of privilege. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, in a just, proper, and orderly man- 
ner I will proceed to state the question of privilege. 

It has been repeatedly ruled, Mr. Speaker, that in the presenta- 
tion of a question of ge. cipes tea even greater latitude allowed 
than in ordinary debate. at has been repeatedly ruled, and I 
have the authorities here to support the position. I trust that in 
my own manner—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to remind the gentleman 
that he should state his question of privilege. 

Mr. TERRY. It is a matter, Mr. Speaker, affecting the rights 
and privileges of this House in the matter of committees. 

The SPEAKER. As to the appointment of committees? 

Mr. TERRY. I have just stated, Mr. er 

The SPEAKER. Is it as to the appointment of committees? 

“Mr. TERRY. I did not understand the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman state what his question of 
privilege is? 

Mr. TERRY. It affects the appointment of committees—one 
particular committee, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The House has already passed upon that 
question. 

Mr. TERRY. I understand that, Mr. Speaker, but that fact 
does not preclude the question being raised again, because I will 
call attention s 

Mr.PAYNE. Imake the point that the N presents no 
resolution or motion for the action of the House which involves 
any question of privilege. 

Mr. TERRY. I wil present my resolution. I have it here. 
Now,if Imay be permitted, Iwil make just ene other state- 
ment—— 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman kindly present his ques- 
tion of privilege? 

Mr. TERRY. I wil, Mr. Speaker. I wanted to make just one 
statement—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman knows he ought not to make 


remarks until he has presented his question of privilege. The 
business of the House is being sto by his action. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr.S er, as to that matter, I will state we 
have plenty of time. aughter.] 


The SPEAKER. That may depend upon the relation between 
the time and what is going on. 

Mr. TERRY. I understand that, too; and there is nothing go- 
ing on now. [Laughter.] 


Mr. PAYNE. I raise the point that the gentleman presents no 
question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas declines to 
present his question of privilege. 

Mr. TERRY. I will doso, Mr. Speaker, and as the resolution 


is written in my own peculiar tabs I will, with the per- 
mission of the Chair and of the House, read it myself: - 
"Whereas the people of the United States are taking a deep interest in the 
Cuban question, and the Senate has passed and sent to the House a resolu- 
tion recognizing the belligerency of Cuba; and 

Whereas for the due and orderly consideration of the same, and in accord- 
ance with immemorial usage and the rules and practices of the House, it is 
necessary that there should be a Committee on Foreign Affairsto which said 
o may be promptly referred for proper consideration and report 

erefore, 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House that the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, authorized by Rule X, should be appointed as soon hereafter as 
practicable, so that said Senate resolution 


Mr. PAYNE. That is no quomo of privilege. 
Mr. TERRY (continuing the reading)— 


orany other matter in the per jurisdiction of said committee by refer- 

ence thereto under Rule may be duly considered and acted upon as con- 

5 by the Constitution of the United States and the rules of this 
couse. 


"Mr. PAYNE. I renew the point of order that the resolution 
as read by the gentleman presents no question of privilege. 

Mr. TERRY. Now, Mr. Speaker, upon that matter—and I trust 
my friend from New York will permit me to proceed; I will do 
so in an orderly manner—I have great respect for the rules of this 
House and its presiding officer and for the gentlemen on both 
sides of the Chamber with whom I am associated. 

Istated in the beginning, Mr. Speaker—and that was the state- 
ment [ wanted to complete before I was taken off my feet—I 
stated in the beginning 

The SPEAKER. The point is made that this resolution does 
not raise a question of privilege, and the Chair decides that it does 
not. , 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, upon that question—— 

Mr. PAYNE and others. Regular order! 

Mr. TERRY. I wish to be heard briefly. It has been ruled 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has upon the question. 

Mr. TERRY. I have the authorities here, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has passed upon the question. 
Does the gentleman appeal? 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I desire 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman appeal from the decision 
of the Chair? 

Mr. TERRY. I desire to state that I have the authorities here 
to the effect that when a question of this kind is presented 

Mr. PAYNE. I insist upon the regular order. 

Mr. TERRY. It is the right of the House and not the privile 
of the Speaker to determine whether or not the matter 7 55 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
is recognized. 

Mr. PAYNE. Icallfor the regular order. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I have the authorities here affirm- 
ing that it is the right of this House, and not of the Speaker, to 
determine this question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is recognized. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I cull for the regular order, which 
is the amendment that was pending on Tuesday last, and the con- 
sideration of which was interrupted by the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. TERRY. I most ully appeal from the decision of 
the Chair, if he rules that this resolution is out of order. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The appeal comes too late. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman makes the appeal too late. s. 

Mr. TERRY. I have the authorities here showing that this 
matter—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas will resume 
his seat. He is not in order. 

Mr. TERRY. I trust, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will resume his seat. 

Mr. TERRY. That this discussion may be permitted to pro- 
ceed in order. 

5 I make the point of order that the appeal comes 
ate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asked the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas if he 5 and he did not do so. 

Mr. TERRY. Idid that for this reason: I stated that I had the 
authorities here to show that a question of this kind was a matter 
for the House to decide, not for the Speaker. ° 

The SPEAKER. It would have been for the House to decide if 
UE. TERRY. I do make an appeal, Mz, Speaker, and I hope it 

r. A o e an appeal, Mr. er, an i 
will be heard by the House. x 
The SPE Hs Does the gentleman state that he intended to 


make an a ? 
Mr. TERRY. I did, sir, after z 
The SPEAKER. Then the Chair will entertain the ap 
MI PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move to lay the ap 
e. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE]. 


on the 
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moves to lay the appeal on the table. As many as are in favor 
will say ‘‘aye.” 
Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, may I be heard before the House 


on the a) from the ruling of the Chair? 
The 8 (continuing). As many as are opposed, ‘‘ no." 
The ayes er to have it, the ayes have it. 


Mr. TE I ask for a division, and I ask to be heard on my 


appeal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks for a division. As many 
as are in favor of laying the appeal on the table will rise in their 
places and be counted. 

'The House divided; and there were—ayes 99, noes 60. 

Mr. TERRY. Iask for the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 90, nays 66, an- 
swered ‘‘ present" 27, not voting 169; as follows: 


YEAS—90, š 
dams, Curtis, Iowa Henderson, Pearson, 
Alexander, 8 enry, Powers, 
bcock. Dalzell, Bum Prince, 
Baker, Md. Danford, 5 Pugh, 
wa Davenport, Hitt, Royse, 
Bartholdt, Dayton, Howe, Shannon, 
Bennett, Dolliver, Howell, Sherman, 
Bishop, Dorr, Hurley, Simpkins, 
Booze. Dovener, Johnson, N. Dak. Spalding, 
5 ae 
rewster, A e. 
eri Fenton, Knox, Stone, W. A. 
Fischer, Linney, 'Tayler, Ohio 
Brownlow, Fletcher, Littauer, Tongue, 
Burton, Gibson. Loud, a 
Butler, Gillet, N.Y Loudenslager, alker, Va. 
Cie, Grin: 5 Wanker 
owa eary, arner, 
Clarke, N. H. Grosvenor, Minds. wen 
Cod x Hager, 
Cooke, Hamilton, Mudd, Wright. 
Co Harmer, Parker, N. J. 
Crumpacker, Hawley, Payne, 
NAYS—66. 
Adamson, Davis, Knowles, kichardson, 
Baker, Ill. De Graffenreid, Ridgely, 
EDUC prm EN R E 
e 
Bodine, eming, Love, Settle 
EL ee 555 
Y: es, ms, 
Brenner, Ohio Greene, M E ee 
riggs, Maddox, yden, 
Brundidge, Gunn, Martin, Star! 
Burke, Henry, Miss. Maxw Stephens, Tex. 
le, enry, Tex. Meekison, Strowd, N. C. 
Clark, Mo. Hunter, Norton, Terry, 
Clayton, ett. Ogden, Vincent, 
Mo E Os e, Wheeler, Ky. 
Cowherd, Ki : Peters, 
k Kleberg, Pierce, Tenn. 
PRESENT—27. 
Acheson, Brumm, Henry, Ind. Smith, III. 
Ball, Cooper, Tex. Jenkins, Sullivan, 
Bartlett, Cooper, Wis. Jones, Va. Sulloway, 
Benner, Pa. Davey, Livingston, Wheeler, Ala. 
Bing : Davison, Ky. Meyer, La. Williams, Miss. 
Brosius, Evans, Miller, Yost. 
Brucker, Gillett, Mass. Odell, 
NOT VOTING-—109. 
Allen, Cranford, Jones, Wash. Mitchell, 
Armold, Crum oy, Moody, 
Bailey, Davideon, Wis. Kelley, Moon, 
Bankhead, Dagens Ras ARUM 
ey, ulp, orthway, 
Barber, Dinsmore, A Olmsted, 
Barham, Dockery, Lam Otey, 
Barney, Eddy. Lan Otjen, 
Barre tt, Latimer, " Overstreet, 
Ermentrout, Lentz, Packer, Pa. 
Belden. Fi Lester, 0. 
Belford, Fitzpatrick, Little, Perkins, 
Belknap, Foote, Lorimer, Pitney, 
Berrys” Dns U ET 
‘owler, an uigg, 
Bland? Fowler, N. J. McAleer; Lay 
Bradley, Gardner, McCall, Reeves, 
Brewer, Grout, McCulloch, Rhea, 
Bromwell, Grow, McDonald, Rixey, 
Bull, Handy, McDowell, Robb, 
Campbell, Har $ McEwan, Robbins, 
Capron. Hay, McIntire, Robertson, La. 
Heatwole, U. 
Catchin; Hemenway, Sauerhering, 
Chicke: j icks, any, Shafroth, 
Ulardy, Hil 5 Mahon, Shattuc, 
me, N. Y Hinrichsen. Mann, Shelden, 
Colson. ooker, Showalter, 
Connell, opkins, pso! 
Connolly, Howard, Ala. Mercer, Smith, Ky. 
Cooney, oward, Ga. Mesick. Smith, S. W. 
Corliss, : s Miers, Ind. Sparkman, 
Cox. Johnson, Ind. ills, Stallings, 
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Steele, Southa; Todd, White, N. C. 
Stevens, Minn Southwick, Underwood, ilber, 
Stewart, N. J. Sturtevant, Vandiver. Wilson, N. Y. 
Stewart, Wis. Sulzer, Van Voorhis, Wilson, S. C. 

tokes, Sutherland, Vehslage, Young, Pa. 
Stone,C. W Swanson, Wadsworth, Young, Va. 
Strait, Talbert, Walker, Mass. Zenor. 
Strode, Nebr. Tate, Ward, 
Smith, Wm. Alden Tawney, Weymouth, 
Snover, Taylor, Ala. White, Ill. 


Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I am paired generally with the 
gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. PIERCE. I believed he was not 
on the floor. Since then he has appeared and voted. I desire to 
change cM vote from present" to ‘‘ yea.” 

The SPEAKER. The change will be made. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, I have a general pair with the 
entleman from Minnesota, Mr. HEATWOLE. The gentleman 
as been present lately. I am informed that heis not present 

to-day. I voted yea, and desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, I should like to withdraw my 
vote and answer ‘‘present.” Iam paired, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's vote will be withdrawn, and 
he will be marked ** present.” 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire 
whether the gentleman from Arkansas, Mr. McCULLocH, has 
voted or not? : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not voted. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I desire, then, to withdraw my vote, as 
I have a general pair with him, and answer „present.“ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's vote will be withdrawn, and 
he will be marked “ present." 

Mr. BODINE. Mr. Speaker, I answered on the first call, but I 
understand that my name was again called. I wish to know 
whether Iam recorded as voting. I voted ‘‘nay.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded as voting. 
Does the gentleman state that he voted. 

Mr. BODINE. I did, on the first call. 

The SPEAKER. How does the gentleman vote? 

Mr. BODINE. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. pem Iam paired with the gentle- 
man from Illinois, Mr. Mitis. I answer ‘‘present,” but not 
voting, for the reason that I am paired with the gentleman. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. CARMACK, 
is detained from the House by reason of sickness in his family. I 
ask indefinite leave of absence for him in addition to this expla- 
nation. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request will be con- 
sidered as granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I am paired generally with the 
gentleman from Michigan, Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I under- 
stand he is not present, and I desire to withdraw my vote and be 
marked present.“ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's vote will be withdrawn, and 
he will be marked present.“ 

Mr. YOST. Mr. P: Iwas present in the House, but did 
not hear my name ed. I desire to answer present.“ Iam 
paired with the gentleman from Virginia, Mr. LAMB. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be marked“ present.“ 

Mr. DANFORD. Mr. Speaker, is my name recorded? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded as voting. 

Mr. DANFORD. I answered upon the first call. It has bee 
suggested that my name was called upon the second call. 

"The SPEAKER. Call the gentleman's name. 

The name of Mr. DANFORD was called, and he voted “yea.” 

Mr. DAVISON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be re- 


corded as!“ present.” 5 
The gentleman from Kentucky will be re- 


The SPEAKER. 
corded as present.“ 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 
. SurTH of Illinois with Mr. MCCULLOCH, 
Mr. HENRY of Indiana wth Mr. Miers of Indiana. 
juiGaG with Mr. BLAND. 

ARD with Mr. BARLOW. 

Mr. Manon with Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. LANDIS with Mr. CRAWFORD. 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts with Mr. MCDOWELL, 
Mr. Kur with Mr. STALLINGS. 
. ODELL with Mr. BARTLETT. 
Mr. Hicks with Mr. OTEY. 
Mr. HEMENWAY with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, 
Mr. MERCER with Mr. DE ARMOND. 
Mr. PERKINS with Mr. COOPER of Texas. 
Mr. Yost with Mr. LAMB. 
Mr. WHITE of Illinois with Mr. HANDY, 
Mr. DIiNGLEY with Mr. Swanson. 
Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. DINSMORE. 
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Mr. MCINTIRE with Mr. LESTER. 

Mr. McCatu with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 

Mr. Davinson of Wisconsin with Mr. Howarp of Georgia. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. ADAMSON. 

Mr. Youne of Pennsylvania with Mr. BENTON. 

Mr. BELKNAP with Mr. MAGUIRE. 

Mr. HorkINS with Mr. MCALEER. 

Mr. LYBRAND with Mr. LENTZ. A 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. JoxEs of Washington. 

Mr. MILLER with Mr. CLARDY. 

Mr. LoRIMER with Mr. BERRY. 

Mr. Brum with Mr. Cox. 

Mr. KERR with Mr. ROBB, 

Mr. Pitney with Mr. CARMACK, 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. STOKES. 

Mr. LaACEY with Mr. MCRAE. 

Mr. BRosiUS with Mr. ERMENTROUT. 

Mr. JoHNsoN of Indiana with Mr. Moon, 

Mr. Evans with Mr. FITZPATRICK. 

Mr. Jov with Mr. MARSHALL. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. DocKERY. 

Mr. HULL with Mr. BAILEY. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska with Mr. ALLEN. 

Mr. McEwAN with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 

Mr. LovERING with Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. SULZER. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey with Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. 

Mr. REEVES with Mr. BALL. 

Mr. Mirrs with Mr. SULLIVAN. 

Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin with Mr. LITTLE. 

Mr. BARHAM with Mr. FITZGERALD. 

Mr. WILSON of New York with Mr. SUTHERLAND. 

Mr. SAUERHERING with Mr. STRAIT. 

Mr. CHICKERING with Mr. BRADLEY. 

Mr. WX. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. BRUCKER. 

Mr. MircHELL with Mr. ELLIOTT. 

Mr. BARNEY with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. Witson of South Carolina. 

Mr. Hooker with Mr. Carchixds. 

Mr. Pearce of Missouri with Mr. VANDIVER. 

Mr. OvERSTREET with Mr. ZENOR. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. DAvEY. 

For this day: 

Mr. MansH with Mr. COONEY. 

On this vote: 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts with Mr. TATE. 

On this question: 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. DAVEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my vote, as I 
find I am paired. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's vote will be withdrawn and 
he will be marked ' present.” 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Iheardmy nameread among 
the pairs. I was not paired with my knowledge or with my con- 
sent, but withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be marked as present.” 

Mr.SULLOWAY. Mr.Speaker, I understand my name was 
read. Iflam parse I withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's vote will be withdrawn. 

On this question the yeas are 90, the nays 66, present 27—a quo- 
rum; the yeas have it, and the appeal is laid on the table. 


NAVIGATION OF INLAND WATERS. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order, which 
is the further consideration of the bill in relation to the navigation 
of our inland waters. Just before the adjournment the House 
was dividing on an amendment, on which a division had been 
called for. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I want to ask the 
New York a question. Is not this a bill which 
effect until next July? 

Mr.PAYNE. This bill does not go into effect until four months 


entleman from 
oes not go into 


after its passage. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then will not the ee kindly 
consent to let me call up at this time Senate bill No. 45, making a 


donation for the relief of sufferers from the flood at El Paso and 
in that neighborhood? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will say to the gentleman and to the House 
that when the bill now pending is disposed of, I shall be very glad 
to aid him in getting unanimous consent for consideration of the 
bill which he mentions, but until that time I must object. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the pending amendment, 
which the Clerk will re . 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After line 24, page 7, add: 


(d) mee other water craft not herein 
hand power, horsepower, or by the current of 


ded for, navigating by 
e river, shall carry pec or 


more white lights, which shall be placed in such manner as shall be pre- 
scri by the Board of Supervising Inspectors of Steam Vessels." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

At the end of line 22, 14, insert: 

* Rule IX. The whistle signals provided in the rules under this article for 
steam vessels meeting, passing, or ove g are never to be used except 
when steamers are in sight of each other and the course and position of 
each can termined in the ap iym by a sight of the vessel itself, or by 
night by seeing itssignallights. In fog, mist, and falling snow, or heavy rain 
storms, when vessels can not so see each other, fog signals only must be used." 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I think time will be saved if I oc- 
cupy the attention of the House for a few minutes now in repeat- 
ing the explanation which I have already made, but which some 
gentlemen do not seem to have understood. In the first place, 
this bill comes here on the recommendation of the American com- 
missioners to the International Maritime Conference. The amend- 
ments also come on the recommendation of those gentlemen and 
on the recommendation of the Commissioner of Navigation and 
of the Inspector-General of Steam Vessels. The amendments are 
not mine; they are not suggested by me; they are suggested by 
this board. 

The amendments are designed mainly to embody in the law 
rules which are now, and have been for many years, in operation, 
because prescribed by the board in the Treasury Department 
which has authority under the law to prescribe rules in relation 
to the navigation of our inland waters. Every one of these 
amendments is recommended by all these authorities. This ques- 
tion is a technical one, a question upon which the authority of . 
experts is the end of the law; and if this bill and the amendments 
were sent to a committee, no matter how intelligently consti- 
tuted that committee of this House might be, it would still have 
to rely upon the very gentlemen who recommend this bill and 
these amendments. 

Having said this much, I do not intend to occupy any more time 
jn debate, but if any gentleman on the other side, or any gentle- 
man opposed to this bill, wishes to indulge in debate in regard to 
it, FAV will indicate how much time he desires, I will yield to 
him. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker 

Mr.PAYNE. Doesthe gentleman from Arkansas desire time 
to discuss this bill? : 

Mr. TERRY. Iam addressing myself to the Speaker. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman declines to 
answer my question, I demand the previous question on the pend- 
ing amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks for the 
previous question. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, I should like to have a few min- 
utes, perhaps not more than ten. 

Mr.PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the demand for the 
pro question, and yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 

eorgia. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the atten- 
tion of the House for a few moments on this question. It is not 
my purpose to piace any obstacle in the way of the proper con- 
sideration or the proper passage of this bill. Iam perfectly will- 
ing to vote for it when it is brought before the House in perfected 
form and in such a manner that we can have some kind of author- 
ity upon which to rely for the correctness of ourvotes. Butasit 
is the bill is brought before the House without having been ex- 
amined by any committee of this body. It is true that, as the 
gentleman from New York told us the other day, this bill has 
passed the Senate. 

It is true that he informs us now that it is recommended by a 
board of experts. But since the bill passed the Senate not less 
than one dozen, and perhaps two dozen, imperfections have been 
discovered in it, and the gentleman desires to have those imper- 
fections corrected. "The billand amendments are before the House 
on the single statement of the gentleman from New York, and 
upon that alone we are asked to legislate. I submit, sir, that the 
whole principle of suck a legislative proceeding is radically wrong. 

The experts of whom the gentleman speaks as recommending 
this bill are not responsible to this House, and when the gentle- 
man asks the members of this body to cast their votes in favor of 
a measure presented as this is we are certainly entitled to have 
the recommendation of some committee or of some body respon- 
sible to this House. There is no legislative body in the world that 
undertakes to act upon an involved and complicated question of 
Ex MAT until it has been examined and reported upon by a com- 
mittee. 

The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY] very properly stated 
on the last day the House was in session that the committees are 


the scouts of the House, and he might have added that they are 
also the generals of the House, because they furnish the brains 
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and the plan or outline u 


which the House acts. So much on 
the general proposition that a body of this kind ought not to act 


upon a complicated question like thi 
investigation. À A : 

Now, the next proposition to which I desire to call attention is 
this: The majority ea de the House of Representatives early 
in this session decided t they would not have the committees 
appointed and the organization of the House completed in the 
usual way. Against that decision I have now no complaint what- 
ever to make, nor do I rise to criticise itin any way whatever. I 
do, however, wish to remind gentlemen that the making of that 
decision was exceptional; thatit was something that had never 
been done before in this country; and I wish further to remind 
them that the country demands some satisfactory explanation for 
such an unprecedented course of conduct in our legislative pro- 

i here. 

The 8 given by the majority of the House was that 
we did not appoint committees for the reason that we did not in- 
tend to legislate. It has been stated that the House was brought 
together for the of passing the tariff bill; and such was 
the burden of the ident's message, and the Committee on 
Ways and Means was appointed for the purpose of preparing and 
reporting the tariff bill. You did not ask us to pass a bill 

thout its first having been passed pon by the action of the 
committee of this body. It was perfectly proper for the majority 
of the House to defend themselves against the criticisms of this 
side of the House and to justify themselves before the country as 
long as they kept those two propositions together“ We will ap- 
p no committees because we donot intend to engagein general 

H tion. ” 2 

t is true that one or two measures of a charitable nature have 
been allowed to pass the House without the examination of a 
committee, but in a large degree those measures did not need 
committee examination. Now,for the first time, we have a ques- 
tion of the most involved and complicated character before us 
for consideration. Now, for the first time, we are refused com- 
mittee examination into a question of general legislation. In at- 
tempting to pass this bill under these circumstances the majority 
party in the House is attempting to do something in the way of 
overriding rules and precedents which they have not done up to 
this hour. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] told us at the last 
sitting of the House that this bill ought to be passed for various 
reasons, one being, as he said, that there was very little, if any, 
new matter to be added to the existing law; that this was in a 
large measure a revision and modification of existing law. It 
seems to me, sir, that when we consider the experience of the 
American House of Representatives in revising and 3 
laws we ought atleast to be on our guard. I have read—and 

resume there are members of this House who personally remem- 
Ber that in 1873 a bill was reported to revise and codify the coin- 
age laws of the United States, and under cover of such a bill a 
fatalstab was made at one of the money metals of the Constitu- 
tio 


without proper and regular 


n. 

The chairman of the committee at that time got up on the floor 
of this House and told the members that the bill contained no 
new legislation; that it was simply a revision and codification of 
existing law. Yet when the people awakened to the truth they 
found that an act had been committed which was either a piece 
of EL legislation or the climax of cunning knavery and 
trickery. : 

he deaklimas from New York, therefore, can gain nothing, it 
seems to me, in the good opinion of this House or of the country 
when he tells us that this bill simply revises and codifies existing 
laws. Such a bill should be scanned with an eagle's eye—every 
line of it, every section of it, every word of it. It is true, as the 
gentleman says, the bill has passed the Senate and has the ap- 

Proval of the naval board. X 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman will allow me to say that 
the statement of the gentleman from New York can not be ex- 
actly correct upon the point now referred to, because in a report 
from this International Marine Conference it is stated that the 
reason they desire these regulations enacted into law is because 
the Supreme Court, in the case of E. A. Packer (140 U. S. Su- 
preme Court Reports), decided that they were not the law. So 
the gentleman from New York must be mistaken on that point. 
Sede GAINES. Of course we can not “revise” what is not the 

W. 

Mr. FLEMING. It seems, then, that under cover of a ‘‘revi- 
sion” a part of this legislation is designed to reverse a decision of 
the Supreme Court. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That is it exactly. 

Mr. FLEMING. Now, it may be that that decision ought to 
bereversed. It may be that the court was right and the law was 
wrong. But I submit, Mr. Speaker, to the thoughtful, conserva- 
tive members of this House, no matter to what they belong, 


— 


that when questions so complicated and so involved as those pre- 


sented by this bill—provisions which affect every vessel, whether 
it be the largest steamer or the smallest rowboat on every inland 
creek, river, or harbor of the entire Atlantic and Pacific coasts— 
when such a measure is brought before us, presenting new and 
complicated legislation, it ought to be Sanad carefully by a com- 
mittee. 

What faith can we place in the action of the Senate? The gen- 
tleman from New York himself states that more than a dozen im- 
perfections have been discovered in the work of the Senate. I 
therefore urge 8 I put it to the gentleman from New 
York in good faith, for I have no desire, nor do I believe anyone 
on this side of the House has any desire, to obstruct the passage 
of this bill—I suggest to him that he ask that the bill be referred 
toa special committee. If gentlemen on the other side do not 
want all the committees appointed, let the Speaker name a special 
committee to take charge of this bill and report it back to the 
House; and if it should proveto be proper and right, we will vote 

or it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's time has expired. 

Mr. FLEMING, Iask to be allowed a few minutes more—not 
more than five. Ihaveanother tone Iwish to bring out, on which 
: ink the gentleman from New York himself may not be in- 

ormed. 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. FLEMING. I am not a nautical man; I am not familiar 
with nautical matters. 1 do not know whether the chairman—I 
was about to say the chairman of the committee, which would 
have been a mistake; I mean the gentleman from New York—I do 
not know whether the gentleman from New York is aware of the 
matter to which I now wish to call his attention. 
sections of this bill which do not deal with nautical terms nor 
specially with matters of that kind, and I do understand something 
about them. I refer to the first section, embracing the enacting 
qoe and the last section, which undertakes to repeal certain 
aws. 

I say that in these sections the bill is fatally defective. If this | 
bill be passed in the form here proposed, the law will be left in a 
slipshod condition, which will be no credit to us and would not be 
any credit toa town council in the smallest city of the United 
States. Let me read the firstsection. The object of this bill is to 
adopt certain general legislation in reference to the Aly gri of 
inland waters, but it is not intended to apply to all inland waters. 
The intention is to t certain waters, mainly the tributaries 
of the Mississippi and the Red Riverof the North. Let us see 
what the lan of the bill is. 

Mr.PAYNE. The gentleman will allow me to say that I pro- 
pose to offer a substitute for that section when we get to it. 

Mr. FLEMING. We have already passed it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no. 

Mr. FLEMING. Oh, yes; we have amended several subse- 
quent sections. The language of this section is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the follo Te; ms fo: 

TAE — — wing regulatio preventing collision 

Mr. PAXNE. I did not know the gentleman was referring to 
that provision. 

Mr. FLEMING. That is the point I am making—a point, I 
think, which the gentleman from New York has not observed. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the following regulations for preventing collision 


shall be followed by all vessels navigating all harbors, rivers, and i 
waters of the United States— s iv 


Now, mark the language— 


except the Great Lakes and their connecting and tributa»y waters as far 
east as Montreal and the Red River of the North. 
Now, I understand where Montrealis located; I can understand 
its longitude and latitude; but when the lan of this section 
oes on to say, as far east as Montreal and the Red River of the 
orth," itshowsthat whoever drafted this bill was deficient either 
in his geography or his grammar; in one or the other he is very 
badly in error. The Red River of the North is nowhere near 
Montreal,I suppose it is 1,000 miles away, a thousand miles to 
the west of Montreal. . 
Now, what do we expect a court to do with a sentence like that? 
You are undertaking to describe the territory over which this 


bill is to go into effect, the ground over which it is to operate; . 


and you say that you except “the Great Lakes and their connect- 
ing and tributary waters as far east as Montreal and the Red 
River of the North”—language which simply means nothing at 
all If such er ey as that goes out to the country with the 
indorsement of the House of Representatives, it certainly can do 
no credit to us. An amendment is badly needed at that point. 

Now, if the gentleman from New York will turn to the last 
section of the bill, he will find there an error of even greater mo- 
ment. I call attention to section 5: : 

That sections 4233, 4412 (with the regulations made in pursuance 


thereof, 
except the rules and ons for the government of pilots of steamers 
navigating the Red River of the North. 


There are two : 


1897. 
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Evidently the scope of this bill is not limited to steam vessels at 


all itexpressly applies to all craft. Yet, when you come to in- 
gert the repealing clause you repeal everything except those laws 
relating to pilots of steam vessels; so that a raft or ferryboat or 
rowboat on those waters wonld not be affected in any way what- 
ever; the act would only 1 1 io the pilots of steam vessels. 

Not only is thelan 0 t section confused and inaccurate 
with reference to what is intended as to the character of the ves- 
sel, but by comparing this section with the previous section you 
will find it is inaccurate also with reference to the men who are 
managing the vessel. In section 4 aliability is to be placed on 
every pilot, engineer, mate, or master of any vessel. But when 
you come tothe repealing clause, in section 5, you except only 
the pilots of steam vessels. 

I make these remarks for the p merely of enforcing the 
view that gentlemen on the other side ought not to insist on put- 
ting through this House a bill of this kind in an imperfect condi- 
tion. It ought to be perfected by somebody 

The SPEAKER. e time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous question on 
the amendment. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SP. (having put the question on the amendment). 
The ayes seem to have it. . 

Mr. FLEMING. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 57, noes 18. 

Mr. FLEMING. I raise the point that no quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point. 

Mr. FLEMING. I make the point that there is no quorum 


esent. 
Pathe SPEAKER. That isa different point. [Having counted 
the House.] There are 130 members present—not a quorum. 
Under the rules of the House, the yeas and nays will be con- 
sidered as ordered, and at the same time there will be a call of the 
House. The Doorkeeper will close the doors. Members are not 
at liberty to leave the Hall during the call. The Clerk will call 
the roll. Those members who are in favor of the amendment 
will, when their names are called, answer “aye,” and those op- 

* no." 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 94, nays 89, an- 

swered present“ 49, not voting 170; as follows: 


YEAS-—94. 
Adams, Danford, He P 
Alexander, Daven: ET a Powers, 
Babcock, Davison, Ky. Hitt, Pugh, 
Barrow: Dayton, How Royse, 
Bartholdt, Dolliver, Howe Shannon, 
Bishop, Dorr, Johnson, N. Dak. Sherman, 
Booze. Dovener, . — p 
Boutelle, Filis, Kirkpatrick, . Sleyden. 
T. aris, g, 
Broderi Fenton, X, ' 
em Fischer, Linney, Sprague, 
Brownlow, Fletcher, Littauer, Step! Tex. 
Butler Gin Y. 2 ee. 
ler, T, wne 
on, illett. Low. Tayler. Ohio 
Capron, raff, M ry, e, 
Clark, Towa Griffin, McClellan, Van Voorhis, 
Clarke, N. H. Grosvenor, M Walker, Va. 
Codding, Hager, Meyer, La. anger, 
Cooke, Hamilton, Minor, Warner, 
Cousins, Hawley, Morris, Weaver, 
Curtis, Iowa Henderson, Mudd, Williams, Pa. 
Curtis Henry, Conn. Parker, N. J. 
Dalzell, 2 x Payne, 
NAYS—39. 
Baker, III. s Ogde: 
Bell j De Graffenreid, Kleberg, Osborne, 
Botkin, mene Towle di 8 
s a. c 
Brund Greene, Love, Ridgely, 
Burke. Gunn, McMillin, Ro Ind. 
Clark, Mo. Hay. Maddox Sayers, 
: Henry, Miss. Maxwell, Settle, 
Cum: Henry, Tex. Meekison, Vincent. 
Davey, Hunter, Norton, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT”—49. 
Acheson, Cooper, Tex. W: Sulloway, 
A 2 r, Wis. Livingston, Terry, 
Baker, Md. Cowherd, Miller, Todd, 
Ball, : D . Underwood, 
Bartle owman, 
Benner, D re, yee he . i 
Bing vans, uford, Ky. 
Brantley, Griggs, i Williams, Mias, 
Brenner, Ohio m ener 3 
Brosi urley, 
Brucker, Jenkins eee 
Jones, Wash Strowd, N. C. 
Clayton, llivan, 
NOT VOTING—170. 
Allen, Barber, Be 
‘Arnold, Bar Belden, TL 
Baird. c Belknap Bradley, 
Bankhead, Barrett Bennett. Brewer, 


. Heat wole. Mann, Bmith, Ky. 
Bull, H = Marshall, Smith, 5: Ald 
m. Alden 
Campbell, Martin, Snover, 
Hinrichsen, ercer, Southard. 
Castle, Hooker, esiek, Southwick, 
Catchin Hopkins, Miers, Ind. Stallings, 
Chickering, Howard, Ala, ills, Steele, 
Clardy, Howard, Ga. Mitchell, Stevens, 
Cochrane, N. Y. Hull, oody, Stewart, N.J. 
Colson, Jett, ‘oon, Stewart, W. 
Connell, Jo Ind. Newlands, Stokes, 
Connolly, Jones, Va. Northway, Stone, C. W. 
ey, RI Olmsted, Strait, 
Corliss, Kelley, ey, Strode, Nebr. 
x, Kerr, Otjen, Sturtevant, 
Cranford, Kulp, Overstreet, Sulzer, 
P, Lacey er, Sutherland, 
Davidson, Wis. Lam Pearce, Mo. Swanson, 
De Armond, Landis, rkins, Talbert, 
Dingley, Latimer, Pierce, Tenn Tate, 
ery, Lentz, Pitney, Taylor, Ala. 
Eddy, Lester, Vi ver, 
Elliott, BR, Ve 
Epes, Lorimer, y. Wadsworth, 
Ermentrout, Lovering, Reeves, er, 
Fitzgerald, Lybrand Rhea, Ward, 
Fitzpatrick, McAleer, Rixey, RA tee 
oote, Call. Robb, White, Ill. 
‘088, MeCormick, Robbins, White, N. C. 
Fowler, N. C. eCulk Ro ^ Wilber, 
Fowler, N. McDowell, R Il, Wilson, N. Y. 
Gaines, McEwan, Sauerhering, Wilson, S 
T. McIntire, ttue, Young, Pa. 
Gront, Shelden, Young, Va. 
Grow, nire, Showalter, or. 
Handy, y, Simpson, 
r. Mahon, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following as a substitute 
for the pending bill. 

The substitute, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
substitute in lieu thereof the following, was read: 


'That the following regulations for . shall be followed 
by all vessels navigating all harbors, rivers, and d waters of the United 
States, except the Great Lakes and their connecting and tributary waters 
as far east as Montreal and the Red River of the North and rivers emptying 
into the Gulf of Mexico and their tributaries, and are hereby declared spe- 
cial rules duly made by local authority. 


PRELIMINARY. 


In the following rules every steam vessel which is under sail and not under 
is to be considered a sailing vessel, and every vessel under steam, 
whether under sail or not, is to be considered a steam vessel. 
The word * " shall include any vessel propelled by machinery. 
A vessel is under wax.“ within the meaning of these rules, when she is not 
at anchor, or made fast to the shore, or aground. - 


RuLES CONCERNING LIGHTS, ETC. 


The word “ visible“ in these rules, when applied to lights, shall mean yisi- 
ble on a dark night with a clear atmosphere. 


ARTICLE l. The rules 8 hts shall be complied with in all 
weathers from sunset tosunrise, and du such time no other lights which 
may be mistaken for the prescribed lights be exhibited. 


RT. 2. A steam vessel when under MS shall — Yer 5 
a vesse out a foremast, then 
ted 


a 

(b) On the starboard side a m light so constructed as to show an un- 
broken light over an arc of the horizon of ten points of the cop so fixed 
as to throw the light from right ahead to two points abaft the beam on the 
3 side, and of such a character as to be visible at a distance of at 
least 2 miles. : 

(c) On the port side a red light so constructed as to show an unbroken 
light over an are of the horizon of ten points of the compass, so fixed as to 
throw the light from right ahead to two points abaft the beam on the port 
side, and of such a character as to be visible at a distance of at least 2m 

with in screens 


m being seen across the bow. 
(e) A 5 vessel when under way may carry an additional 
white light similar in construction to the light mentioned in . 


one. The ver- 

orizontal distance. 

(t) All steam vessels (except seagoing vessels and ferry in 
hts 3 

article 2 (d), a central range of two white 


ed at an elevation at least 15 feet above the light at the of 


Art. 3 A steam vessel, when to another vessel, shall, in addition to 
her side nte: “nor two bright white ts in a vertical lire, one over the 
other, not than 3 feet apart, and when towing more than one vessel shall 
carry an additional bright white light 3feet above or below such lights, if the 
hof the tow, measuring from the stern of the towing vessel to the stern 
of the last vessel towed, exceeds 600 feet. Each of these lights shall be of the 


same construction ani r, and shall be carried in the same ition as 
m by. k mentioned in article 2 (a) or the after range light mentioned 
artic E 


hite light abaft the funnel . - 
or- 


Such steam vessel ma; 


y carry a small w 
mast for the vessel towed to steer by, but such light shall not be visible 
ward of the beam. 
ART. 5. A sailing vessel under way or being towed shall carry the same 


e 
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ts as are prescribed article 2 for a steam vessel under way. with the 
ed of the white Runes mentioned therein, which they Shall never 


t ti 
visible, and so that the green un 
red ut on the starboard side, nor, if practicable, more than two points 


be porose th proper screens. 

ART. 7. Rowing boats, whether under oars or sail, shall have ee at hand 
a lantern showing a white light which shall be temporarily exhibited in sufti- 
cient time to prevent collision. 

ART. 8. Pilot vessels when engaged on their station on pilotage duty shall 
not show TUM required for other vessels, but shall carry a white light 
at the masthead, visible all around the horizon, and shall also exhibit a flare- 
up light or flare-up lights at short intervals, whieh shall never exceed fifteen 
minutes. 


On the near approach of or to other vessels they shall have their side 
shall flash or show them at short intervals. 


ing, bu 
not be shown on the port side nor the red light on the starboard side. 
de of a vessel to 


ot ba § itat the 


have at 


n ga on the one side and a red 
glass on the other, to be used as p: bed above. 
Pilot vessels, when not engaged on their station on pilotage duty, shall 
carry lights similar to those of other vessels of their tonnage. 


ART. 9. 2 Fishing vessels of less than 10 gross tons, when under way and 
when not having their nets, trawls, dredges, or lines in the water, shall not 
be ob to carry the colored side lights: but every such vessel shall, in lieu 


thereof, have I hand a lantern with a green glass on one side and a 

ther side, and on approaching to or being approached by 

er vessel such lantern shall be exhibited in sufficient time to prevent 

collision, so that the ren light shall not be seen on the port side nor the red 
e. 


eir nets, traw]s, dredeon. or lines in the 
hts as other vesse 


power, p 
more good white 
rescri rvising Inspectors of Steam Vessels." 

ART. 10. A vessel which is being overtaken by another, except a steam 
vessel with an after-range light showing all around the horizon, shall show 
from her stern to such last-mentioned vessel a white light or a flare-up light. 

Arr. II. A vessel under 150 feet in length when at anchor shall carry for- 
ward, where it can be seen, but at a height not exceeding 20 feet above 
the hull, a white light, in a lantern so constructed as to show a clear, uni- 
A ana unbroken light visible all around the horizon at a distance of at 

ea: e. 

A vossel of 150 feet or upward in longth when at anchor shall carry in the 
forward part of the vessel, at a heigbt of not less than 20 and not exceedin 
40 feet above the hull. one such light, and at or near the stern of the vessel. 
and at such a height that it shall be not less than 15 feet lower than the for- 
ward light, another such light. 

The length of a vessel shall be deemed to be the length appearing in her 
certificate of regis!ry. 

ART. 12. Every vessel may, if necessary, in order to attract attention, in 
addition to the lights which she is by these rules required to carry, show a 
flare-u light or use any detonating signal that can not be mistaken for a dis- 
tress signal. ; 
AnT.13. Nothing in these rules shall interfere with the operation of an 
pern rules made by the government of any nation with respect to ad. 

tional station and signal Hens for two or more ships of war or for vessels 
sailing under convoy, or with the exhibition of recognition signals adopted 
by shipowners, which have been authorized by their respective governments, 
and — registered and published. 8 

ART. 14. A steam vessel proceeding under sail only, but having her funnel 
up, may carry in daytime, forward, where it can best be seen, one black ball 
or shape 2 feet in diameter. 


SOUND SIGNALS FOR FOG, ETC. 


e io 15. All signals prescribed by this article for vessels under way shall 
ven: 
1. By “steam vessels" on the whistle or siren. 

2. By sailing vessels " and ** vessels towed " on the fog horn. 

The words “prolonged blast“ used in this article shall mean a blast of from 
four to six seconds' duration. 

A steam vessel shall be provided with an efficient whistle or siren, sounded 
by steam or by some substitute for steam, so placed that the sound may not be 
N by any obstruction. and with an efficient fog horn; also with an 
efficient bell. A sailing vessel of 20 tons gross tonnage or upward shall be 
provided with a similar fog horn and bell. 

In fog, mist, falling snow, or heavy rainstorms, whether by day or night, 
the signals described in this article shall be used as follows, namely: 

(a) A steam vessel under way shall sound, at intervals of not more than 
one minute, a prolonged blast. í 

(c) A g vessel under way shall sound, at intervals of not more than 
one minute, when on the starboard tack, one blast; when on the port tack, 
two blasts in succession, and when with the wind abaft the beam, three blasts 


succession. 

(d) A vessel when at anchor shall, at intervals of not more than one min- 
ute, ring the beli 8 tor Out five seconds. dt bul 

e) A steam vessel, when shall, instead e signals prescri 
subdivision (a) of. this article, at intervals of not more than one minute, 
sound three blasts in succession, namely, one prolonged blast followed by 
two short blasts. A vessel towed may give this signal and she shall not give 


any other ; 
All rafts or other water craft, not herein provided for, navigating by 


MEE ELS Teh US herd nde ap eg T, 


hand power, horse power, or by the current of the river, shall sound a blast 
5 fog horn, or equivalent signal, at intervals of not more than one 


SPEED or SHIPS TO BE MODERATE IN FOG, ETC. 


ART.16. Every vessel shall, in a fog, mist, falling snow, or heavy rainstorms, 
go E a ondorat speed, having careful regard to the existing ‘eicenmstances 
and conditions. 

A steam vessel hearing, apparently forward of her beam, the fog signal of 
a vessel the position of which is not . shall, so far as the p. eid 
stances of the case admit, stop her engines, and then navigate with caution 
until danger of collision is over. 


STEERING AND SAILING RULES. 
PRELIMINARY—RISK OF COLLISION. 


Risk of collision can, when circumstances permit, be ascertained by care- 
fully watching the compass bearing of an ee vessel. If the bear- 
ing does not appreciably change, such risk should be deemed to exist. 

AnT. 17, en two sailing vessels are approaching one another. so as to in- 
20€ risk of 5 one of them shall keep out of the way of the other as 

ollows, namely: 

(a) A vessel which is running free shall keep out of the waysof a vessel 
which is closehanled. 8 es 

(b) A vessel which is closehauled on the port tack shall keep out of the way 
of a vessel which is closehauled on the starboard tack. 

(c) When both are running free, with the wind on different sides. the ves- 
sel which has the wind on the port side shall keep out of the way of the other. 

(d) When are running free, with the wind on the same side, the ves- 
8 js As the windward shall keep out of the way of the vessel which is 

o the leeward. 

* vessel which has the wind aft shall keep out of the way of the other 
vessel. 

Anr. 18. RULEI. When steam vessels are a; DEAN each other head and 
head, that is, end on, or nearly so, it shall bet e duty of each to on the 
port side of the other; and either vessel shall give, as a signal of her inten- 
tion, one short and distinct blast of her whistle, which the other vessel shall 
answer promptly by asimilar blast of her whistle, and thereupon such vessels 
ehall pass on the port side of each other. But if the courses of such vessels 
are co far on the starboard of each other as not to be considered as meetin: 
head and head, either vessel shall immediate] ve two short and distinct 
blasts of her whistle, which the other yessel shall answer 
Kuat blasts of her whistle, and they shall pass on the star 
other. : 

‘The foregoing only applies to cases where vessels are meeting end on or 
nearly end on, in such a manner as to involve risk of collision; in other words, 
to cases in which, by day, each vessel sees the masts of the other in a line, or 
nearly in a line, with her own, and by mp to cases in which each vessel is 
in such a position as to see both the side lights of the other. 

It does not apply by day to cases in which a vessel sees another ahead cross- 
ing her own course, or by night to cases where the red light of one vessel is 
opposed to the red light of the other, or where the green light of one vessel 
is opposed to the green light of the other, or where a light without a 
green light or a green light without a red light is seen ahead, or where both 
green and red lights are seen any where but ahead. 

RULE UL If, when steam vessels are approaching each other, either vessel 
fails to understand the course or intention of the other, from any cause, the 
vessel so in doubt shall immediately signify the mame by giving several short 
and rapid blasts, not less than four, of the steam whistle. 

RULE V. Whenever a steam vessel is nearing a short bend or curve in the 
channel, where, from the height of the banks or other cause, a steam vessel 
approaching from the opposite direction can not be seen for a distance of 
half a mile, such steam vessel, when she shall haye arrived within half a mile 
of such curve or bend, shall give a signal by one long blast of the steam 
whistle, which signal shall be answered by a similar blast, given by any ap- 
proaching steam vessel that may be within edes Should such si; be 
so answered by a steam vessel upon the farther side of such bend, then the 
usual yer or meeting and passio shall immediately be given and an- 
swered; but if the first alarm signal of such vessel be not answered, she is to 
consider the channel clear and govern herself accordingly. 

When steam vessels are moved from their docks or berths, and other boats 


omptly by two 
si oof each 


steam vessels meeting, 
when steamers are in si 
can be determined in 


ART. 20. en a steam vessel and a sailing vessel are proceeding in such 
directions as to involve risk of collision, the steam vessel shall keep out of 
the way of the sailing vessel. 

ART. 21. Where, by any of these rules, one of the two vessels is to keep out 
of the way, the other shall keep her course and s ^ 

AnT.22. Every vessel which is directed by these rules to keep out of the 
way of another vessel shall, it the circumstances of the case admit, avoid 
crossing ahead of the other. 

ART.23. Every steam vessel which is directed by these rules to keep out 
of the way of another vessel shall, on approaching her, if necessary, en 
her or stop or revers». 

ART, 24. 1 anything contained in these rules, every vessel 
overtaking any other shall 

Every vesse ey d up with another vessel fr 

J) 
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o subsequent alteration of the bearing between the two vessels shall make 
the overtaking vessel a crossing vessel within the meaning of these rules, or 
relieve — of Led duty of keep. clear of the overtaken vessel until she is 

and clear, 

dei day the overtaking vessel can not always know with certainty 
whether she is forward of or abaft this direction from the other vessel, she 
should, if in doubt, assume that she is an overtaking vessel and keep out of 
th 1 

ART 28 In narrow channels oray steam vessel shall, when it is safe and 
practicable, keep to that side of the fairway or mid-channel which lies on the 
starboard side o! 


ART. 27. In oUoying ang construing these rules due regard shall be had to 
all dangers of naviga: 
may render a departure from the a 
imm te ger. 
SOUND SIGNALS FOR VESSELS IN SIGHT OF ONE ANOTHER. 

Anr. 28, When vessels are in sight of one another, a steam vessel under way 
whose engines are going at full speed astern shall indicate that fact by three 
short blasts on the whistle. 

No VESSEL UNDER ANY CIRCUMSTANCES TO NEGLECT PROPER PRECAU- 
TIONS. 

AmnT.29. Nothing in these rules shall exonerate any vessel, or the owner 
ormaster or crew thereof, from the consequences of Any neglect to carry 
lights or signals, or of any neglect to keep a proper lookout, or of the neglect 
of any precaution which may required by the ordinary practice of sea- 
men, or by the special circumstances of the case. 

ART. 30. The exhibition of any light on board of a vessel of war of the 
United States or a revenue cutter may be suspended whenever, in the opin- 
jon of the Secretary of the Navy, the commander-in-chief of a squadron, or 
the commander of à vessel acting singly, the special character of the service 
may require it. 

DISTRESS SIGNALS. 

Art. 31. When a vessel is in distress nnd requires assistance from other 
vessels or from the shore, the following shall be the signals to be used or dis- 
played by her, either together or separately, namely: 

IN THE DAYTIME. 
A continuous sounding with any fog-signal apparatus, or firing a gun. 
AT NIGHT. 
First. Flames on the vessel, as from a burning tar barrel, oil barrel, ete. 
Second. A continuous sounding with any fog-signal apparatus, or flring a 


kept posted up in conspicuous places in such vessels. 

Een. 8. That every pilot, engineer, mate, or master of any steam vessel, 
and every master or mate of any barge or canal boat, who neglect$ or refuses 
to observe the provisions of this act, or the regulations established in pursu- 
ance of the preceding section, shall be liable to a penalty of $50, and for all 
damages sustained by any passenger in his een or baggage by such neglect 
or refusal: Provided, That nothing herein 1l relieve any vessel owner or 
corporation from any liability incurred by reason of such neglect or refusal. 

EC. 4. That every vessel that shall be navigated without 3 with 
the provisions of this act shall be liable to a penalty of $200, one-half to go to 
the informer, for which sum the vessel so navigated shall be liable and may 
be seized and proceeded against by action in any district court of the United 
States having jurisdiction of the offense. 

Sec. 5. That sections 4233 and 4412 (with the regulations made in pursu- 
ance thereof, except the rules and regulations for the 3 of pilots 
of steamers navigating the Red River of the North and rivers emptying into 
the Gulf of Mexico and their tributaries, and except the rules for the Great 
Lakes and their connecting and tributary waters as far east as Montreal) 
and 4413 of the Revised Statutes of the United States and 1 4 — 202 of the 
laws of 1893 and sections 1 and 3 of chapter 102 of the laws of 1895, and sections 
5. 12, and 13 of the act approved March 3, 1897, entitled Au act to amend the 
laws relating to navigation," and all amendments thereto, are hereby re- 
ponen so far as the harbors, rivers, and inland waters aforesaid (except the 

reat Lakes and their connecting and tributary waters as far east as Mon- 
treal and the Red River of the North and rivers emptying into the Gulf of 
Mexico nnd their 3 concerned. 

à 6. That this act shall take effect four months from the date of its ap- 
prov: 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, [have offered this amendment, sub- 
stituting this language after the enacting clause, commencing 
-with line 3 of page 1 of the bill, for the double purpose of includ- 
ing in it, as I have, all the amendments heretofore adopted by the 
House, including the one offered by the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. RICHARDSON]. I have also included four other substan- 
tial amendments here, reenacting the rules now in force and which 
have been in force for some time under the direction of the board 
. appointed in the Treasury Department according to law, consist- 
ing of the Inspector-General of Steam Vessels, the Commissioner 
of Navigation, and one or two other officers. 

These rules and the new Rule IX, which the House heard read, 
and another rule or rules read now, are reenacted in this law, for 
the purpose of having them posted as a part of the law, and for 
that reason only. I have also offered an amendment to section 5— 
two or three amendments to section 5—by striking out as many 
semicolons and inserting in place thereof the word “and,” so as 
to improve the text of the bill. I have also added in section 5 an 
exception, excepting the Mississippi River, its tributaries, the 
ie PARS. and the Red River of the North from the operations 
of the bill. 

This is done to cure the question raised not only by the gentle- 


man from Georgia 
have considered the question, 
doubt of the bill being confined to the waters borderin 
high seas and excluding the great Western rivers and the Grea‘ 
Lakes. Another amendment was Pee by the gentleman— 


[Mr. FLEMING], but by other gentlemen w. 
2 to remove any 5 
on 


from Wisconsin [Mr. MINOR], when the bill was up two days ago, 
to section 3 of the bill—that section which makes the engineer, 
mate, master, etc., liablefor damages in any case of collision from 
disobedience to these rules. The gentleman from Wisconsin raised 
the question whether enacting that these different officers should 
be liable for damages might not relieve the vessel or owner of the 
vessel from es. 

lam very clearly of the opinion that the lan, 
does not change the liability of the owner of the vessel or of the 
vessel itself; and I have simply adopted this amendment because 
the gentleman from Wisconsin is in doubt upon that subject. It 
does not change the present status of the billif it should become 
law in its original form, and does not change the law in that 
respect; and for that reason I have adopted the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have moved the substitution of thislan- 
guage after the enacting clause for the p se of incorporating 
the additional amendments which I wished to bring before the 
House, and in order to save the time of the House by requiring a 
separate vote on each one of these amendments; and I now ask 
the 1 question on this substitute, to the third reading of 
the bill, and on the bill to its final passage 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask the gentleman to withdraw th 
motion for four or five minutes. I only ask for that time, and 
am not making any fight on the bill itself. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will withdraw my motion for the present, and 
yield five minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. . Speaker, I shall not use the time in 
opposition so much to this measure, because I stated yesterday, 
and repeat it again here to-day, that there are not three members 
on either side of the Honse who understand what this measure is. 
Now,the gentleman from New York has set aside the work which 
we thought he had gotten up to his notion when he brought this 
bill forward, and he has now offered a substitute which has not 
been printed, and which we do not understand as well as we did 


the original bill. 

But, Mr. S er, I want to call the attention of this House 
and the country simply to the fact that the majority party of this 
House deem it wise to set aside all pending legislation in ordet 
that this one measure may receive consideration in this House. 
We have none of the ordinary instrumentalities of legislation here 
by which a particular measure can be brought forward and offered 
in antagonism to this bill. This bill is brought here by the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Now, why is it more important, Mr. Speaker, than any other 
measure pending here? J ask gentlemen on that side of the House 
why it is that they sit silently there and make no protest of any 
kind or character against the course of the management of this 
House, by which hundreds of other meritorious measures are 
utterly moroa oy the Committee on Rules and this measure is 
forced and pressed upon the attention of the House? What is the 
matter with all those bills for the relief of old soldiers of this 
o 

'The Senete has passed over a hundred bills, many of them giv- 
ing pensions to meritorious soldiers of the late war. Are you 
willing for every one of those measures to be ruthlessly set aside 
by the dominating committee of this House, the only cómmittee 
that can bring a measure to our attention, and that they shall 
force this measure upon Congress? Are you going back to your 
constituencies and say to them that this bill is far more impor- 
tant to the country and to their interests than those pension 
measures? That is what oe are doing when you stand up here 
and support the leaders of that side of the House in the course the 
majority is pursuing here. : 

Yousay youarevery happy in it. Idonotbelieveit, gentlemen, 
I do not believe you are happy in it. Here are Men 100 pension 
bills passed by the Senate for the relief of the soldiers and the 
widows of soldiers of the late war, yet you 1 cula them, 
while Ps press this measure upon our attention. But thatis not 
al. Here are the Cuban resolutions which were passed by the 
Senate of the United States and sent here. The country is clam- 
oringfor the consideration of those resolutions, but you treat them 
as of no importance; you set them aside and decline to consider 
them, while you bring in a rule here and force the consideration 
for three or four days of this unimportant bill—unimportant com- 
pared with the measures I haye mentioned, and others that are 
ready for consideration. 

You even pay no attention to the respectful recommendations 
of your own President, who has sent two or three messages to this 
Congress urging action upon several important matters. I called 
attention to them on Tuesday last. One important question in 
respect to which the President has sent a message is the boundary 


ge, as it stands, 
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line between this Republic and the Republic of Mexico, but you 


pay no attention to that. Another matter has deemed of 
such importance that the President has sent a special message 
urging upon Congress its consideration, but you set it aside, pay 
no attention to it, and bring in a rule requiring the House to give 
two or three days to this pending bill. 

Mr. Speaker, there are more than 3,400 bills that have been in- 
trodu by the members of this House, and that are sleeping 
to-day without receiving, and without the prospect of receiving, 
any consideration at the hands of this body. Are you willing to 
go before the country and say that you applaud your leaders 
when they set aside these thousands of bills and yet can find time 
for the consideration of a bill no more important than the one 
thatisnow pending? Isthatsatisfactory toyou? I donot believe 
itis. Iwill not occupy time in going into details of the measures 
to which I have referred. I simply desire to challenge the atten- 
= of the House and the country to this unusual condition of 

rs. ; 

the hammer fell. 

. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
from New York yield me five minutes? 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman is going to speak on the same 
line as the qme who has just sat down, no; if he wants time 
to discuss the pending bill, yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. My remarks would not be in the 
same line as those of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman want time for discussion in 
relation to this bill? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Myremarks would be in reference 
to the old soldiers' widows who are asking me to secure consider- 
ation for them here. 

Mr. PAYNE. Idecline to yield, Mr. Speaker. I wish to sre 
word to the Housein reply to the gentleman from Tennessee. He 
wants to know if members on this side of th» House are satisfied 
with the action of certain of their leaders, or supposed leaders. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not say supposed leaders." Iad- 
mit your leaders. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, supposed leaders" was my language. I 
would not accuse the gentleman from Tennessee of saying sup- 
posed leaders," because 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But you did accuse me of it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no; I would not accuse the tleman of 
using that expression, because it might be consi as reflecting 

n somebody on that side of the House somebody nearer home. 


hter. 

Mr. 8 er, this side is satisfled with the action of the House 
during the time it has been assembled in this session, It is satis- 
fied with it, because this side of the House and the members on 
this side seem to havean intelligent appreciation of the situation. 
We came together in this extra session for A" gri purpose, à 
great purpose,namely, to provide revenue sufficient to pay the 
expenses of the Government from week to week and from month 
to month. Wecame todo what the other side had failed to do when 
they had the power, and what the country wants done as soon as 
itcan bedone. Ourobject was to bring forward a revenue bill 
here and enact it into law at the first ible moment. 

We did that. We sent the bill to the Senate on the ist day of 
April, and it has been there ever since. Of course I will not sa 
anything here abont what is done at the other end of the Capitol, 
but I will say, for the members on this side of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, that we do not mean tolay a single straw in the way 
of the other branch of Con which can in any manner delay 
the A eid of that bill and its enactment intolaw. [Applause 
on the Republicanside.] The country wantsrelief, and the mem- 
bers of the majority of the House of Representatives are, to a 
man, anxious to have that relief given to the country at the first 
possible moment, and now—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Do you want the Dingley bill or the 
Senate bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope the gentleman will allow me to complete 
my sentence. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly; but you had concluded your 
sentence when I interrupted you in a respectful manner. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Tennessee is very anxious 
about the old soldiers and their claims. Mr. Speaker, the old 
soldiers are content to wait until we can get money enough in 
the Treasury to pay their claims, and when that is done we will 
take care of them, as this side of the House has always taken care 
ade since the close of the war. [Applause on the Republican 

e. 


Mr. PAYNE. Gentlemen on the other side of the House are 
very anxious that this body should mark out a policy for the Ex- 
ecutive. Mr. Speaker, we have confidence in our Executive. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] Unlike the gentlemen on 


4 


the other side, we have confidence in our present Executive, as we 
have always had confidence in our Executive ever since the war. 
. Have you gentlemen on the other side ever had any confidence 
in your Executive sincethe war? You donotseem to understand 
our tion. We are willing to trust our Executive to deal with 
the Cuban question, and we are willing to give him time enough 
to examine into it before he declares his policy. 

Mr. GAINES. How much more time do you want? 

Mr. PAYNE. We want at least time enough for him to send a 
man down there who can investigate and return and make his 
report to the Executive beforeany policy is declared. Gentlemen 
on the Democratic side are very anxious about the Cuban question, 
and some gentlemen nof far from this Hall seem to manifest the 
same kind of anxiety. [Laughter.] 

Anxious about it, why? Simply because they think they are 
appealing to the prejudices of the populace; that is all. "They 
think that popular opinion is that way; that the popular tide is 
running in that direction, and they are jumping to catch at some 
straw in order to try to resurrect themselves from the oblivion 
that seems to have come over them because of their record in the 
past. 

Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. KING. Did the Republicans take that view in voting on 
the belligerency resolution? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do hope I TANE be permitted to proceed five 
minutes without being interrupted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HEPBURN). The House will 
be in order. The gentleman from New York declines to yield. 

Mr.PAYNE. Now, weon this sideof the House propose to go 
right on in our own way. We have stood by the Speaker to a 
man. We have sat here and seen him insulted from 555 to day, 
because we knew that the insults coming from that side of the 
House could not harm the Speaker anywhere in this country. 
Why, sir, that was tried in 1890 and 1891. 'The gibes and the 
threats and the foul names and the violations of every rule of 
decency coming from some men—and one or two of them are still 
left on that side of the House—recoiled upon their authors; and 
the country sustained the Speaker of this House in every rulin 
made in the Fifty-first Congress. And you came back here an 
made haste to adopt every rule of that Con and reaffirm 
every ruling that the Speaker had made, And so yon stand by, 
without MIT , 

z 2 RIC DSON. Will the gentleman permit an interrup- 
on 

Mr. PAYNE. I wish the gentleman would allow me to finish 
my sentence, and after I am through I will allow him to inter- 
rupt me to his heart's content. 

.RICHARDSON. Willthe gentleman yield at the end of 
the sentence? 

Mr. PAYNE. I decline to yield now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The remarks of the gentleman have mis- 
represented the position of the Democratic party. 

. PAYNE. If the gentleman had followed me attentively. 
he would have seen that I was not at the end of the sentence, but 
was in the midst of it. 

A MEMBER (on the Democratic side). Will the gentleman per- 
mit an interruption when the sentence is ended? 

The SPE protempore. The gentleman from New York 
8 to be interrupted; and interruptions of this kind are not 
in order. 

Mr. PAYNE. And now some of those gentlemen on that side 
seem to think that they can get some of the fame that came to 
members of the Fifty-first Congress by standing in their places 
and hurling insult after insult at the Speaker of the House, simply 
because he is in the chair, where he can notanswer their gibes and 
their insults. 

Why, sir, the Fifty-first Con was succeeded by the Fifty- 
second and the Fifty-third; and some of these men were members 
of the Fifty-second and the Fifty-third Congresses. And when 
the gentleman who had been Speaker of the House became simply 
“the gentleman from Maine," they were very careful how they 
crossed swords with him, because he was on the floor to defend 
himself. [Applause on the Republican rd 

Now, Mr. Speaker, criticism ismade about bringing up this bill. 
Gentlemen on the other side do not seem yet to understand the 
nature of the bill. They have forgotten the legislation in Congress 
onthis subject. They have forgotten what made it necessary that 
a bill of this kind should be passed. In 1888 Congress took action 
for the representation of this Government in an international 
commission. In 1889 that commission met and adopted ‘‘rules df 
the road” applicable to the high seas, and it was necessary that 
the lawmaking power of each of the nations taking part in that 
e should ratify those rules before they could go into 

We have had the subject up time and again in Congress until 
finally tlie 1st day of next month has been fixed for those rules to 
take effect. Then it was found that some of our rules applicable 


to the inland waters bordering on the high seas conflicted with 
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the rules applicable on the high seas, and consequently there was 
danger of marine collisions with loss of property and life. So 
in 


these same gentlemen who have been engaged EE the in- 
ternational penes sat down to revise the rules for the inland waters, 


| so as to make them correspond to the rules applicable to the high 
Legs; and at the same time they inc ra in one body all the 
rules that they wished to preserveapplicable to the inland waters, 
80 that the whole legislation on the subject might be in one com- 
8 1 ted here. Co happened to 
8 pro aw was presen’ re. ngress happen 
be in session for another purpose, The Senate passed this bill and 
sent it over tous. It has n brought 2 here now, under a 
ial rule, and we are about to pass it. ut gentlemen on the 
PX pide say, No, you must not pass this bill; you must not 
save human life; you must not remove these dangers at sea until 
the measure has been submitted to a committee of the sayants of 
this House and passed upon by them." 1 

Suppose a committee were appointed to e upon these rules. 
Why, sir, there are one or two men in this House who have a lit- 
tle practical knowledge on this question, and when they have read 
these rules they have so modest as not to engage in debate at 
all on the question, because they knew the rules were right. But 
a committee, if appointed, would have to take the word of these 
experts on the question, because the experts understand this tech- 
8 and gentlemen on the committee would not under- 
stand it. 

There is no reason for referring this bill toa committee. If the 
House had been in session, with the committees appointed, and 
this bill had gone to a committee, the committee would have 
adopted the 5 of these gentlemen familiar with the sub- 
ject; and the bill would have come in here and gone through with- 
out criticism, as similar bills did in the last Congress, when there 
was not found a man on the other side of the House to try to 


obstruct them. 
Why, then, do gentlemen try toobstructthisbil? Why is it that 
they oppose it? They are vainly endeavoring to make some capi- 


tal out of the situation. If they will go home to their constitu- 
ents, if they will consult the people of the country, they will find 
that ninety-nine out of a hundred of their fellow-citizens are 


anxious for Congress to paes a tariff bill and leave every other 
man de. the tariff bill is passed. [Applause on the Repub- 
can side. 
A MEMBER (on the Democratie side). Why do not you do it? 


Mr. PAYNE. Well, gentlemen over there do not seem to know 
nm that the tariff bill passed the House on the 31st day of March 
ust. 'Thisis the style of question which gentlemen are anxious 
tointerjeetinto myremarks—why? Has some new leader come to 
town? ughter.] Somenew man who wants totake command 
of their forces? The gentleman from Washington [Mr. Lewis] is 
still here. You can not get any patent on his prerogative. The 
1 from Kansas does not seem to be in his seat to-day, 
t he will hasten back if any new leader tries to get in his place. 
Do not attempt it. Do not try to enter into that rivalry. 

Now, gentlemen, I hope I have made myself sufficiently clear. 
Ihope you understand the situation, and I hope you understand 
this bill. I hope you will be able to vote intelligently upon it. I 
now renew my motion for the previous question. 

The SPE R pro tempore (having put the question on order- 
ng the previous question). "The ayes seem to have it. 

~ FLEMING. and others c for a division. 
The Ju being again taken, there were—ayes 75, noes 45. 
Mr. FLEMING. I make the point that there is no quorum 


present. 

Mr. PAYNE. I call for the re order. 

The SPEAKER Je tempore. Itis quite evident that there is 
no quorum in the House. ; 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. The regular order is for the Chair to make a 
count. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (having counted the House). One 
hundred and forty-one members are present—not a quorum. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Doorkeeper will close the 
doors. The Clerk will call the roll Gentlemen favoring the 
pending proposition will, as their names are called, answer ** aye;" 
those opposed, no.“ Those not desiring to vote will answer 


resent.” 
Trio question was taken; and there were—yeas 84, nays 66, an- 
swered “present” 27, not voting 175; as follows: 


YEAS-—S8t 

Adams, Booze, Cannon, Kans. 
Alexander, Brewster, Clark, Iowa Dalze 
Babcock. Broderick, Clarko, N. Danford, 
Baker, Md. oro Codding, — 
Barthoidt, Burton, ti Crumpacker, Dolliver, : 

0 i " v 
Bishop, Butler, Curtis, Iowa A 


* 
pare mee Mg, Em 
Faris, Hill, Minor, Sperry 
Fischer, Hitt, Morris, 8 „W. A. 
Gi owe, Odell, ‘Tawney, 
Gillet, N. Y. Howell, Parker, N. J. Tayler, Ohio 
Gillett, Hurley, Payne, "Tongue, 
Graff, Johnson, N. Dak. Pearson, Van Voorhis, 
Griffin, Kirkpa Powers, Walker, Va. 
Grosvenor, Knox, Prince, Wanger, 
T Littauer, Warner, 

Hamilton, Loud, Royse, Weaver, 

wiley, mslager, Shannon, Williams, Pa. 
Henry, Conn. Low, Sherman, Wert 

NAYS—66. 
Adamson, De Graffenreid, Latimer, Sayers, 
Baird, De Vries, wis, Ga. Settle,. 
Baker, IIl. 1 Shuford, 
Bell. ming, Mel 3 Slayden, 
Botkin; Gain Mein. Steplions 
es, 0 

Brenner, Ohio Greene, dox, Strowd, N. C. 

0 n unn, Maxwell, ‘ate, 
Brundidge, Henry, Miss. n, ^ 
Burke, „Tex. Norton, Todd. 
Castle, Hunter, en, Underwood, 
Clark, Mo. Jett, borne, ups 
Clayton, King, Vincent, 
Cochran, Mo. Ki " Pierce, Tenn. Wheeler, Ky. 
Cowherd, Asar Y e n, W. Miss. 

a vey, owles, y. 
vis, onian, Ind. 
ANSWERED "PRESENT"'—37. 
Acbeson, Cooper, Tex. Hay, Plowma 

lt, per, Henry, Ind. Bhafroth. 
Benner, Pa. Dayton, e &mith, III. 
Bingham, Dinsmore, Jones, Va. Spar 
Brantley, Vans, Livingston, eeler, 

rucker, Griggs, Miller, 3 
Brumm, man, Newlands, 
NOT VOTING—175. 
Allen, Dockery, Lybrand, Shelden, 
Arnold, dy, Makioer, Showalter, 
Bailey, Elliott, Call. Simpson, 
Bankhead, trout, McCulloch, 
e —— á cDowell, S 8 
rham, tage i cEwan, mith, Ky. 
Barlow, Fitzpatrick, McIntire, ith, SN 
Barney, Fletcher, Ras, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Barre Foote, ~ Snover, 
Bartlett, any, Southard 
Beach, Fowler, N. C Mahon, Southwick, 
‘owler, Mann, 
Belford, Gardner, Marsh, Stallings, 
Belknap, Grout, Marshall, Steele, 
Benne Grow, Martin, Stevens, Minn. 
Benton, Handy, Mercer, Stewart, N. J, 
onda Harmer, Mesick, Stewart, Wis. 
Heatwole, Meyer, La. 
Boutelle, Hemenway, Miers, Ind. Stone, C. W. 
Bradley, Henderson, i it, 
Brewer, Mitchell, Strode, Nebr. 
Bromwell, Hinrichsen, y» Sturtevant, 
Brosius, Hooker, Sullivan, 
Bull, Hopkins, Mudd, Sulloway, 
Campbell, Howard, Ala. Northway. Sulzer, 
Capron, Howard, Ga. Ims * Sutherland, 
Carmack, ull, Otey, Swanson, 
Catchin Johnson. Ind. Otjen, 'Talbert, 
Chickering, Jones, Wash. erstree "Taylor, Ala. 
lardy, 0 Packer, Pa. Vandiver, 
Cochrane, N. Y. Kelley, ce, Mo. lage, 
Colson. Kerr, Perkins, Wadsworth, 
Connell, Ke Pitney, Walker, Mass. 
Connolly, Kulp, nigg, 3 
ey, Lacey, y, th, 
Corliss, Lamb Reeves, White, III. 
Cousins, Lan Rhea, 

x, Lentz, Rixey, » 
Cranford, b Wilson, N. Y. 
Crump. Linney, ins, ‘ison, 
Cumm Little, Robertson, La. Young, Pa. 
Davidson, Wis. Lorimer, II. Young, Va. 
De Armond, Love, Sauerhering, mor. 
Dingley, Lovering, Shattuc, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk has noted as present Mr. MEYER of 
Louisiana, Mr. VANDIVER, Mr. YounG of Virginia, and Mr. Cous- 
Ins. The vote is—yeas 84, nays 66, present in addition to those 
announced 27. The ayes have it. e previous question is or- 
dered, and the question is on agreeing to the substitute. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
RICHARDSON) there were—ayes 88, noes 11. 

Accordingly, the substitute was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and 

On motion of Mr. PA 
was laid on the table. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, T desire to present a conference . 
on the Indian a iatiom bill. 
Texas 


a motion to reconsider the last vote 


8 STEPHENS] rise? 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I rise to ask unanimous consent 
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for the present consideration of Senate resolution 45, for the relief 
of the El Paso flood sufferers. — : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think this conference report will take but 
a moment. We have given way twice for other matters, anyhow. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. STEPHENS] as soon as this matter is disposed of. The 
Clerk will read the conference report and then the statement of 
the House conferees. 

The conference report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate numbered 10 to the bill (H. R. 15) making 
appropriWfions for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 
ment and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 

year ending June 30, 1 and for other purposes, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
tive Houses as follows: 

t the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same 
with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted 
by said House amendment insert the following: 

“The Secretary of the Interioris Berant directed to allot agricultural lands 
in severalty to the Uncompahgre Ute Indians now located upon or belonging 
to Uncompahgre Indian Reservation in the State of Utah, said allotments 
to be upon the bea mae, and Uintah reservations or elsewhere in said 
State. And all the lands of said Uncompahgre Reservation not theretofore 
allotted in severalty to said Uncompahgre Utes shall, on and after the Ist 
day of April, 1898, be open for location and entry under all the land laws of 
the United States, excepting, however, therefrom all lands 8 gilson- 
ite, asphalt, elaterite, or other like substances. And the title to 
said lands containing gilsonite, asphaltum, elaterite, or other like substances 
is reserved to the United States.“ 

And the House agree to the same. 

J. S. SHERMAN, 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
R. F. PETTIGREW, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


Statement to accompany conference report No. 4, Indian appropriation bill. 

Conference of the disagreeing committees of the two Houses on Senate 
amendment numbered 10: 

This amendment is in regard to the gilsonite, which has been before the 
House upon several occasions. By this agreement provision is made for the 

. allotment of agricultural landsin severalty to the Uncompahgre Indians and 
for the opening for location and entry, under all the land laws of the United 
b enl theland of the Uncompahgre Reservation not allotted prior to 
April 1, 1898, excepting the lands containing gilsonite, asphalt, elaterite, and 
other like substances, the title of which, by t. amendment, is reserved to 
the United States. 

This suspends the opening of the gilsonite lands, and leaves that question 
subject to the disposition of Congress at some future time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. A sen this report leaves the gilsonite 
and asphaltum deposits still undisposed of. The title of all lands 
containing any of these deposits, about which we have had so 
much discussion heretofore, is retained in the United States, and 
the matter is left for future action by Congress. 

Mr. SAYERS. There is, then, no legislation whatever in this 
bill r e lands? 

Mr. SHERMAN. None whatever, so far as these deposits are 
concerned. I move the adoption of the report. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I will state to the gentleman from Texas 
pie SAYERS] that there is legislation in this concerning these 

ands, but it withdraws from entry entirely, and reserves the title 
in the United States. I am opposed toit, but nevertheless I do 
not see that we can make anything by fighting it further at this 
tim 


e. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I ask for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference 
report. 
e conference report was to. 
On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PraTT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolutions; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives Mei jl D Thatthere 
be printed as a document the report of the United States Boundary Commis- 
5 to the convention between the United States and Mexico 
touching the re-marking of the boundary line between those two countries 
west of the Rio Grande, and in addition thereto 300 copies of said report for 
the use of the Department of State. 


Also: 


Resolved by the Senate C House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be quaes and bound 3,000 copies of a special report describing the methods 
and results of the investigations conducted at the astrophysical observatory 
of the Smithsonian Institution, entitled Annals of the Astrophysical Observa- 
tory, of which number 500 copies shall be for the use of the Senate. 1,000 copies 
for the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,500 copies for distribution 
by the Smithsonian Institution. 

The message also announced that the Senate had a bill of 
the following title; in which the concurrence of the House was 


requested: 
A bill (S. 479) to pores for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Nashua, in the State of 
New Hampshire. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to an enrolled bill of 
the following title: - 

_A bill (H. R. 15) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfillingtreaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1898, and for other purposes. 


RELIEF OF EL PASO FLOOD SUFFERERS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. TETRI 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I now ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of Senate joint resolution 45, authoriz- 
ing an appropriation for the relief of flood sufferers at El Paso, 


ex. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of Senate joint resolution 45, which will 
be reported to the House by the Clerk. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 45) authorizing the Secretary of War to use rations 


for the relief of destitute persons in the district overflowed by the Rio 
Grande River at and near El Paso, Tex. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives ror the United States o, 
America in Congress assembled, That the sum of $10, is hereby appropri- 
ated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise a Conrad: to be 
expended by and under the direction of the Secretary oF War in the pur- 
chase and d bution of subsistence stores to such destitute persons as inn 
require assistance in the district overflowed by the Rio G 
near El Paso, Tex. ex 

Mr.STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I have a telegram 
here which I wish to have read for the information of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr.LOUD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I should 
like to have some information on the subject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. Loup], 
reserving his right to object, asks for information. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I ask for the reading of the tele- 
gram which I have sent to the Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the telegram. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Jonx A. STEPHENS, M. C.: 

The Rio Grande has overflowed lower part of city, inhabited by poorer 
classes. Five hundred houses destroyed: 3,000 people homeless and destitute, 
Suffering too great and widespread for local ty. Many will suffer hun- 


e River at an 


EL Paso, TEX., May 23, 1897. 


ger, Un pct bint if not relievedimmediately. Ask Congress to appro- 
priate $10,000, to be expended under War Department, to feed them. 
JOSEPH MAGOFFIN, 
» Mayor. 
W. N. VILOS, 
President Board of Health. 


CHAS. 8. DAVIS, 
Collector Customs. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state to the 
Honse that Iam nally acquainted with the gentlemen sending 
this te'egram. know that they would not ask for this appro- 
priation unless it was needed. 

The 1 5 of El Paso is situated on this side of the Rio Grande 
River. The flood is greater than it has been for the last forty 
years, and, as stated in the telegram, these 3,000 people are desti- 
tute and homeless. We ask for the passage of this resolution. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I should like to make a suggestion 
or two. Ido not think I shall object to the consideration of this 
resolution, because there seems to be a strong sentiment here 
endeavoring to prevail upon me to not object to its consideration. 
I want to call the attention of the House to the position in which 
we are placed in regard to this matter. Of course, first coming to 
Congress the overflooded sections of the Mississippi River, cover- 
ing many States, and appeals having been made here in days gone 
by to relieve a condition that no locality could relieve, we have 
pursued this course, Mr. Speaker, of relieving sections of the coun- 
try until we are asked to devote $10,000 of public money to relieve 
the people within the precincts of one city in the United States, 
and it has proceeded up to this position, that hereafter when any 
creek in the United States shall overflow its banks and drown out 
any citizen, he has just as much right to ap to Congress to 
relieve him as has the city of El Paso. The first step taken, per- 
mit me to say to my Democratic friends, is in contradiction of 
ne interpretation of the constitutional privileges vested in the 

ouse. 

We have taken the first step. Now you have seen the absurd, 
logical conclusion of the whole proposition. Texas is a great 
State, rich in its great resources, and I am surprised that that 
State should come here, or any portion of that State should come 
here, and appeal to thenation to relieve one or two hundred people 
who are now in distress. In the case of every conflagration that 
takes place in the country that shall burn out a hundred people, 
why should not they come to Con and ask to be relieved? 


t, Mr. Speaker, is what it wil linevitably lead to. Iam in- 
formed that I should not object; that the sen 


ent of this House 
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is willing to go to the extreme of relieving in one city two or three 
hundred people that are temporarily in distress. Then let the 
House assume the responsibility. Ishallcontent myself by voting 
againstit. Itis wrong. 
. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman 

from Texas a question. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Are you acquainted with the town of El 


aso? 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I am well acquainted with that 


town. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How many people are there in El Paso? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. About 15,000. I will state this 
further, that the portion of the town that has been flooded is occu- 
pied entirely by poor people. Their houses were situated under 
this levee, and, as I have said, they have been washed out. The 
houses were adobe, made of sun-dried brick. They melt at once 
when the waters have surrounded them. The levee, I will state, 
was thrown up by the city, and these people built their homes 
under that levee. , 

Mr. FERGUSSON. Mr. Speaker, I also am well acquainted 
with that valley of the Rio Grande, and with the condition exist- 
ing at El Paso, which is just across the river from New Mexico. 
This flood has been caused by unusual warm spring rains in the 
mountains of Colorado and New Mexico. Itis just like the Johns- 
town flood again. The houses that have been washed away 

Mr. DALZELL, I would like to say to the gentleman that the 
Johnstown flood sufferers were taken care of by the people of the 
State of Pennsy!vania. 

A MEMBER. They were helped by the whole country. : 

Mr. TERRY. They were assisted by people all over the United 
States. I know they were from my town. 

Mr. DALZELL. I think not. 

Mr.FERGUSSON. The second ground upon which this resolu- 
tion ought to be passed is that this is a very unusual flood, because 

the snows in the mountains have been washed away at one 
time. The melted snow has poured down the valley, and the 
houses that have been washed away are not able to resist a flood. 

Floods in that country are not at all usual. These houses are 
built of adobe, and. the moment the water strikes the foundation 
the whole house crumbles and falls into the flood. Iam also ac- 

uainted with the people who live in the district which has been 
flooded, and am able to say that they are the poorest class of citi- 
zens in that town. I believe that this is a meritorious proposi- 
tion, and from the facts stated to me and as published in the papers 
there are not less than 3,000 people who are sufferers from the 
flood. This information I get from sources independent of that 
which the gentleman has had read here. 

In reference to the Johnstown flood, I will remind the gentle- 
man that contributions were sent in from the whole country to 
assist at that time. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I also am very familiar with the 
condition that exists upon the Rio Grande. Iknowthatthe unfor- 
tunate people who have suffered the loss of practically all the 
property that they possessed in the world in this flood are composed 
of the poorest people, possibly, in this entire Union, people least 
able to meet misfortunes of that gort; and I do hope that in this 
instance, in view of the present misfortunes and great distress pre- 
vailing there, that the House will not abandon the precedent which 
was established the other day in sending a large contribution from 
the country, backed up by public expenditures, to the people of 
India,a dency of that country which boasts itself to be the 
richest in the world. 

1f this Congress can afford to vote money to relieve the suffer- 
ings of the East Indian people, it certainly can afford to help to 
sustain temporarily 3,000 of the people of our own country who 
have had their homes and fortunes washed away by a flood. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to ask a question for information. I under- 
stand that this flood occurred about a week ago. Has the city of 
El Paso, with its 15,000 inhabitants, or has the State of Texas 
contributed anything officially for the relief of the sufferers; or 
is this application to Congress the first movement that has been 
made to relieve them? 

Mr.SLAYDEN. I can not say whether the municipality of El 
Paso itself has contributed or not, but I know that the citizens of 
El Paso have done so. 

Mr. HILL. Oh, the citizens always contribute under such 
circumstances. 

Mr. BALL. Mr. S er, in reply to the inquiry of the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut, I will say that the governor of the State 
of Texas, replying to a telegram from the mayor of El Paso, stated 
that he would lay the matter before the Stateof Texas, and I have 
no sort of doubt that they will do their duty and do it liberally. 

Mr. CANNON. Was the legislature in session? 

Mr. BALL. It was not in session at the time. 

Mr. HILL. It seems to me that Congress might very well wait 
until action is taken by the State of Texas in this matter, 


P 


Mr. FERGUSSON. I will state in reply to the gentleman that 
the legislature of the State of Texas has appropriated $5,000. 

Mr. FISCHER. Cash? [Laughter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this joint resolution? : 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I offer a substitute for the joint 
resolution, and after it is read I shall ask to be heard for a moment, 

The proposed substitute was read, as follows: 
Joint resolution reappropriating the sum of $10,000 not expended for the 

relief of sufferers by the floods of the Mississippi River. 


Resolved a Re Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That so much of 
the approp tion made by the joint resolution approved April T. 1897. for 
the relief of sufferers by the overflow of the Mississippi River and its tribu- 
taries as remains unexpended, not exceeding the sum of $10,000, may be used 
by the Secretary of War in the purchase and distribution of subsistence and 
8 for ne tation to aid in the relief of destitute 8 


cessary transpo; 
2 the district overflowed by the Rio Grande River in the vicinity of E 

ex. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr, Speaker, I will ask the gentle- 
man whether that money is at present available? 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have read the telegram 
which I send to the desk. 

The telegram was read, as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, June 1, 1897. 

To Hon. J. G. CANNON: 


About $94,000 of flood sufferers' appropriation remains unexpended. 
x PSULLIVAN, [Brel eai sr ARR 


Mr.CANNON. Now,Mr.Speaker, a word. Weappropriated, 
if I recollect aright, $150,000 for the relief of the fl. sufferers in 
the Lower Mississippi Valley. The appropriation was extended 
so as to apply to sufferers from the overflow of the Red River of 
the North, but as I understand (relying upon newspaper reports) 
no portion of that money was in fact expended for the flood suffer- 
ers along the Red River of the North. 

There was, however, a portion of the $150,000 expended for the 
relief of the flood sufferers of the Lower Mississippi. Gentlemen 
understand that from Cairo south to the Gulf the Mississippi 
River passes through many States and that the bottoms on each 
side extend to an average of from 60 to 100 miles, so that the 
great body of water which comes down that river in flood time 
sweeps over large portions of the valley, where there are many 
poor people, and the legislatures of many of the States not being 
in session at such time, there is great suffering. 

Hering these facts in view, Congress made an appropriation for 
relief. Lam glad to say that it seems not to have been necessary 
to expend more than about one-third of that appropriation in tak- 
ing careof the suffering in that great section of country reaching 
from Cairo to the Gulf.. Now, I do not object to the consideration 
of the pending resolution, but I want to submit one observation 
upon it. We are told that since the flood the legislature of the 
great Empire State of the South—and it is a great Empire State 
of which its citizens are justly proud and of which the citizens of 
the whole country are proud—we are told that the legislature of 
'Texas has assembled, and we are informed by another gentleman 
that $5,000 has been appropriated by that body for the relief of the 
identical sufferers. 

Whether the legislature of Texas is still in session I do not 
know. Whether the $5,000 wassufficientIdonotknow. Whether 
there is a disposition to appropriate more I donot know. Durin; 
the Administration of President Cleveland one of his most saat 
acts was connected with one of these relief appropriations. It 
was relatively, perhaps, a small matter, butit attracted attention. . 
There was a great drought in Texas, and an appropriation was 
made, so far as the House and Senate could make an appropria- 
tion, for the purpose of buying seeds for distribution to the people 
in the area that was affected by that drought. 

The then President of the United States, Mr. Cleveland, vetoed 
that appropriation, and, upon the whole, I believe we are all, 
whether in Texas or out of Texas, glad that he did vetoit. It is 
true, Mr. Speaker, that in the presence of extraordinary calamity 
in this country humanity prompts us to appropriate money tore- 
lieve suffering. It is true that humanity prompted us a short 
time ago to make an appropriation to send supplies to relieve suf- 
fering outside of our own territory, to relieve the suffering poor in 
India. It is true that humanity pron ted us again the other day 
to make an appropriation for the relief of suffering American 
citizens in Cuba, 

Now, I am not going to oppose this appropriation, but with the 
Texas legislature in session, and that legislature having acted, I 
have some doubt as to whether this calamity is of such a grade or 
size as to require action by Congress. Still, if the gentleman in 
charge of this joint resolution, after having considered the mat- 
ter, thinks that it is, I am not here to say no. I would say no, I 
suspect, if it were not for one consideration. Some years 
there was a great flood in the Ohio River and in the Wabas 
An SOEUR was made for the relief of the flood sufferers 
along the Ohio. Some of the ares Mtoe! distributed in Pennsyl- 
vania, some in Ohio, and some in Indiana. And I am sorry to 
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say—it has been a source of regret to every Re 
jeve, from Illinois from that time to this, and substantially 


tative, I 


to every citizen of Illinois—I am so tosay asmall measure 
of relief was given to some of the citizens about Shawneetown, 
in my State. Those citizens were suffering, it is true; yet we 
felt that, after all, our great and powerful Commonwealth of 
Illinois, rich in material ity, should have taken care it- 
self of that small block of sufferers. The case was not like that 
of great suffering, extending over hundreds of miles, running 
through many States. 

I wanted to say just this much—not by way of criticism, but 
because I felt it my duty to say it. I have offered the substitute; 
and, if anything passes, I hope the substitute will pass. 

Mr. LOUD. ill the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman says he will not oppose this resolu- 
tion. Are we to assume that, because we have been doing wrong 
inlarge degree in days gone by, he is willing to continue a little 
further, and run this sort of thing into the absurd? 

Mr. CANNON, Iwill say to the gentleman from California 
[Mr. Loup] that all my life—in an individual capacity in a 
small way, or in a representative capacity—when ering from 
hunger or cold has appealed to me, I have been slow to say no.“ 


[Applause. 
Mr. LOUD. That was highly commendable, if the gentleman 
contributed the relief ont of his own pocket. 

Mr. CANNON. I am not defending this proposition; but I 
have felt it my duty to say just what I have said. 

In matters of this kind, involving the appropriation of money, 
Congress has unlimited power.. Gentlemen on one side or the 
other may say that measures of this kind violate the Constitution; 
yet when we make an appropriation, we are the judges of the pro- 
priety of the appropriation; and there is no power to withhold 
the money when once appropriated. The appropriation of this 
sum of $10,000 is not very important one way or the other, except 
to the persons who may need this relief. I have made my remar. 
with reference to their possible effect on the future, hoping that 
our people everywhere will take care of the suffering citizens in 
their various sections, unless, in the presence of some great disaster, 
it may not ir. airs ps for the local authorities to give the 


n 3 

Mr.S HENS of Texas. I accept the substitute offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

The SPEAKER. The House will have to vote on the question. 

Mr. FLEMING. May Iask the date of the telegram from El 
Paso which was read? 

The SPEAKER, The telegram from the War Department is 
dated June 1. 

Mr. FLEMING. I mean the telegram from El Paso. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable at present to give the 
gentleman the information. 

Mr. FLEMING. Very well; it is not of material importance. 

The a being taken, the substitute of Mr. CANNON was 


The joint resolution as amended by the adoption of the substi- 
tute was ordered to a third ing; there being—ayes 98, noes 11. 
The joint resolution was accordingly read the third time, and 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the proposed amendment 
to the title. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
resolution 000 not expended f. 
relie of the sufferers by the ood ot 25 2 Maste River. Ret ine Bie 
The amendment of the title was to. 


On motion of Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


PAYMENT OF HOUSE EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. ODELL. On behalf of the Committee on Accounts, I ask 
the adoption of two resolutions which I send to the desk, affecting 
the business of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The first resolution sent to the desk will be 


read. 
'The Clerk read as follows: 


Resol Thak the Clerk dE the Howse be, énd be W hereby; dissctad boga 
to A. E. Wurner, W. O. Detrick, L. E. POEN Josep: Tied. 


erick „P. B. Joh x nage. PERMANET EN 
for mire o D Ea peu seo gn Rt s 4, inclusive, in the House post-office 
for such services, at the rate of $100 per month each. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
resolution? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope the gentleman from New York 
. ODELL] will make some explanation, the right of objection 
g meanwhile reserved. 
Mr. ODELL. The resolution has the approval of the Commit- 
fee on Accounts. 
Mr.BARTLETT. Allow meto state that the named 
in this resolution did special work necessary to be done from the 


8 this session until March 14, inclusive ten days; they 
did it with the understanding that they were to be paid, and it is 
right that they should be paid. The Committee on Accounts has 
approved the resolution. 

.CANNON. As I understand, this service would not have 
been performed, except in contemplation of the extra session. 

Mr. BARTLETT and Mr. ODELL. That is true. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the resolution; which was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. ODELL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the other resolution 
sent to the desk by the gentleman from New York [Mr. ODELL]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
pd D D De Et ͤ K 

r mon enc. u 26 5E5510] - 
fifth Qon ens, 1o be paid 8 of the E toad of the 5 — 1 á 

The SPEAKER. Isthereobjection to the present consideration 
of this resolution? 

Mr.SAYERS. Let us have some explanation of it. 

Mr. ODELL. This resolution contemplates the reemployment 
of messengers who have heretofore been employed in the post- 
office during the sessions of the House. There is at present no 

rovision for the Pw of these messengers, although they are ren- 
ering service. resolution is to provide for their compensa- 
tion during the sessions of the House. 

Mr. SAYERS. These are not additional officers to those here- 
tofore employed? 

Mr. ODELL. Two of these gentlemen have been provided for 
regularly. The Postmaster has asked for one additional messen- 
ger. His letter to me can be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., April 15, 1897. 
please secure the passage of a resolution 


oyment and payment of three messengers to serve in 
rough the sessions of the Fifty-fifth Congress only,at 


SIR: At your earliest convenience 
to provide for the em 
the House t-office 
en of $100 a mon 


berag been employed in 
the Fifty-fourth Congress. They were continued from the first day of the 


been classed paid 
as a laborer, w. times ormed the duties of mes- 
ADAC MMC SOS DK See Mah De uld be sworn and paid as 


venient and efficent han 

messenger post-office. 
Th i to any member of Congress who will een 
en 


the docum 
daily to 200 C. ree ae 
ongressmen, no 
i the branch mail from the Capitol 


to wit: 
erick Elleby, P. B. Johnson, George Cluggish, 
are a of the ce 

FFF 
unusually heavy mails. augmented as they were vm tim 
e increase of Congressional 


of 125 ex-members' mails, which we were 
totheir respective homes, ete. So t was 
mails in the month of March that the postmaster at the city office was com- 
pelled to increase his force in that department. 
Please include in a resolution an appropriation for the pa nt of these 
nine messengers who served the vacation from March 5 to 15. 
Yours, very respectfully, 


i AVE. Werner, W. O. Detrick, Le E. Bridger 


Postmaster Hi = N Represons en 
asi ouse o, ves. 
Hon. B. B. Or: 5 


Chairman "Committee on Accounts, House of Representatives. 
There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the resolution; which was adopted. 
On motion of Mr. ODELL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


a BRIDGE ACROSS THE CLINCH RIVER, TENNESSEE. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 1944) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Clinch River, Kingston, Tenn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
4 America in Congress assembled, That the county of in the State of 

, in its corporate ty,is hereby su and empowered to 
and maintain a over across the Clinch River at or near 
so as to connect said town of Kingston e oppo- 


river at the taforesaid: and if said bridge shall be 
the w shall be opened prora — — reasonable 
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shall maintain, at their own expense, from sunset to sunrise, 

thereon as the Light-House Board shall prescribe. 
or commenced until the 
tary of War; 


owners thereof 
such lights or other si 


no be made in this 
be made after its construction, unless such chan 
manner receive the approval of the Secretary of War. z 

BEO. 4. That the Secre of War, upon receiving the design, drawings, 
and specifications of said bridge, and a map of the location, and such other 
information as he may call for, and upon being satisfied that the bridge. 
when built according to such designs and drawings, will be in accordance 
with the qr ga adu of this act, and will not unreasonably obstruct the 
navigation of said river, be, and is hereby, authorized and ted to ap- 
prove said design, drawings, and specifications, and to so notify said county 
of Roane. Upon receiving such notification the said county of Roane may 

to construct said bridge, conforming strictly to the approved design, 
wings, and specifications. 

SEC. 5. That any bridge built under this act, according to its limitations, 
shall be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known as a post 
route, upon which the mails, troops, and munitions of war of the United 
States shall be transmitted free of charge. 

ee 1 re the right is hereby expressly reserved to alter, amend, or re- 
pea ac 

Sze. 7. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
nu herein authorized be not.commenced within one year and completed 
within three years from the date hereof, 


Mr. PAYNE. Is this bill in the usual form, and has it been 
submitted to the Secretary of War? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I so understand. The matter has been 
more immediately under the charge of my colleague [ Mr. Brown- 
LOW], but I am informed by him that.such is the fact. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Reserving the right to object, I wish to 
inquire of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] 
whether he does not think this bill ought to go to a committee to 
be examined before we pass it? [Laughter.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This is a very simple bill, and I think it 


can safely be without reference to a committee. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. 1f the gentleman thinks it ought to pass, 
I will not object. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BARNEY, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. STURTEVANT, for two weeks, on account of important 
business, : 

To Mr. McCormick, for fifteen days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Henry of Indiana, until June 22, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 50 
minutes p. m.), the House adjourned, pursuant to its standing 
order, until Monday next at 12 o’clock noon. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
801185 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 


tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A joint resolution (H. Res. 62) authoriz- 
ing and requiring the Secretary of War to contract with Charles 
Stoughton for the improvement of the Harlem Kills, New York 
City, by a canal to connect the lower Harlem River with Long 
Island Sound, 3,400 feet in length, 300 feet in width, and 15 feet 
in depth, at mean low water, or by a similar canal 18 feet in depth 
at mean low water, in strict conformity with the survey and report 
made thereon in 1881 by Col. John Newton—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 3404) granting a pension to 
8 Lieut. Henry Fenner to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. BOTKIN: A bill (H. R. 3405) granting a pension to 
Juin J. Darnall—to the Commitise on ‘atid Pensions: 


By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. E. 3406).for the relief of 
5 of Valentine Burch, deceased—to the Committee 
aims, 


on 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3407) to confirm certain Rio Hondo claims 
unto Pedro Flores, Elizabeth Lafitte, Maria Cordova, Louis La- 
fitte, Antoine Dubois, and Vital Flores—to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 3108) to increase pension of 
James A. McGaughey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3409) granting a pension to Emma M. Elliott— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 3410) granting a pension 
to James R. Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3111) granting a pension to George D. Boyd— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 3412) for the relief 
of the heirs of certain seamen lost in the foundering of light ves- 
sel No. 37—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 3413) granting. an honorable 
discharge to Robert Henry McNeal—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 3414) to increase the pen- 
sion of Henry H. Geiger—tc the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 3415) granting an hon- 
orable discharge to Benjamin F. Hildenbittle—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3416) restoring to the pension rolls the name 
of Mary A. Rusher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3417) granting an honorable discharge to 
William Sinclair—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3418) granting an honorable c&scharge to 
David Clancy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3419) granting an honorable discharge to 
George G. Patterson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following 3 and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petitions of L. A. Rice and other citizens of 
Duquesne; Robert V. Malone and others, of Canonsburg; Clark 
G. Reece and others, of Wooddale, and R. S. Shannon and others, 
of Boston, in the State of Pennsylvania, favoring the Lene ad 
bill to further restrict immigration—to the Committee on - 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania (by request): Petition of the 
Brotherhood of the Union, in favor of American ownership of 
seg land, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 


or. 
Also, ne of citizens of Carlisle, Gettysburg, York, River- 
ton, and Dallastown, State of Pennsylvania, favoring the passage 
of a bill for the further restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURTON: Resolution of the Tippecanoe Club, of Cleve- 
land, Ohio, protesting against the passage of House bill No. 30 
and Senate bill No. 1575, restricting the right to buy and sell rail- 
road tickets—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire: Petition of 52 citizens of 
Gilsum, N. H., asking for legislation restricting immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GAINES: Petition of bankers, merchants, and other 
citizens of Nashville, Tenn., asking for reform in currency and 
banking laws—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of citizens of Coven- 
try, Conn., for free delivery of mails in country districts—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petitions of 78citizens of Neptune Township 
and of 17 citizens of Milestone Township, Monmouth County, 
N.J., urging the enactment of legislation restricting immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: Petition of Almer C. Huff and other 
citizens of Bethlehem, Pa.; also petition of Frank F. Heller and 
others, of Hecktown, Pa., favoring the passageof an immigration 
bill similar to that passed in the Fifty-fourth Congress, vetoed by 
President Cleveland—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: Protest of the William Bierbauer Brew- 
ing Company, of Mankato, Minn., against the proposed increase 
in the tax on beer—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: Resolutions of the Louisiana 
Sugar Planters' Association, in favor of the abrogation of the 
1 reciprocity treaty—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 

airs. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of citizens of Bethel, Windsor 
County, Vt., praying for the of a bill restricting immi- 

to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of F. C. Phillips and 100 other citi- 
zens of Moline, Ill., for a more rigid immigration law—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.  . 
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Also, petition of brewers of Peoria, III., protesting 
increased revenue tax on beer—to the Committee on 


Means. 
By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of machinists of Gar- 
rett, Ind., to investigate the discharge of union men at the Brook- 


ainst an 
ays and 


lyn Navy-Yard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of George H. Greiner 
and other citizens of Carnot, Allegheny County, Pa., favoring 
more rigid restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, June 4, 1897. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. Hua Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


ington. 
ithe Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Hoar, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
PAYMENTS TO CHEROKEE FREEDMEN. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 25th ultimo, copies of all papers in relation to 
the payment, and of the correspondence in connection therewith, 
showing the reason why the payment to the Cherokee freedmen was 
suspended, and the action taken by the Department to complete 
the same; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 759) for the relief of William H. Crook, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1016) for the relief of the Atlantic Works, of 
Boston, Mass., reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

r. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Civil Service and 
Retrenchment, to whom was referred the amendment submitted 
by Mr. GALLINGER on the 20th ultimo, intended to be proposed to 
the general deficiency appropriation bill, reported it with amend- 
ments, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. TILLMAN, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 224) to limit the effect of the 
regulation of commerce between the several States and with for- 
eign countries in certain cases, reported it with amendments. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2073) to reward certain 
Sioux Indians for the rescue of white captives, and their com- 
pensatory payment of ponies; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 2074) providing for the erec- 
tion of an addition to the public building at Los Angeles, Cal., 
and appropriating money therefor; which was read twice by its 
title, and refer to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be po 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 


be printed. 

Mr. STEWART. I t two letters to accompany the amend- 
ment just submitted by me, which I move be printed as a docu- 
ment and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations have authority to em- 


ploy an assistant clerk, to be appointed by its chairman and to be paid at the 
rate of $1,440 a year out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
— the Ist instant approved and signed the following joint resolu- 

ons: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 43) in amendment of the joint resolu- 
tion of April 7, 1897, authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 


oer il pat for the relief of the famishing poor of 
an 

A joint resolution (S. R. 44) making an appropriation to sup- 
ply a deficiency in the appropriations for PEDIC printing and 

inding for the fiscal year 1897. 
REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the follo 
message from the President of the United States; which was ^ 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


Itransmit herewith the ninth special report of the Commissioner of 
Labor, which report relates to the social x economic condition of the 


Italians in Chicago. 
WILLIAM McKINLEY, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, D. C., June h, 1897. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


M VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business appears to be 
closed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Imove that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to enco the industries of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the motion 
of the Senator from Iowa? "The Chair hears none, and the bill is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MANTLE. I gave notice the other day that I would like 
to address the Senate with particular reference to Schedule K, or 
what is known as the wool schedule, and if there is no objection I 
will now proceed with my remarks upon that subject. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I 3 the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e absence of a quorum being sug- 
gested, the Secre will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allison, Gallinger, Kenney, us 
Bate, ear, McMillan, bt ins 
rry, rman, ory, Shoup, 
Burrows, Gray, Mantle, Rpooner, 
Carter, anna, 5 Stewart, 
Chandler, Harris, Kans. Mitchell, Thurston, 
y. Bx rkins, Vest, 
Davis, Heitfeld, Pettigrew, White. 

Faulkner, oar, Pettus, 
Frye, Jones, Ark. Pritchard, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thirty-eight Senators have answered 
to their names. No quorum is present. 

Mr. GRAY. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 

uest absent members to attend the session of the Senate. 
he motion was to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will execute 
the order of the Senate. 

After a little delay, Mr. TILLMAN, Mr. CULLox, Mr. CANNON, 
Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. SEWELL, Mr. CHILTON, and Mr. MORGAN 
entered the Chamber and answered to their names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-five Senators have answered 
to their names, A quorum is present. 

Mr. GRAY. I move that the order to the Sergeant-at-Arms, 
made a moment ago, be vacated. 

The motion was agreed to, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 1944) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Clinch River, Kingston, Tenn. 

The m also announced that the House had passed the joint 
resolution (S. R. 45) authorizing the Secretary of War to use ra- 
tions for the relief of destitute persons in the district overflowed 
by the Rio Grande River at and near El Paso, Tex., with an 
amendment in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate, 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WILKESBARRE, PA. 

Mr. QUAY. The Senator from Montana is entitled to the floor 
to make some remarks on the pending tariff bill, and he has con- 
sented to yield to me for the purpose of calling up the bill (S. 1271) 
for a public building at the city of Wilkesbarre, Pa., and appro- 
priating money therefor, the bill which I had laid over two or three 
mornings at the zaje of the Finance Committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill indicated by the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the 3 to purchase by private sale or secure by condemna- 
tion a site for and cause to be erected thereon a suitabls building 
with fireproof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the United 
States t-office and other Government offices at the city of 
Wilkesbarre, county of Luzerne, Pa. The plans, specifications, 
and full estimate for the building shall be previously made an 
approved according to law, and shall not exceed for the site and 

ding complete the sum of $225,000. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
RELIEF OF SUFFERERS BY OVERFLOW OF THE RIO GRANDE. 


Mr. MILLS. A joint resolution has just been returned from 
the House of Representatives that passed the Senate the other day 
roviding for the relief of sufferers by the overflow of the Rio 
nde As it is a matter of pressing importance, I ask that the 
joint resolution may be taken up and the amendments of the 
ouse concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 45) authorizing the Secretary of War to use rations for 
the relief of destitute persons in the district overflowed by the Rio 
Grande River at and near El Paso, Tex. X 3 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were to strike 
out all after the resolving clause and insert: 

of the appropriation made by the joint resolution approved 
ng 1909 for ‘the re et of sufferers by the ss nia of the Mincissi 
River and its tributaries as remains unexpended, not exceeding the sum of 
$10,000, may be used by the Secretary of War in the purchase and distribution 
of subsistence and payment for necessa iioi aghast to aid in the relief 
of destitute persons in the district overflowed by the Rio Grande River in 
the vicinity of El Paso, Tex. 

And to amend the title so as to read: A joint resolution reap- 
propriating the sum of $10,000 not expended for the relief of the 
vafleners by the floods of the Mississippi River.” MO 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made by the House of Representatives to the joint 
resolution. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Union Veterans’ 
League of Minneapolis, Minn., praying for the repeal of the pres- 
ent civil-service law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of 19 citizens of Marblehead, 
Mass., praying for the passage of the so-called Lodge immigration 
bill; which was 9 to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of 33 shipowners of Boston, Mass., 
remonstrating against lowering the duties on aniline colors; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also usen a petition of 33 citizens of South Hadley Falls, 
Mass., and a petition of 76 citizens of Boston, Mass., praying for 
the speedy passage of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered 
tolie on the table. 

Mr. FORAKER presented 55 petitions, containing 3,608 signa- 
tures of railway employees in the United States, praying for the 
passage of Senate bill No. 1479, to amend an act entitled **An act 
to regulate commerce," approved February 4, 1887; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

4 THE TARIFF BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States. 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, I should not have presumed to 
take up the time of the Senate with a discussion of the wool ques- 
tion at this time but for the fact that, owing to the very brief 
time allotted for the discussion of the pending measure in the 
other branch of Con , the wool schedule was not reached at 
all, hence no discussion whatever of this most complicated and 
important of all the tariff schedules was had in the debate in that 
body, and no public opportunity was therefore afforded for the 
presentation of the woolgrowers’ side of the question. 

if the provisions of the House bill or of the Senate amendments 
had been at all satisfactory to the million or more men engaged in 
this industry, there would, of course, be no necessity for me to ask 
theindulgence of the Senate, but as both the Houseand Senate pro- 
visions are regarded by the woolgrowers as utterly inadequate to 
afford them the protection they require, and which has been prom- 
ised them, itis manifestly the duty of some one here to speak in 
their behalf. There are many here who could do this far more 
ably and effectively than I can hope to, but as I have the honor to 
represent in part the largest sheep-owning and wool-producing 
State in the Union, it is perhaps not inappropriate that I should 
undertake the task, which I do, however, with*many misgivings 
as to my ability to discharge i: in a manner befitting the extent 
and magnitude of the interests concerned, 

WHAT IS JUST AND PROPER. 

The question of what are just and proper duties to be laid upon 
. the different classes of wool is one of the most important we have 
to consider for many reasons, chief among them being that, in so 
far as the universal lowering of prices, shrinkage of values, and 
consequent loss and suffering which have prevailed for the past 
few years may have resulted from adverse tariff legislation, the 
woolgrowers of the country have been peculiarly and disastrously 
affected. This statement is borne ont fully by the statistics bear- 
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ing hnc sheep and wool production, which show that since 1893 
there been a decrease in the number of sheep in the country 
of 10,809,148, and a loss in their value of $63,919,776. Last year 
the domestic wool clip had decreased in amount 76,063,430 pounds 
as compared with the wool clip of 1893. The farm value of the 
American wool production in 1892 was $47,185,283. In 1896 it had 
fallen to $20,800,000. The total estimated loss of the woolgrowers 
upon wool in the last four years, as compared with the prices of 
1892, has reached the enormous sum of $178,793,121. 

Of course I do not pretend to assert that all this loss is due to 
the free-wool provisions of the Wilson law. Muchof itis, beyond 
doubt, attributable to the constant fall of prices which has 
going on all over the world since 1891-92, due to the general de- 
pression which has existed everywhere, as well as to increased 
production. It can not, however, be denied that under adequate 
8 the number of sheep and the quantity of wool pro- 

uced have always steadily increased, and there is no reason to 
doubt but that with a just protective tariff, which shall be so 
framed and adjusted that the protective benefit willactually reach 
the woolgrower, instead of finding its way into the pocket of the 
importer and manufacturer, the flocks of sheep will increase and 
the production of wool gradually be enlarged, until finally the prin- 
ciple of protection as applied to this most important industry 
will find its vindication, just as it has in the steel-rail industry, so 
well described by the distinguished Senator from Rhode Island in 
his opening speech the other day, and just as we hope it will in 
the near future find its vindication in the development of the 
sugar-growing and other industries. 

Another reason why the wool duty is important is because the 
great body of men engaged in producing it, numbering from one 
to two millions, are farmers, and I think it will be admitted that 
no class of our citizens are more entitled to the earnest considera- 
tion of the Congress of the United States than they are. They 
constitute the foundation upon which all our commercial and in- 
dustrialinterests rest; and unless they are made fairly prosperous, 
there can be no permanent prosperity for this country. Unfortu- 
nately, from the nature of their occupation, the character of their 

rođucts, and the circumstances of their environment, the bene- 

ts of a protective tariff can not, in a large number of instances, 
be conferred directly upon them. A large surplus of their chief 
products can find no market at home. and is therefore compelled 
to seek the open markets of the world, there to compete with the 
products of the cheap labor of other lands and to be sold at prices 
which practically fix their prices at home. Hence, whenever a 
protective tariff is framed, it should miss no just opportunity to 
correct, in so far as tariff legislation 995 accomplish it, these dis- 
advantages under which this numerous element of our people rest. 

Then, again, it is well known that in anticipation of tariff legis- 
lation the woolgrower is being injured beyond all others whose 
interests are affected by the enormous quantities of wool which 
have been and are now being imported. A careful computation, 
based upon the known stock on hand, and taking into account the 
increase in domestic producion and consumption, shows that if 
not another pound of wool should be imported there would still 
be a surplus of at least 100,000,000 pounds on hand January 1, 
1899. It can, therefore, readily be seen that under the most gen- 
erous treatment the American woolgrower is likely to receive but 
slight benefit from a tariff for three years to come. 

e must bear in mind, also, that when a tariff law is to be en- 
acted the powerful manufacturing interests of the country, with 
their compact and effective organizations, are always to be found 
upon the ground pressing their claims and pushing their interests 
at every opportunity, while upon the other hand the farmer and 
the woolgrower, and the producers of what is called raw mate- 
rial" generally, are from the very nature of their vocation,which 
widely Lec ti and isolates them, lacking in this essential par- 
ticular. Hence their interests are not always presented with the 
same force and persistency and plausibility as are the interests of 
others. The result of this has been that in past protective-tariff 
legislation they have not always received the consideration which 
was due them in fairness and equity. 

But, Mr. President, becauseI Speak of the unfortunate condition 
of the farmers of the country I do not wish anyone to think that 
I do so from any desire to pander to any prejudice, to draw any 
class lines, or to create any class distinctions among the people. 
I realize that there is depression and suffering everywhere, in the 


-cities as well as in the country, in the factories as well as upon the 


farms, and that all are entitled to whatever relief can possibly 
come to them through tariff legislation. But I do sincerely be- 
lieve that there is greater stringency and more poverty and suffer- 
ing in many of the agricultural sections of the country than is 
generally supposed or known. 

In this connection, I want to present a letter, which I shall not 
stop to read, written by Hon. William E. Dodge, of New York. 
Mr. Dodge was a delegate to the late Indianapolis monetary con- 
vention—a gold delegate. Hislettertreats of the conditions which 
exists in the country among the agricultural classes particularly, 
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and he gives a most vivid picture of the conditions as related to 
him by delegates to that convention congregated from all over the 
Union. The letter treats more particularly of monetary condi- 
tions, and as I do not care to mix up these questions, I will 
simply insert the letter, and I trust it will be read. 


I was fortunate snout to be appointed as one member of the delegation 
to In e acting on the committee on rules and regulations, 
the business was referred, I was shut vp for two days with rep- 


the confirmed 

where, as chairman of the arbitration commit Ihad conferences 
number of Senators from those same States, and I came back very deepl 
impressed with the conviction that I had not been poe Aeg , an 
those living in tne East were not entirely informed, as to condition of 
things in very large portions of our country. 

I was surprised, sir, to find the assertion constantly made by men from the 
far Western States and the South and Southwestern States that it was not 
Mr. Pryan and that it was not silver that they were in favor of, but they 
needed some change to bring relief from the terrible condition of poverty 
and scarcity of money under which they labored. They felt that their con- 
dition was so extreme and so painful that any change would be of value, and 
when I came to look into the matter and to talk in a friendly and kindly way 
with them, they all confirmed the same feeling which I had found at a long 
conversation in 8 at Washington, that the circula- 
tion of the country is quite out oint, that the lungs and heart are.con- 

MEN and that the extremities of the country are absolutely without any 


Ifound that there were great sections of the Southern and Western coun- 
try where there was absolutely no money at all; where the most primitive 
rms of barter o ; where everything was most prc pre One 
frentleman told me that in his E which was us a rich agricultural 
country, by some happy accident a fifty-dollar bank bill had come down into 
the c and that he had taken a horse and buggy and spentfour dero in vis- 
iting all the towns in the county striving to get it changed into smaller 
but had been unable to do so, and finally was obliged to send it to Richmond. 
There were Senators who told me that their constituents never saw a dollar 
of money from the beginning of the year to theend, with the result that they 
had constantly to go into debttothelocalstorekeepers. The local storekeep- 
ers received their pay in kind. In 3 back to the 
old times before money was invented. And was not in one section of the 
country only, but in large sections. 

We can quite easily understand that where there is not sufficient money to 
establish a national under the very onerous laws at present in force, 
there is no' else to take the place. The same difficulty has come up in 


other pem of the world. 

In this country every man has a chance to care for the Government, and 
unless we instruct our good friends and show our sympathy with them and 
understand that when any t of the country suffers the w. country suf- 
fers, we are sure to have culty ahead. It was ht out at the Indian- 
apolis convention that after the first sad, serious mis e necessary by 

e exigencies of the civil war, we had gone on with makeshifts ever since. 
One bit of legislation necessary to bri: us over a particular crisis has been 
met with another; with every issue bonds and of 
every other form of currency, legislative enactments 
they contradict and overlap each other, and the business of the Treasu 
exceedingly hard and difficult. 

Icame away from Indianapolis with this very firm impression, and I have 
only venti to submit it because I feel it so deeply that unless those of us 
in more favored parts of the country understand the condition of our broth- 
ers and our fellow-citizens in the other parts of the country, unless we wisely 
instruct and educate them and Tete anoak some wise methods for their 

swam 


* Princes and lords may flourish or may fade, 
A breath can make them, as a breath made; 
But a bold try, their country’s pride, 
When once destroyed, can never be supplied.” 

Mr. President, a very effective way in which the farmers can be 
sided is to create, if ible, a home demand for some of their 
surplus products. This, of course, is the understood purpose and 
intent o: tective legislation in general, but it can, to some ex- 
tent, be given direct and almost immediate effect by affording to 
the woolgrower such practical and effective protection as will at 
once stimulate the growth of sheep. 

With its present population, this country requires annually 650,- 
000,000 pounds of wool, to produce which would require from 
110,000,000 to 125,000,000 sheep, With this number of sheep upon 
the farms and ranches of this country, a market would be created 
for the surplus crops of corn, oats, and hay which are now rotting 
and wasting in the granaries and in the stacks in Ohio and Mich- 
igan and Indiana and other middle Western States. 

* Next to being able to feed itself, there is no question so directly 
pA the welfare and prosperity and independence of a nation 
as its ability to clothe itself. A nation that can both feed and 
clothe itself out of the production of its own soil and by the labor 
of its own citizens occupies animpregnable position. It can never 
successfully be assailed from without, and has the best possible 
guaranty against dissensions within. 

In this view of the subject it is therefore our duty as a nation 
to pursue such a policy as shall enable our people to produce all 
the wool necessary to clothe themselves, to the end that in this 
vital icular we may be independent and free from the danger 
and vicissitudes which await upon those who rely upon others to 
do for them that which they may do for themselves. 

Of course, Mr. President, in making these remarks upon the 
subject I am speaking as one who believes in the policy of a pro- 


tective tariff. I believe in the doctrine of protection as a correct 


economic principle for this country, as a broad national policy 
intended to promote the development of the resources of the na- 
tion, and, by diversifying our industries, to furnish employment 
for labor. Therefore it is as a protectionist that I venture to 
criticise the provisions of the pending tariff bill. 

The great majority of the woolgrowers of the country are pro- 
tectionists and Republicans. They may I think, fairly be said 
to constitute the backbone of the Republican y in many of 
the middle West and far Western States. ey haye always 
stood by the Republican , although they have more than once 
thought that the e ime pe not always stood by them 
in the adjustment of its tariffs. the far West 95 per cent of 
them are believers in the doctrine of independent bimetallism for 
this country, and a large majority of those in the middle West 
hold the same financial views. The issues of free coinage and pro- 
tection, however, were divided in the last national campaign, and 
those who believed in both principles were compelled to make a 
choice. The Republican platform contained a specific promise to 
the woolgrowers of ample protection for wool” in the event of 
Republican success. Believing protection to be the paramount 
issue, and relying upon the pledge thus made to them, the wool- 
growers gave their support to the Republican y; and it is 
beyond question that in the doubtful States of the middle West 
it was to this element of the Republican party, which then be- 
lieved and still believes in the free coinage of both gold and silver 
by the independent action of this country, that the Republican 
party owes its victory last year. 

The law of 1890 in its wool schedules was very unsatisfactory 
to the woolgrowers, as experience under it demonstrated that 
it did not afford them the necessary protection, for reasons 
which I will discuss later, and so they have by numerous 
petitions and memorials presented to this body at different times 
protested earnestly against its reenactment. The Republican 
majority in the House, however, ignoring these petitions and 
memorials, and despite the promise of ‘‘ ample protection“ con- 
tained in the national platform, have seen fit to substantially re- 
enact the law of 1890 in relation to wool, while the Repub- 
thair total Wisegardl of thelr party pledges by seduetig the Bowen 

eir to! of their es by reducin e House 
rates on wool of the first and eid class, which is the chief prod- 
uct of the American woolgrower, 3 cents pound—a cut of 25 
percent. To compensate for this wholesale reduction, they made 
some insignificant concessions on skirted and third-class wools, 
which, however, utterly fail to offset the enormous cut made on 
the two higher grades, particularly as all the original loopholes 
for fraud and evasions are still left in the bill, such as admitting 
washed second-class and scoured third-class wools without addi- 
tional duty. 

As a result of this treatment the woolgrowers of the country 
are naturally and justly indignant. They feel that they have 
asked for bread and have thus far been given a stone. They are 
outspoken in their condemnation of the proposed schedule of rates, 
and are not slow to proclaim that they have been deceived and 
that the pledge of “ample protection" under which their votes 
were secured when badly needed has already been broken by the 
Republicans in both branches of Congress. They believe, too, 
that this result has been accomplished at the behest and to satisfy 
the rige of the wrol 3 Desde ce ure indi: 
securing their raw wool as cheaply as ble, while obtai 
for their own p & high protective duty. 

I have not the slightest ill will toward the wool manufactur- 
ers. I suppose they are simply following a natural instinct of 
humanity in striving to get the best of the bargain. But after 
reading many of their statements before the Committee on Ways 
and Means, to which I shall refer hereafter, I am fully convinced 
that very many of them are selfishly inclined to regard any duty 
upon wool as burdensome and injurious to their business, and their 
efforts now, as in the past, are in the direction of securing the low- 
est possible duties in opposition to the wishes of the woolgrowers. 

Iam sorry to feel compelled to say this, for I believe, with the 
distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], that the 
interests of the woolgrower and the wool manufacturer are iden- 
tical and ought to be one. The woolgrower knows that he can not 
prosper unless the manufacturer prospers. Hence he never at- 
— to dictate what the duty on the manufacturer's product 
shall be. He is quite willing that the manufacturer should have 
the ** most ample protection" necessary to maintain his industry. 
This is the condition of affairs at this moment, and I do not 
hesitate to predict that if the p wool schedule, either as 
presented by the House or Senate, is enacted into law it will re- 
sultin the loss of thousands of votes to the Republican y. How- 
ever, it is not yet too late, and I hope that my Republican friends 
will reconsider their action and conclude to accept amendments 
that shall put the measure more in accord with the woolgrowers’ 
iene and more in consonance with the pledges in their party 
platform, 
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In his very able address at the opening of this debate, the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island stated that in ing with the wool 
schedule the committee have suggested more liberal rates to the 
domestic woolgrower than they have recommended for the pro- 
ducer of any manufactured article in the schedule; they have also 
suggested for him a more effective protection than he has ever re- 


ceived under any tariff law of the United States at the time of its 
enactment.” i 
I very much fear that with their past experience under the laws 


of 1883 and 1890 the distinguished Senator will have a difficult 
task indeed in convincing the woolgrowers of the country of the 
correctness of this statement, and especially as to that portion of 
it where he says the woolgrowers have been treated more liberally 
than the manufacturers. I think a full examination of the details 
of the subject will disprove this statement and will show that the 
manufacturer, as usual, will get much the best of the proposed 
rates as compared with the-wool producer. 

The Senator in c ofthe pending bill further says that the 
committee have aimed to give the woolgrowers a rate of duty 
which will average from 10 to 20 per cent higher than the tariffs 
of 1883 or 1890. far as I am able to discover, this statement is 
not borne out by the statistics on the subject. 

The average ad valorem rate on first-class wools from 1884 to 
1890 was 48.8 per cent, and from 1891 to 1894 it was 57 per cent. 

The value per pound of importations of first-class wools for 1895 
and 1896 was 16 cents. On this basis the proposal Senate rate of 
8 cents would be exactly 50 per cent, and would be but 1.2 m 
cent higher than the tariff of 1883 and 7 per cent lower than the 
tariff of 1890, which was unsatisfactory to the woolgrowers and 
did not afford them the necessary protection. Of course, if the 
value per pound of wool imports rises, the ad valorem per cent 
"will be lower; if it falls, the ad valorem per cent will be higher. 
But the prime consideration to be kept in mind in this connection 
is that because of the unusually low price of his product and the 
discouraging future prospects, due to the enormous stocks of wool 
already laid in, the woolgrower is in need of greater protection 
than he has heretofore received. This, of all periods, is not the 
time to cut him down. 

The Senator from Rhode Island lays great stress upon the 
changes made in the carpet-wool schedule, and the advantages 
which he says are to accrue to the woolgrower; but here again I 
can find no confirmation of his expectations from an examination 
of thestatistics bearing upon the subject after a most careful inves- 
tigation. To the extent that the duties are chan, from ad 

orem to specific there is a direct gain to the woolgrower, but 
the rate proposed is so low as to not materially change the result. 
The average unit of value of the imports of carpet wools from 
1884 to 1891 was 10.1 cents per pound. From 1891 to 1894 the aver- 
age unit of value was less than 9 cents p p 

The average unit of value in 1895 and 1896 under free wool was 
9.5 cents per pound, the specific equivalent of an ad valorem rate 
of 32 per cent being 3.04 cents pe pound. Therefore, on the basis 
of the import valuation under wool, the Senate committee has 
increased the rate on third-class wools less than 1 cent per pound, 
and when we remember that these wools are to come in washed 
and scoured, without any additional duty, we see at once how 
trifling and insignificant this alleged concessionis. The lowering 
of the dividing line of value from 13 to 10 cents per Mund is of no 
consequence whatever, for the reason that from 1890 up to 1896, 
98 per cent of all these wools have come in at an average value of 
about 9 cents per pound. 

On the other hand, the rate of 7 cents on these wools above 10 
cents in value is an actual lowering instead of zaning of the rate, 
for the reason that the average value of imports has been not less 
than 15 cents per pound, which, under the ad valorem duty of 50 
per cent in the House bill, would give a ific rate of 7} cents, 
which would be one-half a cent a pound higher than the rate now 
proposed by the Senate committee's amendment, Itherefore deny 
most em wines Sey the Senate bill, as stated by the distin- 
guished tor from Rhode Island, gives the American wool- 
power greater and more effective protection than he has ever be- 

ore received in an American tariff." It gives him far less than 
the act of 1890 gave him, and the woolgrower failed to prosper 
under that law. As bearing directly upon the statement of the 
Senator from Rhode Island, I here wish to have read a letter from 
Theodore Justice, of the wool firm of Justice, Bateman & Co., 
of Philadelphia. Mr. Justiceis probably as well informed as any 
living man upon many phases of the wool question, and he takes 
direct issue with the Senator from Rhode Island as to the protect- 
ive benefit of the proposed Senate rate. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

PHILADELPHIA, May 28, 1897. 


DEAR SIR: When I had the pleasure of seeing you in Washington last week 
on the subject of the tariff, I showed you a table in which the imports of wool 
from January 1 80) the time of the of the tariff bill were estimated. 
which revealed the fact that there would be very little revenue from wool 


nor protective benefits to the woolgrower until the Ist of January,1900. The 
tter has an important bearing on the continuation in power of the Repub- 
regard to the effi- 


party, as it may alter the views of woolgrowers 
cacy of Republican eren — to his industry. 


Inow have the official figures of wool imports for the first four 
months of this year, which greatly exceed the statements of my previous 
paper, and I therefore inclose herein an amended copy. In the latter I haye 
provided for a5 per cent annual increase in the consumption of woolover 
the 463,000,000 pounds which was the average of the McKinley period, which 
is indica by the lower hands on the inclosed schedule. No account what- 
ever has been taken in this calculation of the imports that will arrive between 
the 30th of April and the e of the tariff bill. Without ta any of 
the latter into consideration these seems likely to be over 80,000,000 pounds 
of wool on hand on the Ist of January, 1900. 

'The Iesson which this table teaches is, first, that the cost of clothing to the 
consumer is not likely to be much increased owing to the high duties upon 
wool and the compensatory duties upon manufactures thereof. Therefore, 
the Senate need not hesitate to oer erm &ccord adequate protection to 
woolgrowers out of fear of the cost of clothing to the consumer being in- 
creased, for the enormous m cheap foreign wool now here, and being 
increased by daily arrivals, will keep down the price of clothing to the con- 
sumer, and will keep down the price of domestic wool, and our wool- 
growers are bound to be disa; nted with the results of the new tariff under 
any circumstances. The least, therefore, that you can p do to modify 
his disappointment is to concede to him the benefit of the McKinley rates of 
the House bill on wool of the first and second classes. 

Senator ALDRICH has revealed his unfamiliarity with the subject of duties 
pm wool in hís statement on the floor of the Senate that the ance Com- 

ttee rate of 8 cents would give the woolgrower from 10 
cent more re than he had ever 


t were true, the duties would have to be from 13} to 15 cents instead of 8 cents 
in order to be 10 per cent or 20 per cent more than the tariff law of 1867. 
They would have to be from 11 to 12 cents instead of B cents to be 10 per 
cent or 20 per cent more than the tariff law of and they would have to 
be from 12.2 to 13.2 cents instead of 8 cents to be 10 per cent or 20 per cent 


more than the tariff law of 1890. 

Thus it wil be seen that the Senator's recommendation with d to 
wool is utterly without value, and if his su ion were followed the pres- 
ent ^ — om tion would ae for el soon nny e —.— binas this 
grea ustry requires, an industry conspieuous for the serious injury sus- 
tained from tlie hand of the Cleveland Administration. 

. Yours, truly, 
THEODORE JUSTICE. 

Hon. LEE Ma 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. MANTLE. I may state, Mr. President, that Mr. Justice 
is a Republican and a very ardent protectionist. He has great 
familiarity with many branches of the wool question. Ido not 
always agree with him in some of his conclusions, particularly 
with reference to the protective benefits which the woolgrowers 
of this country have enjoyed under former tariff acts, because I 
do not think he makes proper allowances for many of the disad- 
vantages under which they labor, especially in competition with 
the importations of foreign wool. However, all the statistics and 
all the information which Ican gather from an examination of 
the statistics bear him out in the statements made in the letter. 

I also present here a valuable table prepared by Mr. Justice, 
showing the amount of surplus wool on hand at this time, mak- 
ing due allowance for increased consumption and production, 
which shows that there will be 80,000,000 pounds surplus of wool 
on hand if not another pound is imported between this and Janu- 
ary 1,1900. This takes no account of the enormous quantities of 
wool which have been imported during the month of April and 
which are still being imported. I have seen it stated somewhere 
that in Boston they are taxed for warehouse room in which to 
store the vast quantities of wool which are now being imported 
prior to the enactment of this tariff law. 

The table referred to is as follows: 

'omparison of the su, and consumption for 4 i 
8 1897, 1898, EA 8 that veers will Bag ped reir teas ad 


ported wool, nor will the domestic producer receive the full amount of the 
protective advantage of the tariff much before the year 1900. 


1896. 1897. 1899. 
Carried over 
previous Pounds. Pounds. Pounds, Pounds. 
REIL 231, TA, 651 490, 413, 114 


448, 986, 523 290,301, 557 
272,474, 708 |*280, 098, 443 |*300, 403, 


year 
American clip. : 
210,521, 000 


Imports of 
woolt 
Imports of 


726 | 272,474, 708 
159, 770, 015 


dy,n 
waste, te-. 17,011,149 21, 40, 8 
Total 680, 986, 528 | 953,413, 114 | 778,511,557 | 590, 704, 082 
Consumption ; 000; 000, 000 | 463, 000, 600 7486, 150, 000 1510, 457, 500 
Carried over i 
intonext 
year........- 291,724,051 | 448, 080,523 | 400,419, 114 | 290, 361,557 | 280,307, 422 


* American clip and American consumption estimated for 1898 and 1899, at 5 
per cent increase over each previous year. 

+ Wool and shoddy imports from January 1 to April 30, 1897. 

fEstimated surplus on hand January 1, 1900, without importing another 
pound. 'This caleulation takes no account of the wool to be imported after 
April 30, which, before the enactment of the tariff bill, may reach 20,000,000 
pounds more. 

Mr. DAVIS. IshouldliketoasktheSenatorwhattheaveragean- 
nual r of wool have been for the last three or four years? 
Mr. NTLE. I can not state in exact amounts, but I sw 
pose in the last three or four 
would require from one hund 
pounds annually, not includi 

tured clothing, in order to 


ears under normal conditions it 
and fifty to two hundred million 
the wool in imported manufac- 
e up the difference between the 
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home production and the consumption. I state this in round 
numbers. Under the free-wool provision of the Wilson law, 
especially last year, these importations increased enormously, and 
latterly, during the past few months, they bear no legitimate rela- 
tion whatever to the normal importation. They are out of propor- 
tion. There has been already imported a great deal more this year 
than was imported during all of last que and the importation is 
still going on at an increased rate. Of course this is in anticipa- 
tion of the enactment of the present bill into law imposing a duty 
upon wool. 
oer appendix for importations.) 
also wish to include here a table showing the increase and 
decrease, aad ar pga of the number of sheep in the country at 
different periods under the operation of the different tariff laws. 
I wish to say in this connection that the increase under the 
operation of the McKinley law seems to have been about 13 per 
cent. That increase was not brought about by the prosperous 
conditions following the enactment of the McKinley law to the 
woolgrower, but it was brought about as a result of very large 
investments in sheep about the time of the enactment of that law, 
under the impression that sheep growing and wool raising were 
going to be a prosperous business. However, the woolgrowers 
were utterly disappointed in the result. 


WHAT THE MANUFACTURERS WANT. 


It must be manifest to those who have followed former tariff 
debates and who have read the hearings before the Ways and 
Means Committee of the House that there always has been and 
is now a wide difference of opinion between the wool producer 
and the wool manufacturer as to what are just duties upon wool. 
The woolgrower bases his request upon his experience under fòr- 
mer tariffs; he knows how they have affected him in the past, and 
what he may expect in the future under the same conditions. 

The manufacturer is intent upon securing his raw material at 
the lowest possible-cost, and out of this condition of affairs arises 
an irrepressible conflict. The manufacturers’ position and con- 
tention may be briefly summed up as follows: 

First. That ad valorem duties on all wools would be preferable, 
but are essential on those of the third class. 

Second. That the values of wool, like those of wheat and cotton, 
are so well and universally known that frauds are practically 
im ible to any marked degree under an ad valorem rate. 

hird. That the practice of skirting imported wool does not 
materially increase its value. 

Fourth. That cheap third-class wools do not enter into the man- 
ufacture of clothing to any appreciable extent, and do not com- 
pete with domestic wools, 

Fifth. That the compensatory duties do not compensate him 
for the additional cost of his material and other disadvantages 
under which he claims to suffer because of the tariff on wool. 

Sixth. That while ad valorem duties are necessary and proper on 
wool, they lead to frauds, and are unjust and improper on man- 
ufactures of wool. 

Seventh. That generally speaking, a tariff on wool is a great 
disadvantage to him; that it restricts his choice and addsto his 
price; that it widens the field and cheapens the price to his foreign 
competitor; and that the restrictions and limitations in the clas- 
sifications of wools are placed there for the sole purpose of embar- 
rassing him. 

Mr. ident, in order that it may not be said that I am mis- 
representing the manufacturer, I have taken from the Tariff 
Hearings a few extracts from statements made by some of the 
largest wool-manufacturing concerns in the country. 

ere I desire to add that, so far as I can discover from their 
statements, while a majority of them hold the views which I have 
just enumerated, there are a few who seem to be fair in their 
treatment of the 9 and seem to be willing that the wool- 
grower shall enjoy a degree of protection commensurate with that 
which they ask themselves, but their number is very limited. 

Abbott & Co., wool manufacturers, of Graniteville, page 1627, 
Tariff Hearings, say: 

Whatever the duty, we desire it to be so levied that we shall not be re- 
stricted by the American definitions of washing, skirting, or sorting, * * + 


and the duties on these wools should be an ad valorem duty, as was the case 
under the turiff act of 1890. 


Mr. Arthur T. Lyman, of the Lowell Carpet Company, page 
1631, says: 


With free wool we can make an ingrain carpet so cheap that it is much 
harder to pass off a cotton and hair carpet on the consumer, In carpets and 
all woolens the buyer at retail is easily deceived. 

We are satisfied with the praan conditions of the tariff. I think there is 
nota big millin Lowell or Lawrence that cares to have the present tariff 
disturbed, though there is, of course, a preference for fic duties u 
goods. e advanced rates of the McKinley bill did much harm by starting 
reckless competition at home. The wool-carpet trade is 8 liable to 
injury from high duties, as its whole supply comes from abroad. the dut. 
is not over 30 per cent, I think all wool-carpet makers would prefer one uni- 
form rate on all wools, ad valorem. 


As treasurer of the Lowell t Company, of Lowell, I wish also to pro- 
test against 5 form of duty on wool except one uniform ad valorem rate 
on all wools, without regard 


or mixture, or skirting, or sorting; and 
especially against any system icd based on dividing Hees of value. 


Edward F. Mason, of Schofield & Mason, carpet manufacturers, 
Philadelphia, page 1633, says: 

The duty should be ad valorem on third-class wools, not ific, the same 
objections not existing to ad valorem duty on raw material as in the manu- 
factured articles, where much greater Ue spei d for fraud exists. 

There should be no change in the classification o| t wools unfavorable 
tothe manufacturers. * * A very high duty should be placed on all ori- 
ental fabrics, such as high-class rugs, jute rugs, mattings, carpetings, etc. 

This gentleman, with a candor and modesty alike refreshing, 
insists that there shall be no change unfavorable to the manufac- 
turer in the classification of carpet wools, but demands a very high 
duty on such manufactured products as come into competition 
with his own. 

William M. Wocd, of the Washington Mills Company, of Bos- 
ton, Mass., which he states is the largest consumer of wool in the 
United States, on page 1633 says: 

The demands of the woolgrowers for protection, as expressed by Judge 
Lawrence, appeal to me as absurd and unjust toward the manufacturer. 
In our experience it is unjust for the woolgrowers to demand a spe- 
cific duty on wool * * * A specific duty on wool arbitrarily pla 
* * * any rate per pound on wool handicaps the manufacturer. 

* * * * + $ E 

I contend that the onl i 
rem one, not exceeding 8 eri med Edd bus ees m po eri 
substantially as it is, say 50 per cent ad valorem, with the proviso that the 
equivalent of the duty accorded wool be added as compensation, and that 
portion only made specific, the distinction being that wool is an article of 
mer dise the value of which can be easily ascertained, while thatof goods 
is attended with much confusion, due to manipulation and adulteration, and 
therefore easily made the object of fraud, inviting undervaluation. 

Hereisa gentleman who says he represents the largest wool- 
manufacturing corporation in this country. denouncing the re- 

uestof the million woolgrowers of the United States, as expressed 
through their chosen Li Qua pri for an adequate protective 
duty on wool, **as absurd and unjust to the manufacturers," and 
who,to prove his entire disinterestedness, proposes a straight ad 
valorem duty of 25 per cent on all wools, which would amount toa 
duty of from 1 to 5 cents per pound on the bulk of all importa- 
tions! But while asking that the duties on the farmer's wool be 
cut from 40 to 70 per cent, this PT of the largest wool- 
consuming corporation in the United States" demands that the 
rate on manufactured goods“ remain substantially as it is.“ In 
other words, he is willing that the woolgrower shall have just 
one-half the protection he claims for himself, 

The secretary of the National Wool Manufacturers' Association 
also appeared before the House Committee on Ways and Means. 
His statementis found on pages 1636 to 1655, Tariff Hearings. This 
gentleman is very cautions and conservative in his statements 
respecting what the tariff on wool should be, but it can readily be 
discerned that he believes an ad valorem duty on wool would be 
practicable and just, and thatsuch a duty would afford relief from 
the embarrassments under which he claims the manufacturers 
have suffered and will continue to suffer because of specific duties 
on wool As Mr. North is the spokesman for a very powerful 
organization, whose agents and representatives are always found 
upon the ground and in the committee rooms when tariff legisla- 
tion affecting their interests is pending, and as the statements of 
its secretary no doubt carry great weight with the committees, I 
shall beg the indulgence of the Senate while I quote briefly from 
his testimony and answer a few of his propositions which 1 deem 
incorrect and misleading. 

First, he has the following to say in favor of ad valorem duties 
on wools: 

I do not believe there is a commodity sold in the world of any description 
the market value of which is more accurately, publicly, an universally 
known than that of wool. It is like cotton, wheal, and other 1 products 
in that respect. All the wools of the world, practically. which reach the 

public marketaresold atauction. This country is the only large manufactur- 
ng country where the sale of woolis not in open market. 

I deny that the market value of wool in the world is ‘‘ more ac- 
curately and universally known than any other commodity.” 
Nor is it like cotton and wheat and numerous other commodities 
which are so staple in character and of such comparatively limited 
range in quality as to permit of extensive dealing and specula- 
tion in them for future delivery. And thisstatement is borne out 
by the fact that there is no dealing in *' futures" in wool, as in 
other commodities, for the reason that its value in the future can 
not be predetermined. 

'There are over 400 samples of wool in the Government custom- 
houses, representing different grades. kinds, and character of 
wools, and the clip from the same flock may differ materially in 
value from yearto year. Butif it were true, as alleged by man- 
ufacturers in their argument for ad valorem duties, that the 
value of wool is so well known and established as to render 
fraudulent valuations impossible, then I maintain that no better 
argument could be adduced in favor of specific duties, such as are 
laid upon iron, coal, lead, wheat, and other staples the value of 
which is universally known. It is true many of the wool sales in 
the different markets of the world are public-auction sales, but 
there are many private sales as well. It is also well known, and 
is a matter of record, that syndicates are formed in some foreign 
countries for the purpose of buying up the wools of certain local- 
ities for the American and European markets; and there can be 
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but little doubt, in the light of past experiences, that if an ad 
valorem rate were fixed upon all wools, as demanded by some 
manufacturers, both public and private sales would be So manipi 
lated that not only would the American woolgrower be defranded 
of his protection, but the Treasury would also be defrauded of its 
revenue, 

It is to be said in this connection that the foreign holders of 
wool now make (in order to evade the duty, by foreign perjury 
and undervaluation) contracts abroad to sell delivered in our 
American markets, requiring no oath on this side of the water. 

In a report made to the Department of State in 1887 by Thomas 
E. Heenan, United States consul at Odessa, Russia, he shows 
(1) That all of the wool hy ime from South Russia to the United States is 

roe of three or four American importers. 


the 
(3) t these importers, in combination with ship: 


rs, have contrived to 
prevent the recognition of a market price for so-called Donskoi washed wools 
at Rostoff-on-Don. 


(3) That the loss on duties will reach between $15,000,000 and $20,000,000 is 
very probable. (See Lawrence's argument in U.S.Senate Report No. 2332, 
Fiítieth Congress, first session, October 4, 1888, Part III. page 1994.) 


In the report made to the State Department by Consul E. L. 
Baker, dated Buenos Ayres, December 30, 1893, published in the 
Consular Reports for April, 1894 (Volume XLIV, No. 163, page 
603), on Argentine trade, 1892-93, it is said: 

But for the two items of hides and wool the exports from this country to 
the United States would be quite 5 rd to the latter, the 
only wools which, owing to our high duties, it is possible to ship ata profit 
are the long, coarse carpet wools of Cordoba. These are included in c 3 
of the schedule, and their value being 13 cents or less per pound, they are 
able to pay the duty of 32 per cent on the same. "These wools have for many 
years been annually bought up by a syndicate of Massachusetts carpet man- 
ufacturers, who thus, instead of competing with each other, get the product 


at the lowest ere price, and then distribute the clip by some arrange- 
ment among themselves upon its arrival in Boston. 


The wool manufacturers claim that there have been enormous 
frauds in the way of undervaluations on cloths and other fabrics 
under the ad valorem duties of the Wilson law, and yet, while 
making this claim for their own industry, they put forth the self- 
ish and inconsistent plea that a system which cheats and defrauds 
them will deal honestly by the woolgrower. If the ad valorem 
system permits of fraudulent practices as applied to manufactures 
of wool, it follows logically and Dey that the same evil re- 
sults will flow from its application to wool, with its innumerable 
grades, classifications, and valuations. The fact is that these wool 

sand t manufacturers weaken the cause of protection when 
they seek to poet upon the woolgrower a system of duties which 
5 unwilling to accept for themselves whenever they can 
avoid it. 

Mr. North further says: 

Never until he had experience under free wool did the manufacturer real- 
ize the full extent of the disadvantages he suffers by reason of the wool duty 
and the impossibili 
advantages. 

* $ * + * * * 


In answer to this I might say that never until he had. ri- 
enced the disadvantages which he suffered under free wool did 
the Noo wor realize the impossibility of offsetting this disad- 
vantage by the compensatory benefit derived from being able to 
buy his E few cents cheaper: 

Mr. STEWART. Would it interrupt the Senator from Mon- 
tana if I were to make an inquiry? 

Mr. MANTLE. Not at all. 

Mr.STEWART. TheSenator from Montana has examined the 
testimony pretty thoroughly. Did he find any manufacturer who 
was not willing to buy in a free-trade market and to sell in a pro- 
tected market? 

Mr. MANTLE. I think what Ihave said generally answers the 

uestion of the Senator from Nevada. I have shown, or tried to 
show, from the hearings and statements, that the belief among 
sd manufacturers seems to be that their industry is greatly in- 
jured by the imposition of any duty upon wool. That is the gist 
of their complaint, although of course they "T they are perfectly 
willing to accord the woolgrower just and fair rates upon his 
product. But when we come to follow many of their arguments 
and examine them closely, we find that underlying them is a pro- 
test in general against the imposition of wool duties, and then 
a desire so to impose them that the manufacturers will become 
the greatest beneficiary of the duty in the end. "That is the con- 
clusion at which I arrive after a very thorough examination of 
what many of them have said upon this question. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator from Montana 
allow me for a moment? 

Mr. MANTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I know the Senator from Mon- 
tana intends to be entirely fair, but it seems to me the remarks 
which he is making at the present time are scarcely fair to the 
great bulk of woolen manufacturers in this country. Whether 
they think it would be an advantage to their business to have free 
wool or not, I can not say. Some of them do; some of them do 
not; but with a very few exceptions I believe the sentiment of 


bility by any compensatory duty of fully offsetting these dis- 


the woolen manufacturers of this country is that there should be 
a sufficientl 5 duty upon wool. 

Mr. MANTLE. I am quoting literally the language used be- 
forethe Committee on Waysand Means by some of the very largest 
wool-manufacturing concerns in this country. Those statements 
speak for themselves. 

I wish to state that I have no quarrel with the woolen manufac- 
turers. I simply ask that justice be done the woolgrowers, and 
that the selfish presentation of the woolen manufacturers' side of 
the question—and I believeitis selfish—ought not to carry weight 
with the Senate of the United States or the Congress in its consid- 
Sn and determination of what duty shall be imposed upon 
wool. 

If there are any great number of manufacturers who believe 
that there ought to be a fully protective duty on wool, as stated 
by the distinguished Senator from Connecticut, they have failed 
to appear before the committee, or I have failed to discover their ^ 
statements. I repeat that many of them do say they are not 
opposed to a fair and just rate of protection upon wool, but when 
we come to analyze the whole of their testimony we discover, 
underlying it, a sentiment in opposition to a just rate of duty upon 
wool We find a strong sentiment in favor of ad valorem duties, 
which all the statistics bearing upon the subject show are utterly 
offensive and detrimental to the . interests of this 
country. That is one proposition. e find them opposed to 
other features of the request of the woolgrowers, such as impos- 
ing a duty upon washed wool of the second class, which is justi- 
fiable from every point of view. 

So we find them generally arrayed against the desires of the 
woolgrowers. That is what I am trying to bring out. I do not 
know thatthey have any active hostility, but their efforts have 
always been in the direction I have indicated, so far as I am able 
to discover from my reading and from conversations with repre- 
sentatives of the woolgrowers who have been upon the ground 
constantly during the preparation and enactment of all former 
tariff bills. The woolgrowers and manufacturers have met to- 
gether and time and time again have parted in disagreement 
because of the extreme and unfair demands of the manufacturers. 
I have no il will, I wish it distinctly understood, to the wool 
manufacturers. I simply wish to call the attention of the Senate 
to the conditions which exist, to this clash of interests, to the end 
that a fair adjustment of these rates may be had when the matter 
is finally adjudicated. 

Of course free wool is an advantage to the wool manufacturer 
just as free hides is an advantage to the tanners and the boot and 
shoe manufacturers, just as free lead is an advantage to the lead 
refiners and manufacturers, just as free “raw material” is an ad- 
vantage to any manufacturer, Buteveryone knows full well that 
& protective system, to stand and to be just, must cover all inter- 
ests, all sections, and all classes that require its sheltering arm. 
The protective policy was not devised for the benefit of the wool 
and carpet manufacturers solely, although some of them seem to 
think it was. It was designed to be a broad national policy; whose 
purpose is to diversify our industries, to furnish opportunity for 
the talent and ge and labor of our own people in every practi- 
cable and poe le branch of industry, and to make us a self-sup- 
porting, self-sustaining, and independent nation. 

That I conceive to be the object and purpose and general scope 
of the protective policy justly applied, under wise, unsectional, 
and unselfish laws. Laws framed in the interests of the great 
masses of the ple, and not such as will conduce to trusts and 
unlawful combinations of capital for the purpose of controlling 
the price and supply of commodities, will beyond doubt tend to 
bring abont these results. 

The weakness of the protective policy lies in its abuse, growing 
out of the selfishness of individual interests, which demand more 
than they are entitled to receive, and especially because of the 
unwise contentions which arise between interests which are mu- 
tually dependent upon each other, such as wool manufacturing 
and woolgrowing. The manufacturer does not strengthen the 
cause of Bes by his plaintive talk about the advan s of 
free wool when he is fully compensated, and, as many believe, 
more than compensated, for any duty which he pays upon wool by 
the additional duties laid upon the manufactured article. But of 
this I shall speak more fully later on. 

The woolgrower is not finding fault with the rates of duty ac- 
corded other industries. He is not insisting upon any particular 
rate of duty, or special manner of levying it, upon the manufac- 
turer’s products. He is willing to leave that to the manufacturer 
himself and to the committees and to Congress. He asks simply 
that the manufacturers cease their more or less covert attacks 
upon him and their attempt to fix upon his product rates and 
methods which he knows full well have defrauded him in the 
past. He believes in protection. He has given the principle his 
support and has helped it to triumph, and he now asks for an 
honest redemption of the pledges made to him, uninfluenced by 
the selfish representations of those who seek to profit themselves 
at his expense. 2 
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I quote Mr. North once more, for the reason, as stated before, 
that he represents a great and powerful organization of manufac- 
turers. e says: 

Third. The wool duty not exer the choice and adds to the price 
of the American manufacturer, but of course correspondingly enlarges the 
choice and cheapens the price of the wools of the foreign manufacturer. 

It would be strange, indeed, and contrary to all human experi- 
ence in every other direction, if there were not some slight disad- 
vantages to offset the numerous benefits accruing from the policy of 
protection. That the wool duty adds to the price that the Ameri- 
can manufacturer must pay for his woolisof course true. It may 
be true, also, that the duty in a measure restricts his choice of 
wools in foreign markets, but he is far more than compensated for 
these disadvantages by the fact that protection gives him the 

rofitable home market, which repays him over and over again 
D the comparatively insignificant loss andinconvenience to which 
the duty on wool may subject him. 

Mr. 3 IN. Anda compensatory duty, besides. 

Mr. MANTLE. And a compensatory duty, as the Senator from 
Illinois suggests, of which I shall speak later on. 

So far as the duty on wools cheapening the price of the wools 
of the foreign manufacturer is concerned, I may add that this 
statement is opento serious question. For myself I very much 
doubt its accuracy. It is true that a duty based on wool in its 
unwashed condition creates a demand in the foreign markets for 
igbi shrinking wools for the American market, for the purpose 
of avoiding the duty as much as possible; but after all, the price 
of all wool is fixed on the basis of scoured or clean wool. In other 
words, the value of wool depends upon its shrinking in cleaning, 
and, generally speaking. this shrinkage regulates its value in all 
the markets of the world. It is not clear, therefore, how the 
foreign manufacturer is greatly benefited over the home manu- 
facturer by our laying an import duty Spon wool. 

Again, the secretary of the National Wool Manufacturing As- 
sociation. says: 
tion of 


wool were his choice 


of wools. 


Mr. President, it is not true that the restrictions and limita- 
tions of the law were placed there to embarrass the manufacturer. 
They were put there, after full and careful investigation, for the 
purpose of giving the law effect, and for the er purpose of 
[pet aree if possible, a repetition of the frauds which experience 
proved been practiced under former laws. 

These restrictions are no more embarrassing as to wool than 
.they are to numerous other schedules of the tariff bill, which ex- 

ence has rendered necessary to insure an honest compliance 
with the law. 

Neither do these limitations and restrictions imply that the 
whole business of importing wools is tainted with fraud," any 
more than the innumerable and inexplicable limitations and re- 

. Strictions which surround the duties on the manufactures of wool 
imply that the business of importing these goods is tainted with 
fraud. No honest importer of wool will draw any sych inference 
as indicated by Mr. North, and the opinion of dishonest importers 
need cause no concern. 

Iquote him just once more. He says: 

The manufacturers for whom I s do not appear here to resist the res- 
toration of the wool duty. They rmatively favor a reasonable duty — 
wool, as they have always done, because they believe in the policy of protec- 
tion, and are willing to make sacrifices in order that the policy may be ap- 
e ue RU ba 20 eebnn iex tee ex tops aah FSET CRASNEI NER 
of previous wool schedules. 


Mr. President, the manufacturers are not asked to make sacri- 
fices in the interests of the woolgrowers or any other interest. 
They never have made any. What sacrifices have been made in 
respect to wool have been made by the woolgrower, for it is a 
well-known fact that he has never yet received the full protective 
benefit of the duty named in thelaw. If the woolgrowers get the 
equivalent of the protection given the manufacturers, they will 
be more than satisfied. So far they do not feel that they have 
ever received such equivalent protection. They do not expect to 
receive the same protection granted ** the most-favored industry." 
but they do expect to receive the ‘‘ample protection" promised 
them in the St. Louis platform by the Republican party. They 
deny that there have been any “extreme and restrictive charac- 
teristics in previous wool schedules." On the contrary, they as- 
sert that hitherto the provisions of the wool schedules have been 
so lax as to deprive them of the benefit intended to be conferred 
by the spirit of the law. - 


FRAUDULENT UNDERVALUATIONS UNDER LAW OF 1890—AD VALOREM DUTIES. 

Mr. President, I will now, with the indulgence of the Senate, 
endeavor, as briefly as the importance of the subject will permit, 
to discuss the wool question somewhat more in detail and with par- 


ticular reference to the experience and the complaints of the wool- 
growers under the McKinley law, which is 5 reenacted 
in the House bill and which is modified but slightly by the Senate 
amendments. 

The objections of the woolgrowers may be stated as follows: 

I. To the so-called ‘‘skirting clause" in all the bills. 

2. To the ad valorem duties on third-class wools as contained in 
the House bill. 

3. To the admission of washed woo!s of the second class without 
the payment of additional duties as proposed in both bills. 

4. To the admission of washed pats scoured wools of the third 
cins npn payment of additional duty as provided in the Sen- 
ate bill. 

5. To the totally inadequate rates on first and second class wools 
as provided in the Senate bill. 

6. To the imperfect classifications, which permit evasions. 

There are also other objections, such as the adjustment of com- 
pensatory duties, which I shall touch upon in passing. 

The woolgrowers assert that under thead valorem duties of the 
McKinley law proes frauds were perpetrated in the way of under- 
valuations, and that, largely because of these undervaluations and 
the low rate of duty thus secured, great quantities of so-called 
carpet wools went into the manufacture of clothing, thereby dis- 
placing clothing wools of domestic growth. 

Upon the general question of the wisdom and justice of ad va- 
lorem duties I need say butlittle. I understand the Republican 
party to be opposed on principle to this form of levying custom 
duties whenever it can be avoided, and no good reason ever ex- 
isted for the adoption of this system in respect to third-class wool. 
It was incorporated in the law of 1890 upon the demand of the 
manufacturers and against the wishes of the woolgrowers. And 
in the same manner and through the same influences it has been 
made a part of the proposed new tariff act as it passed the House. 

It is true the subcommittee of the Senate Finance Committee 
has proposed amendments in part changing these ad valorem 
duties to specific duties, but as this change is unsatisfactory to 
the manufacturers, and as a strong effort wil no doubt be made 
upon their part to restore the House provisions, it will not be out 
of place for me to review this particular phase of the wool sched- 
ule and to show, by an examination of the statistics bearing upon 
wool importations, that the charge of fraudulent practices under 
the ad valorem duties of the McKinley Act of 1890, as made by 
the woolgrowers in respect to third-class wools, is undeniably, 
true. ` 


Ishall not stop to read to the Senate all the statistics, tables of 
importations, percentages of values, and rates per pound, which I 
have gathered after much investigation from the Treasury reports, 
except to say that they bear out absolutely and beyond contradic- 
tion the statement which I have just made in reference to the 
practice of frauds in the matter of undervaluations and also of 
classifications under the McKinley law. I summarize them as 
follows: They show that for five years prior to 1890 the average 
import value of the bulk of third-class wools had been 10.1 cents 
pr he that immediately upon the passage of the McKinley 

w their importation increased enormously, while in 1893 their 
average value dropped to 7.6 cents per pound; that foreign prices 
did not fall correspondingly; that the importation of other wools 
did not thus increase, and that their value did not so fall; that upon 
the enactment of the Wilson law, with free wool, the imports of 
third-class wools did not materially increase the first year, and fell 
off heavily the second year; but that their average value increased 
2 cents per pound. 

That is an 3 point to be considered, that upon the re- 
peal of the McKinley law, under free wool the importations of 
cheap third-class wools began to fall, while their value began to 
rise. Itconfirms beyond any question of doubt the statement that 
frauds were practiced. 

The statistics further show that under free wool the imports of 
other wools increased enormously, while their value decreased. 
Hence we have the proposition that under free wool the value of 
third-class wools increased 2 cents per pound, while the importa- 
tion fell off. On the other hand, the importation of first-class 
wools increased enormously and their value fell 2 cents per pone, 
showing conclusively that the ad valorem duties of the MeKinley 
Act on third-class wools led to enormous importations and low 
values through fraudulent entries and undervaluations. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana yield 
to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. MANTLE. Certainly. 7 

Mr. WARREN. Itake it that by the table from which the 
Senator has been reading he desires to show that the reason for 
the fall in third-class wools was because it had been fraudulently 
entered, and that the reason for its great consumption was not 
because it was used in the manufacture of carpet. but that it was 
used in the manufacture of clothing, thereby supplanting first and 
second class wools. Am I right? 

Mr. MANTLE. There can be no doubt of the truth of the 
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statement made L4 dery Senator from Wyoming. The enormous 
importations of third-class wool under the McKinley law, and 
especially the second year, I think, when about 130,000,000 pounds 
were imported, twice as much as.ever before imported in one 
year, have never been satisfactorily accounted for. It can not be 
shown that the wool went into the manufacture of „and the 
inference is logica! and legitimate that it went into the manufac- 
ture of clothing and of textiles other than carpets. That is the 
ground of the woolgrowers'complaint. The foreign wools thereby 
supplanted the use of American wool. Their low rate of duty, 
their low valuation, all tended to drag down the price of home 
wool, to the injury of the home grower. 

In 1890 the law of 1883 was in force, and the provision relating 
to third-class wools was as follows: ** Value 12 cents or less, duty 
24 cents per pound; value over 12 cents per pound, duty 5 cents 


r pound.” 

9 was im in that year 61,626,656 pounds, valued at 10 
cents per pound, and 18,307,429 pounds, or 29.70 per cent of all, 
valued at 16 cents per pound, making a total of 79,934,085 pounds, 
at an average value of 11,37 cents per pound. 

In October, 1890, the McKinley law went into effect, the specific 
rates on third-class wools having been changed, on the demand 
of the t manufacturers, as stated, to ad valorem rates, as 
follows: ** Valued at 13 leri ne pound or less, 32 per cent; valued 
at over 13 cents per pound, 50 per cent." 

In 1891 the law of 1883 was in force a porpon of the fiscal year, 
and tħe law of 1890 the remainder of year, which serves to 
complicate the averages; but the same general tendency is ap- 
parent after the law of 1890 went into effect. The imports in 
1891 were 73,148,022 pounds at 10 cents per pound, 6,403,112 pounds 
at17 cents per pound, 4,841,471 pounds at 15 cents per pound; total, 
84,392,605 pounds, at 10.8 cents per pound average value. 

Under the McKinley law the imports of third-class wool in 1892 
were 83,697,810 po , valued at 10 cents per pound, while there 
was only 2,106,212 pounds, or 23 per cent of all, valued at over 13 
cents per pound, the total being 85,804,022 pounds. This was an 
increase of 5,869,937 pounds in imports; but it will be observed that 
16,201,217 pounds, which had come in at a specific duty of 5 cents 
and a valuation of 16 cents per pound in 1890, came in below the 
13-cent limit in 1892. In 1893, under the stimulus of low ad valorem 
duties, the importations of third-class wools had reached the enor- 
mous amount of 125,611,283 pounds, the value per pound, however, 
having fallen to 7.6, the duty upon which, reduced to a specific 
rate, would be 2.43 cents per pound. 

Theimports of third-class wools above 13 cents for the same year 
was only 3,041,337 pounds, or 24 per cent of all, at a value of 15 
cents per pound. It is noticeable, however, that while the im- 

tions of third-class wools increased enormously under the 
cKinley law and their value decreased, there was no such phe- 
nomenal increase in the importations of clothing wools of class 1. 
'The reason for this is found in the fact that the duty on wools of 
the first class was specific, and there being no incentive for under- 
valuation, the value per pound of the imports of first-class wool 
for the years 1891, 1892, and 1893 differed but slightly from that of 
the tivo peris revious, 

It will no doubt be answered by those who argue for the ad 
valorem duties of the House bill on third-class wools that the 
sudden drop in the import value of these wools in 1892 and 1893 
was due to a general inprice. Butaninspection of the market 
prices at that iod will not sustain thiscontention. Nosuch fall 
in price was indicated in the imports of first-class wools. No 
reasonable explanation can therefore be offered for this sudden 
collapse in the value of third-class wools from an average value of 
10.1 cents in 1890 to 7.6 cents per pound in 1893 except fraudulent 
undervaluations, which were induced and made easy under the ad 
valorem duties. 

In 1896, under free wool, the importations of third-class wool 
were 96,661,663 pounds, at a valuation of 9.6 cents pound, being 
2 cents per pound higher than in 1893, althou e imports were 
28,949,620 pounds less. In 1896, however, imports of first- 
class wool amounted to 117,533,750 pounds, at a valuation of 16 
cents per pound, as against 35,322,611 pounds in 1893, at a value of 
18 cents per pound, Thus it appears that while the value of the 
importations of first-class wool had fallen 2 cents per pound from 
1893 to 1896, the importations of third-class wools had actually 
risen in value 2 cents per pound in the same period. The reason is 
plain. In 1896, under free wool, there was no incentive to under- 
valuation, neither was there any incentive to undervaluation on 
imports of first-class wool in 1893, the duty then being specific. 
By this comparison, then, the absolute certainty of frauds under 
the ad valorem provisions of the law of 1890 in the importation 
of third-class wools is established beyond dispute. 

From 1884 to 1890, inclusive, the total imports of third-class 
wool of a value of 12 cents or less was 417,219,849 pounds, or an 
average annual import of 59,602,835 pounds, of an average value 
of 10.1 cents per pound, paying 2} cents per pound duty. During 
the same period there was imported 108,068,793 po of third- 


class wool, or an annual average of 15,438,399 pounds, at an aver. 
age value of 17 cents per pound, paying 5 cents per pound duty- 
nder the ad valorem duties of the law of 1890 the bulk of this 
higher grade of third-class wool was forced in below the 13-cent 
imit. 

I have made an examination of the importations for the first 
three months of this year, which bear out all I have already said 
upon this important point. 

The imports of third-class wools for the three months ending 
March, 1897, were 34,722,543 pounds, valued at 10.4 cents per 
pound, a higher valuation than has obtained any year since 1884, 
thirteen years, on the lower grades of imported third-class wools. 

For the same period of three months the imports of clothing 
wools of class 1 were 58,734,272 pounds, of a value of 15.75 cents. 
per pound, being a reduction of one-fourth of a cent per pound 
from the import value of 1895 and 1896 on the same class. 

In these latter figures, therefore, we find additional confirmation 
of the woolgrowers' contention as to the fraudulent character of 
third-class wool imports under the law of 1890. In the three 
months' imports just quoted, with free wool and no incentive to 
undervaluation, the value of third-class wool continues to rise, 
and is nearly 3 cents per pound higher than it was in 1893, while 
the import value of first-class wools has steadily fallen. Thecon- 
clusion is inevitable that the law of 1890 led to immediate and 
wholesale frauds in the importation of third-class wools and 
ought, under no circumstances, to be incorporated in the law now - 
under consideration. 

OBJECTIONS TO AD VALOREM DUTIES. 

Another conclusive objection to ad valorem duties is that their 
tendency is to destroy the essential principle of the prote ve pol- 
icy; that is to say, they fail to afford protection when protection 
is most needed. For example, under an ad valorem duty on wool, 
the lower the foreign price the lower will be the duty and the less 
protection will be afforded; while, on the other hand, the higher 
the foreign price the higher will be the duty and the higher will 
= the protective benefit at a time when protection is needed the 

east. 

To illustrate further: In 1895 there was imported 26,098,418 
mas of China wool, at a valuation of 5.15 cents per pound. 

nder the House provision this would have been dutiable at 32 
per cent ad valorem, which, reduced to ific rates, would be 
1.61 cents per pound—a rate so ridiculously low as to afford neither 
protection nor revenue. Let, if the House ad valorem rates are 
retained, we shall see millions of pounds of wool, much of it 
8 for clothing purposes, coming in at just such rates of 

uty. 

In this connection, when we reflect upon the light shrinkage of 
these wools, we see at oncethat the duty of 1.64 would be - 
cally eut in two again, so thatit would only be one-half of that in 
comparison with the shrinkage of American wool. 

ile upon the subject of importations of China wools, I wish 
to state that the imports of these wools are increasing year by 
year. In 1870 there were but 9,108 pounds; in 1895 there were 
26,089,418. They are among the very cheapest wools that conte 
to this country, although the bulk of the imported cheap wools 
come from countries where labor is of the cheapest and most de- 
graded c ter. And while opor the subject of cheap labor I 
am reminded that we exclude the Chinese because they work so 
cheaply that their labor undermines the labor interests of this 
country. In this connection, therefore, it is a pertinent inquiry 
whether or not the importation of a Chinese and other wool 
produced by like cheap labor, and which comes into competition 
with American-grown wool, at rates of duty which afford no pro- 
tection whatever, is not quite as hurtful to the American wool- 
grower as Chinese cheap labor was to the industrial wage earners 
of the country? 


NoTE.—Prior to 1809 there were no importsof China wools. Since then im- 
hn have gradually increased, as indicated by specified fiscal years, as fol- 
OWS: 


urposes, mainly for 
blankets, and this evidence was undoubtedly correct. Since then fashion; and 
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To my mind, the importation of cheap goods, produced by ill- 
paid and degraded labor, which come into competition with like 
products of our own country, without the payment of adequate 
protective rates, is, if possible, more harmfnl than the importa- 
tion of the cheap laborer himself. If the laborer comes, he must 
at least live, and must help to consume some of the surplus prod- 
ucts of our farms and factories. Not only this, but he becomes 
amenable to our laws. If he acquires property, he must pay taxes 
upon it, and thus contribute to the support of our Government. 
If he engages in business among us, he must pay for the privilege 
of doing so, and under these conditions there is at least someslight 
hope that by contact with an enlightened and progressive people. 
living in an atmosphere of liberty and enjoying the blessings of 
a free Government, he may possibly gather inspiration from his 
surroundings and in time become a useful citizen. 

But when this cheap labor comes in the form of a box of mer- 
chandise or a bale of wool, without payment of an adequate pro- 
tective duty, it monopolizes our markets, injures our producers, 
degrades our labor, and takes employment from our own citizens 
without any just compensatory advantage. If the laborer him- 
self comes, he may perhaps be induced to cooperate with ourown 
laborers for the protection of labor interests; he can be talked to 
and reasoned with; but the American wage earner can not argue 
with a box of cheap Toreigu merchandise; neither can the Ameri- 
can farmer argue with a bale of cheap Ehinese wool. 

Still another reason given by the manufacturers in favor of low 
ad valorem duties on third-class woolsis that they do not compete 
with domestic wools; that we do not and can not produce coarse 
wools of a similar character in this country, and that therefore 
a protective dnty is not necessary, and would be of no benefit to 
the American woolgrower. 

As a matter of fact, I may state, and it so appears in the tariff 
hearings before the Committee on Ways and Means, these coarse 
woo!s are eyen now grown in fifteen States of the Union. 

Judge Lawrence, president of the National Wool Growers' Asso- 
ciation, who speaks with great 5 as a result of knowledge 
gain ed by years of study of the wool question, says that “at 

east one-eighth of every fleece of the mutton breeds of sheep is 

coarse third-class wool. A portion something less of many fleeces 
even of Merino sheep is of the same class. A portion of every 
fleece of sheep, the crosses of Merino and mutton breeds, and of 
crosses of common coarse-wool sheep, is also of the same class." 

This means that of every flock of 800 of this class of sheep, 100 
are producing coarse woolssuitable for ts and coarse clothing. 

Just what proportion of these cheap third-class wools go into 
the manufacture of clothing is, of course, difficult to determine. 
Manufacturers themselves will not tell, and wool merchants and 
dealers, as a rule, are loath to furnish information, for fear of in- 
curring the ill will of their customers. Then, again, different 
mills are engaged in the manufacture of different kinds of goods. 
Many of them have 1 lines requiring special kinds and 
grades of wool. It is therefore fair to assume that the manufac- 
turers themselves, in many instances, can not tell just what char- 
acterof woolis being inother mills. Mr. Theodore Justice, 


CARPET WOOLS. 
[From the Boston American Wool and Cotton Reporter of March 18, 1897.] 


Concerning the duties on carpet wools, the following is an extract from a 
recent letter to us by President Jesse M. Smith, of the Utah Wool Growers' 
Association, whose late visit in New England won him very kindly opinions 
from merchants and manufacturers: 


LAYTON, UTAH, March 4, 1897. 


EDITOR OF WOOL AND COTTON REPORTER: 


* * * There seems to be some doubt as to what rate the manufacturers 
really advocated, but if it is a 6 or 7 cent rate, that so many talked of when I 
was down there, they ht as well save their breath for othergame. Iwas 
given some credit for being a reasonable man by many of them, but a wool- 

wer would be lost to reason if he would submit to such low rates. Ido 
ope that tbe manufacturers will support us on reasonable grounds and not 
try to engender more strife between them and the grower. If the Western 
woolgrowers can not get what reason and common sense would give them 
under the promise of the St. Louis 8 we will be obliged to ask our 
Senators to vote against any tariff of any kind; and while it will not take as 
much to satisfy the wer of the West as it will the grower of the East, I do 
not believe it would be altogether right to follow strictly the idea let every 
man take care of hi 1f." TE 

If the grower east of the Mississippi needs a farm value of 20 cents to make 
his business profitable. he should have a rate that would give him the price, 
and I believe a single duty of 11 or 12 cents on the grade of wool in the grease 
would do it—that is, upon merino and combing wools. Carpets wools should 
pay nothing short of 7 cents, and I would be shoulder to shoulder with those 
who asked for 8cents. This is nota high rate upon wool. The claim that we 
raise no carpet wool is not entitled to as much consideration as in the past. 
Wool circularsare now quoting carpet wools as grown in nearly all the West- 
ern Sta at least fifteen of them, at an average price of about 7} cents, 
which would yieid to the grower from 4 to 5 cents, according to closeness to 
market. It is the first year I have noticed such classifications and have at- 
tributed it to le breeding coarse wool rams for mutton since wool be- 
came profitable. ‘The manufacturers must understand that they can not 
dictate the whole of the coming tariff bill. The woolgrowers are as much in- 
terested in the psrmanency of the measure as they, and propose to get upon 
& plane that will b» reasonable and just to all concerned, and any opposition 
to this wili be defeated. 


the Philadelphia wool merchant, estimates that from 15 to 20 per 
cent are so used. 

Another prominent wool merchant, John Consalus, of Troy, 
N. V., estimates that 40 per cent are so used. Others equally 
well informed maintain that as much as 50 per cent go into the 
manufacture of cheap clothing, blankets, linings, window cur- 
tains, and backings for cloths of various kinds. It is certain 
that immense quantities of carpet wools have been imported 
which never went into the manufacture of carpets. 

For ny own part, after considerable inquiry, I am convinced 
that a much larger and. constantly increasing proportion than is 
generally supposed finds its way into the manufacture of textile 
fabrics other than carpets, 

Daring the three years that the McKinley law wasin force there 
was imported 254,138,204 pounds of third-class wool, at an aver- 
age value of 8} cents per pound. Assuming that only 25 per cent 
is used for other than carpet purposes, it would reach the enor- 
mous quantity of 63,534,501 pounds, which, on account of its very 
light shrinkage, would equa! at least 127,079,002 pounds of Amer- 
ican merino, thus displacing that amount of the domestic product. 

There is manifestly but one way to remedy this wrong, and 
that is to increase the duty on these wools to a protective point. 
If this is done, it will stimulate their production in those States 
es Territories where the conditions are peculiarly adapted to 
them. 

Asa result of my investigation of the subject of the duties on 

third-class wools, I arrive at the following conclusions: 
' First. That because of their cheapness, changing fashions, and 
improved methods in manufacturing, a very large percentage of 
the importations find their way into the manufacture of clothing 
and other textile fabrics aside from carpets, thereby lowering 
the price and supplanting the use of American-grown wools. 

Second. That as these wools may come in washed and scoured 
under the Senate amendment without additional duty, and there 
being therefore little or no shrinkage, 1 pound of this wool as 
imported will take the place of from 2 to 3 pounds of domestic 
wool, so that the proposed duty of 4 cents on wools of a value of 
10 cents or less wouid not actually amount to more than 1 to 2 
cents per pound on the basis of unwashed wool. 

Third, That the Senate amendment reducing the dividing line 
from 13 to 10 cents is no concession, as the market value of these 
wools has fallen fully 3 cents since the law of 1890 was enacted. 
Further than this, 98 per cent of all these wools imported in 
1892, "mn and 1894 came in at an average value of 8j cents per 
pound. 

Fourth. That the low ad valorem duties of the law of 1890 
apon this class of wools (which are exactly reproduced in the 

ouse bill) stimulated their importation and use, and led to 
fraudulent undervaluations and classifications, 


Nore.—The wool-tariff act of 1867 provided duties as follows: 

On clothing wools, unwashed, value 32 cents per pound or less, 10 cents per 
pound and 11 per cent-ad valorem; value exceeding 32 cents per pound, 12 
cents per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem; washed, double duty. 

combing wools, value 32 cents or less par pound, 10 cents spor pound and 
11 per cent ad valorem; value exceeding 32 cents per pound, 12 cents per 
pound and 10 per cent ad valorem. 

On carpet wools, value 12 cents per pound or less, 3 cents per pound; valne 
over 12 cents per pound, 6 cents per pound. 

On all classes scoured, treble duty. 

The tariff act of 1883 provided duties as follows: 

Clothing wools, value 30 cents per pound or less, 10 cents per pound; value 
over 30 cents, 12 cents per pound; washed wool, double duty. 

Combing wool, value 30 cents per pound or less, 10 cents per pound; value 
ovcr 30 cents per pound, 12 cents per pound. 

Ci t wools, value 12 cents per pound or less, 2} cents per pound: value 
over 1? cents per pound, 5 cents per pound, 

All classes scoured, treble duty. 

The rates of duty on wools in the act of 1890 were as follows: 

On class 1 wools.—Merino, eté., unwashed, 11 cents per pound; merino 
washed, double duty; merino scoured, treble duty. 

On class 2 wools.—Down and other long wools, washed or unwashed, 12 
cents per pound; scoured, treble duty. : 

On class 3 wools.—Native coarse shes , if of the value of 13 cents or less 
per pound, 32 per cent ad valorem; if the value exceed 13 cents, duty 50 per 
cent ad valorem. - 

The original McKinley bill as reported to the Honse of Representatives 
April 16, 1890, after dividin g wools and other animal fibers in three classes, 
provided as follows: 

353. The duty upon all wools and hair of the first class shall be 11 cents per 
pound, and upon all wools or hair of the second class shall be 12 cents per 


pound. 

384. Wools of the third class the value whereof shall be 12 cents or less 
per pound, the duty shall be 3} cents per pound. 

885. Wools of the third class the value whereof shall exceed 12 cents per 
pound, the duty shall be 8 cents per pound. 

In the tariff bill reported to the Senate October 3, 1888, page Ht. by Sena- 
tor Allison, as a substitute for the House Mills bill," the duty o : third-class 
wools was placed at 2j cents for wools of the value of 12 cenis or less, and 6 
cents on wools the value whereof shall exceed 12 cents. 

In all these bills the duty pro was made double for washed of classes 
land3, and treble for scoured of all classes. 

But the duties were all specific. 

The ad valorem duties provided in the McKinley bill as finally passed 
were inserted on the demand of a few, and only a few, Philadelphia carpet 
manufacturers, and that after a prior ‘erence of woolgrowers and wool 
manufacturers, including carpet manufacturers, had agreed upon specifig 
duties as those proper for Congress to provide. . 


1897. 


Fifth. That we have ample territory in which much of this 
wool can be and will be grown under the stimulus and encourage- 
ment of specific protective rates of duty. : 

Sixth. That as compared with clothing, carpets may fairly be 
considered a luxury: therefore to the extent that these wools are 
actually used in the manufacture of carpets, the reasons for ade- 

uate and specific duties are quite as forcible as upon any other 
class. 

Seventh. That if ad valorem rates are to be insisted upon for 
these wools, then none but ad valorem duties should be laid upon 
manufacturers of carpets. 

Eighth. That there should be no dividing line of value in the 
duties, as all experience heretofore proves conclusively that the 

reut bulk of the importations will come in below the dividing 
ine 2t the lower rate of duty. 


"THE SKIRNTING CLAUSE.” 


Mr. President. I now come to the consideration of a clause in 
the McKinley law which has keen retained inthe measure before 
us, and which has produced more antagonism upon the part of 
the woolgrowers than any other, and perhaps has done them more 
injury, and that is what is known as the ‘‘skirting clause." I 
dislike to detain the Senate at great length, but it is a matter of 
so much consequence that I have felt that it was my duty to go 
into this question somewhat technically, to the end that all may 
have a correct understanding of what skirting means and what 
its result is upon the American woolgrower. 

Under the provision in the law of 1820 known as the ‘skirting 
clause" it is asserted woo!s were freely imported in what was 
practically a sorted“ condition, without the payment of any 
additional duty, thus taking from the home woolgrower a large 
proportion of the protection nominally given him by the law. 

In considering the woolgrower's objection in this particular, it 
must be kept in mind that when the wool classifications were 
made and the duties adjusted account was taken of the conditions 
which surrounded the woolgrowing industry in this country, as 
well as the character of the competition which it had to encounter. 
Thus, when the duty of 124 cents was laid on merino wool in 
1892-97 and 10 cents in 1883, if was done with the full knowledge 
that the average shrinkage of American wool of this class was 66} 

rcent, and the purpose and intent of the law was that the Amer- 
ican woolgrower should receive this amount of protection on this 
class of wools. The evils of which the woo'grower now complains 
are the result somewhat of changed conditions in the character of 
foreign competition, but more directly of a constant and success- 
ful etfort os the part of importers to evade and defeat the true 
intention of the law. 1 

The practice of “skirting” imported wools was not extensively 
carried on, or at least did not excite much comment or discussion 
in the tariff debates, paor to 1888 and 1890. By that time, how- 
ever, it had developed to such an extent as to arouse and alarm 
the woolgrowers, who discovered that this method of improving 
the quality of imported wools, by rejecting the heavier and infe- 
rior portions and importing only the lighter and finer parts of the 
fleece, had the effect of defrauding them of a large share of the 

rotective benefit intended to be given them by the law. They there- 

ore went before the House and Senate committees and secured 
the adoption, in the law of 1890, of a provision imposing a double 
duty on woo!s which should be imported in any other than their 
original condition, or which, in the language of the law, should be 
changed in character by ‘‘sorting,” or by the rejection of any part 
of the original fleece. 

But, unfortunately, after the woolgrowers had secured the ac- 
ceptance of this just and reasonable clause, some one else came 
along and secured the adoption of a proviso as follows: 

That skirted wools as now imported are hereby excepted. 

Of course the proviso absolutely nullified the intended effect of 
the provision for doubling the duty. Skirted wools continued to 
come in under the McKinley law without any penalty, and the 
Ko of cheating the woolgrower out of his protection for the 

nefit of the manufacturer, whose compensation was based upon 
the protective benefit which the woolgrower was supposed to and 
ought to have received, but did not, was continued. 

e same misleading and deceptive provision is contained in the 
pending tariff bill, both in the Senate and House reports. The 
provision for doubling the duty on skirted and sorted wools re- 
mains in the identical language of the McKinley law, but accom- 
panying it is the proviso, *‘ That skirted wools as imported in 1890 
and prior thereto are hereby excepted.” 

Mr. President, for years the woolgrowers have been pleading 
that this injustice to them should be corrected. They have peti- 
tioned Congress over and over again, asking that this proviso be 
stricken out, so that they may stand upon fair and equal terms 
withtheforeign producer,and honestly secure in practice the pro- 
tection promised them in the law. "They assert that the law as it 
stood in 1890, and as it is now proposed to reenact it, is upon its 
face a “legislative lie;" that it holds out to them a pledge of pro- 
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tective benefits which has not and under the proposed terms never 
can be realized; that it is **a fraud, a delusion, and a snare,” 
thrust upon them in spite of their earnest protest, against their 
wishés, and without their consent, and that, too, at the instance 
and demand and in the interest of an industry which has received 
more protection than any other in the land. They are growing 
tired of the constant effort of wool manufacturers to make it appear 
to the country that the high rates of duty accorded the manufac- 
turing industry are a result of unusual and exorbitant duties in 
favor of the woolgrowers. 

The woolgrower asks that whatever protective duty is laid on 
wool shall be so laid that he will get it. He protests against being 
nominally given 11 cents in the law and then being made the victim 
of provisos and loopholes for fraud and evasion, so that in actual 
practice in the States of Michigan, Indiana, and in Ohio he gets 
but 5or6 cents per pound instead of 11, and in Montana but 3 or 4, 
Whatever the duty is to be, he asks that it be placed in such a 
manner that he will in fact receive it, and so that he will not here- 
after be held accountable for a rate of protective benefit which 
loses more than 50 percent in the process of being filtered through 
the hands of others before it reaches him. 

An examination of the testimony before the Ways and Means 
Committee of the House upon this branch of the wool question 
shows that the manufacturers havestriven hard to make it ap 
that the practice of skirting imported wools does not materially 
reducetheir shrinkage or increase their value; and in order to prove 
their contention they have prepared a large number of tables re- 
lating to prices and shrinkages of imported Australian merino 
wools, which are to be found in the testimony of the treasurer of 
the Arlington Worsted Miils, on pages 1593 to 1596 of Tariff Hear- 
ings. Of thesetables I may say that to me they appear to be 
largely irrelevant. and misleading, being based upon estimates“ 
and assumptions rather than on conditions in actual practice. The 
deductions drawn from them, however, by the manufacturers are 
that the process of skirting reduces the shrinking of a skirted 
fleece from five-tenths of 1 per cent to 3.8 per cent, or an average 
of only 21 per cent, and that it enhances the value of a skirted 
fleece only 5 per cent. 

Of course it must be borne in mind that ‘ skirted” wools as 
imported under free wool, with no incentive to reduce the shrink- 
age for the purpose of evading the duty, and“ skirted " wools as 
imported under a protective tariff are two entirely different propo- 
sitions, 

Referring to these tables, which are very complete and elabo- 
rate, I wish to say, with all due respect, that the results stated 
are absurd and ‘preposterous upon their face. They mean in effect, 
if I understand them correctly, that on an Australian merino 
fleece, such as is imported to this country under a protective tariff, 
weighing say 8 pounds, less than 4 ounces would be removed in 
the process of ‘‘ skirting,” while its whole value would be increased 
only 7 or 8 centa. : 

r. President, I venture to assert that there is not a boy 10 
years of age herding sheep in this country who does not know 
that to skirt a fleece—that is, to remove the stained, coarse, and 
matted portions from the belly, legs, neck, and hips—would neces- 
sitate the rejection of at least 20 per cent of the fleece, and fre- 
quently much more. This would amount on a fleece weighing 8 
pounds to from 2 to 3 pounds, as the rejections or skirtings are 
far the heaviest portions of the fleece. In per cent it odd 
amount to at least ST : 

In this connection, I desire to state that a controversy arose some 
time ago between a gentleman widely known as a woolgrower in 
the country and a wool merchant, as to what per cent or what por- 
tion of the fleece would be removed in the process of skirting. 
So the woolgrower sent to Michigan and had sent to him a fleece 
just as it was sheared from the sheep, and brought it to Phila- 
delphia, and there he met the wool merchant, He spread the 
fleece out, and he said, ** Now, how shall I skirt this fleece?" "The 
wool merchant said, Skirt it according to your idea.” And he 
did, and they agreed that 10 per cent had been removed. But 
the wool merchant said, ** My dear sir, that will never pass as a 
skirted fleece: you must remove a great deal more than that." 
And before they had gotten that fleece into the condition of a 
** skirted " fleece, according to suggestions of the wool merchant, 
40 per cent of the fleece had been removed. I cite this as illus- 
trating the process and method of skirting. 

On page 27 of the Special Consular Report on Australian Sheep 
and Wool, issued in 1592, will be found a very complete and accu- 
rate description of the manner in which the “ skirting ” and ** sort- 
ing" of wool for the American market was carried on in that 
country. 

It is a complete answer to the extraordinary statement of the 
manufacturers to which I have just referred. The report was 
written by the American consul-general, Hon. George H. Wallace, 
himself a praetical woolgrower, and who had made a very com- 
plete and careful investigation of the subject while on the und. 
Among a number of examples given in this report, I select one 
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which is to be found on page 27, and which deals with the entire 
clip taken from 30,313 sheep at a single station or ranch. 

tt shows that the wool is divided into 110 sorts;” that is, a 
fleece is so divided, according to the Australian custom, in prepar- 
ing the wool for the American market, that 47.41 per cent was 
what is known as first combing"—that is to say, the choice por- 
tions of the fleece—and the remaining 52.59 per cent was what is 
known as ‘‘rejections,” so far as the United States market was 
concerned; that 22.27 per cent were “stained pieces," * bellies,” 
and locks, which were sent to be scoured, not shipped, while 32.26 

cent were second combing,” „clothing,“ “dingy,” ‘‘ broken 
eece," etc., which were not shipped to this country, but which 
found their way to some other market. Thus, according to Mr. 
Wallace, the American consul-general, instead of from 4} to 15 
p cent of “rejections,” as estimated by the manufacturers in 
tables referred to, there was 52.59 per cent, so far as importa- 
tions to the United States were concerned. 

Accepting Mr. Wallace's report of the method of skirting and 
sorting as being correct, we find that more than 50 per cent of the 
imported fleece is removed by the “skirting” process, instead of 
24 per cent, as claimed by the manufacturers, and that the value 
of the skirted fleece is increased at least 35 per cent by the oper- 
ation instead of 5 per cent, as alleged in the papers to which I 
5 t v this particular point 

ave prep a statement bearing upon this ic poin 
and carrying out the matter in detail, which I will not stop to 
read, as it is rather technical, and which I ask leave to print with 
my remarks. The table is as follows. 

Allowing 66} per cent as the shrinkage of the whole Australian 
merino fleece, we shall have 33} per cent of scoured wool, and 
accepting the manufacturer's estimate of 50 per cent shrinkage 
(which is generally conceded to be about the average shrinkage 
on imported Australian skirted merino wools, although much of 
it shrinks less), we get the following results as to shrinkage: 


Pounds. 
47.41 pounds of “ first combings," shrinking 50 per cent, yield of scoured 


23.71 


WOO! 


Which is equal to 100 pounds of wool in the grease, shrinking 
663 per cent. 

Accepting the manufacturers’ assumption that the rejections 
sell for one-half of the price of the skirted wool, and taking 20 
cents as the price of the skirted fleece, and making the calculation 
on the same basis as before, we get the following results as to 
value: 


47.41 pounds of “ first combings," at 20 cents 2 $9.48 
52.59 pounds of “rejections,” at 10 cents 


Total value of 100 pounds equnlss . r 


Thus showing that the process of skirting had increased the 
value of the skirted portion the difference between 14.74 cents per 
pound, the average value of the whole fleece, and 20 cents per 
pound, the value of the skirted portion, or 35.68 per cent, instead 
of 5 per cent, as claimed, 

In order to show in just what manner this skirting injures the 
American woolgrower, we will now follow this skirted fleece 
from Australia tothe United States. The report I have just quoted 
shows that 100 pounds of greasy Australian merino wool has been 
reduced by skirting and sorting 52.59 per cent, thus leaving but 
47.41 pounds to be imported to the United States. At a rate of 11 
cents per pound, as provided in the House bill, this 47.41 pounds 
of skirted wool would pay $5.21) duty. Estimating the shrinkage 
at 50 per cent, there would be left 23.71 pounds of scoured wool, 
upon which had been paid a duty of but 22 cents pound, while 
thetheory and language of the law is that sco wools shall pay 
a duty of 33 cents per pound. 

This shows very conclusively how the duty upon wool is avoided, 
and how one-third of the nk was evaded through the process of 
skirting and sorting these light, shrinking Australian wools. 

Here, then, we plainly see that by importing his wool skirted 
the American manufacturer or importer has saved just one-third 
of the duty which he would have to pay if he imported it in its 
original condition. 

II. as alleged, there is some peculiarity in Australian fine merino 

uired for the manufacture of extra fine cloths, which are worn 
only by the rich, then this character of wool is in effect a luxury 
and. should pay a duty accordingly. 

The distinguished Senator from Rhode Island in his opening 
address the other day, when touching upon the very point to 
which I have alluded, i pha that these very light fine Aus- 
tralian wools were of such a superior quality that they were 
essential to the American manufacturer for the production of cer- 


tain very fine We used to hear the argument a good while 
ago, not, however, from Republican sources, that these foreign 
wools were absolutely essential to manufacturers in this country 
because they were coarse and long and because they ed 
some other peculiar qualifications—that they were essential to 
mix with American wools. 

Isay that argument did not come from the Republican side, 
Now, however, it is intimated that these wools are necessary be- 
cause they are soft and fine and are required in the manufacture 
of very fine clothing. Isim lY desire in this connection to reit- 
erate what I have ady said, that if they are such they become 
luxuries, and they ought correspondingly to pay a higher rate of 
duty. Inany event, whatever the duty may be under the law, the 
manufacturer will be compensated by a multipleof the duty upon 
unwashed wool, whatever it may be. 

The average shrinkage of American merino, at a low estimate, 
is 663 per cent, although far Western and Texas wools will shrink 
more. It is, therefore, self-evident from the foregoing that if 
our saat shrinking wools are thus brought into competition with 
imported skirted wools that shrink only 50 per cent and less, and 
which pay Sag dius single unwashed duty of 11 cents per pound, 
the protective benefit to the American woolgrower is reduced just 
one-third, and is only 7} cents instead of 11, a loss to him of 3.38} 
cents per pound. And for every per cent of shrinkage below 50 
per cent there is a corresponding protective loss of a little over 
one-eighth of a cent, very many of these imported wools shrink- 
ing less than 50 per cent. 

Then, again, the process of skirting in effect ‘‘sorts” the wool 
and otherwise improves and perfects the fleece, thus saving the 
labor which would be necessary for that purpose, and still further 
increasing its value; and all these elements together combine to 
reduce the actual benefit to the home producer. 

Mr. President, I here wish to include in my remarks excerpts 
from statements made Py anumber of gentlemen, wool merchants 
and others, who are very familiar with the subject of skirted wools, 
among them Mr. W. B. Thornton, wool merchant, of Chicago, 
who is very pronounced in his demands for an increased duty on 
skirted wools, and who supports his demand with strong argu- 
ments; also John Consalus, a wool merchant of Troy, N. Y.; a 
Hon. John T. Rich, formerly governor of Michigan, a practical 
woolgrowerhimself. Governor Rich was a member of the commis- 
sion jen! peas in 1890 to examine and establish standard samples 
of wool for the use of the custom-house officials, and is therefore 
the best of authority upon the subject. 

I also wish to include a diagram which I have taken from the 
consular reports of 1892, and which was prepared for Hon. George 
H. Wallace, consul-general to Melbourne, Australia, by one of the 
most expert wool sorters in that country, a member of one of the 
largest wool firms in Australia. It explains fully the process of 
“skirting” as practiced in that country, and throws a clear light 
upon this whole question. As bearing directly upon the question 
0 yoat ee of Australian wools constitute ** rejections,” 
Ihave taken from the Australasian of April 3, 1897, which con- 
tains full reports of wool sales, a few quotations, showing the 
respective number of bales containing the different parts of the 
fleece. These quotations confirm Mr. Wallace's report in respect 
to the percentage of rejections. Lask leave to print them with my 
remar . 


Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, Chairman Senate Finance Committee: 


Sin: I have read im speech in explanation and defense of the tariff bill 
asamended by the Senate Finance Committee, and while willing to concede 
that to the general public that explanation and defense may seem fair and 
reasonable, to those who have become practically acquainted with the work- 
ings of wool tariffsand who have noted the intricacies of your proposed rates 
of duty, your argument will be regarded as sheer so; ^ 

Allow me to refer to one or two features of the bill. Australian skirted 
fleece, according to the manufacturers’ expert testimony, shrinks only 50 Peer 
cent in scouring, yet it takes, they claim, four pounds of it for one pound of 
goods—50 per cent lost in scouring and 50 per cent of the scoured lost in man- 
ufacturing. Mr. Aldrich, I know this claim is RS and so do you. 

You give the manufacturer on his pound of worth not less than one 
dollar, 9] cents. The wool that makes this pound of goods pays, on the un- 
washed basis, 4} cents per pound and no more. With a decline in foreign 
value of 4} cents, how much protection will our wool get? 

In third-class wools, your only object seems to be to make the term “carpet 
wool” so all-embracing as to include every kind of wool required by the man- 
ufacturer of clothing g. and admit it at only free-trade rates, thus 
allowing him to become entirely independent of the home product. You 
claim that the proposed duty of 8 cents will give the American wool- 
grower better protection than he has ever secured under any former 
tariff; that is, your 8 cents is better than the II cents of the law of '90, or 
the 13 cents of the law of '67, periods when foreign wool was much higher in 
price than now, and consequently less protection required. Yet ye argue 
that the lower the foreign price the more protection we get. Soif the for- 
eign article is so low in price that. notwithstanding the 8 cents duty, it can 
be im |, take ion of our market and ve us out, we still have 
“ better protection than ever.” 

The entire scheme is in the interest of the manufacturing trust and isa 
vile fraud on American ers. 

Yours, DAVIS COSSITT. 


ONONDAGA, N. V., 1897. 
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Percentage of 
les of rejec- 
Shipment. tions to bales 
of skirted 
wools, 
Shipment No. 1 
47.87 
Shipment No. . 
40.87 
Shipment No. 3 
43.96 
Shipment No. 44. 
40.50 
Shipment No. 55. 
47.90 


It must be borne in mind that the bales of ‘‘ rejections” weigh 
much more than the bales of skirted wool, as they are made up of 
the heaviest of the fleece; hence the percentage by weight is 

igher than by bales. 

wish to state that these tables which I have prepared, taken 
from this late number of that journal, completely bear out the 
statement made by Consul-General Wallace, which I have hereto- 
fore referred to. They show the percentage of the bales of re- 
jections "—that is, of the inferior portions of the fleece—in the 
whole number of bales. d 

SORTING. 

Mr. President, the practice of nueve d these wools in what is 
really a **sorted " condition is a matter that should appeal with 
peculiar force to the Republican members of this body, because it 


is alleged, and I believe with truth, that this practice deprives 
thousands of American wool sorters of employment. 

The evil would not be so glaring if the Government received 
any compensatory advantage in the way of increased revenue. 
But I have shown that it doesnot. I hayeshown that “skirting” 
and sorting“ are largely synonymous terms, and that both prac- 
tices, as carried on, are evasions of the law, and result in defraud- 
ing the Government of revenue, cheating the woolgrower out of 
his legitimate protection, and depriving American labor of em- 
ployment which rightfully belongs to it. U the subject of 
sorting there was much interesting testimony before the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. It was shown that 71,627,131 pounds of | 
wool were imported from Australia alone last year, the sorting 
and scouring of which would distribute among our own workin; 
pe $710,271. 1f all imported wools were sorted and ed 

ere, it would mean the distribution of millions of dollars among 
American workingmen which are now paid toforeigners, There- 
fore our policy should be to so frame the law as to induce the 
importation of wools in their unimproved condition. 

Among others, a Philadelphia wool sorter—a workingman— 
appeared before the committee, and this is what he said: 

How does this skirted wool affect the workingman who is a wool sorter? 
In this wise: Before skirted Australian was known I was paid $1 per hundred 
pounds for sorting Australian fleece. I have known men refuse and leave a 
MUR BU rand TTT 
the woo! washer from five to seven thousand s of this Skirted wool in 

asassorted wool 1t 


to be willing to pa 
Senate Document 
Mr. President, I think I have fully shown that the practice of 
permitting imported wools to come in “skirted” without the pay- 
ment of adequate increased duties is exceedingly detrimental, 
looked at from the protective as well as the revenue-producing 


Nore.—Skirting as practiced toevade the duty consists in cutting out of the | to Melbourne, in his special’ consular to the State Department on 
center of the fleece the ehoicest, most valuable part, equal to about | Australasian sheep and wool, August 5, gives a diagram of the Austral- 
one-half the fleece. Hon. George HL W. United States consul-general ! aaia fleece showing the extent of the skirting, as follows: i 

An Australian sorted fleece, 
/ 
ar A N 
laN a Na 
—— 1 — ent hed’ tesa 
- -aq 
Á * 
* * 
d * 
/ — * 
- 
I6 SS Te AS 
a n N x * 
i / D D 
E : £ Y 1 
I t 1 : 
' , [. 1 
I i 
t i — — —— 1 
-Q4-27-----L--27 Si ie eee 
s MD: PE 
P a I 1 ‘ * "M 
* i c i 1 N 
3 $9:6.- ts 
A [ H [ ! s 
— t t 1 U » 
3 i Y U ae 
„ Ea 
" I 1 r q at 
L 7 t V Y ` 
a i H t Y * 
I ~ E XL t Y X 
t i ' è 1 1 
t t 1 Li 
U e te 1 1 H t 
I t 1 : € r e H 
H - t ! 1 1 
1 ' ' 1 
| : 1 D r i 
` ` 1 1 1 I 
X 1 2 ' 1 4 
> 8 eas H a 
E Amy f LIA ^ 1 TT See ~~ 
E is H t Trans MI Ur e 1 Y tA Ne 
í i i — i 1 ` 
1 
S £f 8 
* U t i “4 1 
daes V r =- — t G 
* t Te ee ů du. Gi cus t ---7 1 + ^ 
Tus 1 + oh 
3 4 ^ & E 
ä 3 re 
@ Third pieces. e Belli 
b E ra f robes Dee: 
0 AP leece. 


First pieces (necks and skirts. 
d. Stained pieces. 


And he says, 


page 24: 
The greatest factor in determining the value per pound of a fleece of wool 


of the fleece: so the skirting, which originally consisted in removing only the 
stained portions, was pe Dh da 3 removed from the legs and 


FFC in being and it was [a strip around the whole outside of the fleece, which was called pieces. 
found the larger part of loss was sustained from —— or rim “There was alsoanother reason for this increased skirting in the trefoil bur, 
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standpoint, and that the complaint of the woolgrower that it de- 
frauds and robs him of his protection is a just complaint, and 
entitled to our earnest consideration. 

The argument of the manufacturers and importers touching 
this matter is founded largely upon estimates and figures of their 
own selection, made to suit the occasion, and not upon actual con- 
ditions as they exist in practice. But if the contention of the 
manufacturers that skirting does not increase the value of the 
imported fleece is correct, then it is pertinent to inquire, Why do 
they so strenuously epee an additional duty on skirted wools? 
If skirting is not an advantage: to them, why do they antagonize 
the woolgrower and deprive American labor of employment by 
insisting upon the proviso that skirted wools shall not be subject 
to an additional duty? Mr. Theodore Justice concedes that skirt- 
ing increases the value 1 cent per pound, and following his sug- 
gestion the Senate subcommittee have offered an amendment 
providing for an additional duty of 1 cent per pound on skirted 


which was introduced from South America. This spread over many of the 
runs, and being a low-growing plant, became attached to the fleece when the 

sheep lay down. The presence ot this bur decreased the value of the wool in 

which it was found 2d. (4 cents) per pound, and the practice grew into always 
removing burry portions. As this practice was extended to a greater or less 
degree, there was obtained a third sort of wool for market. But the spirit 
of rivalry among both breeders and woolgrowers brought abouta still greater 
amount of ‘skirting,’ and the neck bein htly coarser wool was torn 
trom the fleece and added to the pieces. The odds and ends and swespings 
were sacked separately and called ‘locks.’ The custom of the Melbourne 
market in 1860 was to put up the entire clip from any one station and sell as 
one lot, including all fleeces, bs, pieces, and locks. The price at which it 
sold was so much per pound for the fleeces and lambs’ wool, two-thirds of 

such price for the pieces, and one-half of the same for the locks. E 

All wool at this time was washed on the sheep's back. To-day at shearing 
the sorter is often a mr paid man, who has been educa: in a millin 

England, is an adept in (1) classitying, (2) soruna, and (3) judging wool. 

His skill is such that the fleece after g through his hands is, as stated 

in the Manufacturer, published in Philadelphia, January 2, 1892: 

“so well skirted on the station as to n no sorting at the mill, and the 

shrinkage is reduced from 48 to 52 per cent." 

* * Inthemarket of Melbourne it has been the rule of buyers for the 
American mills to refuse all wools which show à shrinkage of much, if any, 
over 52 per cent, and this action has no doubt had much to do with continu- 

ing and even increasing the amount of skirting and sorting done." 


A .in his article of the January, 1897, number of the Quarterly 
Bulletin of the National Wool Growers’ Association, page 18, says: 

“Tt has been asserted, and never contradicted, that unwashed Australian 
wool has been imported so manipulated in the processes of skirting and sort- 
ing, or, as our law exp it, 'ski wool as now and heretofore prac- 
Lesion Uy to be clean enough to go on the cards without any washing—wool 

out an 72 
A Troy, N. Y., wool merchant, John Konsalus, says 
“I consider wools that are ‘skirted’ worth fully 20 per cent more than 
d. e 

“The merino wools of South America and Cape of Good Hope sbrink in 
scouring an average of 67 per cent; the Australian imported into this country 
only from 42 to 50 per cent. 

"Yr all wools Szep Australian should be made dutiable at 10 cents per 
unwashed pound, the Australian should pay 15 cents; and if the duty on 
others be 12 cents, Australian should be 17 cents.” 

Another wool merchant, William H. B. Thornton, of Chicago, in a letter 
published in the Inter-Ocean of March 15, 1897, says: 

l. There is very little merino wool from Australia that comes into this 
country unskirted. The wool skirted is Here blind used by importers so 

_ as to bring in sorted wool, which was intended 


the McKinley Act of 1890 to 
: Average sheet, 


Flock. 


st 
Flock stud ewe weaners. 
Old stud crawlers 


combing. | combing. 


wools. "This isan admission that the skirting process does enhance 
the value, but a 1 cent per pound penalty is utterly inadequate to 
equalize the difference. 

Mr. Justice makes a much larger allowance for rejections than 
the manufacturers, but he falls into the same error of computing 
the shrinkage of the rejections on the basis of the shrinkage of the 
whole fleece, whereas, in fact, under a tariff, it is very much more. 
Then, again, his allowance of one-fifth in weight for skirting is too 
little, as practical woolgrowers all know, and as the Australian 
statistics prove. Another common error in the computations of 
those who oppose an additional duty on skirted wools is that they 
allinsist upon taking into the calculation the percentage of shrink- 
age and value of the rejections. I maintain, however, that this has 
nothing to do with the question, so far as the American woo!grower 
is concerned. The rejections or skirtings are not brought here 
when there is a tariff on wool in force, and therefore do not come 
into competition with the domestic product. 


pay a double duty. What wools were admitted under that act as skirted 
was a subterfuge to deceive the producer of wool Any Australian merino 
wools unskirted would bring in Boston or the Chicago market 5 or 6 cents per 
ponad more than any American merino that is grown east of the Mississippi 

iver; or. in other words, Australian merino unskirted, ing X aud above, 
would sell in the markets mentioned at about 19 to 20 cents in the grease, 
while for American merino we could only realize 13 to 14 cents for the same 
quality of stock in the grease, or, as termed, unwashed. 

2. There would be about the same difference in value between Australian 
and American delaine unwashed merino if the former came in unskirted. 

3. Australian merino, unwashed, that comes in skirted is simply sorted 
wool in disguise, and, if combing stock, there is a difference in prices between 
this choice unwashed merino product from A ia and American un- 
washed merino as produced east of the Mississippi River of the same grade 
and classificatoin as sold in the Boston market at 10 to 13 cents per pound. 
These are facts which defy contradiction. It shows conclusively with what 
pernicious reasoning large Eastern manufacturersare trying to delude those 
representing Western interests. * * * 

Think ofit! Australian unwashed skirted merino staple woolin Boston sells 
from 24 to 28 cents per pound in the grease, while American unwashed wools 
of merino blood only bring from 14 to 15 cents per pound, also in C deca 

e editorial in the New York Weekly Tribune, of February 17, 1897, prop- 
erly says: 

“The skirting clause [of the McKinley act of 1890] was made the means of 
defeating the plain per of the law to a large extent." 

Here is what was said by Hon. John T. Rich, governor of Michigan, in an 
ME tothe National Woolgrowers' Association at Chicago, September 28, 


The Fifty-first Congress (1890) enacted a law which was intended to give 
raw woola fair measure of protection against foreign competition. Like the 
race between the safe manufactur d the! lars is the race between 
tariff lawmakers and tariff lawbreakers, and it takes some years after un 
new law is passed before it is finally settled by Department decisions jus: 
what the law really provides. So far as the fine-wool interests are concerned 
what is known as the ‘skirting clause’ has proven to be the weakest part of 
the fence. Section 383 carefully provides against the sorting of wool to 
avoid the duty, but after having done this a proviso is inserted ‘ that skirted 
wools as now imported are hereby excepted.’ The effect of this proviso is 
to let in wool worth quee as much as Ohio washed fleece at a duty of only 
zs — per ponas. when, if it came in whole fleeces, washed, it would pay 

cen r pound.’ i 

The fo! lowing table is taken from the published statement of the Boonoke 
Ranche, or Station, in the Riverina section, Australia, and gives all the details 
of skirting and sorting, showing number of sorts“ to be 110. The lighter 

1 d MEN clip were bought for a number of years for export to the 

n 


Boonoke. 1888. 
First Second 


Cut. qr. Ib. | Cut. qr. tb. | Cut. gr. Ib. | Cut. gr. Ib Number. | Lbs. oz. 
77 AE ture nen Na ERE s E EROS SEERA 2A 0 17| 12 9| i4 0 15 210 0 19 23,539 2,0077 11 6i 
DC NT „% 3518 ee] Be) fel 5i 
Single stud ewe weaners... P ] Si 
y 2 0 16| 29 2 3 27 0 A| 25 1 3 O71 3, 708 R4. 
FF 3 3 1 1212| 31 0| 422 9.90 617 8 a 
13 1 933] 12 3 13| 14 1 13| 130 0 5 14, 565 1.05 13 
3 0 4| W 2 16| 3 3 22| 486 2 21 54, 500 5, 642 9 1 
41 1 20] 33 1 26| 30 0 2| i5 8 13 58, 897 6, 206 9 7 
16 2 4| 20 3 4| 2 8 3| 2:321 26, 652 2.850 9 
103 1| 14 127| 11 1 6| 167 1 17 18, 749 2, 582 7 
AETR E EN Vos AT E a BE ME NECS A E A 33 6| 5216| 3 3 18| 600 5 6,837 373| 18 
eec ret E TUM aaa aa A INSEL EL CR 209 1 15 207 3 11 178 1 15 2,671 8 25 299,201 30, 313 9 14 
„q ee EG Vest Tet ert Ce ee A 0777 ECT uoSSLNMENIRCU osse UR ETIN 
27, Consular Report on Australian Sh and Wool, ent of State, August, 1892. 


The above shows the skirted portion to be 47. 


per cent and the “rejections " or skirtings " 52.59 per cent. 
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Diagram illustrating the experience with four tariff laws. demonstrating that the flocks always decreased when duties were not above 
10 cents per pound and increased when they were over 10 cents per pound, 


Ist Division, . S Division, 
Law 1867 „ Law 1890. 
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PROTECTIVE BENEFIT TO WOOLGROWERS UNDER HOUSE AND SENATE RATES 
AND LAW OF 1890. 

I submit herewith an elaborate table PON by Mr. Justice, 
showing the actual protective benefits which the woolgrowers re- 
ceived under the McKinley law, and what they would receive 
under the Senate amendment of 8 cents on first-class unwashed 
wool. This table shows that with a duty of 8 cents, as proposed 
by the Senate amendment, the increase in price of Ohio XX 
washed wool would be only 84 cents per pound, whereas it should 
be 16 cents. It shows that on far Western wools the increase 
would be but about 5 cents on the average; and when we consider 
the increased cost of getting Western wools to market we find 
that the protection under the Senate amendment would be reducea 
to 24 cents per pound, which is worse than no protection at all. 
If the woolgrower had no protection, he would go out of the wool- 
growing business and give up at once rather than try to struggle 
along under an alleged protective duty, which is utterly inade- 
quate, which simply enables him tolive along, struggle along, and 
eventually become pt. : 

The table referred to is as follows: 

The following is an estimate of the increase in price, or protection benefit, 
on nineteen of domestic wool that would result from a duty of 
8 cents per pound, as proposed by the Finance Committee of the Senate, to- 
gether with the protective benefit that resulted from 11 cents per pound duty 
under the law of 1890, and that which would have resulted with the same 
conditions under the 10-cent duty of the law of 1883 and under the 12}-cent 
duty of the law of 1867. This clearly demonstrates that Senator ALDRICH 
Was Y much mistaken when he stated that the reduction of xdi ud 
cent in the duties provided for by the Senate amendments to the House bill 
would give a p ve benefit to the woolgrower equal to 10 or 20 per cent 
more t; that received by him at the time of the passage of any previous 


tarifflaw. 'This table shows tbat the House rates on wool of the t and 
second classes should be restored without any hesitation whatever: 


Protective benefit resulting 
from increase in prices 
caused by a duty of— 


* L-] Li 
82 BE |B. |89 
m S | Se 
Grade. PB m La $4 
gen n BY 
2 2 238 Zp 32 
BiE BS 
SZE 888 Ls EAS 
P3 =| = o 


ni 
LI 
s X BL Oe 
T T 9 1 
7 a Hi m 
fine, k 73 FT ve 
Texas, Utah, OC and Montana average 5 d e 8i 
fine, shrink 70 per cent 5 8 7 9 
, Utah, Oregon, and M. 
AE 65 per cent 5p 8 ves 9 
dium, shrink 60 per cent 6 9 81 10} 
Ohio XX scoured ......... 20; 28 251 311 
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Utah, Oregon, and Montana low me- im 5 Er x 
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Texas, Utah Oregon, and Montana coarse . 
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The protective benefit of the House bill (McKinley law) was about 37} per 
cent higher than the Senate amendments (proposed). 2 


PROTECT THE WOOL SORTERS.—WHY ROB AMERICAN LABORERS? 

Theodore Justice has said : 

While it is true that the skirting of wool has deprived 20,000 American wool 
sorters of employment, it is a ee that marks an advance in the method of 
marketing wool and benefits the buyer of wool, just as the invention of a 
[eder tere deprived hundreds of sewing women of employment, but 
benefits mankind. It is in the march of improvement.—Turif Hearings, 


page 1570. 
The march of improvement —“ benefits the wool buyer!" How about 
the woolgrower? How about the wool sorters? The wool buyers object to 
qoot am 1 to 20,000 American wool sorters, do they! Senate Docu- 
ment No. , pril 14, 1897, page 97. 
WHY WOOL SORTERS DO NOT APPEAL TO CONGRESS. 

Judge William Lawrence suggested to a prominent wool sorter that he 
procure from wool sorters a petition to Congress asking for increased duties 
on skirted wool. Here is his answer. 


Hon. W. LAWRENCE. 


FEBRUARY 24, 1897. 
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second class at the single or unwashed rate of uer This con- 
cession was granted to the manufacturers in the t 

for the purpose of aiding and encouraging the worsted industry, 
but the necessity for this exemption from the payment of a just 
duty has long since passed. The improvements in machinery and 
in methods have placed the worsted menufacturers upon an equal 
footing with all others, and to-day there is not a single good rea- 
son which can be advanced why they should enjoy this bonus at 
the expense of the woolgrowers. 


gift of 12 cents a pound Saty on second-class washed wool to the 


most earnest and forcible protest, signed by fifty firms of woolen 
manufacturers and spinners of Philadelphia, against the injustice 
done them by giving the worsted manufacturers this unfair advan- 
ta 


stop to read it, 


against this inequality in rates and the injustice done the wool- 
growers and the favoritism shown the worsted manufacturers. 


STATEMENT SUBMITTED BY THE WOOLEN MANUFACTURERS AND SPINNERS 


JUNE 4, 


SECOND-CLASS WASHED GOODS. 
Mr. MANTLE. Icome now to another very objectionable and 
unjust provision, which has been found in every wool tariff from 
1267 to this time. Irefer to the admission of washed wools of the 


instance 


But it is not alone the woolgrowers who now object to this free 


worsted manufacturers. I find on page 1608 of Tariff Hearings a 


over them. 
ask that that protest be printed with my remarks. I shall not 
t is a very forcible and most emphatic protest 


The paper referred to is as follows: 


OF PHILADELPHIA, PA. 
PHILADELPHIA, January 11, 1897. 


Committee on Ways and Means: 


The tariff act of 1890, otherwise known as the McKinley bill, it has been 
stated before your committee, was satisfactory to the woolen manufacturers. 
We do not sg consider it. Having had experience under its operation, we have 
found that it discriminates inst us, 

nature of our fabrics is such that we have to compete in our markets 
with fabrics and cloth manufactured of worsted. We would fully 
call your attention to the following statement of facts relating to the opera- 
tion of the act of 189) as to wi goods: 

In Schedule K, the classification of wools: Class No. 1, E wools, and 
class No. 2, combing wools, are the only classes of woois in which the woolen 
manufacturers are vi' concerned, The term “woolen manufacturer” 
here is understood to mean the production of woolen goods HIM cerning 

what is terme 


unwashed being 11 cents per pound; washed, 22 cents pound; 
siio ded eee Class No. 2 being divided into treo client, 
washed, scoured; the duty upon unwashed and washed, 12 


cents per 

pound; scoured, three times the duty upon unwashed. v 
We desire to call r attention to the fact of the manifestly unjust dis- 
advantage under which the woolen manufacturer was laboring on account 


rye 2 upon ewe 
ETN 


acturer, 

The intent of the being the protection of all industries, and the labor- 
ers dependent upon said industries, by the just and 8 evying of the 
duties, by the example as cited previously, the conclusion must be that there 
is a radical injustice being done to the grower of the combing wool or the 
consumer of the ed clothing wool, to the advantage of the worsted man- 
ufacturer and to the detriment of the consumer of poor The advantage of 
the worsted manufacturer in obtaining his wools at relatively lower rates of 
duty enables him to manufacture his goods and place the same upon the 
rie arenon aprice that precludes the successful competition of the woolen 
manufacturer, 

While we do not desire to antagonize either the mo orthe worsted 


class 

duties to which objection is here made, and would also sim. 
plify the schedule. k 

The Leicester Mills Company (Incorporated), woolen knit goods 

and yarns, Germantown, P. elphia, Wilson H. Brown, 

treasurer: Joseph Scatchard Sons, yarns, Germantown, Phila- 

delphia; E. M. Cope & Co., underwear manufacturers, Ger- 

mantown, Philadelphia; J. Randall & Bro., manufacturers of 

rns, Germantown, Philadelphia; George Pebudy, manufac- 

urer of knit goods, Germantown, Philade I J h Fling's 

Sons, yarns, Germantown, Philadelphia; W. Greer, 

Germantown, goods; J. & B. Allen, Germantown, yarns and 

goods; Samuel Wood, Germantown, yarns; Hamill & Co., Ger- 

mantown, yarns and goods; Cruyens, Button & Co., German- 

town, manufacturing yarns; David Barrows & Son, manufac- 

turing yarns; A. Pla! Son, yarns, Manayunk; ATEM G. 

Rice, yarns and ovp sd 

brics, 

hosiery, Philadelphia; Thos. 

Philadelp ia; Beswick & 


arns; Henry B. Farrell, yarns: Jonathan Ring & 
Henry Grant & Bon, yarns: H. P. 
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3 w Soe pros , yarns, Philadelph: 


turers, Adams and Em - 
J. EN. Laudenberger & Co., knit ; Credential Manu- 
pha: TN — hosiery manuf: — Manufac- 


turing Company, w and worsted 
J. Levis Moore, Jno. G. Canuth & Co., goods; Wa . Gardner, 
: John Dalton & Co., yarns and A. Erskine, 
m. Rhodes & Son, manui acturers of woolen shawls; À. Oli- 
2. ĩͤ vb 
mpany, gh avenue an over; W. un 
ORALS od Huntingdon, manufacturers of hosiery; Chas. M. 
McClond & Co., yarn manufacturers. 


Mr. MANTLE. The effect of this discrimination against the 
woolen manufacturer is as follows: He imports 100 pounds of un- 
washed clothing wool of the eee class, shrinking oper cent, upon 
which, under the House rate, 5 a duty of 811 and from 
which he gets 50 pounds of scou: 

On theother hand, the worsted manufacturer imports 100 pounds 
of washed wool of the second class, which shrinks only 25 per cent, 
upon which he paysa duty of 312 and from which he gets 75 pounds 
of scoured wool. Thus, by the payment of only $1 more duty, he 

ets 25 pounds more of clean wool; or, in other words, he gets, on 
epaymentof 12 cents in duty, what costs his compe titor 163 cents. 

Its effect on the woolgrower is, however, far more disastrous, 
for the reason that 16,000,000, or nearly 50 per cent, of the sheep in 
the United States, are producing crossbred wools with which 
these imported washed second-class wools come into direct com- 
petition. Imay state that this estimate is based upon the judg- 
ment of woolgrowers and wool merchants who are very f. 
with the character of the domestic product. 

Our wool ct last year was 272,000,000 pounds, and it is 


therefore safe to assume that at least 100,000, pounds of this 
is of a character that competes directly with the imported washed 
second-class wools. 

The second-class washed wools from Canada and the United 
Kingdom Ug only 25 per cent, while the domestic crossbreds 
shrink full 
Michigan, 


50 per cent. The woolgrowers of Ohio, Indiana, 
tucky, Illinois, Wisconsin, Iowa, New York, West 


Table showing scoured wool values of wool in 
ences Of samme, scoured wool duties, d eie — in the United i 
each year, 1880 to January 1, 1895. 
[Compiled from official sources.] 


49: | 90.208 | 40,705,900 
.42) .958 | 43,576,889 
E :358 | 45,016, 25 
135 :30 | 49,237,291 
En 130 | 50,626, 628 
1301 [30 | 50,300,213 
E 130 | 49,322,331 
131 130 | 44,750,514 
128 130 | 43,544,720 
123 130 | 42,599,079 
En 190 | 44,398,072 
2301 :83 | 43,431,136 
199 233 | 44,908,305 
— :33 | 47,273,553 
15 188 | 45,048,017 


It takes 3 pounds of un washed wool to yield 1 pound of scoured or clean 

wool. a Sot daty on = pound of unwashed merino wool being 11 cents, the 

wool in Boston, in order to secure to the American wool- 

Nove ine the fall protective duty intended by the law, should be 33 cents more 

the London price. By reference to the foregoing table, Arn pet it 

will be seen that under Md cKinley law the 3 in the t ices— 

London and Boston—steadil zd iid ess, until in 1894 it was only. cents, 

Tn — . tho gi d 1 cents per pound on unwashed merino wool 
win 


Statement of Ang & Avery, wool dealers: 


NEW YORK, July 24, 1893. 
B. N. D. NonTH, Esq., Boston. 


DEAR SIR: Your favor of the 215t instant is received, inclosing proof slip 
of the letter and tables prepared by us s iei i for the Senate Finance 
Committee, with the request to make the calculations with which said letter 
concludes, based upon the prices of Ohio fine washed fleeces and Port Phillip 
(Australian) good average grease as these prices stood July 1, 1899. 

Continuing that same basis of calculation, we reach the following result, viz: 

Naps fine washed fleece costing 24 cents July 1, 1893, and shrinking 55 per 

costs 531 cents per scoured pound. 

Part Phillip good average grease, costin: — an July 1, 1893, 18 cents, 

and also g 55 per cent, costs in the States, duty and charges 
paid, 67} cents per P aconred pound, as follows: i 


or 67} cents per scoured pound. 

Cost in London, 40 cents per scoured nd. 

The difference between 531 cents and 40 cents. or 13} cents, is the amount 
by which the price of Ohio fine scoured wool is enhanced se of the duty 
and charges. This. on fine Ohio, shrinking 55 per cent, is equivalent to 6 cents 
in the washed condition. 

If we assume the duty of 11 cents per pound removed, and take the prices 


Bub, iow peer Pennsylvania, who grow what are known as the mut- 
ton breeds of sheep. are the ones who suffer chiefly from this un- 


ee competition, which practically reduces their protection one- 


The imports of second-class washed wools for the year ending June 30, 1896, 
were 47505 20,818, valued at $3,509,736. 


Pounds. | Value. 


Fromthe United Bae Cee 8 shrinking25 per cent HU 
From the Dominion of Canada, shrinking 25 per cent ..... 
From Argentina (havior SUPINKARS) Sonia spo rrano 2 218,015 14. 
From other countr 2, 160, 438 


This is — to 20,000,000 pounds of American crossbred wool shrink- 
ing 50 per cent. 


CLASSIFICATIONS. 


Much dissatisfaction also existed nep ores over the 
classifications of the law of 1890, the belief among them being 
that, owing to defective descriptions , many varieties of wools 
from Europe, Asia, and Africa which properly belon in the 
first class were passed through the custom-house as class, 
thus avoidin, ihb higher rate of duty. 

The diffi , however, in this r , Was not wholly due to 
the faulty classifications of the law. Some of it had arisen ont of 
the fact that since the passage of that law changing fashions and 
aen he gi processes of manufacture have m it possible to 

ize many of these low-grade wools in the manufacture of 
textiles other than carpets. Hence many of these wools have to 
all intents and p 5 become clothing wools. 

In the House an attempt has been made to correct these 
defects in former classifications, and to remove the causes of com- 
plain by transferring to the first ae some of the wools which 

ve heretofore been included in class 3 


ONS Eee EMI Cann Ee TOI d , 1893, as the basis of another calcu- 


fine-washed fleece cos 24 cents and 55 t 
a oost Ui conta, and ting shrinking 55 per cent gives 


C „„ .1900 


harasses shrinking 55 per cen ch cost of bags —.— 
Sara QUEE ES HUE. Pact TENUN Ores oe — 

more; Ses it — — month cosh inasmuch — 2 "iS 

Sacked eece is not skirted, an T by increased over that of 

Fort Phillip at leat cents per scoured pound, in Gur on. 8 

ence of, say, pound is, on fine 

equivalent to abon abont Eq pbs moe M per pound: in the nens condition. seas 

g * 


Yours truly, 
E MAUGER & AVERY. 


Philip. m pee * - a the 3 New York le toe win M 
on price, 18 cen „an 
date, of Ohio unwashed merino, conta, TE s 


The effect of the 11 cents 8 uty then was: 
) It gave — wo Donant -to Ohio unwashed merino. 


) It gave to Ohio washed, shrinking 55 tin scouring, a protective 
benefit ET cents per o washed, shrinking ae ere 
(3) On scoured Ohio merino the ie sa benefit was abont 12 cents. 


The foregoing results are verified by the statement of the Government in 
the Treasury Department, as as follows. in answer to the inquiry from William 


Lawrence: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., January 11, 1397. 
Srn: Please answer for use before the Committee on Ways and Means in 
Congress on the following facts the questions thereto aj Án egre The value 
8 the grease de on Sie HIE mot te will yia in 
Australian un Marino; asiaportad shrinks sin scouring 
pee ee Pr 50 per cent. Ohio merino un 
been demonstrated by 
C Scie Pt eats UR CE anu EI p npe 
ve bene 6 cen com n 
: E, pe as conditions and 
we m is the protective benefit to an unwashed pound of such Ohio 
no 
2. What is the protective beneflt to a pound of scoured wool? 
ANSWER. 
Assuming that the price of such Australian Port Philli: 8 Jul: 
L d: 1 cents per pound. and 2 8 rom in o. tee 94 cenis per 
poun en, owing erent shrinkage W. —— 
several stages of the wool would be as follows: — : 


Boston 
ive 
. (Ohio). benefit. 


Cents. Cents. 3 


36 12 


JOSEPH S. McCOY, 
Government Act 


Jos. S. McCoy, Esq., Government Actuary. 
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In the report accompanying the House bill from the Ways and 
Means Committee I find the following: 

The wool and woolen schedule is substantially that of the tariff of 1890, 
except that a few kinds of wool classed under that and previous acts as 
carpet wools, which have been largely used for clothing purposes and whose 
use for a purpose not intended by the old cation has caused much irri- 
b MORE woolgrowers, have been transferred from third-class to first- 

woo. 

It will be observed that the House report confirms the claim of 
the woolgrowers that these cheap third-class wools have been 
largely used for clothing purposes. 

I find on examination that six varieties of wool have been trans- 
ferred from class 3 to class 1, as follows: 

1. Bagdad wool; 

2. China wool; 

3. Castel Branca; 

4. Adrianople skin wool or buther's wool; 

b. Egypt: and 

6. Morocco. 

According to a London wool circular of last December the 
average value of these six classes was 15.66 cents per pound. 

d, however, quoted in the same circular six other varieties 
of third-class wools of the same kind, which it is asserted can be 
used for clothing purposes, the average price being 14,8 cents per 
pound, and still fifteen more of the same grade or character, the 
average price of which is 15.23 cents per pound. I also find in 
the same circular eight varieties of unwashed merino wools, the 
average price of which is only 123 cents porous, showing that 
there are more than twenty kinds of third-class wools of very 
light shrinkage, the value of which is from 2 to 21 cents per pound 

her in the London market than un washed merino wools. 
anufacturers will not, of course, buy American or other merino 
wools under a duty of 8 or 11 cents per pound whenever they can 
supplant them with these third-class wools, shrinking only a quar- 
ter as much, and get them in at a duty of 32 per cent ad valorem, 
or 4 cents per pound specific, 

In this view of the matter, therefore, it appears that the trans- 
fer of six classes of third-class wools to the first-class by the House 
bill will not result in much relief to the woolgrower in the way 
of removing this character of competition, since there is a wide 
field not enumerated from which the manufacturer and importer 
may still select. Not only this, but it is asserted by experts on 
wools who are familiar with the practice in the customs depart- 
ment that the specific mention by name in class 1 of such wools 
as Bagdad,“ ‘‘Morocco,” China lambs’ wool," *Adrianople 
skin wool," and Castel Branca,” will operate inferentially to 
exclude a great many wools of the same character which are 
grown in contiguous localities, and that therefore the change in 
classification, while designed to benefit the woolgrower, will in 
8 as has so often been the case before, actually result in 

is injury. 

"This is the opinion of Hon. E. A. Greene, who was the president 
of the commission appointed in 1890 to examine and classify stand- 
ard samples of wools for use in the Government custom-houses. 
There is no better authority than Mr. Greene, and this is what he 
says upon the subject: 


It isa mistake to mention Morocco or Adrianople wools in the first class; 
they have never been anything else under any bill and by naming them 
8 leaves an opportunity to get in other African and Turkish 
wools as third class. 


Mr. Green's opinion is that all European wools (with two excep- 
tions) and all wools from Turkey in Asia and from Africa should 
be included in the first class, where they properly belong, and in 
this opinion he is joined by Mr. Justice. 

The same objection lies against the classification of goat hair. 
“Angora goat" is especially mentioned in the second class, and 
thus a large number of mohairs of practically the same quality as 
Angora will be excluded if this designation is permitted to stand. 
Mr. Green says, in a letter to Judge William Lawrence: 


2225 TRINITY PLACE, PHILADELPHIA, March 30, 1897. 

My DEAR JUDGE: * I wish we could haveaduty on wool of 15 cents, 
but the people will not stand it; therefore whatever is settled on I want to 
see the law so there wil be noevasion. Herdwick isa wool raised in York- 
shire. There are third-class wools in Holland, Germany, Austria, Portu 
Spain, and Italy, but advantage has been in the past taken of the classifica- 
tion to bring in second-class wools as third from Germany and Holland. 
Donskoi is essentially a carpet wool, very stiff, and is a necessity. No duty 
would ever lead to its being wn here, but many third-class wools can be, 
and if they were it would help the Merino and English blood sheepmen. 

Itis said that the Herdwick is as good mutton as the best Down. They are 
hardy and could be raised to advantage on our Northern land, and many Asi- 
atic wools could be grown to advantagein the States and Territories I have 
before named. What I mean by excluding European third-class wools is by 
adding to the first-class ri. oh os also all native European wools, except 
Black-face Highland,and Donskoi. Also all native African wools. This con- 
fines third e to Asia and South American. * * * 1 do not think it 
would hurt carpet men with compensating duties to have a high rate on wools, 
but they are afraid that it can not be gotten through. It it did, it would bring 
& big revenue to the Government. 

Sincerely, yours, EDWARD A. GREENE. 


PHILADELPHIA, 2225 TRINITY PLACE, April 1, 1897. 
My DEAR JUDGE: * * + Castel Branca has been third class. Butchers’ 
woolis commercially known as Kassapbutaleteca—Turkish for butcher; with 
the exception of coarsest grade, was class under McKinley bill. You can 


not be too extreme to suit me, but we must keep so the le will not kic 

The public think sheep require no care, and wool duty pA oor dil ee ti 
favor. Only a few days ago a Republican said to me, “I think it an outrage 
to puta duty on wool; it requires no labor." And he was astonished when I 
showed him that the percentage of labor cost was greater in wool than many 


kinds of goods. 
Sincerely, yours, EDWARD A. GREENE. 
Another apparent inconsistency in the classification is that, 
while “China lamb’s” wool is placed in the first class, all other 
China wools are relegated to the third class, A practical wool- 
grower can any understand why a lamb’s wool; being much 
softer and finer, should command a higher price than the fleece 


from a matured animal, but he fails utterly to comprehend how 


the fleece from the same individual sheep, which pays a duty of 
11 cents this year, can so change its nature and character as to be 
admitted at a duty of from 2 to 4 cents next year. He knows full 
well that no such sudden metamorphosis can possibly occur in an 
American sheep in so brief a time, and he naturally wonders what 
reasons influenced the committee in making this remarkable clas- 
sification. 

I mention these objections for the purpose of showing the neces- 
sity of amending the pro d bill in these important particulars, 
so that the purpose of the law will not again be defeated in its 


administration. 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE LAW. 

It must be borne in mind that in the administration of the cus- 
toms laws the importer is always upon the ground to defend his 
interests and protect his claim. The wool importers are largely 
aliens, they owe no allegiance to this country. They are here 
simply for the purpose of HM money. As a rule, they are 
possessed of great influence, which they do not hesitate to bring 
to bear whenever doubtful questions are to be passed upon by 
custom-house officials. 

But while the importer is on the ground, ready to take advan- 
tageof every technicality which the wording of the law may afford, 
the woolgrowers, who have such a vital interest in the question, 
are scattered all over the United States. They are upon their 
farms and ranches looking after their flocks and herds, and have 
no special agent to protect their interests. They must rely en- 
tirely upon the Government agents at New York, Boston, and 
Philadelphia. These officials are men of the strictest integrity. 
Their honesty is not questioned. 

But when weconsider the magnitude of the transactions involved 
in the business of importing wools, the wide latitude left for the 
exercise of the judgment of the Government inspectors, and reflect 
that the pressure is all from one side, it is not a matter of surprise 
that in the general administration of the law the importer always 
gets the benefit of the doubt. It is wise, therefore, to profit b 
pant experience and remove as far as possible all ambiguities an 
oubtful phrases from the classification clauses of the pending bill, 
Wool imports for 1895-96—One year. 


Articles and countries. 


Wools, hair of the camel, 
pont, alpaca, and other 


e animals, and manu- 
factures of: 
VOL clothing (tres) | Pounds 

ass 1, clo — E 

m 7,884, 860 

1,645 

6, 553, 133 

392, 605 

32,013 

4,204 

n 84, 503 

nited Kingdom 56, 403, 900 
Dominion of Canada— 
Nova Scotia, New 

Brunswick, etc .... 828, 074 

quem. Ontario, etc. 692, 082 

ritish Columbia.... 126,267 

MGKIG0 C rtr err ey 95,334 

West Indies—British.. 1,053 

Danish.. 484 

5,868 

6,128,552 

64,926 

1,598, 911 

473 

166,943 

8, 077,576 

20, 252 28 

367 

waiian Islands 211,617 

British Africa ......... 8, 102, 257 

French Africa ......... 21,190 
TOT in Africa— 


1897. 


Wool imports for 1895-96—One year—Continued. 


Ad valo- | Ad valo- 
Value 


per 
pound. 


miva- uiva- 
lent or 9 lent of 12 


tet alpaca, and other 


factures of—Continu 
Unmanuf; 
Cham E coming (free) | -Pounda: 
„ combing — 

br 85,593 
Denmark .. 6,945 
France.. 545,934 
Germany 11,043 
taly .....-- 214 
Turkey in Europe..... ,490 
W 6, 505, 645 


3888888884  EHuz32E 


Brunswick, etc .... 22,316 4, 
Gucbee, Ontario, eto. 3,780,333 780, 
" ritish Columbia á RE ux 
rgentina -| 3,273, 
SA 26,265 S 
:::. ILE T rus lue ser e 
East Indies—British... 80, 077 6, 
Turkey in Asia 430, 624 201, 
British A 133,081 110 E Peat . Veteres 
tish Africa......... 51,114 . ESEN 
All other Africa...... 26,070 77775751 
Dol 756,918 | 3, 500, 79 —— 4 5 
Class 3, e ied (free)— 
Austria-Hungary ..... 293,948 90, 299 
Belgium ............... 1,990,208 | 147,842]? 11.4 
Denmark 68, 826 11, 662 
. 180,653 | 668,307 10.8 
Germany .............. 557,195 1508,989.1-10:18 1-7 EIL 
IOS a A RUMP 83,168 SCC 
Russia, Baltic, etc..... 469,051 | 447,807 
Russia, Black Sea 471,988 | ORR SID AS 7 |o nr REE 
6 938,324 4,995 eee 
Switzerland ...... 142, 988 13,674 |....... 
Turkey in Europe 062,343 | 505,097 
ni Ls gro LAUR 998, 444 | 3,271,652 
A— 
British Columbia. 210 16 
Mexito. uui zou 500 24 
West Indies— British. 1,418 III aoan s 
Argentina 925 bet 1 2289.07 
rgentina ] " 4| 90 [......-.-.]--.....--- 
Brazil... 184, 422 11,594 
Chile.... 839,229 | 136,514 
Ecuador 14,249 1,016 19 Ang 
Le 37,385 4,556 
Venezuela ............. 2,520 104 
FC 537,480 | 1,600,230 
East Indies—British .. - 43, 160 3,115 
Turkey in Asia 015,811 | 471,704 
tish Africa 96,070 9, 555 
Turkey in Africa— : 
33 55061 ee 
All other Africa 83,359 


This table shows that the great bulk of the imports of wools of 
class 1 come from the United Kingdom, British Australasia, 
British Africa, and South America, in the order named. The 
value of those from British Africa and South America is much 
lower than the others, due principally to their heavier shrinkage. 
It must be remembered, however, that the above imports were 
under free wool. Under a protective tariff the value of all these 
woolsas imported will be increased by skirting, sorting, and other- 
wise cleaning, as far as can ibly be done in order to reduce 
the shrinkages, and thus avoid the payment of duty. Of course 
as their value is thus increased the ad valorem equivalent of the 
specific rate of duty will be lowered. And what is true of wools 
of class 1 is also true of class 2. 

The bulk of wools of class 3 come from the United Kingdom, 
China, South America, Turkey, and Russia. An examination of 
the above statistics, together with the testimony of Mr. Edward A. 
Green, chairman of the commission which selected the standard 
samples of wool for the Government customs-houses, and other 
competent authorities will, I think, show that the transfer of the 
six classes referred to in the House report will be of but slight 
advantage to the home grower, as but a comparatively small 
quantity is involved. 

By far the simplest, most effective, and most equitable method 
of treating third-class wools is to place a single rate of duty upon 
them without any dividing line of value, and this rate should not 
be less than 8 cents. This rate would be protective, and would 
result in a handsome revenue to the Government. 

With a dividing line of value it is absolutely certain that the 
bulk of the importations will come in at the lower rate of duty. 
This has been the experience under every arrangement of this kind 
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heretofore as to wool. The dividing line of value, therefore, leads 
to fraudulent undervaluations, and we ought not deliberately to 
again open the door to a repetition of thefrauds which have been 
practiced in the past. 

COMPENSATORY DUTIES. 

Mr. President, in consideration of the fact that a large number 
of woolen and worsted manufacturers are opposed to a just duty 
on raw wool, it may not be amiss to glance for a few moments at 
the matter of the compensatory duties which these manufacturers 
receive to indemnify them for the duties they are supposed to 
have paid upon wool. 

In order to make this matter as plain as possible, I may again 
repeat that the McKinley law placed a duty of 11 cents per pound 
on unwashed wool of the first class, and then, to compensate the 
manufacturer for the duty he was thus compelled to pay upon 
wool and to place him upon an equal footing with the foreign 
manufacturer who gets his wool free, he was allowed a com- 
pensatory ” duty of four times the duty on 1 pound of unwashed 
wool of the first class, which would be equal to 44 cents upon 1 
pound of finished cloth, the presumption being that it took 4 
pounds of greasy wool, shrinking 66} per cent in scouring, to make 
1 pound of cloth. . 

hus, if the manufacturer imports 100 pounds of unwashed wool 
of the first class, shrinking 66$ per cent, he will pay $11 duty and 
will get out of it 335 pounds of scoured wool, out of which he will 
make 25 pounds of finished cloth on the basis of 4 pounds of greasy 
wool to 1 pound of cloth. 

If, however, he imports 100 pounds of unwashed skirted wool of 
the first class, shrinking only 50 per cent, he wiil still pay but $11 
duty, but he will get from it 50 pounds of scoured wool instead of 
33} pounds, and he will make out of it 374 pounds of finished cloth 
instead of 25 pounds. He has thus gained 124 pounds of cloth 
without any increase in the amount of duty paid, and has saved 
out of his compensatory duty of 44 cents 14.6 cents, which is a 
clear protective gain. 

Then again, it must be remembered in this connection that 
while washed wools of the first class are required to pay double 
duty washed wools of the second class are not. They come in at 
the single rate, which was 12 cents per pound in the McKinley 
law, and is the same in the House bill. The average shrinkage of 
this second-class washed wool, as imported, is less than 25 per 
cent. It is used in the manufacture of worsted cloths. and the 
compensatory duties are the same as upon other cloths. There- 
fore, if the manufacturer imports 100 pounds of second-class 
washed wool, he will pay $12 duty and will get out of it 75 pounds 
of scoured wool, out of which he will make 561 pounds of finished 
cloth. He has thus gunea 311 pounds of cloth upon the payment 
of but $1 additional duty, and has saved out of his compensatory 
duty of 44 cents 24 cents, which is again a net protective gain. 

Of course I make this computation upon the assumption that 
the manufacturer actually puts the scoured product of 4 pounds 
of unwashed wool of the first class into a pound of finished cloth. 
If he puts less, which he often does, or if he uses cotton and cheap 
substitutes for wool, which he very often does, or if he uses in 
part the cheap third-class wools with their very light shrinkage 
and very low duties, which no doubt he does whenever he can, he 
saves still more out of his compensation, which goes to him as 
clear protective profit. 

This compensatory duty provided for the manufacturers in the 
several paragraphs of the woolen schedule in the pending bill 
varies from one and one-half times the duty on 1 pound of un- 
washed wool of the first class to four and one-half times, accord- 
dg the weight, character, and value of the goods. 

or instance, paragraph 364 of the House bill, relating to “ knit 
fabrics," **cloths," etc., provides that when the value is not more 
than 30 cents per pound the duty shall be three times the duty on 
1 ponad of unwashed wool of the first class (which in the House 
bill is 11 cents), and in addition thereto 6 cents per pound and 
20 per cent ad valorem. I find that the unit of value of the im- 
rtations of this class of goods in 1895 was 25 cents per pound. 

i e whole duty to the manufacturer, therefore, would be as fol- 

ows: 

Three times the duty on 1 pound of unwashed wool, at 11 cents per pound.$0. 2 


Additional specific duty 4 ncee ceaceeessnce 
Twenty per cent ad valorem on value of 25 cents .05 


cen 

It will be noticed that the compensatory duty which the manu- 
facturer is to get in this case is 33 cents, or 7 cents more than the 
average value of this class of imports in 1895. Of course it must 
be assumed that 3 pounds of unwashed wool goes into the manu- 
facture of 1 pound of these **cloths" and “knit fabrics” in order 
to justify this compensatory duty. But the language of the law 
reads **made wholly or in of wool," and as a matter of fact 
itis well known that these low-priced goods are not made wholly 
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of wool, but that every sort of cheap adulterant, such as cotton, 
rags, shoddy, and other substitutes for wool, including the cheap 


"third-class are used in their manufacture. 

It is manifestly unreasonable to soppor however, that the 
scoured product of 3 pounds of unwashed wool of the first class goes 
into à pound of these goods, as the wool itself would be worth 
much more than the value of the finished product. But no mat- 
ter how small the percentage of wool actually used, the manufac- 


turerreceivesa compensatory AE on this grade of goods of three. 


times the duty on unwashed wools of the first class just the same. 
And what is true of the case I have cited is also true of all grades 
of manufactured woolens and worsteds. Cheap substitutes for 
wools and cheap third-class wools enter to a greater or less extent 
intheir make-up, but the manufacturer gets his compensatory 
duty on the basis of two, three, four, or four and a half times 
the duty on 1 pound of un washed wool of the first class, whether 
that amount of wool goes into the manufacture of the goods or 
not. Therefore it is perfectly plain that in many instances a large 
p of the so-called compensatory duty given the manufacturer 

, infact, protection pure and simple, and ought not to be charged 
up to the woolgrower, which it is. 

I have made the foregoing Rer AUN upon the rates con- 
tained in the House bill, but the tion between the woolgrower 
and the manufacturer is not changed by the proposed ate 
amendments, except simply that the compensatory duties are 
lowered in the same proportion as the duties on wool are lowered. 
In other words, the cut all comes off the woolgrower and but 
little from the manufacturer. 

Mr. President, I am not prepared to say that the manufacturer 
gets too much protection. Iam not finding fault with the rates 

on manufactured woolens. Iam simply trying to show 

e relation which these compensatory duties bear to the wool- 
grower, and to prove that they are by no means a true indication 
of the amount of protection which the woolgrower actually re- 
ceives, and must not be accepted as the basis upon which to meas- 
ure the protection accorded him. 

In all the tariff acts which haye been considered from 1864 to 
the present time the woolgrowers have never so much as offered 
asu on as to what the manufacturers’ rates should be, while, 
on the other hand, they have never yet come before Congress to 

express their wishes that they have not found themselves con- 
- fronted with the active opposition of the wool manufacturers more 
or less openly expressed. In short,the manufacturers have here- 
tofore written the wool tariff for the woolgrower, and the indica- 
tions seem to point to the conclusion that they are striving to do 


so again. 
Mr. President, in what I have said upon this subject I have but 


imperfectly presented the woolgrowers’ side of this contention as 
to what are just and proper rates on wool. The woolgrowers 
themselves have giyen subject much consideration, and have 
formulated a bill which embodies their views, and which I have 
heretofore introduced as an amendment to the wool schedule of 
the pending measure. This bill has received the sanction and in- 
dorsement of the woolgrowers of the whole country, and has been 
approved bythe National Wool Growers’ Association. Itischarged 
by the manufacturers that the rates proposed are excessive, but 
for my own Iam convinced that if viewed from the true pro- 
tective standpoint of desiring to stimulate and encourage the 
woolgrowing industry so as to produce all the wool we consume, 
the wers’ bill is a just, sound, and defensible measure. 

a € 15 senate its "es shall — not tog grant 

e request of the wers by accepting their amendment, 
BaT. y suggest that simple justice at least demands 
that the House rates on the first and second classes shall be ad- 
hered to; that an additional duty of at least 3 cents pound 
Shall be laid on the light, shrinking, skirted frere ned wools; 
that washed wools of the second and third classes shall pay double 
duty the same as those of the first; that scoured wools of the third 
class shall pay treble duty the same as those of the second; that a 
single specific rate of not less than 8 cents be placed upon third- 
class wools, but that if the dividing line of value is to be retained, 
it shall be reduced to 8 cents; that the minimum rate below 8 
cents shall be raised to 5 cents, and that the maximum rate above 
be raised to 8 cents; that the classification be amended so as to 
include all wools from Turkey in Europe, all wools from Africa, 
and also China wools, and that such penalties be provided as will 
insure a strict and impartial administration of the law. 

'These ts, while falling short of what woolgrowers 
require, will go far toward remedying the imperfections and ine- 
qualities of the pen 

And now, Mr. President, with many apologies for having de- 
tained the Senate so long, but giving as my excuse the urgent 
need of the worthy class of men for whom I speak, and the gross 
injustice done them in former tariff legislation, I will bring my 


remarks to a close by quoting a few sentences in favor of ade- | 


te protection to woolgrowers from two of the ablest and most 
isti d ninhad MenDea ok the Republican party, one of them the 


recognized champion and great defender of ‘‘protection,” who 
now fills most worthily the highest place within the gift of the 
American people as a result of his advocacy of the protective 
policy, the other one of the ablest and most honored members of 
this body, whose words always command the most profound at- 
tention and respect. 

Speaking to a convention of woolgrowers at Columbus on Jan- 
uary 12, 1893, President McKinley said: 

More than once they haye demonstrated their power in this State. I do 
not fail to recall what punishment you inflicted upon the Republican part 


in 1883 for having in a tariff act of that year reduced wool from 12 cents an 
more, according to value, to 10 cents per pound. You defeated the Repub- 


lican candi for governor and elected the Democratic candidate. You 
earried the legislature forthe Democratic party by a t ority, and 
therehy pl: the Senate of the United States a ocratic Senator, 


rgan because 
you believed the Republican party in this slight reduction on wool had done 


competing p 
express your convictions in this respect in every possible and legal and con- 
stitutional way. * * * 

This. was the language of President McKinley, addressed to the 
woolgrowers of Ohio in 1893. He tells them they “are entitled 
to full and adequate protection.” I commend these utterances to 
the earnest consideration of the Republican members of the Sen- 
ate, and particularly to the distinguished Senator from that State 
whose reelection to this body will depend upon the result of this 
fall’s campaign. The woolgrowers of Ohio are watching the 
action of Congress with vision sharpened by long suffering and 
great loss, and if Republican pledges shall fail of materialization 
they will again “defeat the Republican candidate for governor” 
and again carry the legislature for the Democratic party by a 
pers majority,” and once in * place in the Senate of the 

nited States a Democratic Senator from Ohio.” 

In the Senate, on Fe 26,1896, the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts used these words, which possess an added force and 
signifieance at this moment. He said: 

I have always been one of those who, in a. public life now lasting nearly 
Lace dt ht years in this and the other House, have voted in accordance 
with the desires of the representatives of the woolgrowing communities in 
thiscountry. There has,sofar as I remember, never been a discussion of 
that subject in which I have not given my voice and my vote for the st 

rotection on wool and on other interests of those communities that they 
have themselves desired. * I believe UMS ag my policy 
in this country, protection to wool is doomed, protection is doomed. As 
had the honor to say when the Wilson bill was pending in the Senate, it is 
with protection and wool as in Byron's prophecy: 
“ While stands the Coliseum, Rome shall stand; 
When falls the Coliseum, Rome shall fall.“ 


And he is.a purblind manufacturer, whether in New England or else- 
where, who supposes that the American — — will consent to continue the 
protection on his own industry which is ed to the farmer and the wool- 
growerof the great West. 

And again, on the 14th day of Aprillast, upon the occasion of the 
preseraro of the woolgrowers' memorial, the distinguished 

nator used the following language: 

Without a proper tariff on wool there will never be a protective system in 
this country of any value, and the question, What is a proper tariff on wool? 
from the necessities of the Mor pre the consideration as to where the polit- 
ical power in this country is ged and is to be lodged—I am not 3 
now of parties, but parts of the country has to be settled in accordance wit 
the sound and sober judgment of the farmers who grow wool. We have got 
to take that, to act u it, and trust to the fact that the same sound and 
sober pes willinduce them to see that wool is not tected if woolens 
are letin abroad without duties, because if that is done it will 
country just as much as if it camo in in 
the shape of 

I commend these utterances of the senior Senator from Massa- , 
chusetts to the careful consideration of the protectionists in this 
body. They are words of wisdom, uttered with a full knowledge 
of the mirements of the situation and of the necessities of the 
great y of farmers and flockmasters whose interests are in- 


Mr. President, no protective tariff can hereafter endure that 
does not fully guard the interests of the mass of producers 
of what are known as “raw materials.” tection to wool is the 
keystone in the grand arch of protection, and unless it be well 
guarded and preserved the whole structure must fall to the 


NorE.—John Consalus, of Troy, N. V., a wool merchant, says: 
About 40 per cent imported as carpet wools are used in the manufacture of 


manufacturer of „ gar mdr mee 3 30 to 35 
cent clean wools from imported South American or Capeof Good Hope O, 
theimporter of carpet wools gota 80 to 90 per cent of scoured wool. 
Henee the clean wool from 100 pounds of carpet wool is worth often more 
American or Cape merino; 
as merino. 
from a Russian wool dealer who proposes to skirt and dry 
7 over cent in se 1 


APPENDIX 1. - 


'The Mouflon (Ovis aries), even yet found wild in the mountains 
ica, , Greece, and 


n : 
The irat 1 best are the Merino, with their subvarieties of 8 
es, 
wools are frequently 


. å since all 
*'combed." 

'The third, the Mouflon, the sheep of the parent stock, but generally much 
improved by domestication and breeding in the progressof evolution. These 
Slate the Russian Donskoi, native South American, native Mexican, native 
wm ce etc. This class of sheep is found in Russia, Greece, Mexico, and 
elsewhere. 

The value of all wool as shorn from the sheep depends on (I) its quality and 

2) on the scoured or cleaned product. All wools, as shorn, without cleans- 
g—called “grease wools—shrink in scouring. The clean product is called 
“scoured or “clean” wool. Wool washed on the sheep's back is advanced 
only one crt qi the process of sconring. 
ools quoted in 8 wool circulars as “ fleece ™ wool is wool washed, gen- 
erally spout washed. The average merino wools of tho world will shrink iu 
scouring 07 per cent, the down wools 8 less than 90 per cent. (Tariff 
Hearings. pp. 1900-1962, 1408; Senate No. 17, December, 1595, p. 59, Fifty- 
fourth Congress, first session.) 

The merino and down wools are both used in the manufacture of clothing 

goods, both woolen coos " and “ worsted goods.“ 
reason of the t shrinkage of the down wools, 1 pound of these un- 
ed wools will give as much clean-scoured wool as 2 pounds of average 
unwashed merino; hence the duty should be much more than on merino woo. 


APPENDIX 2. 


The foll table shows the effect of the free-wool act of August 27, 1894, 


resulting in a loss to flock owners of $178,793,121, with items thus: 


99, 110, 825 


wers of the West is e by 


The prevailing sentiment of the w xpressed 
their leading journal. Wool Markets and Sheep, published in Chicago. The 
ts issue of May 13: 8 


following extract is from an editorial article in i y 
“The as 3 to the Senate is a tricky. deceptive measure, and places 
the woolgrower in a still worse position than the Dingley bill which was per- 


]ture. 

one-sid East. The 
Ways and Means Committee of the House of Representatives and the Fi- 
nance Committee of the Senate have experts only from rn corporations 
to assist them in making wool duties. They take for their clerk S, N. D. 
North, secretary of the National Woolen Manufacturers. They use a promi- 
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nent wool dealer, who is not only interested in the im: tion of Australian 
wools, but has brothers-in-law who are large manufacturers of imported 
stock. How can the v »olgrower get justice at the hands of such a combine 
asthis? Isit not time to cry shame for the lukewarmness upon the tof 
many of our Western Senators and Representatives who look on and submit to 
thistreachery upon the t of the East, who are backed up by traitorsin the 
West? The gley bill. as amended by the Finance Committee, will not 
suit the woolgrower. Better no bill at all than such an unfair act to become 
a law. There would be no protection to the woolgrower, for under its de- 
ceptive influence millions of pounds of wool would be brought into this 
Pag isst so greatly undervalued that disaster and bankruptcy would follow 
in its wake. 


APPENDIX 8. 
Number of sheep on hand each year from 1360 to 1897. 


January 1— Number. January 1— Number. 
22,471,275. || 1880. x 40, 765, 900 
23,471,275 || 1831. X 43, 576, 899 
24,971,215 || 1882. = 45,010, 224 
26,971, 275 || 1883. 75 40,27, 291 
29,471,275 || 1984. vu 50, 626, 626 
82,471,275 || 1885. --| 50,360,243 
35,971,275 || 1886. mt 48, 222, 031 
30, 885, 386 || 1887. — 44,159,914 
38,991,912 || 1888 — 43,544, 155 
31,724, 279 || 1 TN 42,599, 079 
49, 853,000 || 18 da 44, 336, 072 
31,851,000 || 1891 ze 44, 431, 136 
SL, 679, 300 || 1802. : 44, 938, 265 
353, 002, 400 || 1803 2 41,213,558 
33,938, 200 || 1894 45, 048, O17 
33, 783, 000 2 42, 294, 004. 
85,935,300 1896. 38, 298, 183 
35, 804,200 || April 1, 1896. 23,464, 405 
35, 140,500 || January 1, 1897 5 32,000, 000 
38, 123, 800 


a Estimate of National Association Woolen Manufacturers. 
b Estimate of W. B. Snow, formerly statistician of Agricultural Department, 


APPENDIX 4. 
Total consumption of wool, 


Domestic 
Total consumption of wool | woolclipof 


for years ending June 30— | previous 
: year. 


rted 
wool. 


Allowing that some of the wool imports of 1805 and 1896 were stored in 
warehouses, it is safe to estimate that the ple of this country now need for 
annual consumption under normal conditions 660,000,000 pounds raw woo! 
which would require 110,000,000 sheep for its production. The “Sta 
Abstract of the United States, 1895," frontispiece, gives the population June 
1, 1895, at 09,753,000, with a per capita consumption of 6.32 pounds, of which 
16.1per cent was foreign wool But this does not include the wool inim 
woolen manufactures. North's Wool Book for 1894, page 36, gives the per 
capita consumption at 9:5; pounds. 


Total consumption of wool. 


1588885525422 


Year ending June 30— 


Pounds. 


282, 500, 000 $23, 727, 650 $71,987 
240; 000, 000 9, 103, 968 19,217 
272, 000, 000 11, 096, 050 87,327 
290, 000, 000 78 | 10,949,331 2214 
300,000,000 | 78,350,051 | 12,384, 109 3,073 
308, 000, 000 , 598, 170 8,870,923 16,739 
302, 000. 000. | 129, 084, 958 16, 746, 081 19,625 
285,000,000 | 114,038,030 | 16,424, 479 . 78,002 
269,000,000 | 113,558,753 | 15,887,217 5,272 
265,000,000 | 126,487,729 | 17,974,515 141, 23,065 
276, 000,000 | 105,431,285 | 15,204,083 | 231, 33,543 
285,000, 000 | 129,308,648 | 18,231,972 | 201; 39,423 
9294/000,000 | 148,070, 832 | 19,689,108 | 902, 30, 664 
508, 153,000 | 172,433,838 | 21,054,180} — 91, 14,808 
298, 057, 384 152,585 | 0,107,498 | 20, 90, 676 
309, 748, 000 083,900 | 25,500,421 | 4,279, 109 | 484, 463 
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APPENDIX 5. 
Wool clip of the United States and the amount of scoured wool produced. 


Pounds. Per cent. Pounds. 
264, 000, 000 53 124, 080, 000 
290, 000, 000 53 136, 300, 000 
300, 000, 000 54 138, 000, 000 
3320, 400, 000 54 147, 384, 000 
337, 500, 000 55 151,875,000 
829, 600, 000 55 148, 320, 000 
323, 031, 026 55. 149, 365, 625 
302, 169, 950 55, 140, 556, 685 
801, 876, 121 ^ 136,591, 955 


Per cent. nds. 

506.23 134, 795, 350 424 
54.88 , 623, 220 A 
54.87 139, 326, 703 437 

59 145, 300, 318 45 
59. 27 151, 198, 776 4i 

59.71 140, 292, 205 45 
42290, 7 60 125, 718, €90 42} 
272,474, 708 60.70 115, 284, 570 36} 


* Nore 1.—The shrinkages and scoured yield, 1880 to 1885, inclusive, are estimates of Justice, Bateman & Co. 


Nore 2.—The shrinkages and scoured ie 1886 to 1896, are est: 
Norg 3.—The number of sheep is from 
of the National Association of Woolen Manufaeturers. 


tes of the National Association of Woolen Manufacturers. 
he reports of the United States Department of Agriculture, with the exception of 1890, which is the estimate 


Nore 4.—The wool clip is from the Wool Book of 1895, published by the National Association of Woolen Manufacturers. 


APPENDIX 6. 
The following statistics are appropriate in this connection, taken from Circular No. 12, of the Department of Agriculture, January 22, 1897: 
Values of important agricultural products imported into the United States from the leading countries of supply during the five years ended June 30, 1890. 
WOOL, UNMANUFACTURED (TOTAL). 


Year ended June 30— 
Country from which imported. Annual Aue 6o 
1892. 1803. 1894. 1885. 1890. 
Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. | P.ct. 
130, 238 123, 869 48 8, 463, 083 9,210, 716 2,585, 771 1.6 
4, 882, 555 8,128,213 962, 734 10, 245, 426 13, 279, 720 7,499, 730 4.6 
415,815 1, 481, 500 240, 389 1, 235,315 2, 021, 443 1, 080, 104 E i 
J.. PAO E SE — 888 32, 460, 700 30, 835, 233 9,055,037 12,358,082 9,945, 248 18, 936, 862 11.6 
Pret ede SESTERCE 2,458, 942 3, 238, 002 1, 153, 128 2, 819, 710 5, 803, 833 3, 094, 843 1.9 
43,473, 171 61,107, 704 11, 546, 327 78, 391, 661 90, 907, 989 57, 085, 370 85.1 
OS 1,137, 216 1,402, 858 602, 628 7,031, 178 4, 064, 753 3.027, 727 1.9 
entina . 14,127, 791 13, 842, R68 8, 983, 607 25,145, 854 22, 736, 851 17,087, 406 10.5 
89 2,374, 910 1, 644, 889 1,418,219 2,149, 749 8, 438, 140 2,205, 181 1.4 
Uruguay.. 4, 832, 563 652,090 247, 197 10,947, 873 B, 114, 961 4, 889, 045 8 
Pat ca a ae euer qud caula qui. qun RS ca m 13, 889, 957 20, 153, 893 10, 186, 264 26,089, 418 24, DAT, 088 19, 083, 324 11.7 
568,605 409, 937 261,047 884, 272 123,237 449, 420 3 
Turkey, Asiatic... 9.194, 835 18, 316, 552 3, 904, 201 7,329,877 5,453, 664 1,839, 826 4.8 
British Australasia 15,359, 722 9, 176, 282 4,917, 396 12, 383, 814 20, 386, 269 12,44, 696 7.6 
a 1,143,112 2,134,255 1,221,742 3,811,253 8,252,441 9,221,501 2 
OBEY countries SOL desunt cu ak aiu Ri E pru dd 2,220,511 4,191,093 439, 961 1, 656, 441 1.725, 120 2,046, 625 18 
P11. ̃ ² ͤ N Reo E PUN EU Se ᷣ . Ac ee ne 148, 670,652 | 172,433,838 | 55,152,085 | 206,033,906 | 230,911,473 | 162,640,491 | 100 


These are the imports from the countries of production, but do not necessarily include all the wool which comes from those countries. 


Wools from various countries are taken to London for sale and export. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. Mc- 
KENNEY, one of its clerks, announced that the House had p: ssed 
the bill (S. 1886) to adopt regulations for preventing collisions 
upon certain harbors, rivers, and inland waters of the United 
States, with an amendment in which it requested the concurrence 
0f the Senate. 

INCOME TAXES. 


Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the joint resolution which I intro- 
Quced yesterday morning, to amend the Constitution so as to give 
Congress the power to lay and collect income taxes, may be laid 
before the Senate and be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
joint resolution, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution (S. R. 47) to amend the 
Constitution of the United States, giving Congress the power to 
lay and collect income taxes, as follows: 

- Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States o 
America ín ss assembled (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), 
That the following article be proposed to the i degree" of the several 
States as an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, which. 
when ratified by three-fourths of said legislatures, shall be valid as a part of 
the Constitution, namely: 

"ARTICLE XVI. 


“The Co shall have power to lay and collect taxes on all incomes 
re less of the source from which the income is derived or acquired; but 

income taxes shall be uniform throughout the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. What isthe request of the Senator from North 
Carolina? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution is laid before 
the Senate in pursuance of the notice given yesterday by the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina that to-day, immediately upon the con- 
clusion of the morning business, he would submit a few remarks 
on the joint resolution. : t 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator from North Carolina wish to 
go on now? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes; I will say to the Senator that I have no 
preparon 8 h, and I shall not detain the Senate long. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina 
will proceed. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mz, President, I offered the joint resolution and 


asked that it be not referred to the Judiciary Committee, but that 
it might lie on the table, to be taken up for consideration by the 
Senate at an early day. I do this because there is a joint resolu- 
tion to the same effect now before the committee, and has been since 
the beginning of this session. Besides, a similar resolution was 
before the committee during the two sessions of the Fifty-fourth 
Congress. It is an important matter. It ought to be passed upon 
by the Judiciary Committee, and I trust it will be. But the fact 
stands that we have no report from that committee. Over two 
years ago the Supreme Court decided, in a famous decision, that 
Congress has no power to lay and collect income taxes; that is, 
without apportioning them among the States, which would Le 
monstrous and absurd. 

Only a few weeks ago the same court rendered a decision on the 
anti-trust law which is a little embarrassing to the great trans- 
portation lines of the country. At once a movement was started 
to have the decision of the court set aside by legislative action—I 
might say with almost indecent haste. Tue power of those great 
transportation companies was focused on Washington. A half 
dozen, or at least several, bills have already been introduced to 
nullify the decision. The Committee on Interstate Commerce has 
been holding constant meetings considering the bills that have 
been offered to set aside the decision. 

We have been expecting daily for a week or two a pooling bill 
to be reported from the Committee on Interstate Commerce for 
the consideration of Congress at the earliest possible day. In fact, 
it seemed at one time as if the tariff might have to stand to one 
side to give this matter, important to the transportation compa- 
nies, the right of way. 

Why is it that we, the representatives of the people in Con- 


gress—— 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from North Carolina allow 
me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from North Carolina has been 
MEE 3 here about which, in my judgment, he knows 
very little. 

Mr. BUTLER. TheSenator from North Carolina would be very 
glad to have information, as it is a matter of importance. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator says that a half dozen bills have 


1897. 
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been introduced in the Senate to cure a condition brought about 
by a decision of the Supreme Court, and that they have been in- 


troduced with indecent haste. I believe that was the term used. 
The truth is, one bill was presented looking to the subject of pool- 
ing, with amendments to other provisions of the law, which have 
been urged upon the attention of the Senate for years, to strengthen 
the act to regulate commerce, or, in other words, to strengthen 
the power of the commission in the administration of its duties. 

Mr, GEAR. Let me suggest to the Senator from Illinois that 
the bill was introduced prior to the decision of the court. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think it was. 

Mr. GEAR. Iknow it was. 

Mr. CULLOM. I introduced one bill myself, which was sent 
tome by a number of gentlemen or an association of gentlemen 
not connected with the railroads at all, I understand, except so 
far as it is their duty to deal with the railroads in handling 
freight. Those two bills have been before the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce. 

The further truth is that from time to time for very many 
months the committee have considered just such bills in the ho 
that we might agree upon what was best in our judgment in the 
interest of the public welfare, and we have never met except at 
our regular meetings. (nce a week, like other committees, meet- 
ings are held, unless possibly in one week there were two meetings, 
although I am not sure about that. So when the Senator states 
that so far as the Committee on Interstate Commerce are con- 
cerned we have been appearing to act with indecent haste, if he 
applies that remark to the committee, he entirely misrepresents 

e committee. The committee have the subject now under con- 
sideration. We met yesterday, I believe it was, and had the mat- 
ter under consideration. We adjourned as we usually do, and as 
other committees do, when 12 o'clock came, and if the committee 
meet next week, we will consider the matter again, with other 
bills which we have there. 

I desire to say to the Senator that whatever his judgment sd 
be about the matter, the committee are not 7 to act wit 
indecent haste, but that when they do act, if they report a bill, 


they will report according to their judgment in the premises, 
looking to the public welfare. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Illinois answer a ques- 
tion before he takes his seat? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 


Mr. BUTLER. Is the bill which the committee is now consid- 
ering the same kind of a bill as the bills introduced before the 
decision of the court on the antitrust law? 

Mr. CULLOM. Most assuredly. It is just such a billas has 
been before the Committee on Interstate Commerce many times 
before. Such bills have heretofore been considered, and once or 
twice have been reported to this body. ` 

For the information of the Senate, I will state that the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce, or a portion of its membership, 
anticipated that the Supreme Court would render a decision which 
might to some extent weaken the authority of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission in the enforcement of the interstate-commerce 
law, and one of the purposes of the bill now is to amend the law 
80 that the decision of the Supreme Court, which holds that under 
the present act the Commission has not the power to make rates, 
if you please, in cases of disputes between the railroads and the 
people, shall not apply to the law as we propose to amend it—in 
other words, that the Commission shall have power to say not 
only that a given rate is too high, but that another rate would be 
regarded by the Commission as reasonable and just. 

r. BUTLER. The bill will legalize pooling. 

Mr. CULLOM. The bill also has such a provision in it, and 
simi nd bills have been before the committee almost time out of 
mind. 

Mr. CHILTON. Will the Senator from North Carolina permit 
me to make a statement? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. CHILTON. The pou between the Senator from 
Illinois and the Senator from North Carolina, so far as it relates 
to the form of expression used, is one in which I have no interest, 
but I do not think it would be just for the impression to be created 
thatthe pooling bill has not been pushed, and was not immediatel 

ushed upon the rendition of the decision of the Supreme Door 

have been a member of the Interstate Commerce Committee for 
two years, and I for one havenever been called upon to vote for the 
report of a pooling bill until since the Supreme Court of the United 
States delivered its recent opinion in which transportation lines 
were held subject to the provisions of the antitrust law. 

Sir, I differ in toto with the chairman of the Interstate Com- 
merce Committee in the statement that the bill which is now 
pending. before the Interstate Commerce Committee would 
strengthen the hands of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
He is entitled to his opinion; I am entitled to mine. Not only 
does the proposed bill contain a pooling provision, but it also con- 
tains an amendment of the present law which, in my judgment, 


is calculated to undermine the efficiency of interstate-commerce 
regulation. I refer to the amendment which provides that rail-| 
road managers and agents shall not be punished for violations of 
that law by imprisonment except for a second offense. 

The present interstate-commerce law provides punishment b; 
imprisonment. The transportation lines of this country litigate 
in all the courts of the country the right of the courts to compel 
witnesses to giva testimony which might criminate themselves, 
even though they were exempted from punishment in consequence 
of that testimony. After the Supreme Court of the United States, 
upon the termination of long litigation, held that it is within the 
power of the court to compel witnesses to testify under such cir- 
cumstances, and in consequence convictions seemed probable, 
then we find a bill introduced here and sent to the Interstate 
Commerce Committee changing the law so that the imprisonment 
clause was omitted. 

That bill was reported favorably at the last session of Congress. 
At this session, thongh that particular bill has not been reported 

ain, there is incorporated in the measure, which the chairman 
of the committee tells us will strengthen the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, a clause which provides that the penalty for the first 
offense of violating the terms of the interstate-commerce law shall 
not include imprisonment. As a matter of course, you will never 
get the same man a second time. The same manager or the same 
agent will never commit the second offense. It will always be 
some other agent or some other manager. Somuchin connection 
with that subject. 

Iam a member of the Interstate Commerce Committee. Iam 
very much opposed to the pooling bill. I think it would be very 
detrimental to the public interests, I think it would be a vicious 
5 and so believing, I am not willing—and that is the 
only interest I feel, and it is mmy only excuse for interfering here 
between the Senator from North Carolina and the Senator from 
Ilinois—that the impression shall be created that the ling 
bill has not been pressed since the Supreme Court of the Uni 
States decided that the Sherman antitrust law applies to railroad 


companies. 
Mr.GEAR. May I suggest to the Senator from North Carolina 
that it was pressed before? 


Mr. CHILTON. It was not pressed before since I have been a 
member of the committee—two years. 

Mr. GEAR. I teg parton. 

Mr. CULLOM. ill the Senator from North Carolina allow 
me to say a word further? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. : 

Mr. CULLOM. I regret to interrupt the Senator, but I did not 
feel that I could afford to let his remarks go by without some 
notice. 

First, in reply to the Senator from Texas, who is a member of 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce, I will say, as the Senator 
well knows, that the amendment proposed to the fifteenth section 
of the present measure under consideration in the committee does 
strengthen the law in taking intoaccount the recent decision made 
by the Supreme Court with reference to the powers of the com- 
mission. Does he not know that? 

Mr. CHILTON, It is very true thata proposition to strengthen 
the law 5 7 5 8 before the Interstate Commerce Committee. 

Mr. CULLOM. Exactly. 

3 CHILTON. But Jam talking about the pooling clause of 

e law. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is another subject entirely. I wish to 
state that such a provision has been in a dozen bills before the 
present one now in the hands of the committee and under consid- 
eration. Whetheran amendment to the pooling section, if it may 
be so called, would strengthen the law or weaken it is a question 
about which Senators and other people differ. That is a question 
under consideration. 

But when the Senator intimates that, so far as the chairman or 
any action of the committee is concerned, we are attempting to 
crowd things through in a way before unheard of in that commit- 
tee, I desire simply to state that he and I differ upon the question. 

The Senator says, in referring to the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States as to the antitrust law, that the rail- 
roads rushed here to secure an amendment of the law, so as to get 
around the decision. The bill was introduced, as I said, before 
the last decision, but perhaps not until after the antitrust decision 
was made; but is it an unheard-of thing that bills shall be intro- 
duced to amend statutes in view of what the Supreme Court may 
have decided in reference to such statutes? Take the case I have 
just referred to, the Supreme Court decision a week ago on the 
qon of the power of the Commission. I anticipated that 

ecision, or the committee did, and we sought to get an amend- 
ment to the law continuing the power of the Commission so that 
it might grapple with the railroads, and where a rate was made 
too high might not only say that it was too high, but determine 
what a reasonable rate would be and fix it for the guidance of the 


railroad company. 
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Therefore, so far as that branch of the subject is concerned, I 
insist that neither the Senator from North Carolina nor the Sen- 
‘ator from Texas has any ground for attacking the action of the 
Interstate Commerce Committee, which has now under considera- 
tion these several bills. There are other bills there which the 
committee is considering, as well as the one referred to by the 
Senator from North Carolina, but I will not take up his time 
Honger. I do not desire to interfere with his speech. 

Mr. CHILTON. Will the Senator from North Carolina permit 
me to make one further statement? I take no part in the contro- 
yersy concerning the action of the Interstate Commerce Commit- 
tee. I would have made no allusion toit. But there was a point 
in the remarks of the Senator from Illinois which I thought needed 
'correction, and I only referred to the action of the committee be- 
cause it was necessary to do so to meet the inference I thought 
might be drawn from his remarks. That was, that we had been 
considering the matter of pooling from time to time, and that 
the action of the Supreme Court in deciding that railroad com- 
panies fell within the antitrust law had not spurred on the Inter- 

Commerce Committee in considering the proposed pooling 


ill, : 
Irepeat, that I have been a member of the committee for two 
ears. Ihaveendeavored toattend every meeting of the commit- 
Never in that time was my attention called to a pooling bill 
until after the decision of theSupreme Court was rendered, a short 
time ago. I know that three or four years ago there was a propo- 
nding in Congress to grant railroad companies the right 
to pool, but I refer to what has happened within the last two 
years, since I have been a member of the committee. Iam clear 
that the subject was not brought up in committee until after the 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States was rendered. 

I thought it was due to the members of the committee who are 
opposed to the pooling bill that there should be no uncertainty in 
respect to that matter. 

T have no interest in the contention between the Senator from 
Illinois and the Senator from North Carolina. Whether the haste 
which has been displayed is indecent or not is, of course, a matter 
of opinion, bnt as to the facts I think there certainly should be no 


controversy. 

Mr. CULLOM. Imerely wish to state that the Senator from 
'Texas has been a very member of the Interstate Commerce 
Committee, and I hope he will continue to be so. I trust we will 
produce such a result from our committee in the way of legisla- 
tion to be presented to the Senate as shall benefit the t masses 
of the people of this count: I hope the Senator from North 
Carolina will now go on to e his speech on his joint resolution. 

Mr. BUTLER. ether my statement was too harsh, whether 
it was fully justified or not, I will allow the statement of facts 
made by the Senator from Texas, which the Senate will observe 
has not been contradicted by the chairman of the committee, to 
stand as my verification and justification. The facts as stated by 
him speak for themselves, and I am willing for the Senate and 
the country to decide what terms or adjectives should be used to 
describe the hasty procedure to get through some bill to relieve 
the transportation lines from the effect of the decision of the Su- 
preme Court. 

When the Senator from Texas states that he has been a member 
of the committee for two years, and that the question was never 
brought up and pushed before the committee or even considered. 
I kelaro e said, at all until after the decision of the court, ii 
speaks for itself. 

Iam nota member ofthe Interstate Commerce Committee, I 


law until the recent decision of the court frightened them. During 
this time no pooling bill was pressed in Congress because the 
railroads did not need it as long as they were allowed to 
withoutit. But when the court decided that the law prohibited 
pooling, then the indecent haste bekan to have Congress to pass a 
pooling bill. These are about the facts. 

Mr. President, there is a feeling in this country, whether justi- 
fied or not, and it is pretty widespread, that the antitrust decision 
of the court was bei ades to affect certain other parties, but it was 
not supposed it would affect the railroads any lo; than Con- 
gress could give them relief from it, and that any other pee or 

ies whom the decision affected ht appeal in vain for relief, 
ust as the people appeal for it, from the decision of the court on 

e income-tax matter. 

Iam glad the Senator from Illinois favors strengthening the in- 
terstate-commerce law and giving the commission more power, for 
certainly the law is a farce as it stands. But let us take care, 

when CCC do not 
give more power and license to the transportation lines than we 


give to the commission to check and regulate them. Let us be 
careful that it is not a tub thrown to the whale. 

I do not intend this morning, however, to discuss the interstate- 
commerce act. I will do that when the perna o is reported. 
I wish now to call attention specially to the difference iu the 
course pursued by Congress when a decision of the court is ren- 
dered which affects great corporations and one is rendered that 
affects 69,000,000 American people by imposing unjust táxation, 
The Committee on the Judiciary has had before it this joint reso- 
lution ever since the first session of Congress after the income-tax 
decision was rendered. No action has been taken on it. If there 
is any hope of amending the Constitution of the United States, it 
would seem that it d be amended so as to remove this most 
monstrous decision of our highest court. It takes a long time to 
amend the Constitution if the lawmaking power moves speedily. 
Then why should we wait two years, three years, four years, to 
give the legislatures of the States a chance to pass upon this ques- 

ion? We can not take up the matter in Congress until the com- 
mittees report. We can not even speak upon the question as be- 
fore the body until the committees report, unless Í do as I have 
done this morning, offer a joint resolution and ask that it lie on 
the table, and then be forced to go further and ask the Senate to 
take up and consider so important a matter as a constitutional 
amendment without ever having a report from a committee. 

Mr. President, the proposed amendment to the Constitution that 
I have offered is very plain and simple. It is as follows: 


ARTICLE XVI. 


The Con; shall have power to lay and collect taxes on all incomes, re- 
the source from which the income is derived or acquired; but all 
e taxes shall be uniform throughout the United States. 


There is no doubt about the average American citizen under- 
standing what it means. But I wanted the help of the Judiciary 
Committee toframe an amendment that the courts could not mis- 
understand. If the committee does not see proper to report upon 
a measure of this kind, then I shall ask the Senate, at as early a 


day as ible, to take up in Committee of the Whole this reso- 
lution, consider it in Committee of the Whole, and to pass 
upon it, 


I want to say further, Mr. President, that in view of the facts 
which I have stated, I will ask the Senate to pass upon this ques- 
tion before a pooling bill ever comes toa vote in this body. I 
will ask the Senate to go on record as to whether it will first give 
the American people a chance to say whether they want, as a part 
of their fundamental law, the Con to have power to lay and 
collect income taxes, a power which we had till the court stabbed 
the Constitution, or whether, first, we shall grant to the trans- 
portation lines of this country the legal right and power to become 


a mammoth and despotic trust. 
The proposed ing bill will create, if it becomes a law, the 
most gigantic trust that the world has ever seen; a trust composed 


of the great transportation lines of the country, which are the 
throbbing arteries of commerce, the prosperity of every State and 
section largely depending. upon them, every citizen in America 
oan their management directly or indirectly; a trust with 
twelve billions of capital (including water) controlling the high- 
ways of the nation; a trust that ht possibly collect more 
money in the shape of tolls and fares from the American people 
than all other trusts put together. The sugar trust is an infant 
compared to a trust of the transportation lines of the country. 
The Standard Oil trust is a pigmy compared to a trust that would 
hold the commerce of the nation in its ; 

This pooling legislation is asked so that the railroads can be re- 
lieved of the last vestige of competition. They are asking Con- 
gress to keep them from competing with each other. They donot 
compete now except at terminal points, when they fall out. A 
railroad line runs here south. Take the Southern Railway. 
On how many points of the Southern Railway is there competi- 
tion? At every small station their power is absolute to charge 
whatever rates and fares they see fit. It is only where two great 
trunk lines come together, say at Atlanta, that they are sub- 
ject to competition now. It isto escape competition ateven those 
terminal points, so that there can be no competition anywhere, 
so that they can have absolute power to raise and fix rates and 
have no competition, that this pooling legislation is asked. 

We have been told in excuse for allowing 5 corporaticas 
to own and operate the transportation lines of the country and rm 
them p property for private gain that the protection of 
the public was competition. e have had competition rung into 
our ears every time that anyone's voice has been raised to point to 


this mon y of transportation. Everytime anyone who believes 
that public functions like these, so necessary to the wel- 
fare of every citizen, should be operated as a function of the Gov- 


ernment at cost for the benefit of the public, has so stated, we have 
been told that competition cured all the evils and prevented all 


ow, these transportation lines come and ask us to relieve them 
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of all competition. Whenever they reach the point to say to Con- 
ess and to the country that competition is a thing of the past, 

t it is detrimental to their business, then they confess that 

private corporations should no longer be intrusted with the 
ent of the great transportation lines of the country. 

When there can be no competition, then every excuse for priva 
ownership is gone; the time for public ownership has arrived. Con- 
s must now decide whether it is best for the American people 
allow the great transportation lines to be manipulated by pri- 
vate corporations and further allow them to form one mammoth 
syndicate, one gigantic transportation trust, or best for the public 
to own and control this great transportation system in the interest 

of all the people. 

Now, I am not an advocate of the competitive system, for there 
can be no competition that will result in justice and equity to the 
shipper and the general public. 

I think it best for all the railroad lines of the country to be 
operated as one system, provided that system is operated as a pub- 
lic function at cost for the public good. I think the ien godes 
tion lines should be operated as one united, harmonious, and com- 
plete system, just as the mail lines are operated in one perfect 

tal system. But how any sane man who has any regard for 
SN public welfare can want to see such a e e such a trust, 
in private hands is more than I can understand. Public owner- 
ship and not pooling is the remedy. The railroad corporations 
want a legalized trust for their own profit and power, not for the 
welfare of the public. This is what they are demanding from the 
Interstate Commerce Committee to avoid the decision of thecourt, 
that was a little inconvenient to them. This is the demand that 
is being pushed with indecent haste. 

What is the other proposition that the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary have not had time to consider since the decision of the court 
over two years ago? Itis a proposition to equalize taxation to 
some extent; a proposition to allow Congress, if the people's rep- 
resentatives see fit, to levy a fair rate of taxation on incomes, on 
accumulated wealth earning a big profit. Simply a probas on 
for the wealth of the country to bear its fair share of the taxation 
necessary to support the Government. 

If I were the special guardian and spokesman in the Senate of 
the very people who would pay an income tax; if I were here as a 
special representative of the small per cent of the people of this 
country who have enormous incomes, and if I were asked what 
my advice would befor the better protection of their property and 
forthe better government of the country in which they live, I 
should tell them that it was to their interest that taxation should 
be equalized by an income tax. The rich, if vedi were wise, would 
not oppose an income tax, but would favorit and cheerfully pay it. 

One of the justices of the Supreme Court in his dissenting opin- 
ion on the income-tax decision took the same position. The posi- 
tion of those who enjoy the protection of our Government, who 
have amassed large fortunes, and who enjoy princely incomes, in 
using their influence and power to prevent their property from 
bearing its share of taxation, is shortsighted and unwise for them 
individually. If they are wise, they will lose no further time in 
putting themselves on a footing with every other American citi- 
zen and pay their fair share of taxation. 

The men who would pay this income tax contribute freely to 
peor var ae apt gre EY give freely when they are called upon 

y the leaders of the political parties, I am informed. But when 
called upon under the law to contribute to bear the burdens of 
taxation they revolt and exert their power to prevent Congress, if 
not to try to influence the court to save them from mra Se 
fair share of the burdens of taxation. They contribute liberally 
in campaigns. It must be because they expect a princely re- 
turn. ey refuse to contribute, if they have the power to pre- 
vent it, to support the Government, though they expect the 
Government to call out soldiers if necessary to protect their prop- 
erty, 1f such an emergency should arise. Let them remember 
that the ninety-nine out of every hundred of such soldiers are the 
men who are to-day forced to pay double taxes in order that the 
rich and powerful privileged few may escape taxation. 

Mr. President, it is astonishing, when we stop to look where the 

ealth of this country is located, to see that the court should feel 

ustified in straining and perverting the Constitution to prevent 
the majority of the wealth of the country from paying taxes. lt 
is astonishing that Congress does not move its hand to correct the 
.wrong. But a little over 1 per cent of the people of the United 
States own 70 per cent of tlie property of this country. Over 98 
cent of the people have left distributed among them less than 
per cent of the wealth of the country. Under any system of 
tariff taxation the bulk of the duties collected and the burden of 
taxation falls upon that 98 per cent who own only 30 per cent of 
pe doctrine that 1 preached f protection and high 
e doctrine that is in support of protection and hi 
tariff duties is that we must protect American labor against the 
proper labor of Europe and American industries against foreign 
dustries where pauper labor is employed. I suppose pauper 


labor is labor that has to work cheap under competition, because 
no laborer works for less than what would support him if he can 
help himself. Now let us see how the pauper labor of America 
compares with the pauper labor of Europe. In Europe the aver- 
age of tenant farmers, the average of men who do not own homes, 
who rent houses, who work for their daily living, is about 40 per 


cent of the population. How is it in this conntry? Between 70 
and 75 per cent of the American people are tenants and renters. 
We have a larger per cent of people who do not own homes and 
who work one day for their next day's bread than the cheap pau- 
per-labor countries of Europe have, and yet under the false prom- 
ise of protection we continue to lay the burden of taxation upon 
the shoulders of that class of people and allow to go scot free 
those who own 70 per cent of the wealth and who are each year 
accumulating to themselves nearly all that labor produces. ey 
own more wealth than they know what to do with, yet they ob- 
ject to paying a fair share of the taxes for the support of the Gov- 
ernment, and Congress acquiesces. 

History tells us that every country that has gone down under 
commercialism reached the stage of decay when less than 10 per 
cent of the people owned nine-tenths of the property. We havo 

y passed that period, that danger line, long ago. If we 
had a fair and just income tax on the statute books, it would not 
remove the conditions, the special privileges, that to-day are con- 
centrating the wealth in the hands of a few. It would simply 
equalize taxation. The evils thaf make an unfair distribution of 
the wealth created would still remain. Other legislation would 
Still be needed to remedy that. 

The wealth of this country has donbled since 1880. We had 
then about $43,000,000,000 worth of property. To-day we have 
overeighty-six billions. How has that wealth been distributing 
itself while it has been created? Out of every dollar, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that has been added to the wealth of this country since 1880 
it has gone about asfollows: To one man out of twenty, two-thirds 
of that dollar has gone; to the other nineteen out of twenty, only 
one-third of that dollar has gone, to be divided among the nine- 
teen, less than two cents for each; and the fact stares usin the face 
that the nineteen who have gotten one-third out of every dollar's 
worth of property created since 1880 have been the producers of 
wealth and the others have been the speculators and accumu- 
lators of wealth by special privileges granted by Congressin unjust 
and vicious laws. 

Now, Mr. President, this disproportion, as I have said, is not 
due entirely to the want of an income tax. It is due chiefly to 
other causes. Those causes should be removed. There are great 
financial and rtation problems before the country that 
Congress will be ed upon soon to consider. 'The causes that 
have brought about this startling disproportion of the distribution 
of the wealth must be removed if our Republic is to be preserved. 
But even if these causes were already removed and there was 
equal opportunity offered. every citizen to work and enjoy the 
fruits of his labor, still the duty and responsibility of Congress 
would be just as great to see that taxation was so levied and col- 
lected that each individual would pay in proportion to his ability 
to pay. The income tax is the fairest and most just method of 
accomplishing this. 

Inasmuch as the tariff bill is now under consideration, and inas- 
much as the last tariff bill had an income-tax provision, and it 
was that provision that the court rendered its decision upon, it 
will probably not be ont of the way to read an extract from the 
dissenting opinion of Mr. Justice Harlan. He is a Republican. 
He no doubt believes in the principle of protection. If heisa Re- 
publican such as the majority on this floor is, he was not even 
satisfied with the high protection of the Wilson bill. Now, what 
does he say about the tariff bill being a fair measure of taxation? 
Ins ing of striking the income-tax provision out of the Wilson 
e says: 

It nevertheless results that those parts of the Wilson Act that survive 
the new theory of the Constitution evolved by these cases are those imposing 
burdens upon the great body of the American people who derive no rents 
OPAT. Such Ee the DOMIN u tak Reid wis take 

> SU as 3 
ato almost the entire business of the SAEY. cams N 

He recognized the fact that the Wilson bill with the income: tax 
provision struck out was not a fair and equitable measure of taxa- 
tion. Herecognized the fact that it laid the burdens most heavily 
upon those who did not own much property and who had not the 
means to pay. 

In this connection I might call attention to the fact that whether 
it is à Democratic tariff or a Republican tariff, whether it is a 
tariff for protection or a tariff for revenue, yet a tariff is still 
practically a poll tax. In every State in this Union we raise our 


taxes by à tax on the poll and a tax on property. Why? We 
recognize the fact that every man, whether he owns property or 
not, receives certain protection from the Government as an indi- 
vidual. Therefore we place a uniform tax on each individual on 
his head and call it a poll tax, so that everyone, even if he has 
nothing but his limbs and his muscle, is called upon to contribute 
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so much to support the Government. Then, in order to equalize 
taxation, we turn to the individual and look at his property, and 
we tax him.according to the amount of his property, a certain per 
cent on his property. 

How is it with the Federal Government? We raise nearly all 
of our taxes by a tariff; that is, a tax on a man's necessities, a tax 
on his mouth, on his back. Therefore each individual is taxed 
on what he consumes and wears. He is taxed not according to 
his means but according to his necessities, without any regard to 
the amount of property he owns, If the man worth $1,000,000 
eats no more than the man who mauls rails for 50 cents a dayand 
does not own a dollar's worth of property, if a man worth 
$1,000,000 wears no more clothes than a man who mauls rails for 
50 cents a day and does not own a dollar's worth of property; then 
they both contribute exactly the same to Rapport e Federal 
Government. To that extent the tariff may be called, for it is 
the nearest illustration you can give to the system of State taxes, 
a poll tax—not literally, but near enough for illustration. Now, 
will we raise all of the money necessary to run this Government 
upon the individual; that is, by a poll tax? 

Ihavea tenant. He owns nothing but a little personal prop- 
erty, which he moves from one tenant house to another wher he 
moves. He has ten children. He buys more pairs of shoes, if he 
buys any for his children at all, ina year than Ibuy. The mills 
that you want to open now in order to restore prosperity depend 
upon being kept open on his power to buy, upon his power to con- 
sume, He has his wife and his children, and his children are in- 
creasing. His power to purchase is less now than it was five years 
ago, though his family is larger and his necessities greater. Shall 
we place e Spon that man, in order to increase his capacity to con- 
sume, burdens of taxation out of proportion to his ability to m 
If your American manufacturers prosper and keep their mills 
open, it must be because the American People are able to con- 
sume and to purchase, When we raise all of our taxes by tariff, 
then we not only put a poll tax on the tenant, but an additional 

ll tax on his wife and on each one of his ten children—a poll 
n on every mouth that is fed and on every back that is clothed. 
Then we make this Pu tax very high, high enough to raise all 
the tax necessary without placing a dollar of tax on property. Is 
that fair, is it just? 

Mr. President, it is clear that the burdens of taxation to-day 
fall largely upon that great mass of the American people who are 
not accumulating wealth—men of moderate means and men who 
work for daily wages. For what reason I will not stop now to 
discuss, but they fall largely upon that great mass of erican 
citizens who work more hours in a day than they should be forced 
to work in order to supply their families with the necessities of 
life. The wealth that is accumulated by the fortunate few in this 
country, whether honestly or dishonestly, is not a question to be 
considered with reference to an income tax, but that wealth should 
certainly pay in proportion to its amount with the man who has 
accumula only a small amount, and who is forced to be a 
daily toiler and producer. 

Thad intended reading several extracts from the decision of the 
court, and also from the four very able and convincing dissenting 
opinions. I will not takethe time of the Senate to do so now, but 
I will at a future time when this joint resolution is taken up for 
action. However, I will call theattention of the Senate to the fact 
that the Chief Justice in rendering the decision of the court which 
struck down the Constitution seemed to realize that it was neces- 
sary to apologize for the decision. "Therefore, he said: 

If it be true that the Constitution should have been so framed that a tax 
of this kind could be laid, the instrument defines the way for its amendment. 
In no part of it was greater sagacity displayed. 

The Chief Justice in rendering the decision felt called upon to 
apologize for it by pointing out that the American people, if they 
did not like it, could amend the Constitution so as to nullify the 
decision. 

Mr. MASON. Lou can hardly call that an apology. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, I will not, at the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Illinois, but I will simply state that he did call attention 
to the fact that the American people could by an amendment re- 
store the Constitution as it stood for over a hundred years. The 
Chief Justice realized that he was rendering a decision in the face 
of every decision of the Supreme Court for a hundred years on this 

int; he realized that he was for the first time 5 that 
Ine Constitution gave Congress the power to equalize taxation by 
eee an income tax. 
urther, the justices in dissenting called attention to the fact 
that taxation could not be equalized in this country until the Con- 
stitution was amended after this decision. The minority of the 
court was so shocked at the decision that they used stronger lan- 
e, I think, than has ever been used by a justice of the Supreme 
Co urtin rendering a dissenting opinion before. Ido not think 
any Senator on the floor of the Senate has ever shown stronger 
feeling or used stronger la e about that decision than did the 
able jurists who dissented it. They seemed to realize, and 


it appears through every line of these dissenting opinions, that 
here was an opinion from the highest court in the land which 
would not only tie the hands of Congress—for they used that lan- 
guage—and prevent Congress from equalizing taxation, but they 
realized that the court was rendering a decision that struck at the 
very foundation stone of the Republic, and that would shake the 
5 of the American people in the highest tribunal in the 
nd. 

Mr. President, no man can read those dissenting opinions with- 
out feeling that every justice who rendéred them would have been 
astonished if he had been told when that decision was rendered 
that two years would pass before either branch of Congress adopted 
2 resolution to submit an amendmentto the Constitution. Justice 
Harlan, in his dissenting opinion, said that the decision was deeply 
to be deplored, and was a national calamity, and we could not too 
soon amend the Constitution to restore the national authority. 

It begins to look as if the Constitution may never be again 
amended by submitting an amendment to the States. Surely if 
this amendment can not be submitted to the States, then no amend- 
ment in the interests of good government and justice will ever be 
submitted, unless there is a radical change in the American Con- 
gress. 

There is more pis sentiment, founded on the commonest and 
broadest principles of equity, behind this question of an income 
tax than behind any other question that I can conceive of that 
will have to be submitted to the people asa constitutional amend- 
ment. If we can not amend our Constitution: if the court can 
render decisions digging holes in it from time to time, and the old 
hulk of the Constitution has to stand with the life taken and 
amended out of it by judicial decisions; if with the progress of 
events we can not amend the Constitution to keep pace with the 
development of civilization and commerce, then the quicker the 
American people know it the better. 

If wecan not submit to thelegislatures of the States this amend- 
ment providing: for an income tax, then there is one other way 
of amending the Constitution, and the people ought to know, 
and know quickly, that their only hope is through a constitu- 
tional conyention. A constitutional convention, if called, Mr. 
President, will not be called under the auspices of a political 
party; it will not be called when voters can be appealed to on the 
ground of standing by **the dear old p ." Men will vote their 
honest judgment; the evil effects of ae machinery that warp 
men’s judgments will not be in play then; and the delegates, com- 
ing fresh from the people, will not be so easily controlled by cor- 
porations and trusts as some members of Congress are. The dele- 
gates in a constitutional convention will stand nearer the people 
than Con; now does. The privileged few, who now enjoy so 
many unjust advantages, had best submit to a just income tax a 
dozen times than force the people tocall a constitutional convention, 

Such a convention would destroy the evils that cause the une- 
qual distribution of wealth. I shall press this amendment, but I 
would prefer to see a convention held. If the privileged classes 
were wise, they would Bop meto we thisamendment. Butthey 
will not, and I wish simply to call the attention of that class of 
our citizens, and of those who sympathize with them so strongl 
as to probably be unable to do exact justice between all our citi- 
zens, to the fact that this amendment is a small reform compared 
to what the American people will demand in constitutional con- 
vention, if they meet—and they surely will meet soon, unless Con- 
gress measures up nearer to its duty—and that then there will be 
a supreme effort of the American people to go back to first prin- 
ciples and place this Government where its founders thought they 
had placed it, and better guard it, and, I think, more carefully, 
pA 2n ancestors were able to do in the primitive stages of our 

epublic. 

Mr. President, I have talked longer than I intended to, for at a 
later day I intend to ask the Senate to take up this question. I 
intend then to address the Senate at some length. I have now 
called it up, this proposed amendment, for the purpose of attract- 
ing attention to how long it has been since the Supreme Court 
rendered the anti-income-tax decision, and the difference between 
the procedure in Congress with reference to this decision and the 
recent antitrust decision, and also to say that unless the Judiciary 
Committee may see its way to give us a report on this proposition, 
which is before them, I shall be forced to ask the Senate in Com- 
mittee of the Whole to take up the question, and, further, I shall 
-— the Senate to do it before the pooling bill is considered by this 

y. 
THE TARIFF BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 9, page 58, and para- 
graphs 184 and 185 were read, as follows: 

184. Pens, metallic, except gold pens, 12 cents per gross. 


185. Penholder tips, penholders or parts thereof, and gold pens, 25 per cent 
&d valorem. 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. I inquire what was done with paragraphs 
182 and 183, relating to mica and nickel? 


Mr. ALLISON. They were passed over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ose paragraphs were passed over 
last evening. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire to offer an amendment to those 
two paragraphs, and I think I might as well do it now and sub- 
mit what I wish to say upon the subject. Idonotcare, however, 
to have those UY AG disposed of at this time. , 
^ Mr. PRITC D. Ihope that those paragraphs will not be 

i of now. 
. PETTIGREW. I do not care to press my amendment to a 
vote now. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have agreed to pass over those paragraphs, 
but, of course, if the Senator desires to make some observations 
upon them, he can do so. x 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Very briefly, and that with regard to mica. 
The House provision with regard to mica was: 

182. Mica, 2 cents per pound on dimensions of 1 square inch or less, Coe 


cents per pound additional for each additional square inch: Provided, Tha’ 
the maximum rate of duty shall in no case exceed 50 cents per pound. 


That is proposed to be changed by the Senate committee to 40 
er cent ad valorem, which will be pretty nearly equivalent to no 
uty at all because of the low valuations placed by the exporters 

upon these articles. y x 

Wecan quond. in this country all the mica used in the United 
States, and there would be no necessity for importing any what- 
ever if a . duty were placed upon the article to 
make up for the difference between the cost of labor in India, from 
which it is ee: and the cost of labor in this country. India 
mica is mined y labor which costs from 10 to 15 cents a day; the 
mines are owned by Englishmen and Americans, and the mica is 
shipped to this country unassorted and unmanufactured, and 
valued at about 17 cents a ponnd; so that the duty would be 
about 8 cents a pound. It is here manufactured or parted into 
sheets, and much of it—the larger sheets—brings a price of from 
$3 to $5 a pound while it comes in at this exceedingly low price, 
but the refuse which is cut off from the sheet is sold for electrical 
purposes, and therefore the mica industry in this country has 
suddenly declined under this tremendous competition. 

In North Carolina there are inexhaustible beds of this material, 
and in South Dakota there is enough of it to supply the United 
States for all time to come; but we can not furnish it and pay two 
dollars and a half a day for labor and compete with the India 
mica, with labor there at 10 to 15 cents a day. 

If we are going to pass a protective-tariff measure, its benefits 
and advantages should extend from Delaware to the Dakotas, and 
embrace every industry within this country. "There is no justifi- 
cation, because an industry has been established by a protective 
tariff in Delaware or in New Jersey, or in any Eastern State, for 
its continuance, unless the benefits as well as the burdens are 
shared with the people of the Dakotas. I therefore desire that 
this paragraph shall be amended by providing that there shall be 
a duty upon mica of 10 cents a pound and, in addition thereto, 
40 per cent ad valorem. * 

ilst I am not much of an advocate of ad valorem duties, I 
think perhaps such duties are fully as applicable to this article as 
to almost any other in this bill, and for the reason that mica may 
be worth 2 cents a pound, that is, the scraps and remnants, or it 
may be worth $4.50 a pound, and all made out of the same sheets. 
The refuse, the trimmings of sheets, used for stoves and other pur- 
poses, are worth 2 cents a pound, while the sheets themselves, 
according to their size, are worth from $2.50 to $5 per pound. 

As I said before, I shall not press a decision of this matter at 
this time. Isimply wish to submit a statement now in regard to 
it, which I desire to have printed in the RECORD in connection 
with my remarks; and I give notice that I shall ask for a vote at 
some future time upon the amendment which I have offered, 

The statement referred to is as follows: 


MICA. 


North Carolina now produces a considerable portion of the mica mined in 
this country, although good deposits have been uncovered and worked in 
New Hampshire, Alabama, New Mexico, and the Black Hills of South Dakota. 
The domestic product now averages in value $78,691 per year, while impor- 
tations average $161,759 per year. Ten years ago the domestic product was 
Sixteen times greater in quantity than the importations. During the six 

ears ended the average annual value of American-mined mica was 

„000. while importations of mica for the same period averaged annually 

n value less than $15,000. It will thus be seen that the industry is in its 

decadence, and uires in its behalf the application of a high-tariff stimulus. 
The Seventeenth ual Report of the ee ina Survey says: 

The opinion has sometimes been expre: by mica men that all of the 
valuable mica deposits in the southern Appalachian region have been discov- 
ered and worked toa epui where the supply of water and the increasing 
hardness of the rock add so greatly to the e. seof mining as to make it 
unprofitable, and consequently that this region would no longer be a con- 

cuous factor in the world's supply of mica. The ming of several new 
mines, however, d 1895 and the early part of 1806 has enco d the 
belief that other workable de ts may be found in the near future it care- 
ful search is made. And when the fact is borne in mind that much the 


areas of this southern Appalachian Moun- 


pane part of the mica- 
bama rginia is still covered with an accumulation 


ch returns as those Mr discovered and 2 

hat in the case of a consi: 
erable number of these mines, by the use of the steam pump, the steam drill, 
and other modern appliances, a number of these old mica mines could be 
opened up anew and worked at considerable profit.“ 

But the market need not depend wholly upon the old mica deposits of this 
country for its supply. In the Black Hilis of South Dakota there is a large 
area rich in this important mineral, which would be opened to the profit of 
human toil under the influence of an adequate protective duty. To some ex- 
tent these Black Hills mines have been worked fur several years and they 
Moe an excellent quality of mica. For reasons known to dealers, 

uth Dakota mica is sold as North Carolina mica; so the State I represent has 
never acquired the reputation it deserves in connection with this product. 
The employment of mica in the construction of electrical dynamos has en- 
— 85 the field of its usefulness, and its production has become an industry 
well worth the fostering care of the Government. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
to the fact that an electrical supply company has stated that that 
mica could not be used for electrical purposes, and to ask him 
whether he has inquired into the truth of that statement? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have had occasion to inquire into that 
subject, and I find that our mica is, if anything, superior for elec- 
trical purposes to that which is imported. Not only that, Mr. 
President, but mica is imported from India and sold in this coun- 
try as North Carolina mica in order to give it credit and charac- 
ter; and it is the same with South Dakota mica, which is sold as 
North Carolina mica, because the North Carolina mica is regarded 
as the best in the world, though the Dakota mica is equal to it, 
but it has not gained as much reputation and notice, and, there- 
fore, because our mica is sold for North Carolina mica it has not 
attracted the attention that it would otherwise have attracted. 
We have produced large quantities of it, and are continuing to 
produce it each year, however, in more and more limited quanti- 
ties, owing to this East Indian competition. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, In this connection,I desire to have the 
letter which I send to the desk read, which fully corroborates the 
statement of the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam obliged to the Senator for question- 


ing mie, 
. PRITCHARD. I only desire to have this information 
brought out. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam very glad to have it. 

TheVICE-PRESIDENT. Inthe absence of objection, the letter 
referred to by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD] 
will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

PHILADELPHIA, April 12, 1897. 


DEARSIR: I have been requested by Mr. W. S. Harvey to write to you 
concerning what I know as to the production of mica in the United States, 
and whether or not the statement, which he informs me has been made 
the New York Micanite Company, that no mica is found suitable for electri 
work in the United States in large quantities. 

I beg to assure you that I know that excellent mica for electrical purposes 
is sound in large quantities in North Carolina, New Hampshire, and else- 
where. 

Very respectfully, yours, 


Hon. J. C. PRITCHARD, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. [Ialso desire to have read a letter from Dr. 
Holmes, the State geologist of North Carolina, bearing upon this 
subject. 

The Secretary read as follows: : 

NonTH CAROLINA GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, 
Chapel Hill, N. C., April 8, 1897. 


DEAR SIR: Your tel m is received. In reply. I beg to say that I am 
informed by dealers in North Carolina mica, and I believe their testimony to 
be correct, that a large part of the North lina mica now being mined is 
shipped to electrical companies, and is being used by them both in the con- 


EDWIN J. HOUSTON. 


struction and in the repair of electrical apparatus. Iam furtherinformed . 


by these parties that the companies so using this mica from the North Caro- 
lina mines have pronounced i M to any on the market for electrical pur- 
poses; and the analyses of the North Carolina micas, and comparison with 
those from other States in the United States and from Canada and [ndia, 
lead me to believe that for electrical purposes it is equal to aay 
It may be true that the larger electrical companies in New York donot now 
use North Carolina mica in their business, for the reason that by the system 
of undervaluation which they have jua on all their imported micas in 
the past few years arid by the use of cheap foreign labor in the mining and 
preparation of this micathey have been enabled toimport foreign micas much 
uper than they could buy the American mica. And I beg to submit the 
counter proposition that if they are allowed to continue that sort of practice 
the time will soon come when the statement which you quote the elec- 
trical companies as now making will be literally true, and the numerous de- 
ts of mica which are known toexist in North 3 Maryland, 
ennsylvania, New Hampshire, Wyoming, South Dakota, Washington, Cali- 
fornia, Colorado, and New Mexico will remain undeveloped as long as Con- 
gress is wine these American interests toremain ina dormant condition, 
because the erican miner and laborer can not afford to compete with 
e deu red which is paid not more than 8 cents per der. 
I think the proposed specific duty on mica is right and fair, because (1) I 
believe in this sort of protection for American labor. (2) Owing to the large 


number of deposits of mica which are known to exist in different States, ` 


there is mn reason to believe that if properly protected this American in- 
dustry will develop into one of much larger proportions than it ever has in 


the past, and that ultimately the introduction of better mining methods and 
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parore ming machinery will Analy reaus Que cost of uosadas Ame 
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increase the cost of stoves or elec- 


t the present iot at all 
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electrical apparatus, and besides 
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ormation, 


it is not ug 
to refer 
8018 for addi jum 
PE J. A. HOLMES, State Geologist. 
Hon. J. C. PRITCHARD, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I have taken a good deal of pains to in- 
vestigate this matter and have p: the amendment which I 
offered the other day, which reads as follows: 

rectangular other definite sha 80 cents pound 
yg 3) — per Sound; iios in blocks of forms nok specified, 
cents per pound. 

I think this amendment would come nearer meeting the de- 
mands of the mica interests than the amendment offered by the 
Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishall be glad to support that amendment 
in preference to my own, and therefore not offer my amend- 
ment, 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I have every reason to believe that the 
committee will adopt this amendment in the end, and that we 
shall get it incorporated into the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I only want to say that it 
seems to me that mica . case, first, for a pro- 
tective duty, and, secondly, for a specific duty. 

There are, as been stated in the communications which 
have been read to the Senate, mica mines in New Hampshire. 
The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] 25 there are 
mica mines in South Dakota sufficient to o whole Ameri- 

demand. There are such mines in New also, but 
ftis absolutely impossible to work those mines profitably and pay 
from $1 to $1.50 a day to the individual laborer, when the t 
India mica is mined with wages at from 10 to 20 cents a day. 
The mica is here in this country in abundance; it is here in large 
sheets sufficient for every purpose; but you can not get capital 
and labor to take it out of the ground in competition with this 


pe mica of East India, where labor is from 10 to 20 cents a 


dly, the necessity for a specific duty on mica grows ont of 
the fact t it is almost impossible to raise the valuation of the 
mica coming from the East Indies. Itis valued as being of low 
prise at the port of exportation. There is no way of confuting 
e prices which are named, and mica comes in substantially at 
any valuation, however low, which the importer chooses to put 
upon it. So it is absolutely necessary, if American mica mines 
to be successfully developed, that there shall be not only a 
fat „but that it shall be a specific duty. A large nominal ad 
valorem duty is of little value. A very moderate specific duty 
upon-uncut sheets of mica, upon cut sheets of mica, and upon 
mica waste or ground mica give the protection which is nec- 


essary. 

I supplement what has been said by the Senators from North 
Carolina and South Dakota by urging the committee to oe 
schedule of specific duties. It does not somuch matter what they 
are as that they should be specific and not ad valorem. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I think the committee can take 
it for granted that there is no doubt whatever that there isan 
&bundance of mica in the United States. Mica mines are found 
more generally over the United States than almost any other kind 
of mines, There is mica in Nevada, California, Oregon, and I 
believe nearly all of those Western States contain mines of mica, 
which has been a well-known factfor years. The question is con- 
stantly discussed whether they can be worked at a profit. That 
we have abundance of mica mines, there is no doubt. Recently I 
have received a large number of letters—I have not them here 
now—describing these mines, and suggesting that we make the 
duty ific. far as getting a supply of mica in this country 
s a price that would pay the workmen thereif we had a sufficient 

uty, there is no doubt. í 
r. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Nevada will allow me, 
I will call his attention to the fact that this 10 and 20 cent East 
India labor, with which mica is got out in the Orient, is paid for 
in silver; that it is silver 10-cent and silver 20-cent a eee 
8 gets out the mica, and that is only 5 and 10 cent labor in 


Mr.STEWART. Iam aware of that. 


Mr, CHANDLER, I was afraid the Senator had overlooked 
that . 
Mr. S ART. I am aware that they buy our silver for 5 
cents and sell it for 10 cents; and that is the way they make money. 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I do not intend to address the 
Senate on this matter, but as to the duty on mica, I agree with 
my colleague [Mr. PRITCHARD] and also with the Senator from 
South Dakota . PETTIGREW]. I intended to call espece atten- 
tion to the fact just brought out by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER], that it has always been a recognized factor 
in tariff bills, where you are protecting American industry or 
American labor against the competition of a silver-using country, 
that the duty has to be higher than when you are protecting 
against competition in other countries. It has been recognized in 
every tariff bill that has been here that the rate of duty that 
would protect an article in this coun 1 Europe, for in- 
stance, would not protect it as against India or any other part of 
Asia, but that you have to make the duty higher on account of 
the difference of exchange, This is a case where we have to com- 
with the labor of silver-using countries, and therefore calls 
or a higher duty than in a case where the competition is between 
American and European labor. 
DES PETTIGREW. Lalso wish to call attention to paragraph 


Mr. VEST. Before the Senator proceeds to another paragraph, 
I want to call attention to the enormous increase which he pro- 
p upon this raw material of mica. The Dingley bill provides 

or 2 cents per pound, and the Senate committee propose 40 per 
cent ad valorem. I understand the Senator from South Dakota 
now to propose 10 cents a pound and 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. P IGREW. I accepted the amendment offered by the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD], which, I think, 
makes the rate even higher than that. 

Mr. VEST. Idid not hear what that rate was. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina, 

Mr. ALLISON. Let that question be passed over. 

Mr. VEST. Let us be heard just a minute abont it. I am 
waiting to hear what the amendment of the Senator from North 
Carolina was. : 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I have an amendment, which I offered a 
moment Ma 

Mr. JO of Arkansas, What is the proposition? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. The amendment proposes on uncut mica— 
that is, mica in the rough—15 cents a pound, on sheet mica 20 
cents per pound, and on mica cut into rectangular or other defi- 
nite forms 30 cents per pound. 

Mr. JONES of Apis I should like to ask the Senator what 
is the value of mica in the market? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. It varies according to the size. It runs 
from 90 cents a pound up to $13 a pound in certain cases, 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. The comparative statement furnished 
by the Treasury Department to the Senate shows that there were 
1,031,499 pounds of mica imported last year at a cost of 19 cents a 


pound. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Undoubtedly, and that is the very thing 
that we complain of —the enormous undervaluation. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. In that connection, I desire to call the 
Senator's attention to the fact that while it was valued at 19 cents 
a pound, the same mica sold at from ten to twelve dollars a pound 
in the American market. That is exactly the reason why we do 
not want an ad valorem rate and we do want a specific rate. 

Mr. VEST. Let us understand exactly what the purpose is. 
As I understand it now, the amendment of the Senator from 
North Carolina puts five times as much duty specifically as the 
DIY bill upon one grade of mica and ten times as much upon 
the other. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I will say to the Senator from Missouri 
that I do not propose to have the amendment considered now, but 
when the committee adopts it, as I feel sure it will, I will be 
ready to discuss the matter with him. I think I can convince 
him that this rate of duty ought to be adopted. 'The only ones 
who are opposed to it are the electrical and mica com es, who 
constitute a trust, as the Senator very well knows. ey object 
toit because they want to handle the mica of the country and 
3 the price of it. Here is the amendment I offer. 

VEST. I should be very glad indeed to know whether this 
enormous increase is necessary to cover the difference in labor 
between foreign countries and North Carolina? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I can convince the Senator of that fact 
without any trouble when I come to it. 

The amendment reads as follows: 

Mica cut into rectangular or other definite 30 cents nd 
sheet mica, 20 cents per pound; mica in block of e lus not Specified, 1 
cents per pound. 

Mr. VEST. Without detaining the Senate, I wish to have read 
a letter from Mr. Weston, whose reputation as an electrician is 
national He and Mr. Edison stand at the head of the electrical 
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profession. Isubmitthatthe Senate ought to hear from electri- 
cians who use this article, which is their raw material. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
NEWARK, N. J., April 6, 1807. 


My DEAR SENATOR: Permit me to bring to your attention „ 
of the Dingley tariff bill which propones to impose upon impo: mica an 
increased dar of between 100 and per cent. 

The amendment which has been agreed to provides for 2 cents per pound 
on dimensions of lsquare inch or less, and 2cents per pound for each addi- 
tional 1 inch, provided that the maximum rate of duty shall in no case 


exceed 50 cents per pound. 
In order that the electrical ind may be encouraged in this country, it 


lustry ent 
ippears to all interested in it that the Government should afford every facil- 
is possible for the obtaining of those materials which can not be secured in 
this country, and which are essential to the Nene devenu: of the art 


with as little in the way of taxation as possible. 
Iam informed that the effortto increase the duty on mica has been fos- 
by the miners of North Carolina, but it 


y, yours, 
. JAMES SMITH, Jr., 
Hon zd States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In this connection, I should like to 
callthe attention of the Senate to what seems to be the effect of 
the effort enormously to increase the tax on mica. It seems, from 
the letter just read at the request of the Senator from Missouri, 
that mica is necessary in the great electrical industries of the 
country, as well as a number of other interestsin which it is used, 

'The Senator from Nevada assures us that we may be satisfied 
that there is an abundance of mica in the United States, It would 
seem that no greater misfortune could befall a great many inter- 
ests here than to find we have mica. We learn from the compara- 
tive statement submitted by the Treasury Department that the 
article is brought here and sold at 19 cents a pound. 

Now, we must pay a tax of 15 to 30 cents a pound on the article 
because the Almighty has blessed us with mines of it in the hills. 
"We must pay enormously more for it because Providence has 
given us a na supply. It would be a blessing to the country 
and to mankind if no natural resources of this sort were fur- 
nished to us, if every time the Lord provides us with some abun- 
dant resource of this sort we are to be taxed out of sight and out of 
conscience, so as to enable the men who happen to own the land 
on which it is located to get ten times as much for it as it can be 
bought for abroad. : 

Mr.GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Arkansas permit me? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. inly. 

Mr.GALLINGER. L rise simply to make an observation. The 
Senator from Arkansas is not quite so frank as he usually is when 
he says that this article is sold at 19 cents a pound in the American 
market. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What I said was that the tabulated 
statement furnished by the Treasury De ent shows the unit 
of value on the more 1,000,000 pounds imported last year to 
be 19 cents a pound. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It not mean the American mar- 
ket. It means the market from which the mica was shipped. We 
all understand that, and I did not suppose there would be any mis- 
understanding about it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly; but that is a very different 
thing. The Senator said it is sold in this country at 19 centsa 
pound, as the RECORD will show. It isinvoiced abroad at 19 cents 
&pound. There is no question about that. It is brought into this 
market and sold for twenty times that amount or more, but there 
are such palpable and undisguised and outrageous frauds in the 
importation of mica to this country that something certainly 
ought to be done in the tariff bill to correct that great injustice to 
the American producers. 

The Dingley bill, as it was sent over to the Senate— very likely at- 
tention has been called to this matter, but I have been absent from 
the Chamber—provides that mica shall pay 2 cents per pound on 
dimensions of 1 square inch or less and 2 cents additional for each 
additional square inch. That is a schedule which ought not to be 
adopted by Congress, for the reason that the foreign producers of 
mica will cut the mica into blocks of less than 1 square inch, and 
it will all, or practically all, be imported under that schedule of 2 
cents per pound, because these electrical companies, who are not 
suffering, so far as I know, at all, but are making immense profits, 
beyond qu can use the mica 1 square inch in size quite as 
well as if it were a foot in size; in fact better, because otherwise 
they would have to reduce it in size, a good deal of it being used 
in pulverized form, I understand. 

have not given very careful attention to the amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from North Carolina, but as the people of 
my State are interested in mica, as wellas the people of North 
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Carolina and Nevada and other States, I mode to say that 
some different schedule ought to be adopted either of those 
found in the bill. : 

Mr.GRAY. Will the Senator from New Hampshire permit me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator know—and if he does, I would 
be very glad if he would inform the Senate, or inform me at least— 
what is the proportion of mica of domestic production used in 
the United States? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam under the impression that under the 
low tariff rates of the existing law the proportion of domestic mica 
is small. Ican not give the Senator the exact proportion. 

Mr. GRAY. But it is small? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is small. 

Mr. GRAY. There are great frauds, the Senator says, in the 
operation of the tariff. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is no question but that if mica is 
invoiced at 19 cents a pound and comes into this country and sells 
in competition with domestic mica at 10 or 15 or 20 cents, there 
must be frauds. 

8 It is brought in here at 19 cents and sold at 87 a 

un 
vM GRAY. Frauds on whom? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I would say the fraud was, first, on the 
customs department of the Government in taking from us a reve- 
nue that poer belongs to us. 

Mr. GRAY. that all? 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is one. 

Mr. GRAY. Is that the only and chief fraud that occupies the 
Senator's attention? 

Mr.GALLINGER. Iam not quitesure about that. Themica 
is mined by much cheaper labor than we can obtain in the United 
States. Itis brought in here under that fraudulent valuation, and 
it is sold in competition with the American product, which I su 
pose can not be produced for less than the amount, and very likely 
costs more than the amount, that the mica is sold for after it is 
brought into this market. 
ee PRITCHARD. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt 

m 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I desire to suggest that the greatest fraud 


is the fraud trated on the American mine owner. 
Mr. GRAY. The American mica-mine owner? 
Mr. P Yes, sir. 


D. 
Mr. GRAY. That is what I thought. Iam glad the Senator 
from North Carolina said that, because I think the Senator from 
New Hampshire meant it, although he confined himself to the 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am not going to have the Senator from 
Delaware reach conclusions in my behalf. Isay again that there 
is a fraud upon the customs di ent of the Government, inas- 
much as we are robbed of legitimate revenue by the undervalua- 
tions, and that the mica is then brought into this country and sold 
for certainly as low an amount and, in my judgment, for a less 
amount than we can produce domestic mica for at the enhanced 
price of labor which we must necessarily pay in the United States. 

Mr. GRAY. If the frauds are committed under the present 
tariff of 20 per cent, I think it is—— 

Mr. G INGER. Twenty per cent. 

Mr. GRAY. And they are such as grieve all just men like the 
Senator from New Hampshire and myself, I think the best way 
to get rid of the frands is to abolish the duty and give us free 
mica, and then a fraud would be entirely circumvented which is 
being practiced upon the great body of American consumers, 
The fraud upon the mica owners is insignificant in comparison 
with the fraud that is practiced upon the American consumers of 
this quite important article of commerce. 

We have been told by the Senator from Nevada and others that 
mica is abundant in the United States; but, unfortunately per- 
haps, the mica is in private ownership; it is in private hands, and 
the abundance will not avail unless there is not only the natural 
compensation that comes from free commerce, but an additional 
law-imposed profit given to the owner. That must be done before 
he will let go of his abundance for the fruition of the great masses 
of mica consumers. 

I have in mind an industry as worthy as that of the mica pro- 
ducer on the Atlantic Coast. Some years ago there was discoyered 
& large gta of mica upon theinhospitable shores of Greenland, 
and they sent American vessels with American laborers to get the 
mica out, and it camedown in quantities sufficient for the purpose. 

It was exceedingly good, sol am informed. It was equal to any 
found in this country. That was a natural bit of American enter- 
prise; and yet that industry now, forsooth, because it has discov- 
ered the uy Soe of mica upon those bleak hills, is to be fined an 
additional to the 20 per cent now imposed by law for the 
benefit of other industries nota bit more worthy than theindustry 
of which I speak. I believe that is a fraud on the American con- 
sumers of mica, as long as the word fraud has been used in 
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regard to this matter at all. The Senator from North Carolina 
says it is a fraud upon the mine owners. I say that this superim- 
ed tax is a fraud upon those who would use, according to the 
possibilities that God has given them for their exercise, theirfacul- 
ties and their means in the way most profitable to themselves. 

Mr. LODGE. . President, as I understand it, the mines in 
India, from which the mica is brought, where it is mined with 
very cheap labor, are owned exclusively by English and American 
capitalists, persons interested either in the electrical business or 
the production of mica. It is all right, according to the Senator 
from Delaware, to select those American mine owners in India, 
and so to legislate as to give them an enormous profit, because 
they employ tropicallabor; but it becomes a criminal fraud so to 
legislate as to give profit to the American mine owner in the 
United States who desires to employ American labor. 

I do not see why it is so wicked to legislate in favor of a man 
who owns a mine or works a mine in the United States and per- 
fectly admirable to legislate in favor of another American who 
happens to own a mine in India, worked with Indian labor. 

. GRAY. Ineversaid I was in favor of legislating in favor 
of the American mine owner in India. I want no legislation. 
want free opportunity, and let them take chances with the com- 
petition of the world. 

Mr. LODGE. That is legislation. 

Mr. GRAY. Is it? : 

Mr. LODGE. Of course it is legislation. Free trade is legis- 
lation. Free trade is legislation of the most distinct kind. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. And in the worst form. 

Mr.LODGE. And in the worst form. Legislation which would 
give a profit to one class of Americans, who are investing their 
capital and employing cheap tropical labor, is all right, but to 
legislate so as to give an opportunity to an American who invests 
his capital here and desires to employ American labor is all 
wrong. Ican not myself see that there is any crime in so legis- 
lating as to enable American labor to be employed and American 
capital to be employed profitably, and it seems to me that it is 
better forthe country that our capital should be invested in the 
United States and employed here than to be employed in India. I 
do not see any reason for talking about it as a fraud and a crime 
because we desire to help any class of American citizens to make 
money by their enterprise or their labor. 

Mr. E. We have a great mountain of mica in Maine 
named for the product. Our people are a good deal interested in 
it, but I understand that this paragraph, by unanimous consent, 
has been passed over, and therefore I s withhold anything I 
have to say in favor of our mountain of mica in Maine until it is 
actually before the Senate for consideration and a vote is to be 
taken. I hope the Senatorin charge of the bill will succeed in 
going on with the measure where there are subjectsin controversy 
and not noi for debate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, it seems to me that the issue 
of free trade or protection is not involved in this controversy. I 
undertake to assert, and I believe it is a fact —— 

Mr. HALE. Ishallobject to the paragraph going over unless 
the discussion upon it is to cease. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have ceased to discuss it. I believe I 
have the floor. 

Mr. HALE. I certainly shall object if this subject is to be de- 
bated after it was asked unanimously that it might go over. I 
shall object to its going over unless debate ceases. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ithink I have unanimous consent to dis- 
cuss the question at this time, and 1 stand upon my rights. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator does not have unanimous consent if 
it requires my consent. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I had consent before the discussion com- 
menced. I asked unanimous consent to submit some statements 
in regard to mica and nickel. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator asked to have the paragraph go over. 

Mr. WHITE. I suggest that the remarks of the Senator from 
South Dakota would apply to any paragraph in the bill. They 
are relevant anywhere, under our rules. \ 
^ Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I do not believe there is a 
Senator in this body who would vote for absolute free trade. The 
issue of a tariff for protection or free trade was settled with the 
passage of the Wilson bill, which is a protective-tariff measure 
from the first to the last line of it. No political party will ever 
again carry this country if the people suppose for a moment that 
the issue is free trade, and no Senator can be returned to this body 
who is an advocate of free trade if his constituents believe he 
would vote for absolute free trade. Senators may vote for free 
trade upon Dakota mica, but they will not vote for free trade on 
Delaware manufactured goods. Therefore the issue of free trade 
or protection is not in this controversy at all. We are simply 
contending about the amount of duty. 

It is a controversy over schedules, and that is all there is to it. 
There is not enough in it to make two political ies in this 
country, and neither can you maintain two political parties in 
this country on the issue whether the tariff shall be 10 cents a 


pound or 2, The question of schedules is too small a controversy 
to divide great political parties contending for the government of 
this great country. Thatissueisoutof American politics. Why 
should we talk about it? 

The great issues that are before the people of the United States 
to-day reach further than a controversy over the amount of tariff 
on any item in the pending bill. They are the great questions 
which determine whether we will march on in the course of free- 
dom and liberty and maintain our Republic, or whether we will 
become a plutocracy—not a plutocracy of natural persons, but a 
plutocracy of artificial persons; whether we will continue to be 
what in fact we are to-day, a government of the corporations, 
for the corporations, and by the corporations, or whether we will 
go ou oe we were in the past, a government of, for, and 

y the people. 

The BOM oa of the Senate committee in regard to nickel is 
equivalent to no duty at all. The Senate committee has provided 
as to nickel a duty of 6 cents per pound, and then has inserted in 
brackets **except nickel matte.” Of course, under that provision, 
allof the nickel would come in, fo. nickel matte is simply the 
nickel extracted from the ore, with such other metals as accom- 

any it in the ore. Then they can be separated in this country. 

t would all come in free, nickel matte being free. Therefore it 
is absolute free trade. That provision is a good deal like a good 
many other provisions in the bill, obscure; not intended to deceive, 
but having that effect. We can produce 4ll the nickel used in 
this country, and yet what is the history of thisindustry? There 
are nickel mines in Missouri, Pennsylvania, Arkansas, Washing- 
ton, North Carolina, Colorado, New Mexico, California, Oregon, 
Neyada, and South Dakota. 

Mr. tr The mines in Pennsylvania have been abandoned, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator from Pennsylvania says that 
the mines in AUS Ds have been abandoned, So they have 
been in every one of the States I have named. Pennsylvania is 
no rey gm So would the Pennsylvania mills be abandoned if 
you had free trade. Open your doors to the low-paid labor of 
Asia, compensated in silver, and your mills will be abandoned; 
the doors will be closed. "There is no question about it. 

Let us see what is the history of nickel. We produced in the 
United States in 1885, 275,000 pounds of nickel; in 1886, 214,000 
pounds; in 1887, 205,000 pounds; in 1889, 252,000 pounds; in 1890, 
223.000 pounds; in 1891. 118,000 pounds; in 1892, 92,000 pounds; 
in 1893, 49,000 pounds; in 1894, 9,000 pounds. I have not the fig- 
ures for 1896, but I understand the production went on declining, 
one mine after another closing throughout the country. 

When they are all closed, you will pay twice what you now have 
to pay for nickel. What is the occasion of the decline in the in- 
dustry? A deposit of nickel was discovered in Canada which is 
80 rich in nickel and copper that the copper pays the cost of pro- 
duction. Therefore the nickel costs nothing. They can put th 
price at any figure they choose. The moment they have destroye 
theinđustry in this country, then you will pay two prices for your 
nickel again, and no one will dare to open the mines of the United 
States in view of this known competition, because they know the 
moment they open the mines and invest their money in the indus- 
try the Canadians can come in and put down the price so as to. 
wreck their enterprise and make them lose their capital. 

What we want, then, is a duty upon nickel sufficiently large so 
that it can be produced in this country constantly and so that we 
shall not be in the hands of a foreign producer and so that with 
our high-priced labor we can continue the production. It will 
not shut out the Canadian nickel, because it can come to this 
market anyway, no matter what the duty is. Their nickel costs 
nothing. e have mines in Oregon. for instance, the ore from 
which has taken the premium, but it is not accompanied with 
copper in sufficient quantity so that the copper will pay for min- 
ing both. Yet men are ready to-day to go ahead, but not under 
the provisions of this bill, and put up works costing $150,000 to 
mine nickel in Oregon and Washington, provided a sufficient duty 
is placed upon the article so that they can mine it and be safe 
from absolute ruin by Canadian competition. I hold that there 
is justice in their claim. 

We can mine nickel profitably in Dakota, but we can not do it, 

e can not get capital to do it, if we know that at our door is a 
deposit which can put the price where it will absolutely destroy 
all profit and not even permit us to make enough to pay the cost 
of production. I hold it is good policy to place a duty upon 
nickel sufficient so that we can keep our mines open. Then we 
will always keep the price at a reasonable figure. Then if the 
duty is enough, so thatit will assure the wor ing of the Ameri- 
can mines, we will not be at the mercy of the foreigners to double 
the price when our mines are closed. I hold that itis good, pa- 
triotic policy again to open the mines which produced almost 
enough nickel to supply our wants in the past. and do it by a 
oy of 15 cents a pound upon nickel, and not admit nickel matte 


I do not care to extend my remarks any further, but I desire to 
have the statements I have here in regard to the subjeci printed 
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in the RECORD. I ask unanimous consent that they may be |” NICKEL AND COBALT. 
PTS VICE PRESIDENT. Ts there objection? The Chair hears 5 
e A ere objection? e ears 
none, and that will be the order. The nickel ores of Oregon, Nevada, and elsewhere have not Die 
un 


2 in 1895 was that produced at e Lamotte, Mo., which yielded 180,737 
'The papers referred to are as follows 3 Ad ak: N hin pr gp en hioa yi 


NICKEL. — addition to this, the smelting of foreign matte makes the total product of 
Deposits of nickel exist in the States of Missouri, Pennsylvania, Arkansas, | nickel larger than heretofore. The de ce of nickel ranged from 28 cents to 38 
Washington, North Carolina, Colorado, New Mexico, Califo: gon, | cents per pound, according to quantity and fineness, and that of cobalt oxide 


from $1.40 to $1.45 per pound. 
USES. : 


The effect of nickel upon steel and iron has become a favorite subject of 
experiment, discussion, and some lation in the last three or four years, 
since its use was found to be advantageous in armor plates. A paper on the 
manufacture, Lt pe! and applications of nickel steel by O. Vogel, in 
Stahl und Eisen, 1895, page 718 et seq., gives a comprehensive review of the 
subject, the substance of which is here reproduced. The author quotes from 
& chemical work by Christofle Girtanner, gas onc in 1792, to show that it 
was then known that iron would unite with nickel. 

Later, in 1820, Faraday made nickel-iron alloys by melting the two metals 
together, and he was followed by a number of experimenters. Nickel steel 
seems to have been first made by a manufacturer named Wolf, in Schwein- 
furt, W an^ in 1832, and was described by Liebig as resembling 
cened steel. It was introduced into trade, although not very extensively, 
under the name of ** meteor" steel, but it was not until that nicki 
steel was successfully introduced into large use, when the attention of gov- 
ernments was drawn to it. 

The preferred methods of making nickel steel consist in adding the de- 
sired proportion of nickel to the molten metal in a Martins furnace, for ex- 
ample, and the nickel is introduced either as oxide, together with a reducing 
agent, or in the metallic state as ferro-nickel. 

The author gives several tables showing the composition of various nickel 
steels and the results of the tests made w them. The tests were made by 
the Canadian Sopper Company and the Cleveland Rolling Mill Msi eid in 
this country, and in several places in E . 'The results show that in 
steels having very nearly an identical com tion, except that one contains 
nickel while the other does not, the stee) riesige, ini is superior in 
strength and elasticity under the same conditions. e table may be given 
in illustration of this point, Á 

CHICAGO, April 27, 1897. 


GENTLEMEN: We are owners of extensive nickel deposits in the State of 
Oregon, which deposits have been pronounced by expe: i^ em toany nickel 
d tin the world. Notwithstanding the great extent of our ore bodies, 
and notwithstanding the ore is of higher grade than the Canadian ore, we 
are debarred from the markets of the United States by reason of the admis- 
sion of the Canadian ores and matte free of duty. 

We therefore ask that the tariff bill now before your committee be 
amended to read as follows: 

Paragraph 183. Nickel, nickel oxide, alloy of any kind in which nickel is a 
component ma and nickel steel, 15 cen per pound. 


ployed. In Canada the copper obtained from the mene wy aatis e ri ore pays 
the cost of mining and reducing and gives the manufacturers a clear profit 
of all the nickel produced. The cost of producing nickel in the Oregon dis- 
trict is 12 cents per pound. 

The market value of nickel is about 34 cents per pound: 

The pending tariff bill provides a duty of 6 cents a pound on nickel and 
admits the ore and matte free. These provisions duplicate the nickel provi- 
sions of the present tariff law. The tariff law of 1890 was the same, except- 
ing that 00 duty on refined nickel was 10 cents per pound of 6 cents 


r pound. 
POR the Wilson and McKinley laws permit ore and matte to come in free, 
and this is beneficial to the Canadian operators, who mine nickel ore at Sud- 
838 It is an ad vantage to them to bring the matte into the United 
States und here complete the 3 o The Canadian mines and 
works are owned largely by United Sta ee and they favor free 
matte and ore, while the owners of mines and works in the United States 
want duty on nickel matte and ore. 

IMPORTS. 

In the l is aues are given thestatistics of the imports of nickel and 

cobalt oxide into the United States from 1868 to 1895: 


Nickel imported and entered for SUMAR. in the United States, 1868 to 1895, 
inclusive. 


Oxide and alloy of 
Nickel. nickel with copper, 


Quantity. Value. Quantity. | Value. 


"New paragraph Nickel in ore, 5 cents per pound; in matte, or other 
June n WD crude form, not ready for consumption in the arte 10 cents per pound on the 
1870 99/111 | nickel contained therein. 
1871. 52, O44 Paragraph 605. Strike out the words ‘nickel and nickel matte. 
1872 27.14 Cer persons who are interested in having the Canadian product ad- 
1873 4.717 | mitted free of duty have falsely stated that there are no deposits in the United 
1874 5,88 7 5'883 | States that can be made to pay under any reasonable duty, and state that we 
1875. 3,157 12 "88 3:193 have no workable deposits in Oregon. e had our p rty examined by a 
1876 d 156 10 10 | very eminent mining engineer. . J. Elton Bott, of ester, England, 
iT. D ^ £e A 9,5297 716 821 10,246 | &nd I quote the following from his report: 
1878. 8 837 8,518 7.847 10.884 There are thirty openings or incipient mines, and the amount of ore on 
879. 7. 899 8.314 5,570 13,399 | their respective dumps will te 5,000 tons of nickel ore. The two most 
95/758 61. 869 40.811 60,099 | important workings are tunnel No. I. which is 175 feet lon ,in addition to the 
14. 503 125.744 | 107.627 122,130 | open cut of 50 feet. This shows an enormous vein of hig d potas nickel ore, 
17,924 177, 822 125.736 143, 660 | With no signs of giving out. My opinion is that from this opening alone 
13, 008 161,159 | 119,99 | — 182,454 | 900,000 tons can be quarried. 
a194 711 129.73 129.733 Tunnel No. 2 is 80 feet long, exclusive of the open cut 40 feet long. This 
EDS 105. 608 64, 168 64 166 also shows as rich a deposit of high-grade ore as No. L, and I estimate that 
277,112 | 141,548 | 141,546 | 100,000 tons can be quarried. 
439,007 | 205.222 c205. 232 ur property was also examined by Mr. J. H. Pomeroy, a mining engi- 
216.895 138.200 d138,99) | neer in cha: of the Prosser Iron Mines, near Oswego, Oreg., who reports 
207,988 | 150.931 el50.331 | very favorably, and submitted analyses of samples which he collected. 
217.999 | 115.614 570,279 | These analyses were made by Mr. George 8. er, analytical chemist, at 
215, 245,900 148,687 821,103 | the Quinton Smelting Works: 
A 4,487,800 | 428,062 428, 002 
12,427,986 | 386,740 886, 740 
A9,280,733 | 310, 581 810, 581 
^20,955,749 | 629,910 629, 910 


aIncluding metallic nickel. 
b Including worth of manufactured nickel. 
cIncluding worth of manufactured nickel. 

d Including $2,281 worth of manufactured nickel. 

e aere d 131 worth of manufactured nickel. 

fClassifled as nickel, nickel oxide, alloy of any kind in which nickel is the 
element or material of chief value. 
Classified as nickel and nickel matte. à 
Includes all nickel imports except manufactures. 


l. Aver 999 nest agere uera tene tst pas qs 
2. Best selected ore.. 
3. Soil from surface .......... 


Cobalt oxide imported and entered for consumption in the United States, 1868 
to 1895, inclusive. 


June 30, 1868 $7,208 || June 90, 1882 $12, 764 
1809.. 2,930 1 22,823 ere since 1802. 
E i 25, os If we can secure this duty, we p to complete our plant at once. which 
1872. 4.620 * 19869 29.543 Can be done in a couple of months time, and we can then furnish at least a 
18 l4 £nà | "e 51 29.882 30.306 rtion of the nickel required in the United States, and the other mines of 
mL 1404 5:500 27.440 40.211 country will be able to supply the balance. 

, , 2 Respectfully, SAMUEL P. PARMLY. 

1875. 678 2, GOL 41,455 82, 382 JOHN W. SWEET. 
1876 4,440 11,180 83, 838 63, 202 GEO. OLIVER. j 
1877 19,752 | 11,058 23,643 | — 43,188 J. H. WINSLOW. 
1878 2, 860 8,093 82, 833 60, 067 J. W. STEWART. 
| im Bm 58 ga 5 
1881—— 21,844 | 18,887 80, 156 „880 A: N. STOMMEL. 
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The company could easil: 
ever has 8 and do 


produce twenty times as much as it is now, or 
at a cost ot not more than P per ton for a prod- 
uct con’ g 25 per cent copper and 25 per cent nickel, or 1,000 pounds of 
metal to the ton. You can be your own ju of how cheaply nickel can be 
produced after taking the copper ont of matte, which can be done ina 
refined state at a cost of not exceeding one-half cent per pound. In other 
gode qm can M Tune of fine copper out of this ton of matte for 

a moder ie Soper It lc an BO aad ee yond ef ida 
in the matte thrown in. s 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was to strike out paragraph 186, on 
page 58, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

186. Pins with solid heads, without ornamentation, including hair, safety, 
hat, bonnet, and shawl pins; any of the 5 wholly of brass, 
copper, iron, steel, or other base metal, not p and not commonly known 
as jewelry, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 187, page 58, line 23, be- 
fore the word cents,“ to strike out ten and insert five; so 
as to read: 

Quicksilver, 5 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. The majority of the committee instruct me to 
propose 7 cents a pound in lieu of 10, and instead of 5 cents, as 

sed by the committee originally. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itisproposed to amend the committee amend- 
ment by striking out five“ and inserting ‘* seven; " so as to read: 

Quicksilver, 7 cents per pound. 


Mr. STEWART. Let me make an inquiry as to the amend- 
ment. The billasit came from the House provided for a rate of 


sg 8 cr 10 — 1 quer 


Mr. WHITE. Seven cents is the rate of the Wilson law, is it 
not? 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Yes. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to say one word. During all 
the time when the price of the commodity was fluctuating, I was 
living in the mines where the! demand for quicksilver was, 
in a mining region in California first, and afterwards in Nevada, 
where they consumed very quantities. Then they devel- 
oped quicksilver mines in California; in fact the Almaden was dis- 
covered before 1850, and was being worked on asmall scale. When 
they commenced producing quicksilver in California, so that it 
tended to supply the market there, they put down the price which 
the. VET NIE St iss sities m DUM. ONE i 
in to such a low figure that it closed the California mines. 
en the mines were closed, they put up the price of quick- 
silver more than double—I think they got 75 cents and a dollar a 

und and made it almost prohibitory, with greatembarrassment 

the miners. Afterwards a tariff of 10 cents was put upon quick- 
‘silver, and then the California mines were again opened, and the 
price went down. They dared not open their mines, as they were 
able to be destroyed by this foreign quicksilver, and the tariff 
‘in that instance saved them from a monopoly which would have 
"proved absolute destruction to our industry. A tariff of 10 cents 
& pound brought it down to more than 50 cents, because the Cali- 
‘fornia mines were again reopened and were kept open. The tariff 
on this article is quite an important factor. I do not know that 
the tariff is the same as in the Wilson Act, but it may answer the 

pur It is not too much, I am satisfied. 
^ I desire to call attention to a former paragraph. 

Mr. VEST. That ibas be all right after we get through with 
this particular $ 

Mr. ALLISON : ji alk the Senate to disagree to the next amend- 
ment to this aph. 

Mr. WHITE. mig e to state to the Senator 3 
that by inattention, doubtless, on my part p was 
i and as soon as the quicksilver a is Eben iie of I should 

ike to go back to that h for a moment. 

The VICE-PRESID . e Senator from Iowa has made a 
motion. The Chair did not understand it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Task the Senate to disagree to the amendment 

58 and lines 1 and 2 on the next page. 


striking out line 24 on 

The VICE-PRESID . The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word '*pound," in line 23, strike 
out the remainder of the paragraph, in the following words: 

or other vessels in which ver is im shall 

bo subject 1o —— rate of duty as they mer ry verte toif imported 
empty. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that that amendment be disagreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The clause stands in the paragraph 


as it ori y paama the House. 

Mr. VEST. ow I want to call attention to a fact that has not 
,been mentioned in connection with this paragraph, the quicksilver 
duty. Under the McKinley Act it was 10 cents a pound; under 


the Wilson Act it was 7 cents a pound; under the House bill 5 
cents a pound, and I understand it is now proposed to put it back 
to the Wilson rate. 

Mr. WHITE. It was 10 cents a pound under the House bill. 

Mr. VEST. Yes—l beg pardon—it was 10 cents a pound under 
the House bill. A majority of our committee put it at 5 cents a 
pound, and 1858 od go back to 7 cents a pound. Is that correct? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is right. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I should like to ask why it is neces- 

to go back to arate of 7 cents? It was too much under the 

Wilson bill. The comparative statement shows that we exported in 
1896 $628,073 worth of quicksilver and imported $45 worth. What 
are we protecting against? Unquestionably we get no revenue. 
Our imports amount to less than $50 worth. Unquestionably we 
have the American market. None comes in from abro ow, 
why the necessity of putting back this duty? I take it for granted 
that the majority of the Finance Committee who constructed the 
Senate bill reduced it 2 cents for this very reason, and they were 
right; and now, about the time we are congratulating ourselves 
that we are coming together upon something like an American 
basis, Senators recede and put back the old duty of 7 cents, which 
ought never to have been put there. I remember very well when 
this matter was under discussion in 1894, and I insisted on a reduc- 
255 of the duty, which was 10 cents a pound under the McKinley 


ct. 

Mr. STEWART. There is a very good reason for having it 7 
cents. Notwithstanding we exported last year and imported very 
little, that is no reason why there should not be a duty imposed 
on this article. 2 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the reason for it? 

Mr. STEWART. The reason for it is on account of the great 
combination that own the other mines of the world. They have 
a perfect monopoly of the quicksilver, and if there were free trade 
at any time, they would ship it in and put it down in this country 
for a short time and then force our mines to close again; and when 
they are closed, then the price goes up. 

r.JONES of Arkansas. y do they not keep us from ex- 
portin g it if they would drive us out of the market? 

Mr. STEWART. ‘They are able to drive us out of the market, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Why do they not do it? We are ex- 
porting it and selling itin their market. 

Mr. STEWART. Because we have the advantage of 7 cents. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We haye no advantage of 7 cents 
when we come out into the open market with them. We make 
hundreds of thousands of pounds and send it out to the open 
market without any protection, and those people can not stop it. 
They can not break it up. Why do they not break it up if they 
have the power to do so? 

Mr.STEWART. Because they are not willing to lose money 

anently in that business when we have that advantage. 
usttake that off and they can afford tolose money for a few 
months until they close up our mines and get the benefit of the 
home market, and when they close our quicksilver mines—mines 
of that kind fill with water and the machinery runs down—and 
then they will not be opened again. That is the way it was be- 
fore. T ed tun afford to lose something, and of course they will 
lose something. They have a monopoly there, and th ill sell 
at a loss in this country. They did it before. They sold at a loss 
until the mines were closed, and then they put it at exorbitant 
rices. We had an actual e ience in that, and I think if the 
uty were taken off there would be danger that they would close 
the mines again. It is an article that can be operated by a 
monopoly in that way. "They can afford to make a sacrifice and 
close us ont. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will state what would seem to me 
to be the plain common sense of this situation. Our people can 
produce quicksilver now, send it abroad, and sell it in competi- 
tion with the quicksilver abroad. We want to increase the tariff 
here, so as to enable them to charge our consumers of quicksilver 
higher prices than they have to pay now. "They will be protected 
in these exactions levied upon our people, and ui^ ill be pro- 
tected by the tariff against competition abroad. But they can 
enter into open competition without any protection; they can 
into the open market of the world and sell quicksilver at a profit 
in competition with these people. They simply have not an op- 
portunity to compel our people to pay an arbitrary price raised 
above the natural level u the means of a tariff. It is simply en- 
abling these people to rob the consumers in this country to that 
extent; that is all. 

Mr. STEWART. Butwith free trade they would glut tho 
market for a little while until they broke up the small producers, 
and then Her would again put the price back. That is the way 


ore. 

. PERKINS. Mr. President, I desire to say only a few words 
in answer to my friend the Senator from Arkansas. The Roth- 
schilds have control of all the cinnabar mines of the world except- 
ing those in the State of California, and until we opened those 
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mines and developed them the average price of quicksilver was 
from 80 cents to a pound. To-day it is 98 cents a pound in 
the markets of this country. The only qn that we pro- 
duce for export we have sent from the Pacific Coast to Briti 
Columbia and to Mexico. 

It may be a crime, perhaps, that we have employed American 
workmen to develop the cinnabar mines of California, and have 
patronized the farmers and mechanics in developing those mines 
and sending quicksilver to Mexico and to British Columbia, but 
our action, I believe, meets the approval of the American people. 

uicksilver to-day is cheaper than it was ever known before in 

country. If my friends from Missouri and Arkansas desire 
to close up our mines and give the quicksilver business of the 
world to the Rothschilds, who, as is well known, control all the 
cinnibar mines abroad, I do not believe the people will sanction 
their action. It was one of the wise measures that prevailed in 
the Senate in 1894, when we defeated the report of the committee 
and placed a duty of 7 cents a une upon quicksilver. ; 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, the Senator from Californiais 
mistaken about quicksilver being lower to-day than it ever was 
before. It has risen from 40 cents a pound in 1893 to 60 cents a 
pound in 1896. He says the Rothschilds are engaged in this quick- 
silvet business, they are crushing out the industries of ornia 
in this direction. We have been frequently treated with essays 
upon the baneful effects of the Ro ilds upon the importation 
ofsilver. Now we have got them into quicksilver. Ishouldlike 
to know of the Senator from California whether it was not as easy 
for them to buy up the quicksilver of California as it is alleged to 
be to control the money market of the world in a much greater 
field than quicksilver? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state to my friend, who evidently is not 
as well posted upon cinnabar as some others who have worked in 
M mines, that cinnabar in California does not average more than 
24 to 3 per cent. It is not owned by any one company or half a 
dozen companies, but it is divided up among twenty or thirty 
companies, while in the quicksilver mines of Austria and south- 
ern Spain their cinnabar yields from 15 to 20 per cent. They do 
not wantto buy as poor mines as we have in Calif ornia that pay 
only 23 to 3 per cent of quicksilver. 

It would not pay them to do it and pay the wages that we com- 
pensate our miners with. They prefer to employ labor in Austria 
and Spain for 50 cents a day and pay them in the silver that they 

t from other mines inthe world, I will state to my friend from 

uisiana further that California is the only spot on the Western 
Continent where quicksilver is found in paying quantities. 

Mr.CAFFERY. It appears, then, that we are not asked to 
give protection against pauper labor or on account of the unequal 
natural advantages between the United States and other coun- 

es, but we are asked to protect pauper mines in this particular 

nee. If the mines the Senator mentions in Spain or Austria 
yield 15 per cent of quicksilver and those in California yield only 
2 cent of the same article, I submit that you must have a yay 

protection to equalize the pauper mines of California wi 
the richer mines of Spain and Austria. In other words, you- want 
by artificial means, by legislation, to equalize unequal natural 
conditions, which I thinkis a matter very difficult of attainment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee, making the rate on quicksilver 7 
cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


188. metal, 1} cents und for the lead contained therein; new 
types, MM cent ad n vm ` 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to call the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that in the first clause this paragraph doubles 
the rate on type metal in the present Jaw and raises it from 15 to 
25 per cent in the second clause. I move to strike out ‘‘14 cents” 
and insert ‘‘ three-fourths of 1 cent" in the first paragraph, and to 
strike out '* twenty-five " and insert ‘fifteen " in the second. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word“ metal,“ in line 3, page 59, 
strike out the words one and one-half” and insert three-fourths 
of 1 cent,” and in line 4 strike out the word “twenty-five” and 

**fifteen;" so as to read: 


188. T. metal, three-fourths of1cent per pound for the lead contained 
Mere ae" types, 15 per cent ad — ar 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to have the yeas and 
nays on agreeing to the amendment. 

he yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 

to call the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). I desire 
to announce my general pair with the junior Senator from Wyo- 
ming [Mr. CLARK]. 


Mr. BATE (when the name of Mr. Harris of Tennessee was 
called). I desire again to state that my colleague [Mr. Harris of 


Tennessee] is absent sick, and is paired with the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], who is also absent sick. This an- 
nouncement applies for the day. 

Mr. KENNE (when his name was called), 
pair with the Junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE], 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I desire to state 
that Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR]. 
If he were here, he would vote ‘‘nay” and I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I havea pair with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THunsTON]. He being absent, I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota Mr. NELSON]. 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. If he were present, I 
should vote “ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded, 

Mr. HANNA (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw is], who has not 
voted, and I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to announce my pair with the junior 
Ses BURROWS My eo eng a0 Mr. OMILLAN] is paired with 

. : y co . Mc is paired wit 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Lixpsay]. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 28; as follows: 


I announce m 


YEAS—18. 
Ba Cockrell, Mill Tu N 
ee Gorman, Mitchell, Walthall, 
Caffery, Gray, Morgan, White. 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Pettus, 
Clay, Smith, 
NAYS—23. 
Fairba: Hoar, NY. 
Burrows, hake Jones, Nev. — R 
Cannon, e, Lod Quay, 
Carter, G P, McBride, well, 
Davis," Hale. Perkins, Spoon er, 
Deboe, Hawley, Platt, Conn. ‘etmore. 
NOT VOTING—4. 
Aldrich, Hanna, Man Stewart, 
Allen, Hansbro' Manto" Teller, 
Bacon, Harris, Kans. Morrill, Thurston, 
Baker, Harris, Murphy, ‘Tillman, 
Butler. Heitfeld, Nelson, Turner, 
Chandler, yin Pent Wan 
e, 
Daniel, Lindsay, [er ia tnh Wellington, 
Elkins, McEnery, T, Wn. 
Faulkner, Mc Rawlins, Wolcot 
George, Mallory, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BACON subsequently said: Upon the vote on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Joxxs] relative 
to type metal, on account of the confusion in the Hall at thetime, the 
clerks failed to hear my response. While I do not ask that there 
shall be any correction made of the vote, as the result has been 
announced, I take this method of stating that I did vote, and that 
I voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. WHITE. With the consent of the Senator from Iowa, I 
desire to go back to paragraph 186, which was ed by inadvert- 
ently afew moments ago. I understand that there is no objection 
to consid. the paragraph as being reconsidered for the pur- 
pose of amendment. I move as a substitute for the amendment 
proposed by the committee the following: 

Pins, metallic, including pins with solid or glass 
pins, and hat, bonnet, shawl, and belt pins, not 
elry, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

With reference to ph 186 as proposed by the committee 
I desire to state that 3 in the fa of this paragraph 
from that of the Wilson Act and the Mc ey Actis of sucha 
character as to limit pins only to such as are made entirely of 
metal; whereas in the former acts common glass-head pins did 
not pay a duty at a rate exceeding 30 percent. Under the pres- 
ent designation in the bill the duty on the same will be, as I am 
informed by General Appraiser Sharretts, 60 per cent. That offi- 
cer, ina communication upon this paragraph, says: 

I know of no industry in this country which demands such an exorbitant 
rate of duty on an article used by the poor, both for their personal use and 
for manufacturing purposes. 

I therefore move the substitute. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment pro as a substitute for paragraph 186 by the 
Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Thenext amendment of the Committee on Finance was to strike 
out paragraph 189, as follows: 

189. Watch movements ha: not more than seven jewels, 35 cents each; 


. and not more than ele ewels, 50 centg 
each; if ing more Qum sieves! Jewels au nob —— jewels, 


ds, hairpins, safety 
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15 cents each; if DAE Rr than fifteen jewels and not more than seventeen 


jewels, each; if having more than seventeen jewels, $3 each, and in 
addition thereto, on all the fo ing, 25 per cent ad valorem; watches, watch 
cases, and parts of watches, 8 watch chronometers, box or ship, 
&nd parts thereof, clocks and parts thereof, not otherwise provided for 
this act, whether separately ed or otherwise, 40 per cent ad valorem; all 
jewels for use in the manufac’ of watches or clocks, 15 per centad valorem. 
And to insert in lieu thereof the following as a new paragraph: 


189. Watches, clocks, and chronometers, and parts thereof, finished or un- 
finished, whether separately packed or otherwise, and not specially provid 
for in this act, 49 per cent ad valorem; jewels for use in the manufacture 
watches or clocks, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask the Senator from Iowa in charge of the 
billif he will be kind xe to pass over paragraph 189? 

Mr. ALLISON. It ma P pei over. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 189 will be passed over. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 190, page 60, line 1, after the word ‘‘one,” to strike out **and 
kurse fourths cents" and insert cent; in line 2, after the word 
“sheets,” to strike out “two and one-half” and insert one and 
three-fourths;" and in line 4, after the word ‘‘remanufactured,” 
to strike out **and zinc dust or ashes, 1} cents" and insert I cent;" 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

Zinc in blocks or pigs, I cent per pound; in sheets, It cents per pound; 
a. wom oat fit only bo be prod d seed, 1 zer el — Ls 

Mr. ALLISON. A majority of the committee have reconsid- 
ered this paragraph, and suggest 14 cents a pound in lieu of 1 cent 
in line 1, and 2 cents a pound instead of 14 cents in lines 2 and 3. 
I hope there will be no objection to that change. It isa small in- 
crease over the Wilson Act. The first clauses of the paragraph 
would then read: 

Zinc in blocks or pigs, 11 cents per pound; in sheets, 2 cents per pound. 


Mr. VEST. I object to any increase upon this article of zinc or 
any of its products. There is no necessity for it either for pro- 
tection or revenue. The comparative statement shows that of 
zinc we exported in 1896 $187,318 worth and imported $29,730 
worth, and of the other products there were exported $41,287 
worth and imported $1,901 worth. I think I am qualified to speak 
in regard to this article, because it is 8 more largely in 
Missouri than in any other State in the Union. The largest prod- 
ucts in southwest Missouri are zinc smelters, and there is a very 
flourishing city there, Joplin, which is called the zinc metropolis 
of the Southwest. There is no necessity for this increase. It is 
not asked for by the parties interested in zinc mining. Why this 
increase should be made I am at an utter loss to know. If there 
had been any necessity for it, I certainly would have heard of it 
from some of my constituents. 'The town of Joplin is dependent 
almost entirely upon zinc mining, yet I have not received a single 
communication complaining of the present duty. So far as I 
know, the miners are entirely satisfied with it. 

. Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not understand the proposition 
of the Senator from Iowa. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 190, page 60, line 1, after the 
word one,“ it is proposed to insert and one-half;" and in line 
2, after the word “ two,” to strike out and one-half;” so as to read: 

Zinc in blocks or pigs. 14 cents per pound; in sheets, 2 cents per pound. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment, 


The amendment was gn to. 
Mr. VEST. Ishould like to hear that paragraph read now as 
amended, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary willreadthe paragraph 
as amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

e 1 r pigs, 1j cents per pound; in sh 2 cents per d; 
P eet perferri only to be remanufactured, 1 sont es Pound er 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Iowa be kind enough to tell 
me why he ey to put up these duties? 8 

Mr. ALLISON. We have only increased them a quarter of a 
cent a pound here over the Wilson law. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not ask as to the amount, but as to the reason. 

Mr. ALLISON. Those who manufacture this article say the 
proposed rates are necessary to enable them to successfully com- 
pete in its production. Iknow perfectly well that for many years 
they have exported more or less of this article, and the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] thoroughly explained that on the 
paragraph relating to quicksilver, where he showed very clearly 
that there are certain duties that ought to be placed upon these 
articles, notwithstanding now and then there are exportations of 
them, or no importations, or very small importations. 

Mr. VEST. But, Mr. President, the Senator speaks of persons 
who are engaged in the manufacture of these articles, and pro- 
pu to make an increase here upon zinc in blocks or pigs. ill 

e tell me where the miners are who have demanded this increase? 

Mr. ALLISON. The miners did not appear before the commit- 

tee. The zinc in the ore or the raw material is free. As the Sen- 


ator very well knows, it is much more expensive to treat zinc ores 
than it is to treat lead ores. I think it costs four or five times as 
much. To convert this ore into zinc blocks or pigs is more expen- 
sive than it is to convert the ore of lead into S or pigs, an 
the duty here proposed seems to be n It is a reduction 
the rate in the McKinley Act, which was supposed to be avery fair 
protective measure, and it stands midway between the duty in the 
act of 1894 and the protection of 1890. Therefore I think in the 
line of compromise it is a proper adjustment of these duties, and 
it seems to me that it ought to meet with the approval of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. If there has been any compromise, I have been so 
unfortunate as not to have discovered it in this bill. There has 
been a steady, a persistent, and a consistent increase not only over 
the rates of the existing law, but over those of the McKinley Act. 


Time and time again we have called attention to the increases 


over the McKinley Act, one of which escaped my attention whilst 
I was conversing with somebody a moment ago, that is in para- 
graph 186, where there is a clear increase of 5 per cent, without 
any necessity in the world, over the rate in the McKinley Act. 
Now, here is an article about which I Pappen to know something, 
because the people of my State are largely interested in it, and in 
my section of the State especially. Only yesterday a gentleman 
largely interested in zinc from southwest Missouri, one of the 
most distinguished men in the State, was in my committee room, 
and we talked about this very subject of zinc. He said: Let it 
alone. We are doing well enough; we are satisfied with the exist- 
ing law; and we do not want any increase upon it at all.” 
ow, my friend from Iowa, for whom I have the greatest re- 

spect, as he knows, contents himself in this debate by saying, 
without giving the authority for the increase, that the peo B 
interested in this industry desire that this increase shall be made, 
Here is an industry or a production—both a production and a 
manufacture of the raw material—perfectly satisfied, so far as I 
know, with the eee rate, and my sources of information are 
equal to any other Senator’s, on account of the interest of m 

eople in the subject. This article is an article of prime necessity 
at goes into the poorest houses of the land, and still we have 
this increase, which I say can come from nothing else but force 
of habit—absolute force of habit. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I call the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Iowa to the fact that the duty on zinc under the McKin- 
ley law was 12 cents per pound; under the Wilson law, 1 cent per 
pound; under the Dingley bill, 12 cents per pound. The rate pro- 

by the Senate committee is equivalent to an ad valorein of 

.69 per cent. Under the McKinley law the ad valorem was 
29.19. Before the increase now proposed by the Senator from 
Iowa is 1 the rates under the Senate bill were an increase 
over the McKinley law of 1890. Sothedoctrine enunciated by the 
Senator from Rhode Island is certainly not complied with in this 
article of prime necessity to everybody in the United States. 

Zinc in sheets is an article of common use, of valuable use, and 
more largely used, I believe, by the poor than the rich. About 
that. however, I do not know anyang But the reason given by 
the Senator from Iowa, which he takes from the Senator from 
Nevada, strikes me as being a very peculiar one. The Senator 
from Nevada says that these high rates under declining prices 
and decreased importations are necessary in order to keep off the 
remote danger of some foreigner somewhere sending to the United 
States the article and selling it below the cost of production, in 
order to run out the home producer. 5 

That is a very remote stretching of protection; that goes a little 
further, perhaps, than I ever heard before, that you must not only 
protect against immediate and visible danger, but you have got 
to protect against remote possibility, leaving out of consideration 
all question as to whether or not the American can compéte even 
upon equal conditions with the foreigner. I have to accept the 
explanation of the Senator from Iowa for these increases, but I 
submit to him that that explanation does not explain. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the remaining 
ae of the committee to paragraph 190; which will be 
stated, 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘remanufactured,” in para- 
graph 190, line 4, the committee propose to strike out the words 
“and zinc dust or ashes, 1} cents" and insert '*1 cent;" so as to 


190. Zinc in blocks or pigs, 14 cents per pound; in sheets, 2 
old and worn-out, fit only t 55 „ 1 — 5 Scone roe) 

Mr. VEST. I am willing to substitute the Wilson rates for 
those other rates, and I will make that motion. I move to insert 
**1 cent" in line 2 and ‘‘1} cents” in line 3. 

Mr. ALLISON. The first two amendments have been agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 'The vote has been taken on those 
amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. The pending amendment is on lines 4 and 5, 
and I want to call the attention of the Senator to the fact that wó 
reduce the rate a quarter of a cent per pound, 


1897. 
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Mr. VEST. Idonot wantthe yeas and nays on that, but I do 
want them on the first two items, and I will ask unanimous con- 
gent to have the vote again taken as to those items. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then let the last amendment be agreed to, and 
I shall have no objection to having the vote the Senator desires. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will then put the question 
Mas the amendment of the committee on line 4, paragraph 190, 

r the word “remanufactured,” to strike out “and zinc dust 
or ashes, 1} cents” and insert **1 cent.” 

'The amendment was to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will now be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 190, line 1, after the word “pigs,” 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘14 cents" and insert “1 cent; and 
in line 2, after the word “sheets,” to strike out two“ and insert 
** one and one-fourth.” 

Mr. VEST. I call for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I havea 
ps with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR], an 

ore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HANNA. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator from 
Utah [Mr. Raw tins] to the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER], 
who has temporarily left the Senate Chamber. I vote “nay,” 

Mr. QUAY (after having voted in the negative). Iunderstand 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], with whom Iam paired, 
has not voted. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I desire to announce my pair with the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 28; as follows: 


meral 
there- 


YEAS—18, 
„ Cockrell, ills, Vest, 

te, Gorman, Mitchell, Walthall, 

TTY, Gray, Pettus, White. 
Chilton, Jones, Ark Smith, 
Clay, McLaurin, ie, 

NAYS—28. 
Allison, e. Jones, Nev. Platt, N. Y. 
Burrows, Galtinger, age. Pritchard, 
Cullom, Gear, McBride, Sewell, 
Davis, Hale, Nelson, Shoup, 
Deboe, Hanna, Penrose, Spooner, 
‘air Hawley, Perkins, Stewart, 
Foraker, Hoar, Platt, Conn Wetmore, 
=e NOT Nebo Sa Kary m. 

Aldr ulkner, ‘all wlins, 
Allen gorge Mantle. A Roach, 
Baker, Hansbrough, Martin, Teller 
Butler, Harris, Kans. Mason, Thurston, 
Caffery, Harris, Tenn. Morgan, Ulman, 
88 Heitfeld, 3 Turner, 

T. enne u n 
Chandler, ye. ms ont ^ Wellington, 
Clark Lindsay, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Daniel, McEnery, Proctor, Wolcott 

ns, McMillan, Quay, 


So the amendment of Mr. Vest was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 6, page 60, as follows: 

191. Articles or wares not 0 8 e provided for in this act, composed 
wholly or in part of iron, steel, lead, copper, nickel, pewter, peel eid silver, 
peu. aluminum, or other metal, and whether partly or wholly manufac- 

ured, 45 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out ‘‘forty-five,” in 
line 10, before the words ** per centum, "and insert“ thirty-five. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 191, line 10, before the words 
„per centum," it is proposed to strike out '* forty-five” and insert 
*thirty-five;" so as to read: 

191. Articles or wares not y provided for in this act, com 
wholly or in part of iron, steel, lead, copper, nickel, pewter, zinc, gold, silver, 

latinum, aluminum, or other metal, and whether partly or wholly manu- 
ctured, 35 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Thatis the rate under the present law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I call for the yeas and nays on the 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 20, nays 80; as follows: . 


Baco Cla ep: aurin, 
n, Y McLa Smi! 
Bate, Cockrell, Mills, Tu mA 
pary; Heroum, Mitchell, Me. 
ery, ray, organ, thall, 
Jones, Ark. Pettus, te. 
gabe 
* Gallinger, cBri ay, 
Burrows, Gear, MN Quart. 
Cullom, Hale, Penrose, Shoup, 
Davis, Perkins, Spooner, 
Deboe, Hawley, Pettigrew, Stewart, 
A Pla h. Wetmore, 


Arie, 8 erie, pond 
en, eor; allory, ‘eller. 
Baker, 3 Mantle. Thurston, 
Butler, Harris, Kans. Martin, Tillman, 
Cannon, Harris, Tenn. Mason, Turner, 
Chandi Renney, Marphy Wellingto 
er, enne: 3 e m, 
Clark, ` Kyle,” Pasco,” ilson 
Daniel, Lindsay, Proctor, Wolcott. 
Elkins, McEnery. Rawlins, 


So the amendment of Mr. JoNES of Arkansas was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed 8 60, line 11, ** Sched- 
ule D.—Wood and manufactures of." e next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 192, line 12, after 
the word timber,“ to insert ** hewn, sided, or squared, and round 
timber;" and in line 13, after the word ''spars," to strike out 
“and” and insert ** or;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

192. Timber hewn, sided, or squared, and round timber used for spars or 
in building wharves, 1 cent per cubic foot. : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should be glad if the Senator from 
Iowa would explain just how that modifies the present law. This 
would seem to apply to hewn, sided, or square logs, leaving, I 
presume, round logs ont of the ph. 

Mr. ALLISON. Round logs come in under the free list, but 
the paragraph does include round timber used for spars and 
building wharves. 

While I am up, I wish to offer an amendment in behalf of the 
majority of the committee, in line 13, by inserting **14 cents” 
instead of **1 cent." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] will be stated. , 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 192, Iine 13, after the word one,“ 
itis proposed to strike out cent“ and insert and one-half cents;” 
so as to read 14 cents." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
ee by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

e amendment was to. : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, "This does not include sawed logs, as 
I understand. 

Mr. HALE. 9 — E 1 for in the next perse. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Finance to paragraph 192, which has 
been stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Arkansas that 
this paragraph does not include sawed logs. 

Mr. GRAY. By sawell logs,“ I presume I may ask the Sen- 
ator from Iowa or some other Senator, is meant logs that are 
manufactured and brought into this country? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. GRAY. I wish to understand that. 

Mr. HALE. Sawed logs are free. 

Mr. GRAY. Free? Under the present law all lumber is free? 

Mr. ALLISON. All of it is free except manufactured lumber. 

Mr. GRAY. Timber hewn, sided, or squared, and round 
timber used for spars,” is that free? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is all free. 

Mr. GRAY. Is not timber hewn, sided, or squared” manu- 
factured lumber? 

Mr. ALLISON. Itisnotsoconsidered. Manufactured lumber, 
I believe, is not understood to include Jumber sawed or hewn. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not think so ni Sid an item ought to go 
without an explanation, and I should like to ask the Senator from 
Iowa why this exceedingly important raw material (if there can 
be any such thing as raw material, it is as near it as almost any- 
1 ee) is to be taken from the free list and put upon the duti- 
able list 

Mr. ALLISON, Chiefly, I understand, to provide revenue, and 
secondly, to give a little incidental protection to that vast body of 
people in ourown country who produce timber and manufacture it. 

Mr. GRAY. Iobserve here that the revenue that is estimated 
to comefromthisitem is $14,000. Therefore, the revenue is unim- 
portant, and can be obtained in a great many other ways in greater 
abundance and without the hip that this class of duties is 
going to produce inevitably. 

'The Senator from Iowa says, and says truly, and I think that is 
the gravamen of the whole proposition, that it is to protect a ve 
worthy class of peopl who are engaged in producing timber. 
there is any class of people who, in comparison with other classes 
of people in the country, can get along without this protection, it 
would seem to be the millionaire owners of great tracts of timber 
land all over the country. The white-pine timber of this country 
is the timber that is to be especially protected by this Artes 
8 the white-pine timber that comes across the Canadi 

raer. ` 

If the estimates of experts in this matter are correct, we have 
poe Sei six years’ uy of white-pine timber in the white-pine 
lands in the United States, and here is a premium offered for the 
destruction of white-pine forests in this country—a profit to be 
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ivento the fortunate owners of theremaining supplyinthe United 

tates, and the whole people of the United States, every man who 
builds an humble home, from the Atlantic to the Pacific and all 
along the dreary prairies of the West, are to contribute and be 
levied upon in order that the people who own the white-pine for- 
ests may make larger profits. 

Now, sir, it is well known that those who have engaged in the 
White-pine lumber business are amongst the most fortunate busi- 
ness men of this country. They have amassed large fortunes. 
They do not need protection, and itis unjust that they should be 
mendicants upon the poor people of this country in order that 
their gone may be increased. They are getting along and the 
men they employ are getting along. I have not a word to say, 
of course, as to the characterization of the people who work in 
the pine forests as worthy people. Of course they are worthy, 
but they are not more worthy than the millions upon whom they 
geek to levy this tribute, and when you come to compare the class 
of people. as to importance and numbers, who seek this unjust toll 
on the other industries of the United States, sink into insig- 
nificance both as to numbers and importance and in regard to the 
merits of the two classes. 

Mr. President, I protest against the destruction of this little bit 
of unrestricted commerce. I protest against this legislation to 
artificially increase the price of an article universally used, a com- 
modity that is a necessity all over the country, and there is no 
class of people anywhere who need it less than those in whose be- 
half the Senator lowa n this imposition is to be made. 

Another thing. Why should we place a premium upon the de- 
struction of our own forests? Why should not the world's supply 
of lumber, wherever it is available—and it is available in all those 
parts of this continent that arecontiguous to our borders—be sub- 
qo totheenterprise and to the commercial activities of our e? 

hy, when they reach out their hands to where they can t 
obtain it with most advantage to themselves, should the interfer- 
ing hand of the law stay them and tell them, ** You must not ex- 
ercise this natural right of buying your material fora home where 
you can purchase it the cheapest, unless you per toll to some 
so-called industry, to the men who own the land u which the 
irees grow, the bounty that nature has given them?" "That must 
be protected, forsooth, and a fine be placed upon those who would 
do otherwise than pay this unjust tribute to the landholders or 
forest owners of America. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I presume this duty is laid 
with a view to the protection of American timber against the im- 
portation of Canadian timber. We are not much in the dark re- 
pag the cost of 8 white pine, of stumpage in the 

nited States and Canada, and of milling the lumber after it is 
brought into the mill In pursuance of a resolution of the Senate 
of April 29, 1897, which reads as follows: 


That the Commission 

Senate a statement of the cost thousand feet, board measure, 
of white-pine lumber in the United States and in respec- 
M I. of HADETRON UNE Ox eu TAIA AS an bee BUNTA 
wW an e 0 , e wor) O Be 
items, including also the cost of stumpage— 


The Commissioner of Labor submitted a report, with which 
Isu Doe the Senator from Iowa now in charge of the bill is per- 
fec iliar. 

This is the report of Commissioner Wright on the resolution of 
the Senate of the 29th of April of the current year. He states: 


In coll 9 5 with a joint pg tye 8 
ugust viding ran vestigation relating ‘ects ma- 
3 the cost of motion, as well as the relati 


ducing lumber at various 

As a'part of this work, Mr. Frank J, Sheridan, eee agent of the De- 
partment, has submitted a on the production of white- 
certain establishments in etes nee oh aE and Wisco: 
peting establishments in the Ottawa t in Canada, and this 
answers in Eee way, and in some respects specifically, the resolution of 
the Senate of April 29. aun 

Isubmit herewith two tables. Table I giving the occupations and rates of 
W: of employees of four lumber-sa establishments in the United 
States and four in Canada for the years 1891 to 1806, inclusive. 

The absence of employees in the columns for the United States in many of 
the occupations, which will be noticed in studying Table I, is due in part to 
the use of different terms in the United States from those used in Canada, in 
‘part to the more minute classification of occupations in certain establish- 
iments both in Canada and in the United States, and further, in part to the 
greater general use of machinery in the United States than in Canada, thus 
creating a new class of occupations, which take the place of certain other 
‘occupations. It will be noticed that in the establishments for Canada 
‘are more persons employed in certain divisions of labor than in the United 
uu but these remarks fairly indicate the reasons for the appearance of 


e tabl>. 
Taue II is practically a summary of occupations and average of 
em loyeos of the same Tommber ix establishments in the United States 
‘ inclusive. This summary is drawn 


the x 
| erage daily wages f. they existed tative day 
b Tear were obtained from ve lumnber-sawing establishments in tho 
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United States and five in Canada, the crete resul shown 
following tabular statement: T wes are 


PRODUCTION OF WHrrE-PINE LUMBER. 


Average daily wages in five lumber-sawing establishments in the United States 
and five in Canada, 1896. 


IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Establishment number. 


The average labor cost of 1.000 feet of white-pine lumber in the same five 
establishments in the United States and in the same five in Canada and for 
the same re ntative day in the year 1896 is shown in the following brief 
table, both for mill work and for yard work, together with the total: 

PRODUCTION OF WHITE-PINE LUMBER. 
Average labor cost of 1,000 feet of lumber in five lumber-sawing establishments 
= in he sap, be States and — Canada, 1896." are 
IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Establishment number. 


In the foregoing table the cost includes labor cost only—that is, wages paid 
to the e yees. The cost of material, management, interest, wear and 
tear, su pen on gant ane all other costs are excluded. 

Mr. remarks, relative to the foregoing table, that an examination 
of the pay rollsand books of sawmill establishments in the United States 
shows a greater production p man per day than in Canadian m 00 
the superior inery and better methods of 
used to haul lumber from one machine to another. 
through the mill by . He t 

y &nd books of sa establishments ín the ict inves- 

ted shows low average production per man per day as compared with 

In some Canadian mills old-style machinery is used, with many hand opera- 
ti and after the lumber is sawed a num of men and boys are used to 
load it on wheel carts and carry it to the edger saws, where it is unloaded and 
ed, It is then loaded and carted to the trimmers, unloaded and trimmed, 

again loaded and carried to platform. The average production per man 

r day in the same five establishments in the United States and the same five 
In Canada and for the same representative day in 1806 embraced in the two 
preceding tables is shown in the following tabular statement: 

PRODUCTION oF WHITE-PINE LUMBER. 


Average production per man day in five lumber-sawing establishments in 
= the United Bates and five in. Canada, 1896. 


IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Establishment number. In will. | 3 
n ; 


H ele- 


lumbering firms, that the cost of 1,000 feet of 1 
timber to the boom at mill, isin the United States 


tand in 
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5T}. These figures, he informs are derived from five establishments in 
United States and four establishments in Canada, covering, entirely or 
part for each establishment, the years from. 1808 to inclusive. He 
states that the costs, as given, include — wees paid and camp ex- 
cost of stumpage, dues, management, interest, wear and tear, 

asce: ogs from the tim- 

ber tothe boom at mill was entirely incidental to the investigation being 
Time was not taken to make it complete, 
this branch of the work, feels 


ents in the United States 
teams, 


an mo 


I do not know what sort of monkeys they are 
together with the use by some 
locomoti railroad and 


re aee tively level country and the ick hauling of logs in the dis- 
com: le 

Sie, which he inves s of 
establishm 


nod ox 
en Canada shows the absence of employees in the 
woods, and of road monkeys or of ice-road emp 
eve the trimatarion vpn ame hich the logging a 
er, the „an W ra- 
x district are carried on, and which apparen — 


of the Ottawa mills 
er such a impracticable. 

These characteristics show the mountainous nature of the country and 
make the building of logging railroads and well ice roads in the 
wa district on the American plan quite impossible. The inac- 
ility of the timber district investigated it to ship sup- 
and provisions for fall operations during the previous ter, as they 
team after the rivers and streams thaw. The dis- 


Fo — MY Phas vosen dg um e — that of the northern 
in the United States, where superior ee Prods and facilities vail; 
eo aoe grenier Cuma dunn cost UC TADOR AAPP Ber, 1 NY To) logs, as 
lah ARD our obedient servan 
DEUS d LL D. WRIGHT, 
Commissioner. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 
I offer these minute statistics to bear out the general results 
p this publication, and I ask that they may be incorporated 
the RECORD as a part of my remarks. 


Mr. ALLISON. This has already been printed as a document. 
Isuggest to the Senator from Louisiana that itis hardly necessary 
to print all these pages, numbering 20, inthe RECORD. The docu- 
ment is on our desks. 

Mr. WHITE. Isuggest to the Senator from Iowa that the value 


to be derived from this document is not onl 
butthe country is entitled to know exactly w 
the various a ents made pro and con on this measure. 

Mr. AL N. Of course that is true; but I do not believe 
that it would be very interesting for the country to examine in 
detail all of these tables. ; 

Mr. WHITE. They are valuable statistics. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be printed as a document. 

Mr. ALLISON, It might be printed as a document, and extra 
copies might be printed, or something of that sort, so that the 


— Peu ed it. 
Mr. Y. Ordinarily I would be satisfied with the gen- 
eral conclusion to be drawn from these minute statistics. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that the Senator has read all of 
the report, the first six pages? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. That will appear in the RECORD, and I am 
perfectly willing that that shall appear; but as to printing all of 
the tables, I do not consider it necessary. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I say ordinarily I would yield to the Senator's 
suggestions in that particular, but I submit to the Senator that the 
scanning or the reading of these statistics would be of great value 
as information to the people at large, for the whole minutiæ from 
the stump to the mill are given in these statistics. I ask leave to 
incorporate the whole of te Document No. 70 as a part of my 


remarks. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Louisiana thinks it is very 
es Faire Sern I do not know but that it is so—I shall not object 
to hi W REconp, though I think it is a bad 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the tables will be 
printed in the RECORD. 1 

The tables referred to are as follows: 


in its here, 
t weare doing and 


PRODUCTION OF WHITE-PINE LUMBER. 
TABLE I.—Occupations and rates of wages of employees of 4 lumber-sawing establishments in the United States and 4 in Canada, years 1891 to 1896, inclusive, 


United 


Canada. 
Occupations. : 
à 
repairers ........— ]. E 1.50 f 
— 1.50 1| 1.50 
1.75 L 
2.00 1 205 
Average .78 3| 1.75 
ths’ helpers — sanre . Lu 
pon = 160 Cose] OE Saat 20| 60 
p es SEES H 2| .75 
mS) zee Karts 9. 3| .90 
1 2 1. 2 1.16 
Average D 9 s1-L.—] - eL . e 
Block cullers E i EG 
1 1.93 
Average | 5 1.21 
Boom men : ] ES 9 ix 
5 ; 3 1 
ir ny 
1 1.05 
1 1.75 
Average | 8 25| 1. 5| 1.224 
faba ord 3 1.80 
t-setters gang 33 5 I. 
1.37. 
" . 1.50 
a 1.54 
Averago —— SEE La 
Carriage men 21.87 2| L87 
1.50 156 
Average A 2.00 | j 1. 


a Boys. 


JUNE 4, 
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TABLE I.—Occupations and rates of wages of employees of 4 lumber-sawing establishments in the United States and h in Canada, etc.—Continued. 


1894. 


1891. 


United 


United 


United 
States. Canada. 


Canada. 


States. 


States. 
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a Boys. 
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TABLE I.—Occupations and rates of wages of employees of 4 lumber-sawing establishments in the United States and 4 in Canada, etc.—Continued. 


1897. 


sva jo wi | 


"Seo od ur | 


Occupations. 


Firemen ...... .---------- 


Floor cleaners 


Average 


888888888 
2 v4 


S8 SSS 88 
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SSE 8888888 
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Laborers, dimension 
timber 
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f 
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arh 
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4 


a Including tail sawyers and other occupations which can not be separated. 
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TABLE L—Occupations and rates of wages of employees of h lumber-sawing establishments in the United States and 4 in Canada, ete.—Continued. 
1898. 
United 
States, | Canada. 
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Average 
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deck men 
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dlers 
rollers 


Log slide men 


Occupations. 
peret transfer 
Eos 


1511 


TABLE L—Occupations and rates of wages of employees of h lumber-sawing establishments in the United States and 4 in Canada, etc.—Continued, 
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Blab handlers ..---- 


Average 
Average 


S ( 


A 
Better: Leona 


Sawyers, gang 


JUNE 4, 


etc.—Continued. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 
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‘ABLE IL—Sum: and wages of employees 
e United States — em in naaa, For 
the years 1891 to 1898, inclusive—Continued. 


TABLE II. [2 ee, aee and a wages of emy of four 
rei dried or doan ín the United States 8 
the years 1891 to 1896, inclusive Continued. 


United 
States. 


a Including 3 boys. 


Se2888 SSS  SEERRE 


PEPPE rrrer 


3| 4.00 8 Mr. CAFFERY. This official document settles the contention 
3 LEA : : in regard to the labor cost in this particular industry in the United 
3 HS 18 10 States and in Canada. Not only is the labor cost greater in the 
3 3 50 18 10 forests at the stump in Canada, but it is greater all along the lino 


to the finished product of the mills. It will not do to say now in 
answer to this, as was stated by the Senator from California (Mr. 


9 8 
SEALE 
Slab handlers 
$1.38 1 £[31.374| 4161.20 
1.39 189........- t| 1.3873) d14| 1.20 E: . 75 
2| 1.38} IN... 1| 1.874) d14| 1.20 1.334 * 
1.39 1806... tj 1.25 | d14| 1.20 1.83) T 
1.38} 1895......... 1| 1.25 1% 1.22 1.33} 
18900......... €| 1.25 | did) 1.22 4 
1.271 1.41 F 
L27} 28] i 1.41 5 
1.277 21.1 1.421 É 
1.274 22] 1.10} 1.43 45 
1.275 28. 1.10} 1.424 45 
1.274 28| 1.10} 1.421 
28 1.104 -50 
dlers: rs: -50 
Ef) BR 1 4/1 1| 1.32 — es 1.253 .50 
4| 1. 1| 1.32 1892.. 1.25} .50 
4| 1 1| 1.32 1 1.25) iu 
4 1 1| 1.33 1894.. o E 
4 1. 11.32 PD Ru Num ue Qu] 1.26 
E 11.3 MULIER L8 a K 33011581... 
Waste-box 
25 4 
25 1 25 
1 25 FD PRES SA XE, Verne 5 | > 1895.........| 18/1. I. x 
H .25 SASS SEAT ESS 75 
.25 
25 
40 
.40 
.40 
By 
43 
58 
58 


A^ mm 


3| 4.50 PERKINS] in regard to quicksilver, that our lumber is pauper 

3. 4.16} 1 lumber. There can be no contention on that ground. 

diy Our white pine and all other lumber in the United States is of 
4.10 ganal value with the pine in Canada or of any other country of 
4.33] 10 which I have any cognizance. Here is an authoritative official 


Statement which, in regard to this icular industry, belies the 
statement that protection ought to ag eis upon the industry or 
in behalf of the industry to protect the American labor, and the 
reason of it is that the American is a more efficient man both as a 
controller of industry and as a manual laborer. 

Mr. GALLINGER. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator manifestly is not aware of 
the fact that there is no class of people in the world who will do 
as much work in the woods as the Canadiap Frenchman. If Car- 
roll D. Wright, who, I presume, is the author of the document, is 
correct in his statement that the labor cost is less in the United 
States than Canada, I should like to ask the Senator how it hap- 
pens that almost every tree that is felled in the woods in New 
Sana is felled by a French Canadian? 

. GRAY. Then it is not American labor that you are trying 
to protect? $ 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, I am on one point now, 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator from New Hampshire asks me a 
question which is answered by Mr. Carroll D. Wright. The labor 
cost,as shown by this careful investigation, is less in the United 
——— States than it is in Canada, and it makes no sort of difference 
whether the axman of the United States is imported from Canada 
or not. There are superior methods; they handle it better, the 
- | have better roads, D have better wagons, they have better appli- 
222 ances in the United States than they have in Canada; and you 
can not argue from the narrow basis that a Canadian axman is 
superior to an American axman; that therefore the American 
laborer is inferior to the Canadian laborer. 

It is the brain, it is the inventive genius, it is the organizing 
capacity behind the ax and behind the axman that gives the 
United States laborer the advantage. Even in the matter of 
ads Mee! Sey bree Aes manual labor, notwithstanding the Senator from New Hampshire 

SEAS E eS NE OE knows so much about the superiority of the Canadian laborer 
| ——— over the laborer in the United States with an ax, it can not be 
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. : RE i "^B 3 | contended, if Im take all these facts together, that there is any 
10 1.11 sort of ground for the imposition of a tariff upon lumber to pro- 
10 1.11 tect the United States lumberman as against the Canadian lum- 
3 — berman. That fact speaks out in this paper; you can not deny 


it unless you impeach the efficiency of Carroll D. Wright or 


a Including 7 oe d Including 2 boys. his care, vigilance, and ability in the matter of making this report, 


bIncluding 10 bo: 
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significant in the matter of labor and the 
t all the way along the line. We 
Canadian in the matter of logging, 
and in the matter of milling, but we are superior to any other men 
on the earth in that regard. If the statistics could be AEREE 
as to embrace the labor cost in the United States and in Europe in 


Not only Aber, but 1. ppr 
cost of timber, but 
are not only superior to 


any line of industry wherethe American genius can apply machin- 
ery, it will be found that the American productisa cheaper prod- 
uct, and therefore the plea that protection is needed in of 
the American laborer against the pauper labor of Europe falls to 
the ground without any significance or weight. 

Mr. WILSON. Maylinterrupt the Senator to ask him a ques- 
= not to prolong the debate? 

CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr WILSON. The Senator has examined this report? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes. 

Mr. WILSON. He has examined it very carefully, I take it. 
Is there any place in the report that shows the rebate allowed by 
the Canadian Government em all lumber exported? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Nothing that I perceive. 

Mr. WILSON. It is a well-known fact, especially in British 
Columbia, that the Government charges 50 cents a thousand for 
stumpage. They do not hold the Dy in the land. The fee re- 
mains in the Crown, and they pay no taxes. For all the lumber 
exported they get a rebate of 25 cents a thousand. have an 
advantage d. us not only in the rebate and in taxes, but in the 
Bhipment of their lumber sor Aur gs Ao vessel, while in our coast- 
wise trade we must ship under They have ad- 

tages in that way, and they shipped last year over 15,000,000 


Mr. CAFFERY. Even if the statement made by the Senator 
from Washington be true, and I have no doubt of its correctness, 
then your 50-cent stumpage would not equalize the 3 
from this report that the American has over the Canadian, if you 
po the Canadian the 50-cent stumpage or rebate, whatever you 

it. But I say that the instance of the Senator from Washing- 

ton is a strong object lesson of the inutility and unwisdom of 
bounties ges in any direction, for notwithstanding the bounties 
iven.in the way of this rebate to the Canadian he is unequal to 

e American on even lines, and no artificial protection of that 
kind can ever even up unequal conditions of nature or of human 


or 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee to 92. 

Mr. BACON. Ido not know whet the Senator from Iowa 


po to go further this evening. I desire to say a word on 
matter. 

Mr. WHITE. I trust we shall have an adjournment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the amendment of the committee will 


be d yr 
i ta 7 DEL MR on the succeed- 

pa just as we 

fir. HALE. Let us ado lopt this paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishould like 10 make a little progress before 
we adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to paragraph 192 
will be à to in the absence of objection. It is agreed to 

Mr. QUAY. I wish to move an executive session. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is understood that the Senator from Georgia 

[Mr. 5 have the floor to-morrow morning 

i 7527 PRESIDENT. The Senator from Gean will be 


Es SORROWS. I ask to have printed in the RECORD a letter 
from the chairman of the executive committee of the National 
Lumber Convention, reviewing the report of Carroll D. Wright, 
which has just been read. I will not stop to read it, but "Task 


that it be ted in the RECORD. 
ies COCKRELL. Why not print it as a separate document, 


Mr. BURROWS. It is brief—only two pages, with tables, 
Ph COCKRELL. Let it be printed as a separate document 


Mr. ALLISON. "The Senator from Missouri was not here when 
& document of some 26 pages was ordered printed in the RECORD. 
. BURROWS. Iask that this leitar bé printed in the REC- 


lr. HOAR. But the Senator from Missouri wants to have it 
printed as a Tic document also. 
Poe oo L. And let the other document also be printed 


with it. 
Mr. BURROWS. Ihaveno objection. Let the two be printed 
in the RECORD and also as a document. 
A BACON. Onein conjunction with the other. 
MI RAE The other has already been printed as a docu- 


rho VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to printing the 
letter referred to in the RECORD and also asa document? The 
0 hears none, and it is so ordered. 


— 


The letter referred to is as follows: 


r thousand 
lumber in the United States and ‘Canada, in response to 

troduced by Senator PETTIGREW, of South Dakota, in he's Senate of the 
United States, April 29, „ as follows 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Labor be, and is hereby, directed 
to send to the Senate a statement of the cost per thousand feet, board 
measure, of producing white-pine lumber in the United States and Can- 
ad: vely; the statement to include the cost of lumbering, or the 
and the cost of manufacturing, or the mill work, in 

two separate items, including also the cost of stumpage- 

Printed as Senate Document No. 70, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session. 

It is a regrettable fact that the information sou, our Senatorsand 
resentatives from the et — De see of ts of the Government and and thelr 
e ia so meager aa to bo tian magosa for the purposes miended. 

e under ra 5 0 no upon 
the —— is, p to estimato the 

t 3 submits a re- 
and of 

that 


and other general ex: 
this report, an tant as to entire’ 

given and render his report a complete fi 
is concerned. 


object sought b the resolution 
the first place, according to 


nullity the "alus of — 


ns 
t is, the cost cost of 1 es 000 feet of lumber 
desired 


broad 
rather than the cost of production of a umber—is 
coped roper enlightenment on the subj 
The Commissi out by saying that 8 on which this 


ing the economy in the use of high-class machi 
against the cru Yee pi y in Canada. 
In the table as to the of hand Brant 90 certa ror tend 
feet are the figures for the United States, as against 49 cents in Canada, th 
— 9 ds tn as by Canadian labor ven 55 
1545 the wages for labor in tho yard are in Canada and $1.40 in 
United States, 8 ys Zions in € Mr United States d i M 


per cent Canadian competitor tor 36 cent Rer 
efficiency. "This i is purely a demonstration of actual relative efficieney of 
labor in the ve countries, as in nei case is any machinery used. 
The superior e or Seca, OF bha laborer OE ths United Beaten orar dis Canadian 
neighbors hon req sert the province of an American Con- 
E Th qe e — vi "Showing th uction in estab- 
e eon e average man in fi 
lishments and five rr 2 states th m 


American D file to ee 3.808 Foot Der ma as 1,927 
ada, a difference in favor of the Amerlcan la 
Ja tho Wagon aro 0190 as against $143 in 


5 rip eoi in the niad — receiving, th. 

a, rer , 85 

higher wages for a su efficiency of 82 per cent. xen P 
he table showing the result of tho — — of « — — in the“ yard gives 


for the United States 1,874 feet, as 1.143 feet in s 
med Canada, where im 


factor,an 3 to the American 
— of about 64 per cent. 


dae 33 e pou toa san sagainst to 5 for the e differen 
e cos. ogging in Canada as e 
when to the latter is added the ese — hanged f x nited States, 


for the use of 
roads in 8 use in the United States, which. t e Commissi 
are not used 


oner says, 
The writer has no experience as to the cost of loggi hite 
United States nor in Canada, but is extensively en b pine o 


— l in th 
South, where there are no physical difficulties in rok tained con "s 


struction, and is now havi: a tract ot 60,000,000 ‘foot, a 85 miles from the the 
mill, at a contract price of $5.6) per thousand feet; another tract of 20,000,000 
feet, on a 40-mile haul, for $5.02 per thousand feet. This lumber comes in 
competition with the white pine and spruce of Canada, as well as the white 
pine of the Northwest. 

The most important pere png ven in the report of the Commissioner 
of Labor is that given on of the report, which are herewith repro- 
duced for reference, o that under the rations of the tariff 
law et verd n the duty Iv ite pao was 8 to 81 pem. 

remained at the two-d rate), and rs more recent 


advan as showa by the percentages herewith tabulated, to say nothing of 
the enforced idleness of fully 25 per cent mall operatives es 
e tariff laws rear meer 2 


2 from the operation of th: 
; while the Canadians their exportations to the U United dates, 
— would indicate that they were constantly employed. 


[Senate Document No. 70, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session.] 

TABLE IL—Summary of occupations and average wages- of employees of four 
lumber-sawing ert A Keinen in the United Mohs ina y ene Nea Jor 
= 1891 to 1896, inclusive, showing the percen of increase or 

er the operation ‘of the tariff laws of 1590, when the duty on white 
Pedum to $1, and the law of 1594, when T$ eet sur toi the free líst. 


was 


Occupations and years. 
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TABLE IL.—Summary of occupations and average wages of employees of four | TABLE IL—Summary o, i agra and average wages of em; of four 
lumber-sawing es ishments in the United Beater ond Sour in Canada for lumber-saiwt: — Ii Ge in the United and Vana 
the years 1891 to 1896, inclusive, etc.—Oontinued. ^ the years 1891 to 1896, „ * Jour wr dvo 


Occupations and years. Occupations and years. 
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1 iz * In Canada, wages for this class of labor remained unchanged. 
r rM Mr.FRYE. Isthe tariff bill closed for the day? 
FE ccc 1. 1.27 Mr. HALE. We are about to have an executive session. 
T Mr. QUAY. I wish to move an executive session. 
en! C TTT $5. $2.73; Mr. FRYE. I should like to have that motion postponed for 
TEREST ESE Se ON SE URDU b. 2.18) | five minutes. 
M e; tal in Mr. QUAY. Very well. 
— a re IM REGULATIONS FOR INLAND WATERS, ETC. 
gente "ROG SISTERE SNE i cerei ee roro PROIN S s a iign Mr. FRYE. There is a bill on the Vice-President’s table which 
Laborers: I desire the Chair to lay before the Senate. It will not be neces- 
——— ,in my judgment, to read it. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 


amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1886) to 
adopt regulations for p DONON upon certain harbors, 
: rivers, and inland waters of the United States. 

Wu noB i| Mr. FRYE. The one amendment is a substitute for the Senate 
bill, and the substitute contains some four or five amendments 
which the American delegates finally concluded to have made, 
They are of no particular significance or importance. There are 
some five or six other amendments which are mere matters of form. 
The word ‘‘and” is inserted in two or three places where we had 
& semicolon in our bill I think ours was the better, but the 
amendments are not material. I remember one of the amend- 
ments simply was a provision that the bill should not apply to the 
waters of the Great Lakes. It could not apply to the waters of 
the Great Lakesanyway. We haveaseparate provision for them 
entirely. I have examined the substitute with greatcare. I have 
been over every ofit. The whole bill has been read. 

Mr. HOAR. How long is it? 

Mr. FRYE. The House amendment is a substitute for the Sen- 
ate bill. It is the entire Senate bill which was sent over, with 
two or three little immaterial amendments, 

Mr. HOAR. How long is it? 
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10101002 
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Mr. FRYE. It would take an hour to read it, I suppose. I 
have written out here the changes made the House, which I 
ask may be inserted in the RECORD. As I was stating, I have 
examined the substitute very carefully, and the Commissioner of 
Navigation has examined it with me. We have been over the 
whole of it, and there is no objection that can possibly be made 
to any of it. 
Mr. HOAR. I never have known a bill or an amendment to 
pe the Senate without being read. While I have the most abso- 
ute confidence in the Senator from Maine in the matter of accu- 
racy and fairness and sound judgment, I think we shall get into 
a very groat strait if we set such a precedent. I think the Sena- 
tor ought, under the circumstances, to have the amendment read 
to the Senate. 


Mr. FRYE. Shall I read the changes made in the House amend- 


Mr. HOAR. It makes no difference. 

Mr. FRYE. I will read them, instead of having them read at 
the desk. 

Mr. HOAR 


Mr. FRYE. I will read the amendments, then. 

On page 5, for the words or (e)“ the words the after range 
BS mentioned in article 2 (f).” 1 ; 

at was necessary. There were two white lights mentioned 
in article 2, and that was a necessary amendment. . 

Article 9 (d) and article 15 (f), inserted by the House, provide 
that the present system of lights and sound signals for canal 
boats, rafts, etc., shall be retained. That is simply a provision 
that the rafts shall have certain lights. That is all right. ; 

Article 18, the House has added inspectors' Rule I roviding 
that the rules of article 18 shall not apply in fog, etc. This is en- 
tirely superfiuous, as article 15 pe establishes the fog sig- 
nals, and article 18, as a matter of course, relates only to sound 
signals by day in clear weather. That does no harm. 

Article 21 (pa e 15), the House has stricken out the “note.” 
There was a little note in the Senate bill. The House struck it 
out, because it was asserted that it had never appeared in any leg- 
islation before. It has. They were mistaken. It appeared in the 
very last bill touching vessels at sea, and the note can be added 
by the Commissioner of Navigation in issuing his instructions. 
So there is no harm in that. 

Section 2, page 18. The House has retained the power of the 
Board of Supervising Inspectors to prescribe rules for steam ves- 
sels passing each other, but they must not conflict with general 
provisions of law. 

Section 3, pages 18 and 19. The House has added a proviso that 
theimposition of a fine on the pilot shall not relieve the vessel 
owner of liability for damages. The House 5 is entirely 
unnecessa: The law now will continue to be so that the vessel 
owner would not be relieved. It does no harm. 

Section 5, e19. The House has used the word ‘‘and” where 
the Senate semicolons. The Senate form is better, but of 
course that change does no harm. The House has also added at 
the end of the section the exemption of the Great Lakes, the Mis- 
ORAN ete., which is superfluous, as the same exemptions are es- 
tablished on the first page of the bill. 

Those are all the changes made by the House amendment. I 
move that the Senate concur in the House amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. quA I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Satur- 
day, June 5, 1897, at 12 o'clock meridian, 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 4, 1897. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
Lawrence Townsend, of Pennsylvania, to be envoy extraordi- 
nary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Portugal, 
vice George W. Caruth, 5 
TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Ellis H. Roberts, of New York, to be Treasurer of the United 
States, to succeed Daniel N. Morgan, resigned. 
ASSISTANT TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Conrad N. Jordan, of New York, to be assistant treasurer of 
the United States at New York City, a reappointment, his com- 
mission having expired. 
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AUDITOR FOR TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


William E. Andrews, of Nebraska, to be Auditorfor the Treasury 
Department, to succeed Ernest P. Baldwin, resigned, 


AUDITOR FOR WAR DEPARTMENT, 


William W. Brown, of Pennsylvania, to be Auditor for the 
War Department, to succeed T. Stobo Farrow, resigned. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commander Richard P. Leary, to be captain in the Navy from 
the 6th day of April, 1897, vice Capt. Albert Kautz, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander William Swift, to be a commander in — 
Navy from the 6th day of April, 1897, vice Commander Richar 
P; 3 

Lieut. Herbert Winslow, to be lieutenant- commander in the 
Navy from the 6th day of April, 1897 (subject to the examinations 
peque by law), vice Lieut. Commander William Swift, pro- 
moted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William J. Maxwell, to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the 6th day of April, 1897 (subject to the exam- 
inations gie. by law), vice Lieut. Herbert Winslow, promoted, 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Franklin Swift, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the 29th day of April, 1897, vice Lieut. George A. Cal- 
houn, deceased. 

Lieut. Commander Henry B. Mansfield, to be a commander in 
the Navy, from the 16th day of May, 1897, vice Commander Tim- 
othy A. Lyons, retired, à 

Lieut. William H. Turner, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy,from the 16th day of May, 1897, vice Lieut. Commander 
Henry B. Mansfield, promoted. 


POSTMASTERS. 


John Alfred, to be postmaster at Leadville, in the county of Lake 
and a of Colorado, in the place of John H. Stotesbury, re- 
moved. 

Nathaniel Barnes, to be Ly Pee at Kansas City, in the county 
of ee and State of Kansas, in the place of T. Fitz Hugh, 
removed. 

Charles E. Bowman, to be postmaster at Argentine, in the coun 
of Wyandotte and State of Kansas, in the place of George W. 
Killmer, resigned. 

Harry H. Lusk, to be postmaster at Parsons, in the county of 
Labette and State of Kansas, in the place of F. W. Frye, removed, 

Richard S. Oakford, to be postmaster at 3 in the county 
of Dickinson and State of Kansas, in the place of Thomas M. Bixby, 


dS; 

ed York, to be postmaster at Fort Riley, in the county of 
Geary and State of Kansas, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1897. 

Frank M. Atkinson, to be postmaster at St. Joseph, in the county 
of Buchanan and State of Missouri, in the place of Frank M, At- 
kinson, whose commission expired January 17, 1897. 

Edwin Abrams, to be postmaster at Lawrence, in the county of 
Queens and State of New York, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1897, Mary A. S. Kavanagh nominated to 
the Senate and confirmed, but not commissioned. 

Leroy L. Brinkley, to be postmaster at Edenton, in the county 
of Chowan and State of North Carolina, in og! eus of Leroy L. 
Brinkley, whose commission expired January 23, 1897. 

Reuben J. Mott, to be postmaster at Port Allegany, in the 
county of McKean and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
George Weber, removed. 

George H. Swearingen, to be postmaster at Dunbar, in the coun 
of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1897, Margaret B. Doonan 
nominated to the Senate and confirmed, but not commissioned. 

Arthur B. Gibson, to be postmaster at Mercur, in the county of 
Tooele and State of Utah, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1897. 

James F. Posten, to be postmaster at Elkins, in the county of 
Randolph and State of West Virginia, in the place of Milford M. 
Smith, removed. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 4, 1897. 
INDIAN AGENT. 


Asa C. Sharp, of Gary, Md., to be agent for the Indians of the 
Ponca, Pawnee, Otoe, and Oakland Agency in Oklahoma Terri- 
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POSTMASTERS. 


Fred P. Dearth, to be postmaster at Woodsville, in the county 
of Grafton and State of New Hampshire. 

Ezra H. Woodward, to be 55 at Newberg, in the county 
of Yamhill and State of Oregon. 

Charles A. Burg, to be postmaster at Livingston, in the county 
of Park and State of Montana. 


Thomas H. Baker, to be postmaster at Louisville, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Kentucky. 
SENATE. 


SATURDAY, June 5, 1897. 
pet by Rev. Hvau Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
goodings, when, , when, p motion of Mr. SA At by unanimous con- 
g was dispensed 


BOUNTIED SUGARS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a communication from the 
bly to the request of the 
e translation of a note containing 
protest of the Government of Austria-Hungary the 
Lad spe treatment of bountied sugars; which was 
: r. HALE. What is the communication that has been laid 
before the Senate? 
Mr. VEST. Letit beread 
The communication was again 5 as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, June h, € 
Sin: Agreeably to the request of the minister of Austria-Hun, 


I have prodere rra eru el a Y M ad 
to the Senate, a translation of a note containing the voi pros, 
Government of Austria-Hungary nst the Reventon, pio Ped npa yum dd 
bugars in the tariff bill at present under consideration in the Senate. 
VENIR. JOHN SHERMAN. 
Hon. GARRET A. AOBA 
Vice-President of the United States, 
Inclosures: From the minister of Austria-Hungary, April 13,1897. From 
ib mains, May f$, 1897. 


Mr. HALE. I did not understand that it had been submitted by 
Res et. Secretary of State. I thought it was attempted to be IE: 
ires which would not have been in accordance with any 


Mr. WEST. Unless it is a lengthy communication, I should like 


souri requests that the accompanying papers be read. 
E no nó ob fection, they will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


IMPERIAL AND ROYAL AUSTRO-HUNGARIAN LEGATION, 
Washington, May 28, 1897. 


Mr. SECRETARY xU apogr I have had the honor to receive your note of 
the 17th ultimo, No. 159. 
The vision relative to mg oe mr Ls 
bill which has been by the House Bepresentatty ves is still 
nortan cd, retis om dimer wre A ee eges so ue rp mee Ae 
cted rotest provision on ground e 
favored nation, which ie guaran N EE 8 conse- 
yy be ve Iris ou would have Secre 
1 to, tosen rh whereby I obeyed sai instructions) 
the oe Presiden that it may be communicated to 


IMPERIAL AND ROYAL AUSTRO-HUNGARIAN LEGATION, 

Washington, April 13, 1897. 

. SECRETARY OF STATE: Pursuant to instru. 
of Btate, to invite your attention to the of 

before the Senate of the United States Witch Pelo to the duty on sugar, 


conflict, on the one hand, with none ‘ht of the most-favored-nation trea‘ 
"ment, and on the other threatens vily damage Austro-H 
„ bill provides, namely, in Schedule E, No. gan that 


from such countries which grant a direct or indirect bounty 
une. & Ta the actual duty upon entrance set forth in No. 206, an 
addi onal uty to the amount of des bounty granted, so far as this bounty 
in excess of any inte tax collected Spon sua such sugars or upon the 
we materiale (beet or cane) nes in their man 
The question of the discrimina ting tariff estas ‘against our sugar has 
I been the subject of meray m Are) eer the E og me and wp Gov- 
and the ernment of e Imperial sag Royal 
"ment had looked upon the additional d dut; of one-tenth pe: 
coming from sarei. ed! rovided for in the act o 
pu UE a vonta ss the he right o $ 3 most - favored nation gran 
instructed me on that 


ere u n, onc tocar ont in a cc al 


to „and I therefore consider it unn: 


the views advanced 
entirety. 

ernment of the United States has 
Pepa form 


therein, pue my Government entertains to-day in their 
. On the other hand, I beg to call attention to tho fact that the Gov- 
ized our right to protest inst any 
uty upon our sugar which is based upon our export bounty, as 
from port of Secreta: Sean, to the President of 
October 1894, and that the President in of December, 
1894, recommended to So Congress the re of the ad additional uty in question. 
The bill now As view a much p increase of 

T, end threa therefore, our 
NEL In view thereof, the ape. 
ted me to call the attention of the Fed- 
posed p to the hope 


t that tt wil 
treaty o meg . — our 8 d tà revi A That the pr 
EPI. the additional duty upon our s Mas 8 t which pro. 
perial and Wm Government must further probet, T on d mee a law. 


Accept, etc. 
“= HENGELMULLER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The communication and accompa- 
nying papers will lie on the table and be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the legislature 
of Wisconsin, praying for the enactmentof legislation tostrengthen 
the national credit; which was read, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance, as follows: 


Memorial to Congress for the passage "d an act to strengthen the national 


To the honorable the Senate mer * House use of Representatives 
the United States in Congress assembled: 


The memorial of tho legiature of the State of Wisconsin respectfully 


Whereas the people of the United States in recent years have been dis- 
astrously affected by uncertainties the future value of the money 
by w. existing pt ll nie TOAS UD and business transactions be 


discharged 
conducted, and it was the intent and purpose of the verdict E at the 
last national election to Auge mad remove such uncertainty; 
eee much time will necessarily elapse before such (o en 
into legislative enactments, nee it — of the pand purpose T- 

perm that a return of prosperity be not delayed b; e thought that the leg. 
islative branch of the Government may not Fully re respond to the popular 
eae rendered as aforesaid; 

Now, therefore, to the end that all uncertainties in that regard be effectu- 

removed, your memorialists fully ask that a Con, decla- 
pan de be passed, to to be 1 by the President of the U: States,so as 
to have the force of the form and in the spirit of the declaration of 


e to meet a similar eme: after 
credit, and Sonor or the United 
tions issued to circulate as 


e present weight 


rs of Co; from this State be, 


ngress 
and meen fe are here honorable means to secure the Con- 
mal declara: 


of this memorial and of tot 
the United States, to the 2 of the Treasury, to the President of the 
Benate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives, and to each of our 
Senators and Representatives in 

EMIL BAENS! 


Given under m 
son, this 2d day 
[sEAr.] 


hand and official seal at the capitol, in the city of Madi- 
June, A. D. 1897. 
HENRY CARSON, Secretary of State. 


Mr. McLAURIN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Spartanburg County, S. C., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion for a more rigid restriction of immigration; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SEWELL 8 memorials of Frank Meyer and 1,518 
other citizens of Hudson County, of Thomas E. Elleford and 285 
other citizens of Essex and Hudson counties, of ug. iim Cron- 
hein and 19 other citizens of Jersey City, Jacob Hepp and 75 
other citizens of Newark, P. N. Jandruy and 25 other citizens 
of Perth Amboy and Newark, Geo Tilford and 20 other 
citizens of Newark, and of Charles A, unly and 26 other tare 
of Newark, all in the State of New Jersey, remonstratin 
an increase of the duty on beer; which were referred to dus Com Gone 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. M. L. Johnson and 30 
other citizens of Newark, N. J., and the petition of R. J. Hill 
and 87 other citizens of East Orange, N. J., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation restricting immigration; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. PERKINS 5 a memorial of sundry d zens of 
Stockton, Cal., a memorial of sundry citizens o? AIcmeda 
County, Cal. 5 N against the abrogation o; i.e Ha- 
waiian treaty; which were referred to the Committee on Fore’, gn 
Relations. 

Mr. TILLMAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Spar- 
Sen vars, S. C., praying for the enactment of legislation fog a more 
n nes restriction of immigration; which was ordered to lie on the 

e. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of A. H. Skeel and sun: 

other citizens of Stevens Point, Wis., praying for the enactmen 
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of legislation for a more rigid restriction of immigration; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of St. Paul, 
Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation for a more rigid 
restriction of immigration; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2075) granting a pension to 
"William Cole; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accom syng apers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BP ER introduced a bill (S. 2076) ponang a pension 
to Jóhanna Krueger; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BATE introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 2077) for the relief of the estate of Elizabeth Zurke, 
deceased, late of Memphis, Tenn.; 

A bill (S. 2078) for the relief of the estate of John Morrison, 
deceased, late of Memphis, Tonn., as found due by the Court of 
Claims under the act of March 8, 1883; 

A bill (S. 2079) for the relief of Jacob Glenn, of Memphis, 
Shelby County, Tenn.; : 

A bill (S. 2080) for the relief of M. Robison, administrator of 
TT. E. Robison, deceased, late ot Henderson County, Tenn.; 

A bill (S. 2081) for the relief of J. J. Bailey, of Shelby County, 


‘enn. ; 

A bill (S. 2082) forthe relief of the estate of Augustus B. Pharr, 
deceased, late of McNairy County, Tenn.; and 

A bill (8, 2083) for the relief of the estate of Mathew Brown, 
deceased, late of Shelby County, Tenn. 

Mr. MURPHY introduced a bill (S. 2084) granting a pension to 
Oatherine C. Tracey; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WALTHALL introduced a bill (S. 2085) to remove a sus- 
pension upon íhe disbursement of an appropriation; which was 
Tead twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 2086) for the relief of 


Susana Marion; which was read twice by its title, and referred to | specially 


Mr DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 2087) granti ion to 
8 introduced a * granting a pension 
Phebe L. Peyton; which was ed twice is its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GTON introduced a bill (S. 2088) for the relief of 
ihe crew of the United States ee Wyoming; which was 
cee by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 


airs. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 2089) to increase the pay of post 
uartermaster-sergeants of the Army; which was read twice by 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2090) to grant a Lp to 
Mrs. Alice A, Hines; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 2001) giving William K. Mayo 
ihe and pay of a rear-admiral on the retired list of the Navy; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. ice providing for the hear- 
ing, trial, and adjudication by the United States Court of Claims 
of the claim of Albert Wood,and removing the same from the 
operations of the United States statute of limitations; which was 
2 twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 48) 
55 for the erection of a monument in Washing- 

n, D. O., for the ornamentation of the national capital and in 
‘honor of Samuel Hahnemann; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

AMENDMENT TO THE TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. McBRIDE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
goan by him to the bill (H. R. 879) to provide revenue for the 
Government and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
Which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 

AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WELLINGTON submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 


be Pee 
. QUAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 
THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of House bill 379. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business being con- 
cluded, House bill 379 is the order. 

The te, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 879) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Finance will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Paragraph 192, page 60, line 12, after the 
word „timber,“ insert the words ‘‘ hewn, sided, or squared, and 
round timber.” 

Mr. HALE. That was agreed to yesterday. 

: e VICE-PRESIDENT. This amendment was agreed to yes- 
erday. 

The next amendments of the Committee on Finance were, in 
paragraph 193, page 60, line 21, after the word “finished,” to 
strike out “fifty” and insert *'thirty-five;" in line 23, after the 
word“ ved,” to strike out one dollar” and insert seventy 
cents;" inline 25, before the word “ cents,“ strike out fifty and 
insert *'five;" and on page 61, line 8, after the word “grooving,” 
the remainder of the paragraph, in the following 


to strike out 
words: 
Provided, That in case any foreign country or dependency either 
or 


indirectly, impose upon pine, spruce, elm, or other saw 
timbe: wood, stave bolts, shingle bolts, or 
ting crown dues, ground rents, 
uty or tax, when such articles or suy of them 
tothe United States from such country 
dency, then a duty of 25 per cent ad valorem M ges the lumber men- 

in this ‘ph shall 10 and pai 


oned in paragra e 5 d,in addition to 
the duty herein imposed, when the same is imported from such country or 
dependency. 


* 
And in lieu thereof to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That if any eee fe Shall rap an export dui 
upon saw logs,round unman timber, stave bolts, shingle bolt = 
its, the amount of such export duty shall be added, as an addi- 
tional duty, to the duties imposed upon the articles mentioned in this para- 
graph when imported from such country or dependency. 


So as to make the paragraph read: 


when lum sort is — or finished, in addi: 

provided, there be levied and paid for each side so planed or finished 
cents per thousand feet board measure; and if 
and grooved, 70 cents per thousand feet board measure; if 

sides and sonont M. grooved, $1.05 per thousand feet board measure; and 
in estimating measure under this schedule no deduction shall be made 
on board measure on account of planing, tongueing, and groo ; Provided, 


That if any country or dependency shall im an rt d: saw 
J round unmanufactured timber, stave bolts, shingle ‘bolts, or heading 
bolts, the amount of such ex duty shall be added, as an additional duty, 


Ppa finu ME dE Rape A ee Wan 
Mr. VEST. I give notice that at the proper time I shall move 
to put all these articles upon the free list. Was there any vote 


taken upon paragraph 192? 
Mr. . "That was adopted last night. 
Mr. VEST. I give the same notice in regard to that paragraph. 
Mr. FRYE. e Senator gave the notice last night. 


- Mr. VEST. No; I did not. I do not know who else may have 
one $0. 

Mr. FRYE. Some Senator did. 

Mr.HALE. We might go over these provisions and act on the 
committee amendments, and the Senator make his motion later, 
or he can make it now if he prefers. 

Mr. VEST. Iwish to call the attention of the Senate to the pro- 
vision, commencing at line 15, in regard to an export duty. This, 
it seems to me, is an extraordinary provision in the shape of re- 
taliation. It provides that if any country or dependency shall im- 
pose an export duty upon saw logs, round, unman , etc. 
the amount of such export duty shall be added as an additional 
duty. Ishould not be surprised if the provision were that if an 
export bounty should be imposed by any foreign country or de- 
pendency, then this duty should be imposed; but here it seems we 
retaliate for an export duty by a foreign country, that duty, of 
course, being added to the cost of the article when brought in and 
sold to our people, by putting an additional duty, an internal duty 
in the United States of the same amount, which increase is paid 
A ot ponte ee cuml HAG the 4 * 

other words, we re upon the foreigner by in i 
the price of the imported article to our own people. It is the first 
time within my recollection, aftersome limited experience in tariff 
matters, that this has been done, After the article has come here 
with the export duty of the foreign article upon it added to the 
cost,l do not understand how it can affect the foreigner when 
we add the same duty in retaliation. 

Mr. HOAR. Itseems to me that the answer to the Senatorfrom 
Missouri is that in such cases the export duty in all probability 
will be taken off. 

Mr. VEST. I do not know anything about that. 

- ae VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be stated 
singly. 
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The SECRETARY. In paragraph 193, page 60, line 21, after the 
n finished,“ strike out fifty“ and be ** thirty-five;" so as 


But when lumber of any sort is planed or finished, in addition to the rates 
3 there shall be levied and paid for each side so planed or 
35 cents per thousand feet, board measure. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. Inthesame eph. page 60, line 23, after 
the word grooved,” strike out one i. and insert ‘‘seyenty 
cents;” so as to read: 


And if planed on one side and tongued and grooved, 70 cents per thousand 
feet measure. 


UE VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
to. 
The SECRETARY. In the same paragraph, page 60, line 25, after 
the word “and” where it occurs the second time, strike out 
“fifty” and insert **five;" so as to read: 


And if planed on two sides and tongued and grooved, $1.05 per thousand 
feet board measure. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be agreed to. ; 
The SECRETARY. In the same paragraph, page 61, line 3, after 
the word “grooving,” strike out the proviso in the following words: 
Provided, That in case any foreign country or dependency shall, either 
directly or indirectly, impose upon pine, spruce, elm, or other saw logs, or 
round unmanufactured timber, pulp wood, stave bolts, shingle bolts, or head- 
ing bolts, an export duty, dis¢riminating crown dues, ground rents, customs 
regulations, or other duty or tax, when such articles, or any of them are 
exported or intended for export to the United States from such country or 
dependency, then a duty of 25 per cent ad valorem upon the lumber men- 
ed in this paragraph shall be levied, collec and paid in addition tothe 
uty herein imposed when the same is impo: from such country or de- 
pendency. 


And insert: 


Provided, That if-any coun’ or dependency shall impose an export dut 
upon saw | round Less di timber, stave bolts, shingle bolts, c4 
heading bolts, the amount of such export duty shall be add „asan additional 
duty, to the duties imposed upon the articles mentioned in this paragraph 
when imported from such country or dependency. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be a to. 

Mr. T. I object. 

Mr. HALE. Then let us have a vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator desire a vote or 
mr make a note of his objection? 

r. HALE. Let the question be put to a vote. » 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

„ of the committee to strike out and insert a new pro- 


'The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Imove to amend the proviso in line 16 by in- 
serting after the word logs“ the words boom sticks and chains 
used in towing logs." 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. One of the material effects of this 
proposition is to take a quantity of timber which is now on the 
free list off the free list and make it taxable at the rate of $2 a 
thousand. There is a change, however, in the paragraph from 
what the law has been heretofore which is more significant than 
appears on the face of it. Sawed lumber not specially provided 
for in this act is to bear a rate of $2 per thousand feet board 
measure, This includes white pine, and puts a rate of tariff on 
that article that has not been in existence for a long while. 
There seems to have been a very determined effort on the part of 
the lumbermen in some sections of the Union to have this change 
made, and a systematic effort has been made to bring it about. 

I hold in my hand a letter which explains a good deal of what 
has been done in this matter. Itis from the National Lumber 
Convention, office of the executive committee, 1421 G street NW., 
Washington, D. C., April 9, 1897. This has been addressed to the 
Jumbermen all through thecountry, and in response to the request 
of this letter a great many petitions have been sent to the Senate, 
and a great many have been sent to me which have been presented 
and sent to the proper committee. It says: 

NATIONAL LUMBER CONVENTION, 


OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE, 

1421 G Street NW., Washington, D. C., April 9, 1897. 
R SIR: After consultation with some of the Senators, it is found to be 
E ER that the Finance Committee of the Senate be convinced, as 
as possible, that there is a decided sentiment among the laborers engaged 
the lumber industry favorable to the lumber-tariff schedule as passed by 
e House of Representatives. There seems to be a feeling among the mem- 
rs of the Finance Committee that the active interest in behalf of this lum- 
r- schedule exists only among the wealthy owners of mills and timber 
lands. It therefore becomes of importance that we at once secure sig- 
natures of operatives and laborers engaged in the 1 to petitions - 
W by the House of 


I therefore earnestly urge you to take immediate steps to secure the signa- 
tures of all operatives in your employ. 

It is important that petitions state that the signers are wage earners, that 
they and their families are dependent upon the lumber industry for their sup- 
port, and they earnestly urge the Senate to pass the lumber schedule as 
Te will be wall alos Vo set Torth lu tha pokition ‘the depcesed condition of 

W. we set fo: n the petition the con: n o: 
the business, low wages, and lack of employment. 2 

I would gladly pre the petition for you, but think it will be much bet- 
terif each pum . his petition 2 so that it will not ap- 
pear that they were all prepared by the same individual. 

The petition should, of course, be addressed to the United States Senate, 
and when you have signatures of all employees will you please forward same 
d s Pes onal Lumber Convention at the address Índicated on the head of 

is letter. 

Earnest and effective efforts are required at once. If you will ndafew 
1 or days, if necessary, we feel that we shall MIC a favorable tariff 


Do not confine yourself to your own operatives, but get all the signatures 
you oen from lumber operatives anywhere in your vicinity. T. 
0 


pint a C. W. GOODYEAR. 


The fact of there being hundreds of petitions sent here signed 
5 oy people alleging that they are laborers and deeply 
interested in this sort of business makes an impression on a good 
many people of course; but when the explanation is given of the 
source from which all of it originates, thut after all it isa mere 
expression of the mill men or the owners, the men who are to get 
the benefit of all this, having no effect whatever on the wages of 
the laboring men, having no sort of interest to them; in point of 
fact, when you understand the truth of it, those things will have, 
I imagine, less effect with the Senate. I have a number of letters, 
all, I have no doubt, printed and signed in the same way. The 
name is written at the top. My name is written after Hon.,“ 
and then it is addressed as printed, ** Washington, D. C." Ihave 
no doubt that these letters were sent out and signed by thousands 
of individuals all over the country, and returned at the request of 
the lumber headquarters at 1421 G street NW., in this city, where 
mo 8 sort of interest is felt in a high tax upon this class of 
umber. 

Mr. President, other members of the Senate are more familiar 
than I am with the facts connected with the lumber industry. It 
has been for e a while on the free list. The people of the 
Northwest and of the prairie States and many of the central parta 
of the Union have a hard enough time in providing homes and 
shelter for their families if they may be allowed to buy lumber as 
cheaply as it can be had, without any additional tax imposed upon 
them for that purpose. I for one believe it is unwise that there 
should be an increase in the tax on this article, and especially the 
enormous increase that is to be found in this bill. 

Mr. I wish to say piii that in my judgment 
there is not a single item in this entire bill so utterly in efensible 
as that which increases the duty upon white pine from the free 
list to $2 a thousand. Inthe tariff act of 1890 there was a duty of 
$1 a thousand upon white pine and $2 upon spruce. To those who 
never analyzed and investigated the reason of this distinction it 
will be interesting to note that spruce is the production of Maine, 
that State producing no white pine now amounting to anything 
worthy of consideration. "Therefore the auty upon spruce hag 
always in the tariff bills for twenty-odd years been retained at §2 
but upon white pine it was reduced in 1890 in the McKinley Act 
to $1 a thousand, and in 1894 all these different sorts of lumber 
were put upon the free list, as is well known. 

White pine has been justly called the king of the coniferous 
woods. It is superior to any other. It is just as superior to spruce 
or to the pitch yellow pine of the South as mahogany is superior 
to the softest wood that can be used for any purpose whatever. 
White pine is, then, the salient point in this discussion. Atlastthe 
lumbermen have been . and put white pine upon a par 
with spruce at 52 a thousand. That duty is absolutely prohibitory. 
and it is intended to be such. The evidence before the Ways and 
Means Committee, which I have here, shows the intent to be to 
make the duty absolutely prohibitory. . On page 554 of the Ways 
and Means testimony this colloquy occurred between Mr. Evans, 
a member of the committee, and Mr. Winchester, a prominent 
lumberman who was urging the imposition of the two-dollar duty 
upon white pine: 

Mr. Evans. What do you think the Gory ought to be? 

Mr. WINCHESTER. It ought to be prohibitive. 


Mr. Eyans. Would $ do that? 
Mr. WINCHESTER. Yes; just about. 


There is the frank testimony, and it runs all through the testi- 
mony, that the object is to absolutely prohibit this white pine, the 
kin. E the coniferous woods, from cuming into the United States 
at all. 

Mr. President, a strange and anomalous thing has happened in 
regard to this lumber interest. Heretofore the West and South 
have stood together in opposition to this prohibitory duty upon 
white pine; but, with the ingenuity that comes from greed, the 
lumbermen of the Northwest, in Michigan and Minnesota, have 
succeeded in forming an , offensive and defensive, with 


> 
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thelumbermen of the South. I make personal mention of it be- 
cause I am absolutely certain of the fact, and other Senators know 
it to be true. In the last campaign, in the lumber region of Mis- 
souri, in what we call the Ozark country where the lumber mills 
are owned by people not living in the Segue d large capitalists—I 
was confronted with the statement that 1 had voted for free lum- 
ber and was therefore opposed to the lumber interests of Missouri, 
I spoke in every one of the lumber camps, and I asked every- 
where, ‘‘ What wood do you saw here that comes in competition 
with white pine? You are engaged here in sawing the hard 
wood. What little white pine we had in Missouri was long since 
exhausted. The mills are sawing hard wood; and the soft yellow 
pitch pine will not be used to any considerable extent in the con- 
struction of houses." Their answer to me invariably was, Oh, 
yes; we have no white pine, but if we can exclude the white pine 
from the United States our pospe will be compelled to buy the 
hard woods that we saw and the soft yellow pine of the South." 
That is the whole of it. 

No Senator will stand here and say that the South produces a 
white pine, a coniferous wood, that comes in direct competition 
or approximates in value to the white pine of the North west and of 
Canada, but they hope by shutting out white pine, as this gentle- 
man says here in his testimony, to force the people of this country 
to ugg the soft yellow pitch pine of the South, far inferior to the 
white pine or the hard woods that are sawed in my own State 
and in Arkansas and Mississippi. 

Ihave been deluged by xmi ues from my own State and from 
all over the South to put this duty of $2 upon white pine, which 
amounts to absolute exclusion, and they boldly make the argu- 
ment that they want to force the people of the United States to 
come to the use of the soft yellow pa and hard woods. 

Mr. President, I referred to the fact that Maine has always re- 
tained this aay apon spruce pine; and itis a compliment to her 
delegation in Congress, the ablest that any State has. I will do 
her the justice to say that. I ask the Secretary to read the testi- 
mony of Mr. Goodyear, a most intelligent witness, who was ex- 
amined before the Committee on Ways and Means of the House. 
He is a large lumberman, the president, I believe, of a lumber asso- 
ciation; at any rate, of a large company. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. He wrote the letter which I read. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; he is the gentleman who wrote the letter that 
my colleague on the committee read. Mr. Goodyear explains the 
difference between the tax heretofore upon white pine and upon 


spruce. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Mr. GOODYEAR. In a great many instances Southern pine has taken the 
lace of in the place where white pine used to enter into the finish- 
ng and be regarded as absolutely essential, and that is true of hemlock also. 
The clearer grades of hemlock are to-day A the place, in some in- 
stances, that white pine formerly occupied, so that this question of taxation 
can not be confined, it strikes me, to the fact of the scarcity of 6 
item, for the reason there are many varieties of other w totake the place 
of that which may become scarce. 
Now, gentlemen, that being so. we can only divine one reason for 
this, and I say to you I believe that the lumbermen the: ves are 
able with the condition of the tariff bill. The State of Maine, be it said 
to its everlasting Agrar bas always, so long as I can remember, been 


the interests of his State, and to-day it has within the Halls of Congress re 
resentatives who stand in the foremost rank of our nntion's great men. j^ 
has its REED, and if I were allowed to whisper it, I would say it has its DING- 
LEY also: it has its BOUTELLE, and it has men who have come here year after 
year looking after the interests of their constituents, and you will notice in 
allthese tariff 9 during all the various changes through which these 
tariff schedules have gone, spruce has at all times and forever remained in 


the two-dollar list. 
From 1874, with the change of 1873, and in with the change of 1890 under 
led to find the great product of the State of 


the McKinley bill, I never 
Maine prote:ted to the extent of the $2. White pine and hemlock and bass- 
ut through the vigilance, I 


wood and sycamore and all the rest got only $1, 
may say. and the justice of Maine's representatives spruce has always been 
granted a tax of 

The CHAIRMAN. You forget we are the Pine Tree State. 

Mr. GOODYEAR. Without any pine, but with a whole lot of ce, and 
spruce that you can raise another crop of every 3 t is unlike 
white pine and hemlock, which disappear practically when the first crop is 
removed, but it grows rapidly to saw-log proportion in about thirty years. 

Mr. VEST. When General Hancock was a candidate for the 
Presidency he was very much ridiculed because he dared to say 
that the tariff is a1 question. The American people, the in- 
telligent portion of them, are fast coming to the conclusion that 
Hancock was right. He could repeat that assertion now without 
being ridiculed, even in so august a body as the Senate of the 
United States. Here Mr. Goodyear gives a reason, a local reason, 
why this distinction is made between Spruce and pine. Iwillnot 
whisper what I think about the Maine delegation. I think Maine 
acts more wisely than any other State in the Union in picking her 
most distinguished and ablest men and keeping them in public 
life. The result is seen in a great many returns to that State. 
Without making invidious remarks, if you take the list of public 
buildings, you will find that Maine has more in proportion to 
population than any other State in the Union; and when you 
come to lumber, which is the subject before us, you will find 
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that spruce, which is the peculiar product of Maine, has always 
had a duty of $2 a thousand practically, while white pine, a far 


superior wood, much more valuable, but not produced to any 
extent in Maine, had the duty diminished to $1 in 1890, when that 
hegira of ume came upon the 3 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator please state, as I have not the 
information myself, what he regards as the average commercial 
value of white pine? I ask the question with a view to ascertain- 
ing what is the ad valorem duty which $2 per thousand will im- 


pose. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will turn to the comparative state- 
ment, he will find the unit of value given. I do not remember it. 

Mr. BACON, I have it not before me, If the Senator has it, 
will he state it? 

Mr. VEST. I have not the comparative statement here. I 
could refer to it if I had time in my copy of the bill, where I have 
marked the units of value. White pine, I will say, is more valu- 
able than any other of the coniferous woods, and whatever the 
exact amount may be, it 1s safe to assume that its commercial 
value is larger than that of any other of the pines or coniferous 


woods. 

Mr. President, I take it no one will assert that this increase of - 
duty is for the purpose of protecting labor in the United States 
engaged in the lumber business or in the cutting and sawing of 
white pine. We havea report from Professor Fernow, an official 
report from a disinterested officer of the Government. It was 
read yesterday by the Senator from ORAS ah CAFFERY], 
and any Senator can obtain it by sending to the document room. 
This report shows that the cost of cutting the white pine in the 
woods, logging it or bringing it to the mill, cutting it and putting 
it into market, is higher in Canada than in the United States. 
Whilst our labor here, according to Professor Fernow, is 50 cents 
a day more than it is in Canada, they have natural obstacles and 
impediments, which do not exist in the United States, on account , 
of the nature of their country, theirroads, and the difficulty of 
transportation. 

Isubmit that in view of this statement, made by a disinterested 
party, it is useless to talk about the increase to $2 a thousand u 
white pine from the free list being in the interest of the lumber- 
men of the United States. Professor Fernow gives the amount of 
white pine and of other woods that are brought into the United 
States or that were cut last year. Of white pine, the amount was 
12,000,000,000 feet; of spruce and fir, 5,000,000,000 feet; of hemlock, 
4,000,000.000 feet; of long-leaf pine, 4,000,000,000 feet; of short-leaf 
pine and loblolly, 3,000,000,000 feet; of cypress, 500,000,000 feet; of 
redwood, 500,000,000 feet, and of all other conifers, 1,000,000,000 
feet; making 30,000,000,000 feet. 

Of this amount, there came from Canada of all sorts 750,000,000 
feet, or about 21 per cent, and yet we are told that this almost in- 
finitesimal amount is ruining the lumber interests of the United 
States, even in the South and in the West, where we do not pro- 
duce any lumber that comes in competition with the white pine 
of Canada. 

Mr. President, I assert here as a notorious fact that this whole 
movement to increase the price of this absolute necessary of life 
to the poor people of the West is in the interest of the lumber 
barons, who have accumulated millions upon millions of dollars 
at the expense of the consumers of this country. Here is a com- 
munication from a responsible gentleman, whose name I am au- 
thorized to give, Mr. I. M. Weston—and I will ask the Secretary 
to read it—giving a list of these multimillionaires who are now 
pressing upon us in every direction for this increase of duty. 

The Secretary read as follows: : 

MICHIGAN PINE KINGS—SOME INTERESTING FACTS ABOUT THEIR HOLDINGS— 
THE INFANTS THAT ASK PROTECTION FOR LUMBER. 


Aside from David Ward, the heaviest pine land owners in the Lower Pen- 
insula are John Canfield and E. G. Filer, of Manistee, and D. A. Blodgett, of 
Grand Rapids. Their holdings te $20,000.000. Among the heavy hold- 
ers of timber lands in the Upper Peninsula are Theodore M. Davis, of New- 

rt. R. L, who has the old Portage Lake Canal grant, 400,000 acres, valued at 
fis 000.000, bought twenty years ago for a few hundred thousand dollars. 

. M. Longyear. of Meque is credited with 200,000 acres worth $5,020,000. 
One section, which contains the Norrie iron mine. uS $500,000 a year in 
royalties during good times. The Michigan Land and Iron Company. ! imited, 
bought the Marquette and Ontonagon à grant, 464,000 acres. for $7,500,- 
000 in 1881, and the property is now valued at $10,000,000. Lord Brassy, the 

resent governor-general of Victoria, Australia, is the principal stockholder 


this iwi 
The Dr. J. C. Ayer estate, of Lowell, Mass., bought the military wagon 
road land grant of 200,000acres, now worth $3,500,000. The Chicago and North- 
western Railway has about $1,000,000 worth of land grants. e Samuel J. 
Tilden estate is also a heavy holder of Upper Penins timber lands. Sena- 
tor MCMILLAN and the Newberry estate have a largeslice of the old Detroit, 
Mackinac and Mets Railroad grant. The Grand Rapids and Indiana 
Railway yet holds about 269,000 acres of choice timber lands in the Lower 
Peninsula. The above are some of the hollow-eyed infants for whos» benefit 
the party of protection proposes to levy a tariff tax on lumber, to be paid by 
the home builders in the vast treeless sections of the Northwest. In fact, 
the above-mentioned tracts include a large proportion of the pine timber 


left in Michigan. 

David Ward's ! ng railroad has 40 miles of main track from Frederic 
on the Michigan Cen: crossing the Grand Rapids and Indiana Railroad 
and then 200 west to East Jordan and Lake Michigan near Pe eres 
He also has 60 miles of lateral track which connects all parts of his big 
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——— Ned 40,000 acres of choice cork 
are M 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have had that communication 
J RM I I AG EMERICUS DU TOA 
after e is an entirely responsible person. 

not have it read in order to attack the tlemen who are fortu- 
‘nate enough to own this very valuable property. They had a 
perfect right to acquire it legitimately, and to hold it, aad to be 
tected in it. Iam making no invidious distinction against 
em on that account, but I am confounded with astonishment 
when m propon 3o put upon 75,000,000 people in this country 
this pan a necessary of life; and when that neces- 
nem. "peculiar near to the people among whom I have 
lived for nearl fifty) years, and whose conditions I thoroughly 
understand, I should 2 a coward not to protest against it. 
I speak with some feeling upon this question. for I went to 
Missouri when it was the fronti: I hauled lumber to build my 


first cabin—the first home I ever had—60 miles from the Missouri wom Canada, T E 


‘River, and paid enormous prices, for lumber then was gold— 

uivalent to gold. The prices were, of course, immensely above 
wise they are to-day. How will this sott of legislation be met by 
the men of the West who live in sod houses out in the Dakotas 
and in Nebraska, and upon the prairies of Missouri and of Illinois? 

Remember, if you please, sir, that this class of people do not 
build houses of brick or stone, for they are too expensive. Go to 
the ordinances of your cities and you will see that cheap frame 
houses are excluded within the fire limits, ostensibly because of 
the of fire, but really to improve the worth and character 
of the ctures. 

What would be the "m of du P er would receive if on 

would make this increase? these schedules, $340, 
Fear. And what is the . hat is to be paid by the ME 
of the United States for that pittance, compared to the revenues 
of the whole conntry? The poor settler, struggling with an in- 
clement climate, all the vicissitudes and absolute horrors of 
frontier life around him, and a 3 y cating tp m him 
for support, is to have these additional taxes put u ata 
time when every cent becomes a dollar and every do: "s is 282555 
e 2 3 things, for I have passed through 

ow some’ [o ese or ve oug 

them. This is the most indefensible item in this bill. There i is 
no sort of justification or even ion for this being done. In 
1890, when our lican friends went to the full extreme in 
regard to protection, they put a duty of but $1 upon white pine. 
‘Now it is to be put up to ^v. and that, too, in the face of a state- 
ment of a disinterested official, Professor Fernow, in an official 
document from the Agricultural Department, that in seven years, 
if we pursue the same course that we have pursued in the last ten 
years in regard to our coniferous timber, the entire supply of 
white pine will be exhausted in the United States 

Do our friends in the South intend to impose their yellow pine 
upon the people of this € instead of white pine? ey 
may reach the people in th otas and in the treeless States, 
living in sod houses, but they will never be able to rea the 
fortunes which these circulars attempt to show that they reap 
if they can exclude white pine from the use of the people of this 


Ar. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, the yellow pine of the 
‘South is not such wood as white pine. it is practically a hard 
wood. It is used for flooring, for finishing, used for a dif- 
ferent class of purposes from white pine, which is a soft, smooth 
nar 3 Worked, light, and not strong, whereas the yellow 


"There M, be some reason for proposing to change the tariff 
onan article of this sort 100 per cent above the rate in the Mc- 
‘Kinley law. Propositions to increase taxes above those of the 
McKinley law, as a rule, have been apologized for on the other 
side of the Chamber, and members of the Senate are not willing 
to vote for such taxes, as arule, without an explanation and with- 


out an apolo 

Some of e reasons why this tax is I think, very 
weed & ee ina copy of a letter which I have. The original 
was wri to a member of this body, a pope was pene O Snes 
member of the Senate, and I have a copy of the letter in the pos- 
session of the Senator to whom it was written. It was written b 
an ex-member of Congress, Hon. H. G. Burleigh, of Whi 
AN. Y., and as it is full of facts from an intelligent and practi 
man, Task the attention of the Senate to what these statements are. 
The writer says: 


boxes SS eme other tainga. d — 
thousand feet. 
"prae e and ieis nob right i Bingley idea 1a to 


Th bill should certainly be modified as regards lum! 
should be on V 
manufactures— 
dios, not exceed $1 
EE per thousand feet, Ao d)per cond ut quruos de quilt. 


verage value of pine lumber in Canada is thousan: 
the average value of hemlock in Canada T $6 Si per thousand. Bo 3 


the duty on spruce hemlock would be about cent, while 

only about 16 cent. It seems that a move has 8 v "D M 
FFF. 

on account o up e. ere is any ^ 

make hemlock and spru: ig e^ ^ 


ce $1 and 

The supply of spruce in the State Mo vers and more so now than 

ever on account of the LE tically, of the Adirondack forests 

from the market. This leaves a belt of 3 in Vermont and a small 

in Maine, and bles the theory that it is a wise paist to protect the 
can 


You remember in the canvass of German speakers 
ught up i question of pi of placing a tax upon the lumber of the poor people 
of Now York an Com ty. 

The trade relations between New York oM and Canada are more intimate 
than dr New Tork City and the sae 3 or even the State of 
Massach: erican and clay and other 
— —. F roducts into Canada, and 5 and other Canadian 

ir almost double what 
oe be reciprocity between the States 
o Würde o of c our ce lo Canada were from New York 


1 thing that there should be inserted in a tariff bill, in 
dierent plap ua Rem wood schedule, where it would not attract atten- 


"po. 16 That the produce of the foresta of the State of Maine ufien tho 
St. John River and its tributaries, owned by American bim an 7 
or hewed in the Province of New aciei same 
being unman: tured in whole or in . 
ports of the United States free of du 20 ot duty, Sha continue to be so admitted, 
under such regulations as the the Treasury shall time to 


prescri 
"SEO 15. That the 3 the nee pags the State of Maine u 
St. Croix River and its M OTAN citizens, 


ri 
or hewed in the Province of New citizens, the same 
being unmanufactured in whole or in part, shall be admitted into the ports 
of tho United States free of duty, under such eee as the Secretary of 
shall from time to time 


the Treasury 
Under these two sections silt the lumber in 33 ew pep ge Fa can come into 
the United States the Sta ng Maina pg dads —— not 


that em 


statement, and can 

We have been in familiar 
with 5 its E os ivan any further inform. — — would like, I 
shall be happy to su as 3 used 
— the AR in this country being limi 


t St. John and d the logs go d n ihe St. John des 
t. John an an e own ohn an 
H od Galale end th oe d Maine. Mr 2 


Whether the logs 
will not, 
ese two 


the St. Lawrence, espe- 
cially the. 8t. Lawrence River, where the paper-mill owners and lum 
of northern New York alone own 3,000,000 acres of land. 
us o will notice these two e veio are not not pat in where the 5 be- 
long in the wood schedule - but placed where they will at no particular 
attention. 
Should = committee 


desire, we can send men up there and give them a 
of what has been going on in the sections covered by these 


with the intimate relation that v York has 
about as free as it is with Vermon! 


H. G. BURLEIGH. 


This gentleman, as I said a-while ago, is an ex-member of Con- 
as I am informed. 
I have another letter from Ronse Point, N. Y., from a lumber- 
man, in which he says: 


wo 
It does seem as thi 
with Canada, trade 


Very sincerely, yours, 


Rovsz Pornt, N. Y., April 10, 1597. 
ie de agin Aire Ml reiner ed ground, is sit- 
ead Fort on e Cancun ond right next * Govern- 
lontgom: or very reason we, 
rentes the action that s committee 


DEAR SIR: Our miil, 
uated atthis 
ment reserva! 
are most particular! 


ofa firm, which has 
(the grandfather of the writer), that bres duty 
been passed by 


much as the bill that has bor d e 


t we 
lumber in Canada per thouaand less; 

will be the parties who will have to reduce their 

Mr. President, the 
made to members of 
that it is go going to protect the mill owners, and that the people of 
the South get ek ca ds aei px for their Iumber, and here you 
have an of these protectionists, in which 
he states that the effect be 1o being in funibet cheaper front 


en ee here all the time, the a 
body for the imposition of this tax 


1897. 
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Canada, and that it will not affect the price of lumber in the 
United States. The letter continues: 


For ins 
from them for the last ten to 
on— 


the very cheapest lumber that we have been purchasing 


ty years, when the two-dollar duty was 


That duty has not been on for the last ten or twenty years— 


we chased for 9 per thousand, and now, when the duty is off, they ask 
us $8 per thousand. The duty of $2 per thousand on lumber, in many in- 
to 10 per cent ad valorem. 


would not be unreasonable. It isour 
thousand duty is put on we can move our mill into 
lumber at a ter profit than we can in the States. 

These are facts that can not be disputed, because we are the ones who have 
had the actual experience. The gravity of the situation is our apology for 
asking you to consider the matter favorable, to our interest, and we hope 
that you will stand by us on the lumber schedule as passed by the House, 
regardless as to what they may do on the general bill. 

Respectfully, yours, 


est conviction that if only $1 per 
Canada and manufacture 


MILLARD LUMBER CO., 
WM. B. MILLARD, President. 
Hon. JAMES K. JoxEs, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. President, I have been somewhat interested in some clip- 
pings taken from the New York Evening Post, which I shall pre- 
sent to the Senate later as bearing upon the question of the pine- 
. trade, but I will not present them now. My colleague on 

e committee has just handed me another letter, with a clipping 
inclosed, which is as follows: 


BUFFALO, N. Y., June 4, 1597. 
"ONE POINT OF VIEW ON LUMBER. 

“TORONTO, ONTARIO, June 2.—The proposed American duty on lumber is 
still the chief topic among lumbermen here. D. I.. White, Canadian manager 
of a big Saginaw, Mich., „says the duty would cause American 
firms Q ting in Canada to float their logs to Michigan for manufacture, 
while proposed Canadian export ger on logs that would surely follow 
would n the trade for a time and result in giving Southern 
pine a stronger hold on Northern markets.” 


During the last twenty-five to thirty years Northern timber has been pro- 
and a great indus built up in many States by a tariff on 
umber, The time seems now to have come for a similar development of 
thern timber. Is it not reasonable to ask an adequate tariff protection 
for it, viz, $2 per thousand? 


Very truly, yours, 
NEW YORK LUMBER CO. OF LOUISIANA. 


This is addressed to a Southern Senator. One letter is written 
here from one of these lumbermen in this very same locality dem- 
onstrating that the effect of this duty will be simply to reduce the 

ce of ian lumber; and when a Southern man is written 
o the argument used is that it willincrease the price of Southern 
lumber and increase the price of all lumber; so that there is abso- 
3 no consistency in what they claim nor in the arguments 
ey make. 
here are many other considerations, Mr. President, in connec- 
tion with this matter; but I shall not detain the Senate longer. I 
hope the Senate will not lose sight of the fact alluded to by one of 
the writers here, that we have quite a large trade built up with 
Canada in thelast two years and thata very large part of the Cana- 
dian imports are imports from the United States. Whenever we 
enter upon a system of levying high taxes, which some of these 
ntlemen say will be prohibitory as against this great industry 
Canada, of course we may expect that to affect our trade un- 
favorably, and if we are to have any for reciprocal obliga- 
tions in these matters, we are likely to hurt ourselves more than 
we shall et ourselyes by the proposed tax. 

Mr. McLAURIN, Mr. President, I agree with the Senator who 
just spoken in one respect at least, that the schedule of this 
on wood and wooden manufactures was not designed to bene- 

tany Southern industry, and I assert that the benefits which 
come are more by accident than desi. E 

Being somewhat familiar with these schedules from my ex- 
ence as a member of the Ways and Means Committee of the 

ouse, I trust I will be pardoned so early in my term of service 
ng part in the discussion now pending. I know somewhat of 

the manner in which the present rates were framed, and the com- 
mittee of the Senate has increased the sectional features of the 
House bill not only in this, but in every other schedule. I am not 
& protectionist in any sense of the term, nor do I believe in a sec- 
tional application of a revenue tariff. 

I do not know how I can emphasize the pou any better than by 
reference to p h 194. ou will find in that paragraph that 
the committee which is responsible for this measure in the Sen- 
ate have created a monopoly in cedar and other Northern woods, 
which are used for railroad ties or telegraph poles, while in the first 
and second paragraphs of the schedule they attempt to do the 
same thing in 1 whitewood, and basswood, which are 
used for general ding p . In fact, the entire schedule 
feems to be framed for sies rei icai d the woods 
which are grown in the northern 1 of the United States, and 

just as little as possible to the timber of the South. Iwant 
Tair p y for the prodo and the industries of my own section 
gra enter my formal protest against a monopoly in favor of 
orthern f owners. 


I am not an expert in the railroad-tie industry, but I had some 
experience in the other end of the Capitol while this schedule was: 
being arranged, and I have here a letter from a gentleman—— 

Mr. ALLISON. May I interrupt the Senator long enough to sa 
that the Committee on Finance propose to recede from the amend- 
ment on lines 22 and 23 of paragraph 194, striking ont the words 
“or other woods”? I understood the Senator to make some criti- 


cism of that provision. 
Mr.McLAURIN. Les; andIam delighted to hear the Senator's 
statement. 


Mr. ALLISON. The committee propose to recede from that 
amendment, : 

Mr. MaoLAURIN. Then I will not continue my remarks on that 
line, but will ask the Secretary to read a letter from a gentleman 
engaged in the tie industry in South Carolina, 

he Secretary read as follows: 
GEORGETOWN, S. C., May 31, 1897. 

DEAR Sin: We are informed that that section of tho tariff bill relative to 
20 per cent duty on ties has been changed so as to admit ties free, and we 
would like you to use your utmost endeavors to have a duty of at least 10 
cent imposed on ties imported into the United States from Canada or alee: 
where. You,no doubt, are well posted as to the condition of the tie business 
in this section and the class of people who manufacture the ties, and we will 
only call qe attention to a few points of interest regarding the matter. 

In the lace, the ties are cut from trees that are too small for lumber 
or timber, and are cut from such lands which 
for sawmill timber, and are practically worthless for any other 'urpose. 

In the second place, this ber is most instances by very poor 
people, who — a living from year to year by cutting ties, and in a good 
many instances it is their sole dependence. 


In the third place, they are all cut by hand and are the direct production 
See. VA — just as much so as anything manufactured in the United 


These ties are manufactured with saws and axes which are both m 
tected, and we see no reason in the world why ties should be admitt E. 
VEMM ia ha that goes to the manufacturing of the tie is highly pro- 


We trust that po will give this matter your immediate attention and do 
what you can to have it remedied. x 
We believe that duty in the Dingley bill was 20 per cent. This duty wə 
think is about right, but rather than to have no duty at all we would suggest 
0 


a compromise of 10 per cent, which we think might meet the appro of 
some 87 those who possibly opposed the bill on the 20 per cent tarif 4 


Yours, very truly, 


Hon. J. L. MCLAURIN, Senator, 
Washington, D. C. 


H. KAMINSKI & CO. 


Mr. VEST. In line 19, paragraph 193, after the word “ meas- 
ure," I move to insert “except white pine;" and upon that I ask 
for the yeas and na; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT] will be stated. : 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 193, page 60, line 19, after the 
word ** measure,” it is proposed to insert except white pine;" so 
as to read: 

193. Sawed boards, planks, deals, and other lumber of whitewood, syca- 
more, and basswood, $Í per thousand feet board measure; sawed lumber, not 
— Lap tg for in this act, $2 per thousand feet board measure, except 
W. 


Mr. BACON. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] says that 
he regards this as the most indefensible schedule in the present 
bill. Such a statement as that, coming from a Senator of his 
prominence in this body and his familiarity with this general sub- 
ject, and a member of the Finance Committee, uttered with the 
earnestness with which he uttered it, is apt tocarry conviction to 
the minds of those who might not stop to consider whether that 
was an extreme statement. 

In the discussion of this bill the Senator has himself frequently 
criticised the rates of duty here exceeding 100 per cent on various 
articles of prime necessity. "This schedule is one in which the av- 
erage ad valorem duty is not 20 per cent. The very bigner du 
on any class of lumber, according to the document read by his col- 
league on the committee, is 30 per cent, and some of it is as low as 
10 per cent, but the general average of it is certainly below 20 per 
cent, and yet the Senator, in the face of the fact 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The rate is prohibitory. t 

Mr. BACON. You say so, but I am discussing the question 
whether it is or not, and it is for every member of the Senate to 
decide for himself whether it is a prohibitory duty or whether less 
than 20 per cent on any article is a prohibitory duty. We are to 
judge of that for ourselves. - 

I was proceeding to say that the general average is less than 20 
per cent, probably about 15. Does that statement bear out the 
extreme expression of the Senator from Missouri, that this is the 
most indefensible schedule in this bill? 

Mr. BURROWS. The Senator will allow me to say that the 
average rate of the entire schedule is less than 17 per cent. 

Mr. BACON. The wood schedule? 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BACON. Iam speaking generally of the schedule and not 
of the particular h now under consideration, and I un 
stood the Senator from Missouri to speak generally of the schedule 
when he made that assertion. 
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Mr. VEST. Ihave no objection to the Senator's patting that 

construction on it, though what I did say, as the RECORD will 

show, is that the increase to $2 a thousand upon white pine was the 

dee ates pie item in the bill, and the Reporter's notes will 
ow it. 

Mr. BACON. I accept the Senator's statement—— 

Mr. VEST. Oh, no; I make no apology. y 

Mr. BACON. I did not say apology. I said statement. The 
Senator does not disclaim the statement? 

Mr. VEST. I said this item, but still I will accept the Senator's 
statement. I think the whole tax on lumber of every sort is the 
most indefensible part of the bill. 

Mr. BACON. I think it is one of the most reasonable in the 
whole bill, and a Mig A proper one. 

The Senator from Missouri says that, entertaining the views he 
does, if he did not express them with the earnestness which usu- 
ally characterizes him, he would be a coward. So, entertaining 
the opposite views, if I did not express them and sustain them 
with my vote, I should be equally a coward, and I am prepared 
to say here and elsewhere that I regard this schedule as a proper 
one, kranane of the question as to which party it comes from. 

I am not a protectionist. Ido not believe in the protectionist 

stem. Of course we recognize that any tariff, in the fact that 
it influences prices, to some extent is an advantage to the particu- 
lar article upon which the duty is levied, but I am not speaking 
ofitinthatsense. Iam speaking of protection as it is generally 
understood, which is designed to be an arrangement by law on 
account of which and through which parties are enabled to sell 
their products at an abnormal price, higher than they otherwise 
could, and where the design of the law is that such should be the 
effect, and where the prime design is not the raising of revenue. 

In that sense I do not believe in protection atall. I do not be- 
lieve in the imposition of protective duties on any article; cer- 
tainly not as a general rule. It would have to be a very extreme 
case where I would ever admit its propriety. At the same time I 
do not believe as a general rulein a free list. I think tariffs ought 
to be levied as far as possible so as to operate uniformly, so that 
whatever burdens there may be may rest with comparative uni- 
m and that whatever benefits there may be may also be en- 
sores mpartial.y. 

me exist that no man can shut his eyes to. In the first 
place, whether a man believes in protection or not, he is obliged 
to be in favor of a tariff. The necessities of this Government 
make a tariff eee regardless of whether a man believes in 
rotection or whether he believes in a tariff for revenue only. It 

a stern fact that the great necessities of this Government re- 
quire not only a tariff, but a high tariff, and there is no party, I 
care not what its doctrines may be, but when it comes into power 
and to the test, finds it necessary to impose a high tariff. 

Mr. MORGAN, Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to 
ask him whether a low tariff on the free list, which now consists 
of more than one-half of the imported articles, both in number 
and value, would not be a revenue producer that would satisfy 


him? 

Mr. BACON. Yes, sir. A revenue tariff would satisfy me not 
only on those, but on all articles, and that is the only kind of a 
tariff I want; but when I find a low tariff im upon a particu- 
lar article, and I find by admeasurement and by comparison with 
other tariffs that it is a tariff for revenue, and upon the scale of 
a tariff for revenue, I am not to be deterred from supporting it 
because of the of “protection,” when such charge is not sup- 
ported by the fact. 

I was proceeding to say that there are two things which have 
to be ized. One is the absolute necessity for a tariff, and a 
very considerable one. The other one is that whatever may be 
the design of the tariff, whether it be imposed by those who de- 
sign it as protection to industries or whether it be im by 
those who design it simply as a tariff for revenue only, the neces- 
sary, unavoidable effect of it is to affect prices. Whether it is in- 
tended to protect or not, the products similar to those upon which 
duties are imposed are necessarily raisedin price by the imposition 
of those duties. 2 

The great defect of the protective system is the absolute impos- 
sibility of making it uniform and impartial. If it could be made 
so that it would benefit every man in the country in exactly the 
— way, if it could be 87852 m grs it mon put the — 

urden upon every man equally, then the great argument agains 
it would be gone; but as that is an impossibility, I submit that 
the next best thing to it in the administration of the Government 
through means of this system of taxation is to appro ximate this 
uniformity and this impartiality as nearly as may be. If you do 
not do it, what is the result? 

The result D — that the parties engaged in the produc- 
tion of articles upon which the tariff is levied—and I am speak- 
ing now only of a revenue tariff and not of a protective tariff— 

their goods at a higher price than they otherwise would be 
sold for, and the parties engaged in the production of articles upon 


which there is no tariff do not have their goods raised in the same 
proportion, and the consequence is that they must sell cheap while 
they buy dear. 

Mr. President, I repeat, and I can not emphasize it too strongly, 
that Iam not speaking in defense of a protective tariff; on the 
contrary, I am opposed toa protective tariff; but I say when we 
come to le g a tariff for revenue, we should, as nearly as i- 
ble, approximate uniformity, so that all classes should, as far as 

ible, enjoy its benefits, whatever benefits there may be grow- 
ing out of such tariff, and that all parties should have imposed 
upon them, as far as practicable, uniformity of burden. 

Iam Supporting this schedule not because it is protective—if 
Senators can satisfy me that it is a protective duty, I will vote 
against it—but Iam supporting it because I do not consider it a 
protective duty; because I consider it within the legitimate scope 
of a revenue duty. What are the general ranges, not to speak of 
the extreme schedules, of rates of tariff? Under the Wilson Act 
it is over 40 per cent. The Senator from Missouri speaks of the 
fact that this rate of duty exceeds that in the McKinley Act. That 
is not the question. It might have been free in the McKinley Act. 
The question is, Is this rate above that which is recognized as a 
revenue rate? That is the question. If it is, 1 am against it; if 
it is not, I am for it. 

Mr. President, I said that as far as practicable I am in favor of 
uniformity in the imposition of a tariff, and that leads me to the 
proposition that while I am generally opposed to a free list, I am 
particularly opposed to a free list of raw materials. I can not go 
into a discussion of that question; it would take too much time, 
and 1 know Senators are impatient to proceed with the considera- 
tion of the bill. I probably have occupied more time than I ought 
to have consumed. Iam now coming to the specific question as 
to whether or not this is a tariff duty which ought to be sustained 
by the Senate. 

The Senators who have spoken have confined their discussions 
exclusively—I will not say exclusively, but in the main—to the 
question of effect on the particular woods grown on the Northern 
border. Senators are very much mistaken if they suppose that it 
has no effect upon woods grown in the South. If parties inter- 
ested in Southern pine were here asking me to support a protect- 
ive tariff on their production, I would refuse to do it. They 
come to me and say, This is very much less than the ordinary 
revenue duty. We are en in the production of lumber, and 
in its production we have to buy articles not one of which has so 
low a rate of duty imposed upon itas this. We have to buy our 
tools, our machines, our vehicles, the clothes that our laborers wear, 
everything upon a scale of prices far above that which would pre- 
vail if those things were upon the free list, and yet we are dod 
to sell our products upon the basis of the free list; and we say it 
is unjust." Iam prepared to say here and elsewhere that it is un- 
just. And while I would not support a protective tariff, I am 
ready at all times to say that parties en in legitimate indus- 
tries, where there is a necessity, an absolute necessity, for the 
imposition of the tariff, should have duties, not protective, but 
revenue duties, in proportion to the revenue duties imposed upon 
other articles. 

Mr. President, we hear a good deal in this Chamber about lum- 
ber barons. I know nothing of them. I am not familiar with 
that matter, but I know that one-third of my State, if not more, 
isa sry adea i. area. I know that there is a very large pro- 
portion of the State where it is the leading industry—the industry 
of felling timber and carrying it to the mills and having it put 
into the shape of merchantable lumber. I know that not only the 
men who are actually engaged in that business, but the people all 
through that country, in whatever occupation they may be en- 
gaged, are dependent upon the success of that industry. I know 
that even the railroads are to a large extent dependent upon the 
continuance of the industry. 

A very large proportion of the Southern timber manufactured into 
lumber is shipped to the northwestern boundary, and an immense 
amount of it goes to the city of Chicago. Almost all the freight 
cars that are manufactured in this country are made out of it. 
It is largely used in building houses. In a great many uses it 
comes in direct competition with the lumber that is bronght across 
the border. These men know what their interest is. I yesterday 
received a telegram from two very prominent men in my State, 
engaged in this business—business men who know their interests— 
saying that every man, woman, and child—using those words—in 
the lumber region is looking to the successful passage of the lum- 
ber schedule. 

If they had telegraphed to me—I repeat it, because I do not wish 
to be misunderstood on this subject—asking me upon that ground 
to support a protective duty, I should have refused. But this is 
not a protective duty, and no man can say that less than 20 per 
cent on any article can possibly constitute a protective duty, what- 
ever the article may be. 

Mr. President, in front of the house where I live runs a rail- 
road, and I do not think I exaggerate when I say that two-thirds 
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of the trains which pass along that road are freighted with lum- | Mr. BACON. That is true, but 


ber going to the Northwest, and I do not hesitate to say that not 
only that railroad, but other railroads in the State, if this industry 
should be stricken down, would have to stop their business within 
a very short time. 

None of these arguments would be sufficient if the question were 
whether or not we should protect the industry of these people; 
whether we should take, asthose of us who do not believein the 
protective system say, the money out of one man's pocket to im- 

rove the business of another man. I do not believe in any such 

octrine; I do not support 0 such doctrine; but I do stand on 
the ground I have announced, that where there is a legitimate 
revenue tariff, the very worst form of protection, the most offen- 
sive form of protection, is that which gives the tariff to the man 
who manufactures the finished product and denies it to the man 
who 5 him thé raw material from which he makes that 
article, 

You are in that case not only protecting the man at the expense 
of the Government, but you are protecting him at the expense of 
the man who furnishes him the raw material. A man can have a 
margin between the price at which he sells and the price which 
it costs him to make the article, either by raising the price of the 
finished pronun or by a reduction to him of the cost of the ma- 
terial out of which he makes his product. By no possible system 
of reasoning can the proposition be defended that, in order that a 
man who makes the finished product shall enjoy the full benefit, 
the man who furnishes him the raw material shall be compelled 
to furnish it at a price less than he would if thelaw put them both 
on the same plans. 3 

That is we ask for the raw material. We ask not for pro- 
tection for raw material. Iam opposed to protection for the raw 
material or for the finished product, but I do ask for equality in 
the imposition of duties both upon the finished product and upon 
the raw material. 

The learned and distinguished and eloquent Senator from Mis- 
souri grows unusually eloquent in depicting the great injury that 
will result to those who live upon the plains if the price of their 
lumber is raised, not by putting on a protective tariff, but by giv 
ing the producer of the raw material the same advantages that 
you give the finished product by the imposition of a purely reve- 
nue tariff duty. How these men, he says, will sweat with drops of 
blood! Iwant to know in what particular the man upon the plain 
is more d dent upon getting lumber cheap than on getting 
clothing cheap, or furniture cheap. Yet the great outcry is that 
if these producers of raw material, who are the least able to pro- 
tect themselves, these men who can not band themselves together 
and have the influence upon legislation that other industries have, 
are simply given equality before the law—and in fact not equality, 
because this rate of taxation does not give them half what it gives 
the other industries—the great crime, the great outrage is that the 
i Lor the Western plains will have to pay a little more for their 

umber. 

Do they not have to pay more, necessarily, for all articles out 
of which revenue is raised; and if this is a revenue duty, by what 
right can they or any other claim that they have the right to have 
cheaper material at the expense of the men who produce it? 

Mr. VEST. I understand the web and woof of the Senator's 
argument in favor of this rateis that it is a revenue duty and not 
a protective duty, 

. BACON. If the Senator calls it the web and woof because 
he means to include the entire garment, then he is correct. 

Mr. VEST. Iwillnot put the question, if it is disagreeable to 
the Senator. 

Mr. BACON. No; I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. VEST. Iwill say the gist of the argument. What does 
he do with the statements made by the men at the head of the 
great lumber companies to the effect that $2 upon white pine is 
absolutely prohibitive, and they intend to have it that way, not 
forrevenue, but to keep it out of the country? Here are their 
sworn statements. 

Mr. BACON. Isimply say I know nothing about who they are 
oranything else, or what particular motive they may have had 
in making the statement. Ido say—and every Senator, I think, 
will bear me out in the statement—that it is absolutely incredible 
that it should have any such effect. 

Mr. VEST. Here is the evidence. 

Mr. BACON. The evidence that they said so; but I say it is 
contrary to the experience of this Government, contrary to the 
experience of all business, contrary to the experience of all mat- 
ters connected with imports, that à 3 7 1 of less than 20 per cent 
upon anything should be a prohibitory duty 

Mr. VEST. Iam astonished at the Senator’s statement. Asa 
matter of course, it is not the amount of the duty which of itself 
makes it prohibitory. It is the condition of the trade. There 
may be such competition that a 5 per cent duty will keep an 
article out of the country. 
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Mr. VEST. You can not put down any rule of 20 or 30 per 
cent. Here is Mr. Winchester, a gentleman very well known in 
the lumber interest, advocating $2 on white pine, and he states 
before the committee that that would absolutely keep it out of 
the country. 

Mr. BACON. And yet the Senator's colleague on the commit- 
tee read as an authority here a statement from somebody else that 
it would have no effect whatever and that it would be exactly the 
same. "Therefore we are called upon to exercise our own judg- 
ment in the matter, because you have brought two witnesses, one 
of whom says it will be prohibitory and the other one says it will 
not raise the price at all. Between the two,I will reject both and 
appeal to the common sense of the Senate as to whether or not less 
than 20 per cent would be a prohibitory tariff under such circum- 
stances. : 

Mr. VEST. Let me ask the Senator a question. Does he be- 
lieve that the imposition of a tariff duty has no effect upon the 
price to the consumer? Does he not know that it adds to the price? 

Mr. BACON. Most undoubtedly. f 

Mr. VEST. Very good. Then it is absolutely impossible 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I think the state- 
ment made by the corr ndent of the Senator from Arkansas is 
utterly incredible, and I think the statement by the correspondent 
quote ue Senator from Missouri is equally incredible. 

Mr. VEST. Heisnocorrespondent. It is the testimony of Mr. 
Winchester. - 

Mr. BACON. Testimony, if you please. In my own mind I 
am perfectly satisfied that 20 per cent would not act as a prohib- 
itive tariff. 

In the first place, these Canadian lumbermen, so far as any com- 
petition with the Southern pines is concerned, have an immense 
protection in the large amount of railroad freight—I say protec- 
tion; it isan immense advantage in the way of market price— 
necessary to carry the lumber a thousand miles, But I will not 
pursue that line of argument further. 

Mr. President, I am unable to appreciate the strength of the 
arguments which are made in favor of free raw material. I can 
not go into the question now, but I do say that unless other things 
can be free there is no reason why raw material should be free, 
and I have never seen or heard the argument which is convincin 
hee my mind that there can be any stability in a position of tha 

I owe an apology to the Senate, and especially to those in charge 
of the bill, for having trespassed this long upon their time; but I 
have ventured to do so in view of the fact that I am called upon 
to antagonize tlemen on this side of the Chamber, and it is 
necessary that I should make clear the point that I am not in any 
manner abandoning the position I hold, that the correct duty is a 
revenue duty, and that I support this particular schedule because 
it is a revenue duty, and a very moderate revenue duty, and only 
about half or less than half of the average duty which the Senator 
himself, three years ago, when in charge of the bill, assisted in 
putting through this Chamber, where the average, if I am not 
incorrectly informed, was 40 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. Lumber was on the free list. 

Mr. BACON. Iknow the Senator put lumber on the free list, 
Iam bringing it up to test the question as to whether or not the 
present rate exceeds a revenue rate, and I said that my party, of 
which the Senator from Missouri is a most distinguished and 
honored and valued member, found it necessary, when it came to 
p through a revenue bill—under the name of a revenue bill—to 

ve tariff duties which exceeded 40 per cent in the average. I 
was taking that as a test as to what is a revenue duty. This duty 
is less than 20 per cent and can not be said to be a protective duty, 
and therefore I am for it. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I enter my protest against the act 
of 1891 being considered as a qeu for the Democratic party, 
or that those of us who voted for it, entertaining the opinions tha 
Ido.should be held responsible for the duties in that act. 1 have 
stated repeatedly that that bill was passed, so far as my vote was 
concerned, under political duress, because the President of the 
United States, the head of my party, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury said it was absolutely necessary to pass a tariff bill, and 
we had to make concessions, even against our judgment, in regard 
to the duties that were imposed. 
nar BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 

on? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. Leaving that bill out of the question, if the 
Senator were called upon to frame a tariff bill and to state what 
should be the general average of the revenue duties or the tariff 
duties im „so as to raise the requisite revenue, so as to con- 
fine it strictly to a revenue basis, what would the Senator say 
would be the lowest limit of the average duties which the measure 
should contain? 
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Mr. VEST. That would depend entirely upon the necessities 
of the Government. 

Mr. BACON. Well, the present necessities. Does the Senator 
think it would be so low as 25 per cent on all? 

Mr. VEST. If we would do our duty and cut down the ex- 

of the Government 

Mr. BACON. Ah! 

Mr. VEST. Thatisthe first thing to be considered. Then 25 
per cent would be ample, and would make a surplus. 


Mr. BACON. Does the Senator think it could be reduced below 
25 per cent? 

Mr. VEST. I think it could go below it. 

Mr. BACON. Below 20 per cent? 


Mr. VEST. It is impossible to answer the question without 
going into a discussion as to the necessary expenses of the Goy- 
ernment. I can not, by any possibility, say, as a matter of con- 
jecture, what the cent ought to be. I content myself with 
ga; that I would lay no duty for protection. If there come in- 
cidental protection, as it is called, it must come of itself. It 
ghould not come from any vote of mine. 

When we d the bill of 1894, I stated at the time, and I re- 

t, thatit three thingsin it which mollified its objectionable 
8 and those three things, the only three, according to those 
who believe like I do, were free salt, free lumber, and free wool; 
and I am sorry that a member of my party—he has a perfect right 
to do it, ans T. have no right to criticise him—is now willing to 
strike out free lumber and to put this duty upon it which the ad- 
vocates of the duty themselves say is a prohibitory duty. A Sena- 
tor can not say that one per cent or the other is proper in any case 
andisarevenue duty. You must consider each article for itself 
in framing a tariff bill. 

Take the article of lead and put the duty upon it at 2 cents a 
pound, which is an insignificant one, not amounting possibly to 15 

cent, and yet it is an enormous duty when you consider the 
condition of the interest. You can exclude an article from this 
country with a 5 centtax. It depends upon the amount that 
isproduced abr It depends upon the competition. It depends 
upon the condition of the interest at home. 

Ido not care to enter into a general discussion as to raw materials, 
but I will say incidentally that I never had any doubt that the true 
policy of this and every other civilized country is to admit raw 
materials, free in order to enable the domestic manufacturer to 

uce as cheaply as ible, which necessarily gives the per- 
ected or produced article as cheaply as possible to the consumer. 
You must follow the relative conditions of the country when you 
consider the imposition of tariff taxes. Franceisthe wisest coun- 
try in the world to-day as to manufactures, as I said the other day, 
and why? Because French statesmen admit raw materials free, 
increase their value in French factories, send them abroad, and sell 
them for an increased price and ata profit; and it is not to be won- 
dered at that France has paid off its enormous billion-dollar debt, 
ihe result of the disastrous war with Germany, and to-day its 
credit isequal to that of any other country in the world, not except- 

Great Britain. FranceisinferiortoGreat Britain only because 
it no carrying trade. P 

Every time you put à duty upon the raw material you handicap 
the manufacturer. Every time you handicap the manufacturer 

‘ou give him an excuse to put up the paoe to the consumer, and 
use I believe as conscientiously and honestly as I believe any- 
thing in the world that our great object in all taxation should be 
to Mire the body of the people, the great masses of the consum- 
ers who are not skilled workmen and who are not capitalists and 
who com the web and woof, to use that expression again, of 
the em prn of this country, I believe in free raw materials, 
and I would make them all free if I could. : 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President 

Mr. BACON. I hope my colleague will pardon me a moment. 

Mr.CLAY. Certamly. f 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Missouri need not worry him- 
d in regretting that members of his party should take this posi- 


on. 

Mr. VEST. I do regret the division in the party. 

Mr. BACON. Very well; if the Senator expresses it that way, 
Ihave nothing to say as to a division in the party. Isimply say 
the Senator can not show anything now or at any other time that 
free raw material is a principle of the Democratic party. 

The Democratic party bas never said soin a platform. When 
the great issue was made for free raw material, there were some 
very curious whisperings as to the particular influences which 
were behind that doctrine—very powerful influences, which might 
result in very great d 
were thought to stand very near to those powerful influences. 

Isay the Senator can not say that is Democratic doctrine. He 
can not say it is a tenet ever expressed 1 epa Democratic party, 
and he can not square it with that great fundamental principle of 
the Democratic party that there should be equality of burdens and 
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equality of benefits. That is the great fundamental poc le of 

the Democratic party, and the thing that steps aside from it, the 

prey BE seeks to put a burden upon one man which is not borne 
ually by his fellows, is not Democratic. 

e thing which seeks to put a benefit in the possession of one 
man and deny it to another is not Democratic. Standing upon 
that as the fundamental principle of the Democratic party, I say 
that it is an sy Sie yam that anyone should be out of sympathy 
with the great fundamental principles in general who stands upon 
that particular platform. 

Mr. President, I can not go further in this discussion. We are 

robably trespassing upon more important matters. But the 

nator is unfortunate in some of his allusions. France is not a 
raw-material producing country, and she has not paid her debt to 
Germany. She owes it to-day in the shape of a bonded debt, the 
largest bonded debt that any nation has. 

r. VEST. She has paid Germany. 

Mr. BACON, And, aside from that, the Senator says that the 
great papos is to aid the general public by aiding the manufac- 
turer. r. President, when you come to the ultimate cost of 
any article, that cost is not represented by the work of the manu- 
facturer alone. The ultimate cost of an article represents not 
only the finishing touch of the manufacturer, but it goes back to 
the original work upon it, and in that ultimate cost tho labor and 
the compensation of all those prone is represented. 

Ishould like to know by what n it is sought, in order that 
there may be a anori public benefit, to put all the profit and all 
the benefit in the possession of the man who puts the 8 
touch upon it, and to say the others shall hay none, instead 
having it properly distributed between them all. 

The fact that the manufacturers come here, and that they are 
enabled to get higher rates of duty, and to say, If you give the 
free raw material man the equality which he demands, the manu- 
facturer must have a compensatory duty,” the fact that they have 
the power to come here and tosay it, does not makeit right. The 
pope thing to do, in order that there may be equality, is to so dis- 

ibute these tariff duties that whatever benefit there may be 
arising from them may be enjoyed not only by the man who puts 
the finishing touch upon the article, but by every other man who 
has contributed his labor or money to produce it, so that what- 
ever burden there is shall be equally borne by all of them. . 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President,in maig for the purpose of address- 
ing the Senate on the pending measure I am fully aware that I labor 
under many disadvantages. It could not be expected that a new 
member of the Senate could thoroughly master all the details of so 
complicated a measure in the short time intervening since the 
Finance Committee made its report; hence I shall confine my re- 
marks to some of the leading features of the bill. I may violate 
the unwritten law of the Senate in 83 to discuss so im- 
portant a matter at the beginning of my Senatorial term, but the 
subject under consideration is not only one of importance, but of 
great interest to the people I have the honor in part to represent 
upon the floor of this Chamber, hence I feel ita duty I owe to them 
to record my reasons for voting against this measure. Mr. Presi- 
dent, the advocates of this bill do not 8 to disguise the fact 
that its purpose is twofold: First, to provide revenue to oppor 
the Government, and, secondly, to encourage the industries of the 
United States. It has never been questioned that the Constitution 
gives to us the power to levy and collect taxes, duties, imports, and 
excises to pay the honest and legitimate expenses of the Govern- 
ment. We must have sufficient revenue to meet the needs of the 
Government, honestly and economically administered. This rev- 
enue can be raised either by direct taxation or by customs duties 
on imports. That the latter 3 to the former I am will- 
ing to admit; but I do not hesitate to state that in my opinion if 
the revenue now raised to pay the expenses of the Government 
were collected by direct taxes, so that the great masses of the 
people could see and fully understand the burdens they bear, our 
annual expenses would not exceed three-fourths the present 
amount. e American poopie under such a system would never 
submit to the payment of $140,000,000 annually to pensions. We 
should exercise the same rigid economy in public expenditures, 
whether our system of raising revenue is by direct or indirect 


taxation. The Democratic party has time and again declared in 
favor of a tariff for revenue only, and unalterably opposed to a 
tariff for protection. The school of politics in which ve been 


educated taught me that we owe it to the people to collect no 
more money by taxation than the Government needs to pay its 
current demands. As has often been said, An overflowing Treas- 
ury encourages extravagance and the appropriation of public funds 
to objects of doubtful propriety.” 

A tariff duty should always be levied in such a way and so ad- 
justed as to operate equally throughout the entire country, and 
there should be no discrimination between class or section. Mark 
you, Mr. President, the word ** discrimination "should ever be kept 


in view by the legislator. Sir, when you discriminate it means 
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to enrich and build up some one at the of some one else. 
Again, taxation should always be limited tothe needs of the Govern- 
ment when honestly and economically administered. Thus far 
should Congress go and no farther. j 

The Government should treat all of its citizens alike. Under a 
government so administered the pone will be happy, prosperous, 
and contented, and patriotism will find a lodgment in the breast 
of every good citizen. Taxation is a necessary, but a very dan- 

ous power. It was Chief Justice Marshall who declared that 

e power to tax is the power to destroy. This has been fully 
illustrated when Congress levied a tax of 10 per cent on the cir- 
culation of all other bank notes except national-bank issues. 
Everyone knows it had the effect to drive out of circulation at 
once all State-bank issues. When the Government uses the tax- 
ing power and takes the labor and property of one citizen to aid 
private enterprises and build up private fortunes, or to enrich one 
class or section at the expense of another, the Government ceases 
to do justice to all of its citizens." 

It is legitimate to raise revenue to meet the honest demands of 
the Government, butit is absolutely unjust and indefensible to 
take from one class to enrich another. It must be admitted that 
a revenue tariff itself gives to our manufacturers an advantage 


over foreign competition. This I am willing to concede them; |. 


but I ask that every section of our common country share alike in 
its benefits, and I insist that reason and justice demand that all 
should be satisfied with a Government that pursues such a policy. 
No man's private business, simply becauseit has proven unprofit- 
able, should be kept up at the expense of our Government. The 
3 cannot be successfully disputed, when one citizen's 

ess is aided and protected by legislation, it must be done at 
the expense of some one else. It must necessarily follow where 
taxes and restrictions confer wealth and property upon individ- 
uals or sections, an equal amount must be taken from another. I 
insist that when it comes to legislation, we must act from a patri- 
otic and unselfish standpoint, and see to it that one section of our 
country shall not be made rich at the expense of another. What 
the producers need in this country is intercourse with the mar- 
kets of the civilized world. Class legislation centralizes wealth, 
builds up classes, and encourages monopolies. It encourages de- 
signing men to accumulate unjustly large and dangerous fortunes. 
It creates the spirit of unrest and dissatisfaction, and justly so 
among the masses, who, finally suffering great injustice at the 
hands of their Government, cease to , honor, and obey its 
laws, which can but result in the ruin and destruction of the Coy- 
ernment. Our farmers, if they get justice, must have the right 
to sell their surplus products in the markets where they can obtain 
the highest possible prices, and purchase articles for consumption 
they can not produce themselves in the cheapest markets.- What 
they want is to create a demand for their surplus products, The 
manufacturer's business has been protected from competition at 
the expense of the consumer. 

Protection has stifled competition, which has enabled protected 
parties to form trusts and combines and regulate the prices of the 
necessaries of life, and, in my honest judgment, the great inequal- 
ity of wealth now existing can be Me y attributed to the pro- 
tective system. When it was born its defenders declared that its 
8 was to encourage our infant industries, to enable them 

advance in that strength and equality that would give them 
ability to compete with the markets of the old country, and the 
father of the system declared himself that three years would 
be sufficient time for them to obtain the necessary strength to 
accomplish this pu But now the Government is more than 
2 hun years old, and the older, more powerful, and stronger 
these favored industries grow under the protection of the Goy- 
ernment the more determined they become to increase their de- 
mands. It is the doctrine of the Democratic party that all shall 

stand equal before the law, and the Government in making, en- 
forcing, and construing the law shall not discriminate between 
citizens. It was Andrew Jackson who said: 

When the laws undertake to add to those natural and just advantages 
artificial distinctions and exclusive privil to make the rich richer and 
the potent more powerful, the humble members of society who have neither 

e nor the means to secure like favors for themselves have a right to com- 
plain agninst their Government. 

Now,let us examine this bill, or a few items of importance in 
the same, and let us see whether or not, measured by the rules of 
8 and measured by the rules of 8 and equality, it 
deserves the support of the American people. Let us compare it 
with the Wilson bill, which was simply a step in the right direc- 
tion and is far preferable to the pending measure. 

Why the necessity of tariff agitation at this extra session of 
Congress? Why the necessity to change our entire tariff laws? 
If there be a deficit, why should we change the entire present 
law? Under the present statute markets have been secured by our 

man ing industries, commerce has adjusted itself to the 
fee as fixed by the Wilson bill, and now to change the whole 
daw will upset the entire business of the country. y the neces- 


sity of raising a hundred millions additional revenue? Does the 
Government need this large, enormous sum to meet its current 
demands? It is not the purpose of the friends of this measure to 
raise revenue to meet current expenses, but to protect favorite 
industries. It is simply class legislation. Is it not true that the 
deficitfor 1895 wasonly twenty-five millions? Andthis was made 
necessary by the decision of the Supreme Court declaring against 
the constitutionality of the income tax incorporated in the Wilson 
bil. Is it not true that the monthly receipts of the Government 
now exceed the monthly expenditures? And isit not true that, if 
the presentlaw is let alone and tariff agitation cease, our reve- 
nues will gradually increase and the business interests of the 
1 5 5 Will settle down and know what to expect? It was pre- 
dicted by Mr. Carlisle that the longer the Wilson bill remained on 
the statute Looks the morerevenue it would produce. And how- 
ever much we may differ with him about other questions, no 
public man in this nation is better authority on tariff legislation 
than Mr. Carlisle. He has already predicted that if the Wilson 
bill is let alone, instead of there being a deficiency in the revenue, 
the receipts would exceed the expenditures by more than seven 
million dollars. This constant agitation and change of tariff laws 
has done the country incalculable injury. 

Is it not true that there is available in the Treasury a hundred 
and thirty million dollars surplus outside the hundred millions 
constituting the gold reserve? Is it not true that this large, enor- 
moussum would more than readily meet any deficiency in expendi- 
tures over receipts for the next three years? Give the present law 
a trial, cut down the appropriations, economically administer the 
Government, and make an honest and faithful effort to see if the 
present receipts will not meet the honest and legitimate demands 
of the Government. Bnt the friends of this measure declare that 
it is not revenue alone they are after; their prime purpose is pro- 
tection for home industries. Is this justice to all of our citizens? 

I desire to call attention to some of the items taken from the free 
list under the Wilson bill and placed on the dutiable list under the 
Senate bill. Bagsfor fertilizers will be called upon to pay a duty 
equal to 31 per cent ad valorem. On bagging for cotton the duty 
is fixed at one-half per cent per square cen and 15 per cent ad 
valorem. There was imported in 1896, 1,694,758 square yards of 
bagging, valued at $70,191.23. Should the same amount be im- 

under the Senate bill, the revenue paid by our farmers in 
the South who produce cotton will be $19,002.48. 

Cotton ties, used by the same class of farmers, are to pay a duty 
of seven-tenths of a cent a pound. There was imported in 1896, 
7,804,420 pounds, valued at $102,327. "This would cause our same 
farmers to have to pay extra for their ties used, for preparin 
their cotton for the market, $54,630.94. Under the Wilson vill 
they had the right to go into the markets of the world and pur- 
chase their bagging and ties where they could obtain them the 
cheapest, but the Senate bill denies them this right. In fact,if 
this class of our agriculturists are to receive any benefits under 
the Senate bill I have been unable to discover them. Under the 
Wilson bill salt was placed on the free list. This is one of the 
necessities of life, Butthe Senate bill expects to raise a revenue 
of more than $500,000 from this article alone. There was 
imported into this country in 1896, 533,264,708 pounds of salt. 
Being on the free list, the quantity in bulk or packages is not 
specified. The Senate bill fixes the duty on salt in bulk at 8 cents 
por hundred pourids; in bags, sacks, or barrels, at 12 cents per 

undred pounds. From the best information I can obtain about 
42 per cent of the amount imported came in packages and 58 per 
cent in bulk. This would make the tax placed on salt equal to 
$516,199.13. The total value of salt imported into this country in 
1896 was estimated at $738,787.36, which, compared with the pro- 
posed duty on salt. is equal to a tax of 70 per cent ad valorem. 

How can the friends of this measure justify before the people 
the increase of the duties upon wool and woolen goods? The Wil- 
son bill placed raw wool on the free list, so the manufacturers 
could go into the markets of the world and purchase it where they 
could obtain it cheapest. Its purpose was to enable them to buy 
cheap raw material, that they might furnish to the consumer cheap 
woolen goods. Should the importations of raw wool and woolen 
manufactures remain the same as they were under the Wilson 
bill, raw wool will be called upon to pay a tax of more than 


$14,000,000, and manufactured of wool will be called upon 
to pay a tax of $45,000,000. The tariff on wool and 8 
t woolen g will amount to fully $60,000,000, nearly three 


times the amount paid under the Wilson bill—in round numbers, 
an increase of nearly $37,000,000. Now. who pays this vast, enor- 
moussum? Every man, woman, and child who uses woolen goods 
will be called upon to assist in bearing this burden. Now, who 
receives the benefit of it? Simply those who are engaged in man- 
ufacturing woolengoods. While the sheep grower receives a duty 
of 46 per cent ad valorem on his raw wool, he pays to the man- 
ufacturer more than 70 per cent for the cloth consumed, manufac- 
tured of the same wool on which he received a duty of 46 per cent. 
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The class whose business is thus protected and aided by the Gov- 
ernment at the nse of their neighbors, who receive no similar 
advantages, but whoin reality give part of their substance to carry 
out the favors of the Government granted in the form of law, must 
necessarily grow rich and prosperous in business, while their less 
fortunate neighbors, who bear the burdens of taxation and receive 
no aid or encouragement at the hands of the Government, struggle 
for existence and are unable to even provide the necessaries of life 
for their homes. - 

I desire to call special attention to the increased duties and 
protection given to sugar. This additional tax applies both to the 
producer and the refiner. If I have any sympathy with either it 
is with the producer rather than the refiner, but the comparison I 
wish now to make is in behalf of the great mass of consumers, 
for weall know we have seventy millions of consumers of this arti- 
cle of necessity, and while we should give both to the producer 
and the refiner an opportunity to make reasonable profits on their 
investments,let us not forget that the entire people are deeply 
and vitally interested in seeing to it that the cost of sugar is not 
increased as proposed by the Senate bill. We all know thata 
large percentage of thesugarconsumed in this country comes from 
foreign countries. Weall know the higher the duties on imported 

the greater will be the cost to the consumer. The Wilson 
bill placed a duty on raw sugar of 40 per cent ad valorem and 
one-eighth of 1 cent per pound additional on refined sugar. The 
cost of refined or granulated sugar without a duty is $2.30 per 
hundred pounds, Under the Wilson bill, which gave 40 per cent 
ad valorem and one-eighth cent per pound additional on refined 
sugar and one-tenth of 1 cent per pound countervailing duty, the 
cost of sugar was increased about $1.15 per 100 pounds, 


Cost of sugar without a duty per 100 pounds.............. $3.30 
Duty under the Wilson bill: 

40 per cent ad valorem, equal to .92 

cent specific tax, equal to 12 

unter vailing duty, equal too 10 

Total cost per 100 pounds under the Wilson bill. 3.44 


Now, let us see what effect the Senate bill must necessarily 
have to increase the cost of sugar to the great mass of consumers. 

How much higher, other things being equal, will 100 pounds of 
sugar necessarily be under the Senate bill as compared with the 
Wilson bill, the former a Democratic and the latter a Republican 
measure. 

The duty on sugar under the Senate bill gives to the refiner $1.16 
per 100 pounds and 35 per cent ad valorem additional,and the 
countervailing duty is equal to 38 per cent. Now, what will be 
the price of sugar under these circumstances? The duty on raw 
sugar is seventy-nine one hundredths cent per pound plos 35 per 
cent ad valorem and two-tenths additional for every degree test- 
ing above 88. à 

Ve know it takes 107} pounds raw sugar testing 96 degrees to 
make 100 pounds of refined sugar. Granulated sugar will cost as 
follows under the Senate bill: 


Without a duty per LOU poundé. IL S S 82. 30 
Duty added by the Senate bill: 
e eT tee ee TINTE NER Sen ed 1.16 
Ad valorem duty, 35 per cent, equals..... S .80 
Countervailing duty equals --.-------------3---------- 38 


which would make the cost of sugar under the Senate bill, 
per 100 pounds, equal to „ 


The common mind can easily grasp the situation, and see that 
there is a difference of $1.90 per hundred pounds in favor of the 
refiner and against the consumer. 

Now, what is the real protection on refined sugar as against 
raw sugar? h : 

That depends entirely upon the quality or price of the article. 
. Take raw sugar testing 95 degrees. The duty on 1074 pounds of 
this class of raw sugar, which would produce 100 pounds of refined 
sugar, would, under the Senate bill, be $1.81. e duties on re- 
fined sugar would be $1.16 specific, 80 cents ad valorem, 38 cents 
countervailing, a total of $2.34 per hundred. Deducting the duty 
on raw sugar, $1.81, would leave a difference of 53 cents per hun- 
dred pounds infavorof therefiner. This is the real protection he 
would enjoy under the Senate bill; and of course in lower-grade 
sugars his protection would be much greater. 

It the calculation is made without taking into consideration the 
countervailing duty, then the difference would be about 15 cents 
per hundred pounds; but it is just and proper to include the 
countervailing duty, for the reason that most of the raw sugar 
imported by the refiners comes from countries which do not 
pay bounties, while refined sugar comes from bounty-paying 
countries. 

If the Senate bill shail become a law it means that the Republican 
party by this one change regulating the duties on imported sugar 


has increased the price more than 1 cent a pound to the great mass 
of consumers. 

Now, what reason or argument can we give to the people that 
will justify the lawmaking power in adding an additional cost of 
$1.20 for every 100 pounds of granulated sugars used by the con- 
sumers. The census of 1890 shows that there was invested in this 
country $24,000,000 in sugar refineries, now owned, controlled, and 
operated by what is known asthe sugar trust. This trust paid in 
dividends to its stockholders last year 10 per cent on $75,000,000. 
It is estimated that $50,000,000 of this was watered stock, the real 
capital invested only being about one-third of the amount. 

So, in reality, the sugar trust, which has become the scandal ef 
the nation, must have paid 30 per cent dividends on the actual 
capital invested. Now, does this infant industry, under the con- 
trol of the Havemeyers, deserve at the hands of this Senate this 
additional protection? Is it just and right to the entire people 
that the lawmaking power shall take from the masses by increas- 
ing the cost of living and adding additional millions of profits to 
the pockets of the American Sugar Refining Company, which 
now practically controls the entire sugar refineries of this coun- 
try and which is commonly designated as the sugar trust? The 
lawmaking power of our country is responsible for the organiza- 
tion of this trust. The bounties and favors given by the Govern- 
ment to the sugar interests, thus stifling competition, have brought 
about a condition of affairs whereby the different refiners have 
organized their properties into a trust, crushing out all small 
enterprises, destroying local competition, and have attained a 
position and standing in both the political and financial world 
condemned by both justice and common honesty. No political 
party can stand before the people and justify a law which in- 
creases the cost of sugar $1.20 per 100 pounds to the consumer and 
adds additional profits and dividends*to a trust that saved under 
the present law more than 30 per cent dividends to its stockholders 
on the capital actually invested. Let every consumer take notice 
that the Senate bill, if enacted into a law, the Republican party 
by one act of legislation has added a duty of $1.20 to every 100 
pounds of sugar consumed and legislated millions of dollars into 
the pockets of the refiners. Have we met here for no other pur- 
pose except to increase taxation? Is the financial issue, so thor- 
oughly discussed among the people, to be entirely ignored? Are 
our friends on the other side determined to do nothing to bring 
about bimetallism by international agreement or otherwise? 

Do they mean for this entire extra session of Congress to be 
devoted to the rearrangement of the entire tariff laws, which 
simply increases the burdens of taxation? Do they believe this is 
all the people expect of Congress? Suppose the people had been 
told during the campaign that our friends would simply come to- 
gether to change the tariff laws and increase the duties on the 
necessaries of life. Do you suppose now that they would have 
charge of all three branches of the Government? Another item 
in this bill to which I desire to call attention. The Senate bill 
places a duty of 10 cents a pound on tea. For six months previous 
to December 31, 1898 (I take this statement from the Monthly 
Summary of Finance and Commerce issued May 1), there had been 
imported into this country 61,597,497 pounds of tea. From the 
best information I can obtain there will be on hand held by the tea 
importers of this country July 1, the time this law is to take effect, 
about 45,000,000 pounds of tea imported without a duty. Now, 
any man with common sense knows, with a duty of 10 cents a 
pound on tea, we have legislated into the pockets of the tea men 
$4,500,009 by this item alone. Do the friends of this measure ex- 
pect the importations to be as large as they were under the Wilson 
bill? Ifso, what do they expect to do with the revenue raised? 
Do they expect to give relief to the people by increasing the tax 
on wool and woolen goods $37,000,000, and by increasing the 
tax on sugar $32,000,000, and by placing a tax of $9,000,000 on tea, 
$500,000 on salt, $50,000 on ties, and $20,000 on bagging? Ig this 
the kind of relief our friends at this the extra session of Congress 
expect to give to the people? On three articles alone— wool and 
woolen goods, sugar, and tea—the Senate bill proposes to collect 
$78,000,000 over and above the amount collected under the Wilson 
bill; and add to this $14,000.000 extra on beer, we have in round 
numbers an increase of $92,000,000 proposed in four items by the 
Senate bill. Willit give relicf to the people to thus increase the 
cost of clothing, sugar, and tea, three prime necessities of life? If 
the people can be made to understand this measure, drawn to de- 
ceive, it means the doom of the political party responsible for its 
passage. Why increase the duties on sugar, tea, and wool, and 
decrease them on rice and refuse a duty on the importation of 
long-staple cotton, beauxite, and manganese, productions and en- 
terprises of the South? When amendments on these articles are 
reached, will our friends on the other side accord to our section 
the same justice that they ask for their own? Let us not, by all 
means, make this bill sectional. I hope to be heard on those 
amendments when they are reached. 

What protection do we give the millions of men, women, and 
children who toil all day in the burning sun in the cultivation of 
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the soilin the cotton fields of the South? Why should the wool 
manufacturers and the sugar trust be the recipients of favors at 
the hands of the Government, at the expense of the cotton planters 
of the South and the grain growers of the West? 

Why, especially, should this be the case when there is no neces- 
sity for more revenue to run the Government economically admin- 
istered? Why should one section of our country, or one class of 
business forever receive aid and assistance from the Government 
at the expense of the masses? Is there never to be an end to this 
injustice? Why should the Congress of this Government take 
from one classor section toenrich another? Or why should all be 
taxed to benefit a part? ; 

The Democratic party stands for the freedom and equality of all 
our citizens. What is the real object and pur of this bill? It 
is to enable that section of the country engaged almost exclusively 
and entirely in manufacturing to obtain a higher price for manu- 
factured goods, and it necessarily follows that the purchasers of 
clothing and other necessaries must pay the increased price, No 
wonder certain sections and classes haye advanced in wealth and 

wer while other sections less favored by the Government and 

aring the burdens of unjust taxation have felt the s of pov- 
ertyand want. Iknow, Mr. President, I have no prejudice against 
any section of my country. Istand upon this floor and proclaim 
that Iam ever ready to pom equality and justice to every section 
and to every class, but if the people whom I have the honor to rep- 
resent have suffered injustice and almost unbearable wrongs they 
have a right to complain. A 

Let us examine and see what progress our farmers are making. 
Why is it that our young men are unwilling to remain on our 
farms and cultivate the soil? It is because farming has ceased to 
be profitable. It has always been said the condition of the agri- 
cultural classes mark the civilization, progress, and power of any 
country. Happy, thrifty, and contented farmers are absolutely 
essential to the perpetuity of any nation. It was Thomas Jeffer- 
son who declared: 

The cultivators of the earth are the most valuable citizens. They are the 


most vigorous, the most ege pg enr the most virtuous, and they are tied 
2 eir country and wedded to its liberty and interests by the most lasting 
nds. 


If we expect our Government to endure and to retain the 
respect, confidence, and love of the American people we must 
adopt and sustain a policy that reaches out to and among the 
masses who toil for a living, and give to them the blessings of a 
wise, just, and good government. 

The products of the farm have declined in prices until they 
have fallen below the cost of production. I desire to attach and 
have printed as a part of my remarks five tables showing the 
average prices of corn, wheat, oats, rye, and cotton each year 
from 1873 to 1895, and also a table showing the expenditures of 
our Government each year from 1856 to 1893, In 1873 the farmer 
averaged 23 bushels of corn per acre, which brought in the mar- 
ket $11.40. In 1874 the yield decreased slightly and he received 
for his corn crop $13.40 per acre. In 1879 the yield was about 29 
bushels per acre and he realized in cash about $11 per acre. In 
1895 the average yield was 26 bushels of corn per acre and he only 
received $6.91 per acre. While the yield increased only about 3 
bushels per acre the price went down nearly half. 

Let ustake wheat for the same period. In 1873 the average 
yield was 12 bushels per acre and the average price was $14.59 

racre. In 1879 the average yield of wheat per acre was approx- 
3 13 bushels and the farmer realized from the wheat pro- 
duced on each acre 815.27. In 1894 the average yield of wheat per 
acre was the same as it was in 1879 and the farmer realized $6.48 
per acre on the land cultivated in wheat, While the yield per 
acre remained about the same, the price of wheat went down form 
$1.15 to 49 cents per bushel. 

in 1873 the average yield per acre of oats was 27 bushels and 
the farmer realized $10.38 per acre on the land cultivated in oats. 
In 1879 the average yield was 28 bushels per acre and the amount 
realized was $9.50 per acre. In 1895 the average yield per acre 
was 29 bushels—an increase of 2 bushels per acre over 1873—but 
the farmer only realized $5.87 per acre cultivated in oats. Oats 
had declined in price from 52 cents to 19 cents per bushel. ‘ 

Iam indeb to Mr. Alfred D. Shepperson, of New York, for 
a table given me, showing the average price of cotton for the same 
period of time. The highest price paid for cotton in 1873 was 214 
cents per pound. A bale of cotton, then, weighing 450 pounds, 
brought to the farmer $96.18. In 1892 the highest price paid for 
cotton was 10 cents per pound. The same bale of cotton would 
bring in the market $45. In 1894 the highest price paid for cotton 
was 8j, cents per pound, and the lowest price paid was 5,%, cents 
pr pound. A bale of cotton at the lowest price, then, would 

ring to the farmer less than $26. Farmers who had purchased 
property and contracted debts when farm products were selling for 
reasonable prices soon realized when cotton went to 6 cents per 
— 5 and wheat to 40 cents per bushel that there was no hope for 
em, nothing to expect but bankruptey and financial ruin; but it 


may be truthfully said that while the yield per acre in corn, cotton 
oats, wheat, and rye during the last twenty-two years has remaine 
practically the same, nevertheless the general productions of these 
articles have more than doubled. The total number of bushels of 
wheat produced in 1873 was 281,254,700. In 1895 the total crop 

roduced was 467,102,947 bushels. The crop of 1895 was not quite 

ouble the wheat crop of 1873, and while the number of bushels in 
1895 had nearly doubled, the entire crop brought nearly a hundred 
million dollars less than the crop of 1873. The crop of 1873 brought 
$323,594,805 and the crop of 1895 $237,938,998. 

The same could be said of the oat and rye crops. But how 
about cotton? The very existence of the people of my State and 
section depends upon the successful cultivation of this plant. In 
1873 we produced about four and a half million bales. In 1895 the 
crop had about doubled. The highest price paid in 1873 was 214 
cents; the highest price paid in 1895 was about 93 cents, and the 
lowest price paid was about cents. The price of cotton had 

one down from 21 cents to cents per pound. This would 
rdly be just had we remained at a standstill in population. If 
ps will examine the census you will find that the United States 
as almost doubled in population during the same period of time. 
In 1873 we had a population of about forty million people, and in 
1895 our population was estimated at aboutseventy million. Then, 
with this increase of population keeping pace with the production 
of this staple, why has the price fallen far below the cost of pro- 
duction? ith this state of facts looking us in the face, how can 
we, as Senators representing great and sovereign States, legislate 
high duties on wool, clothing, blankets, and carpets? The Dem- 
ocratic party, vy icis ed now, as it has ever done in the past, the 
great masses of the people in its popular E rose is struggling 
to defend them from this great, unjust, and discriminating tax. 

We learn from the Commissioner of Labor, Hon. Carroll D. 
Wright, that in 1894 the average annual wages paid in the manu- 
facturing industries in the United States was $347 per capita. 
The average daily wages, estimated, paid cabinetmakers was $2.41 
per day; carpenters, $2.75; molders, $2.65; machinists, $2.71 
painters, $2.82, and plumbers, $3.48. Mr. DINGLEY, the author o 
the House bill, estimated himself, in his speech delivered in the 
House of Representatives April 29, 1894, that the average yearly 
wages paid laborers in manufacturing enterprises in this country 
in 1880 was as follows: 


! tsa. talent ee e. a $300 
Cotton manufacturers: d i eee Se 246 
iron inasintacpubare Lo Sato eating ee C UMOR cere 390 
Machine manufacturers 2220-88 x See 450 
Phperdnaking . ee eee ese ie 360 
Boot and shoe manufacturers. 370 


Ithought I would examine and ascertain what were the earn- 
ings of our farmers and the men who follow agricultural pursuits 
foraliving. Being unableto get any definite and satisfactory in- 
formation on this line, and finding in the tariff discussions hitherto 
had no light on this subject, I addressed a letter to the present 
distinguished Secre of Agriculture, and I ascertained from him, 
through a letter which I now havein ur bres (and he madehis 
calculations from the last census), that 5,391,573 farmers, plant- 
ers, gardeners, vine growers, and other persons engaged in agri- 
cultural pursuits, deducting from their earnings the interest on 
the capital invested, averaged 86.33 per month, which was not 
quite $76 pe year. I had hiin to estimate the average wages 
paid farm laborers, and the lowest amount paid was found to be 
$7.43 per month, including board. 

With the low price of the products of the soil and with the 
financial distress pervading the country, is it just and right to add 
an additional burden of taxation of $100,000,000? Would it not 
be well to look to the expenditures of our Government and to 
endeavor by the most rigid economy iu every department of the 
Government to reduce expenses and save the people from another 
change in our tariff laws? We should remember that the total 
expenditures of our Government in 1861 were only about 
$66,000,000, whereas these expenditures now nearly equal a half 
billion. The annual cost of pensions since 1866 has increased 
from $15,000,000 to $140,000,000. 

Pass this bill and place it upon our statute books and its advo- 
cates and those who reap its benefits will come back with renewed 
energy and demand more protection. This bill will not give re- 
lief to the people. I deny that it was the real issue in the last 
campaign. During the last Presidential election the money ques- 
tion was the paramount issue before the peo le. 

The platform of the Democratic party declared for the free and 
unlimited coinage of both gold and silver at the present ratio 
without waiting for the aid or consent of any other nation. That 
platform demanded that the silver dollar should be a full legal 
tender equally with gold for all debts, public and private. That 
platform declared that Congress alone had the power to coin and 
issue money, and that this 5 could not be delegated to cor- 
porations or individuals. e Republican party declared against 
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the free and unlimited coinage by independent action, butin favor 
of the coinage of both me by international agreement. And 
during that heated and exciting campaign the tariff issue was 
scarcely ever mentioned. We are to judge by their platform that 
our 1 friends believed that free and unlimited coina 
would be advantageous to the country, provided it could be o 
tained by international agreement. is was at least their posi- 
tion previous to the election, but since Congress has convened in 
this extra session they seem to have abandoned the money ques- 
tion and have given their entire time to legislation to increase the 
‘burden of taxation. The House of Representatives have practi- 
cally adjourned so far as legislation is concerned since the new 
tariff bill passed that honorable body; and mark my prediction, 
free coinage by international agreement will prove a failure. 

At the end of this Administration I predict we will be no nearer 
bimetallism by international agreement than we were twenty 
years ago. If you can accomplish free coinage by international 
Et and restore prosperity you will have redeemed your 
p s to the people, but if you fail to gena pists this desired 
result through international agreement let us have the courage 
to grapple with this paramount issue and demonstrate to the 
world that this the greatest Government among the family of 
nations, representing seventy millions of people and seventy bil- 
lions of wealth, is capable of adopting a financial system that will 
give justice and equality to all our citizens in every condition 
and station in life. The party that pursues such a policy and 
demonstrates its devotion to the common people will become 
invincible and its name will be revered while history endures. I 
do not e tto see prosperity until there shall be placed upon 
our statute books a law goose for the free and unlimited 
coinage of both metals without any discrimination against either, 
‘accompanied, as it must be, by a tariff for revenue sufficient to 
red ey this Government honestly and economically administered, 
And in order to meet the growing expenditures of the Govern- 
ment, now amounting to half billion of dollars annually, let us 
‘place on the statute books, even should it require a constitutional 
amendment to permit it, an income tax, that wealth may bear its 
‘just parece of the expenses of this Government. Let us not 
E ere. 

this age no question is of more importance to the masses of 

the people than the question of transportation. The consolida- 
tion of our leading railroad systems and the aggregation of capi- 
tal have made it absolutely necessary that the great arteries of 
commerce shall be so controlled and regulated by the Federal 
Government as to give just and reasonable freight rates and to 
prevent unjust discriminations. We have upon our statute books 
& law creating the Interstate Commerce Commission. I confess 
pas I have been greatly disappointed with the results from the 
bors of this body. As yet I have not seen the good they have 
accomplished for the country. If the law does not empower 
them to enforce their decrees, enlarge their powers that they may 
give justice both to the peopleas well as thecorporations. Let us 
not stop here. Let us examine every expenditure of our Goy- 
ernment, and see to it that not one dollar of the public funds is 
appropriated except as it may be absolutely necessary to carry on 

e Government in an economical and business-like way. Let 
every useless expenditure and useless office be dispensed with; 
then it par dee be necessary to increase the burdens of taxation; 
then it will not be necessary to increase the cost of living by 
‘additional customs duties on what we eat and wear. These are 
the principles which I have been taught constitute the Democratic 
creed, and are principles which are founded upon justice and 
right, and when enforeed, “will give to us the best and freest 
Government the sun of heaven ever shone upon." 


APPENDIX. 
Cereal crops: Estimated production NE of the United States, from. 1873 
0 1895. 


[From reports of the Department of Agriculture.] 
TABLE L—Conx. 


Production. 


, k Cenis. | Bushels. 

3 982, 000 | 39,197, 148 |$447, 183, 020 48 23.8 $11.41 
1874 -- 850, 500 | 41,036,918 | 550, 043, 080 04.7 20.7 13. 40 
1,321, 000 | 44,841,371 | 555, 445, 930 42 29.5 12.39 

1,283, 500 | 49,083, 304. | 415,491, 210 9 26.2 9. 70 

1,342,558, 000 | 50,369, 113 | 480, 643, 400 35.8 28.6 9.54 

1,388,218, 750 | 51,585,000 | 441,153, 405 31.9 20.9 8.55 

7 1,547, 790 | 53, 085, 450 | 580, 486, 217 37.5 29.2 10.93 
1880 1.717, 543 | 62,317,842 | 679, 714, 499 29.6 21.0 10.91 
1881 1,194, 000 | 64, 262,025 | 759, 482, 170 63.6 18.6 11.82 
1882 1, 617, 025, 100 | 65,659,545 | 783, 867,175 48.5 24.6 1194 
1883 1,551, 066, 895 | 68, 301, 889 | 658,051,485 42.4 22.7 9.03 
1884 1,795,525,000 | 69,683, 780 | 640,735,560 | 35.7 25.8 9.19 
;1885 1, 996, 176, 000 | 73, 130, 150 | 635, 674, 030 99.8 20.5 8.69 
1886 1, 685, 441,000 | 75,694, 208 | 610,911, 000 89. 6 2 8. 00 


Cereal crops: Estimated production and value, etc.—Continued. 
TABLE L—ConN—Continued. 


Calendar 
* Production. 
Bushels. Cents. | Bushels. 
1887 .. 1, 456, 161, 000 44.4 20.1 $8.93 
1888 1, 987, 790, 000 984.1 26.3 8.95 
1889 2,112, 892, 000 28.3 27.1 1.05 
1890 1, 489, 970, 000 50.6 20.7 10.48 
1891 2, 060, 154, 000 40.6 27 10.98 
1892 .. 1,625, 464, 000 99.4 23.1 9.09 
1808... 1, 619, 496, 131 36.5 22.5 8.21 
1894 1,212, 710, 052 45.7 19.4 8.86 
1807712. 2,151, 133, 580 20.4 26.2 6.91 
281,251, 700 , 594 115.1 12.7 $14.59 
308, 102, 700 94.5 12.3 11. 66 
292, 136, 000 580, 100.8 11.1 11.17 
289, 390,500 | 27, 259, 103.7 10.5 10.86 
304, 194, 148 | 26,277,546 695, 108.4 13.9 15.08 
420, 122,400 | 32, 108, 560 346, TT.T 13.1 10.16 
445, 756, 030 | 32, 545, 950 (90, 110.8 13.8 15.27 
498, 549, 803 | 37,986, 717 201, 95.1 13.1 12.48 
383, 280,090 | 37, 709, 020 880, 119.2 10.2 12.12 
504, 185, 470 | 87, 067,104 602, 88.2 13.6 11.99 
36, 455, 593 649. 91.1 11.6 10.52 
89, 475, 885 B62, 64.5 13 8.38 
34,189, 246 77.1 10.4 8.05 
86, 806, 181 68.7 12.4 8.54 
31,041, 783 68.1 12.1 8.25 
87, 336, 138 92.6 11.1 10.32 
38, 123, 850 69.8 12.9 B. 08 
35, 087, 154. 83.8 11.1 9.23 
89, 916, 897 83.9 15.3 13.86 
38, 554, 430 02.4 13.4 8.35 
E 34,6029, 418 53.8 11.4 6.16 
460, 267,416 | 34, 882, 426 49.1 13.2 6.48 
407,102,947 | 34,047,332 50.9 13.7 6.99 
15,142,000 | 1,150,355 | $11,548,126 | 76.3 13.2 $10.01 
14,990,900 | 1,116,716 | 12,870,411 | 85.9 13.4 11.53 
17,722,100 | 1,959,7 13,631,900 | 76.9 13 10.08 
20,374,800 | 1,468, 13, 635, 826 66.9 13.9 9.20 
21,170,100 | 1,412,902 | 12,542,805 | 59.2 15 8.88 
25,842,790 | 1,622,700 | 13,592, 826 52.0 15.9 8.88 
23,039,400 | 1,625,450 | 15,507,431 | 65.6 14.5 9.54 
24,040,820 | 1,767,619 | 18,504,560 | 75.6 13.9 10.50 
20,704,950 | 1,789,100 | 19,827,415 | 93.3 11.6 10.80 
29,960,037 | 2,227,889 | 18,439,194 61.5 13.4 8.28 
28,058,583 | 2,314,754 | 16,300,503 58.1 12.1 7.04 
23,040,000 | 2,343,983 | :14, 857,040 51.9 12.2 6.34 
21,756,000 | 2,129,301 | 12,504,820 57.9 10.2 5.92 
24,489,000 | 2,129,918 | 13,181,390 53.8 11.5 6.19 
20, 693,000 | 2,053,447 | 11,283,140 54.5 10.1 5.49 
23,415,000 | 2,264,805 | 16,721,869 58.8 12 7.07 
20,555,446 | 2,038,485 | 13,612,222 51.3 13 6.68 
20. 727,615 | 1,944,780 | 13,305,476 | 50.1 13.7 6.89 
27,219,070 | 1,890,945 | 11,964, At 14.4 6.33 
repared by Agricultural Department for 1859 to 1892. 


TABLE 4.—OATS. 
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TABLE 6.—Expenditures of the Government for the fiscal years 1356 to 1898. 


— 
— 
2 
— 
= 


E: 
PREP Bes SAEAIEREA PEER SERS EE E ESSE ERAAE SESS 


$32, 124, 214. 07 948,100. 89 

28, 164,532.97 | — 19,201, 774.18 | 12, 747, 

20,429.009.57 | 25, 485, 383.60 | 13,984, 

23,700,295.14 | — 22,213, 822.38 | 14,042, 

27'976, 434.22 | — 16,409, 707.10 | 11,514, 

23,207,010.46 | 22,981, 150.44 | 12,420, 

21.408.491.16 | 894, 368, 407.36 | 42,003, 

L| 23,256,965.39 | 599,298, 000.53 8.755 

eR ere er 27, 505,590.46 | 690,791, 42.97 | 85,7: 

Lii | 43,047 658.01 | 1,081, 323, 860.79 | 122, 612, 

53,470.51 | 41,056, 961.54 | 284, 440, 701.81 | 43,324, 

10, 813,349.88 51,110,223.72 | “95,224, 415.63 | 31,084, 

7.001, 151.04 53,009,867.07 | 123,246, 848.62 | 25,775, 
1.674.680.0588. 474,061.53] 78, 501,990.61 | 20,000, 

15,996,555.60 | 59,237,461.58 | — 57,005,075.40 | 21,780, 

9,010,794. 74 | 00,451,910.23 | — 25,799,991.82 | 19,431, 

0,958,200. 78 | 60,984, 757.42 | 35,3 157.20 | 21,249, 

5,105,019.99 | 73,829,110,080 | — 46,323, 138.91 | 23,525, 

1,895,073.56 | 69,641,503.02 | — 42,819,097.22 | 930,932, 

~-| 71,0:0,709.98 | — 41,120,045.08 | 21,497, 

60,958,973. 78 | 88, 070,888.64 | 18,963, 

56,252006.00 | 87, 082,785.90 | 14,959, 

88.177, 708.57 — 82,154, 147.85 | 17,985, 

TRA UM eee I E 65.741.555.49 | — 40,425,060. 73 | 15,125, 
54,713,529. 78 | . 110,910.22 | 18,538, 

61,410,224. 71 | 40.400. 40.55 | 15,080. 

— — 57,219, 750.98 | 43.570.404. 198 15,082, 

CREE Nn ER 68.678.022. 21 — 48,911,382.93 | 15, 283, 

3 Red I 10,990,439. 70 | 89, 429;603.96 | 17,292, 
87.494, 258.388 | — 42,670,578.47 | 16,021, 

74,106,999.85 | — 34,224, 152.74 | 13,907, 

85,904,895.59 | — 38,061,005. 85 | 15,141, 

72,952, 200.80 | — 28,522,430. 11 | 10,925, 

80, 664,064.28 | 44, 435,270.85 | 21,878, 

81,409,256.49 | 44. 582,888.08 | 22, 006, 

110, 048, 167.49 | — 48,720,005.01 | 26, 113, 

ined EE 99,841.988.61 | 46.805, 456.30 | 29,174, 

XI chi EEE LACT DES, Jo gt 109,739, 799.97 | — 49,041, 773.47 | 80,186, 
LO CRE SEEN VTLS SU 101, 943,884.07 | — 54,567,929.85 | 31,701, 
JRUECIAUS ee ead Nee ae aca 93,279, 730.14 | 1.804, 759.13 | 28,797, 
T. RS SRS a epis 87,216, 234.62 | 500, 880, 920.89 | 27,147, 


* Expenditures in excess of revenue. 


Total di- 9 —— 
otal expen other 
Pensions. Interest on | tures includ- | ties applied 
public debt. | ing premium. | to 
fund. 

06 | $2, 709, 429. 55 | $1,298, 208.95 | $1,953,822.87 | $69, 571, 028.790 
83 Too 53.07 1,812; 043.01 | 1,678,285.23 | — 67, 195, 107.68 |--.--.---.-..- 
09 | 4,9020,723.91 | 1,271.488.47 | 1.507, 05.67 — 74,185, 270.9 |. — 4 
73| 3,625,027.24 | 1,220,878.29|  2,629,403.98 | — 69,070,970. 74 s 
902.940, 101.84] 1. 102. 82. 15 8,177,814.02 | — 63,130, 598. 39 z 
89 | 2,841,258.28 | 1,036,004.08 | 4.000, 178.76 — 00,616,644. 89 2 
09 | 2,273, 23.45 853,095.40 | 13,190, 324.45 | 474, 101, 818.91 : 
64 3.154, 57.11 1,078,991.59 | 24,729,840.01 | — 714, 740, 725. 17 x 
67 | 2,099,858. 77 | 4,983,924 41 | 53,685, 421.69 | — 865,222, 641. 97 s: 
29 | 5,116,837.08 | 16,338,811.13 | 77,397, 712.00 | 1, 297, 555, 224. 41 " 
52 | 3,247,001.56 | 15,005, 352.35 | 133, 067, 741.69 | 520,809, 410.09 3 
04 | 4,049,531.77 | 20,936,551. 71 | 143, 781,591.91 | 357,542,675. 16 7 
72 | 4, 100,682.82 | 93, 182,980. 78 | 140,424, 045.71 | 377, 840. 8 80 
gi | 7,012,923.00 | 29,470,021.78 | 130,694, 242. 80 | 822,865,277. 80 | $8, 091, 000. 00 
87 | 3,407,088.15 | 28,340,202. 17 | 129,235, 498.00 | 309, 658, 580. 75 | 28, 151, 900. 00 
21| 7,126,997.44 | 84,443,804. 88 125, 576, 565.93 | 292, 177, 188.25 | 29,994, 250. 00 
50 7,061,728.82 | 28,593, 402.76 | 117,257, 839.72 | 277,517,962. 67 | 39, 618, 450. 00 
19 | 7,951, 704.88 | 29,359) 428. $3 | 104, 750,688.41 | — 290,215, 215. 33 | 28, 678, 000. 00 
42 | 6,602) 462.09 | 29,023,414.06 | 107, 119, 815.21 | 287, 133,873.17 | 12,990, 450. 00 
27 | 8,884,050.82 | 29,450,210.22 | 103,093, 544.57 | 274, 623, 392. 84 | 25, 170, 400. 00 
5.800, 558.17 | 29,257,995.09 | 100,243, 271.23 | — 258,459, 797.33 | 32, 183, 488. 09 
86 | 5,277,007.22 | 27,969,752.27 | 9T, 124,511.58 | 238, 660,008.93 | 24, 498, 910. 05 
37 | 4,629, 230.28 | 27; 137,019.08 | 102, 500,874.65 | 236, 964, 326. 80 | 17,012,634. 57 
84 | 5,200,109.08 | 35, 121,482.89 | 105,327, 949.00 | 208, 947, 882.53 | 723,062.99 
Th | 5, 945,457.09 | 56, 777,174.44 | 95, 757,575.11 | 287,642, 957.78 | 73,904, 617. 41 
66 | 0,514,161.09 | 50,059,279.02 | 82,508,741.18 | 260,712, 887.59 | 74, 480, 251. 05 
28 | 9,736,747.40 | 61, 345,193.95 | 71,077,200. 79 |  257.981,439.57 | 60,137, 855.55 
17| 7.909,590.34 | 88,012. 578.64 59,100, 131.25 | 205,408, 137. 54 | 44, 807, 250. 90 
44 | 6,475,999.20 | 55,420,228.06 | 54,578,378.43 | 244, 128, 214. 83 | 46, 790, 229. 50 
67 | 0,552,494.63 50, 108. 207. 40 51,80,256.47 | 260, 225, 935. 11 | 45, 604, 085.43 
74 | 6,099,158.17 | 63,404,801.03 | 50,580,145.97 | 242,483, 133.50 | 44, 551. 043. 36 
80 | 6,194,522.69 | 75.029,101.79 | 47,741,577.25 | 287,932, 179,97 | 47, 903, 243. 15 
65 | 6,249,807.87 | 80,288,508.77 | 44,715,007.47 | 907,921, 801. 13 | 43, 132, 550. 00 
31 | 6,802,207.78 | 87,624,779.11 | 41,001,484.99 | 299, 288, 978.25 | 39, 060, 173. 85 
24 | 6,708, 046.67 | 106, 936,855.07 | 30,099,284.05 | 318,040, 710. 60 | 39, 847, 829. 50 
46 | 8,627,469.01 | 124/415, 951.40 | 87,547,185.87 | 885, 773,905.85 | 44, 006, 111. 37 
98 | 11, 150,577. 67 | 134, 583,052.79 | 23,378, 116.23 | 345, 023, 330.58 | 37, 514, 179. 98 
43 | 13, 345, 347.27 | 150,357,557.87 | 27,264,902.18 | 383.477, 084. 40 | 6,108, 744.50 ~ 
79 | 10,293, 481.62 | 141, 177. 284.96 | 97,841,405.04 | — 357,525, 279. 83 1, 587.20 
73 | 9,939, 754.21 141.305, 8.87 30,978.090.21 | 356, 195,298.29 | 1,136, 366. 43 
38 12,105, 528. 28 | 139,434,000. 98 | 85,985,028.93 | 352, 179,446.08 | 5,833,349. 85 


t Excess supplied from cash in the Treasury. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, DIVISION OF BOOKKEEPING AND WARRANTS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Tnunsrox in the chair). 
T question is on ing to the amendment proposed by the 

ator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, Inp ph 193, page 60, line 19, after the 
word “measure,” it is proposed to insert except white pine.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, paragraph 193 provides for 
a duty on “sawed lumber not specially ce for in this act, $2 
per thousand feet board measure.” This, of course, includes 
White pine. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] has moved to 
add ‘‘except lumber made from white pine.” I think the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Missouri should be adopted, but 
Ido not wish to dispose of that question to-day and hope it will 
go over. I therefore desire that par ph 193 shall be passed 
over, and that we proceed to dispose of the rest of the wood sched- 
ule, if there is no objection. 

Mr. HALE. I shall object to that, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. PETTIGREW] asks unanimous consent that paragraph 193 be 
passed over until the remainder of the wood schedule has been 
considered. To that, the Chair understands, objection is made 
by the Senator from Maine . HALE]. j 

Mr. PETTIGREW. If the Senator from Maine insists upon 
his 7 67 0 we shall make less progress with this bill than we 
Should if he did not object. 

Mr. HALE. lam not to be frightened from a legitimate posi- 
tion by a threat. The main subject-matter of the lumber schedule 
is found in peream 193. statute puts that foremost, the 
committee has put that foremost in this bill, and it ought to be 

nsidered foremost, before we proceed to the other and minor 

tails. My objection is based upon logic, and I certainly shall 
not be driven from it by the Senator threatening that he con- 
sume time. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I believe I have the floor, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
is entitled to the floor, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I see the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN] is in his seat. I do not feel myself like discussing this 
quon this afternoon. The Senator from Nebraska desires to 

uss it. He requested that the 1 go over and 
that it should be taken up next week. e just arrived in the 
city, and he is now here and can s for himself. However, if 
we have to go on with this schedule, we shall go on with it now 
and go on with it next week also. 


Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. I just re ed at 12 o'clock to-day from the most 
delightful country in the world, and am not as familiar with the 
stage of the discussion upon this paragraph as I should like to be. 
I desire to submit some remarks upon the advisability of taxing 
lumber, but I do not feel that I am prepared to do so this after- 
noon. I certainly heartily join with the Senator from South 
Dakota in asking that the paragraph go over, and I believe with 
him that propras can be made in letting it over until next 
week. I shall then endeavor to get myself in shape to discuss it 
very concisely and without any particular elaboration. 

. BACON. Before the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
PETTIGREW] begins his remarks, I hope I may be allowed to sa: 
thatin my general approval of the wood schedule, as to which 
made no reservation, I had no reference whatever to the two para- 
graphs alluded to by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], 
which excepted certain forests outside of this country, in New 
Brunswick. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No; they are forests in Maine, whera 
the wood is cut and carried to New Brunswick and manufactured, 
and then brought back free. 1 

Mr. BACON. I did not mean to commit myself to the approval 
of those particular paragraphs, because I do not regard them as 

of the wood schedule. As that, however, has been brought 
into the debate, I might possibly be misunderstood if I did not 
make this disclaimer. In my approval of the schedule I had 
reference simply to those paragra now under consideration. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. . President, the principle of protection 
as advocated by the Republican party during all its — is 
thatby building up industries in this country through a tariff for 

rotection those industries will compete with each other, and thus 
ower the price of the article to the American consumer. "That is 
the fundamental principleof the doctrine of protection, and it has 
been taught on every stump since the Republican party came into 
existence. We have been furnished time and again with éxam- 
ple after example of this doctrine and the effect and force of its 
pe erigens We have been told on every stump in the country 
t if we placed a duty of 2 cents a pound on nails that were 6 
cents a pound when imported from abroad, Er de applicatian of 
American genius, nails would be reduced through competition 
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resulting from the creation of factories in this country, and sold for 

acenta pound. So always and everywhere we have been taught 

he doctrine of competition, the fundamental principleof our civi- 
tion. 

It was well that the Republican party took that position. Has 
it abandoned that position, or does it stand upon it to-day? . If it 
stands upon that doctrine to-day, then it has no application what- 
ever to the proposition to place a duty of $2 a thousand upon 
white-pine lumber. 

The white pineof this country is a peculiar tree, and it requires 
two centuries for it to grow and become fit for lumber. It ex- 
tended from Maine to the western part of Minnesota, following 
the St. Lawrence River and the Great Lakes. It does not repro- 
duce itself when the forest is cut off. 

This map, which I propose to use in illustration of the distribu- 
tion of the white-pine forests of this country, shows where these 
forests were once located, 8 in Maine and running down 
through Pennsylvania into West Virginia. The portion of the 
map colored yellow shows the areas Which they occupied. Very 
little remains in West Virginia, and but few trees remain in Penn- 
Sylvania; the rest has been cut off, and very little still remains in 

ine. A little white pine is still gone in northern Michigan. 
This spot [indicating] represents the area—a little in Wisconsin, 
&little in Minnesota, and the rest of it has been cut off and de- 
stroyed. Two hundred billion feet have been taken from this 
area in the last twenty-five years, and in the last ten years about 
71,000,000 feet, and all that is left, according to the report of the 
Agricultural Department, made by Professor Fernow, is 17,000,- 
000,000 feet in Minnesota, 10,000,000,000 feet in Wisconsin, and 
5,000,000,000 feet in Michigan. There is a supply, then, to last 
abont six years at the present rate of cutting, and then it will be 

one. 

£ The lumber supply for the great States of North and South Da- 
kota, Iowa, and western Minnesota was taken from these two 
areas [indicating] in Minnesota and Wisconsin. One company 
owns of those two areas of pine 10,000,000,000 feet, and there are 
27,000,000,000 feet in all. A very few companies own the rest. 

The proposition, then, is to place a duty of $2 a thousand upon 
this timber for what purpose? Mr. President, if a duty of $2 a 
thousand is placed upon this timber, it will be sent down the lakes 
into the New England market and into New York and Massachu- 
setts. Theyaresupplied with white-pinetimber now from Canada, 
and it comes across the lakes and the St. Lawrence River into 
Ohio, New York, and New England. Put a duty of $2 a thou- 
sand on this timber, and then these States will draw upon our 
own sources of supply in Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota, 
already two small. 

The surplus in these States, all that the owners can cut, will be 
cut and sent down the lakes into the Eastern market, and the 
Canadian timber will not come into this country at all, but will 
be shipped abroad, for white pine is scarce throughout the world, 
'The demand for it is everywhere, and instead of our getting it it 
will disappear from this country, and we shall be compelled to 
pay for What is cut in this country $2 additional a thousand for 
every foot we use. I wonder where the American Y Asso- 
ciation is when this effort is being made to deplete and destroy 
these forests in the interest of a few millionaires who own them, 
which has been going on now for weeks and weeks. There has 
been no protest from them in this direction to preserve the forests, 
and instead of this being an effort to protect an American indus- 
try, it is an effort to absolutely destroy it in the interest of a few 
men who have cornered the entire product. Neither can it be re- 
stored again. 

Our theory of protection is that one factory after another will 
be built up and thas industries be increased, but this proposition 
is to destroy this industry, for these trees do not regrow, as every- 
one familiar with this matter knows, for over this vast region 
where the white pine has been cut other timber has grown up, 
and the white pine is gone forever. Therefore we see thereis no 

argument for this proposition. Are Republicans going to 
vote for this? Are the Senators from Minnesota going to vote for 
it? Are they going to compel the people who live on the prairies, 
their constituents, to pay to the men who have cornered the pine 
of Minnesota and Wisconsin $2 a thousand more than they now 
pay? There are more consumers of pine in Minnesota and Wis- 
consin than there are producers: more men who have to buy lum- 
ber than men who produce it. What argument can be made why 
the people of the Dakotas shall be compelled to pay tribute to the 
men who have cornered the pine in these two States? It may be 
argued that it would make a market for Southern pine. We 
already buy Southern pine. 

I bought 2,000,000 feet of Southern pine in one season. That 
pine comes up from this region, Mississippi and Louisiana. We 
use that in connection with white pine. It will not materially 
increase the market for hard pine to put a duty on white pine. 
You simply put us in a position to be robbed by the men who 
have cornered our timber supply. Take 400,000,000 feet of white 
pine from this region, in Minnesota and Wisconsin, down the 


lakes to an Eastern market. What effect must it have upon our 
market? No Canadian pine will come into our country—not a 
tree; but this pine, the already short supply, will be drawn off to 
supply the markets of the East, and the effect of the taking of 
that 400,000,000 feet, which is about the amount of white pine 
used in the East, will be to add the $2 per thousand to all the board 


our peonia buy. 

Politically, selfishly—for I do not e t to seek reelection from 
the Republican party—I ought to be silent and allow you to pass 
the bill with this provision. I should like to see you do it and 
carry the State of South Dakota next year or North Dakota, either. 
Politically, I ought to be silent and let you go on with your work. 
Where we had only 183 majority last year we will have 8,000 next 
year. There is no possible ground on which to justify this sort 
ofathing. But I propose to have it thoroughly understood just 
what you are doing, and then if you want to do it, very well. I 
pro to plead the cause of the brave people who have gone out 
on the frontier and who have built homes on the prairies, many of 
them still living in sod houses because of the agricultural depres- 
sion which has made it impossible for them to purchase the white 
pine at present prices. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like to ask the Senator how many indi- 
viduals or firms own the white pine in this country? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ican not answer the question, but I should 
like to have the Senator from Nebraska do so if he can. I under- 
stand that the fire warden who has charge of the forests of Min- 
nesota says that there are 200 firms engaged in the cutting of all 
kinds of timber in the State of Minnesota. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ihave been informed that less than a dozen men 
or a dozen firms ibly, I should put it—own the entire white 
pine supp in the United States. 

Mr. IGREW. I think that is true of these three States. 
Enormous fortunes have been made. I understand the stock of 
one corporation, the Mississippi Boom Company, I believe it is, 
used to be $100 a share, and it is now $6,000 a share, and yet it is 
proposed to add to the price of that which is left for the benefit of 
these rich corporations. It hardly seems possible to me that we 
can indorse anything of the sort. 

It is urged in the interest of protection that yon want to equalize 
the cost of producing pine lumber in this country and the cost of 

roducing in Canada. Then,inr nse to a resolution from this 

y, Carroll D. Wright has shown that it costs more to produce 

1,000 feet of pine lumber in Canada than in the United States. 
Therefore the plea for labor is destroyed, 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand, if the Senator will permit me, that 
the theory of protection contemplates the increase of an industry 
rather than its decrease. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Certainly. I have enlarged upon that 
point somewhat. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator has shown that the forests are rap- 
idly disappearing, and that in the course of a few years they must 
become extinct entirely. Therefore the theory of protection cer- 
tainly can not apply to an industry of that kind. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Certainlynot. IthinkIstated that within 
twenty-five years we cut 200,000,000,000 feet of white pine and 
used it up. There is left in this country and in Canada about 
75,000,000,000 feet, not over 85,000,000,000 at the outside. 

There is not ten years' supply of white pine in both countries, 
and yet the proposition is to drive the white pine across the sea 
and to seek markets off from this continent and turn the whole 
attention of those who are destroying what is left to the small 
tracts remaining in these three States. Why isit? Who urges 
it? Is it the men who use timber on the prairies? Who wants 
this done? Simply the men who have cornered the pine in these 
three localities and are already many times millionaires. They 
are in haste to realize upon their investment. They have to pay 
taxes. They are in haste to close this market, so that they can 
take advantage of the cheap freights down the lakes and dispose 
of the entire timber and realize at once, and then perhaps do as 
some of our millionaires, move to Europe and enjoy the rest of 
their days. 

I do not know that they will goto Europe. I donot blame them 
at all for getting rich; I do not blame them at all for advocatin 
this tariff, but I do blame the representatives of those States 
they will allow them to do it. ho must be opposed, then, to 
this increase in the value of the small areas of remaining pine? 
The people who live throughout this country, on the prairies of 
Minnesota, Iowa, and the two Dakotas. How long are they going to 
bear the burden uncomplainingly? Not more than one more elec- 
tion, and I doubt if they do that. 

(I think it was printed in the 


There was presented yesterda; 
RECORD) a statement showing the amount of pine, from a report 


of the 1 Department, and also a statement from - 
roll D. Wright as to the difference in the cost of production in Can- 
ada and the United States. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Would it disturb the Senator for mo 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Not at all. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator explain the map a 
little? Ido not understand just what is meant by the different 
colors on the map. For instance, what does the n indicate? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. This green area is ian white pine, 
about 40,000,000,000 feet board measure. That is the country 
which it occupies, This yellow area Morus is the region 
in the United States that once had white pine, and these [indicat- 
ing], the green spots, show the region where there is still white 


pine. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I see. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. These three green tracts here [indicating] 
represent the area covered by white pine, but do not represent 
the exact locality of the white pine in those States. Forinstance, 
it is scattered more. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It gives the proportion? - 

Mr. PETTIGREW. “It, however, gives the proporcion of area 
which is now occupied by white pine and that which was occu- 
pied by white pine. I presume in Minnesota, for instance, some 
of the very best ERU pine still remains in this locality [indicat- 


,near Red e. 
. JONES of Arkansas. What is the coloring below; the 
yellow pine jn the Southern States? 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Theyellow pine, thelong-leaf pine. There 
are three varieties of pine in the Southern States, long-leaf or hard 
pine, short-leaf, and loblolly pine or soft pine; this [indicating] 
represents the area of that pine. For instance, in North Caro- 


a——— 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. What does the coloring on the Pa- 
cific side represent? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It represents the forests of the Pacific. 

Mr. CULLOM. What kind of wood is it? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Not white pine. There is not a tree of 
white pine on the Pacific Coast. Itistheredwood. There is some 
redwood in this locality [indicating]. 

Mr. WHITE. -If the Senator permit me, I will state that 
the red wood on the Pacific Coast runs from the point indicated on 
the diagram in California clear up nearly to the northern line, but 
toward the coast. The redwood is on the coast, right in there [in- 
dicatin * in Mendocino and Humboldt counties. 

Mr. P TTIGREW. That is where I sup it was. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The other embraces the coniferous 


trees? 

Mr, PETTIGREW. Cedar, Douglass fir, spruce, and hemlock. 
The great body of timber in all this region, with which I am more 
iliar than the other,is the Douglass fir. It is a hard fir, of 
great strength, and very valuable, but it isnot white pine; neither 
would it be affected by a provision putting white pine on the free 
list, for all the timber of British America, west of the Rocky Moun- 
tains, is of the same character—entirely so. I understand that 
there is a very little white pine on the mountains of Idaho, not 
exactly like the white pine of this lower region near the Great 
Lakes [indicating], but it is very near akin toit. That is all the 
white pine remaining in this country. 

Mr. President, I now intend to answer some of the ar; ents 
which have been made in favor of putting a duty on white pine. 
It was stated yesterday, I think, in debate, that the stumpage in 
Canada is only 50 cents a thousand. That is not the fact. The 
Canadians first estimate their timber. They advertise for bids and 
sell it subject toa Hauses V of $1.25 a thousand. For instance, 
itis advertised in time so that men who wish to purchase can g 
in and explore the forests themselves. They go in and explore the 
forests and estimate the timber. The price is about $2.50 a thou- 
sand, subject to a 3 of $1 to $1.25, which is to be paid when 
the timber is taken. Then a purchaser es an investment in 
standing trees of $2.50 a thousand, subject, when he cuts it, to an 
additional payment of $1.25 a thousand. 

It has also n stated that the Canadian logging streams are 
improved by the Government. That is not correct. I do not care 
to go into the subject further than to make the statement that it 
is not correct and to cite my authority. The matter of protection 
f. 9m fire in Canada has also been urged as one of the advantages 
of lumbering, but the owners are required to pay one-half. They 
hase to pay $2.50 a thousand, while the Canadian Government is 
FM the $1.25, whichis not paid until the Iumber is taken 
off. 

Ihave in my hand a statement made by a uo number of 
American citizens answering every objection rai against plac- 
ing white us on the free list, and among the number I find ex- 
Governor Rich, of Michigan; Albert Pack, F. W. Gilchrist, of 
Michigan; W. L. Procter, of New York. It is also signed by a 
large number of lumber firmsin Michigan. In it they pr to 
answer the arguments in favor of placing a duty of $2 a thousand 
on white pine. I ask the Secretary to read the document. It is 
short, and it will get into the RECORD in that way, and I wish to 
present the facts to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


THE LUMBER TARIFF. 
To the members of the Ways and Means Committee - 
of the Fifty-fourth Congress. 
GENTLEMEN: On December 31 last a hearing was had by your committee 
on “Schedule D" of the new tariff bill in preparation, covering wood and 


manufactures of wood. 

The undersigned were not t at this hearing, for the reason that we 
looked upon the former action of your committee, in and recom- 
mending and paesing through the House of Representatives what was known 
as the ley tariff bill, as a deliberate 5 of judgment as to the 
relatively proper tariff to be placed upon white-pine lumber. 

From the entire list of imports, free and dutíable, only the wool schedule 
and the lumber schedule were singled out for individual consideration. 

We had noted that wool and woolen goods were made dutiable at the ra 
generally, of 60 per cent of the dutyim in the McKinley bill of 1890, an 

lumber was likewise made dutiable at the rate of 60 per cent of the duty 
x eim law, or at the rate of 60 cents per thousand on undressed white- 
pine lumber. 

And when this bill was reported to the House it was shown that it would 
add to our national revenues about $40,000,000 annually; that it would meas- 
urably restore the woolgrowing industry; that it would put the nation on a 
— basis, and so bring in an era of business confidence and pros- 
perity. 

Thus it was that we naturally relied upon your committee to take such 
moderate, just, and considerate action on the wood schedule as was had when 
the McKinley law was framed, and as had been foreshadowed in your so re- 
cent action along the lines of the McKinley bill in its treatment of lumber, 
and we therefore did not appear at the appointed hearing. 

It was not foreseen that a committee appointed ata meeting originating 
with the Southern Lumber Manufacturers’ Association, a body of gentlemen 
who produce no white-pine lumber, and who have a natural home 
market for their products, with an extensive and gro export trade, 
would come before you, and with representations as to facts, often know- 
ingly and willfully incorrect, create such a prejudice t Canadian lum- 
ber producers as to lead you to double the rate of the McKinley tariff on un- 
planed white-pine lumber, making it $2 per thousand instead of $1, thus in 
effect probibiting ts importation. 

To be specific, we refer to the printed report of the tariff hearings upon 
which your action was : 

]t was stated the chairman of the lumbermen's committee, as appears 
on pages 459 and 490, that the Canadian Government demands only 50cents 

r thousand for their lumber (stumpage) instead of $3, as our Government 

emands;" that this 50 cents per thousand is not pes until the lumber is 
ready to ship; and he asks if is fair to compel erican lumbermen to 
compete with foreign producers on such a basis. 

Another member of the lumbermen's committee adds the misinformation 
that in Canada the timber can be bought from the Government at all times 
for 50 cents per thousand. 

We here state in contradiction of these gentlemen the fact, well known to 
at least some members of their committee present, that Canada pine timber 
can not be bought “at all times” from the Canadian Government for 50 cents 
per thousand, nor at any time. 

At intervals, averaging, perhaps, three pes the Canadian Government 
sells the ht to cut certain territory deflnitely subdivided into what are 
r limits.” which are sold at auction to the higher bidder, sub- 
stantially for cash. The money thus paid is called the bonus," and amounts 
in On , where most of the lumber is produced which comes to this coun- 
try, to from two to four dollars per thousand feet on the timber standing on 
the limit, with an average of about $2.50 per thousand. 

Once bought, these limits are sold or lumbered by the purchasers just as 
pine lands are in this country, and when cut, the vernment u the 
payment of a final stumpage charge, ranging from $1 to $1.25 per thousand 

eet. 


Again, the chairman of the lumbermen’s committee states (page 1 hin re- 
ly to a question by Mr. Johnson, that the labor cost of lumbering is higher 
in Canada, while it is well known among lumbermen 


Since American lumbermen have entered so largely into the operation of 
Canadian timber, it isa rule that wages have advanced there fully to the 
American standard. Further, and by reason of the broken and mountainous 
surface and the long, rocky, and difficult streams to be driven, the labor cost 
of lumbering is not less than $1 per thousand more than in Michigan, Wiscon- 
sin, and Minnesota. 

Ón page XP it is stated in the memorial individually signed by the ways 
and means committee of the lumbermen, including gentlemen who knew to 
the contrary. that "the Canadian Government carries the timber until it is 
cut without interest or hazard tothe manufacturer, besides improving the 
streams and supporting a corps of forest rangers." 

We have already pointed out the payment of a bonus for the right to cut 
of an average of not less than $2.50 per thousand feet, which is surely at the 
hazard of the purchaser. 

The Canadian logging streams are not improved by the Government for 
the lumbermen, but are improved, instead, when necessary, companies 
and individuals, as in this country. 

The claim that the Canadian Government carries the fire risk is the near- 
est approach to « correct statement of Canadian conditions made before your 
committee, since it may be said to be one-third true. The limit holder car- 
ries, say, $2.50 of risk and the Government $1.25 of risk in each thousand n 
but thé advantage of the Government carrying this risk is really conside: 
and paid for when the right to cut is pure E 

As to the fire-ranging expenses, the limit holders are charged with the 
pa 


ent of one-half. 

e have gone over this matter categorically in order to bring before your 
committee plainly the fact that it has been imposed upon in these formal 
statements made to it regarding the stumpage cost, labor cost, and the nature 
of timber holdings in the Canadian pineries. 

These statements were made to create the impression that Canadian lum- 
ber competition was unequal and ruinous and to furnish a foundation upon 
which to stand and ask for protection against it. y 

But it is not for protection nor for revenue as 8 prin- 
ciples that this lumbermen's committee has established itself in this city, to 
sit as long as Con, sits," with its president andits two vice-presidents and 
its stenographers of which it ts. 

Their business here is to prohibit Canada pine lumber, which is nearly all 
used in New England and New York, and to compel people to buy 
Bouthern lumber, whether they want it or not. 
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[Represen Saginaw Salt and Lumber Company, naw, Mich.; Love- 
land, Rayer & ite, Saginaw, Mich.; Saginaw Bay Tonin Company, Ba: 
5 Mich.; unen rog Towing Company, Bay City, Mich.; Turner 

er, Bay City, Mich.; Pitts & Co., Bay City, Mich.; South End Salt and 
Lumber company, Bay City, Mich.; McEwen Bros. & Co., Bay A Mich.; 
W.L.&H.D. urchill, Alpena, Mich.; Comstock Bros., Alpena, Mich.; F. W. 
; Geo. N. Fletcher & Sons, Alpena, Mich.; Albert 

na, Mich.; es yg Smith's Sons, Cheboygan, Mich.: Swift & 
.& A. MeArthur Company ámited, IPM 

eed. ema me Mich.: Alger Smith & Co., Detroit, Mich.; 

David bit cee ir. ich.; Salliotte & Fi son, Detroit, Mich.; 
Edmund Hall, etroit, Mich.; Delta Lumber Company, Detroit, Mich.; Brown- 
lee & Co., Detroit, Mich.; Cutler & Savi . Detroit, Mich.; Holland, Graves 
& Montgomery, ae N. V.; Skillings, tneys & Barnes Lumber Com- 


pany, Boston, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The paper is signed by a very num- 
ber of firms engaged in the manufacture of lumber in Michigan 
and other States. One of the largest firms engaged in lumbering 
in New England also si the statement. 

Mr. WILSON. May I interrupt the Senator from South Da- 


kota to ask him a question for i 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishould be very glad to have the Senator 
interrupt me. 

Mr. WILSON. Is it not a fact, also, that these gentlemen who 
signed the paper are large owners of Canadian stumpage, and they 
2 to manufacture upon that side and ship it into this side free 
of duty? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should not be Par n if many of them 
are owners of Canadian stumpage. I think that is very likely the 
fact. It does not detract one particle from my argument, how- 
ever. I have simply had read from respectable gentlemen a refu- 
tation of many of the arguments made on the other side. So far 
as my argument is concerned, it is not affected one particle by the 
fact that those men own timber in Canada. Nota single stick of 
Canadian timber will come into the country where I live, and you 
can shut out the Canadian timber which these men wish to cut 
and nut into the New England market, and then take the timber 
which supplies the country I represent and ae the New Eng- 
land market, and thus all the sooner exhaust the supply and make 
us pay $2 a thousand additional. My amendinent does not affect 
the Pacific Coast. You have no white pine coming into that 
country—not a tree, not a stick, not a board. Eve icle of 
lumber which will come in competition on the Pacific Coast is 
the Canadian lumber on the Pacific Coast, which is not white pine, 

Mr. WILSON. It is commonly called Portland pine. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is Douglass fir and cedar and spruce. 

Mr. WILSON. Douglass fir and cedar and spruce. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. But what is more, Mr. ident, in 1898 
in Puget Sound there were fifty ships at one time loading with lum- 
ber to go to Australia, to go to China, to go to South and Central 
America. Every one of those ships had to Ty the forests of 
Canada and into Puget Sound to get their loads. ow did it come, 
if a duty will do the people of Puget Sound any good, that those 
people did not stop and get their free lumber? lf lumber was 
cheaper in Canada, why did they not load in Canada instead of 
coming through the Straits of Juan de Fuca and down into Puget 
Sound? Why did they not load in Canada? 

Mr. WILSON. They did. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Fifty of them were loading at different 

ints in Poper Sound when I was there in 1893, and they were 
Tadig for the foreign trade. So they did not load in Canada. 

However, Mr. President, the pineof North Carolina can be man- 
ufactured for $6.50 a thousand. The white pine, owing to the 
high price of stumpage, can not be manufactured for less than 
$10.50 a thousand. Your Southern pine comes in to be used in 
connection with white pine. Iget my figures with regard to the 
cost and the production of pine lumber in North Carolina from 
Bulletin No. 5 of the North Carolina Geological Survey, J. A. 
Holmes, State geologist, in which he says: 

The rafting of timber to the mills is done by farm laborers during the dull 
seasons of the year. The price paid at the mills for this timber is 75 
to S a thousand feet board measure for sone pina: and from $3 to $6 for 
cy and ash, according to the quality of the ber and situation of the 

Long-leaf pine brings the same prices as loblolly pine. 

The cost, which is stated at $3.75 to $5 a thousand, would make 
the ave cost 84.38 a thousand. Then, if we add the cost of 
sawing, which will not exceed $2 a thousand, six dollars and a 
half will manufacture a thousand feet of pine lumber in North 


Carolina. 
It is well known that to-day, along the coast anywhere, white 
p brings from $2 to $4 per thousand feet, even for coarse lum- 
, more than Southern pine. The Southern pine is worth more 


ormation only? 
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for some purposes, but for others it is not worth somuch. For 
instance. for exterior work white pine takes paint, while pitch 
ine will absorb more or less moisture, it will not absorb paint. 
msequently, in our Northern latitude, the moisture gets in 
under the paint and drives the paint off. Therefore for outside 
work in our Northern regions it is not good, but for inside work 
it is excellent, and we finish our houses with it, more or less. We 


use it where great structures and heavy timbers are required, etc. 

Further than that, an absolutely clear board of white pine is 
worth $50 a thousand in Néw England to-day. An 2 
clear board of Southern pine will bring about 825 a thousand. 
They can not compete, with that t difference in price. They 
are used for different purposes. Therefore the proposition here 

nted in insisting upon a duty on white pine is simply that 

e owners of the forests in Wisconsin, Minnesota, and Michigan 
shall be allowed tolevy a tax of $2 a thousand upon the people 
who live upon those prairies; and that is all there is to it. 

Now, let us see about thesupply. It has been said by a Senator 
that I do not tell the truth about it; I will let Senators quarrel 
with somebody else besides myself upon the subject. I have in my 
hands an ‘extract from a statement prepared by the Chief of the 
Forestry Division, transmitted by the Secretary of Agriculture to 
the United States Senate in response to the resolution of Sena- 
tor WILLIAM E. CHANDLER of New Hampshire, April 14, 
1 i referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered printed, 

ril 19. 
nder the head of “Supplies,” I read as follows: 

For Minnesota the chief fire warden of the State has attempted a canvass 
(see Appendix 2). the result of which would indicate nearly 18.000,000,000 feet as 
standing in the State, S DR Horwar pine, the estimate having been made 
for 1895. This has been criti by competent judges as much too high; 
nevertheless, adding the estimates of all other kinds of coniferous woods, 
some of which as Ay remains unused, it isthought that a statement in round 
up erbe puri 

0 „ E 
b toracastiag the probabilities: x : 

Now, of that, between three and four billion feet is Norway 
pine, and not white pine. 

I have in my hand the report of the chief fire warden of the 
State of Minnesota. In this separi he undertakes to give an esti- 
mate of all pine timber in the State by counties, and of all other 
timber in the State by counties, and then he sums up and makes 
this statement: 


ITotal white pine........ 


Norway (or red) pine .. 
CRY (or JACK) pi LL LEE Lure daa ser Qe d aaa chara 4S o re 640, 000, 


So there is the authority for the supply in the State of Minne- 


Rota. 

Now, about Wisconsin. The data with regard to Wisconsin is 
not as accurate as I should like, and yet it shows considerable in- 
vestigation upon this subject: 

For Wisconsin, official data are entirely lacking. An estimate of ten billion 
as the maximum stand of white pine and Norway pine has been made by a 


competent lumberman, 
Then he cites: —ůů 


(See MUSS 3.) As there is considerable hemlock and other coniferous 
wood in the State. and as it is preferable to overstate, we may treble this 

ount and take 30,000,000,000 feet, a probable overstatement of 50 per cent, as 
coniferous timber fit for lumbering standing in 


e uem amount of 

Now,from that I make the statement that there are 10,000,000,000 
feet of white pine; of other kinds of pine, of Norway pine, spruce, 
&nd hemlock, 5,000,000,000 feet. 

For Michigan a canvass from township to township has been made by the 
commissioner of labor of the State for 1896 (see Appendix 4) which develops 
An area two and one-quarter million acres in pine and hemlock— 

Which will cut 5,000,000,000 feet of lumber. 

The reason why I make the statement that 10,000,000,000 feet of 
white pine is all there is in Wisconsin is because of the statement 
made here with regard to the matter by the Agricultural Depart- 
ment, and because of the fact, established by authority, by care- 
ful investigation, that it corresponds somewhere near with the 
work of destruction which has been going on in Michigan and 
"Minnesota, where we have authoritative data upon the subject. 
"We know well enough that the pine forests of north Wisconsin 
have furnished the lumber for southern Minnesota, Iowa, Ne- 
braska, and South Dakota very largely, our people haying drawn 
almost their entire supply from the forests of north Wisconsin 
during the last few que 

If this is correct, these white-pine forests are bound to disappear 

tirely in the next eight or ten years, and no possible excuse can 
urged why we should hurry its destruction. x 

Of course the price of pine timber has declined, but it was not 
because Canadian pine could come in free. The price of white 
pine declined because there was, in the first place, previous to 1893, 
‘an enormous demand which stimulated the cutting of the trees; 
but 33 the depression which came with a decline in prices 

ting from the complete demonetization of silver in this coun- 
by the repeal of the Sherman law in 1898, with the misery and 


distress which came to the farming community all over the land, 
our towns to grow and our le to prosper, and 
they were unable to purchase. Butthelumbermen had continued 
the cut, and the dull season found a large amount of pine on 
hand, and . among the lumbermen lowered the price; 
and that is all there is to it. 

Now, there is another thing, Mr. President. These same men 
who can combine and open an office here in the city for the pur- 

of securing a duty of $2 per thousand on pine can easily com- 
ine, after they have secured a duty, to maintain the price at the 
full limit of the tariff. 

Sometimes I have thought that the condemnation of trusts was 
left out of the Republican platform at St. Louis on purpose to 
getan excessive tariff upon a great number of items that con- 
sumers use in this country, and then combine without violating 
their party pledges in putting the duty up to the limit of the 
tariff. The two conventions before the last denounced trusts, 
but when the trusts got together in convention at St. Louis they 
concluded not to abuse each other, and left it out entirely. And 
so we have these excessive raises all through the pending bill. 

In 1890 the consumption of white pine produced from the mills 
of Wisconsin, Minnesota, and Michigan was 8.352.000, 000 feet; 
the price per thousand was $11; the duty, $2 per thousand. In 
1891, with the duty reduced to $1, the consumption was 8,333,- 
000,000 feet; the price was $12 a thousand. 1892 the con- 
sumption was 9,123,000,000 feet; the price was $12.50 a thousand 
and the duty $1 a thousand. In 1893, the year of the general 
panic, we consumed 7,073,000,000 feet; the price was $12, the 

uty 81. 
ow what happened? The lumbermen produced as much that 
year as the year before, but the consumption had fallen off 2,000,- 
000,000 feet. The consequence was astock on hand, so that in 1894 
this lumber fell to $9.50 a thousand. In 1895 it rose to $10, and in 
i it fell to $9.50, and the consumption fell off to 6,082,000,000 
eet. 

Now, I contend that these men are anxious to realize; they want 
to shut the Canadian pine out of New England and the Eastern 
States and make a market for their pine, and thus destroy com- 
pletely those forests from which we w our supply, and make 
us pay $2 a thousand more than we arenow paying for their prod- 
uct. The question is whether the Republican party is going to 
help them do it. That is all there is to it, It does not affect any 
other interest. The lumber prođucers not ony in this region, but 
in other regions of the country, have combined for the p of 
carrying this out. Of course you may help them doit, but I am 
bound that you shall do it knowing the facts. 

Now, a few words upon the subject of revenue, Mr. President. 
I do not know that my friend from Georgia said that he is in favor 
of this duty, but he said he is in favor of no duty unless itis a 
revenue duty—that no protective tariff whatever would receive ap- 

roval at his hands. ere isnot very much revenuein this. For 
instance, white pine is used for boxes. They do not want pitch 
ine to ship meat products, because it makes them taste or smell. 
hey do not want pitch pine to ship a high class of goods, for in- 
stance, such as clothing, dress goods, etc., because it gives a taste 
or smell, or the pitch melts out and destroys and injures the goods. 
White pine makes the best boxes becauseit does not warp, it stays 
in shapo; and they use it to ship dressed meats, they use it to ship 
petroleum, they useit as cases for bottles, and so on; and thequan- 
ay used is enormous. 
he bill provides that there shall be a rebate of the duty if it is 
exported. It is within thirty days that the Standard Oil Company 
let a contract for $30,000 worth of boxes, and they specified (per- 
haps here is the reason why we want a duty on white pine) that 


the boxes should be made out of Canadian pine. Why? Because 


they would get the rebate of $2 a thousand. When they were 
asked why they insisted on Canadian pine they said, There is 
going to be a duty of $2 a thousand on pine, and we will get the 
rebate." Armour ships large quantities of boxes to Europe, and 
he will be placed in thesame situation. Sothe Government really 
would be imposing the duty for the purpose of putting it into the 
8 of these people. Here is another trust to be taken care of. 

wo hundred million feet it is estimated are exported in this way. 

Mr.CAFFERY. Will it interrupt the Senator if I ask hima 
question? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It will not interrupt me at all. 

Mr. CAFFERY. What is the amount of the rebate allowed? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The same as the duty, $2 a thousand. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Then it is practically free? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes; it is free to those people. We are 
getting to the point where we do not care how much the pro- 

uncer of wealth pays, so we let the fellow who gne away from 
him what he produces free. We imported from Canada in 
1895, 750,000,000 feet. is country consumed, I suppose. twelve 
or fourteen billion feet of lumber. this amounts to about 24 

cent. Of the 750,000,000 feet pe. pes from Canada, about 

,000,000 was spruce, so that in reality we imported 550,000,000 
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feet of white pine. Then we 


reexport in boxes, say, 250,000,000 
feet, leaving 300,000,000 feet on which to pay duty. That is the 
revenue feature of the case. "There is very little revenue in that 
except for the men who export the boxes made out of the pine. 

I do not know, Mr. President, that I care to say anything fur- 
ther at this time. At some future time I shall probably enter 
into this subject again, for I apprehend it will not be disposed of 
this afternoon. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I desire to submit some remarks, 


very brief ones, upon this paragraph, but I am not M eee to do 
of the bill will 


80 this evening, and I trust the Senator in charge 
permit it to be passed over until Monday. 
Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me to offer some 


amendments on behalf of the committee to other paragraphs of 
the bill and have them disposed of, I think I will consent to an 
adjournment. It is the general expression that we ought to ad- 
journ at oe ar soua to-day. The amendments to 
paragra ave, eve, been agreed to—— 

Mr. VEST. N 


0. 

Mr. ALLISON. Except the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave an amendment pending. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the pending amendment. That can 


be jew over informally. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAIRBANKS in the chair). 
That amendment will stand over for the present. 
Mr. ALLISON. Lask that the next paragraph may be read. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 194, line 22, after the word ‘‘ cedar,” to strike out or other 
woods;" so as to make the paragraph read: 


194. Pa railroad ties, and telephone, trolley, electric-light, and 
telegraph poles of cedar, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
Mr. ALLISON. Iask that that amendment may be disagreed to. 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator state the reason for striking 
out or other woods”? 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee originally proposed. to strike 
out **or other woods," but they have abandoned that amendment. 

I 5 G 3 $ PY vies fir fos will be 8 

r. x t paragraph 1 e way itis pro 

to be amended by the Senator from Iowa. T p 

The Secretary read paragraph 194, as follows: 

194. Paving posts, railroad ties, and telephone, trolley, electric-light, and 
telegraph poles of cedar or other woods, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. That is the paragraph as it came from the House? 
n ALLISON. It leaves the paragraph as it came from the 

ouse. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment will be 


— , 
he next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
strike out paragraph 195, in the following words: 

195. Kindling wood in bundles not exceeding one-quarter of a cubic foot 
each, three-tenths of 1 cent per bundle; if in larger bundles, three-tenths of 
lcent for each additional quarter of a cubic foot or fractional part thereof. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understood the Senator from Iowa 
to state that he proposet to offer his amendments that they might 
be pending. I did not understand that he wanted them acted on 


now. 

Mr. ALLISON. They may be acted upon now. They are not 

ally important. However, if any Senator desires to have 
dan go over, that course can be taken. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The articles in paragraph 194 are free 
under the present law, and while I do not want to keep the Senate 
in session, I am not just ready to agree that 20 per cent shall be 
put on those things without a vote against it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am perfectly willing to take a vote on it, if 
the Senator desires a special vote upon that question. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then we will take a vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator move to strike out the para- 


ph? 
ha JONES of Arkansas. I do not object to the committee with- 
drawing its amendment, because, while I do not agree to it, I shall 
make no resistance to that action; but I will move to strike out 
paragraph 194 and take a vote on it, with the intention of putting 
the articles named on the free list. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. HALE and others. Question! 

The PRESIDING OFFIC The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Arkansas to strike out aph 194. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On that I ask for the yeas and na 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary pr ed 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. He is not pres- 
ent, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 


E HARRIS EE Kansas deas hig teenie was called). Ihavea 
gen wi e junior Senator from W yomin . CLARK 
and e withhold my vote. ? les uL 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name wascalled). Ihavea general 
pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LIN DbSAXT]J, which I have 
transferred to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and 
I am therefore at liberty to vote. I make this announcement as 
to the remainder of the votes for to-day. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
—— Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror], otherwise I should 
vote ‘‘ yea." 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam paired with the Senator from New Jer- 

[Mr. SEWELL]. 

. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON}. I should vote “yea” if 
he were present. 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I have a 
general per with theSenatorfrom North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] 
and in his absence I withhold my vote. If he were present, i 
should vote nay." 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. If he were pres- 
ent, he would vote yea” and I should vote nay." 


The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 17, nays 33; as follows: 
YEAS—17. 
Allen Cockrell, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Bate, Jones, Ark. Pettus, White. 
Kyle, Roach, 
Caffery, ills, Smith, 
Chilton, Morgan, Turpie, 
NAYS—33. 
Allison, Foraker, McBride, Shoup, 
Bacon, . cEnery, Spooner, 
Baker, G ger, MeLa: Stewart, 
Burrows, Gear, McMillan, Thurston, 
T, e, > ` 
Clay, Hawley, Perkins, Wetmore, 
Davis, Hoar, Platt, Conn. 
Elkins, Jones, Nev. Pritchard, 
Fairbanks, . Quay, 
NOT VOTING-—39. 
Aldrich, Gorman, Mant Rawlins, 
Butler, Gray, Martin, Sewell, 
non, Hanna, Mitchell, Teller, 
3 Hansbrough, 3 — 
rk, rris, 
Cullom, Harris Tenn. Nelson. Vere. 
Daniel, Heitfeld, 2 Wellington, 
Deboe, Kenney, 'enrose, Wilson, 
Faulkner, Lindsay, Platt, N. Y. Wolcott. 
rge, Mallory, Proctor, 


So the amendment of Mr. Jones of Arkansas was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was to strike out paragraph 195, in the 
following words: * 

195. Kindling wood in bundles not exceeding one-quarte 
each, three-tenths of 1 cent per bundle; if in eee tanta: 8 
l cent for each additional quarter of a cubic foot or fractional part thereof. 

Mr. ALLISON. A majority of the committee recommend that 
the amendment striking out this paragraph be disagreed to. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
amendment will be disagreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. What was done with the amendment of the com- 
mittee inlines 22 and 23 in paragraph 194? I was absent at the 
time. 

Mr. ALLISON. That amendment was disagreed to. : 

Mr. QUAY. Then the rate of duty stands as it was in the bill 
asit came from the House upon all railroad ties? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. : : 

Mr. WHITE. Do I understand that the committee propose to 
put 1 on the free list? 

Mr. ALLISON. They did propose that originally. 

Mr. WHITE. But they have changed their opinion as to the 
dutiable character of the kindling wood? r 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Iowa be good 
enough to explain why the committee has changed its opinion 
upon this question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwillexplain with very great pleasure. After 
examining this question more at large, we have discovered that 
the kindling-wood industry is a very large industry and rather an 
important one; and, of course, finding it to be an industry of im- 
portance requiring the protecting hand of the Government, we 
extended it. 

Mr. WHITE. Does not the Senator think he is whittling down 
the free list a good deal by leaving off kindling wood? [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLISON. That may be so. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I notice in this bill that sometimes 
we have put taxes on articles because we had abundant natural 
supplies, and at other times we put on taxes because our natural 
supplies were getting extremely limited. I should like to know 
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whether we are putting a tax on kindling wood on the ground 
that we have a great deal of kindling wood or no kindling wood 
at all? 

Mr. ALLISON. We have a very large industry in kindling 
wood in the United States, but Canada is competing with us. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Itis not an infant industry, I sup- 


e? - 
PME ALLISON. No, sir; but we want to get revenue and at 
the same time protect our own people. : : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the committee withdraws its 
proposition, I will renew the amendment of the committee to 
iko out aragraph 195, and ask a vote upon it. 

Mr. ALLISON. | If that is what the Senator from Arkansas de- 
sires, all he has to do is to ask for the yeas and nays on the motion 
to disagree to the amendment of the committee. I have asked 
that the Senate disagree to the amendment striking out the para- 
graph. : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That will be the same thing. My 
idea is to put kindling wood on the free list. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understood the Senator from Iowa to say that 
he was willing that this schedule should be passed over until 
Monday. 

Mr. ‘ALLISON. No; the paragraph which was under consid- 
eration, on which the Senator, I understood, desired to make some 
observations. - 

Mr. ALLEN. Iunderstood the Senator to say that after offer- 
ing a certain amendment, which was agreed to, he would consent 
to an adjournment. 

Mr. ON. I stated that after the amendments to the re- 
maining paragraphs of this schedule were disposed of I would 
consent to an adjournment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I had hoped that the entire schedule would be 
passed over until Monday. I desire to move as a substitute a por- 
tion of the Wilson law for this entire schedule. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; there can be no objection to that. 
esf will bestill open to the Senator after the schedule is per- 
fected. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. What is the agreement? I under- 
stood the schedule was to go over. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; but the Senator from Nebraska desires to 
move the provisions of the Wilson law as a substitute for all these 
paragraphs. That, of course, will be in order after paragraph 193 
goes over. 

Mr. BERRY. What is the question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas 

r. JONES] moves to disagree to the amendment reported by the 
mmittee on Finance to strike out paragraph 195. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The vote may be taken on the com- 
mittee's motion to strike out kw. inet det 

Mr. BERRY. Iflunderstand the matter, the committee moves 
to strike out that paragraph. That is the report of the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was the first report of the committee. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator in charge of the bill now asks the 
Senate not to agree to the report of the committee striking out 
the paragraph, and the question is, Will the Senate agree to the 
report made by the committee in striking out the paragraph? Is 
that the question? 

Mr. ALLISON. That isa very reasonable statement made by 
the Senator from Arkansas; but I also stated that, upon reconsider- 
ation, the committee had instructed me to make the motion to 
disagree. It was not my own motion. 

Mr. BERRY. I want to get the question properly stated, so as 
to know how to vote upon it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The question is on disagreeing to the amend- 
ment of the committee to strike ont the paragraph. 

Mr. BERRY. Then the parliamentary motion is the commit- 
tee recommend as an amendment to strike out this paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is right. 

Mr. BERRY. Then the question would be upon agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee, and those who want the 
paragraph stricken out will vote “ yea." 

Several SENATORS. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion will be upon agreeing 
to the committee amendment striking out the paragraph. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, if there be no objection, I should 
like to ask the Senator from Iowa whether this item of kindling 


proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 
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Mr. MALLORY (whenhisname was called). Iagainannounce 
my pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. If he 
were present, I should vote ** yea." 

n 4 8 5 I am paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 

ELSON]. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Iagain announce my ir with the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. e were present, I 
should vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand the junior Senator from New 
York [Mr. me is not paired. I will transfer my pair with the 
Senator from Delaware Dur. Gray] to the Senator from New 
York. so that I may cast my vote in order te make a quorum. 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 

Allen, Chilton, McLaurin, Tillman, 

on, Clay, Mills, ie, 
Bate, Cockrell, Morgan, Wal 
Berry, Gorman, Pettus, 
Caffery, Jones, Ark. Roach, 

NAYS—27 
Allison, Foraker, Jones, Ney. Platt, Conn, 
Baker, Frye ge. Sur. 
Burrows, ger, McBride, Shoup, 
Carter, Gear, McEnery, mes ^ 
Cullom, e cMillan, urston, 
Davis, Hawley, Mason, Wetmore. 
Fairbanks, oar, Perkins, 
NOT VOTING—A. 

Aldrich, Mitchell, Sewell, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Morrill, Smith, 
Cannon, is, Murphy, Stewart, 
Chandler, Harris, Tenn. Nelson, Teller, 
Clark, Heitfeld, Pasco, Turner, 
Daniel, Kenney, Penrose. Vest, 
Deboe, Kyle, Pettigrew. arren, 
Elkins, Lindsay, Platt, N. Y. Wellington, 
Faulkner, Mallory, tchard, te, 
George, Mantle, Proctor, "Wilson 
Gray. Martin, Rawlins, Wolcott. 


So the amendment of the committee to strike out paragraph 195 
was disagreed to. à 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and paragraphs 196 and 
197 were read in the following words: 

. Sa boards, planks, deals, and all forms of cedar, - 
TS 38 bora, box, granadilla, mahogany, tobe — sue 
and all other cabinet woods not further manutactured than sawed, 15 
cent ad valorem; veneers of wood, and wood, unmanufactured, not 
provided for in this act, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

197. Clapboards, $1.50 per thousand. 

Mr. VEST. Icallthe attention of my friend from Iowa to the 
fact that this is a part of the white-pine question in paragraphs 
197 and 198, and if we over paragraph 193 we must pass over 
these paragraphs, or else bring up the whole question. Here is 
an increase upon pine clapboards and pine shingles. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee offer no amendment to para- 
graph 196. Itis open to amendment, of course. 

r. VEST. Iam talking about paragraphs 197 and 198, which 
are part of the white-pine business. You increase the duty there 
on white-pine clapboards, and in the next paragraph you increase 
it upon white-pine shingles. "That, of course, is a corollary from 
the increase to $2 a thousand on white pine in paragraph 193. 
When you start in you will have to go through it all. 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 198 has no reference to the question 
of white pine. 

Mr. FRYE. That refers to hard woods. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is in the act of 1894. 

Mr. VEST. Paragraph 201,shingles,” is the one I meant. On 
pine shingles you make an increase. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well, we can pass that over. The Secre- 
tary, however, has not yet reached it in the reading of the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Paragraph 197 must be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 197 will be passed 
over, without objection. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not think paragraph 197 is connected 
with the question of white pine. 

Mr. VEST. It makes an increase on pine clapboards. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I know; but the amendment with regard 
to white pine will probably only embrace that which has not 
dressed or improved, simply the rough lumber, and this is an 
improved product. 

Mr. VEST. In the McKinley law pine clapboards were $1 and 
spruce $1.50, and in this bill the rate is $1.50 upon all. That is 
what Imean. If the Senator will look at the comparative state- 
ment, he will find that in the McKinley law there was only $1 up- 
on these pine clapboards and $1.50 upon spruce, which was right, 
under the duties imposed by thatlaw. Now, in accordance with 
the increase pun white pine in paragraph 193, of course the com- 
mittee logically have increased the duties upon the products of 
pine. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that if his amend- 
ment shall be adopted, I shall cheerfully consent to go back to 
clapboards and to make an amendment accordingly, so as to make 
ihe rate correspond with the McKinley law. 

Mr. FRYE. And e qne too. 

Mr. ALLISON. And shingles as well,when we reach that par- 


agraph. 
Before paragraph 198 is read, on behalf of the committee, I pro- 
a modification of the amendment by inserting the words ex- 
cept fence posts” after the word ** posts," in line 12, and leaving 
heading bolts and stave bolts as they are in the bill as it came to 
us from the House of Representatives; so that the paragraph will 


198. Hubs for wh 
last blocks, wagon bl 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 198, page 62, line 12, after the 
word “posts,” it is proposed to insert except fence posts," and 
to strike out heading bolts, stave bolts" and insert except 
fence posts." 

Mr. ALLISON. No. Letthe original amendment striking out 
* heading bolts, stave bolts" be disagreed to; that is to say, the 
only amendment I propose is to insert except fence posts,” in line 

12. after the word posts.” 


posts; except fence posts, heading bolts, stave bolts, 
e 


resi HALE. Leaving the rest as the House of Representatives 
sed it. 7 
MS ALLISON. I propose to modify the amendment so as to 


read as I have stated ít. 
Mr. FRYE. The one amendment is agreed to and the other is 


disagreed to. 
Mr. VEST. What do you W Bay to do with fence posts—put 
them on the free list or in the et clause? 


Mr. ALLISON. We shall dispose of them later on by putting 
them on the free list or somewhere else, but we do not propose to 
put them in here. 

Mr. VEST. I should like, as this is Saturday afternoon, to be 
able to spend the Sabbath in a calm frame of mind; and if you 
are going to 8 on the free list, it will be some consolation. 

The P ING OFFICER. The paragraph as proposed to 
be amended will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the paragraph so as 
to read: 

Fig Hubs fer wheels, pori ew pue posts, heading vg bag he Bolts; 
sticks, rough hewn, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. y ; 

'The next aeo rey of Ses — on 23 yas, in the 
same paragraph, line 14, after the words *‘ roug wn," to strike 
out *or;" and in line 15, before the word twenty,“ to strike out 
« only” and insert or bored;” so as to read: 

And alllike blocks or sticks, rough-hewn, sawed, or bored, 20 per cent ad 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I had intended to move to strike out, 
in order to save time, all the paragraphs from 197 to 201, with the 
intention of putting all the articles referred to in nose rm aie as 
on the free list; but I presume the SONO re will be raised 
by the motion made by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], 
and so I shall not make the motion now. 

Mr. HALE. That will put it all in one motion. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and paragraph 199 was 
read in the following words: 

199. Laths, 15 cents per 1,000 pieces. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee recommend the insertion of 
“25 cents instead of ** 15 cents" in that paragraph. 

Mr. WHITE. I ask the Senator from Iowa whether 15 cents 
was not the McKinley rate? . 

Mr. ALLISON. It was the McKinley rate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I want the yeas and nays on that 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VEST. This is an increase of 10 cents over the McKinley 


rate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Per thousand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In ph 199, page 62, line 16, before the 
word ‘‘cents,” it is pro to strike out ‘‘ fifteen” and insert 
* bwenty-five;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

199. Laths, 25 cents per 1,000 pieces. 


Mr. BACON. I ask the Senator from Iowa what is the ad 


valorem, xk cam aS 

Mr. AL N. Twenty-five per cent. 
Mr. HALE. I will state to the Senator that if the rate was 30 
form tot. upon pine. It is made to con- 
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Mr. BACON. If it was 30 cents? 

Mr. HALE. If it was 30 cents, but it is only asked to make the 
rate 25 cents. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should say it would be about 20 or 25 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Mr. BACON. Hardly tliat much. It can not be 20 or 25 per 
cent ad valorem. That is impossible. A thousand laths certainly 
cost more than 60 cents, 

Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps it is not more than 15 per cent, but it 
is a very low rate of duty. 

Mr. BACON. I doubt that very much. For instance, I know 
that laths in my section of the country cost in the neighborhood 
of $1.75 to $2 per thousand. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, The comparative statement says they 
would be worth $1.14. > 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll 
on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
SON]. 

e urs teg to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. 

Mr.MALLORY (when hisname wascalled). Iagain announce 
my pair with the Senator from Vermont pes PROCTOR]. 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). Iam with 
the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called]. 
the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. 
sent, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). lagain announce 
my pair with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. If he were 
present, he would vote * nay "and I should vote“ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iinquireif the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
THURSTON] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then I withhold my vote, as I am paired with 
that Senator. 

Mr. BATE. I desire to announce that my coll e [Mr. Har- 
RIS] is absent sick, and is paired with the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MORRILL], who is likewise absent. I make this announce- 
ment to apply for the day. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have announced my pair with the Senator 
from Delaware [ Mr. GRAY], but I transfer that pair to the junior 
Senator from New York [Mr. Piatt], and I vote ** yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 17; as follows: 


I am paired with 
RNER], who is ab- 


YEAS—29, 
Allison, Fair Jones, Nev. Pri 
Baker, Foraker, Lodge. y» 
Burrows, e, ate 0. = oup, 
Car ter * inger, cEner y * T, 
Cullom, Gear, McMillan, Wetmore. 
Davis, Hale. Mason, 
Deboe, Hawley, Perkins, 
Elkins, Hoar, Platt, Conn. 
NAYS. 
Alle: Chilton, Mi W. 
e ae — m 
Bate, Pettus, 
Berry, Jones, Ark. 
Caffery, McLaurin, Turpie, 
NOT VOTING—43. 
Aldrich, Hansbrongh, Morrill, 8 
Butler, Harris, Murphy, —— 
Cannon. Harris, Tenn. Nelson, Thurston, 
Chandler, Heitfeld, 5 Tillman, 
Clark. Kenney, nrose, ‘Turner, 
Daniel, Kyle, Pettigrew, Vest, 
Faulkner, a 5 * Platt, N. Y. 7 
George. allory, T. e lington, 
German, an K Rawlins, Wilson, 
Gray. Sewell, Wolcott. 
Mitche 

So the amendment of Mr. ALLISON was aet to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does theSenator from Missouri ask that para- 
graph 201 be passed over? 

r. VEST. Yes, sir. 


Mr. ALLISON. Let d 


HR 201 be passed over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 201 will be passed 
over. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 202, page 62, line 23, 
before the words per centum," to strike out “thirty and insert 
**twenty-five;" so as to make the paragraph read: 


202. Casks and barrels ),sugar-box shooks, and packing boxes 
6!!! Xk atin pees ori erg em 

cent ad valorem. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 


gen 


The next amendment was, in paragraph 203, page 03, line 2, be- 

fore the words “per centum," to strike out “fifty” and insert 
*forty;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

203. Chair cane or reeds, wrought or manufactured from rattans or reeds, 


per cent ad valorem; osier or willow pared for basket makers’ use, 20 
cent ad valorem; manufactures of osier or willow, 40 per cent ad valorem. 


ae VEST. That is an increase of 10 per cent over the McKin- 
W. 

.CAFFERY. Osier or willow is to be placed back at the 
McKinley rate of 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ISON. I believe so. 

Mr. VEST. It is an increase over the McKinley rate. 
wears WHIT E wish s ee from Iowa would consent 

at paragraph 203 may be passed over. 

Mr ALLI ON. Let it be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in r 204, page 63, line 5, 
before the words per one thousand,” to strike out ** 2 cents" and 
insert ‘‘1 cent;" so as to read: 


204. Toothpicks of wood or other vegetable substance, 1 cent per 1,000and 15 
per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. WHITE. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
what was the McKinley duty on butchers’ and packers’ skewers, 
hich come later in this paragraph. Was there any duty at all 
the McKinley Act? 
Mr. ALLISON. I understand not. 
Mr. WHITE. This is an addition? 
Mr. ALLISON. This is an addition. 
Mr. WHITE. I inquire whether there appears to be any undue 
importation of skewers at present? 
. ALLISON. I have no information as to the importations. 
I propose to modify the amendment of the committee by striking 
out what the committee have already proposed, 1 cent and 15 per 
aci ad 3 leaving 2 cents stand; so that the paragraph 
stand: 


Toothpicks of wood or other vegetable substance, 2 cents per 1,000. 
Mr. WHITE. Can the Senator state the ad valorem on that 


rate? 

Mr. ALLISON. Itisimpossible to state the ad valorem on the 
Japanese toothpicks, but I think it is about 15 or 20 per cent on 
the other toothpicks, which sell at 8 or 10 cents a thousand, foreign 


value. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
i amendment reported by the Committee on Finance as modi- 


The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 204, line 6, after the 
‘word **skewers," to strike out ‘‘40 cents per thousand” and insert 
**20 per cent ad valorem;" so as to read: 

Butchers’ and packers’ skewers, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the paragraph may now be read as 
amended. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
204. Toothpicks of wood or other vegetable substance, 2 cents 000; 
butchers’ packers’ skewers, 20 per cent ad ee ee 


The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 


of paragraph 205. 

Mr. ‘ALLISON, T have one or two amendments in addition, but 
they =ni give rise to some little discussion. I do not know that 
they . I will now move an executive session, with the under- 
standing that we go back to aph 193 on Monday. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish the attention of the Senator from 
Iowa fora moment. Iam going to be absent from the city Mon- 
day and Tuesday. Ishall be here again Wednesday, and I desire 
that para SoD 193 shall fot be disposed of until I return. 

Mr. HAL . Several Senators have remained here in order to 


i o paragraph 193, hoping that it would be acted upon to- 
far. S nder the circumstances, I do not think we ought to agree 
et it go over. 
The PRESIDIN G VA dein Is there objection to considering 
paragra as passed over 
Mr. HALE. Imust object. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. ALLISON. Imove that the Senate proceed to the corisid- 
‘eration of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes tin exec- 


utive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and 80 
ie p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 7, 1897, 
12 o clock meridian. 
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NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate June 5, 1897. 
CONSULS-GENERAL. 

Andrew D. Barlow, of Missouri, to be consul-general of the 
United States at the City of Mexico, Mexico, vice Thomas T. 
Crittenden, 9 

Carl Bailey Hurst, of the District of Columbia, now consul at 
Prague, Bohemia, to be consul-general of the United States at 
Vienna, Austria, vice Max Judd, resigned. 


CONSULS. 


Harold S. Van Buren, of New Jersey, to be consul of the United 
States at Nice, France, vice Wilburn B. Hall, resigned. 

Henry H. Morgan, of Louisiana, to be consul of the United 
States at Horgan, Switzerland, vice Ethelbert Watts, resigned. 

William W. Canada, of Indiana, tu be consul of the United 
States at Vera Cruz, Mexico, vice Charles Schaefer, resigned. 


ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 


Louis A. Pradt, of Wisconsin, to be Assistant Attorney-General, 
vice Joshua E, Dodge, resigned. 


REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE, 


Stephen J. Weekes, of Nebraska, to be register of the land office 

at O'Neill, Nebr., vice John A. Harmon, removed. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Cavairy arm. 

Lieut. Col. Henry Erastus Noyes, Second Cavalry, to be colonel, 
June 1, 1897, vice Mizner, Tenth Cavalry, who vacates on accept- 
ing commission as brigadier-general. 

ieut. Col. Guy Vernon Henry, Third Cavalry, to be colonel, 
June 2, 1837, vice Wade, Fifth Cavalry, who vacates on accepting 
commission as brigadier eral. 

Maj. Adna Romanza Chaffee, Ninth Cavalry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, June 1, 1897, vice Noyes, Second Cavalry, promoted. 

Maj. Michael Cooney, Fourth Cayalry, to be lieutenant-colonel, 
June 2, 1897, vice Henry, Third Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. William Curtis Forbush, Fifth Cavairy, to be major, 
June 1, 1897, vice Chaffee, Ninth Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. Jacob Arnold Augur, Fifth Cavalry, to be major, June 
2, 1897, vice Cooney, Fourth Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut: Henry Joseph Goldman, Fifth Cavalry, to be cap- 
tain, June 1, 1897, vice Forbush, 33 

First Lieut. Augustus Canfield Macomb, Fiftli Cavalry, to be 
captain, June 2, 1807, vice Augur, promoted. 

cond Lieut. Lawrence Julian Fleming, Tenth Cavalry, to be 
„ June 1, 1897, vice Goldman, Fifth Cavalry, pro- 
moted. 

Second Lieut. James J € Hornbrook, Second Cavalry, to be 
first lieutenant, June 2, 1897, vice Macomb, Fifth Cavalry, pro- 


mo 
Artillery arm. 

Lieut. Col. John Isaac Rodgers, Second Artillery, to be colonel, 
June 1, 1897, vice Graham, Fifth Artillery, who vacates on accept- 
ing commission as brigadier-general. 

Maj. William Lawrence Haskin, First Artillery, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, June 1, 1897, vice Rodgers, Second illery, promoted. 

Capt. James Monroe Ingalls, First Artillery, to be major, June 
1, 1897, vice Haskin, First Artillery, promoted. 

First Lieut. Clermont Livingston Best, First Artillery, to be cap- 
tain, June 1, 1897. vice Ingalls. First Artillery, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Edward Fenton McGlachlin, jr., Fifth Artillery, 
to we gie lieutenant, June 1, 1897, vice Best, First Artillery, pro- 
moted. 

Infantry arm. ] 

First Lieut. Hunter Liggett, Fifth Infantry, to be captain, June 
1, 1897, vice Romeyn, Fifth Infantry, retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. Charles Carr Clarke, Ninth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, June 1, 1897, vice Liggett, Fitth Infantry, promoted. 

Candidate Sergt. Fred L. Munson, Company A, Sixth Infantry, 
to be second lieutenant, June 3, 1897, vice Clarke, Ninth Infantry, 
promoted. 

POSTMASTERS. 


Benjamin M. Foreman, to be postmaster at Texarkana. in the 
county of Miller and State of Arkansas, in the place of William 
R. Kelley, resigned. 

Eugene H. Merriman, to be postmaster at East Hartford, in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut, the appointment of 
a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after July 1, 1896, William A. Lowry, ap- 
pointed by the President, and by him nominated to the Senate, 
not having been confirmed. 

John H. Daugherty, to be ti rei at Frankton, in the coun 
of Madison and State of Indiana, in the place of William T. 
Wright, resigned. : 
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Oliver C. Gordon, to be postmaster at Union City, in the county 
of Randolph and State of Indiana, in the place of Amandus B. 


Schuyler, removed. 
Ira Kidwell, to be postmaster at Elwood, in the county of Mad- 
„in the place of Francis M. Harbit, re- 


ison and State of Indi 
moved. 
Morris B. Pote,to be Purus at New Harmony, in the county 
and State of Indiana, in the place of William Richards, 
removed. 


Benjamin L. Robertson, to be postmaster at Purcell, in the 
Chickasaw Nation and Indian Territory, in the place of William 
Cun removed. 

E. D. Powell, to be postmaster at Exira, in the county of Audu- 
bon and State of Iowa, in the place of J. B. Connrardy, resigned. 

W. W. Colfax, to be postmaster at Wyandotte, in the county of 
Wayne and State of Michigan, in the place of Henry Roehrig, re- 


ed. 
7 S. Upson, to be postmaster at Durand, in the county of 
Shiawassee and Stateof Michigan, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after July 1, 1896, John P. Gerardy, appointed by the Pres- 
ro. and by him nominated to the Senate, not having been con- 


Frank Sigel Jones, to be postmaster at Sarcoxie, in the county of 
Jasper Seer State of Missoari, in the place of Diocletian A. Smith, 
removed. 

James R. Barr, to be postmaster at Cambridge, in the county of 
Guernsey and State of Ohio, in the place of W. H. H. Mcllyar, 
removed. 

Mid W. Farmer, to be postmaster at Martin, in the county 
a W 5 ey and State of Tennessee, in the place of W. P. Gibbs, 

igned, 
John E. Shields, to be postmaster at Alderson, in the county of 
Monroe and State of West Virginia, in the place of John M. Alder- 
son, resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 5, 1897. 
GOVERNOR OF NEW MEXICO. 
Miguel A. Otero, of New Mexico, to be governor of New Mexico. 
TERRITORIAL SECRETARIES. $ 


1 H. Wallace, of New Mexico, to be secretary of New 
exico. 

William M. Jenkins, of Oklahoma, to be secretary of the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma. 

arles H. Akers, of Prescott, Ariz., to be secretary of Arizona 
"Territory. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Thornton S. Howard, of Des Moines, Iowa, to be register of the 

land office at Des Moines, Iowa. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Robert N. Foster, to be postmaster at Gilman, in the county of 
Troquois and State of Illinois. 
athaniel Barnes, to be postmaster at Kansas City, in the county 
of Wyandotte and State of Kansas. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, June 7, 1897. 
Prayer by Rev. HuGH JOHNSTON, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


ington. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
WICHITA INDIAN LANDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, stating, in response to a 
resolution of the 1st instant, that, by direction of the President of 
the United States, the work of allotting lands to the Wichita In- 
dians was on the 5th instant suspended; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION CONTRACTS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid beforethe Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of March 24, 1897, statements prepared zd thesecretary of the 
Mississippi River Commission, together with a copy of several 
indorsements, including the report of Colonel Gillespie to the Chief 
of Engineers, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 


printed, 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. H. L. 
OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
passed the following bills and joint resolution: 

A bill (S. $56) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize 
the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River between 
the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota," approved April 24, 1894, 
as amended by an act approved August 4, 1894, entited **An act 
to amend an act to authorize the construction of a steel bridge over 
the St. Louis River between the States of Minnesota and Wiscon- 


n; 

A bill (S. 1979) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Pearl River, in the State of Mississippi: and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 40) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point 
Cárlos Gutierrez, of Salvador. 

The m e also returned to the Senate, in compliance with its 
request, the bill (S. 426) to authorize the construction of bridges 
across the Missouri River between its mouth and the mouth of 
the Dakota or James River, and across the Mississippi River be- 
tween the mouth of the Minnesota River, in the State of Minne- 
Sota, and Donaldsonville in the State of Louisiana, and across the 
Illinois and Des Plaines rivers between the mouth of the Illinois 
and the city of Joliet, in the State of Illinois; and to prescribe the 
character, location, and dimensions of the same. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 1886) to adopt regulations for preventing collisions 
apon certain harbors, rivers, and inland waters of the United 

tates; 

A bill (S. 1944) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Clinch River, Kingston, Tenn.; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 45) reappropriating the sum of $10,000 
not expended for the relief of sufferers by the floods of the Missis- 


sippi River. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of sundry citi- 
zens of Jersey City, N. J., and a memorial of sundry citizens of 
New York City, remonstrating against an increase of the duty on 
beer; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I present a petition of the legislature of 
Wisconsin, praying for a declaration in reference to strengthening 
the public credit. As acopy of this petition has already been pre- 
sented and read by the Secretary, I do not ask to have it again 
read. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN 5 the petition of F. M. Thompson and 
74 other citizens of Detroit, Mich. praying for the passage at the 
earliest possible date of such tariff legislation as will adequately 
secure American industrial products against the competition of 
foreign labor; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Leander A. White and sundry 
other citizens of Ogemaw County, Mich., praying for the p 
of the pending tariff bill substantially as it was passed by the 
House of 1 which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MURPHY presented a meo of sundry manufacturers of 
Troy, N. Y., and a petition of 10 citizens of Cohoes, N. Y., pray- 
ing for the speedy peste of the pending tariff bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He a!so presented a memorial of 75 citizens of New York City, 
remonstrating inst an increase of the duty on beér; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of 63 citizens of Tlion, of 24 citizens 
of Chautauqua, of 60 citizens of Lockport, and of sundry citizens 
of Brooklyn, all in the State of New York, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation for a more rigid restriction of immigration; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT of New York 5 a L penison of sundry to- 
bacco growers and farmers of Savona, N. Y., praying for a reten- 
tion of the duty on tobacco as proposed in the so-called Dingley 
tariff bill; which was order lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of New York 
City. PonithRoepaie, and Buffalo, all in the State of New York, 
praying for the enactment of protective tariff legislation such as 
will adequately secure American industrial products against the 
pore ion of foreign labor; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Brooklyn, 
New York City, Long Island City. Farmingdale, Rochester, Green- 
point, and Richmond, all in the State of New York,remonstrating 
against the proposed increase of the duty on beer; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I present the petitions of C. W. T. Rider and 
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101 other citizens of Mor; County, of E. F. Johnson and 52 other 
citizens of Monongalia County, of G. W. Simon and 50 other citi- 
zens of Alton, of N. W. Robinson and 17 other citizens of Burton, 
and of H. B. McDowell and 115 other citizens of Rock Cave, all in 
the State of West Virginia, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion restricting immigration. As the bill to restrict immigration 
has already been reported from the committee, I move that the 
petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 2 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of the Winter Wheat 
Millers’ League, of Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against the 
proposed duty on burlaps and burlap bags; which was ordered to 

ie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of John Glenn & Co., of New 
York City, relative to the duty on paper; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a statement prepared by J. Schoenhof, con- 
cerning the wool situation of the world; which was ordered to lie 


on the table. 

Mr. DANIEL. I present a memorial of the Strother Tobacco 
Gloss Company, of Lynchburg, Va., together with indorsements 
of sundry tobacco manufacturers of the United States, remon- 
strating against the proposed increase in the duty on tobacco. 

I would state, Mr. President, that this is a very important com- 
munication, expressing the views of many tobacco manufacturers 
as to the effect of the policy of the proposed change in the tobacco 
tax, and I ask leave that it may be dev as a public document, 
because it contains information which is valuable to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the request 
of the Senator from Mis Ua to have the memorial printed as a 

ublic document? The Chair hears none, and that is the order. 
he memorial will lie on the table. 

Mr. DANIEL presented petitions of R. A. Tyree and sundry 
other citizens of Richmond; of J. L. Munn and sundry other citi- 
-zens of Manchester, C. E. Hunt and sundry other citizens of Nor- 
folk, and of J. H. Swope and sundry other citizens of Loudoun 
County, all in the State of Virginia, praying for the enactment of 
legislation for a more rigid restriction of immigration; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the board of managers of the 
Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa., praying Congress to take 
such action as may be necessary to increase the capacity of our 
coastwise system of canals for defense and commerce, and to re- 
lieve that section of the country from discriminating tolls now 
authorized by Congress; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. : 

He also presented a memorial of the Snead & Woodson Tobacco 
Company and sundry other tobacco manufacturers of Lynchburg, 
Va., remonstrating against an increase of the duty on tobacco; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1905) to amend an act entitled “An act to au- 
thorize the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to construct 
and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River, between the 
State of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to establish it 
as a post-road," reported it without amendment. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2093) providing for a library 
for the Government Printing Office; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2094) setting apart Fort 
Omaha, in the eg: of Douglas and State of Nebraska, to be 
used as a school for the education of Indian youth, and for other 

; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
mmittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2095) granting a pension to Howard 
C. Friend, of Douglas, Nebr.; which was read twice by its title, 
und referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2096 ting an increase of pen- 
sion to Almon Stuart, of Minden, Nebr.; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 2097) to grant to the city of 
Wilmington, Del,the use of certain real estate in said city on 
which is situated the building recently occupied for Federal pur- 
poses; which was read twice uy its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 2098) for the relief of J. E. 
Davis; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to thè Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALLEN introđuced a joint resolution (S. R. 49) providing 
for a joint Congressional committee to examine and report on un- 
paid claims against the United States, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

8. 
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AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL. 
Mr. QUAY. I PS four amendments to the pendin 


tariff 
bil. The effect of the amendments is to substitute for the pro- 

d duty on tea and the internal-revenue features of the bill a 
duty of 10 per cent ad valorem upon the entire free list. The 
amendment is in the form of striking out what has not yet been 
adopted, being committee amendments. The proposition is merely 
tentative, and I have put it in its present form. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let the amendments be read at the desk, I 
should like to hear them. 

'The Secretary read as follows: 

Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. QUAY to the bill (H. R. 379) to 
Panerus for the Government and to encourage the industries of the 

n ates: 

Strike out lines 14, 15, 16, and 17, on page 161, and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 

“Sec. 2, 5 after the Ist day of July. 1897, and until the Ist day of July, 
1901, there shall be levied, collected, and paid upon the following articles im- 
ret from foreign countries a duty of 10 per cent ad valorem; after the Ist 

ro July, 1901, mer shall be exempt from duty." 

endment intended to be proposed by Mr. QUAY to the bill (H. R. 379) to 
1 for the Government and to encourage the industries of the 
ni H 
Striko out paragraph 5 for a duty on tea. 
Amendment intended to be propose by Mr. QUAY to the bill (H. R. 379) to 
rovide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries of the 
nited States: 

Strike out sections 4, 5, 6, and 7. 

Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. Quay to the bill (H. R. 379) to 
proce revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries of the 

nited States: 

At the end of paragraph 118 add the following: 

“And provided further, That all iron ore produced in foreign countries from 
mines owned by citizens of the United States or by corporations or partner- 
ships in which citizens of the United States have the controlling interes 
and imported for their own use and not for sale, shall be exempt from duty.” 

Mr. QUAY. That duty on tea, of course, is not at present in 
the bill. It appears in the printed bill as a proposed amendment 
of the Committee on Finance. ] 

.The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be printed and 
lie on the table. : 
AMENDMENT TO THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed, 

AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the motion of 
the Senator from Iowa. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Schedule E.—Sugar, molasses, and manufactures of. 

Mr. ALLEN, What has become of the wood schedule? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that para- 
frapi in that schedule were passed over Saturday afternoon, to 

called up as Senators desire. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itwasunderstood that this morning we wonld 
take up the remaining paragraphs relating to lumber. I had one 
3 passed over until to-day at the request of the Senator 

rom Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. Itis paragraph 193. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire, if in order at this time, to offer a sub- 
stitute for the entire schedule. : 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that there is 
an amendment pending to paragraph 193, the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], proposing to except 

white pine from the payment of the rate of $2 per thousand. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Nebraska can offer an amend- 
ment, of course,to the whole schedule, which would be voted on 
after the minor amendments are passed upon. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir: let my amendment be pending. 

Mr. HALE. What is the Senator's amendment? 

Mr. ALLEN. Ioffer Schedule D of the Wilson Act of 1894 as 
a substitute for the entire wood schedule of this jore act. i 
propose to offer it at the proper time. I do not know but that 
wiil offer it now, so that it may be pending: 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not hear what the Senator says. 

Mr. HALE. He offers the provisions of the Wilson Act. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishall offer now, and let it be pending. Schedule 
2 cu act of August 27, 1894, as a substitute for the schedule in 

e bill. 

Mr. HALE. For the entire schedule? 


1549 


Mr. ALLEN. For the entire wood schedule I move to substi- 
tute paragraphs 672 to 684, inclusive, of the actof August 27,1894, 
transferring all those articles to the free list, Iwill put it in form, 


however, before the matter comes up formally. 

Mr. President, upon the ph that is pending and soon to 
be voted upon I desire to offer some brief remarks 1n opposition. 

I was thoroughly convinced from the speech of the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] on Saturday and from the map 
he presented on that occasion that we ought not to levy a tax of 
any kind upon white pine, It would seem from his a ent, 
and I believe his argument to be sound, that we have left in this 
country but 33,000,000,000 feet of white pine, and according to the 
rate of the annual disappearance of white pine we shall be with- 
out that kind of lumber in the United States within the next six 
or seven years. 

Of course the theory of protection proceeds upon the thought 
that it increases an industry rather than decreases it. Every man 
who is convinced of the benefits of a protective tariff (and I am 
not now saying that protection in some ts is not proper) 
bases his argument upon the theory that it increases the home 
market, increases the industry itself, increases wages, and in- 
creases the 8 of wage earners to earn a livelihood for 
themselves and their families. That kind of protection, however, 
which is destructive of an industry, it occurs to me, can not be 
sustained by those who are thoroughly convinced of the sound- 
ness of the doctrine of 5 

What is the result of the adoption of paragraph 193, inposing a 
duty of $2 a thousand upon white pine? It was shown before the 
Ways and Means Committee of the House of Representatives that 
a tax of that kind would be prohibitive; that it would turn over 
the domestic market entirely to the domestic manufacturer, and 
prohibit the introduction of white pine from Canada or from any 
other source. I quote from page 554 of the Tariff Hearings before 
the Ways and Means Committee: 

on by Mr. EVANS: 

N think the duty ought to be? 

Speaking with reference to white pine. 

Mr. WINCHESTER. It ought to be prohibitive. 

Mr. Evans. Would $2 do that? 

Mr. WINCHESTER. Yes; just about. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 

for a moment there? 
- Mr.ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is the Senator quite clear that that answer 
refers to white pine? 

Mr. ALLEN. I think it refers to white pine. 
the subject which was under discussion. 

Mr. BURROWS. I know; but I had a talk with Mr. Winches- 
ter this morning, and he says that_he had no reference to white 
‘pine in it, as we would observe by looking at the context. 

Mr. ALLEN. Task the Senator from Michigan, who is thor- 
ough 


ly familiar 
Mr. BURROWS. Isimply want to call attention to this and 
have it read in connection. The subject was a duty on lumber. 
To Mr. Evans this witness says: 


We are tanning hides for South America in West V; ; we are tan- 
ning hides for Texas. The trees are cut down and peeled for the bark. If 
you take a trip up the valleys, you can see it. 

Mr. Evans. How much chestnut-oak and hemlock bark do you produce in 
West Virginia? , 

Mr. WINCHESTER. The bark is mostly wasted now, because the lumber 
interest pays nothing. The largest tannery in the United States is in Chatta- 
no and the t is at Davis which we supply: 

Mr. Evans. What do those e ed in the production of this kind of bark 
say about its being put on the free list? 

r. WINCHESTER. They do not like it. 


After omitting something. 

Mr. Evans. What do you think the duty ought to be? 
Mr. WINCHESTER. It ought to be prohibi itive. 

Mr. Evans. Would $ do that? 

Mr. WINCHESTER. Yes; just about. 


Now, Mr. Winchester tells me he had no reference to white 
pine, but it related simply to the.bark industry. 

Mr. ALLEN. That signifies nothing one way or the other. 
The subject was a tax upon lumber. 

Now, we know that the supply of spruce, yellow pine, red wood, 
and fir of different kinds is greater than the supply of white pine, 
'andif a tax of $2 a thousand feet u lumber manufactured from 
‘those kinds of wood would be prohibitive of the importation of 
that kind of lumber from Canada or anywhere else, would it not 
be doubly so as white Pe which is practically exhausted 
in this country? ,whether Mr. Winchester has reference to one 
particular kind of lumber or another, the argument still stands 
that a tariff of $2 a thousand feet upon white pine, which is dis- 
ap ing in this country like a snowball in the hot sun, would 
be prohibitive of the importation of a like grade of lumber from 
Canada or from any other source. 

If I am correctly informed, the white pine of this country is ina 


trust, a syndicate, and the entire stumpage of tho United States 
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is controlled by less than a dozen men or a dozen firms. Ishould 
like to ask my friend from Michigan, who interrupted me a 
momentago, whatreason he orany gentleman upon the other side 
ne — er can 3 X $2 biegen upon 
white pine am y willi ield at this point for an 

lanation of faat kind. xta rS 

Ir. BURROWS. If the Senator from Nebraska will allow me, 
I will respond to the statement just made by him in which he, 
asserts that a two-dollar duty would be prohibitive, as I under- 
stood him. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURROWS. Icallhis attention to the statistics. When 
thetwo-dollar duty was in operation the amount imported from' 
1887 to 1888 was 608,000,000 feet; from 1888 to 1889, 747,000,000 feet, 
and from 1889 to 1890, 659,000,000 feet, yielding the first year a reve- 
nue from 1887 to 1888 of $608,000; from 1888 to 1889, $747,000, and 
from 1889 to 1890, $659,000. Now, if a two-dollar duty is prohib- 
itive, how did the lumber come in and yield such a revenue? 

. Mr. ALLEN. That does not answer the question at all. That 

is, if my friend will permit me to say, very skillful fencing. The 
nestion is, Will this duty be practically prohibitive of the intro- 
uction of white pine into the pecie 

as tesi anes Friend from Michigan een 25 
permit me my frien ichi a question? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainl i 5 
. Mr. VEST. Of course I do not want to do Mr. Winchester any 
injustice. I uates his testimony, taken by the Ways and Means 
Committee. I know that at the time they were discussing the 
question of bark, though they had been discussing the whole ques- 
tion of white-pine lumber and other kinds. Mr. Evans, a mem- 
ber of the committee, asked Mr. Winchester: 

What do you think the duty ought to be? 


He refers, as a matter of course, I take it, to all that had pre- 

ceded. They had been discussing white-pine lumber and yellow- 

e lumber, and then had come down to bark—all a part of the 
umber schedule. Mr. Winchester said: 

It ought to be prohibitive, 

Mr. Evans asked: 

Would $ do that? 

Mr. Winchester answered: 

Yes; just about. 

I should like to ask the Senator from Michigan, if Mr. Winches- 
ter referred to bark, what he meant by $2? Two dollars on how 
much? Two dollars on a thousand feet of bark? 

Mr. BURROWS. He said to me this morning, $2 a cord. 

Mr. VEST. That is a most remarkable statement. 

Mr. ALLEN. That would be more than the bark is worth. 

Mr. VEST. Two dollars on a cord of bark! 

Mr. BURROWS. Of course it is a heavy percentage. 

Mr. VEST. Nothinghadbeensaidaboutcords. They had been 
talking about a tax of $2a thousand feet on the lumber, and then 

ot off into an incidental talk about bark for tanning purposes, 
then Mr. Winchester said, About $2." Isubmitto the Senator 
from Michigan in all fairness that anyone wonld conclude that 
he meant $2 a thousand, which is the rate proposed in the Senate 
bill and in the House bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. I Wade dn Iought to make the statement in 
justice to Mr. Winchester, after what he said to me this morning. 

Mr. VEST. Idonot want to do him any injustice. 

Mr.BURROWS. On page 553, the Senator will observe, Mr. 
DOLLIVER is of him, ** Why do you want the duty on syca- 
more wood advanced to $2?” I think that the Senator will find 
that there was no discussion about the duty on white pine, and he 
made the statement in connection with bark and cross-ties, In 
looking it over I had some doubt about it, and so I called on him 
and asked him about it, and he said he never intended to have it 
apply to white pes and he was not so understood at the time. 

Mr. VEST. the immediate context of his reply it seems that 
they were discussing cross-ties. Mr. EVANS asked: 

t do those e in the production of i 
ee on the res t! de A 

Mr. WiNCHESTER. They do not like it. 

Now he goes on: 

Something has been said about cross-ties. There are no “gentlemen” in- 


terested in cross-ties. "These are gotten out by the one-gallused, poor, bare- 


footed men in the mountains. Their living depends on cross-ties. When you 
talk about protection, they need a dollar as much as any of you need a alae 


Then Mr. Evans asked: 

What do you think the duty ought to be? 

I would take it that he was talking about cross-ties, if he was 
not Hen about the whole lumber schedule. 'Then Mr. Win- 
chester said: 


8 
Mr. Evans. Would & do that? 


Now, $2 on how many cross-ties? Certainly he does not mean 
on a thousand feet of cross-ties. That is absurd on the face of it. 


1897. 


He certainly does not mean on a thousand feet of bark, because 
that is more than absurd. 

Mr. ALLEN. Bark is not measured by the thousand feet. 

Mr. VEST. No, of course not; it is measured by the cord. 

Mr. ALLEN. Two dollars a thousand feet on bark would be 
three or four times the original cost. 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course, and $2 on a thousand feet 
of cross-ties would be nearly as bad. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I do not think it signifies the 
slightest whether this witness was talking about white pine or 

ow pine or any other kind of lumber. e simple fact, and the 
fact that I desire to make patent, is that the owners and controllers 
of white pine in the United States are endeavoring through the 
instramentality of this schedule to prohibit the importation of 
white pine from Canada or from any othersource. Thatisthepiv- 
otal thought of this paragraph as applied to white pine. Ihave 
not yet heard the Senator from Michiganexplain why there is any 
necessity for it or what necessity there may be to levy a tax u 
white pine. It can not be for the purpose of increasing the indus- 
try, for white-pine trees do not reproduce themselves, if I am cor- 
rectly informed. When a tree is once cut down, it isđestroyed 
for all time, and is not replaced in the course of years by another 
white-pine tree, but another species of timber grows in its place. 

Mr. President, a tax upon white pine that would make impor- 
tation prohibitive and which would result in raising the price of 
thatarticle to the consumers of this country would not benefit to 
exceed a dozen men or a dozen institutions. Why should a tax 
of $2 a thousand be levied upon every farmer and every home 
builder in this country who may be compelled or who may desire 
to use white pine in the construction of his home? The natural 

ffect of it would be that the owners of white pine in Minnesota, 
Michigan, and Wisconsin would ship their pine to the Eastern 
markets, and the people in Nebraska and the treeless States will 
be compelled to go to the same cormorants who own the majority 
of the pines of the South and purchase their lumber there, and by 
that means the entire pine output of the United States will be placed 
em the keeping of this syndicate or these few men. The great mil- 
ons of people who are struggling to establish homes upon the 
iries, who want to build schoolhouses and churches and other 
titutions for their benefit and for the accommodation of their 
children and themselves, will have a tax of $2 a thousand or more 
levied upon them to pay tribute tothis syndicate or these few men. 

Mr. President, when the white pine disappears in this country, 
if this ph shall become a law, do not our friends upon the 
other side know that these same men will control the white pine 
forests of Canada, and will not the people of this country be at 
pe absolute mercy of the owner or owners of Canadian pine? 

en the cry will go up through the length and breadth of our 
country that white pine is zone and thetariff must come off of it, 
and the Canadian and the Yankee in secret partnership across the 
‘line, owning and controlling the white pine of Canada, will raise 

e price of it to the American consumer, and he will be at their 
absolute mercy. Mr. President, there is no escape from this prop- 
osition. 

Inotice one peculiar thing in the tariff hearings, or rather the 
absence of one thing. In examining these hearings upon wood, 
and the manufactures of, there isa singular absence of any witness 
representing the agricultural interests of this country. Among 

of the competent men in the United States, and there are some 
very competent men . the icultural interests, the 
master of the grange, the presidents of the different alliances, not 
one of them was invited the Committee on Ways and Means 
to give his testimony upon this schedule. Why, sir, it was a race 
of jackals beforethatcommittee. Everyman whoappeared before 
it wasinterested in the lumber trade or in the timber trade in some 
form or another. 

The men who wanted protection, the men who owned the forests 
and who wanted to growrich out of the people who are compelled 
to use their product, were there in great numbers, The men who 
were handling the lumber as an occupation, or thought of makin, 
an occupation of it, were there. Nota home builder in the Uni 
States, not a representative of the humble classes who are build- 
ing up the cities and the villages of the great West and Sonth, 
was there. These 1 were not open to him. Neither the 
doors of Congress nor the doors of the committee room were open 
to the representatives of that class of people. They were open 
only to those who fatten and grow rich out of tariff taxation. 

Mr. President, the adoption of this aph will place every 
farmer in the Missouri and Mississippi basin and the great West 
and Southwest at the absolute mercy of the men who control the 
pine interests of this country. What does it signify to a farmer 
to-day? To pay the tariff tax on a thousand feet of lumber means 
20 bushels of corn to the farmer according to current prices. It 
means between 16 and 17 bushels of oats. It means about 4, or 
between 4 and 5, bushels of his wheat. If he builds a home 
requiring 10,000 feet of lumber, which will be a humble home 
Ra e it takes 200 bushels of his corn at current prices to pay the 
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men or a dozen institutions of this country to levy upon every corn 
field and every oat field and every wheat field of the United States 
&tribute of this kind? Why should not these men be put upon 
an equality in the market? Why should not the men who are 
dealing in white pine to-day be compelled to walk out into a com- 
petitive market and take their chances in that market as other 
people are required to do? 

. President, it will not do to say that the American 
earner in the pine woods of the United States is paid more and 
better wages than the Kanuck is paid. The truth is, the wages 
across the line as a whole are higher than they are in the United 
States for like services. There is nothing in that argument. The 
claptrap so frequently used in these discussions, that the interest 
of the wage earner is advanced and the poor man's condition in 
this country is improved over the condition of a like laborer in 
another country, can not be urged in this case. No, Mr. Presi- 
dent, it is simply an attempt, in my judgment, to pay back to this 
great syndicate or these great syndicates of lumber owners a com- 
pensation which fomio they advanced less than a year ago. 

Mr. President, larceny is larceny; it makes no difference what 
name youmay give it. You may call it a breach of trust, you may 
call it a breach of good faith, you may call it embezzlement, you 
may give it any soft-sounding name yon see fit, but a law that 
permits one class of people to take from another without compen- 
sation their just and honest earnings is, in the eyes of the law, of 
the higher law, and in the eyes of honest men, nothing short of 
absolute larceny, legalized larceny. 

We have thirteen and a half million of homes in the United 
States. Many of our people are undergoing the privation of pio- 
neer life. Life at best in the great West and. in the undeveloped 
portion of this country is a constant struggle. Why should not 
those who are marking out the pathway of civilization and en- 
deavoring to build up homes be enco to some extent at 
least? hy should not the material that enters into the construc- 
tion of their humble abodes be free from taxation, especially when 
there is no necessity of levying a tax for revenue upon lumber? 

Mr. President, there can be no excuse for this. Fhe people are 
disorganized; they are not organized like the syndicates control- 
ling almost one-half of the white pine of this country. They are 
too poor to come to Congress and hang around these lobbies and 

lleries to influence the action of Congressmen. "They can not 

othat. Many of them would be unable to get here and return 
from the profitsof theirfarms. They must depend upon the sense 
of right and the patriotism of their representatives here to pro- 
tect them from such an enormous evil as the imposition of a tariff 
upon lumber would be. 

Every prairie in the land, every interior section of the United 
States, under just legislation upon this and upon other questions 
would have a schoolhouse and a church and colleges as gorgeous 
and commodious as the most populous city. Is there any reason 
why they should not have these accommodations? Are they not 
American citizens? Do they not bear their burdens of taxation 
and the other burdens of Government when called upon, and do 
it patiently and uncomplainingly? Why should any man ina 

opulous city have a greater 8 to enjoy the blessings of 
ife in this country than should be enjoyed by the farmers and the 
industrial classes under a just and humane &ystem of legislation? 

At the on: time I shall urge the passage of the amendments 
I haye offered. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the question pending before the 
Senate, if I am correctly advised, is the motion of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] to strike white pine from the list of lumber 
proposed by the House bill to be taxed at $2 per thousand feet, I 
think from the argument used here on Saturday it is admitted that 
the great body of white pine in the United States has been con- 
sumed, and that which remains is owned by a comparatively few 
syndicates of very wealthy men in the States of Michigan, Minne- 
sota, and Wisconsin. This proposition is to place a tax of $2 on 
the thousand upon Canadian lumber, which will thereby increase 
the value of the white pine owned by these syndicates $2 on the 
thousand. 

It is also argued, Mr. President, and was, I think, by the Sena- 
tor from Georgia [Mr. BACON] on Saturday last, that if the price 
of white pine is increased in those Northern States, it will have a 
tendency also to broaden the market for the yellow pine of the 
South, and will also, if not to the same extent at least to a large 
extent, increase the price of the yellow pine which is grown 
throughout the Southern States. 

It is ed. however, upon the other hand by a great many 
persons, that the tax on white pine will not affect the yellow pine 
of the Sonth either one way or the other, that it is used for ditfer- 
ent purposes in a large measure, and that no tax levied upon 
white pine can increase the price of the yellow pine. 

Let that be as it may. if it does not increase it, then there is no 
Teason why Southern Senators, as I believe, should yote to cause 
the people of the Dakotas and Nebraska and Kansas to pay the 
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owners, this syndicate, in certain Northern States $2 a thousand 
upon all the lumber that they buy to build their houses. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Arkansas permit me to 
interrupt him at that point? 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want to state for the benefit of the Senator and 
for the benefit of the Senate that the yellow pine of the South is 
rapidly displacing the white pine of the North in the treeless 
States. Whereas twenty years ago we built our houses with white 
pine largely, 90 per cent of the construction of our houses to-day 
1s of the yellow pine of the South. 

Mr. BERRY. I was going to state, if it does not affect it, then, 
unless a man believes in protection for the sake of protection, I 
can not see why he would vote to increase the price of white 

ine that is located in the States of Michigan, Wisconsin, and 
innesota. 

If, upon the other hand, it does increase the price of the yellow 

ine of the South, then, unless a Senator be in favor of protection 
lor the sake of protection, I can not see why, as to those engaged 
in other pursuits—in raising cotton, wheat, corn, fruit, or any 
other pursuit—he would vote to impose this additional tax spon 
them in order to increase the price of the lumber throughout that 
section. 

Unless it be in the State of Mississippi, the State of Arkansas 
has probably the largest amount of yellow pine of any of the 
Southern States. 'lhesouthern part of Arkansas and all parts of 
ithas more or less yellow pine. Throughout the eastern and the 
northeastern part of the State there is alarge interest in cypress, 
while in the north and in the northwest there is hard wood of 
various kinds. 

Ihave been urged again and again, by letter, by telegram, and 
by petition from the mill owners in my own State, to vote to place 
this tax upon lumber. If Icould justly and conscientiously aid 
those people, Mr. President, without working an injury to any 
other human being, if I could do them a benefit without doing a 
wrong tothe agriculturists of my own State or of other States, 
then T should have every disposition on earth to help them; but to 
ask me, in order to enable them to get more for their lumber, to 
vote to impose an additional tax upon the man who is raising cot- 
ton, out of the proceeds of which he may build his house, seems 
to me such rank injustice that I can not in conscience cast such a 
vote. 

The manufacturers of lumber tell 1ne that they can not sustain 
themselves unless they get an additional price for lumber. On 
the other hand, the men who are engaged in raising cotton, wheat, 
and corn say, With the present prices, if is force us to pay an 
additional amount for lumber to build the houses that shelter our 
families, we can not buy the lumber with the prices that we 
receive for our wheat and our corn and our cotton." 

Mr. President,in a Government like ours, which professes to do 
equal and exact justice to all, under a Government which pro- 
fesses to confer no special privileges, how can we justify a vote 
which takes from a man engaged in raising cotton and gives to 
the man who is running a miilin the sameState? Thatisnotmy 
idea of justice; and much as it would gratify me to be able to do 
that which these citizens of my State ask me to do, I believe that 
it js wrong in conscience, that it is contrary to principle, that it is 
contrary to every profession that I have ever made, and that it 
js contrary to the Democratic faith and the Democratic doctrine 
asIunderstand it. Therefore, notwithstanding the wishes of these 
large interests, I shall be compelled to vote to strike off the tax 
of $2 a thousand feet upon white-pine lumber, which is placed in 
this bill for the benefit of large syndicates in the Northern States. 
Ican not believe that it is just or fair that I should force the peo- 
ple in Nebraska, in the Dakotas, or in Kansas to contribute to the 
wealth already held by these enormous syndicates by placing a 
tax upon the lumber which the people are compelled to purchase. 

The Senator from Georgia [ Mr. Bacon], however, says that this 
tax is purely a revenue tax. e said he was not a protectionist, 
and he repeated more than once that if he believed this tax was 

laced here for the purpose of protection he would not vote for it. 

ut, Mr. President, what is a protectionist? What does the Sen- 
ator understand protectionist to mean? I understand it to mean 
the man who believes that it is right to impose a tax upon im- 
ported goods in order to increase the price of the same character 
of goods or of goods used for the same purpose which are produced 
inourowncountry. I understand protection to mean a tax upon 
foreign goods for the purpose of increasing the price in this coun- 
try of the domestic goods of the same character. I care not 
8 it is done directly or indirectly, if that is the purpose, if 
that is the idea, if that is the object, it is protection. s 

Mr. President, the Senator from Georgia said—and I give him 
credit for stating that which he honestly believes—that his sole 
object in voting for this tax wasin ordertoobtainrevenue. Idonot 
dispute his word. Ihave no doubt that he honestly believes what 
he stated; yet I can not resist the conclusion that if there was no 
yellow pine in Georgia, if there was no sawmill within the limits 


of that State, if the people of Georgia were compel'ed to get their 
lumber from some other State in this Union, the S-nator would 
not have bzen so anxious for revenue from this particular article, 
but would bave found some other articie upon which a tax could 
have been levied. 


Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me? 
Mr. BERRY. 3 to the Senator from Georgia. 
Mr. BACON. . President, I have no disposition to interrupt 


the thread of the Senator’s address. If I shail have any reply to 
make to what he says, I prefer to make it at another time; but I 
can not allow his misstatement of my position to go unchallenged. 
The Senator is entirely mistaken in attributing to me any such 
expression as that which he has just stated. He can not find it, 
and the RECORD will not show it. 

Mr. BERRY. Which expression, please? 

Mr. BACON. The Senator stated with very great emphasis 
that I had said that my sole purpose in favoring this wcod sched- 
ule was to raise revenue for the Government, and then he pro- 
ceeded very effectually to demolish that position. I nover made 
any such statement, and the Senatorcan not find jt in the printed 
RECORD. 

Mr. BERRY. I was not undertaking to quoto the exact 
language used by the Senator from Georgia, but I stat: d that he 
said not only once, but reiterated it again and again, that he was 
not a protectionist, and that if this tax was levied for the purpose 
of protection, he would not support it. 

Mr. BACON. That is not what I said. I said if it amounted 
to a protective rate. I would not support it. 

Mr.BERRY. Well, Mr. President, they are fine distinctions 
which the Senator draws, and if they are satisfactory to him, they 
are satisfactory to me; bat I stated that the Senator had said that 
he was not a protectionist, and he sa:d that more than once. 

Mr. BACON. Oh, yes; that is correct. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, if the object of the tax is not to 
increase the ers of lumber, then it must be for revenue only, and 
if the object be to increase the price of lumber, then it is protec- 
tion. Whether the tax is large or whether it is small, whether it 
comes incidentally or directly, wherever and whenever the pur- 
pose behind it is to give one man more for his product than he 
would otherwise receive without the enactment of such a law, 
then it is what I call protection. 

Ido not believe in protection. I believe that protection is a 
greatcurseto thiscountry. If I had been inclined to believein it, 
when I had seen, as I have seen this winter, men gathered around 
this Capitol, gathered around the members of the Finance Com- 
mittee, and urging in every possible way that the taxes be increased 
upon this article and upon that article, protesting that they could 
not make a living unless Congress stepped in and alaw 
which wonld a:d them in getting more from their neighbors than 
they could get without the law; when I have seen a bill framed, 
as this was framed, in the interest of every trust and combine in 
this country; when I have seen Senators who here three years ago 
opposed the aupa tax, and denounced it as a capitation tax, bring 
in a schedule which gives the trust far more than it was receiving 
under the bill which they op 80 strenuously three years ago; 
when I have seen that every increase of rate has been Wikies there 
was great wealth and combinations of capital behind it—I say, if 
I had been inclined to favor protection before, these things would 
be sufficientto show that a bill framed upon protection lines ought 
never to pass the Congress of the United States. 

I know full well, Mr. President, that in m 
who are engaged in the sawmill business, and many merchants, 
too, who are dependent upon that interest, are earnestl ing 
the delegation from that State to vote for this tax. It has been 
said by certain Southern members, though not by the Senator 
from Georgia, that notwithstanding it is all wrong, yet, while 
these benefits are being divided out, Why should not the South 
come in and get her part?" 

Mr. President, I can not subscribe to such a doctrine as that. 
If it be wrong in principle, if Congress has no right to do it, if, as 
the Democratic convention in 1892 declared, every dollar levied 
for any purpose except for revenue was a robbery, then no man 
can justify himself in participating in that robbery by insisting 
that as others will reap the benefit anyhow. he should have his 
pari That may be sufficient for others, but it is not sufficient 

or me. Ican not call ita robbery to put a tax upon an article 
consumed by the people of my State and at the same time say it 
is a virtue to put a tax on an article that we have to sell. 

Then, as I say, Mr. President, notwithstanding these interests 
in my own State, notwithstanding the petitions which have come 
from them, I know full well that while the large body of people 
who are engaged in agricultural pursuits and engaged in every 
other vocation of life have not been heard from, yet I know they 
will not and can not mu of a proposition that we should leg- 
islate here to make their burdens heavier in order to put more 
money into the poeren of those engaged in the lumber business 
throughout the United States. ; 


own State those 
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: Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question before he sits 
own? 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator if, in his judgment, there should 
be any revenue duty upon white pine? iu 

Mr. BERRY. In my opinion, knowing the present condition, 
white pine ought to be on the free list, so that every farmer 
throughout the land can buy it for the lowest price possible. 

Mr. HOAR. Why should there not be a revenue duty on that 
as much as on anything else? 

Mr. BERRY. I do not propose to be cross-examined by the 
Senator from Massachusetts in regard to the various tariff sched- 
nles of this bill. Iam arguing as to the white-pine schedule; and 
Itell him the duty which is prop has been shown to be pro- 
hibitive; and, that being true, the only purpose can be to give the 
men whoown the white pinein the Northern States this additional 
amount of money. 

I repeat to the Senator, as I have said before, when he asks why 
there should not be a duty upon white pine, that there are many 
other articles upon which a revenue duty could be placed which 
Rond bear less hard upon the agricultural classes than à tax on 

umber. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, in 1896 there was imported 
$1,947,280 worth of woods, and manufactures thereof, into the 
United States. The exportations from the United States were 
$31,947,108 worth of woods.and manufactures thereof. In the 
same year there was imported of woods, and manufactures thereof, 
about $30,567,000 worth. It is known of all men that the forests 
of the South are covered with a growth of pine and other timber 
sufficient not only for all our domestic pu es, but they consti- 
tute a large amount, if not the most considerable amount, of the 
exports of wood from the United States. 

t was perfectly apparent from the exposition made of the 
white-pine industry by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PET- 
TIGREW] that the only purpose and object of placing a tariff on 
white pine was to enable the syndicates and owners of the mills 
in the United States engaged in the white-pine industry to levy 
just the amount of the tariff on the home consumer. It was 
stated by that Senator that there were only some 52,000,000 feet of 
white-pine lumber left standing in the United States, and it was 
in order to monopolize the remainder of this white-pine lumber 
that this tariff was asked in behalf of the white-pine sawmill men 
in the States of Michigan and Wisconsin. 

Mr. WILSON. May I interrupt the Senator on that point? I 
can give him some information, I think. I shall occupy but a 
moment. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. WILSON. We had exhibited here on Saturday a map re- 
lating to the white-pine regions, and the statement has gone out 
to the country that the only white pine was in Michigan and 
Wisconsin. ese very able statisticians seem to overlook the 
fact that there is to-day standing in the State of Idaho more white 
e than was originally standing in the States of Pennsylvania, 

est Virginia, and Maine, and the State of Idaho selected those 
white-pine lands under the grant by Congress to that State when 
it was a Territory. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question right there? 

Mr. WILSON. Certainly. 

Mr.GRAY. TheSenator ere that there is more white pine 
standing in the State of [daho than there was in what States? 

Mr. WILSON. That there is more white pine in Idaho than in 
the States of Pennsylvania, West Virginia, and Maine originally. 

Mr.GRAY. And yet they call upon the Government to give 
them something in addition to that bounty of nature. 

Mr. WILSON. We call upon the Government to do the same 
that is done upon the other side of the line. We do not have re- 
bates on this side of the line as they have on the other side. 

Mr. GRAY. With such a bounty as nature has given you, I 
do not commend the attitude of the Senator in seeking to obtain 
an additional advantage by the imposition of a duty to be paid 
by the poor people of the United States. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I do not desire the commenda- 
tion of the Senator from Delaware upon that. 

Mr. MANTLE. Maylinterrupt the Senator from Louisiana a 
moment? A 

Mr. CAFFERY. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. MANTLE. Imerely want to ask, in connection with the 
statement just made by the Senator from Washington [Mr. WIL- 
SON], whether it is true or it is not true that this great body of 
white pine in the State of Idaho to which he has just referred has 
not been set apart in thelate forestry reservation order, and if it is 
not, therefore, or if it will not be in a few months, withdrawn 
from public use? 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, in answer to the Senator—— 

Mr. CAFFERY. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. WILSON. I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I desire to state to the Senator from Wash- 


ington that the report from the Agricultural Department, I am 
informed, states that the white pine of which he speaks will be 


exhausted in about seven years. So that the supply of white pine 
is very limited, and the argument made by theSenator from South 
Dakota is in no manner impaired or weakened by the statement 
of the Senator from Washington. 

Me paw Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me to say 
a word? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. SHOUP. I wish to call the Senator's attention to the fact 
that just before the expiration of the term of President Cleveland 
something over 4,000,000 acres of timber lands were set apart as 
forest reserves in the State of Idaho. These reserves, however, 
do not embrace all the white pine in Idaho, for we have some white 
pine in other parts of the State not set aside for reservations, along 
the Salmon River,in the Bitter Root reserve, extending something 
like 200 miles along the Salmon River and delending bask to the 
Bitter Root Mountains. 

In the extreme northern part of the State and on the borders of 
the State of Washington there is another great forest reservation, 
It is a fact, however, that only a portion of this timber is white pine; 
but of the 9,000,000 acres of timber land in the State of Idaho 
nearly one-half of the timber is of white pine. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I do not desire to branch off 
into the discussion suggested by the argument of the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. Saour] as to the propriety or impropriety of these 
forest reservations. It may be that there is a large amount of 
timber land ineluded within those forestry reservations. My own 
opinion is very decided in that regard, that the Presidential order 
exempting tho:e lands from depredations and reserving those 
lands was a wise one and a proper one. I think it is evident that 
the denudation of forests—— 

Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator permit a question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I wish to ask, Does the Senator think that the 
forestry-reservation order was a wise one in the interest of the 
timber monopoly in Michigan and Wisconsin that has been 
spoken of? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ihave no reference to the timber monopoly, 
I believe that the denudation of the forests of the United States 
isa fruitful cause of excessive droughts and excessive floods. Ido 
not believe, further, that these timber reservations ought to be 
open to the indiscriminate spoliation by which they have been 
devastated in the past. But that question is wholly aside from 
the one I am discussing. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator pm me a suggestion there? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do not care, however, to be drawn into any 
argument in regard to the policy or the impolicy of the forest- 
reservation order. 

Mr. ALLEN. I simply wanted to inform the Senator of a fact 
of which he appears to be in ignorance. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I am ignorant of a great many facts, I have 
no doubt. 

Mr. ALLEN. One-half of these forest reservations do not grow 
five trees to the acre. What they do grow are little, scrubby 
trees, not to exceed 10, 15, 20, or 25 feet in height. They are 
scarcely fit.for firewood. Does the Senator think that settlers 
should be deprived of the privilege of settling on that land by hay- 
m reservations of that kind set apart? j 

.CAFFERY. Land that will only grow scrub trees will not 
grow much of anything else. The agricultural properties of that 
soil are very well defined by the Senator from Nebraska when he 
says that the land will not grow forest trees. 

Mr. ALLEN. Isay,take it along the base of the Rocky Moun- 
tains—if the Senator knows anything about that country—the 
land does not produce good trees; it is good grazing land and pro- 
duces good grass, but the little knotty trees, 10, 15, or 20 feet in 
height, would barely make firewood. "Thousands of acres of that 
kind of land have been set apart in forest reservations by the very 
intelligent order of the recent President of the United States. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I know the Senators animus toward the re- 
cent President of the United States. $ 

Mr. ALLEN. No; I have a very high respect for the great 
ability of the recent President of the United States, but I think 
he should have traveled over this country and seen it before he 
made any order affecting forest reservations. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ihave no doubt if he had traveled over the 
country his views and those of the Senator from Nebraska would 
be much wider apart than they are now, for more extended 
knowledge portare on his part would make the divergence very 
great indeed. : 

Mr. ALLEN. The late President of the United States has not 
traveled over this country. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do not think it is necessary to travel over 
this country at all to arrive at an intelligent conclusion as to the 
policy or impolicy of making forest reservations; but Ido not care 
to enter into that question. 
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Mr. ALLEN. Isaythe late President of the United States, Mr. 


Cleveland, practically knows nothing about any section of the 
country west of the Alleghany Mountains. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will state that the forestry-reservation order 
of the President of the United States was founded upon the rt 


of tho forestry commission. That commission was com of 
men entirely familiar with the subject, both as a practical mat- 
ter and as a scientific matter. It is impossible for the President 
of the United States at any time to travel all over the United 
States and to look into these details. President Cleveland had 
therefore, to take the conclusions of the forestry commission and 
base his order upon those conclusions. I do not care, however, 
about being drawn into such a discussion. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me in that connection? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I decline to yield further on that ground. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well, then; I will take another ground. 
Will the Senator yield to me on that? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Very well; go ahead. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish simply to say that the commissionof which 
the Senator speaks was composed of a lot of Eastern theorists who 
knew nothing whatever practically about forests. It was com- 
posed of a few men calling themselves the American Forestry 
Association, who live upon the Atlantic Seaboard, and they have 
practically set apart a great scope of country from actual settle- 
ment and actual use for the purpose of a forest reservation. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. . President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Tho Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
CarrkRY] has the floor. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ivotedtorevoke the order of the late 
President on the assurance given in the Senate that there were 
vast tracts of this land that were practically treeless, and that 
there were thousands of settlers in the midst of them, and post- 
offices and villages scattered all through them. I confess that I 
am astonished now to find that the bulk of them are solid white- 
mue forests from side to side, containing nothing but white-pine 

ees, 


Mr. ALLEN. Where did the Senator get that information? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. From Senators on the other side. 

Mr. CAFFERY. These gentlemen seem to corroborate the for- 
estry commission, But the question concerns the denudation of 
these forests. It is a very great question, and it is a wide question. 
Whether the trees are little or whether they are big, they shade 
the ground, they prevent the too rapid precipitation of the water 
falling from the skies into therivers, and they therefore hold back 
floods and are an immense benefit to the people living in the val- 
leys of rivers which overflow their banks. 

Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has kindly handed me 
an extract from a statement pre by the Chief of the Forestry 
Division, and I will read it. Itis as follows: : 

Inall these estimates of menting taker the writer has leaned toward ex- 
travagance rather than understa ent, and thus the total is found to add 
up 10.1,000,000,000 feet of coniferous growth in the Northern States, of which 
— a DE pine, to satisfy a cut of at least eighteen to twenty billion 

The writer does not say that in less than six years 2 stick of pine. 
spruce, and hemlock will cut, for such figures as these do not admit o: 
mathematical deductions, but the A ser is! the question of supply is cer- 
tainly apparent. Even doubling the tes it is found that, with the 
present rate and method of cutting, ten years must have exhausted our vir- 
gin timber of these classes. We should add that much more intimate knowl- 
edge exists now g these e e arr than was possible in 1880, when 
much of the country was still unope and unknown. 

To be sure, there is some new growth and reproduction going on. The 
probability as to the former is that decay and destruction by fire offsets the 
accretion on the old timber of coniferous growth, and no one familiar with 
our forest conditions and present methods will indulge in a hope that the 
reproduc and young growth can materially change the results. Lo: 
before any new reproduction can have attained log size we will have got 
of the virgin supplies. 

There is a statement, I suppose, from one of those impractical 
theorists who do not know anything about trees as they exist; but 
as we have to take our statements from these sources, we are 
bound to accept this finding of the forestry commissioner that in 
less than ten years the forests of coniferous growth will be ex- 
hausted and not reproduced. 

But, Mr. President, this question assumes a wider scope than 
the mere question of the monopoly of white-pine interests in the 
States of Michigan and Wisconsin, The Senator from Nebraska 
has argued the question of free lumber upon purely Democratic 
lines. He has assailed to some extent, as has the Senator from 
Arkansas, the principle laid down by the Senator from Georgia 

[Mr. Bacon]. The Senator from Georgia says that he advoca 
a tariff on lumber purely upon a revenue basis. 

I venture to say that with the enormous forests of the South, 
with their almost inexhaustible supply of yellow pine, with the 
constantly growing export trade of the lumber from those forests, 
and its manufactures, no revenue of any kind can come by the 
imposition of a protective tariff upon the yellow pine of the 
South. How willit work? Before you can puton a protective 
tariff you have to have imports, and an examination of the sta- 


tistical table here shows that there is no import of yellow pine 
into the United States. 

Mr. . Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. A protective tariff might not yield revenue, and 
a revenue tariff might. The Senator the question when he 
says there will be no revenue from a tariff levied upon yellow pine, 
There can be a revenue from a tariff, such as is proposed here, 
levied upon the importations of lumber; and without trespassing 
upon the Senator's time I desire to call his attention to the fact 
that the comparative statement, which I presume he has among 
the voluminous documents I see upon his desk, shows that last 
year there was nearly $17,000,000 worth of lumber imported into 
this country, and a rate of 20 per cent, which does not exceed a 
revenuerate, Woulé prodnoo between three and four million dollars 
of revenue for the Government. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Where does the Senator think the 
lumber comes from? 

Mr. BACON. I presume it comes from Canada. I do not know 
where else. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The importation of lumber from Can- 
ada was seven and a half millions. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will examine the document, he 
will see—I got it from the Senator from Texas, who showed it to 
me in a document on his desk—that it amounted to between six- 
teen and seventeen million dollars. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think the Senator will find that tho 


| importations from Canada are about seven and a half million dol- 


lars and the domestic production about four and a half or five 
hundred million dollars. So it is about 2 per cent. 

Mr. BACON. Ido not say the importation is from Canada. I 
do not know where it is from, It does not state that it does come 
from Canada. It states the amount. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We are discussing the importations 
of Canadian lumber, and it is pertinent to know the amount of 
lumber that comes from . 

Mr. BACON. We are not discussing that. We are discussing 
the importations, The Senator from Arkansas asked me where 
the lumber came from. I said I presumed it came from Canada. 
I do not know where else it comes from, Mexico not being a 
lumber-producing country, and none of it, I presume, coming 
across the sea. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. South America. 

Mr.BACON. Wee lumber to those countries and do not 
import it. Certain wi come from South America, but they are 
not woods that come into competition in the ordinary construction 
ofhouses. Woods out of which furniture and things of that kind 
are made come from South America. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I understand the proposition of the Senator 
from Georgia to be that a revenue tariff might not yield revenue 
on all Inmber, and that a revenue tariff upon pine lumber may not 
yield 8 That is What I understand the Senator to say. 

Mr. BACON. Iconfess that, while the Senator is usually very 
lucid, I do not understand his statement. 

Mr. CAFFERY. My statement is that a revenue tariff, a tariff 
of 20 per cent, as he says, may yield revenue on all lumber, but it 
would not yield a revenue and therefore no protection on yellow- 
pinelumber. Isthatstraight enough? 

Mr. BACON. Isay that the levying of a revenue duty neces- 
sarily affects the prices of all articles with which the article thus 
taxed would come into competition, and that when you have a 
general tariff upon the importation of all kinds of lumber, whether 
there is any yellow pine imported or not, if the lumber upon which 
the duty is imposed comes into competition with yellow pine, it 
will affect pno puos of yellow pine. 

Mr. CAF. Y. Asa matter of fact, white pine does not come 
into competition with yellow pine. They are used for different 


£ . BACON. That is a matter of fact upon which the Senator 
from Louisiana is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Very well. 

Mr. BACON. There are a great many uses of white pine in 
which yellow pine is not used, but white pene is used in a great 
many things, in the building of houses, boarding, siding, and 
things of that kind, whereit does come directly into competition 
with yellow pine. It is not used for making boxes, and white 

ine is. » 

p Mr. CAFFERY. Therefore the proposition is that if white 
pine is used for purposes for which yellow pine is used and white 
pine has a revenue tariff upon it, it affects the price of yellow 


pine. 
Mr. BACON. undoped 
Mr. CAFFERY. So that the duty as to yellow pine, from the 
admission of the Senator from Georgia, is purely for protection, 
because none of it is imported. 
Mr. BACON. Notatall; notin the least. The revenue is de- 
rived from that which comes into competition with it. 
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Mr.CAFFERY. Yes, sir; but none from yellow pine. You 
ut a tariff upon an article to protect it, or to produce revenue. 
UA my simple Democratic faith I would consent to have a tariff 
put upon an article only to produce revenue, with no sort of idea 
of protection. It does not enter into my calculation. 
ut I dispute the proposition of fact. The tariff upon lumber 
can only affect that lumber which is imported into the United 
States toa great extent. The yellow-pine lumber of the South 
can not legitimately be raised in price by a tariff in favor of the 
white-pine lumber of the North. We export large quantities of 
ellow pine. Ships from my country go every week to Mexico. 
3 quantities are shipped from Mobile, and nearly every 
. port is a port of export for sawed pine lumber or split 
umber. 

Mr. President, in my opinion a tariff of $2 a thousand apon 
white pine is absolutely prohibitive. You can not get it in. 
tariff istoohigh. So the feature of revenue spoken of by the Sena- 
tor from Georgia cuts no figure at all in this matter. If this tariff, 
as it is alleged to be and as it is shown to be, is prohibitive of the 
introduction of white-pine lumber, you can not get revenue, by 
reflex action, upon the yellow pine of Georgia, for the white pine 
will not come in. It will prohibitit. Therefore it is that the com- 
petition among the home producers of yellow pine fixes the pue 
at home, and the price of the exported article of yellow pine & 
tendency to fix the domestic price. 

A tariff on lumber, while useless for revenue and for legitimate 
protection, would only provide a means for the easier formation 
of lumber trusts. 

Ican find no point upon which the tariff on lumber can rest, 
either for revenue or protection. It is designed simply to allow 
a few mill owners and white-pine forest owners on the border 
between the United States and Canada to charge an unconscion- 
able price for theirlumber. It will not affect the Southern in- 
dustry. That industry is broadening and extending to a wonder- 
ful degree. It is seeking foreign markets in every direction. We 
have an inexhaustible supply, and I speak knowingly when I say 
thatthe cypress-lumber industry of my State, notwithstanding the 
fact that a representative of it came before the Committee on 
Ways and Means and asked for the imposition of this tax of $2 a 
thousand, Mirum to be in as flourishing a condition as any other 
industry in the State. 

The cypress is finding its way all over the United States. Itis 
‘being used for a number of purposes for which cedar was used. 
It is 5 in making water tanks to keep a supply of 
water. shingles are of extraordinary durability, lasting as 
long as the best shingles ever made, and. they are finding their 
way to the markets of the United States. While I am glad to see 
any industry in my State flourish as I know now that the cypress 
industry is flourishing, I should be very sorry to see any imposi- 
‘tion laid upon the consumers of lumber in the United States 
merely to afford the mill owners of Louisiana an opportunity to 

add more to the price of the lumber than the lumber ought legiti- 
mately to sell for. 

Why is this tariff sought to be placed upon lumber? With 
these inexhaustible forests of lumber in the South, with the abso- 
Tute impossibility of any competition with our mill owners, with 
,the fact staring us in the face that we are exporting large quanti- 
ties of the product of our forests in the South, I can not find it in 
my conscience to place a tariff upon lumber. Providence has so 

ordained things in the United States that we have prairie land 
and timber land in juxtaposition. 

The lumber of the South exchanges for the corn and the hogs 
and the other products of Kansas and other States. There has 

ae up between us a most profitable trade in the interchange 
,of products—our Southern products for the products of the prairie 
States—and I submit it would be a very heavy blow to our indus- 
try to shatter or to embarrass the purchasing power of the dwellers 
in the prairies by placing upon them an additional price to be paid 
for the lumber necessarily used by them. It will have a tendency 
to cripple the home industry. It will not add one single cent to 
your revenue, for none of it comes in. You can not put a tariff 
where there is no importation, or if you do, it is useless. Ican 
not find any one single point upon which the tariff on lumber can 
rest so far as the Southern lumbermen are concerned. 

Iam curious to know how an advocate of the tariff-for-revenue- 
only principle can support a tariff on lumber. The absolute pre- 
requisite is wanting. A tariff upon white-pine lumber is prohibi- 
itive, and in consequence you do not get any of that lumber 
imported from Canada. A tariff in favor of yellow-pine lumberis 
Anoperative, because none is imported. Where, therefore, is your 
(revenue? Either this tariff must be justified upon the ground of 
protection, pure and e. or it can not be justified at all. Not 
‘only are we making all the lumber we want, with capacity to ex- 
tend its manufacture to indefinite proportions, but we are export- 
ingit. Itcan not be imported, and I should like to know where 
the Senator from Georgia finds a basis to place the tariff-for- 
Tevenue-only principle on lumber, 


Mr.BACON. Irecognize thefact that the Senator from Louisi- 
ana may not concede the orthodoxy of this document, but the plat- 
form on which I stand does not use the language he now uses. 
The platform of the Democratic party in its last convention on 
this subject was in these words: : 

We hold that the tariff duties should be levied for purposes of revenue— 

And I call the attention of the Senator particularly to what fol- 
UNS because it is upon that that I base my position in this mat- 

er— 


such duties to be so adjusted as to operate equally throughout the coun’ 
and not discriminate between . T gh uy 


That is my platform, and the one, I say, on which I base the 
position I take as to the wood schedule; that it is that which in- 
sures equality to all sections in imposing equal rates of tariff, or 
approximately equal rates of tariff, upon the raw material as well 
as upon the finished product, and that the other plan, favoring 
the finished product and not the raw material, is to discriminate 
between class and section, that which the Democratic party con- 
cicer and which I also condemn, because I thoroughly agree 
with it. 

Mr.CAFFERY. There a 
the platform adopted at C 


rs to be a little difference between 
rago eun the platform adopted at 
Indianapolis. It may suit the i of some Senators to say there 
is but one Democratic platform, and that is the platform of Chi- 
cago; but take that platform and let us see how it squares with 
the doctrine enunciated by the Senator from Georgia. 

We believe in a tariff for revenue," leaving out only.“ Vi 
well. We believe in adjusting the tariff so that all classes wi 
be equally operated upon." Those, substantially, are the words 
of the platform which the Senator quoted. Now, how does that 
square with the facts in this case? A tariff on lumber only bene- 
fits the white-pine producers of the United States lying on the 


Canadian border. 
There is where the Senator and I differ as to the 


facts. 

Mr.CAFFERY. Very well; that is my argument. A tariff 
upon lumber can not affect the yellow-pine interest of the South. 
You can not have a tariff for revenue—leave out the “only,” if 

ou please—unless you get the articleimported. Your tariff npon 

umber of $2 a thousand will prohibit the introduction of lum 
from Canada. Where is your revenue without theimports? Itis 
begging the question to say that, with no imports of yellow pine 
into the United States from abroad, a tariff on lumber generally, 
which is prohibitive of the introduction of all lumber, will by re- 
flex action benefit the yellow-pine lumber of the South. 

Perhaps I am obtuse; perhaps I can not see the exceedingly fine- 
spun point of the Senator from Georgia, but in my numb way 
of looking at things itis catching before killing; it is importing 
an article before you can put a tax upon it. en you place 
a tax which is proved to be prohibitive of the only lumber that 
comes into the United States, I should like to know where the reflex 
action is that would beneficially affect Inmber in other localities. 
We are bound to import into the United States lumber that we do 
not and can nof raise in the United States. We are bound to 
import dyewoods and other hard woods which we do not produce, 
Ee 85 upon them a tariff is purely for revenue; but they are intro- 
duced to such a small extent and are so necessary in the manu- 
facture of articles that a tariff upon them is unwise and injudi- 
cious, inasmuch as it cripples other manufactures. 

Nor do I agree with the Senator from Georgia in the matter of 
his uniform tariff upon raw material and the finished product. 
He challenges any precise statement in any Democratic platform 
of a tariff upon raw materials. I concedethat so far as my obser- 
vation goes there is no express Democratic declaration on that 
point, but, sir, it flows from the very nature of Democratic prin- 
ciples. It is a part of the essence of Democracy. If you impose 
a tariff upon the raw materal, you must necessarily impose a tariff 
upon the finished product to compensate for that duty. You 
thereby impose a tariff for protection, and simple, to the 
manufacturer, and the ent therefore leads to the conclusion 
that as the Democratic principles in their essence gr impo- 
sition of a tariff for protection, therefore you can not place a tarift 

the raw material, which necessarily introduces protection. 

It may be that manufacturers are unduly protect It may be 
that it is in violation of Democratic principle, and it is that they 
should be unduly protected, but I submit to the Senate whether 
or not, one wrong being conceded, you want to multiply wrongs 
and go deeper intoerror by placing a tariff upon the raw material 
because the manufacturer is protected. In other words, if the 
protected hand slaps you on one cheek, turn aroundand slap your- 
self on the other. If there is error, multiply it. If it is wrong to 
put a tariff upon the manufactured article, place one upon the raw 
material. Is that the logic of Democracy? 

Mr. BACON. The lan e of Democracy is that tariff should 
be levied for revenue, and if it is levied for revenue on the manu- 
moos article, it should also be levied for revenue on the raw 
mater.: 
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Mr.CAFFERY. But when you place it on the raw material 


ou do not secure revenue. You have to compensate the manu- 

acturer, and the tariff he pays upon the raw material is added to 
the selling price of the article. It comes out of theconsumer. It 
does not go into the Treasury. It is a tax, pure and simple, upon 
consumption. It does not come within the grasp of Democratic 
principles in my construction of what Democratic principles are. 
As a matter of course, gentlemen differ with me in this opinion. 
That is their privilege. I am now only attempting to show, in 
my humble way, that it is un-Democratic to place a tariff on the 
raw material because there is a tariff upon the manufactured 
article of which the raw materialis one of the ingredients or com- 

ment parts. 

Mr. BACON. Ishall not interrupt the Senator to the extent of 
discussing the question whether, where there is a tariff upon the 
finished article, it should all be in favor of the manufacturer who 
puts the finishing touch, asIsaid Saturday, on some particular arti- 
cle, or whether it should be distributed soas to include the manu- 
facturer of the raw material out of which the finished product is 
made. As I say, I shall not stop to discuss that now. It would 
take too much of the Senator's time, and, in addition, I expressed 
my views on that point upon Saturday. But as I called the atten- 
tion of theSenate to the question of the amount of imports of wood, 
and there seemed to be some doubt expressed by Senators as to 
whether I was correct, I will give the source of my authority. 

In the document entitled Imports of Merchandise for Consump- 
tion, 1896, on page 76, there is a statement of importations of 
woods not elsewhere specified, and manufactures of. In that 
statement it is shown that of the class of woods which we natu- 
rally t to find imported from South America, such as box, 
cedar, ebony, lancewood, lignum-vitæ, mahogany, rose, sandal, 
and all other woods of that class, the total imports amounted to 
one million eight hundred and forty-six thousand and some odd 
dollars. Of the woods other than those, and of the kind which 
are being dealt with in this particular schedule, the imports free 
were $16,806,589. 

Of manufactured woods of the material not embraced in the 
South American woods there were $3,505,972. So, exclusive of 
the South American woods, the imports into this country free last 
year were $16,805,589, upon which, it strikes me, a very consider- 
able revenue could be gotten for the Treasury of the United States 
by the imposition of a duty not protective, but strictly within the 
revenue limits. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator must remember that the wood 
which he speaks of as being imported was imported under free 
trad 


e. 

Mr. BACON. Oh, yes; and so I stated. 

Mr. CAFFERY. It does not follow (in fact, just the contrary 
follows) that if the tariff is reimposed you will have revenue 
from it. I doubt not that a very large portion of our imported 
woods are from Canada. Canada is a new country, and it is full 
of wood. The wood industry is necessary to the people living 
upon the border, and the beneficial effects of an exchange between 
the Canadian and the American with regard to timber does not 
extend beyond that narrow frontier. It is confined there. The 
Senator from Georgia never saw any timber imported from Eu- 
rope. He willfind nolumber imported from the old countries, 
because they have none. 

You can not have wood from those countries which largely 
compete with us in manufactures. You must have your wood 
from countries like Canada, or from the Tropics—from new coun- 
tries. Itisabsolutely impossible for any importation from the 
old countries to affect us seriously. Theremay bea certain growth 
of timber in old countries that 1 am not aware of that is imported 
to some extent, but it could only be very small. The figures cited 
by the Senator from Georgia prove but very little, for if he will 
look further into the tables from which he has quoted he will find 
that the importations jumped up under free trade, and that the 
high specific tariff which is now being imposed upon a decreased 
price of lumber will have the undoubted effect of prohibiting the 
importation altogether. 

ePRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrows inthechair). The 
question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. VEST] to paragraph 193. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. Iwas going to propose, before the Senator from 
Arkansas proceeds, what I think might be satisfactory to the Sen- 
ator from Georgia and the Senator from Louisiana, and would save 
an immense deal of the time o? the Senate in debate. It is that 
the Senator from Georgia should agree to apply to sugar the pro- 
tective principle which he thinks ought to be applied to lumber, 
and the Senator from Louisiana should agree to apply to lumber 
the protective principle which he thinks ought to be applied to 
sugar. That would save a great dealoftime. [Laughter.] 

r.BACON. If the Senator from Massachusetts will simply 
strike out the word ' protective“ and put “revenue duties" in 
place of it, I will accept the proposition. 


Mr. HOAR. By any other name it would taste as sweet. By 
€ other name it would give high protection. 

r. CAFFERY. By any other name the statement of the Sen- 
atorfrom Massachusetts would be just as erroneous. Hoe can not 
make me out a protectionist by any side questions like that. There 
is not any protection in me. If I knew where it was, I would 
forthwith cut it out. Ido not want protection on sugar. I have 
never asked for protection on sugar. [have had the hardihood to 
ask for a tariff for revenue on sugar. 

Mr. HOAR. Why is the Senator pleading so piteously for a tax 
on that necessary of life which the poor people iu Louisiana have 
to consume. unless he wants the tax to protect them in raising it? 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senatorfrom Massachusetts is so infused, 
so inoculated, with the virus of protection that he can never see 
the strength of any argument for a tariff forrevenue purposes. I 
propose a tariff on sugar because that tariff will go into the Treas- 
ury. You want a tariff upon manufactured articles, the proceeds 
of which will go into the pockets of the manufacturer. "There is 
the distinction. I want a tariff upon articles that yieid a revenue 
to go into the coffers of the Government, and I point to sugar as 
one of these articles. As I have said to the Senator from Georgia, 
you could not get the reveuue from lumber, and therefore it does 
not come under the tariff-for-revenue doctrine. There is the dif- 
ference between us. 

Mr. BACON. The trouble about the Senator’s argument is that 
he bases it upon a bald assertion that such a thing can not be or 
that such a thing will be, and there is no evidence upon which the 
Senate can act which would bring us to the conclusion that he is 
correct. He says because one man—and that was disputed this 
morning in the statement made by the Senator from Michigan— 
said it would be prohibitory, therefore it must be prohibitory. He 
takes that as an accepted, conclusive, indisputable fact, and there- 
fore he says his conclusion deduced therefrom must be correct. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The statement that all lumber in the United 
States ought to be protected is a statement which can not be borne 
out. If we made all the eee that we wanted and exported a 
vast amount of sugar, could I have the hardihood to come before 
the Senate of the United States and ask for a tariff upon it on the 
line of a tariff for revenue? I could not. We have lumber in that 
category. We have inexhaustible fields of lumber. Our forests 
are our wealth. We are disseminating the blessings of that 
wealth all over the world. We are exporting lumber. We have 
more than enough. We are giving to those who have no lumber 
out of our abundance. I want to know whether that article 
comes within the category of a tariff for revenue. : 

Every market of Central America, a great many markets o 
Europe, Canada itself, are recipients of our exports. It can not 
be a tariff for revenue, or, if so, toa very small degree. The im- 
ports show an insignificant amount. In 1889, or the year before 
the McKinley Act went into operation, the amount of revenue 
from sugar was $58,000,000, three times the amount of the gross 
import of lumber into the United States. So, sir, I stand on clear 
ground, on defensible ground, on Democratic ground, when I plant 
myself upon sugar as a revenue-producing article. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But you do not object to the incidental pro- 
tection that you get on sugar? 

Mr.CAFFERY. Ihave no regard forincidental protection. I 
never look backward; I look forward to the principle. Place the 
tariff on a reyenue-producing article and let it operate as it will. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I simply desire to 
state that his disclaimer reminds me of the fact that Macaulay, in 
his History of England, in speaking of the Puritans, said that the 
objected to bear fighting, or bear baiting, as I believe he terme 
it, not because it gave pain to the bears, but because it gave 
pleasure to the spectators. I suppose, on the same line, the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana objects to every imposition of the tariff, not 
because it will caus» an expense to the ple, but because there 
may be some indirect or incidental benefit derived therefrom. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The historical allusions of the Senator from 
Georgia are as pointless as hisargument upon a tariff for lumber. 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator doubt the correctness of it? 

Mr. CAFFERY. The correctness or the incorrectness of it is 
of no sort of moment. Whether Macaulay or Socrates or Plato 
or anybody else said it, it has no application to the point we are 
now discussing. I want the pleasure for the people. The bears 
can take care of themselves. 

Whom is the tariff on lumber to benefit? It will give an in- 
finite amount of satisfaction to the lumber syndicates upon the 
Canadian border. It will give pain and suffering to every poor 
man who wants to erect a shelter to cover his head. That is 
whatit willdo,sir. You want to place a tariff upon this indis- 
pensable article, an article that shelters the poor from the pitiless 
storm, and you cite to me, as a reason to show the fallacy of my 
argument, the ideas of the old Puritans in regard to bear 8 s 

No, sir; I speak here not so much from any sentimental stand- 
point, from the standpoint of Ha the poor, and in advocacy 
of the correctness of the Democratic principle of tariff for revenue 
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only. I say that the tariff on lumber can be brought within 
neither of the principles. What is the principle 9 
Protect until you stimulate the whole quete in order to bring 
the price cheaper to the consumer. That is their theory. The fact 
has never jumped with the theory. If you want to stimulate the 
production of lumber, you denude the forests, you kill your 
industry by protection. Under the situations that exist in the 
United States, it is absolutely impossible to protect everybody en- 
ed in the lumber business, and you can only protect the - 
industries along the Canadian border. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not question the sincerity of 
the declaration of the Senator from Louisiana. Of course I have 
no doubt whatever that he is one of those instances of gentlemen 
which often occur—very honest and worthy people who deceive 
themselves. But the fact is this: He represents a State which is 
largely engaged in raising sugar, and which can not make a profit 
unless there is a revenue duty on sugar, or a bounty, which is out 
of the question this year. Putting that revenue duty on sugar 
raises the price of sugar to everybody in this country, and raising 
the price of suzar to everybody in this country raises the price of 
a necessary of life of which the poor men consume as much per 
capita as the rich. Whenever there is a question as to other rev- 
enue duties the Senator is not found rising in his place and insist- 
ing that there shall be an increased excise tax on beer because it 
is sure to go into the Treasury, or that there shall be an increased 
excise tax or duty on a dozen other things which are situated in 
the same way, which will go into the Treasury; but his whole cry 
is, Sugar, Mr. Speaker; sugar, sugar, sugar, sugar!" When the 
Wilson bill passed, the honorableSenator was so doubtful whether 
sugar had n taken care of sufficiently that if I am not mis- 
taken he voted “nay,” against the bill, when his name was first 
called, and ** yea" on the final vote, and his vote turned the scale. 
Now, he is as sincere a man as ever lived—I do not say this for the 
sake of imputing any want of absolute sincerity to the Senator— 
but he has his theory, and the result of his theory is that the one 
thing which on free-trade principles is to be protected is the sugar 
of Louisiana and nothing else. 

The honorable Senator from Georgia, who is also a sincere man, 
aman of the greatest personal worth and intelligence. as we all 
know, y & theory, under which the lumber of his State is to be 

rotected. : £ 
p Mr. BACON. The Senator will allow me to correct him. My 
view of the subject is not limited to lumber. Iam in favor, as a 
general rule, of a tariff on all raw materials, whether they are 
produced in my State or not. 

Mr. HOAR. Onallraw materials that compete with the prod- 
ucts of Georgia? ; 

Mr. BACON. No, sir; whether they do or not. 

Mr. HOAR. Then there are a lot of other Senators who see the 
point of this and who are laughing about it, who have an idea 
that a duty of something like 80 or 90 per cent on rice is all right; 
that it isa revenue duty. Rice is a necessary of life; the duty 
raises the price of rice to every poor man; it is the poor man’s 
food; but after all the good old Democratic doctrine of free trade 
is exemplified by putting a duty of 80 or 90 per cent on the rice 
that our people raise. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, if you commit the making of a 
tariff to the gentlemen who are conducting this debate against 
the pending bill on the Democratic side of the Chamber, and tell 
them if they will write out a tariff we will all shut our eyes and 
open our mouths and vote for it, they will make a tariff which 
they will call free trade, but which will amply and thoroughly 
protect every important industry of their own States. That is 
what they did when they had a chance to make one before, and 
that is what they would do if they had a chance to make one now. 
There is a great deal—— 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will allow me to ask him a 
question. 

Mr. HOAR. No; let me finish the sentence and then I will 

ield. Mr. President, there is a great deal of human nature in 
emocrats. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BACON. I desire to asx the Senator from Massachusetts, if 
the opportunity were given to us to draw a tariff bill, and we 
should put into it a tax on hides, would he support the bill, or 
would he insist upon free hides in the interest of the leather and 
shoe manufacturers of Massachusetts? 

Mr. HOAR. If the bill seemed to me to be a sound measure, as 
Ithink the present one is likely to be, one which will protect the 
industries of the country generally, I should certainly defer to the 
opinion of the majority of my colleagues in regard to ore single 
item like that, and I would vote for the bill. 

Mr. BACON. But the Senator is speaking about what individ- 
ual Senators favor as it may affect their own particular localities, 
and I desire to know of the Senator from Massachusetts whether 
he would favor a tax on hides, or whether he would prefer to favor 
& tax on the manufactures of leather? 


: Mr. HOAR. That is not the question the Senator asked me be- 
ore. 
Mr. BACON. Well, I ask it now. 

Mr. HOAR. "The Senator asked me whether, if there was a duty 
on hides in a tariff bill, I would vote for it, and I said, if it was a 
proper bill in other respects, I should. 

Mr. BACON. I will change the question to the latter form, if 
the Senator will permit me. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator puts that question. I do not want 
to prolong the debate, but I will say just this: The hide is nota 
thing which is produced by itself alone. It is a part of an animal 
which must be killed to make it. Now, if there is a duty upon 
hides alone of a cent a pound, the hides averaging 60 pounds in 
weight, so that it would be a tariff of 60 cents on an animal 
which would be, on an average, worth $60, it would bea tariff 
of 1 per cent only on the product. I think that a tariff of only 1 
per cent on any product is an absurdity as a matter of protection. 
It never would have any effect at all. You can not put a pro- 
tective tariff upon the horns of an ox of 3 or 4 cents only and have 
it a stimulant or an aid or an assistance in raising the ox. So I 
think a tariff on hides of that sort, not a tariff on the whole 
8 but upon a little piece of it, is utterly absurd. But if I 

o not succ in convincing the judgment of other gentlemen 
that that is true, I shall think that I am probably mistaken, and 
if the tariff in other respects is sound, I shall support it. That is 
my attitude exactly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me to 
make a remark? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr.STEWART. Mr. President, I concur with the Senator from 
Massachusetts that a tariff of 1 cent a pound on hides is entirely 
inadequate. But I am unableto distinguish between the principle 
of the tariff on hides and a tariff on any other products of the 
United States, whether of the loom, the factory, or the farm. 
Farmers are more generally interested in a tariff on hides than any 
other article that can be named. There are more farmers who 
raise some cattle than persons engaged in any other one pursuit. 
Everything depends on the farmers. 'The farmers have to sell 
abroad in a free-trade market and buy at home in a protected 
market. They pay your imports, the interest on your foreign ob- 
ligations, and maintain the credit of the country. Our exports 
mostly come from the farmers, and we should relieve them as 
much as possible. 

I do not have in mind now just how much we pay for foreign 
hides, but it is a very large amount. Perhaps some genus 
can answer as to that. Ido not understand why we should not 
protect hides in order to benefit the farmer and enable him to 
make sumen i raising stock. We should give him the mar- 
ket for hides when we put a tariff on the finished material, on 
boots and shoes. When we build up that industry, a manufac- 
turing industry which is confined to a very few people, and com- 
pel the farmer to buy his boots and shoes in a protected market, 
we should not deny him the protection that we give to others. 

I deny that the raising of f cattle is a profitable business in 
this country. It hardly pays at present prices. Farmers can 
hardly afford to do it. But if you put a tariff on hides, so as to 
make the hides of some value and distribute the protective prin- 
ciple among them more generally, you will make it much more 
satisfactory. 

Itell you there is nothing in any argument that may be made 
for a tariff upon anything that does not apply to hides more 
emphatically than to any other one article, because they are more 
posa produced by a larger number of people, and produced 

y those people who have to buy boots and shoes. The idea that 
any class of people in this country should be indulged with the 
purchase of whatis needed to furnish them in a free-trade market, 
and should always be allowed to sell in a protected market, is 
unfair. There are very few things that you can protect for the 
farmer. He is forced to buy in a protected market and sell his 
surplus, which pays for what you buy abroad, in a free-trade 
market. Thatis unfair. 

It has been suggested that 1 cent a pound upon hides is not & 
sufficient duty. I will say that I think it is not. The duty ought 
to be 10 cents a pound atleast; itoughtto be protected, We have 
hides enough in this country to supply the home demand. Thou- 
sands and thousands of hides are left where the beeves are slaugh- 
tered and not used at all; they will not bear the cost of transporta- 
tion. If we had such protection as would enable them to get the 
hides to market, we could produce enough in this country proba- 
bly to supply the demand entirely. Ihave never been able to see 
an argument on the part of anybody that could make a distinc- 
‘tion between a duty on hides and a duty on boots and shoes. 

Mr. WHITE. I understand it is claimed by the other side, 
however, that hides are raw material. 

Mr. GRAY. Rawhides? [Laughter.] 

Mr.STEWART. Everything is raw material, and it is'so de- 
clared in all the letters that come in here. Every man regards 
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everything that he uses in his business and that he has to buy as 


raw material. Every letter that comes here goes on tos of 
‘everything else as raw material, no matter how many processes it 
has gone through. No matter how much labor Has been bestowed 
upon it, if he wants it for manufacturing purposes he calls it raw 
material. There is nothing in such a claim. Raw material is 
that material upon which no labor has been expended, and you 
can not draw any other line. If you say that any material u 
‘which labor has been expended is raw material, then everything 
is raw material. That is the only line that can be drawn. 

Why, I ask, should not the laborer in raising cattle or sheep or 
in producing coal from the mines be pro from competition 
with the cheap labor of the Old World as well as those who stay 
in the cities, the employees you import into cities and who work in 
‘factories? Is not the labor of the farmer, the pioneer who goes 
ont and develops the resources of nature and Ae e wool and 
hides and minerals and all that goes into manufacturing, as meri- 
1 as the labor in the factories, which is mostly imported? 

t labor has not rage un. anything; it has not breathed free 
air; it is not always the labor of American people; it has been 
herded in . cities; it has not gone out and developed the 

ountry. lask why the pioneer labor of the farmer that develops 

e country is not as much entitled to protection as any other 
labor. The laborers who produce this kind of raw material are 
mostly American citizens, native born for the greater part, and 
they are entitled to some recognition. Why should they not be 
protected equally? I do not understand that. 

The object is to protect American labor. I want to know why 
American labor in the fields, why American labor that develops 

e resources of nature, is not as much entitled to protection as 

American labor that dwells in the cities. Are not these valu- 
able citizens? Do we not want them as a foundation for the Re- 

ublic? 
x As suggested to me, the raw material of one man is the finished 
duct of another. That is the way it goes. The rule should be 
Prat anything which is produced by labor should be protected, If 
anything is to be pro d,if the protective principle is to be 
a lied, it should be applied so as to protect labor, 
what the competition is in this business. Look at Mexico, 
South America, and other countries where the cattle run free and 
wild, and hides are gathered by the lowest kind of labor. Wecome 
into competition withthem. Soitiswithwool. In that industry 
‘we come in conflict with the cooly labor, the inferior labor of India. 
So it is in all this question of raw material. 

Why, I ask, are not the American citizens, upon whom this 
fabric of liberty rests, who develop the resources of nature which 
make this Government great, entitled to protection? This would 
not have been a t Government if there had not been great 
matural rtunities and resources and if those resources had not 

develo by the building of homes in the prairies and in 
mountains and bringing forth the treasures of nature. Those 
things have made this country great and prosperous. Why should 
mot the labor of these people be protected as much as that of any 
other people? i : 

If you are to have a protective tariff, you should protect labor, 
le ,inthe field as well as in the factory. Any other protective 
; rit will fail to give satisfaction on account of its injustice, and 
‘will continue the agitation here. The time will come when no 
class of men in this country will be allowed to buy in a free-trade 
market and sell in a protected market while the t mass of the 
people are compe to buy in a protected market and sell in a 
88 market enough to maintain the credit of the Govern- 


ment. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, in the course of the remarks of 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] he referred to er 
vote on the sugar schedule of the Wilson Act, and he opened 
remarks with the statement that I had succeeded in deceiving 
myself with regard to the Democratic theory of tariff for revenue 
only. Ihave this consolation, Mr. President, in that respect, that 
while I may be deceiving myself, the evil stops with me. I may 

the victim of my own infatuation, but ever since the Senator 
om Massachusetts has been in this body he has been a potent 
actor in deceiving the whole or a large portion of the people of the 
United States in regard to the pernicious workings of his tariff for 
protection. I may deceive myself, but I have not been theinstru- 
ment of deceiving others. 

Mr. President, I have no apologies to make for the vote I gave 
upon thatsugarschedule, nor would Ihaveadverted to it but for the 
manner and style, more than for the matter, in which the Senator 
from Massachusetts adverted toit. Upon the final passage of that 
bill I did get up in my seat in the Senate and vote **nay," and after- 
“wards chan it to “aye.” That nay vote had no reference to 
the principle of tariff for revenue or tariff for protection. 

As I stated on that occasion, I cast that vote because, as I thought, 
of the injustice or the want of faith displayed by my own side in 
fho matter of that s Schedule. It was on that the bill 

be reported with a 40 per cent plus 8 plus 10 duty, to go 


into effect on the succeeding 1st of January. That promise was 
violated, and it was for no other reason, without regard to the 
tariff-for-revenue principle or the tariff-for-protection principle, 
that I cast that vote. I had a right to cast it, and I have no apolo- 
gies to make for casting it. en the Senator from u- 
setts attempts by introducing that vote before this body to show 
that I had vacillated in the application of my principles, he has 
sadly failed of his purpose. 

Sir, he saysa tariff upon hides is an absurdity, because it is only 
1 per cent of the value of the animal, and we have it from that 
bigs authority, the Senator from Massachusetts, that a tax is 
0 * be levied, only to be placed, when it reaches up into very 
high percentages; that it is am absurdity because it is low and 
does not ers enough upon the backs of the American people. A 
tariff on hides of 1 cent a pound, in the beautiful light of the pro- 
tective theory, is denounced by the Senator as an nde. 
Pile up more upon the backs of the people. You have not got 
enough tariff on hides. Nothing will satisfy your theory—the 
theory through which you have deceived the American people, or 
a large part of them—unless you pile such enormous tariff bur- 
dens upon their shoulders that they are bowed and bent to the 
earth itself. 

I do not wish to go into an academic discussion of the principle 
of tariff for revenue or tariff for protection. It is a great ma 
ciple which divides the two parties; it is a great principle that 
will ever divide mankind. Your principle isa principle of selfish- 
ness; it is a remnant of 8 en men are debarred by the 
civilization of the —and, thank God, they are debarred in the 
section in which I live—from owning human property, the next 
step is to own human industry. 

y this core tariff you are attempting to spoliate a man 
of his industry and apply it to particular classes. That, in my 
opinion, is the working of a tariff for protection. There is no 
slavery now in human flesh, but slavery in the proceeds of human 
toil. t is what you want. You illustrated the beauties of 
the theory when you denounced the tariff upon hides as too little. 
You want more of human labor, of human toil. You want spe- 
cially protected industries in order that your theory may work in 
its beautiful order all along the line from the hide to the shoe. 

ui HOAR. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CArrERY] finds 
fault with my thinking that a tariff of 1 per cent on an animal does 
notoperate for protection. He thinks that 80 per cent or 40 per 
cent on sugar is nothing but a revenue duty, and not protection 
at all. The Senator says he does not find fault, however, so much 
with the matter as with the manner of what I said. Iwish to say, 
if the Senator is through, that 1 should like to withdraw the man- 
ner and let the matter stand by itself. 

The Senator further says that he has not deceived anybody. I 
wish to say that I MNT with him that he has not de- 
ceived ED because his attitude answers itself. 

Mr. AL . Mr. President, I was not in the Chamber when 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] is to have 
said that the tariff on hides was simply a tariff of 1 per cent on 
the animal; but if that statement was made, it is entirel incor- 
rect. An ordinary full-grown animal, unfed—that is, atted— 
to-day is worth about $32 or $33 in the average market. The hide 
of that animal is worth from $3 to $3.25, according to its condi- 
tion. That would be a great deal more than 1 per cent of the 


value of the animal. 

But, aside from that, I think I tto call attention, Mr. Presi- 
dent, to one 3 in this bill that escaped my attention when 
I occupied the floor a few moments ago. I find sections 9 and 10, 
on page 207, entirely disjointed from the subject-matter of lum- 
ber or from those other sections that pertain to lumber and tim- 
ber, which read as follows: 

Bzc.9. That the produce of the forests of the State of Maine u 
John River and its tributaries, owned by American citizens, an 
hewed in the Province of New Brunswick by American citizens, the same 
being unmanufactured in whole orin part, which is now admitted into the 
ports of the United States free of duty, shall continue to be so admitted, 
Fey? such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall from time to 


rescribe. 

SEU. 10. That the produce of the forests of the State of Maine upon the St. 
Croix River and its tributaries, owned by American citizens, and sawed or 
hewed in the Province of New Brunswick by American citizens, the same 
being unmanufactured in whole or in part, shall be admitted into the ports 
of United States free of duty, under e as the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall from time to time to p 

Mr. President, I should like to know, as one Senator who will 
be compelled, I suppose, to vote upon this bill one way or the 
other, just voy those sections are placed in the bill, and I know 
of no person who is more familiar,or who should be more familiar, 
with those than the senior Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate]. If I 
can get his attention, I should like to have those sections ained. 

I call the attention of the senior Senatorfrom Maine to the fact 


the St. 
sawed or 


of the existence of sections 9 and 10, on page 207 of this bill, with 

reference to lumber taken from the pine forests of Maine to New 
rought into our markets. 

Maine, who, of course, is 


Brunswick to be manufactured and 
Should like to have the Senator from 
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familiar with the facts, state what necessity there is for these 
visions. 
"M. HALE. Mr, President, I donot wish to delay the considera- 
tion of that part of the bill that the Senate is actually e in, 
and I did propone later, when the sections referred to by the Sen- 
ator are reached, to make a brief explanation of what is entirely 
and easily explainable. The two provisions—it will take me onl 
a minute to make a statement in answer to the Senator —. 
are found later in the bill, on page 207, sections 9 and 10, are known 
as the St. Croix and St. John river acts. They have been entirely 
misinterpreted and their meaning perverted. Theletterthat was 
introduced on Saturday, signed by Mr. Burleigh, of New York, 
clearly misunderstands the case. 

The origin of the case is this: By the fundamental treaty with 
Great Britain permission is given to float down in the British 
waters of the St. John River lumber cut on the upper branches 
and the affluents of that river in the State of Maine, and the two 
acts which are incorporated in this bill, and which have been in 
every tariff bill but one for forty years, simply provide that where 
United States Iumber cut in the United States territory, which 
has but one way only of getting out, and that is through the Brit- 
ish waters of the St. John, as allowed by treaty, may be floated 
down and manufactured and brought in free, because they are the 
produet of our forests. Lem : 

The argument has been made that if this is true it ought to ap- 
ply to any American-owned lumber on British or provincial ter- 
ritory. But that is an entirely different case. This lumber, cov- 
ering some hundreds of to ips, unless taken down the St. John 
River, could never be removed from the place where it grows. 
The waters all run that way; the streams run into the St. John; 
and the ax of the woodsman would never be heard in those town- 
ships,and the product would lie absolutely useless if it did not 
come down the St. John waters. Acting upon that knowledge, 
those two acts, the St. John River Act and the St. Croix River 
Act, were passed, 

It has been said that you can not tell what is the uct of these 
forests in Maine. The answer to that is that it is like everything 
in lumbering that is found upon a drive in a river. To the unso- 
phisticated ke could hardly make it appear that it would be dem 
sible for a hundred lumbermen in one stream, putting all their 

ucts upon the banks of the same river, to be able to distinguish 
eir 8 one from another, but such is the fact; the marking 
is such, and is agreed upon, so that the logs that are 
cutin Maine and floated down in that way through British waters 
under the provisions of the law and treaty are all marked, and the 
Government has agents to inspect them. While I do not say that 
there may not at times have been some slight abuses, yet, asa 
matter of fact, the product of the Maine forests is followed and 
identified, and that only is subject to these provisions. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, it occurs to me that it is entirely 
proper to discuss the whole wood schedule together; that is, every 
section of this bill which applies to the question of lumber or tim- 
ber. I must say that it seems to mea little peculiar that these two 
sections are taken entirely from the wood schedule and placed over 
in the back part of this bill by themselves. 

I want to say also that I do not take the slightest stock in any 
man’s profession that he discusses the tariff question free from 
any local influence that naturally would affect his opinion. Itis 
ee a selfish question, and every man more or less, if he 
beer oo of Congress, is guided by the interests of his State or 

Certainly it is very peculiar that Maine, of all the States of the 
Union, should have a s or to take her logs on British territory, 
manufacture them into lumber, buy her supplies upon British ter- 
ritory, hire her labor upon British territory, pay for it there, and 
MW He oo product into the ports of the United States 

'ree of duty. 

I do not say anything about the abuse of a law of that kind. I 
have no doubt, from what has been told me and from what slight 
inyestigation I have been able to give the matter, that ann 
there are millions and millions of feet of lumber that are cut from 
the forests of New Brunswick and manufactured into lumber by 
British mills, which come as American lumber into the United 
States of America without paying a cent of duty. - 

The testimony before the Ways and Means Committee of the 
House of Representatives shows, I think, conclusively that the 
men who manufacture the t bulk of lumber in New Bruns- 
wick are not American citizens, and can not be said to come 
within the class of persons who are entitled to protection; and I 
ask the Senator from Maine who has just spoken if it be not true 
that 90 per cent of all the men who fell the forests in Maine and 
carry the product to New Brunswick are poopie of British birth, 
and many of them not citizens of the United States? 

Mr. LE. What is the Senator's question? There is so much 
noise in the Chamber that I could not hear it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Lask the Senator to state if it be not true that 


y | country 


90 


practical speaking, of the men who fell your forests 
and who convert the logs into lumber are foreigners? 


r cent, 


Mr. Oh, no; nothing of the kind. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President 
adis GRAY. Willthe Senator from Nebraska permit me right 

ere? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes. 

Mr. GRAY. I find in the RECORD of Friday last that the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] said in a colloquy 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY]: 

Ishould like to ask the Senator how it happens— 

Said Mr. GALLINGER— 
that almost every tree that is felled in the woods in New England is felled by 
a French Canadian? 

Mr.ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Inoticed that atthe time, and I had the same feel- 
ing then as I have now about it, that the Senator had entirely 
misapprehended the conditions. I live myself in a lumbering 
community, on a lumbering river, where a great of the in- 
dustries of the people is made up of that business, and I do not 
suppose of the hundreds and perhaps thousands of men who are 
employed in lumbering that 3 cent are of foreign birth and 
residence. There are some portions upon the line where the per- 
centage is larger; but it is not the fact that the great amount of 
labor is performed by foreigners. Neither is it, I may say, the 
fact that any grot rtion of the lumber that comes into our lum- 
ur E is furnished under those sections which have been re- 

e to. 

The amountis comparativelysmall. The proportion of the New 
Brunswick product that comes from the Maine lands that is 
shipped down the waters of the St. John is small. American citi- 
zens own the lands, put in the crews, float the logs down, own the 
mills, saw the lumber, and bring it in; but it is a limited business; 
it is not very large; it does not cut much feature in connection 
with the whole lumber b ; and it is not enough to arouse 
the opposition or the in tion of the Senator from Nebraska. 
It isa small feature relatively in the whole great question; and 
its needs come from just what I have stated. This lumber never 
would come out in any other way, but the amount of it is not 


ms ALLEN. Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska is not 
indignant at all. The people whom I represent in part in this 
Chamber are victims of the lumber interests of this country, the 
lumber trusts, and the syndicates. I speak for my people; amd I 
say, Mr. President, notwithstanding the statement of my friend 
from Maine, for whom I have os respect. personally, that the 
great bulk of the men engaged in felling the trees and sawin 
umber in this country are men of foreign birth. M 
rcentof them from Maine to Minnesota are men of forei 
birth and a great portion of them are not citizens of the United 
tates 


You can not secrete the fact from a who takes a tri 
through these great pine forests, who watches the industry, ud 
looks at the men engaged in the labor. that they are men who do 
not naturally belong to this coun They come here, as many an- 
other man comes, for the purpose of making afew dollars; and when 
those few dollars are made they return to their foreign homes. 
They do not get any particular protection or increase of wages in 

mence of a protective tariff. Show me an industry in the 
United States—one of them alone—the wages of whose operatives 
have been increased by tariff taxation, and I will show you an 
isolated instancein the history of thiscountry. Isay,sir, toss 
not an industry in all the ramifications of the industrial pursuits 
of this country where the wages of the man who performs the 
labor have been materially increased by the imposition of tariff 
taxation—not one. 

Iknow Senators will rise in their places and discourse upon the 
beauties and sing the song of protection; and yet, look at our 
and see who profits by the imposition of a tariff of that 
kind. Where is the millionaire who has earned a livelihood or a 
fortune by his hand or his craft? There is not one. But, Mr. 
President, the Atlantic Seaboard has its thousands and thousands 
of millonaires who have made their millions within the last 
thirty years under the pernicious influences of high protection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ill the Senator kindly tell us how many 
thousand millionaires there are on the Atlantie Coast? 

Mr. ALLEN. I think about 4,000. I do not know that the 
Senator from New Hampshire is one of them. I hope not. 
think it is generally conceded that there are about 4,000 of them. 
Mr. President, a of a century ago there was not one. Before 
the imposition of the tariff of 1861 there was not a millionaire in 
this country who had made his fortune through tariff taxation. 
Yet, sir, they have increased until they amount to thousands, and 
where in all the nationcan be found a man who is dependent upon 
his hands or upon his brain as an operative who has been able to 
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do morethan to keep soul and body together and care for his little | the free list, and does my coll 


family in an humble way? 
I know that this was called to my attention very forcibly a few 
ears I noticed a little factory. The man had grown rich. 
He accumulated a fortune, and when I came to investigate, I 
found out that he and his neighbor a few years before were alike 
humble farmers, living upon adjoining farms, each industrious, 
eac of about the same amount of ability, each econom- 
ical. One had grown to have a tremendous fortune as a manu- 
facturer. The other had barely held his own during those thirty 
years, being able to hold on to his little homestead. Can any man 
convince you, sir, that a law which will produce results of that 
kind is just to those two men? A law the result of which will 
makeone class rich and keep the other poor is unjust and inequita- 
ble; and when you come to apply alaw of that kind to thousands 
and tens of thousands and hundreds of thousands who are carry- 
ing the torch of civilization upon the great prairies and in the 
mountains and valleys of the West, you are imposing upon civili- 
zation a burden which it ought not to be called upon to bear. 

Sir, make our homes free—as free as they can be made consist- 
ently with the raising of sufficient revenue to conduct the affairs 
ofthe Government. Make the three great essentials to human 
life, shelter, clothing, and food, as free as the air and sunlight. 
The American people are entitled to have them as free as they can 
be made, consistent with the raising of revenue to conduct the 
Government. 

Mr. President, while we are imposing a burden in the form of 
a tariff of 82 a thousand upon white pine (for I suppose the yoke 
will be put upon our necks after a time), why permit the constitu- 
ents of my friend the Senator from Maine to go over upon British 
territory and cut logs by the millions of feet and use British labor 
in manufacturing them into lumber and come into the ports of 
the United States free, as they are doing every day now? Why 
should that be done? 

Mr. HALE. It is not done. 

Mr. ALLEN. I say to the Senator from Maine that I am pre- 

ared to prove that itisdone. Iam prepared to prove that the 
che of the United States are violated by the manufacture of 
British logs into lumber and imposing them upon the people of 
the United States as American lumber. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, itis not my purpose to in- 
dulge in the luxury of a speech on the tariff at the expense of the 
millions who are waiting, watching, hoping, and praying for the 
toes d enactment of a Republican tariff law; norisit necessary 

at the ar; ent for the 8 theory of tariff should again 
be made. at argument been made in the last four years by 
the silent spindles, the rotten water wheels, the smokeless chim- 
neys, therusty dinner pails, the Coxeys' armies, theragged women, 
and the hungry children. But what I desire now, in just a moment 
or two, is to express my reasons for pc peor a tariff of $2 & 
thousand upon white pine,as upon other similar classes of 
manufactured lumber. 

Under the tariff law logs are admitted free. The tax is upon 
the manufactured lumber, If the trees are grown across upon the 
Canadian side of the line and it is Canadian timber which the 
American people are to build their houses with and my people are 
to use upon the broad prairies where we grow no timber, the only 
result, in my judgment, will be to transfer the location of the saw- 
mills and the lumber manufactories from the American side of the 
line to the Canadian side of the line. In my judgment it will not 
make a difference of one cent a thousand in the price of lumber to 
the consumers in the State of Nebraska. Logs will come into this 
country free. They will be manufactured on this side of the line 
under the nt bill, and the price of lumber generally will be 
as it should be—that price which the general American competi- 
tion in all kinds and classes of manufactured lumber and the cost 
of its manufacture ore and fix upon it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like to ask my colleague a question before 
he takes his seat, if he will submit to it. I understand the prin- 
ciple of protection to be to make a scarce market. It is prohibit- 
ive, either entirely or partially, in its theory and in its effect. 
The very theory of imposing $2 a thousand duty upon manufac- 
tured lumber is to give the American manufacturer of lumber 
control of the American market. 

Mr. THURSTON. No, Mr. President. It is for the purpose of 
securing the benefit of the manufacture of American logs on 
American soil by American men and in American mills, 

Mr. ALLEN. If my colleague will permit me, we will not have 
any American logs to manufacture in the course of four or five 
years more. 

Mr. THURSTON. I did not refer to American logs. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand my colleague to say American pn 

Mr. THURSTON. itis to give the American people on 
side of the line an oppo: ty to manufacture the Canadian 
white-pine logs. 

Mr. ALLEN. They are doing that now. 

Mr. THURSTON. Put manufactured white pine lumber on 


T e pretend to tell me that a log 
will ever come in as a log from the Canadian side to be manufac<' 
tured on this side of the line? 

Mr. ALLEN. Why not? 

Mr. THURSTON. Why should it? 

Mr. GRAY. Do they not come in now? 

Mr. THURSTON. To a certain extent, where they can be 
floated in without being transported, as the lumber would be, on 
the railroads; but wherever the Canadian logs can not reach this 
country except upon the railroad lines, the lumber and not the 
logs comes here now. 

r. GRAY. Will my friend the Senator from Nebraska ? 
ALLEN] permit me for one moment? I wish to make a remark in 
line with what the Senator said. I am informed that the great 
fear in ced Michigan now among the manufacturers of lumber 
is that if this duty is put upon Canadian lumber it will interfere 
with the trade they are now doing in sawing the logs that come 
across from Canada. The American manufacturers are now 
doing the very business of which the Senator from Nebraska was 
a ing, and they fear that this tax on lumber will interfere 
with it. 

Mr. THURSTON. If the Senator from Delaware, representi: 
those American manufacturers in their objection to this tari 
can inform me in what way a tax on the manufactured product 
would prevent the continued free importation of the logs for man- 
ufacture on this side, I shall be pleased to hear the ar; ent. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam not representing them particularly, except 
as I wish to stand up for all the great interests of this country, so 
far as I can understand them; but the point I wish to make is that 
the manufacturers of lumber in northern Michigan say that they 
are now manufacturing their lumber largely out of Canadian logs, 
And how, then, is the $2 a thousand tax on sawed lumber further 
1 1 them in the particular industry of sawing Canadian 

umber 

Mr. THURSTON. I understand that the most of the mills in 
that particular part of the country are now on the Canadian side, 
and, as I said before, wherever the Canadian timber, in order to 
reach this country, requires railroad transportation, not a lo 
comes in, or will come in, for manufacture on this side, but it 
always and at all times the manufactured product, because of th 
eye facilities for railway transportation of the TORUM READE 

e logs. 

Mr. ALLEN. Isimply wish to suggest that the sawmills in the 
United States have been so thoroughly established at such great 
expense that they are not going to remove from American soil 
without some great reason. I am informed that logs are coming 
over from Canada constantly and are being manufactured in 
lumber by our American mills, even under the present tariff, an 
I have every reason to believe that if the tariff is entirely removed 
from white pine, its removal will not be an obstruction to the logs 
coming over here and being manufactured into lumber. 

But if there be anything more apparent than another in the logic 
of my colleague it is this: If lumber can be manufactured in Can- 
ada pe pec than it can be in the United States, then under asys- 
tem of tariff taxation here, where we have higher priced labor, 
as it is said, than in Canada, we will naturally, under a system of 

rotection, force the opening of mills on the Canadian shore, the 

evelopment of railroads there, so that the low-priced manufac- 
tured lumber of Canada may be made to compete successfull 
with the highly rotected article manufactured in the Uni 
States. So, divested of all the poetry and the glory with which 
my colleague has clothed the subject of protection, it occurs to 
me that the only safe course we can pursue, if we are lookin 
after the interests of the American people, and the American wag 
earners and home builders, and especially if we are looking afte 
the interestsof the settlers upon the great prairies of the West an 
Northwest, is to make lumber as free to them as possible. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Ne- 
braska that there was evidence produced in the Senate three or 
four days ago to show that the labor cost in the forests, in the 
mill, and in the yard, measured by the results of labor, is cheaper 
in the United States than in Canada. The comparison was made 
by an expert employed by Commissioner of Labor Carroll D, 
Wright, and it resulted in such a showing, which was published 
and also incorporated in the few remarks I made upon the sub- 
ject. I suggest to the Senator that if logs are free and we can 
manufacture lumber cheaper in the United States than in Canada, 
as has been shown by this statement, then the manufactured . 
product enj d both the advantage of a tariff and cheaper labor. 
DE "Ex qp I Ino not Sonne. the statement HONTE 4 0 

ri was only arguing, however, upon the hypothes 
usually assumed by protectionists, that in consequence of pro- 
tective laws our labor is higher than it is in Canada or in any 
other country, and that, therefore,if labor is cheaper in Canada, 
as they contend, than in the United States, a high protective duty 
upon lumber in this country necessarily would eventually drive 
the manufacturer of lumber to the region of cheap laboz. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, it seems to me there 
are one or two facts in connection with the trade between this 
country and Canada which ought to be considered before we 
determine to change our course toward that Government in the 
material way we propose now to do. 

The importations into Canada from the United States amounted 
last year to $58,574,024. The exports from Canada to the United 
States were $44,448,410, leaving a balance of trade in our favor of 
$14,125,014. There were admitted into Canada free American 
imports amounting to $29,472,378 out of $58,000,000. There were 
admitted free into the United States from Canada $17,167,000. 
Weshipped into Canada free $29,000,000 and over, against $17,000,- 
000 and. over imported from Canada into the United States free. 

Now, if we change the tariff as proposed in the pending bill and 
the importations are the same, there will be free importations 
from Canada into this country of $2,975,000 against $29,472,000 
admitted free into Canada from this country. hen we contend 
that we are undertaking to build up reciprocal trade relations, it 
seems to me we had better consider for a moment the fairness of 
a proposition of this sort. aos 

The average rate of duty imposed in Canada upon all imports 
was 18.28 per cent. The average rate on dutiable imports was 
90.06. The rate of duty on all American imports was 13.26 per 
cent. The rate of duty on British imports was 22.31, and on im- 

rts from all other countries 26.75. The rate of duty on dutiable 

rts from the United States was 26.35; on British goods 30.02, 
and all other imports 30.97 per cent. 

That shows that the importations from the United States are 
received in Canada on more favorable terms than importations 
coming from the mother country into that colony, and yet we 
pro to shut out from this country importations of lumber 
which bear a si, 
this country. e amount of lumber consumed here is estimated 
now at about $500,000,000. 'The census of 1890 showed itto be 
$450,000,000. There is now imported from Canada about $7,500,- 
000 worth of lumber out of $500,000,000 produced and used here. 
Yet gentlemen who are insisting on having this tax imposed use 
very extraordinary expressions. One of the members of the lum- 
ber association which appeared here by a large representation 
before the Ways and Means Committee, in Speaking of the matter 
of the importation of Canadian lumber, said: 

This timber produces the same character of lumber with which our mar- 
kets have been flooded during the last four years by Canadian manufacturers, 

Our markets have been flooded by the Canadian manufacturers! 
Seven million five hundred thousand dollars out of $500,000,000! 
Flooding our markets and running the price down to practically 
nothing! Yet this is the sort of argument presented to the Ways 
and Means Committee for putting white pine on the taxable list at 
a rate that was not even prop in the McKinley Act. It is 100 
per cent higher than the rate of duty in the ME Act. 

There is one other argument which I will mention before I forget 
it. Oneofthearguments used before the Waysand Means Commit- 
tee was the high price to be paid to the United States for stumpage 
on white pine; t $3 a thousand was paid by the lumbermen of 
the West for stum: We all remember that there was a sale at 
Crookston, Minn., afew years ago, of a lot of lumber bought from 
the Chippewa Indian Reservation. An agreement was made that 
the timber on land not allotted to the Indians should be sold. It 
was to be appraised and put on the market and sold, and large 
quantities of it were sold. After the sale had gone on, a suspicion 
arose that everything was not going just right, and an investiga- 
tion was instituted. I hold in EM hand Document No. 85, the re- 
port which Secretary Bliss has submitted on this question, Ishall 
not detain the Senate by going into the matter to any consider- 
able extent, but I do want to call attention to a few facts. I do 
want the Senate to understand about the high rate of stumpage 
that is paid by the people who are now asking to have a tax of $2 
a 3 laid on this lumber to make their lumber holdings 
profitable. 

On page 6 of this report a statement is made which I will sum- 
marize. Here are 40 acres of land, section 24, township 150, 
range 35, southwest of northwest, reported by the appraisers to 
contain 65,000 feet of lumber. It was found by a special exam- 
iner sent to look the matter over, with several able assistants se- 
lected by himself, who counted the trees on the 40 acres and meas- 
ured their size and figured up what they would produce, to con- 
tain by one examiner (Ayres) 865,000 instead of 65,000. Mark 
you, the sales were made on the Government estimates. They had 
to pay $3 a thousand for what the Government estimate was that 
theland held. They had to pay on the 40 acres, for 65,000 feet, $3 
a thousand—the poor Indians must have compensation for the lum- 
berthey had—whereas those people absolutely had 865,000 feet in- 
stead of 65,000 feet, which was the estimate. The poor, innocent 
lumber barons, who are looking after purchases of thissort, made 
no mistake in buying the particular properties they needed. Take 
the list and go through the page, and opposite those overestimated 
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ificant relation to the lumber consumption of: 


you will find marked Not sold; not sold;" it runs clear down, 
while in those underestimated every one was sold. 

Ayres estimated the lumber on that quarter to be 865,000 feet; 
McGuigan estimated 700,000 feet, “the difference being due to 
difference in opinion in regard to defective timber." 


Subsequently— 
Says the general examiner who was sent out— 


with two men I per tallied the calipering and measuring of each tree 
on this tract, and found 1,611 trees, which it was computed would make 902,000 
feet of lumber, as shown on list submitted herewith marked A. 


He gives all the particulars—40 acres of land, bought on the 
basis of having 65,000 feet of lumber, at $3 a thousand, whereas 
in point of fact it had 902,000. Yet, because the Government re- 
quired those ere to pay $3 a thousand stumpage, they say the 
rank and file of the American people ought to be compelled to pay 
an increased price on lumber of $2 a thousand to compensate them 
for the high prices they pay for the standing trees. 

This thing runs clear through the report; there is instance after 
instance here, as any Senator who will take time to look into it 
will see. There is not a Senator here who believes those men did 
not understand what they were getting. They knew perfectly 
well what they were buying. Otherwise how did it happen that 
in the case of 40 acres where the lumber was overestimated, it 
was not sold, and where it was underestimated it was sold? ‘By 
their fruits ye shall know them,” I think I have read somewhere, 
and you see the result of action of this sort. There is no mistak- 
ing it. 

f call attention to another instance just below in the same 
report. The southwest quarter of the southeast quarter of section 
82, township 150, range 33, reported at 11,000 feet, all Norway, 
was found by Ayres to contain 222,000 feet, and. by McGuigan 
225,000 feet, almost all white pine. It was reported to contain 
11,000 feet of Norway; yet one of them found it contained 220,000 
feet and the other 225,000 feet, all white pine. Of coursetheou e 
to the Indians in selling the lumber for less than it is wig cm 
just this sort of fraud is one part of the consideration; but when 
we are asked to put a high tax on white-pine lumber for the pur- 
pose of enabling those people to recoup the high rate they are 
compelled Lo pay the Indians for the timber, the facts may as well 
be unders by the Senate. 

All trees on this tract were subsequently measured with calipers, and tal- 
lied by myself, and found to contain 338 trees, which it was computed would 
make 295,00) feet of lumber. 

Another one was the southeast quarter of the same section, 
5 55 at 185,000 feet. Ayres found 361,000 feet and McGuigan 

3,000. 

Each tree on this tract was subsequently measured with calipers, tallied 

1 nt Parke, found to contain 513 
LH Dieses 1,000 feet of lumber. d F 

But what is the use of detaining the Senate longer to go through 
these statements? 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me ask the Senator if there is any instance 
in the report where Ayres or McGuigan overestimated the amount 
of lumber? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No, sir; on the contrary,in each one 
of the cases the timber was subsequently measured by the man 
sent out by the Government, J. George Wright, United States 
Indian inspector. He counted the trees and measured them by 
calipers, and made the calculation accurately; and in every in- 
stance these two men, Ayres and McGuigan, were found to be 
below the facts. It was increased by ac measurement in each 
instance. 

Mr. President, on the same page from which I read a while ago, 
in the statement made by the lumbermen's association before the 
Ways and Means Committee, I notice, with reference to this indi- 
vidual, the following: 

Bearing on this state of the case, it may be stated that Otis Staples, who 
was the chief officer having charge of the duty of estimating the timber on 
the Chippewa Indian R ation in Minnesota, and who is probably as well 
informed a timber cruiser as there is in the State, expresses the opinion, in a 


scd to pe State fire warden, that more pine has been destroyed by fire than 
n cut. 


They were showing the Ways and Means Committee about the 
great risks that were incurred byfire. They referred to this man, 
and as these marvelous estimates had been made, and this man, 
Otis 1 was the man who made them, I felt a little curious 
to look through this report and see if I could find anything relat- 
ing to Mr. Staples. I thought perhaps there would be some allu- 
sion made to him, as he is brought in by the lumbermen’s associa- 
tion as being the authority which explains the muddy and vgly 
and foggy places and makesitallclear. In two or three lines in 
this official report, on page 58, I find the following, which is of 
some interest: 


Itis also represented that a Mr. Staples. chief of former corps of exami- 
ners, purchased la tracts on the day of sale, and has continued to do so at 
intervals since, in his own and other names. 
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Yet this man's statements are to be as asufficient reason 
for raising the tariff 100 per cent above McKinley Act to pro- 
‘tect these people by it and to pay high rates of presen. d 

Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate by re instances 
of this sort. What I have already stated is sufficient. I can not 

uade myself that under the circumstances the Senate will 

m it wise or proper or just that the American people shall be 
.called upon 40 pay Falher esie rise h as the McKinley rate 
‘for the purpose of increasing the profits of men who have resorted 
to methods of this kind to increase their fortunes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I have no doubt that the re- 
port referred to by the Senator from Arkansas as to fraudulent 
underestimation of pine upon certain Indian reservations is cor- 
rect. But that Senator can hardly be wi to arraign before 
the Senate and before the country the great y of lumbermen 
‘of the Northwest or of the country upon any such basis as that. 

I lived for twenty years in that portion of Wisconsin which is 
largely devoted to the lumbering interest, and I can say as to the 
inet body of those men, some of whom 1 think are lionaires, 

t they are men of great integrity and of great public spirit. 
'The lumber industry of the United States is not to be dealt with, 
Itake it, by the Senate upon the basis of that report or by any ac- 
'cepted impeachment, because of that report or the use which the 
Senator attempts to make of it, of the men who are engaged in 
this business. 

Ishall not take much of the time of the Senate, Mr. President, 
upon this subject or any other during the pendency of this bill, 
‘but I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the remarkable 
'amendment which is now pending, and to some of the ar; ents 
which have been made in support of it. The lumbering industry 
in the United States is a vers Eas one. Ido not know that there 
jis any larger. It is stated t $750,000,000 are invested in the 
‘lumbering industry throughont the country, and that about 600,- 
.000 men are 9 at daily in the various departments 
‘of the industry. Nearly 3,000,000 people are dependent upon it 
for a comfortable living. 

I can understand how Senators on the other side could brin 
themselves to vote to put lumber upon the free list, notwiths - 
ing the magnitude of this industry, or to put upon lumber a low 
rate of duty for revenue only, because many Senators on the other 
side believe in a tariff for revenue only; but I can not for the life 
of me understand how any Senator can arrive at the conclusion 
that it is just or in any sense logical for the Senate to adopt the 
‘amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

Whatisit? It isa proposition, Mr. President, to leave a two- 
dollar duty upon the spruce timber of Maine; to leave a two-dollar 
duty upon hemlock, which is called “the poor man's lumber;” to 
‘leave a two-dollar duty upon the pine of Arkansas and the pine 
‘generally throughout the South; to leave a two-dollar duty upon 
ithe California timber, upon the timber of Washington and n, 
land to put white-pine lumber, a jene mainly now of t 
States. Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota, upon the free list. 
Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 
Mr. VEST. Iendeavored to state as distinctly and emphatically 
I could that I favor the putting of lumber, manufactured, and 
e raw material, logs and all, upon the free list, and that I pro- 
at the proper time to make the motion which has already 
n made by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. I made 
this motion to except white pue because it is the salient point in 
this whole discussion, and 1 wanted a test vote as to how the 
Senate stood upon that particular lumber. 

Now, I will state, if the Senator will permit me 6 
[that under the McKinley Act spruce was taxed $2 a tho: „ 
product of Maine, whilst there was $1 a thousand put upon white 
ne In the act of 1894 all were put upon the free list, which is 
| e position that I and a large number of my colleagues upon this 

de of the Chamber maintain now. But I disclaim responsibility 
Into which my friend from Wisconsin places me now, that I am 
satisfied with excluding white pine. I simply wanted to test the 
view of the Senate in regard to this, the principal and salient 
point in the whole discussion, as to whether white pine should be 
excepted or not. 8 

Mr. SPOONER. I am discussing the motion which the Sena- 
dor made, and not the motion which the Senator intends to make. 
iI say now what I said a moment ago, that if it were a proposition 
to put lumber upon the free list, from the Senator's standpoint, I 
— understand why he should make it and why he should sup- 
port it. 
| Mr. VEST. Iintend to support it and to follow it up by the 

further motion I stated. 

Mr. SPOONER. But I can not understand why all other lum- 
ber should be left dutiable, as it would be by the adoption of this 
‘amendment at $2 a thousand, and the white-pine industry of Mich- 
| Minnesota, and Wisconsin be alone dealt this blow. 
ust PRITCHARD. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit 

e 


| 


v 


| 
| 


Mr.SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I desire to call attention to the fact that 
there is a considerable amount of white pine in my State, in Vir- 
ginia, in Tennessee, and in Kentucky. ith the Senator's per- 


mission, I ask the Secretary to read a tel from our State 
geologist showing the amount that we have in our State. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
CHAPEL HILL, N. C., June 5, 1897. 
Senator J. C. 


. PRITCHARD, 
1520 I street N, Washington, D. C.: 


Two hundred thousand acres dense white- forest, besides consid. 
ime ^ 3 pine es erable 
J. A. HOLMES. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. With the Senator’s permission further, I 
desire to call the attention of the Senate to the following letter 
bearing on this question, from Mr. Winchester, a resident of the 
State of West Virginia, a gentleman who is engaged in the lum- 
ber business. I to have it read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

NATIONAL LUMBER CONVENTION, 
OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE, 
1431 G Street NW., Washington, D. C., June 5, 1897. 


Dear SIR: in the Senate to-day, I was surprised u: look- 
ing at the map bited by PETTIGREW to find that no white pine 
was indicated in the States of West Kentucky, 
North Carolina, with the mountain lons of which Iam most y 
familiar. know from that in each of these States 


and know personal o 
stand large forests of the true white pine, altitude having made up for lati- 


in Pocahontas County, W. Va., an average of over 20,000,000 feet pe 3 
T ee; 


war, and still have standing sufficient tim 
up annual output for fifteen years to come, or a total of 800,000,000 feet. 
In the counties 5f Mercer d fully as much, while the greater 


1,600,000,000 feet of white pine. 

Asan active lumberman. I know of standing white in the State of 
Kentucky to the extent of 250,000,000 feet, and in the State of Tennessee I was 
at one time interested in and now know of 500,000,000 feet. Across the line in 
North Carolina there is an equal amount. 

Soit is that within my own personal knowledge there stands within the 
mountain portion of the four States mentioned an of 2,850,000,000 
or nearly 3,000,000,000 feet of white pine, while the deduction made 
from the map exhibi Senator PETTIGREW in the Senate to-day would 


be that not a single foot of white pine exists in that territory. 
Very truly, 
A. H. WINCHESTER. 
Hon. J. C. PRITCHARD, 
United States Senate, City. 


Mr. SPOONER. There is and for a great many years has been 
the manufacture of pine in Wisconsin, and it is a great industry. 
It is a great industry in the South. There has been a wonderful 
c in the influence of the Southern pine-lumber product upon 
the Western markets within the last few IA Iam glad it is so. 
I wish to see that section and all sections built up and prosperous. 
The millionaires in Wisconsin, as they are called here—the men 
who have been engaged for a great man Ie in the manufac- 
ture of lumber—have spent millions of do in wages. They 
have spent millions of dollars for — — which have gone into 
the woods during the winter. They have spent millions of dollars 
in ments to transportation companies. 

isany industry in this bill which is entitled to be 

tected, it is that industry, and this rate is less than 20 cent ad 
valorem. They need this protection. Iam assured by thelumber- 
men of the South that now, as there have been constructed rail- 
roads from Canada leading to Superior, to Minneapolis, to St. 
Paul, and thence West and Southwest, bringing Canadian refuse 
or common lumber into the markets to meet Southern pine—they, 
too, need this protection. It is an unfair competition in many 
ways, because of the difference in conditions. 

Now, upon what conceivable theory of justice is it, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that all other lumber in the United States and the industry 
engaged in it should be protected by a duty and that the white- 

ine lumber industry of these three States should be stricken 
own, as it were? 

Mr. E aoe is none, 2d 

Mr. SPOO è ere is none, and there is a peculiar reason, 
Mr. President, why that industry should be protected which does 
not apply to someof the others. It is because those States lie alon: 
the adian line. They are bordered by lakes and streams which 
afford cheap transportation for Canadian lumber, while the States 
of the South are remote from Canadian competition, although 


feel it. 

547 must be a system or it must go to pieces. Its benefits must 
be fairly distributed. No man living can answer the eere 
made here the other day by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] 
upon the subject of equality between industries and sections in the 
ition of tariff rates. If we areto have duties, whether you 

them revenue duties or protective duties, if 5 to 

| "bra year ipee ederet eei ind iiie opera- 
The tariff bill must be constructed upon fairprinciples, I 


P 


Roms. 
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have sat here day after day voting for duties to build up and pro- 
tect industries in different States. ? 

Iam ready to vote for a protective duty on rice, and one that is 
adequate, becauseI believe in protection. Iam willing to vote to 
build up and maintain any industry in this country. I want 
fhe American market for the products of American labor. But 
fhis proposition to single out adversely the industry in the State 
of Wisconsin, or one branch of the lumber industry in the States 
of Wisconsin, Minnesota,and Michigan, seems to me utterly with- 
out warrant or foundation upon any principle of justice. 

Mr. VEST. If it is at all satisfactory (I should think it would 
be) to the Senator from Wisconsin, I am willing to withdraw my 
amendment and to have the question taken by yeas and nays upon 
the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is a very different proposition. 

Mr. VEST. All I want is a test vote as to free lumber. 

Mr. SPOONER. To vote for free lumber is one thing; to vote 
for free pine lumber only is another. 

Mr. VEST. That is a mere technicality. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is the proposition which I have been con- 
testing. If the Senator withdraws it—— 

Mr. VEST. No; Ido not withdraw it after the Senator has 
made that statement. I will take the yeas and na 

Mr. SPOONER. No, sir; I am not satisfied with it. 

Mr. VEST. You can not conciliate any ody. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will take but a momentionger. Under this 
bill Canadian lumber may come in free. Theopposition—another 
phase of selfishness—to the duty on white-pine lumber comes 
mainly from men from some of the States who rely now for the 
support of their mills upon Canadian logs, which under this bill 
are free, or who manufacture in Canada. Those men had for 
many years, up to 1890, enjoyed the benefit of the two-dollar duty 
on white-pine lumber. They exhausted their supply of white-pine 
timber and transferred the industry, so far as they were concerned, 
to Canada. 

Now they want white-pine lumber free. They care nothing for 
ihe hundreds of men who have invested millions in the States of 
Michigan, Minnesota, and Wisconsin, whose forests have not yet 
been exhausted. There is no justiceinthat. There is no fairness 
init. Under the operation of the Wilson Act, which pnt this lum- 
ber on the free list, the lumbering industry of the Northwest has 
been greatly depressed. There have been more failures during 

e last three years, I think the statistics show, in the lumber 

dustry in the United States than in any other industry. 

'There has been a reduction of wages all along the line, while in 
Canada wages in the lumber industry have either bee 1 increased 
or, with two or three exceptions, have been maintained. Canada 

very much interested in this subject, but I am here to legislate 
a rao United States and the whole United States and not for 

anada. : 

I quote from pamphlet No. 10, issued during the Ontario gen- 
eral elections of 1894: 

The lumber trade isof Dominion concern, and perhaps ranks second in im- 
portance in Canada. Alltheprovinces are more or lessaffocted by the prices 
obtained and the markets available for sawed lumber, but to Ontario, Quebec, 
dw proper ab ion LOBATA JAT 

y Our only market for sawed lumber and shingles— 

Observe it— 


The United States is practically our only market for sawed lumber and 
shingles, and its value may be jud from the fact that sent there 
t year 1,031,000,000 feet of sawed lumber, valued at $8,900,000, and 357,000,000 
shingles, valued at $734.000, or a total value of $0,634,000. The rougher grades 
of lumber were now capable of being marketed there at a profit— 


That is what hurts the Southern Ilumbermen— 


per cent more white pine is cut and marketed from the same 
= of licensed territory than was formerly the case. This means a 

crease in the revenue of the provinces for material which had former! 
gone towaste. It means a large inthe employment of labor E 
markets for produce. 


Mr. President, something has been said about preserving our 
forests. Itis pretty late to talk about preserving our forests by 
putting this product of the sawmills upon the free list. The Gov- 
ernment has a perfect right, and it is a wise policy, to preserve its 
own forests, but it has opened its land to purc its timber 
lands, 11 land as well as hard-wood land and prairie 
land. Men wereinvited tobuy. They invested their money in it. 
They have Me taxes upon it for a great many years. They have 
borne the loss by fire and trespass and theft, and now it is 

d that these men, some of whom have paid $3, $1, and $5 a 
ousand stumpage, men who have to pay large taxes every year 
upon every section and quarter section of the land, shall be pre- 
vented by an unjust discrimination in a tariff law from using their 
own property, in the interest of forest ation. 

If you want to preserve the white-pine timber of Wisconsin— 
about. 12,000,000,000 feet of it—of Michigan, of Minnesota, buy 
it, and hold it free from taxation, as Vers scu d aas d is held 
free from taxation; but to put it upon the free list and say to the 


lum- 


men who have invested their money in it, who have built lar 
ber ponts, and who have built up towns and villages and cities 


by this industry, We will so arrange our tariff law as to com- 
pel you to wait yearafter year, paying taxes and paying interest, 
standing the.loss by fire, until Canada has exhausted her almost 
illimitable supply of white pine," is confiscation and nothing less. 

The very argument upon this subject based upon forest preser- 
vation admits, or there is nothing in it, that to put this pine tim- 
ber on the free list means to give an advantage to Canada, and to 
fhereby preclude the use by the owners of this property for the 
markets of the United States, otherwise it would not tend even to 
preserve the forests. 

Now,let us have fair nere this tariff law. Ishall vote to take 
care of every interest in this country, North or South, East or 
West. Ihave voted for some duties concerning which I had mis- 
givings, the facts in regard to which have been disputed between 
the different sides of the Chamber. I resolve the doubt every 
time in favor of American labor and an American industry. 

Senators talk about this pine being in the hands of ten or fifteen 
men. That is not true. There are wealthy men, as I have said, 
who own vast tracts of pine timber, and who own interests in 
other tracts of pe timber, but there are at least 150 or 200 sepa- 
rate concerns, I am told, in Wisconsin alone, engaged in the man- 
ufacture of white-pine lumber. Some of them owe for the timber 
. They expect to cut it off and use the proceeds to pay their 

ebts. 

Six concerns in Wisconsin and Minnesota paid in one year 
$570,000 wages alone to men dependent upon that for their daily 
bread, and within two years after white pine was put upon the 
free list those six concerns paid nearly $300,000 less in w. p 
in Wisconsin, at Superior—on the border of the St. Louis River, 
which divides Wisconsin from Minnesota, is a city called Superior. 
In that city, on the banks of that river, is a sawmill in the mi 
ofalumber yard. Over on the other side, in Minnesota, is a saw- 
mill and lumber yard. 

A year and a half ago, when those mills were both shut down, 
when those lumber yards were filled with sawed lumber waiting for 
a market, when the men were all thrown out of employment, a 
company undertook to build a bridge across that river under au- 
thority from Congress, and one end of that bridge was in the 
Wisconsin lumber yard, and the other end in the Minnesota lum- 
ber yard, and every stick of lumber, I am told, which went into 
that bridge came in from Canada free. If it had not been free, 
it would not have come in from Canada. 

As I said when I began, I can see some logic and reason from 
the standpoint of the Senator from Missouri in a proposition to put 
lumber upon the free list, but I can see no justice, no logic, in a 
proposition to single out this one class of lumber and put it upon 
the free list, leaving the Maine lumber, the Southern lumber, and 
the Western lumber all protected by a two-dollar duty against 
Canadian competition. > 

It is true, and it is not to be successfully denied, that wages are 
lower in the lumber industry in Canada than they are in the 
United States; that the difference in conditions is otherwise very 
marked because of the system they pursue there in permitting & 
man to MEE his timber in the main only as he cuts it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iwishto ask the Senator would not the putting 
of a tax of $2a thousand upon white pine hasten the disappearance 
of white pine in this country? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not think it would hasten it much, for 
sg eet that they are obliged to cut it to prevent its destruction 

y fire. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iinferred—and that is the logical conclusion of 
the Senator's argument—that it would hasten the disap ce 
of our white-pine forests, and by that means prevent white e 
from Canada coming in. If the white pine from Canada could be 
permitted to come here under free trade, would not that conserve 
our forests for some time? 

Mr. SPOONER, I am willing that you should conserve your 
forests. Ido not want you to conserve mine. 

Mr. . Butlam interested in your forests as much as 
you are, because I must build my home from your forests. 

. Lou did build your home from our forests, 
pro y- 

Mr. ALLEN. I think I did, but I did not build as good a home 
as I ought to have built for the money at the time, and would 
have built but for the tax. 

Mr. SPOONER. "That may be. 

Mr. ALLEN. Aside from that, if we protect our white pine by 
a tax of 82 a thousand, and by that means hasten its disappear- 
ance, I infer that in sixor seven years, from the manner in which 
it has been cut off, it will probably disappear. What, then, hin- 
ders Canada, when our forests are entirely gone, placing the 
price of white pine as high as a cat's back, if mecessary, to the 
American consumer? 

Mr. SPOONER. When the duty was reduced bythe McKinley 
law to $1 on white pine, the price of Canadian pine lumber went 
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up $1, and that one dollar did not go into the pockets of my friend 

from Nebraska, who probably about that time was building his 

ponme korit butit went into the pockets of those people over in 
n 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will it me, I was told by very 
competent authority—an authority I think I have a right to rely 
upon, no less than the grand master of the Knights of Labor, a very 
competent and very worthy gentleman whom I have known since 
we were boys, and I say in all sincerity he is a very competent 
man to judge—that when the McKinley Act was put in force and 
became a law he was called to the Canadian border to adjust mat- 
ters between the Canadian workmen and the American workmen. 

The American simply said to his laborers, ‘‘The Kanucks are 
going to get their lumber in here by reducing their wages on the 

anadian side, and we must make a corresponding reduction of 
wages to our laborers to meet the reduction upon the Canadian 
side," and instead of pene AE the American laborer who was 
engaged in that industry it the direct effect of lowering his 
wi I szy that is the statement based upon a thorough investi- 
gation of the matter by this gentleman. 

Mr. SPOONER, I have the data here which show the wages 
paid in every department of the lumber industry in the United 
States and the wages paid by every department of the lumber in- 
dustry in Canada. It not only apps that much lower wages 
are paid all through Canada in the lumbering industry, but it 
shows another thing, that since me lumber was put upon 
the free list the rages oF men engaged in the lumber industry in 
Canada have either been increased or have been maintained, while 
the wages which theretofore were paid to the men if in the 
lumber industry of the United States have been greatly decreased. 

Of course I do not attribute all of this decrease to the tariff 
legislation as to lumber; a part of it is probably to be accounted 
for by the general prm throughout the country; but I have 
no doubt whatever that in partit is to be attributed to putting 
this product upon the free list. 

Mr. President, I did not rise to make a speech on the tariff. I 
only desired to call the attention of the Senate to the remarkable 
discrimination made by the Senator in hisamendment, under which 
the entire lumbering industry of the United States would be pro- 
tected by this bill except the white-pine lumber industry of a few 
of the States, and those States lying along the border of Canada. 

I spoke about ** my forests" in a colloquy with the Senator from 
Nebraska. It might be inferred from that remark that I am in- 
terested in some pine forests of the United States. I desire to say 
that Iam not. The only personal interest I have in any timber is 
beyond the jurisdiction of the United States. Some of my asso- 
ciates in that enterprise I think want lumber free. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not know that any apology is 
necessary for anyone who rises to discuss this very important 
question of the imposition of a tax on one of the great necessaries 
of life which this schedule presents to us. It is one of those three 
things which the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] well said 
constitute the elementary necessaries of human well-being—food, 
clothing, and shelter. But, nevertheless, I will say that I am not 
disposed to trespass upon the patience of the Senate except in very 
brief fashion. - 

Iknow very little about the details of prices and the esed that 
concern this great subject. but I have thought a great deal of the 
underlying principle that governs a tax like this, and that must 
apply, if principle is to apply at all, to the imposition of a burden 
upon one of the necessaries of life. "There ought to be something 
to justify it; and yet we have sat here for these two or three days 
ant we have not heard a single word from those who propose the 
tax in defense of its imposition. We have heard no explanation 
of why this great staple. which concerns the trade, and business, 
and comfort of the masses of the American people, should be 
taken from the free list, where it now is, and placed upon the 
taxable list. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] who has just taken 
his seat has made a very interesting speech in regard to the sup- 

discrimination which the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. Vest] would make in regard to white- 
ine lumber, in which he is specially interested as a product of 
his own State. Iagree with him in that; but I occupy what he 
admits is the logical position of being copes to a tax 5 755 lum- 
ber at all. In regard to that I feel deeply; and in regard to that 
I believe that too many protests can not be made on behalf of the 
American people. 

Mr. President, here we have heard time and timeagain one Sen- 
ator after another arise, not to defend this tax, not toexplain why 
this burden should be placed upon the backs of the American peo- 

le, but arise and boastingly state that in their own States the 
unty of nature had given them large tracts of valuable timber 
land, that Idaho had more timber than the States of West Vir- 
ginia and Wisconsin and care, put together, that North Car- 
olina has a great tract of valuable white-pine timber lands; and 
80 we go on and hear from time to time of these great bounties of 


nature that God has given to this fruitful and blessed land of 
ours, and then that is supposed to make the ground work and jus- 
tification for putting barriers between the people and access to 
those bounties of nature. 

Of what benefit are the hundreds of thousands of acres of white- 
pine timber lands in North Carolina to thestruggling, hard work- 
ing masses of this country if they are not to enjoy the natural 
advantage which commercial activity and enterprise will give 
them in order to avail themselves of that bounty, but are to climb 
over a tax that is to enhance the difficulty of getting at what they 
want. Why should we undertake here to tell these 75,000,000 
American people that ** You are to be held back from these great 
timber supplies necessary to bnild your homes in order that the 
fortunate owners of the lands upon which that timber grows may 
levy an additional tribute upon you in order toincrease their own 
well-being and their own fortunes?” Upon what theory of public 
morals—I will not say political economy—can such a tax be 
justified? 

Mr. President, in this time of unrest and social upheaval we 
hear a great deal in denunciation of the private ownership of land 
at all. If. sir, it is to be defended, it can not be defended upon the 
ground that there is any right in those who have that ownership 
to tax the great body and mass of the people before they shall en- 
joy the bounties that nature gives through that land. If they are 
fortunate in owning timber tracts, if valuable revenue or income 
shall accrue to them, all right, but why seek by legislation to 
make it harder, to make it more difficult for the toiling masses of 
this country to enjoy this bounty than it would be under natural 
conditions, untrammeled and uninterfered with by the hand of 
RN 

he Senator from Wisconsin spoke a moment ago about the 
owners of this white-pine land in his own State, and said with a 
good deal of eloquent sug pueri Why should they not be 
allowed to do with their own what they choose and not be inter- 
fered with by legislation? Why should not those who own the 
white-pine timber land of Wisconsin, who had bought it and paid 
for it and built up towns and citiesand . great wealth 
and paid taxes on it, he asked, be allowed to sell it and not have 
that sale deferred until the Canadian forests are exhausted? 

Nobody wants to interfere with the owner of White-pine timber 
land, or the owner of any other timber land, in doing what he 
pleases with his own; but, I retort, Why should not the millions 
and millions of people who use white-pine timber be allowed to 
do with their own what God Almighty gave them the right to do 
under natural conditions, and that is, spend it where they can get 
the most forit? Why should they be restrained by the powerful 
hand of legislation from buying the timber across the Canadian 
border, or anywhere else where it has been allowed to grow, in 
order that they may pay tribute to the owners of the timber land 
in W sconsin and Minnesota? 

Now, who can answer that question? Who can undertake to 
say why I and the 75,000,000 other people in this country who 
have honestly earned the money in our pockets shall be restrained 
from spending it where it will avail us most because of the de- 
mand of those who are so fortunate as to own that portion of the 
earth's surface upon which timber grows? Nobody answers. 
Even the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] sits silently in 
his seat and can not be provoked into an answer, because I know 
and he knows that votes are more powerful than speeches or ex- 
planations. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Will the Senator from Delaware permit me? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. If I understand the Senator, he desires to 
know why we ask the right to sell our white-pine lumber. I 
want to say to the Senator that in my judgment the American 
citizen who pays taxes to keep up American institutions should be 
permitted to go into the American market on an equal footing with 
individuals living on the outside. 

Take, for iustance, the lumber industry in North Carolina, 
Suppose you live in Newbern, N. C., and want to sell a lcad of 
lumber, where do yousell that lumber? You sell it in the distrib- 
uting markets—in Boston, Philadelphia, and New York. Now,I 
ask the Senator to compute the freight from Newbern to Boston, 
Philadelphia, and those other markets. Then take the freight rate 
from Canada and compare the two, and you will sce that the 
Canadian has a wonderful advantage over the North Carolinian, 
All we ask of the American Congress and all we ask of the Amer- 
ican Senate is to put the North Carolina lumber dealer upon an 
equal footing with the Canadian lumber dealer. 

see no reason, and I can not for the life of me understand, why 
2 Southern Democrat can stand up in this body and advocate free 
lumber, because on every page of this bill we find protection for 
cutlery, and we find protection forother industries that have been 
built up in the Northern and the New England States. 

Mr. BERRY. It was not put in there by the votes of Southern 
Democrats. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Now we have an opportunity to develop an 
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industry in our own section, an industry that will enable the 
Southern people to make something out of the product of their 
soil, and we find Southern men standing up here and stubbornly 
saying, No; we will not have it.” : 

at policy, Mr. President, has done more to hinder the South 
and keep us in an unfortunate condition than any other one thing. 
The Southern politicians have in the past sullenly refused to accept 
the benefits growing out of the protective system, while our friends 
from the Northern States have displayed more wisdom. We find 
they are advocating protection for every single industry in their 
States, The result has been that the North has grown powerful 
andrich and they have had a development of all their interests. 
We should have had a similar development in the South had we 
pursued a different policy. ; 

I for one, representing in part the State of North Carolina, 
propose to stan here while this bill is being framed, and to see to 
it, so far as I may be able to do so, whenever an industry is to be 
affected by my vote, I shall vote so as to put the North Carolina 

. citizen on an equal footing with the citizen living in New Eng- 
land, and, if needs be, I shall vote to give him an advantage over 
the Canadian or any other foreigner; and any man who has any 
Americanism in his soul, it seems to me, ought to advocate that 
kind of ved 

Mr. GRAY. Iwas proceeding, Mr. President, a while ago to 
state that it seemed to me im ible to give any good reason why 
this legislative interposition between the millions of this country 
and the bounties of nature should be made. And now the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina comes to the front and says, very patriot- 
ically and with a great deal of emphasis, that he intends and is 
more than willing, by legislation, to equalize the conditions of 
what he calls the North Carolina timber grower and those in Can- 
ada, and that he is going to so legislate, if I understood him cor- 
rectly, or that he is willing to so legislate, that it may be just as 

hard for a man who lives up on the northern tier of States and in 

the northern part of that northern tier of States, along the Cana- 
dian border, to get Canadian lumber as it is now to get North 

Carolina lumber, That is the Senator's idea of justice and equal- 

ity and the beneficence that the law should distribute to a free 


le. 

PANT. President, I want to equalize the conditions of the people 
who consume lumber, and I want to deny your right to levy that 
tribute upon them. If God has given you a State or a country in 
which this bounty has been ially conspicuous, that does not 
furnish a reason why you should lay a tribute upon the people for 
whom that is a necessity, in order that tens may be further en- 
riched than nature has already enriched you. There can be no 
justification for it. It destroysthe only defense you can make for 
the private ownership of land; it destroysthe only defense you can 
make for the possession and control by individuals of those great 
natural monopolies and bounties of nature. 

If you claim that you can by legislation enhance the value of it 
to the producer by raising the price to the consumer—for that is 
the only way in which you claim that you can PUN these con- 
ditions about which the Senator from North Carolina speaks— 
then you are doing just what would be accomplished if you made 
this timber supply scarcer, and thus neutralized to the consumer 
the benefit of abundant forests. 

You may call this a free Government, you may call it what you 
please, but it is nothing less than the despotism of wealth if the 
men who live along the northern tier of counties of that northern 
tier of States can not reach out their hands across this line that 
divides us from Canada to take the bounty thas nature has given 
them. 

Timber grows there not by the contrivance of man, but by the 
bounty of the great Creator; and why should not that man living 
inthat northern tier of counties of that northern tier of States 
avail himself of this great advantage that has come to him with- 
out the contrivance of the Senator from North Carolina or of any 
of his constituents? And why does the Senator reach out from that 
distant State, hundreds of miles away, and seek to stay him by 
the interfering hand of his Government, and say, You must not 
make the most of the income of your toil, but you can only have 
these necessaries of life by paying tribute to me, who lives a thou- 
sand miles away?" Mr. President, it is because I believe—— 

Mr. WILSON. Willlinterrupt the Senator while he is speak- 
ing of the northern tier of States by stating the conditions which 
prevail in one of them: for example, we in the State of Washing- 
ton probem have more lumber than nine Southern States and 
Michigan, Wisconsin, Pennsylvania, New York, and Maine com- 
bined? Ihave before me an exceedingly interesting statement— 
the estimates for the State of Washington and the estimates for 
the other States I have mentioned. 

While in Wisconsin or while in North Carolina they can take 
up any amount of timber land without any act of Congress, yet 
in the State of Washington the land is acquired under the timber- 
land act of June 3, 1878, and is all owned by small holders, farm- 


ers, who sell timber to the mill owners in order to clear this land 
of this immense deposit of timber. That makes it higher for the 
mill owner. 

Another condition enters—I will detain the Senator but a mo- 
ment with this matter—and that is the question of transportation, 
To get our lumber to the California market we must ship it under 
the laws governing the coastwise trade, as the Senator well knows, 
under the American flag. We can not ship it in any tramp vessel 
that comes along, as they can in British Columbia. Second, each 
farmer must pay a tax on his land. They pay no tax in British 
Columbia; they only pay stumpage under what is known as the 
timber law at 50 cents a thousand and get a rebate of 25 cents on 
all kinds of exported lumber. The third is the matter of the kind 
oflabor. They mar employ in British Columbia Japanese, Chi- 
nese, and all other kinds of labor, which can not be done on this 
side. The matter of transportation and ownership of land is not 
all that enters into this business which unfavorably affects the 
people on this side of the line. 

Ido not wish to detain the Senator longer. 

Mr. GRAY. Not at all. The Senator did not detain me. 
always glad to hear anything he has to say. 

There it is again, though, the same old argument. Here is this 
rich inheritance, into which the Senator and his constituents have 
come in his State, and he tells us that because they happen to be 
there and because they own the land upon which this pe growth 
of timber exists, that they have the right to reach down to San 
Francisco and say to the mechanic and laboring man who seeks 
to veas a home, You shall not get cheaper lumber because for- 
sooth—— í 

Mr. WILSON rose. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, no; do not interrupt me. as the Senator from 
Maio Uy HALE] has suggested to you, it will just take up time. 

"e TN The Senator from Maine did not say anything 
of the kind. 

Mr. HALE. What I was going to say to the Senator from 
Menus, kei was that the Senator from Delawareis talking, as he 
always , eloquently, of course, in favor of real free trade. 
Mr. GRAY. Yes; real free trade. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Delaware says if the Canadian 
can furnish lumber cheaper, we ought to let him do it. 

Mr.GRAY. Isayso. 

Mr. WILSON. Ido not desire to interrupt the Senator from 
Delaware, but there are some things which enter into the produc- 
tion of lumber on the west coast that I thought even in the Senate 
of the United States somebody ought to know something about its 
production, its shipment, and its transportation in competition 
with the rebate allowed by the British Columbian Goverment, and 
all that sort of thing. eare not seeking to exact toll; we are 
supplying the people as far east as the Senator's own State with 
cheaper shingles and cheaper lumber than they have ever received 
in the history of this country. 

Mr. GRAY. But you can not supply them as cheaply as they 
can from Canada or you would not want this legislation. Is not 
that so? 

Mr. WILSON, Ithink not. 

Mr. GRAY. Then why do you want a tariff? 

Mr. WILSON. The Senator was talking so eloquently just now 
about ships loading with lumber on the waters of Puget Sound 
that I wish to say to him that that was when we had a tariff, in 
1893. 

Mr. GRAY. Then, if you do not need that protection, and can 
furnish my State with lumber as cheaply as we can get it from 
Canada, why do you not do so? 

Mr. WILSON. If it does not hurt the gentleman, why is he so 
vociferous in his opposition to it? 

Mr. GRAY. -Because I know full well that behind every pro- 
tective tariff, not revenue tariff, there is the motive that you are 
to help à class by raising the prices of a product that they own, 
ard you can not help them in any other way. 

Mr. WILSON. No;l want to help the 100,000 people interested 
in the production of Iumber in my State—— 

Mr. GRAY. Exactly. 

Mr. WILSON. Who have almost gone into bankruptcy since 
the passage of the Wilson bill, that gave us free trade. 

Mr. GRAY. Thatis the class of people the Senator wants to 
help. l am speaking of a far larger class, the 75,000,000 people 
whom he would rob in order that the class he represents may be 
protected; and I do not use that phrase in any other but its 
economic sense. Of course the Senator knows I do not use it in 
any offensive sense. 

. President, I am not to be scared from this argument by 
being told it is free trade. I have no prejudice against the words 
** free " or!“ freedom,“ and I do not know why the presumption of 
freedom should not obtain in regard to trade and the intercourse 
of men as well as it doss in other respects in which a free, self- 
governed people can use that term. Freedom of trade ought to 
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pe the rule, and protection and restriction ought to be the excep- 
tion; and when they prevail they should be grounded upon rea- 
‘sons that will satisfy reasonable minds. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Why does the Senator from Delaware draw 
the line at the free coinage of silver? [Laughter. 

Mr. GRAY. The free coinage of silver, which the Senator from 
South Carolina takes up in the absence of the Senator from Nevada, 
like the flowers of spring, has nothing to do with the case, any 
more than the free coinage of copper or the free coinage of any 
'other metal, Y 

Mr. TILLMAN. If free coinage is so dear to our hearts, why 
not let us have it?. 

Mr. GRAY. Why not give the free coinage of copper or the 
free coinage of nickel? 

But I am not to be drawn aside either by the newly fledged 

otectionist from South Carolina or by the gentleman who casts 
Troc trade in my face. I think protection and free silver ought to 
go together, ey belong to the same class of economics, Both 
aim to raise prices by law. But I do say that having the concrete 
example given by the Senator from Washington, there can be no 
basis or justification in law or in morals or in political economy 
why heshould seek tolevy a tribute upon the artisan or the me- 
chanic of San Francisco who seeks to buy lumber for his home, by 
making him, through legislation, pay more than he otherwise 
would, for the benefitof the class who own the lumber region. 

Mr. President, it is just because the interests of the great mass 
of my countrymen should be predominant and the interest of 
classes should be subordinate that I am opposed to protective leg- 
islation. 1 believe there is no justification for a tariff except for 
revenue. Ido not believe, sir, that you have a right to arm any 
class of men, however good and worthy they may be, with the 
taxing power of this great Government, in order that they may 
put their hands into the pockets of the people and take from them 
the dollar they have earned and put it into the pockets of those 
who have not earned it. That is the reason. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to ask the Senator from Dela- 
ware a question right here. 

Mr. GRAY. I will be through in a minute, and then the Sena- 
tor from Nevada can take the floor. ; : 

Mr. STEWART. I do not want to take the floor. 

Mr. GRAY. Isitanything about free silver? 

Mr. STEWART. No; Iam not ponet ask the Senator about 
any question he can not understand. 

RAY. Thatmay be. I can not understand that, I con- 


fess. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to have the Senator state to me 
how a tariff for revenue can be levied upon articles similar to 
oo produced in this country without operating as a protective 
tariff? 

Mr. GRAY. You can not levy a revenue tariff on any article 
that comes into this country without raising the price to the 
consumer, E 

Mr.STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Of course that is true; but because it is, there is 

no reason why, for the sake of protection, you should levy a tariff 
that produces no revenue. If one justifies the other, I will hear 
the Senator some time when he gets off the free-silver question 
and can devote alittle time to it. Ido not believe in a tariff for 
revenue with incidental protection any more than I believe in 
virtue and incidental prostitution. 

Mr. HOAR. Doesthe Senator believe in either of those things? 

Mr. GRAY. No, sir; I do not. Ican understand that a rev- 
enue tariff may result, as the tariff on sugar, the great revenue 
producer of the tariff list, results, in advantage to the sugar 
growers. There is no reason why we should discard that great 
revenue producer from the tariff list because ef the incidental 
ndvantage. Suppose you were to put a great public building, an 
absolute public necessity, near the land of my friend the Senator 
from Massachusetts. There is no doubt he would derive an inci- 
dental advantage from the increase in the value of the land he 
holds by the erection of this t public improvement. The 
building would be put there for the sake of the public; it would 
not be put there for the sake of improving the land of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, but I will not refuse to put it there because 
it happens in that way to work to his advantage. 

It is only by preferring the interest of a class to the interest of 
the whole people that you can defend the protective tariff, and I 
believe in those wise and pregnant words of Mr. Gladstone, which 
I read some years ago on the floor of the Senate, and are as true 
now as they were when they were uttered in his address to the 
voters of Midlothian. He said: 


Now is the time for every true friend of this country to remind the masses 
that they owe their present S acer elevation to no Ue uie sci less broad and 
noble than these: Love of liberty for all, without 
orcountry; and resolute preference for the 
any interests of narrower scope. 
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I try, so far as I am able to understand it, to place myself upon 
that Blood and noble declaration, and when I can discover that 
the interests of a whole poe are to be subordinated to the inter- 
ests of a class, and think that I perceive it, then I must refuse to 
lend the sanction of my voice or vote to such a proposition. 

Mr. President, the gifts of a bountiful Providence to the people 
of the world were not meant to be segregated or confined for the 
benefit of a few, and to be made difficult of access to the many by 
artificial means. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from Delaware a ques- 
tion in regard to the quotation from Mr. Gladstone which he read, 
where, if I understood him, Mr. Gladstone said that the people 
ought to be governed by the interest of entire humanity, and not 
the interests of a few, or something of that kind. Is that in the 
same letter or h in which he says, **England ought notto join 
in any proposition for the restoration of silver to its place of coin- 
age, because England is a creditor nation, and if the burdens of 
the debtor nations of the world should constantly be increased, it 
would only be a benefit to us?" 

Mr. GRAY. I will leave the Senator from Massachusetts and 
Mr. Gladstone to settle that between them. I admire the genius 
and the eloquence of my friend the Senator from Massachusetts, 
buthecan not, by thatratherimpertinentintrusioninto my spéech, 
keep me from giving my meed of homage and praise to the noble 
sentiment uttered by that great English statesman. Whatever 
he may have said at other times and on other occasions and in re- 
gard to different lines of thought, the Senator from Massachusetts 
can in his own time and in his own way produce and comment 
upon it. 

Isay that, so far as I am concerned,I try to stand upon that 
proposition. I may fail to do it. I may fail to appreciate fully 
and widely and highly, perhaps, the situation in which we find 
ourselves now, but it is because I think I have found that there is 
in the proposition of protection throughout the pending bill, and 
es y in the schedule as to which we are now concerning our- 
selves, a subordination of the interests of the people to the inter- 
ests of the few that I have interested myself as much as I have 
and have trespassed upon the patience of the Senate.so long. 

Mr. President, the commercial activities of a great and free 
people ought not to be trammeled without an excuse and without 
an explanation that can be given reasonably to a reasonable man. 
The great woah ee resources of the world ought to be 
i entree the endeavor of man, and every legislative 
[n ction ought to be removed. Su the Canadian border 
had been brought down 150 or 200 ing its present 
border. I "m the advocates of protection would then think 
it just as suicidal, just as dangerous, to trade with the people who 
live in that belt as they now think it is to trade with the peop!e 
of Canada, and yet we all know that a factor of enormous magni- 
tude in the p rity of this people is the perfect freedom of trade 
that reigns and has sway from ocean to ocean and from the lakes 
to the Gulf. 

If it is wrong economically to trade with Canada, if we are to 
be injured by it, then it is wrong for the people of Maryland and 
Delaware and Virginia to trade with usetts and New 
York and New Hampshire, for the same reason exactly applies; 
and knowing that the prosperity of this great country, which is 
the largest oon guons area over which free trade reigns iù the 
whole world, is due to that free trade, I am willing to apply 
logically that doctrine to our trade with those who live across the 
wire fence that separates us from Canada. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Will the Senator from Delaware permit a 
suggestion? I understand that the philosophy of protection to 
establish industries is to encourage American manufacturers and 
ultimately to reduce the prices of products. 

Mr. GRAY. So I understand. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Lask the Senator whether it is likely that the 
two-dollar tax will encourage the timber industry and ultimately 
reduce the price of lumber to the American consumer lower than 
it would be if we left it to Canada to supply it? 

Mr. GRAY. I do not think anybody so contends. I do not 
think it would be a very grateful argument to the owners of the 
valuable timber land in North Carolina and Georgia, in Idaho 
and Washington, that this competition is going to reiuce the 
value of the timber lands in that country. 

Mr. WILSON. There is one thing, if the Senator from Dela- 
ware will permit me, of which he is probably aware better than I 
am. Two or three years ago, when we had a tariff on lumber and 
could buy it, a party came into power and said, ** We will give you 
free trade in raw materials, and by the free trade in lumber and 
coal and lead we are going to have peace and plenty and pros- 
perity. and the great aurora borealis is going to spread itself all 
over this country and give the people plenty of employment and 
happiness.” Has it come? Is it visible to the naked eye? Is this 
lao ris doctrine, for which he is speaking so eloquently to-day, 
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Mr. GRAY. I am not going to answer questions which it is 
‘incumbent upon the Senator to answer. He is one of the 
advance agents of prosperity, and if he has got so far ahead of 
the procession, he can look back and tell us how far off it is. 

Mr. WILSON. About as far off as the prosperity under the 
Wilson Act. 


Mr. THURSTON. Thereis nothing in the way of it now but talk. 
Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, 1 am through. Perhaps I should 
"have concluded before, but I want to say there is no reason, it 
seems to me, why this schedule should remain, and why we should 
‘not have this free raw material and allow the people of this 
country access, untrammeled and unhindered by legislation, to 
that bounty which has with lavish hand been distributed all over 
this country and all over this continent by nature itself. We 
should be no better of if consuming fire had devastated every 
forest north of the Canada border, and yet that would produce 
‘the precise effect that you are seeking to produce by a protective 
tariff. The world's wealth would be that much decreased, and 
every man, woman, and child who epenn upon lumber for 
shelter would suffer an appreciable loss, but of course the owners 
of the timber land would gain, because the price of timber would 
be increased, and that is what a protective tariff seeks to do. It 
seeks to do what fire and flood might do, to make a scarcity, as 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] so well said a while ago, 
and fill the pockets of those who are fortunate enough to possess 
the article to be sold. 
Mr.RAWLINS. Mr. President, I havenot long been a member 
of this body, and I have listened with some attention to the discus- 
sion asit has proceeded in regard to the tariff question. I started 
upon the same platform which has been so eloquently defended by 
the distinguished Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. Commer- 
cial and industrial freedom, together with all kinds of freedom 
spoken of by the Senator, ought to be, in my opinion, dear to every 


American heart. 
In my feeble way during the late campaigns I advocated that 
cause before the people. en the convention of the Democratic 
party convened at Chicago and made its declaration of principles, 
we submitted the issues to the American poopie; Iam compelled 
sincerely fo sympathize withsome of the gentlemen who find them- 
selves in an unusual dilemma. We have had from the eloquent 
tongue of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] and other Sen- 
*ators upon this side a vivid depiction of the evils of the protective 
‘system which is now proposed to us for consideration and adop- 
' ition by Senators upon the other side. We have had portrayed to 
us and the American people the great burden which is to result to 
the immense body of American consumers by the increased cost 
to them of the necessaries of life, resulting from the application 
of that system in the administration of our Government. 

But what does surprise me is that when that issue was presented 
to the American people voices which are now so eloquent were 
then silent. I wonder now whether they may not be somewhat 

| conscience-stricken for having contributed to the success of the 
party which openly declared its purpose to inaugurate this system 
of which they now so bitterly complain? If we had heard then the 
voices we hear now, perhaps the result might have been different. 
For myself, sitting here and listening to this discussion, I think 
it is but vain resistance to the inevitable. The measure has 
! been prepared. It has been decreed. It will be passed as it has 
been framed. No eloquence now upon this side or opposition at 
this time will have the least possible effect in mitigating its evil 
consequences, if evil consequences are to come. The time when 
| we should have spoken has passed. I regret that we did not have 
that measure of support from some people who ought to have 


been in & ou e us then which seems so in evidence now. 
Mr. e A ay I interrupt the Senator from Utah for a 
moment? 


Mr. RAWLINS. Inone moment. 

Mr. GRAY. I wish to say only one word. If the Senator and 
others had paid as much attention to free trade as they did to free 
silver, or had paid more attention to free trade than to free silver, 

perhaps we would have had a different result. 
Mr. RAWLINS. Perhaps we should have had a different re- 
sult if the prophecies the Senator made in 1893, to restore pros- 
perity if only his financial policy should be acted upon and 
adopted in this country, had been verified. You said to us the 
efflux of gold would cease. You said to us, “ Repeal the Sherman 
—.— ou said, Stop the coinage; stop this creation of dis- 

onest money. We promise you that there will be immediate 
restoration of confidence. The evils that afflict the country will 
pass away.” Unfortunately for you and those who m the 
prophecy at that time, your predictions have been falsified by 
experience. Unfortunately for you, as well as for others who co- 
joperaved with you last year in bringing about the very result 
which you now oe d the announcement of the vote in last No- 
vember did not veri y the truth of the assertions which you then 
made to the public. It was that we shall not open the mints, but 
we will open the mills. 


Mr. President, I did not rise to discuss the financial question. 


When itis opportune and proper to talk about it, we may meet 
that issue. t I desire to say, in this connection, that it seems to 
me we ought to let the gentlemen now do at once, and quickly, 
the inevitable. Let them take the responsibility of it. When 
the time comes, we will again make the appeal, perhaps, to the 
American people. We shall then hear the voices of the dis- 
tinguished Senator and other Senators, perhaps, when, in the light 
of experience, the result of the election may be different. Isin- 
cerely hope it will be. 

One word more. Something has been said about free raw ma- 
terial, which implies that the improved or finished product, of 
which it becomes an ingredient, shall not be free. That means 
discriminating protection. As I view it, it means class favorit- 
ism. It means sectional inequality. It is an attempt to discrimi- 
nate between the different degrees or stages of development and 
production, between the crude and the improved and the finished. 

Its usual effect is a discrimination between the seller and the 
buyer, because what is one man's finished product is another 
man's raw material. What is one man's principal is another 
man's instrumentality. 

It meansusually nothing more thana discrimination between the 
rural and the urban, the crude and the artistic, between section 
and section, and in the end, if you analyze it, it comes down to a 
question of discrimination between the sweat of the brow and the 
friction of the machine, the blood flowing in the veins of the work- 


in n and the falls of Niagara. 

wish now to enter my protest, because some votes which I 
shall cast in this body will be upon the principle which I now de- 
sire to state, and I do not care to be required to make explanation 
of it later. That is my only justification for detaining the Senate 
at this time. 


Here is an economic policy, in my judgment a paradox, an Irish 
bull, the very statement of which involves a denial of its correla- 
tive: For the factory owners it is claimed that if their materials 
are taxed they can not enter into the markets of the world upon 
the same terms with their foreign competitor. Thecorrelative is 
if their materials are untaxed they can enter the markets of the 
world upon equal terms with their foreign competitor. That is a 
confession that there is no necessity for protection for the sake of 
protection. That is eliminated. 

Then the remaining question is, How shall we equitably and 
justly distribute the burdens of taxation among our own people? 
Then, aggin, we hear from the factory or mill classes of this 
country, " We can not afford to be taxed; our business is unprof- 
itable; we are in distress, and must be exempt from taxation." 
But from the farm, from the mine, from every industry through- 
out the length and breadth of the country that same appeal for 
exemption, resulting from distress, may as well, in intensified 
degree, be made, be echoed and reechoed. If you exempt one on 
that account, you must exempt all the others. There is but one 
class of people who can not truthfully raise this cry. That class 
is safely secured and guarded from the inroads of taxation behind 
the bulwark of the Constitution of our country. 

Then the ipo which confronts the people—those of us who 
plead that this Government ought to be economically adminis- 
tered, but that the people should bear their just share of taxation, 
which is necessary for its preservation and maintenance—is how 
to do it upon terms of equality. So the Democratic convention at 
Chicago set itself right upon this and other fallacies into which it 
temporarily fell, in deference to an accident, in adoration of a 
fetich, by declaring for the imposition of duties for the purposes 
of revenue, such duties to be so adjusted as to operate equally 
throughout the country and not to discriminate between class or 
section. 

If you tax woolen goods, which shelter the people from the in- 
clement weather, there is no reason why you should not tax the 
materials which enter into the composition of those pet 
you tax for one section, you inust distribute the burden by taxing 
for other sections, if you can. It is impossible to form an equi- 
table basis of taxation upon the protective theory, operating and 
falling alike heavily upon all our people. We must, in the nature 
of things, under existing circumstances, keep uniformity and 
equity as an ideal to which the nearest possible approach should 

made. 

Iam opposed as much as is the Senator from Delaware to the 
imposition of duties in favoritism to manufacturers to conserve 
wealth, to create monopolies. It does not benefit labor either di- 
rectly or by any process of filtration. Ican by no wild flight of 

ation conceive my fortune improved because some other 
man is elevated in the scale of magnificent wealth and luxury, 
when I occupy no relation to him by which to share the bounty 
or become heir-e t to his fortune. It is equally absurd to 
say that the toiler in the mill is to reap any b a of the fruit of 
advantage which you, by the pending tariff bill, give for the bene- 
fit of the proprietor. You but increase the power to enslave and 
oppress. 
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Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, the Senator from Utah, as has 
been done before, has injected a silver issue into this discussion. 
He seems to resent the fact that because some of us claiming to 
be Democrats would not uphold the Chicago platform upon the 
men y issue, therefore we should now keep our mouths closed, 
The Senator from Utah and all his silver colleagues, not only at 
the time of the adoption of the Chicago platform, but ever since 
that period, have proclaimed, in and out of season, that the money 
question was and is the paramount question of the day. The 
great leader of the forces that marched under the banners erected 
at Chicago has stated that the campaign just passed was only the 
initial struggle; that it was only the first gun in a battle to be 
continued until silver triumphed or silver was defeated. 

I have regretted the attitude of the Republican party on the 
tariff question. I thought and think now that a moderate reve- 
nue tariff, framed to meet what was alleged to be a deficit between 
the expenditures and receipts, ought to have been presented by the 
Republican majority, and not a bill framed upon lines of protec- 
tion. pure and simple. Neither that party nor any other party can 
evid» the issue that is pushed upon them by the adherents of the 
Chicago platform. I thought then, and think now, that the adop- 
tion of free silver at 16to 1 is beyond all expression more danger- 
ou; to the prosperity and peace of the country than any tariff law. 

Now, sir, while we who have been separated from our brethren 
on the moy question, honestly divided, patriotically divided, 
choose to add our voice to the voice of a large constituency that 
we represent in deprecation of the theory of this bill, we are met 
by the censures of the Senator from Utah. Ihave formed my 
opinion upon the question of silver with as much deliberation, 
with as much honest study, as I am capable of giving to it, and I 
tell the Senator from Utah now that, whenever that question is 
raised, whenever the battle with silver is to be fought, I will be 
upon the side opposed to the free coinage of silver at 10 to 1. I 
thought that there was great danger to the country from the 
adoption of the principles of the Chicago platform. I thought 
my duty lay in the direction of supporting a ticket opposed to the 
principles enunciated in that platform. Subsequent reflection and 
subsequent light have Nen onesies me in that opinion. 

You want free silver. You want legislation to legislate value 
into a piece of metal. Iam not astonished at the Senator from 
Utah when he couples a tariff upon the raw material with a de- 
mand for protection upon silver, or embraces silver within the 
same lines as enveloped the tariff upon products of the soil, or of 
the loom, or any other pom Free silver is a misnomer. It 
is an attempt to turn back the hand of civilization, the fiat of 
commerce which gives its value to one metal or the other, and 
“pony eee the artificial value to be imputed to these metals by 

islation. 

oT batters neither in national nor international bimetallism. I 
believe that any effort on the part of legislation to give one 
centime of value to silver more than the commercial sense of 
mankind gives it, is nugatory and idle, and if you coin silver at 
16 to 1 now or at any time when the market gives it the valne 
that it has now, you will have silver monometallism. That thing 
that circulates all commodities, that thing upon which all trans- 
actions are based, must be stable and certain, not disturbed by 
legislation, and when the common measure of value is tampered 
with, threatened with annihilation by these constant assaults, 
then trade becomes demoralized, paralyzed, threatened, and it is 
less because of the tariff, but it is more because of this constant 
agitation of the silver question that trade does not manifest sta- 
bility and health. That is my opinion. 

I never have believed, and do not believe now, that you can 
make this people rich and prosperous by adding to the burden of 
tariff taxation or any other burdens, I never could see how a pro- 
tective tariff could make poopie at large prosperous, for it is a 
diminishing of the amount of the peg cline individual's property 
and placing it into the hands of a favored few. It can not aug- 
ment the aggregate wealth. It only transfers from many pockets 
into a few pockets. I predict now that when this bill passes, as 
it wil pass, the prices of the leading commodities, mostly the 
produce of the farm, will notadvance one step. Highly protected 
manufactures probably will advance. You may add to the sta- 
bility of commerce, you may put business upon a little safer 
foundation, because this tariff agitation certainly disturbs business 
to some extent, but you can not regulate all prices by a tariff any 
more than you can regulate the prices of a metal commodity by 
legislation. 

protest, Mr. President, against the constant injection into this 
debate of the silver question. It has no sort of connection with 
the tariff. The tariff is a broad proposition; so is this monetary 
proposition, but the two are not related in this debate. 

I will ee my feeble way, sir, notwithstanding the eager 
haste to pass this bill, to show up what I consider to be its injus- 
tices and its enormities; nor will I be deterred in that line of con- 
duct by any statement that the voices that are now loud in behalf 
of the principle of tariff for revenue were not raised in behalf of 
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ox ume XL) Mo yu 8 ppan ves Capitol, in my 
opinion e destruction of the prosperity of the country. 
Mr. HALE and others. Question! i 
Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is upon the 
et of the Senator from Missouri (Mr. VEST], which will 
read. 
The SECRETARY. In paragraph 193, after the word ** measure," 
we 19, page 60, insert the words “except white pine;” so as to 
read: 


we i 
M 8 D Tu dee der for in this act, & per thousand feet 

Mr. HALE. On that let us haye the 2 and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 
. Mr. CLAY (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE]. Were hepres- 
ent, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr.HALE. TheSenator from Massachusetts, if present, would 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. CLAY. Then I will vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. LODGE] is 
unwell and is compelled to be absent. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). On this vote I am 
specially paired with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 


roe 
Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
I have à 


the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. 
Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). 
air with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 
n his absence I will withhold my vote. If he were present, I 
should vote **nay." : 
Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. If present, he would vote 
** yea" and I should vote “nay.” 
The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. VEST. Iannounce my pair with the Senator from Minne- 
sota [Mr. NELSON]. If he were present, I should vote yea.“ 
Mr. LINDSAY (after having voted in the affirmative). I with- 
draw my vote and stand paired with the senior Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ARR , 
The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 38; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
Allen, Carter, Jones, Ark. Morgan, 
Bate, Chilton, ETIN Murphy, 
Berry, Cockrell, antle, Pettus, 
Caffery, Gray, Mills, Roach, 
Cannon, Harris, Kans, Mitchell, Walthall 
NAYS—3. 

Allison, Foraker, McBride Rawlins, 

n, ve, McEnery, Sewell, 
Burrows, Gallinger, McLaurin, Shoup, 
Chandler, Gear, McMillan, Spooner, 

k, Hale, Martin, Thurston, 
Clay, Hanna, Mason, Tillman, 
Cullom, Hawley, Perkins, Wetmore, 
Davis, Heitfeld, Platt, Conn. White. . 
Elkins, Hoar, Platt. N. Y. 
Fairbanks, Jones, Nev. Pritchard, 

NOT VOTING-—3L 

Aldrich, Hansbrough, Pasco, ‘Turner, 
Baker, Harris, Tenn. Penrose, pie, 
Butler, Kenney, Pettigrew, est, 
Daniel, Lindsay, Proctor, Warren, 
Deboe, Lod Quay, Wellington, 
Faulkner, Maliory, Smith, Wilson 
George, Morril Btewart, Wolcott. 
Gorman, Nelson, Teller, 


So Mr. VEsT's amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator from Nebraska asks a vote 
on his motion to amend, I desire now to perfect the remainin 
paragraphs that were passed over until this matter was dispo 
of. Paragraph 201, I believe, was passed over. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And paragraph 197, I think. 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 197 was also passed over. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think it was; I am not positive. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, paragraph 197 was passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 197 will be read. 

The Secretary read the paragraph, as follows: 

197. Clapbourds, $1.50 per thousnud. 


Mr. ALLISON. As the paragraph stands now there is no 
amendment proposed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 197 is open to amend- 


ment. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Some one asked to have it passed 


over. 
Mr. ALLISON. Line 19, page 62, paragraph 201, was passed 
over. 
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The SECRETARY. In line 19, * 201, after the word 


“shingles,” the Committee on Finance propose to strike out 
„thirty“ and insert ** twenty-five;" so as to read: 


201. Shingles, 25 cents per thousand. 


Mr. ALLISON. The committee recommend that that amend- 
ment be disagreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. After paragraph 202 the majority of the com- 
mittee recommend the insertion of a new 3 2024. It is 
a transposition from another part of the bill. 

The SECRETARY. 


graph: 


202). Boxes, barrels, or other articles containing oranges, lemons, limes, 
rape fruits, shaddocks, or pomelos, 30 per cent valorem: Provided, That 
the thin wood, so called, comprising the sides, tops, and bottoms of orange 
and lemon boxes of the growth and manufacture of the United States, ex- 
rted as orange and lemon box shooks may be reimported in completed 
orm, filled with oranges and lemons, by the payment of duty at one-half the 


rate imposed on similar boxes of entirely foreign growth and manufacture. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
&mendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On line 2, page 63, paragraph 203,Iask that 
the committee amendment may be now agreed to. It was passed 
over on Saturday. 

The SECRETARY. On line 2, page 63, in paragraph 203, after the 
word “willow,” the Committee on Finance propose to strike out 
“fifty” and insert ‘‘forty;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

208. Chair cane or wrought or manufactured from rattans or reeds, 
10 per cent ad valorem; osier or willow prepared for basket makers' use, 20 
per cent ad valorem; manufactures of osier or willow, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be agreed to. 

Mr.ALLISON. Thecommittee proposenofurtheramendments. 
I suppose the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN] is now in order. 

Mr. ALLEN. Inow call i L2 amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. as not paragraph 204 passed over? 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 204? 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Ithink so. 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 204, relating to toothpicks and 
skewers, was agreed to. 

r. HALE. Yes; that paragraph was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to strike out the entire schedule—Sched- 
ule D—and to substitute what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read, 

The SECRETARY. Strike out all of Schedule D and insert in 
lieu thereof the following: 


SCHEDULE D.—Woop AND MANUFACTURES OF. 


Osier or willow, prepared for basket-makers’ use, 20 per cent ad valorem; 
manufactures of osier or willow, 25 per cent ad valorem; chair cane, or reeds, 
wrought or manufactured from rattans or reeds, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Casks and barrels. empty, sugar-box shooks, and packing boxes and 
packing-hox shooks, of wood, not specially provided for in this act, 20 per 


cent ad valorem. 
Toothpicks of vegetable substance, 35 per cent ad valorem. 


House or cabinet furniture, of wood, wholly or partly finished, manufac- 
tures of wood, or of which wood is the component material of chief value, not 
specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WHITE. If I understand the effect of the amendment of 
the Senator from Nebraska, it is to restore the Wilson Act pro- 
vision. Am I correct? 

Mr. ALLEN. I supposed I had the floor until I could explain 
the matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska has the 


oor. 

Mr. ALLEN. My motion is to substitute Schedule D of the 
Wilson Act for the schedule in the pending bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. To strike out this schedule and 
insert the schedule of the Wilson Act. 

Mr. AL . Tostrike out this schedule and insert Schedule 
D of the Wilson Act. 

Mr. BATE. It is the schedule of the Wilson Act which has 
just been read, and which is intended as a substitute? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes. It is to be followed by proposing for 
adoption paragraphs 671 to 684 of the Wilson Act, transferring 
various forms of lumber and timber to the free list. 

Mr. HALE, Thatis,if the Senator's amendment carries, then 
DEUM provision he refers to will have to be changed accord- 

y s 

M. ALLEN. Yes, sir; I shall then ask the Senate to adopt the 
free-list provision of the Wilson Act. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We all understand it now. 

Mr. ALLEN. In other words, I want the Wilson Act as it stands 
on the question of lumber adopted. 


After line 23, page 62, insert as a new para- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays upon agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH]. ‘ 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). Iam paired on this 
vote with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 
If he were present, I should vote ** yea" and he would vote **nay." 

Mr. BATE (when the name of Mr. Harris of Tennessee was 
called). I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. Harris of Ten- 
nessee] is out of his seat this evening and is paired with the Sena- 
tor from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] or I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. 
Were he here and voting, I should vote nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WILSON. I again announce my pair with the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. If he were present, he would vote 
“yea” and I should vote '* nay." 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Iagainannouncemy = with the junior 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. ere he present, I 
should vote“ 8 

Mr. LINDSAY (after having voted in the affirmative). Iagain 
withdraw my vote, and will stand paired with the senior Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. If he were here, I should 


vote yea.“ 

The result was announced —xeas 21, nays 87; as follows: 

YEAS- 21. 
Allen, Cockrell, ills, ie, 
Bate, Faulkner Mitchell, Walthall, 
Berry, 1 5 05 Kans Morgan, White. 
Caffery, Heitfeld, Murphy, 
Cannon, Jones, Ark. Pettus, 
Chilton, Kyle, 
NAYS—37. 
Allison, Fairbanks, McBride, Sewell, 
Bacon, Foraker, McEnery, Shoup, 
Burrows, En Nel ark, g er, 
Carter. Gallinger, MeMi 5 ere 
Chandler, Gear, Mason, Thurston, 
Clark, Hale, Perkins, ‘Tillman, 
Clay, Platt, Conn. Wetmore, 
Cullom, Hawley, Platt, N. Y. 
Davis, Hoar, Pritchard, 
Elkins, Jones, Nev. Quay, 
NOT VOTING—31. 

Aldrich, Hansbrough, Morrill, Teller, 
Baker, Harris, Tenn. Nelson, rner, 
Butler, Kenney, O, est, 
Daniel, Lindsay, Penrose, Warren. 

boe, Lod Pettigrew, Wellington, 
George, Mallory, Proctor, ilson, 
Gorman, Mantle, Rawlins, Wolcott. 
Gray, Martin, Smith, 


So Mr. ALLEN’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have heard it intimated that the 
sugar schedule, which comes next in sequence in the bill, for some 
reason may not be considered to-morrow. That is one of the 
most important schedules we have in the bill, and we should like 
very much upon this side of the Chamber to know from the 
majority what is their intention in regard to it. To be entirely 
frank, I will first mention something that I have heard of some 
change of that schedule. I do not know it, and I am not author- 
ized to state it, but I make that inquiry respectfully of the Senator 
from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. In response to the suggestion made by the 
Senator from Missouri, I will say that it is possible that some 
changes may be made in the Senate committee's amendment to the 
sugar schedule. I think it will be impossible, however, for us to 
go over that so as to be ready to take up the sugar schedule to- 
morrow. It is the purpose, as I understand,of this side of the 
Chamber to consider that schedule at as early a date as possible, 
7 555 into account the facilitating of its passage in some form. 
bye understand also to be the object of Senators on the other 
side. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator please wait for one moment? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainty: 

Mr. ALLISON. Should any changes bə made or proposed, they 
will be pn to the Senate at a very early day, so that the 
sugar schedule, if delayed to-morrow for that reason or any other 
possibly we shall not wantto take up the sugar schedule to-morrow 
even if the amendments are ready—the amendments will be of- 
fered and time will be given. if the other side desire it, to consider 
them before they are taken up in the Senate. If the sugar schedule 
should be passed over to-morrow, I hope we shall arrange to go on 
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with the tobacco schedule, although it is barely ble that we 
Shall ask that that be postponed for a day. If that be true, then 
we shall be ready to take D the agricultural schedule. I ho 
that either the sugar schedule or the tobacco schedule will 
taken up to-morrow, and that one will follow the other. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwillask the Senator from Iowa whether he 
would not be willing to take a recess for, say, two days, in order 
o2 Da pl uas Eire piti dpi me EE 

. ALLISON. I do not quite understand the intimation of 
the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. I merely made a request. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course the Senator from Alabama is well 
aware of the fact that we have over many paragraphs and 
many schedules with a view to Pe ger as o are interested, 
and some, perhaps, who are disinterested, and the sugar schedule, 
for reasons that are perfectly known to the Senator from Ala- 

, we have not been able to consider at all in the committee 
for several days. As to the tobacco schedule, I will restate that 
we hope to be able to take that up to-morrow. 

Mr. MORGAN. If I had h. of any Democrats who desired 
to be heard before the committee, I should be quite content if the 
committee would give a little delay so that those Democrats might 

themselves. I believe, however, this side of the House 
never been invited into a consultation at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Alabama that 
very many Democrats have a ed before the committee with 
a view of changing paragraphs in the various schedules, and I 
have taken it for quate t they were interested—possibly they 
may not be; but I suppose people are interested one way or the 
other in this bill whether they are Democrats or Republicans, and 
we want to get it as nearly right as we can for the general interest 
without reference to party. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam glad to hear that any Democrat has ever 
been permitted to go before the committee at all. I suppose they 
have ascertained now what their fate is to be. There is to be no 
modification of these schedules except according to the will of 
one side of this committee, and I think, inasmuch as the commit- 
tee are evidently not prepared to go on with this bill now, the 
best thing we can do is not to ask consent to take it up by piece- 
meal or a schedule at a time, and skip some and go on with others, 
but that we had better just take a recess and give the committee 
time 8 the bill. They are not ready now, it seems. 

Mr. . Will the Senator from Iowa yield to me for a 
question? 

N. Yes, sir 


Mr. WHITE. I desire to ask the Senator from Iowa whether I 
understood him as saying that it was probable that the sugar 
schedule would not come up to-morrow, but that still it might 
come up, and that it was ible that the tobacco schedule would 
come up to-morrow, but that still it might not come up? It seems 
to me that statement was a little uncertain; and, not wishing to 
annoy the Senator from Iowa by this reference to it, I think that 
those of us who find it necessary to examine these schedules day 
by day would like to know definitely some schedule that is to come 
up to-morrow unless unforeseen circumstances intervene; and I 
suggest to the Senator from Iowa to state, if possible, a schedule 
that is certain to come up to-morrow. If he will do so, it may 


three times by those in charge of the opposition to the bill on the 
other side that they wanted some notice if there was to be a post- 
ponement of any of these schedules. It has been well known that 
the Senator from Rhode Island . ALDRICH], who has been quite 
ill for a week or more, e to be present when the sugar 
Schedule is taken up; at least I hope he may be. He may be in 
the Chamber to-morrow, or he may not be. I hope he will It 
is also possible that there may be a modification of the sugar 
Schedule, and I hope that will not be offensive. 

If a modification is made, the Senators on the other side would 
possibly require it to be printed in order that they might be en- 
abled to throw such light upon it as a night would give them an 
Me tmp d to do. In that event, the schedule would not be 

en up to-morrow. That is one of the uncertainties. Now, if 
the uncertainty should solve itself in the way of a nement 
of that schedule, we should take up the tobacco schedule, unless 
something intervened, as matters from time to time have inter- 
vened. It ri be ned, but I hope it will not be. 

Mr. WHITE. tis quite clear. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President—— : 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to say one word more, and then I shall 
Ime In response to theintimation and s ion of the Senator 

m Alabama Mr. MonGAN] of the incapacity of those who have 
charge of this bill to conduct it without a recess, I can assure him 
and assure Senators on the other side, that if they do not wish to 
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act 
charge, we s be ready to-morrow to take up any schedule that 
will suit the convenience of Senators on the other side. 

Mr. MORGAN. I protest that I made no sort of intimation 
against the capacity of the committee. Isympathize with them 
very deeply in their involvement in troubles which are unavoid- 
able. Ican conceive how the Senators are facing questions ex- 
tremely difficult to handle; and I putin my suggestion in order to 

ive them full breathing time, that they might come back to the 
enate with their minds made up and their consciences all recon- 
ciled to what they were about to do. That is all. 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. With the permission of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay], I should like to ask the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], before he leaves the Senate Chamber, 
what we are to do to-morrow? Itisabsolutely necessary, in order 
that we may have some idea of what is to be done. For him to 
tell us that either the sugar schedule, the tobacco schedule, the 
agricultural schedule, or some other schedule will come up to- 
morrow seems to be too indefinite, and the Senator from Iowa is 
too fair a man to think it is just to us that we shall be asked to 
adjourn thisevening and come back to-morrow morning knowing 
nothing on the face of the earth as to what will come up to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON, It was in deference to what I suppose to be the 
wishes and desires of those op d to this schedule that I endeav- 
ored to state with frankness the difficulties that might be in our 
5 to-morrow. I will say to the Senator that I think it is 

ubtful whether the sugar schedule will be taken up to-morrow. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then say the sugar schedule will 
nof come up to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the next schedule in order. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly it is, and I should like to 
have the Senator say now, before adjourning, whether the sugar 
schedule will or will not come up to-morrow. It seems to me we 
are entitled to know that much. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mondax!] 
took occasion to say that we ought to take a recess that we might 
know what is coming up to-morrow. The sugar schedule is in 
prdor SON. and sufficient unto the day is the evil or the good 

ereof. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The minority has some rights in this 
matter as well as the majority, and I deny that the majority has 
the right to say to the minority that “sufficient unto the day is 
the evil thereof," and that we shall know nothing of what is to 
come before the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Isaid ‘‘the good thereof.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no good in it. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator desires that I shall 
of what shall be done to-morrow, I will give notice that on to- 
morrow the sugar schedule will be over, if that suits tho 
convenience of tors, 2 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Anything suits us that the Senator 
wishes; bnt I should like to know what is going to be taken up. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iunderstand that. On to-morrow the tobacco 
schedule will come up. Ishallask that that schedule be consid- 
ered to-morrow. 

Mr. CANNON. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. In view of the uncertainty of the first state- 
ment as to the tobacco schedule, I was about to ask the Senator 
from Iowa if he would not consent to have the agricultural sched- 
ule taken up to-morrow, and I make that request now. 

Mr. ALLISON. After what has been said on both sides of this 
Chamber, and the apparent good will and good feeling that pre- 
vails on the other side, I should like very much to accommodate 
those who are on the other side and take up these schedules as 
rapidly as we can in the order of their succession, and therefore 
the to schedule will come up to-morrow, as I have already 
stated. It will occupy, I think, only a portion of the day. Then, 
if the sugar schedule is not ready to be taken up, for the conven- 
jence of both sides of the Chamber the agricultural schedule will 
be next in order; but it will be taken up at the earliest possible 
time to-morrow, and certainly by the next day. 

Mr. CANNON. If the Senator from Iowa will continue his 
kindness, if the sugar schedule is passed over to-morrow, as I now 
understand to be the intention of the committee, will the agricul- 
tural schedule be taken up immediately following the tobacco 
schedule and before the recurrence of the sugar schedule? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not able to state that, for I donot know; 
but I should think the sugar schedule would be taken up at the 
earliest possible day and gotten out of the way, if that is the wish 
of Senators. 

Mr. qu Regular order, Mr. President, 

Mr. CANNON. With the permission of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, I give notice that at the conclusion of paragraph 
238 of the bill, being the agricultural schedule, I move to 


ing to the convenience of those who have this bill in 


ive notice 
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amend the bill by the insertion of the amendment offered by me 


recently for the granting of rt bounties to shi; of agri- 
5 products from the United States, and I ax piens some 
remarks thereon. I ask that the amendment I have proposed 
may be inserted in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by the Senator from Utah will be 
inserted in the RECORD. 

The amendment referred to is as follows: 


*And from and after sixty da fex Sia Dalee or Shik ace there shall De 

ü 5 — United States not otherwise 

rye — flour; 

5 cotton, hops, or to uced wholly in the 
Mie 8 try. that lowing export bounty. by way of an equ: 

of any other country, the followin: y. y o - 

8 to agriculture of the benefits o 


T 
Des ents 8 act 
vouchers, by the collector of customs at the port of 
ntation at the Treasury 
he Secreta 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. QUAY. Irenew my motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
gideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
45 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
June 8, 1897, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 7, 1897. 
SUPERINTENDENT OF CHARITIES. 


Herbert W. Lewis, of Maryland, to be superintendent of chari- 
ties for the District of Columbia, vice John y, deceased. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Ensign Benjamin W. Wells, jr., to bea lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the Navy, from the 21st day of March, 1897, vice Lieut. (Ju- 
hior Grade) William E. Safford, promoted. 

Ensign Newton A. McCully, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from the 6th day of April, 1897, vice Lieut. (Junior 
Grade) William J. Maxwell, promoted. 

Ensign Levi C. Bertolette, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from the 29th day of April, 1897, vice Lieut. (Junior 
Grade) Franklin Swift, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 7, 1897. 


SOLICITOR FOR DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 
William L. Penfield, of Indiana, to be Solicitor for the Depart- 
ment of State. 
AUDITOR FOR TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
William E. Andrews, of Nebraska, to be Auditor for the Treas- 
ury Department. 
AUDITOR FOR WAR DEPARTMENT. 
William W. Brown, of Pennsylvania, to be Anditor for the War 
Department. 
CONSUL, 


William W. Canada, of Indiana, to be consul of the United 

States at Vera Cruz, Mexico. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Commander Richard P. Leary, to be a captain. 

Lieut. Commander William Swift, to be a commander. 

Lieut. Herbert Winslow, to be a lieutenant-commander. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William J. Maxwell, to be a lientenant, 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Franklin Swift, to be a lieutenant. 

Lieut, Commander Henry B. Mansfield, to be a commander. 

Lieut. William H. Turner, to be a lieutenant-commander. 

POSTMASTERS. 

James R. Barr, to be postmaster at Cambridge, in the county of 
Guernsey and State of Ohio. 

James F. Posten, to be postmaster at Elkins, in the county of 
Randolph and State of West Virginia. 

Alfred York, to be postmaster at Fort Riley, in the county of 

ichand S. Oski rd, to be postmaster at Herington, in the 

c s ord, ,in 

county of Dickinson and State of Kansas. 


Harry H. Lusk, to be postmaster at Parsons, in the county of 
Labette and State of Kansas. 

Charles E. Bowman, to be postmaster at Argentine, in the 
county of Wyandotte and State of Kansas. 


Frank M. Atkinson, to be ter at St. Joseph, in the county 
of Buchanan and State of Missouri. 

John Alfred, to be postmaster at Leadville, in the county of 
Lake and State of Colorado. 

William Drawe, to be postmaster at Cuero,in the county of 
Dewitt and State of Texas. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, June 7, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon, and was called to order by 
the Speaker. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. COUDEN. 

The Journalof the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. '- 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. , 

A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. Pru- 
DEN, cne of his secretaries, who also announced that the President 
had approved and signed a bill of the following title: 

An act (H. R. 16) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, 
and for other purposes. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (3.1271) for a public building at the city of Wilkesbarre, 
Pa., and appropriating money therefor; and 

A bill (S. 925) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
San Angelo, Tex. 7 

The m also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to joint resolution 
and bill of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 45) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
use rations for the relief of the destitute persons in the district 
overflowed by the RioGrande River at and near El Paso, Tex.; and 

A bill (S. 1886) to adopt regulations for preventing collisions 
Man certain harbors, rivers, and inland waters of the United 

tates. 

CÁRLOS GUTIERREZ. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of Senate joint resolution 40, authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War to receive, for instruction at the Mili- 

tra en West Point, Carlos Gutierrez, of Salvador. 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Dixs- 
MORE] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a 
joint resolution which the Clerk will report. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secre of War be, and he hereby is, authorized to 
permit Carlos Gutierrez, of Salvador, to receive instruction at the Military 
Academy at West Point: V psa Na ge no La Sev shall be caused to the 
United tes thereby: And prov 3 tin the case of the said 
Gutierrez the P ons of and 1321 of the Revised Statutes 
shall be suspended. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to tbe present consideration 
of this joint resolution? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentleman 
from Arkansas if there are precedents for this, and what is the 
reason for it? 

Mr. DINSMORE. There are precedents for it. It has been 
done a number of times. Itis merely a courtesy which is fre- 
quently extended to foreign countries by our Government. This 
is the son of a distinguished citizen of Salvador. As will be seen 
by the reading of the resolution, no expense whatever will be 
caused to the United States. It merely gives this young man the 
privilege of being educated in our Military Academy. I feel sure 
that nobody will object to it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DINSMORE, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE OVER THE ST. LOUIS RIVER BETWEEN WISCONSIN AND 
MINNESOTA. 


Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of Senate bill 956, relating to the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the St. Louis River between the States of 
Wisconsin and Minnesota. 3 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Morris] 
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asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
the title of which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read the title, as follows: 

A bill (8.956) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the construc- 
tion of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River between the States of Wis- 
consin and Minnesota," approved April 24, 1894, as amended hy an act ap- 
proved August 4, 1894, entitled “An act to amend an act to authorize the 
construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River between the States of 
Minnesota and Wisconsin.” $ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection, : : 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That sections 3 and 9 of the above entitled original act 
and section 3 of the same, as amended by the said act approved August 4, 
1894, entitled An act to amend an act to authorize the construction of a 
steel bridge overthe St. Louis River between the States of Minnesota and 
Wisconsin," be amended so as to read, respectively, as follows: 

“Seo. 3. That the accessory works referred to in the preceding section 
shall be such booms, dikes, piers, or other suitable and proper structures for 
confining the flow of water to a permanent channel, and for the guiding of 

boats, rafts, and other water craft safely through the draw and rarting 
spans, as be required by the Secretary of War; and in addition thereto, 
and before the construction of the bri to be built under this act, the com- 
pany or persons owning or holding such bridge shall be required, under the 
irection of the Secretary of War, or such officer as he s designate, to 
dredge above and below said brape to such depth and for such distance as in 
the judgment of the Secre of War, or of such other officer as he shall 
aana s shall have been rendered necessary by the erection of the piers to 


“SEC. F. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
bridge therein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed 
on or before August 1, A. D. 1897.” 

Sec. 2. That all acts or parts of acts in conflict with the provisions of this 
act are hereby repealed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill whether it has been reported on by any 
committee of the House? s 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; it passed the House at the last session. 

Mr. MORRIS. This bill was reported upon by the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce of the last House and 
unanimously. It went to the Senate and there failed to pass. It 
has now been passed by the Senate and comes back from the Sen- 
ate to this House. 

Mr. McMILLIN, It has never been considered by any commit- 
tee of the present House? 

Mr. MORRIS, Not by cn uana of the present House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And this House is working up the remnants 
of the failures of the last Congress on its recommendations, in- 
stead of recommendationsof committees appointed by this House? 

Mr. MORRIS. "That is for the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
McMILLIN] to say. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MORRIS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS PEARL RIVER, MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. LOVE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill S. 956, which is a similar bill to 
the one just passed, and also to the bill which was passed here 
last Thursday. It is an altogether local matter, and no objection 
can be made to the bill. 

. The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman a copy of the bill? 

Mr. LOVE. No, sir. I thought the Clerk told me he had a 
copy of it. There is a mistake in the number of the bill. It is 
the bill S. 1979. 

De SPEAKER. The gentleman had given the Clerk the wrong 
number. 

Mr. LOVE. The Clerk gave me the wrong number. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER. There is a wrong number somewhere [laugh- 
ter]; but while the papers are being obtained, the Speaker will 
announce his signature to the following bills: 

A bill (S. 1888) to adopt regulations for preventing collisions 
upon certain harbors, rivers, and inland waters of the United 
States; 

A bill (S. 1944) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Clinch River, Kingston, Tenn.; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 45) reap zopriaung the sum of $10,000 
not expended for the relief of sufferers by the floods of the Mis- 
sissippi River. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 
concurrent resolutions were taken from the Speaker's table and 
referred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

A bill (S. 479) to 1 7 28 8 for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Nashua, in the State of New 
Hampshire—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
when appointed. 

A bill (S. 129) to amend An act for the correction of the mili- 


tary record of Wilhelm Spiegelburg," approved July 21, 1892—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 925) to provide for the erection of a co building at 
San Angelo, Tex.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 1271) for a public building at the ci 
Pa., and appropriating money therefor—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, when appointed. 

Concurrent resolution No, 8— 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound 3,000 copies of the special report edd the meth- 
ods and results of the investigations conducted by the astrophysical observ- 
atory of the Smithsonian Instjtution, entitled. Annals of the Astro 
Observatory, of which number 500 shall be for the use of the Senate, 1,000 for 
the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,500 copies for distribution by 
the Smithsonian Institution— 

To the Committee on Printing, when appointed. 

Concurrent resolution No. 10— 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed as a document the report of the United States Hound y Commis- 
sion. G ok ama to the convention between the United States and Mexico, 
touching the re-marking of the boundary line between those two countries 
west of the Rio Grande, and in addition 
the use of the Department of State— 


To the Committee on Printing, when appointed. 
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC CONDITION OF THE ITALIANS IN CHICAGO, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President; which was read, referred to the Committee on 
Labor, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith the ninth special report of the Commissioner of La 
which report relates to the social and Mis aie condition of the Teatinne n 


Chicago. 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, D. C., June 4, 1897. 


Nore.—The manuscript of this report has been delivered to the Senate. 
RETURN OF BILL TO THE SENATE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolution of 
the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be dírected to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 426) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri River between its mouth and the mouth 
of the Dakota or James River, and across the Mississippi River between the 
mouth of the Minnesota River, in the State of Minnesota, and Donaldson 
in the State of Louisiana: and 


of Wilkesbarre, 


ereto 3,000 copies of said report for 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the request of the 
Senate will be complied with. jene &pause.] The Chair hears 
no objection, and it is 80 ordered. 

Mr. VINCENT. Mr. S. er, [ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I will ask the Clerk 
to read, with the consent of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi has been 
recognized, 

BRIDGE ACROSS PEARL RIVER, MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. LOVE. Mr. Speaker, has the Clerk found the bill to which 
I referred a few moments ago? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the following bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 1979) to authorize the construction of a bridge across Pearl River, 
in the State of Mississippi. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the board of supervisors of Marion County, in tho 
State of Mississippi, be, and is hereby, authorized to construct and maintain 
a highway bridge and 8 thereto across Pearl River, at or near tho 
town of Columbia, in said county and State. 

Sec. 2. That said bridge shall be located and built under and subject to 
such 3 for the qwe of navigation as the Secretary of War may 
prescribe, and to secure that object the said board of supervisors shall sub- 
mit for his examination a design and drawing of the pre and a map of the 
location, and until the said plan and location are approved by him the bridge 
shall not be commenced or built; and should any change be made in 
bridge before or after completion, such change shall be eine subject to 
the approval of the Secretary of War. 

SEC. 3. That the said bridge shall be so kept and managed as to offer rea- 
sonable and proper means for the of vessels and other craft through 
or under the same, and for the safety of vessels passing at night there shall 
be gadas etc on said bridge, from sunset to sanrise, at the expense of tho 
owners thereof, such lights or other signal as the Light-Houso Board may 
prescribe; and any changes in said bridge which the Secretary of War may, 
at any time, deem necessary and order in the interests of navigation shall be 
made by the owners thereof at their own expense. 

Sec. 4. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
said mags be not commenced ín one year and completed in three years from 
the date hereof. 

Sec. 5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex- 
pressly reserved. 


Ps 51 TEE Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to ask the gentleman from Mississippi, 
for the information of my friend from Tennessee MocMir- 


Mr. 
LIN], who I hope will give attention to it, if this bill bas been con- 
sidered by any committee of this House? 
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Mr. MCMILLIN. My friend from New York needs information 
worse thun I do. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think I know; but I wanted to have it under- 
stood, so that the gentleman from Tennessee would know. 

Mr. LOVE. I would just like to say that that bill has not been 
referred to a committee, because there are no committees to refer 
it to. 

Mr. PAYNE. It has not been reported by any committee of 
this House. 

Mr. GAINES, That is the fault of the Republicans of this 
House. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ihave no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
bill? [After a panés.] The Chair hears none. e 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LOVE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Imove that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER poene to put the question. 

Mr. BAILEY. fore that motion is submitted—— 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand it is not. I simply desire to say 
before the vote is taken that so long as the Cuban resolution and 
the bankruptcy bill are undisposed of we will feel compelled to 
resist these motions to adjourn. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Regular order! 

Mr. BAILEY. I am ready for the regular order now. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 2 

Mr. BAILEY. Division, Mr. Speaker! 

The House divided, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The yeas and nays! 

Vos SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio demands the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. BAILEY. I should like to have the vote announced. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the ayes are 79, the nays 80. 
ROT on the Democratic side.] : 

r. RICHARDSON. Another leader wrecked! 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 92, nays 79, an- 
swered “ present 11, not voting 170; as follows: 


YEAS-—92. 

Adams, Dalzell, Hitt, Oyse, 
Alexander, Danford, Hooker, Showalter, 

Davenport, Howe, Simpkins, 
Baker, Md. OFT, Hurley, Smith, S W. 
Barber, Dovener, Jenkins, Sout : 

Johnson, N. Dak. Spalding, 

Bartholdt, Evans, Kir trick, Sperry, 
Bennett, Fenton, Linney, Stewart, N. J. 
Bin; A Fletcher, Loud, Stone, C. W. 
Bisko Aee? rin Sulloway, 
Boute Fowler, N. J, cDonald, wney. 
Brewster, Gibson, McIntire, Tayler, Ohio 
Broderick, Gillett, Mass, Miller, ongue, 

"wn. s ' Van Voorhis, 
Brownlow, Griffin, Mo; Wadsworth, 
Burton. Grosvenor, Mudd, Walker, Va. 
Clark, lowa milton, Olmsted, Weaver. 

ding, Harmer, Overstreet, White, nu. 

ke, Hawley. er, Pa. White, N. C. 
Cousins, Henry, Conn. Parker, N. J W. Pa. 

packer, Hepburn, ayne, Wilson, N. Y. 
Curtis, Io ic: Pearso: Wright, 
Pugh, Yost. 
NAYS—79. 
Adamson, Cowherd, Knowles, Robinson, Ind. 
Bailey, Davey, Lanham, yers, 
Baird, vis, Latimer, Rettle, 
Baker, Ill. De Graffenreid, Lentz, Bhuford, 
Barlow, De Vries, Lewis, Ga. Sims, 
Berets, Elliott, 3 Wash. — . pe 
vingston, rk, 
ne, Flemin, ^ Love. Btephens, Tex. 
Brantley, Fox, y McMillin, Ws ik 
Brenner, Ohio Gaines, Maddox. Strowd, N. O 
Broussard, Griggs, 2 Sutherland, 
Bran 3 Gunn, Max well, Tate, 
Burke, Y Meekison, Terry, 
Castle, Henry, Miss. Ogden, Underwood, 
Catchings, Henry, Tex. Osborne, Vandiver, 
Clardy. Howard, Ala, eters, Vincent, 
Clark, Mo. Hunter, Rhea, Wheeler, Ky. 
Clayton, Jet Richardson, Will Miss. 
Cochran, Mo. Kite Ridgely, Young, Va. 
Cooper, Tex. Kleberg, ixey, * 
ANSWERED "PRESENT "—1l. 
Ball, Cooper, Wis. McClellan, Swanson, 
Benner, Pa. Dinsmore, McCulloch, Vehslage. 
Brucker, King, Pierce, Tenn. 
NOT VOTING-—170. 
Acheson, Barney, Belknap, Botkin, 
Allen, Barrett, Benton, ey, 
Arnold, Beach, Berry Brewer, 
ead, Belden, Bland, Brom 
Barham, Belfo: Booze, Brosius, 


Brumm, Grow, McEwan, Bhattuc, 
2 * 
utier, y. ie: 
Campbell, Hartman, abner, Ben. 
Cannon, Heatwole, Mahon, mere 
Capron. Hemenway, Mann, Smith, 
Chickering one tad Marshall Smith, Win. Ald 
eke enry, ars mith, Wm. Alden 
Clarke, N. H. Hilborn, Mercer, Snover, 
Cochrane, N. Y. Hinrichsen, Mesick. Southwick, 
Colson, opkins, Meyer, La. Sparkman, 
Connell, Howard, Ga. Miers, Ind. s e, 
Connolly, Howell, ills, 8 gs, 
Cooney, Hull, Minor, Steele, 
Corliss, Johnson, Ind. Mitchell, Stevens, Minn. 
Cox, Jones, Va. Moon, Stewart, Wis. 
Cranford, Jones, Wash. Newlands, Stone, W. A 
Crump, Joy. Northway, it, 
Cummings. Kelley, Norton, Strode, Nebr. 
Davidson, Wis, Kerr, Odell, Sturtevant, 
Davison, Ky Ketcham, Otey, Sullivan 
Dayton, Knox, Otjen, Sulzer, 
De Armond, Kulp, Pearce, Mo. Talbert, 
Dingley, TAN: Perkins, 8 
Dockery, Lamb, Pitney, d. 
Dolliver, Landis, Plowman, pde 
Eddy. ter, Powers, alker, Mass. 
Ermentrout, Littauer, Prince, Wi i 
Faris, Little, guise. Ward, 
8 " 2 E y. te th 
itzge 4 oudenslager, eeves, eymou 
Fitzpatrick, Lovering, Robb, eeler, Ala. 
Foote, Low Robbins, ilber, 
Fowler, N. C. McAleer, Robertson, La. Wilson, S. O. 
Gardner, McCall, Russell, oung, Pa. 
Gillet, N. Y. Med. ^ Sauerhering, Zenor. 
Greene, McCormick, Shafroth, 
Grout, McDowell, Shannon, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will announce the pairs, 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. 
Mr. 


HAGER with Mr. HANDY. 

McCarr with Mr, Jones of Virginia. 

YounG of Pennsylvania with Mr. BENTON, 
BELKNAP with Mr. MAGUIRE. 

Faris with Mr. ZENOR. 

HENRY of Indiana with Mr. Mrers of Indiana, 
SuriTH of Illinois with Mr. MCCULLOCH. 


. ACHESON with Mr. WiLsoN of South Carolina, 
. BARNEY with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

. Wa. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. BRUCKER, 

. CHICKERING with Mr. BRADLEY. 

. SAVERHERING with Mr. STRAIT. 

. BARHAM with Mr. FITZGERALD. 

. STEWART of Wisconson with Mr. LITTLE. 

. MiLLS with Mr. SULLIVAN. 


REEVES with Mr. BALL. 


. BELDEN with Mr. SULZER. 


Loverine with Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, 


. McEWAN with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 
. STRODE of Nebraska with Mr. ALLEN. 
. JOY with Mr. MARSHALL. 


JOHNSON of Indiana with Mr. Moon, 
Brosius with Mr. ERMENTROUT. 


. Lacey with Mr. MCRAE. 

. PITNEY with Mr. CARMACK, 

. KERR with Mr. Ross. - 
. BRUMM with Mr. Cox. 

. LoRIMER with Mr. BERRY. 

. STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. JoNES of Washington, 
. CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr. KING. 

. MINOR with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

. HULL with Mr. DoCKERY. 

. SPRAGUE with Mr. MCDOWELL. 

. HEATWOLE with Mr. DINSMORE. 

. PERKINS with Mr. COOPER of Texas. 

. MERCER with Mr. DE ARMOND, 


HEMENWAY with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, 
UIGG with Mr. BLAND. 
AHON with Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania. 


. LANDIS with Mr. CRANFORD. 

. KULP with Mr. STALLINGS. 

. WALKER of Massachusetts with Mr. SLAYDEN, 
. WILLIAM A. STONE with Mr. MCCLELLAN. 

. DAviDsoN of Wisconsin with Mr. Howanp of Georgia, 
. RUSSELL with Mr. SWANSON. 

. McCLEARY with Mr. TALBERT. 

. MITCHELL with Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. 

. OTJEN with Mr. LESTER. 

. HoPKINS with Mr. MCALEER, 

. WRIGHT with Mr. ADAMSON. 


this day: 


. CORLIss with Mr. LAMB. 
Low with Mr. OTEY. 


Marsu with Mr. COONEY. 
ODELL with Mr. FITZPATRICK, 
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Mr. HICKS. 


Mr. Speaker, I was pairos with the gentleman 
from Vi ia, Mr. OTEY, but the pair has been transferred to Mr. 
Low, of New York, and I have voted ‘‘aye.” 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, I voted in the negative and 
would so vote, but finding that the gentleman from Connecticut, 
Mr. RUSSELL, has not voted, and being paired with him, I desire to 
withdraw my vote. : 

5 Mr. Speaker, I voted ** no," but Lam paired with the 
gentleman from New Hampshire, Mr. CLARKE, and I withdraw 
my vote. 

r. BROUSSARD, Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and listening 
when his name was called, and did he fail to hear it? 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's name will be recorded. 

Mr. BROUSSARD voted “no.” 

Mr. BRUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I voted **no," but I am paired 
with the gentleman from Michigan, Mr. Wu. ALDEN SMITH, so I 
will ask to be recorded as present. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, how am I recorded? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded as present. 

Mr. EVANS. Idesiretovote. I was under the impression that 
I was paired, but I am not, the pair having been transferred, and 

vote **aye." 

Mr. YOST. Mr. Speaker, I answered “present,” thinking that I 
Was paired, but I desire to vote yea.“ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's vote will be recorded. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, Task that my colleague, Mr. SLAY- 


DEN, be excused on account of business. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BALL. Mr. Speaker, Ixoted “no,” butI find that lam paired 
with the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. Reeves, and I withdraw 
my vote. 

r. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. 
OTEY, be excused for ten days, on account of sickness in his family. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know 
cit gs the gentleman from West Virginia, Mr. Dayton, has 
voted? 

The SPEAKER. He has not. 

Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. Then I withdraw my vote. 

Pending the announcement of the vote, leave of absence was 
granted, by unanimous consent, as follows: 

To Mr. Kirkpatrick, for ten days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. BUTLER, for one day, on account of death in his family. 

To Mr. Minor, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Davison of Kentucky, indefinitely, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. McCLeary, for ten days, on account of important būsi- 


mess. 
à To Mr. OTEY, for ten days, on account of sickness and death of 
rother. 

To Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

Mr. TERRY. I make the point. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. GROSVENOR. render order, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. TERRY. Imake the point, Mr. Speaker, and I wouldlike 
to be heard just a moment—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair anticipates the gentleman's point, 
and answers it by stating that 92 members have voted in the af- 
firmative and 79 in the negative, while 11 hayeanswered ** present,” 
making a total of 182; andalthough that may be of no consequence 
in any Fah aly estimation 

Mr. TERRY. My point is that the House can not adjourn with- 
out a quorum for more than one day, and I desire to be briefly 
heard on that point. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to hear the gentleman, 
even on his own basis, because it is not a fact that there is no 
quorum. 

Mr. TERRY. I understood that to be the fact. 

The SPEAKER (at 1 o'clock and 10 minutes p. m.). The ayes 
have it, and accordingly the House stands adjourned until Thurs- 
day next, at 12 o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Joseph M. Middlekauff against The United States—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of Na- 

leon B. Allen against The United States—to the Committee on 


ar Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
A message from the President, transmitting a special report of 


the Commissioner of Labor, relating to the social and economic 
condition of the Italians in Chicago—to the Committee on Labor, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
e following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 3420) to establish a life-saving 
station at Swampscott, Mass.—to the Committee on Interstate and 
EOM Commerce. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 3121) to establish a sanitarium 
at Castle Pinckney, in Charleston Harbor, South Carolina, forthe 
use of disabled officers and enlisted men of the Regular and Vol- 
unteer Army and Navy of the United States—to the Committeo 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 3435) fixing times when, regulat- 
ing the manner in which, and declaring the character of the ac- 
counts between the United States and the several public-land 
States, relative to the net proceeds of the sales and other disposi- 
tion of the public lands made and to te made therein hy tho 
United States, which shall hereafter be stated and certified fo the 
3 Department for payment to the Committee on the Pub- 

ic Lan 

By Mr. JENKINS: A memorial of the legislature of the Stato 
of Wisconsin for the passage of an act to strengthen the national 
credit—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin for the passage of an act to strengthen the national 
credit—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, for an amendment to the Constitutionof the United 
States relative to trusts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a mémorial of the legislature of the State of Wisconsin, 
for the passage of an act to strengthen the national credit—to tho 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BULL: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Rhode Island, relative to a meinorial to be placed over the graves 
of American soldiers and sailors at Putin Bay Island—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Rhode Island, relative to a memorial to be placed over the graves 
of American soldiers and sailors at Put in Bay Island—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions o? 
Hes following titles were introduced and severally referred as fol- 
OWS: 

.By Mr. BOTKIN: A bill (H. R. 3492) granting an honorable 
discharge to Jesse Dotts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3423) granting back pension to Isaac Lantz— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 3424) granting a pension to 
Levi R. Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 3425) for the relief of George 
A. Dickel & Co., at Nashville, Tenn.—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 3426) granting a pension to 
Turner J. Bowling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3427) granting a pension to Sarah A. Denham 
widow of Benjamin F. Denham—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 3423) for the relief of J. E. Gilling- 
waters—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 3429) to remove the charge of 
PEAN against Hiram Lane—to the Committee on Military 


airs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3430) to remove the charge of desertion 
against E. A. Brown—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3431) granting a pension to O. C. Denslow— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3432) gon a pension to David W. Thurs- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3433) granting a pension to Martin M. Flint— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3434) granting a pension to John Carr—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 3138) for the relief of Wilbur F. 
Cozswell—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as 8 
By Mr. BULL: Petitions of citizens of Providence and of East 


1897. 
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Providence, R. L, for a more rigid restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petitions of citizens of Hope and East Proy- 
idence, R. L, for the further restriction of immigration—to the 


Committee on 55 and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of Local Union No. 20, Belmont 
Central Trades and Labor Union, of Bellaire, Ohio, praying for 
the of the so-called Minnesota label law—to the Commit- 
tee on Labor. 4 

By Mr. DOVENER: Petitions of John L. Hunt and 37 other 
citizens of Church district, Wetzel County; E. R. Coffman and 27 
others, of Sardis, Harrison County; W. W. Rogers and 45 others 
and Thomas D. Bennett and 47 others, of Ohio County; James 
Welch and 52 others, of Viola, Marshall County; A. E. Sutton and 
93 others, of Gaston, Lewis County; J. N. Conley and 29 others, 
of Barbour County, State of West Virginia, for a more rigid 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Lee Haymond and 17 other late officers of the 
Volunteer service, United States Army, of Clarksburg, W. Va., 
ud the relief of George J. Stealey—to the Committee on Invalid 

nsions. E 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of the National Arbitration 
Committee, of Washington, D. C., for international arbitration— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Robert Stuntz, of the Persian Rug Factory, of 

ew York City, for higher duty on Persian rugs—tothe Commit- 

on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Merchant Tailors' Exchange of Boston, 
Mass., for limit to amount of clothing travelers from abroad shall 
be aliowed to import without duty—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HILBOKN: Petition of the Board of Trade of Oakland, 
Cal., in favor of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Paper to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to Sarah A. Denham—to the ittee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of Henry H. Wright and other citizens of Effing- 
ham, III., veterans of the late war, favoring the passage of a serv- 
ice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOY: Petition of Edward G. Burles and other citizens 
of St. Louis, Mo., for an appropriation for the payment of all 
judgments of the Court of Claims in favor of letter carriers and 
others, reported in the Fifty-fourth Congress—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, 

Also, petition of D. I. Bushnell & Co, and other business firms 
of St. Louis, Mo., protesting against the free distribution of seeds 
by the Government—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

i Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of citizens of Leesburg, 
N. J., for the restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of D. E. Stewart and others, of Ca- 
bell County, W. Va., asking for the passage of a bill to further 
restrict immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of H. W. Moyer and sundry other 
citizens of Myerstown; also of E. R. Payne and others. of Harris- 
burg; also of John A. Berry and others, of Annville, in the State 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of a law to further 
restrict immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
‘Naturalization. 


SENATE, 
TUESDAY, June 8, 1897. 


3 by Rev. Hud Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
On. » 

e Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 

ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Quay, and by unanimous con- 

sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


SANITARIUM AT CASTLE PINCKNEY, SOUTH CAROLINA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 3d instant, a report from the Quartermaster- 
General of the Army relative to the cost of constructing suitable 
buildings at Castle Pinckney, near Charleston, S. C., to be used 
a sanitarium for disabled officers and enlisted men of the Regular 
‘and Volunteer Army of the United States; which was read. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I move that the communication and accom- 

ying report of the aster-General be printed and re- 
erred to the Committee on Military Affairs, to accompany the 
bill now before that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


as |. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. QUAY. I present a petition of the members of the Phila- 
delphia Wool Merchants’ Association, praying for the early pas- 
sage of the pending tariff bill, and remonstrating against the im- 
position of lower rates of duty on articles under Schedule K than 
those proposed by the so-called 7 tariff bill. As these 
gentlemen are a very respectable body of men, I ask that the 
petition be read. 

The petition was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 

PETITION. " 
PHILADELPHIA, June 5, 1897. 
To the Senate of the United States, Washington, D. C.: 

We, the undersigned members of the Philadelphia Wool Merchants' Asso- 
ciation, earnestly petition and urge your active cooperation in securing pro- 
tective tariff legislation at the earliest possible date which will adequately 
secure American industrial products t the competition of foreign labor. 


for in Schedule K by the House 


dustry. 


& Co.; Cunningham's Sons; Wm. Mower's Sons; H. L. Cooper; 
Patrick Roach; Jno. J. McCloskey; Saml Lee & Co.; Lee & 
us; J h C. Mance, jr.; Coates Brothers; H. Cowan & 
Son; Stone & Christie; Bradford Smith; T. Kenworthy & Bro.; 
James G, Kibben & Co.; Jagode & Lewis. 
Hon. M. S. QUAY, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. QUAY. Ialso present resolutions adopted by the general 
assembly of Pennsylvania, favoring the passage of Senate bill No. 
1747, providing for the reappointment and retirement of David 
McMurtrie Gregg, late captain, Sixth United States Cavalry, and 
brevet major-general United States Volunteers, with the rank of 
captain, which will be read under the practice of the Senate. 

he resolutions were read, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, as follows: ] 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, May 31, 1897. 

Whereas there is pending in Congress Senate bill No. 1747, which provides 
for the reappointment and retirement of David McMurtrie G te cap- 
tain, Sixth United States Cavalry and brevet major-general of United States 


Volunteers, with the rank and grade of tain; an 
Whereasin consideration of fhe iT and ithful services of this 
isti i war of the re- 


ed son of Pennsylvania 


ect th 8 f said bill —— 
e es passage o: reappoint 
Resolved f: urther 


JERE B. REX, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives, 


Ix THE SENATE, June 1, 1837. 
The foregoing resolution concurred in. 


E. W. SMILEY, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 
DANIEL H. HASTINGS. 

Mr. DANIEL presented the petition of S. J. Steven and sundry 
other citizens of ki, Va., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation for a more rigid restriction of immigration; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CARTER. I present a communication from the governor 
of Alaska, together with a petition from citizens of the Yukon 
Valley district in that Territory, praying for the creation of & 
courtof competent jurisdictionfor Alaska. 1 movethat the com- 
munication and accompanying petition be printed as a document 
and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Tke motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of sundry citizens of North 
Plaite, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation for a more 
rund restriction of immigration; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. WETMORE. I present a petition of the general assembly 
of Rhode Island, praying that an appropriation be made for the 
erection on Putin Bay Island of an a riate memorial over 
the long-neglected graves of the patriotic soldiers and sailors of 
the battle of Lake Erie; which I ask, under the rule, may be 
oes in the RECORD and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

The petition was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

[State of Rhode Island, ete. In general assembly, January session, A. D. 1897.] 
Resolution relativ» to a memorial to be placed over the ves of American 
soldiers and sallors at Put in Bay , 

Resolved, That the delegation in Congress from Rhode Island be, and the 
are hereby, 1 to use their best efforta to secure a sufficient appropri 

—.— Appropriate KERN cree tins A ETON ROREM OF MULA 
otic soldiers an sailors of the battle of Lake fries = ag 
Resolved, That the 


Approved the 3d day of June, A. D. 1897. 
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STATE OP RHODE ISLAND, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Providence, May 2h, 1897. 


I certify the f. ing to be a true copy of a resolution by the gen- 
eralassembly of Btate on the 19th day of May, A. D. 1597. : 
testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State aforesaid the date and year first above written. 
[sEAL.] CHARLES P. BENNETT. 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. WILSON Vlg tegen a petition of the legislature of Wash- 
ington, praying for the establishinent of a national soldiers’ home 
upon the site of Fort Sherman Military Reservation; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: áz 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
STATE OF WASHINGTON, Oflce of the Secretary of State. 


I, Will D. Jenkins, secretary of state of the State of A bape: aha do hereby 
certify that I have carefully compared the annexed copy of the house joint 
memorial No. 16, 3 by the legislature, cession „approved by the 
governor March 3, 1897, with the enrolled memorial now on flle in this office, 
and find the same to be a true and perfect copy thereof. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State of eap Sey 

Done at Olympia this Ist day of April, A. D. 1897. 

[SEAL.] WILL D. JENKIN: 

Secretary of State. 

House joint memorial No. 16. 


A memorial to 8 in regard to a national soldiors' home at Fort Sher- 
Mn erm by the senate and house of representatives of the State of 
ashington. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 
Whereas by act of Congress and the orders of the War Department, the 
t will, at an early date, be removed from Fort Sherman to the newly 
established military post at 8 


pokane, Wash.; an 
Whereas the ped site of Fort Sherman, with all its buildings and im- 
provements, will be worthless to the United States, and can not be sold for 


any very great amount of money; and 

ereas it is located at the north end of Cœur d'Alene Lake, a beautiful 
body of water, u which are many steamers, with Cœur d'Alene City near 
by with good facilities; an 

Whereas there is not a national soldiers’ home in the extreme Northwestern 
States: Therefore, 

We parana ask that you give this matter due consideration and estab- 
lish a national soldiers’ home upon the site of Fort Sherman, in order that 
those men who defended the country's flag in time of peril may have a pleas- 
nnt, healthy place to spend their last days upon earth; and that a copy of 
this memorial be sent to each of our Senators and members of the House of 
Representatives in Congress. 

Jaopted by the house February 25. 1897. 

Adopted by the senate February 27, 1897. 

Approved by the governor March 3, 1897. 


[Certificate.] 


STATE OF WASHINGTON, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Olympia, Wash., April 1, 1897. 
I. Will D. Jenkins, secretary of state of the State of Washington, and cus- 
todian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true 
and correct copy of the enrolled document now on file in this office. 
n em whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
ashington the day and year above written. 
WILL D. JENKINS, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. WILSON porcus a petition of the legislature of Wash- 
ington, praying that the claims of William A. Newell as the origi- 
nator of the system of Life-Saving Service of the United States 
recognized by the Government; which was referred to the Com- 
mar on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
STATE OF WASHINGTON, Office of the Secretary of State. 


I, Will D. Jenkins, 83 of state of the State of Washington, do hereby 
certify that I have carefully compared the annexed copy of the house 
memorial No. 12, 1 cap by the legislature, session 1897, & ved by the 
governor March 6, 1897, with the enrolled memorial now on file in this office, 
and find the same to be a true and perfect copy thereof. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State of rear wer 

Done at Olympia this 1st day of April, A. D. 1807. 

[SEAL] ; WILL D. JENKINS, 
Secretary of Slate. 


[SEAL.] 


House memorial No. 12. 


ture of the State of New Jersey did, at its last session, 
opt the following preamble and resolutions, to wit: 


“Preamble and resolutions setting forth and dale gs np the claims of 
William A. Newell as the originator of the system of e-Saving Service 
of the United States and thanking him for his agency therein. 


“ Whereas William A. Newell, Representative in Congress from the Second 
Congressional district of this State to the Thirtieth Congress of the United 
States, did, on the 3d day of January, 1845, introduce the following resolution, 
viz: ‘Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed to inquire 
whether any plan can be devised whereby the dangerous navigation along 
the coast of New Jersey between Sanay ook and Little Egg Harbor may 
be furnished with additional safeguards to life and property, and that the 
en sque a the House by bill or otherwise, which was passed without DoE 

on; an 

“ Whereas the committee made no report whatever oie said resolution, 
and William A. Newell did, on the 3d day of August, 1848, make a carefully 

oes speech detailing his system at tin e as is recorded in the appendix 
b the Congressional Globe of that date, and on the th of the same month did 
offer the „ to the light-house bill, to-wit, For providing 
surfboats, lifeboats, rockets, carronades, and other necessary apparatus for 
the better preservation of life and property from shipwreck along the coast 


Whereas the le; 
in the year 1896, 


of New Jersey between Sandy Hook and Little Harbor. 000, the same 

to be expended under the supervision of such omes as . by 
the Secretary of the Treasury,’ which unanimously; and 

* Whereas William A. Newell, at the second session of the Thirtieth Con- 

introduced and secured the passage of an amendment appropriating 

for the extension of the suem from Little Egg Harbor u Cape May, 

and the Atlantic coast of Long Island, Fire Island, and Montauk Point, and 

did, on July 14, 1866, when in Congress, deliver a. in the House 

of Representatives calling for an additional appropriation of „000, and 

life-saving crews, which - 


strongly urging the justice of paying the 
tions were adopted: and 

*' Whereas it is thus made clearly apparent that William A. Newell did, while 
a Representative from this State, originate the system which has been instru- 
mental in saving many thousands of human lives from shipwreck and an 
untold amount of property from destruction: Therefore, 

“Be it resolved by the senate and house of assembly of the State of New Jersey, 
That we do 15 8 A William A. Newell as the true author and orig- 
inator of the Life-Saving Service, and that the thanks of this legislature be, and 
are hereby, extended to him for his agency in establishing this most success- 
ful instrumentality in the cause of humanity. 

“Resolved, That these resolutions be spread upon the minutes, and that th 
governor of this State be requested to forward to the Hon. William A. New 
A nd whereas William . Newell t Washin 

nd whereas . Newell was a governor oi n Territo: 
&nd is now an honored citizen of this State: and aH x 

Whereas Washington is preeminently distinguished as a maritime State 
by reason of ocean frontage, straits, huge inland salt seas, navigable rivers 
and lakes, and as many of our people are engaged in commercial and seafar- 
ing ursuits and thus interested in all measures tending to diminish dangers 
to life and Ipoperte from shipwreck: Therefore, 

. Be it resolved he senate and house of esentatives of the State of Wash- 
ington, That we do heartily approve of and indorse the action of the le 

ture of the State of New Jersey in according to W. A. Newell the honor 
of originating and carrying into successful operation the Life-Saving Service 
of the Uni States. 

Resolved, That an engrossed copy of these proceedings be transmitted to 
Governor Newell; and 

Be it further resolved, That a copy of this memorial be sent to the legisla- 
ture and the governor of the State of New Jersey; also that ies thereof be 
forwarded to our Senators and Representatives in Conse WIE the request 
that they secure from the Congress of the United States, where the system 
was inaugurated, an indorsement of these testimonials of the State of New 
Jersey and of Washington, so . and so long withheld. 

Adopted by the house February 11, 1897, 

Adopted by the senate March 3, 1897. 

Approved by the governor March 6, 1897. 


[Certificate.] 


STATE OF WASHINGTON, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Olympia, Wash., April 1, 1897. 

I, Will D. Jenkins, secretary of state of the State of Washington, and cus- 
todian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true 
&nd correct copy of the enrolled document now on file in this office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State of Washington the day and year above written. 

[SEAL.] WILL D. JENKINS, 

Secretary of State, 


Mr. WILSON presented a petition of the legislature of Wash- 
ington, praying that the forest-reserve proclamation issued by 
President Cleveland on February 22, 1897, be revoked; which was 
ordered to lie on the table and to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: : 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
STATE OF WASHINGTON, Office of the Secretary of State. 

I, Will D. Jenkins, secretary of state of the State of Washington, dohereby 
evel i that I have carefully com the annexed copy of the senate me- 
morial No. 12, senate joint resolution No. 25, house memorial No. 17, adopted 
by the legislature, session 1897, debe, by the governor March 11, March 
10, and h 10, 8 with the enrolled memorials and resolution 
now, el file in this „and find the same to be a true and perfect copy 

ereof. 

In — whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State of Washington. 

Done at Olympia this 1st day of April, A. D. 1897. 

[SEAL.] WILL D. JENKINS. 
Secretary of State. 
Senate memorial No. 12. 


To the honorable the President and Congress of the United States: 


Whereas there has been set apart within the State of Washington three 
tracts of land containing many million acres as forest reservation; 

Whereas these tracts are rich in mineral resources and contain many of 
the best mines in the State; 

Whereas mining is one of the greatest industries of this State and this act 
strikes at the foundation of our present and future prosperity; and 

Whereas we believe that these tracts of land should be opened to pros- 
pectors and miners, with full privilege to find, develop, and operate all and 
er mining properties therein: Therefore, 

e it resolved by the senate (the house of representatives concurring), That we 
memorialize the ident and Congress of the United States to revoke, as 
dily as may be, that part of the law which prohibits mining within the 

above-mentioned reservation, and to enact a law permitting tho finding, 
8 and operating of mines, the construction of roads and brid, 
and all the other necessary adjuncts requisite to a full development ot (hà 
mineral resources of these reservations. 

And your memorialists will ever pray. 

Passed the senate March 9, 1897. 

the house March 10, 1897, 
Approved by the governor March 11, 1897. 


[Certiflcato.] 


STATE OF WASHINGTON, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Olympia, Wash., April 1, 1897. 

I, Will D. Jenkins, secretary of state of the State of Washington and cuse 
todian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true 
and correct copy of the enrolled document now on file in this office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State of Washington the day and year above written. 

[SEAL] WILL D. JENKINS, 

Secretary of State, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1569 


Senate joint resolution No. 25. 
Whereas the forest-reserve proclamation issued by President Cleveland 


on February 22, 1897, includes many mining cam villages, and homes of 
gettlers wit the State of Washington; and this hinders the advancement 
of one of our most promising industries and retards the efforts of many 
settlers to build up homes: Therefore, J 

Be it resolved bythe senate and house of representativesof the State of Wash- 
ington, That our Senators and Representatives in Congress be, and they 
hereby are, most «—— urged to secure as speedily as possible action 
MORE On. of the following lines: 

First. By the enactment of a general law to permit miners and settlers 
to use the timber on all forest reserves, under proper restrictions, and to 
permit miners to operate and own their mines situated within such forest 
reserves. 

Second. Failing in the above, to induce President McKinley to modify the 
Executive proclamation of the new forest reserve, if possible, so as to remove 
the great b. ight placed on the growing industry of mine development in the 
State of Washington. 

Third, Failing in these efforts, toseek at once, by 9 enactmen 
to annul the proclamation of February 22, 1897, by which nearly one-sixth o 
the lands of this State were withdrawn from settlement. 

And be it further resolved, That, inasmuch as it has been manifested in the 
said proclamation that the nation is willing to relinquish all further profit 
from the public lands in this State, Congress be ur to cede the remainin; 
public land of all kinds to the State of Washington, and that the men 
and controlof the forest reservations within this State be placed with the 


State authorities. 
And be it further resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded im- 
8 each of the Senators and Representatives in Congress from the 
on. 
8, 1897. 
Passed the house March 8, 1597. 
Approved by the governor March 10, 1897. 


[Certificate.] 


STATE OF WASHINGTON, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE, 
: Olympia, Wash., April 1, 1897. 

I. Will D. Jenkins, secretary of state of the State of Washington and cus- 
todian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true 
&nd correct copy of the enrolled document now on file in this office. 

ln testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State of Washington the day and year above written. 

(SEAL.] WILL D. JENKINS. 
Secretary of State, 


House memorial No. 17. 


Whereas the late President of the United States, Grover Cleveland, by a 
proclamation issued 22, 1897, created a forest reserve in the Btate 
of Wi m, C rides, s that territory in said State from the one hun- 
dred and twentieth meridian of longitude to the one hundred and twenty- 
second meridian, and from the forty-eighth parallel of north latitude to the 
forty-ninth parallel, or the northern boundary of this State, containin; 

a mountainous area of the e range of 60 miles from north to sout. 

and 120 miles from east to west, which cuts off from the four t mineral- 
produ counties of this State—Okanogan, Whatcom, Skagit, and Snoho- 
mish—fully one-half of the territory of each county from settlement and de- 
velopment, and that 90 per cent of the said territory has little or no timber 
of any commercial value, but is, on the 5 


,mountainous coun- 
inm and is practically valueless for any other 


its great and almost un- 


ted mineral deposits, consisting of gold, silver, copper, iron, coal, asbestus, 
marble, and 5 and very territory is the great mineral belt 
in the State of Washington, and is now conceded by many of the best experts 


in the country to be the greatest gold, silver, and copper belt in America; 


and 
Whereas many millions of dollars of the people of the State of Washington 
and other States have been invested in the development of the mineral re- 
ous and thriving to 
and improving of pieles 


and operation of railroads and telegraph lines, the development and opera- 
x. 


tion of extensive mi properties that are large producers of gold, silver, 
copper, and coal, affo: g employment at this e to more than 5.000 men 
in the State of Washington and a means of support to more than 20,000 


cam risto, Silverton, Cascade, Sultan, Index, 
komish, Ruby Creek, Methow, Squaw Creek, Chelan, and many others. 
more than 20,000 mineral locations have already been made in this very dis- 
pics ena that the number will probably be doubled during the year 1897, and 
that hundreds of thousands of dollars of investors’ and capitalists’ money is 
now ready and waiting only for the spring season to open and develop and 
into circulation the hidden stores of gold and silver deposited by nature 
these mountains, which will furnish employment to thousands of idle and 
hungry men, and a means of subsistence to thousands upon thousands of suf- 
fering esser and children who are now without the bare necessities of 
e; ani 


Sky- 
That 


Whereas if this reserve is continued and maintained t further prospect- . 


ing prevented and development retarded, romised and assured pros- 
wk will be diverted from usand our Stateto the British possessions across 
he line and immediately A y. Y and A 

Whereas under the statutes of the United States, volume 28, page 1108, any 
and all p tors, settlers, or locators on any of the lands in such territory, 
after the date of the said proclamation, wouldclearly be trespassers, and as 
all prospectors, settlers, or locators already in the country would be unable 
to reach their lands or improvements without going over other unsettled or 
unlocated land within the reserve, all would trespassers; therefore the 
reservation prevents and obstructs all improvement, railroad building, and 
mining apicem and is a stupendous and disastrous blow to every commer- 
cial and ess interest of the State: and 

Whereas the future pind self of this State is 2 dependent upon the 
development of the vast eral resources of this territory ees ee 
tary to the commercial centers, asis so plainly illustrated and exemplified in 
the recent and present growth and “tert pokes: Bird Spokane, which is conceded 
to be due to the mining interests tributary thereto: and the great cities of 
Denver, Butte, Leadville, Salt Lake, and even San Francisco are shining 
amples of the prosperity and bond of union that exists between profitable 
mining development and successful icultural and commercial life; an: 

Whereas it seems almost incomprehensible that such an Executive order 
creat this particular forest reserve, designated in the proclamation, 
should have issued on the eve of the retirement of the Prealdent, and we 
being firmly of the opinion that the real facts and truth as to the mineral 
character and the extensive 1 and state of development of tbis 

ct could not have been in J ion of the President, and belie 

and being firmly convinced that a grievous wrong, injustice, and irreparable 
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ex- 


damage has been done to the mining and commercial interests of all the citi- 
zens of this State: Now, therefore 

We, your memorialists, the le; islature of the State of Washington, respect- 
fully memorialize the President and the Con of the United States for 
the immediate revocation and cancellation of the order of proclamation of 
February 22, 1897. And we request our Representatives in Congress and in- 
struct our Senators to use every diligence and honorable means to that end. 
‘And that copies of this memorial be forthwith transmitted to the President 
of the United States, the President of the Senate, the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives, and to our Senators and Congressmen, 

Adopted by the house March 8, 1897, 

Adopted by the senate March 8, 1897. 

Approved by the governor March 10, 1897. 


[Certificate.] 


STATE OF WASHINGTON, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Olympia, Wash., April 1, 1897. 

I, Will D. Jenkins, secretary of state of the State of Washington, and cus- 
todlan of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true 
and correct copy of the enrolled document now on file in this office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State of Washington the day and year above written. 

[sEAL.] WILL D. JENKINS, 

Secretary of State. 


Mr. WILSON presented a petition of the legislature of Wash- 
ington, praying for the establishment of a life-saving station on 
the coast of Washington at some point between the entrance to 
Grays Harbor and Point Granville; which was referred to the 
8 on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
STATE OF WASHINGTON, Office of the Secretary of State. 


I, Will D. Jenkins, secretary of state of the State of Washington, do hereby 
certify that I have carefully compared the annexed copy of the house memo- 
rial No. 8 and house memorial No. 8, adopted by the legislature, session 1897, 
approved by the governor March 0 and March 9, respectively, with the en 
ro) memorials now on file in this office, and find the same to be a true an 
perfect copy thereof. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State of Washington. 

Done at Olympia this ist day of April, A. D. 1897. 

[SEAL.] WILL D. JENKINS. 
Secretary of Slate, 


House memorial No. 3. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 


We, your memorialists, the legislature of the State of Washington, respect- 

fully represent as follows: 

hereas that portion of the coast of the United States between.the ens 
trance to Grays Harbor and Cape Flattery on the west coast of the State of 
Washi n, a distance of 130 es, is entirely without either light-house or 
life-saving station; and 

Whereas strong ocean currents setting in along said coast make navigation 
iei, re coast extremely hazardous; an 

ereas many ships have been wrecked and many lives have been lost 
along said coast: 

Be it therefore resolved by the legislature of the State of Washingt That 
the State of Washington respectfully ask the Con of the United States 
to take such steps as will result in establishing a life-saving station on the 
coast of Washington at some point between the entrance to Grays Harbor 
and the promontory known as Point Granville, and in extending to said Gra; 
er the Government telegraph line now having its terminus at Ta 


Adopted by the house February 15, 1897. 
Adopted by the senate March 3, 1897. 
Approved by the governor March 6, 1897. 


[Certificate.] 
STATE OF WASHINGTON, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Olympia, Wash., April 1, 1897, 

I, Will D. Jenkins, secretary of state of the State of Washington, and cuge 
todlan of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true 
and correct copy of the enrolled document now on file in this office. 

In emp) whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State of Washington the day and year above written. 

[SEAL.] WILL 


D. NS. 
Secretary of State. 


House memorial No. 8. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States; 


We, your memorialists, the legislature of the State of Washington, respect- 

fully répresent as follows: 

ereas that portion of the coast of the United States between Grays 
Harbor and Cape Flattery on the west coast of the State of Washington 
qune una an area of two and one-half million acres of the best agricultural 
land to be found within the State of Washington; and 

Whereas e area of land is immensely rich in timber and mineral re- 
sources; an 

Whereas the Olympic Mountains, on the east side of said area of land, isa 
bar of obstruction to constructing modern railroads and transportation lines 
into the Quillayute Valley; and 

Whereas a bor constructed at the mouth of the Quillayute River 
open up said territory to settlement by the home seekers and homeless; ant 

Whereas many ships have been wrecked and many lives have been k 
near the mouth of the Quillayute River: 

Be it therefore resolved by the legislature of the State of an That 
the State of Wasbington respectfully ask the Con, of the United States 
to X ARR nor $150,000 for the purpose to build a harbor and light-house at 
the mouth of the Quillayute Ríver. 

Be it further resolved, That the Senators and Representatives of this State 
in Congress are s eias to use their most earnest efforts to procure an 
appropriation for harbor and light-house at the mouth of the Quillayute 
ver; for which your memorialists will ever pray. 

Adopted by the house Feb 15. 1897. 
Adopted by the senate March 3 1897. 
Approved by the governor March 9, 1897. 
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[Certificate.] 
STATE OF WASHINGTON, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Olympia, Wash., April 1, 1897. 
L elo DE secretary of state of the State of Washington and cus- 


seal of said State, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true 


and correct copy of the enrolled document now on file in this office. 
In testimony v whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State of Washington the day and year above written. 
[SEAL] WILL D. JENKINS, 
Secretary of ate. 


Mr. WILSON peseenen a petition of the legislature of Wash- 
ington, prayi ing that an appropriation be made to cover the claim 
of the dose Ea of the Indian war of 1855 and 1856 in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs (to 
accompany Senate bill 1756, for payment of balance unpaid of 
Oregon and Washington Territory Indian war claims for suppres- 
Sion of Indian hostilities in 1855 and 1856, as found cad d com- 
mission appointed by Secretary of War, etc. ), and ord to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, Office of the Secretary of State. 

I, Will D. Jenkins, secretary of state of the State of W. dohereby 
certify that [have carefully compared the annexed copy of the senate memo. 
rial No. 10, adopted by the legislature, session 1897, prova by the governor 
March 6, 1897, with the enrolled memorial now on in this office, and find 
the same to be a true and perfect copy thereof. 

In ionem frt whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State of e 

Done at Olympia this 1st day of April, A. D. 1897. 


[sEAL.] WILL 2 JENKINS, 
cretary of Stat 
Senate memorial No. 10. Ar » 
In relation to the survivors of the Indian war of 1855 and 1856 in the Territory 
(now State) of Washington. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 
Your memorialists, the legislature of the State of Washington, would re 
ems that many of the early settlers of the Territory "ot 
during the years 1555 and 1856, in 5 lives of 
themselves and families and their — having to contend against the 
hostile Indians occupying the country at that time, upon the call of the gov- 
ernor of the Territory freely volunteered to suppress the hostility of such 
Indians; that while flghting these Indians many valuable lives were lost 
and much property 5 that of those volunteers and early settlers 
but few now y 5 8 that while the service of the MES of the Regular 
Army during that war were M DPI Lem gun 8 for by the Government, 
obs full recognition at the hands 


without di tion of any kin: 
of the General Government 2e their —.— the brave men who volun- 
teered and defended the Northwest territory from the hostile Indians in the 


war of 1855 and 1856, responsive to the call of the governors of the Territories 
of Washington and Oregon, have failed to receive that ition and con- 
sideration at the hands of the Government of the United States to which 
they are entitled; that by the eleventh section of the act of August 18, 1856, 
the Secretary of War was directed xus ve into the amount of the 
expenses incurred in the suppression of Indian hostilities in the 
late Indian war n and Washin 


said Territories c the maintenance of the vo! 
war, including the pay of the volunteers," and he was auth 
dgment commission of three 


ju necessary, ta 

and re such expenses; that bys an order issued from the War epar: 
ment ber 4, pt. A. J. Smith, United States Army; 
Ingulls, United States y, late ter-General, and La Fayette 
Grover. governor of the n United States Sena- 


, afterwards 
tor f said State, were appointed a to ascertain and report 
upon the expenses incurred by the "Territories ee: The commission 


met at Portland, Oreg., October 20, 1856, organized a roceeded to the 
ed them, and after full inves tion and con- 
that the te number of troo: 


1 of the duty assi 

sideration found, among o Perris 
engaged in this war from the Territory of Was 
roximate number of troo; at any one pe was 1.000; and in 
action upon the pay o: the volunteers from Washington Territory the 
on, in the MA 2 any law of the Territory upon the subject, 
deemed it proper and ust to recommend the same rates of pay and wW- 
n the case 5 tho volunteer of ntra are. The 


ngton was 1,896, that the 
appro: 


y 
or the — of his horse, except for horses actually killed ir in Pen ad 
the owner 
All commissioned officers shall 
receive the same Pat co officers of the same rank in the Army of the United 
States: Provided, T oned officers shall sre o same pay for 
ane use and risk of horses as noncommissioned o — NR. mmis- 
upon that — found that ry x dus for 8 the servis of 
the Territory of Washington a total of -— and it we further found, 
in 8 into the amount of ue for the 
maintenance of these volunteers that the total ‘amount due for ex 
Was $961,882.39, That said co: on visited extensively both Te Piloten, 
With the view of being informed fully as to the nature and extent of the 
Indian hostilities, means employed for their suppression, the rates of labor, 
the prices current for the cu furnished for the service, and the facili- 


ties and “the service of transportation They examined into into each distinct — be — 
nt of an exhibit of the total expense necessarily 
the su MR ot the Indian hostilities in the late Indian war 


the Territorial governors of said Territories, and further found that the 
expenses for the maintenance of the volunteer forces en in said war 
from the Territory of Washington. including ng pay, was fl. 481,475.45, and for 
the State of Oregon the sum of 81.400.949. . amount reported 
the commissioners as due the Territories of Oregon and Washington was 
011,457.86. That on the 7th day of FEDERE: 1880, the Third Auditor of the 
rted to the pore of Re tatives upon these c and 
Allowed, &M and said report, on y SE TLLA BS, thus leaving a balance justly 
—— these — pioneers of si: 206,648.81. Your memorialists respectfully 
8 — ar tothe Td of the commission More named and the adjustment by 
Auditor of the Treasury, and respectfuily ask that an appro- 
ie may caste made sufficient to cover P Os claims —— set forth as due 
an Hs from the State of Washington and State of Oregon during the 
war of 1855 and 1856; and to that end your mem will ever pray. 
Passed the senate Feb: 26, 1897. 


Approve e 
ed by the governor March 6, 1897. 
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[Certificate.] 
STATE OF WASHINGTON, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Olympia, Wash., April 1, 1897. 

I. Will D. Je enkins, secretary of state of the State of Washington, and cus- 
todian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that e FRONDE isa true 
and correct copy of the enrolled document now on file in this offi 

In 3 whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed t) the seal of 


the State of gton the day and year above mio 
[SEAL.] WILL D. JENKINS, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. SMITH presented sundry memorials of citizens of New Jer- 
sey, remonstrati the pro increase of the tax on 
beer; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ELKINS presented sundry petitions of citizens of New Cum- 
berland, Wyandotte, Pawpaw, Burton, Monongalia County, 
Cabell County, and Morgan oray all in the State of West Vir- 
ginia, praying for the enactment o lezislation for the more rigid 
restriction of immigration; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SEWELL presented the girs of John Bullock and 39 
other citizens of Boundbrook, „praying for the speedy pas- 
sage of the pending tariff bill; s was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He aiso presented the petition of L. Fischel and 24 other citizens 
of 3 N. J., and the petition of Edward Ruff and gs other citi- 
zens of Newark, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation 
for a more rigid restriction of immigration; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of Alexander Roth and 74 other 
citizens of Newark; of Lewis Fink, jr., and 24 other citizens of 
Newark; of Lewis Johnson and 94 other citizens of Bloomfield, 
and of Philip Messner and 24 other citizens of Newark, all in the 
State of New Jersey, 3 against the e proposed i increaso 
of the tax on beer; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1985) granting to the State of 
Wyoming 50,000 acres of land to aid in the continuation, enlarge- 
ment, an maintenance of 3 State Soldiers and Sailors' 
Home, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 


thereon. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. e! to grant medals to the 
officers of the Fifty-fourth ent Infantry, Massachusetts Vol- 
unteers; which was read twice its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WETMORE fniroducéd a bill (S. 2100) granting a pension 
to Hepza Hobson Werden; which was read twice by its ,and, 
= the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Fen- 


T ME CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 2101) granting a pension 
to John C. Emery; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice bytheir titles, and referred to the Committee on 


A bill (S. 2102) for the relief of Thomas D. Gold, administrator 
of Zebedee Gray, of Clarke County, State of Virginia; and 

A: bill (S. 2103) for the relief of heirs at law of Maj. Tarleton 
Woodson, deceased, in accordance with the findings of Court of 


TRANSMISSISSIPPI AND INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION, 


Mr. ALLEN. Iintroduce a joint resolution which is purely of 
a local nature, and I should like unanimous consent for its con- 
sideration this morning. It will not lead to any debate. I desire 
to call the attention of the members of the Finance Committee to 
the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 50) authorizing foreign exhibitors at 
the Transmississippi and International Exposition, to be held in the 
city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, during the year 1898, to 
belie to the United States foreign laborers from their countries, 

= for the purpose of pre forand making exhibits, 
wee des the first time by its title, and second time at length, 
as fo ANE 


exhibits at tho Transm. 
said city in the year x ww 


ee for meram ipea dr — AEN 
and concessions and p: ve been t e ex tion m 
freier fee era „„ 


ment to the citizens and 

8 of scenes illustrative of the arc! 
ife, occupation, indus 

ts, entertainments, an 


ebru- 
States of for- 
lous acts of 
= into t the United 8 


ur pose of making pre tion for installing or conducting fore 
or vb oe fe ‘installing or enc = 
tt virtue of any concession or privile; 
hereafter be ted |^ the Transmississi Exposition 
Sake, Nebr. in connection with such exposition. Nor shall 


artisan. 
essary or proper for the purpose of making prepara! 
z bite, or SAHNE Ds installing or conducting any 
tted under or by virtue of or 8 toa 
gran 


n rohibiting alien contract labor from being brought or co: 
the United States. i 

Sec. 2. And be it further resolved, That all articles and property of any 
kind that may be brought to the United States from any foreign country to 
be placed on exhibition at such Tra piand International Exposition, 
as well as all tools and implements psy or proper to be used in ener 
ing for an exhibition and the equipment M rai cen raga of the exhibitors. 
artisans, laborers, and the like, shall be tted to the ports of the United 
States free of duty, under such rules and lations as may be prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury: Provided, however, That said articles shall 
be remoyed from the United States within one year after the close of said 
exposition. If not so removed, and the same shall be sold or disposed of in 
the United States, they shall be subject to the customs laws thereof. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthereobjection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not object to the present consideration of 
the joint resolution, but I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska 
to allow it to go over until to-morrow morning, and be printed. 
I suppose it is practically what we have done as respects other 
international expositions. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think so. I have no objection to its being 
printed and going over. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is necessary to have it passed at an early 
day, and I will confer with the Senator. 

. HAWLEY. Before the joint resolution goes over, I should 

like to ask a question of the Senator from Nebraska. Forei 
overnments do not usually accept an invitation to a local exhi- 
ition or to any exhibition in the country unless it has been ex- 
pes to them through the State Department or formally through 

è United States Government itself. Has the Secretary of State 
invited foreign governments to participate? 

Mr. ALLEN. I am not able to say. However, I may state 
that the managers of the exhibition inform me that they have 
nig for concessions. : 

. HAWLEY. As governments or as individual exhibitors, 
manufacturers, etc.? 

Mr. ALLEN. As individuals, and I think in some instances 
the governments have done so. I will not be certain as to that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It has been the rule in this matter that a 
government would not act as a government unless our Govern- 
ment acted as a government. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think, however, they are mostly private indi- 
viduals and corporations who desire to make exhibits. 

Mr. HAWLE Nobody makes any objection to governments, 
private corporations, or individuals coming here and making 
exhibits; but a government abroad will not send a commission to 
take a formal part in the exhibition unless an invitation comes 
from the United States Government. 

Mr. ALLEN. That matter will be attended to without delay. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the resolution goes over, I desire to sug- 
gest what I think the measure ought to contain—a clause au- 
tborizing the Secretary of the Treasury to make regulations for 
the carrying out of these provisions for the admission of foreign 
Jaborers and goods and to see that the existing laws are followed, 
except so far as the joint resolution remits them. I hope the 
Senator wil add such a clause when the joint resolution comes 
up to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLEN. When the resolution comes up to-morrow morn- 
ing, I will accept the suggestion of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts and propose such an amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be printed 
and lie over. 

AMENDMENT TO THE TARIFF BILL. 
Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
possa Dy him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide reyenue for the 
vernment and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 

PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
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on the 7th instant approved and signed the act (S. 1886) to adopt 


regulations for preventing collisions upon certain harbors, rivers, 
and inland waters of the United States. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is concluded, 
and the unfinished business, being House bill 379, will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. Task that Schedule E may be passed over tem- 
porarily. 

Mr. VEST. The 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed. 

hes Secretary. Schedule F.—Tobacco and manufactures 
[0 — 


Mr. VEST. Let me understand this matter. Schedule E is the 

"no schedule? 
. ALLISON. It is the sugar schedule. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator, I understand, asks that it be 
3 We ought to be entirely frank with each other about this 
matter. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I hope there will be order in 
the Chamber. These are very interesting moments and we would 
like to hear what is said. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Iowa, I understand, asks in be- 
half of the majority of the Committee on Finance that the sugar 
Schedule be passed over and that the next schedule shall be taken 
up. It is an open secret already in the Senate that our friends 
upon the other side, the majority, haye modified the sugar sched- 

, and in common fairness to us those modifications ought to be 
announced and printed, and some agreement made as to when this 
most important schedule shall be taken "à : 

Mr. 'N. I entirely concur with the suggestions made 
by the Senator from Missouri. There are no o secrets that I 
know of, or other secrets, about the s schedule. 

Mr. VEST. Iused that as a conventional term. 

Mr. ALLISON. I asked that the sugar schedule should be 
passed over temporarily in order that we might take up another 
Schedule for the moment. 

I will now announce on behalf of the majority of the committee 
that that majority proposes to modify the amendments originally 
proposed and as now found in the printed bill. It proposesto modify 
the schedule by asking the Senate to disagree to the amendments 
reported by the committee, or, if itis in order, to withdraw those 
amendments; and it further proposes, on line 22, e 63, to strike 
out eight hundred and seventy-five one-thousandths " and insert 
1 one-hundredths." 

re T. What page does the Senator say? Is not that on 
e 64? 


r. ALLISON. It is on page 63. It is to strike out eight 
hundred and seventy-five one-thousandths " and insert ‘‘ninety-five 
one-hundredths.“ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In what line? 
Mr. ALLISON. In line 22. The majority of the committee 
5 also to add after line 19 a new paragraph, which I will 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On what page? 
Mr. ALLISON. On page 64, after line 19. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. At the end of the paragraph? 
Mr. ALLISON. At the end of agraph 206 to insert a new 
paragraph (which will be paragraph 2061, I suppose), as follows: 
. That the duties on molasses, clayed, ja , ani 
Gene above 87 degrees by the 8 a be one-tenth of Teont per 


pound less than those imposed by the preceding paragraph on correspo: 
tests of sugars. 


Iask that this amendment may be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that the committee, 
as notice was given when the bill was reported, have not yet pre- 
pared a provision relating to the question of sugar imported from 
the Hawaiian Islands. Therefore,in considering the sugar sched- 
ule, that may possibly be temporarily passed. But Ihave no doubt 
that an amendment will be prepared to-morrow. 

Now, I suggest, if it suits the convenience of Senators on the 
other side, that the sugar schedule be passed over for the day and 
that we have it understood that the schedule shall be taken up 
to-morrow morning immediately after the assembling of the Sen- 
M soon as the routine morning business shall have been con- 
elu 

Mr. VEST. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. ALLISON. And I suggest that during the day we go onas 
best we may with the other schedulesin the bill. I hope that will 
be satisfactory to Senators on the other side. 

There is no ob- 


schedule? 


Mr. VEST. It is satisfactory, Mr. President. 
jection to that course. 
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Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Iowa if he 
will have the amendment which he has presented on behalf of a 
majority of the committee printed to-day, so that we can see it? 
Can if not be placed on our desks to-day, so that we may know 
what it is? 

Mr. VEST. It can be printed by special order. ; 

. Mr. ALLISON. I have already asked that the amendment 
the second amendment— be printed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But let it be printed immediately. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let it be printed immediately, so that we can see 
it this afternoon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that monition will be regarded by the 
clerks at the desk and elsewhere, and that the amendment will be 
printed at as early a moment as practicable. 

Mr. CANNON, I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa in 
charge of the bill whether, if we shall reach the agricultural 
schedule before to-morrow and shall be engaged in its considera- 
tion, it is his intention to postpone the completion of that sched- 
ule in order to return to the sugar schedule? 

Mr. ALLISON. My belief is that we shall proceed with the 
agricultural schedule later in the day, if that will be agreeable to 
the Senator from Utah, and I think on to-morrow (I had an un- 
derstanding with the other side at least) thesugar schedule will be 
disposed of, or, at least, we shall commence the disposition of it 
to-morrow. 

Mr. CANNON. That would be perfectly satisfactory if it were 
not that we may not reach the agricultural schedule until very 
late this afternoon. Then to begin its consideration and be inter- 
rupted therein to-morrow by returning to the sugar schedule I 
think would be very inconvenient to those who are disposed to 
pay attention to the agricultural schedule. So far as I am con- 
cerned, I am ready to go on now or at any time with the consid- 
eration of the agricultural schedule; but I desire to complete it 
after once taking it up. Ishould like to have some understand- 
ing on that point, if it will not inconvenience the Senator from 
Iowa and the other gentlemer*who are in charge of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. If it suits the convenience of the Senate, I am 
willing to go on with Schedule G and to pass over for the time 
being the tobacco schedule. I intended, at any rate, to-day, to 
ask the Senate to pass over the first paragraph in the tobacco 
schedule. If it suits the convenience of Senators, [am perfectly 
willing to go on with the agricultural schedule now and allow the 
tobacco schedule to be over until we have completed the 
sugar schedule, and then take up the tobacco schedule immediately 
afterwards. 

Mr. CANNON. Isubmit this alternative to the Senator from 
Iowa then, that if it will not inconvenience those in charge of the 
bill, we can either take up the agricultural schedule now or take 
up the sugar schedule immediately after the tobacco schedule and 
fix a time for the consideration of the agricultural schedule. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will sugzest that we proceed with the agri- 
cultural schedule instead of Schedule F, if that course is conven- 
ient to Senators, 

Mr. VEST. Ispeakonly for myself. I would prefer to go on 
with the tobacco schedule, with the understanding that the sugar 
schedule is to be taken up to-morrow morning. I will be entirel 
frank about it. I want to dispose of the sugar schedule. As 
had occasion to say the other day, it is the most troublesome, the 
most scandalous, the most irritating of all the schedules in the 
bill, and I want to get rid of itas far as we can in the Senate and 
let the country know what we intend todo. Now, if we go on 
with the agricultural schedule, it is a long schedule, and we shall 
not finish it to-day, the result will be that tne sugar schedule 
will be crowded out in the morning. The tobacco schedule is a 
very important one to a large number of people in this country. 
"There is no reason why it should be postponed. 

My only objection to taking up the agricultural schedule is that 
itis a long one, and it will be a troublesome one. "The probabili- 
ties are that we would not get through with it to-day, and then in 
the morning we would find that schedule in front of the sugar 
schedule and ahead of it. Iwant to take up the sugar schedule in 
the morning. - 

Mr. ALLISON. Then, if it will suit the convenience of the 
Senator from Utah, 1 suggest that we proceed with the tobacco 
schedule and take up the agricultural schedule afterwards, and go 
as far as we can to-day. I think the tobacco schedule will not 
occupy much time. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam quite disposed to acquiesce in that sug- 

tion, but I renew the point that it will be extremely inconven- 
fons to those Senators who propose to discuss the agricultural 
schedule to be interrupted in its consideration. we are to take 
up the sugar schedule to-morrow it would be far preferable not to 
enter upon the consideration of the agricultural schedule to-day, 

Mr. ALLISON. I think we will have no trouble in accommo- 
dating all Senators. 

Mr. VEST. As to the discussion suggested by the Senator from 
Utah, under the rules of the Senate he can offer his amendment 
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(I believe he has already offered it) and discuss it on the tobacco 
schedule, which is an agricultural product. There is nothing in 
the rules of the Senate to prevent him from doing so. If general 
speeches are to be made upon an export bounty on icultural 
products, they can be made just as well upon one schedule as the 
other. Tobacco is essentially an agricultural product. 

Mr. CANNON. It was to avoid a discussion of this question, 
except directly in connection with the schedule itself, that we 
have been waiting for this supposed opportunity. -I will bow to 
the wishes of Senators in charge of the measure on the two 
sides, but it seems to me that there is a very simple arrangement 
which could be made. The tobacco schedule, being an important 
one, will occupy some time. It appears that. the sugar schedule 
will be ready for D and consideration by the time the 
tobacco schedule shall be ended. 1f we could have an assurance 
of that sort at this time, subject, of course, to necessary changes, 
then those who are interested in the agricultural schedule would 
know that their question would not come up until after the deter- 
mination of the sugar schedule. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I ask that paragraph 210 of the tobacco 
schedule be passed over, 

Mr. ALLISON. I stated when suggesting to take up the tobacco 
schedule that I would ask that the first paragraph—paragraph 
210—be passed over for the vay and I hope that wili be done. 

Mr. VEST. That is essentially the whole schedule. It is about 
all the salient point of discussion in it. The balance of the sched- 
ule does not amount to anything. : 

Mr. ALLISON. Then, if that be true, I trust the suggestion of 
the Senator from Utah may be adopted, and that we shall go on 
with the agricultural schedule rather than defer doing so until 
later in the day. 

Mr. VEST. 1f weare to pass over paragraph 210, of course the 
balance of the schedule should be passed over also. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the present re- 

uest that the tobacco schedule be passed over and that Schedule 
be proceeded with? The Chair hears none, and the Secretary 
will proceed, 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill on page 68, line 
16. The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 
Schedule G, ‘‘Agricultural products and provisions," paragraph 
215. pase 68, line 19, after the word ** cattle," to strike out the words 
** valued at not more than twenty,” and also tostrikeoutthe comma, 
and insert if 1 year old or over, valued at not more than ten;“ in 
line 21, after the word head,“ to strike out **if 1 year old or over, 
six" and insert ‘*four;” and in line 22, after the word ** head," to 
insert “if valued at more than $10 and not more than $20, $6 per 
head;" so as to read: 


SCHEDULE G.—AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS AND PROVISIONS. 
Animals, live: 
year old or over, valued at not more than $10 per h 


215. Cattle, if 1 ed 
4 per head; if valued at more than $10 and not more than $20, $5 per head; 
ess than 1 year old, $? per head; any cattle valued at more than $3) per head, 


30 per cent ad valorem. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the amendment 
of thecommittee? Withoutobjection, the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. This is taken upin such a hurry we can hardly tell 
what it is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will not put the question 
until Senators are ready. The amendment will be again read. 

The Secretary again read the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. QUAY. I ask the Senator from Iowa to allow this para- 
graph to go over. 

r. ALLISON. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania that the amendment be not con- 
sidered at the present time? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iwill offer an amendment which may 
remain pending to this paragraph. I move to strike out the entire 
paragraph as it stands and insert: 

All live animals not specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent ad 
valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read, so that 
Senators may understand it. è 

The Secretary read the amendment of Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to passing over the 
5 The Chair hears none, and the next paragraph will 

read. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

218. Hogs, $1.50 per head. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to ask the Senator from Iowa if this 
paragraph is intended to cover pigs also? A pig isa hog under 6 
months of age, I understand. 

Mr. VEST. It covers all. 


Mr. ALLEN. It covers all ages? 
Mr. ALLISON. I think so. 
Mr. ALLEN. I understand that farmers make a distinction 
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between a hog and a pig, and that animals of this kind under 6 
months of age are not c. as hogs. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is the phraseology which has always been 
used in these laws. lam not sure as to the particular time when 
a pig ceases to be a pig, but I should think it would be a shorter 
time than six months. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not know what construction may be placed 


upon the lan. by the authorities. 
Mr. ALLISON. I think it covers what the Senator desires to 
cover in the schedule. 


Mr. ALLEN. I was going to suggest the propriety—I will not 
move it, however—of inserting the words and pigs" after the 


word DP in aph 216. 
Mr. ALLISON. t is the amendment suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska? 
Mr. ALLEN. I suggest that the paragraph read as follows: 
Hogs and pigs, $1.50 per head. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the paragraph, after 


the word ** Hogs,” in line 3, by inserting the words “and pigs;” so 
as to read: 

Hogs and pigs, $1.50 per head. 

Mr. HOAR. The best way is to use the word swine.“ That 
is always used in crimiual legislation on the subject. 


Mr. ALLISON. I-think the suggestion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts is a better one. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; I accept it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest that the word ‘‘Hogs” be stricken 
out and Swine“ inserted, if that is satisfactory to the Senator 
from Nebraska. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 3 strike out “Hogs” and insert 
**Swine;" so as to read: 


216. Swine, $1.50 per head. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the amendment is a d to. 
The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


217. Horses and mules, valued at $150 or less per head, $30 per head; if val- 
ued at over $150, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Was there any action taken on para- 
graph 216? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes; it was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I intended to offer an amendment to 
that paragraph. The amendment which I gave notice would be 
offered in room of the first paragraph will apply to all these para- 
graphs—to reip. es 215, 216, 217, and 218. If it is adopted at 
all, it ought to be adopted in the room of the whole of them, and 
Ioffer it now. 

Mr. ALLISON. As a substitute? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I offer it now, and ask for a vote on 
itas a substitute for these paragraphs. One ph has al- 
ready been passed over, and of course that will have to remain, 
but as I do not like to have paragraphs passed over, I will move 
the amendment now as a substitute for all of these paragraphs 
and ask for a vote on it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to a vote on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My p is to substitute an ad 
valorem tax on all live animals instead of the specific rate. I pro- 
pose to substitute the rate in the present law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas is in order as a substitute. 
3 Task uae the 5 the Senator from 

sas may be postponed for a moment until we pass upon par- 

agraph 218, as I understand he also desires to have his amendment 
apply to paragraph 218. 

r.JONES of Arkansas. Yes; I propose to strike ont all these 


paragraphs. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

218, Sheep, 1 year old or over, $1.50 per head; less than 1 year old, 75 cents 
per head. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now the Senator from Arkansas proposes to 
strike out the four paragraphs which have been read and to insert 
a substitute. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out paragraphs 215, 
216, 217, and 218 and insert in lieu the following paragraph: 

215. All live animals not specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent ad 
valorem. i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed as a substitute by the Senator from Arkan- 
gas, 


Mr, JONES of Arkansas, On that I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded. 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANsEROUGH]; otherwise I 
should vote ‘ yea." 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). I havea 
general pair with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLarK]. He 
not being present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. Mak TIN (when his name was called). Has the senior 
Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. MARTIN. ThenI withhold my vote, as I have a general 
pair with that Senator. I should vote “yea” if he were present. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. Were he 
present and voting, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘ nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CLAY (after having voted in the affirmative). I inquire 
if the junior Senator from eee [Mr. LODGE] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not. 

Mr. CLAY. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with 
that Senator. 

Mr. BATE. I will state that my colleague [Mr. Harris of 
Tennessee] is absent on account of sickness, and is paired with 
the Senator from Vermont n MORRILL]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
will ask whether the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
ELKINS] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. FAULKNER. On this vote 1 feel that I should observe 
i Eus with him, and I withdraw my vote. ` 

CLARK. I inquire if the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
Harris] has voted? > 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not. 

xt. CLARK. Iam paired with that Senator, and withhold my ` 
vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 38; as follows: 


YEAS—3. 
Bacon, Gray, Mitchell, Tillman, 
Bate, Jones, Ark. Mo ie, 
Berry, Kenney, Murphy, Ves 
Caffery, Lindsay. Pettus, Walthall, 
Chilton, McLaurin, Roach, White 
Cockrell, ls, Smith, 
NAYS—& 
Allen, Deboe, Heitfeld, A 
Fairbanks, Hoar, Nawlins, 
Baker. Foraker, McBride, Sewell, 
5 th 8 Galtinge oa Broun: 
utler, r ason, mer, 
Cannon, Gear, : Nelson, 1. 
Chandi eee Perkins, Wetm 
ndler, anna, er etmore. 
Cullom, ' Hansbrough, Platt, Conn 
vis, Hawley, Pritchard, 
NOT VOTING—2. 
Aldrich, Gorman, ory, Proctor, 
Clark, Harris, Kans. Mantle, Stew 
Clay, Ha Tenn. Martin, Teller, 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Morrill, Turner, 
Elkins, Kyle, Pasco, Warren, 
Faulkner, Lod, Pettigrew, ^ 
rge, McEnery, tt, N. Y. Wolcott. 


So the amendment of Mr. JONES of Arkansas was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, beginning at paragraph 
219, on page 69, and continued to paragraph 220, which was read, 
as follows: 

Breadstuffs and farinaceous substances: 

220. Barley, 30 cents per bushel of 48 pounds. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 14, after the word “barley,” 
I move to strike out “30 cents per bushel of 48 pounds" and in- 
sert **30 per cent ad valorem;" so as to read: 

220. Barley, 30 per cent ad valorem. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, we enter now upon a series of enor- 
mous increases upon v. ineo products in the interest of the 
farmers of the United States. Confining myself to parliamentary 
language as far as possible, these increases arè a fraud, a sham, 
and a pretense. The idea of protecting the farmers of this coun- 
try upon corn and wheat and barley and oats when we export 
millions of dollars’ worth and import but a few thousand dollars’ 
worth is an insult to the intelligence of the whole country, and 
especially to the men who raise those cereals. There is not an 
intelligent man in this country who believes that this is for any 


other than political purposes and to deceive the agricultural 
I commence with barley. The same thing applies to animals in 


the schedule, the specifications as to which we have passed over. 
We export an immense amount of barley and import a eos. ed 
considerable amount. We export of corn somethirty-odd on 
‘dollars’ worth, and we import some $6,500 worth. f 
As to wheat the comparison is much stronger. Theseincreases 
are made as they were made in the McKinley law, for the purpose 
of cajoling the farmers of the country into the idea that 
protected and that the prices of their products are increased by 
utting these absolutely spectacular duties upon their products. 
k did not succeed in 1890, as the elections after the passage of the 
McKinley law gave strong evidence to the country. The agricul- 
tural States voted against the Republican party, 3 
the fraudulent increases—for they were nothing else—contai 
in the act of 1890; and these increases will not succeed in deceiv- 
ing the people now. The farmers of the country are not mistaken 
in to the object of these increases. 
Iwill ask the Secretary to read a statement made before the 
Ways and Means Committee of the House of Representatives by 
` thehead of the grangers of Pennsylvania, representing the farmers 
of that State. This is a statement before that committee express- 
ing the official action of the farmers of Pennsylvania, assembled 
at Altoona, on December 8 to 11, 1895, and it was embodied in 
the shape of resolutions, of which I shall ask the Secretary to read 


nage I have marked, 
e Secretary read as follows: 

That we can not deceive ourselves with the idea that any measure of 
tection to our industries offered by a tariff on imports can avail in the slight. 
est degree to benefit the of those crops of which he uces a ins 
for export, and whose p is necessarily made in the world’s market, where 

are and must continue to be of. 
t we have à ht to d that the same proportion of advantage 
s yo MAN SUAREN industry that is accorded by law to any 
er k 
That while protection countries which are im 


ters of agricultural pe: 
ucts measure he nties 
of agricultural imports, it is manifestly impossible f: 

a surplus for export to p the least cle 

by a hig on these nets. 

of production of these farm staples so as to bring them 
within the limit of our own home consumption is no remedy, as it is an eco- 
nomic im: ty, and in any event co . 
portunities of employment to our people, reducing the actual resources and 


wealth of our m 
Again, that dive: cation of our production can afford no certain por pae: 
manent relief, as experience has proved that a increased 3 
t, etc., only tends to 


of Mem ng — Ww . berries, — sca - ^ 
even wer these as well as the staples, below the profit poin 
Ata time when the American farmer had a world monopoly in the produc- 


tion of staples, when with cheaper lands he was the almost exclusive user of 
improved cultural machinery. he was then able to pay the ultimate net 
cost of a high protective tariff and live; but when, as now, the world's prices 
are down to one-half their former rates, in the face of this to even maintain, 
‘let alone raise still higher, the protective tariff would be economic suicide. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I want to ge some object lessons 
from the official reports to show what a fraud this is. In 1896 we 
exported $37,836,862 worth of corn and we imported $2,974 worth; 

et the increases in this bill, in order to deceive the farmers, are 
om 20 to 100 per cent upon Western corn. Does anybody believe 
that will benefit the farmers in the country who are raising this 
cereal? Where is the competition with $37,000,000 against $2,974? 
No wonder the head of the Grange in hes Pi testifying be- 
fore the Ways and Means Committee, in producing thisresolution, 
said that the farmers at the next election would resent that attack 
upon their intelligence; that they know very well that this will 
not help them. 

Take oats. By the official report, we exported in 1896, $3,497,611 
worth, and we imported $6,933 worth. Of wheat we exported 
$89,709,868 worth, and we imported $9,506 worth, and that was 
seed wheat to improve the crop in the United States. Yet the 
farmers are told, We are your friends; the Republican party 
will undertake to deceive you now in 1897 as we did in 1890, and 
we will put an enormous increase upon those articles with which 


there is no foreign competition at all, relying upon yourignorance 
to catch your votes.” i : s 
This gentleman, the head of the ,is obviously a very in- 


telligent farmer. When he had filed those resolutions, he pro- 
ceeded to give his statement. I know the Senate is not listening 
much to this testimony, but I will ask the Secretary to read the 
parts of it I have marxed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The population of the State 


Mr. VEST. That refers to the State of Pennsylvania. 
'The Secretary continued the reading, as follows: 


jbas increased about as fast as the property of the farmers has diminished 


during these twenty-five years. 
But witia agrionitexs inasovetrograded. manufacti has e by 
1 wi 1 


des. as thus invested has risen m 


8 
the factories to an even greater rate. 


wealth. 

That the coal-mining industries do not make an equal showing is because 
the management is more concerned to roll up big profits than to increase the 
output, and prefer the increment in dollars rather than in tons. 

‘hile Pennsylvania farmers have lost % in the assessed value of 
their holdings, the real estate of Philadelphia alone has in the same time 
raised from 6420000 000 to $732,000,000. 

So that under the protective system, which has prevailed ever since tho 
exigency of the war rendered its imposition Side, because it seemed un- 

ble, „ man . ind red business enterprises hnve 
favored and assisted, while farming has depreciated. 
If this condition prevailed in Pennsylvania alone it might be held that local 
causes engendered it; but it is notorious that it is coextensive and affects 
every State and Territory over which our banner waves; more, per- 
haps, in some and less in other localities, but everywhere, and the loss to 
farmers is greatest where 3 had the most to lose. That it should 
exist in Pennsylvania, of all tes in the Union, is perhaps the greatest 
anomaly, if there is any truth in the home: market arguments for protection. 

The facts as they stand, however, utterly disprove them, and show that no 
such thing as a sufficient or remunerative home market has been furnished 

theimmense and incalculable sacrifices made by the farmers 
of on for now a full penne 

ent on the foreign market than wo 


diminished at least % per cent is e censuses of 187) and 1890, which 
show that the a real estate alone fell in those twenty 
043,000, that the capital of the manufac- 


qum 4043,000,000 to $922,000,000, 
rers augmented in the same time from $406, 
city real estate more than doubled; the value of telegraph, and 
other speculative properties nearly tri ý 

We su t that we are entirely satisfled that, whoever may have gotten 
the benefits of a protective tariff, we certainly have not. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I take it that ought to be sufficient 
warning to our friends upon the other side that the farmers of this 
country are not caught by £his chaff of putting up enormous duties 
upon articles of which we export a large surplus and which do 
not come in See with the products of agriculture in the 
United States. I have seen a statement made, and I believe it is 
true, although I am not an expert statistician, that the farmers of 
the United States since 1892 have lost $500,000,000 in the fall in 
price of farm products. That fall went on under the McKinley 
Act, and for the two years that act was in force, notwithstanding 
the enormous duties, as high in a gne many instances as some 
that are imposed in this pen bill. 

Our friends in St. Louis told us when they indorsed the Mc- 
Kinley Act that they did not pro to make. the tariff higher 
than that of 1890; and yet they have done it here upon nearly 
every page in this whole bill, and now, losing the farmer vote as 
they have donerepeatedly in the ir mss, rid they propose 
to attempt this old stale subterfuge of touching the farmers by 
increasing upon their A rugs the duties that were import by 
the McKinley Act of 1890. In my judgment that can not be done. 
Mr. President, and the head of the Grange who testified, and 
whose testimony has been read from Pennsylvania, the great pro- 
tective State of the Union, is a sufficient answer to this attempt, 

Mr. GEAR. May I interrupt the Senator for a moment? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. GEAR. This duty upon barley is the same as that which 
was in the McKinley law. 

Mr. VEST. Iam not calling attention to the duty on barley, 
but to others. 

Mr. GEAR. In 1889 we imported from Canada, where they had. 
cheaper labor, cheaper lands, and cheaper t rtation than the 
American farmer, eleven and a half millions of barley. 

Mr. GRAY. For the brewers? 

Mr. GEAR. For the brewers. And at the expiration of the 
McKinley law we only imported about three millions. It is true 
that last year we exported some barley to England, for the reason 
that there was a comparative failure of the crop in Russia. 

The farmers in my State indorse the duty on barley, and the 
grand master of the National Grange hel to form the agricul- 
tural schedule of the McKinley law, and every rate put in that 
bill on barley and every other agricultural product was the work 
of the grand master of the National Grange of the State of Iowa. 
So that one officer of the Grange at least indorsed in the highest 
d the protection given to agricultural products. 

NM. VEST. Does the Senator pretend to say that the committee 
have not increased the duty on every cereal over the rates in the 
act of 1890? 

Mr. GEAR. That may be; and if so, there has been a good rea- 
son for it. 

Mr. VEST. What good reason? 1 

Mr. GEAR. Icall the attention of the Senator from Missouri 
to the fact that they have also increased very largely the duties on 


Mr. VEST. But I want to know why theseincreased duties are 
proposed to be placed on corn and on wheat when we are exporting 
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much more largely than we did in 1890? Does anybody pretend 
tosay that we are not now sending out from thirty-five to forty 
million dollars' worth of corn and wheat and bringing in only four 
or five thousand dollars’ worth? How do you protect the farmers 
of this country by the imposition of a duty on these cereals? 
What intelligent man can pretend to say it does? What Repnb- 
lican Senator will rise here and say that will protect the farmers 
of this country? Then what are we doing it for? That is the 
question. Is there not some political reason hidden under this, 
and do you not know it? You are playing upon the ignorance, as 
you assume it to be, of the farmers of the United States by pre- 
tending that you are belping them by giving them protection 
against nothing—absolutely nothing. 

We brought in $9,504 worth of wheat—seed wheat—and exported 
$39,000,000 worth of wheat; and then you go to the farmer and 
Say. „My dear bucolic friend, let me embrace you; I am your 
friend. Ihave protected you against this $9,504 worth of foreign 
wheat!" 1f the doctrine prevails that we are to tax everything 
we have here, without regard to whether it ought to be taxed or 
not, in the name of equality, I have nothing more to say; if we 
are to take up this bill and put a duty upon everything because 
of revenue to be derived from everything in the country, that is 
an answer to any expostulation at all; that is the end of it. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] yesterday, I un- 
derstood—but I did not have the honor to listen to him, as I was 
out of the Chamber on business—was kind enough to say that all 
of us on this side of the Chamber prominently engaged in this dis- 
cussion had at one time or another voted to ye. articles of 

roduction in our States. If I had been here, 1 should have said 
fo the Senator what I propose to say now. 

There was a time in my public career when I believed in the 
doctrine advocated by Monroe and Polk, called a revenue duty 
with incidental protection. I was ignorant enough once, foolish 
enough—and I use the word myself—to say here that I did not 
blame a Senator for voting to vs a revenue duty upon an article 
in his district or his State; and I went into the discussion of the 
first tariff bill upon which I was engaged in this Chamber with 
that sort of idea. My mind, however, was very rapidly disabused. 
I found that whenever you went beyond the limit of a tariff for 
revenue without re to protection, you turned the Congress of 
the United States into that famous convention of monkeys of 
which a great writer once wrote, who were engaged in a solemn 
discussion of affairs of state, when some one, without regard to 
the dignity of the occasion, threw in a handful of nuts, and imme- 
diately the Senators and Representatives commenced grabbing for 
nuts and forgot the public business. [Laughter.] Whenever 
you once admit the idea of protection into a tariff bill, all re- 
straints are gone, and it is merely a question of who will get there 
first and get the most. You can not satisfy them. When you 
put on a high duty one year, the very same men who secured it 
will come and hold up their emaciated and pallid hands the next 
year and beg for an increased duty, because, they say, ** Weare still 
suffering and languishing and dying," and some Senator or Rep- 
resentative, listening to the domestic appeal, whose election is in 
danger, says to some gentlemen interested, I will stand by you 
in the name of the people of the United States and give you an 
increased duty in order that money may flow into your pockets 
and coffers." 

Itis the old, old story, as old as the world, whenever you allow 
avarice and greed to enter into any discussion, avarice and greed 
will control that discussion and the result. 

The old doctrine of the Democratic party was protection and is 
poron to the poor, to those who need protection if protection 

to be given, protection in the shape of equality, no govern- 
mental partnership—that is the curse of all tariff legislation—no 
partnership between an indvidual or any class by which govern- 
mental functions are used for individual profit. 

I know itis said that Mr. Jefferson, the founder of our party, 
at one time spoke of a protective tariff. If Mr. Jefferson were 
living to-day, he would be false to every doctrine of his life if he 
did not oppose this high 1 tariff system. I can under- 
stand in the age in Which he lived, confronted with the great 
rivalry and oppression of Great Britain, he could have said, and 
honestly, that he was for building up the infant industries of the 
United States. Where are the infant industries to-day? They 
are hoary, gray, giant in power, all-pervading in influence, and 
yet they come here with not the feeble whine of the infant, but 
ns the roar of the giant, demanding year after year increased 

uties, 

I voted in 1890, in reparation of what foolishness I had ever 
uttered upon the tariff question, for free lead, free salt, free lum- 
ber, free wool; and I have been voting that way ever since, and 
expect, God willing, to vote that way until I cease to be in public 
life. I would rather retire from this Chamber to-morrow than 

ive a vote to tax the lumber, the salt, the wool of the United 
tes. They were the only three features of the Wilson bill that 
reconciled me to its passage. To take them out now, or either of 


them, is to strip that bill of what commended it to me more than 
anything else. 

Now, Mr. President, I return to the immediate article before 
the Senate, the duty upon barley, and ask the Secretary to read 
the communication which I send to the desk. . 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Osweco BOARD or TRADE, Oswego, N. Y.. April 7, 1897. 
To the honorable the Finance Committee of the Senate, Washington, D. C. 

GENTLEMEN: The rate of duty on barley prior to the enactment of what 
is known as the McKinley Act. tbe act of was 10 cents per bu-hel. The 
rate was are N following the recommendations of the Tariff 

on o yi 

After an exhaustive investigation. aided by the best attainable testimony, 
the commission decided to uce the existing rate of duty on barley from 
15 cents to 10 cents per bushel; and in order to protect American manufac- 
turers of malt against the competition of Canadian malsters, the rate of 
duty on malt was fixed at 20 cents per bushel. Following the adjustment of 
these rates of duty on imported barley and malt, the business of converting 
Canada barley into malt was Meri increased along the northern frontier on 
the American side of the line di g the United States and Canada. 
sums of money were invested in maltin pan. The investment in this in- 
3 Was augmented in the city of Buffalo alone from $1,962,000 in 1880 to 
$3,299,195 in 1890, and during the same period of time like investments in the 
1 of Oswego grew from $35,000 to $802,000, 

t is scarcely too much to say that this investment of capital has been 
rendered valueless by the prohibitory duty on Canada barley under the 
operation of the tariff enactment of 180), and not remedied as yet by the later 
act of 1894. In addition to the destruction of the value of plants and correla- 
tive loss to individuals engaged in the business of malting, all revenue, or 
practically all, for the Government from that source has le 

It is alleged that the eee duty would benefit the American farmer; 
that he would command, in consequence, a higher price for his barley. The 
facts and the developments since the enactment of the prohibitive duty 
show conclusively that no such result has followed. Prices of American- 
grown barley have never before been so low as since the enactment of a 
prohibitive rate of duty. 

The Veget of barley in the United States is far beyond the ME 
demand, and the surplus is sold for feed at home and abroad, and the f. 
price regulates the price of the whole crop. The quantity of barley imported 
never exceeded, if it ever equaled, 10,000,000 of bushels in any one year, while 
the production in the United States as far back as 1890 reached the 65,000,000- 
bushel mark, and is now much largor, The total he A cara that year 
was about 40,000,000 bushels, show nts surplus of 25,000,000 bushels, In 1895 
the production in this country was 87,000,000 bushels, and the malting con- 
n did not exceed 50,000,000 bushels, showing that a surplus of abont 
31,000,000 bushels was necessarily di of for feed. 

We defy anyhody to prove that if barley is admitted into the United States 
under a 10-cent-per-bushel rate of duty, the quantity hkely to be imported 
under such a rate would lower the price of the home-grown article or do 
anyone any harm whatever. On the vn uini it would be a great benefit to 
many citizens of the United States and would yield the United States Gov- 
ernment some revenue. 

Finally, the subscribers would respectfully suggest that your committee 
recommend a duty of 10 cents per bushel on barley, and also fix a rate that 
will establish a just ven d of protection on malt—say 25 cents per 
bushel. Such rates, it is believed, will bring considerably increased revenue 
tothe Government, and at the same time make & revival of the maiting in- 
dustries on the northern frontier a possibility, although at a Jargely reduced 
margin of rone to those engaged in the business as compared with the profit 
under conditions as they existed prior to the tariff enactment of 1890. 

Craving your consideration of the statements herein set forth, and trust- 
ing that your action will be the means of restoring life toan industry seri- 
ously crippled, if not yet quite wounded to death, with sentiments of pro- 


found respect, we subscribe ourselves, 
Very respectfully, ` ROBT. DOWNEY, President. 
F. O. CLARK, Secretary. 


Mr. MANTLE. I wish to inquire from whom the communi- 
cation comes? 

Mr. VEST. From the Oswego Board of Trade. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fromthe Oswego Board of Trade. 

Mr. VEST. There is a vast amount of literature upon the 
question of barley which I shall not inflict on the Senate, as I 
know the result is predetermined and adiudged. 1 shall content 
myself simply with moving to strike out the rates proposed in the 
billand to insert those under the existing law. Barley is pro- 
posed to be taxed at 30 cents per bushel of 48 pounds. That is 
the McKinley rate. Under the Wilson Actit is 30 per cent ad 
valorem. I move to insert “30 per cent ad valorem” instead of 
30 cents per bushel of 48 pounds." 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, on the question of barley, while 
I do not care to make any extended remarks, I wish to state that 
Itake it that the communication which has just been read is from 
what might be called that branch of the barley industry that rep- 
resents what would be the manufacturing interest as opposed to 
the producers of barley—what might be termed theraw material. 
Itis about the same contest that is going on all along the line in 
the matter of the tariff. 

So far as a practical result following the levying of a duty upon 
barley is concerned, I can k with an absolute knowledge as to 
the State of Montana. e have in Montana a valley which is 
especially adapted to the growing of barley, due to some peculiar- 
ity of the soil, and I believe it is said that we produce the finest 
barley that is produced in the United States, or in fact in the world. 
That is evidenced by the fact that a great brewing concern, known 
as the Manhattan Company, has bought some 30,000 acres of land 
in that valley which it has devoted to the growing of barley, and 
the pene, from the valley has been 8 to foreign countries. 

Now, I know that by reason of the duty which the McKinley 
law laid upon barley the value of the barley grown in the valley 
was enhanced, and the farmers prospered accordingly. 
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Mr. VEST. Will my friend the Senator from Montana permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MANTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. The comparative statement shows that in 1896, 
under the operation of the present duty, we exported $3,100,311 
worth of barley. We imported only $312,224 worth. Of barley 
malt we exported $126,942 and imported $4,774. Now, I would 
ask him if the interest of the growers of barley does not seem to 
be in pretty fair condition from that statement? And yet he pro- 

to increase the duty from 38 to 78.42 per cent. 

Mr. MANTLE. Iam not familiar with the statistics just read 
by the Senator from Missouri. What I say I am saying from 
practical and personal knowledge of the conditions that exist in 
my State with reference to the barley growth. 1 know that the 
price of barley, under the operation of that law, to the farmers of 
the valley, was enhanced. The farmers were benefited by it. 

Imade some examination into this subject a year or two ago, 
and I found that prior to the enactment of the McKinley law the 
importations of barley had been very much larger than they were 
su uent to that law, and that a resultant benefit had been en- 
joyed by the barley growers of Montana and Minnesota and Wis- 
consin and the States running next to the Canadian line. Nat- 
urally the brewing interests in the great cities of the East would 
be benefited by the ability to import barley from Canada at a low 
rate of duty or free of duty. As I said before, they represent the 
manufacturing end of the industry, and their interest lies in get- 
ting their raw material just as cheaply as they possibly can. 

Mr. President, I am in favor, as has been so well said by other 
members of this body, in the adjustment of the tariff, of a duty 
being laid at every opportunity where the farmer may derive any 
direct or indirect benefit from it. We are going to have a pro- 
tective tariff here. Isay,let us apply it in every direction, and let 
us make its benefits felt, so far as it is possible to do so, in all sec- 
tions and by allclasses and all interests. In the very nature of 
things the farmers of this country are the last to receive a benefit 
from a protective tariff. It is something that can not be helped. 
It is natural that it should be so. But I do believe that whenever 
the opportunity presents in the framing of these duties we shon!d 
lose no opportunity to make its benefits apply to them, if it is pos- 
sible to do so. Ispeak from a practical knowledge. so far as this 

uestion is concerned. Without going into the broad details of 

e subject, I know the duty on barley did benefit the barley 
growers in the State of Montana. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], 
supplemented by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

Me. VEST. I withdraw my amendment. I did not know that 
my colleague had offered one. On agreeing to the amendment of 
my colleague I call for the yeas and nays. 

he yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loba]. If he were 
present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS}. If he were 
present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). 
pair with the junior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK]. 
were present, I should vote yea." 

Mr. HARRIS of Tennessee (when his name was called). Iam 

ired with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 
It ne were present, I should vote yea“ on this amendment. 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Delaware e KENNEY]. 
not voted, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Iagain announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. 

The roll call was concluded. . 

Mr. VEST. Iam paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
NELSON]. If he were present, I should vote ‘ yea." 

Mr. MANTLE (after having voted in the negative). I inquire 
if the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. ManTIN] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. MANTLE. Being paired with him, I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 34; as follows: 


Ihavea 
If he 


I am paired with 
Ithink he has 


YEAS-1. 

Bacon, Daniel, Mills, Walthall, 
te, Gray, Morgan, White. 

Berry, Jones, Ark. Pettus, 
Caffery Lindsay. Roach, 
Cock: McLaurin, Turpie, 

NAYS-—31. 
Allen, Carter, ak ed Hawle 
Allison, Cullom, Gallinger, Heitfeld, 
Burrows, Deboe, Gear, Hoar, 
Butler, Fairbanks, Hale, Jones, Nev. 
Cannon, Foraker, _ Hansbrough, McBride, 


JUNE 8, 

McEnery, Platt, Conn. Sewell, Tillman, 
McMillan, Pritchard, Shoup, Wetmore. 
Mitchell, uay, Spooner, 
Perkins, wlins, Stewart, 

NOT VOTING—%, 
Aldrich Gorman, Mason. Teller, 
Baker, Hanna, Morrill, Thurston, 
Chandler, Harris, Kans. Murpby, Turner, 
Chilton, Harris, Tenn. Nelson, est, 
Clark, Kenney, Pasco. Warren 
Clay, Kyle, Penrose, Wellington, 
Davis, Lodge, Pettigrew. Wilson, 
Elkins, Mallory, Platt, N. Y. Wolcott. 
Faulkner, Mantle, "tor, 
George, Martin, Smith, 


So the amendment of Mr. Jones of Arkansas was rejected. 
The reading of the bill was resumed, as follows: 


22). Barley malt, 45 cents per bushel of 31 pounds. 


Mr. VEST. I move to strike out ‘45 cents per bushel of 84 
pounds“ and insert 40 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Isuggesttothe Senator from Missouri, hav- 
ing settled barley. that barley malt should follow practically in 
the same ratio. I do not think Mr. Downey, the president of the 
Oswego Board of Trade, would enjoy the rate proposed by the 
amendment. : 

Mr. VEST. We will have a vote on it, anyway. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

. le arled, patent, or hulled, 2 5 

CCC 

Mr. VEST. In paragraph 223 I move to strike out 15 cents 

r bushel of 48 pounds" and insert 20 per cent ad valorem." 

call attention to the imports of this country, alarge and destruc- 
tive importation. In 1896 it amounted to $162 worth of buck- 
wheat, and the farmers of the United States are languishing and 
dying under the competition. I call for the yeas and nays on my 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I wish sincerely that the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. Vest] would move to place buckwheat on 
the free list. Ido not feel even like voting for the reduced rate 
which he proposes. It is very clear that the duty is unnecessary. 
The only revenue derived from it is from the seed for planting the 
earth and soil of the United States. The seed is a germ—a germ 
of export. Itis a germ of wealth in this country. It ought not 
to be taxed. It is said seed can be taxed. Certainly we can tax 
it. All things are lawful to us. But all things are not expedient, 
I think we might derive a revenue to the Government in abun- 
dance without placing a penny of tax upon seed for planting. I 
t ink that all seed ought to be admitted free of duty. Nor is it 
necessary for the protection of the farmers in this country or for 
their encouragement, because their product is exported as a sur- 
plus, the price of which is fixed in the foreign market, and no 
home or domestic legislation can affect that price. 

I agree fully with the Senator from Missouri that the whole of 
this schedule is fraudulent and isfa!se. There is only one condi- 
tion upon which it could operate as protection to the farmers or 
benefit the farmers of the United States. This enormous increase 
of duty upon cereals would be an abso'ute benefit to the farmers 
of the United States if they could form a trust, the same as other 
favored and protected industries, but the farmers of the United 
States have never been able to form a trust. I do not know that 
they wish to form one. 

In the first place, they are too numerous. Six or seven million 
persons is too large a number to go intoany combination. In the 
next place, they are too much divided and scattered, with respect 
to their habitations and localities, to undertake tho:e sudden 
changes and shifts which are necessary for the successful opera- 
tion of a trust in the market. Instant communication, very brief 
and subtle communication, with every member of the trust, when 
a trust is made, is one of the absolutely indispensable things which 
attend it. 

In the next place, the interests of the farmers of the United 
States are as diversified and varied as their habitations and places 
of abode. The surplus of this great industry—the surplus of the 
agricultural crop—is exported and must always be exported, and 
it meets with the agricultural products of all the other nations of 
the world in free competition, and this trust, even if it were pos- 
sible otherwise—the agricultural trust of the United States, em- 
bracing every member of a family engaged in this country in that 
business—could not control the price of its. surplus products. 
Therefore there would be no means, no efficient means, to regu- 
late prices, and no means of gain in forming such a trust, if it 
were possible. 

These rates here make opportunity for a trust. These rates 
make the ability to the farmer to form a trust, if it were physically 
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possible to form one. But the farmers’ trust is a phantom, and 
these increased rates of duty, oxcept for the purpose of taxing the 
seed imported for planting, are also phantoms. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri, on which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). Irise for the purpose 
of announcing my pair with the junior Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LopGE]. Were he present, I should vote yea.) 2 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS]. If he were 
present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. HARRIS of Tennessee (when his name was called). 
paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 2 

Mr. MANTLE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin]. I therefore 
withhold my vote. d ^ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. I should vote “yea” if 
he were present. s 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], who would vote yea if 
he were present, and I should vote ** nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. KENNEY (after having voted in the affirmative). 
junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

8 KENNEY. I withdraw my vote, being paired with that 
nator. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 28; as follows: 


Iam 


Has the 


YEAS-18. 

^ Cockrell, McLaurin, Turpie, 
Bate, Daniel, ills, Waithall, 
Berry, Gray, 00 White. 
Caffery, Jones, Ark. Pettus, 
Chilton, Lindsay, 5 

NAYS—2. 
Allison, e. McEnery, uay, 
Cannon, € nger, McMillan, gayi 
Carter, Gear, Mason. Shoup, 
Cullom, Hale, T one 
Deboe, Heter latt, Conn. urston, 
Fairbanks, Jones, Nev Platt, N. Y. 
Foraker, cBride, c Wetmore. 
NOT VOTING—413. 

Aldrich, George, Mallory, Rawlins, 
Allen, Gorman, Mantle, Smith, 
Baker, Hanna, Martin, Stewart, 
Burrows, Hans h, Mitchell, Teller, 
Butler. Harris, Kans. Morrill, Turner, 
Chandler, Harris, Tenn Murphy, Vest. 
Clark, Heitfeld, Nelson, Warren 
Clay, Hoar, 5 Wellington, 
Davis, Kenney, Penrose, Ison, 
Elkins, Kyle, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Faulkner, Lodge, stor, 


So Mr. Vest’s amendment was rejected. 
The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


224. Corn or maize, 15 cents per bushel of 56 pounds. 


Mr. VEST. I move to strike out the duty proposed in the 
pending bill and to insert 20 

The SECRETARY. After the word maize, on page 69, line 21. 
paragraph 224, strike ont the remainder of the paragraph and in- 
sert 20 per cent ad valorem;" so as to read: 


224. Corn or maize, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. Thisis an increase from 20 per cent to 100 per cent 
in order to protect the farmers of the country of this staple. We 
exported in 1896, 837.836, 862 worth of corn. We imported $2,975 
worth, which was not for consumption, but was seed corn brought 
in principally from Canada, Yet in the interests of the agricul- 
tural community we are to increase the duty from 20 per cent to 
100 per cent. I call for the yeas and nays upon my amendment. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri, upon which he de- 
mands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. I should vote 
** yea" if he were present. 

Mr. HARRIS of Tennessee (when his name was called). Iam 
paired with the Senator from Vermont He MORRILL]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], or I would vote yea." 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Bor- 
ag Were he present, I should vote nay." 


r cent ad valorem, the Wilson rate. 


Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Florida [Mr. PAsco]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 16, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—I6. 
Bacon, Chilton, Jones, Ark Mitchell, 
Bate, Cockrell, Lindsay. Morgan, 
Berry. Daniel, McLaurin, Pettus, 
Caffery, Faulkner, Mills, Walthall. 

NAYS—20, 
Allen, Foraker, McBride, Rawlins, 
Allison, zm McEnery, Sewell, 
Burrows, Gallinger, McMillan, Spooner, 
Cannon, Hale, Mason, urston, 
Carter, Hanna, Platt, Conn. Iman, 
Deboe, Hawley. Platt. N. Y. Wetmore. 
Elkins, Hoar, ite! 8 
Fairbanks, Jones, Nev. Quay, 

NOT VOTING—2. 

Aldrich, Gray Morrill, Ste 
Baker, Hansbrough, Murphy, Teller, 
Butler, Harris, Kans. Nelson, Turner, 
Chandler, Harris, Tenn Pasco, e, 
Clark. Heitteld, Penrose, Vi 
Clay. Kenney, Perkins, Warren, 
Cuilom, Kyle, Pettigrew, Wellington, 
Davis, ge, Proctor, White, 
Gear, Mauory, Roaca, Wilson, 
George. Mantle, Shoup, Wolcott. 
Gorman, Martin, Smith, 


So Mr. VEsT's amendment was rejected. 
The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


225. Corn meal, 20 cents per bushel of 48 pounds. 


Mr. VEST. I move to strike out 20 cents per bushel of 48 
pounds” and insert “20 per cent ad valorem.” 

The SECRETARY. In line 23, page 69, after the words ‘‘corn 
meal” it is proposed to strike out the remainder of paragraph 225 
and insert ** 20 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. VEST. This is a small raise over the existing law. I want 
to call attention to the fact that we exported in 1896, 8654, 121 
worth of this product and imported the enormous amount of $287 
worth. But, as a matter of course, the farmer must be protected 
against that importation. I shall not call for the yeas and nays 
upon the amendment, but 1 will ask for a vote upon it. 

Mr. BATE. I desire to state in this connection, that 1 for one 
Should like to have an opportunity to vote upon the question of 
the duties upon these necessaries of life, these cereals, particular], 
corn and corn meal, etc. I do not believe in imposing any tariff 
upon them. They ought to be free. I should like to have the 
minority members of the committee, if they see proper to do so, 
moye to put them on the free list, so that we who feel this way 
can put ourselves upon record properly, and show that we are in 
favor of placing these 1 upon the free list. 

Mr. VEST. I should vote for the Senator's motion if he moved 
to pnt it on the free list, but I am afraid we would be a little more 
lonesome than we are now. 

Mr. BATE. Ithink we should try it. 

Mr. VEST. Iwill stay with the Senator. 

Mr. BATE. Ishall be glad to have your company. 

Mr. VEST. Butour votes on this side of the Chamber are get- 
ting smaller and smaller. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BACON. I move to insert as a new paragraph: 

2251. Raw cotton, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I am unable to understand why 
the Republican members of the Finance Committee, in their gen- 
eral disposition to give at least equality to some extent in the 
recognition of all agricultural products, should omit one of the 
principal agricultural products of the United States. 

Before I pursue that, though, I want to say something else. I 
am going to return to it, and I hope to have some explanation 
from the learned and distinguished gentlemen as to why they 
make this discrimination. 

I want to say that I offer the amendment in the utmost good 
faith. I believe that a duty ought to be placed upon all importa- 
tions of raw cotton, and I believe the rate which 1 have suggested 
in the amendment is a strictly moderate revenue rate. Ido not 
desire to repeat what I have already said to the Senate upon a 
similar question, and therefore I must omit a great deal that is 
apt and pertinent to this particular discussion. 

Irecognize the fact that there can be such a thing 3s a legiti- 
mate revenue duty, and I recognize the fact that one who op 
the principle and the system of 1 can legitimately favor 
and support the imposition of a duty which is a revenue duty, 


| : 


1578 


Mr. PRITCHARD. Will the Senator from Georgia yield to me 
fora moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Georgia yield to the Senator from North 
Carolina? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Does not the Senator think it would bea 
better idea to put a specific rate on cotton as well as on these other 
articles? 

Mr. BACON. Ido not think so. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I have offered an amendment fixing the 
rate on cotton at 11 cents a pound. Why not agree on that? 

Mr. BACON. I will state to the Senator from North Carolina 
the reason why 1 do not think a specific duty is a proper one, 
outside of any question as to whether as a general proposition 
specific duties are to be preferred to ad valorem rates. e have 
two distinct kinds of cotton. One is worth twice as much as the 
other—sometimes three times as much as the other. That, I 
think, is a sufiicient answer to the suggestion of the learned Sena- 
tor from North Carolina. 

I appreciate, of course, the fact that he favors the imposition of 
& proper tariff duty upon the importation of cotton, and it is 
simply a question of difference between usas to what is the proper 
method of imposing the duty. If it were not for the fact which I 
have mentioned, I would be willing to waite whatever preference 
I might have on the subject of an ad valorem in favor of the 


Len duty, in order that those who favor a duty might not be. 
vid 


ided. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What is the price of Egyptian 
cotton as compared with other cotton—the foreign price? 

Mr. BACON. Idonot know anything about the foreign price. 
The comparative statement, I think, shows the value of the im- 
ported cotton. 

Mr. MILLS. The imported cotton is 12 cents a pound. 

Mr. BACON. Twelve cents is the average. But the Senator 
will understand that that is not the extreme price. Some of it is 
TE much higher. 

r. PLATT of Connecticut. The principal importation is of 
Egyptian cotton, is it not? 

r. BACON. Ipresume it is. I know it is the principal im- 
portation, but it is not the exclusive. Iam not prepared to state 
to the Senator the extent of the importation. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. 1f the Senator from Georgia will 

itme, I will read from the imports. Theimportsof unmanu- 

ured cotton show that there is a small amount from Germany; 

a small amount from Russia and the Black Sea country: from 
the United Kingdom 9,530,000, and from Pern 1,661,000 pounds. 
There are small quantities from other countries, From Turkey 
in Africa and Egypt the importations amount to43,574,000 pounds. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Making in all 55,350,520 pounds. 

Mr. MASON. Those are the importations? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The importations. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I have here a dispatch from Mexico that 
bears on this point, Ishould like to give the Senator from Geor- 
gia the benefit of it, and I ask the Secretary to read it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


MEXICO SHIPPING COTTON—THE HIGH RATE OF EXCHANGE FAVORS HER 
PRODUCTS. 
Mextoo Crry, May 14. 


Mexico is now shipping cotton in certain forms to the United States, thus 
reversing what has heretofore been the rule. This is particularly trac of 
cotton waste, which. at present, is being bought in ce peace gp ot by Amer- 
ican firms. There are seventy cotton factorigs in the m and the total 
available amount of waste from them per month is about 50,000 pounds, which 
is handled here almost exclusively by one man. He, by the high rate of ex- 
change at 5 is shipping large consignments of this commod- 
ity to the United States. 

Two large lots, the first of 400,000 pounds and the second of 700,000 pounds, 
have y gone forward. 


Mr. BACON. Mr, President, as I was proceeding to say, Iam 
offering this amendment in the utmost good faith, because I think 
as a Democrat and one who does not believe in the protection prin- 
ciple it is a legitimate duty, and a proper duty, and that its omis- 
sion from the schedule is a violation of the principle enunciated 
in the Democratic platform, which says: 

Such duties to be so adjusted as to operate equally throughout the coun- 

and not discriminate between class or section. 

I want to illustrate, if I do not trespass upon the time of the 
Senate, by what I will admit to be an extreme case, but which will 
provetherule. Everyone will admit that the imposition of duties 
upon imports raises the price of similar articles in this country, 
&nd necessarily so. 

Now,suppose, just for the sake of the illustration, that the tariff 
bill shoul loy a uniform duty of 25 or 30 per cent on grey arti- 
cle imported into this country except one. Can any man doubt, 
whether it raises the price to the extent of 25 or 80 per cent or 
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not, that it would raise the prices of all these various articles very 
materially; and can uny man doubt that the one single article 
which was omitted would be left behind and would not have its 
price raised to the same plane and in the same proportion as the 
others? If that were done, is there not the gravest injustice, out- 
side of any protection feature, considering it solely as a revenue 
measure, confined strictly to revenue duty? Is there any possibil- 
ity of denying the proposition that there is a grave injustice to the 
particular article of paura which is left not included in this list 
of duties? If it would be true in that extreme case, itis true, in 
a different degree, but equally true, when there is a larger number 
of articles not included in the list upon which duties are imposed. 

Now, the particular article that we have nnder consideration is 
one which can derive at best exceedingly small benefit by the way 
of the raising of its prices equally with the prices of other articles 
which its producers have to consume. There is no class of pro- 
ducers in this country upon which there falls with such absolute 
dead weight the burden of the tariff as the class that produce cot- 
ton, for the reason that in the main itis impossible for a tariff 
duty to affect the prices in the way of raising them, and for the 
other reason that thereis not a single thing that the cotton planter 
has to use in the production of his crop that he does not have to 

ay a high price upon by reason of the imposition of the tariff. 

very implement that he uses—plows, trace chains, harness—every 
imaginable appliance that he has to use in the production of his 
crop is raised in price from 25 to 100 per cent by reason of the 
tariff; and yet, while he has to pay these extreme prices, he is to be 
left in the lurch. 

Mr. President, before I proceed to ask the distinguished gentle- 
men of the majority of this committee the question that hope 
they will answer me, I want to call attention to another fact in 
connection with the question of the propriety of the imposition of 
this duty. I have not the slightest idea, and I presume no Senator 
will pretend, that the imposition of this duty would exclude a 
single pound of Egyptian cotton or cotton from any other country. 
The comparative statement shows that last year there were im- 
ported into this country 55,350,530 pounds of cotton, and that the 
value of it was $6,580,823. The imposition of a tariff of 20 per 
cent ad valorem would yield to the Government over $1,300,000 of 
revenue. Therefore I say this is a legitimate subject for the im- 
position of a revenue duty. 

Mr. FAULKNER. How much would it produce? 

Mr. BACON, It would produce, at 20 BÉ cent ad valorem, 
more than $1,300,000 to the ury of the United States, if there 
br the same amount of importation in the future that there was 

ast year. 

The uses for imported cotton seem to be constantly growing, 
because the importation constantly grows. In 1887 there were im- 
ported into the United States only 3,900,000 pounds. In 1896—I 
trust the Senators who are in charge of this bill on the other side 
will notice these figures—there were imported 55,000,000 pounds. 
To be accurate, the quantity was 3,924,531 pounds in 1887, and in 
1896, 55,350,530 pounds. "Therefore there is no reason to apprehend 
that this slight duty would deter the importation of that cotton, 
for which there seems to be this growing and increasing demand. 

Mr. CLAY. I desire to state to my colleague that I hold in my 
hand a letter addressed to both of us from our State in regard to 
this matter. It 2 the details, and with his permission I will 
send it to the desk and let it be read. 

Mr. BACON. TI hope it may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

BLACKSHEAR, GA., June, 1897. 

DEAR Sin: We beg to call your attention to the importance of haying a 
duty placed upon the importations into this country of. Egyptian and ther 
long-stapled cottons, 

Three memorials were presented to the Ways and Means Committee of 
Congress, praying for this duty. One was from a convention of the Sea 
Island Cotton Farmers’ Union, held in this place; one was from a convention 
of the planters of Georgia and Florida, held in Valdosta, Ga., and one was 
from a convention of the planters of Florida, held in Gainesville, Fla. When 
the matter came up before the Ways and Means Committee, two Republicans 
voted for the duty and two Democrats voted against it. 

We beg to inclose you tables showing the size of the various mos the past 
eighteen years, the average price of the grade “fine” ip Savan „and the 
number of bales consumed annually in the United States and abroad. You 
will see that this is a growing industry, or, rather, promises to be if not killed 
by the competition of Egyptian long-staple cotton. 

Last year the imports of Egyptian long-staple cotton exceeded the produc- 
tion of our home 1955 of sea-island cotton. The New York Dry Goods 
Chronicle is authority for the statement that the importations this year will 
double those of last year. 

You will notice that our sea-island cotton is worth only about one-half now 
of what it was worth fonr years ago. If the importations of Paypan long- 


staple cotton continue on an increasing scale (and this is very I 8 
will still further decline. This means ruin to the planters producing this 


crop. 

he negro is, equally with the whites, a producer of this cotton, and nearly 

all of it is 2 by them. At the mt prices for this crop, wages must 

becut in f. This means that the laborer must be brought to a condition 
hard to contem . 

A moderate duty of, say, 3 cents per pound would put from one to two 

million dollars a year into the United States Treasury, and would not. be a 
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Ahardship on those least able to bear additional taxes. for the follo rea- 
eig One-half „ ri deber 


class of people donot buy. 

The Ways and Means Doroscittae, not content with refusing to put a duty 
on the gl rien nod of long-staple cotton, have put a duty on the bagging to 
cover it, a baggin, 

* United States. 
to New Eng- 

porte land points. 
You no doubt well understand that the Egyptian planter will receive his 
bagging free of duty, and that he is enabled to buy, trading as he does with 
free-trade England, many articles of consumption at a very much lower 
price than our planters have to pay, trading as they do in the United States. 

It is clearly evident that our planters can not produce sen- island cotton in 
competition with the Egyptian without reducing labor to the condition of 
fellah labor of Egypt. and unless our planters can buy their supplies as cheap 
as the Egyptian buys his supplies. 

We inclose.a schedule showing the cost of the bagging used for-sea-island 
cotton for the past eighteen years. 

Respectfully submitted. Y 

"Yours, very truly. A. P. BANTLEY, President. 

Mr. BACON. 1 want to call the attention of Senators on this 
side of the Chamber as well as of Senators on the other side to 
the question as to whether this is a proper thing to do according 
to the measure of ue redd which they themselves haveset up. I 
do not suppose it will be contended by anybody on either side of 
the Chamber that there is anythin iar in cotton which makes 
it an improper subject-matter for theimposition of a revenue duty. 
Some might go further; but there is nothing peculiar in the cotton 
itself. or in the people who raise it, or in the methods by which it is 
raised which would properly exclude it as an article to be included 
ina revenue tariff. If that is trne, Mr. 
is recognized as a proper revenue rate for other agricultural prod- 
ucts ought to be accepted asa — — revenue rate for this agricul- 
tural product, unless it can be differentiated in some way. 

Now, what said the Republicans as to other agricultural prod- 
nets? Almost every agricultural product which could be named, 
vertainly every important one, was put into the tariff bill by the 
Republicans at a rate of from two to four times as high as that 
which I now propose for cotton. "Therefore the particular rate 
can not be objectionable to Republicans. 

8 have N the ee as iad cl rir p ach = 

upon the importation of agri ucts? e Wil- 
son law has been brought here as a test in this particular thing, and 
the Sep ished Senator on my right . VEST], the leading 
member of the minority, as I understand, on the Finance Com- 
mittee, himself offers, in behalf of that minority and as the repre- 
sentative of the party, amendments ee a rate of 20 per cent 
on each one of these agricultural products. Now, I want to know 
by what right and upon what reason the Democrats would say 
that cotton should not enjoy an equal rate of 20 per cent ad 
valorem? So it seems to me that, taking this question by the 
rule of consistency, there ought to be a unanimous vote on each 
side of this Chamber, if we are controlled by the rule which they 
pie selves have laid down, and that this amendment should be 


opted. 

Mr. President, I asked the distinguished 5 the 
majority of the Finance Committee last week a question W 
they would not answer. I say I asked it. The senior Senator 
from Texas [Mr. Mirus] first asked the question, and they did not 
answer him. I do not know that he put it in the form of a ques- 
tion, but I did, and I called for an answer. It was stated by the 
Senator from Texas that not only in this bill, but in former tariff 
bills controlled by the A ing patel they had exempted from 
all duty the articles which are by the wheat growers in the 
preparation of their crops for market and in the bringing of them 
to market, and that they put binding twine and the material out 
of which grain sacks are made upon the free list, and at the same 
time they refused to put cotton bagging upon the free list and 
refused to put cotton ties on the free list. Yet the cotton bagging 
and the cotton ties are as essential to the cotton grower in the 
preparation of his product for market as binding twine and grain 
sacks are to the wheat grower. 

‘The distinguished Senators in charge of the bill not havin 
5 to the statement made by the Senator from Texas, 
took the liberty of putting the question to them direct; and I asked 
them to explain why this discrimination was made between the 
wheat grower and the cotton grower. I said to them that if there 
was a good reason for it we ought to know it, in order that our 
action should be controlled by that reason; and that if there was 
no reason for it, they ought to say so, in order that the country 
bak 5 recognize it as a square case of favoritism in favor of one 
and against the other. 

Mr. President, when I took my seat I expected, of course, there 
would be some reply from the distinguished Senators who sat 
there, and yet not only was there no reply. but there was no 
further reference to the subject, and they called for a vote, the 
question bemg whether cotton ties should be put on the free list 
or whether they should have a hign 8 upon them, Which 
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President, then whatever | is 
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would involve an expense to the cotton planter of the South of 
$900,000 a year at the lowest estimate, taken out of the pockets 
of the cotton planter, 10 cents on every bale of cotton at the 
same time when they were letting the wheat grower have his 
binding twine and his grain sacks free. I say that being the 

uestion, the vote was immediately taken withoui any response 

om the learned Senators as to why it was that this discrimina- 
tion existed. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Would it satisfy the Senator from 
Georgia to have a vote now? We shall be very glad to vote. - 
Mr. BACON. Most undoubtedly, if the Senator is prepared to 
vote with me, and if the pressing of this inquiry has brought the 

Senator to that frame of mind, I am very glad. 

Mr. CHANDLER. We are ready to vote with the Senator if he 
will only let us. 

Mr. ST. Of course the Senators on the other side will vote 
with the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have been absent from the 
Chamber, and have not heard all the argument of the Senator 
from Georgia, but I know what he proposes—a 20 per cent or ad 
valorem duty cotton—and I shall vote with him. I can not 
ee logic in a bill which taxes barley and lets cotton come 
in 


Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, I see that there is this logic 
about it, that, instead of tending to ‘increase, it would tend to 
diminish the price of cotton if this duty were put on. 

It seems to me that the Senator from ‘Georgia [Mr. BACON] ad- 
mits his whole case away when he says that there would be the 
same number of bales of tian cotton imported after this duty 
is i as before. I understand him to make that distinct 
statement; in other words, that the tariff which he proposes would 
not diminish the competition he complains of, now existing be- 
tween Egyptian and American cotton. 

Mr. President. I should feel very kindly disposed to this propo- 
sition if I believed it would tend to increase the price of American 
cotton. The Senator from Georgia is right in the statement that 
the cotton raisers in this co nre the most defenseless victims 
of the protective-tariff policy. ere is no method by which they 
can be made the beneficiaries of such a system. "That is unfortu- 
nately true. They are discriminated against by a tax on their 
bagging and by a tax on their cotton ties. Their product occu- 
pies that peculiar position in the industrial world that no tariff 
scheme devised by man can enhance its price. 

Now, sir, what is there in this cotton question? There is the 
upland cotton, which has a staple of, say, 1 inch; the sea-island 
cotton, which has a staple of, say, 1.61 inches, and the imported 
Egyptian cotton, which hasa staple of about 1.41 inches. The 
Egyptian cotton has a different color from the sen-island cotton 
or the ordinary upland cotton. The Egyptian cotton is of a dark 
color, while the other cotton is white. 

What is the Egyptian cotton imported for? For useintheman- 
ufacture of a certain class of goods. a sort of silk-finished cotton 
goods, or mixed with silk, such as balbriggan, hosiery, and certain 
sorts of yarn and threads. ; 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CHILTON. Yes. 

Mr. MASON. Would not the American cotton take the place 
of the Egyptian cotton? 

Mr. TON. It would not. 

Mr. MASON. Why not? 

Mr. CHILTON. It would not, as Iwill show you. It can be 
demonstrated that the Egyptian cotton does not interfere with 
the sale of the sea-island cotton. ‘Turn to the statistics referred 
to by the Senator from Georgia. He tells us that during the last 
half dozen years the im ions of Egyptian cotton have in- 
creased wonderfully. at is true. But what further does the 
record show? It shows that just in proportion as the American 
consumption of Egyptian cotton has increased, just in that pro- 
portion has the American consumption of sea-island cotton in- 
creased; so that if my friend from Georgia will go into the 
figures, he will find that by this increased importation of Egyptian 
cotton there has been brought about an increased American use 
of sea-island cotton. 

Mr. McLAURIN. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. CHILTON. Certainly. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Thereisanw dlong-staple cotton, known 
as the Allen long staple, and if the Senator will investigate he 
will find that the im ion of tian cotton has driven our 
upland country people out of the production of that staple. That 
has occurred in the upper part of South Carolina on account of 
this very importation of Egyptian cotton, which prevents the use 
of the Allen long staple in connection with the sea island and 
upland short staple. 

31r. CHILTON. I will tell you why those planters gave up the 
business of raising the Allen long staple. It was because the price 
of this cotton had fallen throughout the world, so that those people 
could find a better profit in other lines. 
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1 have examined this question, and there is a conclusive answer 
to all this argument in favor of a tax on cotton. What fixes the 
price of sea-island cotton? What fixes the price of the ordinary 

. upland short-staple cotton in the markets of the world? It is the 
Liverpool price. Why is it fixed in Liverpool? It is fixed there 
because the surplus of the American product is sold there, 

The surplus of the American product of sea-island cotton is 
sold in Liverpool just as the surplus of the upland cotton is sold 
there. What effect, therefore, would it have upon the price of 
cotton in the United States to keep Egyptian cotton out of our 
market and throw itinto the Liverpool market? Would there not 
be just that much more surplus cotton sold in the Liverpool 
market? And it would have exactly the same efiect upon the 
price of cotton in this country as it would when sold in the 
American market. 

If the home consumption of our cotton approached the produc- 
tion, then there might be something in this argument; but as our 
whole surplus of cotton, both of sea-island cotton and of upland 
cotton, is sold in Liverpool, so the price of both kinds of cotton 
is governed by the Liverpool market; and it does not make a bit 
of difference what tariff is put on cotton, we can not raise the 

rice of it one tittle. It is impossible, in the nature of things, so 
ong as the surplus is sold abroad. It is just like your wheat 
tariff, and things of that kind. When the surplus is sold in for- 
eign markets, you can not raise the American price? The price 
of the surplus in the foreign market will fix the American price in 
spite of your tariff: That is the condition of this cotton question. 

I would ask the Senator from Georgia if he does not believe that 
this bill will raise enough revenue without adding this tax to it? 
Ido, and therefore to put this tax on Egyptian cotton will sim- 

ly add that much more to the price of the goods made from this 
Egyptian cotton and sold to American consumers. Either that 
will be the effect or it will drive out from this country the manu- 
facture of those goods. 

This cotton question does not stand like manufactures. It stands 
by itself, or like wheat, as I havesaid, or somesuch product. The 
surplus is sold abroad, and therefore the price of the surplus fixes 
the price of the domestic crop. You can not raise the price of an 
article by tariff when you raise more of it than your home con- 
sumption. 

That is our condition in this country with regard to sea-island 
cotton as well as upland cotton, and it is impossible to do any- 
thing for these products by means of this tariff bill. The only 
result, as I say, would be to burden the consumer of balbriggans 
and hosiery, and other goods made inthis country in mixture with 
our cotton, with an extra price. 

If you place such a burden on manufacturers as to drive the 
industry over to England, then you rather hurt the price of your 
domestic cotton. 

As our cotton is used in mixture with Egyptian cotton to make 
certain classes of goods, and you are forced to buy those 
from England, then the American cotton to be mixed with Egyp- 
tian must be carried across the ocean, there manufactured into 

ds, and then brought back to this country. In such case some- 

y must pay the transportation charges both ways. Whereas if 
you leave the manufacture of these balbriggans, hosiery, and cer- 
tain classes of yarns to thrive in this country, then you increase the 
American consumption of your upland cotton and your sea-island 
cotton, because they are all mixed together. When you increase 
the American manufacture of these articles, you are saved the 
transportation of upland and sea-island cotton across the ocean 
and back again. 

Mr. President, you can raise revenue—that is undoubted—you 
can raise more revenue by imposing this tax upon cotton; and if 
the Senator from Georgia really believes that we ought to have 
more revenue, then I think he can cast a logical vote for the 
amendment. But if, as the Senator says, there will be just as 
many bales of this cotton imported into this country after you put 
this 20 per cent auty on as there is now, that very fact shows that 
you can not raise the price of our cotton. If the tax raised the 

rice at all,it would be by reducing the competition of the 

gyptian cotton with the American cotton. How are you going 
to reduce that competition if the same number of bales of Egyp- 
tian cotton will still be imported? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, as a matter of course, this amend- 
ment will be adopted. 'The Republicans will vote for it because 
it isin the line of high tariff duties, because they have committed 
themselves to larger duties upon all sorts of agricultural products, 
without regard to the fact of the enormous amount of exports and 
the small amount of imports. It will furnish them with an addi- 
tional argument for disrupting the solid South and producing dis- 
satisfaction there with regard to the Democratic party, a large 
majority of whom, I hope, will oppos this amendment. 

The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] talks about revenue as 


if this Government was impoverished and famished, while we 
have, according to the Monthly Statement this morning, $125,- 
000,000 of surplus money in the Treasury over and above the gold 


reserve. Where, then, is the necessity for breaking through the 

precedents of the Government and of the Democratic party and 

putting a duty upon cotton which will enhance the price of manu- 
actured cotton goods to the consumer? 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Texas [Mr. CHILTON], as I un- 
derstand his remarks, denies that proposition. 

Mr. VEST. Icare not who denies the proposition; it will en- 
hance the price of the manufactured article to the consumer, and 
ifit does not,then your whole theory of protection is a farce, a 
fraud, and an insult to the intelligence of any man who must 
listen to it. 

What do you mean by protection? Do you not mean to protect 
the American manufacturer and producer? How do you protect 
him? By giving him a larger Dey for his product, or e'se it is 
55 That is the end of it mathematically, not to say 
ogically. 


ow, if the Senator from Geor tis abandons every argument of 


the Democratic party against high protection, he must admit what 
I say, that this 20 per cent he proposes upon raw cotton will enable 
the manufacturer to add it to the price of his finished product. 

The Senator talks about the Chicago platform. I was a mem- 
ber of the Chicago convention and voted for that platform, but I 
never would have voted for it if I had thought it could be what 
he says. I understood it to mean that taxation should be equal 
and just, and not sectional, not discriminating in favor of classes 
and monopolies. If Ihad thought it meant this universal expan- 
sive protection to everything in the country by imposing a tariff 
upon everything, without regard to exportations, without regard 
to importations, without regard to the necessities of the Govern- 
ment, I would not have touched that platform any more than I 
would touch a rattlesnake when there was no whisky within 100 
miles. ughter.] 

But, Mr. President, when it comes to platforms, what would 
my friend from Georgia think of the platforms of the Democratic 
party, not nebulous and indistinct and liable to misconstruction, 
but so emphatic and so plain that the wayfaring man, though a 
fool, need not err therein? In 1888 we made a platform unani- 
mously, before the Democratic party was divided as it is now in 
regard to these questions of tariff and finance, and the very first 
clause of that platform declared for the Mills bill and for free 
lumber. That platform declared that the Mills bill must be en- 
acted speedily, and that its principles were correct. What were 
they? Free raw material, free lumber, free salt, and free wool; 
and yet we are told now by this modern Democracy that the 
Democratic party is not pledged to free raw material, but must 
tax everything in the whole country. 

God help us. Mr. President, if the new evangel is to prevail. 
All my life has been given to an utter misunderstanding of the 
principles and the doctrines of the party to which I belong, if we 
are now to be told that we must put a duty upon raw material— 
upon cotton, upon wool, upon salt, and upon lumber. 

Mr. President, I have always understood—and I have given a 
little attention to this tariff question; it has been my duty to do 
so—that while depression and gloom have rested upon the wool 
manufacturers of this country at many times, the cotton manu- 
facturers have flourished in spite of adversity prevailing every- 
where else. 

Ihave understood that this has been especially the case with 
the cotton mills of the South during these five or six years of un- 
exampled adversity. I have stood upon this floor as a Southern 
man and boasted of the fact and pointed with pride to the fact 
that the cotton mills of the South were paying regular dividends; 
that they, in spite of the clouds that rested upon the balance o 
the country, were prosperous and bathed in sunshine; and, tomy 
surprise, I hear now from a Southern Senator that cotton is de- 
pressed, and that the cotton raisers of the South are peculiarly 
the people who should have the bounty of the Government. 

I want to make no sectional distinctions here. If I understand 
the principles of my party, they apply without sectional divisionto 
all the people of all the country; but I distinctly disavow the truth 
of the statement that the cotton raisers of the South are in any 
worse condition, so far as their products are concerned or the 
burdens placed upon them are concerned, than my constituents in 
Missouri or the people in the great Northwest. 

Sir, if Ichoseto produce the argument, I could prove mathe- 
matically, it seems to me, that we are in much worse condition 
than the people of that sunny clime, who need less clothing, who 
need less food, to whom the bounty of nature takes the place of 
artificial methods. In the northern and rigid climates, e 
to the snows and blasts of winter, wool is an absolute necessity of 
life, without which comes discomfort, and not only discomfort, 
but disease and death. In the South this is not the case. 

Who proposes to lift the prices of the agricultural products of 
the Northwest? Who expects to do it by this false method of 
putting enormous duties upon products none of which come into 
this country and enormous quantities of which go abroad? As 
was said by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CHILTON], the price of 
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cotton is fixed in Live: 1, and we can not raise it by a tariff tax. 
It is fixed abroad, as the prices of our corn and wheat are fixed 
abroad; and the same arguments apply to the condition of both 
the people in the North and in the South, with the distinction 
that the people of the North need more and must have more to 
meet the ordinary demands of nature. 

Mr. President, in regard to competing cotton from abroad, 1 
received a letter—and the Senator from Arkansas doubtless has it 
here—from the Protective Tariff League, the apostles of the hizh- 
est protective taxes that are possible, asking me to vote for 3 cents 
a pound tax upon cotton, all cotton that comes into this country. 
in order to protect the cotton raisers. They use the specious and 
delusive argument that there were 55,090,000 pounds of cotton that 
came into this country in 1896 and only three million and some odd 
hundred thousand pounds in 1893, and that this was an argument 
for excluding this cotton by a high protective tariff tax. The y did 
not for one instant fairly and candidly and honestly state the 
truth, that 43,000,000 pounds of this cotton, out of the 55.000,000 
pounds which came into this country, did not compete with the 
American cotton and conld not compete with it. 

The same argument which applies to wool applies to cotton. 
We have contended for tree wool because we say we can not com- 
pete with the woolen manufacturers of the world unless we have 
certain forms of foreign wool that can not be produced in the 
United States. So in regard to cotton. I am told by cotton manu- 
facturers, and have the statements in my committee room, that 
this Egyptian cotton is necessary for the rough cotton goods now 
so fashionable in this country and abroad. They can only be 
made with the long-staple cotton, and we have no cotton in the 
United States that is equivalent to the Egyptian cotton for that 
purpose. When mixed with a small quantity of silk, it makes 
a beautiful textile that the fashionable and wealthy intensely 
demand. It does not come in competition with the short staple, 
about which my 1 from Georgia is so intensely enthusiastic. 

But we are told that we must put on this duty for the sake of 
revenue, when we have an overilowing Treasury, when the Mc- 
Kinley law, that citadel of protection, did not put any such duty 
upon cotton. There was no contest even in 1894 in the turbulent 
scenes of discussion over the Wilson bill, and there was no dis- 
cussion which involved the question of a tax upon cotton. 

As a Democrat, I have always voted for free cotton, always 
pointed to free cotton as an exemplification of the truth that 
with free raw material the manufacturers of the United States 
could compete with those of any country in the world, and now 
from the South comes a proposition to break down the precedents 
of our party, to abandon its traditions and its lezendary history. 
and to put a duty upon this raw matezial of cotton, which justi- 
fies a duty upon wool, luinber, salt, and every agricultural prod- 
uct, without regard to exports or imports, and leaves us naked, 
without argument. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I am a cotton grower; 
I have lived all my life on a cotton farm, and if any man living 
has a deep sympathy with the struggling thousands who are en- 
gaged in this 8 I have, but I have too high an opinion of 
these people to fear that they can be imposed on by this movement. 

I was out of the Senate Chamber for a few moments, but there 
are some considerations in connection with this proposed amend- 
ment which are conclusive with me. I think it is perfectly natural 
that the Republicans should fall in with and accept this amend- 
ment for several reasons. One is that which was mentioned by 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] a moment ago, because it 
can be pointed to as an example of the fact that we have been able 
to say heretofore that this was a clear illustration of the practical 
working of things, that cotton was not taxed, that there was no 
necessity for it; and this has given trouble to the other side. They 
would be glad to be rid of it; they would be anxious to put a tariff 
on cotton for the very same reason they have put a tariff on wheat 
and on corn. not because they believe it will do any good except to 
mislead and deceive those in the country who they think can be 
misled by this sort of chaff and this sort of talk. 

But, Mr. President, in my opinion there is another substantial 
reason why the gentlemen who are advocating these high rates of 
tax will be in favor of a tariff on cotton. They know perfectly 
well that it will not increase the price of cotton one iota. While 
they make a pretense of protecting American cotton growers, 
they know they will get no benefit from it whatever; that when 
this tax is put on cotton and when an American mill is asking 
here for the protection necessary to enable it to make its business 
profitable, this committee, before we get through with the cotton 
schedule, will propose to increase the rates on cotton goods to com- 
pensate for the tax put on the raw material. Where will the 
argument proceed inst it? We will answer that no benefit 
whatever comes to the people of this country who raise cotton; 
thatit wil not raise the price. Here is the answer: But there 
is a provision for a tariff of 20 per cent, or so much a pound, 
which is to increase the cost of the raw material to the spinners, 
&nd therefore they must have the rate of taxation increased by 


just so much above what was necessary for them to have before 
the tariff was put on. They get a substantial benefit in that 
t 


respect. 

The increased tariff will go on because of this. and yet the cot- 
ton will cost them not one cent more than it did before, and instead 
of getting the protection they get now, they will get protection 
increased by whatever this tax amounts to, without any compen- 
sation whatever to the public. The consumers of cotton goods 
will have to pay an increased price for cotton over and above the 
proposed rates under the pending bill because of this proposed 
tariff, which amounts to nothing and will bring nothing to the 
cotton raisers except additionaltaxes. Instead of its being some- 
thing for the benetit of the cotton growers. it is an additional bur- 
den upon the cotton growers, and they will have to pay for it. 

There are 10,000,000 bales of cotton produced in this country. 
All the high-sounding millions of pounds which gentlemen have 
been talking about on this floor, after all, amount to 100,000 bales. 


What figure will 100,000 bales cut in fixing the price of 10,000,000 
bales? The pors of cotton is not fixed, even now, in the mills of 
New England. The prices are fixed in Liverpool, where two-thirds 


of the American cotton crop goes, and where the prices of cotton 
are fixed. It will make no difference whether 100,000 bales, more 
or less, come from Exypt to New England or go somewhere else. 
The price of American cotton will be fixed in Liverpool, and if 
New England chooses to buy this cotton abroad, which has the 
peculiarities mentioned by the Senator from Missouri for making 
rough fabrics, and for which they say no other kind of cotton can 
be used, and brings that cotton in, and has to pay a tax on it, the 
foreign producer will simply have tolower the price by the amount 
of the tariff the manufacturers have to pay here, because they can 
easily say, **If we donot buy this, we can manufacture something 
eise.” So, in my opinion, there will be no increase in cost to the 
New England manufacturer by reason of this tax, but there will 
be, I have not the slightest doubt, before we get through the bill, 
as a compensation, an increased tax on manufactured goods. 

I do not believe the farmers of this country have been satisfied 
by the pretenses that they are being benefited by the taxes on 
wheat and corn. The Senator from Missouri this morning had a 
statement read at the desk which I wish every Senator had listened 
to. It wasa clear, strong, forcible statement, showing that these 
people can not be caught with this sort of chaff. The cotton 
growers of the South have as much sense as that class of people 
anywhere else in this country or anywhere else in the bond: 
They will see through this pretense. They will see through all 
this stuff about increasing the price of cotton as clearly as ány bod 
else. They will not be misled or deceived by an argument so cmd 
pably thin and fallacious as it is. ? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri 
made the statement that the Egyptian cotton does not come into 
competition with any American cotton. I deny that statement. 
When the Egyptian cotton was first imported into this country, it 
was used as a substitute for long-staple cotton in the making of the 
finer thread. It is now used in the cotton factories for making 
the cotton warps in cheap woolen goods, and to that extent has 
supplanted upland cotton. As I said to the Senator from Texas, 
we produce a grade of long-staple upland cotton, and I defy any- 
body to distinguish between it and the Egyptian cotton. It is 
almost exactly the same grade, but owing to the difference of ex- 
pense in cultivation we have been forced ont of the production of 
this cotton by the importation of the Egyptian cotton. I can my- 
self remember plantations where ten years ago there were large 
quantities of the upland long staple grown which have completely 
abandoned its production in recent years. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I dislike very much to delay the 
Senate in the consideration of this amendment. Some things have 
been said here, however, which makes it necessary that I should 
8 a little of the time of the Senate, and I trust I may be in- 

ulged. 

If positiveness of statement and vehemence of assertion would 
establish a proposition, then the distinguished Senator from Mis- 
souri has correctly established that for which he contends, But 
in this forum I submit that argument is the thing which is to con- 
trol action and that neither I nor any other Senator is to be set 
down by the vehemence and unqualifiedness of assertion of the 
distinguished Senator from Missouri, however long he may have 
been a member of the party, however great an ornament he may 
be to it, however much we may all respect him. 

What is the Prem upon which l base my support of this 
amendment? I base it, first, upon the proposition that the rate of 
duty does not make it a protective duty. Istated that plainly. 
Does the distinguished Senator from Missouri take issue with 
that proposition? I am always very glad to follow the distin- 
guished Senator, and I endeavored to do so to-day. I had in- 
tended to E a higher rate as that which I would suggest to the 
Senate to be imposed upon the importation of cotton. I had sug- 
gested to my distinguished friend on my left [Mr. MıLts] that I 
would put it at 30 per cent; but as I sat here the agricultural 
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schedule was taken np, aua the distinguished. Senator from Mis- 
i himsel d 


souri f rose in place, as the representative not only of 
the committee, but of the party, and as agricultural product after 
produ was named he himself offered as the rate of duty which 

e would recognize as a revenue rate 20 cent ad valorem. He 
inly does not regard 20 per cent ad valorem as a protective 
tariff rate. Otherwise he would not have proposed it. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Itis well enough for us to understand each other, 
in order that we may avoid any criticism or adverse argument. 
Istated distinctly to the Senate when the Senator from Tennessee 

. BATE] suggested that we put agricultural products on the 
list that I agreed with him, but Isaid to him in the present 
instance, knowing I would be defeated, I should content myself 
by simply going to the duties of the Wilson Act. I was 
op tothem at the time they were put there, in 1894, but a 
majority of my colleagues overruled me. That is all. Ido not 
concede that those duties are necessary. I do not think they will 
help any farmer, even those that I propose. Where weexportenor- 
moss and import nothing, I would put all these articles on the 
free list. 

Mr. BACON. The difference between the honorable Senator 
from Missouri and myself is this: I ask the Senate to impose a 
duty which I earnestly believe is a correct duty, and the Senator 
rises in his place and asks the Senate to impose a duty which he 
himself says he does not believe is a correct duty. That is the 

difference between us. I do not ask this duty because of any 
other fact than that I believe it is a proper duty. 

I was stating, in order that we may determine this matter by 
reason and not by bald assertion, that the fundamental principle 
upon which I base the application to the Senate to include this 
amendment is that 20 per cent ad valorem is not a protective 
duty; and the distinguished Senator has not taken issue with that 
fac ‘ 


t. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to ask the Senator if he believes the tax 
proposed by him willincreasetheprice of American cotton through- 
Put tbe United States? : 

Mr. BACON. I Will state to the Senator that I think it will have 
very little or no effect upon the general class of cotton. How much 
effect it wil have upon the particular kind of cotton that is im- 
ported, I am not prepared to say. 


Mr. P. Will the Senator permit me? 
Mr. BACON. In just one moment. 
Mr. PRITCHARD. I wish to have a statement read. 


Mr. BACON. Let me complete the sentence, and then I will 
yield to the Senator with great pleasure. 

Everyone admits—the distinguished Senators themselves admit 
iteither in direct terms or necessarily by implication—that the 
imposition of the duty will have an effect upon the price of the 
articles similar to that upon which the duty is imposed and. the 
article which will come in competition with that upon which the 
duty is imposed. Therefore it will affect the price of the long- 
staple cotton. How much, I am unable to say. Now yield wi 
pleasure to the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I desire to have read a letter from Mr. 
Wilbur F. Wakeman, secretary of the Protective Tariff League- 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will not stop me to have let. 
ters read. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, It bears upon the amount of cottonimported 
and thecharacter of theimportation. [presume the Senator would 
like to have that information. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; but I should like to have it introduced at 
some other time. It breaks up the thread of my argument. I 
hope the Senator will excuse me. However, I have no objection 
toits being read. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, Isend the letter to the desk and ask that it 
may be read. ; 

'The Secretary read as follows: 


THE AMERICAN PROTECTIVE TARIFF LEAGUE, 
New York, June 7, 1897. 
DEAR SIR: The phenomenal increase in the en riri cotton deserves the 
attention of eyery l lator. Until recently the importations have been 
chiefly of Egyptian cotton, but now upland or staple cotton is also being im- 
toa considerable extent. To illustrate, we give the importations for 
fiscal years 1887 and 1896, as follows: 


Imports of cotton. 


We earnestly ask that an import duty be placed upon all imports of cotton 
in the pending tariff measure. 8 


lar amendm 


Based upon the importations of 1996, a duty of 3 cents a pound would pro- 
duce a revenue of more than one and one- million dollars and give pro- 
tection to the 5 industry. 

Yours, yery truly, 
WILBUR iii idan NI 
enera. cretary. 
Hon. J. C. Prircu arp; 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. CAFFERY. Ishould like to ask the Senator whether he 
advocates placing wheat, barley, oats, and these other agricul- 
tural products on the protected list? 

Mr. BACON. I follow the lead of my distinguished friend on 
my right in making it 20 per cent ad valorem, which he himself 
proposed and which the Senator from Louisiana voted for. 

.CAFFERY. Very well; but Lask the Senator whether he 
now advocates placing the agricultural products mentioned by me 
on the protected list? 

Mr. BACON. I listened to the distingnished Senator from Mis- 
souri without intertupting him, when he had said some things 
very decidedly personal to me and when I could have interrupted 
him. I listened to the distinguished Senator from Arkansas with- 
out interruption. I am endeavoring to reply to them. I think 
my distinguished friend from Louisiana will have enough to do to 
answer the questions which the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Hoan] asked him yesterday about a duty on sugar, without stop- 
ping now to interrupt this argument. 

r. CAFFERY. The Senator from Georgia has quite as much 
to answer as to lumber. 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. And not only to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, but to the Democratic principle in that regard. 

M PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia has 
the floor, 

Mr. BACON. The difference between the distinguished Senator 
from Louisiana and myself is very much like the difference be- 
tween the distinguished Senator from Missouri and myself, and 
that is, I advocate that which I say I believe, while these distin- 
guished Senators put their support of the particular things which 
they advocate on some other ground. 

I was endeavoring to reply to the argument of the Senator from 
Missouri with some degree of continuity. I wanted to present a 
fact. I had stated the proposition which I submitted to the Sen- 
ate, fiving the reasons upon which I basé it. I had endeavored 
to place them clearly before the Senate, and the Senator from 
Missouri had replied to me with ve 
great vehemence, and never once alluded to either of the things 
which I had presented ag ents, It may bethat they were 
not arguments, but I am asking again to have them considered 
by the Senate. 

Isay the first proposition upon which I base it is that 20 per 
cent ad valorem is not a protective duty, and therefore everything 
which the learned Senators say with reference to the support ofa 
protective tariff has no application to this particular duty. Is 
there an answer to that? There can be but one answer to it— 
that is, that it is a protective duty—and yet we have two distin- 
guished Senators, one of them saying that it will raise the price, 
and the Senator from Texas, on theother hand, saying it will not. 

Mr. VEST. Isaidit would raise the price of the manufactured 
cotton 8. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator does not think it will raise the 
price of cotton? 

Mr. VEST. I do not think it will. 

Mr. BACON. Then here we have these two distinguished 
Democrats who believe in raising revenue out of goods that do 
not come in competition with domestic production, and we have 
the plain. fact that $1,300,000 can be raised out of this duty, and 
yet they are objecting to it in the face of the fact that they do not 
believe it will raise the price. If that is the old evangel, it is 
time for a new one. - 

That is the first proposition upon which I base it, and which I 
say has not been answered, that 20 per cent ad valorem is not a 
protective tariff duty, and that therefore nothing which is said 
with d à protective duty has application to this particu- 
ent. ; 

The second proposition which I made was that there is ROME 
in the nature of cotton or in the methods by which it is produc 
or in the locality in which it is produced which makes it an im- 
p article for the imposition of a tariff duty. 

"Mr. President, if those two propositions are correct, where is 
the pea gei If it is arate which is recognized as a revenue 
rate and if no reason can be produced here why this particular 
article should not be subjected to the rate, where is the heinous- 
ness of the offense? 

If a man is a free trader, then any tariff is an iniquity. If the 
Senator says he is a free trader, then his argument is good; butif 
heis not a free trader, if he believes in a tariff for revenue, there 
is no basis for his argument, because this is within the bounds of 


great earnesthess and very 
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a revenue tariff, and no reason is shown why it should be excepted 
from it. 

Mr. President, the learned Senator from Missouri talks about a 
new evangel. What is the new evangel? If it is any where, it is 
in the platform which he says he himself assisted in making. 

Mr. ST. Itisinthe new interpretation. 

Mr. BACON. I do not put any interpretation upon it. Ilet 
the language speak for itself. I will read it. I ask the Senate if 
755 language from the Chicago platform needs any interpreta- 

on? 

We hold that the tariff duties should be levied for the purposes of revenue, 
such duties— 

They are talking about nothing but duties— 
to be so MIU as to operate equally throughout the country and not dis- 
criminate between class or section. - 

I say that is plain; it does not need any interpretation, and ye 
as the dist: shed Senator seems to think two constructions can 
be put upon it, it is proper to exainine the construction. What is 
the object of the convention when it says that tariff duties shall 
be so levied that they shall operate equally throughout the coun- 
try, unless, forsooth, the convention had in mind the fact that in 
the past the tariff laws had not been so framed as to operate 
equally throughout the country; unless they had in view the notori- 
ous, well-recognized fact that for a generation the tariff has been 
80 framed that a particular class of industries has enjoyed all its 
benefits and a particular section of the country has been the one in 
which those particular industries have been most found, and that 
therefore it has operated in the past to the benefit of class and to 
the benefit of section? What else could they have meant? How 
did they proposeto remedy it? They proposed to remedy it, if lan- 
guage means anything, by recognizing the fact that so far as an 
article comes within the legitimate range of a revenue duty it 
shall be included in a revenue tariff. What else could it mean? 
Do we not stultify ourselves when we seek to say that it means 
anything else? 

r. President, that is all there is in the new evangel, that the 
country shall still adi a tariff for revenue purposes; but, recog- 
nizing the fact that wherever a revenue duty is laid it affects the 
price of the particular article upon which it is laid, recognizing 
the fact that there is an injustice in raising the price of one class 
of articles and leaving the other class unraised, the platform seeks 
to establish the principle and to inaugurate the pe by which 
there shall be a more general inclusion in a tariff bill than there 
has heretofore been of all articles upon which, legitimately, reve- 
nue can be raised. What other interpretation cau be put upon 
it? Istand here and present an article which, according to the 
papers upon the Senators’ desks, is one where a revenue duty of 

per cent will place in the Treasury over $1,300,000. 

Mr. President, I deny that there is any new evangel in this mat- 
ter, so far as principle is concerned. On the contrary, I say it is 
a recognition of the great fundamental DE of the Demo- 
cratic party as expounded by Jefferson, that the guiding star of 
the Government in its administration is that there shall be perfect 

vedi in burden and benefit, and I say that it is an impossi- 

ty that there shall be an equality either of burden or benefit 
so long as one class of industries and one class of products have 
whatever benefit there may be in a tariff law and another class of 
industries and another class of products have no such benefit, 
keeping in view all the time that there should be only a tariff for 
revenue, because when you eg ore that you are doing that 
which these gentlemen and which 1 condemn, to wit, the taking of 
one man’s property for the benefit of another. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Georgia a question? 

Mr. BACON. Most undoubtedly. 

Mr. GRAY. If the imposition of this tax should result largely 
in prohibiting the introduction of Egyptian or foreign cotton, the 
Senator thinks part of his object will be secured, does he not? 

Mr. BACON. What is the question? 

Mr. GRAY. If the prop tax resultsin prohibiting in whole 
or in large t the importation of Egyptian or foreign cotton, 
would not the Senator think that his object had been attained? 

Mr. BACON. No, sir; I would not; but I would be glad if the 
Senator, when he speaks of my object, would specify which par- 
ticular object he means. He may have one idea and I another. 

Mr. GRAY. Would he be content with the tax then? `z 

Mr. BACON. No; 1 would not. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator would not? 

Mr. BACON. No, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. Ifitshould result in reducing the importation of 
Egyptian or foreign cotton, then he would not be in favor of re- 
taining the tax, for then it would not be a revenue tax. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator a little too far when he says 
“if you succeed in reducing it." That depends upon how much 
the reduction is. If it were prohibition, I should oppose it. 

NS GRAY. Supposeit should substantially reduce the reve- 
nue $ 

Mr. BACON. There is no revenue now. 


Mr. GRAY. Suppose that by prohibition or the reduction of 
imports the revenue should be inconsiderab!e? 

Mr. BACON. If the effect of the imposition of the tariff is to 
rohibit, practically, the introduction of cotton, [should not be in 
avor of that high tariff, because 1 am not in favor of a prohibit- 

ory tariff on anything. That is the answer to the question. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator is in favor, if I understand him 
aright—— 

Mr. CHILTON.. Mr. President 

Mr. BACON. One ata time. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishall not interrupt the Senator from Georgia if 
he intimates to me that he prefers not to be interrupted. 

Mr. BACON. Ihave not the slightest objection. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not believe in breaking in on a speech. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I should like—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware is 
cte Y 

Mr. ON. I simply ask for order, so that we may enjoy 
this family jar. i 

Mr.GRAY. I understood the Senator from Georgia to say 
that he is for a tariff for revenue, and that on the principle of a 
tariff for revenue he advocated this tax. Now, the question, which 
I do not think he has exactly answered—— 

Mr. BACON. I desire to say to the Senator that I am not in 
favor of a tariff for revenue only, I am opposed to any tariff that 
has not for its primary purpose the raising of revenue. 

Mr. GRAY. Does not the Senator think that is Democratic 
doctrine? 

Mr. BACON. But I am not one of those who object to a tariff 
by reason of the fact that somebody is going to get a benefit from 
it. I only object to a tariff so far as it is an injury and a burden. 

Mr. GRAY. Does not the Senator think that a tariff for reve- 
nue only is good Democratic doctrine? 

Mr. BACON. I do not think 

Mr. GRAY. The Georgia Democratic convention declared for 
a tariff for revenue only. 

Mr. BACON. They followed the national platform which was 
moped before that. Itake the platform as it now exists. 

r. GRAY. I have the Georgia platform before me, and it 
declares for revenue only. 

Mr. BACON. We were loyal to the party and we adopted the 
puces just as the national convention of 1892 had adopted it, 

ut the platform of 1896 does not say that, and I am one of those 
who stand upon the platform adopted at Chicago and. agree to 
every line and every letter of it, and until it has been reversed by 
another national Democratic convention I am bound by it. 

Mr.GRAY. Then J understand the Senator from Georgia to say 
that a tariff for revenue only isnot Democratic doctrine to-day? 

Mr. BACON, I mean to say that a tariff for revenue is Demo- 
cratic doctrine. 

Mr. GRAY. Isaid for revenue only." 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator means by the term ‘‘for revenue 
only" that in framing a tariff bill the Congress of the United 
States should have exclusive re to the question how much 
money it will raise, and should utterly ignore the question 
whether it does justice or injustice to any particular section or 
any particular class or any particular person, then I say it is not 
Democratic. 

Mr.GRAY. Allright. 

Mr. BACON. Isay the Democratic doctrine is that primarily 
the object of a tariff is to raise revenue, Isay that must be the 
great object, that without the necessity for revenue there should 
be no tariff; but as we have to raise revenue, when we raise it we 
ought tohaveregard for the needs, the necessities, and the advan- 
tages and disadvantages of different classes and different sections, 
so as to carry out the balance of the platform adopted at Chicago, 
to which I owe allegiance— 

So adjusted as to operate ally throughout the country, and not dis- 
criminate between class or section. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President 

Mr. BACON. So, if the learned Senator will permit me long 
enough to say it—— 

Mr. GRAY. I shall not interrupt the Senator if he objects. 

Mr. BACON. Ido not object to the interruption if the Sena- 
tor will merely oe me to complete a sentence. 


Mr. GRAY. I myself submit so freely to interruptions that 
perhaps I ass upon others. 
Mr. BACON. Iam perfectly willing, and I think the Senator 


knows by experience that I do not object to interruptions. 

Mr. GRAY. I think I do, and I think the Senator is right 
about it. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator has so interrupted me that I am not 
sure that I am continuous in my expression. The Democratic 
doctrine and that upon which I stand, not only as a loyal Demo- 
crat, but which I eve as a man, is this: That a tariff should 
be a tariff for revenue; that that should be the prime 2 and 
object, but that in the levying of that tariff, keeping that primary 
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object always in view, there still ought to be a reference to the 
question of equality of burden and equality of benefit growing 
out of it; and that in the sense that the expression“ tariff for 
revenue only " means that it shall ignore everything else but the 
question of the amount, that it shall be indifferent to equality and 

ustice between sections and classes, it is not Democratic, and never 
vs been so declared but once, and was repudiated by the party as 
soon as we had a lick at it. 

Mr. GRAY. I will not interrupt the Senator again if he will 
allow me just there to con a word. 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. If I understand the Senator then, being in favor 
of this tax because it is essentially a revenue tax, as he supposes, 
if it should result by its prohibitive effect in not producing suffi- 
cient revenue, he will not be in favor of it? 

Mr. BACON. I would certainly not be in favor of it if it had 
the effect to prohibit importations. 

As these Senators are so persistent upon that question, I want to 
see whether they are in favor of protection or not. I think that 
the very worst form of protection, the very rankest and most 
offensive and unjust form of protection that can be devised, is 
a tariff law which puts upon certain classes of products a tariff. 
and thus increases to the consumer the price of those articles, and 
at the same time says to the producers of another class of prod- 
ucts, “ You shall not have your property raised correspondingly, 
but the man that we have already benefited shall have the further 
benefit of getting your property at less than he would have had 
itif he was put on the same plane as yourself." 

Now, let us see how that works. I want to see whether the 
distinguished Senators who take issue with me on this question 
are for equality or whether they hold to the purpose of protecting 
certain industries. Take any particular article that enters into 
the process of n npud in the raising of cotton, for instance. 
Take the man who makes plows. You put a tariff upon the im- 
portation of plows of a certain kind which he is obliged to use, 
so that the manufacturer gets 50 per cent more for those plows 
than he would otherwise get. When the cotton planter comes to 
carry on his business he has to use those plows and has to pay the 
50 per cent increase on the price. 

th the same bill you say that cotton shall be free. Now, for 
the purpose of argument, we will assume that if a tariff were put 
upon the cotton it would raise the price of the cotton correspond- 
ingly to the rise in the price of the plows. Then the putting of a 
tariff n plows and the putting of a tariff upon cotton would 
be equal in its operation, use while the cottou planter paid 
that much more for his plows he would get that much more for 
his product, and there would be an equilibrium. But when you 
say, “We will put it on the plows and we will deny it to the man 
who has to use the plows as to his product," you are taking from 
that man who makes cotton his product at a less price and you 
are giving the benefit of that reduced price to the other man who 
makes plows. Are you not in that way benefiting the one to 
the loss of the other? 

Senators grow eloquent on the subject of lumber and say that 
lumber is manufactured into furniture and the inan who manu- 
factures the furniture has to use lumber, You have a tariff on 
furniture. The price of that furniture is raised by reason of the 
tariff. Themanufacturerof lumber has to buy the furniture, but 
you say to him, ** You shall have no tariff upon your lumber." If 
there was a tariff on lumber, the price would be raised, and he 
would have a corresponding elevation of prices. But you say to 
him that the man who Pis s the furniture, in whose favor the 
Senator from Delaware grew so eloquent, shall have the lumber 
of the man at a less rate than he would have had it if the law 
dealt equally witheach one. Is not that protection? Is it not the 
worst form of protection, because there is no possibility of excuse 
of any revenue feature im it? 

Mr. President, I will not detain the Senate. I desire to say, 
however, as we have been talking about PINO that you may 
look through the Democratic platforms for the last forty years. 
further back than that, to the period the Senator from Missouri 
himself referred to, and you will find that while here and there 
there are extreme expressions, through them all has run that 
recognition of the t fundamental Democratic doctrine of 
equality. and while all have held that the principle that tariff for 
revenue is the guiding star, that it should never be lost sight of, 
at the same time they have held that it is proper in the framing 
of a tariff bill to have regard to the question of equality between 
different occupations and different industries, so that there might 
be no injustice to the one at the expense of the other. 

Mr. President, if Senators are free traders, then their argument 


is good. If they are free traders, then it is right to op every 
feature in a tariff bill. If they are not free traders, if t ey recog- 
nize that there should be a tariff, if they recognize that the Gov- 


ernment can not be supported properly in any other way than by 
a tariff, if they are opposed to inaugurating direct taxation and 
wish to adhere to the collection of revenues, in the main, upon 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 8, 


imports, then it is not a question whether every tariff rate is 
necessarily unjust, but it is a question as to whether a particular 
article has too high a rate of duty put upon it or whether from 
any particular reason it should be excepted from the general rule, 
which would put upon all imports equality of tariff, at least 
approximately. 

Mr. President, as I said the other day, the great defect in the 
protective-tariff system is the impossibility of equality in its op- 
eration, The great defect in it is that it does not benefit all men 
alike, and that consequently burdens are placed out of which 
result greater benefits to some than to others. But that is an 
inseparable and unavoidable characteristic of a tariff so long as we 
have no uniformity of tariffs. So long as that is necessary, the 
highest obligation to my mind is the obligation to see to it that 
tariffs are as near as possible equal. 

Now, Mr. President, only a single word more and I have done. 
Certainly I had no expectation of occupying the time of the Sen- 
ate. Senators have time and again spoken of the fact that my 
State is interested in the particular articles upon which I advo- 
cated duties, Is that a g argument? If I advocate any duty 
which is not right in itself, then that of itself is a sufficient argu- 
ment against it; but if the argument that it will affect some in- 
dustry in my State is pressed, I say that of itself is not a good 
argument. I am free to say, and I do not hesitate to say, that 
while I will not abandon the view which I hold as to the impro- 
priety of a protective tariff, I am not indifferent to the fact that 
my people will be injured or benefited according as this tariff bill 
is equal or unequal in its operations. 

Ipropose, so far as I am able, not to do that which is improper, 
not to seek to get that which ought not to be granted because 
somebody else may succeed in getting it. Ihave no patience with 
any such doctrine as that. But I do say that so far as I am able, 
recognizing the propriety of a tariff duty, of a tariff for revenue, 
I do propose to see to it, so far as I am able, that the industries in 
my part of the country shall be placed upon an equality with those 
in other parts of the country. 

Mr. President, if I may quote from the Bible, there is an ex- 
pression in it somewhere substantially to the effect that the man 
who will not provide for his own, and specially for those of his 
own house,is worse than an infidel; and so far as I am able, with- 
out going outside of the lines which I recognize as proper, so far 
as I am able within legitimate limits in what I consider to be 
revenue duties, I propose to see that the industries in my State 
have the same impositions that are made upon the products of 
other States. . 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I regret that I do not under- 
stand a good deal of the language that is being used in the debate. 
Consequently I do not enjoy the debate on the tariff question as 
much as I otherwise would. For example, when I hear some talk- 
ing about a tariff for revenue and others talking about a tariff for 

rotection, I am very much confused by those two names for tariff. 

do not know why a tariff should have those two names, as if 
there were any difference in a tariff. Iam for a tariff for protec- 
tion, and I am for a tariffforrevenue. Any tariff whatever upon 
any article will have a tendency to some extent to enhance its 
pes. because the imported article must pay for coming in. It 

as that tendency because it keeps out the im article. The 
only tariff for revenue which would not have that tendency would 
be a tariff on articles not produced in this country. That is the 
only real revenue tariff in any just sense. 

The only item in a revenue tariff that I have heard suggested 
for a good many years, ever since the war tariff was first modified, 
is the one brought in by the Committee on Finance to put a duty 
ontea. That is purely a revenue tariff. The amendment of the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], which I believe is a good 
amendment and for a good purpose, is purely a protectivetariff as 
well The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLaurin] gets up 
and says that is not true; that there is nothing in this country to 
protect by your tariff, because Egyptian cotton istaking the place 
of the long-staple cotton in the isiands of his part of the country; 
that they have been driven out of the business in a vast region. 
Twenty per cent ad valorem is proposed. The rate ought to be 
more; it ought to be2 or 3 cents a pound. Butif you make any 
charge upon the importation, it wil make the Egyptian cotton 
more expensive, and if the rate is sufficient the farmers in his 
State who raised long-staple island cotton will be enabled to go 
into the business again. It will have that tendency. It will have 
a protective tendency. It may not be sufficient protection, but 
anything that keeps out foreign competition has a tendency to 
protect American industry. It may not be aroun protection, 
but you can not raise revenue at all without shutting out foreign 
competition to the extent of that revenue. That is the fact. It 
raises the price of what they have to pay to bring it in, and con- 
sequently it protects home industries. 

All this about what is a protective tariff and what is a rev- 
enue tariff is Greek tome. Ido not understand it. It is confus- 
ing. For example, suppose you put a duty of 10 cents a pound on 
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an article, and the article is worth $10 a pound in the market. 
You say that rate is 89 reasonable that it would be only a revenue 
tariff. But su here should be some new device invented 
whereby it neni be produced for 10 cents a pound in the foreign 
market, then the rate would be 100 per cent ad valorem and it 
would be proni It would be protection, but it would be a 
prohibitory tariff. "There is no such thing as a revenue tariff on 
an article produced in this country that is not protective in its 
nature, aan there is no such thing as a protective tariff not abso- 
lutely prohibitory which is not a revenue tariff. 
Ican understand people when they say they are opposed toa 
rohibitory tariff. I am opposed to a 8 tariff. I am in 
Sayer of a protective-revenue tariff. I can understand that very 
well. But in order that a revenue tariff shall not be protective, it 
must be put upon things not raised in this country or it must be so 
high as to be absolutely prohibitive, so that it will produce norev- 


enue. 

All this talk about revenue and protection and about a change 
of a half cent or some little change to bring it into one classifica- 
tion and then into another is too refined for me. We hear Sena- 
tors talking about those things for hours and hours. I can not 
make those classifications. Theyconfuseme. Please talk insome 
language that I can understand. I have been thinking about this 
matter for thirty yeats, and you have a new language here that 
I do not understand. I hear Senators talking about the slightest 
change, but it is the difference between tweedledum and tweedle- 
dee. Yet they say one rate will make it protective and the other 
rate will make it a revenue tariff. 

Now, that is my view. I believein agood many things that the 
Senator from Georgia said. He said he desires to equalize the 
tariff as far as in human skill it can be done, and that when a man 
has to pay a higher price for what he buys he would compensate 
him if he could by giving him a higher price for what he has to 
sell; that he would protect all alike. Thatis the kind of a tariff 
that I am in favor of. We all agree that we shall have a protective 
tariff. There are no free traders in the country. The Wilson Act 
has not a free-trade clause init. There are no prohibitory duties 
absolutely in it; but that is not free trade. There is no article 
taxed that I know of in that act but whatis produced in this coun- 
try. It is a protective law, as is every law that has been passed. 
Its principle is protection from beginning to end, and nothin 
else. Every tariff bill that the Democratic party has ever RES 
has been a protective bill absolutely. 

The Democratic party is as thoroughly committed to protection 
as the Republican party. There is no difference, so far as the 
pripa is concerned, if you look at the acts. Bring me the acts 
passed by either party, and I will show you that they are built 
upon the same principle of protection precisely; that there is no 
difference in the principle upon which they are built. The only 
question is as to the legislative acts, and these agree. I do not 
care for your platforms, what you have said in the vague planks 
of your platforms that had no meaning at all, that nobody could 
interpret; but in your legislative acts both parties have been from 
time immemorial protective parties, and theonly question was how 
to levy that protection so it would be fair. 

The Senator from Georgia is acting right when he says that he 
will try to look out for his own constituents. That is the only means 
by which a fair protective tariff can be levied. What do we have 
representatives from different sections for except to represent the 
interests of our constituents? A Senator near me suggests that 
we are also here to got offices for our friends. That is not true, 
because only part of us ever have a chance to do that. The offices 
are always monopolized by one side or the other. We are all here 
to see to the various interests in our parts of the country, to enact 
laws to protect them equally and live under equal laws. 

When a gentleman from one section of the country says that an 
article is raw material and it israised in his section, and although 
his people have labored to produce it, there is no duty on it at all; 
that he will haveno protection; that thelaboring men in his State 
may be brought in competition with the Asiatics and he does not 
care how much they suffer in that competition; that he has a 
theory that raw material should not be taxed; that everything 
produced in his section should be treated as raw material; that 
although his people laborin the fields to produce it, they shall 
labor in competition with the Asiatics, he says that those who live 
in cities and live by manufacturing shall buy in the free trade 
market there in his State or in Asia or elsewhere, and sell in a 
protected market, and that his constituents, after having sold in 
a free-trade market, shall be compelled to buy in a protected mar- 
ket and build up the manufacturers. . 

It is the duty of every Senator and every Representative to look 
to the interests in his own State and to see that they are protected, 
for otherwise we shall never have fair tariff laws. If the tariff 
laws are unfair, it is because Senators in different sections have 
not looked after the interests of their constituents. If New Eng- 
land is built up and is more prosperous than the other sections, it 
is because the representatives of New England have always seen 
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toit that everything that comes to New England shall come as 
raw material, and that everything New England sells is a completed 


produet to be sold in a protected market. Every section of the 
country should look toits own interests as New England does. 
We would then have the thing distributed, and the tariff would 
not be so unequal and unfair, and there would not be so much 
agitation. 

Equality, as the Senator from Georgia says, is what we are seek- 
ing for, and I am glad to see a representative from Georgia and 
the South—and there are several of them—crying out for this 
principle of equality, because we are going to have a protective 
tariff under any Administration, and it is the duty of the South to 
get her share, and of the West to do the same, Then there will 

less complaint. : 

Here is the place to carry that contest on. It is honorable for 
each section and for the Senators from each section, representing 
the rights of their constituents, to see that that is accomplished; 
and that being done, the tariff may be equalized and so modified 
that it will not create such inequalities as to destroy the party 
responsible for it. 

Every tariff has brought disaster to the party which has framed 
it on account of its inequalities. It is almost impossible for any 
party to go before the country successfully after having passed a 
tariff bill because of the glaring inconsistencies which will be 
pointed out in it. People living out in my section of the country 
will say, “ Why has not our labor in the production of a certain 
article as much A to protection as the labor of the people in 
New England? e are out in the field; we are herding our 
sheep; we are cutting hay to feed the sheep; we are shearin, 
them; we are working all the time —it requires a great deal o 
work to produce wool—‘' and we are competing with Asia, with 
South América and Mexico, where the laborers are paid starva- 
tion wages. Why should not we be protected as well as the woolen 
manufacturers?" 

As toevery article there will be dissatisfaction, and no tariff law 
will stand the glaring inequalities which will creep into it if the 
theory of free raw material is indulged in for a moment, because 
every man regards everything as raw material which comes to his 
shop to be manufactured, and everything which he produces is a 
completed article so far as he is concerned, and he wants a tariff 
on that. Wemust recognize the fundamental principle that noth- 
inis raw material upon which labor has been bestowed. If we 
are to protect labor, I hope we shall recognize the fact that all 
labor is equally entitled to protection, and that all tariff, by what- 
ever name, upon articles produced in this country is protective, 
and the name will not change it; it will only confuse matters and 
lead to further agitation. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART], in my opinion, has correctly characterized the position 
of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] in his sppilcation or 
demand for a tariff upon cotton. He states that this tariff is 
bound to be protective, that the idea of revenue is incidental, the 
idea of protection is paramount. 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator hold the same view with refer- 
ence to the tariff on sugar? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I would gladly answer the Senator from 
Georgia, but on two occasions he has declined to answer my ques- 
tions, and I decline peremptorily to yield to him. 

Mr. BACON. Well. sir 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do not want to be interrupted. 

Mr. BACON. I accept that status as between us with pleasure. 

Mr. CÀFFERY. You made the status yourself, and you must 


lie on your own bed : 
That is a deprivation which I shall 


Mr. BACON. Very well. 
endeavor to bear up under. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ihope you will have the patience and forti- 
tude 2 stand it. I am sure it will not disturb my equanimity one 
particle. 

Mr. President, the proposition that is laid down by the Senator 
from Georgia is that the statement of the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Vues! in regard to the tariff on raw materials, or his inter- 

retation of the tariff in a particular instance, was based upon a 

ld assertion, and that assertions never made arguments, and 
that he would proceed to argue the question; and forthwith he 
made as bald a statement to predicate his argument upon, with- 
out any support of reason or fact to back it; and the statement 
was that a 20 per cent ad valorem tariff was not protective. This 
statement was made broadly. It did not stop at the tariff of 20 
per cent that he asked upon cotton, but he made the bald, general 
statement that a 20 per cent ad valorem tariff was not protective. 
Mr. President, these invectives, these disclaimers against unsup- 
ported, bald statements seem to come home to the Senator from 
Georgia with great force. 

Why is not a 20 per cent ad valorem tariff under certain condi- 
tions absolutely protective, and sometimes prohibitive? It clearly 
depends upon the margin of difference as between the value of the 
home article and the foreign article imported, that is all; and & 
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tariff of 20 per cent ad valorem in certain cases would not only 
work high protection, but in other cases would work prohibition. 

Another statement made by the Senator from Georgia is that 

the tariff proposed. by him would not raise the price of cotton; 
that the tariff of 20 per cent would have no effect of raising the 
price of domestic cotton. ; 

Again, the Senator states that he is in favor of laying a tariff 
all along the line upon any article that will produce revenue, with- 
outany sortof regard to the T' itself. "Therefore, when 
this pro bill, according to the statement of the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH}, would produce a surplus of 
$50,000,000, he proposes to pick out something else, ime out cot- 
ton, to swell this $30,000,000 with an additional million or so of 
dollars. Is that Democratic argument or any other sort of argu- 
ment? Are tariffs to be raised simply for the eal ser’ of swelling 
the volume of money in the Treasury? That is the bald proposition 
made that, notwithstanding all the money that is now in the 
Treasury and that is proposed to be placed in the Treasury, you 
must still increase the taxation upon zo payee in order to follow 
out this theory that taxes must be laid all along tlie line upon any 
and every article that will produce the slightest amount of revenue. 

Mr. McLAURIN. May I be allowed to ask the Senator from 
Louisiana a question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does: the Senator from Louisiana 

` yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Would the Senator be willing to make a 
little reduction of the duty on sugar and place a little on cotton, 
adjusting it between the two articles in such a way as not to 
increase the revenue? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iseethatthe bad precedent set by my friend 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoan] in his various at- 
tempts to put me in a hole on sugar are being followed by my 
colleagues on this side. [Laughter. 

Mr. HOAR. Some other Senators seem to have got into a hole 


also. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator from Massachusetts: crawls out 
of his little casemate once in a while, and now he pokes. out his 
head and asks if there is not somebody else in a-hole. Now, Mr. 
President, I will say that I favor a tariff upon sugar not because 
Tlive in a sugar State. While I am not the most unselfish human 
being in the world, and claim noright to any immaculate purity in 
any direction, I believe that I favora tariff on sugar solely upon ac- 
count of its revenue-producing qualities, and I would be perfectly 
willing to lower the tariff upon sugar in any line that would bene- 
fit the public, but not place it on your cotton, because I believe 
that would be harmful to the public, would be harmful to the 
United States, and of no good whatever to the cotton growers of 
the South. 

While the Senator from Georgia, with very great vehemence 
and no inconsiderable amount of ingenuity and ability, disclaims 
any idea of protection, he wound up his discourse and argument 
by a quotation, as he said, substantially from the Scriptures, to 
this effect, that à man who will not take care of his own house- 
hold is worse than an infidel. So, however much the Senator 
may claim he is not for protection, his Scriptural quotation en- 
tirely negatives his statement. He has taken careof his house- 
hold, and that is what he is after. He is for a tariff upon cotton, 
because he thinks it will do some good somewhere. With an over- 
flowing Treasury we do not want the t butitis merely for 
the purpose of taking care of the household gods of the Senator 
from Georgia that he demands that the Senate of the United 
States adopt this amendment. 

The argument of the Senator from Missouri is entirely conclu- 
sive; the admission of the Senator from Georgia is to the same 
effect, that à tariff upon cotton will not raise the price of. domes- 
tic cotton, but it will disturb and hurt the domestic manufacturer, 
it will prevent him, if this tariff should happen to be prohibitory, 
or if it should work so that the Egyptian cotton would not be im- 

rted and the manufacture of t cotton into cloth should be 
nsferred or largely take place in England or someother foreign 
country—in that event, the American manufacturer would be dis- 
turbed and hurt without any 1 whatever to anybody. 

I am not one of those who think there is any antagonism be- 
tween one business in the United States and another when con- 
ducted 5 K legitimate principles. I believe that the tariff has 
been piled upon manufac articles in the country unnecessa- 
rily. The tariff upon domestic manufactures had its origin in the 
debts and troubles wing outof the war of 1812; and the hard- 
est thing in the world is to remedy a settled evil; the hardest thing 
in the world is to take the protective hand off of the throat of the 
country when once it is placed there. There never has been, in 
my opinion, any necessity for the placing of a tariff upon the do- 
mestic manufactures of cotton in this country for protection. Our 
natural advantages, our possession of the whole domestic product 
in cotton, the ingenuity, the genius of our gone have, in my 
opinion, always been enough protection for cotton manufac- 
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turer. But this business has grown up under the guise, under the 
shelter of protection; and when once a. business. is grown up and 
built up, protected and sustained. by a tariff, then the legislators 
in removing that tariff, must proceed with due caution and con- 
8 to those interested. 

e Democratic party, prior to 1861, was rapidly taking steps in 
the direction of free trade. It has been 3 $ this 
that there was no free trade in it. When a Democrat plants him- 
self upon a tariff for revenue only, he comes as near to being a 
free trader as the Constitution of the United States will permit; 
and that is the sort of a Democrat Iam. Free trade has no ter- 
rors for me—not one particle—and I believe that when the man- 
ufacturing interests of this country develop into larger and greater 

roportions than they now have, the enlightened self-interest of 

ew England itself will take«the initiative step in the direction 
of frea trade in cotton and other manufactures. Under present 
conditions the tariff must rest upon imported articles. In placing 
à tariff upon imported articles itis essential, in order to follow 
out the creed of Democracy, announced in every convention, in 
every platform of the party, if not expressly, by necessary im- 
plication, that the tariff should be p upon articles which pro- 
duce most revenue with the least burden to the people. 

The primary object is that the money collected by the tax upon 
consumption should go into the Federal coffers. It is not the 
purpose of the Democracy, I. understand, to build up protected 
interests in any direction, in any form, and you inevitably do so 
when you place a tariff upon raw material. That tariff is bound 
to be recouped in the manufactured product, and that tariff, 
therefore, does not go entirely, or nearly so, as it should, into the 
Federal Treasury, especially in cases of domestic manufactures 
which nearly supply the domestic demand, for the ratio then of 
the receipt into the Treasury is very small in proportion to the 
receipts into the pockets of the protected interests. 

Sir, I have beenattempted to be twitted about sugar. It appears 
that certain Senators can not understand how a Democrat can be 
born and reared in the atmosphere of protection and. yet be true 
to his principles. They do not seem to understand that because 
there is an interest, a small interest in sugar, an infinitesimal 
interest almost, compared with the great volume of the consump- 
tion of sugar in the United States, therefore, a man can be lifted 
out of a narrow, selfish condition and stand forth an honest and 
patriotic Democrat. 

It is not because sugar is raised in my section of the country 
that I am a Democrat; itis because I believe in thetruth-grounded 
principas of the Democratic y and their broad and compre- 

ensive humanity. I believe that any other principle of taxation 
than the Democratic principle of taxation bears with a heavy hand 
upon the toiling masses of the people. I believe that this tariff 
for protection is the remnant of the monopoly of privileges of the 
Middle Ages. I believe that it gives the right to the protected 
man to place his hands in the pocket of labor; and that, in my 
opinion, is diametrically opposed to every principle of the Demo- 
cratic party. Equal rights to all, .privileges to none," 
is the declaration of the immortal founderof the Democratic party; 
and can you comply with that declaration when, by an imposition 
of protective t 5B, you build up monopolists and privileged 
classes, legalized to rob and plunder the eon That, in my 
opinion, is the tendency of the protective idea, and I believe that 
the doom of that idea is at hand to-day. I believe the handwrit- 
ingis on the wall. 
en the Senator from Rhode Island got up and confessed the 
failure of protection, it occurred to me that he had a forecast of 
the doom to come of his protective theories. He had to borrow 
the Democratie principle for revenue in order to eke out a surplus 
necessary to uphold the credit of the nation; he had to go to the 
rejected article of s ; he had to go to beer, and also tea—to place 
a tariff upon tea and beer, to be retained until that blessed time 
shall come when an overflowing 1 8 7 can dispense with them, 
confessing weakness, confessing the inability or mcompetency of 
a tariff based upon protective principles to meet what the Repub- 
lican party deems a public exigency. 

Protection is a failure,in the words of its apostle; it has passed 
out, The United Statesis reaching abroad for the markets of the 
world. No longer are we an agricultural people exclusively, Of 
late years we have displayed the greatest ability, the test pro- 
ficiency, in the manufacturing line, and now the United States 
challenges the supremacy of England itself. 

Mr. President, let us buy our ships where we can. Take down 
the barriers, lower the wall, and our ships will plow the seas, and 
the Proven of our manufactures will be in every market of the 
world. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
set mem hr Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. 

VEST. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and. nays were ; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll 


Mr; CLAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 


1897. 
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junior Senator from Massachusetts — LopGE], but I transfer 
that pair to the senior Senator from Kentucky . LINDSAY] and 
vote yea.“ 

Mr. GORMAN when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). On this vote Iam 

ired with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 

do not know how he would vote, but if he were present, [should 
vote ** nay." 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. : 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). Lam paired with 
the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY]. ` 

Mr. ROACH (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. If he were present, I should 
vote ** nay.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. If he Were present 
and voting, I should vote yea.” 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. If he were present, I 
should vote ** yea.” I do not know how he would vote. 

'The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CHANDLER (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
inquire if the senior Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY] has 
voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired 
with that Senator. 

The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—12. 

Allen, Elkins, McEnery, ^ 
Allison, Fairbanks, — LARE. Salins, 
Burr Gallingo Made cee 

0 T. antle, pooner, 
Butler Gear, er Mason, Stewart, 
Cannon, Hale, Nelson, Th 
Cartor, Hanna, Penrose, ‘Tillman, 
Clay. Lee Perkins, Wellington, 
Cullom, Heitfeld, Platt, Wetmore. 

Hoar, Platt, N. Y. 
Deboe, McBride, Pri 
NAYS—19. 
Bate, Faulkner, Martin, 
Berry, Gray, Mills, est. 
Caffery, Jones, Ark. Mo Walthall, 
Chilton. Kenney, Pettus, 
Cockrell, Kyle, Smith, 
NOT VOTING—2s. 

Aldrich, Gorman, Mallory, R 
Baker, Hansbrough, Mitche 

dler, Harris, Kans. Morrill, Teller, 
Clark, Tenn. Murphy. Turner, 
Daniel. Jones, Nev. £ arren, 

e. i y. Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Georgo, Lodge, Proctor, "Wolcott. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 2 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
| 226. Macaroni, vermicelli, and all similar preparations, 2 cents per pound. 


Mr. VEST. It seems to be useless to have any votes, but I sim- 
ply wish to call attention to a few facts. In paragraph 226 the 
uty is raised upon a food product, macaroni, from 20 to 58 per 
cent, an increase of 38 per cent. It is very well known that maca- 
roni is manufactured in this country, but we do not manufacture 
any macaroni equal to the foreign article. Butthis is an entirely 
consistent tax as our friends on the other side are framing the 
present bill. It is intended by taxation to force the people of this 
country to eat American macaroni whether they like it or not. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in agraph 229, line 6, before 
the word “cents,” to strike out ** two" and insert one and one- 
half;" in line 9, before the words “per pound," to strike out 14 
cents" and insert ‘‘eight-tenths of 1 cent;" and in line 12, after 
the word “sieve,” to strike out **one-half" and insert one- 
fourth;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

229. Rice, cleaned, 1} cents pound; uncleaned rice, or rice free of the 
outer hull and still having inner cuticle on, eight-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound; rice flour, and rice meal, and rice b n which will pass through a 
sieve known commercially as No. 12 wire sieve, one-fourth of 1 cent per 
pomit; paddy, or rice having the outer hull on, three-fourths of 1 cent per 
pound. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I should like to have the paragraph passed 
over informally. 

Mr. ALLISON. The majority of the committee recommend the 
restoration of the House rates in the first bracket and also in the 
second bracket. They recommend the withdrawal of amendments 
Nos. 1 and 2 in this paragraph. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Sena‘or from North Caro- 
lina e: that the paragraph shall be passed over? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I withdraw the request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate disagree to the amendments he has named. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is not often that we get an oppor- 
tunity to vote with the majority of the Committee on Finance. I 
want to vote with the committee occasionally, and I ask for the 
yeas and nays. lam not willing to disagree to the proposed Sen- 
ate amendment. : 

Mr. WHITE. There are a couple of communications here 
Mon Len received from people in my State, which I desire to 

ye read. 


'The Secretary read as follows: 
San FRANCISCO, May M, 1897. 


DEAR Str: We have before us the new Dingley bill regarding the rice 
tariff, and learn to-day that representatives from the South are not satisfied 
with the proposed law, but want to increase the duty on uncleaned rice. 

Wo take the liberty to address you on this subject und ask your inter ven- 
tion in the interest of this Coast, as you have been enough to do when 
the rice tariff of the Wilson bill was = A 

We can not possibly object to the protection afforded the Southern rice 
planters by an increase in duty on cleaned , and if the rate is fixed at 2 
„ by the new measure. no harm will be done to 
California. The Hawaiian grower will reap part of this benefit and the Gov- 
ernment share another part thereof. Chinese importations will con- 
tinue because our Chinese population is ayerse to using other than Chinese 


rice. 
What we object to is an increase of duty on “‘uncleaned rice,” because it 
would destroy an ind on this coast which has only lately been developed 
and would compel us to shut down our mills when just about to earn an in- 
terest on the capital . nis 
The tdifferen —eight-ten a cent per on uncleaned 
Ic M EE 
cosi : P cen T on 
9 rice and 2 cents per pound xA dened vies is carried through, we 
will have hard work to keep our mills running without a loss. 
We are of the im on that the demand of the Southern planters is un- 


vested in and machinery, 
benefit to those who propose this measure. 
We earnestly request you to use your influence in favor of the existing 
. — possible toi sport the same at the rate of the McKinley 
‘oun m m esame at the ra e 
and Wilson bills, 


rigi prepared 
kindof rice. Any increase of over 80 cents per hundred pounds on 
- will Á— it ory ten for 5 to exist. 83 
we understand tendency of protection correctly, princ aim 
is to encourage home industry by free admittance of the raw rire gre tr 
we only ask to be protected & duty not exceeding 25 cents per hundred 
unds on paddy, 80 cents per hun: pounds on uncleaned rice, and $2 per 
indeed pounds on cleaned rice, as demanded by the Southern interests, it 


seems a vi moderate request. 
Hoping this will receive your immediate attention, we remain, 


all * 
9 HINZ & PLAGEMANN. 
Hon. STEPHEN M. WHITE. 
Mr. WHITE. The other communication which I ask to have 
read is a copy of a letter addressed to the Senator from Hhode 


Island mi ALDRICH]. 
The tary read as follows: 
SAN FRANCISCO, May 18, 1897. 


Stn: In the public prints we find a notice which Senator BUTLER has given 
of an amendment to the lately prepared Senate billon rice, in the 
li cents per pound; yl 


ratesto: Cleaned, 2 cents per pound; 


cent per pound. 

We are im of rice, especially in the uncleaned state, it being after- 
wards milled by a local rice mill. close watching and econo 
we have su a market for our rice. ularly in such dis- 


ed in 2 
tricts as the Louisiana is not directly interested. Under the rates proposed 
Pad d certis whether we will be able 
tinue rice importations in the future, thus giving the Hawaiian rice, which 


So far ns we are able to ipae, the Wilson gives ample ion to 
the home rice interests. No doubt committee had reasons for 


a d Georgia the crops had been reduced 
one-half by the reduction of the tariff, on account of the competition of 


cheap labor. 
This is not based on facts. Prices on rice declined owing to the large crops 


is to a higher price. 
spring Pe eee prices of Japan dendi 


were You will 
Asiatic labor, but a state of affairs bi 
millers themsel 


and ves. 
2. “It wasstated 5 that the annual consumption of rice in this 
country was pounds, valued at $6,810,000, and that destruction 


about 228,000, 


" 
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8 industry was threatened by foreign capital and foreign 15 labor. 
e committee asked that, in framing the new tariff bill, the definitions in 
the present law be retained, and that the rates on the different grades of rice 
be fixed on à pes with each other according to values.” 

It appears to us that the consumption of rice is considerably in excess of 
the above-mentioned quantity. However,theimports of foreign rice areregu- 
lated by our home crops. en the latter are large, the imports will fall off, 
&nd with small crops we have tolook to other countries to secure our require- 
ments. Up to December 1, 1896, the imports amounted to 73,530,008 pounds 
against 100,957,552 at the same time in 1895. The last domestic crop was small, 
and consequently a larger business was done in the foreign article. 

3. “If cleaned rice is required to pay a duty of 2 Gonta por 8 0 the rela- 
tion of values of the imported article to the cost of production will be only 
in & measure restored to what was obtained under the old tariff, while the 
dnty of 1} cents a pound on rice, uncleaned, will approximately maintain 
the true parity, according to the values of cleaned rice and uncleaned rice, 
€ at the same time give ample protection to the interest of the American 

er.” 

Our Southern friends wish to make the committee believe that 50 centá per 
100 pounds would be an ample protection for the American miller. The out- 
turn of uncleaned rice varies according to the different kinds of rice from dif- 
ferentcountries. While Japan, being the most favorable, will turn outabout 
80 per cent, Java will not give more than 75 to 78 per cent, according to qual- 
ity, and Rangoon will run even as low as 60 per cent. The duty is payableon 
the gross mus ane of the rice. Thus, at the rate 34 cents, it amounts to 1} 
cents on the polished rice, leaving only one-eighth of a cent n, which is 
not sufficient to pay even the expenses of storage and cartage, while the offal 
will not cover the cost of milling. You will readily see that with the other 
grades the result is still more unfavorable. Two cents due pound duty for 
polished rice is prohibitive, except in times of a total failure of our domestic 
crops, and then it would only mean an unnecessary increase in the cost of an 
article of consumption for our poorer classes, and could only be overcome by 
placing the duty on uncleaned rice on such a basis that it would pay the 
American miller to import it, and which. if we understand correctly, is the 
tendency of the proposed protective tariff—to provide for this margin. 

4, “It has been oursad experience that the boldest and most active and 
successful attacks upon the interests of the producers of rice in the! la- 
tion upon the tariff have come from two individuals in New York, who have 
erected machines of inexpensive character for 3 into cleaned rice the 
article which has been imported under the name of uncleaned rice." 

We believe this may have been true to someextent when, underthe former 
decision of the General Appraisers, rice which went under the commercial 
name of “rice in the meal was permitted as uncleaned in New York. and 
which did not nire much machinery for cleaning. However, the Wilson 
tariff has abrogated this and a distinction between this and uncleaned rice 
has been maintained since then. 

'The mill which is located in San Francisco was originally intended to mill 
B ur EH but was hardly in a fair way of promising results, even under 
the old McKinley tariff, with a difference of It cents between this and cleaned 
rice, when the Wilson bill, with a reduction to 80 cents, gave a new impetus to 
the business, and although returns were not obtained, a fair rate of 
interest was on the capital invested. 

5. “Although this interest is confined, as far as known, to these two 1 
sons in New York and one other person owning a similar machine in San 
Francisco, employing about ten operatives, who appear as the American 
millers, importing uncleaned rice.’ 

We are not ar eme tosay what the New York mills can do, but, judging 
by the imports, their capacity must be quite considerable. As to the little 
mill in San Francisco, it turns out, in busy times, 600 bags of 100 pounds each 
per day. Furthermore, there is a somewhat smaller mill in Portland and 
another in Seattle. - 

As to paddy.“ it is impossible to work it at the rate of 75 cents, which is 
readily explained by its turnout being only 50 Ig cent on the harder kinds of 
rice; much less on soft rice, such as Java and India rice. 

Concerning China rice, the higher duty on cleaned would probably be an 
inducement for the Chinese in our country to purchase rice which is milled 
here. and which, under the Wilson tariff, we also attempted to do, with small 
success as to its sale. 

As to an advance in the duty on cleaned rice to 2 cents, we do not care to 
que an opinion, but we would sugzest that the duties now levied under the 

ilson un on uncleaned rice remain undisturbed, and that, to provide for 
home industry in the full sense of its meaning, the rate on “ paddy " be 
reduced, so that we may be enabled to import the article in this state, receiv- 
zo — ral benefit of all the work that has to be performed in producing the 

n 


ce. 
We trust that, in view of the general benefit to be derived from the pres- 
enttariff provision, you will excuse us for intruding on your time, 


ours, respec y 
PARROTT & CO. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
Chairman Finance Committee, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. McLAURIN. The proposed legislation in regard to rice 
involves an important industry in South Carolina, and I should 
like to understand if it is proposed to return to the House rate. 

Mr. ALLISON. The rates proposed are the rates of the other 
House, except upon broken rice. 

Mr. McLAURIN. What rate is proposed on broken rice? 

Mr. ALLISON. One-quarter of a cent per pound. 

Mr. McLAURIN. There is no change in the classification? 

Mr. ALLISON. No change in the classification and no change 
in the rate except on broken rice. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, there isa matter connected 
with the rice industry of more importance even than the rates of 
duty; I refer to the classification under which the rice is imported. 
I send to the Clerk's desk and ask to have read a letter on this sub- 
ject from an intelligent rice planter in South Carolina. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

from at tho tariff bill bas e. A the tees 

: e rs that the tari ns the House 

Prior el 4 nem is ap 1 right, but it will not 

stand a close examination. It appears on its face t the rice planters have 
a 88 of 2 cents per pound, which, if true, would do very well. 

ncleaned rice, or rice with the outer hull on, is dutiable at the rate of 11 

cents per pound. Such rice can be brushed or polished by the millers for 

one-eighth of a cent per pound. You see that class of rice could be placed on 


the market at a duty of 1.37 cents per pound. For this reason there wo 
be no ones rice imported, since it would be more profitable to import the 


Rough or paddy rice is dutiable at three-fourths of a cent per pound. Now. 
to illustrate how it would work with this class of rice, dt pounds of rough 
rice is a bushel, and the mills in Charleston. e 8 cents for cleaning a 
bushel. The duty on 44 pounds at three-fourths of a cent per pound would 
be 83 cents; add 8 cents for Meme aan we have a total of 41 cents. The 44 
pounds of rough rice will turn out 30 pounds of clean rice and about 2 pounds 
of rice and rice flour. So you see rough rice can be imported and 
turned into clean rice at a dutiable rate of about l} cents per pound. This 
again, would be cheaper than the duty on cleaned rice. 

The small rice and rice flour come in ata very low rate indeed. and are used 
bythe brewers for making beer. Ithinkthatthose who drink rice can afford 
to pay as much duty as those whoeat it. There are great frauds perpetrated 
through the importation of this class of rice. Whole rice can bo mixed with 
it and smuggled through the custom-house, and then separated and put on 
the market at a low rate. 

As the bill stands, there is but little in it for the rice planter. It favors 
the mill owner and the A pa ici I would suggest to you to have the bill 
altered so as give cleaned rice a duty of 2 cents per pound and rough rice 1} 
cents per Bou and have but these two classes. Have the so-called un- 
cleaned and cleaned in one class and the rough, broken, and rice flour in the 
other. This would prevent fraud and help the rice planter. 

Hoping you will do all you can for us and get all the tariff you can for the 
South, I remain, 

Yours, truly, 


Hon, J. L. McLaurin, 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. McLAURIN. Ishall not consume the time of the Senate 
further, but will direct the attention of the committee in charge 
of the measure to just one point connected with the classification 
of rice. The two classifications of rice in a general way are 
cleaned rice, fit for food consumption, and rough rice, as it comes 
from the farmer. 

Now, last year the imports of cleaned rice were 41,915.000 
pounds; of the uncleaned, 22,748,000; of the rough or paddy rice, 
59294 pounds; of the rice flour, meal, and broken rice, 63,894,000 
pounds. 

This statement is sufficient, it seems to me. to condemn the 
present system of classification. The intermediate grades are the 
uncleaned, the meal and broken rice, and the rough or paddy rice. 
Of the general classifications there were 41,900,000 pounds im- 

rted, while of the intermediate grades 91,773,000 pounds came 
in from abroad, and I venture the assertion that of these inter- 
mediate grades a large proportion were, to say the least, irregular 
and a fraud on the revenues of the Government, besides being an 
injustice to the rice planters and millers of this country. 

I have here a book which gives the testimony taken before the 
Waysand Means Committee, containing the statement of a promi- 
neut rice dealer in New Orleaus, Mr. Ernst. I shall not con- 
sume the time of the Senate to read it. Mr. Ernst stated that 
the rice is broken "p and crushed by foreign exporters in order to 
take advantage of the present system of classification, and to fur- 
nish to the brewers of this country a cheap article out of which I 
suppose they make beer and mm it off as being made from hops, 
or something of the sort. These facts are well known. They 
were presented tothe Ways and Means Committee of the House, 
and I doubt not were presented to the committee on this side who 
had charge of the measure. 

Then why, I ask, is the present system of classification allowed 
to remain in the bill? Are the brewers and speculators of this 
country of more importance than its rice planters and millers? 
Must a legitimate line of material production be sacrificed to the 
interests of those two classes? 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from South Caro- 
lina what would be the result on the revenue of the change he 
propones? ; 

r. McLAURIN. On the revenue? 

Mr.GRAY. Yes. Ipresume this is a revenne measure. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Les, sir. I should think it would produce 
more revenue, because you will notice that where there is the 
least importation, as in the rough or paddy class, there is no 
change made in the House rates. Of course, if you made but two 
general classifications, and placed the rough and broken rice in 
one of these classes where the rate of duty is much higher, there 
would be more revenue than is now received under a lower rate 
of nar fle hence the revenues of the country would be cor- 
respondingly increased. 

r. GRAY. This is entirely a revenue duty.. That is the Sena- 
tor’s proposition. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Iam not proposing any duty at all. It is a 
change in classification to which I refer. 

Mr. GRAY. Anda change in the direction of more revenue? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Iam not trying to avoid the question. I 
will state that, irrespective of revenue duty or anything else, the 
rice planters in this country have just as much right as any other 
— of people in the country. That is my position on that ques- 

ion. 

Mr. GRAY. "There we agree. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Now, if the Senator wants to know my po- 
sition, I will give it to him. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not want it. Lask the Senator from South 
eios d what the effect will be upon the revenue. I want to 

OW. d 
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Mr. McLAURIN. I think the effect will be to increase the 
revenue. 
Mr. GRAY. I notice, carrying out the ad valorem, that there 
is about 100 per cent duty on rice now. 
.Mr. McLAURIN. Yes, sir; but I have not made the computa- 


on. 
Mr. GRAY. And the House rate would figure out about 133 per 


cent. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I presume so. 

Mr. GRAY. So I really wanted to know what effect it was 
going to have on the revenue with this enormous ad valorem duty. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I think that it would really increase the 
revenues of the Government. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the change in the classifica- 
tion which the Senator from South Carolina proposes? 

Mr. McLAURIN. The change I would propose is, instead of 
four, to make only two general classifications, and strike out all of 
the intermediate grades and put all rice into the general classifi- 
cation. ` 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to ask the Senator from South 
Carolina if it is not a fact that under a schedule like this a great 
deal of rice will come in as broken rice at a low rate which would 
come in and pay higher duty if it were not for the low classifica- 
tion on broken rice? , : 

Mr. McLAURIN. Ithink the Senator trom North Carolina is 


correct. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does not 5353 why such an enormous 
amount of broken rice, or rice cl as broken rice, is imported? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. Largor than under any other schedule, and 
chiefiy because a great deal of it imported as broken rice was not 
really broken rice. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. The importers take advantage of the ba Mae 
on broken rice to import rice under that classification, Itis just 
the same thing we have to contend with in trying to protect our 
mica in North Carolina. Under the ad valorem duty they bring 
in mica under the lowest classification, or rather they undervalue 
it and get it in without paying much duty, and it yields very little 
revenue. In the same way they will dodge the duty under the 

.rice schedule as it is now, and therefore in this classification we 
will always have the largest amount of rice imported under the 
lowest schedule. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. So you do not get either protection or revenue. 

As the Senator from South Carolina so well says, it is purely a 
question between the farmer and the brewer. Of course the brew- 
ers would like to have the rice they use free. Now, we make a 
loophole here so that the rice that the brewers want they can get 
pon AT free, and therefore not only no revenue will be derived 

rom it, but no protection will come to the farmers under it. If 
this schedule is left at one-fourth of a cent per pound on broken 
rice, the largest quantity of rice imported under any schedule will 
beimported underit. 'lherefore it reduces the whole schedule 
down to one-fourth, or near that, in practical effect. 

The committee, it seems to me, should restore the House rate of 
one-half a cent. It is enough favoritism for the brewers, because 
one-half a cent is the lowest rate under the House bill. Now. I un- 
derstand the Seuate committee propose to lower the House rate 
from one-half to one-fourth. I hope if the Senate committee are 
going to change back to the House schedule on all other kinds of 
rice that they will maintain the House schedule on broken rice. 
lv is unfair to the farmer. Itis pretending to give him some- 
thing andtogive him nothing. It is pretending tocollect revenue 
and collecting none. 

I have a great many letters here from rice planters, but I will 
not take the time of the Senate to read them. I have two letters 
here from the governor of North Carolina, who is one of the 
largest rice planters in the State, who makes a very clear state- 
ment of the whole case. I have letters from other rice planters 
and millers as well. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I will only interrupt the Senator from 
North Carolina to yield him the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina 
will proceed. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I have stated the case clearly, I 
hope. I can not add to it except to produce facts and data to 
back up the statement. No one will question, I think, the state- 
ment I have made, and if no one questions it I need not ask more 
time to argue it except to appeal to the committee in restoring a 

art of the House schedule to restore all of it, and give us the one- 
half cent on broken rice as it was in the House schedule. I think 
my colleague the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD 
will agree with me in the statement that that is simply fair an 
just to the rice planters from North Carolina. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on agreeing to the 
first wo amendments. 


Mr. ALLEN. I do not think the Senator from Iowa has in- 
formed the Senate whether this is regarded as purely a revenue 
measure or a protective measure. If it be protective, I think the 
Senate ought to know in what respect and to what extent it is be- 
fore we are compelled to vote on it. 

Mr. ALLISON. It depends, of course, upon the point of view. 
The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] would call it a reve- 
nue measure, as I suppose would the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Bacon}. Icall it a revenue measure with protection added, as 
we think the rates here, especially upon the two paragraphs, 
one embracing 133 per cent and the other about 83 per cent, can 
be called fairly protection, if not excessively so. 

Mr. BATE. WII the Senator from Iowa please inform us 
whether it is his desire to have the terms of the House bill upon 
rice to remain, or does he want the Senate committee amendment 
adopted? They are in conflict, and I am myself in doubt, as are 
others around me, to know what the Senator in charge of the bill 
desires. s 

Mr. ALLISON. The last suggestion of the committee, I will 
say to the honorable Senator from Tennessee, is that the first two 
brackets, if I may use that term, in this paragraph shall be re- 
stored as the House provided, and thatthe last bracket shall remain 
as recommended by the Senate Committee on Finance, it being 
the exact provision of the law of 1890. I confess that the large 
importations of rice under the last clause seem to indicate that 

rhaps a higher duty would give us more revenue, Ithink the 
Suis as provided in the McKinley law, as to all, was fairly satisfac- 
tory to the rice interests, as I understand the House provision is. 

Mr. BATE. It seems, if I read it correctly, that your commit- 
tee has sought to lower the rates in the rice paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was the intention of the committee. 

Mr. BATE. Now,I want to know whether your committee 
desire to stand by what p. have done, or whether you desire to 
return to the rates fixed by the House? Has there been anything 
withdrawn? 

Mr. ALLISON, I have endeavored to state that the committee 
proposes now to return to the rates of the House, and therefore 
abandon the first amendments in the paragraph. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I merely desire to call the attention of the 
Senator in charge of the bill to the fact that if he will go to the 
House schedule, or specification, or tariff, of one-half a cent a 
peona on broken rice, according to the best evidence you have 

ere of those of us who represent the rice States, you will give us 
protection and you will get more revenue. Now, if you are a pro- 
tectionist from principle, and want equality, as you have just said, 
for the South, along with the rest of the country, why can you nob 
do two good things at one stroke by going back to the House rate 
of one-half a cent a pound, thereby getting more revenue for the 
Government and giving the Southern rice growers more protec- 
tion. And I will say, by the way, that in my State nineteen- 
twentieths of the rice growers are negroes. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. In reply to the suggestion of my colleague 
that I back him in the advocacy of this rate of duty, I beg to say 
that I have seen the committee and got them to agree to adopt the 
House rate except this last item, and I still hope to be able to get 
them to adopt my suggestion in that particular. The rice growers 
of the South will be satisfied with the rates adopted by the House. 

Mr. GEAR. I just want to say a word, Mr. President, about 
broken rice. Everyone who is familiar with the rice trade knows 
that broken rice is used solely and oes in the manufactureof ` 
beer. We are the only people in the world possibly tbat use it for 
that pw ; therefore, a large quantity of broken rice from the 
East Indies comes to this country and is sold at a very low rate. 
Now, does any man of sense think for a moment, notwithstanding 
the large importations of this kind of rice, that any man who owns 
a hundred bags or a thousand bags of sound Rangoon rice would 
takeit and breakit up for the sakeof getting it in ata low rate of 
duty and selling it for half the real value of sound rice? I think 
that answers the whole argument. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me, I understood the 
statement to be made a moment ago that it was expected to break 
up good rice for the express purpose of reducing the tariff upon it 
inthat form. 

Mr. GEAR. That is what isclaimed. That is what the Sen- 
sor MER South Carolina claims, and my friend from North Caro- 

a also. 
Mr. ALLEN. If that be true, it would seem 
Mr. GEAR, If it were true, it would be all right; but it is not 


true. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is not true, the Senator says. . 

I do fot know that my State is particularly concerned in rice 
any further than it forms food for babies and young children, and 
possibly some of it may be consumed in the form of beer. How- 
ever, I can not help embracing this opportunity to express my 
deep regret at the seeming disturbance in the ranks of the Deno- 
cratic parts: in this Chamber, which has been such a faithful ally 
of the Populist party for a year or more, : 
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Yesterday, when one of the vital interests of my State was in- 
volved, namely, the levying of a tax upon lumber, which must 
shelter our people from the great storms of the Northwest, I dis- 


cov to my utter surprise, that six Southern Senators here, 
who had professed the doctrine of Jefferson and Jackson and of 
the illustrious statesmen of the past, and who claim to be revenue 
reformers and to levy a tax for revenue p ses exclusively, were 
willing to place my people absolutely at the mercy of the lumber 


It seems from the discussion to-day that my good and amiable 
friend from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], who entertains very correct 
views in the main upon some subjects and incorrect views on oth- 
ers, as I view it, and my friend from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] got 
into a discussion as to what constitutes Democratic doctrine, and 
there was some slight difference, if I heard correctly, between the 

unior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] and the senior Senator 
= Georgia [Mr. Bacon] upon what constitutes Democratic 
octrine. 

I do hope, Mr. President, that these faithful allies of ours will go 
into their caucus room and get together u the great question 
of the tariff taxation again; that they will make an effort,like a 
jurystruggling to reach a verdict, to come to some conclusion and 
reach some definite plan from which they can act harmoniously, 
80 that in three years from now they can unite with us under the 
Populist banner and bring about victory in this country and res- 
cue the Government once more from the dominating influences 
of the Republican party. 

I regret to see the tendency upon the part of my friend from 
Georgia pe: Bacon] and my illustrious friend the senior Sena- 
tor from South Carolina [Mr. TILIAN] to run after strange gods 
and after false doctrines, All through its Eu and illustrious 
history (and it has not oniy been grand and illustrious, but bril- 
liant in many respects) the South has been preeminently the 
apostle of equality and freedom to the people. It has been pre- 
eminently the advocate of the doctrine that that which should be 
applied to one man should, under like circumstances, be applied 
to every other human being, and that there should be no special 
privilegés and no inequalities created by legislation in this country. 
And yet, all over this side of the Chamber during the discussion 
thus far upon the pending measure, which is to the salvation 
of the American people if our sg Sper friends are to be relied 
upon, there has been manifested from time to time a disposition 
to abandon the tenets of the Democratic qu upon this question, 
notwithstanding Jefferson has been made to do duty for the pro- 
tectionist and the free trader, too. 

There has been, I say, a disposition to abandon the tenets of the 
Democratic party upon this question and have every man go in 
for himself, and, as my friend the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. 
MiLLs] says, let the devil have the hindmost., Every man seems 
to be disposed to run his hand into the grab bag clear up to the 
shoulder and take everything he can get for his particular local- 
ity, notwithstanding it may impoverish a great portion of the peo- 

e of the United States, notwithstanding it may turn them from 
shelter of their own into hired or charitable shelter, and notwith- 
standing it may reduce their state of living. 

Mr. PETTUS. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainl 

Mr. PETTUS. Is not 
every man is doing that? 

Mr. ALLEN. ell, possibly my language was a little broad. 
My friend at my left has been here but a few months and I think 
he has not been corrupted by the corroding influences of this 
Chamber. 

Mr. President, it occurs to me that it is absolutely absurd to 
puta tax as high upon rice as is proposed here. Rice can be 

'wn in this country as cheaply as corn, as cheaply as any other 
feld product, and why should it be selected to receive the special 
favors of this pro tariff measure? 

We wil have the travesty of placing a tax upon corn, a tax 
u wheat, and a tax upon other farm products. There is nota 

d in the United States who does not know that a tax of that 
kind will not be productive of revenue and will not be prohibitive 
in the slightest degree of the importation of like articles from 
other countries. 

Mr. GRAY. It will not be protective. 

Mr. ALLEN. It will not be protective. We are preeminently 
a corn- growing country. We praua a great surplus. Itis the 
surplus of these products sold in the foreign market that fixes the 
price at home, and no protective tariff can enhance the value to 
the producer. Sir, y corn is selling in my State at from 7 to 
10 cents a bushel, and I say to yóu, Mr. President, it can not be 

uced at a pont to the farmer at 14 or 15 cents a bushel. 


his language too broad when he says 


any man tell me that xi Mea tariff will raise the price 
of corn? It is im ible. hy, then,should the price of rice, 


which is an essential food in this country, be raised to the Ameri- 
can consumer by the levying of a tax upon it which would pro- 
hibit the importation of a like article raised somewhere else? 


JUNE 8, 
Ithink the time has come when we must yield to the doctrine of 
greed; when we must yield the people of this country absolutely 


into the grasp of the men who are constantly sending Senators 
letters and circulars importuning protection for their peculiar 
interests, or when we must stand firmly for the great millions of 


men, women, and children who are not represented here exce 


ing as they send Senators and Representatives to make laws for 


em. 

Mr. President, there is not a trust in this country that is not 
constantly importuning the Finance Committee. ey want & 
tariff as high as it can be written. They care nothing about the 
revenues of the Government; they are not concerned that the 
nation shall pay its debts and levy a just and fair rate of taxation. 
They want a high tariff for the sole purpose of creating a scarce 
market that they may have an opportunity to tax the people of 
this pecori for their vg we without restraint. 

Mr.C TON. Mr. President. I think all have been much edi- 
fied by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and especially by 
that part of his remarks in which he gave advice to the Democrats 
to unite on a revenue-reform policy. He says that we should go 
into caucus and get together. I think his advice is seasonable. 
But, sir, would it not be a proper thmg for the Populist party to 
go into caucus and get together also? One of the chief architects 
of this one-sided tariff bill which is about to be thrust upon the 
American people is that member of the Populist party who, as I 
understand, holds the balance of power in the Finance Committee. 

Mr. ALLEN. Point him out. 

Mr. CHILTON. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. Not 
only 80, but who has not noticed here how that other distinguished 
Populist, the Senator from Nevada pm STEWART], has been yot- 
ing for all these protective duties? It seems to me that gentlemen 
like our distinguished friend on the left [Mr. ALLEN], who has 
cast some good votes in connection with the tariff, should first 
clear up the difficulties which exist in his own household before 
5 to remedy those which disturb the family of his 
neighbor. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me a question? 

Mr. CHILTON. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. Has the Senator from Texas voted for any 
other than protective duties since this bill has been up? 

Mr. CHILTON, Have I? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; has the Senator voted against protec- 


Mr. CHILTON. Ihave voted for the lowest duty invariably. 

Mr. STEWART. Was it not a protective duty? 

Mr. CHILTON. That depends upon circumstances. Of course 
I would rather have a small protective duty than a high one. 

Mr. STEWART. Point out one that is not protective. 

Mr. CHILTON. I pre to put the articles considered this 
morning on the free list. Let any man make the motion and I 
will vote to put them on the free list. Ido not deny that there 
are occasions when the Government needs revenue, and when it 
needs revenue it is necessary to select articles upon which to raise 
it; but at this juncture the Government of the United States does 
not need revenue. : 

There is no occasion for a tariff bill at all at this particnlar mo- 
ment, This whole subject might have been postponed until the 
December session of Congress. No man can claim that there is 
such an urgency in the affairs of the American people that there 
need to have been an extraordinary session of Con called to 
raise revenue. Let no man deceive himself, This bill, under the 
guise of levying taxes,is to be made a great instrumentality of 
par oat In my humble LE ag it will fall by its own weight. 

t will fall as the McKinley bill fell whenever it comes to the test 
before the American people and they learn its results by actual 


experience. 
Will the Senator allow me a suggestion? 


^ 


r. ALLEN. 

Mr. CHILTON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. In vindication of the Populist party, I will say 
that the tariff is not an issue of the Populist party. It never has 
been, We regard the whole thing as a snare, a fraud, and a delu- 
sion. 

Mr. CHILTON. Idid not understand the Senator. 

Mr. ALLEN. Isay the tariff is not an issue with the Populist 
party at all. You can not find it in one platform. 

Mr. CHILTON. There are very few practical things which are 
made issues by the Populist party. 

But, sir, the Populist Ma pq eres can not escape the responsi- 
bility of being aparty. The Populist party can not afford to ab- 
stain from taking ground on these questions, 

Mr. President, I noticed that in the h of the Senator from 
Georgia a few moments ago he pointed to the Democratic plat- 
form, and claimed that it indorses such a vote as he feels willing 
to cast in favor of a duty upon lumber, cotton, and other articles. 


He reads from that platform a general declaration that we believe 
in the equality of taxation among sections and classes. That is 
nothing more than the declaration in another form of that great 


proposition contained in the Constitution that all the taxes in this 
country shall be uniform. eii bep believes in that. Let us 
not haggle about generalities. us come to actual cases, to 
actual paragraphs, to actual brackets in actual paragraphs, and 
see how our votes shall be cast. Follow the votes upon this bill 
from the first paragraph of the first schedule down to the item 
now under consideration, and an examination will verify the 
statement that there has been far more unity in the Democratic 
party upon this floor than has been exhibited in the Populist 


Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator allow me to suggest to him that 
the Democratic party has been very willing to follow in the wake 
of the Populist upon the silver question? The Populist 
party is the first political organization in the United States that 
ever declared unequivocally for the coinage of gold and silver at 
the ratio of 16 to 1. 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, valued Demoerats of the olden 
time advocated the free and unlimited coinage of silver before the 
Populist party had ever been conceived in the womb of American 


politics. 

Mr. ALLEN, When and by whom? 

Mr. CHILTON. Why, sir, it was the standing policy of this 
country from the origin of our Government down to 1873. Who- 
ever heard of the Populist party before that time? 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Texas 
that the question of the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the 
ratio of 16 to 1 never became an issue until about 1887 or 1858, and 
your party never did declare in favor of the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 until 1896. 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, I do not wish to be understood 
as denying to the gentleman from Nebraska and other Populists 
due credit for having supported the doctrine of the free and un- 
limited coinage of silver. Let no man misunderstand me. For 
one, I am in favor of the free and unlimited coinage of silver. I 
welcome the help of every Populist in the United States. I would 
not turn the back of my hand on any one of them. In the ranks 
of that party there are found many good men. But the attempt 
to claim that the Populist party is entitled to the credit of first 
advocating the free and unlimited coinage of silver as an issue in 
this country is as bald and arrant a pretension as the claim of 
morie Vespucci that he discovered the continent upon which 
we live. 

Mr. STEWART. The issue between the Democratic party as 
&nnounced in its platform and the Republican party as announced 
in its patum. is not a tariff issue; it is a financial issue. The 
Republican party is for the gold'standard so long as England is. 
The Democratic party, the Populist party, and the free-silver Re- 

ublicans are for the restoration of the coinage laws of the better 
ysof the Republic. They are opposed to contraction, falling 
he Rep silica pak to rest b 
ublican party proposes now to restore prosperity by 
changing the tariff. That has been tried from the foundation of 
the Government without eminent success. There was never more 
than half or seldom half of the people who were in favor of any 
kool. e 
e Republican party say ey can produce prosperity by 
this method. I propose to let them try Yt: knowing, as Par 
that it can not supply the place of money with which to do Dusi- 
ness, and that so long as the volume of money is shrinking busi- 
ness will shrink and times will grow worse. Knowing that, I am 
willing they shall make the experiment; and in making that ex- 
1 I want them to give country the best possible tariff 


Unfortunately, some of my Democratic friends do not under- 
stand the tariff apestas, because they have never considered it. 
‘They have been discussing free trade. That is not a question to 
be discussed. There are no free traders of any consequence in 
this country; they are mere ontsiders. 

Every tariff law, as I said before to-day, is a protective law, 
and we aim in getting this protective law to make it as fair as 
possible. My colleague [Mr. Jones of Nevada] is in favor of 
making as good a protective tariff as possible. Isay a protective 
tariff that will not protect what is called raw material is a fraud 
and uncalled for. 

The committee reported in favor of protection on articles pro- 
duced in my section—and there are many produced there that need 
protection—and they are as much entitled to it as those in any 
other section of the country, for those articles are produced by 
labor; and because my colleague and I vote for the protection of 
the labor of our section, when we are to have a protective tariff, 
no matter what party is in power, we are criticised. - 

I want it understood that a man who talks about free trade 
talks nonsense so long as either party proposes to raise revenue 
by tariff on articles produced in this country. In placing that 
tariff, when it is agreed that weshall have a protective tariff, vou 
say to me that my colleague and I shall not have the privilege of 
asking that the laborers in our section of the country be 


tected as well as those in New England. I think my friends 
m the South should look to the arti produced by their labor 
and see to it that they are protected. 

Afterit has been established by all parties that protection is 
necessary, wlren itis the law of theland and the policy of both 
parties, it is the duty of men from the South to see to it that rea- 
sonable potion is placed upon articles produced there by their 
labor. They know best what articles are produced there and what 
taxes are necessary, and it is their duty, as well as the duty 2 
colleague and myself, to see to it that the people of the West 


share equally in protection, because protection is a foregone con- 


clusion. My colleague would have n untrue to his section if 
he had not stood ont for protection upon those articles which the 
labor of the West and the South produce. He is for honest protec- 
tion, protection which will protect all labor everywhere; and is 
opposed to discussing free trade, when there is no free trade in the 
— when the gis AM Spe when all parties say that 
we will raise revenue by tariff on all articles produced in this 
country; when all parties have put tea, coffee, and other articles 
produced in other countries on the free list as a rule; when all 
agree that there shall be a protective-tariff system, he regardsthe 
man who will not look out for his own section as really denying 
the faith and worse than an infidel. : 

My colleague is for the protection of the whole count and I 
indorse what he has done. It was right and proper. It is not to 
be suggested that we are untrue to our faith, that we are untrue 
to the principles, and untrue to the grand movement upon which 
the late of humanity rests—the great financial question—because 
we are willing to help to have a protective-tariff law enacted that 
shall be the best that ean be made. Iam willing that our Repub- 
lican friends shall have the best legislation in that direction that 
they can have. i 

I wish the tariff would give prosperity. I know it wilt not. It 
may help some special interests; it may do that; though it can not 
furnish money with which to reviveenterprise; and as long as the 
ivon hand of contraction paralyzes enterprise in this country and 
throughout all civilized countries we will be on the downward 
march toward barbarism. There is not the same freedom in the 
civilized world now that there was fifty years ago. I have heard 
it said that we have abolished slavery. Yes, we have abolished 
chattel slavery in this country, but we have made more progress 
toward universal slavery in the last twenty years than was ever 
made in any of the centuries in all the history of man. 

Look at the slavery that Great Britain has established. India 
is enslaved worse than any country ever was in the Dark Ages. 
The last stroke was to rob them of seventeen hundred millions of 
their hard earnings and let them perish by the million in the re- 
centfamine. Recently Egypt has been enslaved. Now England 
is marching on to enslave South Africa and break down the strug- 
gling republics there. Slavery is progressing, and we find in Italy, 
we find in Austria, and we find everywhere throughout Europe 
the condition of the people of the laboring cinsses kardar than it 
has been foracentury. We find the Christian world united to 
maintain the Turk in the right to kill Christians on account of 
this money question. We find the world moving backward into 
the Dark Ages. In America, with resources unparalleled, with 
70,000,000 enterprising citizens, with every reason why we should 
have prosperity, we find grinding poverty and misery and gfoom 
such as has never existed since the landing at Jamestown. 

That is the great issue. We must have financial reform before 
we shall have prosperity or liberty; and in the name of all that is 
decent,let us make this tariff as equal as we can; let us protect 
laboreverywhere. That is the patriotic duty of every lover of his 
country. My colleague was right, and he has been right for the 


last twenty years,in promulgating the issue which uow divides 


the Democratic and Republican parties, and I indorse what he did.. 


Mr. PETTUS. I movethat the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator withdraw the motion for a 
few moments, in order that I may say a word? : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina 
appeals to the Senator from Alabama to withdraw his motion for 
a few moments. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope we shall go on for a little while with 
the tariff bill and have a vote on the first two brackets of this par- 
agraph, and then I think I shall be content to have an executive 
session or to adjourn. 

Mr. PETTUS. Ishould be willing to do that but for the fact 
that I do not think we are getting to a vote. I think we shall 
vote more ard in the morning. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I am anxious to get a vote on a 
part of this schedule, but I wish the indulgence of the Senate for 
a few minutes, as I can not allow the statement of the Senator 


from Texas — CHILTON) to go unchallenged. — 
The VICE-PRESID: $ The Chair has no choice except to put 
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the motion of the Senator from Alabama, if he so desires. Does 
he insist upon his motion? 

Mr. PETTUS. Linsist upon my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama insists 
upon his motion, that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope the Senator from Alabama will with- 
draw his motion for a few minutes. 

Mr. PETTUS. I would for vec hace thah was not intermina- 
ble; but this debate is interminable. [Lauzhter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Alabama, that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, : 

The motion was not agreed to, 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I can not allow the statement 
of the Senator from Texas [Mr. CHILTON] to go unchallenged. 
He states that his party has always stood for the free coinage of 
silver, the money of the Constitution, and that he is glad to accept 
our assistance to help them to secure what they have always been 
most ardently striving for. Unfortunately for the Senator, the 
record of his party is to the contrary. 

Mr. President, the People's Party, it is true, has not been in 
existence as long as the Democratic party, but it came into exist- 
ence when there was great need for such a party, when the Demo- 
cratic party backslided from the principles upon which it was 
founded and organized and fought manfully for a number of 
years. The People's Party came into existence when the Demo- 
cratic party stood no longer for the principles of Thomas Jefferson 
and Andrew Jackson; the People’s Party came into existence 
when the Republican party stood no longer for the principles of 
Abraham Lincoln. It came into existence to preserve, support, 
and defend those principles. We stand there to-day. I challenge 
any Senator or anyone else to point to a single principle for which 
the People's Party stands that is not good Republicanism as repre- 
sented by Abraham Lincoln and good Democracy as represented 
by Jefferson and Jackson. 

It was after the great fundamental principles of good govern- 
ment had been ignored and trampled under foot by these two old 
parties, and while they were fighting sham battles over schedules 
in tariffs. that the People's Party came into existence. It planted 
itself at the beginning on the great fundamental principle of good 
government represented in the beginning by these two parties, 
and it stands there to-day. 

We brought to the front the financial and the monopoly ques- 
tions as the great vital issues that the Democratic party had run 
away from. The People's Party forced these issues to the front 
and forced the Democratic party in its last convention to reform 
to some exteni—to get nearer back to first principles. The Chi- 
cago convention never would have declared for what it did had it 
not been for the People’s Party. They realized that the rank and 
file of their party would leave them, as we had left, and get back 
to the original principles of good government if they did not reform 
themselves, and they partially reformed. 

Now, I wish to say to the Senator from Texas and to his Demo- 
cratic colleagues that if they do not backslide before the next 
election we will accept their help as far as they can help us; that 
is, as far as they are reformed; as far as thoy can get back to the 
orignal principles of their party we shall be glad to have their 
help; but they must reform further than they have before they 
will be in good fellowship with the original Democrats and origi- 
nal Republicans represented in the People's Party. 

The Democratic party and the Republican party have both been 
in copartnership with the enemies of good government, they have 
both been in copartnership with the trusts, the combines. the 
monopolies, and the shylocks. They are both responsible for the 
mational-banking system, the demonetization of silver, the con- 
traction of the currency, and the rule of monopolies, Both par- 
ties had agreed to keep in the background the great vital issues. 
1t was while these two parties were fooling the people with a sham 
fight over schedu!es and rates, the difference between tweedledee 
and tweedledum, while the monopolies, the shylocks, and the privi- 
leged few were absorbing the wealth of the country and the mil- 
lions were growing poorer each day, that the People's Party came 
into existence and raised the banner of pure democracy and pure 
republicanism. It is standing there to-day, and nothing can take 
it from its true and impregnable position; but if either one of 
these old parties will reform itself entirely, then we will gladly 
accept their fellowship or help. 

The Senator from Texas objects to the rice duty. I should like 
to ask him if he could ps a duty on cotton, and thereby protect 
the cotton farmers of his State to-day from the competition of 
India and other silver-using countries, so ruinous to our farmers, 
if he would not do it? 

The Senator says the People's Party has no position on the tariff 

uestion. Isayithas. The tariff is a third or fourth rate ques- 
don. but our party is always on the right side of every question. 
Its position is to do whatever will benefit the American people; 


to do what will help in any way to restore prosperity. If we 
could put a moderate duty on cotton to-day and protect the Amer- 
ican farmer from the competition of silver-using countries, and 
thus make cotton again bring 10 or 12 cents a pound, I shou!d 
most cheerfully vote for it; and I challenge the Senator from 
Texas to say in the face of his constituents that he would not. 

Now, if we can protect the rice farmers with an import duty, 
let us do it. We can protect the American wheat and cotton 
farmer with an export 5 the Senator from Texas will 
be called upon to vote with the People's Party for that reform. 
He can protect his people and raise the price of their cotton in 
that way, and before another week he will have a chance to go on 
record to help the People's Party to help the farmers of this nation. 
Will he do it? 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
45 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, June 9, 1897, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 8, 1897. 

í ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 

H M. Hoyt, of Pennsylvania, to be Assistant Attorney- 
General, vice Edward B. Whitney, resigned. 

MARSHAL. 

John M. Barnes, of Georgia, to be marshal of the United States 

for the southern district of Georgia, vice John D. Harrell, to be 


removed. 
SUPERINTENDENT OF MINT. 

Frank A. Leach, of California, to be superintendent of the mint 
of the United States at San Francisco, Cal., to succeed John Dag- 
gett, removed. 

ASSAYER OF MINT. 

William M. Lynch, of Louisiana, to be assayer of the mint of 
the United States at New Orleans, La., in place of Frank F, Claus- 
sen, deceased. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
. Infantry arm. 

Second Lient. Vernon Avondale Caldwell, Twenty-fifth Infan- 
try, to be first lieutenant, June 7, 1897, vice Defrees, Fifth Infan- 
try, retired from active service. 

Candidate Sergt. Thomas M. Anderson, jr., Troop G, Fourth 
Cavalry, to be second lieutenant, June 8, 1897, vice Fox, Thirteenth 
Infantry, retired from active service. 

Candidate Corpl. John E. Hunt. Troop H, Eighth Cavalry, to 
be second lieutenant, June 8, 1897, vice Caldwell, Twenty-fifth 
Infantry, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 8, 1897. 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 
Louis A. Pradt.of Wisconsin, to be Assistant Attorney-General. 
TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Ellis H. Roberts, of New York, to be Treasurer of the United 
States. 
CONSUL. 


Henry H. Morgan, of Louisiana, to be consul of the United 
States at Horgen, Switzerland. 
CONSUL-GENERAL, 
Carl Bailey Hurst, of the District of Columbia, now consul at 


Prague, Bohemia, to be consul-general of the United States at 
Vienna, Austria. 


MARSHAL. 


John K. Thompson, of West Virginia, to be marshal of the 
United States for the district of West Virginia. 


DISTRICT JUDGE. 


John J. De Haven, of California, to be United States district 
judge for the northern district of California. 


ASSISTANT TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES, 


Conrad N. Jordan, of New York, to be assistant treasurer of 
the United States at New York City. 


1897. 


POSTMASTERS. 
Peter P. Smith, to be postmaster at Adams, in the county of 
Berkshire and State of Massachusetts. 


Earle E. Doud, to be postmaster at Sheffield, in the county of 
Colbert and State of Alabama. 

E. D. Powell, to be postmaster at Exira,in the county of Audu- 
bon and State of Iowa. 

Benjamin M. Foreman, to be postmaster at Texarkana, in the 
county of Miller and State of Arkansas. 

Eugene S. Upson, to be postmaster at Durand, in the county of 
Shiawassee and State of Michigan. 

W. W. Colfax, to be postmaster at Wyandotte, in the county 
of Wayne and State of Michigan. ; 

Eugene H. Merriman, to be postmaster at East Hartford,in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut. 

Ira Kidwell, to be postmaster at Elwood, in the county of Mad- 
ison and State of Indiana, 

Oliver C. Gordon, to be postmaster at Union City,in the county 
of Randolph and State of Indiana. 

John H. Daugherty, to be postmaster at Frankton, in the county 
of Mudison and State of Indiana, z 

Patrick B. Gibbons, to be postmaster at Paris, in the county of 
Lamar and State of Texas. 

John E. Shields, to be postmaster at Alderson, in the county of 
Monroe and State of West Virginia. . 

Morris B. Pote, to be postmaster at New Harmony, in the county 
of Posey and State of Indiana. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, June 9, 1897. 


Prayer by Rev. WALLACE RADCLIFFE, D. D., of the city of 
Washington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. QUAY, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


MANUFACTURE OF ARMOR PLATE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 25th ultimo, a statement prepared by the Chief 
of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, showing the number of 
tons of armor plate bought from the Carnegie Steel Company and 
the Bethlehem Iron Company; which, with the accompanying 
Papers, was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and or- 

ered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented sun memorials of citi- 
zens of New York City, Brooklyn, Richmond, Long Island City, 
Yonkers, Buffalo, Haverstraw, Hurleyville, and Sheldrake, all in 
the State of New York, remonstrating against the proposed in- 
crease of the tax on beer; which were referred to the Committee 
on Finunce. 

Mr. FRYE. I present a petition of the Stove Flexible Shaft 
Company and sundry citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., and the petition 
of F. D. Banks and sundry other citizens of Hampton, Va., pray- 
ing for the early passage of the pending tariff bill. I am heartily 
in favor of the prayer of the petitioners. I move that the petitions 
lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a memorial of the legislative com- 
mittee of the Medical Society of the District of Columbia, remon- 
strating against the passage of Senate bill No. 1063, for the further 
prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia, in- 
troduced at the present session. I move that the memorial lie on 
the table and that it be printed as a document. 

'The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 2096) granting a pension to Almon Stuart, of Minden, Nebr.; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 2104) for the recognition of 
the military service of the officers and enlisted men of certain 
Pennsylvania military organizations; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MCMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2105) authorizing the res- 
toration to the Reform School of boys who have been discharged 
on probation, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
itstitle, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 2105) granting a pension to 
James Willard, late assistant surgeon First Regiment Potomac 
Home Brigade, United States Volunteers; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. TURPIE introduced a vill (S. 2107) granting an increase of 

pension to Theodore S. Cross; which was read twice by its title, 

m with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
ensions. 


AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CARTER submitted an amendment intended to.be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
m ref eee to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 

printed. 


TRANSMISSISSIPPI AND INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION, 


Mr. ALLEN submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives 
concurring), That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
requested to invite, by proclamation or otherwise, as he may deem m 
POPE: foreign nations to make exhibits at the Transmississippi and Inter- 
national Exposition to be held at the city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, 
from the Ist day of June to the Ist day of November, A. D. 1898. 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent to call npa guns reso- 
lution lying on the table which went over until this morning. 
It is a local resolution Vursus, Ios our exposition at Omaha. It 
has been submitted to the senior Senator from Massachusetts Mr. 
Hoar], and, at his suggestion, I will offer an amendment to it. 

Mr. FR YE. Is it a joint resolution? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Itis joint resolution No. 50. 

Mr. ALLEN. It was introduced yesterday and passed over. It 
is now in print on the table of each Senator. It was passed over 
at „ of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] 
yesterday. 

Mr. ALLISON. I read the joint resolution in the RECORD this 
morning, but I have not had time to compare it with the statutes 
that were passed for the expositions at Chicago and other places, 

Mr. ALLEN. I can say to the Senator that I think it is in sub- 
stance the same as the resolutions that were passed respecting the 
World's Fair and the Atlanta Exposition, 

Mr. ALLISON. Myrecollection is that the former statutes pro- 
vided th:t the foreign exhibits, etc., should be returned within 
six months after the close of the exposition. I see that the Sen- 
ator provides for a period of one year. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well; I will accept an amendment as to the 
time in which thearticlesshall b« removed from the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. I only ask the Senator if that is not true as re- 

cis former expositions? 

Mr. ALLEN. I think, in reference to the World's Fair, it was 
the case, although I am not certain as to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think six months is a period long enough. 

Mr. ALLEN. I shall be perfectly willing to accept an amend- 
ment of that kind and make the period six months. 

Mr. ALLISON, Then I shall make no objection to the passage 
of the joint resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iask unanimous consent to call it up. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course I yieid for this purpose, with the 
understanding that it will not occupy time. . 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir; I think not. 

Mr. ALLISON, If it should lead to debate, I must call for the 
regular order. 

r. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution (S. R. 50) authorizing 
foreign exhibitors at the Transmississippi and International Ex- 
position, to be held in the city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, 
during the year 1898, to bring to the United States foreign labor- 
ers from their countries, respectively, for the purpose of preparing 
for and making exhibits; and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. ALLEN. In section 1, line 33, I move to strike out the 
word ‘‘act” and insert the word ‘‘resolution;” so as to read: 


That no alien shall, by virtue of this resolution, be permitted to enter the 
United States to perform labor therein, except by express permission, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. In section 2, line 11, I move to strike ont ‘‘one 
year” and insert ‘‘six months;” so as to make the first clause of 
the proviso read: 

That said articles shall be removed from the United States within six 
months after the close of said exposition. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. In compliance with the suggestion of the senior 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], I move to add at the 
end of the joint resolution the following additional proviso: 

Provided further, t the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to make such rules and regulations as may be neces- 

dmm. to carry into execution the provisions hereof and to 


sary,in his ju 
prohibit the infraction of existing statutes, except as the same may be tem- 
porarily modified and changed by this resolution. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ALLEN. In the fourth line of the first clause of the pre- 
amble, after the word **city," I move to strike out the words in 
the year." 

e amendment was agreed to. 
The preamble as amended was agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROY ALS, 


A message from the President of the United States. by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
= this day approved and signed the following act and joint reso- 

ution: 

An act (S. 1944) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Clinch River, Kingston, Tenn.; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 45) reapp iating the sum of $10,000 
not expended for the relief of sufferers by the floods of the Missis- 
sippi River. : 

THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 379. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on agreeing 
to the amendments of the Committee on. Finance to the first two 
brackets in paragraph 229. The amendments will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 229, line 6, before the word 
** cents," strike out two“ and insert **one and one-half;” and in 
line 9, before the words per pound,” strike out ‘1; cents" and 
insert **eight-tenths of 1 cent;" so as to read: 

$ 1 ts per nd; uncleaned rice, or rice free of the 
outer mil and stir E e tuber cuticle on, eight-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound. 


Mr. ALLISON. As Istated yesterday, the majority of the com- 
mittee recommend that these two amendments be disagreed to. 

The amendments were rejected. 

'The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par- 

ph 229, page 70, line 12, after the word sieve,” to strike out 

e words ** one-half” and insert the words ** one-fourth;" so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

229. Rice, cleaned,2 cents per pound: uncleaned rice, or rice free of the 


outer hull and still having the inner cuticle on, 1} cents per pound; rice flour, 


and rice meal, and rice broken which will pass t gh a sieve known com- 


mercially as No. 12 wire sieve, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound; paddy, or rice 
having outer hull on, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. 


Mr.PRITCHARD. After having received aletter which I shall 
ask to have read, I have concluded to withdraw my opposition to 
the committee amendment bearing on this question. I ask that 
the letter may be read, in order to explain the matter. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., June 9, 1897. 


Dear Sin: It was agreed by the representatives of the rice industry from 
Charleston, Savannah, and Louisiana that they would make no contest over 
the duty on rice flour and broken rice that would through a No. 12sieve, 
as this broken rice is not a home product of sufficient quantity to materially 
affect the producing interest. It is never sold upon the general market, and 
is chiefly used for brewing purposes. 

Very respectfully, 
S. A. KNAPP, 


Representing South Carolina, Georgia, and Louisiana. 


Hon. J. C. PRITCHARD, 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. ALLISON. The committee desire that the amendment 
Du eed in line 12 shall be agreed to. 
e amendment was to. 
Mr. MILLS. Before weleave the question of a duty on rice, I 
move to strike out the whole paragraph and insert: 


Rice in all forms, 40 per cent ad valorem. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have the yeas and nays on that question, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. KENNEY (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE], and 
withhold my vote. 


Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 
Mr. WILSON (when his name was call I am paired with 


the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. he were present, he 


would vote yea“ and I should vote “nay,” 


The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 19, nays 40; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Bate, Tenn. M Tetpis, 
Berry, Jones. Ark. Murphy, Vest. 
Chilto: Lindsay, Pettus, Walthall, 
Q * Raw White. 
Gray, Mills, Smith, 

NAYS—40. 
Allen, Davis, Hoar, 2 N. T. 

ison, Deboe, McBride, 
Bacon, Fair yet Proctor, 
Burro Foraker, Mela 3 . 
Butler, e, McMillan, oup, 
Cannon, i ` ner, 
Carter, Gear, Morrill, Stewart, 
Chandler, cca Nelson, Thurston, 
Clay, Haw: 7 rkins, Till: 
Cullóm, Heitfeld, Platt, Conn. Wellington. 
NOT VOTING—390. 

Aldrich, Gorman, Mantle, Teller, 
Baker, Hanna, Martin, X 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Warren, 
Clark. Kans. Pasco, Wetmore, 
Daniel, Jones, Ney. Penrose, Wilso: 
Elkins, Kenney, Pet W, Wolcott. 
Faulkner, Kyle, Roac 
George, ge. Sewell, 


So Mr. MiLrLs's amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

230. Rye, 10 cents per bushel; rye flour, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to call attention to the fact that in 1896 we 
exported $445,075 worth of rye and imported $291 worth. Of rye 
flour we exported $11,163 worth and. imported $1 worth. Under 
the doctrine which obtained yesterday in the Senate upon the 
votes, I know it is entirely useless to make any protest and to show 
that this increased duty is absolutely unnecessary upon rye. 
Everything is to be taxed now, and I suppose the importation of 
rye flour, although only $1 worth comes into the United States, is 
a standing menace to the farmers of this country, and we must 
therefore increase the duty u it. I will not make any motion 
to amend the paragraph, but let it go. 

'The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to strike 
out paragraph 231, in the following words: 

231. Tapi cassava or cassada, f. and in e, 
one-half of lens per pound; moder don 9 cents L = "aya: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is agreed to. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President. I rise for the purpose of occu- 
pyingthe attention of the Senate fora few moments with refer- 
rence to the speech which was delivered yesterday by the distin- 
guished Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. The feeling and earn- 
estness which he displayed on that occasion, it occurred to me, per- 
haps were by reason of some remarks which I had made on the 
perons day in regard to exempting from duty raw material. I 

ve always had and still have the highest respect and ađmira- 
tion for the Senator from Missouri. He seems to think that the 
declaration in the Chi platform, as construed by the remarks 
of mine and some other ators upon this side, is new evangel, 
a porion re from the Democratic faith. My 
sole purpose 


heresy, a departu 
in rising now is to give the genesis of that declara- 
tion, to show that it is in strict accordance with the teachings of 
the Democratic party. That declaration, as contained in the plat- 
form adopted at Chicago in 1896, is in this language: 

We hold that the tariff duties should be levied for p: of revenue, 
such duties to be so adjusted as to operate equally throughout. the country 
and not discriminate between class or section, and that taxation should be 
T honestly and economically adminis- 

As a member of the committee on platform and resolutions in 
the Chicago convention, I had the honor to present the feature 
which has been the subject of so much criticism, and upon my 
motion it was adopted. it a heterodox in the political history 
of the Democratic party? The political division between the 

arties upon the tariff question first came significantly to the 

nt in 1824, and there was a revision of the tariff in 1832. As 

the basis of that revision a petition was presented to the Congress 
of the United States by Albert Gallatin. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Will the Senator from Utah permit a question? 

Mr. RAWLINS. With pleasure. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I understood him to say that this part of the 
platform was adopted upon his motion. 

Mr. RAWLINS. The part relating to the equality of duties. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask if the word only,“ after the word 
„revenue,“ was intentionally omitted from the platform? 


Mr. RAWLINS. I think not. 
E ar LINDSAY. Was it accidentally omitted from the plat- 
orm 


Mr. RAWLINS. It was omitted from the 
Mr. LINDSAY. Accidentally or purposely’ 


latform. 
Iask tke question 
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because the Senator said that he proposed that icular clause 
of the platform. and I took it for granted that he knew whether 
the old-fashioned Democratic word ** only " was omitted purposely 
or accidentally. : 

Mr. RAWLINS. Perhaps what I say will be a sufficient an- 
swer to the question as propounded by the Senator. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ican give some light on that subject, if the 
Senator will allow me. 1t was omitted purposely, after discus- 


sion. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, I do not wish to detain the 
Senate any longer than possible upon this question, but simply to 
set ourselves right in regard to it. I will read a letter from Al- 
bert Gallatin, addressed to the Congress of the United States, in 
this instance to the Hon. John C.. Calhoun, Vice-President and 
President of the Senate, under the date of 23d of January, 1832. 
I read from a compilation, State Papers and Speeches on the 
Tariff, by F. W. Tausig, professor of political economy in the 
University of Harvard: 

" . New YORK, 23d January, 1822. 

Sin: I have the honor to inclose the memorial of the committee appointed 
by the convention of delegates from several States, held at Philadelphia in 
September and October, 1531. for the p of preparing and presenting to 
Congress a memorial setting forth the e of the existing ta of duties, 
and asking such a modification of the same as shall be consistent with the 

mu ean of revenue and equal. in its operation, on the different parts of the 

Uni States and on the various interests of the same. 
I pray that the said memorial may be laid before the Senate; and have the 
honor to be, with at respect, sir, 

Your most obedient servant, 

ALBERT GALLATIN, 
Chairman of the Committee, 
The Hon. JOHN C. CALHOUN, 
Vice-President of the United States 
and President of the Senate. 


This paper thus presented to Congress is an elaborate, candid, 
dispassionate, and most able presentation of the question of the 
tariff in opposition to the theory of Hamilton. The very end and 
1 8 of the discussion was to establish, or, to use the language 
of the petition, '* asking such a modification "of the existing tariff 
law ‘‘as shall be consistent with the purposes of revenue, and 
equal in its operation on the different parts of the United States 
and on the various interests of the same.“ In further explanation, 
Iread from page 117 of the same paper: Y 


times prohibitory duties. 

Whether taxes are laid on income or on consumption, it is equally the duty 
of a government founded in justice to lay them equally on all in proportion, 
as the case may be, to the income or the consumption. Were there no taxes 
of th» latter description, every part of the country and every class of society 
would be left at liberty to supply its wants on the cheapest terms and to 
pursue that branch of industry for which each was best fitted. 
equivalent to an average duty of 20 per cent (or at any other rate) on all for- 
gm commodities becomes necessary for the support of government, and is 

d at an equal and uniform rate on all such commodities, all the sections of 
the country, classes of ty, and individuals are left as far as practica- 
ble in the same relative situation as before. But any law materially varying 
the rate on any of the taxed articles will in some respect e that rela- 
tive situation and, to an extent proportionate to the change, render the bur- 
den of the tax unequal. 


Inext invite attention to another leading state paper which, 

qune more than any other in the history of the country, has 
refe to as containing a correct representation of the 

Democratic view of the tariff 1 and upon the basis of 
which a tariff bill was framed which has ever been held up as a 
model for imitation by Democratic advocates before the American 
poopie. I refer to the Treasury report of 1845, by Robert J. 

alker, an able statesman from the State of Mississippi; and I 
read from this same compilation at pages 219 and 220, where the 
following language is used:+ 

In suggesting improvements in the revenue laws, the following principles 
m boe 3 money should be collected than is necessary for the 
wants of the Government economically administered. 

That is in the Chicago platform. 


- Second. That no duty be imposed on any article above the lowest rate 
which will eq the largest amount of revenue. 

Third. That below such rate discrimination may be made, descending in 
the scale of duties; or for imperative reasons— 


Mark the language— 


or for imperative reasons the article may be placed in the list of those free 
from all E 
Fourth. t the maximum revenue duty should be im on luxuries. 


Fifth. That all minimums and all 
ad valorem duties substituted in their p 
fraudulent invoices and undervalua 
Ia oe Sparla value. 

xth.— 


This is embodied in the Chicago platform. It is the origin of 
the declaration which was the subject of animadversion by the 
distinguished Senator from Missouri— 

Sixth. That the ig! should be so imposed as to ate as equally as 
3 the Union, discriminating neither for nor against any 


ic duties should be abolished and 
. care being taken to guard against 
ion and to assess the duty upon the 


No article is to be exempt from duty except for im; tive rea- 
sons, It excludes the idea of free raw material as does this last 
3 with reterence to which the Walker tariff was framed. 
have that tariff bill here and I desire to call attention to the free 
list or articles exempt from duty as contained in thatact. It 
covers a little more than one-half of a page of this volume and it 
contains no hint or suggestion of exempting raw materials from 
duty. I will ask permission to print it in the RECORD at the 
ed of my 1 as an appendix, but I shall not detain the Senate 
y reading 1 
What is the interpretation according to this standard of well- 
recognized Democratic authority of the declaration which has 
been embodied in the Chicago platform? Icall attention, further, 
to the language of this report on page 227, and I desire Senators 
to mark the la ge, because we have a contemporaneous, a rec- 
ognized, and a clear Sr pens and interpretation of the meaning, 
not only of the principle upon which that Democratic tariff was 
framed, but of the same declaration as contained in the Chicago 
platform. 
The present tariff— 
Says this distinguished Democrat— 
ist and u [d 
Evi ee, eT tae dios ae M PPS ni os 
others there is a partial prohibition. It discriminates in favor of manufac- 


tures and against agriculture by imposing many higher duties npon the 
manufactured fabric than upon the Mural product out of which it is 


It discriminates in favor of the manufacturer and inst. the mechanic 
by many higher duties upon the manufacture than upon the article made ont 
of it by the mechanic, It discriminates in favor of the manufacturer and 
against the merchant LE epus ud restrictions upon trade and commerce, 
and against the shipbu ing and navigating interest by heavy duties on 
almost every article used in imiuates 
in favor of manufactures and against exports, which are as truly the product 
of American industry as manufactures. It d inates in favor of the 
rich and against the poor by high duties upon nearly all the necessaries of 
lifeand by minimums and specific duties, rendering the tax upon the real 
article much higher on the cheaper than wpon the finer article. 

That is not only a good criticism of the ding measure, but it 
is a clear exposition of the doctrine of the Democratic party as 
embodied in the Chicago platform. 

Mr. President, in 1884, and again in 1888, and it was repeated 
in 1892, at the suggestion, I believe, of the factory and mill owners 
toa large extent of New England, as a oy to the people whose 
support in that direction was sought by the Democratic party, 
that the traditions of the party should be so far departed from as 
to exempt from duty. for the benefit of one section of the country 
largely, all the product or a large part of it of the greater propor- 
tion of the country; I said it was taken up in deference to that 
sentiment and that it was as vicious in principle as it was unequal 
in operation. Asa result of that, the Democratic ty came to 
disaster. No Democrat can stand in the West or the South orin 
any of the great y eria ds of this country as justifying a 
monopoly to the tern or Northern manufacturers, their polit- 
ical enemies, by saying that the burden of taxation shall not be 
imposed upon them tothe degree that is possible in a just and 
equitable distribution of tariff burdens. 

'Then this declaration in the Chicago platform, excluding as it 
does the idea of free raw material, is not a new evangel; it is not 
an evil genius; it is not a vile reptile or rattlesnake, There is no 
need for any Senator, in order that he may be protected from it, 
to make any solemn and dramatic invocation to the Ahnighty and 
in agony and despair to ask God to help him. It comes to us fresh 
and pure and undefiled from the very source and fountain of 
Democratic faith, and, so far as any vote that I cast is concerned, 
it will be in accordance with the declaration and principles of my 


party. 


uilding or navigating vessels. It 


SCHEDULE I.—(Exenrnpt from duty.) 


Animals pe eee, for breed; bullion, gold and silver; cabinets of coins, 
medals, and other collections of antiquities; coffee and tea,when imported di- 
rect from the place of their growth or 83 in American vessels, or in 
foreign vessels entitled reciprocal treaties to be exempt from discrimi- 
nating duties, tonnage, and other charges; coffee, the growth or production 
of the ons of the Netherlands, imported from the Netherlands in the 
same manner; coin: gon, silver, and r; copper ore; copper, when im- 
ported for the Uni tates mint; cotton; felt, adhesive, for sheathing vessels; 
garden seeds, and all other seeds not otherwise provided for; goods, wares, and 
merchandise, the growth, produce, or manufacture of the United States, ex- 
ported toa foreign country and brought back tothe United States in the same 
condition as when exported. upon which no drawback or bounty has been 
allowed: Provided, That all lations to ascertain the identity thereof pre- 
scribed by existing laws or which may be prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall be complied with; guano; household effects, old and in use, of 
poreons or families from foreign countries, if used ab by them, and not 
ntended for any other person or persons, or for sale; junk, old; models of 
inventions and other improvements in the arts: Províded, t noarticle or 
articles s| be deemed a model or improvement which can be fitted for use; 


n faith as objects of taste 
and not of merchandise; personal and household effects (not merchandise) 
of citizens of the United States dying abroad; plaster of paris, unground; 
platina, unmanufactured; sheathing copper, but no copper to be conside 
such, and admitted free, except in 18 inches long and 14 inches wide, 
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&nd weighing from 14 to 34 ounces the square foot; sheathing metal; speci- 
mensof natural history, mineralogy, or botany; trees, shrubs, bulbs, plants, 
and roots, not otherwise provided for; wearing apparel in actual use, and 
other personal effects not merchandise, professio books, implements, in- 
struments, and tools of trade, 5 or employment. of persons arrivin 

in the United States: Provided, That this exem tlon shall not be construe 

to include machinery or other articles imported for use in any manufactur- 


establishment, or for sale. 


pproved July 30, 1846. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, we have been listening for two 
months to the efforts to adjust and readjust, and unadjust and 
readjust again, the relative claims of the beneficiaries who are to 
share in the monumental trust fund that this measure is intended 
to raise. The Ways and Means Committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives struggled with this question all through the winter, and 
in the early spring the House sent to this body the product of their 
long labor. Their work has been again considered with great 
deliberation, and the relative shares of the claimants have been 
again readjusted, and as we progress with the bill the controversy 

‘oes on, former decisions are reopened, and new decisions made 
e claimants are not content with the shares of the spoil as they 
have been divided. 

The relative proportions distributed to each have not been satis- 
factory. The work of redistribution goes on, and the representa- 
tives of 73,000,000 of people sitting in the Capitol of the Republic 
are engaged day by day and hour by hour trying to settle, as in a 
court of equity, the relutive shares of each one of these claimants 
in this great fund which is to be raised by Congress for distribu- 
tion. Little, sir, has been said about where this money is to come 
from. Senators and Representatives dispose of it, and levy these 

t shares as though it was to be let down in a sheet from heaven, 
asif it was to be taken from no one, as if it were a bounty which, 
like the atmosphere and the rain which God gives to the people, each 
one of these favored classes was to have a certain share of; and 
we are sitting here to determine the proper amount to be given to 
each claimant. 

I come, sir, to speak for the forgotten man—the taxpayer. I 
come to speak for those from whose pockets this vast sum is to be 
raised; from whose labor and sweat, day and night, this vast con 
tribution is to be taken. They have some right to be heard in the 
councils of the nation when their property is to be taken by an 
act of legislative rapine and distributed among men who haye 
paid no consideration for it. 

I have been surprised, Mr. President, when we have called upon 
the originators and constructors of this measure to explain it, 
that they have sat in silence, feeling conscious of power, and have 
not deigned even to give a reason to the taxpayers of this country 
for this measure which they propose to put upon the statute books 
of the nation. 

Where is this money to come from? I look upon the rates of 
taxation in this bill with the profoundest astonishment, and ask 

ou where this money is to come from? Commencing at the very 
8 of this measure, I find that you have put a tax upon 
boracic acid of $126.89 on $100 worth of that product. Who is to 
payit? What right have you to take the property of the taxpayers 
of vise country and distribute it among the men who own boracic 
acid? 

Here are some, and only some, of the rates of taxation imposed 
upon the necessaries of life: 

Rates of duty levied by Senate bill. 


Boracio acid. -....-...-........ $120.89 | Morphia $32.04 
Tannic acid .. 128.15 | Opium for smokin; 81.86 
Alcoholic perfume 71.23 lead 88.71 
Alcoholic compoun 319.27 | Spirit varnish 95.17 
Borax. refined. ....... 11.48 hite lead 63. 96 
Collodion 70.42 | Putty 69. 19 
V rus 02.50 | Strychnine .... - 71.00 
318.33 | Glass bottles. 89.38 
128.90 | Window glass. 115.16 
126. 46 — SR — 14.23 
100.72 | Compounds of distilled spirits 1, 200. 34 
CCT O N E 346, 02 

07.23 | Bay rum.... * 2. 

10.43 | Wines.......... 5 

111.05 | Plushes, cotton A 

88.08 | Shoddy ........ A 
Shotgun 60.00 | Nails 100.02 
Wires. 22-...------.---- og ipl LC as ee ees 102.09 
Silver leaf .. - 138.88 | Woolen rags 172.63 

Pig lead... 111.11 | Woolen cloth 123. 
Sugnar....... 75.62 | Blankets.... 125.95 
Tobacco leaf 124.29 | Flaunels.. 119.41 
Tobacco leaf. .. 222.22 | Wool shawls 171.15 
Tobacco lea / e AE E BAA 221.55 
.. 110. 127.00 


intended to be the great charter for the government of a free 


people. It laid down distinctly the just powers of the Govern- 
ment it created, and it defined in the clearest language thelimita- 
tions of those powers and guarded, as far as words could guard. 
against their abuse. It gave to Congress power to lay and collect 
taxes.. For what purpose? Was it to raise money to distribute 
among favored classes? It does not say so; but to lay and collect 


taxes to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and 
general welfare. 

Mr. President, no clearer definition of the proper functions of 
government on this continent has ever been given than that which 
was given by the noble old Commonwealth of Massachusetts in 
her constitution of 1780. She knew what liberty was worth, and 
she knew the proper functionsof justgovernment. She estimated 
the blessings of freedom as we estimate all blessings—by their 
flight. She was then struggling against the oppression of arbitrary 
power located on another hemisphere. She was the first to lay her 
lambs, without spot or blemish, upon the altar of sacrifice. She 
poured in the streets of Boston, in 1770, the first blood offered aa 
a protest inst tyrannical taxation. 

he emphasized her devotion to liberty at Lexington, Concord, 
and Bunker Hill before this 8 charter of free government was 
written. She made the declaration while the struggle was still 
on and the warm blood of her own children was still flowing, and 
before the coveted boon came to her and her confederates at York- 
town. Let me call your attention to her words: 

The end of the institution, maintenance, and administration of govern- 
ment is to secure the existence of the body politic, to protect it, and to fur- 
nish the individuals who compose it with the power of enjoying in safety and 
tranquillity their natural rights and the blessings of life. * * * Govern- 
ment is instituted for the common good, for the protection, safety, prosper- 


ity, and happiness of the people,and not for the profit, honor, or private 
interest of any one man, family, or class of men. i si ; » 


Virginia, by the hand of George Mason, wrote the same great 
truth in the bill of rights to her constitution in 1776, She said: 


No man or set of men are entitled to exclusive or separate emoluments or 
privileges from the community but in consideration of public services. 


It is the same thought, it is the same idea, but not the way in 
which Massachusetts spoke it. Was it true in 1780 that in a free 
government no one man, no one family, no one class of men were 
entitled to separate emoluments? Was it true in 1780 that gov- 
ernment was instituted for the common good and for the protec- 
tion, safety, prosperity, and happiness of the people, and is it now 
to be administered for the profit of one man, or one class of men, 
or one family of men? If the declaration was true then, it is true 
now. 

The Democratic party, that started with the birth of the Gov- 
ernment, started with the idea that liberty conld only be perpet- 
uated on this continent by strictly construing the words of that 
grant. There was where the battle started. They did not mean to 
construethe wordsof thatinstrument soastomakethemmean what 
vetas not mean, but to construe them to mean what they meant 
inthecommon conversation of the day. Thereisnota wordinthat 
Constitution that authorizes Congress to take one man's proper 
and give it to another. Itis contrary to the fundamental princi- 
ples of honesty as well as of free government, and all our consti- 
tutions contain the interdiction that government shall not even 
take private property for public purposes without paying for it. 

But here is a bill of confiscation, proposing to take the property 
of the forgotten men, who are not sharers in this grand slush 
fund, who are under the ban of their Government, laboring in 
their fields on their crops and in the highways trying to make a 
support for themselves and their wives and children. and the 
all-powerful classes, built up by the plunder of the propie b 
legislation, put their hands upon the throats of the people, an 
when we stand here and ask for some explanation of these exorbi- 
tant levies, they look at us as much as to say, What are you 
going to do about it?" They may go on recklessly in their bold 
career, but I call to their memory the admonition of the wise man 
who speaks from the Bible: 


Rejoice, O young man, in thy youth; and let thy heart cheer thee in the 


days of thy youth. and walk in the ways of thine heart, and in the sight of 
F o 2 55 7 ut know thou, that for all these things God will bring thee into 
udgmen 


We have got no tribunal here. These doors are slammed in our 
faces. The old fundamental maxim of Saxon liberty, that every 
man shall be heard before he shall be condemned, has no place in 
this court. Thank God, there is a tribunal whose doors stand 
wide open day and night; and to that tribunal we will take you 
gentlemen. 

You made a bill like this in 1890, and while you were making it 
you were outraging the public sentiment of this country. The 
response came to you in the elections that followed. 

ou talk now about the depression of the business interests of 
the country. It began in 1890, and the evidence of it was in the 
elections of November of that year. The country gave some pre- 
monitory symptoms of the bubonic plague, and in 1892 they put 
the Republican party in quarantine, there to remain until it 
been thoroughly fumigated. Now, Mr. President, if is proposed 
to reenact that law with all its horrible iniquity intensified. 

Look at the enormous rates of taxation in the list I have men- 
tioned; $100 worth of tannic acid taxed $128.15; $100 worth of alco- 
holic compounds taxed $349.27; $100 worth of compounds of dis- 
tilled spirits taxed $1,206.34. AII this money you levy on the 
pockets of theforgotten man, whose pockets, alas, are now empty. 
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Where is this money to come from? Who is to pay it? It is to 
come from somebody. We have been told when we have 

for an answer to this question, ** Why, the foreigner pays that tax; 
you have nothing to do with it; it gets into the public Treasury, 
and is expended by the Government, and the foreigner pays it.” 
Do you think that the foreigner contributes the material cost, the 
labor cost, and all the expenses incident to the production of a 
hundred dollars' worth of product, reserving to himself a little 
profit to live on and c: on his business—that he paya all that 
and pays $1.200 besides that to get to sell it for $100? No man in 
his senses believes any such thing. : 

Butif the foreigner pays the tax, if we compel him by law to 

y a tax for the support of our Government, in which he has no 
interest, what is the difference between that and piracy on the 
high seas? Why should we take from any foreigner a solitary 
dollar for any purpose in the United States? It would be high- 
way robbery if done upon land, and it would be piracy if com- 
mitted upon the high seas. But every child 10 years old knows 
that the foreigner does not pay a particle of this tax. 

But, Mr. President, if we grant that the foreigner pays all the 
taxes upon the foreign imports that come into this country, 
amounting now to about $160,000,000, who pays the protective tax 
on domestic goods consumed in this country? The foreigner never 
touches them. Who pays the enhanced d — placed upon those 
goods by these exorbitant tariff rates? There is no escaping the 
answer to that question, that it is the forgotten man who pays 
all those bills—the forgotten men, women, and children, about 
72,500,000, perhaps, out of the 73,000,000 of American people. 

Mr. President. I hold in my hand a book, written by a man 
recognized throughout the world as a statistician and a man 
skilled in financial matters, entitled Industries and Wealth of 
Nations, written by Mr. Mulhall. We have often had quotations 
from him. He gives the value of the manufactured products of 
the various countries, and compares them with each other. He 
tells us in his book that he has converted foreign money into 
pounds sterling at $4.80 to the pound. Ihaveconverted his values 
into dollars at $4.80 to the pound, and they stand as follows: 


$4,204,800,000 | Italy ............-......- 12, 000, 000 

2, 860, 800,000 Spann 580, 000, 000 

--.. 9,812,120, o 569, 000, 000 

- 1,824,000,000 | Switzerland ...........- 196, 000, 000 

1, 574, 600,000 | United States 9, 369, 600, 000. 

We can form some estimate of the correctness of his fi for 
other countries by his approximate estimate to our official reports 


of 1890. Our census reports show their value to be 80,372,487, 288. 
and his figures show $9,369,600,000. In making this comparison, 
listen to what Mr. Mulhall says: ** The value of American manu- 
factures is artificially raised by protective tariffs fully 33 per cent 
over the real value: the latter amounts, therefore, to about one 
thousand four hundred and sixty-four millions sterling, or the 
value conjointly of British and French manufactures." In his 
table, expressed in pounds. he put the value of our manufactures 
at £1,952,000,000. e says the correct value is £1,464,000,000; that 
the protective tariffs have added £183,000,000 to their true value. 
Four hundred and eighty-eight millions of pornas sterling, at $4.80 
to the pound, amount to $2,342.400,000! Deducting the $200,000,000 
worth of manufactures we export, we consume $9,172,437,283 at a 
price 33 per cent too high because of high tariff rates. 

Their value in the open market would be $6,879.327,000, and 
$2,293,327.000 is the increased price we pay annually for protec- 
tive tariffs. The value of the products of labor in agriculture, 
horticuiture, dairies, vineyards, orchards, gardens, forests, mines, 
manufactures, and fisheries are less annually than $15,000,000,000, 
and more than one-sixth of that is extorted from the taxpayers 
every year as bounty to protected producers. Where does this 
monumental pile of boodle come from? 

Not out of the pockets of the foreigner, but out of the pockets 
of the forgotten man, out of the taxpayers of the United States; 
and yet we do not hesitate to put a tax of 200, 800, 400, and even 
500 per cent on many articles contained in this bil. Many of 
those articles escape attention because the ees gd product bear- 
ing the higher rate is eliminated and prevented from coming to 
the country, and our people are compelled to pay higher rates 
than even those mentioned in these schedules; and the forgotten 
man, the farmer in the field, the miner in the mine, the laborer 
on the highway, the man behind the counter and in the offices 
and in the schoolhouses all over this country have got the strong 
and powerful hand of the Government rammed down into their 
pockets to take out of the whole annual income of the people of 
the United States almost $2,300,000,000 annually of their 
aca um Iwant the Public Printer to put these figuresin heavy 

ack. 

I want to fix the attention of the country, if possible, to this stu- 
pendous system of legislative rapine and robbery. Two billion 
two hundred and ninety-three million dollars annually goes to the 
beneficiaries of this fund, to the protected classes, contrary to 
the doctrine of liberty as written by Massachusetts, contrary to all 


to the teach- 
e attempt to 


the teachings that are written in Virginia, contra 
ings of our fathers from that day to this; and 

bring this idol into camp and compel us to uncover our heads and 
bow down and say our prayers to this god of Dagon will not be 
accepted in the Democratic camp, no matter where it comes from. 
When you attempt to bring this Philistine idol into our temple 
and compel us to worship it, if it doesnot fall down like the statue 


of Dagon fell before the Ark of the Covenant, the American peo- 
le wil kick it down, and then kick the life out of it after it is 
own. 

What is the reason for this harsh, oppressive, and destructive 
measure? Why is it that these enormous exactions are demanded? 
What cause exists forit? The revenues are increasing. The Gov- 
ernment Treasury is full to overflowing. We know of no such in- 
stances of taxation in any of the States or in any of the cities. Go 
to the great city of New York, the eres city of Chicago, or any 
other great city, and you do not find the tax rate over 3 per cent; 
and if it does go beyond that, it almost raises a revolution. Why 
is it that the people resent a 3 per cent tax in the States and sub- 
mit to a tax of 300 per cent by the National Government? Be- 
cause the tax in the States is levied upon wealth and every man 
knows when he payshis tax that heis paying it upon his property, 
and there is a boundary bevond which no government can pass, 
But here this taxation is indirect. 

The people do not know it; they pay it in the stores where they 
buy. It is constantly taken from them under false pretenses, 
They only know that depression and distress exist over the 
whole land, and they are told that it exists because this tariff bill 
is delayed here. e are told that the wheels of machinery are 
standing still and rasting; we are told that the people are in ra, 
waiting for the coming of a Messiah—the tariff bill, that is to 
“the be all and the end all" of everything for which they can hope 
for their benefit. They are standing still and waiting for the tax- 
gatherer to come and bring them good times by demanding more 
taxes! 

Mr. President, when this Government was first formed we had 
no manufactures. We had just passed through a most trying and 
bloody ordeal of seven years, one which I do not think we ever 
could have passed through but for the friendly hand of France. 
All through that revolution we felt the necessity of the products 
of manufacture, of arms, munitions of war. clothing, wagons, and 
everything to transport, to mobilize an army, and to support and 
maintain it while it was struggling in the field. Hence our great 
fathers at that time agreed, for the public benefit, for the national 
safety, to put a protective guy of 5 or 10 or 15 per cent on goods 
coming into this country. in order to encourage an infant industry, 

Henry Clay, who is said to be the father of the American sys- 
tem, called it an infant industry, and after it had existed for some 
years—in 1833, I believe—when introducing the compromise tariff 
of that year, which every two years was to reduce by 10 per cent 
the rate of existing duties until they would come to a horizontal 
leve! of 20 per cent in 1841 or 1812, he gave nine years of time, at 
the expiration of which the infant was to arrive at maturity, put 
off his boyish garments, and stand forth as a man in full stature. 
The period of infancy, in the judgment of the protectionists of the 
early day, was to terminate by 1810, and when the Whig party in 
1842 restored our manufactures to their state of infancy it was 
assailed all over the country in the campaign of 1844, James K. 
Polk was made President of the United States, and the Walker 
tariff of 1846 was placed upon the statute book—the first step in 
advance toward free trade. 

Ispeak that word regardless of how it may grate on the ears of 
some of my Democratic friends. "They then took the position that 
this country was to embark in manufactures, to give employment 
to its people, and send the products of their labor all over the 
whole world and compete with the whole world. How was it to 
be done? It was to be done by putting the raw materials of 
manufacture upon the free list and reducing the finished products 
to a low revenue duty. The revenue tariff of 1846, Mr. Walker 
tells us, did not accomplish so much as he intended that it should, 
because of the efforts of Mr. Calhoun. But I will read you what 
he says. In a letter written by him in 1867 as the financial agent 
of the Government of the United States, he says to the world: 

But the tariff of 1846, although it remained much longer in operation than 
any other tariff, and produced much more beneficial results, was susceptible 
25 . especially in its application to the present condition 

First. Tue cae material of manufactures, as recommended in my first an- 
nualreport,shou d be duty free, as is the practice of all enlightened na- 
tions. This proposition, then made by me, was to some extent defeated at 
that time by Mr. Calhoun. His argument was this: That. so far as no rev- 
enue was collected on the raw material of manufactures imported here, we 
must make good the loss from other articles, and that this was an unjustand 
unconstitutional discrimination in favor of American manufactures. 

We hear something of the same sort to-day. 


My answer was: First, that it would never be unconstitutional to permit 
any one or more articles to come in duty free: second, that Mr. Calhoun had 
agreed to a large free list in the compromise tariff of 1832; third, that, in 
ps of fact, there was no real loss of revenue, but an actual gain, resulting 

this way: That, as our imports were measured by our exports, specie 
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only liquidating occasional balances, and that, as we reduced our exports, we 


were necessarily diminishing our imports, and decreasing our revenue. To 
illustrate this, I said that dyestuffs are now free from duty, and we have a con- 
Siderable t of dyed goods to foreign countries. Butif we impose a tax 
upon dyestuifs, which are admitted duty free by all other countries, we shall 
either annihilate or gradually our ee Seg of dyed corre- 
spondingly decrease our imports, and diminish the revenue. This proved to 
be the case, as shown by the tables of our exports of dyed goods under the 
of 1846, as compared with those of 1842, 

After a close investigation of this subject, and after examining the tariffs 
and the manufacturing establishments of foreign countries in 1851-52 and 
1863-64, I am convinced that to admit the raw material of manufactures in all 
cases duty free would greatly increase our wealth, augment our exports, 
imports, and revenue, and diminish the ens of taxation. Let us remem- 
ber that in taking the duty off the raw ecards ae consumers, the people 
of the United States, get the manufactured cle at a lower rate. 
then, is another step in the reduction of taxes. With this principle in view, 
we could take up the 5 and 10 per cent schedules, and, having admitted, duty 
free, all the articles specified in them constituting the raw material of man- 
ufactu we sliould abolish those two schedules and put the remaining arti- 
cles into the 15 per cent schedule, thus simplifying and improving the system 
and increasing the revenue. 

Mr, President, we have been told what Democracy is, as though 
it were a revelation that just came down from heaven in 1596 
at Chicago. Have there been no Democratic utterances in this 
country except at Chicago in 1896? Have there been no battles 
fought for Democratic doctrine prior to 1896? Was there an in- 
spiration direct from heaven that selected each one of the words? 
lam reminded that there has been a struggle of late years to 
switch the Democratic party out of its beaten path as the rd 
of liberty on. this continent and to make it go blindfolded into 
the Republican camp as the defender and vindicator and espouser 
of protective-tariff legislation and tariff abominations, 

Tt wan tried in 1884. It was tried in 1888. It was tried in 1892 
at Chicago. I happened to be there when the committee on plat- 
form brought in the equivocal declaration made by some mem- 
bers in the interest of protective tariffs. The plank was brought 
to me by a friend of mine, and I said to him, ** Make open battle 
before the body of the convention for Democratic doctrine." It 
was done. What was the result? 

The platform, when it was reported to the Democratic conven- 
tion in 1892, was equivocal. It was a straddle. It contained a 
provision on which we could either go into the Republican camp 
or some Republicans in disguise in our ranks could stand upon 
the platform and say, This is Democracy." But when it was 
brought before the convention the Democratie doctrine was writ- 
ten out in clear, ringing words, unequivocal, and it was adopted 
by a vote of 564 to 342. I find Georgia casting 22 votes for it and 
4againstit. Ifind South Carolina casting 18 votes for it and none 
againstit. Utahcast 2 Territorial votes for it and none against it. 

Mr. President, they simply declared in that Rae as I will 
show later on, the old doctrine of Democracy, the doctrine that it 
is the duty of the Government to secure to every citizen in the 
country every natural right and take none of them from him. 

'That is old. Jeffersonian Democracy as declared by Massachu- 
setts, and Massachusetts was the . of Democracy in 1780. 
Mr. Jefferson, after the tariff of 1816 been passed, making a 

from that principle, said in a letter that our legisla- 
tors are not sufficiently apprised of the rightful limits of their 
power; that their true office is to declare and enforce only our 
natural rights and duties and to take none of them from us.” You 
notice he says only.“ Only is a Democratic shibboleth. The duty 
of the legislator is to de and enforce “only” our natural 
rights and duties and take none of them from us. He saysthat 
** the idea is quite unfoundedthat on entering into society we give 
up any natural right." j : 

Mr. President, I will go back to the first national convention 
the Democratic pr ever had in the United States, if I am not 
mistaken, that of 1836, and, copying from that letter of Jefferson, 
they say in this one sentence—they do not give it all, but it is a 
creed as clearly written as that in the constitution of Massachu- 
Betts: 

Every manis under the natural duty of contributing to the necessities of 
society, and this is all the law should enforce on him. 

Taxation to sappart the government that protects him in his 
natural rights, and nothing else. That is the only contribution 
just government has a right to exact from him. The government 
is only society, to whose necessities he is required to contribute. 
If one man is not making by his occupation as much money as he 
wants, the others are not bound to contribute to a fund for that 
purpose. The Democratic national conventions have always de- 
clared m rtis such perversions of governmental power. 

In 1840 they said: 


Justice and sound policy forbid the Federal Government to foster one 
branch of industry to Phe diriment of another, or to cherish the interests of 
one portion to the injury of another portion of our common country. 


Did the Democratic national convention of 1896 antagonize this 
principle? Did they intend to renounce the faith of a century? I 
Say no. The convention intended to reiterate the fundamental 
8 for which the party had stood through all its history. 

e are told the committee on platform intentionally struck out 
the word only.“ But the convention did not know of their in- 


tention. If it had, the convention would have run over the com- 
mittee as they did in 1892. It seems the committee attempted to 
derail the train and run it into the woods, They intended, ora 
majority of them intended, to blindfold the old guard and lead it 
away from the citadel of liberty, around whose walls it had been 
doing duty for a hundred years. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator from Texas permit one 


at the expense of another. The question which I desire to pro- 
und is this: If you arrange a tariff bill in favoritism to manu- 
acturers by imposing taxes to give them a monopoly, on one side, 
and in favoritism of manufacturers by exempting materials they 
use in their manufactures, on the other side—double favoritism— 
and you bestow no corresponding benefit to theother class, which, 
as I understand, is the operation of the principle for which the 
Senator now contends. is it not the grossest violation of the propo- 
sition Mr. Jefferson founded? 

Mr. MILLS. I do not know that I can answer the Senator's 
long question. I am stating what Mr. Jefferson believed and 
what the Democratic party believes, and I will go on and state it, 
and my friend the Senator from Utah can draw his answer from 
what I am going to say. 

In 1848, after the enactment of the Walker tariff, when the 
Democratic party assembled in convention again, wey said they 
reaffirmed what they had said in 1844. They reaffirmed their for- 
mer declaration of . and then they congratu- 
lated themselves on the fulfillment of the hopes of the Democ- 
racy of the Union in the noble impulse given to the cause of free 
trade by the repeal of the tariff of 1842 and the creation of the 
more equal, honest, and protective tariff of 1846." They were not 
afraid of the question of free trade. It was no bugaboo to men 
who loved freedom, free labor, free speech, free thought, free 
religion, free locomotion, free occupation, free exchanges, and the 
freedom to take to the consumer the products that you make for 
the consumer and take back his which he makes for you,a natural 
right upon which both lives depend. 

In 1852 they reaffirmed again, and in 1856, without going straight 
to free trade, they said, The time has come for the people of the 
United States to declare themselves in favor of free seas and pro- 
gressive free trade throughout the world." No protective tariff 
in that. No class legislation in that. The men who carried the 
banners of 8 in those days and who worshiped liberty as the 
representative of divinity did not uncrown her when she got in 
the presence of a rice field or a sawmill or a sheep ranch. They 
lovedliberty. 'They stood by it. Why did they say they were in 
favor of free seas? Because it had not been very long since Great 
Britain claimed that the seas were her private property. 

Franklin Pierce and William L. Marcy only a short time be- 
fore had, by negotiation with Denmark, opened the sqund and 
abolished the sound dues that Denmark charged upon the com- 
merce of the world. All the great Democratic statesmen were 
. to free the seas, declaring them to be the common prop- 
erty and the common heritage of the Dur of the earth, and that 
they had a right to traverse them without paying sound dues or 
ocean dues or having their vessels searched by any power on the 

lobe. The next thing after that, they were starting with Great 
ritain to strike down all this class legislation, that it was build- 
ing up an aristocracy, building up nobility, building up titles, 
and standing asa buttress around thrones and monarchies. They 
3 to diffuse throughout the earth the blessings of 
iberty. 

They were x proe as they used that word, and in 1856 
they made further progress. How did they doit? They reduced 
theduty on finished goods and p a large number on the free list, 
and yet we are told that a tariff to be equal and to be just and to 
be democratic must be imposed on every article imported into the 
United States, I defy any man living to point to a tariff from 
Hamilton's, in 1789, to the present that does not discriminate and 
carry a free list, The very first tariff that was made put wool 
and other articles on the free list—George bale ande tariff, 
Thomas Jefferson's tariff, for he was Secretary of State in the 
Cabinet, and. of course, was counseled upon a measure of such 
importance, Alexander Hamilton’s tariff—it is called Hamilton's 
tariffü He was Secretary of the Treasury, and Hamilton was a 
protectionist. Not after the idea of to-day, however. Every one 
of our old leaders followed them without a faltering step and be- 
lieved that the materials of manufacture should be free. Why? 

Was it for the benefit of Massachusetts alone? Oh, no. Was 
it for the benefit of Vermont, New York, or New Jersey? Oh, no. 
They had a higher and loftier object than that. They said that 
every man had a natural right to labor and to live. They said, 
“If we tax the raw materials of manufacture and discriminate 
against our manufacturers in the cost of production a half cent 
to the yard, that half cent drives him out of every market beyond 
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our boundaries. If we discriminate against him by i ing the 
cost of his product a half cent a pound, it closes the markets of 
the whole world t him. We must strip him to the waist, 
‘lay aside every weight, and thesin which doth so easily beset us: 
ed: if any ain doth more easily beset than a protective tariff, I have 
yet to learn about it. 

Leave all these free of duty to the manufacturers. What, then? 
We have got cheaper labor than any country in the world, be- 
cause machine labor is cheaper than hand labor. In many branches 
of manufacture one man with a machine does ten times as much 
work as one man by hand. Everyone who has studied the ques- 
tion knows that. ulhall gives that as the reason why we excel 
all the world in the value of the products of our manufactures. 
He says, ''American manufactures have mnltiplied just twenty- 
fold since 1840, while those of Europe have only doubled. Nearly 
all American manufactures are produced by machinery, while in 
Europe more than half is hand work. The result is that the out- 
put per hand in the United States is much greater." He puts the 
average value of product per hand in British manufactures at 
$513.60; France, at $638.40; Germany, $379.20; Austria, $350.40. 

It is amusing to contrast these figures with the value of uct 
per hand in the United States. Here it is $2,204 per hand—more 
than three timesas much asthe Frenchman; more than fourtimes 
as much as the i ; more than five times as much as the 
German and Austrian, and more than eight times as much as the 
Russian and Italian, the first of which turns out $242 worth of 
product, and the latter $266 worth. 

Mr. GRAY. That is the reason why he gets more wages. 

Mr. MILLS. Of course that is the reason why he gets more 
wages; and yet he gets almost double the wages of the man in 
Great Britain, hardly double those of France, nearly three times 
more than thoseof Russiaand Austria. Yet when you lookat the 
fact and see a British laborer turning out about $513 of product a 
year, and look at the American turning out $2,204 worth of product, 
when you look at the others turning out two or three hundred 
DT worth of the products, you see how far we have distanced 

em. 

Now, what is the policy of the party? Is it not to stand true to 
the faith of our old fathers, that the natural right of the citizen 
is what we should secure? They believed that is wiser than 
man; that He has so created man and endowed him with these 
natural rights, and that in their enjoyment he rises to his highest 
beneficence all over the globe. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to ask 
him a question? If I understand the logical conclusion of the 
Senator's argument, it is that there is no necessity for and there 
ought not to be protection either to the raw material or to the fin- 
ished product; t the ideal condition is universal freedom of 
commerce or trade. If he will put himself there and demonstrate 
that that is a practical 1 in American politics to-day, I 
shall be glad to stand with him. 

Mr. LS. I would say to my friend the Senator from Utah 
fat 225 had better quicken his steps if he wants to get with me on 

at line, 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MILLS. I must goon. I have the greatest respect in the 
world for my friend, but he is breaking the line of my argument. 
Iwill go along, and do the best 1 can with this matter. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I understand, and I shall not interrupt the 
Senator further. 

Mr, MILLS. Iwant to illustrate the free-raw-material position 
a little. We had afew years ago a tax on wool. We have not 
now, but we will have one in a very shorttime. It wasatax of 11 
cents a pound. The manufacturers say that it takes 4 pounds of 
ME the grease to make 1 pound of cloth. Let us see how that 
works. 

The American manufacturer and the English manufacturer go 
together to the wool dealer in London. ch buys 4 pounds of 
wool at 15 cents a pound in the grease, making 60 cents. The 
sh MOTA goes and expends for labor 30 cents on that 4 pounds, 
making 90 cents for the whole cost, saving hii a margin of profit, 
after other things, of 10 per cent to him. e American goes along 
at the same time, buys 4 pounds of wool costing 60 cents, brings 
his wool home, and pays 44 cents duty atthe custom-house. That 
is$1.04. He pays 30 cents for labor, which makes $1.34. Now,if 
i leave those two persons right there in that situation, the Eng- 

ishman comes in and undersells the American by 44 cents in the 
yard of goods at home, not in the foreign market. : 

What does it mean? The demolition and destruction of every 
wool-manufacturing establishment in the United States, the throw- 
ing out of employment of perhaps a half million men, and if you 
carry that policy out in all branches of manufacture, you will 
throw out of employment 5,000,000 people. You destroy your 
manufactures. ot only that, but let us see what condition the 
woolman is going to be in who is demanding this thing. 'The 
woolnian now with free wool compels the wool producer in Ar- 
gentina and Russia and Australia and everywhere else to pay the 


cost of 
himathome. Merchants tell us that isequivalent to about 10 per 
cent. Now, with this wool market gone at home, he has to trans- 
port his wool to the English and German and French markets and 
pay 10 per cent cost to compete with the foreign wools in their 
own markets. Is that the policy which is commended to us? 


rtation to the American market to compete with 


They say, *No; that will not do. You must put a duty on the 
woolen goods of the Briton and the Frenchman and every other.” 
What for? To compensate the manufacturer for what he has 
advanced to the woolgrower. Of course you will haye to do it, 
and put back in his pocket the 44 cents that he expended for the 
duty on his 4 pounds of wool; Now, then, you leave him exactly 
as he was at the beginning. Then what have you got todo? To 
ut him on equal terms with the woolgrower, you have to protect 
im to the extent of I1 cents a pound. There are two taxes, double 
taxes. And it is so as you go on with the schedule, as all know who 
haveinvestigated the subject, and none know it better than the 
two distinguished Senators who are so ably representing our party 
in this controversy [Mr. Vest and Mr. Jones of Arkansas]. 
Every step we advance toward the finished product we have 
increase taxation. 

Mr. GRAY. Who compensates the forgotten man? 

Mr. MILLS. Nobody- roe Seon pie him, and nobody cares for 
him but Democrats. otectionists tell him heis getting rich 
when he is poor. They tell him that the advance agent of pros- 
paw is coming on horseback, but he never ap . They tell 

im when he is 5 with taxation that he is better off than 
any other people in the world. But he is forgotten, badly for- 
gotten. 

Look at your tax on iron ore, on raw material; your tax on 
coal, another. It takes coal and iron ore to make pig iron. You 
tax pigiron. There are three taxes on one product. When the 
pig iron is converted into steel, bar steel or any other, it is taxed 
again. There are four taxes. When the bar steel is converted 
into cutlery it is taxed again, and there are five taxes—taxes piled 
on top of each other like Ossa upon Pelion—all to be paid by the 
forgotten man. 

Then, what does it all amount to? It amounts to keeping our 
manufactures from going into the world. . It keeps us from the 
employment of our labor to the best advantage. It denies work 
to every laborer in this country who is out of employment, be- 
cause it is a fact beyond question that with free trade, with all 
imports on the free list, with this Government supported by tax- 
ation on wealth—as it ought to be, like the State government—or 
by the tax alone on the finished product that goes into con- 
sumption, and that a light one, we could manufacture the four to 
five hundred million dollars’ worth of cotton goods that Great 
Britain is shipping to the world, for she shows by her own statis- 
ticians that we have cheaper labor and better i . We 
have the cotton at home, and we do not have to pay any cost of 

rtation to Great Britain on it. 

The two-thirds of our crop of 9,000,000 bales could be manu- 
factured at home and give employment to three times as many 

pleas we employ in manufacturing one-third of it at home. 

ould they not be more pr: tg ould they not make more 
money? ould us E have more wants, and would they not 
want more bread? ould they not give a higher pricefor wheat? 
Would they not, by the increased demand for bread, raise the 
demand for wheat to the farmers of the country? Would th 
not eat more meat? Would there not be an increased deman 
for that meat? Would it notincrease the price of meat? Would 
not the wealth made by the labor of our people distribute itself 
all over our country, in the pockets of all our 1 by a 
natural God-given law? Unquestionably it would. All agri- 
cultural products would rise in value. All manufactured prod- 
ucts and others now raised by law would fall to the level of the 
world'smarkets, and wealth created by labor would remain around 
the homes of the laborer. 

Mr. President, as I said, in 1857 we started on in the line of prog- 
ress toward free trade—toward that happy condition that our 
fathers had been looking for. We put all wool under 20 cents a 

und on the free list, and put a small duty on the other a trifling 

uty. They ought to have put the whole of it on the free list, but 
the advance thought was not strong enough at that time. 

Mr. Blaine says in his book that about that period there was 
nobody in the United States contending for a protective tariff. 
The idea had been so strongly embedded in the brain of the people 
of the United States that protection was wrong and freedom of 
trade was right that there was nobody contending for it. Hence, 
after the war was over and these high-protective duties had been 
imposed to raise an extraordinary fund to soppari the war, we find 
in 1870 a large body of the peop e, I think clearly a majority, be- 

to ery for low taxes; and I do not believe that'there has been 

ess than a pronounced majority of the people who have not been 
in favor of low taxes from that day to this. I have never found 
it the case anywhere. If the issue is directly made and all money 
is kept away from the polls and nobody bought or intimidated, the 
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people of the United States would vote by more than a million 
majority for low taxes. 

So in 1870, after they had been demanding a reduction of the 
then existing rates, Congress responded to it, and what did they 
do? They reduced the duties on imported goods and put 178 
articles on the free list. That was not sufficient to satisfy the 

ublic demand, and in 1872 they further reduced the duties on 
finish ed goods and put 213 articles on the free list. They did it 
under a misapprehension of the manufacturers. They thought 
that it was going to decrease the revenue $57,000,000. They did 
not want to increase the revenues. 

The two acts resulted in an increase of revenue, just exactly 
what Democrats have been contending for all the time, and when 
they found out that instead of decreasing the revenue $57,000,000 
and stopping the payment of the bonds of the UnitedStatesin the 
interest of another allied money class, then light shone in on the 
minds of the protectionists, and that was that the idea of going 
toward free trade and pushing their products into the markets of 
the world would not be as productive of wealth to them as to stop 
the whole business and fortify and build np trusts in this country 
to control the product and levy two thousand three hundred mil- 
lion dollars a year out of the forgotten man's pockets in the United 
States. That has been the s polioy and that is now the policy. 

Everybody knows that the increased rates in this bill do not 
make up a difference in labor cost, which is cheaper in this coun- 
try than anywhere else. Everybody knows that there are no 
infant industries in this country, when our 3 was 89,372, 
000,000 in 1820 and over ten billion to-day; as I said the other day, 
leaving England out, almost equal to the entire product of the bal- 
ance of the world, on account of machinery and the inventive genius 
of a free people standing by their natural rights and believing that 
their highest material development comes from freedom, and that, 
standing fast by it and defending it on all occasions, this Republic 
would rise and overshadow the whole earth with its glory. 

But, alas, we are taking the backward track now, and what are 
we doing? Building up a vast and sordid plutocracy in this coun- 
iry. Somebody asked the other day how many millionaires there 
are in the United States. You could count them on the fingers 
of one hand before 1860. The policies and measures adopted by 
the Democratic Administrations before the war did not permit 
the growth of such monsters in this country. Republican policies 
have fostered and fattened them. They now practi refuse to 
be taxed, and inSolently demand that other people shall work out 
their lives to pay them tribute. 

Iread from a paper written by Thomas G. Shearman, one of the 
ablest lawyers in the United States. It was published and repub- 
lished again in the ines. It was published in 1890. It has 
never been questioned. It has been sent broadcast; it has been 
commented on everywhere; and never have I heard one breath of 
contradiction or criticism of the article. I will read what he says, 
and he gives the names of some of them in his discussion, and they 
do not deny it: 


There are 200 persons worth $20,000.000 each.. --.. $4,000.000,000 
There are 400 persons worth $10,000,000 each. . 000,000,000 
There are 1,000 persons worth $5,000,000 each... 5,000,000,000 
There are 2.000 persons worth $2,500,000 each. ....................- 5,000.000,000 
There are 6.000 persons worth $1.000,000 each. nn 6,000,000,000 


Twenty-four billion dollars owned by 9,600 persons! 

Then he puts down 15,000 people who own $500,000 each, mak- 
ing $7,500,090,000. "Thus, these 24.600 people own $31,500,000,000, 
or more atthat time than one-half of the national wealth of the 
United States. Startling as are these figures, the work of creating 
and multiplying millionaires still goes on, and to-day the people are 
confronted with a bill proposing to levy one-hundred-dollar taxes 
and two-hundred-dollar taxes and three-hundred-dollar taxes on 
a hundred dollars’ worth of the necessaries of life—not to raise 
revenue and pay the debts of the Government, but to raise revenue 
for the private pockets of a favored class, and to an amount esti- 
mated at nearly 82,300,000, 000 a year. Now, then, the democratic 
pov» want to stop this business and return to the old canons of 

government, and we are met with the assertion that the 
creed was changed at Chicago in 1896. "This I deny. 

In 1887 the House was Democratic by a small majority, and Mr. 
Cleveland, then President, sent to Congress a ringing message, 
calling on Congress to reduce the duties on imports. In April, 
1888, a bill was reported to the House and p: in July, which 
took from the dutiable list articles amounting to more than 
twenty-two millions in value and made a reduction of about 
thirty millions of taxes on dutiable goods. The Democratic 
national convention of 1888 indorsed that bill and indorsed the 
men who supported it. The Democracy was advancing, not re- 
treating, then. We were progressing toward freer trade, opon 
markets, just government, and economical expenditures. e 
were getting back around the old family hearthstone. There were 
some gentlemen in that convention who were opposed to ‘‘only,” 
butthe great body of the convention were not, and the Demo- 
cratic people of the nation were not. The bill, largely increasing 


the free list, with Iumber, wool, and tin plate among the items 
freed from taxes, was indorsed by the national convention and by 
almost every State convention of that party in the United States, 

In 1892, in the national convention at Chi , there were some 
protectionists who wanted to evade the directissue and put in the 
platform some words that could be construed both ways; but the 
scheme failed. The Democratic principle of taxation was not re- 
vealed to the world for the first time in 1896 at Chicago. When 
the differences were carried to the body of the convention for de- 
cision, they spoke the ancient faith in words that itisimpossible to 
misunderstand. 

nae is the plank put in that platform by the vote of the con- 
vention: 


Sec. 3. We denounce Republican protection as a fraud, a robbery of the 
great majority of the American people for the benefit of the few. 


That sounds like the old doctrine. 


We declare it to be a fundamental principle of the Democratic party that 
the Federal Government has no constitutional power to impose and collect 
tariff duties except for the B ac of revenue only, and we demand that 
the collection of such taxes shall be limited to the necessities of the Govern- 
ment when honestly and economically administered. 


That is the canon of the old faith as I understand it. 


We denounce the eter enin tariff law enacted by the M Sagi Congress 
as the culminating atrocity of class legislation; we indorse the efforts made 
by the Democrats of the present Congress to modify its most oppressive 
features in the direction of free raw materials and cheaper manufactured 
goods that enter into gehe consumption, and we promise its repeal as one 
of the beneticent results that will follow the action of the people in intrust- 
ing power to the Democratic party. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We won on that. 

Mr. And we won largely on it; yet we are told that 
totax imports coming into the United States is not Democratic, 
and we are told that Democratic doctrine was the doctrine pro- 
claimed at Chicago by striking out the word ‘‘only.” In other 
words, that taxation is for the purpose of protection against com- 
petition and building up a rich and powerful class and inciden- 
tally to raise some money for the support of the Government. 

Let me quote for the delectation of my friends some utterances 
from old tariff literature which I have culled from the Library. 
It is not complete, but it is enough to show conclusively that the 
Democratic people have been, without variableness or shadow of 
turning, in favor of limiting the power of taxation and confinin 
it to its constitutional purpose. They have declared over sud 
over again in State and national conventions that that power was 
to be exercised **only " to raise revenue for the Government. The 
national conventions from 1840 to 1860 were for progressive free 
trade." From 1876 to the present they have been for revenue 
**only," which is the same thing in different words. 

In 1870 the Democratic State convention of Maine said: 

“Free trade is the right of the people.” 

In 1876 New Hampshire said: 

** We favor a tariff for revenue only." 

TORON 9 said: : re 

ef iff for the purpose of revenue only. 

In 1871 Massachusetts said: 

We demand a tariff for revenue only.” 

In 1876 Connecticut said: 

: The tariff law should be adjusted for the purpose of revenue 
only. 

They had no war to make on only.“ 

New York in 1871 said: 

* Government should lay no tax on imports except for revenue 
purposes." 

In 1874 New York said: 1 

** Federal taxation for revenue only." 

In 1876 New York said: 

** We are in favor of a tariff for revenue only.” 

In 1877 New York said: 

“ A tariff for revenue only.” 

In 1880 New York said: 

** A tariff for revenue only.” 

How strange it is the word ** only" has hung all along in our 
history as a proper limitation of the taxing power of the Govern- 
ment, and now we are told that it is to be carted out and dumped 
in the rubbish. 


Mr. LINDSAY, And purposely. 
ar MILLS. d purposely done to define the new doctrine of 
mocra 


cy. 

Ohio said in 1869: 

SA RUE based upon 8 

ssible approximation to free 
P Obio in 1871 said: f 

** We are in favor of a strictly revenue tarif.” 

Ohio said in 1875: 

A tariff for the sole purpose of raising revenue.“ 


principles alone, with the closest 
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Ohio in 1876 said: 

“We are in favor of a tariff for revenue only.” 

In 1877 Ohio said: 

A tariff for revenue only.” 

Indiana in 1870 said: 

** We are in favor of a tariff for revenue only." 

In 1871 Illinois said: 

‘Taxes should be levied solely for the support of the Govern- 
ment." 

Illinois in 1880 said: 

** No tariff for protection." 

In 1874 Michigan said: 

We demand a tariff for revenue only.” 

In 1877 Iowa said: 

“A tariff for revenue only.” 

Iowa said in 1878: 

“A tariff for revenue only.” 

Minnesota said in 1874: 

** A tariff for revenue only." 

In 1876 Minnesota said: 

“A tariff for revenue only.” 

Wisconsin in 1871 said: 

«A tariff for revenue only.” 

In 1876 Wisconsin said: 

“A tariff for revenue only.” 

Kansas in 1878 said: 

** A tariff for revenue only." 

Nebraska in 1874 gaid: 

“A tariff for revenue only.” 

Nevada in 1878 said: 

“A tariff for revenue only.” 

on in 1872 said: 
e are in favor of a tariff to raise money only for the neces- 
sary expenses of the Federal Government.” 

California in 1876 said: 

“A tariff for revenue only.” 

Missouri in 1874 said: 

“A tariff for revenue only.” 

Kentucky in 1876 said: 

** A tariff for revenue only.” 

"Tennessee in 1870 said: 

** No candidate is worthy of support who is not infavor of alow 
revenue tariff which closely approximates free trade.” 

Georgia in 1894 said: 

“A tariff for revenue only.” 

Texas in 1882 said: 

“A tariff for revenue only.” 

Mr. GRAY. And Georgia in 1896. 

Mr. MILLS. Yes; Georgia hassaid it, and all the rest of them, 
because the cardinal doctrine of our faith, the fundamental, bed- 
rock doctrine of Democracy is that the taxing power of this Gov- 
ernment should be limited to the purposes of raising revenue to 
support the Government. 

. President, we are told that there is a new doctrine, and a 
new definition of Democracy, which has come down to us in these 
latter days after the Democratic party has carried this country 
in triumph from its infancy up to its gigantic proportions, and 
that new revelation is that we must go into the camp of the 
enemy, that “only” must be stricken out, that the limitations 
upon the abuses of the taxing power must be destroyed, that the 
enemy must be let in, and we are all to be blindfolded and led 
into the camp of the Republican and to cry hosannas when 
they are pss up this monster for the corruption of the 
ponme of this country and the overthrow of republican institu- 

ons. 

Mr. President, the Bible tells us that one of the prophets of God 
smote the army of the Syrians with biindness and led them into Sa- 
maria and delivered them captive to the King of Israel. But the 
Democratic people of the United States are not Syrians and there 
are no Elishas in this country authorized by God to smite the 
Democratic people with blindness and lead them into the Repub- 
lican camp. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Texas yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 

Mr. RAWLINS. To whom does the Senator refer when he 
speaks of some gentlemen leading other gentlemen into the Re- 
publican partyt 

Mr. MILLS. What is that? 

Mr. RAWLINS. To whom does the Senator refer? 

Mr. MILLS. I hold that the doctrine of protection 

Mr. RAWLINS. I thought the Senator was alluding to those 
gentlemen on this side who voted the 5 ticket last fall. 

Mr. MILLS. I am alluding to men who assert that the Demo- 
cratic party must abandon the word “only,” that it must tear 
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down the limitations upon taxation and become a party for pro- 


tective tariff. I do not name anybody. Every man can wear the 
ipee if it fits him, and if it does not, he can throw it aside. 
hat is what I am talking about. 

Now, Mr. President, what is all this for—this building up of 
great fortunes, this enormous fund creating and 1 mil- 
lionaires? Have we not been witnessing for the last few years a 
thing that must be humiliating to every lover of the institutions 
of this country? 

Have we not seen the daughters of the millionaires endowed 
with money wrung by legislation from the pocket of the forgotten 
TE of this country shipped to Europe like fatted heifers 
and peddled for titles? hat a spectacle to see American women 
exported and sold like so many carcasses of mutton or fresh beef 
for aristocratic titles forbidden by the Constitution of their 
country to be worn within its jurisdiction—titles declared to be 
at deadly enmity with its institutions. And yet we are constantly 
beholding it. 

Of what moment was it that the old fathers of the Republic, 
whose bodies wore the wounds and blood stains of the Revolution, 
fought to secure their liberty and the PARI of their posterity? 
Of what use was it for them to declare that titles of nobility should 
not beconferredin this country? It was natural that they should 
do so. It was the democracy of a free government that they were 
creating—a free, gone government, whose whole power came 
from the governed. It was a government of the governed; a self- 
government; a free government; and there was no place in our 
system for titles or titled classes. And yet we see, as soon as 
these people get this inordinate wealth, their daughters are shipped 
over to Europe and put on the market, hawked and peddled and 
sold with American money, to become princesses and duchesses 
and countesses and marchionesses, and we are here levying upon 
the pockets of the poor laboring people $200 and $300 and $100 
and $500 on $100 worth of the necessaries of life to ruise the money 
to enable our girl to make the trip and buy the title. 

Do you think there is no hereafter, gentlemen? Wait until the 
swallows homeward fiy. There is a tribunal whose doors are 
always open, and we will invite you to meet us there. If the 
ple of the United States indorse your doctrine and the policy that 
you write on the statute books to-day, they are not fit for self- 
government. Nor will ner do it, either. They will bring you to 
an account, and the places that know some of youto-day will know 
you no more hereafter forever. 

Mr. President, why pile up duties 150 per cent on woolen goods? 
Why put up the duty to 75 and 80 and 100 per cent on sugar? It 
is because the forgotten men pay these taxes, the fellows whom 
you think you can fool by telling them that they are not paying 
the taxes but the foreigner is paying them. 

Suppose you should putatax of 10 per cent on a yard of do- 
mestic woolen goods made in the United States. You would hear 
the thunders and see the lightning. Why should you not tax 
domestic woolen goods as wellas tax beer? You have already an 
internal-revenue tax on beer, you have an internal-revenue tax on 
whisky, you have an inte -revenue tax on tobacco, you have 
an internal- revenue tax on oleomargarine, you have it on cheese. 
Do you know any good reason why you should not have it on 
woolen quede, and on cotton goods, and on iron, and steel, and 
lead, and leather? 

The tenes Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. aed 
said very truly the other day that the time is coming (and it wi 
come much sooner, perhaps, than he thinks, if he pushes this 
measure any further) when we shall have to rely on internal- 
revenue taxes. When we have to impose internal-revenue taxes, 
why not put the tax on some things that we protect against com- 

tition? If we put in the pockets of the woolen manufacturer 

100 worth of bounty or booty, whichever you may please to call 
it, why should you not tax $10 of that out for the support of a 
Government that is so beneficent and kind to him? Is there any 
reason why it should not be done? When we put a tax on cotton 
goods, why can we not put a tax of 5 or 10 per cent on the domes- 
tic goods, and let that tax come out of the ets of the mann- 
facturer? It would not come out of the pockets of the forgotten 
men. 

The manufacturers had to pay these taxes durog the war, but 
those gentlemen came to Congress and said, This money all 
comes out of our pockets; the war is all over now; take it out;" 
and Congress took it out and repealed the taxes and stopped taking 
the money from them. 

If we are in favor of equal taxation, of equal and justlaws, why 
should we not require the protected industries of the country into 
whose pockets we pour this enormous bounty to contribute money 
enough at least to support the Government thatdoesit? Five per 
cent on $9,300,000,000 would supportthe Government and give you 
nearly $500,000,000. While we are creating this enormous fund, 
two billion and p sae hundred million dollars, of pure 
bounty every year to build up these enormous fortunes, can we 
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notask these gentlemen kindly and condescendingly to Submit to a 


taxation of just 5 cent instead of 100 or 150? 

Mr. President, I shall give the gentlemen a chance to vote on 
a proposition of that sort to lower the taxes on er psy 1 — 5 
and put some taxes on the domestic products as well as on beer, 
that already has an internal revenue tax, and as well as on whisky, 
and tobacco, and cheese, and playing cards. If that policy is 
wise, let us apply it all along the line. 

I wonder if our friends think of the pernicious results to come 
to this country from stoppingimportations? They boldly proclaim 
that this duty is necessary to stop the imports, and, of course, 
stop the revenues. But have you ever thought what the conse- 
quences of stopping importations would be? Every dollar of im- 

rtation that is ed cas from coming to this country stops a dol- 

of exportation. ere is nothing truer than that all foreign 
trade is an pabango of producta. 

A few years ago I asked a distinguished Republican member of 
Congress the question, Sud gens you stop all imports from coming 
into the country, what would you do with our products that we 
send away, our cotton, breadstuffs, and provisions? What would 

have in exchange for them?" He said, ‘‘Gold and silver." 
us see how perfectly fallacious that 3 is. There 
are eight thousand million dollars of gold and silver in all the 
world. A great quantity of it is in the vaults of governments. 
We export from $800,000,000 to $1,000,000,000 of products every 


In ten years, if the thing were possible, we would exhaust all the 
gold and silver in the world, and what would we do on the eley- 
enth year and all the other years that are to follow? How su- 

emely ridiculous that proposition is! When silver and gold 

in to leave a country, prices of all commodities rise behind 


them and attract the precious metals back and restore the equi- 


librium of prices throughout the world. The thing is impossible. 
One product must goto bring the other, and when one stops the 
otherstops. 'Then what would we do? 

We must import in order to export. Old Dr. Johnson once said, 
„If you want to bring the wealth of India to England, you must 
take the wealth of England to India." Whenever you stop the 
importation, cotton, breadstuffs, and 5 must go, but they 
will ; at a lower price. In 1887, 7,000,000 bales of cotton were 
worth in our markets $291,000,000, but in 1894 9,000,000 bales were 
worth only $259,000,000, At the hoop of 1887, the 9,000,000 bales 
would have been worth $374,000,000. Here is a loss of more than 
a hundred millions. Whether it was caused by lessening the de- 
mand forit by prohibiting the import of things to exchange for 
itor not, that is one of the causes that will lower the prices of 
all e 'The farmer is the man who is the worst hurt of all, 
and the cotton farmer is the most seriously injured of all farmers. 
They are all among the forgotten men, but he is forgotten with a 
relish 


Supporters of this bill know that the vd ders can not buy our 
roducts when we will not take his. They know he has nothing 
give in exchan They know he has nothing but the lus 
products of his labor to give for the surplus products of ours, But 
what do they care? 

The Republicans have been fooling the sheep men all over the 
country and making them believe that they are benefited by the 
tax on wool In 1890 a tax of 274 cents a pound was put on woolen 

to compensate the yarn manufacturer for what it was as- 
sumed he paid the woolgrower as protection on 2} pounds of 
wool. He demanded this for compensation for the increased price 
on wool. But wool did not rise; it fell. Imported woolen cloths 
were taxed 83 cents a pound to compensate the manufacturer for 
88 cents on 3 pounds of wool, which he assumed he would pay 
by reason of the tariff of 11 cents a pound on imported wool, but 
wool did not rise; it fell and the manufacturer got what the wool- 
grower thought he was to get. The compensation floated in the 
immaterial regions of the imagination of the woolgrower, but it 
materialized beautifully in the pockets of the wool manufacturer. 
The same thing occurred with blankets and other manufactures 
of wool. In every instance where duties were imposed on woolen 
goods to compensate for duties paid to the woolgrower, the wool- 
ower was left in the lurch. When he pushed his hand down 
to his pocket to realize his share of the good things, he recoiled 
and whispered to his inner consciousness— 


* Alas! empty is the cradle—baby's gone! 


Tariffs have never raised the price of wool. Wool has been 
steadily falling for forty years, not only in the United States but 
all over the world. The fleece has been increasing in weight on 
each sheep and the number of sheep has been increasing every- 
where faster than population, and that has forced a steady decline 
in wool. Besides that, cheaper substitutes for wool have been 
increasing rapidly in the last thirty years. In 1890 there was 
consumed in woolen manufactures in the United States 75,428,865 

nds of cotton, every pound of which displaced a pound of wool; 
13,078,006 pounds of shoddy and animal hair, besides 7,084,804 


pounds of camel hair and 2,136,244 pounds of mohair. Ev 
ound of these substitutes took the place of a pound of woot 
er were mixed with 207,584,746 pounds of scoured wool. 
these substitutes are cheaper than wool, and will be used in its 
stead as long as wool is higher than they and as long as the Goy- 
ernment pays the manufacturer a compensatory duty on cotton 


shoddy and hair used in wool manufacture. Wool was worth 50 
and 60 cents a pound forty years „but it has been falling ever 


since. It had high rates of duty till 1894, but still it continued 
to fall. In 1890 the duty was put at 11 cents a pound, and in 1891 
the price in the Philadelphia market of Texas wool was 17 to 20 
cents; in 1892 it was 14 to 18 cents; in 1893 it was 10 to 12 cents, 
and it was at that in 1894 when it was put on the free list; it is 
now 13 to 15 cents. 

lt has been slowly rising since it was put on the free list. 
Within the last few months the rise has been rapid, and I see by 
the paper put in my hand by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
LiNDpsAY] that in the Louisville market it is quoted at 5 cents 
higher this year than last. With the fact staring them in the 
face that duties on wool do not raise the price of wool, it is aston- 
ishing that woolgrowers continue to demand it. 

When I was in the other House, a gentleman from Texas came 
before the Committee of Ways and Means to ask for higher duties 
on wool. He had, he said, $128,000 invested in the business, 18,000 
sheep, and more than 80,000 acres of land in his ranch, and he 
said he wanted protection because the woolen manufacturer got 
it. He wanted his business to be as remunerative as other To's 
business. He was willing to increase the price of the shirts on 
the backs of the men he was paying $15 per month, and gave us 
to understand that he and his people would vote the Republican 
ticket if they did not get what they wanted. 

In fact, he said at the Presidential election in 1881 his precinct 
gave “ Cleveland two hundred and odd and Blaine 11," but in 1888 
** Cleveland got 11 and Mr. Harrison got two hundred and odd." 
He said he was a Democrat in 1884, but with $198,000 invested in 
sheep raising he could not vote the Democratic ticket while wool 
was so low. His loyalty to his [pen was on a parity with the 
loyalty of the Turk to Mohammed: 


Thou for my sake at Allah's shrine, 
And I at any god's for thine. 


Raising money by taxation to give to favorites is a scourge to 
the people and exhausts the strength of the Republic. It has 
already built up a tremendous power whose heavy hand is felt on 
legislation every day. It is felt everywhere. e see it at the 
ballot box. We see it in the executive and judicial departments 
of governments, and everywhere its repulsive features are scowl- 
ing upon our institutions and threatening their overthrow. 

f what use was it for our fathers to warn us against pe 
tuities, monopolies, entailments, and primogenitures? Why did 
they tell us in the early constitutions that they were against the 
genius and spirit of a free people? And yet they have hung those 
signboards all along our path. 

The fathers of the Republic of Texas, when framing their first 
constitution, wrote those words down forourguidance. Wehave 
had five constitutions, and every one of them to this day proclaims 
to us these ominous words. We have had line upon line and pre- 
cept upon precept to warn us away from the rocks upon which 
the ship of state may be driven. We have been told that concen- 
trated money isequally as ias for evil as concentrated swords 
and bayonets, and that liberty must leave the land where either 
tyrant rules, We are trampling to-day all these admonitions 
under our feet. 

We are casting our pearls away faster than our enemies can 
gather them. eare turning dead ears to the voices that come 
tous from Massachusetts and Virginiathat our Government is for 
free men, for the preservation of our natural rights, for the secu- 
rity of our happiness and well-being, and not for the profit of any 
one man, or family, or class of men. Our ship is driving upon the 
rocks, and unless we seize the helm and change its course, the his- 
torian will emerge from the darkness to write the melancholy 
pages of the decline and fall of the great American Republic. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair), 
The question is on the adoption of the amendment of the commit- 
tee to strike out paragraph 231. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

An reading of the bill was resumed at paragraph 232, on page 
70, line 21. 

Mr. VEST. I suggest that paragraphs 232 and 233 be read 
together, as I desire to submit a motion which will apply to both. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read para- 
graphs 232 and 233 as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


232. Wheat, 25 cents per bushel. 
233. Wheat flour, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, this raises the duty upon wheat 
from 20 to 44 per cent, and upon wheat flour from 20 to 71 per 
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cent. We exported in 1896,$39,709,868 worth of wheat, and im- 

orted $9,506 worth. Of wheat flour we exported in 1896 fifty- 
1 million seven hundred and odd thousand dollars’ worth, and 
imported 36,258 worth. 

T moye to strike out both of those paragraphs, for the purpose 
of moving hereafter to put them on the free list, and I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri to strike out para- 
graphs 232 and 233, on which he asks for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. I should vote 
“yea” if he were present. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 

Mr. HARRIS of Tennessee (when his name was called). Upon 
this, and indeed upon all other questions, I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Vermont (Mr. MORRILL]. he were pres- 
ent, I should vote * yea.“ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when his name was called). I am 
pue with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], who is absent 

m the Senate Chamber. 1f he were present, I should vote 
ss yea.” 


Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). I am paired 


with the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY]. 
Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Moraan]. 


Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota (Mr. NELSON]. If he were present, I 
Should vote ** yea." 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 
should vote “ nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I announce my pair with the senior 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. I should vote ‘‘nay” if he 
were present. 


Iam paired with 
he were present, I 


The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 35; as follows: 
YEAS—I15. 
Bate, Harris of Kans., Murphy, Smith, 
Cockrell, EM. Raw liis, Walthall. 
n w 
Gray, Mis, Roach, 
NAYRB—35. 
Allen, Fairbanks, McBride, Pritcha: 
Bacon, Foraker, McEnery, Shoup, no 
* Cannon, em MeLau Spooner, 
Carter. Gallinger, McMillan, Stewart, 
Chandler, Hanna, fason, Thurston, 
Clark, 8 nrose, Tilman. 
Cullom, Heitfeld, Perkins; Wellington, 
Davis, oar, Piatt of Conn. etmore. 
Deboo, Jones of Nev., Platt of N. Y. 
NOT VOTING—39. 
Aldrich, Faulkner, Mallor ua 
Allison, ^ Mantle” — 
Baker. George, Martin, Teller, 
Burrows, Gorman, - Mitchell, ‘Turner, 
Butler, Hale, Morgan, Vest, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Morrill, Warren, 
Chilton, Ha Tenn, Nelson, White, 
"^ Jones, Ark. Pasco, Wilson, 
Daniel, Kyle, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
. Lodge, Proctor, 


So the amendment of Mr. VEST was rejected. 

Mr. CANNON. Imove to amend the bill by inserting what I 
send to the Secretary's desk, to come in after paragraph 233, the 
new matter to be known as paragraph 233}. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Utah will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 70, after line 22, it is proposed to in- 
sert as paragraph 233} the following: 


And from and after sixty days from the egy of this act there shall be 
paid, out of any moneys in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise 
a riated, to ex exporter of wheat or wheat flour, rye or rye flour; corn, 
— or unground; cotton, hops, or tobacco, produced wholly in the United 

tates and exported by sea from any port in the United States to any port of 
any other country, the following export bounty, by wa’ 
to agriculture of the benefits of this act to encon: the industries of the 
United Sta to wit: Ten cents per bushel on wheat; 50 cents per berrel on 
wheat flour; 10 cents per bushel on rye; 50 cents per barrel on rye flour; 5 
cents per bushel on corn; 10 cents per cental on corn, ground; T ont per 
Lear on cotton; 2 cents per pound on hops; 2 cents De ponas on tobacco. 

all payments of bounty under this act shall be i 
vouchers, issued by the collector of customs at the 
r nt the Treasury or any subtreasu 
e Secre of the Treasury is — cord e 

7 or the full protection epora 
&nd of the Government according to the true intent and meaning of law. 


of an eq zation 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of ue amendment submitted by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Can- 
NON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Iyield a moment, Mr. President, to the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. slater dae who desires to be heard briefly. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, I do not rise to make a speech 
on the Dit bus 1 ee to 5 to ad Senate that a little of 
the e ted prosperity has appeared, perhaps in the most proper 
Dass In de world where it should appear first, in the city of 
Omaha. In evidence of this, I ask to have read a double-leaded 
editorial from the Omaha World-Herald of Sunday last, one of our 

eat Democratic free-silver papers, of which the Hon. William 
F. Bryan was the editor in chief. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secre- 
tary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

[From the Omaha Sunday World-Herald, June 6, 1897.] 


OMAHA RETAIL TRADE GROWS. 


Never before in the history of Omaha has so much building been in prog- 
ress for retail-business houses. 

The new addition to Hayden Bros.“ store; the MIU Dea of the Boston 
store, just announced; the building of the Nebraska Clo poten store; 
the alteration of the Karbach block for Nicoll the tailor—these are the lead- 


ty because the present 

re and immediate prospects for their trade demand the enlargement of 
ties. 

But the big stores are not the only ones which have commenced to feel an 


increase in business. It came to the wholesale houses first, and then it ex- 


in Omaha is gaining momentum weekly now. 
Last year every month grew duller than its predecessor; but this 8 
t 


Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Nebraska if the Wil- 
son tariff law is not still on the statute book? f 

Mr. THURSTON. The expectation of the new tariff law is in 
the minds of the people; and if Senators upon the other side will 

ive us a chance to pass it, we shall then commence to in 
fan measure what we can now only hope to see the beginning of. 

I also ask to have read, Mr. President, an article from the same 
paper of the same date. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secre- 

tary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


BUSINESS HAS DOUBLED—MANUFACTURERS SPEAK WELL OF THE MONTH 
OF MAY. 

Mr. W. H. Roberson, manager of R. G. Dun & Co.'s mercantile agency, 
Speaking of trade for the last week, says: 

* One of our leading manufacturers says his business for May was double 
thatof one year ago, and another in an entirely different line reports his 
trade better for May than it has been for three years past. The new facto- 
ries manufacturing envelo and chicory are quite enthusiastic over the 
outlook and are loud in p of Omaha as a center for their lines. 

“At the banks money continues easy. Regular customers are allowed Hib- 
eral lines and 8 per cent is the ruling rate. There isa demand for gilt-edge 
commercial paper and well-secured bonds and mortgage notes. 

“In-real-estate circles inquiries are active, and some sales are being made, 
usually small properties to wage earners, who are taking advantage of the 
very low prices of lots to secure homes and holdings. There is more building 
and repairing in progress now than before in five years. During the week a 
strike of carpenters for increased pay was reported. This is s ficant. 
The thought of striking has not entered the mind of the workmen for many 
moons, for the reason work at any price-was not available. 

“At South Omaha the receipts continue heavy, and large forces are at work 
in all the packing establishments. The packing town takes on something like 
its old time life and energy, aud at the yards there is evidence of present 
prosperity and future promise in the improvements progressing there.” 


Mr. THURSTON. I also ask to have printed as part of my re- 
marks the tables which I send to the desk, and will only ask the 
Secretary to read the printed W partion of the article. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
document submitted will be printed as part of the remarks of the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. CANNON. Before that document is read, I should like to 
ask the Senator from Nebraska what the vote of his State declared 
for last year? 

Mr. THURSTON. What was the question of the Senator? 

Mr. CANNON. Lask the Senator what Presidential candidate 
received the vote of Nebraska last year? 

Mr. THURSTON. It declared for all the heresies of the Chi- 
cago platform; but that was the first time that my State has ever 
taken that position, and I believe it will be the last time. 

Mr. C. ON. I should like to ask the Senator if he is quite 
sure that he has not mistaken the cause of this prosperity which . 
has come to Nebraska? One hundred and fifteen thousand of the 
population there declared for what the Senator calls the heresies 
of the Chicago platform.” Ithink, perhaps, they are building in 
Omaha in expectation of disappointing the Senator and his con- 
fréres and voting with the vast majority of the people of the United 
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M in the ye ius for — MA os so-called heresies 
and bringing ac prosperity e tes. 
Mr. THURSTON, Mr. depre I am pee bere to Spe) an 
argument or to make a speech a time, but the eofm 
State do not anticipate so far in adyance. They A pe ing now 
pacity of Gia fubsedibte Sucve that they ace MOEG to ERE 
rity o e immedi ture ey are beginning to build. 
P. BERRY. Mr. President — s 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield the floor? 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill 1 d yield. 

Mr. BERRY. I wanted to ask the Senator from Utah to yield 
to me for a moment. 

Mr. CANNON. I do so with great pleasure. 

Mr. BERRY. Ishould like to have read a short extract from a 
statement said to have been made by Mr. Wanamaker, a distin- 
guished citizen of ens Moo 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will suspend a mo- 
ment. The Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon] had the floor. 

Mr. CANNON. AndIcan not yield to the Senator from Arkan- 
sas for the purpose he indicates. Ido not believe in unconstitu- 
tional punishment, and the reading of the declaration of- Mr. 
Wanamaker after the declaration of the Omaha paper here in the 
8 of the Senator from Nebraska would be inflicting cruel, 

umane, and unjustifiable punishment. [Laughter.] Idecline 
to yield to the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. BERRY. Well, Mr. President, I will ask the Senator from 


Utah if he will permit a short extract to be read from a letter 
written by Mr. an, of the same date, June 6, at Cleveland, 
Ohio? Itis very short, and I should like to have it read. 


Mr. ALLISON, I object to any further reading of documents 
at the Secretary’s desk. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ais my coll e will be allowed to proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the Sena- 


tor from Utah [Mr. Cannon] to Pe to the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. THURSTON], and the Chair did not know whether the 
Senator from Nebraska had finished. 

Mr. CANNON, I should be perfectly willing to allow the con- 
clusion of the reading. 

Mr:THURSTON. I think it will appear by reference to the 
MTS desk that “the Senator from Nebraska" has not fin- 


ed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The portion of the document 
will be read, as requested by the Senator from Nebraska. 
'The Secretary read as follows: 


THE LIVE-STOCK MARKETS. 
UNION STOCK YARDS, South Omaha, June 5. 
Receipts for the last week, with comparisons. 


Monday, May 31 
Tuesday, June 1... 
Wednesday. June 2 
Thursday, 


Friday, 
Saturday, June 5 


Receipts this week 
Receipte last week e ree 
Same week last year 


Most of the trading was on a steady basis, the market becoming tolerably 
active as the morning advanced. There were some choice 1,303-pound beeves 
that brought $4.90, the highest price paid in several weeks; but, as usual, most 
of the offerings were on the fair-to-good order, and sold at from 4410 to $4.65. 
The common-to-fair 1,000 to 1,250 pound steers brought from $4.10 to $4.40. 
‘Toward the close the tone to the trade was que rm, and a good early 
clearance was made. Receipts for the week, 15,754 head, were about 2,000 
heavier than last week, and nearly 7,000 heavier than a year ago. During the 
greater partof the week the market has been in Rory Sood shape, with prices 

nding u vadi Mee week's advance on desirable f steers being pretty 

D cen 


close to 
Beef steers. 
Num- Ave Price. || Num- Average Price. Num- Average. Price. 
ber. nage. -|| ber. rage. ber. WES. 

B 985 | $3.75 | 2..... 1,085 | $4.00 || 43.... 1,076 $4.30 
13. 1,068 S 1,056 4.80 || 53.... 1,503 4.20 
56. 1,215 4.30 || 52 1,304 4.30 || 21.. 1,347 4.35 
28. —- 932 4.35 || 38 1,225 4.35 | 444 1,092 4.45 
28: —. 1,131 4.40 || 24 1,018 4.40 m 1,149 4.45 
2. 1,208 4.45 || 31..... 1,292 4.45 23... 1,262 4.45 
ris 1,350 4.45 || 60 ..... 1,246 4.45 28 ... 1,323 4.45 
18. 1,924 4.45 || 898 1,245 4.45 61 ... 1,482 4.50 
SI 1,49 4.471! 33 1,429 4.50 | 17.... 1,420 4.50 
JO 1,270 4.50 16 ..... 1,259 4.50 107 1.274 4.55 
Ws 1,288 4. 524)| 55 ....- 1,269 4.524]) 22.... 1,280 4.65 
94. 1,560 4.00 || 20..... 1,192 4.60 

Mo 1,308 4.90 || 70 ..... 1,172 4.10 


Mr. THURSTON. Ialso ask to have printed in the RECORD 
certain tables from the sameissue of the same paper, showing the 
prices current in Omaha on products. 

e 3 OFFICER. Without objection, it will be so 
ordere 

The tables referred to are as follows: 

Hogs.—Th ak closes with F 
5.705 head, or about 2.000 short of last Saturday's . 


week foot up 42,091 head. This was nearly 11,000 short of last week, but 
more than were here during the same six days last year. s 1 5 


REPRESENTATIVE SALES. 


Number. Average. Shk. 


— 
—.— 


ds sse 


65... 


s 


TETTE 


PEEDENBBESEDRN 


8 


$293 63 93 62 fo po 59 PO fo 62 02 99 92 00 02 02 PO GO 62 62 60 63 63 62 $2 fo 09 63 65 Pa go fo fo eo so so fo fo pe 
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$2 95 ga go ee po popo go po go ge po 53 popapo gr fa co a ea co go po eo go eo 52 62 Pa po go po po 6o po pa po cota 
F 


Eze 


Omaha feed and grain market. 
[Prices quoted are for the best quality.] 
WHOLESALE. 


Wheat, north Nebraska and Dakota, hard, by carload.per bushel.. $0. 
Wheat, No. 8, by carload, new sees 8 
-do.... 


FHC 
200... 
-por hundredweight.. 
95 


eee 


ss N 888888885 8888885 


Oats, new, by carload s: 17 
Hay, upland, by car! 5 
Hay, midland, by carl M n 
Hay, lowland, by car E 
Rye straw 4. 
PAM LL —— aed T 3 dk 
— . ATT 9. 

QUOD sca acnwaccapasacnn NT aie sus R E EER IE RA 8. 8.50 
Linseed meal............... PTT do.... 17. 

RETAIL. 
Der, best patente 55. <6 7-1. cll LL cccpaccscennne rsack.. 1. 1.90 
Sit 09. 2. 1 1.29 


Flour, second best patents. 
Corn 


Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator, with his permission, 
whether or not all these evidences of prosperity are conflned to 
the city of Omaha? That is the way I understand it. 

Mr. THURSTON. Iam introducing now the evidence of the 
Democratic free-silver press of my city. I haveno other witnesses 
to call at the present time. I judge that prosperity has chosen 
wisely in selecting the finest city of the United States wherein to 
herald her approach. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator if the Congress of the 
United States did not act with equal wisdom when it chose the 
city of Omaha in which to expend $200,000 of Federal money in 
assisting the. Omaha 3 

Mr. URSTON. ere is no doubt about it. 

Mr.LINDSAY. And whether the State of Nebraska did not 


1897. 


choose equally wisely, and whether the beginning of the ex- 
penditure of those sums of money in the city of Omaha is 
not 3 with this revival of prosperity in that particular 


ci 
Ar. THURSTON, Not one dollar of those moneys has been 
nded yet, and in all these declarations of the Omaha 
World-Herald not one reference is made to any prosperity or 
any increase of prosperity or any increase of prices which could 
in any manner relate to the Omaha or Transmississippi Exposi- 


tion. 

Mr. CANNON. All this movement in Omaha is doubtless due 
to the expectancy —— 

Mr. LINDSAY. Of the expenditure of the money. f 

Bir. CANNON. As I was about to say, of the expenditure of 
these hundreds of thousands of dollars. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to interrupt the Senator from Utah 
just once. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not want to rob my colleague of any glory 
for the prosperity that may attach to Omaha. Weare both inter- 
ested in the progress of Nebraska and Omaha, its metropolis, and 
Ishould be glad to know that prosperity, that is, permanent mo 
perity resulting from legislation or proposed legislation, is ma g 
itself felt in that city and that State. Of course I can not affor 
to put myself in the attitude of saying that our people are not 
getting along so well as the 1 8 of any other Western or South- 
ern section, Perdu it would be incorrect, and I should subject 
myself to the argument sometimes used by the demagogue, that I 
was pet MEINE to run down and belittle my own place and my 
own people. : 1 ' 

My colleague lives in the metropolis of Nebraska, a splendid 
city of splendid possibilities, and 1 have no doubt that under 
proper legislation Omaha, instead of being a city of one hundred 
and fifty-odd thousand people, might be, within a very few years, 
a city of a half million population, with its industries increased 
500 per cent, and that a wave of general prosperity would not only 
reach Omaha, but every section of the State. è 

Now, it is due for me to say that in my judgment the pros- 
perity that has reached Omaha now, or is reaching it—that is, 
that prosperity which is greater than the prosperity at like 

laces at the present time—is due in a Ma large measure to 
Ine preparations that are being made for the holding of the 
Transmississippi and International Exposition in 1898. I had 
occasion to visit the city but a few days ago, and my informa- 
tion was to that effect. I have no doubt, knowing the World- 
Herald and its managers as well as I do, that they are speakin 
with reference to the approaching exposition when they speak o 
this wave of Vois Seba 

Let me say another word, through the kindness of the Senator 
from Utah, as respects prices in South Omaha, where our cattle 
and hog market is found. It is true that the prices of cattle in 
Nebraska are higher than they have been for e little time, but 
itis not due in the slightest degree to any kind of legislation. In 
1894 the farmers of the State of Nebraska were compelled to sell 
Short on their cattle, and in 1896 there was and in 1897 there is 
being done in the State of Nebraska what has never been done in 
its history before, namely, cows are being put into the feed pen 
and fattened and sent to market, thus each year shutting off the 
supply of cattle. I have occasion to know to some extent, because 
I am in a small way engaged in raising cattle. 

As respects the prices which the farmers of Nebraska receive 
for their grain, permit me to say that the reports from this 
market are in a certain sense and in a very large sense mis- 
leading. Transportation is a great thing with the farmer of Ne- 
braska. Ihave occasion to say from experience, and experience 
within the last sixty days, that corn has been sold and is being 
sold in that State to-day by the farmer at from 7 to 10 cents a 
bushel. I sold some within thirty days for 7 and 8 cents a 
bushel, within 125 miles of the Omaha market, and it was good 
corn, too. 

I wish it were true, and I would rejoice with my colleague, not- 
withstanding we differ politically, if it were true, that the million 
and a half people in the State of Nebraska, all of them, not a few 
of them, did feel a genuine wave of prosperity coming back to that 
strug; ling and growing Commonwealth, but what has been re- 
ferred to is, in my judgment, due in a very large measure, if not 
altogether, to the prospect of the exposition. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, in support of the motion to 
amend the bill, I lay down the following preliminary grounds: 

I. A bill justly to claim the name of protection and justly to 
demand the pt of believers in that doctrine must be as nearly 
equitable as the intellect of its framers, conscientiously devoted, 


can devise. 

II. The pending measure is grossly, palpably inequitable. It 
discriminates against the American producer of agricultural sta- 
ples, since, under its provisions, he must sell his commodity at 
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the lowest price of the world and must buy manufactured goods 
at the M div price of the world. : 

Contributory to the foregoing: 

An import duty on agricultural staples, of which we export con- 
siderable quantities, does not add one jot or tittle to the price at 
home or abroad. 

An import duty on other articles aids our staple agriculture 
only indirectly and to an almost inappreciable extent, since what- 
ever advantage is derived therefrom is shared equally by all the 
producers of staple agriculture in all the world. 

II. An export bounty on staple agricultural commodities will 
give protection prices to their producers. 

Mr. President, every nation has its primary industry. With us 
itis agriculture. It always been so. It always will be, so 
long as the Republic is to survive in strength and dignity in this 
world. Not necessarily because agriculture is the first essential 
to the sustenance of human life, for other nations may have 
manufacturing for a primary industry, since by the charaeter 
of their people, by their experience in the mechanical arts, by 
their financial situation they may be better disposed as well as 
ee qualified to pursue manufacturing industries than agri- 
culture. 

In the beginning, of course, as all new nations with vast area, we 
were producers of raw material, so called, and it was the thought 
of the fathers of the Republic that we should stimulate the diver- 
sification of employment for our people for high patriotic as well 
as practical reasons. It was not deemed by them to be the part 
of wisdom that this new nation, setting a mark for all the ages yet 
to come, should be dependent for any of the necessaries of life 
comprised within manufacturing on those countries which at that 
time were our enemies, because we differed essentially with them 
in the purposes and objects of government and of community life. 
Nor wasit deemed wise that the agriculturist should be compelled 
to sell that which he produced entirely in a market over which he 
had no control. 

I think if there was a thought of a practical nature absolutely 
crystallized at that time in the purpose of legislators, and in the 
view of those who gave their support to the protective tariff 
bill, it would have n this: We will protect manufactures until 
the two great pillars of community strength shall have reached 
an equality, manufacture and n each employing its 
hosts within the land, and neither one trespassing upon the 
proper domain of the other or being an unjust burden upon the 
other. 

I give my adherence now, asI always have done and believe I 
always shall, to the doctrine by which it was proposed to stimu- 
late manufactures at that time. Had agriculture remained the 
sole industry of the country. as it was and is the prime industry, 
we could not have achieved the distinction among the nations 
which we have acquired, nor could our people have been so pros- 
perous and contented at home. But, Mr. President, the day came 
when the equilibrium was reached, and we passed it without a 
pause, passed it as a thief in the night. The farmer had been 
taught to vote for protective tariff for the benefit of the country, 
for the sustenance of his own industry, so that he might have a 
better home market for the product of his toil. The day came 
when manufacturing in the United States more than balanced 
agriculture, and the farmer continued to vote for the protective 
tariff upon manufactured goods while not receiving directly any 
benefit from it. 

Ican not state exactly when that equilibrium was reached, nor 
when there should have been such modification of the method of 
applying tariff law as to have insured to the farmer his just ben- 
efit therefrom. We are never conscious of the exact moment of 
a crisis or a great occurrence depending upon thought or general 

rogress. e often predict with absolute certainty. We look 

ack and point the exact time of any occurrence. But in the 
doing of great formative matters we are unconscious of the 
crisis. 

The moment the manufacturing industries of the United States 
in manufactures had reached such magnitude and such volume of 
participation by our industrial popuiation that those pursuits 
were as well equipped to sustain themselves at home as agricul- 
ture was equip to sustain itself the tariff laws should have 
been modified. They should have provided equitable protection 
for all classes, and by equitable protection, I mean they should 
have reached out to the farmer exactly the same proportionate 
benefit that they extended to manufacturers. That we have lon 
passed the point of equilibrium is proved by a table compil 
from the United States census reports, which shows the num- 
ber of wage earners in various occupations in the United States. 
Isubmit it at this time, and ask its insertion in the RECORD as & 
part of my remarks, if I may have the consent of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the table 
will be printed in the RECORD. 

The table referred is as follows. 
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Comparative statement of population, and of FE 


tal invested, value of products, etc., in agriculture and in manufacturing and 
e Uatiod Staten 1050 d 2090. 


[From United States Census Reports.] 


Per cent. 
REE Se 8 99. 08 62, 622, 250 24. 
. 1.06 3,209,995 | c— 68.52 
42.15 5,355,981 24.90 
nee UI cd Koka oe ͤ ͤ VV ² ͤ — CO —— »» Ro EROS S80 denen creeks 9,314,754 39. 63 4, 937, 400 47.02 
Sree Ps ean (^ eT, aa S eae ts vm 69, 505 2. 47 153, 893 121.13 
FFF LX dmtii L0) DI Time a Dun (1 eme] dy etos s 4,835, 279 52.84 6,773,157 40.08 
ne TEUER RSS UNE, % Rr OP) Hu RE e E Ince oe 1,422,500 51.10 2,305, 312 62.05 
ALES CER Id 1,449,073 4,008, 907 50.71 4,501,041 13.88 
verage size of farms (acres)........| 208 131 12.2 187 2:24 
Value of land, improvements, im- 
plements, and live stock .....-...-- $3,907,919, 580 | $7,080,493,003 | 101. 15 g 811,124, 058, 747 89. 40 , 104, 001, 538 8.80 815. 982, 207, 080 32.04 
Estimated value of farm ucts .. (b) 6 9 $2, 447, 538, 668 $2, 212, 540, 927 9.60 | $2,460, 107, 454 11.19 
Manufacturing and us- 
Number of establishments 123,025 140, 433 14.15 252,148 79.55 253,502 „54 822, 038 21.91 
Capital invested $533, 245, 351 | $1,000, 855, 715 59.38 | 81,694, 507,015 67.80 | $2,780, 766, 895 64.10 | 86,129,397, 785 120.78 
Value of products, including custom T 
work and repairing...........-..... $1,019, 106,616 | $1,885, 861, 676 85.05 | $3,385, 800, 354 79.54 | $5,349, 191,458 57.99 | $9,050, 704, 996 69.31 
~~ a Including dairymen and d uding dairymen and omen, lumbermen and raftsmen, stock raisers, herders, drovers, and wood choppers. 
g pee e A fey 1860. P 
dIncluding overseers, apiarists, eners, florists, nurserymen, and vine growers. 
e Including miners, quarrymen, rmen and oyster men, and persons engaged in trade and transportation, and in domestic and personal service. 
f Inch essional occupations. 


gin currency at a discount in gold, which was worth an average premium of about 25 per cent during 1870. 


Mr.CANNON. Mr. President, that a continuation of protective 
tariff upon manufactured goods, with absolutely no protection to 
agricultural staples, is an injustice, and that if we shall continue 
the present form of imposition of tariff the farmer must, as de- 
clared by me in the beginning, buy at the highest price in the 
world and sell at the lowest price in the world, seems to rre to be 
beyond dispute. "The whole theory of protection and the whole effi- 
ciency of its maintenance before the people of the United States 
have been upon the idea that the United States was the greatest 
market in the world, the bést market in the world; that its toilers 
were paid higher wages; that there was more opportunity here 
than anywhere else under God's sun. 

If that be true, then the manufacturers have received better 

ces; they have had greater stability in the market in which 
ey have had to sell than prevailed ewe else; and therefore 
the farmer of the United States has had to pay higher prices. 
Everyone knows that the home market has never been sufficient 
to absorb the great product of agricultural staples in the United 
States, and that the man who has produced cotton year after year 
and wheat year after year, and tobacco and rye and hops, has 
been looking vainly for the time when manufacturing should have 
been sostimulated by the farmers’ unselfish willingness to support 
protective tariff that all the staples produced in the United States 
would be consumed here. 

On the contrary, all the surplus staples have been sold in the 
markets of the world at the world’s free-trade prices, and the 
world’s free-trade prices have controlled the domestic price. The 
American farmer has received in England the English free-trade 

ice for his agricultural product; and, more momentous to him, 
Be has received that same pos for all which he has sold at home, 
and at the same time he id the protective prices for the 

which he received in exchange. 

Inso far as the pending bill contains any intentional protection—- 
and some of the protection which it does contain, I am grieved to 
learn, is unintentional on the part of some of the gentlemen who 
propose amendments to the schedule—it is necessarily in behalf 
of labor. The oniy ground of morality upon which the protective 
doctrine can stand is that our people in the United States—those 
who toil, not those who live off the toiler—are of more value to the 
sum of human progress than any other people in the world. 

Protection is for the labor of this country, to guard it against 
the industrial fight inaugurated in the pauper lands of the world. 
How can any man say that the hand which has toiled in mills, in 
factories, and at the forge must be guarded from competition 
with pauper labor abroad, but that the farmer of the United 
States must go into the world and compete with the most degraded 
labor there is on the face of the earth? If any man can contend 
it here, I hope he will be able and will have the frankness to con- 
tend ít before his agricultural constituents. Putitin that exact 
form of truth, for t is what itis. The farmer sells in open 
competition with all the pauper labor engaged in agriculture in 


all the world, and the agricultural labor in other lands than this 
receives less compensation than a toiler of the same land in any 
other industry. 

One of the great elements in the consideration of this bill, as 
enunciated by the very able Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
DRICH] upon its presentation, one of the essentials which he pro- 
posed, was that the law should endure for a time. Itakeit there 
will not be very much prosperity in Omaha resulting from expec- 
tation or realization of tariff, nor in any other place in the United 
States, long to endure through expectation or realization of a new 
tartff enactment, if we are to be p unged anew into the agony of a 
tariff fight before the people of the United States next year or two 
years later. 

I fancy that our friends, who have had to make so many apolo- 
gies within the last few months that they are adepts in formulat- 
ing and presenting them, would give to us next year this idea: 
‘Prosperity was ready to spread her benignant wings over the 

ple of the United States. Omaha,the greatest city of the world, 

elt the reviving effect of the prospective protective tariff; but just 

as soon as we got the bill d we realized that the people were 

intending to agitate for its repeal, and all prosperity came to a 

sudden stop. The people are to blame, and not the framers of 
the law, and not the political party which proposed the law." 

Let us have this bill just, and it will endure. It is a homely 
truth, but it is absolutely the truth, that into Me HE bill of 
recent years, perhaps from the beginning, there crept the 
deadly poison of wrong toward one great class or another. The 
wronged class has always agitated for redress, and, happily for 
the dignity and hope of America, any class, however ies i which 
agitates for the redress of a real grievance can find plenty of sup- 
port from the noninjured classes of the pou: 

Mr. President, I should like to see the pending bill passed in 
such form that it would endure, with slight modifications at most, 
for many years, because this world is waiting for some other re- 
forms than the revision of the tariff. Weightier matters than 
this pause on the threshold of the Senate Chamber and the other 
House of Congress. There are mighty questions of praag 
which the people desire to see considered here, and I shall hope 
that the tariff bill may be so framed and may be so acceptable 
tothe mass of American voters that there will not be any great 
urgency nor any haste nor any political madness directed in be- 
half of its immediate repeal. 

I stand entirely within the lines of protection in proposing this 
amendment, because I do believe in the policy of protection, be- 
cause [ think that self-preservation is as much the law for a na- 
tion as it is the first law of nature. I did not believe in this 
particular method of protecting the farmer when I first heard of 
it. The distinguished Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] now occupying the chair inquired of me the other 
day, when the amendment was proposed with some few remarks 
by me in support of it, when I first came to a knowledge that 
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tariff was a robbery of the farmer. Ireplied to him, as became 
my weakness, very inefficiently, but truthfully, that I thought 
this system of imposition of tariff, so-called protection, was a rob- 
bery of the farmers just as soon as l had the 1 and 
the occasion to look into the question to such depth that I found 
the injustice of it. 

No man in this Chamber who shall oppose the amendnient was 
ever more determined against the idea than I was, If, in answer 
to theSenator from New Hampshire more fully than I was able to 
answer him the other day, because of not desiring to continue the 
discnssion, I may be permitted to be reminiscent to this extent, I 
will say that a man named David Lubin brought this proposition 
to the Transmississippi Congress three mes ago, when I was 
chairman of the committee appointed by that body to consider the 

uestion. I Was full of zeal for the farmer, for free silver, and 
orthe Republican party. I had just been elected a Delegate to 
Congress from the Territory of Utah. I was as grateful to the 
5 party as the Republican party at that time professed 
to be grateful to me for the t result achieved in the Territory. 

When Mr. Lubin offered this, I said to him, Free silver is the 
remedy for the farmer." He answered that he would not contend 
against that idea, but the realization of it was too remote, Ithen 
stated that protection of manufactured goods would.so stimulate 
the consumption of agricultural staples in the United States that 
we would soon cease to be exporters; and then, with high pro- 
tection on corn and wheat, on cotton and tobacco, on hops and 
rye, the farmer of the United States would set his prices for him- 
self within the t domain reserved to him by legislation. 

ted and contended for the Republican interpretations of 
the tariff, as I had never been brought into any other than remote 
contact with the schedules, and when it was put forth as a car- 
dinal doctrine of the Republican party that protection on manu- 
factured goods could and would eventually give efficient, substan- 
tial, and commensurate protection to the erican producer of 
agricultural staples, I believed it. 

Heaven forgive me, I was instrumental in defeating Mr. Lubin's 
proposition before that Transmississippi Congress. 

I looked into the question and I found I was wrong. Having 
found that I was wrong, I had the zeal which a man usually has 
when he discovérs that he has been treading a wrong path and 
chooses to take the right one. I said that at the first opportunity 
I would contend for equitable protection for the farmer of the 
United States, who all these years had borne the burden of a pro- 
tective-tariff system, not only by payments from his pocket, but 
had sustained the protective-tariff system by his vote. 

Mr. President, we have reached a new-world condition. We 
are in an era of falling prices. However sufficient may have been 
the remedy of protective tariff for ills which existed in an earlier 
day, however efficient it may have been to create a condition of 
industrial equilibrium which the fathers desired to see attained 
within the Republic, it is not sufficient now unless it shall be mod- 
ified, unless it shall be added to, unless it shall be so thoroughly 
rebuilt as to answer and meet the requirements of to-day. 

There has been a fall of prices so tremendous that the industrial 
world has pracriostiy been shattered by that fall. From within 
the Republican party the doctrine is enunciated that it is overpro- 
duction; and from within the Democratic party thesame announce- 
ment is made, that it is overproduction. And the people starve 
because there is overproduction of wheat, and go naked because 
there is-overproduction of clothes, and are shelterless in the land 
because there is an overproduction of houses. The plea is not suf- 
ficient. I think we should adopt some other policy than that 
which forces us to make such an answer to misery. 

It is the duty of lawmakers to confront the new condition, to 
rise to the same plane of devotion to the interests of all the people 
of the United States that our fathers stood upon when they formu- 
lated the first great act for the protection of the industries of this 
country. That was new. They occupied hitherto untrodden 
ground in this country. Why should not the lawmakers of to-day, 
equally patriotic, animated by the same spirit, say, We will 
meet the conditions of this time with the same sacred devotion to 
the interests of the people that our fathers showed when they met 
and conquered difficulty." 

There have been two causes for the fall of prices. One has been 
the multiplication of all kinds of labor-saving machinery, by 
which one man has been able to perform, through the assistance 
of steel and iron and wood fashioned cunningly to his hand, the 
work which was formerly done not alone by ten men, as the Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] stated, but often by a hundred or a 
thousand men. 

Another cause of the fall of prices has been the withdrawal of 
alarge portion of the power of the people to buy. It follows, 
naturally, that you can not sell what no one else has the power to 
purchase, and that excess in the stock of produced articles neces- 
sarily tends to a fall of prices. 

Mr. STEWART. May I interrupt the Senator from Utah to 
make a suggestion on one point? 
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Mr. CANNON, It never interrupts me to hear the Senator 
from Nevada. a: 
Mr. STEWART. I know itis the popular idea that the use of 


machinery has produced a great fall of prices. That is true as to 
the articles upon which machinery operates, but there is a coun- 
tervailing force. In the intellectual development of the coun 
new articles, new luxuries, are invented that are high priced an 
bring up the average. On an examination, if you take the aver- 
age price of all commodities, including new luxuries that have 
been created since machinery has made the common article so 
cheap, you will find that it has raised the average to about the 
original level. I do not believe there has been à fall of all prices. 
if you go into any household you will find high-priced luxuries 
created by the genius of man. Take the plumbing and the paint- 
ing and all that is done in the house, and you will find that the 
average cost of furnishing that house, or the average cost of com- 
modities in the house, will be as high to-day as fifty years ago. 
That ought to be taken into account in ey bey this question. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, before Is conclude, I hope, 
if I do not trespass too much upon the time of the Senate, to sub- 
mit a brief observation on the fall of prices induced in special lines 
and within certain circumscribed areas by inventions in the me- 
chanical arts. In the main, I agree with what the Senator from 
Nevada has stated. Iam not proceeding now to discuss this dual 
proposition in detail. I put forward, as a generality, the declara- 
tion that falling prices have been produced in part by the inven- 
tion of labor-saving machinery. so sudden, so almost miraculous, 
that the people of the world have not been able to keep pare socially 
and in the application of law to the needs of men and customs to 
the requirements of men with this wonderful development in 
mechanical arts. It wil be no news to Senators here for me to 
declare that Iregard as the chief factor in the fall of prices the 
restrictions upon the money of the people. - 

Mechanical development is a blessing to mankind. God never 
gave an inspiration to the mind of man, in poetry, in art, or in 
mechanics, éxcept for the blessing of the world. It is our fault if 
we turn it to a curse. Money restrictions are not a blessing. 
Mechanical development which has led to a fall of prices destruc- 
tive to the opportunity of people to buy in some slight direction is 
a blessing, but the money restriction placed upon the people which 
forbids them to buy because they have not the wherewithal to pay 
for that which they buy is an unmitigated curse. 

Falling prices have come with terrific weight upon the manu- 
facturers. No one disputes that. Mills are closed; factory hands 
are idle; warehouses are overstocked with goods. The shelves of 
mercantile establishments rot away with their burden of goods 
which can not be sold. Therefore the manufacturer can not have 
good prices. 

But under any distress which threatens the manufacturer he 
has opportunities to ward it off that do not exist with the agri- 
cultural producer. The trust in the United States is the absolute 
outgrowth of the spirit of self-defense and self-preservation which 
animates the manufacturers. 

When prices fall and the people have not the same extended 
power to buy, the manufacturer of one town joins with the man- 
ufacturer of another town, and they combine together tó hold up 
the prices of their product. The result has been trusts; trusts 
which will go on, I fear, stimulated and defended as they are in 
this country, until we shall see the natural result, which will be 
the taking possession of all natural opportunities by the one great 
trust, the Government, in order that they may be administered 
for the good of the people. 

The trusts are making Populists of the people of the United 
States. The trusts were organized to withstand the fall of prices, 
and they are used to fight against some of the remedies for that 
fall proposed by our friends the Populists. 1f they shall continue 
to demonstrate that the greater the combination the cheaper the 
article to the consuiner and the better wages paid to the producer, 
they will have taught to the people that in order to have abso- 


lutely just prices for that which you buy and absolutely good 


wages for your daily toil there must be one gigantic trust, under 
the name of the Government, whose profits go to the people. 
That is the result which they will produce if we continue unre- 
strainedly in the same line in which we have been proceeding for 
some time past. 

The farmer can not make these combinations. He is their vic- 
tim. The farmer knows nothing in advance concerning what he 
will get for his product. It is largely true of the whole country, 
it is especially true of that region of semiarid America from which 
I come, that there is no science more exact than that of agricul- 
ture. The farmer can tell almost to an hour largely all over the 
country, and absolutely within the semiarid region, how many 
days of toil he must devote to the production of a given quantity 
of agricultural product. After all, that is a better test of the cost 
and enables us to form a better judgment of the eost than the 
number of dollars that have to be paid for anything. We have 
gotten so that we make a sacred standard of the dollar. The real 
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standard which God Almighty set was how many pulse beats of 
the human hand it took to produce anything, how much of labor 
it took to create it. That is the measure; and we will never have 
righteousness in social anny until that is not only a method of 
judgment, but is the finality of the judgment. 

The farmer can only tell how much he knows it costs in toil and 
sweat to produce a bushel of wheat or a bale of cotton. My dis- 
tinguished friend from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], who is to benefit 
his cotton producer by a tariff, may pass through the whitened 
fields of his State and say to the men engaged in the production: 
„Taking the years by and large, my friend, you know just what 
time in the year you have to begin your labor; you know what 
time in the year you have to devote yourself and the help of your 
assistants to any given stage of this production; you can tell in 
the dawning springtime precisely how much of labor will have 
been devoted by you to the production of a bale of cotton. But 
can you tell me whether you are to get d cents or 16 cents a pound 
for your cotton?" The farmer will have to answer, No." He 
has no means of setting a price on his product; nor can he have 
advance knowledge of what that price is to be, 

I have seen men engaged in the wheat fields. I have watched 
their labor from the time they sowed the seed through all the ste 
of irrigation and harvesting and web eee I have asked the 
farmer how much he was going to get per bushel, and he has al- 
ways answered that he did not yet know; that he found out from 
his local merchant, who not only set the price of the goods which 
thefarmer bought from the merchant, but set the price of the goods 
which the farmer sold to the merchant, and the farmer had no 
guess on it either way; that the local merchant found out from 
the commission house in the nearestlarge town; that the commis- 
sion house ascertained from Chicago, and that Chicago ascertained 
from Liverpool. Some man in Liverpool who never saw an Amer- 
ican wheat field, and some man in Liverpool who never saw an 
American cotton plantation, is the man from whom the American 
planter and the American farmer receives dictation as to the price 
of his commodity. 

Congress proposes to supplement the power of the local manu- 
facturers within the Uni States to combine together for their 
own protection and benefit by giving to them the aid of law. If 
you vote against this proposition, you propose to vote to deny to 
the man who most needs it that power of protection and that par- 
ticular benefit which tariff acts are sup to bestow upon all 
American industries alike; and you will leave the American pro- 
ducer of agricultural products still the victim of free-trade prices. 

There is a threat of à continued fall in manufactured products 
as well as continued fall in agricultural products. We stand on 
the Atlantic Seaboard and gaze through purblind eyes into Europe, 
thinking that the land from which the menace was first directed 
against us, the land from which we got most of our thought of 
political economy, is likely to descend upon us with an avalanche 
of manufact products to destroy the American market. We 
are looking in the wrong place. There rises an industrial power 
in the Orient which will do for the manufacturing industries of 
the United States precisely what has already been done for the 
agricultural industries in this country, and no protective tariff will 
avail you. 

We pay an export bounty to the Chinaman of 100 per cent on 
all he sends to this country, and we rearan import duty in his 
behalf of 100 per cent on all he buys from us by the system of ex- 
changes permitted under the gold standard. The manufacturer 
who thinks that 30 or 40 per cent or 75 per cent or 100 per cent 
will be sufficient protection for him when that wonderful people 
of the Orient shall have risen from the ashes of their past and 
Shall assail the industries of the United States will find himself 
sadly mistaken. 

Mr. President, I do not think that the fall of prices is a general 
advantage to the world. It would be true if all things fell exactly 
alike, that is, in exact relation to each other, but there are so many 
things which donot fall. Asa commodity goes down, public taxes, 
publie salaries paid out of public taxes, the demands of a luxuri- 
ous civilization, rise in proportion to the fall of commodities in the 
market, and so we can not have that exactitude of relation which 
would make a general fall in prices advantageous to the people of 
this country. 

I do not contend that a fall in prices directly resulting from a 
mechanical invention ought to be an evil. We simply ought to 
provide to prevent any evil effects from that fall. But we do not 
thus provide; we have come to a strange social condition. If Mr. 
Tesla addresses himself to a financier, a politician, or even a min- 
ister of the gospel and says, **After years of investigation I have 
discovered a means whereby I can telegraph from one place to an- 
other without the use of a wire; I can put in a million of my in- 
struments in the United States and telegraph from one to another 
and no two will conflict," the politician, the financier, or even the 
minister of, the gospel answers him, Form a joint stock com- 
pany quick and let me in on the ground floor." 


Notale of physical possibility is too wild for men to accept in 
this time of miracles in physical advancement. But let some man 
who has worked for years in his study evolving plans for the bet- 
terment of men go to the politician, or to the financier, or in some 
instances even the minister of the gospel, and say, “I have dis- 
covered a method whereby we can make the application of law 
more just to all the people and the disposition of nature's bounty 
more equitable to all who need; I have discovered a method by 
which no child shall be without shoes, and no man shall be hungry. 
and no woman shall cry because there is want in the home,” an 
that same politician and financier, and even perhaps the minister 
of the gospel, will answer, This is my busy day; call to-morrow.” 

We have not time nor willingness for the consideration, to say 
nothing of the acceptance, of great social truths. . 

Mr. President, there is a righteous and world-wide remedy for 
falling prices. Ishall not apologize to the Senate for stating what 
that remedy is, nor shall I feel that the time has been wasted, by 
me at least, no matter how much of an infliction upon the Senate 
and upon the country, which is devoted to a declaration that this 
fall of prices will go on until we restore money justice to the 
ple of the world—not only to the United States, but to all the 
world. Some of my friends of the bimetallic cause in this Cham- 
ber have authorized me to say for them, as I say for myself now, 
that this bill for a protective tariff will not fee Pain prosperity to 
the American people in any general sense. It will not give to the 
people the power to buy, no matter how easy it may make domes- 
. 

We must have a wider basis for the money of this world and 
the business of this world if we would have preopertiy. When 
we make the dollar measure too much of everything else in the 
world, then the wise investor who likes to have his wealth in the 
thing least subject to mutation puts his wealth in dollars and 
hoards them. If you make dollars less attractive to the investor, 
and the things which the people dune by toil a little more at- 
tractive to the investor, there will be more dollars go into things, 
and there will be more dollars in circulation in the United States 
and the rest of the world. No labor is ever uplifted under an ap- 
preciating money standard. I challenge contradiction at any 
time upon this assertion: Labor is not generally uplifted under an 
appreciating money standard. 

s the protective tariff for the uplifting of labor? So the teach- 
ing has been. But it can not elevate toil under that appreciating 
money standard which now exists in the United States and through- 
out the world. Not only should there be, and not only will there 
be, I think—if I also may pose as a prophet, since the róle has been 
taken up this afternoon—a restoration of silver to the money of 
the world, but there will be such wider expansion of the money 
volume as the needs of the people of the world shall dictate. 

Does any man in his senses suppose that a great, intellectual, 
courageous people will forever submit to having general poverty 
simply because the thing with which we measure commodities has 
been contracted? That thing created by law called money is not 
now sufficient to do the measuring of to-day; and as we can get 
nothing without its first being measured, we can not get it except 
we have a sufficient volume of money with which to measure it. 
That is true of all the world, but what folly without a parallel it 
is for the people of the United States, a debtor nation, to permit 
conditions to prevail which essentially depress the price of that 
with which they pay their debts! 

If a farmer deliberately did that, the probate court in his county 
would send him to a lunatic asylum. he practiced that in his 
private business, his friends and relatives, his wife and children, 
who had been defrauded by his folly, would have a guardian ap- 
pointed for him. The people of the United States are doing it; 
and yet we are told that every man who raises his voice in remon- 
strance must be either ‘‘heretical,” to quote the word of the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON], or an anarchist, to use the 
word which was so much abused last year. 

We pay our interest and other money obligations to the world in 
money, of course—$600,000,000 of it every year, some writers say; 
but we get the gold for such payment from the commodities which 
we sell to the world, and we are engaged in reducing the price 
of these commodities—agricultural staples—so that our creditor 
shall have twice as much in payment of any given dollar of our 
obligation to him as he could have gotten when the debt was in- 
curred. And the opponents of that idea are called “heretics” and 
anarchists. 

The ereditor nations of the world are forcing the silver-using 
nations to the gold standard; and they are doing it while we are 
waiting on international bimetallism. Japan, for the sake of be- 
ing able to borrow, has gonetothe gold standard—not as the gold- 
standard press and its advocates would lead the people to believe, 
for while Japan has made her coinage at the ratioof 32,34 of silver 
to 1 of gold, yet she has done it by giving to the gold yen twice 
the value it had before, so far as value can be given by legislative 
enactment, Peru is being forced to the gold standard. Every 
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debtor and every borrowing nation is being crowded in these 
critical days by the gold ipower to go to that standard, so that 


after we shall have finished our international minuet in behalf of 
bimetallism there will not be any country on the earth to join 
with us in the effort. 

There is not time here and now, nor is there occasion at this 
hour, to discuss the question of independent bimetallism. But I 
ask 3 of the Senate to print as an appends to my re- 
marks an article published in a magazine called Money, issued at 
New York, written by Hon. Charles A. Towne, under the title, 
** Is independent free coinage of silver practicable?" I am satis- 
fied that the Senate will consent rather than to impose the use of 
the time for me to read the article. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
paper referred to by the Senator will be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, I stated a little while ago that 
we gave an export bounty of 100 per cent to oriental producers 
of agricultural goods and to oriental producers of manufactured 
g , and that we reared a wall of 100 per cent protective tariff 
around the Orient to prevent those people from receiving our 
goods. Theexplanation of that statement belongs properly within 
my brief, cursory statement of the general remedy for the ills 
from which the agriculturist is suffering. 

Take the producer of cotton in China, for China does produce 
cotton, though not much of it reaches the markets of the world 
yet, but it will Russia is going down through Manchuria to 
reach the Yellow Sea. "There is a secret arrangement betweer the 
Czar of Russia and the Emperor of China by which she can estab- 
lish a military outpost every 10 miles, and she proposes to guard 
those outposts by railway and telegraph lines, which they are 
ostensibly themselves to guard, and thus she will open a vast 
region, where, within the latitudinal extentof 14 degrees, you can 
produce upon the same soil both wheat and cotton growing side by 
side. Iam advised by a gentleman who comes from the cotton- 
podany States that the latitudinal range of that production 

the United States is only 4 de ; that, perhaps, with the 
exception of Texas and the Indian Territory, you can not produce 
from thesame land both wheat and cotton. en the Chinaman 
gets into the markets of the world—— 

Mr. BACON. The Senatoris mistaken as to the limit of that 
range. Ihave seen the same thing in the upper part of the State 
8 in which that can be done. In the upper part of the 
State, in Floyd County, we produce both wheat and cotton. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It can be done in every part of the State. 

Mr. BACON. It can not be done in the lower part of the State. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It can be done in all that section of country 
except in Florida. 

Mr. CANNON. Idid not quite grasp what the Senator from 
Georgia said. Is the latitudinal range of cotton in this country 
greater than 4 degrees? 

Mr. BACON. Idid not understand that to be the particular 
thing to which I addressed my remarks. I underst the Sen- 
ator to say that there was but a limited territory in which both 
cotton and wheat could be raised on thesame land. I understood 
him to limit it to Texas and some other portion of the country. 

Mr. CANNON. The Indian Territory. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; the Indian Territory. 

Mr. CANNON, I as so advised by the very able senior Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [Mr. CarFERY], whois not now here. Yes- 
terday I made the inquiry, not being certain as to the facts, and I 
have repeated his statement substantially as he made it to me. 

Mr. BACON. Ithink it is substantially true that the territory 
12 Mene both of those products can be advantageously raised is 

imited. 

Mr. CANNON. It was only a general statement, of course. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator will permit me, I observe, look- 
ing at the statistics of the Agricultural Department with reference 
to the production of wheat, that. while it is true that wheat is pro- 
duced to some extent in the cotton States, the production is not 
very extensive; I do not know what the capabilities may be, but 
the production is limited. On page 596 of the report of last year 
it is shown that it is not very great comparatively. 

Mr. CANNON. Ithank both Senators for the information. 

In general it can be maintained—it certainly is undisputed— 
that the icultural producer in China, the man who raises cot- 
ton and wheat, has not only the advantage conferred by nature, 
but he has a great additional advan „if it be an advantage. in 
the cheap labor of the country. Against those things a protect- 
ive tariff is supposed to erect a guardian wall; but, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the producer of staples in China receives under the money 
system of the world, the gold standard, 100 per cent of export 
bounty, and the producer of manufactured goods in China has 
A m T of import duty arising from the maintenance of that 

Ti . 

The producer of cotton in China will sell his cotton in the same 

markets, at the same prices, under the same exchangesas the South- 


ern planter will sell his cotton, and the Chiuese producer of cot- 
ton will get 10 cents in gold while that is the metal in which the 
world's exchanges are written. He will take it home to his coun- 
try and he will exchange it for 20 cents of the money of his coun- 
try at the present ratio of gold and silver in the commercial world, 
and with that 20 cents he can pay 20 cents’ worth of the obligations 
which exist upon him as a member of the community. And this 
is equivalent to an export bounty of 100 percent. But the unaided, 
unprotected American planter will sell his cotton for that same 
amount of 10 cents, and will bring it home, and it will pay just 
10 cents of the obligations which he must meet as a member of the 
community. The system which works so advantageously to the 
oriental producers of icultural staples is reversed when you 
come to manufactures which those countries import. It takes 200 
Saas the money of their country to make $1 of the money of the 
world. 

Not long since a steamship company doing business upon the 
rivers of China wanted to renew its fleet. It found that under the 
changed conditions which had arisen in the money of the world 
within twenty years it would cost $10,000 of the money of China to 
buy one of the little launches which had N cost $5,000 in the 
money of China and $5,000 in the money of the world: Instead 
of buying those ships from the United States or from Great 
Britain, they made them right on the banks of the Chinese river, 
for under the gold standard they have 100 per cent of protection 
against the gold-standard world. 

We can not withstand that competition. Agriculturists suffer 
most from it now, because rivalry is reaching out from Argentina 
and from Uruguay, as well as from all the countries of the Orient, 
and taking away the market where the farmer of the United States 
formerly sold his surplus, from the proceeds of which all the bal- 
ance of trade was paid and allour civilization was maintained. 
But the manufacturer will have his day of darkness. 

Mr. President, I ask permission to insert here some documents 
relating to the special interest of agriculture in this question, be- 
ing the remarks of Mr. M. G. Boutmy before the [Imperial Eco- 
nomical Society at St. Petersburg, April 9, 1897, and the views of 
the economists gathered at the agricultural congress in Budapest. 
If I may have the permission of the Senate, I desire to have them 
inse as part of my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. , If there be no objection, that will be 
the order. 

'The papers referred to are as follows. 

[From the address of M. G. Boutmy before the Imperial Economical Society 
at St. Petersburg, April 9, 1897.] 

Ido not know whether the united efforts of France, the United States, 
England. and Germany will shortly rid the world of the tyranny of gold, the 
effects of which are becoming more serious asuy and are tending to the ruin 
of producers; but I hope and trust that they will succeed, in the interests of 
the commerce, progress, and pereng of the whole world, and of Russia in 
particular. But so long as the monetary schism exists which divides the 
world into two camps—the yellow camp, where agriculture is ruined, and 
the white camp, where the farmers are protected from the crises that occur in 
the yellow camp—I fail to understand how any Russian patriot can desire to see 
bis country go over from the white camp to the yellow camp, or how a Rus- 
sian minister can pursue such a reform with so much tenacity, without re- 
gard to the co uences, and in spite of the law and the legislature. 

The gold standard wiil mean the ruin of agriculture, manufactures, and 
commerce—the ruin of Russia asa nation. Moreover, the reform that pro- 
poses to bring it about would be a disgrace toour country. Instead of main- 
taining the par of our credit ruble at 1 silver ruble — 4silver francs. in accord- 
ance with the law and the obligations entered into by the State, it is pro 
to ruin Russian acriculture, in order to make | credit ruble equal to 2$ cs 
in gold. It is a combination of prodigality aud bankruptcy. Very well, but 
we neither wish to de2eive others nor be deceived ourselves; we simply de- 
sire to maintain the law in its present state, and this we can and ought to do. 

The gold standard, while ruining debtor countries like Russia, is a source 
of profit to none save the international bankers and lators. I do not 
know what motive the minister of fiuance may have in advocating this bane- 
fulrégime, but I fully realize that the time has come for all friends of the 
Russian fatherland and Russian social order to unite and exert all their 
strength in order to prevent the accomplishment of this reform. If we are 
to be vanquished, let the calamity come upon us while fighting it to the last, 


VIEWS OF THE ECONOMISTS OF THE INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS OF AGRI- 
CULTURE AT BUDAPEST (SEPTEMBER 17-20. 1995) ON THE MONEY QUESTION. 
Alphonse Allard, director of the mint of Belgium, Brussels: All the nations 

that accept but gold ruin themselves; the 8 go down. 

Tue products of the earth having gone down by 50 per cent, the soil itself 
must go down by the same per cent. 
The decrease of prices caused by the present standard of money has ar- 

rived at 50 to 60 per cent. z 
To the demonetization of silver in Germany in 1871. in the Latin countries 

in 1876 (August 5), and since then successively in all Europe we must attrib- 

ute the changes wrought in the relation of value of the precious metals. 

The prices have gone down by 50 to 6) per cent everywhere where the gold 
standard has been adopted. 

'The crisis of low Pra would be arrested by the remonetization of silver 


or by the creation of a bimetallic union. 

All the countries are prepared for that step. The United States are on the 
point of req ure alone. 

Dr. Otto Arendt, member of the Prussian Landtag, Berlin: The variation 


of the relation of value must be attributed not tothe change of the conditions 
of 8 but to the modification of monetary legislation. 

e fall of the value of silver, the increase of the value of gold, have accen- 
tuated the differencesof values and almost changed an exception into a rule. 
Value is a factor of price in the international competition. In proportion as 
the differences of the standard of the two precious metals increase the pro- . 
ducer of the countries with an inferior money can lower the prices of the 


But a bimetallic union would raise 
would make the di 


th ex- 
pect from & lowering of the value of gold; that is, that desirable 
goldverschlechterung," or an increase of the price of merchandise in pro- 
portion to the natural (not artificialiy raised) value of gold. 
the pal gold and silver ata fixed standard or fixed 
relation of value, the price of the precious metals on the regula: markets 
can not waver from that fixed relation. This would mean the stopping of 
the fluctuations of the relation of values and the 
by these finctuations. All the countries have an equal interest in the reali- 
zation of this cage mgt So theo tion to this needed reform will indeed 
overcome one day. Even if à will not join, bimetallism will be 
jntroduced without and against f 


Barfoot-Saunt. delegate of the Central Chamber of Agriculture, London, 
gold monometallist): The cause of the variation of the relation of the prec- 

ms metals is the cheapness and the t quantity of silver produced in com- 
parison with the uction of and the demand forgold. Incourseof history 
gold always was the more precious metal; equally, the demand for gold was 
never inferior to the offer of the same. As to silver, the demand for it could 
always be satisfied. and even oversatisfied. Thus the relation of gold to silver 
sank from 1 to 11.8 in 1581 down to 1 to 10 in 1813. This decrease of the value of 
silver took place between 1867 and 1874 to such an extent that France and the 
Latin Union were obliged to cease coining silver in orderto escape a financial 
catastrophe. But this diminished the demand for silver still more, and 
lowered yet its valne in comparison with $ 

The remonetization of silver would produce a still further decrease of the 
cost of production. It is just this eer y ere which permits the producers of 
the countries with the silver standard to compete with the gold countries. 

The reestablishment of the former value of silver the former 
relation between the two precious metals (16 to 1) would ly mean the 
demonetization of gold and the establishment of the silver standard in all the 
countries of the world. The relation of value between tbe different articles 
of consumption would be absolutely the same as to-day, except the actual 
debts of the gold-standard countries, which could be paid by a depreciated 
money. 

There is absolutely no prospect that the relation between the two metals 
will ever be rearranged by the gold countries. 


demand which could not be reached we the produ 
Thi al increase of the value of gold as against silver (for the value of 


ucts have to struggle not only 
neral hausse of money, especially against the t 


in a certain measure and for a certain e. For all these reasons I con- 
sider bimetallism as a very important factor. but not entirely as a panacea 
for all the economic faults. In the interest of the agricultural population 
bimetallism must be established as a rational part, but, as I recognize, only 
as a part of a now system of 1 economy. 
In my opinion the stardard of the still remote future times will be neither 
ld nor silver, but paper money sustained by a special convention between 
fhe interested States,and will thus be guaranteed by the creditof the human 


race. 

The establishment of international bimetallism is a question of might, pure 
and simple. Bimetallism will surely be established if the poor men and the 
farmers will prevail in the direction of politicaleconomy in the world. It 
will not be established if supremacy r withthe bankers and merchants. 


D. F. A. Bauduin, president of the Dutch Society of Agriculture, member 
of the National Society of Agriculture of France: I express mr fuli and en- 
tire conviction that the only remedy for the critical condition of agriculture 
in the countries with an exclusive gold standard co in the necessity of 
a union of all these states for the reestablishment of the bimetallismof gold 
and silver in a certain Lp get) : 

No one v eet pas "re v» nm 8 in m ein er 
transactions in a roportion gold, e governments again open 
their mints to the pat hs of silver, the great advantage of the British Indies 


would cease. 

Undoubtedly also the Ares Republie would then see its value at par 
in no remote time, if it could revert to specie payment in silver instead of its 
extremely depreciated paper, 

Everyone can ely ta culate that in this case the competition with this 
fearful enemy would be much easier for us. 

a> There is our only hope for an amelioration whichis not very far re- 
moved. 

If we had to wait till the production e in the world sur passed to such 
an extent that of silver that the róles w be equal or reversed, we would 
expose the working and producing population to that cruel and cynical ex- 
ploitation which it suffers now for twenty-four ee on the part of the 
front money lenders, for there is no doubt that the opposition to bimetal- 

T 5 Paten is HN great advantages which the gold of their 

enjoys c e W ie 
rents procures 15 then by the general fall of prices, “ baisee," of the prod- 
ucts, which, for example, has brought it about that the agriculvurist must 
pe to-day two hectoliters of grain for £1, while formerly one single hecto- 


Itis to be remarked that this general fall of prices of the agricultural 
products fora number of years went apace with the fallof the price of sil- 
ver, and in almost equal V Rx unte ien 

"This coincidence must find its explanation in the fact that in 1873 u sum 
of silver valued at 2,000,000,000 livres sterling ee) had been excluded 
or demonetized for the international circulation. excluding the silver 
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from the mission which it fulfilled bef 9 . Cha: 
London has well shown thet there was rni ale Se ae 
- and ust tent 


There is consequently less than one-half of the volume of money at —— 


This explains clearly the general an of quce by the proportionate scarcity ` 


of money which serves to way toe produ: 

Instead of the exp! tion of the general de on in the diminu- 
tion of the volume of money, the silver being driven from the international 
service in Europe, the monome seek by all kinds of false reasonings to 
complicate the question and to render it frequently incomprehensible to most 

e by enveloping it with a cloud of ed scholarship. It is especially 
land, in the great city of London, that the opposition to bimetallism 
seems to have its seat, and one considers pitilessly, with an almost criminal 
cynicism, how much the country suffers by the destruction of its agriculture 
3 See A 
ong ago or of an co! of na: on 
that he would soon be obliged to have his shi constructed or repaired in 
the Orient. where silver was in circnlation, and that it would cost him half of 
whatit would cost in England. 

The textile industries, which develop so enormously in the Indies, Japan, 

and China, will soon have the same advantage over English manufactures, 


Count André Bethlen, deputy to the Hungarian Parliament: The demone- 
tization of silver, producing an insufficiency of money, respecting means of 
8 8 the principal causes of the general debasement of prices, 

cially those o i 

he restoration of bimetallism by international action will have as a con- 
sequence the rise of prices, the diminution of public , and a very 
great revival in business transactions. 

The rapid propagation of the bimetallic movement, as well as the impor- 
tance of the personages who direct it, assure its future success. 


Dr. Charles Bunele, attorne And Pe tical writer 
r. x a y poli economy (Vienna), is 


R. Lacey Everett, member of Parliament (Rushmore, Ipswich): The clos- 
ing of the mints to the free coinage of silver in the United States, in France. 
etc., has brought about the changes in the relation of values between 1d 
and silver. Aslong as mints were n to both metals, the ald relation 
of the two precious metals could be ntained in ne of the great differ- 
ence in the production of the metals. Since the mentioned mints have been 
closed. the two metals have continued to be produced at the ratio as before. 
But since silver has been excluded from free circulation in the markets 
which were open to it heretofore, and since poa must now accomplish the 
double task, it is but natural that the value of gold has been unduly pushed 
pere. By the term price one understands, to-day, gold. Owingto Ine vieo 
ot the yalue of gold, brought about by the increase of its demand (silver having 
been demonet ), and other merchan: are exchanged now for one- 
half of the quantity of gold paid before the demonetization of silver, while 
the exchange of merchandise and silver qs onatthesame ratio as before. 
Owing to the fact that at the head of the British Government there is to da 
a — 8 a 7 7 Lag enge of an vero 2 t 
seems ere may 0 or a betterment. Eng agriculture ro- 
gressively ruined by the car conditions. P 


Louis Frankl, T to the Landtag and landed proprietor: The 
roduced in the relation of value between the two precious metals can not 
attributed, to the given statistics, to an overproduction of sil- 
ver, or this can have taken place our ina very insigniflcant measure. The 
changes in question have been provoked by the demonetization of silver in 
most of the countries, following the oxample set by Germany. These 
have been aggravated by the fact that Fold. though increased considerably 
by production, has not by far increased to such an extent as would have 
been necessary in view of the enormous extension of its need for industrial 
ends and business requirements. 

This change has exercised a very unfavorable influence upon the constitu- 
tion of cultural products. Itis true that the baisse of prices has been 
produced toa certain extent by the decrease of the cost of production, and 
Lei eee by the diminution of the existing means of circulation, owing to the 
retirement of paper money, which has taken place these last years on a large 
scale. But the decisive reason lies always in the great rise of the value of 
gold, for every increase in the value of money has as a necessary consequence 
a corresponding decrease of the price of merchandise. 

This givesa considerable advance to the prodaction of countries with silver 
and paper money, in view of the fact that the w: of labor, and conse- 
quently the cost o; fag Pec of all the merchandise manufactured in the 
country, usually follow only very me the rise of the value.of money. 
Since the countries in question must ly depend upon the exportation of 
agricultural products, the competition will become considerably aggravated 
in this respect. This explains . . is just the agricultural products which 
are in the first place affected by de on of prices. 

The establishment of the silver s ar, be the creation of a bime- 
tallicleague strong enough to maintain a definite relation between gold and 
silver, would have as a consequence an increase of the means of circulation 
and at thesame time a decrease of the price of money, which wonld bo fol- 
lowed immediately by a considerable increase of- the value of merchandise. 
On the other hand, the wages will follow only slow. afterwards; conse- 
quently the cost of production will become DADA 1 the publie or pri- 
yate charges resulting from the introduction of the double standard would 
be paid in less dear money, and thus be borne easier. The countries which 
haveactually asilver or paper basis would be less able to compete and could 
only flood the market with their products in a much weaker pd csi c 
The economic consequences of a measure would then be extremely 
advantageous for the producer in general, first of all for the agriculturist. 

An understanding of the interested countries in repara to an accommoda- 
tion of the two precious metals could only be reached jointly with England, 
otherwise they would run a risk of seeing the gold dispossessed by silver. 


Geza de Gerl , professor at the Royal Agricultural Institute at Kassa, 
Hungary: The id standard is one of the causes of the depression of prices. 
It is a univ y acknowl fact that the introduction of the gold stand- 
ard and the suppression of the white metal have lowered the price of our 
grain. With bimetallism, ‘equalized, by which the fluctuations of the two 

be 


precious metals would be ized, we should have stable money; the sale ' 


of our products abroad would be carried on more 5 the prices 
of our products would not be exposed to those pouvera uctuations. The 
relation between the two precious metals ought to be fixed in a stable man- 
nerand by international agreement, the only way to make it stable and to 
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prevent fluctuations; the establishment of a bimetallic union would then coinage of silver, which would become an argument for the bimetallists of 
the situation. These are the remedies to extenuate the agricul- cope: Ee ee ee SOGNO THE AR a 
tural crisis. of exportation for the use of foreign coun’ 1 


Charles de Alberti Givola, delegate of Argentina, agricultural engines: Dr. W. Lexis, privy councilor, professor at the University of Gottingen 
Buenos Aires: Statistics show the change between the value of the two | (gold-standard man): recin rela 
metals can not be attributed to an 893 of silver, for the Ker He 1) ): The dep: tion of silver in tion to gold has been 


2 by the enormous increase of the production of the white 
quantity of silver produced is far from the ie ed rg ue of com: | metal wit the last twenty-five years; (2) by „ of free co; 
merce and industry. It is its su or payment which has diminished | of silver in a certain number of countries, especially the Latin Union. Of 
its value. At the same time gold is sought more and more, es y since the | a demonetization of silver one can, however, speak a£ most from November 


establishment of the gold standard, and though its production has not dimin- | 1, 1893, since the repeal of the Sherman Act in the United Staves, for up to 
ished. it has not increased either inthe proportion required by the necessities | that time, i. e., twenty years, there has been coined or deposited for nes 
of industries and its function in countries with the gold standard. culation of bank notes a r quantity of silver than ever before during an, 

Gold has become more scarce, amne to the destruction of half the volume equal course of time. But spite of the agitation of the bimetallists. no 
of money, i. e., silver, and its demand has increased considerably. A by far | state has been able to decide upon a Ì recognition of silver in the former 
genter quantity of merchandise is n in order to buy the same quan- | proportion of value with gold. Therefore the tendency is toward gold mono- 

of gold. an TI ee) T roducts im gen: | metallism in spite of all difficulties. 

eral, has decreased. But it is not gold alone which has provoked this ;| ‘There has, however, come no increase of the intrinsie value of gold; the 
also the multiplication of the means of tion, the diminution of | variation of the relation of the two precious metals has been due solely to 
freight expenses, the development of international competition have exer- | the diminution of the value of silver. Tha decrease of prices of several mer- 
cised a great influence upon prices. chandises can be perfectly 7 by the conditions of international com- 

The restoration of the silver standard would produce an increase of money petition and the utionof the expensesof productionand transportation. 
and better prices for the products, which would be favorable for agricul- | An increase of the intrinsic valne of gold is therefore impossible, because the 
ture; but at thesame time the wages and other 8 of production would | production of this metal has doubled within ten years, and because the aver- 
increase; life would become more expensive, w. would tend toward level- | age production of gold and silver is more considerable than bet ween 1860-70 
ing the benefits which the people hope to derive therefrom, and after some | and 1850-60; because the stock ot gold of the great E central banks 
time the situation would become the same. The conditions of production of | rises to a quantity which would have been deemed incredible formerly; be- 
exporting countries would not be much modified, and the situation of inter- | canse in the important exchanges the use of coined gold is reduced more and 


tional iculture would not be much benefi: 4 : 
aa To avoid a disordered monetary circulation, an agreement between — system; bacause for several years, the 
terested States would be necessary; but this seems hardly probable. The | of sterlin than the amount of it its bank notes in circulation. a 
tri hich have i to themselves $ sacrifices fo eats ish the | 9n e mere > "^ 
gold E enter into the deci | reform, and the certain 3 de pelt oa lon and commerce have been in a favorable con- 
absence of other countries would make the union worthless. the ey oer of silver has had only s a minimal influence upon the con- 
- a stitution o e prices cultural u 
William James Harris, 2 Der m 1011 of The creation of a bimetallic league suppose that it could maintain itself— 
silver as a general means ig oes some countries; e introduction | would undoubtedly raise the price of silver quite close to its legal relation of 


y 
of paper money in lieu of & other species of money. This exercisesa | value with gold, but there would always remain a premium on gold which 
Coniderable influence, because the nations of western . have an un- would Peri amount only to 1 per poh to drive the gold Pe the duy 
8 pra Par eed value of foreign money which they can not coin transactions and to; make of silver the paly jeans of current circulation, 
Jf all the nations could be forced to admit silver money in a fixed, deter- d 5 Californian and a rigime at gold. So man 
gol The production of silver would su the actual amount so much that 
probably lose their important advantages their ucts. I do | the legal value of silver as against gold would rise comparatively to its actual 
not believe that 8 States could force the nations who have a paper | value on the market. If we admit the ancient legal relation between the two 
standard toadoptametallio valuata. Moreover, certain States—for instance, | precious metals, it would rise to twelve hundred millions and more, in view 
the Argentine Republic—would be unable to retire their 3 from that the European capital and that of North America would be extremel 
circulation and to replace it by silver which they would have to buy on the | tempted to exploit the mines of Mexico and South America, and, indeed, wi 
open market. = the ees crees setters of 3 The SS OE » a 
Hugo Hitschmann, editor of the Landwirthschaftliche Zeitung, Vienna: | great depreciation o e money— is, the increase è nominal price 
The cause of the variation of the relative value of gold and silver must be | of all the merchandise in the trade. As to agriculture. it might happen that 
attributed on one side to the great demand for the yellow metal, in conse- | it would derive no profit therefrom, because the rise of value of its products 
uence of the introduction of the gold standard in à number of European | might be neutralized by the rise of wages and other expenses of production, 
States, tho b there was no great increase in the production of gold; on the | and by the general higher price for the means of subsistence. 
er hand, 


the demonetization of silver by the adoption of the system in — 
1 the production of the white metal has not di ished. Andre de Llaurado, Sameer, inspector general of forests (Barcelona): The 

Accor M io dU laws, the prices of merchandises go down when they | monetary question me summed up as follows: I. Unfavorable balance, 
are more abundant than money. Owing to the introduction of the monetary | not only commercially but financially. II. Scarcity of gold on account of the 
system by which silver is deprived of its character as money, gold hasin- | demonetization of silver and the increase of business transactions. 


— in value so that a ler sum will buy a far larger quantity of mer- 


ndise. 

The restoration of the double standard would bring about an increase of | silver —India, Japan, China—the oer: ee pris products have 
the means of circulation; a rise of prices of merchan „and consequently | risen by 10 to AP cent since the period of 1885-1 In the countries with 
economic prosperity. 3 the gold standard t 

Mr. Hitschmann urges strongly international bimetallism, in order to rem- | half since that 1 8 5 Iseethe pernicious character of the gold standard for 
— 55 essentially the economic situation and to arrest the depreciation of agri- | the states whi $ 

tural products. porting countries and not only as creditor countries, inasmuch as the silver 


Emile Levasseur, membre de l'Institut, 8 at the College de France. | cent) acts as a premium o 
Lost uec man): One must attribute the changes to the considerable | a tariff of protection against the importation of merchandise coming from 
crease of the production of silver for twenty years; to leas coining of silver | countries with a gold valuata. 
in several great states, though in general the co: of silver money by the itis very likely that the remonetization of silver in several great states, 
mints is far from ha diminish ed in the world as much as is said gen- | would haye as a consequence a very important increase of all the products 
erally. Theincreased offer of silver and the decreased demand would have | and merchandise. But the encouragement which would result from it for 
lowered the price of any merchandise. 


z rminate 
If silver has sunk in value, has gold risen? I believe that there is a tend- | fatally inageneralcrisis. Thus the remonetization of the white metal would 


ency to increase, though little accentuated. Indeed, the production of gold | surely be more dangerous than its demonetization. 

has increased considerably for eei years. The procedures of credit have The European States will not decide to abolish the gold standard except 
increased still more than the means o ent, w. suffice entirely forthe | under the pressure of the great political ties, and I donot see which these 

simal eintheexchange regulated by the rties would be, in view that they would have to be recruited especial 
In thelanded proprietors. It is true they are debtors for the most ed 
dises are always at baisse. But is it the gold that has risen in price or the | and the debtors are normally weaker than theircreditors. But this nre 
merchandise which has sunk in price? e retail prices have not dimin- | could be exercised by the American farmers, whose monetary situation is al- 
ished, or diminished imperceptibly, and the salaries—probably the most im- | ways very independent. If they succeed in conquering in the United States, 
t creased, the counter act will make itself momentarily felt in Europe, but I donot be- 
The economy in the production and theabundance of the products arecer- | lieve that it may exercise a lasting effect. 1 have not failed in its time to 
tainly the two principal causes of the baisse of the wholesale prices, espo- | strongly advise against the introduction of Roa monometallism, but I shall 

in The cultural products have decreased in value because | beware of participating in the agitation which demands its suppression. 


t 
with a smaller cost of transportation from countries where the production is Paul Orosz de Balasfa, landed proprietor, delegate of the Society of Agri- 
i ios of work | culture. Hungary: In view of the fact that the production of silver is abund- 
ese are the great influences. ant and that this metalislittle employed in industry. there isan excess of 
The species of money, however, exercises an influence. Countries with a | the white metal, and consequently a larger bored of it has to be given asa 
silver standard are at,an advantage when they sell their grain in countries | price. On the other hand, the introduction of gold monometallism has con- 
with a gold standard. This advantage is shared in various proportions be- | siderably increased the price of gold. This has lowered the prices for agri- 
tween the producer, the exporter, and the intermediary agents. If this in- | cultural products. 
fluence were.as great as certain publicists have said, India would be to-day The restoration of silver would at all events have beneficial consequences— 
ered with ege the rise of prices, more active trade and commerce, and the lowering of inter- 
The consequences of the restoration of the double standard in the gold | ests for borrowed capital, which is themost important question. ere will 
countries would be the gradual diminution of the circulation of gold. the rise | be bimetallism, if the aims of certain interested groups can be avoided. 


tural products would probably be among the first to profit from this baisse, Leon Louis A. Raffalovich, counselor of state of the Bank of Commerce 

and the wages among the last prices that would rise. The transition would | (St. 5 change of value between the two precious metals has 

be advantageous to the farmers. noxious to the laborers. been brought a t. one may say, solely by the legislative measures taken in 

At the end of a certain number of years the equilibrium would adjust it- | 1871 and from that date on. 

self. There would consequently be no particular profit for an; pare except These changes have produced a pernicious influence upon the movement 
ligat ions, pen- | of Praed by provoking a baisse which has never had its like. : 

and he reestablishment of the status quo ante is desirable in all respects. 

and the country would find | The establishment of the silver standard, pure and simple, does not present 

itself with a depreciated currency, in a state of unfavorable W and | real advantages and is not pouce at present, though more realizable than 

a disadvantageous situation in general as regards its commercial re! tions gold monometallism, which 


s not realizable at all. 
with the foreign countries. A bimetallic union is the sole pani and acceptable solution. This sys- 
There is no hope for international bimetallism, but it is possible that a | tem is well known; it has very long and its restoration would conse- 


political majority would drag the United States to voting separately for free ! quently only be the return to a normal condition. 
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ch, correspondin 
it unlikely that the countries whi 


member de l'Institut de Fran 
im) upon themselves ces to 
in order to have stable money and to live a normal life 

currency will enter anew upon e Heisa 


Arthur Raffalovi holds 


reform their mone 
with an unchan 
gold monometaliist. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, speaking generally, the restora- 
tion of the money conditions which will enable the people to buy 
freely is the right remedy for the distress of the times. 

A ive tariff alone will not do it. A protective tariff 
makes a country rich, and bad money laws make the le 127 — 
What object is it to a Christian nation that we should build the 
general fabric so high to the ruin of the masses of the people who 
stand beneath the Government? Thestatistics by which we show 
that every person in the United States has fot an average of & 
thousand dollars are no longer satisfactory. It is no use to make 
the country rich and the people poor. That is not a remedy for 
existing ills. But at present we can not get a just money law. 

There is an alternative. If one class of our people, and that the 
rad dey individual class, the one upon which we must most rely, is 
to rg pets by conditions which exist in the world and by our 
method of making law to sell in a free-trade market, then com- 
mon justice demands that they shall be permitted to buy in a free- 
trade market; and I renew here the declaration that, coming, as 
Ithink I have, to the comprehension of the justice of this case, I 
should prefer to stand for a policy which enabled the farmer to 
buy in a free-trade market if he must sell there, rather than to 
speak forand vote fora policy which compels him to sell in a 
free-trade market and at the same time buy in a protected market. 
A house divided against itself will not stand; and while this great 
proposition of inequity abides in the United States the people are 
not united—they are severed upon the one great vital proposition 
of life and the means of living. 

But no party is going to propose free trade. Our friends of the 
Democratic faith, I regret to see, are torn by dissensions the mo- 
ment some one of their Senators says that he is not afraid of the 
word “free” as applied to trade. And we who share their money 
views witness the harrowing spectacle of a quarrel about the 
tariff, which is not an issue before the American ple and will 
never be made the vitalissue again before the people of this coun- 
try. No great party will stand on a declaration for free trade. 


It is foreign to the genius of America. We believe in ourselves 
and in our self-sufficiency. We believe that all the work and all 
the w: of America belong to Americans, and that as much of 
the work and wages of the rest of the world as Americans can get 
belong to Americans. No party will stand long in the United 
States on a free-trade platform, but no party will stand very long 
upon a platform one-half of which is free trade. 

We can not have free trade in America any more than they can 
in England, and have the satisfaction of the masses. It is 
for the rich and the powerful, who can buy where they please, but 
it is poor policy for the people who produce. 

There is a partial remedy for existing ills, and there is absolute 
equity forthe farmer of the United States under a protective tariff 
if the amendment I have offered shall be adopted. It gives to the 
American producer of agricultural staples a protection price, and 
that is all it does. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me to ask him if he has 
made an estimate of the expenses attending the administration of 
this amendment if it become tof thelaw? How much will it 
cost the Government of the United States? 

Mr. CANNON. Calculated upon the exports of the calendar 
year 1896, it will cost the Treasury of the United States annually 


$47,944,580. 
Mr. ALLEN. On the rates fixed in the amendment? 
Mr. CANNON. Yes. The figures are slightly different from 


those which I gave in my remarks at the time the amendment 
was introduced, because those figures were based on computations 
for the fiscal year ending in June, 1896. I have been able since 
to prepare tables from which I give the figures for the calendar 
year 1896. 

To fully answer the inquiry of the Senator from Nebraska, and 
in order to give a full showing upon this question. I ask the privi- 
lege of pci du table which I have here, prepared írom the 
reports of the United States Treasury artment. This table 
meets in detail the inquiry of the Senator from Nebraska and all 
similar questions which may be propounded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The table referred to will be printed 
in the RECORD, in the absence of objection. 

The table is as follows: 


Quantities and values of certain agricultural products exported from the United States from 1887 to 1896. 
[From reports of the United States Treasury Department.] 


1887. 1888. 1889. | 1890: | 1891 1892. | 1899. | 1894. 1895. 1890. 
101,971,949 | — 65,789,201 | 46,414,129 | — 54,387,707 | 55,131,948 | 157,280,351 | 117,121,109 | 88,415,230 | 76,102,704 | — 60,650,080 
$90,716, $56,241,468 | $41,052, 701 275,906 | $51,420,272 | $161,399, 132 ,594,970 | $59,407, , 805, $39, 709, 868 
11,518,449 | 11,963,574 9,374, 808 12,231,711 | 11,544,304 | 15,196,769 | 16,020,339 | 16,859,533 | 15,268,892 | 14,020,804 

950, $54,777,710 | $45,296,485 | $57,086,138 | $54,705, 616 * $75, 494, 347 „271, $51, 051, 928 ,025, 217 

357, 256 18, 783 287, 252 2, 257, 877 332,799 | 12,041,316 1, 477,058 230, 822 9,437 988, 400 

$216, 190 $50, 705 $155,917 | $1,279,814 y $11,432,160 | $1, 002,796 $125, 532 $5,919 $445, 075 

2,071 3,069 8, 933 4, 4, 552 2,811 3,055 3,768 3, 
$10,068 $13, 370 $13, 782 $18, 185 $22, 461 $10, 290 $9,273 $12,062 $11,163 
21,278,417 | 69,592,929 | 101,973,717 | 80,768,213 | 75,451,849 | — 46,037,274 | 65,324, 841 27,691,137 | 99. 902, 835 
$13,355, 950 982, $42,658,015 | $17,652,687 | $41,500,460 | $24,587,511 | $30,211,154 | $14,650,767 | $37,836, 862 
270, 613 312,186 361, 248 318, 329 287, 609 211,155 291,172 225, 567 276, 885 
$765, 086 $870, 485 ,879 b $919, 961 , 081 5 $048,844 $054, 121 
6,793,818 | 12.589. 262 7,540, 854 8,736,082 | 12,604,686 | 11,307,030 | 17,472,975 | 17,523,988 | 10,765,254 
205,06) | $2,823,832} $1,110,571 | $2,927,474 | $2,420,502 | $2,095,707 | $3,811,232 | $1,872,597 | $1,478,919 
249,195,681 | 211,521,051 | 244,343,740 | 236,969,589 | 240,716,150 | 248,307,258 | 288,791,312 | 293,805,855 | 287,700,301 
$21,507,776 | $18,546,901 | $21,149,869 | $20,710,911 | $20,303,245 | $22,292, 704 » $25, 622, 716 , 405,245 
2. 169, 457,330 2. 264, 120, 826 |2, 884, 816,669 2. 471, 799, 853 |2, 907,358, 75 2, 935, 219, 811 2, 212, 115, 126 2, 683, 282, 325 3.517, 433, 109 2. 335, 226, 385 
$205, 222,057 | $223,016, 760 | $237, 775, 270 | $250) 968, 792 $290; 712) 892 | 8258, 461; 241 771,4 | $210, 869, 289 | $204; 000, 990 | $190, 056; 460 


$438, 707,175 | $571,911, 445 | $409, 183, 011 


Total value........ $304, 852, 248 | $370, 928,533 | $330, 120,323 | $420, 380, 763 | $307,449, 173 | $343,170, 976 | $345, 022,900 

All agricultural prod- | 7 , SE 

„ "EE $629, 882, 151 | $785,920,045 | $501,008, 201 go, 60, 110 | ss do n $553, 889, 234 
I 


* Comprising animals (horses, sheep, etc.), breadstuffs. broom corn, cotton, eggs, feathers, fruits and nuts, hay, hides and skins (other than fur skins) 
honey hone, all ene and oil-cake neni ment and dairy products, rice. rice bran, meal, and polish, seeds, tobacco (leaf), vegetables (ineluding canned, pickles, 


and sauces), wax (bees), and wool. 


Amounts of money that would have been required to pay bounties on exports of certain agricultural products from the United States from 1887 to 1896. 


Products and rates of export 
bounties. 1889. 1890. 

Wheat, at 10 cents per bushel. .... 641,413 | $5,438,777 135 
Wheat flour. at 50 cents per barrel 687,402 6, 115, 856 , 385 
Rye, at 10 cents per bushel.. ...... 28,725 225, 138 IR 
Rye flour, at 50 cents per barrel 1,835 1, 967 , 216 
Corn, at 5 cents per — 479, 646 5, 098, 685 592 
Corn meal, at 10 cents per barrel. 31,219 35,125 761 
H at 2 cents per pound........ 251,785 150,817 0 
To , leaf, at 2 cents per pound 230,421 4,886, 875 ,223 
Cotton, at 1 cent per pound....... 848,167 | 24,717,999 198 

— ipo fae ee 41,576, 607 „200, 73 46, 672,840 896 
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Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, if this amendment to grant an 
export bounty shall be accepted and shall become a part of the 
law, the Treasury of the United States will be compelled to pay 
out to private individuals, citizens of the United States, that im- 
mense sum of money, that great bonus, that largess of $47,944,580 
every year, and more if we shall export more of the staple com- 
modities. 

ed prier believe in a bounty. I do not see how they can 
afford to vote against the amendment. They believe in govern- 
mentalaid to the industries of the United States which can not 
stand alone. That is a general propos ane, but it has not been 
applied to the farmer. e has n supposed to stand alone or 
fall. But the idea that it is right to extend governmental aid to 
any industry in the United States capable of development here 
which can not stand alone has been advanced from the begin- 
ning of the party until now. LU 

I have here a few words uttered by William McKinley, jr., in 
the House of Representatives in the Fifty-first Congress. which 
will be found in the speech from which this extract is taken, in 
volume 21, part 11, of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. The present 
President of the United States then said: 

This is called a “sectional” bill. Now, what has this bill done? It has 
taken care of every product of the South, unless you except sugar. And it 
has given to the RER edic of sugar a bounty equal to the duty y hereto- 
fore have been enjoying—a direct and assured protection. 

A bounty is called by the present President of the United States 
“a direct and assured protection.” 

, Mr. er, to go right on protecting the South. We 
proposo to ye apie wo S eap 8 ad will stil Aere increase 
er us! 


rial prosperity and development. We have done it for twenty 
years or more, and we not stop so long as we have a majority in Congress. 


I appeal to the Republicans in this body, who belong to the 
party which has a majority in Congress, to see that these words 
of the present Presidentof the United States are vindicated before 
the American people, and that we shall give a direct and assured 
protection to the agricultural classes of this country. 

The distinguished Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. ALDRICH], 
in his speech in the presentation of this bill, said: 

It is believed by the friends of the beet-sugar industry that we can suc- 
cessfully imitate the example of Germany in the rapid W punt of beet- 
sugar production. Germany has within four years increased her product by 
50 per cent, and, as the result of her system of bounties, is now successfully 
invading the sugar markets of the world. 

There is an inferential commendation of bounty. But why 
should it be limited to the one great agricultural industry of the 
United States which can be protected by atariff? The production 
of sugar, either beet or cane, can be protected by a tariff, and there 
is no absolute need—if the tariff be placed high enough—why we 
should have a bounty; but the production of agricultural staples 
of which we export large quantities can not protected by a 
tariff. That is why the bounty is demanded. 

The farmer would not only get the $47,000,000 from the Treas- 
ury of the United States, but he would receive an enhancement 
in the price of his commodity in the domestic market to the full 
extent of the bounty granted by Government. The farmer sells 
his surplus abroad, and receives at home and abroad the world’s 
price. He would continue to sell his surplus abroad and continue 
to answer the needs of the domestic market, and he would receive 
for all his wheat, whether exported or whether consumed at home; 
he would receive for all his cotton, whether sent abroad or used 
in the mills of the United States; for all his tobacco, whether 
smoked in Europe or America; for all his hops, whether they went 
into beer in Germany or into beer in Milwaukee, the world’s price 
plus the bounty Le em by the Government. That would yield 
to the farmer of the United States an enhancement of $225.000,000 
per annum, speaking in round figures, on the normal production 
of those staples. 

The manufacturer of the United States derives under protective 
tariff an enhancement of more than $4,000,000,000 per annum, and 
some of my friends on the Democratic side contend that he re- 
ceives much more, if the figures given by the Senator from Texas 
show with any degree of correctness the average of the burden 
placed upon American buyers of manufactured goods. 

'The objectors to this proposition say that the Government can 
not afford the bounty. That is always the first proposition ad- 
vanced by those who oppose the amendment. The distinguished 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee of the other House 
gave out an interview to the press not long since, authoritative, I 
think, in which he intimated that there would be no trouble about 
the gold reserve when we should get the tariff law fairly at work; 
that there never had been any considerable withdrawal of gold so 
long as we had more revenue than mses. Every man in this 
Chamber knows that the gentlemen who entertain the idea of a 
necessary retirement of the greenbacks rely entirely upon the ex- 
cessive revenue to be produced from this bill in order to insure 
that retirement by steaithy action. If it be true that the bill will 
produce an excess of revenue, the greatest blessing which could 


come to the United States would be to have that surplus disbursed 
PIRE the people equitably and honestly within the channels of 
e. 

ButI waivethat. Iconfess that I have no means even of form- 
ing an opinion as to whether the bill will produce a surplus of 
revenue or a deficit. I plead absolute ignorance on the question, 
although I have examined carefully the statements of the leading 
Senators of this body who have had the formulation of various 
tariff bills within recent years. I find absolutely no prediction 
fulfilled upon which I can hinge any judgment. No man has 
been able to tell what the result would be, in a revenue sense, of 
any bill proposed. We can provide the means, however, even if 
there shall be no surplus, based upon our present expenditures. 
The people would welcome economy in Government expenditures 
to the extent of $50,000,000 every year. 

I haye been struck repeatedly by the declarations which have 
emanated within the last two years from the distinguished senior 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] on this subject. He has 
repeatedly called attention to the fact that the Government is 
making too many expenditures for the good of the Republic, for 
the satisfaction of the people. That sentiment has been echoed in 
every hamlet in the United States. We can give two great bene- 
fits to the people of this country—economizing in our expenditures 
to the extent of $50,000,000 a year and then paying the $50,000,000 
to the producers of agricultural staples in the United States, so 
that they may have a share in the protection which they have 
maintained. 

Another objection is that the bounty would not reach the farmer, 
but would get to the speculator. I refer anyone who chooses to 
advance that objection, which I have heard repeatedly, to the 
remarks made by Mr. George F. Stone, secretary of the Chicago 
Board of Trade, which are shown in Report No. 1999 of the House 
of Representatives, Fifty-third Congress. 

Another objection is that the bounty would be paid again and 
again; that a man would take out a cargo of wheat or of cotton 
or of tobacco from some port in the United States, receiving the 
bounty therefor, and, without unloading it, would bring it back 
and reship it, receiving a repetition of the bounty. The last pos: 
sible ground upon which that objection can stand was removed by 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], under whose amendment 
Cotton is to be protected by an import duty. Thus all the com- 
modities mentioned in this amendment are protected by import 
duties, and therefore can not return to the country. 

Another objection is that staples consumed in the United States 
would not be increased in price and that all the good a farmer 
would get would be from the bounty of the Government, and that 
he would still sell his wheat and cotton at the free-trade prices of 
the world within the markets in this country. That is answered 
by another objection from the same people, whosay that the price 
of breadstuffs will be increased by the bounty, and that therefore 
it would be an injustice to the toiler in the cities who buys the 

roducts of the farmer. The toiler in the cities would pay more 

or his breadstuffs, but under the Republican theory he would find 
it easier to buy. 

All through the campaigns of 1888 and 1892 as Republicans we 
proclaimed the doctrine that high prices were absolutely neces- 
sary in order to have plenty, and that a coat for the American 
artisan or farmer to cost him $20 was better than a coat that cost 
him $10. A distinguished gentleman, now in the happiness of 
private life, who was during that period the Chief Magistrate of 
this nation, used to say that it was better to have a coat costing 
$20 and have $25 to buy it than a coat costing $10 and have only 
$5 to buy it with. 

People do not eat more wheat when wheat is cheap, and recent 
statistics demonstrate that when wheat was the lowest in this 
country there was less of it being eaten per capita than at any 
other time. In February, 1894, there were 30,000 unemployed men 
in Liverpool. I saw thousands of them, idle, penniless, hungry, 
gathered around Wellington Column in that city, and on that 
very day you could buy a ton of wheat at Liverpool docks for the 
same price that a ton of hay would cost. Hay,of English pro- 
duction, cost as much a ton as American wheat, and 80,000 hungry 
men were gathered in the city on tbat day. You can not give 
plenty to the poor by merely making goods cheap. 

If you can, then a protective taritf—I will not say a protective 
tariff, as I know the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAN- 
DLER] would be justified in challenging me; but this Repub!ican 
tariff bill is not only wrong to the farmer, the producer of agri- 
cultural staples, but it is an iniquity from beginning to end upon 
all classes. 1f cheapness is the consideration, then let us have 
the cheapness of the great fight that is going on through all the 
world. t us have the cheap man who wears the cheap coat, 
and the cheap man who buys the cheap loaf. The higher the 

rice of wheat in this country and the higher the price of cotton 
in this country the better off are the employees of the manufac- 
turing industries of the country who have to buy wheat and 
whose employers have to buy cotton. 
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Average. 
Calendar Value | Yield | Value of 
year. Area of | Value of per per yield 
crop.  |buüshel| acre. | peracre. | 
Bushels. Acres. Cents. |Bushels. 

1878 .. 82,044,491 | 1,387,106 | $29,333, 529 91.5 23.1 $21.15 
1874 32,552,500 | 1,580,020 | 29,983, 769 $2.1 20.6 18.97 
1875... 35, 908, 600 et 29, 952, 082 81.2 20.6 16.73 
1876 .. 38,710,500 | 1, 511 25,735,110 66.5 21.9 14.57 
1877 .. $4,441,400 | 1,614,654 | 22,028,644 61 21.3 13. 65 
1878 .. 42,245,030 | 1,790,400 | 24,483,315 58 23.6 13.67 
1879. 40,283,100 | 1,080,700 | 23,714,444 58.9 24 14.11 
1880 .. 45,165,248 | 1,843,929 | 30,090,742 66.6 24.5 16.2 
1881 .. 41,161,830 | 1,907,510 | 33,862,513 82.8 20.9 17.21 
188 48,953,095 | 2,272,108 | 30. 768,015 62.8 21.5 13.51 
1883 50,135,097 | 2,379,009 | 29,420,423 58.7 21.1 12.37 
1884 .. 61,208,000 | 2,608,818 | 29,779,170 48.7 23.5 11.41 
1885 .... 58,360,000 | 2,729,959 | 32,807,096 55.3 21.4 12.04 
1886. 59,423,000 | 2,052,957 | 31,840,510 53.6 22.4 12.00 
1887 56,812,000 | 2,901,953 | 29,461,390 51.9 19.6 10.15 
1888 .. 63,884,000 | 2,996,982 | 37,672,092 59 21.8 12.57 
1898. 69,869,495 | 3,290,971 | 25,729,986 41.1 21.7 8.92 
389L .....-..-. 61,400,465 | 3,170,002 | 27,134, 127 41.2 19.4 8.56 
1806 2 87,072,744 | 8,290,978 | 29,812,413 33.7 26.4 8.88 


BUCKWHEAT. * 


7,837, 700 454,152 | $6,382,043 | 81.4 17.8 $14.05 

8,016, 600 452,890 | 6,477,885 | 80.8 17.7 14.31 
10,062, 100 575,530 | 7,168,207 | 71.1 17.5 12.45 
9,488, 800 666,441 | 7,021,498 | 72.7 14.5 10.54 
10,177, 000 049,923 | 6,998,810 | 68.8 15.7 10.77 
12, 246, R20 673,100 | 6,454,120) 52.7 18.2 9.59 
13, 140, 000 630,900 | 7,850,191 | 50.8 20.5 12.28 
14,617,535 822,802 | 8,082,488 | 59.4 17.8 10.55 
9, 486, 200 828,815 | 8,205,705 | 86.5 11.4 9.90 
11,019, 253 847,112 | 8,088,862 | 72.9 33.1 9. 48 

1,088, O54 857,949 | 6,308,980) 82.2 8.9 T.95 
31,116,000 879,408 | 6,549,090 | 59 12.6 7.45 
12, 626, 000 914,394 | 7,057,363 | 55.9 13.8 1.72 
11, 860, 000 917,015 | 6,465,120) 545 12.9 7.04 
10,844, 000 910,500 | 6,122,820) 56.5 11.9 6.72 
12.050, 000 912,630 | 7,627,647 | 63.3 13.2 8.36 
12,132,311 815,614 | 7,074,450 | 58.3 14.9 8.67 
12, 668, 200 789,222 | 7,040,238 | 55.6 18.1 8.92 
15,341, 309 763,277 | 0,996,025 | 45.2 21.1 9.09 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, it is time that we relieved the 
congestion of the cities. We have stimulated manufacturing 
under protective tariff, city life itselfhas had so many attractions, 
and great centers of population have had such magnetic force to 
draw the people of the United States that there is a menaceand a 
danger of vast importance to the people in the magnitude of one 
element at least in the cities of this country who should be out 

ing the lessons of independence for themselves and teaching 
the lessons of industry and patriotism to their children. 

It is not too much to say that under every great city in this 
country slumbers a volcano. We should make agriculture more 
attractive, and relatively, therefore, city life less attractive,to the 
masses of the p The strength of our civilization comes 
from wider lands than Manhattan Island, splendid as is its civil- 
ization. You can not expect a race of great, liberty-loving people 
to grow up within the cities whereevery man can touch the hori- 
zon of his whole life with his finger tip. You can not expect a 
race of Americans to do honor to the history of the past and to 
protect the present for the sake of thefuture if that race of Amer- 
icans is to be inthe great congested cities of this country, 
15 5 Ls — live neces hope. a rotii iy 

r. President, you can not expect t ity of this coun 
to begin in the cities, not even in Omata- Tho first announce- 
ment of it willnot be in the Omaha World-Herald, even if that 
paper was once edited by William J. Bryan. There was a happy 
conjunction in some of the declarations of the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. THURSTON], He could not even mention prosperity 
in his own town of Omaha without mentioning. William J. Bryan. 

The first sound of prosperity will not bein thenewspapers. The 

will not first be visible above the le of Trinity Church, 
ntil the farmer of the United States, until the toiler of the West 
and the cotton planter of the South shall see that sign in the sky, 
its existence is only a dream. There will be no conquering by 
our people until the farmer seesthe redemption. Rather than all 
the newspaper editorials which were ever written as a true indi- 
cation of prosperity, I would hear the cheerful lullaby sung by a 
million wives of farmers in the United States at the cradles of 
their children. Prosperity in this country will start from the 
farm and nowhere else, and until it is there it is not at all. 

The manufacturer will sell in the United States only what the 

farmer can buy. The protective-tariff wall which has been 


reared is just as strong for inclusion as it is for exclusion, and, 
righteously applied, when the American producer is to sell in the 


best market of the world under protective tariff, that will be his 
only market, and it is only when you attack the protective-tariff 

inciple itself that you can give him any other market. There- 
5 the measure of the farmer's prosperity is the measure of the 
prosperity of the people of the United States. 

Mr. President, it is in no spirit of self-im in connection 
with this question that I say that, in my humble judgment. the 
action of the American Congress upon this amendment, and the 
action of the Executive, if it shall pass beyond this body and be 
considered by the Executive, will show the course the Republic is 
to pursue. t no man deceive himself with the idea that the pe 
ple are not thinking of this matter. The plan was called at first 
“a wild idea, properly emanating from the West." I wish I 
ight have been the modern author of it. It is not an absolutely 


original proposition, but to another than myself belongs the credit 


of bringing it forth anew. 
All over this country the who produce agricultural sta- 
p and who buy manuf: goods are saying that they must 
ve this or some similar measure of equity for themselves or they 


will rebel against the protective-tariff system. And some of the 
3 men who grono poten in the large cities are indorsing 
the farmer's demand. e have seen an ibition of the chaos, 
politically speaking, in which protection is thrown on the tariff 

uestion. All the exhibition has been from the other side of the 
8 but in reality Republicans are no more at a unity of 
faith on this question than are Democrats. 

We all remember the time when for a man to say within Re- 
publican ranks that we wanted the markets of the world was to 
commit heresy. He had no right to the markets of the world; he 
did not want them. Steadily the manufacturer of the United 
States has been moving to the opinion that he wants to compete 
forthe trade of all the human race. We have found that the 
policy of noncommercialism, which was established under Ee 
tection,is not thoroughly satisfactory even to the immediate ben- 
eficiaries of grecum. Noncommercialism would be the abso- 
lute result of absolute protection—that we should not trade with 
the world because we were competent to maintain ourselves within 
our own borders. 

The manufacturer finds that with us, as with England, the won- 
derful producing capacity of the people has been multiplied into 
such & dous energy that it threatens now with us, as in the 
case of land, to become a battering ram to break down the 
wall of protection. My friends on the Democratic side who have 
contended always for the markets of the world for the manufac- 
turer need only to possess their souls in patience a little while 
longer and the manufacturer will be here asking for those mar- 
kets in his own proper person; and, if we may judge the future 
by the past, he will probably get what he demands. 

England built up her industries under protection, and, even 
without the magnificence of mechanical development which be- 
longs to our people to-day, she found that she to reach out for 
the trade of all other lands. I do not believe in it. Ithink the 
world is entering upon a struggle which should make every Amer- 
ican desire to put the most irrefragable guardianship around 
the shores of the United States and its boundary lines, so that we 
may not share in the sins of the world nor partake of its plagues. 

Ibelieve there are coming movements which will shatterthrones 
and destroy republics, and that the policy of noncommercialism is 
the policy for us in America. Butit must be a just policy of non- 
commercialism. If not, then the elements within the wall of 
tariff, incited by injustice and indignation, will turn and tear the 
fabric of our own social order, 

The very logic of Republican tariff, as opposed to the Demo- 
cratic idea of free trade, is that we will care for our own, and 
that every man in the United States is the Government's own; 
that we will provide means under statute by which willing hands 
shall have toil, and a method by which they shall be justly com- 
pensated. There is a great law: “In the sweat of thy face shalt 
thou eat bread." It is the universal law of labor that every man 
must work if he would live; and the Government of the United 
States, when it pues a protective tariff bill, took upon itself the 
o gei of providing toil for the men who want to work in 

$ country. 

There is no escape from the logic that the responsibility is on 
the Government to-day, and the people will demand such laws 
under this policy of noncommercialism as will insure the oppor- 
tunity for every man to labor. Lud cepe have taken advanced 
ground. Some political parties aretaking advanced ground. The 
battle of the future will be fought far beyond the river which has 
separated the parties in the ; and the party which does not 
march forward to the needs of humanity and say that so long as 
society compels obedience to the law of God that men shall work, 
society is under a solemm obligation to provide opportunity for 
that obedience, will not be intrusted with the responsibility of 
government. 
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IS INDEPENDENT FREE COINAGE OF SILVER PRACTICABLE? 
[By the Hon. Charles A. Towne, chairman provisional national committee 
Silver Republican party.] 

In the short answer I have been asked to make to this question I shall not 
enter at large apon the general discussion of the subject of bimetallism nor 
prog ee E exhaustive treatment of even the relatively narrow field here 
indica’ can only point out the main conditions on which the practica- 
bility of free coinage and some of the more obvious facts that, in my 
judgment, seem to meet and satisfy these conditions. 

The very statement of the question, ind relieves us from considering 
Id standard. use it tsthem. It admits free coin- 
desirable. For why discuss whether it is practicable to do 
a ch it is undesirable should be done? And if bimetallism is desir- 
able, it can be so only because the single gold standard is undesirable. 

The question also assumes that bimetallism is possible. The gue is 
whether independent free coinage is practicable, the necessary [rg ee ion 
being that an international concert of action on the subject would effec- 
tual Thus the mentalattitude of the su inquirer is that of perfect con- 
viction as tothe evils of gold monome „assurance of the necessity of the 
restoration of the full-money uses of both gold and silver, confidence in the 
ability of “the leading commercial nations" to open their mints to the free 
coinage of both metals and maintain them at a pa ; but doubt whether the 
United States alone ear er id undertake to do it. 

Let it be remarked that the argument deals with Odes and not with 
absolute certainties. It lies rather in the domain of historical 


men are 3 conservative. Every presumption is in favor of that which 
now is. The gold standard has thus far n upheld not so much by reason- 
ux obs. its behalf as by cunningly stimulated doubts as to th: 
su 


e efficacy of the 

titute proposed an d representations of ruin as sure to follow 

the remedy. ndoubtedly, with la: numbers of men, these aroused sus- 
picions and factitious fears will a to cause submission to the existing sys- 
tem until such tim? as its rigors shall have become so intolerable that its vic- 
in what it will no longer terrorize them to hear 


course, eschew the common of the gold-standard cult, such “You 
can not change value vo fred LN “You can not make 50 cents’ worth of silver 
into a hundred-cent do 


r;" “The value of gold is independent of statute," 
etc, For they are as valid against the bimetallism brought about by inter- 
national cooperation as against that brought about by independent action. 
If law per se is powerless to affect value, the law of many nations wouid be 
as impotent as the law of one nation. 

Law can, and does daily, affect value. It affects value by c hera. in oper- 
ation forces that act upon the equation of supply and demand; and value is 
ratio between supply and demand. This principle, essentially true of com- 
modities, is absolutely true of basic money substances. The cost of produc- 
tion of bullion bears an infinitesimal relation to the value of the full-money 
coins made out of it. The sole determinant of the value of such money units 
is the ratio between the number there is of them and the demand there is for 
them. No can elude the demonstration of this truth. A piece of 
money is worth what it costs to get it, not what it costs to make it. It will 
call for more things in exchange in proportion as ít ws scarce; and it may 
grow scarce from either of two causes: Lessening supply of it while the 
exchanges to be performed by it remain the same, or increasing the exchanges 
it must perform while its supply, remains unchanged. 

The purchasing power of d has been enhanced by both of these proc- 
esses, one operating nat and the other artifi y. The increase in 
the world's popula „and the relatively much terincrease of its ex- 

e 


have together furnished a na on of the demand for gold 
out of all proportion to its increase in supply; while contemporaneously 
therewith nexcusable and immeasurable 


e nations have been NUT of the 
folly of artificially—that is, by statute—adding vastly to that demand by tak- 
ingaway,in ual but growing increments, the power of silver to nd 
to the practically limitless money demand, and imposing this magnified bur- 
den on the gold alone. Prior to 1873 not 40,000,000 of people were using gold 
alone for full- power money. To-day, to use Bismarck pi ise ie metaphor, 
the number engaged in tugging at the gold blanket and trying to make it 
cover them is more than 000. 

That gold and silver are in some of their forms commodities and subject 
toa demand for use as such, has occasioned much of the muddy thinking on 
monetary matters. The fact is that in considering these me when us 
as money we must practically neglect their commodity aspect. As commod- 
ities, Ee d and silver are fitted by their physical and chemical properties for 
certain pu and are necessary thereto, and will be so employed no 


matter what they may cost. There are some other uses where their cost un- 
ionic Pi ani es the extent of their consumption. In the great field of 
ornamentation, 


decoration, and display, however, it is safe to say that th»ir 
employment will rather increase than otherwise in proportion as they become 


There their dearness is their chief charm. If gold were as plentiful as 
iron, very few rich men's tables would groan under the weight of gold serv- 
ice, and watches and bracelets of gold would be Ly ana with objects of more 
precious ma . Take Avey from gold to-day its use as money, and a man 
would not have to be a moral philosopher to hold it as “dross.” With at 
least seventy years' supply for all other purposes on hand, it would become 
a veritable drug in the market. 

The demand for money has sometimes been called an “unlimited demand,” 
an expression that has come in for no small share of the ridicule of the advo- 
cates of gold. And yet the phrase embodies an almost literal truth. Since 
the economic demand for any commodity is a desire for it by some one ready 
to exchange an equivalent, and since the instrument of exchanging com- 
modities is money, we may truly say that the demand for money is practi- 
cally equal to the demand for all other things together; and since commod- 
ities will always be exchanged as long as human wants remain unsatisfied, 
and the imagination can set no bounds to human necessities and desires, it 
may be claimed with a close Men to scientific exactness that the demand 
for money is “unlimited.” is conclusion is emphasized by the considera- 
tion that untold millions of dollars are annually necessary for the payment 
of taxes and of the principal and interest of debts, not to mention the vast 


sums disbu as wages and salaries. 
Suppose that by law you confer 1 & substance not previously in use 
as money the right so to be used without restriction. The commodity use 


was one thing, but the new-money use is a totally different thing. 'The 
former applied to a very small segment in the great circle of human wants. 
The latter touches that whole circle at every point. The greater compre- 
hends the less, and, where the whole is so almost inflnitely ter than the 

is it not plain that the value of money must be stu and understood 
through the principles that w out of money function? Nine-tenths 
of the analozies adduced between ties as such and commodities 


which have lost commodity individuali to becomi 
8 oon ty, so to speak, by ing money, 


For exam: state his 
tion, that the law can not restore tion of 16 to 1 between silver 
and gold, in terms that treat the attempt to do so as an case of sell- 


s -—— he, 5 
he farmer's wheat as upon the miner's silver.“ t 
t is not an attempt at all to fix the “price” of silver. The chief vice of the 
gold-standard intellect is that it can not rid itself of the superstitious and 
awful prepossession for gold that habit and false g have bred there; 
the unconscious acceptance of the notion that gold 1s somehow not subject to 
the frailties that attach to every other material thing, and the instinct of 
conr ng 3 with gold as a mental standard even when the na! 
of the argument is su to postulate an exact equivalence of dignity, 
power, and right in both metals. 

Under bimetallism it is no more the business of silver to be A pert with 
gold than it is the business of gold to be at ty with silver. hen by law 
a ratio is established between the two, at which they may be freely taken to 
the mints and, not exchanged the one for the other, but coined and given 
back to the one bringing them, and when, after being coined. either may be 
used indifferently for reg Aet gr for which the other may be used, the per- 
son that has a payment to make (for example, the debtor) being always al- 
lowed to choose in which kind of coin he wiil make it, and nobody being per- 
mitted by contract to discriminate against either motal, the law has not 


fixed a "price" (in the usual sense of that term) upon anything. It has 
simply determined the ratio to each other at which two su ces may dis- 
charge, not a commodity function, but a new and added function, which the 


law itself at that very moment confers. “Prices” will be fixed by the rela- 
tion between things and these money units, as always. 

Rightly viewed. then, as it seems to me, the question of ratio is a relatively 
simple matter. When we consider how all-dominating the — function 
is, and how limitless and constant the demand is for whatever will fully per- 
form that function, it appears reasonable that the law. in the very act of 
conferring on two substances interchangeably the right to discha this 
function and respond to this demand, may have quite a latitude in fixing the 
ratio each-to-each at which they may do so. The law itself in granting the 

wer to both imposes the condition on which alone either can exercise it. 

hen so tied together they become, as Cernuschi said, practically one money. 

These observations seem to be confirmed by historic facts. For pey end M 
of rere in spite of the widest fluctuations in relative production and in the 
midst of a great variety of ratios prevailing in different countries, the market 
ratio, so-called, of gold and silver remained almost constant and very close 
to the coinage ratio of the most powerful mints. Between 1087 and 1873 the 
extremes were 14.14 to 1 in 1700, and 16.25 tolin 1813. The coinage or mint 
ratios in uenis go varied from 12 to 1 to 16.50 to 1, that of England being in the 
earlier part of this period, 15.21 to I. and that of France from 1785 to 1873, 15.50 
tol Since 1873 the market ratio has fallen to about 33 to I. no great mint 
now ber upon to the free coinage of both gold and silver. This fall of silver 
since 1873 has been coincident with a less disproportionate production of the 
two metals than has taken place for over four hundred years. 

Confining our attention to the last two hundred years, there was produced 
from 1681 to 1720 80 per cent more silver than gold, from 1721 to 1760 38 per 
cent more silver than gold, from 1761 to 1800 150 per cent more silver 

ld, from 1792 to 1848 100 per cent more silver than gold, from 1519 to 1862 

per cent more me than silver, from 1863 to 1873 100 per cent more gold 
than silver, from 1874 to 1897 10 per cent more silver than gold. From Mul- 
hall's Dee eds of Statistics and the reports of the Director of the Mint we 
nr also learn the following curious and interesting facts: Between 1800 and 
1897 the relative proportions, in weight, of gold and silver “coin and bullion 


available for coinage in the world have been as follows: 
Ratio by weight of coin and bullion available for coinage ín the world. 


Considering, therefore, the facts, and very remarkable ones they are, that 
for hundredsof years the market ratio of gold and silver remained practically 
coincident with the mint ratio, notwithstanding a RICE MODERN produc- 
tion for many yeara,at a time amounting to as much as per cent, while 
what we may term the quantity ratio varied over 100 per cent from the coin- 

ratio; and that the market ratio began to fall as soon as the mints were 
closed and has fallen over 100 per cent during a time when gold and silver 
have been produced in more — d equal quantities than at any period in 
four hundred years preceding. and has reached 33 tol when the quantity 
ratio is 16 to 1, I venture to think that it has been demonstrated that law has 
had incalculably more to do with determining the relation between gold and 
silver used as money than all other influences combined; has been in fact 
the almost exclusive factor. Indeed, I believe the incontestable data of his- 
tory prove that this relation is rper ig of legal fixation for all practical 
purposes at any convenient point wi very wide limits. 

But can the States alone accomplish this? I have myself no doubt 
of it. Let us first reason by example. Itisan established fact that France 
from 1803 to 1873, with her mint open to the free coinage of gold and silver at 
the ratio of l to 15}, maintained the actual parity of the metals within her own 
territory and 8 even on the London markets. The London market 
quotations show no wide divergence from the French mint relation, the 
greatest being, very naturally, during the Napoleonic wars; but are so close 
as to show that, making allowance for cost of shipment, insurance, etc., the 
parity must have been maintained in France. 

Indeed, correcting the mint ratio by allowing for the different charges 
(nominal) for coining gold and coining silver, which thus becomes 15.58 to 1, 
the average market ratio for eighty years (1702-1873), by the London quota- 
tions, almost exactly tallies with it, being 15.00 to 1. Of course, during part 
of this time the name of France embraces the other countries of the Latin 


rtance in the task of sustaining the system. 
is often said, when the case of France is being examined, that her exam- 
ple affords no the 


maintenance o 

minded that C 
re we are as 0 e , ani a ce 
speaking doce as well as that of silver with 


Daring, period under discussion, events occu 
description and calculated to put her system to violent 
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recedented and revolutionary increase in the output of gold, 
th the sudden „ of it by Holland and Fel act- 


The 
(formerly Sir H. H. Gibbs), for over forty years a director, und fora time 
governor, of Bank hatically and authoritatively de- 
clared this. $ Sir Robert Peel, in a speech in the House of Commons erg 24, 
184, bore testimony to the same effect when he declared that because of the 
bimetallic system in France international remittances could be made as well 
in silver Sep A gold. eee ie tua great economist, Bagehot, was of the opin- 
ion that France might safel ve continued the system, and that if she had 
done so the effects of the unloading by Germany of her mass of silver would 
have been rendered “scarcely observable." The findings of the English royal 
commission of 1886 are enough. I quote briefly from that part of its 
report signed by all twelve commissioners—six gold monometallists and six 


e 5 
So long as the bimetallic system of the Latin Union wasin force we think 
that, notwithstanding the changesin the production and use of the precious 
metals, it kept the market price of silver 1 steady at the ratio 
fixed by law between them, namely. 15: tol. The fact that the owner of sil- 
ver could in the last resort take it to the mints of the Latin Union and have 
it converted into coin, which would purchase commodities at the ratio of 15. 
of silver to 1 of gold, would, in our opinion, be likely to affect the price o 
silver in the market onera. whoever the purchaser and for whatever 
country it was destined. It would enable the seller to stand out for a price 
approximating to the legal ratio and would tend to keep the market steady 


at about that point.” 

The last authority I shall cite in Me sg of the statement that France 
realized practical bimetallism is the late and lamented Gen. Francis A. 
Walker, universally esteemed the bis ner name in the list of American 
economists and one of the test of histime. At page 101 of his last book, 
International Bimetallism, he says (the italics being mine): 

“The astonishing spectacle is exhibited of one nation, alone, unaided, not 
only maintaining that monetary system unshattered and almost unshaken, 
through the greatest storm of centuries, but even Les Mos Bar monetary 
peace of the world and carrying Europe safe through what threatened to be 
a complete wreck of industry and finance.” 

It seems to me that what France did the United States can do. This is 
the opinion of Lord en eee Frewen. W. H. *^ wnfell, also an ex- 
governor of the Bank of En d; Dr. Arendt, the famous German econo- 
mist; Prince Bismarck; President Andrews, of Brown University. and an in- 
8 5 of students and statesmen with whom it is a satisfaction to 

accord. 

Let us ask, paraphrasing the above citation from the English commission, 
“Tf theownerof silver could in the last resort take it to the mints of the 
United States and have it converted into coin which would purchase commodi- 
ties (and, let me add, pay taxes, debts, and interest) at the ratio of 15} of silver 
to 1 of gold, would not this fact be likely to affect the price of silver in the 
. . whoever the purchaser and for whatever country it were 
destined? Would it not enable the seller to stand out fora price approxi- 
worn, the legal ratio, and tend to keep the market steady at about that 

nt?" 


Whether or not under bimetallism the metals were maintained ata parity 
would depend u the sufficiency of the demand for them to give them use 
a man could E 15} ounces of silver to 

ecould do hímself the 
t he could do with the coins struck from I ounce of gold, and 
vice versa, then silver and gold would be and remain at a parity, and no man 
fre in the world would take less than such an equivalent for either. 
It is a question of use and demand. All that is needed is enough demand and 
enoughuse. If one great nation can afford such use and create such demand, 
it is as well as if a dozen nations did it. 
t could a man do with silver money newly minted in the United States? 
What use has money here, how extensive and varied? The answer is, of 
course, that there is more scope and opportunity for its employment here 
than anywhere else on earth. Time has been when the exchanges of the 
pone of the United States exceeded $65,000,000,000 in a sin ge I The total 
debtedness, piv and private, of the country is probably $35,000,000,000, 
installments of which are constantly maturing, and on which the interest, 
Py YEN at 4 per cent, payable each year, would amount to at least 


The total taxes paid annually to State, national, and local governments 
will reach at least $300,000,000. These figures indicate to some extent the 
demand for peo eed in the United States. tnotfully Wemust remember 
the hundreds of thonsands of square miles of territory, rich in every natural 
resource of soil and climate, as yet scarcely subdued from the wildness of 
bers ey abe for settlement and civilization, and ready, as soon as the 
artificial dearness and scarcity of full money shall once more be succeeded 
by a supply of dollars that thrive by use rather than by idleness, to welcome 
a population and employ it in a diversified commerce. 

We must remember the increase of more than two millions a year in our 

pulation, which must enter into the performance of its share in pro- 

uction and exchanges, and which therefore calls for a proportionate addi- 
tion to the basis of trade and values. We must remember the vast regions 
in the country where the resources of credit are so slender, but whose expan- 
sion can proceed only upon the procurement of an support in more 
fundamental money. 

The figures will show, with whatsoever thoroughness they be examined, 
that, in every respect 8 a nation to absorb money, the United States 
bears to the total similar power of the world to-day a relative proportion 
from two to mc times as great as that which nce sustained to the 
world's total in 1870. In steam power we are more than three times as strong; 
in commerce at least an equal preponderance is ours; in fg lan the pro- 


ht tonnage, about eight to one; in 


res that in ene we practically 
land together. These are i of the 


and thorough students do end, by be- 
com; tallism , and whose untimely 
loss to the cause and the country is deeply to be 8 


our mints to silver: The 
"Treasury will remain there, if common sense dictates the 
XXX——102 


xports by causing a 
r net return 
rted. Such pre- 


neral as the result assu The tend- 
our exports and decreasing our imports will be, second, 
t balance of trade for the United States. Acreditbalance 
of trade means that Europe has eour debtor and must settle with us 
in money. Europe's silver money is overvalued in her fola compared with 
ours, by from 3 to 7 cents on the dollar. {He refers to the European token 
coinage ratios of about 15 tol, at which their coined silver is employed, as 
compared with our l6to1.] The European merchant or banker will there- 
fore make his trade settlements with us in gold more profitably by from 3 to 
7 per cent than in his silver. With the instant that European e settle- 
ments with the United States are made in gold. parity for our gold and sil- 
ver money is established in the markets of the world.” 

Our products are in constant demand abroad. With the advance in their 
prices that would follow an addition to the money fund that measures them, 
and with the destruction of the advantage now enjoyed br our chief com- 
petitors through the loss of the par of exchange between silver and gold, by 
the restoration of that par, our products exported would yield us a tremen- 
dous and continuing favorable balance and prevent any possible disaster due 
toan ex ve n upon ourresourcesin either metal. How little, indeed, 
is to be feared from the alarmist cry about driving out gold may be seen in 
the events following the same dire prophecies made in 1578 upon the passage 
ofthe Bland-Allison Act. In 1876 ournet exports of gold had amounted to 
$23,184,341. In 1878 (the act was arn in February) the net import of gold 
was $4,125,760; in 1879, $1,087,334; in 1880, $77,119,371; in 1881, $97,465,127; in 1882, 
$1,789,174; in 1883, $6,133,261. : 

The speculative element would greatly assist the establishment of the 
pr in the market in correspondence with the ratio of the mint. Every- 

y is familiar with the fact that when, June 26, 1893, the Indian mint was 
closed to the free coinage of the rupee, the market value of silver bullion 
fell 25 per cent in a very few days. Conversely, in 1890, when a bill for the 
free coinage of silver in the United States appeared to have some chance of 
becoming à law, the London market price of silver went up,in anticipation 
of the restoration of the demand of our commerce for the use of silver 
susny with gold, from a ratio of 22.10 to 1 (the average ratio of 1889) to 
nus a — ie withix one point of par (the average for the whole year 1890 

ing 19. E 

It seems wholly reasonable to me that the certain pr of the passage 
ofafree-coinage law in this country would instant Y start gold and silver 
toward a parity, and that its actual enactment would be speedily followed, 
indeed but for e eed effectual manipulation would be actually pre- 
ceded, by their absolute 9 in every portion of the world—a condi- 
tion of inestimable impo: ce to ne progress of the United States and to 


the peace and happiness of mankind. 
ci CHAS. A. TOWNE. 
WASHINGTON, April 19, 1897. 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon] is as follows: 

And from and after sixty days from the of this act there shall be 
paid, out of any moneys in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise 
8 to any. exporter of wheat or wheat flour, rye orrye flour; corn. 

‘ound or unground; cotton, hops, or tobacco. produced wholly in the United 

tates and exported by sea from any port in the United States to any port 
of any other country, the following export bounty, by way of an equalization 
to MEL of the benefits of this act to encourage the industries of the 
United States, to wit: Ten cents per bushel on wheat; 50 cents per barrel on 
wheat flour; 10 cents per bushel on rye; 50 cents per barrelon rye flour; 5 
cents per bushel on corn; 10 cents per cental on corn, ground; I cent per 
pound on cotton; 2 cents per pound on hops; 2 cents per pound on tobacco. 
And all payments of bounty under this act shall be made upon negotiable 
vouchers, issued by the collector of customs at the port of clearance, upon pre- 
sentation at the Treasury or any subtreasury of the United States; and the 
Secretary of the Treasury is hereby charged with making and enforcing 
such regulations as may be necessary for the full protection of the exporters 
and of the Government according to the true intent and meaning of this law. 


The p e of this amendment is to correct, to some extent 
the inequalities in the pending tariff bill. Itsp is to extend 
a measure of justice to the American farmer, and this has never 
been done by any Democratic or Republican tariff measure. 

If the revenues to sustain the Government are to be derived, in 
the main, from imposts, and the policy is to be continued that 
articles not produced in our own country are to be exempt from 
duty, then protection upon articles produced in this country simi- 
lar to those upon the dutiable list becomes an incident to the col- 
lection of all duties regardless of whether the law be passed by 
Democrats or Republicans; and I submit that the measure should 
be so framed as to distribute the burdens and extend the benefita 
as equitably as it is possible so to do between all classes of our 
citizens. This I believe to be Democratic doctrine. 

But the Wilson bill—the present law—in no sense approaches 
that standard. 'The Wilson bill justly characterized would be 
called the McKinley bill, junior. All of the benefits, or incidental 

rotection as it is called, accrued to the manufacturers, while the 
terests of the farmers and the other producers of raw materials 
were either sacrificed or overlooked. In short; the present Dem- 
ocratic tariff law, like its predecessors, is unjust to the farmer 
and discriminates against him. 

If we are to have a tariff for protection—and every tariff that 
places import duties on articles which are produced in this coun- 
try is a protective tariff—then I submit that such protection 
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Should be fairly and equitably distributed between the various 
sections of the country and the various industries in each section. 
The Republican party stands pledged to that doctrine, but it has 
ied it or even attempted to do soin good faith. The 
pees ill fails to measure up to their campaign declarations. 

manufactured artieles the duty is pla so high as to be 
almost prohibitory, thus making it impossible for much, if any, 
revenue to be derived from such duties, because few such articles 
can be sapere under it, while, on the other hand, it will give to 
the manufacturers a monopoly on these articles. 

The protection thus given to the manufacturers will enable them 
to so advance the price of their products that it will give them 
several hundred millions additional profit each year before reach- 
ing the point that will admit of foreign competition. The authors 
of this bill, fearing a diminishing revenue 23 of its prohib- 
itive character, have included in its provisions an import duty on 
articles not produced in this country and have increased the in- 
ternal-revenue tax on tobacco and other domestic products: 

There is no protection in this bill for agriculture. Those who 
produce wheat, corn, cotton, and other staples of agriculture, of 
which we produce a surplus for export, have the prices of their 
own products fixed in Liverpool in competition with the products 
of the pauper, serf, ryot, and coolie of Europe and Asia, the fellah 
of Egypt, and the cheap labor and cheap lands of Sonth America. 

The farmer is fo to pay the advanced price not only for 
domestic manufactured g , but also forced to pay more for the 
articles upon which a revenue duty and an internal-revenue tax is 
placed, and at the same time is left to struggle with the free-trade 
markets of the world in which to sell his products. 

In short, the farmer is forced by law to buy his supplies in the 
dearest market in the world and to sell his products in the cheap- 
est markets of the world. He must buy in a protected market; 
he must sell in a free-trade market. Is this fair? Is it just? If 
this is not robbery, then what is it? 

The Republican party offers this bill to the American people as 
the measure that will redeem their promise to restore prosperity. 
Can such a measure possibly contain this boon? Can it accom- 
plish this universally desired result? 

If the effect of this bill will be to enlarge the ability of the one- 
half of our people who live by agriculture to purchase the products 
of our manufactories, a general revival of business follow. 
If it fails to do this, the increased price of the manufactured goods 
will compel the farmers to consume less than they now do, and more 
factories will be shut down or work on short time and the yearly 
income of factory operatives will be less than before its passage. 
Thus the laborers in our mills and factories will find themselves 
unable to purchase as much of the products of the factory or the 
farm as before, and the effect of the bill will be to aggravate and 
intensify the evils which its authors proclaim it a remedy to cure. 

The pending tariff bill is framed upon the idea that the American 
people are purchasers and consumers of large quantities of foreign 
manufactured It is framed upon the idea that if we shut 
out from our markets foreign goods our le will buy and con- 
sume the products of our own factories, and that then the mills 
will start up, labor will be employed, and the prosperity that has 
been e ee will be restored. 

If authors of this bill will go with me to any town in my own 
State and follow up a drummer or salesman as he enters one of 
our stores with his samples and price list for the purpose of sell- 
ing one of our merchants a bill of goods, I will be able to show 
them a practical illustration that would teach them an important 
lesson. They would learn through the medium of their own eyes 
and ears why itisthatsomany mills of this country have shut down 
and labor is out of employment. They would hear the merchant 
tell the salesman either that he could give him no order or that 
he must give him a smaller order than formerly. The merchant 
would either point to the goods on his shelves unsold or to his books 
which contained the accounts of his customers showing where he 
had sold on credit and had not been able to collect—accounts 
against customers who in prosperous times paid promptly but who 
now are unable to pay. 

What is the matter? Are the needs of the people growing less? 
Is population diminishing? No. The merchants in every section 
of the country will testify and statistics will prove that the 
ulation around him is increasing and that the needs of the people 

his county and town are increasing; that there are more 
mouths to feed and more backs to clothe, but that the people do 
Why is it? Is it because his customers have ceased to 
work? No. e merchant will testify and statistics will prove 
that his customers are creating each year more and more produce, 
_more wheat, more cotton, more corn, and more of all of great 
staples than ever before; yet this merchant tells the salesman 
that these people are economizing, economizing because they must 
because they are unable to pay. What is the result? The sales- 
man sends in smaller and fewer orders, and therefore the jobber 
and wholesale man place fewer and smaller orders with the facto- 


ries, and therefore the factories must make fewer goods, and there- 
fore some of the labor employed in factories is thrown ont of 
employment. 

Mr. President. this tells the whole story. It is the condition of 
the consumer, the inability of the masses to purchase, that has 
shut down some mills and caused others to run on short time. 
You may open the mills in, but you can not keep them open; 
they will close down and simply have increased the surplis- goods 
each additional day that they run, until you do something to 
improve the condition of agriculture. Will this bill accomplish 
sige No. Even its authors are not rash enough to make such 
a claim. 

The cause of industrial depression is much deeper than the 
difference between the Wilson Act and the proposed tariff bill. 
It is deeper and wider than the difference 5 a so-called 
revenue tariff and a so-called protective tariff. We have suf- 
fered business depressions, strikes, lockouts, and hard times alike 
under Democratie and Republican tariffs. We have always felt 
the pall of business stagnation whenever the agricultural classes, 
who create the wealth of the country, have not reaped a fair re- 
ward for their labor and products. 

The Republican party proposes two remedies to restore pros- 
perity—the gold standard and a protective tariff. This is an 
illogical combination. It is an attempt to ride two horses going 
in different directions. : 

The gold standard is a deeree that prices must continue to fall 
rapidly for a protracted and indefinite period in the future as the 
world's money demands are narrowed to conform to the volume of 
gold alone, and a universal price level shall govern exchanges be- 
tween all the nations adopting it; while the purpose of a protective 
tariff is to uphold domestic prices and exempt the- people of our 
own country from the competition of lower civilizations and 
cheaper labor. The two propositions are antagonistic and irrec- 
oncilable. and, joined together as the policy of a political party, 
are absurd. 

Free trade and the gold standard go together hand in hand. 
The position of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] when he 
pleads for free trade and the gold standard is more logical than 
the Republican position. If Iwerefor the gold standard, I would 
be for free trade. If I favored this so-called money of the world, 
then I would favor going into the international scramble for the 
markets of the world. To my mind there is a greater objection to 
free trade than the one advanced by the Republican party. Free 
trade would at once send our mer ts and traders ing for- 
eign markets, This would lead to far-reaching 1 that 
would, to say the least, be undesirable in a republic like ours. 

We do not seek ial foreign markets for the staples of agri- 
culture. They are put on the market at the world's price, and 
distribution takes care of itself, But when our manufactured 
pondo are forced to seek foreign markets they must seek and 

old special foreign markets. This leads to colonization and con- 
quest, and conquest leads to monarchy. The history of Phoenicia 
and of in ancient times, and of England in modern 
times, tells the story. In short, free trade leads to international 
commercialism, which is an nistic and fatal to the genius of 
our republican institutions. believe that it is best for a great 
Republic situated as ours is to pursue a domestic policy. 
n the other hand, I do not believe in or indorse the system of 
3 as it has been presented and illustrated by the Repub- 
ican party. Nearly all, if not all, the great nations of the world, 
except ours, that have the protective system in any form have what 
we may call a dual system—that is, they not only protect their 
manufacturers with an import duty, but they also protect their 
agriculturists with an export bounty. If we are not to have free 
trade, then certainly equity demands that iculture should be 
otected equally withinanufacturing. I believe in an American 
nancial system, in a domestic currency sufficient in quantity to 
meet the needs of our ever-increasing population and business, and 
therefore I believe in a home market and an American industrial 
system. z 
I will not, however, at this time attempt to discuss the financial 
uestion, but I wish now to address myself to my Republican 
iends, who have preached on every stump in America the doctrine 
of protection to American labor and American ind Iwould 


be glad to see the Republican carry out in good faith in this 
bill its promises and poten to American people. Will this 
bill doit? No Republican Senator will attempt to prove that the 


pending bill measures up to their promises and declarations. Nine- 
tenths of the benefits which this bill affords is given to a few spe- 
cial industries and to a very small class of our people. 

It is not a protection measure in any fair sense. Labor is not 
protected. The bill as framed doesnot and can not afford any safe 
and just protection to even the labor employed in the factories. 
The price of labor depends upon the demand for it, and the demand 
isdependent upon the primary industry, agriculture. The farmer 
must be prosperous, must be able to buy and consume, before the 
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labor employed in the factories will get steady employment at 

‘ood w. . Whenthefarmercan not buy, themanufacturershuts 
E Bo has sufficient to live on while his factory is closed, but 
his laborers arethrown out of employment and theirfamilies suffer. 

But let us suppose, for argument's sake, that this bill will give 
ample protection to the labor employed in the factories. Let us 
suppose that the bill will carry out in good faith the Republican 

romises to the manufacturer and to the laborers he employs. Is 
Phat all of the Republican promises? The promise was to protect 
American labor and American industries against cheap foreign 
competition—not a part of our labor and industries, but all Ameri- 
can labor and American industries. Do the manufacturing con- 
cerns of this pond As pad allofour industries? I now put 
this questton to my Republican friends: Do you consider agricul- 
ture an American industry? Do you consider the labor employed 
upon the farms of the nation American labor? You must answer 
this question now, or you will have to answer it on eyery stump 
inthe United States. You have done nothing for agriculture or 
farm labor in this bill. 

The American farmer who has voted for protection for lo these 
many years has done it knowing or feeling that he got little or no 
benefit from it, but he did it because he felt that he was protect- 
ing some American citizen from competition abroad. I wish to 
"Pa you how you can satisfy that farmer in the nest campaign 
when he is shown that Mus could protect him by this amendment, 
that you could protect him equally with the manufacturer by ap- 
plying your principle of protection through an export bounty, and 
that you would not do it? 

Protection is the principle. These import duties are simply the 
method employed by you to apply the protection to the manu- 
facturer. The y i bounty is the method which oa should 
employ to extend same protection to the farmer. ill you do 
it? If not, how can you expect the farmer to continue to support 
this unjust and one-sided protective system? Such discrimina- 
tions will drive him to free trade, if anything will. How many 
laborers are employed in the manufacturing concerns to-day? 
Only about 4,000,000. How many are employed upon the farms 
of the nation? How many American laborers are employed in 
the wheat fields of the West, the cotton fields of the South, and 
in the agricultural interests of the country generally? More than 
twice as many as are employed in the factories. Are they not 
American laborers? Are they not forced to sompa with the 
cheap pauper labor of India, t, Argentina, and Russia, just 
as the man turing concerns of America would be if we had 
general free trade? When the farmer exports his products, he 
meets competition in Liverpool. 

The cheap foreign pauper labor that you are so afraid of, that 
pe the nightmare to your manufacturing concerns, stands in 
iverpoolto crush the life out of agriculture. You protect the 
manufacturer against such competition by an import duty. You 
can protect the farmer from the same competition by applying the 
principle of protection by the method of an export bounty, But 
you have not doneit; you have deliberately drawn a tariff bill that 
Says to the 9,000,000 American laborers engaged in agriculture that 
** you muststand underfree trade whilepayingtributetoa minority 
class protected; you must sell in a free- market and at the same 
time pay more for what you buy from the protected class." You 
know, and every farmer who has supported protection knows, 
that these duties increase the price of the manufactured goods that 
he buys; yet you want him and expect him to continue to support 
this one-sided protection while you refuse to give to him the same 
benefit that you give to the manufacturer. He will not be satis- 
fied with such discrimination anylonger. He is growing too poor 
to stand it. 

Suppose that you reverse the position of the farmer and the manu- 
facturer. Suppose you protect the farmer against the cheap for- 
eign competition and then put the manufacturer under free trade 
and force him to compete with the world; and when he began to 
grow pe under such competition, that you should attempt to ap- 
pease him by telling him that he should gointo some other ife 
or should diversify, as you now tell the farmer. How long would 
the manufacturer subinit to such injustice, such insult, such im- 
pudence? Butthe American farmer is more conservative than the 
manufacturer. He is more patient and long-suffering. You ad- 
vise bim, when cotton, wheat, and the other great export staples 
get too low to return a profit, to diversify. 

In the South he has begun to take your advice. He has begun 
to raise potatoes, beans, grapes, strawberries, cabbages, and all 
the other perishable farm products which are not exported. He 
is rushing them into the Northern and Eastern markets in larger 
quantities each year. He is competing with your New England 
truck farmer, ‘This has lowered the prices of such products, to the 
detriment of your New England farmer. To illustrate, in 1894 
there was raised in the United States 170,787,338 bushels of pota- 
toes, which brought $91,526,787; in 1895 there was raised 297,- 
237,370 bushels of potatoes, which only brought $78,984,901. Over 
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100,000,000 bushels more potatoes produced in 1895, yet the whole 
crop sold for nearly $13,000,000 less. This has caused your New 
England farmers to consume less of manufactured goods and has 
helped to shut down the mills and to throw factory labor out of 
employment. k 
This is but the beginning. If you do not do something to in- 
crease the price of the great agricultural staples for export, the 
3 at home will grow fiercer and more destructive. 
ay 


To- my own State is sending train loads of such ishable 
products to all of the markets of the North and East. hy? Be- 
cause you have made cotton-raising unprofitable. "This competi- 


tion will continue to grow in volume until it is again profitable 
for us to raise-cotton and the great staples. No; diversification is 
not the remedy, It aggravates and spreads the disease. 

The Senator from Missouri [ Mr. VEsT] held up the agricultural 
schedule of this bill on yesterday and pointed ont with derision 
the import duties which you have placed on wheat, corn, barley, 
cotton, and the other export staples, and showed that it would 
give no protection to the farmer. He grew eloquent denouncing 
these pretended import duties on export articles as a sham and a 
fraud. He was right. But he offered no remedy. He should 
have gone further and put the sincerity of our Republican friends 
to the test. He should have pointed out to the country the fact 
that you could protect the farmer by placing a bounty upon these 
exports equal to the import duty given to the manufacturer. But 
he did not. He and the Senator from Texas [Mr. Mints] satisfied 
themselves by simply declaring that they favored **a tariff for 
revenue only." 

What do our Democratic friends mean by a tariff for revenue 
only? If we are to judge by their record, they mean that an im- 

rt duty of 40 per cent on hats and shoes is for protection when 

evied by the Republican party; that when this duty is lowered 
by the Democrats to 35 per cent, then it is a tariff for revenue 
only, Arethey correct? No. Animport duty of 35 per cent on 
hats and shoes is a protective duty; it protects the manufacturer; 
and when our Democratic friends, in addition, put hides and wool 
on the free list, they do what the manufacturer most wants, and 
they give him in fact more protection than the Republican duty 
of 40 per cent gives while hides and wool are protected by a duty. 
If free raw material (while the manufacturer is protected) is the 
essence of Democracy, as we have been told, then I have no sym- 
pathy with such Democracy. It is to that extent worse than the 
essence of Republicanism. 

But what is “a tariff for revenue only?” It is a tariff only on 
articles imported which are not produced in this country, as 
tea, coffee, ete., and no duly whatever on articles imported which 
are produced in this country. Have our Democratic friends ever 
offered such a bill? No. Every bill which they have offered has 
been a bill for protection to the manufacturer, with no protection 
for the farmer. Every import duty, high or low, placed upon im- 
ported articles which we produce is a protective duty pure and 
simple. No one will question this. The Mills bill, the Wilson 
bill, and every other tariff bill offered by our Democratic friends 
has been full of such duties. Therefore every Democratic tariff 
bill offered or passed has differed from the Republican bill, not in 
principio but simply in the percentage of the duty levied. The 
Mills bill would have discriminated against the farmer. The 
present Wilson law discriminates against the farmer. 

Indeed, there is no way to protect the farmer and put him on an 
equal footing with the manufacturer under the present Democratic 
law except to amend it by adding an export bounty on agricul- 
tural staples that are exported. Ichallenge any Democrat to deny 
this. Nowour Republican friends propose to increase the protec- 
tion which the Democrats have been giving to manufacturers. 
Therefore let them now give the farmer the export bounty, 
which he should have had before, and let them increase the export 
bounty to the farmer every time they increase the nca der 
ie manufacturer. This is fair; nothing less would be just or 

air. 
The farmer is now discriminated against in two ways. Not only 
is a bounty given to manufacturers, from whom the farmer must 
buy and pay an increased price on account of the tariff, but a 
bounty is also given to his competitors who raise wheat and cot- 
ton in foreign countries. The Republican party is to a great 
extent responsible for this double discrimination, this deadly 
competition which the farmer is to-day struggling against. Our 
competition comes largely from silver-using countries. That com- 
petition is deadly largely because of the enhanced price of gold 
and the fall in silver exchange. The cotton farmer in India and 
Egypt raises a pound of cotton, takes it to Liverpool, and sells it 
for, say, 5 cents in gold, which he takes home, where it becomes 10 
cents in the money of his country. With this 10 cents he makes 
2 pounds of cotton and faces the American farmer in Liverpool 
next year. The American farmer sells his 1 pound of cotton for 
5 cents in gold, takes it home, and it is still but 5 cents, in gold- 
standard America, He has 5 cents capital, his competitor has 
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10 cents. 
petitors. : 

Those of you who favor the gold standard favor a policy that 

ives this bounty to our competitors. The competition would be 
Bard enough on the farmer if our competitors did not have that 
bounty. fact, if you would restore the money of the Constitu- 
tion and thus take this bounty from our competitors, still the 
American farmer ought to have an export bounty as long as the 
manufacturer has an import duty, which is but another name for 
a bounty. 

Mr. President, this is no new doctrine. It is not a doctrine 
Started up since the gold standard has been fastened upon our 
country. One of the clearest-headed men that this country has 
ever produced preached this doctrine of justice in the early pers 
of the Republic. Alexander Hamilton, when Secretary of the 
Treasury, in 1780, in an official document, said: 

As often asa duty upon foreign articles makes an addition to its price, it 
causes an extra expense to the community for the benefit of the domestic 
manufacturers; a bounty does no more. 

The true way to conciliate these two interests (agriculture and manufac- 
ture) is to pay a duty on foreign manufactures of the material the wthof 
which is desired to be encouraged, and to apply the produce of that duty by 
way of bounty. 

It was the clear head of Alexander Hamilton, at the beginning 
of the Republic, looking at our broad country, foreseeing that 
there would be a clash of interests between agriculture and 
manufacturing if one was protected and the other was not, see- 
ing that they ought to work in harmony, seeing that they both 
ought to be treated alike as American industries, seeing that it 
was necessary for agriculture to prosper in order that the whole 
country might propor, who made this proposition, who offered 
this solution. He favored giving all the money collected from 
import duties which would enhance the price of domestic manu- 
factures to agriculture in export bounties as a compensatory pro- 
tection to them. Yet this amendment proposes to apply only a 
&mall portion of such import duties to agriculture by way of an 
export bounty. Henry Clay gave utterance to the same opinion 
when discussing the tariff billin 1824. In the same debate Daniel 
Webster substantially approved the position of Hamilton and Ciay. 
If it was just and fair then, it is tenfold more so now, with America 
on the gold standard and our competitors on the silver standard: 

Mr. President, this is such a plain, simple proposition of wis- 
dom and justice that it seems only necessary to be stated to be 
comprehended and assented to by all: That, if we are to have an 
American system, not only should all industries and all classes of 
labor be treated equitably and justly, but that above all agricul- 
ture should come first. It should be the first care of any man and 
any party that has any regard for the future of the Republic and 
the welfare of our people. 

Our Democratic-friends can not help the farmer by simply 
standing up and fighting this tariff bill and denouncing it in the 
name of the farmer. He has grown poorer each year while they 
have pursued that policy, and when they came into power they 
continued to discriminate against him and gave him no protec- 
tion. They gaveprotectionto the manufacturer and gaveno equal 
benefits to the farmer. He has grown quo each year under the 
Wilson bill. If that law were to stand, it should be amended by 
adding the provisions contained in the amendment now before 
the Senate. 

Our Republican friends have gone along all the time promising 
that the farmer would get the benefit of the tariff after a while in 
some indirect way. He has not got it and he can not get it in this 
bil. There is no sentiment about this matter. This proposed 
bounty is a simple business proposition. Every Senator, whether 
he be a free trader or a protectionist, will admit that it will raise 
the price of the farmer's products; that it will protect him to some 
extent against the deadly competition which he now faces. If it 
bis do that, why, in God's name, shall we not give it to the 

armer? 

The farmers of the South assent each year to an . 
of 8150,00. 000 for pensions to the Union soldiers. o we com- 
plain? It is voted in five minutes, but you have no right to ask 
us to pension your manufacturers at our expense. The farmer is 
taxed to help . but nobody helps bim. Here is a proposi- 
tion to nd only 847,000, 000. hat will be the effect? It will 
put over 8200, 000,000 into the pockets of the American farmers 
each year. Isthat nota fine investment? The Government will 
only pay the bounty on the articles exported, but the result will 
be to raise the price of every pound of cotton and every bushel of 
wheat used in this country. It will be a direct and immediate 
benefit. It willincrease the capacity of the farmer to consume. 
Therefore it will benefit the factories and every other industry in 
the whole country. 

It is true that this alone will not remove the causes of industrial 
depression or restore prosperity, but it will to some extent bea 
measure of justice to the farmer and improve his condition. 
Therefore I am ready and willing to vote for this amendment and 


It amounts to a bounty of 100 per cent to our com- 


for any other fair and equitable measure that will give the farmer 
a modicum of justice and relief. Foreign competition has been 
as deadly to the farmer every hour since the war as it would have 
been to the manufacturing concerns of this country had they been 
under free trade. How much longer will you put free trade on 
the farmer while giving his neighbor ample protection? 

Mr. President, I do not believe that present conditions can be 
righted by any tariff bill, however wise or just. I consider the 
tariff only a third-rate question. There are other questions more 
vital to American interests and welfare. I believe that a contract- 
ing volume of money and the rule of monopolies are the twin 
curses that are bringing stagnation to business and poverty to the 
masses of the country. I believe that there must be legislation 
to remove these causes before our people will ever enjoy the pros- 
perity that the Republicans have so profusely promised. 

But, sir, I put the welfare of the people above every other con- 
sideration, and I am ready to vote for any proposition that will give 
them a measure of relief, however small. It can be done to some 
extent by the Republican party adopting this amendment and 
carrying out its principle of protection fairly and equitably. Iam 
ready to cast my vote to help doit. I hope that every Democratic 
Senator will dothesame. Every Populist and every Silver Repub- 
lican Senator will vote for it. Therefore if every Democrat on the 
floor of the Senate will vote for this amendment, it will be adopted, 
even if every Republican voted against it. It is no excuse for you 
to say that it is against your principles. 

Remember that the 1 tariff bill will become a law; and re- 
member also that until we have an income tax or some other means 
of eo pacar taxation, we will MW have a high-tariff bill, ` 
whether you are in power or the Republicans arein power. Now, 
shall the farmer be discriminated against during all of this time? 
The pending bill may be ever so unjust, yet Democratic Senators 
now have an opportunity to take some of the money which they 
have said it will wring from the farmer and pile up in the Treas- 
ury and distribute it back to the farmer. The Democratic party 
has now an opportunity to give at once some relief to the farmer, 
for whom they have recently pleaded so eloquently. 

I would be glad to see the Republicans vote for this amendment 
because it is their doctrine and they have promised to protect all 
alike. If they will, the Silver Republicans and Populists will fur- 
nish the votes to give them a majority, but I fear they will not. 
They favor protection, not for the farmer but for the other fellow 
only. The Senator from Texas [Mr. Minis] on yesterday made 
an eloquent plea for the“ forgotten man” (the farmer), and said 
that everybody was ready to help the farmer with chin music. 
Now let the Senator from Texas and his Democratic colleagues 
help us to test the sincerity of the Republicans and at the same 
time prove that they are willing to help the farmer with some- 
thing more than chin music. t every Democrat vote with us 
for this amendment and we will place it on the bill. Then the 
Republicans must pass the bill with the amendment or not pass it 
atall. If either one of the old parties are willing to treat the 
farmer as they have the manufacturer, he will get this relief and’ 
get it at once. Will you doit? The vote will show. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. QUAY. Iwas about to move an executive session, but I 
will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask the Senate to consent that when we ad- 
journ this afternoon it be to meet to-morrow morning at 11 
o'clock. I have an understanding with those who are in charge of 
the opposition to the bill that that shall be done. 

Mr. BATE. Will the agreement extend beyond to-morrow? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave no agreement as to that. My motion 
is simply that when we adjourn it be until to-morrow morning at 
11 o'clock. I Uus Senate will consent to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT.  Thequestion is on the motion of the 
Senator from Iowa,that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
until to-morrow at 11 o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
87 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, June 10, 1897, at 11 o'clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 

Executive nominations received by the Senate June 9, 1897. 
ENVOYS EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTERS PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
Henry L. Wilson, of Washin, to beenvoy extraordinary and 

minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Chile, vice Edward 
H. Strobel, resigned, 
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William F, Powell, of New Jersey, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Haiti, vice 
Henry M. Wu bem resigned. 

John G. A. Leishman, of Pennsylvania, to be envoy extraordi- 
b hee minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Switzer- 
land, vice John L. Peak, resigned. 


CONSUL-GENERAL, 


John F. Gowey, of Washington, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Kanagawa, Japan. 


ASSISTANT APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 


Michael J. Brown, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of Philadelphia, in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, in place of Sheppard G. Young, removed. 

Fred P. Vincent, of Pe lvania, to be assistant appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of Philadelphia, in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, to fill an existing vacancy. 


DEPUTY AUDITORS. 


Daniel A. Grosvenor, of Maryland, to be 8 auditor for the 
War Department, to succeed John C. Edwards, resigned. 

Robert S. Person, of South Dakota, to be deputy auditor for the 
Interior Department, to succeed George W. Sanderlin, resigned. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Asst. Engineer John K. Robisen, to be a passed assistant en- 
gineer in the Navy, from the 9th day of May, 1897 (subject to the 
examinations required by law), vice P. A. Engineer Frank H. 
Eldridge, promoted. 

PA: Engineer Edgar T. Warburton, to be a chief engineer in 
the Navy, from the 28th day of May, 1897 (subject to the exam- 
inations required by law), vice Chief Engineer John A. Scot, re- 


Medical Inspector James M. Flint, to be a medical director in 
the Navy, from the 6th Y of June, 1897, vice Medical Director 
Thomas N. Penrose, retire 

Surg. Charles U. Gravatt, to be a medical inspector in the Navy, 
from the 6th day of June, 1897, vice Medical Inspector James 
M. Flint, promoted. ' 

Passed Asst. Surg. Victor C. B. Means, to be a surgeon in the 
Navy, from the 6th day of June, 1897, vice Surg. Charles U. 
Gravatt, promoted. 

POSTMASTERS, 


Lee McLaughlin, to be postmaster at Sanger, in the county of 
Fresno and State of California, in the place of Lee McLaughlin, 
whose commission expired April 8, 1896. 

George E. Smith, to be postmaster at Laurel, in the county of 
Sussex and State of Delaware, in the place of M. Ellis, whose com- 
mission ope April 14, 1897. 

Charles W. Warner,to be postmaster at Hoopeston, in the county 
of Vermilion and State of 


linois, in the place of William Finley, 
resigned. 


John M. Long, to be postmaster at Clay City, in the county of 
Clay and State of Indiana, in the place of George E. Oberholtzer, 


removed. 
Lewis Signs, to be ster at North Manchester, in the 
county of Wabash and State of Indiana, in the place of Samuel 


M. McCutchen, removed. 

Elizabeth M. Broadwell, to be postmaster at La Cygne, in the 
county of Linn and State of Kansas, in the place of William H. 
Judson, removed. 

Edson E. Burnham, to be postmaster at Amite City, in the par- 
ish of Tangipahoa and State of Louisiana, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after July 1, 1897. 

Thomas B. Leland, to be postmaster at Water Valley, in the 
county of Yalobusha and State of Mississippi, in the place of Henry 


T. Crosby, removed. 

Mathew J. Orr, to be postmaster at Osceola, in the county of 
os cer d and State of Missouri, in the place of John S. Smith, 
resigne 

Carl Kramer, to be postmaster at Columbus, in the county of 
Platte and State of Nebraska, in the place of D. F. Davis, removed. 

Aaron Brining, to be postmaster at Versailles, in the county of 
Darke and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after July 1, 1896, Isaac Marker, appointed by the President and 
by him nominated to the Senate, not having been confirmed. 

Walter McKay, to be esce ined at Lead, in the county of Law- 
rence and State of South Dakota, in the place of Albert R. Gar- 
retson, removed. 

A. M. Lee, to be postmaster at Huntingdon, in the county of 
on State of Tennessee, in the place of James P, Wilson, 
remoy 


E. B. 5 to be postmaster at Comanche, in the county 
of Comanche and State o Texas, in the place of A. L. Hamilton, 


removed. 

George J. Elam, to be postmaster at Marlin, in the county of 
Falls 5 5 State of Texas, in the place of Isham J. Pringle, 
removed. 

William C. Smith, to be postmaster at Bowie, in the county of 
Mone e and State of Texas, in the place of Elbert A. Gwaltney, 
removed. 

Orrin H. Jones, to be postmaster at Wilmington, in the county 
of Windham and State of Vermont, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1896, Eli H. Porter, appointed 
by the President and by him nominated to the Senate, not having 
been confirmed. 

May Mosby Campbell, to be 8 at Warrenton, in the 
county of Fauquier and State of Virginia, in the place of Lizzie 


C. Yates, removed. 
Luzerne P. r, to be pomer at Suffolk, in the county 
of Nansemond and State of Virginia, in the place of E. B. Britt, 
whose commission expired April 11, 1897. 

Verlin M. Scott, to be postmaster at Saltville, in the county 
of e and State of Virginia, in the place of Rufus K. Sanders, 
resigned. 


|. CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 9, 1897. 
ENVOYS EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTERS PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Lawrence Townsend, of Pennsylvania, to be envoy extraordi- 
oy and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Por- 
tugal. 

enry L. Wilson, of Washington, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Chile. 

John G. A. Leishman, of Pennsylvania, to be envoy extraordi- 
uei ent minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Switzer- 


CONSUL-GENERAL. 


Andrew D. Barlow, of Missouri, to be consul-general of the 
United States at the City of Mexico, Mexico. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Artillery arm. 


Lieut. Col. John Isaac REN Second Artillery, to be colonel, 
Maj. William Lawrence Haskin, First Artillery, to be lieutenant- 


colonel. 
Capt. James Monroe Ingalls, First Artillery, to be major. 
ivingston Best, First Artillery, to be 


First Lieut. Clermont 
captain. 
Second Lieut. Edward Fenton McGlachlin, jr., Fifth Artillery, 
to be first lieutenant. 
Infantry arm. 


First Lieut. Hunter Liggett, Fifth Infantry, to be captain. 

Second Lieut. Charles Carr Clarke, Ninth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant. 

Candidate Sergt. Fred L. Munson, Company A, Sixth Infantry, 
to be second lieutenant. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Ponga Benjamin W. Wels, jr., to be a lieutenant (junior 

e). 

3 Newton A. McCully, to be a lieutenant (junior grae 
Ensign Levi C. Bertolette, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 


POSTMASTERS. 


George W. Farmer, to be postmaster at Martin, in the county 
of Weakley and State of Tennessee. 

W. L. Paine, to be postmaster at Argenta, in the county of 
Pulaski and State of Arkansas. 

William H. Illian, to be postmaster at Humphrey, in the county 
of Platte and State of Nebraska. 

Tracy R. Thomas, to be postmaster at Prescott, in the county of 
Nevada and State of Arkansas. 

Cyrus E. Hunter, to be postmaster at Wakefield, in the county 
of Dixon and State of Nebraska. 

C. H. Cornell, to be postmaster at Corona (late South Riverside), 
in the county of Riverside and State of California. 

F. J. Heinemann, to be postmaster at Kirkwood, in the county 
of St. Louis and State of Missouri. 

George W. Tilton, to be postmaster at Epping, in the county of 
Rockingham and State of New Hampshire. 
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SENATE. 
THURSDAY, June 10, 1897. 


'The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. WALLACE RaDCLIFFE, D. D., of the city of 
Washington. 

On motion of Mr. FAULKNEB, and by unanimous consent, the 
— of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dispensed 
with. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. BERRY. I ask that I may be excused from further service 
upon the Committee on Railroads, 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the request 
of the Senator from Arkansas, that he be relieved from further 
duty upon the Committee on Railroads. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection, and the Senator from Arkansas is excused. 

Mr. GORMAN. Task unanimous consent that the junior Sena- 
tor from Florida . MALLORY] and the junior Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. McLavniN] be assigned to committee vacan- 

cies now existing as 3 in the paper I send to the desk. 

'The Secretary read as follows: 

Mr. MALLORY: Committee on Fisheries, Committee on Patents, Committee 
on Territori eee on Revision of Laws, Committee on Railroads, 
oman uffrage. 

Mr. McLaurin: Committee on Claims, Committee on Coast Def Com- 
mittee on Immigration, Committee on Indian Affairs, Select Commi on 
International Expositions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the assign- 
ments proposed by the Senator from Maryland will be ordered. 

The Chair hears no objection, and that is the order. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented sundry memorials of citi- 
zens of New York City, remonstrating against the pro in- 
crease of the tax on beer; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FA . I present the petitions of J. A. Avey and 27 
other citizens of Hi ville; of J. Ferns and 61 other citizens of 
Pawpaw; of J. W. Garland and 66 other citizens of Hancock 
County, andof Guy Peck and 51 other citizens of Cabell County. 
allin the State of West Virginia, praying for the enactment of 
legislation restricting immigration. I move that the petitions lie 
on the table, the bill having already been reported. 

'The motion was to. 

Mr. GALLING I present ed pasa of A. E. Stearns and 
11 other citizens of Manchester, N. H., praying for the enactment 
of immediate tariff legislation. As the petition relates to the 
tariff bill now under consideration, I move that it lie on the table. 

'The motion was agreed to. t 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented petitions of sundry citizens 
of New York City, Buffalo, and Philmont, all in the State of New 
York, ing for the immediate of a protective-tariff 
bill; which were ordered to lie on table. 

He also pns sundry memorials of citizens of New York 
City, Brooklyn, Flushing, Westchester, Nyack, Tappan, Congers, 
Mamaroneck, Long Island City, Rochester, Waverly, Richmond 
County, and Commack, all in the State of New York, and memo- 
rials of sundry citizens of Jersey City and Hoboken, in the State 
of New Jersey, remonstrating against the proposed increase of 
the tax on beer; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Hartland, 
Me., praying for the enactment . legislation, at 

. the earliest possible date, which will adequately secure American 
industrial products against the competition of foreign labor; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a memorial of sundry citizens 
of Bismarck, N. Dak., 5 against the proposed duty of 
$2 per thousand feet on white-pine lumber; which was ordered to 

lie on the table. 

Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of Samuel Pancoast and 
43 other citizens of Vineland, N. J., praying for the enactment of 
Ve georg restricting immigration; which was ordered to lie on 

e table. 

He also presented the petition of Watts Cook and 189 other citi- 
zens of Paterson, N. J., and the petition of William Hemethy and 
66 other citizens of Newark, N. J., praying for the early ge 
of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table, 

He presented memorials of C. J. Wilson and 48 other citi- 
zens of Boundbrook, of Richard A. Boyce and 24 other citizens 
of Plainfield, of Peter J. Brady and 25 other citizens of Bayonne. 
and of William W. Gaertner and 114 other citizens of Newark, al 
in the State of New Jersey, 9 5 2 5 the proposed 
increase of the tax on beer; Which were ordered to lie on the table. 


S 5 d a memorial of the OM Board 
Trade o eigh, N. C., remonstra: against roposed 
bec in the - on tobacco; 5 ordered to lis du the 


Mr. PROCTOR presented the petition of James H. Habberly 
and 35 other citizens of Bennington, Vt., praying for the enact- 
mentof immediate protective-tariff legislation; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 


He also presented the memorial of A. V. Vance and 45 other 
citizens of Lunenburg, Vt., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation intended to destroy the eiie system of ticket 
brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. QUA Y presented a memorial of sundry brewers of Lancas- 
ter County, Pa., and a memorial of sundry business men of Lan- 
caster County, Pa., remonstrating against the proposed increase 
of the tax on beer; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FORAKER presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 128) granting an honorable discharge and status of pilot in 
the United States service to Oscar B. Jolly; which were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 57) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob R. Davis, 
D ees it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2063) to authorize the White and Black River 
Valley Railway Company to build a bridge across the Black 
River in Arkansas, reported it with amendments. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. . 


Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 2108) to amend section 
4 of the act of Co entitled “An act relating to the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia." approved June 21, 1870, and 
for other ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 2109) for the relief of James V. 
Moore; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 2110) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Phillip Schaefer, late of Company K, Twenty- 
seventh . Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and for other 
urposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
8 on Military Affairs. " 
He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions: 

A bill (S. 2111) granting a pension to George Thompson; 

A bill (S. 2112) granting a pension to Jesse O. Davy; 

A bill (S. 2113) granting a pension to Mary Hughes; 

A bill (S. 2114) granting a pension to Rebecca E. Kutz; 

A bill (S. 2115) granting a pension to Milton T. Bedford; 

A bill (S. 2116) granting a pension to Isaac Neer; 

vi bill (S. 2117) granting an increase of pension to Fannie Kautz; 
an 


A bill (S. 2118) granting a 921 75 to Daniel Uptegraft. 

Mr. ALLEN introdu a bill (S. 2119) granting a pension to 
Elsie Desmond, of Norfolk, Nebr.; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 2120) granting a pension to 
William A. P. Fellows; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2121) for the relief of 
James W. Howell, late of Company H, Fifty-fourth Regiment 
Illinois Infantry Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 2122) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Edward T. Lewis; which was 
oe by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 
AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. WARREN submitted three amendments intended to be 
roposed by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 
vernment and to enco the industries of the United States; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 
be printed. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FAULKNER submitted an amendment intended to be 
pro by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAR’ Lask that the reference of the amendment sub- 
mitted by me on yesterday intended to be proposed to the general 
deficiency appropriation bill be changed from the Committee on 
Ko to the Committee on Commerce. 

CE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objectior, it will 
be so ordered, 


1897. 


RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES, ETC, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Lask for the present consideration of a reso- 
lution simply calling forstatistical information from the Treasury 
tment. 
he resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, 'That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to make to 
theSenatea report showing in tabular form the total receipts from all sources, 
excepting from sales of United States bonds, and the total e ditures for 
all 3 for each fiscal year, 1875 to 1896. both inclusive, and the excess of 
either foreach year; and the total et de from all sources, except from 
sales of Uni States bonds, and the to Led erre ye forall pu 3 
with the excess of either for each annual period, 2 March 1. 1 and 

ing March 1, 1897; and also showing in tabular form the payments of the 
principal, of the interest, and of any premium of the public debt and any 

ease of principal for each fiscal year, 1865 to 1896, both inclusive; and fur- 
ther showing the payments of the principal, of the interest, and of any pre- 
mium for each annual period from March 1, 1886, to March „aud the 
total for such four years; and from 1, 1889, to Ma: 1, 2 and 
the total for such four years; and from March 1, 1803, to March i, ,and 
the total for such four years. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business appears to be 


Mr. ALLISON. Imove that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 379. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection to that re- 
quest, the Chair lays the bill before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to enco the industries of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending epo is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon], 
which has been read. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Let the amendment be again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 
The SECRETARY. On page 70, after line 22, it is proposed to in- 

sert, as paragraph 233}, the following: 

nd from and after sixty days from the passage of this act there shall be 
A. out of any moneys in the ury of the United States not otherwise 
appropriated, to any exporter of wheat or wheat flour, ryeor rye flour; corn, 

‘ound or unground; cotton, hops, or tobacco, produced wholly in the United 

tates and exported by sea from any port in the United States to any port of 
any other country, the following expert bounty, by way of an equalization 
to pn of the benefits of this act to encourage the industries of the 
United States, to wit: Ten cents per lon wheat; 50 cents per lon 
wheat flour; 10 cents per bushel on rye; 50 cents per barrel on rye flour; 5 
cents per bushel on corn; 10 cents per cental on corn, noi. cent per 
pone on cotton; 2 cents per pound on hops; 2 cents per pound on tobacco. 
d all payments of bounty under this act shall be made upon negotiable 
vouchers, issued by the collector of customs at the port of clearance, upon 
tation at the Treasury or any subtreasury of United States; and 

e Secre of the 'Treasury is hereby charged with making and enforcing 
such lations as may be necessary for the full protection of the exporters 
and of the Government according to the true intent and meaning of this law. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, it is my intention to discuss 
this matter at some length, but before doing so, if there is to be 
anyone in opposition, if any Senator on either side desires to main- 
tain that this is not a proper, just, and righteous provision to in- 
sertin this proposed tariff law, I would prefer to let him speak 
before I do. 

me GOUNG If you have a speech to make, go ahead and 
make it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the discussion is to go on in this one-sided 
manner, I would prefer to have all my colleagues here, and I note 
the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The absence of a quorum is sug- 
gested by the Senator from South Carolina. The Secretary wi 
call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


> Faulkner, McBride, Proctor, 
Bate, Foraker, McMillan, ges A 
Berry, Gallinger, M ellos. 
Burrows, Gear, Mitchell, Sewell, 
Caffery, Gorman, Morgan, Shoup, 
Cannon, Gray, Morrill, Spooner, 
Chandler, e, Nelson, an, 
Clark, na, Penrose, Vest, 
Clay, Hansbrough. Perkins, Walthall, 
Coc! arris, Pettigrew, Warren, 
Cullom, Hawley, ettus, Wellington, 
Davis, Hoar, Platt, Conn. Wetmore, 
Deboe, Kenney, Platt, N. Y. Wilson. 
Fairbanks, Lindsay, Pritchard, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-five Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. The Senator from South 
Carolina will proceed. 

Mr. T Mr. President, the discussion of the tariff bill 


which has been proceeding here, or progressing, in a one-sided 
way, for some ten days, presents a remarkable condition of politi- 
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cal feeling and a nebulous state of mind on the part of many men 
on both sides of the Chamber. The Republicans by common con- 
sent, under stress of party orders, I suppose, given by the caucus, sit 
quietly by and vote. ey say nothing. They seem afraid to say 
anything. The iniquities they are perpetrating upon the Ameri- 
can people are so outrageous that they prefer not to discuss them 
even, but they press relentlessly forward with the intention of 
carrying out their compact with the trusts and monopolies; and 
every schedule prepared by the party caucus is voted for by them 
unanimously. 

The Democrats are in a condition of transition. They do not 
know exactly where they are. The older, more renowned, more 
experienced leaders of the party stand up and proclaim their alle- 
giance to the old doctrines, time-honored, ancient. We had an ex- 
hibition yesterday of an impassioned speech based upon the Walker 
tariff, brought forward at this late day as true Democratic doctrine. 
Secession, nullification, and other issues which h2ve been settled 
and have passed out of the minds of men as living questions had 
just as well be brought in here. 

The tariff is not a principle unless it be that it rests on principle. 
It is merely a question of policy as to how the Government shail 
deriveitsrevenue. It has talked about so much and so long 
and so ably that I can not expect to present any new phase of it; 
but I propose, as onehumble representative of a State on this floor, | 
togivesome views that may be mine only, but which appear to me to 
be those which should obtain in governing men who come here to 
frame tariffs. 

What is the true doctrine of tariff taxation, the American doc- 
trine, the patriotic doctrine, the statesman's doctrine? I for one 
stand ready to confess and announce my faith in the belief that it 
is to the best interests of the American * as a whole that 
everything consumed by our people should be produced "n our 
people, if it is possible. If that Republican doctrine, then I 
am a Republican. If it is not Democratic doctrine, it ought to be 
Democratic doctrine. 

It is not necessary for me to state, because it is known to all 
students of history, that those nations which confine all their 
labors to one product, or to agriculture only, are pauper nations. 
They do not progress; they do not achieve any place in history 
that amounts to anything. They do not gather wealth; they do 
not produce culture; they bave not advanced civilization. There- 
fore, I announce as a sound policy that we ought to diversify our 
industries as far as we can and give employment to as many men 
of as many occupations as can get work at a profitable figure. 

We do not want all farmers in this country. We want to have 
manufactures. And why do we not want any more farmers just 
now? Because we are to-day producing more of the staple crops 
of export raised on the farm than we can get a living or decent 
price for; and why, in God's name, should we undertake by a tariff 
policy to drive from the factories and from the cities to the farm 
more competitors to produce cotton and wheat to export at a loss? 
We do not want any more farmers. What we want is a tariff so 
levied that the farmer shall not be robbed for the benefit of the 
laborer in the cities and that he shall have an equal chance in life 
to get that for his family and for his comfort that the Declaration 
of Independence declares is the inalienable right of every freeman. 

There is a reciprocity of interests here. ‘The farmer wants a 
market for that which he produces; the manufacturer wants a 
market for that which he produces. There is no conflict of inter- 
est between these two when their interests are weighed in an 
equal balance by honest legislators. Itis only when you throw 
into the scale in favor of manufacturers your laws which give 
them undue advantage, when you rob the producing farmer for 
5 benefit of the manufacturer, that any man has a right to com- 

1n. 

From the foundation of the Government there have been those 
who contended that the manufacturers should be protected and a 
home interest built up which would supply the American market 
with all the manufactured articles nec Onthe other hand, 
those engaged in agriculture have declared that they were un- 
justly dealt with and were forced to buy from these men at a 
higher pricethan they could buy in Europe. Thetariff discussion 
has gone on along those lines from the beginning of the Govern- 
ment until to-day. 

Now, for the first time in our history, when this protective 
policy has borne its fruit and the pauperized farmer stands here 
with his skinny, bony hands begging justice and equality, and 
the opportunity is given you, by a bounty on his exports, to give 
him some compensation for the robbery that he has undergone for 
half a century, you sit in stony silence, you sneer, you elevate your 
eyebrows, you refuse to discuss the proposition as un worthy of 
debate, and you expect to see this idiotic farmer not know that 
you had haem to give him some meed of justice and 
you re it. 

But I pledge you my word and honor, gentlemen, you are face 
to face with an issue that you can not shirk or dodge, and both 
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parties will have to face it in the near future; because the 9,000,000 
men in this country who are en in agriculture and who are 
face to face with posa and bankruptcy, whose farms are slip- 
ping from beneath them and are Darma peer jener by loan and trust 
companies that loan them money, will settle with you at the bal- 
lot box, as to whether you shall continue to take from their pockets 
their hard-earned dollars to give to the manufacturing industries, 
and give them nothing in return. 

How has the tariff policy of protection, which has been the gov- 
erning principle ever since the war, and even before the war to a 
limited degree, worked? It wasintended by domestic competition 
toreduce prices; but instead it has been the means and instrument 
of building up domestic monopoly to raise prices, and the wealth 
that has poured into the coffers of a few thousand men, or 10,009, 
or 50,000, or 100,000 engaged in and who own manufactures, has 
been taken from the hard earnings of the masses of the people, 
and you have got to settle with these farmers if you now refuse 
them redress. 

Trusts and monopolies could not exist if the products of those 
trusts were admitted free of duty; but when you erect barriers 
between us and the foreign market and allow no opportunity for 
the import of these things, you put it in the power of the domestic 
manufacturers, by forming combinations among themselves, to fix 
. the price that they choose to charge in the home market, and the 
farmers must pay a bounty to these men and can not help them- 
selves. 

You Republicans proclaim the doctrine a cardinal one, of 
„America for the Americans.” To that I say amen, for 1 am an 
American. But I want you to include in that charmed circle of 
America for Americans the farmer along with the rest, and give 
us an equal showing. As I am a farmer pure and simple, as I 
never had any other occupation and never had any other means 
of income but from the farm, I can stand here with more pro- 
priety, possibly, than any other man and demand equality and 
justice. Ican not hope to do more than supplement the able, 
masterly, unanswerable argument presented yesterday by the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon], but I am prepared to advance 
some arguments that will stagger some of you to answer. 

The cry is, Protect American labor against the pauper labor of 
Europe." It is your sole reliance in appealing to the voters to say, 
„We do not want the prices which we pay you for your work to 
sink to the level of your European competitors.” 

Whocompetes with the Americanfarmer? Whereareyoudriving 
him? Takethe producer of wheat. Whoarehiscompetitors? The 

le of India, Argentina, and Russia. Take the cotton grower. 
Who compete with him? The people of Egypt and India. You 
are driving the producers of those staple crops, which are largely 
exported, to the level of the paupers who work in Egypt, in India, 
in Argentina, and in Russia. You can not deny the proposition. 

As long as we had a monetary system which gave us fair prices 
for our exports, we could stand the competition by reason of our 
rich virgin soil and our improved machinery and the superior in- 
dustry and intelligence of the American farmer. But we have 
reached a point, since the repeal of the Sherman law and the final 
annihilation of silver as money, where we are face to face with a 
crisis in agricultural affairs in this country; and you gentlemen 
who are pressing madly onward, imagining that you can hold your 
farmer vote, that you can hold the wheat grower to your standard 
by pretending that he will be benefited indirectly while you can 
not give him a bounty and can not compensate him. will find 
when this question is presented to him, as it will be presented in 
the next two years, that you must explain why you refuse to give 
the farmer equality and justice in this scheme of protection. If 
you can hold his vote after he shall be made to clearly understand 
the class favoritism involved in the refusal to vote this bounty, 
then he will deserve his fate, and will be a fit **mudsill" to serve 
as a basis of the plutocracy which now controls in this country. 

Ihave too much respect for the descendants of the New Eng- 
landers and citizens of the Middle States, who have moved to the 
West and who are to-day 7 ma wheat at a loss, to believe that 

ou Republicans can hold them in your party if you refuse to do 
them justice. Andas for my friends on this side who elevate their 
brows and sneer at the idea of a bounty as not being Democratic, 
I will, before I get through, show to yon that you are clinging to 
the letter and not the spirit of Democracy; and that if you refuse 
to do justice to your own fellow-citizens by your votes here, they 
will hold you to a strict accountability. 

Isaid a moment ago that the American farmer furnishes the 
exports with which you pay yourforeignexchanges. Iwill give the 
exact figures. All the exports sent abroad by this country in 1896 


amounted to $863,000,000. Of that sum, the farmers dug out of the 
und and shipped, because the home market would not take it, 
93,000,000 worth, or nearly three-fourths. You are not able to 
consume the farmer’s surplus. and he is forced to sell wherever he 
can find a buyer. You force him to buy at home in a market the 
prices of which have been raised from 
which is the true Democratic proposition, I 


r cent ad valorem," 
lieve, to somewhere 
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between 100 and 150 i cent on many articles, and an average of 
over 50 per cent on 

Then you turn around and in this tariff bill you offer him “all 
the protection possible" by giving him 25 cents a bushelon wheat, 
15 cents a bushel on corn, 30 cents a bushel on barley, and so on 
through the agricultural schedu!e. And while the taxgatherer 
comes around yearly and while the veo o deed and gnaws day 
and night upon his home, the one that this Government may have 
given him, feeling that it is slipping from beneath his feet by 
these unjust conditions, you expect him to vote the Republican 
ticket because, forsooth, you have given him “protection " in this 
scheme by a tariff on these articles. 

It is an insult to his intelligence, and if the man who framed 
it—I do not know who did it—has an agricultural constituency 
that is worth a fillip, he would never see the light of this Chamber 
any more after they got a chance to vote upon it. You know it 
is an insult to proclaim that the farmer gets any benefit from 
these tariff duties. 

But, Mr. President, who and what are some of thes» men who 
are thus discriminated against? Let us consider for a moment, if 
we please, two brothers born in Germany, who, feeling that they 
could better their condition by emigrating to America, set out 
from there twenty years ago and came to our shores. One of 
them stopped somewhere eastward of here, in New York, or 
Massachusetts, or Pennsylvania, or some one of those manufac- 
pond States, and went into manufacturing. The other one 
moved westward, pressing on beyond the Mississippiinto the virgin 
fields of Iowa, Kansas, or Nebraska, and by the bounty of the 
Government was given 160 acres of land, upon which he settled 
and began to farm. 

Let us follow them on and see how they are treated. They 
both became American citizens, and they are both American 
laborers, so to speak. They came to this“ land of the free and 
home of the brave," its Government founded upon the immortal 
declaration that all men are born free and equal, and have an 
inalienable right to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.“ 
From the day when the farmer settled in Nebraska on his quarter 
section he has been mulcted and pinched and some of his sub- 
stance taken by tariff taxation for the benefit of the brother who 
went to manufacturing under the protective tariff. 

How many of the farmersare foreigners? 22 areas clever and 
as good men as we have, many of them—I mean the intelligent por- 
tion of them. But to give youa little insight as to the situation, I 
will take the nine States of Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, 
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New York, New Jer- 
sey, and Pennsylvania. 'The total of foreign-born citizens 10 
years of age and upward engaged in gainful occupations there is 
2,199,120. How many of these are engaged in farming? Two 
hundred and forty-six thousand eight hundred and seventy-five. 
How many are engaged in manufacturing? Eight hundred and 
ninety-nine thousand nine hundred and forty-six. "That is all 
very well. It seems very wellto some men to have the 246,000 
farmers mulcted and taxed on what they buy for the benefit of 
899,000 who went into manufacturing. 

But let us go further. Take the twelve wheat-growing States 
known as the Middle West—Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, 
Wisconsin, Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri, North Dakota, South Da- 
kota, Nebraska, and Kansas. The total number of foreign-born 
citizens engaged in gainful occupations was 2,173,693; the number 
engaged in agriculture was 837,857. The number engaged in man- 
ufacturing industries was 524,831. You make the 837,000 farmers 

tribute to their brethren who are engaged in manufacturin 
industries in their own States as well as in the Eastern States, an 
when they go to sell their own products of wheat, beef. cheese, 
butter, and other things, after they have given to this country all it 
can consume, they have to send the surplus abroad. where they 
compete with their brethren in Europe on an equality, while the 
foreign-born American manufacturer competes with his brethren 
in Europe with the protective tariff thrown around him, by which 
he is enabled to rob the same brother who came with him, and to 
rob the native-born American who is fool enough to farm under 
these conditions. 

Now we come to the Ishmaelite section, which has no rights, 
which never has had any rights since the war that anybody is 
bound to respect. I give the ten cotton States, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Tennessee, Alabama, Missis- 
sippi, Louisiana, Texas, and Arkansas. The total foreign popu- 
lation of those States in gainful occupations is 172,505, of whom 
58,142 are engaged in agriculture and 39,429 are engaged in manu- 
facturing. It does not matter, of course, that the South to-day 
furnishes a larger proportion and possesses a larger proportion of 
native-born Americans, descendants of those who fought the bat- 
tles of the Revolution, than any other portion of the country. 
But though we are laboring under the ban of secession and 
effort to disrupt the Government, and have paid our thousands of 
millions for seceding, we are still face to face with the demand of 
the daughters of the horse-leech to give, give, give. 
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. ask leave to insert a table here from the census of 1890, giving 
the figures more in detail: 


Total number of white foreign-born citizens, over 10 years of age, engaged in 
gainful occupations in several divisions of States. 


An 1 eee 
occupa-| ture, min- ,mechan- 
Btate. ‘Gon ,and cal, and 
fishing. industrial. 
7,213 19, 302 
4,199 25,411 
7,941 1,241 
— 24, 885 193, 337 
Rhode Island... 2,0935 36, 062 
Connecticut . 11,088 51, 701 
New York ... 76, 908 332,919 
New Jersey.. LA 13, 750 18,633 
Pennsylvania... ᷣ E 93,008 151,310 
FETA EU, Sa ES e or D ELLE 246,815 899,046 
51.277 81.7 
27, 236 21,827 
108, 705 146, 
107,658 68, 419 
119,077 61,519 
120,143 45, H8 
99,822 24, 821 
34, 805 40,915 
30, 463 2,789 
34,410 3,717 
59, 046 15, 948 
49,715 10,393 
„„ 837,357 524, 831 
North Carolina... 2 551 
South Carolina ... 3, 617 958 
Wie ri 7,495 800 2,954 
Florida..... 10,520 2,254 4,551 
Tennessee 12, 074 2,512 3,592 
Alabama... 8, 867 2,018 2,493 
Mississippi. 5,208 1.341 1.260 
u: 5 23,402 5,399 7,044 
„TT 84, 933 38,329 11, 799 
. ͤ . an aiu 8,865 3.572 1.817 
c ca ET sanaae 172, 505 58,142 36, 429 


The cry is: Meet your competitors in India and in Egypt and 
fight it out. And if an effort is made here, through a bounty on ex- 
pu to give those men a scintilla of the amounttaken from them 

y unjust tariff taxation, the representatives of thosc cotton 
States will stand here and vote against the proposition, no doubt 
upon the ground that it is not Democratic doctrine. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me to call his attention 
tothefact that this country, on August 10, 1790, passed a tariff 
act which contained an export bounty? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, my dear sir, 1 recall and recollect the fact 
that, in order to seduce a certain lot of people in Louisiana into 
the support of a certain party, they gave a bounty on sugar, which 
was a bounty on production and not on export. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam talking about the export bounty in 1790, 
and not in 1890—one hundred and seven years ago. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I was unaware of that. 

Mr. ALLEN. With the Senator's permission, I shall read a 
short section of that act. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ishall be glad to hear it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Section 4 of the act provided: 

And be it further enacted, That there shall be allowed and paid on dried 
and pickled fish of the fisheries of the United States, and on other provisions 
salted within the said States, which, after the said last day of December next, 
shall be exported therefrom to any foreign port or place, in lieu of a draw- 
back of the duty on salt which shall have been expended thereupon, accord- 
to the 3 rates, namely: Dried fish, per quintal, 10 cents; pickled 
fish and other salted provisions, per barrel, 10 cents. 

Laying down expressly the doctrine of an export bounty. 

Mr. HOAR. ns that not in lieu of an import duty? 

Mr. ALLEN. It does not make any difference what it was in 
lieu of; it was taking money out of the Treasury of the United 
States to pay it to the producers of these articles in consequence 
of their exportation. 

Mr. HOAR. But was not the export bounty regulated in sub- 
stance by the amount of the import tax? 

Mr. ALLEN. How is that? 

Mr. HOAR. My question is whether that was not a bounty— 
though that phrase is not used—but in fact was it not the refund- 
ing of the import tax? They madearude calculation of what the 
duty had been on the imported salt and paid it back to the salt 


user. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from South Carolina will permit 
me, that is neither here nor there. No matter what the specific 
thing is, it recognizes the doctrine that in this country we have 
the power under our Constitution to pay an export bounty, and 
that one hundred and seven years ago we did adopt that policy, 
whether it was in a large or a small degree. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Ifthe Senator from Nebraska will allow me, 
he will realize that that bounty or rebate. or whatever you may 
term it, was put in that tariff for the benefit of New England. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Just as anything and everything connected 
with the tariff in the way of protection has hadits genesis and 
ablest champions from that section of the country. 

When interrupted, Mr. President, I had just given the figures 
showing the immigration here and how unfairly the immigrant 
from Europe who had gone to the West and settled there as a 
farmer had been treated in comparison with his brother who had 
settled in the East and began manufacturing. 

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], whose State has up- 
ward of 150,000 of these foreign-born citizens, nearly all of them 
farmers, may explain to them when he gets home where they 
come in under these tariff schedules, and what good protection 
does them unless this bounty feature is incorporated in the bill; 
and the Senators from those other Western States will have an 
opportunity to explain why they will vote here against this pro 
osition to give compensation to the American producer on the 
farm when we hear so much about compensatory duties for the 
woolen manufacturer by reason of the tax that is given in these 
schedules here to the wool producer. 

Why are these men to be left out in the cold? Why are they 
ignored in this scheme of tariff taxation? Why is no compensa- 
tion given to them? Why is there no equality, no equity, no jus- 
tice to them? Gentlemen, when re meet your constituents and 
they ask you why, I hope you will have your answers ready, be- 
cause I tell you they are going to ask you. 

You may drag this juggernaut-car policy with its double team 
of protection and gold monometallism over the prostrate forms of 
the farmers, you may mash them deeper into the mire of poverty 
than they are already, but a day is coming when they will turn 
and say, Your party of Republicanism to-day is a byword and 
ahissing. We inherited the principles of Abraham Lincoln; we 
fought for those principles during the war, and one of those prin- 
ciples, which was dearer to us than any other, was the equality 
of men, even the black man with the white. We shed our blood to 
emancipate the negroes of the South, and you have in turn placed 
us in a condition of slavery that is as hopeless as that of the slaves 
who were held as chattels." 

We have it here boldly proclaimed that there is an alliance be- 
tween the Eastern manufacturers and the woolgrowers of the 
West by means of which alone this tariff bill can go through. The 
two sections in alliance against the balance of the country boldly 
march up here through their representatives, join forces, and say, 
Give us wool duties and take your compensation on the woolen 
manufactures." Then they join in and give the sugar trust and 
every other trust allit asks for. Will there be no day of reckon- 
ing? If there be none, then the spirit of liberty in America is dead 
and the farmers of the West are hopelessly enslaved already. 

Here is a quotation from Albert Gallatin, in a memorial to Con- 
gres in 1831, in which this very danger is pointed out. and the 

anger which always confronts a legislative assembly which comes 
here composed of men who do not rise to the dignity of American 
Senators, who come here as the representatives of States only. 
Mr. Gallatin said: 

The true problem to be solved in the United States is not whether the 
people can govern themselves, of which not the slightest doubt can be enter- 
tained, but whether that government can be successfully applied to an ex- 
tensive territory embracing interests which must occasionally be in collision 
with each other; whether majorities formed by combinations of sectional in- 
terests will be so governed by a sense of justice and a spirit of conciliation 
as not to oppress those partsof the country whose rights, though they may 
be in a minority, ought nevertheless to be respected. 

What is the wool clip of the United States worth? Th 
million dollars, while the aggregate value of our farm products 
$2,000,000,000 annually, and yet there is a combination between the 
Senators representing theStates ipa) interested in woolgrowing, 
who make that a condition upon which their votes shall be given, 
with the States interested in manufacturing, while both through 
this tariff bill, which is higher in many respects than any we have 
had, utterly ignore the rights and interests of the great masses of 
people engaged in farming. Boldly you ally yourselves together, 
the extreme sectional West and the East. Dare you oppress the 
Middle States and the South engaged in the production of agri- 
cultural exports? You are offered an opportunity to give them 
compensatory duties by a bounty. Will you doit? Dare you re- 
fuse it? There is very little you will not dare, but there is a day 
of reckoning for you Republicans, as there has been for the 
Democratic party when it was false to the people and recognized 
not that there was a day of judgment coming. 

Democrats here proclaim that tariff for revenue only ” is alone 
true Democratic doctrine. It has already been pointed out that 
this word only“ was stricken out in the last Democratic conven- 
tion. Icould Lows the history of it, but it is not necessary, except 
that we saw r the passage of the Wilson bill, which was a 
protective tariff, that any contention along those lines was simply 
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a waste of time and would put the party in a false 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. V re ras he voted 


ition. The 
or the Wilson 
Is it Democracy to 


bill under protest, but he stood by ty. 


do wrong use the party says so? it Republicanism to do 
wrong because the y Says so? 
Mr. VEST. Mr. ident 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina consent to be interrupted? 

Mr. TILLMAN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. I was unfortunate if I was understood by the Sen- 
ator to say that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not want to do you an injustice, and if I 
misquoted you I should like to have you set yourself straight. 

. Mr. VEST. I did not use the word straight.“ I stated the 
act. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Correct,“ then. 

Mr. VEST. I voted in the Chicago convention, amidst great 
confusion and uproar, for a long, rather intricate, and, in parts, 
nebulous platform. I sat by the side of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. WALTHALL], the chairman of his delegation, and he 
knows that both of us were in doubt as to the meaning of some 
portions of that platform. 

I wantto state now, frankly, that I never knew until it was 
stated in this Chamber that that word only was left out of that 
petoro; The issue in the campaign was the money question; 

e tariff was not discussed in my campaign in Missouri at all; 
and I state now, frankly, that I did not know that that change had 
been made, 

If I had known it, I should have risen in my place and moved 
to insert that word only,“ because I believe that it is the creed 
of the Democratic party. Inever would have supported that plat- 
form with that word taken out of it. I may have been guilty of 
ge neglect and inattention, but that is the truth, and I do not 

ieve that the great majority of that convention knew that that 
change had been made. All our attention was concentrated upon 
the money issue, and very little was said about the tariff. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, it is not worth while for us to 
discuss here how the word *‘ only” came to be left out of the plat- 
form, or why. I will say this, however, that the reason it was 
stticken out was because we wished to confine the attention of the 
country and fight the battle on the money question only. We did 
not care to have the tariff peau into it as an issue at all; and 
after the passage of the Wilson bill,those of us who were perhaps 
more advanced than the Senator from Missouri in our ideas on this 
question did not feel that we could consistently contend about the 
Word only“ when the Wilson bill from one end to the other had 
recognized the protective principle, and that the party stood com- 
mitted to the acknowledgment that it was right and proper—or 
Meque if you choose—to protect American industries, 

e tariff was not an issue in the last campaign, except as it 
was made such in those States where we did not fight, where 
there was no contention by the followers of Mr. Bryan at all 
against the onslaught of the other side. We surrendered the 
northeastern section of the country as committed wholly and ir- 
revocably to the gold monomania, and we made our fight in the 
West ed South. It is not the issue now, and it can not be made 
the issue; and the way we vote here will not affect the next elec- 
tion one way or the other. except that those of you who have 
fooled your constituents by proclaiming that we must “open 
the instead of opening the mints” have to show prosperity 
in the next eighteen months or you will stand condemned and 

. the thousands of workmen who voted your ticket on that pledge 
will vote for somebody else. You have to show how you can 
give prosperity under the gold standard by increasing taxes, and 
without any eifort—or rather with only a futile effort—to increase 
the prices to the farmer on export products; and if you give him 
none of this money which you propose to wring from the people 
by this taria bill, he will settle with you the sooner and the more 

ectually. 

Somebody will ask, and all of you are asking in your minds 
now, what right have you to take money out of the Treasury and 

y à bounty to anybody; what right have you to raise money by 

tion and payit out in bounties? You Republicans can answer 
that when you d pa by what right yon took money out of the 

and paid a bounty to the su planters of Louisiana, 

not on e ,but on what they produced. But I want to ask 
you who emer the right to take money out of the Treasury and 
it out in bounties, what right have you to levy taxes which 

e money out of the pockets of the people and pay bounties to 
the manufacturer? You may call it a tariff, but it is a bounty on 
manufacturing, and the farmer has to pay one-half of it. at 
Imeanis that the agricultural population of this country being 
abont one-half of it, therefore, in proportion to consumption, they 

y one-half of the tariff duties of this country, and they get noth- 
ma in return. What right, if we come to the question of right 
and wrong, have you to take money from these people and give it 
as a bounty to manufacturers? 


I believe that it has been asserted here by almost every Demo- 
crat who has had anything to say about the iniquities of this bill 
that it proposes a scheme of robbery by which the people are to 
be mulcted, robbed, not so much to put money into the Treasury, 
but indirectly by raising the price of all that is consumed in the 
coun’ I think the Senator from Texas (Mr. MILts] calculated 
yes ay that the bounty to the manufacturing industries would 

something like twelye hundred million dollars. The figures 
were staggering. To take the most conservative estimate, if the 
benefits to the protected industries by means of the tariff amount 
to $3 to the manufacturers and their employees as compared to $1 
received by the Government, it would still be an enormousamount. 

Is it not robbery? Will some Democrat dare say that he does 
not think it is robbery? How many of you have stated that it is 
robbery? Well, my colleagues, my fellow-Senators, my brethren 
of this party, who stand up and proclaim the doctrine of equal 
rights for all and special privileges to none as the cardinal prin- 
ciple of 8 if it robbery in this bill to take from the 
masses of the people these hundreds of millions of dollars and pay 
them into the coffers of the manufacturers and into the coffers of 
the Government, how will you face your farmer constituents and 
vote against a provision in this same bill which will restore a mini- 
mum amount, a very small proportion of the amount that they 
have been robbed of? 

Itis not a question of whether it is Democratic policy or not to 
pay bounties, because you are not responsible for this measure. 

ou have to take it whether you like it or not, and you have an 
opportunity by this amendment, with the help of a few Repub- . 
licans over there who are not lost to all sense of shame and decenc 
and patriotism, to put the farmer on some basis, however 8 
on an equality with the balance of the country; and you can not 
be accused of having deserted your party policy or your party 
platform or anything else if you try to amend the bill so as to do 
justice to your own States, to your own constituents, and to the 
sarmer throughout the country, without regard to politics or 
section. 

You can not get around the proposition that if it is robbery to 
take it away, it would be honesty and patriotism and Democracy 
to restore it. It is not a question of party policy. Itis not a 
question of whether you would favor bounties per se as a party 
policy if you had the framing of the bill, but it is simply a ques- 
tion as to whether you will endeavor to amend this bill in a way 
to do justice to your people. 

This may be ‘‘a new Democracy, which seeks to lead some of us 
into the camp of the enemy,” as the Senator from Texas twitted 
us with yesterday. It may be **a new evangel of Democracy” to 
ask you to amend this iniquitous tariff measure or vote to amend 
it so as to restore to your people that which you say they have 
been robbed of; but to my mind itis the essence of Democracy 
to proclaim equality, the cardinal doctrine of our party, rather 
than to offer your constituents the dry husks and the om apples 
of old party platforms for revenue only." 

It is not a question of how you are going to get the money. 
The money bethere. They proclaim thatthey expect a surplus; 
they are proclaiming that they want to increase the gold reserve 
to $150,000,000, so as to absorb some of this prospective lus. 
They have proclaimed a desire to retire the greenbacks by locking 
up this money in the Treasury. You have the opportunity to 
force them to show their hands by voting to pay out $47,000,000 
to the farmers who make wheat and cotton, who have been robbed 
in every schedule of this bill, and you say, No; I will not do it 
because it is not Democratic; itis not for revenue only." Great 
God, such Democracy! They ask you for bread and you offer 
them a stone; Sy ask you for an adherence to your principles 
and instead of the Goddess of Liberty you put up a mummy labeled 
“ Tariff for revenue only." The question is with you gentlemen. 
No one you will vote in accordance with what you believe is 
your duty. 

I say this as a farmer who has felt the iron enter his soul by 
reason of the injustice and iniquities practiced by the protective 
tariff; and in the name of the cotton and the wheat growers, I say 
here that if it is not Democratic to vote for this, then I am no Demo- 
crat. You have got the telescope with the big end close to your 
eye, the little end away off yonder, and at the other end you see, 
‘Tariff for revenue only." Turn it around and you will see 
Equality“ as the cardinal doctrineof Democracy; Equal rights 
for all, special privileges to none;” The greatest good to the 
greatest number.” These are the fundamental principles of De- 
mocracy as I understand the word, and I propose to stand b 
them. You will not accept it, you will not support it, you wi 
not vote for it because you put party platforms above party prin- 


ciples, and policy above the principles of Jefferson and of 
Jackson. ell, explain it if you can when you come to face your 
constituents. 


For my part, I believe in getting . of this tariff 
business that we can get, for if the policy of the Government is 
bo be on OF robbery or Dé De age of beacial cla ana DINEM, 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1627 


while I know it is impossible for the Southern States to get any- 


thing like their share, then when I can put into the bill 
— — will give us only a small proportion of what is our due, I 
shall vote to put it there. A tariff tax on cotton will do us no 

There are very few d veu out of the millions who raise 
cotton who grow sea-island or long-staple cotton or anything of 
that kind. The tax on wheat, the tax on corn, will do the Western 
farmers no good, and you hnow it. Do you think we are idiots 
and fools, that you can cram that down our throats and get us to 
vote with you on that proposition? Do you not know that this 
country can not absorb our surplus and that we must export it? 
Do you not know that the surplus is lowered in price by reason 
of the destruction of one of the money metals of the world? Do 
you not know the only way in which you can raise the price of 
agricultural exports is to restore silver and thereby increase the 
volume of the money of the world? 

You do know it; and yet yousay, ‘‘ Wecan not relieve the Ameri- 
can farmer because we must have international bimetallism.” 
You erect a barrier between us and Europe, your tariff, and then 

ou say, “We can not allow lish free traders to dictate our 

iff policy;" but we allow the English bondholders to come in 
and buy our Government and con our Senate and dictate our 
policy in everything, to keep these men down as though they were 
under the dastardly heel of the Spanish butcher, Weyler. You do 
these things, and yet you stand here claiming that you are the 
apostles of Lincoln, when you are unworthy to untie the shoe 
latchets of that great man, if he were living; and you, my Demo- 
cratic friends, stand here and proclaim that you are the followers 
of Jefferson, when you refuse to undo this iniquity so far as you 
can, to restore to the people a small proportion that you say this 
bill robs them of. 

I take my stand for ‘‘ equality of benefit and equality of burden” 
as the highest and noblest principle of Democracy, and will fight 
for it here and elsewhere as long as I have breath. I may be 
alone now, but the time will come speedily when that principle 
willtriumph in this Government or liberty will cease to claim 
America as her home. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I shall occupy the time of the 
Senate for a moment only, to express my approval of the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Utah [Mr CANNON]. While I 
have refused, and still refuse, to commit myself to the dangers of 
a high-protective policy, yet fully realizing that the pending bill 
is shortly to become a law, I deem it highly just under the cir- 
cumstances that the agriculturists of our country should derive 
some benefit from it, and that all its benefits should not be per- 
mitted to go to a few thousand manufacturers. While we will, 
by the bill, impose duties on imported cereals, ostensibly for the 
pue of protecting our farmers and planters, there is not a child 
in United States who does not know that any duty, however 
high or in whatever form laid, will not protect them in the slight- 
est degree, for they are exporters of wheat, corn, cotton, tobacco, 
and other farm gone and are compelled to sell in the open and 
sharply competitive markets of the world, where trade is unre- 
stricted and unhampered by tariff taxation. 

The farmer, then, will be placed in the peculiar attitude of being 
forced to purchase everything hisfamily may consume in a noncom- 
petitive and scarce market, made so by laws which have a tend- 
ency to create a monopoly in the hands of the American manu- 
facturers, while he is compelled to sell the products of his farm 
and obtain the money with which he shall make purchases in a 
competitive market. He will therefore obtain no efit from a 
protective tariff, either direct or indirect, and to the end that he 
may share in some measure in the benefit to be derived from the 
policy of protection, if benefit is to follow its adoption and enforce- 


ment, I am in favor of the amendment which will operate in the 


nature of a rebate and will return some of the millions the farm- 


ers are compelled to pay to advance the interests of the American 
manufacturers. 

It would be useless to argue the subject at length. It is all 
stated in the simple proposition that under the law as now pro- 
posed the entire benefit will go to a few thousand, while under the 
amendment pro by the Senator from Utah some benefit 
would be derived by the millions of our agriculturists; and I take 
it no man can justify himself in voting special benefits to a few 
and excluding the many. The farmer is as worthy of protection 
by the laws of his country as the manufacturer or any other class 
of citizens, and for this reason, and realizing this truth, I shall 
cast my vote for this amendment. 

Mr. President, I ask to make a part of my remarks certain papers 
from the pen of Mr. David Lubin, of California. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the uest of 
the Senator from Nebraska? The Chair hears none, and the pa- 
pers will be printed in the RECORD. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 

“The San Francisco Argonaut once gave the definition of a 
Populist as ‘a man who does not know what he wants, but that 
he wants it d—d bad.’ Permit me to add this definition of a 


Democrat: As a man who does not know what he wants, but 
damns the Republican 8 not getting it. 

* We all know what a Republican wants. He wants protec- 
tion, and manages to getit; but can anyone tellus just whata 
Democrat wants, apart from wanting an office? Does he want 
free trade? Well, sometimes, and on certain occasions. Does he 
want protection? For himself, as a rule, yes: but for others, no. 

But does he not have much to say about tariff reform?’ Yes; 
very much, and often 8 deal on a tariff for revenue.“ 
What does he mean by tariff reform?“ As a rule, he does not 
know what he means, but he talks about it anyway, because the 
term sounds well, especially the word ‘reform.’ 

Who, in this sinful world of ours, is not in need of reform? No 
one. Hence ‘reform’ must be in general demand, and so our Dem- 
ocratic brother is trying to supply the demand. 

** Whenever he is forced into a definition he begins to flounder. 
Sometimes he works himself up toa great pitch of enthusiasm, but 
you seek in vain for the cause of the elation. You can not find it; 
and, in truth, there is no cause. 

After a thorough analysis and much mental effort you will 
conclude that ‘tariff reform’ means a low tariff on suspenders 
andahigh tariff on peanuts; that is, provided this particular Demo- 


crat grows uts. Butif hemanufactures suspenders he wants 
a high tariff on these, and *reform' for peanuts. 

We may now inquire what he means by a tariff for revenue.“ 
This seems clear enough, so it does to everyone but an average 
Democrat. The question is not what it means; but what does a 
Democrat say it means? Ask him, and the chances are you will 
get a great talk with the word ‘reform’ plentifully thrown in. 

Analyze carefully all that he says and you will find that he 
means a lowering of the tariff for everyone excepting for himself. 

But are there not some free-trade Democrats? Yes; but so 
few in number as to be no political factor. 

**Tt is clearly a fact, then, that the people want protection, and 
in the opinion of the writer protection is the best policy for this 
nation. Why is it the best policy? Because it will best serve to 
maintain an tuate the Republic. 

The uniform history of free-trade countries, from Phoenicia to 
Carthage down to England, shows in these an intensified eagerness 
for foreign markets. With foreign markets obtained, there is as 
great an eagerness for foreign colonization. After foreign colo- 
nization comes the same eagerness for foreign conquests; and then 
good-bye to a liberal form of government. Commercialism has 
conquered, and liberty is sold for a mess of pottage. 

Shall we then always live under the irksome and restraining 
system of protection, rather than in the free and ethical atmos- 
phere of free trade? By no means. "There is haps no intelli- 
gent protectionist to be found who holds to such an opinion. 

ve trade will come as soon as the social and political con- 
ditions of competing races and nations will t it to come 
without loss to our social and political standar 

** Will not the leveling influence which free trade exerts tend 
to speed the time of progress? For some races, some nations, 

es; for the American people, no. At this time in the world's 

istory it is perhaps best for this nation to preserve that state of 
semi-isolation which pe permits, and which international 
commercialism would tend to destroy. 

** But because we grant protection let it not be understood that 
we favor an unjust or one-sided protection. Protection is 
defensible as a policy whenever it is just and equitable. It would 
be far more expedient to have free trade than an injury-working 
system of protection. 

Any injury through free trade would press upon us from with- 
out, but the injury of an unjust and inequitable protection system 
would generate trouble from within. As it is easier for this nation 
to withstand outside pressure rather than internal disorder, it 
would therefore be preferable to adopt free trade rather than con- 
tinue a protective system which in its operation produces inequity 
and injustice in our midst. 

We may now properly inquire, Is our present protective system 
just? the answer is ‘no.’ 

‘Wherein is it unjust? In failing to protect the producers of 
agricultural staples. Butare these not protected as manufactures 
are, by a tariff on imports? They are on the tariff schedule, but 
this can not protect-them like manufactures, because they are ex- 
ports and not imports. But are not some manufactures also 
exported? Yes; but manufactures are sold at local prices at pri- 
vate sale; the staples of agriculture are sold at the world’s inter- 
national prices for the exports. But what about the greater quan- 
tity for home use? These bring no more than the exports do, for 
the price is the same to home or export buyers, both buying in the 
same place, time, and quotation. 

** But are not the agricultural staples protected indirectly? No; 
for before our higher wage rate through protection by its in- 
creased consumption can raise the price it must first of all raise 
the world’s price, and which gives the foreign competitor an ad- 
vantage whereby he can increase the area under cultivation, and 
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thus lower the world’s price. Besides, what 


nity is there in 
compelling the farmer to pay a 47 per cent tariff, with profits of 
Ser} soa added to it, and giving him in return a probable ad- 
vance in the world’s price of perhaps 1 per cent, and which 1 per 
cent goes to his competitor, who has not compelled to pay the 
47 per cent with middlemen's profits added? 

**But must we not tax some industry to build up manufactures? 
Are not manufactures already built up? But how can our manu- 
facturers compete with the pauper labor of France, Italy, Ger- 
many, Austria, or England? Well, how can the American farmer 
compete with the pauper labor of eastern Europe, North Africa, 
and Bouth America? 

** Does the drift of all this mean that we must have free trade? 
No; notnecessarily. Protection as it is now is one-sided, unjust, 
and inequitable, because it is limited to a tariff on imports. To 
be just and equitable it should be as Alexander Hamilton wanted 
it to be, by a tariff on imports, on manufactures, and by a bounty 
on exports for the staples of agriculture. 

“< Would not the exporter get the bounty?’ ‘Yes.’ ‘Of what 
benefit, then, would that be to the farmer?’ ‘The farmer would 
receive the world's price, with the addition of the bounty, whether 
the product be exported or for home use.’ What would prevent 
some speculators from combining and keting the d : 
*Other speculators in various markets of the world.’ ‘Would this 
not enhance the price of agricultural staples to the poor man?’ 
* Yes; and to the rich man, too.’ Would this be desirable to the 

rman?’ ‘Yes; for it would increase the purchasing power of 

e primary industry, which would create the demand for labor.’ 
To e The Sierra Nevada Mountains, when covered with 
a plentiful suppl of snow, supply moisture to the fruit lands of 
the valleys in California. A deficiency of snow on the mountains 
would cause drought in the valleys. 

Now, what the snow is to the Sierra Nevada Mountains for 
the fruit plains of California, that is the purchasing power of the 

ary industry, agriculture, to the workingmen in manufac- 
ng centers. Then why would it not be wise to have free trade 
on manufactures and pronon by an export bounty for agricul- 
ture? Because it would be as unjust as to protect manufactures 
at the expense of agriculture. Does it not seem that this propo- 
sition of protecting manufactures at the expense of agriculture by 
a tariff on imports, and, again, to protect agriculture by a bounty 
on exports at the expense of the manufacturers—does this not seem 
like trying to lift ourselves up by boot straps? Is it not an at- 
tempt to tax ourselves rich? Not at all It is simply providing 
a means to conserve that political semi-isolation which would best 
tend to maintain our institutions. 

* Protection asa national policy is as defensible as any other 
means of national preservation. But what is the use of this ad- 
ditional mode of protection for agriculture when its need was not 
felt in the past, when there was prosperity withoutit? There was 
prosperity so long as farmers of this nation had almost a monop- 
oly of prices in the production of staples. 

That time has gone, gone for good, as hundreds of European 
factories for the manufacture of agricultural machinery for the 
cheap land and labor countries will show. 

* So, then, this question narrows itself down to this: The time 
has come when we must adopt one of two plans, free trade or a 
twofold protection by a tariff on imports for manufactures and a 
bounty on exports of agriculture? Yes. 

„Right here is where our Democratic brother should line up. 
He should drop his hypocritical, unmeaning mumbling and mur- 
murings about tariff reform.“ He should take the stand of a man 
for free trade or for equitable protection. For free trade pure and 
simple, with no ifs, ands, or buts, or he should take the stand for 
equitable protection, for protection by a bounty on exports for 
agriculture so long as manufactures are protected by a tariff on 
imports. By taking either of these stands his demand will be 
grounded on a principle of justice and equity, and it is an unal- 
terable and eternal law of God that justice and equity must in 
the end prevail. 

“To form conclusive opinions for present guidance derived al- 
most exclusively from generalizations of passed marked events is 
conservatism; to do so from the present is radicalism. 

There is, as a rule, an element of truth and of error in conserv- 
atism and in radicalism, and it is the function of the critic to point 
out ‘the happy medium,’ the path we should go. 

In the affairs of government the critic performs an important 
function. The more so in arepublic, in which the power of deter- 
mination is vested in the individual citizen. 

“The citizen critics of the United States are confronted by a 
most serious problem—a problem, it is true, which not alone clam- 
ors for solution in the United States, but also in the important 
countries of western and central Europe. The problem referred 
tois in the adoption of proper means for the removal of the dis- 
turbance in the economic conditions. That such a problem is 
here, no one can truthfully deny, but its cause and remedy is not 


so clearly manifest. Schemesand plans are offered in abundance, 
but the question still remains, Which of the schemes and plans 
shall be adopted? “Adopt mine,’ says the conservative gold man, 
* No, but adopt mine,’ says the radical silverman. ‘Adopt mine,’ 
says the conservative protectionist. ‘No, but adopt mine,’ says 
the radical free trader. 

Before we adopt any it is the duty of the citizen critic to ana- 
lyze and synthesize all the important factors which caused the 

isturbance, with the aim in view of more accurately arriving at 
a conclusion which should remove it. 

In the endeavor to do this we may find it advantageous to first 
understand what we mean when we say that ‘agriculture is the 
foundation industry.’ Do we — mean that it is so because 
agricultural products come from the earth, and as the earth is the 
foundation. therefore its cultivation is a foundation industry? 
Clearly such a definition would be of little practical value. 0 
really mean that agriculture is the primary industry, and that all 
the other industries are secondary. If this is a truth, it is an im- 
portant one, for the secondary industries are therefore and neces- 
sarily dependent upon the . industry for their prosperity. 

Not to be misunderstood in this, we may draw our inference 
from an illustration. .A carpenter, for instance, has a twofold 
economie cycle, one his wages for carpentering, the other in the 

nditure of his wages in his home by his wife, The‘ primary’ 
is his wage-earning power and the ‘secondary’ is his expenditure 
cycle. Every reasonable person can see that the carpenter's ‘sec- 
ondary’ cycle is governed by his ‘pri 'wage-earning power, 

“As with the carpenter, the individual, so with a nation. Every 
nation has a ‘primary’ and a ‘secondary’ industry, and its pros- 
perity, like that of the carpenter, depends upon the prosperity of 
its ‘primary ' industry. 

„When we admit, therefore, that in the United States the 
foundation or ose industry is agriculture, we admit as a 

hase an element which becomes a most important factor in our 
investigation and in our conclusions. 

*And is not agriculture a primary industry? It certainly is, 
and in no country more so than in the United States. In England, 
for instance, the primary industry is manufactures; under free 
trade she sells her manufactures to all parts of the world, with 
the profits of which she buys food. In the United States, and 
under the protective system, we can find no general market for 
our protected manufactures abroad; these are almost altogether 
sold to ourselves; whereas agricultural products are not alone 
produced for home consumption, but these besides form from 06 
to 76 percent of ourexports. Therefore agriculture in the United 
States is not alone the foundation industry, but is substantially 
the primary industry. 

Any cause, therefore, which in its operation affects adversely 
the agricultural industry in the Uni States must in a corre- 
sponding degree affect the other or secondary industries. 

Has, then, agriculture been adversely affected? Certainly, and 
to a marked degree; to a degree so radically adverse and so gen- 
erally acknowledged that it is not deemed necessary at this tim 
to occupy space with facts and figures so generally admitted. I 
isa recognized fact that agricultural pe and agricultural 
land values have seriously declined in the past few years. 

It is, therefore, in order for us to ask, What has caused the 
adverse condition of agriculture in the United States?’ Here 
three general answers are given: One, demonetization of silver; 
another, the lowering of the protective tariff; and the third, to 
the inequality in the ratio of values caused by the protective tariff, 

It now becomes the duty of the citizen critic to examine these 
answers with care; the more so because the interest involved is not 
alone that of the primary industry, agriculture, but, as we have 
before seen, through it, all the other and secondary industries. 

“ That demonetization, by diminishing the volume of the money 
metals, may have caused a general decline in prices to some exten 
is admi by many able economists. That this cause shoul 
have operated in the United States most adversely on the agricul- 
tural interest is problematic. A general decline, while adverse in 
some minor directions, is not nearly so damaging and destructive 
as a special decline. And agriculture in the United States has 
suffered a special decline. 

‘*Why special? The reasons are these: Agricultural staples, 
being exports, are sold at the world’s price. The world’s price 
having declined, all these agricultural products in the United States 
have 8 declined, but manufactures were not per- 
mitted to decline by this rule; for these there is protection, 
which is but another name for bounty to the protected. How this 
protective bounty affected the free-trade prices of agricultural 
staples in the United States can be made evident by an example. 
Given a protective-tariff rate of 40 per cent when wheat is, say, $1 
per bushel on the farm. In the event the operation of protection 
caused the free-trade-selling wheat farmer to pay an average 
bounty for protection buying of 25 per cent, it would, without 
any additional raise of the protective tariff, cause him to double 
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the ratio of the protection bounty whenever the farm price of 
wheat should have fallen to 50 cents per bushel. . 

The claim that the adverse condition of agriculture was caused 
by any lowering of the protective tariff is therefore false. 

Wo may now safely conclude that the cause of the adverse 
condition was in the decline of the world's price of the staples on 
the one hand and the destructive operation of the protective tariff 
on this decline on the other. 

* What, then, is the remedy? Shallit be remonetization? Can 
remonetization remove the artificial bounty which protection af- 
fords to manufactures at the expense of the free-trade staples of 
agriculture? Certainly not. Hence it offers no remedy, so far as 
this inequality is concerned. But will not remonetization en- 
hance the world's price of the staples? This is by no means so 
certain. Cheap silver may have been one of the causes of agri- 
cultural development in the cheap land and labor countries, but 
this development is now a fact and is on the increase, and which 
remonetization ean no longer prevent or arrest. Were this de- 
velopment in countries of dear land and labor, any temporary 
alvantage removed would remove the adverse competition. But 
the facts prove the contrary; our new competitors have chea 
land and cheap labor, with ample transportation facilities, an 
have, in addition, revolutionized their mode of production by em- 
ploying our agricultural machinery. 

** Do the people of the United States realize the bearing upon 
our economic condition of this new factor? Have the leading 
journals and magazines given it consideration? Has the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture inquired into it? 

The writer of this in 1894 drew the attention of the Secretary 
of Agriculture to this matter and requested an investigation of 
the subject. A reply was received that the foreign consuls were 
too busy to spare the time for the purpose, but that the request 
would remain on file for future action. Up tothe present date no 
action has yet been taken by the Government to ascertain the 
fact. 

“ The statistics, indeed, show the exports from the United States, 
and which are about $5,000,000 a year, consisting largely of harvest- 
ers, reapers, mowers, seeders, and gang plows and cultivators. 
But this amount is insignificant when compared with the very 
much greater amount now produced by European manufacturers. 
It was the significance of this fact, observed by the writer during 
several trips to Europe, which induced him to advocate a modifica- 
tion of the protective system, in order to avert that economic dis- 
turbance which he saw must come through it. 

The result of the information in Europe on this head was re- 
peatedly submitted by the writer of this article in public addresses 
and in pamphlets. But it seems to be a difficult task to impress 
upon the mind of the people the importance and the direct bear- 
ing of this factor upon our economic condition. 

* Not alone is it difficult to make it plain to the average citizen, 
but it is likewise difficult to make it plain to our national law- 
makers, as the following illustration will show: Senate Document 
157, page 11, contains a portion of the remarks made before the 
Committee on Ways and Means of the present Congress. Atthat 
session of the committee some 25 pounds of catalogues of European 
manufacturers of agricultural machinery and modern implements 
were exhibited. The committee was informed in precise and em- 
pes terms that a new industry had grown up in Europe which 

a direct adverse effect on American agriculture; that agricul- 
turalmachinery was being manufactured in Europe, and was being 
applied in the cheapest land and labor countries of the world in the 
production of agricultural staples; that this was the main cause 
of the decline in the world's prices of agricultural staples, and was 
the cause of the adverse economic conditions in the United States. 

“The catalogues were shown as evidence, but Congressman 
DorLrivER, a member of the committee, after seeing these cata- 
logues and hearing the 5 seemed to misunderstand the 
bearing and importance of these catalogues, for he said, What is 
the objectin submitting these books?' Againthe explanation was 
made, and it is manifest from the first portion and continuation 
of the document, in the clearest manner possible. And with what 
result? Seemingly none; for neither Congressman DOLLIVER nor 
any other of the Committee on Ways and Means took any notice 
of the matter. . 

** Were they right in ignoring this evidence? We will leave the 
Po UNE to the intelligence of the reader, the American citizen 
critic. = 

That Congressman DOLLIVER and the committee were wrong is 
evident; evident from the fact that the catalogues were submitted; 
evident from the fact that this is a recognized factor in the eco- 
nomic disturbance in western and central Europe, and to which 
cause is mainly attributed the decline in the world’s prices of agri- 
cultural staples. 

To overlook the importance and bearing of this factor upon 
the adverse economic condition of the people of the United States 
by a carpenter, by an average or unenlightened citizen critic, 
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would have been excusable, but its neglect by a national law- 

maker, a Congressman, was inexcusable. Much more so was it 

by its neglect on the part of the entire Committee on Ways and 
eans. 

The time has come when the importance of this factor can no 
longer be safely ignored; when we must recognize as a factor in 
our adverse economic condition the general employment of agri- 
SE ed machinery in the cheap land and labor countries of the 
world. 

** What, then, is to be done? Can we not by some means with- 
draw these machines, and thus restore former conditions? 

Jo; this is an impossibility. On the contrary, the increase in 
the European manufacture of agricultural machinery is going on, 
andis expanding in an almost geometric ratio, over which we have 
no voice or control. 

** There is butonething that we can do, and that should be done 
promptly; as promptly as we wish to restore prosperity to all in- 
dustries. We must either entirely abolish the protective system 
or we must extend protection to the staples of agriculture in a 
form which will be as effective in enhancing its home-market price 
as protection by a tariff on imports is effective in enhancing the 
home price of manufactures. And this can only be done bya 
bounty on exports of the staples of agriculture. 

* Many objections have been raised against this, especially by 
interested protectionists, but not a single objection is valid. 

There is just as much necessity for the protection of agricul- 
ture by an export bounty as there is for that of manufactures by 
a tariff on imports. More so, in fact, for under the present eco- 
nomic conditions protection for manufactures at the expense of 
agriculture means a continuation of adverse conditions, not alone 
for agriculture directly, but for all other industries indirectly. 

The opponents of this proposition refer to it contemptuously 
as an attempt to foist a * bounty system' upon the people, in the 
meantime designating their own bounty-receiving system pro- 
tection.' 'This gives them an digne advantage, for the word 
‘protection’ is a more acceptable term than the word ‘bounty.’ 
But whatare the facts? Can any honest and Di eg political 
economist deny the fact that protection by a tariff on imports is 
really and fully as much a *bounty' as an export bounty is * pro- 
tection'? 

»The American Protective Tariff League was asked just this 
very question by several peste granges, but up to the present 
time it has significantly persis in a reticence on this subject 
wholly out of keeping with its eagerness to impart ‘literature’ on 
protection. 

“ Signs are not wanting which indicate that the people are at 
last beginning to examine into this matter with open eyes and 
willing ears. It was predicted that this proponon would only 
find favor ‘in the wild and woolly West.’ This prediction was 
wrong. The writer, on invitation, has addressed many meetings 
in the Eastern States. At every meeting a vote was taken for or 
against this proposition. While there were altogether but six 
votes against, the rest, numbering thousands, were in favor. 

** When this was seen, the sneering remark was made that only 
*hayseeds' and Eastern Populists would favor it. This also was 
an error, for the Central Labor Union of Chicago and New York 
indorsed it by a large majority. 

**Last, but by no means least, in Sar of influence, is the in- 
dorsement and cooperation of the cler en of various denomi- 
nations, fifty-two of whom in Philadelphia are pledged to promote 
this measure of equity from their pulpits. Ten of these clergymen 
have delivered sermons memorializing Congress for the adoption 


of this 3 These are in print, and may be had free of 


charge from Senator FRANK J. CANNON, under the title Senate 
Document No. 60, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session. 

“Tn conclusion, it may be said that this 8 is intended 
not merely as a means of economic equity, but like wise as a means 
of political expediency. 

There is no greater factor in the maintenance of a liberal form 
of 8 than equity, and there is no swifter road to deca: 
and anarchy than through inequity. Especially hazardous is it 
when the inequity is of a kind which, in its operation, tends to 
convert the conservative farmers of the United States into bands 
of discontented radicals. 

“A continuation of such a condition must in the end produce 
national disorders as destructive to our Republic as visitar dis- 
orders were to nations which have ceased to be. 

The time is now at hand when we must act, and in a manner 
which will be in harmony with industrial and economic equity, 
to the end that not alone shall prosperity come to iculture, 
our primary industry, but through it the prosperity of all other 
industries. 

**And this can be had by the removal from agriculture of its 
unjust and inequitable protection system, either by granting it 
protection by an export bounty or by the total abolition of tariff 
protection, " 
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“Ordinarily protectionists oppose free trade on the ground of 
closed factories, paralyzed industries, etc., which seems conclu- 
sive. In the presentation of this proposition I have always taken 


a different stand. Free trade would no doubt close down factories, 
but only fora time. Eventually the hungry workingman would 
go to work, if not at high, then at low wages. In time our factories 
would not alone supply our home needs, but would also enter the 
world’s market as an international competitor. 

„Witness the effect in the lowering of the tariff even in a lim- 
iteddegree. In 189g our exports of manufactures were $158,023,118, 
or 19.02 per cent of our entire exports, which under the operation 
of a lower tariff ually rose until in 1896 it was $228,571.178, or 
26.48 per cent. is indicates clearly what free trade would do. 
It would not close up factories; on the contrary, it would keep 
them going. Objections to free trade, therefore, on that score are 
not valid. We may go even further and safely assert that so far 
as national wealth is concerned, nothing is more calculated to aug- 
mentitthan free trade. Butis national wealth the chief end to 
be sought in our national life? Is it not rather in the further de- 
velopment of our peculiar American institutions? Are not these 
institutions of much more importance to the * of this 
3 than any mere increase of wealth? t, then, are 

ese institutions of which we speak? They are those which seek 
to maintain, perpetuate, and develop to the fullest those princi- 
ples of government which have this nation peculiar among 
the nations of the earth. : 

**Not least in beneficent results is this influence operating upon 
ihe other nations, thereby placing us in position of the teacher, 
the prophet nation of the world. 

“Ts not this position preferable as a choice rather than one of 
increased national wealth? If one or the other must be chosen, 
which shall we take? Every true and loyal American must un- 
hesitatingly answer that our stand should be for that which shall 
most conserve, develop, and perpetuate the true trend of this 
Republic—A merican liberty. 7 

“To do this we must preserve that certain measure of commer- 
cial isolation which protection makes possible. Commercial inter- 
course with foreign nations when nearly limited to the sale of 
agricultural staples is best calculated to promote commercial isola- 
tion to the desirable degree. This is so because these products, 
being sold at international prices at the world’s auction rooms, 
commonly called exchanges, offer less temptation for commercial 
or political entanglements with other nations. Notso with manu- 
factures. . 

‘*Manufactures being sold at local prices and at fluctuating 

‘ofits when having the world for a market invites local energy 
E be directed in foreign quarters, and in its endeavor to set aside 
foreign obstructions it seeks to overcome them by various means, 


chief am. which are these two: 
“ First. ough foreign alliances, treaties, and political en- 
tanglements 


4 Becondiy. Through conquests. 

It is a historic fact that foreign conquests by a commercial 
nation, as a rule, are rooted in the endeavor by merchants to find 
distant markets. This was the case with Phoenicia and Carthage 
in ancient times. Modern examples are thoseof Russia and Eng- 
land. Northern Asia was first invaded, not by Russian soldiers, 
but by Russian traders, and England's invasion of India was also 
first begun by British traders. : 

** Conquests and foreign political alliances may aid to augment 
the national wealth, but it would surely give the deathblow to 
American liberty. It would be retrogression for this nation, and 
through it to the world. Itis because we object to this that we 
object to free trade, and when we object to free trade on this 

ound it places us as protectionists on the solidest ground possi- 
Bie forthe advocacy of protection. "This declaration, once for all 
is sufficient to establish in the minds of all reasonable and logical 
people that we are not here merely masquerading (as some say) in 
the guise of protectionists, and that we are free traders in reality; 
we have shown that we are protectionists in every sense of the 
word, and have given our reasons for our stand. 

* Are we, then, inculcating and living under these principles of 
liberty which we enjoy? Are these, then, exclusively our own, not 
Shared by others? Notso. The fateshave decreed otherwise. If 
not by our own inclination, then in spite of it do the themes we 
teach become public property to all the world in the higher walks 
of life, but even greater in the lower. 

Witness the departure of a great ocean steamer to a foreign 
country. About the last thing to be done is the storing away in 
the hold of the vessel of the many mail sacks for hundreds of 
thousands of foreign homes. Millions of these annually go to the 
poor in the slums of the different foreign nations, and what a 
potent teacher these millions of letters are. Thongh written by 
fude, unlettered hands, though directed by crude, unpolished 
minds, there is yet in them an educating p of infinite gran- 
deur, enlightening, civilizing, uplifting, hing the poor of the 


world in kindergarten fashion the great object lesson of liberty. 
Such is the lesson of the United States mail bags going to foreign 
countries. 

“ Have we, then, anything to fear from foreign nations so long 
as this educator freely goes abroad, and in the spirit in which-it 
does? Certainly not, so long as these very letters tend to paralyze 
any effort of the foreign soldiers which may be directed against 
us, and so long as these soldiers have been converted by eur prin- 
Pipe and to our principles of liberty; converted to a degree 
which makes the Stars and Stripes a holier and grander emblem 
= sie mind's eye of the foreign soldier than the flag of his father- 

and. 

** Let it be conceded that the mission of this Republic is a sacred 
one, not alone to be a light to itself, but to be a lamp for the whole 
earth. Letit be conceded that it is the peculiar mission of this 
people how to gain, maintain, and perpetuate liberty. And it 
must be conceded that this may be best attained by commercial 
isolation, and when we so declare we have declared in most em- 

hatic terms, in terms irrefutable, that we are protectionists. 

ut no sooner have we made this declaration clear then we wish 
this to be connected with one more proposition, which we shall 
make equally clear; and that is, protection shall be not alone for 
manufactures, but also for agriculture. It shall be effective for 
agriculture as it now is for manufacture. It shall not be a reality 
for one and a seeming reality for the other. It shall be actually 
real for both. It must be actually real for both, for unless it be 
we can have no liberty, for liberty is first of all justice, and there 
is no liberty where there is injustice. 

Within the past few years the question of the annexation of 
foreign lands has been submitted and rejected. Samoa, the Sand- 
wich Islands, Lower California, and Cuba have been more or less 
promuenny. beforethe American people for annexation, and have 

n rejected. Would these lands have been rejected under free 
trade? In all probabilities, no. For free trade would make of us 
eager seekers of foreign markets and cause us to follow closel 
in the footsteps of Great Britain, and in time we would lose 
relish for our peculiar institutions in the eager chase after foreign 
markets and in the acquisition of foreign territory. 

“Under free trade commercialism would devour quocum, 
and in the end would itself be devoured by anarchy. e getting 
of free trade as a means of supremacy would be equivalent to the 
sale of our birthright for a mess of pottage. To preserve the Re- 
public, and the spirit for which it stands, we must maintain com- 
mercial relations with foreign countries as they now are, and 
this would not be the case under free trade, 

"Some may criticise this asa farmer's cry. And does not the 
farmer M pad some attention? Must all our energies and efforts 
be directed in the interests of manufactures and to the exclusion 
of the just claims of agriculture? Would such a policy be in the 
best interests of the Republic? 

“But let us not be misunderstood. We are not seeking to obtain 
any special advantage or privilege for agriculture. We are con- 
sistent protectionists, and we ask for the adoption of a plan which 
when adopted will as effectually enhance the home market prices 
of agriculture as protection by a tariff on imports now enhances 
the home market price of manufactures by the exclusion of the 
cheaper foreign price. 

‘To do this would be no injustice to manufacture, nor would 
it be conferring a special privilege on agriculture. It would 
simply give the same privilege to agriculture that is now and has 
been enjoyed by manufacture. 

To do less would be class legislation pure and simple. Who 
can deny it? Can we, then, justly have class legislation? No; not 
Ju. and the time has come when we may not even have it 
unjustly, 

“And what is to prevent it? A new economie world condition! 
A condition which we can not and dare not ignore, unless we in- 
vite destruction. A condition as permanent as progress and as 
exacting as time. It is here to stay, and we must meet it. 

“ What, then, is this new economic world condition? 

„It is this: In the past we were the almost exclusive users of 
agricultural machinery. This gave us a world advantage in the 
production and profitable disposition of agricultural staples. This 
advantage is now gone, never to be regained. 

“Agricultural machinery is now being introduced into the 
cheapest land and labor countries of the world. The United States 
Statistics show that we export $5,000,000 a year of these machines 
to foreign countries. But this is insignificant when compared 
with the much greater amount now manufactured in Europe, as 
these catalogues will show, 

“All this was submitted to the Ways and Means Committee of 
this present Congress, as is evidenced in the eg report of the 
tariff 5 But what cognizance did the Committee on 
Ways and Means take of this matter? Can anyone tell? Cer- 

inly. They ignored it. Why did they ignore it? Was it be- 
cause it was irrelevant or untrue? 
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“That it is not irrelevant is evident, because even the dullest 
mind can comprehend that the employment of agricultural ma- 
chinery is a potent factor in the production of agricultural staples. 

„That it is true is evident, use it is true that we export 
$5,000,000 worth of icultural machinery a year, which fact is 
verified by the United States statistics. It is also evident that it 
is true from the fact that we submit here the catalogues of the 
European manufacturers of and dealers in these agricultural ma- 
chines. Hereareillustrations of combined harvesters, self-binders, 
mowers, reapers, seeders, cultivators, gang plows, engines, pumps 
everything which we have, and of which we until recent times were 
the almost exclusive users. (Here see page 3, Senate Document No. 
157.) It is evident, therefore, that the facts submitted to the Ways 
and Means Committee were relevant and true. 

Being both relevant and true, it is important. Being so, it 
becomes the solemn duty of the Senate to consider it. And it 
devolves upon this Senate not merely to assent to the fact, but 
likewise to point outa method of modification of the adverse state 
which the new economic world condition has brought about.” 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment by 
inserting after the word ‘ tobacco,” in line 15: 

Provided, Such export bounties shall be paid only on such of the products 


named above as shall be e ted in American built in the United 
States and € documented in the custom-houses under the navigation laws 
of the United States. 


Mr. PERKINS. The amendmént is self-explanatory, While 
we all admit that the agricultural interests of our country are 
greatly depressed, the same can be said about our marine com- 
merce. Surely if agriculture is the mother of other industries, 
commerce is her handmaiden, and there is no reason why, if we 
are to pay bounties, they should be given to foreign-built 
vessels, v: built inothercountries, and operated and manned 
«by foreigners, and paying their taxes to other governments. 
Therefore if we are to help the great agriculturists of our country, 
let us at the same time extend a helping hand to the commerce of 
our country. The country that builds ships owns those ships, 
VVV 

ill not ate by enlarging upon this proposition, 
which in tia tants was so ably dwelt upon at length by the dis- 
tinguished Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] when he 
advocated in his speech discriminating duties upon imports. The 
same arguments, the same line of reasoning, apply to exports from 
our country. To-day we are paying out to foreign-built vessels 
more than $150,000,000 annually for the carriage of freight exported 
from this country and the transportation of people who are trav- 
eling. Let us, therefore, at the same time that we extend this 
helping hand to the agrieulturists, extend our other hand to the 
commerce of our country. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to submit a proposition to the Senator 
from California as to which perhaps we may allagree. Ihave a 
very strong feeling in favor of the shipping interest of the United 
States, not only that it shall be maintained, but built up, so far as 

ible, by the extension of just governmental aid. If this shall 
me a partof the amendment, will the Senator vote for the 
amendment then? 

_Mr. PERKINS. Iam prepared to vote for the amendment pro- 
vided the amendment to the amendment which I have proposed 
is adopted by the Senate. I believe then that whatever is given 
in the way of a subsidy or subvention will be given to our own 
people, and that we will build ships to transport the products of 
our soil, and thatZour own people will be the best market in the 
world for the uct of the farmer. 

Mr. BACON. I desire that the amendment of the Senator from 
California to the amendment may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was again read. 

Mr. CANNON. If this informal way of holding a caucus does 
not offend against the dignity of the Senate, I should like to pro- 
pound another inquiry to the Senator from California. Will it 
not be erg ipid to him to have his amendment enlarged so that 
there shall be maintained upon the export of agricultural staples 
the precise figures given in the original amendment, and an addi- 
tional export bounty of exacily the amount upon all export 
staples sent abroad in American vessels? If the Senator from 

ornia is desirous of benefiting both of these great industries, 
let us have the proposition so segregated and so simplified that 
each particular industry or interest will know the exact amount 
of governmental aid extended to it, 

Mr. CHILTON, Will the Senator from Utah permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 


Mr. CHILTON. I desire toask the Senator if he does not think 
there ought to be a bounty also to the railroads that transport the 
goods to the sea’ ? 

Poor ANNON. I think the railroads have already had their 
unty. 

per: TILLMAN. If not, they have the pooling bill here ready 
get it. 

Mr. CANNON. So far as I am concerned, if the Senator from 
California will agree to the proposition which I advance—— 

Mr. CHILTON. I did not hear the observation of the Senator 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I said if the railroads have not a bounty, it is 
ce rer to give it to them in the pooling bill. 

MU ORE I agree with the Senator from South Carolina 
on ^ a 

Everybody understands t position on the pooling bill. Ihave 
been contesting itstrenuously. While Iam on the floor, I willsay 
that, individually, of course I do not wish to give the railroads a 
bounty for the transportation of freight, and my suggestion on 
that point was merely in the line of demonstrating the impracti- 
cability of applying the amendment. 

Mr. CAN NON . My reading of history on this subject has not 
brought me to the view that it is impracticable to pay a bounty 
upon domestic exports sent in American vessels, but such exami- 
nation as I have been able to give the subject has demonstrated to 
me and convinced me that we should separate absolutely the two 
bounties. I submit my popolon tothe Senator from Califor- 
nia, and hope that he reply affirmatively, that we may have 
amodified or enlarged amendment which we can both support. 
I yield for the answer. 

Mr. PERKINS. The amendment geoposed by my friend the 
Senator from Utah is so simple that he who runs may read. It 
proposes to pay so many cents a pound as an export duty upon 
wheat, cotton, tobacco, and other articles enumerated; and I am 
prepared to vote with him upon his proposition provided he will 
confine it to American vessels, vessels built in the United States 
flying the American flag, and documented in the custom-houses of 
our country. i 

Mr. Will the Senator from California permit me? 
Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. What is there to prohibit American-built ves- 
sels, under the amendment pro by the Senator from Califor- 
nia, from absorbing all the benefits of the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Utah, and taking the bounty which the farmer himself 
should receive? : 

Mr. CANNON. If the Senator from California will allow me 
to interpose here, I will state that my proposition to that Senator 


was to guard against any a tion of the farmers' bounty by 
shipowners, and to give to the shipowner a sufficient bounty to 
ee Senator and his friends in e the ori 
amendment on the floor. I submit this distinct proposition to 
the Senator from California: That we shall amend the amend- 
3 ach ty ip gare a 9 which shall give "s 3 
exp unty of 50 per cent of the original proposition upon 
staples sent from the United States in 3 vessels. 

. PERKINS. Inasmuch as the expenditures of our Govern- 
ment for the last four years have exceeded its receipts by about 
$40,000,000 per annum and we have increased our national indebt- 
edness $262,000,000, I think we should stop and see what will be 
therevenueto be derived from the bill under consideration, whether 
it wil pay the running expenses of our Government, and then 
after we have demonstrated that fact, two years later, we can per- 
2 afford to be more liberal to the commerce of our country. 

the meantime; T om hands with my friend in supporting his 
amendment if he will join hands with me by saying, We will 
not give this export bounty to foreign vessels; we are paying quite 
enough to them to-day." 

Mr. ALLEN. With the ission of the Senator from Utah, 
I call the attention of the distinguished Senator from California 
to the fact that the author of this bill, whose name it bears, has 
said that it will uce $125,000,000 surplus revenue a year. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the Senator from Nebraska not pur- 
sue that line of argument for the moment, because my friend the 
Senator from California and I are going to get together on this 
proposition if he means what he says and any justice at all will 
answer the requirement of the shipowner. 

It would be unfair to the Treasury of the United States to grant 
any additional bounty to that proposed, Will the Senator from 
California vote for the p tion as it stands if we take down 20 
per centof the bounty proposed for the farmer in the original 
amendment and give it to the American shipowner? I will agree 
with him if he will consent to that, that we shall modify the 
whole proposition as it now stands before the Senate, my amend- 
ment and his amendment thereto, so that there shall be paid on 
allexports of staples of the United States from any port of this 
country to any foreign port 80 per cent of the bounty proposed in 
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the original amendment, but if shipped in American vessels there 

shall be added thereto the remaining 20 per cent; and I take it the 

Senator from California would not contend that more than 20 per 

ee of this bounty, ostensibly for the farmer, should go to the 
wner. 

Mr. PERKINS. My friend presents a mathematical proposi- 
tion which I presume we could all solve if we took the time. The 
shipowner es nothing directly by this plan. The shipowner 
receives no subsidy, no subvention. The shipowner and ship- 
builder are contributing money to pay the bounty to the farmer. 
Isimply ask and pro in my amendment to the amendment 
that this bounty, which the mechanics, the laboring man, the 
farmer will pay, shall not be given to the foreign shipowner. It 
is to me the simplest proposition imaginable, and if my friend the 
Senator from Utah accepts my amendment, he gets one vote for 
his amendment as amended. 

: Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator from Utah allow me to 
make as tion? , 

Mr. C. ON. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. As I understand the amendment offered 
by the Senator from California,it would take $4,500,000 out of the 

An amount equal to 50 per cent of the bounty given 
the American farmer would give to the shipowner $25,000,000. 
It seems to me that the Senator from Utah will get the worst of 
the trade, for if the amendment offered by the Senator from Cali- 
fornia is not adopted, he will not vote for the amendment of the 
Senator from Utah. Therefore the Senator from Utah is trading 
with the Senator from California to receive nothing in return, as 
"x oe of the Senator from California is sure not to be 
adopted. 

r. PERKINS. It ought to be. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ido hope, if the Senator from Utah will per- 
mit me, that he will not belittlethis question by any trafficking of 
that kind. Let it stand on its broad merits— 9,000,000 farmers 
and only about 100,000 men engaged in transportation on the sea. 
We do not want to traffic away the rights of the 9,000,000 with 
those fellows. I do not say that in any invidious sense. 

Mr. CANNON. The distinguished Senator from South Caro- 
lina has demonstrated to us to-day that this is all a traffic. Un- 
seemly as this traffic may be on the floor of the Senate, there 
are some of us who unfortunately have no other way of caucusing 
with those who think partly as we do; and I am compelled to have 
my personal conference with the Senator from California upon 
the floor of the Senate. 

The Senator from California will not, I think, escape the logic 
of this proposition. If the American farmer may ship his staple 
surplus to any country of the world where there exists a market, 
in any vessel flying any flag, he will receive an enhancement of 

rice equal to that bounty. I donotthink the Senator from Cali- 
Monts will contend against that declaration. If, on the other 
hand, the farmer of the United States, the producer of export sta- 
ples, is required, before he can have any benefit of this bounty, to 
ship his wheat or cotton or corn or tobacco in ships flying the 
American flag, it is sony adding to the burden of protection 
which he must carry in behalf of other interests than his own. 
He will get no benefit from it for years to come. We will build 
up a great merchant marine, perhaps, in the United States for the 
United States, as one was built up for Great Britain under her 

bounty law, but I call the attention of the Senator from 
ifornia to the fact that the grons origin of this proposition of 
the shipmasters of the United States was in England, where the 
Ore bounty law was passed purely for the benefit of the ship- 
owners, to build up a merchant marine and not for the benefit of 


agriculture. 

I do not believe, under circumstances which would be created 
by the adoption of the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from California, the farmer, in whose behalf this appeal has been 
made, would receive the benefit intended by the original amend- 
ment, but I am willing, although the proposition may be de- 
nominated as trafficking, to come to some arrangement with the 
Senator from California. Surely, with his intimate knowledge of 
the needs of agriculture and his great experience with shipping, 
he can decide what proportion of a pro bounty of this char- 
acter ought to go and would to the American shipmaster. 
Either American shipping would receive an additional benefit in 
the rates to be paid for transportation, or else there is no object 
in the amendment pro d by the Senator from California. 

Once more I renew the request. If 20 per cent of the entire 
bounty is not satisfactory to the shipowners of America, if that 
will not be sufficient to build upour merchant marine, then I will 
make it 25 per cent. I shall be willing, sir, in order to obtain the 
votes of the Senator from California and his friends upon the 
floor, to consent that 75 per cent of the original proposed bounty 
on agricultural export staples shall be a bounty absolutely to the 
2 of the staples, and that 25 per cent of it shall be added 

the exports be sent abroad in American ships. The 25 per cent 


will go directly to the shipping interests of America, and the 75 
per cent will go directly to the agricultural interests. We will 
accomplish this great object, and we will know the exact amount 
of governmental aid extended to the two great interests. I ask 
the Senator from California if he will consent to that arrange- 
ment, and will then vote for the measure? 

Mr.PERKINS. Only one word in reply. My friend insists 
upon placing me in a false light. I am asking nothing in the 
shape of a subsidy for American ships. I am asking nosubvention 
and noaid. Isimply say that this aid to be given by our people 
to the farmer in the form of a subsidy shall not be granted unless 
he ships in American vessels. I care not to modify my amend- 
ment. If the Senator does not accept it, it shows that he is in 
favor of one interest in the country and does not favor the other, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Willthe Senator from Utah allow me? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. ` 

Mr. TILLMAN. Icall the attention of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia to the difference between the American shipowner and the 
American farmer. There are no taxes on the shipowner. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The tariff does not fall on him, 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But the farmers are to-day being stripped of 
their hard earnings on everything they buy by reason of the tariff 
protection given to thé manufacturers, and we are trying simply 
to get compensation or equality or equity. 

r. CANNON. The question can not remain justly in the at- 
titude in which it was placed by the last remark of the Senator 
from California, who says that if I do not accept his amendment 
I demonstrate thereby that I amin favor of one interest as against 
another. I do not desire to be offensive to the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, but surely his remark reflects more seriously upon him 
than upon me. e says he is willing to vote for the export bounty, 
notwit nding the great burden which it will lay upon the 
Treasury of the United States, if only the shipping interests are 
taken care of, and if the shipping interests can not havea bounty, 
Iam left to infer that he will not vote for the amendment, nor 
will he vote for it if I make the proposition now that the shipping 
interests shall be insured 25 per cent of the bounty. 

Mr. President, I am in favor of treating all classes of American 
citizens alike under this bill, and that is the reason why I proposed 
this export bounty. I will not accept the amendment under the 
circumstances, will leave this question in its present simple 
attitude, so far as I am concerned, to be fought out before the 
woe of the United States if it shall fail in Con , 88 

oubtless it will. I would not consent to have the amendment to 
the amendment added in its present form. The farmer already 
has too much dealing with the complication of tariff bills, and he 
would never know whether he was to receive—and I doubt very 
much whether he would ever know that he had received—any of 
the export bounty if I were to accept the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from California. . 

'Therefore I shall resist it, and I trust that all those who favor 
the proposition of an export bounty in behalf of the farmer will 
vote against the amendment to the amendment, and not only that, 
but that all those people who do not believe in granting subsidies 
and subventions to the shipping interests will vote against it. 
The Senator from California will have popor anity on many occa- 
sions to present his proposition. What I have said is notin an- 
nx necessarily to the shipping interests of the United States, 

r. PERKINS. It is evident that the friends of the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Utah do not look with favor 
upon shipping the product of our farms in American ships, but 
by implication would rather give it to foreign countries. The 
Japanese Government to-day is paying a larger subsidy to its line 
of steamers plying the Pacific Ocean than was ever given to an 
steamship line before with vessels of the same tonnage an 
capacity. The Japanese operate their ships for from 40 to 50 per 
cent less than we Americans operate our vessels. But enough of 
this. Asthe friends of the amendment do not seem disposed to 
accept the amendment to the amendment, indeed, they say they 
will resist it, I withdraw it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment to the amendment 
is withdrawn. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Utah how 
he proposes to get the 10 cents a bushel on wheat, 50 cents a bar- 
rel on wheat flour, and so on,into the hands of the farmer. I 
observe here that it is to be paid to the exporter of the articles, 
that is, the person who is engaged in the export trade, I presume. 
Is there any assurance that the bounty, which will come out of 
the taxes of the people to go to the farmers, will not be waylaid, so 
to speak, by the exporter, and, after all, the honest farmer be de- 
prived of what bel to him under it? 

Mr. CANNON. r. President, there is the assurance of expe- 


rience and common sense that the farmer will receive this bounty; 
and yet there is no absolute assurance that anything which is on 
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its way to the farmer for his benefit will not be waylaid some- 
where and captured by brigandage. Many things have started 
toward the farmer that never arrived, and it is barely possible 
that under some manifestation of cunning, which I can not now 
conceive, some one else would get this; but as some one else gets 
everything else anyhow, and he will only be retaining that which 
hehas already, let us make the ancy to reach the farmer with it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I suggest to the Senator, with his permission, 

that the guaranty to the farmer here is equally as good as the 
aranty to the laborer that he will get the. benefit of tariff taxa- 
ion. Is it not? 

Mr. CANNON. It is even better, because we have had demon- 
strated to us that the laborer does not get the benefit in the other 
case. We may have a doubt as to the extent, but the weight of 
the ar ent is on my side in the comparison of the two cases. 
There is not any doubt in the other case. That has gone into the 
past. We know that the laborer in many cases did not receive 
the benefit of protection. 

Mr. LINDSAY. With the permission of the Senator, I will ask 
him what he has to say in answer to the intimation of the Senator 
from California [Mr. PERKINS], that it is only a question between 
the foreign shipowner and the American shipowner as to which 
will get the benefit of this bounty? 

Mr.CANNON. Ithought that the Senator from California was 
alittle unfair in intimating that the friends of this amendment had 
given inferential approval to the idea of shipping these American 

roductsinforeign vessels rather than in American vessels. There 
isno such idea; and there can not be maintained here or elsewhere 
a declaration that the foreign shipmaster would receive this 
bounty in lieu of the American shipmaster if we had free access 
toaship flying any flag in any port of the United States with which 
to send out these exports. 

But I call the attention of the Senator from California to one 
weak point, to which I had not intended to allude had it not been 
'for the remark of the Senator from Kentucky. The moment the 
Senator from California says that with free trade in the shipment 
of these exports the foreign shipowner will get the bounty, just 
that moment he proves that if his amendment were adopted the 
domestic shipowner would get every cent of it. He disproved his 
own case, e only proper thing to do, after making that admis- 
sion, by which he gave his case away, was to withdraw the plea. 

Mr. PERKINS. Admitting the statement of the Senator from 
Utah to be true, it would be the people of the United States who 
were receiving the money instead of the people of Japan, England, 
and other foreign countries. The money would be in our own 
country, among our own people. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from California permit a ques- 
tion, with the permission of the Senator from Utah? Is it not 
true and has it not been announced repeatedly in this Chamber 
that 90 per cent of the men who are manning our ships are for- 
eigners, and therefore the ar; ent that is usually used by pro- 
tectionists does not apply to the seamen? 

Mr. PERKINS. I think the Senator from Nebraska is mis- 
taken. That applied to only one line of vessels plying upon the 
Atlantic. 1t is not true that there are 90 per cent of foreigners in 
our vessels. In the coasting trade of the United States 90 per 
cent are American citizens, and as to those engaged in the foreign 
trade, no one can have a license as an officer of a vessel unless he 
is an American citizen. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am talking about the foreign trade and the 
men who are to get the benefit of this bounty, as the Senator pro- 


Mr. PERKINS. It would be sailing ships principally, and we 
would build up a great shipping industry in our State. We voted 
the other day to place a $2 duty upon lumber. My friend from 
South Carolina thought we would buy the pitch pine from the 
Carolinas and put it into our vessels, and our mechanics would be 
working and patronizing thefarmer and using the product of the 


soil. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand all that. 

Mr. PBRKINS. No one industry in this country can be pro- 
tected without kindred interests being benefited thereby. 

Mr. ALLEN. WhatI call the attention of the Senator from 
California to (and I hope he will not run away from the point or 
amplify it by argument) is to the fact that the large majority of 
seamen who man the American vessels carrying the foreign trade 
are of foreign birth and owe allegiance to some other country—— 

Mr. PERKINS. Ithink that applies only to the American line 
of VERI lying between New York and Great Britain. 

Mr. ALL N. And so much has that been the case that we have 
been compelled to take foreigners into our Navy. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think that on all other American ships, and 
Ispeak advisedly as to the coasting trade, 90 per cent of them are 
American citizens. 

Mr. ALLEN. But the coasting trade is not at all affected by 


this bounty. 
XXX——103 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator allow me? 
Mr. STEWART. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah is entitled to 


the floor. Does he yield further? 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART] for an inquiry. - 

Mr. STEWART. I want to make an observation. I want to 
set the reen emnon right. 

Mr. CANNON. ield for an observation, then. 

Mr. STEWART. Iwill make an observation to set them right. 
It is proposed to mix up another question with the amendment 
under consideration, and that is the shipping interests. Iam in 
favor of reaching that, but the direct way to do it is to do it gen- 
erally and to do it as it was done by the first act of Congress, by 
a less duty on articles brought in American ships, and make it 
apply all around. Such a provision belongs to the whole tariff 
system. But do not make an exception here and attempt to hitch 
it on this particular branch. It ought to be made to apply to the 
whole measure if we are going to do anything with it. 

'Then one word as to the absurdity of the claim that some one 
else would get the bounty and not the farmer. It will be so much 
paid on wheat, and the farmer will understand that there is so 
much more on his wheat, and he will not be likely to sell it with- 
out taking that fact into consideration. If wheat is worth 50 
cents a bushel, he will look out for that 50 cents. If thereisa 
bounty on it, making it 55 or 60 cents, he will look after that. He 
can look after one part of it as well as the other. - 

Mr. TILLMAN. Willthe Senator from Utah allow me a word? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I call the attention of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia tothe fact that the poverty of the American shipping inter- 
est, the diminutiveness of it, the isgraceful condition, so to speak, 
in which it now exists, was emphasized the other day by the fact 
that when we wanted to send a shipload of corn, wheat, and 
other charitable contributions to the starving people of India 
we did not have an American vessel carrying the American flag 
which could transport it. Your proposition amounts to this, that 
you must wait five, ten, or twenty years until a certain lot of 
capitalists, who are now wealthy and have grown wealthy by all 
the stealings which they have gotten from the farmers, shall go 
into another industry and build up a carrying trade to transport 
the product before any benefit is to be derived from a bounty. 

Mr. PERKINS. I simply want to correct the history of my 
friend. The City of Everett sailed from San Francisco, carrying 
some 3,000 tons of wheat and other cereals to the people of India, 
which were contributed by the charitable people of this country. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am only speaking of the resolution which 
passed the Senate. You donot deny the authenticity of it? Now, 
another word. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from South Carolina allow 
me a word? 

i ay TILLMAN. Certainly; but this is a crisscross kind of a 
ebate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It has some reference to the remark of the 
Senator. As almost everything has been discussed in this debate, 
I want to state to the Senate that the ship which we authorized to 
be employed in New York to take the New York contributions 
to India is not to be hired. The money is to be saved. The grain 
that has been contributed is to be sold in New York, and the 
money has already been sent by telegraphic transfer to India. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Do they eat money in India? 

Mr. CHANDLER, This is a slight contribution of mine to the 
donate, and it is quite as pertinent as many things that have been 


said. : 
Mr. TILLMAN, One more word in answer to the question of the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. He asks you what assur- 
ance you haveor how you would go about proving that the farmer 
would get the benefit of this bounty? I am going to tell you a 
very simple fact that he will acknowledge, and which will dem- 
onstrate that you can not keep the farmer from getting it. This 
is the reason: There can not be two prices of wheat upon the 
market; you can not have a price for export and a price for home 
consumption. The amount that will be pee for wheat in the 
market will depend upon the amount of the bounty. After the 
esport price has been fixed in Europe, then that plus the bount; 
will be the domestic price; and it will be 10 cents more a bush 
here minus the transportation charge. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah will proceed. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, I have been holding the floor 
purely for the purpose of answering the Senator from Delaware, 
if I were able, and I was only led into a slight digression because 
of his use of the word “ waylaid,” which struck me as being a 
matter for very grave consideration at this time, in view of the 
fact that here was a very grave avowal of an attempt absolutely 
to waylay and completely to confiscate the whole of the bounty. 
Ileave the question of the shipping interest entirely upon the 
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final admission of the Senator from California, who admitsthe| Mr. GALLINGER. I vote “nay.” 

logic of my contention as deduced from his remarks and his prop- Mr. TILLMAN. I vote “yea.” 3 
osition. Mr. CHANDLER (after having voted in the negative). Iam 


'The Senator from Delaware doubtless will admit it to be a fact 


that when we send abroad wheat or cotton to be sold at the world's. 


market price, the exporter, by this bounty, if the amendment shall 
become a part of the law, will receive from the Treasury of the 
United States the amount of money specified in the amendment. 
I do not mean now necessarily that the farmer will receive it, but 
in order to assert an indisputable proposition I maintain, and ask 
the Senator from Delaware if it be not correct, that the exporter 
of an American staple, if the amendment shall become a part of 
the law, will receive for that staple the world's market price plus 
m amount which he draws out of the Treasury of the United 
tates. 

If it were possible, and I do not admit that it would be, for the 
exporters of our agricultural staple, as contradistinguished from 
the producers of our 5 sepie which goes abroad, to 
waylay every dollar of the bounty and confiscate it to their own 
use and their own aggrandizement, still the farmer would receive 
all the enhancement of price within the domestic market, which 
is very much larger than that abroad, bécause the men who deal 
in wheat and the men who deal in cotton or the other staples 
would not allow an ounce of. any one of the commodities to be 
sold in the American market except at the international price 
plus the bounty. They certainly would not sell it at one cent less 
than they could get, and as by exporting they could get the world's 
price plus the Government bounty, those things would be sold in 
the domestic market at the international price plus the Govern- 
ment bounty. 

The quotations of wheat, therefore, in Chicago, which govern 
the prices to the commission houses in the agricultural districts, 
the quotations of cotton on the New York exchange, which govern 
the prices in the Southern commission houses, would regulate the 

ice which the farmer and planter would receive for his products. 

do not think it possible, under any circumstances, that any con- 
siderable portion of this bounty shall be waylaid unless under 
some more mysterious form, unless some other proposition of 
brigandage shall be introduced here which we can not expose so 
8 as the one recently offered and just withdrawn. 

Mr. GRAY. I am as loath as anyone to continue this debate, 
and I will say only a word in answer to what the Senator from 
Utah has just stated. An ounce of experience is worth a good 
deal of theory to the pound.  UnlessI have been misinformed, the 
whole effect of the export bounty on sugar given by European 
governments for the export of beet sugar goes to the exporters 
and not to the farmers and producer ns. j 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Utah [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CHANDLER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. Iam informed 
that he would vote “nay” if present. I will therefore vote. I 
vote ** nay." 

Mr. TILLMAN (when Mr. McLavrin’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. McLavrin] is absent, and is paired with the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina pe PRITCHARD]. My colleague au- 
thorized me to state that if he were here, he would vote ** yea." 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was oa r Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLAURIN]. 
If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). I havea standing 

ir with the senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. Not 

owing how he would vote, I will withhold my vote. 

Mr. T when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. I do not know how 
he would vote. If he were present, I should vote ** yea." 

Mr. WARREN (when his name wascalled). Iam paired 
the junior Senator from W. n [Mr. TURNER]. 
i ow that Senator would vote if present, I withhold my vote. 
* 3 WILSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. Iam not advised how he 
would vote on this A ceri but I think he would vote “nay.” 
However, I will withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I inquire if the senior Senator from Texas 
[Mr. Mints] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam paired with that Senator. I suggest 
to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] that the - 
ator from Nebraska . THURSTON] may stand paired with the 
— Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], so as to enable us both 

vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Allright, sir. 


informed that if the senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER 
were present he would vote yea.“ Therefore I will pair wi 
him, and withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 10, nays 59; as follows: 


YEAS—10. 
Allen, Harris, Kans. Petti Tillman. 
Butler, Heitfeld, E : 
Caunon, Mantle. Stewart, 
NAYS—59. 
Allison, Elkins, Kyle. tt 
Bacon, Fairbanks, 2 ^ latt, 
Baker, Faulkner, McBride, Platt, N. Y. 
Bate, Foraker, McEnery, octor, 
Berry, e, Mc uay. 
Burrows, linger, Mallory, wlins, 
Caffery, : Martin, Sewell, 
Carter, Gray, ason, Smith, 
Chilton; 8. Mitchell, 8 95 
Clark, Morgan, T ie, 
Clay, Harris, Tenn. Morrill, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Murphy, Walthall, 
8 Jones, Ark Be Wet 
ones, Ar mrose, 
Deboe, Kenney, Perkins, oe 
NOT VOTING—20. 
Aldrich, Hansbrough, Pasco, Turner, 
Chandler, Jones, Nev. Pritchard, Warren, 
Daniel, Lodge, Shoup, 
George, McLaurin, eller. Wilson, 
Gorman, Mills, Tharston, Wolcott. 


So Mr. CANnNon’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. In accordance with the understanding day be- 
fore yesterday, I ask that we now return to the sugar schedule 
Schedule E. ; s 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read. 

The SECRETARY. Schedule E.—Sugar, molasses, and manufac- 
turesof. The Committee on Finance reporttostrike out paragraph 
206, in the following words: i 


206. Sugars not above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, tank bottoms, sirups 
of cane juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete and concentrated mo- 
lasses, hector rt A the polariscope not above 75 degrees, 1 cent per pound, and 

tio: egree shown by the test three un- 
fractions of & degree in r- 


for every ad nal 
dredths of 1 cent per pound additional, 
tion; and on sugar above No. 18 Dutch standard in color, and on sugar 
which has gone through a process of refining, I cent and eight hundred and 
seventy-five one-thousandths of 1 cent pw pound; molasses testing above 40 
degrees and not above 56 degrees, 3 cents per gallon; testing 55 d 
above, 6 cents per gallon; sugar and sugar awonpttizs be sub- 
ject to duty as molasses or sugar, as the case may be, according to polari- 
scopic test; tank bottoms, sirups, cane juice or beet juice, melada, 
b ores tg 1 and . er An eer e mo — "e product 
any country w. pays, directly or 3 on t export 
thereof, whether imported directly and in condition as 8 rom. 
or otherwise, shall pay, in addition to the 8 sosy equal to such 
bounty, or so much thereof as may be in excess of any tax ected by such 
country upon such exported artic 
was produced: i That nothi 
as to abrogate or in any manner im 5 ty 
of commercial n coucluded between the United States and the —— 
of the Hawaiian ds on the 30th ay of January. 1875, or the provisions 
any act of Congress heretofore passed for the execution of the same. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


206. Sugars notabove No. 16 Dutch standard in color, tank bottoms, sirupa 
of cane juice and of beet juice, melada, concentrated me! concrete and 
concentrated molasses testing by the polariscope above 87 and not above 88 
degrees, seventy-nine hundredths of 1 cent per pound, and for every additional 
dogres shown by the polariscopic test, two hundredths of 1 M pound, 
peers pero? 5 5 vy soe of FONS. d six 

or. ani a one thr a oi „one an - 
teen hundredths of one cont. ne rye said appar p red therobo, on all the 
foregoing, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Su, not above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, tank bottoms, sirnps of 
cane juice and beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete and con- 
centrated molasses g by the polariscope not more than 87 degrees, 75 

er cent ad valorem. Molasses testing above 40 and not more than 56 degrees, 
5 per gallon; testing 56 degrees and not above 70 degrees, 8 cents per 
ion. 
T Masc paronia abroad, imported and erected in an besf.sugar fac- 
tory and n. aser in the production of sugar in the United States from 
beets produced therein within two years from the Ist day of July, 1897, shall 
be admitted free of duty under such Secretary of the 
Treasury may prescribe. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President—— ' 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from South Dakota allow me? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish simply to make an announcement 
very briefly. 

At the end of line 15, on page 66—that is, at the end of the sugar 
Schedule—I shall offer and ask to have considered the amend- 
ment which has already been presented, providing that all articles 
» vins 5 are a subject c a trust shall Aapa free 
of duty. Isimply wish to give that notice now at the beginning 
of the consideration of the schedule. 

Mr. ALLISON. In accordance with the notice given a day or 


ns as the 


1897. 
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two since, I ask that the Senate may vote negatively or that the 
committee may be permitted to withdraw its arae cael rom 
e 


in italics, on line 20, on page 64, and ending 
20, on 65, and originally proposed as a substitute for para- 
h 


e VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the with- 
drawal of the amendment proposed by the committee as a substi- 
tute for h 206, and the offering of a new one? 

Mr. J ONES of Arkansas. There is no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. That can be done by unanimous consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No objection being made, the amend- 
ment of the committee is withdrawn. The committee proposes an 
amendment to the paragraph, which will be read. 

TheSECRETARY. The Committeeon Finance on page 63, 
line 22, paragraph 206, to strike out ** eight hundred and seventy- 
five one-thousandths " and insert ** ninety-five one-hundredths;" so 
as to make the paragraph read: 


206. Sugars not above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, tank bottoms, sirups 
of cane juice, iem concentrated ＋ e . m ^e 
lasses, testin e polariscope not above cent per pound, an 

ditional deren shown test, one hun- 


which has gone thr: a of , 1 cent and ninety-five one-hun- 
dredths of 1 cent per ; molasses testing above 40 degrees and not above 
egrees, 3 cents per ; testing 55 di 


or affeet the 
between the 


ore 


Mr. ALLISON. Before we proceed to consider that amend- 
ment, I desire to say that, on page 64, after the word “ test,” in 
line 3, down to and including the word ** produced," in line 12, the 
committee recommend that these lines be stricken from the bill, 
the same paragraph in substance being inserted on 195, sec- 
tion 3, making this countervailing duty apply to articles in- 
stead of to this article alone. I ask that that may be done. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator from Iowa propose 
to take that amendment up now? I prefer that it should be passed 
over. I should like an opportunity to examine it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. I also desire to give notice that I 
shall ask at a later period in the consideration of the bill that the 


last proviso, begi in line 12, on page 64, be over and 
not considered at this time, that being the question relating to 
Hawaiian sugar. 


I desire to say in this connection, that although it has often 
been repeated that the Committee on Finance, or a majority of 
the committee, recommended that a duty should be imposed upon 
Hawaiian sugar by the operation of this bill, the committee never 
made such a declaration and never had such a purpose. That 
question was not considered by the committee to the extent of 
proposing a provision, intending that, when reported, it should be 

over until the matter should be fully considered. At a 

ter day it cag be that the committee will offer an amendment 

to this clause; but for the present we ask unanimous consent that 
it may be over. b 

Mr. JO of Arkansas, Ithink that this provision ought to 
be considered while we are considering the sugar schedule. I do 
not object to the Senator's proposition that a vote on it shall not 
be pressed now. 

Mr. ALLISON, Imean that we shall not vote on it to-day. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection to that. 

M IU. . Ihaveasked that it shall be passed over tem- 
porarily. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Ithink it pertinent that it should be 
considered in connection with the rest of this schedule. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a pertinent matter of debate, of course, in 
the general consideration of the subject. I ask that we pass over 
for the present all that portion of the bill that is found between 
line 3 and line 19, on e 64, 

Mr. CAFFERY. I to understand from the Senator from 
Iowa that the provision of the bill sree to the abrogation of 
the Hawaiian treaty is to be over? that it? 

Mr. ALLISON. Both of the provisions to which I have called 
attention are to be passed over for the present. 

Mr. CAFFERY. There was so much confusion and noise in 
the Chamber that I could not hear what the Senator said. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was my request. 

Mr. CAFFERY. What is the other provision? 

Mr. ALLISON. The other provision is that relating to the 


countervailing duties, the committee having inserted a new pro- 
vision covering that same subject. It is found on page 195 of the 
bill as section 3. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, it seems to me that the 
first amendment which ought to be offered to this paragraph is to 
strike out the words and on all sugar,” in line 10, page 63, and I 
hope the committee will be willing to accept that amendment, 
The purpose is clear. Beginning at the semicolon above, in line 
19, the language reads: 

And on sugar above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, and on all sugar which 
has gone through a process of refining, 1 cent and eight hundred and seventy- 
five one-thousandths of 1 cent per pound. 

If the committee amendment should be adopted, it would be 1 
cent and ninety-five one-hundredths of a cent per pound. The 
effect of striking out the fonr words I have indicated would be to 
limit this tax of 1 cent and ninety-five one-hundredths of a cent 
per pound, if the Senate should adopt the amendment of the Sen- 
ate committee—which I hope it will not do—to such sugar as is 
above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, and it will not apply to 
classes of sugars which are under 16 Dutch standard in color or 
which have through a process of refining. 

As is well known to the Senator in charge of this bill, there are 
sugars imported in great quantities mto this country and Jap 
used which test about 88 degrees in saccharine strength, whic 
are below 16 Dutch standard in color, and which have gone through 
a process of refining; and these low-grade, cheap sugars, which 
would not sell for but very little more and which have very little 
more value in the market than raw sugars, testing 88 degrees, 
ought not to pay the higher specific tax, which is intended to keep 
the high-grade sugars out of the American market. 

Withont regard to the contention which exists between the two 
sides of the Chamber on this general sugar schedule, I think no 
Senator who examines this proposition can fail to see the justice 
of striking these words out, so that the tax of $1.05 per hundred 
pounds, which is now proposed by the committee, shall not be ap- 
plied to sugar which is practically raw sugar. 

I have samples here of sugar. This sugar [exhibiting] tests 87 
degrees. It is a refined sugar. It has but little more value than 
raw sugar testing about the same. It is not right that that sugar 
should bear the same ific tax that that sugar should [exhibit- 
ing]; it is not just; and I hope the members of the Senate will not 
to such a provision, and I hope the Senate committee will 
not insist upon it. 

I propose, Mr. President—and I may as well give notice of it 
now to strike out also, in lines 21 and 22, on page 63, these words, 
“one cent and eight hundred and seventy-five one-thousandths of 
ied cent" and insert “twelve and a half one-hundredths of a 
cent." 

The effect of this proposed amendment, if it should be adopted, 
will be to apply the rate of taxation now proposed by the commit- 
tee to the low-grade sugar, and apply the same rate of taxation to 
the high-grade sugar in proportion to its saccharine strength, and 
that on refined sugar there shall be a taxof twelve and a half one- 
hundredths of a cent in addition to the tax levied by the general 
provisions of the bill. 

Under the bill as it stands at present the proposition is to levy a 
tax on low-grade sugar of 1 cent per pound on sugar not above 75 
degrees in saccharine strength and three one-hundredths of a cent 
per fosse additional for each degree above that. If that is a 
plied to raw sugar, why not let it go through refined sugar as well, 
and then put à clear, distinct difference between the tax on raw 
and refined sugar stated explicitly, so that the members of the 
Senate and the people of the country can know exactly the differ- 
ence we propose to give between retined and raw sugar? As it is, 
we have this provision applying to raw sugar, and instead of ap- 
plying the same provision to raw sugar and then adding one- 
eighth of a cent more, which the present law allows, and under 
which the refining interests have lived, we propose to put a spe- 
cific tax on refined sugar of $1.95 on a hundred pounds. 

Mr. President, in a new country, such as ours was a century . 
ago, where there was no accumulation of wealth, it was doubtless 
necessary for each member of the community to contribute from 
the proceeds of his daily labor toward the support of the Govern- 
ment under which he lived; but when there has been an accumu- 
lation of wealth, when the community has grown rich, then it 
would seem just and fair that the entire burden of taxation of all 
sorts ought to fall on the wealth of the community rather than 
upon the daily labor of its citizens. It is especially improper in a 
Government like ours that there should be any tax on the homes 
of the people. We exempt churches and schools from taxation for 
obvious reasons, and I believe that when there is a sufficient ac- 
cumulation of surplus wealth, of hoarded wealth, to justify it, that 
the homes of the . and all the things that go to make up a 
home, as well as persons composing the community, should be 
exempt from the exactions of the taxgatherer. 

The home is the nursery of manhood, virtue, and patriotism, 
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Without the foundations laid by the mothers and fathers and 
omes, the churches and the schools would accomplish little. The 
home is the very foundation of the Republic, and ought not to be 
taxed, directly or indirectly. The system of taxation prevailing 
in this country at this time is, however, the exact reverse of this. 
- 1t began in the infancy and poverty of the Republic, and has been 
continuously kept up to this time. It is not surprising that 
reforms intended to shift the burdens of the Government from the 
r tothe rich and powerful are very difficult of accomplishment, 

or obvious reasons. 

There has never been any serious effort to take a substantial 
step in this direction but once, and this effort was jrompux sup- 
pressed by the Supreme Court when it declared the income-tax 
provision of the Wilson bill unconstitutional. No more just, fair, 
or equitable tax has ever been laid; but wealth is always unwilling 
to do even its fair share toward the support of the Government. 
In the administration of the present system of laying taxes upon 
homes and men rather than upon wealth, of taxing people accord- 
ing to consumption rather than according to ability to Jer the 
Democratic and Republican parties have differed materially. 

Democrats have always insisted, and yet insist, that there is no 
power given to the Government to collect taxes except for public 
purposes, and this only, while the Republicans have exercised the 
right to levy taxes to provide for private benefit. For the reason 
that almost allthe tax possible of collection on sugar goes into 
the public Treasury, sugar has always been regarded by Demo- 
crats as a desirable subject of taxation, so long as the present sys- 
tem continues. Four-fifths, perhaps nine-tenths, of the sugar con- 
sumed in the country is imported. Hence when the cost of sugar 
is increased to consumers by tariff taxes, four-fifths or nine-tenths 
of this added cost ortax goes into the Treasury. Republicans 
haveneverliked a sugar tax for this reason. A tax on woolen 
goods, on the contrary, is their ideal tax, because four-fifths to 
nine-tenths of the woolen goods consumed in the country are made 
here, and whatever increase in cost of wooleus may come from 
taxation , four-fifths to nine-tenths, to the woolen manufac- 
turer, and one-fifth to one-tenth to the Government. Hence the 
woolen tax is the ideal Republican tax, while the sugar tax has 
been the ideal Democratic tax. 

The present President was reported some years since to have 
said, upon taking the chair to preside over some Republican meet- 
ing, that as between tariff for revenue with incidental protection, 
or a tariff for protection with incidental revenue, he was decidedly 
in favor of the latter. This clearly illustrates the difference in 
Republican and Democratic ideas of administering this present 
system of taxation. As long as the present system of raising rev- 
enue by taxation upon consumption and not upon wealth is al- 
lowed to exist, I am in favor of a tax on sugar rather than a tax 
on woolen goods, and for these reasons, 

I believe, however, the time has come when the people of the 
country should insist on the burdens of taxation being placed 
upon the wealth of the country, and that manhood and home, like 
charchen and schools, should go untaxed. 

The Senator from Rhode Island in charge of this bill, who I 
regret is not physically able to be present now, in his speech at 
the beginning of the consideration of the bill stated to the Senate 
that the proposed Senate schedule, then reported from the com- 
mittee, gave less protection to the sugar retiners than was given 
by the original bill as it came from the House—the Dingley bill. 
I will read it, so that there may be no mistake about what the 
Senator from Rhode Island said: 

This table shows that the differential between raw and refined sugars by 
the Senate proposition varies from 9.77 to 15.40 cents per 100 pounds, while the 
differential in the House bill varies from 12.20 to 17.35 cents per 100 pounds. 

'The majority of theSenate Finance Committee have abandoned 
this proposition of giving thesugar refiners a smaller margin than 
they had in the House bill, and they have returned to all that was 

iven them by the House bill, and have increased the margin of 
Kifference in favor of the sugar refiners from what it wasin the 
bil as it came from the House. There was an understanding 
around the Senate Chamber that there would be difficulty in hav- 
ing this provision as reported by the Senate Committee adopted 
by the Senate, because of the feeling of antagonism to the dispo- 
sition to give the eager refiners a larger margin of profit than was 
given by that bill, though, according to the statement of the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, it gave a smaller margin of profit than 
was given by the Dingley bill. This has been abandoned, to the 
astonishment of all of us who believed in the good faith of those 
criticisms. 

The present proposition coming from the Finance Committee 
gw the sugar refiners a higher margin than even the House gave. 

t proposes to increase the profit of the sugar refiners in every 
single point from top to bottom. 

The House provided that the tax should be 1 cent per pound on 
raw sugar not above 75 de ,and three one-hundredths of a 
cent per pound for each additional degree. "Then, instead of tak- 


ing the House rate of 1 cent and eight hundred and seventy-five 
one-thousandths of a cent on refined sugars, which, according to 
the calculation of Mr. DINGLEY, the chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee of the House, would amount to twelve and one- 
half one-hundredths of a cent, the Senate committee increased the 
tax on refined sugar from 1 cent and eight hundred and seventy- 
five one-thousandths of a cent a pound to 1 cent and ninety-five 
one-hundredths, increasing the margin of difference between the 
raw sugar and the refined seven and one-half one-hundredths of a 
cent in addition to all that had been allowed by the House bill, and 
which was declared by the Senator from Rhode Island to be greater 
than the amount allowed by the original proposition of the Senate 
committee. 

If such was the purs of the managers of this bill, it would be 
well enough for them to avow it and let it be known, let it be 
understood. 

I stated a few minutes ago that I am in favor of a tax on sugar 
as long as we resort to the present system of raising the revenue 
of the country, because the 3 g majority of the money 
raised in this way into the Treasury, and because it is not a 
means of legislating money out of the masses of the people gener- 
ally and into the hands of the few, except in an exceedingly lim- 
ited way. But, while I am in favor of a sugar tax, I believe the 
sugar tax should be so laid as to bear as lightly as possible upon 
those who consume sugar,and that there should be no especial 
benefit given to anybody by the way the sugar tax is arranged. 

There is another gross injustice in the method of comparison 
which the committee has given out to the world. The Senator 
from Rhode Island in his opening speech stated that the compari- 
sons ought to be made between what is called the first-marks Ger- 
man sugar and raw sugar. Itis not fair to institute a compari- 
son between first-marks German sugar and raw sugar for the 
reason that the first-marks German sugar does not compare with 
the American product made from the raw sugar; and when you 
are figuring up the difference between the amount of money 
which ought to go to the manufacturers of refined sugar, you 
ought to take into consideration the grade of German sugar which 
is equal to the American sugar. 

Mr. President, there is nothing that so well establishes a fact 
such as an object lesson. Here in this vial [exhibiting] is a 
sample of the first-marks German sugar. This is the kind of 
Fb 85 with which these gentlemen insist the comparison ought 
to be made. Here is a sample of the sugar made by the sugar re- 
finers of the United States. [Exhibiting.] This came from the 
refinery of Havemeyer & Elder. The two speak for themselves. 
Noman can doubt the difference between the two. When we 
are talking about the difference inthe margin of price between 
the two, we ought not to measure the difference by the difference 
between this sugar and raw sugar, but between this sugar [ex- 
hibiting] and raw sugar, because this is the American product, 
and this is the article the American refiners propose to sell, and 
the price of this sugar in the market is the value that ought to 
determine the difference between the raw sugar and the refined. 
The Senator from Rhode Island said the proper estimate was to 
be made with this sugar at 82.30 a hondran ounds, 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Rhode Island, as I under- 
stood him, simply gave the pas of the granulated sugar at Ham- 
burg on a particular day. I did not understand him to make a 
contention on the matter about which the Senator speaks now— 
namely, asrespects the character of the sugar which he is exhibit- 
ing here. "There is a difference in price as between that and the 
first-class refined sugar from Germany. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I propose that there shall be some 
contention—it may not be a great contention, but I propose that 
there shall be some contention—before the Senate adopts as the 
proper basis of estimate of value between these sugars, this first- 
marks German su and the kind I have just exhibited to the 
Senate. I will what the Senator from Rhode Island said. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave no doubt that the Senator from Rhode 
Island stated what he understood to be the fact. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no doubt about that. I will 
read to you the remarks of the Senator from Rhode Island, as re- 
porn in the RECORD, and I assume that they are correct. He 
said: 

I have taken first-marks German granulated for the comparison, as this is 
the sugar that competes with our refiners and furnishes the proper basis for 
com: on. If I had taken fine German granulated. which costs thirteen- 
hundredths of a cent per pound more, as a basis, the differential would be 
15.38 cents per 100 pounds on 96 de test, and if I had taken Dutch cane 

anula that costs thirty-hundredths of a cent per pound more, the dif- 

erential would be 21.3 cents per 100 pounds. 

Now, Mr. President, we have the Senator from Rhode Island 
fixing the differences between these three grades of sugars. He 
takes the first-marks German granulated at 2.30 cents. He sa 
that the finer grades of sugar would be thirteen one-hundred 
of a cent a pound more n the other, that the Dutch s 
would be thirty one-hundredths of a cent more; and in making 
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calculation, instead of counting sugar worth $2.30 a hundred 
pounds, if you compare it with the Dutch or English sugar, it 
would be $2.63 a hundred pounds. 

I sent to the New York custom-house for samples of Dutch 
granulated sugar and samples of English sugar, and here they 
are [exhibiting], and here is the Havemeyer sugar made in this 
country. ibiting.] Any man can see by looking at the two 
that there is no difference between them atall. The sugar weare 
talking about giving protection to in this billis the Havemeyer 
sugar. It is sugar made by the American refiners, and it stands 
equal to the Dutch standard or the English sugar. It is made 
from cane. 

So that, when you institute comparisons between the margin of 

rofits of the refiners, you must take the value of the sugar that 
s made in this country in competition with all the balance of the 
sugar before you can determine the profits they get. Instead of 
making the calculation on sugar at $2.30 a hundred pounds, we 
have the right to make it at $2.66, because that is the value of 
the refined sugar. I took the Senator's prices as given in one of 
his tables, and have had a careful statement made, by giving the 
total amount of the sugar, and I shall subsequently put this in 
the RECORD, so that Senators may have the opportunity of criticis- 
ing it. 
ake sugar at 87. The line of demarcation between muscovados 
and granulated sugar on the price given is $1.88 a hundred pounds, 
The duty on that under the present proposed schedule is $1.36. 
The duty and the price added together amount to $3.24. The cus- 
tom-house makes an allowance for drawbacks on it. It takes 
124.27 pounds of sugar, testing 87 degrees, to make 100 pounds of 
granulated sugar. Accepting that as correct, and making the 
calculations on this basis, we have the duty and the cost of this 
raw spa, 85 enough to make 100 pounds of granulated coming to 
$4.27 a hundred pounds. 

Now take $2.30 as the basis. I am not making any comparison 
of $2.63, as I think I have a right to do, or taking $2.43, as I have 
aright to do, but Iam making the comparison on the basis pro- 
posed by the Senator from Rhode Island, at $2.90. Add the tax, 
according to this statement, as I have it made, of $1.95, and then 
adding the German bounty of 38.3 cents, we get a total cost of 
refin sagar at $4.633, as against $4.27, leaving a margin of fifty- 
three one-hundredths of a cent between the cost of the amount of 
sugar testing 87 necessary to make 100 pounds and 100 pounds 
of this $2.30 3 su I have not made the calculation 
to ascertain how much wider the difference would be if we had 
taken $2.43 or $2.63 as the proper sugar with which this is to be 
compared. It makes the difference fifty-three one-hundredths of 
a cent, more than half a cent difference on the grade of 87, adding 
the taxes on the raw and qid. that with $2.30 as the price 
of the refined sugar, which, as I have already stated, is lower than 
it ought to be taken at. 

Now take 88, and the difference is fifty one-hundredths of a 
cent; 89, and it is five hundred and two one-thousandths of a cent. 
90, forty-six one-hundredths of a cent; 91, forty-four one-hun- 
dredths ofacent; 92, forty-two one-hundredths of acent; 93, forty- 
three one-hundredths of a cent; 94, four hundred and thirty-three 
one-thousandths of a cent; 95, four hundred and thirty-eight one- 
thousandths of a cent; 96, four hundred and forty-one one- 
thousandths of a cent; 97, forty-three and one-half one-hundredths 
ofacent. Here we have, taking the Senator from Rhode Island 
at his estimate of $2.30 for BM sugar, a difference ranging 
from forty-three one-hun ths of a cent to fifty-three one- 
hundredths of a cent as the margin of difference, the profit to the 
Sugar refiners in the manufacture of this product. 

t may be that theintention of the Senate is to make this differ- 
ence, but I confess I have doubts about it. The argument made 
by the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee in the House 
was that the difference allowed under his bill was only twelve 
and one-half one-hundredths of a cent. If he believes twelve and 
one-half one-hundredths of a cent is the fair difference between 
raw and refined, if twelve and one-half one-hundredths of a cent 
is fair profit to be allowed to the sugar refiners, if he made a mis- 
take in making his schedule so as to give more than that, he 
certainly ought to be willing to make his schedule conform to it. 

If the Finance Committee of the Senate intended to make a 
schedule which would give a smaller margin to the refiners than 
was given in the House—and I have shown them that so far from 
making it smaller they have made it larger—but if they are will- 
ing to make a schedule that is smaller than was intended in the 
House, I ask them so to frame this schedule as to carry out their 
intention. The figures will show in a way that can not be denied, 
that no man can gainsay or get away from, that the profit to the 
sugar refiners by this provision is away beyond the profit that 
would be gained by them if the Dingley bill had been adopted 
pure and simple, and a long ways above what is professed by both 
of the committees as being the margin they intended to give. 

Mr. President, there are so many things in the bill that ought 
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to be considered that I scarcely know what to take up first. I 
have pointed out briefly that the Senate committee, while leaving 
the Senate and the couutry to understand that their intention is 
to leave the profit of the sugar trust at something like they now 
have, have increased it. Iam in favor of treating thesugar refin- 
ers as fairly as anybody else. But they have lived under one- 
eighth of a cent differential. We were told four years ago, when 
we were proposing to pass the Wilson bill, that if that messure 
were passed with no more margin to the sugar refiner, he would 
leave the United States; that he could not live in this country; 
that he could not exist. I confess an impression was made upon 
me that there might be danger that that was true. 

For one I gave the most careful scrutiny and attention to the 
question. I looked into it conscientiously. I have no prejudice 
against anybody engaged in any branch of this industry, bnt I 
only felt that justice and fairness ought to be done. After I lcoked 
into it to the best of my ability, I was satisfied that a clear differ- 
ential of one-eighth of a cent was all that ought to be allowed. 
That was adopted. It passed the Senate and became alaw. The 
sugar refiners have gone on; they are engaged in manufacturing 
sugar now, and the sugar industry has been increasing under the 
present law. 

Now, I ask, where is the excuse? What is the reason for increas- 
ing the maran given to the sugar refiners over what it is under 
the present law? How can it be justified? What is the occasion 
for it? What is the excnse for it? It certainly will result in levy- 
ing taxes upon the people of the country by making the cost of 
sugar higher and higher to the people who consume it, and simply 
for the purpose of increasing the profits of people who are engaged 
in a business already profitable. Ifthe Senate committee desire to 
make the sugar schedule mean what they say it means, then I ask 
Senators carefully to consider the amendment which I propose to 
offer, and which I conscientiously think ought to receive the votes 
of gentlemen on both sides of this Chamber. Iam not proposing 
the amendment in a captious spirit; I am not proposing it to 
find fault with the schedule as proposed by the Senate committee, 
Iam proposing it because I believe, as God is my judge, that it 
presents a fair difference between the refined and the raw and 
gives the refiners all the cadi they are entitled to. 

The bill as you propose will put on raw sugar of 75 degrees a 
duty of 1 cent a pound and three one-hundredths of a cent addi- 
tional on every degree above that. That is, on all raw sugar. 
Now, why should not the same rate be applied to raw and refined, 
and then say that, in addition to thistax, on all refined sugar there 
shall be levied and collected one-eighth of 1 cent a pound addi- 
tional? That plainly gives the difference. "That lets the people 
of the country and the men in the Senate understand the amount 
of margin that is being given to the sugar refiners, and there can 
be no mistake about it. There is no juggling in it. The way it 
is done here now it provides that there shall be1 cent a pound on = 
75-degree sugar and three one-hundredths of a cent additional for 
each additional degree, and upon the refined sugar $1.95 on the 
100 pounds. , 

If raw sugar goes down in price, the margin of the trust be- 
comes larger and larger. As I have read from the figures here, 
taking Mr. ALDRICH’s own figures, it shows a margin ranging 
from forty-three one-hundredths of a cent to fifty-three one- 
hundredths of acent, instead of twelve and one-half one-hundredths 
of a cent, which the refiners get at present prices, and, as I say, I 
take his own figures. But when you institute a comparison be- 
tween the raw German sugar, the first-marks German sugar, and 
the Havemeyer & Elder sugar, take that at its value in the mar- 
ket, instead of taking the price of $2.30, which the Senator from 
Rhode Island took—when you take it at $2.63, which the market 
fixes it at, you have a margin to the sugar refiner nearer a cent 
a pound than a half a cent. Why should intelligent people, 
men who mean to do right, men who intend to do what is fair, 
advocate a schedule here which will allow such a margin to the 
refiner, when they are proposing to give one-eighth of acent a 
pound difference? 

I am inclined to believe that the sugar-refining business would 
succeed on a margin less than one-eighth of 1 cent per pound. I 
am led to that belief by a number of facts which have ¢ eveloped 
here and there from time to time in my investigation of the sugar 
question. It is a question which perhaps requires expert knowl- 
edge to understand all the facts, Noman not familiar with all 
the ins and outs of the sugar trade, no man not familiar with the 
details of sugar manufacture, can tell exactly what is right and 
what ought to be done. I have no disposition to strike down any 
interest, even one with the name of sugar trust. I would nof 
xs EOS unfairly against anybody, even if he were in a trust. 

do believe that the general law ought to be enforced, and that 
whenever there is a combination in restraint of trade or for the 
prre of putting up prices it should feel the heavy hand of the 

w; but when we are framing a tariff bill, although it may be 
charged that the sugar refiners or a large number of them are in 
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a trust, still I believe in looking at these things fairly and dispas- 
sionately, and I would not object to one-eighth of a cent margin 
between refined and raw if it were confined religiously and safely 
to that one-eighth. I am inclined to believe it is more than is 
necessary to make the business profitable, but still, as I am not 
sufficiently familiar to be able to say that that is true, I should be 
E nti to let that matter go. 
e 


re is another feature about these tariff taxes which I do not 
like. I know it is frequently charged that the sugar refiners want 
an ad valorem tax and that the sugar trade want a specific tax. 
I know that the committee of the sugar trade sent from New York 
which appeared before the Ways and Means ittee was 
strongly in favor of a specific tax. I had one of the papers writ- 
ten by one of the men who constituted the committee printed in 
the RECORD, so that Senators may see it. I read the argument 
carefully. I have considered the reasons which they presented 
in favor of a specific tax and as against an ad valorem tax. 

I confess that my strong predilections in favor of an ad valorem 
tax have not been shaken by anything I have read in any of those 
arguments. It seems to me to bea just and fair method. When- 
ever a tax is to be levied, if an ad valorem tax can be honestly and 
fairly levied there can be no doubt it is the ideal method of levy- 
ingtaxes. Am article worth 1 cent a pound ought to pay half as 


much tax as one worth 2 cents a pound, and no more and no less. 


It is unjust and it is unfair to provide a method of taxation which 
puts the same taxation on an article costing 2 cents as on one 
costing 1 cent. It is putting the double rate of taxation on the 
low article and one-half on the high grade. 

I know perfectly well that the practice of the Republicans has 
always been to levy the highest taxes on the lowest grades and the 
cheapest articles, and to levy the lowest taxes on the highest grades 
and the most expensive articles. It has been a part of their finan- 
cial system from the beginning. It is so now, and I can under- 
stand why they can believe that the levying of a specific tax is 
better than an ad valorem tax, because the people who use cheap 
sugar will be compelled to pay a higher rate of taxes than the 

le who use high-grade ren But I have no sympathy with 
I eU of taxation. I believe that taxation ought to be equal; 
that it ought to be ad valorem; that it ought to be levied accord- 
ing to the value of the article to be taxed. 

e one argument made against an ad valorem tax which seems 
to have force, and which 1 confess has force with me, is the charge 
of undervaluation, the charge of dishonesty in the administration 
of the law. In framing a tariff law we must assume in the first 
place that the Government is capable of getting honest men to 
administer the laws. If men can be hired to do wrong under an 
ad valorem tax, they can be as easily hired to do wrong under a 

ific tax. If we have honest and competent administrators of 
* then it eliminates that part of the trouble. Is it any 
easier to carry out frauds of this character under an ad valorem 
than under a specific tax, assuming that the officers of the law are 
equally competent under each? 

We have n nn under an ad valorem tax on the sugar 
schedule since the last law was passed. While complaints come 
from sugar traders and sugar growers and sugar dealers as to the 
difficulty of enforcing the law, I have not heard one single com- 
plaint from the Treasury Department that there is any difficulty 
in carrying it out. On the contrary, they report that it is easily 
enforced. [remember that when we talked about putting on an 
ad valorem tax four years ago, there were questions as to whether 


the difficulties of administration would not beso great as to make 
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it practically nugatory. I talked with Treasury officials at the 
time. Some of them believed it conld be done; some thought 
there was doubt about its being done; but all agreed that if you 
would provide competent and honest men, it ought to be worked 
out. e put it in the law, it has been tried, and the Treasury 
Department has not complained of its operation. 

So I believe, Mr. President, that the just and fair way tolevya 
tax is to levy an ad valorem tax on sugar, and if I were proposing 
a sugar schedule and intended to propose the same rate that this 
schedule seeks to levy, I should put it in the form of an ad valorem 
tax and not in the form of a specific tax. I do not know that I 
shall make any motion in this direction, but I call attention to 
this as one of the difficulties which has to be considered. I think 
before I get through I will present some of the arguments which 
have been presented by those who are in favor of a specific tax, and 
compare them with the practical experience under the existing 
situation. , 

The sugar dealers, the sugar refiners, and the sugar growers 
have all been here in force and in numbers presenting their pecu- 
liar views on each member of the committee and each member of 
the Senate and House. Senator MrLLs’s forgotten man, the con- 
sumer, the seventy-odd millions who have to buy and consume 
sugar, have not been here. They have been waiting, hoping, be- 
lieving that the members of the Senate would listen to reason, 
would find out what the truth is, and among themselves would do 


right. That class of men can not come here to present their views, 
but it is none the less our duty to look after them than it is our 
duty to look after what is presented so ably and shrewdly by men 
who have private and pecuniary interests in having their peculiar 
views adopted. 

I have a letter from a sugar maker in California which is full of 
information, and the few Senators who do me the honor to listen 
to what I am saying will, I think, be edified by hearing the letter 
read. It is not a long one, but it is as full of information as an 
egg is of meat. It is from the Alameda Sugar Company, 132 
Market street, San Francisco, Cal., and is as follows: 
Hon. JAMES K. JONES, 

Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: The Alameda Sugar Com Zan associat 
non» olders, with a paid-up capital of $900,000, begs to renes ot the 5 
Last year we manufactured 4,700 tons refined ry P from 3,500 acres, grown 

from 


ifferent farmers. This year we expect tons refined sugar, 
6,600 acres, grown by 430 different farmers. 8 


ta 
robbed 10,750 American farmers of their most profitable crop. 

The manual labor which these 10,750 American farmers would have em- 
ployed in the intensive farming which the cultivation of the sugar beet re- 
quires is still another consideration; the factory labor yet another. 


Now, Senators, mark this: 


To refine a ton of duty-free Hawaiian sugar requires the labor of one man 
for one and one-third days. 

Yet we are asked to put a tax in this bill amounting practically 
to one-half of 1 cent a pound profit to the sugar refiners to com- 
pensate them, according to the Republican theory, for the differ- 
ence in labor cost of refining sugar on this side of the water and 
on the other, and here is an American producer himself who states 
8 of sugar requires the labor of one man for one and one- 
third days. 

Mr. BACON, If the Senator from Arkansas does not object to 
an interruption, I should like to ask him a question. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not object at all. 

Mr. BACON. Iam very much in accord with the Senator as to 
the propriety of an ad valorem duty. I wish to ask the Senator, 
before I put the question which I wish to propound, to state again 
the eee which he suggests as the one that ought to be 
accepted. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Instead of having in the billa tax 
of $1.95 on 100 pounds of refined sugar, I propose that the rate 
levied on raw sugar of 1 cent a pound on 75 ,and three- 
tenths of a cent additional on each degree above that, shall apply 
to refined as well as raw, and then that there shall be a difference 
of twelve and one-half one-hundredths of a cent specific between 
raw and refined sugar. 

Mr. BACON. The question I wish to ask the Senator is this: 
For what purpose would the Senator consent to a higher rate of 
aey upon refined 2 than he would upon raw sugar? 

r, JONES of Arkansas. Because the refining of sugar in- 
volves labor and expense. It has been the practice to allow some- 
thing like a half cent difference between raw and refined sugar 
on account of the difference in labor, as it is called. 

Mr. BACON. If I understand the Senator correctly, then, he 
wants this difference in rate between raw and refined sugar for 
the benefit of the refiner? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly; of course. 

Mr. BACON. It is not for revenue, then, but for the benefit of 
the refiner? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is the practical effect of it. 
Weall know that that is what it means. Ido not believe that 
any part of it ought to be sustained; but as between fifty one- 
hundredths of a cent for the refiners and twelve and one-half 
one-hundredths of a cent, I would rather submit to twelve and 
one-half one-hundredths. 

Mr. BACON. I thoroughly agree with the Senator that the 
proposition to allow the refiners this great profit is not justifiable, 
and I ain going to vote with him, but I want to know the particu- 
lar ground on which the Senator justifies any difference. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Idonotjustify any difference. There 
is a difference between submission and justification. 

Mr. BACON. Why is the Senator willing to have any differ- 


ence? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is a difference between sub- 
mission and justification. When aman can not help himself, he 
has to submit. : 

Mr. BACON. The Senator does not propose that as his partic- 
ular view? 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. No, sir; I do not. I propose it as 
fully meeting what is the pretended view on the other side; as 
meeting exactly what they pretend they want to do; as accom- 
plishing what they profess to have in view. It fully meets it, and 
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it does it at one-quarter cost, and perhaps at one-eighth cost, of 
what their own proposed scheme would do. 

Mr. BACON. Does not the Senator think that in proposing an 
amendment here it is better to propose an amendment which 
would be exactly in accord with his view, and as to which, I am 
frank to say, I would be glad to vote with him? I believe in a uni- 
form rate on sugar, without distinction between raw and refined 


sugar. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iwill vote for any proposition of that 
sort which the Senator may offer. 

Mr. BACON. Iam not offering one. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Iam undertaking to deal now with 
conditions as we find them. We know the majority on the other 
side of the Chamber can do as they please with this proposition. 
When I undertake to show these gentlemen that what I have of- 
fered here carries out what the committees in both Houses have 
said they wanted to do, and will accomplish it clearly and dis- 
tinctly, and there can be no doubt about it, but that it allows no 
hidden advantage to the refiners, I do have hopes that men on the 
other side of the Chamber will vote for the proposition because it 
does what they say they want to do. 'That is the reason why I 
offer it. That is the reason why I propose it, not because I be- 
lieve it is a proper schedule as within itself, but it is a better 
schedule than the one they propose, and it is one that will result 
in enormous saving to the people of the country. 

Mr. BACON. I will vote with the Senator on it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ihope that a good many others will. 

Mr. BACON. Iam going to vote for one uniform rate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will vote for the proposition of a 
uniform rate which the Senator suggests. I have no hope ofa 
perfect tariff bill under existing conditions. If we can get rid of 
some of the worst features of the bill as we go along, we will be 
doing amazingly well. I have no hope of changing its worst fea- 
tures, but when I offer a proposition which does what these gen- 
tlemen pro to do and clearly does it, and I show that their 
own proposition does not do it, but gives the refiner an advantage 
absolutely unjustifiable, I do hope that we will have support from 
the other side and that the comunittee will agree to accept this 
modification. 

But to go on with this letter. I will read the last line again. 
There may be some Senator who did not hear it: 

To refine a ton of duty-free Hawaiian sugar requires the labor of one man 
for one and one- days. 

'This comes from a sugar stower from a sugar refiner, from the 
Alameda Sugar Company of San Francisco. 

To grow from the soil up and manufacture one ton of refined sugar re- 


the labor of one man for 38 days. 


This 227,000 tons of Hawaiian duty-free sugar yearly displaces in money 
value— 


la’ Sates 29. 18 000 | COUR: Loo Ie poer set $1,500, 000 
Farm labor and rentals. 9,000,000 Other supplies 659, 
6 400, 000 


Tho labor of allied industries, foundries, jute and cotton mills, ete., remain 
still to be reckoned on, and all this native labor displaced that a coolie-made 
contract-labor product may thrive in a foreign island. 
ae three Sonanu in 8 N the three — — 
y established are the only y prosperous 

ties in that State to-day. 

Domestic exports to Hawaiiin 1895 were not so large as in 1883; less by 
ey $1,000,000 than in 1890, and less by over a million and a quarter than in 


r factories are 
ral communi- 


$3, 683, 000 
4, 606, 000 
4, 935, 000 


In this connection, before I forget it, I wish to make a sugges- 
tion about the importation of sugar from Hawaii. I have state- 
ments in my possession from reputable men, men of business, 
who state that the standard, fixed pu by which the sugar 
of the Hawaiian Islands is sold to the refiners on the Pacific 
Coast is one-quarter of 1 cent less than the New York price 
for the same grade of sugar. What is the effect of it? The 
effect of it is that where, as we supposed, we were reducing the 
cost of sugar for the American consumer, by remitting the tariff 
on the Hawaiian sugar, the Hawaiian sugar growers get all of 
their profit except the one-quarter of 1 cent, and the sugar refiners 
get n at,leaving nothing as the result to the consumers of this 
country. 

Mr. MILLS. I will state, if the Senator will allow me, that 
according to the census report of 1890 the labor cost of refining 
$100 worth of sugar was $2.29. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Yes; and yet we are asked by this 
bill to give an av of 50 cents on the 100 pounds to compensate 
for the difference in labor cost between this country and Europe, 
where they refine sugar by pauper labor. 

I will go on with the letter: 

In 1895-96 the value of Hawaiian sugar imported was over $19,000,000, upon 


which the duty at 40 per cent would have been $7,600,000. 
For the sake of maintaining a foreign commerce of $3,448,000, and in order 


that a few shi. houses of Francisco may benefit by the trade and 
keep control of the e cash balances of Hawaiian planters, the nation at 
must give up $7,000,000 of revenue. 


This is reciprocal trade with a vengeance. This is a high price 
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to induce the Hawaiian people to buy products from the Ameri- 
can people. 

For the sake that coolies ve Pa in a foreign climate which white labor 
can not stand, and where the white and dominant race forms about 3 per cent 
only of the population, the laboring men of San Franci rade its 
streets calling for work, and a charitable fund aggregating 15 is daily 
published in its newspapers and is now being dish toan idle crowd who 
clamor for thetickets doled out to them in the order of application and which 
entitle each to a day's work at $1 per day upon an unnecessary boulevard. 

That prosperity we heard about having arrived at Omaha the 
other day does not seem to have reached San Francisco. It seems 
to have been confined to rather a limited location. It has not 
spread around very generally. 

Should a Coxey army again march on Washington and class ever be ar- 
rayed against classin our fair country, it will be because home labor is denied 
a right to work for its own market, in order that foreign coolie labor may 
add to the wealth of a class now actively at work to influence national legis- 
lation in a perpetuation of their privi 

The local agents of Hawaiian planters, without any possible accruing benefit 
to themselves and as mere retaliation inst the producer of native sugar, 
are to-day so unpatriotic as to be collecting figures— 

I shail be glad to have Senators listen to this, because there is a 
sequel toit. These gentlemen go on, giving us valuable informa- 
tion: 

The local ts of Hawaiian planters, without any possible accruing ben- 
efit to themselves and as mere retaliation os the producer of native su- 
gar, are to-day so unpatriotic as to be collec ng Saunas from native California 
—.— factories, in order to nuce them at Washington and support their 

m that native sugar ne no protection— 

Ihave heard that when a certain class of men fall out honest 
men get their due— j 
whereas up to January 1, 1897, they knew that the Alameda Sugar Com- 
pany— 

That is, this company— 
had, since 1889, paid out in dividends $130,000 and received in bounty $226, 
144.93, showing a loss without bounty of $90,744.99. 

Conditioned upon favorable legislation, within two years the 75,000 tons of 
sugar needed on the Pacific Coast would be entirely made from the native 


product, and not a pound of this Ha sugar would be required to sup- 
ply the coast consumption. 


e M gee to tariff legislation has always eontended that tariffs were 
desi toaid manufacturers, trusts, and the moneyed class generally. 
The abrogation of the Hawai treaty is respectfully asked in the interest 
of Pre icultural — - of 5 labor. E dion ci 
ort urpose verting attention from the main qu on of protect- 
1 the investments of American capital in an 


cisco now 


have recently begun the use of part of the California press in ap to 
the prejudices of the ple on the und of an on that Claus Spreck- 
els had sold a minority interest in his two beet-su: facto to the Amer- 
ican sugar While this fact may be re; many as a misfortune, 


trust. y 
remain that there are other sugaries uncon 


the facts led by the sugar 
trust and the eis rre ofthe industry on so large a will tend 
permanent benefit of che depressed agricultural interests of the State. 


Let the example of California in the matter of beet be imitated by 
the different States along the northern and temperate tof our country, 
and the multiplicity of factories would make the control of the industry by 


any concentrated power a commercial impossibility. 
v * 
= JAMES COFFIN. 


James Coffin is the secretary of this company. 

Now, [call the attention of Senators, as I read this letter, to the 
charge made by this man that— 

Local f the Hawaiian plante ithout any possible accruing bene 
to — n d — mere 5 . of ae — 
are to-day so unpatriotic as to be collectin, apuros from native California 
ae. factories order to produce them a ashington and support their 

that native sugar needs no protection. 

The charge is true, I presume. Whether these things have been 
procured by the Hawaiian sugar planters for the purpose of show- 
ing that the sugar business needs no protection, I do not know, but 
I hold in my hand a letter sent tome by a reputable citizen, a gen- 
tleman in whose personal integrity I have entire confidence, in- 
closing to me an affidavit, which I will read to the Senate as con- 
nected directly with the statement of the Alameda Sugar Company 
which I have just read in the hearing of the Senate. Itis as 
follows: 

[Norman McLaren, public accountant, 307 Sansome street. Member of the 
American Association of Public Accountants, New York.] 
San FRANCISCO, CAL., April 21, 1897. 
Oscar 'T. SEWALL, Esq 


202 Market Street, San Francisco, 

DEAR SIR: I beg to report that I have examined the books of the Alameda 
AIL 1 1898. to April 1, 1807, (exclusive of Donaty), wers RUST IG Being B88 
Per cent on the capitullzation of $250,000. : : i 

Yet here we have the company writing this strong and eloquent 
appeal showing the crookedness of the other side of the sugar 
interest, pleading the baby act for themselves, that their infant 
industry must be protected and provision made under the law 
by which they can live, and here an accountant, who seems to be 
a reputable man, states that the percentage of profit made last 
Re down to the 1st day of last April, was more t 39 per cent. 

e signs it: 

Iam, dear sir, yours, faithfully, NO x j 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 21st day of A A. D. 1897. 

[sEAL.] G. W. T. KNOX, Notary Public. 

(in and for the city and county of San Francisco, State of California.) 
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ACA PERKINS. What is the name of the man who made the 
vit? 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. His name is Norman McLaren, of 
807 Sansome street, San Francisco, Cal He says he is a member 
of the American Association of Public Accountants of New York. 
The letter is addressed to Oscar T. Sewall, 202 Market street, San 
Francisco. He states that after an examination of the books the 

rofit they have made is over 39 per cent, and then he swears to 
t before a notary public—G. W. T. Knox, notary public, San 
Francisco. 

Mr. ALLISON. Was that of the crop of last year? 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. The examination was made of the 
books of the company for the year from April 1, 1898, to April 1, 
1897, exclusive of bounty, he states. 

Mr. ALLISON. There was no bounty then. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suppose it is a State bounty; I do 
not know. 

Mr. PERKINS. We have no State bounty. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I donot know, but he says exclusive 
of any bounty.” Ido not know how that comes in, but that is in 
theletter. Ihavereaditasitis. The letter is dated April 21, 1897, 
and the jurat is of the same date. 

Mr. President, Ido not know whether the statement made by 
either of these people is true or not, but one thing that I do know 
is that in making the argument in favor of one branch of the sugar 
business they make statements abont another part of it that I be- 
lieve to be literally true, and I am inclined to think that they are 
both true. 

I have acopy of a statement by Professor Wiley, chief of a divi- 
sion in the Agricultural Departinent here, who makes a statement 
about the figure that ash cuts in beet sugar compared to what it 
did some years ago. Members of the Senate will remember that 

.in former discussions here great importance was given to the 
amount of ash that was involved in beet sugar. It was said that 
the outturn was very much less on account of ash and the sugar 
that will not crystallize. I do not remember the technical name. 

Mr. ALLISON. Invert sugar. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Les; invert sugar. The statement is 
that this amounts to very much less now than it did formerly. I 
will read only a few words of it, and let the whole of it go into 
the RECORD. 

By modern methods of manufacture, however, the influence of ash has 
been very greatly lessened in respect of its molasses-forming properties; in 
fact, molasses has almost disappeared as a product of beet-sugar factories, it 


g possible, by the best modern improved methods, to extract almost the 
entire quantity of sugar. 


The statement referred to is as follows: 


It gives me pleasure to comply with your request toexpress my views in 
regard to the influence of ash upon the rendement of sugar during the process 
of refining. Inthe older methods of manufacture the influence of the ash was 
felt to a more or less extent in the refining of sugar. The ash of the sugar 
cane, less molassigenic than that of the sugar beet, was regarded as of 
less importance. In former times it was the custom to estimate the ash in 
raw beet su and to multiply the content: by 3or 4 and deductthe product 
from the polarization in computing rendement. By modern methods of man- 
ufacture. however, the influence of the ash has been very greatly lessened in 
respect of its molasses-forming properties. In fact, mol has almost dis- 
appeared as a product of beet-sugar factories, it being possible, by the best 
modern improved methods, to extract almost the entire quantity of sugar, 
even from the lowest grade molasses. 

hile it is true that the ash content of a raw sugar has doubtless a dis- 
turbing effect in the Persia Au sugar, it is nolonger just to magnify it. as 
was done in former days. There is no reason whatever for discriminating 
between the raw cane and beet sugars in this respect; in point of fact, the 
raw beet sugars which are e eg into this country have so little ash as to 
make any erimination in their favor unnecessary. Raw beet sugars im. 
ported into this country polarize from 92 to 95 per cent, and the quantity of 
ash they contain is of little consequence. in view of the improvements in re- 
fining which have been lately introduced. It is not necessary for me to call 
ier attention here to the fact that the sugar is completely separated from 


e lowest grade molasses, even in the case of sugar beets, by precipitation 
with lime. e lime compound is afterwards broken up with carbonic acid, 
und the su obtained in almost a pure state. In this way a complete sepa- 


ration of the sugar, even from the inost alkaline salts, is easily obtained. 
H. W. WILEY. 


Chief of Division of Chemistry. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I read what I did only to lay a predi- 
cate foranother letter, which I wish now to present to the Senate, 
if I can put my hands on it. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Before the Senator gets on that point, I will 
state to him that I was absent from the Chamber while he made 
his preliminary statement, and I desire to know to what degree of 
saccharine strength you run raw sugar before you commence add- 
ing a differential upon refined. Is it 95 test? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In the comparisons that I made, I 
took, first, sugar testing 87 with its price, as given in the table sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], at $1.88 
& hundred pounds. I then took the tax under this bill, which 
would be $1.36 on a hundred pounds. The cost of that sugar, 
$1.88, and the tax, 81.36. added together makes $3.24, which would 
be the cost of 100 pounds of 87 sugar. The Treasury Department 
holds that it takes 124.27 of 87 sugar to make 100 D of gran- 
ulated. I multiply $3.24 by 1.24 and get $1.02 as the total amount 
of cost of 87 sugar to make 100 pounds of granulated sugar. 


Ithen took granulated sugar at the rate stated by the Senator 
from Rhode Island, at $2.30 a hundred pounds. Icalled the atten- 
tion of the Senate before I began to the fact that this is German 
sugar, costing $2.30 [exhibiting]; that this is American sugar 

exhibiting]. The difference between the two is very apparent. 

he Senator from Rhode Island stated that the botter class of 
German sugar, instead of $2.30, would cost 13 points more, making 
$2.43, and he stated that Dutch sugar and English sugar would cost 
33 points more, making it cost $2.63 instead of $2.30. Here is Dutch 
sugar [exhibiting]. here is German sugar [exhibiting], and here is 
American sugar [exhibiting]. Idefyany man living to show the 
difference between them. 

Istated that the fair way to make these estimates wonld be to 
compare the cost of the raw sugar with the value of th» American 
refined that was made out of it, and that $2.63 would ba a proper 
basis on whichtoinstitutethiscomparison. Butforthe purpose of 
conservatism and to be sure that it would give the other side all it 
was entitled to, I made the calculation not at $2.63, but at $2.30, 
which would make the difference between the cost of the two 
fifty-seven one-hundredths of a cent. The margin will be greater 
if you take the actual value of the American sugar and compare 
it with a certain class of German sugar. If you compare it with 
German sugar, it will make a wide margin; but taking it at the 
lowest price, getting rid of all the difficulties they get rid of by 
taking a price to suit themselves, it makes a difference of more 
than half a cent a pound. 

Following that down, I stated what the margin would be on 
each degree» from 87 to 97. The whole statement will appear in 
the RECORD, and it will show just what the margin would be to 
the trust. Before the debate closes, I think it is dus to the Senate 
and due to the public, for the sake of gaining a knowledge of this 

uestion, that they shall know what the margin is between these 
gures as stated here and the figures if the price were put down 
at $2.63 instead of $2.30. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair), 
Do the Senator from Arkansas yield to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky? 

Mi. JONES of Arkansas. With pleasure. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Lask for explanation. I understand in ascer- 
taining the saccharine matter in sugar by the polariscopic test 
100 is the unit. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir; it is purity. 

Mr. LINDSAY. How close to the unit of purity does American 
refined sugar or any refined sugar approximate? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think all such sugar as this [ex- 
hibiting] —Havemeyer, Dutch, Austrian—goes above 99, some 
above 994. Some of it goes to 99.8. But I do not suppose that 
there is any sugar that is absolutely free from some foreign mat- 
ter. Benen Sepa - 

Mr. LINDSAY. Then, if no sugar above 87 can be refined under 
this bill without any differential, the refiners will get the advan- 
tage of the difference allowed between 99 and 87 to cover the 
expense of refining? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Necessarily. c 

Mr. ALLISON. Do I understand the Senator from Arkansas 
to contend that there are no sugars refined below 87 degrees? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Not at all. I was making this cal- 
culation on the basis of 87. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was the inference drawn by the Senator 
from Kentucky. 

3 Mr. 7 ONES of Arkansas. The great bulk of sugar is really from 
2 to 96. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Then the sugar refiner gets the difference under 
this bill of the tariff between 92 or 98 and pure sugar, 99 and 100? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Whatever of pure sugar fails to come 
up to 96 will be a practical benefit to the refiners, because this cal- 
culation is made on the basis of refinedsugar. But the advantage 
to the sugar refiners, after all, comes from the difference between 
the cost of the raw sugar and the cost of the refined with the tariff 
added. When yon take a sufficient amount of sugar of any grade 
to make 100 pounds of refined sugar and figure up the entire cost, 
and then take 10) pounds of foreign refined sugar and add the tariff, 
taking one from the other, you get the margin of protection that 
the refiners have in their business. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Then I understand the Senator from Arkan- 
sas to say that at 87 degrees the differential in favor of the fine 
sugar is fifty-seven one-hundredths of a cent a pound. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I believe I read it fifty-seven. Ithink 
it is fifty-three. F 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will state to the Senator from Arkansas. 
that the 96-test sugars, which are the base of all raw sugar, are 
nearly purity itself. "There is only 4 per cent left of moisture. or 
dirt, or whatever substance there may be in pure sugar. The 
Louisiana centrifugals will n Sip p ERU come up to 100 per 
cent purity. After having washed all the coloring matter out of 


it centrifugal sugar will polarize by the polariscope just about 


1897. 


98 per cent of the sugar on an average, and I think the sugar of 
the American refining institution or the trust will more often than 
otherwise approach 100 per cent pure sugar. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have been looking anxiously for a 
letter which I have from Mr. Farr. I hadit among my papers. 
find two letters from him, but not the one I want. I can state the 
substance of the letter, but not half so well as the writer himself 
states it. I regret exceedingly that I have it not. His statement 
is pertinent to this particular question. Instead of being necessa 
to take 107 pounds of 96 sugar to make 100 pounds of granulated, 
while it may be true that something approaching 107 pounds of 
96 sugar are necessary to make 100 pounds of granulated, and 
while something approaching 112 pounds of 92 sugar may be nec- 
essary to make 100 pounds of granulated, this man, who is a mem- 
ber of the committee sent by the New York sugar trade to the 
Ways and Means Committee to present the schedule that was 
adopted by the committee, states positively in his letter to me 
over his own signature that they make 10) pone of sugar actu- 
ally out of every 100 pounds of sugar melted; that instead of this 
calculation being proper which adds one-fifth, as it did, thereby 
decreasing the apparent difference between the value of sugar and 
decreasing the price to the sugar refiners, they get absolutely 10) 
pounds of sugar ont of every 100 pounds of sugar malted. He told 
me that personally at first. I said. Mr. Farr, that must be au 
‘impossibility; there are but 96 pounds of sugar in 100 pounds of 
96 sugar. How is it possible to get 100 pounds of sugar out of it?” 
He said, “It is as simple as ABC. If you made every ounce of 
your 100 pounds of sugar of centrifugal like that, it would take 107 
pounds todo it. But that,” he said, “' is never done.“ He told me 
that the very week before he was talking to mea sugar refiner told 
him that they were then making but 60 Lag cent of refined, gran- 
ulated sugar out of the sugar they refined. 

Mr. Farr inclosed to me, which I wanted to present to the Sen- 
ate (I am sorry I can not find it; I will put it in the RECORD), a 
certificate from a New York firm giving the saccharine contents 
of what he says are the fourteen varieties of sugar made by the 
American Sugar ronning Oompany: They certainly understand 
how to manage sugar. They know what they are doing. They 
make. as he says, on an average 75 per cent of dry granulated 
sugar out of the sugar they melt. Then they make 25 pounds of 
soft MT thatis,refinedsugar. They make sugar going through 

es. Here is a sugar [exhibiting] that only tests 874. 

That sugar is 124 percent water, and it is white. Ihave in my pos- 
session samples of sugar testing only 84 degrees, and they are very 
white, but they are soft. There is 4 per cent of water in 100 pounds 
of 96 sugar, and there is 96 pounds of sugarinit. If they take 75 
pounds of granulated sugar, and if they have only 4 pounds of 
water in the 25 pounds remaining, they would have a grade of 
sugar that would show less of water than this sample does. [Ex- 
hibiting.] This is a sample of white sugar [exhibiting] which 
has more than 10 per cent of water in it; yet in making up the 
calculations of the profits to sugar refiners no account is taken of 
this fact, and we make the calculation as though the whole of it 
was brought down to fine granulated sugar. Such is not the case. 
Such is never the case. 3 

How can any member of the Senate who will look these facts in 
the face as I have presented them have any doubt that this sugar 
schedule, as it has been brought into the Senate, gives an uncon- 
scionable advantage to the sugar refiners and gives them a margin 
of profit which can not be justified on any ground in the world? 

I have already stated that I propose to offer an amendment to 
this bill which will bring the margin of profit down to what they 
say it is, 12} cents on the hundred pounds. I stated, while I was 
willing to do that, that I did not believe even that was necessary 
to make their business a profitable one. 

I told you what Mr. Farr said in his letter, and I presented a 
letter of a New York chemist, showing that there is absolutely no 
loss on account of impurities in the sugar, because, after all, the 
sugar that is below the 100 standard is made up of saccharine 
matter and water. There is the smallest possible amount of color- 
ing matter and other stuff of that sort in sugar; it is infinitesi- 
malin weight and amounts to practically nothing when refining 
takes place. When all these advantages are considered, I do not 
see how any man can hesitate for a moment to admit that the 
change I propose in this schedule would give the sugar refiners 
inore than they are fairly entitled to. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
yield to the Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. With pleasure. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I.did not hear all the Senator from Arkansas 
said, and I will ask him to tell me what will be the difference be- 
vis this billand the Wilson law in the margin allowed to the 
refiner? 

Mr. ALLISON. On the 87-degree test? 

Mr. CAFFERY. No, sir; on the basis of the 96 test, the basis 
on which the refiner calculates the cost. 
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Mr. ALLISON. Hg ate give the 87 test, as now stated by the 
Senator, instead of the 96 test? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Because the basis of the 96 test of sugar is the 
basis from which the refiner calculates the cost of all raw sugars 
under that test. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; but the Senator from Arkansas is now 
making the comparison with the 87 test. I hope he will answer the 
question of the Senator from Louisiana and give us the differential 
upon that test in the present law as compared with the proposed 
5 in the bill, and then I shall be very glad also to have the 
96 test. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. I shall answer the question of the 
Senator from Louisiana to the best of my ability, and then I shall 
endeavor to answer any question the Senator from Iowa may 
desire to ask. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no question to ask. Ionly wanted to 
get the scope of the question of the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I thought I had the figures here. I 
have them somewhere among my papers, but I came here some- 
what hastily this morning and have mislaid some of them. 

My impression is that under the Wilson law on sugars testing 
96 degrees the refiners get a margin of twenty-one one-hundredths 
of a cent a pound. Ihave the exact fentos in relation to this 
matter, but I can not put my hand on them now; but it is about 
twenty-one one-hundredths of a cent under the present law, as 
compared with fifty-three one-hundredths as proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa. That is abont the difference, I take it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, I will venture to ask the Senator a ques- 
tion, if he will allow me; but [donot wish to interrupt him. The 
Senator draws the differential as respects this bill and the cost of 
the sugar upon the 87-degree polariscope test, and makes the dif- 
ference fifty-three one-hundredths. Then he takes the differen- 
tial, in answer to the question of the Senator from Louisiana as 
respects the present law, and makes a difference of twenty-one 
one-hundredths on the test of 96 degrees. I merely want to call 
attention to that. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think, since the Senator has called 
my attention to if, that the margin on 96 sugar is only about 18 
or 14 under the Wilson law, and the margin on 88 sugar would 
be about 20. With the comparison between the two under the 
amendment as the Senator proposes it, the difference on 96 sugar, 
as I make it, is about 43, and the difference on 87 or 88 sugar is 
about 53 now. As this is a mere matter of impression, Í will 
make the figures and present them later; but I think under the 
Wilson law that the difference on 96 sugar is about 13 or 14, and 
the difference on 87 sugar would be about 20 or 21. 

Mr. ALLISON.. I should be very glad to see this expert whose 
tabulation the Senator has produced give the difference on each 
scale of sugar between the present law and the proposed amend- 
ment, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the proposition? 

Mr. ALLISON, I wish whoever makes these tables—of course 
the Senator does not make them himself—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ido. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. ThenIhope the Senator will draw 
the distinction all along the line of these different grades of tests, 
showing the difference between each degree of sugar between our 
amendment and the present law. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I shall endeavor to get an expert 
familiar with that to do that for me. The figures from which I 
have been quoting to-day and which I quoted some few moments 
ago were made by an expert and furnished to me, but every one 
of them I had made before and had them in pencil. I took his 
because they were typewritten and because I could more readily 
read them; but I have made every oneof the figures I have given, 
and I believe they are absolutely correct. 

Mr. ALLISON. Are they in that table? 

Mr.JONESof Arkansas. A partof them are. I willendeavor 
to put all of them in as well as 1 can. 

Mr. President, there are one or two other points in connection 
with this subject that I should like to present if I can find the 
data that I had, but I am afraid I have mislaid them or left them 
at my room. 

There have been some very remarkable arguments presented to 
maintain the Hawaiian treaty, and they are sending here newspa- 
perclippings and letters and arguments of one sort or another 
which are very striking. 

Mr. WHITE. Willthe Senator permit me? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. AsI was necessarily absent during the first few 
hours of the session to-day, I should like to inquire whether the 
Senator from Iowa presented any amendment with reference to 
the provision relating to the Hawaiian treaty? : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. He did not; but he asked that the 
portion of the biil referring to that treaty should go over. 

Mr. WHITE. Is it understood that some amendment will be 
presented? I presume there will be an amendment offered later on, 
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Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt the whole 
fully discussed, and it is possible that the majority of the com- 


mittee may present an amendment and it is pu. they may not. 

(laut d E. Iam inclined to agree with the Senator in that. 
ughter. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will inquire of the Senator from Iowa 


question will be 


whether we will know, after that very unequivocal statement, 


what the committee 8 to do? 
Mr. ALLISON. e provision r ting Hawaii is in the bill 


and it can not be got out of the bill without an amendment, and- 


therefore the question is already before the Senate, whether the 
committee propose an amendment or not. If the committee can 
agree upon a plan or a scheme of their own, they may possibly 
pens it, and if they do not agree, they will not present it, but 

eave it tothe Foreign Relations Committee, which deals with 
these subjects, to perni such amendment as it may think proper. 

Mr. WHITE. Iwill ask the Senator from Iowa if it is possible 
that this bill is to get into the Committee on Foreign Relations? 

Mr. ALLISON. No one knows into what committee it may get 
before it is completed. But the question is before the Senate, and 
if the committee choose to e no amendment, the subject must 
be considered by the Senate. The Senator from California cer- 
tainly understands that. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator from Iowa 
that of course I understand that; but as we have been informed 
two or three times that there was an amendment in process of con- 
struction somewhere and by somebody, I merely desired to know 
whether that amendment was of a practical character, whether it 
really had some essence, and would perhaps appear, but the Sena- 
tor not being able to tell more definitely as to the matter, I shall 
not pressit. I do not wish to intrude upon the secrets of the 
caucus chamber at all. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, while I have not 
found the letter from Mr. Farr, I have found the chemist's cer- 
tificate, which he sends, and which gives the different grades of 
sugar, and I call the attention of the Senate to the saccharine 
strength of the various grades he gives as being made by the sugar 
refineries, His statement is as follows: F 


SUGAR CERTIFICATE. 
[Duplicate.] 


A. WEICHERT LABORATORY, 
101 Wall Street, New York, December 22, 1895. 


Messrs. NEVERS & CALLAGHAN: 
Ihere 
low and 


certify that I have examined the samples of sugar marked as be- 
them to contain as follows: 


t. 


SSS SNA 
mas eaS e 


83888885 
5 


A. WEICHERT CHEMICAL LABORATORY, 
101 Wall Street, New York. 


This shows the grades of sugar made by the refineries, and it 

at least to the extent to sustain the statement made by Mr. 

F „that the sugar refineries make 100 pounds of sugar out of 
every 100 pounds of sugar melted. 

Mr. CHILTON . Do they make it from the German sugar? 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Ido not know as to that, but I pre- 
sume there is some German sugar used. The great bulk, however, 
of the sugar of this country is the cane sugar. 

Mr. CHILTON. I understand that; but I want to know what 
is the per cent of adulteration. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Ithink there is moreadulteration of 
German sugar than of cane sugar. Iknowtwoor three years ago 
there was a much larger per cent of ash in German sugar; and 
it was to show that improved methods had got rid to a great ex- 
tent of those difficulties that I read the statement of Professor 
Weichert. 

.Mr. CHILTON. I understand that this which is called the re- 
fined sugar is supposed to test 100 degrees, that there is such an 
amount of water poured into it that it does not test 100 degrees, 
and all I want to get at is whether the German refined sugar that 
is brought here is subject to the same difficulty or trouble. 

. Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is, of course, water present in 

all sugar below 100 de . In sugar testing 100 degrees there is 
no water; itis perfectly dry; but the sugar below 100 degrees. as 
a rule, has. no deleterious substances present; it has no foreign 
Inatter except water. Sugar testing 96 degrees, as a rule, means 


96 pounds of sugar and 4 pounds of water. There is no special 
harm in it. 

There are some crudities and impurities that are taken ont, but 
they are infinitesimal in point of weight, and this, of course, is 
less and less the case as the sugaris higher and higherin test. In 
the lower grades of sugar there is more molasses. Of course these 
impurities and ingredients are less in the higher grades of sagar, 
but even where there is & considerable amount of molasses pres- 
ent it is saccharine matter—sugar that has not been crystallized. 

Mr. President, I have a sort of circular which was sent to me 
from San Francisco in favor of maintaining the Hawaiian treaty. 
It is a remarkable paper in many , and I will ask the in- 
dulgence of the Senate to read it as a specimen of the sort of argu- 
ments that are used for the purpose of maintaining that treaty. 
The circular says: 

Dear Str: Your attention is directed to the following article published in 
the San Francisco Examiner of Monday, May 24, 1897: 

"THE PROFITS OF HAWATIAN TRADE. 

“The sugar trust is weakening in its efforts to smash the Hawaiian reci- 
procity treaty. According to the reports from Washin ,it is now ready 
e 3 by oue foralevy on Hawaiian productsof but one-third 

This is, as a matter of course, to be preferred to the proposition to put 
Hawaii on the same footing as foreign countries and tax her products at full 


rates. But the proposition should none the less be resisted by the Califor- 
nia d tion in Congress and beaten out of the tariff bill It is but the 


change from a proposition to kill our trade with the islands to a proposition 
to take away part of the trade. California has no trade that she ng to 
spare, and the effort to deprive her of any part of it should meet with stren- 
uous resistance, 


“ The efforts to prove that our trade with Hawaii is a losing business for 
the United States still continue, in spite of the demonstration offered that it 
is the most 5 of our commerce. The fact that we ht 

in the last calendar year, and sold Hawaii only - 


lained by the Examiner. 

We received $15,244,977 

figures would show that we made a profit of 

trade’ against us 

is probably founded on the idea that this difference between exports and im- 
cus 

error. We sent to Hawaii in the calendar year 1893 


that this is a 22 
$1,065,278 in gold and $73,000 in silver. This is the total shipment in settlement 
of the'balance. The other was 529 


5 921.448 t. We swapped off 
of merchandise and cash for P worth $15,244,977." pas 

Mr. President, I shall not read the remainder of this statement, 
but the idea of anybody solemnly sending a document of that sort, 
printing it, and undertaking to make men of sense believe that 
we haye made a pts of over $9,000,000 in a transaction of that 
kind, because it did not show how they were paid for, is such an 
absurdity that there is no use of wa apes stopping to discuss it. If 
the profits were made by the people of San Francisco out of the 
investment, it makes no difference. Suppose you admit, for the 
sake of argument, that these absurd claims are true, who would 
get the benefit? The individuals who bonght the goods at one- 
third the value have obtained the profit. 

It has been of no benefit to the American public, no benefit to 
the no benefit to any taxpayerin the United States, and 
eyen if the absurd statement were true, it would be no reason for 
maintaining a condition of things such as is existing now. The 
statement made by this sugar company that we are giving up 
more than $7,000,000 of tariff a year for the purpose of inducing 
the Hawaiian people to buy $4,000,000 worth of goods from us is 
a plain statement of the common sense of the situation; andif the 
American people refuse to continue to remit this amount of 
$7,000,000 of tariff taxes, the statement made by me a few minutes 
ago that the standing agreement between the sugar refiners and 
the sugar producers was that the sugar producers of Hawaii 
should have for their sugar what the sugar was worth in New 
York, less one-fourth of a cent, shows where the profit goes. 

What is the value of the sugar in New York? It is the value of 
the outside article obtained in Cuba, the Philippine Islands, or 
anywhere abroad, and the tariff paid to lay it down in New York. 
Now, as to the foreign cost of sugar in the Hawaiian or the Phil- 
ippine Islands, or the West India Islands, or in South America, 
they sell this sugar higher than any Cuban can sell his sugar, and 
by so much higher as the American tariff, less one-fourth of a cent 
& pound, which goes to the trust. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that that statement ought to 
make it impossible for the American Senate to continue a system 
which takes out of the Treasury practically $7,000,000 a year which 
is all to go into the hands of the Hawaiian sugar producers except 
one-quarter of a cent a pound that is to go to the refiners of New 


York, 

Mr. LINDSAY. Where do the persons live who make the Ha- 
waiian sugar? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In San Francisco, I sup that is, 
I suppose most of the men who own the plantations live there. I 
understood that at least a great many of them live there. The 
labor that produces that sugar is cooly labor, and there is only 3 
per cent of the population in the wich Islands white people, 
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If this profit went to the labor of the Sandwich Islands—as all the 
other taxes that we levy here are for the benefit of labor—it would 
not be for the benefit of the white laborer, but it would go to 
coolies; it would not go to Americans or people speaking the lan- 
guage of our country. It may be possible that a lot of San Fran- 
cisco or California people may own the plantations in Hawaii, and 
it may be of enormous value to them to be allowed to bring their 
sugar in and sell it at the same price it would sell for duty paid; 
but is there any justice in levying a tax upon the masses of the 
pepe to enable those who happen to own plantations in Hawaii 

sell their su to the American people at a higher price than 
they would it but for this law? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator if the sugar planters 
live in the United States and pocket the profits whether that does 
not account for the fact that we do not send the money out to 

"S 


waii? 
1 Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is precisely the way I account 
or it. 

Mr. President, there are many other facts in connection with 
this matter that I should like to present to the Senate, but I have 
already been on my feet so long that I feel that I ought not to 
trespass any longer on the time or patience of the Senate; but be- 
fore the debate is closed I shall attempt to elucidate some other 
points on the question to the best of my ability. 

Mr. MILLS. I want to state that on the vote taken this morning 

^Y was paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON] on 
the amendment offered to the bill by the Senator from Utah ^ 
Cannon]. Had I been nt, I should have voted ‘‘ nay." 
^ Mr. T. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to attempt any 
elaborate address on this important schedule. There has been a 
vastamount of irritation exhibited whenever the schedule hascome 
up for discussion in any tariff bill. In 1894 it was the Cape Hat- 
teras of debate, and caused investigation, vituperation, libel, and 
slander until the character of individual Senators and the char- 
acter of the Senate at became involved in the discussion. 

The sugar trust is a plain, palpable, bald, admitted trust. It 
controls, according to statements of its own members, 70 per cent 
of the consumption of sugar in the United States; and it is stated 
by experts who are not in the trust that the amount it controls is 
96 per cent, leaving only 4 per cent outside of its cormorant grasp. 
Iknow that the decision made by the circuit court of the United 
Btates and affirmed by the Supreme Court, involving the effect of 
the antitrust law, misnamed the Sherman Act—with which Mr. 
Sherman had no more to do than the inhabitantof another planet— 
the antitrust law, which was framed by the Judiciary Committee, 
chiefly by Mr. Edmunds, then Senator from Vermont, and reported 
to the Senate and sed by both Houses, and construed by the 
Supreme Court of United States, first by the circuit court in 
New Jersey, in a case where the sugar trust was a party—it was not 
pretended that it was not a trust, but that case went off upon the 
question whether the product of the trust had entered into inter- 
state commerce so as to bring it and bring the trust within the 
sphere of the operation of thatlaw. That was the only point vir- 
tually decided. 

As to its being a trust, as to its controlling the sugar consump- 
tion m the United PN there was no 8 ee or gar It 5 
not only an open and undisguised and palpable an mitte 
trust, but its operations have been flagrant, bold, and its mana- 
gers have been men of the greatest financial and economic ability; 
and it has proceeded with a confidence that arose from a sense 
of ability and from the consciousness of t financial resources. 
It has been estimated that this trust has invested in the refining 
of sugar some $25,000,000. It has bought up all the rival refineries 
that were of sufficient importance to interfere with the general 
design of monopoly. 

In the city of St. Louis the old Belcher refinery, which at one 
time was considered a marvel of prosperity and production in the 
way of refined sugar, was bought by the trust and closed; and the 
same thing happened with the large refinery finished in 1895 in 
the city of Baltimore. Its doors were suddenly closed and its 
chimneys have been smokeless from that time. When the facts 
came out, it developed that this retinery, like the Belcher refinery 
and the refinery in San Francisco, had passed into the control of 
this giant monopoly, and forits purposes had gone out of practical 
operation. 

To show the enormous profits of this business, it is only neces- 
sary to refer to the testimony of Mr. Searles in the Lexow inves- 
tigation. Mr. Searles made no phenomenal revelations, because 
the re of the company and what can be read by any 1nan in 
regard to its stock and its dividends show its enormous profits, 
With $24,000,000 of capital invested, or $25.000,000 at the largest 
estimate, the trust has $37,500,000 of preferred stock and $37,500,000 
of common stock, making $75,000,000. Upon the $37,500,000 of 
common stock it pays 3 per cent every three months, or 12 per 
cent a vear, equivalent to 13 per cent. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. My understanding is that it pays 
6 per cent on its preferred stock and 12 per cent on the common. 


Mr. VEST. It pays 7 per cent on the preferred and it pays 12 
pu cent npon the common, which is equivalent to 21 per cent, 
ause when a dividend is parabis every three months the calcu- 
lation is that 1 per cent is added to its annual value. That would 
make it 13 per cent upon the common stock and 8 per cent upon 
the ires the aggregate 21 per cent on the common: and 
preferred. 

Mr. BATE. I will ask the Senator from Missouri if the stock 
has been watered? I just came into the Chamber, and I did not 
hear the Senator’s statement. If it has been watered, to what 
extent has it been watered? 

Mr. VEST. Asamatter of course it has been watered. Iyield 
to the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] to make a state- 
ment. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I simply desire to read the quotations of the 
stock of the American Sugar Refining Company for a number of 

ears. 
y: For the year 1892: Common, 1153; lowest, 782; closing, 1114. 
Preferred, 1078; lowest, 90; closing, 993. Sales, 4,514,617 shares 
of common. 

For the year 1893 the e et quotation of common was 1344; 
lowest, 612; closing, 81i. I will not read the whole of the table. 

For the year 1894: Common, 134}; lowest, 75§; closing, 89}. For 
the year 1895, 1214; lowest, 90}; closing, 102}. The figures all run 
above par both for common and preferred for 1892, 1893, 1894, and 
1895 


Mr. WHITE. While the Senator from Louisiana is upon his 
feet, I should like to inquire whether the introduction of this re- 
form sugar schedule by the other side of the Chamber has had any 
effect on the stock market in reference to sugar stock? 

Mr. VEST. It went up five points. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In one day, and it has gone up since 


then. 

Mr. CAFFERY. This is a report for the period from 1892 to 
1895, and the pro bill would have no effect on that term. I 
simply read the figures to show the amount of premium the stock 
is carrying. 

Mr. WHITE. My question was addressed to the effect of the 
bill upon stock at a recent date. 

Mr. VEST. Some of us may be mistaken with regard tothesugar 
schedule, but there are certain people who are never mistaken. 
and those people are in Wall street. The speculators of Wali 
street understand immediately and almost instinctively the effect 
of legislation here. There is no question in regard to the correct- 
ness of their conclusion. When our friends in caucus the other 
day decided upon the present and pending schedule, sugar stock 
went up five points in thirty minutes. and it has continued to go 
up ever since. I am told t to-day it is as high as 124, having 
started immediately on the adjournment of the caucus from 118. 
There is no question about the correctness of their conclusion. 
They know whether this schedule is more favorable to them than 
theexisting law, or than the Dingley bill, or than wnat is called 
the Aldrich amendment, and the result is shown in the stock 
board, and it is now predicted, as I understand from a gentleman 
in speculation, I believe, to some extent, that sugar will go to 150. 
The trust has all it wants. 

But I have not contented myself with conjecture in regard to 
this matter, and with the assistance of the best expert in the 
United States, in my opinion. I have arrived mathematically at 
the effect of the caucus amendment, and I have here tables show- 
ing all the different phases of the sugar question, worked out 
with absolute certainty, and they put the question beyond doubt. 
Of course I shall not undertake to go through this labyrinth or 
wilderness of calculation upon an occasion like the present, and I 
will content myself with results. I takeit for granted the Senate 
wants to know the difference of protection given to the trust un- 
der these different measures, commencing with the existing law 
and winding up with the proposed amendments or schedule of the 
caucus which we are now considering. 

One question which has to be determined is upon what grade of 
sugar shall we make the calculation. Of course Senators know, 
and it is an elementary fact in regard to the sugar schedule, that 
there are two systems upon which to treat this question. Oneis 
that of color, and the other is that of saccharine strength. When 
you speak of 16 Dutch standard, you mean a color about like that 
of coffee, When you speak of the polariscopic test, you mean its 
saccharine strength, running from 75 to 99 degrees, making alto- 
gether twenty-six grades or degrees, according to the polariscopic 
test 


Governor DiNGLEY, in framing his bill in the House, took 92- 
degree sugar as the test upon which he based his bill and sent it to 
the Senate. He assumed, and I think correctly, that 92 is about 
the mean or medium de .going up from 92 to 99 and from 92 
down to 75. The su; ealers of New York, and conspicuously 
thegreathouseof Willett & Gray, took 96 as the grade upon which 
the sugar schedule should be determined and argued. As was 
said by my colleague upon the Committee on Finance, the Senator 


1644 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 10, 


from Arkansas [Mr. Jones], the lower grades of sugar are full of 
impurities, with large quantities of water, and they are not the 
favorites of the trust, but the higher grades of sugar produce the 
article which competes with the granulated sugar of Germany, 
which is refined sugar, coming into this market in large quanti- 
ties, and there is the battlefield between the foreigner and the do- 
mestic refiner in the United States. 

I repeat, that the 96 polariscopic grade is that upon which this 
question must be argued and determined, because that is the e 
in which the trust is more interested than in any other, and not 
in the lower or muscovado sugars, which are full of impurities 
and which the refiners never buy if they can helpit. Asamatter 
of course, there has been a vast change in the sugar market of the 
world produced by the Cuban revolution or war. If Senators 
would go to the official repor, they would find that from impor- 
tations of a billion and half pounds of em brought to us from 
Cuba and the Philippine Islands it has fallen off to some 200,000,- 
000 pounds, and if the war continues it is safe to assume that the 
Ead sugar of Cuba will practically disappear from the American 
market. 

The trust, compelled to have its raw material in m of war, 
was forced to go to the beet sugar of Germany, and the result 
was that the beet sugar of Germany, as shown by official reports, 
increased in importation in 1896, or in the nine months preceding 
July of this year, from 400,000,000 to 900,000,000 pounds. So there 
has been a revolution, In 1896, 2, 230,000, 000 pounds of cane sugar 
were brought into this country and refined, but that has fallen off 
to a billion and a half, and the place of the Cuban cane sugar has 
been taken by the beet sugar from Germany. 

Mr. President, I come to the real question in which every Sena- 
tor is interested, and in which the people particularly are inter- 
ested. What is the i given to the trust by existing law? 
What is the result of this amendment? Have the speculators of 
Wall street been mistaken in regard to its effect when they put 
sugar up from 118 to 124 insideof the past two days? I assert that 
this calculation is mathematically correct. I have gone over it 
carefully, deliberately, and am responsible for it, because I know 
that it was made by a man, in my judgment, the most competent 
that can be found for such work. 

We will take, in the first place, 96-degree sugar, which is the test 
sugar. Underthe Wilson Act the protection is thirty-four and a 
fraction cents on the hundred pounds to the trust; under the Ding- 
ley bill instead of 34 it is 59 cents on the hundred pounds; under the 

drich amendment itis 61 cents; under the present schedule pro- 
posed by the caucus it is 66, an increase over the Aldrich amend- 
ment, which was itself an increase over the Dingley bill, which 
was itself an increase over the Wilson Act; and the difference be- 
tween the Aldrich amendment and the caucus schedule is over 5 
cents on the hundred pounds, 

Mr. President, this calculation is made upon the prices given by 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] in his speech. I 
believe those prices are too low, but for purposes of fair, legitimate 
ee I took his own prices ande made this calculation upon 
them. ; AT. 4 

There are26 grades of sugar, running from 75 to 99 degrees, inclu- 
sive. On 17 of those grades the caucus amendment is a slight de- 
crease from the Aldrich schedule. Upon 9 of them it is a very 
considerable increase, and I come now to the salient point in this 
discussion, to which I challenge the attention of the opposite side 
and their contradiction. ltis most significant that all these re- 
ductions in the protection given are upon the muscovados or lower 
degrees of sugar, below 87. Upon all the higher grades, which 
constitute the favorite raw material of the trust, there is a very 
marked and significant increase of protection. 

Take, for instance, 75, the lowest grade. Under the Aldrich 
amendment the protection is $2.87; under the caucus amendment 
it is $2.29, a reduction. On 76 it is $2.08 under the Aldrich 
amendment and $2.16 under the caucus amendment. On the 
next grade it is $2.50 under the Aldrich amendment and $2.04 
under the caucus amendment. On the next grade it is $2.34 under 
the Aldrich amendment and $1.01 under the caucus amendment. 
On the next grade it is $2.19 under the Aldrich amendment and 
$1.81 under the cancus amendment. I leave off the thousands in 
the shape of fractions. 

On the next grade it is $1.87 under the Aldrich amendment and 
$1.58 under the Senate amendment, and so on with a small de- 
crease of from 1 to 3 cents until you reach the fated grade of 87, 
when a new section, an amendment of our friends upon the other 
Side, takes effect, and from that time on, above 87 and up to 99, 
there is a most significant and marked increase of protection given 
to the trust. 

We will take, for instance, 93, and you find the protection given 
to the trust is 77 cents under the Aldrich amendment, 78 in the 
Senate amendment; in thenext grade it is 63 under the Aldrich 
amendment and 71 in the Senate amendment; on the next it is 62 
cents in the Aldrich amendment and 67 in the caucus amendment; 
on the next it is 61 under the Aldrich amendment and 66 under 
the Senate amendment; on the next it is 59 under the Aldrich 


amendment and 64 under the Senate amendment; in the next, 59 
under the Aldrich amendment and 64 under the caucus amend- 
ment, and on the next it is 60 under the Aldrich amendment and 
66 under the caucus. 

Then follow in the calculations the price of refined sugar under 
the different bills. Under the Wilson Act it is $3.44; under the 
Dingley bill, $1.55; under the Aldrich amendment, $1.64; under 
the Senate amendment it would be $1.63. 

These are the rates of protection, and the hand that constructed 
and the intellect that devised that schedule understood exactly 
what was wanted. It is ingenious, artistic, and calculated to 
hide the increase so effectually from all except experts that it is 
almost impossible to make the detection. The men in Wall street 
unders it, and in five minutes after the lightning had flashed 
the news that our friends in caucus had decided upon this sched- 
ule prices jumped from 118 to 123}, and now it is 124 and possibly 
more. 

I will ask that these tables for the use of the Senate may be in- 
serted in my remarks, and I challenge criticism upon them. I 
have taken the prices of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH] himself. I have dealt fairly with every one of these 
measures, and I assert that this is an enormous bounty to the 
sugar trust upon the grades of sugar which they always desire to 
use, while for the purpose of deluding the people at large, and 
those who have given no special attention to the sugar duty, they 
have decreased with great clamor and ostentation the protection 
upon the lower grades of sugar least desired by this giant monopoly. 

In fixing any rates of duty and attempting in advance to an- 
nounce their effects on the revenue, on the interested industries, 
and as burdens to the taxpayers, it is necessary to note the condi- 
tions abroad and the probable tendencies of markets for the future, 

The false encouragement given in bounties by continental coun- 
tries has resulted in overproduction abroad, and in so depressing 
the world's sugar markets that since the enactment of the present 
law prices of sugar have so declined that our revenues have fallen 
away more than a third below what was computed these rates 
would.yield at the time the law was passed, and has so cheapened 
sugars to the consumers that they have hardly noticed the burden 
which 40 per cent on this necessary of life has imposed. 

It does not seem possible that prices can go much lower than 
now; but our consul-general at Frankfort, in the February Con- 
sular Report (page 167), shows that new legislation in Germany, in- 
stead of reducing the trouble, as anticipated, by reason of the same 
tendencies of greed-grasping benefits that prevail there as here, 
hasexaggerated the embarrassments and encouraged still more 
burdensome overproduction in Germany, and France retaliates 
with like legislation. 

The result is that while the Germans can only afford 12 or 15 
pounds of sugar Tu MUT annually for home consumption, they 
help England and the United States pay for the 50 or 60 pounds 
per capita consumed in these countries. 

It seems a foolish policy, as anyone must admit who reads 
Consul-General Mason's letter, but it is continuing and progress- 
ive just now, and will probably result in still lower prices, which 
willset at naught any calculations offered at this time on the 
effects of the duties proposed in this bill. 

The amount of protection afforded by any system of rates on 
sugar, especially when these are partly or entirely ad valorem, 
depends, of course, in great measure upon the relative invoice 
prices of the raw and refined sugars, and these are just the ele- 
ments which the layman has no means of determining, and which 
the parties most interested decline to furnish. 

If the latter were quite ingenuous, the matter would still be 
complicated and uncertain by reason of fluctuations, of differences 
in different markets. at different ports, and in different seasons. 
When the present law was enacted sugar was more than a cent 
higher than at the present time, and the 40 per cent rate fixed 
was calculated and realized, a half cent more per pound on our 
tremendous importations. 

In criticising the estimates made by Hon. William L. Wilson 
on the rates proposed by the Senate bill, Senator ALDRICH (RECORD, 
page 1557) says: 

German granulated, the price of which I have already shown, in the month 
of March was 2.3 cents per pound. 

And on page 1559 of the RECORD, in a table given to show how 
irregularly and unfairly the proposed rates of the Dingley bill 
affect the various grades of raw sugars, the import price for each 
grade of such raw sugars is given by Senator ALDRICH. 

Taking these prices as à basis, and using the drawback allow- 
ance of pounds of each grade established by the Government— 
from 101 pounds of 99-degree sugar to nearly 147 pounds of 75- 
degree test to make 100 pounds of granulated—the margins found 
in the following tables show the ditferences of the duties paid on 
the raw and refined sugars, usually accepted as the measure of 
protection. 

These are of course misleading, since in the 114.94 pounds of 92- 
degree sugar there is not oniy realized 100 pounds of hard refined 
sugar, but several pounds of valuable soft sugars and molasses, 


1897. - CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 1645 


Before the Ways and Means Committee, Mr. W. J. McCahan, of 
Ageing pal a refiner, stated that he had calculated the cost of 
refining in his refinery for a year. 

In that time, running on from one-half to two-thirds time, 
using 96-degree centrifugals, it cost him 56 cents per 100 pounds 
to refine the sugar; but he added, There is 26 cents waste to 
come out of 56 cents." 

This is on 96-degree sugar, and there is but 7 pounds out of which 
to realize the 26 cents. It ought not to be less on lower grade 
sugars, where the allowance runs as high as 46 pounds, and this 
adds a quarter of a cent per pound protection to any calculation 
which makes the Government drawback allowance the basis for 
computing the margin of profit to the refiner. 

It is assumed in all these calculations that the refiners turn out 
no white sugar except of 100 degrees test. Yet centrifugals of 96 
to 97 degrees may be used and 94-degree refined white sugar re- 
sult, in which case, instead of a waste, more pounds of refined 
sugar come out than went in of raw sugar. 

This condition can not, ought not to have any bearing upon 
any calculation as to margins, but ought to be an answer to the 
brazen and the foolish, who alone claim that the protection in the 
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Table showing protection under Wilson Act on prices given by Senator Aldrich 
(Record, page 1558). i T 


40 per | Govern-| Duty on | Difer- 
cent un-| ment raw ential 


rate on refined sugar is limited to what is left after subtracting prices al- | 1 pound 
Hun duties paid on 115 pounds of 92-degree or 122 pounds of $8- d ases — — 
e sugar. 
o show how entirely these calculations rest upon the values of iid c nu deer 
the su , it is only necessary to compare page 636 of the Ways 8128 311712 142.65 4884 
and Means testimony, where Mr. PAYNE, of the committee, sug- . 835 374 141.08 | .52703 61737 
gests, and Mr. McCahan, the refiner, does not dissent, that the E — 139.21 |. 56101 
rates established by the committee do not vary 5 per cent on any 1.17125 4685 I. es s 
grade, and Senator ALDRICH’s table (RECORD, page 1559), which 1.25 5 133.61 | 668 47895 
shows these rates range from 78 per cent on 99-degree sugar to DENI on LB TL 3 
E . — LI . 
144 per cent ad valorem on that of 75 degrees test. i 405 |. 105 15 ot 185 aee 
Table showing protection under rates in Senate bill on prices given by Senator SEE |. 4 -7 Duy 
lari 259). 1.6051 [64204 21.27 | .79789| 3711 
AIF KADOTA page Su) 1.6633 | (6832 | 12241) .5H40| 39000 
Duty ou 1.0055 A 118.85 81750 Mo 
Senator Duty per| Govern- | enough | Differ- " 5 : mi T 
, |Aldrich's * Senate 35 per DONA ment TEC to ential T1 M du = TRION "30498 
polari- price. fic cent Son-] under draw- make under 1. mmy 55 THS 113. o " 81214 7 30286 
scopic test.| (Kec o rate, | ^terate.| Senate | back al- 1 pound | Senate 1.95 78 111.20 86736 27764 
page 1559.) miren ione but. 25 | 8 109.31 | 89505 |  .25095 
2 2.0029 .82516 107.47 88679 - 25821 
5 1 b | ise | ee] eae 
0.609275 0.51956 146.68 | 0.76208 | 1.53622 -18775 |. 855 
. 7135 58012 144.82| 84% 1.50518 2.18 8792 101.87 
a — el 142.95 .91599 | 1.4: 
1.0075 T5562 mM 1.05189 Ae Senator ALDRICH (RECORD, e 1557) gives the value of German granu- 
1095 |l "81937 137.35 | 11: 1.22999 | lated sugar as 2.3 cents per pound. Under the Wilson Act the duty on this 
1.17125 7 per cent "87843 | 135.48 | 1.19009 1.15821 | Would be 40 per cent—0.92 and + cent, is 0.125, or together 1.045; with 0.10 
1.25 75 13.00 1. 1.00571 | differential against bounty-fed sugar makes the total duty 1.145. 
* 1 1.00238 131.74 | 1.3353 | 1.02777 : i t) L 
7 1b 7 Table showing protection under rates of Senate bill on prices furnished by New 
r rod = 112 . P dm York committee of the raw-sugar 2 z 
1.5484 1.1613 | 126.14} 1.46186 | 88311 
1.6051 79| 0.58178 | 1.35178 | 121.27 | 1.67985 | -66815 Differ- 
1. 6633 81| .5915| 1.90215] 141] 1.70813 6417 | Degrees, given raw, | ential 
1, 6955 $83 -59342 | 1.42542 120.54 | 1.71579 polariscopic | by su- cent Sen-| specific | rate per sugar in under 
3 —5 = Mee E be 6 nra " a; — iR 3 od test. gar | atebill.| rate. pound, Senate 
? % s ; ^ 2 deal 
1.8272 sa| :exo2| 192| meot) 1.7 007 M EESTE ARE je tot M] e 
1.862 91 65170 | 1.5917 113.07 | 1.70581 .D8219 
1.95 E] 08250 | 1.6125 111.20 | 1.79309 . 55521 . 1.3001 1. 0392 
2.095 95| .70875 | 1.05870 | 109.81 | 1.81387 | .53463 a 1.3576 9007 
2.0029 o7 „T2201 | 1.092 107.47 | 1.81839 52991 ^ 1.4044 9439 
2.1134 99 .T3969 | 1.72909 105.60 | 1.82055 52175 > 1.4195 . 8988 
2.13115 101 T4821 | 1.7082 103.73 | 1.82378 .52452 ý 1.4930 ~ 8553 
2,198 163 | 70080 1.7008 | 101.87 1.88295 51535 149 Vos per cent 1.11% 1538|  .Bl35 
ees aioe rU Nd Bran’ Motu Mecum Nét EIS nu 5 
Senator RICH says German ulated sugar is worth 2.3 cents per zi 2525 3 6 
pound. Thirty-five per ode of this is 0.805 cent, ei the specific rate. Tis 12 cd 1 — - 
cents, equals 1.905 cents, plus the German bounty, 0.3833 cent, equals 2.3483 178 1.3250 1.7089 16394 
oe iss 658 n| Eus D 1201 En 
Table showing protection under rates of Dingley bill on prices given by Senator r ? y à t > 
7 " ` 192 012 „81 1, 482 1.8141 .5343 
Aldrich (Record, page 1552). 195 05 8 r 225 pend 5210 
Duty on Differ- 21 11 871.881 1.82 4081 
dE ae 208| . 728 -89 | 1.618 1.8507 | 4886 
Tpound Due, zi| | | le» Teo | isis 
refined. | bill. 217 | 805 ‘95 | 1:2095 1.8691 |  .4792 
220 27 71.74 1.8699 4784 
70. 2 28 .99| 1.7705 1.8696 | 4787 
16 L791 101 1.801 1.8681 | 4802 
T 29| W5} 1.06 1535 1.8657 | 14826 
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822 that much of this grade to make 100 


The tables are made to show the differentials under the different 
bills, and it should be remembered that the calculations are based 
on a valaation of 2.8 cents per pound, which must be an under- 
valuation, since the last cropin Germany realized an average price 
of 2.43 for the year, and no refined sugar of any great quantity 
has come in yet at that figure, though it may go below in time, 
for the survival of the cheapest is as inexorably a commercial teud- 
ency as that death follows birth. It must not be forgotten that 
this sh decline in price of sugar is in spite of the temporary 
cutting off of a part of the sugar supply of Cuba, though we re- 
ceived more Cuban sugar in March, 1897 (78,029,093 pounds), than 
in the corresponding month of 1896 (73,294,680). 

The refined sugars which came in in 1896 were valued at 2.8 
cents per pound; forthe first nine months of the present fiscal year 
the little refined sugar imported was valued at 2.55 cents, and for 
the month of March last at 2.42 cents. Any of these would give a 
somewhat higher margin to the refiners than the 2.3 cents on which 
the tables were computed. If refined sugar was entered as for all 
—the year 1896 at 2.8 cents, then the margin would be 17.50cents per 
hundred pounds higher; and if to this be added what is realized 
from the softer sugars and molasses, the by-product in refining, 
admitted in one case to be 26 cents per hundred pounds, then the 
margin would be 43.50 points higher. 

The House committee assumed, as has long been admitted, that 
the average of raw sugars imported into the United States was of 
92 degrees polariscopic test. This does not mean that any great 
proportion of the sugars below 16 Dutch standard was of that 
grade, but that Cuban centrifugals and continental beet sugars 
were about as great in volume as the lower-grade cane sugars of 
the Southern republics, the islands, and the Indies. The cham- 
pions of the Senate schedule at one fell swoop wiped out the cane 
sugars of the world, The two and three-quarter billion pounds 
which came in in 1896 of cane su disappeared like the &moke 
from the fisherman's jar, and in its stead the horrible Afrite rose, 
labeled German beet. German refined could come in at 2.3 cents 

pound, and if on this the retaliatory duty of 38.33 cents should 

counted as part of the protection, then, too, the 27 cents bounty 

on the raw sugars of Germany must be counted as part of the 
duties against all raw sugars. 

No matter that the German raw sugars do not grade below 90 
degrees, orat any rate carry no bounty belowthatfigure. No mat- 
ter that our share of the cane sugar of the world, between two and 
three thousand million pounds, c. nosuch bounty. Germany 
is hereafter to furnish our sugar. She will wipe out our refiners 
as she has done those of England. Our cane fields of the South 
which the flood has spared 1 be neglected; our beet farms in 
the West shall oncemore be waste places. But beitremembered, 
when all this is done the Tropics will still raise some cane, and 
the trust will be found doing business at the old stand. 

No account is to be taken of the fact that Europe produced 
$86,744,320 less pounds of raw beet sugar last year than the year 
before. No matter that Germany cultivated 160,051 less acres of 
beets in 1896 than in 1895, or that she produced 499,013,760 less 
pounds of beet sugar, or that she exported 239,926,400 pounds less. 
All these facts are ignored in the its Beware the bogie man from 
Germany!" As has been said, the preceding tables are not a 
measure of profit of the refiner, but only intended to show the 
differential of duties which would result on the prices as quoted, 
for which no guaranty is given. 

If the margin of profit is to be calculated, a different method is 
necessary, for in that case it must be borne in mind that the re- 
finer pays also for the extra pornas of sugar which he buys to 
make his hundred pounds of refined. As an instance, take the 
raw sugar of 92 degrees, the average point, worth, as Senator AL- 
pric has said, 1.8272 cents. On this, under the Senate schedule, 


the specific rate i& 0.89 cent, and the 35 per cent ad valorem is, is 
0.63952, or together, 1.52952 cents. If the sugar cost 1.8272, and | 79 
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the duty is 1.52952, the 4 ped value of each pound of that 
grade of sugar would be 3. n 

To this add the 0.27 cent of the German export bounty on raw 
sugar and we have the total den cost of the sugar, 3.62645. 
On the export of this sugar of 92 degrees when refined, our Goy- 
ernment allows a drawback on 114.94 pounds, estimating it takes 
ounds of hard refined 
sugar. Multiplying the cost of 1 pound by this drawback allow- 
ance of 114.94, and we have for the actual duty-paid cost of enough 
raw sugar to make 1 pound of refined, 4.1682 cents. 

Now, the price of the refined sugar is 2.3 cents, according to Mr. 
ALDRICH, and on this the duty is 2.3483, or together the duty-paid 
price of such EE rad is 4.6483 cents, and the margin of peolt is 
therefore the difference between these two prices, or 0.4801, to 
which should be added 0.26 cent admitted as realized out of tho 
soft sugars which result in the process of refining, which together 
make 0.7401, or neay uor QUAS of a cent protective margin 
within which it may be sold under the German sugar. 

The point is made against all the estimates on the sugar sched- 
ule that if the retaliatory duties on bounty-fed sugars of 38.33 
cents be counted on the refined sugar, 27 cents should be added 
to the price of the raw sugars and reduce the nominal protection 
by that amount. 

When it is suggested that these bounties do not apply to cane 
sugars, but only to beet sugars from two or three continental 
countries, hands are thrown up and one is asked in surprise 
where these cane sugars are to come from. Cuban sugar is gone. 
‘Seventy-seven per cent of our raw sugar comes from Germany.” 

This is arrant nonsense. Admit Cuba ships no soene to-day. 
It is a convenient moment to make a tariff that will add a quarter 
of a cent of profits to Cuban sugar to-morrow. Because Cuba 
ships no sugar this 4th of Jaly, do friends of the trust claim that 
she will ship none inthefuture? Dothey think because they ‘‘are 
virtuous there shall be no more cakes and ale?" 

In 1896 we imported 2,752,012,512 pounds of cane sugar without 
conning the Hawaiian, on which there was no bounty. Shall 
all this be ignored in calculating probable profits under this bill? 

Besides, Germany under the new law gives no bounty on any 
sugar under 99 degrees, (See letter from Treasury Department to 
Senator CAFFERY.) Her bounties are granted on an analysis of 
81 per cent, equivalent to 90 degrees palsies pic test, and on all 
the sugars under this there are no countervailing (German) duties 
to be added. 

France, whose bounty system has just been remodeled in retalia- 
tion on Germany, sent us only $488,000 worth of beet sugar in 
1896, and none for the nine months of 5 year. 

German sugars wil perhaps be impo in progressively in- 
creasing quantities. As long as that Government pursues the 
pn of taxing their own pere to furnish England and the . 

nited States cheap sugar, both countries are likely to continue 
to profit by such generosity. 

rmans pay 12 cents per pound for the sugars they eat, while 
we get it for half the price. They have an import duty of above 
4cents per pound, and an internal-revenue tax of 2.16 cents on 
each pound consumed at home. 

While we may continue to increase our purchases from that 
country, the 750,000,000 already taken in this fiscal year must be 
left out of the calculation. 

That was abnormal, and only in response to a quick demand to 
anticipate the new tariff. 

When the new law becomes effective, prices will be readjusted, 
and if German raw sugar, with the compensatory duty of 27 cents 
per 100 pounds, can be secured at a price more profitable to refin- 
ers than cane sugars without such additional burdens, the former 
will be preferred, and mer erana, crowd out the cane sugars, 
though the operation will be slow, for the latter would soon fall— 
without demand—to a profitable figure. Besides, there is a limit 
to the amount on which Germany or any country can pay these 
bounties, and the burden is likely to become heavy enough to over- 
throw the whole system. 

Until then, under this proposa law, such raw sugars as come 
from Germany will pay the additional impost of 27 cents on sugars 
of 90 degrees and above. In taking this off the probable margin 
of protection or profit, it should not be forgotten to add 26 cents 
realized from the by-products of soft sugars, where the Govern- 
ment drawback allowance is used as the basis of the estimates, as 
in the following tables: 
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Protection under Wilson bill on Aldrich prices—Continued. 


„ 1.0925 0. 437 1.53 187.35 2.101 1.344 
N 1.17125 4685 1.64 135. 2.222 1.233 
|. p depen tit 1.25 5 1.75 133.61 2.338 1.107 
83. 1. 33651 534004 1.87 181.74 2.403 .982 
84 1.4187 50748 1.986 129.88 2.579 866 
85 1.4805 . 5958 2. 085 128.01 2.009 270 
86 1.5454 - 61936 2.168 | 126.14 2.135 .110 
87 1.6051 04204 2.247 124.27 2. 702 .053 
88 1.6633 66532 2.329 122. 2.851 . 51M. 
89. 1. 6955 . 6782 2.314 130.54 2.802 583 
F 1.7396 09341 2.421 118. 67 2. 880 -565 
. 1. 7683 0132 2.476 116.81 2.892 .553 
S 1.8272 - 13088 2.558 114.94 2.940 .505 
— — 1.80 THS 2.007 113.07 2.948 407 
8 E ees 1.95 «a8 2.13 111.20 3.085 410 
95. 2.025 81 2.835 | 109. 8.100 M5 
96 .. 2. 0629 -82516 2.888 107.47 3.104 AMT 
8 2.1134 84538 2.950 105. 60 9.125 s 

2, 13775 . 8551 2.993 | 103.73 3.105 910 

2 2.198 .8192 8.077 101.87 8.135 310 


Aldrich price, 2.3 cents per pound; Wilson rate, 40 per cent, or 0.92 plus h 
or 0.125 cent, equal 1.045 cents plus (one-tenth) 0.10 cent against bounty-fed 
sugar 1.145 duty. Duty-paid cost of refined sugar is therefore 3.445 cents. 


Protection under Dingley bill on Aldrich prices. 


| Govern- | Duty-paid 
prof | Protec- 


Aldrich |Dingley| pound, | Mert | P 0 
r ee prices. | rates. duty RW Tal pound | Dingley 
lowance. relied. 
T EY . 6027 1 1.693 146. 68 483 2.016 
76 77 1.08 1.804 14. 2.013 1.146 
7 .85128 1.06 1.914 142.95 2.736 1.823 
18 . 935 1.09 2.005 141. 2. 857 1. 702 
79 1.0075 1.12 2.1235 139.21 2.962 1.597 
80 1.0825 1.15 2.213 157.35 3.081 1.478 
81 1.17125 1.18 2.351 135. 48 3. 185 1.374 
82 1.25 1.21 2.46 133. 61 3.287 1.272 
83 1.59651 1.24 2.577 131.74 3.395 1.164 
84 1.4187 121 2. 689 129. 3.492 1.067 
85 1.4895 1.30 2.79 123.01 3.571 .fiss 
86 1.5494 1.33 2.878 126.14 3.630 .929 
87 1.6051 1.36 2, 985 124.27 3.685 ml 
88 1. 6633 1.39 3.053 122.41 3. 737 2 
89 1.0955 1.42 3.115 120.51 3.755 804 
90 1.7336 1.45 3.184 118. 3.778 .T81 
91 1. 7683 1.48 3.248 116.81 3.794 .T65 
9 1.8272 1.51 3. 114.91 3. 826 -TB 
93 1.802 1.54 3.402 113.07 3.847 712 
94 1.95 1.57 3.52 111. 3.914 .045 
95 2.025 1.00 3.025 109. 34 3.961 595 
96 2.0029 1.63 9.698 107.47 3.969 . 590 
97 2.1134 1.66 3.773 105.60 3.984 5755 
98 2.19115 1,69 8. 828 108. 73 3.971 E 
— 2.198 1.72 3.918 101.87 3.991 .508 


Dingley rate on refined, 1.875 cents per pound, plus German bounty. 38.4, 
equals 2.350; with Aldrich price, makes duty-paid cost of refined sugar 4.559. 


Protection under Senate bill on prices of Senator Aldrich, 


aa 
cost of |Protec- 
raw 570 
sugar under 
inl Senate 
pound rates. 
of re- 
fined. 

0.69275 0.51956 | 1.212 1.778 | 2.871 
77 .58012 | 1.354 1.961 | 2.688 
.B5428 «64074 | 1.495 2.137 | 2.502 
.935 - 70125 | 1.096 2.308 | 2.341 

1, 0075 75562 | 1.763 2.454] 2.195 

1.0925 .81937 | 1.912 2.000| 2.083 

1.17125 «87843 | 2.050 | 135. 2.776 | 1.878 

1.25 5 | 2.188 | 133. 2.923 | 1.726 

1.39651. 1.00238 | 2.399 4 3.081 1. 568 

1.4187 1.06402 | 2.493 | 129. 3.225 | 1.424 

1.4895 1.11712 | 2.007 . 3.837 | 1.312 

1.5494 1.1613 | 2.710 | 126.14 | 3.418 | 1231 

1.6051 |. 1.95178 | 2.957 | 124.27 3.675 974 

1. 6633 .81| . 1.39215 | 3.055 | 122.41 | 3.740 .909 

1.6955 -83 | .59842 | 1.49542 | 3.119 | 120.54] 3.760 .RRO 

1.73936 85] . 1.45676 | 3.190 | 118.07 | 3.786 -863 

1.7683 -87 | .61890 | 1.4889 | 3.257 | 116.81 | 3.805 „8H 

1.8272 890 .63952 | 1.52952 3.357 | 114.94 | 3.859 .T90 

1.862 91) . 1.5617 | 3.424 | 113.07 | 3.872 TU 

1.95 .93| .68250] 1.6125 9.563 | 111.20 | 3.962 687 

2.025 9) . 1.65875 | 8.684 | 109.94 | 4.028 .621 

2.0329 N .722001| 1.692 3.755 | 107.47 | 4.085 614 

2.1134 .99 | .79969 | 1.72909 | 3.843 | 105.60 | 4.058 591 

2.13775 | 1.01 .74821 | 1.7582 | 3.896 | 103.73 | 4.011 .608 

2.198 1.08 | .76930 | 1.7993 9.997 | 101.87 | 4.072 -577 


Sonator ALDRICH German ulated 2.3 cents; 35 per cent duty is 
C is L965 pins the German bounty, 334 is 2.349 cen’ 
lu 


Duty-paid cost refined sugar, £619 cents. 
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0.69275 0.90 1.59275 ` 2. 2978 
«1735 .93 1.7085 1H. . 4870 2.1670 
: 85428 -98 1.81428 , 2. 5035 2.0405 
985 .99 1.925 141.08 2.7157 1.9183 

1.0075 1.0 2.0215 139.21 2. 8224 1.811 

1.0925 1.05 2.1425 1357.35 2.9427 1.691. 

1.17125 1.08 2.25125 135. 48 3.0499 1.584 

1.25 1.11 2.90 133. 61 3.1531 1.4509 

1.33051 1.14 2. 47051 131.7. 3.2625 1.3715 

1.4187 1.17 2.5887 129.88 3, 3622 1.2718 

1. 4895 1.20 2. 6895 198.01 8. 4428 1.1912 

1.5184 1.23 2. T484 126.14 3. 4668 1.1072 

1.6051 1.26 2. 8651 124.27 3.5604 1.0736 

1. 6633 1.39 3.0533 122.41 9.7915 8965 

1. 6855 1.43 3.1155 120.5t 3. 7554 8786 

1.7336 1.45 3.1826 118. 67 3. 7839 .B501 

1.7083 1.48 3.2483 116.81 3.7943 8367 

1.8272 1.51 9.3912 114.91 3.8357 . 7983 

1.562 1.51 3.402 113. 3. 8466 7874 

1.95 1.57 3.52 111.20 3.91412 «7198 

2.025 1.60 3.025 109.234 3. 9035 . 67¹⁰⁰ 

2.000 1.63 3. 0920 107.47 3.9087 ,0053 

2.14 1.66 3. 7734 105. 60 3.9547 6408 

2.13775 1.69 3.82775 103. 73 3. 9705 .6095 

2.198 1.72 3.918 101.87 3.9912 0428 

The duty on refined sugar is 1.95, and with tbe retaliatory duty on Ger- 
man bonnty-fed sugar 83.4 (see Senator Carrenry's letter from y^ 
equals 2,334 cents per pound; invoice price (Senator ALDRICH), 2.3 cents per 
pound; total duty- cost refined, 4.631 cents per pound. 

Protection under different bills, 
Degrees, polariscopie test. Wilson. |Dingley. | Senate. A eco 
2.022 2.076 2.871 2.2978 
1.877 1.946 2.0688 2.1670 
1.736 1.823 2.502 2.0405 
1.596 1.702 2.941 1.9183 
1,482 1.597 2.195 1.8116 
1.344 1.478 2.023 1.6913 
1.223 1.374 1.873 1.5841 
1.107 1.272 1.726 1.4809 
.982 1.161 1.508 1.3115 
.B66 1.067 1.424 1.2718 
776 -988 1.312 1.1912 
710 20 1231 1.1672 
-653 -86t -974 1.0736 
407 712 SU . 2871 
.410 645 -687 .T198 
.945 .595 .621 6705 
„341 .590 614 - 6653 
.020 575 .591 6403 
310 5⁰⁰ 577 648 
3.445 4.559 4.619 4.04 


Mr. CAFFERY obtained the floor. 

Mr.LINDSAY. BeforetheSenator from Louisiana commences 
to speak, will he 3 ge way to allow me to offer an amendment? 

r.CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will read the amendment and send it to the 

desk. Iask the attention of the learned gentleman in charge of 
the bill to it, so that he may explain to me, after the amendment 
has been read, whether it reaches the object which I propose to 
attain. A 5 very high in authority in the Government 
discussed this schedule with me the other day, and when I ex- 
pressed the difficulty I had in n it, he not only con- 
curred in my statement, but said explanations he had received 
always darkened the mystery of the schedule. 
My object is to amend section 206 by striking out of lines 13 and 
14 the words **not above 16 Dutch standard in color," and also 
all of the said section between the words ** proportion," in line 19, 
and the word ‘‘ molasses,” in line 23, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kentucky will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. Itis pro to amend section 208 by strik- 


ing out of lines 13 and 14 the words not above 16 Dutch standard 
in color;” and also all of said section between the word propor- 
tion," in line 19, and the word“ molasses,” in line 23. 

. LINDSAY. Iaskthatthe amendment may be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be printed 
and lie on the table. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me to 
send to the desk and haye read an amendment to the pending 
schedule which Tsogo to offer at the proper time? 

Mr. CAFFERY. tainly. 
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Mr. MORGAN. Iofferanamendment, which I ask may be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


A tax of I cent per pound is hereby levied and shall be assessed and collected 
on rt ed that isthe product of any refinery of sugar in the United States; 
but the persons or corporations engaged in the business of refining n in 
whose business there is employed less than $100,0000f cash capital, and who are 
not connected in business by agreement with any other person or corporation 
en in refining sugar, are peg ip such tax. e laws for the collec- 
tion of the tax on tobacco, so far as they are ag omg ee to the subject of this 
enactment, shall apply to the collection of the imposed by this act upon 
refined sugar. 3 no person or corporation shall be exempt from the tax on 
sugar refined at any sugar refinery who shall not clearly establish the right 
tosuch exemption under the rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury for the execution of this law. 

Mr. MORGAN. Lask that the amendment may be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be printed and lie on the 
table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a joint resolution (H. Res. 64) relating to the payment of salaries 
in the consular service; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate calling upon the Secretary of 
War for such information as he may have in his possession with 
Dodge to the present condition of the harbor of Cumberland 
Soun 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 956) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize 
the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River between 
the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota," approved April 24, 1894, 
as amended by an act approved August 4, 1894, entitled “An act 
to amend an act to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
St. Louis River between the States of Minnesota and Wisconsin;" 

A bill (S. 1979) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Pearl River, in the State of Mississippi; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 40) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to receive for instruction at West Point Cárlos Gutierrez, of 


Salvador. 
CONSULAR SERVICE SALARIES. 


Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Louisiana yield tc me? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. t 

Mr.HALE. I ask that the joint resolution which has come 
from the House of Rem may be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that House joint resolution No. 64 may belaid before 
the Senate. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the 
joint resolution will be read by its title. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 64) relating to the payment of 
salaries in the consular service was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. HALE. I nowask that the joint resolution may be read at 
length. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as 
follows: 

Resolved 
appropriate 
sular service for the fiscal year en ), 
1897, for consuls-general and consuls at certain places ter named, 
may be paid to the consuls-general and consulis heretofore appointed at cer- 
tain other places until consuls-general or consuls are appointed, qualify, and 
enter upon their duties at the places named in said act of February 20, 1597, 
as follows, namely: The salary of the consul-general at Apia and Wukualofa, 
Tonga, to the consul-general at Apia; the consul-general at Yokohama to the 
consul-general at K wa; the 1 at Monterey to the consul- 
general at Nuevo 0; the consul at Elberfeld to the consul at Barmen; 
the consul at RATEN to the consul at Leith; the consul at Ciudad Juarez 
to the consul at Paso del Norte; the consul at Ciudad Porfirio Diaz to the 
consul at Pi Negras; the consul at Sydney to the consulat Pictou; the 
consul at Pr to the consul at Merida; the consul at St. Michaels to the 
consul at Fayal; the consul at Valencia to the consul at Denia; the consul at 

tilla and Truxillo to the consul at Ruatan and Truxillo; the consul at Lou- 
renco ues tothe consul at Mozambique, and all allowances for office 
rent, clerk bire, and transit salary are also continued at the above-named 
en now established until the contemplated changes have been fully 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I think there will be no objection 
to the passage of this joint resolution, and it ought to be passed 
at once. It is to avoid the accounts of consuls 3 up by 
the Comptroller. In the last diplomatic and consular appropri- 
ation act the names of about a dozen consulates were changed, 
and in some cases the location of the consulate was removed, 
another consulate being created by a new name. For instance, 
the old consulate at Leith was removed and changed to the con- 
sulate at Edinburgh, and we appropriated for the next fiscal year 
forthe consulat Edinburgh. Now, unless a new appointment is 


the Senate and House of Representatives, ete., That the salaries 
by the act making SD for the diplomatic and con- 
ng June 30, 1898, 3 February 20, 

ereinaf 


made by the ist day of July, the consul at Leith, who is now com- 


missioned as such consul, can get no pay. This joint resolution 
simply provides that in such a case the accounts may be allowed 
and that the consuls may receive their pay. There is no objection 


to the joint resolution, and I hope it may be at once put on its pas- 


"The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
THE TARIFF BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Gov- 
ernment and to encourage the industries of the United States, 

.Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, although I come from a sec- 
tion of our country where sugar is more ly raised than in 
any other part of it, I am yet unfamiliar with the intricacies of 
polariscopic testsand differentials and all the other technical terms 
which are embraced in this schedule, either in the amendment of 
the Senator from Rhode Island to the schedules of the Dingley 
bill or the bill itself as it came from the House. 

The American Sugar Refining Company, commonly called a 
trust, has, as said by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT]. some 
of the ablest and most efficient business men and experts in the 
sugar industry in the world. They know all the ins and outs and 
all the advantages and disadvantages of any schedule proposed by 
Congress as affecting their interests. 

The old fight between the producer and the manufacturer, which 
crops out in a number of instances, is on hand in this sugar 
schedule. The old fight between the amount of revenue to be de- 
rived from an article and the amountof compensating duty to be 
given the manufacturer using the article for the manufacture of 
a finished product is now on hand. 

The American sugar refiner has an unenviable reputation for 
the facility with which it is said he has molded legislation in his 
favor. I do not suppose anyone has forgotten the amount of 
scandal that ensued upon the report of the Wilson bill, and the 
same scandal, to a somewhat less degree, has fallen upon the for- 
mation of the schedule of the pending bill in regard to sugar. I 
have no animosity against the American Sugar Refining Com- 
pany, and I would not care to visit animosity, if I had any, inmy 
capacity as a legislator. 

ut the article of sugar presents a case where beneficial or harm- 
fullegislation can very materially affect the interests of the largest 
sugar-refining company in the world. Before thecultivation of the 
beetin Europe, thecane of the Tropics supplied the civilized world 
with sugar, and after the artificial product of beet was largely 
developed in Europe the beet slowly made its way in Europe to 
the command of the markets there, and now, under the peculiar 
condition of the bounty and tariff laws of Germany and other 
8 countries, beet sugar monopolizes the European mar- 

ets. 

The consumption of sugar in the world is enormous, and the 
consumption of sugar in the United States is larger than that of any 
other country except England. The consumption of sugar in tlie 
United States, according to the Statistical Abstract, embracing 
we home production and imported sugar, from 1883 to 1895, is as 

ollows: 


Quantity in tons of sugar consumed in the United States, 1883 to 1895. 
[Data furnished by Messrs. Willett & Gray, New York.] 


Ss Domestic product. 3 
: 8 = 
E 32 * B 
$ | 35 88 
h Es 88 = 
5 $ | S58 E. : 3 a 
"a 3 S828 A — 8 
a 8g | #88 3 8 
2 a 18 E 8 
8 ss e 
Tons. Tons. Tons. | Tons. Tons. Tons. | Pounds, 
071,956 | 40,722 18,500 536 |.-.....| 1,224,011 51.1 
098, 090 | 50,000 25, 000 131 313 | 1,309,383 53.4 
122,345 | 47,259 25, 900 600 | 1,400 | 1,298, 380 51.8 
22, 755 | 12, 013 18,000 i Ber 1, 459, 280 56.9 
„213, 791 | 62,274 20,000 255 Seen 1,381,714 52.7 
,210,629 | 58,840 20,000 | 1,649 | 380 | 1,519,283 56.7 
193,761 | 43,715 22,000 | 2,400 | 689 | 1,416,474 51.8 
257, 292 | 53, 282 25,000 | 2,800 | 1,500 | 1,476,377 52.8 
, 614,580 | 31,320 15,080 | 5,400 570 | 1,888, 851 66.1 
, 597,306 | 30,000 9,500 | 12,000 | 500 | 1,853,370 63.5 
623,872 | 20,000 10,500 | 16,000 | 500 | 1,906,758 63.9 
700,635 | 15,000 5,000 | 20,443 | 300 | 2,012, 714 66 
572, 438 | 15,000 7,500 | 30,000 | 300 | 1,949, 744 62.6 


* Leading refiners state that little or nosu is manufactured from domes- 
tic molasses; also that in retining there is only about 2 per cent waste of origi- 
nal weight. Messrs. Willett & Gray, New York, state that of the sugar con- 
sumed in 1895 only about 182,964 tons were unrefined. 

From this table it appears that the consumption in 1883 was 
51.1 pounds për head; in 1895 it was 62.6 poun D capita. It 
shows an enormous quantity of a necessary article of food imported 


3 


1897. 


into the United States. The rise or fall of a half a cent a pound 
makes an enormous amount of money. In round numbers the 
amount of sugar consumed in the United States is 4,000,000,000 
pounds annually; with half a cent a pound in favor of the trust, 
which melts all our sugar, it amounts to $20,000,000. So it is easily 
perceived what is the animus, the impelling cause, that brings the 
American Sugar Refining Company to the doors of Congress at 
every session demanding a tariff in its behalf. 

The American ausar Refining Company practically monopolizes 
the purchase and sale of cane sugar. It monopolies the sale of 
not only the cane sugars of Louisiana and the beet sugars of Ne- 
braska and California. but the cane sugars of the world. 

As I stated, the production of beet sugars in Gerinany, France, 
Russia, Sweden, Belgium, of the whole of continental Europe, 
supplies the European demand. Up to last year there was but a 
small amount of beet sugar imported into the United States, and 
that was only on account of the war in Cuba, which forced the 
sugar trust to import some raw beet sugar, and some refined 
sugars came in on account of the very low. price to which refined 
sugars had been driven by the excessive production in Germany, 
stimulated both by a prohibitive tariff and by an export bounty. 

There was some very interesting testimony given before the 
special committee to investigate attempts at bribery in 1894, con- 
tained in Senate Document No. 606, in regard to the monopolistic 
character of the American sugar-refining interests. Mr. H. O. 
Havemeper is the witness whom I propose to quote. He appeared 
before that committee to testify in regard to the question then 
under consideration, which was whether United States Senators 
had been speculating in sugar stocks. The Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. ALLEN] asked Mr. Havemeyer the following questions: 

Senator ALLEN. And when you sell in this country you control the price? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Yes, sir. 


Senator ALLEN. And it was o zed, Mr. n as I understand 
it, with the view of controlling the price and output to the people of this 


country. 

Mr. HAvEWRYER. That was one of the objects of the consolidation. 

Benator ALLEN. And you have succeeded in doing it? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Yes, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. That was the principal object in organizing the American 
Engar Refining Company? 

r: HAVEMEYER. It may be said that that was the principal object. 

Mr. Havemeyer is exceedingly frank. He does not equivocate a 
particle. Theobject of organizing the American Sugar Refining 
Company was to control the price of sugar in the United States, 
and he succeeded in his object. He controls the price, or his 
company does. Here it is, plain, unequivocal, unambiguous: 

Benator ALLEN. And making money, incident to that control? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Yes, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. At the time of your organization, in 1891, I understand 
you were capitalized for $50,000,000? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. At the time of the reorganization the capital was 

I will read again where this monopolist, this confessed monopo- 
list, says that he controls the price in America, and he runs up 
the price precisely to the importing point. 

Senator ALLEN. The American Sugar Refining Company is able to control 
the prices of the sugar sold in the United Sta is it not? 

r. HAVEMEYER. Up to the importing point, it is. 

I will read further from this witness. He goes on in his testi- 
mony and states that after the formation of this trust they bought 
up nearly all outside companies. After stating that purchase, 
Senator ALLEN asked him this question: 

Before that— 

That is, before the consolidation— 
you had not been able to control the price of sugar absolutely? There was 
competition between the American Sugar Refining Company and these out- 
side factories? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Yes, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. That competition you succeeded in destroying by bring- 
ing them into the trust, did you? 

r. HAVEMEYER. Yes, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. And made the price of sugar to the American Sugar Re- 
fining Company much more favorable than it had been before that time? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Precisely. 

So they not only control the price, they not only hold up the 
price to the importing point, but they advanced the price immedi- 
ately after the consolidation of the companies. 

Mr. Havemeyer testifies again as to what he had been making. 
The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] asked to know how 
much was the price additional to what it would have been had 
there been no consolidation. Mr. Havemeyer answers with great 
frankness. 

Senator ALLEN, And what difference does it make for the consumers in 
this country in a year. in your judgment? 

That is, the additional price asked over and above the competing 
price before the consolidation. 


Mr. HAVeMEYER, It has been in threo years pu three-eighths of a cent 
more on every pound they ate, as against doing business at a loss, 


A half a cent a pound would be about $20,000,000; three-eighths 
would be $15,000,000 that the American Sugar Refining Company 
here say that they placed upon the people of the United States in 
excess of the price that was diae for sugar prior to the forma- 
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tion of this trust. Then Senator ALLEN asked him the following 
question: 

And that would be about how much, in round numbers? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. It is a large sum in the aggregate. 

Senator ALLEN. How many millions? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. I Sbbuidi say it was close to $25,000,000 in three years. 

It would be a little closer to $45,000,000 in three years. I su 
pose he thought, as he was dealing in millions, that $25,000, 
was close enough to get to $15,000,000. 

In his testimony somewhere, which I read a little hurriedly this 
morning, not e ting to take the floor, Mr. Havemeyer makes 
the further statement that the profit he makes upon every pound 
of sugar refined is a quarter of a cent a pound. He says he made 
that profit. That was under the operation of the McKinley law. 
This was before the Wilson Act took effect. He acknowledged to 
a profit of a quarter of a cent a pound. 

ropose to show, Mr. President, that under all tariffs, under 
the Wilson Act, under the McKinley Act, under the act of 1883, 
the profits of the sugar trust, while somewhat irregular before 
the formation and consolidation of these companies, was very 
extensive. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has taken the proper 
predicate on which to base any calculation on as to the price of 
the different degrees of sugar. Of late years the old-time methods 
of making sugar have been very much improved on. ‘The cen- 
trifugal has been introduced in lieu of the open-kettle process, as 
was explained by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The centrifugal is nothing more nor less than a machine with a 
centrifugal force, a vessel into which the sirup,after being boiled 
tothe point of crystallization, is placed. and the action of the 
centrifugal force throws the molasses from the center, and thereby 
dries the molasses and refines the sugar to a state of almost purity. 
When the sugar comes from the centrifugal, it will polarize 96 per 
cent of saccharine matter; and this being the mode of making 
sogar in the Ma ged or in the semitropical countries, the sugar is 
of 96 test. Saccharine matter is naturally the basis of the calcu- 
lation for the price of all sugars below and above that price. 

Iam told by gentlemen who know about this subject and who 
are perfectly familiar with sugar that the price is ranged up or 
down from 96 test. If sugar is 95 test, the seller gets one-sixteenth 
of a cent less than the basis of the price agreed on at 96 test, and 
if thetestis above 96, he gets about one thirty-second in excess of 
the price at 96 test. So any differential between 96-test sugar and 
the price of the standard granulated sugar in the New York mar- 
kets 5 Show very accurately the amount of profit that the trust 
is making. 

From Willett & Gray's Sugar Journal, a publication entirely 
in the interest of the sugar trust—I am told owned by them, but 
about which, however, I do not make any positive assertion—the 
following figures are gathered: ° 

In 1883, prior to the formation of the sugar trust, which was in 
1837, the price of 90-test centrifugal in the New York market was 
7.50; the price of the standard granulated was 8.44; differential, 
ninety-four one-hundredths of a cent. In 1884 the price of stand- 
ard granulated was 6.87 cents, and the price of 96-test centrifugal 
6.19; differential, sixty-eight one-hundredths of a cent, competi- 
tion getting sharper. In 1885 the price of granulated was 6.50, the 

rice of centrifugals 5.87; differential, sixty-three one-hundredths. 
În 1886 the price of granulated sugar was 6.37, and the price of 96 
centrifugals 5.69; differential, sixty-eight one-hundredths of a 
cent. In 1887, the year of the formation of this trust, granulated 
sugar was 6.01, centrifugals 5,24; differential, seventy-seven one- 
hundredths of a cent. 

Now, mark the jump, Mr. President; mark the effect of the con- 
solidation of all these independent refineries into this gigantic 
trust. In 1888 the price of standard granulated was 7.01, and the 
price of 96 centrifugal, 5.75, differential, 1.26, double the differ- 
ential when there was competition in 1884, 1885, and 1886. In 
1890 the differential was seventy-three one-hundredths of a cent 
per pound; in 1891 it was seventy-eight one-hundredths of a cent 
per pound; in 1892 it was 1.04 cents per pound; in 1893, it was 
1.12 cents per pound; in 1894 it was city clans one-hundredths 
of a cent per pound; in 1895 it was eig ty-eight one-hundredths, 
and in 1896, ninety-one one-hundredths of a cent per pound. 

I wil not read any further, but will insert the table in my 
remarks. 

rage annual quotations in New York of granulated r and .de 
- cen 3 77 5 pir far cack if i year, Mes to loa. in 


[Compiled from circulars of Messrs. Willett & Gray, sugar brokers, 91 Wall 
street, New York.] 


|18. pis 1885. | 1886. ier | 


8.44 | 6.87 | 6.50 
1.50 | 6.19 | 5.87 
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Average annual quotations in New York of granulated sugar, etc.—Continued. Mr.CAFFERY. This includes that. 


———— — 


1800. | 1801. | 1892. 

6.17 | 4.64 | 4.35 4.81 | 4. : 
5.44 | 3.86 | 3:31 | 3.69 | 3. 

7 .78 | 1.04 1 sd 3 


Mr. President, it will be seen that notwithstanding the sugar 
trust said that the tariff of 1894 would ruin them, they have made 
about as much differential in the prices between the raws and the 
refined at 96 test as they enjoyed under the McKinley Act of 1894, 
and more than they enjoyed under the very high tariffs prevailing 
from 1883 to 1890. So all they want is enough tariff to keep out 
the German or any other granulated sugar, and then they would 
work their sweet will as to the prices of cane sugar. 

Another remarkable fact appears from the statement in the 
investigation of the trust before the Lexow committee. It was 
claimed in behalf of the trust that they had reduced the price 
of sugar to the American consumer, and after they showed that. 
the price of sugar had been reduced to the consumer, some of the 
New York newspapers based leading editorials upon the benefi- 
cence of trusts in general, stating that while aggregations of cap- 
ital to control trade were generally He and illegitimate, 
sometimes they were an unalloyed benefit to the people; and it 
was strongly intimated that the sugar trust was one of these 
angelic benefactors. 

ow have they reduced the price of sugar to the consumer? By 

* hammering down the pum totheproducer. Their differential has 

been as great under low prices as under high prices. Whoever 

loses, they win; and the lower price of sugar to the American con- 

sumer is on account of competition between the German sugars 

and the cane sugars, and not on account of the illegitimate forma- 
tion of this trust to control prices and to restrain trade. 

Here were the prices of Cuban centrifugals in 1896: 3.62. 

Mr. ALLISON. What test? 

Mr. CAFFERY. The 96 test. 2 

In 1883 they were 7.50; and yet in 1883 there were only three 
points of difference between the profit the trust made out of réfin- 

then and the profit they made in 1896. 

k again. In 1885, for instance, the price of centrifugals 
was 5.87, the price of granulated 6.50. That is more than the 
difference between 3.62 and 4.53, and the differential in favor of 
the trust in 1885 was sixty-three one-hundredths of a cent, while 
in 1890 it was ninety-one one-hundredths of a cent. 

This very peculiar institution sets up extravagant claims for the 
admiration and Jes Ses of the American people. It never loses. 
All it wants is differential enough and a tariff wall high enough to 
keep out the importer of the foreign article, and then it has the 
American consumer at its mercy. 

But, as I said. in regulating a tariff the legislator ought not to 
be animated with vindictive feelings toward an institution which 
avails itself of the opportunities that these high tariffs give of 
fleecing the American uus: for if the eee upon 
those lines there would be found very few manufacturing inter- 
ests that did not take advantage of their opportunities to charge 
the American consumer the highest price allowed by the duty 
upon the See competing article. 

Mr. President, it was said by the sugar trust that they would 
be ruined, slaughtered, by any differential less than a clean quar- 
ter of a cent. Under the differential of one-eighth of a cent given 
under the Wilson law, the ad valorem bringing it up some, they 


Mr. GEAR. How much protection did the ad valorem afford? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ido not understand the Senator's question. 

Mr. GEAR. The Senator from Louisiana stated that the Wil- 
son law gave an eighth specific duty, and he stated that the ad 
valorem brouzht that protection up somewhat. Will he kindly 
state how much? \ 

Mr. CAFFERY. Here is what the protection was under the 
Wilson law: For sugars testing 96, thirty-four one-hundredths. 

Mr. GEAR. And an eighth of a cent added to that? 

Mr. CAFFERY. No, sir; that is all; that is the differential; 
that is the concealed benefit in the ad valorem; and that is the 
couniervailing duty to offset the benefit, and all added together 
make thirty-four one-hundredths of a cent. 

Mr, ALLISON. Under what law? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Under the Wilson law. 

Mr. GEAR. Iam glad to know that. 

Mr, CAFFERY. irty-four one-hundredths of a cent per 
ponin. Under this present amendment it is sixty-seven one- 

undredths. 


Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator include in that thirty-eight 
one-hundredths countervailing duty on account of imported Ger- 
man sugars? 


Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. VEST. That is the German export bounty. 

Mr. CAFFERY. That is the German export bounty added, of 
course, to the duty, and it makes sixty-seven one-hundredths of a 
cent. Under the original Senate amendment it is 62 cents a hun- 
dred, and under the Dingley bill it was 59 cents a hundred. 

I will refer to the prices given by the Senator from Rhode Island 
per: ALDRICH], though I do not believe them to be correct. for, 

guring upon the compound specific and ad valorem rate with the 
proposet amendment, it was clear that, in order to get the lower 
differential, the pa of raw and refined sugars must be brought 
close together. The Senator from Rhode Island took the prices 
for March,1897. Why did he take the prices of one month? Why 
did he not take the prices of a year? as it possible that the in- 
genious Senator from Rhode Island cancer 2 that in taking the 

rices for March, 1897, when the RN of raw and German grann- 
lated su were very close together, the cloven foot of the benefit 
in the ad valorem would not appear? The prices of a vear, taken 
by Mr. Wilson—and that was the correct way to take the prices— 
made the differential substantially 0.48, 

The distinguished Senator from Rhode Island, in criticising the 
calculation made by the Hon. William L. Wilson, stated that he 
had made a mistake in not giving enough pounds of raw on the 
basis of 87 or 75 pounds, I do not remember which, to make a hun- 
dred pounds of refined, but when Mr. Wilson's statement is car- 
ried down and predicated upon the price of 96-test sugars, where 
it takes 107 pounds of raw to make 100 pounds of refined, the cal- 
culation is substantially correct. So, therefore, we would have 
this difference: Forty-eight one-hundredths of a cent, under the 
calculation of Mr. Wilson, taking the basis of the calculation the 
same as the Senator from Rhode Island took. 

Now, I submit to my distinguished friend from Iowa that if 
the sugar trust flourished and made money and commanded the 
markets of the United States under a differential of thirty-four 
one-hundredths of a cent under the Wilson law, how has he the 
face to submit, much less the cruelty to submit, to a differential 
of sixty-seven one-hundredths of a cent per pound? 

Iremember what hot shot was poured over on this side of the 
Chamber when the sugar schedule of the Wilson bill was up for 
consideration. My learned brother from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar], whom I now see before me, waxed eloquent on sugar. 
He was not trying to put me in a hole, which has his amuse- 
ment here for a day or two past, but he was attempting to throw 
obloquy upon the whole Wilson tariff 


Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I never attempted 
to put him into a hole. I called attention to the fact that he was 
in one. [Laughter.] 


Mr. CAFFERY. Oh, yes. The Senator from Massachusetts 
has got so purblind that he can not see the difference between a 
man being out of a hole and his attempt to put him into one. He 
thinks everybody is in a hole. Sometimes we think over hero 
that he has hardly crawled out of his hole, [Laughter. 

I remember the hot shot which was poured on this side of the 
Chamber on the sugar schedule of the Wilson bill. I remember 
how some of my weak-kneed brethren on this side took to the 
woods when you shelled them so fiercely they could not stand the 
fire. Grape, canister, shrapnel, slugs, chain, every projectile that 
could be cast was slung over here. 

Then came on the heels of that the investigating committee. We 
were investigated; We were solemnly sworn to say whether we 
had not speculated in sugar stock, and every mother's son of us 
said ‘* nay," Republicans as well as Democrats; nobody had spec- 
ulated in sugar stock. I do not believe they had, But the enor- 
mous amount of noise you made about this thing cast obloquy 
around that part of the Wilson bill Have you taught instruc- 
tions which, being taught, return to plague the inventor? 

Are you not now partaking of the poisoned ingredients of your 
own chalice? You thought it was an outrage upon the American 
people to propose to put thirty-four one-hundredths of a cent dif- 
ferential between raws and refined. You proclaimed that from 
every house top. There was not a newspaper in the United States 
that was not lashing the Democratic majority on account of this 
enormous bounty in favor of this hated institution; and now you 
come forward with a differential of sixty-seven one-hundredths of 
a cent per pound, when we only gave thirty-four one-hundredths 
of a cent per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I ask the Senator from Louisiana if he is 
in favór of striking out the thirty-eight one-hundredths provided 
for here as the countervailing duty to the German bounty? 

Mr.CAFFERY. Do you think that that countervailing duty 
makes up the difference between the Wilson law and this bill? 

Mr. ISON. I willanswer the Senator if he will answer my 
question. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Well, Mr. President, as a general proposition, 
I am in favor of taking the good that other nations give us, whether 
by reason of violating the economic law, or whether from any 
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otherreason. Ithink that the bounty system of Germanyis built 
upon vicious principles. I believe that ordinarily a nation does 
not protect itself against an export bounty which makes a product 
cheap when imported into its borders by placing a countervailing 


cay against it. i 
r. ALLISON. Then I understand the Senator favors the 


striking out of the bounty provision? 

Mr. CAFFERY. No; you do not understand me in that way. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well What I want to understand is 
whether those who are making these calculations respecting dif- 
ferentials are in favor of striking out the thirty-eight one- 
hundredths of a cent which is involved in all these computations? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will tell the Senator what I am in favor of. 
There will be about 30 points left after you take out the counter- 
vailing duties, and Lam in favor of reducing those 30 points to 121. 

Mr. ALLISON. In other words, then, the Senator does agree 
that we ought to retain this thirty-eight one-hundredths of a cent 
a pound, or 38 cents upon the hundred pounds, asa countervailing 
duty to the German bounty on sugar. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I doin this instance; but I do not subscribe 
to the principle generally, and I will tell the Senator why. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iunderstand that. 

Mr. CAFFERY. And I propose to read what an American 
consul says on that subject. 

That brings me, Mr. President, to the question of the raising of 
sugar in Germany. The production of sugar in Germany is wholly 
artificial. In my opinion it is a signal instance of the failure to 
bring nem artificial legislation an unnatural and unadapted prod- 
uct. e whole German system is toppling to its fall. This whole 
vast suzar superstructure that rests upon the basis of a prohib- 
itive tariff and an export bounty must fall in ruins and crush 
everybody engaged in it. I will now read what the American 
consul-general at Frankfort says on that subject. 

This is from the United States Consular Reports, volume 51, Nos. 
188 to 191 of 1896, page 510. Iber Senators to listen to this state- 
ment of the American reet, ed in regard to the sugar-beet 
industry in Germany. It teaches an object lesson which in the 
United States ought to bear good fruit and prevent, if possible, 
the application of bounties to unnatural productions, 

THE NEW SUGAR EXPORT BOUNTIES IN GERMANY. 

Tho sugar tax amendment law, over which has been waged in the German 
Parliament one of the longest and most determined battles of recent years, 
was finally enacted as a concession to the agrarian interest, and went into 
effect on Monday of the present week. 


'That is about equivalent to our protection interest over here. 
Mr. CHILTON. What is the date of the report? 
Mr. CAFFERY. It is dated Frankfort, May 28, 1896. 


Its influence will be to increase the sugar production of Germany, and to 
that extent exert a de ng effect uponthe general market and the inter- 
ests of producers in other beet-growing countries. 

The cireumstances which have led to the present sitaation are, briefly, 
these: From the time when the Prussian Government n the systematic 
encouragement of the beet-sugar industry down to 1887 the tax on sugar for 
home consumption was calculated upon the quantity of beets worked up by 
each separate factory, it being assumed that the quantity of roots required to 
produce a given weight of sugar would be uniform and invariable. e pro 

ortion sappien was 20 units of raw beet root to 1 unit of sugar, which, at the 
e when the law was enacted, wasapproximately correct. 

But, under the stimulus of the export bounties provided by the same law, 
the German beet growers and sugar makers worked hard and intelligently 
to improve and increase their product. By careful selection and cultivation 
the beets were so improved that from 12 to 14 tons of roots would yield a ton 
of sugar. Great advance was also made in the machinery and processes em- 
ployed in the sugar factories, so that. as a final result, the German Govern- 
ment, which paid nearly 12 cents per hundredweight bounty on all sugar ex- 
Ip and charged a tax of the same amount onallsugar for home consump- 

on that could be made from 20 hundred weight of beets, found that the cx- 
port bounties Sim ped absorbed the revenue derived from the sugar tax. 

This tendency of the system had become apparent as early as 1869, and an 
attempt was made at that time to revise the law, but the sugar-producing 
interest was powerful enough to resist this effort, and during the sugar sen- 
son of the Government was paying about $1.17 bounty on each 100 
kilograms (220.46 pounds) of sugar exported to foreign countries, This was 
more than the imperial treasury could well withstand, and the export bounty 
was reduced to 2.50 marks (59.5 cents) per 100 kilograms—a little more than 
one-fourth of a cent per pound. 

Sugar growing still continued to be the most profitable form of culture 
for German farmers, the area of cultivation and number of sugar factories 
continued to increase, loud complaints were heard i a system that 
favored one class of farmers at the expense of the entire population, and in 
1891 the Imperial Diet reduced the sugar export bounty by half, that is, to 
29.7 cents per 100 kilograms, and decreed that such bounty should entirely 
cease on the 3lst of July, 1897, provided that, in the meantime, Austria, 

ce, and other bounty-paying countries should likewise reduce their 
bounties on exported sugar. 

Several attempts have been made to reach such an international agree- 
ment, but without successful result, and under cover of this failure to secure 
Au reduction or abolition of bounties the German agrarians have 

ied and secured the adoption of the present law, which restores the export 
bounty of 1887 (59.5 cents 220.46 pounds) and raises the tax on sugar for 
home consumption from 1$ marks ($4.28) to 21 marks ($4.99) per 100 kilograms, 
or about 2.2 cents per pound. This increased tax will, of course, be added to 
the retail príce of sugar, already very high, and tend to still further retard 
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This low rate of consumption will not appear unnatural when it is remem- 
bered how large a percentage of the wor! g c in Germany must live 
with the utmost economy. and that Which sells in the United States at 
4and 5 cents per pound, costs at retail 1 cents per pound y. 

From the statistics that were brought out in the recent debate, it appears 
that the whole system of beet culture and sugar manufacture in Germany 


has reached a higher standard of scientific 
in any other European country. Ever 
tilization of the land to the smallest detail in the factory process, has been 
reduced as nearly as possible to exact scientific methods. Comparing the 
results attained in this country with those in France, the country 3 
next in rank in E to the perfection of its beet-sugar industry, the fol- 
lowing statistics of the campaign of 1595-06 are presented: 


perfection than has been attained 
step, from the preparation and fer- 


Germany. | France. 


Factories operated number.. put 355 
Area of beers planted hectares.. 374,174 200,093 
Beets harvested tons. 11,072,600 | 5,411,000 
Sugar obtained - r cent 13.27 1 

Beets required for unit of suga: i 7.25 8.08 


All these statistics were cited to prove that the German sugar producers 
are safe from all European competition and do not need the protection of an 
increased export bounty; but nothing could withstand the demand of the 
Agrarians, and their victory is one of the most significant events in recent 
German legislation. 

Whether Austria and France will follow this lead by increasing their ex- 
port bounties remains to be seen; but. in any event, the new law of Germany 
can not fail to increase its future sugar product, and thereby exert a more or 
less tangible effect upon the general market. 

To this complexion has the highest protection ever accorded 
brought the German people. What does it amount to? The per 
capita consumption of sugar in Germany is about a third of what 
itisin the United States. They pay 3 cents a pound for sugar 
more per capita than we do in the United States, and more than 
they doin England. For the same sugar that we buy for 4to5 
cents they pay7icents. With the German population at 60,000,000, 
with 3 cents per capita extra, there is $18,000,000 a year for the 
benefit of an agrarian interest that is never satisfied. . 

German beet culture had its origin, I believe, in the Napoleonic 
wars, when England would not permit vessels loaded with sugar 
to be carried from the West Indies to France, and from that timo 
on this industry has been stimulated by government subsidy and 
by prohibitive taxes until it has arrived at what point? At the 
point where the demand for bounty never ceases, at the point 
where the German consumer has to pay 3 cents more for his sugar 
than his civilized brethren in America and in England pay. Is it 
the end of this kind of a policy that the people in whose behalf it 
is made should, upon an indispensable, necessary article like sugar, 
pay a double price? Does the amount of money that the Germans 

ve to pay in order to keep this industry alive p them 
for the benefit of a few agrarian sugar planters who ship their 
ned product, under the stimulus of a bounty, to the United 

tates 

I answered the Senator from Iowa that in this particular in- 
stance, even at the expense of the people of the United States, I 
believe the agrarian idea ought to be rebuked. It is true that 
they aro sending their surplus here and selling it at a very small 
price, and in order to correct that evilour people have to be de- 
prived of the benefit of the cheapness of that sugar. Otherwise 
suppose this case: Suppose the ideal condition of free trade. I 
have heard some Senators say here that nobody believes in free 
trade and nobody dares to advocate free trade. I am one of those 
hardy individu us wno be ieve in it and who will advocate it at 
the proper time. But suppose the ideal condition of free trade, 
where there is a free interchange of products, where what one 
nation raises with greater efficiency than another is exchanged 
for the products of that other nation, in turn raised with greater 
efficiency. 

Now, suppose there was in the United States or Germany or 
the Tropics conditions not varying much in their naturalequalit 
or varying none, and one of those nations should interpose su 
an obstacle to the free interchange of the product as to give an 
export bounty on one of its products. That would violate the 
cardinal principle of free trade, and as the Democratic party, in 
my opinion, is tending inevitably in that direction, I believe we 
ought to put the brakes upon this German agrarian, bounty-fed, 
tariff-built sugar and not permit them to come into the United 
States with their artificial product to run out the natural product, 
if so it be that we have it. 

I think the lesson taught from the communication of Mr. Mason 
is full of interest and significance to ourpeople. Commence your 
artificial industry and it never ceases its clamors. Germany wants 
an international agreement to take off the export bounty. The 
other nations will not consent. Theagrarians besiege the German 
Reichstag. They get what they want, as the protected interests 
generally do, whenever there is a monopolistic tendency in the 
character of the government or in the genius of the people. Sup- 
pose we built up your beet industry. Suppose itis built up under 
a highly protective tariff or one prohibitive of the introduction of 
the natural product of the Tropics, and you get your industry to 
the perfection that the Germans have theirs. Is there a time 
when you can take down the wall? Is there not some justice in 
the demand of the people whom you have induced to go into à 
business of this sort, that the governmental prop should not be 
taken from under them? As you placed it there, you induced them 
to go into the business; they have invested their capital and their 
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energies and their labor in an enterprise of this sort, and is there 
not some justice in the demand, conceding that the enterprise or 
business is built upon a wrong basis, that the Government or the 
people who induced the entrance into the enterprise should not 
e away the prop by which it raised itinto being? And if the 
rop has to be removed, it must be removed so as not to entirely 
estroy the protected business. 

That is the problem which confronts the Germans. The Ger- 
man surer raisers own large factories. The beets are cultivated 
under the direction of the factories, down to the very minutest 
detail, I am told—the time to prepare the land, how to prepare it, 
how to fertilize it, all being prescribed with great minuteness. 
The culture employs a large number of women and boys. Itisa 
very tedious and laborious culture. Now they claim that it must 
be protected by the Government in order to keep the industry 
going which experience has demonstrated to them can not stand 
on its own legs, and if our people by high tariif, or by bounties, 
or by Government subsidies in any direction are induced to go 
into this business it will share the fate of the Germans, and, in 
my opinion, this wall will have to come down, this artificial prop 
will sooner or later be removed, 

The German people pay a bounty of $18,000,000 a year or there- 
abouts. and besides that starve their people in the consumption of 
sugar for the benefit of a few large factory owners. That is the 
condition of the German sugar interests. That is precisely what 
itis. It is artificial. It is against the laws of trade. It is against 
that natural freedom of trade and of intercourse among men that 
. ought to prevail as against these highly protective tariffs and this 
artificial restrictive policy. 

I will advert somewhat to my own country. The sugar belt of 
Louisiana lies in the delta of the Mississippi River. It is one of 
the most favored regions in the world, both for soil and climate. 
The water transportation and the rail facilities are abundant. 
The enterprise and thrift of the people are acknowledged by all 
who have ever visited them. Since I have been in the Senate the 
sugar growers of that State have, until this session, besieged 1ne 
with clamorous demands to place the highest protectivetariff upon 
the ics) of sugar that the Congress of the United States would 
stand. 

In the formation of the Wilson bill I did vote for and sustain a 
40 per cent ad valorem tariff plus an eighth plus atenth, solely 
upon the ground that as sugar had been a revenue-producing ar- 
ticle for one hundred years, as it had formed the foundation of all 
tariffs made by either party for revenue, it was not improper, it 
was not un-Democratic, toask for a tariff of 40 per cent, especially 
in view of the fact that under the pernicious workings of the 
bounty system those people had been induced to incur great ex- 
pense and to contract debts which under a heaithier and better 
régime they would not have entered into or contracted. 

ior to 1890 sugar had always been on the list of dutiable arti- 
cles. It was never questioned that it was a revenue-producing 
article. Nobody ever doubted that it came within the lines of the 
strictest construction of the Democratic principle of tariff for rev- 
enue only. I have adverted to the fact that we consume about 
4,000,000,000 pounds of sugar and the domestic production is 
hardly in excess of 600,000,000 pounds. In 1855 it was only 
10,000,000 pounds of sugar, or thereabouts. So. therefore, under 
any construction and under any party principle, sugar is justly 
entitled, if revenue is sought, to be put upon the dutiable list. A 
very great many erroneous impressions have been circulated in 


ard to sugar. 
"tt was said that sugar could not live unless there was a tariff of 
Sor 31 cents a pound, or thereabouts. This was afterwards re- 
duced to 14 cents per pound as a living basis. 

I propose to read some statistics to show that under the 24 per 
cent ad valorem the domestic production of sugar was about half 
the consumption of sugar in the United States at the opening of 
the war. ow itis not more than one-seventh. I will read the 
production of sugar under the tariff of 1846, which was a 30 per 
minh tariff, and under the tariff of 1857, which was a 24 per cent 
tariff. 

In 1850-51 the crop was 231,200,000 pounds of sugar, all made 
in Louisiana. In 1851-52 the crop was 257,100,000 pounds. In 
1852-53 the crop was 363,100,000 pounds of sugar; in 1853-54 it 
was 495,200,000 pounds. That shows a very good advance under 
a 30 per cent ad valorem tariff—231,000,000 pounds in 1850; 495,- 
000,000 in 1853. I do notsee any backward movement there. In 
1854-55 it was 385,200,000 pounds: in 1855-56 it was 254,600,000 
pounds; in 1856-57 it was 81,400,000 pounds of sugar. 

Why was that dropping off? It was not on account of the 
operation of any tariff or any artificial means. 

Mr. GEAR. It was a bad season. 

Mr. CAFFERY. It was because of the total failure of the crop, 
from a drought, grievous and hard to be borne. I remember it 
distinctly, for I was making sugar at the time. These figures are 
from the census returns. 

For 1857-58 it was 307,700,000 pounds; in 1858-59 it was 414,800,- 
000 pounds; in 1859-60 it was 255,100,000 pounds; in 1860-61, 


263,100,000 pounds, and in 1881-62, 528,300,000 pounds. Now, how 
much was imported? In 1861-62 there were 557,735,382 pounds of 
sugar imported into the United States, as against a production of 
528,300,000 pounds. We produce about one-seventh of our sugar 
consumption. In 1861-62 we produced about one-half, and that 
under a 24 per cent ad valorem tariff, and the prices of the sugar 
in Cuba were not much ees at that period than the Cuban 
centrifugal prices in New York last year. All sugars made at 
that period were open-kettle sugars; we had no centrifugal proc- 
ess. The brown sugars went directly into consumption. 

Refined sugar or granulated sugar was considered an article of 
luxury. 1t was only the rich who could use it as a general thing, 
and it was the brown sugar, the ordinary kettle product of Loui- 
siana, that 1 ly supplied the home consumption of the United 
States. This shows that Louisiana was rapidly advancing toward 
supplying the home demand when war broke out. The industry 
there appeared to bs on a solid basis under a low tariff. Her peo- 
ple need not despair of being able to hold their own under normal 
conditions. The pernicious policy of beet-growing Europe is 
their great danger. 

I submit the following letter from the Statistician of the Agri- 
cultural Department: 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
DIVISION OF STATISTICS, 
Washington, D. C., June 5, 1897. 

Sin: In answer to your telephone message and letter of yesterday, I have 
the honor to communicate the information contained in the accompanying 
table. The production is that of Louisiana only, and the authority is said to 
be M. Champoiner for the years prior to 1861 and L. Boucherau since that 
date. For the years since 1871, see Statistical Abstract, page 285, where it 
appears that Louisiana produced on the average 9t per cent or more of the 
product of the United States. Substantially the same ratio is given by the 
census figures for 1850-1880. The addition for the production of other States 
to the figures here furnished must therefore be about 6 per cent, making, 
say. 3.220.000,000 pounds of cane sugar for the decade 1850-196), 1,360,000, 
pounds for 1860-1870. or 4,590,000,000 for the twenty years. 

The amount of beet-sugar production during this period may be neglected. 
The maple sugar reported in 1850 was 31.300,00) pounds; in 1860 was 40,100,000 
pounds, and in 1870 it was 23,400,000 pounds. We may therefore add 370,000,000 
pounds for maple sugar to the total for the first decade, and 340.020.000 tor the 
second decade, to allow for maple. This gives sums of 3,600,000,000 and 1,700,- 
000.000 3 respectively; 5,300,000,000 pounds in all. 

The first column of gror is from the Senate report on wholesale prices, 
etc. (the Aldrich report), part 2, page uz, where the figures are said to have 
been furnished by Messrs. Hitchcock, Darling & Co., of New York City, and 
to belong to "fair refining sugar." The quotation is that for January of 
esch year. The second column is that supplied by the Treasury figures, 
equal to total value divided by total quantity of imported sugar for the fiscal 
year, the values being those at the points whence exported. All these fig- 
ures, except those here supplied for the first two years, are copied from the 
Abstract, page 285. The same d be said of the figures in the column fol- 
lowing, showing amounts imported. 

Igreatly regret my inability to give full 8 or satisfactory infor- 
mation as to the product of re sugar. For the years of your inquiry I 
can find no authority except the census, and the library of this Department 
is unfortunately without the Seventh and Eighth Census volumes relating to 
manufactures The Ninth Census (Compendium, page 920) gives as the ma- 
terial consumed by 59 establishments in the country (33 of which were in 
New York and Pennsylvania) 804,408,427 pounds of sugar, besides 23,952.13 
gallons of molasses; and as the product therefrom 154,010,951 pounds refined 
sugar, along with 18,165,279 ons sirup, and some other products. These 
figures apply to the year ending May 31, 1870. Doubtless similar particulars 
could readily be found in the volumes for 180) and 1850, and an estimate cov. 
ering the intervening years be made from them. 

I hope these facts may be of assistance to you. 


spectfully, 
HENRY A. ROBINSON, Statistician, 


Hon. DONELSON CAFFERY, 
United States Senate, 


Price per pound. 
Cane sugar |— — — — — —| 
Year. production ot In New| In ex Sugar im- 
Louisiana. Tork | porting} Por 
country. 

Pounds. Cents. Cents. Pounds. 
S| a eA NE MER oe, 231, 200, 000 4.8 3.61 — 330,402, 989 
1-51-52 251, 100, 000 4.3 3.23 457,511, 093 
j 348, 100, 000 4.5 3.23 404, 402, 280 
495, 200, 000 44 3.01 455, 825, 585 
335, 200, 000 43 3.10 473, 509, 817 
254, 600, 000 7.4 4.03 545, 220, 430 
81,400, 0 9 5.45 716, 054, A 
37, 100, 00) 6 4.26 519, 200, 387 
414, 800, 000 6.9 4.55 655,845, 302 
255, 100, 000 7.2 4.38 094, 838, 197 
5, 421, 149, 788 
5.4 3.68 809, 749, 958 
7.8 8. 66 557, 738, 382 
9.5 3.03 515,594, 861 
12 4.03 632, 230, 247 
17.7 4.39 651, 936, 494 
11.5 4.02 | 1,000,055, 024 
9.8 4.09 RAO, 054, 000 
1.5 4.33 1,121,189, 415 
11.2 4.71 1,247,833, 40 

10.5 4.95 | 1,199,773, 
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Mr.PETTIGREW. About four weeks ago I introduced and 
the Senate passed a resolution authorizing the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads to investigate the issue of iand patents to those 
roads. I have heard nothing from it since. and I desire to ask the 
chairman of the Committee on Pacific Railroads what has been 
done in that connection by the committee? 

Mr. GEAR. In reply I beg to state, as chairman of the commit- 
tee, that the gentleman will hear in due time what action the 
committee has taken and will take. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President 

Mr. GEAR. Ishould liketo state, further, that there have been 
a good many important matters pending, and I ordered the clerk 
of the committeetocall a meeting forSaturday. Ifitis agreeable 
to the other gentlemen, a meeting will be held on Saturday, and 
when the committee comes to report, the Senator will be the first 
to hear it, if he is here. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It appears, then, that the committee have 
not had a meeting since the resolution was referred? 

Mr. GEAR. We have not had a meeting. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I said at the time the resolution was sent 
to the committee that I thought it would be a graveyard of the 
resolution, and it looks very much like it. £ 

Mr. GEAR. The Senator is simply mistaken. There is no in- 
tention to graveyard the resolution, as he calls it. Recollect that 
the Senator's resolution asked for a special committee, a junketing 
committee, if you please, to go around and gather information 
which I stated then, and believe now, can be obtained from the 
poper Department by asking for it in a proper manner. It is true 

have not called a meeting of the committee before this time, be- 
cause I have been exceptionally busy on other matters, as almost 
every other gentleman has. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President 

Mr. WHITE. It seems to me rather late in the evening fora 
funeral, and if the Senator from Iowa has no objection, I will 
move an adjournment. 

Mr. QUAY. Ishould be glad to have an executive session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in thechair). The 
Senator from South Dakota has the floor. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire to know from the chairman of 
the Committee on Pacific Railroads whether the meeting which 
M been called for Saturday has been called to consider the reso- 

ution. , 

Mr.GEAR. Idonotknow that that is any of the business of the 
gentleman. It is for the purpose of considering such business as 
may be brought before the committee. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to state that if at the next meeting 
the resolution is not taken up 1 shall move the Senate to discharge 
the committee from its further consideration. 

Mr. GEAR. That is the gentleman's right. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The chairman said that no investigation 
was necessary, and yet he was anxious to have the resolution re- 
ferred to his committee. Icall the attention of the country to the 
fact that the chairman takes that position. 

Mr. GEAR. I beg the gentleman's pardon. Isaid I did not be- 
lieve that an investigation of the character the gentleman wanted 
was necessary. I still adhere to that view. What the committee 
does the gentleman will be advised of. If he possesses his soul in 
patience, he will be advised as to what will be the action of the 
committee when it meets. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance to 
paragraph 206 of the pending bill. Is the Senate ready for the 
question? S 

Mr. ALLISON, I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 1 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 10 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
June 11, 1897, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Faecutive nominations received by the Senate June 10, 1897. 
SOLICITOR OF THE TREASURY. 


Maurice D. O'Connell, of Iowa, to be Solicitor of the Treasury, 
vice Felix A. Reeve, to be removed. 


MARSHAL. 


William M. Griffith, of Arizona Territory, to be marshal of the 
United States for the Territory of Arizona, vice William K. Meade, 
to be removed, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, June 10, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon, and was called to order by 
the Speaker. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. COUDEN. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Monday, June 7, 1897, was 
read and approved. 

SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has notice of the presence of a new 
member, and the Clerk will read the certificate of his election. 

'The certificate of election of Hon. James T. Lloyd, Representa- 
Hre elei from the First Congressional district of Missouri, was 
read. 

Mr. Lloyd, accompanied by Mr. CLARK of Missouri, appeared 
at the bar of the House, and the oath of office was administered 
to him by the Speaker. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following joint and 
concurrent resolutions; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 50) authorizing foreign exhibitors at the 
Transmississippi and International Exposition, to be held in the 
city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska. during the year 1898, to 
bring to the United States foreign laborers from their countries, 
respectively. for the purpose of preparing for and making exhibits. 

Concurrent resolution (Senate Con. Res. No. 11) as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President of the United States be, and he is hereby, requested to invite, by 
proclamation or otherwise,as he may deem most proper, foreign nations to 
make exhibits at the Transmississippi and International ede e to be held 


at the city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, from the Ist day of June to 
the Ist day of November. A. D. 1898. 


SALARIES OF CONSULS, ETC. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
a 5 of a joint resolution which I send to the Clerk's 

esk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a resolution 
which the Clerk will report. 

'The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in. 
Congress assembled, That the salaries appropriated by the act ing appro- 


Lien vw for the diplomatic and consu service for the fiscal year ending 
une 3), 1808. approved February 20, 1897, for consuls-general and coasuls at 


certain pisces hereinafter named, may be paid to the consuls-general and 
consuls heretofore Prom at certain other places until consuls-general or 
consuls are nppointed, qualify, and enter upon their duties at the places 


named in said act of February 20, 1897, as follows, viz: The salary of the con- 
sul-general at Apia and Nukualofa, Tonga, to the consul-general at Apia; 
the consul-general at Yokohama, to the consul-general at Kanagawa; the 
consul-general at Monterey, to the consul-general at Nuevo Laredo; the 
consul at Elberfeld, to the consul at Barmen; the consul at Edinburgh, to 
the consul at Leith; the consul at Ciudad Juares, to the consul at Paso del 
Norte; the consul at Ciadad Porfirio Diaz. to the consul at Piedras Negras; 
the consul at cepe to the consul at Pictou; the consul at Progreso, to the 
consul at Merida; the consul at St. Michaels, to the consul at Fayal; the con- 
sul at Valencia, to the consul at Denia; the consal at Utilla and Truxilio, to 
the consul at Ruatan and Truxillo: the consul at Lourenzo Marquez, to the 
consul at Mozambique; and all allowances for office rent, clerk hire, and 
transit salary are also continued at the above-named offices, as now estab-_ 
lished, until the contemplated changes have been fully effected. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker—— t 

Mr. BAILEY. Pending the request for unanimous consent, I 
am very free to say that I know absolutely nothing about this 
matter, and I reserve the right to object until the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. DINSMORE], who I am sure is familiar with the 
subject, can tell the House whether this is proper or not. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Hirr] was about to make a statement 3 the mat- 
ter. Iam acquainted with the conditions making this legislation 
necessary; but I should like to have the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Hirt] make his statement. If it is necessary, I will make a 
subsequent statement, but I should not like to interrupt the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. The resolution is wholly unobjectionable, 
and its only purpose is to make the appropriation of money avail- 
able as compensation to the persons for whom it was intended in 
the appropriation bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. I did not notice that the gentleman from Illinois 
was about to address the House. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, in the appropriation bill which was 
passed by the last Congress to provide for the consular and diplo- 
matic service provision was made for eight consulates, the desig- 
nations of which were more or less changed upon the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of State. Noneof these are important 
matters, but t@Comptroller holds that the new designations in 
these cases will make it requisiteto have new appointments, or the 
consuls can get no pay afterthe30th of June. That is, the consul 
who is now the incumbent can not draw any pay, if he remains 
incumbent after the30th of June, without a reappointment. 'The 


EARS Lis SU Pace en Sr Mate ORES HO AL endet doceas adi a eR RE eed Bei 


1654 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, 


Comptroller so states in the communication which I hold in my 


nd, 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. er, I should like to ask the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Hirr] if this resolution be adopted, would it 
have the effect to establish additional consulates to those which 
were authorized in the appropriation bill? 

Mr. HITT. No. This resolution which the Comptroller has 
drawn enables the Government to pay the same person who is 
now serving at the post under the old name, to be paid under the 
new name without a new appointment. For example, the city of 
Leith is the pore of the city of Edinburgh. There is a consul at 
Leith. Atthesuggestion of the Secretary of State, the designa- 
tion was changed so as to make the consul there consul at Edin- 
burgh, and there is no appropriation for the consul at Leith after 
the 30th of June. So this consul will get no pay unless he is ap- 
pointed anew to Edinburgh. 

Mr.SAYERS. Then this resolution can not be construed as 
authori pes establishment of any new consuls? 

Mr. HITT. It can not. 

Mr.SAYERS. Or affecting the pay of those now existing? 

Mr. HITT. In nothing does it affect the pay except to author- 
ize 17 to be made as they were manifestly intended to be 
made in the appropriation bill. 

The SPEA . Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? [After a pause,] The Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was ord to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 

HARBOR OF CUMBERLAND SOUND. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the im- 
mediate consideration of Senate concurrent resolution No. 9, that 
I send to the Clerk's desk. 

'The Clerk read as follows: 


Fern na. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk's desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out the word “Senate,” in the second and fifth lines, and substitute 
in lieu thereof in each of said lines the word Congress.“ 


The amendment was a; to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
which the concurrent resolution was agreed to was laid on 


table. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. PAYNE. - Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 


ourn. 
The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 
Mr. BAILEY. Division, Mr. Speaker! 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 87, noes 87. [Laugh- 
ter and applause.] 
The SPEAKER. The Chair votes in the affirmative, and the 
ayes have it. [Renewed laughter and qi ve 
Mr. B . Mr. Speaker, I desire tellers. 
The 8 was taken on ordering tellers. 
Mr.DALZELL. Let us have the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 100, nays 88, 
answered **present" 11, not voting 154; as follows: 


by 
the 


YEAS-—100. 
Curtis, Kans. Jenkins, Russell, 
Alexander, Dalzell, Johnson, N. Dak. Shannon, 
d. Davenport, Ketcham, erman, 
„Md. Dorr, Linney, Showalter, 
r, Eddy, Loud, impki 
ws, Lybrand, Smith, 8. W. 
oldt, Evans, cDonald, Sou 
Belford, Fenton, McIntire, Bpalding, 
Fletcher. Mahon, Sperry, 
Op, Fowler, N. J. Mercer, Stewart, N. J. 
Gardner, Mesick, Stone, C. W. 
Boutelle, Gibson, Miller, Sulloway, 
wster, Gillett, Mass. Moody, Tawney, 
^ Graff, Morris, Tayler, Ohio 
Ww Griffin, Olmsted, To ie, 
Bro W., Hamilton, Overstreet, U 
Harmer, Packer, Pa. adsworth, 
Butler, Hawley, Parker, N. J. Walker, Va. 
Clark, Iowa Henderson, Wanger, 
— eee Conn. TN; We 
Conn oou lowers, Wh 
Cooke, b Pagi VEN N.C 
— Hitt, Ro W. » 
Curtis, lowa Howell, Royse, Yo 


NAYS—83. 
A Cochran, Mo. Know 
Bailey, Cowherd, 2 Ridgely, 

5 Darey, Lan Ind. 

Baker, Ill. vis, Latimer, Sayers, 
De Graffenreid, Lentz, Settle, 
Bariow, De Vries, Lewis, Shuford, 
ett, Elliott, Lewis, Wash. Bims, 
II. E 5 Livin Skinner, 
Benner, Pa. — Lloy Blayden, 

a Fox, Lov Smith, y. 
Bodine, Gaines, Memillin, Stephens, Tex. 
Brantley, Greene, Maddox, Stok 
Brewer, Griggs, Marti Strowd, N. C. 
Broussard, Gunn, Maxw Sa ^ 
Brandidge, Hay, Mee Swanson, 
Burke, Henry, Miss. Meyer, La. Tate, 

tle, Henry, Tex. Norton, Terry, 
Catchin Ogden, Underwood, 
kikari, Howard, Ala. Os Vandiver, 
Jlardy. Hunter, Peters, Vincent, 
Clark, Mo. Jett, Pierce, Tenn. Wheeler, Ky. 
Clayton, Kleberg, ‘a, Williams, Miss. 
ANSWERED "PRESENT "—1L 
Acheson, Dayton, King, Otey. 
Ball, Di MoClollan, Velislage. 
Cooper, Tex. Gillet, N. Y. McCulloch, 
NOT VOTING—154. 
Allen, Dockery, Lester, Sauerhering, 
beock, Dolliver, Littauer, 8h. 
Barbam, Dovener, Little, Sha 
Barney, Ermentrout, Lorimer, Shelden, 
e Faris, denslager, Sim 
e fer. Lovering, oe 5 
alden, tzgerald, W, Smi m. Alden 
Belknap, Fitzpatrick, McAleer, Snover, 5 
Benne Foo McCall, Southwick, 
Benton, 088, McCi 3 Spar 3 
Bland, Fowler, N. C. McCo; 8 . 
Botkin, Grosvenor, McDowell, 
Bradley, Gront, McEwan, Stark, 
Brenner, Grow, 0 j Steele, 
Brom well, A Stevens, Minn. 
rosius, Handy, ny, Ste Wis. 
Brucker, Hartman, Mann, Stone, W. A. 
Brumm, Heatwole, rsh, Strait, 
Bull, Hemenway, Marshall, Btrode, Nebr. 
Campbell, Henry, Inl rs, Ind. Sturtevant, 
Cannon, Hicks, Mills, Sullivan, 
ron, Hooker, 1118 Or, lzer, 
mack. pkins, chell, bert, 
Clarke, N. H. Howard, Ga. oon, Taylor, Ala. 
Cochrane, N. Y. Howe, Mudd, d. 
Colson. Re. 323 wa Voorhis, 
Connolly, uriey, orthway, er, Mass. 
Cooney, Jounesa, Ind. Odell, Ward. 
Pee cd Wis. Jones, Va. Otjen, Warner, 
Corliss, Jones, Wash. . n. 
Cox. 0 rkins, eeler, 
Cranford, K * tney, Wilber, 

p. Plowman, Wilson, N. X. 
Cummings, Kirkpatrick, Quigg, Wilson, 8. 

Di ae Wis. Hp — Xo y n 

avi m. oung, Ya. 
pe k Kulp, od Zenor. 
Dingley, Landis, Robertson, La. 


The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. WILSON of New York with Mr. Youne of Virginia, 
. WILLIAM A. STONE with Mr. MCCLELLAN. 
. McCLEARY with Mr. TALBERT. 

. MITCHELL with Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. 

. OTJEN with Mr. LESTER. 

. HoPkKINS with Mr. MCALEER, 

. REEVES with Mr. BALL. 

. BELDEN with Mr. SULZER. : 

. LovERING with Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, 

. McEwan with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 

. STRODE of Nebraska with Mr. ALLEN. 

. JOY with Mr. MARSHALL. 

. JOHNSON of Indiana with Mr. Moon. 

. BROSIUS with Mr. ERMENTROUT. 

. LACEY with Mr. MCRAE. 

. PirTNEY with Mr. CARMACK. 

. KERR with Mr. Ross. 

. BRuMM with Mr. Cox. 

. Hicks with Mr. Orry. 

. STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. JONES of Washington. 
. CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr. Kina, 

. PERKINS with Mr. COOPER of Texas. 

. HAGER with Mr. HANDY. 

. SPRAGUE with Mr. MCDOWELL., 

. HEATWOLE with Mr. DINSMORE. 

. STEWART of Wisconsin with Mr. LITTLE, 

. BARHAM with Mr. FITZGERALD. 

. MiLLS with Mr. SULLIVAN. 

. BAUERHERING with Mr. STRAIT. 

. CHICKERING with Mr. BRADLEY. 

. WM. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. BRUCKER. 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. WirsoN of South Carolina. 
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Mr. Suita of Illinois with Mr. McCuLLocn. 
HENRY of Indiana with Mr. Miers of Indiana. 
FERRIS with Mr. ZENOR. 
BELKNAP with Mr. MAGUIRE. 
Youna of Pennsylvania with Mr. BENTON. 
MoCarr with Mr. JoNES of Virginia. 
MINoR with Mr. SPARKMAN. 
HULL with Mr. DockERY. 

UIGG with Mr. BLAND. 

INGWAY with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 

LANDIS with Mr. CRAWFORD. 
Kup with Mr. STALLINGS. 
Davipson of Wisconsin with Mr. HOWARD of Georgia. 
. BABCOCK with Mr. DE ARMONs, for one week. 


33233333:23233 


r. GAINES. Mr. S 


tleman from Vermont, Mr. POWERS, has voteđ? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont has voted. 
Mr. KING. Mr. er, being paired with the gentleman 


from New Hampshire, Mr. CLARKE 
vote and to be marked as present.“ 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Pending the announcement of the vote, the Speaker announced 
that he had p the following enrolled bills: 


, I desire to withdraw my 


A bill (S. 956) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River between 
the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota," approved April 24, 1894, 
as amended by an act approved August 4, 1894, entitled “An act 
to amend an act to authorize the construction of a steel bridge 
over the St. Louis River between the States of Minnesota and 
Wisconsin;“ 

A bill (S. 1979) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Pearl River, in the State of Mississippi; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 40) authorizing the Secre of War to 
receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point 
Cárlos Gutierrez, of Salvador. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. LINNEY, for one week, on account of important business, 
3 To Mr. WHITE of Illinois, for ten days, on account of important 

usiness. 

To Mr. BOTKIN, for three weeks, on account of sickness of rela- 


es. 

The SPEAKER (at 12 o'clock and 53 minutes p. m.). On this 
question the yeas are 100, the nays are 88, and 11 members are re- 
ported “present.” The ayes have it, and accordingly the House 
stands adjourned until Monday next at 12 o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
ig an were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 

ows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and nov E bo 
Lewis River, Washington—to the Committee on Rivers and 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Third Assistant Secretary of State, inclosing a 
copy of a letter from the Comptroller of the Treasury and a draft 
of a resolution for the payment of certain consular officers—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

Pa ins following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
OWS: 

By Mr: MAXWELL: A bill (H. R. 3437) to create postal savings 
banks and provide for investing the money—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 3438) withdrawing the right of the 
Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8439) to provide for the securing to the State 
of Colorado full title to all mineral lands, etc.—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3440) to require the Secretary of the Treasury 


to pay the bonds issued under the contract of the Secretary of the 
Treasury with August Belmont & Co. and others, bearing date 
February 8, 1895, interest and principal, in not less than one-half 
in standard silver dollars to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 3441) to authorize the exploration and pur- 
chase of mines within the boundaries of private land claims—to 
the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 3142) making an appropria- 
tion toward the construction of a dry dock at the navy-yard, 
League Island, Pa.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BELL: A joint resolution (H. Hes. 03) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States providin 
for election of Senators by the votes of the qualified electors o 
the States—to the Committee on Election of President, Vice- 
President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. ADAMS: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Pennsylvania, urging passaze of Senate bill 1747,to reappoint and 
retire David MeMurtrie Gregg—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Pennsylvania, urging p of Senate bill 1747, relative to 
David McMurtrie Gregg—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Pennsylvania, in favor of the reappointment and retirement of 
Do McMurtrie Gregg as captain—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A memorial of the Pennsylvania legisla- 
ture, urging the passage of Senate bill 1747, for the reappointment 
and retirement of David McMurtrie Gregg as captain—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARLOW: A bill (H. R. 3143) for the relief of Morgan 
Everts—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3444) to grant a pension to Louisa E. Linn— 
to 55 bw eL i ensions. e 

y Mr. : ill (H. R. 8445) granting a pension to George 

E. Tuttle—to the Committee on Invalid Panda. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3446) for the relief of Mrs. Julia A. Hum- 
phries—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3447) granting a pension to Simon D. Kohl— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3448) granting a pension to Lemuel Kings- 
bury, of Denver, Colo., and late of Company A, Twelfth iment 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3449) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Logan, of Buenavista, Colo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3450) granting a pensionto Thomas B. Roark— . 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3451) for the relief of Irving W. Stanton—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BOTKIN: A bill (H. R. 3452) granting a pension to 
D. O. —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3453) granting an honorable discharge to 
Marion M. Barton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bil (H. R. 3454) granting a pension to William §, 
Hanna—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 3455) for the relief of Miss E. A. 
Lewis—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 3456) ting a pension to Julia 
C. Jenkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 3457) for the relief of Louis 
Miller—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 3458) granting a pen- 
sion to L. Emma Boone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8159) granting an honorable discharge to 
James Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VEHSLAGE: A bill (H. R. 3460) to correct the military 
record of James H. Tucker—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petitions of T. D. Schuyler and other citi- 
zens of McKeesport; W. T. Sterling and others, of Carnot; Adam 
Behm and others, of Duquesne; J. O. Parkenson and others, of 
McDonald; C. G. Creel and others, of Point Marion, and J. W. 
Wright and others, of Cheathaven, in the State of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the passage of an act restricting immigration—to the 

mmittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


By Mr. ADAMS: Resolution of the Grocers and Importers’ 
Exc e of Philadelphia, urging the passage of the Torrey bank- 
ruptcy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
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Also, petition of Herman A. Cohen and other citizens of Phila- 
delphia, favoring a more rigid restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BARLOW: Resolution of the Council of Labor of Los 
Angeles, Cal., favoring the abrogation of the Hawaiian treaty—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BELL: Petitions of E. G. Cleverdon and others and 
A. B. Wilson and others, citizens of Cripple Creek, Colo., for a 
more rigid restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. . 

Mr. BINGHAM: Resolution of the Sixth Ward Republican 
Club of Philadelphia, Pa., condemning the civil-service laws—to 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. BURKE: Petition of various labor organizations of 
Dallas, Tex., in favor of restricting immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of the Grocers and Importers’ 
Exchange of Philadelphia, Pa., indorsing the Torrey bankruptcy 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of the Board of Trade of Minne- 
apolis, Minn., urging the immediate passage of a tariff bill—to the 
tes on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petitions of Edward Cushmore and others 
and Charles H. Davis and others, citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., in 
favor of further restricting immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Resolution of the Trades and Labor 
Congress, Dubuque, Iowa, . against an increase in 
the tariff on tobacco imported and used in the manufacture of 
cigars to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

y Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of Annie Pisle and numerous other 
residents of Steelton, Dauphin County, Pa., praying for the pas- 
sage of a law to further restrict immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts: Resolution of the common 
council and board of aldermen of the city of Fall River, Mass., urg- 
ing upon Congress the necessity of adopting the most comprehen- 
sive plan for the dredging and DA eer of Mount Hope Bay 
and Fall River Harbor, adopted June 7, 1897—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, June 11, 1897. 


'The Senate met at 12 o'clock m. 
i Prayer by Rev. Huan JoHNsTON, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ngton. 
Pci ice-President being absent, the President pro tempore took 
e chair. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of C. J. 
Barker and sundry other citizeus of Lewiston, Me., and the peti- 
tion of Dennison Walker and sundry other citizens of Pittsfield, 
Me., praying for the early enactment of a protective-tariff law; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of A, B. Lawrence and 
45 other citizens of Bennington, of A. M. Frink and sundry other 
citizens of Gilsum, and of Edward E. Grimes and sundry other 
citizens of Piermont, all in the State of New Hampshire, praying 
for the early enactment of a protective-tariff law; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the early enactment of a 
protective-tariff law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of New York 
City, Brooklyn, and Syracuse, all in the State of New York, re- 
monstrating against the proposed increase of the tax on beer; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of George H. Wocke and 
27 other citizens of Haledon, N. J., and the petition of Heinrich 
Bros., of Paterson, N. J., praying for the early passage of the 
pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also poe the petition of J. H. Francisco and 51 other 
citizens of Little Falls, N. J., and the petition of Charles E. 
Thurston and 49 other citizens of Camden, N. J., praying for the 
enactment of legislation restricting immigration; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of J. H. Stells and 49 other citi- 
zens of Jersey City, of August Genzel and 24 other citizens of 
Bayonne, and of Felix Graf and 24 other citizens of Newark, all 
in the State of New Jersey, remonstrating against the proposed 
increase of the tax on beer; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a petition of the John L. Rober Lum- 
ber Company, of Norfolk, Va.. and 13 other lumber manufactur- 
ing firms in the State of Virginia, praying for the imposition of 


a duty of $2 a thousand feet on rough lumber; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. NELSON pes petitions of the Board of Trade of 
Minneapolis, of J. E. Muzzy and sundry other citizens of Man- 
kato, and of E. C. Willard and sundry other citizens of Mankato, 
allin the State of Minnesota, praying for the early passage of the 
pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented sundry petitions of citizens of 
Terre Haute, Warren, Evansville, and Goshen, all in the State of 
Indiana, praying for the enactment of protective-tariff legislation, 
at the earliest possible date, which will adequately secure Ameri- 
can industrial producta against the competition of foreign labor; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented the petition of T. T. Bonar and 50 
other citizens of Marshall County, W. Va., praying for theenact- 
ment of legislation restricting immigration; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the National Association of In- 
ternal Revenue Officers, through L. J. Frazee, president, remon- 
strating against the removal of United States revenue collecto:s, 
storekeepers, and gaugers from the classified service; which was 
referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. BURROWS presented the petition of William Saterlee and 
19 other citizens of Birmingham, Mich., and the petition of Harry 
J. Nichols and 11 other citizens of Marion, Ohio, praying for the 
early passage of the pending taritf bill; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. > 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Baraga County, Mich., remonstrating against the imposition of a 
5 on imported hides; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented the petition of John B. Cahill and 20 other 
citizens of Hart, Mich., praying for the enactment of protective- 
taritf legislation, at the earliest, possible date, which will ade- 
quately secure American industrial products against the compe- 
tition of foreign labor; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the American Medical Associa- 
tion, remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill No. 1063, 
for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the District o£ 
Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the RUN of George E. 'Thompson and 100 
other citizens of Detroit, Mich., praying for the passage of Senate 
bill No. 1063, for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in 
the District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LINDSAY 3 a petition of sundry wholesale liquor 
dealers of Louisville, Ky., praying that the tax on distiiled spirits 
be fixed at the rate which will produce the greatest revenue, and 
that the bonded period be made notlonger than three years on 
future production; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a communication from the Secretary of Agri- 
culture, together with a letter from S. D. Goff, of Winchester, Ky., 
relative to the adulteration of Kentucky blue-grass seed; which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HOAR presented sundry petitions of citizens of Wor ester, 
Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation for a more rigid 
restriction of immigration; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of 36 citizens of Fitchburg and West 
Fitehburg, of 8 citizens of Athol, and of 28 citizens of Massachu- 
setts, all in the State of Massachusetts, and a petition of 11 citizens 
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the early passage of the pending 
tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Massachusetts Dental Soci- 
ety, of Cambridge, Mass., remonstrating against the proposed 
duty on mineral teeth; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Gainesville, 
Ga., praying for the enactment of protective-tariff legislation. at 
the earliest possible date, which will adequately secure American 
industrial products againstthe competition of foreign labor; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GRAY presented a petition of sundry citizens of St. 
Georges, Del., praying for the enactment of legislation for a more 
rizid restriction of immigration; which was orderei to lie on the 


e. 

Mr. GEAR presented a petition of 37 citizens of Mount Ayr, 
Iowa, and a petition of 4 citizens of Mount Ayr, Dwa, praying for 
the early passage of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF A COMMITTEF. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severaliy without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 743) for the relief of Thomas Guinean, of Oregon; and 

A bill (S. 1149) for the relief of Avery D. Babcock aud wife, of 
Oregon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2123) to carry out the 
findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Napoleon B. Allen; 
88 was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 


1897. 
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Mr. DANIEL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2124) for the 
relief of James T. Smith: which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. : 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 2125) for the relief of Clem- 
ent Marciel, of Portland, Oreg.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2126) to recognize the gal- 
lant conduct and meritorious services of Francis M. Charles as a 
volunteer aid in the late war; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. tS 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2127) authorizing the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue to prescribe regulations for storing, handling, 
transporting, and conveying distilled spirits, and fixing penalties 
for violations of the same; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PETTUS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McBRIDE submitted an amendment intended to pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO THE TARIFF BILL, 


Mr. PRITCHARD submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
sed by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 
8 and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 
be printed. > 
UNION PACIFIO RAILROAD COMPANY, 


: Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. I submit a resolution, and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas by an act of Congress entitled "An act authorizing an investiga- 
tion of the books, accounts, and methods of railroads which have received 
m from e United States, and for other purposes," approved March 3, 1897, 

ov 3 

> ac 4. That whenever, in the opinion of the President, it shall be deemed 
necessary to the protection of the interests and the preservation of the 
security of the United States in respect of its lien, mortgage, or other inter- 
est in any of the property of any or all of the several companies upon which 
s lien, mortgage, or other incumbrance paramount to the right, title, or in- 
terest of the United States for the same property, or any part of the same, 
may exist and be then lawfully liable to be enforced, the Secre of the 
Treasury shall, under the direction of the President, redeem or otherwise 
clear off such paramount lien, ove. or other incumbrance by paying 
the sums lawfully due in respect thereof out of the Treasury; and the Unite 
States shall thereupon become and be subrogated to all rights and securities 
theretofore pertaining to the debt, mortgage, lien, or other incumbrance in 
Y ied of which such payment shall have been made. It shall be the aor 
of the Attorney-General, under the direction of the President, to take all 
such steps and proceedings, in the courts and otherwise, as shall be needful 
to redeem such lien, mortgage, or other incumbrance, and to protect and de- 
fend the rights and interests of the United States in respect of the matters 
in th on mentioned, and to take steps to foreclose any mortgages or 
liens of the United States on any such railroad property. 

, SEC. 5. That the sinking funds which are or may be held in the Treasury 
for the security of the indebtedness of either orall of said railroad companies 
may, in addition to the investments now authorized by jaw, be invested in 
any bonds of the United States heretofore issued or the benefit of either or 
all of said companies, or in any of the first-mortgage bonds of either of said 
companies which have been issued under the authority of any law of the 
United States and secured by pom eed of their roads and franchises, which 
by any law of the United States have been made prior and paramount to the 
mortgage, lien, or other security of the United States in respect of its ad 
vances to either of said companies as provided by law.“ 

And whereas certain first-mortgage bonds on the said Union Pacific Railroad 
Company have matured, and the holders thereof have instituted foreclosure 
proceedings in several of the United States circuit courts to foreclose the 

iens created thereby and sell said railroad and all other properties and 

rights belonging thereto, and said foreclosure proceedin may: unless pre- 

vented by the President, proceed to final decrees and a final sale of all said 
roperties be made: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate of the United States, That it is the sense of the 
Senate that the dent should, in strict accordance with the above-quoted 
statute, direct the Secretary of the Treasury to carry out the provisions of 
said act by redeeming or otherwise clearing off the paramount liens, mort- 
gages, and incumbrances on said railroad by paying the sums lawfully due in 
respect thereof ont of the Treasury to the holders of prior liens, and direct the 
Secretary of the Treasury thereupon to take control and management of said 
railroad and all the property, real and personal, in any manner belonging 
thereto; or, if that shall not be déemed the wiser course to pursue, that the 
President should direct the Attorney-General to take such steps and proceed- 
ings in the courts and otherwise as shall be needful to redeem such property 
from any prior mortgage, lien, or incumbrance necessary and proper to de- 
fend the interests of the United States in respect to the matters in said act 
of Con mentioned, and to take steps to foreclose any mortgage or lien of 
the United States on any of said railroad dene 

And the President is hereby requested to inform the Senate what action, 
if any. has been taken under the provisions of this law to protect the interests 
of the United States. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The rese states a variety of 
alleged facts. It is long, and I donotthinka resolution of this kind 
ought to be passed without the Senate having an opportunity to ex- 
amine it in print. Lask. therefore, that it go over and be printed. 

ThePRESIDENT protempore. Objection being made, the reso- 
lution will go over and be printed for the information of the Senate. 


Is there objection to the pres- 


PORT OF FERNANDINA, FLA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Senate passed May 26, 1897. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were, in line 
2, to strike out the word Senate“ and insert the word Con- 
gress;” and in line 5 to strike out the word Senate" and insert 
the word Congress." 

Mr. PASCO. The amendments are proper, and I ask that they 
be concurred in. 

'The amendments were concurred in. 


Mr. ALLEN. What is the resolution itself? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The concurrent resolution will 
be read as amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved Vies Senate (the House of Representatives 8 That the 
Secretary of War be requested to furnish the ise Sayre with such information 
as he may have in aren with reference the present condition of 
the harbor at Cumberland Sound, and to infurm the Congress whether an; 
immediate action is necessary to protect the entrance m being closed 
against the commerce usually entering the port of Fernandina. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 379. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to 
provide revenue for the Government and to encourage the indus- 
tries of the United States, the pending gaaon being on the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance, in paragraph 206, p 
63, line 22, after the words „one cent and," to strike out eight 
hundred and seventy-five one-thousandths " and insert ninety- 
five one-hundredths;" so as to make the paragraph read: 


206. Sugars not above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, tank bottoms, sirups 
of cane juice, me concentrated melada, concrete and concentrated mo- 
lasses, 3 by the polariscope not above 75 degrees, I cent per pound, and 
for every additional degree shown by the polariscopic test, three one hun- 
dredths of | cent per pound additional, and fractions of a degree to propor 
tion; and on sugar above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, and on sugar 
which has gone through a cee of refining, 1 cent and ninety-five one hun- 
dredths of 1 cent per pound; molasses testing above 40 degrees and not above 
56 degrees, 3 cents per gallon; testing 56 de, and above, 6 cents per qu 
lon; sugar drainings and sugar sweepings shall be subject to duty as mo! 
ses or sugar, as the case may bo, according to polariscopic test; sugars, tank 
bottoms, sirups, cane juice or beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, and 
concrete and concentrated mo! , the product of any country which pays, 
directly or indirectly, a bounty on the export thereof, whether imported di- 
rectly and in condition as exported therefrom or otherwise, pay, in 
addition to the foregoing rates,a duty equal to such bounty, or so much 
thereof as may. be in excess of any tax collected by such country upon such 
eu HR article, or upon the beet or cane from which it was produced: Pro- 
vided, That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to abrogate or 
in any manner V end or affect the 5 of the W Ee commercial 


reciprocity concluded between the United States and the King of the Ha- 
waiian ds on the 30th day of January, 1875, or the provisions of any act 
of Congress heretofore passed for the execution of the same. 


Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Yesterday in submitting some re- 
marks to the Senate I alluded to a letter which I had received 
from Mr. Farr, of New York, who insisted that the sugar refiners 
got 100 pounds of sugar of different grades outof every 100 pounds 
ofsugarmeited. I wanted to put the letter in the RECORD or have 
it read, but I did not find it until after the Senate had adjourned. 
I will let it be inserted in the Senate this morning, so that Senators 
may see the statement made by this member of the committee 
sent by the sugar trade from New York to present a schedule to 
the Ways and Means Committee of the House. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

New YORK, May 24, 1597. 

Sır: Referring to your letter of 25th instant to Mr. P. J. Smith, inclosing 
statement of Messrs. Willett & Gray, to which you ask a reply, I beg to say 
HE many of their statements are misleading and not in accordance with the 

acts. 
The average test of all raw sugars imported and melted by refiners at 
rers isabout 92 degrees polarization. Itisthe custom, however, for re- 
ners to figure in their raw sugars on a basis of 95 degrees, and the difference 
in price between 96 degrees and degrees test, at present five-sixteenths cent 
per pound, is sufficient to cover the additional loss by waste and cost of 
refining of the lower grade. 

In the figures furnished by Messrs. Nash. Spalding & Co., proprietors of 
the Revere Refinery, of Boston, to the Ways and Means Co: ttee, they 
state positively that it requires 105 pounds of 90-degree eee oue cane 
sugar to make 100 pounds granulated, and in the testimony of Mr. W. J. Mc- 
Cahan, before the same committee, he claimed it required 112 pounds 88-de- 
gree analysis beets testing 94 degrees, or 110 po nds beets testing 96 degrees. to 
make 100 pounds granulated. Assumingthat these figures are true, and that 
refiners use one-half of each e, it would require 107} pounds of 96-degree 
test sugars to make 100 pounds granulated, which were also the figures ar- 
rived a by the Treasury Department in their calculations for drawback. 

Now, these calfulations are made on the assumption that nulated 
is the only product of the refineries, whereas, as a matter of fact, 75 per cent 
is the usual outturn of pone and 25 per cent low grades on soft sugars, 
while at pron one o. oe ee refineries in the country is not turning 
nulated. 


out more than 60 per cen 
For your information I inclose chemists’ certificates showing the polar- 
izations of the sixteen grades of sugar manufactured by the American gar 
Refining Company, from which it will be seen that while granulated tests 99.8 
degrees, the other fifteen run from 94.4 down to 84.5, balance being water. 
tis perfectly evident, therefore, that the average test of the refined sugars 
manufactured by the eries is less than the test of the raws melted, 


this corresponds with the statement made to me not long ago by a prominent 


out less weight of refined sugar 
erefore «d without hesitation 


th 

the statement made you as to this fact and trust I have made the t i 
In to the other suggestion by Messrs. Willett & Grey: t the 
coun’ duty should only be assessed on German or other refined 
sugars and not on the raws, I beg most emphatically todeny both their prem- 
ises and conclusions.. The bounty paid to German manufacturers of sugars 
has been the curse of the whole sugar trade of the world. and is of great det- 
riment not only to the domestic producers but to all other legitimate sugar- 

producing countries against which it discriminates. 
If a German shipper of rig oy pte the same rate of duty as other . 
and receives the bounty of 27.2 per pound on his shipment, he is manifestly 
tting an advantage equal to this bounty against the other foreign pro- 
lueers and our domestic producers; in other words,-he is beating our tariff 


to this extent. 
Messrs. Willett & Gray are acting as the nts of the refiners in this mat- 
t our refiners shall have am- 


ter, and while I have every reason 
ple p ion. I can not understand why they should find it necessary to 
resort to misleading and confusing technical statements which seem to be 
m" up with the idea of tangling people up instead of making the subject 


ear. 
Yours, respectfully, 
Hon. JAMES K. Joss 
United States Senalor, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, The Senator from Iowa yesterday 
asked me to make or have made a table showing the difference, as 
I see it here—the margin, the differential, as it is usually called— 
between raw and refined sugar under the Wilson Act, and also 
under the present proposed amendment. I requested Mr, Schoen- 
hof, who is a careful accountant and a man familiar with these 
things, to make a statement of the kind. I have gone over a con- 
siderable part of the figures, and I am satisfied that they are cor- 


rect, 

I asked him to make it somewhat wider than was requested by 
the Senator from Iowa, I will present and have printed in the 
RECORD a comparison showing the difference between raw and 
refined sugar under the Dingley bill as originally passed, under 
the bill as first reported by the Senate committee, and under the 
bill as it is now proposed to be amended, and then the difference 
between the amended bill as it is now proposed on molasses and 
the lower grades of sugar and the Wilson Act, 

I will state briefly to the Senator from Iowa that I stated from 
memory yesterday what I thought the differences would be be- 
tween the Wilson Act and the pending measure, Under the 
Wilson Act at 88 the difference was 161. It is 58.7 under the 
podme schedule, At 96 under the Wilson Act it was 13.6. 

nderthe pending proposition it is 52.1. "These differences run 
through all the schedule. Iwilllet the statement go into the REC- 
ORD so that Senators may see the figures as they are made, show- 
ing the differences between the various propositions, I will not 
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JUNE 11, 


detain the Senate by going over the figures in detail. Iam will- 
ing to state, if any Senator desires me to do so, what the differ- 
ences are between the different propositions on any d of po- 
lariscopic test and to give the figures as I understand they are, so 
that Senators may see the methods by which these conclusions 
were reached. 

Ithink the table is absolutely correct, and in connection with 
the table I will send to the desk and have printed the calculations 
by which these results were arrived at, showing the price at which 
the different grades of sugar is taken, the rate of taxation under 
each, the calculations as they are made step by step, so that each 
Senator may see for himself just how the cone'usions are arrived at. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. the Senator from Arkan- 
i desire to have the papers printed as a document, or in the 

ECORD? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I presume they had better go into 
the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers, if there be no 
objection, will be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. ALLISON, I take it for granted the Senator includes in 
that calculation the three-eighths countervailing duty and the 27 
cents a hundred pounds countervailing auly on raw sugar. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. I count the three-eighths counter- 
vailing duty on all refined sugar, but none on raw, because these 
are cane 2 91555 and there is no bounty on them. 

Mr. ALLISON. On all refined ? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The calculations I have made as to 
raw sugar have been on centrifugal; it is cane s , and on this 
teet is no countervailing duty, because there is no bounty to 

is sugar. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And I counted the one-tenth of a 
cent countervailing duty now levied in all calculations under the 
present law when refined or German sugar is considered, 

Mr. ALLISON. That countervailing duty applies in the pres- 
ent law to both raw and refined, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. To all shipments of it from Germany. 
Under the proposed schedule there is a difference between the 
obese wher ee J duty on raw and refined s , one being about 
three hundred and eighty-three one-thousandths, the other twenty- 
seven one-hundredths. I ask that these tables be printed as a part 
of my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there 
be-no objection. 

The tables referred to are as follows: 
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Mr.TURPIE. Iamauthorized by the minority of the Commit- 
tee on Finance to submit an amendment to the pending bill, I 
ask that it beread and ordered printed, and I give notice also that 
when we reach that portion of the bill relating to internal reve- 
nue, I am authori to offer the amendment for adoption. I 
shall ask at that time the courtesy of the Senate to make some re- 
marks upon the subject-matter thereof, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Indiana pre- 
sents an amendment to the bill, and asks that it be read for the 
information of the Senate and printed. The Secretary will read 
the proposed amendment, offered on behalf of the minority of the 
committee, as the Chair understands, if there be no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Insert the following: 

* SEC. —. That on and after the 1st day of Jan , 1898, and for five years 
thereafter, there shall be laid and levied a sum equal to the rate of 2 cent 
of the value of every decedent's estate, as an inheritance, whether it be tes- 
tate or intestate, w shall be paid by the executors, administrators, or 
trustees thereof, or by the heirs or bu devisees or legatees, when 

value of such estate as an inheritance is $5,000 and upward, except where 
egacies or bequests are made to religious, charitable, educational, or other 
organizations which may by the laws of the State, Territory, or District in 
which the decedent was residing at the time of his death exempt from 


on. 

“Sno. —. That it shall be the duty of the collector of internal revenue of 
the district wherein the decedent resided at the time of his death, within 
one year from the time of such death, to ascertain the value of the estate as 
an inheritance at the time of such death, and to enter and record ina book 
to be provided for that purpose a líst of all estates affected by the foregoing 
section, and to note therein the name of the decedent, name of the ex- 
ecutor, administrator, trustee, heir, or distributee, legatee, or devisee being 
in charge of or having an interest in the same, and to note in each case the 


Centrifugal 
Difference] and musco- 
between |vado—differ- 


value of the estate as an inheritance, and to record therein the amount of 
the impost levied according to the provisions of the foregoing section in each 


case. 
"SEC. — That as soon as the amount of the impost is ascertained and re- 
corded as in the foreg section provided the collector shall send uy mail. 
to the person or persons iable for the payment thereof notice in writing of 
the amount of the same, with a demand for its payment. Any person 
ved by the amount of such levy in inr ch case may, within thirty 
days after the receipt of the notice aforesaid, bring suit, without regard to 
the amount in question, in the district court of the United States to have the 
said levy set aside or reduced. Such suit shall be tried and determined in 
like manner as other civil causes in said court. and the district attorney of 
the United States shall appear therein for the Government; and in such suit 
the court is 3 to enter a 1 ainst the person who may 
have brought the same for tho amount, if any, of sum levied against him 
as may be determined in cause, together with the interest thereon and 
penalty thereon, as provided in the section next follo n 
> SEC, —. That it the amount of such levy be paid it shall be credited in the 
entry of the record aforesaid, and a receip' be given by the collector to 
the person making tho perment In case of the nonpayment of the same, 
unless the person liable for the same shall have brought suit to set asíde or 
„the collector shall, within ninet: 2 75 after the time of send - 
ing the notice by mail, as heretofore mentioned, notify the district attorney 
of the United States of the district, who shall, upon the receipt of such notice 
of nonpayment, bring suit on behalf of the United States in the district court 


of the United States, without to the amount of the same, for the pay- 
ment thereof, against the person or persons liable under the foregoing pro- 
shall be tried and deter- 


visions for the payment of the same, which suit 
mined as civil suits in other cases in said court; and upon recovery against 
the defendant 6 per cent interest shall be collected from the time of the com- 
mencement of such suit, together with 10 per cent in damages as a penalty 
for nonpayment. The hen of the judgment rendered in such case against 
the estate of the defendant therein shall relate back to the time of the 
commencement of the suit, and take effect at such time. 
e of the Treasury is hereby nuthorized to make 
regulations and prepare such books, forms, and papers as may 
to carry into effect the provisions in this enactment, and a sum 


| | 


of money is hereby a: riated, out of any moneys in the „that 
may be 1 detray the expenses needed for that c rise Ad said 
appropriation to be Wen available upon the passage of this act.“ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will, 
without objection, be printed. The pending question is on the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance, in paragraph 206, page 
63, line 22, to strike out ''eight hundred aud seventy-five one- 
thousandths” and insert “ninety-five one-hundredths.“ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I ask for the yeas and nays on the 
amendment, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would like to be 
informed as to the exact status of the amendment. Did the com- 
mittee report a substitute for the sugar schedule? 

Mr. ALLISON. It did not. In line 22, page 63, it proposes to 
strike out “eight hundred and seventy-five one-thousandths” and 
insert ‘‘ ninety-five one-hundredths.” 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is the question to be taken first 
on that amendment or the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Arkansas? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not offer an amendment. I 
stated to the Senate yesterday that I would offer an amendment. 
The amendment which I had in contemplation I do not care to 
offer. Iam willing to take a vote on the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Iowa in behalf of the committee. There was an 
amendment that I contemplated offering just before that, but I 
can offer it later. Iam wili ing to take a vote on the proposition 
as it stands, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will then submit 
the question once more on the amendment of the Senator from 


Iowa. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Before the vote is taken, I inquire whether it 
will be in order, should the committee amendment be adopted, to 
press the amendment I offered? 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It undoubtedly will be in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to state, in oraer that Senators may 
understand the situation, that the amendments which are found 
in the printed bill have been withdrawn, including the amend- 
ment striking out paragraph 206. Now the committee propose an 
amendment to the original text, which is the amendment pending. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, before the vote is taken on the 
amendment, I desire to add to the remarks I made yesterday by 
reading from the New York World of 1894, about the time the 
sugar schedule of the Wilson bill was pending in the Senate, a 
sketch giving the history of the sugar trust. I read as follows: 


To fully understand the sugar trust and to appreciate its officials, it is nec- 
essary to go back a few years and to study the conditions out of which the 


1880 to about 1884. The average difference between the prices of raw and re- 
fined sugars for 1880, 1881, 1882, and 1883 was 1.33 cents per pound. 

Deducting the cost of refining, then estimated at five-eighths cent per 
pound, the total profits for refinin ported sugar during these four years 
are seen to have been between $0. „000 and $60,000, fully twice the 
amount of pox invested in the refining business. Such unusual profits 
attracted capital to this industry, and new refineries were soon competing 
with those in the l, until the principals of the pool gradually lost their 
grip m. were un&ble tolimit production sufficiently to sustain prices and 
Phe ave difference between prices of raw and refined sugars declined 
to ninc hun and twenty-three one-thousandths of a cent in 1584, and to 
seven hundred and twelve one-thousandths of a cent in 1885. In 1856 it was 
seven hundred and eighty-one one-thousandths and in 1887 seven hundred 
and sixty-eight one-thousandths of a cent, respectively. During these four 
years profits ave about $6,000,000. Meanwhile the Havemeyers and 
others, who had tas of the profits of monopoly and restriction in 1880 to 
18M, were busy trying to induce refiners to “get together " to loot the coun- 


ring this period the same gentlemen who have lobbied the present eager 
schedule through the Senate swindled our Government out of about $3,000,000 
by means of false statements in regard to the number of pounds of refined 
that could be made from a certain number of pounds of raw sugar, a misrep- 
resentation on which drawbacks were based. During the years 1885, 1886, and 
1887 we exported 638,000,000 pounds of refined sugar, on which our refiners ob- 
tained a fraudulent export premium or bounty of nearly $3,000,000. During 
these * the average export price of refined Sugar (after deducting draw- 
back duties) was about 4.6 cents per pound, while the average price (in foreign 
ports) of foreign refined imported was over 5 cents. 

These facts make it clear that our refiners were then not only able to hold 
their own in our markets without any special privileges, but that, with a 
slight export bounty—scarcely sufficient to pay expenses of transportation to 
Europe they could and did sell refined sugar at the very doors of their foreign 
competitors. Our exports of refined guar then went to fifty-nine different 
countries, butover half of all went direct to England, where it competed with 
the cheap-labor sugars from Cuba and the East Indies, as well as with those 
dumped into England because of the export bounties of France, Germany, 
and other pring hes countries. 

We shall see later that our refiners are now better able to compete with 
foreign competitors than ever before. 


THE TRUST I8 FORMED. 


The sugar trust was formed in 1887, when eight of the leading refining cor- 
porations transferred their stocks to the Sugar Refineries Company. Twelve 
more companies “came in" a little later. This company paid for the stocks 
by the issue of trust certificates. The deed of agreement was dated August 
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6, 1887, but the trust was not in working order until November, 1887. Accord- 
ing to Dr. E. B. Andrews (see 9 Journal of Economics, January. 1880) 
these eight establishments represented 85 per cent of the refining capacity 
E" dne the Rocky Mountains. The alleged objects of the new organiza- 


Ithink if Senators will pay attention to this historical sketch of 
the trust, it may not be uninstructive to them. 


First. To promote economy of administration and to reduce the cost of 
refining, thus enabling the price of sugar to be ae a as low as consistent 
with reasonable profit; second, to give each refinery the benefit of all appli- 
ances and processes known or u by the others, and useful toimprove Tho 
quality and diminish the cost of refined sugar; third. to furnish protection 
against unlawful combinations of labor; fourth, to protest ngainst induce- 
ments to lower the standard of refined sugars; fifth, kenar hiy to promote 
the interests of the parties in a]l lawful and suitable ways. 

The trust authorized $50.000,00) in trust certificates, but only $42,500,000 
were outstanding at the time of the Congressional inquiry in 1888. What 
these certificates represented, and what was the real value of the various 
refineries’ oro at the time of their absorption by the trust, has been 
concealed by the officers of the trust. The senate committee of New York 
which investigated this trust in 1888 came to the conclusion that the face 
value of the certificates was about four times the total stock which had been 
paced One of the few facts drawn out by this committee was that $595,- 
00) in certificates was paid for the North River Sugar Refinery Company, 
which had just before been sold for $325,000 in cash. 

When the trust was undergoing reorganization in 189 to escape the laws 
of New York State, the booksof the company were overhauled, at the request 
of the trust, by Messrs. Deloitte, Dever. Grimths Co.. London experts, 
They said in their reper’ (see Financial Chronicle, November 1, 1890): ** The 
statements furnished to us indicate that the original organization included 
no working capital. and that about $10,000,000 was subsequently borrowed to 
be used for that purpose.” 

Their statement shows that the entire working capital of each com 
was withdrawn when the different refineries went into the trust. and that 
mr turned over to the trust only their pane Based upon reliable 
authorities, James H. Maury estimates the total value of the eighteen plants 
mentioned in a suit pies d by the Attorney-General (see Financial Chroni- 
cle, January 21, 1893, and New York World, January 8, 1894) at $8,900,000, their 
original r stock being $15.650,000. Against these plants have been issued 
the $10,000,000 of bonds, to obtain working capital, and stock certificates with 
a face value of $75,000,000. 


TYPICAL WATERED STOCK. 


That the trust certificates represent little else than water in its most ex- 
ponasa form is shown in another way. The Havemeyer & Elder Sugar Re- 

ning Company was capitalized at .000. Its three rties in Brookl 
the only ones turned over to the trust, were assessed in at $420,000 and in 
1893 =e $510,000. Now, $15,000,000 in trust certificates were issued to this 
Brooklyn company. 

As some of the plants were old, others badly located, and others filled with 
antiquated machinery, it is safe to say that, based on their earning Encre 
as competitors, their total te value did not much exceed $15,000,000. 
But the trust was preparing for the inordinate profits which it nod to 
cover up by a big capitalization. As Dr. Andrews put it.“ The certificates 
were apparently proportioned not to the old getting power but to the —.— 
one which was in prospect." As its realizations have exceeded its fondest 
hopes, we now know that it was very conservative in its issue of certificates, 

According to Willett & Gray, sugar statisticians, the trust made a net profit 
of five-eighths of a cent per pound. or $14 per ton, in 1488 and 1889, and one 
hundred and forty-four one-thousandths of a cent Prog pound, or $3.23 per ton, 
in 1890. This enabled it. after paying dividends of $5,000,000 each year (10 per 
cent) and $2,500,000 for January, 1891, to transfer a cash surplus of $11,743.64 
to the American Sugar Refining Company, which be business Jan 
12, 1891, regularly organized under the laws of New Jersey, whither it 
fled to geta legal status and to stop “all this howl in the newspapers about 
trusts," as H. O. Havemeyer designated the persecution of the trust which 
made Wall street lesseager to speculate in its certificates. 

Soon after it was formed, in 1857, the trust, by dismantling some and an- 
nexing others, reduced the number of refineries in operation from 20, with a 
daily capacity of 32.300 barrels, to 10, with a daily capacity of 28.500) barrels. 
At time there were 5 refineries, with a total daily capacity of 10,400 bar- 
rels, outside of the trust. Thus, having control of the market, the trust was 
not slow in inaugurating au era of high prices. The following table shows 
foe SY Creme prices of raw and refined sugar for the years 1887, 1888, 1889, and 


Price per pound. 

oa degree Granu- | Differ- 
Sar lated ence. 
Cents. Cents. 

6.013 0. 786 

7.007 1.258 

7. 610 1.207 

6.171 120 


SOME STARTLING FIGURES. 
An idea of the enormous profits of this period can be obtained from what 
9 g Gray said in their Analysis, 1888, 1889, and 1890, ard February, 1891, 
ey said: 
ie 8 1888: Total consumption of United States, 1,457,264 tons, or 
10.200.848 barrels; sugar trust refined 987,570 tons, or 6,912,990 barrels, and the 
nontrust refined 371,596 tons, or 2,003,202 barrels; consumed without refining, 


97,809 tons, or 634,656 barrels; sugar trust averaged 23,043 barrels daily, and the 
nontrust averaged 8,077 barrels daily. : devi . 
^ * * * * * 


* 

“Sugar trust paid $5,000,000 dividends in 1888. 

“Sugar trust's earnings, asabove, from refining in 1888 equaled 27.5 per cent 
on the certificates. 

**1889: Total consumption of United States, 1,412,813 tons, or 9,839,817 bar- 
rels; su trust refined 853,472 Cor 5,074,304 barrels, and the nontru: 
refined 358 tons, or 3.083.506 barrels; consumed without refining, 126,00 
-—— 382.007 barrels; — trust averaged 10,915 barrels daily. and the non- 

averaged 10,111 barrels daily. 
s * * * * * * 
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"Sugar trust paid $5,000,000 cash dividends in 1889 and distributed 8 per 
cent in certificates. 
“The sugar trust's earnings, as above, from refining in 1889 equaled 23.9 per 
cent on the certificates. 
* * * * * * * 


#1890: Total consumption of United States, 1,522,781 tons, or 10,659,117 bar- 
rels. sugar trust refined 974.937 tons, or 6,824,559 barrels; the nontrust refined 
464,794 tons, or 3,253,558 barrels; consumed without refining, 83.000 tons, or 
681,000 barrels; sugar trust averaged 22,748 barrels daily, and the nontrust 
averaged 10,845 barrels daily. 


* * * * * ^ + 


“ Sugar trust paid $5,000,000 cash in dividends in 1890. 
> The anger trust’s earnings, as above, from refining in 1890 equaled 6.4 per 
cent on the certificates. 
* * * * * * * 


“Estimate for 1891: Total meltings, 12.5 per cent over 1890, 1,620,000 tons; 
American Sugar Refining Company, 1,085,000 tons; other refineries, 535,000 
tons; total, 1,620,000 tons. 

“American Sugar Refining Company, 1,085,000. tons, at one-fifth cent per 
pound (profit, Pry per ton), $4,860,000; 7 per cent on preferred stock, 12.44 per 
cent on common stock. 

* z * * * * * 


It is always encouraging to have a good ‘send-off for a new business in a 
new year, and the ER xs. Refining Company has this fortune in 
havingat this time a profit as good as secured of, say, one-half cent per pound 
on at least 100,000 tons of raw sugar bought, which includes a large amount 
of the Sandwich Island sugars, say $1,120,000 profit on the import account.” 

During 1890and 1891 there was competition between the trust and antitrust 
refineries. The trust could have maintained prices, but not without great 
future cost to itself, which it attempted to avert by reducing the price of 
sugar and making it for it to purchase the leading outside refineries at 
reasonable figures. This scheme was baffled mainly by the opposition of 
Claus Spreckels, a California refiner, who had made many millions out of our 
“reciprocity " agreement with Hawaii, and who was prepared to play a game 
of bluif with the great Havemeyers themselves. 


CLAUS SPRECKELS'S BLUFF. 


He built, at a cost of about $4,000,000, a model refinery in PD. This 
began ration in 1890, and at once became a thorn in the side of the sugar 
trust. Its capacity is 5,000 barrels a day. The trust made overtures to 
Spreckels. but the latter turned a deaf ear. He declared it to be his inten- 
tion to fight toa finish. Columns of interviews were given out in which he 
pot ad as the advocate of cheap sugar for the people and as the inveterate 
enemy of dishonest competition. 'The trust carried the warfare to the Pa- 
cific; Spreckels carried it tothe Atlantic Coast. For a time it looked to those 
who did not understand the game as if Goliath had met David, and the cheap 
su would be the outcome of Goliath's destruction. 

t is noticeable, however, that at no time were prices low enough to pre- 
vent fair profits. The removal of the duty on raw and the reduction of the 
duty on refined sugar from 3 cents to one-half cent per pound on April J. 1891, 
caused the consumption to increase nearly 20 pounds per capita. The in- 
creased demand made competition less intense in 1891 and prolonged the 
struggle. By 1892 the refineries in operation were more than able to sunt 
the demand, and the trust was forced to capitulate and pay Spreckels 


rice. 
» Good authorities say that the price paid for his Philadelphia refinery was 
$10,000,000, and that the total sum paid for this and three other Philadelphia 
refineries—the Franklin.the Knight.and the Delaware Sugar House—was 
$18,500,000. This was probubly more than twice their first cost. 

The wily Claus Spreckels, chuckling over his bargain, returned to Califor- 
nia to make presents of $1,000,000 toeach of his two sons. His great sincerity 
as an enemy of the trust and a friend of the people is shown by the fact that 
his refinery and the Havemeyer refinery, both in San Francisco, have united 
under the title of The Western Sugar Refineries Company, and that, with 
Spreckels as manager of this end of the trust, prices of sugar west of Colo- 
rado have been even more exorbitant than Eastern prices. 

In order to pay for the properties acquired in March, 1892, and to prepare 
to cover the enormous profits which could be easily extorted from the peo- 
ple during the two or three years which must, intervene before important 
new refineries could be built and before the probable removal of the one-half 
8 r pound duty on refined sugar, the trust increased its capitalization 


Y ind right here is a good place to insert a few words about the methods 
employed by this almost omnipotent monopoly to obtain favorable legisin- 
tion. 1890. after Roaring sugar refiners give testimony so perpendicnlar 
to facts that it would shock the nerves of a Baron Munchausen, the largest 
duty that Major McKinley's elastic conscience would permit him to leave on 
refined, after giving refiners free raw sugar, was four-tenths of a cent per 

und. Apparently this was satisfactory to the refiners, though one of them 
Bad testified that we consider ourselves to be public benefactors when we 
take raw pugar that cost us 5 cents per pound, containing 4 per cent of im- 
purities, and give to the public refined sugar at 7 cents per pound.” 


CORRUPTING THE SENATE IN 1590, 


But when the bill reached the Senate, unexpected opportunities opened 
up to the sugar magnates. Senator ALDRICH was chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Finance. In the quiet hush of the Senate committee room an addi- 
tional duty of one-tenth of a cent per pound, werth $3,000,000 to the trust, was 
ndded to McKinley rates. It has n openly charged by Col. A. K. McClure, 
of Philadelphia, that asa result of a bargain made with Senator ALDRICH 
the sugar men fought the battle in Rhode Island which reelected ALDRICH, 
and oe een d contributed a verylarge sum to the Republican campaign cor- 
ruption fun : 

The power of the trust is not limited to the Republican Y. In 1892, 
when everybody was wondering why the Ways and Means Committee did 
not report the bill, which it had long been considering. to place refined sugar 
on the free list. the New York Daily Commercial Bulletin sent a special cor- 
respondent to Washington tolearnthe cause of the inaction. Thecorrespond- 
ent, after interviewing various members, declared the committee dare not 
report the bill, because when it had reached the Republican Senate, it would 
not be passed, but would be held, like the sword of Damocles, over the sugar 
trust. to force it to contribute an enormous campaign fund for the use of the 
Republican party during the coming campaign.” 

hese are only incidents in the past history of this trust which help to es- 
5 the fact of the monopoly as well as the oppression and corruption due 
oit. 

No clearer evidence of a monopoly can be obtained than that drawn from 
the prices of raw and refined su since the trust, in 1 gained 

t control of 90 per cent of the refineries in this country, and indirect 


control of a considerable portion of the remaining 10 per cent. Here are the 
prices for raw 96-degree centrifugal and granulated sugar for March, 1892: 


Price per pound. 


Notwithstanding that the average difference between raw and granulated 


was less t. one-half cent for January and February, 1892. the average dif- 
ference for the whole year was 1.035 cents. In 1893 it was 1.153 cents. It thus 
appears that y 5 made nearly $30,000,000 clear profits in 1892, and more 
* y ad 
ENORMOUS PROFITS IN RAW SUGAR. 

Besides the prem ón refined, the trust speculates in raw sugars. It buys 
large quantities when it is cheap, and is thus nearly always making far 
greater ae than the market quotations would indicate. illett & Gray 

d in February, 1801: We estimate that the American Sugar Refining 
Company will make more gros in 1891 from their import account of raw 
sugar than from their refining account. The total profits of refiners this 
year will require to be estimated from their purchases of raw sugars rather 
than from the correct market prices of raw and refined at time of melting 
the sugar. The latter may, and probably will. at times show less than a re- 
fining profit. The American Sugar Refining Cones Das this fortune in 
having at this time a profit as good as secured of, say, one-half cent per 
pound on at least 100,000 tons of raw sugar bought, which includes a large 
anau of the Sandwich Island sugars, say $1,120,000 profit on the import 
account." 

Intheir Analysis for 1888, 1889, and 1890, Willett & 957 f said: “Inestimatin; 
the profits of 1590 we have given the refiners the benefit of the lower cost o 
melting lar; oE paren tcov and the savings from improvements which have 
been introduced, and reduced our estimate of cost of refining to nine-six- 
teenths of n cent DR pound instead of five-eighths of a cent per rers as 
in 1888 and 1889. e expect that the cost of refining in 1891 will be sti further 
reduced to one-half of a cent per pound by economies already being intro- 
duced and the saving in the interest account by the removal of duties." 

ln other paragraphs they stated that all excess of differences over these 
estimates represented “ net profits from refining." 

It must not be forgotten that Willett & Gray's interests are bound up with 
those of the trust and that they speak as agents of the trust. Ttisquile cer- 
tain the cost of refining is much lessthan they stated. Reports of the census 
of 1890 have been issued for only three cities in which sugar reflneries are 
mentioned. The two principal of these are Philadelphia and Brooklyn. 

In Philadelphia tho total cost of producing $46,598,524 worth of refined 
was $2,032, $753.886 of which was for wages. In Brooklyn the total of 
producing $16,629,982 worth of sugar was $962,385, $330,558 of which went for 
wages. Thus the total cost was 4.39 per cent of the product in Philadelphia 
ani 5. 78 per cent in c Theaverage price of refined sugar from May 
1889, to June 1,1590, was 7.265 cents per pound. It thus appears the to 
cost of refining in 1890 was three hund and seventeen one-thousandths of 
a cent per pound in Philadelphia and forty-two one-hundredths of a cent in 


Brooklyn. 

While Porter's statistics may be very unreliable, it is probable they have 
not overestimated the cost of refining sugar. If the cost of refining in the 
Breet refineries was between three-tenths and four-tenths of a cent in 1890, it 

s probably between twenty-five one-hundredths aud three-tenths of a cent 
in the still greater refineries of 1593 and 1894, Indeed, these are the estimates 
of many familiar with the conditions of the industry. Of course, no refiner 
in or out of the trust will state the facts. On the sonan all data from 
which the cost of refining might be deduced are jealously withheld, not only 
from the public, but from importers, dealers, and all others in the trade. 

AMERICAN REFINERIES THE BEST. 

Our refineries are the largest, contain the most improved machinery, and 
are in every way superior to those of Europe. In fact, there are no modern 
refineries outside of the United States, Thisstate of affairs comes not merely 
from the fact that Americans usually distance all competitors where machin- 
ery is the chief productive factor and where the labor cost is less than 2 per 
cout of the product, as in the case of sugar, but it is the result of conditions 
in Europe. 

England has ege See gone out of the refining business because she can 
obtain her supplies cheaper from continental countries, which pay their re- 
Tuo t premium for dumping their sugars in England and in other foreign 
countries. 

Small refineries have been hastily and rly constructed in continental 
Europe to take advantage of these foolish export bounties while they last. 
But not only are our plants superior to all others; the labor cost of refining 
is lower here than elsewhere. 

Few Americans now find employment in refineries. Nearly all employees 
are Huns and Poles. The work has become so slavish under trust manage- 
ment that even Italians refused to be stewed to death in the intensely heated 
rooms of the refineries at the low wages paid. Last summer the firemen in 
the Havemeyer refinery in Brooklyn refused to work twelve hoursa day 
during the summer. During the previous summer several hundred were 
overcome with heat and had to be taken to hospitals, where many died. The 
men feared a repetition of this. They sent a committee to see Havemeyer. 

That gentleman coolly did a little fl ng to prove that such a move 
would cost the company several thousands, and it was therefore out of the 
irri to grant the demand. He told them so in language more forcibie 
thanchoice. This practically settled the strike. tho trust being the only em- 
plo yor in thiscountry of this kind of labor. Some of the strikers refused to 

0 back and some reluctantly returned, to jump out of the refinery into the 
Jast River—as many do—when their existence was no longer endurable. 
Such is the kind and the condition of the workers who reflne our sugar and 
who make the millions for the rich beggars who infest Washington aud cor- 


rupt by aer 

he following table shows that nine of the trust's refineries were closed 
last year, that five more were connected with larger refineries, and that the 
remaining eight were working. It will be seen that the smallest refinery 


now operated by the trust has a capacity of 1,500 barrels a 9 per cent 
more nthe l t reflnery in Germany, whence competition is most feared 
All of the or badly located ones, in which the cost of refining was 


9 high, were promptly closed by the trust and the machinery 
removed or allowed to rust out. Of course labor was thrown out of employ- 
ment by the closing of these plants. The process was necessary, however, 
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' 000 for these four 


her prices, and receive the full ben- 


efit of 8 8 The foll table also shows the composition 
and of the American Sugar g Company in July, 1893: 
Refiners in the trust. 
Companies. Condition. 
Hav. & E. 8. R. Co., Brooklyn 000 | Working. 
kiyn S. R. Co. Brooklyn a Connected with H. & E. house. 
— & Donner 8. Co., Closed since 1887. 


ig em September, 1889; not re- 

m 

Havemeyer 5, R. Co., Jersey City. Connecte with F. O. M. & W. 

F. O. Matthiessen & Wiechers Co., 
Jersey City. 

Mollers & Sierck Co., Brooklyn 

North River S. R. Co., New York.. 


Do. 
2 
Dismantled: machinery used in 
Standard house. 
Co with Standard. 


California S. R. Co, Spreckels, | 1,600 
1 San Francisco. 
rrison Frazier Co. (Franklin), Working. 
Philadelphia. 
E. C. Knight & Co.. Philadelphia.. Connected with Franklin. 
Sy els S. R. Co., Philadelphia Wor £: 
S. R PO. <i Burned 1893. 


Delaware S. R. Co., Philadelphia.. Connected with Spreckels. 


„ AEA 56, 000 
Deducting closed and dismantled | 10,900 
plants. 


Bogar Roth Nash Spauld & Co.), Boston, with a dail 
1,0 Rein ge? Behar Su ar etat i 1 x 


with a Sy. of 1,800 Cunning’ Sugarland, Tex., com- 

in th a capacity of 500 barrels; Henderson's refinery, New Or- 

1891 with a capacity of 300 barrels; Howel's refinery, in 

Yonkers, finish last Decem r, with a capacity of 1,000 barrels, and the 

— ed last October, with a capacity of 2,000 
These 


six refineries, with a total daily capacity of 6,600 barrels per cent 

of the total for all refineries in this country), are all running. pies were 

all entirely independent, and sharp competitors of the trust, they could not 

have a tibie influence on the power of the trust to control production 

and tally, however, because of a common interest, and because 

many of the samo men are interested as stockholders in both trust and anti- 
there is no real competition. 

The question that naturally suggests itself here is, “ Why, if profits are so 
un yy high, are there not moro independent refineries?" It is because it 
takes a long eto construct a model refinery; because there are but few 
who understand the requirements of such a refinery and can command the 


The United States has protepir 


squandered more money in various ways 
ustry 


than with any other leech índustry 
Here are some 
the su; 


inr d at —.— 1 i9 1800 pee the total not 
ported sugar from to , inclusive. f 

te was u etatistics of Willett & Gray. Since 1890 they 
iblished ** A tables adjusted to net cash prices" which show 


from 1.254 cents to 1.426; this the margin 
dred and twenty-nine one-thousandths to eighty one-hundredths of a cent 
und, and raises the total for the ten years to about $115,000,000. The 
En bounties to producers during this period were about $75,000,000, $3,000, - 
000 more were paid to refiners, and $36,571,614 in bounties went to the 
plantors of the Sandwich Islands—a total of about $230,000.000 in ten 
ven as a bounty to those who produce and refine r! 'The profits of re- 
during the last four years will average fully $25,000,000 a year above 
honest returns for capital invested. 
Based on Willett & Gray's circular, the profits of refiners are over $68,000,- 
ears; but, as we have seen, the actual cost of refining has 
between three and four tenths of a cent per pound, instead 
cent. 
fits accrue to the trust from large quantities of raw 


probably ave: 
of over one- 
til further 


before stated by Willett & Gray, these 
profits on refined sugars. 
quantities of cheap beet 

test, and then es- 


sugar of 88 or 9) degrees test with cane su of 
a 2 trom 90 


degrees 
timating the margin of profits for refined as if it were all produced 
cane sugar. 


Putting together all these profits and including tariff and actual bounties 
emi to our producers. we have a total of fully $370,000,000 worse than wasted 
uring the last fourteen years. It has been worse than wasted, because it 
has produced a monopoly that has thrown more men out of employment than 
it has found employment for in a protected and bounty fed fnüusmy. 


THE GERMAN EXPORT BOUNTIES. 


One of the slickest of bunco games was worked upon the present Waysand 
Means Committee. Without any apparent reason, either for revenue 2 pro- 
tection purposes, a duty of one-fourth cent eens was left on refined, 
while raw sugar remained But one rati explanation has been of- 
fered—the committee was duped by false statements in regard to 


export bounties on refined s > 

e Sugar Trade Journal of September 28, 1899, stated: German refiners 
receive a discrimination or protection of 21} cents per 100 pounds (nearly 
one-fourth cent per pound}, because this is the amount of bounty which the 
German Government pays on the exportation of granulated sugar from 
August 1, 1892, to July 31, 1895." This statement was worked for all it was 
worth before the committee, and it saved, or promised to do so, $10,000,000 a 
year bonus to the $75,000.000 sugar infant. 

As soon as the statement reached Germany, it was criticised and corrected 
by the Berlin Zuckerindustrie and the Prager Zuckermarket. These author- 
ities stated there is an export premium on III pounds of raw sugar (the 
amount to make 100 pounds of refined) of 15 cents This acts like 
an interior tax on raw sugar. and has to be — by the refiner. Hence, al- 
though he gets an — — Bounty ot v cen net export premium is only 
6j cents per 100 poun: The Sugar e Journal gáve vis for this cor- 
rection in its issue of October 28, 103, but the trust probably took no pains 
to bring it to the attention of the Ways and Means mittee, It was the 
exposure of this and — aot claims in the House, by John De Witt 
Warner, that caused that y to refuse to accept the decision of itscommittee, 

But it is unnecessary to protect our refiners even to the extent of 8} cents 

r 100 pounds to prevent them from going te. Germany, as it is declared b 

ilett & Gray they will do. Not only this rate of export bounty ak 
in 1895 (and all German export bounties cease in 1997), but while it lasts it is 
not equal to the cost of transporting sugar across the Atlantic. This cost sel- 
dom or never falls below 8 cents per 100 pound 

ear German refineries are in the interior of Germany, and the cost 
of carrying sugar to the coast is often greater than the ocean freight. Hence. 
notwit nding the export bounty, our markets are well protected without 
«x duty on imported sugar. 
ince the Senate Commtttee has reported a bill placing a duty of 1 cent per 
pound on sugar testing 80 by the polariscope, adding one one-hundredth of 
a cent for each degree up to 90, and two one-hundredths of a cent for each de- 
gree from 90 to 96 test, and a duty of 1.4 cents on all above 96, the r. trust 
ple have been pretending to be very much at the result and 
ave asserted not only that it would leave them no protection but that under 
it they would be worse off than with all naim free. 

The Sugar Journal of March 8 says: The above schedule affords the ro- 
finers very little, if any, protection, and would be cestructive to the sugar- 
refining industry in this country.” 

PROTECTION IN THE NEW SCHEDULE. 


As usual, the facts are dead against this statement. It is not possible to 
state just what protection this complicated schedule would give to refiners, 
pone it is impossible to deal with facts and not find considerable protection for 


em. 

Able and reliable men who have been connected or mainted with the 
e rd business for years assert that underthe new conditions which such 
duties would bring abont, the protection would be nearly one-third of a cent 
pu. They claim the average test for cane sugar—which is now about 

would fall to about 90, on which the duty would be 1.1 cents 
that the loss in refinin; 


55 and mo 

t seems more probable, however, that the net protection will be rather 
less than one-half cent per pound. The average test of ep cane 
now being about 95, the average duty as pro 1. 

One hundred s of thís sugar will 


k fa 
To this should be added the protection to the 4 pounds of sirup. This is 


as (d the protection would be abont one hundred and twenty- 

ths cent per pound; on Senay sugar, about seventeen 
one-hundredths cent. From egree down to degree sugar the protec. ion 
declines somewhat, but as the amount and quality of the molasses yielded 
increases greatly, something should be added on this account. 

It is not improbable that the sugar trust would be glad to get more protec- 
tion, It is also not improbable that it is playing with loaded dice and that it 
lobbied the present rates through the Senate, in later to show the in- 
justice of such dutiesand Nee ere is one of the places 

which the sugar schedule needs repairing: 

Beet sugar, as now imported, actually tests 9£ or above by the polarisc: 
but as it contains more ashes or salts than cane sugars, which injure the 

paniy of the sugar and are hard to extract, it is customary to deduct from 
the actual test about 5 per cent for MAD 1 per cent of salts. Theaverage 
test at which they are now sold is about riscope, though they are rated 
according to what is called *88 analysis" Even after making deductions, the 
price of t sugars is about one-fourth of a cent per pound less than cane 
sugars of similar test. It is evident that duties based strictly upon polariscope 
tests would discriminate against beet sugars, which form about one-fifth of 


our imports. 
PRICE OF SUGAR STOCKS. 


The sugar-trust officials fully understand these facts, but they did not 
choose to point them out until after they had secured an admission from the 
Senate committee that there should besome protection left on refined sugar. 
They intend later to get in their fine work when the schedule is revised. 
Probably they will bet to obtain ad valorem duties on all sugars as the only 
way to prevent comp ications and effects of this kind. 

"That our refining industry would not be destroyed T the proposed duties 
is evident from the fact that sugar si are now selling between 85 and 
90. This shows what those who best understand the facts think of the pros- 
pen x it looked as if we migkt have free trade in sugar, stock sunk 

* 


It is unnecessary to enumerate in detail more of the many cases of trust 
lying. In spite of the fact that Willett & Gray, in 1891, estimated the total 


cost of refining at one-half cent pound, they are now claiming that it 
costs ive sigh: ofacent. The Journal of erce has fepoatediy taken 
them to for this absurd ciaim, but they continue to make it, 
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os thei 


fore the ture, 

In January, when the House was discussing. the proposed duties, the time 
arrived for the trust to meet and declare its eun quarterly dividends of 3 
per cent on the $37,500,000 of common and of 1} per cent on its equal amount 
of preferred stock. Strange to say. no quorum was present. A month later 
the tariff skies had not yet cleared, and not a single official saw fit to attend 
the meeting—a remarkable unanimity of D ulness, Last Saturday the 
officers met on the quiet and declared the dividend. = 

One of the trust's ways of concealing surplus profits is to pay salaries 
to all connected with the business. e proprietor of the Forest City Refin- 
ery, nt Portland, Me., is said to receive !& year, though his refinery has 
been closed since it entered the trust in 1887, Others are said to receive as 
much as $50.000 a year for equally onerous work. It is also quite probable 
that many refiners were induced to join the trust by giving them fat con- 
tracts for supplying barrels, tanks, MS to the trust. It is certain 

of making 


that in — cases all of the allied in barrels, bags, etc., 
were withheld from the trust. C 

The trust is now buying all sugar in sight and is chartering vessels to go to 
the West Indies and elsewhere, to return with cargoes of sugar before the 
new tax e effect. 

Withont reading it, I will ask that the remainder of the article 
be inserted in my remarks. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, in 
the absence of objection. 
The remainder of the article is as follows: 


We have seen that the sugar trust can refine sugar more cheaply than it 
is refined anywhere else; that it has by far the largest and best hee bor dsb 
ers 


MR. HAVEMEYER IS ON GUARD—IN CHARGE OF THE SUGAR FIGHT IN THE 
SENATE—WILL HILL ATTACK THE TRUST? 
[Special to the World.] x 
WASHTNGTON, March 13. 
O. Havemeyer, head of m trust, has returned to his old quar- 
the Arlington, and has res his conferences with Senators on the 


ters in 
schedule. Notwithstanding that the Senate has refused to investigate 


the charge that certain Senators have been speculating in sugar stock, his 
movements are as mysterious as before. 

Mr. Havemeyer has discovered that while the sugar schedule is acceptable 
tothe trust it will be hard to get it through the Senate, And it is his plan, if 
no investigation is ordered, to remain here and personally direct the cam- 

ign. The Louisiana cane-sugar men have made an alliance with him, and 

e combination is expected to insure the 

Tho su men understand that the su 
Democrala who favor free sugar, but it 
fears most. It has been a liberal contributor to the campaign funds of both 
rsen and sugar 7 8 have pagea no small part in the political fights in 

ew York State. e trust has 2 a sharp game, but aceording to re- 

heard here to-day it dipped into the Democratic factional struggles in 

ew York State, and it is this that promises to upset its plans in the Senate. 

Senator Hill has learned, it is said, that the trust contributed $25,000 to the 

antisnapper movement, and is awaiting an opportunity to expose it. He will 
not discuss this rumor. 

Mr. Havemeyer has heard the rumor and he has arranged to stay here and 
await devel ents. There is a long and bitter fight ahead in the Senate 
first, then in the House, if the Senate passes the bill, and finally in conference. 
The opinion that sensational facts about the trust methods will be brought to 
light is expressed freely. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, a basis has been taken to ascer- 
tain the amount of raw sugar it requires to make a pound of the 
refined sugar from the Treasury statement, and that statement is 
challenged as to its correctness. I will ask the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Iowa, who is in charge of this bill, upon what is based 
the statement from the Treasury as to the number of pounds of 
raw sugars it requires to make a pound of refined sugars at any 
degree? I amnot aware of the basis of the statement made by the 
Treasury officials as to the number of pounds of raw sugars it 

uires to make a boana of retined. 

r. ALLISON. I have not the Treasury circular before me, 
but I take it for granted that it is very well stated in the table 
inserted by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] on yesterday. 
I believe those fi sare correct. It is also found on page 10. 

Mr. CAFFER Y. Does the Senator state that in his view these 
tables are correct? 

Mr. XLLISON. 
lar and estimate. 

Mr. CAFFERY. But I ask the Senator from Iowa upon what 
the Government officials base the statement? It is a well-known 
fact that all the secret processes of refining are known only to the 
sugar trust. It requiresafirst-classchemist to estimate the amount 
of raw sugar at any specific degree it takes to make a pound of 
refined sngar, and the statement of the Treasury officials is chal- ; 
Jonnen as to its correctness by other experts, 

r. ALLISON. Iunderstand that these statements from the 
Treasury have been made up by experts of the Treasury Depart- 
ment from actual tests. Of course, I do not know what the proc- 
esses are by which theseexperts reach their conclusions, but they 
are well settled, and are admitted to be correct, I believe, by those 
who have investigated them. : 

Mr. CAFFERY. I have the papernow containing another esti- 
mate made from statements by competent chemists and by Mr. | 


Hen 


eof the taxon refined sugar. 
schedule will be fought by many 
not this opposition that the trust 


They are taken: from the Government circu- 


B 


B. W. Holt, a competent tariff 
that th 


expert. These statements show 

e Treasury estimate is too high; that the Treasury esti- 

mate requires more pounds of raw sugars ata certain ific test 
to make a pound of «efined sugars than is actually the case, 

The sugar trust has evaded all inquiries into its business, It 
refused to give to the census takers the data necessary for them to 
have in order to make up the pops census returns of the sugar- _ 
refining business, That is well known to the Senator from Iowa. 
They referred Mr. Porter and his agents, when they were taking 
the census, to other persons than themselves for the desired infor- 
mation, and it is supposed that the Treasury officials, having no 
other means of ascertaining the number of pounds of raw sugar 
that were required to make a pound of refined sugar, obtained the 
information from the trust officials themselves. : 

I shall read what purports to be a true estimate of the number 
of pasa of raw sugar it takes to make a pound of retined sugar 
and compare this estimate with the estimate made by the Treasury 
officials. At 100 degrees of polariscopic test, of course there can 
be no difference; at 99 degrees, the Treasury report is 101.87. The 
corrected statement, or the statement which I introduce as correct, 
is101.01 of apound. At 98 degrees, the Treasury estimate is 103.73 
of a pound; the corrected estimate is 102.04 of a pound. At 97 de- 
grees, the Treasury estimate is 105.60; the corrected estimate is 
103.09 of a pound. Soitrunsondown. At 87 degrees, I will take 
the Treasury estimate, which is 124.27 of a pound, and the cor- 
rected estimate is 114.94 of a pound. 

Mr. President, it is easily seen that if there had been any jug- 
gling with figures or any incorrect estimate derived from the 
officials of the sugar trust in regard to the number of pounds of 
raw sugar it requires to make a pound of refined sugar, a calcula- 
tion on the basis of the Treasury official statement must necessa- 
D be erroneous and necessarily be in favor of the trust. 

t will be further seen from an investigation of the amount of the 
differentials in favor of the trust upon raw sugarsand refined under 
the proposed sugar schedule that the protection is much greater 
upon the lower es of sugar; and how easy it is, if there were a 
market abroad for the export of our refined sugars, for the sugar 
trust to make an enormous amount of money in exporting sugars 
under a false estimate of the number of pounds it requires to make 
refined sugars from the low-degree polariscopic test of raw sugars. 


Some since there was a very large amount of money that 
the su trust obtained from the Treasury of the United States 
upon the drawback allowed them on the export of refined sugars 


by falsely estimating the number of pounds of raw sugar it re- 
quired to make a pound of refined sugar. So the same thing can 
be done under this bill, were there an opportunity for the sugar 
trust to export its refined sugars. They practically hold the mar- 


ket for all cane sugars. 
tition they have is from the German 


The only fear of com 
granula sugar, and I propose to show that that fear is over- 


come, if it exists, by reason of the differential allowed to them in 
this bill. If, then, they can import raw cane sugars and overesti- 
mate the number of pounds of raw cane sugar of a certain polari- 
Pi m test it requires to make 100 pounds of refined sugar, and can 
find a market for the export of whatever surplusthey make beyond 
supplying the home market, there is a fine opportunity for them 
to reap a rich harvest abroad. 

In connection with these figures, I will submit a statement pre- 
pared by Mr. Holt, the gentleman who kindly furnished me with 
the corrected statement as to the number of pounds of raw su 
it requires to make a pound of refined—the statement that I have 
justread. I will ask my friend from California to read this state- 
ment for me. 

Mr. WHITE read as follows: 


The eet Senate sugar schedule protects American sugar refiners in 
several ways: 

First. By a direct bonus of 20 cents on every hundred pounds of refined. 
This amount is undeserved and indefensible from any other standpoint than 
that it is the business of the Government to help those who help themselves, 
As we consume annually over TORA of refined sugar, this gratu- 
ity for the refiners amounts to over $3,000,000 per year. This is fully twice 
the amount of wages paid in refineries in this country, even when includ- 
ing the $250.000 salaries paid to five sugar-trust officers. Statistics obtained 
from the Census Office in 1894 show that only seventeen establishments 
were reported as en in the refining of sugar in the census year of 1890. 
fe a A include the trust's largest refineries, in which the cost of refin- 

HT owest. j 

"rhe trust absolutely refused to comply with the censuslaws. 'The seven- 
teen establishments reporting paid $1,728,417 in es. other than salaries, to 
3.851 employees. The value of their products was $110.4092,163. The labor cost, 
therefore, was only 1.56 pu cent in the smaller establishments, or, includin; 
salaries, 1.78 per cent. The average value of refined sugar in 1890 was abou 
63 cents pound. Therefore the labor cost per pound was only twelve ten- 
thousandths ofa cent. Why, then, even on protection grounds, should the 
refiner receive a nd clear protection nearly double the total labor 
cost? Asa matter of fact, the ‘erence of labor cost between and 
other countries is all in our favor. In no other country is sugar refined as 
cheaply as here. 

Second. The refiners are Sa e by the difference between the present 

40per cent ad valorem) and the proposed duty on all of the sugars in the re- 
ers’ hands at the time the new bill becomes a law. About 2.050,000,000 

s of sugar were imported during the months of March. April, and 
1897. It will come in rapidly during June and July. According to Wil- 
une 3 there was 016.580 long tons or 


lett & Gray's Sı Trade Journal of 
1,351,811,200 fice, c of sugar in the hands of refiners and importers on June 8. 


ba reap on for investment. 
ird. The countervailing duty of 38 cents per hundred pounds on refined 


sugars from Germany is practically all protection for refiners. If our refin- 

ers should import and retine German beet-root sugar, they would havetopay 

on enough raw to make 100 pounds of refined sugar a counte duty of 
about 3lcents. Therefore this net protection against German refined sugars 
is about 7 cents per hundred pounds. As a matter of fact, our refiners are not 
at all dependent upon Germany for raw sugars, and under the new Jaw they 

would practically cease to import German raw sugars, They would thenen- 

* joy almost the full protection of the 38 cents per hundred pounds on German 

refined sugars, these being the principal sugars which compete with our re- 

fined sugars in our markets. $ 

These countervailing duties are virtually discriminations against German 
sugars as between our market and the markets of the rest of the world. 
Stated in another form, sugars, because of the export bounty, have 
an advantage over competing sugars in all markets of the world except ours. 
Our countervailing duties would therefore result in excluding German 
sugars from our markets. This would be so use the markets of the 
world, outside of Germany and the United States, are so big that they afford 
ample opportunity both for our refiners to purchase raw sugars and for Ger- 
man refiners to dispose of refined sugars. is counter g duty would 
therefore permit our refiners to elevate prices about 38 cents per hundred 
pounds higher than would otherwise be possible. 

Fortunately for the refiners, they are in shape to pull together to take full 
advantage of such favorable conditions. It is an appreciation of all these 
facts which has caused Germany and Austria to protest strongly against such 
discriminations. Our consumers should also protest, If Germany has such 
friendly feelings toward the rest of the world that she pays her su 
makers to dump sugars in other markets, why should we object to having 
them dumped here and to 8 pone the full benefit of cheap sugars? 
England has for years taken such gifts from Germany and France, and by 
so doing has not only given her people the cheapest sugar ever known, but 
has built up her canning and preserving industries so that she supplies the 
whole world with jellies, jams, and preserves. 

F . The sugar trust will get considerable protection and relief by the 
insertion of the provision which makes all refined sugars dutiable at $1.95 per 
hundred pounds. Heretofore only such refined sugars as were above No. 16 
Dutch standard in color have had to pay the highest rates on refined. Small 

uantities of refined per eme above and some t elow No. 16 and testi 
from 87 to 93 de , are being imported. They are used by bakers am 
manufacturers of certain kinds. The American Biscuit Company uses lar; 
quantitiesof these sugars. While the quantity imported is comparatively in- 

Significant, yet these sugars compete with several grades of the trust's 

“soft” sugars and prevent the trust from getting exorbitant prices for 

such sugars as can be consumed in an uncrystallized form. : 

Under the opens duty. a pound of cheap refined sugar testing 87 would 
pay a duty of 195 cents, while a pound of raw su testing 86 would pay 
only nine-tenths of a cent. It is needless to say that with such unjust dis- 

nations against these sugars, they would be excluded from our markets. 

The trust will then say to the users of these sugars: Buy our hard refined 

sugars at our prices or take our ‘softs’ on the same terms.“ Without a pos- 

sibility of producing revenue, this slyly inserted provision will put an occa- 

sional odd million into the trust's already fat 88 
Fifth. The extra deduction of 10 cents per hundred pounds on raw sugars 

below 87 degrees gives so much additional profit on the low-grade sugar im- 

ported. These being the s which compete largely with the raw sugars 

produced in this country, the trust will not be likely to overpay our beet- 
su farmers for their products. 

ixth. There is much concealed protection in the proposed specific duty 
on raw sugars, These duties are apparently 8 to the allowances for 

169 pounds of hard refined sugar made by the“ ury Department in the 

payment of drawback duties. Kven if these allowances were correct, the 

specific duties decline so rapidly that they slightly favor the importation of 
low-grade raw sugars. There is, however, good reason for believing that 
these allowancesare unfair, and that they will operate togive export bounties 
to refiners whenever the refiners care to en in theexport business, which 
hac, will probably do as soon as the sugar duties are fixed for afew years. 
hey "gouged" our Treasury Department out of about $3,000,000 in this 
way in the early eighties, and can be expected to do so again when **all this 
howl about trusts" and tariffs is out of the way for awhile. They would 
robably be exporting now but for the heavy German export bounty. The 
ollowing table has been prepared after consultation with numerous sugar 
brokers, importers, and chemists. It is believed that it makes liberal allow- 
ances. The profits shown in this way do not include those made on soft 
sugars and molasses, nor those from contravailing duties: 
ACTUAL PROTECTION ON REFINED SUGAR WHEN MADE FROM EACH GRADE 
OF RAW SUGAR. 

Statement showing the actual number of pounds of raw sugar of each grade 
needed to make 150 pounds of refined. compared with the present Treasury 
table or equivalents, and the actual net protection of refiners based on these 
equivalents. 


Raw “test” a pleas Ae eg on Ik Protec- 
egroes. eo- reas- pounds tion. 
retical, | ury. | Actual. | pound. | refine 

Cents. Cents. 

100 100 100 100 1.55 $1.95 20. 
99.. 101.01 101.87 101.2 1.2 1.95 20.94 
9s. 102. 0t 103. 73 102.4 1.69 1.95 21.95 
yr. 108.09 105. 00 108.7 1.66 1.95 | 22.86 
96. " 107.47 105 1.63 1.9 | 23.85 
95. 109.34 106.4 1.60 1.95 | 24.7 
94. 111.30 107.8 1.57 1.95 25.16 
$3. 113.07 109.3 1.54 1.95 28.068 
92 114.94 110.8 1.51 1.95 27.09 
116.81 112.3 1.48 1.95 28.80 
118.67 113.9 1.45 1.95 20.85 
120.54 115.5 1.42 1.95 30.99 
122.41 117.1 1.39 1.95 32.23 
124.27 118.7 1.36 1.95 33. 55 
126. 14 120.3 1.33 1.95 45.00 
128.01 12 1.30 1.95 45.40 
129.88 123.7 1.27 1.95 49.17 
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Putting together the different kinds of tection to refin 
pp rate, we have, for h- degree can Ave, which accede tone 
0 


e B 
all imported, the following protection on 100 pounds of refined sugar: 


On 8t-degree sugars, which include about 5 per cent of our imports, the 


gr 
protection on 100 pounds of refined is about as follows: 


Senator ALDRICH stated in his 


J 1 of May 25: 
* As a basis for the calculation of the number of sev ge of uid of each 


polariscopic test req d to make 100 

the statement of the Treasury Department, promulgated June 25, 1896, 
partment Circular No. 102. I assume there will be no question as to its 
accuracy. The computations have been confirmed by various statements 
furnished by the appraiser's office in New York. 

* For illustration, I will take an SURE of sugar tested 88 degrees, made 
by the chemist in charge of the mur boratory in New York. This sugar 
contained seventy-four one-hundredths per cent of ash, 4.13 per cent of invert 
sugar, and an out-turn of 81.85 per cent of crystallized sugar. Of this sugar it 
would take 122.17 pounds to make 8 refined sugar. The“ 
estimate is 122.41 for this test. It will be noticed that this | su contain: 
1.13 per cent of invert sugar. Thisinvert sucer becomes sirup fine process 
of refining, and is worth from one-half to three-fourths of a cent a pound. 
The result in this case would probably bea fair estimate of the average result 
of the value of the residuum of invert sugar contained in all cane sugars test- 
ing in the neighborhood of 89 degrees. The value of this sirup would not 
appreciably affect differentials.” 

is statement is siren d in several particulars. It leaves unaccounted for 
6.15 pounds of crystallizable ex ih his sample tested 88 d. it con- 
tained Spor cent of crystallizable sugar. He says that it yielded 81.85 per 
cent. here is the remaining 6.15 per cent? The invert sugar is not a part 
of this 6.15 per cent, becanse invert sugar does not materially affect a polari- 
acre As a matter of fact, 3.70 of the 6. 15 per cent is crystallizable sugar 
held in chemical combination with the sevent y-four one-hundredths per cent 
ofashorsalts. The most of this 6.15 per cent is, in practice, either made into 
erystallizable sugar, or, with the invert sugar, into low-grade sugars and 
sirups. In either case, both are of considerable importance, and should be 
considered in making up a tariff schedule. Even with 6.15 per cent of crys- 
tallizable sugar unaccounted for, Senator ALDRICH finds that the Treasury 
Department allows twenty-four one-hundredths of a pound too much. 


Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, there are several points in this 
statement which are very forcible. The percentage of labor cost 
in refining is a very material point. The percentage of labor cost 
of the product is 1.56 per cent, without including enormous sal- 
aries that this institution pays to its officials, and including those 
salaries it is only 1.78 per cent; second, the trust has already im- 

rted into the United States a very large amount of sugar; and 
it is estimated that before this bill can be enacted into a law about 
2.000,000,000 pounds of sugar will have been imported. That is a 
half year's supply. 


unds of refined sugar, | have taken 
De- 


Mr. President, the sugar-trust managers are among the most 


astute of men. They would never have imported this sugar in 
anticipation of the enactment of this bill into a law were not the 
terms of this bill more favorable to them than the terins of the 


Wilson law. 
Mr. GEAR. Would it disturb the Senator if I should ask him 
a question? 


r.CAFFERY. Notat all. 

Mr. GEAR. Iunderstood the Senator to say that the sugar re- 
cently imported into this country has been very largely in excess 
of the ordinary importations? ‘ 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEAR. What is the amount? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will read it from this statement. About 
2,050,000,000 pounds of sugar were imported during the months of 
March and April. 

Mr. GEAR. The report of Willett & Gray shows that the im- 
pu for those months were but 646,000,000 pounds, in round num- 

rs, and that the amount in the hands of the refiners yesterday was 
394,000,000 pounds, showing that the difference between 394,000,000 
pounds and 646,000,000 pounds was held by these people. I will 
read from Willett & Gray. 1 have the statement here in my hand. 

Mr. CAFFERY. According to Willett & Gray's Sugar Trade 
Journal of June 3, there were 616,800 long tons, or 1,351,811,200 
pounds. of sugar in the hands of refiners and importers on June 3. 

Mr. GEAR. That does not show, if I may be permitted to say 
it, that there is any very undue excess of importations this year, 
It is little more than usual, but not very much. 

Mr. CAFFERY. It is more than double the amount. 

Mr. GEAR. Ibeg pardon; because the consumption is 400,000 
tons forfour months, The consumption is 2,000,000 tons annually 
in this country. in round numbers. 

Mr.CAFFERY. About that. 

Mr. GEAR. About that, in round numbers. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ves. 

Mr. GEAR. That shows that only one-third of the annual 
consumption in this country has been introduced into this coun- 
tryin four months. So there must be some mistake about the 
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importations 2 of an unusually large amount in view of the 
possible of this bill: 


Y. Ihaveseen it stated that the importations of 
this year are in excess of any previous year in the history of the 


exce: 
GEAR. It can not be. The Senator can not make a state- 
ment here that will not pan out with the consumption. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I propose to make this statement good. 

Mr. GEAR. Thatis right. - 

Mr. CAFFERY. I propose to show that the importations of 
sugar into the United States this year are in excess of any year 
heretofore. If I am mistaken in statement, of course I will 
acknowledge the error. 

Mr. GEAR. I have no question that the Senator makes the 
statement in earnest, because he believes it. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do believe it. 

Mr. GEAR. I call his attention to the fact thatthe annual con- 
sumption is only 2,000,000 tons, and that the importations from 
the 1st of January and for the first four months have not been in 
advance of the consumption of this country. The two must be 
reconciled. 7 

"Mr. CAFFERY. That may be true, but this is in excess. This 
is the stock on hand. This will last six months. That is what I 
say, and it is a larger amount of sugar imported than ever has 
been imported before. 

Mr. GEAR. To make the statement perfectly correct, the Sen- 
ator must add to the amount of importations the amount of sugar 
on hand on the 1st day of eene That will give the exact 
amount of the stock on hand and the amount imported. Then 
you can nom whether the importations and the stock on hand 
are equal to the consumption. : 

Mr. CAFFERY. All I desire to show is that there is a stock 
now on hand and prospectively to be imported six months in ad- 
vance of tle »nsumption. If I prove that, I prove my case. It is 
idle to inqture any further. 

Another pomi madein this communication, which in my opinion 
is very forcible, is that the countervailing duty of 38 cents per 100is 
quiteasufficient differentialin favor of the trust. Thereisnoother 
competitor than the Germans. Thecane sugars used in the world 
arein the hollow of the hand of the sugar trust. The Germans 
occupy all other markets. If the Germans can be kept out, then 
the trust has the sole monopoly of the trade of the United States. 

The differential of thirty-eight one-hundredths of a cent a 
pound looks to be sufficient to keep out the import of the German 
granulated. If that be true, then the trust has the markets of 
the United States in the grip of a monopoly which has never re- 
laxed since there was a large differential imposed between the 
raws and the refined. 

Mr. President, I will send to the desk and ask the Secretary to 
read both the letter written by Mr. Carroll D. Wright to the 
Hon. John De Witt Warner and the statement which the Com- 
missioner sends with it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS in the chair). The 
Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
Washington, April 11, 1894. 


Sin: In reply to your letter of April 6, 1894, I take pleasure in-handing you 
the inclosed statement presenting totals for 17 establishments located in the 
United States reported to this office as en in the refining of su dur- 
ing the census year ending May 31, 1890. These 17 establishments are included 
in the 393 establishments presented in the published reports of this office 
under the title of Sugar and molasses refining.” 

respectfull 


Very fully, 
CARROLL D. WRIGHT, 
Commissioner of Labor, in Charge. 
Hon. Joun De Witt WARNER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
ELEVENTH CENSUS OF THE UNITED STATES—STATISTICS OF MANUFACTURES. 
Statement of the totals for 17 establishments in the United States reported as 
engaged in the refining of sugar during the census year ending May 31, 1890. 


Pennsylva-| All other 
| Louisiana. nia. States. * 


7 Items. 


Number of establishments 


8 — ceed $18, 581,330 $1,684, 800 167,050 $10,729,474 
aggregate .......... „881, > , y ded, 
is ellaneous expenses $5,515,507 $495, 689 9202.20 $4,511, 388 
Average number of em- 
ployees, aggregate........ 4,025 1,995 1,174 1,456 
8 $1, 966, 562 $872, 556 $029,112 $904, 894 
Officers, firm members, 
and clerks— 
Average number 171 31 46 at 
Total wages $238,145 $26, 316 $47,518 $164,311 
Allotheremployees— 
Averagenumber.... 8 1.384 1.128 1,362 
gone or ett e pul | path | aon SS 
of ma 3 A „. j , 100, 
Value of products 0, 492, 163 242.822.508 Hg 838,548 xa 


*Includes establishments distributed as follows: California, 2; Maine, 1; 
Massachusetts, I; New York, I. ‘ 
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Mr. CAFFERY. There is no speculation about that. It comes 
direct. Itshowsthe correctness of the figures of Mr. Holt. There 
is the gross value of the output of these refineries; there is the 
gross amount of wages they pay; and the percentage is easily as- 
certained from those two factors, The percentage stated in the 
statement of Mr. Holt of 1.56 per cent, 1.78 per cent including the 
salaries of officials of the sugar trust, is well authenticated by the 
letter of Mr. Wright. 

This information has been eked ont, not by any particular state- 
ment of the sugar trust, but by investigations of Mr. Wright in 
ail the refineries that he could reach, the sugar trust always on all 
occasions smothering up the real facts surrounding its business, 
and it was only by importunity and constant demands on the part 
of the census officials that what little information is put down in 
the census was obtained from them. 

Here is an institution which under every bill that comes before 
Congress 4 to be the recipient of peculiar favors. It is no an- 
swer to say from the other side that the Wilson Act gave a too 
great differential in favor the sugar trust. The pending bill 
carries more than the Wilson Act. and the Wilson Act carried too 
much. As the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] said yesterday, 
he was at the time of opinion that the differential in favor of the 
trust of one-eighth with thecountervailing tenth was deserved, that 
their business required it, but su uent developments have 
opened his eyes in that regard and he does not think they ought 
to have any. 

Here is an institution where the labor cost of the product is 13 
per cent in the largest refineries in the world, making the cheapest 
output in the world, with the largest market in the world, selling 
more sugar than the combinea factories of Europe or as much 
and this institution, with its enormous plant, with its diminished 
labor cost, and with its market right at its hand, is constantly 
importuning the Congress of the United States for special privi- 
Wem and favors. 

e first report that came from the House was based upon 
specific duties. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH 
in introducing his amendment stated that the bill gave the t 
too much. e proposed to give them less. "There has been no 
calculation made by any expert acquainted with the subject which 
has not shown that his differential is greater than that contained 
in the Dingley bill. Calculate it from any point you please, take 
even thestatement of the Senator from Rhode Island, and you can 
not make the differential less than between forty and forty-eight 
one-hundredths of a cent per pound. 

I pro now to have read & statement from the New York 
Staats-Zeitung of June 4 and 5, 1897. It was prepared evidently 
by an expert familiar with German sugar and familiar with polari- 
scopes and with the whole subject of sugar. Isend it to the desk, 
and ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as indi- 


cated. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
THE SUGAR TARIFF. 
[From the New York Staats-Zeitung of June 4 and 5, 1897.] 


When, less than three years ago, the Wilson tariff was being discussed in 
the Senate, the sugar trust exerted a powerful influence. It could, ind 
be seen that the trust decided in what form the sugar duty should be 2: 
and that no tariff bill was then possible which did not satisfy the wishes 
the trust. It is now conceded that r conditions exist, and we may 
assume that the sugar trust this time also approves of the schedule, if it has 
not actually dictated it. 

That Senator ALDRICH'S assertions that the trust has had nothing at all to 
do with the tariff bill can not be believed without further proof follows from 
the fact that in an entirely unnecessary manner a mixed duty—that is, both 
a fic and an ad valorem duty—has been laid upon sugar. It follows 
from this fact, not alone, as has already been explained, that the trust can 
bring in sugar bou ght in far-away markets cheaper than others who can not 
avail themselves of this important aid, but also makes it more difficult to 
determine in practice where and how heavily the tax would fall. 

For this reason we have so far seen in no paper an exact calculation of the 
rotection offered this trust by the Aldrich tariff, and it has been with much 
bor that we have collected, the statements of experts, the following 

tables, which we der correct. 


‘The Senate tariff imposes the following taxes: 
Cents. 


(1) Raw sugar, not over No. 16 Dutch standard of color, standard sugar 
polarization (“testing ") at least 87 degrees but not over 88 degrees, an 


c 5 nega ara gba dede TT 

For each additional per cent over 88 degrees in addition to the fore- 
BOM Sasa os enc AE AE EUQEUEEE SUPE ERU E EE per pound.. . 02 

(2) Raw sugar over No. 16 and refined sugar and in addition 35 per cent 
Od Valorers On all Kine per pound.. 1.16 


imported from Germany consists of the so-called first products, 
be 


ization or test ), are sent to America, and the preste oot boa which is 
uable imported 


18 I the ave = Lees tion of 2 gu an 
han egrees, and for reason we take this as 
in our calculation. 
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A 9L-degree sugar would have to pay the following tariff: 


; 5 Cents. 

680 no anv erin dnp —— ipo e ics d per pound.. 0.79 
RU soe oak DROGAS Se eee do... 12 
.91 


to which the ad valorem duty of 35 per cent is added. Following the esti- 

mates of the tax collector, we set the present value as 2.3 cents per pound for 

EA Ea Ens Lovet ob ae Mut ae tha differance bebes ane uices 
ues are lower, but as 

of raw and refined sugars is about six-tenths of a cent per pound this little 

variation is of no account. P 


We have now, as above stated 44 0.91 
Add 35 per cent ad valorem on 2.3 cents, equals. ................-.-.--..-- .805 


Making a total tax f lll ewan erreur rue 1.715 


per pousse 9t-degree raw sugar. which is almost 75 per cent of its actual 
Belling price. 

NR mE come to the sugar over No. 16 Dutch standard, and refined sugar. 
(Really it relates almost entirely to *granulated.") 


Cents. 

‘The tax theroon levied ...—..-..—..-..——-—... 2 anc ns rA —--. per pound.. 1.16 
And the value of the goods, as already stated, being 2.9 cents, the 85 

cent ad valorem tax levied equals queni. ll 


tand 
fined sugar, about which we have more to say to-morrow. 
IL 
As we showed senso ji the difference in value between raw and refined 


And also a difference of 1.06 cents between raw and re- 


sugar speak of the tax was six- 
tenths of a cent. but pn e e difference there- 
fore cleverly raised to forty-six one-hundredths, which amount represents the 
actual protection which the trust enjoys, When it is taken into considera- 
tion that the trust. owing to its far- ions and its great re- 
sources, seldom pays the full, and never the est market pos for itsraw 
sugar, it can be píninly seen that under the Aldrich tariff it will not place 
itself in a worse posi than it occupò the McKinley bill, when raw 


sugar ches; here than in 
demonstrated that it is not neces- 


sary for us to refer to it Even if refining would cost as much or 

more than in Europe, trust would not need protection, forit has man 
ad competition, as, for example, a better me 

of which causes them to be erred by their customers, of 
pt delivery, and a facility in financialéxchange. Thereis, there- 

Ee. at present not the excuse for putting a higher duty on raw than 

o^ b epite of these 

In spite of facts, 


Senator ALDRICH, who himself declared in his great 
tariff speech that the cost of refining, including o the 
loss of raw T cent per pound, 
88 at cee e hundredths of Nt per pM. 
deed, no mention of an a uri gres. e ges Se or at least 
difference of labor cost of turning raw into refined n" In spite of 
it may'be that refined sugar can and will be imported; but there 
der ronsons for this besides that of price, and so long as the trust can 
count on a half cent per than it ought to have on about % per 


cent of the consumed here, it can complacently allow some 4 per cent 
to bo imported. Tt does in this wa & better business 
so far as 


price prohibit the im on of refined 

At the same time the can alwa; forward the importation as a 
proof that the duty is not 9 h Therefore.in every way it 
pays the trust to hold its price so high that importation is impossible. 


e cheek of those who advocate and support the sugar schedule is o 
unbelievable. It is not possible to believe that Senator ALDRICH is misin- 
formed. He knows exactly what he does and the amount of his gift to the 

The trust may count about half a cent more for e -— of 
‘our 


ury 


Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, the calculation made by the 
writer in the Staats-Zeitung shows the difficulties of unraveling 
the schedule introduced as an amendment by the Senator from 
Rhode Island to the Dingley bill, which amendment he subse- 

uently withdrew and adopted the Dingley bill to a extent. 

basis of the calculation makes the differential between the 
raw German and the refined article at the start only 6 mills, 
and by applying the exceedingly intricate provision of the schedule 
as by the Senator from Rhode Island the differential 
apo out forty-six one-hundredths of a cent. 
a 


calculation which to me appears to be entirely correct, 


and if there is any error in it Ican not perceive it, forty-six one- 

hundredths of a cent is the outcome between the raw and the re- 

fined. Starting with 6 mills differential only between the raws 

and the refined, the outcome under the operation of the amend- 

mut proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island is 46 mills dif- 
erential. : 

That schedule was a dazzling piece of business. Nobody could 
understand it hardly; nobody but an expert in the American 
Sugar Refining Company, outside of the Senator from Rhode 
Isiand, could understand it, and I suppose it was in deference to 
the protests of those who failed to understand the intricacies of 
the schedule that it was abandoned and the specific rates of the 
Dingley bill adopted in lieu. 

'This shows. Mr. President, the exceeding caution with which 
we ought to move with regard to any schedule containing a dif- 
ferentialin favor of the sugar trust. Here are statements made 
that the Treasury estimate itself is erroneous; that the Treasury 
estimate is based upon information from the sugar trust as to the 
number of pounds of raw sugar it takes to make a pound of re- 
fined. All these calculations are based upon the Treasury esti- 
mate, and where could the Treasury get its estimate? Nobod 
knows exactly but a chemist, and I am told that a chemist wi 
give no information to a private . Why is this informa- 
tion concealed? What is there hidden about this thing, unless it 
is for the benefit of this enormous institution? This is the only 
gigantic trust in the world that rests entirely upon legislation for 
its support. 

The ordinary battle between the producer and the manufacturer 
of the finished product in regard to a tariff upon the raw material 
pales into 3 when it comes to the demand of the sugar 
trust for a difference between the tariff upon the raw sugar and 
the tariff upon the refined. It is by legislation that it controls 
the price of the cane sugar of the universe, and whenever that in- 
stitution thrusts its presence into the legislative halls there is 
always a feeling that an evil genius is around. 

There appears to be a kind of malodor arising from the efforts. 
of the sugar trust to obtain legislation in its favor. 

If it appears by reasonable showing, if it appears from the face 
of the papers and by intelligent and sufficient evidence that this 
institution ought not to desire or pe not to demand and ought 
not to receive the great differential thas been given it between 
thetariff onraw and refined, now is the time to refuse its demands. 

The political play that was indulged in during the enactment of 
the Wilson bill does not influence me at all in the position I take 
upon thissubject. I think that any political MENU to be de- 
rived by attempting to place obloquy n one side or the other of 
this Chamber in framing a tariff bill has little weight with one 
who desires to frame a tariff bill in the interest of his country. 
It has no weight with me. 

The animus that impelled the investigation during the pendency 
of the Wilson bill in the Senate was more political than other- 
wise. It was an attempt to smirch the reputation of Senators 
supposed to be Democratic. It was not an attempt to advance 
the interests of the country, because here is a bill that carries 
more differential than the Wilson bill, and the question is as to 
whether the consumers of this country are interested in this dif- 
ferential, and whether the Senate of the United States is going to 
accord to this giant industry, which overshadows the earth with 
its power, which goes to the Hawaiian Islands, to the West Indies, 
to Asia, to Egypt, and to every quarter of the globe to get its sup- 
plies, and wherever its ships go there the trust commands the 
price, a further lease of power to control the price of this indis- 
pensable article of food and raise it or lower it at its sweet will 


me ata 
ile I have no animosity against the trust because it has here- 
tofore been playing a tyrannical part in the industrial róle in this 
country, I desire that the consumers of sugar shall get it at the 
lowest price commensurable with an adequate tariff for revenue. 
But lo pone the differential to the degree that it has been allowed 
in this b in favor of the sugar trust on the ground of unjustifi- 
able favors. 

On one occasion, before some committee of Congress, at some 
time in the past, one of the members of this sugar-trust or 
tion, Mr. eodore Havemeyer, who is now dead (whether the 
American Sugar Refining Company was then a trust or not I do 
not know; whether it was prior to the organization of the trust I 
am not certain), testified that his concern could make sugar 
chea than 3 refinery in the world. The evidence, de- 
rived from the Commissioner of Labor, in regard to the small 
percentage of the labor cost of the refining process, more than 
corroborates Mr. Havemeyer's statement. 

ee o the figures of the experts who made the tables 

y 
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a cent allowed as a countervailing duty is quite sufficient in be- 
half of the trust under the circumstances as they exist now in the 
United States. I am not in favor of giving them any more, 
alth as the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] well said 
yesterday, we can submit to some exactions in consideration of 
getting a rebate of a too great allowance. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator allow me a ques- 
tion? 


Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. : ; 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Suppose that the differential, as 
it is called, was made exactly the ty-eight one-hundredths of 
a cent, which is equivalent to the German bounty on refined 
sugars—that and no more—and then suppose that the Germans 
should repeal that bounty, what would become of the industry in 
the United States? : 

Mr. CAFFERY. The German Government repealing the 
bounty of thirty-eight one-hundredths? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes. [ 

Mr. CAFFERY. It would flourish much more; it would do it 


good. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There would then be no protec- 
tion to the sugar-refining industry here? 

Mr. CAFFERY. It would be twenty-eight one-hundredths. 
Suppose the Germans should repeal the bounty; they would have 
twenty-eight one-hundredths more. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator has referred to the 
countervailing duty. à ; 

Mr. CAF Y. Isay the countervailing duty is now suf- 
ficient, in my opinion. I 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But that only applies when the 
foreign PESE p ts on an export bounty. 

Mr. CAFF . Thenthey would stand on an even kee]. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then, if they took off the export 
bounty, the countervailing up beu be taken off? À 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. en I say the trust can survive 
and do better than any other industry in the United States. I 
believe that from their processes of refining, from the minimized 
cost of their production, from the enormous market at command, 
the sugar trust could make more money under that condition of 
affairs than any other industry. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then what the Senator from 
Louisiana wants is a duty which will protect the production of 
sugar and free trade in refined ? 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator from Connecticut is another in- 
stance, a sad and DT instance, of the fact that you can 
not attribute to anybody who argues for any kind of tariff any 
other view than having somebody in his mind to protect. I have 
repeated time and again in the te, and I now repeat, that a 
duty on sugar is the ideal duty of the Democratic 8 for reve- 
nue only, and upon that ground I sustain it. If it were for protec- 
tion, I repeat, I would not support it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Louisiana 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. $ 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Senator think that no 
duty on sugar would be as beneficial to the sugar producers of 
Louisiana as the repose duty on sugar? 

Mr. CAFFERY. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then how does hemake it appear 
that a ES is not protective to them? 

Mr. Y. Ido not say that a duty levied will not under 
some circumstances protect. If the sugar were not raised at all 
in the United States, it would protect nobody. As it is raised only 
to a small extent, the amount of protection is insignificant com- 
pared with the amount of revenue. That is all there is about it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Butitisa good protection to those 
who raise it. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iam not considering protection. If my peo- 
ple are the beneficiaries of a tariff levied for revenue, well and 
good: but, so far as I am concerned, I have never advocated, and 

shall never advocate, any duty for a pure and simple. 
You took the tariff off of sugar. You did it in pursuance of a 
policy of Chinese protection. You succeeded in destroying the 
revenues of the United States. And now in yourextremity, when 
you want a surplus revenue in order to tide over the financial 
3 which stare you in the face, vou go to the rejected article 

sugar. 

. You are compelled to go to the Democratic sources of revenue 
in your distress. Then you fling into the face of a Democrat who 
is arguing for a tariff for revenue the insidious doctrine of pro- 
tection. Neither in your distress nor in the time when you pile 
up the duties so high that nothing can get over it can you assail 
any of my motives or any of my princi by an attack upon a 
position that advocates a tariff for revenue only. 

I yesterday read a paper which showed that the sugar industry 


of Louisiana under the ad valorem tariff of 24 per cent in the dec- 
ade between 1850 and 1860 flourished to a greater extent than it 
ever did before. I read that statement to challenge the statement 
that the pernicious bounty had been the only incentive to increased 


production of in Louisiana. I do not believe in my own 
mind that there is much difference between the semitropical 
country where I live and the tropics of the West Indies in regard 
to the production of sugar. While our part of the country does 
not produce as much sugar as the Tropics, there are advantages to 
compensate for the deficiency of production, advantages which I 
now need not advert to. 

While I think of it, Mr. President, I will make a statement sug- 
gested to me by my honorable friend from Texas yesterday even- 

In a colloquy between me and the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] he seemed to imply by his statement that 
I was personally very largely benefited by a tariff on sugar. That 
must have sprung from his idea that I was an owner or a share- 
holder in a large central factory in my State which is named after 
me. I never owned one single share of its stock; I never had the 
slightest pecuniary interest in that refinery; and I am but a very 
small sugar planter, a modest sugar planter. If every single in- 
terest that I have 

Mr. GEAR. May TI ask the Senator how large a sugar planta- 
tion he owns? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. I made last year about 700,000 
pounds of sugar. 

Mr. GEAR. Then the Senator is not a very small planter. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I own 500 acres. 

Mr. GEAR. The Senator's plantation is a good deal larger than 
the average in his own State? 

Mr. CAFFERY. No, sir. 

Mr. GEAR. I think so. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ihave one of the smallest in my parish. 

Mr. GEAR. That may be true in regard to the parish, but not 
as to the State. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I used a good deal of outside cane to make 
the 700,000 pounds. My friend from Iowais trying to magnify 
my business. I wish it were so. He is trying to magnify my 
little modest business into one of these overgrown sugar planta- 
tions. He can not do it. My little farm is about acres. I 
have but very indifferent works upon it. I bought a little out- 
side cane, which, with my own, made the number of pounds 
stated. Iam not quite sure that I stated the number accurately, 
but I made something like the amount stated. 

I was going to state that if every single industry I have in the 
world were in sugar (and that is all the interest I have; that is 
the sum total of my private fortune), and if it were all involved 
in tliis bill, I would not sustain a tariff for anything else but rev- 
enue. A public man who can not get out of the narrow confines 
€ a se interest is not fit to be in the Senate of the United 

tes. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. May I ask the Senator one more 
question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Les, sir. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I understand this poat spe- 
cific duty on sugar averages somewhere from 75 to 80 per cent 
ad valorem? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. How high a duty does the Senator 
think could be put on sugar which would be only a revenue duty? 
Would 100 per cent be a revenue duty? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Any per cent you please. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. ould 200 per cent be a revenue 


duty? 

Me, CAFFERY, Any per cent you please. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Iam trying to get at what is the 
Senator’s idea about a revenue duty. 

Mr. CAFFERY. It can go just as high as you please. If a 
tariff is on consumption, as an import iff must be, it makes 
very little difference to the consumer whether he pays all his 
taxes in a lump or whether the taxation is spread over a number 
of articles. If you put all your tariff on sugar, you take it off of 
other things and equalize the tax to the consumer. A tax too 
high might be prohibitive, thereby defeating the end to be ob- 
tained. t the consumer might pay on any one article, on the 
revenue basis, would relieve him from taxes on others. 

Mr.PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to put in the RECORD 
at this point the report of the Bureau of Statistics of the ue oce 
tations of refined sugar during the calendar year 1896, for the first 
four months ending April, 1897, and for the month of May. 1897, 
showing a total importation in the calendar year 1896 of 197,000,000 
pounds, not counting fractions; for the first four months endi 
3 of 61,000,000 pounds, and for May, 1897, of 30,000, 

undas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the state. 
ment will be printed in the RECORD. 
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The statement referred to is as follows: 
UNITED STATES. 
Imports of sugar above No. 16 Dutch standard. 


Four months end- 


Countries from which imported. 


Pounds, | Values. 


Imported May, 1897 (countries not received), 30,285,831 pounds, $695,121. 
WORTHINGTON C. FORD, 
Chief of Bureau. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Bureau of Statistics, June 10, 1897. 


Hon. Jonx H. GEAR, 
United States Senate. 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I wish to make a very few obser- 
vations with reference to the pending sugar schedule, and will re- 
fer especially to the attitude of the other side of the Chamber 
upon this interesting matter. - 

Preliminarily, however, I will submit and have printed as a part 
of my remarks a computation made by General Appraiser Shar- 
retts, a highly skilled and reliable expert and Government official, 
with reference to the protection paren by the present law, the 
House bill, the original Senate bill, and the Senate committee 
amendment or caucus amendment of June 8, 

The statement referred to is as follows: 


porte i r hundred pounds, 
value of the sugar testing 89 degrees, from the of January to the present 
e T Xp ud between $1.81 and $1.97 per hundredweight. The present 
value d 1 
It is further reported that little or no sugar testing less than 87 degrees is 
manufactured into granulated sugar, for the reason that the additional ex- 
nse of using low-grade sugar for that purpose makes it unprofitable to 


For the purposes of a comparison, we shall confine ourselves to the raw 
degrees by e arte me and granulated sugar, which are 
5 e 


easury Department in a published 
has estimated that it takes 120.54 


3 e EDS A ui sober pet pad 7 5 89 de- 
grees to make ounds of gran 3 e shall accep: as the 
calculation also. Y 


The comparison of the present law, the House bill (No. gro), the Senate 
amendments thereto, and the amendments offered in the Senate yesterday 
(June 8) shows the following results, namely: 

PRESENT LAW. 


Value of 120.54 pounds of raw sugar required to make 100 pounds of g 


e . 20 
Duty on the same at 40 per cent ad valoremmnmn -11m 910 
Value of sugar, duty paid, required to make 100 pounds of gran - 
MIRLOR WU REL sass cps ENE ERE N E I uM eETIAE Se QU RUE de NS 3.200 
Value of 100 pounds of German granulated sugar ...................... 2.90 
Duty on the same at 40 per cent ad valorem mm .92 


Value of the same, duty paid 


Add for purposes of comparison (German bounty) )) -3833 
3. 6033 
Deduct Values of tay, suger E T 3.20 
%%% AS P EEE E A ETER RA E que eU dua en eiua se d .40 


HOUSE BILL. 
Value, raw, of sugar required to make 100 pounds of granulated sugar, 


ORIGINAL SENATE AMENDMENT. 


Value of 100 ds of sugar, 89 degrees 1.90 

Value of 12054 pounds of raw sugar necessary to make 100 pounds of Sy. 
gran De deeper eiui aea e s cu eH T e ETE TEES 

Duty at 79 plus ce one-hundredths on 120.54 pounds $0.9764 

Ad valorem duty on 2.29, at 85 per cen .8015 Im 


Value of the 120.54 pounds of raw required . .. .. 4. 6079 
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GRANULATED FIRST MARKS. 
Value of 100 pounds. < 
Duty at 1.16 ........- 
Duty at 35 per cent ad valorem on 


Value of 10) pounds of granulated sugar, du 
Vitus of uM. duty paid, required to — 


d 
e 100 pounds of granu- 


c — 4.0079 

Protection cat CASTE 

Add German bounty orenen prena pile Seiu esaa eror A a EO La .8833 

.5904 

Nore.—Granulated sugar is not made from sugar testing lese than 87 de- 

AMENDMENTS OF JUNE s. 

Value of 100 ee of 89-degree sugar 1.90 

Value of 120.54 pounds uired to make 100 3 . 2.29 | 

Duty on same at 81 pes three one-hundredths above 79 degrees LTL | 
Value of the same, duty paid ...... .........-.-...-..----....--- 4.00 
Value of 100 pounds of German granulated sugar: 2.30 
Duty on the game Ot $1.95! e 1,95 
Value of the same, duty paid. -.......... llic eee eec Leere eee 4.25 
Value of raw, 120.54, necessary to make the same — 4.00 


RECAPITULATION. 

Protection n the present law, with 38.33 (German ha a be 1 40 
or purposes of comparison T unds.. - 
Protection under Home bi ee NURSES d .do.... .5583 
Protection under original Senate amendments.................... do.... . 58M 
Protection under Senate committee amendments of June 8 do .6333 


Mr. WHITE. The conclusion thus reached is that the present 
committee amendment, the caucus amendment, or the reformed 
amendment is higher than the original Senate amendment, that 
that in turn is E than the House bill, and that that in turn is 
higher than the Wilson Act. So we are climbing up. Thus has 
the trust AY pronen by changes made. 

Mr. ALLISON. o not wish to interrupt the Senator from 
California, but the figures given on the other side seem to differ on 
this question. The table which was put in by the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] yesterday shows that the caucus schedule, 
which seems to be the designation of the matter now before us, is 
a shade less than the schedule as originally reported from the Com- 
mittee on Finance. The Senator from Missouri vouched for the 
accuracy of this gentleman as to the making of the figures. 
merely wish to note that there seems to be a difference. 

Mr. WHITE. Ithink an inspection of the table submitted by 
the Senator from Missouri will show that as to the sugars mainly 
imported there is a difference in favor of the caucus amendment. 
However, if there is any preponderance the other way, it is exceed- 
iugly slight. 

Mr. President, I do not claim to be an expert as to sugar differ- 
entials. I have observed that there is some variance in the com- 
putations made by all of the experts. I have not yet observed 
any two expert calculations on this problem which agree abso- 
lutely. Imight refer to the leading authority of the Senate, for 
such I consider the Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. ALDRICH] to 
be. I believe he is more familiar with these matters than either 
orany of his colleagues. He is authority on all tariff affairs, 

He stated in effect that the Senate bill as then reported by his 
committee contained less protection than the House bill or the 
Wilson bill, and yet. after that authoritative statement the House 
bill was adopted by the Republican Senatorial caucus and its pro- 
tective features increased as to the higher grades of sugar, which 
alone are extensively imported. Hence,if the 8 of the 
Senator from Rhode Island be correct, the amendment about to be 
voted on, except as to very low grades not imported, is all in favor 
of the larger differential, to wit, in favor of the trust. The trust has 
pe y each and all amendments and changes made by the 

oe majority. 

here is another point that we must keep in mind. Undoubt- 
edly it is necessary to raise a large amount of revenue; but we 
must remember that the effect of this bill and of this particular 
item will be the imposition of an immense tax upon the American 
people. I believe sugar to be a proper subject for a revenue im- 
position, but I notice an entire change of view on the other side 
of the Chamber as contrasted with the sentiment expressed elo- 
guay m often in this Chamber during the consideration of the 

ilson bill. 

As far as that measure is concerned, no one, I believe, will ques- 
tion that its provisions are less protective than the proposal before 
us. German refined sugar, it is conceded, is to be taken at 2.3. 
An ad valorem of 40 per cent means ninety-two one-hundredths. 
Then we add one-eighth for the tax on refined (one hundred and 
twenty-five one-thousandths); also the countervailing duty of one- 
tenth, and we have $3.445 per hundred pounds as the cost of Ger- 
man refined sugar coming into this country, duty paid, under the 


1897. 
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so-called Wilson bill—the nt law. 
figures before us. Taking the present bill, we have $2.80, the same 


It is well to keep these 


value of the German refined. Then the caucus amendment gives 
1.95 as the 17 79 on refined. The . is three 
hundred and eighty-three one-thousandths, which brings the duty- 
p cost up to $4.633, a difference of $1.188 as between the Wilson 
1 proposed caucus amendment, the latter containing the 
er figure. 

n other words, sugar will cost $1.188 more under this bill than 
under the present law, to wit, the Wilson Act. If it be true, as re- 

rted by the Agricultural Department of the United States, that 
the per capita consumption of last year was 62.6 pounds (less by 
nearly 4 pounds than the previous year’s consumption), and if it 
be also true that we have 75,000,000 people within the limits of the 
United States, it is easy to ascertain the immense burden which 
the proposed legislation necessarily imposes upon the public, a 
burden to some extent required for essential revenue, but the im- 

sition of which is absolutely inconsistent with the position which 
the Senators on the other side of the Chamber occupied in 1894. 

I have looked over several of the eloquent hes made during 
the progress of that debate, and I have been, I must say, somewhat 
appalled. I wil make limited extracts from the suggestions of 
Senators, some of whom are not in the Chamber at this time, but 
they are entitled to be here. Perhaps the remarks which I design 
gaong are familiar to these distinguished legislators; if not, a 
perusal of the citations will refresh the memory. 

My distinguished friend from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], a mem- 
. ber of the Finance Committee, made the following remark during 
the consideration of the Wilson bill while speaking of the sugar 
Schedule. He said: 

s at it requires an expert to determine, but it was 
PL 8 ai om on sugar 5 in New York $15 a share. 

Mr. President, when I noticed in the newspapers of yesterday 
(my attention having been attracted to the fact by people who are 
better posted in stock matters than myself) that the introduction 
into this Chamber of the caucus- reform amendment forced up 
sugar quotations several points, and when I heard every Senator 
in private conversation and in public statement concede that of 
all tariff schedules this is the most technical and difficult to 
understand, and when I know that no one has denied or will deny 
that a schedule is peculiar when honest, intelligent gentlemen, 

rts in the business, are unable to reach coinciding results, I 


felt that the language of the Senatorfrom Connecticut in criticism 
of the Wilson bill ought to be read as a comment on this bill. He 
proceeded: 


It is enough to prevent the introduction of refined sugar into this country, 
and anybody who has studied this matter knows it, whether he be Senator 
or whether he be speculator in Wall street in sugar-trust stock. 

I quote from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 4706, volume 
26, part 5, May 14, 1894. The same Senator contiifued on the same 
page: 

The bill has been chan increasing the proposed duty upon refined su; 
simply because it ae eee be passed eid. that ORCUN Whe made to the 
sugar trust. 

Now, is it not a singular coincidence, is it not startling, that 
these strictures leveled at that bill at that time can be truly ut- 
tered with reference to this billat thistime? When reading at the 

resent moment the language which I have quoted a person not 
amiliar with the circumstances would assume that the criticism 
was justly made during the present debate. 

Mr. President, we know that the Republican party was in 1890 
and 1894 committed to a bounty on sugar. During the consid- 
eration of the Wilson bill, day by day, it was dinned into the pub- 
lic ear of this country that the only true method of bringing 
about a correct solution of this entire tariff subject regarding 
sugar, and the ias ay to build up the sugar industry, was to 
impose a bounty. oughout the consideration of that bill, from 
the day the debate began until it concluded, we were informed by 
Senators on the other side of the Chamber that a tax on sugar 
was an outrage. 

Let me read certain excerpts from our brethren of the opposi- 
tion, then speaking the Republican language of the day, which, 
however, for reasons unknown to me, has become a lost tongue. 
The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] said: 


The advantage which the new tariff act— 
It was the McKinley Act of which he then spoke— 
gives to the country in the matter of sugar for one year can be seen at a 


glance: 
Amount of duty taken off.. 4 $60, 000, 000 
Aszuoupns paid for DOWNES cc erue rr E E 9, 000, 000 


3 saved to the people by the new reciprocity treaty 51, 000, 000 
(Congressional Record, page 4972, volume 28, part 5, May 19, 1804) | 
The then Senator from Ohio [Mr. Sherman], now the distin- 
ished Secretary of State, elaborated upon this subject, and he 
d down the proposition that it was absolutely unn: to give 


any differential totherefiners; thatany allowance made tothe refin- 


ers was not only injudicious, but was a contribution to the most 
PUn Med monopoly of the day. During the entire course of that 
debate it was charged that we were under the influence of the 
trust, and that the ad valorem tariff of 40 per cent was placed in 
the bill especially for the benefit of that institution—so loyal to 
Democracy's opponents. Yet. Mr. President, these very Senators 
are here to-day ready to vote for a differential greater than that 
which they then denounced in unsparing terms and which they 
even insinuated challenged the honesty of the men who sup- 


it. 

But I am told that this is ancient literature. It is not so very 
old. It is new enough to be important and instructive. 

The rug desee Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER], who, I regret, is not in his seat; commented upon the sit- 
uation thus: 

I wish again to show (1) that duties on sugar have failed to develop the 
home industry, because cane sugar can not possibly be supplied in quantities 
to meet more than one-fifth of the American consumption; (2) that under the 
bounty system the growth of the cane-sugar and the beet industry is rapidly 
increasing our home production, and (3) that the abolition of the bounty and 
the return to the duty system. the duty to be 40 per cent ad valorem and one- 
eighth of a cent a pound in addition on refined sugar, will tend to check the 
American production of sugar and tostopthe growth of the beet-sugar indus- 
try, while unnecessarily taxing the American consumers over $0,000,000 an- 
nually, and enriching the monopoly known as the sugar trust by devices which 
will enrich its owners nearly $75,000,000 profits during the next year and 
manently fasten the trust upon the households of America at a cost of $70,000,- 
00, one-half of which will go as an unfair profit to the trust and the other 
half into the Treasury as a tax, not needed, u one of the necessaries of 
life.—Congressional Record, page 5719, volume 26, part 6, June 4, 1894. 

This speech surely could not be made upon that side of the 
Chamber now, for our Republican friends tender us a direct propo- 
sition to impose the tax which they formerly repudiated. They 
now threaten to inflict it in a more obnoxious form and to an ex- 
aggerated extent. 

The American breakfast table” was a source of great solicitude 
on the other side of the Chamber during that debate. We were 
told that the poor man was entitled to have his super withoutany 
tariff mixture. Untaxed sugar was something that the Repub- 
lican party guaranteed to every American consumer. 

He must have sugar, and he must have it free from tax. Yet, 
Mr. President, the same distinguished gentlemen, I repeat, who 
at that time so roundly denounced the . in this Cham- 
ber because of the imposition of a small sugar tariff are here to- day 
levying a greater tax, as the result of all their experience and in 
the face of their own advertised promises and record. Even the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], whom we all know to be an 
extremely conservative man and an able Senator, made this 
remark: 

Mr. President, if I had my way, I should strike from this bill every vestige 
which provides a duty upon sugar, and I would continue the bounty as we 
are bound under our contract until 1905 by a moral obligation which is as 
binding on the United States ns any contract that I may make can be binding 
upon me. And if additional revenue is required, I would look around among 
the luxuries that are consumed by our people and find that revenue.—Con- 
gressional Record, page 5708, volume 26, part 6, June 6, 1891. 

Something was said recently, Mr. President, regarding a sup- 
posed contract with sugar producers under the bounty law. Ithink 
that my friend the Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR], in an inter- 
rogative way, remarked that that contract was binding, and that 
we did not do our duty when we ignored it. I say to him and his 
associates, here is your golden opportunity. You affirm that there 
was a contract so binding upon your consciences that it was with 
the greatest difficulty that you remained in your seats and saw it 
repudiated. 'The unfortunate expectant beneficiaries of that 
moral obligation stand outside of this Chamber. They can be 
found in various parts of the United States suffering by reason of 
the nonperformance of this obligation. Why do you not restore 
to them that which the Democracy sought to take away? Why 
do you not stand by the agreement thus violated? Why do you 
continue to repudiate it? 

Mr. GEAR. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that, in 
my opinion, it should be paid now, as I said in 1894. If I had my 
way, I would permit the bounty to go on. The reason that we 
have resorted to these taxes on sugar is owing to the manner in 
which the Democratic party, of which the Senator is a member, 
administered the affairs of the Government for four years and 
caused the diminution of the revenue $200,000,000. So, under pres- 
ent conditions, wecan not do otherwise than impose a tax on sugar. 

Mr. WHITE. I understand, Mr. President, that there has been 
a Republican caucus; the newspapers have announced that there 
has been a caucus, and the statement the Senator from Iowa has 
just madeis corroborative of another proposition—that that caucus 

ound its members to sacrifice their judgment and to vote accord- 
ing to programme upon this floor. 

Mr. G . Idid not say that I sacrificed my individual judg- 
ment. Iam just simply accepting the condition of affairs brought 
about by a Democratic administration of the national finances, 
which has caused this t deficit and which makes it necessary 
tat this tax should be levied. The Senator knows that as well as 

0. 
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Mr. WHITE. I trust the Senator will not leave the Chamber. 
- Mr. GEAR, Iam not going to leave the Chamber. 

Mr. WHITE. It is a notorious fact that the McKinley law was 
.not as good & producer of revenue as the Wilson law. and that 


fact is proven by the statement of the Treasury Department, show- 
ing that in the last fiscal year of the McKinley law it yielded less 
revenue, the times being bad, than the first year of the Wilson 
law, the times being equally bad. : 

. GEAR. That was owing to the fact that the Democratic 
party had come into power and announced its declaration of free 
trade or low tariff; and with that threat hanging over the people, 
of course the revenues fell off. 

Mr. WHITE. But the statement made before the last Presiden- 
tial election was that prosperity would come to us on the advent 
of the Republican party to power. The Senator from Iowa and 
all other eloquent and able champions of his party moved about 
the United States and absolutely seduced, and by reason of their 
persuasive eloquence induced, the American people to believe 
that prosperity would imunediately follow the election of Mr. 


c ey. 

Mr. GEAR. I hope the Senator will possess his soul in pa- 
tience, and that his party will do the same. 

Mr. WHITE. My soul is being in patience. 

Mr. GEAR. The present Administration has only very recently 
come into power,and it has not yet had an opportunity to lezis- 
late. It is endeavoring tolegislate and will legislate, God willing, 
in such a manner as to restore p ity. ! 

Mr. MASON. Give us a vote on the bill, Mr. Senator. 

Mr. GEAR. Yes; 1 will agree to vote, and I am ready to vote 
now, and I su to m friend 80 MM Mies LR should 
promptly legislate so that pr ity can rought about. 

Mr WHITE. If my friend from Iowa will preserve his soul in 
patience, I will say that it is a i rule that does not work both 
ways. If the triumph of the Democratic party at the pon pro- 
duced hard times because the people feared there would be un wise 
legislation, so should confidence, that great essential of prosperity 
and necessity of the hour, have followed the triumph of the Re- 

blican party. But confidence did not come; it has not appeared; 

tis not here. Why not? 

The ee knew and know that the party to which the distin- 
ished Senator from Iowa belongs is in power; they knew and 
E that a tariff bill is going through just as the Republican 
members of the Finance Committee construct it—everyone knows 
that—and yet with this absolute certainty before them the poopie 
of this conntry do not seem to be overburdened with confi - 
money coffers have not opened, industry has not awakened, en- 
terprise remains fettered, poverty stares us in the face. These 
conditions are more emphaticthan ever. The looked-for panacea 
fails to act. The real us veri will not, in my judgment, be found 
in this or any other tariff bill. 

Mr. GEAR. The country knew just as well as the Senator from 
California knew that the Republican party had no majority in this 
Chamber, but they know now that we have got votes enough to 
p this tan and that we are going to passitand bring prosperity 
to the e. 

Mr. ITE. Ifthe Senator from Iowa will look back a little, 
he will recollect that the statement was made by him and er 
one of his party that the mere election of the Republican candi- 
dates would instantly produce prosperity. We came to this Cham- 
ber, after the extra session was to enact the promised 
remedy. It was publicly MODA by members of the Populist 
party and by Silver Republicans that they would interpose no ob- 
jection to the passage of the tariff bill and that some of them 
would vote for it. 

It was an assured fact from the very moment that this Congress 
was convened that this bill, or some bill formulated in that foun- 
tain of creative wisdom, the Republican caucus, would be en- 
acted by the Congress of the United States; and yet we did not 
have and have not now prosperity; The people who were fright- 
ened because Mr. Cleveland was about to President of the 
United States and who were scared out of prosperity have not 
rushed into happy lines since. They have not, as I said before, 
become confident. They still seem indisposed to prosperity. The 
promise of the opposition has not been verified. ; 

Now,let us make alimited perusal of this literature (constructed 
by Republicans), which seems to be somewhat un ble. The 
Democratic party was censured for passing the Wilson bill upon 
the ground that that measure did not produce enough revenue. 
No doubt the argument **took" and had its effect. But are we to 
blame the Senators upon this side for their action when distin- 
guished Republicans here cautioned us that we were raising too 
much revenue? 

Iwas interested then, being unacquainted with the processes 
obtaining here, when I heard such authority as the Senator from 
Rhode Island > ALDRICH] announcing that the Wilson bill 
"would yield a hundred millions of us, not including the in- 
come tax. I was alarmed lest we should have too much money, 


ienced associates whether 
vercrowded with coin in 


and Iinquired of some of my more 
there was not danger that we would 
the Treasury of the United States. 

The Senator from Maine (Mr. HALE] said during the progress 
of the debate already alluded to on May 21, 1894, page 5020, vol- 
ume 26, part 5, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD: 

The Sena! i shall not that a duty of 
Sinis à ton 6 bea revenue duty. "Phe Senator ML chat 
by the bill he has presented here, or that he and his associates have put be- 
fore this body, that all the amendments that have been put upon us, without 
reckoning the income tax and the tax C 
increasing the House bill over $90,000, there not be a deficit ob 
them to resort to tective duties in to raise a revenue, but 
be a surplus. * * 

How could I, unsophisticated in the arts of legislation and not 
conversant with the intricacies of tariff computation, doubt the 
accuracy of such a statement emanating from such a source? The 
same Senator continued: 

"They have got on these two tions, one of which taxes the brenkfast 
table of the American people and the other of which makes it next toa felony 
for any manto dare accumulate property. * * * 

There is the breakfast table again. The supper table and the 
dinner table seemed to be rather immaterial, but the poor break- 
fast table! Isympathize with that breakfast table. It is forgotten 
in this bill. Itis ened now; not with untaxed sugar, but with 
taxesforsugarandonsugar. It is loaded with taxation. It ns 
under taxation. I assume that no one in this Chamber will deny 
that the tariff tax is paid by the consumer in this particular case. 
Of course the foreigner has been in the habit of paying all tariff 
taxes, even in cases where rates are prohibitive. Imay be pardoned 
if I deny that where there are prohibitive tariff rates the foreigner 
pays the tax, because it is necessary to catch the foreigner before 

e can be made to pay. 

But in the case of sugar there has never been any doubt that 
the consumer does pay the tax. Again I rested cheerfully and 
with the utmost confidence upon the other side of the Chamber. 
During the course of that discussion the same distinguished Sena- 
tor, already quoted, RECORD, page 3663, volume 26, part 4, said: 

High duty on sugar puts up the price to the consumer. 

That is right. It is correct. Then the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH] made this comment, to be found on page 
7 — volume 26, part 5 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, May 12, 
1894: 

If it is to be the principle of the Democratic party 
e ne eg pup 
Pere of lite like sugar, then we had better understand it at pc ea 

If now we are to have a superlatively high duty upon sugar, we 
had better understand it at once. . 

The following colloquy occurred. It appears on page 4914, vol- 
ume 26, part 5 0f the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, May 18, 1894. The 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] said: 


The duty upon su will be paid by every man, woman, and child in the 
United States x id 


That is true; there is no donbt about it. I affirm it. Then the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] said: 

The increase of taxation and revenue from sugar will be at least $50,000,000, 

We became most thoughtful in the presence of that proposition. 
The prospect of the imposition of $50,000,000 of taxation upon tho 
American people was not cheerful. ‘Then the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE] said: 
FFF 
duction the cominittee propose to add 000,000 to the duties and tax 
FVV nited States. Is 


Mr. ALDRICH. That is true. 

And it is true now; it is true of this bill; itis just as true now 
as it was then, and with this bill superlatively so—if I may use 
such an expression—in this, that the rates of duty are so much 
higher that every hundred pounds of sugar under the provisions 
of this bill will Son PER $1.18 or $1.20 more than it does 
under the prevailing Wilson bill. 

Inow reter to a statement made by the Senator from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. PLaTT]. whom I observe in the Chamber, which I wish 
to read—a very pertinent statement, to be found on page 4707, vol- 
nme 26, part 5, of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, in the proceed- 
ings of May 14, 1894. He said: 

How are you who have denounced this duty upon refined —this con- 
cession to the su: 0 How great must be the 
compulsion which obliges Senators thus to swallow not only the words but 
the opinions of years and vote for a prohibitive duty on refined sugar. 

I find a very interesting statement from the honorable Senator 
from Vermont . MORRILL] concerning the methods of prepar- 
ing the Wilson bill, and especially the sugar schedule. It is sin- 

ly pertinent to the present proceedings, and will be found 

on 3811, volume 26, 4, of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
in proceedings 18, 1894: 

the rates of duties in it is no violation 

— relations nf — ——— — 


and of the majority of 
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Sad to say, these comments apply with greater force to the sit- 
uation which now surrounds us. 

I also find the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts A 
LODGE] commenting graphically upon the outrages assumed to 
have been perpetrated by the Democratic majority of the Finance 
Committee upon their unfortunate. brethren. On 4350, vol- 
ume 20. paso 5, of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, in the proceed- 

ay 2, 


ings of 1894, that Senator said: 

It must be remembered that there haye been practically no public hear- 
ings upon the bill. There have not been the opportunities to the per- 
sons ailected by it to present their views before committees in regard to its 


provisions. No hearings have been given here. 

The able senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] added 
his significant criticism thus: 

I never before heard of a financier who made up a budget and did not have 
Some expectation of the amount he could depend upon Eros particular 
sources. Congressional Record, volume 26, part 5, page 

Well, since that ve the distinguished Senator from Massachu- 
setts has heard of such a financier. There are several such finan- 
ciers. They are Republicans and can be found not far removed 
from the majority in charge of this peculiar scheme. 

It has been intimated that there are various features of the 
present tariff bill which do not meet the individual approval of 
all of the Senators upon the other side; and that must be necessa- 
rily the case in the ation of all tariff bills. For my part, I 
do not desire to criticise, and I do not for a moment criticise, the 
majority because Shay have kept together and have joined their 
forces in such a wonderfully cohesive manner that we have not 
been able to break through in any case, except in one instance, 
when, inadvertently, no doubt, we obtained a reduction, made 
upon a very small item. 

Still such an agreement can not bind the parties to improper 
legislation. But while the Wilson bill was here, Democrats quite 

erally adhered to the committee, and the distinguished Senator 

om Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] referred to the control exercised 

by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES], who had the floor at 

the time and was conducting the debate, as we all know, together 

with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], under great difficul- 

ties. The Senator from Rhode Island said (RECORD, volume 26, 
part 5, page 4823): 

And I bopethat in this cular 
side, representing some of the Southern ntn NT break away from this 
iron-bound caucus rule and vote for one thing which they believe in and not 
submit their consciences entirely to the Neid Jie of the Senator from Arkan- 
sas; but once a day at least, merely for a change, that they shall vote for 
amendments or suggestions which commend themselves to their judgment 
and which are in the interests of the people whom they represent. 

Mr. President, I am not ee anoden to again read this 
article and substitute the names of distinguished Senators on 
the other side in charge of the present bill for that of the Senator 
from Arkansas. The pertinency of the citation is manifest. 

Who can doubt, Mr. President, that this revised caucus-reform 
schedule is not satisfactory to everyone upon the other side of the 
Chamber? It is absolutely impossible that the entire Republican 
Senatorial representation should have changed all at once and all 
the same way and allin aday. There was and is an agreement 
requiring the sacrifice of opinions and the yielding of convictions 
to the majority. I do not, as I have said, particularly complain; 
but I allude to the striking utterances made in 1894 in criticism of 
this side of the Chamber with reference to matters concerning 
which we have now very distinguished imitators, 

When the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] made his opening 
statement here regarding this bill, he remarked that the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] in the debate of 1894 had stated 
that the income from the Wilson bill would be $100,000,000, but 
the Senator from Missouri, desiring to be entirely fair, stated that 
no doubt this estimate included the income tax. Since that time 
we have examined the RECORD and find that the statement was 
even more elaborate than intimated. It was as follows, and can 
be found on pase 4753, volume 26, part 5, of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, in the proceedings of May 15, 1894: 

If, as I believe, it can be shown, and shown beyond the fear of contradic- 
tion upon the other side of the Chamber, that we are to have by this bill, if 
it become a law, $100.000,000 or more of surplus, then it is pent in every 
part of the bill and in évery paragraph to ask as to what will be its effect 
upon the revenue, etc. 

And on the same page, further down, this language was used: 

And this estimate— 

Referring to the above estimate— 
does not include the income tax. It is based upon the revenue duties alone. 

The entire discussion a rege on the pages of the RECORD which 
Ihave given. Ireferto this,as I said before, for the purpose of 
dis I that it is not just to criticise the men who framed the 

n bill and p it because it did not yield sufficient reve- 
nue, because the ablest Republican authority declared that it 


case some of the Senators upon the other 


would yield a greater revenue than anyone upon this side of the 
Chamber had suggested was possible. 

There are many expressions kindred to those which I have been 
quoting. The unanimous expression of the minority in 1894 was 


adverse to all sugar legislation and itive that the Wilson bill, 
without the income tax, would yield abundant revenue. The 
change of base now obvious disturbs me. My faith is shaken, and 
like the masses of the American people, I do not feel the coming 
of confidence. 

First we had the House bill, then we had the Senate bill, which 
we were assured by the Senator in charge was an excellent meas- 
ure, and now we have the caucus bill, which we find, as shown 
by the computations thus far introduced—and certainly such is 
the reasonable inference from the remarks of the Senator from 
Rhode Island—presents a case of maximum protection to the 
sugar trust. 

Senators on the other side of the Chamber eloquently and forci- 
bly and truthfully criticised the trust in the debate of 1894, and 
I, having entire confidence in their statements and believing that 
everything they uttered was bona fide, am now disturbed to find 
that they are legislating in favor of that oppressive creation, not 
of their imaginations, but of the corporate laws of this country— 
an institution against which they powerfully inveighed at t 
time. Then they attacked the trust; now they protect it. Why 
should there be any legislation at all in favor of the refiner if the 
theories enunciated by Senators on the other side of this Chamber 
three years ago were well founded? 

If it be true that the sugar trust is an illegal combination—and 
it was so decided when an earlier organization made for the same 
parem by the same people sought to do business in the State of 

ew York; the dissolution then decreed led to incorporation un- 
der the laws of New Jersey—if it be true that we are legislating 


for the pu of suppressing trusts, and sometimes criticise even 
courts, per 5 without reason, because they have not been able 
to suppress the trusts, is it not singular that we should be here 


endeavoring to find a so-called fair differential to promote and ad- 
vance the very institution we profess to be desirous of blotting 
from thefaceof theearth? Republicans denounce the sugar trust 
as a public enemy and yet aid it to oppress. 

Mr. President, when it is our duty to directly lezislate against 
trusts and combines, will the omnipotent Republican caucus per- 
mit such legislation to become an accomplished fact? Will this 
duty be done? Iim enot. I think it will appear that the Re- 
publican party, as it is now organized, is paying its debts to the 
Institutions whose grasping propensities and inordinate demands 
were so ably dwelt upon some time ago by the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. I refer to hisremarks and publica- 
tions made before the last campaign had been fully organized. It 
would seem that all the intimations which he then made with 
reference to the influence of the monopolies of the United States 
upon legislation were well founded and that the present bill is 
pre and is being passed in satisfaction of campaign services 


ana contributions. ius Eaa s 
gain, recurring to the hope expres: y the ator from 
Rhode Island, I trust that many Republican Senators before 
indorsing this most E sugar schedule will reflect seriously 
upon the situation and will ask themselves whether they can nof 
afford to break away even from the ironclad caucus to which they 
have in an unguarded moment submitted their convictions. 

I do not desire to detain the Senate any further, Mr. President, 
at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the amendment pro by the Senator from Iowa in be- 
half of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BERRY. I think the and nays were ordered on that 
amendment. If not, I intend to ask for them. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is informed thatthe 
yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. BERRY. Then I ask for the yeas and nays on the amend- 
ment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

à NS ETTIGR Let the amendment be stated from the 
esk. 


The SECRETARY. In line 22, paragraph 206, page 63, it is pro- 
posed to strike out the words “eight hundred and seventy-five 
one-thousandths " and insert ** ninety-five one-hundredths;” so as 
to Tan *1 cent and ninety-five one-hundredths of 1 cent per 
poun 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I wish to say only a few words 
before the vote is taken on the amendment. 

I understand perfectly the difficulties our friends upon the other 
side of the Chamber have encountered in the construction of this 
particular provision in relation to the tax on sugar. I do not 
intend to enter into a discussion of the details of the provision, 
except to say that I have no doubt the conditions of the Treasury 
have forced our friends on the other side to abandon their theory. 
of the past eight years of a free breakfast table. They have been 
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compelled, because of the conditions confronting them, with the 
extravagant appropriations, to levy a tax upon sugar. They have 
not been content to permit the present conditions to continue, 


with the only fair tax that can 
valorem duty. 

The provision as presented by the Senator from Iowa, with the 
specific duty upon all grades of sugar, is illogical, unfair, and de- 
structive to the commercial interests of the country, and it grants 
too great protection to the refiner. If it were a mere matter of 
the number of points that they permitted the refiner to have the 
benefit of, the country could possibly submit to it for the time 
being. That it gives more than double the protection allowed by 
the Wilson Act is beyond question. I think it is even greater. 
I believe the figures pees by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
Jon] are absolutely correct, as near as the calculation can be 
made. 

But more than that, the Senate is asked now by the action of 
the Finance Committee, resulting from the united action of Sena- 
tors on the other side, to adopt a 5 5 of taxation which the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Rhode nd [Mr. ALDRICH]. in report - 
ing the bill, informed the Senate would result in the destruction 
of our trade with all the countries south of us who produce these 
low-grade sugars. Not only will you by this provision increase 
the burden upon the consumer, but all the people of our country 
who trade with the southern countries understand perfectly that 
unless we can take the low-grade sugars from Java and other 
countries our trade with those countries is absolutely gone. It 
is not large now, but we all know that it is absolutely essential 
for us to extend our markets and not to restrict them. Yet the 
proposition pending now, and which I take it will be passed by a 
majority of the Senate, does both of those things to which the 
American people will object. It increases their taxes, and in- 
creases the cost of every pound of sugar that will be consumed, 
and gives to the refiner a greater amount of profit than he is en- 
titled to. In addition, it will destroy whatever trade we have 
with the countries south of us. 

That presents a very serious condition of affairs, I submit toour 
friends on the other side, and I regret that Aad of opinion and 
because of their declarations against an valorem tax made 
three years ago in the consideration of the then revenue bill have 
led them to the destruction of our commercial interests. What 
reason there is for it I confess I do not know. I have heard none 
assigned. As the order has gone forth from the caucus chamber 
that we are not to have discuss on upon this question, of course 
the country can not be enlightened nor can the Senate be informed 
before it votes. We have reached a point in legislation, it ap- 
pears, under the control of our friends on the other side, where 
they seem to be afraid to come ont in the open and discuss these 
questions here or elsewhere. In the body where the bill emanated 
it was not permitted to be discussed or dissected, and by thisrule 
which you have adopted we can get no information even in the 
Senate of the United States. 

But the result of this legislation is as certain. in moy judgment, 
as that of the legislation of 1890, when the McKinley bill was 
passed. This is more extreme, more offensive, more destructive 
to our commercial interests than that measure was, which was 
rejected by the country; and I have no doubt that this will be re- 
jected. By this manipulation, by this change of front, the bill, 

ramed as to its sugar scheđule by another body, when it came 
here was amended, not in the only fair line looking to the com- 
mercial interests of the country, but by caucus action this more 
offensive, more destructive. more unjustifiable measure is pre- 
sented, and it is now accepted apparently without a murmur and 
certainly without much criticism by the press of the country. 

Three years ago we were held up to ridicule and denunciation 
because a tax was levied (the only logical tax that can be imposed 
upon the sugar schedule) by which the manufacturer had only 
one-eighth of a cent à pound protection, a measure which in its 
operations proved most fair and just. It prevented an undue 
amount of profit on the part of those engaged in the manufacture, 
because it opened the ports of the country for the first time to 
active competition by the importer. It brought into the country 
and enabled the consumers to receive beet sugar to such an extent 
that it kept the peto down to a minimum and lower than was 
ever known in the history of the country. 

As I understand it, the one condition im by those who are 
in favor of reduction in taxation and as low taxation asis con- 
sistent with the condition of the country and the business inter- 
ests, is that the scale of protection shall only be sufficient to protect 
our own industries and yet open the ports and the custom-houses 
to imports from abroad wherever there is extortion. But now, 
under this schedule, that has passed away. Under this schedule 
asit is framed it will give more revenue, it is true, but it will 

ve it withoutregard to the interests of the people of the country. 

t will pile up money in the Treasury, but it will take it from the 
rich and the pu alike. 
Therefore I shall vote against this proposition, I believe it is 


laid upon this article, an ad 


unfair and destructive, and I hope that before we shall have 
reached a conclusion on this bill our friends on the other side, 
who began their consideration of the measure as it came from the 
House evidently with the desire, while observing their protective 
lines, not to exclude and destroy trade, may be induced, in their 
own councils, in the interest of commerce and trade, to go back 
somewhat to the schedule, or at least to proceed upon the lines 
upon which they proposed the schedule when they first reported the 
bill Forever the prediction of the Senator from Rhode Island 
will stand as correct. A specific duty all the way through, begin- 
ning upon the low-grade sugars, will destroy this trade of ours. 

Iknow that the high rates of the pending bill will aid certain 
industries, that it will be a stimulant and will enable them to 
make greater profits out of small wares; but I say the bill as & 
whole, and s ing of this schedule particularly, as was once 
said by a distinguished leader of the Republican party of the bill 
of 1890, there is not a line or a provision of the measure as now 
constituted which will enable us to sell an additional bushel of 
wheat or grain or oats or a pound of cotton or any other product 
of the land. The only effect that it can have will be to induce 
other countries to retaliate and to restrict our trade, whereas our 
whole time and attention should be given to increasing it. 

You can not overlook what is going on in the world. Our prod- 
ucts of the soil and of the mines are going hence in greater volume 
than has occurred at any time in the history of the land, and yet 
the prices that are brought are not much more than one-half 
what they were ten Mee ago. The same conditions confront 
other nations engaged in the trade and commerce of the world. 
The English Government, with its system of subsidies and the 
establishment of banks in the very countries whose trade you 
propose to exclude by your action now—and you do it knowingly— 
is making desperate efforts to get that trade. 

And now have come within the last ten years the Germans, who 
are outstripping all other nations on the face of the earth, not by 
restricting trade, but by subsidizing their steamers and placing 
them on the ocean to reach every port, and especially those in 
South America. They are educating by Government aid the 
young men who become attachés of their legations to introduce 
German manufactured articles and wares into every country with 
which they have diplomatic relations. Their steamships are sub- 
sidized to an equal extent, if not more so, than those of Great 
Britain, and they are establishing banks from Mexico down to the 

le. They have entered China aud Japan, as to which countries 

eretofore by our unwise legislation we have almost stripped our- 
selves of trade. They are reaching out to the southern countries, 
to which they send their wares and take in pne sugar and 
other crude products, which they refine at home, and thus the 
trade of these countries is going away from us. 

It is being monopolized by the Germans to such an extent that 
it threatens even the English policy, and yet now in the Senate of 
the United States, with full knowledge of all these facts known to 
all men, the Committee on Finance of the Senate, with its able and 
intelligent membership, after receiving from another coordinate 
branch of the Government a bill which they have told us officiall 
would destroy what little trade we have in this commodity wit 
those southern countries, under the whip of party and at the dic- 
tation of men who have been carried away by party principle, as 
they call it, for specific taxation, have not been courageous enough 
to adhere to what they have told us is the truth, but have turned 
and destroyed this trade because of party caucus and party drill. 

We have no power to stay you. In the Senate of the United 
States you have a clear, unquestioned majority for the protection 
idea—protection run to exclusion. You have it in your power to 
shape the details of this bill as you will. With the distress in the 
country, impoverishment among the people, with the want of 
labor for honest men who are begging for employment, with a 
demand from the merchant and manufacturer, the laborer, and 
thé farmer for a better condition of affairs, for the prosperity that 
has been promised them over and over again from October last 
until now, it was not wise, it is not wise, for us to attempt to 
delay and discuss this billas propositions of this sort should be 
discussed. It would give the country time to understand its 
enormity, but would delay business and delay the prosperity 
promised when you have passed this bill, and hence it is that we 
have contented ourselves with a mere statement of the effects and 
defects of the measure as we understand them. 

But for this condition in the ccuntry I should have been in 
favor of doing precisely with the pending bill as was done with 
the McKinley bill of 1890—open it to the fullest and freest dis- 
cussion and dissect every line and paragraph of the measure, as 
you did with the bill of 1894, and give the country an opportunity, 
even before its passages to understand how bad it is. But the 
conditions are such t patriotism and feeling for the masses 
require a different course. The mistake, whatever it is, great as 
Ithink it is, must be borne by the party which has assumed the 
reins of government and now controls every branch of the Gov- 
ernment, I would not have disturbed the present law, not because 
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of party reasons, not because we differ in our theories of tariff 
taxation, but I believe, and I do not hesitate to state it, that the 
wise thing for the party in power to do, looking alone at the pros- 

rity of these great people who are now prostrate, would have 
Baen to permit the present law to stand, while placing taxes upon 
such articles on the free list as would give from forty to forty-tive 
million dollars more to the Treasury to meet the expenditures. 
But that probably will not be. It can not be. 

The Puy excuse for dealing with this question at all is that 
there has not been enough revenue to meet the expenses of the 
Government. In 1890 our friends on the other side brought forth 
a measure to reduce the revenue, known as the McKinley bill. It 
did reduce the revenue $50,000,000 per annum, and immediately 
in one item alone you increased the expenditures $50,000,000 and 
left the Treasury in a condition where it was embarrassed, and it 
was seriously embarrassed in 1893, There was not revenue enough 
under the measure. When the Wilson bill came to this body in 
1894, it came here, as this one has come and as all bills of which Ihave 
had any knowledge since 1861 have come, imperfect in every pro- 
vision, not carefully considered, and no account taken of the rev- 
enue as compared with the expenditures. We added $75,000,000 
to it, and yet. owing to the decision of the Supreme Court, even 
with the $75,000,000 added, there has heen a deficit in the Treas- 
ury every hour since the day of its passage until now. 

9 I would not have voted for the bill, even in the shape in 
which it passed, had I believed at that time that it would not pro- 
duce revenue enough to meet all the extravagant expenses of the 
Government, for they have reached the point of $500,000,000 per an- 
num practically, and can not for the next twoor three years be mate- 
rially reduced, although I have stood in my place on every proper 
occasion and advocated a reduction of those expenditures. It is 
possible that during the next fiscal year they may be reduced some- 
what below those of last year, but only slightly. 

Now comes this bill, which, when it reached here the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] claimed wou!d produce a sur- 
plus of many million dollars; and yet the examination made by 
the Republicans on the Finance Committee showed conclusively 
that there would not be sufficient revenue to support the Govern- 
ment. You have undertaken to remodel it. You have under- 
taken to make it a revenue measure. Itrust, Mr. President, that 
it may be a revenue measure. I trust it may produce revenue 
enough to meet the expenditures that are bound to come. But 
what a condition of affairs our friends on the other side are con- 
fronting! From the beginning of the Government until the war, 
and then after the war, the position of the Republican party. as 
that of the Democratic party. was that the revenue to support the 
Government, or the great bulk of the revenuc. should come from 
tariff taxation and not from internal-revenue taxation. 

We remember to what speeches we were treated by the distin- 
gnished Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and others on the other 
side three years ago when, in order to produce revenue enough to 
paytheextravagant 5 which you had forced the Govern- 
ment to make by your laws, we proposed to put on temporarily an 
income tax, and now the confession comes from you—how humiliat- 
ing it must be to the older Republicans—that with your theory of 
taxation, that of raising money from imports, you by your extrava- 

nce have made it impossible, no matter how high you place the 

uties, to receive enough money to meet the expenditures of the 
Government. You propose to place a tax upon the man who 
takes a refreshing drink with his family on any day of the week. 
Yon intend to tax the poor fellow who can not drink champagne 
and who has not enough money to get a drink of whisky. You do 
that because of your extravagance and because you raise the rates 
in this bill so high that you have prohibited revenue from importa- 
M eripe abroad. The tobacco that he smokes or chews is to be 
added to. 

In time of peace, thirty-odd years from the day when you first 
levied internal-revenue taxes to support the Government, you go 
back, confessing that your system is a failure, confessing that you 
have been so extravagant that it is impossible for you to support 
the Government unless you enter every household in the land and 
tax that. which is produced in the man's own conntry. 

So be it, Mr. President. The country will understand it. The 
country will understand perfectly that this great scheme of pros- 
perity, this great measure of relief, adds tenfold to thetaxation on 
the consumption of every man of moderate means in the land, 
while there is nothing here that attempts to approach the ideal— 
making men pay for the support of the Government in proportion 
to their wealth. The whole system is unequal and unjust. The 

le's verdict will be that of 1892. 
. STEWART. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from 


Iowa, because 1 do not know, whether the protection to the manu- 


facturers in the pending bill, if this amendment shall be adopted, 
will be greater or less than that under the Wilson Act? 
Mr. ALLISON. Ihave no doubt that, exclusive of the counter- 


known and unders 


-vailing duty, which is re in the bill for a special purpose, well 


the pending bill, as it stands, does not 


ve higher protection to the sugar-refining industry than does 

e Wilson Act. 

Mr. BERRY. Does it give as much protection? 

Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator from Iowa mean as it stands 
with the amendment? > 

Mr. ALLISON. Asit stands now, with the amendment pro- 
posed by the committee. That is my belief. 

Mr. President, after what has been said by the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Gorman] and other Senators this morning, I 
think it is perhaps due to this side of the Chamber, and due espe- 
cially to those who have been in a sense responsible for this sched- 
ule, that I should say a few words respecting it. 

In the debate, so far as I have observed, upon the sugar sched- 
ule, we have been dealing with decimal figures, with cents and 
fractions of a cent, without apparently discussing what lies at 
the bottom of the sugar schedule as it lies at the bottom of other 
schedules in the bill. 

We have been taunted by the Senator from Lonisiana [Mr. Car- 
FERY] with the bounty of 1890 and with the statement that so far 
as that portion of our country is concerned the schedule is sup- 
ported and sustained npn the theory that it is a tax for revenue 
only. I wish for myself to declare in my place here in the Senate 
thatif that were the only object involved in the schedule I should 
not give it my vote. Ido not believe that if we were establishing 
a system of revenue providing for the expenditures of our Gov- 
ernment, even by means of imposts, and imposts alone, the article 
of sugar should bear the proportion of those taxes or burdens that 
are imposed by the bill. If we are to raise revenue for pu 
of revenue only by imposts, then there should be a distribution of 
these burdens in such a way as not to lay them all upon one par- 
ticnlar article. ; 

The Senator from Louisiana called attention to the fact that 
away back in the year 1846 and prior years 30 per cent ad valorem 
upon sugar was a protection sufficient to enable the sugar planters 
of Louisiana from year to year to increase their output of sugar, and 
he argues to-day, and others argue, as though our conditions now 
are the conditions of thirty or forty years ago. 

When I was a boy, if I may be permitted to illustrate by my 
own experience, it was a rare thing for me to see sugar that ap- 
proached whiteness. Since that time all the conditions of our 
country and of the civilized world have changed. Although we 
now consume four thousand million pounds of sugar per annum 
in the United States (a per capita of consumption, I believe, only 
exceeded by the per capita of consumption in Great Britain), [ 
think it is safe to say that not one-fiftieth or one-thousandth 
part of that sugar comes upon the table of the rich or the poor, of 
the laborer and mechanic or those who have a fortune, unless it 
first is put through a process which in some form is the refining 

rocess, 

P Therefore it is that in all the bills which have been passed 
that I know of since the refining process became necessary to 
our own civilization we have undertaken to make a distinction 
between raw sugar as it is proiuced in the fields and refined 
sugar as itis placed upon the table. Soif you run back through 
all the years of the past you will see that in 1883, in 1890, in 1894, 
and in the pending bill as it comes to us from the House and as it 
is now presented by the committee amendment it is proposed to 
give a fair protection to the refining industry in our own country 
as against the refining industries in other countries. 

Now,the pending bill comes to us from the House of Repre- 
sentatives with a specific scale of duties, beziuning at 75 degrees 
pees test and at a rate of duty of 1 cent a pound, run- 
ning up three one-hundredths of a cent for each degree of polari- 
scopic test. Whatis the polariscopic test? My associate on the 
committee explained it somewhat the other day. It is a sample 
of the imported sugar, whether in bags, or boxes, or barrels, and 
that sample is taken into the appraiser's office and an officer, look- 
ing through the polariscope. tests the fineness of the sugar. That 
has been the commercial method of testing the fineness of sugar 
the world over for the last twenty years. 

Senators say it is difficult for us to fathom the intricacies of the 
pending schedule. It is certainly difficult for a layman, but it is 
not difficult for an expert in sugar. What does the bill, as it 
comes to us from the House, propose? It proposes that for each 
degree of this polariscopic test there shall be three one-hundredths 
ofa cent added. Why is that done? Because experts have dis- 
covered, and merchants have discovered, that for each increased 
degree of polariscopic test there is an increased value in the sugar. 

am inclined to vod with the Senator from Maryland that a 
ortion of this could well be distributed by placing an ad valorem 
uty upon it; but the House of Representatives prefer a specific 

duty, and I can say without offense, I hope, to anyone that those 
who believe in the protective policy believe that it is wiser, wher- 
ever it can be done, to provide specific duties. 

In order that there might be no damage to the trade, which the 
Senator from Maryland spoke of, and which I believe is a desira- 
ble trade for the people of the United States, the committee have 
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roposed here another amendment, which will enable us, as we 
fus and believe, to continue the trade in the lower es of 
sugars that are found throughout the islands of the world. 
Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me to ask 
him a question for information? 
Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 
Mr. GORMAN. ‘To what extent does the Senator believe that 


the provision made as to low-grade sugars is sufficient? Does he 
believe that it will extend even to half the additional cost of 
transportation from Java as compared with Habana? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not prepared to say whether it will be a 
full compensation for what would be called an ad valorem duty, 
but I believe it is such a compensation as will enable us to carry 
on the trade which we are now ing on. I have no doubt 
that the amount allowed here will be sufficient, or approxi- 
mately so. 

Now, for this duty, partially = and partially ad valorem, 
we have substituted $1,95 per hundred pounds for $1.87} per 
hundred pounds in the bill as passed by the House. We have 
done that believing, as I believe (but I shali not take the time 
now to elucidate the tables that I have before me in great number 
to show it), that this is a less duty than is imposed by the existing 
law for the protection of refiners, if you will takeout of thatduty 
the consideration of the three-eighths of a cent per pound and the 
27 cents per hundred pounds countervailing duty upon beet sugars. 

Mr. TILLMAN. r. President 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Is not the three-eighths just as much 
a ok of the tax as any other part of it? 

r. ALLISON. I will deal with that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I merely wish to ask a question. The Senator 
dwells on and emphasizes the point of protection. Do I under- 
stand him to mean that he wishes to protect American capital or 
American labor? 

Mr. ALLISON. That isa generality which the Senator must 
mo how I would answer.. I believe in protecting American 

1˙— — 

Mr. TILLMAN. And not the capital? 

Mr. ALLISON. Against foreign labor, and American capital, 
if need be, against foreign capital. I believe in protecting Amer- 
ican 3 which must necessarily include both labor and 
capital. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I merely wish to call your attention to the 
fact that, according to the statement of President Havemeyer be- 
fore the investigating committee, there are ony 25.000 men all 
told engaged in the sugar-refining business, and you propose to 
give, according to his own statement, in the differential which 

ou offer and which you have increased, well, anywhere between 
l and precy. million dollars a year, to be taken from the 
consumers throughout the country for the protection of 25,000 
men and the millionaires who work them. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not intend to go into a detailed discussion 
of that question with the Senator from South Carolina, but I want 
to say that all the testimony of all the past, and of all those who 
have studied this question, is that the ars which are consumed 
in the United States will be consumed in the form of refined sugar, 
and that sugar will be refined by somebody, either in the United 
States or abroad. For my part, if there are but 25.000 laborers 
and whatever capital is invested in the refining, whether it be 
done by the sugar trust or by independent refiners, I prefer that 
it shall be done in the United States of America rather than in 
Germany, Holland, or Great Britain. 

Mr. AN. Will the Senator allow me? 
yid PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not intend to go into a discussion of this 
subject in its details, and I trust the Senator from South Carolina 

excuse me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa de- 
clines to be interrupted. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly; I will not do so if the Senator in- 
sists upon not being interrupted. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the situation as respects the sugar 
schedule. Now, I wish to say a word about the policy of it. It 
is that we shall do what Europe has done; that we s establish 
the industry of producing sugar in our own country, instead of 
paying $100,000,000 per annum, as we have been paying for the 

twenty years, to other countries who are engaged in agricul- 
ture. Butfor that part of this policy I would follow Senators 
who would place a duty of only 40 to 45 per cent ad valorem even 
2 sugar as one of the methods of raising revenue to carry on 

e Government. 

Weimportinto the United Statesnow nearly 3,500,000,000 pounds 
of s from other countries, and in increasing quantities con- 
stantly from Europe from sugar beets, which sugar beets are 


grown upon landin Germany, Austria, Holland, and Belgium that 
is worth three or four times the land in our own country which 
would produce, and by actual test can produce, sugar from beets 
equally well with the countries I have named. It is for thie pur- 
pose that I favor these provisions for a high duty u sugar. 

The Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] did me the honor a 
while since to quote what I said two years ago. It was the policy 
in 1890 to encourage the growth of the sugar industry in our own 
country by paying a bounty. That policy of course failed. It 
failed, perhaps, first, by the rapid increase of the production of 
sugar in our country, requiring a large draft upon the Treasury. 
It failed, secondly, by the policy of the Democratic party four 
years ago, when they decided that they would do nothing to en- 
courage the beet industry of our country and but little to encour- 
age the continuation of the production of sugar from cane. 

So, Mr. President, the schedule stands or falls, and this policy. 
stands or falls, as wesucceed in establishing the beet-sugar indus- 
try in our country, which can be established, as shown by chem- 
ical tests, in nearly half the States of the Union. 

Mr. HOAR. It is a great agricultural industry. 

Mr. ALLISON, It is an agricultural industry, as my friend 
from Massachusetts suggests, and a t agricultural industry. 
lt is said that it is the beet-sugar production in Germany that has 
given to that country its marked prosperity for the last few years. 
Can anyone tell me why it is that we should export the corn, the 
meat, the pork; and the grain of Iowa to Europe, grown upon 
fields in the interior of our own country and bearing the burden 
of transportation to the countries of Europe which now produce 
sugar, and then draw from them the refined sugar which we con- 
sume in Iowa? That is the question we are deciding here. 

Of course the other question is also under consideration, and I 
do not minimize the importance of it, and that is that while we 
are doing this we shall so balance the scales as between all inter- 
ests as to give neither to the refiner nor to the producer an undue 
advantage. 

That is all there is in this schedule. It may be that we have had 
the schedule adjusted and arranged not precisely as it ought to be, 
but it is confessedly within a fraction of all the schedules that 
have been devised in the past upon the subject, except that of 1894, 
and this one is much lower than any prior schedule. 

I was asked by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNEs] to state 
why this three-eighths should not be counted as a part of the dif- 
ferential duty to refiners. This three-eighths of a cent is only 11 
cents on a h pounds to the refiners, 27 cents of which is 
upon raw sugar. Itis a fact, and acertain fact, as itseems tome, 
that if we do not give the three-eighths and the 27, the effect of it 
will be that our industry, which we call the beet-sugar industry, 
and the cane-sugar industry, if you please, will be still, as it has 
been, at the mercy of the beet-sugar raisers of Europe. If we 
shall not charge this countervailing duty, then we are In no posi- 
tion to 8 with German sugars or with the sugars of the 
Continent. erefore this countervailing duty is put on now as 
it was put on in 1894 in the Wilson bill, so ed. They put on 
a countervailing duty equivalent to the bounty at that time. The 
result was to get rid of the countervailing duty. 

Germany, ce, and Austria all 3 their bounties, 80 
that the countervailing duty which the Zenators on the other side 
of the Chamber put on four years ago proved unavailing to pro- 
tectoursugarindustry; and I think our own sugar industry would 
not be protected unless we place this countervailing duty of three- 
eighths of a cent per pound upon the sugars produced in Euro 
or in bounty-paying countries. Now, that is all there is of it. 
Senators can show me that the countervailing duty is an injustice, 
I will deal with them in a spirit of justice asrespects it. It is not 
involved now in the particular question before us; but I can see 
no way of protecting our industry in this country, whether it be 
heet or cane sugar. except by imitating what was proposed by the 
Senators on the other side in 1894 and imposing a countervailing 
duty eaua! to the bounty. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER AME GALLINGER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Iowa yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator’s calculation, asI under- 
stand it, is that 38.03 cents imposed on refined sugar is justified 
because there is 27 cents imposed on raw sugar. I confess there 
would have been force in that ar; entif the bounty-paid raw 
sugar were the raw sugar used in the manufacture of refined sugar 
in this country. The Senator will bear testimony to the fact that 
year before last there was 8 per cent of beet sugar, all told, im- 
ported into the United States, and that even last year 67 per cent 
of the sugar coming into the United States was centrifugal sugar, 
not counting the muscovado sugars, molasses sugars, and the 
other sugars that came in afterwards. Sothesugar actually used 
in the manufacture of refined sugar is not the beet sugar on which 
27 cents is paid, but cane sugar on which no bounty at all is paid. 

Mr. ALLISON, Of course, if there is no bounty paid on raw 
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and no bounty paid upon refined sugar, there will be no 
differential duty upon either raw or refined sugar by the bill. So 
that that is all there is in that question. 

Mr. BERRY. Willthe Senator from Iowa permit me to ask 
him a question absolutely for information? 


Mr. ISON. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Iowa said to the Senator from 
Nevada that, leaving out the countervailing duty, there was no 
greater protection to therefined sugar in this bill than in the Wil- 
son Act. Iwill ask the Senator if there is 33 protection in 
his proposed amendment to the House bill than there is in the 
House bill as it now stands? z 

Mr. ALLISON. Possibly there may be a slight increase, I 
think there is. l 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to ask the Senator one other ques- 
tion. The duty pna on 100 pounds of refined sugar imported at 
this time, outside of the countervailing duty, is about $1.04 per 
hundred pounds. Under the proposed scale it will be $1.95 on a 
hundred pounds outside of the countervailing duties. So if the 

ill becomes a law, there will be that difference between the Wil- 
son bill and the present bill as to the amount of duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to my friend from Arkansas that 
there will be just the difference between 40 per cent ad valorem 
of the value upon that sugar as under the existing law and $1.95 
a pound. Undoubtedly we are el ee eru the duty upon 
sugar. There is no doubt of it. o not think we are quite 
doubling it; but we are running a long way toward doubling the 
present SE on np. j 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Iowa stated that in 1894 every 
dollar levied on sugar—not only the imported sugar, but the do- 
mestic sugar—was paid by the consumer. Then, if the tax is 

y in it seems to me that the refiners would unques- 
tionably get a larger increase under this bill and a larger protec- 
tion by far thar Si would under the other. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; but the Senator from Arkansas forgets 
that the refiner must pay the duty on all the raw material that he 
puts into his refinery; and there is no doubt, I will say to the Sen- 
ator—I have no concealment to make about what I think as to the 
effect of this duty— until we can develop the beet-sugar industry 
and greatly enlarge the production of sugar from cane in our own 
country, and in that pa n of it in proximity to the State in which 
the Senator lives, whatever duty we place on sugar must, in the 


nature of th be added to the price. 
oe BERRY. Will the Senator permit me to say one word 
Mr. ALLISON. Les, sir. 
Mr. BERRY. 


Three rears ago the Senator from Iowa and other 
Senators stood here and denounced the sugar tax in the Wilson 
bill as protecting and fostering an illegal trust, a trust whichthey 
3 had the country by the throat, that was ing imposi- 
tions upon the t laboring classes of the people, a trust that 
was growing rich. They denounced it then: and why is it, Mr. 
President, that they will not join with us and take all the taxes 
off of refined sugar and give to the refined sugar no more than the 
raw? If it be the great evil to this country which it has been 
represented to be, why not crush it at once and forever, and say 
that a trust which has acted as this has done shall not have any 
protection from the Senate of the United States? 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe it is the policy of this side of the 
Chamber, as I have no doubt it is, or ought to be, that of the 
other side, not to transfer the refining of sugar—which is essential 
to our method of consumption—to Germany or Holland or Eng- 
land: and if there is not an opportunity given for what may be 
called a compensatory duty to the refiner, as a matter of fact that 
EY betransferred toother countries. Everybody knows 
Mr. GORMAN. Ishouldlike to say a word, if the Senator from 
Iowa willallow me a moment. The statement which has been 
referred to of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] was 
made when this bill was first reported to the Senate. I call at- 
tention to it because my own immediate constituents have a very 
great interest in this trade, as have the people of the entire coun- 
try. The Senator from Rhode Island, as will be found in the 


RECORD on page 1555, made this statement in regard to the bill as 
it came from the House of Representatives: 
We believe— 


Said the Senator from Rhode Island, speaking for the Repub- 
lican members of the Committee on Finance— 


that the imposition of the high specific rates upon low-grade sugars test- 
ing 87 degrees or below would have the effect to exclude them from the 
markets of the United States. The total amount of these low es pro- 
duced is, as I have already stated. unimportant as com with the total 
sugar crop, but their continued importation into the United States is 
..... Mrd niet rore Te Philip pine 
sugars refe: are sorted from the 
ingo, Mauritius, Egypt, nd th est indies, Republic. ‘They ars 
om. us, a e ntine Republic. are 
largely brought to the United tes, 5 countries in the 
as return cargoes of American ships that take the United States cotton 


cl and other American manufactured products, the 

article of eai Ta oan ^ Big ne — countries far- 
practi y mar or export ot these goods. Toex- 

clude from the rican market all the low cane from nearby 


countries, and sugars of all grades from distant countries, would confine 


American purchasers ts nearest 
Ho m ge States, and send all other sugars to free markets, like Canada and 
I should like to have the Senator from Iowa, who represents the 
majority of the Committee on Finance on the other side of the 
irren peior dpa lube 
ir ori ition and go specific duties, i 
Pens magi sn were when this comment was made upon the 
provision as it stood, and to state how this American trade can be 
protected. 
Mr. ALLISON. The committee propose to compensate for the 
change from ad valorem to specific by means of the reduction of 
one-tenth of a cent à pound upon sugars 5 degrees and 
below. It is said by those who know about it that this will cer- 
tainly compensate for the additional cost of transportation, and 
that those who do trade with the countries which have been re- 
ferred to will continue to trade under these conditions. 

I am perfectly aware of the relatively low price of this class of 
sugars as compared with thelarge class of su used by refiners; 
but to give them compensation, it is said by those who know 
more about it than I do, that, whilst not adequate, it will enable 
them to maintain the trade, and for that purpose we have inserted 
a provision, as the Senator knows, eae d that class of sugars. 

n GORMAN. Ishould like very much to have a more 
cific statement than that given by the Senator.. My information 
is that the cost of transportation alone in sailing vessels which 
carry our product, under the present law, is more than 5 mills to 
the pound in the difference between the cost of t rting the 
Habanaand other sugars. This slight concession is not sufficient, 
and it will destroy that trade. In Baltimore, Boston, and New 
York there are large fleets of vessels, practically the only great 
sailing vessels we have, which are engaged exclusively in this 
trade; and my information from the shippers and from those who 
are interested in the business, and who are not looking at the 
rates particularly except that they may be permitted to live, is 
thatit will absolutely exclude those vessels from that trade. 

Take the matter of the New England trade. It is said that 
nearly all the cotton goods, and all the other wares that go from 
New England, unfortunately now pass by rail by the Canadian 
lines and then by English steamers to China and Japan, and that 
we have nothing left for American bottoms except this trade. 
2 owners of these — and 3 5 — know the details of 

is business insist that, unless you adopt the provision eges y 
as the Senate committee agreed to it, that trade will be gone, 
though it is at present enormous and growing. I should like to 
have the Senator's figures as to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that the committee 
of the importing merchants of New York who import these 
sugars recommended to the Committee on Finance this one-tenth 
as a solution of this whole matter. 

Mr. GORMAN. But the Senator from Iowa will, I am quite 
Sure, a with me that in New York the great trade is in the 
other Ime of sugars, which you have thoroughly protected; but in 
the ports south of New York—Philadelphia, Baltimore, Newport 
News, and other Southern ports where the vessels come in and 
trade—is the interest that is p care affected. The great volume , 
of trade in New York is in the other sugars, which are amply 
provided for. 

In view of the increase which has been made, I suggest to Sena- 
tors on the other side—I am not dealing now with the general 
gaaon that divides us by this aisle—that they ought to at least 

urnish us, and furnish the country, with some positive evidence 
that they are not 5 destroying the trade to which 1 refer. 
I know the Senator from lowa and Republican and Democratic 
Senators do not desire to do that. I believe the best judgment of 
my friend from lowa is in accord with the su, tion I make, 
and it does seem to me that in a case so plain as you ought to 
remodel the bill as to this tax so far as low-grade sugars are con- 
cerned. 

Mr. ALLISON. It may be that the bill would be improved by 
increasing that allowance. I do not know. 

Before I take my seat, Mr. President, I want to say a word to 
the Senator from Maryland on another topic. He has taken occa- 
sion two or three times to speak of the extravagant expenditures 
and appropriations of the Government, es y under the 
Republican party. I want to say to him and to the Senate that 
I have analyzed that question with great care, and, as one Sena- 
tor, I will welcome any suggestion coming from the other side of 
the Chamber respecting a material reduction of our expenditures. 

The Senator from Maryland stated that we increased a single 
item $50,000,000 in 1892. That, of course, was an increase of 
pensions of our soldiers. I have heard of no Democrats, at least 
upon the floor of -the Senate, who propose to change that law, 

though they have had an ity to do it. the 
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other great increases, our rivers and harbors, they are passed here 
3 without the yeas and nays. You can hardly find Senators 
enough opposed to river and har bor bills to call for the yeas and 
nays. 

So I do not think, although some of these expenditures may be 
unnecessary, that the Senator from Maryland can An very far in 
reducing the annual appropriations for rivers and harbors. I 
have heard him eloquently, and at length, proclaim the necessity 
of an e and more vigorous Navy. That nditure, I 
presume, he would not be willing to dispense with. I do not sup- 
pose he would be willing to dispense with another n ex- 
cp HEU nae of providing our seacoast cities with fortifications. 

e have been making liberal appropriations for this purpose for 
the last few years. 

I have scanned these details, and I am sure that it is not possible 
for us to very greatly reduce these expenditures in the next few 
8 Therefore it is that I welcome any suggestion that the 

nator from Maryland may have to make, with the hope of sccur- 
ing now, what we did not secure in 1894 by means of the tariff 
bill then , a revenue sufficient to meet our expenses. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator sits down, I want to ask one 
question as to a part of his statement which goes to the country, 
and itis obvious enough, I suppose. Would notthe transferring, 
asthe result of an inadequate protection of the sugar-refining 
business, to other countries tend very largely to prevent the estab- 
lishment in this country of the business of raising cane and beet 
ala d for our domestic consumption? 

r. ALLISON. There is certainly no doubt of that. The deal- 
ing with this great sugar question, from the time of its production 
to its final consumption, is an entirety; and if we are to foster and 
protect it in our country, we have got to do it with the work in our 
country. + 
Mr. HOAR. I put that question to the Senator because I have 

heard it said more that once on this floor that the framers of this 
bill were indifferent to the icultural interests of this country. 
Now,if I understand it—whether the details be right or wrong 
I am not competent to discuss, and there is no time to discuss them 
now—but if | understand the attempt of the Senator from Iowa 
and his associates, it has been to establish, encourage, and promote 
a great agricultural interest of this country, which shall be enabled 
to supply not foreign markets, but the home market, which is now 
largely s by other countries; and it seems to me that the 
gentleman shuts his eyes to the effort of the framers of this meas- 
ure who does not see that the struggle over this sugar scheme 
which we are making with our Democratic and our other oppo- 
nents is a struggle to establish one of the greatest, most profit- 
able, and most valuable agricultural industries that we can possibly 
get for Vd crie of supplying our home market. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave failed to be understood if I did not say 
in the beginning that but for the fact that we all believe this 
schedule will secure at an early period the production, from beets 
chiefly, of the sugar necessary for the consumption of the people 
of our country I would not support this sugar schedule. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa knows 
the great respect I have for him, but three years ago, upon the 
floor of the Senate, he made this statement: : 

I pause here to call attention to the fact that the sugar schedule as it is 
now pro is in its essence a capitation tax, a tax upon every man, woman, 
und child in the United States of A. 

He said at another time what I think the Senator from Califor- 
nia [Mr. WHITE] probably read a while ago: 

If I had my way, 1 would strike from this bill every vestige which A 5 
vides a duty on sugar, and I would continue the bounty; * * * and ifad- 
ditional revenue is required, I would look around among the luxuries that 
are consumed by our people and find that revenue. 

To-day, Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa stands upon the 
floor of the Senate and admits that this almost doubles the duty 
which is now contained in the Wilson law. 

Mr. ALLISON. Idid not admit it; I stated it. 

Mr. BERRY. Iunderstood the Senator from Iowa only a few 
minutes ago to say he admitted that the bill largely increased the 
duty—almost doubled it. 

r. ALLISON. Isaid I did not admit it; I stated it. 

Mr. BERRY. "Very well. Then the Senator stated that to be 
the fact. Now he proposes to double this Um Wiener tax. Hesaid 
also, three years ago, that this tax not only applied to foreign 
sugar, but that it nem to the domestic sugar, and that the con- 
sumer had to pay that tax. lshould like to know who gets this 
91 cents on the hundred on the domestic sugar? Does that all go 
to the cane-sugar raiser or does it go to this trust? 

One other word. It is said it is necessary to protect these refin- 
ers in order to prevent the refining business being done abroad. 
It is charged all over this land, and it is not denied by the press or 
anyone that the sugar trust have made millions of dollars 
under the schedule of 1890 and millions of dollars under the sched- 
ule of 1891; yet the Senator admits, if you include the counter- 
vailing duty, as it is called, that these refiners are still — 

. at least to as great or a greater extent than under the Wilson law. 


Why is that? If the sugar trust is all that the Republicans charge 
it with being, why will they not stand here and vote with us when 
we have an opportunity to stop its influence? 

If this organization controls, as is charged, all the politics of the 
country, if it is an organization whose president swore that it had 
contributed to both political parties, an organization which con- 
taminates everything it touches, an organization which has grown 
so powerful that the press of the country says that this Senate dare 
not antagonize it, why can not we give the lie to that charge, and 
why can we not vote here this 5 to take away the protec- 
tion which is contained in this bill, and place that trust upon an 
equality with other men? If they can not make a living in the 
refining business, let them engage in some other business. By 
what system of reasoning can you say to the people of this country 
that you will double this tax upon them; that you will continue 
to give this trust the benefit of this differential by the tax on re- 
fined sugar when it has already grown rich? Why will you say 
that these men can not make a living in the refining business unless 
Congress passes a law to help them make it? 

I think that all professions about the trust should be brought 
to atest. I believed three years ago that there ought to have been 
no 1 given in that bill for the trust. The Republicans 
said they believed it then. I believe it to-day, and now is the op- 
portunity to act. Let us see whether or not you were acting in 
good faith when you made your professions three years ago. 

Mr. STEWART. I am in favor of the speedy passage of this 
bill, but not for the reasons which are ordinarily assigned. It is 
not true that there is any immediate necessity for more revenue. 
There are from one hundred to one hun and thirty million 
dollars of idle money in the Treasury which ought to be in circu- 
lation, and that speedily. There is an immediate necessity for 
paying that money out. We are paying 4 per cent per annum 
interest on the bonded debt, and have, with the reserve fund, 
$230,000,000 idle money in the Treasury. So I am not for the 
immediate passage of the bill because there is any necessity to 
raise more revenue. We do not need more taxes. e need more 
money with which to pay the taxes we already have to pay. 

Iam not in favor of the passage of this bill 8 I anticipate 
any material relief to the country, for Ido not believe that any 
tariff legislation can cure the evils which afflict the country. It 
is said that when a person is afflicted with a cancer, the whole sys- 
tein is out of order. There is a cancer of contraction gnawing at 
the vitals of this Republic which diseases the whole body politic. 

I hear a good deal said about trusts. Trusts are the natural con- 
sequence of falling prices. Thoseengaged in any class of business 
are as certain to unite and curtail production and manage the en- 
tire product when they are losing money as it is certain they have 
any sense whatever. That is the first resort when competition 
will destroy them on account of falling prices, They will adopt 
that course to protect themselves. That is what every manufac- 
turing industry in the country is doing, and what they will con- 
tinue to do. 

The trust, when it is formed, becomes strong; it gets the entire 
combination of manufacturers in that line in it; it allows many 
estabiishments to lie idle, as is done by this sugar trust. Many 
magnificent establishments are idle to-day in the sugar trust. 
Under those circumstances, while prices are continuing to fall, 
nobody else can engage in the business, for if they do ruin is in- 
evitable. So long as falling pricescontinue, the life of the trust is 
continued. Trusts in this country, as I say, are the natural out- 
growth of contraction, and always have n. Nothing makes 
competition possible but rising prices. Then people can go into 
new enterprises. 

Again, it is said there has been much disa 3 in the 
amount of revenue raised by the various tariff ws. Of course 
there has, and there will be. With every avenue of business 
closed, stagnation prevails everywhere. I defy anyone to state 
the name of any class of legitimate business where a young man 
can go forth and have a reasonable certainty of making a livin 
to-day. The opportunities for young men are absolutely cut off, 
The laborer is begging for emp!oyinent everywhere. There are 
millions out of employment; there is no hope before them, and 
there can never be while prices fall. 

If we had stability of prices, young men could do as they have 
done from the foundation of this Government; they could go forth 
and, with their labor and credit as honest and industrious fous 
men, engage in business and make it pay. They could pay for the 
cost of the business establishment and they could build homes, 
Under those conditions this great country was started with homes 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific. They are building none now. 

The principal discussion in every household where there are 

oung men and young women is as to what they will do for a 
iving. Can they marry and make homes as their fathers did? 
All say no. If the fact should be known, you would find the per- 
cen of marriages have fallen off all through the country at 
least from 25 to 40 per cent in the last ten years. That is the re- 
sult of falling prices. It paralyzes everything. The body politic 
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is a paralytic; and the higher taxes you levy the less will be your 
revenue. a 

The Wilson law, with an honest monetary system which would 
maintain the stability of prices, would give you revenue enough. 
You can not calculate on what revenue a tariff law will produce 
on account of anything which has preceded it. You must calcu- 
late that your tax receipts will shrink with the shrinkage of the 
business of the country. If the 70,000,000 people in this country 
were employed, with unlimited resources, the taxes to carry on 
the Government would not be felt. If there were only sufficient 
business for the mass of the people, it would be impossible for 
trusts to form; otherestablishments would start, and there would 
be competition; new railroad enterprises would spring up; new 
mining enterprises would be inaugurated; new agricultural de- 
velopments, and new manufactories. All these things would 
follow the establishment of a proper financial system. 

This bill can not produce prosperity, though a great many peo- 
ple have been deceived with regard to it, and many good people 

ave been made to believe that a tariff will bridge the culty. 
It can no more reach the difficulty than you could cure a broken 
leg by putting a poultice on your toe. But many people believe 
it will, and I want them to have the bill as an object lesson. We 
all know that a readjustment of the tariff always produces con- 
fusion in business, and the first year or so it wi o more harm 
than good, as almost every new tariff does. Dissatisfaction 
always springs up. We know the party in power never gained 
d popularity as the immediate result of the passage of a tariff 
bill, and Ido not want the Republican party to gain any popu- 


larity. 

I ^E not want to popularize the gold standard, which means 
slavery. I do not want to popularize robbing the poms of the 
circulating medium. Ido not want to popularize the movement 
inau ted in Great Britain and adopted by the monarchs of the 
world to unite with the money powers and contract the currency, 
take away opportunities, and destroy democracy, which they claim 
they will do and are doing. I do not want to augment the money 
power and diminish the power of man. 

Itisa question between the money powers and man. If you 
take away opportunities and make the people dependent upon the 
money power, you are marching on toward the Asiatic conditions: 
and now we see every day that the march goes on. Wages are 
reduced in every town. Cleveland came out the other day and 
stood for a grand reduction. I do not know how much the per 
cent is, but a grand sweep, leading A to an election. It is man 
against money, and [ am in favor of liberating man. You say 
that slavery has been abolished and the world is making progress. 
Idenyit. Four million chattel slaves were liberated in this coun- 
try, but slavery has made more progress since that hour than in 
&nv one century before. 

The chains of slavery upon 300,000,000 people in India have been 
fastened a hundredfold, while poverty abounds and a ruthless 
Government robs the people. Slavery in Africa has beenestab- 
lished since, A foolish Khedive in Egypt involved that country 
in five hundred millions of debt. Great Britain sent her army 
and navy there to collect it. She placed taskmasters over the 
Egyptians and collects the debt. Of course the Egyptians have to 
labor under the lash to it, and each acre of land has to con- 
tribute from seven to eight dollars a year. It can be done by 
nothing but the most abject and cruel slavery, and this system of 
moneyed slavery is marching on. 

We have heard it in Europe this very year. For the last five 
hundred years Christian Europe has been protesting against the 
march of barbarism and has been protesting against the murder 
of Christians, but when the Christians rose to assert themselves 
in Crete, the Christian powers of Europe united to vindicate the 
right of the Turk to murder Christians. When we are told by 
Gladstone and others that they have murdered 100,000 Christians 
in the last few years, we find Christian Europe combined to aid 
the Turk in his claim of vested right to kill istians. We see 
this. Why isit? It is the money power. It is the bonds which 
Turkey owes. It is because the people of Turkey are enslaved by 
the money power the same as the tians. It is the money 
power that is blotting out liberty in prope: It is the money 
power that deprives this country of its circulating medium, and 
we have a promise of prosperity, a promise of prosperity without 


dethroning the money power, a promise of 3 without re- 
moving this cancer. t them try it, and try it quickly. The 
quicker the better. 


As to this particular schedule, I am not scared about its effect 
upon the trust. There are going to be trusts anyhow, so long as 
the volume of the circulating medium is shrinking. I was opposed 
to the removal of the tariff on sugar in 1890 and the substitution 
ofa bounty. It was done. It was the theory then that we would 
build up home industries. We are told by the managers of this 
bill that the protection here Kiven will have a tendency to develo 
that industry, and it is very likely it will. The land upon whic 
beets can be raised in this country is almost without limit, We 


have enough good land suitable for beet culture to raise beets 
enough to supply the world. That industry is being developed, 
and LK ous that a tariff shall be restored so that the industry 
may ve. 

1 do not like to see a tariff so levied that it will 3 
foster this trust; but you can not kill trusts so long as you culti- 
vate contraction, which is the mother of trusts. You will find 
them everywhere. You will find that your laborers have to get 
together and form trusts. 'Those who are left out of the trusts 
will starve. Labor unions are trusts. You can not provide for 
all unless you provide a lürger volume of money. Otherwise 
every year you must reduce your population. We are reducing 
it very rapidly. There are at least 5,000,000 willing hands who 
can not find anything to do in this country. Those 5,000,000 rep- 
resent 20,000,000 people. Those 5,000,000 are not in the market 
for money. Consequently you have taken away at least one-fifth 
of your population. They do not need money: 

ere may bea great many more of them. You are taking them 
out of the market for money, and therefore reducing your popula- 
tion and the demand for money more rapidly than ever before. 
You are shrinking your industries, throwing men out of employ- 
ment, shrinking this great Republic. You are going on with this 
villainous and cruel policy, which the Republican party will pur- 
sue so long as it suits England, They are unaware that those who 
govern England are in this world's combination to enslave man- 
kind. They are not aware that that is the center of the money 
power. They are not aware that the money combination of Eng- 
i»nd is engaged in this wrecking business to wreck the world, 
qur are not aware of that. They do not give heed when it is told 
them. 

Mr. Gladstone told them that he would not undertake to esti- 
mate the colossal accumulations of modern obligations held in 
England; that it was too great for estimate. He suggested ten 
thousand millions, and all of them say he was far below the fact. 
He said to allow silver to be remonetized would be a gracious gift 
to the debtor world that is now compelled to pay in gold. He said 
they might thank you for it, but the statesmen of England who 
consented to extend such a gracious gift to mankind would lose 
theirreputations for sagacity, for shrewdness, for selfishness, and 
he repudiated the idea. 

Now we are sending a commission to Europe to treat with those 
people who have a policy of enslavement and robbery under which 
they are accumulating their millions and through which they are 
enslaving mankind and putting the lash on the back of the 
tians; through which they are maintaining the right of the Park 
toassassinate Christians; through which, I say, they are marching 
on and making the world march on to slavery. e are sending 
commissioners to them and asking them, if they please, for permis- 
sion to such laws as are authorized by our Constitution. 
There is nothing more humiliating than sending commissions to 
Europe asking of monarchies the right to legislate in the great 
Republic of America. 

I want to see all these object lessons given to the people at once. 
I did not oppose the sending of those commissioners, because man 
honest people have been made to believe that it will do some g 
I want them to have the object lesson. Read the English pa 
and see how they are treated there. Who backs this commission? 
Are they backed at home? Does the appointment of Gage, of Rob- 
erts. of Jordan from the inner circle of gold contraction mean 
nothing? 

Right in that connection Mr. Gage goes over to Maryland to 
the bankers’ association, and a resolution is passed (he suggested 
it, no doubt, because he and Eckels were both there) in favor of 
the A gin standard first, last, and all the time. That is telegraphed 
to Europe to encourage and aid your commissioners to persuade 
Europe that this country is for bimetallism. They understand 
perfectly that the gold standard has a fast hold upon this coun- 
try, and they laugh at this proceeding and treat it as a necessity 
growing out of the platform and without a particle of honest 
intention. That is the way you are viewed there, and it is a just 
view. 

I want the pending bill to pass. I want to protect all industries 
alike. I want it to be as good a tariff bill asit can be. I want it 
to be such a tariff bill that the tariff men themselves will say itis 
a good bill, so that there can be no question about it. I want the 
people to see that they can not have hag gehts without money. 

want them to know that if we will not help ourselves Euro 
will not help us. I want them to know that the great ubli 
must stand for itself and by itself. I want them to know that we 
must return to the legislation of the better days of the Republic 
before we can have 8 The quicker this bill is passed 
the better. The wandering commission is on its travels. People 
see what it is doing. 

Now let us see what this will do. Let them see the whole busi- 
ness. It me: that the storm will be so t. so intense, that 
it will melt the hearts of Wall street, even if it does not melt those 
of Lombard street, Wall street may relent, but whether it does 
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or not the people are now organized. They have a candidate in 
e 


the field. y have their 1 It is indorsed by 6,500,000 
men who are in earnest. 1t is reenforced by hun of thou- 
sands every month. It is progressive. 

Last year the organization of the silver forces was made in the 
face of the enemy. They got together nobly under those difficult 

tances. They showed their patriotism. Now they are or- 
8 The enemy has made promises that it can not fulfill. 
e people will demand of you the fulfillment of those promises. 
You can not do it with this bill; you can not do it by sending 
commissionersto Europe. You must give the people more mone 
or you must go out of power, and that ignominiously. The hand- 
writing is on the wall. You have to reorganize now in the face of 
a determined, aggressive foe, which has suffered wrongs that it 
will right; suffered wrongs under which it smarts. 

Do not fear that when the silver forces get into power they will 
retaliate. They are not in that mode of thinking. They are the 
American people. They believe in the greatest good to the great- 
est number, and will injure no one. They furnish an ade- 
quate ipu s f money for the development of enterprises, and 

the mills and the mines and give employment to all, and 

oe ship of = under full = ge = — on etna 
road of prosperity. It is coming, and do not forget it. ing 
we Del da to facilitate its m we are here ready to do. We 
want you to go ahead with your schemes, which we know are 
futile, and which we can prove mathematically can not work. 
Consequently we coo te to facilitate their passage. 

Mr. CAFFERY. . President, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON] referred to me in his remarks as having charged the 
Republican party with being driven to sugar, a Democratic arti- 
cle of revenue, on which to raise sufficient money to meet their 
ideas of how much money there ought to be in the . So 
that none of us on this side should be left under the impression 
that the tariff imposed upon sugar is intended for revenue, he dis- 
claimed any purpose of that sort, and the tariff imposed in this 
schedule, he said, is proposed solely for protection. 

After depicting the great benetits to accrue to the people from 
the culture of the beet, he went on to say that the refiner of the 
United States ought to be protected. He was aided and abetted 
in that idea by the Senator from Massachusetts, who stated thnt 


the Republican d party could not be charged with any forgetfulness 
of the interest of the agriculturist, as this tariff would stimulate 
the growth of beets and very materially advance the interests of 


the farmers in that section of the country where beets can be 
gov. Nothing could more accentuate the difference between 

e Democratic and the Republican principle than the tariff upon 

,the Democratic side placing it entirely on the revenue basis 
and the Republican side on the protective basis; and it was very 
carefully stated that this tariff would not have been imposed for 
the sugar-cane planter, but for the beet grower. 

Mr. ident, we have heard almost pathetic appeals for the 
American sugar-refining interest, We have been told that it 
would be a tevilif this industry should be transferred from 
the United States to some foreign country, this industry which so 
ion ey the general industrial condition of the United States. 
Does the American Sugar Refining Company need any artificial 
aid in the way of legislation? Are we left in any doubt on that 
p Is there any inferiority in labor or in any other condition 

tween refining in the United States and refining abroad? We 
are not left in ay doubt on the subject. I will read the testi- 
mony of Mr. Theodore Havemeyer before the Committee on Ways 
pon Me of the House in 1880, He was asked this question by 

A er: 


Speaking of the com: tion between the refi: interests in this count: 
and the . ou be a d 


refining e to compete in the busi- 

ness market if there was perfect free in sugar? 
Mr.HAYVEMEYER. We would beat them. We can refine sugar here more 
Gheaply than they can in England. 
This was in 1880. Again, on the 22d of February, 1881, the fol- 

lowing discussion ensued: 

Mr. Frye. In conversation with Mr. Havemeyee yesterday he said that the 
objection that he had st the Carlisle bill would be removed 


5 
ed the low-grade sugars d be imported into this country, re 
End under „ that American ners d 


of "Treasury rescribe; that any im; S mA; 
be transferred from such E without pa t of duty, ‘and that the 
may be exported free of du 
nited States on payment of t 
d thereon had they been imported in a condition in which they 
'The àmendment I submitted to Mr. French this morning. 
To that Mr. Havemeyer said: 
I spoke to Mr. FRYE yesterday in reference to the amendment which I gave 
him. * * * Thisamendment was meant only to bea saving clause in case 
there was a possibility of the Carlisle bill passing. 
. HAVEMEYER. 


amount to 


Mr. HAVEMEYER. The export of refined sugar would be increased very 
materially. I do not see why, under free trade in sugar, we could not supply 
a very large proportion of the world's consumption. 


Again the question was propounded to him: 


9: Have you made any money in your business in the last ten years? 
Do you mean Havemeyer & Elder? 


Yes, sir. 
re Yes, sir; lots of it. I do not believe that anybody else has. 


Why these tears in favor of the American Sugar Refining Com- 
pany? Why these pathetic appeals in behalf of a company the 
main official of which as early as 1880 testified explicitly that they 
were not only on an equality with foreign refiners, but that the 
could more shan compete with them? And when the Carlisle b 
was pending, which imposed a large duty upon raw sugars, they 
said if they could export their sugar and get a drawback equal to 
the duty, it was all they wanted. 

Mr. President, what aid in the shape of additional tariff on the 
refined sugar can the American Sugar Refining Company ask at 
this late day? Isit possible that the Senate of the United States, 
in view of this testimony, can add to the already enormous ac- 
cumulations of the American Sugar Refining Company; can add 
to their power to place upon the American people whatever price 
for sugar they desire, up to the rag ted point at least, and 
that importing point is so high that the margin for them to oper- 
ate upon is very large, and results in an enormous gain to them? 

It has been asserted by the Senator from Iowa, and I believe b 
the Senator from Massachusetts, that great benefit to the aa: 
cultural classes would flow from the stimulus of the culture of 
beets. We heard the other day in the Senate a most eloquent 
appeal in behalf of the corn grower, the wheat grower, the oat 
grower, the raisers of small grain all through the United States, 
in behalf of an export bounty directly, not indirectly. 

The Senator from Utah . CANNON], who made that eloquent 
appeal, did not want the benefit of the farmer to be filtered throngh 
a benefit to the manufacturer, because he stated that the filtration 
process had never come down to the farmer; that the principle 
upon which the manufacturer was protected was to benefit the 
agricultural classes by making a larger home demand and stimu- 
lating home production, so that the home supply would find a 
home market readier, easier, and more profitable. But he demon- 
strated the fact that the man: t all he had, and he ap- 

ealed to the Senate of the United States to relieve by direct 

unty the raisers of small grain throughout the United States 
who had never enjoyed and who never will enjoy the benefit of 
protection in favor of any other class. 

Mr. President, suppose for the moment that beet culture is un- 
dertaken under the stimulus of this high tariff and that there is 
an amount of beets in the United States sufficient to mpy the 
home demand for sugar. What would be the consequence ey 
will come to the doors of Congress, if the time ever arrives when 
they can be stimulated up to producing enough to supply the home 
demand, and ask for more and more protection. e have an ex- 
ample to-day in 5 that effect. Every year the agrarians 
are beseeching the Reichstag not only for a continuance of the 
prevailing bounty, but for more and more bounty. 

Then will come the time to apply the logic of the Senator from 
Utah. If you have one agricultural industry in the United States 
living under a bounty, there is no reason why we should not have 
all agricultural industries protected by a bounty. If the beet 
growers of the United States are not only to be stimulated by 
protective tariffs to make enough su to supply the home de- 
mand, but continued in that business by further and larger boun- 
ties, why can not the corn grower, the wheat grower, the hop 
grower, the cotton grower, and every other agriculturist ask for 
the same protection or its equivalent in bounties? 

The whole principle is wrong. It does not stand upon any legit- 
imate law of trade. This vast industry of Germany and of con- 
tinental Europe is rotten at the base. It has no rational support. 
Artificially stimulated beet sugar can not compete with the cane 
product, and it is a most conspicuous instance, in my opinion, of 
the absolute failure of the doctrine of protection. 

We on this side believe, or most of us, that governments have 
no right either by protective tariffs or bounties to indicate to the 
citizen what business he shall follow. We believe that individuals 
should pick out their own pursuits. They have the ability and 
the intelligence to know what is better for them to pursue, and 
whenever governments come in by artificial bounties, tariff pro- 
tection, or subsidies to induce the citizen to go into occupations 
notadapted to his surroundings, the governments make a fatal 
mistake; the gorenaren usurp the oe that ought to be 
left to individual sagacity and individual industry, and build n: 
industries, top-heavy, without substantial bases, and surely doom 
to destruction in the long run. 

Now, after reading this testimony about Mr. Havemeyer, I want 
to know upon what ground the American Sugar Refining Com- 
pany is entitled to the high protection granted in this bill? Here 
is the evidence direct, before the formation of this trust, which 
dates from 1887, that they are not only upon an equality, but that 
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they can refine sugar in this country with greater facility and at 
a —.— cost than in any other place in the world. 


The PRESIDING OFFI 
ordered on agreeing to the amendment, the Secretary will call the 
1l 


roll. 

Mr. BACON. I ask that the question may be stated. There 
have been a number of speeches made, and it is impossible to tell 
what is the exact status of it. 

TheSECRETARY. TheCommitteeon Finance propose, on page63, 
line 22, paragraph 208, to strike out **eight hundred and seventy- 
five one-thousandths” and insert ** ninety-five one-hundredths ;" so 
as to make the paragraph read: 

206. Sugars not above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, tank bottoms, sirups 
of cane juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete and concentrated mo- 
lasses, testing by the polariscope not above 75 he eaa vg cent pee: pound, and 
for every additional . wn the * — scopic test, one-hun- 
dredths of 1 cent per pound additional, an fractions of a degree in propor 
tion; and on Me sea above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, and on all sugar 
which has gone through a pices of refining, 1 cent and ninety-five one-hun- 
dredths of I cent per pound; molasses testing above 40 d and notabove 
50 degrees. B cents per gallon; testing 56 and above, 6 cents per . 
lon; sugar and sugar sweepings shall be subject to duty as molas- 
ses or sugar, as the case may be, acco to polariscopic test; sugars, tank 
bottoms, sirups, cane juice or beet juice, melada, concen melada, and 
concrete and concentrated molasses the product of any country which pays, 
directly or indirectly, a bounty on the export thereof, whether imported di- 
rectly and in condition as exported therefrom, or otherwise, shall pay. in 
addition to the foregoing rates,a duty equal to such bounty, or so much 
thereof as may be in excess of any tax co by such coun upon such 
ex article, or upon the beet or cane from which it was produced: Pro- 
vided, That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to abrogate or 
in any manner impair or affect the visions of the treaty of commercial 
aan rr concluded between the United States and the of the Ha- 
waiian Islands on the 30th eA of January, 1875. or the provisions of any act of 
Congress heretofore passed for the execution of the same. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HANNA (when his name was called). I 
junior Senator from Utah . RAWLINS], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. If he were 
present, I should vote “nay.” A 

Mr. KENNEY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote **nay." 

Mr. FAULKNER (when Mr. Murpry’s name was called). I 
was requested by the Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY] to 
state, in case this vote occurred in his absence, that he was tem- 

orarily called out of the Senate, and is paired with the Senator 
rom Now Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], The Senator from New 
York Lu MonPuY] would vote “nay” if present. 

Mr. PRIT (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLaunrN]. 
If he were present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr.T MAN (when his name was called). Did the Senator 
from Nebraska . THURSTON] vote? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON] has not voted, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
p THURSTON], and therefore withhold my vote. If he were 

, Ishould vote ** nay." 

Mr, WARREN (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. Not know- 
ing how he would vote if present, I withhold my vote. 

e roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. Iam pai 
from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK]. If 
te nay.” 

Mr. BATE, I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. HARRIS of 
Tennessee] is temporarily out of the Chamber. He is paired, 
however, with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. If my 
coll e were here, he would vote “ nay. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I will transfer my pair with the junior 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLaurin] to the junior Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. PLATT], and vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr.HANNA. Itransfer my pair with the junior Senator from 
nn M RaAWLINS] to the junior Senator Massachusetts 
[Mr. LopGE], and vote ** yea." 

Mr. G (after having voted in the affirmative). I wish to 
ask if the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted, 

Mr. GEAR. Iwithdraw my vote, being paired with that Sena- 
tor. If he were present, he would vote ‘‘nay " and I should vote 
„ea.“ 

r. CLAY. On the statement of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Hanna] that the junior Senator from s [ee Lopcx] 
will n ired with the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw- 

5 vote nay.“ 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to announce that on this vote the 
. CANNON] is paired with the Senator from 


Rhode Island [Mr 
e Islan : RICH]. 
Mr CHANDLER (alter ing voted in the affirmative). I 


with the junior Senator 
were present, I should vote 


The yeas and nays having been | 


am paired with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY], 
and therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I desire to announce that on since aps » 
McLauniN] is paired with the Senator from North Caro > 
PRITCHARD], and that the p of my colleague has been trans- 
ferred to the Senator from New York [Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will transfer my pair with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] to the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER], and vote. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. MORGAN (after having voted in the nee I wish to 
inquire whether the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Quay] has voted? 

2 . e OFFICER. He has not voted, the Chair is 


ormed. 

Mr. MORGAN. I withdraw my vote. I am paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. ch 

Mr. MANTLE. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia 

Mr. Martin]. I find that the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 

ILLMAN] is paired with the Senator from Nebraska . THURS- 
TON]. e Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Taurston] would vote 
“yea” if present, and the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin] 
would vote “nay.” The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN] and myself desire to transfer our pairs, so that we may vote 
upon this x ition. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. TIL I vote **nay." 

Mr. MORGAN (after having voted in the negative). I transfer 
my pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] to the 
ee from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and will allow my vote to 


The result was announced -yeas 32, nays 80; as follows: 


YXEAS—3. 
Allison, Foraker, McBride, Proctor, 
"Burrows, Frye, McEnery, Sewell, 
Carter, Gallinger, McMillan, Shoup, 
Cullom, Mason, a 
Davis, Hansbrough, Nelson, S 
Deboe, Huwley, Perkins, W. 
ins, Hoar, Platt, Conn. Wetmore, 
Fairbanks, Jones, Nev. Pritchard, ilson. 
NAYS—30. 
. Daniel, Mallory, Roach. 
Bate, Fa ^ Mantle, Till 
r „ Mills, Turpie, 
. — Heitfeld M ^ Walthall, 
‘affery, eitfeld, organ, 
Chilton, Tom Ark. 8 ite. 
J * * tigrew, 
Cocke Lin 5 Pett 
NOT VOTING—37. 
Aldrich, George, Martin, Smith, 
fake Harris, MS Trhurelon, 
er, u * 
Cannon, Harris, Tenn. Y Turner, 
Chandler, Kenney, Platt, N. Y. Warren, 
: Lodge, 
McLaurin, wlins, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the words “‘and 
on F the word “color,” in line 20, page 63, para- 
gra G 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 206, page 63, line 20, after the 
8 color,“ strike out the words and on all sugar; so as to 
read: 

And on sugar above No. 16 Dutch standard in color which has gone 
through a process of refining,.1 cent and ninety-five one-hundredths of 1 
cent per pound. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I was out of the Chamber for an in- 
stant when the debate closed and the Senate proceeded to vote a 
few minutes ago. I wanted an opportunity to make some repl 
to a statement made by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON 
when he had the floor. He stated that, taking the thirty-eight one- 
hundredths of a cent tariff to countervail a bounty out, between the 
rates of the pending measure and the ratesof the Wilson Act there 
was practically no difference. I wish to say that, taking the value 
of German retined sugar which the Senator from Rhode Island 

Mr. ALDRICH] stated as being the price of the lowest grade of 
erman refined sugar, counting in the thirty-eight one-hundredths 
of a cent countervailing duty, the difference in the profit to the 
refiner is 52.1 cents under the present measure and 134 under the 
present law. 

The thirty-eight one-hundredths of a cent is as much a part of 
the tariff tax im upon sugar as is the 1 cent on 75; that 1 
cent on the 75 polariscopic test is as much a tax as is the $1.95 a 
tax on a hundred pounds. 

No man can make a fair calculation of the amount of the tariff 
paid upon refined sugar who does not count in the two different 
elements in which the tax is levied. Upon one is $1.95 specific 
and 38.3 countervailing duty upon the other. Each is proposed 
by the same bill; each is a provision for a direct tax to 
upon the sugar when it comes into this country; and how any 
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"man can propose to strike one feature out for the purpose of making 
comparison with another is beyond my comprehension. 
There is a similar tax in the law as it stands now, a tax of ten 
one-hundredths of a cent imposed on German sugar or sugar 
from countries that pay a bounty. This 13} cents carries 
that 10 cents imposed under the present law. When the Senator 
from Iowa proposes to drop the thirty-eight one-hundredths of a 
cent out of the 52 cents that the bill provides for, and claims that 
that makes it the same as the Senate bill, he does not out the 
same tax in the other calculation. Take 38 cents off of 52 and it 
‘leaves 14; and if you do not take 10 out of 131, it leaves 133 and 14 
close together. But by what sort of reasoning the Senator from 
Iowa can persuade himself that the 38 cents ought to be dropped 
out of one and the 10 cents not dropped out of the other is beyond 
my comprehension. 
r. President, the truth is, as I stated yesterday, that 2.30 is not 
a fair basis for a calculation of the value of these sugars. The 
-value of this sugar [exhibiting] was stated by the Senator from 
"Rhode Island to be 33 points higher than the German ulated 
sugar that he took in his calculation. This is Eng 8 95 
Eg Here! Here is the Havemeyer & Elder sugar. [Exhibit- 
.] Here is the EN [exhibiting] made out of cane by the 
American refiners, and the two are exactly alike. 

The Senator from Rhode Island stated that this sugar [ee 
hibiting] was worth 230. He admitted that that sugar je ib- 
iting] was worth 33 points more. This is exactly like the English 
sugar that he admitted was worth 33 points more. 

hen, instead of taking 230 as the value of the refined sugar 
which is to be compared with the raw, you ought to take 263 as 
the basis, and, counting in the 38 on the one side and the 10 on the 
other, the difference would be eighty-five one-hundredths of a cent 
under the Senate bill and thirteen and a half under the Wilson 


Act. 

Mr. President, that runs through this schedule from top to bot- 
tom. It can not be gainsaid nor denied. It is the simple, plain 
truth. The 38 cents is as much a part of the tax as anything else 
in it. 

I have made this calculation, comparing the German refined 
sugar, which carriesa tax of thirty-eight one-hundredths of a cent, 
with cane sugar, that has no bounty at all. If German raw was 
used to make the refined sugar, it would be fair and right to count 
in a tax of twenty-one one-hundredths of a cent inaddition to the 
cost of the raw to compensate for the tax paid on theraw material 
that is used by the refiners; but in point of fact 75 per centof the 
sugar consumed by the sugar refiners is cane sugar; itis not beet 
2 sugit atall. A very per centof beet sugar is used, if any 
at all, 

The beet sugar that comes here is refined sugar. The sugar 
that is Brought in competition with it is the refined sugar made 
of cane by the refiners. Hence it is fair, it is entirely legitimate, 
to count in the thirty-eight one-hundredths as against the refined 
sugar and treat the other on the basis of raw without any differ- 
ential whatever. It seems to me to be perfectly plain. I was 
unwilling for the statement of the Senator from Iowa to go with- 
out challenge; but of course I know it will make no difference so 
far as the action of the Senate is concerned. 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to ask my colleague a question. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. I want to know whether the protection to the 
refined sugar is greater under the Aldrich amendment or under 
the caucus amendment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is greater under this amendment. 

Mr. BERRY. Under the caucus amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will give two or three points to 
show the case exactly. The difference on 96 sugar under the Sen- 
ate bill as first proposed was 41.4 cents. The difference under the 
pending measure is 52.1 cents. Take 88 sugar, which is the stand- 
ard of muscovados. The differential under the original Senate 
bill was 50 cents on the hundred pounds. Under the proposed 
measure it is 58.7 on a hundred pounds. That runs through from 
88 to 100. These tables will go into the RECORD. 

Mr. GORMAN. What is 88 under the present law? 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Sixteenandone-half. It was, under 
the Senate bill as first pro , 50 points. In the one pending 
now it is 58.7. Under the Wilson Act it is 161. The 96 was 41.4 
under the bill as first reported, and it is 52.1 under the bill as 
pending now, and it waa 131 under the Wilson bill. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I ask the Senator from Arkansas whether in 
any event the retaliatory or com 


satory duty under the pro- 
bill is not 28 points higher the retaliatory duty under 
e existin 


law? 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is 28 points higher on refined 


sugar. 
Mr. LINDSAY. That is what I meant. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Raw carries 27 


ts, 


sugar points, instead 
of 38, at the present time in Germany, whereas it formerly had 10 


per cent on all sugar—one-tenth of a cent, 
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Mr. President, if the Senator from Iowa is willing to allow this 
amendment to go over until to-morrow morning, I should prefer 
not to proceed afternoon. I have a statement to make in con- 
nection with it which will not take very long. If the Senator 
does not object, I prefer not to make it now, but that we shall have 
an adjournment. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. Why not take up the next amendment offered 
by the committee? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, What is that? 

Mr. ALLISON. The one-tenth. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Thereis a general feeling on this side 
of the Chamber that we desire to adjourn, and I hope the Senator 
from Iowa will not insist upon proceeding further this evening. 

Mr: ALLISON. Ire; that we are not making more rapid 
progress with the bill. I now ask the Senator from Arkansas if we 
can not have an understanding that on Monday we shall begin 
our sessions at 11 o'clock? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have said that we on this side are 
as anxious to get on with the bill as anybody. We do not want 
to sit into the dog days any more than an body else; but we want 
to have a reasonable time given usin which to examine the bill 
as we go along and state our objections to it. We think that the 
bill has progressed with a reasonable degree of rapidity; but the 
sugar schedule is a most important one; and it was to be expected 
that some time would be taken in its discussion. There is prob- 
ably no other provision in the bill which will take as much time 
as 


I do not think it reasonable to ask us to begin our sessions as 
early as 11 o'clock on Monday, though, so far as I am concerned 
and I believe it meets the approval of my colleagues—I shall be 
willing on some day later to agree to meet at 11 o'clock, provided 
we adjourn at 5. I would not consent to that as early as Mon- 
day or Tuesday next, but say Thursday or Friday next week. If 
we can make arrangement of that sort now, I shall have no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihope the Senator can agree to meet on Tues- 
day at 11 o'clock. Iam willing to compromise between Tuesda 
and Wednesday at 11 o'clock. As to the hour of adjournment, 
DIN that should suit the convenience of the Senate from day to 


y. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iam willing to compromis? on Thurs- 
pag d We are gmg pery close together, and there ought not 
to be much difficulty about that. 

To be entirely frank with the Senator—we had some private 
conversation about this matter, and the Senator knows our feel- 
ing on this side—I am willing to agree to meet at 11 o'clock, say 
on Thursday of next week. I suppose I ought to have begun 
by fixing Monday week, so as to give a little more margin to fall 
back upon, but I must stand up a little more obstinately and 
make it IA 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the matter go over, then. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can arrange that when the time comes, 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope we may go on a little longer this even- 
ing. Iam willing to take up the next amendment of the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. So far as I am concerned, if we are 
to be compelled to remain in session, I should prefer to take the 
amendments as they come in their order. I do not want to re- 
main in session longer, but if the Senator insists on it, so far as I 
am concerned, while I shall not make any motion to adjourn, I do 
not feel that it is just and fair to keep us here longer. 

Mr. VEST. I appeal to the Senator from Iowa to let us adjourn. 
I have some remarks to make on this schedule. I do not want to 
go on to-night, and my colleague on the committee [Mr. JONES 
of Arkansas] says he does not want to go on to-night. You will 
make time by acceding to our request. 

Mr. ALLISON. If I could be assured that we should make 
time by adjourning now, I would not object. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I assure the Senator that he will make 
time. 
Mr. ALLISON. That seems to be satisfactory. 


Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CarrFERY] 
make the same assurance? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes; I will say also that you will save time. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to give notice of an amendment intended 
to be proposed at the end of paragraph 206, which I should like 
to have read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Massachusetts will be read. 

Viu At the end of paragraph 206 it is proposed 
to T: 
Provided, That the President of the United States shall appoint a commis- 
sion, to consist of five persons, who shall report to Con; at its next reg- 
ular session conce the condition of the industry of producing and refin- 
ing sugar in the Uni States, and what policy is best adapted to procuring 
a sufficient supply of sugar for the pe of the United States at the least 
cost, and to encourage and promote re Bons the United States of a suf- 
ficient supply of sugar for domestic consum: n, and what amount of duty 
en of Sugar is necessary to enable business of refining sugar in 
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the United States, to be conducted at a reasonable and moderate profit, and 
also what amount of duty upon such imports is expedient, having reference 
to raising a suflicient revenue to provide for the public expenditure; and to 
report sucb facts in to the business of ducing and refining sugar, 
and whether the same isso conducted as to enable persons inte: therein 
to exercise an improper control over the market: and such other facts asthey 
may consider important and pertinent tothe subject-matter of their 1 
rud more than members of said commission to belong to the same polit- 
party. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Massachusetts will be printed. 

Mr. CARTER. I submit at this time an amendment intended 
to be proposed to the pending bill, which I ask may lie on the table 


and be printed. 
s That order will be made, in the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
absence of obiection. 

Mr. MANTLE. I submit an amendment which I intend to 
propose to the pending bill, and, as it is very short, I ask that it 
may be printed in the RECORD and that it be also printed sepa- 
rately as an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.  Isthere objection tothe request? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. E 
> 55 amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. MANTLE is as 

Ollows: 


Amend section 23, page 212, line 8 of Senate report, by inserting after the 


word "consumption " the following: f 
“ Provided further, That in st to lead ores imported under the pro- 
either be reexported 


visions of this section the refined metal set aside 
or the lar duties paid thereon within sixty days from the date of the 
receipt of the ore.” 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened and (at 5 o'clock and 
25 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Satur- 
day, June 12, 1897, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 11, 1897. 
SUPERINTENDENT OF CHARITIES. 


Herbert W. Lewis, of Maryland, to be superintendent of chari- 
ties for the District of Columbia. 


CONSUL. 


Harold S. Van Buren, of New Jersey, to be consul o? the United 
States at Nice, France. 


ASSISTANT APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 


Michael J. Brown, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant appraiser 
„ in the district of Philadelphia, in the State of Penn- 
Sylvania. 

Fred P. Viucent, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant appraiser of 
pes ses acl in the district of Philadelphia, in the State of Penn- 
sylvania. 


DEPUTY AUDITOR FOR INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


Robert S. Person, of South Dakota, to be deputy auditor for 
the Interior Department. 


SUPERINTENDENT OF MINT. 


Frank A, Leach, of California, to be superintendent of the mint 
of the United States at San Francisco, Cal 


ASSAYER OF MINT. 


William M. Lynch, of Louisiana, to be assayer of the mint of 
the United States at New Orleans, La. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Medical Inspector James M. Flint, to be a medical director, 

Surg. Charles U. Gravatt, to be a medical inspector. 

P. A. Surg. Victor C. B. Means, to be a surgeon. 

Asst. Engineer John K. Robison, to be a passed assistant engi- 
neer. 

P. A. Engineer Edgar T. Warburton, to be a chief engineer. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Mathew J. Orr, to be postmaster at Osceola, in the county of 
St. Clair and State of Missouri. 

A. M. Chisholm, to be postmaster at Hibbing, in the county of 
St. Louis and State of Minnesota. 

F. P. Corrick. to be postmaster at Cozad, in the county of Daw- 
son and State of Nebraska. 

Walter McKay, to be postmaster at Lead, in the county of Law- 
rence and State of South Dakota. 
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SATURDAY, June 12, 1897. 
Prayer by Rev. HuaH JoHNSTON, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


ington. 
fe VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 
'The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of Albert Naylor and 157 
other citizens of Trenton, N. J., praying for the early passage of 
the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Louis D. Culver and 27 other 
citizens of South Amboy, N. J.. praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation for a more rigid restriction of immigration: which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of James Sheridan and 44 other 
citizens of Newark, N. J., remonstrating against the proposed in- 
crease of the tax on beer; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PERKINS presented memorials of James D. Phelan, mayor, 
and sundry commercial organizations. insurance companies, and 
leading merchants of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against 
the abrogation of the Hawaiian treaty; which were referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. : 

Healso presented petitionsof sundry citizensof Alameda County; 
of the board of directors of the Chamber of Commerce of Sacra- 
mento; of the board of supervisors of Colusa County and Yuba 
County, and of sundry other county organizations, all in theState 
of California, praying for the abrogation of the Hawaiian treaty; 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petztion of sundry merchants of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., .praying that farther appropriations for the purchase 
of seeds for free distribution in the United States be discontinued; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

Healso presented a petition of sundry citizens of San Francisco, 
CaL, praying for the enactment of 3 legislation, at 
the earliest possible date, which will adequately secure American 
industrial products against the competition of foreign labor; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cole- 
brook, N. H., praying for the early enactment of a protective-tariff 
law: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of Local Union No. 131, Jour- 
neymen Tailors' Union of America. of Pittsburg. Pa., praying for 
the adoption of clause No. 686 of the pending tariff bill, relating 
to the free imports of wearing apparel. etc., as passed by the House 
of Representatives: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of Frederick W. Ely 
and 44 other citizens of Greenville. N. H., praying for the early 
tes + at of a protective-tariff law; which was ordered to lie on 

e table. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a memorial of the Tobacco Board of 
Trade of Raleigh, N. C., remonstrating against the proposed in- 
crease of 2 cents in the revenue tax on manufactured tobacco; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

RALEIGH, N. C., June 5, 1897. 


DEAR Sin: Whereas the proposed 2-cent increase of revenue tax on manu- 
factured tobacco would, in our judgment, operate simply as an additional 
burden upon the manufacturers, the effect of which would be to further de- 
press and lower the price paid the grower withont bringing in any more 
revenue: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Raleigh Tobacco Board of Trade, That we hereby enter our 
united and earnest protest against said 2 cents increase, or any other in- 
crease of the revenue on manufactured tobacco. and that we believe said 
increase of 2 cents, or any increase or change, would be greatly inimicalto 
the interests of the tobacco business generally, especially the growers of to- 
bacco, upon whom the loss would inevitably fall. 

Resolved, second, That copies of these resolutions be at once mailed to our 


Senators at Washington. 
E. L. FLEMING, President. 
E. W. THOMASON, Secretary. 
Hon. MARION BUTLER, 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. ELKINS presented sundry petitions of citizens of Bayard, 
Morris, and Wheeling, all in the State of West Virginia, and a 
petit on of sundry citizens of Littleton, Va., praying tor the early 
passage of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie onthe 
table 


Mr. HAWLEY presented the memorial of John F. Moran and 
74 other citizens of Danbury, Conn., remonstrating against the 
proposed increase of the tax upon beer; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Worcester Bleach and 
Dye Works Company, of Worcester, Mass., praying for the en- 
actmentot protective-tariff legislation, at the earliest possible date, 
which will adequately secure American industrial products 
against the competition of foreign labor; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 
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Mr. MURPHY presented petitions of Thomas H. Smith, of 
Jamestown; of sundry citizens of New York City, and of 104 


citizens of Brooklyn, allin the State of New York, praying for 
the early of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. Y E 

Mr. presented memorials of 1,406 citizens of Newark, 
of 855 citizens of Newark, of 570 citizens of Hudson County, and 
of 1,400 citizens, all in the State of New Jersey, remonstrating 
against the proposed increase of the tax on beer; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented 8 petitions of citizens of Camden, East 
Orange, Gloucester City, amburg, Harrison, Jersey City, Little 
Falls, Madison, Newark, Asbury Park, Barnegat, Glassboro, Mill- 
stone, Milltown, Elizabeth, Pennsville, Rockaway, Sergeantsville, 
and Waretown, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the 
enactment of legislation restricting immigration; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (S. 2128) for the relief of John 
O'Keane, of the State of Washington; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2129) „granting an increase of 

ion to Josiah D. Fye, of Aurora, Nebr.; which was read 
wice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2130) granting a pension to 
Thomas S. Hancox; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read 7 their titles, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs: - f 
A an (S. 2131) granting an honorable discharge to George A. 
A bill (S. 2132) to correct the military record of Edwin T. 


h; an 
15 bill (S. 2183) to remove the charge of desertion against Henry 

. Snow. 

Mr. WELLINGTON introduced a bill (S. 2134) for the relief 
of C. Wright Geddes, late a first assistant ineer in the United 
States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
8 referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. THU ON introduced a bill (S. 2135) granting a pension 
to Michael Curtin, of Phillips Station, Nebr.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2136) granting a pension to J. L. 
McGee, of Beatrice, Nebr.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2137) to amend section 993 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States for the District of Colum- 
bia, so as to make the 12th day of February a holiday within said 


District; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the, 


Committee on the Library. 
AMENDMENT TO THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 


RETURN OF PAPERS TO JOHN DOLAN. 


On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 

Ordered. 'That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to return to John 
Dolan, of Washington, D. C., ALIM filed by him in support of bills which 
have been introduced for his „and upon which an adverse report has 
been made: Provided, That said John Dolan shall leave with the Secretary of 
the Senate a copy of all papers withdrawn. : 


DIFFERENCES IN RANK. 


Mr. ALLEN. Isubmit the resolutions which I send to the desk 
and ask that they be read and lie on the table subject to call. At 
afuture time I shall ask leave to address the Senate upon the 
resolutions. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the distinction heretofore made in granting pensions by 
speciai e ede e between the equally meritorious widows of officers of 


army and navy and those of enlisted men, sailors, and marines 
is unjust and un-American and should be abandoned, and that hereafter all 


such should be pensioned equally. 
p be it further ved, That diifercacks in rank between citizens of the 


United States when serving as officers and enlisted men, sailors, and marines, 
in the military and naval forces cease by the laws of this country when such 
persons return to private life and take their „ in society. 
and that thereafter no distinction in rank can or does exist between them. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Do I understand the Senator from Ne- 
ee, to request that the resolutions lie upon the table for future 


on 

Mr. ALLEN. Idesire to have the resolutions printed and lie on 
the table subject to cali. Within the course of a few days I shall 
ask the indulgence of the Senate to submit some remarks in their 


ie GALLIN GER. There can be no objection, I will suggest, 


to the course requested by the Senator from Nebraska. I trust 
that the resolutions may not be called up in my absence, because 
I shall probably want to make a motion to refer them to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. It is an important matter, and it ought to be 
considered by some committee. 

Mr. ALLEN. I shall endeavor to accommodate the Senator 
from New Hampshire. It occurs to me, however, that the reso- 
lutions announce a doctrine so plain and so unequivocal that it 
does not septo the wisdom of the Committee on Pensions to 
determine whether they shall be adopted. There has been a dis- 
tinction, an invidious and a cruel distinction, enforced and recog- 
nized in this Chamber during the four years I have been here, and 
I want to put the Senate upon record, if I can, either in favor of 
or against the resolutions, I do not want to have them buried 
out of sight by the mysterious process employed here to strangle 
unpleasant resolutions, putting them in a committee and never 
8 them. 

r. GALLIN GER. I will add only a word. The Committee 
on Pensions at the present time has about 900 bills of every con- 
ceivable kind before it for consideration. Many of them are un- 
just bills. Some, I apprehend, introduced by the Senator from 

ebraska will not receive the favorable consideration of the 
committee. 

Mr. ALLEN. Not because they are not just, however. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, perhaps not, in the opinion of the 
Senator from Nebraska. Ido not think that the Senate will feel, 
at this early period in the Congress, like instructing the Commit- 
tee on Pensions as to their procedure in the consideration of those 
bills. At any rate, Lam willing that the matter shall come up 
for discussion, and perhaps the Benator from Nebraska and I may 
be in full concurrence when we come to hear the arguments, 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be printed and 
lie on the table. : 

Mr. ALLEN. Subject to call. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Subject to the call of the Senator 
from Nebraska. 


UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate as 
a part of the morning business the resolution submitted yesterday 
by the Senator from 5 — [Mr. Harris] 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. Since I introduced the resolution 
heroe I have ascertained that theinformation embraced in the 

ast paragraph was called foronthe25th of May. I therefore desire 

to strike out lines 20, 21, 22, and 23, and have the resolution re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, which will meet, I 
understand, on Y 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The modification suggested by the 
Senator from Kansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out the last paragraph of the resolution 
in the following words: 

And the President is hereby requested to inform the Senate what action, 
if any, has been taken under the provisions of this law to protect the interests 
of the United States, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified. 
The question is on the motion of the Senator from Kansas to refer 
the resolution to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 379. ! 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 
of the United States, the pending question being on the amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. JONES of Arkansas. in paragraph 200. page 
63, line 20, after the word “ color,” to strike out the words “and 
on all sugar;" so as to read: 

And on sugar above No.16 Dutch standard in color which has gone through 
a 8 of refining, 1 cent and ninety-five one-hundredths of 1 cent per 
po 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I listened very attentively yesterday 
to my friend from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] who has charge of the 
bill on the part of the majority of the Finance Committee. I was 
exceedingly anxious to hear his construction of the schedule that 
isnow proposed. We eudeavored upon this side of the Chamber 
to make a distinct, clear, emphatic announcement based upon the 
reports of the best experts who could be reached as to the effect 
of the change now proposed by the majority of the committee. 

It seems to me, with great respect to the Senator from Iowa, 
that it was due to the Senate, to himself, and his party, to state 
clearly and emphatically what is the construction of the other 
side of the Senate in rena to the effect of this change. We 
make the distinct issue before the country that the change largely 
increases the protection given to the trust. We produce the tes- 
timony of the leading and controlling members of the trust to 
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show that they are now roang di per cent net upon their watered 

ital every year, and we challenge the legislation that gives to 
this mon y the enormous increase that we have shown to exist 
in the bill. 

What is the reply of my friend from Towa in charge of the bill 
and representing the majority of the Committee on Finance and 

ibly the majority in the Senate? As I understand him (and 
5 I do him injustice, I hope he will correct me now), his state- 
ment was that he believed there was an increase upon this protec- 
tion if the 38.3 cents of discriminating duty put on in the shape of 
export bounties by Germany was included in the estimate, but 
leaving that out, there was no increase. Not for one single instant 
did the Senator from Iowa undertake to tell us in a discussion of 
the figures what he believed was the exact mathematical effect of 
this increase if the 88.3 cents was included. And by what sort 
of legerdemain (I use the word in no offensive sense) does the Sen- 
ator exclude that 38.3 cents? He might just as well, as my friend 
from Arkansas said yesterday, include the 1.95 m the refined 
sugar. The law puts that 38.3 cents into the estimate, and how 
does he get it out? : c 

Mr. President, it seems to me so plain that this increase has been 
made and has not been answered that it is an insult to the intelli- 
gence of anyone to continue that discussion. I repeat now, in 
order that there may be no sort of mistake about it, and I chal- 
lenge criticism of the table, that there has been an increase be- 
tween what was known as the Aldrich amendment and the pend- 
ing bill upon 96-degree sugar by the polariscopic test of 5 points, 
or 5 cents. : 

Ihave here before me the protection given by each one of the 
four measures, the Wilson Act, the Dingley bill, the Senate com- 
mittee's bill, and the proposed caucus amendment. The caucus 
amendment is higher than any other in its protection. Upon the 
96-de. polariscopic sugar, which the Senator from lowa will 
admit and all experts admit to be the test sugur, it gives an in- 
crease of 5 points over the Aldrich amendment, a large increase 
over the Dingley bill, and an increase from 34 cents protection on 
the 100 pounds under the Wilson Act to sixty-six and a fraction 
see the caucus amendment which is now pending before the 

nate, 

How isthis arrived at? Ichallenge investigation in regard to 
it. We accept, as a matter of course, as the basis of this calcula- 
tion the prices giyen by the Senator from Rhode Island. 1t is 
fair, legitimate, logical, in answering his proposition, to take his 
prices, and certainly neither he nor his friends ought to complain 
if we do so. I believe those prices are too low, but for the sake of 
argument and in all candor and fairness I assume them to be cor- 
rect. We tako the price, for . by Mr. SPEM of 
96-degree polariscopic test, and itis 2.6 cents per pound. Upon 
thatis she duty of 1.63. Adding to that the cost of the sugar itself, 
it would make the cost, duty paid, per pound of sugar at 96 de- 
grees polariscopic, 3.69 cents. 2 : 

Butittakes 107.47 pounds of that polariscopic degree of sugar 
to make 100 pounds of refined sugar. That is according to the 
official statements of the Government published to instruct the 
custom-house officers as to drawback upon the different de; ac- 
cording to the polariscope. Mul ARAS g the amount which I have 
named, the duty and the cost of the sugar, by the 107 pounds nec- 
essary to make 100 pounds of refined, and we have the whole cost 
as 3.96 cents, and if that is subtracted from the cost of the refined 
sugar it would leave the differential and the N at sixty- 
six and a fraction. instead of 61 under the Aldrich amendment 
and 34 under the Wilson Act. 

Mr. President, if these figures are not correct, disprove them. 
If they are not correct, it is due to the people of the United States 
that t.should be done. When the facts come before us indis- 
putably that this trust is making the enormous amount of — rad 
cent clear, and declaring a dividend upon $24,000,000 invested in 
their stock or in their plant, with a watered capital of $75,000,000, 
itis due that these figures should be answered or admitted. Then 
let every Senator take the responsibility that must rest upon him 
for his vote. 

Ihave heard but one excuse for this enormous and outrageous 
taxation, which is utterly indefensible in my judgment, or else 
my able friends upon the other side wouldlong since have defended 
it. It was said here yesterday by the Senator from Iowa that this 
was done not for revenue, but for the encouragement of the beet- 
sugar industry in this country. That position was emphasized by 
the senior Senator from Massachnsetts nx Hoar], who asked 
the Senator from Iowa if this increase of duty had not been made 
for the purpose solely of increasing or fostering the great agricul- 
tural interest of beet sugar in the United States. The rep M was 
that it was done for that puces and, said the Senator from Iowa, 
as the RECORD shows, ** I have failed to be understood if the Sen- 
ate does not know that to be my object." 

Mr. President, I call Mr. Oxnard to the stand in regard to the 
condition of the sugar-beet industry of the United States under 
the Wilson law, the derided act which took off the bounty upon 


sugar, and which Mr. Oxnard, who came before the Finance Com- 
mittee in 1894, declared was clear assassination of the beet-sugar 
culture in this country. I call Mr. Oxnard to the stand before 
the Ways and Means Committee of the House, of which Mr. 
DiNGLEY is chai Hereis histestimony: **In 1880 two-thirds 
of the world's sugar was from cane, while in 1995 two-thirds of 
the world's supply was from the beet. The domestic beet sugar 
increase, in tons," in this country, now, mark it, has been — 
and we will see under what sort of legislation beet sugar and beet 
culture have prospered in the United States—in 1859, the com- 
mencement of the culture, there were 2,000 tons produced in this 
country; in 1890, 2,800. Then the McKinley Act was enacted. 
In 1891, the first year under its operation, there were 5.400 tons, 
from 2,800 in 1890; in 1892, 12,000 tons: in 1893. 20,000 tons. 

Then came the enactment of the derided and depreciated Wilson 
bil. Now mark the figures for 1894, 1895, and 1806, as given by 
Mr. Oxnard, an interested witness upon the other side and presi- 
dent of the Beet Growers’ Association of the United States, an 
owner of three beet-sugar factories, two in Nebraska and one in 
California. In 1894, instead of falling off under the obnoxions 
and iniquitous Wilson bill, which took off the bounty, it increased 
from 20,000 tons to 22,443 tons. The next year it was 20,000, and 
in 1896, according to Mr. Oxnard's estimate, it was 37,000 tons. — 

Mr. COCKRELL. Notwithstanding the general depression. 

Mr. VEST. Notwithstanding, as my colleague says, the gen- 
eral depression and gloom that rested upon the country. My col- 
league on the committee [Mr. JoxEs of Arkansas] teils me that it 
is stated by others to be 41,000 tons, but I will take the most un- 
willing witness of all, the head of the Beet Growers' Association 
in this seers 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me a 
moment? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is due to a correct understanding of this mat- 
ter to say that the beet-sugar factories have not increased under 
the present law. The acreage has increased somewhat, but it has 
increased under a bounty that was offered in my State of five- 
eighths of a cent a pound on refined sugar, and I do not know but 
something of a bounty in California, where the other factory is 
owned by Mr. Oxnard. I think the increase of the beet-sugar in- 
dustry during the last two or three years is due in a very large 
measure to the bounties offered by different States. 

Mr. VEST. Iam discussing the proposition that this increase 
of protection to the trust is in order to increase the culture or pro- 
duction of beet sugar and the cultivation of the sugar beet, and I 
answer the proposition with the statement of the head and front 
of the Beet Growers' Association in this country, the owner of 
these three beet-sugar factories, and it shows that in one 
under the Wilson law the acreage (and I will adopt the Senator's 
word) increased 17,000 tons, equal to the increase in the three 
years under the McKinley Act. 

Mr. ALLEN. But in Nebraska, where two of the Oxnard fac- 
tories are located, the legislature passed an act two years ago last 
winter offering five-eighths of a cent per pound on sugar from 
bests grown in the State, provided the factories would increase the 
price from $4 a ton to $5 a ton for beets. 

Mr. VEST. I understand. 

Mr. ALLEN. Under that bounty the acreage was largely in- 
creased in the State. I think that accounts in a large measure for 
the increased acreage, and therefore the increased output of sugar. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. Oxnard stated first in 1890 that if this bounty 
should be given by the United States Congress he would under- 
take to say that in a very few tige there would be enough beets 
8 in the country to supply the domestic demand for sugar. 

1894 he stated to the committee that if the national bounty was 
taken away, notwithstanding the State bounty in Nebraska, the 
industry would languish and die: to use his expression, that it 
would = assassinated by taking off the national bounty of 2 cents 
a pound. 

Mr. ALLEN. But it has not increased 

Mr. VEST. It has increased, as his own testimony shows, from 
20,000 tons in 1895 to 37,000 tons in 1896. 

Mr. ALLEN. I beg to state to the Senator from Missonri that 
it has not increased as a consequence of the present law; that 
there is no sympathetic relation between the increased acreage 
and the increased output in the country under the present law, 
and that the increase must necessarily be due, in a large measure, 
to the local bounties offered for the growing of beets. 

Mr. CHILTON. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me to 
call his attention to the fact that the price of sugar has fallen 
more than the amount of the local bounty? 

Mr. VEST. There is no bounty paid in California. 

Mr. BACON. I was going to state, if my friend from Missouri 
will permit me, that | know in California the price of beets is $4 
a ton. I had the statement last year from M. Clans Spreckels 
in person that the standing price iu California is $4 a ton. 

Mr. The price of beets in Nebraska was $5 a ton 
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until there was a failure to carry out the provisions of the act of 
1895. Theextra dollar wasdueto the payment of the local bounty, 
which stimulated the cultivation of beets and caused the increased 
acreage. 

Mr. VEST. Whatisthenumber of tons produced in Nebraska? 

Mr. ALLEN. Ican not state the number exactly; I think it is 
something like 14,000,000 pounds. 

Mr. VEST. Fourteen million pounds? 

Mr. ALLEN. Les; Iam talking about pounds, not tons. It is 
in the neighborhood of 14,000,000 pounds. I can not state the 
exact production. 

Mr. VEST. The production in 1896, according to Mr. Oxnard, 
was 37,000 tons, and in 1895 it was 20,000 tons. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. About 7,000 tons in Nebraska in 1896. 

Mr. VEST. According to that estimate, as my colleague sug- 

ts, and I believe he is correct, there were about 7,000 tons pro- 
uced in Nebraska and about 30,000 tons outside of that State in 
the year 1896. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think you will find that my statement in pounds 
is substantially correct. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
to the fact that since the passage of the present law, and I am not 
assailing nor defending the present law, there has been no increase 
in the number of pounds in the United States, nor any enlarge- 
ment of the output of the factories. 

Mr. VEST. In regard to the latter statement. the Senator from 
Nebraska is mistaken. I happened to meet on this floor Mr. W. A. 
Clark, of Montana. who came to us once with credentia!s as a 
Senator from that State and was rejected—a very prominent Dem- 
ocrat and a very wealthy gentleman—and he told me that he is 
now putting up in California a sugar refinery to cost $700,000, and 
he expects to have it in running order in a very short time. 

Mr. ALLEN. What kind of a sugar factory? 

Mr. VEST. Beet sugar, of course. 

Mr. WHITE, If the Senator from Missouri will permit me, I 
will state that the factory to which he refers as being in process 
of construction is located not very far from the city of Los Angeles, 
about 35 miles distant, at a place called Los Alamitos: that it is 
not only in process of construction, but very nearly completed, and 
Mr. Clark will undoubtedly have it in operation in the next cam- 
paign. as they call the sugar season. 

Mr. VEST. I was informed that it would be the largest and 
finest refinery in the world. It is most extraordinary that one of 
the most suceessful men in the annals of American finance should 
make the mistake, if the beest-sugar industry is now dying, of 
meag $700,000, and possibly more, of his money in the face of 
ra conclusions that have been announced here in regard to beet 

ture. 

I had occasion to say the other day that there is one set of men 
in this country not mistaken as to the effect of this legislation. 
Our experts may be Pong: We may be in the fog, as a Senator 
recently a member of this body said; we may ring our fog bells as 
much as we please, but there 1s one class of men in this country 
not mistaken in regard to the effect of this schedule. Our friends 
in Wall street know what it means. Sugar was 118 when this 
caucus amendment was reported. When I spoke in the Senate 
the other day briefly it was 124. It closed last night at 1251. 
Does anybody believe that they do not know what the protec- 
tion is to the trust? Sup you had taken away or reduced 
this protection, what wonld have been the result? Do we not 
know that Wall street would have responded as my hand re- 
sponds to my brain? Do we not know that an electric thrill 
would have gone through that market immediately, and sugar 
would have gone down? But it is going up. and the cry on Wall 
street amongst the speculators is, The trust will get all it 
wants; it has friends in Congress; its interests will'be protected; 
it will continue its enormous dividends of 21 per cent net upon 
preferred and common stock of $75,000,000; itis the best investment 
that can be made. Up with the flag of protection, because it puts 
money into our pockets, and it is for the benefit of all the con- 
sumers of sugar!” 

Mr. McENERY. Mr. President, during the consideration of 
this sugar schedule we have heard a great deal in denunciation of 
the sugar trust as a monopoly, and one which more than any other 
is attempting to crush out the lifeblood and the energy of Ameri- 
can industries. But it is not alone one of the organizations which 
is now meeting with condemnation from the American people by 
reason of the action of the representatives of wealth. the a 

ted and concentrated wealth and power of thiscountry. It has 

n said that there are in the city of New York 250 men who 
could stop the plows in the field, prevent the harvesting of crops. 
prevent your fleet from sailing on the ocean, your railroads from 
traversing the continent. stop the telegraph and telephone mes- 
sages; in fact. by their power put the 70,090,000 people of the 
country into beggary, want, misery, starvation, and death. An- 
other said that Con dare not legislate against the power and 
the influence of Wall street; that it held in reserve a power which 


would always prevent any legislation against the interests of the 
concentrated wealth and power of this country. 


But in the South there is now threatening to strangle its ener- 
gies and to impoverish its people a trust in comparison with 
which the power, the influence, and the ability, if you may so call 
it, of the sugar trust is but an infinitesimal portion. I refer to 
the great American Cotton Company, which controls some new 
process for baling cotton, a trust which has been organized by the 
combination of several rival presses. Its intention 1s to purchase 
the cotton of the South and tobaleit. Failing in this, it is its in- 
tention to establish its presses in every cotton vicinity and bale 
the cotton at the expense of the farmer. 

No cotton planter can to-day buy one of those cotton presses. 
The object of that organization isto control the price of cotton. and 
in failing to do that, to make every planterin the South contribute 
to its wealth and power, and in carrying out the purposes of this 
power they will have at their back, by their influence and their 
money power, every cotton exchange in America and every cot- 
ton exchange in Liverpool, and they will force the planters to do 
their b'dding just in the same manner as the cotton-tie trust forced 
them speedily and at great expense to discard the tying of cotton 
with rope. 

Now, Mr. President, this is à power which everyone on both 
sides of this Chamber recognizes that it is the duty of Congress to 
stop by appropriate legislation. The genius, the ability, the ex- 
perience of Congress will in time apply a remedy, but I say to 
strike down this power, to check this crael wrong to other indus- 
tries in order to reach the influence of this power, is just exactly 
Dui is being done by the opposition to this sugar schedule in the 

nate. 

I have not heard a proposition nor has an amendment been of- 
fered or a suggestion made that, unintentional though it may be, 
has not the eifect of increasing the power and theinfiuence of the 
sugar trust at the expense of the sugar-producing industry in 
this country. This trust receives more benefit from the ad valo- 
rem duty imposed by the Wilson law than from either the sched- 
ule of the bill as it came from the House of Representatives or the 
amendment reported by the Senate Committee on Finance. In 
the bill as it came from the House the trust received the greatest 
protection, and in this way its power was increased. Its mode 
and its manner of controlling the introduction into this country 
of low-grade sugars is beyond the power of anyone to ascertain, 
While it has been attempted in the Senate. no one has ever been 
able to ascertain what percentage of protection the trust gains by 
an ad valorem duty. 

Iknow what is the feeling among the sugar producers of this 
country. They have been alarmed, and are yet in unrest, because 
they believe that it is the intention to so confuse by amendment 
the sugar schedule that, when it gets into tie conference commit- 
tee, in sheer d ration there will be a'surrender to this power 
and a general ad valorem duty adopted. I believe this impressed ` 
the Senate Finance Committee when they changed from a mixed 
schedule to a specific duty. 

It is now in the differential only 73 points more than in the bill 
asit came from the House. "That is small, comparatively, when 
you learn the fact that every sugar producer's interest goes along 
side by side with that of the trust when you measure the advan- 
tages in a specific duty. All they contended for was that the 
duty should be so fixed that it should be certain and determinate, 
and nota duty so arranged that low-grade sugars could be im- 
ported into this country and refined at a less cost than that at 
which they could be 2 on the plantations, and then ren- 
dered into a product fit for consumption. 

Mr. President, I have in my possession a great many facts bear- 
ing on this question of ad valorem duty, but as that question is 
not now before the Senate, I shall not inflict upon this honorable 
body a tedious detailed statement. I will now. in a few words, 
direct my attention to the amendment which is before this body. 

The pending amendment is designed to strike down the dividin 
line between lower-grade suzars, those below 16 Dutch standard, 
and those above, and to make it apply to ull classes of importation. 
Here [exhibiting] is a sample of what is known as standard 6 of 
the soft sugars offered by the American Sugar Refining Com- 
pany to the trade. This sugar polarizes 83.6. Its value on the 
10th day of June was 4.06, granulated sugar on the same day 
polarizing 99.08; difference of polarization, 16.02; difference in 
value, sixty-nine one-hundredths. "That is easily ascertained by 
the proportions 99.08 is to 83.6. as 4.75 is to 3.97. On examina- 
tion of that sugar you will paceivo that it has a good color; it is 
a sugar which is directly sold to the trade; itisasugar which may 
be largely imported. 

I can see no reason for this amendment. In no direction can 
anyone be benefited, except it be Crooks & Co., of New York, who 
import the sugars made by the Scotch and the English refiners, 

The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNEs] was generous in his 
arguinent. He was controlled by a philanthropic motive when 
he said this was the poor man's sugar. It is a fraud and a deceit. 
It contains 164 per cent of water. It is a sugar that deceives the 
ares Its value is 4.06 in the market. It goes into the hands of 
e retailer, and the consumer can not the amount of sugar 
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and of other solids in this ag What is the real value of that 


sugar? Its relative value is only 3.978, and yet the consumer pays 
4.06 for it. What will be the result of this amendment? It will 
flood this country with that kind of sugar. 

Here [exhibiting] is the poor man’s sugar. This is a sample of 
the raw Louisiana sugar, made on sugar plantations by Louisiana 
industry and refined in Louisiana sugar houses. Here [exhibit- 
ing] isa sugar which is slightly darker in color, but which polar- 
izes 94.6. The difference between that and this [exhibiting], 
which polarizes 88.6. is that that is nearly a pure sugar, and was 
worth m the New Orleans market on the 10th day of June 3 cents 
a pound. 

ere [exhibiting] is another, higher in color, larger in grain, 
larizing 99, with only 1 per cent of water in it, and it is quoted 
in the New Orleans market at 3.75. Here [exhibiting] is another 
choice white, larger grain sugar, but the consumer could hardly 
distinguish the difference. That polarizes 99, and its cost is 3j of 
acenta pound. Here E is a very high grade of sugar, 
called confectioners' sugar, used by confectioners and by bakers. 
That sugar is worth only 854, cents per pound in the market, and 
polarizes 99.4. 

Here [exhibiting] comes par excellence the poor man's sugar, 
with only 2 per cent of water in it, which polarizes 98. That is 
sold for 35% cents in the New Orleans market. Here fexus] 
is a choice article, with 1 r grain, though a poorer sugar, with- 
out a single harmful ingrelient init, which polarizes 98.5. That 
is sold for 33. This [exhibiting] is common brown sugar, known 
as off yellow," worth 34 cents p pound, polarizing 97.8. "This 
[exhibiting] is a higher grade of sugar, made on the plantation, 
called plantation granulated,” and that is quoted at 4% cents a 
pound, while the refinery sugar, testing 83.6, is quoted at 4.06 
cents. 

Mr. President, if this amendment be adopted, it will have the 
effect to bring here in large quantities this sugar. It will be sold 
at a reduced price. Consequently these sugars will have to be re- 
duced in price and their manufacture entirely and 3 
destroyed. That will be the effect of the adoption of this amend- 
ment. 

Now, what is the industry to be protected, and what advan- 
tages are to accrue to the country from the adoption of this sched- 
ule? As I stated before, this specific duty, this differential, as they 
call it, is a direct benefit to the manufacturer of these sugars, be- 
cause 85 per cent of these sugars are over No. 16 Dutch standard 
in color and polarize over 85 degrees. We make but few common 
sugars in the State of Louisiana. 

erefore, speaking for that State, I say that the interest of her 
lanters is in the direction of the maintenance of this differential 
uty. Take that off, and you strike a blow at the industry in 
that State. Not only that, but you will put to idleness every bret 
factory in this country. Ido not see, therefore, the patriotism in 
attempting to get at what they call the sugar trust in striking 
down the most important and growing interest of this country, 
one that is more national in its character than any other which 
appears upon any schedule of this tariff bill. 
hy shall you, in order to get at PA enemy, thrust the sword 
through the body of your friend? But that is exactly what you 
are doing. To reach what is called ** a colossal power," they take 
their sword and thrust it through the body of an infant, in order 
to reach and strike down a giant. It is not manly; it is not 
conrageous: and it is not in harmony with American character 
and American intelligence. 

Mr. President, the beet-growing people and the sugar-making 
people are all farmers engaged in adding to the wealth of this 
country by cultivating its soil and by turning into finished prod- 
ucts the things and the articles which they raise on their farms. 
I say the American farmer has a right to demand that he shall 
be permitted to produce in this country everything that we now 
import. That ought to be the underlying principle of all tax laws. 
That is about the Only real and substantial benefit that you can 
confer upo: by tax legislation. Our agricultural exports are 
more than/$570,000,000 per year. It is said that one-half of that 
amount is needed to pay for sugar and many other things which 
we import and which we could make at home. We have paid 
as import duties on articles which we could make in this country 
in the last six years the enormous sum of $1.750,000,000, which is 
as much as the interest-bearing debt of the United States. 

Beet sugar can be produced in twenty-three States of this Union. 
That has been demonstrated beyond question or doubt, and it is 
believed that its successful cultivation can be extended to other 
States. The beet belt runs through Alabama, through northern 
Georgia, South Carolina, North Carolina, and on along the At- 
lantic coast. The introduction of the beet culture gives new life 
and new energy to other industries. It is a fact that wherever 
the beet has been introduced it has increased other crops because 
of the better tilth of the soil, its pulp also being useful for food 
for cattle, and the droppings supplying a good manure for the 
grain crop following. It is a fact that in this country in the vicin- 


2 kA every beet factory land has advanced from 25 to 50 per cent 
value. 

As I have stated and attempted to show by these samples, the 
beet factories and the Lonisiana sugar houses produce a product 
ready for consumption. Under the McKin'ey law a bounty of 2 
cents a pound was paid for all sugars over the 80 test which were 
produced in the United States. That law was attacked by a Demo- 
cratic Congress, which, I say, with reckless disregard of the na- 
tional honor, repealedit, throwinginto distress and into bankruptcy 
and into poverty men who had invested more than $2,000,000 in 
improvements on the promise of the Government. 

that bounty un-Democratic! It was not un-Democratic for 
New Jersey in 1872 to exempt from taxation for a period of ten 
years the machinery and buildings and capital stock of the beet- 
sugar factories erected in that State. Nor was it un-Democratic 
in New Jersey to pass a law in 1881 granting a bounty of 1 cent 
per gone upon all merchantable sugar made from beets or 
sorghum. Nor was it un-Democratic for Delaware to offer a pre- 
mium for the manufacture of beet sugar. Maine, Nebraska, 
Massachusetts, Kansas, all offered bounties, So we have in line 
Democratic and Republican States recognizing the fact that a 
bounty was a proper expedient for stimulating an industry. 

Germany, since 1775, has been fostering the cultivation of beets 
and the manufacture of sugar, and she has been followed by 
France, by Holland, by Russia, and other European countries, 
until to-day it requires 1,437 factories to manufacture the beets 
which are raised on the Continent. 

We import over 1,500,000 tons of dutiable sugar. We send 
abroad, it is estimated, from one hundred millions to one hundred 
and thirty-seven million dollars to pay for it. To manufacture that 
sugar which we import will require the erection of 530 additional 
factories, which will cost the enormous sum of $150,000,000. 

There can be no doubt that with proper legislation and protec- 
tion these factories will be established. What a vast amount of 
money to send abroad, when we have all the essentials which are 
necessary to erect these factories and to keep them in successful 
operation. 

I say every section of this country will be benefited if there is 
any truth in the letters which I have received from Cincinnati 
from Chicago, from New York, from Philadelphia, and from 
over the Union, protesting against the importation of beet-sugar 
machinery free of duty, for the simple reason that they all expect 
to enlarge their factories and engage in the manufacture of sugar 
machinery. Already there are 10,500 farmers engaged in the beet 
industry, and it requires seven factories to manufacture the beets 
which NT raise. In Louisiana one-half of our population is en- 
gaged in the raising of sugar. ; 

Mr. President, a few words as tothe production of sugar in Louisi- 
ana. The soil of Louisiana and the amount of land that can be 
devoted to cane will produce—it is a large estimate, I will admit, 
but it has been so stated by the director of the Louisiana Sugar 
Station—the soil of Louisiana and the amount of land that can 
be devoted to cane will produce one-half the sugar needed to sup- 
ply the entire people of the United States. The soil of our State 
wherein sugar caneisso successfully grown is not so well adapted 
to any other crop. The early history of the colony recites what ef- 
forts the colonists made to raise other crops. and what failures met 
their efforts. It can therefore be understood with what joy and 
with what anxiety as to the futnre the discovery of the adaptation 
of soil and climate to cane production was received when Etienne 
de Bore announced the results of his experience. 

Struggling against uncertainty in legislation, sometimes ruin- 
ous, the sugar industry, by force of necessity, now engages the 
attention of one-half the population of the State; more than one- 
half the capital and at least one-half of its lands under cuitivation 
are devoted to the raising of the sugarcane. This and the manu- 
facture of sugar requires the investment of large capital and gives 
employment to a great army of laborers. It necessitates the use 
of costly machinery, much of which comes from other sections of 
the Union. It demands the best class of work animals, probably 
four times as many as are required in the cultivation of any other 
crop. the mules averaging in cost from $175 to $200 each, all of 
which come from Indiana, Illinois, Missouri, Kentucky, and Ten- 
nessee, It demands the use of large quantities of the best and 
most expensive fertilizers, phosphates, and lime, which come from 
beyond the borders of our State. The implements used, from the 
plow drawn by four, six, and eight mules to the lighter cultiva- 
tors, are furnished by the factories in other sections of the country. 

Even the cane knife, of which we now hear so much in connec- 
tion with the Cuban struggle for liberty, is a costly instrument, 
and comes from the factories of the North. The large number 
of carts and wagons necessary to convey the immense tonnage o 
cane from field to factory come to us from other States. We 
need heavy supplies of chemicals, to apply which the services of 
skillel chemists are employed, and then there are blacksmiths, 
carpenters, coopers, engineers, and sugar ma ters, many of whom 
are drawn from your population during the grinding season. The 
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large army of employees have to be clothed and fed. Their food 
1 come from the fields and factories of the North and 
West. Every section of the North, East, and West feels the bene- 
ficial influence of the cultivation of cane and the manufacture of 
sugar. More than any other industryin the Mississippi Valley it 
adds to the commerceon the great river; more than any otherindus- 
try it adds to the earnings of the railroads; more than any other 
industry it draws supplies from the mills of the East and from the 
Great Plains of the West. 
No agricultural product is made at such heavy expense; com- 
mencing with the most expensive drainage, the cost of seed cane, 
_of more labor than is uired in the cultivation of any other 
crop, more mules and of higher grade, and more wages and costs; 
and all this in the face of the uncertainties of legislation. For- 
tunately, the climate of Louisiana is favorable for the cultivation 
of cane, but the risks involved are necessarily great. The heaviest 
cost, however, isin the manufacturing department of the industry, 
as all modern sugar factories and the necessary implements, even 
some of the old ones, cost from $150,000 to $200.000; such, for in- 
stance, as would turn out from two to four million pounds of 
first-class sugar, running from No. 16 to No. 20 Dutch standard. 
Without assistance from the Government, without sharing 
equally with other industries in the benefits of pots arisin 
from the imposition of a duty, the vast amount of capital employ: 
in the sugar industry in Louisiana will be destroyed; the large and 
roductive area of the State on which the cane is planted will be 
idle; the great and costly mills will go to decay, the walls will 
crumble, and the machinery will be eaten up with rust. The vast 
number of laborers, the skilled scientists and mechanics, will be 
out of employment. Desolation will be where there had been 
romise of a prosperous and happy condition. Is this section to 
a given up to desolation? If so, its effect will be felt in other 
sections. Factories of all kinds in the North and East, and the 
farming sections of the West, railroads and river transportation 
will be disastrously affected. Iam no iculturist, but I am told 
that the beet thrives in the cold and arid sections of the country. 
Lari other things perish, this plant thrives and produces its best 
resu 

Estimate the area of our country that is possessed of such a cli- 
mate, where the farmer has been driven away in an unequal con- 
test with the climate, in efforts to raise cattle and cereals. Here 
is where the beet-sugar central factories have been located to keep 
the farmer in the neighborhood, directing his attention to a new 
industry in order that an inhospitable climate zy i be wooed into 
prs to this country an increase of wealth and of prosperity and 

i fing hope into the breast of the heretofore unsnccessful 
e to be realized in a near future into an active and a paying 
ustry. 

Pas wha I have stated, from the vast amount of interest that 
Louisiana has in the cultivation of rice, of sugar, the output of 
her sawmills, of her salt mines, of her sulphur mines, is there any 
reason for doubting that the Democratic party of thet State is 
committed to protection along Democratic lines to afford the ut- 
most protection that revenue can give with the least burden to 
the people? I believe that this also is the doctrine of the Repub- 
lican party. Ido not believe that either party desires to impose 
unnecessary burdens upon the people. 1 

Mr. President, in some ars there has been criticism made 
upon the position which I have taken before this honorable body, 
but it is no new one to the people of Louisiana. In 1884, when 
theindustries of Louisiana were threatened by adverse legislation, 
Itook occasion to state substantially the grounds upon which I 
now stand. When I was nominated by a Democratic caucus for 
this position, before the vote was taken, so that there should be no 
misunderstanding, although not called on, I went before the cau- 
cus and made the same statement that I did in my inaugural ad- 
dressin 1881. There was not a dissenting voice, and if you will 
go to the newspapers you will find it recorded that when I uttered 
that sentiment there was an outburst of applause. 

If we look at the condition of the country we find that a large 
amount of money will have to be raised in order to support the 
Government. hy more revenue? It is answered by the fact 
that there has been a constant increase in population, in the 
wants and in the necessities of the Government, and this is 
shown by a regular increase of the appropriations every four 
years. e need a large sum of money. It is true that extrava- 
gance has been char; in the expenditure of our revenue, but 
such charges are and will be made as often as one Administra- 
tion Pasig esse another, but the accuser does no better than the 
acc 5 

One Congress is derisively called a billion-dollar Congress." 
It is succeeded by another, which is expected to do better, but 
which, in its turn, exceeds its predecessor in appropriations. I 
have seen no itemized statement showing in wiat on ex- 
pr can be reduced. No one will say that we ought to cease 

uilding war vessels. Each yegrrequires an increase in our Navy. 
The great maritime powers are increasing the number of their 


Ships of war and their armaments, and common prudence demands 
that there shall be no backward step in the progress we have 
already made in building up a formidable fleet. 

- No one demands that pensions shall cease; onthe contrary, there 
is a universal sentiment in favor of so increasing the pension list 
as to provide for every widow and orphan of those who died in the 
Federal service, and for the care of every veteran, not niggardly, 
with a sum barely sufficient to stave off hunger, but liberally, so 
that the 3 years allotted to them shall be passed in ease 
and comfort; so that when their last moments shall come they 
will breathe blessings upon the country they served, instead of 
curses for its neglect and ingratitude. 

No one wants the work on seacoast defenses stopped or the 
Army crippled in its organization or in its usefulness. Wedo not 
want to check the Government in its aid to the unfortunate who 
may be driven from their fields and firesides by floods and must 
necessarily depend upon its generosity to save them from suffering 
andfromstarvation. Ihopenoone will demand that there shall be 
even a diminution in the sums appropriated for the improvement 
of our rivers and harbors, That great highway, the Mississippi 
River, will demand additional sums in order that in the future 
no such disaster as the recent flood shall overtake the people dwell- 
ing along its banks and along those ofits tributaries. Thesethings 
considered, the fact is forced upon us that more revenne is needed 
now than at any time in the history of this country, save in the 
few years when internecine war brought woe to all our people. 

For one I believe in making this country greater. So far as 
the Government can increase its prosperity, it is its duty so to do. 
We hear that there are hundreds of thousands of our people out 
of work. It is certain they are menacing the existing order of 
society and threatening the stability of the Government. Call 
them from the highways and the byways; employ them in building 
ships and fortifications; in improving your rivers and harbors. 
Wherever the Government can expend money for useful purposes, 
let it go and find its way in affording relief to a suffering people. 
Summon up the old Roman spirit in sending out not armies for 
conquest, but armies of busy and contented laborers, imbued, as 
were the old Roman officers and soldiers, with fidelity and devo- 
tion to the government they so well served. 

By our efforts let us bring pp and contentment, peace 
and prosperity, to all the people. In the symbol city of 8 
as the people pass through its hundred paisa let its shield be borne 
aloft inscribed with the mart, the field, the ship, the plow, and 
the loom—with all the symbols of labor and of industry; and let 
the march of the people in progressive prosperity be lit with the 
fires of the forge, the furnace, and the factory. 

I affirm that the true doctrine of Democracy is in line with the 
rapid and progressive development of our country. Ideny tbat 
its principles are directed to the destruction of our industrial 
system, the putting out of furnace fires, the silencing of the busy 
hum of our looms or the whirring of our wheels, or, worse than 
all, to the paying of a premium to foreign pauper labor and the 
impoverishment of our toilers in every industrial occupation. 

In Hamilton’s report (in 1790) upon “Commerce er eee 
tures,"there is not one thing said that is not good Democratic 
doctrine. It committed the nation to the protective system. It 
8 the people irrespective of party to the support of the tariff 
act of 1789, which was the practical beginning of a yrotective era 
lasting till 1816, All tariff legislation until that date was pro- 
tective; all received the support of both parties, Federalists and 
Republicans (Democrats). The tariff act of 1794, which increased 
duties to raise a greater revenue, found stronger epee among 
Republicans (Democrats) than among Federalists. e Repub- 
licans were more inclined to its support because of their opposi- 
tion to the excise tax of the previous session. On March 26, 1804, 
an amended tariff act was passed still further increasing duties. 
The Republicans were in power, and Thomas Jefferson, the great 
apostle of Democracy, was President. 

The acts amendatory of the act of 1789 were all in the line of 
protection. During this period Washington said, in his message: 

Our agriculture, commerce, and manufactures p r beyond example— 


rospe: 
every part of the Union apa s indications of rapid and various improve- 
ments, and with burdens so light as scarcely to be perceived. 


Mr. Adams, in his last message, said: 


I observe with much satisfaction that the product of the revenue during 
the present year is more considerable than at any former period. 


Thomas Jefferson, in his second annual message, said: 


To protect the manufactures adapted to our circumstances is one of the 
landmarks by which we shall guide ourselves. ^ 
'That produced an excess of revenue. In speaking on the 


subject, in his sixth annual message, he said: 


Shall we sup the imposts and give that advantage to foreign over 
domestic manufactures? On afew articles of more weed and necessary 
usethe on, in due season. will doubtless be right; but the t mass 
of the on which imposts are laid are foreign luxuries only 
themselves the use of them. 


by the rich, who can aff 
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Atthe present day if duties were im 


posed only upon articles 
used by the rich and high ade ci to provide the revenue needed 


by the Government there would be absolute prohibition, which 
has been so much discussed as the ruling idea in the bill sent to 
this Senate by the House. In a special message, in May, 1809, 
President Madison said: 

It will be worthy of the just and prudent care of Congress to make such 
further alterations in the laws as will more 3 protect and foster the 
several branches of manufacture which have recently been instituted or ex- 
tended by the landable exertions of our citizens. 

The tariff of 1808 was protective in laying an impost duty on 
cordage, glass, nails, salt, and many manufactures of iron. Pro- 
tection of textiles and of unmanufactured iron had received no 
attention, but the Berlin and Milan decrees and the English or- 
ders in council and the declaration of war against Great Britain 
V Saad attention to the necessity of a revenue tariff with protective 

eatures. 

Mr. Madison urged the passage of the tariff act of 1812 **as a 
means to preserve and promote the manufactures which have 
sprung into existence and attained an unparalleled maturity dur- 
ing the period of the European wars." Calhoun and Lowndes 
joined with Clay in a demand that protection to home industries 
should no longer be secondary to a tariff for revenue only. The 
Republican party of that time, to which the present Democratic 

arty.is the successor, quoted the report of Hamilton to sustain 
ir position upon which the earlier tariff acts had been based. 

This position of the Republicans caused the Federals to ignore 
the traditions of their party faith and to take the antiprotection 
side of the controversy. The Democratic tariff of 1812 imposed 
the highest rates of duty since the foundation of the Govern- 
ment until 1842. It was, it is true, a war tax, in aid of Demo- 
cratic sup of the war. The existing rates were doubled. 
Sugar received protection to the extent of 5 cents per pound: cof- 
fee was taxed 10 cents, tea 36 cents, pig iron 30 per cent, bar iron 30 
per cent, cotton mannfactures 30, woolen 30, and silk 25. 

The tariff act of 1816 was in its entirety protective, rendered 
necessary by the recent war, but its fatality was in taking from it 
this revenue feature, with incidental protection, after three years. 
In 1819, when protection under the act reached the minimum, Great 
Britain began to flood the country with her surplus wares. More 
than twice the quantity needed by this country was imported. 
There was depression in business, and general bankruptcy was the 
result. Thomas H. Benton described the condition of the country 
as follows: 

o pee 55 x S the sheriff mars no 
893 4 ess 3 e e some eden mieu) no 
employment for ind: no sale for the products of the farm. No sound of 
the hammer save that of the auctioneer 5 down 1 Distress 
was the universal cry of the le; relief the ersal demand thundered 
at the doors of legislatures —btate and Federal. 

Relief was offered in the extension for seven years of the pro- 
visions of the tariff act of 1818. It was abortive. A panic lasting 
for several years followed, and relief became im tive. Presi- 
dent Monroe urgently recommended ‘‘additional protection to 
those articles which we pt to manufacture.” The tariff 
act of 1824 was framed. oun now became the leader of 
the free traders. 

Andrew Jackson and James Buchanan supported the bill, which 
recognized the doctrine of protection in a revenue bill more em- 
phatically than any former revenue act. Md a e to the bill 
was more on sectional lines than from any well-defined principles. 
The bill fully recognized the **American system " as a living prin- 
ciplein our politics. Sugar received an import duty of 3 cents 
per pos Coffee was taxed 5 cents; tea, 25 cents; salt, 20 cents; 
pig ron, 20 per cent; bar iron, $30 per ton; glass, 30 per cent and 

cents per pound. 

Manufactures of cotton were taxed 25 per cent, and silk 25 per 
cent. There was such improvement in the financial and industrial 
condition of the country that the Supporters of the act were en- 
couraged to try further effortsin the direction of raising a revenue 
with incidental protection, a necessary aud desirable adjunct. In 
the Twentieth Congress the Democrats were in the majority, but 
they weredivided over the tariff. Those of the North voted with the 
Whigs and the tariff act of 1828. Jackson had carried New 
York, Pennsylvania, and Illinois by his protective-tariff record, 
and the act was in a measure a Jackson tariff law. 

This act also emphasized the American“ idea. and there was 
protection in every change in the act of 1824. Jackson said of the 
protective act of 1821-1828, in his message of 1832: 

Our coun’ resents on every side of rit 
8 per Lee inany arta ot the wor. FF 

ee to the charges that these tariff acts were unconsti- 
tutional, null, and void, because they were protective in principle 
and unjust and oppressive, Andrew Jackson, in his — — annual 
message, December 7, 1830, used the following language: 

The power to im d m i li 
Statea Tho right to adjust thoes duties with A view tn the ERA ADANA 
of domestic branches of wre n so . with that power 
that it is difficult to suppose existence of one without the other. 


The States have delegated their whole authority over imports to the General 
Government, without limitation or restriction, savin very inconsider- 
able reserv: relating to their inspection laws. This authority ha 
thus entirely passed from the States, the right to exercise it for purpose 
protection does not exist in them, and consequently if it be not possessed by 
the General Government it must be extinct. 

Our political system would thus present the anomaly of a people stripped 
of the right to foster their own industry and to counteract the most selfish 
and destructive policy which might be adopted by foreign nations. 'fhis 
surely can not be the case; this indispensable power, thus surrendered by 
the States, must be within the scope of the authority on the subject ex- 
pressly delegated to Congress. In this conclusion I am confirmed as weil by 
the opinions of Presidents Washington, Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe, who 
have each repeatedly recommended the exercise of this right under the Con- 
stitution, as by the uniform practice of Congress. the continued acquiescence 
of the States, and the general understanding of the people. 

This is a correct enunciation of the doctrine of raising revenue 
by tariff legislation with incidental protection. 

No stronger and more convincin ment was made for the 
adoption of the Constitution than that the States, by PE duties 
and customs, regulated exclusively by one body, wonld be enabled 
to encourage manufacturers, and free themselves from the boots 
and shoes, ready-made clothing, hats, nails, sheet-iron hinges. and 
other utensils of iron which Great Britain imposed upon them, 
and the freedom from theregulation of the flour market by Spain, 
through a navigation act. Said one: 

It will have energy and power to regulate your trade and commerce—to 
enforce the execution of your imposts, duties, and customs. Instead of the 
trade of this country being carried on in foreign bottoms, our ports will be 
crowded with our own ships and we become the carriers of E:rope. 
Heavy duties will be laid on all foreign articles which can be manufactured 
in this country, and bounties will be granted on the exportation of onr com- 
modities; the manufacturers of our 8 will flourish; our mechanics will 
lift up their heads and rise to opulence and wealth. ; 

The history of the times preceding the adoption of the Constitn- 
tion abounds in such ents in favor of its adoption. 

The history of tariff legislation shows that the general tendency 
of public opinion is in the direction of a tariff for revenue, and 
protection necessarily following as an inseparable incident. The 
policy of this Administration, at least, is for a protection of 
American industries, That a tariff bill framed on this principle 
will be enacted is a certainty. 

Louistana is vitally interested in the production of salt, lumber, 
rice, sugar, and cotton. The pending bill makes no discrimination 
in the arrangement of the schedules for revenue against these 
products. hy should she stand idly by and decline to accept 
the benefits to be derived from the necessary levying of revenue 
by impost duties? 

Call it what you will, protection or a revenue tariff with inci- 
dental protection, millions of dollars have to be raised, and the 
benefits of protection from it distributed. Why, then, should the 
people of Louisiana resist the building of cotton factories, farni- 
ture factories, the erection of sawmills, the opening and improv- 
ing of sugar fields, and the erection of central factories, the open- 
ing of sa.t mines, and hundreds of other industries that are just 
now coming into existence? I say, so long as it is the policy of 
this Government to have a protective law, it wonld be a suicidal 
pones for the people of Louisiana to decline to demand the bene- 

ts tendered in a law which is general in the arrangement of its 
schedules and impartial in the duties it imposes and nonsec- 
tonal in its character. 

The South is more interested in the proper levying of a tariff 
thanany othersection of thecountry. Herdevelopmentin manu- 
facturing interests in the last two decades has been marvelous. 
This has been in spite of free-trade ideas and a free-trade policy, 
Had there heen a demand for adequate protection to her cotton 
mills,her wealth would have doubled. Field and factory, the 
spindle and the plow being in close relationship, would have 
doubled her productive capacity, wou!d have given tenfold value 
to her lands, would have multiplied her population with an intel- 
ligent and industrious people, would have rescued her from debt, 
and there would be now no borrowing from foreign mortgage 
syndicates, where principals are doubled in five years by usurious 
interest. No one can deny the constitutional right to levy import 
duties in such a manner as to afford protection. 

The Democratic platform in 1892 recognized the right, and de- 
manded a tariff bill in which the duties imposed should be general 
and impartial. As a Democrat, I have a right to demand that 
that platform shall be carried out. If in a tariff bill framed by 
the ubican party I find a nearer approach to the constitu- 
tional principle announced in that issu. no Democrat can 
consistently question my motives und say that I have abandoned 
theparty. Inthe last campaign Democrats who met in conven- 
tion and framed the platform in the interest of the money of the 
Constitution were denounced for having abandoned their party 
by the gold Democrats who assembled at Indianapolis and ma- 
terially aided and assisted in putting the Republican in 
power. We resented the accusations made by the gold Demo- 
crats, and said they were outside of the Constitution, had repudi- 
ated the bimetallic provision of the Constitution, and had left the 

ocratic party. 

Istand to-day with Jefferson and Jackson on the tariff issue, 
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founded on sound constitutional interpretations, just as I said in 
my silver speeches I stood with them on constitutional grounds 
on that issue. There is not a State in the Union which, if it had 
the power, would not exercise it to protect its domestic interests. 
It is known to all that this absence of self-protection led to the 

arring jedlousies under the Articles of Confederation and resulted 
in the present power in the Constitution for the laying of import 
duties and the rezulation of commerce by the Federal Govern- 
ment, and prohibiting their exercise to the States. 

There is no restriction in the Constitution in the exercise of this 
power limiting it to a tariff for revenue only. On the contrary, 
it was the intention that the power should be exercised in the in- 
terest of protecting theindustries of each State, which the States 
separately, when T had the power, were unable to do. A 
tariff for revenue without protection was never contemplated by 
the founders of this Government. 'There may be differences of 
opinion as to the schedule rates in a tariff bill, but on the facts 
presented in each case any Democrat has a right to exercise his 
individual opinion for the best interests of the country. Neither 
the Democratic party nor the Denn party has a right to 
demand that any man shall forfeit his allegiance to the Constitu- 
tion by joining in a party demand for an administration of affairs 
contrary to that Constitution. 

A bitter partisan and sectional animosity was engendered by the 
act of 1830, which considerably reduced the rates of duty provided 
in the act of 1828. It was unsatisfactory to Southern Democrats 
because it did not entirely eliminate the protective principle. 
There was a demand for the affirmation of a free-trade Pr 
This demand was to some extent appeased by the act of 1832, 
which placed coffee and tea on the free list, but, like the act of 
1820, it did not entirely eliminate the protective theory—did not 
repudiate the doctrine of protection—and was therefore displeas- 


ing. 

Kullification and the force bill were the results, and the tur- 
moil finally led to the compromise act of 1833. Like all compro- 
mises, it lacked strength and stated nothing affirmatively. There 
was a gradual repeal of protective duties and a partial abandon- 
ment of the doctrine of protection. Confusion and uncertainty 
arose, and the policy of the Government on tariff measures was 
undefined. Biennial reductions, as provided in the act, soon 
brought the rates of duty to a point where there was no protec- 
tion. There was a calamitous panic in 1837, in which the money 
loss was calculated at $1,000,000,000. 

Prices fell to ruinous rates. There was no market for farm 
products. The revenue fell 25 per cent, and the Government had 
to borrow to pay current expenses. After fruitless efforts to en- 
act a tariff law framed with pronounced protective features, the 
actof August 10, 1842, became a law. 

Under the scaling act of 1833 there was laid a uniform duty of 
20 per cent. This was changed by putting cotton goods to 30 per 
cent, woolens to 40 per cent, silks to $2.50 per pound, bar iron to 
$25 per ton, pig iron to $9 per ton, sugar to 2} cents per pound, 
and left tea and coffee on the free list. 

While the act was not such as was originally intended as a pro- 
tective measure, it afforded substantial relief to the country. 
President Polk, in his message in 1846, said: 

Labor in all its branches is receiving ample reward. The progress of our 
country in resources and wealth and in the happy condition of our people is 
without example ín the history of nations. 

The act of 1846 provided for ratesranging from 5 to100 per cent, 
andintroduced the vicioussystem of ad valorem duties, and affirmed 
the doctrine of revenue without protection, but had some protective 
features. It disappointed the Northern wing of the Democratic 
party. The country this time escaped the usual disaster of rapid 
reduction in tariff rates because of adventitious circumstances. 

The Mexican war created a demand for breadstuffs and supplies; 

the discovery of gold in California increased the demand for labor, 
mining implements, agricultural products, and shipping, besides 
increasing the money values of this country. Onthe other hund, 
European countries were in revolution from 1818t01851. Instead 
of exporting, they demanded food supplies from abroad. The 
German war and Irish famine created a demand for breadstuffs. 
These adventitious aids, like the embargo acts and orders in coun- 
cil, proved to be powerful protective agencies. 
When they ceased to exist, say in 1854. true economic conditions 
asserted themselves. Our exports declined, manufactories sus- 
pended operation, and foreign imports reappeared in our markets 
to analarmingextent. The Thirty-fourth Congress went over toa 
free-trade policy in the passage of the tariff act of March 2, 1857. 
Immediately thereafter foreign goods flooded the country, for 
duties along the entire line of imports of leading articles were re- 
duced almost to the rates of the compromise act of 1833. 

Within six months after the passage of the act there was a great 

anic. Ruin was widespread and all branches of industry were 

sastrously affected. There were 5,123 failures, and the Govern- 
ment had again to borrow money for current expenses. The 
public debt increased $46,000,000, and the expenditures exceeded 


i by $77,234,116. President Buchanan, in his message, 
said: 


With unsurpassed plenty in all the productions and all the elements of 
natural wealth, our manufactures have suspended; our public works are re- 
tarded: our private enterprises of different kinds are abandone:!; thousands 
of useful laborers are thrown out of employment and reduced to want. We 
have possessed all elements of material wealth in abundance, and yet, not- 
withstanding all these advantages, our country, in its monetary interests, 
is in a deplorable condition. 

The tariff act of 1861 increased duties all along the line. The 
act was framed on just principles, to provide a needed revenue, 
and at the same time to incorporate and confirm the doctrine of 
incidental protection, giving a helping hand to labor and encour- 
aging home production and manufacture. There w:re several 
amendments subsequently made to the act, all in the line of pro- 
tection, and rendered necessary by the exigencies of war. 

The act of 1872 reduced duties considerably and added largel 
to the free list. Very soon thereafter, in 1873, a panic followed, 
Whether this panic was the result of this reduction or a decrease 
in the circulating medium and demonetization of silver is a ques- 
tion of fact not yet ascertained. I am inclined to ieiieve that 
both causes contributed to the result. 

The issue in the campaign of 1888 was free trade vs. protection. 
The McKinley bill was the logical sequence of the campa gn, just 
as the Wilson bill was that of 1892. It is said that a protective 
tariff bill will not yield revenue. The McKinley Act, wliatever 
may be said of it in other respects, demonstrated the contrary to 
be true. It raised all the necessary revenue for current expenses 
and provided a surplus, 

The Wilson bill, in its original intent, carried the doctrine of 
free trade—that is, of low tariff to the extreme. The idea was 
that protection of any kind was opposed to the interests of a free 
and prosperous people. The bill as modified proved a disastrous 
failure. Thesugar schedule did not respond to what was expected 
of it because of its ad valorem rate, and the income tax was elim- 
inated, both of which were relied upon for a large revenue. The 
fact remains that there is surplus money in the Treasury, arising 
from the sa'e of bonds, and which debt Hee to be paid. 

We have had tariff acts carrying protection with the imposition 
of duties from 1789 to 1842 and from 1861 to 1894, and low tariffs 
in 1783, 1816, 1832, 1846, 1857, and 1824. We are told that taking 
the two decades 1810 to 1850 and 1859 to 1860, and regarding the 
first as a period most affected by the low ad valorem tariff of 1546, the 
comparison is in favor of the latter; but no aceount is taken of the 
disaster which followed the reduction of the tariff of 1816, 1832, and 
1853. In the decade 1850 to 1860 it will be remembered that the ad- 
ventitious circumstances—the Mexican war, revolutionsin Europe, 
discovery of gold in California, and the Irish famine—all had the 
effect of protective agencies. 

From this partial and imperfect résumé of tariff legi-lation, it 
will be noted that parties have occupied different positions on the 
tariff question and that leading statesmen have changed their 
opinions, dictated by party necessity or by local self-interest. 

It may be truthfully stated that the Government has no such 
thing as a tariff policy. Itis time, in my opinion, for one to be 
asserted which will be certain and permanent. The tariff policy 
ought to be taken out of party politics and relegated to the busi- 
ness methods of the Government. If it could be estimated, I 
think the loss to the people of the United States by the frequent 
changes of tariff laws, the unsettling of values, and the insecurity 
of investments would express an amount that would bewiider 
the mind. 

Ths argument as to the unconstitutionality of a tariff law has 
long ceased to be available. The Democratic party as well as the 
Republican party is committed to tariff legislation as the best 
mode of raising revenue. There is no such thing as absolute free 
trade in this country. So true is this that any party presuming 
to advocate it would deservedly pass into oblivion. 

The Democratic party will never risk a campaign before the 
people and say that incidental protection means opposition to the 
encouragement of American industries. 

In the platform of 1892 it was affirmed that ** we hold that tariff 
duties should be levied for purposes of revenue, such duties to be 
so adjusted as to operate equally thronghoutthe country.” Inmy 
opinion the tariff bill before the Senate responds more exactly to 
this declaration than did the Wilson bill. 1t covers all industries 
in al! sections, and is designed to raise an adequate revenue. The 
Wilson bill was sectional and partial. It carried a low tariff on 
some things and an unnecessarily hizh tariff on others, and had 
a large free list. It unduly protected some industries, while as a 
revenue-producing tariff it was a confessed failure. 

It is urged, as an argument against a tariff embodying any pro- 
tective idea, that it will cause an additional price to be a !de to 
the protected article and thus impose a burden upon the con- 
sumer. 

In 1790 Mr. Hamilton asserted that ** internal competition is an 
effectual corrective of monopoly, and in the end leads to a lower 
Scale of prices for protected manufactures than prevailed for 
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foreign." Experience has demonstrated this to be correct. It is 
within the memory of many Senators that in certain lines of 
goods European nations practically monopolized the trade in this 
country and we had to pay high prices for them. By protecting 
the manufacture of such goods they have multiplied in this coun- 
. They fully equal the imported goods, and we now get them 
at a greatly reduced price. They are within the re of the 
rest. 
xy ve argument against a protective system was made by great 
Democrats, embodying the idea that capital would be forced here 
and employed in manufacturing and destroy those already in ex- 
istence. Mr. Buchanan said in 1810: 


Our domestic manufactures have been saved by the eleetion of James K. 
Polk from being overwhelmed by the immense capital which would have 
rushed into them for investment, and from an expansion of the currency 
which would have annulled any protection short of prohibition. 


With a judicions tariff manufactures will multiply; labor and 
capital will find profitable employment, as new and inexhaustible 
fie ds will be opened to each. Domestic merchants will find ready 
sales at remunerative prices, while commerce and interstate 
trade will be stimulated by the distribution of both raw materials 
and manufactured products. The nation will approach complete 
independence in the employment of skilled labor, and there wiil 
bea harmonious development in all sections and in all the great 
interests of the people. To accomplish this a tariff bill ought to 
be impartial as to individuals and as to sections. 

Every industry that needs protection to keep it in active exist- 
ence and free from injurious foreign competition ought to receive 
it, not to such an extent as to enrich the beneficiaries and to im- 
pose unnecessary burdens upon the copie, but fully enough to 
provide a revenue for all possible n of the Government, to en- 
courage domestic production and manufacture, to create compe- 
tition at home, and to raise the country to a plane of perfect and 
complete independence. 

The founders of this Government believed it to be arightanda 
duty to foster industry by legislation. They invested the Govern- 
ment with ample power to provide a revenue through legislation, 
and at the same time to protect the industries of the country. 
Under the Articles of Confederation there was an era of unlimited 
fre» trade. There was no uniformity in duties imposed. States 
nullified the laws of other States. The large Sg beraten of for- 
eign goods were sold at prices which prevented the establishment 
of factories at home, drained the specie from the country, and 
proved ruinous to all domestic industries. 

There was a crying demand for industrial and commercial inde- 

dence, for, in the language of one of our early statesmen. 
*foreign nations were passing such laws as they judged most 
likeiy to destroy our commerce and extend their own. The arm 
which had struck for independence in the field was palsied in the 
worzshop. the industry which had been burdened in the colonies 
was crushed in the free States, and the mechanics and manufac- 
turers of the country found themselves, in the bitterness of their 
hearts, independent—and ruined." 

What happened then will again occur if we invite by a low 
tariff the importation of foreign goods. Cheap labor abroad will 
always enable the foreign manufacturer to undersell our home 
products if duties be low, inflicting cruel wrong upon onr skilled 
and intelligent labor. We do not wantto dezrade this labor. 
We do not want to close a single factory and turn its operatives 
out upon an inhospitable world. The only meaus of raising ade- 
quate revenue is by tariff legislation, and if we, in the interests of 
foreign mannfacturers, impose low duties, disregarding revenue 
necessities and adequate protection to domestic industries, our 
revenue will be scant, our Government be degraded and embar- 
rassed, and our labor, thus discriminated against, sordid and 
malcontent. 

Whenever Congress attempts tariff legislation there are Demo- 
crats who contend for and vote for the protection of the industries 
oftheir States. They endeavor to get as high protection as pos- 
sible, aud itis arare instance when one offers an amendment to 
reduce the tariff rate applicable to the interests in the State he 
represents. in this way they aid and assist in making the tariff 
protective, and then vote against it because it is protective. 

In the enactment of the Wilson law there was a struggle to 
secure individual and local interests. It was asserted that one 

rominent Democrat threatened to defeat the bill unless a certain 
ocal interest was satisfied. In this way the tariff act became a 
disastrous compromise of selfish interests. One end of it was 
highly protective to satisfy Democrats who demanded protection 
for local interests, and its low tariff rates were the logical sequence 
of an absence of interests to be protected. 

A Vus e can not be violated in one particular instance with- 
out discreditinz the whole doctrine which it supports. It would 
be more consistent to vote for the bill, unless in other respects it 
is objectionable. There can be no excuse fer voting against it by 
those who help to make it protective because itis of that char- 
acter, 
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The history of the party on the tariff question and the conduct 
of the masses of the party and the declarations of its leaders have 
been equally inconsistent. 

District, State, and national platforms have been at variance. 
The national platforms have declared for a tariif for revenue only 
and a tariff with incidental protection. 

This ** incidental protection" is thus expressed by Mr. Madison: 

In adjusting the duties on imports to the object of revenue, the influence 
of the tariff on manufacturers will necessarif present itself for condera- 
tion. However just the theory may be which leaves to the sagacity and in- 
terests of individuals the applicatien of their industry and resources, there 
are in this, as in all cases, exceptions to the rule. 

This means a discriminative duty in favor of industries which 
exist, but which would cease to exist unless protected. What was 
a theory with Hamilton became a fact in the enunciation of inci- 
dental protection in Democratic platforms and in the considera- 
tion of the Wilson bill, with its protective features in parts of the 
act. 

In 1872 the Liberal sad pa pa nominated Horace Greeley for 
President on a platform declaring the tariff one of loeal interests, 
and simply relegated the question to the Congressional districts. 
It was a declaration that it should not be made a party question 
and should be taken out of politics. The Democratic convention 
met at Baltimore and accepted the platform and the nominations 
of the Liberal Republican party. It thus favored the taking of 
the tariff question out of national politics and eliminating it from 
the professions of Democratic faith. 

The Democratic party in 1876 nominated for its President Sam- 
uel J. Tilden, a protection Democrat, who declared over his own 
signature that he had a strong liking for protection. This decla- 
ration was made in 1833, and during all the discussion of the tariff 
question thereafter there is not on record one syllable to show 
that he ever retracted his utterance on that occasion. 

In 1880 the party nominated General Hancock for President. 
It declared in the platform for a revenue tariff. But this was 
done away with when the party accepted asa supplement to the 
platform General Hancock’s letter of acceptance, in which he said 
that the tariff question was one for local discussion in Congres- 
sional districts. This was the second attempt of the party to elim- 
inate the tariff question from national politics and strike it from 
national Democratic platforms. 

In the late campaign, despite the efforts of the Republican pei 
to tender the tariff issue, the Democratic party ignored it an 
forced the financial issue. 

The Democratic party three times elected Samuel J. Randall, a 
protection Democrat, Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
placing him in a position in which his influence and power were 
great in shaping and directing tariff legislation. 

I have recited these facts not to impeach the integrity of the 
party. in no way to detract from the brilliant record it has made, 
but to show that the tariff question has never been an element of 
Democratic fealty. 

The tariff question is an economic one, and it ought to have no 
place in party platforms. It should not be disturbed by 
defeats and party successes. The bill under discussion shout 
become a law and remain on the statute book at least a sufficient 
time to demonstrate its merits and its defects. 

During the period of reconstruction and of the infamous gov- 
ernments which were imposed upon the people, old-line Whigs and 
Democrats united as one body in efforts to get rid of negro domi- 
nation, While the struggle lasted, there was no tariff issue pre- 
sented to the people of the South. The problem was far above 
free trade and protection. Now that the danger of the supremacy 
of the negro in government has ina great measure been remov 
itis but natural that men who hold views of protection shoul 
seek the opportunity of pressing their convictions. 

The South has been solidly Democratic from necessity. In the 
efforts to secure good and honest government by placing white 
men in power she lost sight of minor interests which, though 
subordinate to the great and all-absorbing issues coníronting her, 
are nevertheless important for her development and welfare. In 
Louisiana many of those who acted promptly and effectively in 
overthrowing carpet- government were men who had been 
reared and educated in the Whig school of politics. There were 
and are Democrats whose services to the party are not less than 
those of any Demcerat in the Union. These men hold to the views 
that I have but indifferently expressed. 

Two Senators from Louisiana opposed the tariff act of 1857 
because it failed to provide adequate protection to the interest of 
their State. These men were dear to the State of Lonisiana and 
to the South; both were leaders in the movement of secession. 
One was originally from the North, the other originally a British 
subject. They believed their allegiance was first to their adopted 
State. They threw her into war in devotion to what they believed 
to be a preservation of her honor and conducive to her interests. 
There is now no divided allegiance. We are not, and I hope we 
will never be, called upon again to make our choice between alle- 
giance to Federal and State government, but in all the material 
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interests which affect Louisiana, in all matters of legislation which 
will promote her interests, when the choice is presented to me of 
voting for them or party measures which would lay her fair surface 
bare and desolate, I have no hesitation in saying, and I utter the 
statement with the proudest satisfaction, that I will, regardless 
of party discipline, vote in favor of 5 that will t bring 
prosperity to my State, and in doing this I will not, to promote 
such interests, endeavor to destroy the interests of other com- 
munities, I want all to share alike in the benefits of legislation. 
I do not want to see sectionlism and favoritism enco ; 

It is difficult, Mr. President, to conceive how any tariff bill can 
be enacted into a law without carrying some degree of protection 
with it. The greater the amount to be raised, the ter isthe 
amount of protection afforded. If a reveuue of two hundred mil- 
lions is to be raised, it necessarily follows that two hundred mil- 
lions of protection must be placed on the different industries of 
the country in the various sections. 

The question presented is how toimpartially place this amount, 
and what industries need the grentest protection to make them 
self-supporting and beyond foreign competition, in what sections 
the protection inevitably following this levy shall be placed, the 
effort being to produce the greatest good to the country in all 
sections and in every industry. 

If no revenue were needed, it is certain no revenue law would be 
pese andif necessary to protect our mechanical, mining, manu- 

acturing, and icultural industries from being destroyed by 
foreign competition, another provision of the Constitution, to 
5 commerce, would have to be invoked in order to apply 
* remedy. 

e whole question, then, in framing a revenue law is as to the 
proper arrangement of schedules. It really becomes a question 
of schedules, not any underlying principle, except what is right 
and just. It is the duty of each Senator, without reference to 
m . to aid and assist in the proper framingof the schedules and 

t the application of the money to be raised in snch a man- 
ner as to promote the best interests of the country. in a manner 
that will promote the happiness and contentment of the people by 


posing the least burden spop them, 
he policy of arbitrarily objecting to schedules to make a record 
for an lyse ign, in my opinion, is inexcusable. 

In order to frame the pending bill an estimate was made of the 
amount necessary to be rai The schedules and paragraphs 
were arranged forthis purpose. There was at least apparent con- 
sistency in the whole. To go through the bill and cut down rates 
bya ora fraction of a centis to disturb the symmetry of the bill, 
to make patchwork out of it. and in the end to destroy its use- 
fulness as aninstrumentality for raising a revenue for the Govern- 
ment. 

Ido not mean to intimate that objectionable schedules should 
be received, but some measure, atleast, should be proposed to take 
the place of the one rejected. I mean to say that the charges of 
robbery, etc., and objections made simply to make a record for 
campaign uses is not right or proper. 

The bad financial condition of the country, the scarcity of a cir- 
culating medium, the low prices of farm products, of wages, the 
increased price of gold, the absence of a demand for labor, and 
the general and universal distress are admitted. 1 do not propose 
to go into a lengthy discussion of the cause which has led to this 
pedem 3 in business and suffering among the masses 

the e. 

88 y claims that it is exclusively due to the re- 
poem ago the McKinley tariff law and the enactment of the Wil- 
son 


The Democratic party ascribes it to the demonetization of silver, 
the exclusion from coinage, equally with gold, silver, one of the 
money metals of the Constitution. I fully agree in this conten- 
tion, and, in my opinion, there can be no lifting of the dark curtain 
which overhangs us until the mints are opened to the free and 
unlimited coinage of silver and ME as it existed prior to 1873. 

The Democratic party sympathize with the prevailing distress. 
There has been but little, if any, improvement in the condition of 
the country. The appeals of the Democratic party for relief were 
earnest and vehement. The Republican party promised that re- 
lief would come with a new tariff law framed according to the 
principios of that party in tariff legislation. - Under existing con- 

itions there is no opportunity of enacting financial laws in ac- 
cordance with the views which I hold in common with other 

The peopl accepted the Republi ise of relief by tariff 

e e he ublican promise of relie 

Pt ae I believe we should 8 the wishes of the people 
and interpose no objection to the means of relief which this party 
offered and which the people accepted. We ought to endeavor as 
far as conscience will permit to carry out the will of the people. 
If we were sincere in our demands for the relief of the people. to lift 
the heavy burden from them which they have borne so long, we 
should not reject the relief which was promised and which they ac- 
cepted, no matter from what source it comes. 
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.I do not believe that it can come solely from tariff legislation, 
either by Democrats or Republicans; but the bill before the Sen- 
ate may be the first steps to the restoration of quiet and rest and 
the beginning of confidence, and thus pave the way for the com- 
plete regeneration of the country by the free and unlimited coin- 
age of silver at the legal ratio of 16 to 1. 

Entertaining these views, I will vote for the bill and do what I 
can to put it speedily upon the statute book. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAIRBANKS in tho chair). 
The question is on the amendment submitted by the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. JoxEs], which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Ín paragraph 206, page 63, line 20, after the 
word ** color," it is proposed to strike out and on all sugar;" so 
as to read: 

And on r aboye No. 18.D: dard in color 
a process 9 ariaa 1.95 Sonia: = ont Je N 

Mr. CAFFERY. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the junior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
CLARK]. If he were present, I should vote ** yea." 

Mr. HARRIS of Tennessee (when his name was called), Iam 
p with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. If 

e were present, I should vote ** yea." 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam with 
the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 8 ot seeing 
him in the Chamber, I withhold my vote. I should vote ** yea," 
if he were present. 

Mr. T N (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. As he is not in 
the Chamber, I shall not vote. If he were present, I should vote 


Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the juniorSenator from Washington [Mr. TURNER], but, by an ar- 
rangement with the junior Senator from Georgia . CLAY], the 

ir has been transferred to the junior Senator from Massachusetts 
Iur. LODGE], so that the Senator from Georgia and I.are at lib- 
erty to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I have a 
pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. The 
junior Senator from New York = PLATT] is paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. McENERY]. It has been arranged 
to transfer that pair, and I vote *' nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. The junior Senator from Delaware 
a ves edid Ro ee me to announce his pair with the junior 

nator from bred tim [Mr. PENROSE]. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I inquire if the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas Iam paired with that Senator, and 
therefore withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote 
**yea." 

Mr. WARREN. Idesire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
DAN I NO is detained from the Chamber, is paired with the 
junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. nn 

Mr. PERKINS (after having voted in the negative). I have a 
fro pair with the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 

OACH]. In his absence, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MANTLE. I havea general pair with the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. Martin]. I understand that if he were present he 
would vote **yea" upon this amendment. As I intend to vote in 
the same manner, I shall cast my vote. I vote “yea.” 

The result was announced —yeas 29, nays 82; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 
Allen, Daniel, Mantle, Smith, 
n Faulkner, Mills, Turpie, 
—. Gorman, MN Va 
rry, Y, urpiy, thall, 
Caffery, Heitfeld, 5 
Chilton, Lindsay. Pettigrew, 
res Oe McLaurin, Pettus, 
Cockrell, Mallory, Rawlins, 
NAYS—2. 
Allison, Fairbanka, Hoar, Proctor, 
Baker, Foraker, Jones, Ney. Bewell, 
Carter, EON cBride, Shoup, 
Chandler, linger, McEnery, Apoones, 
Cullom, Gear, cMillan, 
Davis, Hanna, Nelson, Wi 
Dehoe, Hansbrough, Platt, Conn. Wetmore, 
Hawley, Pritchard, Wilson. 
NOT VOTING—23. 
eee Hari Ment. Monge Btowart, 
‘enn. organ, tew: 
Butler, Jones, Ark. Morrill, Teller, 
Cannon, Kenney, Thurston, 
Clar Kyle, Per 
George, es. Platt, N. Y. Turner, 
Hale. Mar! Quay, W. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. LINDSAY. Iask to have read the amendment I offered 
the other day, with a view of placing all sugars upon an equality. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment eden the 
Senator from Kentucky will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 206, page 63, line 13, after the 
word **Sugars," it is proposed to strike out the words not above 
No. 16, Dutch standard in color;" and also, after the word pro- 
portion," in line 19, to strike out down to and including the word 
* pound," in line 23, as follows: 

And on sugar above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, and on all sugar which 
has gone through a process of refining, 1 cent and ninety-five one-hundredths 
of 1 cent per pound. 

So as to read: 

Sugars, tank bottoms, sirups of 8 melada, concentrated melad 
concrete and concentrated molasses, ing Er e polariscope not above 7: 
degrees, 1 cent per pound, and for Sto d additional degree shown the 

riscopic test, three one-hundredths of 1 cent per pound additional, and 

‘actions of a degree in proportion; molasses tes! above 40 degrees and 
not above 56 degrees, 3 cents per on, etc, 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, after the very candid statement 
made on yesterday by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] there 
can be no doubt that this particular schedule is intended as a pro- 
tective measure pure and simple. It is true it will raise a very 
large amount of revenue, but pains are taken to declare that the 
purpose of the taxation is not revenue, but to promote the partic- 
ular industry known in this country as the sugar-beet industry, 
including. of course, the sugar-cane industry. 

To do this we have a proposed tax which operates upon every 
class of the community, rich and poor. and operates so nearly 
equally upon every class of the community that it approximates 
&capitation tax. The highest rate of taxation applies to refined 
sugar, and the Senator from Iowa candidly stated that not more 
than one pound out of fifty of thesugars used by the people of this 
country, without regard to wealth, was of a quality inferior to 
refined. The tax of $1.95, which is proposed to be put upon every 
100 pounds of sugar under this bill, will operate as a tax upon 
everyone who uses sugar, no matter how humble or how great 
the particular person may be. 

This is to be done under the pretense that it is n: to 
build up the sugar industry and render this country independent 
of foreign countries by supplying all our sugar by our home pro- 
duction; and the rather remarkable position has just been taken 
by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. MCENERY] that to afford 
adequate protection and assistance to the agricultural producers 
of Sugar from either cane or beet it is necessary the sugar trust 
shall fostered and kept alive; in other words, that we are 
now about to develop a great industry which can not live unless, 
by positive legislation, we keep alive a great ee of capi- 
tal, which operates as an undisguised trust, which avows its ability 
to control 80 per cent of the production and 80 per cent of the sales 
of sugar, which avows that it fixes the price at its own will, and 
does not conceal the fact that out of the great profits coming to it 
under the laws which have been in force during the past twenty 
years it has used a portion to control the politics of the communi- 
ties in which its factories are located. 

Iam not here to make any war upon the protection offered 
the sugar producer. I realize that any such attempt is now 8 78 
less. The Republican caucus has decided that this particular 
industry shail have protection that no other industry, unless it 
be the tin-plate manufacturers, ever enjoyed, and I take it there 
are enough Senators bound by the fiat of that caucus to insure that 
this protection shall be given. The other side avow that they do 
not control a majority of Senators by party obligations; there- 
fore I am not without hope that independent Senators enough 
may be found to assist in crippling, if we can not strike down, 
the great trust which dominates our markets and assumes to con- 
trol our politics. 

How much of this tax—and it isa tax pure and simple—is in- 
tended to encourage the production of sugar by the agricultural 
people? My friend from Iowa says that if there were no such in- 
cident to this tax as the encouragement of American industries, 
he would regard 45 per cent ad valorem as a reasonable revenue 
duty to be laid upon imported sugar. Forty-five per cent to be 
laid as an import duty would operate as 45 per cent incidental 
protection to the American producers of sugar. But this bill does 
not confine itself to 45 per cent ad valorem incidental protection 
to the American sugar producer. The Senator who represents 
the majority of the Finance Committee says that the protection 
to be given will amount to nearly twice 45 per cent. 

In order that I may do no injustice, that I may not overstate 
the case, I will admit that 55 per cent of the tax to be levied will 
be in the nature of a revenue duty, but 45 per centis protection 
Me and simple. Let us apply these facts to the status of thein- 

ustry we assert ourintention tobuild up. The total annual con- 
sumption of sugar in the United States isover 4,200,000,000 pounds. 
Beforeit goes into consumption it is almost universally refined. 
I deduct one-seventh from the aggregate in order to ascertain 
the amount of refined sugar our people use each year. Deduct- 


ing 600,000,000 pounds to ascertain the amount of refined sugar, I 
find that we consume annually 3,600,000,000 pounds. 

This bill proposes to tax these 3,600,000,000 pounds of sugar $1.95 
upon each hundred pounds. The aggregate tax to be levied under 
the bill and paid by the people will be $70,200,000. Fifty-five per 
cent of that sum, which may be justified upon the idea that it is 
a tax for revenue, will amount to $38,620,000, and 45 per cen’ 
which is conceded to be protection, without the slightest regar 
to revenue, which is conceded to be a subsidy for the sugar-plant- 
ing and the sugar-refining interests, will amount to $31,580,000. 

at is this industry we are thus to protect? What is the 
condition of the industry Yo propose to build up? The whole 
amountof American sugar produced last year, cane and beet, was 
less than 600,000,000 pounds. At 31 cents a pound it would sell in 
the market for $21,000,000. - That is the last cent to be realized by 
the producers of sugar. With a 45 per cent incidental protec- 
tion—$21,000,000 is the aggregate of the entire crop—and we pro- 
pose by this bill to give to that $21,000,000 of sugar product 
$31,580,000 in the way of an undisguised subsidy each year so 
long as present conditions shall exist. 

For every $1 worth of sugar produced in this country by the 
sugar raisers we pro to give $1.50 que and simple, uncon- 
cealed protection, — when we count protection incident to 
the revenue portion of the duty in addition to this, we find that 
this $21,000,000 of American product will receive over $70,000,000 
of protection each year, or nearly $3.50 to each dollar of the value 
of the output of the industry. 

I propose to make no war upon any of this protection that goes 
tothe sugar planter. We may submit to that, but I insist the 
trust does not need and is not entitled to separate and special pro- 
tection, and ought not to receive it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Kentucky 
a question. I ask if he thinks it is possible to frame a sugar 
schedule on any basis or upon any theory that this American trust 
will not receive benefit from it either directly or indirectly? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I do not believe we can frame a bill that will 
not incidentally give to this trust more protection than it needs 
and more assistance than it ought to have. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then I should like to ask the Senator this ques- 
tion: Why not proceed as though we meant to do business, and 
by a que warranto proceeding or some appropriate process dis- 
solve this trust and take from it its power e have laws suffi- 
cient for that dba 

Mr. LINDSAY. Ihope before this tariff bill becomes a Iaw an 
amendment will be ingrafted upon it which will enable the courts 
of the country to protect the people against the avarice of this and 
all other trusts; but it is not for the legislative department to give 
additional subsidies to this combination because the courts may 
have failed, or the executive officers may have failed to take the 
necessary steps to dissolve the trust. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me at that point to 
make a suggestion? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. We had four years of Democratic Administra- 
tion, which closed on the 4th of March last, and not a solitary 
step was taken by that Administration to close out that trust. 
We had four years of Republican Administration just preceding 
that when nothing was done to close out that trust. 

Mr. LINDSAY. My friend overstates the proposition to some 
degree. Undera Democratic Administration a suit was instituted 
which resulted in the dissolution of what is denominated the rail- 
road trust. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mice i 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Nebraska overstated the propo- 
sition in another respect. A suit was instituted by the United 
States in New Jersey, in the Federal circuit court in that State, 
and it was decided there, and taken to the Supreme Court, against 
this very sugar trust. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think the Senator from Missouri is mistaken. 

Mr. VEST. Iam not mistaken. 

Mr. ALLEN. Under what was known as the old Parsons law? 

Mr. VEST. Oh,no. Thesuit was instituted under what is mis- 
named the Sherman antitrust law. Isay it was misnamed after 
Mr. Sherman, because it was drafted by Mr. Edmunds. The 
trust, however, escaped. 

Mr. ALLEN. Things are named by their opposites sometimes, 
Mr. VEST. The trust escaped because the Government was un- 
able to prove that its product went into interstate commerce. The 
Senator will find it in the decision of the Supreme Court, I think 

in 114 United States Reports. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator from Missouri is mistaken in 
saying that the law was drawn by Mr. Edmunds. 

r. VEST. Partially. He drew most of it. 

Mr.HOAR. Iwasonthe committee when that law was drawn. 

Mr. VEST. So was J. 

Mr. HOAR. I know the facts, 
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Mr. VEST. The Senator from Massachusetts assisted and I as- 
sisted in framing the biil, but Mr. Edmunds reported it. 

Mr. HOAR. t is another thing. 

Mr. VEST. Andif anybody deserved to have the law named 
after him it was Mr. Edmunds, and not Mr. Sherman, who was 
opposed toit. Though he was against the trust, he did not like 


Mr. VEST. It was decided in favor of the trust on the ground 
that the Government could not produce the evidence that the re- 
fined sugar had gone into interstate commerce. When we drew 
that bill, we were confronted with this difficulty: Senator Sher- 
man, as the RECORD will show, introduced a bill which ignored 
State lines and provided that the Government of the United States 
cond institute proceedings in any State as to the product of any 
trust which was sold in that State. 

There was very naturally criticism by the lawyers in tHis body 
in regard to such a measure, and after three days' debate Mr. 
Sherman's bill was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Then the antitrust law was drawn, and principally by Mr. Ed- 
munds. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] partici- 
pated. and so did I, but I never had an idea of claiming that it 
was my bill. Mr. Edmunds reported it to the Senate. In that 
bill we undertook to keep within what we conceived to be the con- 
stitutional limitation, assuming that our jurisdiction applied to 
commerce with foreign nations and commerce among the States, 
and that you must prove against a trust, in order to dissolve it 
and stop its commercial transactions, that its product did go into 
commerce among the States. 

Mr. Olney was very severely criticised because he did not attack 
the sugar trust particularly. He caused proceedings to be insti- 
tuted in New Jersey. The case was tried there and went to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and the trust gained it upon 
a failure of proof. There was no question but that it wasa trust. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator say that there was not evidence 
enough within the reach of the law officers of the Government.to 
prove a prima facie case of interstate commerce? 

Mr. VEST. Isayexactly what the Senator will see in the de- 
cision, that there was no proof that the identical product of the 
trust in New Jersey was shipped to other States. The Govern- 
ment was not able to get the proof of it; I do not know why. I 
can see the difficulty, as any lawyer can, in such a case; but the 
case went off on that point, as the Senator will find if he will 
send to the Law Library and get the volume containing the re- 
port of the case, 

Mr. ALLEN. Then I should like to ask the Senator from Mis- 
souri what is to prevent the Government of the United States 
from resorting to the common-law writ of quo warranto. bring- 
ing this trust into court and disso.ving its existence regardless of 
any statute? 

Mr. VEST. I have no doubt it could be done if we could get 
at the proof in the case, if the State corporation was operating in 
restraint of trade under the Edmunds law. 

Mr. ALLEN. It does not make any difference about it being a 
State corporation. 

Mr. VEST. But thequestion was, Did it operate in restraint of 
trade among the States? 

Mr. HOAR. Lou can not issue a quo warranto against a State 
corporation. 

r. VEST. I do not know that you can issue that particular 
writ of quo warranto, but the proceedings to which I refer were 
instituted under the Edmunds law. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator from Massachusetts pretend to 
say that the charter of a State corporation can not be dissolved, or, 
at least, that it can not be prevented from doing business when it 
monopolizes interstate trade and results in a monopoly? 

Mr.HOAR. If my honorable friend the Senator from Nebraska 
will pardon me, in all good nature, I do not pretend anything in 
the Senate. Iam asked to state my view of a law question and 
whether I pretend so and so. 

Mr. ALLEN. Idid not mean to offend the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. It is not a very agreeable kind of a question. 

Mr. ALLEN. Isimply wanted to give it as my opinion (and it 
is the opinion of only one man, and not quite so good or right as 
that of the Senator from Massachusetts) that there is no question 
about the power of this Government to dissolve such a corpora- 
tion, regardless of the fact where it gets its charter. Whenever 
' itleaves the State in which it is incorporated and engages in the 
transaction of business which is international commerce and in- 
terstate commerce, the nation has control. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me for a sentence? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I supposed the law to be that the writ of quo war- 
ranto is a writ to dissolve a corporation which by illegal conduct 
has forfeited its power to exist, and that it is a writ addressed to 


it to come and show cause by what warrant it continues to act as 
a corporation. I suppose that can only be done, under our sys- 
tem of jurisprudence, in the courts of the sovereign that created 
the corporation, which is the State in the case of a State corpora- 
tion. I do not concede that that is a proper writ or remedy to 
prevent a corporation from doing an unlawful thing. 

Undoubtedly the courts of the United States may by proper proc- 
ess enjoin a State corporation, as they could an individual, against 
violating a United States law in cases where such an injunction 
is the proper and fitting proceeding, but that would not be by 
instituting an action of quo warranto, and it would not be in any 
case, as I suppose, within the powers of the United States courts 
to dissolve a State corporation. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President 

Mr. LINDSAY. Ican not yield further. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Ican notstop my lineof argument to deter- 

mine what the executive and judicial officers of the Government 
can or ought to doin regard to the sugar trust, nor to have the 
gaston settled who is entitled to the credit of the preparation of 
the antitrust law, about which we hear so much of late. These 
matters are collateral to the argument I propose to make, 
Whether the executive and administrative officers have performed 
their duties or whether the courts have faithfully administered 
the existing laws makes no difference to me, when as a member 
of the legislative department I am asked to support a measure 
which gives to the trust additional aid to the end that it may con- 
tinue the work which I, with other Senators, believe ought to be 
suppressed. 
The suit of 1891 in the State of New York was a proceeding in 
the nature of quo warranto, and it resulted in dissolving the New 
York corporation which had entered the trust. upon the ground 
thatit thereby exceeded and abused the grant of corporate power; 
but after that proceeding had been had, the trust organized asa 
corporation under a New Jersey charter, and the question of its 
powers and the abuse of them is a question addressed to the au- 
thorities of the State of New Jersey. 

If this corporation violates any law of the United States, if this 
corporation so conducts its business as to violate the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, then to the extent it so vio'ates the 
Federal Constitution or laws it is within the province of the au- 
thorities of the United States to prevent such violations by fine 
and imprisonment of its officers and agents, or by any other usual 
or regular method of suppression. But that is not the question 
here. If we are giving aid and comfort to this corporation by 
existing laws, that aid ought to be withdrawn. If we are propos- 
ing to give additional aid and support, that additional aid and 
support ought to be refused. 

n 1890, when the present antitrust law was under discussion 
the powers of the Government were exhaustively considered and 
disenssed. There was one proposition about which there was no 
dissent, and that was that the Government of the United States 
had the clear, the indisputable power, and rested under the im- 
perative duty to withdraw any assistance which such a trust 
might receive throuzh or in virtue of its revenue laws: and that 
is the point to which I desire to call the attention of the Sena:e. 

It was said by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], 
when he made the opening statement in favor of this bill: 

The fact that the business, a3 conducted to-day, is in comparatively few 
hands, and that a large portion of it is carried on by one company, while it 
furnishes a reason for unusual care in the adjustment of rates in order that 
no undue or unfair advantage shall be given to sugar refiners, should not be 
allowed to furnish a goes in the preparation of a tariff bill constructed 
upon protective lines for the destruction of a tindustry. Inother vm 
it is important from every economic standpoint that we make it possible tha! 


the refining of sugar can be successfully carried on here, and that the busi- 
ness bə not turned over by legislative discrimination to German refiners. 


The extent of his claim was that in the construction of a tariff 
bill upon protective lines we should not ma‘e it possible for a 
foreign industry to break down the existing sugar industry in 
the United States. I agree to that. I wish to impose no business 
disabilities. I favor no discrimination against the American 
sugar-refining industry. I wish to see that industry go on and 
flourish within the lines of proper and legitimate management. 
What I object to is not that we fail to discriminate against it, 
not that we fail to make it impossible for the industry to live, but 
that we take it up as a favored enterprise, to be fostered and 
encouraged, in the face of its history during the twenty years last 
past. 

Does the sugar-refining industry in the United States need pro- 
tection? If it does, how much protection ought it to have? We 
have had experts dealing in figures and reaching conclusions which 
laymen can not dispute because they can not comprehend the 
5 but there are facts which speak and need no explanation. 

he sugar industry is to-day living uncer the Wilson law with 
the expectation of benefits to come to it under the bill which the 
caucus of the Republican Senators has decreed shall pass this body. 
Yesterday in the New York market sugar, centrifugal, 96 degrees 
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test. sold for 34 cents a pound. It is not disputed that 107 pounds 
of that sugur will make 100 pounds of refined sugar. That would 
make the cost to the refiner 3.75 cents per pound of crude sugar. 

Now he has taken that sugar and refined it, and put it upon the 
market, and yesterday he sold the refined product in New York 
for 4 cents a pound. The difference on yesterday between the 
cost to the refiner of the raw product and the market price of the 
refined article was 1 cent, or more than 25 per cent advance upon 
the raw product. This profit the refiner divides with the retailer, 
and it may be safely said (and nothing has been said upon the 
other side which would militate against the conclusion) that upon 
every pound of refined sugar, with this difference in the purchase 
and the selling prices, the refiner pockets one-half of 1 cent in the 
way of clear profit. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to 
make a suggestion? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. > 

Mr.SEWELL. The Senator from Kentucky does not take into 
consideration that the price of the sugar he refers to is in bags on 
board ship. The sugar has to be taken to the refinery and refined. 
He has to calculate upon the price of the barrels. The refined 
sugar is sold in barrels. That comes up to one-half of what the 
Senator speaks of. : 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iwill not stop now to make a close calculation 
of how much of this profit goes in the way of expense for the bar- 
rels, bags, etc. Suppose that one-half of it goes to that account. 
You have a quarter of a cent left to the refiner, which amounts to 
12} or 15 per cent profit on each dollar invested, and at three- 
eighthsofa cent a pound profit the trust cleared in less than three 
years 825,000,000. A 

In 1880 Mr. Havemeyer, in answer to a question propounded by 
Mr. Tucker, of the Ways and Means Committee of the House of 
Representatives, said: 

Would you be able to compete in the business market if there was perfect 
free trade in sugar? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. We would beat them. We can refine sugar here more 
cheaply than they can in England. 

And again: 

Ido not see why, under free trade in sugar, we could not supply a very 
large proportion of the world's consumption. 

Nothing has happened since 1880todeprivethegreatsugar-mnanu- 
facturing combination of the power to compete with the world, if 
you give it free sugar, or if you compensate for the tax it has to 
pay on the raw wan equal tax upon the manufactured product. 

We were told three y-ars ago by the president and secretary of 
the trust that the price of sugar has been reduced to the con- 
sumer. How,and why? By combining all the factories under 
one management, by reducing the number of officials, by striking 
down healthy competition, the trust claims to have been enabled 
to reduce the cost of production, and therefore to reduce the price 
to the consumer. In 1880, with competition open and flagrant, 
free sugar would have enabled the refiners to compete with the 
world. In 1897, with competition destroyed, with the whole busi- 
ness in the hands of one corporation with an aggregation of capi- 
tal which makes the trust simply irresistible, we are told now 
that it can not live unless we give it a differential duty of from 
40 to 50 cents on each 100 pounds. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from Kentucky permit me? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator explain to me the character 

of his amendment? Is it to put all sugars upon a uniform specific 
basis? 
Mr. LINDSAY. It is to strike out all of the bill as it comes 
from the House which makes a discrimination between sugars 
above the Dutch standard or which have had their color changed 
by refining, and sugars in the hands of the sugar producers. It is 
to put the refined Bae upon the same footing with the highest 
quality of sugar produced by the Louisiana sugar planter, and to 
give the trust no advantage over the Louisiana sugar planter. I 
will read what I propose to strike out. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Willthe Senator please read the section as he 
popu to amend it? 

r.LINDSAY. I will ask the Secretary to read the clause as 
it is proposed to be amended. 

The SECRETARY. If amended, the clause would read as follows: 

Sugars: Tank bottoms, sirups of cane juice, melada, concentrated melada, 
concrete and concentrated molasses. testing by the polariscope not above 75 


d 1 cent per pound, and for every additional degree shown by the 
ie at test, three one-hundred! 


ths of 1 cent per pound additional, and 
tions of a degree in proportion. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Forthesake of information, I ask 
the Senator whether the effect of his amendment is to put raw 
sugars and refined sugars at the same duty? 

.LINDSAY. The same rates of duty, precisely. That is 
what Iam attempting to do. In other words, instead of making 
$1.95 upon the 100 pounds the maximum duty levied upon the 
highest grade of sugars, I would have it $1.75, or 20 cents less than 
the bill proposes. 


Mr. GRAY. Strike out what is called the differential? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Strike out the differential. 

The biil as it now reads 5 that upon sugars testing 75 de- 
grees a cent shall be levied on each pound, and that an additional 
duty of three one-hundredths of a cent shall belevied for each ad- 
ditional degree as shown by the polariscopic test. Tne maximum 
duty on unrefined sugar will be three times twenty-five one-hun- 
dredths of a cent in addition to 1 cent. or 1 cent and seventy- 
five one-hundredths "n each pound. That is the last mill the 
sugar in the hands of the sugar raiser can get in the way of pro- 
tection. I propose that it shall be the last cent the sugar refiner 
shall get in the way of protection; and if that be made the law, 
the sugar refiner will still get more proiection than he claims he is 
now getting; the sugar-retining industry will still flourish, and 
the sugar-refining industry will be protected by this protective- 
tariff law just as the sugar producer will be protected. 

Take sugar 94 degrees polariscopic test as the average of sugar 
before it has undergone the process of refining, and let us see 
what the sugar trust would get from the bill as it is proposed, 
and under the bill as 1 propose to amend it. On 75-degree sugar 
the tax is 1 cent. The difference between 75 and 94 is 19, which, 
multiplied by 3, amounts to fifty-seven one-hundredths of a cent, 
giving the sugar producer who sells sugar testing 94 degrees of 
purity $1.57 per 100 pounds protection. 

This bill, independent of the difference of the retaliatory duty 
against foreign export bounties, if that be the proper name to 
give it, proposes to give the sugar refiner $1.95 protection on each 
100 pounds of refined sugar, a difference of 38 cents on the 100 
pounds over the protection to be given the planter. Ninety-four- 
degree sugar will net the sugar raiser $1.57 in the way of protec- 
tion. The 6 additional degrees up to purity will amount to 18 
cents on each 100 pounds, and the sugar refiner will get the bene- 
fit of those 18 cents under the amendment I propose. 

If he needed no protection in 1:80, why, with all his improved 
opportunities and his improved position, does he need more than 
18 cents on the 100 pounds independent of and in addition to the 
retaliatory duty in 1897? Suppose you take 90 as the average of 
the purity of sugar in the hands of the sugar producer. 

Mr.CAFFERY. Will the Senator yield to me for a minute? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator, then, places all sugars on the 
same basis? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Ido. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator gives to all $1.75. 

Mr.LINDSAY. Igivetoall that test high enough under the 
polariscopic test $1.75. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Now, if it takes so many pounds of raw in 
addition to make a pound of refined, do you not by that discrimi- 
nate against the refiner? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Ido not. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I wish the Senator would explain it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I think Ican explain it by the figures given 
by the Senator yesterday. Just as the raw sugar approximates 
purity it takes a smaller number of pounds to make a pound of 
refined sugar. 

Mr. CAFFERY. That is true. 

Mr. LINDSAY. When you get up to 96 degrees, 1031 pounds, 
as I understand the figures given by the Senator yesterday, will 
make 100 pounds of refined sugar. 

The difference between 96 and 100 is four times three one-hun- 
dredths of a cent, which amounts to 12 cents on every 100 
pounds; and you thus cover the difference in quantity. You can 
not work out this proposition in any way, on any figures that have 
been submitted by either side, under which my amendment, if 
adopted, will not leave the sugar refiner in as favorable an atti- 
tude as he was in 1880, when he said he needed no protection. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The figures which I introduced yesterday 
show this: Taking the Treasury statement to be correct, the theo- 
retical statement is that at 96 test it will take 104.72 pounds to 
make 100 pounds of refined. By the Treasury statement it will 
take 107.47 pounds of raw to make 100 pounds of refined. When 
the refiner imports 96-test sugar, which can be taken very safely 
as the basis for all calculations, he pays the tariff on 4 pounds more 
than he sells, does he not? 

A 3 If he export it, he gets the drawback on 107.47 
unds. 


Mr.CAFFERY. Suppose he does not export it? i 

Mr. VEST. Of course, then, he does not get any drawback. 

Mr. CAFFERY. He gets no drawback and he pays as much 
tariff. There is a discrimination against him to the amount he 
has to pay extra upon the 7 or the 4 pounds of raw sugar, is there 
not? I wish the Senator from Kentucky would make that clear. 
I do not exactly understand it. 

Mr. LIND3AY. Ican notundertake to follow the labyrinths of 
figures that may be Ld estne by sugar experts. 

r. CAFFERY. I disclaim being a sugar expert. Iam not a 

sugar expert, 
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Mr. LINDSAY. But I can say that the sugar refiner to-day 
lives under a duty one-eighth of 1 cent in addition to the advan- 
tage given him by the ad valorem tax, and these additional three 
one-hundredths amount to as much as the present ad valorem tax 
advantage, and he gets only 10 cents a hundred pounds compen- 


sation against the German poaae bounty, which is 38 cents on the 
100 pounds, and yet he buys his s at 3} cents a pound and 
sells it in the United States at a profit of 1 cent, or more than 25 
per cent advance. There has always been, and there will be 
under any method of taxation anyone else than an expert can de- 
vise, concealed advantages to the sugar trust which those who 
epo it will not be able to point out. 

t us see whether or not the trust ought tohave any advantage 
at all, and whether, if there be a doubt, the doubt ought not to be 
resolved against it. In 1890, when the antitrust bil was being 
discussed, and the then sugar trust cut a very important figure 
in the discussion, the distinguished Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE], whose seat is to-day vacant because of his unfortunate 
illness, ed a trust and its methods in language accurate in all 
its details and wonderfully perspicuous. Senator GEORGE said: 

and combinations are t wrongs to the The 
trusts and grea gs es They 


"These 
have invaded many of the most im of business, They oper- 
ate with a dou sword. 


terial, 
depress the price of what they buy and increase the phe of what they sell. 
th by extortion, which 
makes people poor. Then, making this extorted wealth the means of 
further extortion from their unfortunate € the — of the United 
States, they pursue unmoles: unrestrained by law, ceaseless round 
of veculation under the law, till they are fast producing that condition in 
Qo v C TK t massof them are the servitors of those who 
have aggregated wealth at their command. 


Mr. BATE. What is the date? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iread from Senator GEORGE'S 
1890. What was this sugar trust organized for, and what does it 
do? Let its president its own story. In 1893 Mr. Havemeyer, 
the president, said in answer to certain questions, as 1 shall read: 

Senator ALLEN. The American —.— Refining Company is able to control 
the prices of the sugar sold in the United Sta is it not? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Up to the importing t, it is. 

Senator ALLEN. when you sell in this country you control the price? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER, Yes, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. And it was organized, Mr. Havemeyer, as I understand it, 
with the view of controlling the price and output of the peopleof this country? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. That was one of the objects of the consolidation. 

Senator ALLEN. And you have succeeded in doing it? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Yes, sir. 

. ALLEN. That was the principal object in organizing the American 


ng pany? 
. HAVEMEYER. It may be said that that was the al object. 

Benator ALLEN. And making money, incident to obs combed? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Yes, sir. 

And again, after stating the number of companies it had ab- 
sorbed, the number of rivals it had coerced into its partnership, 
and the additional liabilities it had incurred by the increase of 
Stock, Mr. Havemeyer was asked by Senator ALLEN: 

By which means, Mr. Havemeyer, you are able to control the price and 

t of these other refineries that were brought into the trust? 
. HAVEMEYER. Yes. 

Senator ALLEN. Before that you had not been able to control the price of 
pagar. absolutely? There was 8 between the American Sugar Re- 

Mr, 


h made in 


Company and these outside factories? 

Sen se bribing en — ou succeeded in destroying by bring 

ing them into the trust, did you? : 
T, HAVEMEYER. Yes, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. And made the price of su 
fining Company much more favorable than it 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. sely. 

'That is a specimen of candor that commands a certain kind of 
admiration, outrageous as may be the conduct of the corporation 
whose president, with so much boldness, portrays its purposes and 
its success. : 

There is a sugar refinery on the Pacific Const which does not 
belong to the American Sugar Refining Company. No; but Mr. 
Havemeyer told us that the American Sugar Refining Company 
owns one-half the capital stock of the Western Sugar Refin- 
ing Company, and is thereby enabled to dominate its policy. 
'There are sugar-refining companies in Boston which do not belong 
to the trust. Yes; but those independent sugar-refining com- 

ies in Boston are interested in the trust as the holders of stock 
the Sugar Refining Company. J - 

When they compete withthe Sugar Refining Company they lessen 
thedividendsontheirstock. Whenthey donot compete they help 
to keep up the prices of refined sugar; they increase their own 
miens . increase their dividends on the stock they hold in the 
Sugar Refining Company. "There are not 5 per cent of independent 
sugar refining establishments in the United States, and they live 
by the sufferance of the trust. It controls 80 per cent of the en- 
tire output. Itcontrols the price to the extent of 80 per cent of the 
output. The independent companies do not compete with the 


to the American Sugar Re- 
been before that time? 


trast, and that is explained by this testimony. en they at- 
tempt to compete, the trust holds its until their 20 per cent 
is exhausted, and then it is the master of the situation. ` 


This is the trust that Senator GEORGE had in mind when he 
penned the graphic description of the character of the enterprise, 
the methods of its operation, and its results upon the public. 

There was another distinguished Senator who participated in the 
discussion of the antitrust law of 1890. Senator Sherman, after 
commenting upon the sugar trust. and calling attention to the 
outrages that were being perpetrated by it, used the language 
which I shall now read. er speaking of the necessity for organ- 
ized capital, the necessity for corporate enterprises, he said: 

But associated enterprise and capital are not satisfied with ershi 
and corporations competing with each other, and have 5 . 
of combination, commonly called trusts, that seeks to avoid competition by 
sees Oe controlling e gu rides partnerships, and individuals en- 

aged in the same business, placing the power and 3 of the com- 

nation under the government of afew individuals, and often under the con- 
trolofa A man called a trustee, a chairman, or a president. 

The sole object of such a combination is to make competition impossible. 
It can control the market, raise or lower prices, as best promote its 
selfish interests, reduce prices in a particular secre &nd break down com- 
petition and advance prices at where competition does not exist. Its 

verning motive is to increase tae profits of the parties composing it. The 

w of se. ess, uncon by competition, compels it to disregard tho 
interest of the consumer. It dictates terms to transportation companies, it 
commands the price of labor without fear of strikes, for in its field it allows 
no competitors. Such a combination is far more dangerous than any here- 
tofore invented, and, when it embraces the great body of all the corporations 
engaged in a particular industry in all of the States of the Union, it tends to 
advance the price to the consumer of any ar! ke procy it is a substantial 
monopoly injurious to the public, and, by the of both the common and 
of foefeltmre of corporate rights and privileges aud in sore GRACE should bd 
of forfeiture e rights an an some cases 
denounced as a crime, and the individuals en in it should be 
as criminals. It is this kind of a combination we have to deal with now. 


The sugar trust was a combination, and the oil trust was another 
combination the venerable Senator had in view when he uttered 
striking language: 


If the concentered powers of this combination are intrusted to a single man 
itis a kingly prerogative, inconsistent with our form of government, an 
should be subject to the strong resistance of the State and national authori- 
ties. If anything is wrong, this is bie u 
political power, we should not endure a king over the production, transpor- 
tation, and sale of any of the n es of life. If we would not submit 
toanemperor, we should not submit to an autocrat of trade, with power to 
provens competition and to fix the price of any commodity. Lf the combina- 

ion is confined toa State, the State should apply the remedy; if it is inter- 
Congress must apply the 


If we will not endure a king asa 


state and con! 
remedy. 

I call the attention of Senators to the following expression given 
by this apostle of protection: 


any in many States, 


If the combination is aided our tariff laws, they should be 
changed, and, if n „eq competition with al the world Would ts 
invited in the mono 

That is what I am appealing for to-day. If the courts can not 


restrain or control this trust, and it receives advantages from the 
revenue laws of the United States, we can at least repeal or 
modify those laws to the extent they help to build up and foster 
and continue the power of this monstrous monopoly by openi 
the markets of the United States to the competition of the world; 
and that is what I ask you to do. 

If my amendment goes too far; if the Senator from Louisiana is 
right, that the reduction is too great, then let the friends of the 
monopoly, let those who think it ought to be treated fairly, let 
those who can ascertain the secrets of its trade, propose a modifi- 
cation, so that it will get no protection other than that which is 
necessary to 8 against the porcion upon the raw 
material, and I will accept it. Butas long as the trust sits with 
sealed lips, and as long as it demands that a duty shall be fixed 
which discriminates in its favor as it was never discriminated in 
favor of except in 1890, then I say let us give it the same protec- 
tion we give to the raw product, and no more, and let it take the 
consequences, 

We wil not break down the sugar-refining industry. If the 
Sugar Refining Company can not live under a tariff which treats 
it as the sugar producer is treated, it will come back to Congress 
not as a monarch or an autocrat of trade, but like any other citi- 
zen, prepared to turn its case inside out, so that the legislative 
department of the Government can understand the mysteries of 
c^ e do it justice through well-understood and intelligent 
egislation. 

he sugar industry lived before the war in Louisiana with 30 
er cent protection. It lives to-day with 40 per cent protection. 
t has no right to complain that the Congress of the United States 

in 1894 declined further to treat it as an industry entitled to be 
paid a bounty. There can be no breach of good faith where uo 
obligation exists. Donations. subsidies, and gratuities are acts of 
grace and not matters of contract. When Congress concluded that 
this matter of grace. this matter of subsidy, should exist no longer 
and chan its poliey as to the sugar industry, it broke no con- 


tract, it violated no faith. 
Senators say that $2,000,000 were invested upon the faith of the 

bounty to be paid. Congress listened to that appeal, and the year 

after its policy had been changed doubly compensated Louisiana 

for the investment of this $2.000,000. 

to do it or not, the ap 


hether it had authori 
was irresistible, the bill was 
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and the additional bounty has been paid. . Eleven million dollars 
were given annually to the sugar industry in the way of bounty; 
not a dollar to the wheat industry. not a dollar to the cotton in- 
dustry, not a dollar to any other ind: ,but all those industries 
were taxed to raise the money to pay the bounties to the sugar 
producers. 

If any part of our moral obligation remains unsatified, I am 
wiiling to satify it; but it does occur to me that to impose a tax 
of 70 per cent upon the value of all the sugar used by the people 
of the United States to protect such an industry as the sugar 
trust is carrying the doctrine of protection beyond the limits of 
ars possible excuse or apology. 

read from Facts and Figures, prepared by gentlemen in Chi- 
cago who are in favor of promoting the production of beet sugar in 
the United States. They state that the people of the United States 
consume annually 2.163,169 tons of sugar, and that in 1896 the 
United States produced 267,000 tons of cane and beet sugar com- 
bined. Every time 1 pound of American sugar is protected by 
ihe tariff, 7 pounds of foreign sugar, which the American pro- 
ducers can not supply, are taxed for their benefit. When will we 
be ab!e to convert the United States into a sugar-producing coun- 
try. a country producing sugar enough to supply all of the wants 
of the people? Louisiana has practically reached the maximum 
of her capacity. 

Mr. McENERY. It is estimated that the sugar-producing 
capacity of Louisiana can be doubled. 

r. LINDSAY. Well, double it. 

Mr. McENERY. And instead of 800,000 acres there can be 
600.000 acres put in cultivation. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Then, instead of raising 237,000 tons it is pos- 
sible in Louisiana to raise 574,000 tons. Then we have 30,000 tons 
of beet sugar. When is the beet-sugar industry to make up the 
great difference between 600.000 tons of sugar, after Louisiana has 
exhausted her capacity, and the 2,183,769 tons of sugar we con- 
sumed last year? Population and consumption will increase as 
fast as production. Ten years hence the disproportion between 
sc production and consumption will possibly be as great as it is 
to-day. 

We have entered upon a system of protection which is against 
the policy of the Republican party itself. That party has always 
claimed that they protect an industry for the purpose of encour- 
aging competition, and, as Mr. Garfield said, with the ultimate 
end of reaching free trade. Now. the Republican party has taken 
hold of an industry that can never reach that point, and there is 
not a Senator who will vote for this bill who believes this country 
can ever supply its home demand for sugar. This is protection 
for the sake of protection; not protection for the sake of revenue, 
but 45 per cent of the tax protection without any reference what- 
ever to revenue. 

Does anyone believe that this thirty-one millions of revenue 
which is to be raised for the protection of the sugar producers of 
the United States and the sugar trust could not be legitimately 
raised in some other way than by taxing the breakfast table of the 
poor man? 

The Democratic party three years ago gave the poor man free 
salt from all countries except those which impo a duty upon 
the American salt. We gave free wool, we gave free lumber, and 
we gave free cotton, free binding twine, free cotton ties, and free 
bagging; but now the breakfast table is to be taxed for protection's 
sake $31,000,000 and upward on sugar, 35 per cent ad valorem on 
salt, and $2 a thousand feet on the pine plank out of which the 
table is manufactured. 

I do not complain that the other side have done all these inex- 
cusable things, because from the standpoint of protection they are 
logical; but I do insist that. having orotako sugar up to the 
point of $1.75 on each 100 pounds, the trust should be allowed to 
stand upon that amount of protection until, like every honest in- 
dustry, it comes here and exposes the secrets of its trade and gives 
us to understand what amount of protection is necessary to enable 
ittoexist; and when that is done, then appeal to the justice of 
the American Congress, instead of coming here and, by conceal- 
ing the facts, seek to entrap Congress into giving it protection 
which it does not need, and which, if it ever did deserve, it has 
long since by its misconduct forfeited the right to demand. Let 
this trust run one year or two years without the necessary profit 
to enable it to distribute moneys in controlling elections—local, 
State, or Federal—and then come back to Congress with clean 
hands, when its presence will not give rise to suspicions of cor- 
ruption nor provoke scandal, and tell the whole truth and trust to 
Congress to do its duty. : 

The responsibility for continuing the dominating inflnence of 
this trust rests with those who vote against the proposition 1 
make without suggesting a substitute which will work no injus- 
tice to the sugar refiner, but will remove all ground for the con- 
tinued scandal which taints the air whenever the trust comes to 
Congress. The opportunity is now presented to act, to act deci- 
sively, and to reduce this single-handed power, this autocrat of 


legislation, to the level of an ordinary American citizen, and that 
opportunity sy i not to be neglected, to the further scandal of 
e American Congress. 1 
Mr.CAFFERY. Mr. President, it is easy to see from the ques- 


tions I asked the Senator from Kentucky 
was under the impression that his amen 
against the refiner, 

Mr. LINDSAY. No; it does not. 

Mr.CAFFERY. Ithoughtit did to someextent, and I am now 
satisfied it does not. 

The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] has furnished me some 
figures which show that the refiner is not discriminated against 
in the matter of having to buy more than 100 pounds of raw sugar 
at certain degrees of polariscopic strength to make a hundred 

unds of refined sugar, and there are two examples given. For 
instance, take sugars at 96 test, which are the sugars that are 
mostly used by refiners. Under the Treasury statement it would 
take 107 pounds of those sugars to make 100 pounds of refined. 

Under the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky 
the tariff on such sugar of 96 test would be 1.63. Multiplying 
1.63 by 1.07 the whole amount of tariff on the at this test 
would be 1.7441. So, at 92 test the amount of tariff on sugar un- 
der the amendment of the Senator from Ken would be 
1.7355. The sugar trust will onjoy whe full amount of the 1.75 
tariff. The Senator commences in his amendment with sugar at 
1 cent a pound, 75 degrees, running 3 degrees up to a hundred. 
So the refined sugar clearly gets the maximum of the tariff, 1.75. 

These two examples show that the amount of tariff that the 
refiner would pay andn the raw sugar would be abont the amount 
of protection in his favor upon the refined, and so as to that mat- 
ter he would be evened up. ; 

But thereis another element, the element of handling this extra 
amount of pounds required to make 100 pounds of renned sugar 
out of 100 pounds of raw. How much that would be I do not 
know. Ido not think it would be a great deal. Therefiner would 
have to haul and handle 107 pounds of 96-test sugar to make 100 
pounds of refined sugar. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iwill ask the Senator whether German refined 
sugar sells in this country for as much as the American refined 


sugar? 

Mr. CAFFERY. It does not. 

Mr. LINDSAY, Then the refiner gets the advantage of that, 
does he not? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iunderstand that to be about one-fourth of a 
cent à pound. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I think it is. 

Mr. CHILTON. Does he not get the advantage of the difference 
between the 100 and the 107 pounds? 

Mr, CAFFERY. Exactly. I was coming to that point. The 
sirup made out of the residue, or waste, you may call it, is estimated 
to be worth about 2 cents a gallon. It appears to me that this res- 
idue would easily offset the amount of freightage and handling 
that the refiner would have to pay for, so that he would just 
as much ah dagger on the refined sugars as exists upon the raw, 
He would be without any protection whatever, and everybody 
would be upon an even keel. 

Mr. President, 1.75, the maximum, is quite sufficient either for 
revenueor protection. The Louisianasugar planters would hardly 
have the face to ask for more than 1.75 cents on sugar worth 4 cents 
or 34 cents. It is a very heavy tariff for protection's sake. The 
beet grower can ask no more; and when you come to a revenue 
basis, it is quite sufficient to put on any article, in my opinion. 

It is very true, as I stated yesterday evening in my answer to 
the query of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], that if 
you place all the tariff upon an article of consumption that the 
people would consume anyhow, you have got your revenue, and 
you could relieve other sources of taxation, and so the thing 
equalizes. But this is quite sufficient to pus upon any one arti- 
cle of import for purposes of revenue, and it is quite cient for 
any purposes of protection. It is as much protection as any in- 
dustry ought to enjoy. It is abont 60 per cent on the ordinary 
price of Louisiana centrifugal sugar, and that is enough for pro- 
tection. The protection now is something over 40 per cent—about 
421 to 43 Ped cent, or somewhere in that neighborhood. 

I consider from the statements made by the sugar-trust officials 
themselves that they do not stand in need of any protection what- 
ever. It is clear from their statements that they can hold the 
markets of the United States against all competitors. They fear 
no foreign competition. The foreign beet sugars are made by a 
lot of independent refiners in their own sugarhouses. The busi- 
ness abroad is not of such large proportions as it is in the United 
States. They do not turn out per diem anywhere near the amount 
of sugar that the American Sugar Refining Company does. That 
company minimizes the cost of production in every particular; 
and while I do not want to discriminate against them, and would 
not do it if I knew the effect of my vote was that way, I do not 


r. Linpsay] that I 
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propose, so far as I am concerned, to give them any protection 
whatever. Ido not think they are entitled to it. 
Ithink the money they have made heretofore wany out of the 


American people is sufficient for them to carry on the business 
without further extortion and further tyranny and further oppres- 
sion. Therefore it is that I support the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky. I think it will do no harm whatever to the 
sugar trust, and if it has the effect only of keeping the sugar trust 
out of legislation, it will be a godsend to this country. At every 
session of Congress there is a sort of mildew upon the Senate and 
the House of Representatives from contact with that institution; 
and, as it needs no such support, as it is not an infant industry to 
be encouraged, but an ancient institution that is firmly rooted 
and can not be destroyed, and, from its own testimony, ought to 
stand and does stand stronger and firmer than any other sugar 
industry in the world, I am not disposed to give them gratuities 
and bounties. 

Mr. President, the baleful presence of the sugar trust in the 
National Legislature brings about a feeling of shame that this, 
the incubus, still hangs on, asking for a further lease of power to 
stifle trade and poison legislation. I will narrate an incident which 
I read in a newspaper some year or so azo. A Louisiana planter 
attempted to sell some sugar in Omaha. His Omaha patron 
wanted to buy sugar. The best Louisiana centrifugal sugar, as 
was shown by my colleague [Mr. McENERy] in the samples he 
offered this morning, is quite equal to the output of the American 
Refining Company. This Omaha patron could not buy. Why? 
The sigar trust boycotts every man who does not patronize it ex- 
clusively. 

If a patron of a Louisiana sugar planter purchases sugar from 
him, he can not buy from the sugar trust. That was stated by 
the Omaha purchaser, or the designed purchaser, to the Louisiana 

lanter. e would like to takethesugar of the Louisiana planter, 
e said, but he could not do it, for if he did he would be deprived 
from supplying his customers. As the Louisiana supply would 
not last the whole year and he could not get the supply from the 
Louisiana planter continuously, he had to decline what he consid- 
ered to be a good bargain. This was current in the newspapers. 

I desire to state to the Senate that there is an extraordinary de- 
cline in the price of Louisiana sugars just at the time they are 
marketable, and there is an extraordinary rise just after they are 
marketed. I account for that by the depression of the price by 
the sugar trust. Some years ago the sugar trust nearly mo- 
nopolized the Louisiana product, and if the planter did not take 
the price the sugar trust offered, he could not sell at all; and that 
price shaded, always shaded, the price of centrifugals in New York. 

The sugar crop in Louisiana is marketed about the 1st of Janu- 
ary or a Tittle prior to that, and is all sold about the Ist of May. 
Here I find in the tariff hearings before the Committee on Ways 
and Means of the House of Representatives, on Schedule E, on 

age 620, a statement giving the average monthly quotations of 
383 vacuum- sugar for nine years. The average price 
in January, when these sugars are marketed, was 5 cents. That 
was for nine years. from 1885 down to 1893. The average price in 
August for nine years was 5.57, a little over a half cent higher, 
and it runs through nearly every year the same way for nine con- 
secutive years. 

What accounts for that? I have heard that the sugar trust ac- 
counts for it by sayingthat we put too much sugar on the market 
at one time. Our sugar did not conflict with theirs, and they 
bought a great deal of it. They refined and melted a great deal 
of this sugar, and they distributed the refined sugar made out of 
Louisiana sugar all over the country. 

Now, I should like to know what is the cause of the depressed 

rice at the time the sugar is marketed and at the time the trust 
bs it except the control of the market by the sugar trust. 

Mr. SMITH. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. SMITH. We have heard in most of the speeches upon the 
other side of the Chamber that it is of great importance to help 
the beet-sugar industry. I ask the Senator from Louisiana what, 
in his judginent, would be the result to the beet growers of the 
country in the disposition of their sugars when you have had such 
an experience in Louisiana with your cane sugars? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I think if the culture of beets 
were developed to the extent that the output of beets would supply 
the home market, it would prove to be somewhat of a corrective 
against the power of the sugar trust, because the sugar trust ma- 
nipulates the market of the domestic product by reason of the small 
amount of the domestic product and by the overwhelming mass of 
the sugar imported. If the domestic producers were producing 
enough to sell of their own to supply the market, there would be 
no means of the sugar trust importing the sugars and holding the 
market, and thereby depressing the price of the home product. 
But. as I stated yesterday, I do not believe that a greater evil 
Pai i hig the sugar-beet people than to go into the sugar-beet 

us . 


Mr. ALLEN. What does the Senator mean by going into the 
sugar-beet industry? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I mean that if this industry is stimulated by 
tariff or by bounty when itis apparent that the German sugar 
can not compete with the cane sugar upon an even plane, we 
would build up a tremendous superstructure, whose base is arti- 
oar supported by legislation; that that legislation is capricious, 
unstable, and uncertain, and at the very moment when you get 
your enterprise pa 2 ba built up, maintained by legislation, 
the legisla:ion ma withdrawn and your enterpr.se destroyed, 

Mr. ALLEN. id not the Senator from Lonisiana say in 1894, 
in the discussion of the Wilson tariff bill. that the caue-sugar 
ee of Louisiana could not support itself without some pro- 
tection 

Mr. CAFFERY. I did not, that I recollect. 

Mr. ALLEN. Did the Senator not use words to that effect? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I did not. 

Mr. ALLEN. Did not the Senator from Louisiana refuse to 
vote upon that bill with his party in consequence of insufiicient 
protection to Louisiana sugar? 

Pores 5 I did not fail to vote for that bill; I voted for 
at bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator voted for the bill, but under duress, 
I remember the peculiar circumstances which occurred here at 

t time, 

Mr. CAFFERY. I have explained to the Senate on several oc- 
casions, and I believe to the Senator from Nebraska himself —I am 
not certain about that—why Icastthat vote. That vote had no 
reference whatever to any tariff for protection or tariff for reve- 
nue. That vote was cast “nay,” and afterwards changed, as I 
openly proclaimed upon the floor of the Senate at the time, asa 
resentment against the violation of caucus faith upon the part of 
the Democratic y. 

Mr. ALLEN. That caucus faith, as I understand, was that 
there should be some protection to the cane-sugar industry of 
Louisiana. 

Mr. CAFFERY. It was not a protection, Mr. President. I 
never put my support of the Wilson tariff duty of 40 per cent plus 
one-eighth plus one-tenth upon any ground of protection. I put 
it upon the ground of revenue, and, as the Senator will remember, 
I stated that the Louisiana people had been induced by reason of 
the bounty—which I never supported and which I repudiate—to 
undertake great expeuse, to incur large debts, acting under the 
presumption of the continuance of that bounty for the term stated 
in the law; and then to destroy the bounty without some allevi- 
ation to the fall would be cruel, would be unjust, and would 
amount to having led the people into a line of conduct, into em- 
barrassments, into debts, and then, in the midst of their debts and 
embarrassments, to strike them a deadly blow. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then Iunderstand the Senator to say that the 
grant of a bounty to the cane-sugar industry, in the first instance, 
was a work of supererozation; that it was not necessary to its 
development or its protection; and therefore the Senator from 
Louisiana was against it, or would have been against it if he had 
been here. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Inever would have voted for a bounty. 

Mr. ALLEN. Doesthe Senator from Louisiana now say that the 
cane-sugar industry of Louisiana is and can be self-supporting 
without any protection, direct or indirect, in the form of a pro- 
tective tariff or a bounty from this Government? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ihave not said so. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask the Senator what he would say to that 
proposition? 

. CAFFERY. I state, as I did yesterday, that under the 24 
per cent ad valorem tariff in 1857 the sugar industry flourished 
more than it ever flourished, and that demonstrated the fact that 
the sugar industry did not require for its development a ver, 
high tariff. Now, whether with no tariff at all it would flouris 
Iam not prepared to give a very decided answer. Ithink,if you 
want to know my individual opinion—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr.CAFFERY. I think that there is a section of my State 
that is about equal to Cuba in the production of sugar cane, taking 
all things around, taking the advantages that we enjoy, together 
with the disadvantages that we are laboring under—I think that 
we can about hold our own even under free trade. 

f Mr. ALLEN. I understand sugar beets are not grown in Loui- 
siana? 

Mr. CAFFERY. They are not. 

Mr. ALLEN. How,then, does the Senator reach the conclusion 
that the beet-sugar industry can not live without protection? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I reach the conclusion in this way: I think 
the conditions in Germany, in France, and in the Continent of 
Europe generally, where beets are raised, are quite as favorable as 
they are in the United States. I find that after some forty years 


of protection and bounty the beet-sugar industry is toppling to its 
Veginlature 


I find that at every single session of the German 
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there is a demand for more and more bounty. I find that while 
the Germans are apparently prospering in sugar culture, they are 
paying more for sugar than it is worth, Y 

They pay about 3 cents a pound additional to the price paid by 
the consumer in the United States and Great Britain. I find that 
while they pay this excessive price, the consumption is not over 
one-third of what it is in the United States. I therefore conclude 
that if this artificial culture of the beet—Icallitartificial, because 
I do not believe it is natural—can be built up to the proportions 
of the beet crop of Germany and France and 3weden and Norway 
and Belgium and other countries of Europe, the consequences 
may be, and likely will be, precisely similar to the consequences 
that have befallen the beet culture in Europe. 

In other words, you make cheap sugar for the foreigner and you 
make high sugar for the home consumer. You will put it so that 
they can not consume sugar. The same sugar that sells for be- 
sween 7 and 8 cents a pound in Germany the American gets for 4 
and 44 cents. If it is the object and design of the tariff in this 
bill to stimulate that production just 1 as it has been 
stimulated abroad, the same result will follow, and the beet grow- 
ers will be constantly threatened with annihilation. Multiply the 
German population by the amount of 3 cents a pound, and if they 
consumed as much sugar as we do in the United States, it would 
be from fifty to sixty million dollars per annum for the privilege 
of raising sugar. Ido not believe the game is worth the candle. 

Mr. ALLEN. If we were to parene the policy of stimulating 
beet culture in some form—and I am not arguing in favor of pro- 
tection or a bounty at this time—and by that means increased the 
beet output, would not that have a tendency to benefit the con- 
sumer? 

Mr. CAFFERY. No, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. Would not an increased quantity lower the price? 

Mr. CAFFERY. It has not done so in Germany. 

Mr. ALLEN. Of course you can not violate the natural laws 
of trade. Letmeask the Senator how much refined sugar is made 
from a ton of cane in Louisiana? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Sometimes 200 pounds, but this is abnormal— 
160 to 170 pounds, or abont that. 

Mr. ALLEN. We make from 246 to 250 pa of granulated 
sugar out of a ton of beets in Nebraska. think the output in 
Louisiana must be more than 200 pounds. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Two hundred pounds is a large average in 
Louisiana. They do not make that in many districts. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yet, with this large saccharine substance, 246 or 
250 pounds to a ton of beets, the Senator still thinks that the beet- 
sugar industry is not worthy of stimulation? 

r. CAFFERY. Ido not. While you grow about 12 tons of 
beets to the acre, in Louisiana we make from 20 to 30 tons of sugar 
cane. 

Mr. ALLEN. Sometimes more. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Very seldom, on the average. 

Mr. ALLEN. Sometimes much more. Without intending to 
be personal or offensive at all in the slightest dezree, may it not 
be possible that the sugar interests of Louisiana are opposed to the 
competition which would result if the beet-sugar industry were 
thoroughl established in this country? 

Mr. CAFFERY. The question implies a kind of insinuation 
that I am governed in my action by that sort of sentiment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not mean it in that sense. May not the 
Senator, taking into consideration Louisiana's interest, be imper- 
ceptibly influenced in favor of the development of the Louisiana 
cane industry and against the beet-sugar industry? 

Mr. CAFFERY. If it is imperceptible to me, if it is unknown 
to me, how on earth can I answer the question? I know when I 
design something, but if the Senator says that I may be imper- 
ceptibly swayed, then he knows about as much about it as I do, 
and more, too. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator recognizes the fact that sometimes 
men are so circumstanced that their minds are biased and their 
conduct is biased, and yet, possibly, they are not conscious of the 
fact at the time. 

Mr. CAFFERY. That is a psychological statement to which I 
bow assent. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator recognizes that as a truth? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. I recognize it as a fact. 

Mr. ALLEN. Now I ask whether the Senator from Louisiana 
is not so circumstanced that possibly he is a victim of that psycho- 
logical fact? 

Mr. CAFFERY. There is no telling. I may be the victim of 
many delusions. I may be worked upon by causes the extent of 
which and the character of which I can not place or determine, 
and of which I do not even know the existence, but as I know 

^ myself—and perhaps I do not—and as I review my own feelings 
on this proposition, I am not conscious of being influenced in the 
slightest by any motive of the kind which the Senator from Ne- 
braska thinks may lingerin my mind unknown to me and im- 
porceptible to me, y 


XXX——107 


It appears that from a discussion of acute mathematics on the 
sugar schedules the Senator from Nebraska has led us into the 
high domain of e metaphysics. In that domain I know 


Iam no match for him, and I do not care to stay in it any longer 
than I can get upon the solid ground of reality and facts. I was 
simply stating that in my opinion it would be a very unfortunate 
thing to stimulate an industry which couid not sustain itself after 
the stimulation. 

There is something in the protective theory as to infant indus- 
tries. There is no doubt about it. There is no question that where 
a tariff law is properly applied to an industry which can sustain 
itself by reason of the natural environments, tariff stimulation 


willpush it forward into quicker maturity. I suppose we will- 


not quarrel about that statement. I hope my friend the Senator 
from Nebraska will not get metaphysical on that point. Dutdoes 
the principle apply to industries which, though stimulated, though 
brought to quicker maturity, can not maintain themselves after 
the artificial aid is withdrawn? 

I submit to the Senator that, judging the United States by 
Europe, comparing the beet industry in Germany with the con- 
templated beet industry in the United States, precedent is against 
him. The Germans can not sustain themselves. If they were to 
admit sugar from the Tropics, take down the high protective wall, 
or even lower it, their whole artificial beet culture wouid dry up. 
It can not stand alone, and the culture in Germany embodies 
within itself two of the most pernicious principles, in my view. 
The original pernicious principle is protection, and the supple- 
mentary pernicious principle is a bounty on exports. They have 
not only a protection which is an absolute barrier to the intro- 
duetion of foreign sugar, but they have an export bounty that 
stimulates a cu:ture already stimulated too much, so that they 
are clamoring and clamoring and clamoring for governmental 
aid all over Euro They can not stand alone. Is that the con- 
alton in which the Senator from Nebraska desires to place his 
people? 

It is a safe proposition to lay down that there is not a single in- 
dustry in the United States which flourishes to-day that has not 
flourished in spite of tariff, and there is not a single industry in the 
United States which is not flourishing to-day, how high and how 
great soever it may have been protected, that displays a character 
tosustain itself without the artificial prop. Youhave tohave the 
natural environments. You have to have the adaptability. I 
invite my friend the Senator from Nebraska into the field of free 
trade. Take away your artificial restriction, your artificial appli- 
ances, your props, your stimulating drinks, and let every industry 
stand or fall according to its merits. 

This attempt to induce the beet culture in the United States, 
in my opinion, is founded upon a wholly erroneous principle. If 
beet culture in the United States is naturally profitable, the peo- 
ple are going into it; if it is not profitable, they will not. They 
ought not to be almost bribed to go into it. And beet culture, in 
my opinion, is one of the instances, and a conspicuous instance, 
of the fallacies that lie at the bottom of the principle of protection. 

When we come back to the real point at issue and run the 
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY], we are 
met face to face with the proposition whether or not we shall con- 
tinue this governmental aid to an institution which iu th» past 
and now displays the greatest capacity to get along without any 
help. It is not a case where you have to compensate by extra 
duty, because the refiner gets just what he pays. He is protected 
against the foreigner by the amount of tariff upon the foreign 
product, and what he pays out for his raw material is compen- 
sated to him by the amount he gets against the foreign article. 

I do not pretend to be an expert in this matter, but I am per- 
fectly safe in giving a vote in favor of the amendment, even if 
wrong, for I know from the well-disciplined vote on the other side 
that it will be cast as a solid shot against this amendment, and 
there is no danger whatever of its being adopted. The vote on the 
amendment will signify whether the Senate of the United States 
is a friend of the sugar trust; whether or not the trust is so needful 
of charity, is such a mild, humane institution, so beneficent as to 
warrant any particular favor at the hands of the Congress of the 
United States. "This institution that comes before us as a violator 
of law, this institution which has set at defiance the very statutes 
we have d here, this institution which carries on its business 
in restraint of trade, in contempt of the prohibition of the statutes, 
this institution demands at the hands of the United States a bonus 
to be allowed to carry on its business, I am in favor of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to present an amendment which I pro- 
pose to submit to the bill at the proper time. I ask that it may be 
read from the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANTLE in the chair). The 
amendment will be read. - 

The Secretary read as follows: 


There shall be levied and collected a sum equal to 2 per cent of the profit 
e by each person or corporation in baying or selling any bonds or stocks, 
whether the same are issued in the United States or in any other country. 
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There is exempt from the operation of this act all the profits realized or 
ene a e rey cg stocks or bonds that have been held and 


owned in faith by the same pex or tion for a continuous 
period of six months or more prior to such sale. It is the duty of every per- 
Son and co: tion, days after a profit is realized or has accrued 


bonds subject to taxation under this 
to rt the same under oath 
revenue of the which the purchase or 
ting the date of such purchase or sale, the amount thereof. 
the description of the stocks or bonds so purchased or sold, and the name and 
th whom such dealings of purchase 

on such transactions. 


the x 
each C is authorized to make 
eee the assessment and on of the taxes imposed 
this act. 


Any person, and the agents or officers of any corporation, who shall omit 
or re to make due report and return of any profits realized or accrued 
on the purchase or sale of bonds or stocks that are taxable under this act, 
according to law and the regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, is guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be punished any court 
having jurisdiction of such offenses by a fine not exceed: and by im- 

isonment for a term not less than thirty days nor ex one year, at 
The discretion of the court. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

Mr: ALLEN. With the consent of the Senator from Iowa, I 
rise for the purpose of receiving recognition, that I may proceed 
with some remarks Monda Tes 

The PRESIDING Le ws 2 e Senator from Nebraska 
will be recogni as enti o the floor. 

Mr. BONA I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 30 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 14, 1897, at 12 
O'clock meridian. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, June 14, 1897. 


The Senate met at 12 o'clock m. 

Prayer by Rev. L. B. WirsoN, D. D., of the city of Washington. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented memorials of the Oswego 
Lumbermen's Exchange, of Oswego; of E. W. Rathbun & Co., 
wholesale lumber dealers, of Oswego, and of C. W. Mott, of 
99 proposed dug ot 
imposition of the uty of $2 per eet upon lum- 
pas whisk were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented sundry memorials of citi- 
zens of New York City, Geneva, Albany, Waterville, Rochester, 
Yonkers, Callicoon, Northbranch, and Brooklyn, all in the State 
of New York, remonstrating against the proposed increase of the 
tax on beer; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pow- 
nal, Vt., and a petition of sundry citizens of Saxtons River, Vt., 
praying for the early passage of the pending tariff bill; which were 
. to lie on the table. 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Fernandina, Fla., praying that an M be made for 
ihe purpose of keeping the entrance of Cumberland Sound open 
to commerce; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr, PRITCHARD see a petition of sundry citizens of 
Burlington, N. C., and a petition of sundry citizens of Concord, 
N.C., praying for the passage, at the earliest ible date, of such 

tective-tariff legislation as will adequately secure American 
dustrial products against the competition of foreign labor; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Milton, N. Dak., praying for the early passage of the pending tariff 
bill; which was o: to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of 61 citizens of Massachu- 
setts engaged in the manufacture of shoes, remonstrating against 
any increase in the present rate of duty on tanned skins for 
morocco or a duty on raw goatskins; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 196 business men of Lowell, Mass., 
anda petition of 36 citizens of North Adams and Briggsville, Mass., 
praying for theearly passage of the pending tariff bill; which were 
dabi to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Bristol County, Mass., praying for the enactment 
of legislation prohibiting the six rines of pugilistic encounters 
by means of the kinetoscope; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of sundry citizens of New 
Albany, Ind., praying for the speedy enactment of a protective- 
tariff law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of T. E. Hopkins and 36 
other citizens of Danielson, Conn., and the Ru of T. M. Ross 
andsundry other citizens of Tolland County, Conn., praying for the 
MEINEN M PURI Virorum which were ordered to lie 
on table. 


Mr. SPOONER presented 
other citizens of Evansville, 
zens of Bayfield, of D. S. 
Sac, of C. C. Pratt and 11 other citizens of Deerfield, of Frank B. 


titions of Dorton Mihills and 103 
Benjamin P. Hill and 31 other citi- 
and 44 other citizens of Prairie du 


Bacon and 106 other citizens of of E. T. Buxton and 30 
other citizens of Superior, and of John B. Stickney and 108 other 
citizens of Mazomanie, all in the State of Wisconsin, praying for 
the early passage of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 


SALE OF ALCOHOLIC LIQUORS IN SOUTH CAROLINA, 


Mr. TILLMAN. From the Committee on Interstate Commerce 
I submit a report giving the judicial decisions on the regulation 
of commerce between the several States and with foreign coun- 
tries in reference to the South Carolina liquor law. I move that 
the report be printed for the information of the Senate, to accom- 
pany the bill (S. 224) to limit the effect of the regulation of com- 
merce between the several States and with foreign countries in 
certain cases. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2138) to give the con- 
sent of Congress to a compact entered into between the States of 
South Dakota and Nebraska respecting the boundary between 
said States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2139) granting a pension to 
Richard Barnes, of Madison County, Nebr.; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to tho 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL (b request) introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 2140) for the relief of thelegal . of Paul 
McNeel, deceased, of Pocahontas * Va.; 

A bill e 2141) for the relief of W. E. Judkins, executor of 
Lewis McKenzie; and 
5 (S. 2142) for the relief of Alexander Stoddart, of New 

or 

AMENDMENT TO THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. PRITCHARD submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 
Government and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled joint resolution (S. R. 64) relating 
to the payment of salaries in the consular service; and it was 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


M VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business appears to be 
c $ 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 379. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 
of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is upon the 
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. LINDSAY], upon 
which the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] has the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Nebr: will yield to me 
for a moment, I ask that beginning on ligne. d morning the 
sessions of the Senate shall commence at 11 instead of 12 o'clock, 
as now. 

Mr. VEST. Ali right. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it would facilitate the business if we 
should adopt that course. 

Mr. VEST. That is with the understanding, of course, that we 
shall adjourn at 5 o'clock. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think perhaps it would not be wise to make 
such an order as to the hour of adjournment. I have no doubt 
that we will all feel like adjourning about 5 o'clock, or, at any 
rate, like passing from the consideration of this bill to other busi- 
ness that may be necessary—executive business, and so on. I 
assure Senators that they will have no trouble as to the hour of 
adjournment if this order is agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. That is all nos Iwantto be entirely frank about 
it. Itisthe late sessions that count against those of us who are 
working on the bill. Ido not mind meeting at 11 o'clock in the 
Weine, e to stay here after 5 is more than those of us who are 
PS mi life want to bear. 


. ALLISON. Under our methods of business, as the Senator 
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very well knows, it may not always be convenient to adjourn at & 


particular time. 

Mr. VEST. I mean, to let the tariff bill go over. 

Mr. ALLISON. Unless there is some special reason, perhaps 
that can be arranged, s 

Mr. VEST. Ido not mind executive sessions after 5. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope there will be no agreement as to the 
hour of adjournment. I think there will be no difficulty in ar- 
ranging that to suit Benators on both sides. 

r. VEST. Very well. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent, therefore, that, be- 
ginning Wednesday morning, the hour of meeting shall be 11 in- 
stead of 12 o'clock until otherwise ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate has heard the request of 
the Senator from Iowa asking unanimous consent that, beginning 
on Wednesday, the hour of meeting of the Senate shail be 11 
o'clock in the morning instead of 12 o'clock, as heretofore. 

Mr. ALLISON. Until otherwise ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Until otherwise ordered. The Chair 
hears no objection to the request. No objection being entered, 
that will be the order. 8 ape g 8 morning, the Sen- 
ate will meet at 11 o'clock. The Senator from Nebraska will 

roceed. 
p Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, during the very interesting re- 
marks of the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY] on 
Saturday last the following colloquial discussion took place: 


Mr. ALLEN. Then I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri what is to 

vent the Government of the United States from resorting to the common- 

oe writ of quo warranto, bringing this trust into court and dissolving its 
existence ess of any statute? 

Mr. Vest. I have no doubt it could be dono if we could get at the proof in 

the oe A pad corporation was operating in restraint of trade under 

munds law. 
Mr. ALLEN. It does not make any difference about it being a State corpora- 


tion. x 
aM V —12 But the question was, Did it operate in restraint of trade among 

es 8 

Mr. HoAR. You can not issue a quo warranto om a State corporation. 

Mr. Vest. I do not know that you can issue t particular writ of quo 
warrants: hat the proceedings to which I refer were instituted under the 

mun W. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator from Massachusetts pretend to say that the 
charter of a State corporation can not be dissolved, or, at least, that it can 
not be prevented from doing business when it monopolizes interstate trade 
and results in à monopoly? 

Mr. Hoan. If my honorablo friend the Senator from Nebraska will pardon 
me, in all good nature, I do not pretend 5 in the Senate. I am asked 
to state my view of a law question and whether I pretend so and so. 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not mean to offend the Senator. 

Mr. Hoar, Itis nota very gon kind of a question. 

Mr. ALLEN. I simply wan: to give it as my opinion (and it is the opinion 

not a so good or right as that of the Senator from 

Massachusetts) that there is no question about the power of this Government 

to dissolve such a corporation, regardless of the fact where it gets its char- 

ter. Whenever it leaves the State in which it is incorporated and engages in 

ion of business which is international commerce and interstate 
commerce, the nation has control. 

Mr. Linpsay. Mr. President—— 

Mr. Hoar. Will the Senator pardon me for a sentence? 

Mr. LINDSAY. 9 y 

Mr. Hoar. I supposed the law to be that the writof quo warranto isa writ 
to dissolve a corporation which by illegal conduct has forfeited its power to 
exist, and that it is a writ addressed to it to come and show cause by what 
warrant it continues to get as a corporation. I sap thatcan only be done, 
underoursystem of jurisprudence, in the courts the sovereign thatcreated 
the corporation, which is the State in the case of a State corporation. I do 
not concede that that is a proper writ or remedy to prevent & corporation 
from doing an unlawful thing. 

Undoubtedly the courts of the United States may b: rp rdg enjoin 
a State corporation, as they could an individual, against ting a United 
States law in cases where such an injunction is the p: r and fitting pro- 
coating, but that would not he by i quo warranto, and 
it would not be in any case. as I suppose, within the powers of the United 
States courts to dissolve a State corporation. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I can not yield further. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. 


At this point I was cut short from answering the Senator trom 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] by the refusal of the Senator from 
Kentucky to permit further interruption, and I embrace the first 
opportunity to reply briefly to him on this point. 

uo warranto is the proper common-law writ by which to in- 
uire into and determine the right of persons to exercise corporate 
tions or franchises, and the remedy is limited only by the facts 

and circumstances of each particular case as it presents itself, for 
it is doubtfulif in illustrative jurisprudence two cases can be 
found presenting exactly the same or substantially a similar state 
of facts. The English law of quo warranto descended to us as an 
inheritance, and it came in all its fullness and efficiency, and not 
so crippled and hedged about by unreasonable and unnecessary 
restrictions as to make it barrem of results when properly set in 
motion. Ican not bring myself to with the Senator from 
Massachusetts, much as I am inclined to do so, for, as I look at the 
eee. there can be little, if any, doubt of the jurisdiction of 

e Federal courts to oust a corporation in so far as it engages in 
interstate or international commerce if it does not possess lawful 
authority to do so. 

If Havemeyer and his associates went to New Jersey to procure 


of only one man. 


tuting an action 


a charter as a mere shield from consequences of a business con- 
ducted elsewhere, and not to conduct business there, the act was 
fraudulent, the charter was void, and the Federal court would, 


in a proper case, have jurisdiction to so adjudge it. It must be 
remembered that under the liberal practice o ing in the United 
States the court, in a case of quo warranto, is not confined to en- 
tering a exeun of ouster merely, but it has authority to enter 
as a part of its judgment a nal injunction restraining the 
corporation from the exercise of functions it does not lawfully 
pomas: In addition to quo warranto, a bill in chancery may be 

led to restrain the corporation from carrying on a business not 
contem pa by its charter, and I take it for granted that it is 
elementary that a corporation deriving its chartered powers from 
the legislature of New Jersey or any other State does not possess 
the right to engage in interstate or international commerce, and 
ard the State granting the charter has no power to confer that 
authority, 

A State power to charter a corporation to transact 
business within its territorial limits only. It can not extend 
beyond State boundaries and it must of necessity be confined to 
carrying on a lawful business within the State and to State com- 
merce, and incidentally to such interstate and international com- 
merce as may by the sufferance of Congress be transacted within 
the State. It has no authority, however, by virtue of its corpo- 
rate existence to beyond the boundaries of the State of its 
origin and domicile and engage in a commerce over which, by the 
Constitution, Congress has original and exclusive jurisdiction. 

The common-law remedy of quo warranto not only authorizes 
the court to inquire by what warrant or authority the corporation 
transacts business, but to inquire into and determine whether a 

cular branch of business comes within its chartered priv- 
ileges or not, and if it does not to oust it from the transaction of 
such business and restrain it from engaging therein again. 

The Constitution declares— 

That Congress shall have power to late commerce with foreign nations 
and among the several States and with the Indian tribes. ER —— 

These powers are very comprehensive and embrace not alone a 
direct regulation by act of Con of how and when such com- 
merce may be conducted, but the means, and as an incident the 
Congress may declare that no commerce shall bə carried on 
through the instrumentality or agency of corporations. It may 
confine such commerce to individuals, or copartnerships, or, in 
fact impose any other restriction on it that may be deemed politic 
and wise. 

The grant is to regulate commerce with the foreign nations, 
This does not mean with foreign nations as distinct political entities, 
but with the le of foreign nations, and therefore it embraces 
within its Mae scope complete authority to regulate the in- 
terchange of traffic between the people of the United States and 
the people of a foreign nation, and there follows impliedly from 
this the incidental power to determine the class of vessels in which 
commerce may be carried, and, in fact, the right to regulate com- 
merce carries with it the right to suspend or prohibit it if neces- 
sary for the time being and for the general welfare, and it is de- 
clared that Congress shall have power to regulate commerce 
“among the several States." In the first case the word “with” is 
used, while in the latter among is employed. Perhaps there is 
no significance in this change of expression in speaking of the two 
classes of commerce, and yet it must be noted in passing that a 
change was made. This does not mean among the several States 
as political entities, for at the time the Constitution was adopted 
there was no commerce among the several States as such, or prac- 
tically none, and therefore it must be held to refer to the people of 
the several States. 

And here, too, is implied the authority to prohibit the inter- 
change of commercial relations between the people of the several 
States if for any purpose it shall be deemed wise and proper for 
Congress to do so. And there is further impiied the right to 
choose the means of regulating and the instrumentalities thereof, 
and therefore I assume it is elementary that if Congress shall de- 
clare that no commerce among the several States shall be carried 
on through the instrumentality of a corporation. the law would be 
constitutional and would be enforced not only in the Federal 
courts, but in the State courts as well, for it is primarily the duty 
of the State courts to enforce an act of Congress when its jurisdic- 
tion is Dover invoked in the ordinary course of litigation. It 
would be strange, then, if, Congress possessing this power, broad 
and comprehensive as it is, we should find ourselves without a 
remedy to enforce an act of regulation. It was an axiom at the 
common law that for every right there was a remedy, and that 
axiom came to us from the English law, and we may therefore 
ony declare that where there is a right in the sovereignty of” 
the United States there is a remedy for its enforcement. 

Let us pose that the Havemeyers, residing in New York, went 
across the into New Jersey and procured a charter from the 
legislature of that State, without having a domicile there, and b 
virtue of that charter established an office in the city of New York 
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and created a monopoly in the sugar business. If the chief purpose 
in obtaining the charter was to enable them to transact business 
as a corporation in New York and engage in interstate and inter- 
national commerce, the New Jersey charter would not afford them 
protection from the Federal courts in New York, or any other dis- 
trict or circuit where their business may be conducted. The mo- 
mentthey ceased to transacta purely local or State business within 
theState of New Jersey and engaged ininterstate and international 
commerce beyond the territorial lines of that State. that moment 
they placed themselves in a position where they were subject to 
the jurisdiction of the United States courts, and it would be some- 
what singular if they could engage in a business 99 per cent of 
which is interstate and international in its character and the 
courts of the United States would have no jurisdiction to control 
them or adjudge their business unlawful, if unlawful, or con- 
ducted unlawfully, or oust them in so far as their business might 
be a monopoly and in violation of the common or statute law. 

I assume, for the purpose of this argument, that ai the common 
law a monopoly was in violation of law, and was subject to con- 
trol of the courts. and its agents might be indicted and punished 
and its existence dissolved and the corporation restrained by in- 
junction from carrying it on in the future. 

It is admitted on al! hands that no sugar schedule can be framed 
by any party from which thesugar trust will not derive pecuniary 
benefit. Iam well satisfied from my own observation aud experi- 
ence as a member of the investigating committee of 1894 that this 
is trae. Then why waste time on this schedule? If there is à 
real des re and an honest purpose to destroy this gigantic monop- 
oly that is eating out thesubstance of the people, why not employ 
the courts to dissolve it, or at least to oust it from the exercise of 
this particular function? We shonld begin at the proper place 
and intimi the proper remedy and deprive it of amonopoly of one 
of the staple necessities of life. 

As long as we higgle on schedules, the sugar trust will laugh at 
us in derision and mock our impo:ency and continue to fatten on 
unlawful exactions from the people. It will only fear the Gov- 
ernment when we shall invoke the aid of the courts and deprive 
it of existence outside of its lawful situs. 

It has beensuggested that the courts can not be relied on to con- 
trol this monopoly; that the judges are surrounded by influences 
that will prevent them from determining the question as they 
should, If this be true, then the Government in its judicial branch 
is a failure and the ple are without a remedy. I have confi- 
dence, however, in the courts of the United States to believe that 
when their 1 is properly invoked they will not hesitate 
to deal justly by the people and dissolve this gigantic monopoly. 

There is another subject to which I desire to direct attention 
for a moment. We have a treaty relation with the Hawaiian 
Islands by which Hawaiian sugars are admitted into the United 
States free of duty. There come to the United States annually at 
least 225,000 tons under that treaty which do not pay a cent of 
revenue into the Treasury. I think I am entirely safe in assert- 
ing that the United States loses from six to six and a half million 
dollars annually in consequence of the treaty. 

The time has come, in my judgment, when this treaty ought to 
be revoked. Iam not prepared to say that it onght never to have 
been made. Its making antedates-by several years my advent 
into public life, and I am not prepared to say that circumstances 
did not exist at the time which warranted the Goverament in en- 
tering into a treaty with the then King of Hawaii. 

But, Mr. President, the people derive no benefit from the pro- 
vision of the Hawaiian treaty which admits sugar free of duty. 
The investigation in 1894 by the special committee apointed by 
this body developed the fact that the American Sugar Refining 
Company. at the head of which stands Henry O. Havemeyer un 
the king of the sagar trust of the Hawaiian Islands, Claus Spreck- 
els, were in partnership in Hawaiian sugars; that they owned 
jointly the Western Refining Factory, located at San Francisco, 
CaL, and that an agreement existed between them by which all 
the section of our country lying west of the Missouri River was 
turned over to Spreckels to supply with sugars, and the portion 
of the United States lying east of the Missouri was devoted ex- 
clusively to the foraysof the American sugar trust. And I think 
the fact is that only about 7 per cent of the sugar trust's sugars 
go west of the Missouri River. 

Mr. President, we receive no benefit from this treaty relation. 
Sugars raised upon many of the islands in the Atlantic and Pacific 
oceans are shipped to Honolulu, there repacked and marked Ha- 
waiian sugars, and brought into this conntry under the language 
of that treaty, but realiy in violation of its spirit and purpose. 

Why, then, should the people be deprived of deriving revenue 
to the amount of between $6.000.000 and $7,000,000 a year from 
theseimportedsugars? There is no competition between Hawaiian 
sugars and sugars manufactured or refined by the American sugar 
trust. The moment those sugars come to the United States that 
moment they are owned and controlled by this combination be- 
tween Havemeyer and Spreckels, and there is immediately stifled 


that natural and legitimate competition which under proper reg- 
ulations would exist. 

The sugar trust takes these sugars in its control and fixes the 
price to the American consumer, entirely regardless of the fact 
that they are admitted free of duty. Those sugars would be no 
higher to the consumers if they paid this tax of between $3,000,000 
and $7,000,000 annually. And how many years will elapse until 
the 225,000 tons of sugar admitted annually free of duty as 
Hawaiian sugars will grow into 450,000 tons or 500.000 tons, when 
the Government will be deprived of revenue to the amount of 
from $12,009,000 to $14.000,090 a year? 

Mr. President, we can not build up the American sugar industry 
or develop it in the slightest degree if this treaty is permitted to 
remain intact. It has been demonstrated that beet sugar, for 
instance, up to this time, can not be produced and soli in the 
market for less than about 4 cents a pound, wbile under the oper- 
ation of the Hawaiian treaty Hawaiian sugars can come to the 
United States and be sold to the consumer for less than 3 cents a 
pound and a reasonable profit be made on them. How can it be 
expected, if that treaty is permitted to remain, that domestic 
sugar can contest in the markets of the United States with the 
product of the Polynesiaus and the low class of labor found on 
the islands of the Pacific Ocean? 

Mr. President, so far as I am concerned, as one member of this 
body. and in my judgment, so far as the Populist party is repre- 
sented in this Chamber, there is but one course to pursue, and 
that is to cast our votes at all times and under all circuinstances 
to cancel the treaty between the United States and the Hawaiian 
Islands, and by that means give some impetus, if impetus can be 

iven in that way, to the development of the American sugar in- 

ustry. Notonly that, sir, but we can not afford to cast our votes 
to throw away $0,500,000 of revenue annually and give it to the 
American sugar trust that is now eating out the life and paralyzing 
the enetgies of the American people, It will be one step at least 
in the direction of impairing the efficiency of that trast. 

Mr. President, I have, in the four years I have been here, wit- 
nessed the singular spectacle of a play on the part of Congress 
with the American Sugar Refining Company. Iu 1894, when the 
Wilson bill was before this body and was being considered, Sen- 
ators on the other side of the Chamber held up tneir hands in holy 
horror that the Democratic party and the Populists should be bold 
enough to give the sugar trust some advantage under the sugar 
schedule of that bill That act reduced the benefits that were 
then being derived under the McKinley law by the sugar trust. 
It did not wipe out entirely the profits they were making, it is 
true; for, sir, I conceive it impossible for Congress, in the form 
of a sugar schedule, to deprive this gigantic corporation of some 
profit. 

Now, Mr. President, in 1897, when this bill is pending before 
this branch of Congress, our Democratic friends hold up their 
hands in horror that the American sugar trust should receive 
some benefit from it, and yet all, Democrats, Republicans, and 
Populists agree that it is impossible to frame and pass through 
Congress a sugar schedule that will not result in Denent to the 
trust. Sir,if we are honest with the American people, if this 
reform Administration that was heralded as the advance agent 
of prosperity seven or eight months ago intends to do anything 
for the relief of the American people in this respect, why not iu- 
voke the courts of the country to dissolve and oust this corpora- 
tion, in so tar as it assumes to exercise functions that control 
interstate and international commerce? 

Mr. President, he would be a bold man indeed, and a reckless 
lawyer, who would assert that this corporation or any other coald 
pass beyond the territorial limits of the State in which it was 
organized and created and engage in a purely interstate and in- 
ternational commerce without jurisdiction upon the part of the 
Federal courts to oust it of unlawful exercise of that power, es- 
pecially whem it has become a monopoly and inimical to the gen- 
eral welfare. We may talk of schedules high and schedules low, 
we may undertake to make the American people believe that we 
are in favor of checking this gigantic monster. we may deceive à 
portion of the people; but this monopoly will never stand in fear 
of Congress or any other branch of this Government. it will never 
cease to fatten and growrich out of the American people, until the 
plenary jurisdiction of our courts is invoked for its dissolution 
and restraint. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chai:). 
The question is on the adoption of the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay]. Is the Senate ready 
for the question? . 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I do not care to address 
myself to the pending amendment, but I wish to submit some re- 
marks in regard to the amendment which I offered ou the 25th of 
May. DR that all articles the subject of a trust shall be ad- 
mitted free of duty. 

Mr. President, our civilization is founded upon the theory of 
evolution, upon the doctrine of the survival of the fittest, upon 
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the law of competition, and is opposed to socialism. We say, as 
far as is consistent with the existence of protection under the law, 
Let man, untrammeled and unrestrained, work out his destiny. 
The result of this theory in the past was feudalism, or the su- 
premacy of brute perd and physical courage. and its resulting 
paternalism, But feudalism, by the operation of the law of com- 
petition and evolution, destroyed itself by the subjugation of the 
weaker by the stronger and the creation of monarchical forms of 
government in its place. 

To-day, under the operation of this law of competition, we are 
drifting toward socialism on the one side and plutocracy on the 
other. It is for us to say whether we will stop the march of 
events in their course, and make this again a government of the 
the people, by the people, and for the people, or allow the present 
to crystallize and thus continue to be what we ncw are—a govern- 
ment of the trusts, by the trusts, and for the trusts—a plutocracy 
of artificial persons, sustained by bribery. In the past all plu- 
tocracies have been of natural persons, with something of con- 
science and human 8 in their composition, and they have 
kept discontent in check by force and bribery, by a paid police, 
and byastanding army. But as our plutocracy is of the worst 
form, without heart and conscience, being an artificial person, it 
is fitting and well that it should be forced—if its existence shall 
be perpetuated—to rely upon the one means of sustaining its 
existence—that of loathsome bribery. 

We have abandoned as a people the doctrine so oft repeated and 
so much believed, that competition is the life of trade, and have 
adopted the doctrine that competition is killing, resulting in the 
organization of trusts and combinations to restrict production, to 
maintain or increase prices, until to-day there are but few articles 
manufactured in the United States that are not the subject of a 
trust. There is a trust to control coffee, coal, sugar, lead. oil, 
glass, all kinds of hardware, steel, chemicals, and crockery. Thus 
the fundamental principle of our civilization is overturned, aud 
those whocan not combine—the farmer and individual proprietor 
and toilers of the land—are at the mercy of those who do combine. 

TARIFF AND THE TRUSTS. 

When the Republican party came into being as the advocate of 
rotection to American industry by the means of a tariff, it wisely 
its advocacy of the doctrine of protection upon the theory 
on which our civilization rests—competition, and declared that 
the building of American factories to supply the protected article 
would create competition and thus lower the price of the article 
to the consumer. In every campaign we have told the people the 
story of nails—how they were 6 cents per pound, and we put a 
duty on them of 2 cents per pound, and American genius and en- 
Srey produced the machinery, and competition reduced the price, 
and nails sold for 1 cent per ponia and the Republican doctrine 

of protection was triumphantly vindicated. 
ast year the nail trust was organized, and the price of nails 
rose from 1 cent a pound to 3$ cents a pound, and thus the Repub- 
lican theory of 5 was completely overthrown. The same 
story can be told of almost every manufactured article in this bill. 
How to remedy this defect so as to justify a tariff for protection 
in the future is the problem which every Republican is called 
upon to solve. The two questions are so intimately connected 
that they must go together. No tariff bill can be defended that 
does not protect the people against trusts. If the Republican 
party undertakes it, you will go down in defeat at the next elec- 

tion. 

Mr. President, I offer my amendment in good faith as a protec- 
tionist. If it is not adopted, the theory of protection falls to the 
ground. If it is adopted, you can defend this bill before the peo- 
ple of the United States. 

The amendment provides— 


"* That all articles on the dutiable list mentioned in this act shall be admitted 
free of duty if said articles or articles of a like character of domestic produc- 
tion are manufactured or their sale controlled or tho price affected b; 
trust or combination to increase the cost of said articles to purchasers by 
nm competition or otherwise. Every contract, com tion in the 
orm of a trust, or association or corporation whose effect is to restrict the 
quantity of production or increase the price of any article, or any conspiracy 
in restraint of trade, shall be deemed a trust within the provisions of this act. 
Any citizen of the United States may file a petition. verified by oath or af- 
firmation, in any district court of the United States where the defendant has 
an office or place of business or may reside, alleging the existence of a trust 
as herein defined, and that articles or products subject to duty under this 
act, or articles or products of like character of domestic production, are manu- 
factured, or their sale controlled, or the price affected by said trust; where- 
upon a summons shall be immediately issued from said court directing the 
defendant to appear and answer said petition, the case to be governed as to 
time and manner of service, the pieadings and all proceedings had therein, 
as is now di pipiens by law in civil causes instituted in the district courts of 
the United States. A 
If any citizen of the United States shall file with any district attorney for 
said district the petition herein set forth, it shall be the duty of said attorney 
to institute proceedings forthwith in the district court for said district in the 
name of the United States for the pu of E the issues made 
eaid petition, like proceedings to be insuch caseas hereinbefore prescri 
e summons to the defendant or defendants herein required shall be 
served upon the president or chief officer, if a corporation, or upon all the 
members, if an association or partnership. and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall also be notified of the existence and nature of the suit. 
All cases justituted as herein provided shall be advanced upon the docket 


of the court so asto have eee of trial over all civil causes thereon, and 


an appeal may be taken from the decision of the district court to the circuit 


court of the United States for the district, under the same rules as are pre- 
pectin gE E ap in other civil cases, but the judgment of the circuit 
cour 


If the decision of the court shall be that the allegations of the petitions are 
true, an order directing the customs officers of the United Statets to thereafter 
pus the importation of such article or articles free of duty shall at once 

ue: Provided. That where a duty is levied upou raw mate or any article 
that is improved by any process at ter being imported, the duty on the raw ma- 
terial or unrefined or unimproved article shall Bo collected, and a like amount 
of duty upon the refined or improved article as provided by this act; but the 
differential or additional duty shall not be collected if the improved or re- 
fined product is found to be the subject of a trust, as hereinbefore set forth: 
Provided, That at any time after judgment the Secretary of the Treasury, 
upon written grounds, or any party to the proceedings upon petition, veri- 
fied by oath or affirmation, may move the court to sec aside or suspend the 
enforcement of such judgment. If upon hearing it shall be adjudged that 
the trust has ceased to exist, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to withdraw or cancel his orders to the customs oflicers, and such 
officers shall immediately resume the collection of the duties imposed by this 
act. The parties to the original proceeding who do not join in the motion 
shall have reasonable notice thereof, and the motion shall be advanced and 
have precedence of trial over all civil causes. 9 may be taken as in 
the original 1 to the circuit court, but the judgment of that court 
upon the motion shall be final. 

But you urge that if this amendment is adopted it will defeat 
the object of passing a tariff bill, as no revenue will be derived 
therefrom. If this is true, then surely we are in the hands of the 
trusts. ButIcontend that this tariff biilis so framed that the 
articles which are the subject of a trust are not the articles from 
which much revenue is derived. the evident . of the framer 
of the bill being to give the American market to the trusts and 
raise the revenue from other articles. 

Is it not more reasonable to suppose that the trusts will dissolve 
rather than share the rich American market with foreigners? 
For if the trusts do not disband, and thus allow the various manu- 
facturers to compete with one another, the operation of the amend- 
ment I offer will be to compel them to compete with the foreign 
manufacturer. Is it not sure to follow that, rather than open our 
doors to the free competition of the world, the trusts will cease to 
exist? 

It is urged, however, that but part of the manufacturers may be 
in the trust, and that this amendment punishes the innocent with 
the guilty; but there can be no innocent persons, for the amend- 
ment provides tuat in order to be a trust the effect must be to 
restrict the quantity of production or increase the price of the 
article. Thus those not in the combination are the recipients of 
the benefits, and the willing recipients, or they would have pre- 
vented the rise in price resulting from the trust. If the trast 
ceases to exist as to any article, the Secretary of the Treasury may 
commence proceedings to have that fact declared by the court, 
and the duty again collected. 

TRUSTS RESULT FROM DECLINING PRICES. 

The rapid growth of trusts in the United States began with the 
demonetization of silver, and the formation of trusts was the means 
adopted by some of the most far-seeing and shrewdest men hav- 
ing control and direction of capital invested in manufact 
and transportation to avert losses to themselves by reason of fall- 
ing prices, which lead to overproduction and underconsumption. 
They realized that the first effect of a decline in prices is to stimu- 
late production, because the producers hope tomake up the differ- 
ence in price by larger sales at a less expense. They also foresaw 
what the average producer fails to see, that when the deciine of 
prices is general the purchasing power is less in the whole com- 
munity, and therefore an increased production can find no market 
at any price, so that there exists at the same time an overproduc- 
tion of things which are most needed and an underconsumption 
of these very things, because of the inability to purchase them. 

The organizers of the trusts did not go into the causes of the 
falling prices. In most cases they knew nothing about the natural 
effects of throwing the entire burden upon one metal . 
the basis of the money of the world, which had formerly r 
upon both gold and silver. So they made the common error of 
mistaking effect for cause, and attributed the decline in prices to 
overproduction. Therefore they combined and formed trusts to 
restrict production and keep up prices. 

But the sole argament which the advocates of the gold standard 
have offered to appease the producer of farm products for the lower 
prices which he must take for the results of his labor. and to the 
workingman for theenforced acceptance of lower wages. has been 
theincreased purchasing power of what they call **honest money," 
whereby $1 now will Pay as much of most articies of general 
consumption as $2 would have done twenty years ago. : 

The effect of the successful operations of trusts is to compel 
higher prices to be paid for the finished product, or for transpor- 
tation, while they do not check the decline in the value of raw 
5 nor in the rates of wages, nor do their managers wish to 

0 so. 

I do not desire to be understood as charging that the trusts are 
able to withstand the eral fall of prices. The ability of the 
consumer to pay fixes the limit beyond which prices can not be 
forced, and t is the only limit upon the powers of a trust to 
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regulate prices when the combination of domestic producers is so 
ect as to defy competition at home and the tariff duty upon 
imported articles excludes the competition in our markets of 
foreign producers. 
Therefore the people of the United States are robbed by the 
trusts of the only advantage, if it can be called an advantage, 
which the advocates of the gold standard offer as a reason for the 


Mp of that stan 

inly, Mr, President, no consistent advocate of the. gold 
standard can refuse to give his vote in support of a measure like 
my amendment, which is intended to destroy the monopolies held 
by the trusts in order to let the people get theadvantage, through 
Bog Meg unhampered by tariff duties, of the lower prices for 
all t they must purchase, which would naturally follow the 
maintenance of the “existing gold standard." 

I insist that so long as the gold standard prevails the legislation 
of this Congress ought to be such as to give to the people who are 
the consumers of manufactured articles, who pay the freight on 
the railroads, all the advan which would naturally come to 
them through the legislation of this and other countries which in- 
creased the purchasing power of gold, and that this Congress 
ought not to permit the passage of any tariff legislation for the 

rotection of American manufacturers without taking good care 

t no benefit whatever shall accrue to trusts from such legisla- 

tion, whether the trusts are now in existence or may be organized 
in the future. 


OBJECTION TO TRUSTS FOUNDED ON REASON. 


Mr. President, the objections to trusts are not fanciful, neither 
are they prompted by animosity to wealth or wealthymen. They 
rest upon public principles which are inherent and fundamental 
to our civilization. At common law bonds and contracts in re- 
straint of trade are void. 

In the time of Henry V the 5 when such a contract 
Was presented and proven before him, that if the guilty party were 

t he should go to prison. In 1811 Judge Sedgwick said that 

nds to restrain trade in general are bad, as prejudicial to trade 

and honest industry. (8 Mass,,283). The common law from the 

first forbade agreements to restrict the freedom of trade, and has 

been universal in its application and jn accordance with the spirit 
of our institutions. 

The dite court of Pennsylvania, as early as 1832, in declar- 
ing the illegality of an agreement between five coal-mining com- 
panies to fix the amount of each one's product, to bring the price 
and sales under the control of the combination (Judge Agnew) 
said such a combination is more than a contract; it is an offense, 
and that where the public is subject to the power of confederates 
a combination is criminal. (68 Pa. State, 173.) 

In New York, where the owners of canal boats had combined to 
divide prot and control rates, the court held such a combination 
to be illegal and void. (5 Denio, 434; 4 Denio, 349.) The princi- 
ple of the common law was laid down in England four hundred 
and sixty years ago that— 

A reis ay; Regna three incidents mischievous to the public: 1, the rise of 
the price; 2, the commodity will not be as good; 3, the impoverishing of poor 
artilicers and all those not parties to the combination. 

It has been remarked frequently in my presence during the last 
few days that there were no trusts; that corporations ex , but 
thatnotrustsexisted. Undermy amendment, in which I undertake 
to define trusts, any combination to limit production or increase 
epe is a trust, and therefore subject to the penalties prescribed 

the amendment. But I think, 8 r. President, it is 
well to give the history of some of these combinations of capital, 
some of these corporations which control prices and limit produc- 
tion, in order that we may best determine whether such combina- 
tions actually exist, 


Prior to Au , 1887, there was life and free competition in all 
branches of the trade, The producers of raw sugars all 
over the world sought in the ports of the United States a market 
in which numerous strong buyers were always Dedi to take their 
offerings at a price varying with the supply and demand. The 
duty collected by the United States upon imported sugar was s 
cific, so many cents per pound, according to the color and saccha- 
rine contents of the goods, The seller knew what the duty was, 
and that it could not be changed by any collusion with the buyer 
in regard to the price. The buyer knew what the sugar was 
worth for his pu , and how to refine it for the home con- 
sumption or to sell it for use unrefined, as the case might be. 

There was the same healthy competition among the sugar refiners 
as among the producers and importers of raw sugar. is was 
manifested by constant efforts to improve the product and to lessen 
the cost of refining by the introduction of better processes. 

'The distribution of the raw and refined sugar to the consumer 
through the usual trade channels from the importers and the re- 
finer way of the jobber, the wholesale grocer, and the retail 
grocer to the family was also untrammeled. Each bought where 
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hecould purchase to the best advantage and sold upon terms 
2 upon between him and the buyer, and not dict: byany 
I 2 

In short, Mr. President, the sugar business was subject to the 
laws of trade as understood and expounded by the best school of 
political economists. 

But in 1887 the enormous profits amassed by the Standard Oil 
Trust suggested to a few of the leading refiners the possibility of 
controlling the sugar trade in the same way. It was then claimed 
for the first time that the individual refineries through competi- 
tion were unable to make sufficient money to continue in business. 

This seems a little strange in view of the fact that most of the 
refiners who had the misfortune to die or had retired from busi- 
ness before that time are known to have left or still possess many 
millions. These millions, however, no doubt seemed insignificant 
in comparison to the potentialities of wealth offered by the adop- 
tion of trust methods, 

So the sugar trust was formed in the fall of 1887 by a combina- 
tion on the of the oil trust, between a number of corpora- 
tions, some of which were formed out of existing unincorporated 
firms for the e purpose of entering the trust, which was 
called the Sugar Refineries Company. 

The firms or corporations that composed it at that time were: 

1, The Brooklyn Sugar Refining Company, New York. 

2. The Decastro & Donner Sugar ing Company, New 


York. 

3. The Dick & Meyer Company, New York. 

4. The Havemeyer Sugar Refining Company, New York. 

55 VM Havemeyer & Elder Sugar Refining Company, New 
ork. 

6. The F. O. Matthiessen & Wiechers Sugar Refining Com- 
pany, New York. 

7. The Moller, Sierck & Co. Sugar Refinery, New York. 

8. The North River Sugar Refinery, New York. 

9. The Fulton Sugar Refining Company, New York. 

10. The Knickerbocker Refining Company, New York. 

11. The Havemeyer, Eastwick & Co. Sugar Refining Company, 
d The Ba State S Refin Bos 
. The Bay State Sugar ery, ton. 

. The Boston Sugar Refinery, Boston. 

. The Continental Sugar R 1 n 

. The Standard Sugar Refinery, Boston. 

. The De Forrest Sugar Refinery, Portland, Me. 
- The Plariters' Sugar Refinery, New Orleans. 

. The Louisiana Sugar Refinery, New Orleans. 
. The Belcher's Sugar Refinery, St. Louis. 

. The American Sugar Refinery, San Francisco. 
And a year or two later, 

21, The Baltimore Sugar Refining Company, Baltimore, 
was absorbed. 

One of the first acts of the new trust was to close up the North 
River Sugar Refinery. This led to an action by the attorney- 
gencral of New York in behalf of the people for the forfeiture of 
the charter of the company, at the end of which the court of ap- 
ponp declared the trust illegal, and the charter of the North River 

mpany was forfeited. 'The trust was thereby compelled to 
abandon its organization and reorganize under the laws of New 
Jersey as the American Sugar Refining Company. a single cor- 
porem, in which were combined all the parties to the original 
trus 

What the value or-the valuation was of the properties and plants 
which were thus united under one management it is impossible to 
say, but it did exceed $10,000,000. The capitalization of the whole 
was $50,000,000, which thus contained 540,000 000 of stock for 
which no consideration was paid. This was divided into common 
and preferred stock, one-half of each. The common stock was to 
pay quarterly dividends, which have never been less than 3 per 
cent, or 12 per cent per annum. The preferred shares are guaran- 
teed to pay 7 per cent per annum, and this interest or dividend 
must be paid before the common shares are entitled to any distri- 
bution of the profits, 

'The properties which have since been acquired by the trust are 
the Sp els Sugar Refining Company, the Franklin Refining 
Company, and the E. C. Knight & Sugar Refinery, of Phila- 
delphia, and the California Sugar Refinery, of San Francisco. 

Another refinery, built about a year ago at Camden, N. J., was 


bought up and never opened. 1t was rumored that the trust 
had bought the property, These new properties cost the trust 
$10,895,000 in stock. 


The capital was now raised to $75,000,000, also one-half common 
and one- preferred shares. The common has never paid less 
than 12 per cent per annum, and on one occasion—I believe it was 
in 1893—an extra dividend of 10 per cent was distributed. The 
ped have always paid the guaranteed 7 per cent, besides the 

terest on ten millions of bonds. 

All the above refineries are now owned by the trust, at least I 
know of none having been disposed of. One has been turned into 
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a coffee-roasting establishment, to run in competition to the Ar- 

buckle Bros. who have begun the building of a sugar refinery. 

Rue a number have been kept closed since the trust was formed. 
now in operation are: f : 

At Philadelphia, the Franklin Sugar Refining Company, the 
E. C. Knight & Co. Refinery, and the Spreckels Sugar Refining 
Company have been combined. f 

At New York, the Havemeyers & Elder Sugar Refining Com- 

y and the Brooklyn Sugar Refining Company have been com- 
Pinca: and the F. O. Matthiessen & Wiechers Sugar Refinery and 
the Havemeyer S Refining Company have been combined, 
and if needed, the o & er Sugar Refinery is opened. 

. At Boston, the Standard Sugar Refinery and the Boston Sugar 
Refinery have been combined. : 

At San Francisco, the American Sugar Refinery and the Cali- 
fornia Sugar Refinery. 

Further, one or both refineries at New Orleans part of the year. 
All the rest are closed. ; 

The average product of the trust refineries is 30,000 barrels per 
day. Allowing 800 working days in the year, this would mean 
that they are melting up something like 1,400,000 tons of raw sugar 

r annum, or, say, 70 per cent of the total consumption of 2,000,000 

ns. The remainder of 600,000 tons is used by the independent 
refiners, including part of the Louisiana cane crop which is con- 
sumed without refining, and the refineries using beet sugar, etc., 
grown in this ege m A 

There are now only four independent refineries in operation, 
and twoare now being built at Brooklyn, one by Messrs. Arbuckle 
Bros, the other by Mr. Claus Doscher, who was formerly con- 
nected with the Brooklyn Sugar Refining Company. The four 
independent refineries now in operation are the following: The 
Mollenhauer Bugar Refinery and the National Sugar Refinery, 
New York; the Revere Re ye Refinery (Nash, Spaning & Co., 
owners), Boston, and the W. I. McCahan Sugar ery, Phila- 
delphia. Their combined product, I believe, is about 450,000 tons 

r annum. 

The trust takes about 80 per cent of the Louisiana crop, mostly 
for the New Orleans refineries, and in order to get the sugars cheap 
they generally reduce their own prices all round as soon as the 
he oome to market, 

e Hawaiian sugars are bought under contracts with the pro- 
ducers, who are thereby enabled to absorb a boe proportion of 
the duty saved. The terms have varied, but I think the present 
arrangement is that the trust pay the New York value of centrif- 
pr 5 96 degrees test on day of arrival of any cargo at San Fran- 

2 any other United States port, less one-fourth cent per 

und. 

Pour. President, in this connection there is certainly a very inter- 
"mue demi of affairs. It appears that the sugar trust has bought 
the Hawaiian sugar, paying for it at the New York price, less one- 
fourth of a cent à pound; in other words, the duty which would 
have been levied upon Hawaiian sugar has been divided between 
the producers and the sugar trust. 'The contract between the 
Hawaiian sugar producers and the sugar trust expires within a 
few weeks, and the trust is trying to force the producers to give 
them a larger share of the duty. They are not satisfied with one- 
fourth of a cent a pound, which amounted last year to $1,200,000, 
but they want more of the plunder. 

It is very significant in this connection, Mr. President, that the 
committee of this body struck out the House 5 continuing 
the Hawaiian treaty. It looks as though the intended purpose 
was to help the sugar trust and compel a division of the 
spoils. e can judge whether this is so or not when the commit- 
tee bring in their provision to reinstate the treaty, and we can 
clearly, it seems to me, reasoning from cause to effect, see that 
the job has been consummated and that the producers have surren- 
dered. It seems to me the Republican party is serving a curious 
purpose when it permits itself to be used in this manner. 

It is said the trust is op to the continuation of the remis- 
sion of duties to the Hawaiian sugar planters, and that has been 
used as an argument why the treaty should be continued. Mr. 
President, from the very moment the trust succeeds in getting 
the planters to divide the great bonus we give them by remitting 
duties, we shall find the sugar trust as ardent and as patriotic as 
the most enthusiastic jingoist from Massachusetts in favor of 
continuing the treaty. 

A portion of the beet sugar produced in California as well as in 
Nebraska and other Western States is refined on the spot and goes 
into consumption. The rest is absorbed in the trust refineries, 
mostly in San Francisco. 

I was a little surprised the other day to hear the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] urge as a reason why the duty should 
be increased upon refined sugar that it would stimulate the pro- 
duction of sugar in this country. It seemed to me to sound like 
the sameold argument which has been used tocarry through almost 
every scheme to enrich a few people at the of the many. 

Beetsugaris refined by the factories which produce it. The 


sugar does not go to the refinery at all. All the sugar is ready 
for market when it leaves the mill Therefore, to stimulate the 
production of beet sugar in this country means the destruction 


of the refiners now o fing; it means the absolute destruction 
of their property. day that beet sugar supplies the American 
market, the property of the refiners, whose refineries are located 
all along the coast, will be absolutely worthless. That will happen 
when the American farmer produces beets enough to supply the 
American market. 

Therefore the trust is interested in anything and ev i 
which will prevent the growth of the beet-sugar industry in this 
country. How a duty in the special interest of a lot of gamblers 
in New York can be construed into stimulating the beet-sugar 
industry of this country is beyond the range of my imagination. 
Neither will that argument be of any value to obtain for the Re- 
publican party the votes of the 13 of the West. They are 
going to know the facts in regard to this bill; they are going to 

ow whether what we charged in the last campaign was true or 
not, that the Republican party has ceased to stand for anything 
but the gold standard and the trusts. 

As arule, we have always received about 80 per cent of the 
Cuban crops each year, which yielded a total of 1,000,000 tons and 
over, but, owing to the insurrection, only about 200,000 to 250,000 
tons have been made during the last two years. For 1896 our 
sources of supply have been as follows: 


Dee d EEUU EM ene Salk NU die nau iere so Mia Cerne ere SU E Semen ee E 251,522 
rto Rico.. 29,841 
Bt GOrolt oss 3,571 
eg eee 23,449 
Haiti and Santo Domingo 48. 809 
British West Indies....... 84.527 
merara 66,973 
Surinam. 5,951 
SET 312,502 
Mauritius 18,181 
Philippine Islan 61,382 
wich 185 
P... BE Nor OQ XE CRT SN ROUS T VU 2c PL ee 68,519 
(// A Fyusitcohuaalorcn e daa pd Dui cm 2, 867 
Totalfour Atlantic ports (New York, Philadelphia, Boston, and 
TTT ns he nae sean aUe xmi Ae ms ae ire QN ED 
Total Pacific ports (San Francisco), nearly all from Sandwich 
. Mica 2i A AAN I oS oer ee +157, 981 
Total imports of foreign, including Hawaiian 7................. 1,757, 465 


The 2,000,000 tons of sugar now used in the United States per 


.year are drawn from the following sources: 


About 1,550,000 tons come from foreign countries. 

About 200,000 tons come from Hawaiian Islands. 

About 250,000 tons are produced in this country—in Louisi- 
ana and Texas from cane, say about 200,000 
tons; the remainder, 50,000 tons, from beet, 
maple, and sorghum. 


Say 2,000,000 tons. 


I wish to call attention to this fact, Mr. President, that all the 
Hawaiian sugar was not received at the port of San Francisco. 
On the contrary, 49,000 tons of Hawaiian sugar went to the port 
of New York and were admitted there free of duty, the same as 
that which was admitted at San Francisco. 

Two million tons, Mr. President, are 4,490,000,000 pounds. Es- 
timating the possint of the United States at 76,250,000, the 
averageannual consumption of each individual—man, woman, and 
child, of all races—is 62 pounds, and 70 per cent of this, or 43 
pounds, is supplied by the trust. 

Practically the entire sugar trade of the United States is gublocs 
to the dictatorship of the trust. The independent refiners follow 
the trust quotations and place their product in the same way. In 
buying raw sugars they are believed to havean understanding. 
At any rate, no signs of competition are visible. There are enong 
buyers disgruntled with the trust to keep up the independent 
refiners, and the latter are glad to be let alone by the trust so long 
as the trust is iously di „as at present, to let them live 
upon the crumbs which fall from its table. 

HOW THE SUGAR TRUST CONDUCTS BUSINESS. 

Let us consider the manner in which the business of the sugar 
trust is conducted. From the date of its organization in 1887, in- 
cluding as it did all the leading refineries, the trust controlled the 
sugar trade of the United States. Recognizing this fact, the Whole- 
sale Grocers' Association of New York requested to be informed 
by daly quotations from the trust of the price of sugar, and oth- 
erwise how to manage their business. e trust complied and 
began at once to issue daily quotations of the price at which all 
grades of sugar manufactured by it should be sold by the whole- 
sale grooms and jobbers, the profit of these to depend upon cer- 
tain ts and drawbacks allowed by the trust, but only paid . 


* Nearly all beet. t Duty free. 
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at the end of three months upon the affidavit of the Mises pd 
cers and jobbers that the trust prices had beenstrictly adhered to. 


At first, before the grocery merchants generally had become 
accustomed to submit to trust methods, the trust used to inflict 
severe punishment upon those who did not comply with its rules 
by refusing to supply them with goods, and it still continues to 
remind the trade of its power by occasionally summoning a mer- 
chant to its office to answer to the charge of selling below the 
established quotations. There was a time, also, when it was not 
possible for a merchant who handled the product of any of the 
independent refiners to obtain sugar from the trust, but it is said 
to be more lenient in this respect now. 

About a year ago, in order to avoid the charge of discrimination 
in sales, the trust determined not to sell their goods to anyone. 
They then established a system of factors, to whom all sugar for 
the trade is consigned to be sold for account of the trust, upon a 
commission of three-sixteenths of a cent pet pound, to be paid 
upon affidavit at the end of three months from the date of each 
consignment that the trust prices as established daily have been 
adhered to in selling. There are also certain commissions allowed 
upon like terms. By this system of factors the managers of the 
trust also secure themselves against loss. If a wholesale dealer in 
goce sugars, teas, and coffees who is a factor of the trust 

ails. the sugar trust takes possession of the sugar which he has 
on hand. and also receives from the assignee of the failing dealer 
all collections for sugar sold by him. 

One exception is made by the sugar trust to the policy of mak- 
ing no sales to anyone, and that is in favor of manufacturers, 
such as bakers, confectioners, packers and preservers of fruit, 
etc. Sales of sugar are made to such persons upon an agreement 
that the sugar is not to be so!d except in the form of confections, 
candy, cake, pies, preserves, etc. It is a fact that a manufacturer 
of candy or a canner of fruit must signa written agreement that 
he will not buy sugar of anyone but the trust, and that he will 
not sell or di of the sugar except in a manufactured form in 
connection with his own product, and if he will not ze such an 

ent, then the trust will furnish him no sugar whatever. 

A factor or manufacturer who did not comply with the agree- 
ment as to prices and sales would be refused further consignments 
or supplies, and would thus be compelled to go out of business. 
Agents of the trust are sedge on the watch to detect appar- 
ent violationsof the agreement, and merchants and manufacturers 
are subject to frequent annoyance growing out of false and mali- 
cions reports of the trust spies. 

The trust does not now attempt to control the retail trade, which 
can only purchase from the factor. Having made sure that the 
retail grocer pays the trust price for his goods, he may sell sugar 
to the consumer at any price he pleases. 

The methods of the sugar trust can be best illustrated by the 
evidence taken before the Lexow committee in New York last 
winter. I shall not read this testimony, but I ask to have it in- 
serted in my remarks. I will say, however, that Francis H. Kren- 
ning, of St. Louis, a wholesale grocer, re to sign the agree- 
ment which the trust presented to him, and thereupon they 
refused to sell him sugar upon any terms. He then applied to the 
four independent refiners of this country to secure. sugar for his 
customers, 

They also refused to sell him a single pound of sugar under any 
circumstances, showing that after all the trust reaches every refin- 
ery in this country, and that the combination is absolute and com- 
plete. He was therefore compelled to import sugar. But he says 
that if the pg 05 refined sugar is increased above the present 
rate under the Wilson Act, he will be compelled to cease import- 
ing; that it will be im ible to do it, and he will be forced out 
of the sugar trade, in fact. 


DEFIED THE SUGAR TRUST. 


Francis H. Krenning, a St. Louis wholesale grocer, gave some clear-cut 
testimony in regard to the methods of the sugar trust in controlling middle- 
men and the absence of any real competition by the so-called“ independent“ 
sugar refineries. Mr. Krenning said that, desiring to maintain his inde- 
pendence, he refused to sign the latest no factors' agreement, and was 
promptly turned adrift by the trust, which rged him more for sugar than 
even the retailers were required to pay. 

He tried to get sugar from the brokers of the “competing " refineries, and 
they flatly refused to sell him a pound. Nevertheless, he has managed to get 
along and make money by buying sugar of the small independent refineries 
in Louisiana during the season and by importing Lutch sugar at other times. 
The trust has not yet succeeded in closing him up, though it has placed spies 
upon him and attempted to cut off his source of supply. Mr. Krenning ex- 

ts to be able to xen on fighting unless the tariff on refined sugar is A 
8 case he would have to go out of business or agree to the trust's con- 
ons. 

His-testimony, which was substantiated by telegrams from the trust and 
from the “independent” refiners, was so telling that Senator McCarren could 
not let it unchallenged. The witness proved more than a match for him. 
He told him that Dutch sugar could be imported because the Dutch refiners 
were sa ed with asmall margin of profit. He demonstrated that sugar 
labor was d the same here as in Holland, and when Senator McCarren 
tried to prove by him the theory that wholesale grocers can not exist 
without the consent of the trust, he answered him by . that he 
was only one out of 18,000, or the exception which proved the 5 

The first witness in the afternoon was Francis H. Krenning, of 8t. Louis. 
Senator Lexow lost no time in getting down to business, 
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Q. Have you as a jobber had transactions with the American Sugar Refin- 
mampan? s - 


. Yes, sir. 
Q Pe 78 accept the factors’ plan of agreement? 
0, sir 


Q. Is this the system of factors' agreement adopted in St. Louis [handin, 
the witness a document]? 8 * 

A. Yes, sir. 
Yer et happened when you did notaccept the agreement?” asked Senator 

W. 

` The American Sugar Refining Company notified its St. Louis broker that 
we were to pay 9 points more for sugar. We also lost the rebate, which 
made a total difference of 30 points, or $1.30 a barrel.“ 


ATTEMPT TO CRUSH KRENNING. 


Mr. Krenning here produced a copy of a telegrara which he said the Ameri- 
zan Sugar Refining Company sent the St. Louis broker on November 22, 1505. 
It was as follows: - 

Have no consignment of sugars to offer Krenning. Will sell Krenning at 
$4.75, direct shipment." 

"What price would that be, including freight?” 

“Tt would give the factor $1.75 per barrel advantage over us.“ 

Mr. Krenning also said that subsequent to this the Mollenhauer Sugar 
Company and the Howell National Sugar Company, both “independent, had 
declined to sell his firm sugar. He identifled the copy of a telegram which 
his firm had received from the Howell Company. It was as follows: 

* Howell declines to sell Krenning under any terms." 

“ What is the effect of the factors’ ment?" 

“You can not do business without the factors’ agreement." 

“Are jobbers having the factors' agreement allowed to sell to you, not hav- 
ing me 3 agreement?“ 

No, sir.“ 

Mr. Krenning said that because of his refusal to sign the agreement his 
firm had experienced constderable difficulty in securing any sugar at all. 

Q. Do you know whether an attempt has been made to exclude the Louisi- 
ana planters' sugar from competition? p 

A. Yes, sir; they attempted to exclude the Louisiana planters’ sugar the 
same as the imported sugar, 

Q Are the factors allowed to sell the Louisiana sugar? 

In 1596 they were prohibited from selling it, but in 1807 they were al- 
lowed to sell it under certain restrictions. 

Q. (Senator MCCARREN.) Why did you refuso to become a factor? 

A. Because the factor system stifled competition, and that is not right. 

Mr. Krenning said that the American Sugar Refining Company, during the 

nding season. in which the sugar crop of the country is being produced, 
owered the price of sugar in St. Louis by one-fourth of a cent a pound below 
the price at which it is soldin the East, and that immediately after the grind- 
ing scaron caused the price of its product to be increased in St. Louis. 

6. (Senator MCCARREN.) Can you explain to the committee why foreign 
rei 


neries sell at a lesser price the American Sugar Retining Company? 
A. The foreign refiners are content with a smaller margin of proüt than 
the American Sugar Refining Company. 


WATERLOO FOR M'CARREN. 


. Is it not because labor is —— on the other side? 
. No, sir; the average wages of laborers in the sugar business is about 
the same here as in Europe. 
In reply to another question by Mr. McCarren, the witnesssaid his firm was 
pot a more sugar than ever and that they were making greater efforts to 


sell. 
. (Senator McCarren.) Have you ever found it difficult to supply your 
trate since October, 1895? E ME 
A. Sometimes. 
Q. And your profits have been as great as when you dealt with the Ameri- 
can Sugar Refining Company? 
A. About the same. 
Q. Then why did zou come here to 5 
A. I want to show how that company has tried to prevent the importation 
of foreign sugar. 
Q. And you area living example of their failure to force wholesalers out 
of business? 
A. Lam the exception that proves the rule. 
Mr. Krenning said that if the tariff on foreign sugar was increased his firm 
would have Leo o TUN ot im T else nen » ie Tanara! R APAS 
. (Senator ARREN.) Would yon be in favor o ng aslight increase 
me a vu rien product if labor would benefit by 11 gene 
es, sir. 
. Then why don't you do it in this instance? 
We can't get the American sugar without signing the agreement. 


The relation of the daily price of refined sugar fixed by the 
trust to the market price of raw sugar is illustrated by the trans- 
actions of one day in May of the present year. On that day the 
prie of granulated sugar as fixed by the trust was $4.56 per hun- 

red pounds. Now the factor's trade allowance on this of three- 
sixteenths of a cent a pound is 18} cents, leaving the price to him 
$4.37}. From this is to be deducted in his favor the trade discount 
of 1 per cent, say 4$ cents, leaving $4.32], and from this a further 
discount of 1 per cent is made for cash, leaving the net price to the 
factor of refined, $4.28; per hundred pounds. The price of raw 
centrifugals, 96 degrees test, duty paid, on that day was $3.81} per 
hundred pounds. 

The difference, or apparent profit, is 97} cents; or if all the deci- 
mals had been carried out, as they would be in large transactions, 
say $97.29 on 10,000 pounds, From this. of course, is to be de- 
ducted the cost of retining. This is estimated by men who have 
grown up in the sugar trade as samplers and graders of sugar 
and have followed the cost of refining for years, from the time 
when it was 4 cents a pound and more down to the present time, 
to be now from 37} to 44 cents per 100 pounds. 

Taking the highest estimate, and both cover everything that 
enters into cost of refining, including labor, interest on capital, 
wear and tear of plant, and delivery of goods f. o. b., the net profit 
is $53.29 on 10.000 pounds. 

The average product daily of the trust refineries is 20,000 barrels 
of 320 pounds each, or 9,600,000 bees upon which the profit thus 
estimated is $51,098.40, For hundred working days in the 


1897. 
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year it would be $15,829,520. The annual charge of 7 per cent 
upon $37,500,000 of preferred stock is 32,625,000. e annual divi- 
dend of 12 per cent on $37,500,000 of common stock is $4,500,000. 
Together they amount to $7,125,000, or less than one-half the esti- 
mated net profit of the trust, for three hundred working days, of 
30,000 barrels daily product of granulated sugar. 

In this connection, it is well to remark that the work of refining 
is done almost entirely by machinery; the number of men em- 

loyed is very small; they are required to work twelve hours a 

y, and during the summer the heat is intense. So to-day no 
American laborers are employed in the sugar refineries of this 
country. The work is done by Huns and Poles, who have largely 
been imported for that purpose, and the number is exceedingly 
small—five or six thou:and men at the outside. Yet we hear 
so much about the protection of American labor, and under the 
provisions of this bill we actually make a present to the sugar 
1 of $10,000,000, not $2,000,000 of which will be paid to those 

aborers. 

The product is not all granulated sugar, and the relative quan- 
tity of hard and soft sugars made by the trust is a trade secret 
which is carefully kept. But the margin of profit on the soft 
sugars is greater than on the hard, because they are made from a 
cheaper grade of raw sugars and the process of refining is less 
expensive, so that the estimate of the profits of the trust based on 
all granulated sugar is not too large. 

oreover, the price of raw sugar in New York is subject to 
manipulation by the trust, as has been before alluded to in speak- 
ing of the purchase of the Louisiana crop. The price of raw sugar 
in New York is governed nominaily by the 5 quoted by cable 
for cane and beet sugars in London and Hamburg. But if the 
trust wanted to buy in New York, they might sell in London or 
Hamburg, so as to put down the price, and then buy in New York 
the next day. 

Similar tactics are helieved to be pursued in regard to the pur- 
chases of sugar abroad, and if the invoices of sugar imported by 
the trust are made out at lower rates than actually paid, as has 
often happened in the case of merchandise imported by others, an 
explanation would be easy of the preference by the managers of 
the trust for an ad valorem duty instead of a specific duty of so 
much per pound. If the trust keeps out of the market for three 
or four weeks, the price of raw sugar goes down, because the other 
refiners can not take enough to keep the market up. 

In addition to the advantage which thus accrues to the sugar 
trust through an ad valorem duty upon the raw sugar, there is 
also in the Wilson tariff act, as well as in the bill now before the 
Senate, a differential duty upon refined sugar. This is estimated 
by the trade to be about 22 cents per 100 pounds under the Wilson 
tariff. The trade also estimate that the proposed differentia! in 
the bill now under discussion. as it passed the House, was 35 cents 
per 100 pounds, and as originally reported by the Senate Finance 
Committee it was 45 cents per 100 pounds. As now reported by 
the Republican caucus of the Senate. the differential duty in favor 
of the trust is 52 cents per 100 pounds. 

It is this differential duty which the amendment of which I 
gave notice on May 25, and which has been read to-day, under- 
takes to abolish, unless the sugar trust ceases to exist. or, in other 
words, changes its methods of business so far as they restrict and 
restrain trade. 

How much relief this would afford to the trade is a matter that 
can only be tested by experience. At present the quantity of re- 
fined sugar imported is quite small in comparison with the total 
consumption of this country. 

Foreign refined sugar is now sold in limited quantities in New 
York, duty paid, at one-eighth to three-sixteenths of a cent lower 
than the net price of American refined—that is, the daily trust 
price—less the trade allowance and discounts. But it is not so 
popular as the domestic refined, partly because of the manner in 
which it is put up in bags instead of barrels and paruy because it 
does not run so regular in the qualities of color and grain, although 
55 test of most of it is equal to that of the American 
product. 

It is quite probable that the repeal of the differential duty, which 
amounts now to a little over one-fifth of a cent per pound, and 
was increased to nearly half a cent a pound by the Senate Finance 
Committee and by the Republican caucus to over half a cent, 
would not enlarge to any great extent the importations of foreign 
refined sugar in ordinary times, but the chief value of the repeal 
would consist in the check which it would impose upon the arbi- 
trary increase of the price of refined sngar by the trust, for such 
an increase would be sure to cause foreign refined sugar to be sent 
here in quantities sufficient to affect the market. 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH}, in presenting 
the bill to the Senate, stated that at times raw sugar and refined 
sugar brought the same price in Germany. There is no doubt 
that is true, from the fact that the modern German factories are 
refineries as well, and they turn out nothing but refined sugar, 
and the cost of refining is therefore practically saved. So they 


can sell refined sugar at about the price of raw sugar, and if we 
were producing beets in sufficient quantities to make the sugar of 
this country, we would sell refined sugar at about the same price, 
for every modern factory is a refinery as well. 

: DUTY IN FAVOR OF THE TRUST. 

So far I have only referred to the strictly revenue duty upon 
sugar. Icome now to the consideration of the differential duty 
imposed for the protection of the refiners. 

'The refiners of sugar, when they are not combined in a trust, 
are entitled to protection just as much as any other class of Amer- 
ican manufacturers. But tbis protection should. like the duty 
upon the raw or unrefined article, be specific and so stated that 
all can understand it. Upon this point the sentiment of the pub- 
lic is, I believe, expressed in the following: 

Put a round extra duty of one-eighth of a cent per pound on 
allrefined sugars, and if that is not enough, make it one-fourth 
ofacent. Ifthe protection is too hizh, matters will easily adjust 
themselves by the building of more refineries." 

I have no objection to whatever measure of protection to the 
sugar reliners may be satisfactory to a majority of the Senate. 
lf the amendment which I have p: to the pending bill be 
adopted, the following provision will apply to the sugar schedule 
as well as to others: 

Provided, That when a duty is levied upon raw material or any article that 
is improved by any process after being imported, the duty on the raw mate- 
rial or unrefined or unimproved article shall be collected as peace by this 


act; but the differential Or additional duty shall not be collected if the im- 
mms 8 saunaa product is found to be the subject of a trust, as hereinbe- 
ore set for 


THE TRUST HAS NOT REDUCED BUT INCREASED THE PRICE. 

Ihave already given a description of the manner in which the 
sugar trust conducts its business. Its methods are obnoxious to 
every free American citizen. But, Mr. President, the claim is 
made in behalf of the trust that it has cheapened the cost of sugar 
to the people. 

I have therefore investigated the question, and find, on the con- 
trary,that the organization of the trust has raised the price of 
sugar: not that sugar has not gone down sincethe trust was organ- 
ized. for all things have gone down in value as measured in LEO, 
but I contend that the price of refined sugar compared with the 
price of raw sugar is higher to-day and has been every day since 
the trust was formed than it was before. In other words. the dif- 
ference is greater. I have prepared a table showing the price of 
raw centrifugal sugar in New York in 1886 and each year since 

‘to 1593, and the PS of refined granulated sugar at the same 
place, and also the difference between the two. 

I find that in 1886 the difference between raw and refined sugar 
in New York was 71 cents a hundred pounds. In 1837, the year 
the trust was organized, but previous to its going into operation, 
it was 64 cents a hundred. In 1588, the year after the trust was 
organized, the difference between raw and refined sugar in New 
York was $1.25 a hundred pounds. In 1889 it was $1.82 a hundred 
pounds, In 1890 the McKinley bill was pending; we were goi: 
toputsugar on the free list, and the trust was anxious for a dif- 
ferential protection, and it reduced the price of refined sugar so 
that the difference between raw and refined was but 70 cents a 
hundred pounds. 

In 1891. however, they raised it to 73 cents a hundred pounds, 
and in 1892 to $1.03 a hundred pounds, and in 1893 to $1.15 a hun- 
dred pounds; but again a tariff bill was pending, the Wilson bill 
was under consideration, and they reduced the difference to 88 
cents a hundred pounds. In 1896 it was 91 cents per hundred 
pounds, and to-day there is 97} cents difference on the hundred 
peunds between the price of raw and refined sugar as against 64 
cents when the trust was organized. Therefore we have between 
30 and 35 cents more to pay for refined sogar than we would have 
to pay if the trust had never been organized. 


Average prices of sugar. raw centrifugals, 95 degrees, and nulated r 
in New York, for the calendar years 1886 to Ios. enm 


* Duty paid 
These figüres are taken from the Statistical Sugar Trade Jour- 


Free of duty. 


nal of New York. They show that at no time since the trust was 
organized has the difference between the cost of raw and refined 
sugars been so small as in 1887, before the formation of the trust. 
In 1887 the average difference between the cost of raw centrifu- 
gals and refined granulated was sixty-four one-hundredths of 1 
cent per pound. The next year the trust took advantage of 
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their mastery of the situation and advanced the price of granu- 
Jated one cent and a quarter a pound above the price of raw sugar. 
In 1889 they gave the screw another twist and advanced the price 
to 1 cent and thirty-two one-hundredths of a cent above the price 
of raw sugar. 

In 1890 a tariff bill was pending which 


ut sugar on the free 
list, but in which the trust wanted the protection of a duty on re- 
fined, and so it reduced its margin of profit to seventy one-hun- 
dredths of a cent a pound. "This was only increased by three one- 
hundredths of a cent in 1891, but the margin was over a centa 
pound in 1892 and 1893. The trust came down to eighty-eight 
one-hundredths of a centa pound in 1894, while the Wilson bill 
was pending, and kept that rate, onan average,in 1895. Last year 
the difference was ninety-one one-hundredths of a cent, which is 
about the average of the past eleven years, or twenty-one one- 
hundredths more than in 1886, the year before the trust was organ- 
ized. The difference at present, as I have shown already, isa little 
over ninety-seven one-hundredths of a cent a pound. 

When the reduction in the cost of refining sugar since 1886 is 
taken into consideration, when we take into consideration the 
cheaper labor, cheaper material of every kind which can be had 
to-day than in 1886, this increase between the cost of raw and re- 
fined sugar shows how perfectly and how completely the trust 
have been able to manipulate and control the market. 

Under these circumstances, owing to the fact that the trust 
charge practically all the difference they can possibly charge 
under whatever tariff we levy, it seems to me the conclusion must 
be that they can refine sugar as cheaply as anybody, and that any 
differential duty that we may place upon sugar is absolutely in 
the interest of the trust; and if we do it, we do it with our eyes 
open, intending to put that much in the pockets of the trust and 
take it out of the pockets of the people of this country. There 
ought to be no differential duty whatever in favor of refined sugar. 

Mr. Havemeyer testified before the House committee that he 
could refine sugar as cheaply in this country as it could be refined 
any place in the world. erefore what reason is there—I would 
like to know what reason the committee can give—why we should 
take out of the ets of the people of this country this sum of 
money and put it into the pockets of men who, owing to this fact, 
have su: ed in staining the fair character of the Senate of the 
United States in the eyes of the people of this country? 

ME came in 1890, and what occurred? The House of Repre- 
sentatives had placed a duty of four-tenths of a cent a pound on 
refined sugar, all other sugar to be free. The bill came to this 
body. Everyone knows that 40 cents a hundred is a sufficient 
3 refined sugar, for it costs only 40 cents to refine it. It 
is 100 per cent. Yet the Senate of the United States deliberately 
increased the amount to 50 cents a hundred, making the duty 
about 140 per cent 2 the cost of refining. Of course a sugar 
scandal grew up. Mr. Havemeyer testified in 1894 that under the 

ration of the McKinley law the sugar trust made a profit in 
roms years of $35,000.000, and he said so long as the McKinley 
law continued npon the statute books he proposed to take out of 
the people of this country that profit. 

Everybody understands how in 1894 the sugar trust was on the 
ground and how close the fight was; butthere wasalwaysenough 
to protect the trust. If every Republican in this body at that 
time had voted to strike off the one-eighth differential duty in 
favor of the trust, it was well understood that the Wilson bill 
could not pass. 

SUGAR TRUST CONTROLS THE SENATE. 

It was well understood that unless the sugar trust had one- 
eighth of a cent differential duty in their favor on refined sugar 
they could beat the Wilson bill. And yet so potential was the 
trust, so all-powerful was their combination, that of the Repub- 
licans most interested in the defeat of the Wilson billand in the 

erpetuation of the protective-tariff measureas framed by Repub- 
Tone: enough were found to vote with the sugar trust to prevent 
striking off the eighth. In other words, the interest was so much 
greater in the sugar trust than in the general policy of protection 
that they flew to the rescue of the trust and abandoned the prin- 
ciple of protection. 
hen we come to a test vote now, it is very close, as it was the 
other day, but enough votes are secured always to porer thein- 
terests of the trust. It seems to me that unless the Republican 
party wants to go into the next campaign hampered by this issue, 
unless it wants to have put upon it as a party, in a way it can not 
avoid, the issue that it exists simply that the gold standard may 
be perpetuated and that trusts may thrive, it must vote for the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY] 
striking off all differential duties whatever. J 

Ishould like to ask the Republicans from the Western States, 
who have no interest in sugar refiners and have nosugar refineries 
in their States, what they get out of pang used for the purpose of 
perpetuating the interestsof this monopoly? Do they wantin the 
next campaign to confront their constituents upon this issue? 
Perhaps they can afford to sacrifice their political lives, but I 


doubt it. They certainly can not afford to sacrifice their con- 
sciences and their opinions. 
.. There is no doubt that the price of refined sugar is less now than 
it was when the trust was formed. At that time the duty on raw 
sugar was specific, based upon the saccharine strength, and aver- 
spa about 2 cents a pound. This duty was taken off by the Me- 
ley tariff in 1890. Sugar remained free of duty until A t 
28,1894, but the difference between the price of raw and of 8 
was greater in 1892 and 1893 than at any time since 1886, except 
during the two years 1888 and 1889, immediately followin, e 
organization of the trust. Since the imposition of the Wilson 
tariff duty of 40 per cent ad valorem, the apparent difference be- 
tween the cost of raw sugar, duty paid, and that of refined is 
less than in the years referred to, but nearly 16 per cent greater 
than it was in 1886. 

So the reduction in the price of sugar to the consumer is not due 
to the 2 of the trust, but to changes in tariff duties and a 
fall in the price of raw sugar, which has lowered the price of re- 
fined sugar all over the world, and makes it possible now for for- 
eign refined sugar to be sold in New York, duty paid, at a slightly 
lower cost than the net cash price of the product of the trust. $ 

All dealers in sugar have a feeling of dread in their dealings 
with this 5 that grates upon their American instincts, 
They know that they are but slaves of an iron-handed and steel- 
willed despotism, which has the power of commercial life and 
death, and is subject to no restraint but the will of its managers. 
They dare not openly complain of the conditions under which they 
are forced to do business for fear that they may be deprived of 
the opportunity of doing business at all, 

Since the sugar trust does not sell its product for general con- 
sumption, but appoints its own factors to sell its goods upon com- 
mission, it may dismiss a factor at its own discretion, and that 
means simply ruin to a merchant who has grown up in the sugar 
trade from boyhood and knows no other business in which to make 
à living for himself and his family. 

MUST REWRITE OUR POLITICAL ECONOMY. 

Mr. President, the old treatises upon political economy must all 
be destroyed and new text-books written for the instruction of the 
coming generation, no matter whether they are engaged in sell- 
ing manufactured sugar or any other manufactures, if the rule of 


trusts is to be perpetuated through the neglect of Con to 
enact the legislation necessary for their suppression. e have 
been taught that the su merchant buys in the cheapest 


market and sells in the dearest, that prices are at all times sub- 
ject to supply and demand, and that the wise man in business 
foresees the demand and provides the — 55 

But I have shown conclusively that these laws of trade are abso- 
lutely overthrown in the cases of the sugar trust, and itis so with 
every trust. I have taken the sugar trust, and have largely ex- 
posed its methods, as an illustration of the entire business policy 
when conducted under trust methods. 

Not only the merchants in the sugar trade and in every other 
trade controlled by a trust, but also the entire American peoplewho 
are not participants in the profits of such illicit combinations are 
very impatient of trust domination. They do not listen with re- 
5 to the apostles of the new political economy who assure them 
that greater benefits accrue to the poor man under the modern 
system of trusts than under the old free competition in business 
which used to be called the life of trade. 

ANTHKACITE COAL TRUST. 

But, Mr. President, there are many other trusts. I intend to 
give briefly the history of some of the other trusts which exist in 
this country. One of the greatest, most i parva ag and most 
heartless trusts is the anthracite-coal trust, and as it is a fair sam- 
ple of many others, I will give a brief sketch of its methods. 

Here, again, it is asserted that no trust exists. It will be fair, 
therefore, to examine somewhat the methods of this organization. 
This trust has existed for years. Fifty years ago the courts of 
Pennsylvania declared that the anthracite coal producers could 
not combine lawfully; but to-day they are combined, and the rise 
in the price of coal in every hamlet in the United States upon a 
single day last year proves conclusively that a combination exists, 

is trust has existed for years, but was reorganized at a meet- 
ing of the officers of the railroad companies engaged in the anthra- 
cite coal traffic held in New York City January 23, 1896. The 
various companies were represented as follows: Philadelphia and 
Reading, by Joseph S. Harris, president and receiver, and C. E. 
Henderson, general manager; Delaware, Lackawanna and West- 
ern, by Sam Sloan, president, and E. R. Holden, vice-president; 
Lehigh Valley, by E. P. Wilbur, president, W. H. Sayre, second 
vice-president, and H. S. Drinker, general counsel; Central of New 
Jersey, by J. Rogers Maxwell, president; Delaware and Hudson, 
by Robert M. Olyphant, sb is Pennsylvania Railroad, by 
George B. Roberts, president, and W. H. Joyce, general freight 
agent; Pennsylvania Coal Company, by Samuel Thorne, president, 
and Thomas Hodgson, sales agent; Erie, by E. B. Thomas, presi- 
dent, and H. B. Crandall, coal freight agent; New York, Ontario 
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and Western, by Thomas P. Fowler, president, and J. E. Childs, 
eral manager; New York, HE and Western, by Amos 
wrence Hopkins, president, F. P. Moore, coal agent: Dela- 
ware, Susq' and Schuylkill Railroad, by Alfred Walter, 


ent. 
The trust is created by a combination of the railroads who 
handle the anthracite In fact, the coal mines are controlled 
by the roads. : 

Atthis meeting the claims of the Reading Company were ad- 
mitted to produce 21 per cent of the total output, and the percent- 
age which should be produced and brought to market by each of 
the other companies was agreed upon. fact that Reading was 
undergoing reorganization at the handsof Mr. J. Pierpont Morgan, 
who was the m r of the notorious bond deals with President 
Cleveland in 1895 and 1896, by which it is goe incidentally to 
remark that as a sort of compliment to the Cleveland Administra- 
tion somebody got about $20,000,000, had much to do with induc- 
ing the other companies to accede to the demands of the Reading. 

ft was said at the time that the chief difficulty hitherto 
handiing the coal trade as a whole to advantage been the 
attitude taken by the Reading Company, which has claimed that 
it was entitled to a greater proportion of the tonnage than it was 
securing, and in the last two years had been enforcing this claim 
by increased activity at its mines.” The agi Company owns 
83 per cent of the anthracite in the ground, and in the last six 


months of 1895 it produced more than 22 per cent of the total 
output. 

ith Readin 5 and its stock held in a voting trust 
named by Mr. J. P. Morgan, the other coal companies felt com- 


pelled to accede to whatever terms Mr. Morgan authorized Read. 
— propose, for they knew the power which he and 

seen some evidences of the relentless manner in which he ex- 
ercised this power when his wishes were disregarded. So the 
matter was settled by giving the Reading Company the tonnage 
which it demanded, while the distribution among the other com- 
panies of the remainder of the anthracite production was made 
upon the basis recommended by the Reading Company—that is, by 
J. Pierpont Morgan & Co. So Mr. Morgan decided finally exactly 
how much coal should be produced by each one of the companies, 
and then decided just what price the American people should pay 
for the coal. 

The anthracite-coal trust is not incorporated, and the distribu- 
tion of the business isfixed by the percen arrangement of 
Jan 23, 1896. The quantity of coal to produced each 
month is agreed upon by the parties to the arrangement, and the 
prices of the different grades of coal are fixed by a circular issued 
every month to the trade. The control of the anthracite trade 
by the trustis absolute, but that trade is subject to competition 
by soft coal, gas, and electricity, so that the trust is under some 
restraint as to prices. Nevertheless, the statistics of the trade 
gathered by Mr. Roth well, of the Mining Journal, show that the 
value of anthracite produced in 1896 was an increase of $7,855,000, 
although the number of tons mined in 1896 was considerably less 
2 in 1895. The division of the business is substantially as 

ollows: 


ZEE 
ETE 


Pennsylvania — — 
Delaware and Hudson Canal Company 
Pennsylvania Coal DOM — 
Delaware, Susquehanna and Schuylkill Railroad. 
Aris TRAM eroi og S port ache-keaeangy posse 
New York, Ontario and Western Railway. ...... 1. 4 
New York, Susquehanna and Western Railroad.......................... 2. 

It is estimated by the managers of the trust that the production 
for the current year will be about 40,000,000 tons, which is 6,545,000 
tons less than in 1895, the year before the trust was reorganized. It 
is also Festi assumed that there will be no reduction in prices, 
but rather an advance,* if the people will stand it. 

It appears from the evidence taken before the Lexow commit- 
tee last winter that the price of anthracite coal was increased $1 
per ton in 1896, and as the production was 40,000,000 tons, the 
profits must have been $40,000,000. 

I will give an extract of the psu iius taken before the Lexow 
committee which covers this point and shows that these people 
met ther and agreed to raise the price of coal first 25 cents a 
ton. That worked so well that shortly afterwards they raised it 
25 cents more, and then raised it more, in each case on the same 
day throughout the United States. It applied even to coal in the 
hands of retail dealers. 

President D'E. B. Thomas, of the Erie Railroad. wassworn. He said he was 
present at the cenference held by the presidents of the various coal carriers 
and that the Erie Railroad received a 4 per cent allotment of the coal to be 


carried. 
Then Senator Lexow read the followingallotments: Philadelphia and Read- 
* Coal Trade Journal, New York, June 2, 1897. 


51095 go ye tote 
ESN 


29.50 cent; Lehigh Valley. 18.83; New Jersey Central. 11.20: Delaware, 
— ee a P pe 13.35; Delaware and Bain. 9.60; Pennsylvania, 
1145; Pennsylvania Coal Company, 4; Erie 4; New York, Ontario 
and Wi 8.10; Delaware, ehanna and Schu and New 
York, Susqu and Western, percent. Mr. said he thought 
these li toth t? 
E your company live up e agreemen 
T Not entirely. 
Q. Is it not a fact that the coal sales agents hold meetings at No. 1 Broad- 
vir to fix the price of coal? 
Idon't know. 


Mr. Roberts admitted that the restriction of output naturally increased 
the demand for coal. but said that the amount of coal to be produced was 
never discussed at any meeting he had attended. 


TO RAISE PRICES AND RESTRICT OUTPUT. 


e Was not the object of the conference to get a fair price for coal? 
That was one of its objects. In 18% the output exceeded the demand 


and there was a glut of coal on the market. We wanted to get a fair price in 


e Can you give us the prices that ruled from February, 1896, until now? 
The agents can. 
Q. Do you remember that a month after the conference the price went 
25 cents a ton, and that the next month it went up another 25 cents? x 
A. I don't know. t 2 
Q. Is it not a fact that the price of coal has increased a dollar a ton since 


‘erence. 
A. I don't know; the agents can give you the res. 
e Was it not a fact that the output ie — 40,000,000? 
No agreement was made to limit the output. Iwillgive you the 


since 1391. In that year the output was 40,000,000 tons; in it was 42,000,000; 
PIE 000,000; in 18904 it was 41,000,000; in 1895 it was 46,000,000, and in 
was d 


Q. Why was it that the price of coal was 
conference? 
A. Because the price was so low in 1895 that there was no money in the 
3 2 
Q. You believe you had the right to meet and agree upon a fair price for 
your property 
A. Yes, sir. 
KITING THE PRICES. 
Q . 
We try to do it, but we can not do it. The price of bituminous coal 
tes the price of anthracite coal in New York. 
vate first advance in coal in 1896.the result of the conference? 


increase also of 25 cents per ton? 


Yes, sir. 
. And there was another increase of 25 cents on July 1? 
es, sir. 


A. From $1.60 to $1.80 a ton. 
Edwin R. Holton, vice-president of the Delaware, Lackawanna and West- 
ern Railroad Company, was then called. He said he had entire of the 
fixing of prices and sale of coal in his company. He denied that 
been any conferences of sales agents, but there were occasi 


Charles W. Wisner, of Walden, N. Y., vice-president of the Stevens Coal 
Company, was next ed. He testified that his company sold coal to the 
Lehigh Valley Railroad Company and that they got 60 per cent of what the 
product broughtat “tide water." The other 40 per cent goes to the railroad 
company. 

2 What does it cost to produce a ton of coal at the mines? 
About $1.80 for anthracite coal. 

. What does that sell for at tide-water prices? 

. I think the tide-water prices are $3.87 a ton for stove coal. 


COAL CARRIERS’ BIG PROFITS. 
Q ga sas you would receive $2.32 fora ton and the carrying company $1.55? 
es, 


The witness said when all expenses were cleared, tbe mine only made 12 
cents a ton profit. 
Q B our company fix the price to the consumer? 
O. Sir. 

. That price is fixed by the carrying com ? 
T Yes, dr after we imt a Seer fing Sr ‘oom. 
pe If you don't sign the contract, what happens? 

We would bave to market our coal direct to the consumer. 
> mum that be feasible? 
. No, 


CONTRIBUTION TO THE REPUBLICAN CORRUPTION FUND. 


It was a fine thing to have a combination like this as a contrib- 
utor to the committee in the campaign, was it not? A raise of 
$1 a ton on 40,000,000 tons of anthracite coal would be 840,000,000. 
A raise of 25 cents a ton would be $10,000,000. So they made a 
raise in tember. 'The campaign was in full blast. They made 
another raise a little later. Four raises were made, or a raise of 
$1 a ton during 1896. 
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This combination must have been formed, I judge, in anticipa- 
tion of the campaign which was coming on. ho do you suppose 
was the recipient of these great contributions, if any were made? 
Certainly it was not those who supported Mr. Bryan. Twenty- 
five cents a ton would buy a great many marching capes in a cam- 
paign: it would pay the expenses for speakers and railroad fare 
and all legitimate items in a contest of great magnitude, and get 

all the voters out. Was this for the benefit of the candidate who 
was nominated by the reform Democracy at Chicago? I hardly 
think so. 

1 have here a document which will prove conclusively, I think, 
that if any contribution was made, it was not made to the parties 
whosupported William J. Bryan in the last contest, for Mr. Bryan, 
in one OF hia speeches (and the question of trusts was one of the 
issues of the campaign), said: 


Ihave been called an anarchist because I have opposed the trusts and syn- 
dicates which would manage this country. Inm giad to have the opposition 
of these men. Iam glad that if I am elected there is not a trust or syndicate 
that can come to me and say, We put you there, now pay us back. 


Again he said in another speech: 


Mr. Harrison was to debate the question of the survivalof our institutions. 
I will tell him that the great trusts which are 5 Republican 
ticket are a ter menace to onr Government than anything else we have 
ever had. 'The various trusts of this country, by their representatives, are 
collecting tribute from the public, and when we protest against it they call 
us disturbers of the peace and anarchists. Iam opposed to the trusts. As 
an Executive I shall use what power i have to drive every trust out of exist- 
enco. 


ANSWERED BRYAN BY RAISING PRICE OF COAL. 


Iam glad to have supported that sort of a candidate, the man 
who had the indomitable courage in that heated campaign to make 
that immortal declaration. It was followed by a 25-cent raise in 
coal. That was a very convenient thing. It is no wonder they 
had a surplus after the contest was over. It is no wonder that 
they had a surplus in the treasury to go out and manipulate legis- 
latures in order to make sure of this body. We heard it talked 
and whispered about this Chamber—no, not whispered, but talked 
on the streets, talked everywhere, It was a convenient thing. 

The argument that trusts reduce prices is thoroughly over- 
thrown (4nd I have taken some pains to go into this question be- 
cause it has been so earnestly urged) by the experience of the 
Standard Oil Company. I will publish as part of my remarks a 
statement showing the cost of the cruue oil and the cost of refined 
oil, and the difference between the cost of crude and refined, from 
1870 to 1893. 


Price | Price | pig, Price | Price | Difer- 
Year. crude | refined er-| Year crude | retined 
oil. dil] Oe oil. E: | 45004 
Cents. | Cents. | Cents. Cents. | Cents. | Cents. 
9.19 23.35 17.16 1.87 1.99 5.52 
10.52 14.14 13.72 2.52 8. 5.50 
9.43 23.59 14.16 1.99 8.15 6.16 
4.12 17:87 13.75 2.11 7.93 5.82 
2.81 12.98 10.17 1.69 7.07 5.38 
2.99 15.00 10.04 1.59 6.72 5.13 
5.99 19. 10 13.17 2.08 1.49 5.41 
5.68 15.44 9.76 2.24 7.11 4.87 
2.76 10. 70 8.00 2.00 7.30 5.24 
2.04 8.08 6.04 1.67 6.85 5.18 
2.24 9.05 6.81 1.32 6.07 4.75 
2.30 8.01 5.71 1.50 6.2 4.72 


Bearing in mind that the Standard Oil trust was formally organ- 
ized in 1882, although in process of formation several years before 
that time, we observe that the average difference in price between 
crude and refined oil during the four years 1870-1873 was 14.697 
cents per gallon, and during 1880-1883 was 5.885 cents, and during 
1890-1893 was 4.97 cents. 

The average difference during 1881, 1882, and 1883 was 5.577 
cents, and during 1891, 1892, and 1893 it was 5.55 cents. 

This establishes the fact that the fall in the charge for refining, 
which had been very rapid prior to the formation of the trust, has 
almost disappeared since then. The Standard Oil Company, 
although more farsighted in forestalling public attack by some 
concessions in price than the sngar and some other trusts, has 
evidently intercepted many of the benefits which the progress in 
arts would inevitably have conferred upon the public under free 
competition. : 

Before the Lexow trust committee, according to press reports, 
President Henry O. Havemeyer thus testified: 


It goes without saying that a man who can control 80 per cent of the output 

can control the price if he chooses to exercise that power. 
E: Then by controlling 80 per cent of the output you really do contro! the 
ice? 

= A. Without a doubt. 

Q. The trust fixes the price for itself, and when you fix it for yourselves 
you practically fix it for your competitors, don't you? 

A. That is undoubtedly and substantially the way it works. 


Mr. Arbuckle said that his competitors in coffee ** usually adopt 
the scale of prices as fixed by us.” 

Thanks to these methods, the Standard Oil Company in 1896 
made over 30 per cent on its capital of a little over $0,000,000. 

In the formation of the sugar trust in 1887 it was stated that $6 
of stock was issued for every dollar actually invested. However 
I think this statement is excessive. But that more than $3 of 
stock was issued for every dollar of value that was put into the 
combination there can be no possible doubt. 


OVERCAPITALIZATION BY TRUSTS. 


One of the great evils of the trust is overcapitalization. This 
deceives investors and the public as to the amount of its exorbitant 
sie and its rational basis for expecting acontinuance of these 
profits. 

I think this overcapitalization was designed in their case for the 
urpose of deceiving the public as to the amount of their profit. 
‘ake, for instance, the sugar trust. Half of its profit was sufficient 

to pay 12 per cent on $37,500,000 common stock and 7 per cent ona 
like amount of pe stock, and the interest on $10,000,000. 

But if stock had been issued only for the amount actually in- 
vested, say $20,000,000, which will cover every cent—$25,000,000 
at the outside—these dividends would have been more than three 
times as large, and would have attracted such attention that the 
Senate of the United States would not dare longer to continue to 
be the champion of this organization. 7 

On the question of overcapitalization I propose to read a portion 
of the report of the Lexow senate committee on trusts in New 
York last winter, as follows: 


Sufficient appears upon the record to justify the conclusion that of at least 
coordinate importance with the plan of industrial concentration was the 
scheme of the issue of stock certificates of greatly inflated nominal values. 
'That this was a purpose deflnitely formed and not merely incident to indus- 
trial development was substantially admitted by the spokesmen for at least 
two of the principal combinations of the five which were examined. 

In one case corporate assets acquired by an officer of the combination for 
the sum of $350,000 were capitalized over night in the new combination by the 
issue of certificates of a nominal e of twice that amount, less 15 per cent. 

Other corporations, organized for the distinct purpose of absorption by the 
combination on the basis of a stock issue of a nominal value of S. were 
simultaneously recapitalized in the combination by an issue of a nominal 
share value of about $14,000,000. Corporations representing in the aggregate 
share issues of less than $7,000,000 were recapitalized in the combination by a 
nominal share issue of $50,000,000, less a rebate of 15 percent. In another case 
live assets were valued at about $5,000.000 and made the basis of an issue of 
about $25,000,000 of stock. the difference being made up in the assured value 
of "good will,” "brands," “trade-marks,” etc. In another instance the 
live assets were capitalized in so-called debenture stock, while the common 
stock was issued npn the basis of computing the average percentage of 
profits over a period of years and multiplying these by 16. 


The trusts, then, have adopted 16 to 1: that is, sixteen shares at 
$1 each for every dollar they invest. Perhaps that is what they 
were contending against in the last campaign. I heard some of 
them talking. and I did not believe they understood the issue 
much better than to have taken that position. 


In another instance both common and preferred stock were issued in bulk 
for the several properties acquired, studious care being exercised to conceal 
the details of payments for particular properties and to avoid the disclosure 
of the processes whereby values represented by stock issues were computed. 

The net result of each of these methods of capitalization was that large 
overissue of rey re stock was the important, if not the main, purpose of 
consolidation. e of the witnesses, whose experience and intelligence were 

^cially marked, when interrogated upon this question, stated that the 
stock issued represented the prospective earning capacity of the combina- 
tion; that is to say. its mu capacity considered from the view-point of all 
those advante attributable to a perfected consolidation, the control of 
ponas the ability t» fix its P nie and the economy, so Modos described 
by all the witnesses, flowing from concentration of production, management, 
rita worthy of note that while th i 1 t- 

tis worthy of note while these properties were separately compe 
ing with each other their stock issues were small and in a few hands, and 
that as soon as the combination was effected and the nominal values were 
Aeae a rm shares were listed on the Stock Exchangeand distributed among 

e public. 


Of course they would have distributed them among the public 
if they could get rid of them. They would be willing to take a 
e of the money acquired from their inflated capital to pay divi- 

ends fora while if they could get the public to take the stocks 
which were issued, three or four for one. It is no wonder that 
they were desirous of getting rid of them. It is no wonder that 
they might justly fear that legislation would affect their value 
when they were pursuing such a course of wholesale robbery of 
the people of the United States. 


In one case properties controlled by not to exceed 100 owners and stock- 
holders became at once speculatively active, and their shares were distrib- 
uted in a short time among upward of 9.000 distinct stockholders; in another 
the holdings of not to exceed 35 people became subdivided among about 6,00) 
stockholders, while in a third the properties of a few men were finally rep- 
resented by share certificates held by upward of 2.000 people. 

This has been pointed to as one of the beneficent results of large combina- 
tions. viz. the diffusion of ownership, whereby the control of a few has been 
subdivided among many. This argument would have some force were it not 
for the Leer adopted in the capitalization of the properties before indi- 


cated. e diffusion of shares does not necessarily carry with it the control 


by many of 5 thus re ted. Stockholders, sati«fied with 
e profits the: ve, are wil leave the original mana ent in per- 
manent control Realization of dividends is the father of contentment, and 
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the supreme effort of ma: ment must be directed toward maintaining 
earnings proportionate to the stock issued, whether for live assets or for 
er ges closed, abandoned. or dismantled. 

All this tends to indicate that the net profits of a corporation thus organ- 
ized must be held at an abnormally high figure in order to justify the payment 
of dividends upon live, dead, and inflated capital; and that, correspondingly, 
labor on the one hand and the consumer on the other must relatively bear 
their proportion. And this without reference to the fact that the change 
from a strictly industrial pursuit to one intimately coupled with speculation 
in the certificates representing that industry must naturally have some 
effect: and volume of product, price, and all the incidents of a purely indus- 
trial management must be uffected by the pomire mona of fluctuating values 
on the exchange. What shall be purely industrial becomes the tender of 
speculation, and the law of supply and demand. instead of remaining the con- 
stant regulator of output and price, finds itself determined and disturbed by 
the exigencies of speculation. 


So it is, Mr. President, that instead of pursuing the even tenor 
of our way as a people and as producers of wealth, the tendency 
is to organize for inordinate, unusual speculative profits, aud we 
therefore change our business men from the plodding, honest, in- 
dustrious pursuit of a trade or calling to gamblers and speculators, 
This certainly must have an effect upon our industrial life. upon 
our character as à people, which is well worthy of consideration 
in this connect:on. 

I believe that oneof the most important duties this Government 
has to solve to-day is the question whether we shall drift until we 
become absolutely a nation of gamblers or speculators, or whether 
we shall make an effort to return to that industrial life which 
characterized the better and more vigorous days of the Republic. 


STATEMENTS OF TRUSTS. 


Mr. President, I propose to give a list of many of the trusts, of 
the amount of their capital, and the amount which the properties 
were worth which were incorporated into the trust, showing the 
vast amount of pretended capital upon which the people of this 
country are compelled to pay interest. I have summarized it. 
First is the sugar trust. 

American Sugar Refining Company: Incorporated January 10, 
1891, under toe laws of New Jersey, to take overestimated assets 
and business of the companies represented by the certificates of the 
Sugar Refining Company, which was reorganized in June, 1890: 


Capital stock, ...,] SN. 5 0. 000 
. FORT TOU o EA dan yid E Reds ces ER SPESE 37, 500, 000 


In January, 1892, an increase of $25,000,000 was voted. half to be 
common and half to be preferred, the proceeds to be used for buy- 
ing up other refineries or for buildings. Accordingly a controlling 
interest was purchased in March, 1892, in the stock of the E. C. 
Knight Company, of Philadelphia, $800,000: of the Franklin Sugar 
Company, of Pennsylvania, $5.000,000; of the Spreckels Sugar Re- 
fining Company, of Pennsylvania, $5,000,000, and of the Delaware 
Sugar Honse, $96,000. 

The $25,000,000 of additional stock is included in the $75,000,009. 
Dividends of 7 per cent per annum have always been paid on the 
preferred, and 12 per cent per annum on the common stock. Sixty 
million dollars of that 875.000.000 of stock is water, and so js the 
$10,000,000 of bonds. The officers of the company have always 
refused to make a statement of their earnings. Since 1890 the 
company has paid in dividends 843, 000.000. 

Directors—H. O. Havemeyer, T. A. Havemeyer, F. O. Mathies- 
sen. John E. Parsons (their attorney), J. E. Searles, William 
Dick, W. B. Thomas. 

Officers—H. O. Havemeyer, president; John E. Searles, secre- 
tary and treasurer. 

General office—117 Wall street, New York. 


TOBACCO TRUST. 


Then the American Tobacco Company. which was incorporated 
under the laws of New Jersey for fifty years on January 21. 1890, 
for the purpose of curing leaf tobacco, to buy, manufacture, and 
sell tobacco in all its forms. and to establish factories, agencies. 
and depots for the sale and distribution thereof, and to do all 
things incidental to the business of trading and manufacturing, 
with power to carry on its business in all other States and Terri- 
tories of the United States, and in Canada, Great Britain, and 
all other foreign countries. 

The company pays 8 per cent on the preferred stock, and has 
paid 12 per cent on the common. The last three dividends on the 
common have been at the rate of 8 per cent. Aboutone year ago 
20 per cent in scrip was declared on both classes of stock. The 
officers are now talking of redeeming it in cash. 


Issued. 
Capital stock, common, A SIME ES T4 ERE LA Wee en $17,900, 000 
Capital stock, prefe Dan SNL Se eS eee ee 11. 935, 000 


Amount not issued. 
Capital stock, preferred................... 065, 
Capital stock, common --.. 8,100,000 


OUR Sn unice RoR me sete acum UC E E A E A E 5,165,000 


The company has paid in dividends since 1890 a little over 
$19.000,000. 

The water in this company's stock is $20.000,000. 

Directors—Lewis Ginter, Richmond, Va.; John Pope, Rich- 
mond, Va.; George Arents, William H. Butler, Charles G. Emery, 
New York; James B. Duke, Somerville. N. J.; Benjamin N. Duke, 
George W. Watts, Durham, N. C.; William A. Marburg. George 
W. Gail, Baltimore, Md.; Josiah Browne, Plainfield, N. J.; John 
Doerhoefer, Louisville, Ky. 

Officers—James B. Duke, president; William H. Butler, first 
vice-president; John Pope, second vice-president; William Mar- 
burg, third vice-president; George Arents, treasurer; Josiah 
Brown, secretary; W. R. Harris, auditor. 

Principal office—Newark, N. J. 

New York office—507 to 529 West Twenty-second street. 


NATIONAL LINSEED OIL COMPANY. 


National Linseed Oil Company: Incorporated in June, 1887 
under the laws of Illinois. The different properties now owned 
by this company were brought together in an association called 
the National Linseed Oil Trust. During 1890 the trust was dis- 
solved and the properties were acquired by purchase. It appears 
that this trust organized just as the sugar trust did in the first 
place, by the combination of a large number of producers, and 
after the New York court declared that that form of organization 
was illegal under her industrial laws, they dissolved the trust and 
the properties were acquired by purchase by the National Linseed 
Oil Company, in April, 1890. They have 52 oil works, located in 
42 cities of the United States, besides real estate, machinery, 
patents, etc. Capital stock, par value $100, $18,000,000. 

It is estimated that the entire property in this trust was worth 
about $3,000,000, and that they added $10,000,000 at the time of 
forming the combination. 

Directors—Alex Eustow, St. Louis, Mo.; R. D. Hubbard, Man- 
kato, Minn.; W. P. Orr, Piqua, Ohio: Samuel Thomas, New York 
City; A. C. Abbott, Buffalo, N. V.; Marcus Simpson, Burlington, 
Iowa: A. S. Hall, Chicago, Ill.; J. A. Willard, nkato, Minn.; 
I. P. Keiser, St. Louis, Mo. 

Officers—Alex Eustow, president; A. O. Hall, first vice-presi- 
dent: Marcus Simpson, second vice-president: A, C. Abbott, third 
vice-president; T. G. McCulloh, secretary and treasurer, 

General office—Old Colony Building, Chicago, III. 

New York office—Nos. 93, 95, and 97 John street. 


NATIONAL LEAD COMPANY. 


National Lead Company: This company was organized Decem- 
ber 8, 1891, under the laws of New Jersey. It has plants in New 
York. Massachusetts, Maryland, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Kentucky, 
Illinois, and Missouri, manufacturing white lead and like products. 


Capital stock, common $15,000, 000 
Capital stock, preferred 15, 000, 000 
TOU Out A RUD CK UE D KA DH O E Uc dp M baticeh 30, 000, 000 


A regu'ar 7 per cent dividend is paid on the preferred, and 
occasionally a dividend on the common is declared. 

This is a gambling stock, and there is no doubt that the pre- 
ferred represents more than the entire investment. 

Directors—E. F. Beale, Philadelphia; G. O. Carpenter, jr., St. 
Louis; L. A. Cole, East Orange, N. J.; R. R. Colgate. New York 
City: A. T. Gosharn, Cincinnati, Ohio; J. L. McBirney, New 
York City; J. H. McKelvy, Pittsburg, Pa.; F. W. Rockwell, Chi- 
cazo, Ill.; R. P. Rowe, Brooklyn, N. Y.; A. P. Thompson, Buffalo, 
N. V.; D. B. Shipman, Chicago, III.: J. A. Stevens, Brooklyn, 
N. Y.; W. P. Thompson, Red Bank, N. J. 

Officers—W. P. Thompson, president; L. A. Cole, first vice-pres- 
ident; R. R. Colgate, second vice-president; J. L. McBirney, treas- 
urer; F. R. Fortmeyer, assistant treasurer; Charles Davison, sec- 
retary. 

General office—No. 1 Broadway, New York. 


UNITED STATES LEATHER COMPANY. 


United States Leather Company: This company was incorpo- 
rated in New Jersey February 25, 1893, and commenced the busi- 
ness of tanning and selling sole and belt leather on May 2, 1893. 
At the time of the organization this company acquired many 
properties connected with the business, and since then many 
properties engaged in the manufacture of leather have been pur- 
chased, and to pay for the same the issue of preferred stock has 
been increased from time to time, and in addition to every share 
so issued one share of common stock has been paid for the good 
will of the company. 
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In the State of Pennsylvania property was acquired by compa- 

nies organized under the laws of said State. These separate com- 
panies are known as the Elk, the Penn, and the Union Trimming 
companies, their capital stock. $10,000,000 each, being mostly 


owned by the United States Leather Company. 
r A L av Ae E AAA , 509, 900 
Capital stock, 3 "ATA PLAUT — — 250 909, 900 
Eye T E RU TE ERE SRS eee P aHa e see hE UR 122, 419, 800 


Bonds, debentures, 6 per cent, $5,700,000. 


Officers—Mark Hon secet. Boston, Mass.; James Horton, 
first vice- ident, o, N. Y.; Edward R. Ladew, second 
vice-president, New York; Lewis H. Lapham, third vice-president, 
New York; Josiah T. Tubby, secretary, Brooklyn; James R. Plum, 
treasurer, New York City. 

Corporate office—Jersey City, N. J. 

General office—26 and 28 Ferry street, New York City. 

Directors—Mark Hoyt, George A. Vail, Edward R. Ladew, Pat- 
rick C. Costello, Lewis C. Lapham, J: h H. Ladew, Henry B. 
Vaughn, Gurdow B. Horton, Walter a Garritt, A. Augustus 
Healy, Daniel F. Stevens. Frank H. Goodyear, James H. Proctor, 
Josiah T. Tubby, James Horton, Norman Schultz, James R. Plum, 
Jerry Crary, Nemiah W. Rice, Loring R. Gale, Lyman F. Rhoades, 
Samuel P. Davage, William H. Humphrey, Charles H. Lee, Charles 
M. Vail, Edward C. Hoyt, Edson G. Davage. 

The total amount of common stock, $61,509,900, is water pure 
and simple—that is, there was no consideration for it whatever— 
and more than $20,000,000 of the preferred stock, making, out of 
this $122,000,000, $81,500,000 of stock issued for which there is no 
consideration whatever. : 3 

The preferred stock is entitled to 8 per cent, and is cumulative. 
It is now behind in its dividends on the preferred stock 20 per 
cent. The last four dividends were 1 per cent quarterly. The last 
1 per cent was paid March 15, 1897. Soitis not behind in its divi- 
dends, except it pays only about one-half what it was supposed that 
the stock would pay. 


UNITED STATES RUBBER COMPANY. 


The United States Rubber Company is an interesting example. 
'This company was epe] eie in New Jersey in 1802, for the 
manufacture of rubber ts, shoes, etc. The organization in- 
cludes the following: 

American Rubber Company, Boston. 

Boston Rubber Company, ton. 

Para Rubber Company, Boston. 

L. Candee & Co., New Haven, Conn. 

Goodyear Metallic Rubber Shoe Company, Naugatuck, Conn. 

Lycoming Rubber Company, Williamsport, Pa. 

eyer Rubber Company, New Brunswick, N. J. 

New Brunswick Rubber Company, New Brunswick, N. J. 

New Jersey Rubber Shoe Company, New Brunswick, N. J. 

National India Rubber Company, Bristol „R. I. 

Woonsocket Rubber Company. 

Mervel Rubber Company. 

Lawrence Felting Company. 

Colchester Rubber Sampang: 

Rubber Manufacturers’ Selling Company. 


Pre sper reset raton menie a E E E 


Officers—Joseph Banigom, president, Providence, R. I.; Robert 
D. Evans, first vice-president, n, Mass.; James D. Ford, 
second vice-president; Charles R. Flint, treasurer, New York 
City; M. C. assistant treasurer, New Brunswick, N. J.; 
Charles L. Johnson, secretary, New Haven, Conn. . 

Bankers and transfer agents in New York—H. B. Hollins & Co. 

Directors—Charles A. Coffin, Robert D. Evans, William H. Hill, 
George H. Hood, Boston; Samuel P. Colt, Joseph Bannigan, W.S. 
Ballou, John J. Bannigan, George Watkinson, Providence, R. L; 
James B. Ford, Charles R. Flint, J. Howard Ford, Robert M. Gal- 
loway, H. B. Hollins, Herman Burr, William L. Trenholm, New 
York City; Henry L. Hotchkiss, Charles L. Johnson, New Haven, 
Conn.; James P. Langdon, M. C. Martin, New Brunswick, N. J.; 
George A. Lewis, 1 Conn.; Edwin A. Lewis, Brooklyn, 
N. V.; Frederick M. Shepard. Orange, N. J.; George M. Allerton, 
Waterbury, Conn.; Samuel N. Williams, Williamsport, Pa. 

The common stock, 820, 166.000, is all water. The preferred pays 
8 per cent, and very frequently the common gets a dividend. e 
compeny claim it is earning 7 per cent on the common. 

The capital stock—the common stock—was issued for what is 
called good will, brands, trade-marks, etc. It was issued and di- 
vided among the men who organized, intending in advance to 
compel the people of this country to pay the interest or the divi- 

on this which was nothing. 


Mr. President, wealth can only be created by toil. To issue 
stock is not to create wealth. No dividends can be paid upon any 
of this watered stock unless somebody has toiled to pay them, and 
toil must be plundered if such dividends are paid. ere is no 
possible chance to avoid that conclasion. 

The rubber trust has decided to shut down indefinitely the greater 
part of its immense plant at Bristol, R. I., and henceforth to man- 
ufacture there only tennis shoes. This means that niore than 500 
residents of Bristol who have depended upon the factory for their 
livelihood will be deprived of their only means of subsistence in 
Bristol. About 1.700 others were thrown out of work when the 
trust acquired the plant and have never been taken back. This is 
in perfect harmony with the methods of the rubbertrust. After 
it was organized it acquired possession of about 15 rubber facto- 
ries which had been competing with one another for nearly all 
the business in the country. 

Having 12 & fee of $200,000 to Charles R. Flint, another of 
$100,000 to H. B. Hollins & Co., and another of $100,000 to Joseph 
P. Earle for their services in promoting the trust, the trust shut 
down about half its factories. Then it made factors’ agreements 
with the trade under which dealers received a rebate of 7 percent 
if they did not sell under the prices fixed by the trust. ugk 
times have been hard and the prices of other commodities have 
declined, the trust's products have risen in price from 20 per 
ene to 40 per Sd he AE 8 en idan MN, 

e gross expenses being only ,148. was during the year 
ended May, 1896. The trust made a profit of $7 on every dollar 
of expenses. December 23, 1896, the trust declared a dividend of 
2 per cent on the common stock. "This, after paying 8 per cent on 
the preferred, left $1,921,712.38, to which must be added the sur- 
plus earnings for be deer ended April 1, 1897. As these will 
828 amount to fully $3,000,000, the net surplus of the trust 

duy can not be less than $5,000,000. 


DECREASED PRODUCTION—HIGHER PRICES. 


In Bristol 2,200 persons were thrown upon the world. In Woon- 
socket and Millerville, R. I., 2,500 people are jn distress—1,200 out 
of work. Since the trust acqui the plants in these places, the 
Millerville operatives have averaged only one-third e, on re- 
duced es pes In Woonsocket the factory has been shut down 
nearly half the time, and wages have also been reduced. August 
13, 1896, the two big factories closed, ostensibly on account of the 
3 for bimetallism, and several thousand persons were left 

'They gave that excuse last summer. Whenever a factory shut 
down they would say if people would quit talking about silver 
the factories would all open, and the very moment that it was de- 
feated they would start up. Now we are hunting for poe 
and the factories continue closed, and will continue closed. If 
talking about silver will close the factories, we will have them 
allshut up by the noxt campaign, for we intend to agitate the 

uestion. 

E An industrial structure that will not stand talking about, that 
falls before the breath of discussion, had better be destroyed, and 
we had better build another one. The fundamental principle of 
American institutions is free discussion, a full review of methods, 
men, and measures, and then let the people decide. Yet theform- 
ers of this rubber trust closed this factory, and said it was be- 
cause we talked about bimetallism. 

August 21, 1896, for the same ostensible reason, the factory in 
New Haven was closed and 1,900 persons were thrown out of 
work. In February of this year, 1897, 500 persons were deprived of 
employment by the closing of the factory at Setauket, Long Island. 
At other times three factories, employing 3,000 persons, at New 
Brunswick, N. J., have been shut down; also one employing 700 

rsons at Colchester, Conn., one employing 500 persons at Frank- 

in, Mass., and one employing 500 ons at Millertown, N. J. 
In all cases w. had been reduced by the trust, so that theaver- 
age earnings of the employees were not over 75 cents a day. Rub- 
ber shoes that before the trust’s formation cost the jobber 35 
cents, now cost 65 cents a pair, an increase of nearly 100 per cent. 

In addition to all this, the trust has accumulated $5,000,000 in the 
treasury after paying dividends on watered stock. Yet the Sen- 
ateis afraid it will interfere with some of these so-called indus- 
tries! 


BOME ONE MUST TOIL TO PAY DIVIDENDS ON OVERISSUES OF STOCK. 


I desire to print in the RECORD a table of these eleven trusts, It 
shows that they are capitalized for $432.000,000, bonded for $43,- 
000,000, and that the total actual investment was $171,000,000. In 
other words, the people of the United States are called upon to pay 
divitiends and interest on $300,000.000 more than the investment. 

Somebody has got to toil to earn that interest. Not one dollar 
of it can be earned except by the toil of somebody, and yet we are 
asked to legislate in favor of these combinations, these modern 


pirates of world! 
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law af 1897, of principal products of 


Statement showing the capitalization, estimated actual investment, estimated value of 


1. American Cotton Off Co 
2 American Spirits Manufac- 
turing Co. 
3. American Sugar Refining 
4 American Tobacco Co- 
5. General Electric Co.......... 
6. National Lead Co. 
T. National Linseed Oil Co 


8. National Starch Co 
9. Standard Rope and 


Co. 
10. United States Leather Co.... 
II. United States Rubber Co 


"Totebo [ 


and duties on imports under the laws of 1890 and 1 and the 
n industrial trusts. 5 "e 


Duties on imports of principal products. 


tet. per Ib. and 40 

ANSE 
an 

Er. ad vnl. 


a These estimates are believed to be liberal, and it is thought that. could the facts be definitely ascertained, the figures here given would be found to be 


largely in excess of the real investments or values of the properties of the 
b These estimates are based upon the best obtainable data. 
c Also, one-tenth cent per pound additional when 
d Also, when expo: 
such country. 
e Except binding twine, placed on free 


produced or exported from a country xport bounty. 
e E dA MATO ooh book y or so much thereof as is in excess of any tax collected by 


list. 
2 5 — free list, but subject to duty of one-half cent per pound if imported from a country levying a duty on binding twine 


I will also publish a table 8 other trusts, making 16 
in all, who are capitalized in about the same proportion but are 
smaller in size. I found it very difficult to secure information 
with regard to the organization of these trusts. I found it Mer d 
difficult to get the details with regard to the amount invested. 
They are very secretive people. They do not care to talk very 
much, and nobody 3 ee le, because they are a trust. I found 
that the committees in New York had difficulty in securing infor- 


mation. Books were lost: officers say they do not know or that 
somebody else was responsible. Soitis hard to get evidence with 
regard to these organizations. 


Debenture....... 
National Wall Paper Co 
New York Biscuit Co 


* Listed in Chicago. 


It has been w that this tariff bill will produce no revenue if 
my amendment is adopted. If that is true, then we are certainly 
in the possession of the trusts. If the object of this bill can not 
be accomplished, which is supposed to be the raising of revenue, 
if my amendment is adopted, then that argument is predicated 
upon the proposition that the trusts wil not dissolve; that they 
will continue; that they will be perpetuated and sharethe market 
of this country with the foreign manufacturer. 

Of course 1 believe that they will dissolve if my amendment is 
enforced. I knowthey will contest it in the courts, and I am well 
aware that many of our courts are subject to influences which 
make their decisions doubtful. Ido not care to attack the courts, 
Mr. President, but I believe the courts will enforce this amend- 
ment of mine. Of course you will occasionally find a judge who 
will not; but it is a significant thing that in the testimony taken 
before the Interstate Commerce Committee of this body last win- 
ter this fact was disclosed, and it is a fact which makes the Ameri- 
can people afraid of the courts. 

COURTS DISQUALIFIED TO TRY CASES AGAINST CORPORATIONS. 


When a case was to be tried in New York for the p of 
dissolving the Joint Traffic Association. which was a combination 
of railroads from Chicago to the seaboard,it was found that out of 
eight judges in that circuit only one man was qualified to the 
case, because all the others held the stocks and bonds of the defend- 
ant corporations; all the others were the owners of stocks and bonds 
of railroads; and pend had to go up into Vermont and find some 
rural fellow, who not caught on to the modern methods of 
business, to try the case. 

The evidence before the Interstate Commerce Committee of this. 
bod wg on to show that Judge Jennings said he had afterwards 
quat because he had disposed of his stock and bonds. Of 


course it is unpleasant to recite these 3 but when they come 
in as sworn evidence before a committee of this body, it is well to 
call the attention of the American e to the facts. 

I believe, after examining this bill, Mr. President, that ve 
many of the items contained in it are in the control of trusts, an 
that the loss of revenue, if not one single trust be disbanded, will 
not be very great. We will continue to collect the revenue from 
raw sugar. We will not collect any revenue from refined sugar, 
because none comes in. Asto the other items, the duties are so 
high that nothing comes in; and on the basis of last "s impor- 
tations, if the trust which embraces boilers and radiators, house 
furnaces, steam and hot-water heating apparatus, etc., should re- 
fuse to dissolve, we should only lose $163,000 of revenue, for that 
is all that was collected last year. The duties range from 12 to 45 
percent. On chemicals, which embrace nearly everything in the 
chemical line in the bill, there is a trust, and if the trust should 
continue, so that these chemicals would be admitted free of duty, 
we should only lose $2,107,000. The duty on all these articles 
from 16 to 80 per cent. Oniron and steel the duties are from 17 
to 82 per cent, and pretty nearly everything made of iron or steel 
is in a trust. 

If the trust should continue and there should be no foreign com- 

eo one in to take the market, the loss of revenue would 

On copper, lead, and zinc, which is in a trust, the duty is from 
45 to 111 per cent, and the amount of €: collected aque large, 
being $1,338.880. "We consume more than we produce in our 
country, and we shall be obliged, no matter what the duties may 
be, to import some of it. 

On oan the duty is from 48 to 62 per cent, and if the glass trust 
should continue, we should lose but $2,211,000, for that was the 
duty collected. The duty on leather is 20 cent, and of that the 
duty on imports last year was but $398. linseed oil the dutyis 
52 per cent, and on that the duty collected last year was $2,420. On 
paper the duty is from 28 to 50 per cent, and we collected last year 
5 Au rubber the duty is 34 per cent, and we collected last 
year $85,306. 

On saws and screws the duty is from 25 to 29 per cent, and tho 
duty collected last year was $1,574. On textile manufactures we 
collected $205,320, and the duties range from 29 to 102 per cent. 
On car wheels aud other wheels the duty is from 40 to 41 per cent, 
and we collected in duty last year $131.000. On looking-glasses 
and on paints, varnish, arms, guns, fireworks, gunpowder—all of 
which are in a trust—collars and cuffs, oilcloths, etc., are all 
embraced in trusts, and the total loss of revenue if all the trusts I 
have named should continue would be $8,189,000. 

If the trusts were all to continue and insist upon continuing 
and sharing the American market with the Foreigner; if they 
have to compete with the foreigners, they could not keep up their 
prices, and the people of this country would gét the benefit of 
reduced prices. e can afford to lose $8,000,000, and then collect 
the duty on sugar from the Hawaiian Islands. 

According to the report of the Senate Committee on Finance, 
the duty on sugar from the Hawaiian Islands will amount next 
a to a little over $8,000.000. Two-thirds of the plantations in 

Waii are owned by Englishmen, vians, and 


1712 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 14, 


native Hawaiians. What reason is there why we should give them 
a bonus of $3,000,000 a year? If we should collect this revenue 
and the trusts should not disband, the revenue would not be 


affected at all. If our action and conduct are governed by reason 
and good judgment, there will be no trouble abont revenue, while 
we could save the whole amount of the $8,000,000 by paying only 
what it is worth to carry the mails. For twenty years there has 
been no reduction in the cost of carrying the mails. 


WE DON'T WANT MORE REVENUE BUT LESS EXPENSES, 


We pay 8 cents a pound where we ought to pay but 1 cent, and 
we pay $30,000,000 where we ought to pay less than $20,000,000. 
What man in this country would, if he were paying $30.000,000 
a year for express, pay the same price now as he paid twenty 
years ago? e pay $30,000,000 for that service, the same price 
we paid thirty years ago, and yet we refuse to change it. I tell 
you it seems to me the Republican party will have a good deal to 
answer for if it passes this bill and collects the revenues proposen 
by it, and continues to spend our money to fatten the coolie labor 
and the miserable, wretched native inhabitants of the Hawaiian 
Islands, and pays $10,000,000 more than it is worth to carry the 
mails of this country. 

The expenses of this country have increased $100,000,000 in ten 
years. If they had increased according to the increase of popula- 
tion, they would have only increased $50,000,000. Instead of want- 
ing more revenue, we want less expense. We should spend $50,- 
030,000 less. We have asurplus in the Treasury of $125,00),000, and 
if we should spend $50,000,000 less there would be no deficiency and 
we should have revenue enough. Yet it is pr to tax sugar 
in order to raise $52,000,000 under this bill; it is proposed to tax 
tea and raise another $10,000.000; and, furthermore, to tax beer 
and things that go into consumption per capita, and thus take 
from the people of this country seventy-five or eighty million 
dollars and give it in remitted duties to Hawaii, to the railroads, 
and then to build fortifications where they are not needed, and 
also to build ships to rot on the seas. 

If the Republican party wanted to live, it ought to have brought 
in a bill here to reduce the expenses one-half and gone before the 
people on that issue, instead of coming here and being obliged to 
go before the people as the apologists of trusts and the champions 
of the infamies of the gold standard. 

The leading student of the S eom among the college profes- 
sors of political economy, J. W. Jenks, of Cornell University, thus 
writes in the Political Science Quarterly for September, 1894, in 
ord Berg magazine discussion that has thus far appeared upon this 
subject: 

I expect to live to sea the day when the political economists * * * must 
consider that a very large proportion of the productive business of society is 
on the monopoly basis. 

This was written in 1894. He certainly lived to see the day of 
which he had spoken. 

Inthereport of the Lexow committee on trusts of the New York 
senate, already referred to, dated March 9, 1897, the proposition is 
stated thus: 

One after another industrial pursuits are eee to similar combi- 
nations, and it is safe to predict that, unless this movement subsides, most, if 
not all, of the industrial pursuits will reach a similar concentration, and will 
be followed by results similar to those indicated in this report. 

In a recent able symposium on trusts in the New York Inde- 
pendent of March 4, 1897, the socialist view of the trust was 
presented by Daniel De Leon, formerly lecturer at Columbia Uni- 
versity, New York City, and now editor of the socialist organ 
the People. He holds, as do an increasing number of thinking 
people, that the trust is an evolutionary movement in the line 
of progress and that it will go on until all lines of machine in- 
dustry are thus combined. The natural and inevitable end of the 
development is held by these thinkers to be the public ownership 
and operation of the trust. 

Certainly it would be far more in accord with justice and 
equity, rather than to allow this condition of things to continue, 
for the public to take, own, control, and operate all these proper- 
ties. However, I do not advocate anything of that sort. I be- 
lieve we can remedy the evil by other means, and that it is our 
duty to do so. 

On the other hand, Otis Kendal Stuart, of Philadelphia, argu- 
ing in the same symposium from the standpoint of the individu- 
alist, denounces competition as developing waste, business men- 
dacity, and fraud, 

He has reached the point where it seems to be moral to abso- 
lutely abandon the whole theory of Anglo-Saxon civilization, and 
it is well that some advocate should arise to justify this condition 
of things, for we have already nearly approached that point. 
The trust," he says, is not only the next natural stop in busi- 
ness, it is a stop in social evolution; the trust is not only a con- 
servator of energy and of wealth, it is a conservator of morals 
and religion." 

I wonder what kind of morals and religion are taught by a 
gambl'ng operation such as is carried on, for instance, by the 


sugar trust. Of course it is time that on high moral grounds 
somebody should appear to advocate this new doctrine of social 
existence, The new order of things needs a champion if they are 
to continue and revolution be avoided. 

AMERICAN PEOPLE OBJECT TO THE PATERNALISM OF TRUSTS. 

Mr. President, there has never from the day of our independ- 
ence been a time, until recently, when a genuine American citizen 
did not resent the imputation of being a poor man, even if he did 
not have a dollarin his pocket. He is rich in his inheritance of 
religious and political liberty, rich in his confidence of manh 
and he was rich in opportunities to acquire wealth until depriv 
of them by legislation in the interest of corporate trusts and mo- 
nopolies and of the manipulators of the world's standard of val- 
ues, who aimed to prevent the masses from rising above the con- 
dition of poverty in order that their own accumulations might 
acqnire greater value. 

The time has not yet come when the American peop!e will per- 
mit the plea of poverty to be entered in their behalf by trust 
magnates as an argument in favor of the continuance of trust 
methods. The same assertions that are made in behalf of the 
trusts might bé repeated with equal force in favor of the es- 
tablishment of a monarchy and the creation of orders of nobility, 
to be composed of the individuals who are so fond of prating 
about their regard for the welfare of the poor people." 

All that the American people want for themselves is a fair field 
and no favor. In business, as well as in politics, they believe that 
they can govern themselves better than any self-constituted dic- 
tators can govern them. The history of the American people 
demonstrates that this belief is well founded. One State after 
another, in obedience to the will of the people, has declared un- 
lawful all trusts and combinations in restraint of trade. 

The Congress of the United States so declared seven years ago 
by the passage of the act of June, 1890, which was Senate bill No. 
1 of the Fifty-first Congress. The Supreme Court only recentl 
affirmed the application of that act to combinations among rail- 
road corporations. It remains for this Congress to enforce the 
provisions of the antitrust act of 1890 by providing an efficient 
penalty for its violation through the adoption of the amendment 
to the tariff act which I have proposed. 

The future may develop that even this remedy may not avail, 
and that other remedies are required to be tried, but it seems to me 
that this remedy will be most effective and efficient, for I do not 
believe that the trusts in this country will undertake to continue, 
and thus deprive themselves of theexclusive control of the Amer- 
ican market; but if this remedy does not avail, there have been 
many suggestions upon this subject, and I will briefly note two 
or three of them. 

It has been suggested, first, that absolute publicity of accounts 
under Government control and audit must be insisted upon, as is 
coming to be done in a feeble way by railroads. This is the view 
of two eminent students of the problem, Prof. Henry C. Adams, 
of the University of Michigan, statistician of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, and by Von Halle, in a work on Trusts, pub- 
lished by Macmillan & Co. in 1895. 

Itisthe interesting suggestion of Professor Jenks, of Cornell 
University, that stock exchanges should not be allowed to list 
any of the securities of capitalistic monopohes without pub'ishing 
most complete and sworn returns of the cost of construction, of 
capitalization, cost of products, etc., and that no stock shail be 
issued in excess of the actual investment. 

The prohibition of factors’ agreements. The New York senate 
trust committee, in its valuable report (obtainable, probably, from 
the secretary of state of New York), fully describes, on pages 22-25, 
inclusive, these agreements. 

The control by a national commission of maximum charges, 
and the prohibition, some way, of discrimination in charges in 
towns or counties contiguous to each o her. That is, it might be 
pus to prevent a trust from charging more in one place than 

n another except by the amount of the difference of freight rates. 
One of the great weapons of the Standard Oil and the meat trusts 
is to ruin competitors by reducing the rates in a place below what 
the same company is charging in neighboring places. 

METHODS OP ROBBERY PURSUED BY THE STANDARD OIL TRUST. 

There comes to my mind in this connection a very interesting 
illustration. In Colorado there are oil wells. Petroleum exists 
there in inexhaustible quantities and of excellent quality. An oil 
refinery was constructed at a cost of $2,000,000. That company 
was engaged in supplying that country with oil, when one day the 
Standard Oil Company began business in Pueblo and in other 
towns in Colorado, and sold oil at 5 cents a gallon until they 
wrecked and ruined the Colorado refinery and closed its doors. 

The day after that was done the Standard Oil Company raised 
the price of their oil to 25 cents a gallon and continued to sell it 
at that price until they had made an immense profitand recouped 
the loss they had previously sustained, and to-day they charge 20 
cents a galion for their oil. in my own town an independent ail 
company began selling oil, and it was selling it at 8 cents a gallon, 
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for the trust had put it down to that price, and yet the independ- 
ent company was able to live and did live and continued for two 
years of time. 

Finally one day they sold out to the trust; and from that day 
to this we have been paying 16 cents a gallon for oil. It is argued 
that we can not protect ourselves against these things. Certainly, 
Mr. President, if we can not, our institutions totter to a fall. 
What is this but socialism in the most odious form? 

PUBLIC OWNERSHIP, 

If these remedies fail, we must resort, unless others are found, 
to the last remedy, that of public ownership. 

This may take the form of public ownership of such natural 
sources of supply as anthracite coal mines and oil wells, or pos- 
sibly the leasing of their operation to private companies; or it 
may take the form of public ownership and operation of all in- 
dustries that have become practical monopolies. This remedy be- 
gins to loom up as a distant possibility, but is as yet too remote a 
contingency to come within the domain of practical politics, 
But of one thing we can rest assured, socialism is preferable to 
despotism, and the right of each citizen to enjoy the products of 
his toil must be maintained if we are to maintain our institutions. 

Mr. President, the history of the past teaches this lesson. Shail 
we follow the course of all other peoples in the past, or shall we 
begin a new era? When was it that Rome was destroyed? When 
the original landed proprietors became paupers; when her farms 
became great estates, In the days of Cincinnatus 12 acres suf- 
ficed for each family; farms of 12 acres, owned by freemen, sur- 
rounded thé walls of Rome, and no hostile legions could reach the 
city. When Rome fell, the individual proprietor was gone; the 
usurer had taken the land; the Roman citizen had been sold into 
slavery, and was toiling as aslave upon the estate a part of which 
he was once the proud owner. 

The legions of Goths and Vandals that marched to the walls of 
Rome would have been scattered like chaff before the legions of 
Cæsar recruited from the farms of Italy. So it will be with us if 
we allow the usurer to further fasten his grasp upon our people. 
If we continue this organization of capital, by which those who 
can not combine are deprived of the products of their toil, 1 say 
the end is near, ; 

Our last census shows that the earnings of 54 per cent of our 
peu areless than $100 per year per capita. How near we come 
to European conditions, if $100 per capita by 54 per cent of our 
people is all they can earn and consume; and yet we stand upon 
this floor and boast about the high wages of the American toiler, 
It is well to review the last census, which shows that 250,000 men 
own forty-four billion dollars of the wealth of the United States 
and 52 per cent do not own their homes and have no property 
whatever. 

These problems, Mr. President, are pertinent. We can no longer 
satisfy the American people by quarreling and by fighting a sham 
battle over schedules in a tariff bill. We have done that for the 
last several years, with first one party in power and then the 
other, until to-day the tariff issue has fled from our politics. Last 
week it was demonstrated more than ever before that you can no 
longer divide the American people upon a question of schedules in 
a tariff. Other and ger questions now do and must in the 
future divide ties and press for solution. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, in view of the remarks made this 
morning by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] and the 
remarks just made by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PET- 
TIGREW], I desire to suggest that in the Forty-seventh Congress, 
second session, there was a report, No. 1013, made from the Com- 
mittee on Finance by the present distinguished chairman of that 
committee, ther with a short minority report, agreeing with 
the majority in their conclusions, but giving certain reasons in 
justification thereof. As that report bears directly upon the Ha- 
waiian treaty, and is not very long, and is practically out of print, 
Isuggest that it be printed as a document for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CARTER in the chair). In 
the absence of objection, it will be so ordered. 

The question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Kentucky Mr. Linpsay]. 

Mr. L SAY, On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ] 

Mr.THURSTON. Let the amendment be stated, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 208, page 63, line 13, after the 
word ‘‘Sugars,” it is proposed to strike out the words not above 
No. 16 Dutch standard in color;” and also, after the word pro- 
portion,” in line 19, to strike out down to and including the word 
pound,“ in line 23, as follows: 

And on sugar above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, and on all sugar viden 


has gone through a process of refining, I cent and ninety-five one-hundred 
of 1 cent per pound. 


So as to read: 


Sugars, tank bottoms, siru of cane juice, melada, concentrated melada 
concrete and concentrated me. eine by the polariscope not above 75 


XXX——108 


de 1 cent pound, and for every additional degree shown by the 
9 test three one-hundredths of 1 cent per pound additional, and 
ting above 40 degrees and 


Fastan of a degree in proportion; molasses tesi 
not above 56 degrees, 3 cents per gallon, etc. 

The vete proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANsBROUGH]. If he were 
present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK]. If he were 
present, I should vote “yea.” d 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR]. If he were present, I 
should vote“ yea.” : 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. If he were present, 
I should vote ANS 

Mr. MORG (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. If he were 
present, I should vote “ yea." 

Mr. TURNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Ase hornet [Mr. WARREN]. As I do not see him 
in the Chamber, I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BATE. I wish ta state that my colleague [Mr. HARRIS of 
Tennessee] is absent temporarily. He is paired with the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. My colleague, if present, would 
vote yea." 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I have a general pair with the Sena- 
tor from Maine [Mr. HALE]. I transfer that pair to the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], and vote ** yea.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I have a general pair with the senior Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. My colleague [Mr. Mason] being 
absent and, I believe, not paired, I take the liberty of trans arn 
my pair with the Senator from Delaware to my colleague an 
vote. I vote ore 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. I am requested to announce that the 
junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY] is paired with the 
junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PAROI. 3 

Mr. CLAY (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. I see 
he is not present, and I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] states 
that my colleague [Mr. Mason] is paired with the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. Martin] and that the Senator from Wyoming 
15 WARREN] is paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. 

URNER]. If agreeable to the Senator from Washington, the 
Senator from Delaware and theSenator from Wyoming may stand 
paired, and we may both vote. 

Mr. TURNER. Very well. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave cast my vote in the negative. 

Mr. TURNER. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. MANTLE. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. b mede That pair has been transferred to the 
Senator from Illinois [ r. Mason]. I therefore am at liberty to 
vote, and I vote ** yea." 

Mr. HOAR. My colleague pir LODGE] was compelled to leave 
Washington by ill health. he were present,he would vote 


LES n a y. ” 
The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 29; as follows: 
YEAS—2%7. 
Allen, Cockrell, Mills, Till 
Bacon, Faulkner, Pasco, Turner, 
Bate, Heitfeld, Pettigrew, pie, 
Berry. Jones, Ark. Pettus, est. 
Butler, Lindsay, Rawlins, Walthall, 
Caffery, McLaurin, Roach, hite. 
Chilton, Mantle, Smith, 
NAYS—29. 
Allison, Fairbanks, McBride, Spooner, 
Baker, Foraker, McEnery, Stewart, 
Burrows, e. McMillan, Thurs 
Carter, Gear, erkins, Wetmore, 
Cullom, Platt, Conn Wilson. 
Davis, Hawley, tt. N. 2 
Deboe, OAT, Pritchard, 
Elkins, Jones, Nev. Shoup, 
NOT VOTING—33. 
Aldrich, Gray, Martin, uay. 
Cannon, ale, Mason, we. 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Teller, 
Clark, Harris, Kans. Morgan, Warren 
Clay, Harris, Tenn. Morrill, Wellington, 
Daniel, Kenney, Murphy, Wolcot 
Gallinger, Kyle, Nelson, 
George, e. Penrose, 
Gorman, ory, Proctor, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MILLS subsequently said: I wish to withdraw my vote and 
to announce my pair. I thought, the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER], with whom [ am paired, was present, but 
I have learned that he was not, and I therefore wish to withdraw 


no more than 
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my vote. If the Senator from New Hampshire had been here, I 
should have voted for the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the withdrawal 
of the vote of the Senator from Texas? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BUTLER subsequently said: On the last yea-and-nay vote, 
the vote upon the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky Arr. 
LixpsaAY], I voted without observing that the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. WELLINGTON], with Whom I have a general pair, was 
not present. The result was announced with my vote standing, 
and he was absent. My vote did not affect the result, but I as 
unanimous consent that I may withdraw it. I wish to take what- 
ever action I can to protect my pair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. there objection to the request of 
the Senator from North Carolina? 

* Mr. PETTUS. The request was not heard on this side of the 
Chamber. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He voted by mistake. The Chair 
hears no objection, and leave is given to the Senator from North 
Carolina to withdraw his vote. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to strike out section 206 and insert what I 
send to the desk in lieu thereof. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 206 
and to insert in lieu thereof the following: 

tank bottoms, sirups of cane juice or beet juice, melada, co: $ 
8 concrete and vis pde An molasses, 2 cent ad — 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This is the rate of the present law, 
the Wilson Act, 40 He cent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas, 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOAR. I now propose the amendment of which I gay 
notice the other day, to come in at the end of the paragraph. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of paragraph 206 it is proposed to 
insert the following proviso: 

LENA 2 7 25 President = eet panes pum s shall —.— 8 
consist ve rsons, who oport ongress a x 
— He . to condition of the industry of producing and pedaling 
sugar in thé United States; and what policy is apted to procuring a 
sufficient supply of sugar for the people of the United States at the least cost, 
and to encourage and promote the raising in the United States of a sufficient 
supply 5 goar DE domestic 2 and "n ener of 4 m -€- 
United. States t to be conducted at a reasonable and moderate l and also 
what amount of duty upon such imports is expedient, having reference to 
raising a sufficient revenue to provide for the public nditure; and tore- 
port such facts in regard to the business of ucing and refining sugar, and 
whether the same is so conducted as to enable persons int therein to 
exercise an improper control over the market; and such other facts as they 


may consider important and pertinent to the subject-matter of their inquiry; 
three members of said commission to belong to the same politica’ 


party. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not wish to detain the Senate 
by any remarks upon this subject except to make one or two sug- 
gestions on the proposition that the sugar schedule ought prop- 
erly to be the subject of a separate commission, to be dealt with by 
itself. This amendment does not raise the question of the wisdom 
or propriety of a general commission on the subject of a protective 
tariff. In reg to that, though some very worthy men favor 
it, there are, to say the least, some very great difficulties, If such 
a policy be ever adopted, it must be adopted after long and very 
careful consideration. The matter of the duty on sugar has been 
the béte noire of all persons concerned in the fiscal affairs of this 
country and England for nearly one hundred and fifty years. 

happened to see a collection of English political pamphlets cov- 
ering the time of the administration of Lord Chatham, the time of 
our old French war and coming down to the time of the Revolution 
and the Napoleonic wars, and there is an immense mass of speeches, 
tracts, and essays on the sugar question; and you would almost 
think, on reading a great many of the very ablest of them, that 
. you were reading a speech of the honorable tor from Missouri 
js "wer the honorable Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 
here is the same discussion of these perplexing subtleties, the 
same accusation of there being an improper influence by wealthy 
rsons having special interests. That has been going on all the 
ime there. It has been on here certainly during the fram- 
ing of the last half dozen tariff bills, and it go on to the end 
of time unless a day comes when we make our own sugar and 
Supply sugar ourselves. Then it will cease. 
suppose everybody remembers the anecdote in the life of Lord 
Chatham, of the dramatic and theatrical way in which he pro- 
nounced the words “sugar, Mr. Speaker," when he was William 
Pitt and in the House of Commons. Ido not believe that any con- 
siderable portion of the American people, whatever the news- 
papers or anybody to be considered in the Senate may say, have 
any belief that the 5 on either side of thé Chamber who 
have been concerned in the framing of tariff bills for the last few 
ey have had any desire except to solve the difficult problem of 
MR NALE PM KERN MICE P ROS 
country. 


Of course they have had their theories about the protective 


policy, of the poy of a tariff for revenue, or free trade, and 
those theories have brought them to different practical conclu- 
sions. But the desire to find out what this great product ought 
to bear as its proportion of the Spese of the country, what is a 
fair and just provision, having reference to the needs and exigen- 
cies of our revenues, and to provide and getat that without the 
slightest respect for persons, the slightest desire to get tho favor 
of this great trust, I believe, has actuated both parties in the Senate. 

It would be ridiculous to impute any other motive to the honor- 
able Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES] and the honorable Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] and the honorable Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. VEST], who framed what is known as the Wilson 
Act; and if all three of those Senators were to express themselves 
on the subject, they would say it is as ridicnlous to impute any 
other motive to the gentlemen who have framed the bill which we 
are now considering. But the trouble is that those gentlemen are 
themselves perplexed and doubtful. 

If the Senator from Arkansas were to relate the history of the 
framing of the tariff bill which became the law in 1894, he would 
tell you of his own doubts, of his own changes of mind, after he 
supposed he had once come to a conclusion, and of the questions 
which he had to discuss with political friends of his own, equally 
honest and equally intelligent with himself or with anybody. The 
gardemon who make these tariffs come to the consideration of 

» Which is one of the most profound and subtle questions in all 
finance, when a thousand other cares and interests are distractin 
their attention, with wearied-out and overburdened minds, wi 
a burden of care which has broken down already one of the mem- 
bers of the committee and sent him home sick, which has broken 
down more than one of the Senators who are not upon the com- 
mittes at all, but have merely had the duty of looking after the 
interests of their own constituents in the tariff bill; and so it is 
impossible to deal with this great subject in the way it deserves. 

1 believe the President can command the services of gentlemen 
for this especial purpose who would not lay aside their own large 
interests to hold any political office or to undertake such a juris- 
diction and function with reference to the entire field of tariff leg- 
islation. They can command the ablest experts in the country. 
They can settle a great many of these questions. They can give 
us in a compact form a clear statement of the condition of things 
in regard to many of the subjects which have to bediscussed, and 
they can put before us in a way that nobody can deny, nobody can 
impugn, nobody can pei oe as being the resultof political passion 
or prejudice, the mode of business and the profits of the persons 
who are engaged in refining sugar. They can tell us what other 
countries are oing and what we ought to be doing in the matter 
of the great agricultural interest of raising beets. 

Some Senators or some newspapers say we do nothing for agri- 
culture. Mr. President, if you had in your hand the wand of a 
magician and could compel anything in the way of wealth or 
prosperity to spring up at its touch, fot could not accomplish for 
agriculture any benefit like that which you could accomplishif you 
could cause the farmers of this country to raise the material for 
supplying this country with its sugar. Certainly next to the 
blessing which Providence gave us when we found these great 
and virgin wheat fields, Y for the cultivation of the immi- 
grants, would be the benefit of such a condition as I have de- 
scribed, and that benefit can be accomplished and wrought b 
wise and judicious and bold legislation. I wish I could see bo 
parties in this country eager and emulous in rivaling each other 
without political division to accomplish and bring about that 
great boon to the people of the North west. . 

Mr. President, as I said, we have implicit confidence in our com- 
mittees. There is not à Senator in this Chamber who would rise 
in his place and Vig pim the slightest doubt of the absolute integ- 
rity of purpose and desire of the gentlemen who have framed this 
bill for the Senate, any more than we would of the. gentlemen 
who framed the bill a few years ago; and although there are some 
utterances in the press and in speeches ii, cei that there may 
bea doubt about that subject and that the sugar trust may be 
bribing this, that, or the other person, they are suggestions which 
are met in the minds of the serious, sober, and honest men of this 
country of all parties and all sections with the most absolute con- 


tempt. Butatthesame time, as I have said, the committees doubt 


themselves. If you were to ask the old Democratic committee to 
come and frame a sugar schedule for us to-day, and they brought 
one in to-morrow morning, if they were to spend a week over it, 
they would bring in another or some modification. 
ow,letus have this one subject removed from the path of 
politics, if we can. We have to settle it for the present as well as 
we can in the pending schedule. But when we have done it, let 
us commit this to a body of five men, on which the President will 
put the ablest Democratic financier and statesman and the great- 
est Populist financier and statesman he can find. Let us have the 
result in their judgment of the whole subject. 
A Senator-has suggested to me in private that to have an entire 
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ng commission would in the first place delay enormously the 


work upon this one subject, and in the next place it would involve 
5 considerations and policies which are not applicable 
it. 


| Mr. THURSTON. May I ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
a question? - 


ging an amendment of his own here which has 
rted by the Finance Committee? ` 

Mr. HO. I do not understand that this is an amendmen 
whichrelates to any dutyor section. Isubmitted it to the Finance 
Committee and have their approbation of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment was submitted to me here 
and I glanced it over, neither giving it my approbation or other- 
wise. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. x AES : 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not see any special objection to it, but I 
trust the Senator from Massachusetts will at least give the Finance 
Committee an opportunity to look into it as a committee. Ihope 
for the t he will withdraw it. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be referred. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee have before them several prop- 
ositions respecting commissions. They have one covering the 
entire tariff question, and surely it seems to me it would be wise 
to postpone the consideration of so im t a question as this 
until we can consider the whole subject. I hope the Senator from 
Massachusetts will withdraw his amendment. 

Mr.HOAR. Certainly. Isubmitted it to the Senator in charge 
of the bill, and he made the reply which he has said. I supposed 
the committee were aware that I intended to propose the amend- 
ment, and thatif they had preferred that I should postpone it they 
would have said so. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was not aware that the Senator intended to 

ropose it. The committee have four or five hundred amendments 
‘ore them, and it has not been practical for them under the cir- 
cumstances to examine all of them. 

Mr. HOAR. I proposed it Friday. One member of the com- 
mittee sug, that the schedule was not then disposed of, or 
the particular para, aph, I think. Iwithdrew it aud said I would 
propose it later. Pro bly the Senator from Iowa did not hear 
whattook place. I move that the amendment be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Mas: usetts to refer the amendment 
to the Committee on Finance. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to make a suggestion in con- 
nection with this matter. Some years agoa proposition was made 
to take the whole tariff question out of politics and refer it to a 
commission. It was a Republican movement. The commission 
was appointed, the tariff question was investigated, and the com- 
mission recommended a reduction of 20 per cent all along the line. 
Instead of being acted on after it came in, it was incontinently 
thrown aside and did no good whatever, and, as a rule, it made the 
impression on gentlemen who think as 1 do, who have the same 
politics that I have, that the whole purpose of the movement was 
or delay, without accomplishing any good. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
refer to the commission which sat in 1883? 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Ido. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That commission was appointed 

n'a resolution introduced by my predecessor in the Senate, Mr. 
Eaton. It was not a Republican measure at all. 

Mr. MILLS. The commission was created by act of Congress. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I desire to ask what action was taken on the 
motion to refer the amendment? 3 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Irose for the p of objecting. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I have the greatest respect for 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], and there is no man 
on either side of the Chamber for whose bos dp cn a and 
honesty and patriotism I have more respect. e 
been here so long and perhaps has been fretted so much by adverse 
newspaper criticism that he has grown callous and perhaps is not 
in touch with the masses of the American people. That may 
account for his utterance a moment ago, that the best people of 
this country on both sides, without regard to , treat with 
contem e insinuations and accusations which have been 
vem de against the integrity of the Senate in framing the sugar 

e. 


Mr. President, if there is one thing of which I am convinced it 
is that not one in a hundred of the American people is satisfied 
but that there has been corruption and rottenness in the i 


framing 
of the sugar schedules in the two tariff bills, the one which is | 
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now the law and the one which is under consideration. It is 
about three weeks, I believe, or nearly three weeks, since I offered 
a resolution here asking for an investigation of these charges. 
Men who are permitted to go into the press gallery and who are 
given the privilege to sit there and hear our debates and send out 
their reports have over their own signatures c directly that 
Senators are speculating in su stock, that Senators are in 
touch with the su barons, les, Havemeyer, and others, 
and when we consider the circumstantial evidence, the fact that 
thete is a trust, a monopoly which notoriously and avowedly 
controls the American market and levies tribute upon the con- 
sumers as it pleases, and that the American people are helpless in 
the grasp of this octopus, which has throttled our freedom here 
in one sense, through the instrumentality of the Senate, I say, 
sir, that any Senator who undertakes to say that the American 
le are treating contemptuously these charges against this 
igh body is entirely mistaken. 
people want an investigation. 'They want these charges 
cleared up. They want the men who are under accusation cleared 
and the reputation of the Senate restored, or else they want the 
men who have slandered the Senate punished and ied the 
privilege of coming in here to slander us. If those men have lied 
on us, then it ought to be shown up. If they can prove the 
charges which they have made, the Senate should act. I was 
going to offer an amendment that the commission (which, of 
course, could be honest and honorable or it could not be, accord- 
ing to the men selected) should take into the scope of its investi- 
gation not only the question how sugar is refined and what is a 
reasonable and proper tariff to protect American labor and capital 
against foreign competition, but whether the sugar trust has used 
undue means, improper methods to control legislation, and to get 
at the root of how it is and why it is.that the American 
can not touch sugar without being contaminated. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire simply to say that I remain 
of my original opinion. We have heard a great deal of talk about 
the masses of the American people. Some people seem to have an 
idea that down beyond and below the ken of i men, the 
men who get their living by honest work, who do their duty as 
honest citizens, is a great seething mass of humanity, which they 
speak of as masses, and which is moved and stirred by different 
motives and different opinions and ideas than those of persons 
with whom we deal. 

Iknow through and through the character, the purposes, and 
the opinions of the men who get their living on the farms and in 
the workshops of Massachusetts. I am sprung from a race of 
Massachusetts yeomen. My friends and kinsmen and acquaint- 
&nces and supporters, the men who think with me on questions 
of politics and social questions and religious questions, are of that 
class, Iknow what they are thinking about, if I know anything. 

And I know something of the men who have built up those 
thirty-three great manufacturing cities that shine like resplendent 
jewels in her diadem. They are le, sincere, honest, patriotic, 
liberty-loving, country-loving, God-fearing men. "They think no 
evil; and, so far as they are concerned, appeals to vile prejudices 
and vile passions, general railing accusations, without specifica- 
tion either of man or of witness or fact, fall upon their ears as 
upon deaf ears. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HOAR. Ina moment. 

Mr. President, the kind of men who make up the laborers on 
the farms and in the workshops of the State of husetts are 
the kind of men who are all over the country. "There is not any 
great difference in the character or quality of American citizen- 
ship. Their children and kinsmen have settled the prairies of the 
West, and have gone to the Pacific and are building up à new 
empire to look out upon Asia as the empire of one hundred years 
ago that our fathers built looked out toward Europe. T: are 
building there a larger, a more intelligent, a more pow „ 
more glorious, and a wealthier New England. They are to have 
there the streets of a more cultured Boston. the halls of a more 
learned Harvard, the workshops of a busier Worcester. 

The same thing which New England has done for the West, 
Virginia and the old States, with thei: glorious history, have 
done, are doing, and will do hereafter forthe more southern paral- : 


has | lels of latitude. 


is now so honorably represented in this body. I think I know, 
not from contact but from study, something of the opinion and 
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Now I will listen to the Senator from South Carolina. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I desire to state that as to the seething mass 
of iznorance which the Senator designates as the masses—— 


Mr. HOYR. That I ntterly deny. Isaid the notion that such 
a thing existed was a mistake. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well. 

Mr. HOAit. {said there was no such thing in this country. 


That is what I said. My language is not to be perverted. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not want to pervert your statement. I 
am merely trying to get at the honestinterpretation of your words. 
You are the last man I would undertake to misrepresent to his 


ace. 

As I understood the Senator, he seemed to think that he knows 
as much about the masses as I do. While I claim no special mis- 
sion here as a representative of the masses, I do claim to have 
come here much more recently than the Senator; to be a farmer; 
to have received thousands of letters from my fellow-farmers all 
over the North and West and South, hundreds within the last 
ten days, since this resolution to investigate the sugar fraud or 
sugar scandal was introduced here; and I know that the Ameri- 
can people do-not consider the charges infamous unless we will 
prove them so by bringing the witnesses to the bar of the Senate 
and making them answer the questions which we now have a 
right to ask. To hide behind the Senatorial toga and say we are 
80 pure and high and noble that we can not be investigated is a 
confession of guilt before the people. That is what itis, and they 
so consider it; and they will consider the Senate disgraced if it 
lies under the accusation already affirmed by respectable corre- 
spondents over their own signatures and dare not investigate. 

To go one step further, Mr. President, I said when I introduced 
the resolution that I had no personal animosity against any man 
or any set of men. I was absolutely impartial in my discussion of 
the a in calling attention to the fact that in 1894 the accu- 
sations lay against the Democratic Finance Committee, while re- 
cently they lie against the Republican Finance Committee, and 
thatit did not matter which committee was interested or involved, 
the same charge—that the sugar trust controls the Senate and 
. could get any differential it wanted—led the American people to 
believe that bribery was abroad and that men here, either directly 
or indirectly or as attorneys or something else, were receiving un- 
due compensation and dishonorable money. 

I believe it, and I have asked for an investigation. I have had 
information furnished me which says that they will prove that 
Senators have speculated in sugar stock. If they do not furnish 
it, they are liars. Until you give them the opportunity to prove it 
you are convicted by your own action of being afraid to investi- 

te for fear you will find that you have in your midst bribe 

ers and corrupt men. 

Mr. LINDSAY. In paragraph 206, page 63, line 22, I moye to 
strike out ''ninety-five one-hundredths" and to insert in lieu 
thereof ‘‘ eight-tenths;” so as to read: 

On all sugar which has qus through a process of refining, I cent and eight- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, if this amendment be adopted, 
there will be no question about the sugar refiner dei a differ- 
ential of 5 cents on each 100 pounds in addition to the 33 cents to 
be paid him or to be paid by the importer for his benefit on account 
of the export duties paid by the German Government to those 
who export refined sugars from that country to the United States. 

If you take 96 degrees polariscopic test, it will leave a difference 
of 17 cents on the hundred pounds between raw sugar and refined 
ru aog that is more than the differential under the existing 


w. 

I find that under the tariff law as it now exists the American 
Sugar Refining Company declares annually upon $37,500,000 of 
common stock 12 per cent dividend, and upon $37,500,000 of pre- 
ferred stock 7 per cent dividend, making an average upon its 
capital stock of $75,000,000 of 94 per cent profits each year. 

Out of seventy-seven stocks representing railroads and industrial 
corporations reported by Henry Clewsthere is not a singlestockthat 
pore such dividendsas are being paid by thesugarrefiningcompany. 

t is a clear case, therefore, that this industry, under existing law, 
is receiving benefits under our revenue system that it ought not 
to receive, even if it be admitted that the $75,000,000 of stock rep- 
resents $75,000,000 of cash actually invested in the enterprise; and 
no man M that it represents more than half that amount of 
cash. Take the actual money invested in this combination at 

7,500,000, and it is paying to-day 19 per cent in the way of divi- 

ends—dividends such as are not approximated by any other in- 
dustry whose stocks are reported this week by Henry Clews & Co. 

Now, the Senator from Massachusetts proposes that we shall 
send out a committee to ascertain certain facts. I submit to the 
Senate that concerning the existence of those facts there is no dis- 
pute. When this committee comes back and reports, it can not 


report anything else than is conceded on all sides by the sugar 
trust and those who defend it. It is to inquire, first 

What policy is best adapted to procuring 
the peo; He of the United States at the least ees prex ri pied = W 
mote the raising in the United States of a sufficient supply of sugar for 
domestic consumption. 

This Senate has settled the last inquiry, that the way to secure 
a sufficient supply for domestic consumption is to encourage the 
sugar industry by protection such as has never been given to any 
other industry. Why inquire, when that question has been con- 
sidered and settled? hy send out a commission to ascertain and 
report a fact which has been already considered and decided by 
the Congress of the United States? er— 

What amount of duty on imports of s cessa: - 
ness of refining sugar t the tod . 5 8 
and moderate profit. 

We know what the existing duties are. We know that under 
those existing duties the sugar-refining industry each year real- 
izes inordinate and extortionate profits upon the business at the 
expense of the people of the country; and when the Senate comes 
to act upon the proposition, what shall be done in the face of con- 
ceded facts, the Senate increases the protection given to the sugar 
trust and thereby declares in favor of increasing its profits. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Kentucky a question? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes. sir. 

Mr. HOAR. What amount of duty, in his judgment, is neces- 
sary to enable the business of refining sugar to be conducted at a 
reasonable profit? 

Mr. LINDSAY. My judgment is, not a single cent of duty in 
excess of that which is levied upon the raw product. 

Mr. HOAR. What amount of duty, absolutely, without any 
regard to what may be done with the raw product? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Youhave decided that the revenue necessities 
of the country determine that $1.75 on each 100 pounds of sugar 
is necessary. 

Mr. HOAR. But the Senator does not accept that decision. I 
want to know what he thinks is necessary. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Isay 40 per cent ad valorem, without any dif- 
ferential whatever, will enable the sugar industry to thrive and 
enable the sugar-refining business to live. 

Mr. HOAR. Does not the Senator think 30 per cent ad valorem 
would do it? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iam willing to try it. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator think 30 per cent ad valorem 
would be a sufficient rate? 

. Mr. LINDSAY. I prefer leaving that question to those engaged 
in the industry. I know by the experience of the last three years 
that 40 per cent is abundant. 

Mr. HOAR. My honorable friend does not quite answer my 
MAS I do not want to press it unduly, but I ask him if he 
thinks 30 per cent would do it? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Ithink it would. 

Mr. HOAR. Does he think 20 per cent would? 

Mr. LINDSAY. But it is not a question of 30 per cent. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator be kind enough to tell me if he 
thinks 20 per cent ad valorem would be enough? 

Mr.LINDSAY. Thatisa method of cross-examination to which 
I do not think I ought to submit. 

Mr. HOAR, I will state what I wanted to get at, if the Sena- 
tor will pardon me. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. Will he tell us the lowest amount of protection 
ad valorem that he thinks would doit? I do not want to put half 
a dozen questions. I want to get—— * 

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. r. President 

Mr. HOAR. No, no. I want to know if the Senator will tell 
us the lowest that he thinks will do it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will say that 30 per cent will do it and has 
doneit. In my opinion, that would be ample protection. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, will the Senator tell me whether 20 per cent 
will do it? 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Senator would then ask me if I thought 
15 would. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. LINDSAY. And then if I thought 10 would. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator will permit me—— 

Mr. HOAR. Allow me one minute. It is very obvious that the 
Senator from Kentucky himself does not know and has not an 
opinion as to what is the lowest practicable limit. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I only ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to look at the proposition fairly. His question submitted to 
the Senator from Kentucky was what difference there should be 
between the tariff on the raw and the refined sugars to enable the 
refiners to live. 

Mr. HOAR, No; I did not ask that question. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. What was the Senator's question? 
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Mr. HOAR. What amount of duty would enable the business 
of refining sugar to be conducted in this country at a reasonable 
and moderate profit? I did not say anything about raw sugar or 
manufactured sugar. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Very well Iunderstand the Senator 
from Kentucky answered the same that was levied on the raw. 
That was a distinct and plain answer, which would apply to any 
rate that could beim He meant if zon put 40 per centonraw, 
40 per cent would be the rate on the re . If you put 50 per 
cent on the raw, it would be 50 on the refined, and no more. 


Mr. HOAR. Suppose raw was free 

Mr. LINDSAY. en nothing. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then, in his opinion, the refined 
should be free. That was the effect of his answer. It was plain. 


Mr. HOAR. I did not ask the Senator whether he thought it 
should be free. Iasked him whether the business could be con- 
ducted at a reasonable and moderate profit at à particular duty. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. His answer was that it required no 
additional tariff above that on raw to make the interest succeed, 
and that was a clear and distinct business answer. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. Havemeyer stated in 1880 that if you 
would give him free su he needed no protection whatever. 
He said that he would undersell the English in their own markets 
if you would give him free sugar. In 1890 the Republican party 
gave the sugar trust free sugar, and in the face of the statement 
of Mr. Havemeyer that he needed no protection whatever, it gave 
to the sugar trust 50 cents on each 100 pounds of sugar by way 
ofasubsidy toit. As was said this morning, the bill came over 
from the House with 40 cents on each 100 pounds, and for some 
reason, which the Republican side of the Chamber can proba- 
bly explain, it was raised from 40 to 50 cents on the hundred 

ounds. 

: Three years ago the Senator did not think the sugar industry 
needed any such encouragement or any such protection as it is 
now proposed to give it. The original report from the Finance 
Committee in 1893 as to the tax on sugar was as follows: 

e juice or of beet juice, melada, con- 
8 80 3 molasses el by the re i 
scope not above 80 degrees shall pay a duty of 1 cent per pound, and for every 
additional degree or fraction aba degree above 80 8 and not above 90 
degrees shown by the polariscope test, shall pay one one-hundreth of a cent 
per pound additional, and above 90 degrees and not above 98 de; for 
every additional or fraction of a degree shown by the polariscope 
test, shall pay a duty of two one-hundredths of a cent per pound additional, 
and upon all sugar testing above 98 degrees by polariscope test, or above No. 
16 by the Dutch standard in color, there shall be levied and collected a duty 
of one-eighth of 1 cent per pound in addition to the duty imposed upon sugars 

ng above 98 degrees. 

Afterwards the committee fell upon the ad valorem principle 
and Se eh that portion of the bill which is nowa law. The 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopdꝝ] moved to substi- 
tute for that provision the original report of the committee. On 
the call of the yeas and nays every Senator on the other side of 
the Chamber voted in favor of it, and my friend from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Hoar] voted in favor of it. 

The pending bill commences with a cent at 75 degrees, and adds 
three-tenths of a cent for every additional degree. "Three years 
ago the other side of the Chamber was in favor of giving to the 
sugar industry a tariff at the rate of 1 cent a pound for 80 degrees, 
and an additional one-hundredth of a cent up to 96 degrees, and 
then two hundredths of a cent above, and one-eighth of a cent 
differential. If in 1893 that was all the protection the sugar in- 
dustry ought to have had, how is it that in 1897 it is indispensable 
that we shall give to it nearly 50 per cent more protection than 
was then necessary? At 1,80, or 1 cent and eight-tenths, the dif- 
ferential will be 17 cents, ample to pay the difference of expense 
in converting raw into refined sugar. Underthe present law less 
than 170,000,000 pounds of refined sugar found its way into the 
American market, against 3,600,000,000 pounds consumed by the 
American people. The present tariff is almost a tariff of exclu- 
sion, and this bill as it now stands, if enacted into law, will be 
a tariff of absolute exclusion. 

Let us see how the refined sugar from foreign countries gets into 
this country at all and finds a market. I read from the Journal 
of Commerce of last Friday the New York market: 

Granulated sugar, American, sold by the American Sugar Refinery at 4} 
cents per pound. 

And the sugar of every American refinery sold at the same price. 
But bera bec come to the foreign sugar, it sold at from 41to 4$ cents 
& pound, three-eighths of a cent less in the market than the Amer- 
ican refined sugar sold at. Therefore no foreigner can now bring 
his sugar here and sell it in competition with the protected sugar 
of the sugar trust under the existing law unless he underbids the 
sugar trust, and with the willingness to underbid the trust, last 
year only 170,000,000 pounds were brought in out of a consump- 
tion of 3,600,000,000 pounds. 

In the face of all, the Senate, true to its instincts, true to its his- 
tory, in 1890, instead of reducing or accepting the protection given 


by the House of Pegessen si von. has increased the protection 

ven by the House of Representatives. One cent and eight hun- 
dred and seventy-five thousandths of a cent was just as much as 
the other House thought ought to be given to the sugar trust on 
refined sugar. The Senate thinks that 1 cent and ninety-five one- 
hundredths ought to be given, and it appears from the newspaper 
accounts of the executive sessions held by our friends on the other 
side which are no more secret than the executive sessions which 
are from time to time held by the Senate—that there are Senators 
on the other side who believe that the increase from eight hundred 
andseventy-fivethousandths toninety-fiveone-hundredths involves 
a subsidy to the sugar trust of from four to five million dollars a 
year. Under existing laws, 94 per cent, or nearly $10,000,000, is 
paid out to the sugar trust in the way of profits. Under the law 
as it will be, if the pending bill be adopted, the profits will be from 
thirteen to fifteen million dollars. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Senator from rere f 
Mr. LIN DSA] now proposes to strike out what has been inserte! 
already in Committee of the Whole and insert eight-tenths or 
eighty one-hundredths. I shall make a point of order upon that 
amendment, that we can not strike out what has been inserted and 
insert something else later on. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas, Will the Senator allow me to inter- 
rupt him ngot there? 

r. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. When this bill was taken up, among 
the first amendments offered was one inyolving almost the same 
point. I then asked the question if technical points were to be 
made, or if we should have to be careful in offering amend- . 
ments so as not to forfeit our rights of subsequently offering 
amendments to amendments which had been adopted. My un- 
derstanding was that it was stated on the other side of the Cham- 
ber that there was to be no technical advantage taken on thin 
of that kind. I respectfully submit, therefore, that a vote ought 
to be allowed on this amendment if any Senator wants it. 

Mr. ALLISON. On the statement of the Senator from Arkan- 
sas, I shall not insist on my point. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Ithink that is fair. 

Mr. ALLISON. I intend to deal as fairly as I can, but hereafter 
when we have taken a vote, as we have on this subject, I think we 
will never end a question unless we abide by the vote upon it. 

Mr. President, Í want to say a few words in opposition to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky, and in order 
that I may speak intelligently. at least to myself, I want to make 
some comparisons as to this bill as reported by the Senate Com- 
mittee on Finance and as to the bill as it came to us from the 
House of Representatives. 

The only change which is of value in this discussion which has 
been proposed by the Senate Committee on Finance is the change 
that applies to sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color and 
to refined sugars. We also have proposed—which has not yet 
been voted upon—that sugars testing 87 de 3 by the polari- 
scope and less shall Pay one-tenth of a cent less per pound than 
the sugars above 87. Those two amendments are the only amend- 
meats M have been proposed by the Finance Committee to this 
schedule. 

What is the House schedule? The House schedule begins with ' 
sugars which test 75 degrees by the 3 and fixes the duty 
upon those sugars at 1 cent a pound. It then has an ascending 
scale for each degree of the polariscope of three one-hundredths 
ofacent per pound running through the entire scale. Now,I 
want to ask Senators why it is that three one-hundredths of a cent 
is applied to each degree of the polariscope? I want to call the 
attention of my friend from Kentucky to the answer which I will 
give, and that is, that itis the result of absolute experiment, as 
shown not by the value of sugar in the various markets of the 
world, but as shown by the value of the sugar in the great port 
of New York, where all sugars are equalized in the local market, 
whatever may have been the price paid for those sugars in Ma- 
nila, or in Egypt, or in any of the islands of the sea. 

Therefore it was that what is known as the merchants’ sched- 
ule was established. Who are these merchants? They are a 
committee of the great merchants of New York, not refiners of 
sugar, but those who deal with sugar in the markets of the 
world, They came before the Committee on Ways and Means of 
the House of Representatives and, as shown in their testimony, 
they disclosed that these various sugars in bond in the city of 
New York, including the original market price in the place of 
production, including the cost of transportation from the place 
of production to the city of New York, including commissions 
and all local charges in the place of exportation, and every ele- 
ment which enters into the price of these raw sugars, are all 
equalized, because they come there to one common market, and 

‘ou must take that scale which is disclosed in the table presented 
y the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] as respects these various 
values of sugar. 
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When the House of Representatives fixed this scale of three one- 
hundredths of a cent asa proper ascending scale €— the mar- 
ket value of all these sugars in the great city of New York, they 
found that scale to be so equally and evenly adjusted that the 
highest variation was only a tion of two one-hundredths of a 
cent on the various grades. In other words, it was an equal and 
exact equilibrium as ts every ounce of imported 
into the United States m ail the countries outside of our 
boundaries. E 

That being the scale, what is the effect of that scale? It is that 

whether I purchase sugars in the Philippine Islands, whether I 
urchase them in Egypt, or whether I purchase centrifugal sugars 
Cuba or San Domingo, when I get those sugars into the common 
market of consumption, whether that consumption is for refinin 
or for other purposes, there is an exact equivalent of every class o 
sugar. Therefore, in the nature of things, there can be no prac- 
tical profit arising from these sugars to the refiner of sugars; and 
80 it is that this ascending scale, running up from 96 degrees of 
the polariscope, discloses a duty upon sugar of 1.63 cents per pound 
as Leder 1 cent per d upon sugars that test only 75. 
ilst this is true in the market of New York, I agree that it 
is not mathematically true as to sugars in other respects. I could 
have shown, had I not been anxious to secure a vote u the 
former amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky, that 
the duty on all the sugars that are used by the refiners of sugar 
in the United States to the extent of 75 per cent, at least, of those 
sugars under this schedule, without the differential which is here 
found, would be more than the duty upon the refined sugars. I 
made this calculation myself for the purpose of satisfying myself 
of its absolute accuracy; and Ifound that sugars testing 95 degrees 
by the polariscope—and it is well known that all thesugars which 
are refined by the American refiners are sugars that are imported 
testing 88 d or more, only a few coming in under that test— 
the large y come in from 95 to 96. 

Now, take sugar testing 95 degrees, and the duty by this bill, 
without the differential upon that sugar, would be $1.75 per hun- 
dred pounds and forty-four one-thousandths in addition; in other 
words, the sugars that are refined in the United States under the 
scale prop: by the Senator from Kentucky a few moments ago 
would pay more per pound than would therefined sugars. Sugars 
testing 96 would pay $1.75 and seventeen one-hundredths; sugars 
testing 97 would pay $1.75 and twenty-nine one hundredths—speak- 
ing only: in round numbers—those testing 98, $1.75 and thirty one- 
er and those testing 99, $1.75 and twenty-two one-hun- 
dredths. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Would the Senator object to stating 
how he arrives at those figures? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not. I was about to state that I ar- 
rived at those is aga by taking the number of poundsof raw sugar 
which are required to produce a given number of pounds of refined 
sugar—that is to say, given the number of pounds of raw sugar 
that will produce 100 pounds of refined sugar, I find, taking the 95- 
degree polariscopic test, that it will take 120.54 pounds of raw 
sugar to make 100 pounds of refined sugar, according to the abso- 
lutely accurate test made by Secretary Carlisle as Secre of the 
Treasury, and produced by him, as I have been told, r the 
most accurate calculations of the best chemists and experts ob- 
tainable on the sugar question. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator mean that to apply 


and thirty-four one-hundredths, and I find that this bill gives upon 
that class of raw sugar a higher duty upon 100 pounds than is 
given by the House upon sugars testing 100. I am talking 
about the bill as it came from the other House, Iam undertaking 
to show, if I can, that as to the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ate committee and as to the bill as it came from the House, the 
difference is only in one single thing, and that is that we allow 
1.95 as against 1.875 in the bill as it came from the House, or a 
difference of 74 cents a hundred pounds. 

Mr. LINDSAY, I submit to the Senator that that increase was 
the only criticism I made upon the bill as reported by the Senate 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLISON. But the Senator undertook to show that there 
was in this bill, by this ascending scale, a benefit to the refiners 
without reference to what we the differential. 

Mr. LINDSAY. No. I undertook to show that whenever you 
pass 96 degrees the refiner gets the benefit of your ascendi 
sue 2 to 96 degrees the sugar producer and refiner p 
side by side. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatis where the Senatorismistaken. I have 
the absolute calculation here of sugars testing 96, and those sugars 
trii d to make a pound of refined sugar will be obliged to pay 
& duty of 1.7517 instead of paying a duty of 1.75, as sugars testin 
100 would under this peng | scale. So when the Senator says tha 
ee Li - Lee e or differential e in s —— running 

rom egrees of the polariscope to 1 egrees, that that 
protection or differential is not 75 be seen. 8 

Now I present a table which I have intended for some days to 
put into the RECORD, and Iask leave to doit now. This table 
shows the differentials under the bill as it came from the House, 
under our Senate amendments, and under the present law, and I 
challenge contradiction when I say that the differential under the 
existing law is higher and greater than under the schedule that 
lies before us. 

Mr. STEWART. That is, the Senate amendment is less. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senate amendment is less in differential 
than the existing law. I have here—and I ask that it be inserted 
in the REcorp—a table showing this, and I challenge a contradic- 
tion of the accuracy of this table. 'Taking the average prices of 
the refined sugars as shown, not at 2.30, but ht 2.47, which is the 
5 of sugars; taking the German sugars, the first marks 
so called, which are the cheapest, and taking the prices of Holland 
refined and the prices of E refined, and averaging them all. 
making 2.47, I am tired of the accusation that we have increased. 
here, by 40, 41, 43, 52, and 59 per cent, the protection or the differ- 
ential to sugar refiners. 

The table referred to is as follows: 
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X 3 et. Cents.| Cents. A 
40 — 35. 46 —112.80 55.99 | 40.82 | 62.99 
40— 37.94 =108. 60 98 | 56.34) 38.34] 00.32 
40= 40.42 =104.90 95 | 53.53) 35.97] 57.76 
40 = 42.88 =101.66 92.3 | 51.80 | 38.72 | 55.93 
39 84 . tis = seis | 108 err 8 8 Mo 

to sugar testin degrees? B — = K. : . 
Mr. "ALLISON. I mean that to apply to sugar testing 95 or 96 | gs 2 in 5 = =e "d 22 — 
de , or whatever it may be. 40—55.28 | 124 — 89.93 | 114— 82.5 | 33.48 | 23.94 | 44.01 
Nr. WHITE. I understand the Senator takes the Treasury ja d 4 „ Se 
table heretofore alluded to as No. 102, and from that calculation 40—02.70| 133 = 84.83 = 8.4 32.21 | 19.73 | 39.84 
is made the printed table we have had. 40— 65.18 | 138. = 83.45 = 77.3 | 80.30 | 18.50 | 38.43 
Mr. ALLISON. Ido. 40— 67.06 | 139 = 82.2 = 82.9 | 99.48 | 17.25 | 24.85 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That table shows that it takes 107 | $9 FTC 
. 96, instead of 120 pounds. 40—74.05 | 148 = 79.9 | 148— 79.9 24.80 14.62] 22.12 
Mr. ALLISON. Ihad the table here a moment ago. I find I 40=76.12 | 151 = 79.8 |151— 79.3 | 23.81) 13.95 | 21.45 
was mistaken in the statement. 1 n | ist -9|ix-msmau|ie| mm 
Mr. WHITE. I think the Senator will find the figures other- 40=82.87 | 160 — 77.2 | 160= 77.2 | 20.00 | 12.56 | 20.06 
wise on that test. 40 85.12 | 163 = 76.6 | 163= 76.6| 19.82 12.33| 19.83 
Mr. ALLISON. Has theSenator the table which was produced Ee ee cent Ai ee teat | ae ee 
by the Senator from Missouri? 99 40 =88.86 | 172 = 77.4 | 172= 77.4 | 20.78 | 12.28 | 19.78 
Mr. WHITE. It was put in the RECORD, and will be found on NTRA 2 E: — goa 21.82 12.50 | 20.00 


1987. 
Pr. ALLISON. Thad the pir here a moment ago. 
Pit JONES of Arkansas. Possibly the Senator may have mixed 
gures. 
Mr. ALLISON. I have not mixed my figures. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is the 88 sugar which takes 128 
pounds, and not the 96, which takes but 107. 
Mr. ALLISON. Not having the table before me, Iam not able 
to 5 881 the figures with absolute eee 
r. JONES of Arkansas. I understand the process by which 
the Senator arrives at his figures. 
Mr. ALLISON. Itakethe 95 sugar, of which it takes 109 pounds 


40 per cent and ¢ — 111.30. 


Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. In the presence of the Senator from Iowa, the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who at that time had 
charge of this bill, and who is now ill, stated that the differential 
in the bill as it came from the House was greater than the differ- 
ential in the then Senate bill, and he inserted in his remarks a 
table which, if correct, demonstrated the truth of that statement, 


1897. 


Now, I desire to know whether anything that has ired since 
that time, any elucidation or light, has convinced Senator 
from [owa that his colleague upon the committee, who then had 
charge of the bill, was in error? 

Mr. ALLISON. I am not dealing with the statements of the 
Senator from Rhode Island, nor am I dealing with the prices as 
estimated by him. Iam taking the prices which appear in these 
tables, which are the true prices, not those for one month, Jan- 
uary, which the Senator from Rhode Island took; not the current 
prices, but the 8 That table is based upon the aver- 
age prices of this c of raw sugar during the four months 
beginning on the 1st day of January and ending on the 1st day of 
Ma 


y. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Iowa be good 
enough to explain what basis he takes for refined sugar? He 
quotes the price of raw sugar here, but he does not state in this 
table what the price of refined sugar is, from which he calculates 
the difference. à 

Mr. ALLISON. The prices of raw sugar are found in the first 
column of the table. The prices of refined sugar are found right 
under them, $2.47. I have not taken the prices of January, as 
suggested by the Senator ffom Rhode Island, but I have taken the 
actual prices as furnished by the public record, the average 3 sigue 
of raw and refined sugar for the four months ending on 1st 
day of May. $ A 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Iowa is mistaken when he 


says Jan was taken. March was taken. 
r. ALLISON. March was taken by the Senator from Rhode 
Island for the price of refined sugar. He took the price upon a 


single day of what is called “first marks refined sugar," which, of 

course, as Senators know, is rather an inferior kind of refined 

sugar that comes from Germany, but a kind that is largely im- 
ed. 


Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator kindly tell me what is the 
differential in the table between raw and refined? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have made a scale there running about 
twenty one-hundredths in the Senate schedule. 

will say another thing with r to this schedule, because I 
do not hesitate to state the method whereby this result was 
reached. The method does not include the countervailing duty 

mt on under this bill and not put on in the Senate; and I have 
amazed that, with all the zeal for the reduction of the enor- 
mous differential to the refiners, some Senator on the other side of 
the Chamber has not risen in his place and moved tostrike out the 
three-eighths of a cent. Why is it that the Senator from Ken- 
5 [Mr. Linpsay], with his zeal and his energy and his activ- 
ity, does not address himself to the question of striking out the 
three-eighths differential, as he calls it, which is found in this same 
ph? Why does he stop at the suggestion of 5 cents a hun- 
5 when there lies right under his eyes and on his table 
a proposition where, by a single amendment which he could pro- 
pose, hecould strike down the refiners’ thirty-eight one-hundredths 
-of a cent. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Where is that in this paragraph? 
On what e is it? 

Mr. "ALLISON Here it is in this provision; I wish to read it, 
and I want to know why itis that Senators on the other side of 
the Chamber strain at a gnat and swallow a camel. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Please answer my question. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Where is the three-eighths? 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator has not investigated the bill far 
enongh to know, I will point it out to him. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will say to the Senator that that 
was stricken out on his own motion, and it is out of the paragraph 


now. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not understand that it is out of the para- 

aph. 
= . JONES of Arkansas. Itis, and the RECORÐ will so show. 
It was done on the Senator's own motion, and therefore there is 
no occasion for anybody else to draw any amendment of the sort. 

Mr. ALLISON. 1f that is out on my own motion, and they 
thought it was out, why is it that they are insisting in every 
debate and in every table that it is in? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Because the Senator has it in another 

ph later on in the bill, which will be reached hereafter. 
hat is the reason. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want the Senator from Arkansas to open up 
the debate on the countervailing duty, that we may show, as we 
can show now, that this countervailing duty is only an imitation 
and an emulation of his own committee in 1894, when they pro- 
vided a tenth of a cent countervailing duty upon refined sugar 
and the same countervailing duty Lapon Taw sugars. 

Ar. JONES of Arkansas. We will be ready for it when we get 


ere, 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I want the Senator from Iowa to do me the 
justice at least to say that it does not rest upon me to move to 
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strike out three-eighths, or to make any motion in regard to that 
retaliatory duty until we reach it. When we reach it, we will try 
to attend to it. : 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not know it was out. I sw it was 
still there. I made my remarks upon that basis. ilst Sena- 
tors were discussing this question as a fixed fact, I wanted to call 
their attention to the mountain that isin their pathway as com- 
pared with this molehill. : 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to call 
his attention to the fact that he has just confessed that the duty 
now pro disin emulation—I believe that was the very word 

Mr. LINDSAY. Imitation. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Imitation and emulation of the villainies prac- 
ticed by his Democratic colleagues three years ago. 

Mr. ALLISON. Fortunately for me, 1 do not indulge in the 
i of the Senator from South Carolina. I did not call it a 

ainy. . 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is my word. 

Mr. ALLISON. Nor doI think it is a villainy. I believe that 
the provision in the act of 1894 was a necessary provision, as I 
believe also that this is a necessary one. 

Mr. LINDSAY. If the Senator will pardon me, I will say that 
the act of 1894 gives 10 cents, and this measure proposes to give 38 
cents, and the sugar refiners are declaring 94 cent profit on 
875.000, 000 worth of stock and are paying the difference between 
10 and 38 at the present time. 

Mr. ALLISON. When this differential was puf span the bill 
in 1894, the duty upon raw sugar was less than 10 cents a hundred 
pounds, and the duty upon refined sugar was 10 cents a hundred 

unds, Since that time the German Government, I believe in . 

y last, and Icall the attention of the Senator to the fact, in- 
creased their bounty upon raw sugar to twenty-eight one-hun- 
dredths of a cent or twenty-seven and a fraction one-hundredths, 
and upon refined sugar to thirty-eight one-hundredths and a frac- 
tion. It was only the difference, at most, between the raw and the 
refined upon which they secured this advantage. But what Iam 
complaining of is that in the tables which have been presented 
here this 10 cents countervailing duty is not computed, nor is the 
27 cents a hundred pounds computed upon the raw sugar, but 
there is thirty-eight one-hundredths of a cent computed upon re- 
fined sugar. Every Senator who has spoken, so far as I know, has 
takenitabsolutelyfor granted thatthe protection on refined sugar 
is thirty-eight one-hundredths of a cent in this bill because of the 
fact that there is thirty-eight one-hundredths of a cent bounty by 
the laws of Germany. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator if uarters of the 
rei upr does not come from countries. that pay no export 

unty 

Mr. ALLISON. Then my answer to the Senator is, Why was 
it put in the act of 1894? That act was intended to ache the 
bounty of sugar-producing countries, and it was put in there be- 
cause those who were nsible then believed t there must 
be a countervailing duty in order that the refiners of this country 
should be upon an equality with the refiners of Euro 

Now I will ask my friend another question. Suppose it should 
turn ouf that instead of these sugars coming into the United 
States to be refined they should go to Montreal or Holland, if you 
please, or to England. What would be the protection to our re- 
finers against sugar refined there from those sugars? It is 1.875 
cents or 1.95 cents a pound, as the case may be. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will say that there is no danger of those 
sugars going to Montreal or anywhere else to be refined, if my 
amendment be adopted. The complete answer to the question 
lies not in ascertaining how many pounds of sugar the sugar trust 
says it has to buy in order to make a pound of refined sugar, but 
in what does the business of the sugar trust domonstrate. It 
demonstrates that, notwithstanding the change of conditions in 
the country, sugar stock has remained above par all the time, and 
since this bill has been under discussion it has gone up 5, 6, 8, or 
10 points, and sold Saturday last at 126. = 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Kentucky can get me into 
no argument upon that question. I have not taken the figures of 
the Lag trust. I have taken the figures of his friend John G. 
Carlisle, Secretary of the , and I have made every calcu- 
lation upon his computations and not upon the computations of 


the s RPS 
Mr. DSAY. And Mr. Carlisle got the figures from the sugar 
Heard because no one else understands the trade well enough to 
give the es. 
Mr. ISON. If the Senator from Kentucky will pardon me, 
that is simply an absurdity. There are men connected with the 
(they may not be quite so familiar with the tests of sugar 
and the value of sugar as are the men who for long years have 
been engaged practically in the business) and there are men now 
in the employ of the custom-house in New York who have been 
there for twenty or twenty-five years, and they as experts know 
all about the sugar question. 
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Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not to be diverted now, if my friend the 
Senator from Louisiana will excuse me, by any table which he 
inserted the other day, prepared by an expert whom I do not know 
and who certainly has not the responsibility of government. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I am not going to mention the table. I wish 
simply to ask the Senator a question. He, I understand, has pre- 
eed a schedule of prices different from the prices presented by 
the Senator from Rhode Island. I should like to ask him why he 
has discarded the prices given by the Senator from Rhode Island 
and taken new prices? 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not discard the suggestions made by any 
Senator. Ihave not discarded the suggestions made by the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iam not talking about the snggostions, but 
of the fact, of the prices. The Senator from Rhode Island made 
his calculation upon certain prices of Bugar, The Senator from 
Iowa, I understand, has offered a calculation based upon other 
prices. Now, I desire to know why he has taken other pricesand 
not maintained those of the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave done that to get rid of some confusion 
which early existed in my own mind, and I hope in some way to 
bring other Senators to the opinion I now entertain. If I have 
f iled to explain that, I have failed in part in my object. 

I stated that the schedule of specific rates of duty, with the con- 
tinuous ascending scale of three one-hundredths of a cent per 

ound, isa scale not based upon the price of sugar in the Philippine 
Elands. as the price of the Senator from Rhode Island was, not 
based upon the price of sugar in Egypt, as the price of the Senator 
from Rhode Island was, or inany of the islands of the sea, but is 
the price of sugars in bond in the city of New York, as shown by 
tables presented by merchants in New York and incorporated by 
the Senator from Missouri; and upon these tables (and they are 
tables from which most of the calculations have been made) I 
have demonstrated, at least to my own satisfaction, that the rate 
as itis proposed here is a less rate of duty than that in the exist- 
ing law. In a good many cases I agree that it is only a fraction 
less, but in MA eel except one or two it is less. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Whatever the prices may be, I wish to ask the 
Senator from Iowa whether by this ascending scale, from 75 de- 
grees up, the rates are not clearly ascertained. Given the number 
of qu of raw sugar it takes to make a pound of refined sugar 
and given this ascending scale, is not that a true criterion of the 
er and not variable prices here and there? 

r. ALLISON. Ido not argue that question now, because the 
Senateitself has accepted that. Itcomes here with the experience 
and observation of the merchants of New York, and we have 
adopted it and incorporated it here in our schedule, and therefore 
I do not go beyond that in the suggestions I make. 

Mr. President, the question afterall is, What is the differential? 
My answer to that, and if it is not a truthful answer then I am to 
be corrected, is that it is the duty upon 100 pounds of refined sugar 
as compared with the duty upon the number of pounds of raw 
sugar required to produce 100 pounds of refined sugar. There- 
fore it is that on the ascending scale which I have named, sugars 
that are refined are practically upon an even keel, taking the 
sugars from 88 or 89 to 97. 

Now, then, we come face to face with the main question, because 
Itake it that after all our zeal for the destruction of a trust or 
combination, if you please, will not run so far that we will de- 
stroy the refining industry in the United States. It has been 
stated here, and of that I speak only from information and not 
from knowledge, that 70 per cent of the sugars—some have said 
here in debate that it is only 66 per cent, or two-thirds—that are 
refined is in the control of what is known as the American sugar 
trust. Of course, the remainder is refined here and there, inde- 

mdent of the trust. I do not know how that may be, but I do 

ow that it would be the height of un wisdom for us to transfer 
to Germany, or to Holland, or to Great Britain, or to our neigh- 
bor on the north, as my colleague [Mr. GEAR] suggests to me, the 
business of refining four thousand millicn pounds of sugar. 

That being true, the question for us to consider here is what is 
a fair and proper differential in order to give such 58 to 
the business of sugar refining as will keep it in the United States. 
In 1883 that differential varied from 75 to 125, and yet wé have 
heard on this floor to-day that under that high differential such 
was the difficulty in refining sugars that there was a practical loss 
and many refiners went out of business. 

Mr. GEAR. Let me remind my colleague that the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. MILLS], who was chairman of the committee that 
framed the bill named after him, only proposed to reduce that pro- 
tection 20 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; Iam glad to be reminded of that fact. 
The Senator from Texas will allow me to interpolate another sug- 

ion right here. I believe that more than half the graphs 

this bill contain less rates of duty than were provided in the 
bill of 1888, called the Mills bill. But Ido not allude to that ex- 


cept to say that this fact illustrates how rapidly prices have gone 
down, how successful our manufacturers have been, and how 
large a share of the products of manufactures are now made in 
this country, enabling us to reduce the rates of duty. 

Mr. STEWART. Do I understand the Senator to say that the 
protection given to the trust in the bill by the Senate amendment 
is less than under the act of 1894? 

Mr. ALLISON. I say that, from these tables, and in doing so I 
do not take into account the differential that arises from this 
thirty-eight one-hundredths of a cent any more than I take into 
account the differential that arises from the one-tenth in the law 
of 1894 and the one-tenth in the Iaw of 1890. 

Mr. WHITE. May I ask the Senator from Iowa if that is not 
a practical protection to the refiner in both cases, whether a just 
one or not? 

Mr. ALLISON. If it is 

Mr. WHITE. Is it not? 

Mr. ALLISON. If it is, then that eleven one-hundredths should 
beadded. If the Senator will turn to the paragraph which I sup- 
posed was passed over and not stricken out, he will see that both 
as respects raw and refined sugar,the countervailing duty is 
neither 27 nor 38, and that in this respect 

Mr. WHITE. It is a sliding scale? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, it is not a sliding scale. 


Sugars, tank bottoms, sirups, cane juice or beet juice, melada, concentrated 
melada, and concrete and concentrated molasses, the product of any country 
which pays. directly or indirectly, a bounty on the export thereof, whether 
imported directly and in condition as exported therefrom, or otherwise, 
pay, in addition to the foregoing rates, a duty equal to such bounty, or so 
much thereof as may be in excess of any tax collected by such country upon 
such exported article, or upon the beet or cane from which it was produced. 


Mr. WHITE. Icallthat a sliding scale. 

Mr. ALLISON, The Senator calls that asliding scale. In other 
words, there is an unknown quantity to be ascertained as to this 
bounty, and in no event can it anywhere near approuch thirty- 
eight one-hundredths of a cent a pound; and yet in all these cal- 
culations of differentials we find this scale in our tables, asthough 
it were an exact mathematical condition with respect to the export 
bounty of Germany. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to take the attention of the Senator from 
Iowa away from differentials for just a moment, and to put what 
Iregard as a very vital question, and that is whether, in the judg- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa, it is possible to frame a sugar 
schedule that will not result in some benefit, direct or indirect, to 
the American sugar trust? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Kentucky Tus LINDSAY] 
has been trying to do that all day. As a matter of course, if raw 
sugar pays as high a duty as sugar which has been refined, then 
there is no differential for the trust or for any refiner of sugar, 
whether in a trust or otherwise. As the measure now stands, all 
sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color pay $1.95 a hundred 
pounds; they are protected by a duty of $1.95 a hundred pounds, 
and they will all be protected, if the amendment of the Senator 
from Kentucky prevails, by a duty of only $1.80 a hundred, or 1.8 
cents per pound, whereas they are now protected under this para- 
graph as it stands by $1.95. 

So the Senator from Kentucky, pro tanto, to the extent of his 
amendment, proposes to withdraw what we believe is wise and 
essential—and I think the Senator from Nebraska agrees with 
me in that respect—in order to develop the great industry of beet 
sugar in the heart of this continent, which, like the trust, makes 
refined sugar, which turns out the same class of sugar and throws 
it upon the markets. That, I believe, is the true remedy by which 
the refining of sugar and the production of sugar in condition to 
be consumed by the people of this country will be given develop- 
ment in the interior of our country, because until that is done 
and so long as we are importing from the islands and the conti- 
nent 3,500,000,000 pounds of sugar, in the very nature of thin 
that refining will done on the Atlantic Seaboard or on the 
Pacific. It will be done at the point where the ships that carry 
the raw sugars can find the first harbor and the first place to 
unload their cargoes into the refineries. 

So, being diverted somewhat from the main question, I come 
back to it again and say to the Senator from Nebraska and the 
Senator from Louisiana that the Senator from Kentucky by his 
amendment proposes to withdraw 15 cents per hundred pounds 
from the protection that is now given, so far as this bill is con- 
cerned, to every pound of sugar produced in Nebraska, and prac- 
tically every Fong of sugar produced in the State of Louisiana or 
the State of California. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me just an- 
other question? Saturday last the Senator from Kentucky admit- 
ted, and I think the admission was for the Democratic party, as 
he spoke for the Democratic party, that, in his judgment, it is im- 
possible to frame a schedule imposing taxes upon sugar from which 
the Sugar Refining Company, in consequence of its being a mono 
oly, would not receive some benefit. I put the same question 
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the Senator from Iowa, who represents his party, for the parposo 
of making it appear, if possible, and as I believe it to be true, that 
it is impossible to frame a tariff schedule upon sugar by which you 
impose any tax on sugar at all from which the trust will not re- 
ceive some benefit. 

Mr. ALLISON. That question is answered by asking another 
and answering it, if I can. That is, Is it wise for us in the United 
States to turn over to foreign countries the refining of the 4,000,- 
000,00) pounds of sugar which we consume? If it is not wise for 
us to do that, then it is wise for us to give such differential, what- 
ever it may be, as will fairly secure a proper benefit to those who 
dorefinesugar. Thatis my answer to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me? Ido not want to 
interrupt him unnecessarily, but I want my position to be under- 
stood. Ido not wish to legislate any legitimate industry out of 
existence. Iwantto see the sugar refiners of this country receive 
2 legitimate.and honest compensation for their work. I want 
them to receive that, however, within the bounds of the law. 
But the question which I submit is whether the sugar trust, so 
called, or the American Sugar Refining Company, has not such 
an absolute control of the sugar market of the United States and 
the sugar market of the world that it is impossible by a tariff 
schedule to lay a tax upon sugar in any form that will not result 
in some benefit to it over and beyond a legitimate profit on the 
refining? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is possible that those who are refining sugar 
now may have some advantages outside the tariff laws, but it is per- 
fectly certain that nobody here will continue to refine sugar and 
pay a duty upon raw sugar when sugar can be refined in England 
or in Germany without paying a duty upon the raw sugar from 
which it is made. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will pardon me until I answer 
further. Therefore it is plain to me that unless we put a duty of 
some kind upon refined sugar, as we do upon iron, chicory, and 
the thonsand other things that are embraced within these sched- 
ules, the protective idea which we have, whether it be 5 per cent 
or 2 per cent or 1 per cent, is gone, and we might fold our hands 
here and give no protection to any industry in the United States, 
because, except by the barrier that is thrown around the manu- 
facturers in our own country by means of our tariff laws, we can 
not tell how long it will be until everything we produce here will 
be produced elsewhere, where cheaper labor. cheaper capital, and, 
to some extent, more economical conditions in other respects pre- 
vail in regard to the production of these articles. 

Now, the ‘senator asks me impliedly by his question whether I 
believe that any duty is necessary. It is perfectly certain that it 
costs less to refine sugar in Germany than here. Especially does 
it cost less to refine sugar in Germany when it is refined by a con- 
tinuous process of refining from the raw beet itself. e must 
bear in mind that in this great industrial competition with Ger- 
many we are dealing with a people who are expert in all this class 
of manufactures. They have the most intelligent and most ex- 
pert chemists in the world, and they have been able to produce up 
to this time more pounds of sugar to the ton of beets than have 
any other people on the globe. 

Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator one question? I did not 
exactly catch his meaning. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. I suppose he admits (if not, I should like to hear 
him deny it) that the whole amount of the export bounty of Ger- 
many or of any other country is imposed as an additional tariff 
tax by this bill upon the imported article when it comes into this 
country. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is, if it comes from Germany. 

Mr. VEST. That is in section 3, on page 195. 

Mr. ALLISON, If it comes from Germany, that is true. 

a VEST. If it comes from any country; I beg the Senator's 
pardon. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not unless the bounty is paid. 

1 5 VEST. I say that wherever any country pays an export 
unty 

Mr. IIS ON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. VEST. On refined sugar or anything else, and it comes 
into this country, then the amount of the bounty imposed in the 
foreign country is added to the tariff cost at the custom-house in 
the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itis the net bounty, less the taxes and reduc- 
tions which I have named. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that. Now, I want to ask the Sena- 
tor one other question, so that we shall come toa fair, square issue. 

Mr. ‘ALLISON . Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. What does he say is the amount of export bounty, 
taking out taxes, etc.. grauted by Germany? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave already stated that I do not know. Of 
course it can not exceed three-eighths of a cent a pound—thirty- 
sight one-hundredths on refined sugar—nor can it exceed twenty- 
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ven one-hundredths upon raw sugar. But it may be very much 
ess. 

Mr. VEST. That explains the difference in the calculation 
between the Senator from Iowa and ourselves. We count the 
amount of bounty that Germany pays as a part of the tariff pro- 
tection to the trust in the United States. It is as much a part of 
it as is the 1.95. n 

Mr. ALLISON. How much of it? 5 

Mro VESE: It is within a fraction of 38.4 upon a hundred 

unds. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. VEST. I will ask the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Car- 
FERI] to read an official communication from the Treasury De- 

rtment, showing the amount of bounty paid by Germany and 


y France. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is an immaterial question for my argu- 
ment PE point I make is that none of that bounty should be 
charged. 


Me VEST. - It is charged by this law which you put in your- 
selves. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator does not gather my point. M; 
point is that if this bounty, whether upon raw sugar or refin 
sugar, is paid, and the countervailing duty which we have put on 
here is exacted, it is not a bounty to the trust or to the refiners of 
sugar beyond the difference, whatever that difference may be, be- 
tween raw and refined sugar. 

Mr. VEST. I grant the proposition that the cost of the raw 
sugar must be deducted—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. VEST. From the cost of the refined sugar. But I insist 
that 38.3 should be added. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator agree that twenty-seven one- 
hundredths shall be deducted before the thirty-eight one-hun- 
dredths is put in? 

, Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course, if that is duty paid by the 
trust upon raw sugar, it is put in in our computation. If it is not, 
it ought to be put in. 

Mr. ALLISON. Inevery table that has been submitted by the 
Senator and his associates they have counted the thirty-eight one- 
hundredths and they have not deducted the twenty-seven one- 
hundredths upon raw sugar. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator’s pardon. If they paid in 27 per 
cent upon raw sugar, it was put in the cost of the raw sugar to 
them. Then the full amount was deducted from the cost of the 
refined sugar with the export bounty added to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly; but if sugar is imported from Hol- 
land, refined, or from Great Britain, or from any other country 
that does not pay a bounty—— 

Mr. VEST. Then of course the section does not apply. 


Mr. ALLISON. It does not apply. 
Mr. VEST. Of course not. 
Mr. ALLISON. It can not apply in any computation except to 


the extent of the differential between the bounty upon raw sugar 
and refined. Therefore I complain that in all these tables you 
have charged this differential to the refined su and have not 
subtracted from it the twenty-seven one-hundredths that come 
from the raw dco 

Mr. VEST. e took the prices furnished by the Senator from 
Rhode Island. t 

Mr. WHITE. And without objection. 

Mr. VEST. Nothing was said on that side in regard to their 
being incorrect. Itake it that in any court of justice or in any : 
other tribunal where the opposite side accepts the statement of the 
antagonist logically and fairly and beyond any sort of question, 
that ought to close that branch of the case. A 

Mr. ALLISON. A just court would take the whole statement. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from California will pardon me 
just a moment, the Senator from Rhode Island stated that in his 
computation he did not include the bounty provided for in the 
existing law and the countervailing duty nor the bounty and 
countervailing duty in this act. 

Mr. WHITE. ill the Senator from Iowa inform me whether 
it is not his judgment that fully 65 per cent of the sugars used by 
the manufacturers of this country come from places which impose 
no export bounty at all—cane sugars, in other words? 

Mr. ALLISON. That may be. Ido not regard that as a mat- 
ter of moment. 

Mr. WHITE. Now, will the Senator permit me to ask another 
question? If I understand the table which the Senator from Iowa 
has just proni it has heretofore never seen the light in the 
Senate. e table submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island 
was presented on behalf of the committee, printed with his open- 
ing statement made for the committee, and never questioned until 
to-day. Isit not, therefore, a case not where a pleading has been 
er) but where a new cause of action is attempted to be sus- 
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Mr. ALLISON. We are not trying a case here—at least I do 


not xd icu Iam. , 

Mr. ONER. The question is whether it is right or not. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam,as a Senator, dealing with the tariff bill; 
trying to deal justly and wisely, so far as I can, with every inter- 
est embraced within the bil. I am neither ing a lawsuit 
against the Senatorfrom California nor the Senatorfrom Missouri, 
nor do i want them to try a lawsuit i 
comes of any or all of us, the bill will judged, when it finally 
becomes a law, by what there is contained in itasrespects the great 
interests of our country, whether they be the consuming interests 
or the industrial interests of our country. 

Mr. President, I have detained the Senate longer than I desired. 
Ishall be glad to have a vote upon the amendment proposed by 


the Senator from Kentucky. 
up and ask the Secretary to read a 


Mr. CAFFERY. I sen 
communication fixing the differential. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., May 21, 1897. 
Sır: In to your letter of the 17th instant, I have to state that the 
by Germany and France, respectively, on exported sugars are 
as follows: 
GERMANY. , 


1. On raw sugar at least 90 per cent, and on refined sugar under 98 cent 
and at least 90 per cent, 2.50 marks per 100 kilograms. (Very 1 
lent to 27 cents per 100 pounds.) 

2. On candy and sugar in white, hard loa blocks, etc., at least 99} per 
cant, 3.55 "eges per 100 kilograms. (Very nearly equivalent to 38.4 cents per 

a" On ali other sugars at least 98 per cent, 3 marks per 100 kilograms. 
(Very nearly equivalent to 32.4 cents per 100 pounds.) 


FRANCE. 


1. On raw in grains or small crystals of the minimum test of 98 per 
cent, for all beet-root met or of 97 per cent for colonial sugar(as determined 
before the reduction the loss by toneto 4 francs per 100 kilograms of 
refined sugar. (Very nearly equivalent to hirty-five ten-thousandths of 1 
cent for each pound and serene pr tion.) 

Ron saw sna orte t d o! .. Cone cone eo m 
or 65 to 97 for ich colonial sugar, 3.50 francs per 100 kilograms of refine 


sugar. (V nearly thirty-one ten-thousandths of 1 cent per pound and de- 
gree of po! o * 

8. Can and refined loaf or crush, hard, and dry sugars, polarizing not 
less oan 99.75, 4.50 francs per 100 kilograms. (Very nearly 3.9 cents per 
pound. 


4 Refined sugars, in and crystals, at a minimum standard of 98 per 
cent, 4 francs per 100 kilograms. (Very nearly 3.5 cents per pound.) 
5. 4.50 francs per 100 kilograms of refined. ( -nine ten- 
thonsandths of 1 cent per pound and degree of polarization.) 
: i r W. B. HOWELL, Assistant Secretary. 
Hon. D. CArrERY, United States Senate, 


Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, the very fact that the Senator 
from Iowa has seen proper to introduce a schedule based upon 
different prices from the prices on which the Senator from Rhode 
Island based his calculations shows the intricacies of this ques- 
tion. I should like to know how it is and why it is that the Sen- 
ator from Iowa at this late day undertakes to alter the prices upon 
which the Senator from Rhode Island made his calculations. 

There is one thing that arises from these schedules outside of 
any prices whatever. Given the percentage of duty at a certain 
degree, given the number of pounds of raw s at that degree it 
takes to make a pound of refined, whatever differential there is 
between the duty on the raw and the duty on the refined is abso- 
lutely certain. You need not go to prices to ascertain it. 

Mr. N. Did I state otherwise? 

Mr. CAFFERY. But you have introduced anew factor. You 
have introduced different prices, by which you attempt to disturb 
the conclusions of the Senator from Rhode Island. Now, just 
look at this schedule. No one can contend that thereis not a dif- 
ferential here, a very E 75 differential, wholly beside the question 
of price. At 96 the differential is 24.76 cents. That is a clean 
quarter of a cent by the calculation based upon the number of 
pounds of raw sugar it takes to make a yous of refined sugar 
and applying the respective duties to eac 

Out of that position it is impossible for the Senator from Iowa 
to get, and ont of this differential it is impossible for anybody to 
get. isa differential of a quarter of a cent at that degree 
of saccharine strength which the trust makes its sugar out of, 
Without any sort of attention to the 38 or any attention to prices, 
here is a mathematical demonstration of the amount of protec- 
tion they get upon the class of sugar out of which they make 
theirs, It runs all the way through. At 100 they havea clean 
20 per cent under this di Rhema. y and so on down they enjoy 
greater protection as you descend in the scale of saccharine 


Mr. President, it is said that we must not niue the refining 
industry. Has the Senator from Iowa shown how or where, in 
what particular, the refining industry of the sugar trust would 
de injured by placing the sugar trust exactly upon an equality, 
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giving it so far as duty is concerned the price it gets, the protec- 
tion upon the refined and the price it pays on the raw? - 

The Senator from Iowa states that it costs more money to refin 
sugar in the United States than in Germany. Where does he get 
the facts upon which he predicates that statement? How does he 
arrive at his figures? We have been juggling with figures a great 
deal. We had a certain set of figures to predicate a statement on 
at one period which was thrown aside at another. We have a 
statement made of the comparative cost of making sugar in Ger- 
many and in the United States, but I should like to see some facts 
on that point before I could eru the statement of the Senator 
from Iowa as absolute truth. I know he thinks that it is true, 
but there is not that degree of certainty about the statement, or 
any other statement in re to this schedule, which would carry 
any conviction to the ordinary mind. 

How does that statement compare with the statement of Mr. 
Havemeyer, that give him raw sugar and he could beat the 
world? How does it square with the fact that the German re- 
finers are a lot of small refiners? 'They refine in small sugar- 
houses. They turn out small quantities of sugar, it is true, by a 
process different from that which the nn ba trust uses, But judg- 
ing from the ordinary result of large plants, large outputs, com- 
paring the enormous amount of sugar that the sugar trust makes 
with any concern in Germany, the inference to be drawn is that 
the German refiner makes his sugar at a much higher cost than 
the American refiner. 

And besides, Mr. President, that sugar is not of the value of 
the sugar of the American Refining Company. It is about three- 
eights of a cent lower, as was stated by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. meget Not only have we here positive, unequiy- 
ocal testimony that the sugar trust makes its sugar cheaper than 
anyone else in the world, but that they defy competition. 

r. GEAR. May I interrupt the Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. GEAR. The German sugar refiner does not refine his sugar; 
he washes it. 

Mr. CAFFERY. What do you call it refined sugar for? 

Mr. GEAR. It is the common name, but as a matter of fact he 
does not refine it in the sense that American sugar is refined. It 
is simply washed sugar. If the Senator will take the samples the 
Senator from Arkansas has and place them before him, he will 
see the difference at once. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I understand the process by which the Ger- 
mans make sugar. It is called a carbonatation process, which is 
used for the purpose of refining it. 

Mr. GEAR. The Senator from Connecticut has just called my 
attention to what I forgot to mention. One is the melting proc- 
ess and the other is simply washi 9 and they are 
worth about one-eighth of a cent below. y are quoted in New 
York at one-eighth below. 

Mr. CAFFERY, Are you certain about their being only one- 
eighth below? 

. GEAR. That is about the difference. They vary. 
Mr. CAFFERY. I have heard it very frequently stated by 
eople who knew that there was from a quarter to t ighths 
erence, 
Mr. GEAR. You can take Willett & Gray's circular and figure 


it up. 

Mr. CAFFERY. But, however that may be, the German sugar 
is made out of the juice of the beet. That juice is boiled; the 
water is evaporated. After it is boiled to the point of crystalliza- 
tion it is placed in the centrifugal. It is there subjected to a 
kind of a chemical process that the Germans call carbonatation. 
It comes out of the centrifugals, and it is called the ordinary 
marks German granulated sugar. The sugar trust takes its com- 
mon sugar, puts water to it, meltsit in vast quantities, all handled 
by inery. The sugars are boiled but a trifle. They are 

after that process through the bone black. That e ts 
all the impurities and colors the sugar; and that is the end of the 
process. 

What is the great difference in the cost? I can not see it. The 
Germans have to handle the beet; they have to boil the juice; they 
have to evaporate the water out of the juice. It takes a vast 
amount of boiling to do it. Juice that has 5, 6, or 7 per cent 

ar only has to be dried of its water, run through the clarifiers 
and evaporators, and then through the vacuum pan and from the 
vacuum pan to the centrifugals. All that the American refiner 
has to do is to melt what has already been evaporated. He puts 
a little water in it to keep it from burning, melts it, boils it down 
again to evaporate that water, which is not a costly process, for 
there is not much water in it, passes it through the bone black, 


and there is his sügar. . 

Do you tell me that a concern which turns out 15,000 barrels of 
sugar per diem can not make cheaper than as house 
which makes two or threé hun barrels or four or five hundred 


per diem? The thing is not reasonable, 


They challenge 
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and defy competition. They have said so, and it does not stand in 
anybody's mouth to deny their statement. 

Mr. President, this sugar trust does not come with clean hands 
before the Senate of the United States. Ithassmothered testimony. 
Nobody can investigate it. It refused to give the proper informa- 
tion to the census officials. It tyrannizes and oppresses all over 
the land. Everywhere you feel the baneful effects of the s 
trust. It crushes the producer, it boycotts the purchaser, and it 
invades the Senate; it places its blighting hand upon legislation, 
and wherever it goes the sugar trust blasts and shrivels and palls. 
It ought to be put out of legislation. 

Idonot say that to do any injury, Mr. President. I would not 
injureanyinstitution. But when the evidence comes direct from 
the mouth of the sugar trust that it needs no protection, not a 
weak, puling, s infant, but a great giant industry that 
controls the markets of the world and im whatever price it 
pleases upon its product, I want to know if that sort of an insti- 
tution, with its character, with its antecedents, can come before 
the Senate of the United States and set up a cry for aid. 

The Senator from Iowa resented with some indignation the 
schedules that we adopted, but I listened attentively to hear one 
single word where he contradicted them. The essential point in 
thess schedules is in the differential between the amount of raw 
sugar it takes to make a pound of refined sugar and the refined 
sugar, and here it is without any regard to the price of either, and 
UE any regard to the differential, and itis a quarter of a cent 
a pound. 

r. President, this is, in my opinion, an apt illustration of the 
evils of thiswhole system. Here is this great giant industry, this 
sugar trust, which has been the cause of scandal and contumel 
heaped upon the Senate and the other House, too, and why? 
it doing any more than the ordinary protected industry? Is it not 
a di utable scandal that these great institutions should come 
and ask legislation in their behalf, and when they get too mon- 
strously large, when they get to be a stench in the nostrils of the 
people, then scandal is in their wake and attends on their impor- 
tunate demands? The whole system is rotten; the whole principle 


is wrong. 

Go to the tariff hearings—importunate s clamoring for 
aid in every direction. There is no period when the clamor will 
ever cease; there is no point where the demand will stop—constant 
demands, constant importunities to be allowed to makea living at 
the expense of the people of the United States. 

Who pays this sugar trust but the consumer? Who foots u 
all these enormous gains but the poor man, the rich man, an 
every consumer of sugar in the United States? Soit is all along 
the line of these protected industries. There was a time when 

rotection was less intense and acute than it is now; there.was a 
— — when it was thought the infant could walk after being cod- 
dled and assisted with jumping horses and various artificial de- 
vices—bicycles and tricycles and all other powers of locomotion 
used in behalf of this little toddling infant. 

Isubmitthat the time has about arrived when the sugar trust 
is big enough to walk alone. It does not need your aid. It has 
said so, and you can not deny the truth of that statement. It not 
only does not want your aid, but it says, We can beat the world.” 
“ Suppose,” said the questioner to Mr. Havemeyer, ‘‘ you had raw 
sugar free; what then would be your condition?" **We can beat 
the world,” or ‘‘ We can beat them all,” or words to that effect. 
Now, I submit to the Senators on the other side whether or not 
this great infant, which bestrides the earth like a colossus, comes 
within the tender mercies of the humane principle of protection. 

The Senator from Massachusetts evidently had some doubts as 
to the correctness of these schedules or he would not have offered 
the amendment which he did. He went away back into the early 
history of sugar schedules, and he quoted the Earl of Chatham, I 
believe, who himself in his day and generation was very much 
perplexed as to how to regulate a sugar schedule; and from that 
time on, the Senator said, this question of sugar has been a ques- 
tion which has troubled the legislator inso far as regulating duties 
upon it is concerned. It is certainly a troublesome matter now; 
and the only great trouble about the whole thing is that the sugar 
trust demands in its behalf, in order that its monopoly may never 
be disturbed, such an amount of tariff as to k off 9 
all kinds of competition. That is all it wants. It has only a dis- 
tant fear now, but it is going to take the protection and keep compe- 
tition out as a kind of safeguard. Although it said as early as 1880 
that it did not want 8 the sugar trust think it is a handy 
thing to have around the house, and that it can use it when some 
foolish German comes here with a consignment of sugar and tries 
to sell it to the American people. The trust wants the privilege 
of ea him out and charging the people just what it pleases 
upon the home product. 

There are several points in this schedule which have given me 
concern. I have never known or understood from the statement 
of the Senator from Rhode Island how, when there was 88 per 


cent of sugar in the test that he took, he could only make 81 
pounds of sugar out of it. That has bothered me and troubled 


me, and I want to elucidate that point. Isend to the Secretary's 
desk a letter addressed to me on this subject by Mr. Calvin Tom- 
ne this city, chairman of the Reform Club, and ask to have 
it read. 

Mr. BERRY. I suggest, as it is getting late, that the Senator 
have the letter printed in the RECORD without its being read. 

Mr.CAFFERY. Very well I will ask to have the letter 
printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, it will be so 


‘ordered. The Chair hears none. 


The letter referred to is as follows: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., June I, 1897. 


DEAR SIR: The duties in the amended Senate schedule being entirely spe- 
cific, it is plainly evident that the amount of protection“ given to the su; 
trust is to be determined by the number of pounds of A per 0 ee e QU 


make 100 pounds ot refined. Senator ALDRICH has stated cally that the 
wet Senate schedule was — u the allowances for drawbacks made by 


reasury 5 tise 
the advocates of the amended schedule that it also rests upon the same basis. 
therefore becomes necessary to examine into the accuracy of the figures upon 
which these calculations depend. Senator ALDRICH stated in his speech of 


May 25: 

7 As a basis for the calculation of the number of pounds of of each 
polariscopic test to make 100 pounds of refined sugar, I have taken 
the statement of the tr Department promulasted June 25, 1896, De- 


partment No. 102. I assume there be no question as toits accu- 
racy. The computations have been confirmed by various statements fur- 
nished by the appraiser's office in New York. 


* For illustration, I will take an analysis of sugar 88 degrees, made 
by the chemist in charge of the sugar laboratory in New York. This sugar 
contained rediere eri one-hundredths of 1 per cent of ash, 4.13 per cent of 
invert sugar. and an out- turn of 81.85 per cent of cr ble sugar. Of this 
sugar it would take 122.17 ds to make 100 ven of refined Y 
Tor eee orthistest. It will be noticed that this sugar con- 
tained 4.13 per cent of invert sugar. This invert 
process of „ and is worth 
pound. The 


invert sugar not ma 

matter of fact, 3.70 of the 6.15 per cent is held in 
the 0.74 per cent of ash opsalts. The most of this 6.15 cent is in practice 
either made into allizable suger. or, with the inver sugar. into low-grade 
ere, then, is 3 crystallizable and 4.13 per cent 

of invert Sugar. every bit of which is worked into valuable product, and & 
which is, made into refined sugar alm valuable 

ulated. We do not agree with Mr. ALDRICH that these ucts are 
and do not appreciably affect differentials.” . ALDRICH, 
in fact, ignores 10.28 pounds for every 81.85 pounds of product for which he 


accounts. 
greater amount of protection to 
su refiners than many E Senators would be willing to pr 
3 the pong schedule, the absurdity of figures 
is eviden: bythe regular market quotations for raw and refined sugars. 


ting egrees 
to the statement of General App: t Bharretta ie now worth $1.00 
Lodo de neg If it actually took 120.54 pounds to make 100 of gran- 
he cost of the raw material alone from which to 100 pounds of 
refined — 5 would be $2.29; while, to the same authority, the 
actual market price of the refined granulated at this price was $2.30. i 
festly, therefore, the 100 pounds of refined must have n made from con- 
siderably less than 120.51 pounds of raw . We wereatthattime im 
ing large quantities of raw beet sugar Germany, when we 
according to prices quoted above, just as well have been importing 
r at the same price. 
his isa reductio ad absurdum of the most glaring kind. It reaches con- . 
clusions which are directly opposed to both facts common sense. 
In view of the above presentation of what we believe to be the facts, on be- 
of the tariff-reform committee of the Reform Club I would request you 
to renew your challenge to the supporters of the tariff. We 
are convinced that there are gross errors in the 
Fed cede me indicated above, and that there is a very t amount of pro- 
ion concealed therein in addition to that avowedl pe 2 
In view of the 3 of the public and — É, interests at stake in 
this matter, surely there should be ho question as to the fundamental facts 
on which the discussion rests. 
Yours, truly, 
CALVIN TOMKINS, Chairman. 
Hon. DONELSON CAFFERY. 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. ALLISON. Has the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Car- 
FERY] concluded his remarks? 

x I think so. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes; I have concluded. m ry 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 22 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
June 15, 1897, at 12 o'clock meridian. 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 14, 1897. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 
John F. Gowey, of Washington, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Kanagawa, Japan. : 
POSTMASTERS. 


A. L. Thompson, to be postmaster at Springdale, in the county 
of Washington and State of Arkansas. > 

Orrin H. Jones, to be postmaster at Wilmington, in the county 
of Windham and State of Vermont. , 

Aaron Brining, to be postmaster at Versailles, in the county of 
Darke and State of Ohio. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, June 14, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupEn. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 1 

SETTLERS IN GREER COUNTY, OKLA. 
Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 3351) for the relief of set- 
ers in Greer County, Okla. 

'The bill was read. 

Mr. BAILEY. I reserve the right to object until we can hear a 
Statement. 

Mr. LACEY. Very well. The act of January 18, 1897, gave to 
these settlers in Greer County, Okla., formerly Greer County, 
Tex., six months within which to file and prove up their various 
claims before the register and receiver of the Mangum land office. 
The retiring President, Mr. Cleveland, did not appoint a register 
and receiver for that new office. President McKinley has ap- 

inted those officials, and they are about ready to take onare of 

e office, which will be opened about the 1st of July. This, how- 
ever, will only allow about 5 days for these claimants, 
numbering over 3,000, to file an prove up their claims. 

Secretary Bliss, on the 19th of May, sent to the House and the 
Senate a request for the passage of an act extending the time. 
'The bill which I now desire to call up was introduced by the gen- 
tleman from Colorado [Mr. BELL], a former member of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. I ask unanimous consent that the bill 


be of now. It will only give to these settlers the length 
of time originally proposed by theact of the Fifty-fourth Congress. 

The SP. hi Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 


Mr. GAINES. Has any committee reported on this? 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. I object. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment joint 
resolution (H. Res. 64) relating to the payment of salaries in the 
consular service. 

The message also announced that the Senate had ed to the 
amendments of the House to Senate concurrent resolution request- 
ing the Secretary of War to furnish such information as he may 
have with reference to the present condition of the harbor of 
Cumberland Sound, etc. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint reso- 
lution of the following title: 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 64) relating to the payment of salaries 
in the consular service. í 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr, MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order, so 
that there may be consideration of bills from committees under 
clause 6 of Rule XXIV. 

Mr. PAYNE. Imove that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. PAYNE, there 
were—ayes 77, noes 74. 

Mr. BAILEY. Tellers! 

Mr. SULZER. Leas and nays! 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 88, nays 79, an- 
swered present 15, not voting 171; as follows: 


YEAS—88. 

dams, Barrows, Broderick, Codding, 

Alexander, Bartholdt, Brosius, Connell, 
ld, Belford, Brown, 

beock. * Brownlow, Curtis, Iowa 

Baker, Md. Bishop, Curtis, Kans. 
ber, Booze, Butler, Dalzell, 

Barrett, Brewster, Clark, Iowa Davenport, 


Ry m Moody. Spalt y 
Ellis, Howe, Morris, Sperry," 
Evans, Jenkins, Olmsted, Stewart, N. J. 
Fletcher, Johnson, Ind. Overstreet, Stewart, W. 
Foss, Johnson, N. Dak. Payne, Stone, C. 
Gibson, e Pearce, Mo. Stone, W. A. 
Graff, Kirkpatrick, Prince, Bulloway, 
Griffin, Littauer, Roy Tawney, 
Grout, Loud, Russe Tongue, 
Hamilton, McDonald, Shannon, Updegraff, 
Hawley, McIntire, Shattuc, arner, 
Hanseraon. Mann — ge Waon, N.Y. 
enry, Conn. ercer, 8 
born, Mesick. Snover. ost. 
NAYS—79. 

Adamson, De Graffenreid, Lewis, Ga. Richardson, 
Bailey, De Vries, Lewis, Wash. Ridgely, 

5 pe Livingston, Ro n, 
Baker, III eming, Lloyd, Saye: 
Bankhead, Fox, Love, Settle, 
Bl. Gen 1 Shuford, 

“tle ERES, cDoell, ms, 
Bell, Gunn, McMillin, Skinner, 
Berry. Handy, Marshall, Smith, Ky. 
Bodine, Henry, Miss. Martin Ren. Tex. 
Brantley, Henry, Tex Max well, Sto 
Broussard, Hinrichsen ee n, Strowd, N.Q 
Brundidge, Howard, Ala. Meyer, La. Sutherland, 
Burke, Hunter, oon, ‘ate. 
Castle, Kelley, Norton, Vandiver, 
Clardy. Kleberg, Ogden, Vincent, 
Clark, Mo. Knowles, Osborne, Wheeler, Ky. 
Cochran, Mo. mb, ters, 

wherd, nham, Pierce, Tenn, Young, Va. 
Davey, Latimer. Plowman, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT "—15, 

F Cooper, Wis. King, Sulzer, 
Benner, Pa. Dinsmore, Lacey, Weaver, 
Brucker, Gain Otey, Wheeler, 
Catchings, Jones, Wash. Rhea, 

NOT VOTING—171. 
Acheson, Dingley, Lester, Sauerhering, 
Allen, Dockery, Linney, Shafroth, 
r Dolliver, Little, Shelden, 
Barney, Dorr, mer. Sherman, 

h, Elliott, Loudenslager, Showalter, 
Belden, Ermentrout, Lovering, impson, 
Belknap, aris, Low, Slayden. 
Bennett, Fenton, Lybrand, Smith, Til. 
Benton, Fischer, cAleer, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Bland, Fi rald, cCall, Southwick, 
Botkin, Fitzpatrick, McCleary, Spar 
Boutelle, te, cCormick, 8 e, 
Bradley, Fowler, N. C. McCulloch, gs, 
Brenner, Ohio Fowler, N. J. McEwan, Stark, 
Brewer, Gardner, McRae, Steele, 
Bromwell, Gillet, N. Y. Maddox, Stevens, Minn. 
Brumm, Gillett, Mass. Maguire, trait, 

Bull, Grosvenor, Mahany, Strode, Nebr. 
Campbell, Grow, Mahon, Sturtevant, 
Cannon, Hager, Marsh, Sullivan, 
Capron Harmer, Miers, Ind. Swanson, 
Carmack, Hartman, ills, Talbert, 
Chickering, y. Minor, Tayler, Ohio 
Clarke, N. H. Heatwole, Mitchell, Taylor, Ala. 
5 esie Hemenway, Mudd, Nes 
Coc e N.Y. Henry, Newlands, Todd, 
Colson, epburn, Northway, Underwood, 
Connolly, Hicks, Odell, Van Voorhis, 
Cooke, Hooker, Otjen, Vehslage. 
Cooney, Hopkins, Packer, Wadsworth, 
Cooper, Tex. Howard, Ga. Parker, N. J. ker, 
Cor! Howell, Pearson, Walker, Va. 
Cox, Hull, er i Wanger, 
88 parley Ine Wu E th, 
Orum Jett, OWeTS, eymou 
Crumpacker, Jones, Va. Pugh, White, a 
mmings, OY. uigg, * 
Danford, Kerr, Nass Wilber, 
Davidson, Wis. Kitchin, Reeves, Wi Pa. 
avis, Knox, Rixey, Wilson, S. C. 
Davison, Ky. Kulp, Robb, Young, Pa. 
Dayton, Landis, Robbins, nor. 
De Armond, Lentz, Robertson, La. 


So the motion to adjourn was agreed to. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 

Mr. Hemenway with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 

. LANDIS with Mr. CRAWFORD. 

. KuLP with Mr. STALLINGS. 

. Davipson of Wisconsin with Mr. Howarp of Georgia, 
. STRODE with Mr. Hay. 

viGG with Mr. BLAND. 

ULL with Mr. DocKERY. 

. MINOR with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

. MCCALL with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 

. YounG of Pennsylvania with Mr. BENTON, 

. BELKNAP with Mr. MAGUIRE. 

. FARIS with Mr. ZENOR. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana with Mr. Mrers of Indiana, 

Mr. DANFORD with Mr. TERRY. 
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Mr. Powers with Mr. GAINES. 

Mr, Dorr with Mr. MADDOX. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey with Mr. ELLIOTT. 

Mr. HOOKER with Mr. CATCHINGS. 

Mr. SPRAGUE with Mr. DE ARMOND. 

. SMITH of Illinois with Mr. LITTLE. 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. DINSMORE. . 

. McCLEARY with Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. MITCHELL with Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama, 

. OTJEN with Mr. LESTER. 

Mr. Horkiss with Mr. MCALEER. 

. REEVES with Mr. BALL. 

. FISCHER with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

. BELDEN with Mr. SULZER. 

. LOVERING with Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, 

. McEwAN with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 

. STRODE with Mr. ALLEN. 

. JOY with Mr. MARSHALL. 

. DINGLEY with Mr. Swanson. 

. BROSIUS with Mr. ERMENTROUT. 

. LACEY with Mr. McRAE. 

. PITNEY with Mr. CARMACK, 

. KERR with Mr. Ross, 

. BRUMM with Mr. Cox. 

Hicks with Mr. OTEY. 

. STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. Jones of Washington. 

. CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr. KING, 

. PERKINS with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 

. BARHAM with Mr. FITZGERALD, 

. Minis with Mr. SULLIVAN. 

. SAUERHERING with Mr. STRAIT. 

. CHICKERING with Mr. BRADLEY. 

„Wx. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. BRUCKER. 

. ACHESON with Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 

For this day: 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. STARK. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. JETT. 

Mr. ODELL with Mr. FITZPATRICK. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. RIXEY. 

Mr. BARNEY with Mr. Topp. 

Mr. Marsu with Mr. Cooney. 

Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. 
Puau, although I did not hear the pair announced. I have cast 
my vote in the negative, but now wish to withdraw it and be 
recorded *: present.” 

. Mr. KING. Iam paired with the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire, Mr. CLARKE. I voted no,“ but desire to withdraw my vote 
and be recorded“ present.” 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, Mr. Speaker, I find that the gen- 
tleman with whom I have been paired is not present. I willthere- 
fore withdraw my vote and ask to be recorded as present.“ 

Mr. BURKE. Iaskunanimous consent that my colleague, Mr. 
SLAYDEN, be granted leave of absence for the week, on account of 
important business. 

eSPEAKER. Withoutobjection, the request will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I desire to withdraw my vote, as I am 
paired with CE SGT from New York, Mr. HOOKER. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and listening 
when his name should have been called? 

Mr. McCULLOCH. I can not say whether I was listening or 


3 


not. 

The SPEAKER. Then it is impossible for the Chair to enter- 
tain the request. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. I noticed that the Chair did not put the 
question in that form to other gentlemen. 

The SPEAKER. If the Chair did not do so, it was because of 
ve ion He puts the question to the gentleman from Ar- 

nsas. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. During the roll call I was writing a part 
of the time and conversing at other times. I intended to listen, 
but I missed my chance to answer by just one name. I can not 
say whether I was listening at the moment my name was called 
or not. 

The SPEAKER. The statement of the gentleman scarcely 
brings him within the ruling, and his vote can not be received. 

Mr. GAINES. I have voted “no” on this question, but I am 
paired with the gentleman from Vermont, Judge POWERS, and 
therefore wish to withdraw my vote and be marked “present.” 

Mr. LACEY. Iam paired on all political questions with the 
Linc sien from Arkansas, Mr. McRar. This seems to be a polit- 

question and therefore I desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. McCALL. Iam paired with the ere om Virginia, 
Mr. J ONES, on all political questions. I voted, I should vote 

aye. 


Mr. BRUCKER, Iam paired with the gentleman from Michi- 
gan, Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I have voted no,“ but wish te 
withdraw my vote and be marked present.“ 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Topp, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Davis, for one week, on account of important business. 
The result of the vote on the motion to adjourn was announced 
as above recorded; and accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 45 minutes 
. m.), the House adjourned, pursuant to its standing order, until 
ursday next, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
1 were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of a survey of Erie Harbor, 
Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting a copy 
of a letter from Maj. C. C. Sniffen, paymaster, Uni States 
Army,and recommending that a duplicate check be issued in favor 
5 ers C. Ely—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 

printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of n report of examination and survey of 
Bayou Teche from St. Martinsville to Port Barre, La.—to the 
Conimittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, making certain rec- 
ommendations in regard to theadmission of Chinese into the United 
States to attend the Omaha Exposition—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, ur car gain hy 
islation to provide immediate funds for construction of works for 
p tecting the eastern beach of United States land at Sandy Hook, 

J so the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting a copy of a 
letter to the chairman of the Senate Committee on Appropriations 
relating to legislation desired by the Department affecting the pay 
of certain officers thereof—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting a copy of a 
letter to the chairman of the Senate Committee on Appropriations 
relating to the pay of certain officers—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMOR 
INTRODUCED. f 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
iine following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 3461) for the erection of a 
monument tothe memory of the women who during the rebel- 
lion attended and nursed the sick and dying soldiers of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MAXWELL: A bill (H. R. 3162) to amend an act to 
provide for the adjudication and payment of claims arising from 
apse depredations, approved March 3, 1891—to the Committee 
on ms. 
By Mr. WADSWORTH: A resolution (House Res. No. 57) to 
pay funeral expenses and six months'pay to widow of Edwin 

iddings, late conductor of elevatorin House of Representatives— 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: A memorial of the legislature of the 
State of Pennsylvania, asking the reappointment and retirement of 
General Gregg, late United States Army—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. ` 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private billsand resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr BELL: A bill (H. R. 3463) for the relief of William L. 
McClure—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 3464 
pension to John P. Clark—to the Committee on Invali ) 

US DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 3465) ting a pension 
to Ida Wiederhold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 3466) for the relief of Martha A, 
Murphy—to the Committee on War Claims, 
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By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 3467) for the relief of William 

en, Shamokin, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3408) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Milton McPherson, of Northumberland, 
Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 3469) gran & pension to 
George M. Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3470) pensare pension to George W. Scott, 
jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bil (H. R. 3471) restoring the pension of Mahala A. 
v rmi formerly Brumley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 3472) for the relief of Mary 
Isabella Krebbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 8473) for the re- 
lief of certain employeesof the United States mint at New Orleans, 
La.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 3474) granting an increase 
=i pension to James S. Wiggin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


ms. 
By Mr. SETTLE: A bill (H. R. 3475) to relieve John W. 
Barnes of the charge of desertion —to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 3476) for the 
"t of Andrew Morse, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 3477) to correct the 
1 of Wesley B. Coon to the Committee on Military 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3478) to correct the military record of Henry 

to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 3479) to pension Orilla 
Chadwick, widow of John Henry Chadwick to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8480) to pension James Ross Johnson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, à bill (H. R. $481) to increase the pension of Wilson W. 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8182) to correct the military record of Wayne 
Mapes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Fotos a remos to din W- Rub oo QN OOA io M 
gran a on 0 . Smoo e Commi on In- 
valid Pensions, 


— 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause1 of Rule XXII, the following 8 and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolution passed by the select and common 
council of the city of Philadelphia, adopted June 10, 1897, urging 
the immediate passage of the tariff bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BELFORD: Petition of citizens of Queens County, 
N. Y.,remonstrating * the proposed increased tax on beer 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. , 

Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Grocers and Importers’ 
Exc of Philadelphia, Pa., recommending the enactment of 
the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, resolutions of the select and common council of the city of 
Philadelphia, Pa., urging the immediate passage of the tariff bul— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of citizens of Providence, R. I., for a 


more rigid restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 


tion and Naturalization. 
y Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of Local Union No. 131, Jour- 
n Tailors’ Union of America, in favor of limiting tourists to 
$100 worth of clothing for exemption from duty—to Commit- 


tee on Ways and Means. — 

Also, resolution of the select and common council of the city of 
Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of the speedy passage of a tariff 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Petitions of E. B. Criss and 57 other citi- 
zens of Mount Union; Thomas Leyland and 68 others, of Twilight; 
J. L. McCoy and 52 others, of Palmer; N. W. Robinson and 18 
others, of Burton; T. T. Bonar and 51 others, of Marshall County, 
in the State of West inia, demanding amore rigid restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on igration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of R. S. Heckman and other 
citizens of Reading, Pa., asking for the passage of a bill for a 
more rigid restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 


8 and Naturalization. 
, protest of the Civil Service Reform Association of Phila- 


delphia, Pa., inst the repeal of the civil-service laws—to the | tion. 


ttee on Reform in the Civil Service. 


S 195 a = the pia and ev - ' Exchange of 
iladelphia, Pa.. favoring the passage of the Torrey bankruptc 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 2 T 

Also, protest of the W. H. Keen Company, of Philadelphia, Pa., 
and other dealers in refined sugar, against increased protection 
opon refined sugar. and petition for amendment of the sugar 
schedule so as to admit sugar (yellow refined) not over No. 16 
Dutch standard—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Wine and Spirit Association of Cleveland, 
Ohio, asking for the passage of the law recommended by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury relative to tax on distilled spirits, etc.—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Winter Wheat Millers' League, passed at 
St. Louis convention May 19 and 20, 1897, asking that burlap, bur- 
lap bags, and bolting cloth be left on the free list—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Frederick Mead & Co. and other tea dealers 
in New York City, in favor of a specific duty on tea—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. r 

Also, memorial of B. J. Hoffacker, of San Francisco, Cal., pro- 
testing against the abrogation of the Hawaiian treaty in the mat- 
ter of beet sugar—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the American Chamber of Commerce at Paris, 
addressed to the Congress of the United States, asking for action 
by the United States in the matter of the coming Paris Exposi- 
tion, etc.—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of W. H. Green and 213 other citizens 
of Montpelier, Vt., in favor of a law to further restrict immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution adopted by the Winter Wheat Millers’ League, 
requesting that burlaps and ap bags be left on the free list, as 
er are at the present time—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, memorials of Mrs. L. D. Dyer, president of the Addison 
County Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of Salisbury, Vt., 
and Mrs. Mary B. Cockle, of Starksboro, Vt., president of the 
Bennington County Woman's Christian Temperance Union, to 
forbid the transmission of gambling messages by telegraph—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of C. S. Hall and 78 other citizens of Randolph, 
Orange County. Vt., requesting that the free delivery of all mail 
matter be extended to every post-office in the settled portions of 
the country, with free collection of letters—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorials of Mrs. L. D. Dyer, of Salisbury, Vt.; Mrs. E. M. 
Denny, of Montpelier, Vt.; Mrs. Gratia E. Davidson and Miss Car- 
rie E. Lowe, of Newfane, Vt., praying for the of Senate 
bill No. 1187, prohibiting kinetoscope 8 of prize 
fights—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HARMER: Petition of Alexander Duguay, of Frank- 
ford, county of Philadelphia, Pa., for a pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Resolution of the Council of Labor of Los 
Angeles County, Cal., i the abrogation of the Hawaiian , 
treaty—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. JOY: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief of 
Martha A. Murphy—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. KERR: Petition of W. A. Rose, A. Burros, and other 
citizens of the Fourteenth Congressional district, State of Ohio, 
relating to the tariff on wool, praying for more tion in the 
interest of woolgrowers—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KULP: Petitions of George W. Metz and 53 others, and 
Charles F. Long and 96 others, citizens of Shamokin, Pa., favor- 
ing a more rigid restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LACEY: Papers to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to George M. Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Mahala A. Dahlman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers for the relief of George W. Scott, of Eldon, Iowa— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of merchants of San Francisco, Cal., 
relating to the time when the tariff bill should take effect—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Councilof Labor of Los Angeles County, 
Cal, relative to the abrogation of the Hawaiian treaty—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. MAHON: Papers to accompany House bill for the relief 
of Mary Isabella Krebbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petitions of J. Blessing and other citizens 
of Harrisburg and Samuel Reed and others, of Steelton, Dauphin 
County, Pa., praying for the passage of a law to further restrict 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 


By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of James Dotson and 63 other 
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veterans of the late war, praying for the enactment of a law equal- | agains 


izing bounties—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOVER: Petition of William Canham and 100 other 
citizens of St. Clair County, Mich., asking for the intment of 
a monetary commission—to the Committee on and Cur- 


rency. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petitions of citizens of Wichita 
F and Abilene, State of Texas, asking for the of the 
bill for the relief of the book agents of the Methodi iscopal 
Church South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of citizens of the United States, con- 
pos 6,000,000 names, favoring the grantin got belligerent rights 

the Cuban patriots—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WAN GER: Petition of Isaac S. Yeakle and 36 other 
citizens of Norristown, Pa., for a more rigid restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Resolution ado by the 
select and common council of the city of Philadelphia, Pa., ask- 
Mug fer che apu puse cr the tariff bill—to the Committee on 

ays and Means. : 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, June 15, 1897. 


The Senate met at 12 o'clock m. 
Prayer by Rev. L. B. Wxrsox, D. D., of the city of Washington. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


AGREEMENT WITH CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW INDIANS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in connec- 
tion with Department letter of the 18th ultimo, a copy of a letter 
of the 12th instant and accompanying copy of a memorial from 
certain freedmen of the Choctaw Nation, relative to their rights 
as members of that tribe, in which they complain that they are 
not given any interest in the schools and moneys of the Choctaw 
Nation; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented memorials of P. H. Wool- 
sey & Co., of Livingston Manor; of N. Duin's Sons, of Peekskill; 
of Thomas Showos's Sons, of Newburg; the Hawley Box and 


Lumber ,0f New York City; the American Lumber 
Company,of New York fons Douglass L. White & Co., of Al- 
bany; the New Rochelle and Lumber Com 


y, of New Ro- 
chelle; the Inman Manufacturing Company, of J. O. 
Hubbell, of Albany; R. D. Clark, of South Fallsburg; W. M. 
Crombie & Co., of New York City; the Manhattan Trunk and 
Box Factory, of New York City; Frederick W. Starr, of Brook- 

James II. Dykeman, of Brooklyn; the Cross, Ostend & Ire- 
land Lumber Company, of Brooklyn; Lawrence Bros., of Yonkers; 
Darmat & Pell of New York City; Sylvester Ross, of Brooklyn; 
Jimenis & Co., of New York City; e & Clark, of New York 
City, and of D. M. Rossequil, Brookl allin the State of 
New York, and memorials of the Florence iture Company, 
of Florence; of Holt & Bugby, of Boston, and of S. B. Dibble & 
Oo., of North veces all 1 5 agr e remon- 
strating pones e imposition of the proposed du $2 per 
Won os 8 5 ee 1 2 were — 55 e on the ta " 

T. present e petition o ing an 
45 other citizens of New Brunswick, N. J., and 5 
E 5 5 demi 

orthe early passage e pen ; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. S 

He also presented petitions of Herman Strauss and 149 other 
citizens of Jersey City; of Thomas Flannery and 146 other citizens 
of Bayonne; of John Jacobson and 59 other citizens of West Or- 
ange; il Baumann and 99 other citizens of Hoboken; He 
Taft and 32 other citizens of Perth Amboy; W. T. Matthews an 
49 other citizens of Passaic; William J. Raab and 24 other citizens 
‘of Bloomfield; Charles Bender and 11 other citizens of Manhattan 
Park; D. F. Smith, jr., and 23 other citizens of Hackensack; Neil 
J. Lynch and 1,431 other citizens of Newark, and of sundry citi- 
zens of Jerse City, all in the State of New Jersey, and the me- 
morial of Robert G. Rankin, jr., and 13 other citizens of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., remonstrating against the proposed increase of the 
tax on beer; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented sundry petitions of citizens 
8 Antwerp, Hagaman, and Schaghticoke, all in the 
te of New York, praying for the early enactment of a pro- 
tective-tariff law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of New York 
City and Brooklyn, in the State of New York, remonstrating 


increase of the tax on beer; which were or- 


t the pro’ 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented sundry petitions of citizens of 
Goodland, North Indianapolis, Milford. ipshewana, Muncie, 
Cicero, Middletown, and New Albany, all in the State of Indiana, 


praying for the early enactment of a protective-tariff law which 
adequately secure American industrial products inst the 
competition of foreign labor; which were ordered to lie on the 


table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman's Chris- 
tian ra teuer Union of Dover, N. H., praying for the enact- 
ment of islation prohibiting the reproduction of — pr 
eer means of the kinetoscope; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented memorials of the Drake & Sanborn Shoe Oom- 
pany, of Pittsfield, N. H.; of N. B. Thayer & Co., and of W.S. 

Isbury, remonstrating against any increase in the rate 
of duty on tanned skins for morocco ora duty on raw goatskins; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the spur nei of the city of 
Washington, indorsing the recent action of Congress relative to 
the distribution of money appropriated for charitable 8 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the ttee 


on the District of Columbia. 
Mr. CAFFERY presented a memorial of the Sugar Planters, 
Association of Louisiana, remonstrating against the statement 


made by him that the Wilson tariff act affords enough protection 
tosugar; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, remonstrating against any increase in the present rate 
of duty on tanned skins for morocco or the duty on raw goatskins; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN ted a petition of sun citizens of 
Detroit, Mich., praying for the passage, at the iest possible 
date, of such protective-tariff legislation as will adequately secure 
American industrial products against the competition of foreign 
labor; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of O. H. Blackman and 101 other 
citizens of Michigan, remonstrating against the enactment of leg- 
islation intended to destroy the present system of ticket broker- 
age; which wasreferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
Sawn also paar the eerie am of R. M. ee kee ti 

ass., remons ing against the proposed increase duty on 
leaf tobacco; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented the 8 of N. J. Lamb and sundry 
other citizens of Sangerville, Me., and a petition of 463 citizens of 
Sanford, Me., praying for the early enactment of a protective-tariff 
law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of H. W. Meyer and 41 
other citizens of Appleton, Wis., praying for the early of 
the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the memorial of Joseph J. Little, of 
Attica, Ind., remonstrating against the proposed increase of the 
up on granite; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Brazil, Ind., 
praying for the early enactment of a protective-tariff law; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented petitions of Hon. David Harve 
Goodell, ex-mayor, and 108 citizens of Antrim; of Hon. John B. 
Smith, ex-governor, and 64 citizens of Hillsboro, and of Charles T'. 
Page and 24 other citizens of Concord, all in the State of New 
Hampshire, praying that active cooperation be given toward secur- 
ing protective tariff legislation atthe earliest possible date; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 
va ELKINS n sundry pee or ism of bn; 

irginia, prayi or the enactment o: islation restricting im- 

igration; which were ordered to lie on Te table. 

. BURROWS presented petitions of H. T. Emerson and 91 
other citizens of Menominee; of H. J. Holmes and 88 other citi- 
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America, 
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The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. COCKRELL presented a 1 of sundry citizens of Con- 


cordia, Mo., and a petition of sundry citizens of Desoto, Mo., 
raying for the passage, at the earliest possible date, of such pro- 
Loctive tariff legislation as will adequately secure American in- 
dustrial products against the competition of foreign labor; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. : 

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the Mer- 
chants' Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the enactment of 
legislation restoring to the ple of this country the carrying 
trade on the high seas; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. QUAY presented sundry memorials of citizens of Easton, 
Pa., remonstrating against the proposed increase of the tax on 
beer; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KENNEY presented a petition of sun citizens of St. 
Georges, Del., praying for the enactment of legislation restricting 
immigration; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 344) to amend an act en- 
titled **An act granting pensions to the survivors of the Indian 
wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk war, 
Creek war, Cherokee disturbances, and the Seminole war," ap- 
proved July 27, 1892, to report it without amendment, and to 
submit a report thereon. I call the attention of the Senator from 


xo. Mr. MCBRIDE] to the report. 
m e VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 


Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2097) to grant to the 
city of Wilmington, Del., the use of certain real estate in said 
city on which is situated the building recently occupied for Fed- 
eral purposes, reported it without amendment, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CAFFERY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2143) to re- 
move the statutory bar of limitation now standing against the 
claim of J. Viosca, and conferring full jurisdiction upon the 
United States Court of Claims to try and adjudicate said claim 
and render judgment therefor; which was read twice by its title, 
and ref to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 2144) for the relief of Charles 
Hurrle; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 2145) to amend section 4 of 
the act approved March 2, 1895, being an act amendatory of an act 
with reference to the postal service; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


AMENDMENT TO THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. TILLMAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Gov- 
ernment and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 


TRIALS BY COURTS-MARTIAL. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas (by request) submitted the following 
resolution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

eh That 2 Pep nd of the Navy be directed toinform the Senate 

ollo nts, namely: 

21. Whether the following-named porsona are or have been held as prisoners 
by the vr ame mt n the Navy or under his authore in Massachusetts: Jesse 

4 Louis V. Eytinge, C. W. poses Joseph J. Wiles, Michael F. Mooney. 
James lty, Charles Bro John J. Harrington and 8. A. Weirman; an 
whether they have, with or without the assent of the naval officers in charge 
of them, sent a letter to George F. Ormsby, esq., requesting him to act as their 
attorney, or to appoint such as he ht deem necessary, in obtaining their 
release and redress from the losses ered by them from their sentences of 


courts-martial. 
$. Whether the judicial records of their trials by courts-martial, in the 
custody of the United States Navy Department, are open to the inspection 
of their attorneys in the same manner as other i cial records of other 
constituted under the laws of the United States. 


upon 
in the 


ent; and whether, if so, the record shows that 
that said charges were not prohibited by 


such ledge of the 


cause of 80 ed to them, and how 


— ther Tende, prisoners under & bare order or lettre de cachet or with- 
out g informed specifically and in writing of the nature and cause of their 
arrest n IMS ARMAS as required by article 43, section 1624, United States 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON, I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 379. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the N 
of the United States. 

1 8 pending 
amendment pro nator from 
SAY], which Mul be sac. 

e SECRETARY, In line 22, page 63, par: 
posed to strike out ‘ninety-five one-hundr 
** eight-tenths;" so as to : 


On all sugar which has gone through a process of refining, 1 tand 
tenths of 1 cent per sonuit. UR n 


Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, it was stated yesterday by the 
Senator from Kentu [Mr. Linpsay] that the late Secretary of 
the Treasury, Mr. Carlisle, derived his statement or figures as to 
the number of pounds of raw sugar it required to make a pound 
of refined from the sugar trust. Isubmitthat the statement com- 
ing from the Senator from Kentucky is entitled to due weight and 
consideration, and it flows from that statement that the figures 
upon which the basis of calculation is made as to the number of 
pounds of raw sugar it requires to make a pound of refined is en- 
tirely misleading. Nothing has ever come from the sugar trust 
yet that, in my opinion, was satisfactory. They have studiously 
avoided giving any testimony whatever as to the workings of their 
plant, the cost of their plant, their labor cost, and all other facts 
necessary to be known in order to ascertain the precise character 
of their business. 

Yesterday the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] stated em- 
8 that the labor cost in refining sugar in the United 

tates is greater than the labor cost in Germany. In 1894 a state- 

ment was prepared by Hon. John De Witt Warner. then a mem- 
ber of the lower House, assisted by Mr. Byron W. Holt, press 
editor of the Reform Club, and Mr. L. Carroll Root, fellow of 
Cornell University in political economy and finance, in regard 
to sugar tariffs and the sugar trust. I ask the Secretary to read 
from page 4of that report, which was published by order of the 
Senate, down to page 7. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


LABOR COST OF SUGAR REFINING. 


That the cost of sugar refining in the United States is much less than else- 
where isindicated by a comparison of the labor cost. In 1890 Mr. T. E. Willson 
investigated as to the “labor cost” of refining sugar in different countries. 
Before publication ure uS were submitted to the representatives of the 
sugar trust and admitted to be fair and correct. The result he reached was 
that the labor cost per 100 pounds of refining su was then, in Germany 43 
cents, in France 38 cents, in England 34 cents, in Cuba 2 cents (slave and semi- 
slave), and in the United States 14 cents, Englishstatistical papers had noted 
this and predicted that, because of the comparatively cheap labor cost in the 
United States, America would sometime control the sugar market in Great 


Britain, 
The low labor cost of sugar refining in the United States is striking! 
shown by the 1890 census. e two most important refining centers in 
country are Brooklyn and Philadelphia, where by far the largest proportion 
of the total refining is carried on. On 6 of Bulletin No. 234 of the 
Eleventh Census the number of refineries in klynis givenas 8; the total 
wages I Ur them 
uct, $ Fro: 
fineries amounted to 1.988 


uestion is on the 
entucky [Mr. LIND- 


aph 206, it is pro- 
ths" and to insert 


g data as to the 8 refineries in 8 are 
; from 


well as for the year ending June 1, 1890, as given by. Willett & Gray's Journal, 

viz, 7.827 cents, 6.30 cents, and 7.265 cents, respectively, as the value of the 

product at the refineries (and it must be remembered that these figures are 

somewhat above the value at the refinery, inasmuch as they include the cost 

x anes Kenney ons, etc.), the labor cost of 1 pound of refined sugar i$ 
‘oun be 


Estimated labor cost per pound in cents. 


1880. | 1880-00. | 1890. 
Brook cess ole Te ic en de deme Ed 0.1444 125 
rl! 1175 10¹⁸ 
.108 


and machinery are availed of to the utmost extent in reducing cost of refin! 
and handling to a minimum. The comparatively low (though high) cost 
labor in Cuba arises not from it from th 


| 


1897. 
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THE TOTAL COST OF REFINING. 
The following figuresare taken from the advance bulletins of the Eléventh 


Cost of refining in 1889-90 according to Eleventh Census. 


Brooklyn. | Philadelphia. 


g 


W. D $330,558 $753, 386 
Mill lies 5, N 
Sundry materials. 281,139 250,231 
7 "n 16,722 
d heat — — 
. 21.877 279 
21,897 
29,171 
65, 440 
68, 516 
962, 
623, 


m 


Tot 
Value of product 
Cost of refining, per cent of product........... 


T 
5 


8 8 8882 


The average price of I 
was 7.205 cen On this basis the ted totalcost of eee A per 100 
unds would be 42 cents in Brooklyn and 41.7 cents in Philadelphia. But 
e real cost of ME in 1889-90 was as far below 42 cents and 31.7 cents 
yn and Philadelphia, respectively, asthe quoted price 


mulated from May 31, 1889, to May 31, 1890, 
gran sugar y Y 


er 100 pounds at Brook à 
for refined sugar, 1.265 — pound, was above its value at the refinery. 
And it must remembe: that Messrs. Willett & Gray estimated that 


on account of the improvements y rives e for at the close of 1890 the 
cost of sugar refining would be 6; cents per 100 pounds less than 1890—this 
necessarily in the Brooklyn refineries, since the great new refineries in 

hiladelphia were not then owned by the trust. It must also be remembered 
that since that time new refineries have been built and improvements made 
to old ones at a greater rate than ever before, and that the Philadelphia re- 
fineries are now in the trust combine. When these facts are taken into ac- 
count, the only remaining question is as to how far below 81 cents per 100 

unds is the greens cost of all items included m refining (except the abso- 
Tite waste, which, as above shown, is scarcely 2 per cent of the cost of the 


raw sugar — 

This is corroborated ud late admissions of the sugar trust itself. Mr. 
Henry O. Havemeyer, its head, in a carefully pre statement published 
in the New York Herald of March 25, 1894, referred to the sugar trast as “a 
8 that melts a million and a tons of sugar” a year, and also stated 
as follows: 


“The American Sugar Refining Company has distributed during the last 
two years and eleven months for improvements at the refineries, cost of 
manuf; labor, re insurance, bone black, etc.. more 
$34.000,000 in round numbers, paying out monthly $1,000,000 in cash.” 

By comparing these fi and remembering that the net waste in refini 
high-grade sugar is t—the difference in weight between raw and refi 

E partly compensated by valuable by-products, also that it takes 2.240 

"nds to make a ton of sugar—it is seen that the total expense of refining, 
3 the raw sugar and the refined product, including labor supplies and 
incidentals, and even improvements on real estate, fire insurance, etc., and ac- 
tual loss in refining, can not well be above 37} cents per 100 pounds, even if Mr. 
Havemeyer's estimate of $1,000,000 per month t expenditure be correct. 
A similar result is reached if we take the figures of the refined sugar turned 
out by the trust during 1593.as a basis for the calculation. 

As nearly, therefore, as can be approximated until the trust gives up its 

the actual labor cost of refining is to-day probably between 10 and 11 
cents 100 punas; the total expenses of refining are a 30 cents per 100 
pounds, and £he total margins between the market prices of 96 degree centrif- 
ugals and granulnted necessary to cover all depreciation of plant. charges, al- 
lowances, and expenses ( 6 in the shape of dividends on in- 
vested capital) are probably about 35 to 40 cents per 100 pounds in case of the 
sugar trust, and from 35 to 45 cents per 100 po in the case of the so-called 
independent refiners, whose status is exposed below. 


Mr.CAFFERY. Mr. President, it will appear very clearly from 
this statement, jueces by authority of this body, that the re- 
fining cost in the United States of sugar is very considerably 
under 80 cents a hundred pounds. In the absence of any proof to 
the contrary, I will assume, and I think the whole nation has a 
right to assume, that the refining cost in the United States is less 
than anywhere else in the world. 

There has been nothing whatever to substantiate the statement 
made by the Senator from Iowa that the labor cost abroad, or 
the refining cost abroad, is less than in the United States, and the 
plea for fuos upon that ground signally fails. There is no 
ground for it whatever. : 

Yesterday the Senator from Iowa introduced some figures as 
against the correctness of which he challenged contradiction. I 
take his figures to be correct. It is utterly immaterial where he 
places the price of granulated sugar. The priceof the raw sugar 
or the dutiable predicate upon which we must calculate, is taken 
from the schedule itself. According to a clause in the bill, all de- 
grees of sugar below 87 are to suffer a reduction of 10 cents a 
pound. He commences, then, at 75 degrees, which under the bill 
carries a cent, and reduces that amount by one-tenth. He starts 
with the valuation, then, at 90 cents on the hundred pounds. He 
goes on down with about 61 mills to a degree until he reaches 96 
test. Ninety-six test is dutiable under the bill at 1.63 cents. The 
corresponding duty upon refined at that test is 1.95 cents. Itis 
true t the duty here is somewhat inst the refined sugar at 
1.95. There is a slight reduction to be made, but reducing the 


twenty one-hundredths of a cent, the clear margin by the amount 
XXX——109 


that the refined loses by the differential between therawsat 96, we 
still have 19.82 cents. 

At 97 we have 19.70 cents protection, of clear protection, without 
anyregard toprices. Prices are merely illusory in this schedule. 
Itis the duties that we must consider. The differential in the 
duty is 19.70 centsclearat97. At 98 it is 19.70, and at 99 it is 19.78. 

There is a slight falling off of the differential in fayor of the 
trust as you go up in d . As you go down in degree, accord- 
ing to the method by which the duties are levied, the differen- 
tial becomes still greater and the protection still larger. So at 75 
there is a clear differential of 62 cents per hundred, as against, 
you may say, an equality at 96, without considering the twenty 
hundredths. Considering that, there is 19.82. So the difference 
between 19.82 at 96 test and sixty-two hundredths at 75 test is the 
degree of protection that is to be received from this schedule as 
you go down in the polariscopic strength. 

I submit to the Senator from Iowa, without any consideration 
whatever of this differential of thirty-eight hundredths, that that 
is too much protection under the evidence that we have of the 
ability of the trust to maintain itself against all competition. 
When you put on the thirty-eight hundredths, you bring up the 
protection in favor of this trust to nearly sixty hun ths of a 
cent per pound—over half a cent. 

There is another thing to which I slightly adverted yesterday. 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] stated in his open- 
ing that taking a degree testing 88 per cent of sugar he 
makes 81 pounds of sugar. Where is the difference, where is the 
loss, between the 88 per cent of sugar and the 81 pounds actually 
made? How does it occur? There are some 6.85 pounds or 6.15 
pounds that are not accounted for in that calculation. 

The sugar trust makes out of this 6.15 pounds soft sugars and 
molasses. In none of these calculations is this amount of sugar 
at the various degrees credited to the sugar trust. On the con- 
trary, it is considered as pure loss. This is an element in the con- 
sideration of these schedules that ought not to be lost sight of. 
Besides, it ought to be clearly ascertained, and the sugar trust 
itself ought to furnish the evidence, whether or not the Treasury 
statement is correct. Itisstated upon high authority in this body, 
as coming directly from Mr. Carlisle himself, that he derived his 
statement, as to the number of pounds of raw sugar it took to 
make a pound of refined sugar, from the sugar trust itself. 

I do not desire to occupy the time of the Senate unduly in dis- 
cussing this matter, but it occurs to me that it is a clear case 
where the interests of the whole United States, as well as the dig- 
nity and self-respect of this body, are concerned, not that any of 
us desire, so far as I know, to visit vengeance on this institution 
because of the manner in which it is said it has manipulated legis- 
lation thus far, but because in equity and in good conscience we 
ought not to give this overgrown corporation any further power 
to oppress the American pie and to control the prices of this 
necessary article of food to the extent that it does. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Kentucky . LINDSAY]. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Icallforthe yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 206, page 63, line 22, it is pro- 

ed to strike out ‘‘ ninety-five one-hundredths " and to insert in 
ieu thereof ** eight-tenths;” so as to read: 


On all sugar which has gone through a process of refining, 1 cent and eight- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound. PNE = 


The Secretary 8 to call the roll. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Maine . FRYE]. 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). Iam 
paired with the junior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK], and 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], but I transfer 
that pair to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER],and vote 
LII yea. * E 

Mr. TURNER (when his name was called). 1 am paired with 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN]. If he were present, 
I should vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DANIEL. I am paired with the Senator from North Da- 
kota [Mr. HANsBROUGH]. If he were here, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. GEAR. I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. 5 ; but I transfer that pair to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts 5 T. LODGE], and vote '* nay." 

Mr. CA ON (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam 
paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and 
therefore withdraw my vote. I voted inadvertently, 
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Mr. WHITE (after having voted in the affirmative). Iarranged 

esterday with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoxEs] to pair with 
him during his temporary absence from the Chamber. However, 
I will allow my vote to stand, as I am now informed that the Sen- 
ator from Nevada has been otherwise cared for. 

Mr. CLAY, Iam paired with the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Loper]. Under an arrangement with the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. Guar] the Senator from Massachusetts will 
suna paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SurrH], and 

vote yen.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 35; as follows: 


YEAS—®. 

Bacon, Faulkner, Mallory, Pettus, 
Bate, Gray Mantle, Rawlins, 
Berry, rris, Martin, Roach, 
Butler, Heitfeld, Mills, Tillman, 

ery, Jones, Ar Mitchell, Turpie, 
Chilton, Kenney, Morgan, Vest, 
Mo Ca Lindsay, asco, Walthall, 
Cockrell, McLaurin, Pettigrew, White. 

NAYS—35. 
Allison, e. Mason, Quay, 
Burro linger, Morrill, Sewell, 
Carter, 3 Nelson, Shoup, 
er, Hanna, Penrose, Spooner, 
Cullom, Hawley, Perkins, hurston, 
vis, Hoar, Platt, Conn. Wellington, 
Deboe, 2 n Ay 8 
Fairbanks, cEnery, ritchar n. 
Foraker, McMillan, 'octor, * 
NOT VOTING—2. 

Aldrich, Elkins, Jones, Nev. Teller, 
Allen, George, yle, Turner, 
Baker, Gorman, Lodge, Warren, 
Cannon, Hale, 8 Wolcott. 
Clark Hansbrough, Smith, 
Daniel, Harris, Kans. Stewart, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. ALLISON. Is there any amendment pending, Mr. Presi- 


dent? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that on 

ge 64, from line 3 to line 12, the text was passed over. Does the 
ode from Iowa desire that to be now considered? The lan- 

age referred to begins after the word ‘‘ test,” in line 3, on page 
[a and goes down to the word ** produced," in line 12. 

Mr. ALLISON. On yesterday it was stated that my recollec- 
tion of the situation was not correct and that those lines had been 
stricken from the bill If they have been over, that is in 
accordance with my understanding. The Senator from Arkansas 

T.J oa stated on yesterday that those lines had been stricken 
om the bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is my understanding. 

Mr. ALLISON. Isthat the situation or have those lines been 
passed over? : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
RECORD shows that they were passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iso understood it yesterday, and therefore I 
again correct myself, having been corrected:on yesterday by the 
Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I correct myself by saying that I un- 
derstood the matter had been stricken out on motion of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa. Then the motion to strike out is still pending, 
and when put will be unanimously agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then let the motion be put, and get it out of 
the way. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Chair to understand that 
the Senator from Iowa has made a motion to strike out those 
words? 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out those words, inasmuch as 
they are embraced in section 3 of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Iowa, and the words proposed 
to be stricken out by him will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 64, line 3, after the word “‘test,” it 
is proposed to strike out: 3 

Sugars, tank bottoms, sirups, cane juice ox beet juice, melada; concentrated 
inelada, and concrete and concentrated mo! he product of any country 
which pays, directly or indirectly, a bounty on the export thereof, whether 
imported directly and in condition as exported therefrom, or otherwise, shall 
pay, in addition to the foregoing rates, a duty equal to such bounty, or so 


much thereof as may be in excess of any tax collected by such country upon 
such exported article, or upon the beet or cane from which it was produced. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I do not rise for the purpose of 
antagonizing this motion. I was under the impression, as was 
my colleague on the committee from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES], that 
the motion to strike out had been adopted some days ago. 

Mr. FRYE. Declare it agreed to, and that will be the end of it. 

Mr. VEST. I was under the impression that those words had 
been stricken out of the bill; bnt upon one point we are all agreed, 
and that is that in section 3, on page 175, which is known as the 
retaliatory section, there is 38.3, or, to speak more accurately, 
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88.4, imposed as a tariff duty in this country substantially upon 
refined sugars, granulated sugars that come from Germany, Ger- 
many being the great competing country with the United States 
as to refined sugars. : 

Mr. President, I stated yesterday, and stated at the time this 
question first came before the Senate, that it was only fair and 
right and logical to assume that the prices given by the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] as the basis of discussion upon 
this measure were correct. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
SON] now changes that calculation and increases the prices, and, 
asa matter of course, all calculations based upon the prices fixed 
by the Senator from Rhode Island, who then represented the 
majority of the Finance Committee, go for nothing, and we have 
a different calculation by reason of the change of price. We see 
in the newspapers every day, from experts, calculations entirely 
different in 8 5 8 to the amount of protection that is given to 
the trust, and 1 have no question that in a large majority of cases 
they are from perfectly honest and disinterested experts; but the 
difference comes in the calculation and in the result from the esti- 
mate of the price. As you change up uie upon the sugar that 
is brought into the country, both refined and raw, necessarily and 
mathematically you must change the calculation. 

To show the vast difference in the calenlation, I hold herein my 
hand, which I prepared last night, the estimates of price made by 
the Senator from Rhode Island, then the prices made by my friend 
from Iowa, and then the prices made by the committee of sugar 
men who visited the Ways and Means Committee of the House of 
He geriet aiu in behalf of the importers and sellers of eagar 
and who claim not to be connected with the trust at all. Take 
any of those polariscopic tests or grades; take, for instance, 96, 
which, I agree with the Senator from Iowa, is the principal grade 
of commerce. The Senator from Rhode Island estimated his 
prices and based his calculations at 2.6 cents and a fraction upon 
a pound ee the 96-test grade. My friend from Iowa, now in 
charge of the bill, puts the estimate at two cents and twelve one- 
hundredths and a fraction, and the sugar committee from New 
York put the price at two cents and a quarter a pound, or 2.25. 
Take either one of those prices and you change the entire calcula- 
tion; and that is the secret of all these various estimates that we 
see so often and hear so often in the Senate. 

But, Mr. President, there is another radical difference between 
the Senator from Iowa and ourselves. He leaves ont entirely in 
his calculation the 38.4 export bounty of Germany, which is given, 
according to the official letter presented by the Senator from Lou- 
isiana from the Treasury Department, upon the refined sugars 
that come from Germany; and yesterday the Senator from Iowa 
taunted me—I will not use that word—he suggested to me that 
in all our calculations we had left out upon this side of the Cham- 
ber the 27-cent export bounty from Germany upon raw sugar, 
which, as a matter of course, should be credited to the price. If 
we charge to them the 38,3 export bounty upon the refined sugar 
of 5 when it reaches the ports of the United States, I sub- 
mitted to the Senate—and I made the estimate honestly and fairly, 
without any disposition to prejudice anyone, in the early part of 
this discussion, in some remarks I made—what I believed to be the 
actual protection given to the trust upon the price as fixed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island. Since last night I have, as fairly and 
as honestly as I could, made an estimate of the protection given 
to the trust under the prices submitted by the Senator from Iowa, 
If they are not fair, if has been unintentional on my part. 

I take the figures now of the Senator from Iowa himself, He 
made the astonishing statement that the protection to the trust 
under the Wilson law was greater than that under the pending 
caucus amendment. I think he makes it 85.12 under the Wilson 
law upon 96-degree polariscopic test. Now, we will take 96 as the 
test grade. The Senator from Iowa puts the value of the raw 
sugar at 2.12795. He assumes the refined sugar upon that grade 
to be 2.47 instead of 2.34, as made by the Senator from Rhode 
Island. The duty-paid value of the refined sugar, taking the esti- 
mate of the Senator from Iowa, is, under the Wilson law, 3.68; 
under the Dingley bill, 4.74: under the Aldrich bill, 4.87, and under 
the pending caucus amendment, 4.80, This is mathematical and 
unquestionable. That is the duty-paid value of refined sugar 
under these four bills. : 

The duty-paid value of raw sugar, taking the figures of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa. is, under the Wilson law,3.31; under the Dingle 
bill, 4.33: under the Aldrich bill, 4.45, and under the pendingamend- 
ment, 4.33, giving as the net result, counting in the 27 cents upon 
raw sugar which comes from, Germany—the omission of which is 
complained of by the Senator from lowa—giving protection to the 
trust under the Wilson law of 37 cents on the hundred pounds, 
under the Dingley bill of 41 cents on the hundred pounds, under 
the Aldrich billof 46 cents on the hundred pounds, and in the 

Murus rri ie amendment of 47 cents on the hundred pounds. 

is is d upon the prices submitted by the Senator from Iowa 


himself, showing an increase over the Wilson law, under the pend- 
ing bill, of 10 cents on the hundred pounds, and of 1 cent over the 


1897. 
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Aldrich amendment, as it is termed, in the caucus amendment. 
In all these calculations, I allow the 27 cents not upon the cane 
sugars, but I make this calculation upon sugars that come from 
Germany. I take the German bounty of 27 cents on the raw sugar 
and of 34.4 cents on the refined sugars. 

My colleague on the committee pair chet to me that a large 
amount of cane sugar was imported. We imported into the 
United States in 1896, by the official report, which I have before 
me, 2,752,012,512 pounds of cane sugar upon which there was no 
bounty at all. e imported in 1896 a little over 200,000,000 
pounds of bounty-fed sugar, as it is termed, from Germany, upon 
which there was 34.4 cents bounty, while there was 27 cents on 
the raw sugar coming from Germany. 

Irepeat,that we imported in that year 2,752,012,512 pounds of 
cane sugar, upon which no bounty was paid at all. But I am, for 
the purposes of this argument, and to be entirely fair, taking the 
bounty-fed sugar from Germany, and I am taking the official 
bounty as reported from the Treasury Department on the refined 
and the raw, and I am taking the prices of the Senator from Iowa 
himself; and, instead of 85.19 protection under the Wilson law, 
the protection, as I have shown it here, is 37 cents on a hundred 
pounds; under the Dingley bill 41 cents; under the Aldrich bill 46 
cents, and under the pending caucus amendment 47 cents. 

Mr. President, I have made these statements, for I do not desire 
herein this debate to conceal anything, because if the Senator 
from Iowa had done me the honor to listen to the remarks I here- 
tofore made, and which he willfind in the RECORD in the early 
pas of this debate, he would have found that on the duties as 

hey then stood on the 35 per cent ad valorem in the bill I said 


The tables are not made to show the millions the sugas trust will reap out 
of thisschedule. They are made to show possible to the refiners 
under its duties; and it should be remembered that the calculations are based 
ona valuation of 2.3cents per pound, which must be an undervaluation— 


As I have always thonght— 


since the last crop in Germany realized an average price of 2.43 for the year, 
and no refined su; of any great questus. has come in yet at that figure, 
though it may go below in time, for the survival of the cheapest is as inexor- 
ably a commercial Mir er Sse that death follows birth. It must not be for- 
gotten that this sharp decline in the price of sugar is in spite of the tempo- 
rary cutting off of a part of the su supply of Cuba, though we received 
more Cuban * arch. 1897—78,029,003 pounds than in 
month of 1 73,294.68) pounds. 

e refined sugars which came in in 1896 were valued at 2.8 cents per 
pound; for the first nine months of the present fiscal year, the little refined 
sugar imported was valued at 2.55, and for the month of March last at 2.42. 
Any ot these— 


Iam speaking now, of course, when we had the ad valorem of 
85 per cent— 


would givea somewhat higher margin to the trust than the 2.3 cents on which 
the tables werecomputed. If refined sugar was entered as for all of the year 
1896 at 2.8 cents, then the margin would 17.50 cents per 100 pounds higher; 
and if to this be added what is realized from the softer sugars and molasses, 
the by-product in refining, admitted in one case to be 26 cents per 100 pounds, 
then the margin would be 43.50 points higher than in the table. 
The House committee assumed, as has long been admitted, that the ave: 

of raw sugars imported into the United States was of 92 degrees polariscopic 
test. Thisdoes not mean that any 3 of the sugars below 16 
Dutch standard was of that ut that Cuban centrifugals and conti- 
nental beet su were about as t in volume as the lower grade cane 
zi, rud of the Southern republics. the islands, and the Indies. 

e Senate committee at one fell swoop wiped out the cane sugars of the 
world. Thetwo and three-fourth billion pounds of cane sugars which came 
in in 1806 8 German refined could come in at 2.3 cents per pound, 
and if on this the retaliatory duty of 38.33 cents should be counted as part of 
the protection, then, too, the 27 cents ton. on the raw sugars of Germany 


e correspond- 


must be counted as part of the duties t all raw sugars. No matter 
that the German raw sugars do not e below 90 degrees, or at any rate 
carry no export bounty below that figure. No matter that our share of the 
cane sugar of the world, between two and three thousand million pounds, 
carry no such bounty. Germany is hereafter to furnish our sugar. She will 
wipe out our refinersas she has done those of England. Our cane fields of the 
South which the flood has s shall be neglected; our beet farms in the West 
shall once more be waste p. But be it remembered when all this is done 
ety ipe rana raise some cane, and the trust will be found doing business 

at the old stand. - 
No account is to be taken of the fact that Europe produced 886,744,320 less 
unds of raw beet sugar last year than the year before. No matter that 
Wee cultivated 60,051 less acres of beets in 1896 than in 1895, or that she 
u 499,013. 760 less pounds of beet sugar, or that she exported 239.926.400 
iex less. All these facts are ignored in the cry, Beware the bogie man 

m Germany. 


the ave: point, worth, as Senator ALDRICH has said, 
n this the specifi 


ts. 
If the sugar cost 1.8272, and the duty is 1.52952, the du 


-paid value of each 
yous of that p uld be 3.35645. To this 
rman boun 


d the 27 cents of the 


raw su; to 
ed sugar is 2.3 
r the 


cents. according 
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duty-paid price of sugar is 4.6483 cents, and the margin of profit is therefore 
the difference between these two prices. or 0.4891, to which should be added 
0.26 cent admitted in one case as realized out of the soft sugars which result 
in the process of refining, which together make 0.4701. 

I am entirely willing to base this whole discussion upon that 
basis, but I deny absolutely the correctness of the figures of the 
Senator from Iowa when he says that under the Wilson Act we 
im 85.12 cents upon a hundred pounds as protection, while 
under the present bill we impose only 46. I contend that under 
the Wilson Act the protection given is 37 cents on the hundred 
pounds; that it is 46 cents on the hundred pounds under the Al- 
drich amendment, and 47 cents a hundred pounds under the pend- 
ing caucus amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, the table presented by the Sena- 
tor from Iowa can be found upon page 2049 of the RECORD. A 
competent party has shown me a brief analysis of the calculations 


thus submitted to the Senate, I will insert the table and read the 
criticism. 
The table referred to is as follows: 
Rate. Differential. 
Pro- 
Act of 18014.) House 1804. House. Nona 
ate. 
Per ct. Ots. Cts. Per et. Cis. Per ct. Cents Cents. | Cents. 
40 55.46 | 100 —112.80| 90—101.5 | 56.29 | 40.82 | 62.99 
40—37.91| 103 —108.60| 93—98 56.24 | 3.34 00.32 
40— 40.42 | 106 —104.90| 96— 95 53.53 | 35.97 | 57.76 
40—42.88| 109 101.66 | 99— 92.3 | 51.80 | 33.72 | 55.33 
40— 45.37 | 112 — 98.74 | 102— 89.9 | 45.14 | 31.58] 53.01 
40 47.81 115. = 90.15 | 105 — 87.7 | 45.59 | 29.55 | 50.78 
10—50.32 118 — 93.79 | 108— 85.8 | 43.12 | 27.63 | 48.68 
40—52.80| 121 = 91.68 | 111— 84 40.75 25.83| 46.69 
40—55.28 | 124. — 89.93 | 114— 82.5|38 48| 23.94| 44.61 
40—5:.75 | 127 — 87.96 | 117— 81 36.29 22.55 43.04 
40—00.23 | 130 = 86.33 120 = 79.7 | 34.20 | 21.09 | 41.39 
40—62.70 | 133 = 84.83 | 122— 78.4 | 2.21 | 19.73 | 30.84 
40—65.18| 138 = 83.45 | 120— 77.3 | 30.30 | 18.50 | 38.43 
40 = 67.65 | 139 — 82.2 | 199— 82.2 | 28.48 | 17.35 | 24.85 
40—70.1£| 142 = 80.9 | 142— 80.9 28.76 | 16.33 | 23.83 
40—71.98 | 145. = 80.6 | 145— 80.6 | 25.88 | 15.43 | 22.93 
40=74.05 | M8 = 79.9 |M8— 75.9 24.80 14.62 | 22.12 
40=76.12 | 151 = 79.3 |151— 79.3 | 23.81 | 13.95 | 2L45 
40—78.18 | 15t = 78.7 | 154— 78.7|22.91| 13.38 | 20.88 
40=80.57 | 157 = 77.9 | 157= 77.9 | 21.71 | 12.82| 2.33 
40=82.87 100 = 77.2 | 160= 77.2 | 20.69] 12.56 | 20.06 
40—85.12| 163 — 76.6 | 163= 76.6 19.82 | 12.33] 19.83 
40—586.85 | 166 — 76.9 | 165— 76.9 | 20.11 | 12.20 19.70 
40=87.62 | 169 = 77.1 |169— 77.1 | 20.41] 12.20] 19.70 
40=88.85 172 = 77.4 | 1722= 77.4] 9.78] 12.28 | 19.78 
40—89.48| 175 — 78.2 | 175— 78.2 21.82 12.50 | 20.00 
(*) 18.5— 7&9 |395— 8.8 


* 10 per cent and 1— 111.30. 


This table represents what purports to be the differential duties 
of the present law, the House bill, and the proposed Senate amend- 
ment. Without paying attention to any of the sugars testing less 
than 89, which are not used in the manufacture of erandiated 
sugar, we find that the value given for an 89 test is 1.7534. This 
price for an 89-test sugar is absolutely incorrect. The present 
price, as indicated by the Sugar Journal on the 10th instant, is 2,4, 
cents per pound, cost and freight. but not duty, added. The du- 
tiable value, allowing 20 cents for freight, would be $2 per 100 
pounds. The price during the year, according to the Sugar Jour- 
nal, has fluctuated between 2.09 and 2.20, the average price being 
aboni 2.15. Deducting therefrom 20 cents, would leave the price 

The local appraiser at New York, on the 8th instant, reported 
that at that date the value of 89 sugar from Jamaica, Bar : 
and St. Kitts was 1.88 to 1.92 per 100 pounds, and that from the 
1st of June of the present year up to the present time the prices 
had ranged between 1.81 and 1.97. The sugar importers, wh are 
supposed to be in a position to be well informed touching the value 
of sugar, reported the value of an 89-degreesugarto be 1.96. Thus 
there is abundant evidence and proof of the incorrectness of the 
value given by the Senator from Iowa. The effect of this error 
will be plainly seen when we consider that the duty imposed b 
the House bill and the Senate bill will not vary with the 8 
or decreased value of the raw sugar, whereas under the ad valo- 
rem duty in the present law a fictitious low value will show a very 
argo 3 between the duty on the raw sugar and the 
re x 

Taking the value of 89-degree sugar, as established by the sugar 
dealers themselves, namely, 1.98 per 100 pounds, based upon the 
ee of the Senator from Iowa, the following result is 
shown: 


Value of 120.54 pounds, necessary to make 100 pounds of 
granulated 
Duty under the present law (40 per cent ad valorem)..... 


. differential is 20.69. In the 
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Value of 100 pounds of granulated sugar, as averaged by 


the Senator from Io 9.47 
= 
Duty on the same at 40 per cent ad valorem 988 
Add one-eighth additional duty +125 
NOMA are esd gin ¼ Thy MUERE is 1.113 
Dante L——: deiS Eri . 945 
Dieren... ata ae .168 


z As against .2676 estimated in the table of the Senator from 
owa. 
HOUSE BILL. 


Value of 100 pounds of granulated sugar, as above 1. os 
NOY tes eta mg a ee ee eral eed ee N N 87 
Duty on 120.54 pounds of 89-test sugar 1711 
Deducting . 1711 from duty on granulated (. 1875), 

leaves as differentialll kr 164 
SENATE BILL. 
Duty on 100 pounds of granulated sugar 1.95 
Deduct duty on 120.54 pounds of ràw.................... 1.711 
, I rs rw tie EN qi 239 


It will thus be shown that the table furnished by the Senator 
from Iowa is incorrect and that the difference under the present 
law, taking the value of granulated at 2.47, which is the average 
value given by him, is considerably less than under the Senate 
bill. same difference exists as to 96 centrifugal and all other 
fade specified in the table furnished by the Senator from Iowa. 

his computation is made without regard to the three thousand 
eight hundred and thirty-three ten-thousandths differential which 
isimposed under the Honse and Senate bills as a countervailing 
duty for the German bounty. 

; President, whatever we may thinkof these figures, there is 
one fact which no one will deny, and that is to be discovered by 
inspecting the last columm of the computation furnished by the 
Senator from Iowa. Take 95 and 98 sugars, which are admitted 
to be the grades of which there is the main importation. What 
is the status of the present amendment with reference to those 
grades, according to the tables furnished by the Senator from 
lowa? In the case of 95 sugars itis stated that the Wilson Act 
resent amendment it is given as 
20.08; practically the same. On 96 sugars it is given under the 
Wilson Act at 19.82, and the Senate bill, 19.83. 

Now, what is the Wilson Act which is thus being imitated and 
relied upon by the Senator from Iowa in justifying this measure? 
It seems that the argument in justification of this schedule, which 
is p. pes to be absolutely conclusive, is that it is no higher than 
the Wilson Act. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from California allow me? 
Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. My only endeavor was to answer the argu- 
ments made upon the other side that we have gone beyond the 
Wilson Act in our differential. 

Mr. WHITE. Ithoroughly understand that proposition, but 
we come ri backtomy point. The justification, if justification 
it can be called, suggested by the argument of the Senator from 
Iowa, and accepting (which we do not) his computation as correct, 
is that this bill is no worse than the Wilson Act. 

What is the attitude of the otherside of the Chamber when con- 
fronted by this argument? I quoted expressions from Senators 
made three years ago when I offered a few remarks two or three 
days past. I have several brochures of the same character upon 
my desk, and I will read very briefly from two or three of them, 
which indicate that while the Republican side of the Senate may 
now believe that the Wilson Act is the most perfect measure ever 
formulated as regards sugar, their sentiments were, in 1894, widely 
at variance with their professed faith now. The Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HaLx] said: 

Mr. President, there is one thing that is as certain as the coming of tides 
and sunrise, and that is that whatever ADDE to be put finally into the bill 


and is comprehended in its features when it passes, the Am people will 
not go long without a return to the feature of free sugar for the breakfast 
tables of saving to those breakf.: tables an annual tax 


of between $05,000, opes 5 (o hr oin Record, page 5764, volume 
26, part 6, June 5, 1894. 

Again, Mr. President, I must say my feelings are outraged. 
This breakfast table, around which our epattican brethren ral- 
lied in 1894, is turned over to its modern autocrat—the sugar 


The Senator from New Hampshire - CHANDLER], whom I 
am pleased to see in the Chamber, commented at the same time 
upon the bill as follows: 


Mr. President, the sugar show is about to close— 


We are now vex near the end of this schedule, Mr. President, 
it will be observe 


The Populists have got free barbed wire and free lumber. The Democrats 
have got the Populists, and the sugar trust has got them all The American 
people are to be taxed next year, and year by year. $60,000,000 annually upon 
a necessity of life solely in order that the shameless boast of the sugar trust 
in the Sugar Trade Journal, that the trust controls Congress, may be carried 
out. (Page 5774, volume 26, part 6, June 5, 1894.) 

And yet we have a table pent by the Senator from Iowa, 
the result of weeks of skilled incubation, which discloses that upon 
these two most important items of 95 and 96 test the bill is defen- 
sible because it is practically like the Wilson Act. 

Then the Senator from Rhode island [Mr. ALDRICH], who is ab- 
sent owing to sickness and who presented the opening argument 
for the Republican side, and upon which they rested, which they 
stood by and sanctioned by their silence, and from which no one 
dissented and against which no Republican computation was 
offered until yesterday, made the following comment: 


Mr. President, it is evident that the die is cast— 0 : 
Evident!— 
le of a at responsible for 1 tion, but hopeless! 
un dn ef this" i 


The spectac: 
and helplessly under the control of inftuences ou Chamber, must 
be a humiliating one tu the American people. 


I confess to some diffidence in continuing this, but as a matter 
of duty I will proceed: 
If the Senators upon the other side of this aisle should vote upon the 
Laren contained in this schedule according to their conscience aud 
ni 


pin em would receive the almost universal condemnation of Democratic 
nators. 


A substitution should be made here. 


eas 


great party cravenly submit to these demands. (Page 5775, volume 26, part 
6, June 5, 1894.) 

And yet the same organization, the representatives of which 
stood by, and if they did not applaud the sentiments it was because 
the decorum of the body prevented it, is to-day not only sanction- 
ing a bill containing larger differentials than the Wilson and House 
n but which likewise imposes a double tax upon the American 
people. 

The same Senator, at page 5775 of the same volume, said: 

And I say to you now that when this question is reached in the Sena: 
shall try on side of the Chamber to secure, if possible, a voto for 
sugar. 

Let me ask Republican Senators whether they are prepared to 
secure a vote for free sugar at this time? 


This struggle will not end— 
The Senator continues— 


This struggle will not end to-day in the Senate: it certainly will be con- 
tinued before the American people and their judgment taken. Itell you, 
Senators, that no act of yours, no provision in t. bill, will be so certains to 
bring upon you and your party the condemnation of the American people as 
this one; and when I say “your party I include also the representatives of 
the Third Party. Those gentlemen have alwaysasserted that they were the 
friends of the people. TAE have signalized that friendship to-day by join- 
ing their Democratic allies in forcing upon the people of the United States 
this unjustifiable, indefensible, and infamous [sugar] tax. I said this tax 
[sugar] was infamous, and if I could employ any stronger word than that in 
characterizing it, I should be glad to do so. 


Is it not sad to reflect, Mr. President, that a great „within 
whose ranks these patriotic sentiments were born, should change 
its tactics and adopt the very policy which it then characterized 
as infamous? 

Mr. TILLMAN, Will the Senator from California allow me 
for a minute? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yesterday we had some other things charac- 
terized as infamous by a distinguished Senatoron the Republican 
side, and later on I was chided indirectly by my good friend the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] because I dealt in epithets. I 
used the words, **the villainy” which the colleagues on the Finance 
Committee of the present members of that committee had perpe- 
trated upon the American people in 1894. The Senators on the 
Republican side claim that they were eniulating and imitating 
their colleagues. The Senator from California has saved me the 
trouble of 3 that What you then characterized as infamous 


you yourselves are to-day perpetrating. 
Mr. WHITE. 1 have referred to the table furnished by the 


we 
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Senator from Iowa for the purpose of illustrdtion, not because I 
concede its correctness in any regard, but, assuming it to be cor- 
rect, I am pointing out to the Senate that its defense depends upon 
an imitation of the legislation thus vigorously denounced. Now 
we are told that the sugar people are entitled to some protection. 
There seems to be a struggle to protect them in some way. Under 
the head of Differential,“ in the table furnished by the Senator 
from Iowa, take the figures given in reference to the House bill. 
According to the table, the House on 95 sugars gave a differential 
of 12.56, and the Senator proposes that we shall now vote a differ- 
ential of 20.06; and on 96 the House gave 12.33 and the Senate is 
now to give 19.83, a little more than the Wilson Act and largely 
morethan the House. Hence the argument is that the protection 
afforded the trust by the House bill was insufficient. If that is 
not theargument, why this differential? This table demonstrates, 
as we have said right along, that, without considering the counter- 
vailing duty of thirty-eight one-hundredths at all, the Senate pro- 
poses to give to the trust as high duty upon the eius i oti 
as before conferred and largely in excess of the House schedule. 

Now, I wish to know how Senators upon the other side will de- 
fend themselves against the charge that they are legislating in 
favor of this gigantic monster, as they were in the habit of term- 
ingitthree years ago; how are they to defend themselves when 
it aepears by demonstration from their own figures that they have 
raised the House differential and are giving to this institution 
much more than the House proposed. So far as I am concerned, 
I do not look with any aversion at all, I may say, to such advan- 
tage which an American industry may legitimately get because 
of the imposition of necessary revenue dpty, but I do not believe 
that the trust people are in a position to deserve legislative favors. 
You have all heard much that was said before the Senate investi- 
gating committee, I will read briefly therefrom: 


Senator ALLEN. Had you or the Su Refining Company contributed any- 
thing to the campaign fund in New York last year—the Democratic State 
cam 112 fund of last year? 

r. HAVEMEYER. I will have to answer that in the affirmative. 

Senator ALLEN. Did you also contribute something to the Republican cam- 
pan fund—that is, for the State campaign? , 

. HAVEMEYER. We always do that. I have not the amount in my mind. 

Senator ALLEN. In 1892 did you contribute to either party? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. The local jes? 

Benator ALLEN. The natio! ties. 
un HAVEMEYER. No, sir; but always tothe local parties. Let that bedis- 


This evidence was given before the last election— 


Senator ALLEN. And you contribute to both parties with the expectation 
interests will be 


that, whichever pariy succeeds, your 
TAN HAVEMEYER. We havea good deal of protection for our contribution. 


They evidently obtain large interest even here— 
MK ALLEN. Therefore you feel at liberty to contribute to both par- 


Mr. HAVEMEYER. It depends. In the State of New York, where the Dem- 
ocratic majority is between 40,000 and 50,000— 


It used to be— 


we throw it their way. Inthe State of Massachusetts, where the Repub- 
lican majority is doubtful, they probably have the call. 

Senator ALLEN. However, in the State of New York you contribute to 
the Democratic party, and in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts you con- 
tribute to the Republican party? 

Mr. 8 It is a 5 ag Peg el there pa dominant 
party, wherever the ority is very large, is the part t gets the 
contribution, because it 1s the party that controls local matters M 

Senator ALLEN. Then the sugar trust is a Democrat in & Democratic 
State and a Republican in a Republican State? 

3 . As far as local matters are concerned, I think that is 
abou 


There was no concealed differential about that. 


. vege 1 In the State of Maine, you control the refineries at Port- 
,do youn 
Mr. 'YEMEYER. tis defunct. We would not 
BRUT o bio V 
Senator ALLEN. In the State of Pennsylvania, where do your contribu- 


tions go? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER, I will have to look that up. 

Senator ALLEN. In the State of your nativity, or the nativity of your cor- 
poration, New Jersey, where do your contributions go? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. I will have to look that up. 

Senator ALLEN. I understand that New Jersey is invariably a Democratic 
Eus H* would pro go to iw 8 party? dita 

T. HAVEMEYER. Under the theo: vo suggested. were th 
it would naturally go to them. ay z aha 
+ * * * * * * 

Senator ALLEN. And this money that you contribute to these different 
parties for campaign purposes, local campaign purposes—that money comes 
out of the corporation of the sugar refining company? 
7%. expenses of that 

r ALLEN. And is a [n uses o! company? 
Mr. HAVEMEYER. Yes, sir. T 


ment would have to be explained by the party who made it. 
Senator ALLEN. The manner in which he 
upon your books? 
. HAVEMEYER. No, sir, 


There are numerous comments made upon this ‘matter in the 
document which I hold in my hand. I continue: 


Mr. Havemeyer has lately explained that he, Mr. Searles, and other trus- 
tees of the American Sugar 


Refining Com are conscientiously wor! 
— mer Lyr olders, whose interests they hod in sacred trust, and he mod- 
estly s : 
“ To-day over 7,000 are interested as stockholders of the company. 


The average holding of stock is about $10,000. It has cost its holders on the 
aversas par. With the exception of the limited amount which is used for 
speculative purposes, it is held for investment." 

How disinterested are Mr. Havemeyer, Mr. Searles, and others can be 
inferred quotation: 


Quoting from the Louisiana Planter and Sugar Manufacturer 
of April 14, 1894: 
A Wall street — oed claims to have inside information, and gives the fol- 
res as being accurate. It says: "Mr. O. Havemeyer, as pa 
e company, receives £s ,000 per annum. Asa member of the board 
of trustees he receives an itio: salary of $25,000, (ws Ba annual 
income from the American Su, Refining Company $100,000. . Theodoro 
A. Havemeyer receives 775,00 650,000 as vice-president and $25,000 as trus- 


tee. 

* Mr. J, E. Searles enjoys the same substantial income, $50,000 as sec 
and treasurer of the company, and $25,000 ns a trustee. The cther members 
of the , Messrs. F. O. Matthiessen, William Dick, and Joseph B. Thomas, 
all receive $25,000 a year, making another annual expenditure of 000. 
There isa vacancy in the board o trustees, caused by tho death of the late 
George Magoun, which necessitates another expense of $25,000 per annum. 
The American Sugar Refining Company therefore ann yy expends 
in salaries for officers and trustees.” 

The average holding of stock may be about $10,000; but the following isthe 
testimony under oath lately given in the New York supreme court as to 


where the majority of it was located, and recent evidence does not indicate 


that the control has changed hands. 
Quoting from the New York World of April 10, 1894: 


At Mr. Matthiessen's home, in Irvington, September 3, 4, and 5, 1889, Mr. 
Matthiessen described the sugar trust. Mr. Havemeyer and he worked to- 
gether and controlled in equal shares $31,000,000 of the $50,000,000 of capital. 
(Testimony of Clarence E. ard.) 

he richuess of the statement that the stock had cost its holders on the 
average par may be approda when it is remembered that the controllin, 
Gui UDO Of ton TAPENE property witch, by the trust's QA DEREN Ja 
Sattar: 1891, was — ^ 510.293.350. T 

Mr. President, can it be possible that it is necessary for us to 
spend our time here devising means to give this institution more 
protection? If the Senator from Iowa is correct with reference to 
the House bill, why is it that we are to devote ourselves to increas- 
ing trust protection and affording these people an opportunity 
further to pursue their monopoly? Every political organization 
has been in the habit of denouncing these trusts. There are many 
people, there are many able statesmen who believe that the com- 
ing question is as to the control of these enormouscombines. We 
know that in all lines of business concentrated capitalin the form 
of trusts is dominating business affairs, narrowing the avenues in 
which youth may kopp to win success, thus making it harder for 
a man to be independent, self-reliant, and useful, and thus forcing 
more and more toward servility to centralized power all classes 
and conditions. The great question of the hour is how to legis- 
late so that we may be able to master these enemies of enterprise 
and good government. 

I confess that it is a tremendous task and one not easy to be 
solved. But when we find a proposition here designed to directly 
benefit a power against which we daily declaim, and which we 
declare should be subverted, it is our duty to hesitate before we 
vote affirmatively to increase the profits of the combination. We 


should, if we believe, as we profess, that trusts should be eradi- 


cated, o any increase of their gains. Otherwise our good 
faith will be t seriously questioned. Fair legislation I favor. I do 
not believe this is fair legislation, and I do not think upon reflec- 
tion, when Senators understand it and appreciate, it they will be 
willing to father it, as I know they can not defend it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on 
the motion submitted by the Senator from Iowa to 
words which have been read. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the proviso, beginning with the 
word Provided,” in line 12, page 64, down to and including the 
word “same,” in line 19, may be over. 

Mr. WHITE. What is the request of the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. ALLISON. Task that the proviso relating to the Hawaiian 
matter may be passed over. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthere objection to the request 
of the Senator from Iowa? The Chair hears none, and it will be 
so ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON, If there are no further amendments to this 
paragraph. I moveto insert the amendment of which I gave notice 
the other day, to be known as aph 2064. 


ing to 
ike out the 


paragr: 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. It is intended to insert as a new paragraph the 
following: 


206}. That the duties on molasses, clayed, „and other sugars 
ing not above 87 degrees by the 8 iiu 


test- 
one-tenth of 1 cent per 
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quuad Jun Shen: ivan esposa by She prégettep Daragrapti on corresponding 
ts of sugar. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment ERTA by the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ISON. I think it should be stated there, on other 
su, testing above 87 degrees by the polariscope.” 

M. JONES of Arkansas. hat was the last statement of 
the Senator? I did not understand it Does he propose to modify 
the amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. I propose to modify it by inserting instead of 
t eo; mding tests of sugar” the words ‘‘on grades of sugar 
testing above 87 degrees of the polariscope.” Let the Secretary 
read itas I have modified it. e language now is on corre- 
sponding tests of sugar," that is, imposed by the 1 para- 
graph on sugars testing above 87 degrees of the polariscope. 

r.JONES of Arkansas. Then, instead of being a reduction, 
the Senator proposes to increase the rate enormously on these low- 
e sugars? 

Mr. ALLISON. To increase them? 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir; that amendment will put 
the tariff on these low-grade sugars exactly the same as on sugars 
above 87. I take it the Senator will put no such tax as that on 


vp 

r. ALLISON. Certainly I have no such purpose, I will say to 
the Senator. It is only a correction of phraseology to which my 
attention has been called. - 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. As I understand the amendment as 
it stands at present, it is to reduce the—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state to the Senator from Arkansas the 

of this amendment. I think it is well known that sugar 
of this character testing 87 degrees and below by the polariscope 
should pay one-tenth of a cent less than other sugars. 

Mr. Jo of Arkansas. That is to say, it shall pay 1 cent for 
75 and 2.01 cents for each degree above 75 until it reaches 87, in- 
stead of 3, 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; that is—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the language of the proposed 
amendment carry out the Senator’s intention? It seems to me 
that the * will leave the rate at 1 cent on 75, and 
three one-hundredths on each degree even after it passes 87. So 
it will be three one-hundredths on sugar between 75 and 87, as well 
as above that. But with the change the Senator just now inti- 
mated it would increase the rates on the low- e sugar abso- 
Iutely to the gross tariff on the amount above 87. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw my suggestion, Certainly I had 
no such purpose. What 1 fear is that the words **on correspond- 
ing tests of sugar" will relate to the same test of sugar embraced 
inthe paragraph, and therefore will be meaningless; that is all. 
I assure the Senator, and of course Senators must understand it, 
that all I desire in this amendment is what we propose. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas.. With the language of the amend- 
ment, That the duties on molasses. clayed, jaggery,“ etc., I am 
inclined to think the words ‘‘and other sugars” ought to go out 
before the words “testing not above 87 degrees by the polariscope 
shall be one-tenth of 1 cent per pound less than those imposed by 
the preceding paragraph on corresponding tests of sugar;” that is 
to say, sugars testing below 87 degrees. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. The amendment was suggested by 


an observation made at my side by the Senator from Connecticut, 


but I withdraw the suggestion. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I am very much inclined to believe 
that the words ‘‘and other sugars” ought to go out. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that is not the purpose. The purpose 
is toinclude all sugars testing below 87 degrees by the polariscope. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But is there any sugar excepting 
molasses and jaggery testing below 75? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think there is. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There certainly can be no centrifu- 

8. 
x ALLISON. Noneof them test below 89; few ot them below 
90. I will allow the amendment to stand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw my modification. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The modification is withdrawn, 
and the amendment will stand as at first presented. 

Mr. ALLISON. As printed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 207, page 65, line 23, after the word ** unmanufactured." to 
strike out twenty and insert ten;“ so as to make the para- 
graph read: , 

207. Maple maple sirup, 4 cents per pound; glucose or 
sugar, 1i N pied pes inits eie s] state, or —.— e 
10 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was, in paragraph 208, page 66, line 1 
after the word ‘‘saccharine,” to strike pur («837 and insert Er 
and in line 2, after the word and,“ to strike out **fifteen" and 
insert ten;“ so as to make the paragraph read: 

208. Saccharine, $1 per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 66, line 3, paragraph 209, 
after the word ‘‘confectionery,” to strike out the comma and the 
words **and all other articles made wholly or in part of sugar; ” 
in line 5, after the word less,“ to strike out pedi ged sugars after 
being refined, when tinctured, colored, or inany way adulterated, 
eight” and insert the word ‘‘four;” in line 7, paragraph 209, be- 
fore the words ‘‘per centum,” to strike ont “twenty” and insert 
** fifteen;" in line 8, after the word“ pound,” to strike out “and 
not more than 35 cents per pound, 12 cents per pound and 20 
per cent ad valorem; valued at above 35 cents per pound;" 
in line 12, before the word “immediate,” to strike out the words 
ot paper or other" and insert of the;" and in the same line, 
after the word ‘‘immediate,” to strike out “ wrappers, tickets, 
labels, cans, cartons, boxes or; so as to make the paragraph 


read: 
209. Su candy and all confectionery valued at 15 cents per pound or 
per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 15 


less. 4 cen 
cents per pound, 50 per cent ad valorem. The weight of tho immediate 


cove other than the outer kin or - 
cluded in the dutiable weight of fie ster Sepe pees N 

The amendment was d to. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
what he estimates that increase of duty upon candy valued at 15 
cents a pound, 4 cents a pound and 15 per cent ad valorem? Itis 
35 per cent under existing law. I notice that we exported $515,263 
worth in 1896, and we imported $22,000 worth. 

Mr. ALLISON. As the Senator will see, we recommend a re- 
duction largely from the House bill. 

Mr. VES But my calculation is that you put it back to 50 
per cent from 35. That is the reason why I asked the question. 

Mr, ALLISON. Twelve cents per pound and 20 per cent ad 
valorem. Does the Senator conclude that that is less than 50 per 
cent? My understanding is that it is more. 

Mr. VEST. Lask the Senator what is his estimate of the duty? 

Mr. ALLISON. It was intended to place that at 50 per cent 
ad valorem. It is a less rate of duty than that proposed in the. 
matter stricken out. If there are no further amendments to this 
schedule, Mr. President—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer an amendment to come in at the 
end of line 15, on page 66. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from South Dakota will be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is that the amendment proposing a new sec- 
tion r ting trusts, etc.? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes, sir; that is the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihoped the Senator would be willing to allow 
that amendment to be passed over for the present, inasmuch as it 
is in the nature of legislation and should go in as a separate and 
distinct section, especially as it applies, I understand, to every 
one of the schedules of the bill. There are several legislative pro- 
visions, and if the Senator will allow it to be passed over until we 
reach those legislative provisions I think it would facilitate action 
on the bill and also place the amendment really in the place where 
it Seared belongs. I of course—— 

. PETTIGREW. The sugar paragraphs of the bill are inti- 
mately related to this amendment, and any discussion of the 
amendment necessarily involves the discussion of the sngar ques- 
tion. It seems to me if we want to facilitate the passage of the 
bill we had better dispose of the sugar question now and not bring 
it up again at the end of the paragraphs of the bill. J shall have 
no objection after it is disposed of, if it is adopted, to giving unan- 
imous consent that it may be put in at any place in the bill in 
arranging the order of the sections afterwards, but it seems to me 
that we had better dispose of thé question now. "Therefore I de- 
sire that it shall be considered at this time. Of course we can not 

revent a majority of the Senate, if they choose to do so, from de- 
aying action upon it, but, as far as I am concerned, I prefer to 
di of it at this time. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from South Dakota will be read. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I want to say a word about this 
matter without detaining the Senate unnecessarily. I never sup- 

until the present session of Congress that there was any 
difference between the two great parties of the country as to the 
propriety of this amendment. I remember very distinctly that in 
1390 the leader of the Republican party, now the Secretary of 
State, Senator Sherman, of Ohio, declared in this Chamber that 
whenever he was satisfied that a trust existed as to any article 
protected by the tariff he would immediately favor removing the 
duty upon that article. That sentiment was repeated with great 


1897. 
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approbation u both sides of the Chamber and in the press of 

e country of all complexions and itical Wpinion, and until 
now I did not suppose there was any difference of opinion. 

But, Mr. President, I have one overwhelming reason for want- 
ing to vote upon this proposition now, and I gave it or intimated 
it some days ago. I want to dispose of the sugar schedule. As I 
have had occasion to say more than once, it is a source of calumny, 
scandal, and irritation, and there is no peace, to speak properly, 
in the Senate or in Congress as long as the schedule is pending. 

Now, suppose we put off this amendment until the close of the 
bill. Then when it comes up for discussion the whole sugar sched- 
ule will be up again, the whole question will be gone over, and 
there will be the same irritation and the same scandal, For one, 
I want to dispose of it and take my share of dui sd ad as to all 
parts of it. f shall insist upon a vote now. If our friends upon 
the other side are not willing to meet it, let them take the responsi- 
bility of putting it off. 

It seems to me that this is the appropriate time. We have been 
talking here about trusts and combines for a week. The press of 
the country is full of all sorts of innuendoes and direct charges 
even as to the motives of Senators and the influences at work 
here. That great trust is like an octopus, as they say, and is con- 
troling Congress. I want to see now whether we can not dis- 
pose of this matter, and dispose of all the pues of it and get rid 
of it. As the Senator from South Dakota properly remarked, 
as to the place in the bill where this omes is to go, that is 
very easily adjusted. "There can be no friction in regard to it. 

It is reported—I do not know, for I am not in the confidence of 
our friends on the other side politically—that this matter has been 
the subject of caucus deliberation by the Republicans, and that it 
has been referred to the majority of the Judiciary Committee of 
the Senate, the Republican Senators on that committee. Now, we 
are just as competent to decide on this question as any committee. 
We understand the bearing of the whole question as much as we 
will know after a dozen reports from a dozen committees. Iknow 
of no legal question that is involved in it, and as to the details of 
the amendment we are entirely competent and ready, so far as I am 
concerned, to take it up and dispose of those details. Until we do 
get rid of it it will hang over the Senate and bethe fruitful source 

. of all sorts of irritation and scandal. For one I wantto vote onit. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from South Dakota will be read. 

The SECRETARY. 


free of duty if said articles or articles of a like character of domestic produc- 
tion are manufactured or their sale controlled or the price affected by atrust 
orcombination to increase the cost of said articles to purchasers by prevent- 
ing competition or otherwise. Every contract, combination in the form of a 
trust, or association or corporation whose effect is to restrict the quantity of 
production or iucrease the price of any article, or any conspiracy in restraint 
of trade, shall be deemed a trust within the provisions of this act. 

Any citizen of the United States may flle a petition, verified by oath or 
affirmation, in any district court of the United States where the defendant 
has an office or place of business or may reside, alleging the existence of a 
trust as herein defined, and that articles or products subject to duty under 
this act, or articles or products of like character of domestic production, are 
manufactured, or their sale controlled. or the price affected by said trust; 
whereupon a summons shall be immediately ed from said court direct- 
ing the defendant to appear and answer said petition, the case to he gov- 
erned as to time and manner of service, the pleadings, and all proceedin 
had therein, as is now provided by law in civil causes instituted in the dis- 
trict courts of the United States. F 

If any citizen of the United States shall file with any district attorney for 
said district the petition herein set forth, it shall be the duty of said attorney 
to institute proceedings forthwith in the district court for said district in 
the name of the United States for the purpose of determining the issues made 
Syaa petition, like proceedings to be had in such case as hereinbefore pre- 
80 " 


The summons to the defendant or defendants herein required shall be 
served upon the president or chief officer, if a corporation, or upon all the 
members, if an ation or partnership, and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall also be notifled of the existence and nature of the suit. 

li cases instituted as herein ond shall be advanced upon the docket 
of the court so as to have p ence of trial over nl] civil causes thereon, 
and an appeal may be taken from the decision of the district court to the 
circuit court of the United States for the district, under the same rules as 
are prescribed for like MEM in other civil cases, but the judgment of the 

na 


circuit court shall be final. 
If the decision of the court shall be that the allegations of the petitions 
are true, an order directing the customs officers of the United States to 


thereafter permit the importation of such article or articles free of dut; 
shall at once issue: Provided, That where a duty is levied upon raw materi 
or any article that is improved by any process Aa 3 imported, the dut 
on the raw material or unrefined or unimproved article shall be collected, 
and a like amount of duty upon the refined or improved article as provided 
by thisact; but thedifferentialoradditional duty shall not be collected if the 
improved or refined product is found to be the subject of a trust, as herein- 
before set forth: Provided, That at any time after judgment the Secretary 
of the Treasury, upon written grounds, or any party to the proceedings upon 
petition, verified by oath or affirmation, may move the court to set aside or 
suspend the enforcement of such judgment. If upon hearing it shall be ad- 
judged that the trust has ceased to exist, it shall be the duty of the Secretar 
of the Treasury to withdraw or cancel his orders to the customs officers, an 
such officers shall immediately resume the collection of the duties imposed by 
thisact. The parties to the original proceeding who do not join in the motion 
shall have reasonable notice thereof, and the motion shall be advanced and 
have precedence of trial overall civil causes. Appeals may be taken as in the 
original proceeding to the circuit court, but the judgment of that court upon 
the motion shall be final. i 


After line 15, page 66, it is proposed to insert: 
That all articles on the dutiable list mentioned in this act shall be admitted 


7 


— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. Presidenf, up to the last national con- 
vention the amendment which I have offered was in strict accord 
with thé platform, the principles, and the policies of the Repub- 
lican party. But the last convention of the Republican party at 
St. Louis left that plank out of their platform. Previous to that 
time the Republican party had declared for bimetallism. Bimet- 
allism is dangerous to trusts, because trusts do not thrive on rising 
prices, but flourish when prices decline. Therefore if the trusts 
"were to be left out, and bimetallism left out, everything was in 
absolute harmony. The platform accorded apparently with the 
policies of the convention. If this was accidental, if this provision 
was left out of the platform by an oversight, if it was not left out 
because the trusts had gained possession of the convention and 
did not desire to abuse each other, then of course that will be 
illustrated by the vote to-day. 

In the platform of 1888 the Republican party declared: 


We declare our opposition to all combinations of capital, organized in trusts 
or otherwise, to control arbitrarily the S 1 9 bes of trade among our citizens; 
and werecommend to Congress and the State legislatures, in their respective 
jurisdictions, such legislation as will prevent the execution of all schemes to 
oppress the people by undue charges on their supplies, or by unjust rates for 
the transportation of their products to market. e approve the legislation 
by Con (den to prevent alike unjust burdens and unfair discriminations be- 
tween the States. 


And that is good Republican doctrine. It was at that time. 
At the next convention, in 1892, the Republican party declared: 


We reaffirm our opposition, declared in the Republican platform of 8 
to all combinations or capital organized in trusts or otherwise to contro! 
arbitrarily the condition of trade among our citizens. We heartily indorse 
the action already taken upon this VES ee and ask for such further legisla- 
tion as may be required to remedy any defects in existing laws and to render 
their enforcement more complete and effective. 


To-day we have a chance to carry out the plank in that platform 
and enact those necessary laws, to enact one of those protective 
provisions to carry out this platform by declaring hat every 
article controlled by a trust or by a combination to limit produc- 
tion or increase the price shall be subject to the competition of 
the world, unless the trust will dissolve. The punishment is there- 
fore automatic. The trust can decide whether it will go out of 
existence or contest the rich American market with the manufac- 
turers of other countries. It is absolutely and strictly in accord- 
ance with the fundamental principles of protection as laid down 
by the Republican party since it eame into existence, for the Re- 
publican doctrine was that by protection we reduce the price of 
the article to the consumer; that by protection we build up com- 
petition at home; that competition lowers the price and does jus- 
tice'to the consumer. But, Mr. President, when you allow the 
existence of a trust to control that price and then fix a tariff by 
which they can raise the price to the limit of the tariff, you have 
overturned every principle of protection. You can not justify 
this bill without the amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President. I do not wish to debate this ques- 
tion now. I expected when I came here and now expect to do, 
for one, all in my power to check and control the evil at which 
the amendment isaimed. I donot think it finds a proper place in 
atariff bill. I think it belongs to the penal legislation of tlie coun- 
try; that it should be considered by the Senators who are charged 
by the Senate with the consideration of that class of questions, 
and should be a bill by itself. It seems to me to have no place 
here. U trust that some additional legislation may be devised and 
will be devised that may be satisfactory to the country as far as 
such things can be controlled by legislation. 

Further, I am opposed to the amendment for one special reason, 
besides many others. Its provisions are such that any two or 
three. men (they may be foreigners, they may be exporters, they 
may do it for the express purposes of accomplishing that result), 
by making a combination for the purpose of increasing the cost of 
articles, can at once compel the article they make to be put on the 
free list, and doing the thing with that motive, however small or 
temporary or ineffective their purpose, will put the article affected 
on the free list. So if three wool importers in Boston do this 
thing, they can ruin every woolgrower in the West, whose pros- 
perity depends on the existence of the tariff. If three men in Chi- 
cago make a combination to put up the price of the manufactures 
of wool, they can ruin 10,000 innocent, honest woolen manufac- 
turers in New England. In other words, you put the great pro- 
tective policies of this country at the mercy of two or three crimi- 
nal persons. 

Senators may talk about trusts and spéculation. Was there 
ever a trust, was there ever a speculation possible under existing 
laws like what wonld be possible under a law which, like this 
amendment, provides that three men may have a tariff on an arti- 
cle for one six months and nof for the next six months, and then 
renew it another six months, and so on? 

SoI P to vote against the amendment. 

Mr. AULKNER. I ask the Senator whether he is correct in 


| his view in reference to the effect of the amendment. When he 
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considers the amendment on page 3, from line 44 down to line 55, 
he will find that it very guardedly protects the very proposition 
that he thinks it opens to e 


very party. : 

Mr. HOAR. No; I do not think it does at all, as you will see. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The proviso beginning in line 47 reads: 

Provided, That where a duty is levied upon raw material or any article 
that isimproved by any process after being imported, the duty on the raw 
material or unrefined or unimproved article shall be collec and a like 
amount of duty upon the refined or improved article as provided this act; 
but the differential or additional duty shall not be collected if the improved 
rs refined product is found to be the subject of a trust, as hereinbefore set 


For example, take the sugar trust. The Senator does not mean 
to maintain, if the courts held and adjudicated that that was a 
trust under the provisions of this amendment, that raw sugar 
would be exempt from duty, but simply the differential between 
the raw and the refined as given by the bill? s 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, let us see, if we can, what this 
amendment is. It says: 

That all articles on the dutiable list mentioned in this act shall be admitted 


free of duty if said articles or articles of a like character of domestic produc- 
tion are manufactured— 


That is one complete sentence— 
or their sale controlled— 
That is the second alternative— 
o me price affected by a trust or combination to increase the cost of said arti- 


That is the third alternative. That would cover every contract 
whose effect is to restrict the quantity of production or increase 
the price. A contract between two country firms, of the most 
insignificant character, diminishing the quantity of production or 
increasing the price of any article is a trust. The doing of any 
of the things I have read would make an article free, That ends 


that. 

Mr. FAULKNER. No. 

Mr. HOAR. Now comes your remedy: / 

Any citizen of the United States may file a petition, verifled by oath or 
affirmation, in any district court of the United States where tbe defendant 
has an office or place of business or may reside, alleging the existence of a 
trust as herein defined. 

That is, that John Brown and John Smith, of Huckleberry Cen- 
ter, Me., have contrived to raise the price of imported wool or of 
wheat in that town, or to restrict the product of grain, each of 
them having an acre of wheat, agreeing that they will not raise 
any more. at having been done, you file your petition and the 
summons issues. Then, when that is done, the parties being the 
petitioner on one side and these two people on the other, the case 
goeson. Then you have another provision that the district at- 
torney also, for the Government, may file a like petition. When 
either of these cases, either this between John Brown and John 
Smith, of Huckleberry Center, or John Jones or the district attor- 
ney’s petition has got to the court, the court finds, withont any 
discretion, that the . 5 of the petition are true. 

Then, having found t, an order is issued directing the cus- 
toms bfficers of the United States to thereafter permit the importa- 
tion of wool throughout this country free, or the importation of 
wheat free, or of cotton, or of lumber free, as the case may be, 
that little, trivial, petty transaction having taken place; and there- 
upon there are these provisions about raw materials, etc., which 
it is not n to read. E ; 

Isay again that there never was put into words like these a 
scheme or proposed in the wildest imagination which 
would so encourage gambling, ulation, and trusts, the im- 

control of the business of many men by the few. It is 
Folly and abomination through and through. Three knaves, Ca- 
nadians, Englishmen, n8, dinavians, Mesopotamians, 
Jews, bond or free, as St. Paul says, may come over here and do 
this thing for the very p of overthrowing our tariff laws, 
and the whole tariff system in this country is to be at their mercy 
and the thousands and thousands of honest men doing a small 
business on the stream where you live, Mr. President [Mr. GAL- 
LINGER in the chair], or where I live, the farmers in the great 
wheat-growing regions of this country, the manufacturers of iron 
and steel, are to be put at the mercy of this combination by this 
proposition, which does not, even if that would help it much, give 
a drop of discretion to pas inter to temper its exercise either by 
mercy or by reason. I tell the Senator from West Virginia I am 
right in what this thing means and as to what it says, and neither 
he nor anybody else can get away from it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I am not going into any de- 
nunciation of any interest, or use any strong lan „such as the 
Senator from Massachusetts has done in discussing this question. 
Iam looking at it simply from a legal standpoint. Iam satisfied 
the Senator from Massachusetts is wrong. lam satisfied that the 
provision is clearly drawn to carry out the purpose and intention 
of its author, and that no order could be issued which could put 


raw material, such as wool, taking the illustration which the Sen- 
ator gave, on list, although it might be found that the 
manufactured. which is woolen cloths, was in a trust. 

Mr. HOAR. Idid not m that the manufactured article bein, 
inatrust would make wool free. I said a trust affecting woo 
would make wool free. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It could not make wool free if it is raw ma- 
terial, nor could if make even the manufactured product free; 
but the ad valorem duty upon the article, which is the tariff du 
npon wool, and not the compensatory duty by reason of raw wool, 
would also be collected under the provisions of this bill. The 
only penalty would be the penalty. of the compensatory duty. 
That would be forfeited. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does not the Senator understand 
that, by the provisions of this proposed amendment, if there is a 
trust which in any way controls the raw material, that raw mate- 
rial is to be free also? 

Mr. FAULKNER. No, I do not. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have not the amendment before 
me, but I wish the Senator would read that provision. 

Mr. FAULKNER. TheSenatorfrom Massachusetts simply read 
the opening clause, which refers to the subjects that are intended 
to be embraced; and then he went on very carefully to describe the 
right of the citizen or the district attorney to file a petition to 
bring the subject-matter before the court for its adjudication; but 
when he came to the judgmentof the court, the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts ceased to discuss the amendment. Why? Because the 
judgment of the court fixes exactly the question as to whether or 
not the transaction would deprive the parties or the Government 
of the right of taxation on either the raw material or the improved 
article,except so far as the differential was given in the interest of 
that particular trust, or of the'compensatory duty given, as in the 
interest of wool. 

Here is the provision as to the judgment of the court, and that 
is the only way tf which any article can get upon the free list by 
virtue of this judgment, and that judgment is controlled by the 
express provision of the amendment itself: 

If the decision of the court shall be that the allegations of the petitions are 
true, an order directing the customs officers of the United States to thereafter 
poor the importation of such article or articles free of duty shall at once 

If the provision stopped there, there is no question about what 
would be the effect of it. All articles as to which there wasa 
trust would necessarily be placed upon ihe free list by virtue of 
the provisions of this amendment; but the limitation under the 
proviso is as follows: 

Provided, That where a duty is levied upon raw material, or any article 
that isimproved by any process after being imported, the duty on the raw 
material or unrefined or unimproved article shall be collected, and a like 
amount of Myr uponthe refined or improved article as provided by this 
act; but the erentialor additional duty shall not be collected if the im- 
gore ox reed product is found to be the subject of a trust, as hereinbe- 

It is limited to the improved product. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, all articles are to be 
admitted free of duty if such articles are controlled by a trust. 
That is the way the amendment begins, All articles." Then it 
goes on to say: 

That where a duty is levied upon raw material, or any article that is im- 
Pat tas Se fogs process after being imported, the duty on the raw material or 


unrefined or unimproved article shall be collected, and a like amount of duty 


upon the refined or improved article as provided by this act; but the differen- 


tial or additional duty shall not bo collected. 

Very clearly to my apprehension that only applies to what 
the Senate has read; but where this trust pr hs not the raw 
material, but the thing in its advanced stage, in which case the 


raw material being still dutiable, in spite of the provision that all 
matters affected by a trust are , the advanced process is the 
subject of the trust. 


Then the 8 on to say, that this 
duty being collected on the raw material, you are to collect on 
the advanced process of the product so much as is the duty on 
the raw material, but not the differential. That would be an in- 
justice in this thing. 

The Senator certainly does not mean to say that this provision 
was drawn with the view of protecting trusts on raw materials 
which the operators or the manufacturers in an advanced stagó 
had nothing to do with. He does not mean to say that he pro- 
poses to support an amendment which permits trusts in wool, 
or permits trusts in wheat, or permits trusts in cotton, or anything 
of that kind, or to make them still lawful and protected, and that 
he is only aiming at trusts by manufacturers. It would be a 
monstrous proposition, which my honorable friend never would 
support. This is very clear in that particular to my apprehension. 
It € that all articles that are the subject of this trust shall 
be admitted free of duty without an exception, but that when the 
raw material continues dutiable, that is not being the subject of 
a trust, but where there is a trust in the advanced stage you shall 
collect the duty on the raw material, and that from the men who 
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of the thing in its ad stage as belongs to the raw material; 
ise you would be punishing them, and you shall not collect 
the differential, which is what this trust is dealing in. Thatis 
what the says. 
Mr. FAUL 


I see the Senator from Massachusetts, upon 
a reconsideration of the matter, recognizes the correctness of my 
ition. 
Ar. OAR. The Senator will pardon me. If the Senator is 
right, then you have got a proposition here, as is suggested to me 
by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], by the confession 
ok its friends, providing for an importers’ trust and only protect- 
ing that. Itis worse in the construction of my honorable friend 
the Senator from Connecticut than it is in mine. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The honorable Senator is as much in error 
upon that as he was before; but inasmuch as he has confessed his 
first error - 

Mr. HOAR. I have not confessed any error. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The entire discussion of the question—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I thought I had the floor. The Senator 
has not addressed the Chair and he has not asked permission to 


inte t me. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from West Virginia yield to me? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will, with pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. Idesire to say to my honorable friend that I am 
amazed at his statement. I have not suggested or thought or 
intimated that I had been mistaken in any respect. I affirm now, 
without qualification, that the proposition which I first laid down 
is true. tI said was that if in substance this amendment 
does in effect protect trusts by importers, it is worse even than I 
had thought it. 

Mr, FAULKNER. That was in the latter part of the Senator's 
remarks, suggested to him by the distinguished Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT]; but as I understand from his remarks— 
and I think he will find I am correct when he reads them in the 
RECORD—he said that he recognized the fact that it did not enable 
anyone to combine in reference to raw wool by making a trust 
and having it declared a trust, and then raw wool was to come in 
free. That was the argument of the Senator. 
erg HOAR, I disclaim having said that before, I never said 

t. 
Mr. FAULKNER. ThenIdid not understand the distinguished 


tor. 

Mr. HOAR. "That is exactly right. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course I attribute it entirely to my ob- 
tuseness and not to the Senator's want of facility in expression. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from West Virginia yield to me 
further to say a word? 

Mr. FAULKNER. With pleasure. 

Mr.HOAR. I oniy man to say that the Senator is a man of 
most remarkable intellectual acuteness, but that, in fact, he mis- 
understands me. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have no doubt, as the Senator so states, 
that I did misunderstand him; but I think the Senate understood 
the Senator as I did; at least, the Senators around me certainly did. 

It will be found upon an examination of this amendment just 
as Istated. It puts a punishment upon all combinations or trusts 
in manufactured articles where there is a duty upon the raw ma- 
terial and where there is a duty also upon the manufactured prod- 
uct, which duty upon the manufactured product is increased b 
reason of the fact that a duty is put upon the raw material. It 
is spe baw igen that, in the judgment of the court, the differen- 
tial or efit given to them over and above the amount of the 
yid spon the raw material shall be taken from them by reason 
of the formation of the trust as a penalty for that offense. When 
that is done, the penalty of the law is fully exhausted, and any 
manufacturers who form a trust in raw material would not be 
benefited by having wool, as ted by the Senator, put upon 
the free list; but all raw EIA des all circumstances, under 
the provision of the amendment providing for the judgmentof the 
cours must be put upon the dutiable list at the rates fixed in this 


Further than that, all partially manufactured articles must also 
be kept upon the dutiable list, as provided in this bill, notwith- 
standing this; but so far as the finished product is concerned, as 
to the differential given to it—as in the case of woolen goods, the 
compensatory duty, and, as I suppose would be the case as to the 
sugar trust, the difference between theraw and the refined sugar— 
the trust would have, of course, to surrender that benefit as a 
penalty under the provisions of the amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the honorable Senator before he sits 
down one practical question? 

Mr. FAULKNER. C inly. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose it be the case of Egyptian cotton, which, 
Isuppose, is an article of like character" with the sea-island 


On Zor HAC JA Spy of this bill; at any rate, we will assume 
that. What is to be done with that? The amendment says: 

That all articles on the dutiable list mentioned in this act shall be admit- 
ted free of duty if said articles or articles of a like character of domestic pro- 
duction are manufac — 

Leave'that out— 
or their sale controlled or the price affected by a trust or combination, 

So if the sale of sea-island cotton is controlled or its price is af- 
fected by a trust or combination to increase the cost of the article 
to the consumer, then it is to be admitted free of duty. That is 


the first proposition. 
Wes FAULKNER. That is according to the Senator's interpre- 
tion. 


Mr. HOAR. Thatis my interpretation of the firstclause. Then 
you go on and say that a duty shall be levied; then that the duty 
on the raw material shall be collected, and the differential duty 
shall not. It seems to me—and I ask the Senator if I am not 
right—that where the duty is not to be levied upon an articleany 
longer because it is on the free list, the provision about the differ- 
ential does not apply; in other words, is it not true that the pur- 
pose of the framer of this amendment was to strike at the trust, 
if the trust only affected the manufactured article, and then not to 
hurt the producer of the raw material? Butif it affected the pro- 
ducer of the raw material, then to protect him. Is not that true, 
or is not the alternative proposition true, that this is provided to 
protect importers’ trusts of raw material, and only to strike at 
manufacturers' trusts? : 

Mr. FAULKNER. I donot think it does apply. Ido not think 
that is the correct view of the provision. I think it has no effect 
whatever in the cases su ted by the Senator; but really the 
penalty, which is the provision on the third page of the amend- 
ment, and the only penalty that can be imposed by the order of 
the court, is limited in such a way that it can only apply to the 
manufactured article. That is my opinion. 

The amendment is carefully worded in reference to another 
uestion. In some instances in the tariff the manufactured article 
oes not receive a compensatory or differential duty which is as 

large as the duty on the raw material, This amendment provides 
that, notwithstanding that provision, the manufactured product, 
although in the trust, being compelled to pay the full duty on the 
raw material, the same amount of duty shall be collected upon 
competing articles of that character, although they are in the trust. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. The woolen manufacturers receive a compensatory 
duty for the duty on wool. Suppose the woolen manufacturers 
of Massachusetts should form a trust for the purpose of increasing 
the price of woolen goods, would not, then, the woolen manufac- 
turers of the country, under this proposed amendment if it should 
become a part of the law, lose their compensatory duty? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Partlyso, but as the duty on theraw material 
is so large, they would get a larger duty by reason of the provision 
of this amendment than they would get as a duty upon manu- 


factured mos 

Mr. FRYE. But they are still obliged to pay a duty on the wool. 

Mr. FAULKNER. ‘To that extent they would get the duty on 
the competing articles which were im d 

Mr. YE. As I understand it, if the woolen manufacturers 
of Massachusetts should form a combination in the shape of a 
trust, and the woolen manufacturers of Maine and Indiana should 
not, the woolen manufacturers of Maine and Indiana would pay 
the penalty for the wrong done by the woolen manufacturers of 
Massachusetts? 

Mr. FAULKNER. To the extent that the article produced by 
the trust would be put upon the free list. 

Mr. FRYE. If they were affected at all, would it not be in the 
way I have stated? : 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think it would be just, because it would 
return every cent that they had paid for the material that entered 
into this article which was the product of the trust. That is the 
provision of this amendment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, I should like to ask the Senator 
from West Virginia what his construction of this amendment is? 
Is his construction such that if there be a combination to control 
the price of imported articles which are raw material and on the 
dutiable list, those articles will be admitted free of duty, or is it 
ony SE the case of manufactured products? 

. FAULKNER. In the case of manufactured products, I 
say, because there is no provision for the judgment of the court 
except as to manufactured products. That limits all the provisions 
of the amendment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then it seems that the construc- 
tion which I suggested to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Mo] is correct. Here is an amendment which proposes to put 
manufactured articles on the free list if anybody in any way is 
associated to raise the price of those manufactured articles, but 
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it does not put articles which are called raw materials on the free 
list, however many trusts there may be in them. If a trust be 
formed to control the importation of raw sagar, sugar is not to 
be put on the free list because of the trust; but it is only when 
some trust relates to the manufacture or improvement of what is 
called the raw material. So that the amendment provides for 
and encourages importers' trusts, and condemns trusts if they 
exist among our own people to improve upon imported articles, 


[Mr. PETTUS addressed the Senate. See Appendix.] 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I do not intend at this time to 
enter upon a general discussion of the subject-matter of trusts, 
but I shall simply aim in a few brief words to point out what I 
conceive to be some of the radical defects of the amendment of 
the Senator from South Dakota. In the little I undertake to say 
on this occasion I will proceed on the theory that we are all of us 
actuated by an honest desire and an honest purpose to repress by 
suitable legislation all unlawful trusts and unlawful combina- 
tions, as far as it is possible, and that the real difference is in re- 
spect to the means that we severally invoke. 

In the early part of this session, when the tariff bill first came 
into this body, I took the liberty of preparing and introducing an 
amendment on the subject of trusts. studied over the question 
somewhat, and when I had prepared my brief amendment and 
introduced it I thought at the time that so far as it extended it 
was a perfect piece of legislation, I was further fortified in this 
view by the fact that a provision substantially similar appeared 
in the Canadian tariff bill. But I have now, after deliberatin 
over the matter, come to the conclusion that the amendment whic 
I offered, as I shall point out by and by, is not the proper thing, 
and would not in practical operation subserve the purpose intended, 
but would tend to greatly embarrass the Executive and would 
lead to no substantial advantage. 

When I first read the amendment of the Senator from South 
Dakota, I thought it had undoubted merit. In the first place, as 
& lawyer, it appealed to my sense of justice from the fact that it 
pros to submit the question of trust tothe courts. But if we 

ook at the ultimate object in view from a practical standpoint— 
and that is the test we must apply in these cases when we 
come to legislate—we will see the defects of the measure. 

The amendment of the Senator from South Dakota contains 
three controlling provisions. In the first paragraph it defines 
what constitutes a forbidden trust or combination in the follow- 
ing language: 


That all articles on the dutiable list mentioned in this act shall be admitted 
free of duty if said articles or articles of a like character of domestic produc- 
tion are manufactured or their sale controlled or the price affected by a trust 
or combination to increase the cost of said articles to purchasers by prevent- 
ing competition or otherwise. Every contract, combination in the form of a 
trust, or association or corporation whose effect is to restrict the quantity of 
production or increase the price of any article, or any conspiracy in raint 
of trade shall be deemed a t within the provisions of this act. 


Thisis the definition of a trust or unlawful combination. It 
NI down the fundamental principle or cause of action. The 
following paragraph prescribes the procedure to be resorted to in 
ascertaining the existence of the trust: 

Any citizen of the United States may file a petition, verified by oath or 
affirmation, in any district court of the United States where the defendant 
has an office or place of business or may reside, alleging the existence of a 
trust, as herein defined; and that articles or products subject to duty under 
this act, or articles or products of like character of domestic production, are 
manufactured, or their sale controlled, orthe price affec by said trust; 
whereupon a summons shall be immediately issued from said court directing 
the defendant to appear and answer said petition, the case to be governed as 
to time and manner of service, the pianga na all 8 ad therein, 
as is now provided by law in civil causes instituted in the district courts of 
the United States. - N 

If any citizen of the United States shall file with any district attorney for 
said district the petition herein set forth, it shall betheduty of said attorney 
to institute proceedinzs forthwith in the district court for said district in the 
name of the United States for the purpose of determining the issues made by 
= armes like proceedings to be had in such case as hereinbefore pre- 
se 


The issue thus presented is to be tried by the court, and if the 
court finally decides that a trust does exist, no matter how lim- 
ited, no matter how few may be in the trust, no matter how limited 
Ped be the territorial area which it occupies, then it inevitably 
follows that the goodsin respectto which the trust exists or those 
of a similar nature are to be put upon the free list, except in the 
case of raw material This is the language of the amendment 
upon this point: 

If the decision of the court shall be that theallegations of the petitions are 
true, an order directing the customs officers of the United States to there- 
after permit the importation of such article or articles free of duty shall at 
once issue. 

What are the consequences of such a judgment? The conse- 
quences are that all the goods of the character and kind embraced 
in the trust found throughout the entire Union are put upon the 
free list, and, as a consequence, the Government is deprived of 
the revenue. But this loss of revenue is not all. If in any pór- 
tion of this country, in any corner—and we have an immense 


domain, extending from ocean to ocean and from the Great Lakes 
to the Gulf—there is a trust of any kind or to any extent in the 
manufacture of, say, woolen goods, or in the manufacture of cot- 
ton goods, and any citizen chooses to make complaint that there 
is such a trust, and that issue is tried and found to be true, under 
this amendment it inevitably follows that not only is that part of 
the country in which the trust exists and which is directly affected 
by the trust placed under free trade, but the entire country, East 
as well as West, suffers the same penalty. The innocent manu- 
facturer suffers in common with the guilty one. 

Take the case of a great industry from which we derive a large 
amount of revenue. If in respect to that one industry a trust is 
found in any corner of this broad land, in any one of our forty- 
odd States, no matter how limited in area or numbers the trust 
may be, and the court decides there is such a trust, then under 
this rigid and arbitrary amendment it follows inevitably that all 
over this Union the product or output of that industry is put 
upon the freelist. So you seethat if a trust isfound by the court 
in any corner of this land, two reir gown follow, two punish- 
ments follow that may be far greater than the evil to be corrected. 
One is that all over the country parties who are innocent of the 
trust, parties who have not been in the combination, but who are 
unfortunate enough to be engaged in that particular industry, 
are . and put under the penalties of free trade, and then, 
in addition, the Government is deprived of its revenue, a matter 
that may be of serious consequence where millions of revenue 
are involved. 

We can not fool the American people by any such legislation as 
this. However anxious and desirous we may be to check and 
restrain trusts—and I believe I am as anxious as anybody— we can 
not afford to inject any such legislation into a tariff bill or put it 
on the statute books. 

Mr. President, in this connection,I will candidly call attention 
to my amendment and what I now see are its defects, and will also 
call attention to a provision in the Canadian tariff bill on the same 
subject. First I will read the Canadian provision, so Senatorscan 
see the difference. The Canadian is as follows: 

That whenever it shall appear to the satisfaction of the governor in coun- 
cil that as respects any article of commerce there exists any trust, combina- 
tion, association, or agreement of any kind among the manufacturers of such 
article, or the dealers therein, or any portion of them, to enhance the price 
of such article, or in any other way to unduly promote the advantage of such 
manufacturers or dealers at the expense of the consumers, and that such 
disadvant to the consumers is fi tated by the customs duty imposed on 
alike article when imported, then the 8 in council shall place such 
article on the free list, or so reduce the duty on it as to give to the public the 
benefit of reasonable competition in such article. 

Now, this provision is subject to the same criticism, in my 
mind, but not to an equal extent, as is the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota. It is subject to the criticism that if the 
governor in council—that means the governor and his cabinet— 
finds that there is a trust, then it is mandatory on him to apply 
the law and to put the article on the free list or reduce the duty. It 
is in this respect as rigid as the amendment of the Senator from 
South Dakota. 

My amendment differs in this respect, that it leaves the exercise 
of the power discretionary with the President. This is the amend- 
ment which I prepared, and which I thought at the time I intro- 
duced it was a good one: 

That whenever it shall appear to the satisfaction of the President of the 
United States, after due investigation, upon the complaint of any person, 
that a contract, understanding, combination, in the form of a trust or other- 
wise, or u 2 oxists among the 3 or manufacturers of any 
product or commodity to restrain. stifle, or monopolize the manufacture, 
production, or sale, or to enhance the price of such product or commodity, 
then he. shall have the por in his discretion, to suspend, by Executive 
order, the collection of all duties levied under this act upon any product or 
commodity imported which is substantially similar or like Yn mate 
quality, texture, or the use to which it may be applied, to the product or 
commodity in respect to which the contract, understanding, combination, or 
conspir; aforesaid may exist, and during such suspension the products or 
commodities upon which the duties levied are suspended, as aforesaid, shall 
be admitted free of duty. Whenever the President becomes satisfied that 
the cause for which the suspension was ordered has ceased to exist, it shall 
be his duty to revoke the order of suspension, and thereupon duties 
thereafter be levied and collected as though said order had never been made. 
^ Now, the criticism upon this trust amendment. and I think it is 
a fair and a just one, is of a twofold nature. The first is that it 


| imposes an extraordinary and burdensome duty upon the Execu- 


tive to investigate these trusts. That is a criticism of my own 
and of others. But that is not the worst feature of it. The ex- 
ecutive department could refer the question of determining the 
existence of the trust to the Secretary of the Treasury or other 
subordinates. 

But the worst feature, to my mind, and I ask every one of you to 

ut yourselves in the President's place—you know I can not do 
it—is the onus of exercising the discretion cast upon him. How- 
ever honest a President may be, however fearless and independent 
he may be, whatever course he might take would be subject to 
criticism. One side or the other might charge him with unfair- 
ness, and he would be kept under perpetual suspicion. One side 
or the other would suspect him of unfairness. 1t would never do 
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under our system of government to place our President under 
such stress or to subject him to any such embarrassment or hu- 
miliation. This feature of the amendment is. to my mind, a very 
serious objection; so serious that after considering it I have felt 
as though it would not be fair for me to press it any further. 

But while these are my views about all these amendments, I 
still feel that we ought to insert in this bill some legislation to 
restrain and repress trusts. But let us do it, Mr. President, in a 
manly and straightforward manner. Let us remember that we 
can not fool the American people, however much we may fool 
ourselves, by putting in an amendment here that will be self- 
destructive and suicidal. The Canadian provision, as I have 
8 out, is fatal, because it makes it obligatory, if a trust js 

ound, upon the Governor-General and council to place the article 
on the list and remit the duty in Whole or in part. The 
amendment of the Senator from South Dakota is defective for at 
least two reasons. If a trust in anycorner of our land, no matter 
how limited, is found to exist by the court, two fatal consequences 
will follow. One is a loss of revenue which may cripple the 
Government, and the other is to punish manufacturers, all over 
the land, who are as innocent of the trust as the babe on its 
mother's knee. 

Senators, we can not afford to resort to any such legislation. 
We can not fool any of the American people by taking any such 
steps as these. I hope that in a manly way we will vote down all 
these amendments, and then get together and ee upon some- 
thing that is within the range and scope of practical legislation. 
eas by, when this question comes up again, I shall take the 
liberty to ask a few moments time of the Senate to discuss the 

uestion in the light of the bounds of Federal and Stats legisla- 

on, so that we may ascertain just what is right and what is 
per under State and Federal laws. Without understanding 
at question, and taking our bearings from those points of the 
compass, we can never legislate with safety and as becomes the 
Senate of the United States. 

Mr. CAFFERY. It is possible, Mr. President, that there are 
some matters in this amendment that ought of themselves to be 
amended, but the general scope of the amendment meets my ap- 

robation entirely. Whatever is defective in the amendment can 
$e easily remedied by proper amendment. 

It has been the boast of the other side of this Chamber that 

rotection carried to its legitimate consequences would result 
In home competition, and that home competition would result in 
lower prices to the consumer. They have always repudiated the 
statement or the charge that their tariff laws built up monopolies 
and trusts. 

Here is an opportunity which,in my opinion, ought to be eagerly 
grasped, eagerly availed of, by the other side of the Chamber to 
remedy the irregular workings, it may be, of their theory of protec- 
tion. Nobody can deny the fact that there are trusts in every im- 
portant branch of industry in the United States. One of the larg- 
est manufacturing industries nót only in the United States but in 
the world is now up for discussion, and that that industry is con- 
trolled by a trust nobody has the hardihood to deny. 

'The object of the amendment of the Senator from South Dakota 
isto take down the tariff walls as a punishment against the action 
of the very theory that the other side advocates with so much 
vehemence. It occurs to me that there ought to be no hesitancy 
on the other side by objections to considering the amendment at 
this moment or at any other moment. If the principle is adopted, 
if you sanction the idea embodied in the amendment, why not 
approveit? If there are any defects in the amendment, that might 
bea matter for amendment, but it is no matter for opposition. 
You are now opposing the consideration of this amendment, and 
there is but one pe suggested, so far as I have heard, that merits 
any attention whatever. 

he Senator from Massachusetts says that two or three individ- 
uals—Jones or Thompson or some others—can get together and 
form a sort of fictitious combination, and by reason of that com- 
bination all the innocent industries not involved in a trust will 
suffer and the product of their enterprise will be put upon the free 
list. Does anybody sertously think that any court in the United 
States would hold that a fictitious combination between two or 
three individuals would amount to a trust to control prices? It 
would be thrust out of the courts as if it did not exist. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, the amendment 
says if the article or articles of a like character are manufactured. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I think if the Senator from Massachusetts 
will read the whole of the first paragraph of the amendment it 
will be clear to him that it uires only to those combinations that 
are formed for the pu of controlling trade and that do control 
trade, for it is expressly provided that the effect of the combina- 
tion must be in restraint of trade or to affect prices. I can see no 
just criticism of the amendment so far as the case put by the Sen- 
“ator from Massachusetts I can see some justice in the criti- 
cim of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], but the 


amendment of the Senator from South Dakota can be easily 
perfected in that regard. I refer to the proviso: 

Provided, That where a duty is levied upon raw material or any article 
that is improved by any process after being imported, the duty on the raw 
material or unrefined or unimproved article be collected, and a like 
amount of duty upon the refined or improved article, as provided by this act; 


but the differential or additional duty shall not be collected if the Topeuved 


2 ronnen product is found to be the subject of a trust, as hereinbefore set 
00 


Now, suppose a case where there is a trust in the raw material 
and no trust in the finished product. Under the operation of this 
amendment the duty upon the raw material that enters into the 
finished product would be abolished and the manufacturer would 
have a duty upon his manufactured product, which duty ought 
to fall in so far as it is a compensatory duty, that is, to compen- 
sate the manufacturer for the duty he has to pay upon the raw 
material. This amendment would leave him with raw material 
without duty and with a high duty upon the finished product to 
compensate for the raw material, for in looking down the sched- 
ules of the bill it is easy to see that wherever there is a duty npon 
the raw material the ingennity of the protectionists has not suf- 
fered the manufacturer to languish for want of a duy but they 
have compensated him, and are compensating him in all instances, 
for the amount of duty that he pays upon the raw material, besides 

iving him an independent duty outsideof the compensatory duty. 
believe that statement is absolutely true. 

I submit to the Senator from South Dakota that the proviso 
ought to be continued with something to this effect: 

Provided further, That wherever there is a trust in the raw material used 
by any manufacturer and there is a compensating duty on the flnished prod- 
uct, the latter shall not be collected in case the trust on the raw material is 
established by decree of the court herein provided to try the issue of trust. 

Ithink that will meet any possible defect that there can be in 
the amendment. 

The Senator from Mussachusetts has, in my opinion (and I am 
very deferential to his opinion, for heis a very pereo criti- 
cised the amendment too much on the order of a verbal criticism. 
I do not think he has taken into consideration the whole purport 
of the first clause of the amendment. I will read it: 

That all articles on the dutiable list mentioned in this act shall be ad- 
mitted free of duty if said articles or articles of a like character of domestic 


production are manufactured or their sale controlled or the price affected 
by a trust or combination 


To do what?— 
to increase the Cost of said articles to purchasers by preventing competition, 
or otherwise. 

Is it possible that two or three individuals can get together and 
control the price of leading articles of industry? Does not every- 
body know that these trusts embrace an enormous amount of 
capital, and that any combination to control prices is utterly fu- 
tile unless the combination embraces within itself nearly all en- 
gaged in the manufacture of the particular article or icular 
pronos concerning which and about which the trust is formed? 

s it contended that two or three men can get together and con- 
trol the price of a leading article of industry? It can not be done, 
The language of the amendment will cover the practical case of 
trusts. The sugar trust, for instance, embraces 98 per cent of all 
the refiners; it is so stated; and those who are not in the trust are 
of the trust, under the wing of the trust, under the shelter of the 
trust, and derive all the advantages of the trust. 

Mr. President, no combination can be formed of any character 
to control trade or affect prices unless it is a powerful combina- 
tion. These weak combinations are futile; it is idle to consider 
them; and the objection of the Senator from Massachusetts, in my 
opinion, is purely verbal. It is a verbal criticism that does not 
affect the bearings of the amendment at all. 

Here is an opportunity to test the workings of the protective 
theory. The protectionists indignantly deny the charge that un- 
der the shelter of these high tariffs monopolies and trusts are 
built up. They have lived under protection nearly ever since the 
war. e have trusts and combinations. They have been formed 
under the shadow and protecting wing of the tariff. The facts 
do not square with the theory. 

If there is any philanthropic protection, here is the place to 
practically test it. I do not believe that Senators on the other 
side want trusts. I do not believe that they desire to see theland 
overshadowed with these powerful combinations, individual com- 
petition throttled, trade stagnated and paralyzed by the enormous 
power of these institutions. Here is a clear, straight, fair oppor- 
tunity afforded to you to see whether you will in practice comply 
with your theory. 

In my opinion, the junior Senator from Alabama [Mr. PETTUS] 
has created imaginary dangers to manufacturers. If trusts are 
formed with any degree of potency, they embrace all or nearly all 
the industries in the line in which the trusts are formed. If they 
do form a trust, if, notwithstanding the advantages they derive 
from the pending bill, they seek further to add to their gains by 
these unlawful combinations, I ask the Senator from Alabama if 
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he can them in that work? That is precisely what will 
be effected, and what this amendment is designed to prevent. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator from Louisiana, with his 
permission, whether, if the amendment be adopted, the courts will 
not, in his opinion, be bound to find that the American sugar re- 
finer comes within the description of trusts? 

Mr. CAFFERY. There is no question of it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. And to enter a judgment striking down the 
differential? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Now,how can we consistently adopt such an 
amendment when we have deliberately determined that this coun- 
try can not get along, and that the sugar industry can not live, if 
we drive the sugar trust out of business? 

Mr.CAFFERY. You are speaking for the other side. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I want to be consistent. 

Mr.CAFFERY. IhopetheSenatorfrom Kentucky is not level- 
ing that very acute criticism against those of us on this side who 
do not want to level the walls all along the line. When, in the 
face of the admitted fact of the existence of a combination among 
the sugar refiners, the Republican majority who adopt the differ- 
ential have voted against the amendment of the Senator from 
Kentucky to put them upon an equality, itis hardly with any con- 
sistency that they can support the amendment. But this comes 
in a broader form. This isa larger dose. Here is the whole mat- 
ter condensed not only for the sugar trust, but to test your prin- 
ciple to its core. 

That is all I want to accomplish. I want totest the correctness 
of the assertion that protection is inaugurated and carried into a 
system in order to bring about competition that you say is the be- 
an and the end-all If that be your stand, you must assist to 
strike down that which stifles competition. You can not maintain 
trusts and maintain your theory. If there is anything objectiona- 
ble in the amendment that would work badly or irregularly or in- 
equitably, su. t your amendment: butin refusing toconsider the 
amendment the American people will take it as a refusal to destroy 
trusts and combinations, because this is the golden opportunity, 
right in the midst of this discussion concerning the most gigantic 
trust in the United States. This is the opportunity to test the cor- 
rectness of your assertions heretofore. 

Mr. ALLISON . lasked the Senator from South Dakota, when 
he introduced the amendment, to allow it to be passed over, in 
order that it might come in at its proper place and: be more ma- 
turely considered. I am strengthened in this view by the criti- 
cisms that have already been made upon the amendment. It 
deals with a very important subject and deals with it in a wa 
that may be effective, or, instead of working justice, it may wor 
injustice. It goes upon the assumption that the way to cure this 
evil is by punishing the people who are engaged in trusts by plac- 
ing all the articles manufactured in the country of a like charac- 
ter upon the free list. It assumes also that the tariff itself is the 
author of the trust. 

I remember very well, as a good many Senators on this floor 
remember, that we had a long debate on the question of dealing 
with trusts and the remedies some six or seven years ago. The 
venerable Senator from Ohio, now Secretary of State, introduced 
& bill upon that subject. It was referred, I think, to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture at first and reported from that committee. 
That may not have been the committee. My recollection is not 
very distinct upon that subject. It wasreported back and debated 
here for a week or two. Then it was referred to the Judiciary 
Committee and was considered for some weeks by that committee, 
and then reported back here and debated, and finally passed. 

Isubmitto the.Senate that a matter which may do injustice, 
which may be an ineffectual remedy, which may only do partially 
what is sought to be done, shonld have more mature consideration 
than can be given to it in debate here from day to day upon the 
subject. So I appeal again to the Senator from South Dakota to 
allow the amendment to be passed over for the time being until 
we have finished these schedules, and then reintroduce it when 
Senators on both sides of the Chamber shall have an opportunit 
to present modifications or amendments to it. If the Senator w 
do that, I think it will facilitate our work on the tariff bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Has the Senator finished? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to make my reply at some length. 

Mr. President, I will say in answer to the question of the Sena- 
tor from Iowa that I have no pride with regard to the form of 
this amendment. All I desire is to accomplish the 2 which 
is clearly indicated by the amendment. Neither have any pride 
in its being my amendment. Let us discuss and point out what 
defects, if any, there are in the amendment. I think the subject 
is of sufficient importance for the Senate to consider it until we 

rfect the amendment. Where it is attacked in good faith, I be- 
Fieve the Senator attacking it should offer an amendment to the 
amendment which will cure the defect. Of course I understand 
that when a Senator wishes to find an excuse for going against 


the amendment he can find it, and he can find it in technical 
8 Capable and able lawyers can readily raise plenty of 
ose. 

It seems to me the weakest objection that has been 
against the amendment came from the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr.Hoar]. That Senator says that men at Four Corners 
I do not know where it was—at Buzzards Bay, or Hickory Point, 
or some place, could get together and organize a trust undor this 

rovision, and then the articles covered by the trust would come 
in free of duty. That is an ent which hardly seems to me 
worthy of an answer; and yet it was made with great emphasis, 

This amendment provides that the courts shall decide whether 
a trust exists or not; but if three or four people have got together 
at some Four Corners somewhere in an obscure locality, the 
court will evidently observe the purpose for which they got to- 
gether and declare their acts are not equivalent to a trust under 
the provisions of the amendment. 

Further than that, the case goes into court; it is tried; an appeal 
is taken from the district to the circuit court, and during all this 
time this obscure combination of country grocers must have 
maintained a rise in the price of the article and continued a com- 
bination that affected production in order to be declared a trust 
by the court under the provisions of the amendment. Therefore, 
Isay itis hardly worth while to answer such an objection. 

The legal qasekous raised, perhaps, are entitled to more con- 
sideration. e purpose is to provide that the American con- 
sumer shall have a chance to purchase his article in a competitive 
market, and if he is deprived of that right by a combination of 
American producers, then the market shall be open to competition 
from all the world. 

How can there be any objection to that? How can any protest 
be raised against a proposition of that sort? If that is not 
Republican doctrine and in accordance with the principles of the 
tariff, Iam certain I have failed all my life to understand the 
principles of a tariff. We have asserted in all our arguments to 
the Ainerican people that the tariff produces competition, and 
competition reduces prices. On every stump we have told the 

eople how an imported article, fuller's earth, for instance, was 
worth from nineteen to NM dollars a ton, but we dis- 
covered it in this country and began its production under a Y 
small duty, when the price fell to $12 a ton in a year and a half. 
It was the same with nails. It seems to me that if we wish to 
perpetuate the principles of protection and defend this bill we 
must carry out that policy which we have so often advocated 
and give to the American consumer a competitive market. That 
is all I desire. Can not we perfect an amendment, then, that will 
accomplish that object? 

But, Mr. President, I have my doubts about some Senators want- 
ing to do this. I think it has been developed in this debate and in 
the votes that have been taken that some Senators do not want to 
do this. They do not want to give to the people of this country a 
competitive market, 

Everybody knows there is a sugar trust. There is nota man 
within the sound of my voice who does not know it, and who is not 
thoroughly satisfied of it. Who, then, that votes for a differential 
duty for the special benefit of the sugar trust is going to vote for 
my amendment or any other amendment that would deprive the 
trust of that duty? I do not see how you can deceive anybody in 
thismatter, Everybody knows this, and everybody knowsit a 
lutely, and knows it unqualifiedly. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Certainly. 

Mr. SEWELL. How does the Senator know that there is a 
sugar trust? The American Sugar Refining Company is a corpo- 
ration of my State, with a very large capital and doing a large 
business. It is not ina trust with anybody, as I understand it. 
They surrendered 8 fe that kind eee or four years ago. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, that is a strange question 
and a remarkable proposition. The American Sugar Refining 
Company was formerly a combination of twenty-one refineries. 


.| They closed the North River refinery. The courts of New York 


declared that combination to be a trust. -Then these same people 
formed a corporation under the laws of New Jersey. 

I notice that almost every rotten corporation in this country is 
organized under the laws of New Jersey. I do not know whether 
the laws need fixing or not; but something is the matter. At any 
rate, all such corporations go there whenever they want to get up 
a combination to get away with somebody and to be sure that 
they will not be troubled. They formed a combination there of 
all these refineries, and then they proceeded to close refineries, 
raised the price to thelimit of the tariff, and took from the people 
of this country untold millions. Under this amendment any com- 
bination or corporation for this purpose, to control production 
and increase the price, isa trust, and therefore the American Sugar 
Refining 3 a trust, and the courts can so decide. 

What is more . President, the president of the American 
Sugar Refining Company testified that they controlled the price 
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of sugar—I read his testimony yesterday—that they fixed the 
price for their customers, and that fixed it to everybody else. I 
also showed yesterday that the American Sugar ing Com- 
pay controlled every refinery in this country but four, and then 

showed by the testimony of a St. Louis grocer that they con- 
trolled those four; for when this St. Louis grocer refused to sign 
a contract by which he was to bind himself to buy no other than 
sugar made by the trust at a price fixed by them—when he re- 
fused to sign that contract to take their refined sugar on commis- 
sion—they refused to sell him any sugar at all; and when he 
applied to the four independent refineries, he could not buy a 
pound of sugar from them. So that, after all, the combination 
embraces not only all the refineries in the trust, but all the others. 

After we passed the McKinley law, which was particularly 
favorable to the trust, Mr. Havemeyer was called before the Sena- 
torial investigating committee, and he gave this testimony: 

SUGAR TRUST WILL ROB US AS LONG AS THERE IS A DUTY. 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. We undertake to control the price of refined sugar in the 
United States. That must be distinctly understood. 

And yet Senators stand up here and want to know how I know 
there is a sugar trust! 

Senator ALLEN. And the price of refined sugar in the United States is higher 
tothe American peoplein co: nence of the existence of the American Sugar 
Refining Company it would be if the different companies in your organ- 
ization were distinct.and independent companies? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. For a short time it is. 

Yet there is no sugar trust! 

Senator ALLEN. And what difference does it make for the consumers in 
this country in a year in your judgment? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. It has been in three years past tj hths of a cent 
more on every pound they ate, as against doing business at a loss. 

In other words, the fact that they were in a trust and that they 
controlled the price, according to his own statement, added three- 
eighths of a cent to every pound of sugar consumedin this country. 

` Benator ALLEN, And that would be about how much in round numbers? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. It is a large sum in the aggregate. 

Benator ALLEN. How many millions? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. I should say it was close to $25,000,000 in three years. 

How do I know there is a trust in sugar? It has been told to 
everybody, until there is not à boy 6 years old who can read and 
write who does not know there is a sugar trust. 

Senator ALLEN. And you intend to keep your hold upon the American 


a rus as long as you can? 
^ HAVEMEYER. Aslongas the McKinley bill is there we wili exact that 
profit. 


We will exact that profit." Is there competition? Is there 
any show for competition? They say they fix the price and that 
they are going to continue to do it so long as gon keep the duty 
on; and yet the Senator wants to know how I know there is a 
sugar trust. It would be astonishing if I did not know it. 

ow, let us see. There are some remarkable things in connec- 
tion with this sugar business, and Iam going to refer to them. 
When this bill was reported the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH] made this statement: 

This table shows that the differential between raw and refined sugars by 
the Senate pro; tion varies from 9.77 to 15.40 cents per 100 pounds, while 
the differen in the House bill varies from 12.20 to 17.85 cents per 100 
pounds. 

That is the difference between raw and refined sugars, and the 
protection to the trust, as the bill was brought in from the com- 
mittee, was from 9.77 cents to 15.40 cents on every hundred pounds. 
Then he goes on to say that the differential in the House bill varies 
from 12.30 cents to 17.35 cents hundred pounds; in other words, 
he presented to us a bill which he said reduced the duty in favor 
of the trust, and presented it as a sort of argument in favor of the 
Senate committee proposition. 

What has oni ? Why, Mr. President, a Republican cau- 
cus has been held, and they decided to increase the rate, accordin 
to their own admission, 74 cents on a hundred pounds. Why di 
they do that? I should like to have somebody answer. If the 
duty as the bill came here from the committee was less in favor 
of the trust than the House bill, and that was peace to us by 
the manager of the bill as a reason why we should support it, how 
is it that the committee now come in and increase the rate 7j 
cents a hundred pounds over the House bill? How do they ac- 
count forit? Have the trust lost money in the meantime, and 
have they to be taken care of? Is that the Dune Are we 
afraid that the trust will go to pieces, and therefore we must 
add to their profits? 

I want to call attention to another fact. The moment this 
was done the price of sugar stock went up five points a share in 
New York. 

Mr. GEAR. May I ask the Senator a question? 7 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes; I shall be glad to yield to the Senator. 

Mr. GEAR. Four years ago, when our Democratic friends 
were sitting behind closed doors and discussing the arrangement 
of the tariff, sugar stock went up a little; and if the Senator will 
refer to the quotations, he will find that it went up 66 points in 

irty days as against from 6 to 8 points recently. 


` Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not remember the amount. 
it advanced. 
Mr. GEAR, I can show the Senator the figures, 
NEW POLITICAL PARTY REQUIRED. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. It is a curious state of affairs; and I have 
come to the conclusion that the two debates on the tariff bill, the 
one of three years.ago and the one on this bill, justify the existence 


I know 


of a new political party in this country. That is all IL have to sa 

to that proposition. It seems that the trust has to bé taken care of; 

but was it necessary to add these 74 cents on a hundred pounds? 
TRUST PROFITS IN APRIL AND MAY $5,000,000. 

Mr. President, the trust has been industrious. It imported in 
the month of April of last year 388.381, 830 pounds of sugar, and 
in the month of April this year 773,527,477 pounds, this bill pend- 
ing all that time, and the difference was 385,145,647 pounds be- 
tween what they imported last year and what they imported this 
year. In the month of May of this year the trust imported 790,- 
324.053 pounds, and in the month of May of last year 544,106,452 
pounds, They have therefore imported in the two months that 
this bill has been pending 631,363,248 pounds more of sugar than 
they imported in the same two months of last year. Have wenot 
every reason to believe that this importation was forthe purpose of 
getting advantage of this advanced rate of duty? Have we not 

iven them enough? Did not the House bill give them enough? 

hy should they have this 7} cents added? Was it done so t 
the trust would not lose anything? 1 wonder how great their 
campaign contribution was last year. 

Now,letussee. Theyimported 631,363,248 pounds more of sugar 
than they did for the same months last year, and the increased rate 
of duty in this bill, according to the statement of the Senator from 
Iowa, is 91 cents on the 100 posodi over the rate in the existin 
law. Therefore the duty on these six hundred and thirty-one mil- 
lion and odd pounds of sugar which have been imported during 
the last two months in excess of what was imported last year in 
similar months would amount to between five and six million 
dollars; and now, on top of that, it is proposed to add 74 cents 
a hundred pounds more. It seems to me the contribution of last 
year can be doubled and trebled in the campaigns to come. 

Mr. President, in regard to this amendment, I have this to say: 


Iam perfectly willing it shall go over until to-morrow, so that wo 
may discuss and perfect it. The American people are against the 
trust. They are not willing to allow any Senator in this body to 


vote against this amendment simply because its phraseology does 
not suit him. Neither are Senators going to crawl out by a quib- 
ble that the amendment will not accomplish the object it has in 
view. it isthe duty of any Senator who objects to the amend- 
ment to offer an amendment to perfect my amendment, and I shall 
be glad to accept such an amendment. 

I have a table here which shows the duty in favor of the trust 
under the pending provision, which runs from 20 cents up to 46.25 
cents per 109 pounds of sugar. It costs 40 cents a hundred pounds 
to refine sugar. The duty, then, is under this, according to the 
degree of the sugar test, from 50 to 115 per cent. Lask to have 
this table printed in the RECORD as part of my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, If there beno objection, that will be 
the order. 

The table referred to is as follows: 

In the column showing rate on refined sugar the fi Show the rate 
that would be paid on different amounts of such refined sugar from 75 to 100 


pounds, as shown in second column, which figures nlso represent the per- 
centage of sugar contained in different grades of raw sugar: 


Rate on || Rate 
Rate on Rate on 
refined | Percent- refined | Percent- 
from 75 | age of pe e T from 175 age of rey fi aed Differ- 
sugar. | to sugar. 

pounds. pounds. | pounds. gar pounds 

1.95 ...... 100 175| 0.20 1.005 87 1.36 | 0.3905 
1.9305 .... 90 1.72] .2105 || 1.6770.. B6 1.98 . 3470 
1.9110 .... 98 3.09 .2210 || 1.0575. - 85 1.39 .9515 
1.8915 .... 97 1.66 2215 | 1.6330... 81 1.27 «3680 
1. 8720 .... 90 1.08 .2420 || 1.6185. 83 1.24 -8785 
1.8525 ...- 95 1.60 . 225 1.5000 RI 1.21 «3890 
1.8330... 94 157| .2630 || 1.5795.. 81 1.18 .8905 
1.8195 .... ‘93 1.54] .2735 || 1.5600... 80 1.15 4100 
1.7910 .... 92 1.51 -2810 || 1.5405... 79 1-12 -4205 
1.7745 .... 91 1.48 +2945 || 1.5210..- 78 1.09 .4310 
E — - . — Pasa í " * 
1.7550 90 1.45 3050 || 1.5015 Ti 1.06 4415 
1.7335 .... 89 1.42| .8155 1.4820 70 1.08 4520 
1.7160 .... 88 1.99 8290 || 1.4025... T 1.00 -4525 


You import 100 pounds of raw su. testing 75 degrees, and the duty 1s 
and this material contains 75 pounds of sugar. PE T 

— vou — "w ord of dw 5 m 3 of duty is 1.95 
cen T pound, so uty on the 75 poun 75 80.019 81.425, which 
fusis the Aitkerential 80 425 : i 

The differential decreases in the ratio of $0.0105 per 100 pounds for each in- 
creased degree of saccharine strength. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, before this matter goes over, I 


desire to submit some propositions to the Senate in connection . 


with it, which may person d facilitate a correct study and under- 
standing of this subject. I observe by section 14 of this bill that 
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only two sections, if I am correct about it, of the act of 1894 are 
repealed out and out. 

.ALLISON. The first and second sections are the only two 
sections which are proposed to be repealed as the bill has been re- 
ported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MORGAN. The remainder are all preserved, and all the 
rights and liabilities which have accrued under the existing law 
are also preserved and maintained by this bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to say to the Senator from Alabama 
that if there is any possible question about the preservation of 
those sections, we intend to make it absolutely clear before we 
finish this bill. I think there is no possible question about that, 
however. 

Mr. MORGAN. From my reading of it I do not think there is 
any doubt at all that all the law as it stands now on the statute 
books regulating revenue collections by the tariff of 1894 is retained 
except two sections of the act. That is an important statement, 
Mr. President, very important, and the Senate should look at that 
fact when they come to study this particular amendment, and all 
other amendments which relate to our efforts to repress or to 
take away from the sugar trust its uliar advantages under 
legislation which has been enacted at this session—I mean that 
has been voted upon this bill. 

Ihaveanobjection to the amendment of the Senator from Sonth 
Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] which, though it was not elaborated, 
was stated very clearly by my.colleague [Mr. PETTUS]. "That 
objection relates to the want of power in Congress to act. Con- 
gress has but two powers in the control of commerce or in the 
control of contracts or conduct in connection with commerce. 
'Those powers relate to foreign commerce and to interstate com- 
merce. Congress can not enter the State of Alabama, and upon 
commerce or transaction of any kind, trusts or what not, that are 
purely localin their operation, pass any law to affect those matters. 

Congress is just as powerless to pass laws in restraint of con- 
tract or in the regulation of local markets in the State of Alabama 
asit would be in Canada. Ithasnosuch poweratall. The power 
that Congress can exercise in respect of this subject of repressing 
trusts must be powers which are connected with or relate to inter- 
state or foreign commerce; and I understand that there is no de- 

ture in any of the decisions from this statement, and that that 

the correct statement of the law as it is understood by the Su- 

reme Court and by the great body of the jurists of the United 
tates. 

The amendment the Senator from South Dakota proposes is not 
restricted to interstate commerce, nor is it restricted to forei 
commerce, but is queo local in its application; and that is the 
pith and merit of the objection made by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar], when he said that two persons might get 
HA ERE and, whether by combination or by actual guilt, under- 

e to create a local trust within the borders of a State, and the 
Congress of the United States could not predicate that a suspen- 
sion of the revenues of the entire Government over the entire 
Union should be based upon that local question, which was resoly- 
able and determinable alone by the local State tribunal. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CAFFERY. If Congress has power to levy duties on im- 
ports, has not Congress the same power to remove them? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not think it would require a very old man 
to answer that. 

Mr.CAFFERY. Would that be local? Would that be in the 
exercise of any local power? 

Mr. MORGAN, 0; because Congress in imposing the duties 
over the whole Union imposes them for all, and when it takes 
them off itis the same thing reversed. I do not think I am quite 
able to comprehend the merit of a question put at me in that way. 

What I meant to state, and all I meant to state, was that Con- 

,ininterfering in contracts or interfering inany way with the 
octo of trade, must confine itself to those objects which are 
within its jurisdiction, to wit, interstate or foreign commerce. I 
will take the market here in the District of Columbia.. Every- 
body knows—and I think that nobody objects to the fact—that a 
trust obtains here in this market in regard to almost everything 
which is sold every day in the form of provisions to the people of 
the city of Washington. I will suppose this market to be now in 
a State, because perhaps the District of Columbia might be a little 
different in regard to the powers of Congress to legislate for this 
District—but we will take such a market now as there is in Wash- 
ington, where we understand pony wells where everybody 
understands, that there is an agreement between the holders of the 
stalls in that market that beef, and mutton, and pork, and chick- 
ens, and turkeys, and macaroni, and sugar, and everything else 
are to be sold not below a certain price. That may be an illegal 
agreement, and under the common law it is an illegal agreement. 
It is a monopoly or a forestalling or a regrading of the market. 
It is one of don offenses defined in the common law for the pur- 
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pose of putting a moral restraint upon a universal right of free 
trade in respect to all manner of human transactions. 

Free trade amongst men means unrestricted and unlimited 
trade, and is a common-law right. It is a right that belongs to a 
man because he belongs to a free country, such as Great Britain, 
or the United States, which has inherited this great body of com- 
mon law from Great Britain. But there are qualifications in the 
common law that a man, though he may enjoy free trade, shall 
not combine with another man to deprive somebody else of his 
rights or uy up the price of things in the market, or, on the con- 
trary, make a conspiracy to break up somebody for reducing the 
price inthemarket. These qualifications belong naturally and as 
elementary principles to theright of trade between man and man. 

Now, when the Congress of the United States, in the exercise of 
some of its constitutional powers, undertakes to put restraints 
upon the liberty of trade, the liberty of organization for the pur- 
poses of trade, you must find that power somewhere in the Con- 
stitution; otherwise Congress can not do it. 

The restraints that Congress can put upon trade in this country, 
as I observed before, are confined to interstate and foreign com- 
merce, because the power is given to Congress to regulate inter- 
state and foreign commerce. That carries the power to restrain 
it, of course, within due bounds. That is the same sort of power 
that belongs to the principles of a national and high morality under 
the common law when it is administered in the old country and 
as administered in the common-law courts of this country. 

Testing this proposed amendment, we find it would be perfectly 
easy here to prove that trusts exist in the city of Washington in 
regard to the everyday supplies of the 250,000 or 300,000 people 
herenow. Supposethat was a combination in respect toimported 
hams or macaroni, or any other thing that comes from abroad—of 
which there are hundreds, if not thousands, of articles in our mar- 
kets here—suppose a combination existed in regard to that, and 
you should carry a soupe of these combiners upon a certain 
article, or more of them, before a court here, and you should say 
to them, ** You have combined now to raise the price in the mar- 
ket of any given article, or of any given commodity, that you are 
selling at these stalls here to these people; we charge you with it, 
and we ask the court to say whether or not you entered into that 
combination." : 

The facts show, the evidence proves conclusively, that the com- 
bination has been made. Then comes the act of Congress. What 
is the effect of that? You certify the judgment of the court to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and instantly he must suspend the 
duties upon the 3 of this article around the whole of 
the customs-house borders of the Union. You take away the in- 
terest and the rights of the whole people of the United States and 
make them to depend upon the judgment of a local court upon a 
localinterest, and one that Congress has no power to touch or to 
interfere with at all. That is a fatal infirmity of this amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Alabama will pardon me for 
suggesting to him that it is even a little stronger than that. The 
provision is that the order shall at once issue, so that the question 
of duty or want of Auty on everything that is on its way from all 
around the world will be affected at once. and the advantage will 
go to the importers upon this local judgment of a local court upon 
a purely local subject. 

r. MORGAN. Very good. Upon this local judgment of a local 
court upon a purely local subject of interest to the people, where 
the combination has only a very limited circle of influence, all 
these great consequences are made to depend by this amendment. 
The Secretary of the Treasury receives the certificate and instantly 
he must take off the duty. It is intended 1 Ce revenue or 
intended for protection—it makes no difference what—but in the 
competency of Congress it may mean either and be perfectly good. 

But he must take off the duty on that article upon the predi- 
cate of the judgment of that one court, affecting, as I have stated, 
the whole of the United States, the Treasury, and the welfare and 
interest of the seventy-two or seventy-three million people. He 
must do that upon the judgment of a single court, and thata local 
court, in a matter between two or three persons. 

Now, suppose that on the same day different suits of this kind 
are brought against different persons in various parts of the 
American Union, and here come down these orders showering 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury, and informing him that the 
judicial department of this Government has intervened in a 
pune subject, the subject of taxation, and has ordered that it 

suspended until the judgment is reversed, or until the evil is 
stamped out, exterminated. What is to be the situation of the 
Secretary of the Treasury under that case? Take one of these 
cases to a higher court and it is reversed, and you take it to 
another higher court in another State and it is affirmed. Where 
do you stand there? What is he going to do? 

r. PETTIGREW. The amendment provides that cases shall 
be commenced before the United States district court, and appeals 
shall be taken to the United States circuit court. Those are not 
very obscure courts, nor are there very many of them. Every 
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court will know what the other is doing, and if a question is pend- 
ing in one court it will hardly be taken to another until it is dis- 
posed of there. Is not that the practice? : 

Mr. MORGAN. 1 have seen it done many times. Judges are 
as apt to disagree as any other set of men I have ever met. The 
decision of one district court is not binding on another district 
courtoron the circuit court. It is only the decision of the Su- 
preme Court which is binding. SMS 

Suppose you have a half dozen cases, and no more, in different 
circuit or district courts of the United States. You have the right 
of appeal in each to the Supreme Court of the United States. A 
judgment is found. A certificate is issued. A writ of error sus- 

nding the operation of the judgment is issued and goes to the 

upreme Court of the United States. Whatisthesituation while 
the appealis pending? Of course it is one of absolute confusion, 
inextricable difficulty, and the revenues of the United States 
would be suspended, upon a bond to take an appeal in the case, or 
else, contrary to law, the customs officers would go on and collect 
the duties because an appeal bond had been given and the judg- 
ment suspended. z : 

Mr. HOAR. Ithink this amendment provides that in all cases 
the judgment of the circuit court shall be final. i 

Mr. MORGAN. Very good. If that is true, it is unconstitu- 
tional, because if it involves a question of constitutional power 
the judgment of the circuit court can not be final. That is all 
there is abont that. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will ask the Senator from Alabama 
whether that is not subject to amendment? There are a number 
of defects in the amendment, I have not any doubt, but the ques- 
tion is whether we can not take up this amendment and consider 
it and Ded it? A 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course I am not discussing something that 
is to be or that is in the imagination of some Senator here. Iam 
discussing what is before the Senate. I am taking the measure as 
it was proposed here to be voted upon. If there are amendments 
which can be put to it, I should like to see them. I should like to 
see some amendment offered to this measure which would confer 
the power upon Congress to determine a matter of trade, of traffic, 
and pronounce that it is a trust and liable to punishment, referring 
to something that occurred within the body of a State and had no 
relation at all to interstate or foreign commerce. I should like to 
see an amendment of that sort presented and see whether or not 
the Senate would approyeit. It can not be done, and there is a 
fatal defect in the amendment. Wearereaching for powers that 
we do not possess. It is a vain effort. 

Now, we leave, as I said, and as the Senator admits, upon the 
statute book the Sherman Act, which relates to interstate com- 
merce, and although that act, by the indulgence of a former Ad- 
ministration of this Government, has lain in desuetude and has 
not been at all acted upon except at a very late day, yet we find 
the Supreme Court of the United States has found great merit 
and constitutional power in it, and I do not know that I have ever 
been more comforted by anything at all than I have by the deci- 
sion of the Supreme Coürt'of the United States that Congress does 
still have power, in respect to matters that relate to interstate and 
foreign commerce, to punish trusts and combinations whenever 
they exist, whether amongst railroads or amongst merchants or 
any other class of people. Unquestionably the Sherman Act, if it 
is imperfect, and I do not say that it is, is capable of being enforced 
now, and it stands as a guard, a protector against trusts and com- 
binations relating to interstate commerce, 

Section 78 of the act of 1894 will remain upon the statute book 
ifthis bill passes in the form in which it is now presented here. 
Iwill read that and a few subsequent sections: 

SEC. 73. That every combination, conspiracy, trust, agreement, or contract 
is hereby declared to be contrary to public policy, illegal, and void, when the 
same is made by or between two or more persons or corporations either of 
whom is engaged in importing any article from any foreign country intothe 
United States, and when sach combination, conspiracy, trust, agreement, or 
contract is intended to operate in restraint of lawful trade, or free competi- 
tion in lawful trade or commerce, or to increase the market price in any part 
of the United States of any article or articles imported or intended to be 
imported into the United States, or of any manufacture into which such im- 

rted article enters or is intended to enter. Every person who is or shall 

ereafter be engaged in the importation of goods or any commodity from 
any foreign country in violation of this section of this act; or who shall com- 
bine or conspire with another to violate the same, is guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and, on conviction thereof in any court of the United Bta such person 
shall be fined in a sum not less than $100 and not exceeding $5,000, and shall be 
further punished by imprisonment, in the discretion of the court, for a term 
not less than three months nor exceeding twelve months. 

SEG. 74. That the several circuit courts of the United States are hereby 
invested with jurisdiction to prevent and restrain violations of section 73 of 
this act; and it shall be the duty of the several district attorneys of the 
United States, in their respective districts, under the direction of the Attor- 
ney-General, to institute proceedings in equity to prevent and restrain such 
violations. Such proceedings ma; by way of petitions setting forth the 
case and praying t such violations shall be enjoined or otherwise prohib- 
ited. When the parties complained of shall have been duly notifled of such 
petition, the court shall proceed, as soon as may be, to the hearing and deter- 
mination of the case; and pending such petition, and before final decree, the 
court may at any time make such temporary res: gorder or prohibition 
as be deemed just in OR 

SEc. 75. That whenever it shall appear to the court before which any pro- 


ceeding under the seventy-fourth saction of this act may be onde that tho 


onds of justice require that other parties should be brought before the court, 


the court may cause them to be summoned, whether they reside in the dis- 
trict in which the court is held or not; and subpoenas to that end may bo 
served in any district by the marshal thereof. 

SEC. 76. That any property owned under any contract or by any combina- 
tion, or pursuant to any conspiracy (and being the subject thereof) men- 
tioned in section 73 of this act, and being in the course of transportation from 
one State to another, or to or from a Territory, or the District of Columbia, 
shall be forfeited to the United States, and may be seized and condemnoé 
by like prozeedings as those provided by law for the forfeiture, seizure, and 
condemnation of property imported into the United States contrary to law. 

Sec. 77. That any person who shall be injured in his business or property 
7 any other person or corporation by reason of anything forbidden or de- 
c Arad to be unlawful by this act may sue therefor in any circuit court of 
the United States in the district in which the defendant resides or is found. 
without respect to the amount in controversy, and shall recover threefold 
the damages by him sustained, and the costs of suit, including a reasonable 
attorney's fee. » 


Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me? 

Mr. MORGAN. In a moment. I believe that if the honorable 
Judiciary Committee of this body—who are the equals, I Ar Doe, 
of any like number of lawyers perhaps in the world—should take 
that section and undertake to mature and perfect it, they would 
perhaps find themselves scarcely able to add anything to it to make 
itefficacious. But take that statute, plain, significant, thorough, 
and complete as itis, and put it into the hands of an unwilling 
Executive and an unwilling Attorney-General, who will not exe- 
cute it, and then of course it falls into innocuous desuetnde; and 
there it has been these years upon the statute book, in the face of 
the admissions which have been so frequently made here, from 
the sworn testimony of one of the gentlemen engaged in the busi- 
ness, that the importations of sugar from abroad are underatrust 
and for the very purpose of capturing the markets, toextract from 
them all the money that he could get out of them. 

Now, here we stand with an unexecuted law and without will— 
not the power, but without the will—of the Executive to do his 
duty. Of course in a case of that kind we are simply abandoned 
by the authorities of our own Government, and we can not make 
laws that such men ever will execute if they go against the grain. 
Now I will hear the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I remember wery well when, in 1894, the 
Senator from Alabama,standing where he now does, moved these 
exceedingly well-drawn clauses of an antitrust statute. They ap- 
ply to trusts in all imported merchandise, as the act of 1890 applies 
to all merchandise transported, in interstate commerce. 

Mr. MORGAN. This act also applies to merchandise trans- 
ported which has been imported. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Which has been imported; that is to say, 
the two statutes — 

Mr. MORGAN. Cover the whole ground, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Cover the whole ground. What I wish to 
ask the Senator is, whether the constitutionality of this statute 
which he proposed, and which was unanimously adopted in 1894, 
has ever been denied by any lezal authority of note? 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, no; there is no denial of it. I do not sup- 
pose anybody would venture to deny it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then the Senator's argument is that so far 
as statute law is concerned making trusts penal, as to imported 
merchandise and merchandise transported in commerce within 
the United States, there is to-day ample statutory authority to 
punish such offenses. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is my opinion, and particularly it is 
strengthened by the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States of recent date in the railroad cases. But I wish to say, in 
addition, that if the Congress of the United States desire to go still 
further and to take from any trust in this country the benefits of 
its advantages, its profits, etc., and to punish the individuals en- 
gaged in such a trust, it is easy enough to do it by denominatin 
the particular trust or the particular article in respect to whic 
the trust exists or is supposed to exist or will exist, and put the 
penalty right down on the shoulders of those men. There is room 
for legislation in that direction, but if we keep our statutes and 
do not repeal them, there is no room for legislation in any other 
direction that I can see. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will ask the Senator a question before he 
takes his seat. After these two statutes became a law, there was 
a question whether the statute of 1890 applied to railroads, and in 
the recent decision the Supreme Court, 1n the transmissouri case, 
held that the act of 1890 does apply to railroads. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, we have trusts in merchandise and 
trusts in transportation made high crimes under national law, do 
we not? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. The Senator may remember that in the 
first year of Mr. Olney's occupation of the office of Attorney- 
General and in his first report he made criticisms upon what is 
called the Sherman law, and expressed the belief, I think very 
d (my attention was called to it at the time). that the law 
would not hold water, that it was an effort to do a vain thing, 
and that it was an unconstitutional attempt. The opinion of that 
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at lawyer rather brooded upon the legal profession in the 
nited States, I e a did upon my mind, at all events—and 
e 


hence it was that I felt bound to-day to express my gratification 
that the Supreme Court had reve it. E 

Mr.HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Alabama one 
question before he sits down. He has made a very luminous and 
powerful statement on this matter. This amendment to the law 
of 1894, in the seventy-seventh section, provides: 

That any person who shall be injured in his business or property by any 
other person or corporation by reason of anything forbidden or declared to 
be unlawful by this act may suo therefor in any circuit court of the United 
Btates in the district in which the defendant resides or is found, without re- 
spect to the amount in controversy, and shall recover threefold the dama: 
by him snstained, and the costs of suit, including a reasonable attorney's fee. 


Was it not his purpose and intent in moving that amendment 
to put into the power of any private citizen whose business was 
crushed out or hampered by the performances of a trust, without 
waiting for the Attorney-General or the United States authorities 
to move, to have his own remedy? Therefore,if the purpose of 
the mover of this section be carried out, is it not lawful for any 
private refiner in this country, if what has been said on this floor 
about the sugar trust is true, to bring his private suit? 

Mr. MORGAN . Hecan bring his private suit for damages to 
his business and recover threefold damages, and section 77 con- 
fers upon the United States court full jurisdiction to render judg- 
ment in the premises. Then, in, under section 79 and under 
section 75, he may bring his private injunction suit and have the 

arty enjoined from proceeding with his trust arrangement; and 
. there is no sugar refiner in the United States, who 
chooses to do it, who can not take the facts as they have been stated 
in the Senate, admitting them all to be true, and recover against 
the gentlemen who have availed themselves of combinations and 
trusts and the like of that to run the business of their competitors 
out of the market. The field is open and full of opportunities. 
. ALLISON. I move to lay the amendment of the Senator 
from South Dakota on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Jowa to lay on the table the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CHILTON. Will the Senator from Iowa withdraw the 
motion for a moment? 

Mr, ALLISON. I will, for a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is temporarily with- 


drawn. 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, it seems to me there is some 
misapprehension in regard to the state of the law on the subject 
of trusts. The objection is made to the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota that it would seem possible for a simulated 
trust to be formed ina icular section by a few persons or a 

at number of individuals for the purpose of setting aside the 
duties collected at the custom-houses in this country. While the 
courts would probably not hold any such arrangement to be a 
trust within the contemplation of this amendment, it seems to me 
it might be well to guard that point, and so I have prepared an 
amendment to the amendment which I hope the Senator from 
South Dakota will accept. Itis to amend by inserting, after the 
word “ forth,” in line 55, page 3, the following proviso: 

Provided, That if upon the hearing it shall appear to the court that the 


trust complained of is an pes wap contrived to evade or prevent the 
collection of duties, then the petition herein referred to shall be dismissed. 


Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Texas how the court 
is going to find that out, if the two parties, the plaintiff and the 
defendant. have an nnderstanding with each other, in order to se- 
cure a judgment? 8 

Mr. CHILTON. How would the court find out anything in any 
case? Parties who are interested can intervene iu the suit. 

Mr.HOAR. Idonotthink the Senator from Texas understands 
my proposition. Here is a suit brought, setting up the existence of a 
trust. When that is found in that suit, the court has no discretion 
whatever. It must absolutely issue its mandate to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and he will stop collecting duties, How is the 
court to discover the fact of itself? The Senator says. Do it in 
the way the court discovers anything." But the court discovers 
other things from the fact that there are parties antagonistic to 
each other, and the truth is brought out by one side or the other. 
But what protection is there for the revenue of the United States 
from duties, if that were all, against two men combining or con- 
spiring to bring a friendly or fictitious suit, and so deceiving the 
court? 

Mr. CHILTON. With all due respect to the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, it seems to me his objection is purely 
magnan. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Allow me to make a suggestion to the 
Senator from Texas. 

Mr. CHILTON. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from lowa 


yield? 


Mr, ALLISON. I yield temporarily. I wish to test the sense 
of the Senate on this question, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. In answer to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, I will say that the amendment provides that— 

The summons to the defendant or defendants herein required shall be 
served upon the president or chief officer, if a corporation, or upon all the 
members, if an association or partnership, and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall also be notified of the existence and nature of the suit. 

Mr. CHILTON. I was about to call attention to that point. 
Further, it is just like any proceeding in court. When parties' 
rights are at stake, they have the right to intervene. An amicus 
curis could be heard by the court. e court itself hastheright to 
look into the good faith of the litigation. The objection is fanci- 
ful, and it seems to me with an amendment such as this the cus- . 
toms law would be clearly guarded against any sort of over- 
reaching. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is the Senator from Texas through? 

Mr. CHILTON. Not quite. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I should like the Senator from Texas to 
yield to me for just a moment. 

Mr. CHILTON. Certainly. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It seems to me the motion to lay on the 
table means simply that the Senator in charge of the bill does not 
propose to allow the amendment to come before the Senate on its 


merits. 
Mr. ALLISON, Ido not yield to the Senator from West Vir- 


ginia. ; 

Mr. FAULKNER, Well, sir, lam not asking the Senator from 
Iowa to yield. I asked the Senator from Texas to yield 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Texas has not the floor. 

Mr. FAULKNER. He yielded to me, and I claim the floor 
from the Senator from Texas, and not from the Senator from 


Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iappeal to the Presiding Officer to know who 
has the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa moved 
to lay the amendment on the table, and temporarily withdrew it 
to enable the Senator from Texas to make a statement. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from lowa withdrew 
the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Iowa re- 
new the motion? 

Mr. CHILTON. I make the point of order that I am entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Texas asked the floor for 
only one moment. I yielded to him courteously. as I desired to 
do. I wish to say that if the Senator from West Virginia under- 
takes to impugn the motives which controlled me in making the 
motion, I shall yield to all of them and make my motion in my 
own time and in iny own way. 

Mr, FAULKNER. Thatisallright. The subjectis before the 
Senate, and I think the Senate ought to perfect the amendment, 
If this is not the right amendment, let us have an amendment on 
this subject which we can perfect and vote upon. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I accept the amendment of the Senator 
from Texas. 

Mr. CHILTON. The Senator from South Dakota having ac- 
cepted the amendment, it will be unnecessary for me further to 
protract the discussion in regard to it. This protects the litiga- 
tion which is to be instituted in the court from any sort of undue 
advantage by any of the parties. 1t protects the revenues of the 
Government from any sort of interference by collusive proceed- 
ings or by simulated trusts or combinations on the part of any of 
the people of the United States. - 

Mr. President, while I have the floor, I wish to state that the 
two trust laws which have been pointed to do not cover the 
case. They do not cover all the instances of trusts and combina- 
tions in this country. The sections of the Wilson Act which have 
been read by the Senator from Alabama apply only to the case of 
importers. They can not be held to apply to any other cases than 
those of importers. While the Sherman antitrust law, in its gen- 
eral language, includes all manufacturers in this country under 
trust or combination, the Supreme Court, in the case of Knight vs. 
The Sugar Refining Company of Philadelphia (156 United States 
Reports), decided that it is not within the competency of Con- 

ss to prohibit the manufacture of goods in a particular State 

y a trust or combination; and the proceedings which had been 

instituted in the city of Philadelphia against the trust in that 

city, which is a part of this same American Sugar Refining Com- 
pany, fell to the ground. 

I will tell you what we will have to do, and at the proper time 
I bave an amendment which I shall submit. Ido not think it 
would be fair, in view of the fact that the Senator from Iowa has 
yielded only for a discussion which is germane to this particular 
amendment, to £o into that matter. At the proper time I shall 
submit an amendment designed to prohibit the transportation from 
one State or Territory to another State or Territory of articles 
which have been manufactured by a trust. Such alaw would be 
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within the constitutional eren ree Ted of Congress. Such a law, in 
my judgment, would be upheld by the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and such a measure, if it were passed, would within three 
months' time bring to an end all trusts and combinations in this 
country, because they would not be permitted to transport their 
goods from one State or Territory into another State or Territory. 
have prepared such an amendment, but I will not offer it at this 
particular time. 
Are ALIRON: I renew the motion to lay the amendment on 
e e. 
Mr. PASCO. Iask the Senator from Iowa to yield until we 


can attempt to perféct the amendment. 
Mr. ALLISON. I beg the Senator to excuse me. I insist upon 
my motion. 


. PASCO. T will state that that course will save no time, 
for I can renew the amendment in another form at any time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Florida can offer them 
all "There is plenty of time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is not debatable. 
The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from 
Iowa to lay on the table the amendment of the Senator from 
South Dakota. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas and Mr. FAULKNER called for the 
yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

The Secretary prose to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. um I transfer that 
pair to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SurTH|, and vote ** nay." 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). [am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH]. If he were 
present, I should vote ** nay." 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was DAN: Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Su1rH]. I transfer my pair to the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], and vote yea.“ 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). I am 

ired with the junior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK]. If 

e were present, I should vote “nay.” i 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when his name was called). 
ired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. I understand 
m the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] that the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] is paired with some other Sena- 
tor,Ido not know whom. I vote ** nay." 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when Mr. MANTLE'S name was called). 
I transfer my pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] to 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE], and let my vote 
stand. Otherwise I would withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE] 
has just informed me that if present he would vote nay " on this 
question. 

Mr. PETTUS (when his name was called). Iam not in favor 
of this amendment as it stands, but I want to have it perfected. 
Therefore I vote ** nay." 

Mr. CHANDLER (when Mr. TELLER's name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who, if 
present, would vote “nay.” Ishould vote yea.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
have a general pair with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. 


Iam 


Mitts]. He has not voted, and I therefore withdraw my vote. 
Mr. RIS of Kansas. I desire to transfer my pair with the 
junior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK] to the Senator from 


1 ALLEN]. I vote nay." 

Mr. BATE, My colleague [Mr. HARRIS of Tennessee] is absent 
from his seat. He has been here all day, but left the ber a 
re timeago. Heis paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 

ORRILL/]. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator from Utah [Mr. CANNON] is 
paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. If 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. CANNON] were present, he would vote 

*nay. ni 
The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—35. 
Allison, Gear, Morgan, Sewe 
Burrows, Neison, sero 
Cullom, Hawley, Penrose, Spooner, 
Davis, oar, Perkins, urston, 
Deboe, Jones, Nev. Platt, Conn. Warren 
Elkins, McBride, Platt, N. Y. Wellington, 
Fair cEnery, Pri Wetmore, 
Foraker, McMillan, Proctor, ilson. 
Frye, n, Quay, 

NAYS—3. 

Faulkner, McLa' Raw 
— Gray, 0 ane Lone 
Butler, Heitfeld, Mitchell, Turner, 
Caffery, Jones, Ark. Murphy, 
Clay, ' K 2 Pettigrew, Wal 
Cockrell, Lindsay, Pettus, ' 
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NOT VOTING—2. 
Aldrich, Clark, Hansbrough, Smith, 
Allen, Daniel, Harris, Tenn. Stewart, 
Baker, Gallinger, * Teller. 
Cannon, George, Mantle, Wolcott. 
Carter, Gorman, Mills, 
Chandler, le, Morrill, 


So Mr. PETTIGREW' s amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I give notice that to-morrow I shall offer 
the following amendment: 

Provided, That none of the increased rates of duty provided for in this act 
shall apply to any articles or commodities the sale or manufacture of which 
is controlled by trusts in this country. 

Mr. BERRY and Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will offer it now. 

Mr. PASCO. If there is another amendment pending, I will 
not offer now the amendment I rose to offer, but I will ask that it 
be printed and go over until in the morning. I have no desire to 

rolong the discussion upon this question, but Senators made ob- 
jection to the amendment in the shape in which it was offered by 
the Senator from South Dakota, and I have attempted to avoid 
some of the objections which were urged against that amend- 
ment in the shape in which it was proposed. I ask that this 
amendment be printed and that it be printed in the RECORD and 
go over for consideration until to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unless there is objection, that will 
be the order. 

The amendment submitted by Mr. Pasco is as follows: 


Offer it now. 


Every contract. combination in the form of a trust, or association or cor- 
poration whose effect is to restrict the quantity of production or increase 
the price of any article imported into the United States, or any improved or 
manufactured article into which such raw material enters, or any conspiracy 
in restraint of trade with reference to such articles, shall be deemed a trust 
within the provisions of this act. 

Any citizen of the United States may file a petition, verified by oath or af- 
firmation, in any district court of the United States where the defendant has 
an office or place of business or may reside, alleging the existence of a trust 
as herein defined. either with reference to the raw material or unimproved 
or unrefined article, or with reference toa manufactured or improved article 
into which such raw material or unimproved article enters after being im- 
ported, and that articles or products subject to duty under this act, or arti- 
cles or products of like character of Lapa aed gehen ps are manufactured, 
or their sale controlled. or the price aff by said trust; whereupon a 
summons shall be immediately issued from said court directing the defend- 
ant to appear and answer said petition, the case to be governed as to time and 
manner of service, the pleadings and all proceedings had therein, as is now 
pona by law in civil causes instituted in the district courts of the United 

tates. 


If any citizen of the United States shall file with any district attorney for 
said district the petition herein set forth. it shall be the duty of said attorney 
to institute proceedings forth with in the district court for said district in the 
name of the United States for oe of determining the issues made by 
said petition, like proceedings to be in such case as hereinbefore pre- 
scribed. 

The summons to the defendant or defendants herein required shall be 
served upon the president or chief officer, if a corporation, or upon all the 
members. if an association or partnership, and the retary of the Treasury 
shall also be notified of the existence and nature of the suit. 

All cases instituted as herein provided shall be advanced upon the docket 
of the court so as to have precedence of trial over all civil causes thereon, and 
an appeal may be taken from the decision of the district court to the circuit 
court of the United States for the district, under the same rules as are pre- 
scribed for like Spponls in other civil cases, but the judgment of the circuit 
court shall be final. 

The court shall determine, first, whether such trust exists; second, whether 
it affects the raw material or unimproved article, the improved or manu- 
factured article into which such raw material or unimproved article enters, 
or both the raw material and improved article, and the judgment of the 
court shall be certified to the Secretary of the Treasury. If the court shall 
find that the trust affects both the raw materia! and the manufactured or 
improved article into which such raw material enters, then the Secre! of 
the Treasury make an order directing the customs officers of the United 
States to thereafter permit the importation of both such raw material and 
such manufactured article free of duty. If it is found by the court that the 
trust affects the raw material only, the Secretary shall direct the customs 
officers to thereafter permit the importation of such raw material free of 
duty and the manuf: or improved article at a rate of duty 
at the rate or by the amount theretofore imposed upon the raw material or 
unimproved article. If the court shall find that the trust affects the manu- 
factured or improved article only, then the order of the Sec: shall 
direct that the said customs officers thereafter permit the importation of 
such improved or manufactared article at the same rate of duty that is fixed 
by law Mars the raw material which enters into such improved or manufac- 
tured article, and the rate u the raw material or unimproved article shall 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota to offer his amendment now? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I will simply give notice of it now and 
offer it in the morning. 

Mr. CHILTON. I have p an amendment which I desire 
to offer to come in at the end of this schedule as ph 209}. 
I desire to have it read and printed, and I shall offer it to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 


this act. 1 "xp 
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The SECRETARY, It is pro; to amend the bill by inserting 
as & new paragraph at the end of line 15, page 66, the following: 

209}. If any manufacturer, dealer, carrier, or other person, knowing that 
— article or articles of like character to those upon which duties are levied 


act are manufactured or their sale controlled or their price 


affected by a trust or combination, shall send, 9 or trans mit, or cause 
to be sent, consigned, or transmitted, any such icles from a place in one 
State or Territory to a place in another State or Territory, such manufac- 
turer, dealer, carrier, or other person shall, upon conviction before any cir- 
cuit court of the United States, be punished by imprisonment not more than 
three years. 

Mr. ALLISON. The tobacco schedule has been passed over for 
the present, and I ask that we may go on with the icultural 
schedule at the bottom of page 70, line 23, ** Dairy products.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator from Iowa propose 
to g on further to-night? 

. ALLISON. Reasonably. Iwill not proceed long, but we 
can go on for a while, `I think there will be no trouble in making 


Some uy mos ; 

Mr. T. We had better adjourn. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let the Secre read a paragraph or two. 

Mr. ALLISON. If we can make a little progress, I Shall be ready 
to make a motion to adjourn in a few minutes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Regular order! 

The SECRETARY. Page 70, line 23—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the Secretary will wait until 
Ican get my papers in shape. I supposed we were going to ad- 
journ at the usual hour. 

8 ISON. The usual hour has not yet arrived. If the 
Senator from Arkansas has say objection to a few of these para- 
graphs in the agricultural schedule being passed, of course I will 
accommodate him. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No; I have no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows, beginning at line 23, page 70: 


Dairy products: 

PBA. Butter, and substitutes therefor, 6 cents per pound. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the clerks will wait until we 
can get the place in the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is on page 70. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, move to strike out six“ before 
“cents” in paragraph 234 and insert ‘‘four,” which is the rate 
under the present law, the Wilson Act. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT.- The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 24, page 70, strike out “six” and 
insert four“ before the word ‘‘cents;” so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

234. Butter, and substitutes therefor, 4 cents per pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
aic EE d by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. VEST. 1 think the Senator from Iowa ought tolay before 
the Senate the official reports as to exports and imports. For in- 
stance, on oleomargarine, which is a substitute for butter, the 
exports were $587,369 in 1896 and there were no imports at all; 
on oleomargarine oil, $8,087,405, and no imports. f butter we 

rted $2,937,203, and imported $8,248 worth; of cheese, $3,091,- 
914, and we imported $1,494,601 worth of the foreign cheese which 
is not manufactured in this country.. As to much the larger por- 
tion of the articles included in this paragraph we imported 
nothing. But I suppose we are putting on these duties for the 
p of protecting the American producers and of obtaining 
revenue. Icallforthe yeas and nays on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. : 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE]. I transfer that 
pair to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SurTH], and vote ** yea." 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). 1 am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH]. If he were 
present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. Minis]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SurrH]. I transfer that pair to 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], and vote yea." 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). Itrans- 
fer my pair with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK] to the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and vote ** yea." 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. THURSTON. Has the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
TILLMAN] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not. 

Mr. THURSTON. Ihave a general pair with the Senator from 


South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. If he were present, I should 
vote “nay.” 


3 . e 


YEAS—29. 
Bacon, Faulkner, Martin. Turner, 
Bate, Gray, Mitchell, o, 
Berry Harris, Morgan, Vest, 
Butler, Heitfeld, Murphy, Walthall, 
Caffery, Jones, Ark, ASCO, White. 
Chilton, Kenney. Pettus, 
8 McLau wlins, 

rell, ory, ` 

NAYS—34. 

i Frye, Mason, Sewe 
Burrows, Gear, Nelson, —.— 
Chandler, Hanna, Penrose, Spooner, 
Cullom, Hawley, Perkins, arre 

vis, Hoar, latt, Corn. Wellin 
Deboe, Jones, Nev. Platt, N. Y Wetmore, 
Elkins, yle, itchard, ilson, 
Fairbanks, McEnery, Proctor, 

Foraker, Quay, 
NOT VOTING—26. 

Aldrich, Gallinger, Lodge, Stewart, 
Allen, Hire di McBride, Teller, 
Baker, Gorman, » McMillan, Thurston, 
Cannon, Hale, Tillman, 
8 Hansbrough, Morrill, Wolcott. 

ark, Harris, Tenn. Pettigrew, 
Daniel, Lindsay. mith. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 


eration of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 5 
minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, 
June 16, 1897, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 15, 1897, 
. GOVERNOR OF ALASKA. 

John G. Brady, of Sitka, Alaska, to be governor of the District 

of Alaska, vice James Sheakley, resigned. 
COMMISSIONERS FOR ALASKA. 

Caldwell W. Tuttle, of Columbia City, Ind., to be a commis- 
sioner in and for the District of Alaska, to reside at Sitka, vice 
Robert C. Rogers, resigned, 

John E. Crane, of Chicago, Ill., to be a commissioner in and for 
the District of Alaska, to fill one of the four additional commis- 
sionerships, at points to be designated by the President, created 
by the act approved June 4, 1897. 

PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS. 

Second Lieut. George Richards, United States Marine Corps, to 
be a first lieutenant in said corps from the 2d day of February, 
1897 (subject to the examinations required by law), vice Second 
ee Elisha Theall, failed to qualify, and reti as first lieu- 

enant. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 15, 1897. 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

nary M. Hoyt, of Pennsylvania, to be Assistant Attorney- 

General. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 

Second Lieut. Vernon Avondale Caldwell, Twenty-fifth Infan- 
try, to be first lientenant. i 

Candidate Sergt. Thomas M. Anderson, jr., Troop G, Fourth 
Cavalry, to be second lieutenant. 

Candidate Corpl. John E. Hunt, Troop H, Eighth Cavalry, to 
be second lieutenant. 

MARSHALS. z 

William M. Griffith, of Arizona Territory, to be marshal of the 
United States for the Territory of Arizona. 

John M. Barnes, of Georgia, to be marshal of the United States 
for the southern district of Georgia. 

POSTMASTERS, 

Percy R. Trubshaw, to be 8 at Cooperstown, in the 
county of Griggs and State of North Dakota. 

Samuel M. Griffin, to be postmaster at Quitman, in the county 
of Brooks and State of Georgia. 

C. G. Brown,to be postmaster at Eastman, in the county of 
Dodge and State of Georgia. 

Carl Kramer, to be pecu at Columbus, in the county of 
Platte and State of Nebraska. 

Elizabeth M. Broadwell, to be postmaster at La Cygne, in the 
county of Linn and State of Kansas. 

Marshall Lambert, to be dicemus at Newkirk, in the county 
of Kay and Territory of O oma. ` 
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SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, June 16, 1897. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. j 
1 by Rev. HH JoHNsTON, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


n. 
he Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Woman's 
Health Protective Association, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying the 
President of the United States and the Senate to formulate such 
treaties as will effectually prevent the difficulties arising between 
the United States and other nations; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the passage of the Torrey 
bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He presented a memorial of the J. Miller Company, of 
Racine, Wis., remonstrating against the imposition of a duty on 
tanned skins for morocco or a duty on raw goatskins; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of A. D. Fleming & Co., flax spin- 
ners and 1 of Albany, Wis., remonstrating against the 
imposition of a duty on imported flax tow; which was ordered to 
lie on the table, 

He also presented a memorial of the Menasha Wooden Ware 
Company, of Menasha, Wis., remonstrating against a change in 
the present law governing the use of wooden tobacco pails; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented memorials of the Howard Furni- 
ture Company, of Nashua; of Foster & Pinkham, of Henniker; of 
Blake, Allen & Co., of Manchester, and of Crafts & Green, all in 
the State of New Hampshire, remonstrating against any increase 
iu the present rate of duty on tanned skins for morocco or a duty 
on raw goatskins; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DEBOE presented sundry petitions of citizens of Carrollton 
and Catlettsburg, in the State of Kentucky, praying for the pas- 
sage, at the earliest possible date, of such protective-tariff legis- 
lation as will adequately secure American industrial products 
against the competition of foreign labor; which were ordered to 
‘lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Rey. F. T. Hefferman, super- 
intendent of the Louisville (Ky.) Church Workers and sundry 
other citizens of Kentucky, praying for the repeal of the present 
civil-service law; which was referred to the Committee on Civil 
Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of New York City and a petition of sundry citizens of us 
Point, N. Y., praying for the early enactment of a protective-tariff 
law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of New York 
City engaged in the lumber business, remonstrating against the 
proposed duty of $2 per thousand feet on lumber; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of New York 
City and sundry memorials of citizens of Norwich, Conn., re- 
monstrating against the proposed increase of the tax on beer; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BATE. I present, by request, a petition of sundry citizens 
of Georgetown, Tenn., praying for the passage, at the earliest pos- 
sible date, of such protective-tariff legislation as will adequately 
secure American industrial products against the competition of 
foreign labor. I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a memorial of members of the North 
Carolina Liquor Dealers, Distillers, and Grape Growers' Associa- 
tion, remonstrating against the proposed increase of the tax on 
beer; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented a memorial of the North Carolina 
Liquor Dealers, Distillers, and Grape Growers' Association, remon- 
strating against the proposed increase of the tax on beer; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Concord, N. C., 
and a petition of sundry citizens of Greensboro, N. C., praying 
for the early passage of the pending tariff bill; which were ordere 
to lie on the table. : 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Grocers and Export- 
ers' Exchange of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of 
the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Sixth Ward Republican Club, 
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the repealof the present civil- 
servicelaw; which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service 
and Retrenchment. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Lancaster, 
Pa.,and a memorial of sundry brewers of Lancaster, Pa., remon- 


strating against the proposed increase of the tax on beer; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented petitions of 17 citizens of Philadelphia, of 52 
citizens of Philadelphia, of 37 citizens of Norristown, 46 citizens 
of McKean, 26 citizens of Allegheny County, 52 citizens of Penn- 
sylvania, 100 citizens of Philadelphia, 77 citizens of Wei rt, 
and of Steelton Circle, No. 26, of Steelton, all in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation restricting im- 
migration; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented petitions of 31 citizens of Minersville, of 47 
citizens of Philadelphia, of 43 citizens of Philadelphia. 21 citizens 
of Steelton, 24 citizens of Wilkesbarre, 34 citizens of Reading, 30 
citizens of Philadelphia, 13 citizens of Philadelphia, 36 citizens of 
Reading, 46 citizens of Philadelphia, of 9 citizens of Philadelphia, 
and of the select and common councils of Philadelphia, all in the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying for the early passage of the pend- 
ing tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented a petition of the Merchant Tailors’ Exchange 
of Allegheny, Pa., and a petition of Local Union No. 131, Jour- 
neymen Tailors’ Union of America, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for 
the adoption of clause 666 in the pending tariff bill, limiting the 
free importation of wearing apparel, etc.; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the general assembly of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the early p e of Senate bill No. 1747, re- 
appointing and retiring Gen. David McMurtrie Gregg, late cap- 
tain, Sixth United States Cavalry, and brevet major-general of 
United States Volunteers, with the rank and grade of captain; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MILLS presented a memorial of Brewers' Union No. 112, 
of San Antonio, Tex., remonstrating against the proposed increase 
of the tax on beer; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a memorial of the C. A. Hibbard Boot 
and Shoe Company, remonstrating against any increase in the 
present rate of duty on tanned skins for morocco, or a duty on raw 
goatskins; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of Emil Wulschuer & Son, of 
New York City, praying that the duty on musical instruments 
and parts for the same be provided for at the rate of 35 per cent 
ad valorem; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HANNA presented memorials of D. H. Gaumer and 19 
other citizens, of E. W. Van Wagenen and 19 other citizens, of 
W. T. Cosgrove and 19 other citizens, of S. A. Weller and 51 other 
citizens, C. N. Ritter and 19 other citizens, S. McCarthy and 16 
other citizens, Leo. Guthman and 19 other citizens, Otto A. Bauer 
and 19 other citizens, William H. Smith and 19 other citizens, the 
Sexton Furniture Company and 14 citizens, 1. W. Clark and 18 
other citizens, A. Parsons and 45 other citizens, J, T. Crabbs and 
52 other citizens, J. C. Fish and 51 other citizens, J. S. Marquis 
and 50 other citizens, W. J. Tappan and 51 other citizens, G. S. 
Brum and 52 other citizens, Allen Thompson and 49 other citi- 
zens, Dr. J. A. Francis, jr., and 18 other citizens, W. L. Rowland 
and 49 other citizens, J. C. Fish and 52 other citizens, Harry L. 
Peebles and 16 other citizens, A. S. Clark and 19 other citizens, 
and of J. A, Knapp and 27 other citizens, all in the State of Ohio, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to de- 
stroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. FORAKER presented memorials of the Bailey Drug Com- 
pany and 18 citizens, the Collier-Budd Coal Wem ny and 11 citi-- 
zens, of James Shiny and 19 other citizens, J. B. Olivers and 49 
other citizens, E. W. Hunting and 18 other citizens, Edward G. 
Howard and 52 other citizens, J. H. Wilson and 19 other citizens, 
Edward L. Meyersand 14 other citizens, and of William F. Gabell 
and 17 other citizens, all in the State of Ohio, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation intended to destroy the pres- 
ent system of ticket brokerage; which were referred to the Come 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BURROWS presented memorials of C. C, Snedeker and 52 
other citizens, Wright, Kay & Co. and 39 other citizens, David 
Long and 49 other citizens, Charles A. Strelinger and 45 other citi- 
zens, H. C. Hubbin and 19 other citizens, and of Brown Bros. and 
51 other citizens, all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation intended to destroy the pres- 
ent system of ticket brokerage; which were referred to the Com 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr.MASON. Mr. President, I desire to present a large number 
of memorials which have been sent to me to be presented to the 
Senate, and I will ask the Secretary to note the name of the first 
memorialist on each paper and the nümber of signers. I should 
say that I have been informed, and from my exainination believe 
it to be true, that these memorials are signed by some 15,000 me- 
morialists. Iam also informed that most of them are citizens of 
the State of Illinois. They protest against the passage of the anti- 
scalping bill. Ishould like to have the RECORD show the names, 
not of all the memorialists, but the first name on each memorial, 
and the number that follow, 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT, That order will be made, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

The memorials are as follows: 

Memorials of G. C. Burk and 49 other citizens, of Tower Daw- 


son & Co. and 52 other citizens, of A. J. Shilling and 52 other cit- 
izens, of H. Lau and 51 other citizens, of E. D. Read and 50 other 
citizens, James D. Mu Br ana 50 other citizens, A. J. Reynolds 
and 40 other Cabina S. . Black and 52 other citizens, A. R. 
Stanley and 52 other citizens, G. E. Ranaous and 19 other citizens, 
F. Wiehle and 26 other citizens, O. F. Bridges and 19 other citi- 
zens, J. F. Neunan and 52 other citizens, J. C. Hagenbuch and 17 
other citizens, H. M. Shoub and 19 other citizens, J. H. Johnson 
and 18 other citizens, D. H. Clarke and 19 other citizens, D. Ogdine 
and 19 other citizens, H. Barkhausen and 19 other citizens, W. B. 
Senmark and 50 other citizens, H. Cooting and 52 other citizens, 
Robert Manning and 51 other citizens, Thomas Drury and 52 
other citizens, L. C. Noble and 49 other citizens, M. L. Brown 
and 52 other citizens, S. Rice and 49 other citizens, J. Conarty 
and 52 other citizens, E. Wilken and 52 other citizens, D. P. Shaw 
and 50 other citizens, D. J. Riley and 52 other citizens, J. J. 
Conerty and 52 other citizens, Harry Filkins and 51 other citizens, 
J. J. Sullivan and 30 other citizens, H. Bottheim and 52 other 
citizens, Charles Nebel and 49 other citizens, A. R. Shroeder and 
5i other citizens, C. J. Roe and 51 other citizens, T. McArdle and 
52 other citizens, W. W. Taylor and 52 other citizens, P. H. Wil- 
son and 52 other citizens, H. Y. Whiteman and 52 other citizens, 
W. G. Hargis and 52 other citizens, Charles Stornan and 51 other 
citizens, L. C. Noble and 48 other citizens, W. A. Sager and 41 
other citizens, N. O'Brien and 43 other citizens, S. Wilson and 52 
other citizens, J. P. Warner and 51 other citizens, F. J. TON 
son and 19 other citizens, Filis Perl and 52 other citizens, Arnold 
Schiess and 52 other citizens, George W. Nye and 52 other citizens, 
F. J. Purdy and 52 other citizens, William McChesney and 49 other 
citizens, Th. Williams and 52 other citizens, E. J, McCarty and 52 
other citizens, M. Plunkett and 52 other citizens, E. P. Adams and 
50 other citizens, A. N. Swigert and 52 other citizens, J. A. Keley 
and 52 other citizens, F. E. Hatfield and 52 other citizens, B. C. Teal 
and 52 other citizens, M. Timmions and 20 other citizens, George D. 
Hall, M. D., and 51 other citizens, E. J. Highland and 49 other citi- 
zens,J. Hughes and 52 other citizens, W. O. Robertson and 52 other 
citizens, A. J. Wilson and 52 other citizens, E. Flin and 52 other citi- 
zens, R. Hand and 52 other citizens, J. T. Sullivan and 52 other cit- 
izens, C. A. Davies and 52 other citizens, J. G. Eager and 51 other 
citizens, H. Gundling and 52 other citizens, J. C. Duncan and 52 
other citizens, L. B. Care and 52 other citizens, P. Lane and 52 
other citizens, A. B. Horne and 51 other citizens, S. F. Erskine 
and 52 other citizens, T. T. Hughes and 52 other citizens, P. J. 
Holbrook and 52 other citizens, S. Lange and 52 other citizens, 
P. H. Wilson and 52 other citizens; J. N. Pincier and 51 other 
citizens, W. H. Bromiley and 52 other citizens, M. Ginby and 52 
other citizens, S. Lee and 52 other citizens, W. J. Fagan and 52 
other citizens, C. A. Vim Velzu and 52 other citizens, W. J. Ten- 
nison and 51 other citizens, J. C. Brooks and 52 other citizens, 
Charles Langguth and 51 other citizens, E. Klosterman and 49 
other citizens, N. Parson and 51 other citizens, M. Schellender and 
52 other citizens, H. Uebel and 48 other citizens, M. Adler and 52 
other citizens, William McChesney and 48 other citizens, A. B. 
Rosenblum and 52 other citizens, William Force and 52 other citi- 
zens, J. Weil & Bros. and 51 other citizens, M. P. Hooker and 49 
other citizens, W. J. Salmon and 52 other citizens, W. McDevitt and 
53 other citizens, William Johnson and 14 other citizens, Hender- 
son & Jampolis and 46 other citizens, Nelson Chesman and 52 other 
citizens, E. E. Kelly and 51 other citizens, W. W. David and 52 other 
citizens, George S. Lemon and 49 other citizens, M. Timmons and 19 
other citizens, E. E. Duseman and 11 other citizens, E. R. Blake and 
15 other citizens, The Fort Wayne Electric Corporation and 51 citi- 
zens, T. P. Blanchard and 52 other citizens, J. Chuseman and 51 
other citizens, G. A. Washburn and 52 other citizens, W. H. 
Wright and 52 other citizens, C. A. Van Velger and 52 other citi- 
zens, J. A. Grant and 52 other citizens, E. Wertke and 52 other 
citizens, J. J. Jones and 50 other citizens, W. Mangler and 52 
other citizens, F. L. Clark and 52 other citizens, S. Jones and 52 
other citizens, H. C. Nau and 52 other citizens, H. A. Williamson 
and 51 other citizens, J. Schneider and 52 other citizens, Charles 
Deubler and 51 other citizens, E. Simon and 51 other citizens, M. 
Goldsmith and 51 other citizens, D. C. Clark and 52 other citizens, 
William G. Morrison and 52 other citizens, S. Singer and 57 other 
citizens, N. H. Daly and 52 other citizens, G. S. Glurehauf and 52 
other citizens, J. Ascher and 52 other citizens, J. N. Mason and 
50 other citizens, B. Amheim and 52 other citizens, L. Cohn and 
17 other citizens, A. Arenson and 52 other citizens, D. Camp 
and 52 other citizens, A. R. Mitchell and 52 other citizens, 
E. V. Doran and 52 other citizens, C. Langguth and 52 other 
citizens, L. C. Marks & Co. and 52 other citizens, J. Valentine 
and 52 other citizens, P. J. Metty and 49 other citizens, W. 
Cronan and 52 other citizens, M. Connors and 52 other citizens, 
G. P, Burke and 49 other citizens, Grossman, Michelson & Co. 


and 52 other citizens, J. C. Wagner and 52 other citizens, E. Gold- 
man & Co. and 51 other citizens, S. J. Hirsch and 52 other citi- 
zens, J. G. McGregor and 52 other citizens, P. P. Sly and 52 
other citizens, E. Selmond and 52 other citizens, D. Heyman and 
52 other citizens, Isaac F. Rubel and 52 other citizens, W. Hud- 
son and 52 other citizens, J. Cheesman and 51 other citizens, 
A. Kennedy and 52 other citizens, Joe Hart and 50 other citizens, 
John F, Flynn and 29 other citizens, Frank Keene and 51 other 
citizens, B. J. Daniels and 52 other citizens, D. E. Morton and 53 
other citizens, J. G. Jordan and 52 other citizens, George L. Rus- 
sell and 50 other citizens, Edw. Cummings and 51 other citizens, 
W. J. Salmon and 52 other citizens, C. J Leiber and 52 other citi- 
zens, the Munwegen & Weiss Manufacturing Company and 53 
citizens, D. Kahn & Co. and 52 other citizens, Charles P. Root and 
52 other citizens, Thomas B. O'Hara and 52 other citizens, J. Rob- 
erts and 52 other citizens, Adolph Moses and 11 other citizens, 
Henry Stern and 52 other citizens, H. G. Nye and 51 other citi- 
zens, Samuel Cains and 51 other citizens, Will. Miller and 52 other 
citizens, W. W. Wilder and 52 other citizens, J. A. Duggan and 52 
other citizens, G. Mendrick and 52 other citizens, G. W. Hambaugh 
and 52 other citizens, H. S. Rice and 52 other citizens, G. Nunene- 
ger and 49 other citizens, J. H. Brannan and 31 other citizens, F. A. 
Rogers and 52 other citizens, R. Nixon and 52 other citizens, 
Charles H. Ames and 22 other citizens, Pettibone, Mulliken & Co. 
and 49 other citizens, Emil K. Costerman and 49 other citizens, L. S. 
Kenlay and 52 other citizens, J. N. Mason and 51 other citizens, 
E. Baird and 52 other citizens, Carl Muller and 52 other citizens, 
F. M. Goodman and 52 other citizens, James O'Brien and 51 other 
citizens, Joseph Friedman and 19 other citizens, H. R. Platt and 
53 other citizens, E. H. Brown and 52 other citizens, Capt. Jack 
Cranford and 52 other citizens, S. Adams and 51 other citizens, 
M. S. Hartman and 50 other citizens, E. J. Hill and 52 other citi- 
zens, W. J. Jackson and 52 other citizens, O. E. Pardee and 51 
other citizens, M. Gimbel & Sons and 52 other citizens, J. S. 
Heath and 52 other citizens, E. Hart and 52 other citizens, A. 
Brown and 36 other citizens, Robert S. Brinton and 52 other citi- 
zens, B. Meyer and 52 other citizens, J. S. Horeland and 51 other 
citizens, the Cole Lithographing Company and 50 citizens, R. M. 
Atkinson and 52 other citizens, T. S, Rapp and 52 other citizens, 
James Thompson Drug Manufacturing Company and 52 citizens, 
8. J. Strickland and 50 other citizens, S. Tanzer and 17 other citi- 
zens, E. A. Luflin and 39 other citizens, J. F. Adams and 52 other 
citizens, T. Jacobs and 49 other citizens, S. Fishel and 51 other citi- 
zens, W. Eisendrath and 51 other citizens, J. E. Lamard and 48 
other citizens, J. E. Laman and 49 other citizens, W. M. Umb- 
denstock and 52 other citizens, W. H. Jones and 52 other citizens, 
W. Eberhardt and 51 other citizens, C. L. Feladamf and 17 other 
citizens, M. T. Sterling and 52 other citizens, F. Beck and 45 other 
citizens, G. C. Joseph and 51 other citizens, H. J. Faulkner and 
51 other citizens, A. J. Wilson and 52 other citizens, R. S. Turmia 
and 52 other citizens, H. Ganz and 51 other citizens, H: Y. White- 
mon and 52 other citizens, J. C. Salomon and 51 other citizens, 
M. P. Hooker and 49 other citizens, A. L. Dean & Co. and 52 other 
citizens, J. McCormick and 52 other citizens, H. C. McDonald and 
52 other citizens, C. S. Garrett and 52 other citizens, and J. W. 
Patterson and 52 other citizens, all in the State of Illinois. 

Mr. CULLOM. The memorials presented by my colleague 
should be referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, I 
did not hear any statement as to their reference. 

Mr. MASON. That is correct. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorials will be so referred. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the memorial of George W. Maddock, 
[eie of the Boston pue. Leather Tanners' Club, of Boston, 

ass., relative to the tariff on hides and leather. I move that the 
mernorial lie on the table, and that it be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I present sundry memorials as to a matter 
that is immediately pending before one of the committees of this 
body—sundry memorials of citizens of New Hampshire and other 
States, remonstrating against the enactment of the antiscalping 
bill, so called. 

The memorialists represent that **the bill would destroy a nat- 
ural and legal right to dispose of one’s own property in the open 
market.” They say ‘‘it would enable the strong railroad systems 
to shut out the weak lines on through business and thus destro; 
competition," that it would send a citizen to prison and bran 
him with infamy for disposing of his own pue while impos- 
mene penalty upon the railroad company for a failure to redeem 
tickets, as provided," and it also declares that “the business of 
ticket brokerage is directly in the interest of the traveling public.” 
I ask that the memorials may be rately noted in the RECORD, 
and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


The memorials were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, as follows: 

Memorials of J. M. Pearion and 19 other citizens, E. C. Eart- 
man and 14 other citizens, G. Sheltry and 9 other citizens, S. 
Brooks and 18 other citizens, S. Gasper and 17 other citizens, S. Q 


1897. 


Kobler and 50 other citizens, C. P. Kenyon and 18 other citizens, 
Wright & Lynch and 51 other citizens, H. F. Bancker and 51 
other citizens, S. F. Ellis and 50 other citizens, F. A. Milliken 
and 51 other citizens, Dr. 8. Olin Leech and 51 other citizens, 
George L. Barr and 52 other citizens, H. E. Mitchell and 52 other 
citizens, Carl Rosenburger and 52 other citizens, and George A. 
Berry & Co. and 19 other citizens. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the memorialof J. M. Pearson 
and 58 other citizens of Suncook, N. H., remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation intended to destroy the present sys- 
tem of ticket brokerage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS, from the Committee on Public Buildin 
and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1056) to provide 
for a public building at Cleveland, Ohio, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 2146) grantinga pension 
to Susan Kroeson, widow of Thomas Kroeson, late a soldier in 
the Union Army during the war of the rebellion; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


aims: 
A bill (S. 2147) for the relief of Mrs. Celia Ford, late a laun- 
dress in Battery F, Second jon grs United States Artillery; and 
A bill (S. 2148) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Merrick. Merrick & Cope. 
Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2149) for the relief of 
Richard C. Silence; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 


ELECTRIC RAILWAY LINE OVER THE POTOMAC. 


Mr. PENROSE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Mi apra Maa concurring), That the 
electric railway line from the Aqueduct Bridge to Fort Myer and Arlington 
may, with the permission and under the direction of the Secretary of War, 
be extended across the Aqueduct Bridge on or near the east sidewalk: Pro- 
vided, That all cost of such extension be paid by the railway company 
and that this permission may be revoked by the Secretary of War at any 
time. 


IMPROVEMENT OF CAPE CHARLES HARBOR. 


Mr. SEWELL submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives 
concurring), rhat the Secretary of War is hereby directed to prepare and 
submit plans anà estimates for the further improvement of the harbor and 
approaches at Cape Charles City, Va., by the construction of a stone break- 
water on the south side of the cut leading to Cape Charles Harbor, similar 
to the breakwater which has just been comple on the north side; and for 
sundry dredging near Old Plantation Light, in the cut emi, fene bor, 
orden enabling vessels to go in and out of the harbor without danger or 

culty. 


FREDALINE GLASTETTER. 


Mr. COCKRELL, On the 16th day of March last I introduced 
a bill (S. 303) granting a pension to Fredaline Glastetter. He has 
passed beyond the reach of the beneficence of the Government, 
and I move that the Committee on Pensions be discharged from 
its further consideration, and that the bill be indefinitely post- 


med, 
The motion was agreed to. 
THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 379. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 
of the United States. 

i The reading of the bill was resumed at page 70, line 25, as fol- 
OWS: 

235. Cheese, and substitutes therefor, 6 cents per pound. 

236. Milk, fresh, 2 cents per gallon. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. I was not aware that the bill had 
been taken up. Iwas looking at something else, Ishould be glad 
to have a moment's delay. 

I should like to have an understanding with the Senator from 
Iowa. There are a considerable number of amendments here 
where the rates have been raised,as we think, unreasonably, and 
we would like to have votes upon propositions to reduce them. 
At the same time we do not want to delay the Senate by taking a 
vote on every single paragraph. If there were to be no point of 
order made as to our going back to make the motion, I wasthink- 
ing that we would perhaps allow a half dozen paragraphs to goat 
a time, and then move to strike out in each one of paragraphs 
the objectionable rate and to substitute what we propose, and 
have one vote on the whole. Iam aware, if we allow a paragraph 
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to pass, the Senator in charge of the bill can make the point, if 
he chooses, that the paragraph has gone by and we can not return 
toit. If that point is to be made, of course we shall have to ask 
for separate votes as we go along. 

Mr. ALLISON. I thoroughly sympathize with the Senator 
from Arkansas in his desire to make the utmost speed in the con- 
sideration of the bill consistent with the care that we ought to 
take in its examination. Therefore I assure him, upon the sug- 
gestion now made by him, that I shall make no point of order. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out paragraph 236, in order to put 
fresh milk upon the free list,as it is under the existing law. I 
call attention to the fact that in 1896 we exported $270,453 worth 
of milk and imported $19,100 worth. Here is an article of prime 
necessity, entirely healthy, nec to the comfort, indeed, to 
the life of a large aues of our people. Itherefore move to strike 
out the paragraph in order to put fresh milk upon the free list, 
where it is now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri will be stated. 

ey SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 236 in the following 
words: 

Milk, fresh, 2 cents per gallon. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 237, page 71, line 2, after the word **of," to strike out all 
coverings and packing material” and insert immediate cover- 
ings;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

237. Milk, preserved or condensed, or sterilized by heating or other proc- 
esses, including weight of immediate coverings, 2 cents per pound; sugar of 
milk, 5 cents per pound. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out “2 cents a 
pound,” in line 5, and insert **20 per cent ad valorem." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee? The Chair hears none, and it is 
agr to. The Senator from Arkansas moves an amendment 
which will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. In line 5, page 71, it is to strike out 
**9 cents per pound” and insert ** 20 cent ad valorem." 
Mr. JO. of Arkansas. And strike out “5 cents per 


pound” and insert“ 20 per cent ad valorem." 

The Secretary. Also, in lines 5 and 6, strike out **5 cents per 
pound” and insert **20 per cent ad valorem;" so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

237. Milk, preserved or condensed, or sterilized by heating or other proc- 
esses, inclu 50 weight of immediate coverings, 3 per cent ad valorem; 
sugar of milk, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, The manufacture of condensed milk 
was begun just before the war, and has developed rapidly duri 
and since then. There are now about ten factories in the United 
States that make about 40,000,000 1-pound cans of condensed milk 
annually. Five of these belong to the New York Condensed Milk 
Company and two to the Anglo-Swiss Company. Of these seven, 
four are in New York and three in Illinois. 

When the factory employees and the dairy farmers in the vicin- 
ity of these establishments learned that McKinley had given the 
condensed-milk men all the duty they wished on preserved milk 
and had removed the duty on sugar, which in this particular case 
the foreigner refused to pay, they were jubilant. ices of milk 
and wages were to be grany advanced. This was the under- 
standing all along the line. hatever might be the effect of this 
new tariff act on other industries, if was certain to help the dairy 
farmer and the workers in the condensed-milk factories. But 
behold! When the condensed-milk men met and fixed the prices 
they would pay for milk for the year 1891, instead of being higher, 
they were found to be lower than for fifteen or twenty years, 
averaging only 3 cents per quart for winter and 24 cents for sum- 
mer months, 

The Wage earners in this highly protected industry can shake 
hands with the farmers, for all have been equally benefited by the 

i Matters are somewhat different with the factory owners, 
who are now polime iiec p milk somewhat higher than in 
1890, and are now, because of cheaper sugar, making at least 1 
cent more on each pound can, or $400,000 a year, though they had 
made their millions under the old duty. Of course, with such a 
high duty and such enormous profits, it was unbecoming for these 
men to depend upon the crude and amateurish methods of organ- 
ization that had before bound them together. They must put 
their stock in a syndicate and bave it sold in the exchanges. 
Hence, on December 2, 1891, the Associated Press contained the 
following from Chicago. 

A special dispatch fr 1 3 : 

“It is understood that arrangements are completed for the transfer to an 
English syndicate of the five k-condensing factories at Ca —— 

Brewster, Wassaic,and Walden, N. Y. 'The have been 


II., and a 
by the Borden and Milbank families for over twenty-five years. pur 


c price is not rev err pete last year is 3 
over $750,000, it m 000 or $15,000, The Borden heirs liv- 
ing here and in California are now in New York on this business." 
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This trust is now in shape to hold fast all the McKinley Act 
gave it and to dictate wages and prices on everything bought and 
sold. Moreover, they can and probably will soon in to give 
extra discount to foreigners, who now purchase about $200,000 
worth of condensed milk a year from us. 

There can be no reason in making this increased tax on this 
article of prime necessity. The claim that it is done for the pur- 
pe of increasing wages of employees is absolutely disproved by 

e history of this product. The rate that I have proposed by the 
amendment I have offered is the one under the existing law at 
this time, under which large quantities of this article are being 
exported, I understand, and there is practically none being im- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par- 
agraph 238, page 71, line 8, after the word *' Beans,” to strike out 
“fifty” and insert ** forty;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

238. Beans, 40 cents per bushel of 60 pounds. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Senator in charge of the bill to allow 
over. 


3 . "Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, the paragraph will be passed over temporarily. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par- 
agraph 239, e 71, line 13, after the word “all,” to strike out 
“coverings and packing material” and insert ‘tins, jars, and 
other immediate coverings;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

239. Beans, and mushrooms, prepared or preserved, in tins, jars, 
bottles, or r *l cents per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem, 


inclu the weight jars, and other immediate cove ; all 
es and sauces of all kinds. 


pared or preserved, including pickl 
Dota „ tar ie this act, and fish paste or sauce, 40 per cent ad 
* The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

240. Cabbages, 3 cents each. 

Mr. VEST. Under the existing law cabbages are upon the free 
list. I move to strike out the paragraph with a view to puttiug 
them u the free list. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri, to strike out paragraph 240, ** Cab- 


bages, 8 cents each." 
° e amendment was rejected. 

The next paragraph was read, as follows: 

241. Cider, 5 cents per gallon. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I draw the line on cider. After 
three weeks of arduous labor, we have succeeded upon this side 
of the Chamber in making only one reduction in the bill, and that 
was a eri of a cent upon anvils. Now we have the cider put 
on the dutiable list. The official reports show that we exported 
of cider during 1896, $47,670 worth and imported $1,704 worth. 

I appeal to New England to put this article upon the free list. 
Every one of us, and we have all been boys, must go back to rem- 
iniscences of boyhood in order to find an argument, and a very 
conclusive one, in behalf of free cider. Therecan be no pretense 
that this is in the line of protection, because we supply the do- 
mestic market and export nearly $50,000 worth of this innocent 


perra 
Mr. GRAY. It is not for revenue. 

Mr. VEST. Itisnot for revenue, because we imported only six- 
teen or seventeen hundred dollars’ worth*during 1896. If there is 
a temperance man upon the other side of the Chamber, I appeal 
to him. My judgment, formed upon observation and very con- 
siderable experience, is that the use of light wines, beer, and cider 
is the right road to temperance. The American people never will 
be a temperance people until we quit the fierce, maddening, life 
and soul destroying liquors aboye proof in alcohol and adopt the 
continental system. 

One good thing, at least, they have in Europe, the use of beer 
and light wines. I believe it is almost a crime in these modern 
days to confess that you have been to Europe. I saw a quotation 
from a distinguished statesman upon my own side in politics the 
other day where he thanked God he was too much of an Ameri- 
can ever to have been to Europe. Well, I have been to Europe. 
I went there for my health, and I am very sorry I am not there 


now. ; 

Mr. HOAR. May I inquire of the Senator if it is not the fact 
that that statesman was himself born in Enrope? 

Mr. VEST. No; he is a native-born American. He thanked 
God that he never had been there, and said he was too much of 
an American ever to go there. I said that I wished I was there 
now. I would infinitely rather be there, on account of my health 


and comfort, than to be struggling hopelessly over this tariff bill. 
Mr. FRYE. Give it up. 
Mr, VEST. We can not always give up these things. Every 
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public man has sometimes to take hold of a live wire, and he can 
not let go. 1 saw my friend the chairman of the Commerce 
Committee, with whom I have labored so many years, wrestling 
and struggling with a strong disposition to piscatorial exercises, 
when he felt he was compelled to stay here and wrestle with finan- 
cial and economic questions. 

I have been to Europe, Mr. President. I went there from neces- 
sity, and the necessity arose from the fact that you can get no rest 
in this country. I make no apology for it. With telephones, tele- 
graphs, andthe demands upon every man, even in private life, and 
much more in public life, there is no rest in this rushing, worry- 
ing, irritating American life of ours unless we go abroad. 

I do not propose to open up the temperance question, but I am 
defending cider, the liquid of our boyhood, the beverage that 
** cheers but not inebriates," that sparkles at every New England 
festival and in every New England home and in the West and 
South wherever the appleisraised and used. Upon the Continent 
of Europe you can see from five to fifteen thousand people—men, 
women, and children—assembled in the gardens every afternoon in 
family groups, drinking wine and beer and listening to music—nota 
loud word, not a boisterous expression, the home preserved. If you 
had that many Americans there, under our system of bibulation, 
it would not be ten minutes until you would hear the yell of some 
drunken ruffian and the music of the revolver. 

If we want temperance in this country—and I am in perfect 
sincerity when I say so—we must change our methods of drink- 
ing. The desire for some sort of stimulus is natural to mankind. 

e read in the Bible that as far back as the days of Noah he had 
not joined the Sons of Temperance. If we would have real, true 
temperance, obedient tonatural appetites, in this country, we must 
do away with these strong liquors and go back to light wines and 
the drinks of our childhood—milk, water, and cider. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator allow me? I 
think it would have been better for Noah if he had joined the 
Sons of Temperance. 

Mr. VEST. But he did not join them. That is the point I am 
making. Weare told that the races of men were divided, and the 
descendants of Ham were put into slavery because Ham, instead 
of protecting the old man's weakness, ridiculed him, and the result 
was that his descendants became slaves. 

Mr. President, I make this appeal earnestly in favor of cider. 
I have heard that at one time there was a distinguished member 
of this body who came in when a financial bill was being discussed 
by Senator Sherman, of Ohio. In thoseearly days Senator Sherman 
was advocating an increased tax upon whisky, nothing like what 
we have now, but it was considered then an enormous increase, 
This Senator came in, p his hat and gore upon his desk 
before him, and said, **May I interrupt the Senator from Ohio?” 
Mr. Sherman yielded the floor, and this Senator said: Mr. Pres- 
ident, I understand that whisky has no friends in this Chamber. 
I am the friend of whisky, and whisky is my friend. It builds up 
the strong and destroys the weak." And he retired from the 
Chamber after that declaration in favor of his favorite beverage. 

If whisky could have an advocate, how many advocates ought 
cider to have, the beverage of sobriety, the beverage of home? 
What excuse is there for putting it upon the dutiable list, when 
we export the amount I have named and receive nothing in the 
shape of revenue? Iappeal frankly and earnestly to New Eng- 
land to come to the rescue of cider. : 

I ask for the yeas and nays on agreeing to my amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri Ar. VEST] to strike out paragraph 
241, ** Cider, 5 cents per gallon," on which he demands the yeas and 


nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CANNON (when his namo was called). 
the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 
were here, I should vote yea." 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. I would vote 
ven if he were present. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when his name was called). Ihavea 
general pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], but I trans- 
fer that pair to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], and they 
will remain paired. I make this announcement for the day. 

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). I have a general 

ir with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN |, who, 
E is not in the Chamber. I therefore withhold my 
vote. If he were here, I should vote yea." 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). Has the junior 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLaurin] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Iam paired with the junior Senator from 
South Carolina. If he were present, I should vote ** nay." 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY]. 


Iam paired with 
If he 


Iam paired with the 
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1897. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Has the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURS- 
TON] voted? 


VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Iam paired with that Senator, and therefore 
withhold my vote. 
a PASCO. Has the Senator from Washington [Mr. WiLson] 
voted? : ' 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 


Mr. PASCO. Iam pa with that Senator, and therefore I 
withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote ** yea." 
Mr. FAULKNER (after having voted in the affirmative). I 


am paired with my colleague the Senator from West Virginia 
. ELKINS]. I do not see him in the Chamber. I should like 
know whether he has voted. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I withdraw my vote. 
Mr. GEAR. I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey 
1 SmitH]. I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from 
assachusetts Me LODGE], and vote ‘‘nay.” 
Mr. CLAY. I transfer my pair to the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. SwrrH], and vote ‘yea.’ : 
Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
ired with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. W ELLING- 


N]. As he is not present, I withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 28; as follows: 
YEAS—21. 
u Harris, Tenn. Morgan, Ves 
px Heitfeld, Murphy, Walthall, 
Berry, Jones, Ark, Pettus, White. 
Clay, Kenney, Rawlins, 
Cockrell, Mills, h, 
Gray, K Turpie, 
NAYS—2%. 
Allison, Fairbanks, Hoar, Platt, Conn. 
Burrows, Foraker, McBride, Platt, N. Y. 
T. Frye, m, Quar, 
dler, Gallinger, Morrill, well, 

vis,” ——— . — Bioware 

Deboe, Hawley, Per 5 Wetmore. 
NOT VOTING—4. 

Aldric Faulkner, McEnery, Shou 
Allen, * Gawes, McLaw Smith: 
Baker, Gorman, MeMi Teller, 
Butler, Hale, Mallory, Thurston, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Mantle, Tillman, 
Cannon, Harris, Martin, rner, 
Chilton, Jones, Nev. Pasco, arren 
Clar Kyle, Pettigrew, Wellington, 
Daniel, Lindsay, Pritchard, Wilson, 
Elkins, 5 Proctor, Wolcott. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WHITE su uently said: Ihave been advised that I voted 
in the absence of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup], with whom 
Iam paired. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw my vote. I 


had not observed that the Senator from Idaho was not here. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator from California asks 
leave to withdraw his vote on the previous roll call. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

The nextamendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 242, page 71, line 21, after the word Eggs,” to insert not 
specially provided for in this act;“ so as to make the paragraph 


242. Eggs, not specially provided for in this act, 5 cents per dozen. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out “ five" and insert *' three;" so 
as to read: À 

Eggs, not specially provided for in this act, 3 cents per dozen. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to call the attention of my friends who are 
anxious to secure revenue to the fact as shown by the official re- 
port. In 1893, under the McKinley Act, at 5 cents a dozen, there 
were Donne into this country $392,616 worth of ae In 1896, 
under a reduction to 3 cents per dozen under the son Act, we 
brought in $88,701 worth. So if itis desired, as I understand is 
the case, to obtain revenue, I would suggest that the present duty 
be retained. Therefore I make the motion. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par- 
agraph 243, page 71, line 23, after the words ad valorem,” to 
strike out the semicolon and the words “albumen, 5 cents per 
pound; ” so as to make the paragraph read: 

243. Eggs, yolk of, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALLISON. In behalf of the majority of the committee, I 


move to insert after the words ad valorem," and in lieu of the 
part stricken out, the following: 


Albumen, egg, or dried blood, 3cents per pound; dried blood whensoluble, 
14 cents per pound. 


Mr. VEST. I askthe Senator from Iowa if drled blood is not 
now on the free list? 


Mr. ALLISON. It is on the free list. 
Mr. VEST. And it is proposed now to put a duty of 3 cents a 


pound 91 it? 
Pe LISON. Three cents a pound on egg albumen and dried 
ood. 

Mr. VEST. Icallattention to the fact that the official report 
shows no imports at all of the yolk of eggs. This duty of 25 per 
cent ad valorem can not be imposed for the purpose of protecting 
the American production, as none comes in from abroad at all. 
In other words, we absolutely control the domestic market. In 
addition to that, under the amendment the Senator puts 3 cents 
per pound, I understand, upon albumen and 3 cents per pound 
upon dried blood. 

Mr. ALLISON.  Dried-blood albumen. 

Mr. VEST. Dried- blood albumen. Now, will the Senator please 
explain Why he wants to take that article off the free list? 

fr. ALLISON. The House provided for a duty of 5 cents Pe 
pound. Itislargely produced in our own country and impo: 
also. We struck it out, but on a reexamination we provide for a 
small duty. 

Mr. VEST. I could not hear what the Senator from Iowa said. 
Will he be kind enough to repeat his statement? 

Mr. ALLISON, e provide a small duty in lieu of 5 cents a 
pound 3 for by the House. The House provision is 5 cents 
a pound. We insert 3 cents for egg albumen or dried- blood albu- 
men, and 13 cents for dried blood when soluble. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator mean to say that they are the 
same thing? 

Mr. ALLISON. They are not the same thing, but they are like 
things, used for the same purposes. 

Mr. GRAY, What are those pu , may I ask the Senator? 

Mr. VEST. I understand that it is a hospital article. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are used largely in purifying cloths, etc. 

Mr. VEST. They are also used in medicinal preparations. 

EC ALLISON. They are used in the man ure of beer as 
well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. VEST. Let us have a vote on that amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. On the committee amendment? 

Mr. VEST. Ido not call for the yeas and nays. I want a viva 
voce vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa, which includes 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 
paragraph 244, page 72, line 1, after the word Hay,“ to strike 
out **$4 per ton” and insert **$3.50 per ton, gross weight;" so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

?44. Hay, $3.50 per ton, gross weight. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out **$3.50" and in- 
sert 82.“ I call attention to the fact that the revenue derived 
from a tax of $4 a ton was about $900,000, and the revenue de- 
rived from a tax of $2 a ton was $2,700,000—three times as much 
revenue on the rate of $2 a ton as there was on the rate of $4a 


n, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questión is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. In behalf of the committee, I withdraw the 
amendment proposed by the committee, and will allow the vote to 
be taken on the House provision. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the Senator will let me have 
a vote taken on the pro ition I have made. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask for the yeas and nays on my 
amendment. The Senator from Iowa proposes to raise the pro- 
posed Senate committee rate of $3.50 a ton to $4 a ton. I ask fog 


a vote by yeas and nays on my amendment reducing the rate to $2. 
Mr.QUAY. Will the Secretary have the kindness to state the 
amendment? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposen by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr JoNES], which will 

stated. 

The SECRETARY. The committee amendment to pa aph 244 
having been withdrawn, itis proposed to strike out “$4” and insert 
** $2:" so as to read: 

2H. Hay, $2 per ton. 

The RAM proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS]. If he were 
present, I should vote ** yea." 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). I am 
pass with the junior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK]. As 

e is not present, I withhold my vote. 
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Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote ** yea." 

Mr. PASCO (when his name wascalled). Iagain announce my 
pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr. WiLsoN]. If he 
were present, I should vote ** yea." 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. SAONE 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called), 1 again announce 
m ir with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. 

e roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GEAR. Iam paired with the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. SurrH]. Itransfer that pair to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. LODGE], and vote “nay.” 

Mr. WHITE (after having voted in the affirmative). 
if the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Saour] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not. 

Mr. WHITE. 1 am paired with that Senator, and therefore 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BURROWS. I notice that the senior Senator from Louisi- 
ana [Mr.CaFFERY] is not present. Iam paired with that Senator, 
and [request that my vote may be withdrawn. Ivoted without ob- 
pach is absence. I ask leave to withdraw my vote on the last 
roll call. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

ered. 

Mr. WHITE. Isuggest to the Senator from Michigan that we 
pokas exchange pairsand vote. Iam paired with the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. SHovr] and the Senator from Michigan is paired with 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery]. If the Senator has 
no objection, I will transfer my pair to the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Carrery], and that will enable the Senator from Michigan 
and 5 175 to vote. 3 

Mr. h URROWS. That will be entirely agreeable tome. I vote 
“nay. 

Mr. WHITE. Ivote “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 29; as follows: 


Iam paired with 


Tinquire 


If there be no objection, it will be so 


YEAS—23. 

Cockrell, McLaurin, Roach, 
— Gray, Mills, Turpie, 
Berry, Harris, Tenn. Mitchell, Vest, 
Butler, Jones, Ark. Morgan, Walthall, 
Chilton, Kenney, Murphy, te. 
Clay, ry, Pettus, 

1 NAYS—29. 
Allison; Foraker, uay. 
Burrows, Gallinger, Mai, we a 
Carter, Gear, Penrose, Spooner, 
^ Hansbroug Perkins, 
Cullom, Heitfeld, Pettigrew, Wetmore 
Davis, Hoar, Platt, Conn. 
Deboe, Kyle, Platt. N.Y.’ 
Fairbanks, McBride, 
NOT VOTING-—3;. 

Geor; Mallory, Teller, 
‘Allen, Gorman, Mantle Thurston, 
Baker, Hale, Martin, Tillman, 
Caffery, Hanna, Nelson, 5 
Cannon, Harris, Pasco, Warren, 
Clark, T Proctor, Wilson, 

Tm ev. E rasani Wolcott. 
Elkins, y, oup, 
Faulkner, Lodge, Smi 
Frye, McMillan, Stewart, 

So the amendment was rejected. 


The next paragraph was read, as follows: 
245. Honey, 20 cents per gallon. 


Mr. VEST. I move to strike out twenty“ and insert ten,“ 
which is the rate in the present law. 

The SECRETARY. In line 3, page 72, it is proposed to strike out 
* twenty " and insert ten;“ so as to read: 


245. Honey, 10 cents per gallon. 


Mr. VEST. I want to call attention to the official report of ex- 
ports and im We exported of honey in 1896, $90,959 worth, 
and we imported $17,632 worth, showing an excess of exports over 
imports of more than $70,000 in the year 1896. There can not be 
any pretense of the necessity for protection to this simple produc- 
tion, and it certainly does not bring us any revenue. I can not 
see any necessity for imposing this duty upon an article entirely 
harmless and entirely n : 

The VICE-P ENT. The question is on the amendment 


proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 
e amendment was rejected. 
The reading of the bili was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 246, page 72, line 4, 


after the word Hops,” to strike out “ fifteen” and insert *' twelve;" 
80 88 to read: 

246. Hops, 12 cents per pound, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Imove toamend the proposed amend- 
ment by striking out ‘‘ twelve" and inserting “eight.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. i 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the committee amend- 
ment, on page 72, line 4, after the word Hops,“ by striking out 
** twelve" and inserting ‘‘eight;” so as to read: 

246. Hops, 8 cents per pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Ihaveacommunication from a num- 
ber of hop exporters and importers showing the condition of the 
trade in hops, and, as it seems to me, the absolute uselessness of 
this increase in the present tariff. The rate proposed by me is 
that which is now the law. I will reada statement made by these 
gentlemen showing the condition of this trade: 


No. 35 PEARL STREET, New YORK CITY, March 29, 1897. \ 
To the Senate Finance Committee of the United States, Washington, D. C.: 


The eme nens hop merchants, por. and importers, respectfully 
submit the following statement of facts in relation to the hop trade, to dem- 
onstrate that the pro increase in the duty on hops from 8 cents to 15 
cents per pound will be an injury rather than a benefit to the producer, that 
it will be a hardship to the consumer, and that it will probably prove of no 
8 whatever from a revenue point of view, and is therefore against 
public policy. 

First. The iens duty of 8 cents per pound affords protection to the ex- 
tent of fully 100 per cent upon the average cost of producing hops in America. 
In proof of this it may be stated that on the P. c Slope, where three-fifths 
of the total American crop is now produced, hops can be grown, harvested. 
cured, and baled, ready for market, at a cost of only 6 cents per pound, and 
can be delivered in New York at 7} cents. A large proportion of the Oregon 
crop of 1896 was sold under contract by growers at 6 cents per pound six 
months before harvest time. and before they had incurred any outlay for the 
purpose of cultivation. In New York State. which produces the other two- 
fifths of the American crop, the cost of production 1s popularly supposed to 
be 10 cents per pound, but without doubt a large proportion of the crop is 
now being produced at a much lower cost. 

Second. annual exports of American hops absorb about one-third of 
our es and have me such a serious menace to the English grow- 
ers that they are continually beseeching Parliament to protect them against 
American competition. During the past three 2 the volume of exports 
Ms averaged nearly half the total quantity of hops consumed by American 

rewers. 

Third. The small quantity of European hops which are imported to this 
country do not really enter into competition with the home product. They 
are used for special purposes by brewers of high-grade beers, who blend them 
with American hops in the proportion of about one to ten, mainly to impart 
to their beer certain flavor which can not be acquired in any other way, 
and which will enable them to successfully imitate the flavor of foreign beers. 
Their special value consists in their aroma, and it is doubtful if in 
—.— respects they possess as much merit as our home product for general 

ewing p 

Fourth. The ratio of ea a to exports is, on the average, about 1 to 
7 and the extent to which imported hops may be said to displace our 
native hops is certainly not over 7 per cent of the total consumption of the 
United States. Even this small displacement is probably fully balanced by 
the extent to which our exporters are relieved from the competition of 
Germany in the London market. It is an axiom in the hop trade that Lon- 
don makes our prices, so that the exports of German hops to England are of 
vastly more importance to the American grower than are the exports of 
German hops to the United States. In this connection attention should be 
called to a report made by Louis Stern, United States commercial agent at 
Bamberg, September 14, Tus. apan the German hop trade, setting forth bow 
seriously the trade in ops is threatened American competition 
in the English market. 


And yet we are proposing to protect the American market against 
competition of this kind, when we are threatening their market 
abroad and selling a large percentage of our hops. 


Fifth. The past four years in the hop trade have been marked by an era 
of low see eren d f This conclusion is 
evident from the fact 


The plain truth of the matter is that the melo a growers in New 
ose on the Paci: 


their minds 

prohibitive tariff. 

Sixth. With regard to the revenue from imported Hops the statistics of 
y Department will show that the revenue derived from hops un- 


of hop merchants and growers held in New 
ied In i 


the id schedule of the Wilson bill, recently passed by the House of Repre- 
sentat hanged & specific to 

op trade erp titions the 
honorable the Senate of the United States to reinstate the son schedule 


of specific dod 
** Resolved, That although the opinion of different members of the trade 


has been at v ce as to the amount of said flc duty, they have, after 
n conference with the hop powers throughout the State of New York, united 
ti established by the House of tatives, to 
wi M cents per Aragua renes by the — tha duity 1 
e respec submi e proposal to increase the duty u 
is undesirable nia every point of TY, and is calculated to cast Bisoredis 
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n ne Dolce idea. We ask your committee to grant us the privilege 
a hearing. 
Very respectfully, — 
Hugh F.Fox,35 Pearl street, New York; Rothbarth & Sons, 35 
earlstreet, New York; T. Rosenwald & Co., 15 Water street, 
New York; E. Wattenberg Co..104 Broad street, New York; 


Martin Rothbarth & Co., 26 Whitehall street, New York; E. 
Uchtmann, 17 and 19 Broadway, New York; Carl Ullmann & 
Co.,17 and 10 Broadway, New York; Hugo Reisinger, 38 Beaver 
street, New York; S. S. Steiner, 25 Whitehall street, New 
York; M. Seidenberger's Sons, 25 Whitehall street, New York; 
C. & L. Heidenheimer, 13 Stone street, New York: Paul Reine- 
mann, 22 Whitehall street, New York: Charles Zoller, 12 Water 
street, New York; F. W. Simonds & Son, J8 South William 
street. New York; Geo. W. Elkins & Co., Philadelphia, Pa.; 
Dole Bros. Co., Boston. Mass.; Falk, Wormser & Co., Chicago. 
III.; Chas. L. Kiewert & Co., Milwaukee. Wis.; Meyer Supply 
Co., St. Louis, No,; L. R. Van Derveer, Buffalo, N, V.; Elsas 

Pritz, Cincinnati, Ohio; A. Lehman & Co., Cincinnati, Ohio; 
Herman Goepper & Co., Cincinnati, Ohio: A. Magnus's Sons, 
Chicago, III.; Cleveland Brewers’ Supply Co, Cleveland, Ohio. 


The specific duty of 8 cents a pound put in that bill was under- 
stood to be entirely satisfactory to the hop growers at that time. 
Now, notwithstanding the fact that there is ony about 7 per cent 
of the total consumption of hops imported into the United States, 
notwithstanding the fact that we ship abroad from a third to a 
half of all the hops raised in the United States, and notwithstand- 
ing the fact that American hops regulate the prices and value of 
hops in the London markets, it is proposed to go through the form 
of undertaking to increase the price of American hops by raising 
this duty. There can not be any pretense that it is to raise rev- 
enue, because the importation of hops is infinitesimal, and the 
duty can have no effect, yn 43 probably locally, to interfere with 
the natural operations of trade. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I realize the fact that it is hopeless 
to obtain any reduction of the items in this tariff bill. I am 
simply discharging a duty placed upon me by a brother Senator 
when I send to the desk a communication from the brewers of 
the city of St. Louis—which has a very large brewing interest— 
asking that the duty on hops be put back to 8 cents, as under the 
existing law. 

I want to state, Mr. President, that the evidence is incontesta- 
ble that these foreign hops are absolutely necessary to the Ameri- 
can brewer, and that they do not interfere with the hop-growing 
interest of the United States, because, as my colleague on the 
committee [Mr. Jones of Arkansas] says, large quantities of 
American hops are sent abroad and sold in Europe at a profit. 
There is no rivalry between the foreign hops and the hops grown 
in the United States, and especially in m. 

Isend to the desk the communication, and ask that it be read. 
It is very short. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sr. Louis, Mo., April 10, 1894. 
Hons. GEORGE G. Vest and FRANCIS M. COCKRELL, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

We, the undersigned, . the entire brewing inter- 
est of the city of St. Louis, Mo., hereby petition you, praying. for the reasons 
the duty ca hope be restored to 8 conte per pound specific, as fixed by the 
Wilson tariff bill n : 


now pending. 

Sr. LOUIS BREWING ASS'N, 
ELLIS WAINWRIGHT, Prest. 
ANHEUSER-BUSCH B. Ass'n, 
ADOLPHUS BUSCH, Prest. 
THE AMERICAN BREWING Co., 

By HENRY KOEHLER, IR., President. 
Home BREWING CO., 

Per THEO. HEROLD, Prest. 
NATIONAL BREWERY Co., 

Per HENRY GRIESEDIECK, JR., Prest. 
CoLUMBIA BREWING Co., 

Per CHAS. F. KOEHLER, Prest. 
W. J. Lemp BREWING CO., 

J. LEMP, Prest. 


Mr. VEST. Here is a communication, in addition to that sent 
to me W the St. Louis brewers, accompanied by a letter from 
Hon. Ashbel P. Fitch, formerly a member of Congress from New 
York. 'This represents the wishes and opinions of the entire 
brewing interest of the city of New York. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


From the point of view of the protectionists the pro increase of the 
duty on fore hops must appear exceedingly illogical or these reasons, viz: 

rst. Because the American hop growers are not in any manner affected 
by the importation of foreign hops, which does not amount to 10 per cent of 
the entire quantity of hops consumed in American breweries. 

Second. Decano the question of ** pauper iabor," which isthe determining 
factor in all legislation of a protective character, is not involved at all in this 
case, since the exportation of American v to the pauper-ridden countries 

tion of foreign hops to this coun- 


try—the actual for seven years (1882 to 1888) being, exportation 

978,722 pounds, portation $3,217,477 pounds. (See Statistical Abstract, 
‘or . 

a the small quantity of foreign hops consumed in American 

- breweries, NM d mera for the of producing certain flavors 

to certain plants of wih, can not, and the market 


o unless 
tad hy speoniatars dealers 1l not, affect the price of Amer 


ican hops, but will have the effect either of terminating such importations— 
which is not likely—or of compelling the brewer to pay a uer price for 
such hops, through an additional and unnecessary tax. It can be shown that 
the home production exceeds the home demands; but it has also to show that 
the surplus of domestic production or consumption finds a ready market in 
Europe at prices rivaling those paid for the foreign articlein England. {The 
latter is borne out by many American hop growers, among them one Mr. 
Clark, who appeared before the Committee on Ways and Means.) Here we 
have, then, an inversion of the fundamental theory of the protectionist, since 
the American protacem far from needing protection against S cy r labor," 
has successfully entered the European markets and downed’ foreign 
o The money which the American brewer paid for foreign hops 

uring the seven years (1882 to 1888) amounted to $7,486,259; the money which 
the American farmer received for hops sold in pauper-ridden Europe 
amounted to $14,702,739. 

What is said concerning the probable effect or rather noneffect of an in- 
creased duty upon home prices applies, of course, only to a normal state of 
affairs; but it will readily be understood that sharp dealers, and the 7 — X 
est support of the proposed increase emunates from dealers, may, by a combi- 
nation of favorable circumstances and their own shrewdnes$, so manipulate 
the market as to enhance prices in a manner that will not at all increase the 
y rofits of the producer, but simply those of the middlemen. 

In the event of a failure of the American hop crops the poor-protected 
farmer will not be saved by an increased duty, but the brewer would be com- 
pelled to seek supply in (seg dn markets and pay for it an exorbitant tax into 
the national Treasury, already too plethoric for the common welfare. 

The salient point of the opposition to an increased duty may be summed 
up ina few sentences. The object of protection is to guard the American 
producer against the competition of the purchasers of the cheap commodities. 

ln our case the fact is that foreign hops are by far dearer on account of 
duties, cost of transportation, etc., than the American product, while the 
American product is being sold with profit to the American producer in 
European markets at foreign prices. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES] to the amend- 
ment reported by the committee, 

Mr. ST. Lask for the yeas and nays. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]; but I transfer that 
pair to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SurrH]. and vote“ yea." 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS]. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was ed). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmirH] to the junior Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], and vote “nay.” 

Mr. HANNA (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. RAwLINS]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote nay." 

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). 
for the day my pair with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
MocMrLLANJ. he were here, I should vote ‘‘ yea." 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I 


I announce now 


in announce 


my pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr. WILSON]. If he 
were present, I should vote ** yea." 
Mr. PR OR (when his name was called). Iam paired with 


the Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY]. 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I Md patroa 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. his 
absence, I withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote 
“nay.” ; 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iam pere with the senior Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. . ut I transfer that pair to the Senator 
from Nev: hee JONES], and vote ** nay." 

Mr. PR OR. I have announced my pair with the junior 
Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY]. but I will transfer that 
pair to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. BAKER], and vote “nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to state that I am paired with the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HawsBROUGH]. Otherwise I 


should vote yea.“ 
The result was announced yeas 22, nays 28; as follows: 
YEAS-22. 
„ Gorman. Mills, 
Bate, Gray, Mitchell, Turpie, 
Berry, Harris, Tenn. Morgan, Vest, 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Murphy, Walthall 
Clay, Kenney, Rawlins, 
Coc " M i Roach, 
NAYS-38, 
Allison, 28 Platt, N. Y. 
Burrows, Foraker, cBride, Pri 
Carter, Frye, Morrill, Proctor, 
Chandler, Gallinger, Nelson, Sewell, 
Cullom, nrose, Egone 
Davis, Hawley, Perkins, urston 
Deboe, . oar, tt. Conn. Wetmore. 
NOT VOTING-—39. 
Aldrich, Canno Geor, Heitfeld. 
en, Clark" Hale.” J ones, Nev. 
Baker, Danie Lindsay, 
Butler, Elkins, Hansbrough, $ ` 
Caffery, Faulkner, Harris, Kans. M 5 
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McMillan, Pasco, Smith, Wellington, 

Mallory, Pettigrew, Stewart, White, 

Mantle, Pettus, Teller, Wilson, 
“Martin, y Turner, Wolcott. 
Mason. oup, Warren, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
enn ARRIBON I move to add to the paragraph what I send to 

e desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
m SECRETARY. At the end of paragraph 246 it is proposed to 


Hop extract and lupulin, 50 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the Senator from Iowa will 
lain something abont the significance of the amendment. 

Er ras ALLISON. Hop extract is imported; 1 eyes of it con- 

tains the essence of 12 pounds of hops, and it issold at a very high 


rice. 
4 Mr. JONES of Arkansas. About what price? 
Mr. ALLISON. Hop extract sells for $1 a pound. 
Mr. VEST. Is there any estimate in the comparative state- 
ment as to hop extract and lupulin? 
Mr. ALLISON. I have a memorandum here covering the cost. 
Hop extract sells for $1 per pound. 
A. VEST. Is there anything in the comparative statement 
about it? 


Mr. ALLISON. No. Hop lupulin is the hops treated so as to 
t out all there is in the hops, so that a pound of lupulin is equal 
E uo t 4 pounds of hops. 
Mr. VEST. What are these articles used for? 
Mr. ALLISON. For the same purposes that hops are used for. 
Mr. GALLINGER. And for medicinal purposes. 
Mr. ALLISON. And for medicinal pu as well The 
are simply the value of the hops extracted and put in a Ma 
compass. 


Mr. WHITE. The Senator says they are used for medicinal 


? 
E Mr. GALLINGER. They are. 

Mr. WHITE. Would they not then come under the general 
medicinal ation classification? 

Mr. AL N. Isuppose they would. We propose to make 
the 1 5 cent ad valorem. J 

Mr. ITE. Are they used for anything except medicinal 

? 
. ALLISON. They are used for the same p in brew- 
that hops are and for all purposes for which hops are used, 
course, if hops are made into extracts in this way, they would 
get a much lower rate than is provided for here, unless we make 
an ad valorem rate. 

Mr. GRAY. What is the revenue to be produced? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not very large. 

Mr. GRAY. Itis not a revenue measure? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly; absolutely sọ. It is with a view of 
securing the revenue both from hops and the extract of hops that 
the amendinent is proposed. 

Mr. GRAY. I understood the Senator first answered that there 
would be very little revenue. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very little revenue compared with the revenue 
from articles largely imported. Of course hops is not a very large 
article of importation. 

Mr. . Are there any statistics giving the amount im- 
ported into this country either of hop extract or lupulin? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is impossible to give the figures, because 
the articles come now under the basket clause of the tariff act. 
Ithink there ought to be no objection to this amendment. 

Mr. GRAY. It strikes me that before the amendment is voted 
on we ought to understand whether this tax will not be a serious 
burden upon an article which, according to the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], is a medicinal prepara nons and I 
can understand that it is used as a tonic for invalids, and Y 
in hospitals, and that there must be some really very weighty rea- 
son why we should burden that class of our people with this addi- 
tional tax. I think that all such tonics and nutritives should be 
on the free list, unless there is some good reason to the contrary. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think this article is used very largely 
for medicinal Pee N 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was 1 to. x 

The reading of the bill was resumed, beginning at paragraph 
247, as follows: 

247. Onions, 40 cents per bushel. 


Mr. VEST. I move to strike out “forty” and insert ‘‘thirty;” 
80 as to read, 30 cents per bushel,” which is the existing law. 


pu 


I wish to say a word, but without any hope of changing the 
result. Itis due to the current history of tariff, I think, that it 
should be stated. We exported of the ordinary American onion 
$61,000 worth, and we imported largely more than that of Ber- 
muda onions, but the Bermuda onion, as will. be seen by the tes- 
timony before the Ways and Means Committee, does not at all 
compete with the onion of the United States. It is an entirely 
different species of the same genus, and it comes at a time when 
we produce no onions in this country, even under the hothouse 
system. The Bermuda onion comes to the United States in Jan- 
uary, and from that on until March, and as soon as the American 
crop comes into the market, the Bermuda onion is not imported 
here at all and ceases to be a competitor. 

Now, the effect of this 8 doubling the duty over existing 
taxation on this vegetable is simply to make those persons who, 
after a long, hard winter, and especially in the Northern States, 
desire some vegetable to relieve the natural craving of the stom- 
ach and appetite for some vegetable or fruit, pay twice as much 
as they do now in the shape of taxation. I believe it is an admitted 
fact by experts in hygiene—naval, military, civilian—that no veg- 
etable is equal to the onion in its beneficent effects on the human 
system. Iheard General Hardee, who, whatever might have been 
his position in the war, was recognized as the finest hygienic au- 
thority in the world, admitted all over Europe to be so, declare 
once that if you would give him a sufficient supply of onions on 
shipboard or in the army, he would pledge his life that scurvy 
would never appear. 

When our troops were in front of Atlanta, and, on account of 
defending in the trenches without moving, were to scu 
and all the diseases incident to the want of exercise and insuffi- 
cient food, the farmers of Georgia called upon General Hardee, 
through their representative men, and asked him what they should 
bring to relieve the army. He said Onions, onions;" and they 
were brought there, as many Senators around me know, in at 
EONA, dumped down in the trenches, and the men ate them, 
oftentimes withoutsalt. The army was healthy, as healthy as any 
army that could be found, considering the position in which it was 


placed. 

Now, why should we put a double duty on this vegetable, which 
does not compete with those grown in the United States, which - 
are absolutely necessary at the time of the year when they come 
in? Ileave the matter to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 


'The amendment was rejected. 
Paes VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee amendment will be 
8 ; 


The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘bushel,” in paragraph 247, 
line 5 page 72,it is proposed to strike out “garlic, 1 cent per 
un ir 


Mr. ALLISON. On behalf of the majority of the committee, I 
withdraw the committee amendment, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee amendment will be 
considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I move to amend the bill by inserting 
before the words “one cent" the words ‘‘three-fourths of;" so as 
to read, “garlic, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound." 

Mr. JO of Arkansas, Ihope the Senate will stand by the 
committee in its first recommendation, 

Mr. VEST. The amendment puts back, I understand, a duty 
of three-quarters of a cent a pound on garlic. 

Mr. ALLISON. Three-quarters of a cent. I understand we 
can produce garlic in this country very largely. 

Mr. VEST. Why do you put this duty on, then? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think it wil do any harm. It is a 
small provision. 

Mr. VEST. If, as the Senator says, we can produce plenty of 
garlic in this country, why do you want to put three-fourths of a 
cent protective duty on it? I am afraid to continue the discus- 
sion, however, for fear the Senator from Iowa will put it back to 
1 cent a pound, like the old preacher who said, Blessed are ye 
who expect nothing, for ye shall not be disappointed." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 248, line 9, page 72, 
after the word “dried,” to insert “20 cents per bushel;" so as to 
make the paragraph read: 


248. Pease, gon in bulk or in barrels, sacks, or similar pack: , 40 cents 
per UGARI of 60 pounds; pease, dried, cents per bushel; split pease, 50 
cen 


r bushel o o poundu; pease in cartons, papers, or other small pack- 
ages, I cent per pound. 3 


Mr. ALLISON. I desire to modify the amendment. In line 8 


I move to strike out ‘‘ forty” and insert **thirty;" in line 9 I move 
to strike out twenty“ and insert *'thirty;" in line 10 I move to 
strike out ‘‘ fifty " and insert “forty.” 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secretary. It is proposed in line 8 to strike out “ forty " 


and insert ‘‘ thirty;” in line 9 to strike out twenty " and insert 
**thirty;" and in line 10 to strike out *‘ fifty " and insert **forty;" 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

Moe en pa NE 

unds; , 90 cen ushel; J 
Lees er bushel ol 6) pounds; pease in cartons, Papers, or Other small pack- 
ages, | cent per pound. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
what is the duty in the existing law upon pease, green, in bulk or 
in barrels. sacks, or similar packages. I haveit marked free. I 
move to strike out allof paragraph 248 down to and including 
the word pounds,“ in line 8, for the purpose of placing those 
articles, pease, green, in bulk, etc., on the free list, where they 
are now. 

I call attention to the fact that by the comparative statement of 
exports and imports we exported, in 1896, $632,000 worth of pease 
and beans and imported $297,000 worth, being about three times 
as many exported as imported; and yet we take this article off 
the free list and propose to put upon it the high duty of 40 cents, 
I believe reduced now to 30 cents, under the amendment. I move 
to strike out the lines I have indicated, so as to leave the article 
where it is now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In order to perfect the text first, the 
amendment of the committee is in order. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment of the Committee on Finance as 
modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
3 of the Senator from Missouri, to strike out what will 


The Secretary read as follows: 

P. n, in bulk or in barrels, sacks, or similar kages, 30 cents per 
pushol of (0 pounds. * Lys 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr.ALLISON. Imove to insert a new paragraph after line 12, 
to be called paragraph 248}. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as a new paragraph 
the following: 

4 H i d rcentad va i 
Tol 7 toos apd azale She vole ey Mage 
bulbs, W roots, or corms which are cultivated for their flowers, 30 - 
cent ad valorem. Natural flowers of all kinds, preserved or fresh, suitable 
for decorative purposes, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. Ipromised myself not to consume any time unless 
compelled to do it. This is a case of compulsion. 1 am bound to 
say, with great respect, that the proposed amendment is an out- 
rage. That weshould change the peor he and put a duty now 
upon these flowers in their natural condition, or preserved and 
bronght in here to decorate our homes or to adorn the dead, is an 
outrage,in my judgment. It is intended for but one purpose, and 
that is to enable a lot of nurserymen in this country to charge the 
people of the United States more for their products. You can not 
obtain from one of these nurseries an ordinary rose for less than 
15 or 25 cents, and some of them are as high asadollar. They 
have now, I believe, forty-four different varieties of roses, and the 
price goes up until a man of ordinary means is guilty of criminal 
extravagance if he buys even one of them. down here and 
try to buy one of the American Beauties or Jack roses. 

saw some the other day, and, attracted by their beauty, I went 
in and priced them. They were $2.50 a dozen. I contented my- 
self by smelling one and walking out. What next will be taxed? 
The air we breathe? If our Republican friends could find some 
Sort of new invention to seize the atmosphere, they would not only 
tax the whole of it in the concrete, but tax the nitrogen and the 
0 n. 

. GRAY. The raw materials. 

Mr. VEST. The raw materials. They have taxed everything, 
and now the flower that adorns the humble home of the poor man, 
brightens the sick chamber, or goes upon the coffin of our dead is 
to be put up by this enormous duty to enable the nurserymen in 
the United States to rob and plunder, for that is the whole mean- 
ing of it in plain English. I hope the Senate will vote the amend- 
ment down, but it is a faint hope. 

Mr. ALLISON, I do not wish to occupy time. Under the act 
of 1894, the existing law, the great necessity of life known as or- 
chids, which are found in every poor man’s home in great quan- 
tities, and lilies of the valley are already taxed 10 per cent. The 
Senator from Missouri four years ago did not observe the absolute 
importance of these things to the poor man’s home. 

VEST. Let me interrupt the Senator from Iowa. He ought 
to be fair. Is there anything in the act of 1894 that taxes natural 

owers? : 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me read the act: 

Orchids 


Mr. VEST. Oh, yes. 


30 cents 


Mr. ALLISON— ; 
lilies of the valley, azaleas, palms, and other plants used for forcing under 
glass for cut flowers 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON— 
or decorative purposes, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. That is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have increased it only slightly. 

Mr. VEST. You have now extended it to all natural flowers 
a violet or a rose. 

Mr. ALLISON. Used for the same purpose. 

Mr. VEST. It applies to any fresh flowers that come in. There 
is no such provision in the act of 1894. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the amendment be read, and we will see 
ae many are incorporated in it that are not found in the act of 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have substantially included the same ar- 
ticles put in the act of 1894 

Mr. T. No; I beg pardon. 

Mr. ALLISON. Except under the stress of revenue we have 
increased the ad valorem. I hope the Senator from. Missouri will 
not make any further objection to it. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Iowa and I ought to deal with 
each other frankly. We have known each other a long time, and 
have served here together a long time. Does he mean to say that 
ne 5 vs put into this item anything except what is in the act 
0 

Mr. ALLISON. We have put in some other things of like char- 
acter, but only two or three others. 

Mr. VEST. You include bulbs of all sorts. 

Mr. ALLISON. Those of like character; similar things. 

Mr. GRAY. How about daisies. 

Mr. ALLISON. We do not include daisies. They are of do- 
mestic owe 

Mr. ST. I have not a copy of the act of 1894 before me. 

Mr. WHITE. I have it. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator read it? 

Mr. WHITE. The act of 1894 in this respect reads as follows: 

ids, lily of the valley, azal and ot! orcing 
N for cut r darmi E . d eerte 

Mr. VEST. Is that all? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes; that is all. 

Mr. VEST. Here is the way the amendment reads: 

Orchids, palms, draceenas, crotons, and azaleas, 30 per cent ad valorem. 
Tulips, hyacinths, narcissi, jonquils, lilies, lilies of the valley, and all other 
bulbs, bous roots, or corms which are cultivated for their flowers, 30 per 
cent ad valorem. x 

Then follows a provision which never was heard of before: 

Natural flowers— 

Natural flowers— 
of all kinds, preserved or fresh, suitable for decorative purposes, 30 per cent 
ad valorem. ; 

Tam not able to give the information which my friend the Sena- 
tor from Texas a. Mila] asks, whether the amendment includes 
dog's fennel and Jamestown weed. 

. ALLISON. I will answer the Senator that it does not. 

Mr. VEST. It must include Jamestown weed, because that has 
à flower, and a very beautiful one. 

A Mr. ALLISON. It would ouly pe inno where it is used for 
ecorative purposes in some city house, 

Mr. VEST. I have seen | ries weed used for decorative 
purposes, and it is a very beautiful flower. 

I am fully justified, comparing the act of 1894 and the Ue pet 
amendment, in stating that this is an entire innovation, and was 
never before heard of in a tariff measure. 

Mr. ALLISON. Only a word more. We found in the exis 
law these flowers used for pur of luxury bearing a duty of 1 
per cent ad valorem. If people go to the pains of importing flow- 
ers expensive in their character for purposes of adornment and 
nur Py should they not pay alittlerevenue? "Thatis all there 
is about it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I should like to ask the Senator 
from Iowa a question in this connection. Iam perfectly willing 
to put a tax, and I do not object to putting an increased tax, 
on high-grade flowers, such as orchids and some of the others 
with unpronounceable names that follow here, of which I never 
heard and do not know anything about, but in the second para- 
graph the majority have added a class of flowers on which I 
respectfully submit to the Senate it is not right to have this enor- 
mous tax im I refer to tulips, hyacinths, narcissi, jonquils, 
lilies, lilies of the valley, flowers that are found in every home in 
the United States, and there is not ten square feet of unoccupied 
territory in the United States scarcely, before any man’s cabin, 
that has not some of these flowers in it. They are everywhere. 
They are of universal use, and it seems to me there is no reason 
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why people should not have these flowers which are in common 
use everywhere. . 

Is it a crime that the people of the United States desire to have 
something that is beautiful for their children, something that 
will make their homes attractive, something that will add a charm 
to the cabin, ana something which the children of the poor raise 


in this coun 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator allow me to ask 
him a question? 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Senator think that put- 
ting a duty on those flowers when they are imported will prevent 
the poor peoplein this country from having them in their gardens? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The finest class of hyacinths and 
tulips are imported from abroad. The climate is better in Holland 
than anywhere else for the production of these bulbs. You can 
not find any such high-grade bulbs for hyacinths and tulips as you 

t from abroad. The people of this country are entitled to have 
in front of their cabins as high-class flowers and as beautiful 
flowers as grow on the face of God's green earth. 

'The poor of this country ought to be allowed to have these flow- 
ers, which are surpassingly beautiful. We all admired them in 
our childhood, and we have admired them ever since. "There is 
no sense, there is no justification, there is no apology, it seems to 
me, in undertaking to levy a tax upon this article of almost uni- 
versal use allover this country. I protest against it, Mr. Presi- 
dent. Ihopethat the Senate will not agree to this amendment. 

I move to amend the amendment as offered by the Senator from 
Iowa by striking out the words ‘‘tulips, hyacinths, narcissi, jon- 
quils, lilies, lilies of the valley, and all other bulbs, bulbous roots, 
or corms.” 

Mr. VEST. And ‘natural flowers." 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And natural flowers." 
strike out that clause. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The proposed amendment to the amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out of the amendment 
the following words: 

Tulips, hyacinths, narcissi, jonquils, lilies, lilies of the valley, and all other 
bulbs, velboan roots, or corms which are cultivated for their flowers, 30 per 
centad valorem. Natural flowers of all kinds, preserved or fresh, suitable 
for decorative purposes, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask for the yeas and nays on agree- 
ing to my amendment to the amendment. 

e yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. : 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] to the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SurrH], and vote“ yea." 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS]. If he were 
present, I should vote '* yea.” 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SurTH j to the junior 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], and vote nay." 


I move to 


Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I announce 
my with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BuT- 
LER]. 


e roll call was concluded. 
Mr. BURROWS. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Carrery]. If there be no e 1 WE Iwill trans- 
fer that pair for the day to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Joxxs]. 


I vote “ e 
Mr. DANIEL. Iam paired with the Senator from North Dakota 


[Mr. HANsEROUGH]. he were present, I should vote `‘ yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 33; as follows: 
Bacon, Harris, Te: E -: 
„Tenn. Mo 'Turpie, 
Bate, Jones, Ark. — Vest, 
Berry, Kenney, Walthall, 
Chilton, McLauw Pettus, White. 
Clay, Mis Rawlins, 
Gray, Mi ; Tillman, 
NAYS—3. 
Allison, Frye, M Sew 
Burrows, G T, Morri Shoup, 
Carter, Gear, 'enrose, Spooner, 
VVV 
AW. * A et ore, 
Davis, oar, X Platt, N. Y. Wilson. 
Fairbanks, Meta Prosta 
0 ie. T. 
Foraker, McEnery, Quay, 
NOT VOTING—31. 
ins, Jones, Nev. Smith, 
Allen, Faulkner, dsay, s 
Baker, rge, ©, Teler, 
Butler, Gorman, Mc Turner, 
Caffery, ale, Mantle, Warre 
Cannon, Hansbrough, Martin, We! 
gar Harris, Nelson, Wolcott. 
à Heitfeld, Pettigrew, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on agreeing 
to the amendment submitted by the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par- 
agraph 249, page 72, line 17, after the word . less," to insert and 
evergreen seedlings;" and in line 25, after the word stock,“ to 
strike out unless otherwise specified, thirty“ and insert not 
specially 8 for in this act, twenty-five;" so as to make the 
paragraph read: ' - 

249. Stocks, cuttings or seedlings of Myrobolan plum, Mahaleb or Mazzard 
cherry, 3 years old or less, $1 per thousand plants; stocks, cuttings or seed- 
lings of pear, apple, quince and the St. Julien plum, 3 years old or less, and 
evergreen 9 75 per thousand plants; rose plants, budded, grafted 
or grown on their own roots, 3 cents each; stocks, cuttings and seedlings of 
all fruit and ornamental trees, deciduous and evergreen, shrubs and vines, 
manetti, multiflora, and brier rose, and all trees, shrubs, plants and vines, 
commonly known as nursery stock, not specially provided for in this act, 25 
per centad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Arkansas and the Senator from Missouri to amendments 
that I propose in behalf of the majority of the committee in this 
paragraph, moditying the amendments already reported. 

In line 15 I move to strike out ** one dollar " and insert ** 50 cents;" 
after the word ‘‘plants,” in the same line, to add and 15 per cent 
ad valorem;" and in line 18 to strike out ** and 75 cents" and insert, 
after the word S ases “and 15 per cent ad valorem." 

Mr. VEST. What does 15 per cent amount to in each case? 
This is a new section, and therefore I have not any data upon 
which to calculate, 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; it is a new section. There are no data 
from the old law. 

Mr. VEST. There are no data on which to calculate the percent- 
age, and that is the reason why I ask. 

Mr. ALLISON. Also, in line 20, I move to strike out 3 cents” 
and insert!“ 23 cents.” Lask the Secretary to read the paragraph 
as it would be if amended as I propose. 

The SECRETARY. If amended as proposed, paragraph 249 would 
read: 

249. Stocks, cuttings, or seedlings of Myrobolan plum, Mahaleb or Mazzard 
cherry, 3 years old or less, 50 cents per thousand plants and 15 per cent 
ad valorem; stocks, cuttings, or seedlings of pear, apple, quince, and the St. 
Julien plum, 3 years old or less, and evergreen pings, $1 per thousand 

lants and 15 per cent ad valorem; rose plauts, budded, ox grown on 
ieir own roots, 2} cents each; stocks, cuttings, and matings of all it and 
ornamental trees, deciduous and evergreen, shrubs and manetti, mul- 
tiflora, and brier rose, and all trees, shrubs, plants, and vines common! 
wr He as nursery stock, not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent a 
valorem. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Iowa be kind enough to tell 
us what the per cent amounts to, use we have not the unit of 
value? He strikes out half of the specific and inserts 15 per cent 
ad valorem. What is 15 per cent ad valorem equivalent to? 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course it is impossible, owing to the variety 
of prices of these articles, to estimate more than an average ad 
valorem. It is our purpose, as near as may be, to make an aver- 
age of about 30 pe cent ad valorem. Of course it may be, and 
probably will be, larger upon some of the very cheap importations. 

Mr. VEST. Now, I should like to ask the Senator another ques- 
tion. I confess that that reply is not exactly satisfactory. I 
would like to know whether we have an increase or a decrease b 
his amendment. I should like to know why stocks of the Mahale 
or Mazzard cherry, three years old or less, are put in with a specific 
tax upon them. I never heard of that cherry before, and I do not 


know what it is. 

Mr. ALLISON. We are told that it is a very fine variety of 
cherry; that they are imported by the thousand, and that the duty 
ought to be a specific value, with a view—— 

r. VEST. To keep it out? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; with a view to collect a real duty rather 
than a nominal duty. So we have provided for a compound duty 
here instead of a wholly ad valorem or wholly specific duty. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask my friend frankly, contiden- 
tially, for the use of the Senate, whether this rate of duty was not 
suggested on that tific article by some nurseryman who did 
not want this Canadian cherry tree to come in here and compete 
with the cherry trees that he is selling. It never has appeared in 
any tariff bill before. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt it was suggested by nursery- 
men and others. We have suggestions coming all the time from 
po who are familiar with the subjects, and nurserymen are 

amiliar with this subject. 

Mr. WHITE. There is one word in this paragraph that is new 
to me. I am not very well versed in such matters. tis 


meant by “manetti” in this connection? 
Mr. ALLISON. Manetti vine? 
Mr. WHITE. After vines, **manetti." ‘Then follows multi- 


flora. : 
Mr. ALLISON. Isuppose itis an Italian plant. I do not know 
what it is. I will say to my friend from Mi 


uri I think thero 
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is no trouble about this rate. The probability is that on some of 
these low-priced seedlings the ad valorem, if properly collected, 
will be more than 30 per cent, and on many of them it will be less. 
Therefore we make a compound duty so as to equalize matters 
between the high-priced and the lower priced article. ; 8 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think I can answer the inquiry 
of the Senator from California. 

Mr. ALLISON, Ihopethe Senator can, because he desires to 


know. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. AsI understand, it is the wild- 
rose stock, imported for the purpose of grafting old ones upon. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President — 

Mr. PETTUS. I merely wish to offer an amendment, if the 
Senator from Missouri wil allow me to interrupt him. 

Mr. VEST. Iyield with pleasure. 

Mr. PETTUS. I beg leave to offer an amendment to the sugar 
Schedule, and I ask that it be printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to hear it read. 

Mr. PETTUS. Letit be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Amendment proposed by Mr. Perrus to House bill No. 379. 


The importations into the United States from any foreign country of 
sugar, or of any material of which sugar can be made, ve or for any trust, 
combination, or conspiracy, existing or hereafter formed between two or 
more persons or corporations, intended to operate in restraint of lawful 
trade, or to hinder or restrain free competition, or to increase the market 

rice of su; in any part of the United States, is hereby declared to be un- 
wtul, such sugar and such material so imported into the United States 
shall be forfeited to the United States. : 

And itshall be the duty of the Attorney-General of the United States to 
cause proceedings to be instituted and prosecuted to enforce such forfeitures, 
and toenforce all other luws of the United States intended to prevent or su 
press unlawful trusts, combinations, or conspiracies for the restraint of trade 
or free rompetition. H 

And the 5 of the United States will re 
the Congress of the United States concerning such p: 

&nd prosecuted. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Chair to give direction that the 
amendment be printed immediately, so that it can be returned 
from the printers for the use of Senators forthwith. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made, The 
Senator from Missouri will proceed. 

Mr. VEST. Under the Wilson bill as it came from the House 
there was as a duty upon plants, trees, shrubs, and vines of all 
kinds commonly known as nursery stock, not specially provided 
for in this act,” 20 per cent ad valorem. I think it was upon my 
motion in 1894 that all nursery stock was stricken out of the 
dutiable list and put in the free list as paragraph 587. 

Unavailing as it will be, of course, sd want to remark 
that it seems to me this is a violation of all the rules that should 


rteach year to 
gs so instituted 


ibly. 
small packages of five and ten grains, and sent it to Charleston, 
S. C., and that was the basis of the South Carolina rice, the finest 
now in the world. I have always, as a Democrat and follower of 
Mr. Jefferson, boasted of his care for agriculture and his zeal in 


use plain language, e it out of the country. The end 


MAR bei this country Euro plants of every description that 
might alp the people of the United States, both in articles of ne- 
cessity and even of decoration. 


Here the whole system is reversed. A lot of nurserymen, to 
plainly, have gone before the controlling influence of the 
ance Committee and shut out by enormous taxation superi 

trees, shrubs, and flowers that come from Canada and from abroad. 
They have absolutely now, for the first time (and I have been 
somewhat epa ese pari bills s in the ance s — ighteen 
years), singled out i y competing sli ischerry, 
and they have had such a duty pat upon it as they know will ex- 


clude it from competition with them; and the people of this coun- 
try are to be made to use the cherries and pant the cherry trees 
that these gentlemen have on hand and in the market. If that is 
not protection run mad, I do not know what a financial and eco- 
nomic lunatic asylum is. They have absolutely selected a partic- 
ular cherry tree and put an enormous duty upon it. If that is not 
class legis ation I should like to have some gentleman on the other 
side tell me what is. 

I do not know what this cherry is. I have been under the im- 

ression, from observation and experience, that the finest cherries 
in the world are raised in the United States. I have never tasted 
any such cherries elsewhere. It is said that they have Cherries 
equal to them in France, but I have never seen them. The cherry 
of Washington and Oregon is the finest fruit, in my opinion, that 
was ever put in the mouth of mortal man. After eating them, 
which you can do in any quantity without any injury to your 
health, I have always thought if it had been a cherry in the 
Garden of Eden, instead of an apple, I would have gone very far 
toward excusing Adam for taking a bite. But it seems these 
gentlemen have discovered that thereis a cherry in Canada which 
must be kept out of this country, and instead of having these 
improved fruit trees cultivated in the United States, in the Middle 
and Northern States 5 they are to be excluded by an 
enormous taxation, whereas they are now upon the free list. 

Mr. GEAR. May I make a suggestion to the Senator from 
Missouri? 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. GEAR. The Mahaleb cherry is the stock. I do not recol- 
lect the cherry called the Mahaleb, but itis the stock on which 
cherries are grafted. 

Mr. VEST. I do not know, but I am as certain as I am that I 
am speaking in the Senate of the United States that some nursery- 
man had a job when he had that put in. It was not done by 
accident, and it was no rhetorical exhibition. 'There is money 
at the bottom of it. They never would have picked out this par- 
ticular cherry tree and put this enormous ag d on it except to 
answer their own purposes. The Senator from Iowa very frankly 
tells us that he presumes that it was done by some nurseryman. 
And it is for the benefit of the people of this entire country! 

Mr. President, I speak with some feeling about excluding fruit 
trees. I come from a State where fruit is the greatest possible 
luxury. The farmer upon the prairie, after the long, hard winter 
and the struggle with all the opposing forces of nature, appreci- 
ates fruit more than anything e fruit and fish. I shall never 
vote to exclude from this country any article that goes to add to 
the comfort of the home of the Western pioneers who have blazed 
the pathway of civilization against all the rigors of nature, some 
of them with the ax in one hand and the rifle in the other. 

There is no justification for this sort of legislation. We have 
now in the Treasury of the United States, I see by to-day's state- 
ment, more than $131,000,000 of surplusrevenue. Ishould like to 
hear from some Senator who believes that the taxing power of the 
Government should be confined to the actual necessities of the Gov- 
ernment economically administered what sort of excuse he finds 
for voting additional taxes, when the bill asit stands will produce 
$50,000,000 surplus every year. And yet the majority of the 
Finance Committee, not content with the bill as it is, are now 
putting in amendments at every stage increasing taxation, and 
increasing it upon articles which, I say, upon every principle of 
vette enne E and humanity, should be permitted to come to this 
coun ee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendments will 
be separately stated. 

Mr. VEST. I shall move to strike out the whole yh, 
with the view of putting the articles contained therein on the ree 
list, but first let the changes proposed by the committee be acted 
upon. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 249, on IM 72, line 15, after 
the word less,“ the committee propose to strike out ** one dollar” 
and insert 50 cents;" and after the word *'plants," in the same 
line, to insert ‘‘and 15 per cent ad valorem.” . 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 17, after the word less, to 
insert and evergreen seedlings." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the words one dollar,” in line 
18, to strike out “and 75 cents." 

'The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, after the word “plants,” in line 19, 
to insert **and 15 per cent ad valorem." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 20, before the word ‘‘cents,” 
to strike out ‘‘ three" and insert ‘‘ two and one-half.” 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the words n ee S| 
line 25, to strike out “unless otherwise specified, thirty” 
insert “ not specially provided for in this act, twenty-five.” 
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The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OF rICEK. The committee amendments to 


eed to, the Chair will call the at- 


the paragraph having been a 
th issouri, as he indicated a desire to 


tention of the Senator from 
offer an amendment. 

Mr. VEST. Inow submit my motion to strike out the whole 
paragraph as amended, for the purpose of putting all these articles 
on the free list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] to strike out para- 
graph 249 as amended. 

e amendment was rejected. ; 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 73, line 3, paragraph 250, 
after the word potatoes,“ to strike out “twenty-five” and insert 
“twenty;” so as to read: 

250. Potatoes, 20 cents per bushel of 60 pounds. 

Mr. ALLISON. On behalf of the majority of the Finance Com- 
mittee I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
committee striking out the paragraph will be regarded as dis- 


agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five " 
and insert ‘‘ fifteen.” Ishould not have made that motion if the 
majority of the committee had stood by its own recommendation; 
but as we reach each one of these proposed modifications of the 
high rates as they appear in the Dingley bill the committee seems 
inclined to give way on all of them and to cause us to abandon 
the hope that we had that there was to be some reduction in the 
rates of taxation as proposed by the original Dingley bill. I there- 
fore move to strike out **25 cents" and insert ''15 cents," which 
is the rate in the present law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 250, page 73, line 3, before the 
word ‘‘ cents,” it is proposed to strike out “ twenty-five” and in- 

* gert *' fifteen;” so as to read: 
250. Potatoes, 15 cents per bushel of 00 pounds, 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, this is another case like that of 
onions. The imported potatoes do not come in competition with 
the potatoes of the United States. The Bermuda potatoes come 
into this country in the winter market. The importation com- 
mences about January and closes in March, or possibly in April, 
when the new potatoes in the United States come into market, 
and there is no further importation or competition on the part of 
the Bermuda potato. 

Now we come to the next proposition, as I understand it to be, 
in the platform of the Republican party as to this bill—the ques- 
tion of revenue. There is no protection. The market reports 
show and all the testimony conclusively establishes that under 
the McKinley law, when the duty was 25 cents per bushel, in 1893 
we collected on imported potatoes $127,588; under the Wilson Act, 
after we had reduced the duty from 25 to 15 cents a bushel, in 
1896 we collected $371,485; in other words, the amount of revenue 
increased over three times under the lower rate. Now we are 
asked to go back to the McKinley rate of 25 cents a bushel. Asa 
matter of course, it will result in a diminution of revenue, and 
the motion made by my colleague on the committee ought to be 
sustained. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, X onto ho 251, page 73, line 8, 
before the word cents,“ to strike out thirty“ and insert 
* twenty-five;"- and in line 14, before the words per centum," to 
strike out forty" and insert *twenty-five;" so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

251. Seeds: Castor beans or seeds, 25 cents per bushel of 50 pounds; flaxseed 
or linseed and other oil seeds, A E provided for in this act, 25 cents 
per bushel of 56 pounds; poppy .15 cents per bushel; but no drawback 
shall be allowed upon CIT cake made from imported seed, nor shall any al- 
lowance be made for dirt or other impurities in any seed; seeds of all ds 
not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I inquire how far the bill has been read? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the bill 
has been read and acted upon to the end of paragraph 251. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was listening and waiting for an opportunity 
to make a suggestion on that. Idid not know that it had been 


y The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will be recognized 


for that purpose. ; 

Mr. HAWLEY. My attention has been particularly directed 
to lines 13, 14, and 15 of agraph 251, “seeds of all kinds not 
specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad valorem," instead 
of 40 per cent ad valorem, as the House bill had it, Several Sen- 


ators are very largely interested in this matter, and one of them, 
now absent, intended to make the request that this should lie 
over; but I can not, in justice to myself and with due regard to 
the desires of many constituents, permit even this opportunity to 
pass without addressing a few remarks to the subcommittee of 
the Committee on Finance, entreating their favorable action. 

There are among my constituents a large number of men who 
have been for many years in the seed business. The name upon 
their packages is worth a dividend to them. Nothing ever went 
from their gardens that was not what it purported to be. They 
are distressed very much by the abundant importation of seeds 
from abroad bearing names not known, or,if known, not respected 
here, which seeds are dumped upon us, are not pure and true, but 
are dirty and false, and are a great injury to the legitimate trade. 
As to the duty, when a man brings in worthless seed, it does not 
trouble him much to tell alie about their value when you come 
to put 25 per cent ad valorem upon them. I ant that returned to 
40 per cent, as the House put it, to say the least. I concur with 
several Senators, who wish this to go over for the present for 
further consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. "Without objection, the vote 
ON the last amendment, making the change to 25, will be 
regarded as reconsidered. 

Mr. LINDSAY. In connection with what has been said by the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], I call the attention of 
the committee to the fact, evidenced by certain papers now here 
in the hands of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, that 
there is a certain Canadian seed, called the Canadian blue-grass 
seed, which is imported into this country for usein New England, 
and nowhere else, and that portion not used in New England is 
used for the purpose of being mixed with the true American blue- 
grass seed, it being worth about one-fourth as much, and Ameri- 
can blue-grass has been put under the ban of suspicion every- 
where by reason of the admixture. This seed which is grown in 
Canada—and we object to datis d that comes from Canada— 
which is used only for the purpose of being mixed with an Ameri- 
can product in order torender the American product less valuable, 
is p by this bill on the free list. 

ask the Senator when he is considering New England that he 
also consider the fact that seed which is not common to New 
England goes on the free list, and therefore 25 per cent ought to 
satisfy him in pou to New England seed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Though not comprehending the Senator's ad- 
vice, I am obliged to him for his information. To usethelanguage 
of Dick Swiveller, this whole trade is full of “various games of 
that sort.” Of course seed imported under the circumstances 
referred to by the Senator ought to be stricken from the free list, 
ang ought to goin with the others and pay at least 40 per cent 

uty. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Before that paragraph is left, I should 
like to say, in connection with what the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. HAWLEY] has just said, that I believe with him that in the 
seed business the name is perhaps of more value than in any other 
business, except perhaps the jewelry business. I believe a good 
name in the seed business is equal to a dividend as a rule. Ido 
not believe that seeds brought here from abroad and dumped on 
the market are likely to do harm, coming even in the way sug- 
gested, by reason of the fact that ordinarily I believe nine men 
out of ten, if not ninety-nine out of one hundred, will buy seeds 
of seed growers whose names are established and have been well 
known for years. 

For instance, Landreth & Sons, of Philadelphia, have been seed 
growers for more than a century. I confess I was astonished to 
geta d qp from that concern, saying that they had been con- 
nected with the seed business from 1784 up to this time, that from 
1784 to 1861 there had been no tariff on seeds, and that the tariff 
on seeds was first 10 per cent, then 20 per cent, then 30 per cent, 
and now, for the first time in the history of this infant, which is 
113 years old, in the hands of this one concern, the House pro- 
poses a tax of 40 per cent ad valorem, and the Senator from Con- 
necticut wants that tax imposed. I believe that the character of 
these men is sufficient to guarantee the sale of their seeds every- 
where, and that no unknown and untried seedsmen can sell seed 
in competition with such firms as that of Landreth & Sons. 

Mr.HAWLEY. The infant industry in this case is the fraud. 
The old industry was honestly conducted. I have the honor of 
having known Mr. Landreth very well for twenty-five years, and 
ho 5 what I ask, that frauds of that kind may be ob- 
struc . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But the theory on which protection 
is asked is to protect infant industries; and where we have an 
establishment of this sort, of more than a century old, it seems to 
me that the excuse for this enormous tax is not sufficient. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is the thief that came in last night that is 
the infant industry, and not the honest man, and against the thief 
we desire reasonable protection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the portion 
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of paragraph 251 indicated by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in h 252, page 73, line 16, 
after the word “ton,” to insert ‘‘gross weight;” so as to read: 

252. Straw, $1.50 per ton gross weight. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 253 was read, as follows: 

253. Teazles, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I believe that the rate of the present 
tariff lawisonteazlesibpercent. Thecommittee proposes to double 
it. Theenormous amount of $441 worth was imported last year, and 
I suppose the committee propose to get rid of this $441 of revenue 
» taxing it out of existence. Certainly I suppose there is danger 
of overflowing the Treasury with the enormous amount of reve- 
nue, and so this is to be eoon rid of; otherwise I can not under- 
stand the policy of doubling the tax on teazles. 4 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 73, beginuing in line 23, 
to strike out paragraph 255, as follows: 

255. Anchovies and sardines packed in oil or otherwise, and other fish 
packed in oil, in tin boxes measuring not more than 5 inches long, 4 inches 
wide. and 34 inches deep, 10 cents per box; in boxes measuring not more than 
5 inches long, 4 inches wide, and 14 inches deep, 5 cents per box; in boxes 
measuring not more than 4} inches long,3j inches wide, and 1} inches deep, 2} 
cents per box; when imported in 8 form. 40 per cent ad valorem; fish 
in cans or pac e of tin or other material, not specially provided for 
in this act, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

255. Fish known or labeled as anchovies, sardines, sprats, een x sardels, 
or sardellen, packed in oil or otherwise, in tins, boxes, or cans, sh: be dutia- 
ble as follows: In boxes or cans containing 7} cubic inches or less, 1j cents per 
box or can; containing more than 7j and not more than 21 cubic M pee 
cents per box or can; containing more than 21 and not more than 33 cubic 
inches, 5 cents P box or can; containing more than 23 and not more than 70 
cubic inches, 10 cents per box or can; if in other packages, 40 per cent ad 
valorem. Allother if in tin orif in paces containing less 
ex oo one-half barrel, and not specially provided for in this act. 

orem. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish, on behalf of the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, to modify the amendment proposed by the 
committee in respect to this paragraph, and for convenience I 
have had the paragraph rewritten. I will ask the Senator from 
Arkansas and other Senators to pay close attention to the change 
of phraseology. We propose to insert bottles and jars" with 
cans and other packages. Fish are imported in bottles and jars 
as well as in cans, etc. 

There is also a modification in the last part of the paragraph, 
and if Senators will pay attention to the phraseology, they will 
see the Shano ee is made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph as proposed to 
be modified will be stated. : 

The Secretary read the paragraph as proposed to be amended, 
as follows: 

255. Fish known or labeled as anchovies, sardines, sprats, brislings, sardels, 
or sardellen, ked in oil or otherwise, in bottles, jars, tin boxes, or cans, 
shall be dutiable as follows: Containing 7} cubic inches or less, 1} cents per 
bottle, jar, box, or can; containing more than 7} and not more than 21 cubic 
inches, 2} cents per bottle, jar, box, or can; containing more than 21 and not 
more than 33 cubic inches, 5 cents per bottle, jar, box, or can; containing more 
than 33 and not more than 70 cubic inches, 10 cents per bottle, jar, box, or can; 
if in other pack 40 per cent ad valorem. Allother fish, except shellfish 
in tin packages, 30 per cent ad valorem. Fishin pac containing less than 
eios M barrel and not specially provided for in act, 30 per cent ad 
vi 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Letmeask for information, Does the 
porn amendment make any modification except that it adds 

ttles and jars to cans and other packages? Does it change the 
rate? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is all, except that we have modified the 
last part of the amendment by adding “all other fish, except shell- 
fish, in tin kages, 30 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr.JO of Arkansas. How does that leave shellfish? What 
is the effect of that ADEM I do not quite understand it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Shellfish will be on the free list. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Asto the tax of 40 per cent on line 
2, page 1» of the pending paragraph, what is that under the pres- 
ent law 

Mr. ALLISON, If in other packages, 40 per cent ad valorem." 
Ithink the rate is about 40 per cent now. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My impression was that the other 
rates are about the same as those in the present law. 

Mr. ALLISON, It is 40 pér cent in the present law. 

.Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But the paragraph is constructed 
differently. It seems to me that the rates are about the same. 
Am I mistaken in that? 

. Mr. ALLISON. They are about the same. I do not think there 
is any increase in that paragraph. 

c T. Idonot knów the means of information open to 
the Senator from Iowa, but I know it is absolutely impossible for 
a layman, like myself, to know whether this amendment as modi- 
fied or changed makes an increase or not. 

I call attention to the fact that the whole scheme or system of 


appraising these goods is changed. I mean to say that under the 
existing law it is done by the linear inch—so many inches long 
and so many inches wide of the can or box—and here it is changed 
to cubic inches, and it is done by experts in the fish trade, as a 
matter of course, for their own purposes. I have endeavored to 
find out whether it was an increase or a decrease, but I have been 
unable to ascertain that fact from any of the experts. 

In the comparative statement it is said, without the last amend- 


ment of the Senator from Iowa, that the duty is about the same; ` 


but it is an indefinite piece of information. I do not think, with 
the greatest respect to Senators on the other side in charge of the 
bill, that they know accurately whether it is an increase or not. 
Of course I take it that the change is made by fish dealers and im- 
porters, and that they have, as a matter of course, arranged the 
schedule so as to make it more difficult to import these fish to 
come in competition with the products which they sell. 

Mr. ALLISON. These changes in phraseology were made after 
examination by e t appraisers, who stated to us that the effect 
is not to increase the duty. 

Mr. VEST. There ought to be an ad valorem duty upon these 


fish. 

Mr. ALLISON. Senators know perfectly well how reliable the 
expertsare. Ihavenospecial knowledge as to these subjects, and 
we must take the reports of experts as our guide. I have never 
examined closely these fish in their original packages, but I have 
no doubt that thisis an adjustment that isa wise one. I think 
there are one or two cases where the duty is increased from 20 per 
cent to 30 per cent, as I read the old statute, the existing law. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I am a little apprehensive that the 


-Senator has been misled in this matter. Inotice by the compara- 


tive statement submitted by the Treasury Department that these 
rates are given as the same as those in the existing law: and run- 
ning over the matter hastily, I thought they were; but I desire to 
call attention to the Iaw as it stands now, namely, fish ** packed in 
oil, or otherwise, in tin boxes measuring not morethan5 inches long, 
4 inches wide, and 31 inches deep, 10 cents per whole box." A box 
5 inches long by 4 inches wide and by 84 inches deep would con- 
tain 70 cubic inches. 

Mr. ALLISON. Would it? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It must necessarily. A box 5 inches 
long by 4 inches wide and 3} inches deep would necessarily contain 
70 cubic inches. Multiplying 5 by 4 it, would be 20; and multiply- 
ing that by 31 would make 70. Now, the provision standing here 
says “in boxes or cans containing 74 cubic inches or less, 14 cents 
per box or can." A 70-inch box, then, would contain ten times as 
much as this, and would be dutiable under the present law at 10 
cents, and under this proposed law it would be about 15 cents; 
which would be an increase of 50 per cent, instead of being the 
present rate. A 

My own impression was at first glance that the paragraph was 
about identical with the old law; but I think, on examination, 
that it is an increase of about 50 per cent; and that there is a 
larger increase in another respect. The language of the present 
paragraph is “containing 74 cubic inches or less." So that if it 
contains only half as much, the gross tax is 14 cents per inch, if 
that remains in the law. 

Take the next clause in the pending paragraph: 

Containing more than 7} and not more than 21 eubic inches, 2} cents per box 
or can; containing more than 21 and not more than 33 cubic inches, 5 cents 
per box or can. 

Ithink the entire paragraph is an increase of something like 50 
per cent over the existing law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. "The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 256, page 75, line 8, 
after the word ** act," to strike out ** and herring, fresh, one-half 
of 1 cent per pound” and insert “ one-fourth of 1 cent per pound; " 
soas to make the paragraph read: 


256. Fresh-water fish not specially provided for in this act, one-fourth of 1 
cent per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out paragraph 257,as follows: 

257. Herring, pickled, salted, smoked, or dried, and all fish not specially 
provided for in this act, 1 cent per pound. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

257. Herrings. 
fresh, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. VEST. Wait a minute, Mr. President. I want to call at- 
tention to paragraph 256, in regard to ‘fresh-water fish not s 
cially provided for in this act, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound, 

Mr. GRAY. They ought to be free. 

Mr. VEST. Under the existing law these fish come into the 


United States free. The total amount of fresh fish of all sorts im- 


ported in 1896 amounted to $900,000. We have 10,000 miles of 
seaboard, and we have in the interior of the country splendid riv- 
ers ahd lakes teeming with fish, and yet we are to put this duty 


pickled or salted, one-half of 1 cent per pound; herrings, ' 
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on, and to take this article, an article of absolute necessity as a 


food, from the free list and ae a duty on it in the name of 
either protection to American or else of revenue. 

Here is the list of exports: Of fresh fish we exported $81,814; 
of dried fish, $448,286; of herring, $96,462; of mackerel, $15,692; of 
other fish, $104,374; of salmon, $3,348,889; of other fish, again, 
$167,981; of shellfish we exported $291,707, and of oysters $696,179, 
being in the aggregate largely above the imports that come into 
the United States of an article, as I have said, of prime neces- 
2 as a food; and yet we put this duty upon it and take the ar- 
ticle off the free list either for revenue or for protection, or for 
both, and I am unable to see that it does either. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I hope that now, even in the face 
of the ironbound rule of the caucus, the Senator from Iowa and 
the other Senators in charge of this bill will give a moment's 
favorable consideration to the proposition to keep these fresh fish 
where they are now—on the free list. There is no article of food 
that is more universally necessary and more universal in its use, 

. at least on the Atlantic Seaboard and in the region of the lakes, 
than the fresh fish that are brought to the daily markets of the 
large and small cities and towns that are within reach of that 
industry. In these hard times, when we are told that men are 
starving, these times when depression and want stalk our streets, 
it does seem rather hard to interpose any difficulty between the 
masses of the people and their access to this important and abso- 
lutely necessary article of food. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me, if he will look at 
page 172 of this bill, he will find on the free list: 

Fish, fresh, frozen, or packed in ice (except salmon), caught in the Great 
Lakes or other fresh waters by or for American fishermen or citizens of the 
United States. y 

Mr. GRAY. I see the provision is: 

3 frozen, or ice (except salmon), caugh 
Ue O T. : 2i : i t in the Great | 

That is better than I supposed. 

Mr. VEST. What paragraph is that? p^r 

Mr. GRAY. Paragraph 5353. That, however, does not apply 
to fish caught on our Northern Seaboard, or where a person who 
rg a to live on the border line of Canada comes in with a load 
of fish. 

Mr. ALLISON. It does not apply to the Atlantic Seaboard. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not know that there are many cases of the 
kind, but if a load of fish comes in caught by a Canadian fisher- 
man, why should this difficulty of a tariff exaction be ek iae 
not upon the fishermen, but upon the people who go to market to 
spend their scant earnings in something that will sustain life and 
sustain it in a healthful and wholesome fashion? 

Mr. President, the duty, as read by the Senator from Missouri, 
is not very great, and the reports do not show very large impor- 
tations, but the duty is not the chief difficulty. The very fact 
that you arrest a load of fresh fish and compel it to go through 
the red tape of custom-house officialism destroys in large part its 
value, and instead of coming fresh to the tables of those who ought 
to be able to enjoy the bounty of the sea, they have to wait the 
weighing and the custom-house inspection, and if they get them 
at all, they get them deprived in large part of what es them 


appetizing and useful. 
Pir. ‘ALLISON . This is a very light Lan 

Mr. GRAY. Why should there be any duty? 

Mr. ALLISON. e fish are caught in the sea by fishermen. 

Mr. GRAY. Of course they are. 

Mr. ALLISON. Our American fishermen are under the im- 

that they ought to have a little advantage. 

Mr. GRAY. They have the advantage of free access to the sea, 

and why should not the thousands and thousands who depend upon 
this wholesome food have some consideration? Why should they 
be taxed for the benefit of fishermen who already exercise a gain- 
ful calling? 
. Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will remember, for it is within 
his recollection (I am sorry I have not the document before me), 
that a committee of this body, of which ex-Senator Edmunds was 
chairman, made an investigation as respects the effect of taking 
off the duty, and it was found that there was no change in the 
price of fish to the American consumer. It is quite a report, 
made, I think, in 1890; I do not remember the number. It dis- 
closed that a small duty does not affect the price of fish at all. It 
is only a question as to who shall have control of the local markets 
as respects fish—our fishermen or the Canadian. 

a ULIS I Me the 8 of = Benator irom Kina to 
what possibly may be an ambiguity in aseology. as been 
suggested by an expert. It is said, Tt has always been a matter 
of controversy as to what constitutes fresh-water fish. Many fish 
are migratory, and are caught at different periods both in salt 

¿ and fresh water." I desire to inquire whether the phraseology of 
the bill is of a character to remove that difficulty? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a difficulty. I suppose the Potomac is 
called a fresh-water river, and yet it empties into the sea, 


Mr. WHITE. A fresh-water fish may be caught in fresh water, 
and the same sort of fish may be caughtin salt water. Does that 
change the character of the duty? 

Mr. ALLISON. This phraseology has been uniformly used, 
and I do not think there has been any difficulty. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There has been. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator from California propose any 
modification? 2 

Mr. WHITE. I have no amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think it is a serious matter. 

Mr. WHITE. I thought the Senator's attention might have 
been directed to it before. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to ask the Senatorfrom Iowa a question. I 
do not exactly understand the phraseology. Paragraph 256, on 
page 75, reads: 

Fresh-water fish not specially provided for in this act. 

Paragraph 5353 of the free list is as follows: 

Fish, fresh, frozen, or packed in ice ( except salmon), caught in the Great 
Lakes or other fresh waters by or for American fishermen or citizens of the 
United States. 

Those are on the free list. When you speak of fresh-water fish 
and then fish caught in the lakes, does that mean the same thing? 
Suppose a salt-water fish should get into the lakes? 

Mr. ALLISON. It means the same thing as respects fresh 
waters or rivers. The lakes are described as the American lakes. 

Mr. VEST. This excepts salmon, which are at one time a salt- 
water fish and at another time a fresh-water fish. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Shad? 

Mr. VEST. It also includes shad and herring. It isa peculiar 
quality of the salmon and the shad that they go back to their first 
habitat, where they spawn. We have a stream in Arkansas, the 
Washita, where I have seen as fine shad as I ever saw in the Po- 
tomac. I have seen shad from that river weigh 5 and 6 pounds, 
and as palatable as any I ever saw in the city of Washington. 

It happened a vui time T that a gentleman who lived in 
Maryland went for his health to the Hot Springs in Arkansas, 
and he had a great passion forshad. His health was restored. He 
was quite a fisherman, and he determined that he would bring 
the shad out and put them in the Washita River; and they are 
there to-day in large quantities, They go out to the ocean at a 
certain time of the yearandreturninthespring. They are caught 


in large goanta My friend the Senator from Arkansas knows 
that, as I know it personally. There is a salt-water fish, and yet 
you catch it in fresh water, 


I do not see why salmon should be excepted. The official re- 
ports show that we exported 3,084,884 pounds of salmon put up in 
cans. The effect of this amendment in the free list—1 am discuss- 
ing it in connection with the other, although we have not reached 
it—is simply that if the fish are caught by a Canadian fisher- 
man, they must pay the duty, unless he is pan by an American 
fish dealer. If he is paid by an American fish dealer, they come 
in free; and yet we hear pæans and appeals in behalf of American 
labor. A fish dealer under this provision can go over into the 
Canadian waters or the waters of the Great Lakes under the juris- 
diction of Canada, and ey, the professional Canadian fisher- 
men and never pay one do toan American fisherman. Yet he 
can bring in his fish free, because the fish are paid for and the 
Canadian fisherman is paid by the day or week or month with the 
money of the American. It seems to me that is no protection to 
American labor. It is simply a protection to the ulator in 
fish in order to put up the price of the fresh fish to the people of 
the United States. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was to strike out paragraph 257 and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: 

257. Herrin or sal 
fresh, one-four! ve pe . ä 

The amendment was agreed to. . - 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
Strike out paragraph 258 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

258. Tan p in barrels or half barrels, not y provided for in 
this act, and mackerel or salmon, pickled or salted, 1 cent per pound; 
smoked, dried, salted, pickled, frozen, packed in ice, or otherwise pre 
for preservation, and fresh fish, all the foregoing, not specially provided for 
in this act, and fish skinned or Basal: dre four de of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. Idesire to modify the amendment of the com- 
mittee by inserting the phraseology I send to the desk in lieu of 
that originally p s 

The SECRETARY. In lieu of the amendment which was orig- 
inally reported it is proposed to insert: 


per pound; herrings, 


Fish, 8 8 a egre pickled, „ ice, 3 other- 
wise prepa: or preservation, not specially provi or in this act, three- 
fourths of 1 cent per pound; fish, skinned or onan: It cents per mack- 


erel, halibut. or salmon, pickled or salted, 1 cent per pound. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to ask how this com- 
pares with the present rate. Are the fish provided for in this 
h free under the t law? 
Mr. N. I not. It is a slight increase over the 
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present rate under the entire paragraph. The only change from 

the printed paragraph, as the Senator will see, is that we have 

ovided a higher duty on fish skinned and boned. It has always 
ne a higher rate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think some of the classes of fish 
mentioned here are free. Iam not positive about it, however, but 
where 1 cent a pound is provided in the pending amendment, 
three-fourths of a cent has been the rate heretofore. 

Mr, ALLISON. Codfish and macktrel have been slightly 


Mr. VEST. Some of these fish were put upon the free list by 
the Wilson Act. This is therefore a great change, even under 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. I do not 
understand the effect of the amendment. It is im ible to do 
it in a running debate of the provisions of the bi Of course 
yt be adopted as the committee have proposed it, and I will 

it go. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was to strike out paragraphs 259 and 
260, as follows: 

259. In addition to »- duties otherwise NM for = this act, there shall 
be levied, collected, and paid, aes all all fish im from any country or 
8 which pays an export bounty on a duty equal to the amount 


1 
* made of tin or other metal, containing shellfish ad- 
mitted free of duty, not 5 quart in contents, shall — "rg gie a 
du ma pn Soe or packages; and when exceeding 
be subject A “ev Sv ores 
half quart or fractional part 


The amendment was 
The next amendment of the Amed on Finance was, in line 
m ragraph 261, after the word“ apples," to insert “and pears;" 


NOM M after the word es," toinsert **pears;" so as 
pras d pears, or ripe, 25 bushel; 
S Ana other edible fruits including be E berries, v when a area eticeated, 
vaporated or in any manner, not for in this 
M 2 conte per pound. 


pe. 
Mr. VEST. What is the necessity for the amendment, when the 


C the words “and other edible 
ts 

Mr. ALLISON. Ts EM NE DECIO SUE ll cia 
The others are dried or desiccated. = 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
as amended will be d to 
The reading of the bill was ‘resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on was, in ph 261, line 22, pond 
the word “act,” to strike out "$ cents" and insert “1 cent; 
as to read: **1 cent per 
The amendment was 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 261, line 23, after the word “pound,” to strike out the semi- 
colon and the words * ‘berries, edible, in their natural condition, 1 
cent per quart.” 
Mr. AL IN. The committee withdraw the amendment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Are not the same things mentioned 
— Ishould be glad to have the paragraph read to see how it 
Mr. ALLISON. I wish to se another amendment, and 
men itcan be read. After the word ‘‘quart,” in line 24, I move 
to insert **cranberries, 25 per cent ad rem." Now,Ithink we 
have nearly everything in here. 
Mr. VEST. The Senator has left out blackberries. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposa by the Senator from Iowa. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. NUN let the paragraph be read as 
amended. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
261. A 
rink per bushel. Api mises ende ie other edible fruits, 
berries, when dri siccated, evaporated, or prepared in any 


Ed for in this act, 1 cent per Pound; berries, edi- 
cranberries, 25 


ir natural condition, 1 cent per quart; per cent ad 
valorem. 


Mr. ALLISON. That is right. 

Mr. VEST. Inline 18, 5 261, I move to strike out 25 
cents per bushel” and insert ‘* 20 per cent ad valorem." 

I wish to call attention to the fact that in 1896 we exported 
$1,540,507 worth of dried apples and we imported $481 worth. 
Four hundred and eighty-one dollars against an exportation of 
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$1,340,507! FF of losing the 
American market f green apples we expo in 1890, $920,289 
worth and imported $95,090 worth; and in the face of these sta- 
tistics we are to increase the duties. I have no doubt that in the 
next campaign the rural districts will resound with Republican 
eloquence telling the farmers how they have been protected in 
their orchards, Four hundred and eighty-one dollars imports of 
dried apples against $1,340,507 worth; $95,000 worth of green ap- 
ples impo: against exports of $930, 289! Yet our Republican 
friends will tell their dear bucolic supporters that they have died 
in the last trench in order to protect orchards of the farmer 
8 the invasion of the foreign apple, the pauper apples of 

uro 

The S VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment pores by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was to strike out paragraph 262 and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: 


262. Comfits, sweetmeats, and fruits preserved , Molasses, 
or in their own juices, not y provided for R^ act, 35 per cent 
valorem; if containing over 3 ere 5 ed 
for in this act. 35 per cent ad and in 50 per gallon 
alcohol conta tained therein in excess of $ per cont cent: Jellita 6 kinds, 35 
et cent ad valorem; pineapples preserved in own juice, 3 cent ad 


valorem. 

Mr. VEST. This isa considerable increase over existing law. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 10, before the words: per centum," I 
move to strike out “five” and insert ten;“ and in line 14, before 
the words per centum," I move to strike out five and insert 
ten;“ so as to increase the percentage of alcohol, 

Mr. VEST. The Government statistics show this condition of 
commerce in to these commodities: Of preserved fruits we 
exported, in 1896, $1,376,281 worth; of other fruits, $60,353 worth; 
of all other fruits, $1,808,953. We imported of fruits in their own 


juices, $207,931. Still, these duties eomm be raised in order to pro- 
tect us 715 fo: oreign importation. 
The VICE The amendment of the Senator from 


torn 8 the a amendment wi he en ph 261 77, before th 
e SECRETARY. 10, paragra; + page 8 ore the 
words “ per centum," it is proposed to strike out five“ and insert 


ten;“ and in line 14, before the words “per centum," it is pro- 
posed to strike out “ five" and insert ‘‘ten;” 80.88 to read: 
Comfits, sweetmeats, and fruits rved in sugar, molnsses, spirits, or in 
F bred rey 7 
if containing over 10 per cen gf alechel and not special provided tor in this 
ME por NE rem and in addition $2.50 on the alco- 
contained therein in excess of 10 per cent. 


he amendment to the amendment was (aes to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragra raph 263, line 18, page 77, 
after the word“ prunes ” to insert the word “prunelles; ” so as to 


Figs, plums, prunes, prunelles, raisins, and other dried grapes. 

Mr. ALLISON. In paragraph 263, line 18, after the word **pru- 
nelles," I move to insert **2 cents per pound” and a semicolon; so 
that it will read: 

Figs, plums, prunes, prunelles, 2 cents per pound; 

The amendment to the amendment was set to. 

The amendment as amended was 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in the same paragraph, line 19, to 
strike out **and one-half;" so as to read, **2 cents per pound: 

Figs, plums, prunes, prunelies, 2 cents per pound; raisins and other dried 
grapes, 2 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. I do not know but that we should 
save time by allowing these amendments to be adopted, and then 
make the motion I desire to make. I | wish to move 13 cents 
ee ap Senator eed «29 pe. on “one reisen pace x! 
where he proposes **24 cents.” suppose I may as wi 
motion now to strike out the rates in the bill and insert 14 
cents“ in each instance. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me perfect the paragraph first, and then 
the Senator can make his motion. 

Mr. Ep of Arkansas. It is immaterial to me which course 
is pursu: 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in line 23, before the word ‘‘ cents,” 
to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five" and insert **twenty;" so as to read: 
oho green or prepared, in bottles, jars, or similar packages, 20 cents per 


Mr. ALLISON. Task the Senate to disagree to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the e on Finance. 

The amendment Was disagreed 

Mr. ALLISON. That perfects the paragraph, 


1762 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It begins to look as if all the commit- 
tee amendments heretofore reported are to be withdrawn, and it 
might be done quicker in bulk. I will not insist on that being 
done, however. I move to strike out 2 cents where it was inserted 
on motion of the Senator from Iowa and insert ** 13 cents.” 

Mr. MILLS. It ought to be 1 cent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The present rate is 13 cents. 

Mr. MILLS. It ought to be 1 cent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I am satisfied that is true, but I pre- 
fer to stand by the present law; and I make the motion in that 
way, because it is the existing law. I move to strike out 23 
cents," in line 19, and insert “14 cents;" and in line 21 I move to 
strike out “2 cents per pound” and insert ‘‘20 per cent ad valo- 
rem;" and I ask for a vote on all of the amendments together. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend paragraph 263, on 
page 77, line 18, by striking out 2 cents per pound” an 3 
“14 cents per pound;" in line 19, by striking out 2 cents” an. 
inserting ‘‘1} cents,” and in line 21, by striking out 2 cents per 
pound” and inserting ‘‘20 per cent ad valorem;" so as to read: 

Figs, ripe prunes, prunelles, 1} cents per joue: raisins and other dried 

pes, 1} cents per pound; dates, one-half of 1 cent per pound; currants, 
te or other, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, that has reference to the duty on 
Zante currants. The duty proposed in the pending bill on these 
currants from the island of Zante is 125 per cent. The unit of 
value is 1.6, and the duty is 2 cents per pound. Of course that is 
more than 100 per cent. Icould understand this high rate of duty 
if it were for the protection of some American product, but these 
currants are peculiar to a single little island, I believe, in the 
Gulf of Corinth. They grow nowhere else in the world; theycan 
not grow anywhere else in the world. I have conversed about 
them with intelligent persons who have been on that island and 
investigated this business. 

Mr. GEAR. What does the Senator state the duty to be? 

Mr. MILLS, The duty is 125 per cent here. 

Mr. GEAR. Let me state for the benefit of the Senator from 
Texas that when the present law was framed the currants were 
worth 1 cent a pound. They had been classed at 10 cents by the 
Wilson committee, and when the bill came here, through my 
friend from California and my friend from Arkansas, there was a 
duty of 1j cents a pound placed on them, which is 150 per cent. 
So this is really a reduction. 

Mr. MILLS. Iam talking about what it ought to be, not about 
what any of my friends have done heretofore. As I said, there is 
nothing to protect in the United States by this high duty. There- 
fore we must have a revenue duty. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to cor- 
rect a statement of fact? 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. I will take pleasure in presenting the Senator 
with a small box of Zante currants, a sample produced in Cali- 
fornia, where they are grown in large quantities, and in the cloak- 
room I have a so-called Zante currant bush which is really a 
grape bush. I will state that they are as much in competition 
with the other raisins in California, for they are all a raisin, as 
any dried grape can be, and furthermore,that the importation 
from the island of Zante cuts a very small figure in the total 
importations into the United States. The currant is largely pro- 
duced in Greece, and the name ‘‘currant” is derived, I believe, 
from the word Corinth.“ It is really a grape. There is a bush 
in the cloakroom which the Senator can inspect. 

Mr. MILLS. Anything can be called a Zante currant by name. 
Len talking about the currant that is grown upon the island of 


te. 

Mr. WHITE. This is the exact and identical currant. 

Mr. PERKINS. If my friend from Texas will permit me to 
correct the premises from which he is reasoning, I desire to state 
that the general appraisers of New York held to the views that 
my distinguished friend from Texas holds, but the ninth judicial 
court of the district embracing California and Oregon judicially 
determined otherwise. With the Senator's permission, I should 
like to read the pese of the court, but I will not interrupt him; 
I will wait until after he has made his argument. Then I should 
like to have the 3 of reading the findings of the court. 

Mr. MILLS. Several years ago I studied the question of Zante 
currants when I was trying to reduce the revenues of the Govern- 
ment, which were excessive; but our friends who were opposed to 
it would not permit a reduction upon articles that were compet- 
ing with domestic articles. I proposed even to take this revenue 
article and put it on the free list, in order simply to reduce the sur- 
plus revenues of the Government. I remember conversing with a 
very eminent gentleman, Hon. Samuel Sullivan Cox, known to 
allof us, who was the minister to Turkey and who was all over 
the island of Zante time and again. He told me that the real 
Zante currant could not be grown in any other soil on the face of 
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the globe than upon that ísland. While we may grow currants 
like it, they are not Zante currants. The importation into this 
country of $1,185,532 worth of these currants shows that the same 
article can not be produced in this country, call it by whatever 
name you please. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, he overlooks one 
great elementary principle of protection, and that is, if the people 
can not pet the currants, they have to take the California grape. 

Mr. MILLS. Precisely; but there is always a certain number 
of people who must get the Zante currants and pay 23 cents or 14 
cents. It was in 1893, when the duty was 24 cents a pound, that 
they imported $1,185,532 worth of these very currants, notwith- 
standing we are told that California is full of them. 

Iremember the remark of my distinguished friend, Judge Kel- 
ley, no longer with us, but many of us here knew him well, 

hen I was proposing to put these currants on the free list, I said, 
“They can not come in competition, my friend, with anything 
you want to protect in this country. Letus put them on the free 
listand reduce therevenue. The Treasury is full to overflowing.” 
Mr. Cleveland was telling us that that was the condition which 
confronted us—not theories, but an enlarged Treasury. I said, 
Now, let me put this on the free list." He said, My dear sir, 
the taste is a question of culture, and if you will keep the Zante 
currant from coming into this country, we will encourage the cul- 
tivation of the blackberry and develop the American taste for 
blackberries.” That was one of the reasons given. 

Now we are told that there are Zante currants grown in Cali- 
fornia. It may be,for they do remarkable things in California. 
It is a great State, aud a great fruit State. It is the greatest flower 
State in the Union. The largest roses I ever saw in my life, I will 
say to my friend from Missouri, who was speaking about flowers 
this morning, I have seen in California. The finest fruits of al- 
most all sorts are grown there. But we know there is a peculiar 
taste to fruits, a peculiarity given by the soil itself. 

A few years ago I was going through a remarkable campaign 
in Texas on the question of prohibition, and I was an antipro- 
hibitionist, An old friend of mine, whom I had known for a long 
time, came to me and said, “I am astonished, sir, to find you 
going around over this country and defending the saloons.” I 
said, “ Your astonishment is not greater than mine. You have 
drunk ten times more whisky than ever I saw in my lifetime, and 
you are a prohibitionist. I want you to explain that to me." He 
said. Yes, sir; Iam a prohibitionist, but I do not expect pro- 
hibition to keep me from drinking whisky. I do not intend it for 
that. Idrink the very best whisky that is made in the United 
States. I know where itis to be had, sir. I know where there is 
a peculiar soil that raises a peculiar corn, and where there is a 
peculiar water; and the peculiurity of the climate, and the pecul- 
larity of the soil, and the peculiarity of the water give a peculiar 
taste to the whisky." He said, “That is found in Robertson 
County, Tenn. Ibringmy whisky from there, sir, and I expect to 
have it as long as I live,” Iasked him, What is it that you ' 
want to have prohibition for?“ Not for myself," he said, but 
for the Irish and the d——d niggers.” [Laughter.] 

I give this illustration to show that there is a peculiarity about 
ings There is a peculiarity that ađapts itself to the taste of 
peop ein the manufacture of certain kinds of goods and certain 

inds of stamps upon goods. I once heard a gentleman who was 
a manufacturer of stockings (it was when we had up the question 
of the balbriggan stockings) say that his wife would not wear the 
American stockings. that her taste was to have the imported 
stockings, and he got some of his own stockings that he was manu- 
facturing and put the balbriggan brand on them and she was 
reconciled. She did not know anything about it; it was a pious 
fraud practiced on her; and she wore the stockings of her own 
husband's manufacture all the time. It is so about all these dif- 
ferent things. There are peculiarities of taste in men and pecul- 
iarities of taste in products that commend themselves to people 
who are seeking for this, that, and the other thing for consump- 
tion. 

Ihave not a single, solitary doubt but that in California they 
have the finest grapes. Iknow it. I have been there and I have 
seen them and eaten them. They have the finest fruits. It is one 
of the greatest States in the Union. As I said, they have flowers 
there that can not be equaled elsewhere on the face of the globe or 
in any other place on the globe where I have ever been. But, Mr. 
President, they have not the Zante currant, and these figures show 
it. Therefore we ought to put a revenue duty on them instead of 
putting on this high, exclusive duty of 125 per cent. 

Mr. PERKINS. I am very desirous to have my friend from 
Texas vote for this measure, and while I may not convince him, 
perhaps, that he should do so because we raise Zante currants in 
California, as I can demonstrate to him, I am sure I can have his 
oe if he is consistent, and he always is, upon the revenue ques- 

on. 

In 1890 Zante currants were upon the free list. The Govern- 
ment received nothing from their importation. In 1804, at a cent 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1763 


and a half a pound duty, we received $29,478.22. Under the pro- 

sed duty of 2 cents it is estimated that we will receive $39,304.28. 
Wherefore we should have the Senator's vote upon the ground of 
revenue, if upon no other. 

But as a matter of fact, we do raise the Zante currant in Cali- 
fornia. We have in California more than 4,000 vineyards, owned 
by 4,000 different individuals, who employ from fifteen to twenty 
thousand men, women, and boys in cultivating those vineyards. 
They have demonstrated the fact that they can raise the Zante 
currant. We have had a substitute, the Thompson seedless grape, 
the Sultana, and perhaps 10 per cent of the Muscat of Alexandria 
are seedless and similar tothe Zante currant. There is the Zante 
currant [exhibiting], and I will defy my friend to distinguish it 
except that it is better. The Zante currant is raised in Sutter 
County, Cal.,in the central part of our State. It is raised upon a 
vine the same as the grapevine and not upon a currant bush. The 
Zante currant grows upon a regular grapevine so far as the 
ordinary unscientific eye can determine. 

But I want to show, and I am going to be brief on this point, 
because I feel confident that my friend from Texas will vote with 
us, what was the finding of the court. I will first read from a 
brief submitted by a committee of the raisin growers of California 
on the raisin industry of California, and in which is embodied 
several quotations from the opinion of the court: 

e upon a „an 
FTT 
grape, is treated similarly for commerce, and is essentially a grape as much 
as the Muscat, the Catawba, or any other variety, and is used as a raisin. 

This statement has recently —March 896—been judicially determined 
to betrue by the cireuit court of the United States, ninth circuit, northern 
district of California, in a case appealed from the decision of the Board of Gen- 
eral Appraisers on duty at New York. : 

In ular No. 77. dated May 27,1896, issued by the Treasury Department, 
this opinion is published, and all customs officers are instructed to be guided 


Wies for importers in this case undertook to contribute to the popu- 
lar misconception as to the Zante currant by g that it is not a grape. 
But evidence of the highest character from many experts who had seen this 
so-called currant growing on the island of Zante and on the mainland of 
Greece and in California and elsewhere showed it to be unmistakably a grape. 
The court, in its opinion showing the result of the evidence, said: 

“The term ‘Zante currant’ is a well-known commercial expression among 
jmporters, dealers, and growers of raisins, and relates to and comprehends a 
kind of raisin made from a small seedless grape grown not only in the island 
of Zante, but also, and to a much greater extent, on the mainland of Greece 
and other neighboring localities. ‘Zante currants’ is simply its English name. 
It derives the name currants from the fact that intimes past it was shipped 
from the city of Corinth, Greece. In German it is called Korinthen; in 
French, 'rasin de Corinthe;' in Spanish, *pasas de Corinto.’ It is a raisin 
grape, as 1 from the shrub currant, with which its name may 
confound it, but from which it is entirely distinct, the former belonging to 

the grapevine family, or Vitis vinifera, of plants, the latter to the shrub or 


Ribes. A Zante currant on the vine is a8 -sized grape. When picked and 
dried it isa ‘dried grape or kind of raisin whose popular and commercial 
designation is Zante currants.’ *” 


The court then shows that this definition is in accord with that given to 
the word "currant" in the Century Dictionary, Webster's International 
Dictionary (1890), Encyclopedia Britannica (1877), and the Standard Diction- 

Fol the English Language Caer, 
e witness, Dr. Gustav Eisen, the author of a valuable book upon the 
raisin, traced the history of this grape as far back as the year 1333. 
E. W. Hilgard. professor of agriculture at the California State University, 
testifled that a Zante currant is “a raisin made from a small grape which 
' grows in the Ionian Islands, and also in the archipe there; also on the 
mainland of Asia Minor. iom are dried and pre in various ways and 
shipped all over the world." y other distingaished scientists and agron- 
mists were called as witnesses, to the same effect. 

Among the exhibits used at the trial was a currant vine taken up by the 
American consul at Patras, Greece, which was fully identified as a grape 
belonging to the specie# Vitis vinifera, and wholly inct from the English 
or kitchen-garden currant of the es ribes. Photographs of the vine 
g owing in Greece, on the mainland, and on the island of Zante, and also 
growing in California, were introduced. 


Icall the attention of the Senator from Texas to the opinion of 


the court. The court said: 

Without going further into the evidence, it is enough to say that, as a 
whole, the following four propositions of fact were, to my mind, conclusively 
established: (1) That the currants comprising the pe plores in question 
are Zante currants; (2) that Zante currantsare a kind of raisin; (3) that Zante 
currants are grapes dried; and (4) that Zante currants are not the product 
exclusively of the island of Zante, but they are produced also on the main- 
land of Greece, in the archipelago, and other places, and in much larger 
quantities than on the island. 

That was the decision of the court after hearing the evidence of 
Professor Hilgard, who has the chair of agriculture in our State 
University, and other eminent scientists. There wasa grapevine 
sent by the American consul from some port in Greece. It was 
exhibited in the court, and it was there demonstrated to the satis- 
faction of the court that it was a facsimile of the same grapevine, 
the same character of raisins or grapes or Zante currants that we 
were producing there. 

But, be that as it may, Mr. President, theimported Zante comes 
into competition anyhow with the raisins of California. Ibelieve 
that, in so far as it is possible to do so, we have our home market 
for our own home production. We have demonstrated the fact 
that we are capable of raising in California a sufficient quantity 
of raisins and currants to supply this country, and we are doing 
it to-day at a less price than they were ever furnished before. 

Years ago, when I was engaged in merchandising, I sold the 
ordinary Malaga raisins at from 20 to 25 cents a pound. To-day 
they are selling in the markets of the principal cities of this coun- 


try at from 4 to 6 cents a pound. The price has been brougnt 
down by competition among our own people, who had the cour- 
age to go out West from Texas, Missouri, and other States and 
settle upon those arid plains, bring in water from the mountains, 
irrigate the valleys, and plant their grapevines and produce these 
raisins and currants. 

There is no industry of this country that is deserving of a fos- 
tering care and a helping hand more than the raisin industries of 
the country. I went the other day to one of our stores, and I 
there bought two packages of Zante currants, imported, at 10 
cents a package, and the package weighs 1 ounce less than a 
pound will Will the half-cent increase in duty here increase 
the cost to the consumer? My friend from Texas knows that it 
will not. It simply will increase the revenue derived by the Gov- 
ernment from this source. 

I have here the consular reports. I will read one line to show 
that our friends in Greece are trying to do something to build up 
this industry there, to foster it with their own people, and then 
dump their product upon our own country. Mr. George Horton, 
who is our consul at Athens, writes: 

There is much popular agitation in Greece at present, resulting from the 
low price of currants, the principal crop of this country. A general idea has 
she cron ab wil, aca thats ia ñ dewanll thet PATATET abe some 
paved to that end. Large mass meetings are being held in 
of Greece, and considerable excitement prevails. 

That is because the people of California, by their energy and their 
push and their enterprise, have produced raisins and currants that 
are taking the market of Greece away from those people and giy- 
ing it to our people. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from California a question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam very much interested in what the Senator 
has said about the wonderful growth of the industry of raising 
currants and the manufacture of raisins in California. How long 
has the 5 been in progress in that State? 

Mr. PERKINS. In 1880 we first commenced planting grape- 
vines successfully—that is, the muscat of Alexandria, and produc- 
ing the.Malaga raisin. 

r. GRAY. And the currants? 

Mr. PERKINS. The currants later. 

Mr. GRAY. Iunderstandthat the currant production has been 
a very pore one, and certainly, from the specimen we have seen, 
a very beautiful one, and that you are succeeding now in taking 
away the market in Greece. 

Mr. PERKINS. We hope to do so, with your kind assistance. 

Mr. GRAY. Then why do you want an additional protective 


tariff? 

Mr. PERKINS. Because the wages we pay in California to oür . 
own people range from $1 to $1.50a day. Those people have fam- 
ilies, and they are teaching their boys and girls the first lessons in 
American citizenship; they are supporting our public schools, our 
churches, paying taxes in our own country, and we want to con- 
tinue to K. 85 the same high wa that we are now paying them. 

Mr.GRAY. I understand that there was no tax at all on the 
Zante currants up to 1894. Is that true? 

Mr. PERKINS. "That is not correct. 

Mr. GRAY. "They were on the free list in 1890. 

Mr. PERKINS. From 1879 until 1891 there was a duty of a 
cent a pound. In 1891 they were upon the free list. 

Mr. GRAY. Notwithstanding all that, the industry has flour- 
ished in a most interesting and gratifying way. ; 

Mr. PERKINS. It has languished. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido notsee why they should make this demand 
upon the consumers and. upon the home market to pay this addi- 
tional tribute. 

Mr. PERKINS. Forthe same reason, I will say to my friend 
from Delaware, that has prevailed in Greece. The consul says, 
and I think it answers the Senator: 

The currants are low in price— 

That is, in Greece— 

5 becausg there has been overproduction. If all the farmers in the 
Uni States for some one year should plant all thetr land to one crop the 
tesa that crop would fall This is practically what has happened in 

And they have had to find a market, and they ship them to this 
country in foreign ships to compete with our people. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I understood the Senatorto say a while ago 
that it was the progress of the currant industry in California that 
had broken down the price of currants in Greece. 

Mr. PERKINS. No; my friend misunderstands me. It is the 
competition of the low prices that have prevailed in Greece by 
overproduction, and because they have not been honest in ship- 
ping their products into this country. I will take the testimony 
of our consul. I will read one more paragraph. Our consul, Mr. 
Horton, says: 

In the haste to get — quaes of the profitable article on the market 
arose another condition that ultimately injured the price of the crop. In- 


ferior currants were packed and sold as first-class, and in many cases 
eyen was sprinkled in the boxes to add to the weight. 
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That class of fruit has been brought in here to compete with us. 
I expect my friend from Kentucky to join with my friend from 
Texas, as I know my colleague will, and vote for this measure for 
revenue, if for no other reason. : 
„W. Mr. President, I simply wish to correct some 
statements made here which 1 know were made inadvertently. 
The Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] spoke of an authority from 
which he derived his information that the so-called Zante currant 
is grown only upon the island of Zante. A very little familiar 
history will show how much in error was the party who gave that 
information. We placed in our last tariff acta provision for Zante 
currants, fixing the rate at a cent and a halfa pound. It was 
claimed that the 2 used referred only to currants coming 
from the island of Zante. Although we had used it, no doubt, in 
the act as we would use the words Lima beans,“ Malaga 
grape or any expression of that sort. still it was otherwise held 
acasethat was not very carefully considered in the custom- 
house in New York. Afterwards, when an invoice came to San 
Francisco from Patras, the matter was decided in thesuit referred 
to by my colleague. which is entitled In re Wise, collector, 73 
Federal Reporter page183.” The judge, in delivering the opinion, 
among other things, said: 


those grown on the Bony 
land are still known commercially in this country as “Zante currants.” In 
other words, “ Zante currants" is the commercial name for this variety of 
grape, when dried into raisins. It would beunreasonable to suppose that Con- 
inimposing duties on Zante currantsin the general employed, 
tended to tax thes coming from the island of Zante alone and not those 
which come in much larger quantities from other localities. 

That, of course. disposes of the contention absolutely that they are 
solely a product of the island of Zante. Again, every scientific work 
on the subject defines Zante currant as à true raisin. If Senators 
who have any donbt on the subject will take the trouble to look 
at the bush which was sent me by Mr. Onstott, of Yuba County, 
CaL, whose product I have here, they will be unable to distinguish 
it from any other grapevine they have ever seen. The leaves are 
precisely alike, and the bunches of fruit, which of course are now 
very small and green, are formed very much as the Zinfandel 


grape grows. 
e English currant, which we see growing in our yards, is an 
entirely different product,so much so that wine is made out of the 
grape produced on the currant bush; but now we in California 

ve produced not only a large raisin, which is generally known 
as the Malaga raisin of commerce, but a large number of smaller 
raisins without seeds. Among those are the Zante currant, so 
2 and quom Muri I believe, of the seedless ^ T 

ante pe—for it is ya pe—is a competitor wit 0 
the otters classes of raisins, and if we are to utilize this tariff bill 
for any p whatever with reference to raisins, there should 
be no exclusion of the Zante currant, which is itself a true raisin 
and comes from a true grape. 

So, in looking over the matter, when the case to which I have 
referred was in the course of preparation, the counsel upon neither 
side could find asing!e authority anywhere to the contrary, and to 
settle the dispute we took the trouble to send to Greece to get an 
actual Zantecurrant bush and produced it in court as an exhibit. 
It was precisely the same bush that I have here now in the cloak- 
room. So there was nothing in that point. While the suit was 
pending, the Zante currants, under the decision of the board of 
appraisers, were admitted free, and we lost a very large amount 
of revenue. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave been unable to follow the Senator's state- 
ment fully, and I should like to ask him whether he is in favor of 
the duty on Zante currants or not? 

Mr. Ihavealways been in favor of a duty on Zante 
currants, and a duty on a good many other articles, I will say to 
the Senator from Massachusetts, produced even under the shadow 
Ads influence. lam not opposed to duties, and I have never 
said so. 
` Mr. HOAR. I did not put the question to the Senator from 
California with the view which he seems to oues Iput the 

uestion very much as General Taylor etnployed bloodhounds in 
the Seminole war, not to worry the Indians, buf to find out where 


they were. doen hter.] 

WHITE. I do not exactly know to whom the Senator re- 
fers by thé Indian in this case; but his wisdom is frequently so oc- 
cult that I am not able to reach conclusions regarding it. 

All I desire to say, in conclusion. Mr. President, is that the Zante 
currant of commerce and the raisin should be treated alike, and 
if we are to have a bill imposing duties at all, the whole class of 
raisins should be retained. 

Mr. GEAR. used to be a merchant many years ago, and I 
have sold a great many of the goods called Zante currants. It is 

jurely a commercial 1 as everybody who has investigated 

e matter knows. They are a very low, inferior order of grape 


that have been grown in Corinth and in the island of Zante, which 
gives the name of ** Zante currant" to them. They are imported 
in large quantities. They are a very inferior article of goods and 
sold at a very low price. I recollect prior to the McKinley law 
they were but a cent or a cent and a quarter a pound. We put 
them on the free list because we found that they were used largel 
by the plain people of this country (as Mr. Lincoln used to call 
them) in making pies and puddings. 

Mr. GRAY, And very good they are, too. 

Mr. GEAR. They do not compete with the Zante grapes of Cali- 
fornia, which my friend refers to. There is 4 cents a pound differ- 
ence. When our Democratic friends were framing the Wilson 
tariff bill they found that they wanted revenue. It was claimed 
that Zante currants were high pm and they put a duty on 
them of a cent and a ha!f a pound, which was about 150 per cent, 
for they were only worth a cent to a cent and a quarter a pound, 

Greece is a pretty poor country, as we all know, and they kee 
no minister here; they only have a consul-general of the Gree 
Government, who lives in New York. I can not recall his name. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Botassi. 

. Mr. GEAR. Yes; Mr. Botassi. He came to me for a letter of 
introduction, and at his request I introduced him to the con- 
ferees on the of the House of Representatives when the bill 
was pending between the two Houses in conference, Judge Mont- 
gomery and Judge Turner, who were conferees on the part of the 
House, and also gave him a letter to my friend Hon. William L. 
Wilson. Mr. Botassi went down to the Arlington Hotel to con- 
sult with Mr. Wilson, who gave him an audience and treated him 
very courteously. . - 

Mr. Botassi told Mr. Wilson that Greece was a very poor coun- 
try and that their product did not really come into competition 
with the California grapes; that they were sold at 1 cent a pound 
and used by a different class of people; that they were quoted at 
that price in New York. Mr. Wilson said to Mr. Botassi: “ You 
will getno protectioninthis bill for your people. Our Democratic 
friends are demanding an increase on all these things. "The Sen- 
ator from California is preeminent, and these duties will stand." 
When I saw him after the interview with Mr. Wilson, I said to 
him, Mr. Botassi, how did you come out?“ He said: "I did not 
come outatall I went down to the 3 and I had a very 
delightful interview with Mr. Wilson. He knows more about m 
country than I do, though I was born in Greece. He knows all 
about her ancient history, her wars, her statuary, her art, and 
everything else, **but he not know a tam ting" about currants, 
And that was substantially true. [Langhter.] 

The whole theory of the duty of 14 cents a pound on Zante cur- 
rants in the Wilson law was based on the assuinption that there 
was competition between the Grecian and the California currant, 
when any man who is a merchant can understand the difference 
between these two articles; and yet our committee has seen fit to 
increase the duty to 2 cents a pound, which I shall vote for, be- 
cause I believe in Lr eiie. the grapes of California; but I shall 
vote for it upon a different principle from what the Senator from 
California does. 

Mr. MILLS. The Senator from Iowa AL EAR] has demon- 
strated that what I stated was correct. e says that these grapes 
from Zante or from Greece do not come in competition with the 
American currants, that our currants are worth 4 cents a pound 
and the km cbe Zante currants are worth from 1 cent to 13 cents 
a pound. t is what I stated. that this duty can not be for 
protection, and that it is too high for revenue. : 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state to the Senator that I purchased at 
aleading grocery in this city two packages of Zante currants, 
ee to be a pound avoirdupois, but they weighed but 15 
ounces, and I was charged 10 cents a pound for them. We sell 
our best California currants for less than that. 

Mr. MILLS. Still they are quoted at 1.6 cents a pound officially. 
Iam going by the official tables, and not by the prices charged by 
retailers every day all over the country. 

Mr. PERKINS. What I intended to say was that the consumer 
did not get the benefit of it. 

Mr.MILLS. Iam talking now about the Zante currants coming 
in competition with the California currants. I say the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] has demonstrated that they do not; and if 
they do not, what is your excessive duty going to do? You can 
not bring them into this country and naturalize them, to use the 
expression of the protectionists; it is impossible to do that; and 
my friend from California on this side of the Chamber [Mr. 
WHITE] says that in the judicial investigation to which he has 
refe he brought a plant from Greece into court and demon- 
strated that it was the same plant they have in California; buthe 
did not pretend to say that he could bring the atmosphere and soil 
of Greece with it. 

My father was a Virginian, born over in eastern Virginia, and 
lived and died in the belief that there was no real, pure chewin 


tobacco except the Jeems River,” as he called it; and he chew 
Jeems River" as long ashe lived, When I was a boy, he sent to 
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Cuba and got the seed of the celebrated Cuban tobacco to make 
into cigars, and I used to make cigars for sale when I was a chap. 
Every other year he would have to send to Cuba and renew the 


e Why? The seed sent here was from the same plant pre- 
cisely that they have in Cuba, and it was grown in the United 
States, but they could not bring the Cuban soil and the Cuban 
climate, and the tobacco degenerated and became American to- 
bacco by a process of differentiation, or evolution. as I suppose 
the scientists would callit. In Cuba the soil and climate entered 
into the tobacco. I remember when it was growing the first year 
on our land in Kentucky, if you occupied a position a quarter of 
a mile from the field and the wind was blowing in your direction 
across the field, you could smell the delightful aroma from it, but 
the third or fourth year it was gone. 

Mr. President, we may make high tariffs and put on all sorts 
of duties, but we can not change the law of nature. These things 
are iar gifts fo man, and the influences of soil and climate, 
allthose things that God in His wisdom has made, we can not 
change. Our wants go out to them all over the whole face of the 
earth, and we send the products of our labor in exchange for them. 

I want to again call the attention of our friends to the fact that 
when you are putting these prohibitive duties on things coming 
to the United States you are putting prohibitive duties against the 
things that we produce by our labor going away from the United 
States; you are depressing the prices of things that we have to 
sell and upon which we have to get a living, and you are raising 
the prices of the things that we have to buy and upon which we 
hare to live. 

Ireturn to the proposition with which Isef out. Iam willing 
to vote for a revenue duty, and a good substantial revenue duty, 
on this article, Unt Ican not see why our friends, who can not 
produce this article by any amount of fostering in this country, 
will insist upon high duties simply to exclude the article from 
coming to this country and exclude our cotton going from the 
South to pay. for it. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, if I understand the argument of 
my friend the Senator from Texas [Mr. Mirus], it is that because 
there is a greatly inforior fruit raised in Greece that we can not 
hope to emulate Greece in the raising of that fruit, even if we 
were to bring the vine and plant it in our own State. Of course 
we would not attempt any emulation of that kind; but I believe 
that even an inferior fruit, when it competes with a superior 
fruit, is more liable fo depreciate the general market, so far as 
es Gehan goes, if it is material at all, than a fruit that is of 
e quality. I believe that that is the experience of everyone. 
Of course I have my own theory about the ultimate effect of all 


I believe that ultimately there will be such a large quantity of 
thís fruit produced that it will be a very difficult problem for 
those engaged in making this particular product to know what 
they are fing to do with it; but I am takin g the theory of this 
bill and following it through. and I am very certain, taking the 
whole production as expressed in the words ** raisins” and: Zante 
currants” together, that we are imposing a duty which will yield 
a large amount of revenue, but which will not go over the average 
of this bill. 

I differ entirely with my friend the Senator from 'Texas that 
this article will be excluded. I think he will ascertain by the end 
of the fiscal year that we will have some revenue out of it, and 
while it has been said here that this bill will yield $50,000,000 of 
surplus, I must say for myself that I think the surplus will be 

€ gly small, unless we recover some of that prosperity for 
which we have been looking for many days, and for which we 
have very recently prayed. 

Mr. MILLS. nte currants by the law of 1890 were free, and 
we imported $1,185.532 worth of them when they were on the free 
list. The law of 1594 puta duty of a cent and a half a pound 
Han them, equivalent to about Y3 per cent, and the importation 
fell down to $32,783. j 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator will excuse me. that is a mistake. 
I said a few minutes ago, perhaps while the Senator was not in 
the Chamber, that the General Doard of Appraisers of New York 
held that the tariff only applied to currants produced in the island 
of Zant^, and admitted the others free. 

Mr. MILLS. Then these figures are not correct. 

Mr. WHITE. Only as to tlie island of Zante, and not to the 
meee Lg a of — E ed epi 

. MILLS. course I can o 0 e figures whic ve 
been furnished us. 5 z 

Mr. WHITE. What T have stated is the fact. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the three amend- 
ments proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Joxes} to 
parazraph 263. 

The amendments were rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 264, on page 78, 
Une 1, after the word grapes,“ to strike out ** and peaches, 1 cent 


per pound" and insert **in barrels or other packages, 20 cents per 
cubic foot;" so as to make the paragraph read: 
Au. Grapes in barrals or other packages, 20 cents per cubic foot, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 265, on page 78, Hne 4, 
after the word ** pomelos,” to strike out “three-fourths of 1 cent” 
and insert I cent;" so as to read: 


e chant lemons, limes, grapa fruit, shaddocks or pornelos,1 cezt per 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 78, line 5, after the word 
pound,“ to strike out the remainder of the paragraph, as follows: 

And in addition thereto, 30 per cent ad valorem upon the boxes, barrals, or 
other articles containing any of the 3 Provided, That the thin wood, 
£0 called, comprising the sides, tops, and bottoms of orange and lemon boxes 
of the growth and manufacture of the United States, exported ns orange md 
lemon box &hooks, may be reimported in completed form, fled with oray 
and lemons, by the pa: nt cf duty at one-half the rate imposed on 
boxes of entirely foreign growth and manufacture, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. 1 moye to strike ont paragraph 205 
as amended and insert the paragraph which I send to the desk, 
which is the paragraph inthe present Iaw relating to those articles, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas will be stated. 


Tho SECRETARY, It is proposed to strike out paragraph 205.25 
amended and in lieu thereof 10 insert: P 3 


25. Oranges, lemons, and limes, Y repe pu at the rate ot Bcenta per cubic 
foot of 3 in bulk, $1.8) per LUW; and in addition thereto a duty of 30 
per cent ad valorem npon the boxes or barrels containing such oranges, lom- 
ons, or limes: Provided, That the thin wood, go enlled, ceanprising tha sides, 
tops, und bottoms of orange and lemon boxeaot the growth and manufacture 
of the United States, exported as orange and lemon box shook, may be re- 
imported in completed form, flied with oranges-and lemons, by the payment 
of duty at one-half the rate imposed on similar boxes of entirciy foreign 
growth and manufacture. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Of course I know it is utterly useless 
to undertake to get any change in any of these rates, and I shall 
not enter into any elaborate discussion of this proposition, but I 
have the reasons so clearly shown why my amendment should be 
adopted and why the high rate in the bill should not be adopted 
in a letter sent to me from New York that I shall read the letter, 
which comes from an importer. He says: 


New Yor, Merch 25, 1997, 


Resrrcrep Sra: We desire to call your marked attention to paragraph 
No. A in the new tariff, fixing the e gres duty on imported green fruit 
L c., oranges nnd Jomons—at the rate of three-fourths of a cent per pound, 
which. we feel contident, is an orror due to a misunderstanding of ihe gir- 
eumatances surrounding its importation, and one which will work radical in- 
jury to the poor of our on and to those who are engaged in bringing this 
8 of fooi — oa quad tof Pure 

a present duty is specific at 5 cents per cubic foot of capacity of the box 
and a) per cent wl valorem on the boxes, making æ total dut "s about 2] 
cents per box, while the change raises the duty, each box weighing 
from Ni! to %% pounds, to 60 or 80 cents, or equivalent to an incrense of, say, 
from 200 per cent to h per cent. 

While the consumpti:a of Sicily lemons alone for tho year ending Novem- 
ber I last amounted tog. H. A boxes, the total amount produced in this coun- 
try, from Californias only, was abont 200,00 boxes, Florida beng absolntel 
out of the question, owing to the unfortunate ruin of her groves by frost, an 
wili continue to be for several years to come. 

As lemon trees take ten years’ growth to come into full bearing, and there 
is no way to supply the large diminution in imports which will unguestion- 
ably occur if this apparently unjust and unn discrimination is made 
— — f lomons, itean but work injury to the poor of our cities in 
favor of an undeveloped industry of the State of California, which is entirely 
inadequate to the task of 8 the country at large, even were it given 
a full opportunity to do 80. 

And this same argument bolda good in regard to the cheap Sicily oranges, 
which, selling to people of scanty moans at a costof I penny each, do not seem 
to call for protection to such an exorbitant degree in favor of the California 
orange, “the rich man's fruit," as its sobriquet is, since & cost of, say, ö cents 
is far beyond their slender means. 

We do not hesitate to ex our views thus frankly, as we are not only 
foreign fruit experts, but also steamship agents for a line which is bringing 
into the country (at this moment) fully one-half of all the fruit that is im- 
ported from Italy, and we know that our views are those of a majority of the 
people engaged in the fruit business at this the largest fruit center in this 
conntry. 

In our capacity of steamship agents we also beg leave to tell you thut it is 
a practical impossibility for the correct duty due on fruits imported to be 
ascertained withoutcausing an unnecessary aud cruel loss tothe Trait owners 
erect eni ie imported tay eteamxhips which casey Tibi hing ‘clea, 

green fru mporte 8 ps which carry little or not 
in cargoes of an average of 20,000 boxes, which consist of from A to Eo - 
ferent brands and shipments. 

. Toascertain the weight of the fruit in these boxes it will be necessary to 
weigh several boxes ab each lot by removing their contents, to the destruc- 
tion of beautifully packed and ornamented inside coverings mat ly affect- 
ing the market value of boxes so destroyed, nor can the Proportion of 
rotten fruit which oftentimes is found in part of the boxes, be ascertained 
by the examination of a few of them, and we submit that rotten fruit is no 
more a proper article for taxation than any other absolutely valueless urticle, 

The above-mentioned method of weighing boxes will furthor entail an un- 
just and uuwarrantable delay in the management and delivery of our car- 
goes, which are discharged on docks whose rental amounts to 370 per day, 
and those cargoes, consisting of perishable merchandise, detoriorate more 
every day they are detained. 

The importation of bananas last year amonnted to 12,000,000 bunches, free 
of duty, und they could easily bear a part of the burden which has been 

laced upon lemons and oran without affecting the retail price in the 
Bast degree, and at the Sui duty of only 10 cents per bunch would yield 
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the Government an increase in revenue of $1,200,000, and afford a much-neoded 
rotection to our constantly incrensing crop of apples, which now suffers 
rom thelr competition. 4 

In view of tho above circumstances, wo pray you that you will use your great 
influence to prevent the injury to and (At loast) the partial déstruction of a 
€: upon which at least 100,000 of our citizens depend for their means of 
Subsistence. 

Mr, Henry W. Mitchell goes to Washington this afternoon in connection 
with the subject-mutter of this letter, and will stop at the Metropolitan 
Hotel, Should you desire any further information on the subject, it will 
afford him great pleasure to piace himself at your disposal, 


Yours, yery truly, 
VILLAR, MITCHELL & CO. 

Hon. JAMES K. JONES, 

915 M Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

This letter shows distinctly and clearly that the present pro- 
posed tax on this article will prove a very great detriment to this 
trade. These oranges and lemons can not be examined by the 
appraisers under the provisions of this bill without very materially 
injuring them. 

There is practically no competition now between Sicily oranges 
and California oranges, Take one of each and show them to any- 
body, and there will be no hesitancy about the valne. One will 
sell for 5 cents. and you may buy the others for a cent apiece in 
this town. Recently when I wanted to buy oranges, when I was 
present with a member of my family, 50 cents a dozen was the 
price asked for California oranges, and a cent apiece was the 
price of the other oranges. Nobody would hesitate a moment to 
say that those selling for 50 cents a dozen were infinitely cheaper 
than those at 12 cents u dozen, There is practically no compari- 
son between the two, If this class of fruit isallowed to come in, 
it will reach a class of people who would probably buy the lower 

riced oranges. and use that kind of fruit, and there ought not to 
55 an increased rate to prevent the importation of the cheaper and 
lower grade simply because there is a similar kind of fruit pro- 
duced in this country. 

Mr. PERKINS. Only a word, Mr. President, in answer to my 
. friend from Arkansas. The letter which the Senator has read is 
a special plea from the agent of a foreign ship, manned by for- 
eigners, built in a foreign country, and representing the product 
of foreign toil. 2 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does it tell the truth? 

Mr. PERKINS. I have no doubt of the truth of what I have 
stated, for I have a duplicate of the letter which the Senator read, 
or one similar to that, which was written tome. No doubt the 
writer of the letter has told the truth, as he understands it, from 
his standpoint. He is advocating the interests of those he repre- 
sents, Heistheagent of a foreign ship, built in a foreign country, 
manned by foreigners, and he represents the product of a foreign 
soil. The owners of that ship do not pay one dollar tax to this 
country. 

Istand here, Mr. President, representing in a small degree the 
horticulturists of this country, especially those in my own State, 
and we have demonstrated that we can raise citrus fruits, lemons 
and oranges, equal to any other country on God's footstool. All 
we ask—we do not want any protection—is.the difference between 
the price we pay for labor in this country and that paid in for- 
eign countries. 

I want to say as to the ad valorem duty fixed in this bill, that I 
have made a careful calculation of it, and it is a much less 8 
than that levied by Russia, by Germany, by Denmark, and by 
Austria-Hungary, and the result is neither one of those countries 
raises citrus fruits, either lemons, oranges, or any other belong- 
ing to that particular citrus x cem d 

The duty proposed isa reasénable duty; it is a fair duty; and 
when the Senator says that this fruit can not beaveighed, and ob- 
jects that the duty is not specific, I ask what can be more specific 
than the imposition of duty by weight? Every barrel of sugar 
ihat comes into this country from Germany or from any other 
country, every cask of brandy, has the gross weight, the tare, and 
the net weight marked upon it. 

So far as damaged fruits are concerned, the fact of the damage 
can be verified by the weighers. In answer to that, I may say that 
Ihavealetter from the Secretary of the Treasury stating that 
there is no trouble whatever in weighing fruit that comes into 
this conntry. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that this is a specious argument, 
a special plea by the agent of a steamship company, Every trans- 

rtation company of this country is coming down to a weight 

asis, and their freight is classified upon a weight basis. I am in 
the steamship business myself, and I know how easy it is to jug- 

le with figures about measurements. You can measure an ob- 
ong, a square, a triangle, or a torpedo-shaped Lox; and it takes 

nite a mathematician to make a calculation of the contents. 

he steamship men, from what I know of them, generally favor 
their side of the house, or the agents do certainly, Therefore, it 
is fair, right, and proper to have this specific duty by weight. 

As to the special plea about the damage to the frnit, my friend 
knows well—because he is thoroughly conversant with the law— 
that if there is 10 per cent damage to any of the fruit, they have 


the right to reject it and to surrender it to the Government, and 
therefore it pays nothing. If there were 100 boxes of limes, or 
lemons, or oranges, and it was found that 10 of them had been 
spoiled on the voyage, the importers simply segregate them aud 
say to the inspector: * We surrender that 10 per cent of this in- 
voice," and that is the end of it. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Ihave a letter here, Mr. President, from a 
genuine importer of fruit, who is not connected with any steam- 
ship company, and which is a strong support of the position taken 
by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones}. The letter comes 
from Charleston, S. C., and Lask that it may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

CHARLESTON, S. G, June 7, 1897. 

Dran Sin: Your favor of the 4th Instant has our attention. Replying to 
the same, wo beg to state we havo no data to give on the subject except what 
Nic abe eisen yon of in E Ei lotter. hell. is tha a 

he entire matter, condensed in u nutshe ta duty of 1 
pound will simply be 3 E v aen 

The following points, we think, can be used by you to good effect. The 
average price the year round on oranges and lemons from foreign countries 
will not exceed $L50 per box. This you can have confirmed by reference to 
sales made by Messrs. Brown & Seccomb, of New York City, the lar; fruit 
auction house In the United States, and headquarters for the sale of foreign 
oranges and lomons. 

The welght of a box of lomons or oranges is RO pounds, and the duty of 1 
cent per pound means 80 conts per box; to this add the cost of the box, paper, 
wrapping, and freight, and you will see that it will not bring more than ex- 
penses, loaving nothing for the growers. The consequence will be that im- 

‘orts will cense, and the QUEM will be such that ont the wealthy can use 
hem; whereas were they froe, they would have no effect on the Florida nor 
+ erode crop, because they are such inferior goods to eithor one of the 
omeestie crops. 

Aguin, 5) por cent of the foroign crop has been marketed before the Florida 
crop begins, that is about November I; and three-quarters of the crop from 
Anta’ 7 been marketed before the California begins, which is about 

urem ber 10. 

As we have sald beforo, the quality of the foreign fruit is 
to cither the Florida or the Cui fornix fruit that ton heu Pee hd her 
crop of 5,000,000 boxes they sold for 50 per cent more than any Mediterranean 
fruit did. and do now, and will always continue to do 80. 

Wo again beg leave to assert that it is only the poorer classes who buy tho 
imported frait, as anyone who can afford it will readily pay double the price 
tor a Florida or California orange that he would for an imported one: and as 
we have said in our first letter. the duty can not help Florida or California, 
75 1 deprive the poor of the fruit and simply prohibit the importation 
of fruit. 

If the proposed duty is passed, the result will pro rediction, and 
will be wigreat Ampana on. em vereri ME: PS P 

regards the grape fruit or flock, they should remat the 

now-that is, froe. There is none raixed here to die k at: the industry only 
in its jufancy, and it will take years before any size of a crop is raised at 
Florida and Culifornia together do not raise one. thousandth of the con- 
sumption. This fruit is mostly used in n case of sickness, and they weigh from 
about four to five 8 and sell for from five to six dollars per hundred, 
and if this duty of 1 cent per pound is imposed upon them, you can see just 
sie 5 a it ry pe be Aut das 

egarding difference botween duty por nd and d r thousan: 
will require double length of time to Celt a: ca) of ph on in bu un 
which way a good many are imported) than to count them. oranges 
are sold by the thousand and not by weight, and we think complaints would 
be caused on this score alone, not to say that extra costs would be put to the 
Government; and this, &dded to the fact that only the moderate classes would 
suffer, should be called to the attention of the Senate, 

If this high tariff is passed, it will not only deprive the poor man of his 
creates and lemons, but will take away revenue from the Government, fur- 
pa ers freight for steamships and PRORA. less business for importers and 

ers. 

We can not see why the entire le of this country should be tax - 
ly to ennble a few growers in Florida and California, to sell their — ere 
or more than market price. Nor can we be persuaded to believe high 

protection will improve the quality of the imported orange and enable them 
to be put on competition with California or Florida oranges, which are of so 
much superior quality. 

If the Senate this tariff, we hope they will find comfort in the mis- 
ery and oppression they will cause the poorer classes by it. Thanking you 
for your kind attention and wishing you success, 

We remain, very respectfully, yours, 
HENRY BAYER & SON, 

Hon. Jonx L. McCLAtRIN, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, as anxious as I am to see the end 
of the tariff discussion, and as unwilling as I am to protract it 
even for a few moments by any contribution of mine, I can not 
allow this schedule to pass without adding my protest to that of 
other Senators in regard to the iniquity of the proposed duty. It 
is a good illustration of the devastating effect that a surrender to 
the principle of commercial restriction works upon otherwise 
good and clear minds, Once grant the power to any class to use 
the sovereign power of the country for their own benefit, and at 
once all the evil characteristics that attach to power and to des- 
potism will characterize its exercise, 

Mr, President, this is a wanton and a cruel tax npon the poor 
people of this country. My amiable und good friend the Senator 
from California, who I know has as much of the milk of human 
kindness as anyone, is yet a good illustration of what I have jnst 
spoken of—how forgetful he may become of the wider interests of 
humanity and of kindness and of benevolence, which generally 
possess his breast, when he becomes the adyocate here of an espe- 
cially greedy and grasping interest. 

Nr. HOAR, May I ask the Senator from Delaware a qnestion? 

Mr. GRAY. Not now; as the Senator from Massachusetts suya, , 
not until I conclude what I am saying. 
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Mr. HOAR. I wish to know to which Senator from California 
the Senator from Delaware refers. 
Mr. GRAY. Iam speaking to the Senator from California in 
front of me [Mr. PERKINS]. 
In reply to the Senator from Arkansas, the Senator said, with a 
deal of warmth of feeling I thought, that the Senator from 
kansas was making the plea of an importing agency and of 
transportation companies as against the interests of the fruit 
owers of the section of country represented by the Senator from 
California. If we were merely to balance the selfish interests of 
those two classes, I do not know whether we might not say that 
both are deserving. I do not see why the one deserves encour- 
. agement and commendation and the other malediction and re- 
roach. It is an honest business, as the Senator from California 
hee to engage in the transportation of the bounties of nature 
across the sea, and to bring them from one country to another in 
order that they may be enjoyed as widely as possible. But he 
has spoken of the class of fruit growers for whom he takes the 
floor, and he has commented with a good deal of severity upon 
the other class. 
I wish to say that in the few words I shall utter I am speaking for 
a much larger and much more meritorious class, and that is the 
great body of the consumers of this country, those forgotten peo- 
ple of whom the Senator from Texas ac MILLs] spoke so elo- 
quently the other day. Iam speaking for every fever-wasted pa- 
tient in a hospital. Tis king for the poor wan boy and girl 
who, in the paroxysm of fever, need a cooling fruit that can be 
bought fora penny apiece. Iam speaking for those who are ex- 
cluded from the high-priced productions of the California groves 
and the Florida groves, and it is on that account that I thought it 
worth while to delay the Senate, for a few moments at least, while 
the car of progress in this cruel and, as I have characterized it, 
wanton proposition rolls along: 

Mr. President, this tax, unless the figures I have are entirely 
erroneous, will amount to an increase of 411 per cent over the 
Wilson Act, the present tariff law, and an increase of 280 per cent 
over the McKinley tariff act of 1890. What is the justification for 
it? The letter to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLav- 
RIN], just read, states, and states truly, I have no doubt, that the 
Meg in that come from Sicily, inferior in quality to California 
and Florida oranges, selling for a cent apiece where the others sell 
for 5 or 6 cents apiece. come at a time when the Florida orange 
and the California orange are notin the market. They supply a 
vacuum in the market and do not seriously interfere with the 
American production. Butif they did, what of it? Why, then, 
should we put ourselves at the mercy of those who have been 
blessed with the bounty of nature and have been able to cultivate 
this fruit, no doubt to their own advantage, and pay the high 
wages that American workmen enjoy? Why should we, in their 
interest, put this additional tax to go not into the Treasury, but 
into the pockets of the favored few who have so developed this 
industry as has been portrayed by the Senator from California? 

If those orange groves have flourished, if this industry has been 
fairly profitable in the past, why do they seek additional profit to 
be levied not out of the ordinary commercial competition of the 
world, but from legislation and out of the pockets of the people 
who can least afford to pay it? 

Mr. President, this is all I intend to say. ItisallIcansay. It 
pertains to all this schedule. It ains to the pineapple as well 
as to the orange, for the pineapple, as we will see further on, is to 
be made a very expensive luxury, and it will take out of the reach 
of the poor people of this country a healthful, n fruit 
product, one that adds to the enjoyment and comfort of the peo- 
ple and does a little to relieve the hardship of those who have to 
toil for their daily bread and for the scant subsistence which in 
dis times comes to them. Ido not see why we should now 
approve such a wanton and cruel proposition. 

^ INS. Mr. President, I can not permit the remarks 
of my friend the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], the philan- 
thropic views which he has sofeelingly expressed in sympathy for 
the sick and fever patients, to go without extending to him my 
right hand of fellowship in sympathy. I think, perhaps, that is 
one reason why I feel it incumbent upon me to champion the 
citrus growers of California—the orange and lemon growers. I 
have in mind an occasion, some three or four years since, when 
the poor sick people were famishing from thirst. dying with fever 
heat because there was no lemon, no lime to appease their thirst. 
Our philanthropic friends who represented the foreign steamship 
sora paties imported millions, and advanced the price from $2 and $3 
until it reached $8a box. Some of our California orchardists had 
a few thousand boxes "erga away in their storehouses, and they 
sent them into the market, and the fever patients were relieved b: 
California coming to their rescue. They did it then and they will 
do it now, and I am on his side, for the people, in order that they 
may have cheap fruit and good fruit. 

The trouble is that European countries have placed such a high 
duty upon citrus fruits that only the very best fruit is taken into 
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those countries, while the poor windfalls are sent into this coun- 
try, carrying with them pestilence and disease frequently, for they 
are condemned by the quarantine officers and in many instances 
are thrown overboard, 

Now as to the duty. I have made a corresponding table. Iwill 
not weary the Senate by going through allof its details, but taking 
the average price, in 1895 it was 35 per cent ad valorem on 1 cent 
a pound. In 1896. taking the average of the twelve months, it 
was 39} percent ad valorem. These figures are here in answer to 
a circular sent from New York, and I am prepared to verify them. 

This duty is a small one, I will say to my friend the Senator 
from South Carolina, who had a letter read here. This is 39 per 
cent, and the other day I had the pleasure of voting for over 100 
per cent on rice. Ithoughtitwasright. I want to protectSouth 
Carolina and all the other States against the cooly labor that is 
sending rice into this country, but we want but 35 to 39 per cent. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I trust that the rumor which has 
lately gained currency with respect to an island where coolies 
3 rice, that it is to be incorporated as a part of the American 

ublic, may prove to be somewhat of a canard. 

wish to say one word in reference to the circular read by the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones]. The assertion that fruit 
would be injured by weighing is to me a novelty. If it is true in 
the United States, it must be true in France and England, and 
all the countries of Europe where duties are imposed upon this 
article, for everywhere they weigh the article. That is a complete 
answer to that statement. 

Another mene: The same authority states that it will be great 
difficulty in finding the rotten fruit. They pay a duty now upon 
measuring the boxes. How do they find the rotten fruit by meas- 
mae the boxes? Can they not find it justas wellif they weigh the 

xes? 

The packages that come in now are much wider in the middle 
than at either end. The measurement is usually made by a tape- 
line. Thelength of the box is measured, and the end of the box 
is measured, and in that way they bulge it a good deal on the reve- 
nue officials. Pound duty has been found, in other countries, to 
work well, and we are simply behind the times in trying tolevy 
the duties as we have been doing in the past. As far as concerns 
this being an extreme duty, it is not. On the present price it will 
not exceed 45 per cent ad valorem. 

I will say that in 1896 California packed 1,340,000 cases of au 
and produced 84,000,000 pounds of raisins, 148,500,000 pounds o 
dried fruit, 51,000,000 pounds of prunes, and about 8,000 carloads of 
oranges, She also produced $350,000 worth of nuts. "There are 
76,000 acres set out to oranges and 70,000 planted in prunes. Her 
lemon product in 1897 will azgregate about 1,000 carloads, at 280 
boxes to the car, or 280,000 boxes, upon which the freight, at $1.10 

rbox,equals$380,000. The orange product for 1897 is 7,100 car- 

oads, each car containing 338 boxes, or a total of 2,385,600 boxes, 
upon which the freight, at 90 cents per box, equals $2,147,040, or 
an aggregate freight for oranges and lemons alone of about $2.500,- 
000. Riverside alone pays nearly $700,000 in freight. It is within 
the figures to say that the freight rates annually paid by California 
upon green and dried fruits, including citrus frnits and prunes 
and raisins, approximate $6,000,000. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I still believe there 
will be some difficulty of administration, as su; ted by the gen- 
tleman’s letter which I read. The delay in taking the fruit from 
the ships into the hands of the dealers of course always results in 
more or less injury to the fruit. The longer the delay is the 

ter the injury to the fruit. Unpacking and reexamining 

ruit in boxes must take a very great length of time, and it must 

be a very considerable annoyance. But I do not propose to dis- 
cuss that point any further. 

I understand perfectly well that this paragraph will remain in 
the bill, as the balance do. It will stay here exactly by the same 
force and the same power which has kept so many unjust things 
in the bill heretofore. But there is one other point I wish to 
call attention to before we leave this paragraph. I was struck 
with the providence of the majority of the Finance Committee 
when our attention was called by the Senator from Iowa to para- 
graph 5354 in the free list about the importation of fish. I wish 
to call particular attention to this, and the reason for this being 
done, and then I want to read a letter from a prominent citizen 
of the United States about the fruit business. The free para- 
graph as to fish says: 

Fish, fresh, frozen, or packed in ice (except i i 
Cie other fresh Ba seii F 

Now, this is the part to Which I wish you to pay particular 
attention 
by or for American fishermen or citizens of the United States. 


There seems to be a desire there on the part of the committee to 
take care of the people of the United States even when they hire 
foreigners to catch pauper fish in outside waters. They are to be 
allowed to come into the United States free, 
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I have a letter, a very short one, written by Mr. J. A. Robertson, 
2 gentleman well known to many members of the Senate perhaps, 
a gentleman of high character and high standing, whose state- 
ments wil be accepted as true by everybody who knows him. 
It is written from Monterey, Mexico. The letter is short and 


explains itself: 
First, presenting my apol for annoying you about a personal matter, 
but f. s that you du not to see an injustice done, I beg to explain 


that Iam the owner of a large orange and fruit farm at Montemorelos, in this 
State. lhave been en in this enterprise for about seven years, end my 
trees will come into ng some this year and generally next year. Under 
the . the duty on oranges was 25 cents per box of 2 cubic feet. 
Under the n bill the duty was reduced to 20 cents per box—$8 cents a cu- 
bic foot—and an ad valorem of 4 cents a box. The 9 proposes a 
tariff of 20 cents a cubic foot, or 40 cents a box. Now, the California people 
are not yet satisfied and want their Senators to ask fora duty of 1 cent per 

und, which would be about 75 cents per box, which does not seem very 

for a single box, though it is equivalent to $210 per car. 

An orange ve in full in California will produce from 4 to5 boxes 
per tree, with 103 trees to an acre, being equivalent to from 400 to 425 boxes per 
acre, which makesa tariff in their favor of from $275 A09 per. acre annually, 
which is certainly unnecessary and uncalled for to properly protect their in- 

icularly when the Mexican orange crop matures from ten to four- 

teen weeks earlier than their crop and at a time when there is no fruit of that 

character on the market. 

it is not the pouey of the American people to so favor any c- 

as to inflict a privation upon its citizens, and e: ly in pro- 

the fruit wers of California against a fruit that does not really 

enter competition with them, but meets a requirement of the people at 
a time when they can not supply. it. 

The duty imposed in the McKinley bill was T fair and was satisfac- 
tory, and it was upon the strength of that duty that I began the extensive 
culture of oranges in this country which I have. 

I submit these facts to you with the hope that they will in some way at- 
tract your sympathy and t the attention of the proper committee may be 
called to the matter in time to give it careful eration before the is 


ipating your gracious compliance, I convey my thanks as well as 
those of the mud other FAM who have 8 in a similar busi: 
ness here. 

As I say, this comes from J. A. Robertson, a gentleman known 
to many of us. He states the case very clearly and so plainl 
that it does seem to me the committee, which is so careful to loo. 
after the interests even of the money of an American citizen when 
he hires a foreigner to catch foreign fish that it is provided that 
the fish shall be allowed to come in free, should present a pro- 
vision by which this American citizen, who has put his money 
into the culture of oranges in Mexico, when he believed he under- 
stood what the law would be, should be protected against this 
exorbitant increase in a tax that is levied against him so as to 
keep his oranges out of the country at a time when there are no 
American MESS ractically, in the market. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
substitute proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The substitute was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 78, after line 15,to strike 
out paragraph 266 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

206. Orange peel or lemon peel, preserved, candied, or dried, and cocoanut 
meat or copra, desiccated. shredded, cut, or De Mab rhv 2 cents per 
pound; citron or citron peel, preserved, candied, or , 4 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 22, after the word **two," I move to 
insert “and one-half;" so as to read ** 24 cents." . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrowsinthe chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

'The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
` Mr. VEST. I simply wish to call attention to the fact that this 
is an increase of one-half cent over the McKinley Act and from 
$0 per cent under existing law. 

e reading of the bill was resumed, as follows: 
1 in barrels and other 6 cents per cubic foot; in 
— — 5 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I do not at present wish to move 
to amend the paragraph, although I may be compelled to do so 
later. The rate per cubic foot ought to be 15 cents instead of 6, to 
do justice to the agricultural interests of the only State in the na- 
tion that produces 1 and instead of 86 per thousand it 
should be per pound just one-half the duty to be placed on Zante 
currants. Isuggestto the Senator from Iowa in charge of the 
bill that the whole of this paragraph go over. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. VEST. Before it goes over, I wish to call attention to the 
fact that this is a horrible example of an increase over the McKinley 
Act. We were told that in no instance was it proposed in this bill to 
go over the McKinley rates. Pineapples under the McKinley Act 
were free, and 20 per cent was imposed under the Wilson Act, 
while in this paragraph the committee propose 6 cents a cubic foot 
and $6 per 1,000. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri to the fact that he, as one of the members of the Com- 
mittee on Finance when the tariff bill of 1894 was being consid- 
ered, thought proper to take ver cie from the free list and 

o pags upon the dutiable list, in his charity to the State of 
orida. 


Mr. VEST. Nobody in the Senate knows better why that was 
done than the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. EC That is also possible. 

Mr. VEST. He knows we were not free agents with respect to 
that bill as to a great many duties. With one majority in the 
Senate, we could not lose a fraction of a vote, and we were held 
up on a great many ivy 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. "Without objection, the para- 
graph will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 298, line 4, page 79, 
8 the word “ cents," to strike out five" and insert three; 
80 as to read: 


Nuts— 
268. Almonds, not shelled,3 cents per pound; clear almonds, shelled, 7 cents 
per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to modify the amendment, in line 4, by 
inserting ** 4 cents” instead of ‘‘3 cents;" and in line 5 by insert- 
ing '*6 cents” instead of ** 7 cents;" so as to read: 

208. Almonds, not shelled, 4 cents per pound; clear almonds, shelled. 6 cents 
per pound. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The impression has gone out all over 
the country that the Senate committee, in reporting the Dingley 
bill, so called, from the committee, intended materially to reduce 
what seemed to be extravagantly high rates in that measure. I 
confess I am astonished that whenever we reach in this billa 
proposition to carry out one of the committee amendments the 
committee proposes at once to recede and to accept and stand by 
the rates that came in the Dingley bill. It seems to me that it 
would have been better, if the majority of the committee intended 
to take the Dingley bill as it came from the House, to have repo: ted 
it to the Senate in that way and to have stood by it, so as to let 
the Senate and the country understand that they intended to take 
the high rates of the Dingley bill from the beginning, and not 
make any pretense of making reductions in these paragraphs, upon 
which we have been led to believe there were going to be material 
reductions from the Dingley bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Arkansas does not under- 
stand the amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I thought I did. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment proposed is 4 cents, where 
the rate in the House bill is 5 cents. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator proposes to strike out 
“threo,” as first reported, and to insert “four.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; but the bill as it came from the House 
reads **5 cents,” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I thought perhaps the Senator did 
not want to do the whole thing in one amendment, but that be- 
fore we would leave the paragraph the Senator would make the 
other change. 5 

Mr. ALLISON, The Senator is right about the first proposi- 


tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

'The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 79, paragraph 269, line 6, 
after the word shelled,” to strike out three and insert two 
and one-half;” and in line 8, before the word cents,“ to strike out 
“six and insert **five;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

269. Filberts and walnuts of all not she| cents 4 
shelled, 5 cents per pound. secs a, a 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par- 
agraph 270, page 79, line 10, before the words ‘‘one cent,” to insert 
** one-half of;" and in line 11, before the words Per pound.“ to 
strike out and one-half cents" and insert cent; so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

270. ' ; 
A CTT one-half of 1 cent per pound 

Mr. VEST. I simply wish to call attention to the fact that of 
peanuts unshelled we imported,in 1896, $2,359,000 worth, and of 

anuts shelled we im $4.24 worth. I suppose that this 
increase of duty is for the purpose of . the peanut grow- 
ers from the $1.24 worth imported from abroad. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 271, page 79, line 13, after the word “one,” to strike out 
“and one-half cents” and insert **cent;" so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

211. [n 
ud 8 5 x Enea ee or unshelled, not specially provided for in 

'The amendment was to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Meat ucts: 


212. Bacon and hams, 5 cents per pound. ^ 
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Mr. VEST. Imovetostrikeout **5 cents per pound” and insert 
20 per cent ad valorem.” 

Here is a conspicuous example of tection to the American 
farmer which must not unnoticed. We in 1896 to 
foreign countries from the United States $33,442,847 worth of 
bacon and $12,669,763 worth of hams. We imported of bacon and 
hams $44,906 worth, that amount coming intheshapeof the West- 
phalia hams, which are very much pri by epicures and are sold 
in the first-class hotels and restaurants of New York. Here is an 
object lesson which, as a matter of course, will go for nothing: 
$33,442,847 worth of bacon, $12,669,763 worth of hams, making 
$46,000,000 of bacon and hams, are sent from this country abroad, 
and we increase the duty in order to protect the American pro- 
ducer of bacon and hams from $44,906 worth, which come in as 
fancy hams from the Continent of Europe; yet I have no doubt 
my Republican friends will go to the farmers and say, ** We, we 
saved you 5 an influx 75 er ROI 8 e rider ped 
bacon against the pauper hogs o ope;" and the ubiican 
party stands and affectionately caresses the bacon and ham makers 
of the United States, 

I ask for a vote on the amendment which I have submitted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 272, page 79, line 16, strike out 
“5 cents per pound” and insert ‘20 per cent ad valorem;" 80 as 
to read: 

Bacon and hams, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 273, page 79, line 17, before the word “mutton,” to strike 
ont Beef” and insert Fresh beef, veal;” so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

273, Fresh beef, veal, mutton, and pork, 2 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out ‘‘2 cents per 
pound” and insert ** 20 per cent ad valorem.” 

VEST. NowIwantto complete the object lesson. In 1896 
we exported from this country of foreign pork $43,739 worth and 
imported $1,560 worth. We exported of pickled pork 83.172.461 
worth and imported $118.000 worth. We exported of fresh beef 
$18,974,107 and imported $24,569 worth. We exported in 1896 of 
canned beef $59,371 worth, and we imported of all these, beef, veal, 
etc., $9,685 worth. Notwithstanding the enormous exports and 
the inconsiderable imports, we are now protecting the American 
beef and oe industry in the way indicated in this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


274. Meats of all kinds, ed or preserved, not specially provided for in 
this act, 20 por cent ad Velorem. P 7 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out ** twenty-five” 
and insert ten; so as to make the duty 10 per cent ad valorem, 
which is the present rate. 

'The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to in- 
gert the following as a new paragraph: 

2744. Dead game, and game meats, 2 cents per pound. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

'The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

275. Extract of meat, not ially provided for in this act, 35 cents per 
pound; fluid extract of meat, 15 cents per pound. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to have that paragraph 
passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. I propose to amend it so as to perfect it. How- 
ever, I understand the Senator from Arkansas desires to have the 
paragra over, and I shall not object. 

The P. IDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Iowa proposes 
an amendment to the paragraph, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Add at the end of paragraph 275, page 79, 
line 25, the following: 

But the dutiable weight of the extract of meat and of the fluid extract of 
ue) shall not include the weight of the package in which the same is 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is a very great improvement, 
but I should like to have the paragraph go over for the present. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is there any objection to this amendment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no objection to the amend- 


ment. I think it is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then let the amendment be agreed to, and the 
paragraph be PAN over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 


amendment will be considered as agreed to, and the paragraph 
will be ed over. : 
The retary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


276. Lard, 2 cents per pound. 
Mr. VEST. I move to reduce the rate from 2 cents to 1 cent a 
pound. ask the Secretary to read an official report by Worth- 


ington C. Ford, Chief of the Bureau of Statistics. Read the head- 
ing and down to the subhead “Tallow.” 
The Secretary read as follows: 


EXPORTS OF LARD, ETC., FOR FEBRUARY. 


Worthington C. Ford, Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, submits the fols 
lowing statement of the € of lard, tallow, oleo oil, and oleomargarine 
from the United States during the nionth of February, 1897: 

LARD. 
| Pounds. | Value, 
e eonlsa cesi n oeecAE wien dA d 41.941.199 | $2,008,040 
February, 806 BB PTE RAN es oS 25,631, 108 1, 789. 697 
Eight months ending February, 18977 228,007,983 | 16,898,314 
Eight months ending February, 1806 ................. 335, 153,134 | 23,171, 715 


Mr. VEST. In view of those figures, I should like to have a 
reply to one question. lexpectnosatisfactoryreply. Why should 
we donble the duty upon this article when we export that enor- 
mous amount after supplying the home market? Isit to be pre- 
tended that this is any protection to the American producer? Is 
it to be pretended that any protection is necessary under the cir- 
cumstances? It shows what a miserable farce this has degener- 
ated into. Isuppose the purpose is to furnish a campaign argu- 
ment to the raisers of hogs in the West and South. 

Our friends upon the other side vastly depreciate the intelligence 
of our people if they think that this will be looked upon in any 
other light than the master of the grange from Pennsylvania 
viewed it in his testimony, which 1 read the other day, before the 
Ways and Means Committee of the House, when he said it was an 
insult to the intelligence of the farmers of this country to attempt 
to make them believe that when they made enormous exports of 
an article an increase of the íariff duty was in their interest. 
Here is an unparalleled exportation of this article, and when we 
are the great exporting country of the world, here the duty is 
increased 100 per cent, and the farmers are expected to believe 
that it is done for the pu of protecting them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next paragraph was read, as follows: 

211. Poultry, live, 3 cents per pound: dressed, 5 cents per pound. 

The next paragraph was read, as follows: 

278. Tallow, 1 cent per pound; wool grease, including that known commer- 
cially as degras or brown wool grease, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 8 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Secretary to read the official report of 
Mr. Ford as to tallow. 

Mr. FORAKER. I ask that paragraph 278 be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio asks that 


the par: iph be passed over, 
Mr. ALLISON. All ri 


All right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the paragraph is passed over. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, under 
the heading : Miscellaneous products,” in paragraph 279, page 80, 
line 8, after the word **Chicory-root," to strike out raw, dried, 
or undried, but unground, 1 cent per pound; chicory-root;" and 
in line 12, after the word act,“ to strike out “three” and insert 
**two;" so as to make the paragraph read: 


279. Chicory-root, burnt or roasted, ground or lated, or in rolls, or 
otherwise prepared, and not specially provided for in t this act, 2 cents per 
poun 


Mr. ALLISON. Task that the first amendment of the commit- 
tee be disazreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the first 
amendment is disagreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. And the second amendment—— 

Mr. VEST. Let us understand the effect of that. 

Mr. ALLISON. In behalf of the committee, I modify the 
amendment in line 12 by inserting after the word **two" the words 
“and one-half;" so as to read ‘‘2} cents a pound.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the 
amendment as modified will be agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, And thereby you raise the rate higher 
than under the McKinley Act, or higher than the Dingley bi 

Mr. ALLISON. Not so high as the Dingley bill. 

Mr. VEST. Higher than the McKinley Act. 

Mr. ALLISON. We are steering under the House provision in 
this paragraph at least, but it seemed to me that we had reduced 
the duty a little too low on the prepared article, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator if 
this article, chicory, is used for any other purpose than to adul- 
terate coffee? 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe it is a substitute and an adulterant 
as well It improves coffee, I am told. I think it can bear a rev- 
enne duty. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand it is a practical fraud, 
and that the purpose is to enable grocers who choose to do so to 
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mix a cheaper stuff with coffee and to sell it as coffee rather than 
to sell the coffee itself. " 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator want to raise the duty in 
order to prevent its importation? ‘ 

JONES of Arkansas. I confess 1 am somewhat at a loss to 
know just how it should be treated. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it should be 2} cents a pound. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ido not see why we should under- 
take to promote the development of a domestic fraud, and I am 
not particularly anxious to confer any favors on a foreign fraud. 
It seems to me that the thing is a fraud from end to end. 

Mr. ALLISON. Between the difficulties in the way, I think we 
can compromise upon 24 cents a pound on prepared chicory, and 
whatever the result, our own people—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Is that for the purpose of protection? 

Mr. ALLISON. For protection and revenue. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to state to the Senator from Arkan- 
sas, in view of his remark that this is a fraud, that the senior 
Senator from Nebraska {Mr. ALLEN] would take occasion, if he 
were present, to controvert that statement at great length. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope he will not do that. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator from New Hampshire 
is familiar with the opinions of the Senator from Nebraska on the 
subject, perhaps he will favor the Senate now by stating what 
those opinions are. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ican make the statement shorter than the 
Senator from Nebraska would do if he were here. He gave me a 
fine package of chicory, made and prepared as a product of his 
own State, and said that he thinks it is as much entitled to pro- 
tection as anything that is contained in the bill. He omitted to 
say that he should vote for a duty upon anything else besides 
chicory, but I think, perhaps, he would object if he were here; at 
any rate, I know he would speak at great length, if he were here, 
on account of the remark which the Senator from Arkansas has 
made, that the protection of chicory, a native product of great 
value in Nebraska, is a fraud. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from New Hampshire 
seems strangely to misunderstand what I said. I did not say that 
the protection of chicory is a fraud; I do not think that I said that 
the use of chicory is a fraud. I said that such was my under- 
standing. I should be glad to have the Senator explain to the 
Senate now, as he seems to be an expert on the subject, if the sole 
purpose of the 5 of chicory is not to adulterate coffee? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam joining now with the Senator from 
Arkansas in reducing the duty on the products, and therefore itis 
not pertinent 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the Senator's theory in want- 
ing thie duty reduced? I am seeking light. 

UG D . Therefore it is not pertinent to ask me 
whetheritis a fraud. But I think I will answer the Senator's 
question briefly. Ido not understand chicory to be prepared for 
pop of adulteration. I understand that as it is now prepared 

ebraska and sold as a cheap product it is to be used alone 
&nd without coffee. j 

Mr. FORAKER. As a substitute for coffee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. As a substitute for coffee. If anybody 
chooses to mix it with coffee, no one will find any fault, any more 
than if a Southern gentleman mixes his drinks occasionally. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator be kind enough to 
state whether he ever saw a cup of chicory unmixed with coffee 
or ever heard of anything of that sort practically? 

. CHANDLER. Oh, yes; I have heard of it from the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My own impression was that it was 
used only for the purpose of adulterating coffee, and it was for 
that reason that I did not think it deserved any particular foster- 
ing care at the hands of the Senate. : 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, one word, in order not to 
place the absent Senator from Nebraska in a wrong position. I 
understand that he is very anxious to have this duty, but does not 
want it as a protective duty; he insists upon it as a revenue duty. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Iowa, including the amend- 
ment of the committee as modified. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to strike 
out the following paragraph: 

280. Chocolate and cocoa, prepared or manufactured, not specially provided 
for, valued at not above 12 cents per pound, l4 cents er pooten 10 per cent 
ad valorem; valued above 12 cents per pound and not above 24 cents per 
pound, 21 cents per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem; valued above 24 cents 
per pound and not above 35 cents per pound, 3 cents per pound and 20 per 
cent ad valorem; valued above 35 cents per pound, 59 per cent ad valorem; 
powdered cocoa, unsweetened, 5 cents per pound; and when packed in cans 
or packages made of tin or other metal. not exceeding 1 pound each in con- 
tents, an additional duty of 6 cents per dozen cans or packages; and when 


exceeding 1 pound, an additional duty of 3 cents per dozen for additional half 
pound or fraction thereof. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


280. Chocolate and cocoa, prepared or manufactured, not specially provided 
for in this act, valued at not above 15 cents per pound, 2 cents per pound; 
valued above 15 and not above 25 cents per pound, 2} cents per pound and 10 
percent ad valorem; valued above 25 and not above 40 cents per pound, 5 
cents per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem; valued above 40 cents per pound, 
50 per cent ad valorem. The weight of the immediate coverings, other than 
the outer packing case or other covering, shall be included in the dutiable 
weight of the merchandise. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire, on behalf of the committee, to pro- 
pose a modification of the substitute which is embraced in lines8to 
21, inclusive. I will say to the Senator from Arkansas that this 
has been very carefully prepared by the experts at the Treasury 
Department, and that it does not essentially change the duty. 

15 D PRESIDING: OFFICER. The proposed modification will 
read, : 

The Secretary read as follows: 

280. Chocolate and cocoa, prepared or manufactured, not specially provided 
for in this act, valued at not over 15 cents per pound. 2} cents per pound; val- 
ued above 15 and not above 21 cents per pound, 2} cents per ort und 10 per 
cent ad valorem; valued above 24 and not above 35 cents per pound. 5 cents per 
pound and 10 per cent ad valorem; valued above 35 cents per pound, 50 per 
cent ad valorem.. The weight and value of all coverings. other than plain 
wooden, shall be included in the dutiable weight and value of the foregoing 
merchandise. Powdered cocoa, unsweetened, ö cents per pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the 
amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. There is objection, and very decided objection. 
This is manifestly an increase upon the amendment proposed by 
the majority of the committee. In the comparative statement, 
Mr. Ford estimates, by the amendment prior to this last one, an 
increase over the Wilson Act or the existing law from 11 per cent 
to 24 per cent, and in the higher grades from 35 per cent to 50 per 
cent. As I caught the reading of the last proposed amendment, 
it is unquestionably an increase over those figures, and I should 
like to know from the Senator—— ‘ 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a slight increase at the valuation of 35 
cents rather than 40 cents, 

Mr. VEST. I seriously object to this duty, but of course I do 
not expect what I say will have any effect upon the Senate. Here 
is an article which is one of food, a necessity to the American 
people, and unquestionably it is not necessary to protect an 
Americanindustry. The duty as proposed in the e ap amend- 
ment was excessive, I should like to ask the Senator what new 
light has caused him to propose this increase now? 

r. ALLISON, I will state to the Senator that the modifica- 
tions of this paragraph were made after consultation, I may say, 
with those who import this article and those who manufacture it 
here, and it is better to equalize the different grades or bracketsin 
the paragraph that the modifications were suggested. The gen- 
eral scope of the amendment is in accordance with the provision 
of the House, and in accordance with our original provision, 
except that we have ygduced below the House provision in both 
our amendments. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on i to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa, modifying the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 281, page 81, line 22, after the word ‘‘cocoa-butterine,” to 
strike out “six” and insert “three and one-half;" so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

281. Cocoa-butter or cocoa-butterine, 31 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 282, page 81, line 24, after the word and.“ to strike out 
„other; and on page 82, line 2, after the word “act,” to strike 
out “one and one-half” and insert **two;" so as to make the para- 
graph read: * 

282. Dandelion-root and acorns prepared, and articles used as coffee, or as 
substitutes for coffee, not specially provided forin this act, 2 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask leave to modify the amendment by in- 
serting “and one-half" after “two,” so as to make these other 
substitutes for coffee accord with the provision already made 
respecting chicory. 

r.JONES of Arkansas. Ihope theSenator will explain to the 
Senate why it is necessary to raise the tax on acorns some 100 per 
cent higher than was proposed even in the Dinzley bil. Is it pos- 
sible that pauper acorns from abroad are going to exterminate 
American acorns? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator understands, I think—I hope he 
does—that this is a provision relating wholly to substitutes for 
coffee not specially provided for in this act, and the duty is upon 
prepared substitutes for coffee. If acorns are thus prepared, I do 
not see why they should not pay a fair revenue as well as chicory. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. y understanding is that acorns are 


used for other purposes besides. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not those mentioned in this paragraph. It 
reads, ** Dandelion-root and acorns prepared, and articles used as 
ne or as substitutes for coffee not specially provided for in 

is act.” 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1771 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee as modified by the Senator from 
Iowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

283. Salt in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, 12 cents per 100 pounds; 
in bulk, 8 cents per 100 pounds: Provided, That imported salt in bond ma 
be used in curing fish taken by vessels licensed to engage in the fisheries, an 
in curing fish on the shores of the navigable waters of the United States, 
under such regulations as the votre d of the Treasury shall prescribe; and 
upon proof that the salt has been used for either of the pur stated in 
this proviso, the duties on the same shall be remitted: Provided further, That 
exporters of meats, whether packed or smoked, which have n cured in 
the United States with imported salt, shall, upon satisfactory proof, under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall preseribe, that such 
meats have been cured with imported salt. have refunded to them from the 
Treasury the duties paid on the salt so used in curing such exported meats, 
in amounts not less 100, 

Mr. VEST. Iremarked the other day that whilst there were 
many features in the tariff act of 1894 to which I seriously ob- 
jected, but was compelled to accept in order to pass any bill at all, 
there were four features in that bill which reconciled me to those 
that were objectionable. Those features were the income tax, 
free salt, free lumber, and free wool. It was attempted to put a 
duty on wool. Much as I desired to pass some tariff bill in order 
that the party to which I belong should not be discredited and 
accused of inefficiency, I peremptorily declared in committee and 
in the Senate that if a duty was put upon wool I should vote 
against the bill. We have already taken lumber off the free list 
and put a duty upon it. I take it for granted that we shall put 
this duty on salt, and I haye no doubt that we shall put what I 
consider an outrageous and excessive duty upon wool. 

Nothing can better illustrate the protective system than the 
utter disregard of the interests of the immense masses of the con- 
sumers of the country in order to put additional profits into the 

ckets of certain classes. My illustrious predecessor in this 

amber, Thomas H. Benton, was in the habit of saying here and 
to his constituents that salt was the great preservative of nature. 
It is like the air we breathe, like the water that leaps down the 
mountain side and flows through the valleys without askin 
leave; yet with $130,000,000 of surplus in the Treasury, I am tol 
that Democrats who have always preached the doctrine of a 
tariff not one cent above the expenses of the Government eco- 
nomically and honestly administered are prepared now to put a 
duty on salt against all the legends, traditions, teachings, and ap- 
ml of the ree leaders of our party in all the past. 

Mr. President, I have here a pamphlet showing why salt should 
remain upon the free list. It comes from the section which we 
have been notified will support a auty upon salt. I have here a 
statement signed by hundreds of the 9 citizens, merchants 
and others, in New Orleans; in Monroe, La.; in Shreveport, La.; 
in Ouachita, La.; in Natchez, Miss.; in Kosciusko, Miss.: in Jack- 
son, Miss.; in Macon, Miss.; in Yazoo City, Miss.; in Vicksburg, 
Miss.; in Crystal elon Miss.; in Greenwood, Miss.; in Monti- 
cello, Miss.; in Wesson, Miss.; in Durant, Miss.; in Holly Springs, 
Miss., and in a number of other places in the South, protesting 
against putting this duty upon salt. 

I want to call attention to the sectionalism of this provision. 
While the fisherman of New England is entitled to a rebate upon 
allthe foreign salt he usesin curinghis fish, without limitation as to 
the amount, the meat grower of the West and South must produce 
$100 worth of meat or pack $100 worth of meat before he secures 
any rebate atall. Why this limitation put upon one section and 
not upon the other? 1t shows, Mr. President, that whilst it is 
pretended that there is nosectionalism in this bill, and the advent 
of Southern Senators to the cause of protection is hailed with 
more enthusiasm than when a soulis saved at a camp meeting, 
the whole thing is a pretense; and we always find the cloven foot 
of class legislation showing itself when the opportunity presents. 

Out of respect to these gentlemen, many of whom I know per- 
sonally in New Orleans and in Shreveport, where I formerly lived, 
Iask that the Secretary read that argument coming from citizens 
of the South. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the paper referred to, but be- 
fore concluding was interrupted by 

Mr. VEST. I will ask that the entire paper be printed in the 
RECORD, without being further read, as a part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 1f there T no objection, it will 
be so ordered. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

SALT SHOULD NOT BE TAXED. 
NEW ORLEANS, LA., June 1, 1897. 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States, Washington, D. C.: 


We respectfully beg to submit a short argument on the 8 as to 
whether salt should remain on the free list asit now is or go into the tariff 
as a dutiable item. 

There is now pending before your honorable body a measure the title of 
which is An act to provide revenue for the Government and to encourage 


the industries of the United States." In this proposed act, under the head 


of Schedule G, we find an item aun as follows: “Salt, in sacks or other 
pa , 12 cents per 100 pounds; in buik, 8 cents per 100 pounds. 

As stated in this act, the first object to be accomplished is to provide rev- 
enue. Should salt be placed on the dutiable list at this time, would it prove 
to be a satisfactory revenue producer? Judging by the recent past, when 
salt was duft iable, we contend that salt will not produce suflicient revenue to 
pay for its collection. Let us go back and review the facts. The war tariff 
enacted in 1562 was repealed in 1872. In making the new tariff of the latter 

tar, instead of placing salt on the free list, it was included as a dutiable 
tem, the rate being fixed (the same as is now proposed) at 12 conts per 100 
pounds if in sacks. and 8 cents per 100 pounds if in bulk, which was equiva- 
ent toan ad valorem tax of 50 percent. This wasevidently a disappointment 
to the importers, for soon after the enactment of this tariff there began to 
appear in the annual reports compiled and published by the Goverament a 
perceptible falling off in the imports of salt; and with the exception of three 
or four years this continued while salt remained subject to a duty. 

Tn confirmation of the above, we submitthe following extract from official 
returns: The total dutiable value of the salt imported in 1874 was $2,102,000; 
while in 1879, five years later, it was but $1.685.200; in 1894, ten hue after, it 
was only $1,527,500; and in fifteen years (1889) it was only $346,760; in 1893 it 
was but $622.503; and in 1804 it had shrunk to a total of but $453,253, a shrink- 
age in values of imported salt of 77} per cent in twenty years. 

The above refers not to the duties collected on salt, to which we will refer 
later, but is the yearly total value of all the imported salt which paid duty, 
said yalue being compiled by the Government. $ 

The dutiable values were low, and there was but little fluctuations during 
the first fifteen or sixteen yenrs—say to 1889—and were higher during the 
last four or five years; therefore the above, being a conservative statement, 
is also, we consider, a correct one. 

Had the Government persisted in maintaining the excessively nga dtr 
then prevailing (and the identical rate is inse in the pending ), isit 
not evident that inside of five or six years the importations of salt would 
have ceased entirely? This did not pappan: The importations fell off (as did 
the annual revenue derived from the duty on salt grow less and less) until, 
in 1893 and 1894, the receipts from this item were so small as to attract the 
attention of Congress, which then very, wisely placed salt on the free list, 
where it should have been and where it should always remain. 


t us ascertain just what kind of a revenue producer salt proved to be 
during the last decade it was serving as a dutiable item. 
The following, taken from the official statistics of the Government, shows, 
088 annual amount of revenue col- 
on salt from 1834 to 1894, inclusive: 


forthe fiscal year ending June 30, the 


lected by the Government from the du 
$762, 201 


552,693 
409, 435 
It will be noted in the five years from 1881 to 1889 the falling off in revenue 
to the Government was nearly 40 per cent; in nine years it was over 00 per 
cent, and in ten years (1894) the Government's revenue had shrunk 70 per 
cent. It must be remembered that while under a special proviso, inserted 
in the tariff act, the Eastern fisheries were allowed to withdraw their salt 
from the bonded warehouses free of duty, the same is not considered in the 
above, nor has any deduction been made for the refunds under the same 
pom allowed to the numerous large packers of meat in the West, who use 
oreign salt exclusively in preparing their products for exportation. While 
we do not know the amounts of these refunds, they m be considerable, 
and they tend to materia ly reduce the above very small annual revenue, 
which, as we have stated, are the gross receipts of the Government, it being 
absolutely necessary that while salt is included in the tariff the Govern- 
ment incurs the same care and expense in keeping records, checking, weigh- 
ing, etc., in the case of these imports the du ty on which is rebated asif 
they were paying a "rad like the balance of the imported salt. 

Looking at the pitiful amount of revenue indicated above, collected by the 
officials of the customs service 3 on our thousands of miles of sen- 
coast from Maine to Mexico and from Washington to Lower California, for 
the twelve months ending June 30, 1894, and again for the years ending June 

1892 and 1893, when there was no chahge anticipated in the tariff nor agi- 
tation about the duties on salt, we confldently assert that (after allowing for 
the rebates to be deducted therefrom) the net amount of these collections 
were not suflicient to reimburse the Government the cost of collection. 

77 9 making every effort to ascertain the yearly amount of the —— d 
paid back by the Government under the tern it was not, we regret, unt 
after writing the above that we succeeded in creed cus information pre- 
pared by the customs service, which, having a direct ing on the case, and 
te errs is, we consider, of sufficient importance to submit with 

argument. 

The following amounts were paid back to the exporters of meat who had 
used imported salt in ering same. Only nine of the customs districts are 

iven, amounts paid out being as follows: 1889, $56,438; 1890, $71,049; 1891, 
15.145; 1892, $73,856; 1893, $73.972. 

This left the receipts of duty on salt for same years as follows: 1889, 
$412 997; 1890, $223,166; 1891, $323,644; 1802, $255,287; 1893, $228,000. 

We have not the amount of the drawback for 1891, but the average for the 
five previous years is just $70,000, and as the system was the same for that 
fiscal year as had been maintained since 1872, no doubt the average was main- 
tained that year. Making the allowance, we find the gross revenue on salt, 
as near as can be ascertained, was the very insignificant sum of $159,803. 

These facts clearly show that, if placed on the dutiable list again, salt 
would not be a satisfactory revenue producer. 

The second object to be accomplished, as stated in the pending act, is “to 
encourage the industries of the United States.” Wecontend that the makers 
of salt in this country no longer need ene qe emp having for so many 
years dominated the salt trade and dictated prices in the United States, they 
could without protection successfully cope with the imported article. 
Through favorable tariff enactments these manufacturers have been p 
tected and encouraged for more than three-quarters of a century (theinfant 
developing meantime intoa robust industry}, wing stronger and stronger, 
until in later years, finding no foe from without worthy of attention, the 
went to competing among themselves, and when a salt works was es 55 
to close, investigation invariably proved it was forced out of business by its 
neighbor, and not because of competition with foreign salt. 

As evidence of this we submit the following abstract, taken from the state- 
ment of the mineral resources of the United States for the calendar year 
1892, compiled by the Department of the Interior: The amount of salt pro- 
duced in the United States in 1892 was unprecedentedly large, reaching 1 B. 
S90 barrels of 230 pounds, as a ginst 9,037,915 in 1801. Although the yield was 
the largest vet obtained, the business was not by any means satisfactory to 
1 Sharp competition for trade during the past two years (1801 and 

882) has eut the prices to such low figures that profits have almost disap- 
eared and a number of the smaller concerns have been compelled to close 
heir works. No more conclusive evidence of tho improvement in the qual- 
ity of the domestic salt is necessary than a study of the table imports, which 
show a steady decrease since 1885. The total ue of the salt imported inte . 
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extracts are also taken from statement of the same ent for the 
year 1893: “The salt product of the United States in 1893 was 117,882 barrels 
more than in 1892; prices for 1892 were about as low as they could reach, 
to low indeed that a number of manufacturers ceased 
were protected and encouraged by the heavy duty on ques x 
business unprofitable. Notwithstanding the low prices w) have prevailed, 
and which have been due to keen competition among producers of domestic 
salt, there has been a laudable endeavor on the partof a number of domestic 
manufacturers to improve the equality of their product, and salt of American 
production has been so improved by new processes that importation of refined 
(foreign) salt has almost ceased to be a factor." 

The same authority in the statement for year 1894, published in 1895, says: 
“Imports of foreign sait into the United States have shown an almost con- 
stant decrease since 1881, the decrease being particularly noticeable in the 
imports of refined salt due to theimprovementsin the manufacture by Amer- 
5 which has placed the domestic product on a line with if not 
ahead of salts of foreign make." 

We call attention to the last assertion: “The improvement in the manu- 
facture by American producers has placed the domestic product on a line 
with if not ahead of salts of foreign make.” ^ 

The statement from which the above extract was taken was written by an 
expert compiler, one equipped with the necessary knowledge acquired after 


pauses States in 1892 was nearly 50 per cent less than in 1885." The follow- 
g 


roducing, though the 
— 5 finding the 


Many years' experience at such work, who was therefore in a ‘ition to 
know whereof he wrote; his conclusions, Poing indorsed by the chief of divi- 
sion, were also approved by the director of the Bureau, t. ore e 


conclusion of three of the most expert statisticians and compilers in the em- 
por the Government. 
ile the last statement was for 838 ending December 31, 1894, it was 
compiled aurin 1895, when Lope, 7 t was not being excluded from the 
United States by a heavy duty, and tho official announcement at such a time 
that salt of domestic production was equal in quality if not superior to for- 
eign make is conclusive evidence that the salt Industry had reached such a 
stage of superabundance of quantity (note amount of annual output) as well 
as 3 in quality as to no longer need encouragement and protection. 
impost duty was first placed on salt in July,1759. During the 105 years 
following, to August 28, ld salt was on the free list for twenty-four years 
and dutiable for eighty-one years. e rate was made very high, equa. 
d dutiable for eigh In 1861 the rate was madi high 1 
to about 76 per cent ad valorem, followed shortly after, in 1862, by a still higher 
rate, equaling 100 per cent ad valorem. This continued until 1872, when it 
was uced toara ualto50percentad valorem. Here Mn AEST EO 
tected and encouraged for over eighty years, the last thirty-three years being 
consecntive, during all of which eour poopie have been heavily taxed on 
an article of absolute 5 man and beast—an article used in many of 
the manufactures and in all f and food products. e ba! such a heavy 
tax for so many years, it is natural to c that great benefit was being 
derived by a large number of people and that many thousands of laborers 
found employment in the numerous salt works. What do the records show? 
If we take the census of 1830, we will learn there were 276 establishments 


manufacturing salt in the United States, a capital investment of $3,500,000, 
with a total of 4498 employees, who were paid $1,905,020 in w: annually, 
each laborer averaging $290 per year, or $24.16 per month, which is just 


[2 ng mai T, cler and rers, each salt works, whose annual 
wages, $1.782,491, an average of $400.11 to each employee per year, or $33.54 
per month, or $1.10 per day. 

It having been shown that collections from the duty on LONE to the 


gie p Tess than] 4,500 li ivi 
or the employees receivin 
don in return for their labor of. fi 


goce ree nr profits would be thereby increased. 
‘or 
our 


while the proprietors of these salt works were pro and encour- 
aged by the then — heavy duty on all foreign salt. It was just eight 
years since, in June. that an effort at combination was made to form a 


, unio 
ut was seven-eighths of all the salt 
andit was prin pally because the few remaining establishments could not 
be secured, except at exorbitant prices, that the combination fell through. 
that, salt again made dutiable, the next attempt at 


Who can bei 

ML Tee pg not be e 
The following tabulated statement shows the total rg ntg of all kinds of 

foreign salt and the total production of American salt fri 

clusive, on basis of 2,000 pounds to the ton in both cases: 


om 1884 to 1894, in- 


We call attention to and request your careful consideration of the above, 
which was compiled for the period (the eleven yenrs) immediately preceding 
the removal of the duty on salt. It clearly shows the effect the alm ost pro: 
hibitory duty was having. While the outputof the Ameri 
was steadily increasing each year, the importations were as surely decreas- 
ing, being steadily driven from the market and out of competition, until, of 


the total amount of salt consumed in 1894, there were sold 172,739 tons of (2,000 


can establishments 


ds each) im salt, which was only 9 cent of the total consump- 
of this pred. that year, 91 per cont supplied by the Ameri- 
can manufacturers. 


While shrinkage in importation of the f. salt amounted to 02 per cent 
during the eleven years, the increase in uction of the American salt 
amounted to nearly 100 per cent in the same time. 

How was it that during these eleven years the selling price of the Ameri- 
can salt fell over 40 per cent, in spite of the protection afforded by a ME 
duty? It certainly can not be claimed that this was duo to foreign com — 
tion. The facts are. and can not be denied, that under the stimulus of a hich 
duty, almost prohibitory, the domestic manufacture has been steadily grow- 
ain a Po been suffering from overproduction induced by excessive 
pro on. 

The proprietors of the American Salt Works late in 1893 and in 1891 pre- 
dicted disaster and ruin to their business and a great falling off in the 
amount of the production should the duty on salt then prevailing be taken 
off. The contrary has pom to be the case, for their output for 1895, when 
salt was free, was 98,313 tons more than in 1891, when salt was dutiable, the 
total amount of the 8 of the American Works for 1895 being 1.913.751 
tons, and there were 248,401 tons of foreign imported, which was less than 12 
per cent of the total amount consumed during this year, when salt was free, 
and to exclude this icant competition Congress is asked to put a 
heavy due un salt. 

Respectfully submitted, 

i JACKSON & KILPATRICK, 
New Orleans, La. 


COPY OF PETITION AGAINST DUTY ON SALT. 


Original petition in the possession of Finance Committee of the United 
: m States Senate, Washington.] 


The undersigned importers, rters, shi nts, merchants, and con- 
summers of salt at the port of Now Oriaans: rik: vicinity, respectt ull sub- 
mit for your careful consideration the following appeal against the placing of 
er ven dern to this port f. Li 1f. Ê oduct: 

t ips coming ‘rom Liverpool for cargoes of our products, 
such as cotton, cotton-seed ofl. oil cake, lumber, staves, etc., bring alt. This 
salt, besides being a desirable cargo, always pays freight, thus contributin 


American products which go to seek a market abroad. 
On the other hand, should the Un rem ene of salt be prohibited, owing to 
the imposition of an excessively high duty, as now p many of these 


mported. 
Wesubmit, if a duty Ts levied on salt, it will be siar for the pur of 
poumon &nd if the importations did not 
cease entirely. they would be so infinitesimally small the Government would 
e tariff to compensate for the 


posed (12 cents per 100 pounds on all salt in sacks and 8 
cents per 100 pounds on all salt in bulk) would undoubtedly result in prac- 
tically excluding all im tions of salt. 

We can not believe the advancement of our American industries is best 
secured by means of 8 tariff that may result in such retaliatory 
tariffs by other countries as would discriminate against the products of the 
farms and factories of the United States. 

NEW ORLEANS, April, 1897. 
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and Farmers’ Bank; 

Planters’ Oil Compan. 

Ouachita City, La.: J. A. 

La.: Banner Lumber Compan ` 

rt, La.: The Hicks Company, Limited, W. B. Ogilvie, 
Ardis & Co., and Crawford, Jea- 


1891. 


&. Geisenbe: 
nes P. 


Molti. A. 
85 — Pritchard & Uo.. Chas. e Dreyfus Mercantile 


Wm. 
Jeanie, "Perrault & Maher. Julius W. Roos, David Laub, R. J. 
Thompson, A. J. Smith, Miller & Ruoff, The Mallery Grocery 
merchants. (by D. 8. S. Bisland, treasurer), and Chas. H. Schelle, 


„Rosenthal. J 
Vm. Shanks, D: Bard & Sid d 


vd, C. B. Grego W. 
Bova P. 8. ns s, J . N. Alexander, W. A. Gilliland & Co., 
A. E. hear Y . G. Boswell, and W. J. Brown Bros. & Co.. 
merchants. 


, Miss.: W. W. Morrison, R. M. McElroy, A. Zehnder. 8. 
Virden. J.& B. Hart. panum gE geo ee DW, 


Ascher, De. E 
Wien & Co., G. Pattin, E. Virden, T. J J. Aich l. je. jr. 


rchants. 
Macon, Misa: A. Klaus, J. W. Klaus, 


Jno. W. Carr, E. V. Yates, Jas. 85 R. B. Wovorly. R 
Breider, J. L. Cruce, J. W. Patty. F. Bre Gun n, Chas. Har 
, C. C. Sessions, 


Louis E. x 
vi N. Cole. Benj. Klaus, S. J. Feibleman. J. Holliery, P. E. Carle- 


ton, H. L. Owens, W. H. Helm, W. B. Ste N. Jones. Jno. 
D. Dolhew, Sam. Hamerstein, D. Owens, e Heinrich, ae 
„W. S. Frunur, J. C. Cavett. — 5 Ino. 


merchants. 
Crystal ings, Miss.: ose & Huber, T. D. Nicolson, J. C. 
Smith. Wee. Wilkinson, W. H. Barron & Co., O. H. Spence, 


A. Oulif. merchants. 
Meridian, Miss.: J. v and R. H. Suttle, merchants. 

Edwards, Miss.: L. A. Moss, G. F. peur pE aen B. D MS L. 

Redfield, Wm. Price & Co.. A. J. Lewis, J.J. Gold, 

* us Angelo, W. m Redfield, M. NE P. Pool. Jno. 

„White, Jas. D. R. H. 

W. O. Dro 
erc 


merchan 
L. & Co., 5 S. Schwarz 
& & CoL. M. Nicholson & Co. P. P. W: Company, Emile 
nnelli, and She erard Grocery Com peny, ierit are 
SERIO. Miss : W. W. McNeill. J. B. Redditt. Robt. obt. Herman, 
Hendeson Baird, Joe Stein, Anstin & Fountain, Harron, R. T. 
Jones & Co., Jno. Balmer & Son. Thayer & Co. L T. Baskett, 
H. Bernstein, W. L. Barrow, À. Casper, H. Lenoir, Sanl J. 
beer A demam & Bro. Stein Bros., and R P. Greene, mer- 
Sie. B. Straas, N. Eilbott, C. Cooper. G. C. Flemi 
Fayette; ure & S. Hirsh & Co. R. R Liddell, Mrs. W. 
ion Krauss, H. H. Meyer, and J, J. Lid- 
merchants. 


and Kelley $ & ‘Carson merchan 
8 TE Mercantile uu 
„Nectie D. M. Huff, J. E. Wolfe, S hn & 
silo AS ‘Mercantile Company, Williams & Elliott, T. C. Simons 
Co. and H. Hall. » 
MN Tai — Lampton Bros. & Co, merchants. 


ood, x 
Daniel & Willoughby, and Geo. Bowsky. mer- 


„Lell & McGrath Company. Lu. 2 
McDonald, W. L. 
man, J. Long & Co., Sites 
BC and J. F, Patterson, merchants. 
Durant, Miss.: Jos. A. Rosenberg, Durant Commercial Com: 
Wm. Schild, Commercial Hotel, A. gg Joel Schild, C. 
Gaskins, Mullen & Owen, M. L. Weems, E. W. McLellan. W. E. 
Lellan & Bro., W.W. Barth, and J. Marseilles, merchants. 
: P. H. Fant and Jno. E. Anderson, merchants. 
Ritchie, Thomas D. Thomson, and M. G. 
Williams, wholesalo grocers. 
Eldorado, Ark.: E. C. Wilson & Co., merchants. 


Mr. VEST. N Now I move, 5 ne not iie Anni we strike 
out paragraph 253, on page 82, for the purpose of putting upon 
the free list; and on that [ ask for the yeas and nays. 
ae eas and nays were ordered. 
ONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I shall not detain the 


^ 


Senate by any lengthy argument at this time on this question; 
but it does seem to me that it is one that is entitled to serious con- 
sideration at the hands of the Senate. 
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The amount of the domestic production of salt in this 
is more than a million and a half of tons, and the total importa- 
tions are only a little over 200,000 tons, Since salt was put on the 
free list, in 1894, there have been large amounts of capita! invested 
in salt manufacturing. People who have been familiar with the 
business from their childhood, people who have been engaged in 
salt manufacturing for years, are investing large suins of money 
now in New York and in Michigan in buii ing new salt works. 

The American production has enormously increased since salt 
was put on the free list. The American salt makers kave the 
markets of this country absolutely in all the North. The cost of 
delivering a sack of Liverpool salt in New York is about 82 cents. 
The New Yorkers can sell the same kind of salt for about 72 cents 
in New York, as claimed by the trade. The ip grim. of bringing 
salt from abroad is, of course, considerable, and, taking that into 
consideration, it gives all the protection that the American salt 

producers ought to ask. Then, when you take into consideration 
the fact that the great bulk of the consumption of salt, estimated 
at 70,000,000 bushels, is in the great interior, the enormous ad- 
vantage is in favor of the American producers in all the interior 
points over what they have on the seaboard. 

There is but one section of this country where this is not the 
case. The English salt makers can lay their salt down cheaper in 
the Southern States than can the Northern salt makers, because 
the expense of transporting it from the Northern salt works to 
the Southern States is larger in proportion than the ocean trans- 
: | portation from England to the South. Of the 220,000 tons of salt 
imported into this country, more than 120,000 are imported into the 


South. 
The effect of the adoption of th: h will be simply EA 
increase the cost of the salt con by the Southern people. 


will not bring salt into the Northern States, because the E 
facturers of salt in that section of the country absolutely control 
the market now. 

I have herestatements made by salt manufacturers, which show 
the cost in detail of manufacturing and delivering salt at i impor- 
tant commercial centers all through the country, showing that 
American salt can be made and laid down cheaper than it can be 
brought from abroad. There is absolutely no room for competi- 
tion in the Northern market; it is a matter of no concern whatever, 
and the salt makers themselves would not have asked for the im- 
position of this tax to affect the salt in the Northern States. Itis 


simply for the purpose of compelling the le who are already 
having a hard enough time in the thern States to pay an in- 
creased price for salt that this tax was put it, as I believe. 


Mr. President, the hour is late, and while this is a wonderfully 
interesting subject, and one which ought to attraet the attention 
of all Senators, I shall not detain the Senate now by going elabo- 
rately into this question; but I wish to call the attention of Sena- 
tors to the importations of salt. 

In 1884 there were im; into this country 416,000 tons; in 
1885, 370.000 tons; in 1886, 365,000 tons. The importation steadily 
decreased, year by year, down to 1894, when it came to 154,000 
tons. In "1895, after salt had gone on the free list, there was an 
increase in the importation, and it went from 154,000 tons to 221,- 
000 tons, and in 1896 it reached 246,000 tons. At the same time 
there was an increase in the domestic production of salt, while 
salt was free, of 231,000 tons; showing that the increase is enor- 
mously more rapid i in the development of the domestic production 
than it is in the importation of foreign salt. 

The statement is made in these papers that salt is delivered free 
on board cars at a dollar and a half a ton. The freight cost, as 
stated by the merchants, has been in no instance less than 6 shil- 
lings,and in almost every instance 6 shillings and 6 pence, making 
81.62. the freight across the ocean thus amounting to more than 
the price of the salt, American made, delivered on the cars. 
There is 109 eus cent protection in the transportation alone across 
the ocean, ch seems to me in all conscience to be enough. 

Every human being. every domestic animal, ev: 
and child, is compelled to use salt. It is an arti 
use; it goes into every home and is used at every meal. It is used 
for all domestic purposes. 

Why we should now undertake to increase the cost of this arti- 
cle, an absolute necessary of life, when the natural conditions ex- 
isting give the producers of it a protection of more than 100 per 
cent is beyond my comprehension, unless we stop to think that it 
seems to be the policy of the Republican party, wherever and 
whenever they see the possibility of levying a tax on the many for 
the benefit of the few, that they will avail themselves of every 
such opportunity. While it is the case now in this country that 
foreign salt can not interfere with the American production, ex- 
cept in the Southern States, there seems to be a desire to seize 
every opportunity to levy a species of blackmail on those who eat 
their bread in the sweat of their faces all the days of their lives in 
the Southern States, for the purpose of increasing the price to be 
oy to certain salt manufacturers of this country, when, after all, 

President, the result is no benefit to the salt producer. The 
transportation companies intervene between the two; and we 


* 


man, woman 
of universal 
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know how adept they are in turning whatever advantages the | Gear, 


conditions may offer to their own use and profit. 

I think thatin the whole compass of this bill there is nota single 
provision which is more absolutely indefensible than this one of 
the tax on salt. 

I should be glad to have the Senate consider some of the numer- 
ous arguments, some of the reasons and illustrations, which are as 
thick as blackberries in their season, why salt should remain on 
the free list; but I shall not trespass on the time or the patience of 
the Senate at this late hour to present them. I shall only repeat 
that I have letters on my desk from American salt manufacturers 
themselves, men who have — their money in Michigan salt works 
and in New York salt works, and who are handling salt by the 
ton, who say they have invested their money in the production of 
salt under free salt, and they state distinctly and clearly that they | 
want no tax on salt; that they are perfectly satisfied that they can 
hold their own against anybody anywhere, and that this market 
can not be influenced by any outside importation; that it cuts no 
figure whatever. 

Mr. President, the majority of the committee think that salt 
should be given free to packers of fish on the Atlantic Seaboard. 
What is the reason why packers of fish should have salt free any 
more than packers of beef? "Why should the packers of fish have 
salt free any more than the men who want to use-it for food? 
There is no reason for it that I can see except that that section of 
the country and its representatives are vigilant and active in look- 
ing after their local interests, and they have been in the habit in 
all tariff bills as they have been passed of making discriminations 
against the balance of the country and in favor of certain sections 
under their own particular care. 

I sincerely hope that the patriotism of the Senate will be suffi- 
cient to prevent the perpetration of this great wrong by putting 
so monstrous a proposition as this upon the statute ks, when 
it is clear that it can have but one effect, and that is to tax again 
an already overtaxed and overburdened people in one locality in 
this country. I demand the yeas and nays on this proposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have already 
been ordered on the motion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest] to strike out paragraph 283. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CANNON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). 


in an- 
arolina 


Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SurrH], and I transfer my 
pair to the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], and 
vote **nay." 

Mr. KENNEY (when the name of Mr. Harris of Kansas was 
called), I was requested by the junior Senator from e mal 
Harris] to announce that he is paired with the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. CLARK |. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when Mr. TiLLMAN's name was called). I 
was requested by the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
TILLMAN] to announce his pair with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. THURSTON]. 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). Ia 

nounce my pair with the junior Senator from North 

[Mr. SAM: If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. THURSTON. Itransfer my pair with the senior Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] to the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. BAKER], and will vote. I vote **nay." 

Mr.L AY. Except for the absence of my pair, the senior 
Senator from Michigan Tus. MceMirLaN]. I should vote “yea” 
on this proposition. 

Mr. BURROWS. I transfer my pair with the senior Senator 
from Louisiana Ios CAFFERY] to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
JONES]. and will allow my vote to stand, 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
CLARK], who is unavoidably absent, is paired with the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris}. 

Mr. SEWELL (after having voted in the negative). Has the 

senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL] voted? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 
Mr. SEWELL. I withdraw my vote, being paired with that 


Senator. 
'The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 31; as follows: 
YEAS- %4. 
Bacon, Faulkner, Mallory, Roach, 
Bate, Gray, ills, Turner, 
Berry. Heitfeld, Morgan, Turpie, 
Ghitton, Jones, Ar’ 70, Vest, 


? Mason, y, Thurston, 
Nawley, Nelson, ory ard, Warren, 
Hoar, Penrose, Proctor, Wetmore, 
McBride Perkins, Shoup, ilson. 
McEnery, Platt, Conn. Spooner, 

NOT VOTING —X. 
Aldrich, Gorman, Lodge. Sewell, 
Allen, ale, McMillan, Smith, 
Baker, Hanna, Mantle, Ste 
Butler. Hansbrough, Martin. 'Teller, 
Caffery, Harris, : itchell, illman, 
Cannon, Harris, Tenn. Morrill, Wellington, 
Clark, Jones, Nev. Murphy, Wolcott. 
Daniel, em Platt, N. Y. 
George, dsay, Rawlins, 


So Mr. VEsT's amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 83, paragraph 284, line 2 
before the word “cents,” to strike out ** two” and insert one and 
one-half;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

381. Starch, including all preparations, from whatever substance produced, 
fit for use as starch, 14 cents per pound. 

Mr. WHITE. I have received a letter on this subject. Iam 
not personally aware of the technical matters referred to in the 
communication, but I will read it, so that if it affords any informa- 
tion to the committee it may be acted upon: 

MILTON, MASS., May 12, 1897. 

DEAR SIR: We notice that by section 284 of the tariff bill as reported tothe 
Senate, a duty of 1j cents per pound is levied on starch, and that by section 
ed like duty is levied upon dextrine, burnt starch. gum substitute, or Brit- 

imo 
e wish to call your attention to the illogical nature of these duties as 
compared with each other. 

Starch is the raw material of dextrine and of British gums, and is the only 
material which in any way affects their weight. In the course of manufac- 
ture the raw starch is first treated with chemicals, which do not in the slight- 
est degree add to its weight, and it is then subjected for a considerable length 
of time to an intense heat, which converts it either into dextrine or Brit 
gum, 5 to the nature of the chemicals applied. 

The inevitable result of this process is a shrink: of from 15to 22 per cent, 
so that it takes much more than 1 pound of starch to make 1 pound of dex- 
trine, or British gum. Therefore, while we receive protection to the amount 
of 1j cents per pound on our manufactured produ we pay a duty of about 
2 cents per pound on the raw material which enters into that pound of man- 
ufactured product, making an actual discrimination against the domestio 
manufacturer of about one-half cent per pound. 

This, we submit, is an injustice and hardship to which we should not be 

cally illustrated in ashe 


subjected. The result of this system of duties is t 
potato-dextrine trade. The discrimination against the American man 


turers turns over to the German manufacturers practically the whole of a 
large business which, with a logical tariff, we believe that the American 
manufacturers would entirely control * 

We feel that the change which we ask is a matter of simple justice, and 
trust that we may rely upon your assistance in having a duty levied upon 
dextrine, burnt starch, gum substitute, or British gums one-half cent per 
pound higher than upon starch; in other words,if the duty on starch re- 
mains at 1j cents per pound, the duty on dextrine and British gums should 


be 2 cents per pound. 
Respec , yours, 
i HORATIO N. GLOVER & SON. 
Hon. STEPHEN M. WHITE, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

The letter issigned by Horatio N. Glover & Son, manufacturers 
of dextrine, British gums, gum substitute, Milton, Mass. 

I called the attention of the anthor of this letter to the fact 
that the same discrimination obtained in previous laws, and he 
said that was undoubtedly the fact, but nevertheless the state- 
ment he made is absolutely accurate. I suggest whether, under 
thisshowing, if the statement be correct, and I believeitis from a 
respectable firm, the duties ought to remain as they are. "True, it 
has been so heretofore, but that would scarcely afford an argu- 


ment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Icall the attention of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia to the fact that under the act of 1890 the duty on starch is 
2 cents and on burnt starch 11 cents. 

Mr. WHITE. That is obviously wrong. 

Mr. ALLISON. It would seem to be obviously wrong. Yet 
there was no special complaint about it, because in the act of 1894 
the only correction made was to put the two on an equality. It 
may be that whatthisgentleman statesistrue. Itevidently must 
cost something to burn the starch. 

Mr. WHITE. 1t will be observed that in the statement which 
I just read the writer mentions one large line of manufacturing 
which is being conducted wholly abroad now because of a dis- 
crimination of that kind. It seems to methat if wecan we ought . 
to rectify it. However, I do not make any motion, I merely at- 
tract the attention of the Senator to the subject. Perhaps when 
the bill reaches the Senate an amendment might be drawn. 

Mr. ALLISON. Would the Senator suggest a higher duty on 
dextrine? 

Mr. WHITE. I would suggest a lower duty on starch, to equal- 
ize it in that way. 

x ‘ALLISON, I think the Senator might find difficulty on our 
side of the Chamber, and probably on his, in attempting to reduce 
the duty on starch. 

Mr. WHITE. If Iwere pursuing the theory of the Senator from 
Iowa, I should raise it on the second section. 

Mr. FRYE. That is what the Senator from Iowa ought to do, 

Mr. WHITE. I will allow it to remain as it is. 
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Mr. ALLISON. Vont we and we will see about it later, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 

the Committee on Finance was, on page 83, line 3, paragraph 285, 
before the word “ cents,” to strike out two” and insert “one and 
one-half;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

hg aig burnt starch, gum substitute, or British gum, 1j cents per 
pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 1 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 286, line 8, after the 
word “pound,” to strike out 

Sweet marjoram, 3 cents per pound; summer savory, coriander seed, and 
thyme, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 

So as to make the paragraph read: : 

286. Spices: Mustard, ground or prepared, in bottles or otherwise, 10 cents 
per pound; capsicum or red pepper, or F 2) cents per pound; 
sage, 1 cent per pound; spices not specially provided for in this act, 3 cents 
per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 7 

The next amendment was, on page 83, after line 12, to insert a 
new paragraph, as follows: 

286}. Tea, 10 cents per pound, until January 1, 1900; after that date tea 
Bhall be admitted free of duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the paragraph may be passed over. 
It will be observed that it is only a temporary duty, intended to 
bridge over a deficiency that may occur for the first year or two. 
I hope that during the progress of the bill we may dispense with 
this duty. I am not quite prepared to suggest it, however, so I 
ask that the iph may be passed over. - 

Mr. WHITE. imply wish, for the information of the Senate, 
to call attention to a few remarks made by the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] during 1894, in reference 
to this very matter. In criticising the Democratic side he made 
use of this phraseology: 

If it be the purpose of this amendment to raise revenue, if it is a necessity, 
as I claim it is not— 

Referring to sugar— 
toraise additional revenue, why not take some other means? There area 
thousand methods open to the Congress which are certainly preferable to 
this one. Why not impose a higher duty upon whisky if revenue is a neces- 
sity? Why not increase the tux upon beer? The tax of $1.50a barrel upon 
beer would give approximately as much revenue as the pro d duty upon 
sugar. Who would be hurt by the im tion of a tax like that? Not all the 
people of the United States, because t. o are not obliged to buy beer. 

I showed in some statements which I made to the Senate a week or ten 
days ago that the absolute reductions in taxes by this bill asit now stands 
upon pure luxuries is 000,000, or an approximate sum to that which is 


proposed to be im by the bill upon sugar. Think of the monstrous 
e duties upon cosmetics, upon artificial feathers 


I refer to an extract in the same connection and bearing directly 
upon the tea tax. 

Again— 

He says— 
if it is necessary to secure revenue, as I believe it is not, why not add to the 
tax on tobacco? You can easily get from an additional tax on tobacco all the 
revenue which it is proposed to derive from the tax on sugar. Why not, if 
revenue is necessary and you do not care to levy a tax upon anything pro- 
duced in the United States, impose a duty on tea and coffee? A duty of 10 
cents a pound on tea would never reach the consumer of tea through an ad- 


dition to price, as tea which can be imported to-day at from 10 to 12 cents a 


pound is sold e.t retail mainly at from 40 to 50 cents a pound. 
You might impose a duty upon tea of 10 cents a pound and it would reduce 

- the profits of the importers or of the distributors of tea in the United States; 

but when you impose a duty upon sugar, so close is the competition upon sugar 

that whatever you add to the duty, as shown so clearly by the distinguished 

Senator from Kansas [Mr. Peffer] yesterday, is certainly and inevitabl 

added to the price to the consumer, wherever he may be located. There 

no dispute whatever about this proposition, and there can be none. + 

Thinking that possibly the proposition might be overlooked by 
Senators upon the other side, I call attention to the suggestion 
thus mađe by the distinguished Senator from Rhode Island, that 
it was unnecessary to tax sugar, that a tax upon tea and beer 
would answer the purposes much better. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, paragraph 
= Mi be passed over. The Chair hears none, and it will be so 
ordered, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
me Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 287, line 16, before 
the word “ gallon," to insert the word **proof;" and in line 17, 
after the word “standard,” to insert proof;” so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

287. Vinegar, 71 cents per proof gallon. The standard proof for vinegar 


shall be taken to be that strength which requires 35 grains of bicarbonate of 
potash to neutralize 1 ounce troy of vinegar. 


'The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. Iwill not press the consideration of the bill 
further to-night. 
Mr. MILLS. I wish to ask unanimous consent to go back to 
the first paragraph of the bill in order to offer an amendment in 
— 


the morning, which I wish to have printed in the RECORD. I was 
not present when that part of the bill was acted upon; it was not 
possible for me to be here; and I have an amendment which I 
wish to offer, and I should like to have it voted on in the morning. 
It relates to the first paragraph of the bill. I will send the amend- 
ment to the desk in order that it may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘ prescribed," in line 9, page 
1, it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That only 75 per cent of the duties imposed by this act shall be 
collected on imports from countries whose mints are open to the free and 
unlimited coinage of gold and silver at the rate of 16 grains of fine silver equal 
in value to 1 grain of fine gold. 

Mr. MILLS. Iask unanimous consent that we may go back to 
that part of the bill in the morning, in order that we may have a 
vote on the amendment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALLISON. I trust the Senator from Texas will not press 


that request at this moment. The amendment may lead to some’ 


debate. I think very likely it will. There are very many things 
which have already been passed over, and it is not wise to discuss 
the amendment the Senator from Texas has offered. 

Mr. MILLS. I will ask to have the amendment printed in the 
RECORD as one which I shall offer to the bill at the proper time. 

Mr. ALLISON. To that I have no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment has been read, and 
it will therefore appear in the RECORD. 

: EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After forty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 35 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, 
June 17, 1897, at 11 o'clock a. m. s 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 16, 1897. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Stewart L. Woodford, of New York, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Spain, vice 
Hannis Taylor, resigned. 


CONSUL. 

Julius Goldschmidt, of Wisconsin, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Berlin, Germany, vice Charles de Kay, resigned. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

John R. Puryear, of Kentucky, to be surveyor of customs for 
the 1 of Paducah, in the State of Kentucky, to succeed Felix 
G. Rudolph, resigned. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Levi M. Willcutts, of Minnesota, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Duluth, in the State of Minnesota, in place of Emil 
Olund, removed, 

AUDITOR FOR NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

Frank H. Morris, of Ohio, to be Auditor for the Navy Depart- 
ment, to succeed William H. Pugh, resigned. 

ASSISTANT AGENT AT SALMON FISHERIES OF ALASKA. 

James C. Boatman, of California, to be assistant agent at the 
salmon fisheries of Alaska, office created by the sundry civil ap- 
propriation act approved June 4, 1897. 

AGENT AT SALMON FISHERIES OF ALASKA. 

Howard M. Kutchin, of California, to be agent at the salmon 
fisheries of. Alaska, office created by the sundry civil appropria- 
tion act approved June 4, 1897. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
General officer. 

Col. Anson Mills, Third Cavalry, to be brigadier-general, June 

16, 1897, vice Mizner, retired from active service. 
Quartermaster's Department. 

First Lieut. Andrew Gregg Curtin Quay, Third Cavalry, to be 
assistant quartermaster, with the rank of captain, June 16, 1897, 
vice Pope, nominated for promotion. 

Maj. John Simpson, quartermaster, to be deputy quartermaster- 
general, with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, June 11, 1897, vice 
Forsyth, retired from active service. 

Capt. James Worden Pope, assistant quartermaster, to be 
quartermaster, with the rank of major, June 11, 1897, vice Simp- 
son, promoted. 

Cavalry arm. 

First Lieut. Thomas Jefferson Lewis, Second Cavalry, to be 

capraia, June 13, 1897, vice Kingsbury, Second Cavalry, deceased. 

cond Lieut. William Franklin Clark, Seventh Cavalry, to be 
„ June 13, 1897, vice Lewis, Second Cavalry, pro- 
moted. 
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Artillery arm. i 
Capt. James Chester, Third Artillery, to be major, June 7, 1897, 
vice Darling, Third Artillery, retired from active service. 
First Lieut. John Deane Charles Hoskins, Third Artillery.to be 
captain, June 7, 1897, vice Chester, Third Artillery, promoted. 
nd Lieut. Archibald Campbell, Third Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant, June 7, 1897, vice Hoskins, Third Artillery, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 16, 1897. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Frank G. Deckabach, of Ocosta, Wash., to be register of the 

land office at Olympia, Wash. : 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

John O'B. Scobey, of Olympia, Wash., to be receiver of public 

moneys at Olympia, Wash. 


POSTMASTERS. 
Cassius C. Pillsbury, to be postmaster at West Superior, in the 
county of las and State of Wisconsin. 
Reu J. Mott, to be postmaster at Port Allegany, in the 
county of McKean and State of Pennsylvania. 
George H. Sweari to be postmaster at Dunbar, in the 
county of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania, 


SENATE. 


THURSDAY, June 17, 1897. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. HvaH Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


Mr. Henry M. TELLER, a Senator from the State of Colorado, 
ap in his seat to-day. 
motion of Mr. DAVIS, and by unanimous consent, the read- 
ing of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dispensed with. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. HOAR presented the if ion of Joseph Dobbins and 86 
other citizens of Worcester, Mass., employed in the carpet mills 
of M. J. W. Whithall, praying for the early enactment of a pro- 
tective-tariff law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Massachu- 
setts, remonstrating against the proposed duty of $2 per thousand 
feet upon lumber; which was to lie on the table. 

He also presented à memorial of sundry citizens of Massachu- 
setts, remonstrating prey any increase in the present rate of 
duty on India tanned skins for morocco; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. z 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Auxiliary of the 
Young Men's Christian Association of Somerville, Mass., praying 
for the enactment of lezislation prohibiting the reproduction of 
prize fights by means of the kinetoscope; which was ordered to lie 
oa the table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Min- 
neapolis, Minn., and a petition of 103 citizens of Lake Crystal, 
Minn., praying for the early passage of the pending tariff bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of 49 citizens of Rochester, Minn., 
remonstrating against the passage of a clause in the pending 
tariff bill providing for the nse of stamps on bank checks; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Rifton Glen, N. Y., praying for the early enactment of a 
protective-tariff law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of New York 
City, remonstrating against the proposed increase of the tax on 
beer; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ran- 
dolph, Vt., praying for the earliest possible passage of a protective- 
tariff bill: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the Millers' National 
Association of the United States, praying for the adoption of a 
reciprocity clause in the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

- He also presented a petition of the Rohlfing Sons' Music Com- 
ny and other importers of musical merchandise of Milwaukee, 
Wis, praying that the customs duty on musical instruments and 
parts for the same be provided for at the rate of 35 per cent ad 
valorem; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of the Krause Shoe Company, of 
Milwaukee; of the Racine Shoe Company, of Racine, and of the 
Atwell Shoe Company, of Milwaukee, all in the State of Wisconsin, 
remonstrating against an muet duty on raw goatskins; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of the Laconia Lumber 


Works, of Laconia, N. H., and a memorial of W, P. Gardner & 
Co., of Concord, N. H., remonstrating against the proposed duty 
8 vet or thousand feet on lumber; which were ordered to lie on 
the e. 

He also presented a memorial of Woodbury Bros., of New Hamp- 
shire, remonstrating against an increase in the present rate of 
duty on tanned skins for morocco or a duty on raw goatskins; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of W. D. Brackett & Co., of Boston, 
Mass., praying for the imposition of a duty on goatskins; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST 8 memorials of the Amalgamated Wood 
Workers, the Building and Trade Council, the Union of United 
Brewers’ Workingmen’s Association, and sundry other organiza- 
tions of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation intended to destroy the prent system of ticket bro- 
kerage; which were referred to theCommittee on Interstate Com- 


merce, 

Mr. CAFFERY presented a memorial of E. J. Hart & Co. and 
1.094 other citizens of Louisiana. remonstratiug against the enact- 
ment of legislation intended to destroy the present system of 
ticket brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of J. O, Perrin and sundry 
other citizens of Lafayette, Ind., praying for the enactment of 
legislation authorizing the President of the United States to ap- 
point a commission as proposed by the Indianapolis (Ind.) mone- 
tary convention; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

e also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Terre Haute, 
Ind., praying for the early enactment of a protective-tariff law; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORGAN presented sundry memorials of citizens of Bir- 
mingham, Ala., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion intended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. nted sun: titions of citizens of Custer and 
Goodwin, in the State of South Dakota, and a petition of sundry 
citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for the early enactment of a 
protective-tariff law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
BA HO. peasius for tesi POLLE OE me trading tarts 

eigh, N. C., praying for the ear of the pendi i 
bill; which Rosie n.i to lie on the table. 15 : 

He also presented the petition of Thomas J. Keith, of Charlotte, 
N. C., praying that he be remunerated for services as night watch- 
man at the office at that city; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on ims. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented the memorial of C. J. Hibbard, of 
Newport, Vt., remonstrating against an increase in the present 
rate of duty on tanned skins for morocco, or a duty on raw goat- 
skins; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. THURSTON, from the Select Committee on International 
Expositions, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 32) 
accepting the invitation of the French Republic to take part in an 
international exposition to be held in Paris in 1900 A. D., reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a Topot arogo: 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on ims, to whom was 
referred the biil (S. 1133) to pay the Richmond Locomotive and 
Machine Works its claim for and losses incurred in the 
construction of the armored battle ship Texas, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CHILTON, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2011) to amend section 4386 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, striking out **twenty- 
eight consecutive hours" and “twenty-eight hours” and inserting 
** forty consecutive hours” and forty hours," reported it without 
amendment. 

LANDS IN GREER COUNTY, OKLA. 


Mr. CARTER. Upon the 19th of May the of the In- 
terior addressed a communication to Congress requesting that the 
time within which certain homestead settlers in Greer County, 
Okla., should have the preference right to file on lands be ex- 
tended for the period of six months. The extension was sought 
because the land office could not be opened before the ist day of 
July, whereas under the existing law the preference right would 
expire on the 18th day of that month. The intervening time, that 
is, the space of time between the Operi of the land office and 
the expiration of the preference right under the law, is not ade- 
quate to enable all of the settlers to make their filings. The Com- 
mittee on Public Lands unanimously report a bill granting the 
extension as requested, and I ask unanimous consent for its pres- 
ent consideration, 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall not object unless it leads to debate, 
If it does, of course I must insist on the regular order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will not lead to debate. 


EN 


1897. 


The bill (S. 2150) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the entry of lands in Greer County, Okla., to give preference 
rights to settlers, and for other purposes," approved January 18, 
1897, was read the first time by itstitle, and the second time at 
length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the time for the exercise of the preference right 
of entry granted to bona fide occupants of land within the territory estab- 
lished as Greer County, Okla., by section 1 of an act entitled "An act to pro- 
WT dg iu qoem epe 
—.— 3 extended B anuary l, 1898. / ^ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. "TheSenatorfrom Montana asks unan- 
imous consent for the immediate consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

'The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DAVIS introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2151) granting a pension to Mrs. Jeannette E. Sweet; 

d 


an 
E bill (S. 2152) granting an increase of pension to Don A. Dan- 


8. 

Mr. QUAY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2153) for the re- 
lief of certain volunteer officers and soldiers of the civil war, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2154) for the relief of 
John H. McLaughlin; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2155) for the relief of 
Thomas J. Keith; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 2156) for the relief of Wil- 
bur F. Cogswell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2157) granting a pension 
to Fielding L. Rutherford; which was read twice by its title, and, 
ee accompanying petition, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 2158) for the relief of the 
estate of Isadore Daigle, deceased, late of West Baton Rouge 
Parish, La.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2159) for the relief of Pay 
3 John H. Stevenson; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


DRAWBACK ALLOWANCES. 


Mr. CAFFERY submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and to: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the Secretary of the 
Treasury be directed to furnish the Senate, as early as practicable, copies of 
all evidence or statements on which the drawback allowance contained in Cir- 
cular No. 102, Division of Customs, were based, with the names and occupa- 
tions of the persons making the statements or furnishing the evidence, and 
also be d to inform the Senate whether the drawback allowances for 
the different degrees of saccharine strength of sugar were derived from 
proof furnished, or were reached by a theoretical calculation, and all infor- 
mation and facts in possession of the Department on which the drawback 
allowances in said circular were made. 


THE TARIFF BILL, 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 379. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 
of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Schedule H, page 83—Spirits, wines, and other beverages. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Secretary proceeds to read, I ask 
unanimous consent to turn back to page 23, line 1. After the 
word “unfilled” I wish to insert the words ‘‘not otherwise spe- 
aay provided for." It relates to glass bottles, vials, jars, etc., 
filled or unfilled, and applies to all of them, whereas in the sched- 
ule we are about to consider there are special exceptions made. 
The words “not otherwise specially provided for" should be in- 
serted in the glass schedule; otherwise it will be inconsistent with 
what we are about to do or probably will do. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Most likely. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 23, line 1, paragraph 94, after the 
word “unfilled,” insert“ not otherwise specially provided for;" so 
as to make the paragraph read: 


94. Plain green or colored, molded or pressed, and flint, lime, or lead glass 
bottles, vials, jars, and covered or — — demijohns and carboys, ‘any. of 
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the foregoing, filled or unfilled, not otherwise 


specially provided for, and 
whether their contents be dutiable or free. except such as contain merchan: 
dise subject toan ad valorem rate of duty, or toa rate of duty based in whole 


or in part upon the value thereof, shall pay duty as follows: 


than 1 pint, seven-eighths of 1 cent per pound; Boing notmore than 1 pint 
and not less than one-fourth of a pint, 1? cents A ges ; if holding less than 
one-fourth of a pint, 45 cents per gross: Provided, That none of the above 
articles shall pay a less rate of duty than 40 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I wish to make a suggestion to the Senator from 
Iowa. Yesterday when paragraph 281, ‘‘Cocoa-butter or cocoa- 
butterine,” was passed upon by the Senate I desired unanimous 
consent that it might be reconsidered and passed over temporarily. 
I have received some communications with reference to the sub- 
ject of cocoanut oil and desire to investigate a decision made by 
the circuit court of New York regarding the subject. I will not 
ask for any lengthy detention. 

Mr.AL As to paragraph 281 I suppose it is the Senator’s 
pope to consider the propriety of adding cocoanut oil? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. Why not allow the pa: phtostand? Ishall 
have no objection to returning to it and adding cocoanut oil, if it 
is found that that ought to be done. 

Mr. WHITE. "Very well. 

Mr. ALLISON. Cocoanut oil is now on the free list, and I am 
not sure but that the Senator is right. 

Mr. WHITE. Ishall examine the decision to which I referred. 

Mr. ALLISON. We can return to it at any time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Secretary proceeds, I desire to turn 
back to ph 149, page 47, line 17. I pro to insert the 
word“ not” after the word **at;" so as to read: 

Scissors and shears, and blades for the same, finished or unfinished, valued 


at not more than 50 cents per dozen, 15 cents per dozen and 15 per cent ad 
valorem. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, that amendment 
will be made. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That makes a very material differ- 


ence. 

Mr. ALLISON. It does, It is a mere clerical error as it now 
stands. It should read, ‘valued at not more than 50 cents per 
dozen." The next bracket is, * valued at more than 50 cents per 
dozen.” The object is to reach those at not more and those at 
more than 50 cents. The Senator will see that it is a mere clerical 
error. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir; I see. 

_ The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 


isa to. 

r. JONES of Arkansas. Yesterday at my request the Senator 
from Iowa consented to o e over paragraph 275, relating to ex- 
tract of meat. He offered an amendment to the paragraph which 
met most of the objections I had. Iam willing now to take the 
paragraph up. I wish to say, however, to the Senator that I think 
the taritf of 35 cents a pound is greater than it ought to be. The 
amendment offered by the Senator will take off about two-thirds 
of the proposed tariff, but it will still leave the tariff at 35 cents a 
pound, which is about, as I make it out, from 10 to12 cents a pound 
more than it is under the present law. 

The importation of psg. Be extract under the present law has 
been limited to à considerable extent. It does not enter into com- 
petition with American products which are somewhat of the same 
character. Liebig's extract is manufactured in South America 
by a very expensive process, I understand, for the purpose of pre- 

aring it so that it will keep for any length of time and in any 

atitude. The American productis not so handled: it is not in- 
tended to be preserved in such a way; it is not so costly; it is not 
80 nsive to manufacture. Liebig's extract is prescribed by 
physicians for invalids, and where it is needed it is an absolute 
necessity. 

Under the circumstances, it seems to me that the Senator from 
Iowa ought to agree to a tax of 20 per cent ad valorem, which is 
the present rate, instead of 35 cents, as proposed. I shall ask fora 
vote on the proposition unless the Senator accepts it. Iam will- 
mgto take up the paragraph and dispose of it. 

r. ALLISON. I am sorry that I can not accommodate my 
friend. I am willing to take up the paragraph and vote on it 
now. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let us have a vote. I move to strike 
out '*35 cents per pound" and insert 20 per cent ad valorem," in 


line Ee 79. paragraph 275. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 24, page 79, paragraph 275, strike out 
**85 cents per pound” and insert in lieu thereof **20 per cent ad 
valorem;" so as to read: 


e Extract of meat, not specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent ad 
valorem. 
The Senator proposes to strike out the fluid 


holding more 


Mr. ALLISON. 
extract also? 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the words **fluid 
extract of meat, 15 cents per pound," so that both classes shall pay 
20 per cent. : 

The SECRETARY. And also strike out the remainder of the 
printed paragraph after the word ** pound,” in the following words: 

Fluid extract of meat. 15 cents per pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

'The reading of the bill was resumed at page 83, line 21, **Sched- 
ule H.—Spirits, wines, and other beverages.” E 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par- 
agraph 288, page 84, line 1, under the heading ** Spirits," after the 
word ** and," to strike out *' fifty " and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;" so as 
to make the paragraph read: 

SCHEDULE H.—SPIRITS, WINES, AND OTHER BEVERAGES. 
Spirits: 

288. Brandy and other spirits manufactured or distilled from grain or other 
ons and not specially provided for in this act, $2.23 cents per proof 

on. 

The amendment was agreed to. 4 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 289, page 84, line 13, 
after the words “ And provided further, That,” to strike out “any 
brandy or other spirituous or distilled liquors imported in any 
sized cask, bottle, jug, or other package, of or from any country, 
dependency, or province under whose laws similar sized casks, 

bottles. jugs, or other pac of distilled spirits, wine, or other 

beverage put up or filled in the United States are denied entrance 
into such country, dependency, or province, shall be forfeited to 
the United States; and;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

289. Each and every gauge or wine gallon of measurement shall be counted 
as at least 1 proof galon; and the standard for determining the proof of 
brandy and other spirits or liquors of any kind imported s be the same 
as that which is defined in the laws relating to internal revenue: Provided, 
That it shall be lawful for the Secretary of the 8 in his discretion, to 
authorize the ascertainment of the proof of wines. cordials, or other liquors, 
by distillation or otherwise,in cases where it is impracticable to ascertain 
such proof by the means prescribed by e: law or ulations: And pro- 
vided further, That any brandy or other spirituous or distilled liquor im- 

in a cask of lesscapacity than 10 gallons from any country shall be for- 
eited to the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iaskthattheamendment striking out the first 
part of the additional proviso be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment 
was, in paragraph 291, page 85, line 1, after the word “Cordials,” 
to strike out liquors” and insert **liqueurs;" and in line 4, after 
the word “and,” to strike out ** fifty" and insert *twenty-five;" 
80 as to make the paragraph read: 

291. Cordials, liqueurs, arrack, absinthe, kirschwasser, ratafia, and other 

irituous beverages or bitters of all kinds, containing spirits, and not spe- 

y provided for in this act, $2.25 per proof gallon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment 
Was, in paragraph 294, page 86, line 2, after the word gallon." 
to insert “but no separate or additional duty shall be levied on 
the bottles; so as to make the paragraph read: 

294. Champagne and all other sparkling wines, in bottles containing each 
not more than 1 quart and more than l pint, $ per dozen; containing not 
more than 1 pint each and more than cn»-half pint, $t pes dozen: containing 
one balf pint each or less, $2 per dozen; in bottles or other vessels containing 
more than 1 quart each, in addition to $8 per dozen bottles, on the quantity 
in excess of 1 quart, at the rate of $2.50 per gallon; but no separate or addi- 
tional duty shall be levied on the bottles. 

The amendment was agreed to. y ; 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to strike 
out the following paragraph: 

295. Still wines, anag ginger wine or ginger cordial and vermuth, in 
casks, 60 cents per gallon; in bottles or jugs, per case of 1 dozen bottles or 
ings containing each not more than 1 quart and more than 1 pint, or 24 bot- 

or jugs containing each not more than 1 pint. $2 per case; and any excess 
beyond these quantities found in such bottles or jugs shall be subject to a 
duty of 7 cents per pint or fractional part thereof, but no Dent or addi- 
tional duty sball be assessed on the bottles or jugs: Provided, That any wines, 
ginger cordial. or vermuth imported containing more than 24 per cent of al- 
cohol shall be forfeited to the United States: And provided further, That there 
shall be no constructive or other allowance for breakage. leakage. or damage 
on wines, liquors. cordials, or distilled spirits. Wines, co $ idy. and 
other spirituous liquors imported in bottles or jugs shall be packed in pack- 
ages containing not less than 1 dozen bottles or jugs in each e; and all 
such bottles or jugs shall pay an additional duty of 3 cents for bottle or 

Jug unless apoctally, provided for in this act. 
And in lieu thereof to insert: 


295. Still wines, including ginger wine or ginger cordial and vermuth. in 
casks or packages other than bottles or jugs, if containing 14 per cent or less 
of absolute alcohol, 30 cents per gallon; if containing more t. 14 per cent 
of absolute alcohol, 50 cents per gallon. In bottles or jugs, per case of 1 
dozen bottles or jugs, containing each not more than 1 quart and more than 
lpint, or 24 bottles or jugs containing each not more than 1 pint, $1.60 per 
case: and any excess beyond these quantities found in such bottles or jugs 
shall be subject toa duty of 5 —€— og pint or fractional part thereof, but 


no se te or additional duty shal assessed on the bottles or jugs: Pro- 
* vided. That any wines, ginger cordial, or vermuth ore prn contai more 
than 21 per cent of alcohol shall be classed as spirits and pay duty ingly: 


au provided further, That there shall be no constructive or other allowance 


„leakage, or damage on wines, liquors, cordials, or distilled 
spirits. Wines, MA brandy, and other 8 liquors, including bit- 


ters of all kinds, and bay rum or bay water, imported in bottles or jugs, shall 
be ked in packages containing not less than 1 dozen bottles or jugs in 
each package, or duty shall be paid as if such package contained at least 1 
dozen bottles or ues and all such bottles or jugs shall, unless otherwise 
specially provided for in this act, pay an additional duty of 3 cents for each 
bottle or jug. The percentage of alcohol in wines and fruit jnices shall be 
determined m such manner as the Secretary of the 'Treasury sha!l by regula- 
tion prescribe. 


Mr. ALLISON. Before this amendment is voted on,I desire to 
modify it by striking out, on page 87, in lines 22 to 24, the words 


“and all such bottles or jugs shall, unless otherwise specially 
provided for in this act, pay an additional duty of 3 cents for each 
bottle or jug " and inserting **and in addition thereto duty shall 
be collected on the bottles or jugs at the rates which should be 
chargeable thereon if 1 empty.“ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee, aeg the amendment of the 
Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. WHITE. In connection with this schedule, as relates to 
wine, 1 desire to have a letter read which was forwarded to me 
by Hon. Morris M. Estee, who is known to many Senators here 
personally and whom we all know to be one of the leading Re- 
publicans of the West. It is in reference to the particular item 
in the schedule now under consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the letter. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire the attention of the Senator from Iowa 
to the statements contained in the letter. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

SAN FRANCISCO, May 24, 1897. 


My DEAR SENATOR: The tariff schedule adopted by the United States 
Senate, so far as it relates to American wines, is unjust, and the grape grow- 
ers of California are practically a unit in opposition to it. By request of 
sore of the leading producers of our State, Í venture to write you on this 

ic. 


ou are aware that personally I have ceased to be interested in grape cul- 
ture in California, but, in common with all of our people, I am deeply inter- 
men in whatever secures the prosperity of the producers of our State and 
country. 

1. There is but a very small portion of the earth's surface where the finer 
qualities of the European grape can be raised. These grapes never will 
prosper in the Tropics, nor, indeed, in the temperate zones, except in espe- 
cially favorable localities. California is the only part of the American Union 
where the European vine has thus far been largely cultivated. "The culture 
of the grape is an infant industry, so far as our country is concerned, and if 
the principle of protection means anything, it means that infant or unde- 
veloped industries be AEn against unfair foreign competition, 
That is what we ask, and all we expect. The inquiry then arises, What 
should be done to accomplish this Parone? It goes without saying that all 
foreign wines brought to the United States are a luxury which none but the 
wealthy can enjoy, and this is so whether high import duties are imposed on 
them or not, as the American consumer of the middle classes uses American 
wines only; and hence the question of protection to American wines resolves 
itself into a contest between the rich American consumer and the forei 
producer on the one hand and the industrious American producer and the 
poor American consumer on the other. 

2. It is claimed that under the Senate amendments of the Dingley tariff 
bill this American industry will be destroyed. Ought this tobe done? The 
amount invested in vineyards in California now ex $50,000,000. This is 
divided between the raisin, the wine, and tho brandy industries. During the 
last four years there has been a great depression in the grape culture, caused 
largely by the so-called Wilson tariff bill, which placed the duty on dry wines 
at 30 cents per gallon. This was raised in the Dingley bill to 60 cents; but the 
Senate Finance Committee has cut it down tothe old figure of 39 cents, and 
not only that. but it has changed the duty on imported wines in glass to $1 à 
case of a dozen bottles. 

'This is an actual discrimination in favor of the foreign product, because 
the one-dollar duty does not meet the difference in tho price of wages in 
France and America. To illustrate, in the wine districts of France the aver- 
age wages paid to labor is from 1j to 3 ended the laborer boardin: 
himself, except his lunch. In California the price of labor for the same wor 
is from Tò cents to $l a day and board. It will thus be seen that if it were a 
mere matter of the value of labor in cultivatin 
on even terms compete with France in the of wine. In this connec- 
tion, it ought also to be observed that the inte: on money in California is 
from 7 to lo per cent per annum: in France, Germany, and Italy it is from 
3to4percentperannum. And it should also be noted that Germany charges 
an import duty on wines brought into that country in glass of $1.95 a case; 
Italy. SI. At a case, and France, on all wines above 10.9 of alcoholic strength, 
the same proportionate duty she imposes on spiri 

'The Senate amendments to the Dingley bill are not only wrong to the pro- 
ducers. but are unjust to the whole ple  Forinstance, the duty on wines 
of an absolute alcoholic strength of from 14 to 24 degrees is 50 cents a gallon, 
while the duty on spirits whose absolute alcoholic strength is 50 is $2.25 a 
gallon. Thus the duty on twenty-four fiftieths of a gallon of spirits, when 
blended with wine, is only 50 cents; but when it comes intothe country in the 
form of pure spirits the duty would be over a dollar, thus disc: ing 
in favor of foreign wines. And, again, this would encourage adulteration 
because the ordinary strength of California wines is about 11} degrees o: 
alcohol, while under this bill the importer could bring in wine braced up to 
24 in spirits, and by the use of water and other substances dilute it until it 
was down to the usual strength of 114 degrees of spirits, and thus make more 
than 2 gallons of wine out of 1. 

And, again, it is a notorious fact that the French officials have recently 
reported to the French Government that a considerable portion of the wines 
of France are adulterated. Whatever may be said of California wines by 
people who underrate our own productions, yet no one ever doubted but 
what they were pure. 

3. Asa revenue proposition the Senate amendments to the Dingley bill in 
relation to wines would prove a failure. As before stated, it is well under- 
stood that imported wines of the better grades are drank only by wealth 
people, and it is also a fact that the chief test of the value of these wines wit. 
the American user is the cost of such wines, rather than their quality and 
purity, and thus 50 cents à on duty on dry wines (that is, those under 12 
per cent of alcoholic stre ) will not perceptib!y affect the amount of the 
importation of wine. Such aduty would, however, protect our own pro- 
ducers, and would throw intothe market in competition with imported wines 
anabsolutely pure article, and which is improving in quality every year,and 
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thus, while a 50-cent duty would increase American revenue, it would at the 
same time sustain an American industry. : 

It must be noted alsoin this connection that the duties on wines and liquors 
are high in all countries where any duty at all is imposed. As a rule, 
duty is imposed for the single purpose of producing revenue. The conten- 
tion that a lower rate of duty on imported wines would stimulate the impor- 
tation, and thus increase the revenue, has by the experiences of the past proven 
to be an error, For instance, the importation of wines in the United States 
in 1893 was ee ag et ten The duty on these wines at 50 cents per gallon 
amounted to $1,727.039.14, while the amount of wine imported in 1896, when 
the duty was 30 and 50 cents a gallon, was 2,765,485 gallons, and the duty col- 
lected amounted to 31.420.251.90. So you can readily see that, if these Senate 
amendments to the Dingley bill were prompted for the purpose of increasing 
the revenue, they will prove a failure. 

'The fact is, France never has been PN ies market for American produc- 
tions, We therefore owe no commercial obligations to France that we have 
not thrice paid; but even if we did, is it either fair or wise for our brethren 
in the more populous portions of our country to pass laws which will protect 
the industries in which they are engaged, but at the same time forget their 
kindred in tbe remoter 1 of this Republic? They should remember 
that while their wool and iron and coal and their products of the farni are 

'protected, our fruits and wines should be equally protected; and thus by 
8 all the resources of every part of the Mice Sher wal increase 
the average wealth of the people, maintain prices for labor, give to capital 
remunerative investments, and make our country self-supporting by produc- 
ing nearly everything that our people consume, 

Yours, sincerely, 


Hon. STEPHEN M. WHITE, 

United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. WHITE. The communication just read presents one view 
of this matter which, it seems to me, ought to be determinative 
sofar asthe other side of the Chamber is concerned. But my 
view of the whole subject embraced in this chapter is that there 
is no reason, upon any theory advocated by v See here, justify- 
ing the reduction of tariff upon the alcoholic beverages referred 
toin Schedule H. It is a proposition entirely different from what 
is ordinarily discussed in a tariff debate. This schedule has ref- 
erence to champagnes, brandies, wines, and so on, and those 
articles ought to be taxed considerably. Of course I would not 
p on a prohibitive tax, but I would put a tax on the luxury 

eory. 

I bre not able to see when the bill was under consideration two 
pee ago, and I do not now see, any reason to justify the lower- 
ng of the tax upon these specific articles. I do not refer par- 
ticularly to wine, but to other articles, If I had my way about 
it, I would keep up the rate of taxation upon brandies and similar 
liquors to the standard prescribed by the McKinley Act, simply 
for the reason I have stated. I think that these articles can stand 
a high tariff. Those who wish them will procure them in any 
event, and hence there will be no loss, but on the contrary an in- 
crease of revenue by following that principle. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee, to strike out and insert a new para- 
graph, including the amendment moved by the Senator from 

owa. : 

Mr. WHITE. I offer no amendment in connection with the 
paragraph. 

Mr. VEST. It seems to me that this tax now is up to the reve- 
nue point. It is folly to go any higher, unless, as the Senator 
from California says, a thing is to be done which I deprecate, to 
prohibit absolutely these foreign wines from coming into the 
country. As a matter of course, these are articles of luxury, and 
a high duty is expected to be imposed upon them, but I submit 
that the doctrine of forcing every man who can not drink Califor- 
nia wines and proposes to drink the still wines that are imported 
from the Rhine and from France and Italy, and prohibiting him 
from indulging in that taste, is all wrong and oppressive. "These 
wines ought to pay a fair revenue and no more. 

I hold in my hand—1 do not pretend to be an expert in the mat- 
ter—a communication from the wine importers of the city of New 
York, some of them very reputable men, to my knowledge. I see 
the names of two here who removed from the State of Missouri 
to New York, whom I know to be reputable men. I will ask, 
without having it read, that the communication be placed in the 
RECORD. The substance of it is that the imposition of this duty 
would absolutely exclude these wines from this country and force 
everybody who wants to drink wine at all, which I think is an 
admirable thing to do if they must drink, instead of drinking 
whisky, to take California wine. 

I must be permitted to say that my experience about tariff is 
that that is at the bottom of all this taxation. They come here in 
the name of revenue, but the real object is to force the American 
people to take their products. The meaning of this increased 
taxation is, if you must drink wine, then you must drink our 
wine, and if a man can not drink the California wine, as a great 
many people can not, you must not drink wine at all. I do not 
belong to the class who believe that it is an unadulterated evil to 
drink wine, I believe in the old Bible doctrine, “Use a little 
wine for thy stomach's sake.” If I wanta particular sort of wine, 
and believe it is pure and healthful, I have a right under the 
Constitution of the United States to exercise that privilege myself. 

This new doctrine which has come in vogue of late years, to use 


MORRIS M. ESTEE. 


the tariff to force me either to leave my stomach empty or to take 
into it the products of certain people in this country.is all wrong, 
undemocratic, unrepublican, and opposed, in my opinion, to the 
genius of our institutions, 

I suppose it is perfectly useless to move to reduce this duty, but 
I will ask that the communication I have presented may £o into 
the RECORD to show that this is not an ex parte question by any 
means, 

'The communication referred to is as follows: 


NEW York, March 31, 1897. 
Hon. GEORGE G. Vest, Washington, D. C.: 

We. the undersigned, dealers in American and foreign wines in this city, 
respectfully beg to submit to your consideration the following reasons why 
the proposed duty of 60 cents per gallon on foreign still wines imported in 
casks to this 88 should not be enacted, and the present rate of 30 cents 
maintained, especially for a particular class of foreign still wines. 

First. The proposed duty of 60 cents per gallon would be a prohibitive rate . 
on most of the foreign wines imported to this country in casks, because in the 
case of the cheapest wines it would increase their cost by about 200 per cent, 
and this exorbitant increase would stop their importation, thus causing a loss 
instead of a gain in the revenue of the Government. The original cost of 
California wines averages about 18 cents per gallon. while in the case of for- 
eign wines flt for exportation it is seldom less than 35 cents delivered in the 
countries of production. This is already a natural protection of about 100 

r cent on California wines; but the propona duty of 60 cents per gallon on 

oreign wines would raise this protection to the enormous ratio of more than 
8330 per cent, to the detriment of the consumers, who are, for the most part, 
people of limited means, and would have to pay a double or triple price for 
an article that has not a higher value. 

Second. The proposed Tr E 60 cents per gallon is higher even than thee 
rate demanded by some California growers. We say some growers," be- 
cause not all of them think that there is any need of further protection. 

In fact from an article on the tariff on wines that NM in the Pacific 
Wine an 5 Review, of San Francisco, under date of February 6, 1897, 
and where the increase of duty on foreign wines is strongly opposed, we 


gather the following statement: 
on affords sufficient protection." 


“The present duty of 30 cents por 
And further, in the same article, Mr. Charles Wetmore, a prominent Cali- 
fornian wine maker, suys: ? 

“ The present tariff —0 cents on dry natural wines and 50 cents on fortified, 
such as ports and sherries—averages the same as the old 40-cent rate, but is 
more scientific, as it aims to tax imported wines according to alcoholic 
strength at about the same rate as the internal-revenue tax on spirits. Itis, 
in fact, a rate of 150 to 200 per cent on the cost price of wines to the whole- 
sale merchants. 

Even now. with better prices for wines, merchants can and do deliver their 
goods in New York for lessthan the duty, having the full cost price and ex- 
penses on foreign wines as the nof protection. From the protective 
standpoint, our wines have now a er measure of eeu than any 
other product that Icanthink of. Higher duties would be unjust and op- 

pressive. 

: “A prohibitive tariff is tyrannical and fosters shoddy of all kinds by re- 
moving from pepe superior articles which serve to stimulate pro- 
ducers to improve in quality. The fine wines of foreign countries are not in 
competition with our products; they command prices and customers of their 
own, and their presence is the only incentive left to encourage higher grades 
in our own vineyards.” 

Third. Such a prohibitive rate of duty as the proposed 60 cents per pa 
would encourage the adulteration of wines and the manufacture of artific 
wines, which must be prevented by all means in the in erest of agriculture, 
of honest trade, and o 2 health. With an increase in prices for pure 
wine in this country, the business of manufacturing artificia] wine would 
prosper, and this cou. d not be effectually stopped under existing laws. With 
a prohibitive duty on foreign wines, the brick vineyards '"' in this country, 
where sugar and spirits are cheap. would be sure to develop. Artificial or 
spurious wines are the real competitors of the wine industry of this country 
and notforeign wines, which do not come into competition with the home 
product, being of an 5 575 different character. It is natural that the 
manufacturers of spurious wines will favor higber duties on foreign wines. 
If the price of genuine wine is pushed much above what they can turn it out 
for, they will flood the markets of the country with artificial wines. Who 
will be the losers? The wine growers of this country first, then the wine con- 
sumers—who would lose both their money and their health—and last, but not 
least, the Government in the expected revenue from imported wines. 

Fourth. By hindering or wiping out the d of foreign wines in 
casks, as would result from the application of the 60-cent duty, considerable 
damage would be done to the pros 3 American export trade with Europe 
in sta ves for wine barrels Mostof the wines imported from southern Euro; 
are packed in oak casks of American origin, and this trade would be seriously 
affected the day that the importation of wines from Europe into this country 
should be reduced to a minimum on account of the prohibitive duty. 

Fifth. On the following point, we desire to draw especially your attention: 

Not all foreign wines imported into the United States are intended for di- 
rect consumption, but a discrimination must be made for a special class of 
wines imported from southern Italy, southern France. and Spain, and called, 
from the use to which they are desiznated, blending wines. These wines are 
a raw material and are imported into the United States for the purpose of 
improving. by blending, a certain class of American wines. They are a nat- 
ural production of the grapes of certain parts of the above countries, and are 
80 rich in alcohol, e coloring matter, and so low in acid, that they 
could not be used for direct consumption, but are suitable only for the mix- 
ing with others. 

The American wines requiring to be blended with these wines are still 
wines obtained in the States east of the Rockies, where, on acconnt of the 
unfavorable climatic conditions and of the existence of the phylloxera, the 
cultivation of the European pe is not possible and only the indigenous 
American grape can be ra „Which. for wine-making purposes, is not so 
suitable as the European variety, with the result that many of the wines 
obtained in this section are but too frequently poor, acid. thin, and possessing 
a disagreeable foxy flavor. On accountof this, they do not obtain good prices 
in their original condition, as the greater number of wine consumers of this 
country are people of foreign origin, who require wines of a similar character 
to those to which they were accustomed in their respective countries. In 
order to raise the quality of the American wines in question to the required 
standard it is necessary to resort to the use of blending wines, which. on 
account of their rich composition, can remedy in a natural way the defl- 
ciencies of the wines obtained from the American grapes, giving as a result 
wines of proper composition; palatable, that will keep well and improve with 
age and sell more erii and ata better price than they would in their orig- 
inal condition. That they are not a luxury, but a raw material intended for 
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blendin is proved, first, by their composition. and second, by their 
originai pmi which is on the average of about 28 cents per gallon. — 
some parts of Germany, Switzerland, and Austria, where certain thin, 
acid wines, for themselves of little value, are produced, on account of the 
fact that the grape does not always attain perfect maturity, and where, 
therefore, conditions tothose of the Eastern States of this coun- 
try, the practice of blending these naturally poor wines with those of south- 
ern Italy, for nee, is a well-established fact, and the Italian blending 
wines are largely exported to the countries above mentioned for the purpose 
indicated. Germany,in orderto improve the quality of some of her wines 
Lad natural means, has arranged in her commercial treaty with Italy a 
erentialduty on blending wines, which can be im nto Germany 


ported 
subject to only half the duty (10 marks per hectoliter) that wines for direct : 


consumption have to pay (20 marks per hectoliter). 
A similar provision, we think, would benefit the wine merchants and intel- 
nt growers of this country east of the Rockies, who would thus be en- 
abled to improve the wines of American grapes and find for them a readier 
and more profitable market. It must be observed that one-half of the pro- 
duction of wines in the United State-, which averages yearly 18,000,000 gal- 
lons, is in the Eastern States, and the interests to this pro- 
duction deserve an equal amount of consideration wi the Pacific 
Coast. In the Uni States of no wines are 


those 


brought in this 
still we 
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Mr. WHITE. I call the attention of my friend the Senator from 
Missouri to the proposition shown by the statistics that, under the 
act prevailing anterior to the Wilson Act, we obtained more rey- 
enue from this article than we did under the Wilson Act, and it 
is so with reference to all of the provisions involved in this partic- 
ular schedule of the bill. As the Senator says, it is true that these 
articles are luxuries and are expected to be taxed as such. We 
must not pass the revenue point; but it is obvious that as a tariff 
for revenue the present law is not a success in this regard. 

I do not care to prolong the debate. I shall vote against the 
amendment proposed by the committee, as I believe the House 
provision is better than the provision now proposed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee to strike out and insert, includin. 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 298, on page 88, 
line 11, after the word “fruit,” to strike out juice“ and insert 
**juices;" so as to read: 

e uice and prune juice, or ne wine,and other fruit juices n 
33. ROBA a 2 ot 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same paragraph, after the 
word act,“ at the end of line 11, to strike out containing no 
alcohol or not more than 18 per cent of alcohol." 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask the Senate to disagree to the amendment 
striking out those words. í 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee, to strike out the words 
which have been read. : 

The amendment was rejected. 

'The next amendment was, in the same paragraph, line 14, after 
the word “alcohol,” to strike out ''$2.50 per proof gallon; fruits 
preserved in spirits when containing over 5 per cent of alcohol, 
$2.50 per proof gallon for the alcohol contained therein" and in- 
sert 60 cents per gallon, and in addition thereto $2.07 per proof 
gallon on the alcohol contained therein;“ so as to make the para- 

- graph read: 


298. Cherry juice and prune juice, or prune wine, and other fruit juices not 
specially provided for in this act, containing no alcohol or not more than 18 
per mend of alcohol, 60 cents per gallon; if con g more than 18 per cent 
of alcohol. 60 cents per gallon, and in addition thereto $2.07 per proof gallon 
on the alcohol contained therein. 


The amendment was a to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed, and paragraph 299 was 
read, as follows: 


299. Ginger ale, ginger beer. lemonade, soda water. and other similar waters 
in plain green or colored. molded or para glass bottles, containing each 
not more than three-fourths of a pint, 18 cents per dozen; containing more than 
three-fourths of a pint each and not more than I} pints, 28 cents per dozen; 

shall be assessed on the bottles; if im- 
therwise than in plain green or colored, molded or pressed, glass bot- 


but no separate or additional duty 
ported o 


tles, or in such bottles . than 1} pints each, 50 cents per gallon, 
and in addition thereto, duty shall be collected on the bottles, or other cover- 
ings, at the rates which would be chargeable thereon if imported empty. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iwishtoofferan amendment to that paragraph, 


in line 21, to strike out the word waters,“ after the word *'simi- 


lar," and insert the words ** beverages containing no alcohol;" so 
as to read: 

Ginger ale, r beer, lemonade, soda water, and other similar beverages 
CAI er cag etc. 1 he 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move,in line 23 of that paragraph, 
after the word ‘‘ pint,” to strike out **eighteen" and insert ** four- 
teen;"so as to make the rate 14 cents per dozen for bottles contain- 
ing not more than three-fourths of a pint. 

The equivalent tax under the present law is about 14 cents. 
These things are all water; none of them contain any alcohol. I 
see no difference between them and the class of mineral waters 
practically which are provided for in section 300. These mineral 
waters are admitted at a tax of 14 cents per dozen bottles. I do 
not understand why there should bea higher rate upon ginger ale, 
ginger beer, lemonade, and soda water than is placed on min 
waters in 300. 

The rate on these articles under the McKinley law was 13 cents 
a dozen, and the equivalent ad valorem 20 per cent. and under the 
Wilson law, now in existence, it is 14 cents. I think there cer- 
tainly can be noobjection on the part of the committee to making 
the rate of duty on these the same as the rate of duty on the min- 
eral waters provided for in ph 300. It is a higher rate 
than that of the McKinley law by 1 cent, and I can see no reason 
why this class of articles should be taxed higher than mineral 
waters, which are similar in their character and used for similar 
purpose: If there is any reason for this difference I should be 
glad to have the Senator from Iowa state it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The majority of the committee considered this 
subject very carefully, and think this is a very reasonable duty on 
ginger ale and like beverages. 

.JONES of Arkansas. It should be the same as the rate on 
mineral waters. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
posed: by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNEs], which will 
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The SECRETARY. In paragraph 299, page 88, line 23, before the 
word **cents," it is proposed to strike out “eighteen” and insert 
**fourteen;" so as to read, 14 cents per dozen." 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask for the yeas and nays on that 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I announce my pair 
with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. he 
were present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas (when his name was cailed). I am 
paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hark]. If he were 
present. I should vote ** yea." 

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMIL.an] to the 
senior Senator from New York [Mr. Murpuy], and vote ‘ yea." 

Mr. MITCHELL (when hisname wascalled). lam paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). 
the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris]. 
how he would vote if present, I withhold my vote. 

'The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GEAR. Iam paired with the junior Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. Siri}, but I transfer that pair to the junior Senator 
from Massachusetts pue LopGE], and vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. TILLMAN. announce my pair with the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. I see he is not in the Chamber, and 
so I withhold my vote. 

KENNEY. Iannounce my pair with the junior Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE]. If he were present, I should 
vote ** yea,” 

Mr. CLAY. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] having trans- 
ferred his pair with the Senator from New Jersey | Mr. Surrn] to 
the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE], with whom 
Iam paired, I am at liberty to vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. Iam paired with the junior Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. CLARx]. He not being present, I withhold 


my vote. 

M. MORRILL. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] to the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
WARREN]. and vote “nay.” 

Mr. BURROWS (aft:r having voted in the negative). I am 
paired with the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY], 
but I transfer that pair to the Senator from Nevada . JoxEs] 
until further notice, and will let my vote in the negative stand. 


Tam paired with 
Not knowing 
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The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 83; as follows: 
XEAS-3. 
Baco: Cockre Martin, Roach, 
COS cM = 
e organ, es ' 
Bntler, Lindsay. Pasco, Walthall, 
n, McLaurin, Pettus, White. 
A Mallory, Raw 
NAYS—33. 
AN n Fairbanks, Mantle Spooner, 
nr. Foraker, i Stewart, 
Burrows, e. M Teller, 
Carter, Gallinger, Perkins, We 5 
Chandler, Gear, Platt, Conn. Wetmore, 
Culiom, Hanna, Platt, N. Y. ilson. 
Davis, Hawley, Pritchard, 
Hoar, Proctor, 
Elkins, Kyle, Quay, 
NOT VOTING—93. 
Aldrich, Hale, McEnery, th, 
Allen, Hansbrough, McMillan, Thurston, 
Caffery, Harris, Mitchell, 
Cannon, Harris, Tenn. Murphy, u A 
Clarke, Jones, Ark. Nelson, Warren, 
Daniel, Jones, Ney. Penrose, Wolcott. 
Faulkner, Kenney, Pettigrew, 
George, Lodge, Sew 
Gorman, McBride, Shoup, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COCKRELL subsequently said: This morning on the yea- 
readied vote that was taken I was paired with the Senator from 

n [Mr. McBnIDE]. and voted without noticing that he was 

85 in the Chamber. I desire to announce my pair with him at 
that time. He was unavoidably called from the Chamber. I ask 
unanimous consent that I may have leave to withdraw my vote. 
It does not change the result at all or break a quorum. 

The PRESIDIN G OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Without objection, leave will be 

Mr. VEST. 


nted. ; 
Mr. President, before this schedule is di ed of, 


I want to call attention, without going into any extend discus- 
sion, to the increase over the McKinley rates by this paragraph. 
For instance, in line 23 the increase is from 13 to18 cents; in line 
25 the increase is from 26 to 28 cents; and in lines 1, 2, and 8, on 


e 89, a du 2 upon bottles, which was not placed upon 
ottles by the ey Act or the Wilson law. That is all I de- 

sire to say on that que 
e billwas resumed, and paragraph 300 was 


The reading of 
read. 


Mr. VEST. I move to strike out that paragraph for the pur- 
gh: of putting these natural mineral waters on the free list, 
where they now are. 

We have taxed everyone else, and now we propose to tax these 
products of nature, which are "absolutely necessary to a great 
many invalids in thistountry. There are thousands of people in 
the United States who are not able to live without these mineral 
waters, and the experience of years has demonstrated to them that 
fact. The Carlsbad water and other waters which are brought 
to this country, and the salts which are produced from them, are 
absolutely necessary to invalids. 

I do not care to elaborate the subject, but here isa petition from 
the leading physicians in the principal cities of the Union—New 
York, Boston, Chicago, St. Louis, timore, and all the other 
cities of the country. It is very short, and I will ask that the body 
of the petition be read. 

There are also statements from the principal medical journals 
in the United States, protesting epe the duty upon these arti- 
cles, stating that they are absolutely necessary to the health of the 
people of this country. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The paper referred to by the 
Senator from Missouri will be read, in the absence of objection. 
A ALLISON. Does the Senator desire to have that paper 


Mr. VEST. It is very short, and contains only a few sentences. 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well. ‘ 
The Secretary read as follows: 

PETITIONS OF THE MEDICAL PROFESSION OF THE UNITED STATES, 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 


Doha recs members of the medical profession in various sections of this country, 
biog: Sirsa resent this our petition. 

‘he tari Din no now under consideration in the House of Representatives 
would inflict duties upon natura! mineral waters, which would greatly lessen, 
if not entirely cies de their importation. 

Under the existing and all other tariffs since 1872 the dietetic offervescent 
waters, and all other natural mineral waters, have been, for reasons of ie 
utility and because of their great value to public health as hygienic 
agesand as medicines, expressly admitted tree, except in respect toa duty 
on the bottles in which they are imported. 

The car ic-acid that the 8 dietetic waters contain, and which 
necessarily renders them more or less effervescent, is an important element 
intheir constitution; it has the effect of reserving their valuable natural 
ingredients in solution, and without such free phen sre pr gas they would 
inevitably suffer change and deterioration, which would alter their constitu- 
le: 


tion aud cue roperties and good effects; uen 
decomposi' xd $ — — useless. z 


The heavy and prohibitive or eer ir ere idt e to levy on such 
mineral waters keel E 3 serious vinje —. 2 — g the public and the 
medical eee d * these necessary and im- 


rtant resources — icin ren we respectfully submit that, 
m the ne — snd med -x dng oreign 
natu mineral waters, 
which were in force prior doe M to teamed in any 
is sanctioned by your honorable Houses. 

Lb i y and earnestly pray that our petition may be considered at 
an > 

Mr. WHITE. If the amendments pope by the committee 
is rg paragraph have been adopted, I wish to offer a substitute 

or it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest to the 
Senator from California that the amendments proposed by the 
committee to the paragraph have not been acted upon. They will 
first be acted upon. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 300, page 89, line 10, after the word ‘ pint,” to strike out 
“thirty” and insert ** fourteen; in line 12, after the word “quart,” 
to strike out “forty” and insert «s twenty-four;" in line 16, after 
the word “quart,” to strike out ‘‘thirty” and insert * twenty;" 
and in line 18, after the word “ charged," to insert **thereon;" so 
as to make the paragraph read: 

300. All mineral waters and all imitations of natural mineral waters, and 
all artificial mineral waters not specially provided for in this act, in 
or colored glass bottles, containing not more than 1 pint, 14 ga per dozen 
bottles. 155 containing more ei pint and not more than 1 quart, 21 cents 
p p a es 
ported in such bottles 53 more than 1 quart, 2u cents per gallon, and 
in addition thereto duty shall be collected eei the bottles or other covering 
SM same rates that would be charged thereon if imported empty or sepa- 
ra 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On behalf of the majority of the Committee on 
Finance, I Propose toadd to the paragraph the proviso which I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the paragraph it is proposed to 
insert: 

Provided, all filled bottles imported under this and the preced: 

1 afier February 1,1898, shall have a designation of the 9 
Wu in sa tles. 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I simply wish to add as to this pro- 
vision that I hold in my hand a paper which shows that in one 
instance the ad yalorem dut; 2 en bottles is equal to 118 per cent; 
under another provision of this schedule the ad valorem duty on 
the bottles is equal to 90 per cent; under another provision the ad 
valorem duty is equal to 218 per cent, and under another it is 
equal to 127 per cent. 

Itis very manifest that the intention is, as I said in regard to 
wines, to exclude these articles from abroad, no matter how nec- 
essary they may be to the life or health of any American citizen, 
and we are met with the argument that they can get just as good 
mineral waters in this country, and they must take them. 

Mr. President, if there is anything that constitutes a peculiar 
feature of disease, it is that the subtile connection between mind 
and body must be considered by the skillful physician. If the pa- 
tient becomes possessed of the idea that a certain sort of mineral 
water is necessary to his health, then nothing else will have the 
effect u him of that particular water. Our friends upon the 
other side can not come in, in the name of American production 
and in the name of protection to American products, and say 
to the patient, You must reverse your opinion on this ques- 
tion and swallow our waters; and if you do not do it, then die. 
It is better for you to die than that er protective i esr 
should be sacrificed in a single feature." [Laughter.] at is 
the meaning of this enormous duty of 218 per cent upon bottles. 
It is proposed to exclude them from the country absolutely, and 
then to compel any man whose physician advises him to drink 
mineral waters, or who thinks he needs a certain foreign mineral 
water, Ls take the American water or ae go out of existence and 

escape by death from this universal and permeating spirit of pro- 
tection. [Laughter.] 

I ask leave to have inserted in the RECORD the paper which I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, it 
will be so ordered. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

NATURAL MINERAL WATERS. 


Natural mineral waters, for remedial and table p have always been 
e i d free of duty as beneficial for and essential to the preservation of 
All attempts to impose a duty upon them, or upon the bottles in which they 


yes imported, were at D first fruit Mey eee 1 that they should be 
oor s "free. In 1883 Congress aza e principle that nat- 
r should be free round duty: ut it 3 upon its bottles 
ural mineral — per ease 50 large bottles and 35 cents per case 100 
bottles, equal to 30 per cent ad valorem on the bottles. 
the act of 1890 ( (McKinley rere this duty upon the bottles was increased 
to 70 cents per case 50 large bottles and $1.50 per case 100 small bottles, being 
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bottles. 
e liquor schedule of the new tariff bill to ignore all 
decisions of Congress 1 natural mineral waters 
“all mineral waters," whether nat- 
ural or 5 the rate of 40 cents per dozen Breer and 30 cents 
pr dozen small bottles, eq ttles, or three times 

e present duty on the bottles: pe 
and a quarter times the present "T on the bottles; equal to 218 per cent ad 
valorem on the bottles, and (should this attempt to tax the water be de- 
feated) to increase the duty on its bottles in the glass schedule to 1} cents 
per pound on the large bottles and i, ir per pound on the small pen 
equal to 94 cents case of 50 large bottles and $1.50 per case of 100 smal 
bottles, or more four times as much as the duty imposed in 1883, equal 
to 127 per cent ad valorem on the bottles. 

It is certainly most remarkable that, while it is thus proposed to tax those 
celebrated European mineral waters which practical physicians in all coun- 
tries have long regarded and esteemed as amongst the most valuable and 

nsable of their dietetic and therapeutic resources, a much lower duty 
has been fixed in the same schedule (H) for ginger ale, ginger beer, lemonade, 
VO Sil To shown: herein thet-th ts i t of the proposed 
tow a wn here e arguments in support of the p: 
2 IM of duty are incorrect, and that no legitimate reason exists 
or its imposition. 

The increased aniy can not produce increased revenue, because its imposi- 
tion would practicaliy prohibit importation. 

Tt can only, therefore, be justified as a protective duty, destined to prevent 
all competition with a domestic industry. à 

Natural mineral table water, such as apollinaris water, is sold to the whole- 
sale dealer at $7 per case of 50 large bottles—bottles, straw mats, and case in- 
cluded—and costs the consumer, including the dealer's profit, about $7.50 per 
case of 50 large botties. 

The domestic table waters of the United States sell at from $t to $1.50 per 
case of 50 large bottles, minus an allowance of $2 for the 50 bottles when re- 
—— ed empty, which bottles, as returned, the bottler refills over and over 


again. 

. Consequently, the consumer in the United States pe for 50 bottles of the 
domestic water, including dealer's profit, say, $3 net, against $7.50 for 50 bot- 
tles of apollinaris. : 

How, then, can it be said that apollinaris, with its necessarily high selling 
price, competes as regards cost with the domestie waters? 

Nor is there a ne instance of a domestic water reducing its price on 
account of apollinaris; but, ón the contrary, the competition among the 
bottlers of domestic water is so keen that, to keepit within bounds, they have 
in some places among themselves not to sell below $4 per case. 

How can they need more protection, or how can further protection do 
them any good, if. having it in their power to raise their price to the price of 
wor dd and other imported table waters, they do not nvail themselves 

e 


ereot? 
The truth is that, as 8 etc., do not compete with the home wa- 
ters in price, such extra duty is not needed or asked for as a protective duty 
at all but as a penalty to be im 


posed upon would-be consumers of apolli- 
esigned, in fact, to exclude this article of necessity Seen d he 


naris water—d 
count MEX pte 

Bottles.—If natural mineral waters shculd escape the high duty of $167 to 
$2.50 per case in the liquor schedule, it would still have to face the proposal 


of a duty of about $1 to $1.50 on its bottles in the glass schedule, which treats 
filled bottles as if they were new bottles. 
Bottles in which natural mineral table waters are imported can not com- 
te when empty with new bottles manufactured in the United Btates. 
Vrrstever such bottles may have cost originally, whatever the duty paid 
upon them when imported, the small proportion which are sold when 1 
are always sold to the junk man, and, owing to their unmarketable condition, 
fora very low price. The majority of such bottles do not come into the 
market at all while the bottles in which the medicinal mineral waters are 
imported are of a shape which renders them quite useless when sopi 
The bottle manufacturers are unreasonable, therefore, in asking that filled 
bottles should be treated in the tariff exactly as if they were new bottles 
imported for sale. Congress has repeatedly considered and dismissed this 
m upon unanswerable arguments, as will be found in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, volume 60, pages 1272, 1310; volume 60, page 2932, etc., February, 


]t was stated to the Committee of Waysand Means at Washington, on the 
8th of January, 1897, by Mr. Edgar A. Agord, of Streator, III., of the Green 
Glass Workers' Association, that the average cost in America of making bot- 
tles amounts to $3.55 per average gross, quarts and pints. 

The duty proposed on all mineral waters is equal to $4.20 peraverage gross, 
ey Lu : ts, while the duty proposed upon bottles, large and small, is 
equa 


T average quarts and pints. 

It is evident that even the latter figure is far too large merely asa protect- 
ive duty on an article which costs $3.55, and which is already protected by 
the cost of production in Europe, the cost of transport, and the fact above 
mentioned that the vast proportion of filled imported bottles do not come 
into competition for employment when empty. 3 

The present duty upon imported bottles is equal to$1.6£ per average gross, 

rts and pints, and it is sufficiently shown above to be adequate for pro- 
jon and revenue alike, amounting to nearly 50 per cent of what is stated 
by Mr. Agord to be the average cost of production in the United States. 

The new tariff bill proposes that, for the first time, “all mineral waters," 
no matter what their rem qualities may be, are alike to be subject to a 
tax which will be tantamount to a prohibition upon importation. 

Thus remedies held in universal esteem by the medical profession through- 
out the whole world. and of established and undoubted value and importance 
as therapeutic agents, such as the waters of Carlsbad. Marienbad, Ems, 
Vichy, Vals, Contrexéville, Friedrichshall, Kissingen, Homburg, and the 
Hun aperent waters—these, as well as other medicinal waters of 
world-wideadoption and repute, are to be more highly taxed than ginger beer 
and waters, and the members of the medical profession and their patients 
are thus to be deprived of some of the most precious and indispensable of 
their resources in the treatment of acute and — ailments. 

Thousands and thousands of patients—and their numbers are ever on the 
increass—annually visit Europe to drink these waters at the springs, and it 
is essential to the enduring success of such courses of treatment that on their 
return home these patients should be able to continue the use of the waters 
as imported from Europe. 

To deprive them of such a means of restoration to health seems wholly in- 
defensible, or to impose on them the necessity of prolonging their stay in 
Europe, which must be the inevitable result if Congress excludes these heal- 
ing waters from the country. 


Mr. WHITE. Ioffer, as a substitute for the section as amended, 
what I send to the desk. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from California will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 300 as 
amended, and in lieu thereof to insert: . 


All imitations of natural mineral wa‘ers, and all artificial mineral waters, 
20 per cent ad valorem. ` 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute submitted by the Senator from 
California [Mr. WHITE]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at Schedule L—Cotton 
manufactures." The next amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was, in paragraph 301, page 90, line 13, before the words 
on all,” to insert “in addition thereto;" in line 14, after the word 
„twenty,“ to insert “ and up to No. 80;” and in line 15, after the 
word ** pound,” to insert on No. 80 and above, 50 per cent ad 
valorem;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

901. Cotton thread and carded yarn, warps or w: arn, in singles, whether 
on beams or in bundles, skeins fon pacer in pet gh hae fori, eres t ‘ol 
thread of cotton hereinafter provided for, not colored, bleached, ia pp 
advanced beyond the condition of singles by grouping or twisting two or 
more single yarns together, 3 cents per pound on all numbers up to and in- 
cluding No. 15, one-fifth of a cent per number per pound on all numbers ex- 
ceeding No. 15 and up to and including No. A, end one-fourth of a cent per 
number per pound on all numbers exceeding No. 3); colored, bleached, dyed, 
combed or advanced beyond the condition of singles by grouping or twisting 
two ormore single yarns together, whether on Desa. or in bundles, skeins 
or cope: or in any other form, except spool thread of cottun hereinafter pro- 
vided for,6 cents per pound on all numbers up toand including No. 2), and in 
addition thereto on all numbers exceeding No. 2 and up to No. 80, three- 
tenths of a cent per number per pound; on No. 80 and above, 50 per cent ad 
valorem; cotton card laps, roping, sliver or roving, 45 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. I offera proviso as an amendment 
to — in at the end of the paragraph, which I ask the Secretary 
to read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of paragraph 301 itis proposed 
to insert: : 

Provided, however, That in no case shall the duty levied exceed 8 cents per 
pound on yarns valued at not ex ing 25 cents per pound, nor ex 15 
cents per pound on yarns valued at over 25 cents per pound and not exceed- 
ing 4) cents per pound; And provided further, That on all yarns valued at 
more than 40 cents per pound there be levied, collected, and paid a duty 
of 45 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The purpose of this pro amend- 
ment is obvions, of course, to all the members of the Senate. I 
suppose the pending paragraph, following the present rates in the 
McKinley law, leaving out the limitations which this proviso 
makes, was framed in compliance with a request such as the one 
I now propose to read tothe Senate. This is from the treasurer 
of the Kerr Thread Company, of Fall River, Mass. He says: 


FALL RIVER, Mass., April 24, 1897. 

DEAR Str: We take the liberty of drawing your special attention to Sched- 
ule I, paragraph 301, of the tariff bill—cottm yarns. 

This schedule, as it passed the House of Representatives in its amended 
form,is one which the fine cotton yarn industry of this country has long 
fought for. being necessary not to prohibit the importation of foreign yarns, 
but to give the American manufacturer an opportunity to make the same 
in competition with the foreigner. Our mills, the same as quite a number 
of others, have been built and equipped with the most modern nnd flnest 
machinery, so that the industry as represented in this country is not one 
which 9 “bolstering nps in any sense of the word in order to compete 
successfully. The item of labor cost, as is well known, is the one greatest 
difficulty we have to contend with, and in fine yarns the proportion of labor 
in tho cost of production amounts to a very large per cent. The wages we 
have to pay in Fall River, as compared. to Lancashire, England, are not 25 
per cent or 50 per cent, as many people imagine is the case, but they will 
average fully 100 per cent, in many instances being over this amount. 

The bill as it has passed the House is entirely ifie in its form, and for 
this reason is satisfactory to our interests. as with such a bill we are able to 
Sgure pretty closely the amount of protection we receive, whereas with an 

valorem measure the difference between the strictly honest importer and 
the other who is not quite so particular works very much to the detriment 
of the home producer. 

The present so-called Wilson bill. while at first glance it may appear to be a 

ifie bill, has been found in its working to be entirely ad valorem. The 
riders at the end of this bill are for all practical purposes the bill itself, and 
the riders being on an ad valorem basis, the spinners of cotton yarns have 
suffered more than is generally known under its working. - 


Yours, truly, 
R. C. KERR, Treasurer, 

Senator JONES, 

Finance Committee of the Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. President, the purpose I had in reading that letter was to 
call attention to the reason why these rates are wanted. The 
rates are the same, as I say, in the first part of the clause as those 
in the McKinley law, but the reason why the provi o which I have 
just sent to the Secretary's desk and had read was left out I will 
now undertake to show. 

While on the low grade of yarns the tariff will be the same, on 
the high grades, in the singles. exceeding No. 30, the equivalent 
ad valorem will be from 43 to 94 per cent, and on colored singles 
from No. 20 to 80 the equivalent ad valorem will be from 47 to 103 

The letter I have just read explains that the labor cost 


r cent. 
Eeen the yarns at Fall River and Lancashire was not 25 per 
cent or 50 per cent, but that it was 100 per cent and over. 

I had a table prepared in 1894, when we had this subject under 


1897. 
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Iremember to have had stated the cost of labor 
in Massachusetts, at Fall River, by Jacob Schoenhof, a patient. 
0 


consideration. 


honest, and careful investigator, for the apes of a pound o 
Mein When the figures given as the cost for spinning these dif- 
erent yarns were published, they were denounced by the manu- 
facturers all over the country. TheManufacturers' Clubat Boston 
particularly denounced the Peores, and published astatementthat 
they would e. the absurdity and the fallacy of the scale pub- 
lished by Mr. Schoenhof. I hold in ny hand a letter from Mr. 
Robert Howard, the secretary of the Fall River Cotton Mule Spin- 
ners' Association, in which he says: 
FALL RIVER COTTON MULE SPINNERS' ASSOCIATION, 
Fall River, Mass., June 11, 1597. 
DEAR Sin: Yours received and contents carefully noted. The number of 
indles in the King Philip mules are 1,472, or 636 * in mule. I have gone over 
the list you sent me—which is inclosed—and find it figured out correctly. 
The same prices are still in force, and I inclose two copies of them. The same 
prices are paid in the city of New Bedford, but in New Bedford the mules 
contain more spindles, which is an advantage to the spinner. 
With best wishes, I am, very truly, yours, 
ROBERT HOWARD, 


Secretary Fall River Spinners’ Association. 

Mr. J. ScHOENHOF. 

A scale of prices is submitted by Mr. Schoenhof as being the 
labor cost of spinning these yarns at Fall River, and in an oppo- 
site column, which I will present and allow to gointo the RECORD, 
is Mr. Schoenhof’s published statement, at the same time, of the 
cost of yarns in Bolton, England, where he went to the books of 
the mills and took the expenses from the books, from their cur- 
as business, they giving him every facility to understand the 

acts. 

On No. 86 yarn, the cost in Fall River was 1.17, in Bolton 1.10. 
On No. 40, in Fall River 1.368, in Bolton 1.294. On No. 48 it was 
1.8in Fall River against 1.614 in Bolton, and so on down to 96. 
On 96 it was 4.538 in Fall River and 4.47 in Bolton. 

When you reach the high numbers—when you get to 100 and 
from 100 up—the labor cost. taken from the best mills in Fall 
River and from mills at Bolton, changes its condition, and the 
labor cost is not 25 per cent morein favor of the English mills, nor 
50 per cent, nor 100 per cent, but is actually cheaper in Fall River 
thanin England. On No.100,4.85 is given asthe cost at Fall River 
and 4.86 in Bolton. On No. 108, it is 5.346 in Fall River and 5.45 
in England. On No. 116,it is 5.647 in Fall River and 6.066 in Bol- 
ton. On 120, it is 6.098 in Fall River and 6.38 in Bolton, cheaper 
than it is in England. 

The following are the rates erar to mule thon ge at Fall River, Mass., and 
Bolton, England, per pound of weft yarn. ices are computed on the same 

of number of spindles to the mule. The price list for Fall River is from 
the King Philip Mills, and is based on prices to be paid per 100 hanks. They 
are reduced to the pound rate in order to conform to the English prices, 
which are given per 100 pounds. The English prices are those from the 
“Official price list for Bolton and district," in force at the same time at 


which the prices for the King Philip Mills were handed to the Senate Finance 
Committee in 1894: 


Mule spinners’ prices paid at Fall River, Mass., and Bolton, England, per pound 
: of weft yarn. 


Yarn number. |FallRiver.| Bolton. || Yarn number. |Fall River.| Bolton. 


Cents. Cents. 
3.805 3.739 
4.351 4.237 
4.538 447 
4.85 4.88 
5.346 5.45 
5.6017 6.006 
6.098 6.38 


* Mr. Howard undoubtedly means 738. 


The labor cost is less in the higher numbers in Fall River than 
itisin Bolton, while, on the other hand, in the low numbers the 
rates are infinitesimally more favorable on the other side than 
on this. There is nothing approaching 25 per cent nor 50 per 
cent nor 10 per cent as the difference in labor cost in these yarns, 
Yet we have the assurance from the spinners in the letter which 
I have just now had read that the reason why they insist on these 
high tariffs is to enable them to compete with 100 per cent differ- 
ence in labor cost. 

Mr. President, I confess that it seems to me the time has come 
when we ought to ag this talk about our being unable to com- 
pete with those upon the other side. This country is no longer a 
manufacturing infant. It is time that we should stop this claim 
about our new industries and infant industries on small begin- 
nings, just starting, and that therefore it is necessary to have 
some sort of protection to enable them to hold their own in com- 
petition with : people abroad. 

I wish to call attention to some tables which were prepared by 
Mr. Schoenhof, showing the growth of the industries in the United 
States and in Great Britain. Ishall not detain the Senate long, 
but I will call attention to a few striking facts to which it seems 
to me we can not afford to shut our eyes. The total of the high- 
est manufactured articles, chiefly machinery, implements, and ap- 
pae exported in 1886 from this country abroad was $22,618,000. 

n 1891 we exported $40,618,000. In 1896 we exported $63,516,000 
of this class of goods, making an increase in the first five yearsof ` 
$18,000,000 and in the second five years an increase in our exports 
of this class of manufactured goods of $22,009,000, and this ex- 
cluded the lower classes of manufactured goods. 

Mr. President, I ho!d in my hand a table which shows the in- 
crease in the United States in the production of coal and pig iron 
as compared with the production of coal and pig iron in Great 
Britain and as comparada with the production of coal and pig iron 
in Germany. We have been hearing for the last ten years that 
Germany was coming rapidly to the frontin the manufacture of 
all sorts of goods and that she was driving other nations out of 
the markets of the world by reason of the fact that her enormously 
cheap labor enabled her to produce these articles for less expense 
than we could, we paying the highest wages to labor of any nation 
on the globe, Germany paying exceedingly low rates, while Great 
Britain comes next to us in the rates paid. 

In 1836 this country produced 96,000,000 tons of coal. In the 
same year Great Britain produced 157,000,000. I willnot detain 
the Senate by reading the gradual increase in the production of 
coal in both countries, but in 1887 we produced 110,009,000 tons 
and in 1888 126,000,000 tons; in 1889, 126,000,000 tons; in 1890, 
140,000,000 tons; in 1891, 150,000,000 tons; in 1892, 160,000,900 tons; 
in 1893, 162,000,000 tons; in 1894, 152,000,000 tons, and in 1895, 
172,426,366 tons of coal, while Great Britain, with a steady gradual 
increase from 1886 to 1895. produced 189 661,362 tons, only ex- 
ceeding our production of coai by ten or twelve million tons. : 

In the production of pig iron we had, in 1836, 5.090,000 tons. I 
will not give the odd figures. This has been increased to 6,000,- 
000 and 7,000,000 and 8.000.000 tons, until 1895, when we produced 
9,446,308 tons. Great Britain, with a steady increase until 1895, 
produced 7,703,459 tons, or nearly 2,000,000 tons of pig iron less 
than the United States. 

We now equal England in the production of coal. We surpass 
England in the production of pig iron, and Germany hardly 
counts in the race. The German production of coal was only 
73,000,000 tons in 1886, against 98.000.000 tons in 1884, while pi 
iron was 3,000.000 in 1886, against 5,000.000 in 1884. But I will 
content myself by placing these figures in the RECORD, and I 
will not detain the Senate by giving them in full. 


Number of tons of coal and of pig iron produced in the United States, the United Kingdom, and Germany in the ten years from 1880 to 1895, inclusive. 


[2,240 pounds for the United States and United Kingdom, and metric tons of 2.200 pounds for Germany.] 


United States. 


Years. 


SNN SS 


United Kingdom. Germany. 
Coal. Pig iron. 
ber cent. Tons Por cent. 
Ben SEN , 415, e 
— 1.2 7,009, OL 38, 528, 700 — 4.8 
2.9 1,059, 3.4 4, 024, 000 14 
5 37,998, 7.5 4,251, 100 7.8 
4.1 8,322, 9.6 4, 524, 600 4.8 
2.0| 7,904, 5 4, 658, 500 8 
2.1 7. 408, 5.5 4,641, 200 — 4 
— 2 6.700. —2 4. 937, 500 6.4 
— 9.6 6,976, 3 4, 9860, 000 H 
14 1,427, 3.5 5, 3880, 009 7.9 
7 7,703, 


1184 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—SENATE. JUNE 17, 


Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me to 
make a statement on this subject? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. ith pleasure. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Board of Trade at Birmingham, Ala., has 
presented some figures. I can not quote them with absolute accu- 
racy, but I will give what will be very close in the neighborhood 
ofacorrectstatement. Within the last ten months there has been 
exported from Alabama to Euro markets and sold at a profit 
1,200,000 tons of pig iron, and a large quantity has also been ex- 
ported to and sold in Japan and China. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am obliged to the Senator from 
Alabama for the statement, and it accords with the statement I 
made when we had the metal schedule up, when I read extracts 
from trade papers here and there, showing that not only were we 
sending pig iron to Great Britain and selling it there, but that we 
were sending steel billets and a number of other productions of 
steel and selling them at the very doors of the English steel mills 
ata profit where they were not able to compete with us. "This 
only proves that all the talk about our being an infant in indus- 
82 productions is idle and is unworthy the Senate of the United 

tates. - 

But I desire to call attention to another statement, and one 

. Nhich seems to me to be vastly significant. Itisastothe quan- 
tity of raw cotton used in the United States, in the United King- 
dom, andinGermany. In1886 we used 1,128,000,000 pounds; Great 
Britain used 1,517,000,000; Germany used 354,000,000 pounds. I 
will not detain the Senate by giving these figures, but I will pub- 
lish them in full in the RECORD. 

There was a steady, gradual increase in the United States. 
Great Britain has varied butlittle. Sometimes the consumption 
has been larger, sometimes smaller; but in 1895, as against 1889, 
there was consumed in Great Britain 1.533, 000. 000 pounds of cot- 
ton, while in the United States there was consumed 1,567,000,000 
poro of cotton. More cotton was consumed in the United States 

an in Great Britain. We are the largest cotton user in the 
world. We have notonly for a century produced the cotton to 
clothe the nations of the world, furnishing the cotton for mills all 
over the world, but our own cotton industry has been increasing 
in the last ten or fifteen years, and under what are called the low 
rates of the Wilson Act the increase has gone on until we are ab- 
solutely spinning more cotton to-day than any nation on the face 
of the earth. Great Britain has taken her place as the second as 
& consumer of cottons, and Germany, this fearful country from 


Number of pounds of wool produced and retained for home consumption, and number o, 
d PUnited States, the Dalle Kingdom, — Germany in each a 


which we are to receive such detriment, consumed 587,000,000 
pomas while we consume more than three times that much, 

et so formidable are the German productions as compared with 
the American manufactures that we must plead the baby act and 
must impose high and outrageous duties at the customs-houses to 
prevent those people, who are consuming less than a third of the 
coso are, from taking our markets away from us in our own 
country. 


Quantity of cotton consumed in the United States, the ox Kingdom, and 
1895. 


Germany in each of the ten years from 1836 


1,517, 186, 720 |........ 954, 127,400 |........ 
1, 498, 822, SU 434, 931, 200 2.8 
1, 456,915, 938 393, 888, 000 8.5 
1,659, 859, 086 493, 901, 400 2.3 
1,578, 853, 300 493, 005, 800 9 
1,812, 877, 248 522, 141, 400 4.6 
1,512,332, 400 481, 914, 400 7.7 
1, 192, 158, 576 498, 401, 200 3.4 
1,548, 221, 808 559, 528, 200 12.3 
1,553, 158, 080 587, 504,200 4.9 

233, 400, 800 65.9 


I have another table in this connection, which, while it does not 
pertain particularly to this schedule, is interesting in considering 
the question of our ability to consume manufactured goods. I 
is a comparison of the consumption of woo! in the United States, 
in Great Britain, and in Germany: The table which I hold in my 
hand and which I will place in the RECORD shows the production 
of wool from 1886 to 1895 and the imports of wool from 1886 to 
1895. It gives the total amount of wool produced and imported 
and used in this country as compared with the wool used in Great 
Britain and Germany. We used, in 1886, 424,404,000 pounds of 
wool. Great Britain used 435,969,000 pounds. In 1595 we used 
538,989,000 pounds of wool, while Great Britain used 527,420,000 
pounds. e are the largest producer of pig iron in the world, 
tho largest user of raw cotton in the world, and the largest user 
of raw wool in the world, and yet we are constantly talking about 
our infant industries and the absolute necessity of all these things 
being protected, 


mds of wool imported and retained for home consumption by the 
fie ten years from 1586 to 1895, ppe haa - iid 


United States. United Kingdom. Germany. 
Wool pro. Net im Wool pro- 
Year. ducedand ^e ports Wool Total duced otal 
retained for S eee duced and 8 retained for Net imports. pei 
an sumption. retain tion, op tion. 
801,853,000 | 129,084,000 | 424,404,000 | 151,505, 284, 46 435,989,000 | 102,000,000 | 246,312, 000 348, 312, 000 
284, 742,000 | 114,038,000 | 892,051,000 | 156,825, 258, 72 415, 548, 000 99,000,000 | 252,804, 000 351, 804, 000 
268,977,000 | 113,558,000 | 378,176,000 | 150,040, 800, 102. 450, 232, 000 96,000,000 | 295,024,000 391, 024, 000 
264,858,000 | 126,487,000 | 388,083,000 | 155, 142, 837, 256, 492, 395, 000 93,000,000 | 319, 761,000 412, 761,090 
275, 768,000 | 105,431,000 | 377,911,000 | 170,507, 292, 315, 462, 622, 000 90,000,000 | 289, 500, 000 350, 500, 000 
284,708,000 | 129,303,000 | 411,273,000 | 184,471, 335, 789, 520, 260, 000 87,000,000 | 311, 130, 000 398, 130, 000 
293, 797,000 | 148,670,000 | 439,460,000 | 183,924, 812, 217, 496, 141,000 84,000,000 | 353,500, 000 437, 566, 000 
$08,061,000 | 172,433,000 | 471,276,000 | 174,601, 331, 578, 506, 179, 000 81,000,000 | 291,604,000 872, 604, 000 
8800 Ed ed — N 5 167,274,000 | 959,541, 528, 815, 000 80, 000, 000 , 905, 429, 905, 000 
290,000,000 | 248,989,000 | 538,989,000 | 150,977,000 | 870,443,000 | 27,430,000 | 80,000,000 | 397,017,000 Af 647, 000 
* Calendar year. 


There are many other items of interest in these tables in this 
connection which I will present to the Senate at a later time in 
the debate. I want to bring this out in the discussion of the cot- 
ton-yarn question for the reason that it seems to me the rates we 

laced on cotton yarns under the Wilson Act were absolutely too 
igh; that there was really no defense for this rate on cotton 
rns, Buteven admitting that this rate shall stand, taking it as 
tis,asIam willing it shall be, I do insist that it is nothing but fair 
and right that the limitations which prevented those rates from 
going to outrageous heights on the Wilson Act shall also be in- 
ed in this provision as we have it in the pending bill, and 
that we shall adopt a proviso which shall prevent the tariff on 
some grades of these cotton pes from going to 103 per cent, and 
that it ought to be properly limited. 

Ishall ask for the yeas and nays on the pending motion. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, the old question about the cheap 
labor of E interfering with our manufactures, as often as it 
has been stricken down, still appears in the ring. We meet it day 
byday. Some years ago a gen was sent by the cotton 
manufacturers of Great Britain to examine the condition of the 
cotton business in the United States. He was an expert, having 


porn up in the business. He came and examined thè books at 
vidence, R. I., Fall River, and three or four other of the prin- 
cipal cotton seats in the United States, brought his books with 
him from Great Britain, and compared fairly the cost of a pound 
of peer cloth, making some 6 or 7 yards—the labor cost, the mate- 
rial cost, and every other item of cost. 

'The result was that at every place in the United States, without 
exception, the labor cost was less than it was in Great Britain, 
and in Great Britain it is less than anywhere in Europe; and yet 
when the sum total of the cost of the production of a pound of 

was reached, Great Britain produced it at a fraction less in 
pound than it was produced the United States, and that 
cost us the markets of the world, into which she sends from three 
to four hundred million dollars of manufactured cottons every 
year. It is not the labor cost. It is the cost of the material. 

After having listened to the statements made and the figures 
given by my friend the Senator from Arkansas, it seems to me if 
we would look to the interests of the people of the United States 
we would try to strip ourselves of the incumbrances which we 
have placed upon our labor and our industries in this country, and 
instead of shipping two-thirds of the great cotton crop of the 
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United States—two-thirds of that of the whole world—away to 
other people to manufacture, we would manufacture almost every 
pound of it at home. Instead of giving employment to 218,000 
operatives to manufacture it, as we did in 1890, to manufacture, 
in round numbers, one-third of that product, we would give em- 
ployment to 700,000 ple in the United States to manufacture 
almost the whole of it and take the markets of the world, 

Why should we not manufacture the cotton? Certainly cotton 
is cheaper in the United States than it is in any point in Europe. 
We produce it cheaper because we have the most productive labor 
in the world. Itis conclusive evidence that we produce it cheaper 
that we send it from home into foreign markets for consumption. 
Every product goes from the point at which it is at the lowest 
ee to the point where it is at the highest price for the profit. 

o man will contend that we do not produce it cheaper and sell it 
cheaper than anywhere else, and it can not be that we are kept 
out of the markets of the world because cotton is higher here than 
itisin Europe. We all know that it costs from a half cent in the 
pound or more to transport it to Europe, to England, and Ger- 
many, and France, and Belgium, and the other countries that 
manufacture it. We have in the 2,000,000,000 pounds that we 
ship to foreign countries at least $15,000,000 advantage in the price 
of the material itself over our competitors in Europe. Then why 
shall we not manufacture that cotton and give employment to 
our own people, who are idle all over the country? e have the 
cheapest labor in the world, as my friend has demonstrated, and 
has been over and oyer again demonstrated by comparison of the 


figures. 

Ar. President, I have some figures here which I have taken from 
statisticians, taking our own census report for ours. In 1890 in 
the United States we turned out cotton goods to the value of 
$267,981,724. We paid for wages $66,024,538. The annual wage 
rate was $302. The annual value of the product which each man 
turned out to his employer was $1,224, and there were 218,876 
hands employed. The labor cost of $100 worth of this cotton 
product, including salaries of officials, was $25.93. Excluding the 
salaried officers, members of 3 and corporations DARE 
the goods, and applying the labor cost alone to wage earners who 
made them, the labor cost of $100 worth of these cotton goods 
was $24.63. 

In England, in 1887, E for which I have the returns, there 
was turned out $486,720,000 worth of cotton goods, at a labor cost 
of $141,120,000. The annual wages paid to each operative was $207. 

The value of the output of each laborer was $840. The labor 
cost po worth of product was $28. 'The labor cost of $100 
W. of goods in our country was 825.93 and in Great Britain 
$28. Our man turned out for his employer $1,224 worth of prod- 
uct, and the English operative turned out $835 and $840 at different 

es, 

Yet, Mr. President, we are confronted with the statement that 
our labor cost is higher, and that the higher cost of labor enters 
into a part of the total cost of the product, and that that keeps us 
outofthe market. Whatisitthat keeps us out of the market? 
We have the cheapest labor. We have the cheapest material. 
Why is it we do not take the market? It is sony because we 
have loaded with taxation all the elements of production in these 
cotton goods. 

` I was at one of the cotton manufactories in New England some 
ae ago when the proprietor showed me from his book that he 

purchased $300,000 worth of dyes, and you will see by the 
chemical schedule that they are taxed from 50 to 100 per cent. 
Everything about it is taxed. The bands that turn the wheels 
are taxed, the machinery itself is taxed, the oil that lubricates 
the machinery is taxed, the dyes that go into the goods are taxed; 
but when you go to England, and Germany, and ce, and Bel- 
gium, and look at the erican's competitor, who is driving him 
out of the markets of the world, you find that his Government has 
stripped him to the waist and has taken away all these elements 
in order that he may enter the markets, while we are loading up 
our manufacturer not for the benefit of the laboring man in this 
country, but in order to build up magnificent trusts to dominate 
the! tion of this country, as they are doing. 

Now, if we were to take and put the whole chemical schedule 
on the free list, put the cotton yarns on the free list they are 
part of the materials that ought to be untaxed—and give our man- 
ufacturers the ign’ to bring everything into this country that will 
give employment to our people and make the finished product, we 
could go out into the markets of the world and drive all competi- 
tors before us. As my friend says, we are no infants. We are out- 
manufacturing any people. e have the capital, we have the 
machinery, we have the genius, and we have the material. We 
are raising a vast amount of the materials that give employment 
to tho manufacturers of Europe, and we are shipping them to 
Europe, paying additional cost upon them, and then so loading 
ourselves with cost of production that when the finished product 
goes in the market it drives us out of the markets of the world, 
and our people stand idle in the highways, asking and wishing 


ohibit- 
-given right to work for meat 


and praying for the return of prosperity, when we are 
ing them from exercising the God 
and bread for their support. 

Mr. President, the cotton yarns ought to be put on the free list; 
but if we do not intend to put them on the free list, let us at least 
reduce the cost of them and increase the exportation and con- 
5 of our cotton goods and give more employment to our 
people. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I hope our friends on the other side 
willat least respect the utterances and weigh the testimony of 
the most distinguished leader their qr has had in the last fifty 

years. Irefertothe Hon. James G. Blaine, at one time a mem- 

r of this body, the Republican candidate for the Presidency, 
and Secretary of State under the Administration of Garfield. On 
June 25, 1881, Mr. Blaine made an official report as Secretary of 
State in r d to the cost of labor in the manufacture of cotton 
goods 5 country and in England, and I will ask the Secretary 
to read it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secre- 

will read as indicated. 
he Secretary read as follows: 


[Extract from report of James G. Blaine, Secretary of State, on the“ Cot- 
ton goods trade of the world," dated Department of Btate, Washington, 
June 25, 1881, pages 98 and 99.] 


Owing to the different arrangements of the English and American tables 
of wages, itis difficult to give comparative analyses thereof which would 
ow at a glance the difference in the wages of the operatives of both coun- 

ries, 

The wages of spinners and weavers in Lancashire and Massachusetts, ac- 
cording to the foregoing statements, were as follows, per week: Spinners, 
English, $7.20 to $3.40 (master Apo running as high as $12); American, 
$7.07 to $10.30. Weavers, English, $3.84 to $3.04, subject, at the date on which 
these rates were given, to a reduction of 10 per cent; American, $1.82 to $8.73. 

The average wages of employees in the Massachusetts mills is as follows, 
according to the official returns: Men, $8.80; women, $5.02; male children, 
$3.11: female children, $3.08. to Consul Shaw's report, the aver- 
age wages of the men employed in Lancashire mills on the Ist of January, 
1880, was about $8 per week, subject to a reduction of 10 per cent; women, 
from $3.40 to $4.30, subject to a reduction of 10 per cent. 

The hours of labor in the Lancashire mills are fifty-six, in the Massachu- 
setts sixty per week. The hours of labor in the mills in the other New Eng- 
land States, where the wages are generally less than in :husetts, are 
usnally sixty-six to sixty-nine per week. Undoubtedly the inequalities in 
the wages of English and American operativesare more than equalized by the 
greater efficiency of the latterand their MORE hoursoflabor. Ifthis should 
rove to be a fact in practice, as it seems to be proven from official statistics, 

t would be a very m element in the establishment of our ability to 
compete with England for our share of the cotton-goods trade of the world. 

In the two prime factors which may be said to form the basisof the cotton- 
manufactu: industry, namely, raw material and labor, we hold the advan- 
tage over England in the first, and stand upon an equality with her in the 


second. 
Having theraw material at our docrs, it follows that we should be able to 
8 with more economy and 


convert it into manufactures, all thin 
imports our cotton and then 


facility than can be done by England, whic’ 
manufactures ít in her mills; the expense of handling, transportation, and 
commission must be an Mg eris item in this regard, as Top with our 

cotton fields to our mills and shipping it in the 
form of manufactured goods. Add to this 


land, and we stand on an undoubted equality, thus far, in the race of com- 


petition. 
* * * LJ = 


* * 
JAMES G. BLAINE. 


Mr. VEST. Thatletter covers every point in this discussion, 
and it comes from oneof the most eminent apostles of a protective 
tariff who has ever lived in the United States. Mr. Blaine states 
there that the American labor is the cheapest, the most effective, 
and that there is no reason why we should not compete with Eng- 
land for the cotton trade of the world. 

But I call to the stand now another witness. In 1894, when the 


Wilson bill, so called, was under discussion, Mr. Borden, the larg- , 


est manufacturer at Fall River, Mass., appeared in the public 
prints in an interview published in the Philad elphia Press; and I 
take it that no one on the Republican side will question the abso- 
lute devotion of that journal to the cause of protection, in season 
and out of season. I ask the Secretary to read what Mr. Borden 
stated in regard to the ability of the cotton manufacturers of the 
United States to compete with those of England anywhere. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read gs re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Many of these [cotton] manufacturers are now able to maintain themsel 
against competitive manufacturers anywhere in the world. Mr. M. C. 
Borden. who is now regarded as perhaps the ablest man now engaged in the 
business of potes manufacture, and who has recently erected two enor- 
mous mills in Fall River, said to me: 

“So far as our iness is concerned, it does not make much difference 
what Congress may do with to any tariff bill. American print-cloth 
manufacturers are now able to beat the world. During the panicof last sum- 
mer I paid $500,000 for 1 alone, and if we donot command the marketsof 
the world it is probably use we do not make the kind of goods which 
popis in foreign lands want. A few ago we sent several hundred thou- 
sand casesof print 


manufacturing, an 
The market for 
diferent kind of make 


had n accus- 
tomedtobuy. However. we could have made these goods in 
and should bave done go had itnot been for the fact chat the American market 
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‘ered her than we could get over there, so that we brought the 
— helen ie on of these cases ck and — —— them in the (United 
tates at a reasonable profit." 


Mr. VEST. That is thetestimony of the largest manufacturer 
atFall River in 1894 stating that the American manufacturers 
need no protection. It seems to me if we now increase these 
duties, as I had occasion to say in theearly part of this discussion. 
itis from mere force of habit and without any reason at all and 
without any cause in the way of protecting any interest in the 
United States. f 

Thereis an increase in the pending amendment over the Dingley 
bill, of course a 728 5 increase over the Wilson Act, and in many 
cases above the McKinley Act. I undertake to say now that be- 
fore we close this matter of taxation under the cotton schedule 
the 20 per cent tax upan cotton which we have imposed here will 
be nails the excuse for additional increases. I am as certain of 
that as of anything in the future. 

There will be another increase, because the cotton manufactur- 
ers of New England will say, “ You put 20 per cent upon long- 
staple Egyptian cotton that is necessary in the manufacture of 
certain sorts of cotton cloth and we must be compensated.” That 
is the word, “compensated.” The whole tariff system seems to be 
based upon the idea that when one tax is put on another tax must 
follow, and they call it equalization and compensation. There is 
never any compensation to the consumers of the country who are 
compelled to buy cotton cloths or else go naked. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, athough not strictly in order 
under this amendment, as the debate has assumed a wide range 
on the subject of cotton, I desire to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator in charge of this bill to paragraph 342 to inquire and express 
the hope that he will be able to explain why a duty is imposed on 
jute bagging for covering cotton, while in another paragraph 
finding twine is placed on the free list? ; 

If such discrimination can be defended, I am certain that it 
would be listened to with very great attention. If such a policy 
can be justified by any rule of national legislation, its advocates 
should hasten to make the disclosure. 

To my mind it assumes the form of studied and pernicious sec- 
tionalism, of a deliberate and premeditated attempt to punish the 
cotton planter of the South and favor the grain grower of the 
North and West. In my opinion it admits of no other construction. 

Mr. PETTUS. Will the Senator from South Carolina allow me 
to suggest that cotton ties are in exactly the same attitude? 

Mr. McLAURIN. lam coming to that. 

Mr. PETTUS. And more than that, if they come in on cotton 
Isuppose they are now taxed 20 per cent, but before 20 per cent 
was üdded they came in free on cotton imported, but we have to 
pay for them if we use them at home. uf 

Mr. McLAURIN. Les, sir; I will come to cotton ties in a mo- 
ment. 

SECTIONALISM EXPOSED, 

In fact, a careful examination discloses the earmarks of sec- 
tional advantage running all through the provisions of the bill, 
Which should be a source of Profound regret to everyone inter- 
ested in the general welfare of our common country. 1 

The South seeks no advantage and only asks for equal rights 
under all national legislation. 

Sound public policy. if nothing else, should secure to us these 
rights. since continued injuries to the South in the near future 
must react on the balance of the country. When I consider the 
evident unfairness of this measure, I must confess to a feeling of 
alarm that the spirit of oppression yet prevails and that the South 
must continue to conserve the greed and avarice of the North. 

This measure will doubtless pass and become a law. There is 
little hope of changing few, if any, of its oppressive features. Yet 
I desire to go on record as protesting against its sectionalism and 
demanding justice and equality for the industries of the South. 

Going further into the details of the bill, I find free binding 
twine for the Northern farmer and taxed cotton ties and jute bag- 

ing for the Southern pues protected wheat and corn for the 

orth and, until recently, free cotton for the South. The Senate 
committee attempted to protect the Northern railroad-tie industry 
and leave the Southern tie industry to fight for itself. As the bill 
came from the House, there were hides for New England and 
taxed boots and shoes for the balance of the country. 

I find Northern linseed oil protected 20 cents per gallon and 
Southern cotton-seed oil but 4 cents per gallon. Maple suzar, for 
Vermont and the North, is protected 4 cents per pound, while the 
tar of Georgia and the Carolinas is put on the free list. The tur- 
pentine of the South is pnt on the free list, while the maple sirup 
of the North is protected by a duty of 4 cents per pound. North. 
ern hay is protected $3 per ton, while Southern oil cake is placed 
on the free list. 
England shoddy is protected 20 cents per pound. 

I might continue this list of discriminations to a greater length. 
I might take up the list of manufactured products and show that 
certain grades manufactured in the South are not protected in 
1 to other grades in similar lines manufactured at the 


Cotton waste is found on the free list, while New 


I might NO the iron, coal, and other great industries and 
show how the tern monopolists have arranged their intricate 
schedules to plunder the Sonth. I might point to the outcome of 
the recent contest over the railroad ties, rice, and cotton schedules 
as further evidence of the sectional animus of this bill. 

If all the tricks and schemes of the New England manufac- 
turers and Eastern importers could be fully exposed, the people 
would be amazed at their extent and the cunning manipulations 
which fixed them in this bill. But I have already pointed out 
eno^gh to sustain my contention that this bill is framed upon 
sectional lines and is unjust and injurious to the South. Even in 
its provisions of reciprocity with Hawaii the South bears the 
burden, while the North, as usual, reaps the benefit. I venture 
the assertion that 00 per cent of the free imports from those 
islands come in direct competition with Southern industries, while 
90 per cent of the exports to those islands are Northern products. 


THE BILL MIGHT HAVE BEEN DEFEATED. 


WhileI disclaim most positively any attempt to stir up sectional 
strife or sectional animosities, I feel a sense of deep concern over 
the sectional features of this measure. Without intending to crit- 
icise anyone, or in any manner assume superior knowledge, I give 
it as a matter of personal opinion if those who are opposing this 
bill had taken time to thoroughly analyze its sectional provisions 
and had fought it out on that issue as persistently and intelligently 
as they now are doing on other lines, the bill might have been 
defeated or a full measure of justice and fair play secured. 

I believe there are those on the other side of this Chamber who 
would recognize these unfair conditions and vote with us to cor- 
rect the wrong. 

Mr. President, in a speech upon this bill while under considera- 
tion at the other end of the Capitol, I took occasion to disclose the 
result of sectionalism in previous fariff legislation, and the dis- 
closures made at that time have so far remained uncontradicted. 
I gave the facts and statistics concerning the different sections of 
the country with reference to the decrease in wealth, the accu- 
mulation of wealth, and the distribution of capital and wealth. 
In each and every instance the result favored the manufacturing 
pr money-loaning States. I will quote the conclusions given at 
that time: 


Mr. Speaker, I have shown by Mone agi of losses between the section. 
by a comparison of gains between the sections, and by the distribution o 

loanable funds among the sections, that the manufacturing and money cen- 
ters of the East in each hold a decided advantage. I have shown also that 
these advan are increasing every year, and now submit the question 
whether this state of affairs is to continue or not? Shall the manufacturers 
and money loaners of the East continue to exact tribute from the balance of 
our people? Shall these two interestsstand on the highway of national prog- 
ress, and, like the buccaneers of old, demand tribute from all who pass their 


way? 

The cry for relief from the insatiate greed of these two absorbers of wealth 
is coming Nom our people louder and more earnest every day. Some- 
thing must be done, in my judgment, and that at once, to stay the rapacity 
of the one and lighten the burdens of the other. At this point it is proper to 
ask what has brought about this vast difference in conditions. While many 
no doubt will refuse to accept my interpretation, yet I firmly believe that 
unequal taxation and the increased purchasing power of money lies at the 
root of this great evil. Unequal taxation brought unfair exchange between 
the sections, and the increased purc g power of the dollar took what 
remained after the transaction. 

Many of our ablest statesmen believethatthe manipulation of our finances 
is alone responsible for present conditions. Iam ready to concede that our 
financial system is wholly bad, and has been a potent factor in bringing about 
the distress we see on every hand. But, Mr. Speaker, there must have been 
unfair exchan: among the people before money secured its present power- 
ful position. So long as exchanges are fair and equal between the sections, 
justso long will the people of the various sections secure their proper share 
of the money in circulation. 

When the sections which produce raw material receive 8 ro- 
muneration with sections which manufacture, the producers of raw material 
will prosper reciprocally with those who manufacture. In other words, when 
there is a reciprocity in remuneration or profits for all labor in all sections 
there exists an equality of results, which eliminates the advantage of one 
class of laborers over another. Under such condition, no matter whether 
the volume of money be t or small, everyone who labors will receive his 
proportionate share, and the money of such a country will remaia divided 
among its ple, and can not be secured and hoarded bya few while the 
many go without. The very moment, however, that one section obtains an 
advantage QUUM exe es begin, and unequal division of money follows. 

Money is the lifeblood of business, flowing through the arteries and veins 
of commercial exchange. en these exchanges are fair and just, the entire 
economic system th and vibrates with this life-givingelement. But when 
3 me unfair, when some of the veins and arteries are clogged, 
and this life-giving element does not or can not return, the entire system 
becomes deranged, and the lifeblood is found congested in some parts and 
wanting in others. Tho result is disaster and death. An unfair protective 
tariff gave the Eastern manufacturing States an advantage. This advantage 
in taxation made unfair and uneq exchanges throughout the country. 
"Through its epo the manufacturer obtained a larger remuneration 
for his labor than those who produced the raw material used in the factory 
or the food products consumed by the operatives. 

Under such conditions the manufacturing centers gradually but surel 
received an unequal share of the general fund of circulating medíum, an 
became the money as well as the manufacturing centers of the nation. With 
every exchange between the East nnd the balance of the country an unfair 
division of profits or remuneration took place, and an unequal portion of the 
general stock of money went to New England. It was through this method 
of untair exchange, made possible by unequal taxation. that tlie East obtained 
more than its proportion of the money of the country, and now bids defiance 
to the balance of the nation. 


THE SOUTH PLUNDERED OF ITS RIGHTS. 
Mr. President, the more I examined the subject the more thor- 
oughly I became impressed with the belief that the people of the 


1897. 
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pum were being plundered, and that, as a rule, we were giving 
ore attentiom to the propaganda of a political theory than the 
materialinterests of our constituents. Acting upon this belief, I 
demanded of the Committee of Ways and Means an equalization 
of the benefits of this measure between the North and the South. 

I asserted that if the policy of the measure proved beneficial, the 
South was selfish enough to want her proportion; if, on the con- 


trary, the bill should detrimental, the South was patriotic 
enough to stand its share of disaster; that in any event and at 
all times we of the South demanded that all national legislation 
Should distribnte its burdens and benefits equally among all the 
sections and all the people. The novelty of such a position was so 
great and the spectacle so rare for a Southern Representative to 
make such demands that I have been called a protectionist. 
NOT A PROTECTIONIST. 4 

Mr. President, I am not a . have never given a 
vote in support of that principle or uttered a word in defense of 
that doctrine. I look upon the doctrine of protection as indefen- 
sible and a potent factor in building up and maintaining trusts 
and monopolies. Certain newspapers in the North, instead of 
answering my arguments against protection, have been pleased 
to call me a protectionist because I demanded eqnality before the 
law. I pied squarely upon the tariff plank of the Chicago plat- 
form and base my actions entirely upon its teachings. My votes 
upon the lumber, cotton, and rice schedules are in strict accord 
with the doctrines of Democracy. They were given in defense of 
the people whom I represent, and to compel the Republican party 
to place the South on an equal footing with the balance of the 


country. 

80 fee I have been guided by a sincere desire to serve the best 
interests of my own State and the South. And I want to say 
most emphatically that no matter who may criticise. or what crit- 
icism may be made. I shall continue to labor for the welfare of 
South Carolina to the very limits of my risen 

I believe that if the representatives of each State would labor 
more earnestly for the material interests of their people the laws 
on our statute books would be less sectional and far more just 
and equitable. 

HISTORY OF THE DOCTRINE OF FREE RAW MATERIAL. 

Mr. President, I would gladly yield the floor at this point, could 
I do so and retain my self-respect or in the least degree merit the 
continued confidence of those whom I represent. But, sir, with 
others, I have been charged, in this Chamber and elsewhere, with 
being recreant to established principles of Democracy and that 
such action threatened discord in the Democratic party. Much 
as I love peace and deprecate all party dissensions, I can not permit 
such imputations to remain unchallenged, I have sought care- 
fully ent earnestly to inform myself upon this subject, with a sin- 
cere desire to be right and act intelligently. 

From all the facts that I have been able to gather, I feel justified 
in making the assertion that what is now known as the doctrine 
of free raw material has never been an established principle of 
Democracy. To prove my contention, I will appeal to the past 
record of the Democratic party itself. 

I repeat, that the idea of placing raw material on the free list, 
whilethe finished 5 is protected by a duty, is not and never 
has been a principle of Democracy. 

The Walker tariff, which was practically in force from 1846 to 
1861, did not provide for a single article of free raw material ex- 
cept cotton. I will adnrit that the rate of duty on certain prod- 
ucts was very low, but I contend that the principle of free raw 
material was not recognized in that bill. 

Ihave examined quite carefully the history of legislation since 
the war, 1 the speeches and letters of the Hon. S. J. 
Tilden. and I find no mention of this ‘established principle“ of 
Democracy until March 30,1882. On that day Hon. A. S. Hewitt, 
then a member from New York, introduced the following resolu- 
tion, upon which he made an extended speech: 


Resolved, That the bill creating a tariff commission be recommitted, with 
instructions to the Committee on Ways and Means to report within thirty 
aye. ee an earlier date if it be practicable, a bill based upon the following 

ructions: 

First. That all raw materials, meaning thereby all materials which have 
not been subjected to any process of manufacture, and all waste products, 
meaning thereby all waste materials which are only fit to be manufactured, 
and all chemicals which are not produced in this country,and alcohol for use 
in manufactures, sball be placed upon the free list. 

Second. That so far as possible specific duties shall be substituted for ad 
valorem. and that in determining such specific duties the average dutiahle 
value of imports during the last t. years shall be taken as the standard of 

- value, upon which no higher rate of duty shall be imposed than shall be nec- 
essary to compensate for the difference in the cost of labor at home and 
abroad expended in the production of such rode after making due allow- 
ance for the expenses of transportation, and that the rate of duty shall not in 
any case, except on luxuries, exceed 50 per cent of such average dutiable value, 


The bill under consideration at that time provided for a tariff 
commission, I have examined the debates on this measure as 
carefully as my limited time would admit, but failed to discover 
that this resolution attracted much attention. or was cordially 
indorsed by Democratic speakers. Mr. Hewitt was charged by 
the Republicans with selfish motives, which the facts in the case 


appeared to confirm. 


FRAUDULENT DEMANDS OF NEW ENGLAND. : 

I will quote from a speech of Mr. Townsend, of Ohio, upon this 
point: 

And right here, Mr. Chairman, let me emphasize what I have said by re- 
ferring pelo resolutions which appear at the opening of the speech A the 

ntleman from New York, which declare for freeraw material. This would 
Include iron ore; and in the course of his remarks he favors the free impor- 
tation of Poran. iroi He would strike a blow at our native ores, which 
constitute so ge a part of our mineral productions, and drive out of em- 

loyment our puddlers by the free introduction of scrap iron. The manu: 

acturers on the sea want free foreign ore, becanse they need it to mix 
with the ores of New Jersey; and if once they could bring it in as ballast 
cheaper than they could get our Lake p ores, the benefit, if any, 
would be to the maa rs on the rd, and would not result ina 
reduction in the price of iron or steel. It would give an advantage to those 
manufacturers, at the expense of their associates engaged in the same trade 
further removed from the seaboard. 

When. in addition to the above, it is known that Mr. Hewitt was 
a large manufacturer of iron, the charge of selfishness appears not 
altogether without foundation. I examined the daily press of 
New York and found these resolutions mentioned as Hewitt's 
plan and “Hewitt's idea.” This led me to s t that the doc- 
trine of free raw material originated with Mr. Hewitt, and that 
his motives were somewhat selfish. : 

These resolutions were up before the New York Chamber of 
Commerce on April 8, 1832, and were adopted by the narrow ma- 
jority of 33 to 29. . 

A meeting held at Chickering Hall, New York, April 15, passed 
resolutions favoring Mr. Hewitt's propositions. The Democratic 
county committee of New York soon after indorsed the resolu- 
tions, all of which went to prove that at that time the doctrine of 
ace raw material had not become an established Democratic prin- 
ciple. 

t is not probable that all this trouble would have been incurred 
touring ont and indorse an old and well-established Democratic 
principle. 

On May 6, 1882, at the close of debate on the bill, Mr. Hewitt in- 
troduced the following amendment as specific instructions for 
the tariff commission: ; 

1. Repeal of the dnties on raw materials. 

2. The proportionate reduction of the duties on articles manu- 
factured from raw materials thus placed on the free list. 

3. No duties to exceed 50 per cent except those on luxuries. 

4. No internal-revenue duty to be imposed on alcohol used in 
manufactures, 1 

5. Where practicable duties to be made specific by converting ad 
valorem into specific duties on the basis of average market values. 

This amendment was rejected on a division by a vote of 42 to 83. 

It is evident from this vote that Mr. Hewitt's doctrine was some- 
what of a stranger among Democratic principles. 

HON. RANDOLPH TUCKER, HON. W. H. MORRISON, AND HON. R. Q. MILLS 
STRANGERS TO THE DOCTRINE IN 1582. 

Hon, Randolph Tucker, of Virginia, immediate!y followed with 
another amendment in which he proposed a schedule of duties 
ranziug from 45 per cent ad valorein on woolens to $14 per ton on 
raiiroad iron. The only free raw materials suggested by Mr. 
Tucker were medicinal barks, prepared or otherwise. This amend- 
ment was rejected by a vote of 37 to 79. 

It is quite evident that so eminent a Democrat as Mr. Tucker 
had not learned of this doctrine being an important tenet of his 
party. Hon. W. R. Morrison then presented an amendment for a 
similar purpose, which provided: j 

Said commission sha!l report no revision of the tariff providing for duties 
in excess of the several duties and rates of duty imposed by the act of Con- 
gress approved March 2,1861, and known as the Morrill tarif. on any of the 
following articles not subject to tax under the internal-revenue laws, namely: 

Manufactures of cotton, iron and steel, wood, hemp, jute, flax and 

lass and glassware. 

On all articles embraced in the schedule of sundries: also on all metals not 
oe Tae for, and all manufactures of metals. 

all spices. 


On all wool, hair of the alpaca goat and other animals, and all manufac 
tures thereof. 


On beef, pork, hams, bacon, cheese, wheat, butter, lard, barley, corn, and fish. 

Mr. Morrison is a Democrat of Democrats, but this resolution 
discloses the fact that even he had not then learned the lesson of 
free raw material. He had the temerity to demand, in defiance 
of this alleged principle, a tariff on wool, wheat, corn, barley, and 
other raw materials. 

Then followed a motion by Hon. R. Q. MILLS of Texas (now & 
distinguished member of this body), to recommit the bill with the 
instruet'ons which I shall read. Mr. MiLLs stated that his in- 
structions were those which were prepared by Hon. R. J. Walker 
in the tariff of 1846: 

Resvived, That the bill creating a tariff commission be recommitted to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, with instructions to report within thirty 
days a bill framed in compliance with the following instructions: 

. That no more money should be collected than isnecessary for the wants 
of the Government economically nistered. 


. That no duty be imposed on any article above the lowest rate that will 
yield the largest amount of revenue. 
3. That below such rates— 


Icall particular attention to this— 
That below such rates discrimination may be made, descending in 


the 
scale of duties, or for imperative reasons the article be placed on the} 
of those free from all duties, edita 5 
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4. The maximum revenue duty should be imposed on luxuries. 
bolished and ad valorem duties sub- 


5. That all fic duties should be a 
stituted in lace, care being to fraudulent invoices 
and undervaluation, to assess the duty upon the actual market value. 

6. That the duty should be so imposed as to operate as equally as possible 
throughout the discriminating neither for nor t any class or 
section. 


This amendment was rejected by a vote of 152 to 75. 

A TARIFF FOR REVENUE AGAINST THE DOCTRINE OF FREE RAW MATERIAL. 

Mr. President, this resolution of Mr. MILLS demanded the reen- 
actment of the Walker tariff of 1846,in which the idea of the 
doctrine of free raw material can not be found. This resolution 
received the solid support of the Democratic members, if I remem- 
ME 3 and was no doubt considered orthodox Democracy at 

at date. 

May we not fairly draw the conclusion that up to this date the 
doctrine of frce raw material had not become an **established prin- 
ciple" of the Democratic party? Having located, as I believed, a 
date when the doctrine of free raw material was not an established 
ne principle, I continued my investigation to find when 

was, 


In the Democratic platform of 1884 I find the first mention of 
free raw material in the following indirect manner. Speaking of 
the 8 party, “It has subjected them to an increasing 
flood of manufactured goods and a hopeless competition with man- 
ufacturing nations, not one of which taxes raw materials." In 
the same petam Ifind the following significant statement, re- 
ferred to tlie other day by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], 
which I shall not take the time to read, as the Senate is familiar 
with it, but will print in my remarks: 

Knowing full well, however, that legislation 2 the operations of 
the pers should be cautious and conservative in method, not in advance of 

ublicopinion, but responsive to its demands. the Democratic party is pledged 
revise the tariff in a spirit of fairness to all interests. But, in making re- 
duction in taxes, it is not proposed to injure any domestic industries, but 
rather to promote their healthy growth. From the foundation of this Gov- 
ernment es collected at the custom-house have been the chief source of 
Federal revenue. Such they must continue to be. Moreover, many indus- 
tries have come to rely upon legislation for successful continuance, so that 
any change of law must be at every step regardful of the labor and capital 
thusinvolved. The process of tho reform must be subject in the execution 
to this plain dictate of justice—all taxation shall be limited to the require- 
ments of economical government. 

The necessary reduction and taxation can and must be effected without 
de en ek rma enn labor of the ability to compete successfully with foreign 
ine and without imposing lower rates of duty than will be ample to cover 
any increased cost of production which may exist in consequence of the 
17 rate of wages prevailing in this country. Sufficient revenue to pay 
all the expenses of the Federnl.Government, economically administered, zu- 
cluding pensions, interest. and principal of the public debt, can be got under 
our present system of taxation from the custom house taxes on fewer im- 
ported articles, g heaviest on articles of luxury and bearing lightest 
on articles of necessity. We therefore denounce the abuses of the existin 
tariff; and, subject to the preceding limitations, we demand that Fede 


taxation shall exclusively for public pu „and shall not exeded the 
needs of the Government, economically simipistered. | 

It would require a very vivid imagination, in my opinion, to tor- 
ture this statement into a demand for free raw material; yet the 
distinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] declared quite 
recently that such was its meaning 

The platform of 1888, which the distinguished Senator so em- 
phatica ly stated declared for the doctrine of free raw material, 
reads as follows: 

The Democratic party of the United States, in national convention assem- 
bled, renews the pl of its fidelity to the Democratic faith, and reaffirms 
the platform adop by its representatives in the convention of 1854, and 
indorses the views expressed by President Cleveland in his last annual mes- 
sage to Con, as the correct interpretation of that platform upon the 


question of tariff reduction; and also indorses the efforts of our Democratic 
representatives in Congress to secure a reduction of excessive taxation. 


It would appear from the reading of this paragraph and the 
declaration oF the distinguished Senator from Missouri that the 
interpretation placed on the Democratic platform of 1884 by 
President Cleveland, together with the schedules of the Mills 
bill, furnish the real authority for declaring the doctrine of free 
raw material a cardinal principle of Democracy. 


DON'T WANT CLEVELAND'S INTERPRETATION. 

Mr. President, I do not remember President Cleveland's inter- 
pretation; neither do I care to know, since the time has come, 
thank God, when his declaration of what Democratic principles 
are or should be do not pass current. ~ 

As for the distinguished author of the Mills bill being authority 
upon so important a matter, I assume there is at least room for 
honest differences. Not that I would reflect on his Democracy or 
eminent ability, but the resolutions of 1882, when compared with 
the schedules of his bill of 1888, disclose a want of continuity that 
is not always a distinguishing feature for safe guidance. 

In 1882 the distinguished Senatoris found advocating the doc- 
trine of the Walker tariff, in which there is not a single trace of 
the principle of free raw material, while in 1888, less than six 
years later, he is declared the bulwark of that principle. 

Ifind free raw material mentioned in the platform of 1892, as 
follows: 

We indorse the efforts made by the of the t to 

e D rts y Democrats of the present Congress 


op vo features in the of free raw materials 
goods 


man that enter into general consumption. 


In the platform of 1896 the idea of free raw material was elimi- 
nated altogether. P 

Mr. President, have I not shown conclusively that the doctrine . 
of free raw material has never been an established principle of 
Democracy? Have I not shown that a single allusion made to it 
in the platform of 1884, a covert attempt to indorse it in 1888, a 
qualified indorsement in 1892, and an absolute abandonment in 
1896 is the real db aa gr this dogma? 

This doctrine, Mr. ident, came and went with Grover Cleve- 
land, and I believe that the people are willing for him to keep it, 
or sink it in Buzzards Bay, as he may elect. 

GOVERNOR CULBERSON OF TEXAS AGAINST FREE RAW MATERIAL. 

Mr. President, since I took a position against the so-called doc- 
trine of free raw material, I have received hundreds of letters 
from the South commending my course. I will refrain from print- 
ing any of them, but instead read an extract from a letter written 
by the present governor of Texas, Hon. C. A. Culberson, for the 
purpose of disclosing the fact that a very wide difference of 
opinion exists on the question of free raw material between the 
governor of Texas and the distinguished Senator from Texas, Mr. 
Mitts, The letter is dated Austin, Tex., July 9, 1895, and is 
addrassed to Hon. John Brookhout, Dallas. I will print the let- 
ter and comments by Mr. E. W. Cave as an appendix to my re- 
marks, and content myself at present with reading a short extract: 

The great question of tariff reform should be resolutely pressed. The taxes 
levied by this system should be limited to the actual needs of government 
economically administered, and within these limitations the interests of 
Texas and her inexhaustible raw material should be cared for. No good can 
result to the people of Texas by continuing high duties on manufactured 
articles and putting our raw material from which they are made on the freo 
list, and thus invite destructive competition with foreign countries, which 
only benefits Eastern manufacturers. Until Texas engages more largely in 
manufactures than at present, such a policy can but be hurtful to us and in 
the interest of sections slready enriched by protection. If in the present 
condition of the Treasury it should be deemed unwise or inexpedient to at- 
tempt a further general revision in the near future. inequalities should be 
adjusted by special laws. a 

The conclusions which I have reached in regard to the doctrine 
of free raw material are the result of careful investigation. I dis- 
claim all thoughts of bringing discord into the Democratic party, 
and I sincerely hope this doctrine will follow Grover Cleveland 
into quiet obscurity and thus fade into innocuous desuetude.“ 

CONTEST OF SCITEDULES. 

Mr. President, I realize quite fully the diffüiculties which sur- 
round this measure. Isaw them at the beginning of its construc- 
tion, and have seen them multiply and intensify every day since. 
Long before the bill left the Waysand Means Committee it had de- 
generated into a contest over schedules, and has remained in that 
position until the present time. This bill represents no fixed or 
particular economic theory, but, to the contrary, is a mixture of 
them all, with the keen New England manufacturers, the sugar- 
trust kings, and other kindred spirits manipulating the compound. 

By attempting to liquidate political ge, repaid in conjunction 
with a bitlon-dollar Congress, the Republican party has fallen 
upon hard lines, and inits extremity has Sees the country a tariff 
bill which, to say the least, is fearfully not wonderfully made, 

If the next one hundred years of national existence witnesses as 
rapid an increase in per capita expenses and political obligations 
as the past century, it is extremely problematical as to what sort 
of taxation will then obtain. Secretary John Sherman, then Con- 
gressman from Ohio, in a speech dated May 27, 1858, gave the per 
capita expenses of the Government at different dates. 

or information I will quote them: 


tener $0.42 | 1840........... $1.41 
PS .90 | 1850. . 1.60 
73 — l93 
1.36 — 2.98 
05 


We are now living under a billion-dollar Congress, which means 
an IR of $500,000,000 annually, or $7.19 per capita for our 
10,000,000 of people. 

In commercial transactions large aggregates of business are 
conducted on less expenditure per unit than smaller ventures. 
Yet it would seem, so far as national business is concerned, that 
retailing is much cheaper per unit than wholesaling. When our 
natio nses increase from 42 cents per capita to $7.19 
capita, I submit something is radicaíly wrong and calls for im- 
mediate and careful attention. 

MY REMEDY. 

Mr. President, it will be a very difficult undertaking to bring 
prosperity under any system of taxation, more ially under. 
present conditions. Something besides tribute bearing must inter- 
vene before the people will enjoy the blessings of plenty and good 
times. In my opinion, the first move in this direction should be 
to open the mint to the free coinage of silver. Follow this by a 
3 of expenses to the lowest point consistent with good gov- 
ernmen 

Abolish the internal-revenue system and put in its stead a just 
and proper income tax, together with an inheritance tax similar 
to the one proposed by the distinguished Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. TURPIE] 


1897. 


Then I would secure the balance needed for Government ex- 
penses by a good, old-fashioned Democratic tariff for revenue, so 
adjusted as to place its burdens upon all the people of all the sec- 
tions and give its incidental benefits to labor, where it ever be- 
longs. This, in brief, is my remedy for present hard times, and I 
trustthe near future will see it applied. 

In 183; we had one of the most destructive panics of the century. 


In 1857 we had another disastrous 0. ^ 
In 1873 we had a panic that brought wreck and ruin to nearly all business 


terests. 

In 1893 we had a ic of which no one need be reminded. 

E panic of 1837 occurred under the Clay tariff, averaging about 20 per 
cen! 

The panic of 1857 occurred under the Walker tariff, averaging 25 per cent. 

The panic of 1873 came under the Morrill „which avera; 48 per cent; 
and the panic of 1893 occurred under the McKinley tariff, w averaged 58 


r cent. 
Pere we find that two disastrous panics came under the lowest tariffs since 
ee and also that twoterrible panics came under the highest we ever 


This proves that panics come under low tariffs and high tariffs. 


But no man living or dead ever heard of or witnessed a panic 
when the people plenty of money. 
APPENDIX. 


FREE RAW MATERIAL V8. A TARIFF FOR REVENUE—EQUITABLE DUTIES ON 
ALL IMPORTS—TEXAS AND HER INEXHAUSTIBLE RAW MATERIAL SHOULD 
BE CARED FOR. 


[Open letter from E. W. Cave, Houston, Tex., to Governor C. A. Culberson.] 
HOUSTON, TEX., November 1, 1895. 


SIR: THAN Mie peT AA A Aan E DE nA A RE MD OEE 

ulate you, the Dem ty, and the country on the follo states- 

manlike views on the sub of "tariff reform," (— in your letter to 
Bookhout, July 9, 1895: 


Hon. John - 
resolutely pressed. The 
be limited to the actual 


manufact more 
factures than at present such a Awe pul can but urtful to us and in the 
interest of sections already enri 


a further neral revision in the near future, inequalities should beadjusted 
] ou 


b 
YR th ugh entirely out of politics, I fecl an interest in the success of my 
party and in the welfare of 55 Meere it may not be 8 
rend e ous in me to supplement your views with some data and suggestions 
non the subject. 

In 1871, previous to coffee being placed on the free list, the total imports, 
exclusive of specie, were EE The "free list" was but 1 
The customs revenue was $206,270,000. The average duty on dutiab! sapyete 
was d per pane, and if levied on all imports, the average duty would have 
been cen 

In the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, the total imports were $731,957.000. 
The “free list" was 000 and the dutiable list was $305,729,000. The 
customs revenue was but aus aine The average rate of duty on dutiable 
imports was 41.42 per cent. If levied on entire imports, the average duty 
would have been but 20.86 per cent. 


Leading items of the free list of 1871. 


Chemicals, drugs, d yes, dye- for paper . 749, 
woods $5, 881,000 Rubber, gutta-percha, etc. 2,907,000 
quc HTN: 1, 000 W. and timber , 016, 
r — ._ 
Raw silk, cocoons. Total free imports... 30,587,000 
Leading items of free raw material in 1895, 

Art works.................- Ecce] 000 

Chemicals, drugs, and dyes. , 225,000 000 

Cocoa, crude ............... 3, 195, 000. 000 

Sn 95, 085, 000 , Qf 
Cork ...... 1,049, 000 
Cot: 8 4,714, 000 
Feathers, undyed 1,722,000 
8 1,092,000 
3 1. 106, 000 
Fruits, nuts. 5, 467, 000 
ra, uti 3,320, 000 
ED 1,227,000 
Hair, unman 1, 165, 000 
Chip, eto 2, 755, 000 
Hides, skins . 25, 962, 000 
Rubber,etc................. 18,477, 000 


Manufactured articles into which the free raw materials of this list enter 
are protected by duties ranging on n to 50 percent. Many of the manu- 
uty. 


factures are protected by a y. 
For the fiscal I of 1890 the total imports were $789.310,000, of which $523,- 
641,000 were dutiable and $255,008.000 free of duty, The receipts from cus- 
were $229,068,000. The receipts for 1889 were $225.832,000. 
Under the extreme policy of protection, as defined by the McKinley bill 
1890, the results were: 
Imports 
Tee. dutiable. 
--| $478, 674, 000 
3:69, 402, 000 
421, 856, 000 
275, 199, 000 


*Sugar dutiable, 1891, $52,792,000. 
The effort doubtless was to protect the manufacturer fully, both by high 


tariff duties and free raw material." The result was an 24 increase 
ol free im for the four years of 8146, 477. 0%. The dutiable imports de- 
The American manufac- 


creased, at the end of the four years, $248,442,000. 
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turers. with free raw material, had command of the market. The customs 
revenues decreased $97, 
The total loss of revenues in 8 compared with 1800, was 
$156.520,000. The Government was left without the means of sustenance. 
‘The tariff-reform policy of the Fifty. third eventunted in a reduc- 
tion of the ad valorem rates of duty im by the McKinley bill, substi- 
tuting in some cases specific duties and perpetuation and extension of 


the poly of “free raw material" except as to sugar, which was made duti- 
able at 40 per cent ad valorem. The effort was to further extend it to em- 
EOS Sree Mon Orb and coal. The result for the fiscal year ending June, 
Increase in dutiable imports. ................... LL Lll adini $93, 530, 

Decrease in free imports 6, 567,000 
Increase in im RDA -. 76,963,000 
Increase in customs revenues 20, 930, 


The imports of sugar free in 1894 were $124.635,000. The total imports for 
18% were 370.460.000, of which $29,599.000 was free. The wise placing of suas 
on the dutiable list gave the ernment about $18,400,000 of revenue. e 
deficit in the Government's receipts and expenditures was $42,825,000 for the 


ear. 
T It seems fe aha that under the present system it is not practicable to 
produce such an amount of customs revenues as is necessary for the support 
of the Government. Exorbitant protective tariffs like the McKinley bill 
reduce imports, and thus reduce revenues. 

Reasonable reduction in rates will not increase imports in such ratio 
as to afford greatly increased revenues. xem m from customs must con 
tinue to be, as they always have been, the chief source of revenues, Inter- 
nal revenues, like those from customs, are ees bedepleted by more oner- 
ous taxation, and collection defeated by an effort to extend ns 3 


the annoyance and cost of the poop decrease in the year 
543.000. The decrease in the three months of 1595 saa alice ote tar is 
300,990, The necessity for a return to the Democratic of a tariff 


‘or revenue seems eq: y apparent. i 

Upon what Democratic ground can “free raw material“ for manufactures 
be maintained? Unless it can be claimed that Government should be operated 
and the pec e taxed for the benefit of manufactures, “free raw material” 
can only efended on the same grounds us the doctrine of protection. The 
argument that our manufacturers should have free raw materia! in order to 
build up our manufactures, enable them to compete with foreign manufac- 
turers, give emplo: nt to our labor, and ultimately chea: the cost of 
goods to our people isall that Mr. McKinley or Mr. REED would urge in behalf 
of a high protective tariff. 

Frese raw material" is the additional discriminating protection given the 


It is a mooted question TEN the tax on 8 goods tho consumer 
ere is no doub 


and a 
nefit ( 


From 1844to 1848 New York 
quotations were 5 and S cents per pound. The price was forced eee 
e 


been ad- 


vancing 
York at 16 cents v 
tr qe in 1885 was9.60 pounds per capita, in 


1 was 6.81 ds 
y. a pounds per capita, and in 1893 declined 108.35 does per ca 
o 


The total D for 1895 were 652,000,000 pounds. The vernment sacri- 
ficed $19,500,000 of customs revenue without any benefit to the people of this 
coun 


try. 

Ninety seven million two hundred and forty-nine thousand pounds of tea 
were imported free last year, at an average invoice value of 13.55 cents per 
pound. Consumption per capita, 1571, was 1.14 pounds. Consumption per 
capita, 1893. was 1.32 pounds. Tea was dutiable in 1871 at 17.7 cents a pound. 
If a duty of 5 cents a pound had been collected on last year's imports of tea, 
the Government would have been able to decrease the deficit $4,851,000, Can 
any tea consumer would be able to find where the duty came 
in when settling with his grocer at the retail price* 

Why should the Government not have collected a duty on the 100,000 bales 
Egyptian and other cotton imported free last year. and especially when its im- 

rtationat 6 per pound is destructive to the culture of sea-is- 

d. good middling uplands, and other long staple cotton in the South? These 
cottons are fostered by foreign capital, and practically produced by semislaye 
labor. The imports have grown from 6.650 bales in 1879, at invoice value of 
iu cents, to the above figures. The Northern and Eastern manu rer, 
who thus ignores the Southern planter, is protected in the class of goods for 
which they are used and in mixture with other good middling cottons by du- 
ties ranging from 30 to 50 per cent. Every product of Northern and Eastern 
agriculture, from a green apple to preserved watermelon rind, from a bush 
bean to a bushel of wheat, from a dozen of eggs to a dressed gobbler, is pro- 
tected by a tariff duty. y should our Southern staple be discriminated 
against, and especially when the Government needs the revenue? 'These 
imports are increasing. In the ht months of 1895 there were imported 
13.600 bales, an increase over previous eight monthe of 21,200 bales. These 
cottons will now take the benefit of our short cro 

Take the item of hides and skins, of which $26,000,000 worth were imported 
last fiscal year free of duty. Hidesand skins paid an average duty in 1871 of 10 
percent. What benefit is derived by the masses of the poopie from this dis- 
crimination against the cattle and sheep raisers of Texas for the benefit of 
the cattle and sheep raisers of Europe, South America. and Australin. and for 
the enrichment of a great leather trust capitalized at $123.000.000? While our - 
cattle and slaughtered meats, as well as our salted meats, are excluded or 
prejudiced under the pretense of the public health, we are adding value to the 
cattle, sheep, and hogs of Europe by admitting their skins and hides du 
free, The quotations for dry salted hides in the Houston market for A 
1803, 1894, and 1595 have been 5 and 5) cents; October 3), 6 and 7 cents. 

The price of leather has been dictated by the trust. and prices have been 
advanced largely until in the last few months discord has broken combina» 
tions and competitive influences have advanced prices of our hides. This may 
end in a week, and prices be governed by the same dictation. It seems folly 
for the Government to lon, ifice its revenues under the illusive idea 
that sh: if the leather trustis 


oes and can be thus cheapened. 
circumvented, the leather — — is pro by from 10 to 20 per 


Even 
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cent, and the manufacturer of boots and shoes by from 20 to 40 per cent. 


Meanwhile the free import increases, reaching 200,000,000 pounds in the eight 
months of the year ending August, an increase of 160 per cent. 

Free wool! This extraordinary con on to the woolen manufacturing 
interests of the country must rest upon the same ment as that of “free 
raw material" generally. True, wool enters largely into the uses of the 

ple, but at the same time it amounts to a discrimination against the pro- 
ucers of this country in favor of the wool producers of foreign countries. 
'The question of direct benefit to the people of this conati will probably be 
found. as in the case of other “free raw material,” so finely drawn as not to 
be demonstrable. What the Ais woolgrower or manufacturer does not 
take to himself will be difficult to find ina wool shirt ora blanket. Besides, 
wool is the competitor of cotton in American manufactures. 

In proportion as it is cheapened or fills the market, cotton inevitably must 
be displaced. Every additional thread of wool substituted for cotton in n 
mixture lessens the demand for that much cotton, The man whosleeps under 


a blanket does not sleep undera quilt. Cheap wool means cheaper cotton. 
Our le might as well understand this now, as the vast product of the 
world's sheep is tending to our markets. In 1871 the imports of wool into the 


United States were 08,000,000 pounds. Of this 50,174,000 pounds entered into 
consumption. Of this tho wool of class 3, valued at 12 cents per pound or 
less, and dutiable 3 cents per pound, was 19,658,000 pounds, at average invoice 
value of 10} cents per pound. Upland cotton was then worth in New York, 
lowest price, 15 cents per pourd, and it did not get below 11 cents until 1877. 

The 7 of wool in the last fiscal year were 206,131. 906 pounds, at an 
ay value of 12.4 cents per pound. The increased imports over 1804 were 
151,000,000 pounds. this 105,500,000 pounds had an average invoice value of 
but9 cents per pound. For the eight months of 1895 the imports are 179,521,- 
000 pounds, an increase of 135,000,000 pounds, of which there is 65,000,000 pounds 
of 8 55 wools free, with an average invoice value of 9.47 cents per pound, 
and 100,449,000 pounds of clothing wools free, with an average invoice value 
of 15.6 cents per pound. Our consumption per capita: 


Year. 


It will be seen that while cotton consumption increased 60 


r cent, 1870-1880, 
it has been practically held in check since. The interests of the woolgrowers 
and cotton planters of Texas are alike jeopardized by free wool and free 


cotton. 
The world's epar to supply wool is only practically measured by a 
profitable demand. e production in 1891, exclusive of the United States, 
was 2.149,673,000 pounds. The increase from 1870 to 1850 was 1,090,073,000 
pounds. The increase from 1880 to 1891 was 656,673,000 pounds, 

Our imports last year were 156,770,000 pounds greater than in 1870. 

Over $15,500,000 timber, lumber, and shingles imported duty free last year, 
depriving the Government of the revenue and bringing the lumber of Can- 
ada farther down the country, into competition wit. © lumber of Texas 
and the Southern lumber districts. What a stretch of the liberality of the 
Government and evidence of the elasticit sneri- 


robably to his especial employees; but what do the farmers of Texas, who 
Save to Pn er cent duty on an im 


raw silk? -one million two hundred and five thousand dollars of manu- 
factured silk 8 silk goods were imported last fiscal year, notwithstanding 
the advan given the American manufacturer by tree raw material. 

Silk and silk manufactures certainly are within the most extreme line of 


taxation, and those who wear them can certainly afford to contribute to the 
support of the Government, no matter in what shape imported, 
he great railway transportation interests of the country are deprived of 
the benefits of foreign competition in the American market for steel and iron 
Perhaps if a revenue had been assured by a reasonable tariff on raw 
silk, Congress would have felt encouraged and justified in levying a Jess duty 
than $7.54 per ton on these rails, and we may have had some imports, as the 
resent duty on rails is prohibitory. The whole imports last ze amounted 
but 784 tons; in 1894 to 2,178 tons. Considering the fact that there are about 
228.000 miles of railways in the United States, besides street railways, with 
an enormous demand for new rails for renewals and extensions, the showing 
-— „ The London price of steel rails for the year has been 
Has it been demonstrated during the paternal efforts of the Government 
to legislate prices for the benefit of the people by discriminating ''tariffs" 
and “free lists” that the desired result can be thus secured? Good and bad 
seasons, increased foreign and domestic production, trade depression, war 
apprehension, panics, money value, combinations, and trusts are factors that 
often negative these efforts, This country has grown too large for depend- 
ence on the paternal care of Government asa regulator of prices of commodi- 
ties. The time has come when the Government may safely engage princi- 
pally in the business of providing for its own maintenance, That it may be 
relieved of apprehensions on this score, is pretty clearly indicated by the re- 
sults of making sugar dutiable. Although sugar pays a duty of 40 per cent 
under Senate bill of 1894. the following is the result: 


Sugar quotations, Houston ( Tex.) market. 


Gran- Pow. | F. 
Date. ulated. Cubas. dered: Salo. 
TEN 4 
97 5i 
5} to 51 4 
b tox | Si toa 
51 dłtoti 


Iron cotton ties were graciously placed on the free list in189t. There were 
none imported in 1894; last fiscal year the imports showed an extraordinary 


increase amounting to $120. Bagging, gunny cloth. and similar material for 
covering cotton was also placed on the freelist. Nota yard wasimported 
in 1504: the importsof the last fiscal year were only $30.490. Binding twine, of 
which there had been no imports in 184, was placed on the free list; the im- 
ports last fiscal year only reached $16,422. Burlaps, however. tailed on to 
cotton ties, cotton bagging. and binding twine, and 31.500.000 dutiable imports 
of 1894, were converted last fiscal year into $4,902,000 free imports, for the 
benefit of the great mill interests of the country, who buy bags; tlax and hemp 
were already free, in competition with our farmers’ production, and in com- 


tition with the use of cotton for bags and sacks. Now we have the manu 
actured free, uniting cheap 1 labor with European and- 
Asiatic cheap agricultural labor against the producers of American hemp, 


flax. and cotton. 

Rice has been on the dutiable list since 1867. The duty on clean rice 
ranged from $2.37 to $2.59 per hundred pounds until 1879; New York quota- 
tions, 5} to 8} cents, lowest, to 7 to 12} cents, hiruen per pound. affected part 
of the time by gold fluctuations. The duty in 1879 was 2.02 cents per pound; 
price, 5j to it cents per pound. The duty in 1883 was 2} cents per pound: 
price, 4 to 7] cents cer pound. The price fell in 1885 and 1880 to 5.58 cents per 
pound. The dut 1890 was2 cents per pound. The Bureau of Statistics 
quotes New York prices on “good” rice, 1893, July to December, 2} to 44 
cents; 1894, January to December, 41 to 5 cents, 

The ay on rice was reduced, under the Senate bill of 1894, to 1} cents per 
pound. The.Bureau of Statistics quotes New York price, August, 1894, to 
August, 1895, at 4} to 5 cents per pound. The price in August an 
ie go 5 sears per pound. The price in June, 1895, was 44 to 4}, 

cen 

In view, therefore, of the advanced condition of our manufactu 
uncertainty as to whether.the poe are benefited in low rie on ar 
imported free consumed by them direct, the depressed condition of our i- 
cultural, pastoral, and timber interests, affected by foreign competition, the 
inequitable discrimination in favorof certain manufacturers and consumers, 
and the necessity of the Government to have sufficient revenues for its sup- 
port, has not the time come for a new departure? 

Let us have tariff reform” on the basis of a tariff for revenue,“ with its 
rates of duty equitably distributed on true economic principles, and on the 
line of a conservative public podey: It is perhaps too early to even contem- 
plate any large retrenchment of expenditures. The people have got used to 
an expensive and extravagant Government, and, strange to say, seem tolike 
it. Billion-dollar Congresses are probably not altogether a thing of the past. 
In the fourteen years previous to 1894 the customs contribu an average 
annually of about $206,000,000 to the Government Dese rie The culmination 
of the restrictive duties and expanded free list of the McKinley bill brought 
the customs revenues down in 1894 to $132.294.000. 

To sustain our present system the customs must furnish about $200,000,000 
annually. Itis now im ible to secure this upon a dutiable list of $100,000,- 

It can be secured by fair duties on all imports, and our manufacturers 
and agricultural interests receive all the protection that a just consideration 
for the interests of all the people permits them to have. Our largest year of 
imports of merchandise has amounted to $866,800,000; under 8 
they had declined to $655,000,000. Indications point to ,000,000 for this fisc: 
year. 'l'he customs revenue in the eight months ending August show an in- 
crease of $29.728,000. The condition will not admit of further experiment on 
theline of internal taxes to recoup the losses on customs revenue, 

In the discussion in the House J adore rege of the United States, 
MEUS resulted in the founding of a system, Mr. Madison said, August 

4 79: 

I presume that, however much we may be disposed to pronese domestic 
Fü ought to pay some regard to the present policy of obtain- 

g revenue. 

“In my opinion, it would be ropes also for gentlemen to consider the 
means o Hig gan in the great staple of America. I mean culture, 
which I think may Kustly styled the np of the United States, from spon- 
taneous productions which nature furnishes, and the manifest advan it 
has over eyery other object of embodiment in this country. * * * But 
it will be necessary to confine our attention at this time peculiarly to the 
object of revenue. 

After the war with England had demonstrated the necessity for additional 
encouragement of our manufactures, Mr. Calhoun, in his speech, April 4, 
1816, enunciated these broad principles; 

Neither agriculture, manufactures, nor commerce, taken separately, is 
the cause of wealth; it flows from the three combined, and can not exist with- 
outeacb. The wealth of any single nation, it is true, may not immediately 
depend, upon the three, but such wealth always presupposes their exist- 
ence. 

“It is admitted by the most strenuous advocates on the other side that no 
country ought to be dependent on another for its means of defense: that at 
least our musket and bayonet, our cannon and ball, ought to be domestic 
manufacture. But what, he asked, is more necessary-to the defense of a 
nation than its currency and finance?" 

After a hundred and six years of tariff experience, and the culmination of 
the grandest expectations of the statesmen who gave a fostering care to our 
manufacturing interests, have we not again Feathed a point when, in the lan- 

age of Mr. Madison, “it will be necessary to confine our attention pecul- 
larly to the object of revenue," and when we must reci in the graphic 
language of Mr. Calhoun, that neither agriculture, manufactures, nor com- 
merce, taken separately, is the cause of wealth," and also that discrimination 
against either is not conducive to national prosperity? 

Very respectfully, 


8 
and in July, 


tho 
cles 


E. W. CAVE. 
Governor CHARLES A. CULBERSON, 


Austin, Tez. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have been 
ordered on the amendment submitted by the Senator from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. JONES], and the Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. BACON. Lask that the amendment may be first stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. At the end of line 17 of paragraph 301, on 
page 90, it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, however, 'That in no case shall the duty levied exceed 8 cents per 
pound on yarns valued at not exceeding 25 cents per pound, nor exceed 15 
cents per poang on yarns valued at over 25 cents per pound and not exceed- 
ing 40 cents per pound: And 5 ‘urther, That on all yarns valued at 


morethan 40 cents per pound there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty 
of 45 per cont ad valorem. 


Mr. BACON. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Arkansas if that is the provision of the present law? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is the closing portion of the a- 
graph in relation to cotton thread and carded yarn, etc., of the 
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resent law. The proposed schedule is identical with the present 
ide down to the end of the pending paragraph, leaving out the 

art of the present law which I have moved to insert. This is a 
limitation which cuts off the higher numbers and preserves the 
existing rates, as I have stated. 

Mr. BACON. Then, if this amendment should be adopted, the 
paragraph would be the same as that in the present law? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ves 1 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES], on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. k 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] to the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Surra], and vote yea.“ 

Mr. GEAR (when his nàme was called). My pair with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Sui1TH] has been transferred to the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE]. I am therefore 
at liberty to vote, and vote “nay.” X 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). I am paired for the 
present with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. MasoN]. If he 
were present, I should vote ** yea." : ` 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr.Procror]. If he were present, I 
should vote ** yea." 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. - 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Itransfermy pair 
with the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] to the Xen- 
ator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN], and vote nay.“ i 

Mr. TUR (when his name was called). Iam paired with 

the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN]. If he were present, 
I should vote **yea." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest to the 
Senator from Washington that the senior Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MORRILL] has transferred his pair to the Senator from Wyo- 
ming [Mr. WARREN], which will leave the Senator at liberty to 
vote. 

Mr. TURNER. Then I vote “yea.” 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 20, nays 30; as follows: 


I am paired 


YEAS—2, 

Clay, Morgan, Tillman, 
Bate, J — Ark. Pasco, Turner, 
Berry. McLaurin, Pettus, Vest. 
Butler, Martin, Rawlins, Walthall, 
Chilton, Mills, ch, White. 

NAYS—30. 
Allison, Mantle, Stewart, 
Burrows, G ger, Morrill, Teller, 
Carter, ear, Perkins, Thurston, 
Chandler, Hanna, Platt. Conn. Wellington, 
eboe, Hawley, Pritchard, Wetmore, 
Elkins, Hoar, "ay, Wilson. 
Fairbanks, McBride, Shoup, 
Foraker, McEnery, Spooner, 
NOT VOTING-—39. 

Altdeh, Faulkner, KG Peerone ; 
Allen, orge, e, ettigrew. 
Baker, Gorman Libdur, Platt. N. Y. 
Caffery, Gray, ge, Proctor, 
Cannon, Hale, MeMillan, Sewell, 
Clark, Hansbrough, Mallory, Smith, 
ON 1l, Harris, Kans. Mason, Turpie, 
Cullom. Harris, Tenn. Mitchell, Warren, 

Heitfeld, Murphy, Wolcott. 

Jones, Nev. Nelson, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON subsequently said: I inadvertently voted on the 
last amendment, asd paired with the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. COCKRELL]. I ask unanimous consent that my vote may be 
withdrawn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request will be complied 


with. 

Mr. ALLISON. Inadvertently the amendment of the commit- 
tee in line 13 of paragraph 301 was agreed to. That amendment 
should be disagreed to, and I ask unanimous consent to recur to it 
for that Diner 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 301, page 90, line 13, after the 
words twenty and," the Committee on Finance reported to insert 
“in addition thereto.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Withont objection, the vote 
whereby the amendment was agreed to will be considered as re- 
considered, and the amendment disagreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 302, e 90, line 18, 


before the word “thread,” to strike out Cotton“ and insert 


**Spool;" in the same line, after the word thread.“ to insert ** of 
cotton, inclnding crochet, darning, and embroidery cottons;" in 
line 22, after the word '*yards." to strike out of thread;" in line 
23, after the words “one hundred,” to strike out ** yards;" in line 
24, after the word than,“ to strike out **wound;" in line 25, be- 
fore the word '* cent," to strike out ‘‘a” and insert ** one;" in line 
1, on page91, after the word yards," to strike out ** of thread;" and 
in the same line, after the word * thereof," at the end of the para- 
graph, to insert: 


Provided, That in no case shall the cote assessed upon a less number of 
yards than is marked on the spools or ree 


So as to make the paragraph read: 


902. Spool thread of cotton, including crochet, darning, and embroide: 
cottons on spools or reels, containing on each spool or reel not exceeding li 
5 of thread, 6 cents per dozen; exceeding 10 yards on each spool or reel 

or every additional hundred yards or fractio part thereof in excess of 

100, 6 cents p dozen spools or reels; if otherwise than on spools or reels, 
one-half of 1 cent for each 100 yards or fractional part thereof: it 
That in no case shall the qune assessed upon a less number of yardsthan is 
marked on the spools or ree! 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave no objection to the proviso which has just 
been adopted, but I move, in line 21, before the word “cents,” to 
strike out the word ‘‘ six” and insert five and one-half;” and I 
make the same motion in line 23, before the word “cents,” to 
strike out six“ and insert ‘‘five and one-half." ` 

We have heard a great deal about the poor sewing girl in the 
tariff debates, and here is an increase over the existing law, and 
a very considerable one when the amount of this article consumed 
in the United States is considered. I ask that the motion may be 
put upon both amendments at once. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments proposed by 
the Senator from Missouri (Mr. Vest] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 302, page 90, line 21, before the 
word cents,“ it is pro to strike out *‘six” and insert five 
and one-half;" and in line 23, before the word cents,“ to strike 
out six and insert ‘ five and one-half;” so as to read: 

302. Spool thread of cotton, including crochet, darning, and embroide: 
cottons on spools or reels, containing on each lor reel not exceeding 
jede of thread, 5} cents per dozen: exceedi 00 yards on each spool or reel, 


ng 
revery additional hundred yards or fractional part thereof in excess of 100, 
5j cents per dozen spools or reels. 


The amendment was rejected. 
The reading of the bill was resumed at paragraph 303, as follows: 
3:3. -Cotton cloth not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
and not exceeding 50 threads to the square inch, counting the eed and fill- 
* 


ing. 1 cent per square yard; if bleached, 1j cents per square yard; if dyed, 
colored, stained, painted, or printed, 2 cents per Posi yard. 2 d 


Mr. VEST. Before weleave that paragraph, I want to read the 
official statement to show how far advanced the cotton manufac- 
tures of the United States are as to the articles named in this par- 
ugraph. We exported, in 1896, $3.419,158 worth of colored cotton 
cloths, and in the same year we exported $9,579,199 worth of un- 
colored cotton cloths, and of all other cotton cloths we exported 
$3,170,940, makingin the aggregate over $15,000,000 worth of these 
cotton cloths exported from the United States and competing suc- 
cessfully with the manufactures of other countries. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In the line of what my colleague on 
the committee [Mr. Vest] has just suggested, 1 think this is per- 
haps as appropriate place as any to present some tables showin, 
the relative cost of production of cotton cloths at Burnley ud 
Lancashire, in England, and in Lowell, Mass., taking cloths at 
64 by 64 warp and weft and 28 inches wide. 

The yarn in the American cloth is made of No. 28 warp and 36 
weft. averaging 32. The English yarn is four numbers finer, but 
in reality it is from eight to ten numbers finer. 

This statement shows the English yarn is 37} inches, and it is 
taken from the accounts of one of the best and latest mills erected 
at Rochdale, Lancashire, working under the most advantageous 
conditions of machinery and management. It is a cooperative 
mill, where the directing and superintending are run on the most 
economical principles. 

This statement, as I have said, is taken from the official state- 
ment of the mill The cost of carding 1 pound of yarn is eight 
hundred and fifty-five one-thousandths of a cent; spinning and 
incidental thereto, 1.137. The rates I have thus far given are the 
Massachusetts rates. The Lancashire direct wages are 1.684, and 
other wages and salaries twenty-four one-thousandths, making 
the total paid in wages in Massachusetts 1.992 cents, and in Lan- 
cashire 1.708 cents, in the matter of spinning of yarns necessary 
to make a pound of cloth. 

The American cloth weighs 7 yards to the pound; the English 
cloth, by the use of 10 numbers finer yarn, weighs about 9 yards 
tothe pound. The cost is therefore computed on an equal basis 
of 7 yards in the account given by Mr. Schoenhof for comparison. 
The weaving rate is, per cut of 50 yards, in Lowell, at the rate of 
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20 cents, and in Lancashire at the rate of 124d., or 254 cents for the 
same length; 20 cents in Massachusetts and 254 cents in d. 
The actual cost, computed from the mill books at Burnley and 
from the Lowell account, foots up as follows: 

'This is a quotation from a part of the report of Mr. Schoenhof. 
'The labor cost on the basis of 7 yards is as follows: 


n FFT 
ressing the warp 
Beside wisting. 

Lowell extra board 


0. G80 cent per yard. 10.534 cent per yerd. 


The cost of weaving per yard is one hundred and -two one- 
thousandths of a cent less in Lowell than in England. e diifer- 
ence in the final outcome is to the advantage of England by the 
saving of two-ninths of a pound of yarn, the selling price of which 
in the mill's accounts given by Mr. Schoenhof was 8d., or 16 cents 
per pound. Two-ninths of that is 3.55 cents, "ape yard is equal 
to five-tenths of a cent, far outbalancing the difference in labor 
expense, and explains the impossibility of the heavier American 
cloths competing with the lighter and finer cloth of England in 
the markets of the world, where the finer cloth at the lower price 
finds preference, 

The difference in weavers’ wages per yard in cotton weaving 
has incontestably been established, and is due to the larger number 
of looms run per hand by American mills, 

The higher paid American labor, the more intelligent American 
. labor, the men of the higher type and higher class, more inde- 

dent, do more work for the amount of money paid. Although 
iw insist upon receiving and do receive more money by the day 
for the work they do, they do more work for the reset Mey get 
than do their confréres on the other side of the water. ey turn 
out more work for the cent, more work for the dollar, than do the 
wage earners in either England or Germany, 
hile we boast of the high wages paid to labor in this country 
when there is a careful analysis of facts made, it will be found 
that the labor cost of an article manufactured in this country as 
a rule is cheaper than that in the country where lower are 

id. It shows the wisdom of the high rate of wages in this 
country. It shows the wisdom of American institutions. It shows 
the wisdom of developing the manhood and independence and 
individuality of our citizens. It shows that the higher the ty 
of man the lower the cost of the goods which he produces for the 
balance of mankind. It is a strong argument, not only in favor 
of the ability of our mills to maintain themselves against mills 
abroad, but one strongly in favor of the civilization and intelli- 
gence of the people of this country. 

In 1894 the Senate Finance Committee obtained from Fall 
River, through Robert Howard, secretary to the Fall River Mule 
Spinners’ Association, a statement of the rates of wages paid then 
for print cloth. To a question put to him in writing, he states: 
"Inrepl * I Will inform you that the price for weaving 
64 by 64 regular print cloth (28 inches wide) in Fall River is 16 
cents per cut of 45 yards.” This is equal to 36 cents per 100 yards. 

A similar inquiry sent to English manufacturers through the 


instrumentality of a member of Parliament, and an extensive 
manufacturer hi —John Albert Bright—gives the following 
answer: 


Below we give afewexamples. We rise or fall one-half penny pes eeu and 
or nce: 


61d. 
82-inch, 18 by 18 (American, 72 by 72), Tid., 60 cents per 100 yards. 
86-inch, 18 by 18 5 72 by 72), Tid., 64 cents per 100 yards. 


But the striking point in this is that Mr. Howard, the secretary 
of the Mule Spinners’ Association of Fall River, states that the 
amount paid in Fall River for spinning a cut of 45 yards is 16 
cents, while it would seem from this statement coming from Eng- 
land thatitis more than twice as much on the other side in this 
one item of spinning. 

According to this statement, prices have been reduced on both 
sides of the Atlantic, but the difference in favor of the United 
States is still proportionately abont the same as given in the Con- 
sular Reports for 1887 by Mr. Schoenhof, to wit, 8 cents lower in 
the 100 yards, and in percentage nearly 20 per cent lower in 
America than in England. 

For comparison I will attach a statement taken from Hon. Car- 
roll D. Wright's Report on Textiles, giving the cost of labor in 
manufacturing print cloth, along with the cost statement as stated 
by Mr. Schoenhof in his book. 


Cost of labor. 


Hon. Carroll D. Wright's figures on print- E 
cloth making, page 68 (average 7 yards 


Total spiavtag part, 


perya 
Spinning, per pound... 


Total labor cost - 
ning rin Wearing 
one 
cloth in Cited 
Stat 


* Contained in “all other.” 
I think it will interest Senators to see the cost of geog this 


cloth, as shown by Carroll D. Wrightin his official report, and 
then comparing it with the statement made by Mr. Schoenhof 
some years ago, which was denounced as being so absurdly low 
as to untrue. Mr. Wright,in making his report on several 
mills, gives the total cost of the general labor cost. 

Mr. Schoenhof had stated the cost at one of the best mills in Fall 
River at 5.7 cents. Mr. Wright gives it at 6.7 in one mill, 6.7 in 
another, 6.4 in another, 7.1 in another, 6.8 in another, 6.2 at an- 
other, 6.1 at another, showing a variation of 1 cent and a half 
from the statement made by Mr. Schoenhof at that time which 
was denounced as being so absurdly low that it could not ibl 
be true. But Mr. Wright, who certainly has no sympathy wit 
the ideas that some of us have on these economic questions, in his 
official report fully sustains all these statements. 

I thought it proper to state these facts in connection with the 
cotton schedule. believe it is unreasonably high, and I want 
the facts to be presented to the Senate. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 307, page 96, line 8, 
before the word **cents," to insert aud one-half;” in the same 
line, after the word ** yard," to strike out the comma and insert a 
semicolon; in line 9, before the word cents.“ to strike out *‘four- 
teen" and insert fifteen;“ in the same line, after the word 
“yard,” to strike ont the comma and insert a semicolon; and in 
line 11, before the word “cents,” to strike out **sixteen" and in- 
sert **seventeen and one-half;" &0 as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That on all such cotton cloths not bleached, dyed, colored, 
stained, painted, or printed, valued at over 12} cents per square yard; 
bleached, valued at over 15 cents per square yard; and dyed, colored, stained, 
pues 5 printed, valued at over 17; cents per square yard, there shall be 

` Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Iowa a 3 My impression is that while the other preceding 


four or five paragraphs have taken the rates of the Wilson Act 
exactly, and the rates as they stand at present, this paragraph 
proposes materially to increase the rates all along. I should like 


to ask the Senator if the proposed amendments add additional in- 
creatos above those already put in the Dingley bill on the present 
rate? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not understand that they do. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. For instance, on page 96, where the 
bill as it came from the House provided for a tax of 12 cents, the 
Senate committee propose an addition of one-half cent. Twelve 
cents, I understand, is higher than it is in the Wilson Act, or it is 
the same rate, I am not sure which. Then where **fourteen" ap- 
pears in line 9 the Senate committee propose to strike out **four- 
teen” and insert “fifteen.” 

Mr. ALLISON. There may be a small increase in that respect. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senate committee propose a 
small increase, from 16 to 174 cents in that line, making it 171, 
where the T bill proposed 16 cents. 

N. It says valued at over 17} cents per square 


Mr. ALLIS 


- gee fit to follow the 
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I think that isa reduction. Unless 40 per cent is higher 
an the specific rate of duty, it is a reduction. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is true. I had not noticed the 
context, but I noticed the amendment to strike out “sixteen ” and 
insert seventeen.“ 

1 should like to ask the Senator from Iowa an additional ques- 
tion. Does paragraph 308 embrace goods which were dutiable 
under the Wilson Act, which embraces the class of goods which 
are now included in paragraph 307? In other words, are there 
two divisions of goods taxed under paragraph 256 of the Wilson 
Act? Paragraph 256 of the Wilson Act begins: 

Cotton cloth, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted i reped ex- 
ceeding 200 threads to the square inch, counting the warp and g. etc. 


Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 308 is a new paragraph, not con- 
tained in the Wilson Act, and is intended to reach fine cottons. 
It is to be hoped that we can make these in our own country from 
Egyptian or other fine cotton. 

Sir. JONES of Arkansas. It embraces goods which are now 
included under graph 256 of the Wilson Act? . 

Mr. ALLISON. It does. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is what I understood. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senate has put a tax on Egyptian cotton. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. While I shall make no motion now 
as to paragraph 307, when paragraph 308 shall have been read 
through I shall move to strike out paragraphs 807 and 308 and 
substitute 8 256 of the Wilson Act. 

Mr. ALLIS That is all right. 

Mr. VEST. The changes made amount to this: In the Wilson 
Act this was the last section, and it read, *‘ exceeding 200 threads 
tothe square inch.“ Now it is proposed to enlarge the limit from 
200 to 300 threads to the square inch and increase the duty one- 
half cent a yard. That is exactly what it does. Then they make 
anew 8 aph 308 - which takes in from 300 threads to 
the inch up, and sti ds to the duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is right. 

Mr. VEST. That is the effect of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the committee amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. s 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 308, page 97, line 4, 
after the word “pound,” to strike out ** eight" and insert six and 
one-half;" in line 5, after the word yard.“ to insert“ exceeding 
8 square yards to the pound, 8 cents per square yard;" and in line 
12, after the words ** ad valorem,” to strike out Provided further, 
'That on cloth composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, contain- 
ing an admixture of silk, and not otherwise provided for in this 
act, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 8 cents per 
Square yard and 30 per cent ad valorem;" so as to make the para- 


graph read: 


ing 3 and not exceeding 4 square yards to the pound, õ cents per square yard; 

exceeding 4 square yards to the pound, 5; cents : df bleached 

and not Suomen g 2 square yards rege cents z - 

s e pound, 5j cen square 
erdst Jes 


to the pound. nts per 


Am per square va 
ie poun vis bone degree epe 1 

bleached, dyed, colored, stained, ted, or printed, valued at over 14 cents 
2 bleached, valued at over Ii cents per square yard; and dyed, 


per square ya 
colored, stained. painted, or printed, valued at over 2) cents per square yard, 


there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 40 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was a to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of 
the Senator from Iowa to line 7, and suggests that the word ‘‘on” 
should be inserted after the word “that.” 

Mr. ALLISON. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be made. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out agraphs 307 
and 308 and substitute what I send to the desk to be read, bein 
paragraph 256 of the present law, which contains a lower rate al 
along than the one propeen: I regret that the committee did not 

ilson Act in its rate on all these cotton goods. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The substitute proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out paragraphs 307 and 
808 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

Cotton cloth not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, ex- 
ceeding 200 ou to the V o connu - warp and — (1). soa 

^ re H A 

PN ancl rick ER M equae yard to Kus poni DE conte DUE RGIAME 
yard: exceeding 3j and not exceeding 5 square yards to the pound. 4 cents per 
eoe ard: exceeding 5 square yards to the pound, 4} cents per square yard; 
bleached (2), and not exceeding 2} square yards to the pound, 4 cents per 
square yard; ex g 21 and not exceeding 3} square yards to the pound, 4j 
cents per square yard; ex 8} and not exceeding 5 square yards to the 
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pound, 5 cents piece die exceeding 5 square yards to the pound, 
cents per . yard; if dyed, colored, inten, or Printed (3). SR not e; 
ceeding 3} square yards to the pound, 5} cents per square yard; edi 
square yards to the pound, At oont per sare yard: Provided, That on 
such cotton cloths not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed 
(4), valued at over 12 cents per uare yard; bleached (5), valued at over 14 
cents per square yard: and dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed (6). 
valued at over 16 cents per square there shall be levied, collected, and 
paid a duty of 35 per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the substitute proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On that I ask for the yeas and nays, 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, the section now under consid- 
eration places import duties on the various kinds of cotton cloth, 
ranging from 3} cents to 7 cents per yard. The Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. JONES) moves to strike out this section and insert in 
lieu of it the corresponding sectionin the present law—the Wilson 


Comparing the section of the Wilson Act with the pending sec- 
tion of the present bill, Ifind that there is a ditference of only 
one-half cent per yard on each different classification. For in- 
stance, where the present bill 55 an import duty of 3} cents 
the Wilson Act has 3 cents. here the present bill proposes 7 
cents a yard the Wilson Act has 6} cents per yard. Iam expected 
to vote for one of these two schedules, one 7 cents a yard and the 
other 6} cents a yard, and one is called a revenue duty and the 
other a protective duty. I must confess that I am unable to see 
any difference in principle between them. If to give the manu- 
facturer the benefit of an import duty of 7 cents a yard is protec- 
tion and robbery, then I submit that to give the manufacturer an 
import duty of 6} cents on each yard of cotton cloth is also pro- 
tection and robbery. 

I say that in principle the duty in the Wilson Act of 6} cents a 

on cotton cloth is just as much of a discrimination and an 
injustice to the farmer who raises cotton and must sell it in a free- 
trade market, and who is forced to buy his cotton back in the 
shape of this cloth, asis 7 cents duty. There is no difference in 
IE One taxes him 61 cents for the benefit of the manu- 
acturer, and the other taxes him 7 cents a yard for the benefit of 
tne manufacturer. Both old Iur. protect the manufacturer; 
neither protects the farmer. th force the farmer to compete 
with the cheapest pauper labor in the world. Both force the 
farmer to sell his cotton in a free-trade market. Both force him 
to pay tribute to the manufacturer. The nse of shipping cot- 
ton to Liverpool, the expense of manufacturing it, what is paid to 


labor, the of shipping it back, with all the insurance 
charges added, and the profit must be paid by the farmer when he 
buys his cotton back in the shape of cloth. 


The difference in rtation to Liverpool and back is con- 
siderable protection for the home manufacturer, and the farmer 
would be forced to pay all those charges before he could buy his 
cotton back in the form of cloth from his home manufacturer. 
So if there were no duty on cotton cloth the farmer would still 
have to pay a protective duty or bounty to the home manufac- 
turer equal, at least, to the cost of transportation to Liverpool 
and return. 

Mr. President, our Democratic friends can not consistently ask 
us to vote for 6} cents per yard protection on cotton cloth. and then 
vote against giving any protection to the cotton farmer. If our 
Democratic friends want us to give a protection of 64 cents to the 
cotton manufacturer, then they ought at the same time to vote with 
us to give protection to the farmer who raises the cotton. The 
Wilson Act in this respect is a discrimination against the farmer, 
The Republican bill is simply a greater discrimination—a half a 
cent a yard more—that is all. The difference is a bagatelle com- 
pared to the discrimination which both parties make in favor of 
the manufacturer and against the farmer. 

Lagree with my friend the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
MocLaunIN] in denouncing the free-trade heresy with which his 
party was afflicted for a short and sad period, while the manu- 
facturer is pow amply; butif he will pardon me, I wish to 
differ with him about this bill being purposely a sectional meas- 
ure. It is true in effect it is sectional, but it was framed for an- 
other purpose. I do not think it was framed with a sectional 
feeling or purpose, though framed by the Republican party. It 
is more of a class bill than a sectional bill, It is framed to benefit 
one class at the expense of all other classes. It discriminates in 
favorof thesugar trust and azainstthe New England user of sngar 
as well as against the Southern user of sugar. It discriminates 
against the man in New England who buys this cotton cloth as 
much as the man in the South or West. It isa discrimination 
against the producer of agricultural products and all consumers 
of manufactured products. When any tariff bill discriminates 
against the farmer and the producer of wealth it discriminates 
azainst the labor employed in the factories. 

This bill will notprotectlabor, whether in the Sonth or the North. 
It will not protect even the labor employed in the factories. The 
bill is a tax on the laborer and the farmer for the benefit of the 
few, whether they are located in New England, in the South, or 
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inthe West. If the Carnegie steel concern were in South Caro- 
lina or North Carolina, the protection they get in this bill would 
be just the same, provided their location did not lessen their 
influence with this body. If the sugar refineries were in South 
Carolina or North Carolina, the protection to them and the dis- 
crimination against others would be just as great, if their location 
did not lessen their influence with this body. 

The great trouble with this measure is that it is a class bill. 
Unfortunately, the South is discriminated against more heavily 
than another section, but that is incidental. The object is not 
sectional, but to put money into the pockets of the trusts and à 
small class at the expense of all other citizens. There is no regard 
in this bill for the farmer or laborer in New England any more 
than in the South. and I am sorry to admit that our Democratic 
friends in their bill proceeded on the same principle. The differ- 
ence between the Wilson bill and this bill is in schedules, not in 

rinciple. I was grateful to our Democratic friends when they 
endi the amount of the discrimination, but they do not live up 
totheir doctrine when they protect the manufacturer and refuse 
to protect the farmer. Our Republican friends, on the other 
hand, pretend to protect all American labor and American indus- 
tries, but they leave out those who create the raw materials, those 
who work in the factories, and those who create the great export 

roducts of the country. The other day both of the old parties 
ed up against the farmer when the export bounty was before 
the Senate. 


The Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], in a very able speech a 


few days since, made a powerful and eloquent plea for the ** for- 

tten man." He said that everybody was ready to help the 
Nen with chin music. Indeed, itseems to be so. But I want 
to ask him and his side, when they appeal to us to vote for a 64- 
cent duty per yard on cotton cloth to protect the manufacturer 
and then vote to leave the farmer to struggle under free trade, to 
compete with the pauper labor of the world, if they are not rob- 
bing him by the same method that our Republican friends do? 
The other day, when the amendment to pay the farmer au export 
bounty on wives and cotton so as to put him on equal footing 
with the manufacturer was before the Senate, every Democratic 
Senator but three voted against it. To-day you are ready to vote 
a protection of 6} cents a yard on cotton cloth for the manufac- 
turer, but when you were asked to give the farmer an export 
bounty as long as the manufacturer has an import duty, you say 
no, it is against your principle. It is not against your principles 
to protect the manufacturer, but when it comes to treating the 
farmer the same way, you serve him with chin music yourselves. 

The present Democratic law is full of protection for the manu- 
facturer, but there is nothing in it for the farmer; the pending 
Republican bill is full of protection for the manufacturer, but 
there is nothing in it for the farmer. 

Mr. President, I submit that as long as the manufacturer is pro- 
tected with an import duty, the farmer should be protected with 
an export bounty, Yet, when the Senator from Utah [Mr. Can- 
NON] offered an amendment to protect the farmer with an export 
bounty, every Republican voted against it, and every Democrat 
except three vo ainstit. Who voted for it? Who voted to 
treat the farmer as the manufacturer is treated? Every Populist, 
every Silver Republican, and three Democrats—all the other Sen- 
ators served the farmer with nothing but chin music. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing do 
the substitute submitted by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES], upon which the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). I am 
puer with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK], and with- 

old my vote. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. If he were 
present, I should vote ** yea." 

Mr. KENNEY (when his name was called). Iagain announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PEN- 
ROSE], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror], and therefore 
refrain from voting. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 


Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris]. 
Mr. TILLMAN (when hisname wascalled). Iagain announce 


my pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. If he 
were present, I should vote yea.“ 


Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called), I am 


with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. I Would vote 
Be it he were present. 
. WARREN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 


the juniorSenator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. I do not see 
him in the Chamber, and therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GEAR. I am pa red with the Senator from New Jersey 

Mr. SurrH]. I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from 

assachusetts [Mr. LODGE], and vote “nay.” Y 

Mr. BERRY. Iam paired with theSenator from Montana [Mr. 
CARTER]. If he were present, I should vote ** yea." 

Mr. AY. The junior Senator from Massachusetts 8 
Suren stands paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 

MITH]. 

Mr. COCKRELL (after having voted in the affirmative). Has 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MCBRIDE] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
Senator from Oregon has not voted. 

8 Nr COCKRELL. Has any pair been announced with that 
enator? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that no 
pair has been announced. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is probable that he may consider that our 

air was extended. Iam not certain. I thought he was in the 

amber at one time. I will withdraw my vote and announce 
that I am paired with him. If he were present, I should vote 
t yea," and he would doubtless vote ‘‘nay,” 3 
r. PETTUS (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire 
p: 3 if the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
voted? > 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts has not voted. 

Rai PETTUS. I withdraw my vote, being paired with that 
nator. 

The Secretary recapitulated the vote. 

En COCKRELL, I will vote * yea." It will not change the 
result. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. Harris] to the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER], which will enable the Senator from Mississippi Mr. 
WALTHALL] and myself to vote. I vote “nay.” 


Mr. WALTHALL. I vote yea.“ 
The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 27; as follows: 
YEAS—18, 
regn arian Morgen, Walthall, 
e. orman, 0 
Butler, Gray, Pasco, te. 
Chilton, McLaurin, Rawlins, 
Clay, Mills, Turpie, 
NAYS-27. 
Allison, Foraker, Mason Shoup, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Morrill, Stew: 
Chandler, Gear, Perkins, Teller, 
Cullom, Hanna, Platt, Conn. Wellin: 
Elkins, Menos es Wilson. 
ns, cEnery, uay, 
Fairbanks, Mantle. Swell. = 
NOT VOTING—4. 
Aldrich, Frye, Kyle, ttus, 
Allen, George, Líndsay, Platt, N. Y. 
Baker, Hale, Lodge: T, 
Berry, Hansbrough, McBride, Roac 
Caffery, Harris, MeMillan, Smith, 
Cannon, Harris, Ten: Mallory, Spooner, 2 
eer BAN, eer PULMO, 
ar oar, u ; man, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Nelson. Turner, 
vis, Jones, Nev. Penrose, W. n, 
Faulkner, Kenney, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of 5 by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 2050) to amend an act entitled ** An act to provide 
for the entry of lands in Greer County, Okla., to give preference 
rights to settlers, and for other purposes," approved January 18, 
1897. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 
Government and to encourage the industries of the United States. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
97, after line 17, to insert the following as a new paragraph: 


908a. The term cotton cloth, or cloth, wherever used in the paragraphs of 
this schedule, unless otherwise specially provided for, shall be held to include 
all woven fabrics of cotton in the piece or otherwise, whether fi «fancy, 
or plain, the and filling threads of which can be counted by unraveling 
or other practicable means. 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was,on page 97, after line 23, to insert 
the following as a new paragraph: 


908b. Cloth, com of cotton or other vegetable fiber and silk, whether 
known as silk: ped sleeve linings, silk stripes, or otherwise, 8 cents per 


. 
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square yard and 30 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That no such cloth shall 
pay a less rate of duty than 50 per cent ad valorem. Cotton cloth, filled or 
coated, 3 cents per square yard and 20 per cent ad yalorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 309, page 98, line 7, 
after the word ** whether,” to strike out “wholly or partly;" in 
line 8, after the word! finished," to insert **or unfinished;" in line 
9, after the word “ duty,” to insert on the cloth contained therein;" 
80 as to make the paragraph read: 

309. Handkerchiefs or mufflers composed of cotton, whether in the piece or 
otherwise and whether finished or unfinished, if not hemmed, or hemmed 
only, shall pay the same rate of duty on the cloth contained therein as is im- 
pec on cotton cloth of the same description, weight, and count of threads 

the square inch; but such handkerchiefs or mufflers shall not pay a less 
rate of duty than 45 per cent ad valorem. If such handkerchiefs or mufflers 
are hemstitched, or imitation hemstitched, or revered, or have drawn threads, 
they shall pay a duty of 10 per cent ad valorem in addition to the duty here- 
inbefore prescribed, and in no case less than 55 per cent ad valorem; if such 
handkerchiefs or mufllers are embroidered in any manner, whether with an 
initial letter, monogram, or otherwise, by hand or inery, or are tam- 
boured, appliqued, or trimmed wholly or in part with lace or with tucking or 
insertion, they shall not pay a less rate of duty than 60 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. . I move to strike out paragraph 309 
and insert paragraph 258 of the Wilson Act, which I believe covers 
the same articles. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is pr to strike out paragraph 309 of 
the bill and to insert in liea thereof the following: 

Cloth: dy made, and articl f weari lof every descri 
tion, handkerchiefs. and neckties or neck Wear, composed of cotton or other 
vegetable fiber, or of which cotton or other vegetable fiber is the component 
material of chief value, made up or manuf: wholly or in part by the 
tailor, seamstress, or manufacturer, all of the foregoing not specially provided 
for in this act, 40 per cent ad valorem, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was rejected. ? E 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 310, page 99, line 5, after the word “same,” to strike out 
description“ and insert ‘‘condition;” so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

310. Cotton cloth in which other than the ordinary warp and filling threads 
have been introduced in the process of weaving to form a figure, whether 
known as lappets or otherwise, and whether unbleached, bleached, dyed, 
col , stained, painted, or prin pay, in addition to the duty herein 
pou for other cotton cloth of the same condition, weight, and count of 

to the square inch,1 cent per square yard if valued at not more 
1 cents per square yard, and 2 cents per square yard if valued at more than 7 
cents per square yard. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out this paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Willthe Senator permit the com- 
mittee amendment first to be acted upon? 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. Wi. y 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 7 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Imove to strike out paragraph 310. 
I hope the Senator from Iowa will explain to the Senateif it is not 
covered by paragraph 308, which has SHORE been adopted, and 
better covered than in the present form. The amendment sub- 
mitted by the committee, it seems to me, covers the ground in- 
tended to be covered by this paragraph, and does it much better 
and in a less ambiguous way. [e AR 

For instance, e the word ‘‘condition,” in line 5, on page 99. 
Cotton cloth in which other than the ordinary warp and filling 
threads have been introduced in the process of weaving to form a 
Rue whether known as n eel or otherwise, and whether un- 
bleached, bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
shall pay, in addition to the duty herein provided for cotton cloth 
of the same description." The word “description” has been 
stricken out and the word “condition” put in. It seems to me 
that the word “condition” must necessarily produce confusion. 
Now, take the paragraph numbered 308b: 

808b. Cloth, composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber and silk, whether 
known as silk-striped sleeve linings, silk stripes, or otherwise, 8 cents per 
square yard and 30 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That no such cloth shall 
pay a less rate of duty than 50 per cent ad valorem. 

And paragraph 308a is as follows: 


The term cotton cloth, or 3 wherever used in the phs of 


-~ . 808a. paragra) 
this schedule, unlesa otherwise y provided for, shall be held to include 


all woven fabrics of cotton in the piece or otherwise, whether figured, fancy, 
or plain, the varp and filling threads of which can be counted by unraveling 
or other practicable means. 

It seems to me that paragraph 310 is included, and very much 
better included, in paragraph 308 than it is in this form; that the 
form in which the House putit ought to be struck out and the 
amendment of the Senate committee ought to remain. 

Ihave the suggestion from a custom-house officer that in para- 
graph 308 the language is comprehensive, and that the language 
in paragraph 310 is confusing and will lead to litigation. The 
words ‘‘the same condition, weight, and count of threads" would 


include only such cloths as are figured in weaving, and these are 


certainly included in the words of paragraph 308a, which says 
that the term cotton cloth, or cloth” shail be held to include all 
woven fabrics, ** whether figured, fancy, or plain." 

It seems to me that, under the circumstances, the Senator will 
agree to have paragraph 310 go out of the bill. At any rate, I 
move to strike it out. It was put in by the House before para- 
graph 308 went into the bill, and it is certainly, it seems to me, 
much less artistically drawn than paragraph 308 and covers 
exactly the same M. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the intention in paragraph 810 is to 
cover à special character of weaving, where figures are intro- 
duced, and an additional duty is placed upon that character of 
g Paragraph 308, it is true, is a general definition and de- 
scription of cloth, whether figured or plain, but here is a provision 
requiring an additional duty as a figure is introduced in the proc- 
ess of weaving. I think this is intended to cover more than is 
covered in paragraph 308. 'That is my understanding. I hope 
the Senator will allow it to remain in until we can make a more 
thorough examination of the difference between these two pro- 
visions. ; 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. IftheSenator will note for a moment 
the structure of these two paragrapbs, it seems to me there can be 
no doubt in his mind. Paragraph 308a says: 

The term cotton cloth. or cloth, wherever used in the phs of this 
schedule, unless otherwise ally provided for, shall be held to include all 
woven fabrics of cotton in the piece or otherwise, whether figured, fancy,or 


plain, the w: and filling threads of which can be counted by unraveling or 
other practicable means. 


Then paragraph 308b is as follows: 

Cloth, ier erga of cotton or other vegetable fiber, and silk, whether known 
as silk-striped sleeve linings, silk stripes, or other wise, 8 cents par square yard 
and 30 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That no such cloth shall pay a less rate 
of duty than 5U per cent ad valorem. 

Now, this old paragraph 310 that remains in the bill certainly 
includes the same goods and proposes a rate of ** 1 cent per square 
yard if valued at not more than 7 cents per square yard, and 2 
oone per square yard if valued at more t 7 cents per square 
ya o 

Mr. ALLISON. Ifthe Senator will allow me, paragraph 308a 
states: * The term cotton cloth, or cloth. wherever used in the 
paragraphs of this schedule, unless otherwise specially provided 
for.” In aph 310 there is a particular kind of cotton cloth 
that is otherwise specially provided for. "Therefore they are not 
inconsistent, but they are harmonious, because the particular kind 
of cloth provided for in paragraph 310 is where a figure is woven 
into the cloth, and therefore it is excepted by the terms of para- 
graph 308 from that definition. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator say that where a 
figure is woven into the cloth it is not included in paragraph 308? 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly many figures are. 
= Mr, J ONTO of 55 o where a iure is Woren into the 

oth, is it not inclu in the language of paragrap. ? 

Mr. ALLISON. It may be or it may not be. 

s J ONES of Arkansas. How could it possibly not be in- 
cluded? 

Mr. ALLISON. But hereisa figure specially provided for, and 
therefore it is not included in paragraph 308. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The language of paragraph 308a is, 
**all woven fabrics of cotton in the piece or otherwise, whether 
figured, fancy, or plain." That certainly means woven figures. 

r. ALLISON. That is a general provision. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Here is a provision in poragraph 810 that 
says, “cotton cloth, in which other than ordinary warp and fill- 
me threads.” That means, I take it, some special warp, some 
filling threads, in order to secure a special figure. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That would result in a figured piece 
of .and paragraph 308 provides for the figured goods. But 
if the Senator is not willing to take my view of it, I should like to 
have him explain what the word “ condition," which he has had 
p in in place of ** description," means. What does it stand for? 

e language of paragraph 310 is: 

Cotton cloth in which other than the ordinary warp and filing threads 
have been introduced in the process of weaving to form a figure, whether 
known as 5 or otherwise, and whether unbleached, bleached, dyed, col - 
ored, stained, eee or printed, shall pay, in addition to the duty herein 
provided for other cotton cloth of the same condition. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should think the word condition“ there 
means character,“ while the word “description,” as used there, 
would mean the same cloth. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It seems to me to mean exactly what 
is embraced in cg (ee 308. 

Mr. ALLISON. the Senator can show me that these two 
paragraphs cover identically the same thing in every respect, I 
will consent to strike out paragraph 310. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Imoye to strike it out now. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. I hope that will not be done, 
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Mr. CHILTON. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa 
&bout the clause at the end of paragraph 308, which reads: 


Cotton cloth, filled or coated, 3 cents per square yard and 20 per cent ad 
valorem. 


So far as I can see, that is a new provision in tariff bills. Ido 
not think it is in either the Wilson or the McKinley law; and I 
should be glad to have the Senator's opinion in regard to the effect 
of it. Doesitincrease the duty? 

Mr. ALLISON. This clause has never appeared in any tariff 
bill before that I know of. It is intended to cover a particular 
kind of cotton cloth that we find in our houses—what we call cur- 
poue. They are fixed at 3 cents a square yard and 20 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Mr. CHILTON. You do not think, then, it increases the duty 
beyond what it would be if not enumerated? 

r. ALLISON. I would not like to say that. I think it does 
increase the rate of duty somewhat. It is intended, as I say, to 
cover a class of cotton cloths filled with oilor coated iu some way. 

Ir. CHILTON. I understand. 

Mr. ALLISON. When so filled or coated the article pays spe- 
cific duty of 3 cents a square yard and 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. C TON. I want to know whether the Senator thinks 
that would increase the duty beyond what it would be if it was 
not enumerated? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it will slightly increase the duty. If 
not enumerated, it would go into the et clause and pay 45 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Mr. CHILTON. Yes. ~ 

Mr. ALLISON. If these articles were fine cloth, the duty would 
poser be greater; if of coarse cloth, it would probably be less. 

am not familiar enough with the details of the business to know 
whether it would be an increase or a diminution. It is intended 
to protect that class of cotton cloth which has oil in it, or which 
is coated. Itis a new provision. 

Mr. CHILTON. I did not care to make a motion to strike it 
out unless I was sure it made an increase of duty; and, not being 
sure, I shall not make the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
ment proposed by the Senator from 
strike out paragraph 310. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 99, paragraph 311, line 16, 
before the word provided,“ to strike out the articles" and in- 
sert “any outside garment;" and in line 17, after the word ma- 
terial,” to strike out (not including gloves);" so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

. s, s wea & vi 
TTT 
table flber, or of which cotton or other vegetable fiber is the component ma- 
terial of chief value, made up or 8 wholly or in S ate by the 

3 or manufacturer, and not rwise provided for in this 
act, 50 r cent ad valorem: Provided, That any outside garment provided 
for in paragraph ha india rubber as a component mate: shall pay 
a duty of 15 cents per poun 


and 50 per cent ad valorem. ' 3 

The amendment was ger to. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
why that change is made in line 17, striking out the words “not 
ine DAE gloves.” What does the Senator propose to do with 
gloves 

Mr. ALLISON. As I understand this paragraph, before our 
amendment was adopted it was intended to cover all articles 
waving ENS rubber as a component material. We have by our 
amendment inline 16 confined this duty to a particular class of 
garments. Garments which are known as waterproof garments 
are only included here, and therefore it is not necessary to have 
the words *' not including gloves," because this proviso is limited 
to outside garments, which we nougat was a proper limitation 
for this, I mans say, considerable duty, not excessive perhaps, 
but it would be excessive on anything else except very fine out- 
side garments known as waterproof garments, I think the Sena- 
tor will see the propriety of the amendment. 

Mr. VEST, I ask the Senator what effect the striking out of 
the words ‘‘not including gloves” has? Does that put them in 
the basket clanse, or where does it leave them? 

Mr. ALLISON. They will undoubtedly go wherever gloves go, 
either in the basket clause, if india rubber is a component material, 
or in some other basket clause covering articles not specified. 
The Senator will see that by the amendment we propose we ex- 
clude gloves. 

Mr. VEST. What I am trying to arrive at is whether this is an 
increase spon gloves or not. I notice in the basket clause to this 
schedule the rate is increased, if I am not mistaken. 

Mr. ALLISON. Gloves are not included. I think that is per- 
fectly clear. 

Mr. VEST. Do they go under the basket clause? 

Mr. ALLISON. If the words * not including po were re- 
tained, then the clause would read, **any outside garment pro- 


uestion is on the amend- 
kansas [Mr. JoNES] to 


vided for in this paragraph having india rubber as a component 
material (not including gloves);" which certainly are not in- 
tended as an outside garment within the meaninz of this proviso 
as we have made it. 

Mr. VEST. I do not know whether you would call gloves a 
garment or not, but they are worn outside. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly we do not wear gloves inside. 

Mr. VEST. In line 15, before the words per cent,” I move to 
strike out ‘‘ fifty " and insert ** forty." 

The PRESIDING- OFFICER. e amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 311, page 99, line 15, before the 
words ** per cent," it is proposed to strike out ** fifty " and insert 
**forty;" so as to read: 

And not otherwise provided for in this act, 40 per cent ad valorem. 


'The amendment was rejected, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 812, page 99, line 21, 
after the word fabrics," to strike out the comma and insert ** cut 
or uncut; any of the foregoing;" so as to read: 

312. Plushes, velvets, velveteens, corduroys, and all pile fabrics cut or un- 
cut; any of the foregoing composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, not 
bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, etc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inquire of the 
Senator from Iowa as to whether he thinks the comma shonld be 
stricken out after the word ** fabrics," in line 21? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the comma should be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then it will be so determined, in 
the absence of objection; and the question will be upon the adop- 
tion of the remainder of the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in the 
same paragraph, line 23, after the word“ printed," to strike out 
"ten" and insert “nine:” in line 24, before the words “per 
centum," to strike out twenty“ and insert ** twenty-five;" in the 
same line, after the words “ad valorem," to strike out on all 
such goods if bleached, 12 cents per square yard and 20 per cent 
ad valorem;" in line 1, on 100, before the word ** dyed,” to 
insert ** bleached;" in line 2, before the word cents,“ to strike out 
** fourteen ” and insert ‘‘ twelve;" in the same line, after the words 
** yard and,” to strike ont twenty“ and insert ** twenty-five;” in 
line 3, after the word ** Provided,” to strike out “ That corduroys, 
composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, weighing over 6 ounces 
per square yard, and valued at not more than 40 cents square 
yard, shall pay a duty of 20 cents per square yard and 50 per cent 
ad valorem, and if weighing over 6 ounces per square yard and 
valued at over 40 cents per square yard, shall pay a duty of 25 
cents per square yard and 40 per cent ad valorem: Provided 
further; in line 11, after the word manufactures,“ to insert 
**or articles in any form including such as are;" in line 13, after 
the word ** made," to insert or cut;" and at the end of the para- 
graph, in line 16, after the words “ad valorem," to insert Pro- 
vided further, That none of the articles or fabrics provided for in 
this paragraph shall pay a less rate of duty than 474 per cent ad 
valorem;" so as to make the paragraph read: 


ef ing rates of duty and in addition 
further 4 


'The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Icall attention to the fact that on common plushes, 
velvets, velveteens, etc., not bleached, by the provision of this 

graph the duty is increased from 40 per cent under the exist- 
ing law to 74.47 per cent, and on the next classification upon vel- 
vets and plushes that are bleached the duty is increased from 47} 
per cent under the existing law to 69.39 per cent. 

I move to strike out, in line 23, after the word “printed,” the 
words '*9 cents per square yard and 25 per cent ad valorem" and 
insert '*40 per cent ad valorem;" and upon that I call for the yeas 
and nays. This is an excessive 2750 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 312, page 99, line 23, after tho 
word ' printed," it is pro d to strike out **9 cents per square 
yes and 25 per cent ad valorem" and insert 40 per cent ad 
valorem." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], on which 
the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll, 
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Mr, GEAR (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smiru], but I transfer that pair to 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], and vote ** nay." 

Mr. KENNEY (when his name was called). L again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PEN- 
ROSE]. Were he here, I should vote ** yea." 4 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS (after ejes vee in the negative). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE], who I am advised 
has not voted. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after having voted in the affirmative). 
Iam paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], and there- 
fore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. WARREN. I inquire if the junior Senator from Washing- 
ton [Mr. TURNER] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
Senator from Washington has not voted. 

Mr. WARREN. Iam paired with that Senator, and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—20, 
Bacon, Gorman, Mitchell, Rawlins, 
Bate, Gray, Morgan, Roach, 
Berry, McLaurin, Murphy, Tillman, 
Chilton. Mallory, Pasco, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Mills, Pettus, White. 
NAYS—27. 
Allison, Gallinger, Perkins, Shoup, 
Burrows, ear, Platt, Conn. Spooner, 
Chandler, Ha Platt, N. Y. + Stewart, 
bct, Hawley, Pritchard, Thurston, 
Fairbanks, Hoar, tor, Wetmore, 
Foraker, McBride, Quay, ilson. 
Frye, McEnery, Sewell, 
NOT VOTING—42. 

Aldrich, Davis, Kenney, Pe ^ 
Allen, Elkins, fre 8 
Baker, Faulkner, dsay, Teller, 
Butler, George, odie, er, 
Caffery, Hale, $ McMillan, Turpie, 
Cannon, Hansbrough, Mantle, Vest, 
Carter, Harris, Kans. Martin, Warren, 

k, T Mason. Wellin; x 

S Heitfeld, orrill, Wolcot 
Cullom, Jones, Ark. Nelson, 

i Jones, Nev. Penrose, 


So the amendment of Mr. VEST was rejected. T 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 313, page 100, line 20, 
before the words table covers," to strike out Chenille curtains" 
and insert Curtains;" in the same line, after the word ' all,“ to 
strike out goods and insert **articles;" and in line 22, after the 
word ‘‘value,” to strike out ‘‘fifty-five” and insert ‘‘fifty;” so as 
to make the paragraph read: 

813. Curtains, table covers, and all articles manufactured of cotton chenille 
or of which cotton chenille is the component material of chief value, 50 per 
cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I move to strike out paragraph 813 
as amended and insert as a substitute the paragraph I send to the 


desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 313 as 
amended and in lien thereof to insert: 

Chenille curtains, table covers, and all goods manufactured of cotton che- 
nille, or of which cotton chenille forms the component material of chief value, 
40 per cent ad valorem; sleeve linings or other cloths, composed of cotton and 
silk, whether known as silk stripe Mon lining, silk stripes, or otherwise, 45 
per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The present rate on this article of 40 
per cent is practically 5 There was a revenue of but 
$2,700 derived from it last year under the present law. To in- 
crease this tax 25 per cent, as this bill now proposes to do, it seems 
to me, would absolutely exclude all importations under this para- 
graph. For that reason I hope the rate in the present law will be 
5 and I move that the amendment suggested by me be 
adopted. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 

'The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 315, page 101, line 9, 
after the word “ dollar," to strike out ** and 50 cents;" in line 10, 
after the word pairs,“ to strike out and in addition thereto 15 
per cent ad valorem;" in line 12, after the word dollar," to strike 
out ** and fifty cents:” in line 13, before the words per dozen,” to 
strike out three dollars” and insert one dollar and fifty cents;" 


in the same line, after the word pairs,“ tostrike out‘‘seventy-five” 
and insert sixty;“ in line 14, after the word pairs, to strike 
out “and in addition thereto 20 per cent ad valorem;" in line 15, 
after the word “than,” to strike out “three dollars” and insert 
one dollar and fifty cents;" in line 17, before the word “ dollars," 
to strike out five“ and insert **two;" in the same line, after the 
word “pairs,” to strike out one dollar" and insert 70 cents;? 
in line 18, after the word “pairs,” to strike out “and in addition 
thereto 25 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than $5 per dozen 
pairs, $1 per dozen pairs, and in addition thereto 40 per cent ad 
valorem" and insert, “valued at more than $2 per dozen pairs 
and not more than $3 pe dozen pairs, $1.20 per dozen pairs; valued 
at more than $3 per dozen rede and not more than $5 per dozen 
pairs, $2 per dozen pairs; and in addition thereto, upon all the fore- 
going, 15 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than $5 per dozen 
pairs, 55 per cent ad valorem;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

315. Stockings, hose and half hose, selvedged, fashioned, narrowed, or 
shaped wholly or in part by knitting machines or frames, or knit by hand 
including such as are commercially known as seamless stockings, hose and 
half hose, and clocked stockings, hose or half hose, all of the above composed 
of cotton or other vegetable fiber, finished or unfinished, valued at not more 
than 31 per dozen pairs, 50 cents per dozen pairs; valued at more than $1 per 
dozen pairs and not more than 2150 per dozen paira 6) cents per dozen pairs; 
valued at more than $1.50 per dozen rs and not more than $2 per dozen 
pairs, 70 cents per dozen pairs; valued at more than $2 per dozen pairs and 
not more than $3 per dozen pairs, $1.20 per dozen pairs; valued at more than 
$3 per dozen and not more than $5 per dozen paire, $2 per dozen pairs; 
and in addition thereto, upon all the foregoing, 15 per cent ad valorem; 
valued at more than $5 per dozen pairs, 55 per cent ad valorem. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Icall attention to the effect of these amendments. 
The Wilson Act provision upon all these articles is 50 per cent ad 
valorem. On the first grade, valued at not more than $1 per 
dozen, it is 65 to 100 per cent. On the grade from $1 to $1.50 it is 
55 to 75 per cent. From $1.50 to $2 the rate is 55 to 65 per cent. 
On the next grade, $2 to $3, the rate is from 55to 75 per cent. On 
the next, from $3 to $5, the rate is from 55 to 80 per cent, and upon 
the five-dollar grade, which is the highest here, it is 55 per cent. 

It will be noticed that the heaviest increases are upon the cheap- 
est articles, and that the lowest rate of duty is upon the highest 
valued goods, those at $5 per dozen. 

Imove, wherever these rates occur in the paragraph, as to each 
one of these classifications, they be stricken out, and that there be 
added at the end of the paragraphs the words “on all the fore- 
going, 50 per cent ad va'orem." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 316, page 102, line 7, 
after the word “frames,” to insert or knit by hand, finished or 
unfinished;" in line 10, after the word “dozen,” to strike out 
*twenty-five" and insert ‘‘sixty;” in line 11, before the words 
“per centum," to strike out **thirty-five" and insert ** fifteen;" in 
line 14, before the word ‘‘cents,” to strike out *seventy-five" and 
insert “one dollar and ten;“ in line 15, before the words “per 
centum," to strike out “thirty-five” and insert ‘‘fifteen;” in Ime 
17, before the words per dozen,” to insert . and fifty cents;" in line 
18. before the words per centum," to strike out “forty” and in- 
sert **twenty-five;" in line 20, before the word cents,“ to strike 
out “twenty-five” and insert ‘‘seventy-five;” in line 21, before 
the words ‘‘per centum," to strike out forty and insert “ thirty- 
five;" in line 24, before the word cents,“ to strike out one dol- 
lar and seventy-five” and insert and not more than $15 per 
dozen, two dollars and twenty-five;" and on page 103, lire lbs 
fore the words “per centum," to strike out ''forty" and insert 
**thirty-five;" and in the same line, after the words “ad valorem,” 
to insert ; valued above $15 per dozen, 50 per cent ad valorom;” 
80 as to make the paragraph read: 


316. Shirtsand drawers, 


ts, vests, union suits, combination sui 
sweaters, corset covers, a 3 dee 


all underwear of every description made 

1 r frames, or t by hand, finished or un- 
finished. not including 3 hose and half-hose, composed of cotton or 
other vegetable fiber, valued at not more than $1.50 per dozen, 60 cents per 
dozen and 15 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than $1.50 per dozen and 
not more than $3 per dozen, $1.10 E si dozen, and in addition thereto 15 per 
cent ad valorem; valued at more than 2 per dozen and not more than $5 per 
dozen, $1.50 per dozen, and in addition thereto 25 centad valorem; valued 
at more than $ per dozen and not more than $7 per dozen, $1.75 per 
and in addition thereto 35 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than s per 
dozen and not more than $15 per dozen, $2.25 per dozen, and in addition 
eo per cent ad valorem; valued above $15 per dozen, 50 per cent ad 

cr m. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to call attention briefly to the effect of this 
amendment. Under the McKinley law upon shirts valued at not 
more than $1.50 a dozen. the duty imposed was 35 per cent ad 
valorem. On the same classification under the Wilson Act it is 
50 per cent ad valorem. Under the rate proposed it is from 55 to 
75 per cent ad valorem. 

n the next classification, valued at more than $1.50 and not 
more than 83, the rate is from 52 to 88 per cent. Valued at more 


dozen, 
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_than $3 and not more than $5, the McKinley rate was 60 to 73 per 
cent. Under the bill it is from 55 to 75 per cent, Valued at more 
than $5 per dozen and less than $7 per dozen, the Dingley rate was 
55 to 65 per cent, and under this bill it is from 60 to 70 per cent. 
Valued at $7 to $15. the Dingley rate was 52 to 65 per cent, and 
under the pending bill it is 50 to 66 per cent. 

I call attention to the fact that upon the highest grades, valued 
at over $15 a dozen, the rate is only 50 per cent. So we have again 
the significant fact that upon the highest priced articles there 
isthe lowest duty, and that upon the cheaper goods the increase is 
the greatest. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out paragraph 315 
and paragraph 316 and insert in lieu thereof the paragraph which 
I send to the desk, being pa aph 262 of the present law, which 
embraces all of the same articles, I understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraphs 315 and 
816 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

d half-h selvedged, fashioned, narrow 
Ani oin ders by knitting machines ee frames, or knit by i terete 
such as are commercially known as seamless or clocked stocki hose or 
half-hose, and knitted shirts or drawers, all of the above composed of cotton 
or other vegetable fiber, finished or unfinished, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. From the best examination I have 
been able to give this matter, it seems to me the facts as stated by 
the Senator from Missouri are absolutely correct. Wehavea tariff 
of 50 per cent now on these articles, and the proposed tariff will 
increase the rate from 66 per cent to 100 per cent. There are some 
items on which it will be 100 per cent. The rates are not lower 
than 66 on the lower es, and on none, so far as my investiga- 
tion goes, is it more 100 per cent. 

I can see no justification for this increase, and I think the pres- 
ent rate ought to be retained. I havea letter from a New York 
importer, which I will ask the Secretary to read, as giving the 

* reasons why this should be done. I have on my desk samples of 

these goods. It is useless to exhibit them to the Senate. They 

will make no impr ssion on anybody. But it seems to me, when 
you examine the c aracter of goods produced in this country and 
sold here, and see the rates at which it is proposed to tax the goods, 
and compare them with the goods that come from abroad, there 
can be no justification for asxing that this article of universal u:e 


shall be taxed at a higher rate t 50 per cent. Iask the Secre- 
to read the letter which I send to the desk. 
e Secretary read as follows: 


New York, May 25, 1897. 


elphia Silk Mills, of Philadelphia, Pa. and others whom we d 
paista We have sent you tods samples of made by the 


rices stated on the tickets being net quotations 
at which the goods have sold to the wholesale houses of this country. 
These concerns have 


In reply to your inquiry, what 
turers will be abl 


e to produce f: goods to any appreciable extent, we 
would say that with the constant chan; of our tariff laws there is no 
t the goods will be manufac in this country to any great 


extent; inasmuch as the machinery producing such goods is very expensive; 
it makes it too discouraging, with our segs dd tariff agitation, for anyone to 
make such] investments necessary in the manufacture of these goods. 
Otherwise we know of no other reason why, with a protection of 50 per cent, 
goods should not be produced here to a extent. 

It requires, accor to a representative 
ioned goods in this aeu E a — —.— of $150,000 to produce 
hosiery. There are about $5.000.000 worth of hosiery import 
cent duty, will be $7,500,000. The profit small, there will not be many 
enterprising m ts who would invest capital in such expensive 

a nle her yet on some 


y ani no one 
ery, but under the Wilson tariff 
in seaml 


000 worth of 
ed; add 50 per 


y rding the manu- 
ery in this country. There is a vast district 
around Chemnitz in which hardly an else is made but hosiery. The 

depends upon the demand of the The workman will accept in 
dull times the smallest kind of Dane Should the American public (the better 
classes) insist in wearing full- oned hose, it will have to pay instead of 
15 cents, 19 cents; ern, | of 19 cents, 25 cents a pair. Of course the duty on 
retailed above 25 cents a pair is lighter. use the American manu- 
'acturer does not produce these; neither does he propose to make them. He 
merely wants to 4 — the public to buy his pd in larger quanti- 
ties. e hosiery industry has never suffered in this country. 

The average price of imported hosiery is about mark 440. You will per- 
ceive that the er class of hosiery is comparatively small. The duty on 
higher gradesis therefore deceiving. If the des which are aimed at will 
drop out of the importation, how can the receipts be increased? If they are 
not kept out. the public will pay the duty and the profit on the duty to the 
1 We do not think that the importer will be the loser in any case, 
because if he imports less the difference will be made up in the larger duties 
which neither the rich nor the poor man pays, because the poor man does 
not buy imported goods and the rich man is only taxed 50to55 cents. Butthe 
middle class, who principally 2 9 the foreign goods—and we think will con- 
tinue to buy them in future will have to pay 75 to 90 per cent and still more. 
We mention again that the most honest gentleman in New York and Wash- 

gton will try and buy the stocking for $1 and not fcr $1.05, because there is 
10 cents more duty on the hose which costs 1 cent over a dollar. We predict 
there will be very few goods imported near the three different dividing lines. 


facture of full hosi 


There is very little undervaluation going on under the t tariff, but 
under the proposed evervbody will be compelled to be dishonest. 

There are other and weighty reasons which we could mention, but wethink 
we have already encroached upon your time too liberally. Permitustomake 
one more remark. Why should a sock of th? same material as a lad y's hose, 
which (the sock) costs one-third less, pay the same rateof duty as the lady’s 
hose—that is 50, 60, or 75 cents per dozen and 15 per cent? 

A good deal can be said on wool hosiery, which is heavily taxed and only 
imported in small quantities. 

e shall be glad to furnish you with any evidence which you may desire 


in our line. and remain, 
Yours, very truly, SCHIFF & BODENHEIMER. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have in my hand samples of the 
goods on which there is a tax of 100 per cent. I certainly can not 
peers that the Senate will be ready to double the tax now paid 
on them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] to the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Sa1rTH], and vote ** yea." 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SurrH]. I transfer my pair to the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts .LopGE],and vote, I vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. KENNEY (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PEN- 
ROSE], and withhold my vote. Were he here, [should vote '* yea.” 

Mr. TURNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN]. If he were present, 
Ishould vote yea.“ 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. pe If he were present, I should vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GRAY (after having voted in the affirmative). I desireto 
inquire if the junior Senator from Illinois [ Mr. MASON] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 

Mr. GRAY. Ivoted inadvertently, and as I am paired tempo- 
rarily with the junior Senator from Illinois, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after having voted in the affirmative). 
Iam paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], and there- 
fore.withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Bacon, Heitfeld, Morgan, Tillman, 
Bate, McLaurin, Murphy, 

Berry, Mallory, Pasco, v 
Hn artin, 3 ee 
, wlins, Whi 

Cockrell, Mitchell, ; 
NAYS-3l. 
Allison, Foraker, McEnery, Shoup, 
Baker, e. rkins, Spooner, 
Burrows, T, Platt, Conn. Slow 
T, Gear, Platt, N. Y. Teller, 

Chandler, Han Pritchard, Thurston, 

llom, Hawley, £ Wetmore, 
Deboe, 1 Hoar, quay ilson. 
Fairbanks, McBride, well, 

NOT VOTING-—35. 
Aldrich, Faulkner, Jones, Nev. Nelson, 
Butler Gorman Kyle Pett 
utler, rman, e, > 

Caffery, Gray, Lider. Smit. 3d 
Cannon, Hale, Lodge, Turner, 
Clark, Hansbrough, McMillan, Warren 
Daniel, arris, Kans. Mantle, Wellington, 
Davis, Harris, Tenn. Mason. Wolcott. 
Elkins, Jones, Ark. Morrill, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 317, page 103, line 
16, before the word “cents,” to strike out “twenty” and insert 
“twenty-five;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


817. Bandings, beltings, bindings, bone casings, braids, cords, garters, gor- 
ings, lining for bicycle tires, ribbons, suspenders and braces, tapes, tubing, and 
webs or webbing, any of the foregoing articles made of cotton or other vege- 
table fiber, whether composed in part of india rubber or otherwise, and not 
embroidered by hand or machinery, 45 per cent ad valorem; spindle banding, 
woven, braided or twisted lamp, stove, or candle wicking made of cotton or 
other vegetable fiber, 10 cents per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem; loom 
harness or healds made of cotton or other vegetable fiber, or of which cotton 
or other vegetable fiber is the component material of chief value, 50 cents per 
pound and 2% per cent ad valorem; boot, shoe, and corset lacings made of cot- 
ton or other vezetable fiber, 25 cents per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem; 
labels, for garments or other articles, composed of cotton or other vegetable 
fiber, 75 cents per pound and 35 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Isend to the desk. ye 
The SECRETARY. In paragraph 317, page 103, line 5, it is pro- 
d to strike out the words suspenders and braces; " and in line 
, after the words “ ad valorem," to insert the words suspenders 
and braces, made as aforesaid, 40 per cent ad valorem;" so as to 


Bandings, beltings, bindings. bone casings, braids, cords, garters, gorings, 
lining for bicycle tires, ribbons, tapes, tubing. and webs or webbing, any of 
the foregoing articles made of cotton or other vegetable fiber, whether com- 
posed in part of india rubber or otherwise. and not embroidered by hand or 
machinery, 45 per cent ad valorem; suspenders and braces, made as afore- 
said, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON, In hne 19 I move to strike ont ‘‘ seventy-five” 
and insert fifty; and in the same line I moveto strike out “five.” 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 317, line 19, it is proposed to 
strike out “seventy-five” and insert fifty,“ and to strike out 
“thirty-five” and insert ‘‘ thirty;” so as to read: s 

Labels, for garments or other articles, composed of cotton or other vege- 
table fiber, 50 cents per pound and 30 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. r 

Mr. ALLISON. In accordance with the notice given some time 
ago. I move to strike out the word ''braids" in line 3 and the 
word gorings" in line 4. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 317, line 3, page 103, it is pro- 

osed to strike out the word braids;" and in line 4 to strike out 
Ine word *' gorings;" so as to read: : 
cord: rters, lining for bicy- 
3 eee bora 2 Sabhe: Any ot the foregotig 
articles made of cotton or other vegetable fiber, etc. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Now I move to strike out the whole paragraph and 
insert paragraph 263 of the existing law. 

'The RESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 317 and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: 

Noon b- 
doe siting eae „ e e 
dle wicking, lining for bicyc!e tires, spindle binding, any of the above made 
of cotton or other vegetable flber, and whether composed in part of India 
rubber or otherwise, 45 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment roe by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 318, page 103, line 21, 
after the word cotton,“ to insert ''table;" so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

318. Cotton table damask, 40 per cent ad valorem; cotton duck, 35 per cent 
ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In line 21 I move to strike ont ''forty " and insert 
“ thirty-five: ” so as to read 35 per cent ad valorem," which is 
the existing law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 319, page 103, line 
24, before the words“ per cent," to strike out forty " and insert 
** forty-five;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

819. All manufactures of cotton not specially provided for in this act, 45 
per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend the committee 
amendment by striking ont '*forty-five" and inserting *‘ thirty- 
five,” which is the present law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the committee amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert as an additional paragraph 
what I send to the desk, 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert asa new paragraph 
the following: 

319}. On all cotton yarns finer than No. 10 single, and on all manufactures 
of cotton made in whole or in part from yarns finer than No. 10 single, there 
shall be levied and collected 1 per cent ad valorem in addition to the appro- 
priate rates of duty provided therefor in paragraphs 301 to 319, inclusive, or 
any other paragraph of this act providing for such manufactures. 

Mr. ALLISON. Some days ago an additional duty was placed 
spoe all raw cotton, but applying especially to Egyptian cotton, 
The committee is sat sfied that a number of brackets in the various 
une eges in the cotton schedule will require some modification, 

ut with the limited time allowed and the information available 
it is impossible for the committee to recommend the modifications. 
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My own judgment, which is not very valuable, I agree, is that 
the modifications will be applied to uri few of the paragraphs or 
brackets; but it is manifest that if this duty is to remain, as I sup- 
pose it is, it will be necessary in a degree at least to revise those 
paragraphs. It will be necessary to go over them with care. 

This amendment is proposed in order that ata later period when 
the bill is in the Senate we may have the paragraphs modified, if 
it is possible to do so, or if not, that the conference can make such 
modifications as may be necessary because of the duty upon cotton. 

Therefore, 1 hope there will be no objection to the insertion of 
this paragraph, so that it may be in order later on to deal with 
such portions of the several paragraphs as may require additional 
treatment. Of course, this is a tentative matter and will be 
considered with the utmost care hereafter. 

Mr. GRAY. If I understand the Senator from Iowa, this is 
what may be called a compensatory duty—a duty to compensate 
for the amendment which has been adopted levying a duty of 20 
per cent on certain grades of raw cotton. 

Mr. ALLISON. It may be termed a compensatory duty. 

Mr. GRAY. It is not a revenue tax? 

4 ALLISON. It will be a revenue tax if the articles are im- 
ported, 

: Mr. GRAY. If pne any revenue, 

Mr. ALLISON. To that extent it will be a revenue tax. 

Mr. GRAY. Idid not hear any reason of a revenue nature al- 
leged by the Senator from Iowa. and [ was trying to ascertain the 
moving cause of this additional tax. Ofcourse I think these things 
are important and that we ought to know the reasons. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are important. 

Mr, GRAY. I think a burden always ought to have a good 
reason to justify it. .If I understand the Senator from Iowa, this 
is purely a compensatory tax to offset the 20 per cent duty on raw 
cotton that has been adopted. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator does not quite comprehend me. 

Mr. GRAY. That is whatlwanttodo. I wish to comprehend 
the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not mean to say wholly. Of course, if 
articles are fabricated from cotton that pays this tax, as a good 
many of them are, it will be necessary and proper to levy an ad- 
ditional duty upon such articles so fabricated, and if they are im- 

orted it will be a revenue tax or a revenue measure, as the entire 

ill is a revenue measure. I do not need to repeat every time I 
speak that this is intended as a measure to raise revenue upon 
imports and to protect at the same time the industries of our 
country. 

We have endeavored to distribute in these paragraphs the duties 
upon imports to raise revenue in such a way as to protect our own 
industries. Now, if it turns out that Egyptian cotton is used in 
the manufacture of any of the articles in the cotton schedule; and 
only used, and it is more valuable than our domestic cotton for 
this purpose, would it be an unwise thing to fairly protect the 

ople who are eng: in this manufacture, or is it wiser, by plac- 
ing this duty upon tian cotton. to so arrange the remainder 
of the schedule as that they could not manufacture these articles 
in our country? Now, that is the whole of it. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Iowa will not misunderstand 
me. I did not design at this time to enter into the question of the 
wisdom or unwisdom of the tax. I wanted clearly to understand 
the nature of it, because this is a complex matter. I understand 
that the motive and justification for this measure are mainly to in- 
crease the revenues, to supplement or Pappy the deficit that unfor- 
tunately from certain causes has taken place in our revenuein the 
last few years. Certainly that is a justification for a considera- 
tion of our tax laws. If there is a deficit, we must make it up. 
We have the taxing power, and we must exercise it for that purpose. 

I wanted to understand what the motive of this tax was, because 
all through the bill I find different motives. There are certain 
taxes the Senator has frankly said were not revenue taxes; they 
were protection taxes, I understood the Senator from Rhode 
Island to say that the result of the whole bill would not be such as 
to supply that deficiency which has been the moving cause of our 
being called in extra session, but that by the bill as it came from 
the House there would still be a deficit, and there were certain 
direct taxes imposed that were meant to supply the revenue that 
the main bill wholly failed to supply. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa a ques- 
tion, which I hope he will answer frankly. Would he have offered 
this amendment if the 20 per cent tax had not been put on raw 
cotton? 

Mr. ALLISON. I certainly would not have offered it. 

Mr. VEST. That is the whole of it. 

Mr. President, I would have been very much surprised, as I 
stated this morning, if this compensatory tax had not been offered : 
by our friends upon the other side. That is one of the invariable 
characteristics of the tariff system. One tax breeds another. It 
is a great interdependent, intercommunicating trust. One duty 
rests upon another, one interest helps another, and the result is ta 
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increase the price of all manufactures to the consumer. It is 
entirely consistent, after putting a 20 per cent tax upon raw cot- 
ton, now to bring in this amendment, Iam not at all surprised. 

Mr, GRAY. should like to ask the Senator from Missouri a 
question. He is very experienced in these matters and knows all 
about ad valorems and compensatory taxes. Has he ever dis- 
covered where any compensation to the consumer comes in? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, Mr. President, that is in the clouds or some- 
where else; we can not get at it. We always increase the duties, 
so as to increase the cost to the consumer. en it comes to com- 
N him, he is merely compensated in general philanthropic 

eclarations as to how much they think of him, without doing 
anything for him. 
wish our friends had listened to the official report of Mr. Blaine 
in June, 1831, when he was Secretary of State, which I read here 
this morning to deaf ears, in which he congratulated the peor 
of this country upon the fact that they had raw cotton, and said 
that that of itself enabled them, together with cheaper labor in the 
cotton mills than they had in Europe, to compete with our Eng- 
lish cousins in all the markets of the world in manufactured cot- 
ton goods. 

But I want to call attention to a single feature that has devel- 
oped in the course of this ex parte discussion. When the Senator 
from Rhode Island made his initiatory speech and outlined the 

neral effect of the bill that was reported by the majority of the 

inance Committee, we were told that there was very little in- 
crease as to the cotton schedule; that there had been some changes 
made in the bill, but he dismissed the cotton schedule with the 
remark that very little change had been made in that schedule. 
We find now increases above the McKinley Act. We find that, 
not satisfied with the existing law, there have been enormous 
increases over the Wilson Act. 

Mr. President, it is astonishing with how much ing secco 
my friend from Iowa moves an increase, abandoning the decreases 
which he made in his report of the pending bill and going to the 
larger duties in the Dingley bill. It was made a great matter of 
congratulation that they had reduced the duties in the Dingley 
bill. The Senator from Rhode Island with great unction dwelt 
upon that fact. But so soon as the Republican caucus had con- 
solidated and crystallized, so soon as there was a general agree- 
ment on the other side of the Chamber reconciling conflicting 
interests to support whatever the majority of the Finance Com- 
mittee agreed upon, together with this associated tribunal of addi- 
tional Senators, an auxiliary corps who advised them in regard 
to the expediency of certain increases—so soon as that was brought 
about my friend from Iowa marches up with a smile upon his 
face and drops all his decreases and goes back to the increases of 
the Dingley bill and above them. It shows what confidence 
comes from assured success. It shows what gallantry can be dis- 
played when there are overwhelming numbers to back whatever 
may be determined upon by the caucus. 

I call attention to the fact that every Senator who has taken 
any interest in this bill has seen that nine out of every ten of the 
decreases made and foreshadowed and boasted of in the s h 
of the Senator from Rhode Island have been abandoned. ey 
have not only gone back to the Dingley rates, but they have gone 
beyond them and above the rates in the McKinley Act. ith 
all our protests, not to say arguments, we have been met with the 
serene, amiable smile of the Senator from Iowa and a steady vote 
for the increase, no matter what it may be. : 

Sir, it is not at all a matter of wonder that this compensatory 
duty is to be placed in the bill. It was absolutely necessary and 
logical, and 1 am glad that the Senator from Iowa—1 expected 
nothing else—was candid enough to avow the real object. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I wish to occupy but a moment. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Iowa will permit me, the 
Senator from California [Mr. Wire] suggests that the statement 


of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] should be read. 
I ask my friend from California to read what the Senator from 
Rhode Island said. 


Mr. WHITE read as follows: 


In the cotton schedule the rates, which are practically those of 1894, have 
not been changed from the House schedules, exceptin the egy, cp orn relat- 
ing to hosiery, underwear. and corduroys, and velveteens. On these the 
rates are somewhat lower than the House provisions. 


Mr. ALLISON. As respects the particular schedule we have 

ssed over, there are a number of rates that have been reduced 

low the House bill, and some of them have been reduced below 
the existing law. So under influences, whatever they may be, the 
committee have abandoned some of the amendments reducing 
duties, and they have reduced other duties less than originally 
recommended to the Senate. These influences, whatever they are, 
only show, however, that history repeats itself. 

I remember very well four years ago when the Senator from 
Missouri, in overhauling the Wilson bill, reduced the duties of that 
proposed law by amendments, I think nearly 200in number. They 
were brought in by the then managers, or on behalf of the majority 


of the Committee on Finance, by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES]. They were printed and examined by Senators. 

Immediately, or as soon thereafter as the Senators could gather 
themselves together, there was an adjournment of the Senate from 
Thursday until Monday. There was a convention of Democratic 
Senators (I do not know whether they called it a caucus, or what 
that met—not in this Chamber, but in this Capitol—and expend 
four or five days in dissecting and dividing the bill called the 
Wilson bill, and as the result of that conference, or whatever it 
was called, there came into this Chamber new and revised sched- 
ules, which, instead of reducing the duties of the Wilson bill, in- 
creased those duties allalong theline. There was a committee of 
safety, or whatever I might choose to call it. inside and outside of 
the majority of the Finance Committee at that time which ruled 
the amendments upon that bill in a way that was absolutely com- 
fortable to the other side of the Chamber, because whenever any 
amendment was proposed by them to that bill, whether it was 
compensatory or otherwise, it was straightway voted into the 
bill. When the iron schedule was reached, the duty on iron ore 
was placed at 40 cents a ton. There was a compensatory duty of 
$4 a ton put upon pig iron, and when pig iron had a duty of $4 a 
ton there was a compensatory duty upon final forms of iron lead- 
ing up to No. 33 wire gauge. 

So, Mr. President, when we speak of the inner movements, 
whatever they may be, of this side of the Chamber, whether we 
are coerced by caucus or otherwise, or whether these amendments 
are presented here because of more mature deliberation of the 
committee, it is only the repetition of history, and 1 hope my 
friend from Missouri will not be disturbed because now and then 
I have moved, in as good nature as I could, amendments under 
the direction of the committee that were not originally proposed 
by the Senate Finance Committee when it reported the "m. 

The duty upon Egyptian cotton was placed on the bill in the 
Senate by a very large vote and upon very solid and substantial 
arguments, coming largely from the otner side of the Chamber. 
Of course that duty being placed upon the raw material of a 
manufacture, it does seem to be necessary to treat it as in the case 
of pig iron or iron ore or flax. Take the flax duty. We put so 
much on untowed flax, so much on dressed flax, and so much on 
manufactures of flax. All these things are in a sense compensa- 
tory, if we are to continue the manufacture of these articles in 
our country. What would be the use of a duty upon Egyptian 
cotton if no American manufacturer could manufacture Egyptian 
cotton in competition with the outside world? 

Mr. President, I think there is nothing remarkable about this 
amendment. It is an amendment, as I said before, tentative in its 
character. I think it will turn out that it will only apply in the 
end to a very few of these parazraphs and a very tow Lrnokets in 
the paragraphs. I think it will also turn out that the real duty 
to be imposed will be less than 10 per cent ad valorem. But it is 
necessary that some amendment be made here in order that these 

ragraphs may continue to be within the control of the Senate. 

t is all there is about it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, as one of the **auxiliary corps" 
of five Democrats who voted with the Republicans for the 20 per 
cent duty on cotton, I feel constrained to submit just a few re- 
marks at this time. 

Itis very surprising to me to see the attitude of these experi- 
enced and grave seigniors here in discussing this question— how 


‘they pitch the ball back and forth; and the excuses which are 


now given by our Republican friends are nearly always, '* You 
did it when you had the power, and therefore we do it now that 
we have gotit." In other words, when the present majority of 
the Committee on Finance is attacked by the minority for the 
enormities being perpetrated in the tariff schedules, they invari- 
ably answer with some allusion to what wus done when the Wilson 
bill was under discussion and when the Republicans were in the 
minority. 

Well, while that may be satisfactory to Senators, I do not think 


itis going to be satisfactory to the veople of the country. For 
zt part, I avow here and now that I want you to load this tariff 
bill as heavily as you dare, and I am ready to heip yon load it, be- 


cause I do not believe it is going to have any effect other than to 
disgust the people of this country and make them turn you out of 
power as soon as they get an opportunity. 

The tariff is not the issue before the country. It can not be 
made the issue, or at least of a lasting character. If this com- 
peuns OEY duty will satisfy you gentlemen who are clamorin 

er protection, and who deny, not in direct terms, but in gene 

phrase, that you are making a sectional tariff, I say to you, go on 
and levy it; the people of the entire country who will consume 
the articles made from Egyptian cotton are to pay it. So far as 
the short-staple cotton is concerned, as I have already said, all of 
us who voted for the duty of 20 per cent upon raw cotton know 
that it does not affect it one iota and can give no protection, 
because we export five-eighths of the crop. 

But the manufacturer must always be compensated. He must 
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always have the advantage. The producer of raw material can 
receive nothing. Youdesirenow, by this additional compensatory 
duty, to recoup the manufacturer for the tax which has been 
placed on his raw material, and you make the consumers through- 
out the country pay it all. Well and good. Isayagain.as one of 
the five, if my friends here can get any consolation out of the twit- 
ting which they have given us for not following their lead, so to 
speak; for acting independently and trying to take care of the 
local interests of our States in this general game of grab and steal- 
ing, welland good. The time will come when the tariff will sink 
you Republicans, because you can not give prosperity under any 
scheme of duties that you may enact. Therefore I congratulate 

upon the liberality.with which you are treating your manu- 
facturers and ignoring the interests of the producers of raw mate- 
rial. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, there is no question 
that whenever a tariff duty is imposed on a raw material which 
enters into a manufacture there must be a compensation allowed 
to the manufacturer for the increased prices he must pay for his 
raw material. There can be no question about it. Itis plain, 
simple, commonsense. What I object to arethewrongsdone under 
the guise of what is fair and straight. It is not in itself fair. 

In the woolen schedule of the bill there is a proposition that for 
every pound of manufactured goods there shall be charged a tariff 
equal to the tariff on 3 pounds of unwashed wool and in addition 
thereto 50 per cent ad valorem. This is put in under the supposi- 
tion, under the pretense, that 3 pounds of un washed wool enter 
into the manufacture of 1 porna of woolen goods: The facts will 
show, as will appear when the proper times comes, that there is not 
one solitary kind of woolon the face of the green earth of which 
it — 3 pounds of the unwashed wool to make a pound of scoured 
wool. J 

A pound and a half in some cases will make it, and from that 
ranging up to less than 3 pounds. In addition to that, it is well 
known that enormous importations of wool have already been 
made this year, enough to supply the woolen mills with all the 
raw material they will use for twelve months to come, upon which 
they have paid no tariff. Yet we propose to embody in this bill 
* a compensation amounting to three times the pepo tax on 
unwashed wool upon which not one cent of tax has been paid by 
the manufacturers, and still they would be allowed to increase the 
price of every single pound of woolen goods they produce, on the 
theory that they have been compelled to pay three times the value 
of the tax on 3 pounds of unwashed wool for every pound of man- 
ufactured goods. 

It is this sort of fraud, Mr. President, that I utterly abominate. 
"This pretense that there is compensation here in the wool schedule 
for rates of taxation which have been paid when they never have 
been paid is what I dislike. It is exactly the same in the case of 
this cotton schedule. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON} said 
each time he mentioned it that this tax of 20 per cent on Egyptian 
cotton was the thing to be considered—a tax for which he and 
every other man on the other side of the Senate Chamber has 
voted. The proposition now is to leave these schedules open, so 
that an increase may be put in these rates in case this tax remains 
permanently in the bill. 

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLaurrs] stated a 
while ago what we all know, that there will not be an increase of 
one iota in the value of cotton by reason of this tax. Yet here is 
a proposition presented to us now that if we leave this tax stand- 
ing, if it goes through the conference committee and remains in 
the bill, there must be a compensating tax p it just as 
there is in the bill now in the wool schedule for tariffs never paid. 
It is that sort of thing that I object to, and that is the unfairness 
of the thing, which, it seems to me, ought to excite the indigna- 
tion of all members of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment by the committee. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let us have the yeas and nays on 


that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is pro d to insert as a new paragraph at 
the bottom of page 103 the following: 

319}. On all cotton yarns finer than No. 10 single, and on all manufactures 
of cotton made in whole or in part from cotton yarns finer than No. 10 single, 
there shall be le and collected 10 per cent ad valorem in addition to the 
appropriate rates of duty provided therefor in eo phs 301 to 319, inclu- 
sive, or in any other paragraph of this act providing tor such manufactures. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the zoll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH] to the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], and vote ** yea." 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 


Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. 

I wish to state that I may, through inadvertence, have voted 
this afternoon when the Senator from Minnesota was absent. If 
so, I apologize for it now. Ishould vote ‘‘nay” on this proposi- 
tion if he were here. 

The roll call was conc!uded. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after having voted in the negative). 
Iam paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], and with- 
draw my vote. 

Mr. GRAY (after having voted in the negative). I inquire if 
the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave a temporary pair with that Senator, and 
therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CLAY. Itransfer my pair with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Lobe] to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
Suirul, and vote ** nay.” 

Mr. BATE. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. mE 
is unavoidably detained from the Chamber. He is paired wi 
the Senator from Vermont (Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. CLAY. have been requested to announce that the junior 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENXEY] is paired with the Junior 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE}. s 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—31. 
Allison, Foraker, E Shoup, 
Burrows, e, Perkins, Spooner, 
Carter, inger, Platt, Conn. Stewart, 
Chandler, ^ar, Platt. N. Y. Thurston, 

zullom, tchard, Wellington, 

Davis, Hawley, T, etmore, 
Deboe, Hoar, y. 
Fairbanks, McBride, well, 

NAYS—28. 
Bacon, Gorman, Mitchell, Teller, 
Bate, Heitfeld, organ, ilman, 
Berry, ^ Murphy, Turpie, 
Butler, McLaurin, Pasco, Walthall, 
Chilton, Mallory, ite. 
Clay. Martin, Rawlins, 
Cockrell, Mills, Roach, 

NOT VOTING—32. 

Aldrich, Faulkner, Jones, Nev. Nelson, 
Allen, George, Kenney, Penrose, 
Baker, Gray, Kyle, Pettigrew, 
Caffery, " üsay, Smith, 
Cannon, Hansbrough, Lodge ‘Turner, 
Clark, Harris, Kans. McMillan, est, 
Daniel, Harris, Tenn. Mason. Warren, 
Elkins, Jones, Ark. Morrill, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary proceeded to read ** Schedule J.—Flax, hemp, and 
jute, and manufactures of.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask that paragraphs 320 to 325, inclusive, 
of that schedule, be over temporarily until to-morrow 
morning. There are some Senators absent who, I think, desire to 
be present when those paragraphs are considered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to them over until 
to-morrow morning, but I think we ought to consider them in 
connection with the remainder. of the schedule, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We on this side of the Chamber 
should be glad to know what arrangement is being made on the 
other side. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTI- 
GREW] has asked that paragraphs 320 to 325, inclusive, be passed 
over until to-morrow morning, and I stated that I had no objec- 
tion, but I thought they ought to be considered in connection with 
the remainder of this schedule. 

Mr. WHITE. I hope the Senator will allow that schedule to 
go over until to-morrow. I have some references and data which 
I wish to present to the Senate, and as we are passing over these 
1 it appears to me we might as well let them all go over. 

y data are not here. I did not expect that we should reach the 
schedule to-day. Weare making quite rapid progress. more so 
really than could have been anticipated, I presume, by anybody. 

Mr. ALLISON. If it is the wish of other Senators on the oppo- 
site side, as well as of the Senator from California, that the sched- 
ule be not considered to-night, I will allow the whole schedule to 


be passed over. 


EXECUTIVE. SESSION. 


Mr. MORGAN. Imove that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and 
30 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
June 18, 1897, at 11 o'clock a. m. 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 17, 1897. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Jacob E. Houtz, of Nebraska, to be collector of internal reve- 
nue for the district of Nebraska, to succeed James E. North, 
resigned. 

INDIAN INSPECTOR. 


Charles F, Nesler, of Newark, N. J., to be an Indian inspector, 
vice Province McCormick, resigned. 


INDIAN AGENT. 


Henry J. Cleveland, of Arizola, Ariz., to be agent for the 
Indians of the Pima Agency in Arizona, vice J. Roe Young, 
resigned. 

COMMISSIONERS, 


Clinton A. Snowden, of Tacoma, Wash., to be commissioner for 
lands of the Puyallup Indian Reservation in Washington. under 
e provisione of the Indian appropriation act approved June 7, 


John U. Smith, of Portland, Oreg., to bea commissioner in and 
for the District of Alaska, to fill one of the four additional com- 
missionerships, at points to be designated by the President, cre- 
ated by the act approved June 4, 1897. 

William J. Jones, of Port Townsend, Wash., to be a commis- 
sioner in and for the District of Alaska, to fill one of the four 
additional commissionerships, at points to be designated by the 
President, created by the act approved June 4, 1897. 

Clarence L. Chaffee, of Omaha, Nebr., to bea member of the 
Missouri River Commission, provided for by the act of Congress 
approved July 5, 1884, entitled **An act making appropriations 
for the construction, phe ra and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” vice Rich- 
ard S. Berlin. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) John F. Luby, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the 16th day of May, 1897, vice Lieut. William H. 
Turner, promoted. 

Ensign George W. Logan, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from the 16th day of May, 1897, vice Lieut. (Junior 
Geada John F. Luby. promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Eugene de Forrest Heald, to be a commander 
in the Navy, from the 4th day of June, 1897, vice Commander 
George E. Wingate, retired. 

Lieut. George P. Colvocoresses, to be a lieutenant-commander 
in the Navy, from the 4th day of June, 1897, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Eugene de Forrest Heald, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Lewis J. Clark, to be a lientenant in the 
Navy, from the 4th day of June, 1897, vice Lieut. George P. Col- 
vocoresses, promoted. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY, 


Raymond Spear, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 17, 1897. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


William F. Powell, of New Jersey, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Haiti. 


PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


Second Lieut. George Richards, United States Marine Corps, to 
be a first lieutenant. 


REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE, 


Stephen J. Weekes, of Nebraska, to be register of the land office 
at-O'Neill, Nebr. S 


POSTMASTERS. 


Verlin M. Scott, to be postmaster at Saltville, in the county of 
Smyth and State of Virginia. 

Luzerne P. H r, to be postmaster at Suffolk, in the county 
of Nansemond and State of Virginia. 

May Mosby Campbell, to be postmaster at Warrenton, in the 
county of Fauquier and State of Virginia. 

William C. Smith, to be postmaster at Bowie, in the county of 
Montague and State of Texas. 

E. B. Atterbury, to be e at Comanche, in the county 
3f Comanche and State of Texas. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, June 17, 1897. * 


The House met at 12 o'clock m, Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY N. COUDEN. 


THE JOURNAL, 


The Journal of the proceedings of Monday last was read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal as read will 
be approved. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I object. 

Mr. SULZER. I move to correct the Journal. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the Journal as read be approved; 
and as the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Srrpson] has not stated 
any particular objection to the Journal, and as I have no doubt 
that it is correct as read, I move the previous question on my 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SUL- 


ER|—— 

r. SIMPSON of Kansas. I simply object to the approval of 
the Journal by unanimous consent. I demand a vote. There is 
no quorum present, and I want a quorum present to vote on this 

uestion. 

Mr. SULZER. Imove to correct the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SULZER 
desires to correct the Journal. The gentleman from New Yor 
[Mr. PAYNE] moves that the Jou be approved, and on that 
motion asks for mr question. 

Mr. SULZER. r. Speaker, on last Monday I presented to 
this House—— : 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. SULZER. I move to correct the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
moves that the Journal be approved, and asks for the previous 
question. 

Mr. SULZER. Is it not in order to move to correct the Journal? 

Mr. BAILEY. I submit that the motion to correct the Journal 
has precedence over the motion to approve. 

The SPEAKER. Not at all. 

Mr. BAILEY. The motion to correct the Journal is a question 
of higher privilege than the motion to approve the Journal, be- 
cause of course the House must be offered an opportunity to have 
the Journal corrected before it is called upon to approve it. 

The SPEAKER. Bat the House must also be offered an oppor- 
tunity to Eure the Journal, if it so wishes. 

Mr. BAILEY. Undoubtedly. After the Journal is corrected, 


the question would come up on its approval. Otherwise this hard- 
2 would arise—— 
he SPEAKER. But the matter is entirely under the control 


ofthe House. If it chooses to vote down the previous question, 
then the Journal will be open to amendment, 

Mr. BAILEY. But the House ought not to be compelled to vote 
upon the approval of the Journal until it has been informed of 
1 ar in which the Journal is claimed to be incorrect. 

e SPEAKER. The rule is the other way. 

Mr. SULZER. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SULZER. Is it not good parliamentary law that the 
Journal must be corrected before it is ka Yi and does not & 
motion to correct the Journal take precedence of a motion to ap- 
prove it? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, without any intention to be merely 
factious about this matter, I feel so certain that the ruling of the 
Chair is incorrect that I shall be compelled to sppoal rom it. 
Upon that appeal I desire simply to say this, that both the mo- 
tion to correct and the motion to approve—— 

The SPEAKER. This question is not debatable. 
question has been called. 

Mr. BAILEY. On the question of approyal. 

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Chair holds, as I understand, that the mo- 
tion t correct can not be submitted while the motion to approve 
is pending. i 

he SPEAKER. Itissimpleparliamentary law, and hasalways 
been the rule of the House, that a motion to approve the Journal 
takes precedence of a motion to amend, when first moved. 

Mr. BAILEY. And I have a right to appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. And the House has an entire right to pass 
upon the question, 

Mr. BAILEY. But I havea right to appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. But that appeal, pending the previous ques- 
tion, must be determined withont debate. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is true, Mr. Speaker; I concede that point. 


The previous 
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The SPEAKER. Certainly. Now,the gentleman from Texas 
makes the point of order that the motion to amend the Journal 
has precedence over a motion to approve it—— 


Mr. BAILEY, ‘To correct the Journal" was the gentleman's 
proposition. 
The SPEAKER. To amend the Journal” is the correct tech- 


nical express on. The gentleman from Texas makes the point 
that the motion to amend has precedence over the motion to 
approve. The Chair decides that the point of order is not well 
taken: and from that ruling the gentleman from Texas appeals. 
The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of the House? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order to move to lay 
the appeal on the table? 

The SPEAKER. It would. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then it must have been in order to have debated 
the appeal. : 


l 
The SPEAKER. Corale not, because the motion to lay on 
e 


the table is not debatable under any circumstances. 
Mr. BAILEY. 1 would appeal from that decision but for the 
fact that only one appeal can be pending at the same time. 
PEAKER. That seems to be one good reason. [Laugh- 


ter. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. PAYNE to lay the 
appeal on the table, there were—ayes 83, noes 77. 

Mr. BAILEY. I call for tellers. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 96, nays 80, an- 
swered present 16, not voting 161; as follows: 


YEAS—96. 
Alexander, Dingley, Joy, Royse, 
Babeock, Dovener, Ke > Russell, 
Baker, Md. Eddy, Kirkpatrick, Shannon, 
Bartholat, Ellis, ulp, es 

0) vans, Y. In 
Bennett, Fletcher, Linney, Smith, S. W. 

Op, Foss, Littauer, Smith, Wm. Alden 
5 
Brewster, n, W. ng, 
Broderick, raff, McDonald, Sperry, 
TOWn. Griffin, Mann, Stewart, N.J. 
Brownlow, Grow, Mercer, Stewart, Wis. 

m, Hamilton, Mesick, Stone, C. W. 
Butler, Harmer, Miller, Stone, W. A. 
Clark, Iowa Henderson, Moody, Sulloway, 
Codding, Henry, 0! Tawney, 
Connel ill, Mudd, Tayler, Ohio 
Cooke, Overstreet, Tongue, 
Cousins, Howe, Parker, N. J. Updegratt, 
Crumpacker, Howell, Payne, arner, 
Curtis, Iowa Hurley, Pearce, Mo. Wilber, 

Kans. enkins, Pitney, Wilson, N. Y: 
Dalze Johnson, In Wright, 
Davenport, Johnson, N.Dak. Robbins, ost. 
: NAYS—8. 
Adamson, Davey. timer, Richardson, 
Bailey, De Graffenreid, Lewis, Ga. Ridgely, 
Baird, De Vries, Lewis, Wash. Sayers, 
— ai eming, Lloyd : Snares th, 
r oyad, 
Eum 5x E — 
rtle reene, e mpson, 
ER. CH ME 

e, Gunn, McDowell, Skinner, 
Brantley, Henry, Miss. MeMillin, Slayden, 
Bron: Henry, Tex apne, Tex. 
Brucker, Hinrichsen, Martin, to! an 
Brundidge, Howard, Maxwell, Strowd, N. C. 
Burke, Hunter, Mee Sulzer, 

y. Kelley, Moon, Sutherland, 
Clark, Mo. Kitchin, Ogden, Tate, 
Clayton, Kleberg. Osborne, Vincent, 

Knowles, Peters, Wheeler, L7 
Cowh: b, Pierce, Tenn. Williams, 
d owman, Young, Va. 
t ANSWERED "PRESENT '—106. 
Ball, Brumm. Dinsmore, King, 
Belknap, Chicke 5 Dorr, McEwan, 
Berry, . Cooper, Gaines, Rhea, ] 
us, Davidson, Wis. Hicks, Stevens, Minn. 
NOT VOTING-—161. 
Acheson, Bromwell, Davison, Ky. Handy, 
Adams, ull, Dayton, Hartman, 
Allen, Campbell, De Armond, Hawley, 
Arnold, Cannon, Dockery, Hay. 
Barham, Capron, Dolliver, Heatwole, 
Barney, Carmack, Elliott, Hemenway, 
Barrett, Castle, Ermentrout, Henry. Ind. 
Barrows, Catchings, Faris, Hepburn, 
Beach, Clarke, N. H. Fenton, rn, 
Belden Cochrane, N. Y. Fischer, Hooker, 
Belford, Colson, Fitzgerald, Hopkins, 
nner, Pa. Connolly, Fitzpatrick, Howard, Ga. 
nton, Cooney. Foote, Hull, 
Bingham, Cooper, Tex. Fowler, N. C. Jett, 
Bland, Corli Fowler, N. J. Jones, Va. 
Botkin. Cox, Gillet, N. Y. Jones, Wash. 
Bontelle, Cranford, Gillett, Mass. Kerr, 
Bradley, Crump, Grosvenor, Knox, 
Brenner, Ohio Danford, Grout, 


T, 


Lester, Mitchell, Shelden, Underwood, 
Little, Newlands, Sherman, Vandiver. 
Lorimer, Northway, Showalter, Van Voorhis, 
Louđenslager, Norton, Smith, IIl. Vehslage, ~ 
Lovering, dell, Smith, Ky Wadsworth, 
Ly brand, Olmsted, Southard, Walker, Mass. 
McAleer, Otey, Southwick, Wa ker, Va. 
McC Otjen, Sparkman, Wanger, 
McCleary, Packer, Pa. Sprague, Ward, 

McCo M Pearson, Stallings, Weaver, 
McIntire, Perkins, tark, Weymouth 
McRae, Powers, Steele, Wheeler, 
Maddox, Pugh, Strait, White, III. 
Maguire, nigg, Strode, Nebr. White, N. €, 
Mahany, ay, Sturtevant, Williams, Pa. 
Mahon, Reeves, Sullivan, Wilson, 8. C. 
Marsh, Rixey, Swanson, Young, Pa. 
Meyer, La. Robb, Talbert, Zenor. 
Miers, Ind. Robertson, La. Taylor, Ala. 

Mills, Robinson, Ind. et 0 

Minor, Sauerhering, Todd, 


uo the appeal from the decision of the Chair was laid on the 
e. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. HICKS. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Virginia, Mr. OTEY. I wish to withdraw my vote and an- 
swer ‘‘ present." 

Mr. KING. I have voted ‘‘no,” but find I am paired with the 
gentleman from New Hampshire, Mr. CLARKE. Itherefore desire 
to withdraw my vote and be marked *‘ present." 

Mr. BROSIUS. As I am paired, I wish to withdraw my vote 
and answer present.“ 

Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. As I am paired with my colleague 
from Kentucky, Mr. Pod, I wish to withdraw my vote in the 
negative and be marked nt." 

Mr. BELKNAP. I have voted ** aye," but find that I am paired 
with the gentleman from California, Mr. MaGUIRE. I wish, there- 
fore, to withdraw my vote and be recorded as present.“ 

Mr. GAINES. As Lam paired with the gentleman from Ver- 
mont, Mr. Powers, I wish to withdraw my vote, which I have 
cast in the ME and be marked present.“ 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. At what time can a member be recorded as 
present? Can it be done at any time after the rollis called if he 
is paired? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to think not, following 
the spirit of the rule which requires a member to vote when his 
name is called. But if a member has been put down by the Clerk 
as present.“ he has afterwards the right to withdraw that re- 
sponse and to vote. The case is different, however, where he has 
failed to respond. That is the present impression of the Chair, 
subject to any revision which may seem hereafter to be necessary. 

Mr. W ER of Alabama. I think the Chair is right; I 
simply wanted the statement of the Chair on that point. 

The following pairs were announced: : 

Until further notice: 

Mr. McCLEARY with Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. MITCHELL with Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. 

Mr. OTsEN with Mr. LESTER. 

Mr. Horks with Mr. McALEER. 

Mr. REEVES with Mr. BALL. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana with Mr. Miers of Indiana, 

Mr. DANFORD with Mr. TERRY. 

Mr. PowErs with Mr. GAINES. * 

Mr. Dorr with Mr. Mappox. 

Mr. HOOKER with Mr. CaTCHINGS. 

Mr. DE ARMOND with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. Grout with Mr. BERRY. 

Mr. HEMENwAY with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 

Mr. FiscHER with Mr. STALLINGS. 

Mr. LaNpis with Mr. CRAWFORD. 

Mr, Davipson of Wisconsin with Mr. HOWARD of Georgia. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. CARMACK. 

Mr. QuiGG with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. HULL with Mr. Dockery. 

Mr. Minor with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

Mr. McCALL with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 

Mr. Youne of Pennsylvania with Mr. BENTON. 

Mr. BELKNAP with Mr. MAGUIRE. 

Mr. Faris with Mr. ZENOR. 

Mr. SovTHARD with Mr. NORTON. 

Mr, Barrows with Mr. JETT. 

Mr, HAWLEY with Mr. SWANSON. 

Mr, McEwan with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 

Mr. SPRAGUE with Mr. LENTZ. 

Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. STARK. 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 

Mr. CHICKERING with Mr. BRADLEY. 

Mr. SAUERHERING with Mr. STRAIT. 

Mr. LovERING with Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 

Mr. BRUMM with Mr. Cox. 


. WALKER of Virginia with Mr. SurrH of Kentucky, 
. WHITE of Illinois with Mr. BRENNER of Ohio. 
Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin with Mr. LITTLE. 


Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. RIXEY. 
Mr. BARNEY with Mr. Topp. 
Mr. MansHu with Mr. COONEY. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 
The question being taken on ordering the previous question, 
Mr. SULZER demanded a division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 84, noes 53. 
Mr.SULZER. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 
The yeas and nays were refused, 7 members, not a sufficient 
ppor E the iere therefor. 
r. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SULZER. If the previous question is ordered, are we not 
entitled to twenty minutes on each side to debate the main ques- 


number, ri 


Mr. SULZ 


tion? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there was no debate. 

Mr. DALZELL. Les, there was debate. 

Mr. PAYNE. I debated the question myself. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair understands there was debate. In 

that case further debate would not be in order, under the rule, 
after the previous question is ordered. 
IN. Mr. Speaker, I think on an examination of 
the RECORD, it will be found that the question was not debated in 
the sense that would preclude the debate contemplated by the 
rule. There was a controversy among a number of gentlemen on 
parliamentary questions, but the main question was not discussed 
on its merits. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the ayes have it, and the 
previous question is ordered. The question is on the motion that 
the Journal be appro 

Mr. SULZER. Mr.Speaker——  — 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BAILEY) there were—ayes 83, noes 71. 

Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. DALZELL. We may as well have the yeas and nays, Mr. 


Mr. Mc 


Mr. BAILEY. 


Speaker. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 95, nays 76, 
answered present 18, not voting 164; as follows: 


Alexander, 
Baker, Md. 


MD 


Mr. MILLS with Mr. SULLIVAN. 
Mr. BARHAM with Mr. FITZGERALD, 

Mr. PERKINS with Mr. COOPER of Texas. 

Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr. Kina. 

Mr. Stevens of Minnesota with Mr. JoxES of Washington. 
Mr. Hicks with Mr. OrEx. 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. DINSMORE. 

Mr. Brosius with Mr. ERMENTROUT. 

Mr. KERR with Mr. ROBB. 

Mr. Lacry with Mr. MCRAE. 

a WALKER of Massachusetts with Mr. VANDIVER. 

Mr. 


Evans, 
Tuc, 
88 
Gibson, 


ved. 


Sayers, en, Sutherlan: 
Peters, itle, Stephens, Tex. Ta » 
Pierce, Tenn. Shuford, tokes. Vincent, 
Ric Simpson, Strowd, N. C. Wheeler, K 
Ridgely, , Sims, Sullivan, Williams, 
Rob Ind. Skinner, Sulzer, Young, Pa. 
ANSWERED "PRESENT"—18. 
Ball, Cooper, Wis. 2 Smith, Wm. Alden 
Barrows, David , Wis. McAleer, Stevens, Minn, 
Berry. Dinsmore, McEwan, er, 
Brumm, Fleming, Plowman, 
» Hi Ithea, 
NOT VOTING—164 
Acheson, Dav! Landis, Robb, 
iB, Davison, Ky. Lentz, Robertson, La, 
Allen. Dayton, Lester, Russell 
Arnold, De Armond, Little, Bauerhering, 
Bar Dockery, Lorimer. 8 
PARK Dolliver, Loudensiager, Shelden, 
Barrett, Dorr, Levering, Sherman, 
Beach, Elliott, Lybrand, Showalter, 
Belden. Ermentrout, ll, Smith, III. 
Belford, McCleary, Smith, Ky. 
Benner, Pa. Fenton, McCormick, a 
nton, Fischer, McDonald, Southwick, 
Rand " rald, eb 8 
n tzpatrick, rague, 
Botkin, Foote, Maddox, Stallings, 
Boutelle, Fowler, N.C. i Stark, 
Bradley, Fowler, N.J. X Steele, 
Brenner, Ohio Gaines, Mahon, Strait, 
Brewer, Gillet, N. Y. Marsh, Strode, Nebr, 
Broderick, Gillett, Mass. Meyer, La. Sturtevant, 
Bromwell, Grosvenor, Miers, Ind. Swanson, 
Bull, Grout, Mills, 
ki Hager, Minor, Taylor, Ala. 
Campbell, Handy, Mite Terry, 
Cannon; Ha Newlands, Tod 
Capron, Hawley, Northway, Underwood, 
Carmac ay. Norton, Vandiver, 
Castle, Heatwole, Odell, Van Voorhis, 
Catchings, Hemenway, Ogden, Veh 
Clark, Iowa Henry, Ind. Olmsted, Walker, Mass. 
Clarke, N. H Hepburn, Otey, Walker, Va. 
Cochrane, N. Y. Hilborn, Otjen, Wanger, 


Sooper: Tex. Hu Powers, te, 

Gor Toned Vi Quia: Williams, A 
Jox, ones, Va. EE. 

Cranford, Jones, Wash. Bu Wilson, S. Q. 
Crump, err. Reeves, Young, Va. 
Danford, Ketcham, Rixey, Zenor. 


So the Journal was approved. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. McINTIRE with Mr. MAGUIRE. 

Mr. PucH with Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know if 
Jam recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is not recorded. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. My nttention was diverted to 
something else and I did not hear my name called. I desire to 
vote no.“ 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman listening at the time when 
his name should have been ed, and did he fail to hear it? 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Yes; I was in the Hall, trying to 
listen. Isuppose that my attention was attracted by something 


else. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wants the gentleman from Missouri 
to understand the matter. The only ground on which a vote has 
been permitted by the House under the rule, after the completion 
of the call, is where there is reason to suppose that the name of 
the member may not have been called. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Well, I did not hear my name 
called. I was in the Chamber and did not hear it. I was here 
for the purpose of voting, and for no other . So I suppose 
mat m noise or something must have diverted my attention 

rom it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman understands the matter now. 
The Clerk will call his name and he will vote or not, as he deems 


roper. 
= The Clerk called the name of Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri, and he 
voted in the negative. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its cler 
announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 2150) to amen 
an act entitled “An act to provide for the entry of lands in Greer 
County, Okla., to give preference rights to settlers, and for other 
purposes," approved January 18, 1897; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested. 


GREER COUNTY, OKLA, 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill (S. 2150) 
received from the Senate this morning and ask consent for its 
immediate consideration. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill which the Clerk 


will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2150) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for the entry of 
lands in Greer County, Okla., to give P tr xpi rights to settlers, and for 
other purposes," approved January 18, 1597. z 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 

States of America in Congress assembled, That the time for the exercise of 

the preference right of entry granted to bona fide occupants of land within 

the Territory established as Greer County, Okla., by section 1 of an act en- 
titled “An act to provide for the eny of lands in Greer County, Okla.» to 
give preference rights to settlers, and for other pu "approved Janu- 
ary I. 1897, be, and the same is hereby, extended to January Tis. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker í 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill which has been 

reported by the Clerk. f t - A 

Ir. SULZER, Before I object, I desire to submit a parlia- 


mentary y pun 

The SPE R. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, on Monday last I had the honor 
to present to this House a monster petition, with hundreds of 
thousands of names 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman seems to be debating the 
matter. 

Mr. SULZER (continuing). Of citizens of the United States 
favoring the granting of belligerent rights to the Cuban patriots. 

The SPE R. il the gentleman state his parliamentary 


uiry? 
ing SULZER. My parliamentary inquiry is, What has become 
of that monster petition? [Laughter.] ee 

The SPEAKER. That isa physical question rather than a par- 
liamen in wa [Laughter.] 

Mr. LA EY, trust that the 3 settlers in Oklahoma 
will not be prejudiced by a discussion of the Cuban question. 

Mr. LI GSTON. rving the right to object, I desire to 
ask the gentleman what is the necessity for this extension of time? 

Mr. LACEY. I made a full statement of this matter on last 
Monday, but objection was made, inadvertently, I think, by one 

ntleman on the other side, who afterwards attempted to with- 

aw the objection, but the attempt was not made until the House 
was dividing on a motion toadjourn. The situation,I will briefly 
state, is this—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Never mind. 

Mr. LACEY. Perhaps some other member of the House would 
like to hear an explanation of the matter. I will very briefly out- 
line the occasion for this action—— 

Mr. GAINES. Will you allow any debate on T question? 

Mr. LACEY (continuing). And that is this: A bill was 
in the last Congress allowing settlers in Greer County who had 
obtained their claims through the State of Texas six months in 
which to prove up their rights to the land in that county. There 
are 3,200 of these families in this condition. The register and re- 
ceiver for that land office were not appointed until within the last 
few weeks, and the office can not be opened until the 1st day of 
July. The result will be that the 3,200 proofs that must be filed 
by these heads of families can not be made in the eighteen days 
intervening before the expiration of the six months allowed by 
the last e e for the completion of those claims; and Con- 

isasked to give six months additional, a sufficient time to 
0 that; and I hope no one will interpose an objection. The Sen- 
ate has passed the bill, and we ought to pass it promptly. 

Mr. LANHAM. This is a Senate bill, and is of the same pur- 
port as the bill offered by the gentleman the other day. 

Mr. LACEY. It has the same object as that bill. 

Mr. LANHAM. And the object of this is simply to give bona 
fide, actual settlers of Greer County additional time in which to 
prove up their homestead rights. 

Mr. LACEY. It is to give them the same time that they would 
have had if the register and receiver had been appointed last Jan- 
uary, as Congress intended they should be; but as they have not 
been appointed until this time, it is necessary to make an exten- 
sion of the time, otherwise it is utterly impossible for the settlers 
to comply with the act of the 18th of January last. 

Mr. LANHAM. This is a meritorious bill, and I trust no one 
will object. 


Mr. LACEY. I think it is a meritorious bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will ask the gentleman has this bill been 
referred to any committee of the House? 

Mr. LACEY. I think I have heard that question submitted by 
the gentleman on a previous occasion. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And you are liable to hear it again. 

Mr. LACEY. This has not been referred to a committee, as we 
do not have committees. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think the gentleman voted against having 
committees to which this might have been referred. 

Mr. LACEY. That brings up another question that I have very 


decided views upon, in which I presume I would not agree with 


my friend. 
.LANHAM. Ihope the bill will be allowed to pass. 
Ep . Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the 2 


Mr. SULZER. L should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. ; 

Mr.SULZER. Will the gentleman permit this bill to be de- 
bated ten minutes on a side? . 

Mr. LACEY. Unquestionably, if it is desired. 

Mr. McMILLIN. the gentleman does not demand the pre- 
vious question, it is subject to debate, and a gentleman being rec- 
ognized can hold the floor for an hour. 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman withhold the demand for 
the previous g estion on this bill and permit it to be debated? 

r. LACEY. I do not desire to make any bargain with my 
friend from New York. 5 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think the gentleman might at least allow 
a reasonable debate on any question at this time. 

Mr. LACEY. “The gentleman" has nothing to do with the 
allowing of debate. Thatis a matter for the House to determine. 

Mr. GAINES. The gentleman says he has nothing to do with 
allowing debate. If this is a meritorious bill, why do you cut off 
debate? It seems to me there ought to be full enough debate to 
ascertain the purposes and effect of the bill. 

Mr. SULZER. The gentleman says that he does not want to 
make a bargain with me, yet he asks me to make no objection, 
and still wants to pass the bill without debate. 

Mr.LACEY. Iwillsay tothe gentleman that this is a ques- 
tion involving 3,200 settlers in Oklahoma who have homes and 
desire to save them. : 

Mr. GAINES. Is it not perfectly proper that we should have 
an opportunity to discuss a proposition for the benefit of many 
peop e who have no homes? 

r.LACEY. Let us dispose of these homes. 
poe 5 Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bi 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to object 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SULZER] feels, I understand, a profound interest in the settlers of 
Oklahoma, and I yield him five minutes. 

A MEMBER. Give him ten. 

Mr.SULZER. Mr. Speaker, in the few moments given to me 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] I desire to speak for 
poten liberty. On Monday last I had the honor to present to this 

ouse—— ; 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman allow mea 
question? 

Mr. SULZER. I have only five minutes. The gentleman can 
have all the time he wants after I conclude. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SULZER] 
is entitled to the floor upon the pending bill. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, to continue, on Monday last I had 
the honor to present to this House a monster petition signed by 
hundreds of thousands of citizens of the United States—— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It is on just that point I wanted 
to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. SULZER (continuing). Requesting this House to pass 
Senator MoRaAN's resolution granting belligerent rights to the 
Cuban patriots. That resolution came over to this House several 
weeks ago. It passed the eerta an overwhelming vote. Iam 
informed it has never been refe to the Committee on Foreign 
poner in io inte the Committee on Foreign Affairs has never been 
appointed. 

eare wasting time here day in and day out while hundreds 
and hundreds of American citizens arelanguishing in Cuban jails 
for no offense whatever. Our trade with Cuba ruined, our flag 
fired upon, our citizens robbed, insulted, and assassinated, or 
driven like wild beasts from their homes and farmsin the interior 
of Cuba to the Spanish fortified towns on the coast to starve, to 
sicken, and to die! The history of the last two ined struggle in 
Cuba is the saddest in all the annals of the world. Itishigh time 
this great Government should protect its citizens and their prop- 
erty in Cuba. It is high time we should intervene in the name of 
humanity, civilization, and Christianity, and put a stop to this 
brutal, bloody, devastating carnage. 

These citizens of the United States in Cuba look to this country 
for their rights and protection. Apparently they look in vain. 
The flag of their country, which should protect them. is spit upon 
by the brutal Spaniards. These cruel and bloodthirsty Spaniards 
trample our flag in the dust, ignore treaty rights, and bit defiance 
to this great Republic. 

It is time for us to act. If we do not, we will stand disgraced 
in the opinion of our own liberty-loving citizens and before the 
Christian powers of the world. If we do not put a stop to the 
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fiendish barbarities and refined cruelties of these Spanish un 
our boasted republicanism will become a byword and our flag of 
freedom a reproach and a farce. How long shall we submit? 
How much longer shall we permit poor Cuba to be a human 
shamble? 

Idesired to-day to correct the Journal of the House in regard 
tothe petition I presented. Parliamentary tactics precluded that. 
We do not know what has become of that prest petition in favor 
of Cuba Libre.” The House Journal sim 
mittee on Foreign Affairs.” That can not be a fact, for the reason 
that the Committee on Foreign Affairs has not been appointed. 
It should have been appointed long ago. The joint resolution of 
that venerable Senator and friend of humanity, Mr. MORGAN, 
granting belligerent rights to the Cubans, should be speedily sub- 
mitted to a vote of this House. Some one is responsible for its 


suppression. Somebody is responsible for its delay. Who is the | 


man? 

The Cuban cause is the cause of liberty. By the grace of God 
it will and must mn 

Tbe American people to-day are in favor of groning to the 
Cuban patriots belligerent rights. If that question could be sub- 
mitted to the people of this country, they would decide in favor of 
it by an overwhelming majority. The American people would 
like to know why the resolution of Senator MORGAN lies on the 
Speaker's desk. They would like to know why no action has been 


taken by this House on that joint resolution of belligerency. If | 


there is hell on earth," as John Sherman said when he was in 
the Senate,itis in Cuba. Does he believe that to-day? If so, then 
why does he not act? We send relief to India; we sympathize 
with the Greeks; but we allow our citizens to be butchered, mur- 
dered, and assassinated in Cuba without a protest. 

The policy of that great assassin, Weyler, the greatest thief, the 
greatest coward, the greatest brute, the greatest liar, the greatest 
murderer, the greatest enemy to humanity the world has ever 
known, is devastating the fairest island in the world within gun- 
shot of our own shores, and exterminating as brave a po le 
battling for freedom and for independence as ever fought for 
self-government on the face of the earth. If that resolution of 
belligerency could besubmitted to this House, I have every reason 
to know that it would pass by an overwhelming vote. The 
American people want Cuba to be free, They will see to it sooner 
or later that Cuba is free. Ido not know who retards the joint 
resolution. I do not know whois responsible for the delay in pro- 
curing action upon it; but I do know that the day of reckoning is 
not far distant, and the American people, who sympathize with 
those brave and struggling Cuban patriots, will hold some one 

nsible. And woe to that man! 

saw in a newspaper yesterday that the President of the United 
States was in sympathy with the Cuban patriots; that he wanted 
them to succeed and achieve their independence, as our forefath- 
ers achieved their independence. I hope that is true. I amin 
favor of his pony to annex the Hawaiian Islands; but before the 
Hawaiian Islands are annexed I hope the President will take some 
action to make Cuba free and independent. He could not do a 
more popular thing. I read from an editorial in last evening's 

Washington Times this statement: 
onday lasta petition from 600,000 American citizens - 
donne Catan baltiperency was presented set ees 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's time has expired. 

Mr. SULZER. Lask unanimous consent to occupy five minutes 
more. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. LACEY. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. WiLLIAM A. STONE]. 

Mr.SULZER. Iask unanimous consent to incorporate in my 
remarks this little editorial in the Washington Times of last night 
about the suppression of the House of Representatives—— 


ysays: ** To the Com- | 


The SP. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WIL- 
LIAM A. STONE] is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. WILL A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I believe no member | 


15 this House has more sympathy with the struggling Cubans than 
a ve 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentleman will confine 
himself to the subject under discussion, which is a bill in refer- 
ence to lands in Greer County, Okla. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I shall endeavor to do so. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hcpes the gentleman will. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But in endeavoring to do that, I 
wish to correct a statement made by the gentleman who last occu- 
ied the floor. He stated here that the petition to which he al- 
uded contained hundreds of thousands of signatures. The clerks 
have, out of curiosity, counted the names, and there are just 14,560 
names upon it. 
Mr. SULZER. I challenge that statement. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in order. 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania has expired. 


The time of 


Mr. LACEY addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. SULZER attempted to address the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please be in order. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, in making figures of speech, of 
course a great deal of latitude is allowed; and I trust the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania will not too severely criticise the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. SULZER] when he estimates that 


15,000—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentleman from Iowa 
will be in order. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I believe that this House fully 
understands the nature of the bill before it. There seems to be 
practically nobody opposed to the bill, and therefore I move the 
previous question. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of this 
bill whether there was a report made on this question in the last 
Congress? 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, yes. . 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman please have that report 
read? The House ought to know something about this question 
before acting upon it. 

Mr. LACEY. I have stated the substance of the report 

Mr. McMILLIN. If we can not secure the appointment of 
committees, we should atleast have matters discu intelligently 
when brought here. 

Mr. LACEY. Ihave stated the substance of the report, which 
was made in connection with what has been known as the Greer 
County legion. There were several bills, introduced on the 


subject. the gentleman has followed this land legislation, as I 
think perhaps he has—— 
Mr. McMILLIN. I did. 


Mr. LACEY. He will remember that the whole matter was 
very fully discussed in the House, and what was known as the 
Cockrell bill, I think, was the one which we finally passed—a bill 
prepared by Mr. Cockrell, of Texas, who formerly represented 
the district embracing these Greer County lands when they were 
supposed to belong to the State of Texas. A good deal of time 
was spenton the bill; the questions involved in it were thoroughly 
reported upon and discussed. "There is nothing proposed now in 
this Senate bill embodying an amendment to the existing law, ex- 
cept simply to grant such an extension of time as will allow to 
these settlers the 5 provided for in the original bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. There was some confusion in the House 
when the bill was read and I was unableto understand the period 
of extension. How much additional time is granted? 

Mr.LACEY. Six months. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Six months was the time originally granted? 

Mr. LACEY. This bill will give a little less than six months. 
The former bil gave until the 18th of July; but the land office 
will not be open until about the 1st of July, so that these settlers 
under existing law would have only eighteen days instead of the 
six months originally intended. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. At what period of the last session was the 
bill passed? 

Mr. LACEY. Early in the session. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. In January. 

Mr. LACEY. On the 18th of January the bill became a law. 
There was ample time if the appointments of the land officers 
had been promptly made. But, as will be remembered, President 
Cleveland was to retire from office on the 4th of March under 
somewhat disadvantageous circumstances, and it was a little dif- 
ficult. I believe, for him to select out of the patriots on the other 
side the men to fill these offices. 

Mr. McMILLIN. There ought to be no difficulty over a matter 
of that kiud. 

Mr. LACEY. In point of fact, President Cleveland did not 
before DNE make any selection for any of these places. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It was no fault of these people who settled 
upon these lands that their claims were not filed, was it? 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It was the fault of the Government? 

Mr. LACEY. Well, I do not know that anybody was specially 
to blame. At any rate, we are confronted with these facts 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The President of the United States must 
have been to blame, because he did not appoint the officers who 
could haye recorded these claims, 

Mr. LACEY. Well,he was very busy. He was getting ready 
to retire. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Why should these people suffer by his laches? 
Mr. LACEY. They should not; and we are trying by this bill 
ive them relief. I move the previous question. 

he bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table, 


to 
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FOREIGN EXHIBITORS AT OMAHA EXPOSITION. 


Mr. MERCER. I desire unanimous consent for the consider- 
ation of Senate resolution No. 50. This is a joint resolution which 
passed the Senate some days ago—simply a pro forma resolution 
with reference to the admission of Chinese and other laborers in 
connection with the foreign exhibits at the Omaha Exposition. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the joint resolution (S. R. 50) 
authorizing foreign exhibitors at the Transmississippi and Inter- 
national Exposition, to be held in the city of Omaha, in the State 
of Nebraska, during the year 1898, to bring to the United States 
foreign laborers from their countries, respectively, for the pur- 
pose of preparing for and making exhibits. : 

Mr. DINGLEY (before the reading of the joint resolution was 
concluded). Mr. Speaker, I interrupt the reading to call the at- 
tention of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. MERCER] to the 
fact that within three or four days a communication has been re- 
ceived from the Secretary of the Treasury (my attention was not 
called to this matter until a moment ago) with reference to these 
admissions of Chinese, saying that there have been at abuses 
growing out of such permissions, and that in future legislation it 
would desirable to have certain amendments agomea to the 
law. Now, as long as the Committee on Ways and Means has 
jurisdiction of this question, I suggest that the resolution go to 
that committee, so that the question may be examined. The com- 
mittee can report at any time upon the resolution. In this way 
we can be assured that any door for abuses will be closed. i, 

Mr. MERCER. I would say to the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. DixGLEY] that I understood that before this resolution 

d the Senate it was so amended, on motion of the Senator 
m Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], as to cover this point. 

Mr. DINGLEY. that has been done, I have no objection. 

Mr. MERCER. I think it has been done. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Icall attention to the fact that the Secretary 
of the Treasury has written a communication referring to these 


abuses. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will suggest that there is a committee to 
which this resolution can properly be referred—that it would 
properly go to the Committee on Ways and Means; and if there is 
any danger of an abuse growing out of any suspension of our alien 
contract-labor laws, I shallinsist on the resolution going to that 
committee. 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker, rather than permit an abuse of 
that kind, I will accede to the request of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY . 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think that would be better. There will be 
no difficulty about it. It can be reported back promptly. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Strowp of North Carolina, for two weeks, on account 
of important business. 

To Mr. Barrows, indefinitely, on account of representing the 
United States Government on the Prison Commission. 

To Mr. CRUMPACKER, for ten days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. MEEKISON, for ten days, on account of important busi- 


ness. * 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now RES 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BAILEY) there were—ayes 75, noes 65. 

Accordingly (at 1 clock and 35 minutes p. m.), the House, under 
the order heretofore adopted, adjourned until Monday next at 12 
o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
MOM were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
ollows: 
A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a copy of a communication, with memorial of certain freedmen of 
the Choctaw Nation, relating to their rights as members of that 
le the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
prin 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
P no following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 3484) to amend section 2323 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relative to tunnel rights— 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 3485) to grant thearid lands 


of the United States to the respective States in which they are 
situate—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. STOKES: A joint resolution (H. Res. 65) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution, authorizing a tax uponincomes— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EVANS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 66) authorizing the 
President to alter, modify, amend, or revoke the classifications and 
rules regulating the classified civil service—to the Committee on 
Reformin the Civil Service. 

By Mr. LEWIS of Washington: A resolution (House Res, No. 
58) seeking information from the honorable Speaker of the House 
of Representatives as to the status of the organization of the 
House and the appointment of regular committees for legislative 
work, as provided by law—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A memorial of the legislature 
of the State Washington, urging the establishment of a national 
soldiers' home upon the site of Fort Sherman—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Washington, 
relative to forest reservations in the State of Washington—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Washington, 
relative to William A. Newell—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Washington, 
asking an appropriation for harbor and light-house at the mouth 
of the Quillayute River—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Washington, 
in relation to the survivors of the Indian war of 1855 and 1856 in 
the Territory of Washington—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: A memorial of the legislature 
of Wisconsin, for the passage of an act to strengthen the public 
credit—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McALEER: A memorial of the legislature of Pennsyl- 
vania, for the reappointment and retirement of Capt. McMurtrie 
Gregg—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and 5 referred as follows: 
By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 3486) to allow the distillery of 
the New England Distilling Company and the rectifying house of 
Mullins & Crigler, both situated in Covington, Ky., to be operated 
den 600 feet of each other—to the Committee on Ways and 
eans. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 3487) for increase of pension 
of John W. Majors—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3188) for increase of pension of A. B. Van 
Cleve—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3489) to pension Georgia Moseley, widow of 
John W. Moseley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 3190) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Wilson Certain—to the - 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr, FISCHER: A bill (H. R. weg dos y John Pope Hod- 
nett for services rendered as counsel to the Government in thein- 
vestigation into affairs of the District of Columbia, acting as 
such counsel by order of a resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives; also for acting as counsel for the workingmen of the Dis- 
1 5 of Columbia for fifteen years last past to the Committee on 

aims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 3492) to increase the pen- 
sion of Susan D. Yates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3493) granting a pension to Ellen M. Gray— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Petitions of the Daunenberg Compan 
and E. B. Harris & Co., of Macon, Ga., protesting against a tarit 
on goatskins—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Resolutions of select and common councils 
of the city of Philadelphia, Pa., asking for the passage of the tar- 
iff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Civil Service Reform Association of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., protesting against the proposal to exempt labor- 
ers and workmen of all classes from classification under civil- 
service law—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Paper to accompany House bill to correct 
the military record of Wilson Certain, late of Company A, Thirty- 
first Regiment Iowa Volunteers—to the Committee on Mili 


1808 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 18, 


By Mr. CRUMPACKER: Petition of J. Oppenheimer and 39 
other citizens of Lafayette, Ind.. favoring the opone of a 


monetary commission—to the Committee on Ban 


rency. 

B ur. DORR: Petition of W. K. McDowell and other citizens 
of 5 W. Va., praying for the restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Petitions of citizens of Beverly, Riverside, 
Barnegat, Mount Holly, Glendola, and Toms River, State of New 
Jersey, favoring a more rigid restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Petition of John Redman and other citizens 
of the State of Illinois, for the purchase by the Government of a 
formula in the possession of H. C. Fahlbush for the prevention of 
hog cholera—to the Committee on Agriculture. - 

By Mr. McALEER: Petition of the Grocers and Importers' Ex- 
change of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the ge of the Torrey 
bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the i cese ER 

Also, petition of B. J. Hoffacker, of San Francisco, Cal., pro- 
testing against the abrogation of the Hawaiian treaty—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Civil Service Executive Committee, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., protesting against the repeal of the civil-service 
law—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, petition of the Edwin H. Fitler Company, of Philadelphia, 
favoring the passage of the Dingley tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of manufacturers and dealers in refined sugars in 
Philadelphia, against an increase in the tax—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

, petition of G. A. Bisler and other business firms in various 
cities, asking for protection on paper boxes, etc.—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of importers of harness and saddlery, protesting 

t the passage of the Dingley bill—to the Committee on 

ays and Means. 

Also, petition of French, Cave & Co., of Philadelphia, Pa., pro- 
testing against changing paragraphs 2and 67 in the Dingley tariff 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of C. Schmidt & Son, of Philadelphia, inst in- 
creasing the revenue tax on beer—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston Merchants' Association, protest- 
ng against the high duties in the Dingley bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of C. F. Lennig, of Philadelphia, against a 
tariff on plumbago—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of wholesale liquor dealers of Cleveland, Ohio, 
recommending the reduction of the tax on whisky—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Alameda Sugar Company, of San Francisco, 
Cal, protesting against favoritism to Hawaiian interests apply- 
ing specially to the sugar schedule—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. - 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Winter Wheat Millers’ League, 
requesting that burlap and burlap bags and von cloth be placed 
on the free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Ee Connolly and other paper-box man- 
ufacturers of Philadelphia, asking for protection upon paper 
boxes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of M. Carey Thomas, president of Bryn Mawr 
College, requesting that existing law stand so far as relates to 
books, maps, charts, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of L. W. Miller, secretary of the Art Club of 
Philadelphia, protesting against a tariff on works of art—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. j 

Also, petition of Monroe Bros. & Co., of Philadelphia, protest- 
ing against a tariff on hides—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, remonstrance of Arthur Spencer & Co., of Philadelphia, 
apu increasing the tax on tea—to the Committee on Waysand 

eans. 


Also, petition of wholesale tea dealers in the United States, favor- 

a specific duty on tea—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

, petition of the Grocers and vea diari Exchange of Phila- 

delphia, protesting against the repenl of the drawback on tin 
plate—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, pro- 
testing against that portion of the Dingley bill failing to give a 
rebate on tin plate unless manufactured in bonded factories—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Pennsylvania Museum and School of 
Industrial Art, protesting against the high ad valorem duty on 
art—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MCEWAN: Petition of F. E. Potter, 3 Hampton, 
A. 8. Brownell, and others; also petition of George H. Kupfrain, 
Edwin Randall, Edward Keenan, and others; also petition of 


g and Cur- 


W. H. Harland, jr., Robert F. Place, jr., J. R. Ewing. and others, 
citizens of Jersey City, N. J., in favor of the restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Wayne Knitting 
Mills, of Fort Wayne, Ind., favoring the passage of a bankruptcy 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, June 18, 1897. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. HuGH JOHNSTON, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 

On motion of Mr. QUAY, and by unanimous consent, the read- 
ingof the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dispensed with, 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica» 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, for inclu- 
sion in the general deficiency appropriation bill, an estimate of 
deficiency to pay the amount found due by the accounting oflicers 
of the asury Department to the Western Union Telegraph 
Company for freight telegrams, etc., for the fiscal year 1890, 
$1,414.48; which was referred to the Committeeon Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HALE presented a communication from the of 
the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue in relation to the necessity for an emergenc 
appropriation of $50,000 for salaries of collectors and deputy col- 
lectors of internal revenue and n nses to complete 
the service of the current fiscal year; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was ordered to be printed as a document, and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the legislature of Colo- 
rado, praying for an increase of the duty on lead in ores; which 
75 ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed in the RECORD, as 

OLLOWS: 
[Senate joint memorial No. 11. By Senator Wheeler.] 

The senators and representatives of the State of Colorado, now in session 
as the Eleventh general assembly, do most respectfully memorialize our Sen- 
ators and Representatives in the Senate p sapere of the United States to 

country, and endeavor to 
have incorporated into the present Dingley tariff bill, now before the United 


1} cents to be 
on — — wing it will greatly beneft th people of the fates wo 
ans 0 ne; e 0 es 
Colorado "A the United States at large to uty prora on lead fa 
oreg, thereby keeping out foreign le ted in bond, and 
enhancing the va! 
it would permit the successful operation of numerous lead properties in the 
State of Dolorado and the United States that can not be mined profitably at 
the present time on &ccount of the low price of lead. 
Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be sent to each of our United States 
Senators and Representatives. 
JARED L. BRUSH, 
President of the Senate. 
EDWIN W.H BUT, 
peaker of the House. 
ALVA ADAMS 
Governor of the Slate. 
Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the legislature of Colo- 
rado, praying that an appropriation be made for the erection of a 
United States Government bailding at Glenwood Springs, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
[Senate joint memorial No.12. By Senator Taylor.] 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled: 
Your memorialist, the Eleventh eral assembly of the State of Colo- 
rado. hereb titions your honorable body to pass the bill introduced by 
Hon. JOHN b. aut. our Representative in Congress, providing for the erec- 
tion of a United States vernment building at the town of Glenwood 
Springs, Garfield County, Colo. 
JARED L. BRUSH, 
President of the Senate. 
EDWIN W. LBUT, 
Speaker of the House, 
ALVA ADAM 
Governor of the State. 
Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the legislature of Colorado, 
praying that the mining department of the Geological Survey be 
strengthened, and also that provision be made for the more timely 
publieation of the preliminary and final reports of that Depart- 
ment; which was referred to the Select Committee on the Geo- 
lozical Survey, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 


Approved April 7, 1897, 4.30 p. m. 


Approved April 10, 1897. 


[Joint memorial No. 2. By Senator Campbell] 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 
Your memorialists, the general assembly of the State of Colorado, now ia 
session, petition your honorable body to make generous provision for that 


branch of the United States Geological Survey which is en directly in 
examining the metalliferous districts of the States and T tories, to the 
end that needed surveys may be commenced or completed and the results 
mblished at the end of each season in phlet form, as much of the value of 
e information thus received depends . — its speedy publication. 


It is oot e that Len cepe of the survey n TN 50 lace now 
occupied © prospector or mining engineer. ey should, however, 
understand the ork of either or both of these classes of men and should fur- 


nish an accurate basis upon which that work may be founded. Let the sur- 

vey stand between them and nature, demonstrating as well as may be in the 

absence of development where the prospector may and where he may not 
to advan for this or that valuable mineral. 

In the absence of a Government de ment of mining, your memorialists 
believe that Congress should strengthen the mining RA ember pnd of the Geo- 
logical Survey and provide for the more timely publica: of its preliminary 
ena yi 8 will ever pra; 

PY.  FRANCIS CARNEY, 
President pro tem of the Senate. 
EDWIN . HURLBUT, 
ALVA parce of the House. 
Governor of the State. 

Mr. TELLER presented the petition of James H. Baker, presi- 
dent, and other members of the faculty of the University of Colo- 
rado, praying that all books, works of art. and Li ps Ren ap- 
paratus imported into this country for the use of colleges and 
universities be admitted free of duty; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Branch No. 204, National Asso- 
ciation of Letter Carriers, of Colorado Springs, Colo., praying that 
an appropriation be made for the payment of the judgments ren- 
dered by the Court of Claims in favor of letter carriers; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the Colorado State Cattle Grow- 
ers’ Association, praying for the imposition of a duty on hides; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of DONE Creek, 
Crested Butte, Colorado Springs, and Elkton, all in the State of 
Colorado, praying for the enactment of legislation for a more 
rigid restriction of immigration; which were ordered to lie on the 
table 


He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Denver, Colo- 
rado Springs, Greeley, Erie, Cripple Creek, Boulder, Lafayette, 
Harris, Telluride; of Sixteen to One Union, No. 63, Western Feder- 
ation of Miners, of Telluride; of the Victor Trades Assembly, 
American Federation of Labor, of Victor: and of the International 
Union of Journeymen Horseshoers, of Denver, all in the State of 
Colorado, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation in- 
tended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Colorado State Medical 
Society, remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill No. 1003, 
for the further prevention of crnelty to animals in the District of 
Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of New Mexico, 
praying for the abrogation of the Hawaiian reciprocity treaty; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a memorial of F. Clements & Co. 
and sundry other cigar manufacturers of West Superior, Wis., 
remonstrating against an increase of the duty on Sumatra tobacco; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Department of Wisconsin, 
Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the establishment of a 
national military park to commemorate the siege of Vicksburg; 
which was 8 to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Department of Wisconsin, 
Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the introduction of 
mili instruction in the publie schools of the country; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TURPIE presented memorials of E. T. Hartman and 47 
other citizens; of Charles E. Stockmeyer and 51 other citizens; of 
H. R. Wood and 48 other citizens, and of Albert Sahm and 52 
other citizens, all in the State of Indiana, remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation intended to destroy the present sys- 
tem of ticket brokerage; which were referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also prid the petition of E. L. Snyder, president of the 
National Wholesale Liquor Dealers' Association of America, pray- 
ing that the bonded period on whiskies be reduced to three years; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. ` 

Mr. McLAURIN presented a pum of the National Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, and of the National Equitable Protection 
Association, praying for the enactment of iegislation to promote 
and protect the industrial interests of the country; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PETTUS presented sundry memorials of citizens of Birming- 
ham, Ala., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
intended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Illi- 
nois, remonstrating against theimposition of a tax on tea, and also 
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against the proposed. increase of the tax on beer; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 


He also essent sundry petitions of citizens of Eureka, Ottawa, 
Bement, mont, Bushnell, Springfield, and Chicazo, all in the 
State of Illinois, praying for the early enactment of a protective- 
tariff law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a memorial of the Bethel Shoe Com- 
pany, of Bethel, Vt., remonstrating against an increase of the du 
on tanned skins for morocco or a duty on raw goatskins; whi 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of 45 citizens of Bondsville, 
Mass., and a petition of sundry citizens of Massachusetts, praying 
for the early enactment of a protective-tariff law; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. : 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Massachu- 
setts, remonstrating against any increase in the present rate of 
duty on tanned skins for morocco or a duty on raw goatskins; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Hazen B. Goodrich & Co. and 
104 other shoe manufacturers of Haverhill, Mass., remonstratin; 
against any increase in the present rate of duty on India tann 
skins for morocco; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Civil-Service Reform As- 
sociation of sind eg de N. Y., remonstrating fe (pes the proposed 
amendment in the deficiency appropriation bill exempting labor- 
ers in the employ of the Government from the civil-service rules; 
which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Re- 
trenchment. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of 146 citizens of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying for the early passage of the pending tariff bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented sundry petitions of citizens of 
Bank Village, N. H., praying for the early enactment of a pro- 
tective-tariff law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WELLINGTON presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Maryland, praying for the enactment of protective-tariff legisla- 
tion at the earliest possible date such as will adequately secure 
American industrial products against the competition of foreign 
labor; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He 5 3 titions of citizens of Prince George 
County, Ellerslie, Herefor vage, Ocean Mines, Myersville, Ca- 
tonsville, Bloomington, and Baltimore, all in the State of Mary- 
land, praying forthe enactment of legislation for a more rigid 
restriction of immigration; which were ordered tolie on the table, 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CLEVELAND, OHIO. 


Mr. HANNA. Iask that the bill (S. 1058) to provide for a pub- 
lic building at Cleveland, Ohio, be taken up for immediate action, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to purchase, acquire by condemnation, or otherwise, 
the block of land located in the city of Cleveland which is bounded 
by Rockwell street on the north, by Wood street on the east, by 
Superior street on the south, and on the west by the land now 
owned by the United States, upon which the post-office building 
islocated, to be used in connection with the land already occu- 
pied by the post-office or Government building, as a site for a new 
pauio building, for the use and accommodation of the United 

tates post-office, custom-house, internal-revenue office, United - 
States circuit and district courts. signal service, pension office, 
and other Government offices, in the city of Cleveland, Ohio, the 
cost of the site and building, including fireproof vaults, heating 
and ventilating apparatus, elevators,and approaches, complete, 
not to exceed $2,500,000. 

Mr.PETTUS. Are there two sections to the bill? Is therea 
purchasing section? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is only one section, divided 


into several graphs. 
Mr. PETTUS. I propose as an amendment to insert the follow- 
ing proviso: 


Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury can purchase said property 
ata reasonable price. 

I do not remember ever to haye seen a bill of this sort specify- 
ing the pro 

Mr. NA. Iacceptthe amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama, to insert 
after the words “to purchase, acquire by condemnation,” etc., a 
proviso, which will be read. 

Mr. PETTUS. It is accepted by the Senator from Ohio. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is accepted; and, 
without objection, it is agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. E 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT M'KEESPORT, PA. 


Mr. QUAY. I make the same request of the Senate as to the 
bill (S. 1272) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
McKeesport, Pa. It seems that the gentlemen in charge of the 
tariff bill are not yet ready to proceed with it. 

There being no objection, the Senate. as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or other- 
wise, a site, and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, 
including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating 8 ele- 
vators, and approaches, for the use and accommodation of the 
United States post-office and other Government offices at McKees- 
port. State of Pennsylvania, the cost of the site and building, in- 
cluding vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and 
approaches, complete, not to exceed $200,000. 

r. PLATT of Connecticut. I simply wish to ask whether the 
regular order of morning business has been concluded? 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. HANNA introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2160) to increase the pension of John Walker; 

A bill (S. 2161) to increase the pension of George F. Davenport 
(with an accompanying paper); and , 

A bill (S. 2162) toincrease the pension of George B. Ague (with 
an accompan paper). 

Mr. HANNA introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs: 

A bill (S. 2163) for the relief of Nicholas Welter (with an ac- 


com g r); 

2 bill (S. 2161) ie the relief of Isaac Holdbrook (with an ac- 
companying paper); 

A bill (S. 2165) for the relief of Andrew Robinson (with an 
accompanying paper) ; pe : 

A bill (S. 2166) for the relief of Henry Fishering (with an 
accompan paper); and : 

A bill (S. 2167) for the relief of Levi G. Fessenden (with an ac- 


companyin, ry. 

M. HANI 8 the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 2168) granting payment to John Shearer for the burial 
and funeral expenses in the interment of John G. Kyle, lieuten- 
ant, First Regiment United States Cavalry; and 

A bill (S. 2169) to refer to the Court of Claims the claim of John 
S. Armstrong for compensatión for loss of wheat in 1862 (with an 
accom nying paper). : r 

Mr. FELLER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads: 

A bill (S. 2170) for the relief of Harry A. E. Pickard; and 

A bill (S. 2171) for the relief of M. D. Crow. 

Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance: 

A bill (S. 2172) to provide for thé coin redemption of national- 
bank notes; and 

A bill (S. 2173) to provide for the reserves of national banks. 

Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 


A bill (S. 2174) for the relief of the legal representatives of Alex- 
ander C. Crawford; : 

A bill (S. 2175) for the relief of David A. McKnight; 

A bill (S. 2176) for the relief of 9 W. Stanton; " 

A bill (S. 2177) for the relief of Mrs. Julia A. Humphries; 

A bill (S. 2178) for the relief of Thomas Williams, an employee 
of the Senate folding room, for injuries received while in the dis- 
charge of his duties in the year 1892; 

A bil (S. 2179) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen Sexton; and 

A bill (S. 2180) for the relief of the legal representatives of Mrs. 
A. Shirley. : 

Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 2181) to remove the charge of desertion against Charles 
L. Thompson, late lieutenant, Seventh Kansas Cavalry; 
iH (S. 2182) to correct the military record of Charles A. 

ahl; . 

A bill (S. 2183) for the relief of Capt. George W. Brown; 

A bill (S. 2184) to reimburse the State of Colorado for moneys 


expended in the suppression of Ute Indian depredations during 
the year 1887; 

A bill (S. 2185) removing the charge of desertion from the name 
of Frank A. Land, of Nathrop, Colo.; 

A bill (S. 2186) for the relief of Wilbur F. McCue; 

A bill (S. 2187) removing the charge of desertion in the case of 
John Holderby; 

A bill (S.2183) granting an honorable discharge to James Brown; 

A bill (S. 2189) granting an honorable discharge to George S. 
Raymond; , 

A bill (S. 2190) for the relief of the estate of Emmet Crawford, 
3 lat» captain of the Third Regiment United States Cav- 
airy; 

A bill (S. 2191) to establish a council of ordnance; 

: A bill 5 2192) granting an honorable discharge to John Kinch- 

ow; an 

oh m (S. 2193) for the relief of the First Colorado Mounted 
ilitia. 

Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs: 

A bill (S. 2194) to abolish the office of Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs and the office of Assistant Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, and to create in lieu thereof a board of Indian commission- 


ers; 

A bill (S. 2195) for the relief of John A. Sibbald; x 

A bill (S. 2196) to provide for the allotment of lands to Inidans 
without changing their tribal relations, and to authorize the leas- 
ing of Indian lands in certain cases; 

A bill (S. 2197) to pay the administrator of the estate of Bluford 
West, deceased, for the Bluford West Saline, in Cherokee Nation; 

A bill (S. 2198) for the relief of Sarah R. Dresser; 

A bill (S. 2199) for the relief of William S. Peabody; and 

A bill (S. 2200) for the relief of David A. McKnight. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 2201) to appropriate the sum 
of $75,000 to purchase a siteand erect a public building at Shamo- 
kin, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, : 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 2202) making an appro- 

riation toward the construction of a dry dock at the navy-yard, 
eague Island, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


ANNEXATION OF THE REPUBLIC OF HAWAII. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that 5,000 additional copies of the message 
from the President of the United States, transmitting a treaty for 
the annexation of the Republic of Hawaii to the United States, 
signed at Washington by the plenipotentiaries of the parties June 
16, 1897, be printed, with the accompanying papers. 

The motion was agreed to. 

THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 379. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 
of the United States. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill at line1, page 104, 
and read as follows: 


SCHEDULE J.—FLAX, HEMP, AND JUTE, AND MANUFACTURES OF. 
820. Flax straw, $5 per ton. 


Mr. VEST. I move to strike out paragraph 820, in order to 
place flax straw upon the free list, where it is now. It is free 
under the existing law. On this amendment I intend to call for 
the yeas and nays. Lask the Secretary to read a communication 
which I think is absolutely correct. Although it is signed ''Cit- 
izen.” and I have cut it out of a New York paper, it states in suc- 
cinct form what is the result of this flax schedule in the proposed 


law. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


THE FLAX SCHEDULE. 
To the Editor of the Evening Post: 


Sra: Mr. T. H. Sharretts, president of the Board of General Appraisers at 
New York, in speaking of the Senate tariff bill in last night's Evening Post, 
was very wide of the mark when he said: The cotton schedule shows ve 
little change from the Wilson law, and the same may be said of the me 
flax, and sundries schedules." 'The present tariff (Wilson) on all manufac- 
tures of flax is 35 per cent ad valorem, and even under the McKinley law no 
higher tariff was ever collected, excepting on a few of the lower qualities— 
goods counting less than 100 threads to the square inch—on which the rate 
was 50 per cent. The tariff proposed by the Senate Finance Committee on 
manufactures of flax counting not more than 180and not less than 121 threads 
to the square inch—the class of goods used by the great masses of the peo- 
ple—ranges from 55 to 9) per cent ad valorem, goods counting 121 threads 
paying as high as 90 per cent, while goods counting 150 threads pay 55 per 
[s 


ent. 
It is the same old story, told time and time again by th» Republican party. 


All they want of the poor and those in moderate circumstances is tha 
votes to put them in office where they can squanderthe enormous taxeg 


- 
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levied on those classes, and which they think ought to be paid without a 
murmur. 

‘The present tariff (35 per cent) is, in all conscience, high enough, but we 
might struggle on fora time under a 50 per cent rate, though I Lelieve it 
would not bring in as much revenue as the present tariff, The fax schedule 
as passed by the House of Representatives, crude and impracticable as it is, 
would be infinitely. 8 to that presented to the Senate by the Finance 
Committee, which is simply outrageous, and clearly shows that the framers 
(at least ns far asthe flax schedule is concerned) know little or nothing about 
tariff making. 

CITIZEN. 


New York, May 7. 


Mr. VEST. I did not observe the latter remark in the commu- 
nication, and I do not indorse it; but the statement in regard to 
the duties I do indorse, and I can prove it mathematically. If 


this bill is framed for revenue, I call attention to the official re- |. 


port as to the article of flax straw. Under the McKinley Act, 
with the duty then imposed of 60 per cent—$5 a ton—there was 
co lected, in 1893, $765 on an importation of 153.10 tons. In 1896 
there was an importation of 32 tons, although we put this article 
upon the free list, showing that by removing the duty the importa- 
tion fell off 120 tons. 

Mr. President, this whole flax schedule seems to be based upon 
the idea recently advanced that we can raise flax and prepare it 
for manufacture in this country. I deny it. I deny it upon the 
testimony of men engaged in the manufacture of linen and all the 
goods of which flax is the raw material. It has been unques- 
tióned heretofore that we could not produce the textile for linen 
goods in the United States because we did not have the climate 
nor did we have the fiber with which to do it. It is a peculiar 
process, and Ireland is the only country, with the exception of a 
small portion of the Continent of Europe, where the cultivation 
of flax for linen and the manufacture of linen has been successful, 

The idea is now advanced, as I see from the testimony before 
the Ways and Means Committee, that Minnesota can produce this 
flax; that the discovery has been made recently, in the last two or 
three years, that the climate of Minnesota suits it, which is en- 
tirely different from that of Holland or Ireland. It requires, I 
understand, a damp climate. They have in Ireland a peculiar 

rocess of retting this flax. It is taken after being cut and put in 

arge ponds or tanks, and it has to be turned over and rearranged 
twice a day for weeks until the retting process is complete. It is 
then subjected to another process, until finally the fiber is suited 
for manufacture. We obtain the celebrated Irish linen and the 
Dutch linen from Holland by means of these processes and under 
climatic conditions that do not exist in this country. 

All the manufacturers state emphatically and distinctly that 
they have tested the Minnesota flax and that it is not suitable for 
their purposes, And yet this flax schedule is constructed from 
the beginning upon the assumption that there is an interest in 
this country to be protected by these enormous duties. We have 
flax straw taken from the free list and taxed $5 a ton. We have 
flax not hackled or dressed, which is upon the free list now, which 
was at 1 cent in the McKinley Act, put at three-fourths of a cent 

pound in this bill. They have taken flax hackled, known as 
essed line, which was $67.20 per ton under the McKinley Act, 
and 1j cents per pound under the law of 1894, and put it at 2} cents 
per pone: or about $50 a ton. : 

The only result of these enormous taxes is to increase the value 
of linens to the purchaser in the United States. J assert here that 
unless these manufacturers, some of whom stand as high as any 
other merchants in New York, are practiced and conscious pre- 
_ varicators, not to use the word liars, the Minnesota flax can not 

be used in competition with flax or the products of flax that come 
to us from abroad. 

3 for the yeas and nays upon this amendment as a test prop- 
osition. 

Mr. WHITE.. It seems to me that the paragraph presents rather 
an unimportant issue except by way of illustration. The Senator 
from Missouri stated the extent of the importation. I notice in 
looking over the statistics that, taking the last ten years, we can 
not find in any one year more than $800 worth of importations. 
If it be true that in some part of the country this article can be 

roduced, certainly there is nothing in the history of our importa- 

ons to indicate that there will be any injurious competition from 
abroad, because it appears that the article does not come in at all 
in any quantity, and unless the paragraph is inserted for the pur- 
pa of exercise, or by way of training, I can notimagine any object 
view. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon agreeing to the amendment of 
the Senator from Missouri to strike out paragraph 320, “Flax 

i ire $5 per ton," the Senator from Missouri for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I announce my pair 
with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. Were 
ho present, I should vote ** yea." 
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Mr. HANNA (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. RAWLINs]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. WiLsoN]. If he were present. I 
should vote yea." 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. MALDOR: 

Mr. TURNER (when his name was called). I announce a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN], and 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. Otherwise I 
should vote “yea.” 

The roll call was concluded, 

Mr. GEAR. I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey 
pa. SwrrTH]. I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from 

assachusetts [Mr. LODGE], and vote “nay.” 

Mr. CLAY. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE| to the senior Senator from New Jer- 
sey | Mf. SuiTH], and vote *‘ yea.” : 

Mr. THURSTON. Has the senior Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. TILEMAN] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not. 

Mr. THURSTON. Ihavea general pair with that Senator, If 
he were present, I should vote **nay." 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. [am paired with the junior Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK]. If he were present, I should vote 
„Nen.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS-—18. . 
Bacon, Cockrell, Mills, Turpi 
Bate, Gray, Mitchell, Vest ^ 
Berry, Jones, Ark. Morgan, White. 
Butler, Kenney Murphy, 
Clay, McLaurin, Pettus, 

NAYS—28. 
Allison, Deboe, Hoar, Platt, N. Y. 
Baker, Fairbanks, McEnery, Pritchard, 
Burrows, Frye, Nelson, uny, 
Carter, Gallinger, Penrose, well, 
Chandler, Gear, Perkins, Shoup; 
Cullom, Hale, Pettigrew, Wellin, 
Davis, Hawley, Platt, Conn. Wetmore, 

NOT VOTING—43. 

Aldrich, Gorman, MeMillan, Spooner, 
Allen, Hanna, Mallory, Stewart, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Mantle, Teller, 
Cannon, Harris, Kans. Martin, Thurston, 
Chilton, Harris, Tenn. Mason Tillman, 
Clark, Heitfeld, Morrill, Turner. 
Daniel, Jones, Nev Pasco, Walthall, 
Elkins, Kyle, Proctor, Warren, 
Faulkner, Lindsay, Rawlins, Wilson, 
Foraker, ige, onch, Wolcott. 
George, McBride, Smith, 


Sv the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I give notice on behalf of the 
minority of the Committee on Finance, that I shall move that the 
amendment offered the other day in relation to an inheritance 
rate will be offered as a substitute amendment for section 4, on 
page 196, containing the provision for an increase of the tax on 

eer. The pending bill, constructed wholly upon duties and ex- 
cises, rests altogether upon consumption. The opportunity will 
be given and a tentative effort will be made to take some part of 
the revenue burden from consumption and transfer it to accumu- 
lation. It will lighten the task of those who are already subject 
to the exactions of duties and excises, and it will make a rate 
easily payable against those who are more highly favored by 
wealth and property. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 321, page 104, line 4, after the word “dressed,” to insert 
** three-fourths of;" so as to make the paragraph read: 


321. Flax, not hackled or dressed, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. 


Mr. ALLISON. I hope the amendment will be disagreed to. 
On further consideration, the committee recommend the House 
rate. 

The amendment was rejected. : 

Mr. WHITE. Imoveto strixe out paragraph 321, and give no- 
tice that when the free list is reached I shall move to put the arti- 
cle therein described on the free list. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California moves 
to strike out paragraph 321. 

The amendment was rejected. 
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The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par- 


agraph 322, page 104, line 6, after the words ‘dressed line," to 
strike out “three” and insert “two and one-half;" so as to make 
the paragraph read: 


$22. Flax, hackled, known as dressed line," 2} cents per pound. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iam instructed to ask the Senate to disagree 
to the amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Iowa, it seems to 
me, can save time by just giving notice that all the committee 
amendments are abandoned. It appears that we areto have no 
opportunity to vote on the amendment of the committee for the 

uction of asingle proposition that came from the House of 
Representatives. TWo and one-half" was proposed by the Sen- 
ate committee. I willagree with the majority that we shall give 
up that “two and one-half," but I propose to put the rate nt 14 
cents instead of 3. lask for the yeas and nays upon my amend- 
ment. : 

Ir Veet Beere the voto is taken, I propose to put 

x 8 ore the vo ; pose to put upon 
record the testimony of a of credibility in this matter in 
re; to the production of flax in Minnesota, for the protection of 
which all these increases are made. I do not quote now from any 
importer, but from Mr. S. S. Kepler, manager of the Eau Claire 
Linen Company, of Wisconsin. It may be an importing com- 
pany, but 1 also understand it manufactures coarse towels, crash, 
etc. I will ask the Secretary to read. j 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

'The Secretary read as follows: 


OUR LINEN INDUSTRY—LINEN MANUFACTURERS FEAR EFFECTS OF TARIFF 
ON TOW. 


Mr. S. S. Kepler, manager of the Eau Claire Linen Company, interviewed 
on tariff issues last e said: 

“Asa strong effort is being made to induce the Senate to raise the duty on 
tow of flax from one-half cent per PME as fixed by the Finance Committee, 
to the House rate of 1 cent, we feel obliged to protest against such change, as 
it would seriously imperil this industry. as we do not consider the dur pro- 
posed on manufactured goods compensatory. We fer the emer 

roviding the ad valorem duty on imported goods 2 changed to specific and 
Tow left on the free list. A duty of 1 cent per pound on tow would increase 
its cost to us about 15 per cent. 

“That this or even a much higher duty will encourage the raising of flax 
in the Northwest we do not believe. r twenty-five years or more the 
farmers of Minnesota and Dakota have been growing flax for the seed, and 
they have found it one of the most profitable crops. They will continue to 
do this for years to come ess of the tariff on tow, for the reason that 
in all these years they have produced no tow that manufacturers of linen 
cloth could use. We have been making common crash toweling for ten rears, 
and during this time we have seen no sainples of domestic tow that we co 


use, 
k a single ton of merchantable tow, suitable for making linen cloth of 
any kind, bas been uced in Minnesotaor Dakota, it remains to be shown. 
Any claims to that effect need stron; evidence than has been produced. 

“Tf this is true, and we believe it is, with what justice can it be asked that 
se hg duty should be laid on an article not now produced in the 
Wi 


an 
Nort. 
As manufacturers can not use the domestic product, they will have to 
continue to import the foreign or shut down their mills, unless Congress im- 
higher duties on linen fabrics than is now proposed. To do that would 
eres the cost of crash toweling to a price t would be felt by the con- 
sumer. This of toweling is used largely by the common people. who 
can not afford the fine, high-priced goods imported from Europe and sold 
largely to the rich. The common crashes made by the Eau Claire Linen 
Company, the Stevens Mills in Massachusetts, and one or two other concerns 
in this country are in daily use in every farmhouse, workingman’s home, 
gettler's cabin, mining and lumbering camp in the land. To la y increase 
its by 5 . duty on the raw mate of which it is would not 
seem to be legislating for the interests of the ple. 
ax needs no encouragement in 


imports. The 

sold almost exclusively for upholstering purposes at about 1 
pee If they could or would make tow that could be spun and 

coarse linen goods, their tow would sell for 6 toT cents per pound. 
if difference of 5 to 6 cents per pound is not sufficient inducement to 
make a good e of tow, how wo! (D: 1 cent per pound help them? 
‘We have no reason to suppose that it would in the least increase the produc- 
tion of good tow. We fear that the oy errs of taking flax tow from the 


„6 to cripple the linen mills in this 
country already iblished and prevent the bui of new ones. How 
such a result would encourage flax culture is not clear.” 


Nr. VEST. Mr. President 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will wait a minute, I will yield the 
Sopr vd him, and he can then answer all I have to say upon the 
subjec 

. President, that is a statement from Wisconsin—the Eau 
Claire Linen Factory. Some six weeks ago my attention was 
called toa publication in the Economist, which paper the pub- 
lishers are kind enough to send me occasionally, to the effect that 
there had been a Targo shipment—I think I use the exact words 
of Minnesota flax to Europe, to Belfast, I believe, and that there 
was to be a revolution in the linen trade of the United States by 
reason of this discovery of Minnesota flax. 

I send to the desk a communication in regard to this very inter- 
esting fact from Richard H. E wart, of the firm of William Ewart 
& Son, Limited, of New York, dated May 11, 1897, and ask the 
Secretary to read it. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested, 
in the absence of objection. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


WILLIAM m & oe pore 
To the Editor of the Dry Goods Economist. M. ss 
r of the Ist instant that a 


p 
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fi n essrs. ur and 1 ton to 


dealers in Belfast. 
much relief from the Minnesota flax- 


These facts do not 9 
wing distri we are inclined to believe that as 


EXT fact 

cally no flax grown in that district suitable for the man ure of linen goods, 
in August last, in answer to a bona fide inquiry, the 

pany stated that there was not aay flax grown in that 


d be used in manufac: en. 
flax raising and the manuf: ring of linen has been 


lately, these facts may be of interest to your 
RICHARD H. EWART, Director. 


reading some 
fact that I might 


lain, a very worthy and excellent expounder of Holy Scriptures. 
i Pondan. who thanked God that the pid of 


o find any signs of gem und 


American citizen, who is not accredited directly from the AL 
mighty, has seen nothing of the kind. 

.Now, Mr. President, I simply want to put in evidence a commu- 
nication which I have received from a merchant in the city of 
New York, giving the effect of the table which he incloses. He says: 

The following table shows how ph 87, Schedule J, ch the 
percentage of duty payable on the recognized qualities of linen thread, 

I shall put this in the RECORD in evidence of my statement that 
there is an enormous increase in this schedule upon flax and upon 
linen thread. As a matter of course, as we were told yesterday 
by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], whenever you put a 
duty on the raw material you are bound to put it on the finished 
product. The writer of the communication goes on to show that 
on the first quality, F,“ the Senate Finance Committee's rate is 
674 per cent, instead of 35 per cent, as now; on quality “A” the 
Senate Finance Committee's rate is 54 per cent, instead of 35 per 
cent; and on the best quality it is 45 per cent, instead of 35 per 
cent, as now. So there is an increase, upon an average, of more 
than 20 per cent upon this single article manufactured out of flax, 

I ask that the whole communication may be printed in the 
RECORD as à of my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESID . That order will made, in the absence 
of objection. 

'The communication referred to is as follows: 

NEW York, May 24, 1897. 


pons duty would affect 


We beg to show below how the 
our aid in its modification. 


and to ask 
We understand that 


Dran Sin: 
n 


contributors for many years to the Gov- 
ernment revenue on this sing! m alone, and believe an article which en- 
ters so largely as a raw material is entitled to or pe consideration with Troy 
shirt makers’ linen, which gets a special rate of 35 per cent ad valorem. 
The following table shows how paragraph 327, Schedule J, changes p 
recognized ities of linen th 3 


centage of duty payable on the three qual 
Quality: ee | eee 
Per cent. | Per cent. 
y AA E ANNE E A E N MARE VM SIUS Cau QS CR S pe ieee M casi 674 95 
—: —— ̃ .. eD CIA AE Ue is Ret 5t 95 
PME ILI SLE nates P py RE ADT, 45 85 


Senate Finance Committee's rate. 


The bulk of importations bohig “P™ and A“ qualities, the increase is 
uently the more severe and, we believe, unjust and unnecessary, and 

wares i y ask for its modification. 
ours, very truly, 


The Hon. GEORGE G. Vest, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, in view of the importance of this 
uestion of a duty on flax, and the very large and increasing pro- 
uction of that article established in the Northwest, I can not 

it the statements made in the correspondence to which we 
eee nivis to pass unchallenged. : y 

The duty proposed to be im is upon the direct line and for 
the purpose, and we believe will be efficacious, to protect a most 
important agricultural staple raised over a vast area fit for its 
production, as the corresponding area in another part of the coun- 
try is for the raising of the already established staple of hemp. 

t is not my purpose to take up any time in debate here or to 
obstruct the speedy progress of this bill to its final passage, for 
which the country is so anxiously desirous; but I wish to say that 
in Michi Wisconsin, Minnesota, and the two Dakotas flax is 
produ in great abundance as a regular crop. It has been 
mostly produced for the seed up to a recent time by letting it grow 
forthe maturing of the seed. Until recently it has not been cul- 
tivated for the fiber, but of late in Michigan and Minnesota es- 

jally attention has been turned to the production of the flax for 
ts fiber. 4 

The Messrs. Livingston, of Yale, Mich., have established six 
mills in that State. They produced a thousand tons of it last 

ear, which was used in this country. In Minnesota there are 

o mills that produced 250. tons last year. It is produced by a 
most intelligent process. The fiax manufacture is conducted— 
everything except the planting and 55 intermediate 
processes are done largely by machinery and by most intelligent 
operations. 

Mr. President, in regard to the statement that Minnesota can 
not produce aud does not produce flax fiber fit for weaving and mak- 
fug inan; I hold in my hand a specimen of Minnesota flax [exhib- 

iting], prepared entirely at Northfield, in that State. Three 
thousand pounds of this were sent, by way of experiment and 
demonstration to Belfast, Ireland, early this year in this shape. 
I have seen a letter from a Belfast gentleman, who undertook to 
weave it and did weave it, stating that for length of fiber and 
tensile strength it exceeded their own. "There is some difference 
owing to their Superior inherited skill in the manipulation, and 
perhaps in the color, something easily to be overcome, 

Here is a towel made at Belfast from that same flax [exhibit- 
ing], apparently of good substance, and the inexpert eye would 
not probably be able to discern the source from which the flax 
came out of which this towel was made. 

I hold in my band the samples woven in Belfast from this same 
consignment of flax which I have mentioned, of various degrees 
of fineness of linen down to the coarse articles, such as are some- 
times made into garments. The samples are many, and they can 
beseen by Senators, from the exceedingly coarse article up through 
all the degrees to the finer article of as white linen as one ever saw. 

: So, Mr. President, the gentlemen who write so confidently in 
regard to the incapacity or inability of Minnesota or the North- 
west to produce this article are simply mistaken. The demon- 
stration has taken place, and profert is here made of its results. 

In the Northwest, in North Dakota, in South Dakota, and in 
Minnesota, raising flax, as they do, over a vast area, for the pro- 
duction of linseed oil, you can see every year thousands of tons of 
this straw burned in the stacks. Riding through that country 
you will see the stacks of flax straw being burned as you will see 
stacks of wheat straw being burned, to get them out of the way. 
Itis designed by this industry, so hopefully established in Michigan 
and Minnesota and the Dakotas, to bring forward Minnesota and 
the Northwestern flax as a textile fabric to be woven in this coun- 
ky and furnished to the mills of this country to build up an in- 

ustry. 

Surely, Mr. President, agriculture should have some protection 
here; its claims should be treated with great generosity. No in- 
terest throughout the country is more depressed. From no voca- 
tion in life do cries of distress and demands for relief come up 
more unceasingly. Here we bring to you from the Northwest à 
production or an adaption of a production to weaving and making 
all linen fabrics of the most promising character, and, indeed, a 
demonstrated success, and we claim with entire confidence that 
with the duty proposed by the committee—which we do not think 
is large enough, but which we accept—it can be established, 

Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. DAVIS, Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. How many of these linen factories are there now 
in Minnesota and the Dakotas? 

Mr. DAVIS. There are two in Minnesota; there are six in 
Michigan; as to South Dakota I am nof prepared to say, aud 
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Mr. DAVIS. In 

Mr. VEST. To make linen? 

Mr. DAVIS. I do not say that linen cloth is woven in the United 
States. It is made in Belfast. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes. 

Mr. DAVIS. It is said that it is impossible to make linen out 
of Minnesota flax, because heretofore it has been made for the 
seed and not for the fiber. 

Mr. VEST. -You do not call that the finer grade of linen, do 

ou? 

Mr. DAVIS. Come and look at it. 

Mr, GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Minnesota how long 
these mills have been in operation? 

Mr. DAVIS. In Minnesota about three years. 

Mr. GRAY. How long in Michigan? 

Mr. DAVIS. Ido not know. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Michigan how lon, 
2 75 mills which produce linen have been in operation in that 

tate? 
_Mr. BURROWS. Iam unable to state, but I think from six to 
eight years. I can have the data here in a few minutes. 

Mr. GRAY. There is no one in this Chamber to whom this 
information in regard to what seems to be a successful conversion 
of Minnesota flax into linen is more grateful than it isto me. I 
hail with sincere pleasure the statement made by my distinguished 
friend from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] in regard to the success he 
seems to think it is of the experiment of sending flax to Belfast 
and there having it turned into the apparently fine linen fabrics 
which he has displayed. 

But, Mr. President, the pleasure that this gives me does not 
result in the same motive for action that seems to the 
minds of gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber. While it 
gives me pleasure to see an industry able to stand without becom- 
ing a mendicant upon the public, it does not give me pleasure to 
hear it heralded as the foundation, as the justification for laying 
a new tax imposition upon the shoulders of the American people. 
If that is to be the result of the discovery of this process by which 
Minnesota flax can be converted into these beautiful fabrics, then 
it is a misfortune, not a boon, that comes to this country; it is a 
calamity, not a source of gratulation. 

Mr. President, these mills have been established for three, four, 
five, and six years, and wd have been operating under a system 
of taxation under which flax comes into this country free; and 
now, forsooth, having struggled to their feet upon these more 
equal conditions, it is contended here that it is just and right to 
tax the whole American people in regard to this very important 
fabric, so necessary to the health and comfort of the people, sec- 
ond only in importance to the fabrics of wool that are necessary 
to the health and clothing of the people. < 

I protest that it is not just, that it is not fair, that it is most 
unwise to attempt to levy an imposition like this upon an article 
so absolutely necessary to the well-being of the great masses of 


the people. 

Why should we have, as I have said before, interposed between 
the people and the obtaining of the best fabrics of that kind that 
can beobtained in the world this high tariff rate? Why should 
it be made more difficult for the aie atic the poor people, if 
you please—of this country to get for themselves the best that the 
world's market affords, in order that these industries, which seem 
to have gps re to their feet without a subsidy from the Gov- 
ernment, should have a bounty that is to be taken out of the 
pockets of the masses of the people and from the labor of the 
country? 

All that has been said in regend to this industry was most 
leasant to hear, because it has obtained its present position under 
ree and normal conditions; and there is no reason, according to 

the statements of the honorable Senators themselves, for the 
imposition, even on their theory, of a protective tax in order to 
CMS this industry. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, the Senator from Delaware 
pr GRAY] takes precisely the agen ponton on this question that 

r. Gladstone or any other free trader in Great Britain would 
take. 'They desire to have our farmers retain the business of 
producing the raw material, but the moment that is produced, 
they want to have us send it to Belfast or to some other place in 
Great Britain or Ireland and haveit manufactured. 

Ithink, Mr. President, that this industry is a very great one; 
its power of development is certainly large; and, so far as Iam 
concerned, I am quite ready and willing to promote its use here 
as something more than araw material. I want the raw material 
to be manufactured here. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I did not have—because I was not 
atmy desk when I was last upon my feet—what I now have in 
my hands to show what this tax amounts to and what are the 
dimensions of this burden which is to be imposed upon the tax- 
payers of this country. Here is an article ed table damask, of 
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the cheaper kind [exhibiting], which into universal con- 


sumption and is bought by 8 of all situations in life bought flax. I will give the larg 
is necessary to the comfort and the | my remarks. This table is taken from the census of 1890. 


by the very poor—and whi 

decency of life—table damask. The tax upon it was high enough 

under the McKinley law; it is 35 per cent ad valorem under the 

Wilson tariff, and under the proposed tariff there will be what is 

called an ad valorem tax of 1093 per cent, more than doubling the 

cost of this article to those who have to consume it. 

Now,in the name of those who want to maintain a decent mode 
of living, to maintain decent and comfortable homes, to get those 
things that are absolutely necessary to make homes decent and 
comfortable, I protest against this burden being placed upon the 
bowed back of American labor, the tax being more than three 
times as much. as the Senator from Arkansas | Mr. JONES suggests, 
than the McKinley tax; yet we have been told the McKinley tax 
was to bein a certain way a standard for the adjustment of the 
tariff in this bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. May I be permitted to ask the 
Senator what he said was the equivalent ad valorem percentage 
on the article of table damask? 

Mr. GRAY. One hundred and nine and one-third per cent. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to ask Senators familiar with the 
question what will be the amount of ad valorem duty at the rate 

. proposed by the committee? 

Mr. ALLISON. On these articles that we are now dealing with? 

Mr. BACON. On this particular one under consideration, par- 

aph 322, as I understand. 

Mr. ALLISON. On the particular items embraced in para- 
graphs 321, 322, and 323 the ad valorem will range from 7 to 11 per 
cent. 

Mr. GRAY. On all three? 

Mr. ALLISON. On all of the first paragraphs of the schedule 
now under consideration, 

Mr. GRAY. That is the raw flax. I was speaking of the man- 
ufactured article. 

Mr. ALLISON. Any Senator who will look at the tables will 
see that the duty is very low on the articles embraced in these par- 
agraphs when reduced to an ad valorem. 

Mr. GRAY. That is where the compensation comes in on the 
manufactured article. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I do not care to speak to 
this schedule for the purpose of sustaining the rate placed upon 
these articles by the committee, because they are too low. ie 
rate ought to be on flax, not hackled or dressed, 2 cents per pound. 
That would be about 28 per cent ad valorem. On flax, hackled, 
known as dressed line," it should be 4 cents a pound, which, 
upon that, would be about 28 per cent ad valorem; and on retted 
tow the rate should be 2 cents a pound, if we propose to encour- 
age and build up this industry in this country. 

Me can produce in the United States all the raw material, if 
ou choose to call this raw material, necessary to furnish the 
inen goods for the people of the United States. We do produce 

to-day the flax fiber in quantity sufficient to supply the American 

market with all its spinning materiai for making linen ds, but 
we burn it up. because our people have not been trained in the way 
iocultivate and save this fiber. Within the last few years we 
have begun to learn to handle the flax straw that is grown for the 
seed, so that we can produce the fiber as well as the seed. To con- 
tinue to enlarge that industry, we simply ask that a duty shall be 

laced upon these articles which shall make up for the difference 

33 the cost of labor in this country and abroad. and between 

the cost always attending the establishment of new processes. 

In the old country flax is raised upon a little patch of ground, 
owned or rented by the tiller thereof and his family, who pull the 
flax. Itistaken into the house after it has been re in the 
streams or by the dews, and scutched. perhaps, over the back of a 
chair with a wooden knife. The woody fiber is then beaten out, 
for the flax fiber is around the stem of the flax itself: then it is 
hackled; in other words, it is drawn through a hackle and the 
short fiber taken out. That product is called dressed line." So 
that there is a great deal of labor connected with the production 
of flax. In Minnesota and Michigan it is produced largely by 
machinery. 

The farmers who own their own farms sow a little thicker than 
they would sow for the seed: they till the ground witha little more 
care, and when the time for the harvesting comes the flaxiseithercut 
bya machine which runs close to the ground or pulled by a machine, 
for they have already invented, for the first time in the history of 
the world, a machine that can successfully pull flax. Then it is 
retted either in the dew or in the rivers. Minnesota has been 


peculiarly successful, and has produced a most excellent quality 
of this material. 

But before I go into that question I shall verify the statement 
that we produce enough flax straw in this country to supply it 
with linen if we only save it. All we want is a duty to encourage 
our people to save this material instead of buruing it up. 


I have here a table giving a list of the States which produce 
er items, and publish the whole table in 


daho produced 83,409 bushels of flaxseed, and I presume did not 
save one single pound of fiber. Illinois produced 35,013 bushelsof 
flaxseed and saved and made some use of 1,943 tons of straw, and 


pronun 57,776 pounds of fiber for spinning and other purposes. 
diana produ 17,566 bushels of and 4,350 pounds of 
fiber. Iowa produced 2,282,359 bushels of flaxseed, 34,510 tons of 


straw, and 6,281 pounds of fiber. Kansas produced 994,127 bushels 
of flaxseed, 41,237 tons of straw, and 36,093 pounds of fiber. Min- 
nesota produced 2,721,987 bushels of seed, 31,163 tons of straw, and 
8,009 pounds of fiber in1890. Last year Minnesota increased her 
production of spinning fiber to 253 tons. Nebraska produced 
1.401,104 bushels of seed, 35,074 tons of straw, and 1,025 pounds of 
fiber. North Dakota produced 164,319 bushels of seed, 1,909 tons 
of straw, and 568 poundsof fiber. South Dakota produced 1,801,114 
bushels of seed, 36,993 tons of straw, and 3.278 pounds of fiber. 
In all there were produced 10,251,000 bushels of flaxseed, 207,000 
tons of flax straw, and 251,479 pounds of flax fiber in 1890. The 
production of fiber since that time has been increasing. The fiber 
produced in 1890, according to the census, was mostly tow and 
used for upholstering and for some very coarse spinning: but since 
that time the mills of Michigan and Minnesota and one mill in 
Iowa have begun the production of spinning tow; and that it can 
be successfully produced is proved by the samples. 
The table referred to is as follows: 


Production of flax seed, straw, and fiber, census of 1890. 


Value of 
products. 


Seed. Straw. 


Arkansas........... 
California .. 


609 
4 
O74 025 
8 1 1 
. 21,307 1,012 15, 826 86, 880 
BVT 57 8,637 
164,319 1,909 568 158, 609 
145,557 383 | 18,977 179, 288 
8,871 Vt ees 5,270 
4,183 216 173 5, 772 
1,801,114 | 30,908 8,208 | 1,770, 222 
5l 9 „604 200 
AME Ac 749 a) Taro dm 835 
Vermont... PD Eres otis ETUR 20 
Virginia 538 95 21,133 1, 867 
Washington 42, 285 9 42. 131 
West Virgin 115 15 4,008 522 
C 68, 227 1,816 4,501 79,958 
— e I dE eua ER Ud 10,251,000 | 207,000 | 251,479 | 10,437,200 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Ihave here some Minnesota flax of great 
length and of excellent quality, of the crop of 1890. It is un- 
hackled flax; that is, it has been scutched, the woody fiber taken 
outofit. Itis of wonderful strength, great fineness, and will 
make the finest linen goodsin the world. It is the flax out of 
which the goods exhibited by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
Davis] were made. 

This [exhibiting] is of the same quality. It was produced in 
the same locality. and is unhackled flax of great strength and 
great length. It was retted in the water from one of the rivers of 
Minnesota. It has been found this stream in Minnesota is almost 
equal for retted flax to theriver Lesse, in Europe, where the finest 
flax is produced. 

From this same fiber, here Me nip is a sample of hackled 
flax. The tow has been taken out of it. In other words, the short 
fibers have been taken out and it is ready for sptunitg. This 
[exhibiting] is the flax which was sent to Ireland. Now, let rs 
see what was said about it. I care nothing about some importer's 
letter which has been read here saying that a little flax was sent 
there of poor quality. Here is the answer. I read from a letter 
received from Belfast, Ireland: 

March 26 there arrived at Belfast by steamship from Baltimore a consign- 
ment of flax in hales, consigned to local firms. This flax has been forwarded 
from the State of Minnesota, adjacent to Manitoba. and is the first importa- 
A rS AOE TEDIN RTE. PDAS in MIU aa ANONSE E 
and quaticy. pronounce it to Be almost qus to hy EINE in Ireland. In 
length it surpasses Irish flax. 
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Certainly it does, for it is the longest fiber I ever saw, and I 
have examined very many samples from almost every country in 
the world which produces this material. 

This is attributed to the strong virgin soil of Minnesota, but notwith- 
standing the strength of the soil, the fiber shows that peculiarly fine texture 
that renders it so suitable for the spinning of high-class yarns, almost equal 
to thzt of French or Belgian. 


Mr. President, I desirethat these dutiesshall be raised. Ithink 
there is justice in the claim. For instance, flax, unhackled, at 1 
cent per pound and retted flax tow at 1 cent per pound. Un- 
hackled flax is worth from 9 to 10 cents per pound. That makes 
the duty equal to 11 percent. The samples which I have exhibited 
under this bill pay a duty of 1 cent per pound. That makes the 
duty equal to 11 per cent. It is too little when you take into con- 
sideration the committee have raised the rates on all linen goods 
from 35 and 30 per cent to 52 and 109 per cent. I suppose that is 
the compensatory duty for putting a mere nothing on the raw 
material, So the bill ali the way through seems to leave the pro- 
ducers of the raw material out of the count. 

I was much amused yesterday when we put the compensatory 
duty on cotton goods, because the Senate had puta duty on cotton 
in order to break up the solid South. Let us see what they did 
yesterday. after all. Let us see where our Southern cotton Dem- 
ocrats came out in that transaction. We export millions upon 
millions of bales of raw cotton to points all over the world. Forty- 
five million pounds of cotton comes in from Egypt. Our Southern 
friends thought they would shut out the Egyptian cotton. They 
thought it was a very nice scheme. The Eastern Republican 
thought it would be a fine scheme to break up the solid South. 
So they went ın together and putaduty on raw cotton. They 
were going to shut out the Egyptian product and, by making the 

tian cotton higher in price, create a market for the somewhat 
inferior cotton grown in the South. So they put a compensatory 
duty upon goods made from the Egyptian cotton. 

Therefore the Egyptian cotton will continue to come in, because 
the manufacturer gets the money back out of the consumer as 
the staple of the Egyptian cotton is a little better than the cotton 
produced in the South, which might fill its place if the Egyptian 
cotton were higher and they had no compensatory duty. So the 
Egyptian cotton will continue to come in, and all the Southern cot- 
ton Democrats have got out of the transaction is theassistance they 
havo anaes the Eastern Republicans in breaking up the solid 

outh. 1 

So here, again, a little duty is put upon flax straw for the West- 
ern farmer—or flax fiber—and immediately the duty is doubled 
upon the manufactured goods made in the East. The fact of the 
matter is that this controversy has been drifting toward free raw 
materials and a high duty on manufactured goods. So they give 
us 11 per cent on these grades of flax. Unhackled flax, dewretted, 
is worth 7 cents per pound. One cent per pound is equal to 144 
per cent ad valorem. Retted flax tow is also worth now about 7 
cents per pound. This makes the duty equal to 14} per cent ad 
yalorem. If these rates were changed as I propose, that is, on 
flax not hackled or dressed, 2 cents per pound, the rate of duty 
would be 28.6 per cent ad valorem. unhackled flax, dewretted, 
were increased as I propose, if would make the duty 28} per cent 
ad valorem, and if 4 cents a pound were placed upon hackled flax, 
known as dressed line, suitable for spinning the high grades of 
goods, the duty would be about 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Now, I insist that under these circumstances, owing to the fact 
that the compensatory duties have been increased so enormously, 
these rates should be increased very much over whaj the com- 
mittee have reported. Iam well aware that it is almost useless 
to argue this question. I am well aware, of course, that what the 
committee do will be ratified, but if I should say nothing about 
this matter my silence would appear to be consent to this schedule, 
so unfair and so unjust to the people of the West; for we have 
increased the duties on the manufactured goods, especially the 
low grades. On low-grade damask tab:ecloth, for instance, we 
haveincreased the rate to 109 per cent ad valorem, from about 35 
per cent heretofore, while we have only placed a duty on the ma- 
terial out of which it is made of 11 percent. We have added, then, 
on damask tablecloths of the low grades 70 per cent ad valorem, 
and we have placed on the raw material, for which that is a com- 

nsatory duty, a duty of only 11 per cent ad valorem. I have 

tters here from spinners in this country in regard to the charac- 
ter of this Minnesota flax, but I will not take the time to put them 
in the RECORD. 

I wish to state further, however, that we can produce the fiber 
used by the people of this country. All over the South there is a 
fiber which will answer for cotton bagging just as well as jute. 
Years ago cotton bagging was made in this country out of flax 
largely. Of course that industry perished because of the compe- 
tition of the jute butt, which was the refuse of the jute fiber of 
India, produced by labor that received about 10 cents a day. 

Y wish to reiterate the fact that we burn up in the Western 


States, in Minnesota, Iowa, Nebraska, South Dakota, over 100,000 
tons of flax straw per us yes, more than 200,000 tons of flax 


straw per year; more than 1,000,000 tons of flax straw per year, 
and all of this flax straw can be made into linen with alittle more 
care in the cultivation of the crop—with a little thicker sowing, a 
little more attention to the soil, and with pulling before the seed 
becomes absolutely ripe aud dead. ^ 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. PETTIGREW] very much misunderstands the purpose and the 
scope of the action of the Senate in placing a 20 per cent duty upon 
raw cotton. It has no relation to the political status of the South. 
I was not in the Senate yesterday when the amendment was of- 
fered by the distinguished Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], 
putting what is known as a compensatory duty upon certain cot- 
ton manufactures. I came in ponding the discussion, without 
knowing what had been said, and I did not feel free at that time 
to participate in it. I did not, in fact, know what had been said 
until I had the Cope EY of reading it this morning in the 
RECORD. I do not know that I should have said anything now 
but for the remarks of the Senator from South Dakota, and, while 
I will not immediately direct my remarks in reply to him. possi- 
bly what I may have to say before I finish may be an answer to 
his suggestions. 

Mr. President, I think the action of the committee, representing 
the majority, in the imposition of this which is called a compensa- 
tory duty was not warranted by the facts. The ground upon 
which I base that statement is this: The duty already given to cot- 
ton manufactures is sufficient fully to include any expense which 
may be caused by the imposition of the duty upon raw cotton. I 
have had something to say on the ropziety of the imposition of a 
tariff duty upon raw material, and I do not wish to repeat what I 
then said except to emphasize that I do not believe in the imposi- 
tion of EE DEAE duty than is recognized as a fair revenue duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me? 
Mr. BACON. Certainly. 
Mr. ALLISON. I stated yesterday—I have not had time to 


examine the RECORD, but I have no doubt it is correctly reported 


there—that the amendment is tentative in its character and was 
only offered for the purpose of drawing, in conference or in the 
Senate hereafter, such provisions as will equalize the duties, if any 
equalization shall become necessary. 

My own judgment is that the amount put in yesterday as an 
ad valorem is iar beyond any necessity as respects the articles 
embraced in the various paragraphs, but it is purely tentative. 
It is not intended to become a part of the bill, but only to remain 
there for the purpose of future and more careful examination. 

Mr. BACON. I am very glad to hear the statement by the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Iowa, because I feel that a very great 
injustice is done by putting that item in the bill. 

But as the subject has been discussed, I desire to call attention 
to some few features connected with the question of compensatory 
duties. I do not think, I repeat, that there should be any, for the 
reason that the cotton schedule already gives to the cotton mann- 
factures a rate of duty amply sufficient to cover everything which 
relates to these products from the beginning of their existence as 
raw material until their completion as finished articles. 

As evidence of that, I call attention to a statement of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri fo VEST] 5 which was not contro- 
verted, and which I presume can be fully substantiated. Reply- 
ing to the suggestion of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], 
the Senator from Missouri said: 

When the Senator from Rhode Island made his initiatory speech and out- 
lined the generat effect of the bill that was reported by the majority of the 
Finance Committee, we were told that there was very little increase as to 
the cotton schedule; that there had been some changes made in the bill, but 
he dismissed the cotton schedule with the remark that very little change had 
been made in that schedule. We find now increases abovethe McKinley Act. 
We tind that, not satistied with the existing law, there have been enormous 
increases over the Wilson Act. 

That statement is significant in view of what I believe is the 
accepted fact. that the cotton schedule in the Wilson Act was 
drawn by parties interested in the manufacture of cotton. In fact, 
I have been informed that a distinguished Senator, now a member 
of this body, was practically the author of the cotton schedule of 
the Wilson Act. Ihave had it stated to me within the past twenty- 
four hours by distinguished Republican Senators that there has 
been no dissatisfaction among the cotton manufacturers with the 
cotton schedule in the Wilson Act. If so, there certainly could 
be no higher evidence of the fact that the cotton schedule in the 
Wilson Act was ample for the desires and demands of those who 
as protectionists claimed that that industry should be protected. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Georgia pardon me? I do 
not think the cotton manufacturers of New England go quite so 
far as that. I believe they thought the schedule. so far as the dis- 
tribution of protection was concerned, the scaling, was a great 
improvement on all previous laws. but. if I remember aright, there 
was a proviso at the end of the schedule limiting the amount of 
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the duty, which, in some cases especially, they thought worked 
great hardship. 

Mr. BACON. Ido not controvert that, but I do state the fact, 
which has been repeatedly stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator from 
Georgia, but he seems to be basing his remarks upon an observa- 
tion made by the Senator from Missouri yesterday that there have 
been enormous increases in the cotton schedule. 


actly in the line of the suggestion which I was about to make. 

Mr. ALLISON. I beg pardon. 

Mr. BACON, The strength of it I think he will recognize. I 
was 5 to present the f that the present sched- 
ule as provided for in the pending bill is ample to cover any pos- 
sible increase to the manufacturers by reason of the increase of 
the raw material That is the proposition. 

Mr. President, the only increase is upon raw material which 

oes exclusively and solely into the finer goods. They are made 
E New England. They arethe goods which are covered by the 
great increases in this particular bill. That is the proposition 
which I submit—the injustice of providing a compensatory duty 
because of the fact that there has been a 20 per cent ater upon 
raw cotton, when all the raw cotton which can possibly be affected 
by the duty is material which goes exclusively into the manufac- 
ture of the fine goods upon which the rates have already been 
raised to this enormous extent. 

So far as the coarser grades of goods are concerned, it is true, 
as stated by the Senator from Iowa, that they are not affected by 
the bill; that the bill does nof raise the duties on them. They 
have begun to be manufactured in the South and have ceased to 
be the object of the care and solicitude of some gentlemen, as 
they formerly were. But the finer goods, the lisle thread, the 
laces, manufactured out of this particular grade of cotton, are the 
ones upon which there has been this enormous increase of tariif 
duty, and I say the enormous increase of tariff duty is ample to 
cover the increase upon raw cotton when it relates to raw cotton 
which alone enters into the manufacture of these particular goods. 

I say that of itself would be sufficient, but I think I may be 
justified in calling the attention of the Senate to the fact of the 
extreme solicitude and sensitiveness of Senators on the other side 
of the aisle when anything relates to the particular interests of a 

i class of producers in this country. Within the very 

ited time after the incorporation in this bill of the provision 
for the levying of a duty of 20 cent upon raw cotton, here are 
those interests putting ves in communication with this 
comunittee, and as a result, without notice to any of us, and I 
must confess in great surprise to myself, altho the Senator 
from Missouri had confidently anticipated it, we have fhis pro- 
posed increase of duty. ; 

Irecognize the statement of the Senator from Iowa, at which I 
expressed gratification, that it may not be so, but I take advantage 
of this opportunity to say something on it in the hope that it may 
conduce to the result which the honorable Senator anticipates. 
But, as I was saying, while it is true that they are so sensitive, 
they have not manifested that sensitiveness as to the interests of 
other portions of our country and of other classes and of other 
industries. 1 have twice before upon this floor called the atten- 
tion of the Senate to a most flagrant and marked discrimination 
made by the Republican members of the Senate in the framing of 
the pending bill between the interests of the farmers of the North 
and the interests of the farmers of the South. Twice m this 
floor I have asked them to state to the country upon what they 
base the right to make that discrimination, and neither time have 
we had a response. 

Mr. AL N. I wish the Senator would name the ee 
articles where we have discriminated in favor of the North and 
West as against the South. 

Mr. BACON. I was about to do so. I have done it twice be- 


fore in the hearing of the honorable Senator. I have asked for an | 


explanation. There may be an explanation. If there is, I am 
ready to accord to them the propriety of their action. 

The farmers of the No and West need sacks in which to 
carry their grain to market. They need binding twine with 
which to prepare it before they can send it. Both of these articles 
are upon the free list. I think it is proper that they should be 
there, in view of the fact that we have the kind of tariff bill that 


we do, although I should very much prefer a tariff bill that did 


not recognize much of a free list. d e eno Ht abe quuin 
1 of the North and West are accorded free bags and free 
nding twine the cotton producers of the South are required to 
pay a 8 bag; und ties. 
Mr. WHITE. I may be mistaken in this respect, but it is my 
opinion, Trom reading the bi, that grein bags ane not an the tree 


Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not; none of them are. : 

Mr. WHITE. I was preparing some observations in criticism 
of that provision. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Georgia will allow me, I 
NJ Gat VANIS ee eee ing these 
articles upon the free list, the honorable Senator from ornia 
i it preparations to show they ought to be there. 

N. How about binding twine? 

Mr. ALLISON. "That is 5 thing. I will assure 
the Senator that so far as the committee is concerned, before we 
finish the bill as respects the things he is criticising now, th 
T we treat . 
uets. 

Mr. BACON. Iam more than glad to hear it. 

Mr. BERRY. Let me ask the Senator from Iowa a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

5 Does 7 Zenator e ca. pring ces the 

uality by putting cotton bagging on the i ong with 
binding twine. or by putting a tax on binding twine? 25 

Mr. ALLISON. e Senator from Arkansas will take note 
that the committee, so far as it can, is deliberating upon all these 
subjects, and it will endeavor to keep an equilibrium with respect 
to these articles, and in one way or the other the matter will 
probably be accomplished. 

Mr. BERRY. I have learned that the committee is deliberat- 
ing. I have learned that much, and that is about as much as I 
knew before I asked the question, Now; will the Senator from 
Georgia permit me for one moment? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. Binding twine, used to bind the grain of the 
Northwest, is on the free list. Cotton bagging, which is used to 
cover the cotton of the South, is on the taxed list. Now,if the 
Senator from Iowa will put cotton ing on the free list along 
with binding twine, I will feel that this discussion has not been 
entirely in vain. í 

Mr. WHITE. How about cotton ties? 

Mr. BERRY. Iwas speaking particularly of this scheđule at 
the present time. Cotton ties, asa matter of course, ought also to 
be upon the free list. 

Mr. BACON. I must say,in justification of myself, that my 
statement in reference to grain sacks being on the free list was 
based upon a statement made by the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
MIs] in the Senate, and Senators were asked upon that particu- 
lar occasion to state it was done, and no response was made. 
1 did not examine the bill. I supposed, of course, that the state- 
ment made by the Senator from Texas was correct. 

Mr. ALLISON. Idid not hear the Senator from Texas, if he 
made that statement. 

Mr. BACON. I can show it to the Senator from Iowa in the 
or ard tpe oniy s0, but the Sr from 3 called A 
ntion to it, and as nothing was said in response by distinguish 
Senators, I took itupon myself to ask the question why it was, and 
to ask them to give an explanation. It was upon that that I based 
my statement. Iam more than delighted to hear the statement 
of the Senator from Iowa, because practical results are what we are 
after. We desire that the cotton farmers of the South, who, as I 
said before, feel the dead weight of all this imposition of tariff, 
shall have the benefit, as far as practicable, of free material in the 
pe for. the market of a crop which itself in the main can 

ve no benefit either direct or indirect from the imposition of a 


tariff. 
I am extremel i to hear the assurance of the distin- 
guished Senator Iowa that it is the purpose of the committee 


and of the Senators upon the other side of the Chamber to see that 
this DE eE PEYE has fair and equal and im ial treatment. 

Mr. ident, Id to say one other word in this connection 
with reference to the matter of compensatory duty. I trust it may 
turn out that in this particnlar instance there may be no compen- 
satory duty. ButSenators upon this side of the Chamber who dif- 
fered with those who acted with myself in favoring a tariff duty of 
20 per centad valorem upon cotton seem to regard the fact that the 
distinguished Senator from Iowa, representing his party, had pro- 
posed a compensatory duty as one entirely vindicating their original 
position that 20 per cent ad valorem duty on raw cotton was an 
nnproper duty because, as stated by them, it would be taken as an 
excuse for the imposition of that T 

The icular point that I want to call attention of the 
Senate to is that even if my contention were erroneous and the 
compensatory duty in this particular case is a proper duty, it would 
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not change the proposition that a revenue tariff upon cotton is a 
proper tariff. 

In considering that question one important fact must be borne 
in mind. While this tariff is one which is proposed to be levied 
upon the importation of all kinds of cotton, it in fact relates to a 
very small proportion of the cotton crop, and can have no effect 
upon the general crop. There are about 100,000 bales of long-fiber 
cotton made in the United States. They are all made in the 
States of South Carolina, Georgia, and Florida. There are at the 
same time about 100,000 bales of similar cotton imported into this 
country. So, instead of its being a tariff duty levied upon an 
article where there is a product of nine or ten million bales of 
cotton, it is a tariff levied upon a product of which there are in 
this country only about 100.000 bales, And it is a tariff levied 
upon a product where there is an import of about the same amount 
as that which is made in this country. 3 

Mr. President, I say that, tested by every rule which has ever 
been recognized by the Democratic party by which should be de- 
termined whether an article is a proper and legitimate subject for 
a tariff for revenue, an article which is produced in this country 
to the extent of about 100,000 bales, and in which there is an im- 

rt of about an equal amount, is such an article, and can be de- 

ended anywhere and everywhere as a proper and legitimate sub- 
ject of revenue tariff. 

What is the contention of those who say that if à compensatory 
duty is levied it shows that the original duty upon the raw mate- 
rial should not be levied? The argument is that it is practically 
taking it out of one pocket and putting it into the other; that the 
Republicans consent to this suggestion on the part of those of us 
who come from the section where this particular cotton is raised, 
and at the same time turn around and tax it the same amount. 

Well, Mr. President, that is not a correct statement of the case. 
The object of free raw material, as stated by those who contend 
for it, is to put a cheap material at the command of the manufac- 
turer, so that he can manufacture more cheaply for the consump- 
tion of the people. 


The distinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT] and the 


distinguished Senator from Texas [Mr. CHILTON] said that the 
effect of this duty on raw material could not be to raise the price 
of cotton. The Senator from Texas has said it, and the Senator 


from Missouri echoed it and affirmed it and approved it. If so, 
Mr. President, it can be no ground for the placing of a compensa- 
tory duty. But the truth is it is notso. The truth is that the 
placing of a duty on this cotton will raise the price in the hands 
of the producer. 

The objection is made mts who oppose this 20 per cent duty 
on cotton on the ground that it raises the price to the manufac- 
turer, and that therefore the manufacturer must raise the price to 
the consumer. 5 

If the argument is carried out, what does it mean? It means 
that the cotton must be cheapened to the manufacturer in order 
that he may cheapen his finished product to the consumer. 

Now, Mr. President, who are the consumers? The consumers 
are those who use fine goods among 70,000,000 people. It is true 
these consumers will not be the common le at all. They are 
the people who wear laces, and lisle-thread clothes, and lisle- 
thread socks, and lisle-thread underwear. The proposition is that 
in order that these Pare may have cheap underwear and cheap 
articles of luxury of this kind the price must be made cheap at 
the expense of those who produce the raw material. 

Let me give an illustration. It is estimated that under thisduty 
the cost of the cotton, the raw material which is to be consumed 
by the makers of these fine goods, the duties upon which have 
been so enormously raised, as we have heard, will be increased to 
these manufacturers to the extent, say, of $1,300,000. Therefore 
it is argued that the cost to the consumers will be increased, nec- 
essarily, $1,300,000. If a compensatory duty is put upon manu- 
factured goods, of course that increased cost will be distributed 
among all of the consumers, among the 70,000,000 people who use 
this grade of If the prices are not to be increased to that 
extent, then the prices are to be cheapened at the cost of somebody. 

Now, who is that somebody to be? Who is to lose $1,300,000? 
Is it to be distributed among all these consumers by the compen- 
satory duty, or is it to rest exclusively upon and be borne by the 
producers of this cotton? Are the few men who produce this long 
staple to be made to lose $1,300,000, or shall the enormous number 
of consumers of this class of goods pay it through the methods of 
& compensatory duty? 

Mr. sident, how many men do you 1 ned there are en- 
gaged in the production of this cotton? I said that the production 
was limited to the States of South Carolina, Georgia, and Florida; 
but those engaged in those States in the production of this par- 
ticular cotton are comparatively very few. I doubtif there are 
15,000 people engaged in the cultivation of this particular class of 
cotton. Yet the proposition which will deny the right to im 


this duty because, forsooth, there might be a compensatory duty 


isthat the 15,000 people must bear this loss of $1,900,000 rather 
than that the entire community of 70,000,000 should have that 
e 3 among them, each paying his proportionate 
part of it. = 

So I say, Mr. President, taking whichever horn of the dilemma 
you will, if there is no propriety in the compensatory duty, then 
of course there is no increased cost tothe people in the imposition 
of the 20 per cent duty; andif thereis propriety in the imposition of 
the compensatory duty, it is much better that the $1.300.000 should 
be borne by the entire people than that the loss should fall upon 
15,000 people or less in the three States of South Carolina, Geor- 
gia, and Florida. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to continue this discussion, butit 
does seem to me that Senators who oppose this preposition have 
been extremely inconsistent. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. May I ask the Senator from 
Georgia a question? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 'The Senator makes a calculation 
that the duty will be increased $1,300,000? 

Mr. BACON. I judge that on the amount imported last year. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will not that paid really by 
the persons engaged in manufacturing Egyptian cotton into fab- 
rics? 

Mr. BACON. I think that very probably they will raise the 
je oftheir goods. It will be paid ultimately by the consumer. 

believe that all things are ultimately paid by the consumers. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But they will be obliged to pay 
that much more for their material. 

Mr. BACON. Ithink so. Ithink the people who raise that 
class of cotton in this country will get the direct benefit of it. A 
great many things which have been said here and which have been 
said elsewhere about this asa duty laid upon the general cotton crop 
have no possible relation whatever to the subject. Itis just as 
distinct as if it were riot named cotton. It is just the simple ques- 
tion of a product of 100,000 bales in this country, two-thirds of 
which, I will say in passing, is raised in my own State. Gener- 
ally speaking, 100,000 bales are raised in this country and 100,000 
bales are imported, and it might as well be jute or anything else 
so far as the principle is concerned. I say, Mr. President, 
that you may look through this bill, you may look through the 
Wilson bill, and there are without number instances of revenue 
duties laid upon agricultural products for which the argument in 
favor of them is not half so strong nor a tenth so strong asin this 
particular case. 

Senators, Irepeat, have been inconsistent in this matter. My 
distinguished friends on my right announce, with the utmost 
positiveness, without qualification, that they have no regard to 
anything except the question as to whether or nota particular 
levy of a duty will raise a revenue; and yet the Senator from Mis- 
souri and the Senator from Arkansas both yesterday affirmed, as 
a positive principle which could not be ignored, that the levy of a 
duty upon a raw material necessitated a compensatory duty upon 
the finished product. 

Now, if so, why? Does the levy of a duty upon the raw ma- 
terial make the compensatory duty necessary in order that there 
may be a revenue upon the finished product? Can it be defended 
upon any ground except the single position that, the revenue hay- 
ing been laid upon the raw material, it is necessary that there 
should be a compensatory duty in order to protect the manufac- 
turer of the finished product? 

I say there isno ible reconciling the position of the Senators 
who claim that they have an eyé single to revenue and who at 
the same time announce in the most emphatic language that 
wherever thereis a revenue duty laid upon the raw material there 
must be a compensatory duty upon the finished product. 

Mr. VEST. I know the Senator from Georgia does not intend 
to misrepresent me. If he will look at the RECORD, he will observe 
that I did not say that. 

Mr. BACON. I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. VEST. Iwas arguing against the compensatory duty, and 
I said that our Republican friends always put on a compensatory 
duty. It is not right to do it, and I am opposed to both duties, 

Mr. BACON. lam delighted to hear the Senator say that; but 
Iam going to read his language to show that I did not purposely 
misquote him. 

Mr. VEST. Idid not revise what I said. 

Mr. BACON. I am delighted for this reason: If there is no 
reasonable ground for a compensatory duty, if no com tory 
duty is right, then the fact that somebody else is going to do 
wrong in imposing a compensatory duty is no argument why we 
should fail to do right in Mua ig revenue duty on raw material. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will excuse me, I will state what I 
meant to say. I have not revised any remarks I have made in the 
debate. I do not know what the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD shows, 
but I know what I intended to say. I was arguing against the 
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compensatory duty of 10 per cent, and I said that I was not at all 
surprised that it had been put there, because I had never known 
& case in my experience in tariff bills where there was a duty put 
upon raw material that it was not followed by the Republican 
party by a compensatory duty paid to the manufacturer. But I 
never was in favor of a duty on raw material to commence with. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BACON. Yes; Iam going toread what both Senators said. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection to your reading 
what I said, but 

Mr. BACON. I beg pardon; go on. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What I have said, and what the Sen- 
ator from Missouri has said, all the time, was that we did not 
believe in duties on raw materials, but whenever you load the 
cost of raw material to the manufacturers you handicap them, 
uuless you make some compensation to them for the tribute that 
the Government levies upon their raw material. It is our opposi- 
tion to a tax on raw materials that made us say that this thing 
ought not to be done, and I say whenever you put a tax on the 
raw material you are compelled to put on a compensating tax if 
you would allow the manufacturer to live at all. It is to show 
the utter absurdity of taxing raw materials that I mentioned the 


thing at all. 
. BACON. Do you mean to say that they ought 
compensatory duty? 

Mr. JOD of Arkansas. They are bound to have it if you 
want them to live. 

Mr. BACON. Do you think they ought to have it? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not think they ought to be robbed 
any more than anybody else. Ido not think we ought to levy a 
tax, in the first place, on raw materials. I do not think that the 
robbery there. because it is levied, would justify another robbery. 

Mr. BACON. I want to ask the Senator whether or not he 
thinks as a matter of right they should have a compensatory duty? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not believe any tax ought to 
levied for the benefit of private individuals, but it ought to be 
levied for revenue, and it ought not to be so levied for revenue on 
articles as to create an injustice. A man ought not by taxation 
to rob somebody else for his benefit. The whole thing is wrong. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator declines to answer my question, I 
have asked him two or three times. I will not press it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have answered distinctly in plain 
English, so that anybody can understand what my position is. 

Mr. BACON. I have asked the question 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Ask the question again and I will 
answer yes or no. 

Mr.BACON. Iwanted to see whether the Senator from Arkan- 
gas a d with the Senator from Missouri. I asked the Senator 
whether he thought it was a matter of right, in case there was a 
duty upon the raw material, that the manufacturer of the finished 

roduct who used that raw material should have a compensatory 


uty. 

W. JONES of Arkansas. I answered that when I said I did not 
believe that any taxes ought to be levied except for revenue. Was 
not that a plain answer to the Senator's question? 

Mr. BACON. No. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then I will answer no. 

Mr. BACON. You do not believe there should be a compen- 


to have a 


satory duty? 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not believe that any tax ought 
to be levied anywhere on the face of God's green earth except for 


revenue, and that alone. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. Now I have the answer of both Sen- 
ators plain and explicit. I did not have it before. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think you did if you had read the 


language. 

Mr. BACON. The position of the distinguished Senators is 
this: The fact that there is a duty levied on raw material does not 
as a matter of right and justice make it proper that there should 
be any compensatory duty. That necessarily leads to this propo- 
sition, that the argument which they use against a duty on raw 
material because of a compensatory duty on the finished product 
falls to the ground. If a tariif for revenue upon the raw mate- 
rial is a proper thing. then we ought not to be deterred from it by 
the fear that somebody else will do an improper thing. That is 
the answer to the position of the distinguished Senators. 

Mr. President, as we are on that point, I desire to call attention 
particularly to one thing. I went overit just now, but I think I 
will emphasize it,in view of whatthe Senators have just said. 
They say they do not believe in free raw material. Why? Be- 
cause they want manufactures—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not say I did not believe in free 
raw material. I said I did not believe in a tax on raw material. 


Mr. BACON. Very well; that is what I intended to say. The 
Senators say they believe in free raw material, That is 


same 


thing as saying that they do not believe in a tax on it. The dis- 
tinguished Senators say they believe in free raw material because 
they desire that the manufacturer should get that raw material at 
as cheap a price as possible, in order that he may manufacture 
cheaply and sell cheaply. 5 

Mr. President, there are two ways in which the manufacturer 
can make a profitable business. One is by decreasing the cost of 
the material that he manufactures; the other is by increasing the 
price at which he sells. 
tween the cost of manufacture and the price of sale which makes 
his profit; and it does not make a particle of difference to him, so 
far as that profit is concerned, whether it is secured by increasing 
the price at which he sells or by decreasing the cost of the mate- 
rial which he manufactures. That is a plain proposition. 

Now, whatis the proposition of the distinguished Senator on 
my right? Protection, as we ordinarily understand itin this coun- 
try,is designed for the purpose of raising the price at which a man 
can sell his finished product. Ithink protection which has that 
for its object is wrong, and I am opposed to it. The Senator says 
he is opposed to it also. But I do say that those Senators who 
favor free raw material are in favorof a system of protection that 
is more odious to me than the system which raises the price of the 
finished article. Why? Whenever you raise the price of a finished 
article without decreusing the cost of the raw material, the in- 
creased cost is distributed among all the 70.000,000 consumers of 
this country. On the other hand, whenever you increase the 
profits of the manufacturer by lowering the price of the material 
that he uses, he makes the same profit; but that loss in the cost 
tohim of the raw material falls' exclusively upon the man who 
produces the raw material, and is not distributed among the 70,- 
000,000 people who consume it. Isthere any answer to that, Mr. 
President? 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. I say again, at the risk of repetition, because I 
now have the attention of Senators, that I illustrate this by the 
case of the duty upon long-fiber cotton, becanse that is what it 
means. I use that as an illustration of the proposition. The 
manufacturers of fine goods who use the long-staple cotton are 
not those who purvey to the tastes and necessities of the common 
people of this country. They are those who make articles which 
are consumed by the rich all over the country. 

The proposition of the distinguished Senators is that the 15,000 
or less people in South Carolina, Georgia. and Florida who make 
this loug-staple cotton should furnish to the manufacturers their 
cotton at $1,900.000 less than it would cost them if an ordinary 
revenue duty were put upon it, and if that is done the manufac- 
turers can sell to the consumers, who, I say, are the rich class of 
people, this product at $1,300,000 less than they could sell it if a 
duty were imposed, Therefore they say that in order that the 
men who consume these fine goods, these laces, this fine underwear, 
may have their goods cheaper. the people who produce this long- 
staple cotton. and who are barely living from hand to mouth, 
shall be compelled to furnish to the manufacturers their goods at 
$1,300,000 less, and that instead of the people who consume these 
fine goods paying the $1.300,000, this cotton shall be furnished at 
the practical loss to this small class of people of the $1,300,000. 

Mr. President, what is there in this particular article which 
makes it so odious to the distinguished Senators? I was not in 
the Senate when the Wilson bill was passed, but I recollect that 
Iread with a great deal of interest the fight made by the distin- 
guished Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN] who sits in front 
of me against the putting of iron ore upon the free list. Who 
then claimed that the Senator from Alabama was acting outside 
of the tenets of the Democratic party? And when the compensa- 
tory duty of $4 upon pig iron and some other rate upon manufac- 
tured iron were put upon it, who said that the distingnished Sena- 
tor from Alabama had abandoned the tenets of the Democratic 
party? If anyone said so, point to the RECORD. Senators before 
me were here then. 

Mr. President, I need not go back to three years ago for the 
purpose of illustration. I can take the RECORD of the last two 
weeks and point to instance after instance where distingnished 
Senators on my right rose in their places as the representatives of 
the party and advocated amendments by which ad valorem duties 
were put upon agricultural products. The distinguished Senator 
from Missouri says that he did that in the interest of the lowering 
of duty. that if he had, as he said in response to the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. BATE], his wish in the matter, he would put them 
on the free list. 

What prohibited the Senator from suggesting tho free list? 
What was there to induce him to ask for 20 per cent ad valorem 
aic various agricultural products and 35 per cent upon one? 

e did not expect that any amendment which he offered on the 
subject would be incorporated in tbe bill as alaw. He was not 
offering the amendments with the slightest expectation of having 
them adopted. He was offering them as the representative of his 


In other words, it is the difference be- 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1819 


party and as the exposition of his own view in the matter, to show 
what his would do if they were in power and had the fram- 
ing of this bill, and to show what the Senator from Missouri 
would doif he had the control of it. Why should he propose 
20 per cent upon these various agricultural products instead of 
moving to put them on the free list? : 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Georgia certainly does not mean 
to misrepresent what I said, 

Mr. BACON. Most assuredly not. I would not do so for the 
world. 

Mr. VEST. I stated emphatically to the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. BATE], when he asked me why I did not move to put 
a certain agricultural article on the free list, that I was entirely 
willing and anxious to do so. 

Mr. BACON, I understand that, and I so stated. z 

Mr. VEST. The reason, and I have stated it here again and 
again, was that when an increase upon any article was proposed, 
we offered the Wilson rate, the existing law, not because we did 
not want to put the article on the free list. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We preferred the Wilson rates to the 
rates proposed here. - 

Mr. VÉST. We preferred the Wilson Act to this proposed law, 
because the duties are lower, although, as I said to the Senator 
from Tennessee, we should prefer to Rus them on the free list. 
Ishouldlike to ask the Senator from rgia a question. 

Mr. BACON. Let me answer that first. I certainly do not 
desire to misrepresent the Senator, and I think I stated substan- 
tially what he has said. I said that the Senator did offer these 
amendments and that he stated in response to the suggestion of 
the Senator from Tennessee that he would prefer to have them on 
the free list. But I went on to say that there was no reason why 
the Senator, if he had such preference, should have made sugges- 
tions of various rates of ad valorem duties, because the Senator 
was not offering the amendments with the expectation of having 
them incorporated in the bill. He was simply making a record 


for his party. He was simply showing what his party would do 
if they had control of the bill. He was simply showing that they 
would do now what they did three years ago, when they did put 


these agricultural products upon the revenue list. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, I want to make a 
frank statement. Thisis very delectable to the Republican party. 
They listen with great avidity. Their hearts are cheered, and I 
can see their eyes gleaming with delight. I have refrained from 
developing the dissensions in the Democratic party on this side if 
I could help it. I did not move to put those articles on the free 
list because I knew the Senator from Georgia and four other 
Senators on this side would immediately declare that we were at- 
tacking the agricultural interests, and because agricultural UM 
in this country, conspicuonsly the American, published in Phi!a- 
delphia, had declared that these were protective duties in the 
interest of the farmer. 

In 1890, when the Republican party proposed these duties upon 
corn and wheat and oats and rye, when we furnished the home 
market and then sent nine-tenths of the product abroad, I said 
that it was a fraud and a farce. In 1894, certain Democrats, when 
we were compelled to have every vote on this side of the Cham- 
ber, insisted upon putting duties, modified as they are in the Wil- 
son Act, upon these articles, and the Senator from Arkansas and 
myself were compelled to accede toit. Isaid then, as the RECORD 
shows, that I did not believe it would help the farmer. 

Mr. BACON. Didthe Senator take that position in reference to 
iron ore that the Senator from Alabama insisted should be put 
upon the dutiable list? 

Mr. VEST, I was in favor of free iron ore. Idiffered with the 
Senator from Alabama. I was in favor of free lead, and my State 

roduces more of galena ore than any other State in the Union. 
Pm ready to vote for it now. Ihave gone into the lead regions 
of Missouri and told them I was for free lead, and if they wanted 
a man here who would vote to put a tax on it, to send somebody 
else. That is my position, and I intend to stand by it. 

Now, I want to ask the Senator this question. since he has 
brought up this lavatory here for dirty linen in the Democratic 
party—these dissensions that exist: Do you believe that the tariff 
is a tax? 

Mr. BACON. I do. But I do not like to be put upon the wit- 
ness stand in this way. 

Mr. VEST. 1 beg the Senator's pardon. I will put the ques- 
tion, then, through the President of the Senate, with an apology 
in advance. 

Mr. BACON. I will state to the Senator that I do not object, 
of course, to a reasonable interruption and to any direct question, 
but as to being put upon the stand for a series of categorical ques- 
tions upon the tariff, I hardly think it is in accordance with the 
usual custom. 

Mr. VEST, Ido not propose to cross-examine the Senator, 


Mr. BACON. You started that way. 

Mr. VEST. But I do want to ask him this question. He says 
the tariff is a tax. 

Mr.BACON. Yes. 7 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator not believe, as a Democrat, that 
the taxation of the Government ought to be limited to the amoun: 
nec to carry it on economically administered? . 

Mr. BACON. Ido. i 

Mr. VEST. Then how does the Senator propose to put this tax 
on cotton, or any other article, when he knows there is over 
$130.000.000 surplus money in the Treasury of the United States 
now, and thatif there should be a deficit of $10,000,000—and it 
can not possibly be over $35,000,000 for the next year—we can pay 
it out of the surplus money in the Treasury and still have a sur- 
plus besides that? 

Mr. VEST. A Senator near me suggests that that is borrowed 
money. But we do not have to borrow it. Wehave already bor- 
rowed it and got it on hand, as this morning's Treasury state- 
ment shows. en why the necessity of helping the Republican 
party to put on taxes? , 

Mr. BACON. If I had my way, Mr. President, there would be 
no tariff bill passed at this session. 

A Senator on my right says in an undertone that as the Repub- 
licans are doing it 1 want my share. I absolutely aud utterly 
ore any such suggestion. 

Ir. VEST rose. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I will endeavor 
to tell him that I have no possible recognition of the propriety 
of any such position. I p it absolutely behind me. 1 have no 
sympathy with the cry that, if the Treasury is beinz looted, m 
section must have its part of it. I absolutely abhor the idea. 
do say this, however, that whatever revenue bill is passed ought 
to be equal in its operations to all. 

Mr. TILLMAN, And the Democratic platform demands it. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; the Democratic platform demands it. I 
have read that plank of its platform in this Chamber, and I will 
read it again if anybody desires it. 

I say whatever revenue bill is passed ought to be equal in its 
operations. Isay there ought not to be a revenue bill which makes 
a producer of the raw material buy in a protected market and 
makes him sell in a free market. 

Mr. VEST. If my friend will 
that he would not pass any tari 
need for revenue? 

Mr. BACON. Very well, and I am not going to assist in the 
passage of this bill. Most undoubtedly I will not. Has the Sen- 
ator ever had any doubt upon that subject? ` 

Mr. VEST. 0; I hope not. 

Mr. BACON. Iam not going to assist in the passage of this 
bili; but when this measure is before the Senate it is just the same 
as any other measure that is pending in this body where amend- 
ments are being offered. Many Senators who are opposed to a 
measure offer amendments to it, because, if it has got to pass, the 
want it to be in such shape that it will be the least harmful; an 
that is what I mean to do here. I am endeavoring to see to it 
that the people in my section who produce raw material, and who 
have to pay the protective prices put upon all they consume which 
this bill proposes to put upon them, shall have their products put 
on the revenue list and not on the protected list. 

The Senator speaks about my bringing up the dissensions of the 
Democratic party. I appeal to the Senate, who did it? The Sen- 
ator said he offered these various amendments as to the duty upon 
agricultural products because he knew that I and four others on 
this side would do so and so, whereas the truth is, five amend- 
ments imposing ad va'orem duties on agricultural products had 
been offered by the Senator before my amendment was offered, 
so that the Senator could not have been influenced by what I did. 

Mr. President, since that time I have satin my seat while the 
Senator has time and again by open and covert allusion referred 
to me and those with whom I have acted, and I have been silent. 
1 have been silent even when I had a disposition to speak; but 
when on yesterday the Senator pressed this question about this 
compensatory duty, and when there was an evident exultation 
manifested that these Republican Senators had done what Demo- 
crats had said they would do, that they had done that which they 
had urged as a reason why a tariff of 20 per cent upon raw cotton 
should not be adopted—1 say when that was done (and many 
things were said in the brief discussion yesterday afternoon after 
I came into the Senate, evidently in allusion to Senators with 
whom I had acted), I felt it was proper that I should speak. I did 
not design to make an attack upon the Senator, because I have no 
such idea; he is not an antagonist to be lightly taken hold of, and 
there is no man I know of that I would more carefully avoid an 
unnecessary contest with; but I can not sit here day after day and 
have allusions made by the Senator to myself and to my associates 
and still be dumb. . < 


rmit me, has he not just stated 
bill and that there was not any 
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* Mr. President, when I offered an amendment for a duty of 20 
per cent upon cotton, I offered it in a very unobtrusive, quiet 
manner. But what led to the debate? Wasit not the at of 
the Senator from Missouri? I have not desired it, But I do say 
that it has been my duty, and I still recognize it as my duty, so 
far as I am able in the making of this tariff bill, to have it rest 
as equally as possible. Ishall be glad to see it defeated altogether; 
but if it has got to be passed, I want it framed so that it will rest 
with as little burden as possible upon my people, and that what- 
ever benefits may result from it, they may have their due share, 
not in the way a Senator suggested to me, not in the way of tak- 
ing that which nobody ought to take. I will not vote for any 
protective duty which can: be offered if its effect will be prohib- 
itive upon any article which is raised in my State. I will say 
that to the Senator, although perhaps I have not the public spirit 
which he claims for himself. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I should like to call the attention of these 
Democratic brethren of ours who are attacking our loyalty to the 
Chicago platform and to Democratic principles to the duties levied 
by themselves in the Wilson law: 

Buckwheat, corn or maize, corn meal, oats, rye, rye flour, wheat, and 
wheat flour, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Now, they declare here, as we all know, that these articles are 
articles of export and that any pretense of protection is a humbug 
and a fraud; and yet they themselves are only disputing with 
their Republican brethren over there as to the amount of fraud— 
whether the duty shall be 20 per cent ad valorem or 25 cents a 
bushel on wheat, and so on through. Now, let us have a clean 
record on this business. Istand here myself and announce that 
if we are to have this stealing from the people by protected inter- 
ests, I want my share for South Carolina, and 1 am not ashamed 
to say it. scenes 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not agree with my distin- 
guished friend from South Carolina in that particular. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But the people of Georgia will agree with me. 

Mr. BACON. I do not represent them if they do. I do not 
think, however, that that is the opinion of the people. I do not 
think the people desire that there should be an improper tariff 
upon any article. I do not think the people desire that there 
should be an advantage given at the public expense to any partic- 
ular class or section, and I do not think they wish to participate 
in anything of the kind, I certainly do not. My position is this: 
Iam not in favor of a protective duty on anything, but Iam in 
favor of a revenue duty on almost everything except on some very 
few articles, like salt. That is my creed. i 

Mr. President, if I had the drawing of a tariff bill, it would not 
be 6 inches long. I would simply put all those articles under a 
certain duty, let it cut where it would. That is the only revenue 

. law you can have which will be stable. I would put a 20 or 25 
per cent tax upon articles coming into this country. There are 
Some articles, Teie which ought to be free now which we 
could then afford to pay a duty on under such a tariff by reason 
of the advantages we would have in the general lowering of rates. 

Mr. President, until you have something of that kind you will 
never have a stable tariff law. As long as you have a tariff 
law changing with every change of Administration you will have 
parties interested in this article or that article coming to Congress 
and each contending that it shall have the advantage over others; 
you will have an unstable tariff law, and you will never have a 
Btable tariff law upon which the business of this country can rest 
in safety until you lay down the law that you are going to have a 
certain rate, and that whenever that rate 1s not sufficient to yield 
sufficient revenue for the support of the Government it must be 
so changed as to yield that revenue, whether that change bein 
raising it or in lowering it, so that all may come in together upon 
a common level. 

I had noe tation when I rose to do more than suggest the 
reason why compensatory duty should not be put on the man- 
ufactures of cotton, and further to suggest the argument I have 
made upon the subject of duties on free raw material. I certainly 
had no expectation of antagonizing the Senator from Missouri. 
There isno man I have a higher respect and regard for than he, and 
if I have, in the heat of the debate, said anything which is unkind 
to him, I most cheerfully and gladly retract it. I had no such 
intention. : : 

Irecognize him as the foremost—I will not make any invidious 
comparisons—I will say that I recognize him as one of the fore- 
most men not only on this side of the Chamber, but in the Sen- 
ate, and that is putting him among the foremost men of the high- 
est deliberative y of all the world. But I said I had no idea 
of antagonizing him, of doing what he says has been done for the 
delectation of Republicans. I simply desired to put the case 
right. We are not here for the purpose of asking protection for 
any article. "We are not here for the purpose of 3 in 
any grab game. We are simply desirous that there shall be equal - 
ity of burdens and equality of benefits. 

President, I have only one single additional word to say. 


The Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] spoke of “the forgotten 
man,” and that has been reechoed here. Certainly ‘the forgot- 
ten man” is the man to be remembered; but who Jo he? A - 
ing to the contention of the Senator from Texas—I am delighted 
to see that the Senator has come back to the Chamber, because I 
want to give him a criticism to think about—according to thé 
Senator's contention, ‘‘the forgotten man” is the consumer; but 
in that he is very much mistaken. All consumers are nof for- 
gotten men.” All forgotten men” are consumers. But there 
are a great many consumers who are not “forgotten men.” All 
these protected classes are consumers; all these men who are to 
realize this great wealth out of the provisions of this and former 
tariff bills are consumers, but they are not “the forgotten men,” 

Who are “ the forgotten men," Mr. President? The forgotten 
men" are the producers of raw material, who at the same time 
are consumers; the forgotten men” are those who have to sell 
what they make cheap and to buy what they consume very dear, 
and there is nothing which contributes to the swelling of this 
crowd of forgotten men" like the extension of the free list 
among those who are the producers of raw material out of which 
ast men not forgotten make their great wealth in the finished 
product. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I had hoped that the lesson given 
by the Republicans yesterday evening, when they imposed an ad- 
ditional duty of 10 per cent on cotton goods to compensate for the 
20 per cent duty on raw cotton, would prove a warning to m 
countrymen of the South not to engage in this e of gra 
and steal, as the Senator from South Carolina Ar. TILLMAN] 
calls it. In the first place, Mr. President, even if it were honest 
to do that, I tell our friends from the South now that they 
can not compete with Iowa and New England in that kind ofa 
gems. The people of New England have been playing this game 

ora great many years, and if the Senators who come here from 
the South think or hope or expect that they can play even with 
these ee I tell them they will find themselves mistaken, 

I did think it showed some ingratitude on the of our Repub- 
lican friends when the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] intro- 
duced his amendment. Only a few days ago, when five Southern 
Senators showed their great liberality by voting for a tax upon the 
ipn lumber grown in Michigan and Wisconsin and Minne- 
sota, the Republicans on the other side of the Chamber were de- 
lighted, and they hastened over here to congratulate and thank our 
friend from Georgia [Mr. BACON] who has just spoken; and yet 
yesterday, coolly, deliberately, after that, the Senator from Iowa 
introduced an amendment here to impose 10 per cent additional 
taxon manufactured cotton goods as compensatory for that which 
had been im upon raw cotton of 20 per cent. 

Mr. President, I say to the Senator from South Carolina that 
even if it were right, even if it were just, to join in this grab game, 
wherever he would get one dollar for the South under a tariff bill, 
our friends from New England and the Northern of this Re- 
public would get at least two dollars more out of his constituents 
and mine for every dollar that they pretend to give in the way of 
tariff 9 
© 5 ILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 

on 


Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Me, TIL . How much did the South get under the Wil- 
son law? 

Mr. BERRY. Well, Mr. President, we did not get much. The 
Senator from South Carolina was not here then. But the whole 
country knows the conditions which then surrounded us; the whole 
country knows that for twenty years the Democratic party had 
pee when it came into power that it would pass a tariff bill, 

he country knows that when it came here with only 1 majority, 
there were men inside the Democratic ranks who, having the same 
idea which has been advocated here recently, forced taxes on 
articles contrary to the Democratic faith, and compelled the poses 
majority of Democrats to take that measure or no bill at all. 
3 LMAN. And yet you did not get sufficient revenue 

om it. 

Mr. BERRY. No; butif we had had a Supreme Court which 
would decide as it had always decided in the past, we should have 
had sufficient revenue. Asa distinguished gentleman said upon 
a noted occasion, we could not figure upon the fact that a justice 
of the Supreme Court would his mind. 

Mr. President, I want to say—and I say it in all kindness to the 
Senator from Georgia who has just spoken, and I want to tell him 
and the Senator from South Carolina—that since the time the Con- 
stitution was formed, since the day that Jefferson laid broad and 
deep the foundations of liberty and of equality as the Democratic 
faith, it has been the prion and the glory of the South that the 
Southern people and the Southern representatives have held honor 
and principle and equality and justice high above every mone 
consideration. It has been their pride that their Senators pres | 
by principle, and said there should be equality of each citizen be- 


fore the law; that it was unfair and unjust by legislation to take 
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money from the pocket of one American citizen and put it into the 
pocket of another; and yet to-day we are told that this was all 
wrong; that by standing by principle the South has grown poor 
and New England has grown rich. 

A few men from the South say it was all a mistake; that the 
highest object and purpose in this life—that is the argument, if 
not the words—are to get money: it honestly if you can; get it 
under the guise of a revenue tariff if possible; but at all events 
get money that that is the contention now. Mr. President. I do 
not subscribe to that idea, and I do not believe that the people of 
the South subscribe to any such idea. I do not believe that that 

lewhich endured hardships such as no others have, who have 
hel truth and honor above money for so many years, will step 
forth to-day and say. This is a grab, a steal, a robbery, but we 
want our partofit.” Ifitisastealand a robbery, I for one stand 
here to say that I want no part and parcelin it. If it is wrong, it 
is wrong. If we are right when we say that it is a robbery to put 
a tax upon cotton ties and cotton bagging, then it can not be a vir- 
tue to put a tax upon lumber or upon raw cotton. These are the 
ideas that I have in regard to this bill, and I do not agree either 
with the Senator from Georgia or the Senator from South Caro- 


The Senator from Georgia, while protesting apa and again 
that he was not a protectionist, that he did not eve in 0 
taxes for purposes of protection, yet used the same argument here 
when he argued that there were only 15,000 citizens en in 
raising this particular kind of cotton, and he said,. Would it not 
be better that they should receive this benefit to be contributed by 
the consumers all over this land?" "The few men en in the 
manufacture of cotton bagging and those manufacturing cotton 
ties say and argue that inasmuch as this tax is distributed among 
so many people, and it is but very little to them, Is it not better 
that we should have this?' The same argument which is used in 
regard to free cotton applies with equal force to cotton bagging 
and cotton ties. 

lam not here to enter into any contest. As the Senator from 
Missouri (Mr. VEST] said, no man hasregretted more than I have 
the divisions which have arisen on this side of the Chamber on 
this tariff bill. Ihad hoped and believed that whatever else we 
might differ about, there could have been no Democratie Senator 
from the South who would have been in favor of voting a tax for 
the sake of protection. 

I had intended when I rose to speak in regard to cotton bagging, 
and while I have the floor I will now say what I have to say. The 
Senator from Iowa states that the committee is deliberating about 
the matter, but he declined to inform me whether or not they con- 
templated equalizing conditions by putting cotton bagging and 
cotton ties on the freelist along with binding twine, or whether 
they intended to put binding twine upon the tax list. The Sena- 
tor from Georgia says that all he wants is that the tax shall be 
equalized. I want to say to the Senator from Iowa that that will 
not satisfy the people of my State. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator pardon me? 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. If any such expression as that escaped me, it was 
inconsistent with what I have said here more than once. Ithought 
cotton bagging and cotton ties ought to be free, and I think so to- 
day. They ought to be free because the general crop of cotton is 
one which can not in any manner be benefited by the tariff. All 
of the articles which the cotton nm produce are raised in 

ice by reason of the tariff, and therefore the things which may 
be necessary in the harvesting or the marketing of their crops 
ought to be free. ; 

Mr. BERRY. I am glad to hear the Senator say so. I cer- 
tainly understood the Senator to say that all he wanted was to 
— 90 things, and I understood him to say in the last remarks 
he made that if he had the making of a tariff bill he would put 
a tax upon everything except salt. That is my recollection of 
what he said. 

Mr. BACON. So far as the latter statement is concerned, that 
is trne; but I Hunina that by stating that if the great mass of 
articles should be put upon a revenue basis we could afford to 
have upon the tariff list things which otherwise ought to be free. 
I know the Senator does not desire to misrepresent me in any 
way. 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly not. 

Mr. BACON. And there have been several occasions on which 
I have expressed the opinion and the wish that cotton bagging 
and cotton ties should be free, and have given that as a reason for 
it, although I am ordinarily opposed to a free list. 

Mr. BERRY. Of all the mean things in this very mean bill, I 
think the worst is this tax upon cotton bagging. I think there is 
less excuse for putting a tax upon cotton bagging than any other 
article in this bill from beginning to end. It is an absolute neces- 
sity for every cotton raiser in the South. It is an article which 
every man who raises a single bale of cotton is compelled to pur- 


chase.. It is an article without which he can A Sep his cotton 
upon the market. It is an article differing from almost all others, 
as the tax comes out of the producer and not out of the consumer, 
because it is not consumed except in transporting the cotton to 
market whether in the United States or in the foreign market. 

It is a direct and specific tax upon each man who raises a bale 
of cotton to the amount of the tax; and by what reason and how 
the committee have arrived at the decision that it is just and fair 
to put binding twine, which is used in Iowa, Minnesota, and the 
other Northwestern States, upon the free list and this article of 
cotton bagging, which the farmers of the South are compelled to 
have, upon the tax list, I can not conceive. 

But, Mr. President, I want it understood that if the Senator 
from Iowa chooses to equalize this by pacing binding twine upon 
the tax list, then I do not agree with him, and will not vote with 
him. If you wish to impose this tax upon the Southern planter, 
you have the power to do it; but it is unjust, it is unfair, it is an 
ou upon decency in every ble way; and although it is 
done by Senators from the N west, even then, Mr. President, 
I will not cast a vote to place binding twine upon the dutiable 
list. No wrong that you can impose upon the people of the 
3 will induce me to do a wrong to the farmers of the North- 
wes 

1 believe that binding twine, as well as cotton bagging, should 
be absolutely free, and I trus: that when the committee have duly 
deliberated they will conclude that these articles, binding twine, 
cotton ties, and cotton bagging, which are of absolute necessity to 
the farmers of the country, the farmers whom the Senator from 
Minnesota . Davis] this morning told us he was anxious to 
protect—I say I trust it may be eq by placing all of them 
on the free list and none on the dutiable list. 

As I said a while ago, I have no desire to enter into controversy 
with any Senator upon this side of the Chamber, but I repeat that 
I do not believe the people of the South, although injustice may 
have been done them, although they receive yreat injustice in 
this bill—I do not believe that any great number of them desire 
to stand before the country saying that It is all wrong, it is all 
unjust, it is dishonest, as the Democratic convention said in 1892, 
but we want our of it.” I will not vote for it. I refused the 
other day to vote to tax lumber, when the lumber interest of my 
State is the t perhaps of any State in the South, except one, 
it may be, and Í do not know which is the larger of the two. I 
said then that I did not believe in a tax for the p of pro- 
tection. I will not vote for it to protect an article in my State 
and say that it is a robbery to protect an article produced in 
another State, because I believe such a position is unjustifiable 
and inexcusable, and one that no man upon this floor should 
eyer occupy. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And yet, Mr. President, the Senator has twice 
voted for protection in Presidential elections. With the sincere 
desire to promote harmony here, I present a platform upon which 
I presume the whole Senate can agree. The Democratic party 
has twice agreed to it, and I am sure it will quite well satisfy the 
Republicans. Iread from the Democratic Mater of 1881, upon 
which Mr. Cleveland ran for President and was elected, and the 
next platform, upon which he aiso ran: 

Knowing full well, however, that legislation affecting the operations of 


the ple should be cautious and conservative in me .not in advance of 
public opinion, but responsive toits demands, the Democratic party is 
to revise the tariff in a spirit of fai re- 


fairness to allinterests. But in ma 
duction in taxes it is not proposed to injure any domestic industries, but 
rather to promote— 


To promote— 


theirheslthy growth. From the foundation of this Government taxes col- 
lected at the castom-house have been the chief source of Federal revenue. 
Such they must continue to be. Moreover, many industries have come to 
rely upon legislation for successful continuance, so that any change of law 
must be at every step regardful of the labor and capital thus involved. The 
process of tho reform must be subject in the execution to this dictate 
of justice—all taxation shall be limited to the requirements of economical 
government. The necessary reduction and taxation can and must be effected 
without depriving American labor of the ability to compete successfully 
with foreign labor and without imposinz lower rates of duty than will be 
ample to cover any increased cost of production which may exist in conse- 
quence of the higher rate of wages prevailing in this country. 

Now for the platform of 1888; candidates, Grover Cleveland and 
Allen G. Thurman: 

Our established domestic industries and enterpri should not and need 
not be endangered by the reduction and correction of the burdens of taxa- 
tion. On the contrary, a fair and careful revision of our tax laws, with due 
allowance for the difference between the wages of American and-fo 
labor. must promote and encourage every branch of such industries and en- 


terprises by giving them assurance of an extended market and steady and 
continuous operations. 


Under that platform the country was prosperous. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator from 8 will be kind 
enough to read the Democratic platform of 1892 on the tariff ques- 
tion, I will say to him that it is the one which expresses my views 
entirely. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. Ithought it was the pride of the Democracy 
that it has not changed since the time of Thomas Jefferson, and 
he was a good protectionist and an antislavery man. 

Mr. BERRY. There is where I differ with the Senator from 
Connecticut. With regard to the antislavery question, I do not 
take issue with him. I deny that Thomas Jefferson ever was a 
protectionist in any way whatever. lf there was any man in this 
country who was not a protectionist, it was Thomas Jefferson. 

I wish to say to the Senator that I remember the platforms of 
1884 and 1888; but further, the platform of 1892, upon which Mr. 
Cleveland was elected the last time, proposes and embodies entirely 
my views on the question. There it is said that every dollar that 
is taken except for purposes of revenue is unconstitutional and a 
robbery. I believed it then, and I believe it yet. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Arkansas who has 
just taken his seat allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is not about ancient platforms, but one 
that was laid down here yesterday by the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. Jones]: 
` Mr. President, there is no question that whenever a tariff duty is imposed 
on a raw material which enters into a manufacture there must be a compen- 
sation allowed to the manufacturer for the increased prices he must pay for his 
raw material. There can be no question about it. It is plain, simple, common 
sense. 


Mr. President, I present that as a platform for this immediate 
exigency upon which we on this side of the Chamber can certainly 
agree. Does the Senator from Arkansas agree to that p'atform? 

Mr. BERRY. I would not presume to answer for my colleague 
in his presence, because he can certainly doit far better than I can. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator himself. 

Mr. BERRY. I will say to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that as he has construed it and read it, I believe in it in no way 
and in no sense. Ido not believe that you can impose a tax for 
the purpose of increasing the price of any article in any way for 
protective purposes without being guilty of a great wrong to the 
people of the United States, and I care not whether it comes 
upon raw material, a compensatory duty, or in any other way. 

the object and purpose behind it is to increase the price of that 
article, then I say, in the language of the Democratic platform of 
1892, itis none the less a robbery, to quote the language of Mr. 
Justice Miller, of the United States Supreme Court, because it is 
done under the forms of law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The junior Senator from Arkansas says 
“no.” Now, will the Senator from Georgia os Bacon] kindiy 
allow me to ask him the same question? he agree to the 
doctrine as laid down by the senior Senator from Arkansas yes- 
terday? 

Mr. BERRY. I yield to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And if he says yes or no, or after he defines 
his position, then I shall take the liberty,if I may do so without 
giving offense, to ask the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN] whether he agrees to it, because I think, without regard to 
these old, musty, inconsistent platforms which the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. Haw Ley] has read, we may possibly be able to 
agree upon a principle that will settle the precise issue which the 
Senator from Georgia raised this morning. Will the Senator from 
Georgia tell us whether he agrees to whatthe senior Senator from 
Arkansas said yesterday? 

Mr. BACON. Iwish to congratulate the Senator from New 
Hampshire upon the successful manner in which he plays the róle 
of schoolmaster. I will gratify him by saying that I do not be- 
lieve in it. I believe in uniform duties on everything. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Two Senators have dissented, and, if I can 
be kindly tolerated, I will ask the Senator from South Carolina 
the same question. I should like his answer. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from New Hampshire had better 
sit down. He might get tired before I get through. -- 

Mr. CHANDLER. With pleasure. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, this wahing of Democratic 
dirty linen is nothing new to me. Ihave been doing it for some 
years now, and I have been trying to get the Senate to do some 
of it, but thus far the committee has not reported, and we do not 
know whether or not we will get me pe. 

Ido not propose to be misrepresented here in the attitude which 
Ihave assumed in the broad light of day as an American Senator, 
responsible only to the people of South Carolina and enlightened 
public opinion throughout the country. If it comes to the ques- 
tion of protection for protection's sake, I am not a protectionist, 
unless it be to this extent: I announced the general doctrine the 
other day that it is for the best interests of the American people, 
taken as a whole, judged from the standpoint of statesmanship, to 
produce what we consume. 

If there be any industry in this country which, by reason of 
foreign competition, can not live and give diversified labor or 
more employment to our people, and which by a small tariff can 
be protected to the extent that it can get on its feet, I say it would 


be wisdom to give it. The only trouble is that when you have 
started your infant by giving h:m first milk and then bread and 
raising him up to be a man, you continue to protect him until he 
begins to feel the effect of competition, and then he forms a com- 
bination or trust and marches abroad in the open light of day a 
robber. to take from every household in this land tribute levied 
through the forms of law by Congress under the system of pro- 
tection. There is where I draw the line. I say you ought not to 
allow a single trust or combination to come in here and get a duty 
on anything, because you levy unjust tribute on the American 
people whenever you do it. 

Let us go back for a moment to look at the Democratic party's 
record, Afterthirty years or more of exile from government— 
that is, any controlling power in the Government; for while we at 
times had possession of the Senate and of the House, the Repub- 
licans had the President and the veto power, and there never was 
a time until 1892 that the people gave us full control of all branches 
of the Government —we came hereon a platform that year demand- 
ing a tariff for revenue only. 

I led the South Carolina delegation in casting its solid vote in 
the Chicago convention in 1892 to kick out the spurious bastard 
that had been brouzht there by Mr. Cleveland's representative as 
the declaration of the party on the question of tariff. We cast 18 
solid votes from South Carolina in favor of that platform, and I 
believed in it. I believe in it now. We aet the House, we 
elected the Senate, we elected the President. They came here 
charged with carrying out the party pledges. What did they give 
us? A tariff for revenue only? Oh, no! The Wilson Act, the 
framers of which, sitting in this Chamber, will not deny that it is 
a protective tariff from end to end, 

r. VEST. I deny it. I deny that any tariff is protective 
from end to end that has in it free salt, free lumber, and free wool, 
and also the income tax. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The income tax is not a tariff. 


Mr. VEST. I know that; but I am speaking of the act as a 


whole. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The exception does but prove the rule, and 
the schedules, taking them throughout, are protective. 

Mr. VEST. No. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is said that you passed that tariff under 
duress, constrained to do so by traitors in the party, who held you 
by the throat and forced you to accept what you had proclaimed 
asaíraudandarobbery. You wererecreant to Democratic prin- 
ciples and betrayed the party. and the people kicked you out, as 

ou deserved to be kicked out. The Democratic majority in the 
ouse of 140 was reversed in the next election, giving the Repub- 
licans an equally large majority. 

Let us consider for a moment the question of expediency under 
which the tariff was passed as the best that see be had under 
the circumstances—the Senate holding the House down and forc- 
ing it to accept the sugar differential and everything else; the bill 
voted for by the Democratic caucus, and forced through the Sen- 
ate was forced through the House with the knowledge that if the 
House rejected it the tariff bill would fail. Suppose it had failed. 
Suppose the Democratic Senators here had stood by the Demo- 
cratic platform of 1892 and said, “If we can not carry out that 
platform. we will have nothing," and had put the responsibility 
Where it belonged. Where would our Republican friends be to day? 
Could they have bamboozled and deceived the people of America 
last November into the belief that the Wilson free-trade tariff has 
brought disaster upon this country? 

Departure from rectitude and solemn pledges is never permis- 
sible. I do not claim that it is. You yourselves set the example 
when you gave the country a bastard Democratic tariff under 
Democratic auspices. You voted for it because you could not 
p anything better, just as l am voting to-day to get what little 

can from the Republican party fur my own section. I know I 
can not prevent the passage of the measure, no matter how I vote, 
Every man here and anywhere else knows I have not trafficked 
with you Republicans, I have not bargained with you, I have not 
begged you, I have not interceded for any industry or interest in 
South Carolina. I simply voted as I have because I felt if we 
were to have this infamy it was best for South Carolina to get 
what little it could, and the people of South Carolina will hold 
me responsible or not as they see proper, and I am ready to rise 
or fall by their decision. 

The Democrat c party when it came into power in 1893 did not 
carry out its p'edzes. The same platform which you have ex- 
ploited here to-day as the essenceof Democracy demanded the free 
co'nige of silver upon certain conditions, leaving it to Congress to 
fix the ratio. The President, by his patronage, bought enough 
Representatives at the other end of the Capitol to get through a 
measure for the repeal of the Sherman Act, and when it came here 
he bonghtenough Senators to get it through. The party betrayed, 
disgusted, and almost disbanded. But for the fact that there has 
been a new leadership.a turning down and turning out of old fus- 
sils and traitors, we would to-day be hopeless, instead of being 
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buoyant with hope, determined and aggressive, and progressive, 
the last the most hopeful sign of all. 

We are face to face with conditions and not theories. We must 
realize that we have to fight the Republicans with fire, on the doc- 
trine that you must fight the devil with fire. I propose, if an 
amendment is offered here putting binding twine on the dutiable 
list, to vote for it, because I want your wheat farmers to be on 
an equality with ours who grow cotton, and that is as near the 
poorhouse as we know how to get. 

I want you to press home on them the love you have for the 
agriculturist, and not to feed him on this soft corn of 25 cents a 
bushel tariff on wheat and everything else, which you know does 
not give him any protection, while you refuse him a bounty. You 
do not give him any absolute or actual help at all, but you simply 
offer him specious generalities and pretenses, humbuggery and 
falsehood. Iwant to get him to understand that Republican que 
fessions, like Democratic professions in the past, are only lip deep 
when they come to deal with the agricultural interests. 

I hope to gointo the West some day and meet some of you gen- 
tlemen among your own constituents and tell them how you stood 
here and had an opportunity to offer some little modicum, a small 

rcentage in return of what you had taken, which would have 
jm in absolute accord with your professions of protection—try- 
ing to protect everything American, and with the doctrine of 
Aunerica for . carried out in good faith — I will tell them 
how you stood here and voted no,“ just as the gentlemen on this 
side, proclaiming the doctrine of equality, equal rights to all and 
special privileges to none, voted ‘‘no,” too, and refused to give back 
to heir py that which they claim will be stolen from them by 
forms of law. 

If anybody wants to know where I stand, I think he understands 
it now. Iam not ashamed of the position. I claim to be as good 
a Democrat as ever walked in shoe leather, as I understand the 
principles of Democracy; that is, equality, equality, equality: 
equality of opportunity, equality of burden. That is the funda- 
mental doctrine of Democracy. If we of the South can not get 
equality under a Republican tariff and under Republican admin- 
istration, then I want just as much of it as possible, and I will not 
thank you whether you give it to me or not, and I will not submit 
os sanoen from Democrats who differ with me without striking 

ack. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I think I must justify myself 
in saying that Thomas Jefferson adhered to the protective doc- 
trine, and I mildly protest against the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire when he referred to some late Democratic platforms as musty. 
It is the pride and boast of that p that it never gets musty; 
that it is eternal and unchangeable. I said Thomas Jefferson was 
a protectionist. In his second annual message he described as a 
prominent duty of Congress— 

To protect the manufactures adapted to our circumstances. 


The first revenue act of the Government, the tariff act of 1789, 
distinctly avowed that it was not only for the purpose of revenue. 
but to protect our manufactures. Now, that succeeded. It did 
raise revenue. There was likelihood of a surplus. and Mr. Jeffer- 
son, speaking of the best method of disposing of the surplus, said: 


Shall we suppress the imposts (duties) and give that advantage to foreign 
over our domestic manufactures? On a few articles of more general and 
necessary use the suppression in due season will doubtless be right; but the 
great mass of the articles on which imposts are laid are foreign luxuries, pur- 
chased by those only who are rich enough to afford themselves the use of them. 


Again ke wrote, and this is more specific: 


The general inquiry now is, Shall we make our own comforts or go without 
them at the will of a foreign nation? 


Note this, please: 


He, therefore, who is now against domestic manufactures must be for re- 
ducing us either to n dependence upon that nation or to be clothed in skins 
and live like beasts in caves and dens. I am proud to say I am not one of 
these. Experience has taught me that manufactures are now as necessary 
to our independence as to our comforts. 


Again he said: 


The prohibiting duties we lay on all articles of foreign manufacture which 
prudence requires us to establish at home, with the patriotic determination 
of every citizen to use no foreign article which can be made within our- 
selves, without regard to diference of price, secures us against a relapse into 
foreign dependency. 


Again, in 1817, he said: 


The history of the last twenty years has been a significant lesson for us all 
to depend for necessaries on ourselves alone; and I hope twenty years more 
will place the American hemisphere under a system of its own, essentially 
peaceable and industrious and not needing to extract its comforts out of the 
eternal fires raging in the Old World. 


'That is not musty. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, recurring to the subject which 
is immediately before the Senate, namely. the question of flax and 
the amendment pro d by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES], I will state that the State of Michigan is so much inter- 
ested in the industry that I would feel myself recreant in duty if 
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I did not present a petition signed by people in the city of Yale 
engaged in this industry. They say: 
YALE, MICH., January 27, 1897. 
Hon. Nelson Dingley, Jr., chairman, 
nd members of the Ways and Means Committee. 

GENTLEMEN: I desire to call your attention to the following situation re- 
garding the flax industry in Michigan and elsewhere. 

We established our first flax mill here at Yale in 1887. Since that time we 
have established scutching mills at Fargo, St. Clair County: Brown City, 
Crosswell. and Deckerville, in Sanilac rN E and Berne, in Huron County. 

The entire product of these mills is handled from this place, where we have 
shops and appliances for hackling the same. At the time we established the 
plant the McKinley bill was in force, and under its provisions we felt war- 
ranted in making the necessary investment, and believed that the industry 
could be successfully established and built up in this country. 

It is our practice to furnish seed for the farmers in the vicinity of each of 
these mills, and when delivered we pay them by the ton for their product. 
Prices have averaged about $10 per ton. By this means we have paid out to 
farmers tens of thousands of dollars annually, and ata time of year when 
they have little else to sell. ^ 

We find that there is much territory in this State where a first-class fiber 
can be produced. The soil and climate are suitable, and farmers are anxious 
to continue the culture, but find that it is simply impossible for us to continue 
the business under existing conditions, for the following reasons: 

'The industry is but recently established and must be enconraged in order 
to get farmers interested in the culture of flax. The labor paid for scut-h- 
ing and hackling in 3 countries is but one-half of that paid for the 
same work by our firm, e following is a fair approximate statement of 
the first cost of the product of 100 tons of green flax: 


Price paid £o farmers é “ e . $1,000 
Paid for scutching, thrashing, handling, and hackling 1,400 
Approximate total cost at mills—e— 2,400 


You will notice that of this total, five-twelfths is the raw product of the 
farmer, wholly unprotected under the provisions of the Wilson bill, while 
seven-twelfths of the amount is paid out for labor, as above stated. 

We find that for the labor paid for thrashing, scutching, etc., we pay one- 
third more than is paid in S while for hackling we pay twice as much 
as is paid there, upon which point we refer you to the attached atfidavit of 
George Anderson, who has worked in the mills of that country and many 
years at the same work at various places in this country. 

In order to place the American farmer, and also the American who scutches 
and dresses flax for the market. on an equal footing with like classes in Europe, 
itisabsolutely necessary that there be a sufficient protective tariff placed on 
both to cover at least the difference in labor paid here and abroad. 

We havo taken pains to have a large number of native-born Americans, 
uno oung men, taught the various branches of our business; and it is 

ible for them to exist upon such wages as are paid abroad. 

n this connection you will observe that a large percen of the $10 per 
el ines to the farmer is his labor, while at least from 60to 73 por cent of the 
total amount received by us for our 8 is again paid out for labor here. 
2n a this labor is thus brought in t competition with the cheap labor 
of Europe. 

To afford a sufficient protection to enable us to continue the business and 
fullv establish the industry here, we suggest the following rates: 

On hackled flax, 3 cents per pound. 

On unhackled flax. 14 cents per pound. 

On hackled and flax tow, I cent per pound. 

On all other flax tows, 1 Per pound. 

On upholsterir g tow, one- cent per pound. 

Paper-stock tow. free. 

We desire to also call yon; attention to the fact that we are compelled to 
import seed from Holland every second year for distribution among farmers. 
This seed does not come in competition with the product of American farm- 
ers, as seed must be changed in order to improve the fiber. Therefore we 
suggest that seed for the pu of sowing should be imported duty free. 
We 5 heer you to the findings of Special Agent Charles Richards 
Dodge upon nt. 

Un joubtedly Lo spinners who appear before your committee will 
that unhackled flax and tow shoul admitted duty free, because of the 
claim made by them that it is raw material. But we wish to call your atten- 
tion to the fact that these are the finished products of the farmer and of the 
American mills. and unless these be protected the industry can never be 
a in oie ae, od. 

ost respectfully subm: 

JAS. LIVINGSTON & CO. 
STATE OF MICHIGAN, County of St. Clair, ss: 

eget ya Anderson, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that he is a 
resident of Yale, St. Clair County, Mich.: that he is a flax dresser by trade, 
and is now engaged in that business; that he was born in Scotland, and moved 
from that country to Andover, Mass., about seventeen years ago; that previ- 
ous to that time he had been engaged in dressing flax at his home town in 
Scotland: that for a fall week's labor, working by the piece, and consisting 
of six full days of ten hours per day, this deponent was enabled to earn on 
the average from £1 sterling to £1 5s., or its equivalent of from 35 to $6 per 
week; that he has been constantly engaged in said work of dressing flax since 
his arrival in this country, and that earnings for the same class of work 
for a week of six days of ten hours per day, working by the piece, averages 
from $10 to $11.50 per week. 

This deponent further says that he meets fellow-workmen who have come 
to this country from Scotland, Ireland, and England at various times since 
he arrived here, and has learned from them the state of the work and the 
amount paid for labor there; that from direct information thus obtained this 
deponent states that the workmen engaged in this work are enabled to earn, 
on the average, twice. as much in w. for the same character and amount 
of labor in country as in the said foreign countries above named. 
GEORGE ANDERSON. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 19th day of 5 1897. 
HARVEY TAPPAN, 
Notary Public, St. Clair County. 


Ihave also a letter from a gentleman who, I think, is the largest 
producer of flax in the United States. He is largely interested in 
the industry, and, as it is a very short letter, I will read it: 

YALE, MICH., May 24, 1897. 

DEAR Str: Weare in receipt of yours of the lith instant. and fully note 
contents. We are very much pl to learn that you will use your influ- 
ence, when the proper time comes, to further the interest of the flax indus- 
try. The echedule as passed by the House, although not what the Western 
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men ask for, would be fairly satisfactory to us, or, in other words, the 
f OS, rates restored as the o previous to the Wilson 


a or Europe. 
have imported hundreds of tons of Canadian flax and hackled it here, then 


had from 35 to 50 por 
goods to enable them to compete with tho 
torei labor of Europe, and strongly object to the farmers and flax 
merchants having 10 per cent; and we have to com: i 

of labor and pay the same wages. 
ind m down unless a reasonable amount of a o 
them. We are the largest growers of flax for fiber in the United States, and 
will be very much pleased to furnish you any information you may desire on 
the subject. We inclose you ret tog memorial su tted to the Ways 
and Means Committee. We would like to send you samples of our flax 


an injustice, and the 
x — 5 rded 


which ht be submitted to an expert without their knowing where it was 

e feel safe in sa; there is no better for spinning purposes; in 

all the ers have usingitfor years And why W the for- 

eignen, to produce n flax? 
ours, very Y, 
JAS. LIVINGSTON & CO. 
Hon. J. C. Burrows, 
Washington, D. C. 


I ask to have inserted in the RECORD a statement by the presi- 
dent of the Minnesota Flax Company, which covers the whole 
uestion. 
A The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.CHANDLERin the chair). In 
the absence of objection, the paper will be printed in the RECORD. 
The paper is as follows: 
WASRINGTON, D. C., April 13, 1897. 
GENTLEMEN: I wish to call your attention to the inadequacy of the rates 
promi by the House tariff bill, now being considered by you, upon at least 


of the items in Schedule J, pertaining to flax, but pm 3 
not hackled or dressed, 1 cent e à and Tow o flax, retted, 1 cen 


pound.“ 
* face to my remarks, I will state that after centuries of culture, 
production, and use of flax and its textile, linen, throughout almost the whole 


and, ny de failure or absolute refusal to encourage its growth and produc- 
tion, this country has been not only negligent of DK CMM 
but wasteful to a d beyond conception. Without going into the subject 
of the oft-proven suitability of soil and climate of this country, I will state 
that in the face of every ible discouragement this industry has been es- 
tablished upon comme: bases in the States of and Minnesota, 
the former having in operasion six mills, by Messrs. James Livingston & Co., 
quarters at Yale, Mich., and the latter two mills, one at North- 

ted by the Minnesota Flax Company Minneepatis, and the 

other at Rochester, operated by Messrs. Furlow & There are, besides 
these, one fully equipped with machinery at Sioux City, Iowa (the Floyd Val- 
Flax ‘been idle for several 


encou: 
tion to eq e cost of labor here with that 
fiax is produced. f 
That you may parteny appreciate the true status of this industry as it 
exists now, and particularly as demonstrating its almost limitless possibilities 
for this country in the near future, I will say that the Minnesota Flax Com- 
pany. 1 are now working up only their second crop of flax, 
and that itis suitable for use of Belfast spinners, where the finest class of 
spinning is done. They have now in process of practical test in Belfast and 
Lisburn, Ireland, about 3.000 Pao. and have received encouraging reports, 
notwithstanding the market is more depressed ever before known. 
This, too, in the absence here of thoroughly trained or “e “labor. The 
fact is also established that the foreign market affords us a better price than 
the American. This is no doubt owing to the vastly ter variety of spin- 
ning and weaving done abroad and to the inability of the American spinners 
to pay beyond a certain price for their flax, because their spinning and weav- 
ing are as yet only of the Fag raps pace 
ith reference to my claim that the rates as named in the schedule of the 
House Ways and Means Committee are inadequate and inequitable for flax, 
I beg to offer the following: Take as a basis flax, unhackled, at 1 cent per 
pound, and retted flax tow, at I cent per pound. Unhackled flax (water. 
retted) is worth 9 cents to 10 cents per pound. This makes the du ual 
tollpercent. Unhackled flax (dew retted) is worth7 cents p poun he 
1 — par und duty is equal to 14} per cent ad valorem. tted flax tow 
is also worth now about 7 cents per pound. This makes the duty equal to 14} 
per cent ad valorem. Now, the hemp schedule is assuredly none too high; 
yet compare the flax ra as above, with them: Hemp. hackled, known as 
line of hemp,’ or‘ dressed line,’ $50 per ton; this is equal to 33} per cent, as the 
market price is$150perton. Hemp, $25 per ton (lj cents pound); market price 
for this April 1 was $75 to $95 per ton, or 3} cents to 4} cents per pound; the 
ad valorem upon this is 33} per cent to 25 per cent, according to price, or, we 
will say, an average of 29 per cent. Tow of hemp, not carded, 1 cent per 
pound; price, 3} cents, equal to 29} per cent. 


RECAPITULATION: 


Hackled, 3 cents per pound (dew retted).. 
Unhackled, 1 cent per pound er retted 


Unhackled, 1 cent per pound (dew retted) 14 
He Retted tow, 1 cent per pound — 14 
ES 
ackled, 2} cents per n. E N E IP IRAE SRARS E N 334 
Unbncklod, Hu OMS re pound.. 


Tow, 1 cent per pound. 


Without taking into consideration the greater amount of expert labor re- 
quired to produce unhackled or scutched flax, as compared with unhackled 
bemp, it will be seen that an injustice has been done to flax, and I beg that 


you amend the flax schedule to read: 
923. Flax, not hackled or dressed, 2 cents per pound. 
Flax. ed, known as dressed line.“ £ cents per pound. 


Su. „ hack 
8325. XXX tow of retted flax, cents per pound. 


If these rates are ad the percentages would then onl: using 
basis the prices Heels die ys ^ 


Hackled, known as dressed line” 
Unhackled 


These rates would be practically the same as hemp, and would fairly equal- 
ize them, as well as being a step in the direction toward aiding us to continue 
to pay the scale of wages we now do, this scale being from 100 per cent to 300 
per cent higher than are paid in foreign . As another 
reason for asking you to advance the rates upon u ed flax and retted 
flax tows, is to prevent the repetition of fr&udulent undervaluations and 
efforts to import "rou hed" or only partly hackled flax as “scutched " or 
unhackled flax, which I am Eae has been done. Icould fur- 
nish other arguments, if —Ó t I trust those I have enumerated will 
be sufficient. But you must also be impressed with the rness of even 


meage 
the highest rates I have named as affording only slight protection to our 


industry. 

Earnestly soliciting your favorable consideration of and action upon my 
petition, I to subscribe myself, 

Very truly, yours, 
S. H. WARDEN. 
President Minnesota Flaz Company, Minneapolis, ‘Minn. 
The COMMITTEE ON FINANCE, 
United States Senate. 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, since there has been so much 
comment on platforms and so much criticism of votes, which pro- 
duce the same result, but si Shao different motives, I think it 
well to call attention to icago platform of last year, 1896, 
the last declaration of the Democratic party. I think it is in exact 
point upon the question whether a tariff should be equally dis- 
tributed and protection should be extended to all. Iread from 
the platform: 


We hold that the tariff duties should be levied for purposes of revenue, 
such duties to be so adjusted as to operate equally throughout the country 
and not discriminate between class or section, and that taxation should be 
3 by the needs of the Government honestly and economically admin- 


When I am told that a duty on woolen cloth with wool on the 
free list is in accordance with that platform, I must say that if 
such a declaration is true, my knowledge of the English language 
is very defective. That would certainly discriminate against the 
peop e en: in agriculture and those scm. ete manufactures, 

t would discriminate between classes and between sections, 
ufacturers are a class and farmers are a class. The labor of 
one is entitled to as much protection as the other. There is 
nothing peculiarly sacred about the labor in the manufacturing 
cities of the East which would cause it to be protected while thé 
labor upon a farm is not protected, but is on the free list. Isaya 
tax that will protect the labor engaged in the manufacturing of 
woolen cloth and refuse to protect the labor engaged in the rais- 
ing of sheep and producing wool is an unjust discrimination; it is 
unfair. So I might say with regard to many other articles. 

I care not for a man’s motives, whether he votes for a protective 
tariff to produce revenue or whether he votes for the same pro- 
tective tariff to produce protection. If it results in the same 
thing, I take his vote, if it is according to my way of thinking, no 
matter what his motive may be. It is all nonsenso to talk about 
motives in regard to this bill. It is like the idea of a man commit- 
ting murder with his eyes open, shooting a man and 4m] that 
his motive is to save his soul, or something of that kind, and 
another one's motive is that his soul may be damned. I think the 
moral folly in each case would be about the same. I do not think 
there is much difference. 

It is established beyond controversy, d by all parties, that 
there shall bea tariff , and that the tariff shall be levied in the 
main spon competitive articles, because Democrats and Repub- 
licans from time immemorial have as a rule put on the free list 
those articles which we do not produce in this country and on the 
protective list those that we do produce in competition with other 
countries. That has been the rule. Sometimes the Republicans 
have put on the free list articles that ought to be on the protective 
list, and they have made an unjust discrimination, and the Dem- 
ocrats have done the same; but I speak of the general rule. It is 
the consensus of opinion that we shall have a protective tariff. 

The Wilson Act was a protective tariff measure. It has been 
suggested that it was defective, because it made a discrimination 
against wool and did not protect everything that ought to have 
been protected. That was a defect in it; but it did not go to the 
general theory and general framework of the bill as a protective 
measure, The discussion during the long hot days of the sum- 
mer session in which that bill was passed was as to how much 
the article would bear, what degree of protection was n a 
The whole discussion was as to whether the protection would be 
sufficient and how it would be effective. And the discussion on 
this bili has been, from beginning to end, how the particular 


tariff would affect the production of the article, whether it would 
be a monopoly, whether it would be wrong, whether it wonld be 
excessive, whether it would be prohibitory, or whether it would 
be protective and still allow competition and raise revenue. 
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I believe the generaltheory, according to the discussions on both 
sides of the Chamber, is the same. Both sides want protection, 
and neither will say that they want prohibition. None of them 
want a prohibitory tariff. In other words, they say they do not 
want to build a Chinese wall around this country, but they want 
commerce, and consequently they must levy a tariff so that there 
can be some competition. That is agreed to by both sides, and 
they go on discussing the question upon the particular article. 

Isay that so long as the theory is assented to that we shall have 
a protective tariff, and so long as the parties act upon that theory, 
itis absurd to bring in the free-trade theory and propose to put 
some article on the free list and thus discriminate agaist the 
section of the country where that article is produced. hen my 
friend from South Carolina wanted a tariff on cotton for the pur- 
pose of reaching the Egyptian staple cotton that is competing 
with it, he was representing his section properly and rightfully, 
and when we ask in the West for a tax on those articles that are 
peculiar to our section of the country, we are simply seeking to 
have the principles of the Chicago platform carried out and ask- 
ing that there shall be no discrimination against class or section. 

tt is not worth while to try to make an issue between the two 
parties on the tariff. There is no issue between them, and has 
not been since the theory of free trade was given up. Every ef- 
fort that is made to place upon the free list an article that is pro- 
duced in this country in competition with other countries is made 
in favor of discrimination and against the Chicago platform. If 
we could levy a tariff that could reach all competitive articles 
and be such as to produce revenue and make foreign trade, it 
would stand; every section would agree to it. The difficulty 
about our tariffs is that they are unjust. Take the matter of 
hides. All farmers raise some cattle and produce hides. That is 
done with American labor. But, it is said, there is some theory 
that must be followed, and you shall not protect that class of 
American labor. I want to know why it is not just as beneficial 
to the Government of the United States to have laborers in the 
fields as it is to have them in the cities? 

It is a violation of the principle of equality which makes tariffs 
distasteful. Youhaveagreed all around to have a protective tariff. 
Now make it honest and protect all sections alike, as declared in 
the Chicago platform, and your tariff will stand. It is idle to at- 
tempt to make a national issue on the protective question when 
there is no issue between the parties, I know that there is a 
temptation to grab, to get undue protection on some articles, and 
to make discriminations. The legitimate fight here is upon dis- 
criminations, and both parties profess to be against discrimina- 
tion. You can not make a national issue out of the tariff any 
more since free trade was abandoned; the planks are substantially 
thesame, and all attempts to make them different by using differ- 
ent language to mean the same thing are futile. 

The great issue is whether the people of the United States shall 
have money with which to do business and with which to buy, 
so that they can buy the products of the manufacturers and the 
products of the farms and prosper again, or whether a corner on 
the money of the world shall be continued and civilization merci- 
lessly destroyed—whether a few men organized in London with a 
branch in the city of New York shall take from the people their 
circulating medium and make slaves of them. That is the issue. 
That is the issue in the Chicago platform, and that issue can not 
be superseded. Six and a half million people declared that that 
was the issue, and they meant it; and it has been reenforced by 
hundreds of thousands since, and they mean it. 

The Chicago platform is the platform of a party marching on. 
It declares for an honest tariff without discrimination. I am in 
favor of such a tariff, levied to protect all interests alike, and a 
tariff which shall produce revenue. The labor in one section is as 
much entitled to protection as in another. I am in favor of that 
kind of a tariff, and I hope that we shall get it. But whether we get 
it or not, when this bill passes the tariff as an issue will be a thing 
of the past. The question has been agitated for a hundred years. 
We haye had good times and bad times under high tariffs and low 
tariffs. There may be great injustice in the tariffs in the way of 
discriminations, but it can not be sufficient to mark the line be- 
tween prosperity and universal depression. 

In every instance when we had universal depression in this 
country we had acontraction of the money yolume. Every panic 
has been produced by a contraction of the money volume. There 
never has been prosperity under contraction in any country on 
earth. When prices are falling, business is necessarily stagnant, 
hope is removed, opportunities are lost. When prices are s 
1 0 universally follows, and the world is full of hope. 

ive that hope, let prices rise, let the people again have opportu- 
nities, and they will produce wealth. They will make this coun- 
try prosperous, and happy, and wealthy under any tariff. 

ith continually falling prices, decay is inevitable. History 
marks that. Trace the history of every country, and it will show 
that the period of its decay was the period of contraction of the 
money volume and falling prices. The period of growth and pros- 
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perity of every country has been a period of expansion and rising 
prices. The difference between bad times and good times is 
marked by the line of falling prices on the one hand and rising 
priceson the other. Withrising prices, labor can beconverted into 
money by producing property and selling it for money and by 
selling the labor direct. hen prices are falling, the production 
of property bylaboris idle, Effort will not pay, and consequently 
effart ceases and man starves. à 

The great issue stands out before usin bold relief. The coun- 
try is divided on it, the platform is formed, and the people have 
placed themselves in array of battle. They now understand what 
ails them, and they are marching into line. Any issue that you 
can form, like the tariff, that will make A or B rich or poor, but can 
not effect a general result, will be ignored in the grand struggle. 

Let this tariff bill pass, and let the country see how impotent it 
is to restore prosperity while the iron grasp of contraction is par- 
alyzing the enterprise of the country. Iam in favorof its speedy 
passage, and I am in favor of having it in about any shape that 
the Republicans want it, so as to take from them the last particle 
of excuse. Do not let them tell us that they did not have a chance 
toproduce prosperity. They will have the chance; they have the 
votes; they have the nsibility, and let them, if they can, re- 
deem their pledges by tinkering with the tariff. It will be idle. 
That is my view about the bill. Having said this much, I think 
Iam properly understood. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I believe the matter 
under consideration in the Senate is whether we shall have a tax 
of 1j cents or 3 cents upon paragraph 322 of the flax schedule. 
There are a few propositions which have been presented by differ- 
ent Senators, however, during the progress of this debate that I 
think I must take a minute or two to reply to. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] who has just taken 
his seat declares that he is in favor of protection; that he wants 
it uniform and wants everybody to have an equal benefit. Now, 
my understanding is that if by protection given to an individual 
he sells his product in the market at a better price than he would 
get otherwise, he gets an advantage by it. 

I think that a protective tariff to be of any benefit whatever 
must necessarily and essentially be unfair. It must be for the 
benefit of certain people and against the interests of the masses. 
Whenever the Senator should succeed in having an ideal protect- 
ive tariff, such as he would like to have, and makes it operate 
equally on everybody, then no one on the face of the earth would 
care anything about it, because nobody would get any benefit of 
5 — s reason why it is advocated now is because somebody gets 
& benefit. 

I am opposed to a protective tariff because I do not believe that 
there is any power vested constitutionally in Congress or any- 
where else to levy a tax upon the people of this country except 
for public purposes alone. I believe that Justice Miller, in an 
often-quoted sentence, used in a case that is well known to every- 
body, spoke the literal and exact truth of the constitutional power, 
and, as it deserves to live in the minds of the American people 
everywhere, I will read the quotation. Judge Miller said: 


Tolay with one hand the power of the Government on the property of the 
citizen and with the other bestow it on private individuals toaid private en- 
terprises and build up private fortunes is none the less robbery becaus? it is 
done under the forms of law and is called taxation. This is not legislation; 
it is a decree under legislative forms. 


In more literal and exact truth a great principle was never enun- 
ciated by 4 great Republican judge. I believe that that is the 
truth, and hence I am opposed to protective tariffs everywhere. 

The Senator from New Hampihire [Mr. CHANDLER] a few min- 
utes ago catechised several Senators as to whether they believe a 
statement of mine made on yesterday is correct. I willread m 
expression: " 

Mr. President, there is no question that whenever a tariff duty is imposed 
on a raw material which enters into a manufacture there must be a compen- 


sation allowed to the manufaeturer for the increased prices he must pay for 
his raw material. 


Of course, if we expect that manufacturer to stand on an even 
footing with other manufacturers, if our American manufacturer 
is not to be handicapped, if we are not to impose any hardships 
and burdens upon him, we must compensate him for whatever 
burdens we put upon the material he uses. If it is right and 
proper that burdens shall be imposed upon manufacturers, and 
that our manufacturers shall behandicapped and rendered unable 
to compete with other manufacturers in the world, if that is the 
purpose of Congress, then, of course, it is proper enough that there 
pea be qo compensation for a tax levied upon them by a tariff of 
that sor 

I used that expression, Mr. President,to show that I am opposed 
tothelevy of a tax upon raw materials. You can not handicap 
our manufacturers by levying taxes of that sort without compen- 
sating them equally somewhere else. It is, as I said yesterday, & 
plain matter of common sense, as it seems to me. 
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While I am unalterably M ren to a protective tariff, I do not 


believe in revolution. I believe that these old moss-grown iniq- 
uities ought to be removed, but they must be removed one by one. 
You can not take down a brick wall with safety by beginning atthe 
bottom. You must take the bricks off the top. You must remove 
the taxes upon the raw materials first and lower the taxes on the 
marufactured products step by step, degree by degree, until you 
have been able to take away the whole of the system. It can not 
be done otherwise. ie 
lam not in favor of destroying any interest. I have said that 
again and again. When a system has been in vogue for thirty 
years, when we have been maintaining it. and have encouraged 
people to invest money in manufactures that have been kept up 
and that have grown up under high protection, I do not believe it 
is right that we should revolutionize the whole of that thing in an 
hour. I believe that time ought to be given for American in- 
terests to adjust themselves to changes in the law. Hence I am 
in favor, and earnestly in favor, of having raw materials free. I 
think it is a simple impossibility to talk about beginning your 
stem of taxation by taxing raw materials that enter into every- 


Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator a question there? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Referring to his figure of taking down the 
tariff edifice by beginning at the top, brick by brick, until it is all 

ne, I wish to ask the Senator whether he believes that that can 

accomplished in this country without reducing the wages of 
labor in a branches of industry down to the rates that prevail in 
foreign countries?. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. All of this, Mr. President, do I most 
devoutly believe. There is no sort of question in my mind that 
the American laborers can hold their own nne any labor on 
the face of the green earth. On account of the intelligence, the 
superior manhood, the greater tact, the — energy, the high- 
paa, high-fed American laborer can hold his own against the 
aborer anywhere. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, if the Senator— 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Let me finish answering this ques- 
tion before the Senator starts another. If the Senator had done 
me the honor yesterday to have looked at some tables I put in the 
Recorp—I think it was Lese PR the enormous in- 
crease in industrial enterprise in this country as compared with 
Great Britain and Germany for the last twenty or thirty years, he 
would have seen the reasons for my belief, He would have under- 
stood that, while our manufacturers pay a man $3 per day in this 
country, whereas on the other side of the water he is paid 51.50, 
perhaps, in some countries, and 75 cents in others, the product of 
the American's labor is so much greater than the product of the 
labor of any ignorant, narrow-minded, half-fed, and half-clothed 
foreigner with whom he competes that it exceeds the product of 
the foreigner in a much larger ratio than his wages exceed the 
ratio of wages paid to the man on theotherside. Hence the labor 
cost of the particular fabric in this country is less than it is on the 
other side. 

This is not the case in every single instance, but it is the case 
as arule,as I believe. Ido not believe the American laborers are 
any more in danger of being overrun or driven out of their busi- 
ness because there is not some unjust system of taxation to enable 
their employers to take money unjustly and unfairly out of the 
pockets of other people than I believe the moon is made of green 
cheese, : 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then, Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Arkansas yield to the Senator from New-Hamp- 
shire? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand the Senator to maintain that 
the whole fabric of protection as it has existed can be abandoned, 
and yet our manufacturers, capitalists, and laborers can continue 
to prosper with a rate of wages of labor in this country substan- 
tially twice what itis in European countries. That is the Sena- 
tor's faith and belief, is it? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is my belief. The wages in 
England to-day, after they have been on a free-trade basis for half 
a century, are higher than they are anywhere on the Continent, 
where they have had protection all the time. I believe protection 
can be abandoned and yet the high wages maintained. e reason 
why the wages have been maintained in spite of your high taxes 
is because of the labor organizations. The effort has been made 
again and again to drive down the prices of labor. They are be- 
ing notified to-day by members of the Senate that the prices of labor 
must go down; and yet you are proposing to raise tariffs higher 
than ever known before on the face of the earth. I venture the 
prediction now, if the bill passes (as it seems likely to do, looking 
at the solid phalanx that the Republican caucus has been able to 
organize for its support), and if the conference committee on the 
part of the Senate practically yield all the amendments that they 
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have made and restore the outrageous rates, as it seems to me, 
that were in the Dingley bill, that the bill itself will absolutely 
destroy protection as a system. But I am not in favor of doing 
evil that good may come. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iappreciate his high compliment to the in- 

nuity and effective industry of the American workingmen, but 

should like to know whether a man at $2 a day will shovel twice 
as much coal as a man at $1 a day. That is the essence of the 
Senator's philosophy. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is not as much difference as 
the Senator thinks, but Iaccept his illustration. I have seen that, 
Mr. President, more times than one in my life, and I have been in 
many positions in life. Any man who feels that it is a square 
thing and that he has a fair share in What he is doing, works with 
a better will, with more force, vim, and energy, than a man who 
believes that his labor is being forced out of him by unjust laws 
and by advantage being taken of him by the man for whom he 
works. Men do better labor, they do more efficient labor, even 
when handling coal, when they believe they are fairly and well 
paid than when they believe they are not well paid; and this is 
especially the case where they are well fed, as against the men 
who are not well fed and who are not well clad. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is no sort of doubt that the American 
workman is, and always will be, the best workman in the world; 
but where the foreigner tends six and eight machines, no Ameri- 
can workman, however skillful, can attend twice that many, no 
matter what his rate of wages might be, even if he should receive 
twenty-five times as much. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The truth is, the man who gets a 
dollar a day does not attend as many machines as the other man. 
Tam glad of the Senator's suggestion, and before we get through 
with this debate I will present a comparative statement I have, 
showing the number of spindles that are attended by a spinner in 
Great Britain in comparison with those attended by the spinners 
in the Senator’s own State. The comparison is one to make any 
man proud of his American citizenship, of the American system, 
and of the practice in American institutions. 

It will show that the American superintends almost twice as 
many spindles in many industries as the spinner does in England, 
while the American does not get twice the wages. If a tariff is 
going to raise the wages of the laboring people, why has it not 
raised the rate of wages in France, in Austria, and in Germany, 
where they have had high taxes from time immeinorial? Why is 
it that in free-trade England, where they have had no tariff for 
half a century, the wages of labor are twice as high as are paid on 
the Continent? This shows; plainly and distinctly that the rate 
of wages does not come from the tariff. The rate of wages paid in 
this country comes from the efficiency of labor and comes from the 
superiority of the American laborer, who simply understands his 
rights and will not be imposed upon to an unreasonable extent. 
He will not have his wages driven down to too low a point. 

There is a poiut beyond which American labor can not be driven. 
You can herd European laborers, and by armed forces and parks 
of artillery you can compel them to submit to exactions that the 
American artisan will not submit to. He would prefer to pour 
out his blood like water, and leave his wife and obiaren to strug- 
gle with what is to come hereafter, rather than tosubmit to exac- 
tions that go beyond the limitation of his endurance. Men who 
are not so well fed, men who have not the high aspirations and the 
manliness and dignity that Americans have, may submit to such 
wrongs, but Americans will not submit to them. 

There is one thing I want to say just here. The Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Bacon] a short time ago, in the course of a speech, 
spoke of the constant reference to compensatory duties as being 
an attack upon him. Ihave not looked upon it in that light, and 
I want to say that in my discussion as to compensatory duties I 
am notattacking that Senator. It is a feature of this economic 
subject that we can not avoid discussing; it is bound to bo dis- 
cussed, and I propose to discuss it somewhat now: but I want the 
Senator from Georgia to understand that when I discuss it I am 
ap discussing him or alluding to him or making any attack upon 

im. 

When, the day that this proposition was made to ai a 20 per 
cent tax on cotton, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] gave a 
number of reasons why it should not be adopted, and after he got 
through I took the floor and, after making a number of state- 
ments, I used this language: 

But, Mr. President, in my opinion there is another substantial reason why 
the gentlemen who are advocating these high rates of tax will be in favor of 
a tariff on cotton. They know perfectly well that it will not increase the 
price of cotton one iota. While they make a pretense of protecting Ameri- 
can cotton growers, they know they will get no benefit from it whatever; 
that when tax is puton cotton and when an American mill isasking hera 


for the tection ni to enable it to make its business profitable, this 
commi ro got through with the cotton schedule, will pro to 
to compensate for the Eat on the raw 

t it? o will 


tho argument proceed agains answer 
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e of this country who raise cot- 


that no benefit whatever comes to the 
i the answer: But there is a pro- 


ton; that it will not raise the price. Here 
vision for a tariff of 20 per cent, or so much a pound, which is to increase the 
cost of the raw material to the spinners, and therefore they must have the 
rate of taxation serene pr just so much above what was necessary for 
them to have before the ta was puton. They get a substantial benefit in 
that respect. 

Mr, President, we know that the whole system of protection is 
based upon the idea that you must put a tax on the raw material, 
and then a compensatory tax on the very first thing that is manu- 
factured out of the raw material. When the second commodity 
is used as a raw material in another enterprise, there must be 
another compensating tax upon that. So it runs from the bottom 
to the top, clear through the whole system. They are interlaced 
with each other from top to bottom, from the beginning to the 
end, without a single exception. 

We know that this is so. We know that it has been the practice 
of Senators on the other side—and I gave that as a reason why we 
on this side ought not to vote for these taxes on raw material, be- 
cause we knew this thing would be done. I say frankly, as I said 
at that time, the other side know that this 20 per cent tax on cotton 
is not going to handicap their manufacturers a particle; it is not 
going to raise the price of cotton a bit; the priceof cotton will be 
the same in Liverpool as before; but they will make a pretext of 
it; they will avail themselves of the pretense that there is an in- 
creased cost of the raw material to put an increased tax on the 
manufactured product. "Theresultwillbe,asIundertooktoshow, 
that our people will get no benefit from the tax on cotton, but they 
will carry a burden to compensate for what is claimed to be for 
their benefit. On yesterday, when another question was before 
the Senate, I illustrated that by calling attention to the condition 
of the wool trade and the wool tariff. 

The Senator from Nevada (Mr. STEWART] a short time ago said 
that the wool schedule in the present law was in no sense a com- 

liance with the Democratic platform adopted four years before. 

erhapsit was not; but there can be no denying the fact that 40 
per cent tax on woolen goods is a better and more equitable tax 
than a tax of 35 cents a pound specific and 50 per cent ad valorem 
in addition thereto, and a tax ranging from 40 to 100 and 120 per 
cent, and in some instances to 150 per cent, is a tax less to be en- 
dured than a tax of 40 per cent. I would not vote, if I had the 
making of a tariff bill, for a tax of 40 per cent upon woolens; but 
I would rather have a tax of 40 per cent than a tax of 100 per cent. 

To reply to another point made by the Senator from Georgia, 
while I might bein favor of absolute free trade on some particular 
things that might be proposed here, I would rather have a tax of 
one-half of What is 1 by the bill than to take the whole rate 
proposed by the bill. 

Mr. President, I agree very decidedly with the Senator from 
Minnesota Mr. Davis] when he said some time since that there 
is no industry in this country so much depressed as agriculture. 
He was making an appeal for a ge tax upon flax, the very 

ound work, the very raw material, out of which a number of 

ings are manufactured which are absolutely necessary in the 
domestic life of our people. If that were done, what would be the 
result? There would be a few flax manufacturers here and there 
who would be able to sell their flax at a higher price than they can 
sell it now; but, following the course always followed by the Re- 
publican party, there would be a compensating tax, compensating 
over and over again. Whatever protection was put on raw flax 
would be compensated for once, twice, thrice, and possibly four 
times before the product went to the individual user. So, after 
all, it is a shrewd device, a cunningly concocted scheme, to levy 
taxes upon the masses for the benefit of the few. 

I have in my hand asworn statement, made by a reputable busi- 
ness man in New York, and I have some quotations from a state- 
ment made by him, published in the Journalof Commerce. Here 
is his affidavit: - 

Joseph L. Frame, being duly sworn, deposes and says: I have been continu- 
ously engaged in the business of buying, selling, and handling linens for 
thirty-five years, and am perfectly familiar with the character and kinds of 
such goods which are most ly in use in this country. The foregoingstate- 
ment is made from calculations based on goods which are only articles of 
common daily use; the items are not selected pesos. but area true and 


fair exhibit of consecutive eel goods of the same class, and this state- 
ment does not contain any items or articles which are of only small or occa- 


sional consumption. 
JOSEPH L. FRAME. 
Sworn to before me this 2d day of June, 1897. 
WALTER R. JO. 


[SEAL.] d JONES, 
Notary Public, Kings County. 
Certificate tiled in New York County. | 
This statement is interesting, Mr. President. It is headed, 
* Statement showing the equivalent ad valorem rates of ud on 
linen goods in common use under the proposed Senate bill of 
compound specific and ad valorem duties; also comparative rates 
under House bill." 
This is a comparison between the House bill and the Senate 
bill. It is not a comparison with the present law; itis not acom- 
parison with what is fair and right, but a comparison between 


the bill as it came from the House and the Senate bill as it stands 
here now. It is as follows: - 


Senate 
: 8 cents 
Ad valo- | rate, 11 persq. 


Ordinary cream linen for sheeting 
san pillowcases, butcher and apron 
nen: 


Per cent.| Per cent.| Per cent. 
No.1. 2 40 T 71 


5 
Tailors duck for lining coats and 
closing uses; 
0. 1. 


JJ. ͤͤ KK 
Brown hollands for staying and linin 
in clothing, trunk linings, and auk 
ae ae 
0. 1.. = 


These items of taxation in many of the linens of the cheaper sort, 
the kind which enters into general use among the people of the 
country, are increased more than 100 per cent, showing that the 
Senate committee has already increased the rates enormously. 
There is nothing which so well illustrates that as the sample the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] a few minutes ago exhibited 
to the Senate, an article of table damask, which would carry a tax 
of over 109 per cent—an enormous increase over the present law. 
. Iholdin my hand a letter written by W. B. Cunningham, an 
importer, who says: x 

809 BROADWAY, NEW YORK, June 1, 1897. 
Senator JAMES K. JONES, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sin: Regarding Schedule J in the proposed tariff bill: 
Jute carpeting.—The duties proposed are extraordinarily high—far higher 
than even the McKinley-bill rate of 6 cents per square yard— 


This is a cheap class of carpeting— 


which was prohibitory on certain grades of jute e 
The proposed rates, viz, 5 cents per square yard and r cent ad valorem 
on goods costing 15 cents per square yard and under, and 10 cents per square 
yard and 85 per cent ad valorem on costing over 15 cents per square 
vard, would be prohibitory on all es of jute carpeting. I trust. there- 
ore, you will succeed in reducing the proposed rates to not over the McKin- 
E rate of 6 cents per square ya: = 
inclose a comparative statement of duties on a shipment of jute carpet- 
ing I received here lately. 


This is the part of the statement to which I desire to call special 
attention: 


The net invoice cost of the goods was £499 9s. 5d., $2,431, on which 1 paid 


20 Be cent duty, $486.20. 

me of these goods could not have been aporo under the McKinley 
rate of 6 cents per square yard, as the duty would have been so high, neart 
double. Importations of all such goods would be sto under the posed 
Senate rates, which, as the statement shows, are extraordinaril ak. viz, 
275 per cent higher than present rate of duty and 162) per cent higher than 
the McKinley rate. 


I shall not read the whole of the letter, but will have it printed 
in the RECORD with my remarks. 
The remainder of the letter is as follows: 


In the hearings and statements submitted to the Ways nnd Means Com- 
mittee, as published in Schedule J. the Lamond & Robertson Company (man- 
ufacturers of due carpeting at Paterson, N. J.) state in 3 ot 
their letter: The McKinley tariff rate, 6 cents per square yi on manufac- 
tured carpet, would suit us much better than what we have asked for." Ac- 
cording to that,6 cents per square yard would be ample protection, and that 
carpet manufacturing concern would be pleased and satistied with the McKin- 
ley rate. Lamond & Robertson also stated, G cents per square yard would 
be really a protection of about 50 per cent ad valorem," and 4 cents per 
mur Hai would be, at least, a protection of about 34 per cent ad valorem,” 
whic at 


ting, viz. low grades. 


rely a high enough rate of duty tocharge on a poor man's carpet; 
yet the new rates p are very much 3233 higher than the Ameri- 
can manufacturers of jute carpeting asked for. 


Yours, very truly, WX. B. CUNNINGHAM. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will now read thestatement which 


accompanies the letter. It is as follows: 
Statement showing present rate of duty on jute carpeting, McKinley rate, and 
proposed Senate rates, 
aii ago per steamship Douro from Hull to New York, imported by Wil- 
liam Cunningham, New York, marked B. Co. No. 204—315. Net invoice 
cost, £499 0s, 5d. — $2.431." 
Square yards, 13,579. 
Duty as at present (paid on above),20 per cent ad valorem............ $486. 20 
Meller rate, 6 cents per square — 75 on 13.579 square yards........ 814.74 


As against 8486.20 at this time; and yet some of the Senators 
who have been making speeches here to-day seem to think it would 
have been the wisest 17 0 possible for us not to have disturbed 
the McKinley law. but to let it stand on the statute book, and not 
to have passed the Wilson law, because, forsooth, it did not give 
them all they wanted. 

The statement continues as follows: 


Proposed new (Senate) rates. 
Bquare yards. — Net value. 
1,023. $613, at 5 cents per square yard and 35 per cent in 827.00 


88 1,818, at 10 cents per square yard and 35 per cent 
13,579 2,41 
uals 275 per cent h 


her than Ment rate of duty; and equals 162} per 
cent higher than McKinley rate of duty. 3 
Above shipment contained a average, of various grades, of jute car- 
ting. Ifastatement were e up solely on the lowest priced g , under 
he proposed rates, the opem ide duty would be very much higher, but 
even the above shows that the rates proposed on jute carpeting are prohib- 


itory. 
WM. B. CUNNINGHA M. 


I have here another letter from the same firm, which I will 
print with my remarks, so that Senators may see the statement 
made by these gentlemen who are engaged in this trade and who 
know what they are talking about. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

900 BROADWAY, New York. 


DEAR SIR: Regarding Schedule J in the propose tariff bill: 

Jute 2 paragraph 339, plain woven fabrics of single jute yarns) in 
the proposed bill are entered for a bigh rate of duty, viz, three-fourths of a 
cnt per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem, equal to about 30 per cent ad 
valorem. At present such goods are on the free list, and as they are largely 
used for agricultural products (wheat, corn, oats, flour, bran, peanuts, etc.), 
it would be a boon to the 8 if such goods were continued on the 
free list, or only a small duty, say one-half cent per pound, imposed for 


small quantity of burlaps are produced at two pue in California, 

anda pm manufacturing concern, which, I am informed, em- 
pore hineselaborers. It seems absurd to impose a high duty to protect con- 
and Chinese labor. 

The amount of burla uced in Californiais very small compared with 
the requirements of the ific Coast. The bulk of the goods there are 
imported from abroad, while all the burlaps used by bag manufacturers in 
the Fast, South, Middle, and Northwestern States are imported from abroad. 
There is no trust or combination among the bag manufacturers, and nothing 
of the sort among burlap importers—nothing but keenest competition 
among bag manufacturers and burlap importers—so any reduction or aboli- 
tion of the proposed rate of duty would be clear gain to the consumers. 


Yours, very truly, WM. B. CUNNINGHAM. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have also a long article taken from 
the Journal of Commerce and Commercial Bulletin of New York, 
being a discussion of this schedule. It is carefully analyzed and 
considered maturely, and shows the iniquities of this proposition 
clearly and strongly. I shall not ask the Senate to listen to me 
whilst I read it, but I shall insert it in my remarks in the RECORD, 
s that Senators who desire to do so may examine it at their 

eisure. 

The article referred to is as follows: 


EXCESSIVE DUTIES ON LINENS—IMPORTERS CONCERNED REGARDING THE 
EFFECTS ON THEIR BUSINESS—THE PROPOSED RATES, WHICH RUN IN SOME 
INSTANCES BEYOND 100 PER CENT, ARE, IT IS CLAIMED, PROHIBITORY, AND 
ARE UNNECESSARY, SINCE THERE IS NO LINEN INDUSTRY TO PROTECT AND 
NO PROBABILITY OF THE DEVELOPMENT OF ONE. 


Im rs of linens are much concerned regarding the effects on their busi- 
ess should the duties proposed by the Senate Finance Committee be adopted. 
"The present duty on linens is the uniform one of 35 per cent, while under the 
compound duties proposed in the Senate bill (30 per cent ad valorem and an 
additional charge varying from 14 cents to l cents per square yard, according 
to count) duties on ordinary importations, it is figured, range (with the ex- 
ception of fine shirting linens, which remain at 35 per cent) from the equiva- 
-lent of 50 per pues to9J per cent, and in the instance of common cream damask 
to 109 per cent. 
The im rters claim that these rates are prohibitive and unnecessary, 
since, with the exception of cheap crash toweling and the crash for bicycle 
and similar suitings, for which a sudden demand sprang up last season, there 
is, they assert, no linen manufacturing 3 to protect. No recent 
official figures are available to show the extent of the linen industry in this 
country. The census of 1890 places the number of linen 5 
establishments at three, comparing with five in 1880; their combined capi 
at 589, comparing with .800; and the value of the yearly product at 
$54 be nst $002,451 in 1880. f 

Mr. J. L. Frame, of the Brookfleld Linen Company, and secretary of the 
Linen Association of New York, said when questioned yesterday by a repre- 
sentative of this journal regarding the effects of the pro duties: 

* We object to the extraordinary rates on goods which are in common use 
and such as comprise the largest part of the importation of the trade, and 
because the increased cost is so great it would be im: ible to work our 

ces up to it within any redsonable time. The effect of the proposed rates, 
consequence of the sudden c e from one rate of specife duty to another 
nearly twoand a half times more, is to the price so suddenly as to throw 


the articles affected out of consumption. and would necessitate the business 
being done in fewer fabrics, 55 selected as being the least affected by 
those rates. We feel it would curtadl our business and cause increased com- 
petition in those fabrics which it might still be possible to import. 

In the pro Senate bill on the goods that are over 13) threads there 
is an advance from 3 cents per square yard to 7 cents per square yard, being 
almost two anda half times as much. Tho result is that on ths ordinary 

oods taken in the consecutive lines the price is raised from 58 per cent of 
uty to 99 per cent of duty. 

“ The percentage of increased cost to the consumer on such linens as are 
in ordinary household use and are used as raw materials by makers of cloth- 
ing and in ladies’ costumes will run from 18 per cent to 49 per cent, and in 
the majority of instances closely approaches the entire duty now paid under 
the present Wilson bill. 


"COMPARATIVE PRICES OF ORDINARY TMPORTATIONS. 


“ The following table shows the comparative prices of ordinary linen goods, 
such as are articles of common use in the 8 and as . tor 
makers of men's clothing and ladies’ costumes, under the present tariff rate 
of 35 per cent and the proposed new tariff rate of 30 per cent plus a square- 


ard duty of 1} cents to 10 cents a square yard, and show also the equiva- 
ent rate per cént of the new duties and the percentage of advance caused 
thereby: : 
Kronen ns B In- 
price a ate, 
85 per e 2 cost to 
cen con- 
duty. tariff. sumer. 
Cents. Cents. | Per cent.| Per t. 
Bleached heavy linen, used for aprons 20 00 is P 
Wahn AS ?4 574 20 
Cream heavy linen, for butchers’ 14 17 71 25 
aprons and used as pillow linen and 20 240 t 2 
e e ie ieee wl » m 
ow linen,ordinary medium quality. 45 55 70 22 
Tailors’ duck, for lining in coats and 2j 15 60 2 
general clothing purposes. 14 19} 9 36 
Brown holland, for lining and staying 13 1%} 70 21 
in men's clothing 19 E^] 61 21 
The next quality, by reason of slightly 
finer count and paying a higher 
square-yard rate, and all above it 
would be prohibited from use........ 28} 99 424 
Clothiers’ padding for interlining in 
men's clothing --1.-. 5.22. ll cesa p nt 70 25 
7 2 
Black canvas, for ladies’ skirt lining. | 19 12 66 20 
5| B $5 8B 
Brown linen, for ladies’ shirt waists H ; 
and costumes n Bl en = 
TH 6T 21 
Glass-cloth toweling and kitchen tow- | 8} 10 60 19 
eb. oa E E eie 8} 66 20 
10 111 60 17 
195 20 109 49 
Cream damask and bleached damask En 421 57 14 
of qualities in common household 50 63 s3 82 
% AA 15 921 70 Zt 
100 120 20 


“The above are fair examples of goods in common everyday use. It will 
be noticed that the increased cost to the consumer in many cases is equal to 
a large part of all the former duty of 35 per cent, and in scme instances this 
increase is more than the entire duty under the present tariff. 

In the foregoing statement the items have not been selected because they 
are excessive; representative prices out of each entire line are given. For 
instanc», in brown lines for ladies’ shirt waists and costumes, the following 
tehle will show the entire line, while above will be found the selections from 
this entire line: 


Number. Number. 


“ MANUFACTURERS ASK ONLY o PER CENT. 


“We have been told that the people interested in the manufacture of linens 
jn this country would be satisfled with a duty of about 50 por cent, but in the 
schedule the compound duties proposed in the Senate bill, probably from 
want of information as to the real working on the goods qu imported 
by the trade, they have proposed a schedule of compound duties which will 
produce rates far in excess of anything they have anticipated. 

“There are no linens produ in this country with the exception of com- 
mon crashes, which have been made ever since the days when duties were* 
15 per cent, and they have been successfully made for the last thirty years 
undera duty of 35 per cent. In addition to these crashes, there has been 
made in the last year what is called e for bicycle suits. These home- 
spuns are made of cotton in the warp with the common linen weft, and are 
essentially a cotton and not a linen manufacture, 

“It is not generally understood in this country that 2 not more 
than 1 per cent of linen fabrics are imported in the state in which they were 
originally woven, but have been 'converted' by various finishing processes 
into an article entirely different from what it was when it came out of the 
loom. If the finishing were done in this country, it would require the erec- 
tion of a large and extensive plant, which would be available for no other 
Lie ed Such a plant has never been attempted in this country." 
is : i me H. Ewart, of William Ewart & Son, Limited, put the matter 

s form: 


“A great deal of interest is being taken at present in regard to the pro- 
poses tariff on linens, as it threatens very seriously all those who are e 
importing and dealing in this necessary article; and, as it is unive 


1897. 


admitted that there is no justification for any change, the confusion and dis- 


turbance which has been produced is all the more vexatious. 

Many very deliberate and careful attempts have been made to manufac- 
ture linens in this country, and a great deal of money has been sunk Sy ices 
who made the attempts, as, owing to climatic and other difficulties known 
only to practical manufacturers of flax fabrics, linens can not be manufac- 
tured su ully here. This fact has been so universally recognized that 
for many years the rate remained at 15 per cent ad valorem, thus basis J a 
revenue from an article which could not be manufactured here and which 

d to be largely used by the people. During the urgent necessities of the 
war the rate was advanced to 35 per cent, at which point it remained for 
many years, during which time many trials to manufacture linens were made, 
alwa Sending in failure. r 

“Under positive promises to make this a successful manufacturing enter- 

, and also develop a new industry for the farmer, that of growing 

orthese American manufacturers, the McKinley bill advan the rate on 
some linens to 50 per cent ad valorem, but no Administration has ever at- 
tempted to tax them at a higher rate than 50 per gent ad valorem; Less than 
ten months’ experience was sufficient to cause the failure of the company, 
which said (we refer to Record Hearings, 1889-90, page 523): We promise 
an established industry of great magnitude;' and up to the present time the 
Minnesota Flax Company, which made strong professions of Y todevelop 
the flax-growingindustry, has only exported 2 tons of flax to the North of 
Ireland, and the report on these is that the quality is very inferior; so, prac- 
tically, no development of this flax-growing industry has occurred. 

"TO-day the Senate bill, by a specious system of compound duties, pro- 
poses to levy a duty which would be absolutely prohibitive and is thorough! 
needless, as it amounts in some instances to an equivalent of 109 per cent a 
valorem, and on a great portion of the s from 5 to 85 per cent ad va- 
lorem. It carefully exempts from this h duty, however, all fine shirtin 
linens used by the Troy manufacturers and keeps them at 45 per cent 
valorem, although these shirting linens are no more strictly raw material 
than are the coarser goods, taxed at twice that amount, which are used by 
manufacturers of clothing, suits, trunks, etc.; and the still higher rates a ply 
to common-grade damasks, used by the masses, and which should beadini 
at a low rate of duty. 

“It is a strange fact that this great linen industry should be convulsed by 
the threat of such prohibitive duties, when the would-be manufacturers of 
New land are w: AU 1 they claim to be) to acquiesce with the sugges- 
tion that no linens shall be taxed above the equivalent of 50 per cent ad valo- 
rem if they—the manufacturers—can import their linen yarn at 35 per cent 
ad valorem, which is the rate at the present moment. It is understood that 
there is only one difficulty in the way of obtaining this concession on yarns. 
It comes in the opposition of some linen-thread manufacturers, who insist 
u inordinately high protection on their flax „as the p 
[9 advances the rate on linen th from 35 per cent ad valorem to as 
much as 66 per cent ad valorem; although at the lower rate of 35 per cent the 
business was so profitable that large fortunes were made in it. 

“It is scarcely possible that the American public will submit meekly to the 
demands of this outside interest and . the enormous increase in 
the cost of millions of importations; so it is sincerely hoped that the Senate 
may make a modification in the rates and leave them at a point not exceed- 
ing 50 per cent ad valorem, which is all the linen manufacturers ask for and 
which is the highest rate ever before im on linen fabrics." 

Mr. E. R. Biddle, the pce: of the Linen Association, said: In the first 

a 


should run over 35 p cent, which I believe is the Bignon rate the goods will 


THE PROPOSED RATES EXCESSIVE. 


“The rates in the present bill are excessive. The weight rates fixed by the 
House bill made the ad valorem equivalent in some instances to as high ns 112 
r cent; and the ad valorem equivalent of the compound rates of the Senate 
bin is equally as high. The people can not stand any such increase in the 
cost of d necessitate. IT would lead to substi- 
point the Government 


nens as these rates wo: 


. During this period the Stevens Crash Company, the 
only linen-manufacturing concern in the United States, were perfectly satis- 
fi th these rates, and seemed tomake money. At the same time the onl 
thing they ever made or could see any money in making wasa common nah 
or roller toweling, to retail at about 8 to 10 cents per yard. 

“When President Harrison was elected and the McKinley bill was sprung 
upon the American people, Schedule J. or manufactures of flax, was for the 
first time attacked on representations that all kinds of linen goods could 
beadvantageously manufactured in this country; whereas, the experience 
of several hundred years has gone to show that such goods are only capable 
of productionin a very few small districts of Europe, where very cheap labor 
can be d The manufacture of this article, from the growth of the 
flax up to the finished product, is one of extreme care and very careful detail, 
and the total output is a very inflnitesimal factor of the general dry goods 
trade. 


LIMITED MARKET FOR THE AMERICAN MANUFACTURERS. 


The European manufacturer has the whole world before him for a market, 
but the American manufacturer, even if he were able to produce the 

with the extreme protective ratesnow proposed, would only have the home 
market to supply; and even if one manufacturer were able to do this it 
would only be a very small business. 

The proposed rates of the Senate Finance Committee, when reduced to 
ad valorem equivalents, run all the way from 50 per cent to 109 per cent, the 
higher rates in every instance on the cheaper class of goods; and the ex- 
treme rate, namely, 109 per cent, charged on an article used on the work- 


ingman's table, namely, a cream damask, 58 inches wide, costing, in the Euro- 
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pean market, about 1831 cents. The puce of thisisthe more apparent when 
we consider the fact that the millionaire Troy shirt and co! manufac- 
turers are enabled to bring in their finest quality of n at 35 per 
cent ad valorem against 109 per cent for the workingman's table. 

“I would also draw attention to the fact that thread suitable for the man- 
ufacture of shoes, clothing, carpet sewing, bookbinding, etc.. had heretofore 
never been higher than 40 per cent ad valorem until the McKinley bill made 
it 45 per cent, but the pov proposed measure runs all the way from 45 to 
67} per cent, the bulk of the importation being represented by the latter figure. 
Where is the justice of this protective measure, bringing in fine linens for the 
Troy trade at 35 per cent and charging the New York clothier, the Massachu- 
setts shoemaker, and the bookbinders generally a rate of, maximum, 67} per 
cent and, minimum, 45 per cent? One 

* Handkerchiefs are another item which comes under this schedule. Previ- 
ous to the McKinley bill they were all admitted at 35 per cent, and at that 
rate a large domestic industry was built up. Under the McKinley bill the 
rates were r: 50 to 60 per cent. The Wilson bill reduced the rates to 40 
to 50 per cent. Now it is proposed to force them back to 55 to 60 per cent, 
with several ambiguous clauses pertaining to them that may mean even more 
than these rates. At thesame time I believe I am correct in stating that t! 
wages paid for the hemstitching and making up of the handkerchiefs in 
country to-day are in many cases less than the wages paid to the 
acs er labor of Europe for the same work. 

“As faras home manufacturers are concerned, there have been practically, 
no linen goods produced on this side outside the Stevens Crash Company up 
to the present time until a few months ago, w. a sudden deman: rang 
up for what is called in the trade ‘homespun or batistes, which is a fabric 
composed either of all linen or linen and cotton, suitable for ladies’ bicycle and 
seaside 8 These goods were inquired for last year, the demand hav- 
ing been brought about by some fashionable tailors who made up a few suits 
out of common Russian crash ( which any housekeeper will recognize as roller 
toweling). This created quite a demand for such goods, and the importer 
not being able to supply the same, the domestic manufacturers thought it 
was a very large item of the linen business, and as it wasan article that could 
be easily manufactured, they imported a large quantity of European flax 
yarns. The consequence is that to-day these domestic manufacturers, I am 
credibly informed, have a surplus stock of 2,000 cases of these goods.“ 


CIRCULARS ISSUED BY THE LINEN TRADE. 


Following is a circular that linen 5 have prepared: 

“The Senate amendments to the gley bill assess flax twine and flax 
threads 12 cents per pound; if made from yarus finer than 5 lea or number, 
three-fourths of 1 cent per pound additional for each lea or number or 
part of a lea or number in excess of five. 

This pr makes on the three established grades a duty of 67} per cent 
on F quality. instead of 35 per cent under present law; 54 per cent on ‘A?’ 
quality, instead of 35 pa cent under present law; 45 per cent on * best' quality, 
instead of 35 per cent under present law. 

“As the bulk used is Fand ‘At ue it will be seen that the pro- 
posed rate is very excessive and hurtful to American manufacturers of shoes, 
clothing, carpet sewers, bookbinders, and other consumers, besides being a 
blow to the American fishermen, who make their nets from linen thread, 
using them on the Great Lakes and other 3 and whose outfit will thus 
cost them so much more than their competitive neighbors across the border.” 

Another circular that is being distributed follows: 

»The Senate amendments tothe Dingley bill assess linen 30 per 
cent ad valorem and an additional charge varying from 1} to 10 cents per 
a Sine yard, according to count. The following are a few specimens of The 


Price 
Present Sent s Rate 
sen ate 
import | Prosent | bill: | of new 
price. Y- at rates duty. 
above 
noted. 
Per ard. Per cent. Per yard. Per cent. 
18-inch crash for roller towels. . . $0.08 95 .091 523 
5t-inch cream union damask 197 35 .22i 65 
24-inch canvas for dress lining and 

VOLI ires unciae uiuere de - 084 85 103 69 
34-inch blouse linen for summer cloth- 

FCC 95 223 99 
40-inch linen for buteher aprons 191 95 .221 65 
18-30 huck towels for medium trad 

r as e ii SieR bie 1.37} 95 1.51 50 


These rates which it is proposed to levy on the American consumer can 
not be defended on the ground of protection to American labor. Even sup- 
posing that the labor costs double in this country to what it does abrcad, inas- 
much as the labor is only a small percentage in the value of the finished ar- 
ticle, it is quite apparent that duties from 50 per cent to 99 per cent have long 

the py of legitimate protection and would become purely a tax on 
he users of the goods. 

“ The rates on long lines of linen goods will vary from 50 per cent to the 
rates noted above. ` 

“In many cases these rates are prohibitive, so that the revenues of the 
Government will be diminished instead of increased. 

Those who have tried say that all linen goods above the grade of brown 
crashes can not be made here, but a loosely woven fabric, composed of linen 
and cotton, has been made. The yarns for such goods are to be assessed 40 
per cent and the finer kinds 15 per cent. Even allowing for the heavy duty 
on low yarns there is a great margin between them and the woven fabric. 

* Linen goods are used largely as raw material in clothing and other pur- 
poses, and such rates will greatly increase the cost of living. 

Such an excessive stimulant must lead toa reaction. The importing trade 
after a struggle may be crowded to the wall. but the domestic manufacturer, 
laborer, and dealer will suffer in the end.” 

Following is in part a statement of facts in support of protests against the 
increased duties, prepared by Britton & Gray, attorneys for ve Seat 

e. Dur- 


* Customs reyenues from manufactures have always been 8 
ing past six years, the total value of such importations has averaged $25,000,000 
annually. From eleven to fourteen millions of dollars represents the annual 


importations of manufactured linens. Prior to the war, the duty on manu- 
factured linens was 15 percent ad valorem. Necessity for increased revenue 
used an increase of duty to35 per cent. It there remained until the 
act of 1890 increased the duty on coarse goods counting below 100 threads to 
the square inch to 50 per cent, leaving the goods above that quality at 3 
per cent until January 1, 1894. 


1830 à 


This increase pon the assuran 
See e eR. AS acter such protective rates ‘we promise 
far tabiat tuner ot gest manie. (Record Hearings 1889-90, page 


by act of March 3, 1889, unani- 


ice of the Flax and Hemp Spin- 


— re 

rate of 35 per gent on all linens then reenacted. At the hearing before 
the present . me Means Committee 1329-1333) the same association 
or interests, under the name of the Flax, Hemp, and Jute Manufacturers of 
demand for duties on dressed flax, yarns, an 


per 

rem on mam linens. Notwithstanding this A eie record, the rates 

of duty aren um the Senate amendment (pa: ph 

advance beyond what wasasked. They are both — 
“Thirty per cent ad valorem on all goods, 


Soave square yard pev S13) to 18) threads, Teents ard 
cen! T ; from over cents per square yard; 
over 180 threads, 10 cents per square yard: Provided, That none of the fore- 


shall less than r cent ad valorem. On fine goods weighing less 
going: canton > T re oa and containing more than 100 threads to the 
square inch, inclu shirting cloth, the present rate of 35 per cent is 


* The enormous increase VY tb ond what wasasked by the promising 
American manufacturers, È matrated 


by the following examples: 
Finance 


These proposed rates are plainly p They aresointended. Even 

goods increased to 50 per cent by the act of 1890, and with no resulting 
manufacture here, importations fell from $5,000,000 in 1891 to three and one- 
half millions of dollars in 1803 (Senate T 334, 


second session, pages 278, 230), with consequent loss of needed revenue. 
The enormous increase over bo per cent now correspondingly 
further reduce both im: revenue. 


s 
* If manufacture of these goods were possible here, such exorbitant rates of 
duty would not be justified, (1) because wholly beyond any legitimate pro- 
ion which is even asked by the p: manufacturers, and (2) because 
neither American flax nor American manufacture has been developed here 
under protective conditions, except coarse crash, which es now, as 

heretofore, at the 35 per cent rate. 
But such manufacture promised under the act of 1890 resulted in complete 
failure. No change in essential conditions, climatic or otherwise, has since 


occu and after ninety years of continuous duty upon linens no domestic 
manufi except of cheap crash and possible recent small production of 
mixed cotton and The goods ported. 


nen fabric, has yet M en are all im $ 

The revenues from 1890 to 1894 suffe from these unredeemed promises, 

and yet the same interests now give the same renewed assurances, with no 

ble change in conditions whereby they can be fulfilled. The people are 

asked to submit to this enormous increase in taxation upon such a record. 

Prohibitive rates are 2 and the common people are to be made to 
suffer to accord a few ividuals more ** protection ” than they even ask. 

Flax is grown in this country only for the seed. Even for such purpose 
the supply does not equal the demand, for in 1896 661,533 bushels of seed were 
imported. (House Tariff Comparison 1897, page 60.) 

— mel is not produced for fiber is admitted. The attached letter dem- 

*'Surely under such conditions the rates on manufactured linens of 50 per 
cent and per cent, as provided by the act of 1890, and now asked by the 
ome domestic manufacturers, should not be increased, to the destruc- 

ion of revenue, the discomfort of the people, and without possibility of 
benefit to any industry, actual or possible.” 
eeng is a protest forwarded by Marshall Field & Co. to the Finance 

un! 2 2 

~ DEAR SIRS: We are in receipt of the Finance Committee amendments to 
the Dingley tariff bill, and respectfully but firmly to protest against the 
excessive and unn rai in rnei 344 on linens (woven fabrics 
and articles). The manufacture of these goods has often been attempted and 

time proved a failure. Climatic and other conditions n for their 
successful manufacture do not exist in this country, and as there is no linen 
industry to and no reasonable belief that one will ever be created, 
the ively no excuse for such extravagant duties. 

“We also to call your attention to the rates on flax or linen threads, 
advanced from 35 per ope, ee rates equivalent to 50 and 60 per cent. 
About two-thirds of the imported would, under the 2 rates. 
pem per cent ad valorem. Why is this advance made in the face of the 
well-known fact that the manufacture of linen thread has prospered im- 
mensely under the present rate of 35 cent? 

“Such excessive rates as you have fixed on linens and many other articles 
will prove so burdensome and unpopular with the people that a reaction to 
lower duties is sure to follow.” 


3 JONES 5 ee, 1 58 all this, x Senator fon Towa; 
speaking a short time ago of the particular paragraph we have 
now under consideration, assured the Senate that the rate was 
very low. I have in my hand an article relating to the cotton- 
yarn schedule as passed by the Senate yesterday, and in view of 
what occurred between the Senator from Connecticut and myself 
a few minutes ago, Ishall insert that in the RECORD in order that 
it may be printed. The statement is made by the gentleman who 
handed it to me, and I believe it to be correct. 
. May Lask the Senator what the statement is 
i 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Itis about therelative cost of manu- 
facturing cotton yarn in the United States and in England—a 
comparative statement of different places. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Which cost the more? 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas On some grades it costs more on this 
side and on some grades more on the other side. 
The paper referred to is as follows: 


COTTON-YARN SCHEDULE PROPOSED BY THE SENATE COMMITTEE. 


The cotton-yarn schedule of the tariff bill now before the Senate is not 
oniy tan of the most absurd inconsistencies, but must also become absolutely 
prohibitive in effect. 

It either displays complete ignorance of the subject, or it is a direct stulti- 
fication of Senator ALDRICH'S$ remarks in introdu the measure: 

* Industrial conditions in this country, with very few exceptions, do not 
demand a return to the rates imposed by the act of 1890;" and, “ the rates 
suggested by the committee's amendments are considerably below those im- 
poc the House bill, and, in most instances, below those contained in the 


The clear inference is that no commodities are to be taxed in excess of the 
duties imposed by the McKinley Act. 

How r actual fact confutes Senator ALDRICH, and proves either 
that he does not understand the cotton-yarn schedule at all, or that he has 
been A rec by false representations, the following comparative table 
will show: 


Cotton-yarn tariff inconsistencies proposed by Senate committee. 


cent more. 
17 ~ or 7) per 


18 cts. or 20 per 
cent more, 


. | 23 perct. more. 


10 cts. or 25 per 
cent more, 
18 cts. or 20 per 
t more, 
18 cts. or 20 per 
cent more. 
18 cts. or 20 per 
cent more. 
P AA aman 222 
18 cts. or 20 per | 14 cts. or 22 per 
cent more. . cent less. 
18 cts. or 20 per | 154 cts. or 14 per 
cent more. cent less. 
18 cts. or 20 per | 17 cts. or 5 per 
cent more. cent less, 


It will ba observed that the hest duties are on the cheapest good: 
which require least labor for er D det * 


The McKinley rates, generally, were excessive, and restricted importa- 
tion, as shown by the loss of over $100,000,000 of revenue while they were in 


ecessary, in fact, that 
they ought not to be reimposed in the majority of cases; yet it will be ob- 


can now be found for the latter. This is remedial legisla 
geanco, and protection assumes a new phase, becoming prohibition, since for 
anyone to assume that such an advance in the values of cotton yarn is possi- 
ble, solely from duty increases, as to permit of the continuance of importa- 
tion, necessarily involves some curious aberration of the intellect. 

The — object of the tariff measure now under review is stated by 
its authors and exponents to be the obtainment of more money for govern- 
mental purposes. So far as cotton yarns are concerned, its effect must be to 
destroy this source of revenue entirely. 

Common sense dictates that cotton spinners, who keep abreast of the times 
in point of efficiency have much less need of protection at the present time 
than in 1890; yet the proposed new schedule out-Herods Herod and throws 
the McKinley duties quite into the shade. The subject can not have been 
properly inves Since it seems past comprehension that men of any 
commercial standing whatever can be found to make such a flagrant con- 
fession either of their incapacity or of their greed as is involved in this claim 
fora d apes t averaging over 80 per cent on English values of a commodity 
in such general use as cot: yarn. f- 

The great masses of the people will be the sufferers while domestic pro- 
ducers are feathering their nests in this barefaced manner. 
part from the loss to the revenue of the country, the > stoppage of cotton- 

ous inches of 


for which they are uisite must be thereby ren portionatel 
8 to foreign — — marks. * * i 


Cotton yarn must be the raw material to manufacturers who 
have no L^ „and a large amount of capital is invested in 
various of the United States in concerns of kind 


To put such a duty on cotton yarn as to practicall: ‘importation is to 
restrist tho bu: Tacilisies of Arms Area 
mercy of home 
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Nothing could be more antagonistic to labor interests than the incidence 
the emm duties as regards cotton yarns and the goods made from 

the imported manufactured article would pay a lower rate by 
er 30 per cent ad valorem than the raw material which is needed for its 


u 
It can not be gainsaid that foreign competition is both desirable and neces- 
sary for the maintenance of our ustries in the highest possible state of 


efficiency, 
Tho basis of dealings in cotton yarns is the ratio which length bears to 
‘or instance, forties single have 40 hanks of 840 yards each to the pound, 
and other numbers in 5 
In two-ply, where two threads are put together, forties would have 20 
banka of 80 yards each to the pound. 


e change in the proposed duties from specific to ad valorem is attended 
8 which would ludicrous if it were not for their gravity, and 
which indicates either gross carelessness or lamentable ine t The dif- 
ference in values between 79-1 and 80-1 combed Egyptian twist in Eng- 
land is practically inestimable, and could not exceed one-fourth pence or 
one-half cent per pound, whereas the difference in duty would be 9.7 cents 


r pound. 
Pho igo duty on 80-1 combed Egyptian filling twist, the value of 
which Tet pence per nd in land, would be 6 cents less per pound than 
m Ok ed Egyp filling twist, worth only 12 pence per pound in Eng- 
It is contemplated to make the rate on two-ply yarns the same as on 
combed single yarns. Hence 80-2 extra-combed Keyptian warp 
twist worth 18} pence per pound in England would carry a duty of 184 cents 
per pound, while 80-1 carded tian filling twist, worth only 12 pence per 
ized to the tune of 20 cents per pound. 
Such grotesque legislative blunders are Karoly washoss paralle 
is fore the consultative com- 
mittee to which he belonged had finished their labors and made their report. 
It appears to have been utterly ignored, ` b 
The importance of the document is clear, from the fact that its signatories 
millions of dollars, and employ many thousands of 


Mr.JONES of Arkansas. I submitted a statement yesterday 
which showed that the labor cost in yarns above No. 100 was less 
inthis country than in England, and in 8 below No. 100 it 
was less in England than in this country. e of the points made 
by the Senator from Iowa this morning was that this cotton 
Schedule was not like the Wilson schedule; that where it differed 
from it was in the fact that it allowed a pigner tarif on the high 
grade of cotton. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], 
when he opened this debate, stated to us that this schedule, as I 
remember, was in fact very much the same as that in the Wilson 
law. So it is in most points, and so it is in almost every specifi- 
cation, but there are limitations in the Wilson law which are left 
out of the pendia g bill; and taking tone limitations out, allows a 
high rate of taxes on the high-numbered yarns which did not exist 
under the Wilson law, ` 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. We have reduced the rates below 
those fixed by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. at may be, and yet not be much 
of a virtue. There are rates in this bill as it came from the House 
that are simply monstrous, and I confess that I was gratified, 
after looking over the bill as it came from the Senate committee, 
to find that the rates had been lowered in as many cases as they 
had been. True, on many of the most important and material 
items the taxes have not been lowered, but have been raised. I 
was, however, expecting but little. 

I was somewhat in the condition of the preacher to whom the 
Senator from Missouri referred, who said, Blessed are those who 
expect nothing, for they shall not be disappointed.” I had not 

ted much, but when the bill was returned to the Senate with 
reductions in a great many instances, I confess I was very much 
gratified. I have, however, been sadly disappointed, as we reach 
amendment after amendment where the Senate committee had 
pr to reduce the House rates, to find the Senator in charge 
of the bill, the Senator from Iowa, in that bland, suave way of 
his, rising and saying he hopes the committee amendment will 
not be agreed to. So it seems we are to be disappointed in our 
expectations, and I confess that I have not m hope of the 
items of reduction ahead of this in the bill retaining their 

Mr. President, I had not intended saying anything at this time 
on this feature of the bill, but as this diseussion has taken a some- 
what wider „and as many of these questions have been raised, 
I thought I might as well discuss these items now as to wait un- 
til the particular paragraph in the bill should be reached to which 
me especially relate. 

you put taxes upon theraw material, according tomy theory, 
and according to the practice of the Republican y, they will 
put a higher tax on the manufactured article, higher, I think, in 
many cases, than is justifiable. Still I believe that when taxes are 
put on the raw material there should be an equivalent given to 


the manufacturers to com: te them for the weight they have 
to carry in the shape of a upon the raw material. I may be 
wrong, but that is what I believe. 


The New York Times some weeks ago contained this paragraph: 
THE HEAVY TAX ON LINENS. 
A large importer of linens said there was not yet much “stocking up" on 


this line of goods, 

The pro; rates," he said, would seem to make such a course desirs- 
ble. On table linen the rate will be advanced from the present duty of 85 per 
cent to 109 per cent. Under the McKinley bill it was never higher than 50 per 
cent. The only rate that is moderate is the one laid on shirtings that are 
used by the Troy trust to make collars and cuffs. This duty is 35 per cent. 
The rate is cun devised to deceive the ple. At present we have an 
ad valorem duty of 35 percent. The proposed rate is 30 per cent ad valorem 
and a specific rate per square yard. w makes the compound duty figure 
up from 65 to 109 per cent. The uninitiated do not understand a compound 
duty. The duty on flax straw is $5 a ton, on flax not dressed $15 a ton, and on 
* haekled or flax it is 25 aton.. The gross injustice of these duties 
can be appreciated when it is remembered that, owing to climatic conditions, 
flax can not be grown nor linen manufactured successfully in this country. 
and when it is further rem red that the kind of linen taxed is the kind 
that is used by the poorest classes, while a much lower duty is put on the 
finer grades. 


This is the unvarying practice of the Republican high protec- 
tionists. They always put the highest taxes on the lowest class 
of goods, and the lowest taxes on the highest class of goods. The 
pornoen of the whole — is to levy blackmail on the poor. 

tis for the benefit of the rich; it is to lighten the burdens of 
those who are most able to pay, and to increase the burdens of 
those who are least able to pay. 

The article continues: 


The duty on linens and flax is made to protect one thread manufacturer— 
the Barbour Bros., of Paterson, N.J.—and one or two manufacturers of rou 
suits, made of hal? linenand halfcotton. That the present duty of 35 per cen: 
was adequate is shown by the enormous fortunes that have been made by 
manufacturers protected by it. The only linen manufactured in this country 
is a species of crash. This is made of foreign-spun yarns. 

Linens are all made in Ireland and Scotland, with a small quantity on the 
Continent. They can not be manufactured here, and a tax on them is a direct 
tax levied upon the consumers, and falls heaviest upon the poor.—New York 
Times, May 18, 1897. 


I have a table here, Mr. President; which has been prepared 
carefully, as Iam advised, by a man familiar with this trade, show- 
ing the rates of taxation, which I shall insert in the RECORD in 
connection with what I have said. N 

The table referred to is as follows: 


Table showing the comparative prices of ordinary linen goods, such as all arti- 
cles of common use in the hold, and as raw materials for the makers of 
men's clothing and. ladies’ costumes, under the present tariff rate of $5 2o 
cent and the proposed new tariff rates of 30 per ceat, plus a specific duty of 1.76 
to 10 cents a square yard, according tocount, and showing also he equivalent 

the percentage of advance caused thereby. 


rate per cent of the new duties 


Bleached heavy linen, used for aprons, 


18 
And linings os oases TUUS RA EE 20 20 
Creamed heavy linen, for butchers’ 14 25 
aprons and uses as pillow linens and 200 60 20 
sheetings iu hospi and infirm- ^ 
C0000 INS EE IS CR ADU a Ufa t 25 88 & 
Pillow linen medium quality. 45 10 22 
Tailors’ duck, for li coats and gen- 121 60 20 
eral clothing purposes 14 90 38 
Brown holland, for lining and staying 13 70 32r 
men's clothing 19 61 21 


The nextquality, by reason of slightly 
finer count and paying s higher 
square-yard rate, and above it 


aora padding, tor interning in| o> * sd 
othiers' , tor inter 
men's clothing g = — 
Black canvas, for ladies’ skirt lining. | 10 00 20 
3 5| 2 
Brown linen, for ladies’ shirt waists 
pie o rmn seas l — 2 n 2 
T 674 21 
Glass-cloth toweling and kitchen tow- | 8} 60 19 
Hg Sr d Eu AEN AR E A EE 7 66 20 
10 60 17 
19} 10 49 
damask and bleached damask 31 59 14 
of qualities in common household 50 83 32 
MOG sri e Val CAECINA Sata uM sind 75 70 234 
100 65 2 
The above are fair samples of goods in common everyday use. It will be 
noticed that the inc cost to the consumer in many cases is equal to a 
part of all the present duty of 35 per cent, and in some instances this 


increase is more than the entire duty under the present tariff. 


Mr.JONES of Arkansas. We can not by any possibility suc- 
ceed in reducing these taxes at all. Still, I believe it is wise for 
us to propose moderate reductions to the present committee bill, 
and to try, if possible, to get the Senate to accept them. If they 
will not, there is nothing left for us to do but to put ourselves on 
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record as being opposed to these monstrous exactions thatare now 
being levied on the masses, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas, to amend the committee 
amendment in paragraph 322 by inserting ‘‘one and one-half” in- 
stead of “three” cents per pound on “flax, hackled, known as 
‘dressed line, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered, 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. i 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmirH] to the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE], and vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called), 
paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Crank]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to announce that the Senator from Illinois 
Mr. Mason] is paired on this vote with the Senator from Virginia 
Mr. MARTIN]. : 

Mr. CLAY. I rise to announce that my pair with the junior 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] has been transferred to 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SwrrH]. That arrangement 
will stand for the day. ' 

Mr. BATE (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire to 
inquire if the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. DEBOE] has voted? 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. BATE. I withdraw my vote, being paired with that Sen- 


ator. 
Mr. WETMORE (after ead 3 voted in the negative). Has the 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] voted? 
ml VICE-PRESIDENT. e Senator from Georgia has not 

voted. 
8 1 I withdraw my vote, being paired with that 

enator. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 87; as follows: 


Iam 


YEAS—?. — 
Berry, Jones, Ark. Morgan, 
Butler, Kenney, Murphy, Turnor, 
Chilton, McLaurin, Pasco, Turpi 
Clay, Mallory, Pettus, Vest. 
Coc Mills, Rawlins, Walthall, 
Gray, Mitchell, Roach, White. 
NAYS—37. 
Allison, © Nelson, Shoup, 
Baker, Gallinger, Penrose, Spooner, 
Burrows, ^ Perkins, Teller. 
Carter, Hale, Pettigrew, ‘Thurston, 
Hallen Hawle Platt Nov. W ilingto 
awley, eae e n, 
Davis, oar, Pritchard, Wilson. 
Elkins, Kyle, Proctor, 
Fairbanks, McBride, Quay, 
Foraker, McEnery, Sewell, 
NOT VOTING—?8. 

Aldrich, Daniel, Harris, Tenn. Martin, 
Allen, Deboe, Heitfeld, Mason 

n, Faulkner, Jones, Nev. Morrill, 
Bate, George, Lindsay, Smith, 
Caffery, Gorman, Loss Stewart, 
Cannon, Hansbrough, Mc illan, Wetmore, 

k, Hnrris, Kans. Mantle, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected, ! 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 6, page 104, it is proposed to strike out 
* three" and insert **two and one-half;" so as to read: 

322. Flax, hackled, known as dressed line," 2} cents per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senate to disagree to the amendment, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Finance, 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I now move to amend paragraph 322 by 
striking out three“ and inserting ‘‘ four.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 6, 104, E 322, it is pro- 
posed to strike out three“ and insert ‘‘four;” so as to read: 

322. Flax, hackled, known as dressed line," 4 cents per pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 323, after the word 
“flax,” to strike out not retted;" and in line 9, after the word 
„pound.“ to strike out “tow of flax, retted, 1 cent per pound; ” so 
as to make the paragraph read: 

823. Tow of flax, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. I propose a modification of the amendment by 
2790 75 out all after the word flax,“ in line 8, and inserting 
**$20 per ton." : 

The SECRETARY. After the word flax,“ in line 8, it is pro- 
posed to strike out the remainder of the paragraph and insert 
**$20 per ton;” so that the paragraph will read: 

923. Tow of flax, $20 per ton. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. This provision Dun rééted and unretted 
tow of flax on the same footing. In other words, it gives a pro- 
tection of 100 per cent on unretted tow of flax and about 10 per 
cent on ret tow of flax. No such discrimination would cer- 
tainly ever be made by the committee if they understood the facts. 
They put 100 per cent on common upholsterer’s tow, made of flax 
unretted, and ,10 per cent on the retted flax, which is used in 
spinning, and so on. "Therefore, it is an exceedingly unscientific 
duty, and I believe the committee pride themselves on producing 
& very scientific bill. 

A duty of $20 per ton on unretted tow of flax is abundant—100 
percent. It will do very well. I shall ask to have the paragraph 
separated and the House provision in regard to the retted tow of 
flax retained and the duty increased to 2 cents a pound, which 
will make a duty of about 25 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ill the Senator from South Dakota 
restate his amendment as he would like to have it submitted to 
the Senate? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Perhaps I had better let the amendment 
go over and let the committee amendment be disposed of, and then 

will offer an additional subdivision. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will that be satisfactory to the Sen- 
ator from Iowa? 

Mr. ALLISON. It will be. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
committee amendment as modified. 

'The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer as a substitute for the paragraph 
the following: 

823. Tow of flax, not retted, $20 per ton; tow of flax, retted, 2 cents per 
pound. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to call attention to the fact that under the 
McKinley Act this duty was one-half cent per pound. On the bill 
as it came to us from the House, the Dingley bill, the duty on tow 
of flax not retted was one-half of 1 cent per pound; on tow of flax 
retted it was 1 cent per pound. As I understand the amend- 
ment, it will increase one of the classifications 14 cents a pound 
over the McKinley Act. Is that the fact? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not know what the McKinley Act 
rate was, neither do I care. It has always been customary for 
manufacturers, who haye always got up the tariff bills, to put a 
sum equal to what two or three duties ought to be on the manu- 
factured articles and nothing on the raw material, and then 
to make our people believe we were interested in the tariff. 
want to remedy that. That is what I am trying to do in this bill. 
I therefore propose 88 to double the rate in this paragraph. 
The compensatory duties have been doubled under the bill on all 
manufactured linens. 

Mr. VEST. Iam not accustomed to defend the McKinley Act, 
as the world knows, but it is not amenable to the charge made by 
the Senator from South Dakota that the highest duty was put 
upon the raw materials. Under that act tow of flax not retted 
paid a duty of one-half cent a pound. After being retted, which 
might be called the finished product, the duty was 1 cent a pound. 

What I object to is the violation of the statement made by the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] in opening this dis- 
cussion, and which I have understood to be the basis of this leg- 
islation by our Republican friends, that they would not go above 
the McKinley rates. We were told some two weeks ago that there 
were not a half dozen instances in this bill where they have gone 
above them. This is an enormous increase, 14 cents upon one 
classification and 1 cent on the other. On that I shall call for the 
yeas and nays, because the tax is excessive. 

Mr. WHI If I understand the situation of this matter, the 
Senator from Iowa proposed to make practically a substitute for 
the provision as it s in the House bill, putting the whole mate- 
rial at $20 a ton. Then the Senator from South Dakota offered 
an amendment by which he proposed to place 1 cent on one class 
and 2 cents on the other—the retted at 2 cents and the not retted 


at 1 cent. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from South ota, on which 


the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 324, page 104, line 
10, after the word “herp,” to insert and tow of hemp:" in line 
10, before the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five” and 
insert twenty;“ so as to read: 

Hemp, and tow of hemp, $20 per'ton. 


Mr. VEST. I understand the amendment to strike out $25 a 
ton is not withdrawn? 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment is not withdrawn. 

Mr. VEST. As it reads now, it would be, Hemp, and tow of 
hemp, $20 per ton." 
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'The State of 
Kentucky is the only State in the Union interested in the matter 
of hemp. TheState of Missouri, pror to the war, was the largest 


I wish to make a single remark about this matter. 


raiser of hemp among the States o a8 CO 
pulsory labor was dispensed with, by reason of the emancipation 
of the slaves, the culture of hemp in my State ceased. It is abso- 
lutely impossible by any sort of ipu dar in the way of money 
to induce white men to go into the culture of hemp. While there 
have been great improvements in all sorts of machinery, there has 
neser been anything amounting to what might be called an im- 
provement in the old-fashioned, rude hemp-break, which was abso- 
lutely destructive to human health and life. To give an illustra- 
tion of how destructive it was, after the war, when our negroes 
were being hired out in Missouri upon hemp farms in the rich 
bottom lands on the Missouri River, where hemp culture mostly 
obtained, a negro man hired for $250 to $300 a year, while on the 
ain farms in the interior he was worth only $125 to $150. No 
umane master ever allowed his slaves to go the second time upon 
a hemp farm. ; 

It was found by actual experience that in the first place it de- 
veloped what is called by the doctors Cachexia africana, I be- 
lieve, what a plain man would call negro consumption, because 
the operation of the hemp break was very injurious to the chest, 
and the inhaling of the lint from the fiber always or nearly always 
diseased the lungs. Therefore, when coercive labor was dis- 
pensed with as a result of the war, it was impossible to hire white 
men, and the culture of hemp in the State of Missouri has ceased. 
From being the largest hemp-raising State in the Union, it now 

roduces comparatively not ing; I think a few hundred tons. 

the other hand, if Senators have an interest in this matter, 
and will read the testimony of Mr. Leslie Coombs, a son of Gen. 
Leslie Coombs, of Kentucky, a prominent Republican from Fay- 
ette County, Ky., they will find a very interesting history of 
hemp culture in that State. In his testimony he affirms, and 
doubtless it is true, that the negro population being so much 
larger in Kentucky than in Missouri in proportion to the whites, 
the negroes through mere necessity were compelled to continue in 
the hemp fields and with the hemp-break, and he appealed to 
the Ways and Means Committee to put up the duty,I think to 
$40 per ton. 

The hemp of Kentucky comes into competition with jute. The 
few raisers of hemp in Kentucky—and there are only a few thou- 
sand tons of it raised—do not fear competition from manila or 
sisal, but from jute alone, and a Kentuckian of considerable 
prominence said to me the other day, ‘‘There are two Sone in 
which my State is interested, and I appeal to you as a native Ken- 
tuckian to stand by it. Those two things are whisky and hemp.” 
I said, It is a very significant partnership." He said, We do not 
fear sisal and we do not fear manila, but we do fear jute. There- 
fore we want the highest possible exclusive duty upon jute.“ 

I have some very fond memories from my native State. I am 

roud of her reputation, of her great statesmen in the past and 
ber great statesmen to-day. I think I know Kentucky as well as 
any man living, but I can not vote for an increased duty upon hemp 
or jute even toplease them. Hemp is used to-day in cord, and the 
increased duty upon hemp simply enables the hemp manufac- 
turers of Kentucky to charge more for their rope and for the com- 
mon hemp garment used by the very poorest class of population, 
and in the summer time especially, by negroes. 

With my views in regard to the tariff, I think it is class legis- 
lation to put on an additiona! duty in order to enhance the price of 
this article. Why should we put $20 a ton upon this hemp, when 
its only effect is to enable the hemp manufacturers to add that 
much more to their finished product? I do not think that that 
should be the object of a tariff. There is no pretense that hemp 
from abroad comes into ruinous competition with the hemp of 
Kentucky. I would say what I am saying now if the State of 
Missouri raised what she used to raise—more hemp than any 
other State in the Union. 

We have heard a great deal to-day about equality. I believe in 
equality. I believe that, within the limits of a tariff for revenue, 
there ought to be no discrimination in favor of any section. 
Needed revenue, always within the limit of a tariff for revenue, 
Should be equitably and properly adjusted, always considering 
the nature of the articles to be taxed, whether a luxury or a 
necessity, and never putting the burden or the benefit on one sec- 
tion at the expense of another. This is simply class legislation, 
because it is legislating in favor of a local interest, in behalf of a 
very few farmers. Itis not pretended that the hemp is raised all 
over the State of Kentucky. E 

It is raised in three or four countiesin the State, in one of which 
I happened to be born—in Fayette, in Woodford, in Bourbon, in 
Boyle, in Mercer, and nowhere else—and yet we are called upon 
now to tax the large mass of consumers throughout the country 
and the people who use the common rope necessary for bagging, 
necessary in towing, necessary in farming, the plow line being 
made of it, all sorts of cord being made of it, for the benefit of a 


the Union; but as soon as com- 


few hemp manufacturers in a few counties of one State. I move 
to strike out ‘‘$20 per ton" and insert “$10 per ton.” I should 
like to see hemp upon the free list. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 10 it is proposed to amend the com- 
mittee amendment by striking out the word “twenty” and insert- 
ing ten;“ so as to read, “ $10 per ton." è 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri to the amendment of 
the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. "The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 324, line 11, page 
104, after the word ton,“ to strike out **tow of hemp, not carded, 
1 cent per pound; tow of hemp, carded, 1} cents per pound;" and 
in line 13, after the word “ hemp," tostrike out ** or ‘dressed line’ 
fifty“ and insert forty;“ so as to read: 

Hemp, hackled, known as “line of hemp,” $40 per ton. : 


Mr. VEST. Under existing law it is $22.40 per ton. This is 
nearly 100 per cent increase over existing law. I move to strike 
out“ $40” and insert 822.40.“ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 14 it is roposed to amend the com- 
mittee amendment by striking out «do and inserting **$22.40;" 
80 a8 to read: 

Hemp, hackled, known as “line of hemp," $22.40 per ton. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, as follows: 

925. Yarn. made of jute, 1 cent per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. Imove to strike out **1 cent per pound and 10 per 
cent" and insert 30 per cent;" so as to read: 

825. Yarn, made of jute, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to some testimony taken 
before the Ways and Means Committee. : 

Mr. ALLISON. I have an amendment which I wish to offer, 

Mr. VEST. I s pardon. 

move to strike out the paragraph and to in- 
sert in lieu thereof what I send to the desk. 
. The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 325 and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: 

925. pee EF yarns, made of jute, not finer than 5lea or number, 1 cent per 
pound and 10 per cent ad valorem; if finer than 5 lea or number, 35 per cent 
ad valorem. 

Mr. WHITE. I will inquire if this is not only a new section to 
the penai bill, but a section not to be found in existing law or 
in the McKinley Act? It is an entirely new classification. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
jute yarns. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out the rate proposed in the 
amendment and to insert **30 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. MILLS. On both classes? 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out **1 cent per pound 
and 10 per cent ad valorem” and **35 per cent ad valorem” where 
they occur in the amendment and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ 30 per 
cent ad valorem." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri to the amend- 
ment, 

'The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 326, page 104, line 17, after the word ‘‘ Cables,” to strike out 
the comma and insert ‘‘and;” and in the same line, after the word 
** cordage,” to strike out and twine, not specially provided for in 
this act” and insert **composed of istle, Tampico fiber, manila, 
sisal grass or sunn, or a mixture of these or any of them;" so as 
to e the paragraph read: 

826. Cables and cordage, composed of istle, Me goon fiber, manila, sisal 
grass or sunn, or à mixture of these or any of them, 1 cent per pound; cables 
and cordage made of hemp, tarred or untarred, 2 cents per pound. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. In lieu of and as a substitute for the paragraph 
just read, I move to insert paragraph 268 of the present law. 

. T. The Secretary will read the proposed 
amendmen 


It is a new adjustment of the rate on single 
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i2 SECRETARY. In lieu of paragraph 326 it is proposed to in- 
à cordage, t twine), posed in whol i 
Stat hse yea Then leur! cid ang Plagne ap ply eres 
0 per cent ad valorem. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. 
'The amendment was rejected. 4 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 827, page 105, line 1, after the word number,“ to strike 
out ‘‘five-eighths” and insert ‘‘ three-fourths;” so as to make the 
paragraph read: 
8 eee emp, or ramie, or of which these substances or 


cords, made from yarn not finer than 5 lea or 


either of them is the component material of chief value, 12 cents per pound; 
if made from yarn finer than 5 lea or number, three-fourths of 1 cent per 
additional for each lea or number, or part of a lea or number, in excess 


Mr. ALLISON. Idesire to modify the amendment in lines 1 
and 2 by inserting *' seven-eighths" instead of ‘‘ three-fourths.” 

The SECRETARY. It is pro to amend the committee 
amendment in paragraph 827 by striking out ‘ three-fourths” 
and ORC: seven-eighths " in lines 1 and 2, page 105. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
as modified will be agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. Let the question be put. This appears to be a 
rise not only over the committee amendment, but ahead of the 
House rate, the House rate being five-eighths of a cent and the 
Senate rate three-fourths. : 

Mr. ALLISON. That is accounted for by the change in the 
raw material, in line 22. 

Mr. WHITE. This is a compensatory duty? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a compensatory duty. 
| Mr. WHITE. On Kentucky hemp? 

Mr. ALLISON. Not only on Kentucky hemp, but on flax. Itis 
a duty that is deemed essential in order to enable our own people 
to manufacture this thread. 

Mr. WHITE. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
whether the pui of a duty upon flax straw, of which there 
have been several dollars’ worth imported in several years, has 
anything to do with the compensatory duty? 

r. ALLISON. Ithink nothing whatever. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without further objection, the 
amendment is d to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I also move, in line 25—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Before the paragraph is passed over, I offer an 
amendment to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me a moment; in line 


25—— 

Mr. MORGAN. My amendment relates to the compensatory 
duty just referred to. 

M ALLISON. Inline 25, page 104, aph 327, I move to 
strike out twelve,“ before cents,“ and insert *‘fourteen;” so as 
to read: 
$e M Le pry hemp, 3 or IRR quet 3 or’ either 
of them is the component material of chief value, 14 cents per pound. 

Mr. MORGAN. I want to offer my amendment to the compen- 
satory n apon flax. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama de- 
sire to offer his amendment now? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; I offer it now as an amendment before 
the vote is taken on the compensatory duty upon flax, - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not understand the 
Senator from Alabama. Is the amendment to be proposed now, 
or when the Tap rp is perfected? 

Mr. MORGA. ; ish to offer it as an amendment to the 
amendment proposed by the committee for a compensatory duty 


on flax. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of paragraph 327, page 105, line 3, 
it is c xar to insert — 

Mr. ALLISON. Will not the Senator allow me to perfect the 
aph first? 

Mr. MORGAN. But J am trying to perfect it. That is what I 

am trying to do. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. I know the Senator is, but I understand the 
Senator proposes to perfect it by adding matter at theend. I 
desire to have an amendment disposed of in line 25, 104, 
striking out “twelve” and inserting “fourteen.” Then his amend- 
ment will, of course, come in. 

Mr. MORGAN. My amendment is so worded that it comes in 


naturally and ponen — 
Mr. ALL N. any time? 
Mr. MORGAN. No. 
Mr. ALLISON, Will the Senator allow me to perfect the text? 
Mr. MORGAN, If the Senator will allow me first to perfect 
his amendment, I will. 


Mr. ALLISON, Certainly, I yield to the Senator. 

Mr, MORGAN. My amendment will come in at the end of the 
amendment which has just been formally voted on, and which I 
ask er be reconsidered for the purpose of letting in my amend- 
men 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Alabama. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to paragraph 327: 


tion 2 of this act, except those described in paragraphs 474, 475, 4814, 486, 
486b. 486c. ^ 496, 510, 528, 547, 563, 597, „ „611. 6121, 6194, 621, 
628. (36, 639, O40, 645, 067, 002, 800. 10, 8101; all of which scare exetnph — 


duty. 

Mr. MORGAN, Mr. President, I intended to offer this amend- 
ment to the compensatory duty on cotton twine yesterday after- 
noon, but happened to be out of the Chamber at the time that 
subject was passed upon. I offer it now for the Msg rers of bring- 
ing up the question which was su ted by nator from 
Georgia [Mr. Bacon], and in which I fully concur with him, that 

ustice requires, and it is a sound method of legislation, to take 
be: the list nearly all of the articles that are fonnd upon it 
and place them under the low ad valórem duty of 10 per cent. 

The articles that I do not put under that duty are mentioned in 
the esie dt e which are there enumerated. Iwill refer to some 
of them for the p of indicating what they are and in order 
to show the principle upon which I am acting in this matter. 

For instance, in paragraph 611: 

Personal effects, not merchandise, of citizens of the United States dying 
in foreign countries. 

Paragraph 612}: 


"Philosophical and scientific apparatus, 8 instruments, and pope 
r n 


, in bottles and boxes containing 


tions, including same, HCM impo: 

good faith for the use or by order of any society or ins Eaton EAD RO RM 

or established solely for religious, philosophical, educational, scientific, or 

1 purposes, or for the encouragement of the fine or for the use or 

qma er of any college, academy. Tag OP ADATE amine. the 
nited States. or any State or public library, and not for sale, subject to 

such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe. 

Paragraph 621: 

Quinia, sulphate of, and all alkaloids or salts of cinchona bark. 

Paragraph 628. Seeds: Anise, beet, canary, caraway, cardamom, 
cauliflower, etc. 

Paragraph 635. Silkworm’s eggs. 

Paragraph 639. Specimens of natural history. 

Paragraph 640. Spices, etc. 

Paragraph 648. Tamarinds. 

Paragraph 662. Vaccine virus. 

Those ace ri samplon selected from vine Det of mood 
paragraphs ow my purpose is exemptions an 
put on the free list only those things that relate to the absolute 
necessities of life in the United States and are not produced in 
this country to any great extent. That would include salt, it 
includes goja and silver bullion, and a number of articles.. The 
principle I contend for is that all imports ought to bear a duty if 
any imports bear a duty, except those that are n for the 
maintenance of human life, and for shelter, and for food in its 
DV possible form. 

e have had a great deal of disquisition during the debate on 
this tariff bill about the proper theory, the proper doctrine to 
apply to tariff legislation. I have heard the discussion in this 

ber of four tariffs Saring Ge twenty years I have been here, 
and I have never yet failed to listen to a great deal of A prd acri- 
monious debate as to the consistency of Senators in the applica- 
tion of their doctrines to tariff enactment. 

I have come to the conclusion that there is no one principle that 
will run through every act of tariff legislation and secure justice 
except that every article that is importes shall bear its fair equiv- 
alent of duty; of course, that the object of taxation shall be solely 
and exclusively the raising of revenue for the support of the Gov- 
ernment, and that it shall not be a distinctive part of any tariff 
legislation that bounty, misnamed protection, shall be given to 
any class of producers or manufacturers in the United States. 

My qoncepsiona of the tariffs that we havea right to enact under 
the Constitution of the country are that they are solely intended 
forthepurpose of raising revenue, and that they werenot intended 
by the framers of the Constitution in any sense at all as a means 

conferring bonnty Hon any class of American citizenship, 
because we can not er bounty upon any class of Americans 
without discriminating against some other class, giving special 
and peculiar advantages to one citizen over another, which I un- 
derstand to be contrary to the spirit of our Government. 

Exe in my examination of all these tariff laws that there is 
hidden away in the free list the most unjustifiable of all the 
bounties that we confer upon special classes. They are concealed 


there, and it is done purposely. When an article that is manu- 
factured in the United States consists of elements which must be 
exported from some foreign country, those elements ought to bear 
taxation along with all other objects of taxation that we seek to 
impose duties upon. 


r 
Ido not agree at all that raw material, as it is called, ought to 
be free. There are subjects that ought to be free, but they are 
not what we call raw material in respect to the processes of manu- 
facture. Theadmission of the raw material of the manufacturers 
free of duty is that much bounty conferred upon them. Particu- 
larly is that the case when the consumer has to pay for themanu- 
factured goods when they are imported, or when they are made 
here, the additional price that is made necessary by the incident 
Of taxation upon the article when it comes from abroad. 
We can not put any article upon the free list without violating 
that principle. We can not ibly put any article upon the free 
list without giving that much advantage to the manufacturer or 
the producer in this country who makes the same article, or one 
that is equivalent to it in its general purposes and uses. ; 
Now, we are told that one of the objects of this law is to raise 
revenue. Another object declared in the title of the act, and fre- 
quently avowed on the floor, is to encourage American manufac- 
tures or American produetion. "There are two objects, then, pre- 
sented. The first is the legitimate object. and the other is not a 
legitimate object, unless it isa mere incident to the exercise of 
the taxing power. But in this bill it is put forward not as an 
incident of the taxing power, but as an independent exercise of 
the power, upon the ground that we have the right to confer 
bounties upon a portion of our citizens at the expense of other 
citizens of the United States. E 
There I separate from all that class of legislators who believe 
that they have the right by using the powers of taxation to confer 
bounties and benefits upon one class, to the oppression and disad- 
vatage of another class. We separate there in our conclusions 
and in our opinions about the proper and legitimate use-of the 


Of the powers that we have under the Constitution of the 
United States the power of taxation is the least restrained, and 
therefore it is the most dangerous. There is no court in this 
Government that has theright, in any form of action or procedure, 
to restrain the collection of a tax, no matter how enormous it may 
be. upon the ground that it is excessive. 

There is no lawyer who can frame a case and present it to a court 
and invoke its jurisdiction to the extent of getting an injunction 
or any other repressive act upon the part of a court because the 
tax that we may choose to levy is excessive. That can not be said 
of any other human act or any other act performed by the Con- 

of the United States. There is no exercise of power in the 
nited States that is, after all, absolutely discretionary as to the 
extent of its exercise besides the taxing power. It is, therefore, 
the most dangerous power that exists in our reach under the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

For that very reason, Mr. President, a cautious and considerate 
and sincere legislator will refrain from laying his hand upon that 
power for the purpose of using the instrumentality of taxation to 
confer bounties upon certain classes that he thinks ought to be 
rewarded and to discriminate against certain men whom he thinks 
ought to be punished, The taxing power, of all powers of the 
Government, is the most sacred in its trust. It operates distinctly 
and directly upon the conscience of every man who legislates. 
When a man finds himself in the possession of unlimi power 
and chooses to exercise it for the benefit of his friends or to the 
disadvantage of other sections where his friends do not reside (I 
speak of his political friends), that man is standing on the brink 
of a terrible precipice; it will be only through God's providence if 
he does not go over it. 

Therefore, when I approach the consideration of a tariff bill, I 
am bound to ask myself the question whether the particular meas- 
ure that is brought to my attention, and upon which I am required 
to vote, is a measure intended and designed for the purpose of 
raising revenue or whether it is a departure from that and goes 
into the domain of bounty, called protection, If it goes to that ex- 
tent, even to a slight d , and I am conscious of it, I can not 
reconcile it to my conscience to vote for any such measure. 

Then, to take the converse of the proposition as to the duty of 
imposing taxes, we are not relieved from that duty in a conscien- 
tious discharge of our functions as legislators in respect of any 
matter that is imported into the United States if we tax any of 
them at all, and if we propose to have any reference to equality 
in the adjustment of the burdens of taxation. So I feel entirely 
justified, and indeed, sir, I feel called upon, as I have heretofore 

n called n, to vote inst placing many articles upon the 
free list that I believe are the legitimate subjects of taxation. 

Now, you may take this free list here, and, according to the in- 
formation that 1 possess from others—because I have made no cal- 
culations upon it myself—an equal, if not a larger, number of 
articles are imported free of duty into the United States than 
those which have the burden of taxation; and when you come to 
values, the value of the imported articles that come in under the 
Im ves is larger than the value of those that are put on the dutia- 

e list. 

We ask ourselves, therefore, the question, Why is it that more 
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than one-half of the importations into the United States come in 
free of duty? The man who is burdened with enormous duties 
a articles of necessity must turn to the free list and ask him- 

the question, Why is this large number of articles permitted 
to come in here free of duty? The answer isa patent one. It 
does not require any keen discrimination to make the answer per- 
fectly satisfactory. The answer is, these articles are omitted from 
the dutiable list and are let in free because they increase the profit 
of certain men who are engaged in certain classes of business in 
the United States. 

Well, Mr. President, that is taxation under the color of a false 
pretense. We say to ourselves, we are very liberal in taxation; 
we are free traders; and to prove it we have an enormous free list, 
both as to the value and number of the articles that are im: 5 
We are free traders; we want to take the burdens off of the people. 
We turn to the other side, to the first section of the same Di, and 
we find enormous impositions of taxes, very much higher than we 
have indulged in since the war, and even higher now than many 
of them were during the period of the civil war. 

It is perfectly obvious that the object of this enormous free list 
is simply to smuggle in protection under the name of free trade, 
We are accused here, in a rather sneering way, of being free trad- 
ers. Inevermyself have felt any reproach at being called a free 
trader, because when I look over the forty-five States of the Ameri- 
can Union I find that there are no taxes imposed on the articles that 

ass from one State to another on neither the imports nor e: 
eee any State. I find that very much the larger part and the 
more valuable part of the commerce of the people of the United 
States that they provide through their productions and manufac- 
tures and in every way is entirely free trade between the States. 

If we had the power to do it, as we had under the Articles of 
Confederation, who in any State, or in the Congress of the United 
States, would undertake to impose upon this vast mass of inter- 
state commerce duties of export or duties of import? Why, no- 
body. Nobody dreams of such a thing. All the commerce be- 
tween these forty-five States is free trade; it is nothing else. If 
our Government had been established with reference to its sup- 
port by direct taxation rather than by import duties upon foreign 
articles imported into the country, I think that we would have 
prospered very much more than we have done under the tariff 
systems that we have levied, beginning with the foundation of the 
Government. 

Bnt our Government was not framed for that pue entirely. 
The two systems were combined, the system of direct taxation 
and the system of duty upon imports, from which we should de- 
rive revenue. Therefore it is perfectly legitimate to im tar- 
iffs, customs duties, upon articles imported into the United States. 
But, Mr. President, the wisdom of it is a different thing. In a 
commercial sense, the wisdom of it is a very different thing. 

There is no wiser system of commercial intercourse anywhere 
in this world than that which exists between these forty-five 
sovereign States of the American Union. They are separated from 
each other as distinctively, in a great many respects, as Great 
Britain is separated from the United States. 

There are imaginary lines that run between them—sometimes 
river boundaries—and imaginary lines run between us and Can- 
ada, some of them drawn through the middle of the lakes, where 
it is impossible to effect any demarcation of the lines. You pass 
across oneof those lakes going from the United Statesinto Canada 
without being conscious of such a line, and yet we impose duties 
upon articles coming from the other side of that line. : 

If it could be true that the whole world conld operate its busi- 
ness as these forty-five States do, the whole world would be very 
much richer, very much freer, and very much happier than the 
world is now. It is the selfishness of nations which try to 
upon each other and get rich at the 3 of each other that 
gives preference to imposts or customs duties when commodities 
pass from border to border. v 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask whether, if that blissful state 
should come to pass, wages would not necessarily be the same all 
over the world? 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I do not know whether that 
would be so or not, but I think the Senator from New Hampshire 
QR will concur with me that if all the gold and silver mines 

the world were freely opened to the production of gold and 
silver, and there was uniformity of coinàge and of value accorded 
to these two great metals which God has given us, wages would be 
alike in all the countries of the world, depending, in some instances, 
as a matter of course, upon the density of po tion, and in others 
upon their capacity for physical and mental labor. 

Mr. CHAN LER. Oh, no; the Senator must not fasten that 


admission upon me. I do not think that would be the case. Iam 
opposed to having that the case. I am in favor of higher wages 
in the United States than those which prevail in any other country, 
and for that reason I am in favor of the American system of pro- 
tection. The difference between me and the Senator is that the 
Senator is not only for the free coinage of silver and of gold all 


1836 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 18, 


the world over, but I am afraid he is in favor of the equalization 
of wages all the world over, and I am not. 

Mr. MORGAN, The equalization of wages will always take 
lace the world over when there is absolute freedom of trade, and 
therefore am in favor of an 8 of wages all the world 

over, if it does not starve anybody, if it does nobody any harm. 
Iam not at all unwilling to see a subject of the British Empire, 
whether he is in one of the islands of the sea or whether in the 
„little tight island” called the United Kingdom, there 5 5 75 
and enjoy himself and grow strong, and all that, for I think that 
is one of the benevolences that the Almighty has intended for 
man in any gs of the world, and Iam not envious of his pros- 
perity, and do not desire to cripple or destroy him at all; on the 
contrary, I would give him advantages, if I could doit, not over 
our own people, but over his own people—his rulers and Govern- 
ment, who keep him under foot to prevent him from rising. I 
would rempve those difficulties if I could do so; but I do not ex- 
pect to enter upon an undertaking of that kind, for I am nota 
universal reformer. 

Iacknowledge that there is an incident of protection, as we call 
it, an incident of bounty, in every impost we impose upon goods 
brought from abroad. I am not inveighing against that at all, 
but under the pretense of giving our laborers higher wages I am 
not in favor of increasing the profits and magnifying the wealth 
of the employer when the wages of the laborer really are not en- 
hanced, or, if they are enhanced, the compensatory losses, or rather 
the losses that derogate from his nominal profits as a wage earner, 
are imposed upon him in the very high prices of that for which he 
has to pay, which at last equalizes this matter and produces an 

uation between the situations here and the situations abroad in 

the countries of the world. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). Does 

Me N from Alabama yield to the Senator from New Hamp- 
re 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. As I have interrupted the Senator by his 
kind permission once, I venture to do it again, if he will allow me. 

The Senator has offered an amendment to put upon the dutia- 
- ble list nearly all the articles in this bill which are upon the free 
list. He has seemingly joined the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Bacon] in the proposition that the free list ought to be wiped out 
and eve ing have a duty placed upon it. ,We endeavor to be 
practical now as the heat of the summer is coming upon us; we 
ougat to be practical certainly, and try to pass this bill and go 

ome, 

Why does the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], why does 
the Senator from Georgia, expect that we can possibly take this 
free list and convert it into a dutiable list, in view of the fact that 
when the Democratic zu controlled this Chamber and the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNEs]— who I see is listening to the 
Senator from Alabama [laughter]—was making a tariff bill here, 
there was a free list just as broad as the present free list which 
has been reported by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]? 

I will ask the Senator, with all due respect, is it not folly to 
waste our time upon a proposition to destroy the free list, which 
our 9 not intend to do, and which his party did not dare 
to to do? ; 

M MORGAN. I do not know, Mr. President, what my party 
dares to try to do. I hope it always dares to try to do what is 
right. I know they do dare to try to prevent the piling up of enor- 
mous bounties in favor of certain sections and certain people in 
this country. They have been laboring diligently and preg ears 
at that task for several days, and in the midst of their labors 
have seen the Senator from Iowa rise several times and offer an ad 
valorem duty upon certain goods imported into the United States 
to compensate for an increase of protection—to increase the pro- 
tection, rather, because certain articles which had heretofore been 
imported free were put upon the dutiable list—and he used in 
those cases the ordinary process of an ad valorem duty of 10 per 
cent, just as I do inthis amendment. So I have a very high prec- 
edent in the conduct of this very bill for what I am attempting 
to do in a little more general way. 

The Senator from New Hampshire objects to the consumption 
of time that isrequired. It requires very littletime to take a vote, 
Mr. President, placing a duty of 10 per cent ad valorem upon cer- 
tain articles on the free list. and excepting certain others. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Right there will the Senator explain why 
he excepts the items he namesinhisamendment? If wearegoing 
to have a duty on everything, why except anything? The Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] could not advocate a duty on every- 
thing without excepting three or four things, and now the Senator 
from Alabama excepts a dozen. Will the Senator tell us what 
those exceptions are, and why he makes any exception at all if we 
are to have a tariff upon everything? 

The Senator will excuse me for saying these things, because the 


platform of 1892 of the Democratic ariy bound the party, of 
which Grover Cleveland was then the foa and the Senator from 
Alabama a distinguished member, to put “a tariff for revenue 
only" upon everything; and if the pledges of the platform had 
been carried ont, there would have n on, say, eight hundred 
millions or a thousand millions of importations a duty of 20 or 25 
per cent uy St v which would have brought us in two hundred 
or two hundred and fifty million dollars of revenue, and then the 
thing would have been done, and Democratic principles would 
have been triumphant for once in this country. It was not done 
in the tariff of 1894, and the Senator knows we can not do it now. 
Then why does the Senator make an attempt to do it now? 

Mr. MORGAN. All the exceptions in the amendment I propose 
are exceptions in favor of humanity, and only that—absolute ne- 
cessities—and they relate to articles which are not produced in 
this country, except bullion, gold and silver, which of conrse 
ought to be admitted free, because they relate to the supply of 
money to the people. 

But the Senator will find by looking over the list that I pro- 
ose—and it is easy enough to traceit up by casting his eye on the 
ill—that the exceptions I felt authorized to make relate entirely 

tothe duties we owe to the common wants and the sympathies of 
human nature. They do not relate in the slightest degree to the 
advantage of any man engaged in manufactures or production. 
In most instances they relate to articles not produced here at all. 

As to the declaration of the different part platforms on this 
subject, parties, Mr. President, have been ng up platforms 
and laying down rules for tariff legislation since we irst com- 
menced having party conventions and caucuses to bind the whole 

eople of the country: and I suppose there are as great variations 
in those platforms, taking either of the parties, as you can find in 
almost any other declarations that ever have been advanced by 
human thoughtand action. Sometimes we almost go to the verge 
of free trade, and then we come and put in a little protection. 
When the Mone art bill was under discussion here, both par- 
ties were committed to the doctrine of protection tothis extent, that 
we would place upon articles manufactured in the United States 
a sufficient duty to compensate for what the Senator from New 
Hampshire calls the difference between the price of labor in the 
United States and abroad, 

What is that but protection? What is that but bounty? It gives 
to the American manufacturer that amount of additional duty 
which would cover, or is supposed to cover, the difference between 
the cost of labor in the United States and the cost of labor abroad. 
Of course that is the doctrine of protection, which both parties 
agreed to, so far as parties are concerned. 

But, Mr. President, I have lived long enough and have had 
enough of public experience to understand that no political party 
in a great national convention can lay down a rule to which the 
membership of that party will accede and which they will 
out in their legislation. They have never accomplished it yet, 
and they never will. 

Look at the Republican party in this Chamber. Up to this meet- 
ingof Congress and until this bill had been quitealong time under 
consideration, free speech and free voting amongst the Repub- 
licans apon the items of the tariff was something that was entirely 
established amongst the precedents of that party. Now there is 
not a Senator on that side who dares to break away from the line 
of demarcation as prescribed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON]. The Senator from Iowa votes this tariff all the time; 
he indicates what he wants. He is a wise man, a most patriotic 
citizen, and a very able Senator; and they do well to trust him; 
but I have never yet seen a child 2 years old that had as much 
confidence in its mother and followed the advice of that mother 
as unhesitatingly as these ve, gray-headed, splendid men who 
are on the other side of this Chamber follow the Senator from 
Iowa. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator says we do not dare to do.” 
The Senator is mistaken. We do not want to do. We are united 
on this side of the Chamber; we are not broken all to pieces, as 
the Senator's party is, and we gladly vote with the Senator from 
Iowa because he is wise and right. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no doubt the Republican Senators in 
this Chamber very much enjoy the confession on the part of the 
Senator from New Hampshire that he is entirely willing to do what 
they require of him, because it has seemed to me that the Senator 
from New Hampshire was trying to break the fence all the time, 
and that he has been alinost dying under the restraints that have 
beenimposeduponhimbythecaucus. [Laughter.] Idonotthink 
that I have witnessed any mental suffering in a long time that was 
as keen and as excruciating and as exhausting as that which the 
caucus has imposed upon the Senator from New Hampshire, 
[Laughter.] 

But heis notalone. There are a number of Senators on that 
side of the Chamber who rebel at this bill as they go along, and 
who are thinking now about the excuses they will be able to give 
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to their constituency when they get home for casting these votes; 
and the only excuse they can give is that of caucus rule. There- 
fore, this tariff is a party-caucus decree. Whatever other decrees 
we may rebel against in this country, we do not rebel against 
party decrees, except it be on the Democratic side of the Chamber, 
when Georgians and South Carolinians, and occasionally an Ala- 
bamian, gets up and speaks his sentiments and votes according to 
his own convictions. 

. am very proud now to say that up to this time, at least, the 
Democratic party have not imposed this gag upon their members. 
They could not doit. If you want to break up a Democratic caucus 
in this body, just come in there and propose that every man shal! 
be required to adhere to what the majority shall ordain in that 
caucus, and they will disseminate themselves rapidly to their re- 
spective places of abode and not go back any more until that rule 
is not insisted upon. There is free speech, free thought, and free 
action left on the tofthe Democracy. That being so, the peo- 
ple of the United States can trust that party to take care of their 
rights and interests without the dictation of party managers ata 
national convention. 

Iam very sorry that the conviction of the people in regard to 
the action of the Republican party is being confirmed every day 
by all that is done here, and that is, that the present project or 
tariff as it is being engineered through this Senate and as it was 
engineered through the House of Representatives is a mere dis- 
tribution of rewards for political service. We do not understand 
that you are doing anything else except paying your political 
debts. We do not begin to understand, nor do the people, that 
you are doing anything for them, that their interests are con- 
&ulted, that their rabie are respected. - 

We understand that the men who receive the benefits of this 
tariff in these various phases of protection have demanded of the 
epublica party that they shall get their reward in this bill, 
and the caucus have taken those demands altogether, have aver- 
aged them up, and they have said wool shall get so much, hides 
so much, sugar so much, and so cotton and woolen manufactures, 
and iron and steel, and the like of that, shall get so much; and 
they have divided it all up; and the men in the United States who 
are interested now in these industries can take a pencil and piece 
of paper and sit down and tell you very closely the amounts of 
money they are going to make out of this bill; but the consumers— 
those who are not benefited in this way—can not calculate their 
losses, for the reason that when you get a man on a sort of tobog- 

slide down in the direction of distress and poverty, that man 
fea very hard work to take up and face the other way. 

There is aclass of people in the United States who are going to 
be benefited by this tariff. They will be prosperous—yes, they 
will be overprosperous. I do not know that they are going to be 
suddenly prosperous. but enormously so when the scheme that is 
now being voted under the gag law of the caucus upon the other 
side is put upon the statute book. 

When the Republican party has passed its decree into a statute, 
then the men who are to receive the benefits and who are per- 
fectly well known and described in this bill, will grow egesta bcn 
and,for the time being, there will be a whir of wheels, perhaps, 
and the loading of ducats into their treasury; but after a while, 
Mr. President, this thing is going to stop. because the other peo- 
ple who are not provided for, the great industrial masses of this 
country, will not be able to earn enough to pay these bounties, 
and depression and calamity will take place in the country; panic 
will appear in the commercial and financial marts, and this bill 
will produce it. Causes now exist sufficient to produce it, but 
this bill will aggravate it; and after this bill has had its first re- 
viving effect upon these so-called industries of manufacturing, 
etc., when the reaction comes in this country, there is no man, I 
think, who has bestowed his thoughts sedately upon questions of 
prosperity, and N Who will not certainly forecast in his 
mind that this country, by virtue of this political tariff, designed 
by a political party, is bound to suffer panic, disorder, and dis- 
tress. 

The Senator from New Hampshire says that we ought to be in 
a bnrry about this, and he laments the waste of time. Well, Mr. 
President, if I am permitted to speak about any other institution 
in the world except this, I will refer to a legislative body that 
used to assemble in this Capitol about 200 feet from here. I will 
not call the name of it for fear somebody will call me to order; I 
will not allude to it in any more specific terms, lest I might violate 
the constitutional right of somebody on this floor, or at least his 
sente of delicacy, decency, and propriety. I notice, however, 
that that legislative body—and it is a very great body, composed 
of many splendid men, many of whom have national and world- 
wide reputations for ability and integrity, for experience and for 
courage—seem to have so much leisure that they do not meet but 
twice a week; and indeed they have forbidden themselyes to meet 
more than twice a week. 

There is a statute upon that book in that House which is called 


a rule, just as obligatory as any law, criminal or civil, on the stat- 


ute book is obligatory upon a citizen of the United States—a rule 
derived by asingle step from the Constitution of the United States, 
a rule enacted in o ence to an imperative demand of the Con- 
stitution of the United States; and that rule, contrary tothe Consti- 
tution.requires that that House shall not meet excepton Monday 
and Thursday. 

I suppose that it is the first time that any negative, pregnant 
legislation has ever occurred in the United States, where either 
House has passed a resolution or a rule that it should not meet 
except on certain days, so that if some sudden calamity or some 
sudden emergency were to come upon the people of the United 
States, and the Speaker of the House should go there, and a num- 
ber of members of the House should assemble there sufficient to 
constitute a quorum to do business, and the Speaker should under- 
take to ascend to his desk and take up his gavel, one of the pages 
would have the right to inquire of him what he was doing there, 
what business he had in that Chamber to mount upon that desk, 
with that piece of timber in his hand, at a time when the resolu- 
tion of the House was that he should not be there—forbidden to 
be there by 8 law, by a law that the House alone can make 
and that nobody but the House can undo or repeal, forbidden to 
be there at allin the eapacity of a legislator or Speaker—and is 
found at that desk on Tuesday, or on Friday, or on Saturday. 
He is not there on Tuesday, or Wednesday, or Friday, or Satur- 
rd or possibly on Sunday, which is not dies non juridicus; not 
at all. 

A House having that much leisure, having nothing to do, no- 
body to serve, no constitutional duties to exercise, certainly can 
not complain if we allow them to enjoy their elegant leisure, 
loitering in the shades of this beautiful city, while we are en 

in the laborious effort of trying to put through a tariff bill which 
they have never read, that they were not permitted to read. It 
was carried in there and brought out, but it was never read or 
permitted to be read. The membership of the House knew nothing 
about the merits of the bill when it came here, and yet, according 
to the Constitution, they must originate all bills for revenue. 
'That does not merely mean that they must dig them up from the 
foundations of their wisdom and e them undigested and 
unscanned to the balance of the world. It means that they shall 
present those bills after due consideration. 

The bill came to this body, and the committee of the Senate 
tookit and kept it for along time. I am almost afraid tosay 
how long for fear they might suppose I was impeaching them for 
want of diligence, but I suppose no committee ever worked harder 
upon 4 bill than our Finance Committee has worked upon this 
measure; so hard, indeed, that one of the most eminent and able of 
the members of the committee has been driven to his home by 
sickness, as we understand, from the great labor he had to per- 
form in the investigation of the measure. 

The bill has come to us in a new form almost every day. We 
have very little conception of what we have to vote upon. The 
committee have not settled down upon anything, as far as I under- 
stand, Lecause they change their report every half hour in the day, 
and we do not know how to prepareto vote upon the measure which 
they have had printed and laid before us. So on both sides great 
leisure is being taken and Senators only get in haste and complain 
of the want of time when they find themselves in contact with 
questions where they have not the ability to answer the demand 
that is presented for their vote. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire sees that the Senator from Iowa has, on frequent occasions, 
put on a compensatory duty of 10 per cent to the manufacturer or 
the producer in the United States because a duty was laid upon 
the raw material. 

Day after day we are having these exhibitions, if I may call 
them such, and when I come and specify in my amendment the 
particular articles excepted, and say that as to all the balance on 
the free list there shall be an ad valorem duty of 10 per cent, then 
the Senator from New Hampshire rises and wants to know of me 
how long it would take to adjust that tariff. It will take no longer 
to adjust that provision than merely the time necessary to cast a 
vote. Everybody can understand it. Ten per cent ad valorem 
upon those articles that are contained in the free list outside of 
the 5 which I state in the amendment. That is simple 
enough. 

What would be the effect of it? Sir, as the saying goes in the 
country, we would have money to burn arising out of the tariff 
act. and nobody would be any the worse for it, nobody would 
suffer. The people of the United States would be delighted to 
pay 10 per cent upon articles that are imported now free of duty 
if in doing so they could get revenue enough to keep them from 
putting a tax upon sugar and upon tea, and upon beer and upon 
salt and such articles. If we will adopt the amendment which I 
propose now, wecan take off all thosetaxes and have money enough 

ere to support the Government without any doubt at all, be- 
cause 10 per cent upon the value of the imports that now come in 
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free will supply all the revenue we want in this country. We 
could take off, if we chose to do it, not only the tax upon sugar 


and upon salt and upon tea and upon beer and upon tobacco, 
which is s ted here, but we could take 10 per cent ad valorem 
off all the duties that are imposed upon articles in the dutiable 
list of the tariff and still have money to burn. 

‘The people of the United States are amply able to pay all the 
necessary expenses of this Government, enlarging as it is from 
year to year, necessarily; and to tell the truth, sir, I am teful 
to find that the expenditures of the United States are e rging, 
becanse it indicates that this country is growing steadily. There 
is not much money provided in the appropriation acts that is not 
absolutely necessary. They are scrutinized very closely. There 
is not a government in this world which spends less money fool- 
ishly than the Government of the United States, and there is less 
corruption in public expenditures here than there is in any other 
government that exists or ever has existed in the world. tis 
a boast which is perfectly justified by the facts. So when our list 
of expenditures is increasing and our people are satisfied that we 
are not wasting their money on vain and improper objects, they 
are entirely content, because they feel that that is a proof to them, 
as it is to tne outside world, that the growth of this nation is com- 
pensating for all the expenditures we are putting upon it. 

Itisour growth and not the wickedness of legislation that invites 
these expenditures, and so I am-not prone to quarrel about that. 
Iam rather disposed to be thankful that we can bear the burden 
withoutfeelingit. Where we find a burden grievous and unbear- 
able is where the bonus or bounty is taken out of the hands of 
industry on the pretense and guise, false as it is, of protection, and 
is put into the pockets of rich men whoare able to live without it. 

& I find nothing in the situation to alarm me abont the adoption 
of this amendment. I do not know that the amendment will get 
a single votein the Senate. Ihave not asked anybody whether 
he is going to vote for it or not. I rely for votes in support of the 
amendment upon the intrinsic merit of the proposition itself, 
which is, that the free list can bear an ad valorem tax of 10 per 
cent without Me eris y any manufacturer, any producer, or any 
consumer in the United States, and here are these vast resources 
for revenue that we leave untouched, first, because we do not 
want in any respect at all to reduce the amount of bounty that 
certain classes We geet od the pending bill, and, in the second place, 
because the weather is warm and it is inconvenient now for us to 
turn these pages over and attend to our business. That is the 
argument of the Senator from New Hampshire—it is incon- 
venient; the weather is too warm; time is pressing on us; every- 
thing conspires to force us into hasty action. í 

Mr. President, I grant you there are some things which do look 
as if they had conspired together to force us into hasty action. 
Here are politicians standing around us almost with clubs drawn 
over our heads telling us to push the tariff bill through. It is the 
only thing we are permitted to do at all. A Senator might intro- 
duce any bill he pleased, no matter what merit there might be 
init, and unless it nappened to be a matter of absolute necessity, 
unequivocal necessity, he could not = it through the Senate now 
to the displacement of the pending bill. 

We have our orders to pass the bill, and to pass it in the shape de- 
creed by the Republican caucus, and the Republican caucus has 
contented itself with taking it in the shape that it may be proposed 
from moment to moment by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 
Weare now enacting into statutes of the United States, at least so 
far as concerns our part of it, the will of the Senator from Iowa, 
whois followed so obediently by all of his political friends, the ma- 
AR in this Chamber, That is what we are doing, according to 
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ctates of the Republican party, agreed to in caucus and ex- 


pressed by the Senator from Iowa. 

If I could persuade the Senator from Iowa to adopt this pro 
sition, there would not be a man on the other side of the Chamber 
who would dare get up and object to it—not one. Let me see if 
Ican invite some Senator on the other side—if the Senator from 
Towa would rise in his place and say, “ Mr. MORGAN, I accept 
your amendment; I hope it will be passed by the Senate "—to rise 
up now and say—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Get the Senator from Iowa first. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let me see if there is anyone who would rise 
up and say, I will not vote for it.” There is not one. There is 
no duty he proposes that does not go down, and if I could only be 
so fortunate as to get his assent to my amendment, it would whirl 
through the Senate like a cyclone. There would be nothing left 
for me to do then except to rejoice in the returning spirit of jus- 
tice and to rejoice also that the power of the Prince of Darkness 
has been checked, his wine clipped, so that he could not lord it 
over the Senate and over the people, and demand at the hands of 
the people of the United States to stand and deliver what is pro- 
posed to be put through in the pending bill. 

The Senator from Missouri Air. Vest], the Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. Jones], the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE], 


and the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL], who have had 
particular charge of the bill on our side, have taken a great deal 
of time about it, and they have taken it up and emphasized and 
explained the points in many particulars where the bill operates 
harshly and unjustly, and while I sympathize with them in the 
labor it has imposed upon them when they knew they would fail 
at the end of every vote on any motion they proposed—they knew 
it—they are performing a work which, if if does not result im- 
mediately to their advantage, will immortalize them when they 
have gone hence and are no more, for the reason that they point 
out to the people of the United States the egregious wrong that is 
being done here deliberately and from moment to moment in the 
aaponition of burdens unheard of before and utterly unjustified, 
eit € by the necessities of the Treasury or the condition of the 
people. 

Sir, the Treasury of the United States does not need what is 
being imposed in the pending bill. More than that, the Treasury 
of the United States is not going to get the revenue out of the bill 
to meet the alleged deficiencies. More than that, sir, it is admit- 
ted on the other side of the Chamber, and I here announce it in 
the presence of the world, that as a revenue producer the bill is a 
failure, A confessed failure as a revenue producer, it stands here 
merely as a burning wrong against the industries of this country, 
intended to roast out of the people enough fat to feed the rich 
and the manufacturers. 

That is the bill upon which we are acting. I am trying to 
modify it. Iam trying to get some revenue into the Treasury of 
the United States, so that we will not have to borrow any more 
money. We ought never to have borrowed a cent anyhow, Mr. 
President. The borrowing of money, or the apparent necessity 
for it, which is now said to be the cause of the filling up of the 
Treasury with as much perhaps as $180,000.000 surplus revenue 
to-day, is a Republican measure. I do not mean that the Repub- 
licans borrowed the money, but they created the necessity and 
the temptation under which it was borrowed. They are respon- 
sible for the whole of it. They are responsible for their refusal 
to pay our contracts according to the face thereof; and with the 
Treasury redundant in money, they refused to uss it because it 
did not suit the creditor. 

They have created the apparent necessity of our going into debt 
and eee, our national debt atend of reducing it, as we 
have been perfectly able to do all the time, borrowing money for 
the purpose of keeping up a gold reserve in the Treasury of the 
United States which has not the sanction of law, even in color. 
There is no sanction of law for it at all A mere naked usurpa- 
tion of a power on the part of a Secretary of the Treasury in the 
first place hás been a up, and there it stands, a sort of jack pot, 
over which the men of Wall street and Lombard street and other 
places in the world are shuffling their cards and dealing for a win- 
nig: That is what they are doing with it. That is the whole 
of it. 

The American people, innocent and good and confiding as they 
are, will not believe me when I tell them there is no shadow of a 
foundation in law for the $100,000,000 of gold which has been 
treasured up there now for sixteen or seventeen years, on which 
interest has been paid regularly by the United States at 4 per 
cent, when the $100,000,000 has been withdrawn from circulation 
and locked Do in the caverns of the Treasury. Suppose it had 
been in circulation during the sixteen or seventeen years; what 
difference would it have made in the prosperity of these people? 
Instead of going around like an abject set of poverty-stricken 
mendicants, our men who now tramp the world, at first for em- 
ployment and now to escape the burdens of life, the men who 
tramp the length and breadth of this great Republic, would be 
to-day the masters of honest and pleasant homes, and they would 
be controlling a profitable business for men in their condition and 
Se Maris on Ux ther side of the Chamber h 

The party on the other side of the Chamber has im upon 
the country all this wrong, and the wrong and hr eme 76 80 
come to that erg now when all confess that there is no pros- 
perity in the land. There is depression and suffering and woo 
and Vari spas. They all admitit. They do not deny it, and 
they say the way to make a people in our condition happy and 
Re bat gs is just to double the burden of taxation. Icannotsee 
the logic of that, I am not alert enough and wise enough and 
learned enough to argue to such a conclusion, that prosperity of 
a substantial sort can ibly come to a people who are already 
in the depths of adversity by increasing the burden we put upon 
them by taxation. 

Now I recur to my first proposition, that the abuse of a taxing 
law, and especially when that abuse results in the poverty of the 
masses, of the poor, is the worst crime that a ps ery ee can per- 

trate. It is the most terrible breach of faith that humanity can 

guilty of when a Constitution confides to your sincere honesty 
and mine perfect discretion as to the amount of taxation, and you, 
in the exercise of that discretion, impose enormous burdens upon 
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a people whose burdens are already so thick that they can not bear 
them and stand aloft. Then I feel that the time has arrived for 
doing or trying to do something to alleviate their wrongs. So I 
want to impose upon the manufacturers—these gentlemen who get 
bounties under the proposed law—an ad valorem duty of 10 per cent 
on all that they bring in here and all that everybody brings in here, 
in order that they may have at least a portion of the burden to 
bear which weighs upon us. 

Mr, President, there is another thing about the proposed law 
which I like, I like it very much. I admire the wisdom and the 
Sagacity of the Republican side of the Chamber in leaving unre- 

ed the income-tax provision. The bill is so framed that the 
income tax remains unrepealed upon the statute books. There 
has been a great deal said upon the stump about the income tax, 
and a number of 8 ave essayed to express very forcible 
opinions against the validity, or the propriety, or the decency, you 
may say, of an income tax. We spread an income tax upon the 
Statute bookinthe Wilson law, and these gentlemen have the power 
torepealit. Thereis no doubt that if the Senatorfrom Iowa were 
to say I move toamend the bill by repealing the income tax pro- 
our in the Wilson Act,” everybody on the other side would vote 

or it. 

Why not doit? Ah, sir, it is because the people e t that the 
time will come when even the Supreme Court of the United States 
‘will find it convenient to rectify an opinion that nobody scarcely 
believes is the law, and this law will then stand there to receive 
the benefit of it. Why, then, is a Democratic law, enacted by a 
Democratic Congress, which a Democratic President refused to 
sign, because, I sup ,it was not good enough for him, left on 
the statute books? No better chance has ever been presented than 
for the Republicans, now that they have the power, to move a re- 
pealof that Democratic law. Instead of doing so. they leave it 
on the statute book inthe hope that sometime or other a Supreme 
Court will be found to reverse the opinion which was created by 
a bare majority, and that one turned over in a night, against the 
constitutionality of the law. i 

I am obliged to them for that. It may turn out in the provi- 
dence of God—for judges of the Supreme Courts do disappear and 
reappear—that we will find some person who has the capacity to 
feel the weight of one hundred years of precedent and who will 
yield his ju ent in favor of the constitutionality of the law. 
And if he does, then we will have morerevenne than we will know 
what to do with. Then we can take the tax off beer, and off 
tobacco, and off tea, and off salt, and off sugar, and that happy, 
beautiful breakfast table about which the senior Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] used to speak here so eloquently will be spread 
with luxuries for the poor. Then a man can have a little sweet- 
ening to put into his coffee, and he will considerit a great blessing 
from on high. The American people will permit him to have a 
little sugar to put into his coffee. : 

When Democratic measures have fair play, when the wisdom of 
that grand old party is voted and enunciated through the action 
of its representatives in this day and generation, and in the days 
and generations that have passed and in all that are to come, 
then the people of the United States will stand upon a safe and 
firm foundation. Then we will not be quarreling about these 
little differences as to nonessentials, which seem soinetimes to get 
up such a furore in the body amongst ourselves about the tax 
on pine lumber and the tax on long-staple cotton, etc. We will 
agree as sensible men in the Democratic party, like sensible men 
in the church find their strongest bond of union in the fact that 
they pass over their differences on nonessentials and fortify them- 
selves by their cohesion upon the great, leading doctrines and tenets 
of the creed. 

It does not require, in order that a man shall be a Democrat, 


that he shall vote for a duty on cotton, or pine timber, or iron ore, 
or anything else, or that he should not. That is no test of his 
Democracy. The test of his Democracy on a tariff means simply 


this: Do you want to impose this tax for the purpose of con- 
ferring a bounty upon a particular class of men?" No; I will 
not do it.“ Then you are all right. If you believe it is a good 
revenue measure, vote according to p judgment." 

But I repeat, Mr. President (and 1 wish the Republican side of 
this Chamber and the country would understand it), that while 
we have apparent discrepancies about these small, I will not say 
trifling, matters, but differences of opinion upon subjects that 
are not essential to the creed of the Democracy, we stand ina 
proud attitude when we face a party of great and powerful men 
who are choked to their knees by a caucus, and do not dare to rise 
and advocate anything that their consciences prompt them to do. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent to offer an amend- 
ment, and I ask that it be printed and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. The amendment will be printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. . I wish to offer an amendment. Lask that it be 
printed and lie on the table. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it.is so ordered. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 


SON]. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Inline 25, page 104, paragraph 327, before the 
word “cents,” it is proposed to strike out twelve“ and insert 
“ fourteen.” 

Mr. MORGAN. For the present I withdraw the amendment I 
have just been debating. Iask that it may be printed and lie on 
the table. I shall offer it later. 

Mr. ALLISON. Allow me to make a suggestion tothe Senator 
from Alabama. As the amendment relates wholly to what isnow 
on the free list, I trust he will not offer his amendment until just 
before we reach the free list. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very good. I may select that time. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will give that notice in re- 
gard to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenatorfrom Alabama asks 
ves e amendment proposed by him be printed. It will be so 
ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. Task that it be inserted at the place I desig- 
nated, before the free list. ~ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that it 
has not yet been formally offered. The Senator from Alabama 
props to offer it when that point in the bill is reached. 

r. ALLISON. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the amendment be stated. 

Te PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again 
read, 

The Secretary. On page 104, line 25, paragraph 327, it is pro- 
posed to strike out twelve,“ before cents,“ and insert“ four- 
teen;” so as to read: 

327. Threads, twines, or cords, made from yarn not finer than 5 lea or 
number. composed of hemp, or ramie, or of which these substances or 
either of them is the component material of chief value, 14 cents per pound. 

Mr. VEST. Task the Senator from Iowa to let that go over 
1 morning. I desire to submit some observations in regard 

it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is 5 o'clock. 

Mr. VEST. It is now within a fraction of 5 o'clock. We have 
been here since 11 o’clock. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, 


June 19, 1897, at 11 o'clock a. m. 
NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 18, 1897. 
MARSHAL, 


Walter H. Johnson, of Georgia, to be marshal of the United 
States forthe northern district of Georgia, vice Samuel C. Dunlap, 
to be removed. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Freeland H. Oaks, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Saco, in the State of Maine, to succeed Harry A. Mc- 
Nealley, resigned. « 

COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Harmon L. Remmel, of Arkansas, to be collector of internal 
8 for the district of Arkansas, in place of Robert T. Cook, 
removed. 

Frank W. Howbert, of Colorado, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue = the district of Colorado, in place of Albert L. New, 
removed. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 18, 1897. 


AUDITOR FOR NAVY DEPARTMENT. 
rrapi H. Morris, of Ohio, to be Auditor for the Navy Depart- 
NAR PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
General officer. 
Col. Anson Mills, Third Cavalry, to be brigadier-general. 
Quartermaster's Department. 
ed John Simpson, quartermaster, to be deputy quartermaster- 
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i on d ames Worden Pope, assistant quartermaster, to be quar- 
ermaster. 
First Lieut. Andrew Gregg Curtin Quay, Third Cavalry, to be 
assistant quartermaster. 
Cavalry arm. 
First Lieut. Thomas Jefferson Lewis, Second Cavalry, to be 
captain. 


Artillery arm. 
Capt. James Chester, Third Artillery, to be major. 
First Lieut. John Deane Charles Hoskins, Third Artillery, to be 
captain. 
Second Lieut. Archibald Campbell, Third Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant. 
AGENT AT SALMON FISHERIES OF ALASKA, 


Howard M. Kutchin, of California, to beagent at the salmon fish- 
eries of Alaska. 


ASSISTANT AGENT AT SALMON FISHERIES OF ALASKA, 


James C. Boatman, of California, to be assistant agent at the 
salmon fisheries of Alaska. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS, 


John R. Puryear, of Kentucky, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Paducah, in the State of Kentucky. f 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


John W. Miller, of Woodward, Okla., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Woodward, Okla. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, June 19, 1897. 


'The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
: Prayer by Rev. Hud JoHNSTON, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
n 


n. 
he Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. FRYE presented memorials of R. C. Pingree and 52 other 
citizens, of A. L. Templeton and 52 other citizens, and of M. F. 
Ricker and 52 other citizens, allin the State of Maine, remonstrat- 
ing against the enactment of legislation intended to destroy the 
resent system of ticket brokerage; which were referred to the 
mmittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. McENERY presented the memorial of Marr Bros. and 945 
other citizens of Louisiana, remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation intended to destroy the present system of ticket 
brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. - 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented sundry petitions of citi- 
zens of Albany, Buffalo, Utica, Lansingburg, Louisville, Fulton, 
Wegatchie, Newburg, Hudson, and Chase Mills, all in the State 
of Now York, praying for the early passage of a protective-tariff 
law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Brooklyn, 
Orange County, Richmond, and New York City, all in the State 
of New York, remonstrating against the proposed increase of the 
tax on beer; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present one of those stereotyped petitions 
that have been sent out all over the country to get signatures. It 
is signed by citizens of Springfield, Mo., and speaks about indus- 
try being paralyzed and the importance of early action on a pro- 
tective-tariff measure. I move that the petition lie on the table. 

'The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, remonstrating against any increase in the present rate of 
duty on tanned skins for morocco or a duty on raw goatskins; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the memorial of H. S. Collins, of 
South Danville, N. H., and a memorial of Spaulding & Swett, of 
Wolfboro, N. H., remonstrating against an increase in the pres- 
ent rate of duty on tanned skins for morocco or a duty on raw 
goatskins; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ELKINS presented sundry petitions of citizens of Middle- 
way, Charleston, New Milton, and Huntington, all in the State of 
West Virginia, praying for the early passage of the pending tariff 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of Cigar Makers' Local 
Union No. 77, of Minneapolis, Minn., praying for the retention of 
the pros rate of duty on tobacco; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented the petition of J. R. Wright and sundry other 
citizens of Hills, Minn., praying for tlie early passage of the pend- 
ing tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. MANTLE presented a petition of 210 citizens of Missoula 
County, Mont., praying for the enactment of legislation for a 
more rigid restriction of immigration; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. CHILTON presented a memorial of the San Antonio Beer 
Brewers' Union, of San Antonio, Tex., remonstrating against the 
ees increase in the tax on beer; which was ordered to lie on 

e table. 

He also presented the memorial of John L, Henry and sund: 
other citizens of Dallas, Tex., and the memorial of A. G. Mcll- 
waine and sundry other citizens of Tyler, Tex., remonstrating 
against the repeal of the present civil-service law; which weré 
referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. ` 

He also presented the petition of H, H. Kirkpatrick and sund: 
other citizens of Texas, and the petition of John N. Simpson an 
sundry other citizens of Texas, praying for the appointment of 
an international monetary commission; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HAWLEY pene the petition of Henry A. Spafard and 
40 other citizens of Connecticut, praying for the early enactment 
of a protective-tariff law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr.HALE, from the Committee on Printing, reported an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the genera! deficiency appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1141) to reimburse the States of 
California, Oregon, and Nevada for moneys by them expended in 
the suppression of the rebellion, moved that the committee be dis- 
charged from its furthér consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 


BILL INTRODUCED, 


Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 2203) for the relief of Edward 
A. Scott, of Crawford County, Ark.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. McMiLLAN) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be pro to the general deficiency appropria- 
tion bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


REPORT ON THE NICARAGUA CANAL. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the report of the Committee on the Nicaraguan Canal, made 


to the Senate at the last session of the Fifty-fourth Congress, be reprinted 
for the use of the Senate. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 18th instant approved and signed the following acts and 
joint resolution: 

An act (S. 956) to amend an act entitled **An act to authorize 
the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River between 
the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota," approved April 24, 1894 
as amended by an act approved August 4, 1894, entitled “An act 
to amend an act to authorize the construction of a steel bridge 
over the St. Louis River between the States of Minnesota and 
Wisconsin; " 

An act (S. 1979) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Pearl River, in the State of Mississippi; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 40) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point 
Cárlos Gutierrez, of Salvador. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Morning business appears to be 


closed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Imove that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 379. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 
of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
5 of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], which will 

stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 104, line 25, paragraph 827, it is pro- 
posed to strike out twelve,“ before “cents,” and insert four- 
teen;" so as to read: 


827. twines, or cords, made from yarn not finer than 5 lea or num- 
ber, com of flax, hemp, or ramie, or of which these substances or either 
of them is the component material of chief value, 14 cents per pound. 


1897. 
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Mr. VEST. Mr. President, upon yesterday, while we were con- 
sidering the pending schedule in regard to threads, twines, cables, 
etc., made of flax and hemp, I was interested in observing the abso- 
lute uniformity between the recommendations of the flax, hemp, 
and jute manufacturers of the United States and the duties im- 

ed by the pending bill. By referring to the testimony taken 

fore the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, page 1330, it will be seen that the chairman of that 
association appeared before the committee and furnished a schedule 
of tariff duties, in which he stated that the National Hemp, Jute, 
and Flax Manufacturing Association of the United States employed 
many thousands of men, women, and children, and— 

By a meeting held in New York on December 30, 1596, Iam authorized, as 
chairman of the said meeting, to submit the request which we make herein 
to your honorable body. ; 

He then proceeds to state the duties that that association wants 
upon flax and hemp, hackled, yarn made of jute, and yarn com- 

ed of flax and twine, upon all the manufactured goods, which 

e specifies, and the duty is made by the committee exactly the 

same as requested by the manufacturers. On the raw material 

the committee put a la 

manufacturers, their obvious interest being to put the raw mate- 

rialas low as possible and to put the highest duty possible upon 
the manufactured product. 

What I distinctly wish to call the attention of the Senate to is 
the rate upon threads, twines, or cords, made from yarn not 
finer than 5 lea or number, composed of flax, hemp, or ramie, 
etc., 12 cents per pound." That was the recommendation of the 
committee, giving these manufacturers all they wanted. Now 
the Senator from Iowa comes in and gives them 2 cents more than 
they asked. He proposes to increase the duty from 12 to 14 cents 
a pound, and thatin the face of the fact that the comparative 
statement shows that in 1896 we exported of hemp twine $727,585 
worth and of all other twines $341,862 worth, and imported of 
hemp twine $139,000 worth and of all other twines $131,000 worth, 
making $260,000 worth imported, against over a million dollars' 
worth of these articles exported. 

It seems to me that it us odas be sufficient to give these manu- 
facturers what they ask. y should we impose upon the con- 
sumers in the United States of these twines, which are an article 
of absolute necessity, 2 cents more than the man ask 
for protection? This is the point to which I call the attention of 
ena cian I shall ask for the yeas and nays upon the amend- 


ment. s 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, just one word. The Senator 
from Missouri reads from the epe schedule found in the 
Committee on Ways and Means i from which it will ap- 

that they based their duty upon the fine threads and upon 

e basis of a cent and a half a pound for dressed line, which is 
their raw material. The Senate yesterday put a duty of 3 cents a 
pound on dressed line instead of a cent and a half. 

— JONES of Arkansas. And doubled the proposed House 
rate. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; the House put a duty of 3 cents a pound 
upon dressed line. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Who was it that wanted a cent and 
a half, the manufacturers or the growers of dressed line? 

Mr. ALLISON. I allude to the schedule read by the Senator 
from Missouri, which fixes 12 cents a pound upon the fine thread 
on Sne Danis ba gh ney up era Pace glad pound ua tw oy Peer bn The 
House doubled that duty and we assen to it yesterday. So 
it is absolutely necessary, if this thread is to be at all manu- 
factured in our country, that there should be a slight rise in order 
to enable them to continue the manufacture and to pay this price 
for dressed line. That is all there is of it. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. I do not understand the Senator's 
statement. Paragraph 325 of the bill as it came from the House 
had dressed line at 3 cents. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Now, with 8 cents on dressed line, 
the House proposed 12 cents in paragraph 327. Yet I understand 
the Senator to say that the CCC 
cause a cent and a half was in contemplation by the House com- 
mittee at the time as the tax on dressed line. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; the Senator misunderstands me. The 
Senator from Missouri states that the association would be satis- 
fied with 12 cents a pound upon this thread. My reply to him is 
that that was a part of their scheme, which nuded a cent and 
a half a pound on dressed line. Now, the House placed 3 cents a 
pound upon dressed line and only 12 cents a pound upon the 
thread, which is nota proper relative duty. That is all I say. 

The Senate Committee on Finance reduced the duty upon 
dressed line to 21 cents a pound, and therefore did not change the 
12 cents a pound, but as the Senate yesterday increased the duty 
on dressed line from the amendment proposed by the committee 
to 3 cents, we find that a proper relation of the thread to the 
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rduty than was recommended by the | 


dressed line, this raw material, requires a small addition in line 


25. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. VEST. Let me ask the Senator one question. If he did it 
for that reason, why did he not increase it on the other articles 
embraced in this schedule which he has left at the same duty? 

Mr. ALLISON. We do propose to increase it on line 2, page 
105, making it seven-eighths instead of three-fonrths. 

Mr. WHIT E. The Senate did that yesterday. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was done yesterday. 

Mr. VEST. How about yarns? 

Mr. ALLISON. T shall propose a duty at the proper time, in 
line 10,to increase from six to seven. These amendments are 
made necessary by the amendment which was offered yesterday 
as respects dressed line. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. VEST. Iapologize for having said Man aboutit. At 
this rate we will increase it 100 cent all along the line. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In this connection, I desire to call the 

attention of the Senator from Iowa and other members of the Sen- 

ate to a statement made by Messrs. Britton & Gray, who sign 

themselves as attorneys for importers of linens. There are some 

very striking statements of fact, and as it will take but a minute 

5 two, I would be glad to have the attention of the Senate to it. 
ey say: 


Customs revenues from flax have always been la: Dur- 
ing past six years the total value of such importations hasaveraged 000 
annually. eleven to fourteen mi s of t tho annual 


millions 

importations of manufactured linens. Prior to the war the duty on manu- 
factured li was 15 per cent ad valorem. Necessit € 
then caused ah increase of duty to 35 per cent. It 
of 1890 increased the duty on coarse goods counting below 100 threads to 
A a ee r cent, leaving the goods above that quality at 35 per 
cent until January 1, 

FFC 
and Growers’ Association that under such protective rates 


And they quote the language— 


“wo promise an established industry of great magnitude.” (Record Hear · 

889-90. page 523.) 

promise wasneverredeemed. Congress byact of March 3, 1889, unani- 
mously extended to January 1, 1895, the increase to 50 cent on fine linens 
ones by the act of 1890, it being well understood t in the meantime 

e tariff would be revised, as was done by the act of August, 1894, and 

the former rate of 5 cent on linens then reenacted. At th 
before the present Ways and Means Committee ( 1339- 
association or interests, under the name of the Flax, 
facturersof the United States, presented demands for du 

and ufactured cloth, which have been substan- 
bill. Therein duty was asked of 50 per cent 


record, the rates of duty given by the Senate 
advance beyond what was 


einige ute Manu- 
on dressed flax, 


ad valorem on manufactured 
Notwithstanding this Dau 


y cent ad valorem on E 
or under, 


Over 180 cents per sq 
Provided, That none of foregoing pay less than 50 per cent ad valorem. 
On fine goods weighing less than 4 ounces per square yard— 


Mr. President, the statement is made that the manufacturers' 
association re ting this interest asked for a tax of 50 per 
cent instead of the 35 that was in existence then. The Senate 
committee make a rate which provides that it shall not be less 
than 50 per cent, no matter how much higher. They go beyond 
egy 5 ee 8 Eon provide that 

e high e they suggest shall owest rate admis- 
sible under the schedule: 


On fine goods less than 4 ounces square dec sro. 
more than 100 tothe square inch, including Shir ag cloth. the presen 
rate of 35 per cent is retained. 
The enormous increase beyond ies mie tuit Dy t promising 
manufacturers is by the following examples: 


Mr. GRAY. The highest increase, as is usual, is on the lowest 
priced goods. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. As suggested by the Senator from 
Delaware, as usual with a Republican tariff ev here, the 
highest rates of taxation are on the lowest priced . There is 
here no deviation from the rule, but it is carrying ont the same 
old plan of taking away from him who has little what little he 
has. Here is a specimen of the cheapest class of domestic linen 
with a tax of 103} per cent as the rate of taxation paid by it, and 
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that when the manufacturers themselves going before the Ways 
and Means Committee ask for a tax of 50 per cent. 

These proposed rates— 

Say these attorneys— 
eA 8 prohibitive. They are so intended. Even on the goods increased 


per gent by the act of 1890, and with no resulting manufacture here, 
importations fell from $5,000,000 in 1891 to $3,500,000 in 1893 (Senate Tariff Re- 
rt 334, Fifty-third Congress, second session, pages 278, 280), with consequent 
loss of needed revenue. The enormous increase over 50 per cent now 

will correspondingly further reduce both importations and rev- 


enue. 

If manufacture of these were possible here, such exorbitant rates 
of duty would not be justified, D became wholly DR any legitimate 
pro on which is even asked b 1 manufacturers, and (2) be- 
cause neither American flax nor American manufacture has been developed 
here under protective conditions, except coarse crash, which flourishes now, 
as heretofore, at the 35 per cent rate. 

But such manufacture promised under the act of 1890resulted in complete 
failure. No change in essential conditions, climatic or otherwise, has since 
occurred, and after ninety years of continuous duty upon linens, no domestic 
manufacture, except of cheap crash and possible recent small production of 
mixed cotton and linen fabric, has 8 The goods arè all imported. 
The revenues from 1890 to 1894 suffe: from these w 


le change in conditions.whereby they can be fulfilled. The people are 
to submit enormous in in record. 
Prohibitive rates are propa and the common 
fer to accord a few in duals more protection? they even ask. 

Flax is grown in this country only for the seed. Even for such purpose 
the supply does not equal the demand, for in 1896 661,533 bushels of seed were 
. 5 Conas Tariff Comparison, 1567, page 60.) 

he ag Legs not produced for fiber is admi 'The attached letter demon- 
S 

Surely under such conditions the rates on manufactured linens of 50 per 
cent and 35 per cent, as provided by the act of 1890, and now asked by the 
2 domestic manufacturers, should not be increased to the destruc- 

on of revenue, the discomfort the le, and without bility of 
benefit to any industry, actual or ble. On the contrary, the rates pro- 

by the Tin Trade Association of New York afford ample A gang 1 
* ese suffi- 


any prospective industry and yet preserve needed revenue. 


cient and conservative rates are as follows: 


Unions 


and low Medium| Fine 


es 
ens 


lorem). 


Counting to square inch 100 threads and under. 
30 per cent plus one-half cent per square yard 


eee stents ESE D a Nah, Serene params A 
Gin 101-150 threads, 30 per cent plus 1 cent 
per square TTT E 45 89; 34 
Counting -200 threads, 30 per cent plus lj 
cents per square yard rem — — 435 401 34 
Counting s, 30 per cent plus 2cents 
per square . TT 45} 39 34 


BRITTON & GRAY, 
Attorneys for Importers. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa knows that the rates of 
taxation imposed in this schedule will absolutely prohibit impor- 
tation. He further knows that there is no manufacture to supply 
these goods in this country. The practical effect of this schedule 
is simply to put a prohibitive tariff on this grade of goods, to com- 

the poorer people of the country to buy and use cotton goods 
in lieu of linen, and Bore that they can not use and have linen 
at all. It is to enable the manufacturers of imitations and frauds 
in the Shape of linen out of cotton to be sold to build up and create 
a market for that kind of goods. But the price is to be increased 
for the consumers of the country. It can have no other effect. 
The plain common sense of the situation leads to that. It can 
have no other 1 5775 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa, upon which the Chair un- 
derstands the Senator from Missouri to demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. VEST. Let us havethe yeas and nays. 

. The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name wascalled). Iam with 
the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris],and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

'The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I purs if the junior Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. 5 as voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I withhold my vote, being paired with 
that Senator. 

Mr. GEAR. I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey 
Jan SwrrH]. I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from 

assachusetts 5 LODGE], and vote ** yea." 

Mr. CLAY. Upon the statement of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
Gran], I vote “nay.” 


(ad va- 


Mr. WELLINGTON. I transfer my pair with the junior Sen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] to the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MCBRIDE], and vote yea.“ 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. I am paired with the junior Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK]. If he were present, I should vote 
Sina ^ ” 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam paired with the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. AAA 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
am informed that the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], with 
whom 1 have a general pair, has not voted. I will therefore with- 
draw my vote. 

The Secretary recapitulated the vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER. With the understanding that my vote is 
necessary to make a quorum, I will allow it to stand in the affirma- 
tive, notwithstanding my pair. 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Allison, Elkins, Hawley, Platt, N. Y. 
Burrows, Fairbanks, Hoar, Pritchard, 
Carter, Foraker, McEnery, Proctor, 
Chandler, Luisa Nelson, Sew 
Cullom, Gallinger, Penrose, Shoup, 
Davis, Gear, Perkins, 1 W. 
Deboe, Hale, Platt, Conn. 
NAYS—19. 
Bate, Tay, Mitchell, Till 
Berry, Heitfeld. M y de, 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, Ves 
Clay. cLaurin, Pettus, 
Cockrell, llory, Roach, 
NOT VOTING—43. 
Aldrich, Gorman MeMil Spooner, 
Allen, Hanna. Mantle, Stewart, 
Bacon, Hansbrough, Martin, Teller, 
Baker, Harris, Kans. Mason, Thurston, 
Butler, Harris, Tenn. Mills, Turner, 
Caffery, Jones, Nev. Morgan, Walthall, 
Cannon, Kenney, Morrill, Warren, 
Clark. Kyle, Pasco, Wetmore, 
Daniel, Lindsay, guay, Wilson, 
Faulkner, Lodge, wlins Wolcott. 
George, McBride, Smith, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 


105, to strike out the following paragraph: 


328. Single yarns made of flax tow, 8 lea and finer, 35 per cent ad valorem; 
single yarns composed of line, hemp, or ramie, valued at 13 cents or less 
per pound, 6 cents per pound; valued at more than 13 cents per pound, 45 
per cent ad valorem. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


328. Single yarnsin the gray, made of flax, hemp, or ramie, not finer than 8 
lea or number, 6 cents p pound; finer than 8 lea or number and not finer 
than 801ea or number, 40 per cent ad valorem; finer than 801ea or number, 
15 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALLISON. I wish to modify the paragraph by inserting, in 
line 10, before ‘‘ cents,” ‘‘ seven” ins of six; and in line 12, 
by inserting five“ after forty;“ so as to read, “45 per cent ad 


valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 10, page 105, strike out * six " and in- 
sert seven“ before ‘‘cents;” and in line 12, after ** forty," insert 
**five;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

338. Single yarns in the gray, made of flax, hemp, or ramie, not finer than 
81ea or number, 7 cents per pound; finer than 8 lea or number and not finer 


than 80 lea or number, 45 per cent ad valorem; finer than 80 lea or number, 
15 per cent ad valorem. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 1 is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa to the amendment of the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, we are all conscious, even those 
who are not expert in the nomenclature of linen-thread manufa«c:- 
ture, that somehow or other the ple of this country are hay- 
ing a very onerous burden placed upon them. I feel so, at any 
rate. Iknow itis going to done, but I think itis right that 
we should have some light upon theway in which itis being done. 

Therefore I would the Senator from Iowa, in good faith, for 
information to myself at least, what this means in the paragraph: 
Single yarns in the gray, made of flax, hemp, or ramie, not finer 
than 81eà ornumber." Willhe explain that, please? "What is 8 
lea or number? Nobody can estimate what the amount of the tax 
is uniess he understands these terms. 

Mr. ALLISON. A lea or number is 300 feet in length. 


Mr. GRAY. Do you know what the equivalent ad valorem of 
that would be? 
Mr. ALLISON. It is estimated by experts that it would range 


from 38 to 44 per cent at the rate we originally had. This increase 
would add somewhat to it. 

Mr. GRAY. Then it is nearly 100 per cent at least in the two 
rates, specific and ad valorem. 

Mr. 3 No; the specific is in the first bracket, 7 cents 
apoun 
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Mr. GRAY. That is true; 7 cents a pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. The next bracket is 45 per cent ad valorem, 
and the third bracket is 15 per cent. : 

Mr. GRAY. And it is not a compound rate, I see, 

Mr. ALLISON. No; it is not compound. 

Mr.GRAY. Then the rate would be between 40 and 50 per cent 
ad valorem, equivalent to the rate now proposed, 7 cents a pound? 

Mr. ALLISON. At 7 cents. , 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Delaware permit me to ask 
the Senator from Iowa a question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Is the print correct in line 13, finer than 80 lea 
or number, 15 per cent ad valorem?" 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. Finer than 80 lea or number? 

Mr. ALLISON. Finer than 80 lea or number, 15 per cent ad 
valorem. d 

Mr. VEST. That is the finest quality? 

Mr. ALLISON. The very finest. 

Mr. VEST. Upon that you have 15 per cent, and upon the other 
you have 40 per cent. . j 

Mr. ALLISON. These fine yarns are not spun in this country, 
but they are used in fabricating articles. They are to the manu- 
facturers of these fine goods just what dressed line is to the goods 
that are spun. i 

Mr. GRAY. Now, to understand this more thoroughly, para- 
graph 327, where the tax has just been raised from 12 cents to 14 
cents a pound, is upon a lower grade of thread? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is upon a lower grade of thread. 

Mr. GRAY. Can the Senator give the Senate the equivalent 
ad valorem on that? : 

Mr. ALLISON. Itisaboutasin paragraph 328. With the ad- 
dition of 2 cents a pound, it is probably 47 or 48 per cent. Under 

*827, as stated by the experts, the ad valorem runs from 88 to 44 
per cent, as originally proposed. With the addition of 2 cents per 
pound, it of course increases it to that extent. 

Mr. GRAY. I notice, if I may interrupt the Senator for a mo- 
ment, that there is no y epp ad valorem given in the com- 
parative statement, and that is the reason why I made the inquiry. 

Mr. ALLISON. According to recent reports from the United 
States treasury at New York and other reliable data, these rates 
will range from an ad valorem equivalent of about 38 per cent to 
47 per cent. Of course they have been increased now somewhat 
by these additions. There will bean average of about 44 per cent. 

Mr. GRAY. Of course this is a matter that we have got to 
gather information on as we go along, and we can not always be 
sure that we have it. I have a letter here that seems to be writ- 
ten by an intelligent man. Ihave no personal acquaintance with 
him, bat he is in business in New York. It is a letter in which 
there are some statements that have prompted thisline of inquiry. 

There is this significant fact stated by him, that the linen manu- 
facturers would be quite willing to have a more moderate rate 
of duty than is proposed either by the House or Senate if the 
thread manufacturers of the United States, which manufacture 
islargely monopolized by one or two firms, were willing that that 
Should be so, and that the linen-thread manufacturers, who seem 
to have an interest in this whole schedule for some purpose which 
is probably a selfish one (naturally a selfish one, I will say), have 
interfered and demanded a higher rate all along the flax schedule 
on the manufactured article and maintain a very high rate upon 
their thread. But let me read. I am seeking for information. 
I will just read what I have here. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator reads the letter, let me call 
his attention to the fact that the thread manufacturers are willing 
to have a much lower rate provided they can get dressed line in at 
alow rate. But when they pay 3 cents a pound for dressed line 
they say they must have an kar ari to be compensated for the 
increased duty. We are all familiar with the situation. 

Mr. GRAY. In this babel of conflicting interests, in which 
everybody is clamoring for himself, let me read one statement 
that may add to the confusion perhaps, but it is entitled to go in, 
from this letter addressed to me from the gentleman of whom I 
have spoken, and with whom I have no personal acquaintance. 

Of this manufacturer the writer says: 


He is also largely interested in keeping up the tariff to the highest point 
possible on his flax or linen threads, and he readily sees that this 
easily accomplished if the rate on other flax s is likewise advanced. At 


having the rate on linen yarns, which he says he does not spin now, or e 

rmit of a reduction in the rate cn tines 
has been assured that if he will “consent” to have linen yarns 
left at the present rate of 35 per cent ad valorem the New England interests 
will agree that the rate on linens (that is, woven fabrics) shail not exceed 50 
per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator give the name of the writer? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly I will give the name. Ihave been put 
under no injunction about the name. 

Mr. ALLISON. I only want to know who wrote the letter. 


Mr. GRAY. If Ican read it. As I make it out, the name is 
Richard H. Ewarts. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is he a manufacturer? 

Mr. GRAY. I presune not. I do not know. > 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Is not his name in print at the top 
of the letter? 

Mr. GRAY. No. Iwillhave to decipher his name. It is dated 
in New York. Probably he belongs to that proscribed class of 
importers, 

Mr. ALLISON, Ionlywanted to know thename. This writer 
seems to think there is a conflict between the thread spinners and 
the linen manufacturers, and of course his explanation would be 
more accurate if he were one of the manufacturers. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not know Mr. Ewarts. All I want to point 
out is, that in this clamor of CORSO Intel where all the 
pigs are getting their feet into the trough at the same time, these 
“forgotten sig a of whom we have heard something since the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs] spoke, have a right to know 
what is going on, if they can, and if there is noise and clamor of 
these people who are making our tariff rates, they have a right to 
find out just what the burden is and what the motives are. 

Ido not know whether the statements in this letter are so or 
not; but this man states over his own name that the gentlemen 
who are engaged in the thread manufacture are practically dictat- 
ing this linen schedule, and are not willing that the rates on their 
own linens should be left as they are in the present law at 35 per 
cent ad valorem, but demand a rate which is equivalent to an ad 
valorem, in some cases, of 66 per cent; and therefore the compen- 
sating policy coming in again—the necessary policy of the tax— 
the schedule has to go up. That is all I can make of it. Perhaps 
the Senator from Iowa can explain something about it that wil 
put it in a better light, for that is not a very good light to leave 
it in. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that no person can with any pro- 
priety come to Washington and, in the Finance Committee room 
or anywhere else, apart from the open debate in this Senate, fix 
the rate of taxation upon this important and necessary article for 
the comfort and decent living of the masses of the people. It is 
not right; it is not just; it does not comport with anything that 
ought to characterize legislation of this kind, that we should not 
mave a ma explanation of why it is necessary that this tax should 

raised. 

I assume, if what this writer states is true, that thread manu- 
facturers are not poor men struggling for xi They have 
been conducting successfully and honestly and honorably, no 
doubt, a great business, from which I suppose profits, great or 
small, have been achieved. Why, then, should we have in their 
interest, or in the interest of the linen manufacturers, these high 
rates of duty imposed, unless we have an explanation? It will 
not do for our Republican friends to say the policy is to sit still 
and let the Democrats talk, and object, and protest; We have 
got the votes, and we will pass all these increases.” You ought 
to take the people of the country into your confidence and tell 
them why this thing is to be done. We want to know why it is to 
be done. I want to know, as one of the humble representatives 
on this floor of the American people, why this should be done. 
ans SEWELL. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 

ere? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. SEWELL. Ican probably answer the Senator's question. 
I wish to state that Mr. Barbour is one of the largest manufac- 
turers in New Jersey. There is another large establishment in 
my State employing, probably, between six and seven thousand 
men. 

Mr. GRAY. I can not hear the Senator. 

Mr.SEWELL. Isaythereis another establishment besides that 
of Mr. Barbour in my State, employing between six and seven 
thousand men. The basisof this schedule was prepared on investi- 
gation by the House committee, but the rate has now been increased 
at the instance of our Western friends. 

Mr. GRAY. That is what we want to know—where it comes 


from. 

Mr. SEWELL. The increase in the schedule amounts to from 
12 to 14 per cent upon this paragraph, and is absolutely n 
by reason of the increased duty placed upon the raw material. 
That is where it is. 

Mr. GRAY. Thatissomelight, and we have not had that much 
before. Let us go on and hear more about the matter. 

Mr. SEWELL. That is all. 

Mr. GRAY. That is something; that is more than has been 
deigned to be given to us before. 

.SEWELL. There is a difference between the thread manu- 


facturers and the manufacturers of linen. The thread manufac- 
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ture has been established here for thirty or forty years, long be- 
fore it was thought of making linen out of the flax of this 
country. 

Mr. GRAY. But the thread manufacturers have an increase of 
duty under this bill in the way of protonon. 

r. SEWELL. Ibeg your pardon. Nothing has been given 
but what was absolutely necessary on account of the duty placed 
on the raw material in the United States. The duty was about 40 

cent, and it is increased about one-sixth, making the duty 
about 47i per cent. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. GRAY. What I want to know, if the Senator from New 
Jersey will pardon me, is, do not the thread manufacturers have 
an increase by the bill as it came from the House over the rates 
in the present law? 

Mr. SEWELL. The rate in the law of 1894 is 35 per cent, and 
the rate of duty prescribed in paragraph 327 on the same articles 
is 12 cents. 

Mr. GRAY. Specific? 

Mr. SEWELL. Specific. 

Mr. GRAY. There is no equivalent ad valorem in this table 
that I can find, and I have been depending on these tables, and 
there is no light upon that. It may be 50 per cent or it may be 
100 p cent ad valorem for allI know. I am not an expert, and 
we have a right to know about this. 

Mr. ALLISON, | 
of course I do not know that he has listened to anything I have 


Mr. GRAY, Ilisten to everything the Senator says that I can 


hear. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have twice said that this additional duty 
would be equivalent to the duty on the raw material, and I have at 
least once said that without this additional duty the average rate 
of duty upon the articles in paragraph 827 is from 38 to 44 per 
cent. So, if the Senator will listen, he will get someinformation. 

, I am listening. The Senator from Iowa must not 
be impatient. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iam not impatient. 

Mr. GRAY. I may be very slow of apprehension, but still I 
stand here to know for the people of the country, some of whom 
are slow of apprehension, some of them poor people, and some of 
them do not know as much as the Senator from Iowa; and I want 
to know, in my imperfect way, it may be, something about this 
complicated bill before it gets through. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is right. , 

Mr. GRAY. If there is a good reason for it, I will not keep 
back that reason when I have occasion to speak about it to my 

ple. When they want to know why it is that this important 
Fabric of linen cloth, their sheets, and table damasks are increased 
so materially in price, what the justification is, I want to be able to 
tell them. 


Now, I understand the er e far as the Senate is respon- 
sible for that increase over the bill as it came from the House, is 


that the Western people, from Minnesota and Iowa I Suppose. committee 
a 


have demanded a tax on the rawmaterial. So far so good. 
is a reason for the action the Senate proposes, and it is a reason 
for putting an increased tax on cotton goods by reason of the tax 
on the raw material placed upon it the other day. But then that 
does notexplainthis. IfImay be permitted to beso presumptuous 
as to go a step further, why was the increase made at all on these 
low grades of linen fabrics? Why were they increased from 35 
per cent to something over 100 per cent? 

These factories have been in existence and they have flourished 


they have aor thousands of men and provide for them a 
most honorable and useful industry. Why,then,do they demand 
more protection? Why demand a r tax to be imposed on the 


consumers? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If the Senator will permit me, I 
think I can give a very reason. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam waiting to hear a reason, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Under the McKinley law the rate 
was 45 per cent, and under the Wilson law 35 percent. The result 
has been since the passage of the Wilson law that these factories 
have not been successful; they have not declared any dividends or 
made any money. 

Mr. SEWELL. I want to supplement what the Senator from 
Connecticut has just said by saying that while the establishment 
to which I have referred is the largest in the United States, it has 
ri dem pone years, since the passage of the Wilson law, paid a 

vidend. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not know anything about the dividends they 
have paid, or how many they paid before the Wilson law was 
passed. The Senator from Connecticut says there was a small 


reduction, from 45 to 35 per cent, when that law went into opera- 
tion. I do not know whether they pay any dividends now, or 
whatmay be the amount, Will the Senator 


from New Jersey 


If the Senator from Delaware will pardon me 


tion, not in detail, but in brief, that I think 


state whether they paid dividends before the Wilson law went 
netz. SEWELL Yes; th id the ordinary dividends, 
r.f . Yes; they paid the o vidends. 

Mr. GRAY. What were they? 

Mr. SEWELL. Six or 7 per cent. 

Mr. GRAY. Not more than that? 

Mr. SEWELL. I do not think so. 

Mr. GRAY. And yet they have not closed their doors since 
the passage of the Wilson law. 

Mr. SE LL. No. 

Mr. GRAY. I understood the Senator to say they were in op- 
eration and employing six or seven thousand men. I think we 
ought to havesome detailed statement about this matter. I want 
to be conservative in this matter of vested interests, vested even 
under protective legislation so outrageous as this. Still money 
has been invested on the faith of it, and we are not destroying 
but trying to preserve. We want to take down this brick wall a 
brick at a time. But I should like to know if they have been here 
demanding and stating to the Finance Committee of the Senate 
or the Ways and Means Committee of the other House that they 
need this additional protection in order to exist as an industry? 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me just one moment, 
these manufacturers have not been here to make any demands as 
respects the changes I have referred to this morning. 

. GRAY. Is that so? 

Mr. ALLISON. But they have made representations to the 
committee, and I can see no ible objection to that. 

Mr. GRAY. Not the slightest. I only want to know what 
their representations were. 

Mr. ALLISON. They made representations to the committee 
when this schedule was under consideration that with the rates 
we had provided for their raw material the amount of the duty 
here would be acceptable to them. We then took the only source 
of information that is absolutely open to us, and that is the source 
which we find in the officers of the United States—the rt 
appraisers, the General Appraisers, and other appraisers in New 

ork, From these expertappraisers, and not from manufacturers, 
we derived the information that as to this linen schedule, under 
the ad valorem the Senator speaks of, there were large under- 
valuations, and that it was wiser and better, in cases where it 
could be done, to make specific dutiesinstead of ad valorem. We 
were careful tomake such inquiry as we could to ascertain whether 
these specific duties were hi than the ad valorem, and the 
Senator perfectly well knows that in making specific duties there 
is not the elasticity there is in ad valorem rates. 

Mr. GRAY. I thought there were none. 

Mr. ALLISON. There may beincertainlines. The equivalent 
ad valorem for the duties aphs 327 and 328 that we 
have made specific was Fees qug nal to an average of 
about 44 per cent, as I stated a while ago. I do not know that; I 
only know what the experts, whose duty it is to make the com- 
putations, and who have an know , tell meand tell the 
; and that is what they said. That is all the informa- 
we can desire about 
this matter. Certainly I agree with the Senator from Delaware 
that we want to be conservative. We do not wish to give the 
manufacturers a larger duty than is necessary to piace themselves 
in fair competition with other manufacturers in these products. 
That is al! there is about it. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam very much obliged to the Senator from Iowa, 
sofar as I am concerned, for thelight he has given me and per- 
haps given a good many other people in the country. He 
stated these facts. So now we know that these increased rates of 
duties upon these important articles have not been made upon the 
demand of the manufacturers themselves or upon the demands of 
their wed thought we 9 d n Pup adi 

ir wisdom thought were rightand necessary and proper to give 
to this important industry, and that Mr. Barbour or no one has 
ever made suy representations to the committee that such in- 
creases in the duty on his fabrics was necessary. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, Mr. President, I did not say so. I think 
Mr. Barbour was before the committee, and other linen manufac- 
turers were before the committee; that is, they presented docu- 
ments and papers. I do not say they are here now, but they are 
all at hand and can be produced if the Senator desires. 

I do not wish to be understood that the people who are inter- 
ested in these provisions have not made representations or state- 
ments to the committee as to what they believe to be 3 
necessary in order that they might conduct their business at all. 
The Seuator from New Jersey tells us there are 7,000 men em- 
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Mr. GRAY, One word more. z 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Delaware will t me, 
on page 1331, on Schedule J, in the hearings before the Committee 
on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives, there is 

uite an elaborate schedule prepared by numerous firms, with 
the reasons assigned, and there is a statement on page 1331 that 
“ at 18 cents per pound or less, 6 cents per pound; more than 13 
cents, 45 per cent ad valorem," with the accompanying statement 
that the average is 60 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. GRAY. That corresponds with the information I have. 

Mr. WHITE. This is a statement made before the Ways and 
Means Committee. 

Mr. GRAY. We see how important it is for those who are not 

to ask questions about these specific duties. Whatever 
advan there may be in specifics over ad valorems, there is a 
paramount defect that it does conceal the amount of tax from the 
consumer. When you tell him the tax is 12 cents he does not 
know what proportion of the price of the article the tax is, and 
what proportion the real value is. If you tell him that it is 14 
cents & pound, it may be 10 per cent protection or 100 per cent 
protection, as the case may be, in the particular industry, and so 
you deceive the people. 

The Senator from Iowa says, sincerely of course, as he says 
everything sincerely, that this specific is equivalent to about from 
88 to 40 cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. An average of 44 cent. 

Mr. GRAY, The letter from which I read states: 

Peck date aha EA rogo tit x very Due pectin of the EEO 
rate of duty, and under the pro ay on g! e 
would kaveto pay the equivalent af 66 per cnt oi 8 = 

Isuppose this gentleman’s statement is worth about as much 
Ber oneris as that of an interested manufacturer, and it seems 
to be borne out toa large extent by the statements of other peo- 
ple before the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

1 SEWELL. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me right 
ere 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr.SEWELL. Iaskthe Senator who wrote that letter? 

Mr. GRAY. I can not make the name out fully, but I will send 
Ltt sete ce ead and see if he can 3 out the name. The 
writer is vouc or as a very respectable person. 

Mr. SEWELL. Is it Ewart? 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from New Jersey may be able to de- 

ipher the name. 
.SEWELL. If the writer is, as I suppose, Mr. Ewart, he is 
a Toraen manufacturer, and manufactures on the other side en- 
tirely. 

Mr. GRAY. What is the name? 

Mr. SEWELL. Ewart. 

Mr. FRYE. Itis Ewart. 

Mr. SEWELL. He is a manufacturer on the other side. 

Mr. GRAY. What does the Senator mean by **the other side?“ 

Mr. SEWELL. In England. s 

Mr. GRAY. He dates this letter from New York. 

Mr. SEWELL. He may bein New York. * 

Mr. GRAY. Heisanimporter of New York. 

Mr.SEWELL. Henevermanufactured a thread in this country. 

Mr. GRAY. Brand him as you please, here is his statement. 

Mr.SEWELL. I donot think his advice is very good to the 
American Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. Brand him as you please, here is his statement, 
over his own name, that the equivalent ad valorem duty on linen 

in this bill is 66 per cent. Now,the Senator from Iowa 
says himself he can not tell just what the ad valorem tariff is 
always going to be; and I think perhaps that Mr. Ewart's state- 
ment is as reliable as that of an interested manufacturer. 

Mr. SEWELL. But the committee has been governed, as I 
understand, by the information furnished by the experts of the 
Treasury Department, of long standing, and in whom the com- 
mittee have confidence, and they say it is only 433 per cent. 

Mr. GRAY. Idid not understand that that was the statement 
of the experts of the Treasury Department. It is the statement 

of the manufacturers. 
ALLISON, The average is 44 per cent, according to the 


Mr. 
"EC statement. 

. GRAY. Ishall not detain the Senate any longer. except to 
say that nothing more conclusively proves the vice of this whole 
protective system, and nothing could more clearly show what is 
the true Democratic policy, which, if it has not root, ought to have 
root. It is the principle of free raw material; for here we have this 
monstrous tax Due upon these important necessaries of life on 
the ground and justified by the fact that the raw material has 
been taxed. We have nearly the whole cotton schedule raised 


because of the tax of 20 per cent on raw cotton, and we have the 
whole of the linen schedule raised because of the tax on Minnesota 


Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator state what is his definition 
of **free raw material "? 

Mr. GRAY. Iwill discuss that question with the Senator from 
Wisconsin when I have more time, for I am as anxious to get 
through with this tariff bill as he is. 

. The raw material that comes into this country enables the work- 
ingmen of this country to employ their industry to the o e 
extent, and will not prevent, but will build up a thousand indus- 
tries where this protective system will only serve to paralyze them. 

Mr. President, I hope there will be some mercy in the Finance 
Committee of the Senate, and that they will allow something to be 
abated from this exaction. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, there seems to be & 
very wide difference in structure of the paragraph which the Sen- 
ate committee propose to strike out and the one which they pro- 
pose to insert. The paragraph to be stricken out reads: : 

3238. Single yarns made of flax tow, 8 lea and finer, 35 per cent ad valorem; 
single yarns composed of flax line, hemp, or ramie, valued at 13 cents or less 
pensum 6 sene perpound; valued at more than 13 cents per pound, 45 per 


The substitute reads: 


828. Single yarns in the gray, made of flax, hemp, or ramie, not finer than 
8 lea or number, 6 cents pound; finer than 8 lea or number and not finer 
than &0 lea or number, 40 per cent ad valorem; finer than 80 lea or number, 
15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. President, I do not know, of course, what is the value of 
the unit. The Senator from Iowa tells us that this will give an 
average of about 44 per cent. If 6 cents per pound is 44 per cent 
of the value, it is about 14 cents in value for threads not finer 
than 8lea. Ido not know, of course, what the higher class of 
threads between 8 lea and 80 lea cost, but the Senator from Iowa 
proposes a rate of taxation on all threads between 8 and 80 lea at 
40 A cent, and on all threads above 80 lea at 15 per cent. 

ow, let me assume, for the sake of illustration, that the value of 
this thread is the same; thatis,14 cents, Then take thread 79 lea, 
if there is such a thing possible, and the tax would be 5} cents 2 2 5 
pound. If there was 81 lea, two numbers finer, the tax would be 
2 cents per pee Ishould be glad to have the Senator explain 
to the te on what theory it is that the committee propose to 
haveatax upon the coarser article three times as high in the 
aggregate as the tax on the finerarticle? What can be the excuse? 

at can be the reason for it? It seems to me there should cer- 
tainly be some reason for so marked and radical a change in the 
progress of the rate of taxation on these different articles, 15 per 
cent above 80 and 40 per cent below. 

Mr. ALLISON, Iwill state to the Senator that the only excuse 
for it is that above 80 lea these yarns are not spun at in this 
country, and are not likely to be, and that it enables our weavers 
of linen fabrics to use these yarns. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then, this means that 15 per cent is 
what the Senator understands to be a proper revenue tax on these 


articles not made in this country, and he pr to put a tax ` 
of 40 per cent—25 per cent more—on the articles e in this 


country, 15 per cent being for revenue and 25 per cent for the 
purpose of advancing the price of the American manufactures to 
the American consumers, without any benefit to the Government. 
It seems to me that that is the unavoidable conclusion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the two amend- 
ee by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to par- 


The amendments were to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is upon the amend- 
mens of the committee inserting the new paragraph numbered 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was to strike out paragraph 329, on 
page 105, beginning in line 14, as follows: 


which they are com is made 


> thread 
is made of yarn finer than 12 lea or number and not 
valorem; 


posed is made of yarn finer than 4 lea or number and not finer than 50 lea or 
number, 40 cents per pound and 20 per cent ad valorem; when the thread or 
twine of which they are composed is made of yarn finer than 50 lea or number 
and not finer than 60 lea or number, 48 cents per pound and 20 cent ad 
valorem; when the thread or twine of which they are com made of 
yarn finer than 60 lea or number, 50 per cent ad valorem. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


. Flax gill netting, ines shall 
pou 77777... cuc ton hrana tates ae canted CER 
are made, and in addition thereto 20 per cent ad v: 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in paragraph 330, on page 106, line 
14, after the word mattings, to strike out plain, fancy, or 
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figured;" and in line 18, before the word ‘‘ cents,” to strike out 
“eight” and insert four;“ so as to read: 

Floor mattings, manufactured from straw, round or split, or other vege- 
table substances not otherwise provided for, including what are common! 
known as Chinese, Japanese, and India straw mattings, valued at not ex: - 
ing 10 cents per square yard, 4cents per square yard. 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

Mr. ALLISON. Inline 21, after the word ‘‘thereto,” I move to 
strike out **if," in the committee amendment, and insert **on all 
the articles in this paragraph, when. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated as a 
part of the amendment of the committee. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 330, line 20, after the word 
** yard," it is proposed to strike out and 25 per cent ad valorem” 
and insert and in addition thereto, on all articles in this para- 
graph, when manufactured with a warp composed of flax, cotton, 
or other vegetable fiber, 25 per cent ad valorem." 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the effect of that last amendment is 
that when the warp is even of straw this additional duty of 25 per 
cent is added. Under the McKinley law and the Wilson law, 
which is the existing law, these articles, floor matting, etc., speci- 
fied down to line 18 of this paragraph, were upon the free list. It 
is proposed now to put 4 cents a square yard duty upon them, 
and to put this additional duty of 25 cent. 

The effect of this increased tax is that on the first classification 
the rate is not less than 40 per cent on any of these articles, instead 
of being free, and on the next classification it is from 105 per cent 
down. My colleague on the committee [Mr. JONES of Arkansas] 
says they are as high as 200 per cent. l make the duty 105 per 
cent, but it is possible I overlooked some of the calculations. 

Mr. President, what is the meaning of this enormous increase 
upon an article of absolute prse which is used by all the 
poorer classes of people throughout the country? Take the poor 
mechanic or laborer, who is not able to buy Tu oen and he wants 
ordinary straw matting to put down upon his floor, especially in 
the summer time, and, instead of being allowed to buy it at the 
lowest rates, not competing with any particular article in this 
country, in the interest of the manufacturers of the lower grades 
of carpets this enormous duty is put on to force the people of the 
United States to buy these domestic carpets, no matter whether 
they want them or not. That is the whole of it. 

Even when the Republican party was in the zenith of protec- 
tion, in 1890, it put these articles upon the free list. I move to 
strike out this paragraph in order that these articles may go upon 
the free list again. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to call attention, in addition 
to what the Senator from Missouri has said, to the fact that the 
tax on these articles in the tariff of 1874 was 30 per cent and in the 
tariff of 1883, 20 per cent. By the McKinley Actthey were made 
free, and they are free now; and these exorbitant rates have never 
had their equal and never have been proposed before, reaching 
from 40 to cent. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Was the last amendment agreed 


to? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is pending. 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment 
which I 5 82 75 

The PRESIDENT. If there is no objection on the poc 
of the Senator from Missouri, the Chair will put the question first 
on agreeing to the amendment, so as to perfect the paragraph. 
Without objection, the amendment will be considered as agreed to. 
The Senator from Misssouri moves to strike out the whole of 


paragraph 330. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I suppose this paragraph is 
intended to place the rate of duty upon Japanese floor matting, 
which has been imported very largely into this country during 
the last few years. Itisatrade that has grown uprecently. The 
material is not made in our country. We will not produce it if 
the paragraph is adopted. We will not produce it in this country 
if you double the rates of duty provided for in the paragraph. 
The p of levying this duty upon matting, which is a clean, 
cool, and beautiful covering for the floor, then, is to compel our 
people to buy a trust product made in this country. The Japanese 
matting comes into competition with cheapcarpet. Itcomesinto 
competition with oilcloth : and floor material made by the oi!cloth 
and linoleum trust. There are four firms engaged in producing 
linoleum in this country. They have formed a combination. The 
capital is $4,477,000. They employ about 2,000 peons They pay 
totalwagesofabout $1,000,000. Theyusematerialscosting between 
three and four millions, and when it is converted it is worth be- 
tween five and six million dollars, and they sell it for all they can 

i t It is à complete and perfect trust, ironclad in every par- 
cular. 

They have formed a combination, as I said, and have an agent. 
They sell at a price fixed by the combination, and any factory can 
run or not, just asit chooses. If it does not run it is entitled to 
its percentage of the profits of the whole combination the same 


asifitdid run. Yet this provision is placed here to prevent our 
people from buying what they want to buy—this beautiful, clean, 
and cool matting which comes from Japan—and to compel them 
to buy the material manufactured by the linoleum combination. 
As I say, there are four firms engaged in manufacturing linoleum, 
and the proprietors are classed among the millionaires of this 
country. It is not an infant industry. It has been running for 
seventy years. Ithink the motion of the Senator from Missouri, 
tostrike out the entire paragraph and allow this article, which 
we do not produce and can not produce and will not produce, to 
come in absolutely free, so that the poor people of this country 
can have the benefit of it, should prevail. 

Further than that, the rates placed upon this article are prohib- 
itive, as I am informed by the Japanese minister. They are 100 
per cent, for this matting is exceedingly cheap. I see no good 
reason why we should go out of our way and hunt up this excel- 
lent article of floor covering and exclude it from this country be- 
cause it hinders in a measure the operation of a combination of 
men who have organized for the purpose of charging exorbitant 
prices. 

Mr. WHITE. Ihavehereastatement showing the trade effecta 
of the attempted enforcement of this extravagant provision, which 
I will send to the desk, and, as it is not 8 will ask to have 
it read. It comes from a very reliable firm in Baltimore. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Shipments of straw mattings from Hongkong to Atlantic coast ports of 
the United States during the shipping season, from May 1 to January 1, 1897. 
were 417,775 rolls, or about 60,000 tons, on which the average freight rate paid 


was $ United States gold per ton. 
This quantity was transported as follows: 


, 000. 
23 American ships, about 80 per cent, or 48,000 tons, earning about.... 192,000 

The above figures re edi aper d ie also the business done in the 
same article from Kobe and N; Japan, to Atlantic pru the entire busi- 
ness from both countries amounting to about 800,000 rolls, in round numbers, 
equal to fully 95,000 tons of 40 cubic feet. 

As is well known, the China and Japan trade is now about the only thing 
left for the old guard of American ree eben ships, who look to straw mat- 
tings for Bao least two-thirds of their homeward cargo, some ships loading 
nothing else. 

A prohibitive tariff on straw mattings would sacrifice this fleet tothe greed 
of American manufacturers of cheap carpets. And this, too, at a time when 
we are looking about for ways and means of upbuilding our commercial ma- 
rine, instead of destroying it, as this contemplated legislation will surely do, 


Mr. WHITE. Iam informed that the effect of the legislation 
designed in this paragraph will be to destroy absolutely the ship- 
ping interest refe to in the communication. 

I have another document, of which I will ask the Secre to 
read the first 
the RECORD. 
South Dakota. 
2 Ze Secretary read as requested. The entire document is as 

ollows: 


page: and then the whole of it may be inse: in 
t is in the line of the argument of the Senator from 


OFFICE or FLOOD & Co., 445 BROOME STREET, 


New York, April 1, 1897. 

DEAR Sir: We beg to address you regarding the proposed duty on straw 
matting, as contained in the EET bill, now before you. i. e., 8 cents per 
square yard on all goods o ow 10 cents per yard, and 8 cents per yard 
and 25 per cent ad valorem on all goods costing 10 cents and over. 

The importation the past year amounted to 850,000 rolls of 40 yards eac 
costing in Japan and China from 5 cents to 30 cents per yard gold, 80 per cen 
of the importation being in goods costing less than 10 cents per yard. 

The levying of a duty as proposed would exclude the entire importation 
of low- e goods under 10 cents per 19e and would not earn a revenue 
for the Government, whereas à duly of 2 to 3 cents per e yard would 
not decrease the importation, and at the same time would bring us a good 
revenue. 

Mattings are not manufactured in this country, nor can they be, and do 
not come into competition with cheap ingrain ts, as stated by the in- 

manufacturers. They are sold because they are a cheap floor cover- 
which can not be replaced by any carpet, as there is nothing that can be 
made in America that can reach the people who are unable to pay more than 
10 to 12: cents per yard. Such an increase of the price of these goods as pro- 
posed in the Dingley bill simply means that the poor people now using cheap 
goods would have deny themselves the use of any floor covering what- 
ever, and consequently would not increase the manufacture of ingrain car- 
pets to any great extent. 

The interest which claims protection is much smaller than one would sup- 

pow. We give here below the figures of the manufacture of ingrain carpets, 
en from Eleventh Census of the United States—Manufacturing Industries 
(Department of Interior, Washington D. C.): : 


Total number of square yards of ingrain carpet produced in the 
United States ans ge F.. eer Ea 36, 723, 540 
Total number of square yards of ingrain carpet produced in the 
State of Pennsylvania............ 3 — dO 30, 186, 219 
Total number of looms employed in the manufacture of all carpets 
in the State of Pennsylvania 
mamber oF iome (band and power) employed on ingrain carpets 
exclusive. 
Number of looms employed on all other carpets than ingrains..... 
Percentage of looms employed on ingrain carpets................... 
Ave number of pone employed in the manufacture of all car- 
pets in the State of Pennsylvania (male and female) 5 
Average number of people employed on ingrain carpets only 7, 046 
Wages earned in the manufacture of all carpets in the State of 
Pennsylvania .. PESTER E EOS MU MT 5 82 
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If this interest were increased, say, 30 per cent (which could not be), you 
can readily see what little additional employment it would give, and the 
very small amount of mone per into circulation. It can not be com 
with the amount which would be put into circulation by the amount of rev- 
enue which would be earned by the Government on a 2 to 3-cent per 
ps duty, the 8 5. earned by our ships, and the money earned in the 
ndling of the 140,000 tons of cargo by our stevedores, truckmen, and ware- 
houses, as well as our local stea: ips and railroads, who woul 
freight, which would otherwise be lost, if excluded. 


A prohibitory duty on matting (as now contained in the Dingley 
ill) could not increase the ingrain manufacturing business 30 per 
cent, or an equivalent in wages earned $919, 035 


carry the 


A moderate duty of 3 cents per square yard would earn the Govern- 


mentis TeVénQA Hock as cs ee RosatAR n es Eu Coben RAM ud RT pase gener , 020, 
Earnings in freight by American ships, 140,000 tons (approximate). 700,000 
Labor in handling on arrival and warehousing (approximated)..... 290, 

2,000, 000 


Other 8 of railroads and local steamships not estimated. 

A moderate duty of 3 cents per square yard would serve to earn more 
money and do more goon to both Government and labor than the increase of 
the manufacture of ingrain carpets 30 per cent, besides giving the Le people 
all over the United States, at a low price, a clean floor covering that can not 
be duplicated in price from a sanitary and attractive point of view. 

Since the Eleventh Census was en, there been comparatively no 
change in the production of Ly Gang carpets. 

We quote the production of the State of Pennsylvania, as that State pro- 
duces nearly all the cheap in carpets made. 

Trusting that you will find the above of interest to you, and that you will 
give toe ER r consideration, we beg to remain, 

e ully, yours, 
af fine FLOOD & CO. 


Hon. STEPHEN M. WHITE, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. WHITE. Ihave also received a letter from Boston, from 
the firm of Charles Brewer & Co., which I will read: 


BosToN, U. S. A., April 2, 1897. 

DEAR SIR: We pro sending to-day to Senator Hoar a petition signed 
by shipowners and others in this vicinity in 8 to the proposed duty 
on straw mattings ns imported from China and Japan. 

Section J. paragraph of the tariff bill, as reported by the Committee 
of Ways and eaus. provides for 8 cents per square yard on matting costing 
19 cents per yard or less, 8 cents and 25 per cent ad valorem on all costing over 

cents. 

It is represented to us on good authority that the invoice cost of these mat- 
tings ranges from 4 cents to 25 cents per square yard; that fully 80 per cent 
of all imported cost less than 10 cents, a large proportion costing as low as 5 
cents per square yard. - 

The effect of these proposa duties would probably be to practically pro- 
hibit the importation of the lower des, thereby depriving American » 

ing of a trade from which it has erived very considerable employment in 
Ine past five or six years—employment of a nature especially adapted for the 
old wooden sailing vessels which constitute so ə a proportion of the 
American mercantile marine of the Ur bone day. ese vessels can carry 
not be available for heavy 


hey woul 
bar ied such as grain or sugar. 


ro a pan to Atlantic ports in the United States 
in 
There were 53 — — vessels loaded a 


We do not wish to be understood as objecting to a duty for revenue, ant ke 


We take the liberty of addressing you directly on this important matter, 
and ang Fou: ped aon hy peces 5 of the same. 
e ^ 3 - 
: ic CHAS. BREWER & CO. 
Hon. STEPHEN M. WHITE, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

There are a number of other communications of the same char- 
acter, all going to make the same argument, and so far as I know 
nothing is adduced on the other side. 

Mr. ALLISON. All these communications are addressed to 
the provision in the bill as it came from the House. We have re- 
duced the rate on the lower grade from 8 cents to 4 cents. 

Mr. TELLER.. I should like to ask the Senator who has the 
bill in charge whether it is a fact that we do not manufacture any 
of this material in the United States? 2 

Mr. WHITE. We can not. 

Mr. ALLISON. Idonotthink we manufacture the low grades, 
the grades valued at 10 cents or less. They are manufactured 
from straw, and they come to this country, and the proposed rate 
is a revenue duty, as I understand it, 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I want to learn, whether this is a 
833 duty or a revenue duty. I understand the Senator from 

owa says it is a revenue duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. On the low grades. On the higher grades, 
where they use cotton or other vegetable fiber, of course it is both 
a revenue and p tective duty. 

Mr. TELLER. That absolves me from a duty to vote for the 
provision as presentea by the committee, because I am voting for 
& protective duty. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have a criticism cut from the Bal- 
timore News, which is directed to the Senate provision, and not 


to the House provision. It is, I believe, very strongly put, and I 
will ask the indulgence of the Senate for a moment to read it. It 
says: 


A BURDEN ON POOR PEOPLE. 


One of the many bad and inequitable features of the Dingley bill in its 
present shape is that which imposes a high ific duty on mattings. As 
reported to the Senate, the duty on matting is fixed as follows: 

"Floor mattings manufactured from straw, round or split, or other veg- 
etable substances not otherwise provided for, including what are common 
known as Chinese, Japanese, and Indian straw mattings, valued at not exceed- 
ing 10 cents per square ard, 4 cents per square yard; valued at exceeding 10 
cents Poem square yard, 5 cents per square yard; and in addition thereto, if 
manufactured with a warp composed of flax, cotton, or other vegetable fiber, 
25 per cent ad valorem.” 

his duty is equivalent to a tax of about 100 per cent on the cheapest 

es of matting, since these grades are now sold in China or Japan, packed 
ready for shipment, at about 4 cents per square d. 'Thereis at present no 
duty upon them, and, what is more remarkable, they were also upon the 
free list in the McKinley Act. The cheap grades of matting are sold here at 
retail at prices ranging from 6j cents upward, and the result of the placing of 
this duty upon them would be to nearly double their cost to the consumer. 
In the expensive grades the 5 of increase would not be so great, 
though it would still be very heavy; and in the case of mattings which now 
sell for about 15 cents a yard, the retail price would still be nearly twice as 
Da aaar the proposed duty as it is at present. 

0 Sheep Grace of eee Sy very extensively used now in this coun- 
try. about 800,000 rolls, or over 30,000,000 square yards, of matting having been 
imported in 1896, of which far the greater part was of the cheap varieties. 
To make it more difficult for poor people to supply their homes with this in- 
expensive means of tidiness and comfort is a gross perversion of the taxing 
poren The proposed duty is expected to bo almost MEN so far as 

he cheaper grades &re concerned, and is ins ted by the manufac- 
turers, who can have no ible interest in the matter except that of cut- 
ting down the use of matting and UNE n" to buy carpets instead. 
A moderate ad valorem duty is all that ough be permitted in this matter 
of interest to every household in the land in moderate circumstances. 

An ad valorem duty falls with the same proportional weight upon cheap 
goods and dear goods, while a specific duty carries an inordinate percen: 
on — goods in comparison with dear, and thus throws its burden, with 
oppressive discrimination, upon the poor. As tothe plea that ad valorem 
duties lead to undervaluation, such a pue whatever may be true of other 
cases, can not be set up in defense of a double-barreled speciflc duty like that 
proposed on mattings. The sudden jump in the duty from 4 cents to 8 cents 
at the 10-cent grade of mattings constitutes a temptation to represent goods 
as below that grade when they are above it, which is vastly stronger than 
any temptation to misrepresentation under an ad valorem i There is no 
excuse for the imposing of this burdensome tax upon an article whose use 
contributes to the comfort and happiness of millions of households, which 
was left untaxed by the McKinley Act, and which paid a tax of only 20 per 
cent ad valorem under the act of 1883. : 


I think that clipping clearly states the case, and, so far as I am 
concerned, I am willing to rest it on that statement, 


Mr. MANTLE, Mr. President, there is a phase of this question 
relating to the imposition of duties upon straw mattings which 
has impressed me. I do not know, having come into the ber 


late, whether or not it has been referred to. 

I believe it is generally conceded among the protectionists of 
this body that everything possible ought to be done in the fram- 
ing of a tariff law that will in any way aid and encourage the 
agricultural interests of this country. At first glance there does 
not seem to be any very intimate connection between the duty 
upon straw mattings and the agricultural interest, but there is in 
this particular item a very close relation. 

During the past few years there has been built up with Japan, 
and it is now being extended to China, a great flour shippi 
industry. The flour comes from the wheat products of the Pacific 
Coast States, notably those of California, Washington, Oregon, and 
Idaho. It is a trade which has been made possible only by reason 
of the fact that the ships engaged in it are enabled to bring back 
a return 72 at rates which justify them in carrying flour to 
Japan and China at a very low rate of freight. By reason of this 
condition of affairs the farmers of that section of the country have 
been immensely benefited, and notably during the last year, when 
some 25,000,000 bushels of wheat from those States was converted 
into flour and Snippen to Japan and China. 

Mr. GEAR. ay I ask the Senator from Montana a question? 

Mr. MANTLE. Certainly. *. 

Mr. GEAR. Is it not a fact that the large demand for whea 
products in Japan and perhaps in China has grown out of the en- 
terprise of Mr. Hill, the president of the Great Northern system, 
and the additional fact that wheat products were cheaper to those 
pepe than rice? 

r. MANTLE. It has unquestionably grown very largely out 
of the enterprise and energy ong courage of Mr. Hill, the presi- 
dent of the Great Northern Railway, but all of his enterprise and 
industry and energy in the matter would have availed nothing 
butfor the fact that these vessels were enabled to bring back car- 
goes from those countries to the United States. 

Mr. GEAR. And the fact that our products were cheaper than 
the products of those countries. 

r. MANTLE. By reason of the fact that they could secure 
these cargoes, largely consisting of the mattings now under dis- 
cussion, thus enabling them to carry flour back upon the return 
voyage at a rate which made it possible to ship it to those coun- 
tries. 'This trade would not be ible, they could not have 


secured this market, they could not have created this demand for 


aecessible from 
mores as soon as the trada can be fully ope 
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American flour, were it not for the fact that they secured these 
low rates of tr on. - 

Bearing directly upon this point, and showing its importance, I 
desire to have read a letter which was addressed to the senior 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] some weeks ago 


by Mr. Hill himself. Itcontains some valuable information 

applying directly to this question. I should like to have it read, 

and then I wish to add a few words in connection with it. 
'The Secretary read as follows: 
[From the Washington Evening Star.] 

TARIFF SUGGESTIONS—TRADE WITH CHINA AND JAPAN SHOULD NOT BE 
CUT OFF BY DUTIES—TWENTY PER CENT OF THE-NORTHWESTERN CROP 
GOES TO THOSE COUNTRIES AND PRICES HAVE GREATLY INCREASED. 
James J. Hiil, of 8t. Paul, president of the Great Northern road, and who 

also is interested largely in transportation to the Orient, has written a letter 

to one of the North ota Senators, in which he pone out the possibilities 
that tariff duties be so adjusted as 
with the countries across the Pacift 


of Spokane Falls, 
About three pee 
1 at W. steps could be taken to introduce the 
use of wheat flour 080 CO as against 
that it was simply a matter of price. I then took up the consideration 
5 for that trade, designed to carry cargoes of flour 
or grain at low rates. 


HIGH WAGES PREVENTED. 


I found that we could build the ships, but that, owing to the sailors’ union 
fixing the wages of sailors at 80 a month and engineers and other ship em- 
oyees at about twice the w. i European steamers, it would be 
possible for us to compete with t talian, and Scandi- 
navian alread th China the 
for a subsidy 
the General 
Em- 


, German, I 


or $2.50 in gold, enabling them to E for the wages of 
one American Af protracted and diffieult negotiations we 
concluded a contract with them for a line of steamers between Chinese and 


Japanese and Seattle, on condition that they would flour from 
Puget Sound to the Asiatic ports at $3 a ton, as against from & to & a tom 
formerly from west coast ports in the United States. 


A NEW MARKET. 


“This low rate fixed the rate for all other lines between the Pacific coast 
and Asia, and has resulted in carrying out about 28,000. bushels of wheat 
or its equivalent in flour from the last crop. There is left, I understand, 
about 5,000,000 bushels to be moved between now and the next harvest. 
'Thus you will see we have been able to find new mouths which have never 

ore used wheaten bread to take the entire California, and Wash- 


past crop year. year, as with last, are 
about 20 to 25 cents I think it may be said that from 15 to 18 cents 
of this rise is clearly due to the withdrawal of all the Pacifle wheat from the 
markets. I see in this morning’s market reports a telegram stat- 
ing European shipsare loading with ley, rye, and merchandise from 
San Francisco to Europe, after waiting four mon for cargoes of wheat, 
and that no more wheat will go to Europe from the Pacific coast. 
RETURX CARGOES SECURED. 
“The only way we could bring about this great reduction in the cost of 
Alone] fleur to. Asia was by diverting the ten And matting Uasincmy, 
which has heretofore gone on English ships from Asia direct to New 
York, and br g these commodities to the Pacific coast by a low rate of 
d by rail to distribute the commodities to points between 


bea 
their main of merchandise to the Pacific ports at rates that. 
"m for the traffic, 2 


MORE MOUTHS TO FEED. 

“The of Amoy mer rap isnear the coast, contains over 80,000,- 
000 people, and at 20 pounds of flour per capita per annum would consume 
the product of 40,000.000 bushels of wheat. Thelargedistriets of Tien-Tsin and 
both easil the would eonsume about as much 
It isnot outside the range of 
ty that we coald ship wheat from Lake to the Pacific coast 

this trade. We certainly could at 55 cents a bushel cost for the wheat at 
Devils Lake or points west as long as the demand for flour continues to grow 
as it has for the past six months." 

Mr. MANTLE. The letter presents the case very clearly and 
very forcibly. It shows what has already been done, and it goes 
on to state that if nothing is done by legislation to interfere with 
this carrying trade, an additional market can be created in one dis- 
trict, the district of Amoy alone, for 40,000,000 bushels additional 
of American wheat; but he states further that he can go as far 
east as North Dakota for thesurplus wheat of that State and con- 
vert it into flour and ort it to those countries at a price 
which will afford a profit to the farmers of that State. 

Ishould notfor one moment think of an izing this duty 
did I believe that any American industry would be injured by so 
doing, or that any considerable number of American laborers 
would be deprived of employment. The fact is that this matting 
is not manufactured in United States at all, and can not be. 
It is used bythe poor people of the country mainly, and with 
them it will be a question of having this or having no carpeting 
at all. On the other hand, the imposition of these duties is very 


likely to work a great injury to a great many of the farmers of : 


the Pacific Coast, and I can not help but feel that under the cir- 
cumstances it is unwise and unjust tolevy this duty. The article 
was admitted free under the McKinley law, and there is certainly 
no reason existing at this moment why it should not be put upon 
the free list in the pen bill. 

Ihavealetter which I will not ask to have read, as it bears 
largel the same phase of the question, but it contains a 
good of valuable data with respect to shipments, and espe- 
cially as to flour, the number of ships engaged in this trade, etc., 
which I think ought to be printed. 

'The letter referred to is as follows: 

FLOOD & Co., 45 Broome STREET, 
New York, April 7, 1397. 

DEAR SIR: We beg to thank you for your favor of even date, anent the 

importation of straw matting and the exportation of flour from and to the 


Orient. Atthe moment we are unable to give you the amount. of flour ex- 
rted from America to China and Japan, but will look into the matter, and 


to report to you in a few days. 
Weng rs sailing from San Francisco, Tacoma, 


t wedo know is that steame 
Seattle, Portland, and Vancouver, British Columbia, which amount to about 


December 10, 


to 
We inclose you herewith a Hongkong market letter, dated 
Hongkong and 


which wil give you some idea of how our flour is quoted 
how many of our mills are represented. The price quoted in the circular is 
in Mexican dolinrs, which are equal to about er cent of our money. You 
can . ceme the priceat which our flour is sold in China as ust what it is 
sold for In America, and you will y see that the for freight is 
very little, and the only reason our goods are sold in China and Japan at such 
Meer qm is due to the low freight acrossthe Pacific. There is nothing im- 
po into China and Japan that can compete with it. 
323000 
Japan and Victoria, y ree: 0 eir cargo o] 

Kobe, and Sh; before arrivin 1 


all resented, in Japan and a great hold 
in the far East. 
The writer when in last October, when in conversation with the 
tleman whi some of the largest mills in America, 
ormed that he had just closed a very large contract flour to be d 
to Vladivostock, from Ni Japan. 0 
are now vostock a rendezvous for their men-of-war 
and troops, and have, we are told, at least 100,000: men there now. This trade 
is being reached to-da America 


&nd excluding from Russian territory its 
own flour, which cun no be shipped to eastern Siberia at a rate that can 


compete ours, 
Both the Chinese and J. especially since the war, have take 
greatly to the use of flour, nd from all epo ts fiie who are author 
he matter, they claim that the increase of our flour into both Japan 


year will far exceed an g previous. 
The success of American flour in China Japan is due solely to the 
eod EN Oe MEE UC MENU Me cO HUE Mit COREY We 
would say that d per cent of the outward cargo to China and Japan consists 


of flour. 


Within the past our has 
hold in MT gum and a it deal has been shi from the Southern States, 
and woul: the per cent of 


make u di nac ae] re 
bee sapere page merchandise than flour. 
e cotton tog 3 is taken at a low rate of freight, as well as 


flour; otherwise e could not be imported into Japan 
with’ the 


America in the coming years if properly taken care of; but to insure this 
| business they must have a low rate of Treight to compete with the many 
steamers comm: ns tothe oriental cotton- 
producing es. 7 
The profit to our transpacific linesis made by their homeward 
„ t. The cargo ca ty of the 
Ships is ited, on account of the steamship companies not to put 
V on the outward voyage. 
eh F g the amount of flour 
expo: tothe far East in à few days. e will forward to you just as soon 
as we have secured the same. 
‘Thanking you for kind favor, we beg to remain, 
Very respectfully, yours, D & CO 
Hon. LEE MANTLE, 


Washington, D. C. 
I ms you from the market letter referred to above the following in re- 
ard our: 
Flour: There is a steady demand for botb extras and superfines, and prices 
aresteadily advancing. Arrivals have been: Empress of Japan, 11.000 quarter 
sacks om ‘Takoma, 


from Vancouver, and Victoria, 23,600 quarter sacks 


Bee 
REFERS 


Mr. MANTLE. Ido not know what motion is under discus- 
sion, as I was not present when it was made. 
The VICE-PRESIDEN T. The motion pending is that of the 


Senator from Missouri to strike out paragraph 330. 
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Mr. MANTLE. And put the articles upon the free list? 
— 7 VICE-PRESIDENT. And put the articles upon the free 
ist 


Mr. MANTLE. I believe that every consideration of equity 
and justice to the wheat producers of the country, the great agri- 
cultural classes, uires that the motion in this particular case 
ought to prevail. the duty is levied purely for revenue, then I 
suggest that there are many other articles upon which revenue 
may beraised. The duty of 4 cents of itself amounts to nearly 
100 per cent upon 60 or 80 per cent of the importation of these 
mattings, as the great bulk of them are of the cheaper class, cost- 
ing from 3 to 6 or 7 cents per yard. - 

Isincerely Boys that in this view of the matter, in view of the 
fact that it can do no good to any American industry, thatit must 
enhance the cost of this necessary article to the poor people of our 
country, that it must result in injuring the wheat growers of the 
Pacific States, and that it may result disastrously to the enormous 
flour trade now being built up between this country and Japan 
and China—for these reasons the motion torestore these mattings 
to the free list will prevail. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iregret the absence of the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] from the Senate Chamber. Yester- 
day he said: 

Mr. President, in d to the statement that Minnesota can not produce 
and does not produce fiber fit for weaving and making linen, I hold in 
my hand a specimen of Minnesota flax [exhibiting], prepared entirely at 
Northfield, in that State. Three thousand pounds of this were sent, Dr wn 
of experiment and demonstration, to Belfast, Ireland, early this year in this 
shape. I have seen a letter from a Belfast gentleman, who undertook to 
weave it and did weave it. stating that for length of fiber and tensile strength 
it exceeded their own. There is some difference owing to their superior in- 
8 nu ane the manipulation, and perhaps in the color, something easily 

o le 

Here is a towel made at Belfast from that same flax [exhibiting]. apparently 
of good substance, and the inexpert eye would not probably be able to discern 
the source from which the flax came out of which this towel was made. 

Lhold in my hand the woven in Belfast from thissame consiznment 
of flax which I have mentioned, of various degrees of fineness of linen down 
to the coarse articles, such as are sometimes made into ments. The sam- 
ples are many, and they can be seen by Senators, from the exceedingly coarse 
article up through all the degrees to the finer article of as white linen as one 
ever saw. 

I was anxious to have the Senator from Minnesota present, as I 
wanted to inquire of him a little more particularly if he knew per- 
sonally anything of the facts regarding the articles that were ex- 
hibited here yesterday. Two letters have come into my possession 
this morning that throw light on this question, and while I have 
no doubt of the perfect good faith of the Senator from Minnesota 
in using the articles he used here yesterday, these letters create a 
n in my mind as to whether they are in any sense Minne- 
sota flax. 

As the articles were exhibited in the Senate to demonstrate the 
fact that Minnesota flax could be woven into linen which is desir- 
able, I think it is due to a correct understanding of this ques- 
tion that the letters I now have shall beread to the Senate. The 
Senator from Minnesota had an ement which keeps him 
away from the Chamber, and I regret that he can not be here. I 
sent him word that I might bring some matter up in the Senate 
in which he would be interested. The letter that I will read first 
is signed by F. Herdmen, managing director. It seems to have 
been written from Belfast. I have the original letters in my hand, 
but as the handwriting is somewhat difficult to read, I will reada 
typewritten copy. 

[Memorandum from Brookfield oe Company, Limited, to Mr. Frame, New 
or. 


K.] 
BELFAST, April 9, 1897. 


28 yours of 30th ultimo, about 5 tons of flax shipped 
x Com; 


DEAR SIR: In 
by the Minnesota 
mont a few weeks 

Co., and William 


pany first wrote Prestons firm to send them samples of the 
class of cloth the flax would y make. Mr. Cooke, of Prestons, went to 
the County Down. Linen Company and from them some sample 
books of linens, which lie forwarded to flax company and which we su 
are now being shown as made from American tax which is a palpa 
hood, as inclosed letter will prove. 
F. HERDMEN, 


Yours, truly, 
Managing Director (for the Company). 
The letter inclosed is as follows: 


: 8 JOHN Preston & Co., BELFAST, April 2, 1897. 
EAR SIR: erring to our conversation of this morning. I find on 
back upon it that tho patterns in question were sent to the Wager Pine 
8 February, whilst their flax did not arrive here until March 23. 
The patterns consisted of old pattern books of canvas and drills, obtained 
from one of the warehouses here, and did not pretend to be made from their 
Hax. Actually not a pound of the Minnesota has yet been spun here; it 
is now only in process of dressing. 

Yours, very truly, 


FREDK. HERDXAN, Esq., Brookfield Linen Co. 
Both of these letters are dated Belfast, April 9, 1897. Isimply 


present the letters so that if there has been any effort made by 
people who are not dealing frankly with the Senate to exhibit 


baci their 


A. COOKE. 


samples of goods alleged to have been woven from a 
Minnesota, and it was not so, the fraud can be e 
true, and these charges are not correct, they can defend themselves 
and make it clear. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, it appears, according to the 
letters presented here by the Senator from Ar , that the 
Beifast company took the linen fiber forwarded from Minnesota 
and returned such linen as they believed they could spin from that 
fiber. Of course the Senator from Minnesota did not know of 
that fact, and yet the misrepresentation is absolutely immaterial. 
Those men know as well when they examine the fiber what it will 
make as they know after they havemade it. There is no question 
about it at all. They are absolute experts. 

The letter says that the fiber sent to Belfast was of inferior 
quality and is not yet spun. I read a letter yesterday from Bel- 
fast, stating that it was almost equal to the Irish product, thatit 
was of almost equal fineness and of greater length, and they 
accounted for it by the factof the strong virgin soil of Minnesota. 

I exhibited the flax that was produced in Minnesota, and it was 
produced in Minnesota, and is of excellent quality. I do not care 
what experts examined it, it is almost equal to the best flax = 
duced in the world. It is almost equal to the Courtray N 
which is noted throughout the world as being the finest in the 
world and producing the finest linen. There is no question but 
that we can produce in. that country a flax fiber that will make 
the best linen used by the people of the United States. I do not 
care what letters may be rend with respect to the matter. Let 
any expert go and examine the 253 tons produced in Minnesota 
last year, I do not care where he comes from, he will say at once 
that it will make the very items of linen goods exhibited here yes- 


terday. : 

I do not know how we got back to this linen schedule again. 
The rates are too low, compared with the linen goods. The rates 
on the raw material are 114 per cent, and on linen goods in this 
flax schedule the rates are from 52 to 109 per cent. 

Of course I admit that it is the same sort of treatment the peo- 
peo the West have received in almost e tariff bill that has 

n constructed. They first puta very slight duty on the raw 
material, and then double it and triple it and make it four times 
asmuch on the manufactured product that they sell us, and so 
take away what little protection we had in whatever purchases 
we make of the manufactured article. Yetin spite of that fact 
we return again to a discussion of this little item of a duty upon 
the raw material. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] to strike out 
paragra ih 330 as amended. 


to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLow]. I do not see him in his seat, 
and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). I am 
posa with the junior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK]. If 

e were present, I should vote yea.” 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
3 from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], and therefore with- 

old my vote. 


Mr. PENROSE (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 


the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY]. he were 
present, I should vote '*nay." 
Mr. RAWLINS (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 


the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna]. 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL]. If he were present, 
Ishould vote **nay." 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called), Iam paired gen- ` 
erally with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL], who 
is necessarily absent from the Chamber to-day. I announce the 
pair wc ei votes on the bill during the day. 

Mr. INGTON (when his name was called}. I announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Bur- 
8 If he were present, I should vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded, 

Mr. GRAY. I will transfer my pair with the senior Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] to the junior Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. ManTIN], and vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. PENROSE. I will transfer my pair with the junior Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. CLAY] to the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts m LopGE], so that he will stand "unus with the junior 
Senator m Delaware [Mr. KENNEY], and the junior Senator 


from Georgia [Mr. CLay] and myself can vote. I vote “nay.” 
.Mr. CLAY. On the statement of the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. PENROSE] I vote yea.“ 
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JUNE 19, 


Mr.HANSBROUGH. I was requested to announce a 
tween the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] and the Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 


ir be- 


Mr. MANTLE. Ishould like to inquire if the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. CANNON] is paired in any way? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Ihave understood that the Sen- 
atorfrom Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] and the Senator from Utah 
[Mr. CANNON] are paired. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam paired with the Senator from Washington 


[Mr. Witson]. If he were present, I should vote“ yea." 
The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 22; as follows: 
: YEAS-25. 
Bacon, Gray. Murphy, Turner, 
te, Hansbrough, Pettigrew, Turpie, 
Berry, Heitfeld, Pettus, est, 
Carter, Jones, Ark. h, White. 
Chilton, McLaurin, Smith, 
Clay, Mallory, Teller. 
Daniel, tle, Tillman, 
NAYS—22. = 
Allison, Hawley, Perkins, Stewart, 
Burrows, oar, Platt, Conn. Thurston, 
Deboe, McBride, Platt. N Warren, 
Fairbanks, n, Pri : etmore. 
Foraker, Nelson, Proctor, 
i Penrose, Shoup, 
NOT VOTING—42. 
Aldrich, Elkins, Kenney, Pasco, 
Allen, Faulkner, Kyle, Quar, 
Baker, 0. Lindsay. W 
Butler, linger, Lodge, Sewell, 
Caffery, rge, McEnery, Spooner, 
Cannon, Gorman, McMi alti 
Chandler, Hale, Martin, Wellington, 
Clark, Hanna, Mills, Wilson, 
1, Harris, Kans. Mitchell, Wolcott. 
Cullom, Harris, Tenn. Morgan, 
Da Jones, Nev. Morrill, 


So Mr. VzsT's motion to strike out paragraph 330 was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par- 
agraph 331, page 106, line 25, after the word “ fiber,” to insert 
* (except cotton);" in line 1, page 107, after the word **exceeding," 
to strike out thirty " and insert *' fifteen;" in the same line, after 
the word “ yard,” to strike out six and insert five;" in line 3, 
after the word above, to strike out ''thirty "and insert *'fif- 
teen; in the same line, after the word yard,“ to strike out 
“twelve” and insert ten;“ and in line 4, after the word and,“ 
to strike out ** forty " and insert thirty-five;“ so as to make the 


paragraph read: 

331. Carpets, carpeting, mats, and rugs made of flax, hemp, jute, or other 
vegetable fiber (except cotton), valued at not exceeding 15 cen T Square 
yard, 5 cents per square yard and 35 per cent ad valorem; valued above 15 


Cents per square yard, 10 cents per square yard and 35 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas, I move to strike out all after the 
word “fiber,” in the second line of the paragraph, and insert 20 
per cent ad valorem." 

The SECRETARY. Inline 25, after the word “ fiber,“ strike out 
the remainder of the paragraph and insert “20 per cent ad valo- 
rem;" so as to read: RD F ^ 

Carpets, carpeting, mats, and rugs made ax, hemp, jute, or other 
vede ber oo cence ad valorem. Im 

The amendment was rejected. 

'The next paragraph was read, as follows: ! 

832. Hydraulic hose, made in whole or in part of flax, hemp, ramie, or jute, 
20 cents per pound. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I see that a duty of 20 cents per pound is 
placed on hydraulic hose by this paragraph. Are there other par- 
agraphs in the bill which place an additional duty upon that item? 

Mr. ALLISON. I know of none. If there are I shall be glad 
to have them pointed out, and I will see that they are struck from 
the bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ihavean fipresidon that there is a duty 
of 35 per cent ad valorem. I will look it up, however. I can not 
turn to the exact paragraph at the present time. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is intended that there shall be a duty of 20 
cents a pound on hydraulic hose made of this material. there 
is any other duty applying to hydraulic hose other than india 
rubber. I should lad to have it stricken out of the bill. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

933. Tapes composed wholly or in part o* flax. woven with or without 
metal threads, on reels, spools, or otherwise, and designed expressly for use 
in the manufacture of measuring tapes, 4) per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out “forty” and in- 
sert twenty five before the words per centum." 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par- 
agraph 334, page 107, line 15, before the word “cents,” to strike 
out ten“ and insert **eight;" and in line 16, after the word car- 

ts," to strike out *' twenty " and insert ‘‘fifteen;” so as to make 

e paragraph read: 

334. Oilcloth for floors, stamped, painted, or IDA includi 
or corticene, flgured or plain, and all other oilcloth (except 


linoleum 
ollcloth) 


not . for herein. 8 cents per 

valorem; i d linoleum or corticene, and cork carpets, 15 cents p square 
yard and 20 per cent ad valorem; waterproof cloth, composed of cotton or 
other vegetable fiber, whether composed ir part of india rubber or other- 
wise, 10 cents per square yard and 20 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the first proposition of the 
committee? 

Mr. ALLISON. To strike out “ten” and insert eight." It is 
5 8 of 2 cents. The Senator, I suppose, will not object 

it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
first amendment of the committee in paragraph 334. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senate to disagree to the amendment 
in line 16, striking out, after the word “carpets,” “twenty ” and 
inserting *' fifteen." 

Mr. VEST. That will go back to 20 cents per square yard. 

Mr. ALLISON. It goes back to 20 cents. 

'The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iofferafurther amendment to the paragraph. 
On page 107, paragraph 334, line 14, after the words “(except silk 
oilcloth)," I move to insert the words “under 12 feet in width;" 
and in line 16 of the same paragraph, after the words **ad valo- 
rem," to insert the words ‘‘oilcloth for floors and linoleum or 
corticene, 12 feet and over in width." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out paragraph 334 
and insert what I send to the desk, which is the paragraph on this 
subject in the Wilson Act. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out all of paragraph 334 and insert: 

Oilcloth for floors, stamped, painted, or printed, including linoleum, corti- 
cene, cork carpets, figured or plain, and all other oilcloth (except silk oil- 
cloth), and waterproof cloth, not specially provided for in this act, valued at 


25cents or less per square yard,25 per cent ad valorem; valued above ?5cents 
per square yard, 40 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The duties on the cheaper grades of 
oilcloth under the act of 1874 were 35 per cent; under the act of 
1883, 40 per cent; under the McKinley Act, 40 per cent; under the 
Wilson Act, 25 per cent, and under the pending bill as it passed 
the House, 73.8 per cent. As reported by the Senate committee, 
the rate was 62.1 per cent, and on the motion of the Senator from 
Iowa the Senate has receded from that amendment and, I under- 
stand, proposes to stand by the rate recommended by the House. 

I will not detain the Senate by entering into any discussion of 
this matter. It has been very fully discussed and is thorouglily 
understood. I, however, feel very much like reading a clipping 
from the Journal of Commerce of the date of April 8, 1897. : 

[From the Journal of Commerce and Commercial Bulletin, April 8, 1897.] 

TAXATION OF RAW MATERIALS. 


The proposed increase of duty on floor oilcloths recalls some important 
testimony on this subject that was taken by the tariff commission fifteen 
years ago. Mr. William M. Brasher, of Brooklyn, a: red for the manufac- 
turers and submitted a statement of the increase ation of mate: 
tween 1857 and 1882. In 1857 the duties on all the materials were 15 
in 1882 they were at the following ad valorem rates or their 
Canvas 49, linseed oil 79, dry white lead 77, red lead and litharge &, whiting 
266. and ocher dd per cent. In co uence of the high duties on their mate- 
rials the manufacturers asked that the duties on their produce be increased 
from 35 and 45 to 50 and 60 per cent, and that the duty should be taken off 
canvas. “Our 5 said Mr. Brasher, on the Snorage is 30 per cent; 
sometimes 35 to 49, depending on the value of the floor oilcloth. But give us 
free trade in competition with all foreigners. * * * If wecan have the 
same plane to work on that the English manufacturer has, this country can 
export millions of dollars“ worth of these goods. à 

We are only shut out of the Chinese market by about 10 cents a yard and 
out of the 3 market by about 12 cents a yard. Sweden would con- 
sume, and does take from Great Britain at the present time, over a million 
dollars' worth of these goods annually, and they ask us nearly every day to 
send them our goods, as our les are superior and they will be used there. 
The Government receives y a duty of 40 per cent on 000 worth of 
goods, but at the same time shuts us out of an export trade which would 
amount to g. 000,000.“ 

“If you will give us free trade," continued Mr. Brasher, “we can send our 
goods to any part of the world and doan enormous business." He was asked 
whether he would prefer free raw materials or a higher duty on the product, 
and he replied: We are willing to accept either. ith free trade I think we 
could export, and our business would increase so that there would be $5,000,000 
worth of these pods shipped out of this country annually." It was estimated 
that this would employ PED persons. He was further pressed as to the value 
to the trade he represented: Without any duty onthe 
raw material or any protective duty on your goods, could you compete in this 
market (the United States) with the European goods? " and he replied, “ Yes, 
sir; we could compete in the markets of the world.“ 

John P. Lapsley, manufacturer of floor cloths, appeared before the com- 
mission to protest against the taxation of the raw materials, which enhanced 
the cost of the domestic as well as the imported article. If we could get 
free raw materials, or anything approaching it," he said, “we could compete 
with other nations in supplying the markets of the world." Floor oilcloths 
were a t item of export to South America, and England controlled the 
trade. te for American styles had given the American makers some for- 
eign trade, but we are shut out from those markets now by the higher price 
we are compelled to charge, and one reason why we are compelled to ask a 
higher price has already n stated—that is, we are handicapped by these 
very high duties on the raw material." 

hen the McKinley bill was in process of preparation, Mr. George W. 
Blabon, à manufacturer, said: It I get my raw material free, and if 
you let me import my labor, I do not ask any favor," but immediately added. 

t along even if our labor is not quite so low as theirs (London an 


*Ican 
Kirk: y),for we have better machinery." After speaking further of the 


uare yard and 15 per cent ad 


r cent; 
uivalents: 


of free raw materi 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1851 


superiority of American machinery, he said: “I think we can do more work 


per hand than they can. We generally work our men on piecewurk.” 

The present tariff reduced the duties from those of the McKinley law,and 
the Dingley bill o to raise them again. There has been some increase 
of importation, bat t is a small orones of the consumption according to 
statements made before Mr. Dingley's committee in od aaa er to the in- 
crease. In this protest it was urged that burlaps and cork are duty free; the 
ocher, rosins, gums, petroleum, and pine-tree products used in this manu- 
facture are as cheap here or cheaper than abroad; that the best ocher for 
linoleum making is mined in Georgia. and much of it is exported to the for- 
eign manufacturers of floor cloths; that linseed oil, on which the duty is 20 
cents a gallon, has recently been as low as 25 cents in Chicago, lower than the 
foreign price; that giue and starch are exported, and are about as low here 
as abroud; that the colors are used only on the surface in relatively small 

uantities, and there is no great difference between the domestic and the 
8 price; that the manufacture is mostly by machinery. and the labor 
cost per yard is extremely small, and that there are in the United States only 
4 makers of linoleums, 11 of floor oilcloths, and 10 of table oilcloths; that they 
are mostly family concerns, have e immense proflts, and they maintain 
a combination that gives them the control of the market. 

The statements of the manufacturers themselves show that whatever dif- 
ference there is between the wages here and in England is offset by the freer 
use of machinery here, so that whatever disadvantage the American manu- 
facturer is under is simply the duties collected on the materials he uses. At 
a time when the materials werea deal more expensive here than abroad 
these duties on materials alone kept us out of a foreign trade estimated at 
from two to five million dollars a year. If the statements now made in op- 

ition to increased protection for the manufacturers are accurate, the 
omestic prices of materials have, in the past few years, fallen to near or 
quite the level of like articles abroad, so that theexisting duties on the prod- 
uct need no increase, and, on the contrary. foreign markets ought to be within 
reach of the American manufacturers. But it is quite conceivable that the 
manufacturers would rather have complete possession of the domestic mar- 
ket. with the opportunity higher duties would afford them of advancing 
their prices, than to get into the markets of South America, Australia, China, 
and Sweden, upon which they were casting longing eyes in 1882. If the 
American manufacturers had a less absolute on of the home market 
than they have, they would be compelled to seek foreign outlets, and they 
have themselves told us what drove them out of foreign markets years ago, 
and lon bee ge them out. The Dingley bill proposes toraise the duties on the 
materials of this industry. : 

Mr. President, it seems to me that that is.a clear statement of 
all that is involved in this matter. The rates to which these arti- 
cles are proposed to be raised are simply enormous. I have a 
number of specimens of floor oilcloth furnished to me by a repu- 
table housein Baltimore, giving the duty and showing the equiva- 
lent ad valorem duty. e proposed rates underthe bill are from 
65 to 95 per cent on these floor oilcloths, and on linoleum it is 
about 62.1 percent. Ihaveanumber of pieces, showing the goods, 
the price, the cost, and their general appearance. I also have 
samples of table oilcloth, waterproof cloth, on which the proposed 
du ues 145 per cent ad valorem. 

r. President, when it is recollected that the rates of duty on 
these articles were in years under the tariff of 1874 but 35 
per cent, under the tariff of 1883, 40 per cent under the E 
Act itself only 40 per cent, it seems to me it is unreasonable an 
indefensible to about now putting a tariff of 145 per cent on 


them. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, we are confronted with another 
conspicuous illustration of the effect of enormous and excessive 
prohibitory tariff duties. About one year ago to-day an announce- 
ment was made in the New York papers, in the Carpet and U 
holstery Trade Review, published at 335 Broadway, New York, 
dated June 15, 1896, that a new oilcloth trust had formed, 
the terms of which I will proceed to read: 


THE NEW LIGHT OILCLOTH AGREEMENT. 


As noted in our issue of the Ist instant, a new agreement has been made 
between the table oilcloth manufacturers, and those concerned in the arrange- 
ment seem ce that it will bé more su than any previous plans 
that have been made in this direction. One strong reason for this belief is 
that the new arrangement is supported by all but two of the manufacturing 
concerns in the trade. 


An important feature of this new plan, and one never adopted in previous 
schemes for the same end, is the formation of acl house, through which 
all the business of the combination, except manufact andits needful pro- 


visions and actual selling, is to be transacted. 

The various firms have a percentage standing in the clearing house, and 

i proesas of their aggregate business are to be divided among them pro 
ra 

There are no restrictions upon manufacturers as to the extent of their out- 

tnor upon individual enterprise, neither would a manufacturer, should he 

eem it prudent to shut down his works, forfeit his right to his percentage 
of any profits the others might have made. The clearing house is in Boston. 
Its B roc is George Hughes, of Atha & Hughes, and its vice-president 
A. M. Cole, of the Western Linoleum Company, Akron, Ohio. 

As shown by the list of a 5-4 marbles and fancies are advanced 10 cents, 
and on 6-4 15 cents above the old list. 

In the face of a fact that a trust combination formed a yearago 
controls the prices, we are now to put on the enormous duties 
which have been read by my colleague, the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, most of these floor cloths 

axe sold at less than 25 cents a yard. I hold in my hand four sam- 
ne of different thicknesses of floor cloths, valued at from 10 to 
61 cents per square vard. Upon these the duty in the House bill 
is placed at 10 cents a yard and 15 per cent ad valorem, which 
amounts to from 65 to 95 per cent ad valorem on these articles. I 
have alsosix other thicknesses of linoleum, valued at from 15 to 22 
cents per square yard, upon which the duty is equal to 62.1 per 
cent ad valorem. 

In view of the fact that the articles are manufactured exclu- 
sively by four firms, who are in a combination by which, whether 
they run or not, they have their share in the percentage of the 


profits awarded to them by the combination, it is not at all strange 
that this enormous duty is placed upon the articles. because it 
would be an invidious distinction if this trust were not protected 
as high as all other trusts are in the bill. Every trust affected 
by the bill is excessively and inordinately protected. Somebody 
has had to do with the bill apparently who knew what articles 
were in a trust, and upon those the duty is heaped over and over 
again. 

We knew in the last political contest that the trusts were all on 
one side. We knew they all supported the Repnblican ticket. It 
was reported that vast sums of money were collected, and it is ex- 
ceedingly significant, under these circumstances, that every single 
trust has protection running from 50 per cent up to 150 per cent . 
in this bill. Whether it is for the contributions of the last cam- 
paign or in the interest of contributions for the next campaign, I 

now not; but no d ra party can go before the people of this 
country on schedules like these. 

It is further fortunate that you should have a caucus 
ment, by which every man, no matter where he is from, if he be- 
longs to the Republican party, is bound to vote for these infamous 
increases. 

Mr. WHITE. I would suggest to the Senator from South 
Dakota that the duty to which he now refers, in view cf the politi- 
cal situation in the country, is probably a compensatory duty. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There is no doubt of it, Mr. President. 
I said there might be some doubt about it being compensatory, 
but it is anticipatory, to provide for future campaigns. 

Where a political 3 is carried on and men are furnished 
free transportation from all over the United States to cast their 
votes, it is ive. In the case of every man who ever lived in 
a close State, even two years after moving away, no matter where 
he went, his expenses were paid and he was brought back to vote 
the Republican ticket, as was done in Dakota. I say it is fortu- 
nate that an ironclad agreement holds their votes and no explana- 
tions are required. o defense is made of these excessive, out- 
rageous, plundering rates of duty placed upon articles produced 


by a trust. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Gray in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
torfrom Arkansas. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the 8 proceeded 
to call the roll. 


Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 
Mr. MORRILL (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 


the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. I will not again mention the fact during the day. 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). Iam authorized 
totransfer my pair with the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
KENNEY] to the junior Senator froin Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 
I will therefore vote. I vote nay.” 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna]. Ifhe were present, 
I should vote ** yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GORMAN. I desire to inquire if the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. FRYE] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam paired with the Senator from Maine on 
this and all other questions, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. CLAY. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LODGE]. The pair has been transferred to the 
dun Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY], and I will vote. I 
vo ci yea. » 

Mr. PASCO. I announce the pair of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Linpsay], who is absent from the city, with the Sen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN]. 

Mr. MORGAN. transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
MARTIN], and will vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. TURPIE (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
2 with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], and there- 

ore withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced —yeas 22, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Bacon, Heitfeld, Pasco, Ti 
Berry, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, ` Turner, 
Chilton, McLaurin, Pettus, Vest, 
Clay, Mallory, Roach, Whi 
Daniel, Mills, Smith, 
Gray, Morgan, Teller, 

NAYS—27. 
Allison, Gear, Mason, Sewell, 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Penrose, Shoup, 
Carter, Hawley, Perkins, Thurston, 
Cullom, oar, Platt, Conn. Warren, 

'boe, McBride, Platt. N. Y. Wetmore, 

Fairbanks, McEnery. Pritchard, ilson. 
Foraker, tle, Proctor, 
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Aldrich, Davis, Tenn. Murphy, 
en, ns, Jones, Nev. Nelson, 
Baker, Faulkner, Kenney, Qua ; 
Bate, adm Kyle, wW 
tl d. linger, Lindsay, R T. 

e eorge, i wart, 
Guano, Govan: McMillan, Turpie, 
Chandler, ale, , Martin, althall, 
Clark, Hanna, Mitchell, Wellington, 
Cockrell, Harris, Kans. Morri Wolcott. 


So the amendment of Mr. Jones of Arkansas was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 107, paragraph 335, line 
21, after the word “cuffs,” to strike out composed entirely of 
cotton, 45 cents per dozen pieces and 15 per cent ad valorem;” in 
line 23, before the word “cents,” to strike out fifty“ and insert 
“forty;” and in line 24, after the word ‘ad valorem," to strike 
out **shirts and other articles of wearing apparel, other than knit, 
composed in whole or in part of linen, made up or manufactured 
wholly or in part by the tailor, seamstress, or manufacturer, not 
specially provided for in this act, 50 per cent ad valorem;" so as 
to make the paragraph read: 


835. Shirt collars and cuffs, composed in whole or in part of linen, 40 cents 
por dozen and 20 per cent ad valorem. 


The next amendment was to strike out paragraph 336 and to 
insert in líeu thereof the following: 


236. Laces; lace window curtains, tidies, pillow shams, napkins, bed sets, 
insertings, flouncings, and other lace articles; handkerchiefs, wearing ap- 
parel, and other articles made wholly or in part of lace, or in imitation of t 
nets or nettings, veils and 5 vitrages, neck rufflings, ruch- 
ings, tuckings. futings, and quillings; embroideries and all trimmings, in- 
cluding edgings, insertings, flouncings, | eripe and bands; wearing apparel, 
handkerchiefs, and other articles. or fabrics embroidered in any manner by 
hand or machinery, whether with a letter, monogram, or otherwise; tam- 
boured or appliqu articles, fabrics or — | apparel; hemstitched or 
tucked flonncingsor skirtings, and articles made wholly or in part ot rufflings, 
tuckings, or 8 all of the foregoing, composed wholly or in chief value 
of flax, cotton, or other vegetable fiber, and not elsewhere specially provided 
for in this act, whether go in part of india rubber or otherwise, 60 per 
cent ad valorem: Provided, atno wearing ROSEO! or other article or tex- 
tile fabric, when embroidered by hand or machinery, shall pay duty nt a less 
rate than that imposed in any schedule of this act upon any embroideries of 
the materials of. which such embroidery is com 


Mr. ALLISON. What words does the Senator from Arkansas 
uff ought to be inserted? 

r. JONES of Arkansas. In connection with braids, I would 
make it read ‘‘including braids, cords, edgings, webs, and web- 
bing.” I Would insert all three right there. Then, whenever the 
question is examined, an amendment can be made by dropping the 
words out of the first paragraph, or out of this one, as the Sena- 
tor sees fit. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam afraid we will forget both. Iwill assure 
the Senator from Arkansas that on Monday morning I will call 
attention to the matter and we will dispose of it then, I wish to 
say that this paragraph, as well as paragraph 317, are in the 
nature of technical descriptions, and experts must be consulted. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My suggestion comes from an expert 
a 258 New York custom-house. Personally I know nothing 
about it. 

Mr. WHITE. I move to strike out paragraph 336 as now 
amended on motion of the committee and insert in lieu thereof 
what I send to the desk, being section 276 of the present law. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 336 as 
amended and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

335. Laces, edgings, nettings and 8 embroideries, insertings, neck 
rutllings, ruchings, trimmin, tuckings, lace window. curtains, tamboured 
articles, and articles embroidered by band or machinery, embroidered hand- 
kerchiefs, and articles made wholly or in part of lace, rufitings, tuckings, 
or ruchings, all of the above-named articles, composed of flax, jute, cotton, 
or other vegetable fiber, or of which these substances or either of them ora 


mixture of any of them is the component material of chief value, not spe- 
cially provided for in thf& act, 50 per cent ad valorem. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of theSenator from ifornia. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 10, noes 
10; no quorum voting. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I desire to announce that I am paired, and 
do not know whether I can vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask for a call of the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Mr. ALLISON.. I move to transpose the word “napkins” from rena Gan Normal, acne 
line 25, page 108, to is n4 page 109. DK E Bate; Gray, P Thurston, 
The SECRETARY. ine 25, paragraph 336, page 108, pro- rry, ANNA, enrose, man, 

to strike out the word ‘‘napkins;” and insert the word '*nap- | Burrows Her e blat Conn. Turple, 
" s i "i i . z 2 

ns” after. the word **handkerchiefs," in line 1, on page 109; so as | Chilton, Hoar, Platt, N. Y. Vest, 

to read: Cockrell, Webride,” Proctor Weltnaton, 
‘ 0 

Laces; lace window curtains, tidies, pillow shams, bed sets, insertings, E 
flouncings, and other lace articles; handkerchiefs, napkins, wearing apparel, 88 [rome qud Doe ve wane 
ete. ; Elkins, Mills, Sewell, ison. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. Fairbanks, M Shoup, 


Mr. ALLISON. In the same paragraph, line 5, page 109, after 
the word “including,” I move to insert ** braid;” so as to read: 

Embroideries and all trimmings, including braid, edgings, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 6, after the word galloons," I move to 
insert the word gorings;” so as to read: 

Insertings, flouncings, galloons, gorin and bands; wearing a 


handkerchiefs, and other articles or fabrics embroidered in any manner by 
hand or machinery. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Iowa what would be the effect of inserting the words ''cords, 
webs, and webbing" in this paragraph, and taking them out of 

agraph 317? I will state to him very frankly that in askin 

the question I know nothing about it, but an administrative of- 
ficer in thecustom-house at New Vork said to me that those words 
being in paragraph 317 would, in his opinion, involve difficulties 
of construction, and that they should be transposed to this 

graph. ldo not know what the difference is in the rate, but I 
would suggest that probably it might be well for the Senator to 
leave the matter open, and the words I suggest might go into the 
bill in the paragraph indicated to be UM eed later. They can 
then go out of whichever paragraph it is deemed best. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have already taken out of ph 317, 
I believe, by an amendment which I offered, braids and. gorings. 

Mr. JO. of Arkansas. Yes; that is correct. 

Mr. ALLISON. And we have now inserted them here in lieu 
of having them in paragraph 317. It may be that cords ought 
also to be so transferred, but of course it will be open later on if 
we find it is necessary. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It will not be unless we put into this 
paragraph ‘‘ cords, webs, and webbing.” If it is inserted in this 
paragraph, leaving it in the bill in the other : aph also, it can 
on careful examination be abandoned in whichever paragraph the 
Senator chooses. 

Mr. ALLISON. I mean to say that later on, if we find that the 
Senator m pr ipe mr ht, we can insert the words in this 

aragra going i : 
» Mr. J ONES of Arkansas, If the Senator does not forget it. 


organ, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-one Senators have an- 
swered to their names, Aquorumispresent. Thequestion recurs 
m agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Cal- 

ornia. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in graph 337, page 110, line 5, 
before the word “per cent,” to strike out ''fifteen" and insert 
“twenty;” so as to read: 

N. Lace window curtains, pow shams, bed sets, and other articles, fin- 

Nottingham lace-curtain machine or on the 


Nottingham warp machine, and composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber. 
between the warp threads to the ine: 1 


space to t. 
ing articles in s deri arid percent ad valorem: Prov 
icles 


n above-named art shall pay a less rate of duty that 50 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. On 109, line 21, after the word “shams,” 
I movetoinsert the word **and;" and to strike out the word and,” 


in the same line where it last occurs, and insert ** or.” 

The Secretary. After the word ‘‘shams,” in line21, page 109, 
it is proposed to insert the word and;" and after the word ‘‘sets,” 
in the same line, strike out the word ** and" and insert the word 
** or;" so as to read: 

Lace window curtains, pillow shams and bed sets, or other articles, finished 
or ed, made on the Nottingham lace-curtain machine or on the Not- 
tingham warp machine, and composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was to strike out paragraph 338, as 
follows: . 

338. Embroid includ broidered inserti fi ci 
galloons, perpe bra 8 . b “ty po T 
chinery, com d of cotton or other vegetable fiber, or of which cotton or 
other vegetable fiber is the component material of chief value, 50 cents per 
pound and 25per cent ad valorem: Provided, That none of the articles named 
shall pay a less rate of duty than 60 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in 


ragraph 939, page 110, line 17, 
after the word “known,” to si x i i 3 


e out ‘not exceeding 60 inches 
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in width;" and in line 20, before the word “tof,” to strike out 

“‘seven-eighths” and insert ‘‘three-fourths;” so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

339. Plain woven fabrics of single jute yarns, whatever name known, 

EE less than 6 ounces per square yard and not „ threads 

. the — saa lling, 55 leent a 

e ain 90 and not exceeding 55 

5e warp and filing, I cent per pound 

ed, That any of the 4i above, having more 

and weft threads bleached, dyed, col- 


tained, painted, pay a duty ofl cent per and 20 
3 orem. 
Mr. VEST. This oe includes burlaps, which are free 


under 5 law. 
Mr. ALLISON, I ipie ine offer an amendment to theamendment. 


Mr. VEST. I pog parn 

Mr. ALLISON line. 25, page 110, I move to strike out and“ 
and insert “or.” 

The SECRETARY. In line 25, it is proposed to strike out the 
word “and” and insert ** or;” so as to read: 

Provided, That any of the above, ha more than 3 per cent of the num- 
‘ber of ig oF or weft threads bleached, yed, colored, stained, painted, or 
printed, shall pay a duty of 1 cent per pound and 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask unanimous consent to return to para- 
p 937. I find we have made a mistake in the amendment 
there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
Senate will recur to paragraph 337. 

Mr. ALLISON. Inline 21, paragraph 337, I move to strike out 
**or other articles," 

The SECRETARY. In line 21, paragraph 337, it is proposed to 
strike out or other articles;" so as to read: = s 

Lace curtains, pillow sha: and esas finished or unfinish 
made on the Nottinghami re nach: ine or = the N. MM 
machine, and composed of cotton 155 other vegetable fiber, etc. 

The amendment was 

Mr. WHITE. Is that the lasi amendment which the Senator 
from Iowa desires to propose to p ph 837? 

Mr. ALLISON. In paragraph 339 I wish to move an amend- 
ment. I wish to add at the end of paragraph 339—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Before leaving paragraph 397, I 
Should like to make a motion, as I was out of the Chamber when 
it e called 1 just now. 

I move to strike out all after the word “fiber,” 

in ine 4, paragraph 37, on page 109, and insert the words «50 
pee cent ad valorem.” 

5 9 1 line 24, ph | t 

337, page 109, it is proposed to strike out the remaining portion o 

the paragraph and insert ** 50 per cent ad valorem;" so as to make 


8 
Lace window curtains, pillow shams, and bed sets, finished or unfin- 

liben tend oh ie ONTAN Ince Gum uM ancien ov Ais Vs ATONIA 

ID ENIM AMA cas ana MA DP DAC ti RAO TP E m 

Mr. WHITE. The following statement is made to me by an | 5 

expert perfectly familiar with the subject. He says: 

I do not think that a specific duty can be allowed on the endless variety of 

that m lace machine without 


are made on the N doing rank 
to the classes who y these cheap imitation lade ‘oods in 
the way of window curtains, trimmings, and personal rate 


Mr. ALLISON. Icall the attention of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia to the fact that we have stricken out **or other articles." 


So h 837 simply applies to articles well known, lace win- 
aon carat * illow S etc. 
Mr. WHITE. The amendment is limited to those articles? 


Mr. ALLISON. To those articles. 
Mr. WHITE. It seems to be an improvement, but it is bad 


enough. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I should like to have a vote on my 
amen 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paon is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Ar 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 8, page 111, paragraph 339, after the 
"words ** ad valorem," I move to strike out the period and to in- 
sert a semicolon, and the words if stiffened, and whether known 
as buckram or otherwise, 1} cents per pound." 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed, at the end of paragraph 339, 
after the words ‘‘ad valorem," to strike out the iod and insert 
u semicolon, and the words if stiffened, and whether known as 
buckram or otherwise, 1} cents Epor pound." 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is all. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. "The next amendment of 
d Committee on Finance was to strike out paragraph 340, as 

‘ollows: 

340. All pile fabrics of which flax is the component material of chief value, 
60 per cent ad valorem., 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WHITE. I suggest that the next two paragraphs, 341 and 
942, might be read by unanimous consent, as both refer to the 
same mg gunny or bags, sacks, jute yarns, and so on. I 
desire to make a few comments upon these paragraphs, and I sug- 
gest that we will probably get along faster if the two paragraphs 

are read and perfected, if the Senator from Iowa desires to amend 


Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia 

Mr. 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to make a motion, or, rather, two mo- 
tions. I wish to move to ME "eei gem 341, and another 
motion to strike out PENNE or the ose of ut 
those articles on the free lis E putting 

Mr. WHITE. Thatis my design also 

Mr, PETTUS. They embrace the sacks and bags used by the 
farmers for sending their produce to market, 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the Senator from California to ask 
unanimous consent, in substance, that these two paragraphs may 
be treated as one, and that will accomplish the purpose of the 


Senator from arene 
Mr. WHITE. | idea, that the Senator from Iowa 
should perfect ‘een g to his intention, and then any 


sig say that ux Ten be Deer d could be made after that time. 
Very well. 


Mr WHITE. Asthese paragraphs treat of kindred subjects, 
they may be read and APRE EPEA together. 

Mr. ISON. That is all right. 

* Mr. PETTUS. I should rather they were taken separately, 
owever. 

These are articles of prime necessity to the farmers all over the 
United States. They are the very used in sending a large 
portion of their products to market. The bagging for cotton 
ought not to be taxed. I say there is scarcely any decency in the 
tax; and the same reason applies to farmers who put their wheat 
and their oats and their potatoes, and all the other farm 
that go to market,in these bags. I hope the Senators upon the 
other side will consent to allow the farmers to escape that much 
of the taxation at least. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 341, page 111, line 
9, after the word “filling,” to strike out one and one-eighth of; = 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

341. DUI pa eat DIM SERENO DIM HM RUN arama 4 
dyed, 8 stain 
trends to square oh, satis the mary and Ailing: Acoma DR READ 
Si cee emt 'alorem. 


The amendment was agreed to 
The readi of the bill was resumed; and the next paragraph 
was read, as follows: 
for similar fabrics, suitable for cov- 
* Eg ply 0 Single quom orae Fe otiu jute here or — . 


Mr. WHITE. Do I understand that the committee adheres to 
the amendment found in paragraph 341? As the bill is printed, 


the committee 8 out “one and one-eighth of," so 
that the duty shall be 1 cent a ee a een; 
VF 1 cent. Does the committee ad- 
here to it 

Mr. ALLISON. We adhere to Seti ueri ec not abandon. 
Mr. WHITE. Ido not understand that the amend- 
ment has been adopted. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it has been. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The committee amendment has 
sore EE ae the Chair will suggest to the Senator from Cali- 


foun WHITE. The Senator from Alabama, I understand, has 
moved to strike out both of these 8 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. torfrom Alabama has 
given notice that he would make such a motion. 

Mr. PETTUS. Inow move to strike out paragraph 341. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California has 
the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. WHITE. I will yield if the Senator from Alabama desires 
to make that motion. is immaterial to me who makes it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Alabama to strike out paragraphs 
341 and 342. 

I will 


Mr. PETTUS. I move to strike out paragraph 341. 
make a motion to strike out paragraph 342 also. 

Mr. BERRY. Iunderstood the Senator from Iowa yesterday to 
intimate that he contemplated making some changes in wee pras 
82 or at least the committee were S deliberating. I should Hke 


him whether they intend to make any change inthe way of 
equalizing these bags with some other articles which are not 


taxed? Iask the Senator if the committee have got through delib- 
erating and have examined the question, and whether or not they 


will pro to make any change in regard to the matter? 

Mr.ALLISON. Wehavenothad time since yesterday to take up 
the matter, I will say to the Senator from Arkansas, We have 
been occupied with other matters. 

Mr. E. Mr. President, the Wilson Act placed jute bags 
upon the free list, in deference to the wishes of the producers in 
the farming communities of the country. Ihave here a state- 
ment 8 the subject as far as it relates to the Pacific Coast. 
Ithink it oughtto prove interesting and highly instructive to the 
committee: 

The annual consumption of gum bags on the Pacific Coast. including Cali- 
fornia, Washington, Oregon, Nevada, and Arizona, is 35,000,000 to 40.000, 

The guy erum now manufactured on this coast are made at the 

ornia State prison, Quentin, i x Mg 4,000,000 every 

twelve months, and the State prison at Walla Walla, Wash., ca ity about 
8,000,000 Du every twelve months. 

Prior to the enactment of the Wilson bill placin upon the free 
list, the California Jute Mill Company wasoperated at Oaklan ,capacity 
about 3,000,000 every twelve months, and they employed less than 300 
hands, including en. This is the ony privas v peed ab wate the entire 
Pacific Coast that ever engaged in the manufacture of jute into 2 
although for a PUES of twenty-five years protection was afforded by 
inforce prior to 18944. Even the State p n, at San Quentin, Cal., custom | 
p prior to 1894, while imported grain bags were subject to duty an 
W. not pa any wages for labor, was operated at a loss, according to the 
statements published by the directors at various times. 

Under the old McKinley tariff, the 7 on grain bags was 2 cents per 
pound, equal to $15 per thousand bags, and this tax took out of the pockets 
of the farmers on the Pacific Coast annually about $500,000. No other section 
of the United States handles grain in this manner, all of the crops east 
of the Kocky Mountains being handled in bulk upon cars and by elevators; 
hence, sacks are not required; but upon the Pacific Coast, whence the grain 
is shipped to Europe by sailing vessels only, it is absolutely n. 


ecessary to sack 
the before wo beg J it, and as all rted from this coast is sold 
in Europe in competition wit the farmers 


emplo cooly labor at wages of 10 to 15 cents 
in The Usted 8 


soll their to Europe 
gs erras = g their grain from the Atlantic Seaboard escaped any such 
ces for 
~ In 1898, with cuy added, 6} cents to 7 cents each. 


In 1891, wi 
In 1896, when bags were free, 4} cents to 4j cents each. 


and 1893 (and previous! 
1892, and (and pe — 55 
1 3 — of $15 per thousand on n bags will not offer protection to any 
class of free labor on the Pacific now employed in manufacturing grain 
and it take about $500,000 out of the pockets of the farmers on this 
coast. which i have no opportunity whatever of recovering, for it makes 
the marketin; grain cost them fou that much more, and no allowance is 
made by forelqu buyers for the additional cost paid for sacks. 
R. M. TURNER. 

We put a duty os wheat, an absurd duty, absurd because 
in no aspect can it of the slightest benefit to anybody. The 
wheat raised upon the Pacific Coast—and there is a vast amount 
produced there, as shown by the report of the Department of 
Agriculture; it is one of the chief wheat-producing sections of the 
United States—is ce in grain bags. None of it is shipped in 
bulk. It goes around Cape Horn to Liverpool, and of course the 

rice of the wheat is regulated by the Liverpool market, and we 
40 not sell anywhere else, If the tariff were $10 a pound, it would 
not be of the slightest benefit to us. On the contrary, it would be 
an injury, because there are occasions when we wish to import 
seed for purposes of change, and we would then have to pay a 
tariff upon it. 

The tariff on bags is a fraud, a delusion. It is not much of a 
snare, however, because the people in that section of the country 
understand it pretty thoroughly. Here comes an opportunity 
when some substantial advantage might be accorded to the 
farmer, because, if given free bags, he would be relieved to that 
extent of taxation, and the same gentlemen who are advocating 
a tax upon wheat for his alleged benefit when they come in con- 
tact with something that may be of use to him fail to respond 
9 ER 

Ihave before me a statement of a gentleman who testified be- 
fore the Ways and Means Committee, Mr. Rutherford, of Oak- 
land, Cal, who hasa cotton mill and formerly had a jute mill 
which he said he had to close in consequence of free bags. He 
refers to the character of the grain bags made and used by us as 


follows: 
Under the competition of home-made goods, bags were ually reduced 
price until in 185 the price fell to 12 cents each, in 1880 10 cents, in 1800 


to7 cents, in 1892 to 6 cents and under. The standard grain bag of the Pa- 
cific Coast is well known in all the jute markets of the world. * It is 36 inches 
long, 2? inches wide, weighs 12} ounces. and holds 130 pounds, or 2 bushels, of 
wheat. The quantity used annually often exceeds 40,000,000. 

In this particular instance, if it were conceded that we might 
establish a jute mill or half a dozen of them upon the Pacific 
Coast or elsewhere to supply our farmers, I should say, even upon 
the theory of protection, we would not be justified in doing it. 
MA pe concedes that the farming community is taxed and 
taxed and taxed, and that it is almost impossible to levy any duty 
whatever upon any products or thing which is of the slightest 
value to that suffering and respectable portion of the citizens of 
the United States. ence the only opportunity afforded in this 
bill of doing any substantial good to the farmers is by giving them 
something of this kind upon the free list; and even if I were com- 
pelled to sacrifice the factory of this one individual (the only fac- 
tory established on the Coast outside of the two penitentiaries re- 
ferred to, notwithstanding the protection of twenty years), if it is 
to be the result of placing this article upon the free list that the 
factory can not be operated, I say let it close. The farming com- 
munity have more right to be considered than any small institu- 
tion of that kind, or any manufacturing institution at all, under 
present circumstances. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from California state how 
much he thinks this duty would increase the price of such bags? 

Mr. WHITE. About $15 a thousand. 


Mr. ALLISON. It will increase it? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes. 

Mr. BUTLER. It increases the cost? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. To the farmer who buys his fertilizers? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. As well as to the farmer who has to ship his 


grain in sacks? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. My State uses about 180,000 tons of 
year. At that rate it would cost the farmers of North 
$36.000 a year to pay this duty. 

Mr. WHITE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BUTLER. It would cost Georgia practically the same; it 
would cost South Carolina between $10,000 and $15,000, and so on 
in every Southern State, on fertilizer bags alone. 

Mr. WHITE. Iwillsay to the Senator from North Carolina 
that I have quite an interesting statement here which I will ask 
the Secretary to read. It refers to the very matter which the Sen- 
ator has in mind. 

. OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

FREE BURLAP FOR GRAIN, FLOUR, AND FERTILIZER SACKS. 


Burlap cloth, made of jute and not over 40 inches in width, used for grain, 
flour, and fertilizer sacks, should be admitted tree for the following reasons: 
This class of burlap is not made in this country, a protective tariff for 


ano a 
arolina 


twenty-five years having utterly failed to establish its manufacture hero,“ 
and. altho very large consumers of the article, we have never been offered 
a single yard of bag burlap cloth of American manufacture. 


This burlap is imported exclusively from Dundee and Calcutta, where 
enormous capital is invested in these mills, Even Dundee is already hard 
ed by Calcutta competition, and most of her mills are running on a 3 per 
cent dividend basis or less. fact, India controls absolutely the 8 
because she alone produces the raw material (jute) and has the cheapest 
labor in the world. If any competition should trouble her, she would surely 
put an export duty on jute (this policy has already been tated) against 
countries imposing a duty on her burlap, which would prove disastrous to 
met industries in this country which use jute for other purposes. 

Itis conclusive that this industry can not be established in this country 
without an exorbitant duty, which would take many millions of dollars from 
the pockets of our farmers without any compensating return to any other 
class of our le. Ourfarmers aré none too prosperous. and they derive 
small advan from our protective s m compared with our manufac- 
turers. They need, therefore, to have their burdens lightened rather than 
increased. 3 on bag burlap will directly increase the cost of their 
fertilizers and decrease the net returns of their principal crops. 

e American representatives of Dundee and Calcutta manufacturers are 
not wholly 1 2 to a duty on badiz for the very apparent reason that 
they do not fear its coa my any American competition, while a duty will in- 
crease their commissions through the additional price of the s and at 
the same time protect them from Che Y rp whose capital is insufficient to 
handle the business with the duty added. 

Bradley Fertilizer Com Demi 
our 


dent); 
Virginia-Carolina Chemieal Company, 
cago; 


managin 
Rand 
Lazaretto 


Mr. STEWART. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia if he knows the number of persons on the Pacific Coast 
engaged, in the manufacture of jute bags. Is it not merely 
nomi 


* See House testimony, Schedule J, page 1258. 
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Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. It protects nobody practically, as only a few 
hands are en in the manufacture. 

Mr. WHITE. And half of them are Chinamen. 

Mr. STEWART. They are mostly Chinamen. It amounts to 
nothing so far as increasing the business on the Coast is concerned. 
Ihave some personal experience in the matter. Ishould like to 
` know if the Senator has any information as to these factories in 
other sections of the country whether it is a great industry or a 
small industry? 

Mr. WHITE. As far as the manufacture of bags, to which 1 
am referring, is concerned, it is confined entirely on the Coast to 
the special bags which are made only for that trade. 

Mr. STEWART. It will cover a jute ` 

Mr. WHITE. It will cover all burlaps and jute bags. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishouldlike information as to the extent of 
e garage outside of the Pacific Coast. It amounts to very lit- 

e there. 

Mr. ALLISON. There are only about eleven or twelve million 
bags manufactured in the United States, mostly in the South, I 


Mr. WHITE. That is cotton bagging. 

Mr. ALLISON, I wish to ask the Senator how he makes up the 
additional cost of "TT thousand bags? 

Mr. WHITE. I will show the Senator in a moment. I have 
calculated the duty at 50 per cent ad valorem. , 

Mr. ALLISON. But I find that under the McKinley law, which 
the Senator referred to a moment ago, with a duty of 2 cents a 
pound it was only six one-hundredths of a cent a yard higher in 
1898 than in 1896, under the act of 1894. So I do not see how the 
Senator can add $15 to the cost of a thousand bags. 

Mr. WHITE. The duty amounts to exactly that on each bag. 
I gavethe figures of the prices of the California bag in the market 
yey at 4 cents, and 44 to 41 in 1896, as against 7 to 7} cents in 

1 ; 


Mr. ALLISON. I have here a statement of the price in New 
York. Ifindthat in 1893 the price was 5.04 cents. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator is looking at a different bracket 
than that to which I am referring. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam looking at a very good bracket here for 
prices. I find that in 18906 — 

Mr. 4 8 It is probably a good bracket for that sort of 
ar ent. 

. JONES of Arkansas. There is more difference in the price 

g grain bags than that stated by the Senator from California, I 


ink. 

Mr. WHITE. Iam speaking of the market price in the State 
of California, and comparing the price at the dates named. 

Mr. ALL . I only wanted to find out how the Senator 
made his calculation of $15 a thousand. 

Mr. W. . Now,I want tocall attention further to some- 
thing in the discussion of the gentleman whom I have already 
quoted. He ran a jute mill, and there was considerable fuss made 
about his establishment during the political campaign in Califor- 
nia not very long ago, when the legislature, which was Republican, 

a resolution instructing the legislators to vote for free 
ain bags. At the same time I may say, and it may probably 
iscredit its action on the other side of the Chamber, that the 
same legislature passed a resolution in favor of the free and un- 
limited coinage of silver at 16 to 1. Since that time the platform 
of the party has been silent on grain bags and reversed on the free- 
coinage proposition. But at the time the discussion which I now 
mention was on it was shown that this very gentleman employed 
a large portion of Chinese in his jute mill, although he was com- 
laining of having to compete with the cooly labor of India. 
owever, that feature of the case I do not care to allude to par- 
ticularly, because my argument does not depend uponit. TheSen- 
ator from Arkansas desires to make a statement. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In reply to the statement made just 
now by the Senator from Iowa, I have a letter from a gentleman 
in Oregon, with whom I have been acquainted for a long while. 
He wakes the statement that wheat sacks have just advanced 
from 4.9 cents per sack to 7 cents as the result of the understand- 
ing that this tariff is to go into effect. 

r. ALLISON. What is the date of the letter? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. April 7, 1897. when this rate was re- 
ported, and when it was understood that this tariff was to go on 
the article. This gentleman, who is himself very much interested 
in the question, says that the sacks have gone from 4.9 cents to 
7 cents. The Senator quoted the price of the sacks correctly at 
that time, but as soon as this report came in they went up. 

Mr. WHITE. It was the advance guard of prosperity. 

I have another document from the Bradley Fertilizer Company, 
of Boston, Mass., which I will put in the Recorp. It refers to 


the same subject which was mentioned by the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 


The paper referred to is as follows: 

REASONS WHY DURLAP SHOULD REMAIN ON FREE LIST. 

We protest against restoring any duty upon burlap (made from jute) un- 
xd 60 inches in width, and used for bagging grain and fertilizers, for the 

ollowing reasons: 

No burlap of this description is made in this country (as was shown at 
House committee Hiring on this schedule), except in two prisons, in Cali- 
fornia and Washington, to keep the convicts employed and not as a com- 
mercial enterprise. 

Burlap is imported almost exclusively from Dundee and Calcutta, while 
the jute from which it is made is raised wholly in India, and the Calcutta 
mills are rapidly gaining 2 in the manufacture of burlap in competition 


with the Dundee mills, ich latter are now running their plants upon the 
smallest possible ma This country can never hope to with either 
in the manufacture of burlap; certainly not with India, which alone produces 


the rare material, and where labor receives the lowest compensation in the 
wor. 

Thus it is that the American representatives of Dundee and Calcutta bur- 
ip houses do not Que to a duty being levied on burlap, as this will oniy 
add to iieri rofits through increased commissions, without danger of Amer- 
ican competition. 


India is in a position to control the market on this class of burlaps, such as 
are used for making bags. In August, 1890, there were naar for operation 
in India 11,490 looms, and it is estimated that by the middle of 1897 there will 
be ready 13,465 looms. It can not be expected that India will allow the raw 
mate: to be exported to this Speed to be used in the manufacture of 
burlaps under a tariff here which would cause a la: proportion of her looms 
to remain idle. Her policy under such a course would be a prohibitory export 
duty on the raw material; in fact, this course is already agitated, asis shown 
T the following extract, which is taken from the principal comme 

India, the Capital (see issue of October 7, 1896): 

“The subject of customs duties has again raised some discussion in private 
circles as to the DEO eae of imposing an export duty on jute ship: to for- 
eign Spe cosi either as supplementary to or in substitution or reduction of 
other taxes. 

The reasons why England continues to refrain from export duties do not 
in any way affect India. In England export is confined to manufactures and 
to articles freely supplied by neighboringcountries. In the case of jute, India 
has a monopoly of the production." 

The total exports of burlap from Calcutta for the year 1896 to all countries 
were 151,870,498 yards, of which nearly 100,000,000 yards came to the United 
States. It is hardly ible that India would allow her exports of burlap to 
be reduced two-thi without 3 by placing an export duty — — 
the raw material and thus again placing herself on more than an eq ty 
with any American manufacturer. A dutysuflicient to foster or protect the 
industry in this country would have to be wholly exorhitant, and would not, 
in our opinion, invite capital, as such a duty could not, we believe, be long 
maintained 3 at the expense of our great agricultural interests. 

Under such conditions capital will hardly look with much favor on such an 
investment in this country. 

Our business brings us in close contact with the farmers, and we can state 
from our own knowledge that they are anything Det pros rous, and need 
to have their expenses reduced rather than inc E e prosperity of 
our country depends upon our agricultural interests, and we believe it isthe 
true mr of our Government to encourage these interests, rather than to 

lace burdens upon them. In other words, give the farmers rotection ou 

heir farm products, and relieve them from any unnecessary Taxation, and 
they will again begin to prosper, and with their ity will come good 
times for all. Without prosperity in agriculture we can not e pros- 
perity in business. We therefore most earnestly urge upon your favorabl 
consideration the maintenance of burlap upon the free list, at least all of the 
article that is required for in and fertilizer sacks, which could be covered 
by confining it to burlaps of a width under 60 inches. 

BRADLEY FERTILIZER COMPANY, 
Boston, Mass. 


Mr. WHITE. We find in the comparative statement prepared 
for us under the auspices of the majority of the committee, on 
pages 174 and 175, under paragraph 311: 

Bags or sacks made from plain woven fabrics, of single jute yarns, not 
dyed, colored, stained, painted, printed, or bleached, and not exceeding 
thirty threads to the square inch, counting the warp and filling. 

The House rate is 14 cents per pound and 15 per cent; the Sen- 
ate rate is 1 cent per pound and 15 per cent. No attempt is made 
to carry out the ad valorem. This omission is observable in many 
other cases in this comparative statement where to carry out the 
ad valorem would be to discredit the proposed duty by showing 
thatit was too high. 

Ihave myself taken the trouble to make a computation, basing 
it upon the statement made by Mr. Rutherford, the gentleman to 
whom I referred, found upon pages 1247 and 1248 of the hearin 
before the Ways and Means Committee on ScheduleJ. Mr. Ruth- 
erford there takes a burlap of a slightly different size, but it will 
do for the purposes of comparison. In the tables submitted by 
Mr. Rutherford he gives the ** cost of manufacturing 100,000 yards 
10i-ounce 40-inch burlaps in the United States,” and gives the 
items of expense. Iwillaskthatthistable beinserted. Hemakes 
the total cost $4,244. 

The table referred to is as follows: 


Cost of manufacturing 100,000 har Nor ca 40-inch burlaps in the United 
States, 
To make 100,000 yards of lüj-ounce 40-inch burlaps would require 66,500 
unds of raw jute, 33; tons, and the labor of 142 persons working ten days, 
en hours each day. 


33} tons raw jute, at $00 per ton 
Help (per day each): 
2 batchers ent rl c lr. ler eT erue eR es 
2 softeners, at 81.75. X 
8 carders, at $1.. 


12 spinners, at $1.25 Po 


18 dolent, 4600 06098. moore eL e lone 
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lmeasurer, at $2 
2 folders, at $2.25 
2 packers, at $2.25 - san 
1 stamping and shipping clerk, at 888 

loler a6 ai co esa - 
I/ AAA eben cece eno! 


Hem (per day each)—Continued. 

BROOME: BY ELIT cosas EAE roue opea dS i4 che nee a a $80.00 
Thani power dt EESE S A E EN E AALIE ae ead 10.00 
loiler, at 51. 25. 12.00 

truck boys, at 75 cents 15.00 

1 machinist, at $3... 30. 00 
lspinner, at $3..... 30.00 
second hand, at $1.50 .. 15. 00 
1 watchman, at 32.2: 22.50 
9 copers, at $1.17.... 105.00 
8 ers, at 82 60.00 
8 warpers, at $1.25 N. 50 
46 weavers, at $1.25... 515. 00 
81oom fixers, at . 5 67.50 
2 finishers, at $2 .... 40.00 
20,00 

45.00 

45.00 

40.00 

17.50 

30.00 


1,829.00 
8 duis vus FFF 490.00 


Cost of 100,000 yards in California, 4.94 cents d. 

Asa — 1 weighs 10} Dance iue ä yard. TS Ounces would 
cost 646 cents. Six and forty-six one-hundredths cents is the net cost of 1 
pound of man burlaps in the United States, 

On page 1248 Mr. Rutherford gives the cost in Calcutta. I sub- 
mit that table to be incorporated in the RECORD, 

The table referred to is as follows: 


Cost of manufacturing 100,000 yards of 10}-ounce lo. inch burlap in Calcutta 
and laying same down in California. 


Requiring 231 persons in Calcutta working ten days, ten hours each day. 


tons raw jute, at 150 rupees per ton ............................ 4957 8 
Help each): í 

4 hel at 

25950 

18 card framers, at 12 anna... 

1 

spoole: 

12 cop han 


f 


1 second hand, at 4 ru 


SSS SSS SSS ABAS 88888888888 


, at 6 rupees. 
l pay clerk, at 8 rupees...... 
lengineer, at 6 rupees „. 2,419 
ger oil, insurance, interest, repairs, depreciation, and other LM 
Freight, commission, insurance, brokerage, from Calcutta to Ban a 
Suites cebu coerce Stereos ae Ce a ere on an ~- 9,816 8 


Counting the ru equal to 31 cents United States money, that would 
make total cost of 100,000 yards, $3,043.11. 

AE v ounces and costs 3.04 cents per yard, 16 ounces would 
cost 4.63 landed in the tates. 


nited S 
costs. 
Comparison of 8 
Cost of manufacturing 1 pound of burlap in the United States .......... 6.46 
Cost of manufacturing 1 pound of burlap in Calcutta, British India — 463 
Cost in the United States greater than that in India -1.88 


Mr. WHITE. The raw material according to Mr. Rutherford's 
figures of foreign cost would be in rupees, 4.987; the labor, etc., 
2,419; depreciation, insurance, etc., 1,190; total, 8,596. Then, tak- 
ing the value of the rupees as he gives it, at 31 cents, it would 
make the foreign cost 2.66 and something further; taking 15 per 
cent ad yalorem of 2.66 and adding 1 to it, we have a duty of 
1.89, or practically 1.40, and the foreign cost being 2.66, it gives 
an ad valorem under the Senate schedule of 52. 

So we have 52 per cent tax placed upon this article of vital and 
necessary interest to the farmer, without which he can not ship 
one single bag of grain abroad, and we have it imposed upon the 
theory that the farmer can not have the benefit of cheap sacks, 
which are so important to reduce, I might say, the losses to which 
he is subjected every day. If there were any prm in this bill 
on which the farmer could realize anythi s y way of exactions 
from the other parts of the United States, if he were in a position 


to assess against some other industry or set of men some of the 

benefits which they have derived from him, then the theory of 

8 would undoubtedly justify the imposing of this burden. 
ut it is all one-sided. 

In the Wilson Act we had a straight provision of bags for grain 
on the free list, and when the time comes, if we do not incorpo- 
rate allof this matter in the free list, I intend to move to put bags 
for grain upon the free list. 

I have quite an amount of literature in this connection, but I 
suppose it is useless to elaborate further, and I do not wish to de- 
ox Ax Senate. Iam as anxious as anyone to get through with 
the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Before the Senator from California concludes, 
I should like to ask him if he has made any calculation covering 
the increased cost this duty would impose upon the farmer on 
wheat sacks, guano sacks, and cotton bagging added together? 

Mr. WHITE. Ihavenot. I have simply made the computa- 
tion as I stated. On 40,000,000 grain bags, with a difference in 
cost of one and three-fourths of a cent, the calculation can be 
readily made. I have not carried it out as suggested by the Sen- 
ator, though it would no doubt be very instructive to do so. 

Mr. BUTLER. It putsa tax on the farmer when he buys fer- 
tilizers to make his product, and then puts a tax on him when he 
buys jute to ship it to the market. It isnot done on the principle 
of protection, because he has no interest which amounts to any- 
thing to protect. This burden is imposed upon the farmer, who 
gets no eae in any shape. 

Mr. WHITE, He has not even the compensation of a free 
breakfast table. 

Mr. BUTLER, Mr. President, I have a number of letters, 
documents, and statements relating to the question, but the mat- 
ter has been covered so concisely and clearly by the Senator from 
California that I will take the time of the Senato simply to read 
one letter. It is from the president of the Virginia-Carolina 
Chemical Company, a company which manufactures the guano 
that is sold in the South, ially in Virginis. North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Georgia, and over the whole South. He says: 

The question of putting burlaps on the dutiable list is a serious one to the 
South and the West. The schedule e oo by the Dingley bill will cause 
2 cents advance in the price of the te zer bag. This n 20 cents per 
ton on each ton of f izer. North Carolina 
fertilizer per year. 'This would be a direct tax pm the farmers of that 
State of some like $36,000. It would be eq y as much in Virginia; 
about $10,000 more in South Carolina. and $20,000 more in Georgia. 

There is no industry to be protected by this item of tariff, and it simply re- 
sults in a direct tax upon the agricultural classes. 

* * * * * * 

The bill bears equally as hard on the Western grain shippers. 


He discusses how it affects the West, and how it affects the 
cotton farmer, showing the increased price, but does not figure 
out the increased cost in detail. That is why I asked the Senator 
from California if he had figured it out and added it up. It cer- 
tainly will make a very large total. It will be an enormous total. 
Anyone can see that if the increased price on fertilizer bags alone 
in North Carolina is $36,000, there must be an enormous total on 
fertilizer pags over the country. Then add to it the wheat sacks, 
then add to it the increased price for bagging to cover the cotton, 
and you have an enormous total which is a direct tax upon the 
farmer. It is a revenue tax. There is no protection behind it, 
and if there was it would be inexcusable, because the farmer gets 
no benefit from the protective tariff, Y 

There is no way to protect the farmer except by giving him an 
export bounty, and both sides of the Chamber refuse to do that. 
Every sense of fairness, common justice, and decency would 
show that this tax should not be placed upon the farmer, as he 
alone of all the American laborers and erican industries is 
left to compete with the cheap foreign pauper labor. We are 
turned loose to compete. We are competing 8 with as 
deadly competition as our manufacturing friends would compete 
with if we were under free trade. 

Mr. President, what is fair for one of these great industries is fair 
for the other. If the farmer must endure free trade and forei 
competition, why can not the manufacturers of the country do it? 
If the manufacturers are to be protected, why, then, should not 
the farmers be protected? The te has refused to protect the 
farmer. Then, in God's name, do not tax him after you have re- 
fused him protection and left him to struggle with free trade. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, the argument of my friend 
from North Carolina is ingenious, if not specious. There is, I 
venture to say, not a sack of guano put up in a new sack. Itis 
sacked, I know, on the western side of the continent in second- 
hand sacks, and they are permitted to come into this country free 
of any duty. On the western coast, in California and Oregon, we 
are deeply interested in the grain-bag business, probably more so 
than in any other half dozen States combined, as we have none 
of the grain elevator and car transportation service in bulk, as 
they have in the Middle, Western, and Atlantic Coast States. 

Three years since, when this question was up for consideration, 
I yoted with my colleague to place grain bags, burlap sacks, upon 


* 
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the free list. Idid so in response to a joint resolution of the 
legislature of California passed instructing their Senators and 
requesting their Representatives in Congress to do so, and I voted 
accordingly. At the last session of the legislature I received 
various communicatious upon the subject-matter, especially from 
the farmers, from the different granges of our State. 

I want to say, parenthetically speaking, that there is no interest 
in this country with which I am more deeply in sympathy than 
with the m Paget and the horticult and the viticultural 
interests of the country. As an evidence of that fact, during the 

t two weeks, while discussing the icultural sections of the 

ill, [have not cast one vote that I did not believe to be in the 

interest of the agriculturists of our State, and 1 would not vote 

for this duty did I believe that it would cost the farmer for his 
grain bags one-tenth of a cent more than he is now paying. 

But as a matter of fact, Mr. President, there is no trust more 
8 than the grain- bag trust of the world, not of the United 

states, not of Scotland alone, but of India. They control all the 
manufacture of burlaps in the world to-day. On the western 
coast, in Oregon and California, the broker, the dealer in grain 
bags, gives his order one year or eighteen months, and sometimes 
tw» years, in advance for the product of the loom of some particu- 
lar manufacturer of grain bags. Like all other combinations of 
capital, for there is nothing more powerful than $1,000,000 except 
it be $2,000,000, they buy the product of those looms and it is 
brought in by speculators, by a trust, a combination, and they 
control the grain market according to the supply and demand. 

Years ago in California I have seen the price of grain bags go 
from 5 to 9 cents, and I have bought them by the million, for I 
dealt in them for many years, having been engaged in the milling 
and shipping business. The price went from 5 cents to 9 cents, 
just as my friend from Arkansas read a letter to show that the 
n had advanced in Oregon. It is not because of the tariff. 

ere are millions of bags in Oregon and California to-day, but 
they are controlled by a combination, a trust, and they will extort 
from the farmer, as any other monopolist will, the last farthing. 

The problem was disc in our State and a solution was 
sought. When I had the honor of occupying the chair of chief 
executive of the State we adopted a new constitution which pro- 
hibited the working of convicts in the manufacture of any article 
that came into competition with any established manufactory in 
the State. It was a serious question what we should do to find 
employment for our convicts in the prisons, numbering 3,000 or 
more. Finally, after consulting with representative farmers and 
manufacturers in the State, we resolved and determined that we 
would establish in our State prison a large manufactory of jute 
bags, and we did so, and it is in successful operation to-day, giving 
employment to 1,500 or 2,000 convicts. 

'That has done more to break up the trust in and done more 
to make an equitable price to the farmer than all the tariff bills 
we have ever enacted in the history of the country. The board of 
prison directors in California will not sell to any monopolist or to 
any special broker beyond a limited number of bags, but they will 
sell to the farmer five or ten thousand bags, such as the necessities 
of his crop may require and demand. The result is that we have 


kept the -prigen down, and it has been the safety valve which has 
protected our people from the monopolists and from the combina- 
tions. 


Three years ago, when I was voting for free bags, my friend from 
Connecticut said to me, ‘‘ You will not get your grain bags for 
your farmers any cheaper by that vote;" and I believed he was 
right. At all events, while the price has been lowered, it has been 
simply because the speculators had purchased them in large quan- 
tities and controlled them, until finally the advances had been so 
great that they were obliged to sell them in the market to make 
good m advances which the banks and moneyed institutions had 
given them. 

We have in the Wilson law, and I think in the pending bill, a 
provision for a drawback upon grain bags, the same as we have 
upon tin and some other articles that are imported into this coun- 
try. Now, on the millions of tons of grain that California sends 
to Europein grain ,u rebate is given, and the farmers get the 
benefit of that drawback of the duty which has been paid; but 
the second-hand bags, as I said before, have been sent into this 
country and are coming here daily by the tens and hundreds of 
thousands, and coming in free, and n friend and his constituents 
in North Carolina pay no duty upon those bags that bring the fer- 
tilizers to their doors. 

Mr. President, I repel the imputation that Republicans are not 
the friends of the agriculturists of this country. They realize and 
recognize that agriculture is the true source of wealth to the yeo- 
manry of our country. 'The boys and girls who grow up and are 
rea: upon the farm make the best citizens, and that man is 
untrue to his pledge, untrue to his duty as a representative of the 
people, if he casts his vote for any measure which tends to depress 
agriculture, horticulture, viticulture, or the pursuits of any of the 
yeomanry who are cultivating the soil. 
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What we want to do is to pass laws, if we can do so, which will 
prevent capital from buying up and controlling any one article 
that the people demand. The only bo he do that is by competi- 


tion. There is not a merchant in country, I care not how 
philanthropic he may be, if he has all the grain bags in any com- 
munity, who will not make the man who wants those bags pay a 
good, liberal price for them, even if on the following Sunday he 
makes a contribution to the poor in a public manner, that he may 
win some applause from it. 

To-day we are at the mercy of the great bag-manufacturing 
trust of Calcutta and of Bombay. What we ought to do is just 
what California has done in her State prison—manufacture the 
bags from the free jute that comes into this country and sell the 
bags to the farmers at such a price as will prevent men from 
speculating in and buying up the product of any one factory. 

For these reasons I justify my vote in standing by thereport of 
the Finance Committee upon this schedule. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Did lunderstand the Senator from California 
to say that his object in 8 fur this duty is to protect the con- 
victs pa ana Is that the kind of labor you are trying to 
protect? 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, my friend the Senator from 
South Carolina was the honored chief executive of his great State 
and discharged the duties of that office with great credit and honor 
to himself, as well as to the satisfaction of the people, but I donot 
believe while in occupying that seat, during his administration, 
or since then, that he has favored convicts remaining idle in their 
cells or in the prison yard, and the yeomanry, the farmers of the 
country, working to support them in their idleness. 

No, Mr. President; I believe in true, honest American citizen- 
ship. I believe in the honest man having a chance to work and 
earn sufficient to support himself and family, and I believe in 
erecting a barrier which will prevent the cooly and peon labor of 
the East Indies and China coming into competition with him, 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am obliged to my friend the Senator from 
California for the complimentary manner in which he has been 

leased to of my administration as governor of South Caro- 

ina; but I really thought, from the professions and protestations, 
and the oaths, ost, that we have heard here in regard to pro- 
tecting American labor, that we are at least protecting the honest 
worker and not the criminal. 

Now, in regard to the question of fertilizers and guanos, I will 
say that our State consumes 250,000 tons of commercial manures, 
and the character of the bulk or a large portion of thisis such that 
it has to be made with sulphuric acid to render the phosphates 
soluble; and it isimpossible to use any but the very best material, 
otherwise the bags would be rotted and eaten up almost before you 
could get the fertilizer on the farm. Commencing in January and 
February, it is sent out from the factories in new burlaps and dis- 
tributed into the furrows for the cotton crop. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from South Carolina will allow me 
to call his attention to paragraph 470, which is the drawback par- 
agraph of this bill. The committee in charge of the measure have 
eliminated the drawback feature, so that there is no drawback, 
and they get an advantage of the farmer to the extent of 100 per 
cent in this case. 

Mr. TILLMAN. They always get the advantage of the farmer 
a hundred per cent or 200 per cent or as many per cent as they can. 
He is ‘‘the forgotten man” who is never cared for in your legisla- 
tion. It is not the ordinary taxpayer, but the farmer, who is not 
considered as worthy of attention on the part of the United States 


Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. May J ask the Senator how many second-hand 
guano sacks he has ever seen used in his State? 

Mr. TILLMAN. A man who should undertake to send into 
South Carolina fertilizers in anything but brand-new burlap sacks 
would be considered an idiot, because the product would be spilled 
in the cars and on the floors of the depots and the platforms, and 
could not reach the farmer at all. 

Mr.BUTLER. That is correct. Inever in my life saw a second- 
hand used for fertilizers. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It simply means, if the Senator will permit 
me, that the people of my State are to pay at least 15 cents a ton 
additional to some monopoly or to the convicts of California under 
the pretense of protecting American labor. s 

. BUTLER. Twenty cents. 

Mr. PERKINS. I only want to say one word in reply to my 
friend from South Carolina. The grain in bags is shipped to 
Liverpool, and those bags are returned free and are frequently 
reshipped. I do not know how the climate of North Carolina or 
South Carolina may affect the bags. but with us in California we 
send guano to the Sandwich Islands and we send it all over the 
State with fertilizer we get from Alaska. 

Mr. TILLMAN. What kind of fertilizer—the natural or the 
artificial? : 

Mr. PERKINS. Some of it is artificially and chemically pre- 
pared from fish, and some otherwise prepared. We sent to the 
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Hawaiian Islands last year somewhere from five to eight thousand 


tons of the natural guano which came from „and also a 
large quantity that was manufactured from fish and otherwise 


y prepared, similar to that which is used in North and 
South Carolina. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Iunderstand the proportion of fertilizers that 


are manufactured in California is a mere telle compared to 
what we of the South who raise cotton are forced to use. The 
State of North Carolina uses as much fertilizer as we do; the State 
of Georgia uses a third or a half more than we do, and so on until 
you reach the lowlands of Mississippi. This taxsimply means that 
the million or more tons of commercial manures that are used in 
the South must pay from 15 to 20 cents a ton additional to some 
trust or to the convict labor of California. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. Pee sa I have natal nies 7 — v 
preciate any compensating advantages to anybody e 
on jute bagging. The question has often been up and discussed 
in this body. The number engaged in the industry is compara- 
tively very small. The industry is not of any special benefit to 
the country; but this is a direct tax upon the farmer. I do not 
think we ought to levy this tax, and I shall feel compelled to vote, 
as I did before, for free bagging. I think it is a duty that we 
ought not to levy unless for g and sufficient reasons. If there 
are any such, I should like to hear them. If thereis any great in- 
dustry subserved by this tax, I should like to know it, because it 
isim d upona class of people who do notreceive any special 
benefit or any equal share in the benefits of the tariff, 

Since the du has been taken off, they have been manufactur- 
ingitin the penitentiaries, I believe, in California and in Wash- 

to: 


n. 
ing TILLMAN. The big monopoly is in Brooklyn, 

Mr. STEWART. That ee y can go into something else. 
That monopoly did no e great mass of the employees in 
that industry, as I recollect, uponinvestigation were shown to be 
Chinamen, and there is no particular advan fromit. Thein- 
dustry is of no icular benefit to the Pacific Coast. Still it is 
a tax upon the farming industry. I think this isa case where we 
might leave off this duty and relieve the farmer of a substantial 
burden. I believe it will popularize the tariff, and it will bea 
good thing to do. 

My friend from California [Mr. PERKINS] says that the Repub- 
lican party is the friend of the farmer in imposing tariffs, and that 
they intend to give a tariff on wool and on He says the 
3 party intends to favor the farmer in raising these ar- 
ticles. The farmers in nearly every State raise cattle, and they 
are as much deserving of protection as the laborer in the Stafes 
where they raise other articles on which protection is given. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think the Republican party will do some- 
thing for wool in this tariff. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope they will. 

Mr. PERKINS. That will help my friend from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope they will do something for wool, and 
I hope they will do something for hides. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from Nevada will pardon me a 
moment, I should like to ask the Senator from California, if the 
wool raisers are so industrious as to raise enough wool to supply 
this country and export their surplus, whether the Republican 
party in this bill should not give them an export bounty? , 

Mr. PERKINS. In answer to my friend, I will say that the 
Republican party has always been equal to every emergency: 
and the brightest pages in the history of this nation record what 
the Republican party has done for the people of our country. 

Mr. BUTLER. The farmer is obliged to pay an enhanced price 
on everything he needs by reason of your duties on imports, and 
on account of the mere fact that heis obliged to export his cotton, 

ou punish him for raising enough cotton to turn the balance of 
e in favor of your country. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say to my friend that we are building 
factories in South Carolina and Georgia and employing the people 
there in manufacturing our cloth, and the manufacturers, the 
5 and the worki en of the country are buying that 
cloth and paying you splendid prices for it; and that, as the Sena- 
tor says, goes to make up the surplus that puts so much ready 
cash in the locker. 3 7 

Mr. BUTLER: We are paying a splendid price for the cotton 
cloth we buy under this protective system, but the farmer sells 
his cotton for the use of the factory at the same price he has to 
sell it for in Liverpool and other competing free-trade markets of 
the world; and sells it for just the same price as if you were to 
bring in the pauper labor of India and set it down by the door of 
the American laborer, whom you do not protect. 

. Mr. PERKINS. We are trying to protect him, and if the Sen- 
ator will extend the right hand of help to us, I think we can do 
something for North Carolina. I certainly want to see cotton sell 
fora price. I want to see the farmer receive a remunerative 
reward for his service in tilling the soil, and I will vote with the 
Senator for any measure of that kind he may propose. The other 


day I p: to vote with him for an export bounty if he would 
consent that articles on which bounty was given should be sent in 
American vessels, built by American mechanics, and manned by 
American citizens; but my friend would not vote with me on that 
proposition. He wanted to give this export bounty to foreigners— 
d : glishmen and Germans and Japanese. Iam not in favor of 

Mr. STEWART. I have given way à long while, and have 
heard a very 8 eulogy of the Republican party. 

Mr. BUTLER. il the Senator from California reply to the 
statement that I made in regard to the way in which the price of 
cotton in the South is regulated? 

Mr.STEWART. Oh, no; he will not reply to that. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, will you reply to it? 

Mr. PERKINS. Iwill say to my friend 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in the chair). The 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] is entitled to the floor. 
Does the Senator yield? 

Mr.STEWART. No; Ido not care about that; that is an out- 
side question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada: is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. STEWART, The Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS] 
has taken occasion to glorify the Republican party and to say that 
its record was bright. I do not want the Senator to leave now, 
because if the Republican party has a splendid record and if the 
record is all right—— 

Mr. PER S. I am always with you. I am like the princi- 
ples of the Republican party—not for a day, but for all time. 

Mr. STEWART. Are you for the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver by the United States alone, as you were formerly, or have 


you 0 Laughter.] 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say when silver is worth $1.29 an ounce, 
then I shall be in favor of the free and unlimited coinage of silver 
at 16 to 1; but when it is only worth 60 cents an ounce, I must do 
the same as my friend from Nevada did when he was the judge of 
a court, take the question under advisement. 8 

Mr. STEWART. Have you not been several times in the last 
zd rei in favor of the free and unlimited coinage of silyer at 
16 ? 

Mr. PERKINS. That was when I wasshortonsilver. [Laugh- 


i 
. STEWART. Well, then, if the record of the 


: J Republican 

ms be glorious, you must have some blots on your record. 
ughter. 

Mr. PER S. Iam like my friend from Nevada, not infalli- 


ble. He was here prior to me. I tried to imitate his example in 
1874, when he was here and participated in the passage of the law 
which demonetized silver. 

Mr. STEWART. My friend is mistaken. He never has imi- 
tated that example until recently. He is now a goldbug. What 
he sets, however, is a false example, I never set it. I never ad- 
vocated the gold standard as against silver. The whole thing is 
& bald falsehood. 

Mr. PERKINS. Did my friend vote against the measure at 
that time? 

Mr.STEWART. Against what? 

Mr. PERKINS. Against demonetizing silver. 

Mr. STEWART. I had no opportunity. ; 

Mr. PERKINS. My friend was a member o? une Senate at that 
time, and I was not. 

Mr. STEWART. But you knew as much about it in California 
as the Senators did here. If demonetization was in the bill the 
did not know it. How it got there nobody has ever explained. 
That it was put there clandestinely there can be no doubt. Dur- 
ing the whole discussion in the Senate, for days and months, back. 
and forth, with regard to the codification of the mint laws, never 
was one word said or intimated to the effect that silver was to be 
demonetized or that the coinage laws were to be changed. It 
was nevat mentioned in the Senate, and nobody knew of it until 

ears after. 
* Do not charge me with ever having been for the demonetization 
of silver or with having voted for it. There was no yea-and- may 
vote taken. It was passed viva voce, and nobody knew anything 
about it. But more recently, if I am not mistaken, the Senator 
has become a convert to the gold doctrine. I have understood the 
Senator from California was at some time a silver man, as some 
other Senators have been, and I now understand he is a gold man. 

Mr. PERKINS. No; I believe in gold and silver. 

Mr.STEWART. Ican not allow anybody to state on this floor 
that the Republican party has a glorious record without a blot. 
I was forced to leave that party on account of its joining the 
enemies of the country to destroy silver. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator whether the Repub- 
lican party was without a blot up to the time he left it? ughter. 

Mr. STEWART. No; that blot was on it and I had to leave i 


It got to be the party of the enemies of the country when it joined 
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the English maia It pretended to be for silver, but it went 
back on its pledges. I was with it in the convention of 1888, and 
was on the committee on platform, with Mr. McKinley, now 
President of the United States, and I drew the plank, which was 
3 adopted, that the Republican party was in favor of 

use of both gold and silver as money, and that it condemned 
the action of the Democratic Administration in its efforts to de- 
monetize silver. After that was done and the President was 
elected on that platform, the Republican party followed in the 
track of the Administration which had been condemned, and made 
every effort that it could to destroy silver as a money metal. The 
President, it is true, signed fhe Sherman Act. They got the Mc- 
pers d bill with the understanding that the act should be exc- 


cuted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Wilson bill. 

Mr.STEWART. No; the McKinloy bill was whathe wanted— 
Ireferto Mr. Harrison—to get through, with the understanding 
thatit should be executed; but they never executed it in good 
faith for ono hour. In the first place, they formed a syndicate— 
the Director of the Mint did it—to put down the price of silver. 
All the silver-buying countries in the world selected a London 
agent, and he cooperated with the Director of the Mint to fix the 
price of silver and put it down. The Executive“ beared" the 
price of silver ali the while, and then, contrary to the pledge that 
they would use silver as money, in 1891, after that act was passed 
and after it had been in force à year, the question arose whether 
he was to obey it or whether he would give an option to the 
creditor todemand gold. The law itself gavo the option to the 
Government to redeem its obligations, its asnry notes, in gold 
orsilver. That option had been maintained in every act. 

The question aross under Harrison's Administration whether 
we should exercise that option for the benefit of the Government 
and use silver as money. The Secretary of the Treasury went to 
New York on the 17th of November, 1801, and at the bankers’ 
dinner, in reply to a question, said that the option to take gold 
would be accorded to the creditors of the Government. The 
President, in his annual message thereafter, said that this assur- 
ance had done much to sustain the business of the conntry, and 
that the power of the Government would be used to the ntmost 
extent to carry it out, thus repudiating silver, and repudiating the 
platform upon which he was elected. à 

When I found that the Republican party would not act in good 
faith, would not stand by its solemn pledges, that it indorsed the 
infamous crime by which silver was demonetized, joined with the 
enemies of the country, and was bringing ruin to every house- 
hold, I could not, as an honest man, stay with it. 

Finally, the issue has been drawn broad and deep between the 
Republican party and the people. The Republican party has been 
perfidious to the people on this great question. The people them- 
selves were forced to draw the line between the old parties, and 
ne ei it at the Chicago convention. The English toadies and 

dicates of London and of New York were kicked ont, and 
a platform promulgated which was another declaration of inde- 
pendence, and which will be ratified ultimately by the American 


le. 

phe Democrats did that. 'The silver Republicans flocked to 
them and the Populists flocked to them and joined in the grand 
fight that was made, and but for money, but for coercion, and 
but for unfair dealing, they would have won the election by an 
overwhelming majority. While they had no money on the siile 
of the people, the other side had what? They had, it was vari- 
ously estimated, from eighteen to forty million dollars, and after 
the election was over the press of the East glorified themselves in 
having secured nearly the solid foreign vote—the votes of men 
who had not been here long enough to understand our institu- 
tions, who had come into the cities. The foreigners do not have 
the opportunity they formerly had, when they used to settle in 

communities, of becoming Americanized. 
When they settle in the cities, they become dependent upon cap- 
ital, and they can be herded and Gane as they were herded and used 
in last campai Without this vote, withont intimidation, 
and withont fraud the Republican party would have been over- 
t not on account of its former record, not for the glorious 
connected with that party, not for its patriotism in the past 
for it started as the party of the edd 87 and it made a glorious rec- 
ord—but for its subsequent misdeeds and for collnsion with tho 
enemies of the country. I say the Republican party has not a 
good record now, and it can not justify itself in doing wrong by 
panting former good character. Good character may be sacri- 
by anyone by the commission of crime; but when the Repub- 
_lican party joined hands with the conspirators who struck down 
silver, enhanced the price of money, depreciated the price of prop- 
erty, and enslaved mankind, it became the slave party and not the 


friend of liberty. 
The Republican party, with all its glorious record for liberty, 
has done more for very than it has done for liberty, It has done 
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more for slavery in the last twenty years than it ever did for lib- 
erty before that. Only 4,000,000 slaves in the South were liber- 
ated; but the Republican party was the first party in this conntry 
to join England to enslave the world. By its influence other na- 
tions have been brought in, until almost the whole human raco is 
groaning under the fetters that the Republican party was mostly 
instrumental in forming and forging, 

There is less of hope, less of freedom, less of spirit in this world 
to-day than there has been for the last one hundred years. Wages 
in the Old World are at starvation prices; whole continents are 
enslaved; there are 850,000,000 slaves in India. Egypt has been 
enslaved for the last fifteon years by this same despotic power, and 
the same power is vindicating the right of the Turks to trample 
upon the Christians and upholding barbarities which are protested 
against by the whole Christian world. The same party, with such 
a record, is fighting to have slavery everywhere, 

It is the party that has taken from the youth of this land the 
opportunities they enjoyed from the first discovery of Amorica, 
until now there is not a vocation open to a young man to make a 
home for his family. Every avenue is closed: all opportunitiesare 

ne by reason of falling prices created by the destruction of one- 
halt of the supply of standard money. The 8 purty 
stand by that—stand by it why? They will stand by it so lon, 
as England will, and everybody knows that England will stan 
by it so long as she is the greatest creditor nation in the world. 

Look at her vast dominion; see tho effect of it; look at the condi- 
tion of this country now, compare it with what it was twenty 
years ago, and tell me of any other cause of the present condition 
except that the Republican party has destroyed the money of the 
Constitution. What has doneit? What has produced this uni- 
versal distress? What has placed the world on the highroad to 
slavery again but the cooperation of the Republican party with 
an alien syndicate in London to e ala the world and enslave 
mankind? I do not like that record. Irezret moro than anyboly 
else thut it has been made. I wanted to live and die in the Re- 

ublican party, for the Republican party was very dear to me; 
but Iconld not stand by and see these wrongs perpetrated and 
stay with if without a protest, and I will protest while I live 
against the wrongs perpetrated by the Republican party, no mat- 
ter what its former record may have been, 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I propose that we now return to 
bagging and bnrlaps and bags, I have a matter of quarrel with 
the Senator from California [Mr. Perxiys|]. Ido not know what 
was his object in bri ging this red rag into this discussion. Ireally 
think he would have treated us more fairly if he had stuck to his 
penitentiary and his imported burlaps. 

Just here it would be a very interesting thing to lnow—thongh 
I do not feel at liberty to inquire —whether the legislature of Cali- 
fornia which instructed its Senntors to vote for free bags has ever 
changed that instruction. The distinguished and venerable Sen- 
ator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], us well as I, had some acquaint- 
ance with that country several years ago. Wefonnd many hard- 
headed, clear-headed, iron-willed people there; and I suppose that 
when they gave those instructions they expected their Senators to 
comply with them; aud it they gave them, just as sure as you live 
they gave them with a continuando, and not for to-day or to- 
morrow. 

Mr. President, let us come back to bags and cotton bagging: I 
am not going to make any assault on the Repnblican party this 
evening. lam perfectly willing to put off the free coinage of sil- 
ver until to-morrow morning after breakfast, if we can only get 
our Republican friends to do one modicum of justice toward thoso 
farmers—I just want a modienm, There is no pretense that the 
motion to strike out this paragraph in any way conflicts with this 
delightful doctrine of protection. 1 would not presume to ask 
Senators on the other side to allow this motion to be agreed to if 
it did. I would know in advance that they would not do it. 

Ido not want to assanlt the Republican party this evening, be- 
canse I want to pérsuade Senators that, as this motion does in no 
way conflict with their favored doctrine of protecting manufac- 
tures, they should allow it to pass. The retention ot the paragraph 
can not possibly do their party any good: it cau not possibly tend 
to popularize the tariff bill which they nre enacting to put this tax 
on the farming interest. It can not possibly do so; und really, when 
I made the motion, [had hoped that the distinguished Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. Arris0N], with his clear hend, wonld have proposed to 
us to adjourn this matter over until he conld consult with those 
for whom he is acting, and I shonld have joined him at once, 

Really, with his clear hend as to political effects; and his un- 
doubted knowledge of what is good for his party, I had hoped 
that he would say, ** Well, let us consult abont it in our private 
consultation room.“ Ishonld have been delighted to have heard 
him say that, because it would then hive given me some hope that 
there was this little particle of justice—not protection—bnt this 
small degree of justice toward the mass of the peopleof the United 
States, who would have been protected by his consent; but when the 
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Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS] came into the lists, T saw 
that he wanted protection for his penitentiary, that he wanted 
protection against this cooly labor for his penitentiary labor. 

Mr. President, I am in serious thought about this matter. I 
am not jesting about an important matter of this sort. I hope 
yet the Senators who have the absolute control here will consider 
this question seriously and see how it affects every farmer in the 
country. You have been told of the wheat which is put in these 
bags. Well, I suppos? the wheat has to be done up in clean bags; 
I am willing that it should be. I am willing that California should 
make its wheat bags in its own penitentiary. We all know that 
there are thousands of other uses by farmers, besides the bagging 
of wheat and sending it to market, for those bags. 

You have been told by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
TILLMAN] that they use it in bagging their fertilizers in that State. 
Yes, they use itin bagging their fertilizers in all the other South- 
ern States, at least, and it costs them just that much more. It is 
a tax that you propose to put on the farmers in the West who 
also use bagging, All wheat is not shipped in bulk, even in the 
West. You gentlemen who live in the cities may think that un- 
less the wheat goes to your cities and so on to the nations of the 
world there is none used. There is hardly a farmer in the coun- 
try who does not use these bags, and a number of them, for his 
domestic purposes on his plantation. Did you never hear of a 
man by the name of Henry Clay, who rode to the mill on a meal 

7 


r. HOAR. May I inquire if it is the eminent protectionist of 
that name to whom the Senator refers? 

Mr. PETTUS. I haye heard that he was a protectionist inci- 
dentally. 

Mr. HOAR. We have heard of him. 

Mr. PETTUS. But I never did hear that he wasa protectionist 
for the sake of protection. I never heard that. But he rode on a 
meal bag; he carried his wheat to mill, and I tell you, sir, there 
are thousands of others carrying their wheat to mill the same way 
to-day in the agricultural regions of this country. 

These bags are used also for the bagging of cotton seed and of cot- 
ton-seed meal. It is never shipped in bulk, but is shipped in sacks, 
and a vast number of sacks are used in that way, and they are 
used in every one of the cotton States. It is a vast industry. You 
are taxing the farmer on that. 

Now, I want to ask the Senators upon the other side of the 
Chamber to try in this one instance to give the farmer some slight 
degree of relief from theoppressive taxes which are put upon him. 
If you will do that, every farmer in the land will thank you for 
mt whatever they may say about you in reference to other 
things. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PETTUs], to strike ont 
paragraphs 341 and 312, 

Mr. PETTUS. On that amendment I call for the yeas and ar 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] to the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY], and vote yea.“ 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HaNsBROUGH]; otherwise 
I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], but I transfer 
that pair to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], both Sen- 
ators being absent. 

Mr. FRYE, The Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] and 
my ee [Mr. HALE] are engaged in committee on the defi- 
ciency bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Those Senators are paired for the 
day, and therefore I am at liberty to vote, and vote '* yea." _ 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror]. If he were 
here, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called), My pair with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY] having been transferred 
to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], I am at liberty 
to vote, and vote ** nay." 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr, MITCHELL]. If he were here, 
I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. BERRY em en Mr. WALTHALL’S name was called). The 
Benator from Mississippi rep WALTHALL] is unavoidably absent 
to-day, and is 2 with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER]. If the Senator from Mississippi were here, he would 
vote LII yea." - 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. ELKINS (after having voted in the negative). I voted in- 
advertently. I am paired with my colleague [Mr. FAULKNER], 
who is not present; and therefore I withdraw my vote, 


Mr. BATE. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. HAR- 
RIS] is unavoidably absent. He is paired with the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. If my colleague were here, he would 
vote yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). I am 
porn with the junior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK], but 

transfer that pair to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], 
and vote S : 

Mr. DANIEL. Itransfer my pair with the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] to my colleague [Mr. MARTIN], and 
vote yea." 

Mr. MORGAN. I am paired with the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. DL If he were present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. CHANDL (after having voted in the affirmative). 
Would it be in order, Mr. President, for me to ask what the ques- 
tion is upon which we are voting? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Upon the motion to strike out para- 
graphs 341 and 342, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Who made the motion? 

S The . T. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. 

ETTUS]. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to withdraw my vote in the affirma- 
tive, Ivote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PASCO. I suggest to the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
ELKINS], who is paired with his colleague [Mr. FAULKNER at 
we transfer our pairs, so that his colleague will stand pai th 
the Penan from Washington [Mr. WILSON], with whom I am 
paired. 

Mr. ELKINS. That is agreeable to me, and I vote “nay.” 

Mr. PASCO, I vote yea.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 28: as follows: 


YEAR-31L 

Bacon, Gray, Mills, Ste 
Bate, Harris, Kans. Murphy, me 
Borry, Heitteld, Pasco, Tillman, 
Butler, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, ‘Turner, 
Chilton, Kyle, Pottns, 
Danial MeLaurlu, Bonch, " yesh 

nicl, cLaur! ach, . hite. 
Gorman, Mantle, Smith, 

NAxS-—28. 
Allison. Fairbanks, Tioar, Platt, A 
Burrows, Foraker, McBride, to 8255 
Chandler, 5m Mason, Shoup, 
Culiom, Gallinger, Nelson, Thurston, 
Davis, Gear, Penrose, arren, 
Deboo, Hanna, Perkins, Wel 
Elkins, Hawley, Platt, Conn. Wetmore. 
NOT VOTING—2, 

Aldrich, Faulkner, Lodge. nay, 
Allen, George, McMillan, well, 

ker, Hale, Mallory, Spooner, 
Cattery, Hansbrough, Martin. Walt 
8 5 0 8 

rter, ones, Ney, Morgan. ‘ol 
Clark, Kenney, Morrill,” 
Cockrell, Lindsay, Proctor, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My impression was that aph 
339 was included in the motion to strike out, but I 5 it 
was not so put bythe Chair. I move to strike out paragraph 339. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Arkansas to strike ont paragraph 339. 

Mr. WHITE. Was paragraph 312 included in the motion to 
strike ont? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that para- 
graphs 341 and 342 were included in the motion. 

Mr. DUTLER. I submitted an amendment to the tariff bill to 
strike out paragraphs 330, 341, and 342, of which I gave notice 
some weeks ago. I called the attention of several Senators to the 
fact that the motion made by the Senator from Alabama did not 
cover one of the paragraphs which affects jute bagging; and it 
was suggested to me to let the motion stand as it been ; 
and to make a motion covering paragraph 339 later. I see the 
Senator from Arkansas has now made that motion. The three 
paragraphs should share the same fate 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, There can be no objection, the other 
two S having been stricken out, to striking out para- 
graph 339. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] to strike out 
paragraph 339. 

Mr. ALLISON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Very well; let us have the yeas and 


nays. 
The eas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. BUTLER. I want to state that it is very unfortunate that 
aragraph 339 was not included with paragraphs 341 and $49; for 
i the Senate now refuses to strike out paragraph 339, it would 
destroy practically the advantage gained by striking out para- 
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graphs 341 and 342, because jute would be imported under para- 


graph 839 instead of under paragraphs 841 and 342, and it would 
a very easy matter to have most of it classed under paragraph 
839. Therefore, unless this paragraph is stricken out, we practi- 
cally lose whatever benefit would come from striking out para- 
graphs 341 and 342. " 

. PETTUS. Paragraphs 341 and 342 were stricken out with 
the view that the articles embraced therein should be put on the 
free list. That was the POI declaration at the time. 

Mr. BERRY and Mr. WHITE. That will come up later. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HAR of Kansas (when his name was called). I trans- 
fer my pair with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK] to the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and vote yea.“ z 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I make the same 
statement as before. I have exchanged pairs with the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS], and I vote yea.“ $ 

Mr. TURNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN]. I do not see him in 
the Chamber, and withhold my vote. If he were here, I should 
vote yea." N 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am paired with the senior Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. : 

Mr. BURROWS (after having voted in the negative). I desire 
to announce that I have a permanent pair with the senior Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY], but 1 have transferred my pair 
to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones], and I have voted. 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted the negative). I am 
aired with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. Iun- 
erstand that the Senator from Montana [Mr. NA] is absent 

without a pair, and I will therefore take the liberty of transfer- 
ring my pair with the Senator from Delaware to him, and let my 
vote stand. 

Mr. TURNER. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. WARREN| to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
pro 1 and I vote ‘‘ yea,” 

Mr. NSBROUGH. Iwilltransfer my pair with the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] to the senior Senator from Montana 
[Mr. EIE 

Mr. WHITE. A transfer has already been made. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] has just 
transferred his pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] 
to the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER]. É 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Very well; I will let my pair stand. 

Mr. PENROSE (after having voted in the negative). I ought 
to state that I voted under the same arrangement already stated 
as to my pair. ; : 

Mr. CLAY (after having voted in the affirmative). As I un- 
derstand the junior Senator from Massachusetts Gir. LopGE] will 
stand paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY], I 
willlet my vote stand. . 

Mr. WARREN. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. TURNER. I announced my pair with the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. WARREN], and later on transferred my pair to 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MARTIN] and voted. 

Mr.WARREN (after 17 3 0 voted in the negative). If m; 
pair has been transferred, I will withdraw my vote, of course. 
came in the Chamber, and seeing the Senator from Washington 
[Mr. TURNER] I de that I was at liberty to vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wyoming with- 
draws his vote, 

The Secretary recapitulated the vote. 

Mr. WARREN. ith permission, I will transfer the pair ar- 
ranged between the Senator from Virginia 1 825 MARTIN] and 
myself, and let the Senator from 7 78 [Mr. ManTIN] stand 
paired with the Senator from Kansas .BAKER]. Ivote‘‘nay.” 

Mr.PETTUS. To whom was the Senator's pair transferred? 

Mr. BERRY. To the Senator from Kansas [Mr. BAKER]. 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—29, 
Bacon, Heitfeld, P s Tillman, 
Bate, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, Turner, 
rry, 12 Pettus, 'J'urpie, 
Butler, McLa b Rawlins, Vest, 
Chilton, Mallory, Roach, White. 
Clay, Mantle, Smith, 
Gorman Mills, Stewart, 
Kans. Murphy, Teller, 
NAYS-—28. 
Allison, Fairbanks, Hoar, Platt, N. Y. 
Burrows, Foraker, McBride, Pritchard, 
Chandler, Eryo 1 on, Proctor, 
Cullom, Gallinger, Nelson, Shoup. 
Davis, Gear, Penrose, Thur: = 
Deboe, rkins, arren, 
Hawley, Platt, Conn. Wetmore. 


NOT VOTING—32. 


Aldrich, Daniel, Kenney, Morrill, 
Allen, Faulkner, Kyle, qur 
eredi Georgo; TIT : well, 
ery, ray, ner. 
Cannon, 18. McMillan, Walthall, 
Carter, Hansbrough, Martin. Wellington, 
Clark, Harris, Tenn. Mitchell, Wilson, 
ell, Jones, Nev. Morgan, Wolcott. 


So the motion of Mr. JONES of Arkansas to strike out paragraph 
339 was Ur to. 

Mr. PETTUS. Inow move that the articles embraced in par- 
&graphs 341 and 342 be placed on the free list. 

Mr. WHITE. Isuggest that that motion will be in order later 
on, not now. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Alabama that 
that motion is not in order now. 
x Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We have not yet reached the free 


ist. 

Mr. ALLISON. 1t will be in order later on. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
111, to strike out the following paragraph: 

343. Handkerchiefs, composed of flax, hemp, ramie, or other vegetable 
fiber, except cotton, whether in the piece or otherwise, and whether wholly 
or partly finished, if not hemmed, or hemmed only, 50 p cent ad valorem; 
if hemstitched or imitation hemstitehed, or revered, or have drawn threads, 
but not embroidered, 55 per cent ad valorem. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


343. Handkerchiefs composed of flax, hemp, or ramie, or of which these sub- 
stances, or either of them, is the component material of chief value, whether 
in the piece or otherwise, and whether finished or unfinished, not hemmed 
or hemmed only, 50 per cent ad valorem; if hemstitched, or imitation hem- 
stitched, or revered, or with drawn threads, but not embroidered or initialed, 
55 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out fifty“ and 


insert ‘‘forty” in the committee amendment, line 4; and in line 6 


I move to strike out! fifty-five” and insert “forty.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment of the committee, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, In this connection, without asking 
the Senate to hear it read, I will insert in the RECORD an extract 
which I have taken from the New York Journal of Commerce. 
I ask that it may go in the RECORD. 

'The matter referred to is as follows: 


[New York Journal of Commerce and Commercial Bulletin, May 29, 1897.] 


OPPOSING THE SENATE TARIFF—HANDKERCHIEF IMPORTERS SAY PROPOSED 
RATES ARE EXCESSIVE—THE IMPOSITION OF 55 PER CENT ON LINEN 
HANDKERCHIEFS WOULD, THEY SAY, DISORGANIZE THE TRADE. 


The y igre of 55 per cent on linen handkerchiefs would, they say, dis- 
organize the trade. E 
A detailed statement of the position of the linen trade on the duties pro- 
by the Senate Finance Committee appeared in these columns yesterday. 
porters of linen handkerchiefs are quite as bitter against the proposed rates 
as any other branch of the linen trade. The chairman of the handkerchief 
committee of the Linen Trade Association said yesterday: 

“I think that 50 per cent on embroidered and 40 per cent on plain linen 
handkerchiefs is a high revenue tariff and can be collected. Even those rates 
are dangerous and there is more or less undervaluation, but when you in- 
crease the rates to 55 and 60 per cent you are pm a premium upon under- 
valuation, and honest merchants will not be able to do businessin competition 
with the undervaluers. 

“In view of the fact that the manufacture of linen handkerchiefs is not 
and, in the nature of things, is not likely to become an industry in the United 
States, the linen-handkerchief importers would respectfully ask that the 
rates of duty to be assessed on them be made in accordance with the state- 
ment submitted by the representatives of the Linen Association of New 
Tu to a . and Means Committee of the House of Representatives on 

anuary 1l, T 

“The chief item in the linen-handkerchief trade is, of course, plain white 
hemmed and hemstitched handkerchiefs in various sizes, for men, women, 
and children, and taxed, under present law, at 40 per cent ad valorem. 
These goods are not in any sense Inxuries, but necessities of the e and 
as they enter in no way into competition with any domestic industry, and 
such industry can not be fostered by the 8 of even double the duty, 
we think a herrateunnecessary. 'The billnow pro; puts the duty on 
these i at 59 per cent for hemmed and 55 m cent on hemstitched—the 
latter being by far the more important line, By the McKinley tariff hem- 
stitched linen handkerchiefs were assessed 50 per cent, and we claim that 
even this is an excessive rate, unless for protective purposes, which does not 
enter into this question at all. 

“The imposition of 55 per cent on linen handkerchiefs will disorganize the 
entire trade, will heavily increase the cost of one of the people's necessities, 
and be certain to be ifled by the enemies of protection far beyond its 
real importance, to the injury of the party now endeavoring to foster and 
protect American industries. 

It it is deemed essential that a higher rate than now obtains sball be levied 
for revenue pu s, we would tfully recommend that an advance to 
45 per cent would beample, with advantage to the people, that it would 
cause very trifling, if any, changes in the prices of goods, while it would 
fairly assess for the increased needs of the Government. $ 

“ We also urge very earnestly that initial handkerchiefs be put at same rate 
as linen handkerchiefs, where value of initial does not exceed one-half the 
value of the handkerchief it is made on. The t mass of initials are little 
more than marks on handkerchiefs, and of far less than above relative value 
to handkerchief. They are not known to the trade as, nor in any sense are, 
embroidered handkerchiefs, and should not be classed as such. 

* On embroidered linen handkerchiefs we urge that no higher duty than 50 
per cent be assessed. It is a pure matter of revenue, and assessing 60 per 
cent, as the Dingley bill proposes, is simply offering a premium to dishonesty. 
Protection does not enter into the question in the least degree, the goods nei- 
ther made nor maknble in thís country. 

"We k the rates proposed in the Dingley bill are un wise and impolitic. 
They are sure to cause reaction in public sentiment, now unmistakably in 
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favor of reasonable protection wherever needed, and invite changes and re- 
ductions as soon as power changes hands. The country demands stable and 
settled conditions, as their absence prevents the return of the good times of 
1892and previous. Andif moderate views pre and the present or a small 
revenue rate over the present rates prevail, no interest will suffer, either 
nationally or private, and the resulting settled conditions will inure to the 
common good.“ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment of 
the committee. k 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected, r 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. r 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
112, to strike out the following paragraph: 

9844. Woven fabrics of flax, hemp, or ramic. or of which these substances, 
or either of them, is the component material of chief value, and 8 
more than 50 and not more than 1^0 threads tothe sgunre inch (counting bot! 
warp and filling) 9 cents per pound: containing not more than 59 threads to 
the square inch, 8 cents pound; bh shirting cloth, composed of flax, 
hemp, or ramie, or of which these substances, or either of them. is the com- 
BEN materialof chief value, measuring not less than 35 nor more than 37 

ches in width and containing more than 100 threads to the square inch 
(counting both warp and filling), 35 per cent ad valorem. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


344. Woven fabrics or articles not specially provided for in this act. com- 
pus of flax, hemp, or ramie, or of which these substances or either of them 

the component material of chief value, weighing 4 ounces or more per 
square yard, when containing not more than threads to the square inch, 
counting the warp and filling, 1} cents per square yard; con g more than 
60 and not more t. 120 ti to the square inch, 3 cents square yard: 
con ng more than 120 and not more 180 threads to the square inch. 7 
cents per square yard; 3 than 180 threads to the square inch. 10 
cents per square yard, and in addition thereto, on all the N por 
cent ad valorem: Provided, That none of the foregoing articles in this para- 
graph shall pay a less rate of duty than 50 per cent ad valorem. Woven fab- 
rics of flax, hemp, or ramie, or of which these substances or either of them is 
the component material of chief value, including such as is known as shirting 
MAR venga thas LOO pir ex uae Fur MILO QT more than 100 
threads to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, 35 per cent ad 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to modify the amendment of the com- 
mittee inline 2, page 113, by s out *' three," before “cents,” 
and inserting **two and three-fourths;" in line 4, by striking out 
“seven,” ore “cents,” and inserting “six;” and in line 6, by 
striking out ‘‘ten,” before ‘‘ cents," and inserting '*nine;" so as to 
read: 


m d 
of fiax, hemp, or ramie, or of which these substances or either of them is the 
uara 
^ 224 1 a cant 
warp ing, 
not more than 120 th 


cents per square yard; con more to the square inch, 
9 cents per square yard, and in addition thereto, on all the foregoing, 30 per 
cent ad valorem. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to call attention to one fact in connection 
with this paragraph. Under the Wilson Act—the existing law— 
the duty was 35 per cent ad valorem upon the articles mentioned 
in the paragraph. Under the amendment proposed by the major- 
ity of the committee, the duty is increased upon all the articles to 
50 per cent; that is, it shall not be less than 50 per cent on all the 
— mentioned in the paragraph, except shirting, upon which 
the tax is 35 cent. y is that distinction made? 

Mr. ON. All the other articles are more expensive than 
plain articles inserted in the last bracket of the paragraph. 

Mr. VEST. That can not be. They can not be more expensive 
because some of them do not cost as much. Some of the shirtings 
are very fine goods, very expensive goods. I move to Strike out 
of the Ux h, in line 2, the words '*3 cents i square yard." 

Mr. ALLISON. I have already had it amended by making the 
rate 24 cents per square yard. 

Mr. VEST. I move then to strike out 21 cents per square 
yard;" in lines 4 and 5, to strike out **6 cents per square yard," 
and also in lines 6 and 7, to strike out ‘9 cents per square yard, and 
in addition thereto, on all the foregoing, 30 per cent ad valorem: 
Provided, 'That none of the foregoing articles in this paragraph 
shall pay a less rate of duty than 50 per cent ad valorem." It will 
then read: Woven fabrics of flax, hemp, or ramie, or of which 
these substances,” etc., down to the conclusion of the paragraph, 
“35 per centum ad valorem.” My object is to put the existing 
rates of duty upon all these articles. 

Mr. J ONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Missouri 
allow me to suggest that I think if he will move to strike out all 
after the word ** value," in line 22, page 112, and insert the words 
“35 per cent ad valorem," he will reach his purpose? In the re- 
mainder of the paragraph there are 3 subdivisions as to 
o His intention is to make the rate of 35 per cent applica- 
ble to everything that follows in the par: , and the general 
language will cover it. If he will change the motion, it occurs to 
me he can more readily accomplish his purpose. 

Mr. VEST. My recollection is—I have not looked at the law 
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recently—that in the Wilson Act there was a special provision as 
to shirtin I may be mistaken. 

Mr. N. The Senator will bear in mind that in the last 
provision the phraseology is. Woven fabrics of flax, hemp, or 
ramie, or of which these substances, or either of them, is the com- 
ponent material of chief value." All the other fabrics included in 
paragraph 344 must be either of flax, hemp, or ramie, or a mix- 
ture of them, whereas in the last paragraph there may be a mix- 
ture of cotton and flax, hemp, or ramie, or ramie may be a very 
small portion of the fabric. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The first lines of the paragraph cover 
that: Woven fabrics, or articles not specially provided for in 
this act, com of flax, hemp, or ramie, or of which these sub- 
3 or either of them, is the component material of chief 
value.“ 

Mr. ALLISON. That means that they must be composed of 
these substances, or of either of them. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The same languageisin the last part 
of the paragraph: ** Woven fabrics of flax, hemp, or ramie, or of 
which these substances, or either of them, is the component ma- 
terial 5f chief value." 

Mr. ALLISON. That is right. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, It is exactly the same language. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the intention to cover only fabrics made 
of these articles, or of which some of them are substances of chief 
value. We will take the vote on the amendment of the Senator 
from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. I would just as soon have the vote taken on the 
suggestion of the Senator from Arkansas, to putin the Wilson 
Act, which would include shirtings. 

Mr. ALLISON. The substance of the Senator's amendment 
is to make all these articles 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. Thirty-five per cent ad valorem, including shirt- 


in 

Nr. JONES of Arkansas. I suggested that the Senator could 
meet his purpose by moving to strike out all after the word 
value,“ in line 22, on page 112, and inserting **35 per cent ad 
valorem." That would embrace all the subdivisions. 

Mr. VEST. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘value,” in line 22, page 112, 
it is proposed to strike out the remaining portion of the paragraph 
and to insert the words ‘‘35 per cent ad valorem;” so as to read: 


Woven fabrics or articles not specially provided for in this act, com: 
of flax, hemp, or ramie, or of which these substances or either of them is the 
component material of chief value, 35 per cent ad valorem. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri to the amendment of the 
comunittee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to strike out the word “less,” in the tenth 
line, page 113, and substitute the word ‘‘ greater;” so as to read: 


Provided, That none of the foregoing articles in paragra: 
pimen of duty than 50 per cent ad valorem. "^ VIAM NES 

1 cent is enough. d 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If the Senator from Texas will with- 
hold his amendment, the Chair will first put the question on agree- 
ing to the amendment of the committee, to strike out paragraph 
344 and insert a new paragraph as amended, 

The amendment was a 8 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas moves to 
strike out the word ** less," in the tenth line, page 113, and insert 
„greater.“ 

he amendment was rejected. 1 

'The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par- 
agraph 345, page 113, line 17, after the word “hemp,” to strike out 
**or;" in the same line, after the word *‘ or," to insert other vege- 
table fiber. or;" and in line 20, after the word ‘‘act,” to strike out 
‘fifty ” and insert **forty-five;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

$45. All manufactures of flax, hemp, ramie. or other vegetable fiber, bd 


which these substances, or either of them, is the component material of 
value, not specially provided for in this act, 45 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend the pa ph by 
striking out ‘ forty-five” and inserting '* thirty-five,” which is the 
present law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment of the committee. 

'The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
118, to strike out paragraph 346, in the following words: 

345. All manufactures of jute or other vegetable fiber, except flax, hemp, 
ramie, or cotton, or of which jute or otheꝝ vegetable fiber, except flax, hemp, 


ramie, or cotton is the component material of chief value, not specially pro- 
vided for in this act, 10 Dor cant ad valorem. z Tr 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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. The reading of the bill was resumed, as follows: 
Schedule K.—Wool and manufactures of wool. 
Mr. VEST. Wedo not want to go on later this evening. 
e 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does 
to proceed further this afternoon? 5 

Mr. ALLISON. Being Saturday afternoon, and having com- 
pleted Schedule J, I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. MANTLE. Iask the Senator from Iowa to yield to me for 
the purpose of asking the nt consideration of Senate bill 164, 

Mr. ALLISON. I will withhold the motion for a moment. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BUTTE CITY, MONT. 


Mr. MANTLE. I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 164) to provide for the construction of a public 
building at Butte City, Mont. : 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to purchase, uire by condemnation, or otherwise 
provide a site, and cause to erected thereon a suitable, com- 
modious, and substantial building, including fireproof vaults, 
heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for 
the use and accommodation of the United States post-office, inter- 
nal revenue and other Government offices, in the city of Butte 
and State of Montana; the cost of the site and the building, 
including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, ele- 
vators, and approaches, complete, not to exceed $300,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read thethird time, and passed. 

: EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. ALLISON. Imove that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and 
10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 21, 
1897, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 19, 1897. 
CONSULS-GENERAL. 

Hector de Castro, of New York, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Rome, Italy, vice Wallace S. Jones, resi ^ 

Charles L. Cole, of Pennsylvania, to be consul general of the 
United States at Dresden, Saxony, vice William S. Carroll, resigned. 

Charles E. Turner, of Connecticut, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Ottawa, Canada, vice John B. Riley, resigned. 

CONSULS, 

Hilary S. Brunot, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United 
para at St. Etienne, France, vice Charles W. Whiley, jr., re- 

gned. 

George F. Lincoln, of Connecticut, to be consul of the United 
States at Antwerp, Belgium, vice Harvey Johnson, resigned. 

Walter Schumann, of New York, to consul of the United 
States at Mayence, Germany, vice Perry Bartholow, resigned. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Albert B. White, of West Virginia, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the district of West Virginia, to succeed Edwin M. 
Gilkeson, resigned. 


Senator from Iowa propose 


MARSHAL. 

Addison Davis James, of Kentucky, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of Kentucky, vice James Blackburn, whose 
term expired April 2, 1897. f 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Thomas A. Roseberry, of Susanville, Cal., to be register of the 

land office at Susanville, Cal., vice Frank F. Peck, removed. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Alfred H. Taylor, of Cedarville, Cal., to be receiver of public 

moneys at Susanville, Cal., vice James Wylie, resigned. 
COMMISSIONER FOR ALASKA. 

PhilipGallinger, of New Whatcom, Wash..to be a commissioner 
in and for the District of Alaska, to reside at Kadiak, vice Alphonso 
C. Edwards, resigned. 

PROMOTION IN THE NAVY, 

Ensign Edward Moale, jr., to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from the 4th day of June, 1897, vice Lieut. (Junior 
Grade) Lewis J. Clark, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 19, 1897. 
ENVCY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
Stewart L. Woodford, of New York, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Spain, 


APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 
Raymond Spear, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant 
surgeon. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Lieut, (Junior Grade) John F. Luby, to be a lieutenant. 
Ensign George W. Logan, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 
Liu Commander Eugene de Forrest Heaid, to be a com- 
mander. 
Lieut., George P. Colvocoresses, to be a lientenant-commander. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Lewis J. Clark, to be a lieutenant. 
SOLICITOR OF THE TREASURY. 
Maurice D. O'Connell, to be Solicitor of the Treasury. 
DEPUTY AUDITOR FOR WAR DEPARTMENT. 


Daniel A. Grosvenor, of Maryland, to be deputy auditor for the 
War Department. 
COMMISSIONERS, 


Caldwell W. Tuttle, of Columbia City, Ind., to be a commis- 
sioner in and for the District of Alaska, to reside at Sitka. 

Clinton A. Snowden. of Tacoma, Wash., to be commissioner for 
lands of the Puyallup Indian Reservation in Washington. 

Clarence L. Chaffee. of Omaha, Nebr., to be a member of the 
Missouri River Commission, provided for by the act of Congress 
approved July 5, 1884, entitled **An act making appropriations 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and har , and for other purposes." 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Levi M. Willcutts, of Minnesota, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Duluth, in the State of Minnesota. 


SENATE. 
MoNDAY, June 21, 1897. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. Jonn F. GoucueEr, D. D., of Baltimore, Md. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION CONTRACTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the 
president of the Mississippi River Commission, Col. G. L. Gilles- 
pie, Corps of Engineers, United States Army, calling attention to 
an error in the statemient of that commission published in Senate 
Document No. 144, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of the Commercial Club, of 
Omaha, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation to stimu- 
late and re-create our t-marine interests; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Battlecreek, 
Nebr., praying for the early enactment of a protective-tariff law; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Nebraska Beet Sugar Asso- 
ciation, praying for the adoption of the proposed sugar schedule 
in the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He presented sundry papers to esr ad the bill (S. 2094) 
setting apart Fort Omaha, in the county of Douglas and State of 
Nebraska, for aschool to be used for the education of Indian youth, 
and for other purposes; which were referred to the Committee on 


Indian Affairs. 
Mr. HALE presented memorials of the Pra Doa ery of 
Auburn; of Wise & Cooper, of Auburn; of the Johnson Bros. 


Shoe Manufacturing Company, of Hallowell; of C. A. Allen & Co., 
of Portland; Foss, Packard & Co., of Auburn; the Hodson Shoe 
Company, of Yarmouthville; E. G. Sprigg, of Auburn; the C. A. 
Cushing Shoe Company, of Freeport; the Bloomfield Shoe Com- 
pany, of Skowhegan; Lynn, Ashe & Noyes, of Auburn; the Amer- 
ican Shoe Manufacturing Company, of Auburn; the Brunnel- 
Higgins Shoe Company, of Portland; the Shaw-Godding Shoe 
cas aps of Springvale; G. H. Barr & Co., of Wilton; Butler & 
Clark, of Springvale, and of H. E. Pinkham, of Portland, all in 
the State of Maine, remonstrating against any increase in the 
present rate of duty on tanned skins for morocco or a duty on raw 
goatskins; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Corfu, N. Y., praying for the early enactment of a pro- 
tective-tariff law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also eer is sundry memorials of citizens of New York 
City. Long Island, and Wappinger Falls, all in the State of New 
York, remonstrating against the proposed increase of the tax on 
beer; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
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Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, remonstrating against an increase in the present rate of 
duty on tanned skins for moroccoora duty on raw goatskins; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CHILTON presented memorials of Pat O’Keefe and sundry 


other citizens, of R. E. L. Knight and sundry other citizens, of 
R. B. Allen and sundry other citizens, and of Charles Fred Tucker 
and sundry other citizens, all of Dallas, in the State of Texas, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to 
destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PRITCHARD 8 sundry petitions of citizens of 
Point Caswell, Dallas, Cherryville, West Durham, and Lincolnton, 
allin the State of North Carolina, and a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Portsmouth, Va., praying for the early e of the 
pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 


Appro riations. 

8 HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 

whom was referred the bill (S. 1446) for the relief of William H, 

eee reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
ereon. : 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1990) to require patents to be issued to 
land actually settled under the act entitled **An act to provide for 
the armed occupation and settlement of the unsettled part of the 
peninsula of Florida," approved August 4, 1842, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 2204) to increase the limit of 
cost for the erection of a public building in Stockton, Cal., and 
appropriating money therefor; which was read twice by its title, 
‘on referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2205) granting a pension to John F. Kline; 

A bill (S. 2206) granting a pension to E. W. Hershe, of Fair- 
play, Colo.; F : 

A bill (S. 2207) granting an increase of pension to George W. 


Blake; 
A bill (S. 2208) granting an increase of pension to Richard A. 
rnell; 

Tes bill (S. 2209) granting an increase of pension to Samantha 
rnes; 
A bill (S. 2210) granting an increase of pension to Helen L. 


ent; 

A bill (S. 2211) granting a pension to Mary P. Scovel; 

A bill (S. 2212) granting a pension to A. S. Elwood; 

A bill (S. 2213) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Corne- 
lia I. Skiles; 
x (S. 2214) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Kate 

ekiel; 

A bill (S. 2215) granting a pension to T. R. Le Tellier; 

A bill (S. 2216) to increase the pension of Graham McClossen; 

A bill (S. 2217) granting a pension to Aaron B. Page; 

A bill (S. 2218) granting a pension to Robert N. Pollock; 

A bill (S. 2219) granting a pension to Thomas Madden; 

A bill (S. 2220) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 


Holly; 
A bin (S. 2221) granting a pension to C A. Bowers; 
A bill (S. 2222) granting a pension to Elliott H. Benton; 
A bill (S. 2223) granting a pension to Maria L. Meserve; 
A bill (S. 2224) granting a pension to James Byrne; 
A bill (S. 2225) granting a pension to John G. B. Masters; 
A bill (S. 2226) granting a pension to Henry Wagner; 
A bill (S. 2227) granting a pension to Andrew J. McWade; 
A bill (S. 2228) granting a pension to James G. Hartzell; 
A bill (S. 2229) granting a pension to Thomas B. Hanoum; 
A bill (S. 2930) increasing tlie pension of Jackson J. Lane; 
ws au (S. 2231) granting an increase of pension to William 
ells; 
A bill (S. 2232) granting a pension to John C. Fitnam; 
A bill (S. 2233) granting a pension to Jacob D. Walter; 
A bill (S, 2234) granting an increase of pension to Baley Bison; 
A bill (S. 2235) granting an increase of pension to Henry Hatch; 
A bill (S. 2236) granting a pension to Lewis W. Goddard; 
A bill (S. 2237) granting a pension to Henry Stutsman; 
A bill (S. 2238) increasing the pension of Mrs. Hulda Shaw; 
A bill (S. 2239) granting a pension to Aaron Wood; 
A bill (S. 2240) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary L. Daniels; 
A bill (S. 2241) restoring the pension of Theron Johnson; . 
A bill (S. 2242) restoring the pension of Alexander W. Browning; 
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EHE (S. 2243) granting an increase of pension to Fordyce M. 
eith; 

A bill (S. 2244) for the relief of Henry A. F. Worth; 

A bill 8. 2245) granting a pension to Rafael Chacon; 

A bill (S. 2246) granting a pension to John Burns: 

A bill (S. 2247) granting a pension to Charles E. Mann; 

A bill 8 2248) granting a pension to Charles A. Hutchings; 

A bill (S. 2249) for the relief of Henry Heg wer, of Denver, Colo, 
(with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2250) directing the Secretary of the Interior to pay to 
Andrew Bevins Read, administrator of the estate of Phineas W. 
Read, deceased, the accrued pension on certificate No. 183178. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 2251) to authorize the Falls 
Church and Potomac Railway Company of Virginia to extend its 
line into and within the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 2252) to correct and 
amend the military record of Harrison Wagner; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


NORTHERN LIBERTY MARKET CLAIMS, 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
hereby are, directed to report to the Senate all action and proceedings taken 
by the auditor of the supreme court of the District of Columbia and the said 
Commissioners under the act of Congress entitled “An act to provide for the 
payment of certain claims against the District of Columbia by drawback 
certificates," approved January 26, 1897, specifically stating the number and 
amount of all claims filed under said law, the name of each claimant, the 
amount and c ter of each claim,the amount allowed thereon by the said 
auditor, and the amount ap roved by the Commissioners, giving separatel 
in each claim the amount allowed an Secures for property taken, injured, 
or destroyed by reason of the destruction or removal of the Northern Lib- 
erty Market in the city of Washington, D. C., in September, 1572, and the 
amount allowed and approved for the payments of claims made for the pur- 
chase, rent, or use of any stall or privileges in said market house and for 
license for conducting the business therein to the extent of the unexpired 
term of said pure rent, use, or license, and what amount, if any, 
been allowed in each case as consequential damages; and also the number and 
amount of drawback certificates issued, and to whom issued, and in what 
amount. And are also directed to transmit to the Senate with their answer 
hereto copies of all correspondence between the Commissioners and the said 
auditor in respect to this act and the proceedings thereunder, and also copies 
of any and all opinions and suggestions of the attorney for the District in 
relation to said act and proceedings thereunder. 


SALE OF POISONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. GALLINGER. At the request of the Senator from Michi- 
gan [Mr. McMILLAN], the chairman of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, I move to recommit the bill (S. 470) to regulate 
the sale of poisons in the District of Columbia to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia for further consideration. 

The motion was agreed to, 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BnowxiNG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (S. 2150) to amend an act enti- 
of lands in Greer County, 
Okla., to give preference rights to settlers, and for other purposes,” 
approved January 18, 1897, and it was thereupon signed by the 
Vice-President. 

THE TARIFF BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Morning business appears to be 


closed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 379. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 
of the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was the purpose of the committee and it 
was understood on Saturday that Schedule K, ** wool and manu- 
factures of wool," would be taken up this morning. Owing to 
the absence of some Senators who are interested in the schedule 
and who would like to be present when it is considered, I ask con- 
sent that it may be passed over until to-morrow morning and that 
we go on to-day with Scbedule M, relating to pulp, papers, and 
books, and return to wool and woolens to-morrow morning. 
rag Gor friends on the other side if that course will be satisfactory 
to them. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, Schedule K, 
“wool and manufactures of wool," and Schedule L, silks and 
silk goods,” will be passed over, and Schedule M will be faken up, 
the wool schedule to be taken up to-morrow morning. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill at page 135, line 
8, “Schedule M.—Pulp, papers, and books.” The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 390, go 


135, line 10, after the word pulp," to strike out ** one-twe 
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1 oep per pound” and insert **71 cents per 100 pounds;” so as to 
read: 


7 cents per 100 pounds, dry weight; 
3 LE of 1 cent pee Sound, ocx weight: 
bleached, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound, dry weight. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add at the end of paragraph 390 
the following: 

Provided, That if an r ndency shall im: an export du 
on pulp wood, the 3 opena duty shall beaded: me an addi- 
tional duty: to the duties herein imposed upon wood pulp, when imported 
from such country or dependency. 

Mr. VEST. I simply desire to call attention to the fact that the 
rice of these articles is increased to the consumer in the United 
tates on account of an import duty, not a bounty, but a duty im- 
osed by a foreign country. I wish agan to express my dissent 

Koa the justice of this proposition. I can understand why, if a 
bounty is given, this country might add to the tariff duty to the 
extent of that bounty for the purpose of equalizing the taxation, 
and I do not always approve of that; but here, because a foreign 
country puts on an export duty, this country doubles it, and it is 
all to come out of the consumer or purchaser of the article after 
it reaches the United States. Ishall not call fof the yeas and nays, 
but I ask for a viva voce vote on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next paragraph was read, as follows: 

391. Sheathing paper and roofing felt, 10 per cent ad valorem. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to in- 
sert the following as a new paragraph on page 135, after line 23: 

391i. Filter masse or filter stock, composed wholly or in part of wood pulp, 
wood flour, cotton or other vegetable fiber, 1j cents per pound and 15 per cent 
&d valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

392. roc paper, unsized, sized, or glued, suitable only for books and 
newspapers, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert at the end of paragraph 392, 
after ‘‘ad valorem,” in line 5, page 136, the following proviso: 

Provided, That nosuch paper shall pay a less rate of duty than three-tenths 
of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. VEST. What is the equivalent ad valorem? ; 

Mr. ALLISON. It is theequivalentof 15 percent. Itisa little 
less generally. 

The amendment was agreed to. 2 ; 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
136, to strike out the following paragraph: 

393. Papers known commercially as copying paper, stereotype paper, J: m 
anese tissue paper, pottery paper, and other thin papers, white, printed, 
or colored, E not over 6 pounds to a standard ream of 480 sheets, ona 
basis of 20 by 30 inches, made up in reams or any other form. 8 cents per 

und, and in addition thereto 15 per cent ad valorem; and all papers in same 
hm as above, wei je Neri 6 pounds, and not exceeding 10 pounds to the 
standard ream of 20 b , and 5 books, whether wholly or par- 
tially manufactured, 6 cents per pound, and in addition thereto 10 per cent 
ad valorem; albumenized or sensitized paper, 3) per cent ad valorem; cre 
paper weighing not less than 6 pounds and not exceeding 10 pounds to the 
standard ream of 480 sheets on a basis of 15 by 20 inches, 6 cents per pound 
and 10 per cent ad valorem. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 

393. Pa i yti 
paper 5 Pate similar FC 
weighing not over e ronds tothe ream of 480 sheets, on a basis of 20 by 30 
inches, and whether in reams or any other form, 6 cents per pound and 15 
per cent ad valorem; if weighingover 6 poonos and not over 10 pounds to the 
ream, and letter-copying ks, whether wholly or partly manufactured, 
4 cents per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem; crepe paper and filtering 
paper, 5 cents per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. After the words “pottery paper," in line 4, 
page 137, I move to insert ‘‘paper known as bibulous paper,” 
after a comma. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I simply desire to call attention to the fact that 
this is a large increase in these articles over the existing rate. 
The taxation imposed by the existing law is 35 per cent ad 
valorem. This compound duty amounts to 51.28 per cent ad 
valorem, which is a very considerable increase, as will be seen at 
once, and upon articles of prime necessity, withont which busi- 
ness can not be conducted in this or any other country. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut subsequently said: I was out 
when paragraph 893 was passed. I wish to ask the Senator from 
Iowa whether the amendment which was reported by the com- 
mittee was inserted in that paragraph? 

Mr. ALLISON. It was not. My attention was not called to 
it at the moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There was one amendment adopted 
to paragraph 393. 

Mr. ALLISON. If there is no objection, I should be glad to go 
back to that 5 0 ye 

1 VICE-PRESIDENT. The additional amendment will be 
8 P 
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The SECRETARY. In line 12, page 137, paragraph 393, before 
* cents,” insert five“ instead of four;“ so as to read: 


lf weighing over 6 pounds and not over 10 pounds to the ream, and letter- 
copying books, whether wholly or partly manufactured, 5 cents per pound 


and 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That was one of the amendments 
which was reported. 

Mr. ALLISON. And printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Iobject. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a little increase there. 


Mr. VEST. Ithought that paragraph was passed over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Three hundred and ninety-four was 


passed over. 
Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 394 was passed over. 
The amendment was agreed to 


'The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to strike 
ont the following paragraph: 


394. Surface-coated papers, plain, embossed, or marbled, 3 cents per pound 
and 10 per cent ad valorem; if printed, or covered with metalor its solutions, 
or with gelatin or flock, 3 cents per pound and 20 per cent ad valorem; - 
ment papers. and plain basic photographic papers for albumenizing, sensiti- 
zing, or ta ccating, 2 cents per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem; manu- 
factures of surface-coated or parchment papers, 10 per cent ad valorem in 
addition to the foregoing rates on the same papers; lithographic prints from 
stone, zinc, aluminium, or other material, bound or unbound (except cigar la- 
bels and bands, lettered or blank, music, and illustrations when form a 
part of a periodical or 8 and accompanying the same, or if bound in 
or forming part of printed ks), on Loper or other material not exceeding 
eight one-thousandths of an inch in thic ess, 25 cents per pound; on paper 
or other material exceeding eight one-thonsandths of an inch and not exceed- 
ing twenty one-thousandths of an inch in thickness, and exceeding 35 square 
inches cutting size in dimensions, 12 cents per pound; prints exceeding eight 
one-thousandths of an inch and not ex g twenty one-thousandths of an 
inch in thickness, and not 8 1 yar inches cutting size in dimen- 
sions, 10 cents per pound; lithographic prints from stone, zinc, aluminium, or 
other material, on cardboard or other material, ex ng twenty one-thou- 
sandths of an inch in thickness, 9 cents per pound; lithographic cigar labels 


and bands. lettered or blank, printed from stone, zinc, aluminium. or other 
material, if printed in less than ten colors, but not including labels printed 
in whole or in part in bronze or metal leaf, 20 cents per pound; if printed in 
ten or more colors, and including labels printed in whole or in part in bronze, 
but not. 338 labels printed in whole or in ut in metal leaf, 25 cents per 
pound; if printed in whole or in part in metal leaf, 40 cents per pound. 

And in lieu to insert: 

394. Surface-coated papas not specially provided for in this act, 2} cents 
per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem: 1 or wholly or partly covered 
with metal or its solutions, or with gelatin or flock, 3 cents per pound and 20 

r cent ad valorem; parchment papers and plain basic pho: 7 — Papers 

or albumenizing, sensitizing, or baryta coating, 2 cents per and 1 
cent ad valorem; albumenized or sensitized paper or paper otherwise sur 
coated for photographic purposes, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask that paragraph 394 may be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. there objection? No objection 
being made, paragraph 394 is passed over. 1 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on 
page 139, after line 22, to strike out the following: 

troc ec 8 

E renve| plain, r cen orem; e em 
printed, tinted, or decorated, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 140, after line2, to insert the 
following paragraph: 

395a. Lithographic prints from stone, zinc. aluminium, or other material, 
Los DE 6 5 i " labels and — music, and 5 
when forming part of & ornewspaper and accom e sam 
or if bound in or da iota of printed pod not ly de for in 
this act), om paper or other material not exceeding eight one-thousandths of 
an inch in thickness, 25 cents per pound; on paper or other material exceed- 
ing eight one-thousandths of an inch and not exceeding twenty one-thou- 
sandths of an inch in thickness, and exceeding 35 square inches cutting size 
in dimensions, 12 cents per poun prints exceeding eight one-thousandths 
of an inch and not exceeding twenty one-thousandths of an inch in thickness, 
and not exceeding 35 square inches cutting size in di ions, 10 cents 
pound; lithographic prints from stone, zinc, aluminium, or other mate 
on card or other material, ex g twenty one-thousandths of an inch 
in thickness, 9 cents per pound; lithographic cigar labels, flaps, and bands, 
lettered or otherwise, printed from stone, zinc, aluminium, or other material, 
if printed in less than ten colors, but not including labels printed in whole or 
in part in bronze or metal leaf, 2) cents per pound; if printed in ten or more 
colors, and including labels printed in whole or in part in bronze, but not in- 
eluding labels printed in whole or in in metal leaf, 25 cents per pound; 
if printed in whole or in part in metal leaf, 35 cents perpound. Books, book- 
lets, and periodicals of paper or other material, of whic! phic prints 


lith 
sro the component part of chief value, 8 cents per pound and 55 Per cent ad 
valorem. 


Mr. VEST. I wish to call attention to the effect of the amend- 
ment in paragraph 395. On the first classification the duty is 
raised 4 cents over the Wilson Act. Under the next classification 
the rise is 5 cents, and under the next the rise is 3 cents; so that 
upon all three of these classifications there is a large increase of 
duty over existing law. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committes on Finance was, on page 
141, after line 15, to insert the following paragraph: 

295b. Writing, letter, note, hand-made, drawing, ledger, bond, record, tab- 
let. and typewriter paper, weighing not less than 10 pounds and not more 
than 15 pounds to the ream, 2 cents per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem; 
weighing more than 15 pounds to the ream, 3j cents per pound and 15 per 
cent ad valorem; butif any such paper is ruled, bordered, embossed, printed, 
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y 10 per cent ad valorem in addition 
'That in computing the duty on such paper 
taken to be a ream. 


decorated in 7 „it shall 
or an: nus 


the f 
ware 18.000 one square inches shall 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out the duty imposed in lines 19 
and 20, page 141, and insert the existing rate—25 per cent ad 

orem. 

The SECRETARY. In lines 19 and 20 strike out the words ‘2 
cents per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem" and insert in lieu 
thereof the words 25 per cent ad valorem.” : 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. In lines 21 and 22 I move to strike out 31 cents 

pound and 15 per cent ad valorem" and insert in lieu thereof 
**35 per cent ad valorem." : 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. Now I want to call attention to the condition of 
this trade and the absolute certainty that there is no necessity for 
these increases. The comparative statement shows that in 1896 
we pics from this country $108,117 worth of writing paper, 
and of all other papers $2,521,901 worth. We imported into the 
United States $146,000 worth. 'This is a mathematical demon- 
stration of the fact that the paper manufacturers of the United 
States control the domestic market and send a large portion of 
their product abroad. 

'There is another change from the existing law which is a most 
significant and important one. Heretofore reams have been 
counted by quires. This changes the system from quires to 
inches. Iam told by kb that it has the effect of increasing 
the duty. Itis a radical departure. In every tariff bill I have 
ever known anything about we have assumed and stated in the 
bill that so many quires of paper madeaream. Here is a change 
to so many inches. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to call attention to a proposition with 
which we are now somewhat familiar, that in Y of the sched- 
ules there is in the comparative statement absolutely no data 
upon which anyone save a trade expert or specialist in the busi- 
ness can find out what the actual percentage of the duty is. In 
regard to 395a, for instance, on page 210 of the comparative state- 
ment, where the Senate rates are from 25 cents to 8 cents a pound 
upon various articles therein set forth, there is nothing to show, 
thero is no calculation, no estimate as to the percentage, no data 
furnished, by which it is possible for anyone to make a computa- 
tion to ascertain whether the rates are very large or not. Obvi- 
ously the paragraphs were drawn by some one familiar with the 
business, and it is safe to say that the duties are so high that it 
would not be safe to disclose them on the face of the document. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, just a word in reply to the Sen- 
ator from California. 

Of course these paragraphs are intended to make the duty on 
paper specific rather than ad valorem. The same difficulty arises 
under paper that arises under a good many of the schedules where 
only an ad valorem duty is provided for. The experts who have 
examined this matter carefully, I will say, agree (at least so far 
as I know they agree) that under 395a and 395b the tariff duty is 
about 35 per cent. Of course it will be a little less on some and a 
little more on others. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
142, after line 4, to insert the following paragraph: 

395c. Paper hangings and paper for screens or fireboards, and all other 
paper not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad yalorem. 

The amendment was to. / ` 

The next amendment was, on page 142, aftér line 8, to insert 


the following: 
Manufactures of paper: 
295d. Books of all kinds, including blank books and pamphlets, and engrav- 
ings bound or unbound, photographs, etchings, maps, , music in books 
or Mem pies printed matter, all the foregoing not specially provided for in 
this act, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALLEN. Ihave been looking through this schedule with 
a view of finding out if any provision is made for books, maps. and 
charts import. for strictly educational purposes. I should like 
to ask the Senator from Iowa if such a provision is made. I have 


been unable to find it thus far. : 1 

Mr. ALLISON. "They are provided forlater in the bill, and put 
u the free list. 

p VEST. I wish to call attention to a gratifying fact to ever: 


American, that this country, comparatively a new one, exporte 
in 1896 of books, maps, engravings, pamphlets, etc., to foreign coun- 
tries $2,338,723 worth and imported about one-half that amount, 
or $1,361,165 worth. It seems to have been the general impres- 
sion in a many quarters that we are dependent for a large 
amount of our literature upon Europe. These official data show 
that instead of the balance of trade being against us as to these 
articles it is largely in our favor. 

I make no motion in regard to the rate, because it is the same 
with the existing law, but I thought it was proper to call atten- 
tion to this instance of the progress made in the United States as 
to education and literary culture. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 142, after line 15, to insert 
the following paragraph: 

995e. Paper envel k 25 cent ad valorem; if bordered, 
bossed, printed, tin ee 30 per cent ad valorem. Tum 

Mr. ALLISON. On behalf of the majority of the committee, I ` 
move to add to paragraph 395e: 

If made from tissue, parchment, or imitation parchment paper, 95 per 
cent ad valorem. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to add a new paragraph, to be called 
895f, which was reported in our printed amendment some weeks 


ago. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as a new paragraph 
the following: 

305f. Ph ; s - 
ak perle Np i e ten and scrap albums, wholly or partly manu: 

The amendment was d to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
142, after line 18, to strike out the following paragraph: 

396. Paper han d f fir 

specially provided tor fn tale aot, 8$ per cent ad valorem: writing: 


paper no p 
note, letter, hand made, drawing, ledger, tablet and t; 94 — 
e 


paper, weighing not less than 10 pounds 'and not more than 15 pou 

ream, 2} cents per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem; we more than 15 
pounds to the ream 6 cents per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem; but if any 
such r is ruled, bordered, em ted or decorated in any man- 
ner, its shall pay 10 per cent ad valorem in addition to the fo: ng rates: 
Provided, That in computing the duty on such paper every 180,000 square 
inches shall be taken to be a ream, without regard to the Wer of sheets 
contained therein. 

The next amendment was, on page 143, after line 11, to strike 
out the following paragraph: 

997. Blank books of all kinds, books, including pamphlets and engravings, 
bound or unboun otogra etchin maj music, charts, 
printed matter — M erase provided for in this — Sper cent ad ede 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 143, after line 16, to strike 
out the following paragraph: 

398. Pla cards, in 'ks not ex 
any Fakes is n excess, 10 cents per pack 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

398. Eisving cards, in packs not exceeding 54 cards and ata like rate for 
any number in excess, 20 cents per pack and 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. I suppose pla cards have no friends in this 
Chamber; but I want to attention to the enormous increase of 
duty, and I think as a revenue matter it is a mistake. This 
amendment raises the duty from 140 per cent, which is an enor- 
mous one, under the present law, to 200 per cent. I suppose if a 
motion were made to increase it to 500 per cent, there would be 
no objection to it, because it is just one of those subjects with 
which morality and religion are arrayed upon one side and the 
ungodly on the other. But, as a matter of eee revenue, I 
do not believe that these enormous duties are su ul. Ithink 
that 140 per cent is enough and will collect more revenue than 
200 cent. Asa matter of protection, it is not needed at all. 

. MILLS. What is the unit of value? 

Mr. WHITE. Eleven cents. The rate proposed is 200 per cent. 

Mr. MILLS. And there is an internal-revenue tax of 3 cents. 

Mr. VEST. Yes. e 

Mr. MILLS. Why make an increase to 200 per cent? 

Mr. VEST. Thatis just the question I am asking. I think it 
is a mistake. 

Mr. MILLS. Of course it is. 

Mr. VEST. I think it will cause a decrease in the revenue. 
We had great doubts in enacting the law of 1891 as to making the 
duty so high as it is, and I believe by reference to the com 
tive statement it will be seen that it did not increase the revenue. 

Mr.WHITE. Icalltheattention of the Senator from Missouri to 
the fact that therevenue for 1896 upon this article was $1,459.75; 
so that the present rate will be absolutely prohibitive. 

Mr. VES Thatis the intention of the act. It is to exclude 
all foreign importations, Asa matter of course, it will decrease 
the revenue. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, under the heading Schedule N.— 
Sundries," on page 144, after line 5,to strike out the following 
parapraph: 

400. Beads of all kinds, not strung, 35 per cent ad valorem; trimmings and 
CCTV 
of E E ORDIS — metal, 50 per cent ad valorem. y 

And to insert in lieu: 

400. Beads of all kinds, not 


54 cards and at a like rate for 
50 per cent ad valorem. 


threaded or strung, 35 per cent ad valorem; 


fabrics, neta or nottings. laces, em ideries, galloons, wea g orna- 
ments, gs, and other articles not specially provided apparo act, 
composed wholly or in of beads or spangles made of glass or paste, gela- 
tin, metal, or other l, but not composed in part of wool, 00 per cent ad 


1897. 


'The amendment was agreed to. 
'The next amendment was, in 
after the word “stained,” to 


ph 401, 


page 144, line 22, 
out P twenty -five” and insert 
“t twenty;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

401. pr geisha ed sod dore cendi 


straw, chi leaf, willow, osier, or rat 


nets, or hoods, not bleached, dyed, colored or 
A —. Liv. , dyed, colored or stained. 20 per cent 

; hats, bonn oods, CO! straw, leaf, 
willow, osier, or rattan, whether 5 PE manuf. e P not 
trimmed, 35 per cent ad m 50 percent ad valorem. But 
the terms "grass" and "straw" shall be understood to mean these snb- 
nece m their natural form and structure, and not the separated fiber 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 402, .145, line 8 
after the word Brushes," to strike out for the 
teeth, and all other brushes, and;” in line 6, sitet ite word 
‘brooms, to strike out the comma; and in line 8, after the words 
“ad valorem,” to strike out the comma and the words ** bristles, 
8 or prepared, 74 cents per pound; * so as to make the para- 
gra 

402. Brushes, brooms and feather dusters of all kinds, and hair pencils, in 
quills or otherwise, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In line 7, page 145, 3 I move to strike 
out ''forty" and insert “thirty-five,” which is the existing law. 
I call attention to the fact that by the comparative statement in 
1896 we exported from this country $180,183 worth of brooms and 
we imported but $12,660 worth, showing that we absolutely con- 
trol the domestic market and export largely abroad. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on 
page 145, after line 9, to insert the following paragraph: 

402}. Bristles, sorted, bunched or prepared, 7j cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 12, page 145, as fol- 


Buttons and button forms. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert immediately after the words 

**Buttons and button forms:” 
RE as UN ROLY OE — or parts 


Trousers bu: 
valued at not more than 15 cen hundred, 5 cents per hundred; valued 
at more than » cd — eere oad not more than —— hundred. 


hundre: FF 15 cents per 
&nd in addition thereto on each of the above buckles or 
ot buokion, Is per cons $4 valorem. 

"The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
strike out paragraph 404, as follows: 


404. Buttons, whether wholly or partly 
and button molds or shall 


parts thereof. 


manufactured, parts of buttons 

blanks, pa; du atthe follo the line 
one-fortieth of 1 inch, namely: eee 
one balfof 1 cent et line per grea 


all the foregoing ib per srk A 
M e ——— 15 per cen rem; 

made of paper, pulp, or other similar 
material not specially provided for 1 7 2 valued at mot oxor 3 


ot specially provided for 
Andi inlieu thereof & to insert: < 


404. Buttons or parts of buttons and button molds or blanks, finished or 
unfinished, shall pay duty a duty nu the following rates, the Tine a es 
being one-fortieth : Buttons known commerciall: agate 


vory, 
fourths of 1 ne De line per line per gross p addition thereto, on all the fore- 


going 8 15 per cent ad valorem; shoe buttons made 
of paper, board. VE r maché, pulp or other similar material, not y 
provided for in act, M eei at not exceeding 3 cents per 3 1 cent per 

for in this act, and collar or cuff 


buttons not specially 

Buttons and studs, 50 per cent Pad valorem. 
Mr. ALLISON. In line 18 of the amended paragraph, after 
the word buttons,“ where it first occurs in the line, I more to 
insert except steel;" and in line 19, after the word bone,“ to 

insert the words ** and steel trousers buttons.” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
woe from Iowa m » stated. m 
e SECRETARY. e amen aph pro to be 
inserted by the committee as a sabel tate tos 8 para- 
graph 404, in line 18, after the word buttons“ where it first oc- 
curs, it is proposed to insert “ except steel; and in line 19, after 
the word “bone,” to insert and steel trousers buttons;" so as to 


Buttons known UT agate buttons, metal trousers buttons, 
[ret eie y cbe tpe rdi rl ne; coe-sweifth of I cent per Hino per gromi 
buttons of bone and steel trousers buttons, one-fourth of 1 cent per line per 


gross, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment as amended, striking out the original paragraph 404 and 
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amended on the motion of the Senator from iowa. 
on the motion of the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment as amended was 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that ; paragraph 403, relating to coal, may 
be over for the ines 
e VICE-PRESIDÉNT. 15 there objection to the request to 
p» oe paragraph 405? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
orde 

The reading of the bill was resumed; and paragraph 406 was 
read, as follows: 

406. Cork bark, cut into squares or cubes, § cents manufactured 
corks over one-half inch in diameter measured a T ogra per 
pound; one-half inch and less in diameter, poii larger end, 25 
per pound; cork, artificial or cork substitutes, manufactured from cork 

waste and not otherwise provided for, 8 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. Inline 20, before the word “inch,” I move to 
strike out “one-half” and insert '*three-fourths of an." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Lowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In pa paragrap ph 406, line 20, 9 Lar pps 
word“ inch,“ it is propos strike out one- 
three-fourths of an;” so as to read. 

Manufactured „„ ol an inch in diameter, measured 
at the larger end, 15 cents per rs 

'The amendment was 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the ord **inch,"atthe beginning of 
2 39. I move to strike out one-half” and insert three-fourths 
of an.“ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 406, page 147, before the word 
“inch,” at the beginning of line 22, it is proposed to strike out 
** one-half" and insert fourths of an;" so as to read: 

Three-fourths of an inch and less in diameter, measured at the larger end, 
25 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I call attention to the fact that this increase of 
duty in line 23 is above the McKinley rate, which was 15 cents per 
pound, and the amendment makes it 25 cents per pound. I move 
to strike out **25 cents" and insert the rate, ** 10 cents." 

Mr. WHITE. With the Senator's permission, I wish to offer 
a substitute. 

Mr. VEST. My colleague on the committee wishes to pro 
a substitute for the whole paragraph, and so I will withhold my 
amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. With the permission of the Senator from Mis- 
souri, I will move to strike out paragraph 406. as reported by the 
committee, and in lieu thereof to insert the following: 

Corks, whole or partially manufactured, 10 cents per pound— 

Which is the present law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri ac- 
Ex peu ST. Gering by the Senator from California? 

T. in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California moves 
an amendment to paragraph 406 in the nature of a substitute, 
"RAT Ri posed to strike out paragraph 406 

e SECRETARY is pro ou 
and in lieu thereof to insert: 8 

Corks, wholly or partially manufactured, 10 cents per pound. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in parggraph 409, page 148, line 10, 
after the words ** emery wheels," to strike out the comma ‘and the 
word ** and;" and in line 11, after the word “ files," to insert and 
manufactures of which emery is the comp ent material of chief 
value;” so as to make the paragraph rea 

400. Emery grains,and emery paren rents pulverized, or re- 

manufactures of 


fined, 1 cent per d; emery wheels 2 
which emery is is the component material of chief value, 25 per cent 44 


valorem. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. VEST. Icall attention to the fact that emery wheels for 
the first time are now put on the dutiable list; and I am at a loss 
to know, even with the enormous increases found all throu this 
bill, why this should have been done. We exported, in 1896, 762 
worth of emery wheels, and we imported none. So there can be 
no object here of protecting the American manufacture, for 
is not a single dollar's worth of these articles brought to 
country, while last year we exported nearly $50,000 worth. While 
it is a comparatively small matter, yet I think this increased tax- 
ation is arbitrary and not necessary. 

Mr. ALLISON. I inquire what was done in the case of the 
comma, which was proposed to be stricken out by the committee, 
after the words ** em wheels," in line 10? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was stricken out. 

Mr. ALLISON. The comma ought to remain, and I ask that it 
may be restored, 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Without objection, the comma after 
the words ‘emery wheels” will be restored, the amendment of the 
committee proposing to strike it out being disagreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 14, on page 148, 


sb losive substances.” The next amendment of the Committee 
on Finance was, in paragraph 410, page 148, line 15, before the 
word cents,“ to strike out *'eight" and insert ''six;" so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

410. Firecrackers of all pre d cents per pound, the weight to include all 
coverings, wrappings, and packing material. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 412, 148, line 24, 
before the word “cents,” to strike out five“ and insert ‘‘four;” 
in line 1, on page 149, before the word *'cents," to strike out 
“eight” and insert ‘‘six;” and after the word pound,“ at the 
end of the same line, to strike out **smokeless powder, 12 cents 
per pound;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

iy wt ten and all arpion to kent aere ie usod e F Siting, 
a ^" tin u. when ut a or r und, 
— pL: pound: v oad above N) cents per pound, 6 cents per dee qa 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 413, page 149, line 3, 
after the word descriptions,“ to strike out ‘‘per gross of 144 
boxes, containing not more than 100 matches per box, 10 cents 
per gross; when imported otherwise than in boxes containing not 
more than 100 matches each, 1 cent per 1,000 matches" and insert 
“20 per cent ad valorem;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

413. Matches, friction or lucifer, of all descriptions, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALLISON. I wish to modify the amendment proposed by 
the Committee on Finance by striking out **20 per cent ad valo- 
rem," and amending the text of the bill as it came from the House 
by striking out *' ten,” in line 6, before the word cents,“ and in- 
serting eight;“ and in line 8, by striking out *'one," before the 
word “cent,” and inserting *' three-fourths of a." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee amendment having 
been withdrawn, the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Iowa will be stated. 

The Secretary. In paragraph 413, line 6, before the word 
“cents,” itis proposed to strike out “ten” and insert ''eight;" 
and in line 8, before the word ‘‘cent,” to strike out one“ and 
insert ‘‘ three-fourths of a;“ so as to make the paragraph read: 

413. Matches, friction or lucifer, of all descriptions, per gross of 144, con- 
taining not more than 100 matches per box, 8 cents per gross; when imported 
otherwise than in boxes containing not more than 100 matches each, three- 
fourths of a cent per 1,000 matches. 

Mr. WHITE. Icall attention to the fact that the Senate com- 
mittee having this matter in charge, afterinvestigation, so amended 

graph 413 as to make it accord exactly with the Wilson law, 
and now the committee propose to recede from the position thus 
taken and adopts a much higher rate. Thatis the real gist of the 
question now before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question before the Senate is on 
agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa on 
behalf of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VEST. Icall for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GRAY. Let us have just a word of explanation, please, I 
think we are entitled to it. 

Mr. ALLISON, The committee originally recommended 20 per 
cent ad valorem in lieu of the specific rates provided for in the 
bill as it came to us from the House of Representatives. On 
further examination, we are led to believe that these matches 
should have a specific duty. 'There are large importations from 
Japan and other countries, and it is said there are great under- 
valuations; and especially are there undervaluations in importa- 
tions from across the border. "Therefore, we po jose, in lieu of 20 

r centad valorem, to make a specific duty which is substantially 
5o r cent ad valorem. 

. WHITE. Iinquire of the Senator, taking 8 cents per gross, 
which he now indicates as the 88 amount, what is the corre- 
sponding ad valorem percentage? e comparative statement af- 
fords no information whatever either as to 10 cents per gross or 
8 cents per gross. 

Mr. LISON. From the best information I can secure, I 
think on many of the matches it will be a little less than 20 per 
cent and on others it will be a little over that. 

Mr. WHITE. Iam told it is over 50 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. That may be so on some of the very small vari- 
eties of matches. 

Mr. WHITE. No; on the general description. 

Mr. ALLISON. Also on some of the high-priced matches. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the match industry in this country 
has grown to be one of very great importance and of very great 
5 Match manufacturers have been enabled, it seems 

me, to prosecute very successfully their business. All great 
businesses, which appeal in their product to the masses of the 
coun for consumption, if properly managed, are immensely 
profitable; that is, the scale of consumption is immense, I can 


very readily understand why those who are engaged in the man- 
ufacture of things which are used by the million demand higher 
duties than those who make a comparatively small line of articles 
that are used by the very wealthy. A man who gets an eighth of 
& cent on every tin cup that is used by 70,000,000 people is better 
off than the man who gets $1 on every silk dress. So it is, we 
Observe, on all the manufactures which go into general consump- 
tion and which are used in every cabin in this country, in every 
home, however humble, they being necessities of life, that the per- 
sons who control those industries demand a high ad valorem rate 
of duty, and they demand it under the guise always of a specific 
duty, because that serves to conceal the ad valorem, and answers 
their purpose better in preventing importations and interfering 
with access to the cheaper products of the world. 

Mr. President, I know something about the match industry. It 
has been a very large industry in my own State; in fact, the mod- 
ern match industry started in the State of Delaware, and the 
Diamond Match Company took its name from the Diamond State. 
Which in part represent. Now, Ishould like to know why it is that 
this industry, which I know has been successfully carried on and is 
being successfully carried on to-day, demands the levy of a tribute 
upon every man, woman, and child in the country to make that 
business more profitable? Where doesthe information come from? 
Itisex parte. Itcould not have come here through investigation, 
for the Senator does not state that there has been an investigation, 
He states that they have been informed. Informed by match 
manufacturers? e know there is a great syndicate, à match 
trust, out in the Western country, and some voy able and wealthy 
people are interested in it. I do not understand why the compar- 
atively moderate 20 per cent ad valorem, which the Senate com- 
mittee were quite ing to report here, should be changed and 
upon whose demand it is changed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwillsay a word in response to the Senator 
from Delaware. 'Those who have the administration of this law, 
the experts of the Treasury, say to us that this duty should be 
specific and not ad valorem, in order that whatever duties are 
levied may be collected. That being true, we found in this par- 
agraph a specific duty of 10 cents per gross and 1 cent per thou- 
sand for matches in bulk; and, as near as we could ascertain, 
taking all the matches by and large, 8 cents a gross, I frankly say 
to the Senator, I think will work out a slight increase on the 
present duty, if honestly administered; but as it is now adminis- 
tered under the ad valorem duty, these matches come in, especially 
from Japan and from other countries, at à mere nominal valua- 
tion, for they are valued in the country whence they come. 

Mr. GRAY. I want to know right there, is there anything in 
the demand made by these match manufacturers that is based 
upon the 5 necessary by reason of the duty on lumber? 

Mr. ALLISON. They make the contention—and I suppose there 
is something in it—that there is an increased duty on lumber. 
There is also an increased duty on phosphorus in bill. The 
present duty on phosphorus, I believe, is 15 cents per pound, 

Mr. GRAY. hich is proposed to be raised. 

Mr. ALLISON. The House of Representatives fixed the rate 
10 5 at 20 cents per pound, and we have reduced it to 

cents. 

Mr. GRAY. That is below the present duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. Below the present duty. Butthe paragraph 
has been passed over because it has been demonstrated to us that 
10 cents a pound is absolutely necessary. There is also an in- 
creased duty in this bill placed upon glue, which is a very impor- 
tant element in this manufacture. So the duty on their raw 
materials has been increased. 

Mr.GRAY. Thatis what I am after—the basis for the demand 
of the increase on the manufactured product. 

Mr. ALLISON. The manufacturers make that demand. 

Mr. GRAY. That illustrates what we have had demonstrated 
before, the far-reaching effect of a duty on the raw material. 

Mr. ALLISON. It does. 

Mr. GRAY. You can nof tell where it is going to strike. 

Mr. ALLISON. All these 2 are far reaching. 

Mr. GRAY. So we go, That shows that the basic principle of 
raw material is worth considering. 

Mr.ALLISON. Iwanttosaya word about the manufacture of 
matches, There are about thirty or thirty-five of these match fac- 
tories in the United States all told. "They are in California, ín 
Oregon, in Indiana, in Michigan, in Illinois, in Wisconsin, in 
New York, in Pennsylvania, in New Jersey, and in West Virginia, 
I believe. They are scattered all over the country. The Diamond 
Match Company, which, I believe, had its origin in the State of 
Delaware, is one of the large manufacturers of matches, and I un- 
derstand manufactures about 50 per cent of all the matches con- 
sumed in the United States. They have peers as I have been 
told—I do not know how true it is—purchased large interests in 
a factory, or have erected a factory in Liverpool, in which they 
have a large interest, though I am told they are not the exclusive 
owners, 
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Possibly it may be very agreeable and pleasant forthem to have 
a low duty on matches, so as to secure our market for their prod- 
uct; I do not know what their view is, but certainly to be ready 
for any contingency as to the production of matches. Thetwenty- 
five or thirty match factories outside of the Diamond Match Com- 

y are not, however, able to do this. Therefore if this industry 
is to remain in our country it is necessary that there should bea 
duty imposed, and the duty here is specific, and is not largely 
above the duty in the present law. That is all there is to this 

uestion. 

ic Mr. SMITH. Iam glad to hear the Senator from Iowa say this 
request is made by the match manufacturers, because there hap- 
pens to be a very large concern located in the State of New Jersey, 
and they have written me to the effect that they do not require and 
donot want any protection; that the bill as it came from the House 
was made up entirely in the interest of what is known as the Dia- 
mond match trust, and that as individual manufacturers they do 
not need it and do not want it. The letter to which I have referred 
is signed by Mr. Gould, who owns a large match concern at Cam- 
den, N. J. So there seems to be some difference of opinion amongst 
match manufacturers as to whether they need protection or not in 
this instance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the originat 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance, not including, 
however, the amendments to the text. 

Mr. VEST. IL asked for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ALLISON. I now desire that the committee amendment 
be disagreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will decide that, in the 
absence of objection, the original amendments are disagreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I now move, in line 6, to insert eight instead 
of “ten,” and in line 8 “three-fourths of 1 cent per pound” in- 
stead of **1 cent." : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proponen by the Senator from Iowa. 

. ALLISON. Now I wish to read a brief statement which I 
find in the ropors of the House hearings on matches. I do this for 
the benefit of our friend the Senator from New Jersey. 

v WHITE. From what page does the Senator propose to 
read? 

Mr. ALLISON. Page 1869: : 

Our city of Camden has four — 7 match factories, employing more than 


500 hands, with an te capital of $450,000. To-day but one plant is run- 
ning, and that one is losing money, and all because foreign matches are being 
imported into the Unite 


States at a cost of 20 cents per gross from 5 
when it costs us 40 cents per gross to produce them here. I speak of the 
most salable size—the ng 60 matches to the box. 

The Diamond Match Qua has erected at Liverpool a large os cost- 
ing $1,000,000, and they are sa: ed to have the present Wilson tariff. We 
are not connec in any manner with trusts or pools, but we can not compete 
with the pauper labor of Europe. 


H. B. HAMELL, 
Vice-President New Jersey Match Company. 


I regret to see that New Jersey seems to be divided on this ques- 
tion. The match companies in New Jersey, outside of the one 
alluded to by the Senator from New Jersey who has just spoken, 
all say that it is impossible for them to get on without a duty on 
matches, and they want it ific, as the experts of the Treasury 
want it specific. That is I think there is about the match 


uestion. 

* The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendments 
proposed by the committee are agreed to. The Senator from Mis- 
souri moves to restore 20 per cent ad valorem, the Chair thinks. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What is the motion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To restore 20 per cent ad valorem. 
The Chair does not know in what shape the amendment is pro- 


Mr. WHITE. If I understand it, it is to insert paragraph 326 of 
the present law. : 
. VEST. Yes, sir. 
Mr. WHITE. "That paragraph reads as follows: 


Matches, friction or lucifer, of all descriptions, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALLISON. What is the motion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is to strike out paragraph 
413 and insert the provision of the Wilson law. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon the amendment the yeas and 
sa are demanded by the Senator from Missouri. 

yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. Were he pres- 
ent, I should vote ‘‘ yea." 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS]. 
present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). 


box con 


I am paired 
If he were 


I am paired 


with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. If he were 
present, I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], and therefore 
DHT my vote on this question, as I shall do for the rest of the 


y. 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY], and therefore 
do not vote. 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna]. If he were present, 
I should vote “ yea." 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
ei Senator from Idaho [Mr. Saour]. Were he present, I should 
vo E yea. * 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr.CANNON. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Rhode 
gren ALDRICH]. If he were present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr.HANSBROUGH. Iam paired with the senior Senator from 
RE" ud Mr. DANIEL]. 

r. HAWLEY. Iam paired with the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. rri If he were present, I should vote nay." 

Mr. CLAY. Itransfer my pair with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LopGE] to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MARTIN], 
and will vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. TILLMAN (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THurston]. I did 
not notice that he was absent. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to announce that my colleague 8 
CLARK], who is unavoidably absent, is paired with the junior Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. Harris], who is also absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 

Bacon, Gray. Murph Smi 
Ru: tees c Num 

ilton, Lau et ew, s 
Clay, Mallory, Pettus, Vest, 
Cockrell, i Walthall 

NAYS—28. 
Allison, Foraker. McEne Spooner, 
Burrows, e. j Nelson, ^ Stew. 4 
Carter, ger, Per Warren, 
Chandler, Gear, Platt, Conn. Wetmore, 
Cullom, Hale, Platt, N. Y. ilson. 
Deboe, Hoar, Prite! : 
Fairbanks, McBride, Proctor, 
NOT VOTING—4. 

Aldrich, Faulkner, Kyle, ua: 
Allen, George, 8 Raalins, 
Baker, rman, Lod Sewell, 
Bate, Mc. " Shoup, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Mantle, Teller 
Caffery, Harris, Kans. in, 
Cannon, Harris, Tenn. n, man, 
Clark. Hawley, Mitchell, "Wellington, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. organ, White, 
Davis, Jones, Nev. Morrill, Wolcott. 
Elkins, Kenney, Penrose, 


So Mr. VEsT's amendment was rejected. 

Ror 3 Lask the Secretary to read the paragraph as 
it stands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

1 friction or lucifer, of all descriptio r gross of 1 
nA apu more than 100 matches per box, 8 EI per — Pe org ree 
ported otherwise than in boxes containing not more than 100 matches each, 
three-fourths of 1 cent per 1,000 matches. 

Mr. ALLISON. "That is all right. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 414, page 149, line 
13, after the word caps,“ to strike out: 

And 10 per cent ad valorem; safety fuse, covered in part or wholly with 
yarns, tape, or gutta-percha, 45 per cent ad valorem. 

So as to make the paragraph read: 

4M. Percussion caps, 30 per cent ad valorem; cartridges, 
valorem; blasting cape. per 1,000 caps. ei DOE Font E 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to call the attention of Senators from the 
mining States to this very large increase upon blasting caps. In 
the Wilson Act we put the duty at $2.07 a thousand caps. Very 
great complaint was then made from the mining States because 
so large a duty was imposed. Now it is proposed to make it $2.36 
and 10 per cent ad valorem, I believe, or 15 per cent. 

Mr. FRYE. The ad valorem duty is stricken out. 

Mr. VEST. Very well It is proposed to make it $2.36 a thou- 
sand, an increase from $2.07 to $2.36. I move tostrike out “$2.36” 
and insert ‘‘ $2.07,” to which I call the attention of Senators from 
ys mining States, who understand the matter much better than 

0. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 
amendment of the Senator from 
The amendment was rejected. : 
- Mr. PETTIGREW. Isee the committee have stricken out the 
ovision which placed the duty at 45 per cent ad valorem apes 
Diasting or safety fuse, used in mining operations. I should like 
.to ask what the duty will be on safety fuse with this provision 
stricken out of the bill? 
Mr. ALLISON. It will come under paragraph 411, page 148, 
80 per cent. or if covered with gutta-percha it will be 35 per cent. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. It will be35 per centif covered with gutta- 
rcha? 
r. ALLISON. Yes, sir; the rates will be 35 and 30 per cent. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Then the rate will be according to what 
composes the principal part of the fuse. Suppose it is formed of 
linen; the rate would be under theblanketclause in regard to linen? 

Mr. ALLISON. None of it will pay over 45 per cent under any 
basket clause. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Under the basket clauses the duty would 
vary, according to what the article is made of? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; 80, 85, and 40. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move to add, at the end of paragraph 414, 
just what the committee have stricken out, amending it by striking 
out “ forty-five” and inserting ‘‘ten,” so that the duty on safety 
fuse will be 10 per cent ad valorem. 1t will then read: 

Safety fuse, covered in part or wholly with yarns, tape, or gutta-percha, 10 
per cent ad valorem. 

This is the fuse used in the mining regions of our country. 
Four firms manufacture it. Two years ago they sold it for $2.80 
a thousand feet. ‘To-day they sell it for $4.95 per thousand feet. 
They have formed a combination by which they sell to the powder 
dealers only and compel them to charge the price fixed by the 
combination. The combination is formed upon the plan of the 
sugar trust and the other trusts in this country. Last year cer- 
tain persons started to build a factory in Chicago. The combina- 
tion thereupon put down the price to a low figure, $1.50 a thousand 
below what they are now charging, and discot ed those people 
-so that they went out of business, and immediately the price was 
raised ER to $4.95. I am credibly informed that they propose 
to increase the price from $4.95 to $5.50 a thousand in case they 
can get the duties provided in this bill. 

Under these circumstances, and owing to the fact that the law 
of competition is 9 overturned, the theory upon which 
we levy protective duties, it seems to me the rates should be 

laced at a point where competition can operate, so that the min- 
hs industry of the country will not be subject to this burden. 
There are but few people engaged in the nas f in fact, only 


question is on agreeing to the 
uri. 


three or four families, perhaps not more than a.dozen people in 
all, and the work is done by machinery, scarcely any labor being 
employed. ^ D 

I ask the Secretary to read a letter which I have received in re- 
gard to this trust. 

'The Secretary read as follows: 


DENVER, COLO., May $1, 1897. 


me handled exclusively the product of the Western Fuse Company. 
t 


$5.15, and the Judson Company 
officiall 


amount of the monthly purchases 
paid into the San Francisco Fuse 
th and distributed thereafter among the fuse companies, th: 

: their part agreeing to sell only to the powder 88 
ed in my last letter, a cago factory was contem- 


the pro; sche: 
ve it 9 if the 
becomes a law. 

Imay furthermore say, for your guidance, that nearly all the fuse used in 
f State comes from California, and is supplied to the trade in the follow- 

manner: 

Saason D ite and Powder Com furnishes Western fuse. 

California Powder Company 8 Eva fuse. 

Giant Powder Company furnishes Ensign, Bickford & Co. fuse. 

‘This, in brief, is the hi of the fuse combination, and will, I trust, assist 
n the object we all have in view. 
ours, y 


Senator PETTIGREW, Washington, D. €. 


J. FITZ. BRIND. 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. I have further information with regard to 
this trust which I also desire to have read and placed in the REC- 
ORD. It appears that the combination of fuse makers not only 
have fixed the price arbitrarily at more than 100 per cent profit, 
but they have also divided the country between them’ and said 
what portion of it should be gun by one member of the com- 
bination and what portion of it should be plundered by another. 
If we are passing a tariff bill for the purpose of making the rate 
so that these combinations can go to the limit of the tariff in the 
price they charge, itis well for the people of this country to under- 
stand it. Wo will have the issue well defined. We will have it 
distinctly presented that the pur of the billis to give thetrust 
a chance to charge the limit of the tariff, not to furnish competi- 
tion, so as to provide cheaper goods to our own people, but to pre- 
vent competition, overthrowing the laws of trade and declaring 
that competition is killing. I ask the Secretary to read the article 
which I send to the desk. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The fuse is made gp relly Per ed e made by four firms, all of which are 

ckford & Co., controlled by a single family, 

i Company, com 

h located at Simsbury, Conn.; fhe Western 
Fuse Company and the Eva Fuse Company, of San Francisco. Ensign, Bick- 
ford & Co. also have a branch in San Francisco. Two associations have been 
formed, the three concerns doing business in San Francisco and the two lo- 
cated in Connecticut. These two associations work in the most absolute har- 
mony. The price at which fuse is to be sold is fixed by the Western associa- 
far as Colorado, which is the common point for both associa- 
hich make their settle- 


tion, selling as 
tions. 'The fuse is sold to powder companies only, w 

ments monthly with an nt of each association, the proceeds of sales bein 
divided between the erent fuse companies by the agent. The 

fuse in this market before the combination was formed was about per 
1,000 feet in carload lots. Since the formation of these associations the prico 
has been gradually raised, until now the price paid by the powder companies 
is led — 1,000 feet in gar load lots or less, 

e fuse is made Apnd by machinery and, though a very important in- 
dustry, does not require the employment of alarge number of men. The 
combination is one of the most compact in*the United States. The powder 
company is required to report every sale of fuse made, and the settlements 
are made upon these repcrts. The ff rate has been uniformly 35 per cent 
&d valorem since she pere d of the McKinley bill, no change having been 
made in the Wilson E the samo rate is imposed by the Dingley bill as 
it came from the House. 

Representations have been made to our Senators that the effect of the 
maintenance of this rate has been to raise the price of fuse in this market, 
and that a 10 per cent duty is eat Front for protection, and action will doubt- 


less be taken in the Senate committee. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. It seems a new way to secure prosperity, 
that we should select these trusts and combinations and p. an 
excessive rate upon what they produce in order to facilitate that 
which they are already doing, combining and charging the high- 
est possible price for their products. This fuse is used in the min- 
ing States. I propose to put upon record, by the yeas and nays, 
the Senators from those States, and see whether a caucus combi- 
nation is strong enough tocompel them to vote to make the miner 
pay this bonus to the combination of fuse makers. 

Mr. WILSON. May I ask the Senator from South Dakota a 
question? Do the miners pay for the fuse? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Most certainly they pay for it. 

Mr. WILSON. Do not the owners of the great mines have to 
ux ese it? 

r. PETTIGREW. All over that mining country, all over the 
State 3 in part by the Senator from Washington, are 
thousands of men prospecting. The great mines are few, but the 
prose and the miners are many. "Thousands of men in his 

tate and my State are out through those mountains prospecting 
for mines, sinking shafts, running tunnels, developing their prop- 
erty. Theyare buying the fuse for that purpose. Their number, 
compared with the number of men connected with great mines 
who buy it, is twenty to one. Most certainly the miners buy the 
fuse,and they pay forit. Most certainly it is a tax upon every 
toiler and producer in that country. 

Mr. WILSON. When I sunk a shaft I bought my own fuse. 
The miners did not buy it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes; that is true. The Senator from 
Washington hired men and bought the fuse for them, no doubt; 
but, aside from the fact that he furnished the money and employed 
the men, as I said before, there are thousands of men all through 
the mountains in his State who themselves are purchasing the 
fuse and working and developing their own Lost edt 

The men I refer to are the pioneers of the mining industry and 
are entitled to our special care. They were buying fuse for $3.50 
E 1,000 feet, and in a week it rose to $6.50 per 1,000 feet. They 

ow this was done by a combination of producers, and they have 
not forgotten and will not forget or forgive the men who put this 
unjust and dishonest burden upon them. These men are the very 
bone and sinew of our mining industries. 'They are industrious, 
honest, persistent. To them we owe a debt of gratitude which 
will never be paid. Are Senators going to vote to leave them 
where this greedy combination of rich firms can contrive to plun- 
der them YU nar richer at their expense? 

Mr. T . Mr. President, the mining in this coun 
largely carried on by the individual efforts of poor men, and w. 


is 
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the Senator from Washington may be sufficiently strong in his 
capital to pay for the fuse without noticing the 1oss, it is not true 
of a great many men who are producing gold and silver in the 
United States. 

Mr. WILSON. May I interrupt the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON. This question has been brought up simply by 
the interrogatory I made. I did purchase the fuse, but 1 got 
broke " in the business. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator was like a good many other men 
who have attempted to mine in the Western country. He “got 
broke.” I think the majority of those who have mined have 
“gone broke” at some time. It is the exception when a man gets 
rich at mining. And one hears about the exceptions and never 
hears about the broken people. In many parts of the West prob- 
ably 75 per cent of the output comes from men who do their own 
labor and own their own mines, or if they are not the owners of 
the mines they are lessees. That is the class of men who are taxed 
by the imposition of duties upon fuse, 

I challenge the committee to show that anybody has given them 
any evidence whatever that they can justify themselves in saying 
that there is a condition in the United States touching the fuse 
business that requires an additional tariff on fuse. If there has 
been anybody before the committee, it is the trust, the combina- 
tion of which the Senator from South Dakota has spoken—a com- 
bination that has added very materially to the cost of fuse within 
the last two years, and a combination which proposes, if this ad- 
ditional duty is put on, to add again to the burdens upon the 


miners. 

Mr. President, I do not know upon what theory this bill goes. 
I do not know whether it is the theory of the committee and 
party that are backing the pending bill that it is a bill Vom 

rotective principles or a bill for revenue, or whether it is a bill 
Les both purposes. Ido know, though, that, whether it is a bill for 
tection or revenue, there is no justification for an increase of 
uty at this time upon this article. If it is bill for revenue, the 
revenue derived from the article is trifling and small, and it is not 
a subject-matter upon which the Government of the United States 
ought to be attempting to get revenue. If it is for protection, I 
challenge the committee to show that there is any reason on the 
face of the earth why there should be an additional duty put upon 
it unless it is that it may assist and support this trust with other 
trusts. - 

The mining industry of the country is one to be encouraged, 
whether it be the mining of iron, coal, copper, silver, or gold, and 
it can not be encouraged by patting. an additional duty, as the 
committee have done, upon fuse, and an extra duty upon cyanide 
and other things that are calculated to burden the mining inter- 
ests. Asone in favor of protection, I would be willing that there 
should be a fair duty upon every article that enters into the min- 
ing industry necessary for the protection of those e in the 
industry of producing fuse,cyanide, or anything else. Iam will- 
ing that the mining industry shall bear its share in supporting the 

rotective system, because it has been the protective theory (and 

e protective theory is good for nothing unless it is true) that 
eventually, when we have built up the enterprises and industries 
in this country, the men who paid the additional price and bore 
the additional burdens should then be benefited. 

Mr. President, if the committee can show on this or any other 
article that there is a necessity for an increased duty in order that 
they may procure for the American manufacturer and the Ameri- 
can producer a market that will equalize the labor in this countr 
and the labor in some other country where the article is produced, 
Jam willing that an industry that is so large in my State shall 
bear its proportion of the burden. I am not one of those who be- 
lieve that the people who import goods into this country bear the 
entire burden of an import duty. I know they do not. ButIam 
not willing, for the sake of building up and strengthening a trust 
already burdensome to the people who are mining, we should add 
to the burdens they are already bearing. It is a little matter, and 
yet it is a great matter to the man who goes out upon the moun- 
tain side, with nothing but his pick and shovel, perhaps, in the 
way of capital and his strength, that he must pay an additional 
Quty upon these articles that are essential and n in order 
that he may develop the interests of the country and secure a 
paying mine. 

any member of the committee will simply rise here and say 
that they have some evidence which shows that this is an industry 
that needs more protection, I am willing to sit down. I want to 
know upon what theory the bill is being presented and advocated 
and supported. If the Senators who compose the committee show 
that they want this duty for revenue, then I protest that they shall 
not put an additional burden npon the miner for the sake of reve- 
nue. There are a hundred things untouched out of which revenue 
can be had without imposing a burden upon any industry in this 
country, and this is the imposition of a duty upon an industry. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. i 


t, this is the most | fro 


remarkable tempest in a teapot that I have ever known. If any 
one wants to get a thing withouta duty, all he has to do is to reada 
newspaper article and say that there isa trust init. Now, whether 
there is a trust in this matter or not I do not know, for I do not 
know what the trust is, nor do I know what the facts are with 
relation to the parties engaged in the manufacture of it. I do 
know that there are more manufacturers of it in the United States 
than the number stated in the article which was read saying that 
there are but four, There are at least seven. 

It is said that we have increased the duty on this article. It 
happens to be, 80 far as I know, the only thing in the bill in which 
the duty on every article of which it is composed is as high or 
higher than the duty on the finished product. Ido not know but 
that we have done some wicked things in this matter, but the duty 
upon every article of which safety fuse is composed is as high or 
higher as an ad valorem duty than the duty which is imposed in 
the bill. If that is wickedness, why, vote it down. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it is fair to presume that the bill 
is being presented heré and pushed upon some theory. I do not 
suppose any member of the committee will rise here and say that 
where they have raised the duty npon any article they have done 
so without any examination as to why it should be put on. Iwant 
the committee to tell me why they have raised the duty on fuse? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. e have not. 

Mr. TELLER. And Ishall ask them to tell me why they have 
raised the duty on some other things before we get through. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The duty on fuse made of gutta- 
pons and that is quite a large proportion of the fuse, has not 

n raised by the bill. Itisthesamethatitisnow. If that cov- 
ered by linen and jute yarns or tape would come in under the basket 
clause, it would be 45 per cent instead of 35 per cent as it is now, 
because the basket clause has been raised from 35 per cent to 45 
per cent. If it comes in as the Senator from Iowa, who has 
charge of the bill, thinks, under paragraph 111, instead of raising 
the a we have lowered it. tis all there is to this matter. 

Mr. WHITE. Perhaps the Senator from Connecticut will inform 
us from whence the application came to increase the duty, or to fix 
the duty, as the committee seems to be unaware of the proposition 
as to whether it raises or lowers it. Is it possible to inform the 
Senate from whence the application came to make the alteration? 
It seems to have adopted new phraseology. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. PETTIGREW and Mr. WHITE called for the yeas and 


nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CANNON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. If he were here, 
I should vote ** yea." 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] to the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. MARTIN], and vote ‘‘ yea." 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. If he were 
present, I should vote ** yea." y 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Kenney]. If he were 
present, I should vote ** nay." 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Ohio (Mr. HANNA]. If he were present, 
I should vote yea." 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). 1 ask if the junior 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

ME SMITH. I withhold my vote, as I am paired with that 
nator. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his named wascalled). Iagainannounce 
my pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. If he 
were present. I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). I inquire if the 
Senator from Minn eR Davis] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESID . The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
Davis] has not voted. 

URPIE. I withhold my vote, being paired with that 
Senator. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GRAY (after having voted in the affirmative). I ask if 
the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. GRAY. I have a general pair with the senior Senator from 
Illinois, but I understand that the senior Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. JoxEs] is absent on committee business, and I will transfer 
my pair with the senior Senator from Illinois to the senior Senator 
m Arkansas and let my vote stand, 
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Mr. HAWLEY (after having voted in the negative). Iinad- 


vertently voted. am paired with the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. mini and withdraw my vote. 
Mr. DANIEL. Iam paired with the senior Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. HANsBROUGH]. Otherwise I should vote “yea.” 
Mr. HAWLEY. I am informed that I can transfer my pair to 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Maso], and Ido so. Lvote “nay.” 
The result was announced -yeas 24, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—2. i 
Allen, Gray, Mills, Stewart, 
Bacon, Heitfeld, Murphy, Teller, 
Berry, Kyle, Pasco, Turner, 
Butler, Mc ^ Pettigrew, est. 
Chilton, Mallory, Pettus, Walthall, 
A Mantle, Roach, White. 
NAYS—A. 
Allison, Foraker, Nelson, Shoup, 
Burrows, ve, Pi Spooner, 
ter, Gallinger, Platt, Conn. arren 
Chandler, Hawley, latt. N. Y. Wellington, 
k oar, Pritchard, Wetmore, 
Fair McBride, tor, m. 
NOT VOTING-AL 
Faulkner, Kenney, uay, 
Baker, Gear, indsay, w 
te, George, » Sewell, 
Caffery, Gorman, McEnery, Smith, 
Cannon, Hale, McM i urston, 
k, Hanna, Martin, n, 
kre! Hansbrough, Mason Turpie, 
Cullom, Harris, Kans. Mitchell, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Harris, Tenn. Morgan, 
Davis, Jones, Ark. Morrill, 
Jones, Nev. Penrose, 


So Mr. PETTIGREW’s amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

415. Feathers and downs of all kinds, including bird skins or parts thereof 
with the feathers on, crude or not dressed, colored, or otherwise advanced or 
manufactured in any manner, not specially provided for in this act, 15 per cent 
ad valorem; when , colored, or otherwise advanced or manufactured 
in any mauner, including quiltsof down and other manufactures of down, and 
also and finished birds suitable for millinery ornaments, and artificial 
or ornamental feathers, fruits, grains, leaves, flowers, and stems or parts 
thereof, of whatever material composed, not specially provided for in this act, 
50 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask that that paragraph may be passed over. 

Mr. WHITE. It is to be passed over, I understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? The Chair 
hears none, and paragraph 415 is passed over. ; 

'The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 416, page 150, line 5, before the word ‘‘twenty,” to insert 
“including fur skins carroted;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

416. Furs, dressed on the skin but not made up into articles, and furs not on 
the skin, prepared for hatters' use, including fur skins carroted, 20 per cent 
ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 7 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 13 on page 150, the 
last paragraph read being as follows: 

420. Hair, curled, suitable for beds or mattresses, 10 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out paragraph 420 and insert 
what I send to the desk. It is a modification of the r 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be F 

The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 420 and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 

490. Hair curled, suitable for beds or mattresses, and hair drawn or cleaned, 
15 per cent ad valorem. i 

Mr. GRAY. I will ask the Senator from Iowa if that is not a 
restoration of the rate in the law of 1890? 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe it is. 

Mr. GRAY. It is an abandonment of the reduction bdr 
by*tlie Senate committee and a restoration of the McKinley rate. 
I merely want to remark that here is another illustration of the 
abandonment of the reductions that were heralded to be made in 
the bill by the Senate committee and the restoration of high rates, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 

aph 421, page 150, line 15, after the words hair seating," to 

ert *and hair press cloth;" so as to make the paragraph read: 


421. Haircloth, known as *'crinoline" cloth, 10 cents per square yard; hair- 
cloth, known as hair seating," and hair press cloth, 20 cents per square 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I move to strike out the pa aph as amended 
and to insert in lieu thereof paragraph 833 of the present law, 
which fixes the rate at 6 cents per square yard. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, Insert, instead of paragraph 421 as modified, 
the following: 

421, Haircloth, known as “ crinoline cloth," 6 cents per square yard. 


Mr. VEST. Before the vote is taken I want to call attention to 
the fact that here is another increase over the McKinley rate. 
Inthe Wilson Act—the existing law—the duty is 6 cents per square 
yard, and under the McKinley Act it was 8 cents a square yard. 
Now itis put up to 10 cents a square yard, and yet we were told 
by the Senator from Rhode Island that none of the rates would 

o above the McKinley rates, and a great many of them were be- 
ow the existing law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from California. 

e amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 423, page 151, line 4, 
after the word “ware,” to strike out— 
per gross of 144 boxes, containing not more than 100 matches per box, 10 cents 
m gross; whenimported otherwise than in boxes containing not more than 

00 matches each, 1 cent per 1,000 matches— 
and insert ‘‘manufactures of wood or other pulp;" so as to make 
the paragraph read: 


423. Indurated fiber ware and manufactures of wood or other pulp, 35 
cent àd valorem. , E xsv 


Mr. ALLISON. In line 9, after the word “pulp,” I move to 
insert ** not specially provided for." 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
151, under the heading of **Jewelry and precious stones," para- 
graph 424, line 13, after the word * thereof!" to insert “ finished or 
unfinished; in line 15, after the word “set,” to strike out “or 
strung;” and in line 16, before the words “ per cent,” to strike out 
“fifty ” and insert ‘‘sixty;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

424. Articles commonly known as jewelry, and parts thereof, finished or 
unfinished, not specially provided for in this act, including precious stones 
set, pearls set, and cameos in es, 60 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. I call attention to the fact that there is another 
increase over the e Act, it being an increase from 50 per 
ceni to 60 per cent. Under the existing law the rate is 35 per 
cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrows in the chair). 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the committee, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 425, page 151, line 20, 
after the word “set,” to strike out “15 per cent ad valorem;" an 
in line 1, page 152, after the word “set,” to strike out twenty“ 
ee “all the foregoing, ten;” so as to make the paragraph 
read: 

Diamonds and other precious stcnes advanced in condition or value from 
their natural state by cleaving, splitting. cutting, or other process. and not 
set; imitations of diamonds or other precious stones, composed of glass or 
paste, not exceeding an inch in 5 not engraved, painted, or other- 
wise ornamented or decorated, and not mounted or set, all the foregoing, 10 
per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that paragraph 425 may be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. there be no objection, para- 
graph 425 will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 426, page 152, line 
3, after the word state," to strike out“ not strung or set" and 
pees. pearls strung on silk or cotton threads and not set;“ so as 

o read: 

426. Pearls in their natural state and pearls strung on silk or cotton threads 
and not set, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. After the word “ state,“ in line 8, I move to 
insert ‘‘ half pearls.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa to the amendment proposed by the committee 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 426, page 152, line 8, after the 
word ‘‘ state," it is pro d to insert the words“ half pearls." 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

'The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill, beginning at line 
6, on page 152, under the head of Leather and manufactures of,” 
paragraph 4261. 

Mr. LISON. That isa paragraph proposed to be inserted by 
the committee in relation to hides, and Į ask that it may be passed 
over for the present, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be passed 
over, without objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
x Committee on Finance was to strike out paragraph 427, as 

ollows: 


nished, and enameled leather, weighing not over 10 pounds per dozen hides 
ET per cent ad valorem; weighing over 10 
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pouste por drum aed not ovd 30 cents per pound and 
r cent ad valorem; weighing over 25 pounds per dozen, 20 cents per pound 
and 10 per cent ad valorem; leather shoe laces, wholly or 17 manufac- 
tured, 3 inches or less in length. 55 cents per gross pairs and 20 per cent ad va- 
lorem; exceeding 36 inches in length, 60 cents per gross pairs and 25 per cent 
ad valorem; boots, shoes, and nippers made of leather, 20 per cent ad valo- 
rem: Provided, That leather cut into boot, shoe, or slipper patterns, uppers or 
vamps, or other forms suitable for conversion into manufactured articles, 
shall pa ya duty of 15 per cent ad valorem in addition to the duty herein im- 
posed on leather of the same character as that from which they are cut. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

421. Band or belting leather and sole leather, 20 per cent ad valorem; calf- 
skins, tanned, or tanned and dressed, upper leather, including patent, 
enameled, and japanned leather, dressed or undressed, and finished, and 
other leather; chamois or other skins not specially enumerated or provided 
for in this act, 20 per cent ad valorem; bookbinders' calfskins, kangaroo, 
sheep, and goat skins, including lamb and kid skins, dressed and finished, 20 
per cent ad valorem; skins for morocco, tanned but unfinished, 10 per cent 
&d valorem; pianoforte leather and pianoforte-action leather, 20 per cent ad 
valorem; boots and shoes, made of leather, 25 per cent ad valorem: Provided, 
That leather cut into shoe uppers or vamps, or other forms, suitable for con- 
version into manufactured articles, classified as manufactures of 
leather, and pay duty accordingly. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 153, line 21, after the word “leather” 
where it occurs the second time, I move to insert the words “ and 
all other leather not otherwise specially provided for.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. ; 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 427, on page 153, line 21, after 
the word “leather” where it occurs the second time, it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘‘and all other leather not otherwise specially 
provided for;” so as to read: 

Band or belting leather and sole leather, and all other leather not other- 

specially provided for, 20 per cent ad valorem, ete. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. I now move to strike out, at the beginning of 


line 2, on p 154, the words “and other leather," those words 
being of the amendment already inserted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. In paragraph 427, on p 154, line 2, before 
the word ‘‘chamois,” it is proposed to amend the amendment of 
the committee by striking out the words ‘‘and other leather.” 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

Mr. VEST. I want to make a suggestion to the Senator from 
dowa, which is that we should ascertain whether hides are to be 
pos upon the free list before we go on with this paragraph. I 

e it for granted,if the Senate determine to put hides upon the 
freelist, or to retain them there, that that will very materially 
affect the tax upon leather, the finished product. 

Mr.SMITH. Iaskthat the paragraph relating to hides may 
go over until to-morrow. 

. ALLISON. Ihave no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, para- 
graph 427 will be passed over until to-morrow, and the next 
paragraph will be read. 

Mr. ALLEN. Before thatis done, I should like to ask the Sena- 
tor from Iowa if the committee has agreed as to the policy to be 
pursued ng hides? 


€ rers 85 MN 10 will may Mingo to the 8 ae the 

only objec vein agreeing tha e paragraph in relation to 

hides be passed over is to ascertain whether or not we can make a 

ific duty on hides which will be just in its 5 1 

ink it is possible we shall be obliged to make the duty on hides 
ad valorem rather than specific. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that so far as I know 
the committee intend to ask the Senate to retain the duty on hides, 
either specific or ad valorem. v 

Mr. ALLEN. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope there will be a sufficient duty to be 
appreciable and that will amount to something. 

r. ALLISON. I hope so, too. 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not believe the duty now proposed in the 
amendment of the committee will amount to very much. I think 
there ougat to be a larger duty. 

Mr. LEN. If the Senator will permit me, I think it would 
be altogether improper for us to go on with this schedule and to 
cast our votes on certain items which will come up, on the supposi- 
tion that an attempt will be made to qu hides upon the dutiable 
. the eleventh hour to find out that the committee is 
: Mr. ALLISON. I think I canassure the Senator from Nebraska 
that if there should be an eleventh hour about this matter the 
committee will stand upon the question where it has stood all the 
time. I say this, of course, speaking merely for myself. 

Mr. ALLEN. Thank you. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at page 154, on line 17, under 
the heading Gloves,” paragraph 428. 

Mr. ALLISON. Several Senators have asked that the glove 
Schedule, covering paragraphs 428 to 435, inclusive, may be passed 
over, Ihope there will be no objection to that course. 
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. Mr. WHITE. Isuggestthat paragraph 436 ought to be included 


also. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; I trust paragraph 436 will be considered 
now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand that 
paragraph 436 has been passed over? 

Mr. ISON. No; I proposed to pass over paragraphs 428 to 
435, inclusive. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the para- 
graphs named will be passed over. 

e reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 157, line 20, to strike out 
the subhead Harness and saddlery." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 436 was read, as follows: 

435. Harness, saddles and saddlery, or parts of either, in sets or in parta, 
finished or unfinished, 45 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. WHITE. Iinquire of the Senator from Iowa whether this 
p graph is not also affected by the same proposition regarding 

ee hides? 

Mr. ALLISON. Not at all. 

Mr. WHITE. I presume there is some compensatory duty. 
There should be no compensation if there is no tax on hides. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No amendment is made in that 
paragraph, the House rates having been adopted by the Senate 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VEST. I want to call attention to the fact that the duty 
PRSS in paragraph 436 is an increase over the McKinley rate. 

he McKinley rate was 35 per cent, the Wilson rate 30 per cent, 
and this is 45 per cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
resumed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, under the head of ** Miscellaneous 
manufactures," in par: ph 437, page 157, line 25, after the 
word amber,“ to strike out **asbestus" and insert ‘‘ asbestos,” 
and in line 26, before the word “catgut,” to strike out *'coral;" 
so as to read: : 

. of amber, asbestos, bladders, catgut or whip gut or worm 
gut, etc. 

Mr. WHITE. So far as coral is concerned, I observe that the 
importations in 1893 furnished revenue amounting to $657, and in 
1896 to $758, and this amendment, so far as coral is concerned, is 
an increase of 100 per cent, a rise from the law of 1894 of 50 per 
cent, instead of 25 per cent. It was quite prohibitory as it stood. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in the 
same paragraph, line 26, after the words “ worm gut," to strike out 
** spar.” 

.ALLISON. Iaskthatthatamendment may be disagreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
amendment will be disagreed to. "The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I also ask that the word“ cork may be in- 
serted after the word ** bladders,” in line 25. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. In paragraph 437, line 25, after the word 
“bladders,” it is proposed to insert cork;” so as make the para- 
graph read: 

437. Manufactures of amber, asbestos, bladders, cork, catgut or whip gut or 
worm gut, spar, or wax, or of which these substances or either of them is 
the component material of chief value, not specially provided for in this act, 
25 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 442, page 159, line 6, 
after the word ‘‘metronomes,” to strike out “35 per cent ad 
valorem;" and in line 8, after the word metal,“ to insert all 
the foregoing;” soas to make the paragraph read: 

442. Musical instruments or parts thereof, pianoforte actions and parts 
thereof, strings for musical instruments not otherwise enumerated, cases for 
musical instruments, pitch pipes, tuning forks, tuning hammers, and metro- 
nomes; strings for musical instruments, composed wholly or in part of steel 
or other metal, all the foregoing, 45 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I move to strike out paragraph 442 as amended 
and insert in lieu thereof graph 3263 of the present law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from California will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 442 as 
amended and in lieu thereof to insert: 

Musical instruments or parts thereof (except pianoforte actions and parts 
thereof), strings for musical instruments not otherwise enumerated. cases 
formusicalingtruments, pitch pipes, tuning forks, tuning hammers, and met- 
ronomes, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE], being a sub- 
stitute for paragraph 442, which has been read. 

The amendment was rejected. 
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The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was to strike out paragraphs 443 and 
444, as follows: 

443. Paintings in oil or ivi colors, 


tels, RANDE drawings, and 
pro for in act, cent ad valorem; but 
“statuary” as used in this act shall be understood to include onl 
such statuary as is cut, carved, or otherwise wrought by hand from a soli 
block or mass of marble, stone, or alabaster, or from metal, and as is the pro- 
fessional production of a statuary or sculptor only. 

444. Peat moss, $1 per ton. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iask that those two paragraphs may be passed 


over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraphs 443 and 444 will be 
passed over, in the absence of objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in p ph 445, on page 159, line 
19, before the word ‘‘wood,” to insert the words ‘‘paper or;" in 
line 20, before the word cents,“ to strike ont “fifty” and insert 
**forty;" in line 21, before the words Asg cent,” to strike out 
“thirty” and insert ‘‘twenty;” and in the same line, after the 
words “slate pencils," to strike out ** 4 cents per 100," and insert 
“covered with wood, 35 per cent ad valorem; all other slate pen- 
cils, 3 cents per 100;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

445. Pencils of paper or wood filled with lead or other material, and pencils 

d 29 cent ad valorem: slate cils covered 

„ l other slate pencils. 3 uta per 100. 
Mr. FORAKER. Task that that paragraph e eti eren over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. e paragraph be passed 


over, in the absence of objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was to strike out paragraph 448, in the 
following language: 

448. Pipes, pipe bowls, of all materials, and all smokers' articles whatso- 


ever, not specially provided for in this act, including cigarette books, cigar- 
ette-book covers, ponches for smoking or chewing SOLA. and cigarette 


statuary, not 
the term 


— m all forms, 70 per cent ad rem; all common tobacco pipes of clay, 
cents per gross. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

448. Pipes 


and smokers’ articles: Common tobacco pipes and wre bowls 
made wholly of clay, yalued at not more than 40 cents per gross, 15 cents P 
; other to and pipe bowls of clay, 50 cents per gross and 25 
per cent ad valorem; other pipes and pipe bowls of whatever material com- 
Fee akating NAE DG CRIT AU DUREE DU RU IF PUR IRE 
5 Solan. and cigarette paper in all forms, 60 per cent ad valorem. 
Mr. VEST. I want to call attention to the fact that here is an 
increase of duty on the common clay pipe. Ido not know any 
necessity for any such increase. The increase here is from 3 to 5 
cents a gross. If there is any occasion, any reason for this, I 
should like to know it. Itis an article used by the poorer class of 
ple, and there is no necessity for putting up the duty either 
Lor rotection or for revenue. 
WHITE. I move to strike out paragraph 448 and to insert 
the provision of the present law, being parngreph 359 thereof. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from California will be stated. 
TheSECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 448 and 
in lieu thereof to insert: 


covers, pouches forsmoking or chewing to „and cigarette paper in all 

focus iis rcent ad valorem; all common tobacco pipes and pipe es 

way of cle . valued at not more than 50 cents per gross, 10 
orem. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 160, after line 18, to in- 
sert as a new paragraph the following: 

5 disk harro harvesters, rea cultural 
axis Li pk Se d 3 „ cultivators, ene EE 
and cotton gins, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I want to call attention to the ex- 
ports and imports for 1896 of these articles. We 3 of 
mowers and reapers in that year $3,212,423 worth; of plows and 
cultivators, $746,604 worth, and of all others, $217,740 worth; of 
agricultural machines, $5,176,775 worth was the aggregate. We 
imported $6,532 worth free, and $1,992 dutiable. 

hese articles are exported largely, as this report shows, and it 
is a notorious fact that the United States is without any competi- 
tion as to all sorts of metal uction, and especially as to agri- 
cultural implements. I had occasion some years ago to read upon 
this floor Export Journal, published in New York, which 
showed that the manufacturers of these implements were selling 
to foreigners at a third less than they were selling to the citizens 
of the United States. 

The only explanation or defense of that which was made upon 
this floor was that they manufactured so largely that they had a 


surplus, which they were compelled to send to the foreign market | 


and get what they could for it. They are doing that to-day. You 
may take the Journal to-day, and you will find these con- 
cerns delivering in South America and in agricultural im- 
plements from one-fourth to one-third less than they sell them to 
the people of the United States. Anybody can see in Germany 
the agricultural implements of the United States, exported from 
this country and sold there in the market, and undersell- 
ing theGerman man withall their cheap labor, of which 
vee hear so m panpani 

r. WHI can not imagine upon what theory this particu- 
lar provision of the proposedlaw isconstructed. Surely those who 
manufacture agricultural implements in the United States do not 
need protection. The statements made by the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. VEsT] are absolutely correct. In my own State we 
have an agricultural manufacturing establishment for agricul- 
tural machinery, where the combined harvester is made, and the 
machine has been rted to Argentina, to Odessa, and to other 
parts of the world. e reaping machines of the United States 
have not only taken precedence of all others everywhere else, but 
the actual primary inventions, those from which have been de- 
veloped the present perfect machinery, have been due to the genius 
of the American inventor. The American plow, the American 
reaper, and the American thrashing machine are superior to any- 
thing in the world, and are sold all over the world where advanced 
agriculture has obtained any foothold. 

Ithink the object of this amendment is to professto extend some 
protective influence to the farmer just like that which the duty 
upon wheat has in it—the same profession and the same hypocrisy. 
Itcan not amount to anything in fact, unless, possibly,it may 
afford an opportunity to raise the price to the domestic consumer; 
but even that, I imagine, can not be done, because there is no place 
on the face of the world where agricultural machinery can be 
manufactured to the perfection attained here. Were it otherwise, 
were it poses tofind any other place in the world where i- 
cultural machinery could be produced of a better character hen 
that which is enjoyed here, I should be in favor of a discrimina- 
tion in favor of the farming community to enable them to obtain 
such machinery at the smallest cost ible. But,asa matter of 
fact, our agriculturists depend upon local machinery, and, as was 
well said by the Senator from Missouri, our local machinery is now 
being sold in every agricultural region of the world where civili- 
zation has been permitted to penetrate to any degree, not only in 
preference to their domestic productions, but to the exclusion of 
all other productions. 

Some time ago, when our present minister in China was endeav- 
oring to obtain access to China for machinery manufactured in 
California of an agricultural character, he had a conversation 
with the celebrated Li Hung Chang, in which, acting upon the 
suggestion of American manufacturers, he told him the character 
of our machinery. The distinguished Chinaman respónded by 
saying that they conld not permit that machinery to come into 
his country; that the Chinese had always been a people of inven- 
tive b dee and early in the history of the Chinese people they 
had displayed their aptitude in that direction; that their aspira- 
tions and genius had been stifled because the Empire had alwa 
acted upon the theory that the furnishing of employment to the 
millions was a necessity, and that labor-saving machinery could 
not be tolerated. We were therefore kept out of that market. 
But this paragraph must be introduced for joking purposes, it 
seems to me. 

Mr. ALLISON, Unless this amendment is agreed to, agricul- 
tural implements will stand in the bill as it came to us from the 
other House, at 45 cent ad valorem. It was with a view to 
reducing the duty that the Senate committee inserted this para- 


graph. 
I remember 8 well the old discussion here between the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT] and other Senators as to the 


price of agricultural implements in foreign countries, compared 
with their price in our own. I think—of course the Senator from 
Missouri will differ with me—it was conclusively demonstrated in 
that debate that the statement that agricultural implements were 
sold in other countries at a less price than they sold for here was 
a mistake. I know the Senator will not agree with me, as I say, 
in that suggestion; but I know the judgment of this side of the 
Chamber at that time was that the Senator from Missonri failed 
to make his case; and I am not aware that there has been any 
change in the condition of things since that debate took place. 

I know perfectly well, as the Senator has already stated, that 
we export largely these agricultural implements, and I have no 
doubt we shall continue to do so; but they are upon the dutiable 
list as other Soina are upon the dutiable list of which we e 
largely and, as the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] inti- 


mates to me, therefore it can do no possible harm and may do 
some good. 'This rate is far below the rate of the raw material 
from which these agricultural implements are made. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I should consider myself enlight- 
ened if the Senator from Iowa would point out to me a single 
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instance where, except for purposes of exhibition, a harvester or 
thrashing machine has ever been im into this country for 
the last twenty years, and not only as to that particular imple- 

t or instrument of husbandry, but taking the whole section 
3 Is it for the purpose of protecting the farmer, let me 
ask the Senator from Iowa, that this paragraph is put in here? 
Ostensibly it is to reduce the duty, as we are now informed by 
ihe Senator. : 

Mr. GRAY. To reduce the duty from the House bill. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes; to reduce the duty. That it will do no harm 
is one sort of argument; but it is certainly a poor defense for an 
affirmative proposition to say that, if enacted into a law, it would 
be harmless. 8 is ur; in its defense. Why not 
eliminate it? Why insert in this bill the hypocrisy contained in 
that declaration, that pretense, that the farmer is being benefited, 
when in reality it does not benefit him at all? I do not believe it 
will do any very serious injury; I have not said so; but that is 
because of the circumstances and facts detailed here, that the 
American has the market in this country and everywhere else. 
We are therefore simply encumbering the bill with idle provisions 
and furnishing an argument to somebody to assert before some 
audiences that the farmer is being taken care of. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not th the audience would be very 
much deceived by such an argument. 

Mr. WHITE. Ishould hope not. 

Mr. GRAY. Two grounds are being urged here, and only two 

reasonably be urged, for any imposition in this bill. e is 
dor rorelue and the other is for protection. It seems to me there 
is no ground for revenue in making this imposition of 20 per cent 
on agricultural machinery, because no revenue is produced, ac- 
cording to the statement made by the Senator from Missouri, and 
the Senator from Iowa confesses that there is no necessity on the 
ground of protection. So there is really no reason why the bill 
should be encumbered, as the Senator from California has said. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is not quite my statement. Isaid there 
were large exportations, as stated by the Senator from Missouri. 

people are able to compete successfully, but there may be 
reasons why there should be a duty notwithstanding. Those 
reasons can be found in the proximity of other people who are 
engaged in the same manufacture. 

r. GRAY. It has been demonstrated that we supply not only 
the domestic market, but a large part of the foreign market, and 
that no Mo machinery can compete or has competed in 
the last fifty years with American machinery of this kind. There- 
fore it seems to me there ought not to be this defensive wall put 
up which may, the Senator ve dua od he can not point out 
how—at some day or in some manner not known raise the price of 
this machinery to the American farmer 20 per cent. That is all 
thereis of it. It may not do much harm, but it is only put in 
there ih order that it may some day serve as protection to the agri- 
cultural machinery makers in this country, and it can only serve 
as protection to them by raising the price to the American farmer. 
I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee inserting paragraph 448}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out the paragraph as perfected, 
for the purpose of putting it on the free list, where it is under the 
existing law. 

I wish to make one remark in reply to the Senator from Iowa. 
He makes the astonishing statement that it was demonstrated in 
1890 that what I then asserted was being done—the sales of these 
articles cheaper abroad than in this country—has been absolutely 
done away with. I have those Export Journals to-day in my com- 
mittee room, and they show discounts to foreigners of 25 to 40 per 
cent upon these articles. There never was any answer in thi 
Chamber to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does not the Senator remember that the same 
discount was given to domestic dealers, as stated here on the floor 
by various Senators, who produced letters and telegrams to show it? 

Mr. VEST. I never knew more than one letter to be produced, 
and that was from a great manufacturing establishment at Ann 
Arbor, which was produced by a Senator no longer a member of 
this body. That was the only pretense ever made in-this Chamber 
that that was not true, and I say it is true to-day. An American 
will go to one of these establishments and buy a plow or a reaper 
or à mower, and pay 25 or 35 or 40 per cent more than the price at 
which the manufacturer furnishes it to the foreigner, and the only 
answer ever made to those export journals, which I have now, was 
that after supplying the American market they had a surplus 
which they to get rid of. 

I do not know that they ask for protection, and it is absurd to 
talk about it. Everybody who goes abroad and sees these agri- 
cultural implements everywhere for sale, underbidding the for- 
ra knows it. Go all through the comparative statement, and 
wherever you find any of the metal products, any article in the 


manufacture of which enters steel or iron, you find that we 


export enormously and import nothing. We got out of these im- 
ports $1,992 in duty for a whole year, that of 1896, and we 


nearly $6,000,000 worth for that year. What sort of logic can be 
brought here to show that this is anything but a spectacular fraud? 
I move to strike out the paragraph as perfected, in order to put it 
upon the free list. 
* he gen ee e P gi The Senator from Missouri moves 

strike out paragrap á 

Mr. VEST. On that I ui for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] to the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. MARTIN], and vote yea.“ 


Mr. MITC L (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 
Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). 1am paired with 


the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna]. If he were present, 
I should vote “yea.” 


Mr. TURNER (when his name was called). I am pai with 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN]. I do not see him in 
the Chamber. If he were 3 I should vote yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 


Mr. GRAY. Ihavea 
Illinois [Mr. CuLLow]. 
ator from Arkansas 


neral pair with the senior Senator from 
will transfer my pair to the senior Sen- 
T. JONES], and vote. I vote yea.“ 
Mr. ee í; am paired with the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. 


8 
Mr. FAU. . Iam paired with the Senator from West 
VIUA (Mr. ELKINS]. If he were present, I should vote ** yea." 
r. HAWLEY. Iagain announce my pair with the Senator 

from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. 

Mr. CULLOM. I havea general pair with the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Ithinkthe Senator from Delaware trans- 
ferred his pair to the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. CULLOM. If he has done so, I will vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam paired with the Senator from North Da- 
kota [Mr. HANsBROUGH]. I transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. MANTLE], and vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. TILLMAN. Has the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURS- 
TON] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
Senator from Nebraska has not voted. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam paired with that Senator, and therefore 
withhold Ed 

Mr. HAWLEY. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. BATE] to the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
HANSBROUGH], and vote “nay.” 

The Secretary recapitulated the vote. ; 

Mr. GALLINGER. At my suggestion, the Senator from Con- 
necticut i HawLEY] transferred his pair to the Senator from 


North Dakota [Mr. HANsBROUGH]. I understand that a transfer 
of pairs had previously been arran by which the Senator from 
North Dakota is paired. In behalf of the Senator from Connecti- 


cut, I will withdraw his vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote of the Senator from 
Connecticut is withdrawn. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—24. 
Allen, Cockrell, Mallory, 
Bacon, peo —— Smith, 
* ru * 
Te WWW 
X n, sit W. 
Clay, McLuurin, Pettus, 
NAYS—20. 

Allison, Fairbanks, McEnery, Shoup, 

Foraker, Mason, Spooner, 
Chandi Galliage: Pa kins, Wetmore, 

er, T, er e 
Clark, enr, Piatt, Conn. Wilson. 
8 e, Platt, N. Y. 
Deboe, McBride, 
NOT VOTING-—38. 

Aldrich, Hanna, Lod Rawlins, 
Baker, Hansbrough, Me. s well, 
Bate, Tenn. Mantle, Stewart, 
Caftery, Hawley, en Teller, 
Cannon, Jones, Ark. Mitchell, urston, 
Elkins, Jones, Ney. Morgan, Tillman, 
Faulkner, eh x SAN 
Gorman, Lindsay, Quay, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 449, page 160, line 
25, after the words ad valorem," to strike out: 


3 bolting cloths composed of . tor milling 


and 
TCW of wearing ap 


per cent 
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So as to make the paragraph read: 

449. Plush, black, known commercially as hatters' plush, composed of silk. 
or of silk and cotton, such as is used exclusively for making men's hats, 10 
per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out paragraph 449, so as to put 
these articles upon the free list, where they are now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri, to strike out para- 
graph 449 as amended. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 450, page 161, line 5, 
to strike out: 

. valued at not exceeding $3 each, 25 cents each and 45 per cent ad valorem; 
valued above $3 each, 50 cents each and. 

And in line 10, before the words“ per centum," to strike out 
“ forty-five” and insert *' forty;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

450. Umbrellas, parasols, and sunshades covered with material other than 
paper, 50 per cent ad valorem. Sticks for umbrellas, parasols, or sunshades, 
an walking canes, finished or unfinished, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I now move to strike out paragraph 450 and 
insert in lieu thereof the provision of the Wilson Act. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 450 as 
amended and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

Umbrellas, parasols, and sunshades, if plain or carved, finished or unfin- 
ished, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from California, 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the words 
* Free list." line 13, page 161. 

Mr. BACON. As we have now reached the free list, I submit 
an amendment, to be known as paragraph 5171, placing cotton ties 
of iron or steel on the free list. I will offer it at the proper time 
when we reach that part of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Sen- 
ator trom Georgia to submit the amendment to be offered at the 
proper time. 

r. WHITE. I wish to sugzest to the Senator from Iowa that 
we have reached the free list, and we are now met with this diffi- 
culty: There are quite à large number of paragraphs in the bill 
which have been passed over. This morning we supposed we 
would be able to take up the wool schedule, upon which the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas is especially prepared, but we were unable to 
doso. Thetobacco schedule has not been taken up, and itis quite 
im ble to go through the free list finally, determinatively, 
while itis undecided whether certain articles which are still in 
the bill, and which we hope to have eliminated from the dutiable 
list, are in fact to be so eliminated. 

Ifear we are going to find that there will be confusion here- 
after and much difficulty unless we can proceed methodically. 
Hereafter, certainly so far as I am concerned, I shall feel it my 
duty to object to any irregular consideration of the bill. 'There 
are Senators here who have matters to which they desire to direct 

ial attention, and they are absent, no doubt, because of the 
idea that we would pou in the usual course. Those Senators 
have a right to be heard, and they will be 8 if they 
find that we have progressed in a manner which will virtually 
deny them a hearing. I suggest that we ought to be advised from 
this time forward what is coming up. It is especially necessary 
to those who have any Posee matter they wish to present to 
the Senate. The plan that we are now pip i while it has been 
satisfactory enough, or comparatively so heretofore, will be en- 
compassed with numerous difficulties hereafter. 

There are Senators upon the floor who would dislike to go on 
with the free list at all to-day, but I suggest that if we do it should 
be understood that its consideration is not final, and that anyone 
desiring to go back to any specific paragraph may make any mo- 
tion he may wish with reference to it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest to the Senator from California to 
let the free list be disposed of in the same way. 

Mr. WHITE. Iam talking about the free list. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Goon and let the whole of it be adopted 
nem. con., subject to such motions as Senators may wish to make 
later. That will be very satisfactory. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ee with the Senator from California that 
itis wise to proceed with regularity in tbe consideration of the 
bill, so far as we can; but we are all interested, I have no doubt, 
in proceeding with it as rapidly as we cau consistent with fair 
consideration. Senators are aware, for reasons stated by me and 
by others, that it was impracticable to go on with the wool sched- 

e this morning. So we have gone to other schedules. 

I think there will be no ARUM in treating the free list as is 
8 ted by the Senator from California. If, after consideration, 
we find paragraphs upon the dutiable list which we have also re- 
tained in the free list, they can be changed, but I think as a rule 
I will be able to point out to Senators the paragraphs which have 
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been n: over, and the corresponding paragraphs will either be 
passed over or struck from the free list as we go along. I hope 
with that understanding we may go on with the free list to-day, 
and if any Senator desires to have a particular paragraph passed 
over, I will cheerfully consent, so far as I am concerned, to its 
being done. 

Mr. WHITE. I do not wish to confine it as sharply as indi- 
cated by the Senator from Iowa, and for this reason: I presume 
that, outside of Senators who are now in the Chamber, no mem- 
bers of the body expected that we would take up the free list to- 
day. Therefore there may be paragraphs which some Senator 
would care to go back to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

.Mr. WHITE. There ought to be the widest latitude in that 
direction. 
. Mr. ALLISON, Iagreetothat. If there is any Senator who 
is absent and who desires to go back to any part of the free list, I 
shall make no objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to makea parliamentary inquiry as to 
what isthe proper progress of this bill under the rules of the 
Senate. Is it to consider it paragraph by paragraph as we reach 
them, unless the consideration is disposed of by unanimous con- 
sent? Isthat the rule of the Senate? 

Mr. ALLISON. When the consideration of the bill was first 
begun in the Senate, it was rs that we should take up the 
bill and dispose of it paragraph by Daragrapl „considering each 
paragraph as it was reached. Then I think it was understood 
that if for any reason we were not ready to consider a pa ph, 
it might be passed over. In other words, we have been going on 
in an irregu wey with respect to the paragraphs, passing over 
a good many of them simply because Senators either upon this 
side or the other desired further time to consider them or to pre- 
pare amendments. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then the regular order of the bill under the 
rule and understanding, as [ gather it from the Senator from Iowa, 
is that the bill shall be disposed of as each ph is reached, 
unless by unanimous consent a paragraph be laid over for further 
consideration? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that is the situation. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iobject to taking up the free list until the para- 
graphs which have been passed over are taken up and disposed of, 

Mr. ALLISON. Isu t to the Senator that we have already 
reached the free list under the rule. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; we have not reached the free list under 
the md because paragraphs that precede it have not been dis- 


of. 

Mr. CULLOM. We passed them over by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MORGAN. For how long? For what time? 

Mr. CULLOM. Until heri s through the bill. * 

Mr. MORGAN. Not until we went through the bill. There 
was no agreement of that kind. 

I am not doing this to obstructthe business of the Senate at all, 
but to try to get it in some shape where Senators can understand 
what is coming up, what time their attention will be directed to 

rticular parts of the bill in which they are directly interested. 

tis the fair thing to do, and any other course is extremely em- 
barrassing. 

Now, at this moment I am called out of the Chamber by order 
of this body to execute one of its commands, and I have an amend- 
ment which I want to offer applicable to the entire free list. I 
can not offer that amendment at all until I know what articles 
are to be put upon the dutiable list and what articles are to be 
put upon the free list. The Senator from California just stated 
that he has propositions to put articles on the free list which have 
not yet been considered and preceding these in the bill. We 
ought to know exactly what the free list is before we undertake 
to deal with it. We do not know and can not know what it is in 
the present situation of the legislation upon this bill. It is very 
convenient, I know, for Senators on the committee—I wish to 
give them every indulgence in the world that is possible—to have 
these articles go over until they can prepare for the discussion or 
until they can get the action of a caucus upon particular meas- 
ures that are pro „so that the Senator from Iowa will be 
standing here as the faithful recorder not of his own will, but of 
the will of the caucus. 

Mr. President, I feel very much embarrassed in making this 
suggestion and objection, because I know, from all appearances at 
least, that the Senator from Iowa has had a great deal of suffering 
in the conduct of the bill. He has been Ma cael compelled to 
get up and move amendments to it, chan is programme, and 
put it in different attitudes and phases and shapes and conditions, 
not to meet his own will, not to carry out his own judgment, but 
because he has been compelled to do it. The Senator has my pro- 
found sympathy on this occasion, where heis recording the decree 
of the caucus, and it is the first time that either a Democratic or 
Republican Senatorin charge of a bill has ever been required to 
do such a thing. . : 

This is a new proceeding in the Senate, quite strange indeed, 
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and very embarrassing to all concerned, as well to the Senator | proposes to transfer from the dutiable to the free list; and in each 


from Iowa as to all his friends on this floor who admire him so 
much. 

In the parliamentary sense, I understand I have the right to 
make the objection, and I will venture to do it, exercising my 
rights as a Senator, if I possess them, to compel the consideration 
of the paragraphs in the bill which precede the free list, so that 
when we get through the paragraphs that precede it in the order 
of the bill, we will know what articles are then on the free list. 

My proposition will be to put all the articles on the free list, 
with certain exceptions, some of which I have already stated in 
the amendment which I have proposed, under an ad valorem tax 
of 10 per cent for the purpose of getting revenue, so as to enable 
us to abstain from the internal taxation of the country, in refer- 
ence to tobacco and beer and sugar and several of the other essen- 
tial elements of life and progress. 

Now, how can I offer that amendment, how can I make the ex- 
ception, unless I know what is on the free list and what is not; 
and why should the Senate undertake to compel me to guess at 
what is going on the free list and what is not going on the free 
list so as to control the exceptions that I propose to make? 2 

I do not know whether the amendment has any strength in this 
body or not. I know there are some Senators here who would like 
to vote for it, but in offering it I know that I am running counter 
to the theories of some of the leading gentlemen of the party to 
which I have the honor to belong. Nevertheless, I am thoroughly 
convinced that the amendment is not only a good one, but is a 
necessary one, and it is conspicuously so when in casting our eyes 
over the bill we see that perhaps one-half in value and one-half in 
number or quantity of the articles imported into the United States 
come in under the free list. 7 

Now, why they should come in under the free list is more than 
a man could tell if he were to take from now until next Christmas 
to describe the condition and contingencies and circumstances 
that seem to justify putting the articles on the free list. I say 
that seem to justify it. They donot. These articles are not jus- 
titied in going on the free list. There can not be any justitication 
for exempting any article imported into the United States from 
its proper burden under a tariff law except by way of indulgence 
to the plain, simple, elementary laws of humanity and benevo- 
lence, or for the purpose of executing some general public policy 
such as would attach or relate to the importation of bullion, for 
instance, for the porno of coinage in our mints. 

The other day I went over this ground to some extent, and I do 
not propose now to undertake to argue the question fully. But 
there are Senators here who desire to argue it. They desire to 
look at it at least, and examine it; and it is impossible for us to do 
it with any intelligence at all until we know what articles are put 
upon the dutiable list. As longas the articles proposed by the 
bill to be taxed and placed upon the dutiable list are not agreed 
upon, are not passed upon bv the Senate, no man can say whether 
they are going upon the dutiable list or whether they are going 
upon the free list. We may make some very clear or accurate 
conjectures about this business, but we do not know. 

In the consideration and disposal of a tariff bill it is absolutely 
necessary for the sake of justice and the propriety of legislation 
that the dutiable list should be made up first, for whatever is not 
on the dutiable list necessarily is on the free list. I therefore in- 
sist, if I have the parliamentary right to do it, that the Senate 
shall go back and take up the 8 articles and upon 
them, so that we may know when we get to the free list again 
what is on the free list and what is not. I would venture to sug- 
gest that this will be, perhaps, the quickest way to get throug 
with the free list. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Alabama will indulge me 
a moment, I think the way we are proceeding is really the regular 
and orderly way to secure the est consideration of the bill in 
every phase and every paragraph of it. After we have passed 
through the free list and every . in the bill, it is in order, 
under our rules, as I understand them (if not. it was the under- 
standing), that any and every ph shall still be open to 
amendment. That I understand to be the rule. So paragraph 
No. 20 or paragraph No. 50 can be dealt with upon the motion of 
any Senator on this floor until the bill is completed, and we never 

ill know what is on the free list and on the dutiable list until 
the bill passes out of the Committee of the Whole and passes to 
its third reading. It will be in order for the Senator from Ala- 
bama to renew the motion he made or gave notice of the other 
day at any stage of the bill short of the third reading, as I under- 


stand it. 

I suggest to the Senator from Alabama that the best way for 
him to facilitate his own amendment is for us now to take up the 
free list and deal with it so far as the committee have dealt with 
it. Then, if at a later of the proceeding something else 
is added to the free list, so be it; it then be taken from the 
dutiable list. So far as we have p: with the bill to this 
moment, there are probably not half a dozen articles that anyone 


and every case where that has been done notice has been given. 
The Senator from Missouri a while ago moved to strike out a new 
paragraph that was inserted reducing the duty on certain articles 
as appeared in the House bill, giving notice that he would move 
to place those articles upon the free list. 

I submit to the Senator from Alabama that the best way to fa- 
cilitate the consideration of the bill and secure the fullest consid- 
eration of it is to go on with the free list this afternoon. By an 
arrangement made before the Senator from Alabama came in, by 
unanimous consent, it was agreed that to-morrow morning we 
would take up the wool schedule. So we have been progressing 
in this way, and I think we are making intelligent and rapid prog- 
ress by the processes we have adopted. Itrustthat there will be 
no objection to continuing the methods we have hitherto pursued, 
and going on with the free list. Ithinkif I were to makea point 
of order, that would be held to be therule, because we have reached 
the free list now in the regular order, and we have passed over 
nothing except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. I call the Senator's attention to the original agree- 
ment when the bill was taken up. I think I was in the chair at 
the time. It was that the committee amendments in each para- 
graph should first be taken up and acted upon, and then any 
amendments might be proposed from the floor to that paragraph. 
Now, all that is necessary in this case is to treat the free list as a 
schedule; then, by unanimous consent, after the committee amend- 
ments are completed to a paragraph on the free list, it is open to 
amendments on the floor proposed by anyone. A 

Mr. MORGAN. I have noticed that Senators would introduce 
amendments as we have been going along without regard to the 
fact of the committee advancing them or proposing them at all. 

Mr. FRYE. But let me make one other suggestion to the 
Senator. After the free list is entirely completed as in Committee 
of the Whole, and it is in the Senate, it is still open to any amend- 
ment the Senator may desire to offer. 

Mr. MORGAN. When the bill passes from the Committee of 
the Whole into the Senate, then in the Senate the first question is 
on concurring in the amendments which have been adopted as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FRYE. No; the announcement will be made, ** The bill is 
now in the Senate and is still open to amendment;” and after that 
announcement the Senator is at liberty to offer any amendment 
he pleases, as is any other Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. To any e 

Mr.FRYE. To any paragraph in the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then this bill differs from all other bills in 
that particular. Iam surprised to hear that statement made, be- 
cause, notwithstanding the bill is open to amendment in the Sen- 
ate, the first question after we get out of Committee of the Whole 
and get into the Senate is whether the Senate will concur in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. That is the 
first question. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the first question. 

Mr. MORGAN. And after that comes the right of amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. When the question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole, I understand 
that any Senator can ask for a separate vote on any amendment 
that has been made in Committee of the Whole, and can move to 
concur in it with an amendment or ask the Senate to disagree to it. 
So the whole bill, under therulesas I understand them, is open. 

Mr. FRYE. Just as much as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ALLISON. Just as much as in Committee of the Whole, 
and it is open to the very end. I will say to Senators that it is 
within the power of the Senate to go on indefinitely under our 
rules as respects the bill. I think we all have the same pu j 
and that is to facilitate the consideration of the bill as rapidly as 
possible consistent with a full and intelligent examination. We 
ask for nothing else on this side of the Chamber; so that every 
matter can be disposed of according to the convenience and judg- 
ment of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will not the Senator have to reserve his amend- 
menk as in Committee of the Whole before it can be offered in the 

3 e? : 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, no. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Oh, no; there is the same power in the Sen- 
ate that there is as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think that has been the custom heretofore. 

Mr. ALLISON. It does not have to bereserved as in Committee 
of the Whole, because it requires unanimous consent to have the 
question put on concurring in the amendments in bulk. When the 
question is on concurring in the amendments made as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, any Senator can demand a separate vote upon 
each and every amendment in the bill. So there is no difficulty 
about the fullest consideration in the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. With that understanding, Mr. President, and 
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according to the explanation now given by the Senator from Iowa, 


I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. ALLISON, Iam very much obliged to the Senator, and I 
am sure he will have the fullest Ay Saige ia ; . 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill at line 13, page 
161, under the heading of ** Free list." : 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in sec- 
tion 2, page 161, line 14, after the word of,“ to strike out May" 
and insert July;" so as to read: 


Sec. 2. That on and after the Ist day of July, 1897, unless otherwise specially 
rovided for in this act, the following articles when imported shall be exempt 


rom duty. 
Mr. ALLISON. Iask that the amendment may be modified in 
22tion 2, line 14, by striking out “May” and July“ and leaving 
& blank for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is agreed to as modified, leaving the blank to be filled. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 452, page. 161, line 18, 
after the word “‘ arsenious," to insert ** benzoic, carbolic;" in line 
19, after the word *' nitric," to insert oxalic;“ in line 20, after the 
word “silicic,” to insert ‘‘ salicylic, and valerianic,” and to strike 
out “ when chemically pure or in condition for use for medicinal, 
chemical, or manufacturing purposes, without further prepara- 
tion or treatment;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

452. Acids: Arsenic or arsenious, benzoic, carbolic, flnoric, hydrochloric or 
muriatic, nitric, oxalic, phosphoric, picric or nitro-picric, prussic, and silicic, 
salicylic, and valerianic. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the amendment inserting the words 
**salicylic and valerianic " may be disagreed to. 

Mr. T. I should like to have some reason given for striking 
out those words, 

Mr. ALLISON. We have not yet considered those acids on the 
dutiable list. 

Mr. WHITE. Lask the Senator from Iowa to allow the para- 
graph to be passed over-for the present. 

.ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to investigate it. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the first 
amendment, inserting the words“ benzoic, carbolic,” and “oxalic?” 

Mr. WHITE. My request is that the entire paragraph be 
passed over oW EI y. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to that course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection, the para- 
graph will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was continued toline 3, on page 162, the 
last paragraph read being as follows: 


455). Albumen. 
Mr. ALLISON. After “albumen” I move to insert “not 
specially provided for in this act.” 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 456, page 162, line 5, after the word ''anthracin," to strike 
out including naphthazarin black " andinsert and all fast-black 
coal-tar dyes;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

456. Alizarin, natural or artificial, and dyes derived from alizarin or from 
anthracin, and all fast-black coal-tar dyes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that paragraph 456 be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ithout objection, it will be so or- 
dered. 

The reading of the bill was continued to paragraph 459, page 
162, line 10. 

Mr. WHITE. At this point, if the Senator from Iowa will per- 
mit me, I should like to suggest an article that ought to go into 
the free list, and I think the committee will have no objection to 
it. Itis the article known as antitoxin. The Board of General 
Appraisers ruled that this article was admissible under the desig- 
ede of vaccine virus, but the United States court, after an ex- 
amination óf the subject, decided otherwise, and that very valu- 
able medicinal preparation is therefore dutiable by that decision 
under the provisions of the first schedule of the bill. I rid 
that 459. Antitoxin" be inserted as a new paragraph. ere 
can be no objection, it appears to me, to the amendment, 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot know that there is; but I ask the 
Senator to allow it to be passed over. 

Mr. WHITE. Ican refer the Senator to the decision which I 
mentioned, and the General Appraisers will agree with me. 

Spe ALLISON. I shall not object to its being inserted at a 
ier stage. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair does not hear the agree- 
ment made between the Senators. 

Mr. WHITE. Does the Senator from Iowa object to the amend- 
ment? : 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from California moves, I under- 
stand, to insert antitoxin.“ 

. Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir; as paragraph 4594. 


Mr. ALLISON. It should go in after paragraph 463, line 16, 
page 163. It should be a new paragraph numbered 463}. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the Senator from California con- 


tent with that s tion? 
Mr. WHITE. Les; let it come in as paragraph 4633. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 


none, and paragraph 463}, Antitoxin,” is inserted at the proper 
place on page 163. ; 

The reading of the bill was resumed, as follows: 

400. Any animal imported specially for breedi admi: 
froe: Provided, ‘That no such animal aball bo adisitted tree talons pure Leod 
ota recognised breed. and duly registered in the book af record established 
: And provided further, That certificate of such record and of 
the pon Sate of such animal shall be produced and submitted to the customs 
officer, duly authenticated by the proper custodian of such book of record. 
together with the affidavit of the owner, agent, or importer that such animal 
is the identical animal described in said certificate of record and pedigree. 
The Secretary of the 1 may prescribe such additional era te S as 
may be required for the strict enforcement of this provision. 

Mr. CHILTON. Iask the Senator from Iowa if he does not 
think it would be advisable to adopt an amendment to that para- 
graph, not as a matter of any political importance at all, but to 
continue the efficiency of the exemption concerning animals? I 
find thatthe icultural appropriation acts have carried a clause 
like the following: 
tary of tha Tresent) whatare resoguised treads umi pare bred AAA to: 
der the 8 of CIE 313 of the tariff — ofi 1804. NUM ui; 

That clause was contained in the Agricultural appropriation act 
which we passed a short time ago, and it occurs to me that it would 
be well to provide a like method to be applied to the new tariff 
law. Ihave prepared an amendment, which I offer. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam much obliged to the Senator. Thatis a 
véry important suggestion. If the Senator has a suitable amend- 
ment, I ask that it may be inserted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Texas to paragraph 460. 

The SECRETARY. Insert after the word ‘ pedigree," in line 21, 
on page 162: 

That the Secretary of Agriculture shall determine and certify to the Sec- 
retary of the what are recognized breeds and pure-bred animals 
under the provisons of this paragraph. 

ies VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there any objection to the amend- 
ment? 7 

Mr. HOAR. The words ‘‘ Provided further” should be inserted 
at the beginning of the clause. 

Mr. CHILTON. It does not make any difference, because it is 
an independent clause. I accept the suggestion, if the Senator 
from Massachusetts thinks it desirable. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Texas as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 461, page 163, line 4, after the word ‘‘also,” to strike out 
the comma and the words household furniture and cooking 
utensils not exceeding in value $100 and;" soas to make the para- 
graph read. 

461. Animals brought into the United States temporarily for a period not 
exceeding six mon forthe purpose of exhibition or competition for prizes 
offered by any agricultural or racing association; but a bond shall be given 
in accordance with regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury; 
also teams of animals, including their harness and tackle and the wagons or 
other vehicles actually owned 7 persons emigrating from foreign countries 
to the United States with their families, and in actual use for the purpose of 
such emigration under such regulations as the Secretary of the 
may prescribe; and wild animals intended for exhibition in zoological collec- 
tions for scientific and educational purposes, and not for sale or profit. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 16, page 163, para- 


She VICE-PRESIDENT. At this point h has 
e $ a new paragra; 
been inserted. p? y 

The Secretary read as follows: 

4631. Antitoxin. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
insert after line 17, on page 163: 

. 4641. Argols, or crude tartars, and lees crystals. - 

Mr. ALLISON. Imove to modify the amendment by striking 
out the word **or" after the word argols," in line 18, and adding 
at the end of the line ‘‘not specially provided for;" so as to read: 

Argols, crude tartars, and lees crystals, not specially provided for. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill The next 
amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 470, 
page 164, line 4, after the words United States," to insert ** (except 
articles upon which an internal-revenue tax is levied);" in line 7, 
after the word ‘‘means,” to strike out ‘‘casks, barrels, carbo 
bags, and other vessels of American manufacture od 
with American products, or exported empty and re ed filled 
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with foreign products, including shooks when returned as barrels 
or boxes; also quicksilver flasks or bottles, of either domestic or 
foreign manufacture, which shall have been actually exported 
from the United States;” in line 16, after the word ‘‘ Treasury,” 
to strike out, but the exemption of bags from duty shall apply 
only to such domestic bags as may be imported by the exporter 
thereof, and if any such articles are subject to internal tax at the 
time of exportation, such tax shall be proved to have been paid 
before exportation and not refunded;" in line 22, after the word 
„made,“ to strike out the i get artery of which is hereby pro- 
hibited except upon payment of duties equal to the drawbacks 
allowed;” and on page 165, line 1, after the word “law,” to strike 
out the colon and the words: 


And provided further, That when manufactured tobacco which has been 
exported without payment of internal-revenue tax be reimported, it 
shall be retained in t 


he custody of the collector of customs until internal- 
revenue stamps in payment of legal duties shall be placed thereon. 
So as to make the paragraph read: 


470. Articles the growth, produce, and manufacture of the United States 
(except articles upon which an internal-revenue tax is levied), when returned 
otter having been exported, without ha been adv: in value or im- 
proved in condition by an ocess of manufacture or other means; but proof 
of the identity of tack articles shall be made, under eral lations to be 

bed e Secretary of the Treasury: Provided That t ns parsereph 

shall not apply to any article pa which an allowance of draw has been 

e,or to any article man tured in bonded warehouse and exported 
under any provision of law. 

Mr. ALLISON. 'There are some modifications that I think 
should be made to paragraph 470, and therefore I ask that the 
; Lap be i over for the present. à 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 471, page 163, line 
6, to strike out ** Asbestus" and insert ** Asbestos;” so as to read: 

471. Asbestos, unmanufactured. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I was out of the Chamber when par- 
agraph 460 was taken up a few minutes ago, to which I wanted 
to move an amendment, which I hope will be accepted by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa. 

At the end of the corresponding paragraph in the Wilson law 
noe was this provision, which seems to me ought to be in this 


Cattle, horses, sheep, or other domestic animals which have strayed across 
the boun M enn a dr d TED country, gre been or may be arven 
across SU un ne e owner for u urposes, toge r 
with their increase, may be Doubs back to the United. dates free duty 
under regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

There is considerable stock, as I understand, along the border 
of Mexico and the United States driven across for pasturage pur- 


oses, There has never been any complaint made r ing it so 
: far as I know, and the regulations prescribed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury have been ample to prevent any abuse. It seems to 


me that the present bill ought to accord the same privileges which 
are allowed under the present Jaw, and I hope there will be no ob- 
ection to the insertion of the words I have read as an amendment 


A di h 460. 
r. MILLS. I will state to the Senator from Iowa . ALLI- 
SON] that the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] is in favor 
of this as much as Iam. We have talked about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam familiar with it, and I do not know that 
I shall object to the amendment; but let it be passed over until to- 
morrow morning, by which time we may arrive at some under- 
standing about it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then I will offer the amendment, so 
that it will be pending and not be overlooked. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. I propose to insert, at the end of para- 
graph 460, the following: 


Cattle, horses, sheep, or other domestic animals which have strayed across 
boun line into any foreign country, or have been or may be driven 


line er fo! rposes, 
their increase, may beota ht tock to 77 United Ber free of ME 
regulations to be prescri by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES] will be 
pete over for the present. 

Mr. ALLISON. ere should be some modification of that par- 
agraph; but I am willing that it be Qua over. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I offer the amendment to the pending 


bill so that it will not be overlooked. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, after line 12, on page 165, to in- 
sert as a new paragraph: 

PB had Bauxite or beauxite, crude, not refined or otherwise advanced in con- 


Mr. CLAY. The House, as I understand, placed a duty of $1 
per ton on bauxite in paragraph 88 of the bill, which the te 


committee reported to strike out. I ask the Senator from Iowa to 


let the new paragraph which has just been read go over until 
that question can be considered in connection with paragraph 88. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection, the para- 
graph will be passed over for the present. 

e reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of Committee on Finance was, in ph 478. page 165, line 19, 
after the word pound,“ to strike out the comma and insert “and 
manila twine, measuring 600 feet to the pound;" so as to read: 

478. Binding twine: Ali binding twine manufactured in whole or in 
77777; exceeding NU fon o tue VOA at teu. 
eri 600 feet to the pound. s 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same paragraph, in line 22, 
before the word articles,“ to strike out like and insert the 
same;” so as to read: 

Provided, That articles mentioned in this paragraph if imported from a 
country which lays an import duty on the same articles imported from the 
United States shall be subject to a duty of one-half of 1 cent per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask consent of the Senate to recur 
to paragraph 473 for the purpose of offering an amendment be- 
tween that and Logis acer 474, as I think it will come more pro; 
erly at that point. I propose to move an amendment there M 
ing a new paragraph: 

Bagging for cotton, my cloth, and all similar material suitable for cov- 
ering cotton, com; in whole or in part of hemp, flax, jute, or jute butts. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iaskthe Senator to allow that to be passed 
over for the present. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iwill offer the amendment now, and 
then it may go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as a new paragraph: 


4734. Bagging for cotton, cloth, and all similar material suitable for 
covering cotton, composed in whole or in part of hemp, flax, jute, or jute 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. By unanimous consent, the amend- 
ment will lie over for the present. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before passing from paragraph 478, in line 17 
I move to strike out the words ‘‘in whole or in part.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 478, page 165, line 17, after the 
word manufactured,“ it is proposed to strike out in whole or 
in part;” so as to read: 

478. Binding twine: All bind 
hemp, istle or Tampico fiber, sisal grass, or sunn, etc. 

Mr. NELSON. I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will ask the Senator what objection he has 
to the amendment. 

Mr. NELSON. I object to it because we have a good deal of 
twine of mixed material; we have a good deal of twine that is not 
made wholly of one of these substances; we have a good deal that 
is made of manila and sisal grass, mixed. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will observe the object I have in 
making the suggestion is to give some little protection to the flax 
industry, which we are caring for. Under the provision as it 
stands now, twine might have in it a single line of New Zealand 
hemp, istle or tampico fiber, and so on, and all the rest be flax. 
I suggest to the Senator that we should say “from New Zealand 
hemp, istle or tampico fiber, sisal grass, or sunn, or a mixture of 


Mr. NELSON. If the amendment is put in that form, I shall 
have no objection to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. If not put in that form, it would be all wrong, 
unless we strike out the words which I have proposed to strike 
out. 

Mr. NELSON. IftheSenator will put in the words he proposes 
tostrike out, then it will be all right. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ican not allow the Senator to say it would be 
all right to strike out those words if I did not put anything in. 
We strike out those words in order that we may not haveimported 
binding twine manufactured in whole or in part from New Zea- 
land hemp, instead of flax. : 

Mr.N N. No binding twine is made of flax. It is all 


mate, ALLISO 

Mr. N. TheSenator does not comprehend what I mean, 
The object of my moving to strike out that provision was to pro- 
tect the flax industry from what might happen under this provi- 
sion if it were not stricken out. I want the Senator to see that 
the M pap he makes is one not in the interest of the industry 
he see 5 and that my amendment is in that interest. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
in line 17, to strike out the words in whole or in part.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


twine manufactured from New Zealand 


‘either of them.” 
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Mr. ALLISON. Now, I move, in the same 
18, after the word “sunn,” to insert ‘‘or a mixture of either of 
them." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. Do I understand the paragraph is perfected 


paragraph, in line 


according to the theory of the other side? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ithink it is fully perfected. 

Mr. WHITE. Imoveto strike out the paragraph as amended 
and insertin lieu thereof paragraph 399 of the present law. I 
think the effect of the numerous amendments 3 nies: by the 
Committee on Finance has been to Mose thelaw of its beneficial 
effect. It is so limited in operation that the free list is the appro- 
priate place for the provision. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Calitornia will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 478 
and in lieu thereof to insert: 

All binding twine mannfactured in whole or in part from New Zealand 
hemp, istle or Tampico fiber, sisal grass, or sunn, of single ply and measurin 
5 600 feet to the pound, and manila twine not exceeding 650 fee 

Mr. ALLISON. The suggestion of the Senator from California 
calls to my attention a matter which I had overlooked. The pro- 
vision as to manila twine should read measuring 650 feet,” in- 
stead of '*600 feet." I think the language as it stands is a mis- 
print, and that it should be as I suggest. I move the insertion of 
the words ‘‘and fifty," after the word hundred,“ in line 20; so as 
to read, **and manila twine, measuring 650 feét to the pound.” 

Mr. WHITE. If I understand the effect of the amendment, 
then, manila twine measuring 649 feet would not be admitted free. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the provision of the Wilson law. I 
think the provision should be “not exceeding 650 feet.” The ob- 
ject is to exclude very fine twine. 

Mr. WHITE. The Wilson law states ** not exceeding 650 feet.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; that ought to be the provision 
here—‘‘ not exceeding 650 feet.” 

Mr. WHITE. Now, Mr. President, if the paragraph is per- 
fected, I wish to offer my amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Iowa, 

Mr. WHITE. It appears to me that the phrase “or a mixture 
of either of them” is not a very good expression. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is in the Wilson law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If the Senator from California will 
withhold his amendment for a moment, the Chair will put the 
question on the amendments of the committee, 

Mr. WHITE. I withdraw the amendment temporarily. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the other two 
amendments proposed by the Senator from Iowa on behalf of the 
committee will be agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I think the expression ‘‘or the mixture of either 
of them” is a little inaccurate there. I will, however, now move 
to substitute paragraph 399 of the Wilson law for the pending 


8 : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
roposed by the Senator from ornia [Mr. WHITE], which has 

2 been read. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Iowa to the comma at the end of line 19, after the 
word “manila,” and asks if he desires to have that retained? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; it should be retained. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the comma will 
be retained. : 

Mr. ALLISON. Task that the paragraph be read as it now 


stands, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph wil be read as 
amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

478. Binding twine: All binding twine manufactured from New Zealand 
hemp, istle or Tampico fiber, sisal grass, or sunn, or a mixture of either of 
them, of single ply and measuring not exceeding 600 feet to the pound, and 
manila twine, measuring not exceeding 650 feet tothe pound: Provided, That 
articles mentioned in this 8 rted from a country which lays 
an import duty on the same articles im from the United States, shall 
be subject to a duty of one-half of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment of the committee in line 22, 
before the word “articles,” to strike out like“ and insert the 
same," should be disagreed to; so that it will read: 

From a country which lays an import duty on like articles imported from 
the United States, etc. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be di d to. The Chair hears none, and it is disagreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. Now recall the motion which I have made to 
Strike out the whole of paragraph 478 as amended and insert in 


lieu thereof paragraph 399 of the present law, which has been 
already read 


read. t 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that that 
amendment has just been rejected by a vote of the Senate, 


im 


Mr. WHITE. It seems when my motion was made the para- 
graph had not reached that state of perfection which was the ulti- 
mate iration of the Senator from Iowa, but now that it is in a 
thoroughly dressed-up condition I wish to renew the motion, so as 
to again present the question. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to the Senator presenting 
his amendment. The paragraph is in a condition of absolute per- 
fection now, as I understand it, without the suggestion of the 
Senator to strike it out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE], which has 

n read. 


Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, as to the amendment being in a 
state of absolute perfection, I will say to the honorable and 
learned Senator from Iowa that I do not think you can mix 
* either" of several different things. Either" applies to one of 
two uri The proposition should be **a mixture of any two or 
monen hat I think would be an improvement of the phrase- 
ology. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I shall accept the modification sug- 
gested by the Senator from Indiana, although I call his attention 
to the fact that we were imitating the fabricators of the Wilson 
law when we inserted those words. 

Mr. WHITE. A fabrication may be used, but a refabrication 
never. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Indiana state 
the amendment he suggests? 

Mr. TURPIE. In paragraph 478, line 18, after the words mix- . 
ture of," I move to strike out either“ and to insert “any two 
or more.’ 

Mr. ALLISON. _I think that is better phraseology than that in 
th graph, and I thank the Senator for the suggestion. 

TheSECRETARY. Itis proposed to amend the committee amend- 
ment, after the words ‘‘ mixture of,” in line 18, by striking out 
„either“ and inserting any two or more.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The text will stand in that way in 
place of the amendment heretofore adopted. The question before 
the Senate is on the motion of the Senator from California to strike 
out paragraph 478 and insert a new paragraph, which has been 
heretofore read. 

The amendment of Mr. WHITE was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 166, after line 9, to insert 
the following as a new paragraph: 


484}. Bolting cloths composed of silk, imported vele ud for milling pur- 
poses, and so permanently marked as not to be suitable for any other use. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In paragraph 484, line 9, after the word dried,” 
I move to insert the words not specially provided for.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend paragraph 484, in line 
9, page 166, so as to read: 

481. Blood, dried, not specially provided for. 

The amendment was eed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 166, after line 18, to insert 
as à new paragraph the following: 

486a. Books, maps, music, engravings, photographs, etchings, bound or un- 
bound, and charts, which shall have been printed more than twenty years at 
the date of importation, and all Hd Caput charts, and scientific ks and 
periodicals devoted to original scientific research, and publications issued for 
their subscribers by scientific and literary associations or academies, or pub- 
lications of individuals for gratuitous private circulation, and public docu- 
ments issued by foreign governments. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 167, after line 2, to insert as 
a new paragraph the following: ; 

486b. Books and pamphlets printed exclusively in lange other than 
English; also books and music, in raised print, used exclusively by the blind. 

Mr. VEST. Is not that a repetition of another paragraph? 

Mr. ALLISON. "That is a repetition of another paragraph, and 
paragraph 486 should be stricken out. 

Mr. GRAY. 4868c, you mean. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; paragraph 486 should be stricken out. It 
was the intention of the committee to run these various para- 
graphs right along. à 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 486, 
beginning in line 16, on page 166, as follows: 

486. Books, engravings, phot etchings, bound or unbound, ma 
and charts imported bys 8 y es the use of the United States or ior A 
the use of the of Congress. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. VEST. Ishouldlike to understand that. It seems tome 
that paragraph 486c is the same as paragraph 486, except that 
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paragraph 486c includes music. I understand the Senator to 
move to strike out 8 486. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; the proposition is to strike out paragraph 
486 and insert 486c, so as to have these provisions in regular order. 
The provision of paragraph 486 is enlarged a little in paragraph 
486c 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 486c is next in order, and 
will be read. 

The SECRETARY. The Committee on Finance propose to insert 
as a new paragraph, after line 5, on page 167, the following: 

. x E vings, photographs, etchings, bound or un- 
bouna. BOONE, DATA E AAD Wren ptt nat or for the use of the United States 
or for the use of the Library of Congress. 

Mr. VEST. The only difference I see is that this paragraph 
includes music, whilst paragraph 486 does not. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. This includes the qx eps 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that paragraph 486 been 
stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment has been agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 24, of paragraph 486a, page 166, after 
the word “subscribers,” I move to insert the words or exchanges,” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 486a, on page 166, line 24, after 
the word “subscribers,” it is proposed to insert or exchanges;” so 
as to read: 

And publications issued for their subscribers or exchanges by scientific 
and literary associations or academies, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, after line 9, on page 107, to insert 
as a new paragraph the following: 

486d. Books, maps, music, roger Sg etchings. lithographic prints, and 
charts, specially imported, not more than two copies in any one invoice, in 
good faith, for the use or by order of oy society or institution incorporated 
or established solely for religious, philosophical, educational, scientific, or 
literary purposes, or for the encouragement of the fine arts, or for the use or 
v order of any college, academy, school, or seminary of learning in the 

nited States, or any State or public library, and not for sale, subject to such 
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall á 

Mr. VEST. What is the change made? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is a new paragraph reported 
by the Senate committee as it appears in the print. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no change made in paragraph 486d. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 167, after line 19, to insert 
as a new paragraph the following: 

488e. Books, libraries, usual and reasonable furniture, and similar house- 
hold effects of persons or families from foreign countries, if actually used 
abroad by them not less than one year, and not intended for any other per- 
son or persons, nor for sale. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 168, to insert as a 
new paragraph the following: 

486f. Brass, old brass, clippings from brass or Dutch metal, all the forego- 
ing, fit only for remanufacture. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert a new paragraph as follows: 

489). Bromine. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and continued to the end 
of paragraph 493. . 

Mr. WHITE. After paragraph 493, I move to insert as a new 
paragraph: 

493}. Burlaps and bags for grain, made of burlaps. 

A similar question will be involved here to that suggested in the 
motion of the Senator form Arkansas. I merely give notice of 
the amendment at present, and will allow it to stand over. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. By unanimous consent, it will be 
passed over. 

Mr. PETTUS. I suggest to the Senator from California to add 
“cotton bagging, or bagging for cotton." 

Mr. WHITE. I will say to the Senator from Alabama that the 
Senator from Arkansas has already made such a motion in refer- 
ence to another paragraph of the bill, so that the motion referred 
to by the Senator from Alabama is pending at this time. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 496, line13, page 168, 
after the word *'crude," to strike out the comma and insert and 
crude liquid camphor of not less than 980 degrees specific gravity;" 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

496. Camphor, crude and crude liquid camphor of not less than 980 degrees 
specific gravity. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GRAY. After paragraph 493} I think I should like to call 
attention to bleaching powder, about which something was said 


prescribe. 


the other day when it was passed over. I should like to propose 
an amendment inserting bleaching powder. Let it be stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. There will be no objection to that. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add as a new paragraph 
affer 4931: 

Bleaching powder. ‘ 

Mr. BURROWS. The Senator offers that to be considered as 
pending? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is all. 

Mr. WHITE. I notice that in this part of the bill there is no 
mention made of paragraph 426 of the Wilson Act—old coins, 
medals, etc. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Iowa whether 
itis the design of the committee to take the articles embraced in 
paragraph 426 off the free list? 

The present law reads: i 

Old coins and medals and other antiquities, but the term “antiquities,” as 
used in this act, shall include only such articles as are suitable for souvenirs 
or cabinet collections, and which shall have been produced at any period 
priorto the year 1700. 

Of course we can probably produce something prior to the year 
1700 by new processes, but that is not an infant industry. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was N omitted in the bill as it 
came from the House. In the ate the committee is prepar- 
ing a modification of that provision, to see if it is not possible to 
get in these old coins and antiquities without being obliged to get 
im also under that name new coins and new imitations. We will 
have that under consideration later on. 

Mr. WHITE. The present law provides: 

Whith have been produced at any period prior to the year 1700. 

There are, in the progress of scientific inquiry, various processes 
giving an ancient appearance to manufactured articles, and I do 
not know whether it is designed to promote a domestic industry. 

Mr. GRAY. It occurs to me that this, like some other indus- 
tries, may deserve protection. I recollect seeing the answer of a 
witness on the stand in a court in New York. He was asked what 
his business was, and he said his business was to make wormholes 
in furniture, so that it might be sold as antique furniture. If tha 
is worthy of consideration—— ‘ 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a new industry. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator from Delaware ought to state, 
in justice to his own country, that that answer was made in 

land and not here. 
r. GRAY. In England? 
. Mr. HOAR, Yes. 

Mr. GRAY. Still it might be brought into this country if it 
were not kept out by a tariff. 

Mr. ALLISON. I assure the Senator that later on we will pro- 
pose some provision in regard to the question of antiquities. 

Mr. WHITE. Iobserve immediately prior to antiquities in the 
present law ‘‘cabbages.” The relation between the two is not 
apparent. I will inquire whether they are excluded from the 
free list b 58 85 : 
e ISON. They are on the dutiable list at 3 cents each, I 

Mr. WHITE. I wil now move to insert the phraseology of 
paragraph 426 of the present law immediately before paragraph 
495 of the proposed law. The amendment may be considered as 
pending, subject to the paragraph which the Senator from Iowa 
informs us the committee has now in process of preparation. 

The reading of the bill was resum The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 498, page 168, line 
16; after the word **unmanufactured," to strike out the comma 
and. insert or not further manufactured than in strings or 
cords;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

498. Catgut. whi t, or wo ; 
JC 

Mr. ALLISON. On further consideration, the committee in- 
struct me to ask the Senate to disagree to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WHITE. I understand the Senator asks the Senate to dis- 
agree to the amendment and to insert in paragraph 498 the words 


ini > 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; that has already been done. 

Mr. WHITE. That is satisfactory. 5 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was to insert as a new paragraph the 
following: 

50. Charcoal. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that the paragraph may be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 8 will be t over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was to insert as a new paragraph: 

500b. Chicory root, raw, dried or undried, but unground. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the amendment may be rejected. 
We have already put chicory root on the dutiable list. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance. 

'The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 504, 169, line 3, 
after the word coal,“ to strike out ** anthracite, and coal; and 
in line 4, after the word “ be," to strike out ** unloaded” and in- 
sert ** unladen or discharged;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

504. Coal stores of American vessels; but none shall be unladen or discharged. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask that paragraphs 504 and 505, down to the 


end of line 16, shall be over. 

Mr. WHITE. Including line 16? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Including line 16. The paragraphs 
will be passed over. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 

"x Committee on Finance was to insert as a new section the fol- 
wing: 

24. in p in| i d other f. ot - 

ea Cona zaton. pari datus pig un other forms, not manu: 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. I desire to offer an amendment to come in at 
the proper place along here, wherever it will suit the committee 
best, reading: ** Yellow prussiate of potash, cyanide of potassium.” 
Is it the proper time to offer it now? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not know of any place where I desire the 
Senator to offer the amendment, but I think it had better come in 
a little later, under the potash paragraph, which will appear soon. 
We have potash in paragraph 619, page 181. 

Mr. STEWART. I will wait until we reach that point. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have a great number of articles of potash 
on the free list. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 
of paragraph 517, on page 170, which is as follows: 

517. Cotton, and cotton waste or flocks. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I move to amend the paragraph so as to 
conform with the amendment heretofore adopted putting cotton 
on the dutiable list. I move to strike out the words Cotton, and." 

The SEORETARY. In paragraph 517, line 12, it is proposed to 
strike out the words “Cotton, and;” so as to make the paragraph 

Cotton waste or flocks. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BACON. The amendment which I submitted is now in 
order. ‘The point has been reached where it will be inserted, if 
adopted. The amendment, to be known as paragraph 517}, puts 
3 ties on the free list. The amendment is in writing at the 

esk. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to insert as a new paragraph: 

517}. Cotton ties of iron and steel, of any thickn for baling cotton, cut 
to lengths, punched or not punched, with or without buckles. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator gives notice of the amendment, 
which is to be passed over. 

Mr. BACON. Not unless the Senator desires. i 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not. 

Mr. SPOONER and Mr. WHITE. Let the amendment be read 


n. 
Me he Secretary in read the amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. It should be **iron or steel.” 

Mr. BACON. It is or,“ is it not? I intended it to be "or^ I 


make that modification. [ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be modified so 
as to read Cotton ties, of iron or steel." a 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not know what is the dispo- 
sition of the Senator from Iowa and those who are acting with 
him as to this icular amendment. If there is any intention to 
antagonize it, it has been su that possibly it might go over. 

I desire, however, to call the attention of the Senator and the 
Senate to the fact that a few days since, when this matter was in- 
cidentally mentioned in connection with another, the Senator 
from Iowa, representing the committee, stated that it was cer- 
tainly the intention of the committee and of those with whom he 

to put cotton ties and binding twine upon an exact equality. 

Mr. ISON. Ishall be very glad to have the Senatof read 
any observation of mine to that effect. I shall be glad to have 
the RECORD produced showing that I suggested that they be put 
on an equality. Isaid we would endeavor to deal justly with all 
these matters connected with this paragraph as respects the free 
list. If cotton ties and binding twine stand exactly upon the 
same relation, it is a question whether one or two of them should 
be on the free list or dutiable list. 

Mr. BACON. I fear the Senator from Iowa forgets the occa- 
sion to which I allude. 

Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps I do. Ishould be glad to have the 


Senator read just what I did say. That is to say, if Iam to be 
judged b 5 I made hitherto 5 cotton ties, 
should d to have it read at the desk or by the Senator. 
Mr. BACON. The Senator will recall that I suggested Friday 
last,I think it was, that the Senator and those with whom he was 
acting were more sensitive as to the rights claimed by certain 


interests than they were as to others. I was speaking of the fact 
that they had so promptly recommended the jene of a com- 
pensatory duty upon cotton manufactures. The Senator asked 
me to specify in what instance they had failed to be equally con- 
siderate of the interests of the farmers of the North ugi the inter- 
ests of the farmers of the South. Istated the fact that in the 
pending bill bagging and ties were upon the dutiable list, while 
grain sacks and binding twine were on the free list. The Senator 
from California [Mr. WHITE] called attention to the fact that I 
was mistaken as to grain sacks, and the matter as being true 
so far as related to binding twine being on the free list and bag- 
ging and ties being on the dutiable list. 

Relating to those particular items, the Senator from Iowa then 
made the statement which I now suggest is correctly represented 
by me. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] rose and asked 
whether or not the Senator intended to produce the equality 
which was promised by him by bringing binding twine on to the 
dutiable list, so that it should be on an equality with bagging 
and ties, or whether he proposed to put bagging and ties on the 
free list, and thus get them to a plane of equality. The Senator 
from Iowa at that time declined to say which he would do, but 
gave the assurance that they would be treated on an exact 
equality, and said the committee was.considering it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Senator to read what I said. 

Mr. BACON. Ido not Qus to have given the exact lan- 
guage of the Senator from Iowa, but I do not think I have mis- 
represented him in substance. 

.WHITE. Isuggestto theSenator from Georgia that a fair 
defense could be made upon either theory. 

Mr. BACON. A defense by whom? 

Mr. WHITE. By either party. 

Mr. BACON, The Senator’s remark is rather vague. I do not 
know to what he alludes, 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not re; this as of any moment, so far 
as I am personally concerned, but as the Senator quoted my 
language, I wanted to see if he was making a correct quotation. 

. BACON. The Senator does me an injustice by saying that 
I endeavored to quote his language. 

Mr. WHITE. If my memory serves me rightly, it was a more 
general expression of good will in which the Senator from Georgia 
acquiesced, taking it rather too literally, and making perhaps 
too close an application. 

Mr. ALLISON. If it will suit the convenience of the Senator 
from Georgia, I will ask that the amendment may be passed over 
and be regarded as pending, and then we can discuss the whole 
question later on. 

Mr. BACON. Iwas looking in the wrong copy of the RECORD. 
Iwill get the correct number and call the attention of the Senator 
from Iowa to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not a material matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be considered 
as pending and will be passed over. 8 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Georgia allow it to be 
passed over? 

Mr. BACON. Ihad the wrong number of the RECORD. 

Mr. PETTUS. Why not act on the amendment now? 

Mr. STEWART. I do not see any objection to acting on it now. 

Mr. PETTUS. Ishould like to know why theamendment should 
be passed over. Why not act on it? 

. BACON. Simply because the Senator from Iowa desires 
that the RECORD shall be produced to see whether we have labored 
under an impression erroneously. 

Mr. P. S. Ifthe Senator will allow me, it is not what the 
Senator from Iowa said last week. He has a right to change his 
mind if he chooses. I do not think he said that, because my dis- 
tinct impression is that he gave an answer which you could not 
put a hook into. [Laü d What we need most is the con- 
currence of the Senator from lowa now. 

The ing of the bill was resumed. 

Mr. P S. One moment. I wish to understand why the 
amendment is to be passed over? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. With the assent of the Senator from 


Georgia, it was laid over. 
Mr. BACON. It has been passed over in accordance with the 


suggestion of the Senator from Iowa and in accordance with the 
gestion of several Senators who sit around me that possibly it 
isin the interest of the amendment which I seek to have incor- 
porated in the bill and for which I have very deep solicitude. 
Mr. PETTUS. Iam very anxious that the Senator from Iowa 
shall not prove that he is correct, and therefore I should like to 
have the amendment acted on now. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I would suggest to the Senator from Alabama 
that personally it is immaterial to me whether or not it is now 
acted on; butthere are fouror five amendments which, in a sense, 
are correlated, and I think we might as well some time, when we 
have the inclination and when the records can be produced, 
take up all those amendments and dispose of them. 

Mr. PETTUS. Then the only favor I ask is that the Senator 
from Georgia will leave the other discussion out of the case and 
nd posma those Senators to agree to the amendment. 

r. BACON. Unless there is urgency on the part of some one, 
I will agree to the suggestion of the Senator from Iowa that the 
amendment be passed over. 
' The VICE-PRESIDENT. With the assent of the mover of the 
amendmen, it will be passed over for the present. 
The ing of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 
of paragraph 525, line 25, page 170. Š i 

Mr. ALLISON. In line. 24, before the word **glaziers'," I move 
to insert the word ** miners'.“ 4 

The SECRETARY. In line 24, it is proposed to insert the word 
**miners';" so as to make the paragraph read: 

525. Diamonds and other precious stones, rough or uncut, and not advanced 
in condition or value from their natural state by cleaving, splitting, cutting, 
or other oe including miners’, glaziers’, and engravers’ diamonds not 
set, and diamond dust or bort. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa whether 
intentionally the provision of existing law was left ont in regard 
to jewels used in the manufacture of clocks and watches. It was 
in the McKinley Act and is in the Wilson Act. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will remember that the bill as it 
comes from the House provides for a duty of 15 per cent ad 
valorem on jewels for watches. The Senate committee recom- 
mend striking out “fifteen” and inserting “ten.” My impression 
is we will recommend later on, if we can reach an agreement on 


the subject, that these jewels shall be placed n the free list. 
Mr. CULLOM. I thought that had already agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. It has not been agreed to. 


Mr. CULLOM. H hope it will be. 


Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Illinois with had 
romptness in support of a position which the Senator from 
eden is about to make. It has not been agreed to. 


Mr. VEST. I move, after the word ‘‘set,” in line 24, page 170, 
agraph 525, to insert and jewels to be used in the manu- 
bae of clocks and watches.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair). 
The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “set,” in line 24, page 170, 
paragraph 525, it is proposed to insert “and jewels to be used in 
the manufacture of clocks and watches; so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

525. Diamonds and other ington stones, rough or uncut, and not advanced 
in condition or value from their natural state by cleaving, splitting, cutting, 
or other process, including miners’, glaziers’, and engravers’ diamonds not 
set, and jewels to be used in the manufacture of clocks and watches, and dia- 
mond dust or bort. . 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Missouri will allow 
the amendment to be passed over. The subject is pending in the 
dutiable list and has been passed over there. Iam ratherinsym- 
pathy with him about it, but we had better deal with that when 
we take up the whole question of watch movements, which has 
also been m over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 528, page 171, line 
4, after the word **excrescences," to strike out such as nu 2 
in line 6, after the word nuts,“ to insert ‘‘nutgalls;” in line 9, 
after the word are,“ to insert “drugs and; "and in line 11, after 
the word process.“ to insert of manufacture;" so as to make 
the paragraph read: m 

525. Drugs, such as barks, beans, berries, balsams, buds, bulbs, and bulbous 
J M CAR E LAS 
— vegetables, sede aromatic, and seeds of morbid growth, weeds, 
and woods used expressly for dyeing; any of the foregoing which are drugs 
and not edible and are in a crude state, and not advanced in value or condi- 
tion by refining or grinding, or by other process of manufacture, not 

y provided for in this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 529, page 171, line 16, 
after the word “collections,” to strike out the comma and insert 
“nor fish roe preserved for food purposes; so as to make the 
paragraph read: 


529. Eggs of birds, fish, and insects: Provided, however, That this shall not 
be held to include the of e birds the importation of which is prohib- 
ited except specimens for tific collections nor fish roe preserved for 
food purposes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next paragraph was read, as follows: 

530. Emery ore. . 


Mr. PRITCHARD. _ I ask that emery ore may be passed over. 


Mr. ALLISON. It is understood that all ores are passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, paragraph 
530, emery ore, will be over. 

Mr. ISON. 1 wish to offer an amendment in line 14, page 
171, paragraph 529. After the word ‘‘ birds," in line 14, I wish to 
insert an amendment. I have not the amendment here. It has 
been mislaid, and I may want to change it later. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let it be passed over, and the Sena- 
tor from Iowa can amend it when we again take up the paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. After the word “ birds,” in line 14, I move to 
insert ‘‘ or the of birds not used for food.” 

Mr. WHITE. I understand the object to be to permit all 
eggs that are used for food to be imported? 

Mr. ALLISO 'This was not to be held to include the of 

me birds, or eggs not used for food. The amendment has been 
for the moment mislaid, but that is the idea. 

T NE I suggest to the Senator from Iowa that the 
paragra over. 

Mr. ALLIS N. Ithinkitis a good amendment and ought to 
be made. 

Mr. FRYE. It is all right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa will 
please state the amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. The insertion of the amendment of the Senator 
from Iowa, I understand, brings the eggs of birds, eggs that 
are perei Pariah ce as ornaments, within the prohibition that 
follows. eir importation is prohibited, and it has the effect, 
therefore, to prevent the wholesale destruction of the song birds of 
this continent which is going on for the mere purposes of fancy 
or pleasure. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Massachusetts, as it was 
his original amendment suggested to me, which I have mislaid, 
will suggest the language that he thinks ought to be inserted 
there, I will accept it. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator has proposed sufficient lan- 


guage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be passed 
over, without objection. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, no. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let it be read as now pr 

The Secretary. Insert, after the word ‘‘birds,” in line 14, page 
171, gi 528, the words **or eggs not used for food.” 

Mr. PETTUS. I propose to try my hand at the amendment. I 
suggest the phrase nor eggs of birds used for food." 

Mr. HOAR. That clause would prohibit the importation of 
eggs used for food, which are already admissible under a duty. 
The object of the provision, as I understand it, is to bring the 
eggs of song birds—birds which have no value in use—under the 
provision of line 15, the importation of which is prohibited. It is 
a well-known fact that the destruction of the song birds of this 
continent by the sale of their eggs for mere fanciful purposes is 
going on at a wholesale rate, and it is so in Europe. It is said 
that even the nightingales are being totally destroyed in Italy. Of 
course these birds fly across the Canada line and across the Mexi- 


can line. 

Mr. PETTUS. If the Senator will allow me, the first line puts 
these things on the free list. “Eggs of birds" come in free. e 
Senator who offered the amendment proposes to exclude those 
eggs which are used for food. Therefore it has no connection 
" heus first part d ~ paragraph, Tut isin ers oma, and = 
oug! come in in the part of the paragraph simply eggs o 
birds, used for food. : ET. 

Mr. HOAR. The language of the amendment, as I understand 
it, is this, and leaves the paragraph in this way: 

Eggs of birds, fish, and insects— 

'Those are on the free list— 

Provided, however— 

It goes on to say that **the eggs of game birds or the eggs of 
birds not used for food" shall not be imported at all. "The eggs of 
birds used for food are provided for in a separate provision. 

That this shall not be held to include the eggs of game birds— 

In other words, they shall not come in free— 
or the eggs of birds not used for food— 

Song birds and birds generally. 

Mr. GRAY. The birds or the eggs? 

Mr. HOAR. The birds and the eggs. Then it goes on— 
= importation of which is prohibited except specimens for scientific collec- 

ions. | 


It seems to me that is as clear as can be. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that there 
is no question before the Senate. TheSecretary will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HO The amendment has been adopted, I understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment has not been 
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stated from the desk, The Chair is unaware what amendment is 
moved, and thereading will proceed unless some amendment is 


off 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Iowa offered an amendment 
which has been stated three times at least. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not hear it. The 
Secretary will read the amendment proposed by the Senator from 


Iowa. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “ birds,” at the end of line 14, 
3 MMC to insert the words or the eggs of birds not used 

or » 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
amendment will be agreed to. The amendment is agreed to. 
The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 171, after line 21, 
to insert the following: 

532a. Farina. 

Mr. ALLISON. Task that that 8 be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e paragraph will be passed 
over. 

The next amendment was, on page 171, after line 22, to insert: 

532b. Fashion plates, engraved on steel or copper or on wood, colored or 


'The amendment was agreed to. 

'The Secretary read the next paragraphs, as follows: 

533. Feldspar. 

534. Felt, adhesive, for sheathing vessels. 

Mr. ALLISON. Having struck fence posts from the dutiable 
list, I move, by direction of the committee, to insert fence posts 
as paragraph 533}. If there is no obection, I will allow that amend- 
ment to be pending and passed over. 

Mr. WHITE. hat is the amendment? J 

Mr. ALLISON. To insert fence posts. They have been struck 
from the dutiable list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be agreed 
to, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BURROWS. No; I do not understand that itis agreed to. 
It is pending and passed over, I understand. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senate struck fence posts from the dutiable 


list. 

Mr. BURROWS. I do not want the amendment to go in until 
we see about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as a new paragraph: 

5344. Fence posts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be passed 
ue FRYE, Why pass th h over? 

r. y e paragraph over 

Mr. BURROWS. 8 1 want to look into it. : 

The next amendment was, on page 172, after line 2, to insert: 

5353. , fresh, frozen, or packed in ice (except salmon), caught in the 
Great Lakes, or other fresh waters by or for American fishermen or ci 
of the United States, 


Mr. SPOONER. Iask that that paragraph be passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be parson over. 

The PRESIDING OFFIC: The paragraph will be passed 
over. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 537, page 172, line 7, 
after the word “and,” to strike out *'ground;" and in the same 
line, after the word stones,“ to strike out the comma and insert 
*unground;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

531. Flint, flints, and flint stones unground. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 539, page 172, line 9, 
after the word “Fruits,” to insert or berries;" and in line 10, 
after the word ‘‘act,” to strike out the comma and insert “and 
fruits in brine;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

539. Fruits or berries, green, ripe, or dried, not specially provided for in 
this act and fruits in brine. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 172, after line 10, to insert: 

539}. Fruit plants, tropical and semitropical, for the purpose of propaga- 
tion or cultivation. 

Mr. ALLISON, There should be a hyphen between “Fruit” 
and '*plants;" so as to read, ‘‘ Fruit-plants." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A yphen will be inserted be- 
tween the words “Fruit” and “plants” as suggested. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 172, after line 15, to insert 
the following: 

542). Glass enamel, white, for watch and clock dials. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 544, page 172, line 25, 
after the word ‘‘not,” to strike out “dressed or;" and on page 


staph 546, having been amended as propose 


173, line 1, after the word “manufactured,” to insert ** or dressed;” 

80 as to make the paragraph read: 
514. Grasses and fibers: Istle or Tampico fiber, jute, jute butts, manila, sisal 
sunn, and all other textile grasses or fibrous vegetable substances, not 


ape spite or dressed in any manner, and not specially provided for in 
act. 


Mr. WHITE. I desire to suggest that this matter be passed 
over. We have already settled the question temporarily as to 
certain jute manufactures, and I think this pa ph had better 
be considered in that connection. The elimination of the words 
dressed or" has some bearing, I suppose, upon the amendment 
already HAS 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not object to its being passed over. 

Mr. WHITE. Ithink it had better be passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. It all relates to raw jute. It does not relate 
to any manufactured jute. 

e WHITE. The words “or dressed" are proposed to be in- 
serted. 

Mr. ALLISON. “Grasses and fibers," It is all raw material, 

Mr. WHITE. I withdraw my suggestion. The Senator from 
Iowa is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Imove to insert: 

Floor mattings, manufactured from round or split straw, including what 
is commonly known as Chinese matting. 

_It has already been taken from the dutiable list, and I gave no- 
tice that I would move to put it upon the free list at the proper 
time. Ihavetaken the language ofthe existinglaw, butIam quite 
willing to go back and take the language of the pending bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. "The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Insert as a new paragraph: 

587}. Floor mattings, manufactured from round or split straw, including 
what is commonly known as Chinese matting. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment which has been read by the Secretary as a new paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator from Missouri desire action 
upon the amendment now? That is one of the contested points. 

. VEST. Does the Senator want to have it go over? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ithink it might as well go over. 

Mr. VEST. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will be passed over, if there is no objection. 
The reading of the bill will be 5 with. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 546, page 173, line 6, after the word uses.“ to insert **and;" 
and in line 7, after the word for,“ to insert ‘by name;" so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

516. Grease and oils, such as are commonly used in soap making or in wire 
drawing, or for stufting or dressing leather, and which are fit only for such 
uses, and not specially provided for by name in this act. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr: ALLISON. I move to insert after the word “oils,” in line 
4, the words, **excepting fishoil.” It is already on the dutiable list. 

Mr. WHITE. Iwas about to call attention to the fact that 
2 499 of the present law—— 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment which I suggest should go in 
parentheses—‘“‘(excepting fish oil)." 

The SECRETARY. In line 4, after the word oils,” insert the 
words “(excepting fish oil).” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. Imerely wished to call attention to the phrase- 
ology of the present law. It is as follows: 
ni M ae including cod oil, such as are commonly used in soap mak- 

g, etc. 

As I understand the amendment as now adopted, cod oil is no 
longer upon the free list. That is the effect of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

Mr. WHITE. I suggest that paragraph 546, which has just 
been considered, be passed over in connection with another para- 
graph which was passed over in the dutiable list regarding cocoa- 
nut oil and cocoanut-oil compounds. It will be necessary to har- 
monize those paragraphs in some way, and I suggest that 546 go 


over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, para- 
d, will be passed over. 

e next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 

paragraph 547, page 173, line 8, after the word *' substances," to 
strike out ''expressly;" and in line 9, before the word for,“ to 
insert ** only;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

547. Guano, manures, and all substances used only for manure. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr.WHITE. Imovetheinsertion, immediately after paragraph 
547, of the following: 

Gunny bags and gunny cloths, old or refuse, fit only for remanufacture. 
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I observe that this paragraph has been omitted in the pending 
bill; I do not know whether by design or not. If there is to be 
any discussion about it, it may go over and be considered with 
other matters of kindred character. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 547 being disposed of, 
the Senator from California moves to insert a new paragraph, 
which will be read: 

The SECRETARY. 
paragraph: 

t 541). Gunny bags and gunny cloths, old or refuse, fit only for remanufac- 
ure. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be passed 
over, if there be no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia to the fact that that is already covered by paragraph 608— 
* waste rope and waste bagging, fit only to be converted into 


aper." > 
4 Mr. WHITE. T had not observed that fact. I was following 
the items of the old law and the present bill. s 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will just turn to paragraph 608, 
on page 179, he will see— 

Waste rope and waste bagging fit only to be converted into paper. 

We have not reached that paragraph yet. 

Mr. FRYE. It is the same thing. : 

Mr. WHITE. I am somewhat doubtful whether the phrase- 
ology is broad enough to cover it. Let it be passed over for the 


resent. 
E The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be passed 
over, without objection. 

The reading of the bill was continued toline 14, on page 173, the 
last paragraph read being as follows: 

549. Hair of horse, cattle, and other animals, cleaned or uncleaned, drawn 
or undrawn, but unmanufactured, not specially provided for in this act; and 
human hair, raw, uncleaned, and not drawn. 

Mr. ALLISON. I propose to amend the paragraph in line 11 
by striking out the words ‘cleaned or;" in line 12 by striking out 
the words drawn or," and in the same line by striking out the 
word “but” and inserting “and.” Iofferthatas one amendment. 

The SEcRETARY. Itis Labs pee after the word “animals,” in 
line 11, to strike out the words **cleaned or;" in line 12, after the 
word ** uncleaned," to strike out the words ‘‘ drawn or,” and after 
the word “undrawn,” in the same line, to strike out the word 
* but" and insert the word ‘‘and;” so as to read: 

Hair of horse, cattle, and other animals, uncleaned, undrawn, and unman- 
ufactured, not specially provided for in this act, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
178, after line 14, to strike out the following paragraph: 


550. Hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled; Angora goat- 
skins, raw. without the wool, unmanufactured; asses' skins, raw or unmanu- 
factured; and skins, except sheepskins with the wool on. 


Mr. ALLISON. That paragraph should be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 550 will be passed 
over. 

The next amendment was, on page 173, after line 23, to insert the 
following: É 

5521. Hones and whetstones. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 555, page 174, line 1, 
after the word ‘‘of,” to strike out ‘not cut, sawed, or otherwise 
manufactured, and" and insert ‘‘unmanufactured, including; ” 
80 as to make the paragraph read: 

555. Horns and parts of, unmanufactured, including horn strips and tips. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 558, page 174. line 8, 
after the word Indigo,“ to strike out the comma and insert 
“whether natural or artificially prepared;" so as to read: 

558. Indigo whether natural or artificially prepared. 


Mr. ALLISON. Task that that paragraph may be passed over. 
It has very close relation with the whole question of colors, 
which is not disposed of either on the dutiable or the free list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire to have 
the amendment agreed to? 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to have it passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be passed 
over withont action on the amendment. if there be no objection. 

The next paragraph was read, as follows: 

559. Iodine. crude. 

Mr. WHITE. I call the attention of the Senator from Iowa to 
the item with reference to iodine and desire to ask him a question 
concerning it. In the proposed bill it is ‘‘Iodine, crude.” In the 
present law it is ‘Iodine, crude, and resublimed." What is the 
reason of the omission of the words ‘‘ and resublimed“ 

Mr. ALLISON. I could not hear the Senator distinctly. 

Mr. WHITE. The present law reads: 

Iodine, crude, and resublimed. 


Itis proposed to insert the following as a new 


I notice that the bill as it now stands is “ Iodine, crude.” It 
leaves out the words ‘‘and resublimed." I presume nothing has 
been reserved on the dutiable list which requires the omission. 

Mr, ALLISON. It has been reserved in the dutiable list at 20 
cents a pound. Itisa very high grade of manufacture. 1 think 
it includes alcohol. 

Mr. WHITE. It must be a high grade. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 582, page 174, line 12, after the word “tusks,” to strike out 
* sawed vertically“ and insert in their natural state or cut;” in 
line 13, after the word ‘‘ grain," to insert ‘‘only;” and in the same 
line, after the word“ with,” to strike out cuts not less than 4- 
inches apart, and not otherwise cut or manufactured or advanced 
in value from the natural state, and vegetable ivory " and insert 
“the bark left intact;" so as to make the paragraph read: 


502. Ivory tusks in their natural state or cut across the grain only, with 
the bark left intact. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON, In line 16, after the word ‘‘intact,” I move to 
strike out the period and insert a comma and add the words and 
vegetable ivory.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Atthe end of the paragraph, after the word 
“intact,” it is proposed to add and vegetable ivory." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

i Mr. WHITE. I move to substitute for paragraph 562 the fol- 
owing: : 

Ivory, sawed or cut into logs, but not otherwise manufactured, and vege- 
table ivory. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 562 as 
amended and insert: 


Ivory, sawed or cut into logs, but not otherwise manufactured, and vege- 
table ivory. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment proposed by the Senator from California to 
strike out and insert. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate to go back for a minute to para- 
graph 561. My attention was called away at the time it was con- 
sidered, I desire to insert a new paragraph after paragraph 561, 
to be paragraph 5614. ‘Iron ore.’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 174, line 11, it is proposed to insert 
as a new paragraph: 

5614. Iron ore. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed ur the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

Mr. ALLISON, I am perfectly willing to have the vote taken 
on that amendment at this time if the Senator desires it; but we 
have already put iron ore on the dutiable list, and perhaps he had 
better allow the amendment to go over, and it can be taken up 
later. Lask that it be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri (Mr. VEsT] 
will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 175, after line 4, to insert 
as a new paragraph the following: 

5744. Lemon juice, lime juice, and sour-orange juice. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of paragraph 578. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that paragraph 578, being line 11, on 
page AT be passed over. It has not been disposed of on the 

utiable list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. usi, pcs 578, ** Lime, chloride 
of, or bleaching powder," will be passed over if there be no objec- 
tion. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 175, after line 13, to 
insert as a new paragraph: 8 

580}. Loadstones. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 582, page 175, line 17, 
after the word ** Magnesite," to strike out **or native mineral car- 
bonate of magnesia, all not medicinal" and insert ‘crude or cal- 
cined, not purified;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

582. Magnesite, crude or calcined, not purified, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I notice that the present law includes “‘ magnesia, 
sulphate of, or Epsom salts.” Is it designed to make Epsom salts 
dutiable, I will ask the Senator? 

Mr. ALLISON. I should think they would be dutiable under 
the phraseology here, and they are made dutiable specifically by 
paragraph 29. : 
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Mr. WHITE. Imoveto insertas paragraph 5814, the following: Mr.JONES of Arkansas. I presume that any tax upon this 


581}. Magnesia, sulphate of, or epsom salts. 
Pies ALLISON. Task that that may be passed over for the time 

ing. 

Mr. WHITE. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from California will, without objection, be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. e next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was,in paragraph 583, page 175, line 
19, after the word ‘‘Magnesium,” to strike out the comma and to 


insert not made up into articles;" so as to read: 


583. Magnesium not made up into articles. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 584 was read, as follows: 

584. Manganese, oxide, and ore of. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I ask that paragraph 584 may be passed 


over for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be passed over, if there 
be no objection. ; 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 176, after line 7, to strike 
out paragraph 592, as follows: : 

592. Mineral salts obtained by evaporation from mineral waters, when ac- 


companied by a duly authenticated certificate and satisfactory pr show- 
that they are in no way artificially prepared, and are only uct of 
esigna’ mineral spring. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 176, line 21, paragraph 596, 
to strike out Myrobolan“ ed insert Myrobolans;” so as to 
read: 

596. Myrobolans. 

'The amendment was agreed to: 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 598, page 176, line 25, 

after the word publications.“ to insert issued within six months 
of the time of entry;" so as to make the paragraph read: 
M ancl A aA O EA US ATNA Ur apes CEONNE pation 
tions, issued within six months of the time of entry, containing current lit- 
erature of the day and issued regularly at stated periods, as wi y: monthly, 
or quarterly. ` 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 177, after line 10, to strike 
out paragraph 603, as follows: 


rgris, aniline, 
e ut, caraway, cedrat. chamomile, civet, cocoanut, enfl. grease, fen- 
n Tanina or jasimine, juglandium, juniper, mace, neroli, or cenae flower, 


fit only for such 
whale an 
articles the 


a duty on petroleum or its product: exported from the United States, there 
Shall be levied. paid, and ted upon said crude petroleum or its n 
80 imported 40 per cent ad valo 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


603. Oils: Almond, amber, crude and rectified am 
seed, aniline, aspic or spike lavender, bergamot, caj 


5 fit only for such use and valued 
per gallon, 
sesamum seed or 
d à de or refined: Provided, That 
F the pep ree oa i fot eA States crude peou or the E 
imposes a duty on petro- 
cases aid collected a duty ame ah eran ms eh Pg 125 
peri et 3 to the duty imposed by such country. 

Mr. WHITE. Idesire to have that paragraph passed over. I 
call the attention of the Senator from Iowa to the proposed amend- 
ment of the committee as to that paragraph. Iam making some 
investigations concerning that question, and I should like to have 
it over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, the 
paragraph will be passed over. x 

Mr.J ONES of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Iowa why the provision which is paragraph 5573 of the Wilson 
law is left out of the free list? The provision in the existing law is: 

not above 40 d i and 20 
parents knee ‘ egrees polariscops test, containing 

It is a very low grade of molasses, which, I understand, is only 
used for purpose of distillation, and it is shipped in tanks and 


called kstrap." It comes from Cuba and is used in Brook- 
m to some 8 extent for the purpose of making alcohol. 
nt its importation. 


resume any tax put upon it would 

Mr. ISON. 1f the provision w the Senator has read 

is left out, of course the article will have to pay, according to its 
value, 10 per cent, I presume. 


will prevent its importation. The tion is as 
high a cost as it will bear, and I suggest to the Senator that the 
matter go over for the purpose of investigation. 
Mr. ‘ALLISON, I assure the Senator we shall investigate it. I 
sank if the article is not specially provided for in the sugar sched- 

e— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is not. i 

Mr. ALLISON. Then it would go into the basket clause at 10 
or 20 percent. Certainly it is an unmanufactured article. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not know exactly where it would 
go, but I feel very sure that it ought to be on the free list. 

Mr. ALLISON. It would go into the basket clause at either 10 
or 20 per cent. However, I shall look into the matter. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The fact is that this article can not 
be imported with any sort of a tax, and it is only used for pur- 
poses of distilling by a very few persons. I do not think very 
much of it comes in, but I think it ought to be allowed to come in. 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe this article was free under the act of 
1890, as well'as under the act of 1894. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. I think so, though I am not sure 
about that. 

The 3 OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 178, after line 23, to in- 
sert as a new paragraph the following: 
ede eno MO uel, ni DHÁMETIA, CMM, Oi. Oyim pie. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraphs 601 and 605 were read, as follows: 

604, Orchil, or orchil liquid. 

605. Ores of gold, silver, copper, or nickel, and nickel matte; sweepings of 
gold and silver. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to have paragraph 605, mak- 
ing nickel and nickel matte free, over. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 605 will be passed 
over, in the absence of objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 179, after line 4, to insert 
as à new paragraph the following: E 

0061. Paintings, in oil or water wings tches. 
artists oes ys of Derbi and Peck ee Pe X 8383 = 
vided for in this act; but the term “statuary” as used in this act shall be un- 
derstood to include only professional productions, whether round or in relief, 
in marble, stone. alabaster, wood. or metal, of a statuary or scülptor, and the 
word “ painting“ as used in this act shall not be understood to include such 
as are made wholly or in part by stenciling or any other mechanical process, 
nor any article of utility. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that that paragraph may be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, the 
paragraph will be over. 

The ing of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 608, page 179, line 
18, after the word rope,“ to insert ‘‘and;” and in line 19, after 
the word“ bagging,” to strike out and poplar or other woods;” 
so as to make the paragraph read: 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert after the word waste," in 
line 17, the words“ including jute waste.” 

Mr. WHITE. Isuggest to the Senator from Iowa right at that 
point the question I raised a few moments ago,that he should use 
the phraseology of the present law, and say including gunny 
bags or sunay cloth, old or refused, fit only for remanufacture" 
after the word ‘* waste.” 

Mr. ALLISON. If they are fit only for remanufacturing. they 
are waste bagging under this phraseolo The trouble with the 
paragraph proposed by the Senator, as I understand, is that there 
is difficulty in the custom-house owing to the phraseology of the 
existing law on this subject. 

Mr. How can that trouble be alleviated by using the 
words ‘ waste bagging,” for then the real question to bs deter- 
mined is, What is waste bagging? So whether the article is fit for 
remanyfacture or not must depend alike on a knowledge of 
whether it is really waste or whether it is something more useful 
and more valuable. I am afraid the phrase waste bagging ” 
does not include “‘gunny bags and gunny cloth." 

A Ve AR eg I am ae y willing to insert the 
wo! ss ags and gunny cloth.” 

Mr. WHITE. That will do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated, 

The SECRETARY. On page 179, paragraph 608. after the word 
„waste, in line 17, it 1 to insert including jute 
waste;” and after the wi “bagging,” in line 19, to insert 
* including gunny cloth and gunny bags.” 


Ve 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment . [Mr. ALLISON.] 
t The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I did not have the fect ee 
new ph, as I intended, just before this paragraph, to be 
3. I move to insert: 
0071. Paris green and london purple. 


I have no aron to the amendment going over, 


Mr. ALLISON. Let it m" over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment 8 the 
Senator from Arkansas will be passed over, if there be no objection. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Iowa what was done with paragraph 441, in Schedule N, which 
was disposed of while I was out of the Senate? If it has been 
acted on, I should be glad to have that reconsidered and leave it 
open, as 'T wish to investigate it. It relates to matting made of 
Cocoa fiber or rattan. 

We SN G OFFICER. The Chair will state that that 

graph was not amended, and that it issubject to amendment, 
as M UR air understands, by agreement, at any time, 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not quite understand what the Senator 
from Arkansas proposes. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wanted that paragraph passed over 
in order to allow me to examine it. I thought possibly I might 
want to move an amendment to it. 

Mr. ALLISON, 8 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that par- 
agraph 441, in relation to cocoa matting, is subject to amendment 
atany time. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That it may be reconsidered if it has 
been passed; and T wish to have it passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It simply remains in the bill, 
not having been amended. It was merely read, and is subject to 
amendment at any time. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Very well. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 179, after line 20, to insert 
the following as a new paragraph: 


608}. Paraffin. 
The amendment was agreed to. r 5 
The next amendment was, on 180, after line 4, to insert 
paragraph 612}, in the following e: 
612}. Philosophical and scientific apparatus, utensils, instrumen c 
preparations, including bottles and peg containing the 8 specially 
in good faith for the use or society or institution 


ted or established solely for 8 5 educational, 

scientific, or lite pem or for the encow 8 the fine arts, or 
for the use or by order o; college, acade: ^ of learn- 
ing in the United States, or any State = p^ fibrary, and no not for sale, sub- 
ject to such regulations as the Deoretar. he 8 hall prescribe. 

The amendment was agreed nad 
. The next amendment was, on page 180, line 16, paragraph 613, 
after the word ** crude,” to strike out “or native; so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

613. Phosphates, crude. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read paragraph 614, as follows: 

614. Plants, trees, shrubs, roots, seed cane, and seeds, inv 
Department of Agriculture or the United States Botanic en. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to give notice now to Senators that the 
committee may offer an amendment to that paragraph, allowin 
this exemption to extend to agricultural experiment stations. 
am not sure that such an amendment will be offered, but I think 
it could 2 erly be offered. In line 17 the words “seed ” and 
“cane” d be connected by hyphen, so as to read ‘‘ seed-cane.” 
I will move that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment will be made, 
in the absence of objection. The Chair hears none. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and paragraph 615 was 
read, as follows: 

615. Plaster rock, or gypsum, and terra alba, crude and not calcined, 
ground or otherwise advanced from the natural state. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask that that paragraph may be passed over. 
I may have an amendment to offer to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, the 
paragraph will be over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next Fence of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 181, paragraph 619, line 
4, after the word ‘‘potash,” to strike out carbonate of " and in- 
gert crude, or ‘ k salts; carbonate of potash, crude or re- 

hydrate of, or caustic potash, not includi refined in sticks 
or rolls ;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


619. Potash, crude, or ** black salts; " carbonate of potash, crude or refined; 
Po te of, or caustic potash, not including 3 refined in sticks or rolls; nitrate 
potash or saltpeter, crude; sulphate of potash, crude or refined, and 
— of potash. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


by the 


Mr. STEWART. Imove to insert at the end of the paragraph 
the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to add at the end of paragraph 
619 **and cyanide of potassium.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Ne evada [Mr. STEWART]. 

Mr. SEWELL. Task the Senator from Iowa if that matter was 
not passed over forfurther considerationin the dutiable paragraph? 

Mr. ALLISON. I was about to state that could I have caught 
the ear of the Chair. Therefore I ask the Senator from Nevada 
» let this 5 lie over until we settle the question in a 


ir. STEWART. We did settle the question as to cyanide, 
We 0 Bad a vote on that and we struck out the amendment. 
Mr. ALLISON. Notatall; butif the Senator wants to have & 
vote on the amendment I shall not object. : 
Mr. SEWELL. I want this matter to go over for further con- 


sideration. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam willing that it should lie over, but, if 
the Senator will indulge me, I ask to have read a letter from one 
of the leading miners of the United States engaged in gold mining 
in Bg tot 5 matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter presented by the Sen- 
ator from Nevada will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH, February 26, 1897. 

DEAR SIR: The mining men of the West are a of the fact that the 
firm of Roessler & Hasslacher Company, of New York City, manufacturers of 

cyanide of potassium, are exerting themselves to a derable extent to 
have the duty on that article i which is a move almost solely in the 
interests of one or two manufacturers. As it is constitutional and custom 
to legislate in favor of Fed lary number, and in the interest of the Gen: 
Government as well, I bmit the HE remarks: 

ado gold ores. co the Western country there 
grade — n and $3 tenda ponya MON 
extr by 


favorable BU m ‘ave a atte tacos 
raise the production of gold in the U: States to an enormous 
pep dat ict that ft costs ore to produco 

oduced), which would 3 "i our Government beyond 
then ty of ua and th gold by the sale Donde ive hing the balance of 
ed reserves of the Treasury of the United States 


requiro 


cyanide. While for 

made, since the firm of Roessler & Hasslacher 

from salt brine from wells pi 
by electri 


el city p zm 
have reduced their price to 28 cents per emere 


uce this article, & Hasslacher 
Chemical Company, of New York, and Maas & of Newark, N. J., 
which latter firm sto produ or at pe noe AE AAEN than a year 
with the former firm 
ply whether it is good legislation to continue and 
erences raise de duty on this article and enrich one or two mam turers, thus 
eee of low-grade o which chy bef te have and always . 
will W the bulk of all the bullion produced, to foster the production 
1 puttin . the free list. 
rsonally have purchased during the last twelve months from the 
Roedsler & lae Chemical Company not less than 144 tons of cyanide, 
pondus about $80,640, f. o. b., New York City, with an additional cost for 
freight to the mines, and could have used four times as much, and conse- 
quently produced more than double the amount of bullion from nee eee. ` 
ores now left standing in the mines, were not the price of cyanide 
sinm, with its high freight ci Ape 
Trusting that facts will 3 committee to give the EE 
ores a show by putting cyanide on the and thus largely increase the 
sc of gold, which would go far toward settling the silver question as well, 
am, yours, very respectfully, 
J. R. DE LA MAR. 


Hon. NELSON DINGLEY, Jr., 
Chairman Committee on Ways and iet 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. WHITE. Icall the attention of the Senator from Iowa to 
the fact that the provision of the bill treats of this subject. It is 
under the head of “Potash,” and it does not go, I believe, under 
the head of ** Medicinal preparations. It comes under the head 
of “Potash,” and was there made dutiable at 6 cents per pound. 

Mr. STEWART. That was stricken out. 

Mr. WHITE. The committee 1 to strike it out. A dis- 
cussion arose concerning it, and the matter, I understand, was 
pone over, to be finally determined when we reached the free 

ist. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
5 was agreed to, striking out ‘‘cyanide, 6 cents per 


Mr. STEWART. It was agreed to 
Mr. SEWELL. That is 5 7 my understanding. i one to 
it, and the matter went over. 
E. The matter had to go over, necessa: 
Mr. ALLISON. My recollection agrees with that pd the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey. 
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Mr. SEWELL. That is my understanding. 
Mr. ALLISON. 


g 
It isimmaterial, I take it, because itis under- 
stood 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
record at the Clerk's desk shows that the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is undoubtedly correct. We can not dis- 
pute the record. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. How is it proposed to leave the 
paragraph now? 

Mr. ISON. The Senator from Nevada propones to 2 pu it 
on the free list by inserting it here. Now, I ask him to allow it 
to be passed over until it can be considered further on the duti- 
able list or until we may look into it alittle more. The Senator 
from New Jersey especially desires the matter to be reconsidered. 
I did not know that the amendment had been agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I will suggest that, asit is rather late, it would 
not be well, perhaps, to precipitate a discussion of the matter or 
to have any roll call this evening, anyway. Why not concur in 
the suggestion of the Senator from Iowa, that the matter had better 
be permitted to rest? 

Mr. ALLISON. Passed over. 

Mr. STEWART. To come up later. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 619, with the commit- 
tee amendment adopted, will be passed over, subject to the motion 
of the Senator from Nevada, unless there be objection. The Chair 
hears none, and that will be the order. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was to insert as a new paragraph the 
following: 

619}. Professional books, implements, instruments, and tools of trade, occu- 

tion, or employment, in the actual possession at the time, of persons arriv- 

in the United States; but this exemption shall not be construed to include 
machinery or other articles imported for use in any manufacturing estab- 
lishment, or for any other person or persons, or for sale, nor shall it be con- 
strued to include theatrical scenery, properties, and apparel; but such ar- 
ticles brought by proprietors or managers of theatrical exhibitions arriving 
from abroad, for temporary use by them in such exhibitions, and not for any 
other person, and not for sale, and which have been used by them ab: * 
Bhall be admitted free of M T such regulations as the Secretary of the 
DT may prescribe; but bonds shall be gr for the payment to the 
United States of such duties as may be imposed by law upon any and all such 
articles as shall not be rted within six months after such rtations: 
Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury may in his discretion extend 
on os for a further term of six months in case application shall be made 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert a new paragraph as follows: 

a stat d ts of 
eee, ce planter ot coca: AEE ee 
faith for the use of any society incorporated or established solely for reli- 
gious, Mee prm ucational, scientific, or literary purposes, or for the 
encouragement of the fine arts, or for the use or by order of any college, 
5 school, or semin.: of learning in the United States, or any State 
or library, and not for sale; but the term "regalia" as h n used 
shall be held to embrace only such of rank or oflice or emblems as 
rM worn upon the person or borne in the hand during public exercises 
of the society or institution, and shall not include articles of furniture or 
fixtures, or of regular wearing apparel, nor personal property of individuals. 

Mr.ALLISON. Iaskthat paragraph 622} may be passed over, 
as amendments are suggested which 1 have not before me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ph has been read 
and will be passed over. The amendnient will be considered as 


agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. What was the announcement of the Chair about 

the last 1 8 0 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. In paragraph 6224 the committee 
amendment is agreed to, and the paragraph is passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. My request was that the paragraph should be 
passed over after being read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be passed 
over without action. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 626, line 1, page 183, 
to strike out ‘‘salep, or saloup;" so as to read: 

626. Salacin. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after paragraph 626, to insert as a 
new paragraph: 

620a. Salep, or salop. 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

The next amendment was to insert after the amendment just 
adopted: 

626b. Sauerkraut. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in para 
after the word “sausages,” to insert 

627. Sausages, bologna. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 628, page 183, line 5, 
after the word **Anise," to insert beet, canary;” in line 6, before 
the word cotton,“ to insert cauliflower, coriander;" in line 7, 


ph 627, page 183, line 4, 
logna;" so as to read: i 
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after the word ‘‘hoarhound,” to insert '*mangel-wurzel;" in 
the same line, after the word ‘‘mustard,” to insert **radish;" in 
line 8, after the word “or,” to strike out “bene” and insert 
bean;“ in the same line, before the word ‘‘ mangel-wurzel,” to 
strike out sugar beet" and insert spinach;” and in line 9, after 
the word“ „to strike out the comma and the word“ and" 
and the semicolon and insert ‘* bulbs and bulbous roots, not edi- 
ble;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

628. Seeds: Anise, beet, , caraway, cardamom, cauliflower, corian- 
der, cotton, cummin, fennel, fenugreek, hemp, hoarhound, mangel-wurzel, 
m rd, radish, rape, St. John's bread or bean, spinach; sorghum or sugar 
cane for seed bulbs and bulbous roots, not edible; all &ower and gras sseeds; 
all the foregoing not specially provided for in this act. 

Mr. SEWELL. As the paragraph in the dutiable list relatin 
to the same subject has gone over for further consideration, 1 
should like to have this accompany it. 

Mr. ALLISON. It may be passed over. 

Mr. SEWELL. It puts flower and grass seed on the free list, 
If thereis anything that costs money in the agricultural line, it is 
the raising of flower seed. It requiresa high state of cultivation, 
more men, more money. It ought not to be on the free list. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill say to the Senator that some days ago 
we placed upon the dutiable list a number of these flower and 
grass seed, and of course the free list only includes those not spe- 
cially provided for. But I am perfectly willing that the whole 
matter shall go over. Ithink it ought to. 

Mr.SEWELL. I should like to have both considered together, 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatisright. There is no objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 628, without the 
adoption of the committee amendment, will be passed over. 

Mr. TURPIE. I wish to offer an amendment to paragraph 628, 
I understand the effect of the paragraph will be to place the seeds 
mentioned on the free list, no matter for what purpose imported. 

I wish to move an amendment providing that all seeds and grain 
not imported for sale, to be used by the person or persons 1 
ing the same for planting purposes, shall be free. I do not think 
the Senate wishes to charge anything on seeds or grain . 
for the purpose of seed and for the purpose of planting. I offer 
the amendment, and ask that it may be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Indiana will be received and printed, and the 
paragraph will be over, subject to motions to amend. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was to strike out paragraph 629, as 
follows: 

629. instr ] charts, 
sigh an ere ot ek rais rper erri giae 
ported in good faith Brant for the use of any regularly established or incor- 

rated university, college, academy, scientific society for the promotion of 

owledge, school, seminary of learning, or public library, and not intended 
for sale; and the Secretary of the Treasury shall make suitable regulations 
to carry out the intent of this paragraph. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

i The next amendment was to strike out paragraph 630, as fol- 
ows: 

630. Sheep dip. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 631, Da te line 22, 
after the word ''barrels," to insert ‘‘in single tubes;" so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

631. Shotgun barrels, in single tubes, forged, rough bored. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as a new paragraph the 
following: 

. Skins of all kinds, raw (except sheepskins with the wool on 
hides not specially E dod for is this act. "mm * and 

Mr. HOAR. Isthat intended to be agreed to as it stands? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it had better be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 637, page 184, line 8, 
after the word *' nitrate," to strike out and chlorate of; so as 
to make the paragraph read: 

631. Soda, nitrate of, or cubic nitrate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 639, page 184, line 11, 
after the word ‘ cabinets," to strike out **or as objects of science" 
and insert or for scientific collections;" so as to make the para} 
graph read: 


659. 8 ens of natural history, botany, and mineralogy, when imported 
for cabinets or for scientific collections, and not for sale. 


Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator what the phrase 
for cabinets" means as distinguished from the phrase he has 
now? 


Mr. ALLISON. For cabinets," I take it, means for public 
places—libraries. ; 
Mr. HOAR. The words for cabinets" might be subject to 
great play for private purposes. If the Senator puts in the words 


1897. 


1889 


which he now proposes, why should not the words ‘‘ for cabinets” 
be stricken out? : 

Mr. ALLISON. Every man who would import after that 
would import for scientific collections. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly; I understand. 

ony ALLISON. That is the language of the present law, I be- 


liev 
Mr. HOAR, I will not make a point on it, EX the 5 from 
Iowa does not; but it seems to me it is an exceedi: ngl y vague and 
inexact description all around. The phrase should be like that 
used for a great many other purposes, as to books and apparatus 
for public Ou mee na -history societies, etc. 
ALLISON. I agree with the Senator, and I will say for 
«public scientific collections.” 
r. HOAR. Strike out for cabinets.” 
Mr. ALLISON. The language in the bill is the phraseology 
heretofore used. It has been used for a great many years. 
Mr. HOAR. Iknow it has, but it is very bad. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts? : 
Mr. HOAR. To strike out the words for cabinets " and insert 
„public“ after ‘‘scientific.” 
r. ALLISON. Ithink that is a v 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amen stated. 
The Secretary. In line 11 it is enn to strike out for 
cabinets,” and after the word ‘‘scientific” to insert the word 


“public.” 
Mr. HOAR. The word or“ should come out. 

Mr. ALLISON. The word ‘‘or” should come out. 

ies VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the para- 

as proposed to be amended. 

bi Secretary read as follows: 

639. Specimens of natural his , botany, and mineralogy, when imported 
for scientific public collections, an: ‘not for sale. 

The amendment to the amendment was aret to. 

The amendment as amended was 

The reading of the bill was resumed and PENER to the end 
of paragraph 646, on page 185, which is as follows: 

646. Sulphur, lac or precipitated, and sulphur or brimstone, crude, in 2 
sulphur ore as pyrites, or sulphuret of iron in its natural state, containing in 
excess of 25 per cent of sulphur, and sulphur not otherwise provided for. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask that the paragraph may be passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 


tion. 


the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph elt ge 185, line 
14, after the word acid.“ to — 3 oc . 2 5 "and insert 
" imported into such country;" so as to make t RAREN read: 


647. Sulphuric acid which at the temperature of 60 degrees Fahrenheit 
does not exceed the specific —.—— ot one and three hundred and eighty 
thousandths, for use in man s superphosphate of lime or artificial 

cu 


manures ofany kind, or for any epe tural pu ovided, That upon 
all sulphuric acid imported fromany eed whether independent or a de- 
pendency, which imposes a duty upon sulphuric acid impor into such 


country from the United States, there 
of one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as a new paragraph the fol- 
lowing: 

648}. Tapioca, cassava or cassady. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 650 
after the word ** Tea,” to strike out “and tea;” 
paragraph read: 

650. Tea plants. 


Mr. JONES of Adan I call the attention of the Senator 
from Iowa to this paragraph. It occurs to me it should be passed 


over. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to its being passed over. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It embraces tea, and, as I understand 
it, t committee has tea under consideration. 

FRYE. It relates only to tea plants. 

Mr JONES of Arkansas. The | aepo cba as it was proposed 
read, Tea and tea plants," and the committee pro to strike 
out ‘‘and tea," so as to make it apply only totea plants. It would 
take tea off the free list. If tea is not retained on the dutiable 
list (that has been the idea of the committee, I believe, Which has 
not yet been abandoned), it ought to remain where it is now. 
Therefore the paragraph ought to be passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator is right about it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 186, line 8, to strike out 
paragraph 661, as follows: 

661, Uranium, oxide and salts of. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
XXX——119 


be levied and Collected a duty 


185, line 20, 
to make the 


D 


page 
80 as 
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i rhe next amendment was to strike out paragraph 666, as fol- 
ws: 
19. bari pe CL eq pe articlesof 


tion shall ank — — cocks articles as actually accompany and are in the use of 
and eae rand for the wear and use of such persons 


toilet articles, and sim- 


adornmen 
ving in the United pore Set thisexemp- 


apply to me and present comfort and conven- 
ience, and shall no eld 70 apply t to M peer or articles intended € 
other persons or for pde and in thus arriving are ci 
or residents of the United States, the the —— es "exempted shall not exceed $100 
in value, nor shall the exemption apply to residents of other coun: enter- 
the United States more than once in each year: Provided, however, That 
Mig he wearing apparel and other personal effects of residents of the United 
States, so returning, as may have been taken them out of the United 
States to foreign rem are and which have not n advanced in value or 
eripiet TM erem rre by any process of labor or manufacture in such coun- 
admitted free ot uty, without regard to their value, upon their 
identity beini ge established yid iio eEropriate rules and regulations to be 
the Secretary of 

And to inserti in lieu thereof: 

666. Wearing apparel, ead of personal adornment, toilet articles, and 
similar personal effects of persons arriving in the United iei but this ex- 
emption shall only indiana such articles as actunll y accon and are in 
5 r the mediate pur necessary and a 3 S wear an , A 
persons, for the imm te ourney and present comfort and 
conveni: ot be held to Ee dise or articles in. 
tended for - —— or for sale. 


Mr. ALLISON. I desire to have paragraph 1 over, in- 
poe i House 8 and the Senate amendment. 
CE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be passed 
over. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in ph 668, page: 187, line 21, 
after the word “including,” to strike out ulp-wood " and insert 
**poplar and other pulp-woods;” in line 22, after the word! shingle- 
bolts,” to insert -bolts, stave- bolts; ;" in line 23, after the 
word “sawed,” to insert or planed on one side;” and in line 24, 
after the word **fence-posts," to insert “railroad ties;" so as to 
make the paragraph read: 


668. Wood: Logs and round unmanufac tured timber, heading bolta, s and 


other pulp-w: firewood, handle-bolts, —— head Its. stave- 
bolts, un · blocks for . rough. jene or 8 po e ee eh on one rcm 
ship-timber and ship-planking 


— — Kir DALY 8 for 5 — 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Lask to have the paragraph aes over 
as I desire to offer an amendment to it. : 
Mr. ALLISON. Let the paragraph be passed over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. No objection being made, the para- 
gra h will be passed over. 
e next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 
ph 669, 188, line 1, after the word ** Woods” to strike 
out 0 RM comma a the word “ namely;" so as to make the para- 
graph 
069. Ais Cedar, I vi lan N 
hogany, rosew: 3 „ d E woods, e le log, 
rough, or hewn only; briar 5 ON or briar wood and similar wood unmanufac- 
tured, or not further advanced than cut into blocks ma for the articles 
into which LAT are intended to be converted; bamboo, 8 India 
ma ts, and sticks of partridge, pimen orange, myrtle, 


hair wood, 

er lotier woods not specially AC riae a d m this — tin the rough, or nof 

rther van cut in n. Li or brellas, 
asols, sunshades, whips, fishing oes g-canes. iem x 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Inline T, after the word “rattan,” I move to 
strike out the wa “reeds,” 

Mr. GRAY. 

Mr. ALLISON. eds are already dutiable in another part of 
the bill at 10 per cent. 


The amendment was po Sree 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
188, after line 12, to strike out the 3 paragraph: 


ings, engravings, photogra DAT ian, 
bisque, or poreelats, PS. or artistic copies thereof in metal, marble, 
e fore 


orothermaterial; am Dein rrr ported for a municipal corporation, 
= T public exhibition and rge for at least one-sixth of the e 
he same are on exhibition, at a fixed place by any association established in 


git faith and duly authorlzed under 
expressly and solely for the — 
ence, rt. or in ustry, and not intended for sale, shall be admitted mee of 


prescribe, 
but bond shall be given to the United States for the yment of ‘of lawful dut; 
aforesaid orceaid be aol eres jeg ne 


And to insert in lieu espina 


s Works of art, drawings, hotographic pictures, and philo- 
hical and scientific — — —.— t 32 professi — —.— artists, lecturers, 
or or acini arriving from abroad for use by them meet e for exhibition 
and in illustration, promotion, and encouragement of art, science, or industry 
in the United States, and not for sale, shall be admitted free of duty, under 
taryof the Treasury shall prescribe; but bonds 
shall be ee for the payment to the United States of ench duties as may be 
imposed — any and all such articles as shall not be exported within 
six months Abn such im on: Provided, That the Secretary of the Treas 
ury may, in his discretion, ertendi such period forafurther term of six months 
in cases where applications therefor shall be made. 


such regulations as the Secre 
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Mr. ALLEN. Is that the paragraph to which I called the atten- 
tion of the Senator some time ago? I understood that there was 
& paragraph admitting free all works of art, books, etchings, etc., 
that are to be used in colleges and schools exclusively. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is a part of those provisions. 

E ALBEN. . The language just read would not accomplish 
that en 

Mr. GALLINGER. The next paragraph does. 

j Mr. ALLISON. There is another paragraph following the one 
ust read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on 
page 189, after line 23, to insert the following as a new paragraph: 
6:01. Works of art, collections in illustration of the progress of the ar 
Sciences, or manufactures, oy phs, works in Ora cotta, parian, e 
tery, or porcelain, antiquities and artistic copies thereof in metal or other 
material, importes in good faith for permanent exhibition ata fixed place 
by any society or institution established for the encouragement of the arts, 
Science, or education, or for a municipal corporation, and all like articles 
imported in good faith by any society or association, or for a municipal cor- 

tion for the p of erecting a public monument, and not intended 

for sale, nor for any other purpose thin rein expressed; but bonds shall be 
given under such rules an lationsas the Secretary of the Treasury may 
be, for the payment of lawful duties which may accrue shonld any of 

e articles aforesaid be sold, transferred, or used contrary to this provision, 
and such articles shall be subject, at any time, to examination and inspec- 
tion by the proper officers of the customs: Provided, That the privileges of 
this and the preceding section shallnot be allowed to associations or corpora- 
tions engaged in or connected with business of a private or commercial 


Mr. HOAR. Isuggest to the Senator from Iowa whether in 
line 4, after “place,” he should not insert the words by any 
State or;"so as to read by any State or by any society." The 
normal school in my State M conducted by the State 
itself, and purchases are made in its behalf. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the amendment to the amendment be 
stated. . 

The SECRETARY. After the word ' place,“ in line 4, insert the 
words ** by any State or;" so as to read: 

670}. Works of art, colleetions in illustration of the progress of the arts, 
sciences, or manufactures, pho phs, works in terra cotta, parian, pot- 
— 2 or porcelain. antiquities and artistic copies thereof in metal or other 
material, imported in good faith for permanent exhibition at a fixed place by 
any State or by any society or institution established for the encouragement 
of the arts, science, or education, etc. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of 

- gection 2, line 21, page 190. 

Mr. ALLISON. theSenate will indulge me one moment more, 
in order that I may get rid of an amendment which I have on my 
desk, I will then move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. I move to insert as a new paragraph what 
Isend to the desk. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

“ on line sketch or on Jacquard ca or 
Srt 8 cards. nished or unfinished, 30 Pur cont ad MM 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. Isuppose it is understood that to-morrow we 
shall take up the wool schedule. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the understanding that to-morrow we 
shall take up the schedule on wool and woolens. 

Mr. FRYE. And complete it in the course of two hours. 

Mr. ALLISON. And complete it at the earliest moment prac- 
ticable. 

PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask leave to submit a concurrent resolution. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That a 
master’s, marshal,or any other judicial or execution sale of the proper ee 
of the Union Pacific ana | fare Pacific Railroad companies, or either of them, 
without additional legislation by Congress, would not be binding on the Gov- 
ernment of the Uni States, or conclude it of any legal orequitable right 
therein now possessed, unless such sale should be subsequently ratified by 
Congressional action. 


Mr. ALLEN. Iaskthat the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Railroads. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the refer- 


ence? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the resolution just read? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The one just read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihavenoobjection. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
will be so referred. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; which was read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pacific Railroads be, and they are hereby, 
instructed to inquire and report to the Senate whether the executive depart- 


ment bye ng law, authority to foreclose the Government mo: 
or 3 the Union Pacific and . — Pacific or either of m, 


JUNE 21, 
and sell the Lepage d and assets thereof, without additional legislation; and 
mpi and report what authority, if any, the President of the United States 
or 


or the Attorney-General may possess to contract with any person or persons, 
in advance of a foreclosure and sale of such pro or any part thereof. 
respecting the amount that shall be bid by contemplated purchasers, and 
whether it is not the duty of the President, under existing law, before caus- 
ing a foreciosure of such mor e or lien, to direct the Secretary of the 
ry to "redeem or otherwise clear off all the paramount liens, mort- 
es, or incumbrances upon such property by paying the sums lawfully due 
n respect thereof out of the Treasury;" and that in the meantime, and pend- 
ing the report of the Committee on Pacific Railroads, the Attorney-General 
be. and he is hereby, directed to refrain from entering into any further or 
additional PADO MANT OE Mm pc =. sale of d property, 
or any portion thereof. or any arising therefrom or in any manner 
belonging thereto or connected therewith: e 7 


Mr. ALLEN. Let this resolution go to the same committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. What does the Senator desire? 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the resolution go to the same committee, the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is to say, the resolution is referred to the 
committee? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If no objection is made, that will be 
the order. The resolution is so referred. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tues- 
day, June 22, 1897, at 11 o'clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 21, 1897. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. f 


John G. Foster, of Vermont, heretofore named for the consulate 
at Sherbrooke, Quebec, to be consul-general of the United States 
at Halifax, Nova Scotia, vice Darius H. Ingraham, resigned, His 
nomination as consul at Sherbrooke is hereby withdrawn. 


CONSUL. 


William B. Dickey, of Louisiana, to be consul of the United 
States at Callao, Peru, vice Leon Jastremski, resigned. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Joseph W. Ivey, of Oregon, to be collector of customs for the 
District of Alaska, in the Territory of Alaska, to succeed Benjamin 
P. Moore, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 


ASSISTANT SURGEON, 


Howard C. Russell, of Connecticut, to be an assistant surgeon 
in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 


MEMBER OF CALIFORNIA DEBRIS COMMISSION. 


First Lieut. Herbert Deakyne, Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army, under the provisions of the act of Congress approved March 
1, 1893, entitled **An act to create the California Débris Commis- 
sion and regulate hydraulic mining in the State of California,” 
a member of the commission, vice Capt. Cassius E. Gillette, Corps 
of Engineers, relieved. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 


The following-named cadets, graduates of the Military Acad- 
emy, for appointment in the Army of the United States, to date 
from June 11, 1897: 


To be additional second lieutenants, 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 


. Cadet William Durward Connor. 

. Cadet John Calvin Oakes. 

Cadet Louis Casper Wolf. 

Cadet Henry Sims Morgan. 

Cadet Sherwood Alfred Cheney. 
Cadet Frederick William Altstaetter, 
. Cadet Harley Bascom Ferguson, 


ARTILLERY ARM. 


9. Cadet Robert Swepston Abernethy. 
. Cadet Edwin Oliver Sarratt. 

. Cadet Albert Jesse Bowley. 
Cadet Bertram Charles Gilbert. 

. Cadet Lawrence Sprague Miller. 
Cadet Winfield Scott Overton, jr. 
Cadet Mervyn Chandos Buckey. 


TID op OH 
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CAVALRY ARM. 
11. Cadet Francis Horton Pope. 


14. Cadet Matthew Elting Hanna. 

17. Cadet George Edward Mitchell. 

19. Cadet Pierce Ambrose Murphy. 

21. Cadet Frederick Theodore Arnold, 
. Cadet James Noble Munro. 

. Cadet Earle D'Arcy Pearce. 

Cadet William Stanley Valentine, 
Cadet Henry Carpenter Smither. 

. Cadet Roy Beveridge Harper. 
Cadet Thomas Arnett Roberts. 

. Cadet Edgar Alexander Sirmyer, , 
Cadet Frank Ross McCoy. 

Cadet Chalmers Gaither Hall. 
Cadet Clarence Richmond Day. 
Cadet Willard Herman McCornack, 
. Cadet Seth Mellen Milliken. 

. Cadet John Carrington Raymond, 


INFANTRY ARX. 


. Cadet Charles Duval Roberts. 

. Cadet John Kirkpatrick Moore. 

. Cadet Frederick r Johnston, 

. Cadet Claude Hamil ton Miller. 

. Cadet Harold Benjamin Fiske. 

. Cadet Arthur Stewart Conklin. 

. Cadet John Hendricken Hughes, 

. Cadet George Willis Helms. 

Cadet Rufus Estes Longan. 

. Cadet Frank Marion Savage. 

Cadet Thomas Taylor Frissell. 

Cadet Edward Anthony Roche. 

. Cadet William Mason Fassett. 
Cadet Henry Wi eed Dichmann. - 

. Cadet Halstead rey, 

. Cadet George Franklin Baltzell. 

Cadet Benjamin Martin Koehler. 

. Cadet James Francis Brady. 

. Cadet Hugh La Fayette Applewhite. 

Cadet Edgar Thomas Conley. 

Cadet Roderick Leland Carmichael, 

. Cadet Harry Gore Bishop. 

. Cadet Henry Abbot. 

Cadet Andrew Moses. 

. Cadet Edgar Thomas Collins. 

. Cadet Fred Anderson Pearce. 

. Cadet Seaborn Green Chiles. 

. Cadet Lyman Mowry Welch. 

01. Cadet Thomas Quinn Ashburn. 

. Cadet Sam Frank Bottoms. 

Cadet Warren Sumner Barlow. 

Cadet John Girardin Workizer. 

Cadet Willard Douglas Newbill. 

Cadet Charles Higbee Bridges. 

07. Cadet Harold Edward Cloke. 


PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Commodore Edmund O. Matthews, to be a rear-admiral in the 
Navy, from the 19th day of June, 1897, vice Rear-Admiral George 
Brown, retired. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


Richard S. Collum, Ue dcs and assistant quartermaster, United 
States Marine Corps, to be major and quartermaster in said Corps, 
from the 20th day of June, 1897, vice Horatio B. Lowry, major 
and quartermaster, retired. 

First Lieut. Thomas C. Prince, United States Marine Corps, to 
be captain and assistant quartermaster in said Corps, from the 20th 
day of June, 1897, vice Richard S. Collum, cap and assistant 
quartermaster, promoted. 


COMMISSIONERS. 


Albert C. Thompson, of Ohio; Alexander C. Botkin, of Montana, 
and David B. Culberson, of Texas, to be the commissioners to re- 
vise and codify the criminal and penal laws of the United States, 
as provided for by the act of Congress approved June 4, 1897. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Wilfred W. Montague, to be postmaster at San Francisco, in 
the county of San Francisco and State of California, in the place 
of Frank 1 deceased. 

Walter S. Clark, to be postmaster at Aspen, in the county of 


SESREPSEESENEE 
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n and State of Colorado, in the place of John C. Allan, re- 
moved. 
Benjamin F. Boyd, to be postmaster at Hillsboro, in the county 
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of Montgomery and State of Illinois, in the QAM of J. E. Y. Rice, 
resigned, C. H. Rolston, who was nominated and confirmed, not 
having been commissioned. 

Robert N. Chapman, to be postmaster at Charleston, in the 
county of Coles and State of Illinois, in the place of John B. Bris- 
coe, removed. 

Frank C. Davidson, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county 
of Dewitt and State of Illinois, in the place of Perry Hughes, 
removed. 

Clarence A. Murray, to be postmaster at Waukegan, in the 
county of Lake and State of Illinois, in the place of E. B. McClan- 
ahan, removed, W. A. Melody, who was appointed and commis- 


"| sioned, not having been co 


Lou Black, to be postmaster at Orleans, in the county of Oran 
and State of Indiana, in the place of James A. Frost, jr., removed. 

Charles V. Hoffman, to tmaster at Oskaloosa, in the 
county er Mahaska and State of Iowa, in the place of G. B. McFall, 
removed. 

Charles W. Farrow, to be postmaster at Snowhill, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Maryland,in the place of John L. Nock, 
removed. y 

Clarence E. Closser, to be postmaster at Munising, in the county 
of Alger and State of Michigan, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after July 1, 1897. : 

Seymour Foster, to be postmaster at Lansing, in the county of 
Ingham and State of Michigan, in the placa of Louis E. Rowley, 
whose commission expired March 23, 1897. 

William Jenney, to be postmaster at Mount Clemens, in the 
county of Macomb and State of Michigan, in the pace of Joseph 
F. Upleger, whose commission expired April 14, 1897. 

Harry H. Mitchell, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county 
of Heny and State of Missouri, in the place of Fountain R. Piper, 
removed, 

Frederick W. Clemons, to be 
county of Wayne and State of 
ander P. Milne, deceased. 

James Blanning, to be postmaster at Williamstown, in the 
county of Dauphin and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Benjamin A. Waters, deceased, 

James M. Henderson, to be postmaster at Etna,in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, ome vested in 
the President on and after January 1,1897, George Huhn, who 
was nominated and confirmed, not having been commissioned. , 

Ezra H, Ripple, to be postmaster at Scranton, in the county of 
Lackawanna and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Frank M. 
Vandling, resigned. 

Joshua F. Ensor, to be J at Columbia, in the county 
of Richland and State of South Carolina, in the place of William 
Wallace, removed. 

Charles H. Stilwill, to be postmaster at Tyndall, in the county of 
Bonhomme and State of South Dakota, in the place of Henry A. 
Pike, removed. 

Charles J. Lewis, to be postmaster at Clarendon, in the county 
of Donley and State of Texas, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after July 1, 1897. 

Jacob W. Dudley, to be postmaster at East Radford, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Virginia, in the place of Rob- 
ert J. Noell, removed. : 


ostmaster at Palmyra, in the 
ew York, in the place of Alex- 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 21, 1897. 
GOVERNOR OF ALASKA. 


John G. Brady, of Sitka, Alaska, to be governor of the District 
of Alaska. * * 


COMMISSIONERS. 
John U. Smith, of Portland, Oreg., to be a commissioner in and 
for the District of Alaska. : 


William J. Jones, of Port Townsend, Wash., to be a commis- 
sioner in and for the District of Alaska. 


COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Frank W. Howbert, of Colorado, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the district of Colorado. 

Harmon L. Remmel, of Arkansas, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the district of Arkansas. 

Jacob E. Houtz, of Nebraska, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the district of Nebraska. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Freeland H. Oaks, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Saco, in the State of Maine. 


. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MONDAY, June 21, 1897. 
ads House met at 12 o'clock m., and was called to order by the 


8 by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. CoupRx. 

'The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, June 17, was read. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, on the first roll call 
on Thursday last, on the motion to table the appeal from the 
ruling of the Chair, I am recorded among the names of those 

t and not voting. I desire to say that I voted no,“ and I 
Lec pene be so record 

The SPEAKER. The change will be made. 

Mr.SETTLE. Mr. Speaker, I understood the Clerk to read that 
the House, on motion of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], 
adjourned **until Monday next." Ido not think that y 
recites the fact. The House merely voted to adjourn, and the 
Speaker r el grid opas of the rule that had been previ- 
ously adopted, dec the House adjourned until Monday next. 
Ido not think that the Journal ought to show that the House 
voted to adjourn until Monday, for it did not so vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine and see what has been 
the Journal entry in like cases. 

Mr. BURKE. On the second roll call on Thursday last the 
Clerk has recorded me as not voting. I wish to state that I voted 
on that roll call, and voted ‘‘ no.” 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, on the same roll call Iam recorded 
as haying voted “aye.” Ivoted ‘‘no,” and desire to be so recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The change be made. 

The Chair desires to call the attention of the House to a state- 
ment made at the last session in regard to the amendment of the 
Journal According to the RECORD, the Chair stated that a 
motion to approve the Journal takes precedence of a motion to 
amend it. course that statement was made simply with ref- 
— to the case which was in hand, and, to be accurate for 

eral purposes, there ought to be added “if that motion is 
ma de." 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
: Mr. diea estet Mr. Speaker, I offer the following privi- 
re 
S TAKER. The gentleman offers a privileged report. 
Mr. HENDERSON. And upon that I ask the previous question. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred House resolution No. e 
bogies leave — recommend that said resolution do pass. 


immediately upon the adoption of this resolution 
House shall to consider House joint resolution No. 61, entitled * J: duri 
resolution to vide for the immediate repair of Dry Dock No. iat the New 


York Navy-Yard.* 


Ma HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous ques- 
on. 

The previous question was ordered, 

'The resolution was agreed to. 


NEW YORK DRY DOCK. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I will yield to the | 
from California [Mr. HILBORN] to take charge of the 
to in the resolution. 

Mr. HILBORN. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Maylinquire if the 
tends to yield the floor, or does he yiel 
which he is entitled. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Iam yielding the floor entirely to the gen- 
tleman from California, who has charge of the original resolution. 
I have only kept the floor for the purpose of the adoption of the 
resolution reported from the Committee on Rules. That has been 
adopted, and now, on the consideration of the dry-dock resolution, 
I yield to the gentleman from ornia to take charge of it. 

Mr. E N. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 


tleman 
referred 


ntleman from Iowa in- 
so much of the hour to 


BovTELLE 8 I yield the floor to him. 
Mr. BOUTEL Mr. Speaker, perhaps the most practical 
manner in which the attention of the House can be called to this 


exigency that has arisen will be by reading a very brief letter of 
the Secretary of the Navy, dated May 13, to myself, transmitting 
a copy of a letter to the Speaker of the House, attention 
to a very serious condition that had arisen in the city of New 
York at the opt yard by the discovery of a serious leak in the 
new dry dock there, which subsequently overflowed both of the 
docks and has placed them in a condition that immediate repairs 
are absolutely neces , and any delay will be extremely damag- 
ing to every interest of the Government. 
Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, May 13, 1897. 


Srn: I have the honor to inclose ied bec for your information, a copy of 
a letter which I have this day addressed to the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, relative to extensive leaks which have appeared in wooden 
Docks Nos. 2 and 3, at the Brooklyn Navy-Yard, which threaten the under- 


mining and collapse of the docks, and that an & wh bap of $100,000 
be granted jon t resolution, and e immediatel tely Ce pc ‘he the pur- 
pose of meet: ri the emergency. 

I respectfully request your earnest cooperation in the matter. 


Very respectfull; 
8 JOHN D. LONG, Secretary. 
Hon. C. A. BOUTELLE, 
House of e Washington, D. C. 
The letter to the Speaker was as follows: 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, May 12, 1397. 

SIR: The following communication has just been received from the Chief 
of the Bureau of Yards and Docks: 

* On the morning of the 8th instant extensivo leaks appeared on the east 
side of wooden Dry Dock No. 3, at the navy-yard, Brooklyn, N. Y. The next 
morning the leaks a peared on the wester rly side of the same dock, and this 
morning comes a telegram stating that last evening wooden Dry Dock No. 2 
began leaking all along its eastern side. 

Whilst Dry Dock No. 2 was under construction, a quicksand was encoun- 
tered at the southeast corner. 

“It would a from this that there is a subterranean ‘ 
tion between these twod getic measures must be 
prevent the Per pA p and . of these docks. 

Conan we have but about $9,000 available, I have the grec to t that 

much the may be asked to grant y joint resolution the sum zn 000, or so 
reol as may be needed, to be immediately available for this pur- 


To meet the emergency above stated, I have the honor to request that an 

pose. Be grant of or so much thereof as may be sae for 2 * 
granted by joint resolution, and that it may be made 

to the chairman of the 


y. 


uick' connec- 
at once to 


arra letter to the above has been addressed 
Con on — United States Senate. 


JOHN D. LONG, Secretary. 
The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF R 


On the 15th of June the Assistant Secretary of the Navy reen- 
forces this request by the following letter: MT 


Navy 2 88 June 15, 1897. 

SIR: 1. Dry Dock No. 3, at the navy-yard, e only dock on the 
Atlantic coast in which it is safe to o doni a battle shi tho Indiana class, is 
now disabled, and an appropriation of $100,000 Ang — asked in order to 
enable the Mie ua ene to repair it. 
d v dps pepe 8 d repaint, to prevent tting of plates. 

oc. as soon as possible and re en! 
ont anying happen to the Massachusetts or Iowa, we have no loci avail. 
able for 
The dock at Port Royal, S. O., can not be — ror ea as the on 

are very uncertain. It may take Weeks waiting for a tide sufficient to tak 
the Indiana in, and the same to t her out, and then there is a great risk 
attending it, even with the most sk: management. 
chusetts can not be docked there P all. 

—.— lati ator the — — Seon ock eg 5 mires 
appropriation for the rS O the on ic 
and have the honor to ask that action on joint resolution No. 61, H. R., intro- 
aster ed E^ may be n as soon as possible. 


ally, 
T THEODORE ROOSEVELT 
Assistant Secretary of the "Navy. 


and should be 


Hon. T. B. REED. 

Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If the gentleman will permit me to com- 
plete my statement, I will then be glad to answer any question. 

On the 12th of May the Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks 
8 board, of which Civil Engineer Peter C. Asserson was 

e senior member, with the following instructions: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, May 11, 1897. 


Sin: A board, ears aici of oer as senior member; a Engineer 
Hordecal m. Endicott, U 


reporting upon the present condition o! 
reporting upo for remedying verd 
New Tork, N. V., and re 


ted to report to you for this 


du 
Upo m the completion of this duty, return to Norfolk, Va.,and resume your 
present duties. 
Respectf 


ally, 
4 JOHN D. LONG, Secretary. 
Civil Engineer PETER C. AssERsoN, U. 8. N.. 
Navy-Yard, Norfolk, Va. 

If it is desired, I will have this report read, or make a brief state- 
ment of its substance. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I should like to know from the 
gentleman whether or not that appropriation is needed for the dry 


dock last completed? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The dry dock last completed is the dock in 
front of that in which this leak has manifested itself. The leak 
has now joined itself to the other dry dock, the one previously 
made. e difficulty in the case seems to be that the protection 
along the Wallabout Channel, out of which these docks have been 
excavated, consisted of what isknown as sheet piling, , heavy piling 
of timber that is matched,tongued, and T xen to keep the water 
out, has been in some way disturbed, ei: broken by dredging, 
by some accident in the use of powerful dredgers in this channel, 
orit may be that some of the Ping in docking there, by their 
proves had disturbed this sheet piling 

There has been a fracturein the water protection in the front of 


these docks, beneath the apron, beneath the gate, which has 
el to flow through this piling in 


allowed the water from the c 
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front of the dock, and the water has so through theinside 
coping as to fill the dry dock, and also, by some connection inside the 
wall, flowed across and filled the other dry dock at the New 
York yard. 

Mr.SAYERS. Can the gentleman inform the House when this 
dock was completed? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The dock was completed during this year. 

Mr.SAYERS. And now itis asked that $100,000 additional be 
appropriated for its repair? 

. BOUTELLE. reply to that, I will state that the board 
of engineers, after examining the situation, reported that in their 
belief, by the employment of divers, irs might be made in 
front of this dock for $29,000 or $30,000, which would probably suf- 
fice to enable the dock to be used; but upon further consideration 
of the question by the Department, consideration given partly, I 
believe, upon suggestions made by my colleague, Mr. HILBORN, and 
myself, that it would be poor policy, and would not be economy, 
to try to patch up a work of that kind without a thorough over- 
hauling of the work so as to ascertain the exact character and ex- 
tent of the damage, the rtment recommended that at the out- 
set a cofferdam be built in front of the dock, in order that the full 
extent and nature of the damage might be ascertained. 

Gentlemen know that this is the largest dock that we have 
on the Atlantic coast. It is adapted to take in the largest of our 
battle ships, and it is the only dry dock on this coast that can take 
them in. The enormous weight of those vessels and their great 
value render it absolutely essential that there should be no ques- 
tion as to the stability of this dock, and in my opinion and in the 
judgment of the Department it would be absolutely impossible, 
without the construction of a cofferdam, to make such a careful 
and thorough examination as would enable us to ascertain with 
the of accuracy that should be had in a case of this kind 
the actualextent of the damage and the kind and character of the 
repairs that are xe ed to insure against future trouble. 

r. SAYERS. Can the gentleman inform the House who built 
this dock? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ithink my friend and former colleague on 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Sayers], is aware that under the terms of the proposals requir- 
ing that the contract should be given to some one familiar with 
the building of docks—a requirement presumably intended to mean 
familiar with the building of dry docks—the contract for this dry 
dock was, in the first instance, awarded to paries who were fa- 
miliar with the building of wharyes and docks of that picks gera 
but who were not familiar with the construction of dry docks. 
Then, after long delay and a great many difficulties, there was, I 
think, a final default on the part of the first contractors and the 
work was turned over for completion to a new set of contractors. 

I ought to say here, however, Mr. Speaker, that the existin 
trouble with this dock does not necessarily constitute a groun 
for criticism upon the work of the contractors or upon the char- 
acter of the structure. As the result of an accident, the origin of 
which is not absolutely determined, the **pilot" which was in- 
tended to exclude the water from the front of the dock became 
fractured, some of the planks were torn out, which enabled the 
pressure from the channel to force the water in underneath, thus 
rendering it impossible to make further use of the dock in its 
present condition. I understand that while the flowage exhibited 
itself unmistakably in the other dock—the test being made Dy the 
use of coloring matter—yet the damage to the previously built 
dock, No. 2, is 2I means so serious as the damage to Dock No. 
8, so that possibly No. 2 may be utilized. That, however, is not 
so large as the other, and the immediate necessity for these re- 
pairs is based not only upon the need for the use of the dock, but 
also upon the fact that this extensive and important work is incur- 
sng additional damage every hour that it is left in its present 
condition. 

Mr. SAYERS. In the construction of this work the Govern- 
ment was, of course, represented by an engineer officer? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. My impression is that the dock was con- 
structed under the supervision of the civil engineers of the Navy. 

Mr. SAYERS. Can the gentleman give the House the name of 
the engineer who supervised the construction? 

Mr. "BOUTELLE. Iam not positive asto which one had charge 
of the building of thisdock. I think that different engineers were 
assigned to the work at different times, but the work was con- 
structed under the supervision of the engi of the Navy De- 
partment. The board appointed to examine the present condition 
of the dock having reported in favor of an appropriation of $29,000 
for temporary repai ch repairs as could be made by divers 
without the building of a noerdin onto arlene after care- 
fully examining the whole subject, deci to recommend that 
this joint resolution appropriate $100,000, or so much thereof as 
may be found necessary for the purpose. 

. SAYERS. I understood the gentleman to say a while 
that it was upon the recommendation of the gentleman from i- 
fornia [Mr. ORN] that the amount was proposed to be in- 
creased to $100,000. 


recommending ppro 
E n su, ons made 

and by my colleague, the de i i 
HiLBORN], as members of the 
some familiarity with such matters, had determined that they 
adr 3 a pe Soroush examination than 8 
possi e plan of making temporary repairs were ado 
and, in accordance with the recommendation of the Chief of the 
Bureau, this joint resolution provides an appropriation of $100,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be expended upon these 
items: 


Cons: cofferdam and removing sam 000 
RN MM Ir MM Ea SE SEE — 000 
. 7.2 us E waved diede nabasnasau VERE ec A rene OAM D 22,000 


Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I ask the gentleman to read the 
whole of the report. I am in hopes that the reading of the 
report will throw some light upon the question why we need 
$100,000 to stop a leak in a dry dock. It appears to me that the 
money heretofore appropriated for the construction of this work 
has “ leaked" away, and I would like some assurance that this 
additional $100,000 will not leak out somewhere. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If the gentleman had given me the honor of 
his attention 

sae mca of Kansas. I would like to have the whole re- 


po D 

Mr. BOUTELLE. There is not the slightest objection, Mr. 
Speaker, to the reading of the whole of thereport, but I wish to ex- 
plain the reasons which actuated the Department in recommending, 
instead of the temporary Be postin which could not possibly give 
assurance of meeting the difficulty, the bnilding of a cofferdam, 
$0000 is an expensive operation and which will cost $48,000 or 

I fully concur in the idea of the Department, that the wise 
thing to do is to put a cofferdam in front of this dock, in order to 
ascertain absolutely the character and the extent of the damages 
and the nature of the repairs which should be made. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. May I ask the gentleman whether 
the Committee on Naval Affairs has made a thorough investiga- 
tion of this matter? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. There being no Committee on Naval Affairs 
appointed—— 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Ah! ` 

Mr. BOUTELLE. They have not. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Does not the gentleman think we 
ought to have such a committee appointed? d 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Committee on Rules, which is com- 
posed of a very distinguished body of gentlemen, has given the 
matter very careful and thoughtful attention 

Mr. S ON of Kansas. The Committee on Rules, which 
comprises the Speaker of this House, has given the matter careful 
investigation! - 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Having the advantage of the valuable sug- 
8 and information of the gentleman from California [Mr. 

LBORN] and my humble self. 

j . Ifthe gentleman will permit me—— i 
The SPEAKER. Perhaps it might serve to enlighten the House 
if the resolution, the reading of which was omitted by inadvertence, 
should be now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 61) to provide for the imm 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. I wil say to the gentleman from Kansas 
that I have not the slightest objection to the reading of the report; 
but it relates simply to matters of detail and comes to the conclu- 
sion that probably by the expenditure of the sum of $29,000 this 
leak might be stop The question before the House is whether 
it is advisable to do that or to repair this dock in such a way as 
will insure its safety and usefulness hereafter. 

The gentleman is aware that this is an enormous dock into which 
we put these great battle ships. It seems to me,as it does to the 
Department, that the simple stopping of the leak when it may be 
found, without ascertaining to what extent the leak may have 

n the dock, would be incurring a risk that we ought not 
toincur. There is no possible way of ascertaining accurately the 
amount of damage the dock has sustained except by building a 
cofferdam in front of it and thoroughly examining the condition 
of the whole dock. 

. Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Would the gentleman have any ob- 
jection to this matter going over till next Thursday, so as to give 
us an opportunity to examine the report? 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. The resolution ought to pass to-day, because 
those docks are receiving damage in increasing ratio by reason of 
every hour of delay. ere is no question as to their condition; 
there is no question that they must be repaired. The only ques- 
tion is how soon we can get to work to doit. We certainly can 
trust the Navy Department to do this work under a resolution 
of this kind, appropriating a certain sum, or so much thereof as 
may be needed. e are 9 to trust the Navy Department, 
and can do so with perfect safety, to expend only so much of the 
amount appropriated as may be needed for the purposes contem- 


Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I observe that the report is short; 
we are not hurried here at present; we have not very much login 
lation to attend to, and I think we can at least attend to this 
measure in a businesslike way. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iwill have the report printed in the RECORD 
if the gentleman so desires. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I prefer to have it read. : 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It will not give the gentleman much light. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the report is simply to be printed in the 
REconp, I hopa the gentleman from Maine will give us further 
information, if he has it, as to the origin and extent of this damage. 
That is a very essential point in reference to the making of this 
appropriation. Thus far the gentleman has not developed, in the 
first place, what was the origin of this trouble, or, secondly, the 
extent of it. It seems that the first dry dock has been impaired 
in its efficiency by this leak, and that this has carried damage to 
the second. - 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman is mistaken abont that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iso understood the gentleman's statement. 
There was some confusion, however, and I may not have been 
able to catch exactly what he intended to say. hope, however, 
that all the information in his possession may be given as to the 
character and extent of this damage. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The extent of the damage is a leak in front 
of this dock sufficient to render it impossible to make use of the 
dock. The leak is necessarily under water. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Has the gentleman any information as to 
whether the orifice through which the leak comes is enlarging by 
the ebb and flow of the water? : 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will say to the gentleman that the question 
is not so much as to whether the orifice may be enlarging as it is 
how far the flow of water through it is increasing the damage by 
the undermining of the dock. ese docks are based upon a pile 
foundation. Piles are driven 5 feet from center to center, and 
then there is a floor of cement—about 5 feet of solid cement—rest- 
ing upon the soil. How far the water may have undermined the 
soil underneath this cement is something that can not be ascer- 
tained by the use of a diving bell. The water must be shut off 
from the dock in order to enable a thorough examination to be 
made. Iamsimply advocating that the Government shall do just 
what any private corporation or individual would do in a similar 
` ease—adopt the only e measure to ascertain the full extent 
and character of the damage. : 

Mr.SIMPSON of Kansas. Has the gentleman any information 
as to the original cost of this dock? Yd 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It was built upon an appropriation and upon 
advertisement for proposals. : 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Does the gentleman know the orig- 
inal cost? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Those docks cost all the way from $500,000 


to $600,000 or $700,000. y 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. The gentleman does not know what 
this particular dock cost? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I think about $600,000. 


Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. My object was to ascertain whether 
$100,000, with a little more money added to it, would not build a 
new dock—a much better one. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, no. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Sometimes it is easier to make a new 
vessel than to stop the leaks in an old one. a i 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not think the gentleman could quite 
convince himself on that line. 

Mr.SIMPSON of Kansas. If we are to have many more leaks 
costing $100,000 each to stop, it seems to me it would be better to 
build a new dock at once. : 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Bnt Iam asking the gentleman to assist us 
in stopping this leak. If we can only stop the leak in the gentle- 
man’s oratory, we may make some progress. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kanpai Leonid ike to "ed basa ad what 
I have suggested is not a go usiness proposition. . Speaker, 
I shall have to insist on vts the miei gary I want all the 
Hant we can get on the subject. 

. BOUTELLE. Ido not think the gentleman can have the 
report read as a matter of right. If he desires to read it as part 
of his remarks I will yield him the time for that purpose. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Ishouldliketo have the Clerk read it. 

Mr. GAINES. I should like to know why the gentleman from 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, 


JUNE 21, 


Maine is in such a h to push this resolution through this 
morning. He introdu the resolution on the ‘‘3ist of May,” 
and it seems that since that time nothing has been done with it 
except to have it referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs.“ 
Now, why should the gentleman be in such a hurry here aed 
for its passage? And why has not the ** Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs” reported on the resolution? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The resolution was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Rules, and has been under investigation by them. 

Mr. GAINES. It was also referred by you to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and the printed resolution so reads, though the 
Clerk omitted to read that part of the resolution now in my hand. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
when appointed. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman from Maine is in error in his 
statement that the resolution making this appropriation has been 
referred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But the resolution asking for a rule for the 
consideration of the matter has been before that committee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The other would not properly go to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If there is to be any discussion upon the 
question whether the resolution is in order now for consideration 
by the House, I shall let the discussion be carried on by some one 
else. I have no doubt about the question myself. e rule has 
been reported here, and the House has adopted it. There is no 
question now pending as to how the matter got here or why it was 
not brought herein some other way. The question is whether we 
will make this appropriation or not. 

Mr. GAINES. Has the distinguished gentleman from Maine 
requested the Speaker to appoint the Committee on Naval Affairs 
since the 31st of May, when this resolution was ordered to be 
referred to that committee? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Have I requested the Speaker? I do not 
understand the gentleman. 

Mr. GAINES. Isay has the gentleman requested 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the gentleman from 
Maine has not done so.  [Laughter.] 

Mr. GAINES. I desire to get the information from the gentle- 
man himself. 

Mr.BOUTELLE. The gentleman has asked me whether I have 
requested the Speaker to appoint the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Ianswer, No, sir. 

Mr. GAINES. This resolution was referred to that committee 
on the 31st of May; and I want to know whether the gentleman 
since that time has requested that the Committee on Naval A ffairs 
be appointed. The gentleman introduced this resolution on the 
31st of May and referred it to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I did not. 

Mr. GAINES. That is what the report states. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I did not do anything of the kind. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. GAINES. Regular order and the regular thing, too, is 
what I want. 

The SPEAKER. This seems to be the regular order. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Has the gentleman from Maine any 
objection to the reference of this resolution to the appropriate 
committee? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. None, except that it would make unneces- 
sary delay. There is not a gentleman in this House. including 
even the gentleman from , who does not know that I have 
stated all the substantial facts in the case. If that gentleman or 
any other member wishes to know the details as to the manner in 
which this board ascertained that there is a leak and the charac- 
ter of it, I will have the report read. But when I make a state- 
ment, based upon the statement of the Department, that there is a 
leak; that this board has ascertained that it is a serious leak; that 
it disables the dock; that the board has recommended a temporary 
repair which would cost a certain sum, and that the Department 
thinks it better to carry on the operation in such a manner as will 
enable it to find out the exact character and extent of the damage 
and to make the repairs complete and thorough, I think the House 
understands the question. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. If the gentleman from Maine is go- 
ing to ask the votes of members of Congress for an appropriation 
of $100,000, I think we are entitled, and our constituents are enti- 
tled, to the information contained in this report. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New 8 CUMMINGS]. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. pontem ntlemen should not lose sight 
of the fact that this New York dock is the only dock on the At- 
lantic coast where our battle ships can be promptly docked. It 
is now out of repair. foreign relations are none too rosy. 
It would be well, it seems to me, to put in perfect order the onl 
dock that can be used to repair battle ships, if it takes night wor 
to do so. I presume one trouble with this dock is the fact that it 
is a timber dock and not a stonedock. "There appear to be in the 
Navy Department two sets of officers—one favoring timber docks, 
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and the other favoring stone docks. I have seen in the newspapers 
a statement that & this dock had been a stone dock the leak would 
not have occurred. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that it is time for Congress 
to be turning its attention toward this dock question. With half 
a dozen battle ships in commission and on the stocks, and no docks 
in which to repair them, it may become good policy to sop build- 
ing battle ships and go to pane docks. In Portsmouth, - 
land, they have twenty-one stone docks side by side, and in Italy 
and France as many more, while we on the eastern coast of the 
Atlantic have only two large docks, both of timber. Only one of 
these can be used to repair at once our largest war vessels, On 
the western coast there is only one dock, and that a timber dock, 
at Port Orchard, that can be used to dock our battle ships. 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Yes. 

Mr. KING. Is it not a waste of money, in view of what the 
gentleman has stated, to make an appropriation for a timber dock, 
when it is apparent that a timber dock is epe dee uate? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. But you have your timber dock already 
built. There is a leak in it, and you can repair the leak and put 
the ship into the dock inside of two weeks at least with this 
$100,000. Without it, you may not be able to dock the Indiana 
for five months, unless we solicit the courtesy of Great Britain at 
Halifax or the Bermudas. 

Mr. KING. Another question: Has not that dock frequently 
eai before, and have not these repairs been necessary fre- 

uently? 
* Mr. CUMMINGS. No. This isa new dock. It was finished 
last year. A leak has occurred in front of the dock. Some vessel 
ran into a dock near it, knocking the gates down. This may have 
created a leak near the new dock. It is said again that the leak 
is due to quicksand. Others agree with my friend from Maine 
[Mr. BovTELLE], that there is something wrong about the under- 

inning, causing the leak. But whatever it is, the leak is there. 

t is absolutely necessary for the safety of the country that it 
should be repaired as soon as possible. 

Mr. KING. Have calculations been made as to the amount 
which is required; and if so, why is it necessary to add $20,000 for 
contingencies? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Why, the calculation has been made by a 
board of officers appointed by the Secretary of the Navy to inves- 
tigate the leak and ascertain how much is necessary to be ex- 
pended in repairing it. 

. Mr. HANDY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 
` Mr. CUMMINGS. With pleasure. 

Mr. HANDY. Is it necessary to have an act of Congress to en- 
able the Navy 18 H to stop a leak in a dock? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It is necessary, when there is no appropria- 
tion from which the money can be used in making the repairs. 

Mr. HANDY. In view of the fact that there may be other leaks 
in the future, ought we not to do more at this time than the reso- 
lution provides? Ought we not to put the Department in such 
shape that after we adjourn—and it is possible we may adjourn 
after a while—that the Department can keep this dock in repair 
without a special act of Congress? Think of the condition of that 
dock requiring a special session of Congress! 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I do not think it necessary. This board of 
officers of the Navy certainly know what is necessary to be done 
to repair that dock. You may be sure that they have asked for 
all that will be required. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York 


has anea 

Mr. BOUTELLE, I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr.CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I believe this appropriation ought 
to be made, but before it is made, if such is the sense of the House, 
I want to make a remark. This is a new dock, which the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE] says cost in the neighborhood 
of $600,000 to complete but a few months ago. It now requires 
this appropriation to repair it. In my judgment, there is a fault 
somewhere, either with the contractors or with the engineers in 
the Navy who superintended its construction. 

I believe that fault ought to be located. I believe it will be lo- 
cated when the fault is thoroughly ascertained. The Government 
that educated its officials is entitled to an efficiency that on a great 
work of this kind would not require repairs within a very short 
time after it has been constructed. Now, then, I am a que ared 
to accuse anybody; I am not prepared to censure any ; but I 
want to make this remark, so thatlater on, when it is ascertained 
where the fault is, that the blame may be placed, that such ste 
amy be taken as will place it, and, if necessary, discipline the offi- 
cer who has been short in his duties. 

One other word—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Before the gentleman goes from that point, I 
should like to ask him the question whether this work or any part 
of it was done by contract? 
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Mr.CANNON.. Iunderstandthatithasallbeen done by conract. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Was there not a bond given to indemnify 
the Government and requiring a faithful performance of contract? 

Mr.CANNON. Possibly. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I will state to the gentleman that there 
were two contracts. The first contractor failed and lost $200,000, 
and the second contractor seems to have done his work poorly. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that there seems to be no allegation that the condition that exists 
to-day is due in any way to bad work. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The dock has been accepted by the Govern- 
ment, and this difficulty has occurred; and so far as we can see, 
there is no knowledge as to the cause of the original leak. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ifear the gentleman did not hear my state- 
ment. Isaid thatthe sheet puing, which is the protection against 
the flow of water in front of the dock, had been ruptured. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I understand that. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And that let the water in. There is no alle- 
gation of any fault in the performance of the contract; but in 
some way the sheet-piling protection was disturbed. The suppo- 
sition is that it may have been done by dredging, and the supposi- 
tion further is that it may have been done by the projecting prows 
of some of the vessels being docked. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Butl want it understood that while it mer 
not be possible that recovery can be had on that bond, steps shoul 
be taken to fix the responsibility and ascertain whether the bonds 
cover the case. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield me a little additional 
aed as I have lost the floor, and I want to make a remark in 
closing? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man's time 8 extended, inasmuch as he has been interrupted, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iwillyield to the gentleman such time as 
he wants. 

Mr. CANNON. Ionly want a minute or two. 

Now, so much for the dock at New York. I do not know what 
the trouble is. It may be an accident, for wliich nobody is to 
blame. Isu t that somewhere it is want of proper knowledge, 
where proper knowledge should have abounded, or carelessness. 
If so, I want to see it located and the blame placed; and it can 
not be done without this appropriation. So that for two pur- 
poses—in the first place to fix the blame, and in the second p 
to repair the dock and make it what it ought to have been in the 
beginning—the appropriation is necessary. 


y I 
ow.one other remark. We are informed by the gentleman 
from Maine that there is this dock and one other, namely, at Port 
Royal. for the docking of battle ships. There seems to be a dock 


at Port Royal that would take in the Indiana; but it is like unto 
the mill site in Kansas. You recollect that familiar old story, 
where the man said there was no mill at the dam site, and there 
was no dam—yourecollecttheremainder of thestory. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is not the trouble with my friend that he 
did not get his story right by a dam site? [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. That is so. I do not want to make the quota- 
tion, but I discover that the seed fell upon fruitful soil, so that 
everybody understands it. [Renewed laughter.] 

Now, there seems to haye been a large amount of money ex- 
pended at Port Royal. Whether it was a fault in legislation or 


administration I do not know; but at a proni expenditure the 


dock is there, and it can not be practically reached. We need 
more docks. I hope that in the future they will be located where 
there is water in the first place, and that they will be made so as to 
keep the water out when we want to keep it out, in the second place, 
. BOUTELLE. I desire to say, in regard to the last remark 

of my friend from Illinois, that whatever responsibility there may 
be for any degree of inefficiency as to the dry dock at Port Royal 
that rests on the legislative department of the Government. 
That dock was legislated into existence, and against my earnest 
efforts and protest. I ask for the previous question, Mr. Speaker. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question was taken on the passage of the resolution; and 
the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 114, noes 12. 

So the joint resolution was K 

On motion of Mr. BOUTELLE, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 
REGULATION OF COMMERCE BETWEEN THE SEVERAL STATES AND 

FOREIGN COUNTRIES IN CERTAIN CASES. 

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill H. R. 3495. 

'The Clerk read as follows: 


bill (H. R. 3195) to limit the effect of the regulation of commerce between 
the several States and with foreign countries in certain cases. 


Be it enacted, etc., That all fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating 
liquors or liquids transported into any State or Territory, or remaining 


— 
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nothing herein con: shall be 
revenue laws of the United States or of liquors in transit 


‘the title so as to read: “A bill to limit the effect of the 
of commerce between the several States and with foreign countries in certain 
cases." 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 


tion of the bill? 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Reserving the right to object, I 
should like to ask the gentleman a question. As J understand, this 
grows out of thelegal controv in the State of South Carolina in 
which the courts have recently held that the local laws there with 
reference to the sale of intoxicating liquors by the State are un- 
constitutional 

Mr. LATIMER. It does arise out of that controv . The 
scents did not hold that the laws were unconstitutional, but—— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I do not think that 
we ought to legislate by unanimous consent on a matter affecting 
the commerce between the States, and therefore I object to the 

t consideration of the bill. 
Mr. LATIMER. I trust the gentleman will withdraw his ob- 


jection. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Ican not withdraw the objection, 


Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 164) ng pt for the construction of a public build- 
ing at Butte City, Mont.; 

9 5 bill e 1056) to provide for a public building at Cleveland, 
hio; an 

A bill (S cag 5 provide for the erection of a public ule to 


at McKeesport, 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, bills of the following titles were 
taken froin the Speaker's table and referred to their appropriate 
committees, as indicated below: 

A bill (S. 164) to provide for the construction of a public build- 

at Butte Ci erede the Committee on Public Buildings 


and Grounds, w: en appointed 
x bill (S. 1056) to provide for a paoia building at Cleveland, 

ocn Red the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, when 
ap’ 

n e bill (S. i d provide for the erection of a public pome 
at McKeesport, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings an: 
Grounds, when appointed. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The Speaker announced his signature to enrolled bill of the fol- 
ri title: 

(S. 2150) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
— the entry of lands in Greer County, Okla., to give preference 
DS to settlers, and for other purposes, approved January 18, 


OMAHA INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of a report from the Committee on Ways 
and Means upon Senate ution No. 50. This resolution was 

ht up at the last meeting of the House, and was referred to 
tteeon Waysand Means. The committee have consid- 

apart it this morning withamendments. Under 

the rule it could not be taken up until the next mee of the 
House; but there is an earnest desire upon the part of friends of 
the Omaha Exposition to have the resolution without delay, 
and therefore I ask unanimous consent. e committee have 
unanimously reported the joint resolution with three amendments. 

The joint resolution tia read, as follows: 

of yi e mores S e corde of 


Joint resolution authorizing exhibitors at 
United States foreign 
Y. dor the purpose of preparing 


International Exposition, 85 be held in the Pity 
Nebraska, cag AS the year 1898, to 
laborers countries, respecti 
e Transmíississi; and International Exposition Company, of 
d extended pr — to various foreign nations * — 
Transmississi and International on to be bate at 
1898, which — 1 scone have been accepted and space for in- 
oy de — Bier — meg re, for and duly SUAE and con- 
he exposition management to 


Whe: for th eni tovelgh na nations: a production on the exposition 
reas, for the purpose of secu: e 1 
of scenes iastrati ve of the tecture, dress, habits, and modes of 
, occupation, in 


aaa Of load transportation, amuse- 
ments, — (—— the like, of the peoples of foreign countries, it 
has become necessary for the Transmississippi and International Exposition 


Omaha, Ne 
exhibits at the 
said A. D. 


the citizens and sub, 


nd to 
productions T certain firms and corpora- 
of the United States 


the House 
i ess assembled, That the ac 3 5 February 
D. 1885, up e esten into ths United S tesof fo: 


or conducting 
any business authorized or ina 
— may PER been or may [ona ud 
International Expositi 


operate to prevent. 
foreign representative, or citizen 
a concession or privilege from the 
tion DINI TEC into the United sy under contract any ‘such 
— . — — 88 or other employee deemed or p for 
ns for installing or conducting foreign 
pA conducting any business authorized 
or to a concession — yi 
the said pes 


connec: with such e: 


tates. 

m z n eae eee of kind that may be brought to 
the United States from an oy ocean X o be placed on exhibition at 
such . and ternational } Exp sition, as well as all tools and 
for an exhibition 


The 
joint resolution (S. R. aras foreign exhibitors at 

pi Mee rtm position, to be held in the city at Omaha, in th 
State of Nebras the year 1898, io bring to the United States foreign 


laborers from their haa tps 
and making exhibits, re report it with a recommendation — it do do pass with 
amendmen 
Amend line 5 by striki: out the words “or 8 and insertin 2 
stead the words “by the BURMA of the ein 
Amend line 12 by striking out the words **as may be or may be deemed” 
SMS IMMUNE AN. TA. MORAN “as the Secretary of the ry may 


Amend lines 35 and 36 by striking out the “one " inserting 
instead the words ** ba Aen S > eee. 

The SPEAKER. Is ae objection to the present consideration 
of this joint resolution 

There was no objection 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendments recom- 
mended by the committee. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, as I understand it, this joint reso- 
lution is merely intended to permit the importation of goods, as 
has been usual in such cases. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not only that, but also to allow the admis- 
sion of such persons as may be required to care for any exhibits 
that may be made at this exposition by foreign countries—the 
admission of e e for instance, in connection with the exhibit 
that xy be made wy 

Mr. CANNON. It carries no appropriation. i as I understand? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It carries no tion. It is the same 
provision that has been inserted in e other laws relating to 
these international expositions, except that the Committee on 
Ways and Mesns have reported amendments to obviate certain 
abuses which the of the Treasury reports have arisen 
under previous legislation of this character. 

One of the amendments provides that the number of to 
be admited shall be determined by the Secretary of the Treasury 
and not by the managers of the exposition. Another is that per- 
sons who may be admitted in this way for these special purposes 
shall leave the country within three months after the close of the 
exposition, instead of within one year, as provided in the original 
resolution. 'The amendments are unanimously recommended by 
the committee. 

The amendments were adopted. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to a third read- 
in aten of Mo DINH. 2 nete do and passed. 

motion of Mr. D LEY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 
Ms DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
journ. 

'The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, the Speaker 
declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask for a division. 


1897. 
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The House divided; and there were—ayes 74, noes 64. 
So the motion was agreed to. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Pending the announcement of the vote, by unanimous consent, 
leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Smis, 8 on account of important business. 


To Mr. McCormick, in tely, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. CowHERD, for two weeks, on account of important busi- 


ness. 
To Mr. CASTLE, indefinitely, on account of sickness in family. 
The House then (at 1 o'clock and 5 minutes p. m.) adjourned 
until Thursday next at 12 o'clock m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 

uen, were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as fol- 
OWS: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Buffalo entrance to Erie Basin and Black Rock Harbor, New 
e e the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to 

rinted. 

letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Kootenai River, Montana—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Assistant Secretary of the Navy, urging the im- 

rtance of an immediate appropriation for the repair of a dry 

ock at the Brooklyn Navy-Yard—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. DINGLEY, from the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, to which was referred the joint reso- 
lution of the Senate (S. R. 50) anthorizing foreign exhibitors at 
the Transmississippi and International Exposition, to be held in 
the city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, during the year 1898, 
to bring to the United States foreign laborers from their countries, 
respectively, for the purpose of preparing for and making exhibits, 
reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a report 

Ace n: which said bill and report were referred to the House 

endar, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS © 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule. XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
Ded follchving titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. STOKES: A bill (H. R. 3494) to reducethe expenditures 
of the Government and equalize the burden of an appreciating 
money standard—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. LATIMER: A bill (H. R. 3495) to limit the effect of the 
regulation of commerce between the several States and with for- 

ign countries in certain cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
“By Mr. DE VRIES: A bill (H. R. 3496) to create a commission 
to locate a roadway between Mono Lake and Yosemite Valley, 
State of California, and appropriating money therefor—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3497) to increase the limit of cost for the 
erection of a public building in Stockton, Cal., and appropriatin, 
money therefor—to the Committee on Public Buildings an 

Grounds. 

By Mr. VINCENT: A bill (H. R. 3498) extending provisions of 
an act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors, approved June 27, 
1890, to the Eighteenth and Nineteenth Regiments of Kansas Cav- 
alry Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. BARLOW (by request): A bill (H. R. 3499) to provide 
for the collection of an income tax, also an inheritance tax, and 
for the or; ation of the unemployed into an industrial army 
of the United States—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PITNEY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 67) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to immediately expend the sum of $75,000 
for construction of a sea wall at Sandy Hook, New Jersey, pur- 
suant to the Sea pre contained in the fortifications appro- 
priation act, March 3, 1897—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A joint resolution (H. Res. 68) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

M Mr. LATIMER: A resolution (House Res. No. 59) relative 
to the consideration of House bill No. 3495, to limit the effect of 


the regulation of commerce between the several States and with 
foreign countries in certain cases—to the Committee on Rules. 
By Mr. PITNEY: A resolution (House Res. No. 60) providing 
for the immediate consideration of the joint resolution H. Res. 67— 
to the Committee on Rules. 
By Mr. LEWIS of Washington: A resolution (House Res. No. 61) 


for investigation as to imprisonment of sailors—to the Committee 
on eds 2 
Mr. LEWIS of Washington: A memorial of the legislature 
ashington, in d to a national soldiers’ home at Fort Sher- 
man, Idaho—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of Washington, in relation to 
survivors of Indian war, 1855 and 1856, in the Territory (now 
State) of Washington—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of Washington, for the revo- 
cation of the order prohibiting moving on certain reservations in 
Washington State, etc.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of Washi n, according 
to William A. Newell the honor of originating and carrying into 
successful operation the Life-Saving Service of the United States— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Washington, 
for the establishment of a life-saving station on the coast of W ash- 
ingtonata 8 between Grays Harbor and the promontory known 
as Point Granville, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCR: A bill (H. R. 3500) granting a pension to 
Sarah A. Walton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A. bill (H. R. 3501) granting a pension to 
Thomas J. Reid—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 3502) for the relief of Peter Myers, 
of Shenandoah County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 3503) to remove the ch of 
desertion from the record of Michael I. Tobin to the Committee 
on neg Bree 

By Mr. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 3504) granting a pension to 
John T. Hopson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 3505) granting a pension to 
MOD Beck, formerly Sarah Kutch—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 3506) author- 
izing the restoration of the name of Charles H. Vail, late a first 
lieutenant in First United States Cavalry, to the rolls of the 
Army, and pronome that he be placed on the list of retired 
officers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 3507) granting an 
increase of pension to Jennie E. Baldwin—to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 3508) for the relief 
of the heirs of the late Mrs. Mary Ann Randolph Custis Lee, of 
Fairfax County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3509) for the relief of the estate of Catharine 
Crittenden, deceased, late of Culpeper County, Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 3510) granting an increase of 
pension to Lafayette Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. VINCENT: A bill (H. R. 3511) granting a pension to 
= —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3512) to remove the charge of desertion from 
= military record of John Marx—to the Committee on Military 

airs. E 

By Mr. YOST: A bill (H. R. 3513) for the relief of the 1 
representative of Paul McNeel, deceased, of Pocahontas County, 

. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire: Petition of A. M. French 
and other citizens of Gilsum, N. H., favoring à more rigid restric- 
tion of immi ion—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- . 


tion. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Protestof shoemanufacturers of Penn- 
sylvania, against any increased duty on tanned skins for morocco 
oradutyonrawgoatskins—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the select and common council of the city of 
Philadelphia, requesting the immediate passage of the tariff bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Resolution of the Iowa Pharmaceutical 
Association, of Waterloo, Iowa, representing 1,800 pharmacists in 
Iowa, opposing a revenue-stamp tax on bank checks—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Resolution of the board of supervisors of 
San Francisco, Cal, favoring the treaty relations now existing 
between the United States and Hawaii—to the Committee on 


5 
By Mr. HOWELL: Petitions of 52 citizens of Seaside, 23 citizens 
of Seabright, and 28 citizens of South Amboy, in the State of New 


.1898 


Jersey, the enactment of legislation restricting i 
tion—to the ttee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Petition of W. L. Morris and 20 other manu- 
facturers of Glenwood, Wis., praying for a duty of $1 per 1,000 on 
3 flour-barrel staves to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, resolutions of the Department of Wisconsin, Grand Army 
of the Republic, indorsing the bill to establish a national military 
park in commemoration of the siege and defense of Vicksburg—to 
the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: Petition of H. T. Smawley and 44 
others; also petition of James M. E. Klotz and 32 others, citizens 
of Weissport, Pa., favoring a more rigid restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of sundry citizens of Greer County, 
Okla., for extension of time to file their claims for homestead 
rights—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill granting a pension to Sarah 
Beck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of S. Freiburger and 
other citizens of Fort Wayne, Ind., in favor of placing hides on 
the free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. - 

By Mr. STEW ART of New Jersey: Petition of citizens of Little 
Falls, N. J., in favor of the passage of a more rigid immigration 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of letter carriers of 
Philadelphia, Pa., relating to section 607 of the postal laws, and 
9 an amendment to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of Graff, Son & Co. and Laird, Schober & Co., 
of the city of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against any increase 
in the present rate of duty on tanned skins for morocco or a duty 
on raw goatskins—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Papers to accompany House bill No. 3119, for 
the relief of Capt. Andrew P. Batson—to the Committee on Inva- 


lid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, June 22, 1897. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. : 
Prayer by Rev. Hudn JonNsTON, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


ington. 
fue Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. FRYE presented the memorial of A. B. Nealey and 29 other 
citizens of Lewiston, Me., and the memorial of Nealey & Miller 
and 29 other citizens of Lewiston, Me., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation intended to destroy the present system of 
ticket brokerage; which were referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas presented a petition of the Free Silver 
Club of Solomon, Kans., praying for the printing of certain prior 
acts of Congress in relation to the national credit and honor; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 

-be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Memorial to Congress for the passage of an act for the prin 
prior acts of Congress in ralation to the national it and 


T the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled: 


0 memorial of the Free Silver Club of Solomon, Dickinson County, State 


ansas, respectfully represents: 

Whereas the people of the United States have been and are still very much 
abused by false statement of history in reference to the currency, national 
bonds, ani their payments. The latest falsification has been lags pa on your 
honorable House by a memorial presented to your honorable House, signed 
on behalf of the legislature of the State of Wisconsin, printed in the Cox- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD June 5, 1897, page 1821, wherein— 

“Your memorialists respectfully ask that a 5 declaration be 
reque to be ipt by the President of the United States, so as to have 

he force of law in the form and in the spirit of the declaration of March 18, 
1869, which was similarly made to meet a similar emergency, after a similar 
pular decision pledging the faith, credit, and honor of the United States to 
the payment on demand of all its obligations issued to circ 
and all of its other obli 
present legal weight an: 


of certain 
onor. 


ulate as money, 
tions as mess mature, in gold or silver coin of the 
fineness, at the option of respective holders of 
such obligations.” 


Whereas the declaration of March 18, 1869, referred to by the memorialist 
does not give the holders of Government obligations “the option! to demand 
either gold or silver coin. The words are “payment in coin" of all the obli- 
gations of the United States. 

Your memorialist would respectfully ask your honorable House to have 
rinted for the use of legislatures and the people the above act of March 18, 
869; also an act to authorize the refunding of the national debt of July 14, 

1870; also the exact wording of the bonds itself, issued under that law, to- 
gether with the declaration or resolution, with the ayes and nays, which 
passed the United States Senate January 25, 1878, and the House of Repre- 
sentatives January 28, 1878, by a vote of 42 to 20 in the Senate and 189 to 79 in 
the House; and allo the above documents will disprove the inference drawn 
by the memorial of the legislature of Wisconsin, for it is upon those docu- 
ments we demand the free coinage of the silver dollar containing 412} grains 
each of standard silver and the qs of all the obligations of the Gov- 
ernment in coin according to the law. 
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Resolved, That the Senators and Members of — from this State be, 


and they are hereby, requested to use all honorable means to secure the 
pue of this memorial and that a copy of this memorial and this resolution 
transmitted to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 
. T. HARRIS, President. 
E. Z. BUTCHER, Secretary. 
JUNE 18, 1897. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS presented petitions of E. F. Poor and 45 other 
citizens of Fort Wayne, of Harry H. Freers and 57 other citizens 
of Terre Haute, of David S. Redelsheimer and 10 other citizens of 
Monroeville, of John E. Pillers and 52 other citizens of Monroe- 
ville, and of H. M. Ordcutt and 30 other citizens of Atwood; all in 
the State of Indiana, praying for the enactment of protective- 
tariff legislation, at the earliest possible date, such as will ade- 
quately secure American industrial products against the competi- 
tion of foreign labor; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of J. Oppenheimer and 25 other 
citizens of Lafayette, Ind., praying for theenactment of legislation 
authorizing the President to appoint a commission as proposed by 
the Indianapolis (Ind.) monetary convention; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CARTER presented a petition of 203 citizens of Missoula 
Mont., praying for the enactment of legislation for a more rigid 
restriction of immigration; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PENROSE prenia petitions of the State Council of Penn- 
sylvania, Order of United American Mechanics, of Philadelphia, 
of 37 citizens of Philadelphia, and of 88 citizens of Lehighton, all 
in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation for a more rigid restriction of immigration; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 12 citizens of Gladdens, Pa., 
praying for the early pasako of the pending tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Letter Carriers' Association 
of Philadelphia Pa., praying that section 607 of the United States 
postal laws and re: tions be amended; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Brazil, 
Ind., praying for the early enactment of a protective-tariff law; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of S. Freiburger & Bro., of Fort 
Wayne, Ind., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Indiana, re- 
monstrating against the proposed increase in the duty on hides; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of a special committee of citizens of 
Terre Haute, Ind., praying that an appropriation be made to 
secure proper recognition of American interests at the Paris Expo- 
sition in 1900; which was ordered to lie on the table. : 

He also presented the petition of E. L. Snyder, president of the 
National Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ Association, praying that the 
bonded period on liquors be reduced to three years; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Charles Beck Paper Com- 
pany, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the proposed 
— in the duty on paper; which was ordered to le on the 

e. 

Mr. ALLEN presented memorials of H. T. Aukeny and 52 other 
citizens, of O. A. Robinson and 19 other citizens, of L. T. Coch- 
ran and 52 other citizens, of E. R. Gutrin and 52 other citizens, 
and of J. V. Wolf and 15 other citizens, all in the State of Ne- 
braska, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation in- 
tended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. VEST presented sundry memorials of citizens of Missouri,. 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to 
destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were re- - 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. SMITH presented a memorial of 1,500 citizens of New Jer- 
sey, remonstrating against the proposed increase in the tax on 
beer; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PETTUS presented sundry memorials of citizens of Ala- 
bama, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended 
to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. ELKINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Shoals, 
W. Va., and a petition of sundry citizens of Matville, W. Va., 
praying for the early passage of the pending tariff bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORGAN presented sundry memorials of citizens of Ala- 
bama, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended 
to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1945) for the relief of Mary A. Coulson, execu- 
trix of Sewell Coulson, deceased, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 


1897. 
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Mr. HALE. I am directed the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.13) making appropria- 
tions to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1897, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 
to report it with amendments, and I submit a report thereon. I 
give none that I shall call the bill up at as early a date as is 
practicable. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill wil be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 473) for the relief of David O. 
Burleigh, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PERKINS introduced a biil (S. 2253) authorizing the ap- 
pointment of a nonpartisan commission to collate information and 
to consider and recommend legislation to meet the problems pre- 
sented by labor, agriculture, and capital; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2254) to grant a pension to Louisa 
E. Linn; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2255) for the relief of Morgan 
Everts; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2256) for the relief of John Wil- 
liams, of California; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2257) for the relief of Chester B. 
Sweet, of California; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 2258) granting a pension to 
Joshua Parker; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 1 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2259) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from William A. Graham; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GRAY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2260) granting 
pensions to soldiers, sailors, and marines who served ninety days 
or more during the war of the rebellion, at any time from March 
4, 1861, to July 1, 1865, and providing pensions to widows and minor 
children of such; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SMITH introduced a bill (S. 2261) to provide for the reim- 
bursement of naval officers DK property on the United States 
steamship Yantic; which was r twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

THE INITIATIVE AND REFERENDUM. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be, and is hereby, 
instructed to inquire into the feasibility of applying the principle of direct 
legislation, through the initiative and referendum, to tb legislation of the 
Federal Government, and report to the Senate at the opening of the regular 


session of Congress in December, or as soon thereafter as practicable, by bill 
or otherwise, the result of said inquiry. 


Mr. BUTLER. Task that the resolution may be printed and 


over. 
she VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed and 

e over. 

Mr. BUTLER. I present sundry papers, which I ask be printed 
asa Senate document. They contain all the published reports 
from our consuls on the nature and operation of postal savings 
banks in foreign countries. The State Department has not yet 
given the information which was called for about a month ago in 
a resolution asking for the original repons made by our consuls 
in reply to the circular letter sent out by Secretary Blainein 1881. 
Those reports were never printed. Ihave gathered all that have 
been printed from various consular reports and put them together 
in convenient form. When the other information comes, I shall 
ask to have it printed as a document with these reports added to 
it and bound together. I ask that 2,000 extra copies of this docu- 
ment be printed for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. C DLER. Iwill state to the Senator that the informa- 
tion he desires hascome in. I now have it; and theorder may be 
made now to print the whole matter which he desires to have 
printed, including the last information, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the permission of the Senate to have this 


matter go over until to-morrow morning, so that I can examine it. 
Mr. CHANDLER. That course is entirely satisfactory. 
Mr. ALLEN. Ican not hear what is being said on the other 


Ts it in reference to the resolution the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina introduced a moment ago, charging the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections with an inquiry? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the appli 


side of the Chamber. 


cation in behalf of the Senator from North Carolina is to-have 
printed asa document certain consular reports on the question of 
postal savings banks. 

Mr. ALLEN. I was going tosuggest tothe Senator from North 
Carolina the propriety of sending the resolution to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections immediately, so that it may be 
taken up and considered at the present session of Congress. y 
not let the resolution itself go without any debate now to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, that the committee may 
consider it and report it back one way or the other for considera- 
tion? 

Mr. BUTLER. I will say to the Senator from Nebraska 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator withhold a moment 
until the present matter is closed? 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Nebraska is, I think, refer- 
ring to the resolution I offered this morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I asked that the resolution go over until to- 
morrow, and I shall submit a few remarks to-morrow morning 
with the permission of the Senate upon it. I now withdraw the 
request for this moriak in regard to the consular reports, and 
to-morrow morning I will present the matter in proper form to be 


printed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request is withdrawn. 
PAY OF STENOGRAPHER. 


Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the stenographer employed to report the hearing before 


the Interstate Commerce Committee on the anti-scatping bill, Thursday, 
June 17, 1807, be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Bnowxixd, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution (S. R. 50) authorizing foreign exhibitors at 
the Transmississippi and International Exposition, to be held in 
the city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, during the year 1898, 
to bring to the United States foreign la orers from their countries, 
respectively, for the purpose of preparing for and making exhibits, 
—— amendments in which it requested the concurrence of the 

nate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a joint 
reso!ution (H. Res. 61) to provide for the immediate repair of 
Dock No. 3atthe New York Navy-Yard; in whichit requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. Imove that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 379. 1 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to provide 

evenue for the Government and to encourage the industries of 
the United States. 5 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill on page 114, line 
3, Schedule K.— Wool and manufactures of wool,” and: read para- 
graph 347. c 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, before proceeding further with 
Schedule K, I desire to offer an amendment submitted by me some 
time ago, prepared bythe National Wool Growers' Association of 
the United States. It is a substitute for the entire schedule as 
relates to wool. Ithink it appropriate to come in at thistime, be- 
fore we proceed to a discussion in detail of the proposed schedule. 
Ioffer the amendment, and ask that it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Montana. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraphs 347 to 
361, inclusive, and to insert the following paragraphs: 

347. All wools, hair of the camel, goat, "uo la; &nd other like ani- 
mals, shall be divided, for the purpose of fixing the duties to be charged 
thereon, into the following classes: 

348. Class 1, that is to say, merino, mestiza, metz, or metis wools, and 
includinz all other wools having any admixture of Merino blood, immediate 
or remote, Down clothing wools, and wools of similar character with any of 
the preceding. Also Leicester, Cotswold, Lincolnshire, Down combing wools, 
Canada long wools, or other combing wools having any admixture of English 
blood, immediate or remote, or of similar character. -Also all hair of the 
camel, goat, alpaca, llama, and other like animals. Also D Mossoul 
Aleppo, Karadi, Awassi, Thibet, Smyrna, E. t. Iceland, Oorfa or Orfa, and 
all similar wools, wherever grown. Also all wool and hair wherever grown, 
not hereinafter described, designated, and made dutiable. 

349. Class 2, that is to say, the wool of the native sheep unimproved by 
breeding, grown in South America, Mexico, Turkey in Asia, Greece, Asia 
Minor, Sy: and wools of the same character from such native sheep known 
as Donskoi, Valparaiso, aud Smyrna, and Russian camel's hair, excepting 
improved wools hereinafter provided for, and not including any wools here- 
inbefore mentioned. But no wool shall be deemed of this class because jm- 
ported from the places named. 


may be hereafter ted in the custom-houses of the United 
under the &u of of a be se- 
his e standards for classification of wools under 


and he shall have the authority to renew these and to 
make such additions to them time to time as may be uired, and he 
to be e standards in other custom-houses of the 

United States when they may be need: 


native 
duty as c as the case may be. 

The duty on all wools and hair which shall be imported washed or 
otherwise cleansed shall be twice the amount of the duty to which the youa 
w 


ed. 

353. Unwashed woolsshall be considered such as shall have been shorn from 
the sheep without any cleansing; that is, in their natural condition as crown. 
Washed wools shall be considered such as have been washed with cold water 
on the sheep's back. Wool washed or cleansed in any other manner than on 
the sheep's as aforesaid shall be considered as scoured wool. 

And wools having less than 12 _ cent of grease, yolk, dirt, or other 

; and wools having any args pene 
r cent o s 


and other 


354. The duty u; wool of the ep or hair of the camel, goat, ama. 


subjec 

The duty upon all wools and hair of the first class shall be 17 cents per 
pound, and upon all wools or hair of the second class,8 cents per pound, with 
an additional m of 4 cents pound on all skirted wools of all said classes, 
and double this additional rate if washed, scoured, or otherwise cleansed, and 
8 cents per pound additional on Australasian wools and wools of similar light 
shrinkage, wherever grown, in scouring, having any admixture of Merino 
blood, immediate or remote, and double this additionalrateif . scoured, 
or otherwise cleansed, and 3 cents additional on wools ME m ure 
of Saxony blood, immediate or remote, with double this additional rate if 
washed, scoured, or otherwise cleansed, and 3 cents per pound additional on 
crossbred wools having an admixture of Merino blood, immediate or remote, 
and 4 cents per pound tional on all Australasian lamb's wool. 


adi 
All wools and hairs shall be deemed skirted which are notim intheir 


be T: EO, flocks, wool, hair, or other materialof any class or kind 
8 this act, and such bale contain any admixture of any one or more 
said materials, or of any other material, the whole bale e ag apa: shall 
be subject to duty at the highest rate imposed upon any ar in said bale 


or 8 
Tran eor pure" containing wool or hair be imported as of class 2 in 
this ack, or be c by the importer to be class 2, when in fact it be of 


Orit &ny such bale or package containing wool or hair be imported as not 
skirted, or not sorted, or as not having any part of the original fleece re- 
jected, or be so claimed by the importer, but shall in fact be skirted or sorted, 
or having any part of the original fleece rejected; 

Or if any such bale or containing wool or hair which has been 
changed in its character or condition for the purpose of evading the duty 


thereon; 
Orif any such bale or package contain wool or hair imported as of a kind 
subject to a lower rate of duty, or be claimed the importer to be subject 


x t lower rate of duty, when the same is in fact subject to a higher rate 
uty; 
Or it 


any, such bale or Aeg tà contain wool or hair im as unwashed, 
or claimed by the — 80 r to be unwashed, when in it has been washed 
or otherwise cleansed; 


Orif any such hajo or pacage be imported as washed, or claimed by the 
importer to be washed, when in fact it has been scoured or otherwise cleansed 
equae ith scourin agi 

In wools and hair so imported shall be forfeited to the 


such cases 
United States, and sball be held by the proper customs officer to be pro- 
ceeded for forfeiture accordingly, and shall be subject to such for- 


feiture whether so held or not, or the United States may proceed by action 
to recover the value of such wool or hair against the inrporter or consignee, 


or both. 

deren of m Treas —.— in s qun ed for a rea- 
sons, on su: rms as he may deem „and may 
make reasonable compensation for the detection of all PEE pei oF or frauds 
on the visions as to wool or hair in this schedule. 

857. Wools and hair on the skin iS the same rate as other wools and 
hair, the quantity and value to be ined under such rules as the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury may prescribe, but the quantity shall include all, with- 
vi m cag bee of ace lat caa ov other genial ad 

. Wools an Tol e came paca; or o an 
of goats of all classes and varieties and from their crosses with any animal 
and all forms of wool and hair, in the form of ing, roving, or and 
all such wools and hairs which have been ad in any manner or by any 
process of manufacture beyond the washed or scoured condition, no’ 
cially provided for in this act, shall be subject to the same duties as are im- 
posed upon man of wool not specially provided for in this act, but 
9 a ah 5 

, mungo, flocks, and rags composed wholly or in part 
ohne tops, laps, burr waste, slubbing carded 
waste, garnetted waste, and other 


ings and other pieces of textile fabrics composed 
wholly or AUS of wool, and on pieces or parts of knit cloths or other goods, 
40 cents per pound. 
cattle and calf hair and other animal fibers not herein nor else- 
where fied the 5 be 15 cents per pound. 

3594. the wool and 5 of all other goats in any 
respect similar thereto, and on all other a fibers inany similar 
thereto, and on the fibers of animals being crosses of any such goats or ani- 


mals, either with any other, or with any other animal, the duty shall be 25 


cents E 

300. There shall be levied and collected duties on Peruvian cotton, other- 
we Aano TAM OON 36 cents per pound, and on other raw cottons, 2 

361. In the construction of this schedule as to unmanufactured wools or hairs 
of any class or variety in any f no dutiable article shall be exempted 
from the payment of duty, nor shall the duty thereon be at a lower rate be- 
cause it has or may acquire a commercial name different from that generall 
known in common use, and the provisions of this schedule rela rapa d 
mal or vegetable fibers in any form shall be liberally construed in 
tective duties thereon. 

Mr. MANTLE. I understand that it is not in order to press 
the substitute at this time, but that the committee amendments 
will first be acted upon. I will therefore withhold the presenta- 
tion of the amendment at this time. I will reserve the right, 
however, to present it after the wool schedule shall have been 
concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not hear the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. MANTLE. I stated that I understand it is not quite in 
order to present the substitute at this time, but that the commit- 
tee amendments ought first to be considered. 

Mr. ALLISON. e Senator can offer his amendment and have 
it rp) a substitute. 

: ITE. Itisimpossible to hear the discussion, owing to 
the confusion in the Chamber. 

Mr. MANTLE. I want to proceed in order, and I do not wish 
to run counter to any rule. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Montana can offer th 
amendment now and have it pending. Of course it is not in 
order to vote u it until the text is perfected. Or he can with- 
hold the amendment for the present and offer it later. 

Mr. MANTLE. I wish to submit a few remarks touching this 
particular amendment. I can do so now or wait until the com- 
mittee amendments are disposed of. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator can use his pleasure in that 
respect. He can speak now or later. 

r. MANTLE. Then, Mr. President, I desire to say briefly —— 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Montana will excuse me a 
moment, I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa whether the com- 
mittee have prepared and have ready for presentation to the Sen- 
ate any amendments affecting the wool schedule. Ifso, I think 
it would be fair to the Senate to submit them now, that we ma 
examine them as the debate progresses. I should like very mu 
indeed toinspect the amendments. to the Senator from 
Montana that if the Senator from Iowa is to present such amend- 
ments at this time it might be well to file them for the benefit of 
the Senate, especially of those members who have not been within 
the caucus precincts. 

Mr. ALLISON. Any amendments that I shall offer have been 
prepared by the majority of the Committee on Finance. Does 
the Senator wish to have all the amendments presented as re- 
spects this schedule? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. I will state to the Senator from Iowa 
that it would be an accommodation, I think, to many Senators on 
this side if all the amendments were presented now, so that we 
would be able to examine them as the debate progresses, without 
asking for time. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will present them in a few minutes. If the 
Senator from Montana desires to speak now, after he shall have 
concluded I will present the amendments that will be proposed. 

Mr. MANTLE. I will yield to the Senator from Iowa at this 
time for 1 

Mr. ALLISON. All the amendments are not ready, but they 
will be ready soon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana will pro- 
ceed. The Senator from Iowa is not ready to present the amend- 
ments referred to. : 

Mr. ALLISON. They will be ready in a few moments. 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, I have but a few words to say 
touching the substitute which I have presented. The substitute 
is one that has been prepared with great care by representatives 
of the National Wool Growers' Association, men who have spent 
theirlives in the business of wool growing, and who are more 
familiar with it, I think, than anyone else can possibly be. 

I desire to cci iege that the proposed amendment has been 
considered by ost every woolgrowers' association in the coun- 
try, and that generally they have given to it their unqualified in- 
dorsement. I shall not detain the Senate by stopping to read the 
resolutions adopted by the several State associations. I will, 
however, read the concluding clause of the proceedings had here 
in Washington by the National Wool Growers' Association on 
April 14 last. They say: 

We, the ere ey pres committee of the National Wool Growers' Associa- 


the foregoing memorial and the draft of a tariff bill 
ted to present this to the Senate of the United 


of pro- 


It is signed eight or ten vi prominent woolgrowers of 
national eut Posee 
I shall take the li of reading justa word from the 


1897. 
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i of the Wool Growers' Association of my own State, 
as that has been, among others, one of the causes of my action in 
presenting the amendment: 

At a meeting of the Wool Growers' Association of Montana, convened in 
special session at the city of Helena on the 15th day of February, 1897, it was 
unanimousl: 

Resolved, That we heartily indorse the schedule of duties Er by the 


National Wool Growers’ Association, of which the Hon. Wi wrence is 
peepee at their conference with the manufacturers on the 9th, 10th, and 

lth of February last, with one exception, viz: We urgently request that all 
skirted and sorted wools shall.be subject to the same duties as washed wools. 


I will omit the reading of the resolutions in full. The last res- 
olution is as follows: 
that the 


and will insist that the act take effect immediately upon its and ap- 
proval; and further, reri» they en the cooperation of 8 


H. HAMILTON 
B. PERCY CLARE, 
D. E. FOLSOM, 
Committee. 


BARNARD BROWN, 
Secretary Montana Wool Growers’ Association. 
Those are the declarations of the Montana State Wool Growers’ 
Association. They are directly in line and in accord with the 
overwhelming sentiment existing among the woolgrowers of the 


country. 
Mr. President, other interests concerned in the pending bill do 
not 2 yere to Congress and present their claims and 
0 ve in 


morning 

terday that was written upon the official 
turer engaged in the particular industry 
amendment was written by him, and was adopted. It is well 
known that the great manufacturing industries of the country 
are securing just about what they ask in the nt tariff bill; 
and I submit that the 3 of the United States, consti- 
tuting from one to two ion citizens, are the best judges of 
what is best for them. 

They have given their lives to the business of woolgrowing. 
They understand it in all its details, in all its intricacies. They 
know better than anyone else what is their interest. They have 
presented this measure after long and careful deliberation, and I 
insist that their demands ought to be heard. I assert that the 
amendment which present is far more perfect in every detail 
thanthe schedule as it appears in the pro act, and that unless 
this measure of theirs is MN the wool schedule will be imper- 
fect, and will fail to render them the justice which is due them. 

Ihavehad something to say before upon this question, and I have 

inted out in detail the im ections of former laws and what 

conceived to be the inequalities and the imperfections of the bill 
now pending. I will say that the substitute which I have offered 
will cover defects. It will give protection, in fact, to the 
woolgrowers, and it will stimulate the woo! ing interests to 
such a point that within a very few years we shall be able to pro- 
duce all the wool that this country requires. 

Lassert, Mr. President, that there is no object sought to be at- 
tained by the bill under discussion so desirable, so essential to 
national prosperity and national independence, as the ability to 
grow all the wool necessary to clothe the citizens of this Republic. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 350, page 114, line 
24, after the word ‘‘and,” to strike out “including” and imsert 
“all such;” and in the same line, after the word character, to 
Strike out **such;" so as to make the paragraph read: 


Official copy. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I have an amendment which I should like 
to introduce, so as to get it before the Senate and have it be con- 
sidered as pending. 

a VICE-PRESIDENT, The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Amend Schedule K, wool and manufactures of wool, bya horizontal reduc- 
tion of 33) per cent of all the rates of duty provided im said schedule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be considered 
as pending. 


Mr. ALLISON. The amendment will properly come in at the 


end of the schedule, I suggest to the Senator from South Carolina. 
Mr. McLAURIN. Yes, sir; I just want to let it be considered 
as puidag. 
Mr. MANTLE. I understood a moment ago that the committee 
would submit their amendments, so that we could see what they 


are. I desire to state that I have amendments to offer which 
cover almost every iph in detail of the wool schedule, and 
after speaking with the Senator in charge of the bill, I prefer to 
wait until we have through with the committee amend- 
ments, and then I shall go back and offer my amendments. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, 
in the proviso of paragraph 355, 116, line 12, after the word 
heiss cud x strike out as imported in 1890 and prior thereto;" 
80 as to read: 


and other like animals, of class 1 and class 2, which shall be 


in any other than ord: condition, or which has been sorted or increased 
value by the rejection of any part of the o „shall be twice the 
duty to which it would be otherwise subject: vided, That skirted wools are 


hereby excepted, etc. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask that that amendment may be disagreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
which has been stated. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in the 
same paragraph, line 13, after the word “excepted,” to insert: 
22... e EU e 

14 Loos pee xs n ra posed by 


Mr.ALLISON. Iaskthatthatamendment may be disagreed to. . 

Mr. VEST. I wish to understand this matter, Mr. President. 
Do I understand that the effect of disagreeing to the amendment 
in lines 13. 14, 15, 16, and 17 strikes out skirted wool? 

Mr. ALLISON. It does. 

Mr. GRAY. So that skirted wools do not receive the additional 
protection by the amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. The effect of disagreeing to this amendment 
would be that skirted wools would come in with other wools. 

Mr. GRAY. Without discrimination? 

Mr. ALLISON. Without discrimination. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
ees the words from line 13 to line 17,as reported by the com- 
mi 


'The amendment was rejected. 
'The next amendment was, in the same ph, on page 117, 
line 1, after the word **unwashed," to strike out it“ and insert 


and in line 2, before the word being,“ to strike out 
„its and insert the wool;” so as to read: 

When the duty assessed upon any wool equals three times or more that 
which would be assessed if said was imported unwashed, the duty shall 
not be doubled on account of the wool being sorted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 856, page 117, line 
17, before the word “cents,” to strike out “eleven” and insert 
‘‘eight;” and in line 18, before the word “cents,” to strike out 
“twelve” and insert “ nine;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

358. The duty upon all wools and hair of the first class shall be 8 cents per 
pound, and upon all wools or hair of the second class, 9 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. lam instructed by the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Finance to modify the two amendments to this 
graph, in line 17, by striking out “eleven” and inserting ten;“ 
and in line 18 by striking out twelve“ and inserting **eleven;" 
so as to make the rates 10 and 11 cents per pound, instead of 8 and 


9, as originally 8 by the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 256, line 17, before the word 
** cents," it is p to modify the amendment of the commit- 
tee by striking out **eight" and inserting ten;“ and in line 18, 
before the word ‘‘cents,” by striking out “nine” and inserting 
**eleven;" so as to read: 

Theduty uponallwoolsand hair of the first elass shall be 10 cents per 
pound, and upon all wools or hair of the second class, 11 cents per pound. 

Mr. GRAY. I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa a question 
so as to understand this. To what class do skirted wools belong? 

Mr. ALLISON 


. Class No. 1. 
Mr. STEWART. The amendment now pr by the Sena- 
tor from Iowa reduces the rate as fixed by the House of Represent- 


atives. 
Mr. ALLISON. It reduces the rate in each case 1 cent per 
pound below the House rate. Y 
Mr. WHITE. That is, this amendment is compensatory with 
reference to the other amendment, which has been withdrawn. 
Mr. ALLISON. This is in lieu of that, or a substitute for it. 
Mr. STEWART. Ido not think there ought to be a reduction 
below the House rate. The House rate is low eno on the first 
and second classes. Of course, on the third class the House rate 
is practically no protection. I should like to see the House rate 
adopted on the first and second class wools and the amendment 
of the Senate committee on the third-class woole. That is not all 
the protection we ought to have, but it would be a pretty good bill 
if we could get it in that shape. I do not see the philosophy of 
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cutting down the rate 1 cent per pound as now proposed. I do 
not seethe reason forit. I think even the House rate is too low. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa in behalf of the 
committee to strike out and insert. 

Mr.STEWART. I am opposed to reducing the rates below 
those fixed by the House on first and second class wools; and I 
ask for the yeas and nayson the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VEST. As I understand the effect of this action of the 
committee, it is to reduce these duties, I shall vote for thereduc- 
tions, and then vote against the whole schedule. 

Mr. GRAY: May Lask in what form the question is put before 
the Senate, whether it is to agree or to disagree to the amendment 
of the Senate committee? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To agree to the Senate committee 
amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. The form of the amendment is to strike out 
** eleven " and insert ten,“ in line 17, and to strike out twelve“ 
and insert ** eleven," in line 18. 

Mr. GRAY. What becomes of the original amendment of the 
committee? 

Mr. ALLISON. I modify that amendment in the form now 


pro : 
.GRAY. ThenIshould like to understand if the Senator 
has withdrawn the committee amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. The vote will be taken on striking out 
“ten” and inserting eleven,“ in line 17, and on striking out 
„twelve“ and inserting *' eleven," in line 18. 

Mr. STEWART. They are both in the same paragraph. 

Mr. MILLS. Lask if there is a corresponding reduction in the 
finished ? Doesthe committee contemplate that also? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the understanding, 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me, the real essence 
of this question is to substitute ** 10 cents per pound” on first-class 
wools for eight,“ as originally pro by the committee, and 
**11 cents” on second-class wools in place of nine,“ as originally 
ab by the committee. 

r. WHITE. It appears to me to be difficult to intelligent]: 
vote upon this proposition unless we have the committee amend- 
ments before the Senate. I understood the Senator from Iowa to 
state that the amendments have been practically prepared, but 
have not yet been presented, I believe. It is very difficult to tell 
what effect an amendment B iege in this way may have upon 
the entire schedule when all the amendments proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa are presented to the Senate. It appears to me 
we ought to have the whole subject before us. Each one of these 
paragraphs is intimately related to the other. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state to the Senator that the amend- 
ments will be ore in a few minutes, and I may state that the 
pending amendment makes the bill substantially as the committee 


ue. WHITE. Ishould be glad to have the statement made as 
to the amendments the committee intend to offer. 

Mr. ALLISON. In the next paragraph, 857, the committee 
propose no change from the recommendation already made; and 
the same is true as to paragraph 358. For paragraph 359 we intend 

“to substitute a paragraph gU that wools on the skin shall 
pay 1 cent less than would be paid on wools of like description. 

Mr. WHITE. One cent less? 

Mr. ALLISON. One cent less. 

There is a modification of paragraph 360 by making three classes 
really. Top waste and the higher classes of waste mentioned 
there we propose to make dutiable at 30 cents a pound, shoddy at 
25 cents, and other wastes at 20 cents. There is no change to be 
da goes to ph 361; that is to say, the committee pr 
that the paragraph shall remain as it was originally recommended. 

In paragraph 362 the committee do not modify their amendment, 
nor do they m. the amendment in paragraph 363. 

Mr. WHITE. the pro modific ation on page 121 stand? 

Mr. ALLISON. That stands. In paragraph 364 we propose to 
strike out the word ‘‘skirted” where it occurs in two places, re- 
taining the amendment otherwise. 

Mr. E. That is to say, all of the ámendment on page 122 
is retained, with the elimination of the word * skirted.” 

Mr. ALLISON. With the elimination of the word ‘ skirted.” 
In paragraph 365, line 25, we propose to strike out the word 
“plain,” and disagree to the amendment ope by the Senate 
committee on the same line and retain the House provision “for 
underwear." In line 2, page 123, the committee p pose to strike 
out Iz pounds” and insert ** 2 pounds;" in line 20, to strike out 
“and flannels other than plain;” on page 124, line 6, to strike 


out five“ and insert *six;" so as to read 6 cents per square 
yard;” in line 8, to insert seven and one-quarter” instead of 
Six and a half.” In paragraph 367 we propose to retain the 


pensatory 


amendments of the committee, except on line 8, to insert ** ten and 
a half” instead of nine." 

In paragraph 368, line 10, we propose to strike out **one-half;" 
80 that it will read: 

The duty per pound shall be four times the duty imposed by this act. 


In line 12 we propose to strike out sixty” and insert “fifty” 
five.” In line 24 of paragraph 369 we propose to strike out “ sixty- 
and insert ‘‘ fifty-five.” 

In paragraph 371 we propose to insert ‘‘sixty-two " instead of 
„sixty“ in line 6. In line 9, paragraph 372, we propose to insert 


“forty-five” instead of ‘‘forty-four.” In line 13, ph 373, 
we propose to insert ‘‘forty-one” instead of ‘‘forty;” and in line 
17, paragraph 374, to insert “twenty-nine” instead of twenty- 


eight." 

The committee propose to strike out paragraph 3701, relative to 
“Oriental, Berlin, and similar rugs and carpets woven whole for 
rooms” and in lieu thereof to insert: 


Oriental, Berlin, Aubusson, Axminster, and similar rugs, and carpets 
woven whole for rooms, 10 cents per square foot and 40 per cent ad valorem. 


Those are the amendments which the committee will propose. 

Mr. VEST. I want to call attention, for the benefit of my 
friends on this side of the Chamber who, 1 hope, ee with me 
in regard to this whole schedule, to the difficulty which presents 
itself to us in voting upon the question on which the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. STEWART] has called for the yeas and nays. 

It is true that the proposition made now by the majority of the 
Finance Committee is a reduction of 1 cent per pound on the 
House rate, but it is an increase of 2 cents upon the amendment 
which has been pending before us as recommended by the ma- 
jority of the Finance Committee. 

In regard to the next classification, whilst it is a reduction of 1 
cent on the House rate, it is an increase of 2 cents on the 9-cent 
rate which was proposed heretofore by the committee. 

With my views upon this whole woolen schedule, as a matter of 
course, I shall vote against the proposition of the committee, be- 
cause it is an increase, although I propose, at the proper time, to 
vote to put the whole schedule upon the free list, where it now is. 
our vote on this side, therefore, as the question now stands, will 

“nay.” 

Mr. MILLS. What is the pending amendment? I want a 

separate vote on each amendment. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas, of course, 
may have a separate vote if he so desires, 

r. MILLS. I want a separate vote. 

Mr. FORAKER. I ask that the amendment upon which the 
roll is to be called may be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas [Mr. 
MILLS] requests a separate vote on each amendment. He is en- 
titled to have it. The amendment before the Senate is to strike 
out eleven“ and to insert ten.“ 

Mr. PETTUS. Idesire to know whether we can not vote on 
the motion to strike out and then on the motion to insert? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair answers that that is not 
possible under the rule. The motion of the committee is to strike 
out and insert. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us vote on that question now. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to ask the acting chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, as to this duty, whether there has been a cor- 
responding reduction in the duty on the manufactured goods also? 
The Senator reads to us what he proposes, but it is utterly impos- 
sible to follow him and keep advised of what he is going to do. I 
want to know whether that has been done upon principle or 
whether it is simply an arbitrary reduction? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwillanswer the Senator thatit is a reduction, 


and à large reduction, from the House duty, and that there is. 


also a corresponding reduction from the House duty as to com- 
duties. It is a corresponding increase from the amend- 
ments originally proposed by the Senate Finance Committee, and 
it is done upon an exact arrangement as respects the increase per 
pound on wools. 

Mr. TELLER. Then doI understand from the Senator from 
Iowa that the committee in making these changes have not pur- 
sued an arbitrary course, but that the reductions and compensa- 
tory duties correspond? 

r. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. WHITE. I rise toa parliamentary inq to ascertain the 
Status of this matter. Has the amendment of committee in- 
T ht" instead of eleven“ cents been adopted? 

Mr. MILLS. That is the very question I wish to ask. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not. 

Mr. WHITE. Then itis manifest that there can be no motion 
to strike out “eight” and insert ten.“ 

Mr.MILLS. Iunderstand the committee have withdrawn their 
amendment for eight,“ and in lieu of it they now offer “ten” 
instead of eleven.“ 
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Mr. ALLISON. That is the purpose, and we want to do it in 
a parliamentary way. 

r. TELL The committee can not do that. 

Mr. MILLS. No; ‘‘eight” has been stricken out. Therefore 
the motion now is to insert ten“ instead of eleven.“ I wish 
the Senator from Iowa would make the motion that way. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. I withdraw the amendment to 
strike out eight“ and insert ten.“ 

Mr. MILLS. Very well. 

Mr. TELLER. Withdraw the amendment for “nine.” 

Mr. MILLS. The Senator proposes to strike out eleven“ and 
to insert ** ten." 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to get at the result I seek. I am not 
particular how it is done. 

Mr. MILLS. Iam. 

Mr. WHITE. It appears to me pain enough that the word 
“eight” has never been inserted. 1t was proposed by the com- 
mittee, but not acted upon. Now the committee does not desire 
action upon it. 

Mr. MILLS. They withdraw it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is withdrawn, and the motion 
made by the Senator from Iowa, as the Chair now understands, is 
to strike out eleven“ and insert ten." 

Mr. MILLS. That is it. Now, we on this side vote yea.“ 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. It is very difficult to distinguish what is being said on this 
side of the Chamber. I am very much interested in this debate, 
and I have scarcely been able to hear a word of what has been 
said on my left. I wish to inquire if itis in order to amend the 
suggestion of the committee—that is to say, is it in order to move 
that “eleven” be substituted in place of “ten,” as proposed by 
the committee? 

Mr. MILLS. That is already in the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is already in the bill, and the 
Senator will get at what he desires by voting **nay" on the mo- 
tion of the committee. 

Mr. GRAY. That is right. 

The 111 to call the roll. . 

Mr. MORR: (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], and therefore with- 
hold my vote, Ishall not announce ipud pair again to-day. 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was ed). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY]. Were he pres- 
ent. I should vote yea." $ 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr PENROSE. I am informed that the junior Senator from 
Delaware r. KENNEY], were he present, would vote yea.” 
Therefore I vote ** yea." 

Mr. BURROWS. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY]. 


The result was announced—yeas 55, nays 13; as follows: 
YEAS-—53. 
Allen, Faulkner, Mason, Roach, 
Allison, e, Mills, Sewell, 
Bacon, Gallinger, Mitchell, Smith, 
Baker, Gear, organ, Spooner, 
Berry, Gorman, Murphy, Thurston, 
Chandler, Gray, CO, 
Chilton, Hale, Penrose, Turpie, 
Clay, Perkins, Vest, 
Hoar, ettus, Walthall 
Cullom, Lodge, Platt, Conn. Wellington, 
Davis, McEnery, Platt, N. Y. Wetmore, 
Deboe, McLaurin, Pritchard, White, 
ory, Proctor, Wilson. 
Fairbanks, Martin, Quay, 
NAYS—1L. 
Butler, Heitfeld, Shoup, Warren. 
ÁN Bride, Stewart, 
Clark, Mantle, Teller, 
Foraker, Pettigrew, Turner, 
NOT VOTING—2L 
Aldrich, George, Jones, Ney. Nelson, 
Bate, Hanna, Kenney, Rawlins, 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Kyle, Wolcott. 
Caffery, Harris, Tenn. Lindsay, 
Cannon, wley, c. 
Daniel. Jones, Ark. Morrill, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], which 
Veo SnckxE On 117 graph 356, line 18, bef 

e SECRETARY. age , paragrap. , line 18, before 
the word ‘ cents,” it is d to strike out ** twelve "and insert 
** eleven;" so as to read: 

Upon all wools or hair of the second class, 11 cents per pound. 

'The amendment was eed to 


agr . 
Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, this vote registers a signal tri- 
umph for a reduction of duties on the woolen schedule. 


It will 


be noted with some concern, I take it, that the votes combined for 
this reduction will not combine to pass the bill. It is obvious that 
a reckoning is necessary relative to the woolen schedule, and I 
therefore request that its further consideration at this time be 
discontinued, and that all matters in the bill relating to the woolen 
schedule be for the time being passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 


made by the Senator from Montana? 
Mr. GRAY. Irise to a parliamentary inqui Ishould like 
to understand precisely what is the motion of the Senator from 


Montana. 
Mr. CARTER. The Senator from Montana has not made a 
motion. He has preferred a request 


Mr GRAY. Oh! 

Mr. CARTER. To the committee in charge of the bill to pass 
over this portion of the bill for the time being. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President 

Mr. MILLS. Before leaving this paragraph, I desire to make a 
motion in connection with it. 

Mr. ALLISON. In response to the Senator from Montana, I 
will say that by unanimous consent this schedule was to be taken 
up to-day. I should be very 1 to proceed with it. Is there 
any special reason why it should be passed over? 

Mr. FORAKER. the Senator from Iowa will allow me, I 
will say that when the unanimous consent was given that the 
woolen schedule should be taken up to-day it was understood by 
some of us that we had an agreement as to what would be the 
rates reported by the committee. Ido not understand now that 
we have any agreement, as I learned to my surprise after I came 
into the Senate Chamber to-day. We desire that the matter ma: 
be passed over, in order that we may.havean agreement. That is 
all, and unless we can have an agreement, each Senator will have 
to act for himself with regard to this schedule. 

Mr. ALLISON. Each Senator seems to have done that already. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Ohio has done it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Isupposed we had not an eement but an 
understanding as ts this schedule, and if the Senator—— 

Mr. FORAKER. There can be no question about the agree- 
ment had. 'The agreement which I agreed to was put in writing 
by notations in the bill, and not until I came into the Chamber 
this morning did I know there was any dissent as to any proposi- 
tion involved in those proposed amendments, and I do not propose 
to be bound by an agreement that is not an agreement from the 
beginning to the end of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. If there was any agreement in writing, [ never 
saw it. 

Mr. FORAKER, Isay by notations in the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. And if the Senator imputes to the committee 
or any member of the committee a disposition to violate any under- 
standing, of course I resent it in mild terms. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ido not impute anything to anybody, but I 
state a fact, and I want to state it with enough distinctness to be 
understood. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to state also with sufficient distinct- 
ness that any amendment which I have offered thus far to the 
bill has been offered in accordance with the unanimous 
ment of the majority of the Committee on Finance, and with the 
9 as I understood, of the Senators on this side of the 
Chamber. If I propose any amendment which has not been sub- 
stantially agreed to, I am willing to it over, and I am also 
willing for myself to pass over the entireschedule. If I have any 
purpose personally, or if the committee has any, it is to facilitate 
the consideration of the bill, and to consider it fairly and justly. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is true, as the Senator from Iowa states, 
that each amendment he has so far offered has been in accordance 
with the understanding we had, but it is also true, with respect 
to third-class wools, that an important amendment that I sup- 
posed was agreed to has not been offered, and a new feature has 
been developed since we came into the Chamber this morning 
which I never heard of before, and which the Senator from Iowa, 
if he will allow me, in view of what he has himself said, must 
never have heard of before. Iam not imputing bad faith to any- 
body. Iam simply saying to him now, in open Senate, as I said 
to him a while ago at his desk, that until this matter is settled I 
can not agree to the schedule. It may be that what is proposed 
in that respect is all right, but I want to know about 80 impor- 
tant a matter as this before I proceed with it to conclusive action, 
and cd bony concerned should know just what the facts are. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to ask the Senator from Ohio whether 
there has been any change in regard to third-class wools from what 
was practically agreed to? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, sir; in this respect, if the Senator wants 
me to specify it here. ! 

Mr. BU RROWS. I should be glad if the Senator would do so, 
because I am not aware of any. 

Mr. FORAKER. Weunderstood that if third-class wools were 
given a specific duty, then the scoured third-class wools should 
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have the tue duty just as first and second class wools have a 
triple du en they come in scoured. We did not suppose there 
was any di t from that. Everybody acquiesced in it who was 
consulted in regard toit, and our agreement as to rates was made 
with that distinct understanding. Now, for the first time, after 
the schedule is entered upon, we are notified that there is objec- 
tion to it; and we appeal for an opportunity toinvestigate and see 
if the objection be well taken. If it be something we should con- 
cede, we will doso. But we do not want to be driven to do this 
until we know what we are doing. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senate Chamber is not the place where 

le are driven. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is the reason why I will not be driven. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Ohio will allow me to say a 
word in response to that suggestion. If the Senator from Montana 
had not risen in his place and said there was a combination of 
people who favored this amendment who would not favor the pas- 
sage of the bill, I should have risen in my place and asked that 
the two next paragraphs be postponed in order that we might have 
an opportunity to meet the difficulty which is suggested by the 
Senator from Ohio. But that is a very different thing. 

Now, it was suggested to the committee that inasmuch as we 
had proposed a specific duty upon third-class wools, third-class 
wools scoured should pay a triple duty. For the moment, I said 
to the Senator from Ohio a day or two ago—it was two days ago, 
I think—that that seemed to me to be a fair thing to do; but I was 
not aware until I examined it later on that as respects third-class 
wools, on s 115 and 116, there are definitionsof whatare known 
as , unwashed, and scoured wools: 

Unwashed wools shall be considered such as shall have been shorn from 
the sheep without any cleansing; that is, in their natural condition. Washed 
wools shall be ered such as have been washed with water only on the 


consid: 
sheep’s back or on the skin. Wool washed in any other manner than 
sheep's back or on the skin shall be considered as scoured wool. 


Now, it is perfectly well known to those who have investigated 
it that at least one-half of these t wools or third-class wools 
come in in a condition other than that described here as washed 
wool. In other words, as to Donskoi wools and other wools of 
the East, the India wools, the Scotch highlands, and so on, the 
sheep is shorn, and then the wools are put into the rivers, little 
rivers in the mountain side, and they are washed there and come 
in in that condition. 

This definition of wool washed in any other manner than on 
the sheep's back would make these scoured wools pay 21 cents 
instead of 7 cents a pound, which would be an absolutely pro- 
hibitory duty. Therefore it was that with these definitions I was 
not willing, I will say frankly to the Senator from Ohio, to con- 
sent that the wools known as third-class wools should have that 
triple duty imposed upon them. 1 was not willing to do so when 
the duty that we have already put zm third- wools is a 
much higher ed Berge that imposed by the House, and a much 
higher duty than ever been imposed upon this class of wools 
in our history. 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator probably overlooks the fact that 
the rate proposed is a lower one upon third-class wools of certain 
grades, 8 higher upon others. The statement would be 
somewhat hasty and inaccurate to say that it is a higher rate upon 
all third-class wools than the McKinley rate, because upon certain 
classes it is lower. 

Mr. ALLISON. If we are to get in a contest about this ques- 
tion, I wish to say to the Senator from Wyoming that, with rare 
exceptions, the third-class wools are higher in the pending bill 
than in the House bill, and they are higher than under the Mc- 
Kinley law. Then, when it was Leer in the face of the defi- 
nitions here, that we should triple the duty upon these wools, I 
objected to it, but I was willing that the matter should be passed 
over—I intended to make such a motion—until every Senator on 
this floor, and on both sides, should have knowledge upon this 
subject, and until an amendment could be ared which would 
cover the difficulty suggested to me by the Senator from Ohio, 
and an amendment is now being prepared by experts. 

But we are thrown into a condition of excitement here be- 
cause, forsooth, some of us have voted—and I need not say why or 
how—to reduce the first and second class wools 1 cent below the 
House rate and increase them 2 cents per pound above the rate 
which the Finance Committee fixed upon those wools after pretty 
full deliberation and consideration. ‘Therefore it is that I am not 
to be driven for one from those positions by any threats from any- 
body. Itis said, simply because we were not pr ed to put the 
word ‘‘scoured” in ieee two paragraphs and allow them to be 
passed over for purposes of consideration, that we are a combina- 
tion here with a view to secure lower rates, and that this combi- 
nation will not vote for the bill in the end. I am for the bill as it 
guail be framed in the end by a majority of our associates in this 
Chamber and on both sides, but I do not wish to be charged as a 


on the 


member of the Finance Committee, either directly or covertly, 

with dealing with this question in any other than in an open, 

straightforward way, justly and fairly as I understand it with 
ect to all the various schedules. 

. FORAKER. Mr. President, if there be anybody here ex- 
cited, we have only to look about the Chamber and listen to those 
who speak to discover who the excited individuals are. I havenot 
cast any imputations upon anybody, and I have not made use of 
any language that I am aware of to which anyone has a right to 
take exception. I have simply stated the fact, Mr. President, that 
we did have an agreement, and that a new feature was imported 
into the question this morning. It may be that the Senator from 
Iowa is right in the view he takes of the matter. What I said to 
him was that I was not prepared to discuss it. I had not been 
given time even to look at the bill in that icular. 

All I asked was that we might know before we take action what 
we ought to do in re to it, and therefore when the Senator 
from Montana that the consideration of third-class wools 
be postponed, his request met with my approval, not only because 
I want to investigate it, but because others want to investigate it. 

Mr. ALLISON, That was not the request of the Senator from 
Montana. It was that the wool schedule in every part should be 


. FORAKER. Isnotthatproperenough? TheSenatorfrom 
Iowa has already stated that he is having prepared now an amend- 
ment to the bill in regard to the language which should be em- 
ployedas to third-class wools, whether or not they should be brought 
in under a triple duty when scoured. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FORAKER. And if weare to go back and consider that— 
for it has already been passed over—it isnecessary to consider, if 
we are to have a caucus, the whole wool schedule. 

The fact that the Senator from Montana used the word ‘‘com- 
bination” should not, I submit, induce the Senator from Iowa to 
deny to us that which we had recognized the justice of and said 
here now he had proposed in his own mind to give us, but of 
which he had not told me or any other Senator who is acting here 
with me that he would grant to us. - 

Mr. STEWART. I apprehend there must be some difficulty in 
ascertaining what is wool washed on the sheep's back and what 
is washed wool in the stream. I do not know whether that is 
easily ascertainable. There must be some obscurity about the 
whole question in making the classification. It seems to me, hav- 
ing regard to the subsequent woolen schedule, that the duty on 
wool ought to be fixed before the schedule on woolens can be taken 
up intelligently. 

Mr. FORAKER. Thad only one other remark which I intended 
to make when the Senator from Nevada interrupted me. That is, 
that we agreed to 10 and 11 cents on first and second class wools 
and 4 and 7 cents on third-class wools, upon the distinct under- 
MR that scoured third-class wools were to come in with 

iple duty. 

Mr. AY. May Lask the Senator from Ohio a question? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 


DER N To what agreement does the Senator from Ohio 
ude 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, itis impossible to hear what is 
going on. 

Mr. QUAY. Who were the parties to the agreement? 


Mr. FORAKER. It wasan informal agreement. Those rep- 
resenting the woolgrowing States, as they are called, had a meet- 
ing. The Senator from Pennsylvania was invited to attend the 
meeting, and I believe he was present. 

Mr. QUAY. I was not. 

Mr. FORAKER. My recollection is that the Senator was - 
ent. We met for the purpose of determining what rates RI be 
agreed upon, and we agreed upon that ticular feature of it at 
that time. I remember stating that to the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, and he assented to it, as I remember it. At any rate, that 
was our distinct understanding. We went before the Finance 
Committee and they agreed to that proposition. I did not know 
there was any dissent until now. It may be that the Senator 
from Iowa is entirely right about it, but I want to know about 
it before I am required to vote. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I desire to say, as one member of 
the Finance Committee, that I never heard this proposition at all 
suggested by anyone to the Finance Committee or any mernbers 
of the committee. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will say to the Senator from Connecticut 
that he did hear it—he has 8 about it—unless he was 
absent from the meeting of the Finance Committee the evening 
after the ent was arrived at, for I carried it into the 


Finance Committee's room, and I read each and every one of 
these amendments. The Senator from Connecticut—I remember 
now—was present, and the Senator from Connecticut, with a blue 
neil, wrote down in the copy of the bill which he had before 
im the very identical amendment about which I am speaking. 
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If he will find that copy of the bill, he will see that that is true, 
for this was gone over in detail. 

Every Senator who was present—and there were twenty, prob- 
ably, in the room—will remember that every item of theagreement 
was gone over carefully. Itwasnolightmatter. This has been the 
subject of a great deal of controversy, and that point, as well as 
every other, was not only commented upon, but it was placed in 
writing in the Senator's bill, and in the bill of the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] also. The Senator from Connecticut, now 
that his recollection is refreshed, will be able to recall it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If I said I never was present at a 
meeting of the Finance Committee when the matter was talked 
of or presented, I ought to qualify the statement. There was a 
meeting in which certain sug£estions as to what was wanted by 
certain Senators were presented to the Finance Committee, and 
these among a great many others. The suggestions have not been 
adopted; they have not been recommended. What I intended to 
say was that I had never been present at a meeting of the Finance 
Committee where it was assented to. I am told I used the words 
„at a meeting where it was presented." 

Mr: FORAKER. Let me refresh the Senator's memory. Ido 
not know what he calls an agreement on the part of the Finance 
Committee. 'This occurred, and it has already been adverted to 
by the Senator from Iowa: When I commented upon that point, 
and had the notations made in the several bills, the Senator from 
Iowa, whom I was addressing as the chairman of the committee, 
said that of course if third-class wools were to be given a specific 
duty, third-class wools scoured should have a triple duty, and 
everyone there assented to that, and I supposed that amounted to 
an ent. Whenthechairman of the committee so expresses 
himself, and his associate members of the committee sit by and 
apparently acquiesce, I think I have a right to say an agreement 
was arrived at. That is precisely what 

Mr. PENROSE. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me to in- 
terrupt him? 

Mr.FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. PENROSE. I will remind the Senator of the fact that he 
and I sat up until a very late hour last night, and the Finance Com- 
mittee kindly waited on us until nearly midnight, pending the 
endeavor of all interests involved in this schedule to come to a 
conclusion, and that they were utterly unable to come to such con- 


usion. 

Mr. FORAKER. That was on a different point, the Senator 
willallow me to remind him. "There was no question at all at 
issue last peeing opon the matter of scoured third-class wools. 

So I submit that I am justified in all I have said as to what 
occurred and as to the understanding I had. But, however all 
that may be, I have not been imputing any improper motive to 
anybody, but simply stating the fact about a most important 
matter. I have been entirely taken by surprise in finding I have 
no agreement when I sup Ihad one, and I think it is but 
reasonable that we should have a right to reconsider the matter 
in the manner proposed by the Senator from Montana, in order 
to arrive at conclusions upon all these propositions. 

Mr. HALE. It is pretty apparent to me, and perhaps to the 
Senate, that the Senators are not really very far apart in this 
matter and that there is no real cause for difference between them. 
'The Senator from Iowa has shown very clearly by his referenceto 
the descriptive clauses that certain matters considered before that 
clause was examined were varied, and ought to be varied, by the 
construction given to that clause. I do not believe that Senators 
who appear to be at odds now upon 3 hs will be 
found basting any differences when they consider the descriptive 
classification which has been referred to by the Senator from 


Iowa. 

1 would ask the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Iowa 
whether there is any objection, under these conditions and the 
likelihood of coming to a plain accord without trouble, to letting 
the paragraphs be passed over for the present? Does the Senator 
from Iowa object to that? 

Mr. ALLISON. It was my purpose to ask that they be passed 
over for the reason that we have these apparent misunderstand- 

gs. I have no intention, so far as concerns the Senators who 
state that they did not understand this matter as I understood it, 
of forcing them into a consideration of the question of third-class 
wools, and therefore—— 

á Ce ig ONES of Arkansas. We can not hear any of the caucus 
ebate. 

Mr. ALLISON. When the Senator from Montana rose I was 
&bout to rise and ask that the paragraphs be passed over. 

Mr. HALE. Now I ask whether the Senator objects to their 
being passed over? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Ohio asks that they be passed 


over. 
Mr. FORAKER. Ihave asked for it, and that is all I have 
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asked, and I have learned for the first time, in his answer to the 
Senator from Maine, that the Senator from Iowa is willing to 
have them passed over. 

Mr. HALE. It seems to me I stand equally distant physically 
between the parties, and am in fair condition to say that when 
the Senator from Ohio asks that these two paragraphs be passed 
over, and the Senator from Iowa says he is willing they shall be 
pee over, there is not really any difference which ought to em- 

ass us or take up any more time. I hope that by unanimous 
consent it will be ordered that these two clauses be passed over, 
and then we may make such disposition as is necessary with re- 
spect to the rest of the bill. But there is no real subject of con- 
troversy here. 

Mr. CARTER. It is and has been far from my p inany 
manner, directly or indirectly, to increase the burdens of the 
Finance Committee. We have all witnessed here from day to day 
the laborious struggle in which they have been engaged. How- 
ever, the statement made by me was not the beginning of this 
matter, involving the passage of these items for the day. Before 
they were reached, members of the committee will recall that 
earnest efforts were made, privately, it is true, but nevertheless 
earnestly, that these matters be passed over until some arrange- 
ment could be reached satisfactory or with reasonable satisfaction 
to a be . 1 It was ngg = to 2 that to 
pass them over for y was an im ibility; t the passage 
of the paragraphs would involve an bs rye of ihe Senate. 

Under these circumstances, upon the disclosure of certain con- 
ditions by the vote, it seemed to me the current of events had 
added admonition to the suggestions previously made, and that 
the propriety of passing them over could no longer be questioned. 
I requested that all the paragraphs relative to wool and woolens 
be over. That request I am perfectly, willing to modify 
to the extent the case will justify. It must be borne in mind that 
connected with the third-class wools are certain compensatory 
duties thaf can not in the nature of things be intelligibly or pro 
erly considered until the basis upon which the ing is to 
done shall have been fully determined. I therefore request that, 
in addition to paragraphs 356, 357, and 858, all B gis aie, sa de- 
pendent upon or relating to those paragraphs directly or indirectly, 
concerning carpets or their manufacture and the compensatory 
duties incident thereto, be likewise passed over. I limit the re- - 
quest to that extent. 

. ALLISON. That is quite agreeable to me, if it is to other 
Senators; and that will include passing over paragraphs 370 to 876, 
inclusive. Those are the only paragraphs that are affected by 
third-class wools. 

Mr. GRAY. Just state them again, if you please, 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraphs 370 to 376. 

Mr. HALE. The first one is 357. 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraphs 357, 358, and probably 859. I will 
ask that the latter be over also, although it is not directly 
conn a ` 

Mr. HALE. Now the other three. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the request 
of the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. WHITE and Mr. VEST. Iobject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have had a novel ience to- 
day. 1 have been enabled to hear the debates of a ublican 
caucus, It is the first time in my life that that privilege ever 


been accorded to me, and I have been somewhat amused—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
for a moment? 

VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say that the subject of wool has never 
been discussed in a Republican caucus, 

Mr. GRAY. Until to-day. 

Mr. ALLISON. Until this morning. hter. 

Mr. TELLER. Isuggestthat that is what is now the difficulty. 

Mr. VEST. That is the trouble. I heard the Senator from 
Ohio . FORAKER] say, unless my hearing has entirely disap- 
peared, that ata convention or conference or caucus, to use the last 
word, where some twenty Senators were present, this agreement 
was come to, which he says was in writing; and the junior Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] supplemented it—— 

Mr. FORAKER. I said in writing. by notations made in the 
bill, not in the shape of a formal agreement. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Notin caucus? 

Mr. FORAKER. No; in the committee room. 

Mr. VEST. At any rate, as one of my colleagues suggests, the 
statute of frauds could be pleaded against it. It was in writing. ` 

Mr.FORAKER. It did not seem to be signed by the party to 


be charged. 

Mr. VEST. That seems to be the trouble on the other side; as 
to who was charged and who was discharged. I understood the 
junior Senator from Pennsylvania to supplement the testimony 
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of the Senator from Ohio by stating that the members of the Fi- 
nance Committee and others were wrestling with this proposition 
until midnight, until the wee sma’ hours ayant the twal’.” 

The great pacificator from Maine assures us that there is no 
trouble about this matter on the other side, but peace reigns su- 

reme. Ihave heard that Senator so often declare here in mellif- 
uous tones that there was peace in Cuba that I am disposed to 
doubt his judgment in that assertion. [Laughter.] 

We are asked now to do what? 'This great wool schedule has 
been twice postpones at the instance of our friends upon the other 
side in order that they might bring about the state of peace of 
which we have heard so much. Now, when prosperity is return- 
ing to this country, when the prostrate manufacture and agricul- 
ture and commerce of the country are pleading with us to pass 
this tariff bill and let the sunshine again illumine the land, we 
are asked to stop until the Republican caucus can adjust their lit- 
tle party differences. 

Iinsist, Mr. President, that we shall go on with the public busi- 
ness. If our friends upon the other side can not adjust their dif- 
ferences upon this floor, let them take a recess or an adjournment 
and retire to the privacy of their council rooms and come together, 
if it be rapi Do not let us have the example of all the busi- 
ness of this country stopped ostensibly by Democrats (as we read 
every day in the protection organs) who are holding up the Senate 
and refusing 8 to the people. Do not let that be said 
when in truth all the difficulty comes from the fact that our friends 
upon the other side can not reconcile the question as to who shall 
have the largest part of the swag. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I rose to object to the postpone- 
ment of this schedule when the Senator from Missouri objected. 
I did not do that because I wanted to continue the condition that 
was prevalent here a few moments since, but it seemed to me that 
if we were to do anything with this bill in accordance with the 
public demand we ought to proceed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate on the Ist day of April. It 
went into the Committee on Finance and remained there until 
the 4th day of May. I admit that the bill had no proper consid- 
eration where it should have had it. Iadmit that it came here in 
a very crude and unsatisfactory manner. I do not know that I 
intend now to criticise the Committee on Finance for the delay in 
presenting it to the Senate on the 4th of May. 

But it has been a month and twenty days since the bill came to 
the Senate. I believe after it reached the Senate the first two 
weeks it was, by common consent, laid aside. I was not present 
at thetime; but it seemed to me that if the bill was abont to bring 
to the country the great blessings that its advocates and support- 
ers supposed, it was very nearly criminal to postpone it for two 
weeks. Ishould not have minded that very much if I had not 
found that a large proportion of the Senate—not a majority, but a 
large number—have been daily caricatured and abused by the Re- 
pa ican 8 17 of the country because of their opposition to and 

elay of the bill. 

Called away from the Senate myself and at a distance, where I 
could look on, it seemed to me that if there was any unnecessary 
delay it was not to be charged to the Democratic portion of the 
Senate nor to those who heretofore had acted with the Repub- 
lican party, nor the representatives of the People's ARA in this 
Oba Der. If there was any unnecessary delay, which I do not 
mean tosay there has been, it should have been charged to the 
Republicans in ponti of the bill; and it does seem that, after the 
Senate had had the bill from the 1st of April down to the 22d of 
June, questions of the kind that are presented this morning ought 
to have been decided va pon 

Contrary to the usual custom, I believe the Republican caucus 
determined that every member of the organization here should 
follow the committee. I donot know, not having been present at 
the caucus and not being entitled to its secrets, whether the com- 
mittee was to submit these questions to the caucus or not; but I 
sup by the newspaper scu that the Republican members 
of the body had surrendered their judgment to the Finance Com- 
mittee, and that they would arrange a tariff bill that would get 
the united support of every Republican in the Chamber. 1t was 
apparent to everybody in the United States that unless they could 
secure the unanimous and united action of all the Republicans in 
the Senate and in addition some Democrat, some Populist, or some 
silver Republican, the bill could not passthe body. They either 
must secure the support of some man who is in opposition to the 
Administration, or they must at least secure his acquiescence to 
a ai te that he shall not vote against it, or else it can not become 
a law. 

Mr. President, we have heard from a great number of the Re- 
publican members of this body through the public press. Ido 
not say all, but I think paie ipads of the Republican members 
have hens quoted in the public press, in which they have pre- 
dicted that the only thing necessary to bring about the era of 
p rity, the sunshine of good times the Senator from Missouri 

s about, was the passage of this bill. The President of the 


United States, in Philadelphia the other night, told us and told the 
country that you are making great progress; you have anew house 
started; you can not move out of the old house into the new until 
the new house is completed, but it will be soon completed in the 
shape of a tariff bill, and when that is accomplished prosperity 
will come in every portion of our land. : 

I hope the President of the United States is a prophet. I hope 
he is correct. I can not say that I hope it, because that means 
expectation, but I wish he werea prophet. I wish that statement 
were true. I do not myself believe it. Yet, Mr. President, those 
who assert that all that the country is now suffering from is a 
want of more taxation, is a want of more revenue, ought not to 
stand here and ask usin the middle of June to postpone any bill 
of this character when they are complaining that fair discussion 
can not be had of it, when every speech that is made in opposition 
to the bill is declared to be for the purpose of delay and to retard 
and hinder the glorious prosperity which they predict is about to 
come. 

Mr. MASON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. TELLER. I will. 

Mr. MASON. Do you not know, as well as every other Senator 
here, that the mere passing over of one schedule does not delay 
the work on the bill, and that the proposition made by the Senator 
from Montana is to continue our work on the bill, but to pass over 
these paragraphs only temporarily? : 

Mr. TELLER. I know nothing of the kind. I do not allow 
the Senator from Illinois to assume that such is the fact and put 
words in my mouth. I challenge that statement. This wool 
schedu!e has been known by the committee to bea difficult one to 
deal with. They have been told by certain Senators from the 
West that unless they arranged the schedule satisfactorily to them 
they would not vote for the bill. I doubt very much myself 
whether the Senators who made that threat will carry it out. 

In my opinion, they will yield their judgment to the caucus of 
Republicans and vote for the bill. But everyone has known that 
this is a delicate and difficult question. We have been told here 
that Senators have been Vie up nights and have been consult- 
ing with the committee for a long time about the bill. If you 
have not been able to settle it either in caucus or in committee, 
then the place to settle it is here in the Senate. ' 

I am opposed, Mr. President, to any further delay. I helieve 
that this bill should have fair discussion. But I understood from 
some member of the Senate it was stated by members of the com- 
mittee this morning that if this schedule could not be taken up it 
would be practically impossible to proceed with the bill to-day, 
and that we would have to take a recess or adjourn. 

I am anxious that the bill shall pass. I do not t to vote 
for the bill unless it shall be very materially amended. Unless 
certain objectionable features are taken out of it, it will not 
secure my vote, and yet I am anxious to see it passed. I know 
that a great number of people in the United States have been led 
to believe that there is nothing needed or required but the pas- 
sage of the bill, and they are waiting and looking with interest 
for its passage to bring about that restoration of confidence, that 
return of prosperity of which we heard so much a year ago, after 
the St. Louis convention. 

I want to see the bill perfected; I want to see it as perfect a bill 
as can be made, but I am particularly anxious that the bill shall 
be such a bill as the Administration says it wants. I shall notin- 
terfere in any way to embarrass the Administration in securing a 
bill in accordance with its ideas. If it is not in accordance with 
mine, I can reserve my right either to vote against it or to refrain 
from voting. The people of the State I represent are particular] 
interested in the wool schedule, as are all the Western people. 1t 
is about the only thing we have in the bill that touches or affects 
our interests. We have had free wool,and we have had cheap 
wool and cheap sheep, and the people in the Western country at- 
tribute somewhat their present embarrassed condition to a fail- 
ure to receive the old price for wool and the old pac for sheep. 

I want the bill to become a law. Ido not believe myself that 
the wool schedule as proposed by the committee is a fair one, 
and I doubt very much, afterlooking over the schedule of woolen 
goods, whether the reduction made by the committee this morn- 
ing, as I understand it, is a proper reduction, if they reduce the 
rate proposed by the House on wool. But Iam just as ready to 
meet that question now as later. I am not to be consulted, of 
course, in caucus. Iam to present my objections to the bill here, 
and if the Senators who represent wool States, who differ with 
me in political views as to some things, can not do that, they can 
retire to the secrecy of the conference room, or somewhere, and 
arrange it, while the rest of us are trying to perfect the bill. 
When the bill is perfected, when I know what the bill is, 1 shall 
take a short time to express my views upon the measure, and 
state what I regard as some of the defects of the bill. 

Mr. MANTLE. As gentlemen are discussing the proposed 
amendment, I wish now to say that I shall offer no objection my- 
self to the passing over of the wool schedule, especially if such 
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action shall hold out the slightest possibility of a greater degree of 
justice being done to the woolgrowersofthecountry. Ihave given 
this matter of the wool schedule a deal of consideration, and 
I am one of those who believe it is full of 8 designedly 
ut there for purposes of fraud and evasion. I believe that it is 

fall of snares for the unwary feet of the woolgrowers of the coun- 
try. Ido not believe that there is another schedule in the bill 
bearing upon any subject that is so weak in its construction, so 
careless of the interests of the people nominally intended to be 
benefited, as the wool schedule. I think if I were to search through 
the whole domain of poetry and prose I could not find anything 
that morefitly characterizes the pending bill than those famous 
lines from Bret Harte: 

Yet the cards they were stocked 

a way that I grieve, 
And my feelings were shocked 
At the state of Nye's sleeve, 


Which was stuffed full of aces and bowers, 
And the same with intent to deceive. 


I think the bill, in so far as it relates to the woolgrowers, is 
“stocked with aces and bowers” with the full purpose and intent 
of deceiving the woolgrowers of the country. ' f 

If the proposition to postpone is insisted upon, I shall favorit, with 
the hope that something better may come out or a re aen we 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, I have been ed, as I have 
no doubt everybody else in the Chamber has, by the beautiful 
state of concord and harmony which has prevailed heretofore in 
the discussion and consideration of the bill on theother side of the 
Chamber. That condition arose, I have no doubt, because hith- 
erto we have been considering schedules in which Massachusetts, 
Connecticut, Maine, New Hampshire, and other New England 
States are specially interested, and it was really pleasant to watch 
our Western Republican Senators rally with a look of patience on 
their faces the other day, pursuant to the agreement which we 
had heard about, and vote against the proposition to put grain 
bags on the free list. i ' 

ow that we have reached these schedules that involve the in- 
terests of the West, Iam not surprised to find a want of ment 
and a want of harmony among our Republican frien Iam 
uite certainif they could get our recalcitrant Western Republican 
nators into the caucus they could whip them into line again, as 
they did on grain bags and as they propose to do on lead, leather, 
sat, other questions which have been reserved for consideration 
here. Iam certain it would be much more pleasant to have that 
done, because we could again have the beautiful state of concord 
which has edified us all so much. y ) ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be re- 
sumed. 

The SECRETARY. Paragraph 360— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What became of paragraph 357? 

Mr. VEST. Paragraphs 357, 358, and 359 were not passed over. 
I objected. 

Mr. CULLOM. No; they were not passed over. 

Mr. VEST. There has been no such action as that taken by the 


Senate. - 

Mr. CULLOM. The clerks made a mistake. 

Mr. VEST. Iobjected ifically. 

Mr. ALLISON. Has Aries isum 353 been read? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 356 was the last one read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I offer an amendment, to come in line 23, page 
115, paragraph 353, after the word ‘‘ unwashed.” > 

Mr. JON ES of Arkansas. Before that amendment is offered, I 
should like to have paragraph 356 read as amended. It was passed 


over. 5 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


$50. The duty upon all wools and hair of the first class shall be 10 cents; 
upon all wools or hair of the second class, 11 cents per pound. | 


Mr. ALLISON. Now I ask that the amendment I send to the 
desk to paragraph 353 be read. s 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment to paragraph 353. 2 

The SECRETARY. Amend paragraph 853, in line 23, page 115, 
after the word **unwashed," by inserting the following: 

lass, if imported i dition f. in 

MS rie Acer rr a Weh Shall not 9 ory than 8p r 
cent of dirt or other foreign substance, shall be three times the duty to which 
they would otherwise be subjected. 


Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Iowa a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. er tes 

Mr. GRAY. I understood a while ago that the discrimination 
against what are called skirted wools had been abandoned by the 
committee. Does not this, in a measure, restore what was aimed 
at by that discrimination? d 

Mr. ALLISON. 1t does not, I will say to the Senator. I read 
in the hearing of the Senate the definition of scoured wool. This 


is intended to be a definition of scoured wool of the third class 
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and eliminates from the definition all the wools that I have de- 
scribed as being washed in the rivers of Russia and other countries. 

Mr. GRAY. Then I understand that the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Iowa raises the duty on certain wools of the 
third class which come to this country in a better condition than 
the ordinary wools of that class? 

Mr. ALLISON. 1f they come into this country in a condition 
fit for carding or spinning, or if they contain 8 per cent or less of 
impurities, they shall pay three times the duty—in other words, 
they shall pay the duty upon scoured wool. 

Mr. GRAY. Now, why not say if they come in a condition to 
be carded, spun, or woven they shall pay the higher duty, and not 
use language which will only prohibit a certain class of cheap 
wools froni coming in because they happen to be in a little better 
shape than the dirtiest and most slovenly prepared wool? 

r. ALLISON. Of course I am not an expert as to the way 
in which these wools comein. Iam told that none of them come 
in unless they contain at least from 12 to 20 per cent of dirt. The 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] is more familiar with 
that subject than I am, but I understand that to be the fact. 

Mr. GRAY. I understand from an article here 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Delaware 
allow the amendment to be read again? I do not understand the 
exact point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The amendment submitted by the Senator from Iowa will be stated 
by the Secretary. . 

The SECRETARY. Add at the end of paragraph 353, line 23, 
page 115, the following: 

The duty on wools of the third class, if imported in condition for use in 
carding or spinning into yarns, or which shall not contain more than 8 per 
cent of dirt or other fotelgn substance, shall be three times the duty to which 
they would be otherwise subjected. 

Mr.GRAY. Iunderstand thatthe amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa is as I stated, that the wools which contain 
the greater percentage of dirt are to beso far favored by the tariff 
that they will come in at a less rate of duty, but when they come 
in with less than 8 per cent of dirt, they are to be excluded with 
reference to their being fit for spinning or cardi 

Mr. ALLISON. No; that is not precisely it. 
cay of 7 cents a pound on these wools. 

r. PLATT of Connecticut. Four and 7. 

Mr. ALLISON. Four and 7. If they should come in a scoured 
condition fit for use in carding or spinning, of course their value 
is added to, and the duty is increased accordingly. It is to cover 
the difficulty suggested by Senators this morning who criticised 
the committee's report. I think the amendment will cover the 
difficulty without in any way impairing the importation of wools 
of this class. , 

Mr. GRAY. Ifind here a statement made by the carpet manu- 
facturers, who are entitled to be heard, I think, on this occasion, 
It is to this effect: 


ng. 
There is a specific 


Hou one-half of the present 8 of carpet wool reach the market in 
the washed condition, or they have at least gone through some manipulation 
which might compel appraising officers to classify them as washed, under 
any reenactment of the definition of washed wools contained in paragraph 
382 of the act of 1890. A double duty— 


Thus imposed— 
upon these wools would at once absolutely shut us— 

That is, the carpet manufacturers 
off from their use. 

While that is not the exact language of the amendment pro- 
posed b the Senator from Iowa, it seems to me that it is going to 
accomplish measurably that effect. 

Mr. ALLISON. It does not. 

Mr. GRAY. The amendment reads thus: 

The duty on wools of the third class— 

That is the duty the carpet people are speaking of, is it not?— 
if imported in condition for use in carding or spinning into yarns— 

That is one branch— 
or which shall not contain more than 8 per cent of dirt or other foreign 
substance— 

Thereby putting a premium on dirt, so to speak— 
shall be three times the duty to which they would be otherwise subjected. 

So that any manipulation, whether washing or otherwise, no 
matter what it is, that reduces the amount of dirt below 8 per 
cent or to 8 per cent, that reduces it to 7 per cent, imposes a duty 
of three times the duty to which the wools would otherwise be 
subjected. If they had 9 per cent of dirt, they would come in at 
one duty; if they 7 per cent of dirt, they would come it at 
three times that duty. That is what I understand the carpet 
manufacturers object to in substance, although that suggestion 
was not before them when this protest of theirs was printed; but 
they say in reference to the proposition which was made that— 


A double duty upon these wools would at once absolutely shut us off from 
eiruse. As — 1 s them are manipulated, the duty might be construed 
to be three times the single duty, thus placing a tax of 24 cents a pound 
upon wools which are often not worth 10 cents a pound in European markots. 


1908 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.: 


JUNE 22, 


Mr.WARREN. Mr. President, the proposition under discus- 
sion is no new departurein the matter of wools. Whenthere was 
an ad valorem duty on carpet wools, it of course regulated the 


amount of du 
to price. 


to 3 

Mr. GRAY. If they shrink 90 per cent, they would shrink a 
good deal You do not mean to say that they would shrink 100 
per cent, do you? ; 

Mr. WARREN. I presume the Senator does not doubt the 
statement that a shrinkage of 90 per cent might occur in some 
particular fleece. 

Mr. GRAY. With entire respect to my friend, I doubt the 
statement that they shrink 90 per cent. 

Mr. WARREN. I have seen a fleece taken off that weighed 
nearly 50 pounds. Does not the Senator suppose that a fleece 
2 nearly 50 pounds would shrink 90 per cent, producing 
far e than 10 pounds by the removal of the impurities in the 
woo 

Mr. GRAY. That would not be 90 per cent. 

Mr. WARREN. But when I say to the Senator that the wools 
of the United States, taken all together, shrink an average of 66} 
per cent in scouring, my statement is not so extravagant that in 
extreme cases a fleece may shrink even 90 per cent. I will say to 
the Senator, if he doubts my statement, 1 can telegraph and be- 
fore to-night get a reply giving returns from clips where upon 
the whole clip from some,one owner there has been a shrinkage 
in scouring of about 80 por cent. Upon carpet wools that are 
washed there is in this bill no more duty imposed than upon those 
that are brought in in the grease; but where they are scoured, 
and scoured so clean that there is but about 8 per cent of impuri- 
ties left, then they take this triple duty. But when that is done, 
all the labor has been performed. It has always been the policy, 
as I understand it, in importing wool, to provide so as to bring it 
here in the state that gives the most opportunity for labor in pre- 
paring the wool, so it is preferable to have it come in grease. 

o wool was ever known to be so light as to bear a shrin of 
only 8 per cent, unless it had been scoured with soap and chem- 
icals in an expensive and elaborate way. 

Mr. GRAY. Ofcourse I defer to the Senator from Wyoming 
in regard to all these matters which concern the expert in hus- 
bandry, but there are certain things that even the uninitiated may 
be expected to understand. We are not talking about the condi- 
tion in which the American shepherds send their fleeces to market. 
If they choose to send them in a slovenly condition, that is one 
thing; that is pretty hard perhaps on those who have to deal with 
them, and I suppose the price is made to adjust itself to the con- 
ditions; but we are talking about the fleeces that come into the 
country; and because the woolgrowers of the United States, under 
lod piri or expected protection, have fallen so far behind the 

dustry in other parts of the world as to think that they are able 
to send their fleeces in this exceedingly slovenly and improper con- 
dition to market is no reason why we should put a premium on 
the dirt in the fleeces that come from abroad; not at all. You 
invite, then, the dirty fleeces from Australia and from the Argen- 
tine Republic, and put, as I said, a premium upon dirt, because 
you get protection on the dirt and because you get a duty on the 

irt. 


imposed, whether washed or unwashed, accord- 
ools as they are grown shrink all the way from 


I was going on to read, when the Senator interrupted me, what 
this Wool Manufacturers’ Association say. They say: 


We can conceive no circumstances— 


These men are writing as protectionists, so they say— 


under which such taxation upon a raw material can be justified. In the 

resent instance it could have but one object and but one result, viz, to em- 
rd. hamper, and partially destroy a homeindustry. We donot conceive 
this to be among the purposes you have in view in framing a new tariff law. 


Mr. WARREN. Willthe Senator permit me a moment there? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. That is shooting over the subject now before 
the Senate. There is no proposition now to change washed-wool 
rates and no proposition to impose any more duty upon washed 
than 3 as to third- lass wools. 

Mr. GRAY. There is that very proposition in this amendment, 
unless I totally misunderstand it. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator does misunderstand it. 

Mr. GRAY. Ithink I will show the Senator that I do not mis- 
understand it. 

Mr. WARREN. Very well. ! 

Mr. GRAY. Here is a proposition to put a tax of three times 
the duty to which they would otherwise be subjected upon all 
wools which shall not contain more than 8 per cent of dirt or other 
foreign substance. Is not that an attempt to raise the duty upon 
the wools as they come from South America or from whatever 

of the world they come, where the prd wools are shorn 
the backs of the sheep, and to put a higher duty upon such 


wool as has had a portion of the dirt taken out so as to reduce it 
to 8 per cent? 

Mr. WARREN. Not a£ all. 

Mr. GRAY. Why not? 

Mr. WARREN. e manufacturers of carpet do not make that 
statement. They show by their statement that they desire to im- 
port wools in the dirt or wasbed, as they may prefer. 

Mr. GRAY. No; they desire to import wools as clean as they 
can get them, but not to be punished i a tax. 

Mr. WARREN. How would the Senator prevent that except 
by the imposition of a oe tax that would be just and at t 
same time prevent fraud? 

Mr. GRAY. I do not, in the first place, believe that the Sena- 
tor is quite accurate about the extent of the shrinkage. Of course 
he believes it. 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to state to the Senator that I can fur- 
nish indisputable evidence as to the correctness of my statement. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam talking about the shrinkage of foreign wool. 

Mr. WARREN. Furthermore, the Senator is in error when he 
assumes that washed wool and scoured wool mean the same. In 
wool circles, and amongst those who handle wool, the word 
** washed" and the word “scoured” areas different in their mean- 
ing almost as the difference between the colors white and black. 
The Senator would probably say that scouring his face and scour- 
ing mine would be washing, or that to wash would be to scour, in 
a way, but theterms, as technically applied to wools, are absolutely 
and entirely different. "They mean two different things. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, without going into the technical 
meaning of **scoured " and washed,“ all I want to say is that I 
do understand, I think, and after listening to the Senator from 
Wyoming I am sure that I understand, the amendment and the 
object and effect of the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Iowa. It is to raise the price of these carpet wools to the carpet 
manufacturer, and it does that by providing that all wool im- 
ported which shall not contain more than 8 per cent of dirt or 
other foreign substance shall have three times the duty imposed 
upon it to which it would otherwise be subjected. 

Mr. MILLS, Instead of twice the amount. 

Mr. GRAY. Instead of twice the amount. If that does not 
raise the price of the raw material to the carpet manufacturer and 
is not intended to raise it, I should like to ask the Senator from 
bind Mg what it is intended to do? 

r. WARREN. No, it is intended to have the carpet men 
bring it in unscoured, either in green or washed, as heretofore. 

Mr. GRAY. Then this is a great fraud upon the carpet manu- 
facturers. 

Mr. WARREN. Not at all. 

Mr. GRAY. It is certainly a fraud upon the carpet manufac- 
turers, and in order to subsidize one industry you are going to 
paralyze numberless ind 4 

Mr. President, this brings me to make one remark, and I shall 
not interrupt the quiet progress of this bill further, and that is, 
that as constructed now it seems to me it is full of pitfalls for the 
manufacturers and for the consumers of wool and the woolen 
goods in this country. Its inevitable effect is to enormously raise 
the price of manufactured woolen goods to the consumer. You 
can not get away from that. It must do it. It must double the 
price to the consumer of the necessary commodities made of wool. 

If you are going to put any duty upon wool at all in which you 
can be fair and can avoid all these covert steals, which are made 
sepa Rag 2 ciam ification and 5 MS 5 as have 
just been pro e proper way wo to p a duty upon 
the scoured wools, and Tet us know how much duty a pound of 
scoured wool would pay, for all wool must be scoured before it is 
fit for spinning and weaving. Let us place it so; and then we 
shall know where we are, and we shall relieved from all this 
cloud of obscurity which now hangs around the whole subject of 
classifications or amendments such as are now before the Senate. 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, there can be no doubt whatever 
but that the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] is right in many 
of the propositions that he lays down. This amendment will in- 
crease the cost of clean wool; it will increaseits cost to the manu- 
facturer of carpets. The value of all wool depends upon the 
amount of clean wool which can be gotten from a pound of wool 
in the grease. It is well known that the wools of this country, 
on an average, shrink about 66} per cent; that is, after being 
scoured they yield about 33} per cent of clean wool. 

It was with that knowledge, and understanding of the situation, 
knowing full well what the character of the wool grown in this 
country was, that the law of 1867 was enacted, which placed a 
specific duty upon wool in the grease; that is, upon unwashed 
wool. Taking into account the condition of the wool industry in 
this country, with a knowledge of this shrinkage, and desiring to 
protect the American woolgrower upon this basis, a duty of what- 
ever it may have been—I think 10 or 12 cents—was levied upon 
that character of wool, and it was intended that the American 
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woolgrower should derive that protection upon his unwashed 
wool. That was the purpose, the object, and aim of the law, 
Iooked at from the protective standpoint. 

Mr. President, in respect to third-class wools, they were always 
subject to a triple duty for scoured wools until the enactment of 
what is known as the McKinley law, the law of 1890. When that 
law was passed, an ad valorem duty was substituted for the 

ific rates upon third-class wools. Hence there was no neces- 
sity of DACIA a ues duty upon scoured wools of the third class, 
because the duty depended entirely upon their value, whether 
they might be washed or unwashed or scoured. "This bill, how- 
ever, proposes to return to specific rates; and thereforeit becomes 
necessary, keeping in mind allthe time the protective idea—the 
Senator from Belawate: of course, is talking from the other stand- 
pour altogether, and I am talking from the protective standpoint— 
eeping in mind that idea, it becomes necessary from this change 
in the character of the duty that an additional duty, a higher 
duty, should be placed upon scoured wools. 

Mr. GRAY. May I interrupt the Senator for a moment? 

Mr. MANTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. The passages that I read from this association of 
carpet manufacturers are written from the protective stand- 
point. The members of that association are all protectionists. 

Mr. MANTLE. But what they stated was from the manufac- 
turers’ standpoint. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes; certainly. And the manufacturer ought to 
have something to say, ought he not? 

Mr. MANTLE. Certainly; but it is an entirely different stand- 
point from that of the woolgrower. 

Mr. GRAY. Of course; but the manufacturers ought to be 
heard, ought they not? 

Mr. Certainly; and justice ought to be done. 

Mr. GRAY. While I am on my feet, let me ask the Senator 
what objection is there to laying all the duty, so far as raw wool 
isconcerned, upon the basis of so much a pound on the clean wool? 

Mr. MANTLE, If that could be done, it would be by far the 
most satisfactory method of levying the duties upon wool. I 
agree entirely with the Senator from Delaware in that. But we 
find this bill arranged upon a different basis, making these classifi- 
cations and distinctions upon blood lines and upon geographical 
lines, and hence it becomes a very difficult task, and at this mo- 
menta signo one, to attempt to remodel this whole structure, 
80 far as the wool schedule is concerned. 

All that the Senator from Delaware has said about putting a 
premium upon dirt really has no weight in this discussion, I say, 
with all respect and deference to the Senator, because we are levy- 
ing these duties upon the conditions as they exist with relation to 
the domestic wool. Therefore, starting in with the unwashed 
wool, bearing in mind its known shrinkage and fixing a specific 
rate upon that, it becomes necessary, in order to carry out the 
idea of protection, to increase the duty upon washed wool, because 
washed wool shrinks so much less; and if it were to come in at 
the same rate of duty it would naturally destroy a large part of 
the protective benefit intended to be conveyed by a duty upon 
unwashed wool. 

Mr. GRAY. Why, then, not have an ad valorem duty to solve 
all nw difficulty, and have the duty based upon a pound of clean 
woo 

Mr. MANTLE. If an ad valorem duty could be honestly en- 
forced with respect to wool, or with respect to anything else, it 
would be the very best method of arriving at and determining the 
duty, if we could but do away with the fraud and undervaluation 
which exists under the ad valorem system, and especially with 
reference to wool, which is always availed of, asthe Senator from 
Wisconsin . SPOONER] suggests to me. It is indisputable, 
from Dese, gary of the statistics of imports and valuations 
under the ad valorem duty upon third-class wools under the 
McKinley law, that that provision immediately resulted in whole- 
sale fraud and undervaluation, and the price of wool immediately 
ran down—that is, at the custom- houses of the country. 

The prices did not run down in the markets abroad, in the coun- 
tries whence the wool came. The reduction in price was simply 
stimulated and brought about by these ad valorem duties, and 
especially upon the price of third-class wool, which began to de- 
cline under the operation of the ad valorem duty of the McKinley 
law. Itis necessary to create these distinctions; itis necessary to 
put an additional duty on washed wool; it is necessary to put an 
additional duty on scoured wool; itis necessary to continue adding 
to the duty upon wool which has passed beyond the scoured point 
into the manufactured condition if it is our p to carry out 
the protective idea and to give iteffectinpractice. This idea con- 
stitutes the burden of the complaint which I have made here upon 
the part of the woolgrowers. Looking at it always from the 

rotective point of view, the bill is so framed that, while it nom- 
ally gives to the woolgrower a specific rate upon the different 
classes of wool produced in this country, yet it is so worded, and 
there are so many loopholes for evasion of the actual purpose and 


intent of the law, that as a result the Nu deles does not get in 
practice 50 per cent of the benefit which the law nominally gives to 
him 


It is for this purpose that I have striven to amend this bill so 
that the woolgrower might get what he is cr entitled to, 
that he might nolonger say that ihe wool schedule as it was in 
the McKinley law and as it is now proposed to be enacted here is 
& legislative lie upon its face, for that is exactly what the wool- 
growers of the country say. They say that heretofore it has re- 
stilted in defrauding them of the protective benefit intended to be 
given them and the protective benefit with which the woolgrower 
has been charged, but which he has never received. 

Mr. STEWART. The worst of it is that it is made an excuse 
for raising the duty on woolen manufactures and putting larger 
duties on woolens, while the woolgrower gets nothing. 

Mr. . Yes, Mr. President, that view of the case, of 
course, presents itself. I think that the suggestion of the Senator 
from Nevada is quite correct, that the manufacturer gets his com- 
pensatory duty based upon the nominal duty given to the wool- 
grower upon unwashed wool, whereas I have shown, and itisa 
fact, that the woolgrower does not receive more than 50 per cent 
of that nominal duty, while the compensatory duty of the manu- 
facturer is based upon the nominal duty, and therefore he gets the 
benefit of that duty, while the woolgrower, who is charged with 
it, in effect and in practice only gets one-half of it or less, 

In Document No. 36, presented by myself on April 14, being the 
memorial of the National Wool Growers’ Association, there is a 
table prepared by Mauger & e wool merchants in New York, 
in which it is shown—and their showing is sustained and borne 
out by statements from the Treasury De ent—that the actual 
benefit accorded to the woolgrowers of Ohio upon XX fine washed 
Ohio wool was only 6} cents per pound, while it should have been 
three times that much. 

That illustrates, Mr. President, the operation of the law as itis 
now framed. "There should be unquestionably an added duty for 
scoured wool of the third class if we are to carry out the protective 
purpose and intentof thislaw. It willadd to thecost of the wool 
to the wool manufacturer, undoubtedly; but you can not build up 
the woolgrowing industry in this country without adding to the 
cost that the manufacturer must pay for his wool until we have 
reached that period of protection upon wool when we shall beable 
to produce all the wool we require for our own use, 

e cost of this third-class wool is found upon page 70 of this 
Senate Document No. 35, in the London market, and from this it 
appears that the prices of these higher grades of third-class wools 
run all the way from 14 cents up to 21 cents a pound in the Lon- 
don market. These are the finer grades, such as Russian Donskoi 
and East India wools. 'They are used, I believe, in the manufac- 
ture of the finer grades of carpet. 

"Therefore, viewing the matter from the protective standpoint, 
there is no reason in the world why these wools should not pay an 
additional duty. The higher grades of carpets approximate what 
might be called a luxury; and even from the revenue standpoint, 
laying aside the question of protection, there is no good reason 
why they should not be subject to a higher rate of duty. 

ot only that, Mr. President, but the third-class woo!s do come 
in competition with wools of a similar character that can be used 
for largely the same purposes grown in our own country. 

lam one of those who believe that if an adequate protective 
rate of duty was placed upon third-class wools it would stimulate 
the growth of that class of wools in this country, and would 
probably result after a while in the production of a great amount 
of that class of wool by our own woolgrowers. We have a great 
oen of DNE especially adapted to the growth of this character 
of wool. 

Iam not in favor of the amendment proposed by the committee. 
I believe that it allows too much latitude, that it gives away too 
much to the manufacturer as between him and the woolgrower. 
Thereought to be a simple proposition such as is contained in the 
law of 1867 and the law of 1883, placing a triple duty upon third- 
class wools. 

There is a wide distinction between washed and scoured wool 
and there is no difficulty whatever in determining what is washed 2 
and what is scoured wool. The distinetion ought to be made, and 
the line ought to be drawn, as has always been done, between 
washed and scoured wools. It can be done by a simple amend- 
ment, providing that wools of all classes in their scoured condition 
shall be subject to a triple duty. r 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questionis upon the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] in be- 
half of the committee. 

Mr. TURPIE, Mr. President, this is a very important discus- 
sion, and I think a quorum of the Senate should be here during the 
consideration of this subject. Itherefore suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana su 
gests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the 
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The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Gallinger, Morrill, Shoup, 
Allison, Gray, Murphy, Spooner, 
Bacon, e, Nelson, Stewart, 
Berry. Hansbrough, Pasco, Teller, 
Burrows, Hoar, Penrose, Thurston, 
Butler, Jones, Ark. Perkins, Turpie, 
Carter, age. Pettigrew, Vest, 
GM McBride, Pettus, Walthall, 
Cockrell, McEnery, Platt, Conn. Warren, 
Cullom, McLaurin, Platt, N. Y. Wellington, 
Davis, Mallory, Pritchard, Wetmore, 
Elkins, s Mantle, Proctor, White, 
Fairbanks, Mason, mae Wilson. 
Faulkner, Mills aw ins, 

Foraker, Mitchell, Roach, 

Frye, Morgan, Sewell, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-one Senators have an- 

swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. The 
uestion' is upon the amendment proposed by the Senator from 

jov» Mr. ALLISON] in behalf of the committee. 

Mr. TLE. 
order? : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would so rule. 

Mr. MANTLE. Isuggest an amendment to the amendment of 
the committee. In lieu of the committee amendment, in line 21, 
after the word ‘‘second,” insert **and third" and strike out the 
word **and;" so that it would read: 

And the duty on wools of the first, second, and third classes which shall 

imported scoured shall be three times, etc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair wonld suggest to the 
Senator from Montana that that is not properly an amendment to 
the amendment proposed by the committee. the committee amend- 
ment being amply an addition to the paragraph. 

Mr. MANTLE. The purpose of the committee amendment is 
to put a treble duty upon sconred wools of the third class, pro- 
vided they contain less than 8 per cent of dirt. The amendment 
I propose strikes out the qualification as to the per cent of dirt. 

r. PLATT of Connecticut. Is that in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would rule that it is 
not in order, and would venture to suggest to the Senator from 
Montana that if the committee amendment should be adopted he 
might then move a substitute for the paragraph so as to embrace 
his view. Butthe Chair would rule that his amendment to the 
amendment is not now in order. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Montana? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Montana will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed, in line 2!, page 115, paragraph 
353, to insert the pendin amendment, and after the word “first” 
strike out and,“ and after the word ‘‘second,” in the same line, 
to insert the words ‘‘and third;” so that it shall read: 


On wools of the first. second, and third classes which shall be imported 


scoured shall be three times the duty, etc. 


Mr. BURROWS.. What is the difference between that and the 
amendment which has been offered? Does it not accomplish the 
same thing? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There is a very great deal of 
difference. 

Mr. BURROWS.  Iasked to ascertain the difference. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The difference is that if the same 
definition of scoured wools in the bill is applied to the third class 
that is applied to the first and second, it 1 the importa- 
tion of a single pound of third-class wool. e bill provides that 
wool ali s in any other manner than on the sheep's back or on 
the skin shall be considered as scoured wool. Now,allor most of 
the wools of the third class come in now Hay tu been subjected 
to some degree of washing other than on the sheep's back or on 
the skin. Tt no amendment were offered, and they were subject 
to a triple duty, they would all come in under the definition given 
to scoured wools in B 354; and to impose a triple duty 
upon these wools in the condition in which they are now imported 
would be simply to prohibit their importation and to shut up every 

et factory in the United States. 


ould an amendment to the amendment be in 


e Senator from Montana can not wish to do that, certainly.. 


The object of the committee is to make a definition for scoured 
wool of the third class which will prevent those wools from being 
thoroughly scoured and cleaned abroad and so imported at the 4 
and 7 cent rates of specific duty. I trust I have made myself 
clear. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But if the Senator from Connecticut 
will permit me, does not the amendment of the committee propose 
to levy the same tax on these wools not thoroughly scoured that 
ond. be imposed on them if thoroughly scoured, under the suc- 


ceeding section? 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, No, sir. The amendment of the 


committee does not propose to subject them to the triple duty un- 
less they shall be so far scoured that they are suitable for carding 
and epuong or unless they shall have been so far scoured that 


they do not contain over 8 per cent of impurity. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Under the succeeding paragraph 
they would not be subjected to the triple duty unless they had 


been sconred, A E UT 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The committee proposes to amend 
the next paragraph so that in line 3 it will 8 

Wools of the first and second class washed in any other manner than on 
the sheep's back or on the skin shall be considered as scoared wool. 

Tt does not propose to change the definition of scoured wools as 
5 first and second class wools, but only with regard to third 
class. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then, if I understand the purpose 
of the committee, it is, with the amendment prop to be made 
ele to define as scoured wools wools which have not been 
scoured. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is to define wools of the third 
class which haye been commercially scoured so that they are fit 


for use. 

Mr.STEWART. The operation of that would be to allow wools 
which were scoured, approximately, much cleaner than the ordi- 
nary un washed wools, to come in on the same level with the other, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Ido not think any woolgrower, 
if he agrees to the rate of 4 and 7 cents a n upon third-class 
woo's, objects to the importation of wools as they are now im- 
ported of the third class at that rate, but the fear is that if we do 
not impose some provision 5 if scoured commercially they 
shall pay au additional duty, a triple duty, they will come in as 
scoured wools, commercially scoured, very greatly increased in 
value and practically ready for use, and only pay 4 and 7 cents a 
pound, as imposed in this bill. It is to obviate that, to make sure 
that hereafter there shall not be such a change in these wools in 
the state in which they are imported that they shall evade the 
duty which we put in the bill of 4 and 7 cents a pound. 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas is 
entitled tothe floor. Does he yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. JONES ot Arkansas. rtainly. 

Mr. MANTLE. I will say to the Senator from Connecticut that 
I have no desire to close up the carpet manufactories, nor have I 
the slightest apprehension that the operation of my amendment 
would bring about that result. The slight additional cost which 
would result to them upon a certain line of carpet 3 could 
not have any such wholesale and disastrous effect as to close up 
their business. The provision which I propose to insert is that of 
the law of 1888 and 1833, and which was superseded by the ad va- 
lorem duties in the McKinleylaw. The great bulk of carpet wools 
until 1890 came in under those provisions with triple duties upon 
scoured wools, and they came in at a valuation below 12 cents a 
pound. The valuation, in fact, was 10.1 on third-class wool from 
1884 to 1890; that is, for the great bulk of them. A very small 
amount came in above 12 cents a pound with a specific rate of 
duty of 5 cents a pound, 

During the three years of the McKinley law 90 per cent of all 
the carpet wools imported, and they have grown enormously in 
amount, came in at the valuation of 8j cents per pound with- 
out any restriction as to scouring or washing, under a straight ad 
valorem duty. Ninety per cent of them came in at the valuation 
of Sz cents per pound, There can be nothing which could indicate 
more clearly what the effect of this would beinoperation. Under 
the provision submitted by the committee of a line of value of 10 
cents, it is absolutely certain, in the light of pus experience, that 
the great bulk of third-class woo!s of all kinds will come in at an 
average value of less than 10 cents per pound. They have come 
in before, and they will come in again. 

Now, if it is possible to save any part of that fraud, for it isa 
fraud, as the value of a great many of them is more than that in 
the market in which they are bought, by imposing a straight duty 
of three times upon scoured wool of the third class, it certainly 
ought to be done, "There is an element of the protective policy in 
this proposition, although it is denied by the wool manufacturers. 
As a matter of fact, there is a good deal of carpet wool grown in 
this country, and if the protective theory is extended to this class 
of wool there can be a great deal more of it produced. In any 
event these third-class wools,and especially those of the higher 
grade, 5 toa very great extent the use of domestic-grown 
wool, and that is another good reason why the duty should be in- 
creased. Asa matter of fact, with the amendment just submitted 
by the committee, I venture toassertthat there will bescarcely any, 
perhaps no third-class wool which will come within the scope of 
that provision. In other words, the shrinkage of all the third- 
class wool which comes to this country will 
cent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Mr. President, if I understand the 


more than 8 per 
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amendment, it seems to make a very radical departure from what 
has m been the law heretofore as to carpet wools, third-class 
wools. 


rted in condition for use in 
not contain more than 8 E 
c 


The duty on wools of the third class, if im 
carding or spinning into yarn, or which s 
cent of dirt or other foreign substance, shall be three times the duty to w 
„they would otherwise be subjected. 


The theory upon which the compensating duties are levied in 
the tariff is certainly that a larger amount of raw wool,is con- 
sumed in the manufacture of the fabric than is bought. "That is 
to say, when a compensating duty equivalent to 2 pounds of raw 
wool is provided, it certainly is done on the theory that it requires 
2 pounds of raw wool to make 1 pound of wool in the condition in 
which itisused. This is the only ground upon which any defense 
of the compensating duties can be placed. The theory must be, 
and it is constantly reiterated, that it requires 3 pounds of un- 
washed wool to make a pound of scoured wool—of wool in con- 
dition to go into the fabric. If, as a matter of fact, it does not 
require 3 pounds of the one to make one of the other, there is no 
justification for placing the compensatory duty of three to one in 
the bill. Ifit does not take two to one, there is no justification 
for a compensatory duty of two to one. 

The very terms of the amendment preclude the possibility of 
its taking 2 pounds of this wool to make 1 of fine wool, because 
it specially provides that if there is more than 8 per cent of for- 
eign substance init, then there shall be a tax of three times the 
tax which would otherwise be levied. So when a hundred pounds 
of this wool comes in, if there are 92 pounds of wool and 8 pounds 
of dirt, then the amendment will allow of the charging of three 
times the rate of taxation levied on ordinary raw wool, to com- 
pensate for the degree of fineness at which the wool has arrived 
when imported. It is impossible that it shall take a pound and a 
half of wool in this condition to make a pound of fine wool, and 
yet the proposition is to charge three times as much for the importa- 
tion of the wool, on the theory, of course, that it would require 
three pounds of this wool to make a pound of that wool. 

Mr. President, there are some criticisms in the Bulletin of the 
National Association of Wool Manufacturers, from which my 
friend the Senator from Delaware read a few moments ago, on 
5 of skirting wools, which apply specifically and ex- 
pressly to this very question. This is written by an expert in the 
woolen business, and of course what he says will be accepted by 
the Committee on Finance as being absolutely true. He is a 
trusted friend of theirs. They rely on him in all these matters. 
They follow his judgment in all these questions. Here is what he 
says about the question of skirting wools, and it applies with equal 
force to the question of compensatory duties: 


It has been stated before your committee that the skirting of Australian 
wools is a fraud, resorted to for the purpose of evading the American tariff. 
Nothing could be farther from thetruth. Skirting marksa distinct advance 
in the preparation of wool for the markets of the world, and has been done 
for many years in response to the demand of manufacturers in England and 
on the continent of Europe. Practically all Australian wools are now skirted 
before 8 Progress in methods of preparing wools for the market is 
no more be prevented or 1 than prostom in the mechanical 
methods of their manufacture. The objection of the American woolgrower 

g Springs primarily from his unwillingness to put up his clip in 
proper marketable condition. In this particular he-has made no advance in 
thirty years. On the contrary, his wools, as marketed, grow heavier and 
dirtier. Fifteen years ago cur fine washed wools lost in scouring 48 per cent, 
and sometimes less. The average present lossin Ohio and Michigan wools is 
nearer 55 per cent. They are so poorly washed that they shrink as much as 
Australian wools, unw: and unskirted. 


Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me for 
a moment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. The writer from whom you quote states that 
fifteen years ago our fine washed wools lost in scouring 48 per 
cent. For the benefit of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] 
and in reference to his remarks a few moments ago, I wish to 
make a note of that to show the difference between washed wool 
and scoured wool. Iwill say further, while I am on my feet, that 
in carpet wools the compensatory duty is based, I assume, just as 
itis upon first and second class wool, i. e., upon wool in the grease. 
They have taken woolin grease as the unit of value, so to speak. 
The three times duty is based upon wool in the grease, and not 
scoured. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The reason why you charge twice 
for washed wool what you charge for wool in the grease is upon 
the theory that it takes 2 pounds of one to make a pound of the 
other; that there is 50 per cent of foreign substance in the wool 
which has to be washed out of it; and the theory upon which 
you charge three times the rate on scoured wool that you do upon 
wool in the grease is that it consumes 3 pounds of greasy wool 
to make a pound of scoured wool. But when I show that there is 
absolutely no foundation for this theory, that it does not take 3 
pounds to make 1 pound of scoured wool, that it does not take a 
pound and a half to make a pound of scoured wool, that it does 
not take a pound and a quarter to make a pound of scoured wool, 


under this provision what justification can there be for tripling 
the rate of tax on the raw wool? 
Mr. WARREN. The Senator has not shown that. T 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment itself shows it. The 
amendment provides that where wool is in a condition so that it 
does not contain more than 8 per cent of grease, 8 per cent of dirt 
or foreign substance, then the rate shall be triple what it is in the 


Mr. MANTLE. Will the Senator from Arkansas permit me? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. MANTLE. I desire to state that in my own opinion there is 
no just or proper relation between the duties upon washed and un- 
washed wool. I do not believe that the washing of wools increases 
their value double. Just why that provision was originally in- 
cluded in the law Ido not know. However, there is no second- 
class wool imported in unwashed condition. So it is practically 
a dead letter upon the books. The second-class wool all comes in 
in washed condition, because of the strange and inconsistent fact 
in the law that there is no additional duty upon washed wool of 
the second class, which there ought to be. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think the Senator from Montana 
is right. when he says there is no practical relation between the 
conditions existing and the theory on which the law seems to 
have been framed. What could have been the justification for 
providing for a double tax on washed wool except on the theory 
that it takes 2 pos of unwashed wool to make a pound of 
washed wool? There could be no reason for it except that. The 
belief must have existed when that provision was made that that 
was the fact. It may have been the fact at the time, but it cer- 
tainly is not true now, and if it is not true there is no justifica- 
tion for doubling the tax because wool has been washed. 

The very same argument applies to scoured wool. The only 
theory which will justify the imposition on scoured wool of three 
times the duty on greasy wool is that it takes 3 pounds of wool in 


the grease to make a pound of scoured wool. We know it is not 
a fact; that it does not do it. 

Mr. MANTLE. I will have to differ with my friend the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas on the proposition of scoured wool. It is gen- 


erally conceded that wools of the Merino breed in this country 
shrink 66% per cent. Many of them shrink much more, Montana 
merino shrinks more. Generally the far Western wools of that 
character shrink more. Combing wools there produced shrink 
less. It is a fact that the general average of merino wools shrink 
about 66} per cent, which would give 33} per cent of scoured 
wool. Therefore it would take exactly 3 pounds of unwashed, 
greasy wooltomake 1 pound of scoured wool. So I think the propo- 
sition of three times is correct, but Ido not think that the same 
relation is true between unwashed and washed wools. ; 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. If we were to import the wools that 
come from Arizona and Montana and New Mexico, what the Sena- 
tor from Montana says would be true, but we do not import those 
wools; they are grown in this country; and we import no such 
wools from abroad. The wool generally imported here, the class 
of merino that comes to this country, is Port Phillip wool, from 
Australia. It is very much the larger part of the wool that comes 
in. It is the same wool which enters into consumption all over this 
country, and that wool shrinks 50 per cent. It is a recognized 
fact everywhere, and I presume it will not be denied by anybody 
who knows anything about this trade, that the shrinkage of Port 
PANED mooi is two for one, and not three to one, from grease to 
scoured. 

Mr. MANTLE. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. MANTLE. The Senator is absolutely correct in that propo- 
sition, and it sustains the argument I made for a correction of 
the law. Of course I am looking at this matter from a protective 
standpoint and the Senator from Arkansas is looking at it from an 
entirely different point of view. The protective duty islevied upon 
the shrinkage of domestic wool, and of course when the importer 
brings in a wool which shrinkslessthan 66} per centin competition 
withclass 1 woolsraised in this country, he becomes the beneficiary 
of the difference, because by bringing in a lighter wool he evades 
the payment of that much duty. Thereby, according to my con- 
tention and my point of view, the American producer is injured 
and deprived of his protective benefit to the extent of one-third to 
one-half. The Australian wools shrink, in their skirted and what 
is oftentimes practically sorted condition, 50 per cent. Many of 
them shrink less than that, as low as 44 and 46 per cent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator is correct in aeie 
that it is the theory of protection that the compensation shoul 
be made in proportion to the shrinkage of American wools, then 
[uum has another iniquity with which I never charged it 

eretofore. My impression has always been that whenever there 
was provision made for a tax upon any grade of wool in the 
grease and a provision that there should be a double tax on washed 
wool of that variety, it was because of the theory that it took 2 
pounds of wool in the grease to make 1 pound of washed wool, 
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and when there was a threefold duty placed upon scoured wool, it 
was on the theory that it took 3 pounds of wool in the grease to 
make 1 of scoured wool. 

There can be no justification in common sense that does not 
rest upon that wed Now, when you are peeves for the 
importation of Port Phillip wool, and provide that the proper tax 
upon it is 8 cents or 10 cents or 11 cents or 15 cents or 24 cents in 
the grease, the proper tax to levy upon a pound of scoured Port 
Phillip wool would be twice what the tax would be in the grease, 
because it takes just 2 pounds of wool in the grease to make 1 

nd of scoured. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me? I wish to get 
some information. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. Do not scoured wools always shrink more 
than 8 per cent? Scour any wool, and will not there be a larger 
shrinkage than that? 8 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the wool to be imported under the 
amendment as in the bill contains less than 8 per cent of foreign 
substance, to scour it will not decrease it 8 per cent. It depends 
upon how much foreign substance there is in it. 

Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator from Arkansas know of any 
that will not lose more than 8 per cent? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not know of any; that is, wool 
that has not gone through any process. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator does not know of any? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No. 

Mr. STEWART. That is my difficulty about it. In the first 

lace, the provision in the bill is that it shall be 4 cents a pound 
if the value is under 10 cents. Of course the value will be under 
10. It was before, under the McKinley Act. That is certain. So 
there will be no third-class wool that will be taxed higher than 4 
cents a pound, and then it will be a very high grade of wool, be- 
cause if it has more than 8 per cent of dirt in it, then it can come 
in at 4 cents. He can scour it and then have that amount of dirt 
in it very easily, and it would be very high grade wool and would 
come in at 4 cents, and it will come in. : 

Mr. WARREN. The price of scouring is a cent and a quarter 
a pound under the most favorable conditions. 

r. STEWART. A cent and a quarter a pound? Tou get your 
wool in at 4 cents here and you will practically have scoured wool 
with only 8 per cent of dirt. That is the trick of this thing. You 
fix this up, and when you come to put it into practice you will 
have, as you did under the McKinley Act, really no practical bene- 
fit to the sheep growers of the West. Ido not expect to get a 
measure that will be of any practical benefit to the sheep growers 
of the West. I should like to see some straight work about it. 
If you put a duty of 7 cents on third-class wool, it might do some 
good. Now yougetonlyicents. Underthe MET Act,if you 
will look at the schedule, look at the prices, you will see that it 
fell below 10 cents, kg tioni oss an ad valorem duty. It came 
in that way, and the farmers all complained that they got practi- 
cally no protection under the McKinley Act. Itisdenouncednow 
by all the farmers of the country as having been of very little use, 
and the price of wool continued to fall, as everything else did under 
the McKinley Act. : 

Mr.GEAR. Wool was 20 cents a pound in Iowa when the Wil- 
son bill passed, and it fell after that time. : 

Mr.STEWART. Did it not fall under the McKinley Act, and 
has it not been getting lower? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, the question asked 
me is running at a considerable length. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator from Arkansas 
allow me a moment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, I wish to say a word in reply to 
what the Senator from Nevada has said. Ido not suppose, when 
he says this is a trick, that he intends to impute any motives of 
trickery to anyone who has been engaged in the preparation of 

the bill. 

Mx. STEWART. No; not at all. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I want to sax, in reference to the 
amendment which the committee has offered, that the object of 
that amendment is to prevent the introduction of sco wool 
under the 4 and 7 cents duty proposed on third-class wool. It 
had to be prepared in haste this morning, and by persons who 
are not experts. I assure the Senator from Nevada that the in- 
tention to do that is an honest intention, and if this language will 
not do it, we shall endeavor hereafter to put the amendment in 
such form as that it will do it. 

Mr. STEWART. Isimply wish to say that of course I do not 
reflect upon the Senate committee, but the experts connected with 
the woolen trade and the manufacturers know how to take care 
of themselves better than any other class of people who ever lived. 
They were raised at it, they live by it, and they take care of 
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themselves. The farmers are not here to take care of themselves, 
The manufacturers can impose upon the committee, they can de- 
ceive, and they will generally get language put in which will 
bring about a different result from what we anticipated. Ithink 
that will be the case with the larguage proposed here by the 
committee. 

I do not reflect on the committee, because they get the very best 
information they can; but the experts at their elbows, the bright- 
estof all human beings and the sharpest ever born on earth, know 
how tofix it. A fellow who plays three-card-monte would not 
begin tostand with them at all. A three-card-monte sharp would 
not have any show with these fellows who have lived all their 
lives in this business. They are here, and the farmers are not 
here. Asit turned out before, when the bill was passed, the farm- 
ers had the worstofit. Iam afraid it will be that way this time. 
It is not that the committee intends to do it, but the committee 
will be deceived if it is done. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will not trouble the Senate to hear 
it read, but will have printed in the RECORD a table showing 
the shrinking qualities of the different classes of wool which are 
generally in use. The first one is, of course, Port Phillip, and all 
others are made up from trade tables, which I believe are reliable, 
and which show the condition of this theory. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the table will 
be printed in the RECORD. . 

e table referred to is as follows: 
Statement of the av ices of the ai, 
entered ‘atthe port of Now Yo. with 8 7 d ee shrink — 
scouring, their equivalent price in the scoured state, and the number of pounds 
of greasy wool necessary to make 1 pound of scoured wool. 


Price — miva- round 
Descri per age in ot gr 
ption of wools. pound | scour. topoun 
grease. 

Merino wools—class 1: Cents. |Percent.| Cents. | Pounds. 
Port Phillip 18 50 3 
Sydney 16} 52 2.083 
Adelaide .... 14 55 2.20 
New Zealand 16 53 34 2.125 
Cape of Good Hope = nn 57 2.82 
Montevideo 10} 58 25 2.38 
River Plate and mestiza.. .......... 87 6⁵ 24. 2.86 

Crossbreds—class 1: 

F 18} 40 80 1.66 
im oes ml E Bt] OI 
6nteviléo nS ^ 88 

t wools—class 3: 

T 9 55 20 2.20 
Val iso and Cardova............ 10 52 20.8 2.083 
White Highland — 2 12 40 20 1.66 
Oporto ........ —— 7 65 20 2.86 
Syria -ess at! 8 55 17.8 2.2 
China..... — 8 45 14.6 1.82 
— — — pel 9 52 18.75 2.083 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. When Judge Lawrence appeared 
before the Ways and Means Committee of the House, he said that 
we in this country grow the best wool in the world. It is a recog- 
nized fact everywhere that the wool which coines in competition 
with our wool is the Australia wool. That wool has to come half 
around the globe and incur the risks in transportation of storm 
and fire, and the expenses necessarily connected with such trans- 
portation. 

Mr. GEAR. Can the Senator state what it costs to bring foreign 
wool from Australia to New York City? 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Whatever it may cost, it has to be 
brought from Australia to this country before it can enter into 
competition with what Judge Lawrence assures us is the best 
wool in the world. If his statements are true, then there can be 
but one or £wo reasons why that wool shall come here and go into 
this market at all. One is, that there is not a sufficient amount of 
wool grown in this country for the consumers. The other is, that 
the Australians are willing to sell their wool, after paying the 
expenses of transportation, incurring the risks of transportation 
and delivering itin our market, for less money than we have to 
pay our own woolgrowers for their wool, and it must be sufficiently 
under the price of American wools to make up for the difference 
in the quality of the wools or else it would find no market at all. 

With the natural protection we have, it seems to me that it 
ought not to require a very exorbitant rate of taxation to prevent 
the importation of this class of wool; and yet the tax which this 
committee proposes, the tax which the House proposes, is 100 
cent on this article, on this raw material, which must be handled 
by our manufacturers before it can enter into this class of manu- 
facture at all. 

Mr. WARREN. May J ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

5 WARREN, To what natural protection does the Senator 
ude? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The natural protection of bringing 
wool half around the globe, of preparing it for shipment, of baling 
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and packing it so that it can be It must be packed 
in hydraulic presses which require a considerable amount of labor 
and power. It must be loaded on shipboard, and it must be 
brought half around the globe. It must be disc and pre- 
sented in the American market before the American buyers will 
want it. 

Mr. WARREN. Owing to the cheapness of ocean transporta- 
tion, all that is done at a cost of but a fraction of what it costs to 
freight wool by rail from the interior of the United States to the 
manufacturers of wool in this country. . 

Insurance, railroad transportation, pressing and handling, etc., 
cost in this country two or three or even four times as much as to 
transport by sea from foreign ports. So there is no natural pro- 
tection, but it is quite the reverse. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. I presume the Senator would have 
some argument to prove that the transportation of Canadian wools 
would cost very much less than would the tr; rtation of 
our own wools. Whatever points of this sort are made, a shrewd 
and ingenious man will be able to find out some causes for the 
difficulty with which he has to contend. 

But, Mr. President, the naked fact stares us in the face that we 
are proposing a tax of 100 per cent on a raw material which must 
enter into the manufacture of a class of goods whichemust be used 
by all of the 70,000,000 of our population. It is an absolute neces- 
sary of life. From the cradle to the grave it has to be used, all 
classes of people everywhere must have it, and you can not in- 
crease the cost of the raw material that enters into the manufac- 
ture without proportionately increasing the cost of the manu- 
facture. So you are Jevying a tax, you are putting a burden upon 
the masses of the people of the country, men, women, and chil- 
dren, old and young, and for what purpose? 

The chairman of the Ways and Means Committee of the House, 
in making a statement about the effect of the bill as he proposed 
it, stated that roughly the amount of revenue to be raised from 
the tariff on wool and woolens would be $67,813,013. He esti- 
mated that $67,000,000 would go into the Treasury as the result of 
the tax on raw wool and the manufactures of wool. Here is an 
enormous amount of money to be raised on an absolute necessary 
of life. What is the purpose in levying that tax of $67,000,000? 
Is it for the purpose of raising revenue? Judge Lawrence, the 
man who nd for the woolgrowers in insisting on this tax being 
levied, said plainly and distinctly that it was his p to ex- 
clude wools, to prevent them from coming into the country; that it 
was not for the purpose of revenue at all; that he had no such in- 
tention. I presume when the committee, although they did not 
follow his wishes to the full extent, levied a tax amounting to 100 
per cent, their purpose was not one of revenue, but it was one of 
protection. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator will pardon me until 
I finish this statement, I wish to call the attention of the Senate 
to the fact that when we propose to levy a tax on wool and 
woolens of $67,000,000, Judge Lawrence himself stated that the 
value of all the sheep in the United States at this time is a frac- 
tion over $61,000,000. Yet we are to have an annual tax levied 
upon the men, women, and children of this country amounting 
to $67,000,000 for the purpose of protecting $61,000,000 worth 
s sheep all over the country, in the sagebrush deserts of the 

CS 

Mr. GEAR. I wish to suggest one fact to the Senator from 
Arkansas. When the so-called Wilson bill was we had 
47,000,000 sheep in this country, worth $125,000,000. At the pres- 
5 —. that number has declined to 38,000,000 sheep, worth 861, 

Mr. MILLS. And the very next year after the Wilson bill was 
passed, as is shown in the official report, 309.000,000 pounds of 
wool were sheared from sheep in the United States—the most wool 
that ever had been sheared in the United States. 

Mr. GEAR. And at the same time we imported 473 per cent of 
our wool, wool that should have been grown in America. 

Mr. MILLS. It was all used up by our manufacturers, and 
gave employment to our people in the United States. 

Mr. WARREN. Iask the Senator from Arkansas to yield but 
a moment. I assume the Senator does not want to make an un- 
truthful or unfair statement. He has made a statement here that 
the carpet wools under this bill are to be taxed 100 per cent. Is 
that correct? 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Yes. 

Mr. WARREN, I have in my hand the current market rates 
4 woot for Saturday, June 19, and I ask that they may be read at 

e : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not want a newspaper article 
read in my speech. Iam willing to yield to any reasonable inter- 
ruption, but I object to having a M e nel article injected and 
read at the desk. The Senator can have his own time when I get 
h, and read as many of those things as he chooses. 
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Mr. WARREN. I will not embarrass the Senator further. 
Facts are stubborn things to get around, and the Senator is in a 
close place, I admit. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. You provide yourself for a tax of 4 
cents on carpet wool, and I have stated what the tax on carpet 
wool would be. 

Now, Mr. President, before the Senators interrupted me I was 
endeavoring to call attention to the fact that we were providing, 
according to Mr. DINGLEY'S statement. for the levy of $67,000,000, 
levied every year, which was intended to go into the Treasury, 
and which was to protect $61,000,000 worth of sheep. and that the 
wool clip from those sheep each year was worth $20,800,000. So 
the American people are to be saddled with a burden of $87,000,000 
& year to increase the price of $20,000,000 worth of wool owned by 
a handful of American citizens. 

Mr. MILLS. And the capital was yielding 33 per cent. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. And, as my friend the Senator from 
Texas states, the capital yielding nearly 30 per cent. In view of 
this statement, will anybody doubt the truth of Judge Lawrence's 
statement when he said more than once before that committee, 
“It is protection that we are after?" He certainly meant what 
he perm when he declared that it was protection the woolgrowers 
are after. 

When the taxes are levied upon raw wool and the $17,500,000 
which Mr. DixGLey estimated would be put into the Treasury 
yearly on raw wool is paid by the manufacturers, everybody in 
the Senate and in this country knows that when the manufac- 
turers spin that wool into fabrics, the price of those fabrics must 
be increased by this amount cf money at least in addition to the 
profit in the business which must come into the account. They 
will at once, and without any hesitation, add the total amount of 
the tariff paid, and nobody will question the right of the men in a 
business way to add to the price of the fabric the cost of the mate- 
rial. The $17,500,000 is a part of the cost of the raw material; 
they have to pay it; they are out that much money, and when they 
make their it must increase the price of the goods. And 
when this additional tax increases the value of American wool 
in the same proportion, you begin to see to what point the tax 
oo and how Judge Lawrence was gratified in being after pro- 
tection. 

About two-fifths of the wool consumed in the United States, on 
an average, is imported; about three-fifths is domestic wool. 
Whatever the tariff may be on wool is intended to increase the 
price of wool by just so much as the tariff puts on. If the price 
of foreign wool is increased tothe manufacturers by $17,500,000, 
if two-fifths of the wool consumed costs the manufacturers $17,- 
500,000 more than it would cost before the passage of the bill, then 
there must be the three-fifths costing between $25,000,000 and 
$26,000,000 more. So here is the tariff, a tax put upon the manu- 
facturers and charged on the product, to be ultimately paid by 
the people—$17,000,000 going on the raw wool that comes from 
abroad, and $25,000,000 to $26,000,000 being paid upon the domes- 
tic wool; $17,000,000 going into the Treasury, and between $25,- 
000,000 and $26,000,000 going into the pockets of the woolgrowers— 
a tax levied for a private purpose, a tax levied by the power of 
the Government on the consumers all over the country to swell 
the private fortune of the men engaged in this industry; an exer- 
cise of power which this Congress has not; an exercise of power 
that was never intended to be given to any Congress and which 
can not be rightfully exercised here now. 

Here is an incidental tax of $26,000,000 upon raw wool, while 
raising $17,000,000 for the Treasury. But that is the raw-wool 
feature of it, and that alone. We manufacture, according to the 
census of 1890, about $380,000,000 worth, I believe—possibly it is 
$320,000,000—of woolen goods in the United States. All these 
goods have to be increased in price by the increased price of raw 
wool that the manufacturers consume. When we were proposing 
to put wool on the free list, I remember that I had a careful esti- 
mate made at the time to show how much the burden upon the 
people would be lightened by putting raw wool on the free list 
and allowing the tax of 40 per cent on woolen goods instead of the 
rates that prevailed before. There was then an average of about 
45 per cent on the woolen goods. Under the McKinley bill it was 
93 to 100 per cent, and the estimate that we made at the time was 
that there would be a saving to the people of the country of 
$150,000,000 in the aggregate on woolen goods by the reduction in 
the amount of the tariff that we paid then. 

Mr. GRAY. Every year. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Every year. Now we propose to re- 
impose these high rates, and make them higher t they ever 
were before in the history of this country. e are to impose the 
most infamous burden of taxation ever conceived for the purpose 
of 5 the masses of the people. I have not had the time to 
go into a full calculation, but I haveshown a reasonable inference 


that theincidental taxation, the taxation for private benefit which 
goes on the raw wool, will amount to $25,000,000 or $26,000,000 a 
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ge The increased tax on woolen goods will be infinitely more; 
believe it will be $150,000,000 a year, conservatively stated. 

Mr. President, when a short time ago we had under discussion 
Schedule E of the bill and were proposing to raise something like 
$50,000,000 on sugar, facts and arguments adduced in this Cham- 
ber showed that certain interests in this country would receive 


an incidental. benefit by the passage of that schedule which 
amounted to five or ten million dollars, and that excited the in- 
dignation of men everywhere. It was constantly reiterated here 
that if we did thus and soit would increase the profits of the sugar 
refiners and the sugar producers one, two, three, four, or five 
million dollars, they perhaps getting from five to ten million dol- 
‘Jars incidental benefit by the levying of $50,000,000 taxes on the 
poopie: But here we have a proposition in this woolen tax, $67- 

,000 according to Mr. DINGLEY'S account, which will result in a 
tax on the ple, which does not not go into the Treasury, of 
not less than $150,000,000 a year. And yet Senators sit quietly in 
their seats. The feeling of indignation that one should feel would 
naturally stir men's hearts, but it seemsto make no impression on 
those who contemplate these enormous taxes. 

All through this tariff bill there run provisions which are called 
compensatory duties which it is proposed tolevy. We have not 
reached that part of the bill, but its iniquities are so completely 
interwoven with each other that they mar as well be taken up one 
after another. Ves, it isin that part of the bill we are on. Para- 
graph 353 provides that— ; 

The duty on wools of the first class which shall be imported washed shall 
be twice the amount of the duty to which they would be subjected if imported 
unwashed; and the duty on wools of the first and second c s which shall 
be imported scoured shall be three times the duty to which they would be 
subjected if imported unwashed. 

That runs through the bill everywhere. It can only be done on 
the theory that it will take 2 pounds of unwashed wool, as I have 
already said, to make a pound of washed wool; and that it will 
take 3 pounds of unwashed wool or wool in the grease to make a 

und of scoured wool. If it does not require that quantity to do 
it, there can be no justification for this increase of taxation. 

Ihave just sent to the desk to have printed in the RECORD a 
table which shows that the Port Phillip wool, the wool which 
all the wool men admit constitutes three-fourths of all the wool we 
import, shrinks only 2 for 1; that is, 2 pounds of Port Phillip 
wool in the will make 1 pound of scoured wool. Yet we 
are constantly providing for three times the duty on scoured wool 
that will be levied on the wool in the grease, ere is the justi- 
fication for it? Where can any man say it is right? N erii 
will deny that 2 pounds of Port Phillip wool in the grease will 
make a pound of scoured wool. That being the case, if there is 
any excuse on earth for compensation, the tariff ought to be 
doubled on scoured wool instead of being made three times what 
it is on the other. 

When we get further along we find that this system continues 
toclimb up. When we go to the item of yarns we find that they 
provide that the tariff on 1 pound of yarns shall be three and 
one-half times the tariff on the raw wool of which it is made. On 
what theory? Two pounds of the raw wool make the yarn. Why 
do you put a tariff of three and a half times the tax on the raw 
wool? en we get to the cloth we find that instead of being 2 
to 1 or 8 to 1, as it was before, it climbs up higher and higher, 
increasing the burden of taxation as it goes, and they provide for 
four times the tax on raw wool for every pound of woolen cloth, 
on the theory, it must be, that it takes 4 pounds of unwashed 
wool to make a pound of wool in the cloth. This statement will 
show, as I have said again and again, that 2 pounds of wool will 
make i. But that is not all. 

Following it down to ready-made clothing, making it from the 
cloth into clothing, a man would think there was some great loss 
in wool somewhere, for the bill provides that there shall be on 
clothing a tariff for each pound of four and one-half times what 
the tariff was on 1 pound of unwashed wool. That is not the 
whole tariff. If it was, there might be some reason for it; but in 
addition to this, a tariff is put on, as you call it, for compensation, 
and then in addition to that you levy a tax of 50 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Mr. President, there can be no doubt what all this results in. 
I have taken the trouble to send and have prepared by a compe- 
tent man samples of ladies’ dress goods, giving their cost in Eng- 
land. The one I hold in my hand [exhibiting] is numbered 1. 
Itis 27 inches wide, it is black luster Orleans, used for making 
men’s summer coats. It is cotton warp and worsted weft. It 
costs 82 pence per running yard; it weighs under 4 ounces to the 
square yard. The present duty would be 2,70 cents. Under the 
Senate bill it will be increased before we get through with it. 
We have already raised the tax on raw wool 25 per cent above 
what the Senate committee solemnly told us only a few weeks ago 
it ought to be." 

We have raised it 25 per cent this morning. But taking the 
same article in the bill, the specific duty is 4.19 cents a yard instead 


of a total of 2.70 cents under the present law, and in addition to 
that there is a tariff of 50 per cent, which is 3.37 cents, making a 
total tax of 7.50 cents instead of 2.50 cents as the difference be- 
tween the present law and the bill as proposed by the Senate com- 
mittee. That is the tax, without counting the price. 

I hold in my hand a sample of similar goods [exhibiting], cot- 
ton warp and worsted weft, costing 34 pence per running yard, 
8 under 4 ounces to the square yard. Under the present 
tariff the duty is 3.10 cents; under the bill of the Senate commit- 
tee the specific duty is 4.13 cents per square yard, and the ad 
valorem is 50 per cent, or 3.87 cents; making 8 cents tax instead 
of 3.10 cents per yard on these goods. 

I shall not detain the Senate by going over all of these, and 
Senators who have a desire to look at them may see them here, 
They are, it seems to me, very instructive. 

Then, Mr. President, I have samples of goods used for making 
men's clothes. The best class of goods of which I have samples 
here cost $2.90 a yard. It is valued ati2s.6d.abroad. Under the 
Senate bill as it at present stands the total tax would be 82. 18 on 
a cost of $2.90, or 75 per cent tax on these high-grade goods. 

Then another specimen I have here costs 82.380 a yard, and the 
total tax is $1.71, making 72 per cent tax on these high-grade 
goods. Bub IL have frequently called attention to the fact that 
every Republican tariff always provides for the lowest rate of 
taxation on the highest priced goods and the highest rate of taxa- 
tion on the lowest priced goods. 

Here are two articles [exhibiting] that cost $2.90 and $2.36, re- 
spectively, which are taxed at 72 and 75 per cent. When we come 
to the lower class of goods, here is an article [exhibiting] that 
costs 46 cents a yard—a nice grade of goods, but cheaper than the 
others—and the tax on that is 111 per cent. I have another here 
that costs 50 cents a yard, and the tax on that is 110 per cent. 
When we get to one that costs 32 cents a yard, the tax runs up to 
138 per cent. Here is another [exhibiting], costing 66 cents & 
yard, and the tax is 132 per cent. When we get down to an arti- 
cle that costs 22 cents a yard, the tariff changes to 159 percent; on 
an article that costs 31 cents a yard, the tariff is 185 per cent. 

Mr. GRAY. "That is $185 of tax on $100 worth of goods. 
au JONES of Arkansas. Yes; $185 of tax upon what costs 

Mr. President, three years ago the Congress of the United States 
in lowering taxation put these goods on the free list. 1 had 
printed in the RECORD the other day a table which showed the 
steadily increasing volume of wool in this country and the num- 
ber of pounds of wool produced here and retained for home con- 
sumption. In 1890 there was produced $275,000,000 worth, and 
we imported $105,000,000 worth. In 1895, instead of $105,000,000 
worth, there was imported $305,000,000 worth, and during that 
time we produced of the home clip $206,000,000 worth instead of 
$275,000,000. This shows the change in the amount of wool pro- 
duced and brought in from abroad. 

I have in my hand a table showing the importations, by months, 
of all-wool woolens and worsted cloths fit for men's wear, the 
heavier class of woolen goods, which is carefully made up. I 
desire the attention of the Senate to what this statement shows. 
In January, 1895, the month that free wool began, there was im- 
ported from the United Kingdom $1,666,345.70 worth of these 
goods. In January, 1896, one year afterwards, there was im- 
ported $1,321,766.30 worth, a decrease of nearly $300,000. In Jan- 
uary, 1897, there was imported $542,286.01, a steady decrease in 
the volume of these all-wool woolens and worsted cloths. I will 
print the table in the RECORD, and I am satisfied that all gentle- 
men who are interested in this question will be very much im- 
pressed in seeing the steady decrease in the volume of these goods 
imported into this country from England, Germany, France, Bel- 
gium, and Austria. 

The table referred to is as follows: 


Importations of all-wool woolens and worsteds (cloths) entered at the port of 
New York from January 1, 1895, to May 1, 1897. 


r France, Bel- 
Period. United Germany. | gium,and 
Kingdom. Austria 
1895. = 

January $1, 666, 345. 70 $358, 023. 18 $133, 529.92 
February 1.270. 270.20 144.523. 71 95, 171.93 
urch «--| 1,213,015. 83 151.503. 12 55, 085. 05 
April Aa $891,951. 58 116,410. 83 56, 5:4. 48 
. Cua edere erdpuus eerie sees 891, 050. 12 95, 128. 02 30, 662.40 
June .. H 1, 064, 807. 92 213,951. 5 85,119.10 
July..... 1, 283, 203. 11 257, 233.33 84, 870. 41 
August 1, 235, 904. 27 194, 416. 88 63, 283. 36 
September. S83, 6:33, 40 149, 221.61 64, 474.81 
October.... 1,203, 120. 81 100, 882. 61 38, 329. 91 
November 855, 023. 05 149, 418. 36 41, 026.50 
December . 1,035, 899, 11 226, 538. 67 73, 180. 87 
T 13, 534,354.19 2. 158,008. 51 821,807. 74 
I — — 


1897. 


Importations of all-wool woolens and worsteds (cloths), etc.—Continued. 


um, an 
Kingdom. ce 
„ 1, 321, 766.30 | $235,019.08 $95, 856. 29 
„ f 13,171.23 147, 840.00 67,641.01 
„479.27 109,177. 96 40,520. 97 
414, 788. 15 33, 260. 58 14, 916. 82 
1.67 47, 564. 80 10,873.21 
311,068.59 161, 431. 08 35, 727.71 
SEE 642,331. 12 182, 123.18 41,997.04 
415, 419.56 146, 975. 88 26, 928.08 
137, 806. 81 85, 606. 83 14,131. 79 
193, 580. 52 51,813.56 9,518. 68 
186, 981. 92 45,192. 78 13,565. 99 
IY TUNER UTEM DES 1.66 149,218. 16 49, 100. 88 
„F 22.80 420, 777. 0M 
9 542,286.01 19,314.47 
February ........... 487,215.34 8, 899. 62 
March 712, 882. 20 45, 898. 68 
ADMDI SS reins cJdl Ru ni Edid 1,242, 409.26 84, 140. 88 
MAREA: III eu gene eee esa EC 981, 469. 87 54,431.05 
Wool consumed in United States: 
w.. AA E A E E NA EMEN NS v Wc ua REIS cri Fen ius SEE Un OMS Aia 346, 712. 000 


Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me a question at that 
int? 


int? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does not the Senator believe that the constant 
decrease in the importation of wool and woolen eire during 
the last two or three years is due largely, if not wholly, to the fact 
that money has been so scarce, its volume so small, and prices so 
low in this country that there has been practically no market for 
goods of that character? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I fully believe that that accounts 
very largely for the shrinkage of the volume of goods consumed 
in this country, and, although the prices were low, although the 
prices had come down to a level the like of which never had been 
seen before for such goods, the financial condition of the people 
was such that they were utterly unable to buy and use and con- 
sume these goods. I believe when you succeed in raising the 
prices of these , as it is the intention to do by the passage of 
this bill, that the result will be a still greater decrease in the 
quantity of these goods consumed by our people. You can not 
make the people rich by taxing them, and you can not make 
them prosperous by making them pay higher prices for what they 
have to buy without giving them increased facilities for doing so. 

Mr. ALLEN. Itissaid,if the Senator will permit me, that after 
this bill is disposed of, and next winter we are to revise our cur- 
rency laws, retire the greenbacks and legal-tender notes and have 
an inflated national-bank currency, a very large expansion of 
national-bank issues, and that therefore we shall have more money 
to purchase goods and the prices will come back. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. We have been promised prosperity 
in more ways than one. We have been assured that it was com- 
ing, and we have been told that it had come. The information 
that prosperity had arrived has even gone into the pages of the 
RECORD of this body since we have been in session, but the people 
are not deceived by that sort of thing. I am one of those who 
believe that the people of this country are capable of self-govern- 
ment. I believe that they have sense enough and patriotism 
enough to know what their rights are, and that mr have nerve 
enough as men to assert those rights, and I believe that the solu- 
tion of all these questions will come in God's own good time. I 
believe that all these things have to be gone into and examined as 
they arise, one by one, and when they have been fully and fairly 
understood, I believe there will be no doubt about the people of 
— country doing what they ought to do. 


T. ALLEN rose. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas, If the Senator wil permit me to 
finish this sentence, one of the strongest characteristics of the 
Anglo-Saxon people everywhere is conservatism. I believe that 
the great body of the American people are moved by the same feel- 
ing that inspired Davy Crockett when he said, ** Be sure you are 
right, and then go ahead." I believe what our people first want 
to know is that there is no mistake about the course they ought 
to pursue, that it is the proper thing, that it is right, and then I 
believe they have manhood enough to carry it out. 

Let them try this bill, if the friends of the measure of high pro- 
tection are sufficiently strong in this body to put it upon the stat- 
ute book, but when it has become the law of the land and the prom- 
ised prosperity fails to come, as Iam sure it will fail to come, 
then the question will be asked at once of these gentlemen, ‘‘ You 
promised us prosperity by the passage of the tariff bill, and what 
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do you propose to do now? How do you propose to give us pros- 
perity now?" "The people will be doubtful in their belief of what 
is promised them because of the failure at this time. 

r. ALLEN. With the permission of the Senator, I should 
like to make this suggestion, that our Republican friends propose 
to bring about prosperity by international bimetallism, and they 
have already started by appointing a commission to go to Europe 
to negotiate. What does the Senator say as to the probability of 
that being a means of bringing prosperity? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Mr. President, I am a firm believer 
in bimetallism. I believe that prosperity will follow its adoption, 
and I look forward with pleasure to its coming from any source 
it may. If the efforts made by the present Administration are 
sa ‘ficient to bring it about, I will be thankful when it shall come. 
I confess that I have no faith that it will come in that way. I 
beve that Great Britain will stand like a lion in the path. We 
hive been told again and again that it is to the interest of Great 
B-itain to have payments made in gold. We know that when the 
in rest upon the debts that we owe to Great Britain and when 
t ie interest upon the debts that are due to Great Britain from Aus- 
t alia, from South America, and from the Capes is paid that it will 
require twice as much of the fruit of the labor of those men 
t» pay a given amount of interest as it did when the debts were 
co itracted, Es 

A narrow, selfish view would be that this would be beneficial 
t»her. She shuts her eyes to the fact that the man who killed 
te goose that laid the golden egg did not advance his own interest. 
Waen the failure of the Argentine Republic to meet its obliga- 
t:ons absolutely wrecked it financially, the losses that were en- 
tiled upon British capitalists were such as to shake her financial 
a rus to itsfoundations. If shecontinuesto press the advantage 
she has in this country and in Australia until prices are lowered 
so that the same thing takes place here, the result will be that, 
instead of paying tribute of all we possess, of turning over all that 
tie labor of these people is able to make to liquidate her debts, ' 
tiere will be destruction of the principal as well as of the interest, 
brought about by her own rapacity. 

Mr. President, we have recently witnessed a spectacle in the 
East that ought to satisfy all of what we are to expect. We have 
seen Christians in arms struggling for life and liberty and for the 
right to govern themselves against the infidel Turks, and we have 
seen Great Britain, in defiance of public sentiment, in utter dis- 

2gard of the traditions and history of her own people, standing 
on the side of tyranny and oppression and wrong rather than on 
the side of Christianity and right. It shows her course was in- 
spired by the reason that was given in this very aisle by the junior 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] when he said that the 
value of the Ottoman bonds would determine the course of Great 
Britain in that struggle. Great Britain will look after her own 
selfish interests; she will do as she has done in the past, until the 
time shall come when the American poopie are ready to say, 
We are willing to do right, and we intend to do right; we shall 
be glad to have Germany, France, and Great Britain join us in 
an effort to do right; but whether they go or not in the right 
direction, we appeal to high Heaven and the sense of right which 
inspired our fathers a century ago, and we will go forward and do 
what the best interests of this country and of mankind require." 

I have in my hand a table of the imports of manufactures of 
wool and cotton, goat hair and cotton, and other mixed goods, 
showing the quantity imported each month since the woolen sched- 
ule under the Wilson law went into effect down to last month. 
It makes an astonishing showing. I shall not detain the Senate 
by reading it now, but I shall insert it in the RECORD as showing 
ees the effect of the lower rate of taxation on woolen goods has 

en. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the table 
will be inserted in the RECORD. 

The table referred to is as follows: 


Importations of manufactures of wool and cotton, goat hair and cotton, etc. 
(cloths), entered at the port of New York from January 1, 1895, to May 30, 1897. 


Period. United 
Puer te uua APER Ris uiid der $216, 797.88 $32, 055. 80 , 526. 88 
5 171, 709.57 20,518.20 2 938, 32 
S 251,552. 74 24.169. 75 25, 205. 95 
298, 853. 56 13,415.39 11,835.59 
312, 925, 19 15.910. 27 3,521.13 
296, 788. 48 13, 878. 33 4, 050. 64 
465, 794. 90 21, 216, 65 1,250. 45 
AA: 516,265. 87 85, 803. 86 1,722.09 
615, 836. 16 25,514.04 3,69). 36 
m 723,224. 53 16.676. 20 2,012. 96 
November 509, 296. 76 S 
December... 210, 456. 94 11, 881.98 1,513. 92 
ra ee 4,584,512. 58 251, 100. 42 116, 281. 24 
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Importations of manufactures of wool and cotton, etc. Continued. 


France, Bel- 
gium, and 
Aus! 

98, 438.779 1L. 
5,573.06 $1,134. 47 
TA 00 ee Soe cc 
9,448. 79 2,429.79 
4,502. 76 1,674. 44 

22,511.06 11,633.63 

55,071.95 41,837.05 

76, 364.20 17, 818.92 

47,330. 97 17,875.21 

20,777.31 32, 569. 46 

80, 006.09 14, 423.33 

54, 273.02 32,553.87 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I also have a table showing the value 
of woolen dress goods, women's and children's, imported into the 
United States for the three years 1895, 1896, and 1897, which is 
equally interesting with the other, and which I am sure Senators 
will find interest and profit in carefully examining. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the table re- 
ferred to will be inserted in the RECORD. 

The table referred to is as follows: 

Imports of dress goods, women's and children's (wool), into the United States. 


Month. 1805, 1896. 1897. 
$2,918,518 | $2,406,971 | $1,452,946 
2,022,933 | 2,367,299 | 1,007,535 
1,851,647 | 133.5/:2| 1.109,04 
1,219,250 | 557,89 | 2,214,633 

789,499 | — 267,453 |... 
1,424,055 | 70.293 |. as 
3,215,413 | 1,951,702 |- 
2,814,849 | 1,584,993 |. 
1,902,862 | '613.:11|. 
1,248,885 | 252, 824 

203,074 |. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, the wrongs I have 
pointed out in this bill and in the system it proposes are not all that 
are proposa; and while I am summing up some bf the iniquities 


of this bill I will call attention to some others. Asa sample, I 
will read the first few lines of paragraph 865: 


365. On blankets, and plain flannels, composed wholly or in of wool, 
valued at not more than 40 cents per pound, the — por pound shall be the 
quA M UN ONT INPUNE EY XN act on 1} pounds of unwashed wool of the 

ete. 


I desire to call especial attention to the fact that I have pointed 
out to the Senate already that whenever there isa pound of goods 
made in each process there shall be a tax of four or four and one- 
half times the tax on the raw wool that enters into the goods, on 
the theory, of course, that it takes 4} pounds of raw wool to makea 

und of cloth. I have shown you how monstrous that was, I 
2 shown that 2 e of unwashed wool will make a pound 
of scoured wool, and that will go through the balance of the op- 
erations of manufacture practically without loss, and that these 

rovisions for the imposition of three, and fonr, and four and one- 
laur times the tax on scoured wool as compensation forthe manufac- 
tured product is an effort to compensate people for money they do 
not pay out, and it is not just or fair. 

But there is another thing you will notice. Go to the flax sched- 
ule, for instance, and you will find a provision levying a tax on 
articles composed wholly of jute or of flax, or of which these are 
or either of them is the component material of chief value, so that 
if jute or flax shall constitute less than one-half the value of the 
article, they shall pay the tax on the other article and not on the 
jute and flax. Our friends on the other side do not propose to levy 
the taxes in the woolen schedule in that way. They do not pro- 
pose to levy these compensatory duties in proportion to the amount 
of wool ede ee entering into the manufacture of cloth; but 
they provide: 

955. On blankets, and plain flannels, composed wholly or in part of wool, 
valued at not more than 40 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be the 
. this act on 1j pounds of unwashed wool of the 
fürst class, and in tion 


thereto 30 per cent ad valorem. 


— 


"These goods may be composed of nine-tenths cotton and one- 
tenth wool, and yet the compensatory duty is three times th» tax 
on 1 pound of the wool that is used in the manufacture of the fab- 
ric—not in proportion to the wool that is in the fabric, but three 
times its whole weight, whether it is flax or silk or cotton or what 
not, it makes no difference. When that paragraph is reached, I 
propose to offer an amendment to provide that this wool compen- 
sation shall be in proportion to the wool that enters into the com- 
position of the fabric; that if it is one-half wool, the compensation 
shall be made for the wool that is in it; if it is all wool, that the 
shall have twice as much compensation; but if it is one- fourth 
wool, they shall have compensation for the amount of wool actu- 
ally in it, and not compensation for the pound of cotton that is 
put in each pound of wool, and then charge three times the 
amount levied upon the wool as compensation for this tariff. 

In this connection, Mr. President, it may be well tocall attention 
to another thing. I mentioned in the Senate some days ago, when 
I made some remarks on this subject, that here is a provision to 
levy these taxes of two, three, four, and four and a half times the 
rate on the raw wool to compensate the manufacturer. This is 
upon the theory that the wool has paid the tariff; that, for in- 
stance, on a suit of ready-made clothing, for each pound that has 
been used in the manufacture of it, 41 paunda of raw wool haye 
been F been paid upon that 4j pounds of 
raw wool. 

I wish to call attention to the fact that there is undoubtedly at 
this time in this country, already imported, wool enough to run 
our woolen mills for the next twelve months, There is no justice 
and no fairness in allowing a compensation to woolen manufac- 
turers for a tariff on wool which has come in without paying any 
tariff at all, 

In 1893, when we were undertaking to frame a tariff bill, the 
woolen manufacturers came before the Committee on Ways and 
Means of the House of Representatives, and I distinctly remem- 
ber that one man stated: “I have $400,000 worth of woolen goods 
piled up in my warehouses; it has been impossible for me to sell 
it; I have paid the tariff required by the McKinley law on the 
wool that enters into this fabric, and I ought not to be compelled 
to sal these goods in competition with goods woven with free 
wool. 

It seemed right and fair that there should be an opportunity for 
men $0 situated to sell their goods before the provision of the law 
making wool free went into effect; and hence a provision went 
into the bill, by the consent of everybody, I think, that the woolen 
schedule should take effect on the Ist day of Jan following 
the passage of the bill. The wool came in free, and the tariff on 
the woolen goods went into effect at a subsequent time; so that 
the market was left to these people. 

Now, this same class of manufacturers, these same men, are here. 
They are wanting thistariff bill to be framed justly and equitably 
for them, but the conditions are exactly TIL They have à 
supply of free wool on hand, which they have brought in without 
paying tariff duties. Thereis no justice or sense in allowing them 
a compensatory duty of one, two, three, or four, or four and one- 
half times the amount of the duty upon wool upon which they have 
not paid a cent of tariff. There ought to be in this bill—and I 
propose to move an amendment to that effect before we get through 
with it—a provision that the specific rates provided forin this bill 
shall not go into effect until twelve months after the bill has passed. 

There has been a great deal said, Mr. President, about the rela- 
tive rates of taxation under the present law, under the pending 
bill, and under the McKinley law. The McKinley law proposed a 
tax of 11 cents a pound on wool of the first class. I have a state- 
ment from a London dealer giving the value of the average wool 
from the provinces in the London market for a number of years 
past, and the price of a bale of 400 pounds of wool was given as 
£144 for the year 1890. This would give a price of 18 cents a pound 
in the London market for the average provincial wools. In 1895 
the same authority gives the value of a bale of 400 pounds of wool 
at £11, and in 1896 at £12. 

A tax of 11 cents a pound, as proposed by the Dingley bill, 
would be the same amount of money specific that 11 cents a pound 
was in the 8 law. But the 11-cent-a-pound tariff is a pro- 
tection against wool worth 13.4 cents, and would be a much higher 
rate of taxation than the 11-cent tax on wool worth 18 cents. The 
rate under the McKinley law was 61 per cent; the rate under the 
Dingley bill, assuming the value of wool to be 13.4, would be.89 
per cent, or nearly 50 per cent higher, although the apparent tax 
is exactly the same; or if a tax of 8 per cent was levied on that at 
13.4 cents, it would make 59 per cent, almost the same ad valorem 
rate that was levied by the McKinley law. 

When Judge Lawrence was here before the committee as the 
special representative of these people, he insisted on a tax of 24 
cents on Australian wool, and stated that it was necessary to 
have that protection. That tax, if he could have had it, would 
have amounted to 274 per cent. 

Mr. President, I do not think I have seen the iniquities of this 
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bill anywhere better stated than they are in this Bulletin of the 

National Wool Growers’ Association. The statements are made 

by competent men, by wool men whose word certainly the ma- 

jority of the Senate committee ought to accept as being authority. 
read from the June number, page 122. They state: 

The wool duties of 1890 were, in a large degree, a departure from the prin- 
ciple laid down in 1807, and they were the subject of severe and proper public 
criti in Scop rom nor eig They were fixed so high in relation to the then 
prices of woolthat they necessitated duties on woolen goods equivalent to 
about 98 per cent ad valorem on the actual importations. Thus the wooland 
woolen schedule of that tariff became the central point of attack. und was 
ord em sible tor the political revolution which resulted in the repeal 
of the ta of 1890 and the passage of a law placing wool on the free list. 

Mr. President, if this warning of the woolen manufacturers is 
true to-day; if their criticisms of the McKinley Act and the rea- 
sons they give for its appeal are true, I ask in the name of com- 
mon sense how can the friends of this measure hope that it can 
remain on the statute books for any length of time, for the rate of 
woolen tax is not only as high as under the McKinley Act but 
higher. Itis higher on theraw wool, higher on the manufactured 
wool, and higher clear through. 1 ; 

Mr. HOAR. What is the date of the article from which the 
Senator has read? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. June, 1897. 

Mr. HOAR. Who is the author of it? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think the expert of the Finance 
Committee on the Republican side, Mr. North, is the editor. It 
is an editorial, and I presume he wrote it. It seems to be good 
authority, and I hope that Senators will heed it. If they do not, 
they will hear from it later, I am sure. 

That legislation has been followed by a decline in the prices of domestic 
wools to a level with the world's prices, a decline practically equivalent to 
the former gey. resulting in a slaughter of sheep and a loss the wool- 
growers which the manufacturers deprecate and are anxious to see remedied. 


But if it was a political blunder for the Democratic party to transfer this 
industry suddenly from high protection to free wool, it would be an equal 
blunder, and, in an econ sense, a greater blunder, for the Republican 
party, with om suddenness, to impose upon this necessary raw material 

uties much higher than have ever before been fixed, higher than are asked 
or expected upon any form of manufactured product, and avowedly intended 
to be prohibitory in their operation. 

Mr. WARREN. I suggest to the Senator, in justice to himself, 
that the observations which he is reading refer to a bill that is not 
before the Senate and one which was very much higher. The 
strictures he is reading are directed to a bill that has never been 
before the Senate or the House, but was one proposed by a society 
of woolgrowers. I say that in justice to the Senator. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My impression was that it was a 
criticism of the House bill. The Senator may beright. I am not 
qoum about it. It seems to be a memorial ad d to the 

aysand Means Committee. But Iwill continue to read it. The 
Observations are right striking, and this is about the McKinley 
Act and its effect and the rate of taxation, 100 per cent. It is cer- 
tainly applicable now, because the rate under the Lie ir ees as 
you are going back to the House bill, will certainly be higher than 
under the McKinley Act: 

The enactment of these rates of duty would exclude us from foreign wools 
of a character grown only to a limited and constantly diminishing extent in 
the United States, and absolutely necessary at the present stage of manu- 
mo ring development to enable us to maintain competition with foreign 

ics. 
They are asked in the expectation that in the course of time, by the proc- 
ess of exclusion, we shall come to grow all these varieties of wool in the 
United States. Weare justified by the world's experience and by the uni- 
nt of wool experts in saying that it is impossible that legisla- 
upon such expectation would be purely chimerical. In pursuit 
of this chimera you are asked to shut out foreign wools at a time when our 
domestic wool clip supplies less than one-half our actual requirements in 
the way of clothing for our people. If more moderate duties on wool, such 
as will add, say, 50 per cent, to the present domestic price— 

Mr. Lawrence, who appeared before the committee here, gave 
8 cents as the price of American wool, and we have put on 10. 
That exceeds 50 per cent on the American price— 
will not encow efforts to make up this enormous deficiency, it is clear that 
from an economic point of view the whole policy of taxing wool is a national 


proposed duties are prohibitory, and intended to be prohibitory, 
was frankly admitted by J ä your committee; but it re- 
mains to demonstrate this fact by a detailed analysis of them, in their appli- 
cation to the world's wools. To this end we submit herewith (Appendix B) 
n statement that covers practically the whole range of prices of world's 
wools of Classes I and IL 


Mr. MANTLE. Would it interrupt the Senator from Arkansas 
for me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Not at all. 

Mr. MANTLE. The writer talks about the present duty being 
prohibitory. I offer the suggestion that it is impossible to put a 
prohibitory duty upon wool, because we do not raise half as much 
as we consume, e must import the wool at any event. : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ido not agree with the Senator that 
it is impossible to prohibit the importation of wool. 

Mr. MANTLE. We can not prohibit its importation by duties. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I believe the financial distress of the 
people, with even the extremely low prices on woolen goods, has 
8 it impossible for them to consume anything like the normal 


uantities of woolen goods, and that when the duties are increased 
the consumption will be decreased, and the higher you increase 
the prices the more and more you decrease the consumption until 
you can absolutely make it impossible for the people to buy woolen 


goods. 

Mr. GRAY. Then, if I understand the Senator from Montana, 
the suggestion is that the woolgrowers have the consumers of the 
country in a measure at their mercy. They can not take refuge 
in prohibition—that is, refraining from importing at all—but are 
bound to stand the tax and pay the exaction that the woolgrowers 
choose to place upon them. "They are bound to do it or freeze. 

Mr. MANTLE. I do not look at it in that light at all. We are 
discussing the proposition of a protective tariff. I think it may 
be fairly said that the country has upon that question and 
has decided that there shall be a protective system. of course the 
suggestion of the Senator from Delaware would go to everything 
else upon which we impose a duty with the ultimate purpose in 
view of producing the article at home. 

The same objection would lie. There is no industry in which 
all the people of this country are engaged. We must protect 
them and foster them, if we are going to do it at all, one at a 
time as we come to them, by sufficient rates of duty to do it. 

Of course the suggestion of the Senator from Delaware brings 
up the whole question of a protective tariff, or a tariff for revenue, 
or free trade, as the case may be. Whatever I may say I say 
from the standpoint of a protectionist. Looking at it purely 
from that point of view, I believe we can stimulate the produc- 
tion of wool in this country by proper protective rates of duty. 
Of course the other part of the argument, as to the wisdom and 
justice of a protective-tariff policy, has been gone over and over 
and over again. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut rose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. * 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I simply wish to ask the Senator 
if he would not before he closes state in what respect the duties 
inthe House bill and in the Senate bill are higher than those under 
the McKinley Act? 

Mr.JONESof Arkansas, Ihave just endeavored to state that. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The rates per pound on wool are 
not higher on first and second class in the House bill and are lower 
in the Senate bill than they were in the McKinley Act. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. They are 1 cent lower, I believe, than 
we McKinley Act, but wool is decidedly cheaper now than it was 
then. 

Mr. WARREN. Under the Wilson Act. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The ad valorem tax equivalent to 11 
cents duty under the McKinley Act is less than the ad valorem tax 
equivalent to 10 cents under the pending bill. So the rate of tax- 
ation is higher in this bill than under the other. That a tax of 11 
cents levied on wool that is eu russi high is not à lower rate 
than one of 10 cents levied on lower priced wools can not be de- 
fended for a moment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then, if the effect of the proposed 
law should be to get rid of the lower prices which have prevailed 
under the Wilson Act and carry the price of wool back to its price 
under the McKinley law, the duty would not be higher. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. This authority says that was not the 
effect of the McKinley law; that the effect of the McKinley law 
was that the price kept going down. That is the fact, as the Sen- 
ator knows. 

Mr. MANTLE. May I call the attention of the Senator from 
Arkansas to one fact? - 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. MANTLE. It is in respect to the pue of Port Philli; 
wool I have learned from tables which I have just receiv 
from Mr. Justice that the price of Port Phillip wool—Australian 
wool—which is the character of wool most largely imported into 
this country under a protective tari 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Or any other. 

Mr. MANTLE. A great deal more of other kinds of wool were 
imported under free wool. It has been South American wool, Ca; 
wool, more of what we call the heavier shrinking wools than tho 
ej Te shrinking wools. 

. JONES of Arkansas. A larger proportion, but the Port 
Phillip wool is the largest. > 

Mr. MANTLE. Iagree with the Senator, but still much more 
of other kinds of wool came in. 

ME : ONES of Arkansas. That is true. There is no doubt 
about it. - 

Mr. MANTLE. The price of Port Phillip wool, according to 
ihat statement, in eleven years has not varied more than two- 
tenths of a cent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. Lawrence, before the Ways and 
Means Committee, gave the price of Australian wool at 9 cents a 


pound. 


1918 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Mr. MANTLE. In Australia. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In Australia. 

Mr. MANTLE. At Melbourne. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The tax is levied on the value of the 
article in the principal market from which it comes. So the tax 
is levied on the Australian price of the wool. ' 

Mr.MANTLE. Iamsimplystating whatI find in Mr. Justice's 
table, received by me the other day, in which he states that the 
p of Australian (Port Phillip) woo! has varied less than two- 

nths of acent in the last eleven years. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is very remarkable that Port Phil- 
lip wool should have maintained its value all thistime. The gen- 
eral average of wool prices has not been maintained. Ifthepeculiar 
character of Port Phillip wool is such as to have maintained its 
pons notwithstanding the general decline, I am not aware of the 

act. Mr. Justice, however, is doubtless an expert in this matter, 
and his statement may be true, but there is nothing in my hands 
that has led me to think so. 

Replying to the former position taken by the Senator when he 
and the Senator from Delaware had their colloquy, I should like 
to read some comments in the same article from which I was 
reading a few minutes ago. It says: 

The proposed duties, then, would double, or more than double, the average 
cost of our raw materials. In this way they would enormously restrict the 
consumption of all kinds of wool fabrics. 

Here, from this wool expert, is the consequence of the proposed 
high rate of taxation. He says: 

The poorer people of the United States will not wear woolen clothing if 
its cost is carried by such legislation so far beyond the cost of cotton clothing. 

It is apparently not understood by the woolgrowers to what an extent 
cotton fabrics have superseded woolens in men’s wear, and correspondingly 
affected the prices of their product. There are certain goods—corduroys, 
Bedford cords, cottonades, Camelot jeans, and cotton cassimeres—which are 
used chiefly for these purposes, and which are remarkably good substitutes 
for woolens, being durable, warm, sightly, and hardly distinguishable from 
woolen when worked into garments. The striking advance in the manufac- 
ture of this class of cotton cloths has been somewhat checked during the 

three years by the cheapness of woolenus. But it is clear that you will 
give ita tremendous stimulus if you attach a duty of 15 cents a pound to 
wool at a time when cotton is selling for 7} cents, and thus make necessary a 
compensatory tax of 60 cents a pound upon woolen cloths, when these com- 
peting cotton cloths can be made and sold for 20 to 25 cents a pound. 

It will not materially affect the proposition to say that wool is 
worth 10 cents and not 15 cents, and that the compensatory duties 
are40 centsinstead of 60cents. Forty centsa pound would asmuch 
render impossible the use of these goods when you can buy the 
cotton substitutes for 20 and 25 cents a pound as would 60 cents. 

Mr. MANTLE. May I inquire what the Senator from Arkan- 
sas is reading from? 

Mr. JO of Arkansas, From the same article in the Bulle- 

tin of the National Association of Wool Manufacturers of June, 
1897. 
Mr. MANTLE. . If the Senator will permit me, I will say that 
it is pretty generally understood, I think, that the manufacturers 
are universally that it is much better for them that they 
should have free wool; that it gives them a wider range to select 
from, and, of course, gives cheaper raw material. But it must be 
manifest that we can not have a protective system that does not 
protect all interests. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. All except the 70,000,000 consumers. 

Mr. MANTLE. They are 585 of the 70,000,000 consumers. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. They are the foraging ground for the 
favored few. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Oneatatime. I would prefer that 
the Senator from Montana should get through, and then I will 
hear what the Senator from Massachusetts-has to say. Iama 
slow man. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask only one question. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I can not keep up with two at a time. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask only one question. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Oh, go ahead. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. MANTLE. [always yield to the Senator from Massachu- 


setts. 
Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator where he finds in this 
country those 70,000,000 consumers who do not produce anriking 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have not said there are 70,000, 
people who do not produce anything. On thecontrary, the70,000.000 
consumers have produced what by unjust and unfair legislation 
has been taken away from them and put into the hands of a 
favored few, who have grown to be bloated millionaires, men 
having millions which they never worked for; men who have 
keted the gains of the laboring millions by and under the 
orms of law, not just; men who have keted what ought to 
belong to the masses of men, and it would make millions of homes 
now if the wealth of this country were distributed and put into 
the hands of the men who have made it. 
Mr. HOAR, May I ask the Senator one more question? 


upon the latter capitalization that the Senator from Massach 


Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. i 

Mr. HOAR., Has the Senator any particular reason for saying 
or affirming that the class of men he describes are manufacturers 
to any extent? Is it not true that for the last ten or fifteen years 
the average earnings of the manufacturers of this country, in the 
protected industries, have been about 4} per cent? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no doubt that a great many 
manufacturers who have not been especially provided for in tariff 
bills and who have had no special representatives looking after 
their interests here whenever tariff bills were under consideration 
have had difficulty in getting along. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let me answer one question before 
the Senator asks another. They have had some difficulty in get- 
ting along. I will admit all that. But the men who have had 
special advantages under the legislation of the country have 
grown enormously rich, whether they are manufacturers or 
whether engaged in other business. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator in reference to the 
particular matter he is talking about, to wit, the woolen manu- 
facturers of this country, whether it is not true that none of them 
are to be found among the list of persons who have become rich 
in this way, and whether for the last fifteen years their earnings 
have averaged more than 41 per cent? Further—I will put all of 
the question in at once and let the Senator answer it—whether it 
is not true that the large majority of these bloated men of wealth 
are Democrats and free traders? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the woolen manufacturers are 
making 44 per cent now on their capital, when no other class of 
e in this country is making anything like such a 
profit 

Mr. HOAR. I said for the last fifteen years. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Whyin the name of high Heaven do 
they come here and ask Congress to enable them to levy greater 
tolls on the people of this country to increase their fortunes? 
They have enough already. : 

Mr. HOAR. Isaid in the last fifteen years. Since the Demo- 
crats got into power they have not been making any money at all. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If they are not making any money 
at all, they are in about the condition of the balance of the country. 

Mr. HOAR. Since the Democrats got into power, I suppose. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The men with whom I am familiar 
and whose condition I know are not only not making money, but 
they are not holding their own. The great agricultural masses of 
this country are losing money year by year. I know from personal 
observation. I was raised on à farm. I was raised among farming 
neighbors. I know the men now with whom I grew up. I know 
the homestheylivein. I see them now and go amongst them, and 
Istate what 1 know to be the sober truth when I say their condi- 
tion is harder than ever before in their lives. I refer to men who 
have been honest, sober, and industrious; men who are living on 
the farms which they inherited from their fathers; men who can 
not be blamed for not doing their duty as good citizens. 

They have mortgages on their homes, and they are suffering 
under incumbrances now as they never have before. Their con- 
dition is growing harder and harder ali the time, and if the woolen 
people have not been making any money, I ask in the name of 
common sense if that is any reason why the policy of the Govern- 
ment should be reversed to enable them to compel the consumers 
of this country to pay higher prices for woolen goods and to en- 
able tne manufacturers to make money when nobody else is mak- 


ing any? 

Mr. HOAR. It would seem to me, if the Senator will pardon 
me, that if what he says is true (and I dare say it is true ever 
since he got into power and tried his hand at making a tariff bill), 
itis a very good reason why the policy of the Government should 
Er grin in order that all the people may be relieved of this 

culty. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The policy of this bill will result in 
Bien the great masses for benefits to a favored few and to no- 

y else. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like to call the attention of the Senator 
from Arkansas to a matter which I think he has overlooked. The 
Senator from Massachusetts seems to think he has made a point 
against the Senator from Arkansas upon the statement that the 
woolen manufacturers have earned only about 4j per cent upon 
their capitalization. The woolen manufacturers in this country 
have been constantly watering their capitalization for thirty 
years, until the investment of a few thousand dollars has gone 
up into hundreds of thousands and millions of dollars, and it is 
u- 
setts bases his estimate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think the point made by the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska is a good one, and it is a proper answer to the 
suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

. HOAR. I desire to put on record my absolute denial of 
the fact of any such thing. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to call attention to the 


fact 

Mr. GRAY. Before we leave the subject. I should like to under - 
stand the proposition made by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
If, according to his theory, there are a class of men, to wit, the 
woolen manufacturers, who for the last fifteen years—I think that 
was the period he assigned —have not been making over 44 per cent, 
it is right and just and in accord with political ethics that they 
should recoup their losses or retrieve their depressed condition by 
levying upon the great mass of their fellow-citizens, and compel 
them by the exaction of a protective tariff to pay something more 
for the product which the producer hastosell. Thatisthepropo- 
sition as I understand it, and that is a proposition upon which I 
am quite willing to go to the country or to submit to any tribunal 
whatever. 7 

Mr. HOAR. I have made no such proposition. The woolen 
manufacturers 

Mr. GRAY. I did not say that the Senator verbally made it; 
but it seemed to me that was the proposition when it was reduced 
to its last analysis. 

Mr. HOAR. It doesnotseem so to meatall. The woolenman- 
ufacturers, as can be shown by abundant statistics for the last 
fifteen years, down to the time of the passage of the Wilson Act, 
the fifteen years preceding that, did not make a profit averaging 
more than 4} per cent on their capital. Since that law went into 
effect, most of them have made substantially nothing. But during 
that time in which the independence of the woolen manufacture 
of this country was achieved largely, its independence in the mat- 
ter of manufacture and raising of wool, they were able to give 
support at good wages to thousands upon thousands of American 
citizens, who otherwise would have been compelled to remain idle 
or in squalid homes, and to purchase and use up the materials 
produced by thousands and thousands of American woolgrowers. 
And the policy which enabled them to do that was a policy which 
also was constantly lightening the burden of the price of their 
product to the American people. 

The Senator from Delaware has been repeating over and over 
and over again the old familiar fallacy which is involved in this 
statement. It has been argued before the American people. 
They have been led to try the experiment. It was found to be a 
bitter, costly, and reckless experience, and it is hardly worth 
while now to be constantly answering that old argument, when 
the American pone have answered it, after trying the experi- 
ment practically, after hearing it discussed theoretically in the 
campaign of 1896, and when the doctrine of protection has got so 
far into his own party that there are hardly three original free 
traders left in it. 

Mr. GRAY. Inever claimed any patent for originality in the 
statement I just made, but such as it was, and imperfect as it was. 
it was only in answer to the argument which has been repeated 
over and over and over again by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
until we have heard it so often repeated that we began to think 
there might be some merit in it. Therefore I produced, perhaps, 
the reply which has been repeated over and over again. That is 
all he only point is that whatever that class may be—the wool 
manufacturers in this case—for whom the Senator is speaking, and 
the men they employ in their factories, they are infinitely small in 
comparison with the great body of the people upon whom they 
levy their exactions. 

Mr. CHILTON. Some allusion has been made to the effect of 
the much-abused Wilson Act on the manufacture of woolens in 
this country. Iam reminded of a statement made by Representa- 
tive COCHRAN of Missouri, which I noted among others, in which 
he said that one of the largest woolen factories in the United 
States, located in the city of St. Joseph, Mo., was at work WU 
the entire year 1896 for the first time in eight years. So the Wil- 
son Act can hardly be claimed to have had a very destructive 
effect upon that in ue E 

Mr. GALLINGER. the Senator from Texas will permit me, 
I will state that almost every woolen manufactory in the State of 
New Hampshire has been absolutely closed during the last two 


ears. 

Mr. GRAY. The woolen manufacturers here have filed a pro- 
test with the Senate of the United States against the proposed 
duties that are said to be made in their favor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think not. 

Mr. WARREN. The protest is not against the bill before the 
Senate or the bill as it came from the House, but a bogy man's 
bill to which they refer as being one presented by an association. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. I do not propose to engage in any 
general discussion of the matter, but I desire to call attention to 
what seems to be a singular construction of a paragraph which I 
believe has already been read. I am not sure about it. 8 
355 says: 

The duty upon wool 
and tie e animata at Sate der d witch al OS Sets ay 


other than ordinary condition, or which has been sorted or increased in value 
by the Im of any part of the original fleece, shall be twice the duty 
to which it would be otherwise subject. 

Iread to the Senate a few moments ago the comment of the 
manufacturers about the- slovenly method of American wool- 
growers in putting up their fleeces. It seems that the policy of 
the pending bill is not only to prevent improvement, but to make 
it a crime to improve the condition. You propose to visit a pen- 
alty by doubling the tax upon anybody who undertakes to brin 
wool into this market in a little more decent shape than it woul 
otherwise come. I will read it again: 

In this particular— 

Speaking of the dirty condition of American wools, the manu- 
facturers say— 


he has made no advance in thirty years. On the contrary, his wools. as 


marketed, grow heavier and dirtier. Fifteen years ago our fine washed 
wools lost in scouring 48 per cent, and sometimes less. The average present 
loss in Ohio and Michigan wools is nearer 55 per cent. They are so poorly 
maston that they shrink as much as Australian.wools, unwashed and un- 
8 ^ 

And yet it would seem that the intention of the bill is to make 
the preparation of the wool in a somewhat more merchantable 
condition a crime, and double the tax for bringing wools in in any 
other than the ordinary condition. 

Mr. President, there are a number of other provisions in the bill 
which are equally objectionable, but I shall not detain the Senate 
by discussing them at this time. I may have something more to 
say on the subject as we go further into the bill. 

Mr. WARREN obtained the floor. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Wyoming yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. WARREN. Certainly. 


DRY DOCK AT NEW YORK NAVY-YARD. 


Mr. HALE. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate a joint 
resolution which was received from the House of Representatives. 
The joint resolution (H. Res. 61) to pr for the immediate 
repair of Dry Dock No. 3, at the New York Navy-Yard, was read 
the first time by its title and the second time at length, as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate and. House of Representatives — 9 — United States o 
America in Congress assembled, That the sum of $100,000 be, and the same 
hereby, appropriated, out of any iin in the Treasury not otherwise appro 
riated, and to be immediately available, toenable the Secretary of the Nav: 
5 needed repairs upon Dry Dock No. 3, at the New Yor! 
Navy-Yard, asfollows: For constructing and removing cofferdam, $45,000; for 
repairs to dock as recommended by board of survey, $30,000; for contingencies 
000; and the Secretary of the Navy is noc authorized to expend said 
sa 3 so much thereof as may be needed for the purposes indicated in this 
resolution. 
i Mr. HALE. Iaskforthe present consideration of the joint reso- 
ution, 
There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


TRANSMISSISSIPPI AND INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION. 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the joint 
eed which has been returned from the House with amend- 
ments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 50) 
authorizing foreign exhibitors at the Transmississippi and Inter- 
national Exposition, to be held in the city of Omaha, in the State 
of Nebraska, during the year 1898, to bring to the United States 
foreign laborers from their countries, respectively, for the pur- 
pose of preparing for and making exhibits. 

'The amendments of the House of Representatives were: 

On page 2, line 12, strike out “as may be or may be deemed" 
and insert ‘‘as the Secretary of the Treasury may deem.” 

On page 3, line 25, strike out “or proper" and insert by the 
Secretary of the Treasury." 

On page 3, lines 35 and 36, strike out ‘‘one year" and insert 
* three months." 

Mr. ALLEN. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not think I shall op the motion 
but I should like to have the joint resolution read in full as it will 
read if amended. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

TheSecretary read the joint resolution as proposed to be amended 
by the House of Representatives, as follows: 

Whereas the Transmississippi and International Exposition Company, of 


Omaha, Nebr., has extended mvitations to various foreign nations to make 
exhibits at the 1 and In*»rnational Exposition to be held at 
said city A. D. 1898, which invitations have been accepted and for in- 
8 an bes roomie es eig — 5 tor and duly awarded: 3 and Py 
ons and p: ej ive been n e exposition managemen: 

the citizens and 8 of for aten DAGODE- fund 

ereas for the purpose of the production on the exposition 
und modes of 


o! Leo. 
grounds of scenes illustrative of the architecture, dress, habite. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 22, 


3 5 tor 


t concessions and rere br 
tions ri ihe "the nt to make such productions: Therefore, 
resolved by the src A and House of Representatives of the United States 
0 poter in assembled, That the act of Congress 8 February 
A. D. 1885, biting the importation into the United States of — cres 
pro g 
tes, and all acts 


the purpose o 

drin ating te for 

permi by virtue of os con 

may hereafter be granted 

tion Company of pepe 7 — such e; 

shall any such act or acts of Congress operate to proven’, hinder, or in any 
manner restrict any foreign exhi sand 

nation, or holder of a concession or 


ternational 


by the 3 5 an 
nection with such exposition: Provided, however, 
ution, be permitted to enter the United States to 
such alien, 


TOCesses pena 
violation of any act 


reel alien contract 
ht or comin 


into th — United Alu d that be br: 
any kin: ma; 0 
y foreign Eee Bai w be placed 5 exhibition at 
rk tional Exposition, as well as all tools and 
rto be e in n pr. foran exhibition and 
5 laborers, and the 
the ports aes ceri United. States t free of duty, — 
as ma prescribed be removed fr. of the 
8 articles be removed Pre A 
within efr months after the „ ten they 
or disposed. a e 
: Provided further, t the 


Mr. CHANDLER. The joint resolution seems to be sufficiently 
well guarded and it ought to 
. The VICE-PRESIDENT. e question is on concurring in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

RELIEF SUPPLIES FOR INDIA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
Secretary of the Navy; which was read, 
, and tok to the ttee on Naval 


Navy ERE Washington, June 21, 1897. 
Bin: Refi to public resolution No. & “Au the Secreta: t 
the Na Navy to transpo ry contributions for the Al of ee suffering 5 r in 
India," app: eror Ai 1897, and to public resolution No. 12, amen 
1st instant, I have the honor to submit the following 


of the amendment above referred to, this 
tions for the charter of two steamers for the 


ign en 


of Mr. Kl 
at New York, in which, acting for the collector, 
he concurs in the wisdom of uit money to India instead of chartering 


vessels for 1 tr: ng of 7 — 
l deem it inform the Senate that, in view of za foregoing, this 
Departinent has tae abandoned its efforts to charter a vessel or vessels under 


ution and amendment hereinbefore 


T. BOOSEVELT, 
Acting Secretary. 


the authority conferred by the resol 
referred to. 
Very pde. 


The PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES SENATE. 
THE TARIFF BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States, the 
pending question being on the amendmen tof Mr. ALLISON, to add 
to paragraph 353: 

The duty on wools of the third class, if i 
— orspinning into yarns. or which not contain more than 8 
cent of dirt or other foreign substance, shall be three times the duty to w ch 
they would otherwise be subjected. 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I do not intend to consume 
the time of the Senate with any extended speech. I intend only 


mported in condition for WESS 


to take up 
tiously media. no doubt, by the Senutor from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] 


a few of the most glaring misstatements, conscien- 


who has just closed his remarks. 

It is said, and I think truthfully, that a chain is only as strong 
as its weakest link, and Iconclude that an argument is only strong 
as it is truthful; that an argument based upon statistics and fig- 
ures misquoted is wrong in just the percentage that the figures 
are wrong. If the figures are not correct, it is fair to presume 
that the opinions expressed are also incorrect. 
will dhow Gai repine Se shat e osii aap homes 

show e repea it t the pr uty on 
wools is 100 per cent or more. I have here, first, a pas Ali from 
the Finance Committee on the Democratic side. I have in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of May 26 a statement introduced by the 
Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. He states: 


At this 1 I desire to insert in the RECORD certain tables rding the 
= | Bending which have been prepared under the direction of the minority 
of the committee. 


Composed, I assume, of the Senator from Arkansas as one of 
its- members. He says: 
eee eee ee e it would be well to 


insert them 

Passing along h the table submitted, we find that certain 
articles are quoted as 5 which the proposed duty is from 
50 to 75 per cent; we find those from 75 to 109 per cent, those 
paying more than 100 per cent, and those that are higher than the 

Kinley Act. There certainly was room enough under those 

various tables submitted by the = Pore ic of the Finance Committee 
to have introduced wool in all its phases and to have stated whether 
higher or lower. Wool of the first class is not introduced in this 
table at all, which, inferentially, proves that it is less than the 
McKinley Act, and also less than 50 per cent ad valorem, 85 
minimum which the Senator establishes in his table. Turni 
however, to wools of the second and third class, we read the f 
lowing: MEL 


So it seems that the minority of the Finance Committee, of 
which the Senator from Arkansas is one, only claimed that third- 
class wool was taxed a trifle over 50 per cent ad valorem, while 
upon the floor to-day it is stated that it is taxed more than 100 per 

cent. 


I havehere the Commercial Bulletin, of Boston, dated Saturday, 
June 19, in which are given the market values of wools. I think 
the Senators upon both sides of the Chamber will admit that the 
Commercial Bulletin, of Boston, is a reliable sheet, and has the 
most reliable quotations of wool that are obtainable. Isend to 
the desk and ask to have read the current prices upon woo!s. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested, 
'The Secretary read as follows: 
[From the Commercial Bulletin, Boston, Saturday, June 19, 1897.] 
MARKET QUOTATIONS. 


DOMESTIC WOOLS. 


OW : RSEN SSR — 33 
No. ee 
E: i 


U b 2 

Michigan delaine.......... 120 

“ours aa Indiana, and Mis- 
sou 


hths blood... 


Clothing— 
Three-eighths blood... 18 
e tonem blood 18 


Georgia and Southern...18 
ica wools (scoured 


Medium, 12 months. LM 35 
y, igdium;6to 5 months. B GH 
California (scoured basis): 


Bpripg- 

Northern, free, 8 and 
12 months 97 Q38 

Northern, free, 6 to 8 
months $5 030 

pem 5 5 

—ůů ISI r 
6 tọ 8 months .......... 33 Led C 24 
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MARKET QvoTATIONS—Continued. 
FOREIGN WOOLS. 
Clothing and combing. 
Cents. 


Port Philip combing....... 
Port Ph 20 


New id ch 
Fine crossbred 


Cents. 


2 
2 918 
— —— — 17 (18 
Mohair, Turkih . — 2 (535 
Mossul: 
O porto 
Sante — 
tch ...... 
. 12 $13 


3 TT 


Mr. MILLS. I notice by the statement of imports here that 
' 96,661,663 pounds were imported into the United States last year, 
worth 9.6 cents a pound. 

Mr. WARREN. That was last year. We are legislating and 
debating to-day upon the market A gn of to-day. Iam intro- 
ducing the market prices of the 19th of June. 

Mr. MILLS. This is the market price on imported wool, which 
we have in our tables here. and which is taken as the basis of the 
action of the majority in framing the bill. 

Mr. WARREN. If I have computed correctly the percentage 

0 by the Senate committee's bill upon carpet wools, accord- 
L5 e Bulletin table just submitted, it does not exceed in a single 
particular on a single wool in any grade of the carpet-wool class 
44.4 per cent ad valorem, while, on the other hand, it goes as low 
as 20 per cent ad valorem. So, when the Senator from Arkansas 
makes the statement that therate proposed on carpet wools is 100 

r cent or more ad valorem, he states a proposition or figure five 
Lees as high asthe truth upon some classes of wool, as themarket 
of to-day 


classes. 

Mr. President, the American people are not at this time 
ing vehemence, emphasis, and assertion. They accepted that in 
1894. They accepted the statement that free wool would raise the 
value of wools to the woolgrower and reduce the cost of the fin- 
3 product to the wearer. But the people to-day are looking 

or facts. : 

As I said in opening, I do not propose to consume the time of 
the Senate to comment upon any of the argument that is based 
upon figures so distorted as those that have been introduced. 1 
simply submit the figures and let them go in the RECORD, and 
the Ámerican people of to-day will take the figures and facts rather 
£han ven assertions, 

Mr. CHILTON. I offer an amendment to the pending bill, 
which will be-presented at the proper time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed. The 

nding question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator 
Es Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. The amendment will be read. 
pM SECRETARY. Insert at the end of paragraph 353 the fol- 

wing: 

The duty on wools of the third class, if im 
carding or sp g yarns, or which si 
cent of dirt orother foreign substance, 
they would otherwise be subj d. 

Mr. MANTLE. Lask for the yeas and nayson the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and theSecretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY]. If he were 
present, I should vote ** yea.” 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY]. 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna]. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. In his absence I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I have & 


XXX——121 


ows, and nearly two and one-half times upon other 


ed in condition for nse in 
not contain more than 8 per 
three times the duty to which 
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general pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
forum and therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. j 

Mr. PLATT of New York. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. 
Monrn xl]. and therefore wi my vote. 

Mr. BURROWS. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
Louisiana .CAFFERY]. I transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Nevada l . JONES], vote ** yea." 

Mr.P OSE. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Del- 


aware . KENNEY] to the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
Mason], and vote " . 
Mr. . Iwish to announce that the Senator from Tennes- 


see [Mr. BATE] is necessarily absent from the city, and that he 
stands paired with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw Ley]. 
The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—29, 
Allison, Fairbanks, McBride, Shoup, 
Burro Foraker, Nelson, aan 
conten rd Penrose, — Sepa 
Clark, ` Gear, Platt. Conn. Wilson. ` 
Cullom, Hale, Pritchard, 
Davis, Hoar, y; 
ed Sowa, 
NAYS—26. 
Harris, Morgan, ‘Teller, 
Jones, Ark. Pasco, 
Mc 5 Petti Vest. 
Mantle, Pettus, — — 
i Smith, 
Mitchell, Stewart, 


rom George, 7 Inder, Rawlins, 
ONSE EI = 
r MM: —.— Wellington, 
Cc A MU EE 
Deboe; y. Pau N. x 


So Mr. ALLIson’s amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANTLE. I desire to submit a substitute for paregraph 
353, with some little changes in my amendment as heretofore 
stated. Lask that it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Montana will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 353, and 
in lieu thereof to insert: 


The duty on wools of the first and second class which shall be imported 
washed shall be twice the amount of the duty to which they would be sub- 
j unwashed; and the duty on wools cf the second, and 
times the duty 


third —.— which shall be imported scoured shall be three 
to which they would be subjected if imported un washed. 

Mr.MANTLE. Mr. President, the amendment which I have 
just submitted proposes to double the duties upon washed wools 
of the second class as well as upon those of the first class, and to 
treble the duties upon all classes of wools. 

Iregret that the friends of the woolgrowers here should have 
accepted the amendment which has just been adopted. In my 
judgment, it will do absolutely no good whatever, so far as the 
exclusion of third-class scoured wools is concerned, for I believe 
there will be none, or scarcely any, scoured wools of the third 
class coming into this country which will not contain more than 
8 per cent of impurities. So the amendment heretofore adopted, 
if Iam correct, simply amounts to nothing. The scoured wools 
will come in without the payment of additional duty. 

So far as second-class W. are concerned, there was a reason 
when the law of 1867 was passed for the admission of those wools 
without the imposition of an additional duty. Those reasons are 
stated in the woolgrowers’ memorial briefly, as follows: 

Theacts of 1867 and 1883 imposed less duties on combing wools— 

That is, wools of the second class— 


than on cloth wools, especially less in view of the lighter shrinkage in 
scouring of the omar than ot ehe latter. E 
time the act of 1867 was 


(1) The world's production of the long wools of the mutton breeds of 
sheep—the combing wools—was relatively small,so small in this country 
or ep not found in the price quotations until 1889. (Tariff Hearings, 
(2) The worsted manufacturing industry, then in its infancy in this coun- 
try and 8 these wools—unable then to use merino wools- needed 
encouragement. 

(3) The demand for large protection came chiefly from those engaged in 
the production of merino— 

That is, wools of the first class— 
the principal clothing wools—and 

(4) Hence the relativelylow duties on the long wools were adopted. But all 
these reasons conditions have ceased to exist. All these wools are now 
clothing wools; all can be carded, all can be combed. 

(10 "The worsted manufacturing industry now can and does use the im- 
ed grades of merino wool equally the long wools of the mutton 


(2) This branch of manufacturing is as firmly established as any other. 
This is shown by statistics which I shall not stop to quote, 
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There is absolutely no reason which can be advanced here in 
support of the proposition for permitting second-class washed 
wools to come in without the payment of additional duty, just as 
in the case of wools of the first class. 

In the first place, in their unwashed condition they shrink much 


less than wools of the first class, which gives them a decided ad- 
vantage to begin with; that is to say, they produce so much more 
clean wool to the pound of unwashed wool that it makes the dut 
rélatively small in their unwashed condition as compared wit 
the duty on the first-class wool. As they now come in, they 
shrink from 15 to 25 per cent, as compared with domestic wool of 
the same character, which shrinks from 50 to 55 per cent. So 
in this way it will be readily seen that the growers of the second- 
class or combing wools in this country have their protection 
practically cut in two by the admission of those wools in their 
unwashed condition without the payment of additional duty. 

It was well enough, it was wise enough, when this law was 
originally framed making these classifications, that this discrimi- 
nation was made in favor of the combing wools; but, as is well 
stated in this memorial, the necessity for that discrimination no 
longer exists. All wools can now be combed, no matter how short 
the staple may be. The improvement in machinery is of such a 
character that the necessity for these distinctions no longer exists, 
and I have yet to hear a single good reason offered for permitting 
this part of the law to remain in this condition. The duty on 
second-class washed wools ought to be doubled just asit is upon 
wools of the first class. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, when the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. MANTLE] was speaking before the last vote 
was taken, he alluded to the fact that in the act of 1883 scoured 
wools of the third class were included, as if that were a reason 
why they should be included in this billat triple duties. "That, 
as stated, was true, but it is not an argument why they should go 
into this bill, for the reason that then there was no such definition 
in the act of 1883 of scoured wools as is contained in the McKinley 
law and in this bill. Scoured wools had no definition in the act 
of 1883, and t troubles arose in administering the law as to 
what scoured wools were, and then in 1890, for the first time, 
Scoured wools received a definition. 

Wool washed in any other manner than on the sheep's back shall be con- 
sidered as scoured wool. 

And that has been carried into the pending bill, so that the wool 
that is washed at all in any way, except on the sheep's back, is 
now considered as scoured wool in the pending bill and under the 
McKinley law. That was not so in 1883. Therefore the fact that 
scoured wools of the third class—indeed, of all classes in the act 
of 1883— were subject to a triple duty is no reason why, with this 
new definition which has been introduced, the scoured wools of 
the third class should pare triple duty. 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, the necessity for that change in 
the law undoubtedly grew out of the fact that washed wools and 
scoured wools under the old definition were being brought into 
this country in practically a scoured condition, because no limita- 
tion was placed upon them. You can scour wool upon a sheep's 
back almost as well as after the wool is taken off. Soit became 
necessary to put some definition, some limitation, to the point at 
which washed wool should be admitted—that is, as to what shall 
constitute washed wool. As Isay, wool can besufficiently scoured 
upon a sheep's back, and without this limitation, without this 
definition, the scoured wool would have come in under the washed- 
woolclause. But it seems to me that the rate proposed in the 
bill is low enough, so far as third-class wool is concerned, without 
making this additional concession. 

As I have before stated, 98 per cent of all the carded wools which 
came in under the operation of the McKinley law came in at the 
valuation of 8} cents per pound, notwithstanding the much higher 
pee which we have heard read and which the Senate has placed 

n the RECORD, from the Boston Commercial Advertiser, I believe 
itis. That is the dividing line, and the great bulk of those third- 
class wools will come in at the valuation of 10 cents or less. That 
has been theoperation of that law heretofore, and unquestionably 
the same practice will be indulged in in the future. the impo- 
sition of a triple duty upon scoured wools of the third class is 
absolutely necessary, if there is to be any further protection at all 
in res to this class of wools. i 

Mr. CARTER. Let the amendment be again stated, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary read the amendment proposed by Mr. MANTLE as 
a substitute for paragraph 353. 

Mr. CARTER. My colleague [Mr. MANTLE] will observe that 
the latter part of the amendment has been disposed of practically 
by the amendment previously adopted, that amendment being the 
sense of the Senate relative to third-class wools in an improved 
condition. I therefore suggest the propriety of a subdivision of 
the amendment, to the end that the Senate may vote directly on 
the question as to the insertion of the words ‘‘and second class," 


in line 18, after the word first.“ If this separation can be made, 
Ishall then ask the committee to accept the amendment. 

Mr. MANTLE. In deference to the wishes of my colleague, I 
am willing to divide the proposition and take a vote upon either 
question, upon imposing a double duty upon washed wools, the 
second class, and next on, including all the classes in the treble 
duty on scoured wool. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the proposition of the Sena- 
tor from Montana? 

Mr. CARTER. My proposition is that the amendment pro- 
posed be divided, to the end that we may vote separately upon 
the proposition to add **and second class” after the word “first,” 
in line 18, 115, and subsequently vote upon thequestion as to 
the triple duty on the third class of wool. 

With reference to this treble duty, it is alleged as a fact that 
the oa, artes of three times the duty would absolutely anni- 
hilate the carpet industry of the country. Iam sure it is not the 
disposition of anyone to involve this bill in any such inconsis- 
tency as that, nor am I prepared at this moment to say that such 
an unfortunate result would not be the necessary consequence of 
trebling the duty. It is admitted that these third-class wools 
shrink much less than the first and second class wools, and it is 
donbtless true that the amount of duty to be imposed upon 
scoured wools of the third class should be less proportionately 
than the amount of duty imposed upon first and second class 
scoured wools. 

In reference, however, to the proposition that the duty should 
be doubled on second-class wools when washed, as well as upon 
first-class, it seems to me there can be little or no debate. In view 
of the separation of the amendment, I ask the committee to accept 
the amendment proposed, to wit, that the words ‘‘and second” 
be added after the word first,” in line 18, paragraph 353, page 115. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I appreciate the suggestion 
made by the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER]. My under- 
standing is, as to wools of the second class, that they are generally. 
washed on the sheep's back. There has been a very s impor- 
tation of those wools from year to year, even under the free-wool 
8 There were only 9,000,000 pounds LA last year. 

Jnder the law of 1890 there were only im about 5,000,000 
unds of those wools. For the pu: of further examination, 
am willing myself—and so far as I have been able to consult the 
members of the committee, they are willing—to insert tentatively 
the amendment suggested by the Senator from Montana who has 
just taken his seat, but I want to be more sure of the ground upon 
which we stand later on in the consideration of the bill. Iam 
wiling to accept it for the present in order that we may make 
progress with the bill. 

r. QUAY. It seems to me there are differences of opinion in 
regard to paragraphs 353, 357, and 358 which, upon a little ex- 
amination and consultation, may probably be adjusted. I think 
those paragraphs had better go over until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will suggest to the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania that so far as those paragraphs are concerned there is no 
difference, as I understand, respecting them. 

Mr. QUAY. I understand there exists quite a difference of 
opinion between the two Senators. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. How would the paragraph read if 
agreed to as proposed to be amended by the Senator from Mon- 
tana, whose amendment, as I understand, has been accepted by 
the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. CARTER. It would read as follows: 

The duty on wools of the first and second class which shall be imported 


washed shall be twice the amount of the duty to which they would be sub- 
jected if imported unwashed. 


Otherwise the paragraph would remain unchanged, The words 
“and second” are the only addition. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. I thought there was some proposi- 
tion to change the remaining words in the paragraph. 

Mr. CARTER. My colleague has an amendment pending to 
treble the duties. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to have the poragraph 
read as it will stand if the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Montana and re ips br the Senator from Iowa be adopted. 

Mr. ALLISON. I read it as it is proposed: 

The duty on wools of the first and second class which shall be imported 


washed shall be twice the amount of the duty to which they would be sub- 
jected if imported unwashed. 


Then the remainder of the paragraph would stand as it is in the 
text, except the addition which has already been imported into it 
by a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It would read: 


And the duty on wools of the first and second class which shall be imported 
scoured shall three times the duty to which they would be subjected if 


imported unwashed. 


Is not that a repetition of whatis in the first part of the para- 
graph? 


1897. 
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Mr. CARTER. One part relates to washed and the other to 
scoured wools. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam willing that the words suggested by the 
Senator from Montana may be inserted for the purposes of more 
careful examination, and if it is found that Iam mistakenin what 
I believe, which is that these wools are all now imported in a 
washed condition, we can recur to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
MANTLE] accept the suggestion of his colleague [Mr. CARTER] as 
to the modification of his amendment? 

Mr. MANTLE. lam perfectly willing to withdraw the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand the Senator from Montana far- 
thest from me 1 MANTLE] withdraws his amendment. 

Mr. CARTER. He accepts the amendment made with refer- 
ence to second-class wools, and leaves the remainder of the amend- 
ment 58 ates, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the paragraph be read as it will 
stand if this amendment is agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator desire to have read 
the clause as it will stand as modified by the Senator from Mon- 
tana, who moves to strike out and insert a new paragraph? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No, sir. I meant the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Montana. If that amendment be 
accepted by the Senator from Iowa, then how will the entire par- 
agraph read? i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

353. The duty on woolsof the first and second class which shall be imported 
washed shall be twice the amount of the duty to which they would sub- 
jected if imported unwashed: and the duty on wools of the first and second 
classes which shall be imported scoured 1 be three times the duty to 
which they would be subjected if imported unwashed; and the duty on wools 
of the third class, if imported in condition for use in carding or spinning into 
yarns, or which shal! not contain more than 8 per cent of dirt or other for- 
cien [reine shall be three times the duty to which they would otherwise 

su le 


Mr. CARTER. I suggest that the word class“ should be 
made plural in line 18. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Montana, inserting the words “and 
second” after the word first,” in paragraph 353, line 18, and to 
strike out the word “class” and iusert classes.“ Is there objec- 
tion? There being no objection, the amendment is to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I propose on page 116, line 3, to make 
the text correspond with the amendment voted in some time ago. 
In line 3, after the word wool," I move to add an s,“ so as to 
read ‘‘ wools,” and then to insert of the first and second classes;" 
so that it will read: 


Wools of the first and second classes washed in any other manner than on 
the sheep's back or on the skin shall be considered as scoured wool. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANTLE. I wish to offer an amendment to paragraph 
855. 1 move to strike out the words “Angora goat,” inline 7, and 
insert after the word animals,“ in the same line, the words: 


And goats of all varieties and their crosses, other than the common goat. 


Mr. ALLISON. I will ask the Senator from Montana if it 
would not suit his convenience to offer the amendment to the sub- 
stitutefortheentire paragraph? These are the amendinents which 
are involved in the substitute which is already pending. 

Mr. MANTLE. The substitute I offered this morning was, as 
I stated, prepared by the Wool Growers’ Association. It covers 
everything and is a complete change. It covers all the clauses 
relating to wool. The amendment which I now propose is a 
slight amendment to the paragraph. 

r. ALLISON. Let it be stated. 
The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strikeout the words “Angora 
oat," in line 7, paragraph 355, page 116; and after the word an- 
als,” in the same line, to insert the words and goats of all 
vee and their crosses other than the common goat;” so as to 
read; 
e du A 
meni Wat pte o dines fe semen n e 
mon goat, of class 1 and class 2, which shall be imported in any other than 
ordinary condition, or which has been sorted or increased in value by the 


rejection of an rt of the original fleece, shall be twice the duty to which 
it would be intei subject. x 


Mr. MANTLE. I desire to say briefly in support of the amend- 
ment that I learn from parties well informed upon this matter 
that there are a number of other classes of goats which are grown 
in the same locality as is the Angora goat. Inr are not exactly 
Angora goats, but are crosses of that goat. Asthelanguage now 
stands in the paragraph, the belief is that by specifically mention- 
ing the Angora goat the other grades and classes of goats belong- 
ing in the same variety will inferentially be excluded and will be 
included in the third class. This is the judgment of those who 


have given the matter considerable consideration, and in order to 
cover that, to the end that goats of like character, the same va- 
riety of goats, producing nearly as good hair, shall be included in 
that paragraph and subject to the duties of the second class, the 
amendment is popa 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment Enposen by the Senator from Montana, 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 367, page 117, line 20, 
before the word ‘‘cents,” to strike out thirteen“ and insert 
ten;“ in line 21, after the word“ pound,” to strike out **includ- 
ing charges, and on common goat hair:” and in line-22, after the 
word “be,” to strike out **32 per cent ad valorem" and insert **4 
cents per pound;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


On wools of the third class and on camel's hair of the third class, the value 
sce dp shall be 10 cents or less per pound, the duty shall be 4 cents per 
poun 


Mr. QUAY. I now renew my request that this and the suc- 
ceeding paragraph may go over until to-morrow morning. They 
are very important to my constituents, and I do not care to pro- 
ceed to their consideration this evening. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fourteen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock 
and 50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, June 23, 1897, at 11 o'clock a. m. . 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 22, 1897. 
CONSUL-GENERAL, 


John Goodnow, of Minnesota, to be consul-general of the United 
States at Shanghai, China, vice Thomas R. Jernigan, resigned. 


CONSULS, 


L. Edwin Dudley, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the United 
States at Vancouver, British Columbia, vice William F. Peterson, 
resigned. 

William Jarvis. of New Hampshire, to be consul of the United 
States at Milan, Italy, vice Diovol B. Spagnoli, resigned. 

Horace W. Metcalf, of Maine, to be consnl of the United States 
at Newcastle-on-Tyne, England, vice William S. Campbell, re- 
signed. 

ATTORNEY. 

J. Otis Humphrey, of Illinois, to be attorney of the United States 
for the southern district of Illinois, vice William E. Shutt, re- 
signed. ; 

MARSHALS. 

James M. Shoup, of Idaho, to be marshal of the United States 
for the District of Alaska, vice Louis L. Williams, to be removed. 

Charles P. Hitch, of Illinois, to be marshal of the United States 
for — 7 southern district of Illinois, vice William B. Brinton, re- 
signed, t 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Richard Yates, of Illinois, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the seth district of Illinois, in place of Joseph L. Wilcox, re- 
moved. 

COMMISSIONER FOR ALASKA. 


Philip Gallaher. of New Whatcom, Wash., to be a commissioner 
in and for the district of Alaska. to reside at Kadiak, vice Al- 
honso C. Edwards, resigned. The nomination of Philip Gal- 
inger for said office, which was sent to the Senate on the 19th 
instant, is withdrawn. 


JUSTICE OF THE PEACE, 


Robert E. L. White, of the District of Columbia, to be justice 
of the peace in the District of Columbia (to be assigned to Bright- 
wood), vice Robert W. Best, deceased. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 22, 1897. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 


Charles E. Turner, of Connecticut, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Ottawa, Canada. 
CONSUL. 
George F. Lincoln, of Connecticut, to be consul of the United 
States at Antwerp, Belgium. 
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PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 
Ensign Edward Moale, jr., to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Albert B. White, of West Virginia, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the district of West Virginia. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 


Joseph W. Ivey, of Oregon, to be collector of customs for the 
District of Alaska, in the Territory of Alaska. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Charles V. Hoffman, to be 5 at Oskaloosa, in the 
county of Mahaska and State of Iowa. f 

Moses N. Harshaw, to be postmaster at Lenoir, in the county 
of Caldwell and State of North Carolina. 

John M. Long, to be postmaster at Clay City, in the county of 
Clay and State of Indiana. 

Charles W. Warner, to be er at Hoopeston, in the county 
bita e e sagi inois, 5 

Leroy L. Brinkley. postmaster a enton, in the county 
Chowan and State of North Carolina. 

A. M. Lee, to be postmaster at Huntingdon, in the county of 
Carroll and State of Tennessee. 


Lewis Signs, to be postmaster at North Manchester, in the 
county of Wabash and State of Indiana. 
SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, June 23, 1897. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. Hud JoHNsTON, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


n. 

e Secretary proceeded to read the Journalof yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. TELLER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
m from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate of the United States: 


Senate resolutions dated May 17 and 25 ultimo, 8 information 
concerning the Union Pacific and Central Pacific lroads, having been 
referred by me to the Attorney-General, I transmit herewith his replies 
thereto, dated the 19th instant. 2 

> WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 23, 1897. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, remonstrating against any increase in the present rate 
of duty on tanned skins for morocco, or a duty on raw goatskins; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SEWELL presented memorials of Dodge, Bliss & Co., of 
Jersey City; of Chandley & Maps, of Long Branch, and of George 
Spottswood & Co., of Orange, allin the State of New Jersey, re- 
monstrating against the imposition of a duty of $2 per thousand 
feet upon lumber; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of G. & L. Becht, of Newark; of 
William Dorsett & Sons, E. E. Hogan, the Miller & Oler Shoe 
Company, Thomas Cart & Co., Harry Chandler, Johnston & Mer- 
chon, and John R. Potts, all shoe manufacturers in the State of 
New Jersey, remonstrating against an increase in the duty on 
tanned skins for morocco, or a duty on raw goatskins; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Thomas A. Kirkman and 26 
othercitizens of Trenton, N. J., and the petition of Linda M. Elmer 
and 22 other citizens of Seabright, N. J., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation for a more rigid restriction of immigration; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Walter Rice and 8 other citi- 
zens of Bloomfield, N. J., and the petition of J. W. Eller and 48 
other citizens of East Orange, N. J., praying forthe early passage 
of the ding tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of Charles Smith and 1,240 other 
citizens of Newark, of sundry citizens of Jersey City and Bayonne, 
of John Ganty and 739 other citizens of Newark, of Robert Simon- 
son and 24 other citizens of Newark, A. W. Snyder and 24 other 
citizens of South Orange, John Lambert and 24 other citizens of 
Newark, Neil O'Donnell and 403 other citizens of Bayonne, Fred- 
th, and of M. J. 


erick Gebhart and 11 other citizens of Elizabe 
Kohler and 68 other citizens of Newark, all in the State of New 


Jersey, remonstrating 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented memorials of W. S. Webb and 51 
other citizens, of H. C. Clark and 21 other citizens, of C. B. Smith 
and 51 other citizens, H. E. Kirsel and 51 other citizens, N. A. 
Gordon and 51 other citizens, M. Engleman and 52 other citizens, 
W. Schoppenhorst and 51 other citizens, Holtzman & Leathers 


an increase of the tax on beer; 


and 52 other citizens, I. J. Brown and 51 other citizens, X. Feibel 
and 51 other citizens, and of W. Furbush and 52 other citizens, all 
in the State of Indiana, remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation intended to destroy the present system of ticket broker- 
age; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 


merce. 

Mr. QUAY ted a petition of Branch No. 451, National 
Association of Carriers, of Johnstown, Pa., praying that 
an appropriation be made for the payment of the judgment ren- 
dered by the Court of Claims in favor of letter carriers; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. THURSTON presented sundry memorials of citizens of Ne- 
braska, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation in- 
tended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. MILLS presented the memorial of A. C. Mills and 52 other 

citizens of Texas, remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation intended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
. Mr. BURROWS presented sundry memorials of citizens of Mich- 
igan, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended 
to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CHILTON presented sundry memorials of citizens of Texas, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to 
destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. VEST presented sundry memorials of citizens of Missouri, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to 
destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. GORMAN presented sundry memorials of citizens of Mary- 
land, remonstrating against the enactment of lezislation intended 
to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. . 

Mr. McENERY presented sundry memorials of citizens of Louis- 
iana, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended 
to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. FORAKER presented sundry memorialsof citizens of Ohio, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to 
destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 1064) 
for the relief of Harry S. Kellogg, administrator of the estate of 
Lyman M. Kellogg; which were referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1067) for the relief of the estates of Daniel Woodson 
and of Ely Moore; 

A bill (S. 2177) for the relief of Mrs. Julia A. Humphries; and 

A bill (S. 1166) for the relief of John L. Rhea, executor of 
Samuel Rhea, deceased, and John Anderson, administrator of 
Joseph R. Anderson, deceased. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 2262) for the relief of 
Thomas F. Ryan; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 3 to provide for and to 
regulate the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands as a Territory of 
the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2264) to authorize W. W. 
Wheeler to 5 & claim; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In the A rt of thesession I introduced 
a bill (S. 254) for the relief of W. W. Wheeler. I move that the 
Committee on Claims be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill and that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2265) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Thomas H. Whaland, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


1897.' 
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AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the fon deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. z 

Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was sia py to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Ar. KENNEY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed, 

CLAIM OF CHICKASAW NATION. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I present two documents relating 
to the claim of the Chickasaw Nation with reference to the freed- 
men. Oneis thestatement of a member of the Chickasaw Nation, 
and the other a statement in behalf of the freedmen. I move 
they be printed as a document for the use of the Senate. 

"The motion was agreed to. 

INTERNATIONAL BIMETALLISM. 


Mr.CHANDLER. I moveto have printed as a document for 
the use of the Senate the report of the meeting of the French Na- 
tional Bimetallic League at Paris, m 28, 1897, and the report of 
the meeting of the English National Bimetallic League at Man- 
chester, June 2, 1897. 

'The motion was agreed to. 

THOMAS WILLIAMS, 


Mr. TELLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay to Thomas Williams the sum of $1,500 for injuries re- 
ceived while in the discharge of his duties asan employee of the Senate in 
the year 1892, the same to be paid out of the contingent of the Senate. 


INVESTIGATIONS BY COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be instructed, as now con- 
stituted, either by full committee or such subcommittee or committees as 
may be appointed by the chairman thereof, with the full power of such com- 
mittee to continue during the coming recess of Congress the investigations 
authorized by the resolutions of May 13, 1890, and February 27, 1891, with the 
authority and in the manner and to the extent provided in said resolutions, 
and in the pursuance of such investigations to visit the several Indian reser- 
vations, Indian Schools supported in whole or in part by the Government, 
and the Five Nations in the Indian Territory, or any reservation where, in 
Ms opinion of said committee, it may be necessary to extend their investiga- 


ions. 

Second. That said committee or subcommittee shall have power to send 
for persons and papers, to administer oaths, and to examine witnesses under 
oath touching the matters which they are 3 mu edere toinvestigate, 
and may hold their sessions during the recess of the Senate at such place or 
places as they may determine; and the necessary and 7 expense in- 
curred in the execution of this order shall be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the Senate, upon vouchers approved by the chairman of said committee. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, in yesterday morning's Wash- 
ington Post I observed the following press dispatch sent from 
Lewiston, Me.: 

BATEMAN'S SHOT AT BRYAN—HE DECLARES THE RECENT CANDIDATE GUILTY 
OF BRIBERY AND FORGERY. 
LEWISTON, ME., June 21. 

Prof. L. C. Bateman, of Auburn, who was the candidate of the People's 
Party of Maine for governor last year, and who is a leader of the middle-of- 
the-road forces in State, to-day published an attack on W J. Bryan. 
Professor Bateman says that Populist 9 FREEMAN KNOWLES, of 
South Dakota, while on his recent trip to his old home in Skowhegan, Me., 

ve out the information that Mr. Bryan's recent gift of $1,500 to the Popu- 

t national committee was made with the distinct understanding that no 
action against fusion should be taken by the People's Party before the next 
national convention. 

This, Professor Bateman says, is nothing more nor less than direct bribery. 
Professor Bateman also says that Bryan has appended his (Bateman's) name 
toSenator ALLEN’s letter of notification qe outlast September. Bateman 
was secretary of the notification committee, but did not sign the letter in 
question. He says that Bryan's action in printing his name on the letter in 
his new book is an act of political forgery. Professor Bateman is a delegate 
to the middle-of-the- national conference at Nashville, Tenn., July 4. 
He says he will bring these matters before that body. 

Perhaps I should not notice the contents of this dispatch in a 
gnus way, and I would not but forthe fact that a distinct charge 

made that Hon. William Jennings Bryan, of Nebraska, late a 
candidate for the Presidency of the United States, is charged b 
anirr nsible individual with having given me $1,500, ** wit 
the distinct understanding that no action against fusion should 
be taken by the People's Party before the next national conven- 
tion." Bateman is also reported as having said that ** Mr. Bryan 
appended his (Bateman's) name to Senator ALLEN's letter of noti- 
fication given outlastSeptember." Each of these charges is false. 

Some months ago Mr. Bryan conceived the idea that it was his 


duty to divide the royalty of his recently published book, The 


First Battle, to be used in support of the cause of bimetallism, 
and in doing so he allotted $1,500 to the Populist party. I did not 
desire that this money should be accepted by the party, and so 
advised the national chairman, who, I am informed, declined to 
receive it. Before I knew, however, of his declination, I received 
a dispatch from Mr. Bryan saying that a draft had been sent me 
for $1,500. The draft reached me almost concurrently with the 
m e. Idid not think it Le manners to peremptorily return 
it, and I immediately notified him that I would hold it until he 
came to Washington. When he did come, which was within a 
few days, I undertook to persuade him that the money belonging 
to him should be kept by him, but this he declined. 

In the conversation with me, however, Mr. Bryan said that as a 
friend and. to some extent, a representative of the Populist party, 
Iought to hold the money and useit at the proper time and under 
pores circumstances to promote the cause of bimetallism. I 
finally consented to do so on the condition that before it should 
be used he should say the intended use was a proper one, and that 
I would disburse the money only when he consented. Under the 
circumstances I asked the Hon. R. B. Nixon, financial clerk of 
the United States Senate, to invest the money in interest-bearing 
convertible securities, to the end that the money might accumu- 
late and be used at a time when some great emergency in the 
cause of bimetallism should arise. That I did sois manifest from 
the following letter from Mr. Nixon, which I will read: 

UNITED STATES SENATE, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, June 22, 1897. 


Sin: In answer to your verbal hang beg? 4 of this date, I have to say that the 
sum of $1,500, placed in your hands by Hon. W. J. Bryan some time ago, was 
nt hisand your request invested by mein interest-bearing, convertible securi- 
ties, and they are now in my steel chest for safety. From a conversation 
had with me at the time, I understood that it was your purpose to hold these 
securities and the accumula’ interest until some emergency in the cause 
of 3 might make its use desirable and necessary. 


lly, 
R. B. NIXON. 


Hon. W. V. ALLEN, 
United States Senator. 

Bateman's statement that there is or ever has been the slightest 
conversation or communication, direct or indirect, between Mr. 
Bryan and myself, or any other person or persons, for that mat- 
ter, on the subject of fusion of the Populist and Democratic par- 
ties, is an absolute and unqualified falsehood. No conversation, 
agreement, or understanding has ever been had with me on the 
subject, nor has there ever been, to my knowledge, an attempt to 
fuse the parties, either nationally or locally. 

The statement of Bateman that Mr. Bryan forged his name to 
the list of names appended to the letter of notification issued by 
me as chairman of the committee on notification is equally false. 
The committee consisted of a member from every State and Ter- 
ritory of the Union. It was a cumbersome affair at best and 
impossible to get together. It became 3 to me that it 
could not be done, and the precedents of the party in this respect 
being to notify the candidate by letter and not in „ I took 
it on myself, at the suggestion of several prominent members of 
the committee, to write the letter of notification. I wrote each 
member of the committee for his consent to issue the letter, and 
Iasked for his advice as to the tenor and drift the letter of noti- 
fication should take. I received, I think, letters from all, or sub- 
stantially all. 

I received several from Bateman, who was perniciously cons 
uous in the affair, although he was not secretary of the notifica- 
tion committee as he asserts. Ihave never known of the letter 
being condemned by anyone except by Bateman, and possibly one 
or two others whose action he can control. I signed Bateman's 
name to the letter of notification at his express request. 

Perhaps I ought to stop here with this bare statement of facta, 
but I may be permitted, without trespassing on the time of the 
Senate, to express my utter contempt for a rabid, irrational per- 
son, occupying no place of consequence in the . who rushes 
into print and makes charges the truthfulness of which he knows 
nothing, thus creating the impression that something is radically 
and inextricably wrong in Populist circles. To put it mildly and 
admit that he is a good citizen, which I presume he is, as a poli- 
tician he would wreck any party of which he was a member if his 
advice were to be followed. Impulsive to a high degree, irra- 
tional, excitable, and inconsiderate, he crazily seeks 5 
by assailing a man whom the people love. He has made himse 
conspicuous only in the small segment of the party to be found in 
Maine. 


'This assault on Mr. Bryan is inexcusable. "There are no cir- 
cumstances under which any honorable man could make it, for, 
whatever may be said of him and the cause he advocates, he is a 
superior man in every conceivable respect, and one acting from a 
high and lofty sense of public duty, and not from a selfish motive 
or a motive of self-aggrandizement. 

I may alsosay within the bounds of propriety that I am nof 
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afflicted in the slightest degree with Bateman’s kind of Populism. 
If his opinions, policies, and ‘‘isms” were adopted and acted on 
by the party, I would find it necessary myself to retire from ac- 


tive connection with the organization. The Batemans, irrational, 
impracticable, and inconsiderate dreamers and fanatics, are the 
men who cling to the skirts of a new party like a night moth toa 
lighted taper, and becoming open because they can not 
shape its course, desert it usually for its good. 
r. President, the cause of bimetallism is the cause of the 
people, and the cause of the people is the cause of God; and no 
eachery in the ranks of the party will check its growth or mar 
the good name of its greatest advocate and leader. 

Mr. BUTLER. Inasmuch as the matter referred to by the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska has been bronght before the Senate—a matter, 
however, which I thinkis hardly of sufficient consequence to have 
been brought before the Senate, if the Senator will pardon me—it 
is probably proper for me to say that the statement made by the 
Senator from Nebraska that this money was offered to me as 
national chairman to be used in the cause of financial reform is 
correct, and that I felt in Yea to refuse to accept it. However, 
I thoroughly appreciated the motives that prompted Mr. Bryan to 
make the offer. It was not offered with any condition or proviso 
either express or implied, and I should have felt free to have ac- 
cepted it and used it as the national People's Party committee 
might direct had it not been that such an act would be liab!e to 
be misconstrued. 


Inview of that fact and also the fact that the cooperative move-. 


ment between the Populists and Democrats was only for that 
campaign and that future conduct would be guided by circum- 
stances, upon the whole it was deemed best, not only for the 
People's Party, but also for the cause of reform, not to accept the 
contribution. When I declined, Mr. Bryan was put in an awk- 
ward attitude, he having publicly announced that he would dis- 
tribute the money, and he therefore asked Mr. ALLEN to take it in 
trust for the present atleast. He couldnot keep it without being 
criticised. I wishto say that I fully appreciate Mr. Bryan’s mo- 
tives and action in this matter, and think that he pursued the 
honorable and proper course. 


THE INITIATIVE AND REFERENDUM. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate, as 
- & part of the reis bonnes: theresolution submitted yesterday 
Ly the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 4 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be, and is hereby. 
instructed to inquire into the feasibility of applving the principle of direct 
legislation, through the initiative and referendum, to the legislation of the 
Federal Government, and report to the Senate at the opening of the regular 
session of Con in December, or as soon thereafter as practicable, by bill 
or otherwise, the result of said inquiry. 

Mr. BUTLER. I had intended to speak at some length this 
morning upon the resolution, and to show that direct legislation 
is the essence of democracy and that our representative form of 
elei ed might be improved and brought nearer the people by 

e application of the methods of direct legislation known as the 
initiative and referendum to Federal legislation. I intended to 
show how the ancient right of petition could be made effective by 
the initiative—how a given per cent of the voters could by peti- 
tion command Congress or the legislature to heed their petition. 
I intended to show how vise, D the referendum a certain per 
cent of the voters could demand that a law passed by Congress 
orthe legislature deemed to be oppressive or grossly unjust be 
submitted to a popular vote. s 

Iintended to enumerate a number of laws passed by Congress and 
the various State legislatures which the people would now repudi- 
ate and repealif they had the opportunity to pass upon them. Iin- 
tended to show how the referendum would destroy the . 
influence and effects of the trust and monopoly lobby that infests 
legislative halls and too often influences the people's representa- 
tives to vote for measures against the public welfare. Lintended 
to show how the system works in the Swiss Republic, and how in 
a modified way itis now employed to a greater or less extent in 
nearly every State in this country. And finally I had intended to 
show that the 8 of the initiative and referendum could 
not be opposed by any Democrat who indorses the declaration of 
Jefferson that the people are capable of self-government, nor could 
it be opposed by any Hepublican who holds to Lincoln's idea that 
this should be a government of the people, by the people, and for 
the people. 

However, I shall not take the time of the Senate this morning 
to discuss these matters, but will be content that the resolution 
be adopted and go to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
I will reserve my remarks until the regular session next December, 
when the committee named in this resolution makes its report. 
I do this, in view of the discussion on yesterday about efforts be- 
ing made to delay the tariff bill, in order that the People's Party 
may not be responsible in the least for such delay. Iam anxious 


for the Republicans to pass their tariff bill and have an opportu- 
nity to start up that promised wave of prosperity. 

I ask that the resolution be acted upon now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina move that the resolution be referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections? 

Mr. BUTLER. No, Mr. President. The resolution instructs 
the committee to inquire and report how far the principleof direct 
legislation can practically be applied to Federal legislation. The 
Senate must pass the resolution in order to instruct the commit- 
tee to do this work. I ask that the resolution be now adopted by 
the Senate instructing the committee to make the report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Will the Senate 
agree to the resolution? 

The resolution was agreed to. 


POSTAL SAVINGS BANKS, 


Mr. BUTLER. Isubmitthe pees on postal savings banks, 
which I had selected from consular reports, and also the papers to 
which the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] re- 
ferred yesterday morning as having been sent to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and move that they be printed as 
a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, The morning business appears to be 
closed. It is closed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Imove that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 379. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 
of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Finance will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Inparagraph 357, page117, line 20, before the 
woni cents,“ strike out ** thirteen” and insert ten;“ so as to 
read: 

On wools of the third class and on camel's hair of the third class the value 
whereof shall b» 10 cents or less per pound, etc. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par- 
agraph 357, page 117, line 21, after the word “pound,” to strike 
out “including charges, and on common goat hair;" and in line 
22, after the word “be,” to strike out * 32 per cent ad valorem " 
and insert **4 cents per pound;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

357. On wools of the third class and on camel's hair of the third class the 
value whereof shall be 10 cents or less per pound, the duty shall be 4 cents 
per pound. 

Mr. QUAY. Do I understand that the first amendment, in line 
20, was adopted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The first amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. Then I move toreconsider the vote. My attention 
was distracted at the time it was passed. 

Mr. ALLISON. By unanimous consent it may be reconsidered. 

Mr. QUAY. I propose to move to lay all the committee amend- 
ments on the table. If there is to be discussion, I will postpone 
the motion until it is over. As I propose to call for the yeas and 
nays pe the amendments, probably they had better be voted upon 
together. 

Tie VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to all the 
amendments of the committee to the paragraph. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have no disposition to enter into 
the controversy between the woolen mannfacturers and the wool- 
growers. It is an old quarrel. It was penes up in 1867 and 
then broke out again in 1883, and it has been raging to a certain 
extent ever since. 

I have before me this morning a copy of the Cotton and Wool 
Reporter, published in Boston, New York, and Philadelphia, con- 
taining a letter from Mr. Lawrence, the shepherd king of Ohio and 
president of the Wool Growers’ Association of the United States, in 
which he criticises very severely the position of the woolen manu- 
facturers and the last amendments proposed by the majority of 
the Committee on Finance. 

I do not Pope to insert this communication in the RECORD, 
nor to read it, but I will state that the effect of it is what Mr. 
Lawrence has repeatedly said for the last five years in regard to 
the wool duties. In Executive Document No. 17, printed by the 
Senate, will be found the statements of Mr. Lawrence to the effect 
that the McKinley Act was a failure so far as the interests of 
the woolgrowers were concérned. As a matter of course he 
denounced the Wilson Act, which puts wools upon the free list, and 
he states that it caused an enormous decline in the price of wool, 
which is not the truth, as shown by the official report. Henow 
reiterates his statement that the proposed duties will not benefit 
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t extent the woolgrowers of the United States, and 


to any 
demands still higher duties than any that have been prope 

Upon the other hand, Justice, Bateman & Co. declare that this 
increase upon third-class wools amounts to nothing; that there are 
virtually no carpet wools raised in the United States; that there 
are only 15,000,000 pounds of these low-grade wools used in the 
manufacture of clothing, which, compared with the large amount 
of wool used in the United States, is almost infinitesimal. The 
also assert that one month's delay in the passage of this tariff bill 
will work more injury to the woolen manufacturers and the wool- 
grows than a double increase of the amount proposed as an 

bm by the Finance Committee upon the third or low class 
woo 
This is a very remarkable communication. I do not know why 
it was sent to me; mr views are very well known on the subject 
of wool; but I will ask the attention of the Senate to it. I do not 
think it is a waste of time to learn what these representatives of 
the woolen manufacturers of the United States, this great firm of 
Justice, Bateman & Co., think in regard to this very important 
question. I ask the Secretary to read it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
Hon. GEORGE G. VEST, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR Sin: There is a vast amount of misapprehension as to the influence 


of third-class or ed carpet wools upon the American wool industry, 
which has evidently led to the increase of 1} cents per pound by the Finance 
Committee in the duties on third-class wools (which grade or quality consti- 


tutes not over 1 percentof the domestic production) às a suitable compensa- 
tion or equivalent for a decreaso of 3 cents a pound in the duties on wools of 
the firstand second classes (which constitute 99 per cent of the wools pro- 
duced in this — 5 

By the following table of class 3 wools (valued at 13 cents and under, im- 
por during the only three full fiscal years of the McKinley law, dutiable 
at 32 per cent, and constituting 98 per cent of the total imports of this class). 
you will observe that the entire imports of this division during that period 
were 254,138,004 pounds. The ave: value was 8} cents. The average 
specific equivalent of thead valorem duty of 32 per cent collected was 2} cents. 

The duty of 4 cents on these wools proposed by the amendments of the 
Finance Committee provides for an increase of It cents above the old McKin- 
ley rates in the House bill on about the only kinds of third-class wools that 
were extensively imported when wools were dutiable, as wil be seen by the 
following table: 


Importations under the McKinley law of class 3, or carpet wools. 
[Wools valued at 13 cents and under and dutiable at 32 per cent ad valorem.] 
ee ee 


Aver- t: 
age Du 
Year. Pounds. |Percent| value per. 
of all. 
per | pound. 
pound. 


* Average. GAS 
n 
Duty proposed by the Senate amendments to the Dingley tariff bill, per 
Duty in the bill (McKinley rates) as it passed the House. per Pound 21 


GAG MOOSE i Sesh basen cusece ekpo ds ornat uda qo des on perpound.. 1} 


Since the McKinley law was aep in October, 1890, the average value in 
foreign markets of such third-class wools as were at that time valued above 
18 cents has declined esed, 2 eiue and the average value of such wools 
imported during the three l years, shown in the above table, was only 
Bj cents, proving that the lowering of the dividing line by the Finance Com- 
mittee to 10 cents from the House value of 13 cents places consumers on the 
same basis as that existing in October, 1890, and that in no way will importers 
and manufacturers of third-class wools be embarrassed by this change. This 
increase in the duty proposed by this amendment is less than the periodical 
market fluctuations often taking place in the brief period of a few months, 
fluctuations which never disturb the business of the manufacturer, proving 
that this increase in the rate is a matter of no importance to him. 

Therefore the average increase of 1; cents per pound in the duties on the 
bulk of the carpet wools likely to be pope isa matter of such insignifi- 
cance as to be of no appreciable benefit to the woolgrower nor serious incon- 
venience to the ca manufacturer. It is a matter of far less importance to 
the domestic wool industry or to the carpet manufacturer than the injury 

both will sustain by only one month's delay in tbe final enactment of the 
bill, especially since the retroactive clause has been expunged. So longas 
that feature remained in the bill, it was equivalent in practical effect to the 
actual enactment of the lawon April 1. Since it has been eliminated, our 
ports have been thrown open to the unrestricted competition of foreign 
wools, which are 10 per cent cheaper than they were before the Senate 
amendments were reported. 

So much importance has been given to third-class wools by astute friends 
of the woolgrowers with but limited knowledge of the actual practical work- 
ings of a tariff bill that the Finance Co: ttee have evidently been con- 
vinced that an increase of 1} cents pr pound in the duties on the kinds of 
wool not produced in the United States would be a “quid pro quo! for the 
lopping oif of over 25 per cent of the old McKinley rates which Mr. Dingley's 
committee had reestablished in the House bill. a change not likely to be of 
much benefit to domestic sheep husbandry, as the increase in the protective 
beneflts of 1j cents is not sufficient to encourage the woolgrower to reestab- 
lish the now almost extinct industry of producing third-class or carpet wools. 

The importations of third-class wools during the six fiscal years 1591 to 
1896, inclusive, were 588,799,080 pounds; about 15 per cent of this quantity, or 


carpe 

wools about 14,719,997 pounds. 

grown to any important extent in the United States (and owing to the low 

cost of foreign carpet wool never will be), the annual consumption of 14,719,- 
pounds for purposes other than ca displaced to that extent a like 

quantity of the common grades of domestic wool. 

If ít were the intention of the Finance Committee to protect the American 
woolgrower by the increase in the duties on third-cless wools, that would be 
indirectly accomplished to a limited extent, and therefore the Senate Finance 
Committee amendments to the House bill in this unimportant particular are 
better for the grower than were those of the old McKinley law; but the gain 
is so trifling as to make it a matter of indifference to him whether the Senate 
or the House rates on wools of the third class ultimately prevail, especially 
if any controversy is thereby brought up on this issue that may postpone the 
final of the bill or cause its defeat. 'The failure to make a new táriff 
now would shock the business and agricultural communities to their fonnda- 
tions. The effect upon the industries involved in the trifling changes in 
third-class duties is not worth fighting for. The interests of the American 
woolgrower are almost entirely limited to the protective benefits arisin; 
from the duties upon wool of the first and second classes, as they are abou 
the only kinds of wool produced here. 

Asstated above, only 1 per cent of the American dr or, say, 2,720,000 pounds, 
is used for carpet purposes, and it is even doubtful ae of it is any longer 
so used, for the roughest and coarsest wools produced here are capable of 
being used in the manufacture of the now fashionable rough g 

The National Association of Woolen Manufacturers estimate the yield in 
clean scoured wool of the domestic clip at 115,000,000 pounds, and 1 per cent 
of this 8 would be 1,150,000 pounds, which is just about the amount of 
scoured wool that 2,72),000 pounds of the commonest of the American clip 
would produce in the fleece condition in which it is marketed by the farmer, 
with an estimated shrinkage in the process of scouring of 57j per cent. 


Importations under the McKinley law of class 3, or carpet wools. 
[Wools valued at over 13 cents and dutiable at 50 per cent.] 


e Aver- Dut 
a 
Year. Pounds. co value eae 
8 per pound. 


Average. ^ 


From the above table it will be seen that during the three full fiscal years 
of the McKinley law only 5.550.186 pounds of the finer es of third-class or 
carpet wools costing over 13 cents wereimported, which is an annual average 
of 1,850,000 pounds. The average importations of the wool dutiable at 50 per 
cent was only 2 per cent of all of the third class, the ave value bei 
cents. The specific equivalent of the 50 per cent duty collected upon t 
wool was 7j cents per pound, or half a cent more than the new duties of the 
Senate bill. These wools of the third class that cost over 13 cents under the 
McKinley law probably entered almost entirely into the manufacture of 
textiles other n carpet: and came into more direct competition with the 
common grades of domestic wool than the third-class wools that cost under 
10 cents, and yet the committee has reduced the duties below the House 
rates on these finer grades of carpet wools, which we can produce, and in- 
8 them on the coarser grades, which we never did and never will pro- 

uce. 

The motive that actuated or the principle that ded the committee in 
reducing the duty below the House rates on the only kinds of carpet wools 
that America can produce, while consistent with their reduction of 3 cents a 

und in the duties upon wools of the first and second classes, is incompre- 

ensible, either from the standpoint of a tariff for revenue with incidental 
protection, or a tariff for poc to American industries, for all the wools 
of the first and second are those which directly displace American 
woo!s, and are those upon which the duties have been reduced; and those 
third-class wools, which take the place of the common domestic grades only 
and tothe smallest extent, are those upon which the duties have been in- 


We commend to your respectful consideration the exposition of the facts 
of this unaccountable change from the excellent House bill. Viewed from 
the standpoint of a tariff for revenue only, or from the standpoint of a tariff 
for protection, there is no logical defense for the amendments made by the 
Finance Committee of the Sonate. oer. are a direct stab at the American 
wool industry, the one which suffered the most severely at the hands of the 
last Administration. The unimportant changes made in the third-class wools 
from the House bill (such as the lowering of the dividing line from 13 to 10 
cents. and the changing of the character of the duties from ad valorem to 
specific rates) are changes which to a limited extent will help the American 
woolgrower, and which will be of no inconvenience to the carpet manufac- 
turer, as shown above; therefore, these changes should ba re ed. 

The restoration of the McKinley rates upon wools of the first and second 
classes as passed by the House are the vital points. however, to the domestic 
industry. The interests of the growers are ted to the protective benefits 
arising from these alone. There will be no more nor no less foreign wool 
imported at the reduced duty of 8 cents than if the old McKinley rate of 11 
cents that was in the House bill had been retained. Every Republican Sen- 
ator and Representative for the several years has upheld the excellence 
of the wool schedules of the McKinley law. It has not only been defended as 
a model, but has been upheld because under it both woolgrowers and manu- 
facturers were prosperous. The McKinley rates ou wools of the first and 
second classes were no experiment, and for this reason should be restored. 


vi re tfully, 
c Mae * JUSTICE, BATEMAN & CO. 
Mr. VEST. Mr. President 
Mr. QUAY. Before the Senator from Missouri proceeds, I wish 
to state that I have not seen the letter of Mr. Justice which he 
has just had read at the desk, but I should be glad to have, as a 
supplement to the letter of Mr. Justice, an extract read, which I 
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take from the Washington Post of this morning. It is in sup- 
port of his statement as to the importance of the early passage 
of this tariff bill. If the consignees have been made aware of 
what was passing in the Senate on last em i E on Monday, and 
yesterday, they need not have expedited the departure of their 
vessels. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the Sec- 

will read as requested. 

' The Secretary read as follows: 


BIG CARGOES HURRYING TO 'FRISCO. 


San FRANCISCO, CAL., June 22, 


The expectation of a new tariff law in early operation has resulted in the 
rushing of cargoes of oriental goodstothisport. The British freightsteamers 
Glenavon, Hupeh, and Cluden have arrived, and the Glenshiel is under way. 
These four steamers have a joint capacity of nearly 20,000 tons. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, if anyone will take the trouble to 
read the communication of Justice, Bateman & Co., representing 
the woolen manufacturers, and then this long and elaborate state- 
mentmadeby Judge Lawrence, the president of the Wool Growers' 
Association of the United States, it will be easily seen how diffi- 
cult it is for a layman to arrive at the truth in regard to this con- 
troversy. It is the old story of interested parties seeking their 
own interests, without the slightest regard to the consumers of 
the country. Justice, Bateman & Co., the highest authority upon 
the wool manufacturers’ side in the United States, emphatically 
assert that there is a very small portion—fourteen million seven 
hundred and seventy-odd thousand pounds—of these low-grade 
ee in as carpet wools and used in the manufacture of 

othing. 

Here is Mr. Lawrence's statement that at least one-half of all 
the so-called carpet wools brought into this country are used in 
the manufacture of cloths. What are we to believe about this? 
Justice, Bateman & Co. assert that we never can produce in the 
United States carpet wools to compete with the foreign carpet 
wools; that the foreigners will be always able to undersell us 
under any tariff Mr. Lawrence asserts over and over again that 
if the woolgrowers obtain their tariff, as he calls it—the wool- 
growers’ tariff—they will soon in a very few years produce all the 
wool of all three classes which is necessary for consumption in the 
United States, 

But let either party prevail, and what will be the result? An 
increase in the price of woolen goods to the people of the United 
States, an article of prime necessity, an article absolutely needed 
from climatic conditions. No matter which prevails, whether we 
listen to our friends who declare that we can soon produce all these 
low-grade wools or to Justice, Bateman & Co. and the manufac- 
turers of Philadelphia, in either event there will be an enormous 
increase in the price, and the people of the United States must pay 
the cost created by this advance. 

Mr. President, as I said, it is not my purpose to enter into this 
controversy, because I say ‘‘a umo on both your houses.” I 
believe in free wool, and inten 


Certainly. 
Mr. RAWLINS. I understand the Senator to bein favor of 


protecti 
turer of woolen goods. Does the Senator favor high duties upon 
the manufactures of wool in order to give a monopoly to the 
woolen manufacturers and increase the cost of those g to the 
consumer? I propound the question because I do not think the 
Senator does favor that policy, but I want an expression from him 
on that subject, if he will be kind enough to give it. 

Mr. VEST. Evequüng Ihavesaid and done since I have been 
in the Senate would go for nothing if I could not answer that 
question in the negative. Iam opposed to high duties. My rea- 
son for opposing this tax upon wool is because it does not increase 
the price of wool to the woolgrower, even if that were the object 
in view; and, in the second place—and that with me is an unan- 
swerable Mp EL want free wool, because when you puta 
duty on wool you immediately furnish an excuse for what they 
call compensatory duties to the manufacturer. 

Mr. WLINS. Now,do I understand the Senator to concede 
the right to compensation in the shape of taxation upon articles 


to the consumers of those articles other than such compensation 


as results in the administration of the Government and the 
tection afforded alike to all citizens? In other words, doesthe Sen- 
ator favor a specific compensation, giving increased power to 


charge higher prices to the people because an article is composed 
of a raw material u which a duty is placed? 
Mr. VEST. Mr. ident, I favor free raw material; I favor 


the lowest possible revenue duty upon manufactured products. 
That is my position. I do not believe in this new doctrine that 
when the Government does not need reyenue yon are still to 
equalize taxation, whether it is necessary or not. I say the first 
inquiry that should be made is, How much money does the Gov- 
ernment need in order that it may be conducted economically? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Isimply want to understand the Senator's 
position correctly, so that my people may understand it. He 
favors exempting from taxation what he calls raw material, such 
as wool, iron and lead ore, and coal, and things of that descrip- 

on, 1 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Thatis, exempting them from taxation to the 
consumer of these articles. Is that right? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly; that is my opinion. 

Mr. RAWLINS. To impose a revenue duty upon the finished 
product of which these materials are the ingredients, so as to en- 
&ble the producers of those articles to charge higher prices to the 
consumer. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, no. 

á Me BANUS; In that way it operates as a protection, does 
it not? 

Mr. VEST. No, Mr. President. Ibeg the Senator not to put 
mein the position of saying that I want an increase of cost on 
anything to the consumer. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Very well. 

Mr. VEST. The tariff I would impose would be a tariff from 
necessity to raise revenue. If it happens to effect an increase 
of cost to the consumer, that is something I can not avoid. I 
would put the higher duties on luxuries. 

Mr. RAWLINS. The Senator will pardon me one moment 
further. If the necessary effect of a tariff is to increase the bur- 
den upon the consumer, including the producer of the raw mate- 
rial, and that benefits only the manufacturer of those products, 
do you not thereby destroy the uniformity of taxation? 

Mr. VEST. Is the Senator through? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Iam. 

Mr. VEST. I have stated my position upon these questions so 
often that I hardly feel like taking up the time of the Senate by 
going into an abstract discussion of the tariff. 

The Democratic party, as I understand its position, holds to a 
tariff for revenue only. If there is protection provided, it is be- 
cause we can not hapin but we do not want to put direct taxes 
upon the people of this country. If we are compelled to go to 
import duties in order to collect money to carry on the Govern- 
ment, I would say, impose those duties so as to make them just 
and equitable, and so asto bearas lightly as possible upon the 

r classes of the ple of this country. this is a matter 
of adjustment; all these matters must be attended to as each 
P ph comes up. One Senator may hold that it is unjust to 

eave out articles in his State while others are being protected, as 
itis called, and another may hold that certain articles in his State 
should be exempt. All these questions must be determined in the 
adjustment and formation of the different schedules in the para- 
graphs of a tariff bill. 

In so far as I can do so, without regard to my own State or my 
own le, I shall vote for a tariff for revenue only, so adjusted 
as to as lightly as ible upon the poorer classes of people 
in the country. I would not impose a tariff for protection; and 
if anybody gets protection, he gets it because I can not help it, for 
Iam not seeking to give it to him. I would not put one dollar of 
taxation any man, woman, or child in the United States 
unless the Government of the United States needed it. 

Mr. President, I had this communication from Justice, Bate- 
man & Co, read because it shows the position of the wool manu- 
facturer. Upon the other hand, Judge Lawrence holds that the 
statements made by Justice, Bateman & Co., whom he severely 
criticises in his last communication to the Woolen and Cotton 
Reporter, are absolutely unfounded, and he declares that any ex- 
cept higher duties than those im d in the McKinley Act will 
not avail the woolgrowers of the United States.. 

What are we todo? Who are we to believe? Who is right in 
regard to this matter—this t house of Justice, Bateman & Co. 
or the shepherd king of Ohio? For myself, I prefer to follow the 
light of experience, and I do not propose by any vote of mine to 
pos higher duties upon wools or upon woolen fabrics, and I be- 

e I can prove mathematically that the high duties of the past 
have not resulted in benefiting the woolgrower nor the woolen 
manufacturer, 


Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, I have heretofore read the letter 
which the Senator from Missouri has just had read from Justice, 
Bateman & Co., and while I concede that they know a great deal 
about the wool business from the wool merchant's point of view, 
yet I think that there is much connected with the business of wool- 
growing from the practical standpoint that Mr. Justice is not fa- 
miliar with and upon which he is not to be regarded as first-class 
authority. Many of the propositions which he suggestsin his letter, 
notably those wherein he quotes from statistics relating to the im- 
portations of wool, valuations of importations, etc., are absolutely 
correct and in themselves have a direct application, and a most im- 
portant application, in the discussion of this measure. There are 
others, however, when heapproaches the realm of conjecture, where, 
in my judgment, he makes a great mistake, and y in refer- 
ence to the amount of what is termed carpet wool which is grown 
in this country. He puts it at 1 per cent in his letter. 

There is plenty of proof, Mr. President, to show that there ig a 
great deal more of that character of wool grown in this country 
than is estimated by Mr. Justice. It is asserted by men familiar 
with the business—woolgrowing inen, who are v familiar 
with the character of sheep grown in this country and the char- 
acter of wool they produce—that of what are known as the mut- 
ton breeds of sheep, the sheep growing the long wools, at least one- 
eighth of every fleece is of a character which would be designated 
as coarse carpet wool. That is Judge Lawrence's estimate, and 
that is the estimate of very many other practical woolgrowers 
with whom 1 have talked upon this particular phase of the ques- 
tion. This would mean that out of every hundred sheep of that 
character, eight were producing a wool which would come into 
competition or which would be brought into competition with 
these imported third-class carpet wools. 

I believe it is estimated that nearly 50 per cent of the sheep of 
this country are cross-bred sheep—that is, they produce a combing 
wool not of the same quality as that which is imported from Can- 
ada and Great Britain, but still largely of the same character, 
and therefore there must come from this number of sheep a great 
deal of wool with which this third-class wool would naturally 
comé into competition. 

Mr. President, I prefer to accept the statements of practical 
woolgrowers, men who have given their lives to this business, 
rather than to take the statement of Mr. Justice, well informed 
and intelligent as he undoubtedly is, apon that phase of the wool 
business with which he is familiar an ised in contact—the 
business of buying and dealing in wool. I think I may say, how- 
ever, that he lacks in practical knowledge and information, which 
can only come by association and by years devoted to the business 
of woolgrowing. Therefore Mr. Justice is not competent to speak 
for the woolgrowers upon that particular view of the subject. 

The question of how much of these carpet wools enter into the 
manufacture of clothing and of textiles other than carpets isa 
very important question to be considered in this connection, be- 
cause if any considerable quantity of them do go into the manu- 
facture of clothing and of textiles other than ts, then, if we 
view the matter from the protective standpoint, it becomes essen- 
tial, in order to carry out the protective idea and to do justice to the 


woolgrowers of the country, that a sufficiently protective duty 
should be levied upon those wools to encourage and protect the 
growth of the same wools by our own people. Ithink that propo- 


sition can not be denied. 

The question is, How much of these wools go into the manu- 
factureof clothing and textiles other than carpets, and this is a most 
difficult question to determine. The manufacturers themselves 
can not, of course, be ted to surrender any information they 
may have, as they would be working against their own interests, 
if it be true, as I assume and as I believe, that a very large per- 
centage of this character of wool is so used. 

There has been some investigation of this matter. I have talked 
with a great many wool merchants, and I have endeavored to as- 
certain from them, believing that their information, based upon 
their dealing with the woolen manufacturer, would indicate more 
or less clearly and definitely what proportion of wools was so 
used. I discovered, however, a great reluctance upon their part 
to give information bearing upon this question; but I have gath- 
ered knowledge from different sources. There are gentlemen 
living in Philadelphia, and others interested in the subject, who 
have tried to find out something bearing directly upon this point. 
I have found some information in Mr. North’s Wool Book—Mr. 
North is the secre of the National Wool Growers’ Associa- 
tion—a publication which was read from very extensively here 
yesterday, resenting the manufacturers’ side of the contro- 
versy as to what is a just and proper duty upon wool. 

Mr. North's Wool k for 1892 gives the total amount of wool, 
noils, and camel's hair which was used in the manufacture of 
carpets for that year as 58,426,635 pounds. The total running 
yards of carpet manufactured in 1890, as I discover from the state- 
ment contained in the tariff hearings, was 74,770,910, 
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This would give about three-fourths of a pound of wool to each 
running yard of ca manufactured. The average annual im- 
portation of third wools from 1891 to 1896 was 92,000,000 
pounds, with an average value of about 9 cents per pound. 

Allowing three-fourths of a pound of wool to each running yard 
of t, and assuming that all the third-class wool imported 
went into the manufacture of carpets, we should have had an an- 
nual mannfacture of carpets of 115,000,000 yards, which is a great 
deal more than the capacity of our looms to turn out. 

It is estimated that. the t looms of Pennsylvania have a 
capacity of about 45,000,000 yards, of which more than two-thirds 
is of the cheapest grade, known as ingrain carpets. The capacity 
of the rest of the country is about 27,000,000 yards, making a total 
of abont 72,000,000 yards, of which it is safe to say that fully two- 
thirds is devoted to the manufacture of the cheaper grades, con- 
suming the least quantity of wool. 

Thus if the carpet looms had been working at their full capacity 
from 1891 to 1896 they could have turned out but 432,000,000 yards. 
Allowing three-fourths of a pound of wool to each running yard 
would give 324,000,000 pounds of wool consumed in the manufac- 
ture of carpets during the period named, leaving 228,000,000 
pounds of imported carpet wool which must have gone into the 
manufacture of clothing and textiles aside from carpets. 

But in this connection it must be borne in mind that many of 
the carpet looms of Pennsylvania and of the country at large have 
been idle a great portion of the time during the past four years, 
or running on reduced time, so that their output has not ave 
more than two-thirds their normal capacity, thus again lessening 
the amount of wool consumed. 

It should also be kept in mind, in this connection, that a great 
deal of material other than wool is used in the manufacture of 
the cheaper grades of carpets—such as cotton, cattle hair, shoddy, 
rags, and cheap camel's hair, all of which are cheaper than most 
wools. It is therefore safe to assume that for the past six years 
fully 40 cent of the cheap third-class wools brought to this 
country have been used outside the manufacture of carpets, and 
when it is recalled that these wools are mainly imported in a 
washed and scoured condition, thus reducing their shrinkage to 
a minimum, it becomes apparent to what an enormous extent they 
have supplanted wools of the first and second class, taking away 
the demand and lowering their price, to the direct injury of the 
American woolgrower. 

Mr. President, if we make a still more liberal allowance for 
the amount of wool which goes into each yard of carpet, it still 
leaves an enormous discrepancy between the carpet manufactured 
and the amount of third-class wool imported. 

There can be no question, in E of these figures, but that 
an enormous amount of these so-called carpet wools have been 
imported at these extremely low rates of duty, and have been 
imported in a washed and scoured condition, at a valuation of 
10 cents or less per pound, and have entered into direct competi- 
tion with the domestic wools produced by the American wool- 
grower. 

Ihave another statement here from the Philadelphia American 
bearing upon the same question, going into the matter very fully. 
I shall ask to have it printed as a part of my remarks. I shall not 
stop to read it, as it embraces very largely the same matters of 
which I have spoken. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paper referred to will be inserted, 
in the absence of objection. 

The paper ref to is as follows: 


A gentleman living in Philadelphia, probably the highest authority, sa; 
that 104 unds of dyed yarn are used in each piece of mess of exirs super 
carpet, divided as follows: 


rpets” probably less than 1 pound of wool 
i yard ofcarpet. How the rates of duties proposed in the Sen- 
&te tariff bill could increase the cost (as Mr. Dornan says) of ingrain — 8 
by 20 cents a yard, we are, in view of the fact that not more than 1 pound of 
wool goes into a yard of carpet, on the average, and that the p: rate 
of duty on carpet wools is but 4 cents per pound, unable to unde 8 

The extent of the present use of carpet wools in the manufacture of cloth - 
ing and upholstery will be made clear by a perusal of the following bald facts. 


They need no comment. 

When looms of all kinds in P. lvania are run to full capacity, the an- 
nual production of carpets of all kind is about 43.000.000 yards, and in the rest 
of the country about 27,000,000 yards, a total of 70,000,000. 

Imports of class 3 wools (carpet wools) for the fiscal year ending June 30 
were as follows: ' 

Pounds. Pounds. 
90, 405, 690 | 189 105, 45, 649 
92,581, T. ee ee 97,921, 715 
. 122, 386, 072 — — 
42,918, 584 Total 551, 618, 992 


Here we have a total amount of carpet wool imported in six years of 551,- 
992 an average of 91,936,499 pounds. Now, if it takes but a pound 
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t mills ru 


of wool on the average to make a of t, our 

full time would consume but N 000 DORUM of ca 

unds less than the average importation. 
ything like full time, and the wool used in the past 


wool, or nearly 
ut the carpet looms 


an 

two years for making carpets probably did not exceed two-thirds of the 
normal, say 47,000,000 pounds. Therefore, of the annual importations of 
wools as t wools and averaging 91,936,499 pounds, an average 
of more than 44,000, pounds must have been used during the past two 
years for other purposes, to wit, clothing and upholstery,or have remained 
unused. 


Mr. MANTLE. As to some other matters contained in Mr. 
Justice's statement, I do not believe that the Senate amendment 
raising the dnty upon third-class wools averaging 10 cents or be- 
low in value to 4 cents per pound will amount to an increase of 1} 
cents per pound, as stated by Mr. Justice. It is true that the av- 
erage import value of third-class wool during the McKin!ey period 
was only 8} cents. That low valuation was induced very largely 
by the system of ad valorem duties under which fraudulent under- 
valuations were made, and hence the real value of the wool was 
not shown. However, last year under free wool theimportations 
of third-class wool came in ata valuation of 9.6 cents. This would 

ive something over 3 cents a pound, reduced to a specific basis. 

that the increase made by the Senate committee is less than 1 

cent per pound on third-class wools of the value of 10 cents or less, 
and not a cent and a quarter, as stated by Mr. Justice. 

I do agree with Mr. Justice, however, in this, that placing a 
duty of 4 cents upon wools valued at 10 cents or less and placin 
a duty of 7 cents per pound on wools valued at over 10 cents wi 
certainly result in allof these wools, or practically all of them, 
coming in at a valuation of 10 cents or less in order to escape the 
additional duty of 3 cents per pound. 

In my judgment, Mr. President, that is an unwise method of 
levying the duty, because the sudden jump after reaching 10 cents 
in value, from 4 cents to 7 cents duty, must inevitably and neces- 
sarily lead to fraudulent undervaluations. The result will be, as 
it has been in the MS that the great bulk of these wools will 
come in and they will pay but 4 cents per pound duty. That is 
certain to be the result. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question at that point? 

Mr. MANTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Is the Senator's proposition in regard to the spe- 
cific tax to be laid upon these carpet wools to abolish the classifi- 
cation of price as the dividing line, 10 cents or 13 cents a pound, 
and make a uniform specific duty upon all? 

Mr. MANTLE. Whose proposition? 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator's proposition. 

Mr. MANTLE. I think, Mr. President, that by far the most 
MS proposition would be to levy a specific rate upon all car- 

t wools, 

Por. GRAY. Without distinction as to price? 

. To levy a specific duty upon all of the carpet 
woo : 

Mr. GRAY. Without distinction as to price? 

Mr.MANTLE. Withoutany distinction, becauseI believe when 
youintroduce the ad valorem system, by making a dividing line 
of value, you will induce undervaluations. 

Mr. GRAY. Then what does the Senator think would be the 
propor specific zm - 

r.MANTLE. 'lhe woolgrowers themselves have agreed that 
the duty should be 7 cents per pound, and they believe that the 
game advances should be made with reference to third-class wools 
as are made with reference to first and second class wools; that is, 
that there should be an added duty for washed wools and a trebled 
duty for scoured wools. I believe that any other system, under all 
the circumstances and with the other classifications, than a single 
specific rate must necessarily lead to fraud. 

In connection with this particular class of wools, so far as the 
duty of 7 cents upon third-class wools valued at over 10 cents per 

und is concerned, I agree with Mr. Justice that the recommen- 
Satan of the committee is a lowering instead of a raising of the 
duty, because what few wools of the third class came in hereto- 
fore at the higher rate of valuation averaged 7} cents per pound. 
So that 7 cents is practically a lowering of one-half cent a pound 
upon the better es of carpet wool. However, this is a very 
small matter; it is almost insignificant, because only 2 cent of 
all the importations of third-class wools come in at the higher rate 
of duty. 

So 1 as the McKinley law is concerned, the woolgrowers of 
the country, notwithstanding Mr. Justice's statement to the con- 
trary, were not satisfied with the measure. It did not give them 
in practice the protective benefit which they had anticipated from 
it iran of these faults in the act itself, these failures properly 
to rd the classification, these loopholes, such as admitting sec- 
pots —— wools without an additional duty and permitting skirted 
wools to come in without additional duty. Through these faults 
and failures the woolgrowers of the couniry assert, and they prove 
it absolutely, that they were deprived of the protective benefit 
which was intended to be given them by the McKinley law. The 


nning | protective benefit was cut down, as I said before, from 50 to 40 


and in some instances 30 per cent. 

Mr. GRAY. Let me ask the Senator, for he is familiar with 
these matters, what was the protective duty given the woolgrow- 
ers under the McKinley Act and what was its character, as to 
whether it was specific or ad valorem? 

Mr. MANTLE. The McKinley law gave on wools of class 1— 
clothing wools—11 cents per pound, double on washed, and triple 
on scoured; on wool of the second class, known as combing wool, 
12 cents on unwashed and washed and triple duty on scoured; and 
on third-class wool it gave an ad valorem duty of 32 per cent on a 
valuation of 13 cents or less and 50 per cent above 13 cents in value, 
with no distinction as to washed or scoured, because under the ad 
valorem duty it was unnecessary to make that distinction. 

Mr. GRAY. I understand, if the Senator from Montana will 
pardon me, that he says under the duty the woolgrowers did not 
receive the benefit they expected to receive, 

Mr. MANTLE. They certainly did not. That is their conten- 


on. 

Mr. GRAY. That means that the price of the wool grown in 
this country was not raised in the proportion they supposed it 
would be raised. 

Mr. MANTLE. That is one reason. Of course it is well known 
that the A m of wool all over the world went down during those 

ears. ere was panic everywhere and general depression. It 

n, I believe, in Argentina, at the time of the failure of the 
Baring Bros. That country went all to pieces and wool went 
away down, and it did not recover and has not recovered yet, and 
I believe the shock then suffered by the woolgrowing interest has 
never been recovered from. It brought down the prices of wool 
the world over. 

Mr.GRAY. The McKinley Act was not an equivalent for that 
reduction? : 

Mr. MANTLE. It was not an equivalent. 

Mr. GRAY. It did not raise the price of wool. 

Mr. MANTLE. It did not make the difference. That is gen- 
erally acknowled v al who have written on the subject. 
Mr. Justice himself, in the very elaborate tables he has prepared, 
shows that the protective duty of 11 cents as 8 to the 
higher class wools resulted in a protective benefit of only about 
8 cents, while on far Western wools it resulted in a protective 
benefit of only 5 or 6 cents. Of course, when we take into con- 
sideration the enormous distance our wools have to be transported 
to get it into market and consider upon the other hand the low 
rate of freight obtainable by ocean rtation for the Aus- 
tralian and South American wools, we begin to see to what 
extent the protective benefit to the domestic woolgrower was re- 


uced. 

I wish to offer a substitute for this paragraph whenever we 
arrive at nest proper time for offering it. 

Mr. MILLS. r. President, it has always been an incompre- 
hensible thing to me why it is that our woolgrowing people will 
persistently demand a tax on wool, when the whole record for 
more than two generations shows that wool under all tariffs has 
been constantly falling. It is one of the articles that can not be 
protected any more than cotton can be protected. Cotton can 
not be protected because its price is fixed in England, and because 
we export largely infinitely more than we import. "The tariff can 
not affect cotton in the United States, We do import largely of 
wool, but wool for forty or fifty years has been abnormally high. 
It was high because its production was not in keeping with the 
demand for it. 

The growth of wool has been stimulated all over the world for 
the last forty years. It has been increasing in amount vastly dis- 
proportionate to the demand for it for consumption, and in addi- 
tion to that the fact that wool wasso much higher than the substi- 
tutes which could be used in lieu of it has stimulated theingenuity 
of manufacturers all over the world to use in place of wool other 
things which are cheaper than wool. The use of cotton is largely 
increasing in the manufacture of wool. The use of shoddy and 
rags and hair is increasing, and as substitutes for wool articles 
worth 7 and 8 and 9 cents a pound and cotton at 5 cents a pound 
have been put into the manufacture of wool and have displaced a 
pound of wool, and wool has been falling and falling for forty 


enrs. 
T I have the tables before me, and I have examined them from 
1860 down. Ihave here the tables from 1890, and I wish to give 
to the Senate the price of XX Ohio wool, a standard by which we 
examine the prices of wool in the United States, in order to see 
what effect the tariff has had on wool. The McKinley Act went 
into operation in October, 1890, and XX Ohio wool was worth in 
the Philadelphia market 32 to 34 cents a J aer Let us see what 
it was in 1894, when the act was ed. In August, 1894, it 
was worth 20 to 23 cents a pound. 1t had fallen from 32-34 to 


20-93 cents a pound with a protective tariff of 11 cents a pound 
to prevent it from falling, and to make it rise. In August, 1894, 


1897. 
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when wool was put on the free list, this Ohio wool was worth 


und. Then I will give what it is at the 
nttime. In May last (the quotations are not brought down 
er), it was 21 to 23 cents a pound. With no protection it has 

risen since it was put on the free list. What do these facts show? 

Incontestably that the tariff can not affect the price of Wool. 

Now, let us look at the Texas wool, use Í am interested in 
the Texas woolgrowers, and they are interested in me, making 
their interest manifest on all proper occasions. Texas wool, 
“coarse, six and eight months," in October, 1890, when it was 
protected by a duty of 11 cents a pound, was worth in the Phila- 
delphia markets from 14 to 17 cents a pound. In August, 1894, 
when it was put on the free list, it was worth 10 to 11 cents a 
pound. It is now worth 11 to 18 cents a pound. It, too, has in- 
creased. The Montana wool has inc „All the wool in the 
United States has increased since it was put on the free list—not 
much, but little. It has not fallen. 

If the tariff had protected it to the extent of 11 cents a pound, 
when that 11 cents was subtracted from it the wool would not 
have been worth 1 cent a pound. t 

Mr. WARREN. Will it disturb the Senator from Texas if I 
ask him a question? 

Mr. MILLS. Oh, no. 

Mr. WARREN. I notice the Senator dates his prices of wool 
from the time the law went into effect making wools free. Is not 
the Senator willing to admit that the effect of the Wilson law was 
discounted before its actual and as soon as it was known 
that the law would be , and does he not know that prices 
had fallen while there was yet a tariff upon wool, because it was 
known that before the wool could be manufactured and disposed 
of there would probably be free wool? Intaking the later rate he 
quotes, I presume the Senator will admit that the prospect of a 
tariff on wool has raised the price in the same way, before we actu- 
ally have protection and while we are yet under free wool, in the 
same way that prices for wool were reduced in price by the pros- 
pect of free wool. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, how is it that the wool has been 
falling from 1860, 1870, 1880, straight down from 40 to 50 cents a 
ume, d and has got down to the point I mentioned, in 1890, when 
the McKinley bill was enacted, and has continued with unbroken 
current right downhill? 

Mr. WARREN. It falls in spite of tho tariff, but not because 
of the tariff. 

Mr. MILLS.. That is precisely what I said, that it was in spite 
of the tariff, and I certainly have been unfortunate in the use of 
the English language if I do not convey that idea to the mind of 
my friend the Senator from W yoming. 

r. MANTLE. Maylinterrupt the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 

Mr. MANTLE. The Senator from Texas will not deny, how- 
ever, that generally the imposition of a tariff upon wool has raised 
the price to the American woolgrower. 

r.MILLS. Ihave never been able to discover it anywhere. 

Mr. HOAR. Then what harm does it do? 

Mr. MANTLE. I am prepared to make the statement direct 
and very emphatic that, so far as the woolgrowers of Montana 
are concerned, a protective tariff, when in force, generally did 
enhance the price of their wool. I think it is susceptible of proof 
beyond contradiction. 

. VEST. What tariff? 

Mr. MANTLE. Up to the enactment of the McKinley law, and 
even under the McKinley law, for a portion of the time the price 
of the domestic product was higher than the price of wool in the 
foreign market. I do not think there is any disputing that prop- 
osition. 

Mr. MILLS. I believe it is a principle of the law of evidence 
that verbal testimony shall not be admitted to vary, add to, con- 
tradict, or explain a record. Iam speaking from the official rec- 
ord, and not from anybody's memory in the States. Here is the 
official report made to the Government by an officer of the Gov- 
ernment. Itakehisfigures. The price of wool in the Philadel- 
phia and Boston markets, and in the New York market, and in all 
the manufacturing markets in the United States is precisely the 
same that it is at the sheep ranch, with the addition of the cost of 
transportation and handling between the producer and the con- 
sumer. 

Now, I have shown from these figures that wool has been falling 
and falling, in spite of the tariff, and not by reason of the tariff. 
I never said that the tariff led to the fall. I think the tariff may 
have had some incidental effect in helping the fall of wool, but I 
started out bysaying that it was the increased productionof wool 
all over the world and the increased consumption of cheaper sub- 
stitutes for wool, taking the place of wool in all the manufactures 
of the world, such as cotton and shoddy and rags and hair. That 


froin 20 to 23 cents a 


is what I said. Here arethe figures, and I am going to have them 
put into the RECORD, so that everyone can examine 


them. They 


are sent from the Treasury Department to us. They show that 
Miner ip, it has been free bas risen from 1 cent to 2 cents a 
und. 
us ow, Mr. President, why is that? Not only has wool risen, but 
we have had the most remarkable increase in the importation of 
foreign wools into this country that we have ever known. Two 
hun million pounds and over last year, and nearly 200,000,000 
pounds the year before, far in excess of what we had with the 
tariff. All this wool has been wrought up by American labor, 
and our people have consumed it, or very nearly all of it, very 
little woolen goods being exported from the United States. The 
price of wool gone up with that enormous increase of impor- 
tation. 

Whyisit? Because the decreased cost of woolen goods from 
100 per cent by the McKinley tariff down to 40 per cent increased 
the amount of their consumption and inc the demand for 
them, and it carries out the argument which we on this side have 
been making and which our predecessors have been making for 
the last half century, that in proportion as you decrease the cost 
of an article the consumption is increased and there is an in- 
creased demand for thethings that make both work and material. 
Thisincreased importation of woolhas been a blessing to the work- 
men of this country, and it has been a blessing to the people who 
oe woolen goods. 

ho, then, gets the benefit of the duties on wool? The people 
who pay the taxes have the taxes to pay that you put on wool, not 
to the woolgrower, but they pay them to the wool manufacturer. 
Look at your schedules in the bill, look at them in the McKinley 
Act, and you see a compensatory duty of 11 cents a pound on every 
und of wool. Notwithstanding that the pound of wool has not 
nincreased but decreased, the manufacturer gets that 11 cents, 
and our tariff bills are constructed upon the hypothesis that 3 
pounds of wool in the grease make 1 pound of clean cloth. - So the 
manufacturer gets 33 cents a pound for every pound of scoured 
wool that goes into the cloth, and the sheep grower gets nothing. 
He has never got anything. Never one solitary cent has he ever 
received by reason of the tariff. 

How much does it amount to? Let us look at the census report 
of 1890, and this is made by a wool manufacturer. It shows that 
we consumed, in the manufactures in 1890,197,763,698 pounds of 
scoured wool, 7,684,804 pounds of camel's hair, 2.136,244 pounds of 
mohair, 42,996,248 pounds of cotton, and 73,678.000 pounds of 
shoddy and alpaca, making altogether 324,259,060 pounds, on every 
po of which he got the compensatory duty of 33 cents for what 

e nioge he pays by reason of the increased tariff on 1 pound of 
scoured wool, but not one cent did he ever pay on one pound of 
scoured wool produced in the United States. He did pay on the 
wool im into this country, but he never paid it on the wool 
produced in the United States. 

How much does it amount to? I have figured a little on this. 
On 197,763,698 pounds, at 33 cents (some of this is at three and a 
half times and some at four times, but I have made a calculation 
at three times), it amounts to $65,262,020, which we pay to the 
woolen manufacturers in the United States upon the assumption 
that they have paid it in addition to the domestic price of their 
wool. But Ihave shown when the tariff was taken from wool it 
did not take 11 cents a pound from the pound of grease wool, but 
it has increased in value. Not only did they get the compensa- 
tion for that on wool, but they got, on 42,996,248 pounds of cotton 
in 1890, for which they paid 7 or 8 cents a pound, 11 centsa pound, 
as though it had been in the grease, and they got33 cents a pound 
when it was scoured and combed and ready to go into the cloth. 
But the cotton grower did not get unything and the woolgrower 
did not get anything. 'The manufacturers got it, and then they 

ot for 73,678,066 pounds of shoddy, at the same rate, $24,000,000. 

ere is $104,000,000 specific duties, compensatory duties, compen- 
sation for what the woolgrower thinks he gets, but what the man- 
ufacturer knows he gets. 

The whole duty in the woolen schedule goes to the manufac- 
turer, nothing goes to the woolgrower, and hence we have been 
trying to put wool upon the free list, not that we want to dis- 
criminate in the bestowal of bounties between the woolgrower 
and the wool manufacturer, but because in a reduction of the 
taxes on wool we are enabled to reduce the taxes on woolen goods, 
and that was the argument made when, in the House, we passed 
the bill of 1888. It was stated in that report: 


The repeal of all duties on wool enables us to reduce the duties on the 
manufactures of wool 812.32. 211.65. The largest reduction we have made is 
in the woolen schedule, and this reduction was only made possible by plac- 
ing wool on the free list. 


This has been our argument, and this is the reason why we now 
ask to put wool on the free list instead of piling up duties on wool 
for the benefit of the woolen manufacturer. 

I ask to have these tables printed as an appendix to my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the tables 
will be printed in the RECORD. 
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The tables referred to are as follows: 


Philadelphia quotations of prices of woole 
[Reported by Coates Bros.] 


Kinds of wool. 


OHIO, PENNSYLVANIA, AND WEST VIRGINIA FLEECE, WASHED. 
2 Ant BDOTE Ze E rp nore am penat ui apa d SUE Kr 


Ww |, coarse 
Unwashed, medium 
Unwashed, low and coarse 

Unwashed, braid......... 

UNWASHED. 
Light and bright. 
POr a ra ence J ARI ES AVARA 
Medium. 


ssas 20-23 
23-26 
18-20 18-20 

nea 18-20 
Medium, 6 and 8 months. 20-22 | 18-22 18-24 | 18-24 
Oseres; 6 and 8 fmohibg.. LL cuo A Sou Qedeuiwibo wis 15-18 | 15-18 15-18} 15-18 
18-22 18-22| 20-22 
21-24 22-25 | 24-26 
18-20 18-20] 18-20 
16-20 16-20 | 10-20 

UTAH AND WYOMING. 

need . 18-21 | 18-20 18-20 | 18-20 
Unwashed, heavy, fine.... -| 15-18] 15-18 15-18 | 14-16 
Unwashed, fine medium ..| 18-22] 18-22 18-21 | 18-21 
Unwashed, selected medium... .| 22-24] 21-23 21-24 | 21-24 
Unwsbhed, OW - T—TT—TT—T—T—T———— .....] 20-22] 19-21 19-21 | 19-21 
88-40 | 38-40 37-40 | 37-40 
86-38 | 36-38 35-37 | 35-37 
33-36 | 33-36 382-35 | 82-35 
27-30 | 27-30 28-30 | 28-90 
82-94 | 82-34 30-81 30-34 
28-30 | 25-28 26-28 | 27-30 
18-25 | 18-25 18-22 | 18-2 


OHIO, PENNSYLVANIA, AND WEST VIRGINIA FLEECE, WASHED. 


and &boye.........---- ec Lr ere eere re «4 
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Philadelphia quotations of prices of wool—Continued. 
1891—Continued. 


Kinds of wool. 


Cents. 


OOMBING AND DELAINE FLEECE. 


Washed, fine delaine. 
Washed, medium 


HL NE 
Erben kette 


19-21 
28-28 
24-26 
18-21 
Dark colored. 

imei ceo I Ee E A c T eia Pw Len c] 10-18 
Heavy, fine.. 14-16 14-15 
"Medium | 21 19-21 
‘Fine m 17-18 
17-20 
"Medium and fine, choice 21-94 
"Medium and fine, hea 15-18 
18-20 
AR A A e eL ML EUST TR ue As 16-17 
21-23 
17-20 
15-16 
14-15 
14-16 
5 2222 ͤ Kd a e HER PR T d 20-22 
Metam. | € 22-94 
Coarse, 1 a i EARS 17-19 
"Medium, 0 and 8 montha 18-20 
Coarse, 6 and 8 months... 15-317 

Unwashed, fine, 
Unwashed, — ME = im 
Unwashed, coa: 17-20 
washed, Sark e: colored, 1 8 16-20 10-20 


UTAH AND WYOMING. 


Unwashed, light, fine 
Unwashed, heavy, fine.. 
Unwashed, fine medium.. 


NEW YORK, MICHIGAN, INDIANA, AND WISCONSIN FLEECE, 
WASHED. 


Sirie Seb 


mon 


^ 
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Philadelphia quotations of prices of wool—Continued. 


1892—Continued. 
Janu- | Febru- De- 
Kinds of wool. ary ary March. April. | May. | June. | July. cem- 
5 E ber. 
COMBING AND DELAINE FLEECE. 
Cents. 

30-33 
34-36 
53-35 
30-33 
26-28 
25-27 
21-23 
19-21 
21-96 21-26 
18-21 
16-18 
14-15 
17-19 

17-20 
Medium and fine, choice.. S 21-4 | 21-23 | 21-23 | 21-233 | 21-3 | 21-2 | 21-93 21-23 
Medium and fine, heavy. -.| 15-18 | 15-17 | 15-17 | 15-17 | 15-17 | 15-17 | 15-17 15-17 
Common and quarter blood 18-20 | 1 17-19 | 17-19 | 17-19 | 17-19 | 17-19 17-19 
CORNED, ORE a aa . EE E 16-17 | 16-17 | 16-17 | 16-17 | 16-17 | 16-17 | 16-17 16-17 

21-23 | 21 -2| 21-22] 2-2 | 21-2 
47-19 | 17-19 | 17-19 | 17-19 | 17-19] 17-19 17-19 
15-16 | 15-16 | 15-16 | 15-16 | 15-16 | 15-16 16-17 
14-15 | 1-15 | 13-15 | 13-15 | 13-15 14-16 
13-15 | 13-15 12-15 13-15 
20-21 | 20-21 | 20-21 | 18-2C| 18-2 | 18-20 18-90 
2 2 2 20-23 
17-19 | 17-19 | 17-19 | 17-19 | 17-19 | 17-19 16-18 
1 16-20 | 14-18 | 14-18 | 14-18 14-18 
1 1 18-20 18-20 
15-17 | 15-17 | 15-17 | 15-17 | 15-17 | 15-17 15-16 
17-20 | 17-20 | 17-2 | 17-18 | 17-2 | 17-20 17-20 
Unwashed, im 139 C3) 17-20 | 17-90 | 17-20 17-20 
Unwash 5-18| 1518| 1518| 15-48 | 15-18 15-18 

UTAH AND WYOMING. 

Unwashed, Nene: fina-— ok ol E E O ack enuscadcneychstapecace 17-20 | 17-20 | 17. 17 7 7 16-18 
Unwashed, heavy, fine. M-16| 14-16 | 1-16| 14-16| 14-16) 14-16 14-16 
Unwashed, fine medium.... 18-21 | 18-2) 17. 18-20 8-20 18-20 
Unwashed, selected medium E 21-23 | 21-22 | 21-23 202 | 22-94 21-92 
TAS REGUL OW Exe LEE UE lere eS aU E PERLE eras 18-20 | 18- 18-90 | 18-20 18-20 
Sak reta 85-96 | 35-36 | 35-38 | 35-38 | 35-36 | 35-38 34-35 
: 31-38 | 31-83 | 91-93 | 31-33 | 31-33 | 31-33 30-32 
25-27 | 25-27 | 205-27 | 25-27 | 28-27 | 25-27 23-25 
28-30 28-30 28-31 | 28-31 30-83 
d 25-28 | 25-28 | 25-28 | 25-28 | 20-29 | 20-29 26-29 
Short merino and shearlings 19-22 | 19-22 | 19-22] 19-92| 192| 19-22 18-20 


OHIO, PENNSYLVANIA, AND WEST VIRGINIA FLEECE, WASHED. 
zr UII ROVSL LEE coke ota td RAT QUSE SANSA AS pie 


WASHED. 


mmon and cotted 
COMBING AND DELAINE FLEECE. 


Unwashed, low medium . = 
6 — ꝗ .... ̃ ⅛ ——— 
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1893—Continued. 
Sep- No- De- 
Janu- Au- Octo- 
Kinds of wool. tem- vem. |; cem- 
ary. gust. per. Per- | ber. | ber 
UNWASHED. 
Light and bright. Cents. Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. 
21 15-17 | 1-186 | 13- 13-16 13-16 
19-21 | 18-20 1 19-20 
17-19 | 17-19 | 17-19 18-19 
15-17 | 14-16 | 13-15 | 13- 14-16 


Light, fine 12-14 | 12143 10-12; 10-12| 10-12 
Heavy, fine.. 8-12 8-10 8-10 8-10 8-10 
Medium 15-17 | 15-46 | 14-16 | 14-16| 14-16 
Fine medi 13-15 | 13-15 | 12-14 | 1234] 12-14 
Course 1416 1415 12-144] 12-14] 12-4 


Medium and fine, choice 


Medium and fine, hea 10-12 8-12 8-12 
Common and quarter b! 1415 1415 13-15] 13-15 13-15 
Coarse, carpet............ 12-13 12-13 | 12-13 12-13 


um, 6 and 8 months. 18-20 14-17 | 14-16 | 12-14 |. 11-13 11-13 
WR ud Months oe ois os ETE T TORT T ETTIO TII E T IE 15-16 10-13 | 10-12 | 10-12 8-10 
MONTANA. 
Unwashed, fine, bright ...... .| 17-20 12-M | 10-12} 10-12 10-12 
Unwashed, medium, bright 20-23 16-18 | 15-17 | 13-15 |. 13-15 13-15 
Unwashed, coarse, bright ..... 17-20 141-16 | 13-15 | 12-15 | 12-15 12-15 
Unwashed, dark colored, heavy or short 15-18 812} 8-12| 812] 8-12 8-12 


UTAH AND WYOMING. 


, heavy, 2 0| 810} 8-10 8-10 
Unwashed, fine medium 12-315 | 12-14 | 11-13] 11-13 | 11-13 
Unwashed, sel 15-17 | 14-15 | 13-15 | 13-15 13-15 
Unwashed, low 13-15 | 12-335 | 12-14 |. 12-44 12-344 


Cintas Balen ao nacer ea sani ue pro quekddi mpduce eM ndm 
Fair, ordinary... 


20-23 
16-20| 16-20, 16-20 | 16-20 10-20 
25-25 | 20-25 | 20-23 n 


20-23 | 18-92 
1014| 10-244 | 1012] 842] 832 


1894. 
OHIO, PENNSYLVANIA, AND WEST VIRGINIA FLEECE, WASHED. 
XX and above 22-95 22-93 | 91-23 | 223| 21-92 | 20-21) 20-93| 20-92] 19-90 | 18.20 18-19 
x STARA z 3 20-21 | 20-21] 21-22} 20-91 | 1820] 18-90 | 18-20] 18-19] 17-18] 16-18 
Medium : 2325 | 24| 23-94 | 23-94 | 20-22) 21-22] 21-23] 20-22 | 90-29 1 
Quarter 23-24 | 23-25 2195 | 20-33 21-23 20-22} 21-22 
Common and cotted 29-21 | 20-21} 20-21] 19-90 | 18-19 | 18-20 | 1820| 18-20| 18-20 | 18-20 
NEW YORK, MICHIGAN, INDIANA, AND WISCONSIN FLEECE, 
z WASHED. 
20-21 19- 19-20 1 17-19 | 17-18 | 16438 | 16-17 
18-20 | 18-19 | 19-20] 18-19 | 16-18 | 17-18! 17-18 | 16-17 | 16-17 | 15-16 
23-94 22-93 | 22-23 | 20-21 | 20-21 1| 221| 19-20 
2is0| 23-94 21-22 | 90-92 | 29-21 


COMBING AND DELAINE FLEECE. 


"TWanhed, fine dolhinez--..—--.3. y 21-95 | 24-25 | 23-25 | 22-24] 239-25 | 22-44 21-23 | 21-22 | 21-22 | 19-20 18-20 
Washed, medium -| 9$»30| 24-5 225 21-25 21-23 | 22-23 22-93 | 21-22 
‘Washed, IowW z 21-25 | 24-25 24-25 | 24-25 22-23 | 22-294 | 22-93 | 22-23 
Washed, coarse...... . 224 22-24 22-24| 20-21 | 20-21 

Unwashed, medium -| 20-21 | 19-20) 19-20| 18-20| 18-2% f 18-19| 17-18| 18-19 18-19 18-19] 17-18 16-1T 
Unwashed, low medium - ---| 19-20 | 19-20 | 19-20] 19-21 | 19-21 | 19-20] 17-19] 18-20} 18-19 | 18-18] 18-19 17-18 


Ze cas i quce sebo uper es cu ToS REQUE 15-17 15-18 | 15-18 | 15-18 17-18 17-18 | 16-17| 17-18 | 17-18 17-18 17-18| 16-17 
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Kinds of wool. 


UNWASHED—continued. 
Dark colored. 

Ligh — — S . —-„—¾e 
Harz fine 
Medium ..... 
Fine medium 
Medium and fine, cho —v—— 
Medium and fine, heavy ...... 
Common and quarter blood 


Fine, spring 
Medium, spring 
ORR n iss aunts E E E pap dens aaO REA bees due dS Ede 


Unwashed, fine, PESE LAEE MAS ESL Sens Meer Br GE UE pace 
Unwashed, — ss e 


Unwashed, 

aver dk colored, * c ecdaneuus m 
UTAH AND WYOMING. 

88 light, %%%%ͤ 0 


Unwashed, heavy, fine 
Unwashed, fine medium. 


OHIO, PENNSYLVANIA, AND WEST VIRGINIA FLEECE, WASHED. 


is and above 17-19 | 17-18 | 17-18] 17-18 | 16-18] 16-18) 17-19] 18-20 | 18-20 19-20} 19-21 
— 16-17 | 16-17 | 16-17 | 16-17 | 16-17 | 16-17 | 16-7 | 17-18 | 17-18 17-18 
Medium. 20-21 | 20-21] 20-21 | 20-21 19-20 18-19 | 19-2 | 20-22 | 20-2 | 20-22 21-22 
qu r blood - .21-22]| 21-22| 21-22 | 21-22 | 20-21 | 19-20) 21-22] 21-23) 21-3 21-23 
Timon SAC e ege Cr eom E E 18-20 | 18-19 | 18-19 | 18-19| 18-19 | 17-18 | 18-19 | 20-21| 19-20 9-20| 19-20 


NEW YORK, MICHIGAN, INDIANA, AND WISCONSIN FLEECE, 
WASHED, 


16-17 | 16-17 | 16-17 | 15-16 | 15-19 16-17} 16-18] 16-18 16-18 
15-16 | 15-16 | 15-16 | 1445 14-15] 15-16] 16-17] 16-17 10-17 
20-21 | 20-21 | 20-21) 2-2 


COMBING AND DELAINE FLEECE. 


Washed, fine delaine 18-20 18-20 | 18-19 | 17-19] 18-20; 19-2 | 19-21 20-21 
Washed, medium 21-22 | 21-22 | 20-21 20-22 22-23 
Washed, low... 22-23 22-23 22-22 | 23-25 | 23-94 
‘Washed, coarse 1 1| 20-21] 20-21] 18-19 | 19-20 | 22-23 | 22-93 21-22 
Unwashed, med " 16-17 | 16-17 | 16-17 | 16-17 | 15-16] 16-18 | 17-19 17-18 17-19 
Unwashed, low medium 17-18 | 17-18 | 17-18 | 17-18 | 16-47 | 17-19 18-18 
Unwashed, 16-17 | 16-17 | 16-47] 16-317 | 16-17] 15-16 | 16-17 | 17-19 | 17-18 17-18 
UNWASHED. 
11-12] 11-12| 11-12) 11-12] 11-42 1143 18-14] 12-13 12-14 
6| 15-16] 15-16 14-16 | 15-17 | 16-18 | 16-17 16-17 
16-17 | 16-17] 16-17 | 16-17 | 15-16 | 16-18 | 17-19 | 17-18 17-18 
15- 15-16 | 15-16 | 15-16 | 14-15 | 15-16] 17-18 10-17 
Dark colored. 
Light, —————— —————— 9-10 910 9-10| 9-10 9-10 9-10 9-31 9-11 9-11 
Heavy, fine.. 8 B 6-8 6-8 6-8 8-9 
Medium .... 12-13 | 12-13] 12-13| 12-13] 12-13 4 12-14 
Fine medium 11-12 | 11-12] 11-12 | 1042 10-12] 11-12 | 10-13| 11-13 11-13 
T 8 u-i 11212] 11-12] 112 132] 1142] 1244 [ 12-14 
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Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. fa. Cents. | Cents. 
1113 1143 11-13| 11 114 11-13 | 12-1 12-15 | 12-15 12-15 
8-10 8-10 8410 8-10 — 8-10 | 10-12 10-12 10-12] 10-12 10-12 
12-13 | 12-13 | 12- 12-13 | 10-12 | 1042 1143 11-13| 11-13 | 11-13 — 
10-12 10-12 10-12 10-42 10-11] 1041 10-12 T0-12 
12-13 | 12-13 12-13| 12-13| 12-13 | 13-15 | 19-15 | 13-15 1345 13-15 
30-12 | 10-12| 10-42 10-12 | 10-1 11-12 1£| 12-14] 12-14| 12-14] 12-14 
Coarse, carpet, light 10-12 10-12 10-12 | 10-11 | 10-11 9-10 | 10-11 | 10-311 | 10-11 | 10-11 10-11 
Coarse, carpet, sandy or burry.. T-9| 7-9| 17-9] 7-9 -9| 8&9] 810| 840] 8-10] 8410 8-1U 
Black 8-10| 810} 8-10| 810) 8-10] 810} 941] 9-11 
8-10 | 810; 810 9-11 
10-12] 10-12 | 10-12 11-13 
9-11 9-11 9-11 9-10 
11 10-11} 10-11 10-12 
11-13 11-18 | 11- 12-14 
10-11| 10-11 | 10-11 10-12 
wi A t Heu LN S. We LIU re ok Mee S teta D c tent 940 9-10| 9-10| 9-10| 39-310 0| 9-11} 10-12] 10-12] 10-12| 10 10-12 
888 8 —. 1113 1143 11-13] 11-13] 11-18} 11-13} 11-44] 12-15] 12-14| 1244] 1244] 12-14 
Unwashed, coarse, briglit -... 10-12 | 10-12} 10-12 | 10-12] 10-42] 10-12] 11-13| 12-14] 12-13| 12-13| 12-13 
Unwashed, dark colored, heavy or short 7 9 7-9| 7T-9| 7-9| 79] 7-9 0| 8-12 8-12 8-12 
UTAH AND WYOMING. 
Unwashi RTE cine tees amass eaten diste em RI 8-10 830| 840] 840] 8-10; 8-10] 9-10; 10-11} 10-11] 10-11} 10-11] 10-11 
n ei pee fine.... 7-9 -9| 7-9 -9| 7-9| 7-8 10| 9-10) 9-10| 9-10 0 
Unwashed, fine medium 10-11 | 19-11 | 20-11 | 10-11} 10-11 | 911] 1012 11-13| 10-12 10-12 10-12 
Unwashed, selected medium... -| 1-13 11-13 11-13 | 11-13 | 11-13 | 11-13] 12-14] 12-15 | 12-14| 12-14| 1214] 12-14 
TE OW E A E E A adem tq eC s 10- | 10-11} 10-11 | 10-11 | 10-11 11-43 | 11-13 | 11-13 | 11-13 
293-294 | 23-24 | 22-23 | 92-23| 23-24 | 241-260 | 24-28 | 24-90 | A-B] 2498 
22-23 | 22-23] 212 20-22] 21-23 | 22-24 | 22-24 | 22-24 | 922-24 22-94 
20-21 | 20-21 | 20-21] 19-20| 20-21 20-22| 2-22) 20-22| 20-22| 20-22 
14-15 | 13-14) 13-4 | 1244 12-14} 116 1416 | 14:16] 1416| 14-16 
17-20 | 17-18 | 17-18 | 16-18 | 17-19 18-2 | 18-2 | 18-2 | 18-22 
15-17 | 1546 | 15-1 143436 | 15-17 | 1620| 16-20 | 1620| 16-20] 16-20 
8-12 | 812 12 12 12 10-12 10-412 | 10-12 1042| 10-12 


Kinds of wool 


OHIO, PENNSYLVANIA, AND WEST 
VIRGINIA FLEECE, WASHED. 


? 
a 


i 
eres 


E isse 


18-20 
18-19 


ii 


erb Ekk 


COMBING AND DELAINE FLEECE. 


Washed, fine dclaine 
Washed, medium 
ashed, | 


UNWASHED. 
Light and bright. 


13-15 

18-19 

19-20 

18-19 

11-13 

10-11 

14-16 

13-15 

15 

COLORADO. 
Medium and fine, choice. 12-15 
Medium and fine, hea’ 9-11 
Common and quarter 12-15 
Coarse, carpet 10-13 
XXX——122 
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1896. | 1897. 
7 e Tob reh Apri. | May. | June. | July. | At: tem Octo- aes | Fe- lataren. April. May. 


NEW MEXICAN. 


Choice improved 
Partly improved... 
Coarse carpet, light 


wash dark or 

sa c 812 812; 810 

10-11 

8-10 

10-12 

12-14 

10-12 

TUB WASHED (CANADA), 
are. selected .... au 
ec 20-21 
PULLED. 

City Inerino..-—..-..-.---2.4-—-—. 14-16 | 14-16 | 12-16 

City super and lambs.... ...| 18-22 | 18-22 | 18-22 

Western super and lambs ..| 16-20 | 16-20 | 16-18 
Short merino and yearlings 10-12 | 1012 1.-..--.]--.-- 


. (Cents. Cents. (Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents.] Cents. | Cents.|Cents. 
11-13 | 10-12 | 10-12 | 10-12 | 11-12 | 11-13 | 11-13 | 11-13 | 11-13 | 12-14 | 13-15 
1012 9-11| 9-11 | 9-11 | 10-11 | 10-12 | 10-12 | 10-12 | 10-12 | 11-1 12-14 
10-11 | 9-10| 8-10 | 8-10 | 9-10 | 10-12 | 10-12 | 10-12 | 10-12 | 10-12 | 11-13 

7-9 | 7-8| 6-7| 6-7| 6-8| 810| 810| 8-10| 8-10 9-11 9-11 
7-9| 7-8| 7-8]| 7-8] 8-9| 8-10 8-10] 8-10} 8-10 9-12] 10-12 


912 10 9- 10 

10-13 | 10-12 | 10-12 

10-12 | 10-11 | 10-11 | 10-11 | 10-12 | 11-13 
810| 7-9| 7-9| 7-9| 8-9| 9-10| 910] 9-10| 9-10| 10-12 | 11-13 
10-12 | 10-11 | 9-11 | 10-12 | 10-13 | 10-13 | 10-12 | 10-12 | 10-13 | 12-14 | 13-15 
9-10 | 9-10| 8-10 | 10-11 | 10-12 | 10-12 | 10-12-| 10-12 | 10-12 | 10-12 | 12-14 
6-8| 6€ 7| 6-7] 6 7| 68] 7-9| T-9| 7-9] 7-9| 840 911 
830| 8-9| 8-9| 8&-9| 8-9| 8-9| 8-9| 8 9| 8-9] 91] 1112 
6-8| 6-7| 6-7| 67] Ff 7-8| 7-8] 7-8| 7-8] 8-9| 9-10 
9-11} 910] 910} 910| 9-10| 9-10| 9-40] 910] 9410 102 12-14 
11-13 | 10-12 | 10-12 | 10-12 | 10-12 | 11-12 | 11-13 | 11-13 | 11-13 | 12-14 | 13-15 
9-10| 9-10| 810) 810} 8-IO| 921] 9-11 9-11] 9-11 1612 12-18 
21-23 | 20-22 | 20-21 | 20-21 | 21-92 | 23-24 | 23-94 | 2496 | 24-26 | 25-93 | 25-98 
20-21 | 19-20 | 18-20 | 18-20 | 20-21 | 22-23 | 21-22 | 22-24 | 22-24 | 24-25 | 2125 
18-20 | 18-19 | 17-19 | 17-19 | 18-20 | 20-21 | 90-21 | 20-22 | 20-22 | 22:24 | 22-94 
12-15 | 11-14 | 10-14 | 10-14 | 12-15 | 13-16 | 13-16 | 13-16 | 15-18 | 16-19 | 16-19 
16-20 | 15-16 | 14-18 | 14-18 | 16-19 | 17-20 | 17-20 | 17-20 1 19-23 
14-17 | 13-14 | 12-16 | 12-16 | 14-15 | 15-18 | 15-18 | 15-18 | 16-18 | 17-19 | 17-19 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the Senator from Texas prop- 
erly called attention to the fact that the number of sheep in the 
State-of Montana had increased during late years. That fact can 
not be controverted. The increase, however, did not occur be- 
cause of the decrease in the price of wool. The increase of sheep 
in that State arose from the fact that the increase of the various 
flocks could not be sold at any price whatever. They would not 
pay the freight to the seaboard for export purposes. There was 
no one in the interior of the country foolish enough to purchase 
stock upon-which the loss was continuous, and therefore the in- 
crease occurred naturally and inevitably, not adding, however, 
to the wealth of the persons who owned the flocks, but rather in- 
creasing their burdens and cares. 

Icare not what the figures collected from New York may show. 
The fact known of all men and disputed by none conversant with 
the case is that in the State of Montana during the last two years 
we have been receiving about 6 cents per pound for wool, whereas 
under the much-berated McKinley Act we received from 14 to 20 
cents per pound. The difference between 14 cents and 6 cents is 
the difference between destruction and prosperity. 

Mr. MILLS. Will my friend permit me? Montana wool, un- 
washed fine, by this official statement sent from the Treasury 
Department, was worth from 18 to 20 cents in October, 1890. when 
the McKinley bill was „and it was worth from 8 to 10 cents 
in Au . 1894, when the act was repealed. 

Mr. CARTER. That was in contemplation of the free impor- 
tation of wool under the tariff bill then under consideration, pre- 
cisely as is the case to-day. r 

Mr. MILLS. Then in October, 1895, it was 10 to 12 cents; in 
October, 1896, 7 to 9 cents, and now it is from 11 to 13 cents. 

Mr. HOAR. When did it get up in price? 

Mr. CARTER. Permit me to explain to the Senator that after 
the election of 1892, the triumph in both branches of the legisla- 
tive assembly of a y pledged to free wool and the election of 
a candidate to the Presidency whose cardinal principle of faith 
hung around this particular item, importers, manufacturers, per- 
sons interested in purchasing wool at the lowest possible price, 
discontinued their purchases in the protective market, contem- 

lating the purchase of wool under a free-trade tariff at à much 
lower rate than that which they had been compelled to pay 


under the protective system. 

Mr. GRAY. They did not get a much lower rate. 

Mr. CARTER. Again, it is suzgested by the Senator from 
Texas that the price recently been increasing; and why? Be- 


cause it is believed that the present Congress will place a protect- 
ive tariff upon wool, and that the free-wool markets of the world 
will ere many days be shut off from the purchasers in the United 


States. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, in confirmation of the 
position taken by the Senator from Texas, and as clearly demon- 
strating, as it seems to me, the absolute correctness of his position, 
I wish to present a paper prepared for me on the question of the 
condition of the wool trade of the world, which I will ask to have 
go into the RECORD. ; 

The statement shows that the increase of sheep in Australia 
from 1860 to 1895 was from 20,000,000 sheep in 1860 to 119,000,000 
in 1895; that the wool shipments from that country were 157,000 
bales in 1860, and in 1895, 1,835,000 bales of wool, weighing 400 

unds on the average; that while the flocks had increased sixfold 
in number, the wool shipments had increased tenfold. The im- 
provements in the sheep, the improvements in the woolon the 
sheep, had been such as to bring about that result. 

While there were 16,000,000 sheep in Argentina in 1860, there 
were 80,000,000 in 1895, and while there were 40,000,000 pounds of 
wool shipped from Argentina in 1860, there were 495,000,000 
pounga shipped in 1895; that while the 8 5 had increased five- 

old, the wool shipments had increased twelvefold. This is the 
case as to the Capes und every other locality where, with almost 
unlimited pasturage, with a climate admirably adapted to sheep 
growing, uad increase in number and increase in productiveness 
of wool at such a rate as to produce enormous quantities of wool 
from. year to year. It has sent down the price of wool, and this 
can not be arrested, in my opinion, by tariff laws in any country. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

The great changes that, since the outbreak of our civil war, have taken 

lace in the wool situation of the world, and in manufacturing conditions 
wise, have been nothing short of a revolution. 

I wish to call attention to some facts that have a most important bearing 
npon the conditions as tioy preseni themselves to us now, and briefly to 
iliustrate the influence which the wool situation has on the manufacturing 
conditions by directing the demand for goods. In 1860 the supply of wool for 
manufactu purposes was still largely covered by the home production of 
the different countries. 8 wools were produced mainly by England 


and Canada. 'These wools 5 and are to the present day, prin- 
i coarser and lus 4. Since then Australasia, South 


1897. 
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For 1895 the Statesman's Yearbook of 1807 eris the exports of wool as 
201,000 tons and of sheepskins as 33,000 tons. ding the wool on the skins 
at the rate of computation Mop at this office as 75 per cent of the weight 
of the sheep skin and say 225,000 tons for the total of wool and wool exported 
on the skin, we have 495,000,000 pounds of wool. This is an extra large prod- 
uct. But it was overtopped in 1896 by fully 7} per cent. This is more than 
a 8 increase in the wool odio over 1860, when it was 40,000,000 


un 
3 the same ratio of increase is found in the Cape Colonies. But not 
alone is the number of sheep increased as stated, but the sheep themselves 
have been improved and carry far more wool on their backs than they did in 
the sixties. Australia shows for 1860 3.74 pounds of wool per uz and in 
1892 6.10 pounds. Nearly the same increase is visible in almost all the flocks 
of the different countries that supply most of the clothing and combing wools 
of the day; otherwise the proportion of increase in wool supply could not 
have been ter than the proportion of the increase in sheep. The wool 
supply of Australasia has grown tenfold, while the number of sheep has 
only increased sixfold. The same holds good, as shown in the above com- 
mutation for Argentina. The English sheep at the beginning of the period 
bere SEN er Torey average about 4$ pounds of wool, while now the average 
over 6 poun 
But the peculiar feature aff the situation in manufacturing is that 
almost all the vast supplies of wool coming from the Antipodes are fit for 
combing, although they are entirely merino wools, which, under former classi- 
ons, prior to the war, were not or combing 2 All this 
tremendous supply of extra-European wools necessarily do tes the wool 
situation and determines the materials that are to be manufactured from it. 
Demand does not here dominate the raw material, but the raw material 
dominates the demand, and dictates as well as follows a complete change in 
manufacturing. The wonderful improvements that have been made in comb- 
ing machinery, by which even very short staples can be used for combi 
, have made it possible to make use of these new 5 an 
nable the trade to manufacture a variety of materials which formerly were 


e 
all but unknown in the wool-manufacturing industries. Soft-wool effects are 
roduced in worsteds now, and all wool-worsted articles are put on the mar- 
et at a cost far below m formerly produced in carded woolen goods. 
Cheapness and durability of fabric has n given the consumer as the 
result of the invention and this change in wool production. This, more than 
p else, has made a great deal of mill property of the old type obsolete. 
A ted supply of combing wools formerly gave to England a veg of 
all the trade that oxisted in worsteds and stuff goods for which mish 
wools were particularly adapted. The inventions of the last twenty years 
and the new supplies of soft wools fit for combing have extended worsted 
manufacturing over all manufacturing countries. England, however, with 
its great start and historical position in wool manufactu , and peculiari 
aided by its own excellent breeds, leads the world easily in worsteds an 
stuff goods, and in any goods where the harder textures are a pronounced 
feature. Germany and France also largely employ combing muchinery in 
the softer manufactures for which Australasian and South American fleeces 
are so well adapted, and have produced remarkable effects at prices which 
make goods accessible to the slenderest purse which formerly could be 
eather by the wealthiest classes only. The question arises how the United 
States in their breeds are able to supply wools to answer the demand of 


fashion so largely directed by the world's supply of wool. It is well known 
that the sheep east of the Mississippi have been decreasing since 1870 under 


all wool 8. 

Iappend tables of the number of sheep in the principal sheep-raising States 
eastof the voee that were raising in about 1870 most of the wools of the 
United States. Ia ve in separate tables statements for the trausmissis- 
sippi States and for Western Territories that have lately become the chief 
wool States. Starting with Table No. 1, the aggregate of mp raised 
in 1868 in the northern group of States east of the Mississippi was 28,564,000, ac- 
cording to the report of the Bureau of Agriculture, from whose reports, and 
later on from the d ogi the Department of Agriculture, all these figures 
relating to wool in the United States are taken. hteen hundred and sev- 
enty-one shows a very large decrease. decrease may be tly due toa 
system of collecting data not entirely free from doubt, but still the decrease 
from the high state of sheep cultivation of the preceding years is a noted fact, 
supported by the evidence in the outfall of the wool ted. doris 

According to the Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Department in its 
report on wool and manufactures of wool (1887), the product for 1863 was 


y. „to 160,000,000 in 1870, 
&nd 150,000,000 in 1871. 


Although the Tu down to 1894 were favored with very high protective 
duties, still the decline from 1871 on is a continuous one, and shows in 1891 
that the sheep in these States had fallen in number to less than one-half of 
the figures quoted for 1868 and nearly one-third below the smaller Pure of 
1871. Inthe southern group of old States east of the Mi ppi River the 
rate of production has changed but very little in the twenty-five years from 
1870 to 1 It is shown that the change in the tariff from a protective tariff 
to free wool has little altered the state of sheep farming. would prove 
that here the sheep are considered a by-product of agriculture and not con- 
sidered in the light of a 8 industry. 

Table 3, comprising the States of Missouri, Texas, and California, points 
out at least in the last two mentioned States a very rapid rise and an almost 
equally sudden decline. This 5 can not possibly be ascribed to 
tariff changes because the great falling away took place wit the years of 
high-tariff protection, when free wcol was not at all considered a ble 
9 The decline in the older Northwestern States, which I call 
grou 0. 4, shows in equal force the same phenomenon of a rapid decline 
within certain years, marking a certain phase of development, and also at a 
time equally unmenaced by any change in thefiscallaw. On the other hand, 
group 5 comprises the far Western States, the Territories up to late years, 
which, with the exception of Nebraska and Oregon, show a most remarkable 
increase in sheep raising. In 1880 this vast stretch of land harbored 5,456,000 
sheep, and in 1505-97, 17,860,000, or more than a threefold increase. What 
makes this most im ve is the fact that the abolition of the tariff on wool 
did not stem the tide of increase. 

In the number of sheep over 1891 was increased by about 10 per cent, 
and the year 1896 to 1897 shows an increase of 5 per cent over the precedin 
year, and this in the face of the fact that 1896 was perhaps the most dep 
year in price of wool, a year in which considerable shipments of wool were 
made to Europe and sold in the English market at better prices than could 
be obtained in America. The conclusion is irresistible that wool production 
in these new States—Territorial grounds in 1870 and 1880—can not be an unprof- 
itable occupation under more favorable conditions, when it shows such rec- 
ords as here appended under the lowest prices for the staple on the free-wool 
basis and under otherwise most forbidding trade conditions. This, however. 
is nothing more than the experience of the world from the days of mythical 
antiquity to the time of Russian, Aust: , and Argentine experience. 
The wool-raising center is moving, in obedience to an unalterable law, to re- 
gions of most favorable conditions, 


In times when population is sparsely distributed over vast territories, the 
rues i dep alone can find profitable occupation, and the only marketable com- 
modities are wool and the skin. DN alone bear transportation where roads 
are deficient and communication with the outer markets must consume con- 
siderable time. Unless sae pe Sy by the shepherd or the herdsman, the land 
would lie waste and barren. hen population becomes dense, the agricul- 
turist encroaches on these precursors of civilization and drives them to their 
8 doom. No laws, no resolves, can change the inevitable logie of 
events, ! p 

But what is the effect of all these facts and of the shifting of the wool- 
raising center of 1870 to the center of 1890 on the wool supply for manufactur- 
ing pur of the United States? It is well known that even of the fleeces 
raised in the old sheep-raising Sta vend part classified in table 1 are 
able to compete with Australian and South American wools which go into 
our worsted and dress-goods mills. Experts tell me that hardly more 
one-half of these wools could be used for combing purposes in competition 
with Australian and South American wools. 


States certainly are the largest consumers, proportionately, of th 
either in ladies" * 5 i 


Year, Pounds. 


* Calendar year. 
A steady increase in importation took place under het rates of wool 


duty. The year 1892 shows an increase of 27,000,000 poun 
pounds imported but five years before, although 
the United States had increased between 1885 and 1893 


s over the 23,000,000 
e numbers of vd in 
43.500.000 to 


1894 suffice to explain the falling off in 1894. But the im 


ecessary in A 
orang ME they must be able to supply if they wish to keep abreast with 

e demand. 

The wools raised in America, outside of what limited quantity is service- 
able for combing purposes in the 8 with wools of class ], are serv- 
jceable only for blankets, flannels, cheviots, kerseys, cassimeres, overcoat- 
ings, knit goods, and the great variety of cloths and ladies’ dress goods made 
of carded wools in all-wool and in cotton and wool fabrics. But, as said be- 
fore, the Load DRE heretofore existing for outer clothing of men and 
women has n seriously cut into. Even the former large demand for 
flannels has decreased on account of the remarkable development of the 
American knit ds industry, due to rest improvements in manufacturing 

rocesses and the application of inventions of a more intense character than 
ound in any other country in the world. 

But this increase does not fully compensate for the decreasing consump- 
tion of wool in the flannel line on account of the large amount of cotton and 
of wool substitutes entering into the er critt of the materials for knit 
underwear. Tho greater limitation of app -— set to our wools for the 
States named in Table I by recent industrial development might easily dis- 
appoint expectations if a high wool tariff were to effect a lar 
our Books, without due regard to breeds, answering present 
mands. 

Wool, however, isa 
takes the characteristics imparted to it by the nature of the soil and the 
climate. It is a well-known fact that the best breeds of fine wool chan 
a short time on sheep transplanted to Western soil, chiefly the old Terri- 
tories recently made into States. These wools, it must be borne in mind, are 
as different from carpet wools as Botany wool is from English wool. The 

et maker wants, of course,a fleece that fills out, and can not be served 
with the fleeces that are grown in the Territories, as can be easily demon- 
strated by an examination of samples of wools from the different countries 
and from our own growths under different classifications, viz, clothing, 
combing, and carpet wools. 
J. SCHOENHOF. 
Assistant Appraiser, Sixth Division, New York. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, if I had ever been a believer in the - 

protien doctrine, I should, I think, have been cured of that be- 
ief by my experience since I have been a member of this body, 
and notably at this very session. The impossibility of arranging 
the business of the country and a large part of the business of the 
world by the wisdom of 300 or more gentlemen who assemble 
here from all parts of the country better than the people who have 
that business in hand can manage it for themselves I think has 
been here perfectly demonstrated. We have seen, in the course 
of the discussion on the wool tariff in the last two days, no agree- 
ment between the parties who represent the great controlling in- 
terests, the producers of wooland the manufacturers of woolen 
goods. They are as much at outs now as they were in the is 
ning, and I do not know whether there is any hope of reconcili 
them. Their statements as to facts upon which agreement coul 
be had are entirely different. They do not agree upon any of the 
essential propositions which should govern a wise settlement of 
this question by le tion. 

_ Now, how much better to leave all this to the commercial activ- 
ities of a free, intelligent, and enterprising people? Let them 


increase in 
dustrial de- 


roduct of the soil upon which the sheep feeds, as it 
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settle it for themselves, and do not put the interfering hand of the 
Government into that business in order to disturb the relations 
that naturally would grow up, and have grown up under natural 
and normal conditions. 

I only rose for the purpose of bringing that conflict out with 
a little more distinctness, a natural conflict, to-day exploited on 
this floor, between the carpet manufacturers and the woolgrowers 
as to what the proper adjustment of this legislative partnership 
in their business ought to be. 

We are told by the statement that was read from Justice, Bate- 
man & Co., who have been known to most members of the Senate 

for many years as advocates of high protection, that it is impos- 
sible to grow in this country the raw material for t manu- 
facture. That is what I understood to be the purport of his state- 
ment; I could not hear it all. We are told by no less respectable 
authority, both Senators from Montana, that if you will give them 
legislative protection, if you will make the Government a partner 
in their business to a sufficient extent, the woolgrowers will be 
able at some time to produce all the carpet wools that this country 
needs for the supply of its domestic manufacture. 

Mr. CARTER. r. President, will the Senator from Delaware 
yield at this gu for one moment? 

. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. CARTER. I understand the contention to be relative to 
third-class wools upon this state of facts. Certain portions of the 
wools imported as third class under reduced rates of duty have 
been diverted from the purpose originally intended for use as car- 
pets, and instead of being applied to the legitimate use intended, 
they are used in the manufacture of clothing, thus displacing to 
a great extent wools that we do produce and can produce ulti- 
anately in unlimited quantities to supply our own market. 

The fact is that the growth of the so-called carpet wools can be 
continued in this country indefinitely. But the question of profit 
in the matter of production intervenes. It is more profitable upon 
the average to produce the better grades of wool, and we there- 
fore undertake the production of the better grades. What we do 
object tois the importation of wool as third class under a low rate 
of duty, displacing the wools we grow, without paying the proper 
rates of duty as contemplated by the law. 

Mr. GRAY. I think I understand the Senator, and I want to 
say to him that upon that very proposition there is as much dif- 
ference as there has been exhibited in every other statement of 
facts here in regard to what should be the basis for imposing these 
protective duties, 

I was about to say, when the Senator rose, that in the circular 
of Justice, Bateman & Co., Judge Lawrence is quoted as saying 
what I attributed'to the Senators from Montana, that with what 
he calls a woolgrowers’ tariff we can soon produce all the carpet 
wool needed in this country. 

What does that mean, Mr. President? Now, just think of it for 
a moment. Weare told that the carpet wools are so much feared 
by the woolgrowers of the West because they are the cheaper sorts 

wool that it is not 8 to raise in this country and they 
come from abroad. They come from those countries where the 
sheep are not cultivated, not crossed, not blooded, but roam over 
great areas of wild and uncultivated land and are herded by men 
of a low stage of civilization, and that they come in here and are 
useful—indeed, necessary—for the coarse texture of our carpets. 

The vg ad manufacturers can not use the R prime: wools. 
And yet Judge Lawrence tells us that if you will only give him 
& woolgrower's tariff vi will develop. not a gp or industry, not 
a better and more skillful production of wool, but they will pro- 
duce an inferior article; and that this nursing of a protective 
tariff is not, as we usually hear on this floor, to succor and foster 
an infant industry up into higher and more efficient grades of 

roduction, but to bring them down from the profitable produc- 

ion of fine wools to the production of the coarse wools that are 
now relegated to the inferior countries of the world and those in 
& lowers of civilization, > 

Is that what gentlemen on the other side want to produce by 
this high protective tariff, and nursing this infant ind of 
production of inferior carpet wools? Mr. President, the obvious 
interest of this country, of all its people, is that we should avail 
ourselves of what the world offers in the low-priced wools and the 
coarser fabrics produced by inferior civilizations, in order that we 
may make them, notinto luxuries, but into the very necessaries of 
life for all our le. 

Mr. President, I said that there is a difference of opinion, a very 
decided difference of opinion, as to the 8 made by the 
Senator from Montana who last spoke; and what they complain 
of is not that these inferior wools should come in for t pur- 
poses, but that under that name there would be imported a la 
quantity of so-called third-class carpet wools that go into the 
manufacture of clothing and other fabrics. That is what I under- 
stood him to say. 

Now, high as his authority is, I 3 here the statement 
made by the woolen manufacturers this month, or in the maga- 


zine published this month, a magazine called the Bulletin of tho 
National Association of Wool Manufacturers, who have a right to 
be heard as opposed to the National Association of Wool Growers, 
What they-say in regard to this very proposition is as follows: 

Nevertheless, the impression— 

That is, the impression that a large part of these carpet wools 
come into this country and are used in the manufacture of cloth- 
ing and other articles finer than carpets— 


our committee may act with the fullest informa- 
: facts in the case, which we present to you here- 
with in such form that no question can arise as to their authenticity. 


The affidavits— 
This was addressed to the Ways and Means Committee— 


The affidavits submitted are 8 from the private books of the 
[us importers of Class III wools, and are therefore of a nature that for- 
ids their publication. They are given confidentially to your committee for 
our information and dnveutigation. These returns ——— us to trace over 
10,000,000 pounds 
Ishould like to have the attention of the Senator from Montana 
to this statement, for whatever it is worth: 


These returns enable us to trace over 70,000,000 pounds of the carpet wools 


imported into this country in the calendar year ending December 31, 1896. 
The total im of that year were 74,325,529 3 according to the olticial 
statistics of Department. There is no reason whatever to doubt 


that what was true of 70,000,000 pounds was true of the small 
2 — 000, po 0 small remainder, 


pounds. 
hese affidavits justify the statement that not to exceed 5 per cent of the 


Mr. CARTER. If the Senator will permit me at this point, I 
should like to explain that the period over which this experience 
extended is largely a time when wools of all classes are admitted 
free of duty, when first and second class wools come in without 
the imposition of duty, and third-class wools as well. "There ex- 
ists no motive whatever to attempt to pervert from the natural 
channel the wools of any particular class. When, however, the 
duty on second-class wool 1s 10 cents and on third-class wool only 
4 cents a pound, a powerful motive is shown for the introduction 
of all the wool possible at the lower rate of duty. It is a fact sta- 
tistically sustained that upon the passage of the McKinley law 
the importations of third-class wools promptly and greatly in- 


Mr. GRAY. Icould not hear the Senator. When was it that 
the importations greatly increased? 

Mr. CARTER. After the passage of the tariff act of 1890; and 
a corresponding decrease occurred in a comparative sense in the 
importation of first and second class wools. The deficiency in 
the importation of first and second class wools was made up by 
the increase in the importations of wools of the third class under 
the lower or ad valorem rates of s A 

Mr. GRAY. Iwantalwaystoun and accurately the propo- 
sition made by so able a disputant as the Senator from Montana. 
In reply to this stateinent of the wool manufacturers in regard to 
the proportion in the importations of 1896 of.the carpet wools 
that went into other than carpet manufactures, I understand the 
Senator's statement to be that owing to wool being free a careful 
classification was not made of third-class from first and second 
class wools, and therefore I can not depend so properly upon the 
returns for that year; that where first and second class as well as 
third-class were brought in free there was no motive to carefully 
distinguish the classes. Thatis a statement that is worth con- 
sidering. 

Ithink we have a test of the accuracy of these returns for 1896, 
stated to be 74,000,000, of which two million and a half were 
used for other purposes than carpet manufacture. 'To test the 
accuracy of that statement, the report goes on to say that by 
the returns of the Eleventh Census—the census made in 1890, the 
year the McKinley Act was in operation, but of course before it 
went into operation—the ‘‘returns show that the actual con- 
sumption of third-class imported wools in the census year, by 
carpet mills and carpet worsted spinners, was 75,853,832 pounds,” 
very nearly the same amount which was stated to have been the 
importation of 1896. 

hat was a year in which there was a tax upon and a classifica- 
tion of wools. It was a year in which there was a motive to dis- 
tinguish the c t wools, the third-class wools, from the others. 
We find, in the first place, that the carpet wools imported in that 
year agree remarkably in the amount of importation with those 
given as the importation of 1896. The importation by the carpet 
mills was 75,000,000 pounds, without reading the odd thousands, 
and the total imports of these wools were 80, 851, 000 pounds. 

Mr. MANTLE. What year was that? 

Mr. GRAY. That was the year 1890, when there was a classi- 
fication of wool, when there was a necessity and a motive for dis- 
tinguishing between the different classes. So this statement, 
which seems to be a careful one, of the carpet manufacturers is 
supported by the returns of the census, and gives me the greater 


1897. 
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confidence in asking the attention of the Senate to other state- 
ments that they , for it appears to be a careful and an hon- 
estly drawn ee If this be so, and I am inclined to think that 
notwithstanding the statements of the Senators from Montana, 
whose information upon this subject I very cheerfully admit, and 
whose conscientious desire to represent the interests of their State 
in woolgrowing I respect —— 

Mr. MANTLE. Does the statement from which the Senator 
has been 5 the amount of carpet manufactured? 

Mr. GRAY. Les. 

- Mr.MANTLE. The number of yards for 1896? 

Mr. GRAY. No. 

Mr. MANTLE, It does not give that anywhere? 

Mr. GRAY. I do not think it does. Ican not tell now. It is 
along statement. But it shows that for 1896 there were 74,000. 000 
pounds in round numbers imported of carpet wools and not over 
b per cent was used for other purposes than carpet manufacture. 
It is a quantity, this writer says, too insignificant to have any 
influence whatever upon the price or the consumption of domestic 
wool or one that will make it necessary to legislate against. 

Mr. MANTLE. If the Senator wi rmit me, I want to call 
attention to at least one inaccuracy in that statement. I find by 
a reference to the comparative statement, and it is borne out by 
the other Treasury statistics bearing upon this matter, that the 
imports of third-class wool for 1896, instead of being 72,000,000 
pounds, as stated in that communication, were 96,661.663 pounds, 
an m Sg discrepancy of something over 24,000.000 pounds, 
which is quite an item in the consideration of this subject. 

Mr. GRAY. That is another illustration showing how hard it 
is to get at the proper basis of facts. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, May I inquire of the Senator from 
Delaware whether the figures are not the amount withdrawn for 
consumption rather than the amount of entry? 

Mr. GRAY. It may be the amount withdrawn for consump- 
tion, but here is the statement made by this intelligent and worthy 
class of our people, to wit, the carpet manufacturers, many of 
whom live very close tomy own home. In the city of Philadel- 
phia I think one-half the carpet manufacturers of the country 
are found. 

Mr. MANTLE. Nearly two-thirds in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. GRAY. Nearly two-thirds, the Senator from Montana 
-— and they are greatly interested to gather, and employ those 
who can skilifully gather, accurate statistics of this matter. I 
presenf them for what they are worth; and I think they are 
worth a great deal. I think they are entitled to great considera- 
tion as againstthe ex parte statements of the National Association 
of letus 8 of which Judge Lawrence is the distinguished 
president. 

Mr. MANTLE. May I suggest to the Senator that that is an 
ex ae statement? 

. GRAY. Certainly, I say it is an ex statement, and I 
read it for what it is worth. I think it is worth a great deal, and 
Ithink itought to be taken in connection with what Judge Law- 
rence saysin behalf of these people. What I am trying to donow 
is not to support either side, for I do not know how to support 
either side, but I want to show the absolute futility of attempting 
in the Senate or in the Congress of the United States to legislate 
wisely upon this subject when we can not ascertain with certainty 
"Mop basis of facts, when the statements u which we are 

led to legislate differ so widely, as I have shown these state- 
ments differ as to the statistics that have been cited here and pro- 
duced and which are necessary to be considered before we can 
wisely legislate. 

Mr. President, I differ, of course, in my point of view fromthat 
of my friend from Montana, as stated the other day. He ap- 
1 es it from the protectionist point of view, and so does Judge 

wrence. There ought to be some curb even upon the oisi 
of a protectionist. I think Judge Lawrence and the woolgrow- 
ers ought to get upon higher ground and get a wider horizon. 
They ought to take a broader view of this subject than they do, 
even from the protectionists’ standpoint. I do not believe that 
even all protectionists would indorse the extreme and extravagant 
demands made by this gentleman and the statements of what he 
calls the principles of protection. He says in one place in his 
statement before the Ways and Means Committee, in speaking of 
the Wilson Act, in reg to free wool: 

T cha el blow infii u i 

Antena ope e e Youndstion op to Oi ker ny Nant? the 

And yet the statistics read by the Senator from Missouri and 
the Senator from Texas just now show that the price of wool 
coming to the woolgrower has not been materially affected by 
the e of the Wilson Act and the substitution of free wool 
for highly taxed wool. I will not pause now. There is a reason 
for that. I understand that a tax adds to the cost of the material 
where it is not all produced in the country. There is a reason 

iven for that which is, it seems to me, not only a plausible one, 
ut an absolutely conclusive one, With free raw material and 


with free wool the manufacturers of wool were so stimulated in 
this country, and they were so encouraged, that the amount of 
production and the amount of wool manufactured were such that 
of course the quantity of domestic wool and imported wool con- 
sumed was incr i 

Furthermore, there is a fact that ought to be taken into con- 
sideration, and is stated by those who are expert in these matters. 
There are certain foreign wools which are necessarily imported 
in order to mix with domestic wool. There are certain grades of 
domestic wool or certain ions of domestic wool that can not 
be used profitably unless they are mixed with the foreign wool; 
and the free importation of foreign wools will enable a larger con- 
sumption of domestic wool. But that is aside from my p 
I merely refer, in passing, to that which has been often stat 
is very well known by Senators. 

Idonot think the American people will consider that a very 
cruel blow that has been struck at this industry afterthey under- 
stand the case, even though Judge Lawrence does say so. He 
says further: 


and 


E m view of all these and other considerations, woolgrowers may justly 
A: — 


What?— 

“indemnity for the past and security for the future "— 

What does that mean, Mr. President? We have been told that 
the woolgrowers must fix the tariff to suit themselves and after- 
wards the manufacturers will claim their very rous cooper- 
ation to help them. And they are to do it upon that principle, not 
only to raise the price to a profitable point “for the future," but 
they say they justly ask “indemnity for the past“ 
and that, too, in a measure so full— 

Says Judge Lawrence— 


as to inspire confidence thnt they will be safe from the attacks of c ene- 
mules or 1 7 stabs of professed friends, even acting honestly, but with erring 
judgment. 


When you once give beg Be the proposition that any man or 
set of men or class of men have a right to use the taxing power of 
this Government for their own benefit, see what sort of men it 
breeds. Otherwise honest and intelligent men come to think 
that they have a privilege, and that they are a privileged class 
and have a right to levy exactions upon the whole of the rest of 


8 
.JONES of Arkansas. A vested right. 

Mr. GRAY. A vested right, as Judge Lawrence says some- 
where else. They think that it may be used for their benefit and 
that no one has a right to complain. What a perversion of all 
just ideas of social economy and of social life or civilized life 
anywhere! 

Mr. MANTLE. I wish to suggest to the Senator that in the 
light of the experience for thelast three or four years m indus- 
try which has been the beneficiary of the protective tariff is here 
to-day in exactly the same attitude as the woolgrowers, asking 
indemnity for the past and security for the future. 

Mr. GRAY. I am inclined to think that the Senator is right, 
but the woolgrowing industry is one of such wide im 
that the tariff on wool is sometimes called the key to whole 
protective system, and it assumes an importance on that account, 
on account of its magnitude and on account of its relation to the 
comfort and well-being of all the poopie of this country. It may 
be selected as the sample tyrant of them all. 

Now, look at whatlanguage they get accustomed to use, with- 
out thinking, perhaps, so easily do power and privilege pervert 
the heart and mind. 

And that, too— 

He says— 
ina measure— 

That is, indemnity for the tariff— 

o MORE EET AR mae DOMO freu ome Hus et 
open enemies or the stabs of professed friends. 

He uses the terms of warfare. The whole thing, the business 
of this country and the whole interference of legislation, is here a 
part of warfare of classes, and here, instead of enjoying the nat- 
ural opportunities that this country gives of that ful trading 
which means the Moped of the commonwealth, he puts him- 
self in the attitude of hostility to large classes of his fellow-citi- 
zens and wants to be put b islation in a place where he can 
make bare his right arm and smite hip and thigh those whom he 
LS rads as the enemies of the woolen industry. 

. President, there are no enemies of the wool industry so 
dangerous and insidious as these friends who demand these un- 
reasonable exactions from the Ameriean people. 'There must be 
a revolt. If the rest of the people, or a large portion of them, are 
to be considered enemies by the Wool Growers' Association, they 
will take the position of enemies, and they will not be lacking in 
resources to make their hostility felt and their opposition to these 
extortionate effective. 

It is rather interesting to observe some of the things said by 


" 
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this representative of the Wool Growers’ Association. Here is 
what they demand in conclusion, as stated by Judge Lawrence: 

We now approach the question— 

Says he to the Ways and Means Committee— 

What is the most ample protection for the wool industry? It is not diffi- 
cult to define. It can be siren only by such protective duties as will secure 
the most ample protective benefits. 

Two results.—1t is that protection which will pnag two results: 

x Secure to American woolgrowers the most ample prices for their wools, 
ur? Whenever they are able to supply all needed for American consump- 
tion, then such duties as will exclude the import of all foreign wools so lon 
as erican wools command no more than the most ample prices to rewar 
capital invested and services rendered in wool production. 

Mr. President, it is hard to conceive that an intelligent man, as 
Judge Lawrence is known to be, can bring himself, can gain his 
own consent, to utter such a proposition as that; that, in the first 

lace, the measure of protection is to be the most ample price for 

e wools; and second, when they are enabled to supply the do- 
mestic markets, the exclusion of all foreign wools so long as 
American wools command no more than the most ample prices to 
reward capital and services rendered in wool production." 

Mr. President, that leaves out of sight all other interests in this 
broad land of ours. It leaves out of sight everything but the 
woolgrowing industry. Iknow that he makes a mistake. I know 
he will find that this result will not follow this law; but that is 
what he holds out to those he represents with an amazing and a 
brutal unconcern for the masses of the people, who are to be taxed 
in order to produce these **most ample prices" for the benefit of 
the woolgrower. 

Wool products, woolen cloths, blankets, flannels, and all that go 
to make up not the luxuries, but the necessaries of our modern life 
do not come from the sky like manna. They come ont of the 
pockets of the people, and what comes out ot the pockets of the 
people is the resultof theirlabor. It means that aman must labor 
a little harder, that he must work a little longer, two days or a 
day and a half instead of one, to buy the necessary woolen cloth 
or woolen blanket that are the absolute essentials of the poorest 
citizen of this country. 

Mr. President, that is not right, and you can not defend it 
upon any ground of fairness and justice between man and man. 

ere is no reason why the labor of the great consuming masses 
of this country should not be protected by making that Tabor as 
remunerative as possible, by making that labor mean to the man 
who toils as much as possible in all the comforts and necessaries 
of life; translate his wages into woolen cloth, woolen blankets, 
flannels, and woolen shawls, and the other articles that go so far 
to make up the comforts of life; let those wages mean as much as 
ible; but at all events do not try with the interfering hand of 
Paua to reduce those wages by diminishing their power to 
supply the comforts and to promote the weil-being of the man 
who earns them. ; > 
Mr. President, carpets are no longer a luxury. Advancing civ- 


ilization has made a t many changes in the lives of the people 
of the world, and perhaps in none more conspicuously than in the 
abundant and diffused use of the manufactures of wool in their 


multiform character. Carpets are now a necessity; and there is 
no man who labors with his hands so poor as not to be entitled to 
buy them without exaction and without unnecessary toll being 
paid to his fellow-man in order that he may enjoy this necessary 
oflife. There is no reason why the thousands and hundreds of 
thousands of men who toil for their daily bread in this and the 
other greater cities of the land should have to pay toll to the wool- 
growers of Montana, respectable and worthy as they may be as a 
class, in order that they may turn their hard-earned wages into 
these comforts of daily existence; none atall There can not be 
any reason for it. 

is bill was brought in here, and we were called in extra ses- 
sion to enactitinto law. Why? The one reason that justified 
the President in issuing his proclamation was that there was a 
deficiency in the Treasury, that the receipts were less each day 
than the expenditures; and we were called here to properly per- 
form the duty of creating a larger revenue. 

Mr. President, it is infamous, it seems to me, that in order to 
take revenue from the pockets of the people—and which they are 
willing to pay, hard as it may be, if it onestly goes into the Treas- 
ury—1 say it is nothing less than infamous that before the revenue 
can be raised certain favored classes in this country must levy toll 
upon every dollar that goes into the Treasury two or three times 
the amount. x 

You say practically to us, when we say we are here to cooper- 
ate with you in this worthy act of producing an adequate reve- 
nue, adequate for the wants of the vernment, ** You shall not 
raise a dollar of that needed revenue until you have paid tribute to 
the protected manufacturers of this country, and it 1s only after 
having paid that unjust exaction of many, many millions that 
you will be allowed to place the comparatively few millions nec- 
essary to make up the chasm between the receipts and expendi- 
tures of this Government." 


Now, you can not raise this tax on raw wool without raising 
the tax or making a pretext for raising the tax on the manufac- 
tures of wool. You can not increase the duty on carpet wools 
without raising or creating the pretext for raising the duty on 
carpets and thus raising the price of carpets. 

Ithink it was said a while ago—perhaps by one of my friends 
from Montana—that a large proportion of these carpet wools were 
made into ingrain carpets; but suchis the fact, atanyrate. Ithink 
that two-thirds, perhaps, of the carpet wools that are imported, 
those very wools we are talking about, are made into the cheap 
ingrain carpets, those that are used now by the poorest man who 
labors with his hands, to cover his floors, and thus make decent 
and comfortable habitations for himself and his family. He has 
to pay this stipend to the woolgrowers of Montana; he is asked to 

o it. 

Now, what is the condition of those people that justifies such a 
request on their part from the great mass of the poor people of 
this country? Grant that they are worthy. grant that they are 
honest and good citizens, yet they are no more worthy and their 
industry is entitled to no more consideration than that of the nu- 
merous millions upon whom they ask to make this levy. 

Let me read just a few lines from the Philadelphia Ledger, pub- 
lished in the chief seat of the carpet industry of this country, and 
a very fair-minded paper, not of Democratic or free-trade tenden- 
cies that I was ever able to discover. The Philadelphia Ledger 
published an interview with Robert Dornan, the great carpet 
manufacturer. Of course the Senator from Montana will say that 
this is an ex parte statement. Of course it is; but if he knows 
Mr. Dornan by reputation as well as I do, he will think it worthy 
of consideration; at least as worthy of consideration as the ex 
parte statement of Judge Lawrence on the subject: 

The Philadelphia Ledger publishes an interview with Robert Dornan, the 
great carpet manufacturer of that city, on the subject of the Senate commit- 
tee’s report on carpet wool The mischief of the change made from the 
Dingley rates consists in fixing 10 cents as the dividing line between low- 
grade and high-grade wools. Under the Senate committee's rates all wools 
costing between 10 cents and 13 cents per pound will bear the IE rate o^ 
duty—that is. 7 cents per pound. In anormal year," says Mr. Dornan, * the 
importation of carpet wools amounts to $10,000,000in value. Under the Ding- 
ley bill the cave. would have amounted to about 3 cents a pound, but unde» 
the Senate bill it will average 6 cents. The difference of about $3,000,000 
would have to be borne by the purchasers of the ts; woo! wers would 
not be affected in any way It would amount to a direct tax of that amount 

rincipally on the users of ingrain carpets. The tax would increase the cost 


20 cents a yard. Such carpets sell to-day for 40centsa yard. Half the carpet 


wool imported goes into ingrain c: ta," The effect of raising the cost o^ 


ingrain carpets 20 cents per yard would be to increase the demand for straw 


mattings. 


And there we go. Here comes the selfishness of the carpet man- 
ufacturer. Hesaysraising the price of carpets is going to increase 
the importation of straw 1nattings; and we tried to hedge that off 
by putting a protective or a prohibitory duty on straw mattings, 
which happily the good sense of the Senate has seen fit to discard. 
But just look at what the attempt was. They seemed to be pur- 
suing the unhappy consumer, who represents the millions in this 
country, and when you have raised the duty on the carpet so that 
he can not afford to buy it, and turns to the cheaper matting, you 
raise the duty on matting, or attempt to do it, and drive him back 
to carpet. So you go, until after a while you will exhaust this 
source of bounty, and you will perhaps make men so poor that 
they can buy neither carpet nor matting. 

Mr. MANTLE. I just want to make a comment upon the com- 
munication just read from Mr. Dornan. 
gone GRAY. If it is not too long, I shall be glad to hear the 

nator. 

Mr. MANTLE, Mr. President, I want to call attention to the 
evident inaccuracy in the statement of Mr. Dornan that it will 
raise the price to 6 cents. Ihave just stated from the statistics 
that 98 per cent of all those carpet wools came in at a valuation 
of less than 10 cents for the years beginning 1891 and runnin 
down to 1896. Itis therefore impossible that the duty propose 
by the Senate Finance Committee could raise the duty to 6 cents 
per pound; it issimply impossible, in view of our past experience. 

Mr. GRAY. There is just what I started out to comment upon 
the absolute impossibility of ever arriving at an agreed state o 
facts upon which we can wisely legislate, Here is Mr. Dornan, 
who is engaged in carpet manufacturing, and he tells us that the 
average duty, taking the two classes together, will be 6 cents a 
pound, and it will add $3,000,000 to the price of low-grade car- 
pets, the ingrain carpets, which are one-half of the carpets con- 
sumed composed of these low grades of wool. 

Mr. MANTLE. Isay that, in the light of the record and of all 
the facts and all the statistics bearing upon importations, that 
statement is manifestly inaccurate. 

Mr. GRAY. Of course when the Senator from Montana makes 
a statement of that kind, I am bound to treat it with respect, and 
Ido; but I only want to say that I am in the position of a judge 
and of asworn judge in this matter, and with all the evidence 
before me it is impossible for me to arrive at a satisfactory con- 
clusion in reference to it, and I do not believe any person here can 
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arrive at a satisfactory conclusion in regard to it, so as to make a 
safe basis for legislating these high protective duties. What the 
Senator states may be true, but let us hear what Mr. Dornan says: 

The Deed manufacturers thought that they had erected a Chinese wall 
against Chinese mattings in the Dingley bill but they find that this is a 
bill that two can play at, Judge Lawrence being the other member of tte 
duet. The whole quarrel over wool duties resolves itself into a question of 
nerye. If the manufacturers are ung vo fight à outrance, as the wool- 

rowers evidently intend to, they will win the game. If not, they will lose 
t and their money besides. 

Mr. President, I confess that it is somewhat shocking to me to 
hear in the halls of legislation of the Congress of these United 
States these unseemly contests going on. Instead of having their 
representatives here fighting over an advantage on this item or 
that item of a tariff bill, tell them to £o home, tell them to return 
to their business, and seek to build up the prosperitv of this 
country whilst we hold the great power of taxation so high that 
it can not be reached by the greedy and avaricious hand of the 

rivilegedclasses. Keepthe great powers of Government for pub- 
ic purposes, and do not prostitute them for private gain or for 
private purposes, and you will produce a contentment and har- 
mony and agreement among all these great enterprising business 
cl:sses of this country which will never be produced by the at- 
te npt to go into a Government partnership with any of them by 
ta iff legislation. ` 

Ar. President, I had something more that I wanted to read from 
th» Bulletin of the National Woolen Manufacturers, if I could lay 
m ; hand upon it, but I do not know that I ought to consume more 
of the time of the Senate, which I am anxious to economize in 
orler that we may get through with this bill. I want to read 
sə nething that I find here, taken from the Boston Herald, bearin 
u»on this very subject of carpet manufactures, and then I sh 
leve this subject: 

[From the Boston Herald, April 21, 1897.] 
KEEPING UP PRICES. 

The difficulty in the way of coming to a compromise with the woolgrowers 
in the matter of the tariff tax is found in the theory entertained by some of 
th*m, of which the following is an authoritative statement: 

When Mr. McKinley reported his bill April 16, 1890, it proposed a dat 
on the better grades, third-class wool, of 8 cents per ONE specific; no 
valorem duty. In view of the decline in the world's price of wool since 1890, 
hizher duties are now required. 

It ought to be noted in passing that the lowering of the world's 
price of wool has made this specific duty a much higher ad valorem 
duty than it was when the McKinley law was passed. 

This formulates a notion of Government function that is so entirely at 
variance with the past conceptions of even the protectionists that it is not at 
all singular that a good many of our Eastern manufacturers are dismuyed 
when Tron ht face to face with the logical conclusions which must be the 
outcome of its application. The idea if we assume, for purposes of 
illustration, what may be a somewhat bere, Ap bebes statement of conditions, 
asinthis way the point at issue can best brought out: Carpet wools, let 
us say, for the pu of this oed, p ue were selling ab: in 1890 at 10 
cents a pound, and it was conside at that time by the framers of the 
that an 8-cents-a-pound ane was the proper thing. This would carry the 
American price up to 18 cen 

Since then, assuming the price in the world's market, for carpet wool 
has gone down to 5 cents a pound, and the argument made by the woolgrow- 
ers, who are now largely controlling action in Congress, is that theduty upon 
this carpet wool should be 13 cents a pound, so as tostill maintain the Amer 
ican price at the old figure of 18 cents a pound. In other words, when, in 
consequence of better methods of transportation and cheaper methods of 
production, reductions in price take place in wool, these should be offset b 
advances in the rate of duty. so that the American consumers of wool shoul 
never be allowed to obtain any of tlie advantages which modern discovery 
and the use of improved methods bring about. 

The underlying theory of this notion is that it is the duty of the Govern- 
ment to put in a peg, as it were, to prevent a reduction in prices from any 
cause whatsoever. If the Western farmer can thus force the Government to 
keep the price of carpet wools at 18 cents, he can also, on the same ground, 
compel Congress to take such action as will keep the price of wheat at $1 a 
bushel, or compensate the raiser of it for any deficiency. This assumption, 
which seems to underlie probable tariff action, starts our country on a scheme 
of socialistic change which can not fail to revolutionize what have been con- 
sidered in the past to be the principles of our Government. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that is a thoughtful and correct 
statement of some of the heresies which underlie this whole propo- 
sition. We want at every turn to deny to our people and to the 
consumers of this country the benefits of the great improvements 
which civilization and progress have wrought in the world. If 
there are better methods of transportation, if there are larger 
areas of production on the world's surface, which bring down the 
prices of these commodities, such as wool, an absolute necessary 
of life, why should not our people avail themselves of them? 

Why should not the millions of people who toil, who rise up 
early and go to bed late, and do not eat the bread of idleness, avail 
themselves of the bounties of nature that have been developed by 
the progress of the world in enterprise and in civilization? Why, 
as soon as some great boon is discovered, should we want to 
erect a wall between the people of this country and the enjoy- 
ment of that boon? What right have we to doit? The world is 
none too big. You would make it smaller. Yousay thatit would 
be better if there were no other land except that comprised be- 


tween the lakes and the Gulf and the two oceans, and if all the 


rest of the earth's surface were a wild waste of waters. 
That is the ultimate logic of the protective theory, that the 


United States would be better off, and the 
would be better off, if north of the Canadian line was a frozen 
zone, uninhabitable and unproductive. Should we be better off? 


people who live in it 


No. We énjoy the benefits that God has given by this variety of 
climate and the variety of races on the face of the earth. We aer 
better off, and those on the other side of the Canadian line are bet- 
ter off, for the association, and every profitable trade we make with 
them benefits not only them, but also benefits those on this side of 
the line who are thus associated with them. 

No, Mr. President, the world was given to man to be enjoyed, 
and all its products and all its fruits should be made available for 
all the people in this country, and at least no legislative obstruction 
ought to be placed between them and that enjoyment. 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, I have listened with a great 
deal of pleasure to the very able and eloquent speech of the Sena- 
tor from Delaware pe Gray], as I have listened upon many 
other occasions. Of course he and I differ radically upon the 
basic nc involved in this discussion, and that is the ques- 
tion of protection versus what we usually term free trade. be- 
lieve in the principle of protection, but even if I were a believer 
in the policy of a tariff for revenue only, I think that all fairness 
and equity would require that I should insist that even a tariff 
tor revenue should be imposed as equally as it could possibly be 
imposed, for you can not levy a tariff for revenue even upon manu- 
factured mug uus which will not bring with it some incidental 
protection to the manufacturer and to the disadvantage of the 
producer of the raw material. 

I do not think this proposition can be denied; and henceIthink 
my distinguished friends upon that side who talk so eloquently in 
favor of free wool and other free raw material are somewhat in- 
consistent from my point of view. 

if there is to be any benefit derived by any class of our people 
engaged in any industry from the imposition of any sort of a duty 
it ouzht to be made general and uniform, and ought to bear 
E d upon all the people and all classes and all interests and 
all industries. That is my idea of it, even looking atit from a 
revenue point of view. : 

One would suppose, to listen to these discussions and arguments 
made in behalf of cheapness by the advocates of a revenue tariff, 
that the sole end and aim and purpose of existence was cheapness; 
to secure everything cheap. Mr. President, I do not agree with 
that view. I do not believe that it is the part of wisdom, of states- 
manship, or of common sense to place the people of this country 
upon equal terms of competition with the people of every other 
country in the world. Ido not believe that it is wise to do it, and 
hencelam a believer in the protective principle. Ido not be- 
lieve that the woolgrowers of this country ought to be placed in 
competition with the cheap and degraded labor of other countries. 
The cheapest lands in the world are the countries whose people are 
the most degraded, where they are the least advanced in civiliza- 
tion. Chinaisthe cheapest country upon the face of the earth, but 
I do not believe that we want to emulate the conditions which ex- 
ists in China. Cheapness is not the sole end and aim and purpose 
of human existence. 

What the people of this country want to make them happy and 
prosperous and contented is work. They want something to do; 
they want employment; and I believe we had better devote our 
energies and our lezislation, in so far as it can be done, to provid- 
iug means for F aidingand encouraging them in doing 
their own work, in producing the things that they need for them- 
selves to eat aud to wear, rather than to adopt a system which 
will encourage their production in countries outside of our own. 

Mr. President, this briefly is my opinion with respect to a pro- 
tective duty. I think Daniel Webster once said something bear- 
ing directly upon this point. Speaking of this idea of giving the 
people employment, he said it was the great purpose and idea to 
be constantly borne in mind, to give the people work, to give them 
something to do. He said if they have employment for their hands 
they will have employment for their teeth, and when men have 
employment for both hands and teeth, then they will be happy, 
contented, and prosperous. That I concede to be true theory from 
my way of looking at it. The aim and purpose and general intent 
of the protective system is to give to the laboring men of this coun- 
try the work to do at home in preference to having it done abroad. 
: Mr. President, I concede that under a protective system injustice 
is liable to creep in. It hascreptin. I believe that certain sec- 
tions of our country have in the past been somewhat favored, 
overfavored, in the arrangement of protective tariffs; and that is 
why I am here to-day raising my voice in behalf of the producers 
of whatis called raw material, because I believe that in former 
tariffs their interests have been neglected, and I believe their inter- 
ests are entitled to just as much consideration in the framing of 
this tariff as are the interests of the manufacturers who have so 
many here to speak for them so ably and so eloquently, Ido not 


believe there is the slightest danger of the manufacturers being 
illtreated or unfairly treated in the framin 
They have never been in the past, and they 


of this tariff bill. 
ill not be at this time. 
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leave to differ with my honorable friend from Texas 
Mr. MiLrs] as to what has been the effect of the tariff laws with 


Imust 


relation to wool. I think, and I say it with all due respect, that 
the opinion of the woolgrowers themselves carries, naturally, more 
weight than the quotation of any statistics or any figures given; 
and they are united, so far as I know, in the agreement that under 
the tariff of 1867 the wool industry of this country did prosper 
beyond doubt, and the number of sheep increased greatly. 

have before me a table, which I find in the tariff hearings, in 
which it is shown that from 1873 to 1884, the period during which 
the law of 1867 was in effect, the increase of sheep and of wool in 
the United States was greater than in any other country, and the 
increase was very large in Australia, in Africa, and in Argentina; 
but the percentage of growth in the United States was greater 
taan it was in any of these countries, showing conclusively the 
benefit which had been derived from the duty upon wool. 

Speaking, Mr. President, with reference to the communication 
read by the Senator from Delaware contained in the Wool Book, 
the organ of the National Association of Wool Manufacturers, I 
agree entirely with my colleague [Mr. CARTER] in his comment 
and criticism. The year 1896 is not a good year for comparison. 
‘We were under free wool during that year, and, as my colleague 
his said, there was no inducement to bring in wools at a lower 
valuation; there was no duty, and hence other wools could be se- 
cured—the wools from South America, where wool is very cheap, 
bat it isof a coarse, heavy, shrinking character, and there is a 
great deal of it there that never reaches the United States under 
& tariff, and never will; but with free woolit is brought in largely. 

Is too, that the statements of these manufacturers ought 
to be taken with many grains of allowance, just as well as the 
statements of the woolgrowers. 

The woolen manufacturers are very expert in figures, and I 
Should have been disposed to have attached much more impor- 
tance and to have given a more respectful hearing to their state- 
ment had they given us all the details with reference to carpes 
manufacturing. It would have helped us very much in the solu- 
tion of this question of how much carpet wool goes intothe manu- 
facture of clothing had they given the number of yards of carpet 
made each year. Surely this information was in their reach, and 
it would have helped us very much in arriving at a correct under- 
Btanding; but for reasons best known to themselves did not do it. 

I believe, Mr. President—and I have seen no reason to change 
my mind—that a very large proportion of these wools do go 
into the manufacture of textiles other than carpets. There has 
been nothing adduced to show that there has been a correspond- 
ing amount of carpet manufactured in the United States to con- 
sume the enormous amounts of third-class wools which have been 
imported. In 1893, under the operation of the McKinley law, 
there was imported nearly 130,000,000 pounds of third-class wools. 
Under the low ad valorem duty in that year, the value of third- 
class wool had been reduced to 7.6 cents per pound. 

During all the years from 1883 to 1890 the av value had 
been 10.1 cents, but under the ad valorem clause in the McKinley 
law. with its opportunities for undervaluation, the value of these 
wools immediately began to go down, so that, as I have said, in 
1893 they were brought down to 7.6 cents per pound. No sooner 
had we free wool than the value of these wools immediately began 
to rise, because there was no inducement for undervaluation, and 
for 1896 the es 0 55 of third- class wools came in at a value of 9.6 

, being 2 cents per pound more than in 1893 under 


nothing produced by any of the manufacturers 
to show that the 130,000,000 pounds of third-class wool imported 
in 1893 went into the manufacture of carpet. Itcan not be shown. 
We have not to-day, so far as my information goes, the capacity 
to use and manufacture that much carpet wool. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Montana allow me? 


Mr. MANTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. It does appear here from what I read that in 
1896 the manufacturers were able to trace out of eighty-odd mil- 
lion pounds 
i MR TLE. Seventy-two million pounds, the Senator read 

or 1896. 

Mr. GRAY. No; 80,000.000 pounds. I have not the book here 
at present. It is 80,000,000 pounds. However. I am subject to 
correction. They were able to account for 70,500,000 pounds of 
wool used in the carpet industry, leaving the difference unac- 
counted for. 

Mr. MANTLE. Seventy million pounds the Senator read and 
2,000,000 pounds unaccounted for that went into something else. 

Mr. GRAY. They go on to say—I do not know whether I read 


it—that they are able to show that the percentage not used in car- 
t manufacture was largely used in the manufacture of such 
brics as coarse and cheap horse blankets, such as sell for a very 
low price and that everybody can buy. and which are very neces- 
sary, of course, to the farmers and others who can not aiford to 
buy high-priced blankets, and also into the wool tops of shoes; 


that a large number of gaiters are made with wool tops, and those 
wool tops are made out of these coarse third-class wools. They 
account very largely for that difference inthat way. I havenow 
the book at hand, and I want to verify the statement. I will not 
interrupt the Senator longer. 

Mr. MANTLE. My recollection is that the Senator read sev- 
enty-two million and some-odd thousand pounds, and that 70,000,- 


000 3 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Montana may be right. 

Mr. MANTLE. Went into the manufacture of carpets, and that 
2,000,000 pounds went into something else. So we have the dis- 
crepancy between the amount quoted and the amount given in the 
comparative statement, 97,000,000 pounds imported in 1896. 

Mr.GRAY. Neither of us is quite right. The total imports in 
the year were 74,325,529 pounds, and the proportion that did not 
go into the carpet industry was 2,679,722 pounds. Those are the 
figures I used. 

Mr. MANTLE. I have just à word more to say in connection 
with this matter. In my humble judgment, the woolgrowers of 
the country are entitled to all the consideration that any manu- 
facturing industry is entitled to. The whole protective theory is 
based upon the idea that we shall enact a protective law that will 
fully protect every interest to which it applies. The aim andobject 
and purpose of a protective tariff are to encourage and foster the 
industry at which it is directed to the point that it will become 
self-sustaining. 

Looking at it in this light, with the purpose and intent of so en- 
couraging the industry as to make it self-supplying for this coun- 
try, I say the proposition presented by the woolgrowers, although 
I know there is not the slightest possibility of its being adopted 
here, is entirely defensible upon protective grounds, 

So far as the language of Judge Lawrence is concerned, he is 
“amply” justified in using that language, because he finds it in the 
national Republican platform, where “ample protection” is 
promised the woolgrowing industry in this country. Therefore 
no criticism can lie against Judge Lawrence for having used that 

rm. 

I find here a few reasons, very tersely and briefly set forth, 
why there should bea sufficient protective duty upon wool. I get 
it out of the Tariff Hearings, from the statement made by Mr. 
Wallace. It is as follows: 


[From a statement by Hon. George H. Wallace, Tariff Hearings, page 1002.] 
É WHY THE WOOLGROWER WANTS PROTECTION. 
The woolgrower asks for protection for reasons which are generally under- 
stood. but may be briefly summarized as follows, viz: d x 
First. The climatic conditions in the United States are not as favorable to 
the Mee yp Ea in other 
Second. Our civilization places many burdens upon him which his foreign 


77 ned to pay, is a great deal 
b „ com visa 
us | ans ng ten cte ig which his foreign xn has to pay- 

MEE Rl cesis employs costs very much more similar labor in 
other countries. 

Fifth. This is the only means of m or of offset: the tal 
sap wouereeure ia knee [o "id "s TTE 
Sixth. It is unjust to tax him for the support of other industries while he 
WWW verse circumstances and condi- 

ons. ; 

tection that he may be encouraged to utilize rough. 
of our country which could not 
ser 


be 
ghth. That the industries of our country may be diversified,to the end that 
all 7 be — Te and competition—degrading, grinding competition 
"Ninth. Because patriotism demands & domestic supply of wool, to clothe 
our soldiers in time of war and our citizens in time of à 

Tenth. Past legislation bas invited his efforts in direction, promisin 
him rewards for his investments of capital, time, labor, and ST. and t 
would be wrong to repudiate the contract. 

Those seem to me to be very good reasons to advance from the 
protective standpoint in support of adequate, equitable, and just 
rates of duty for the woolgrowers of this country. 

Mr. JO. of Arkansas. Mr. President, several Senators have 
already called attention to the very great difficulty in getting the 
facts about these contested points. The Senator from Montana 
[Mr. MANTLE] who has just taken his seat stated that he believed 
& very large part of the wools imported into this country as carpet 
wools were used for other purposes. I have in my hand a state- 
ment from a man who I believe is as competent to speak about it 
as anybody in the United States; a man who has no interest in 
it, a man — nnected with it, but whose ition is such as cer- 
tainly to make him as competent to judge, in my opinion, as any- 
body, and he states that he does not believe 2 per cent of the woo. 
imported as carpet wools are used for any other purpose. Of 
course I can not tell whether that is true or not, but it is to be 
considered, and it impresses me as strikingly as anything else. I 
am sure the Senator believes firmly what he says and that he has 
arrived at his conclusion after the best investigation he can make. 

There is one other point to which I wish to call attention. It is 
astriking one. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] called 
attention to the fact that, according to the statement of a gentle- 
man whois a large manufacturer, and who, it seems to me, would 
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not be to make a statement of that sort to go to the public 
unless it was borne out by the facts, the prices of ingrain carpet 
would be increased 20 cents a yard by the imposition of these pro- 
visions in the tariff—that is, the compensatory duty. It will in- 
crease the cost of ingrain carpet to the consumers just that much, 
J understood him to say. If that be the case, it does seem to me 
that the Senate ought to hesitate before imposing such a tax. 

The price of ingrain carpet now is about 40 cents a yard, and 
an increase of 20 cents a yard means what? et den carpets do 
not find their way into the homes of the rich. They are the car- 
pets of the poor; and carpets, as stated by the Senator from Dela- 
ware, are no longer aluxury. The laboring men of this country 
believe that they are entitled to carpets to add to the comfort of 
themselves and their families. 

Now, as the law stands, a man proposin g to put a carpet on à 
floor containing, say, 30 square yards, would pay 512 forit. When 
the bill goes into effect, the price of that carpet, if the manufac- 
turer's statement is true, instead of being 812 will be $18. That 
man must do $6 worth more of work; there must be $6 more of 
his perspiration coined and turned over to somebody before he 
can [ege the privilege of putting a carpet on one of his floors. 

If he has five rooms in his house, there is a tribute of $30 that he 
is compelled to pay to somebody in the increased cost of a neces- 
sary of life to make somebody’s business more profitable. Is there 
any natural right, is there any legal or constitutional right vested 
in Congress to take any part of that man's labor for the benefit of 
some other classof men? It seems to meto be entirely monstrous; 
a naked, unmitigated outrage. 

Judge Lawrence, when appearing before the Ways and Means 
Committee, in discussing this question, used the language read by 
the Senator from Delaware. hen Congress saw fit to take off 
this very burden that is proposer now to be imposed, when we 
pro to lighten the burdens that rest upon the shoulders of 
the poor to the extent of $0 on an ingrain carpet for a room, when 
- we proposed to remove the burdens which been imposed upon 
the poor for years past by the legislation as it stood there on the 
statute books, that relieving of the masses, that taking off of 
these burdens, simply because it took from some favored classes 
in this country the right to impose these burdens on the masses, 
was denounced by Judge Lawrence in this language: 

There has never been such a cruel blow inflicted upon any industry in the 
American Republic from its foundation up to this time. 

A cruel blow in ink away from the manufacturer the power 
tolevy this tribute on the homes of the poor! A cruel blow that 
the hand of taxation levied for private purposes should be taken 
off by operation of law! That is considered by this man an out- 
rage, while we believe it was a blessing that went to all the poor 
everywhere. 

Mr. President, one would think, from hearing a statement made 
by him, that J noes Lawrence would be op: toanything being 

owed to come free into this country, and I presume he would be 
if the importation was to be of any benefit to the masses of the 
people, if there was to be any benefit to the rank and file, to all 
the men, women, and children of the country; but when Judge 
Lawrence prepared a bill and went before the Ways and Means 
Committee and wanted it enacted into law, here is one of the pro- 
visions that appeared in it: 

Provided also, That for a period of two years from and after the passage 
of this act native Mexican ewes shall be admitted free into this country. 

So that the wore. would be able to produce coarse carpet 
wools that are unfit for any purpose except manufacturing car- 
pets. When he said if you would give them proper protection they 
will produce all the low-grade, inierior sheep and comparatively 
worthless wools that the markets can consume, in order to enable 
them to begin to levy this tribute as rapidly as possible and to 
carry it out, he invoked free trade in Mexican ewes, for the pur- 
pose of enabling the woolgrowers to increase the burden on the 
people as rapidly as possible. 

Such inconsistency illustrates clearly the purpose of this whole 
business. I believe the great body of the people are of very much 
more consequence than the interest of any few manufacturers; 
but beyond and above all that, I do not believe Congress has the 
right to levy any tax, no matter how small, that is not levied for 
the purpose of putting revenue into the Treasury, and that taxes 
levied to make one business profitable at the expense of the great 
masses of the people are absolutely undemocratic. They are un- 
American; they are in violation of all principles of civilization and 
enlightenment. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I can not understand these 
arguments. When we are considering a protective tariff, as all 
tariffs are protective, Ido not appreciate an argument that is in 
favor of discrimination between the labor producing one article 
and the labor producing another. Ican not appreciate an argu- 
ment in favor of p otecting labor in the cities, which prođuces 
manufactured cloth, and not protecting the labor on the farms 


raising sheep. If we are to have a protective tariff upon competi- 
tive articles, it seems to me we ought to follow the Democratic 


platform of 1896 and have no discrimination in favor of one kind 
of labor or one set of laborers against another set of laborers, It 
should be fairly distributed. 

If gentlemen were free traders and proposed to raise the revenue 
by direct taxation, if that were the position taken, I could under- 
stand the plea to put articles on the free list similar to those which 
are produced by American labor, but I see no argument in favor 
of putting an article of one kind produced by American labor on 
the free list and an article produced by American labor in another 
place upon the protective list. If woolen manufacturers had 
cloth on the free list, there would be less argument in favor of 
putting wool on the protected list. But if we are to raise revenue 
on competitive articles, which is the established policy of all 
parties, it shou!d be, 5 the Democratic platform of 1890, 
Mc 5 There should be no discrimination. That 
is all 1 ask. 

Now, I undertake to say that the woolgrowing interest is very 
important. There are a very large number of people engaged in 
it. There is a vast region of country capable of raising sheep. 
Certainly there is enough for that purpose to raise all we want in 
the United States, and if we are to have revenue raised on com- 
petitive articles, there is no article upon which it can be more 
equitably levied than wool, because there are a large number of 
people engaged in it and the benefits are more generally distrib- 
uted. There are ten times, perhaps a hundred times, more people . 
engaged in producing wool than there are in manufacturing cloth. 
They are out in the country, and I undertake to say that the coun- 
try population is much more desirable than the city population. 

f we are to pursue the courseof giving the manufacturer a free- 
trade market in which to buy, and destroy our rural population, 
ou will do very much to sap the foundation of our institutions. 
t seems to me the rural population is absolutely essential to the 
reservation of our Government. Cities are not the homes of the 
epublic. It was one of the questions seriously discussed in the 
formation of our Government, whether we would ever have la 
cities which would disturb the Republic. The Republic could 
not live without the aid of the country. Can you say that those 
in the country shall work in competition with the cooly labor of 
Asia or the miserably paid labor of Mexico and South America, 
while those in the city are protected? 

In regard to third-class wool, whatever may be the real fact, 
there is a general belief among all woolgrowers that a vast amount 
of the third-class wools are used in manufacturing cloth and for 
other pu than c t manufacture. That is the general be- 
lief, and any tariff that does not provide against the possibility of 
importing wool for carpet purposes and using it for manufacturing 
cloth will be very unsatisfactory and will be very unpopular. The 
reason why tarik agitations are so easily got upis on account of 
the sense of injustice which exists. If a tariff could be equitably 
adjusted, it would hardly ever be disturbed. Consequently, the 
importance of having a sense of justice. Woolgrowers think that 
under the ad valorem provision in the McKinley law third-class 
wool got in and was used for other purposes and came in compe- 
tition with the home product; that it was unfair; and they have 
complained of it, and if ae do not remedy it in this tariff bill you 
will not satisfy them. Of course it is very easy to remedy it now. 

Under the amendment the tariff on carpet wool, a large part of 
which will be used as it has been before for other purposes, will 
be but 4 cents. It is not enough. It is more than it was under 
the McKinley Act, but not enough. It will all come in at 4 cents 
because it wil all come in under a rating of 10 cents. There is 
no doubt about that. Everybody understands it will be that 
way. It was so rated under the McKinley Act, and it will be so 
rated again in the custom-house, and it will come in at 4 cents. 
Then the provisions which will make it possible to get in prac- 
tically scoured wool will create a great temptation to import and 
use that wool for clothing purposes, because 8 per cent of dirt is 
a very small percentage. oured wool, I am told, often shrinks 
that amount. It will practically bring in scoured wool. You 
can have a little dirt with it, 8 cent of dirt, and it will be 
8 finer than the ordinary wool, which shrinks sometimes two- 

irds. 

Take merino wools. It will enable them to bring in really a 
higher grade wool than formerly. It will get in as third-class 
wool, and it will be a severe competitor of the American wool. I 
hope it will be remedied so as to meet that condition of things. 
Let us have as fair a tariff as it is ible, at least. If we are 
going to have it on the protective list—and it is unanimous on 

oth sides that we are going to havea protective tariff; no sug- 
gestions to have any other kind of a tariff have come from this 
side or the other side—let us have one that is as nearly equitable 
as you can make it. 

You will see in the schedules, if Iam not very much mistaken, 
that carpets are very highly protected, There is a large protection 
to carpets. Let it go around. Do not make your blanket so short 
that it will not reach around and will not cover the whole family. 
I appeal to the committee to correct it and fix it so that the carpet 
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wool shall not come in and be used for other purposes, and that it 
shall pay a fair duty. Then put your tariff on carpets to equalize 
the thing and have it equitable. I do not think the Senate amend- 
ment is quite the thing. I am not satisfied with it, and I am sure 
the woolgrowers will not be. 

Mr. QUAY. Linsist upon my motion, 

Mr. TLE. I wish to say merely a word. 

Mr. MES Very well; I yield. 

Mr. MANTLE. rise to reply briefly to tho last statement 
made by the Senator from Arkansas. e quoted, I think, from 
Mr. Dornan, a very large carpet manufacturer of Philadelphia, à 
statement that if the duty as recommended by the Finance Com- 
mittee of the Senate should be adopted it will increase the cost of 
ingrain carpet 20 cents per yard. A good deal has been said here 
to-day and yesterday about inaccuracies of statement and about 
the inability to understand it upon the part of the advocates of a 
protective duty on wool. I venture to say that there has been 
nothing so absurd mentioned in this debate as the statement of 
Mr. Dornan that the difference proposed by the Senate committee 
will increase the cost of ingrain carpet 20 cents per yard. If I 
believed that this proposition would increase the cost of a carpet 
8 costing 40 cents a yard 20 cents, I would not favor it 
myself. 

jpeg examine the statement fora moment. The House bill 
provides a duty of 32 sd cent ad valorem upon wools of a value 
of 13 cents or less. That is modified by the Senate amendment to 
a specific rate of 4 cents per pound on a value of 10 cents or less. 
Assuming that the wools would come in at a value of 10 cents, an 
ad valorem duty of 32 per cent would be 3.20 cents per pound. 
Increasing it to 4 cents would simply be increasing it eight-tenths 
of 1 cent per pound. I have already read a statement here show- 
ing that it is estimated that it takes three-quarters of a pound of 
wool to make a running yard of ingrain carpet. Assuming that 
it takes a pound of wool to each yard of ingrain carpet, the in- 
crease proposed by the Senate committee would only be eight- 
tenths of 1 cent, and here again Irepeat that 98 per cent of all 
third-class woo!s imported for the past six years have come in at 
a valuation of 10 cents or less per pound. 

Now, how it is possible for this slight increase of eight-tenths 
of a cent on a pound of carpet wool to increase the cost of a yard 
of ingrain carpet in which it is used 20 cents is certainly beyond 
my comprehension, and I should like very much to have the 
method explained by which that conclusion is reached. I know 
the Senator from Arkansas can not show it. Neither can any 
other Senator upon this floor. I think if the objections of the 
carpet manufacturers generally possess no more merit than the 
one in question, they are entitled to very little consideration at 
the Mida of the Senate of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Pennsylvania allow me to 
make one or two observations very briefly before the question is 

ut? 
" Mr. QUAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I can not myself disregard the judgment of the 
carpet manufacturers, some of whom I know personally, those in 
my own city and State, men of very large business experience 
and of unquestionable integrity. They have been building up 
their carpet establishments, and have sacrificed, under the vary- 
ing policies which have prevailed in this country, an amount in 
interest and in principal more than the entire capital. I suppose 
the persons who now own the carpet establishments at Clinton, 
Worcester, and other places in Massachusetts have sunk, in the 
endeavor to establish a carpet manufacture in this country, more 
than the entire value of their present plants. So when they tell 
me that the arrangement now Jogos by the committee is inad- 
equate for their protection and that it will compel them either to 
go out of business or to continue their business hereafter at a loss, 
hoping for future correction of this inequality, I believe them. 
At the same time, believing them, I expect to vote with the 
committee. 

Ican not disregard existing conditions in regard to this bill. 
There is a necessity for a protective tariff in this country. <A ne- 
cessity for other arrangements for raising revenue is admitted by 
all parties in the country, and a large majority of the American 
people demand that that shall be done by a discriminating tariff 
which shall revive again the American mannfactures. e have 
nota majority in the Senate of that way of thinking. Thereisa 
majority composed either of Democrats who profess to be opposed 
to the protective pen pia unless so far as it affects rice, or cotton, 
orlumber,or sugar, and gentlemenlike the Senator from Montana 
who has just addressed the Senate, who, whatever may be their 
theoretical opinions on this subject, have within the last six 
months voted: to make protection on wool in this country impossi- 
ble by voting for a candidate for the Presidency who would veto 
such a policy; and I suppose if they get a chance they mean to do 
the same thing again hereafter. 

Mr. MAN TLE. May I interrupt the Senator? I know of no 
proposition of that character. I did not know that the candi- 


oe of the Silver party was pledged to veto a protective-tariff 


Mr. HOAR. If the candidate of the Silver party did not pledge 
himself by his speech in the Honse of Representatives in March 
or April, 1892, to that policy, I do not know what human lan- 
guage means. 

Mr. MANTLE. There was certainly nothing in the platform, 
if the Senator will permit me, upon which heran that pledged 
noto any such policy, nor was it ever my intention in support- 
ing him. 

Mr. HOAR. He was supported by nearly all the free traders 
in the country, and if the platform did not pledge the candidate 
the candidate pledged the party, as I understand it. But let that 


pass. 

Mr. MANTLE. However that may be, I have never surren- 
dered my views upon the protective theory. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand. 

Mr. MANTLE. I gave my support to that candidate believing 
that the money quen was the paramount issue. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not question that the Senator gave his sup- 
port to that candidate honestly and conscientiously. I did not 
make the observation except to point out to the gentlemen who 
think with me that we can not get any tariff bill at all without 
the help of the gentlemen who were of that way of thinking, as I 
understand it, a few months ago, and who expect to stick to that 
policy with their votes in the future, so far as I understand them, 
So we must get the best we can now. 

Mr. MANTLE, I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that it never has been my intention, even holding the views I do 
upon the financial question, to lay any obstacle in the pathway of 
this protective-tariff measure. Iam as anxious as is the Senator 
to see it enacted into a law. 

Mr. HOAR. Except the obstacle of a President who would veto 
it; that is all. 

Mr. MANTLE. That is not the question now. What Iam try-` 
ing to do now is to make the bill equitable so far as I can do it. 

Mr. HOAR. That is what the Senator is trying to do, and Iam 
very grateful that he is trying to do it. He is trying to do it hon- 
estly and sincerely. The point of my remarks is that it seems to 
me quite desirable to take advantage of what seems to be a lucid 
interval in my honorable friend's position and that of the gentle- 
men who act with him to get a tariff bill if possible before they 

et back where they will vote, if they do not get one now, for a 
esident who I suppose would veto it. That is my point. 

No carpet manufacturer or any other manufacturer can be pros- 
perous unless this country becomes prosperous enough to buy their 
manufactures, and that will not happen within the next two years, 
in my judgment, unless we get through a measure of general pro- 
tection, even if it has a good many defects, which will revive the 
manufacturing industries of the country, which will revive the 
industry of agriculture, and the industry of raising woo! as well, 
and lumber, and all the other industries which depend upon pro- 
tection for their new life, and in that way give a people able to 
buy the products of the mills. 

he Senator from Delaware just now talked about the burden 
on the American purchasers of the carpets and carpet wools. He 
reminded me of something which happened three or four years 
ago in my own State, which I had from the mouth of a man who 
was a pariy to the dialogue. An Englishman was over here, and 
he undertook to preach his doctrine of free trade to an old neigh- 
bor of his, I think from Bradford, in Yorkshire, who was estab- 
lished as a workingman, I think the foreman of a room in a factory 
in Massachusetts. He was telling this workingman, who had been 
a near neighbor of his (1 believe he was a brother, at any rate a 
relative), how these protected manufacturers oppressed the work- 
ingmen. Why," said he, you have to pay a very large per cent 
more to these men for all the things i have in your room here 
than you did at home," The man asked what things. Well,“ 
said he,“ brother," looking around the room, the sewing machine, 
the carpet, the piano." 'The naturalized American replied, ** We 
did not have them in England." Now,that isthe wholeanswer to 
the Senator from Delaware in a nutshell. 

Mr. President, dealing with the amendments of the committee 
is but one step toward a result which is to be matured in the Sen- 
ate. There wil be another vote on everything; and if the com- 
mittee find a more just and equitable provision, they will propose 
it before the bill is over. there is found a common ground 
which, giving our friends who raise wool all they desire, will still 
save the carpet manufacturing industry, that will be proposed. If 
even that is not accomplished to the entire satisfaction of either 
party in this body, there wil! be still an opportunity to compare 
views by the wisest and most experienced men in both Houses of 
5 who have the interests of both of these classes absolutely 
at heart. 

So I think I would embarrass very seriously the accomplish- 
ment of what I want, both for this particular class of manufac- 
turers and for all the people of the country, by undertaking to 
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antagonize the committee at this point. Therefore, although I 
agree with my honorable friend from Pennsylvania in thinking 
that this particular clause as it now stands is defective, I shall 
ive my vote with the committee. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrows in the chair). 
The question is on the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania 
to lay on the table the amendments of the Committee on Finance 


to By aph 357. 
T. QUAY. On that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I think it is my duty to correct 
the remarks of the senior Senator from Massachusetts made a 
moment ago respecting the attitude of the late silver candidate 
for the Presidency. I do not profess to utter his views upon the 
subject further than to say that there was nothing and is nothing 
in what he has said that would lead anybody to the conclusion 
that he would veto a tariff bill. 

Mr. HOAR. For protection? 

Mr. ALLEN. I presume if a bill was originated for the ex- 
clusive purpose of protection and not for the raising of revenue 
a bill that would be properly denominated a bill for confiscation—— 

Mr. HOAR. May I read two sentences from his speech in the 
other House? : 

Mr. ALLEN. I presume that gentleman would have vetoed it, 
as any other President ane to veto it. But for the Senator 
from Massachusetts to say that Mr. Bryan was pledged to veto a 
tariff bill for way DA HC reason is going further than the fact 
will warrant. ere was nothing said by him during the late 
campaign to that effect. There wasnothing in any platform that 
called for any action of that kind upon his part in the event of 
his election. 

What Mr. Bryan may have said while in the House of Repre- 
sentatives I do not know, nor do I care. I presume the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts does not want to be held responsible 
to-day for all of his public utterances. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido. I 1 to be. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well; if the Senator were held responsible 
for all his public ntterances, I think a search of the RECORD would 
find a great many contradictions in what he has said. 

I may be permitted to say that I believe if Mr. Bryan had ben 
seated in the White House, he would have held to the doctrine 
that it was his duty under the Constitution to parimi Congress to 
legislate, and either to approve or disapprove their legislation. I 
do not believe he would have undertaken, as has been the practice 
since I have been here, to reach his arm into the Senate Chamber 
or into either branch of Congress and undertake to influence its 
action in advance of the time when he should properly act. 

I believe, and I think the late candidate for the sidency upon 
the Populist ticket believes that the Constitution charges Con- 
gress with the duty and responsibility of legislating, and that it 
charges the Executive with the duty of examining the legislation 
after it is presented to him and either approving or disapproving 
it, as his judgment may dictate. So I think the Senator from 
Massachusetts is going a little too far when he says that anything 
has been said or done by Mr. Bryan that would lead to the con- 
clusion that he was pledged to veto a tariff act. 

My attention is called to the Chicago platform, from which I 
read the following: 

We hold that the tariff duties should be levied for pu of revenue, 
such duties to be so adjusted as to operate equally throughout the country 
and not discriminate between class or section, and that taxation should be 
limited a the needs of the Government honestly and economically adminis- 
tered. e denounce as disturbing to business the Republican threat to re- 
store the McKinley law, which has been twice condemned by the le in 
national elections, and which, enacted under the false plea of protection to 
home industry, proved a gone breeder of trusts and monopolies. enriched 
the few at the expense of the many, restricted trade, and deprived the pro- 
ducers of the great American staples of access to their natural markets. 

That is the position, I understand, of the late candidate for the 
Presidency, usually denominated the fusion candidate, and I 
think nothing can found in any public utterance of his in the 
other branch of Congress or elsewhere to the contrary. 

There are two distinct apes in this country upon the question 
of tariff, the party which believes that you have a right under 
the Constitution to confiscate the property of one class of citizens 
for the benefit of another class under the guise of taxation, and 
who call that kind of taxation a protective tariff, who seem to 
believe that there is no limitto the power of taxation that may be 
rightfully im d upon the people of the country; and the class 
who hold to the doctrine that a tariff should be levied for the pur- 
pose of revenue and for no other purpose. 

Mr. President, permit me to say that in my humble judgment 
there is no difference between robbery committed upon the high- 
way and that kind of tariff legislation which takes out of the 
pockets of the citizens of this country their hard earnings for the 
exclusive and sole purpose of turning those earnings over toa 
select class. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska answers 
what Isaid in passing merely by what seems to me can have no 


other meaning than to say that Mr. Bryan was not responsible for 
his publie utterances. Ido not know that the Senator exactly 
oid the phrase in that connection, but he said that I would not 
like to be held responsible for all my public utterances, and he did 
not know what Mr. Bryan might have said in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, Now, what Mr. Bryan did in the House of Repre- 
sentatives was to vote for the Wilson bill putting wool on the free 
list What he further did was to ig edd out bodily and in 
triumph the Democratic speaker, Mr. Wilson, of West Virginia, 
who had denounced protection as a robbery and unconstitutional. 
What he further did was to make a speech in which he denounced 
it as unconstitutional himself. I have before me now his state- 
ment: 

Protection has been our cannibal tree, and as one after another of our 
farmers has been driven by the force of circumstances upon that tree and 
has been crushed within its folds his companions have stood around and 
shouted, “ Great is protection!” 

Another proposition in the speech which I have before me is 
the following: 


The Democratic party, so far from being hostile to the home industries— 


The p which was pledged in its platform, on which he had 
sone: to the doctrine that it was unconstitutional and a rob- 

ry— 
is the only champion, unless our friends here, the independents, will join 
with us, of the real home industry of this country. 

And the Senator himself reads from the Democratic platform 
at Chicago, with all these other gentlemen denouncing the doc- 
trine, the Senator from Texas, the Senator from Missouri, and 
the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from Massachusetts will permit 
me, let me ask what is there in the statement he has just quoted 
that would lead him to the conclusion that Mr. Brvan would have 
vetoed a tariff act —— 

Mr. HOAR. For the protection of wool. 

Mr. ALLEN. PY because he voted for free wool? 

Mr. HOAR. Simply because he voted for it and helped to 
carry out the man who denounced its protection as robbery, and 
because he 3 the platform and the party that were com- 
mitted to that doctrine. 

Mr. President, I have a good deal of respect for Mr. Bryan. He 
is a man whose nature and behavior have impressed me very agree- 
ably. Ihavenever joined in anything which would be personally 
disrespectful to him, as far as I know. But this I have to say: 
That if Mr. Bryan, having said what he said in the House of e 
resentatives and stood on the platform and 8 the party he 
acted with. would not as President veto a bill for the protection of 
wool, I should cease to have any respect for him in the future, and 
especially if he put it on the ground that he was not responsible 
for his public utterances. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I think that the criticism 
which has been made on Mr. Bryan is very unjust. Icangivean 
illustration of its injustice. When the Bland Act was under con- 
sideration in 1878 in the House of Representatives in its A pov 
form, it was a free-coinage act pure and simple, and it p the 
House by an overwhelming majority, without any 3 
before the Allison amendment was attached to it. Mr. McKinley 
voted for free coinage pure and simple by the United States alone, 
independent of other nations, without any qualification whatever. 
After the Bland Act came to the Senate and was amended, he 
voted for it as amended. Then it was vetoed, and he voted to 
pass the Bland-Allison Act over the veto of the President. He 
voted for it on every vote. During that contest he voted with the 
most radical silvermen. Further, since 1890 he made a speech at 
Toledo, Ohio, which I have not before me, in which he denounced 
President Cleveland for discriminating between the two metals. 
He denounced President Cleveland's policy. 

In the Republican convention of 1888, the last Republican con- 
vention I ever attended, I was upon the committee on resolutions. 
Mr. McKinley was chairman of that committee. After a whole 
nizht's discussion, we adopted unanimous!y an amendment which 
I drew and proposed, Mr. McKinley voting for it, the amendment 
declaring that the Republican party is in favor of the use of both 
gold and silver as money and condemns the action of the Demo- 
cratic Administration for its effort to demonetize silver. He 
stood on that plank. Then when the St. Lonis convention met 
and he became a candidate, he accepted the nomination on a very 
different platform, one declaring that the Republican party will 
adhere to the present gold standard until we can get an interna- 
tional agreement. 

Upon the theory of the Senator from Massachusetts, if Mr. Mc- 
Kinley follows the logic of his former position, be would sign a 
free-coinage bill, and he would aid in its passage so far as giving 
it his general approval. He would be as good a free-coinage man 


as he wasin 1878, and as good a free-coinage man asIam. He 
was as radical in his votes and actions then as I am to-day or my 
friend from Missouri or anybody else. 
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If that is the principle, if free coinage once it is free coinage 
always; if it is impossible to be a backslider from that doctrine. 
then it may be impossible that there shall be backsliders from 
extreme free-trade doctrine. There are many men of extreme 
free-trade notions and they may believe it yet, but they have been 
forced to modify their opinions, because we are obliged to have a 
tariff to put the products of our labor in a condition to compete 
with foreign articles. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me to ask him if it is a 
fact that the present President of the United States advocated and 
voted for the passage of the Sherman Act? 

Mr. STEWART. He did; and he afterwards referred to and 
boasted of it in a speech. 

Mr. TELLER. He voted for the Sherman law. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Sherman law of 1890? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; he voted for the Sherman law and the 
Bland-Allison Act. 

Mr. ALLEN. As I recollect from reading his 


h, he advo- 
cated strongly the passage of that actin the other 


nch of Con- 


gress. 
Mr. STEWART. He advocated the passage of that act in Con- 
ps and spoke of it and denounced Mr. Cleveland when he was 
ident for the ition he occupied on the money question, as 
late as 1891 or 1892. I read a great deal of his speech the other 
day, and if anyone doubts my statement I can bring it in and read 
it again, to show how very denunciatory Mr. McKinley was of 
Mr. Cleveland’s gold policy. Now it is claimed by our Republican 
friends that he is excellence. These changes do occur. 

So far as Mr, Bryan is concerned, he made speeches on the 
tariff when he was in the other House. But his party declared 
that the silver question, the money question, was paramount. 
He was, however, in favor of a tariff which did not discriminate. 
He accepted the platform of his party and went before the country, 
and if any man can find in his speeches anywhere one sentence in 
conflict with the quod laid down in the Chicago platform 
upon the tariff and money questions, I should like him to present 
it. It can not be found. 

If we are to get men who are perfect during all their career. 
from their infancy up, who do not grow by circumstances, we 
shall have totake very young men to be Presidents, younger than 
Mr. Bryan and younger than Mr. McKinley. After they perform 
one public act, they may find it necessary to diverge from it the 
next day. You can not find men who are perfect, if you study 
their political history. p 

It seems to me there is nothing in the question. It is not 


strange, however, that Mr. Bryan should be criticised, because it | G 


is very well known that he is going to be the next President of 
the United States [laughter], and, of course, the opposition have 
commenced to criticise him. 

Mr. HOAR. Then had we not better hurry and get the tariff 
now? ` 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; you had better hurry and get the tariff 
now, and you had better make it a good and honest tariff, or the 

le will want it c ed. You had better have it honest and 
ir if you want to have it stand. 

Mr. E. If the Senator is through, I rise to a question of 
order. I inquire what is before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate 
is on the motion made by the Senator from Pennsylvania, on which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. CHILTO I want to know what the motion is. I do not 
understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] to lay on the table 
the amendments proposed by the Committee on Finance to para- 


h 357. 

* TELLER. Will the Chair have the amendments read? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendments. 

Mr. QUAY. The effect of the motion is to reinstate the House 
provision in par aph 357. 

The PRES G OFFICER. The amendments will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 357, page 117, line 20, before the 
word “cents,” the Committee on Finance pr to strike out 
“ thirteen " and insert ten;“ in line 21, after the word pound," 
to strike out including charges, and on common goat hair;" and 
in line 22, after the word *' be," to strike out **32 per cent ad valo- 
rem” and insert ** 4 cents per pound;” so as to make the paragraph 
read: 

$57. On wools of the third class and on camel's hair of the third class the 
value rent shall be 10 cents or less per pound, the duty shall be 4 cents 
per pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll 
on the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name wascalled). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], but will transfer 


that pair to the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna], and vote 
é: nay. * 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD], and 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PASCO (when Mr. ManTIN'S name was called). The Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. ManTIN] is paired on this question with 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GRAY (after having voted in the affirmative). I ask 
whether the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Cui.Low] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted, the Chair is 
informed. 

Mr. GRAY. Ihaveageneralpair with that Senator, and there- 
fore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Harris], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My colleague [Mr. BERRY] is de- 
tained from the Senate. He is paired with the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. NELsoN], as I understand. If he were present, my 
colleague would vote ** yea." 

Mr.NELSON. Ihavetransferred that pair to the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. Mason], and voted *‘ nay." 

Mr. ELKINS (after having voted in the negative). I havea 
general pair with my colleague [Mr. FAULKNER]. I think he 
would vote ** yea" on this question if present, but I am not cer- 
tain, and therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. NELSON (after having voted in the negative). I under- 
stand from the Senators who have the matter of pairs in charge 
that the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason] is paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin]. Under those circumstances 
I will withdraw my vote and stand paired with the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. BERRY]. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 41; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Bacon, Kenney, Murphy, Smith, 
Chilton, ory, Pasco, Tu 
Cockrell, ills, Penrose, V. 

rman, Mitchell, Pettus, Walthall. 

Jones, Ark. Morgan, Quay, 

NAYS—41L. 
Allen, e, Perkins, Thurston, 
Allison, inger, Platt, Conn. Tiliman, 
Burrows, Gear, Platt, N. Y. Turner, 
Butler, Hale, Proctor, W: 
Carter. Hansbroug! Rawlins, Weil 
Chandler, Heitfeld, Roaci Wetmore, 

lark, Hoar, Sewe White, 
Davis, LI e at Shoup, Wilson. 
Deboe, e, Spooner, 
Fair McEnery, Stewart, 
Foraker, Mantle, Teller, 
NOT VOTING-—?9. 
Al Daniel, Ben - Mord 
Baker, Elkins, ones, Nev. elson, 
Bate, Faulkner, x vL rem ^ 
Berry, George, n 8 * 
Caffery, Gray, McLa: A Wolcott. 
Cannon, McMillan, 
Clay, Harris, Kans. 
om, Harris, Tenn. Mason, 


So the Senate refused to lay on the table the amendments of the 
Committee on Finance to paragraph 357. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not believe it will help us 
in eee, what should be the tariff on wool to determine the 
question raised by the Senator from Massachusetts . Hoar] as 
tohow the recent Democratic candidate for the Presidency would 
have treated it if he had been elected provided we had sent such a 
bill to him. It seems to me that that is a subject which is hardl 
worthy of our attention at this time. The fact that Mr. Bryan di 
not think that there ought to be a duty on wool, at least a protect- 
ive duty on wool, does not seem to me to sustain the assertion of 
the Senator that he would have vetoed a bill containing such a 
duty.. He might have concluded that it was a proper subject of 
revenue, as we have heard that sugar is a proper subject of reve- 
nue, and he might have thought it was not a duty for protection, 
and therefore was not objectionable. 

Mr. President, the temptation is very great when the Senator 
from Massachusetts introduces in this discussion a political fea- 
ture and political 8 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me one moment? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. What I said was not in the least intended as a 
temptation to the Senator from Colorado or any other Senator. I 
wished to state, for the information of certain persons in my State 
who are interested in this question, the reasons for my vote; and 
I stated that we were at this time making a tariff under great 


difficulties, for there is no Republican majority in the Senate, and 
that we had to depend for our majority upon the votes of Sen- 
ators who, whatever might be their own opinion on protection, 
thought other matters of so much more importance that they 
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voted for a free-trade candidate for the Presidency, and, I sup- 
pose. desire to t that three years hence. 

1 did not make the remark for the purpose of stirring up any- 
body or offending anybody, but simply for the purpose of pointing 
out, in a single sentence or two, why I felt bound to follow the 
committee, although in this particular I thought the committee 
were in error. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam not complaining of the Senator. He had 
a right to make that statement. What I was complaining of and 
what I intend to p en of was of another thing. 2 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senater permit me to soggest Ti ht 
there, in the same connection, that the Senator from u- 
setts said that, according to the utterances of the late candidate 
for the Presidency, he would have vetoed a protective measure? 

Mr. HOAR. Isaid that I believed so. I do not know how he 
could bonestly do otherwise. 

Mr. GRAY. I hope so, if he calls himself a Democrat. 

Mr. TELLER. ether he would or not would be a moot 

uestion. Whatever may be the opinion of the Senator from 
3 my opinion is quite different. Other Senators 
may differ with me, but I do not propose to discuss that question. 

What I want to complain of is that the Senator introduces what 
is calculated to bring on a political discussion here. He chal- 
lenges—for that is what it is—our position because we voted for a 
candidate who was not in full accord with all of us upon all 
economic questions. We believed there were other and greater 
questions. The Senator challenges our consistency, and he in- 
tended to do that, of course, because he must be presumed to have 
80 intended. 

Mr. HOAR. I ce eed that. 

Mr. TELLER. The ator must be presumed to have expected 
that a challenge of that kind would be resented. Thereupon, when 
that is done, before we have any opportunity to reply, a motion is 
made to table. 


What I got up to say is this, and I mean to say it with empha- 
sis, so that it will be understood: I want this bill . Idonot 
believe that this bill will bring the relief that the Senator from 


Massachusetts professes he believes it will and does undoubtedly 
believe. Iam here to see, if I can, that it is a decent bill. Iam 
not here to cause any delay. Iwant the bill to pass as speedily as 
possible, and if there is relief to come to the distressed business 
of this country, I want it to come at once. 

I want to say to the Senator from Massachusetts, and to every 
other Senator who sits on the Republican side of the Chamber 
and who believes with him, that if they want to delay this tariff 
bill by 3 up political questions now, we shall be delighted 
to put the burden upon them, and then the discussion can go on 
ad infinitum, but they can not discuss their view of the and 
then deny to us the same right upon the theory that we are pro- 
tracting and delaying this promised relief to the country. 

Mr. ident, 
to the country any relief whatever, and 
ber of people in the country, and people, too, who believe 
thatit will I believe that the Republican party, having come 
into power with the promise to bring prosperity, are entitled to 
pass this bill. I think myself that they nips have it 
thirty MI ago if they had been in earnest. I do not believe that 
the Republican party in this Chamber or anywhere else believe 
that the bill will bring prosperity. Neither do I believe that the 
leaders of the Republican party are anxious to pass this bill 
speedily and summarily, because, when it is passed, if prosperity 
does not come, they have to hunt for some other excuse, as 
they have been hunting excuses for the last year, why prosperity 
has not come, 

They told us through the press that when Mr. McKinley was 
nominated at St. Louis on the gold-standard pum prosperity 
us ee Met that it was ed SA me or his election; a 

e great ublican papers proclaimed that in every issue, 
before the nomination and ater. When it was discovered that 
there was a contest to be made and not a walk-over, then the Re- 
publican papers said, **Only wait until Mr. McKinley is elected, 
and the minute he is elected prosperity will come; business will 
revive, and the industries that are now depressed will be on the 
high road to success." rity did not come when he was 
elected. Then they said prosperity would come as soon as he was 
inaugurated. He has been inaugurated three months, and it has 
not come yet. 

Now they tell us it will come when you pass this bill. Why 
do you not it? Why did you ss it six weeks in committee? 
You are following your committee. The committee did not have 
the Democratic members present to antagonize them; and they 
might have made as good a bill as this is in six days, if not in six 
hours. You have taken plenty of time; and why is it that every 
time a Senator rises to speak on the Democratic side of the Cham- 
pen 2 a Senator mes 7 mee in es accord with 5 

on, he is charged wi elaying the prosperity you have promi 

1f the Republican party in this Chamber, now in control of the 


t I know a great num- 


repeat I do not believe that this bill will bring | the 


executive department of the Government and of the other House, 
are honest in believing that prosperity is to come from the enact- 
ment of this bill, it is absolutely criminal for them to delay an 
hour more than is n: ; and they onght to know, when they 
challenge those of us who have not been in accord with them upon 
the question as to who should be the Chief Executive of this na- 
tion, and charge us with inconsistency, that we are very likely to 
resent it and very likely to insist that our people are quite as 
patriotic and quite as intelligent as theirs. 

I have only said this, Mr. President, because I feel if this debate 
is to qom in the way it has been going on for a little while, that I 
shall be justified in taking two or three hours, and my colleagues 
will be justified in doing likewise, and we should be recreant to 
our duty to ourselves and our constituents if we did not do so. 

With this notice to the Senators who are conducting this bill, I 
shall wait to see what the developments may be. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, the Finance Committee seems to 
have pulled itself together since yesterday into something like its 

istine vigor, and therefore, with sometrepidation, I submit to the 

ator in charge of the bill an amendment which I propose to offer 
to paragraph 357, which, it seems to me, n to meet the appro- 
bation of the Finance Committee, and which would certainly bea 
fair adjustment of the question in controversy: that is, in line 20, to 
strike out the word ten“ and insert the word “twelve,” making 
the dividing line 12 cents instead of 13 cents. . 

I suggest to the Senator from Iowa in charge of the bill that 
Ido notthink there can be any practical opposition to that amend- 
ment amongst those who are * of the woolgrowers. If 
it meets his approbation, I shall be very glad to have the proposi- 
tion subinitted to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON, I regret that I can not accept the suggestion of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania. The whole paragraph is in con- 
ference now. If we have made a mistake, that mistake can be 
easily corrected. I hope we shall make progress now with the 
other paragraphs of this schedule, and that whatever political dis- 
cussions there may be will be postponed at least for this day. 

Mr. QUAY. I will, then, pro forma and without the intention 
of calling for the yeas and nays, make the motion to amend the 
committee amendment by striking out ten,“ as reported by the 
committee, and calc ** twelve." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 357, on page 117, line 20, before 
the word “cents,” it is proposed to amend the committee amend- 
ment by striking out ten and inserting * twelve; so as to read: 

357. On wools of the third class and on camel's hair of the third class the 
value whereof shall be 12 cents, etc. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANTLE. I desire to offer an amendment. I proces to 
make os paragraph 357 and insert in lieu thereof what I send to 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from Montana 
will pardon the Chair for a moment, the amendments sper 
by the Senate committee to ph 357 will first acted 
upon. 2 the absence of objection, the amendments will be 


Mr. MANTLE, Will my amendment then be in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Certainly. 

Mr. MANTLE. I was met yesterday, after accepting a similar 
statement of the case, with the su tion after the committee 
amendments had been adopted, that the matter had been disposed 
of, and thereforethere was some question as to whether my amend- 
ment was in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
amendment proposed, by the Senator from Montana to be a sub- 
stitute, which is in order. I 

Mr. ALLISON. I inquire of the Chair if the amendments of 
the committee to TESTA 357 have been agreed to? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, the 
amendments were to. The Senator from Montana pro- 
poses to amend the paragraph by inserting a substitute, which 
will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to substitute for paragraph 357 
the following: 

On wools of the third class, and on camel's hair of the third class, the cur- 
rent value whereof in the last seaport whence exported to the United States 
shall be 10 cents or less per pound, the duty shall be 5 cents per pound: and 
on wools of the third class, and on camel's hair of the third class, the current 
value whereof in the last seaport whence exported to the United States shall 
exceed 10 cents p pound, there shall be an additional duty of one-half of 1 
cent per pound for each increase of 1 cent per pound in the value thereof. 

Mr. MANTLE. In support of that amendment, I desire to state 
that the only change in the rate is in increasing the Senate com- 
mittee’s amendment from 4 to 5 cents, which would be equivalent 
to a 50 per cent ad valorem duty upon that class of wools. 

Iregard the language the value whereof in the last seaport 


whence exported to the United States" as being the most impor- 
tant part of the amendment. 
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Ido not know definitely what the rule is, but I am told that in 
estimating the values of these wools, the invoices are frequently 
made in the interior of the country, possibly in the interior of 
Africa, or Asia, or China, and that no allowance is made for the 
cost of exporting or carrying those wools to the last seaport whence 

rted to the United States. ; S 
e matter, therefore, is in a chaotic condition, and it is impos- 
sible to know whether or not the valuation is correct under these 
circumstances, because there is no definite point at which they 
can be located, there is no definite point to start from, and this 
phase of the case, perhaps, is most responsible for the fraudulent 
undervaluations which have been practiced in respect to the im- 
rtation of these wools, because of the fact that they are imported 
om countries that are only half civilized, and they come from 
remote points, where the value is practically unknown and can 
not be determined. ; : ) ; 

If my amendment is adopted, it will fix a definite point, fix a 
place where the value of these wools is known, where the invoices 
will be made, and it wil have the effect of rendering much less 
frequent, if not im ible, the fraudulent practices which have 
heretofore obtained end of which the woolgrowers largely com- 

lain. 

I think, Mr. President, in all justice, those who desire an honest 
administration of the laws, and really want honest valuations, and 
who do not desire that the law shall be evaded, ought to vote for 
this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed urne Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE], in 
the nature of a substitute for paragraph 357. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 358, on page 117, line 
25, after the word “exceed,” to strike out **thirteen" and insert 
„ten;“ in line 1, on page 118, to strike out“ including charges,” 
and in the same line, after the words ‘‘shall be," to strike out the 
words “ fifty per cent ad valorem " and insert **7 cents per pound; " 
80 as to make the paragraph read: 


858. On wools of the third class, and on camel's hair of the third class, the 
value whereof shall exceed 10 cents per pound, the duty shall be 7 cents per 


pound. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MANTLE. I desire to offer a paragraph, following para- 
h 858, to be known as paragraph 358}, which is the paragraph 
fn the amendment I sent up a while ago referring to cattle hair. 
Iask that it be read. 8 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Montana, to insert a new 
paragraph to follow paragraph 358, which will be read: 

The Secretary read as follows: 

On cattle hair and calf hair and other animal fibers not herein nor elsewhere 
specified, the duty shall be 5 cents per pound. 

Mr. MANTLE. In DEA es of the amendment, I desire to say 
that there is a great deal of hair imported on which no duty is 
collected. I think last year there were about 1,000,000 pounds—1 
have forgotten just the exact amount—aggregating a half million 
dollars in value, which came in free. It enters largely into the 
manufacture of cheap carpets and blankets and articles of that 
sort, and is used practically for the same purposes that much of 
the cheaper grades of third-class woo!s are, and there ought to be 
a duty levied upon it for revenue purposes, if for nothing more. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Montana. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The SECRETARY. It is popon to strike out paragraph 359 and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: 

958. The duty on wools on the skin shali be 1 cent less per pound than is 
imposed in this schedule on other wools of the same class and condition, the 
qu Ld 7 —.— Md 2t ascertained under such rulesas the Secretary of the 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Imove to strike out all of the schedule from the 
epic down to paragraph 860, in order hereafter to move—— 

. ALLISON, ask the Senator to wait until the amend- 
ments are adopted. 

Mr. VEST. Ithought the amendment had been adopted. 

Mr. ALLISON. There are one or two other amendments. 

ec PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 360 and 
insert in lieu thereof: 

960. Top waste, slubbing waste, roving waste, ring waste, and garnetted 
waste, 30 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert a new paragraph, as 
follows: 

360). Shoddy, 25 cents per pound; noils, y re thread waste, and all 

wW 


other wastes composed wholly or in part o and not specially provided 
for in this act, 30 cents per pound. » 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. VEST. I now renew my motion to strike out all down to 
paragraph 360, for the purpose of moving hereafter, if that motion 
prevails, to put the articles embraced in these paragraphs upon 
the free list, as they are in the existing law. 

. The 3 OFFICER. From what paragraph, the Chair 
inquires 

Mr. VEST. Commencing at the beginning of the schedule, 
from paragraph 347 and extending down to 360. I wish it under- 
prone. that it does not include shoddy, which is in another para- 
graph. 

I move to strike out all down to paragraph 360, for the purpose 
of moving to put the articles on the free list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated, 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out all of the para- 
graphs from 347 to 359, both inclusive. 

r. VEST. This motion places face to face free wool and pro- 
tected wool, and without entering into any general discussion as 
to the tariff for protection, I desire to present facts from official 
sources, and none of them from the party to which I belong, show- 
ing that the high protective duties upon raw wool and the enor- 
mous duties that we have heretofore placed under tariff laws upon 
manufactures of wool benefit neither the woolgrower nor the 
woolen manufacturer. 

Imake the distinctive statement as emphatically as I can make 
it, and I challenge contradiction and discussion, that high duties 
upon raw wool have not increased the price to the woolgrower in 
the United States, but, on the contrary, have diminished prices. 
The Wilson Act, so called, the existing law, it is hardly fair to take 
as an illustration of the effect of free wool, because it has been in 
existence for so short a time and under such peculiar and adverse 
circumstances. That law took effect in October, 1894, and as a 
matter of course has been in existence but a very few years and 
under financial and business depression such as has never before 
been seen in this country. 

I shall not stop to go into a discussion of when this depression 
commenced, but I take it that the testimony of the President of 
the United States, Mr. McKinley, will be accepted by our politi- 
cal opponents as conclusive ppan that subject. In 1890,1n his 
report upon the tariff bill which bears his name, he spoke then, as 
I had occasion to read at the peeing ot this debate, of the exist- 
ing depression, and especially of the depression resting upon the 
agriculture of the country, which he and his coll es proposed 
by the tariff bill to remove. I admit that it is hardly fair to take 
the McKinley Act as an illustration of the effect "i high duties 
upon wool and woolen manufactures, because that act was in 
existence only a very few years before it was superseded by the 
Wilson Act, which took its place. 

But the act of 1867, which wentinto effect on May 2 of that year, 
was in operation for sixteen years, and I submit in all candor that 
if high duties upon wool would haveincreased the price and bene- 
fited the wool producer, that result ought to have been obtained 
in those sixteen years. In 1806 commenced the contest between 
the woolen manufacturers and the woolgrowers of the United 
States which exists to-day. It was attempted then, as it has been 
attempted now, outside of this Chamber and inside of it, to recon- 
cile the conflicting interests Du erede by the woolen manufac- 
turers and the woolgrowers. Ihave alluded to-day to the state- 
ments of Mr. Lawrence on behalf of the woolgrowers, and of 
Justice, Bateman & Co. on behalf of the woolen manufacturers, 
absolutely irreconcilable, so antagonistic that there can be no 
sort of question thatone party or the other is egregiously mistaken 
or perverting the facts. 

1866 this contest was raging, and the friends of protection 
brought forward the representative men of the two interests. 
They met in caucus or convention or conference. or whatever you 
please to term it, and framed the act of 1867. They agreed upon 
the rates to be imposed upon wool and then the compensatory du- 
ties upon manufactured woolen goods. They brought the bill to 
Congress as a compromise necessary to the safety of the Repub- 
lican party. With the exception of the duty upon dress goods for 
women and children and of men's wearing apparel, that compro- 
mise was adopted, word for word and letter for letter, as brought 
by the conflicting and MESA factions to the Capitol. Itimposed 
from 10 to 12 cents per pound upon the raw wool, with an addi- 
tional duty of 12 per cent ad valorem. David A. Wells, who two 
years afterwards was the Commissioner of Revenue, stated the 
effect of the act of 1867 as follows: ** That the duty on raw or un- 
washed wools and hair other than wools adapted for carpets 
Should be fixed at rates varying from 10 to 12 cents per pound and 
from 10 to 11 per cent ad valorem. In order, then, to compensate 
the manufacturer for such a prospective enhancement of the price 
of hisraw material, it was agreed, in consideration of the fact that 
4 pounds of the cheapest imported wool, paying an aggregate du 
of 46cents, were sometimes employed in the fabrication of a poun 
of finished cloth," to compensate the manufacturer by giving him 
the increased duties mentioned in the act upon his manufactured 
product. After this compensatory duty, it was to give to 
the manufacturer 10 per cent in addition, in order to meet fhe tax 
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upon the chemicals that went into his manufacture and to pay for 
transportation if any expense in that regard should be incurred; 
and in addition over all, 25 per cent ad valorem for the difference 
in labor here and abroad. 

Those were the duties solemnly elected to be placed upon raw 
wool and manufactured goods by the raisers of the raw wool and 
the manufacturers of woolen goods. It was their own bill. It 
was given to them by Congress. It is held up to-day as the ideal 
of the woolen interests of this country both as to the production 
of wool and the manufacture of goods. Mr. Lawrence alludes to 
itas the great act of 1807 for the protection of the woolgrowers 
and the woolen manufacturers. Justice, Bateman & Co. allude 
to it in the same way. The act of 1867 applied to nothing but 
wools and woolen manufactures, no other article being included 
in it, 

It remained upon the statute books sixteen years. I submit it 
is a fair test of the system to which I adhere and the system to 
which our opeononis adhere, as to whether one or the other is 
correct. If I show by the official reports of the manufacturers 
themselves that wool went down in price during those sixteen 
ears; if I show that the manufacturers languished; if I show 
om their own mouths that their own bill, putting these enormous 
duties upon raw wool and manufactured goods, did not bring pros- 
rity, but adversity, I take it the case is conclusively made out 
5 favor of free wool and against the protection that is sought to 
ut upon it. 
have patie’ me a bulletin issued by the National Association 
of Woolen Manufacturers in December, 1890, upon pages 362 and 
following giving the result of the act of 1867 from the time of its 
enactment down to the day of its repeal. Itis a record, with the 
exception of 1871 and 1872, of falling prices, depressed manufac- 
tures, complaints from year to year of their own act. In 1871 
there was phenomenal and abnormal speculation in wool. It 
lasted eighteen months, and then, as is always the case, there came 
a reaction and prices resumed their downward tendency. Any 
Senator who will take the trouble to look at this record—which I 
shall not endeavor to read in detail—will find all through it such 
entries as lower prices,” lower prices,” ‘enlarging consump- 
tion of manufactured product,” ‘depression in manufacture.” 
In 1869, two years succeeding, ‘‘ failures in the woolen trade." 

In 1872, for instance, there was ‘‘wild speculation.” Then 
comes the next year, 1873: ‘‘ February—overproduction of goods; 
market overstocked with wools; manufacturers lessen production. 
March—continued depression; money scarce. October—panic in 
the money market," etc. 

In June, 1874, we find there were numerous failures in Eng- 
land in the worsted and iron industries, the result of overproduc- 
tion; partial recovery in general business;" and in the year 1875, 
‘manufacturing of woolens in England unprofitable;" depression 
in business, and so on, down to the enactment of the act of 1883. 
I shall not exhaust my strength nor weary the patience by read- 
ing all these pages, but here is the record, made out by the woolen 
manufacturers themselves from month to month and year to year, 
showing that the increased duties in 1867 did not put up the price 
of wool nor bring prosperity to the manufacturers. 

What was the result of the enactment of 1883, which slightly 
reduced the duty upon wools and woolen goods? The first effect of 
it was to increase the price of wool, but the increase lasted only 
a very short time, and then the decline began again. Wool con- 
tinued to decline till 1890, when the demand became universal on 
the part of the woolgrowers and the wool manufacturers for the 
reenactment of higher duties upon raw material and the finished 
product. What has been the result of the act of 1890? 

I hold before me—and I said I would quote only those opposed 
to me, those on the other side—a table embraced in the testimony 
of Mr. Lawrence, the president of the Wool Growers' Associa- 
tion, the most persistent and determined of all the advocates of a 

igh duty upon wool. It is found on page 1483 of the hearings 
before the Ways and Means Committee of the House, and it is 
the official record of the prices of wool in the Philadelphia market 
from 1890 to 1896. I take it for granted this will be accepted by 
our opponents upon the other side, because it comes from the very 
head and front of the party that advocates the high duty upon 
wool. What is that record under the increased duties imposed 
by the act of 1890? I will take XX Ohio, as was done by the 
3 from Texas [Mr. MiLLs]. admitted to be the test grade 
of wool. 

The equivalent of it abroad is the Port Phillip wool, an Austra- 
lian fleece, which is nearer the XX Ohio wool than any other for- 
eign mice In December, 1891, XX Ohio wool was worth, in 
the Philadelphia market, 30 to 32 cents a pound. In 1892, after 


the enactment of the McKinley Act. it fell to 26-28 cents, a fall of 
4centsa pound. In December, 1893, it fell from 26-28 to 22-25. 
In October, 1894, in which month the Wilson bill was enacted, it 
fell from 22-25 to 18-19. If high duties would stop the decline in 
the price of wool, why was it not done in the three NE of the 
operation of the McKinley Act? What was the res 


tof the en- 


actment of the Wilson law, putting wool upon the free list? In 


1895 it rose from 18-19 to 19-21; in 1896, from 19-21 to 20-91. On 
3 une 15 1897, which is the last official report, it sold from 21 to 
cents. 

But we are met with the statement that the Port Phillip wool, 
which is the equivalent of this amongst foreign wools, went up 
in value or did not keep pace in price with the XX Ohio wool in 
this country. Therefore 811 say that the tariff imposed here has 
nothing to do with it. I hold in my hand the gold prices of Ohio 
XX wool and of Port Phillip fleece, its equivalent, commencin 
in 1866 and running to 1891, and it shows that these wools ran al- 
most together. For instance, in March, 1879, XX Ohio was worth 
in our markets 35 cents a pound and Port Phillip was worth 40. 
In the next month XX Ohio was 34, Port Phillip 42; in the next, 
XX Ohio 38, Port Phillip 40; inthe next.43and 43. In February, 
1880, Ohio XX wool was 54 and Port Phillip 46, and then 43 and 
43. Firstone wool would advance a few cents above the other, 
and then it would recede and the other would advance. But there 
was no such difference in price as could furnish any argument 
against my assertion that the tariff taxes in the United States do 
notserve to p up the price of our domestic wools. I will put 
this table in the RECORD without reading it, to show the truth of 
what I have stated. 

Average price in Boston of Ohio medium wool and average price in London of . 

Port Phillip fleece, in American currency, 1866 to 1890— both washed 1ools. 


[London quotations from Windeler & Co. American prices from Mauger & 
Avery, Boston.] 


Ohio 


Year.|Month. nem m 


Cents. | Cents. 
1888. ^ . 


1874 
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Sept.. 
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1871.. 


1878.. 
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* The prices reduced to a gold basis were calculated upon the value of cur- 
rency at the dates indicated as given in the quarterly report of the Chief of 
the Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Department for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1879. 
S. N. D. NORTH, 
Secretary National Association of Wool Manufacturers, Boston, Mass. 

Before coming to 1895, I wish to read aremarkable piece of the 

history of the wool question. In 1885, after the enactment of the 
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tariff law of 1883, Mr. Manning, of New York, was Secretary of the 
Treasury, and he issued an official circular to all the wool manu- 
facturers and wool producers in the United States, asking them to 
give their views as to the effect of free wool and as to the pro- 
ag of chang the existing tariff. In reply to this circular of 

. Manning Í have before me the answer of the Wool Manufac- 
turers’ Association, of which Mr. William Whitman was then the 
president, and I call the attention of Senators to the remarkable 


Statement then made by the same association which framed or 
partly framed the act of 1867: 
We are aware— 
Says the Manufacturers’ Association— 
We are aware that there is a difference of opinion among wool manufac- 
turers as to the desirableness of a duty ime wool Waiving that question, 
to Secretary ning, and assuming that the con- 


ns we have in the response 

tinuance of a wool duty for the present is a political necessity, we presume 
that every intelligent wool manufacturer in the country will admit that the 
2 of the existing woolen tariff —a compensatory duty for the raw ma- 
rial and a further protective duty—is the best system that can be devised. 


"What does Mr. Whitman mean by a political necessity? uid 
did he make that statement to the Secretary of the Treasury? He 
meant that in order to get votes and to save the ublican 
it was a political necessity to put a duty on wool and to give a 
compensatory duty to the manufacturer. He meant that it was 
necessary to do what is Up dea now in Chamber, to bri 
together the two interests and tie them with a ligament of 
which could not be broken. 

Who ever before heard from a trade organization the open and 
avowed and stupendous proposition that a political necessity 
should dictate the taxes of the people of the United States? 

That is not all. Mr. Whitman then p to argue the 
question of free wool, and although he admitted that this political 
necessity existed, he goes on to show that free wool is absolutely 
necessary to the manufacturers of the United States. He makes 
an nt which I shall insert in my remarks, unanswerable, 
it seems to me, in behalf of the position that those of us have as- 
sumed in favor of free raw material. He says it is absolutely im- 
possible to make a tariff to enable the manufacturers of this coun- 
try to compete with foreign manufacturers who have free wool, 
although, as a ublican, he admits the political necessity exists 
for feeing the 1,000,000 voters represented by Mr. Lawrence with 
a duty upon wool, bad as it is and wrong as it is, in order to bring 
them to the polls in solid phalanx for the Republican organization. 
There itis. Anyone can read it. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


[Circular letter of William Whitman, presens of the National Association 
of Wool Manufacturers, dated ton, Mass., October 23, 1885.] 


THE WOOL TARIFF A POLITICAL NECESSITY. 


We are aware that there is a difference of opinion among wool manufac- 
turers as to the desirableness of a duty upon wool. Waiving that question, 
as we have in the of Manning. and assu: t the 
continuance of a Bae duty for the present is a political necessity, we pre- 
sume that every intelligent wool manufacturer in the country will admit 
that the principle of the existing woolen tariff—a compensatory duty for the 
raw material and a further protective duty—is the best system that can be 


de 
This m is now in deadly peril. Nothing can save it but the individ- 
ual eff. of the manufacturers whose interests are imperiled. 
We ought to be able to present to Congress at least a thousand individual 
t a change of the existing system. 
* rom free tool. —It is necessary for us 
i b 3 NAT io — Apes 
to, namely, its, su „upon grounds of public policy, to a uty on 
the raw material. American manufacturer is in a perpetual 
Je with the manufacturers of Europe for the 8 of the markets 
5 As before said, the advantages of our compe are our 
obstacles. In this strife the European manufacturer possesses the advan- 
tage—which would be overwhelming if not counteracted by special 
tion—of having — material of his manufacture free from duty, no duties 


advan: s 
somewhat rm a rere pa 


on wool Great Britain, France, Belgium, and the Netherlands, and 
very du if any, in other 8 nations. 
Qu competitors are exempt from the direct enhancement by a 


r 
duty of the 1 of wool, thus requi ess capital to supply their mills and 
no cost of interest on the — 5 requ in ye E their stocks of wool and 
goods. They are free from the apprehension of changes in the value of wool, 


such as have taken place in this country in consequence of no less seven- 
teen c in the: tariff on wools within the md living manufac- 
turers. ey are exempt from the duties on wool substitutes so usefully 
emplo: to mix with wool in the manufacture of the cheaper and heavier 


cloths—duties which with us are absolutely prohibitory. They are able, 
from the lower cost of their raw material, to relieve themselves from over- 
roduction by 5 their surplus stocks at comparatively men sacri- 
Dice to foreign markets, to which their ness has already introduced 
them. They are not compelled. as we are, to discriminate in their choice of 
wool to avoid the effect of the duty, and are able to select their wools in any 
condition, whether unwashed, washed, or scoured, with reference only to 

their desirable A pian 
Through freedom of i 8 they have near markets, as at London, 
Havre, Antwerp, and Berlin, offering vast assortments and a steady supply 
of all kinds of wool—advantages esp ly favorable to the small manufac- 
. This exemption from all restrictions in the selection of raw material, 


turer. 

together with the facilities for supply and the certainty that values will not 
be disturbed by legislation, is believed to be the chief cause of a character- 
istic of the European woolen industry, namely. 
abroad obtains success b; 

rics he has undertaken 


adhering with steady attention to the special tab. 
wr 8 at on a 
"40 make, and in which he has acquired excellence; 


while diversification of —— go necessary to prevent ovi 
tion, is enco by the equal availability of all varieties and condi um ot 
raw material. The effect of this policy upon the agricultural interests and 
— thecountries which adopt it we are notat present called upon to 
consider. 
S OMEN manufacturers’ . tas — — nh fho protection 
wool a this country u groun: ublic vol dis- 
advantages tothe domestic — — , Which would bai e jo if 


we append a table pared in 1884 by wool experts in whom we have entire 
confidence, exhibi the at which weok all could then be 
ht in some of the world's marke d the conditions are not now 
changed—the existing duty upon them, the cost of importation 


materially ged. 
(ineluding commissions) from the port of shipment to Boston, the total cost 
F n taie cost.. e g class 1, clothing’ E 
o! ion upon wools, as 
au illustration, an examination of this table will show that on class 15 un- 
washed w the duty ranges from 31.48 p Io DAE ca on bp oost, 
and that the aby aucl darai importation range from 45.45 per cent to 117.80 
per cent on the cost. 


PAYING DUTY ON GREASE AND DIRT, 


This — à duty is not the only diffi with which our manuf: 
requiring foreign wools have to contend. It is held that 


to the most important 


e 
ren garg reni requires that wi wools in pred I should be subject to 
double the duty of un’ wool, and the duty on scoured wool should be 
three the t which 


es &mount upon the um arrangemem 

compels the importations of class 1 wools to be 1n the greasy state, necessi- 
poe deed pire Vet ea enis VA ge se ng 2} to 3 pounds of grease and dirt 
in the wool red for a pound of cloth. 

the com; to buy y wool and pay a heavy e 
duty on its impurities is manufacturer is thereby o 
to give undue preference to fineness and the o valu- 
able qualities of wools off 
ae ~~ uet by this 

'oreign mar u 

wools; while our n 
nor upon grease and 
better advantage. 


restriction 


DIFFICULTIES INCREASING. 


e sieve eer ot ont senta mg page entend rr e m 
othing wools, a duty irre 
bundant cloth d 


class, e asit is 
for the objects aimed at in the w tarif is subjoct to the dificulty of ex- 
cl dou classes of or on the uncertain line of division 


uding the 


It will be seen from the above 
wool duti f 


6 s wants—disad 
cony are w 

mestic industry e eu 
restrictions and limi! 


ned, 
the indispensable necessity of neutralizing them, if the woolen industry is to 
in this country together he protection to weal E wa 
= pouer — require and the supremacy of agricultural constitu- 
encies makes ve. 
These conditions require to be fully s! because they are not generall 
3 It needs to be better nome that the e? high 5 
ona cursory view, unduly high duties, on woolens are made necessary 
by. e assu 5 Legum rs domestic woolgrowers and pro- 
ding for them a profitable home market; and that the manufacturers, ex- 
empted from the wool duties, would be amply content with the much lower 
range of duties provided for other branches of the textile mee d 
Necessity for importations of w00l,—It may be said that a remedy for these 


difficulties is to be found in the exclusive use of the domestic wools, which 
will be tly su due tection. To we reply that 
neither our own coun nor any other in the world does or can produce to 
advantage wools of all ds es. Experience under high protec- 


tion of wool in this country for over thirty 
our domestic woolgrowers find it to their 

staple wools required for the ordinary ra of woolen fabrics; and as these 
fabrics will always be in demand, they build up their flocks, a work of time, 
for the production only of the fleeces which will be profitable fora long series 


of vears. 

This although m aümirable raw material for common 
goods, is incompatible with the variety required for the diversified and highly 
advanced manufacture which should be our aim. The American manufac- 
turer, to compete with the fabrics of other nations in the endless variety de- 
manded by our times, must have the power of selecting a portion of his raw 

from all the world's sources of supply. Thesuddenand exceptional 
demand for more ornew raw material must be supplied by importations, 


Mr. VEST. My friend from Delaware spoke of class interests 


dictating to ess at the expense of the consumer; but this 
poes beyond all that was ever before known in American politics. 
his tax, they say, 


apon the people of this country is dictated b 
political necessity, although it is a wrong and an outrage an 
should not be tolerated for any other reason. 

Now, what has been theresult as to the woolen manufacturers? 
I have spoken of the woolgrowers as hurriedly as possible, because 
I did not want to im the prosperity which is coming, and 
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which our Acting Chaplain. told us the other day God should be 
thanked for sending upon the country. 

What has been the result as to these duties upon wool as to the 
woolen manufacturer? Some one has said here that the woolen 
schedule is the citadel of protection. It is. Under the McKinley 
Act, to show its practical operation, we imported into this country, 
in 1893, 836,943, 700 worth of woolen goods, appraised at the custom- 
house. We paid in duties at the custom-houses upon these goods 
$86,457,582, within half a million dollars of the value of the goods. 
In other words, if i have on a coat that is worth $10, it costs me 
$20, because there isa duty of $10 paid upon it. Under the Me- 
Kinley law, upon some articles of wearing apparel for men and 
dress goods for women and children the duty is 225 per cent. The 
average duty under the woolen schedule in the McKinley Act is 
91.61, Under the act of 1867 it was 61.37, showing an enormous 
increase. Lookat the increase proposed now. It is largely in 
excess of the McKinley Act. t 

Under paragraph 362, wool and hair which have been advanced 
in any degree in manufacture, even to the extent of 1 cent, havea 
duty of 113 per cent ad valorem. 

Under paragraph 363, the next paragra h, yarn is increased 
from 40 per cent under the existing law to 90 per cent. 

Under paragraph 364, on cloths, knit goods, etc., when not 
over 50 cents per pound in value, the duty is 154 per cent; when 
it is less than 50 cents per pound, the duty is 94.45 per cent. 

Under paragraph 365, on blankets and shawls the duty is 71.75 

cent. On those worth from 30 to 40 cents. a pound the duty 
is 63.48 per cent; above 50 cents per pound, 84 per cent. On 
blankets 3 yards wide the duty is 125 per cent. 

Mr. GRAY. By this bill? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir; by this bill, under paragraph 365. 

Mr. GRAY. I did not carry it out accurately. It is 125 per 
cent? 

: Mr. VEST. Yes; 125 per cent. 

Mr. GRAY. On every hundred dollars’ worth of blankets there 
is to be a tax of $125? 

Mr. VEST. Of course, 125 per cent; that is just what it means; 
and3 yards wide, If aman undertakes to cover himself all over 
or any portion of his family, he pays 125 per cent. 

In paragraph. 367, on women’s and children's dress goods, the 
dutyis 195 per cent. On shawls valued at not more than 40 cents 
a pound the duty is171 per cent. On knit fabries valued at not 

more than 40 cents a pound the duty is 140 per cent. On hats 
valued at not more than 40 cents a pound the duty is only 203.48 

r cent. 

Pin paragraph 369, on. webbings and gorings, etc., the duty is 80 
cent, 

In paragraph 371, om carpets, the duty ranges from 69.07 to 80.22 
per cent; and they have put the duty so high upon Turkish and 
oriental rugsand carpeting that the American citizen is compelled 
to-do without them and to take the carpets manufactured in this 
country at the prices I have named. 

Mr. WHITE. Ifthe Senator from Missouri will permit me, as 
to the item of oriental rugs, I will state that the duty is so high 
that it has brought here a very vigorous and well-worded protest 
from the most extensive dealers in carpets in the United States. 

Mr.VEST. Mr. President, these are only a few of the enormons 
duties that are imposed under the woolen schedule. 'Phe point I 
make in this whole discussion is that, under the sixteen years of 
the act of 1867, with the duties selected by the woolgrowers and 
the wool manufacturers, according to their own official report kept 
from day to day and published in one of their bulletins, there was 
noincrease in the price of wool to the American raiser and no 
prosperity came to the manufacturer. 

Now, what was the result upon the manufacturer of the enact- 
ment of the Wilson bill, so often and so much derided? I had 
occasion some time ago in this Chamber to produce the statements 
made by the Cotton and Wool Reporter, a paper that does not 
belong to my political faith, in regard to. the effect of free wool 
upon the woolen manufacturing establishments in the United 
States. Iask leave to insertin my remarks extracts from this 
paper. I will endeavor to give a synopsis of the result of one 
year of the enactment of the Wilson law with free wool. 

In 1895, under a year of the Wilson law, there were constructed 
in the United States 61 woolen mills, against 45 in the last year of 
the McKinley law. This paper goes on to state that it has been.a 
year of unexampled prosperity to woolen manufacturers and enor- 
mous quantities of foreign wool have been brought into this coun- 
try. What was done withit? Were all those pounds of wool for 
spectacular purposes? Could they have been eaten up? Were 
they burned? were they manufactured by these inills into 
cloths that were sold to the consumers of the United States? The 
price of domestic wool went up because it was necessarily mixed 
with the foreign wool in making cloths to be bought and worn by 
our people, Here are the statements made by this paper, the 
organ of the cotton and woolen manufacturers of the United 
States, showing that in the first year after the enactment of the 
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Wilson law the price of wool not only remained steady from the 
beginning of the time when that law was enacted, but increased: 
Boston, December 25, 1895. 


3 American Wool and Cotton Reporter will say, December 20, of the wool 
ade: 
The year which five days hence will have rounded out its course has: 


signally eventfulone. In the volume of sales it has —.— 
all previous records. The amount of Torsi: and domestic wool disposed: of 
in the three principal markets upto December 12, 1595, amounted to 347.000, 105 
pounds, as compared with 261,067,229 pounds December 15,1892. It will be 
also memorable for an unprecedented development of the worsted ind 

and for the lead which combed yarn fabries have held iu the woolen dry 
trade, notably, in cloths for men'swear. And; finally, it has seen some tardy 
recovery in values ot the staple from the depression of two years ago. 

“Some idea of the recovery in values of domestic wool during the year may 
be obtained by a comparison of December 21, 1895, with rates January 
1. At the earlier date, Ohio and. above was quoted. at 17 to Is cents; at 
the latter, 19 to 20 cents, a X X X selling at 2L cents; Ohio and Michigan X, in 
January. 15 to 17 cents; in December, 16 to 18 cents; No. 1 wools, at the com- 
mencement of the year, 18 to 20 cents; at the close, 20 to 22 cents; one-haif and 
three-eighths unwashed combing. 15 to 16 cents in January; Ii to Is cents in 
December: three-eighths and one-fourth blood combing, 16 to17 cents early in 
the year; 17 to ig cents at the close. Finem Wyoming and Utah, in Junu- 
ary, 10 to 12.cents; in December, 12 to 18 cents; eastern Oregon, in January, 
lljtol2cents; in December, 12 to 1835 cents. Stocks of domestic wool Deesmn- 
ber 21, 1895, in the three principal markets. amount in toto.to53,720.533 pounds, 

“Stocks of foreign wool at the same points aggregate 27.241.200 pounds. 

The total supply of domestic wool in all the markets of the-country, to- 

ther with unreported lots, will amount to 101,726,233 pounds, which, com- 

ined with the quantity of fo: wool in the three greatseaboard markets, 
will make the grand total (about) 123,957,453 pounds.’ 

Ichalle any Senator upon the other side to show me where 
the price of wool.ever stopped after the enactment of the McKin- 
Tey law, or under the law of 1867, except for the two years 1871 
and 1872, when there was abnormal and phenomenal speculation. 
There may have been. two. or three or four months when there 
was what they call a spurt in the market as to wool, but the 
grade was downward from the enactment of the law; except in 
1871 and 1872, and always downward from the enactment of the 
McKinley law in 1890. 

I repeat, that the Wilson law came. into existence under the 
most disastrous and gloomy circumstances. A great panic was 
upon the country. The ple were demanding: relief, and it 
could not be given to them by any legislation of Congress. There 
were causes at work beyond our control. Every interest besides 
wool was depressed. Yet under the Wilson Act the fail in the 
price of wool stopped. From. 18 to 19 cents, when the law was 
enacted, it went up to.20, and then 21, and to-day it is gamed in 
the market at from 21 to 22 cents for XX Ohio wool. ho can 
answer these fignres except by denunciation and ridicule and the 
statement that the Democratic party promised prosperity to the 
country and did not bring it? : 

Mr. President, coming events sometimes cast their shadows be- 
fore. Our Republican friends propose now to put back the high 
duties upon wool and upon woolen goods. When the le of 
this country find that experience in the past has beem veri as 
to results in the future, when they know that these promises have 
been kept to the ear and broken to the hope, there will come a day 
of reckoning. The Republican party, mark it, will come back to 
this Capitol broken and shattered with theirresistible logic of hay- 
ing made promises which they have not kept. 

Lask for the yeas and nays on my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri asks 
for eet yeas and nays on his motion to strike out the paragraphs 
named 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEST] seems. to believe, and I credit him with sincerity in the 
belief, that free wool is alike a boon to sheep growers, to wool 
mannfacturers, and tothe consumers. Lwant the RECORD to-day 
to again give him credit for his statement of a year ago on this 
subject. I have in my hand a speech made by him January 7, 
1896, in which he said: 

Mr. President, I believed then, and can prove now, that free wool has done 
more for the woolgrowers of the country and for the woolen. mills of the 
country than any legislation that the Republican party has ever enacted. 

ae in the same speech, in referring to the manufacturers, he 
said: 

I thatthe len mills t Un > 
3 TAE IDA T — 3 
made the other da PEU Senator from New eei qe (Mr. GALLIXGER] 
that the mills.of New England were on the verge of bankruptcy. 

Isubmit to that great jury, the public, the statements he then 
made, together with his views on the same subject to-day, and I 
am willing to accept the verdict of the people. The wooigrower 
knows, and so does the manufacturer, whether free wool has been 
a boon and a blessing. 

In discnssing the prices of wool there is one fact of which Ichal- 
lenge contradiction, There never was a time until the second elec- 
tion of. Mr. Cleveland, and the woolgrowers were in consequence 
threatened with free wool, when first-class Ohio washed wool 
brou less than. 60: cents a pound scoured. There might have 
been. a day at a time when it had. descended to 58 cents, 57 cents, 
etc., but except for a few days at a time it never went lower than 60 
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cents, and I am not certain that it ever went lower for even a day. 
Since the passage of the Wilson law, and until later elections demon- 
strated that there wasa change of sentiment and that there would 
probably be a change in legislation, there never was a day when 


scoured wool reached 40 cents a pound. 

Now, it is all very fine to say that wool is higher and to under- 
take to figure out that wool is higher, etc., but I challenge a con- 
tradiction of the statement I make that 60 cents, or about 60 cents, 
was as low as scoured Ohio wool ranged, averaged, or ever reached, 
excepting perhaps for a few days at a time, until the wool indus- 
try was threatened by a Democratic President and Congress; and 
furthermore that since the passage of the Wilson law it never 
reached 40 cents until, as I said before, there had been an election 
which showed that the Republicans were again to be in power. 

Mr. VEST. At what date does the Senator fix his 60-cent rate? 
Prior to 1893? 

Mr. WARREN. I bring it down to 1892. 

Mr. VEST. Does he say that was the priceof XX Ohio wool? 

Mr. WARREN. Isaidscoured wool. I have the Senator's own 
figures—given in his former speech—if he wishes to see them, 
which show the truth of the statement 1 make. 

Mr. VEST. I was talking about XX Ohio wool. I took that as 


a test. 

Mr. WARREN. You can talk about wool and you can make 
figures, perhaps, to prove eg erus of a statement, if the figurer is 
right slick with his tigures, but the cold fact remains that under 
a tariff scoured wool was 60 cents per pound and above, and that 
under free wool, or threatened free wool, it has been 40 cents. I 
do not think it ever reached 40 cents under free-wool conditions. 

I wish to say, in this connection, that no wool is used, to my 
knowledge, in the manufacture of cloth or any other fabric that 
is not first scoured. The whole basis of wool prices, so far as its 
use in manufacturing is concerned, is upon the scoured condition 
and value of this commodity. "Therefore the price of scoured 
woolis the price by which we must judge whether it is high or 
low. It is the only real test. 

There has been a great deal of talk about the consumer and how 
much it was going to cost him. This is right and proper, of 
course. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] grew eloquent 
and pathetic over the wearer of woolens. I take the speech of the 
distinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], his speech of 
January 7, 1896, and read again. He undertook to prove that the 
manufacturers of woolens were never as prosperous as under the 
Wilson law, and in endeavoring to prove this, he said: 

The official reports show—and I have a volume of them—that we have 
consumed, in 1895, 540,000,000 pounds of wool, more than was ever consumed 
in the most prosperous wool year in the history of this country. 

I well remember how he raised himself upon his tiptoes and 
what emphasis he put upon 540,000,000 pounds of wool as a total 
that had been consumed in this country in 1895. Now, if the 
Senator will take 540,000,000 pounds of wool and divide it by 70,000,- 
000 people, he will find that the per capita consumption of wool 
is slightly over 7 pounds and is less than 8. Therefore, for all uses 
to which wool is put, not only for clothing, but for carpets, for 
cushions in carriages, for draperies at home, for the coverings of 
farniture, and for all other uses, the American people used in that 
year, which he says was a remarkably prosperous year, less than 
8 pounds of wool in grease per capita. 

ow much does that amount to upon a tariff similar to that in 
the McKinley bill, where the rates ranged from 1 cent per pound 
on cheapest carpet wools up to and not exceeding 12 cents per 
pound on the best wool? hat does it amount to under the bill 
that is now proposed? A simple matter of forty-odd cents to 75 
cents per capita as the highest a tax that you could prove, 
by figures or by argument, could fall upon the consumer of wool 
because of the tariff, even if we allow that the consumer pays the 
tariff, which I do not admit. 

Is there a man in the Senate, is there a man in the State of Mis- 
souri, the State of Wyoming, or any other State who would not pay 
40 cents or 75 cents per annum to build up an industry that would 
employ a million American people, that would save the payment 
of one to two hundred millions of gold to other countries from this 
country for a product we can as well produce ourselves? If so, he 
will vote probably for free wool and he will probably be a Demo- 
crat. A great hullabaloo is made here upon this floor now and 
always about the consumer of wool and the vast amount that it 
is costing him. There is not a man within the sound of my voice 
who has upon his back in a suit of clothes 5 pounds of wool. 

Mr. GRAY. You will not have that much if we pass this bill. 

Mr. WARREN. Possibly not. I presume I could safely say 
that upon the Senator's back there is not now, in his clothing, to 
exceed 3 pounds of wool. Would the Senator decline to pay 6 
cents or even 10 cents a pound upon these 3 pounds of wool if he 
could thereby maintain an industry that could employ a million 
men and women and that would absorb and pay fair returns upon 
many hundreds of million dollars of capital and save one to two 


hundred million dollars a year in gold that would otherwise go 
out for wool? 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will allow me, let me point out to 
him, without at all subscribing to his very delusive figures about 
the per capita taxation, that even admitting the fact, he must 
remember that he has divided the amount by the whole popula- 
tion of the United States. Isuppose, to get that per capita, he 
takes 70,000,000 people, and he says it would not amount to more 
at the outset than 75 cents per capita. But he must recollect that 
the person who paysa per capita pays on an average, according 
to the census, for about five head. So each man who pays—the 
real taxpayer—pays the per capita for his wife and children, and 
pays five times 75 cents, even if that were true. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I take it that every patriotic 
person expects to support the government of which he is a citi- 
zen. To support the government means to pay a tax. I pre- 
sume that the Senator from Delaware, like myself, would feel 
more comfortable if he had no taxes to pay, but in some form 
taxes must be paid, either by ourselves or by those who come in 
to enjoy this market. Iclaim that we do not pay these impost 
duties, but they are paid by those foreign nations who Ed to 
come in and enjoy our market. 

Mr. GRAY. Nobody objects to paying the tax, even though 
it may be a heavy tax, if it all goes into the Treasury; but I 
think a great many people object to paying taxes, not into the 
Treasury, but into the pockets of a class of people who claim that 
u 5 55 e taxing power for their own benefit. That is what I 
object to. 

Mr. WARREN. I suppose the Senator from Delaware feels 
like the man who writes the following, over in a country where 
they have free trade: 

Birth is taxed, marriage is taxed, death is taxed. Commodities are taxed, 
manufactures are taxed, trades are taxed, houses are taxed, incomes are 
taxed. Weare taxed for our butler, if we are prosperous enough to keep 
one. We are taxed for our footman, m,and gardener. The carriage we 
keep is taxed, the omnibus we take is taxed, the cab we hire is taxed, the 
railway train we travel inis taxed. The house dog is taxed, and so also is 
the heraldic device on our note paper. 

Everything we drink is taxed—beer, spirits, wine, tea, coffee—and even for 
the water we drink there is the water rate. Light js taxed through the me- 
dium of the gas rate. The land we walk upon is taxed, the tobacco we smoke 
is taxed. the gold or silver jewelry we wear, the ean de cologne perfumin 


our handkerchiefs, the figs we eat on Palm Sunday, the Christmas plum pud- 
ding, these are all taxed. Even our antibilious pills are not free. 


There is the plaint of an Englishman who lives in a country 
mum floats the banner of monometallism, Cobdenism, and free 
trade. 

Mr. President, I did not rise to enter into any extended discus- 
sion or to unduly occupy the time of the Senate, but I want to 
repeat, that the statement so often made here that wool has been 
higher under free trade than under a protective tariff, or as high, is 
absolutely untrue in every particular and absurd as well, as proven 
by the pr1ces of scoured wool, which is the only reliable standard 
of prices and always gives exactly the true price of wool ready for 
manufacturing. 

Mr. VEST. Nosuch statement has been made, and the Senator 
has no right to say that it has been. 

s 7 WARREN. I am alluding to what has been said here in 
ebate. 

Mr. VEST. I never said that in my speech. I said then, and 
I repeat it—and the Senator can not disprove it—that under the 
Wilson law, for the first time, the fall in wool stopped; that is, 
the XX Ohio wool, which is the grade taken in all markets as the 
best grade. I did not speak about scoured wool, but the XX 
washed wool, which is equivalent to the Port Phillip wool of 
Australia; and the two are always compared together in the mar- 
ket. Isay that after the enactment of the Wilson law, for the 
first time, the fall of that woo! stopped, though it had been going 
down under the law of 1867 and under the McKinley law. 

Mr. WARREN. It stopped falling just as a man falling from 
the top of a building stops when he strikes the ground. He can 
ME 2o 1 and his brains are dashed out by the force of his 
Ast fall. 

Mr. VEST. Commeneing at 18 cents and going up to 21 and 
22 is not dashing its brains out. 

Mr. WARREN. But the statement is made that he believes 
that he can prove now that free wool has done more for the wool- 
growers of the country than a tariff. Idenythe statement, if the 
Senator means that that has made them more prosperous, and I 
mei ual has made them prosperous by lower prices for their 

roduct? 

s Mr. VEST. It stopped falling in price. 

Mr. WARREN. 1f that has made them more prosperous, in 
what way has it made them more prosperous? When there has 
been a reduction in the price of their product of nearly 100 per 
cent, has that made their condition better? 

Mr. GRAY. A reduction of 100 per cent? 

Mr. WARREN. A reduction of one-half, I should have said, 


Now, Mr. President, I assume that the Senator from Missouri is 
one of those who supported and voted for the Wilson bill, and I 
suppose that those who supported the Wilson bill based their ar- 
guments then, as they do now, on the ground that they were try- 
ing to protect the wearers of woolen goods. How did they protect 
them? They made a tariff that increased the importation of that 
unclean, contemptible article, shoddy, and they made a tariff 
under which shoddy could come into this at more freely and 
delude the poor who bought that character of clothing. Shoddy 
importations increased 1,700 per cent, if my figures are right, in 
ten months after the passage of that law. That is what the Wil- 
son law did. Under itold rags from all countries, hair and refuse, 
were brought over here and worked into clothing, because, under 
the operations of the Wilson law, the workingmen of this country 
were made too poor to buy decent clothing, and they sought to 
buy the cheapest thingtheycould get. The Wilson law had opened 
the door to that adulterant, just as it opened the door to every 
other adulterant and fraud from abroad. 

Mr. GRAY. Only one moment. Ido not want the ingenious 

h of the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] in regard to 

is per capita taxation to go out without a single word of com- 

ment, for that is one of the most delusive forms of putting a tax 
to tax-ridden people. 

Isaid a moment ago that, even according to the statementof 75 
cents, dividing the whole population into the value of the wool 
imported would not give that result, because there are not 70,000,- 
000 taxpayers. We have got to divide that number by five at least 
in order to get the number of taxpayers. 

If we take the head of a family—the man who pays the tax—he 
represents about five others, But let that go; that is small. All 
that tax goes into the Treasury; that is the tax actually paid at 
the custom-house; but that does not represent the tax that is paid 
by the American people by reason of this imposition. The tax 

ou are voting is not the tax that goes into the Treasury of the 
United States, but the tax that goes into the pockets of the people 
who are seeking to frame this tariff law in their own interests. 

Mr. WARREN. What becomes of the duty we impose? 

Mr. GRAY. That goes into the Treasury, so far as it is col- 
lected at the custom-house; but the other is a tax on the people, 
and it is a much larger tax than the tax that goes into the Treasury. 

I have in my hand a communication which was published in the 
New York Joarnal of Commerce during this month. It is long, 
and I only intend to read a single line from it. It is from a wool 
manufacturer: 


Prices of woolen fabrics— 

Says he— 
are 40 gor cent less than those current in 1892, and the conditions of the retail 
trade throughout the country, as well as that of wholesalers, have been read- 


justed to this new scale of values. 

Forty per cent less?" What does that mean? It means 40 
er cent off of the burden on the head of a family. However poor. 
e has to buy blankets and dresses for his wife and children and 

woolen clothes and woolen hats for himself. How much is that? 
Suppose a man buys only $100 worth of fabrics, including blank- 
ets and carpets and clothing, for himself and children, there is 
$40 2 pn off that he has been relieved from paying by the Wilson 
law of 1594; and you propose to reimpose that $10 on that S100 of 
expenditure, and how much more has not yet been calculated. 

ere was one article that was spoken of by the Senator from 
Missouri, blankets, which are taxed in this bill 125 per cent. He 
has reduced—I have not —the specific tax toan ad valorem. That 
means $125 of tax for every $100 worth of blankets that are bought. 
And you call that a per capita of 75 cents, so small that nobody 
but a very mean man would consider it. 

Mr. President, those who impose this tax know that it can not 
go into the pockets of the beneficiaries of the tax unless it comes 
out of the pockets of somebody else, whether that per capita be 
what the Senator says or what I have said. 

Mr. WARREN. should like to ask the Senator whether he 
has experienced a fall of 40 per cent in the purchase of his ward- 
robe, in buying clothing, etc.? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes; certainly I have. 

Mr. WARREN. That is not my experience. 

Mr. GRAY. That is my experience; but I do not buy, perhaps, 
such expensive clothes as the Senator from Montana. People who 
are expecting such large rewards should live upon a scale that is 
commensurate with these levies upon the people at large, and 
perhaps buy better clothes than I do. But the clothes that the 
millions wear are more than 40 per cent cheaper than they were 
prior to 1894: and those who have bought blankets, the wives of 
the men of this country who shop for their families, will tell you 
a different story if you ask them about their weekly and monthly 
expenditures. 

r. WARREN. I presume the Senator will allow me to state 
that I do not subseribe to the assertion that clothing is 40 per cent 
lower under the Wilson bill than ever before. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, yes. 
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Mr. WARREN. Mr. President 

Mr. GRAY. One word more, Mr. President, and then I will 
yield the floor to the Senator. 

Mr. WARREN. I do not care to have the floor, 

Mr. GRAY. Go ahead. 


Mr. WARREN. What I want to say to the Senator is this, that 
even though there had been a shrinkage of 40 per cent—which is 
nottrue—and even though there had been one of 50 per cent, 
there has been no time when the workingmen of the United 
States could so wellafford to pay even 50 cents for an article un- 
der the Wilson law as they could afford to pay a dollar before the 
passage of that law, because you took away from them, by that 
bill. their employment at remunerative wages. 

Mr. GRAY. That is a confession and avoidance, and that is an 
argument I have often heard before. 

One word about this matter of clothing, and then I think I 
shall have nothing more to say that will obstruct the passage of 
ee bill, which is going through to its inevitable conclusion, I 

ow. 

The Senator has spoken about the introduction of shoddy and 
of adulterants in clothing. There is this to be said about it, that 
under the condition of comparative freedom of trade, or greater 
freedom of trade, a citizen of this country, however poor or what- 
ever his condition may be as to wealth, has the choice between a 
cheap woolen suit and perhaps a still cheaper shoddy adulterant, 
and you take away that choice and compel him to buy, if he is a 

oor man, the cheap adulterated article and shut him out entirely 
Eom the wholesome and satisfactory woolen fabric which he 
otherwise could buy. 

I do not know £o much as the Senator from Wyoming does 
abont the technicalities of tig bit or about the art of sheep rais- 
i i of wool products but I understood 
eee of a gratiae 
the farmers of washed wool, and not of scoured wool. 
understand tht the producer of wool scours it at all. I may be 
wrong abont that. He is not a scourer of wool, and we are talk- 
ing about the benefit to the farmer, and the prices that have been 
given by the Senator from Missouri were as to washed wool and 
not at all as to scoured wool. 

E AE . All inne of 202 91 55 d on scoured wool. 

i One moment, an i through, and gi 
Senator the floor. E 8 

As to scoured wool I do not know. but when it goes into the 
hands of those who scour it, the manufacturers or whoever they 
may be, who put it in condition to be put into the spindle or the 
loom, there may be and undoubtedly have been improvements in 
the process; undoubtedly the art has advanced, and it may be 
more 8 done, and that may account for a good deal of the 
difference between 40 and 50 per cent. I do not know, but if there 
is that difference I do not understand why the people of this coun- 
try should not be allowed to enjoy it, 

Mr. WHITE. There is one feature of this matter to which I 
desire to very briefly direct the attention of the Senate. It has 
been suggested by several arguments which have been recently 
made on the other side of the Chamber. What is the purpose of 
this wool schedule? To benefit the wool producer; yet the expert 
representing the wool producers declared to us that this bill is no 
good for that purpose, that it is absolutely valueless, that it is a 
fraud, and, to use the expression of the day, it is a fake.” 

eas 5 who has often been quoted here, says of the act 
0 3: 
P3 e PIS Ln mius of prosperity, the wool industry in the house of its pro- 

And we have the anthority of the Senator from Montana—and 
I think he is right—for the statement that those who to-day are 
suggesting this bill are simply the professed friends of the wool 
industry— 
receive j| i ` Sary, d 
7 rade A e 88 unjust, unnecessary dones blow in the reduced wool tariff 

Now, listen, Senators, to this statement. You declare that tho 
enactment of this bill will arrest the declination of the sheep in- 
dustry; listen to this: 

Under it— 

To wit, the act of 1883— 

Under it sheep declined in numbe ‘om 50. - 8 
of 398,000,000 pounds. to only 43,631,135 fe 1801 producing pon T 

.Witness that tremendous decline. Then Mr. Lawrence con- 
tinues: 

(3) Then came the McKinle: of Oc 39: 0 
as it came from the hands of Sls author bat (I) te [n peer. aestu 
called “ skirting clauso," and (2) ad valorem duties on third-class wools, and 
in part (3) by conditions arising atter its passage—the docline in the world's 
prices of wools—it became ineffectual to afford adequate protection. Under 
it wool prices went down and down until they would no longer repay the 
cost of production; and even in Texas, where the expenses of caring for 
sheep were less than in most States, sheep declined in numbers and value. 
(As to Texas, see Senate Document No. 17, 1595. pages 181, 209-211: as to wool 


PA wee Senate Document No. 17, pages 25, 134-142, 164, and appendix 
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There is the statement, Mr. President, that the McKinley tariff, 
because. among other things, it contained the provision in regard 
to skirted wools which is incorporated in this bill and which you 
propose to enact again, the same provision which Mr. Lawrence 

ints out as detracting from the merits of that bill, and in fact 
invalidated it as a protective measure, is here retained, ostensibly 
for the benefit of the wool producer. 

Now, we have the testimony of Mr. Wallace, a sheep man of ex- 
perience—George H. Wallace, of Sante Fe, N. Mex.—a statement 
made before the Committee on Ways and Means of the House of 
Representatives, to the same purport. He says, on page 1605 of 
the Tariff Hearings: 

Third. That the act of 1890 afforded no protection, although at first appear- 
ing to do so, because it was found not to tain the relative value of do- 
mestic scoured wool This invites a glance at the acts of 1583 and 1890. In 
the first of these there was really but littlechange from the previous law. In 
the first and second the dividing line was lowered from 82 to80 cents, 
but this was offset by dropping the ad valorem rates. In the third class the 
duties were lowered 16] per cent. But the most remarkable change was tlie 
addition of the words “excluding charges in such port," which had the effect 
onne nearly all wools under the dividing line in their class and thusmate- 

y reducing duties;. but, as before sta there is little in the law to ex- 
plain why it was ineffective. 

The act of 1890 contains much new matter and some new phs which 
ue ne geese ood make —.— —.— Sapi and 3 bu br ges notice- 
able ang extrao: mary mJ on * ex ting 
both Rer enn and scoured sorted wool fr the —.— —.— This Alone 
is eno! toaccount for the failure of theact. Ita there in this man- 
ner: The writer was one of a ttee of woo! wers which met a com- 
mittee of manufacturers in conference on this bill inthe Ebbitt House, at the 
city of Washington, in 1890,in which meeting the manufacturers insisted 
upon the insertion of this proviso. The woo wers would not consent, but 

© manufacturers stubbornly insisted, and y their chairman asse 1 
Such has been the practice heretofore," and demanded its insertion as the 
price of their support of the bill. 


The witness givesthe . ons, which appeared conclusive 

e woolgrowers, thathyder no circunMtances can an act framed 
upon tii ler or the law of 1890 be of substantial benefit 
to the woolgrowers. : : 

Mr. Catron, a former Delegate in Congress from 
also a sheep grower, testifies likewise before the co 
gives his views to the same uupar They can be found on page 
1583 of the Tariff Hearings. e have also a statement of Mr. 
Smith, late of Utah, on page 1585, in which he says the woolgrow- 
ers of Utah think if they can get 15 cents a pound for their wool 
they can get along and improve their flocks. = = = : 

So, whatever theory you may adopt, this tariff, like the tariff 
upon wheat and other things, is inserted in this bill for the pur- 

of deluding and deceiving all those who believe they are go- 

g to get what they call protection from it. From the stand- 
point of one who believes in free wool it is not justitied, of course, 
upon its face; from the standpoint of one who believes he is going 
to afford so-called pm to an American industry, so as to 
enable those who follow it to build it up, it is ineffectual. 

For the reasons I have given, L am o to the amendment 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. gaz because I believe 
if this schedule is to be adopted at all, it ought to be as nearly as 

ible uniform inits operation. I was unwilling to take part 
em attempt to reduce to a minimum the tariff on the third-class 
wools and leaving it high upon a class of wools which least needed 
tection. For that reason I voted against the provision, and so 
pont to vote for the amendment of the Senator from Missouri 
Mr. VEST]. 

[ Mr. WARREN. I have in my hand a publication of the 19th of 
June, called Textile America, a nonpartisan business sheet, and it 
happens to give a knowledge which seems to be lacking herein the 
Senate, certainly as to a number of Senators, the technology of 
wool. Itisa very short article, and will occupy but about a col- 
umn or column and a half in the RECORD. I ask consent that it 
may be printed in the RECORD without reading. "fn 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, it 
will be so ordered. 

The article referred to is as follows: 


TECHNOLOGY OF WOOL. 
FOURTH AND FIFTH ARTICLES. 


On account of the press of matter relating to the Fall River Industrial 
Exhibition the fourth article on the Technology of wool” was omitted last 
week. To make up for its omission the fourth and fifth articles are printed 
inthisissue. The series will be continued as usual every other week until 
finished. Su nent articles will be on Dy ing and drying," Picking 

ing. and drawing," "Spinning," "D and weay- 


Com 
daten Designing and ing.” They are written by Edward F. Whitmore, 
superintendent of the Putnam Woolen Company, Putnam, Conn. 
SCOURING. 
Wool as it comes from the sheep contains many foreign substances, and 
before it can be used in manufacture these must be completely removed. 
Fast 


and even colors can be obtained only on clean fiber, and it is impossibie 
9 exh spin, weave or finish a fabric made from imperfectly 
woo 


These impurities consist of matter adhering tothe fiber, such as dirt, sand, 
leaves, grass, and the like. The natural grease or yolk of the wool also im- 


pregnates or covers the fibers, and this, too, must be removed in the scouring 


The value of wool is based 


weight which the 


th of loss in 
sp Se See NOM MET 


Wool yolk. 

Wool yolk consists of two substances: First, the wool perspiration. This is 
soluble in water, is partly removed. by the first — — the sheep and is 
mainly comp: of potassium compounds of fatty acids. Second. the wool 
fat. Thisis insoluble in water, is composed of fat-like bodies and acids, and 
can only be removed by alkaline solutions. 'The potash salts or carbonates, 
which are component parts of the wool yolk, are of material aid in cleansing 
the fiber. These salts are sometimes found in the wash water to the amount 
of zn percentof the weight of the raw wool, and constitute one-half of the 


yo 
The shrinkage of wools, 

The shrinkage of different wools will vary. being from 49 to 80 per cent, 
cording to the amount of dirt and richness of yolk. The percentage of vk 
is from 10 to 30 or 40 in heavy fleeces of full-blood sheep, and the percentage 
of dirt varies from 10 to 50. A high authority gives the following as the com- 
1175 of peeing: wool: Earthy matter, 28 per cent; yolk, 41 per cent; clean 
wool, 31 per cent. 

In some cases the wool is 8 a dusting machine to remove the 
UY Moo ga opon oh Race hogs Is ratory to 2 5 ee of scouring. 

and shaken ie. pro, spikes on the cone-sha 'ylin: 
of the duster as it rapidly revolves. e 


Chemicals used in scouring. 


Sodium carbonate is much used in various forms, as soda ash of 36, 48. and 
58 de, (the last known as pure alkali), containing, respectively, 61.5, 82, 
and 91.1 per cent of sodium car te. Lower grades contain many impuri- 
lar iens is realised carbo ates and the wat f. crystallizat 

crys na as water of. tion is 

evaporated, it crumbles toa white poda is pure, free from caustic, 

and easily soluble in water. Soda ash is produced by the old Leblanc process, 

which co: entially of treating common salt with oilof vitriol; heat- 

Bp vn coal and limestone, and the product purified, crystallized and dried. 

also produced by the later ammonia process, by which salt is acted upon 

by ammonia and carbolic acid gas; such soda ash is quite pure and free from 

er soda. Silicate of soda, soluble glass, so called, is sometimes. mado 
use of. 

Potassium carbonate has about the same effect on the wool as the soda 
salt, but is more expensive and has the disadvantage of absorbing moisture 
from the air, thereby changing its nature. It acts in harmony with the 
natural yolk of the wool. 

Ammonium carbonate has a mild effect on wool and leaves it in a nico, soft 
condition, but its high cost prevents it being MERE x 

Ammonia is used in small quantities with other chemicals, but its cost also 
hinders it» free use. Sal ammoniac is often employed in connection with car- 
bonate of soda or with common salt. While neither are alkaline salts, both 
have a cleansing action on the wool. 

Use of soaps in scouring. 

Soap used as a scouring agent givesexcellent results. It should be neutral 
or slightly alkaline and free from caustic alkali. Two classes of soap are 
kno wn in trade—hard, or soda soap, and soft. or potash soup. The last is pre- 
ferred, as it leaves the wool white, soft, and lofty, while soda is inclined to 
make it harsh, brittle, aud turn it yellow. 

Chemically speaking, soap consists of one or more fatty acids, combined 
with soda or potash salts, the fatty being supplied by grease, lard, tal- 
low. or a vegetable oil; as cotton olive. palm, or linseed. 

Soap has a much milder &ction upon the flber than the carbonate of soda or 
potash used alone, but has the disadvantage of go decomposed by hard 
water, containing the salts of lime and magnesia. An insoluble, sticky paste 
is thus formed which adheres to the fiber and is very difficult to remove. If 
the water is hard, it is necessary to neutralize the mineral salts by the addi- 
tion of an alkali, and thus soften the water. 

Scouring by hand. 

Opinions differ as to the best method of scouring wool and the best mechan: 
ical means toemploy. We shall describe the two principal processes in use. 
The hand process, which is the simplest and tlie oldest, consists of soakin 
the wool ina large box or tub containing the alkaline scouring liquor an 
having a perforated false bottom that prevents the dirt and settlings from 
becoming mixed with the wool. 

The strength and te rature of the solution is varied according to the 
quality and condition of the wool; 100° to 140° of heat is the usual temperature. 

The wool is moved about so as to bocome thoroughly saturated, and is 
allowed to remain in the liquor until the yolk and dirt have been &cted upon 
and completely dissolved or neutralized. It is then lifted out upon a rack 
and between heavy rollers to squeeze out the surplus fluid, or if may 
be plied onslatsand drained. After being partially dried it is thrown into a 
rinse bos and washed in a strong current of clean water. The water enters 
the box at the bottom of one end and ‘gives arotary motion to the whole mass, 
thereby riue and cleansing the wool After this process it is lifted out 
and allowed to drain, and is then dried upon a rack or by being passed between 
steam pipes upon an endless apron. 

Machine scouring. 


The method of scouring by machinery consists of passing the wool through 
successive bowls containing tho e solution in decreasing strengt 
The wool is moved about automatically rakes or forks, or is carried alon. 
by acurrent of water. Itisthen rinsed in clean water and partially dried 


by being run through squeeze rolls. 

Some forms of scouring machines are from 30 to 50 feet in length and 
shaped likea trough. Theyaremadeof cast iron and have variousnppliances 
to handle the wool and regulate the temperature, In some cases the soakin: 
tank is first used and the rake system in the latter part of the process. ` Bo! 
systems have their advantages, and some use a combination of tlie two, or 
parts of cach: In whatever way the desired resnlt is brought about, the 
wool should be light and lofty af scouring: not rolled or felted. It should 
have a soft, clean feel, and the fiber should be uninjured. The less motion 

pressure used to attain this end, the more satisfactory the result. 
Utilizing the grease. 

The liquor used in scouring is generally allowed torun to waste. From 
the wool raised in thiscountry alone there is about 80,000,000 pounds of grease 
and oil thrown into the rivers annually. Experiments have been made in 
Europe to utilize this waste. By running it into cisterns, treating with acid, 
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a marketable product can be obtained. 


and precipitating the The 


oil may also be squeezed out and used in ma soap, or the matter pressed 
into and used as fuel. It is not a paying process, but it is a convenient 
WAY Of geting rja of the waste, and gives areturn for the time and labor 
expen: 

v CARBONIZING AND BLEACHING. 

Carbonizing. 
Wool from some localities is so full of burrs, seeds, and other vegetable 
purities, adhering with such tenacity that it is impossible to remove them 
ordinary means without injuring the fiber. The process of carbonizing 
is consequently resorted to. is agency the vegetable matter in the 
loose wool or manufactured is burned by acid. is process is founded 
upon the fact that dilute acids have little influence upon the wool fiber, while 
they act forcibly upon vegetable substances if allowed to dry upon them. 
Method of procedure. 


The wool is soaked in a weak solution of acid, usually sulphuric or muri- 
atic. The acid absorbs the water from the vegetable substances, decompos- 
ary, tid vegetable fiber. After drying, the burrs and other vegetable matter. 

uced to dust, may be beaten or shaken from the wool. Besides acids, aci 
Vapors or gases are used, as are also the chlorides of aluminium and mag- 


The details of the process and mechanical means used may be varied to suit 
the stock and conditions. The whole process extreme care, as wool 
is liable to lose something of its softness and curliness and its capacity for 
felting when carbonized. 

The separation of wool from cotton in Tags is effected by carbonizing, and 
the resulting product is known as Wool extract." 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I understood the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] a few minutes ago to state that free 
wool had stimulated the importation of a large amount of shoddy 
into this country. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. WARREN. Istated that in the first ten months after the 
passage of the Wilson law there were seventeen times as much 
shoddy im as in the same months of the year preceding. 

Mr. M. S. But you do not know how much that was. 

Mr. WARREN. Ican give it to you in a moment. The impor- 
tation increased during those ten months from 1,081, 441 pounds 
the ten months before to 17,824,008 pounds. 

Mr. MILLS. Ihave the official report here before me, which 
Bhows that in 1893 there were 35 pounds of shoddy imported into 
the United States. Of course that was under the McKinley law; 
but in 1896 there were 139,931 pounds of shoddy imported into 
the United States. So that if there was a large importation be- 
ginning after the enactment of the Wilson law, it has fallen enor- 
mously; and under the McKinley law the importation was cut off 
entirely, but with the domestic production being protected by the 
McKinley law it grew most enormously in this country. 

If my friend is so much opposed to the introduction of shoddy 
into the woolen manufactures of the United States, let me direct 
his attention to the fact that Istated to him this morning that 
there were 73,678,066 pounds of shoddy in the alpaca manufactured 
in the United States in 1890, the domestic production in this 

Here is an enormous amount which that protective 


country. 
tariff has brought into requisition and brought into consumption | him 


in this country, displacing an equal amount of wool. 

Mr. WARREN, 1f it to be manufactured, I suppose the 
Senator would as soon have it manufactured in this country as to 
have it manufactured abroad. 

Mr. MILLS. This is manufactured here in America, in this 


country. 

Mr. WARREN. If it has got to be manufactured, it might as 
well be manufactured in this country as abroad. 

Mr. MILLS. Then do not object to shoddy? 

Mr. WARREN. I do object to it, but I prefer, if such an article 
is to be used in manufactures at all, that it should be manufac- 
tured in this country, and thereby furnish employment to Ameri- 
can laborers. 

Mr. MILLS. Then the protective tariff is no protection to wool 
as against shoddy. We find the shoddy made here in the United 
States out of old rags picked up all around over the country and 
man over and over in. I heard a shoddy manufac- 
turer say some years ago that he manufactured the same old rags 
that he had manufactured before, and that he put a mark upon 
them so as to be able to identify them again, just to gratify his 
curiosity and to see how long the old rags could be knocked to 
pieces and still be put together again and put in for wool. 

The Wilson law not stimulated the importation of shoddy. 
It is American ingenuity that has stimulated its use in our manu- 
factures, because it is cheaper than wool, and the manufacturers 
can put shoddy over the eyes of our Ladin, beac instead of wool 
and fool them with the argument they make here, and make them 
believe that they are getting the benefit of it. 

Mr. WHITE. Is it not necessarily true that the high price of 
wool is a great incentive to the manufacturer to use shoddy, 
whether domestic or foreign shoddy? 

Mr. MILLS. isely; and I made that same ar. ent here 
this morning, that the reason of the 73,000,000 pounds of shoddy 
and 42,000,000 pounds of cotton being incorporated into woolen 
manufactures is because it was cheaper than the wool, and the 
men who manufacture it had the ingenuity to mix it in with the 
wool and make it a; like wool, and we had to buy it and pa 


the compensatory duty to the manufacturer, for which the wool- 


growers get no benefit, although they are made to believe that 
they do. That is all there is in to it. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] to strike 
out paragraphs 347 to 359, inclusive, on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. : 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DEBOE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and therefore withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM]. Iseehe is 
not present, and therefore I withhold my vote. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘ yea." ; 

Mr. TILLMAN (when Mr. McLavrin’s name was called). 
colleague [Mr. McLaAuRIN] is absent from the Chamber. He 
requested me to state that he is paired with the Senator from 
North Carolina . PRITCHARD]. 


Mr. FAULKNER (when Mr. MunPHY's name was called). I 
was requested by the Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY] to 
state that he is paired with his colleague [Mr. PLATT]. The senior 


Senator from New York is necessarily absent from the Chamber. 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). I am now informed 
that the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] is paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason], and so I will vote. I vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. He being absent, 
I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GRAY. As I stated before, I have a pair with the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. CuLLOM]. I transfer my pair to the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. Martin] and will vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, My colleague [Mr. Berry] is absent 
from the Chamber on public business. He is paired with the 
Senator from Illinois pr, Mason]. If my colleague were present, 
he would vote ** yea.’ 

Mr. GEAR (after having voted in the negative). I desire to 
in 7 70 if the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Surrn] has 
vo 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. GEAR. I have a general pair with that Senator, and there- 
fore withdraw my vote. | 

Mr. KENNEY (after having voted in the affirmative). I in- 
quire whether the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PEN- 
ROSE] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. KENNEY. Then I withdraw my vote, being paired with 


Mr. PASCO. I wish to announce that the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Bm is absent from the Chamber and stands paired 
with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAwLEY]. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Isuggest to the Senator from Delaware 
that we transfer our pairs, if itis agreeable to him. I am paired 
with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. KENNEY. Very well. 

Mr. HANSBROUG Then I vote **nay." 

Mr CLAY. My colon ug (Mr B paired with the junior 

2 . Mycolleague . BACON] is pai thej 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. real bekor If my colleague 
were present, he would vote yea.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 

Chilton, Harris, Kans. Mitchell, TP 
Clay, Jones, Ark. Morgan, Ves ie, 
e Kenney, Pasco, Walthall, 
Faulkner, 3 Pettus, White. 

ray, Mills, Roach, 

NAYS—33. 
Allison Foraker, Mantle, 
Burrows, 88 Nelson, Stewart, 
Butler, Gallinger, Perkins, A 
Carter, Hale, ettigrew, "Warren, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Platt, Conn Wellington, 
gank; Hoar, Proctor, Wilson. 
v ua: 
Elkins, McBride, Jensch, 
Fair ba McEnery, Shoup, 
NOT VOTING-—37. 
Aldrich, Deboe, Lindsay. Rawlins, 
Allen, Gear, McLaurin, Smith, 
Bacon, George, McMillan, Thurston, 
Baker, Gorman, Martin, Til 
Bate, Hanna, n. Turner, 
Berry, Harris, Tenn. Morrill, Wetmore, 
Caffery Hawley, Murpby, Wolcott. 
8 3 S y. Piatt N x. 
0) one: ev. . Xe 

Daniel, Kyle. Prit d, 


So the amendment was rejected, 
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Mr. MANTLE. I have taken up a good deal of the time in the 
Senate in the discussion of the wool tariff, because from my inves- 
tigation of the subject I have felt profoundly impressed with what 
I conceive to be the injustice done the woolgrowers by the bill 
under consideration in the rates fixed upon their product. I have 
already oe some amendments which have been defeated. 
I know that the amendments which I have yet to propose will not 
meet with the approval of the protectionists of this body. Still I 
feel that it is my duty, undertaking as I have to some extent, the 
responsibility of trying to reach a conclusion in this matter which 
would be satisfactory to the wool producers, to present at least 
two other amendments. 

I regret that I have not been able to convince enough of my 
protectionist colleagues of the correctness of my view upon these 
matters and to secure their active cooperation and assistance 
in getting for the woolgrowers what I conceive to be fair and 
adequate rates of protection. We are now at the end of the 
8 relating directly to wool. I will therefore ask to go 

ck to paragraph 355 for the purpose of submitting an amend- 
ment touching the matter of the importation of skirted wools. If 
there is no objection, I will offer the amendment now, and we will 
dispose of the amendment at this point, and I shall have nothing 
further to say TID woolen manufactures. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘excepted,” in line 13, para- 
graph 355, page 116, it is proposed to insert: 

wools 3 cents per pound in additio the rat 
SM Dy this act on Lo pag wools: Provided further, That. a bat 


shall be deem which are not imported in their natural condition of 
whole fleeces, without the removal or the rejection of any part thereof. 


Mr, MANTLE. It is not necessary for me to renew or reiterate 
the argument I have already made here respecting the injury 
done the American woolgrower by the importation of these 
Skirted wools, wools which, because of being skirted, are prac- 
tically sorted wools. 

The woolgrowers contend that this is a violation of every ele- 
ment or principle of fairness, and thatits effect is to deprive them 
very largely of the benefit intended to be conveyed by the pro- 
tective duty given to them. The effect of itis to bring wools in 
which are very light in shrinkage in order to avoid the payment of 
duty, and by doing this it necessarily results in lowering the pro- 
tection which the woolgrower gets. I have already dwelt upon 
this phase of the question very largely, and itis unnecessary for me 
to repeat what I have heretoforesaid. Onthisamendment I shall 
be glad to have the yeas and nays, if enough Senators will second 
the demand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Montana, on which the 
yeas and nays are demanded. 

'The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris]. As he is not present, I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when hisname wascalled). Ihavea general 
pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD]. 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). The junior Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] stands paired with the junior Sena- 
tor from Illinois [Mr. Mason] on this question, and I will vote. 
I vote ** nay." : 
Mr. TILLMAN (when his name wascalled). I again announce 

air with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. 

e roll call was concluded. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon] is 
paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. If 
the Senator from Utah were present, he would vote ‘ uo i 

Mr. PASCO. I am paired with the Senator from Washington 
[Mr. Witson]. If he were present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. DEBOE. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. ALLEN], and therefore withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 7, nays 41; as follows: 


m 


; YEAS—7. 
Butler, Mallory, Pettigrew, Teller. 
Carter, Mantle, Stewart, 

NAY8-AI. 

Allison, Frye, McEnery, Sewell, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Mills, Shoup, 
Chandler, : Mitchell, S ner, 
Chilton, Gray, Morgan, ie, 
Clay, Hale, Nelson, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hansbrough, Perkins, Walthall, 
Davis, 7 Pettus, Wellington, 
Elkins, Jones, Ark. Platt, Conn. te. 
Fairbanks, Kenney, tor, 1 
Faulkner, ge. N. 
Foraker, McBride, 


i — — ———— ———M—————————————— 


JUNE 23, 

NOT VOTING-AL. 
Aldrich, Deboe, McLaurin, Smith, 
Allen, George, M š Thu 
Bacon, Gorman, Martin, Tillman, 
Baker, Hanna, Mason, Turner. 
Bate, Harris, Kans. Morrill, Warren, 
Berry, Harris, Tenn. Murphy, Wetmore, 
Caffery, peer . Wilson, 
Cannon, Heitfeld, nrose, Wolcott. 
Clark Jones, Nev. Platt, N. Y. 
Cullom, Kyle, Pritchard, 
Daniel, Lindsay, Rawlins. 


So Mr. MANTLE's amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANTLE. I will now call up the amendment proposed by 
me at the beginning of the discussion upon this schedule. It is 
an amendment which embraces the bill drawn by the National 
Wool Growers’ Association. It has already been read, so it will 
not be necessary to read it again, and neither do I desire the yeas 
and nays. Ido desire, however, to repeat that this measure has 
the indorsement of every woolgrowers' association in every State 
of the Union. so far as they have met and discussed it, and is pre- 
€ here as a measure desired by the woolgrowers of the United 

states. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does this relate only to the wool 
schedule? 

Mr. MANTLE. The amendment is a substitute for the para- 
ae eg relating to wool, and does not relate to manufactured 
wools. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The wool schedule? 

Mr. MANTLE. The wool schedule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on eeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Montana, to out fifteen 
paragraphs of the present schedule and insert as an amendment 
that which has heretofore been read. 

The amendment was rejected. ; 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 361, page 118, line 
10, before the word ‘‘rags,” to strike out On woolen” and insert 
“ Woolen,” and in the same line, after the word “‘ flocks,” to strike 
out **the duty shall be;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

961. Woolen rags, mungo, and flocks, 10 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out paragraph 362, in the 
following words: 


862. On tops made wholly or in part of wool, valued at not more than 24 
cents per pound, the duty per pone shall be two and one-half timesthe du 

im by this act on 1 pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in ad- 
dition thereto 6 rente pet pound; valued at more than 24 cents per pound the 
duty per pound s three and one-third times the duty on und of 
wool of the first class, and in addition thereto 8 cents per pound; if dyed, on 
all the above, 5 cents per pound additional; wools and hair of the camel, goat, 
alpaca, or other like animals, which have been advanced in any manner or 
by any process of manufacture beyond the washed or scoured condition, not 
specinlly provided for in this act, shall be subject to the same duties as are 
rata d upon manufactures of wool not y provided for in this act. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


362. Wool and hair which have been advanced in any manner or by any 
process of manufacture beyond the washed or scoured condition, not speciall 
provided for in this act, shall be — sie to the same duties as are im: 
upon manufactures of wool not specially provided for in this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out paragraph 363, in the fol- 
lowing words: 


363. On rovings. ropings, and yarns made wholly or in part of wool, valued 
at not more than 30 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be two and one- 
half times the duty imposed by this act on 1 pound of unwashed wool of the 
first ciass; valued at more than 30cents and not more than 40 cents per poun 
the duty per pound shall be three times the duty imposed by this act on 
p und of un washed wool of the first class; valued at more than 40 cents per 
pound, the duty per pound shall be three and one-half times the duty im 

this act on 1 pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and upon all the 
above additional duties shall be imposed as follows: On rovings, ropings, and 
yaran made wholly orin part of wool, and not advanced beyond the con- 
ition of single yarn by grouping or twisting two or more gle rovings, 
ropings, strands, or yarns Vie egi the duty shall be 15 cents per pound on 
on all numbers m to and including No. 30; on all numbers finer than No. 30, 
the duty shall be 15 cents per pound, and in addition thereto three-tenths of 1 
cent for each number in excess of No. 39; if advanced payong the condition 
of single yarn by grouping or twisting two or more single rovings, ropings, 
strands. or yarns together, the additional duty shall be 15 cents per pound on 
all numbers up to and inciuding No. 30; on all numbers finer than No. 30and 
not finer than No. 50 the additional duty shall be 18 cents per pound, and n 
addition thereto three-tenthsof 1 cent per pound for each number in excess 
of No. 30; on all numbers finer than No. 50, the additional duty shall be 18 
cents per pound, and in addition thereto four-tenths of 1 cent per number 
foreach number exceeding No. 30: Provided, That on all rovings, ropin, 
and punt that may be genupped, bleached, colored, stained, or printed, in 
whole or in part, a duty of 5 cents per pound shall be imposed in addition to 


the foregoing duties: And provided further, That on all genapped yarns that 


may be bleached, colored, stained, or printed, in whole or in part, a duty of 5 
cents per pound shall be imposed in addition to all the foregoing duties. 

The numbers of rovings, ropings, and yarns shall be determined by the 
number of hanks of 5) yards each of a single yarn or strand which are con- 
tained in 1 pound. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


363. On yarns made wholly or in pers of wool, valued at not more than 35 


cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be two and one-half times the dut; 
imposed by this act on 1 pound of unwashed wool of the first class; val 
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at more than 35 cents ound, the dut; T nd shall be three and one- 
Poasa by this act on | pound 


half times the duty im 


y und of unwashed wool of the 
first class, and in addition thereto, upon all 


e foregoing, 40 per cent ad va- 
lorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend the amendment by 
inserting the following: 

Provided, That the specific rates provided for in this paragraph shall not 
become operative until twelve months after the passage of this act. 

The first part of the paragraph provides that ‘‘on yarns made 
wholly. or in part of wool, valued at not more than 35 cents per 
pound, the duty per pound shall be two and a half times the duty 
imposed by this act on 1 pound of unwashed wool of the first 
class." This, of course, is on the assumption that the manufac- 
turer who makes the yarn out of the raw wool has paid the tariff 
on the raw wool from which the yarns are made. 

The argument is easily understood, that if the manufacturer 
has paid a tariff on the raw wool, there ought to be a compensat- 
ing duty on the yarns for the tariff paid on the raw wool. If 24 
pounds of raw wool enter into the manufacture of a pound of yarn, 
and the tariff has been paid upon the raw wool, a compensating 
specific duty on the pound of yarn equivalent to the tax pee by 
the manufacturer on the wool would be just as reasonable, if he 
has paid the tariff on wool. 

But as is known to every member of the Senate now, there is a 
full supply, a twelve months’ supply, of wool in the United States; 
and when any manufacturer makes a pound of yarn now he 
makes it out of wool on which he has paid nothing, and there is 
no fairness and no honesty in giving him a compensatory duty for 
tariff he has not paid and will not pay. Hence I move the amend- 
ment to the committee amendment, and on it I ask for the yeas 
and ey 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment of 
the committee, on which the yeas and nays are demanded, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DEBOE (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. If he werepres- 
ent, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). [am paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr.SxrrH]. If he were present, 
Ishould vote “nay.” : 

Mr. TILLMAN (when hisname was called). Iagain announce 
my pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. 

à e roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam paired with the Senator from Washington 
Mr. WiLsoN]. Isuggest to the Senator from New Hampshire 
Mr. 5 „who is paired with the Senator from Texas 
Mr.M DA that we exchange our pairs, so that we both can vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That will be agreeable to me. 

Mr. PASCO. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 27; as follows: 


I am paired with 


YEAS—19. 
Chilton, Tay, Mitchell, Turpie, 
Clay, Harris, Kans. Morgan, Vest. 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. è Walthall, 
Faulkner, Kenney, Pettus, White. 
Gorman, ory, Roach, 
NAYS—27. 
Allison, Foraker, McEnery, - Shoup, 
Burrows, Frye, Nelson, Spooner, 
Carter, ser; Perkins, Stewart, 
Chandler, Hale, Platt, Conn. 'Teller, 
EK: Hoar, Proctor, Nm 
ns, Lodge, uay. e Lon. 
Fairbanks, McBride, Ss = 
NOT VOTING-43. 
Aldrich, Davis, Lindsay, Platt, N. Y. 
Allen, Deboe, McLaurin, Pritchard, 
Bacon, Gear, MeMillan, Rawlins, 
Baker, George, Mantle. Smith, 
Bate, Hanna, Martin, Thurston, 
Berry, Hansbrough, Mason, Tillman, 
Butler, Harris, Tenn. Mills, ‘Turner, 
Caffery, E Morrill, Wetmore. 
Cannon, Heitfe d, Murphy, ilson, 
Cullom, Jones, Nev. Pe i Wolcott. 
Daniel, Kyle, Pettigrew, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the committee, to strike out paragraph 363 and insert a 
substitute, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
121, after line 9, to strike out the following paragraph: 


364. On cloths, knit fabrics not especially vided for in this act, and on all 


manufactures of every description made wholly or in part of wool, not spe- 
orally provided for in this act, valu 1 
the duty per pound shall be 


ed at not more than 30 cents 


r pound. 
three times the duty imposed by 


act on 


shall be four times the duty im 
wool of the first class; and in 


cents per pound and not more than 70 cents per pound, 21 cents per pound; 
rained & Bt I addition 


And to insert the following: : 


364. On cloths, knit fabrics, and all manufactures of every description 
made wholly or in part of wool, not 9 provided for in this act, valued 
at not more than 40 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be three times 
the duty imposed by this act on à pound of unwashed wool of the first class; 
valued at above 40 cents per pound and not above 70 cents per pound, the 
duty per pound shall be four times the duty imposed by this act on 1 pound 
of unwashed skirted wool of the first class, and in addition thereto, upon all 
the foregoing, 50 per cent ad valorem; valued at over 70 cents per pound, the 
duty per pound shall be four times the duty imposed by this act on 1 pound 
of un washed skirted wool of the first class and 55 per cent ad valorem. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa, on behalf of 
the committee, proposes an amendment to the amendment, which 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 19, after the word“ unwashed,” strike 
out the word ‘‘skirted,” and in line 23, after the word “ un- 
washed," strike out the word skirted;” so as to make the para- 
graph read: 


361. On cloths, knit fabrics, and all manufactures of every description 
made wholly or in part of wool, not ially provided for in this act, valued 

at not more than 40 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be threes times 

the duty im d by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class; 

valued àt above 40 cents per pound and not above 70 cents per pound, the 

duty per pound shall be four times the duty imposed by this act on 1 pound 

of unwashed woo! of the first class, and in addition thereto, upon all the fore- 

going, 50 per cent ad valorem; valued at over 7U cents per pound, the duty 

per pound shall be four times the duty imposed by this act on 1 pound of * 

unwashed wool of the first class and 55 per cent ad valorem. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the amendment 
tothe amendment? Without objection, it is agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend the committee 
amendment in line 13 by striking out the words “or in part" and 
inserting in the same line, after the word wool," the words ‘‘ or 
of which wool is the component material of chief value.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Page 122, line 13, paragraph 394, after the 
word ** wholly,” strike out or in part; ” and in the same line, after 
“wool,” insert or of which wool is the component material of 
chief value;” so as to read: 


On cloths, knit fabrics, and all manufactures of every description made 
wholly of wool, or of which wool is the component material of chief value, 
not specially provided for in this act, valued at not more than 40 cents per 


pound, ete. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, the p se of this 
amendment is obvious. The amendment as proposed by the com- 
mittee is that **on cloths, knit fabrics, and all manufactures of 
every description made wholly or in part of wool, not specially 
provided for in this act, valued at not more than 40 cents per 

und, the duty per pound shall be three times the duty imposed 

y this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class.” 

If a fabric is made composed three-fourths of cotton and one- 
fourth of wool, when a pound of that fabric is taken into con- 
sideration, there is one-quarter of a pound of wool, and not a 
pound of wool. It is proposed to inposa a tariff equal to three 
times the tariff on a pound of unwashed wool to compensate for 
the supposed pound of wool that is in the fabric, bnt when three- 
quarters of the fabric is cotton and only one-fourth is wool, if we | 
allow three times the tariff on the raw wool we are giving twelve | 
times the amount of tariff on the wool for every particle of wool | 
there is in the fabric. This is not just, itis not fair, and I can | 
not see how the committee could for one moment have consented 
that such should be the case. 

Now, Mr. President, look back to pase 112 of the bill Lines 19 
to 22, in the flax schedule, are as follows: 


Woven fabrics or articles not specially provided for in this act, com 
of flax, hemp, or ramie, or of which these substances or either of them 
component material of chief value. 


Then take page 113, in lines 11 and 12: 

Woven fabrics of flax, hemp. or ramie, or of which these substances or 
either of them is the component material of chief value. 

Take page 130, in the silk schedule: 

383. Velvets, velvet ribbons, chenilles, or other pile fabrics, cut or uncut, 
com of silk, or of which silk is the component material of chief value, 
not specially provided for in this act. 

All through the bill whenever a mixed fabric has been under 
consideration the committee has provided every time that the com- 
ponent material of chief value shall determine whether it is a fab- 
Why should not this be the 


the 


ric belonging to that class or not. 
same case here? 
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one-fourth wool, it should be considered a cotton fabric; it should 
be dealt with as a cotton fabric. Suppose it is nine-tenths cotton 
andone-tenth wool, theresultis, if you are proposing to give a com- 


dealing with a fabric that is three-fourths cotton and 


pensatory duty by allowing three times the tax on wool for every 
pound in it, when there is only one-tenth wool and nine-tenths cot- 
ton, you are making thirty times the tariff on wool as the tariff on 
this particular article. The injusticeand unfairness of it is abso- 
Intely a t. It can not be denied by anybody, and I can not 
see how committee can refuse to accept this as an amendment. 
There is one more suggestion which I wish to make in this con- 
nection, When the Wilson bill was being considered, the manu- 
facturers came before the committee, as is well known to Senators 
here, and stated that they had fabrics made of wool upon which 
they had paid the high rates of duty then prevailing, and insisted 
that it was not right that they should be compelled to go into the 
market and sell the fabrics they had made of taxed wool in com- 
petition with fabrics to be made of untaxed wool. That was 
recognized by the Senate, and as the result of it a provision went 
into the Wilson bill, at the request of the manufacturers and asa 
matter of justice to them, that— 

The reduction of rates herein provided for manufactures of wool shall not 
take effect until January, 1895. 

This provision was manifestly just; no one could complain of 
it as not being right. But now when these same men propose to 
make fabrics out of wool which have not paid a tax, I insist that 
there should be no compensatory duty to them for tariffs they 
have not paid. That question was involved in the amendment 
that was made just now. It is not so relevant to the amendment 
as proposed at this time, but there can be no fairness and no jus- 
tice in taking a pound of a fabric one-tenth of which is wool and 
nine-tenths of which is cotton, and putting a tariff on it amount- 
ing to as much as three times the tariff on the raw wool, on the 
theory that it is to compensate for three times the weight of the 

fabric in wool. Ican not believe that gentlemen on the other 
side will insist that this shal] remain as the committee pro 
it, and I ask for the yeas and nays on my amendment to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GRAY. I hope, before the vote is taken, that the Senator 
from Iowa who is in charge of the bill, or some other Senator 
who is equally interested, will give us some explanation as to 
why the difference is made in the bill as read by the Senator from 
Arkansas. Where a mixed fabric of linen and any other sub- 
stance is 2 a tax is adjusted by the rate upon the compo- 
nent chief value. That is found in two places in the linen 
schedule, as read by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And in the silk schedule. 

Mr. GRAY. And in the silk schedule there is the same provi- 
sion. Now, his amendment is that the same Leeper shall be 

plied to the wool schedule. I can not for the life of mesee why 

discrimination should be made in the wool schedule, and why 
an article with one-tenth wool and nine-tenths cotton should be 
charged three times the duty that is imposed upon a pound of 


unwashed wool. 
The Senator from Arkansas alludes to the linen 


Mr. ALLISON, 
schedule. 

Mr. GRAY. And the silk schedule. 

Mr. ALLISON. And also the silk schedule. The linen sched- 
ule is the schedule of articles composed of flax, hemp, or ramie. 
They are of about the same value, and therefore a mixture of the 
raw materials in those articles would be of no special value. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, no; itis quite possible to mix the linen with 
cotton. "There is a cotton and linen mixture. e: 

i8 , 


Mr. ALLISON. No; that is notin the flax schedule, 
hemp, or ramie. 

w JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator allow me a mo- 
men 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Paragraph 344 in the flax schedule 


provides that— 

Woven fabrics or articles not specially provided for in this act, com; 
of flax, hemp, or ramie, or of which these substances or either of them 
component material of chief value, etc. 

Showing that a mixed fabric, in which neither flax, hemp, nor 
ramie was the article of chief value, would not come under this 

aph, and if they composed one-fourth only, and three- 
Pourths of it was cotton, it would be considered as a cotton fabric. 
Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly; and that is the case here. As 
respects silk, it of course is a very valuable raw material. It is 
the object of paragraph 364, by providing for three times the duty 
imposed by this act upon a pound of unwashed wool, to include 
what is known as mixed fabrics of wool and cotton, being, per- 


haps, anywhere from 75 to 90 cent of wool. 
ES ON! ES of Arkansas. Suppose it contains only 10 per cent 
wool? 


Mr. ALLISON. Nine-tenths or three-fourths. Therefore the 


the 


compensatory duty is fixed at three. Now, when 
to fabrics of a finer „where they are 
pensatory duty is four times, and so on. 

I will say, further, that this is phraseology taken from every law 
‘that has been passed as respects wool and woolens since 1867 where 
there was a duty on wool; of course it does not include the free- 
wool schedule of 1894; and there has not been the slightest diffi- 
culty in administering it, as there would be a very great difficulty 
if the amendment su by the Senator from Arkansas were 
inserted in the bill ing it the component part of chief value, 

That is all there is about it. We followed in our amendment, 
as in the original text of the House bill, what has been the law 
since 1867 and every wool tariff, under which there has never been 
the slightest diffcul ty in administration. 

Mr. GRAY. There may be no difficulty in administering the 
law, but there will be great injustice in administering it. That is 
plain, it seems to me, to any man's common sense. 

Mr. ALLISON. It has never been shown. 

Mr. GRAY. "There are fabrics of wool and cotton in which the 
component part of chief value is cotton and not wool, and in that 
case three times the rate of a pound of unwashed wool is to be 
imposed apon the whole article. 

. ALLISON. Ido not know that there is any such instance. 
I have never heard of any special instance of that character, at 
least. Itis perfectly well known that for thirty years this exact 
2 has been used, and this is the first time I have heard 
it criticised. There has been no complaint from anybody. 

Mr. GRAY. Why should it be any different from the linen 
schedule and the silk schedule in this respect? If the possibility 
of injustice exists, although there may have been no complaint of 
the law in twenty or thirty years, why should it not be corrected 
now? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have never heard of anyone protesting 
against it. 

Mr. GRAY. There may be protests. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have never heard of an importer who made 
aprotest against it; and it is only as respects a compensatory 
duty that this particular phraseology is required. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That seems to be the exact purpose 
of it. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa if there is an 
difficulty in administering the law under the flax schedule, ud 
provides that woven fabrics or flax, hemp, or ramie, or of which 
these substances or either of the is the component material of 
chief value, etc.? Is there any difficulty in the administration of 


that p 
Mr. ALLISON. Not the slightest, because there is no compen- 
satory duty there. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Exactly. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have here a provision as respects the com- 
pensation for wool. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no difficultyin determining 
if the component material of chief value is flax or cotton. Then 
there can be no difficulty in determining whether the component 
material of a mixed woolen fabric iscotton or wool. If nine-tenths 
of the fabric is cotton and not wool, there can be no justice in 
allowing three times the rate of tax on raw wool as a specific 
compensation on every pound of that mixed fabric because there 
is cotton in it. There can be no pretense that wool has been used 
to any extent in the manufacture of the fabric. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator from Arkansas 
allow me? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. How does he suppose that in a 
yard of mixed fabric, cotton and wool, which will weigh a pound, 
it is to be determined in the custom-house how much wool enters 
into that pound? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Just as they doin the linen and in 
the silk schedules. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. They can not do it at all. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Just as they do in the linen and silk 
schedules. Any man can tell who chooses to examine it. Every- 
body knows whether the fabric brought in is cotton warp and wool 
filling. whether it is cotton warp and mixed cotton and wool filling, 
what amount of wool there is in the fabric, and how much is cot- 
ton. You levy this tariff on the pretense that every pound of 
goods has consumed 3 pounds of wool in the manufacture, 
when you know that nine-tenths of it is cotton and only one-tenth 
of it is wool. Lou are consciously giving thirty times the tariff 
on the wool as ting, cere under a pretense that you believe it 
is 3 to 1 when you know that it is no such thing, that it does not 
enter into it. 

Itis simply a means of OK greater tariff on the people of 
the country for the purpose of giving rewards to the manufactur- 
ers that they have not earned. It can not mean anything else, 
and the pronum of See Sake from Iowa bee eas pus the 

ractice for thirty years does not justify it. An evil and a wrong 
Poss i ie honc Doniad PAN Ac XR ADOG thet 1-3 win 


reach down 
wool, the com- 
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young. If it is not right in itself, it can be no more defended now 
than it could have been defended when it was first started. 


There can be no justification for it. There can be no apology or 
excuse for it any more than there is in your allowing three times 
the tariff on wool for goods manufactured of wool where you 
know the manufacturers have paid not one cent of the tariff, as you 
pro to do by your report in a recent . 
r. President, it is quarter past 5 o'clock, and I think the Sena- 
tor in charge of the bill ought to allow us to adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator does not seem to apprehend the 
point Iam trying to make. Here we have a compensatory duty 
for the wool. Asa matter of fact, the compensatory duty in a 
certain sense must be arbitrary—that is to say, you can not get it 
with absolute exactness. If the Senator will turn to the next 


PES GRAY. Isthere any duty on flax, the raw material? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly there is. If the Senator will turn to 
the next page—line 2, page 123—he will see the duty oped by 
this act on 1} pounds of unwashed wool of the first class. That is 
intended to include fabrics where the warp is cotton. There never 
has been the slightest difficulty asr this compensatory duty 
except that in a case of these goods, if it shall take only 21 pounds 
of wool to make a fabric that is mentioned here, then there shall 
be a slight addition to the ad valorem duty. But suppose it turns 
out that it takes 33 pounds to make the fabric, then, as a matter 
of fact, the manufacturer would lose in such a fabric. 

Mr. President, the Senator says if this is a wrong it should be 
corrected. The experience of thirty years has shown that it has 
not been a wrong except in the case which I have named, where 
three times the duty upon washed wool is too much or too little. 
That is all there is to it. This is a criticism that I have never 
heard before in all my life as r ts this question of compensa- 
tory duty. Manufacturers may here and there get some advan- 
tage—I have no doubt they do—in the pound duty, and they may 
sustain losses. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Iowa yield for a motion 
to adjourn? 

Mr. FRYE. Let us have an executive session. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would be very glad to have a vote taken on 
the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment 
of the committee. 

Mr. WHITE. I myself wish to make a few remarks on the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator wishes to make some observa- 
tions, I will consent to an adjournment, making myself the mo- 
tion to to the consideration of executive business, 

Mr. TE. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

'The motion was agreed to: and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 30 


minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, | 


June 24, 1897, at 11 o'clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 23, 1897. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 

Thomas C. Dawson, of Iowa, to be secretary of the 2 of 
the United States at Rio de Janeiro, vice William Crichton, 
resigned. 

CONSULS. 


Walter J. Hoffman, of the District of Columbia, to be consul 
of the United States at Mannheim, Baden, vice Max Goldfinger, 


ed. 
Brainard H. Warner, jr., of 3 to be consul of the United 
States at Leipsic, Germany, vice Otto Doederlein, resigned. 

Albert W. Swalm, of Iowa, to be consul of the United States at 
Montevideo, Uruguay, vice Edgar Schramm, resigned. 

Edward H. Thompson, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the 
United States at Progreso, Mexico, an oflice created in lieu of 
Merida by the diplomatie and consular appropriation act for the 
year commencing July 1, 1897. 

DEPUTY AUDITOR. 


Edward McKitterick, of Iowa, to be deputy auditor for the 

Treasury Department, to succeed Robert M. Cousar, resigned. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Charles Kingston, of Grover, Wyo., to be register of the land 

office at Evanston, Wyo., vice William A. Hocker, removed. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Frank M. Foote, of Evanston, Wyo., to be receiver of public 

moneys at Evanston, Wyo., vice Frank Mills, removed. 


POSTMASTERS. 

Joseph W. Dale, to be postmaster at Mitchell, in the county of 
3 and State of Indiana, in the place of Joseph T. Dilley, 
removed. 

Henry A. Pease, to be postmaster at Edgartown, in the county 
of Dukes and State of Massachusetts, the panan of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, ome vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1897. 

Moses Emery, to be postmaster at Caledonia, in the county of 
Bounen and State of Minnesota, in the place of Arthur J. Flynn, 
removed. 

James W. Mills, to be postmaster at Versailles, in the county of 
3 State of Missouri, in the place of John D. Bohling, 
resigned 

Charles L. Porter, to be postmaster at Plattsburg, in the county 
of a and State of Missouri, in the place of Samuel Lowry, 
resigned. 

Thomas L. Dunham, to be postmaster at Lestershire, in the 
county of Broome and State of New York, the appointment of a 

ostmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
sident on and after April 1, 1897. 

James F. Wray, to be postmaster at Reidsville, in the county 
of Rockingham an4 State of North Carolina, in the place of Alex- 
ander H. Galloway, resigned. 

John R. Wolfe, to be postmaster at Shelby, in the county of 
Richland and State of Ohio, in the place of Frank C. Schiffer, re- 


signed. 

Victor N. Wilson, to be postmaster at Britton, in the county of 
Marshall and State of South Dakota, in the place of Henry C. 
Hamilton, resigned. 

Edward Blanchard, to be postmaster at San Angelo, in the county 
of EE Green and State of 'l'exas, in the place of James L. Phelan, 
resigned. 

Fred. Read, to be postmaster at Newport News, in the county of 
Warwick and State of Virginia, in the place of Irwin Tucker, 
whose commission expired April 11, 1897. 


CONFIRMATIONS. * 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 23, 1897. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 


John G. Foster, of Vermont, to be consul-general of the United 

States at Halifax, Nova Scotia. 
CONSULS. 

Walter Schumann, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Mayence, Germany. 

Hilary 8. not, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United 
States at St. Etienne, France. 

William B. Dickey, of Louisiana, to be consul of the United 
States at Callao, Peru. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 
Howard C. Russell, of Connecticut, to be an assistant surgeon. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Commodore Edmunp O. Matthews to be a rear-admiral. 

Richard S. Collum, 8 and assistant quartermaster, United 
States Marine Corps, to be major and quartermaster. 

First Lieut. Thomas C. Prince, United States Marine Corps, to 
be captain and assistant quartermaster, 

COMMISSIONER. 

Philip Gallaher, of New Whatcom, Wash., to be a commis- 

sioner in and for the District of Alaska, to reside at Kadiak. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Charles H. Stilwill, to be postmaster at dall, in the coun: 
of Bonhomme and State of South Dakota. D z 

Ezra H. Ripple, to be postmaster at Scranton, in the county of 
Lackawanna and State of Pennsylvania. 

James M. Henderson, to be postmaster at Etna, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

James Blanning, to be ter at Williamstown, in the 
county of Dauphin and State of Pennsylvania. 

Frederick W. Clemons, to be postmaster at Palmyra, in the 
county of Wayne and State of New York. 

Benjamin F. Boyd, to be póstmaster at Hillsboro, in the county 
1 — aoe of Illinois. 25 T 

ter ark, to tmaster at Aspen, in coun 

Pitkin and State of Colorado. id 

Arthur B. Gibson, to be postmaster at Mercur, in the county of 
Tooele and State of Utah. 

Wilfred W. Montague, to be postmaster at San Francisco, in 
the county of San Francisco and State of California. 

Clarence A. Murray, to be ster at Waukegan, in the 
county of Lake and State of Illinois. = 

Frank C. Davidson, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of 
Dewitt and State of Illinois. 

Robert N. Chapman, to be ter at Charleston, in the 
county of Coles and State of Illinois. 
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SENATE. 


THURSDAY, June 24, 1897. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
UM by Rev. Huan Jounsron, D. D., of the city of Wash- 

gton. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. CHILTON, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. CHANDLER presented the memorial of H. A. Jandt and 51 
other citizens of Iowa, of E. R. Spaulding and 50 other citizens of 
Iowa, of J. Commody and 52 other citizens of New Mexico, of B. J. 
Lohman and 52 other citizens of New Mexico, and of E. G. Ross 
and 52 other citizens of New Mexico, remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation intended to destroy the present system of 
ticket brokerage; which were referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce, 

Mr. ELKINS presented sundry memorials of citizens of West 
MAR prins remonstrating against the enactment of legislation in- 
tended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I present a petition of the Manu- 
facturers’ Association of Kings and Queens Counties, N. Y., in 
reference to the tariff bill. I should like to have the body of the 
petition read. 

Mr. ALLEN. Isit proposed to place the petition in the RECORD? 

Mr. PLATT of New York. It is very short; it will take but a 
moment. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishall object to its going into the RECORD, unless 
it be a communication from some legislative body or an executive 
communication. It is contrary to the rule. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. It is a petition urging the prompt 
passage of the tariff bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. But it is contrary to the rule of the Senate to 
incorporate petitions and memorials of such a character in the 
RECORD. Y 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from New York can state the 
substance of it and get it into the RECORD in that way. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator can of course make a brief state- 
ment of the petition, but he has no right to read it himself. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. Mr. President, the legislative com- 
mittee of the Manufacturers’ Association of Kings and Queens 
Counties, N. Y., respectfully beg to call the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that the business interests of that community 
are seriously crippled by the uncertainty and delay in the enact- 
ment of a tariff BS They earnestly request that immediate and 
effective action be taken by the Senate, in order that the present 
uncertainty be removed and that the business of the country be 

itted to revive. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will lie on the table. 

Mr, PLATT of New York presented sundry memorials of citi- 
zens of New York, remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation intended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented the petition of L. W. Vance and 
80 other citizens of New Albany, Ind., praying for the enactment 
of protective-tariff legislation at the earliest possible date, such as 
will adequately secure American industrial products against the 
competition of foreign labor; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SMITH presented sundry petitions of citizens of Elizabeth. 
Hoboken, Jersey City, Newark, Kearney, Passaic, Rahway, and 
Hudson County, all in the State of New Jersey, remonstrating 
against the proposed increase of the tax on beer; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Wareton, Sea- 
bright, Seaside, Paulsboro, and South Amboy, all in the State of 
New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation for a more 
rigid restriction of immigration; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented memorials of John R. Potts, Johnson & Mur- 
phy, of Newark; the Middlesex Shoe Company, of New Bruns- 
wick; Harry Chandler, of Vineland; G. & L. Becht, of Newark, 
and the A. Lenz Company, all in the State of New Jersey, remon- 
strating against any increase in the present rate of duty on tanned 
skins for morocco or a duty on raw goatskins; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. MURPHY presented a petition of 37 citizens of New York 
City, and the petition of 16 citizens of New York City, praying 
for the early passage of the pending tariff bill; which were 


ordered to lie on the table. 5 

He also presented the memorial of Peter A. Wilkinson and 7 
other citizens of New York, and the memorial of F. W. Collom 
and 19 other citizens of New York, remonstrating against the 


enactment of legislation intended to destroy the present system 
of ticket brokerage; which were referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Kemp- 
ton, Ind., praying for the enactment of protective-tariff legisla- 
tion, at the earliest possible date, such as will adequately secure 
American industrial products against the competition of foreign 
labor; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TELLER presented the memorial of S. R. Crawford and 51 
other citizens of Colorado, remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation intended to destroy the present system of ticket 
brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. . 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. Cf on] is 
absent, ill. Ihave just received a note from him asking me to 
present to the Senate, for him and on his behalf, a number of me- 
morials, one of which I send to the desk. and the others are at the 
end of the desk, bearing the names of 103.079 citizens of Illinois, 
remonstrating against the proposed increase of the tax upon beer. 
I move that the memorials lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of sundry manufacturers of 
Massachusetts, praying fora continuance of the Hawaiian reci- 
pour treaty; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 

elations. 

He also presented memorials of the United Shoe Company and 
52 other manufacturing firms of Massachusetts; of P. 8. Went- 
worth and 52 other citizens of Massachusetts, and of 101 citizens 
of Massachusetts, remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion intended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. WELLINGTON presented the memorial of S. B. Smith and 
52 other citizens of Maryland, remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation intended to destroy the present system of 
ticket brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 2266) for the relief of Elijah 
M. Hart; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. : 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 2207) removing the 
charge of desertion from the name of Pollard Anderson, of Bur- 
ney, Decatur County, Ind., who served as a private in Company 
H, Nineteenth Indiana Infantry Volunteers, and also as a private 
in Company B, Tenth Kansas Infantry Volunteers; which was 
read twice 9 5 title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2268) granting a pension to Israel 
P. Hill; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN, I introduce a bill and ask that it may be read at 
oust and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

8. 

The bill (S. 2269) to further regulate the postal service of the 
United States, and for other purposes, was read the first time by 
its title and the second time at length, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That beginning with the fiscal year A. D. 1897, it shall 
bethe d of the Postmaster-General to furnish all post-offices and subpost- 
offices in the United States with the necessary boxes, tables, chairs, and other 
furniture proper and convenient for the transaction of the business of such 
post-office or su ffice, at the expense of the Government, and in doing 
so he is hereby authorized and directed to have appraised all such boxes. 
tables, chairs, and other furniture now in use in said offices, respectively. and 
re the same, if in condition suitable for use, at a fair price, for con- 

nued use. 


Mr. CAFFERY (by request) introduced the following bills; 
which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 2270) for the relief of the estate of Samuel N. White, 
deceased, late of West Feliciana Parish, La.; 

A bill (S. 2271) for the relief of Lemuel Tanner, of Lafourche 
Parish, La.; 

A bill (S. 2272) for the relief of the estate of F. O. Darly, late 
of Vermilion Parish, La.; 

A bill (S. 2273) for the relief of Mrs. E. R. Allen, of West Car- 
roll Parish, La.; 

A bill (S. 2274) for the relief of Belote Auguste Donato; 

A bill (S. 2275) for the relief of the estate of Jean Delille, late 
of Winn Parish, La.; 

A bill (S. 2276) for relief of heirs of Auguste Donato; 

A bill (S. 2277) for the relief of Mary C. Daigre, East Baton 
Rouge, La.; and 

A bill (S. 2278) for the relief of the estate of Hypolite Chretien, 
deceased, late of New Orleans, La. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 2279) to increase the pension of 
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Mary B. Morgan; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. : 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 2280) granting a pension to 
Andrew M. Callaham; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KENNEY introduced a bill (S. 2281) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of John R. Scaggs; which was read 
I by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 


TS. 
Mr. LODGE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2282) for the re- 
tirement of Government employees in the classified civil service; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 2283) granting a pension to Theo- 
pus A. Dauphin; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the general de- 
ficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR. 


Mr. HALE, I present a notice proposing an amendment to 
Rule XXXIII, relating to the privileges of the floor of the Senate, 
which I ask may be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Notice is hereby given that the following amendment will be proposed to 
Rule XXXIII of the Senate, relating to the privilege of the floor, to wit: In 
that clause of said rule which admits certain persons to the floor of the Senate 
while in session, relating to ex Senators and Senators-elect, after the word 
“ex-Senators,” to insert the following: 

“Who are not interested in any claim or in the prosecution of the same, 
or directly in any bill pending before Congress." 

e purpose of the proposed amendment is to prevent ex-Benators from 
enjoying the privileges of the floor of tho Senate for the purpose of urging 
or opposing claims or bills in which they are employed as attorneys. 

Mr. HALE, Mr. President, it has always been a matter touch- 
ing the dignity and reputation of this body that ex-Senators, who 
are entitled to the privileges of the floor, should not use that priv- 
ilege for the purpose of advocating or opposing measures before 
the Senate, or, in other words, lobbying on the floor with members 
of the body. It has never been necessary until now to invoke any 
rule such as I have indicated, or any extension or limitation of the 
rule, The House of Representatives has had for years such a rule 
as I comprehend in the amendment which I propose, and I have 
embodied its features substantially in the amendment which has 
been stated. 

It is a matter of satisfaction, as Senators know, to renew the 
acquaintance and association of those who have been members of 
this body; and such acquaintance and association have been a great 
charm in the life and in the intercourse of this body; but Ido not 
think that it is compatible with the self-respect and the dignity 
of this body that the privileges of the floor should be used for the 
parpose of urging or opposing the passage of measures before the 

nate by gentlemen who have been members of the body. If 
there are none such, then the amendment will apply to no one, 
and will do no harm, but I am afraid the time has come when 
such a rule is needed. 

I ask that the proposed amendment go over one day, in accord- 
ance with c provision of Rule XL. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I make a suggestion before the matter 
goes over? Iam not very much pleased at the direct pointing out 
of ex-Senators as being so iue ne a Suppose that, after definin 
the persons entitled to the privileges of tho floor, the rule shou! 
provide that it shall be suspended as to any person who may be 
employed, etc. 

r. HALE. Ido not propose in any exact form to settle how it 
shall be done, or, indeed, that it shall be done, but I think I have 
seen enough to justify me in calling the attention of the Senate to 
it. All I shall ask to-morrow—it must go over a day—is that it be 
referred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. TELLER. Let that be done now. 

Mr. HALE. The provision of Rule XL is very specific that one 
day's notice must be given before any amendment to the rule 
shall be in order, and that the purpose of the amendment shall be 
stated in the notice. Under that rule it is clear that it must go 
over one day, and then I shall ask that it be referred. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator what has taken 


place recently to call for this proposed amendment? 
Mr. HALE. Thope the Senator will not ask me to particularize. 
Mr. ALLEN. Ido not desire to have the Senator point out any 
particular individual, but, if he will permit me, I will state that 


in my judgment lobbying is not going on to any greater extent 
around the Senate Chamber at this moment than it has been for 
the last four years. 

Three years ago I introduced a bill and had it referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary making it a crime punishable by im- 

risonment in the penitentiary for any man to come upon the 
pitol Grounds for the purpose of plying the vocation of a lobby- 
ist. Lobbying was going on then. At that time there was pend- 
ing before this body a measure known as the pooling bill and 
other measures that called forth lobbyists from all sections of the 
country. It could not have escaped the attention of the Senator 
from Maine that lobbying of that character was going on. Why, 
not only amend the rule, but introduce a bill here and pass it na 
ing it a crime for any human being that is compos mentis to come 
upon these grounds and ne Senators or Representatives 
respecting the discharge of their duties. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know that I would object to that. I am 
not saking any such drastic measure.- I have more in view the 
calling of the attention of the Senate to this subject than anything 
else. Ido not say that I would oppose such a measure as the Sen- 
ator suggests; or anything that wili relieve us of the importunities 
of the lobby. I think it should be guarded. 

I may say, and I think I may say with some confidence that I 
will be borne out by Senators, that the intervention, the solicita- 
tion, and the importunities of the lobby, whether on this floor or 
elsewhere, are of no.avail to the interests that they claim to re 
resent, The Senator himself knows that if a constituent of his 
has a measure here in which he is interested, the Senator will at- 
tend to it faithfully, early and late, and that that constituent is 
not in any way benefited, but is rather harmed, by the employ- 
ment of an attorney to represent his case. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to ask 
him a question? Will it not be found in practice very difficult 
to limit the character of the conversation of ex-Senators who come 
upon this floor? If they are inhibited from talking about current 
business, I presume they will avoid it, but it seems to me that 
practically it will be rather difficult to limit the character of the 
conversation of an ex-Senator when he comes uen the floor, and 
in practice I fear that the rule will not be found very efficacious. 
The practice is no doubt reprehensible, but I fear that it can not 
be overcome by legislative methods. 

Mr. HALE. All that will be left to the Committee on Rules to 
consider. I do not know that they will think it advisable to re- 
port anything, but I think it must be offensive to all Senators to 
see those who have been members of the Senate bring their docket 
into this Chamber and seek to influence Senators upon subjecis- 
matter where they have been employed as attorneys. It ought 
not to be done, 

Mr. ALLEN. I have never seen anything of the kind myself. 

Mr, HALE. I do not know that that is so. 

Mr. ALLEN. It occurs to me that the proposed amendment is 
rather an imputation upon the integrity of all ex-Senators who 
desire to visit the Chamber and renew their acquaintance, and 
that it puts them in an attitude where they can not possibly, as a 
55 of self-respect, come back, however innocent their motives 
may be. 

Mr. HALE. Ido notthink that ex-Senators should feel sensi- 
tive on that point, as I should not after leaving this body, if I 
came here in a social way, or to discuss generally subjects of na- 
tional interest. Ido not think we should either of us feel sensi- 
tive if arule of this kind, that was not intended to apply to us and 
never would agg aed in the list of our rules. 

Mr. ALLEN. hy does not the Senator's proposed amend- 
ment go further and strike at the root of this evil? We can not 
go out into one of these corridors at any time when the Senate is 
in session without running up against an army of lobbyists who 
are besieging Senators and Representatives upon different meas- 
ures. They inhabit these galleries as crows inhabit the tops of 
trees. They are here sending in cards and communications upon 
different subjects. Way not exclude the whole army of them, 
not only from the Capitol building but from the Capitol Grounds, 
except when they come here for legitimate pur: Hd 

Mr. HALE. L ask that my amendment shall go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will lie 
over. 

COST OF PRODUCTION IN LEADING INDUSTRIES, 


Mr. CAFFERY, I submit a resolution and ask unanimous con- 
sent for its present consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Commissioner of Labor be, and is hereby, directed to 
collect from official sources, or otherwise, if necessary, information relating 
to the total cost and labor cost of production in fifteen of the leading indus- 
tries common to this country, Great Britain, France, Balgium, and Germany 
and report the resuits of his inquiries to the Senate as soon after the mect- 
ing of the second session of the Fifty-fifth Congress^ns possible: Provided, 
That the inquiries hereby authorized shall b» carried on under the regular 
appropriations made for the Department of Labor. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the resolution may go over. 
Prodi VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over, under 
e. 


EXPENDITURES OF CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Isubmita resolution for which I ask im- 
mediate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Civil Service Commission is hereby directed to furnish 
the Senate a detailed account, by years, of the expenditures of said commis- 
sion from its organization to the present time, each item of yy Spee (such 
as salaries, traveling expenses, examinations, printing, etc.) to be separately 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. GRAY. Let it go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over. 

Mr. GALLINGER. As I shall be absent from the Senate for 
three or four days, I ask that the resolution may lie on the table 
sue to my call, if that course is agreeable to the Senator from 

aware. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unless there is objection, that will 
be the order, The Chair hears none. 


THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, 


Mr. WHITE. Some days ago I suggested and there was ordered 
inted a report of the Committee on Finance in reference to the 
waiian Islands matter. Since that time my attention has been 
called to a report made in the Forty-ninth Congress, first session, 
by Mr. Mints, from the Committee on Ways and Means of the 
foam of Representatives. The report is practically out of print, 
and as it is a matter of great importance, to be considered later 
on, I suggest that it be reprinted as a document. 

The VICE-PRESID. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator to reprint the report of Mr. MILLS in the Forty-ninth 
Congress, from the Committee on Ways and Means of the House 
of Representatives, on the Hawaiian matter? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. E. In this connection, I desire to insert in the REC- 
ORD, from 584 of the Consular Reports, the census of the 
Hawaiian ds. It is but a third of a page in length. I ask 
that it be printed as a part of my remarks. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

[Consular Reports, April, 1897.] 
CENSUS OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 
Consut-General Mills, of Honolulu, sends, under date of Fe 


the official figures show: the result of the census of the Hawaiian 
which has just been com ed. The statement is as follows: E 
coloniza- 


table, as pre- 


8, 1897, 
ds, 


The Hawaiians head the list with a total of 31.019. The Ja 
1 . close third. 


The o 


14,620 31,019 
4, 236 8,485 
1.111 3,056 

S44 2,250 
586 1,432 
45 101 
162 378 
6, 989 15,191 
TES. 
134 455 
152 6 
109, 020 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the Présidentof the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 23d instant approved and signed the act (S. 2150) to amend 
an act entitled **An act to provide for the entry of lands in Greer 
County, Okla., to give preference rights to settlers, and for other 
purposes,” approved January 18, 1897. 

THE TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of House bill 379. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 
of the United States. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to have the attention of the Senator 
from Iowa. For the convenience of those of us upon this side 


qose ges part in the debate on the tariff bill, we would be 
very much obliged to the Senator from Iowa if he would indicate 
the order in which the schedules that have been over will 
be taken up after we have finished the wool schedule. It will 
facilitate matters very much, and we will then know exactly what 
to in the future, and prepare our papers and information 
accordingly. A 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the purpose of the committee having 
charge of the bill, as I understand it, to go on and complete the 
wool and woolen schedule, then to take 7 Silk schedule, and 
then the tobacco schedule. When that has been done, all the 
schedules will have been passed over once. 

Mr. VEST. No; lead was passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lead is in Schedule C. 

Mr. VEST. Iknow; but we have not taken it up. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a paragraph in the metal schedule and a 
paragraph in the chemical schedule. 

Mr. GRAY. It is a paragraph, and not a schedule. 

Mr. ALLISON. Severalparagraphs. After we shall have com- 
pleted these schedules it is our purpose to begin with the chemical 
schedule and take up the paragraphs passed over and complete 
that schedule, and then go on successively with the other sched- 
ules, taking the passed-over schedules in their order. If this will 
suit the convenience of Senators on the other side, that, I think, is 
the wisest and best way to deal with the bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The first item passed over, as appears 
by the recent print of the comznittee, is in the first clause of the 
bill, and is not a part of the chemical schedule, fixing the date at 
which the bill shall go into effect. 

Mr. ALLISON, That is a mere formal matter. That of course 
will have to go over until after the whole bill is disposed of. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then it is the intention of the Sena- 
tor not to take up that amendment until the last thing. 

Mr. HOAR. Isuppose, practically, the operative date will have 
to be settled by the conference committee. It can not well be 
settled in any other way. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave stated the purpose of the committee, 
I hope it will be satisfactory to Senators on the other side. 

Mr. SMITH. Lask the Senator in charge of the bill whether it 
will be convenient for him to take up the hide and leather sched- 
ule, which was passed over at my request, after we get through 
with the wool schedule? 

Mr. ALLISON. The paragraphs in relation to leather perhaps 
may be considered then, if it suits the convenience of Senators; 
but I think the best way after we have completed this schedule 
isto go back and take up, in their order,the paragraphs passed 
over, and di of them as we go along. 

Mr. SMIT Imakea ial request on that point because I 
am interested in the schedule, and I shall be obliged to be absent 
forafew days. Ifit can be so arranged, I hope the Senator in 
charge of the bill will pursue that course. 

x ARR . Iwill consult the Senator's convenience later 
in the 2? 

Mr.JO of Arkansas. The point made by the Senator from 
Missouri is, I think, a correct one, that it is due to the Senate 
that we should know the order in which these matters are coming 
up. They ought not to be passed over irregularly without any 
sort of system. I think the Senator from Iowa should give notice 
to the Senate as to the order in which he intends to proceed. So 
far as I am concerned, I am perfectly willing for the convenience 
of any Senator that any item passed over may be taken up at any 
time. Itis a matter of indifference to me, but I think the Senate 
ought toknow. If it is the intention of the Senator from Iowa 
to take up hides after the wool schedule and before we proceed 
with silk, the Senate ought to know it at the earliest moment, so 
that we can be ready, and if not, then the Senator should indi- 
cate at what time he will be willing to take it up. 

Mr. WHITE. I suggest to the Senator from Arkansas that 
there is a fact which has just come to my notice which has re- 
lieved me from a great deal of solicitude, and I have no doubt 
that it will relieve the Senator when I read it to him. We are 
assured by very high authority that Congress is passing a law that 
will be tie most scientific and the best balanced tariff law ever 
enacted. Ihavehad some doubt about this matter heretofore, 
but I now rest in peace. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam glad the Senator from California is reas- 
sured upon that point. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, before entering on a discus- 
sion of the paragraph of the wool schedule under consideration, 
concerning which our friends on the other side appear to have 
some 3 1 propose to make some general remarks upon the 


MES GTON. As L have no doubt what the Senator is 


about to say will be of interest to the Senate, I suggest that he 
speak so that he may be heard on this side of the Chamber. 
Mr. CAFFERY, Ishall attempt to elevate my voice so that 
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the Senator from Maryland can have a chance to hear some good 
Democratic doctrines. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Louisiana will 


proceed. : 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, the formative period of the 
basis on which, and the purpose for which, tariff taxes should be 
im was between the adoption of the Constitution and the 
revenue act of 1828. 

Gradually, by an evolution, resulting from the divergent views 
of government held by the followers of Jefferson and the follow- 
ers of Hamilton, the great principle of tariff for revenue only“ 
and the opposite principle of tariff for protection” were formed 
and crystallized. 

Hamilton looked backward to the restrictive policy then pre- 
vailing in England. Jefferson looked forward to the application 
of the liberty-founded principles of the Republic of the United 
States. Hamilton was influenced by the smell of royalty which 
clung to his republican garments; Jefferson, by the awakened 
sense of broader liberty and clearer perception of economic truth, 
obtained from the teachings of Adam Smith and the French econ- 
omists and our own Constitution. 

'The immortal author of the declaration that **all men are born 
free" and of that other declaration that ‘‘equal rights are for all 
and special privileges for none" could not have been a protection- 
ist in the sense the term is now employed. 

Sir, arguing from general principles, the conclusion irresistibly 
flows that protection is restriction of natural right, and therefore 
undemocratic; that protection is paternalism, and therefore un- 
democratic; that protection is larcenous, and therefore undemo- 


cratic, 

The democratic theory of government may be traced to the 
Declaration of Independence and Magna Charta. 

Life, liberty, , and the pursuit of happiness are the in- 
alienable right of men; liberty in all things, save when the pub- 
lic weal requires its restriction. Whoever advocates restriction 
must show its necessity. The burden of proof is on the protec- 
tionists to show that the freedom of contract is not necessary for 
the benefit of the social system. Primarily, the right toexchange 
with whosoever wishes to give another commodity for yours is 
8 ear free, and unrestricted. It flows from the right of thein- 

ividual freeman to do as he chooses with his own, sell it where 
he can, for what he can, and with whomsoever he can, without 
burden or taxation on either or both puse to the exchange. 

Among the ancients trade was spoliation and war was slavery. 
To impoverish a nation by trade and to enslave its population by 
war was the ideal of excellence. The idea survived the fall of the 
greatest and last of ancient civilizations, and descended by achain 
of barbaric title to the nations of medisval Europe. Exports 
were frequently prohibited and imports were always highly taxed, 
und as light penetrated the darkness of those ages the barbarism 
of modified slavery lingered, and still lingers in the idea of spolia- 
tion by one nation of another and by the classes of the masses. 
Just prior to the writings of Smith in England, and of Condillac 
in France, the then world, stimulated into intellectual activity by 
the Reformation and the rise of the school of economists, began to 
throw off some of the shackles descended from ancient ignorance 
and , and the doctrine of free trade gained a foothold in the 
thinking world. This doctrine was then accompanied with thetw n 
errors that all wealth emanated from the soil, and that exchange 
was exactly equivalent, neither party making by it. 

But mankind is selfish, and the battle commenced in the eight- 
eenth century against protection is not yet finished, nor will it be 
until the intelligent masses of the world strike down the hand 
of governmental favor and privilege. To own human beings 
has been a strong propensity of the race. To own a partof man's 
labor is the last desperate effort of the selfish few against the toil- 
ing many. Humanity and enlightenment freed the slaves; hu- 
manity and enlightenment will free the toiling millions from 
tributes to the protected. 

The devil is never so dangerous as when he quotes Scripture. 
Protection is never so insidious as when preaching in behalf of 
its victims. 

In law, what plea so tainted and corrupt but, being seasoned with a gra- 
cious voice, obscures the show of evil? 


In rehgion, what damned error but some sober brow will bless it and 
approve it with a text? 


And so the protectionist plunders humanity in the name of hu- 
manity, exacts alms in the name of charity, and beseeches aid in 
the name of the needy. Truth is always plain, error is always 
complex. When the proposition is laid down that protection 
does not protect the masses, the answer is ready, Why, we give 
you a larger home market; we give better prices to our employees; 
we give employment to the baker, the butcher, the carpenter, and 
the mason; and so everybody is benefited." The poor fellow who 
is answered thus finds that his co-toiler in the same line of indus- 
try in a neighboring State or district is getting more or less, ac- 


cording to the supply of laborers there; he finds that toilers in 
industries not protected get as much and frequently more than he 
does, and yet somehow he is half muddled by the specious argu- 
ment of the oily factory owner. 

He knows that the duty on sugar or woolen goods makes him 


pay more for his sugar or bis clothes; the duty on white pine, 
more for his lumber; the duty on soap, more for his soap, and yet 
he is somehow puzzled about the matter. He finds a duty on 
wheat and cotton, and yet the price is not raised at home; he 
finds a duty on borax and hemp, and the price is raised at home. 
He finds a duty on nails and steel rails, and the price at home is 
higher than on the same article when shipped abroad and sold. 
What he does know is that the sugar refiner and the soap maker, 
the woolen manufacturer and the wheat and cotton grower, do 
not pay a farthing more for labor than they are compelled to. He 
finds trusts and pools controlling the price of things nee to 
the consumer, and he cominences to think, and he is now think- 
ing, that the best way out of this perplexity is to place every tub 
on its own bottom, break up trusts and pools, and let every indus- 
try stand on its own merits. 

He hears the clamor of the mill owner and the mine owner that 
they must be protected. He concludes that they are weak and 
want somebody to help them. His argument commences with 
himself. Whois going to protect me? If the well-fed, prosper- 
ous, rich mine owner is in of being destroyed, why am not 
I? Am I weaker, less able to work, than the half-fed Russian, or 
the starved Italian, or the lazy qm. or the stolid German, or the 
ignorant Portuguese? All of them come over here. I hold my 
piaco at higher wages than they get. They get more than they 

idathome. He finds the same man, clamoring for protection 
against the world, ready to employ a foreigner at less wages than 
he gets, provided the foreigner can do the work he does. finds 
free trade in labor, and he concludes free trade ought to go all 
around. He is right. 

He finds, when the whole subject is reviewed by him, tha* the 
corn grower, the wheat grower, the cotton grower, the rail and 
nail manufacturer, the bicycle manufacturer, the cotton manu- 
facturer, and a host of manufacturers and produce raisers are not 
only supplying the home market, but the markets of the world. 
He finds that the home price of these articles is the foreign price, 
less freight, insurance, and commissions, in all exports not con- 
trolled by a trust, and he finds trusts mostly where the duty on 
the competing foreign article is too high to allow it to come in, 
He does not find a trust in wheat, cotton, or corn, because the for- 
eigner has no competing article and trusts are impossible. 

He finds that all the workers said to be included in the beneficent 
circle of protection—the nter, the blacksmith, the baker, the 
lawyer, the doetor, the merchant—get their pay according to their 
deserts, the demand for their services, and the supply of the human 
material. He finds the protective theory intricate and the applica- 
tion a sham, a delusion, invented to make him pay a quota of his 
hard-earned wages to swell the gains of the protected weakling.” 
He finds that the money levied out of his scant store does not go 
into the Treasury to pay the debts of the United States, promote 
the general welfare, and provide for the common defense,” but 
into the pockets of the weaklings.” 

He is sorry for the poor, sickly things that ride in splendid car- 
riages, give costly dinners, visit foreign shores, hobnob with no- 
bility, come before the committees of Congress with piteous tales 
of woe, infest the corridors of the Capitol, have paid lobbyists to 
lay sieze to Senators and Representatives, and make the air dole- 
ful with their begging requests for more and more and melan- 
choly predictions of the untimely end of the benefacturs of the 
race should largess and bounty, subsidy and tariff, be denied them. 
Yes, his honest soul melts with sympathy. Was ever so much 
disinterested humanity!" he thinks to himself. 

Truly the world is better! Human nature nobler and higher! 
Not for themselves do the weaklings make these efforts! Perish 
the thought that itis their own nests they are feathering! 

The weaklings have achieved their purpose. Their demands 
have been granted. Their salt, their lumber, their woolens, their 
cotton, their coal and iron, and their hemp have all been pro- 
tected. The fat was fried in season, and the reward comes in due 
time. All things work together for good for fat friers and good 
protectionists. Of such is the kingdom of protection. 

But the poor fellow who has been holding this colloquy, think- 
ing that the blessings to reach him by filtration from the weak- 
lings—the vicarious system of benefaction—will percolate down 
to him from the principle of tariff gravitation, hears nothing 
more of the promised blessings. But behold! the heathen Chinese, 
or the fiery Jap, or the pauper German. or the horrid Englishman 
will dump his goods over the tariff wall; or the foolish home con- 
sumers cease to buy from the weaklings use they can not; or 
the jingoes will disturb trade by war talk; or the silverite by in- 
flation talk, and a cut of 10 per cent in the poor fellow's wages is 
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He looks at his good wife, wearied by household cares; his bloom- 
ing daughter, so close to his heart and hopes, deprived of the means 
to make a good appearance in society; his son, just ready to gain 
the education now denied to him, and his soul and brain rise in 
revolt against a system which has ever kept, and ever will keep, 
the word of promise to the ear, but break it to the hope. 

Out of the curse denounced against the transgression of our first 

ents has come all the blessings of civilization. Human sweat, 
anita toil, have built up the vast structure of modern advance- 
ment. Human brain and human muscle have transformed the 
Western Hemisphere into the most peaceful, the most enlightened, 
and the happiest abode for the toiling millions in its borders that 
Providence has ever given to man. : 

But the Old Adam lingers in the human breast. Centuries of 
labor will make it none the less a pain to labor, and the ordinary 
man is always altruistic when it comes to making his brother man 
do his work for him. In this happy land the grip of the law makes 
the poor pay tribute to the rich. Says the greatest economist that 
this century has produced (I quote from Frederick Bastiat): 

Self-preservation and development are the common aspiration of all men, in 
such a way that if everyone enjoyed the free exercise of his faculties and the 
free distribution of the fruit o. labor, social progress would be incessant, 
uninterrupted, inevitable. But there is another disposition which is com- 
mon to them. This is to live and develop at the expense of another. This is 
no rush imputation, emanating from a gloomy, unc table spirit. History 
bears witness to the truth of it by the incessant wars, tion ot races, 
the universality of slavery, sacerdotal oppressions, the frauds in trade, and 
the monopolies with which its annals abound. ortunate tion 
has its origin in the very constitution of man—in that primitive and univer- 
gal and invincible sentiment which urges it toward its well-being and makes 
it seek to escape pain. Man can only maintain life and obtain enjoyments 
from a perpetual search and appropriation; that is, from & perpetual appli- 
cation of his faculties to objects, or bom labor. yigin of property. 

But yet he may live an: enjoy by seizing and appropriating the produc- 
tions of his fellow-men. This is the origin of plunder. 

Now, labor, being in itself a aman being naturally inclined to avoid 
pain, it follows, and history proves it, that wherever plunder is less burden- 
some than labor, it prevails: and neither religion nor morality can prevent 
it. in this case, from prevailing. * * * It is the nature of man to rise 
against the injustice ot which he is the victim. When, therefore, plunder is 

nized w, for the benefit of those who profit by it, all plundered 
classes tend, either by Ben or revolutionary means, to enter in some 
way into the business of manufacturing laws. 

These classes, according to the degree of enlightenment at which they 
have arrived, may propose to themselves two very different ends. hen 
they thus attempt Ine attainment of their political rights, either they rd 

to put an end tolawful plunder, or they Lo re to take part in i 
Woe to the nation when the latter thought prevails araong the masses at the 
moment when they, in turn, seize upon the legisiative power. 


This long quotation, Mr. President, is justified by its application 
tothe present condition of our country. From legislation in favor 
of special classes, the idea is fast gaining ground that legislation 
must be in favor of all classes. From the perversion of law, 
whereby afew favored individuals are made prosperous, the whole 
mass is seeking prosperity from legislation. 

From 3 for à few. paternalism is sought by the many. 
The transition from McKinleyism to Debsism is easy. The impo- 
sition of indirect taxes to make manufacturers rich justifies the 
imposition of direct taxes to make the farmer rich. The proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Utah [Mr. CANNON] to pus an export 
bounty on corn and wheat and oats is more logical and more jus- 
tifiable than a bounty on imported sugar for the benefit of the 
greedy sugar trust, 

A bounty for the man who has, from the foundation of the 
Government, been bled for the weaklings, is a just retribution on 
those who have fattened on his substance and fed from his table. 

Governments were never instituted among men to make them 
rich. The province of government is limited to“ protecting“ 
each individual in his lifeand property. The province of govern- 
ment is to allow full play to individual energy and to protect indi- 
viduals in all their gains and acquisitions. Governments were 
never instituted to restrain or hamper or embarrass individuals 
inany of their natural rights. Rather, Mr. President, to preserve, 

rotect, and defend all natural rights. These rights existed be- 
ure governments, and will survive their fall, if such a calamity 
should befall the race. 

And now, sir, we are confronted with the condition that Bastiat 
deplored. Instead of putting an end to the plunder of the masses 
by the classes, the masses are keen to try their hand at the plun- 
dering. Then, sir, let universal plunder come! Then the revela- 
tion will follow that everybody will plunder everybody else, and 
the whole wretched system of spoliation will fall to pieces. Then 
the great money-making machine called government will be found 
empty handed and bankrupt; then the secret will be fully dis- 
closed that the toilers are the bottom rounds of the ladder up 


which the fat friers and the fat friees have mounted to opulence 
and wealth. 

When the Pilgrim and the Cavalier landed on the shores of the 
Western Hemisphere to attack and to conquer the obstacles of 
nature and to wrench wealth from her bosom, they did not dream 
of governmental help or aid. Strong, sturdy, and self-reliant, 
they toiled and they prospered. They were 


of the spirit of 


liberty and individual 3 They knew that society 
was made to protect natural rights and not to foster individual 
interests. They knew that men followed those callings and pur- 
sued those industries which their talents and their surroundings 
indicated as profitable. They pleaded no baby act. There was no 
voice crying in the wilderness for aid, for help, for permission 
under the law to deprive any hardy inhabitant of a part of his 
gains to bestow upon some other. 

No, sir; one of the causes assigned by the author of the immortal 
Declaration of Independence for separation from the mother coun- 
zt was the sanay of George IL, * for cutting off our trade with 
all parts of the world." And long before, at Runnymede, the an- 
cestors of the hardy pioneers of England, of 8 of North 
and South Carolina, of Georgia, of New York, of New Jersey, and 
Pennsylvania wrung from reluctant John the concessions con- 
tained in the forerunner of our Declaration of Independence—the 
great Magna Charta of England—that ** all merchants may safely 
and without molestation depart from England and come to Eng- 
land, as well by land as by water, to buy and to sell, free from all 
evil duties, in accord with onr ancient and just usages." 

Sir, the proposition has been boldly stated that Washington, 
and Hamilton, and Clay, and Jackson, and Madison were pro- 
tectionists—such protectionists as we have to-day. Ideny that 
the protection of to-day was ever advocated by any of the fathers, 
and I deny that it ever took form and shape until the act of 1890. 
The modern doctrine is not fo encourage new industries, but to 
intrench and casemate the old ones; not to protect the infant, 
but to fatten the giant; not to help the weak, but to aid the 
strong. Sir, it is literally **to take from him that hath not and 
giveto him that hath." Letus go, sir, to the great father, Wash- 
ington, who, in his letter to Lafayette in 1790, wrote as follows: 

As a member of an infant empire, as a philanthropist by character and, if 
Imay be allowed the expression. as a citizen of the great republic at large, 
I can not avoid reflecting with pleasure on the probable influence that com- 
merce may hereafter have on human manners and society in general. On 
these occasions I consider how mankind may be connected like one great 
family in fraternal ties. I indulge a fond, perhaps an enthusiastic, idea that 
as the world is evidently much less barbarous than it has been, its meliora- 
tion must be progressive; that nations are becoming more and more human- 
ized in their policy, and in fine that the period is not very remote when the 
benefits of a liberal and free commerce will pretty generally succeed to the 
devastations and horrors of war. 

This does not sound like Chinese-wall principles. Ithasthering 
of free trade. The great founder of the nation could not have en- 
tertained the narrow views, born of ,that character- 
izes this bill. He poured forth his soul in this communication to 
him whom he loved; that chivalric, peerless, unselfish son of 
France, whose noble spirit drew kindred spirits to him as the mag- 
net draws the needle. Washington was a free trader. 

What says Jefferson, the philosopher and statesman, the founder 
of Democracy. the author of the democratic creed of government, 
the great apostle of individual liberty and natural rights, the ex- 
ponent of the widest liberties of the citizen consistent with the 
great powers of a republican government. While Vice-Presi- 
dent, in a letter to Elbridge Gerry, he said: 

In confutation of these and all future calumnies, by way of anticipation, I 
shall make to you a profession of my political faith, in confidence that you 
will consider every future 5 on on me of a contrary complexion as 


bearing on its front the work of falsehood and calumny. * * * I am for 
free commerce with all nations, 


After the tariff of 1824, he wrote to Governor Giles, December 
26, 1825: 


Under power to regulate commerce they assume indefinitely that (power) 
over agriculture and manufactures, and call it regulation to e the earn- 
ings of one of these branches of industry. and that, too, the most depressed, 
and put them in the pockets of the other, the most flourishing of all. 


Is it ible, sir, that protection run mad can, in the face of 
these declarations, class Washington and Jefferson as modern 
protectionists? - ; ; » 

What was Hamilton's position? He was an advocate for cen- 
tralism and prerogative, but not a protectionist of to-day. In his 
report on manufactures in 1791 he says: 

If the system of perfect liberty to industry and commerce were the me 
vailing systems of the nations, it will not be affirmed that er — i not be 
3 with very few exceptions, to serve as a rule of national conduct. 

one nation were in a condition to supply manufactured articles on better 
terms than another, that other might find an abundant indemnification ina 
superior capacity to furnish the p 'oduce of the soil. And a free exchange, 
mutually beneficial of the commodities which each was able to supply, on 
the best terms, might be carried on between them, supporting, in full vigor, 
the 5 of each. 

The continuance of bounties on manufactures long established must 
almost Ld ig be a questionable policy, because a presumption would arise 
in every such case that there were natural and inherent impediments to suc- 


cess. 

The exemption of the materials of manufactures from duty. The policy of 
that exem asa ped rule, particularly in reference to new establish- 
ments, is obvious. It can hardly ever be advisable to add the obstruction of 
fiscal burdens to the difficulties which natura!ly embarrass a new manufac- 
ture; and whe reit is matured and in condition to become an object of reve- 
nue, it is, generally speaking, better that the fabric than the material should 
be subject to taxation. 
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It appears that Hamilton would have been an out-and-out free 
trader conld he have disabused his mind of the idea that all must 
be free traders in order that the system should work. This was 
an error which his powerful intellect would have soon discarded. 
Whatever embarrasses or impedes free exchange hurts both par- 
ties to it. Trade is the exchange of product for product, or prod- 
uct for services, or services for services. Now, if an Englishman 
exports a commodity to America, beis met by a heavy import duty. 
He pays the duty and adds it to the price of the commodity. The 
consumer in America, who, in order to buy, must sell some of his 
produce or render some service, is handicapped 3 to the 
extent of the duty. This duty causes him to sell more produce 
and to render more service than he otherwise would. This hurts 
the American. The Englishman is hurt by the diminished ex- 
changeable or purchasing power of the American consumer. 

But in balancing the losses the American is hurt the most, for 
the Englishman may not only sell somewhere else, but at most he 
is only deprived of a gain which may or may not be large; but the 
American is subjected to a positive and irretrievable loss. It is 
evident that Hamilton had not outgrown the mercantile idea of 
trade, which meant to sell everything and buy nothing; to ruin 
your cotrader to your benefit. This doctrine is repugnant to sound 
economy and to the wise dispensation of Providence, whereby 
men are incited N what each offers to the other, cheaper 
than either can produce. they could each produce his cotrader's 
commodity as cheaply as he, there would be no exchange. If 
exchange were not equally beneficial, none would take place. 

But what have our friends, the ee to say of Hannil- 
ton’s views about raw materials? Can the lumber, salt, hides, 
borax, chemicals, cotton, iron, and coal taxers say that Hamilton 
favored such taxes? 

Mr. President, recklessness of assertion must stand rebuked 
before the utterances of this prophet of the creed of protection. 
Were Hamilton alive, and the wool and hides and lumber and salt 
interests were to ask him to help strangle our manufacturing in- 
terests and pile up a mountain of tariff, all to come out of the 
consumer, he soak scorn. the name of protectionist, and would 
rally to the Democratic bugle call of **tariff for revenue only,” or 
further still, for unlimited free trade. His powerful mind and 
masterful patriotism would sweep away the barriers of protec- 
tion, so that the articles and commodities hampered by them 
ine would feel their strangling and deadening hand no more, 

orever! 

And Old Hickory! what of him? In one of his messages he 
expressly declared that he was in favor of protection only on ar- 
ticles needed in war. He said as follows: 

It is certainly our duty to diminish as far as we can the burdens of taxa- 
tion and to regard all restrictions which are imposed on the trade and navi- 
gation of our citizens as evils which we shall mitigate whenever we are not 
rene by the adverse legislation and policy of foreign nations or those 

uties which the defense and independence of our country enjoin upon us. 
* * * Those who take an enlarged view of the condition of our country 
must be satisfied that the policy of protection must ultimately be limited to 
those articles of domestic manufacture which are indispensable in time of 
war. Within this scope, on a reasonable scale, it is recommended by every 
consideration of 8 and duty, which will doubtless always secure it 


liberalsupport. But beyond this we have seen the operation of the system 
productive of discontent. 


And Madison is paraded as a protectionist. Listen to him: 


Inthe first pics. lown myself the friend toa very free system of com- 
merce, and hold it asa trnth that commercial shackles are generally unjust, 
oppress, and impolitic; it is also a truth that if industry and labor are 
left to take their own course, they would generally be directed to those 
objects which are the most productive, and this in a more certain and direct 
manner than the wisdom of a most enlightened legislature could point out. 
Nor do I think that the national interest is more promoted by such obstruc- 
tion than the interest of individuals would be pronone by legislative inter- 
ference directing the particular application of industry. * * * Thecase is 


the same between the exercise of arts and agriculture, between the city and 


the country, and between the city and the town, each capable of making par- 
ticular articles in abundance to supply the other; thus all are benefited by 
the exchange. and the less this exchange is cramped by the Government the 
greater the proportion of the benefit to each. The same argument holds 
between nation and nation, and between parts of the same nation. 


Why, Mr. President, Madison was a free trader! 

I come now to the author of the American system, who is quoted 
as sanctioning the late monstrosity of tariff legislation. Listen 
to Henry Clay: 

At present I would only say that I, too, am a friend to free trade, but it 
must be free trade of perfect reciprocity. * Nov, give us time and 
cease all fluctuations and agitations for nine bp paca era the manufacturers in 
every branch will sustain themselves against foreign competition. 

Clay believed in encouraging infant industries, but he gave his 
infants nine years to put off the baby garments and wear trousers. 
He never believed in taxing raw materials. A modern protection- 
ist would call him a free trader. 

But there appeared about that time a giant in intellect, a con- 
temporary of Clay. When Mr. Clay was urging the claims of the 
infants, listen to the great Webster, who stood forth for the yeo- 
manry of the land, and spake as man rarely ever spake: 


And allow me, sir, in the first place, to state my regret, if indeed I page 
not to express a warmer sentiment, at the names or tions which Mr. 


aker [Mr. Clay] has seen fit to adopt for the purpose of describing the 
advocates and the opposers of the present bill. It is a question, he says, be- 
tween the friends of an American policy “ and those of a “foreign pong ex 
This, sir, is an assumption which I take the liberty to deny. Mr. Speaker 
certainly intended nothing invidious or derogatory to any part of the House 
by this mode of denominating friends and enemies. But there is a power in 
names, and this manner of distinguishing those who favor and those who 
oppose particular measures may lead to inferences to which no member of 
the House can submit. 

It may imply that there is a more exclusive and peculiar regard to Ameri- 
can interests in one class of opinions than in another. Such an implication 
is to b» resisted and repelled. Every member has a right to the presumption 
that he pursues what ho believes to be the interest of his country with assin- 
cere a zeal as any other member. I claim this in my own case, and while I 
shall not for any purpose of description or convenient arrangement use terms 
which may imply any disrespect to other men’s opinions, much less any im- 
putations upon other men’s motives, it is my duty to take care that the use 
of such terms by others be not. against the will of those who adopt them, 
made to produce a false impression. 

Indeed, sir, it isa little astonishing. if it seemed convenient to Mr. Speaker, 
for the purpose of distinction, to make use of the terms American policy“ 
and “foreign policy," that he should not have applied them in a manner pre- 
cisely the roverse of that in which he has in fact used them. If names are 
22 necessary it would be well enough, one would think, that the name 
should be in some measure descriptive of the thing; and since Mr. Speaker 
denominates the policy which he recommends a new policy in this country.“ 
since he speaks of the present measure as a new era in our legislation, since 
he professes to invite us to depart froin our accustomed course, to instruct 
ourselves by the wisdom of others, and to adopt the po'icy of the most dis- 
tiuznished eum states, one is a little curious to know with what propriety 
of speech this imitation of .other nations is denominated an “American 
policy,” while, on the contrary,a preference for our own established sys- 
SER as it now actually exists and always has existed, is called & "foreign 
policy." 

This favorite American policy is what America has never tried, and this 
odious foreign policy is what as we are told, foreign states have never n 
sued: Sir,that is the truest American policy which shall most usefully 
employ American capital and American labor and best sustain the whole 
population. With me it isa fundamental axiom, it is interwoven with all 
my opinions, that the great interests of the country are united and insepara- 
bie; that agriculture, commerce, and manufactures will prosper together or 
languish together, and that all legislation is dangerous which pro; to 
benefit one ot These without looking to consequences which may fall on the 


others. * 

Protection, when carried to the point which is now recommended, that is, 
to entiro prohibition, seems to me destructive of- all commercial intercourse 
between nations Weare urged toadopt the system u general principles; 
and what would be the consequence of the universa plication of such a 
general principle but that the nations would abstain entirely from all inter- 
course with one another? Ido not admit the general principle; on the con- 
trary, I think freedom of trade to be the general principle and restriction 
the exception. And it is for every state, taking into view its own condition, 
to judge of the propriety, in any case of making an exception, constantly 
preferring, as I think all wise governments will, not to depart without urgent 
reason from the general rule. 


Webster was a free trader. The reason that he gave for chang- 
ing to protection, such limited protection as it was, was that his 
people had been induced to quit commerce by high tariff and go 
into manufacturing, and he had to go with them. But he never 
repudiated the reasoning in the h quoted from. His great 
mind could not lower itself to stultification. The reasoning will 
ever remain as the legacy of a great man to posterity. The apos- 
tasy will stand as a memorial of the power of local interest to 
cause a great soul to humiliate itself. Thus, Mr. President, was 
the free-trade falcon, towering in his pride of place,” by the 
mousing owl of protection **hawked at and killed.“ 

When Webster advocated free trade in the House, Calhoun was 
just commencing to see his way clear to the true Democratic doc- 
trine, which he ever afterwards advocated. But it is futile tocall 
the acts of 1792 and 1816 protection acts. The rates were low— 
from about 5 per cent in 1792 to about 20 per cent in 1816. The 
duties were levied for revenue, and although the manufacturing 
interests had been asking for protection, they received none of any 
consequence until 1828, 

Professor Taussig says: 


Much has been said in the course of the protective controversy about the 
views of the fathers of the Republic. But for a twenty years after the 
formation of the Union other subjects so absorbed the attention of public 
men that no distinct ved appears in their utterances for or against pro- 
tective duties. Considering the state of economic knowledge in those da 
the example set by European countries, and the eux quere of the colo: 
system before the days of independence, we can not be surprised that some 
disposition was shown to impose protective duties. It is curious that in the 
first session of Congress these were advocated most earnestly by the repre- 
sentatives from Pennsylvania, who took their stand from the first as un- 
flinching advocates of a protective policy: On the other hand, the current 
toward more liberal views. which had set in so strongly after the writings of 
the French economists and the publication of the Wealth of Nations, had 
made its way to the United States. 

One might expect to find its influence most strong among the followers of 
Jefferson, whose political 9 led them in general to oppose Govern- 
mentinterference. But both Federalists and Republicans were influenced in 
their attitude to the question of protection, most of all by its bearing on the 
other more prominent joue on which parties bezan to be divided. . 

Somesigns of the gradual growthof a protective feelingappeared before the 
close of the war. It was natural that the patriotic fervor which the events 
of the period of restriction and war called out for the first time in our his- 
tory should bring with it a disposition to encourage the uction at home 
of a number of manufactured articles, of which the su interruption in 
the foreign supply caused great inconvenience. * * * 

For some time after the close of the war and the enactment of the tariff of 
1816 there was no pressure for a more 3 application of protective 

rinciples. The general expectation was tthe country would fall back 
nto much the same state of things as that which had e: before 1808; that 
agriculture and commerce would again be as profitable as during the previous 
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period, and would as exclusively be the occupation of the people. Such an ex- 
tation could not in the nature of things be entirely fulfilled, but for a time 

t was en by several accidental circumstances. The harvests in 
for several seasons were bad and caused a stronger demand and higher 

price for the staple food products. The demand for cotton was M^ and the 
ce high. Most important of all, the currency was in a state of complete 

t and concealed and supported an unsound economic condition. 

Under cover of the excessive issues of practically irredeemable bank notes, 
the prices of all commodities were high, as were the general rates of wages 
and rents. The price of breadstuffs and 1 the staples of the North, 
and of cotton and tobacco, the staples of the South, were high, not only abso- 


lutely, but relatively, and encouraged continued large production of these 


articles. The prices of most manufactured. goods were comparatively low. 
After the war the imports of these from England were heavy. The long t- 
up stream of merchandise from England may be said to have fi the 


t 
Vs country, as i others ports ware carri beyond tho capacity 
country, as in others, were car e 
for consumption, and the price fell much below the normal rates. 'The 
strain of this oversupply and fall of A aer bore hard on the domestic manu- 
facturers, e mra on those who had begun and carried on operations dur- 
ing the rest: dvo ponto - many of them were compelled to cease produc- 
eir wor 


tion and abandon 
This abnormal period, which had its counterpart of feverish excitement 
‘he civilized world 


and speculation in Europe, came to an end in 1818-19. The 
then settled down to recover slowly from the effects of a d pert of war 
and destruction. In the United States the currency bubble was pricked in 
the latter part of 1818. 

The country was practically on a free-trade basis up to the war 
of 1812. Prior to that our exports of breadstuffs to Europe to feed 
the armies contending for the sce a the world made us pros- 
perous, agriculturally and commercially, The embargo and war 
of 1812 dried up this prosperity. People turned to Government, 
as they always do in time of depression, for aid, and the poison of 
governmental interference in affairs lying outside of its functions 
was gradually injected into the blood of our industries. Thestrug- 
gle of manufacturers to get a part of the earnings of the balance 
of the community culminated in their triumph in 1828. From 
that period the protective principle languished and finally died in 
1846 


From 1846 until the war the Democratic principle of tariff for 
revenue only prevailed. The Whigs were thoroughly vanquished. 
The nation accepted Democracy, and the testimony of men and 
figures is that from 1846 to 1861 the country went forward in 

rosperity with leaps and bounds. Mr. Blaine says in his book, 
enty Years in Congress. that the country had accepted the 
principle of Democratic tariff taxation. In 1810, 1844, 1848, 1852, 
and 1856 Democratic platforms rung out clearly the doctrine that 
the trend of Democracy was toward free trade. 

No halting ground, no equivocal or partial utterances, no limi- 
tations whatever, but the bold declaration was written in the 
platform of 1848 that the country was to be congratulated—on 
what, sir? On a tariff for revenue only? No, sir! „On the ful- 
fillment of the hopes of the Democracy of the Union in the noble 
impulse given to the cause of free trade by the repeal of the tariff 
of 1842 and the creation of the more equal, honest, and protect- 
ive tariff of 1846.” 

In 1852 the platform announced that the time had come for 
the people of the United States to declare themselves in favor of 
free seas and progressive free trade throughout the world.” 

In other words, sir, the Democracy of that day advocated the 
doctrine of free trade pure and simple; but it must be a progress- 
ive free trade, not a sudden, instantaneous free trade, but arrived 
atby due progress and due regard to existing conditions. They 
progressed rapidly, and in 1857 lowered the rates generally from 30 
per cent to 24 per cent, and, as the Senator from Texas [Mr. Minis} 
stated in his speech delivered on the 12th instant, placed a large 
number of articles on the free list. 

Again came war. Debts were incurred. The nation was 
strained to the uttermost. War rouses patriotism to its highest 
pitch; it develops the lowest and meanest traits of humanity. It 
causes the patriot to peril his life and his pro 
it stimulates human vampires to suck their fellows’ blood. 

War came, and with it came the cry for powerto plunder. The 
Democratic organization was gone. A new party, flushed with 
victory, based on the shore bene prineipie of human freedom, cared 
little for tariffs except to get the sinews of war. The greedy, the 
unscrupulous, invaded the Capitol, and gradually, remorselessly, 
from the germ of the infant-industry idea, has been developed the 
Colossus of protection. 

Sir, we hear Senators on this floor belonging to the Democratic 

stating four propositions: 

First. The doctrine of free raw material is not Democratic. 

Second. That if one article is dutied, all ought to be. 

Third. That if protection is going the rounds, Democrats might 
2 well get the benefit of it by asking to be protected in home in- 

ustries. 

Fourth. That there is no principle involved in a tariff bill, but 
it is a mere question of schedules, 

The first proposition may be answered by the declaration of the 
os of 1892 declaring expressly for tariff for revenue only, 

e declaration of every 1 from 1846 to 1892 declaring that 
the hopes and views of party were forfreetrade. But casting 


for his country; | 


aside precedent, we have the proposition that, conceding that it is 
wrong to protect manufacturers, and manufacturers are never- 
theless protected, it is right to protect or to tax the raw materials 
used by them. 

This proposition is doubly fallacious; fallacious from a logical 
standpoint and fallacious from a revenue standpoint. It is ad- 
mit that protection to manufactures is wrong. If this be so, 
it is a further wrong to inflict another unjustifiable tax upon the 

sople. Can one wrong be remedied by perpetrating another? 

n Democrats go before the country and complain of the exac- 
tions placed on the citizen by law, and then add to those exactions 
by further legislation? 

Itisfallacious from another standpoint. We want an export 
trade to give room for additional employment to our people and 
larger development to our industries. Conceding that the tax on 
manufactures is wrong, and legislation can not be procured to 
remove it at once, why cripple the manufacturer with such rates 
as will raise the home price so high as to be more burdensome on 
the people and vent him from competing with foreigners in 
the outside markets? No enlightened nation on the globe taxes 
raw material used in manufactures. If revenue is sought, why 
seek it through a channel that cripples the manufacturing in- 
den prevents expansion, and denies labor an opportunity to 
work? 

If revenue is wanted and not protection by a tax on manufac- 
tured articles, is it not absurd to tax the raw materials out of 
which they are made? Either the raw materials must be imported 
or they are produced at home. In the first case a compensating 
duty is necessary or you discriminate against the manufacturer 
by the amount of the duty on the raw material, and in the second 
the duty is useless. 

A Democrat ought not to sustain a tax on raw material. Ifon 
the ground of protection, he violates his party creed; if for reve- 
nue, he doubles the tax on the people. The true theory is to tax 
neither the competing foreign manufactured article nor the raw 
material of the home manufacture. But if the selection is to be 
made for ro apost between a tax on the raw material 
of the home manufacturer and the competing foreign article, 
clearly the latter is to be taken. If the raw material is taxed, you 
must place an equivalent duty on the finished product or you un- 
justly discriminate against the home manufacturer. 

Tf both the raw material and the finished product are taxed, and 
the principle is carried ont all along the line, the burdens on the 
people are doubled, and in the name of revenue a wall of protec- 
tion is built up around the country. 

If the object is to bottle up the industries of the United States 
in our own borders, a tax on raw materials, added to a compen- 
sating duty, accomplishes it. Placing a duty on raw materials 
handicaps our manufacturers in foreign markets, even when a 
compensating duty is levied. 

To recoup he must add the duty on the raw material to the 
selling price of the mannfactured article. This he can not do in 
a foreign market, against a foreign competitor who has free raw 
materials. You place him on an equality with the foreigner in 
the home market by a compensating duty, and you destroy him 
in the foreign market. Youinvite competition at home, and you 
destroy his chance of competing abroad. 

The propositions that duties must be levied all along the line; 
that if plundering is the order of the day we must join the gang; 
that no principle is involved in the tariff issue, but it is a mere 
question of arranging schedules, would seem to berefuted by their 
statement. 

Sir, precedent and principle alike refute these propositions, 
Veteran Democrats who were born and will die with true Demo- 
cratic faith in their minds and hearts repudiate them, 

They look upon them as an attempt to crucify their creed. And 
likethe Christian who embraces the image of his crucified Saviour 
as the last hour of mortality approaches, 80 will they embrace and 
cling to, with a love and fervor and faith which no sophistry can 
destroy and no temptation betray, the ancient doctrine of tariff 
for revenue only as the nearest approach to that free trade hoped 
for by the Democrats of old. 

Sir, is it possible that we denounce plunder only to join the 
8 that we point to the straight and honest path of 

mocratic duty and then tread the primrose path of Republican 
wickedness; that we abhor the sin and join the sinners? 

Democracy may be wrong in political economy, but Democrats 
can not do conscious wrong in matters of public and private mo- 
rality. Men have been burnt at the stake for conscience’ sake. It 
is not a question, so far as individual action is concerned, of the 
verity of our political creed. The question to govern our con- 
duct as citizens and individuals and members of a political organ- 
ization is whether we conscientiously believe that protection 
leads to legal rob If we do—and I know I do—then under 
no circumstances will I, by my vote, rob one of my fellow-citi- 
zens, 
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Sir, not only is “ tariff for revenue only " a Democratic tenet of 
the first magnitude, but it is grounded in human nature as deep 
as is the Decalogue. 

Democratic doctrine, as contained in tariff policy, is that a man's 
property is his own; that while it is necessary to contribute a part 
of his gains to support the contrivance of government, in com- 
pensation for the protection it affords him in his person and prop- 
erty, and pursuits, anything beyond thatis extortion and robbery. 
That doctrine is, that under the specious guise of protection the 
substance of the masses is taken and handed over to the classes, 

Is not the robbery effected by arrangement of schedules? When 
the woolen schedule places 90 per cent on the wearer of a hat or a 
coat more than he should pay, and when more than half of this 
amount goes to the woolgrower and the woolen manufacturer, 
isit not a robbery? 

When a poor man has to pay 50 to 110 per cent on the pane of 
glass in his humble windows, and all of it goes to the glass 
maker, is it not a robbery? 

When å poor woman, God fearing, righteous, and industrious, 
wishes to adorn her cottage with a damask tablecloth and has to 
pay 90 per cent more than she would, and none of it goes to the 
Government, is it not robbery? 

1f, sir, the great and glorious principie that no man is of right 
bound to pay tribute to another is taken from Democracy, then 
Democracy is and has been a sham—an empty sound without sig- 
nificance or substance. 

It is the essential principle of liberty. 

It will survive parties and platforms. 

It is engraved in the minds of freemen all over the world. It 
will survive when the Capitol itself is in ruins. It will be in the 
future, as in the past, the beacon of light to guide the path of 
patriots to honest government. 

It will some time in the near future, I hope, be firmly installed 
as the prevailing governmental policy—the only policy that will 
give scope to enterprise, health to industry, employment to labor, 
contentment to the masses, and stability to our institutions. 

Sir, I have dwelt thus long on the elementary principles of our 
2 3 their truth has been questioned and their applica- 
tion denied. 


Every Senator follows the dictates of his judgment and con- 


science. I surely will follow mine. I believe I am under the 
Svippings of the sanctuary. I have sat in yain at the feet of the 
prophets of our faith, if I now err. 


It has been charged that the panics of 1837, 1857, and 1873 were 
caused by low tariffs. Presidents Polk and Buchanan are quoted 
as stating that prosperous times existed under high tariffs and 
PM ensued immediately on the adoption of low tariffs. Mr. 

ident, we have had panics under low tariffs, and we have like- 
wise had them under high tariffs. But we had unexampled pros- 
perity under the Walker tariff of 1846, the lowest since 1792, up 
tothe panic of 1857. We had prosperity up to 1837 under the 
lower tariff, commencing in 1833. But what of the panic in 1893? 

Sir, tariffs have not much to do with commercial crises. They 
come from causes lying in tradeconditions. It is true that agita- 
tion of the question as to whether duty shall be kept high or low 
affects trade. If the proposed ratesare lower than the prevailing 
ones, importations will be withheld, in order to come in under the 
lower rates. If the proposed rates are higher, importations will 
be rushed in to evade high duties. It may be successfully argued 
on general principles that high duties, preventing importations, 
which will eventually curtail and destroy rtation,as we must 
sell in order to buy, incite panics more than low duties. 

A paralysis of trade is entirely distinct from overtrading. Over- 
saami speculation, is the potent cause or panics. Values are 
boomed, enterprise is overstimulated, the drafts of the present on 
the future are too heavy, and when the day of liquidation comes, 
a collapse ensues; bankruptcy and ruin are the results. 

The panics of the past have been largely caused by inflation of 
the currency. That of 1893 had its birth in the fear of repudia- 
tion and had no connection with the high tariff of 1890. 

But, sir, we have an authority on this subject which can not be 

uted. 

Iquote from the Hon. Hugh McCulloch, Secretary of the Treas- 
ury under three Administrations, and a financier of acknowledged 
ability. He says: 


Of the reverses of 1837, Imade the following remarks in my rt as Sec- 
retary of the Treasury in 1865: The t expansion of 1835 and 1836, ending 
with the terrible financial collapse of 1837, from the effects of which the coun- 
try did not rally for years, was the consequence of excessive bank circulation 
and discounts and an abuse of the credit system. stimulated in the first place 
by Government deposits with the State banks, and swelled by currency and 
credits until. under the wild spirit of speculation which pervaded the coun- 
try, labor and production decreased to such an extent that the country, which 
should have been d t food-producing country of the world, became an 


8. 
trade had been for a long time favorable to Europe and 
against the United States, and also in favor of the comm: cities of the 


seaboard and against the interior, but a vicious system of credits prevented 
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the prompt settlement of balances. The importers established large credits 
abroad, 8 of which they were enabled to give favorable terms to the 
oes. he jobbersin turn were thus, and by liberal accommodations from 
he banks, able to give their own time to country merchants, who in turn 
sold to their customers on indefinite credit. It then seemed to be more re- 
putable to borrow money than to earn it, and pleasanter and apparently 
more profitable to speculate than to work. And sothe ple 1 1 
into debt, labor decreased. production fell off, and ruin followed." 
is was, of course, a panic sharp and terrific, but it was of short duration. 
It was soon followed by a lethargy under which all the springs of enterprise 
and Um p teen were dried up. To prevent the sacrifice of property under 
judicial decrees, stay Jaws and appraisement Jaws were enacted by many of 
the States, which only aggravated the trouble. For long, weary years the 
lethargy continued. ere was no demand for anything except the neces- 
saries of life, and all these, except clothing, were sold for scarcely enough, 
and in some cases not enongh, to pay the expenses of taking them to market. 
I witnessed a sale in 1839, to the keeper of a hotel in Indianapolis, of oats at 
10 cents a bushel and fine chickens at 50centsa dozen. The same year I saw 
thousands of barrels of flour under the sheds of Suydam, Sage & Co., in New 
York, which they were offering at $3.50 a barrel. 

Fat cattle were selling at so low a price—$10 and $12 a head—that my brother 
thought that he would pack a few barrels of beef at Fort Wayne for the New 
York market. He did so, and was drawn upon by his consignees for a part 
of the expenses of transportation not covered bre e sales, yom 1837 to 1842 
there was nothing to break the s tion but the political cam of 1840, 
in which every y became enlis' for want of something else o. Inthe 
fall of 1841 a reaction began to appear. became decided in 1812, before 
the tariff of that year went into operation, and in 1845 the country, chastened 
by adversity, was in the full tide of healthy and 1 and 

continued until credit e again unwisely expanded 


“The financial crisis of 1857 was the result of a similar cause to that of 1837, 
namely, the unhealthy extension of the various forms of credit. But as in 
is case the evil had not been long at work, and 8 industry had 
not been seriously diminished, the reaction, though sharp and destructive, 
was not general, nor were the embarrassments resulting from it protracted. 
* Now, in both instances the expansion occurred while the business of the 
country was upon a specie but it was nominally so. A false system of 
credits had intervened under which payments were deferred, and specie, as 
a measure of value and a regulator of trade, was practically ignored. Every- 
thing moved smoothly and e aparent prosperously as long as credit could 
be established and continued; but as soon as payments were demanded and 
Specie was in requisition distrust commenced and collapse ensued. In these 
instances the expansions preceded and contraction followed the suspension; 
but it will be recollected t while the waves were rising specie to be 
a lator, by reason of a credit system which prevented the use of it.” 
ow, with all due respect to Mr. Blaine, I expressed the opinion that the 
apparent prosperity which preceded the revulsion of and the real 
prosperity which preceded the crisis of 1857 were not caused by the tariff, 
and that the reverses which followed were not attributable to its reduction. 
If the tariff was in any measure instrumental in producing the changes, it 
was in restore | the pensi which terminated in disaster. In 1557 I 
was a believer in the tariff, and it never entered my head to attribute the 
financial troubles of that year to the changes to which it had been subjected. 

The most pressing duty which I had to perform when I e Secretary 
of the Treasury in 1855 was to provide the means to pay the soldiers, and to 
meet other pressing Mero ally the Treasury. This was done in theonl 
way it could be done, by the sale of temporary obligations which had prov: 
to be attractive to investors. After this had been accomplished, the work of 
funding these obligations was commenced and carried successfully on until 
the whole amount—some thirteen hundred millions of dollars—was converted 
into bonds, While this work was going on, I was under constant apprehen- 
sion of a financial crisis before it could be completed. 

My apprehension was unfounded, but onlyastotime. Thecrisis was 
poned, and for so long a period that the opinion generally prevailed that the ~ 
vitality and productive power of the country were so great that the most ex- 
pensive war that had ever been waged could be concluded, and ques expan- 
sion of credit could be checked and abridged without financial turbances. 
I have to confess that this was my own opinion, but the same causes which 
2 the crisis of 1857 were at work, and, as had always been the case, 

he revulsion came when least expected. 

When I left London, in September, 1873, to come to the United States, the 
financial 3 ul not cloudless, were not threatening. The letters which 
were received by the London firm from its New York partners were encour- 
aging, and I had no reason to expect anything but a pieasant visit to my old 
home and a return to London under auspicious circumstances. But on the 
arrival of the steamship in the outer harbor, I was met by the stunning in- 
telligence that my American partners and correspondents of the Fort Wayne 
banking house in which I was interested had fa'led; that all the banks ex- 
cept the Chemícal Bank, which had weathered all storms, had suspended, and 
that Lone of eh en panics which had ever occurred was raging through- 
out the country. 

The crisis wasa terrible one. Although it came unexpectedly. it was only 
the consummation of influences which long been at work beneath the 
financial horizon. In extent, fierceness, and disaster it resembled the revul- 
sion of 1857. It was not, as Mr. Blaine states, brought about by the losses 
sustained in the civil war, which had been terminated eight'years before, 
nor by the destructive fires in Chicago and Boston. Great losses may bring 
about what are called hard times—not panics. It was produced by an 7 
sion of currency and of credit, which fostered speculation, which rarely fails 
to terminate in financial troubles. 


Even in the orderly march of trade there are times of activity 
and times of depression. If prices are high and industry and cap- 
ital and labor are more remunerative in certain lines of produc- 
tion than in others, more capital and more labor rush into the 
best paying business. This brings about a reaction. Greater pro- 
duction occasions lower prices, and production is consequent! 
lessened. The boom is gone, but no bad results flow if credit 
ie not been strained and the industry or enterprise has a solid 

asis. 

Not so in wild schemes or unprofitable industries where credit 
is lavishly given and recklessly used. Panics and tariffs do nof 
go hand in hand, nor are they correlated to the extent of cause 
andeffect. Slow or depressed or unprofitable trade is not cyclonic 
industrial disturbance, as panics are. 
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Mr. President, I turn now to the speech of the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] in opening this debate. He said: 
The legitimate result of a protective policy is to give the American market 
to the American producers. this becomes an acco: fact, the 
revenue growing out of protective duties disappears. It must be evident, 
therefore, that we must look for other sources of revenue. Whether it shall 
always be al the line of an increase of internal taxes, such as we have sug- 
or whether some other source of revenue should be sought, it is not 
necessary now to determine. f 


Here, sir, is a statement of three facts: 

First. The legitimate result of protection is to dry up revenue; 

Second. That that result has come; and 

Third. That protectionists must look to some other line of reve- 
nue—internal revenue or some other. 

McKinleyism has shouted itself hoarse over the revenue-produc- 
ing bill which bearsthe name of our President. That bill actually 
produced a deficit, as I will show. And here is the ablest and 
most ingenuous of protectionists declaring that protection is a 
failure as a revenue measure. He says we must look somewhere 
else for money to run the Government. 

Constitutionally, Congress can only lay duties on imports for 
the purpose of paying the debts of the United States, promotinz 
the general welfare, and viding for the common defense. 
When protection ceases to bring in money to pay the debts, etc., 
it must fall. Otherwise the Constitution must be rewritten thus: 
** Congress shall have power to lay duties on imports to enable one 
class of citizens to live off the labor and at the expense of other 
classes of citizens." 

Then, sir, the Senator from Rhode Island makes a bold plunge 
for sugar, tea. beer, and increased taxes on tobacco. 

Under the free breakfast table cry, raised in 1890 by the Repub- 
lican party, sugar, though it is & favorite article for Democratic 
revenue, was denied à tariff. 'The Republicans now want a reve- 
nue to stave off silver and advance beets, and not to protect sugar 
in Louisiana. It was especially declared by Senator ALLISON, in 
charge of this bill in the absence of Senator ALDRICH, that it was 
to protect beet sugar and not cane sugar that the duty is im- 
posed. In point of fact, it was more to raise revenue than to pro- 
tect beet sugar that the tax is in the bill. When the time comes, 
if it ever comes, when 8 of sugar fails to produce revenue. 
what will become of the sugar interest? "Will it be corralled like 
the manufacturers of the country, surrounded by a wall of pro- 
tection, or will the free breakfast table cry be renewed? 

Ah, sir, the Democratic Mede may besiege the Babylon of pro- 
tection. The sugar barons, iron ns, wool barons, and all 
other barons may feast for a while in the royal chamber of the 
Belshazzar of protection. But, sir, is not the confession of the 
Senator from Rhode Island, that protection is dead for anything 
but protection, that of an unwilling Daniel, who sees the hand- 
writing on the wall? £ 

Sir, under the McKinley bill imports fell off from $830,150,318 
in 1893 to $603,865,896 in 1894, a decline of upward of 27 per cent. 
This tendency was shown in the preceding year, when the imports 
fell off from $837,280,798 to $830,150,818. "There was a steady de- 
cline in the imports during the last two years of the operation of 
the McKinley law. 

Besides, there was in the Treasury when Mr. Harrison came 
in $230.848,916.12. When Mr. Cleveland came in there was 
$62,450,575.18. These balances wereexclusive of the gold reserve. 
In order to create the above balance of $62,450,575.18 there was 
covered into the Treasury $54,007.975.75, a sum held in trust as a 
fund for the redemption of the national-bank notes. 

As pointed out in the excerpt from Treasury Circular No. 128, 
herein inserted (Appendix No. 1), if the expenses of the year 1593, 
under the Cleveland Administration, had not been 815,952,674 less 


than the ing year of the Harrison Administration, the re- 
ceipts and expenditures would have been nearly equal. The Wil- 
son law went into effect on the 28th of August, 1 The receipts 
and expenditures that year, receipts being under the McKinley 
bill, were as follows: 
BExpendibgreus-- LLLI CL ce Eccl C ame $442, 605, 759 
MOOG DiS = Lr oad 2U ba cas S ( da wai uU uU Said 312, 802, 498 
Excess of expenditures overreceipts.......... 69, 803, 261 


Besides, Mr. President, exports showed the same decline as the 
imports during the last years of the McKinley law. Exports in 
1892 dropped from $998,226,775 to $876,332,434 in 1893, and from 
the last figure to $790,706,509 in 1894. 

So, Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island is amply 

ified in saying that protection is a failure as a revenue pro- 
ducer. Will not candor go further when it has gone so far, and 
proclaim that not only is it a failure as a revenue producer, but as 
& prosperity breeder? 

oes not the Senator know, do his enlightened colleagues not 
know, that the barrier to keep out imports will likewise bar our 
exports? Great Britain, the great purchaser and consumer of 
our cereals and a large portion of our manufactured products, 


may find other countries with which she can drive more profit- 
able bargains than she can with us. Argentina, India, and Rus- 
sia might supply her wheat and her cotton, and take in turn her 
manufactu product. Theinteriors of the countries named are 
being penetrated by railroads. Their productive capacity is enor- 
mons, and if we drive away our best customer by prohibitory tar- 
iffs we may find ourselves cabined, cribbed, confined; we may 
find ourselves without foreign markets for the exports of our 
cereals and raw materials, and with the keenest competition for 
our exported manufactures, handicap by prohibitory rates on 
the raw material necessary in their fabrication. 

The McKinley bill would have produced a deficit on the basis of 
the importation of the last two years of its operation. It is well 
known that Mr, Foster, Secretary of the Treasury under Mr. Har- 
rison, had gone so far as to have the plates made on which to en- 
grave bonds to provide for the deficit. 

Though the Wilson bill was shorn of its principal revenue 
feature by the decision of theSupreme Court nullifying the income 
tax, the deficit will beiessin its last year than that under the McKin- 
ley bill during its last n The deficit this year from the daily 
Treasury statement of the 21st instant is $26,711,102.48. It can not 
much exceed this in the few remaining days of this fiscal year. 
The deficit under the McKinley bill was for its last year $69,803,261, 
exceeding that under the Wilson bill by $13.092,658.52. 

The Tu statement referred to shows $232,748,525.45, 
including the gold reserve of $100.000,000, now in the Treasury. 
The free gold and currency in the , amounting to $132,- 
748,525.45, with the same expenditures and receipts as this fiscal 
year, would run the Government for four years. e great haste 
on the Republican side and the impatience on this side for the 
early passage of this bill shows that at least one of the parties does 
not think tariff isthe burning issue. The Republican party is 
deceiving itself. Conditions have changed since 1890," says Sen- 
ator ALDRICH. 

The ceaseless activity of the human mind in inventing new and 
applying old devices to every species of work multiplies produc- 
tion at diminished cost. Decreased cost of transportation follows 
the cheapening of production. New countries are being filled 
with the eager and pushing population of the Old World. The 
seas are literally bridged with movingiron. The primeval forests 
and plains of hitherto inaccessible regions are etrated by the 
locomotive and united with the world by the i etn The do- 
minion of man over nature was never so extensive or so secure, 

Increased and increasing production creates more demands and 
desires, ** which grow with that upon which they do feed.” There 
is ceaseless energy and unrest. Though better and more cheaply 
fed and clothed and housed than ever before in the history of the 
race, the toilers, with more desires and demands and wants, en- 
gendered by intense activity in every department of human indus- 
try, are yet unhappy and discontented. 

Disparity in weaith is inevitable where brain, not muscle, is the 
great motor of civilization. Disparity in intellect, in industry, in 
all natural conditions, is quite sufficient to create great gape in 
the condition of men. The toiling masses, where equality of op- 
portunity is offered them, have no envy of those who by sw 
rior intellect, or industry, or thrift haye acquired more of thi 
world’s goods than they. But they do rebel when they think that 
law adds to the burdens of the poor and lessens those of the rich. 
Discontent and resentment against prevailing conditions arise. 

Not having the time and the patience to analyze the complex 
condition of modern civilization, it is not to be wondered that 
whoever offers to solve the problem by a simple remedy is eagerly 
listened to. I will not, Mr. President, enter into any discussion 
of the monetary question. Itis not germane to the tariff. My 
views on that question are well known, and I have no disposition 
to air them on this occasion. I allude to it only to draw attention 
to the fact that the application of the money cure to present con- 
ditions is evidence of an ailment or disease somewhere in the social 


v. 

An article by Mr. Horace V. White in one of the popular maga- 
zines recently attracted my attention. The writer stated that it 
was not true that the French masses were in want or in a dis- 
tressed condition at the outbreak of the French Revolution of 
1789. On the contrary, they were never so well off. But society 
was profoundly stirred at the bottom from a sense of injustice 
and resentment against the privileges and oppression of the no- 
bility. While the masses were well off materially, they could 
not k the invidious distinctions created by law where nature 
had created none. Tyranny, insolence, and oppression followed 
in the wake of legal distinctions and favors. 

So, Mr. President, a discontent of the mind is ter than the 
suffering of the body to work great social revolutions. We do 
know that protection creates privileges and monopolies and wealth. 
We do know that while our toilers, from their wondertul activity 
and industry, enjoy more of material blessing than their co-toilers 
throughout the globe, yet their minds and hearts are resentful of 
some wrong laid upon them by the law. 


1897. 
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When we have a patent wrong, a known wrong, one recognized 
by Democracy from the time of its full and 17 organization, 
prudence would dictate its remedy first of all. 

Rather let us remedy those wrongs we all do know than fly to 
the redress of others not so known of all of us. 

Iattribute the evils from which the social body suffers in this 
country to the unequal and unjust workings of tariff legislation. 
Strikes, lockouts, and tramps have their origin mostly in that 
legislation. In Europe, socialism is the result of class privilege 
and partial legislation. 

In this country, in striking out for a remedy forills that are felt, 
but the origin of which is not clearly seen, our people are lookin 
to what Bastiat calls ** universal spoliation asa remedy for parti 
spoliation.” They are looking to socialistic remedies in various 
forms. But, sir, the tariff issue has been tendered by the Repub- 
lican party. While I deprecate thrusting that issue on the coun- 
try, knowing that another and a greater issue is eyer present and 
can not be set aside by the Republican device of tariif, we must 
accept it. s 

Sir, “conditions have changed since 1890." The great inter- 
mountain States, where settlers from the East and immigrants 
from Europe obtained freeholds as a gift, have been settled up. 
Outside of Government reservations, nearly all the fertile lands 
in the United States are occupied. Rapidity and veg fi of 
communication over the seas and over the land bring the prod- 
ucts of all lands to the consumers of the world. Keen compe- 
tition in every branch of industry exists everywhere. Labor- 
saving inventions in every human industry multiply production 
at lower prices. 

The United States can no longer claim supremacy as an agri- 
cultural nation. Though relatively the greatest of all producers 
of grain and meat, yet rivals are in the field and her supremacy 
is threatened. In the conditions of the world, and in view of the 
fact of the constant trend of prices to a lower level, where or how 
will the American wheat or cotton grower get higher prices for 
his product? All the great staples of agriculture must be cheap, 
with a tendency to lower prices. As an offset, everything that a 
fariner buys is cheaper and the purchasing power of his product 
rises in the inverse ratio of its decline in price. 

The only commodity that does not decline and will not decline 
is human labor. It can not decline in view of its greater potency 
and efficiency. Just in proportion to the larger output of labor 

wages rise. This is at once the wonder and the blessing of 
the age. The talk of cutting the price of labor, in view of its in- 
creasing productive capacity, is. in my opinion, ill considered aud 
unfounded. Its greater production is met by greater and ever- 
increasing demand and desire. The masses of to-day are better 
clothed and fed, with more comforts generally, than the far-off 
royal progenitors and predecessors of that noble Queen whose loyal 
subjects of Great Britain, its colonies and dependencies, are now 
sending up prayers of gratitude to God for her long and prosper- 
ous and glorious reign, 

Sir, the Senator from Rhode Island, in his opening speech, said: 

It was, I believe, ehe. sar understood throughout the country in the 
last political campaign that the blican party should be in 

with power, no extreme tariff legisiation should follow. It was be- 
lieved that in the changed conditions of the country s return to the duties 
imposed by thé act of 159) would not be necessary, even from a protective 
t. * * * Nothing d be so conducive to real prosperity in 

country as the well unded belief that there was to 8 
ges in our revenue policy for some years to come. The true friends of 
a protective policy do not insist upon extreme rates or any that are not 
necessary to equalize conditions. * * * Without relinquishing one parti- 
cle of our devo: to the cause of protection, we feel that we have the right 


to ask that the cause shall not be burdened by the imposition of duties which 
are unnecessary and excessive. 


'The Senator then goes on to say that with the veo new 
duties on beer, tobacco, and tea a surplus of $2,725,028.72 might 
be looked for in the next two years, and without them a deficit of 
$29,175,000 would arise, which **would certainly be fatal to the 
hopes of future success of any political party responsible for such 
legislation." 

So, sir, we have from this high authority the following state- 
ments: 
First. If the Republican party was intrusted with power, no 
extreme tariff measure would be adopted. 
Second. That the act of 1890 was to be discarded and its rates 
not retained. 
Mr. President, the inference to be drawn from the prayerful 
appeal of the Senator to deliver his party from excessive rates is 
t there was a hungry setin his midst clamoring for excessive 
rates. My experience with clamorers is that nothing but the 
earth and its fullness will satisfy their craving. When Solomon 
typified the breed of importunates by the daughters of the horse- 
leech, the great republic beyond the seas, with its thousands 
yoa Give, give, or we perish!” had not come into being. 
the Lord deliver the Senator from Rhode Island from the 

: of them who thirst after their neighbors' contribution as the 

hart panteth for the water brooks. 


Sir, itis difficult to tell what an excessive rate is, from a Re- 
publican standpoint. **It was believed," the Senator said.“ that 
in the changed condition of the country a return to the duties 
imposed by the act of 1890 would not be necessary, even from a 
protective standpoint." "We have here, by irresistible inference, 
that the rates of 1890 were excessive, as it was believed that a 
return to them, even from a protective standpoint, was not 
necessary. 

The distinguished Senator, who is a sincere protectionist and a 
man of extraordinary ability in all matters concerning duties on 
imports from a Republican standpoint, must have been mistaken 
to a greatextent by the effect of the partial reductions on the lines 
chosen and adopted by his committee. It is clear, however, from 
the action of the Senate in disagreeing to a number of amendments 
no by the Finance Committee, that the rates of the House 

ill will be practically adopted. 

Ihavecaused to be prepared a statement, the correctness of 
which I vouch for, showing t Duties collected on leading articles 
in the year 1892-93 under the tariff law then in force; also duties 
that would bave been collected on same had House and Senate 
bills of 1897 been applied in ad valorem rates." 

Only articles imported in 1892-93 exceeding $1.000,000 in value 
are embraced in the statement. I do not think that this exclusion 
will appreciably affect the result of the calculations. The ad 
valorem rates are those used by Mr. Worthin C. Ford in the 
comparative statement made by him for the Finance Committee 
and the Senate, showing the ad valorem rates of 1890 and 1894 
and those of the House bill and Senate amended bill. 

It appears from the statement, which I incorporate in my re- 
marks as a part of the same (Appendix No. 2), that the rates of 
duty under the act of 1890, omitting sugar, are 50.94 per cent; 
including sugar, 36.28 per cent. The rate of duty under the House 
bill, omitting sugar, is 52.60 per cent; including sugar, 58.02 per 
cent. The rates of duty under Senate amendments to the House 
bill, omitting sugar, are 48.47 per cent; including sugar, 55.88 per 
cent. 

So, sir, instead of avoiding the excessive rates of the McKin- 
ley bill, the House bill, without sugar, exceeds them, and the Sen- 
ate amendments come near equaling them. With sugar, both the 
House bill and the Senate amendments exceed the rates of the 
McKinley bill averaged all around. Is this, sir, the moderate 
tariff which the Senator promised us? Was he, like Lord Clive, 
80 surrounded by the precious gems of protection glittering before 
his eyes and inviting the fatherly hand of government to take 
them for its own to distribute among the wards of the govern- 
ment, infants and adults, that he was astonished at his mod- 
eration? 

Sir, the Republican party went to defeat under the high tariff 
of 1890. That was but a skirmish compared to the battle that is 
to be in 1900. Then will come the Waterloo of Republicanism, 
The Napoleon of the tariff can then meditate on the ingratitude 
of the Repnblic and the blindness of them: who fail to see the 
83 paying somebody else a part of their money to make 

em rich. : 

But. sir, the alleged reductions are illusory. They are made 
where either no duty is necessary to keep out imports or where 
lowering them slightly would not let them in. 

Here are some examples showing the incorrectness of the state- 
ment that any material reduction has been, in point of fact, made 
from the McKinley rates. 

The table herein inserted (Appendix No. 3) shows that the exports 
of pig iron in 1894 were worth $370,243; in 1895, $227,066; in 1896, 
$471,803. Duty in 1890, 26.66 per cent; in 1894, 15.87 per cent; 
proposed duty. 15.87 per cent. Now, when we are exporting pig 
iron to the extent of $471,803 per annum, and when we can manu- 
facture it and sell it abroad cheaper than any other nation, is it 
not absurd to claim merit for reduction of duties on it? So with 
regard to bar iron, structural iron and steel, castings, unbleached 
cotton goods, cables and cordage, bootsand shoes, Thereis either 
a pretended and delusive reduction of rates on these articles, or 
the old duties are retained. 

Did time permit, it could easily be shown by a more extended 
examination of the schedules that no real redvction has been made 
in any one of them where the burdens of the people would be 
lightened. 

The examples given show that the American is ready to take 
the field against all comers. He is ready to fight Europe on its 
own ground. Give him a chance. Do not destroy the export of 
Shoes by a tax on hides. 

An industry that has nearly doubled its exports in two years is 
worth your attention, gentlemen of the other side. If, by reason 
of a wholly unjust and unjustifiable tax on hides, the shoe manu- 
facturers are unable to compete with foreigners in foreign mar- 
kets, their enterprise will be dwarfed, their workmen thrown out 
of employment. The New land shoemaker may learn a les- 
son from this which he would not heed coming from a Demo- 
cratic source, 
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Sir, look at these manufacturing industries of ours. The iron, 
cotton, and wool industries were established in colonial days. 
They all prospered. Wool, when the country ceased to be pas- 
Sorel and became agricultural, commenced to languish. The 
others have grown and prospered much less than if they had 
been put upon their mettle. But natural advantages have at last 
worked ont these results, and to protect them now is a sin against 
sense and justice. But what of wool? 

Says Mr. Worthington C. Ford, in his report on wool and 
manufactures of, published in 1594, and ordered by joint resolu- 
tion of Congress: 

If there is any fact demonstrated by the experience of the United States 
in the sheep industry, it is the independence, m the long run, of this interest 
of artifi encouragement. It survived the restrictions of the mother 
country in colonial times, the penalties and discouragements of hostile legis- 
lation, as well as the progressive settlement of the country. It has followed 
economie law, in spite of restrictions, bounties, and financial errors, and it is 


to-day still pursuing its natural course, regardless of low prices, destructive 
foreign competition, and unprofitable returns. (Appendix No. 4.) 


Below is a table showing the relative production and consump- 
tion of wool in the United States from 1860 to 1892, during which 
period there was a high tariff on wool. 

It appears from this table that the increase of production from 
1860 to 1892 was 378.81 per cent, and the increased consumption 
during the same period was 414.98 per cent. (Appendix No. 5.) 

Also a table showing the number of sheep in the United States 
from 1867 to 1896, and the number of pounds of wool. It will be 
seen that the sheep have about held to the same number as there 
were in 1867, and the wool has increased from 112,000,000 pounds 
to 809,000,000 pounds, according to the estimate of the Department 
of an ee 

Half of our wool must be imported. We cangrow neither the 
coarse carpet wools nor the fine Australian wool. 

Tariffs have failed because nature has failed. The sheepindus- 
try has drifted from the old to the new States with extensive 
ranches, Sheep are raised for mutton in the old States, and the 
fleece is secondary. 

Turn from this table to the sheep of Australia. In 1854 there 
were 8,144,119 sheep in New South Wales; in 1892 there were 
55,445,289. In Victoria there were, in 1854, 5,332,007 sheep; in 
1892 there were 12,965,305. In South Australia there were 1,768,- 
724 sheep in 1854; in 1892 there were 7,152,047. In Western 
Australia there were 173,243 in 1854; in 1892 there were 1,685,- 
500. In New Zealand there were 990,985 in 1856, and in 1892 
there were 18,520,752. In Queensland there were, in 1860, 3,449,- 
850 sheep, and in 1892 there were 23,708,310. In the Argentine 
pg Sher anre were, in 1857, 15,989,405 sheep; in 1892 there were 

H , . 

There is no use going any further. The same law that has driven 
wheat from the old lands of the East to the new lands of the West 
has driven sheep culture from the old to the new countries. Not 
. only is the climate better in the East and parts of the Argentine 
Republic, but the wool is of a superior quality in the East. 

heep need pastures for woolgrowing. They can not grow and 
multiply on tariff bills. The American people are called on to pay 
tribute of millions—some estimate the amount at $25,000,000 an- 
nually—to support 85,000 persons. The ranch kings e free pas- 
turage on the vast plains of the Northwest, New Mexico, and 
Arizona. 

This industry is an object lesson of the futility of trying by 
legislation to override nature and economic law. It were infi- 
nitely better to place wool on the free list, without any duty on 
the manufactured product. The woolen manufacturers of the 
East and North ought to see that they will lose the home market 
by the folly of protection. The intermountain States, with the 
powera aid of Ohio, are throttling the manufacturing interests 

y the enormous tariff they demand on raw wool—about 60 per 
cent on raw to over 100 1 5 cent on the finished product. Our 
manufacturers are compelled to import the fine Australian fleece 
and the coarse carpet wools of China and South America. In 
spite of tariff, our sheep will not grow them. 

Never was there so conspicuous a failure of protection. Never 
have a patient people borne a wrong so long. 

I insert a table (Appendix No. 6), with comparative scale of 
rices, showing the tariff changes, with the market price of fine 
eece wool for each year from 1847 to 1897. This table shows con- 

clusively that during the low tariff of 1847 to 1855 and from 1855 
to 1861, under practical free trade, wool was higher than under 
the high tariffs of 1867 and 1890. 

It will be seen that the tariff from 1861 to 1867 was almost noth- 
ing, and that, excluding the years from 1872 to 1875, when there was 
a wool famine, the prices under practically free wool were higher 
than under highly protected wool from 1867 down to 1894, These 
tables ought to convince anybody that the tariff on wool is an 
abomination. 

Sir, the industries that have flourished in the United States are 
those grounded on natural advantages. Our wheat and cotton 
and corn never needed and can not prosper under a tariff. It is 


so of the leading manufacturing industries—iron, cotton, wool, 
and wood. 

There is no country on the globe comparable to ours in the ex- 
tent and variety of its resources. We have more coal and iron, 
copper and lead, and lime, and cotton, and wood, than any other 
advanced nation. We have abundant and cheaper transportation. 
We have large cities on the seaboard and in the interior. We 
have the most industrious and most inventive population on the 
globe. Heretofore lands have been so cheap and so plentiful, 
notwithstanding the tributes paid by the farmers to the manu- 
facturers, that they could pay tribute and still prosper. But 
agriculture, in the natural order of progress, is declining, and 
manufacturing increasing. 

From the following excerpts from the Statistical Abstract of 
1896 it will be seen that the value of our agricultural exports in- 
creased from $256.560,972 in 1860, to $569,879,297 in 1896. In 1860 
they were 81.18 per cent of our total exports, and in 1896, 66.09 
per cent. In 1860 our exports of domestic manufactures were 
$10,815.892, in 1896 they were $228,571,178. It is estimated that 
they will exceed $300,000,000 at the end of the fiscal year. The 
percentage to our total exports was 12.76 per cent in 1860, and in 
1896, 26.48 per cent. In mining, other than the precious metals, 
the increase is more pronounced. In 1860 the value of the coal, 
etc., mined was $999,465, which was 31 per cent. In 1826 the 
value was $20,045,654, constituting 2.32 per cent of our domestic 
exports. 

t is estimated that the value of domestic manufactures this 

ye will be in the neighborhood of 30 per cent of the total export. 

t is therefore apparent that manufacturing is in the upward 
movement and agriculture in the downward. Mulhall says: 

Nearly all American manufactures are produced by machinery, while in 


Europe more halfis hand work. The result is that the output per hand 
is much greater, namely: 


Country. 


United Kingdom 
France... 
Germany 


Austria 


If the American laborer turns out £300 sterling and the English- 
man £107 sterling of work per annum, who is the cheaper man? 
Pauper labor may be able, by hand methods, to compete with in- 
telligent American labor, which I do not concede, but can not con- 
tend against American machinery, run by American brains and 
skill 


Notwithstanding the fact that we are exporting coal, iron and 
products of iron, cotton fabrics, wood and wooden fabrics, and 
other manufactures to the extent of about $300,000,000 per annum, 
after supplying home demands, we are called upon to place heavy 
duties on all these articles. When driven to admit, from the 
comparative statement containing importations for 1893-1596, 
that the duties are prohibitory, the other side are either dumb or 
evasive. 

Sir, the end of protection is at hand. The energy and industry, 
capital, and labor of this country must seek an outlet for their sur- 

lus product. We are shipping pig iron to England, our cotton 
bris to the East. our agricultural imp'ements to the four quar- 
ters of the globe. Iron is king. Cotton has been dethroned. Our 
supply of that great material which transforms the earth, con- 
quers the sea, and invades the secret places of the air is inexhaust- 
ible; so is our coal and lime and fiber. We are the masters of the 
trade of the world. In spite of tariffs our industries have over- 
leaped their walls and by natural force are challenging all com- 
petitors on even terms. 1 . . 

Let everybody come to our shores with their wares and their 
produce and exchange them with our people in such terms as 
they may choose. j 

Sir, this bill will soon be a law. There have been brave words 
spoken of the coming prosperity. Prosperity does not come from 
wishes orfrom prophecy. Prosperity comes from the trade which 
the other side are trying to destroy. Vis 

Sir, lately a treaty of arbitration between Great Britain and the 
United States was pending before this body. The unhappy fate 
of that treaty is not yet forgotten by the nation. But, sir, as 
broader trade relations engender good will and mutual esteem 
among the nations of the earth, may we not indulge the hope that, 
after this saturnalia of paternalism is over, the silken tie of com- 
merce will bind this with ali the nations in profitable, healthy, in- 
dependent, free intercourse, more potent to beran bloody con- 
flicts than the parchment obligations which while recognizing the 
danger of seek to defer the resort to arms? 
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Such, sir, is the hope that encourages me—springing eternal Excess of exports of merchandise alone and of merchandise and silver. 


from a Democratic breast. UNDER M'KINLEY ACT. 


To sum up my posi 

I believe in a tariff on luxuries. 

I believe in excise taxes. 

I believe in an income tax. 

I believe in a tariff on imports placed so as to put money in the 
coffers of the Government and not in the pockets of individuals. 

I do not believein protection save for the pu 
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MEMORANDA FROM THE RECORDS OF THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
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TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., September 1, 1896. 


Annual average excess of exports of merchandise alone. 


During the fiscal year 1888—ended June 30, 1888—the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment were $111,311,273 in excess of its 
During the fiscal year 1889—ended June 


Under McKinley Act of 1890. 
Under Wilson Act of 1894 
1889—the revenues were $87,761,- 


Annual average excess of exports of merchandise and silver. 


in excess of the expenditures. 
Under McKinley Act of 1890 


fiscal year 1890—ended June 30, 1890—the revenues were $85,040,- 


so-call ey tariff act took effect on the 6th day of October, 1890, 
and during the fiscal year 1891—ended June 30, 1891—the revenues were U. 


"em 
nded June 30, 1892—the revenues were $9,914,- 


271 in excess of the Under Wilson Act of 1894 


APPENDIX No. 2. 


838.541 in excess of the e 


During the fiscal ye: Duties collected on leading articles in the 
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force, also duties that would have been collected on same had House and Sen- 
ate bills of 1897 been applied, in ad valorem rates, 


ring the fiscal year 1893—ended June 90, 1893—tho revenues were $2,341,- 


674 in excess of the expenditures. 


During the fiscal year 1894—ended June 39, 189 
the revenues to the amount of $69,809,200.58, not 
the expenditures of the Government were $15,952,074 less 
cedin, The McKinley bill was in force during the whole of the fiscal 


ear . 
7 The so-called Wilson tariff act took effect on the 28th day of August, 1894, 
and the revenues for the fiscal year 1895—ended June 30, 1 812.805. 
223.18 less than the expenditures; and during the fiscal year 1890—ended June 
70 less than the expenditures. 
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CONDITION OF THE TREASURY MAROH 1, 1889, AND MARCH 1, 1893. 


On the Ist day of March, 1889, the 
ministration, the available funds in the 
gold reserve, were as follows: 
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On the Ist day of March. 1893, the beginning of the present Administration, 
the etm funds in the Treasury, exclusive of the $100,000,000 gold reserve, 
were as follows: 
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Duties collected on leading articles in the year 1892-93, etc.—Continued. Statement showing increased exports of certain leading articles and corre- 
sponding decline of tariff rates—Continued. 


Ad valorem duty rate. Walon cf 
Article. FT Exports (fiscal years). Duty. 
Law 1800. House. | Senate. import. * tacit hin beasts acc TO RIO ossi We 
—ů— Article. Sen- 
Act of Act of 
Per cent. Per cent. Per cent. 1806. 1890. | 1894. 11 
Leaf tobacco, for wrappers| 238.7 T 79 
Skins, n. S. p = S 2 - BEP 
Still wines in bottles, iuda sonus oti 
r 29 90.2 o „ e nel recor “gk 819 
Surface-coated papers, 27.63 | 17.98 
ca ete.....-..-.-| 95 () r e ive deve] Ema cen ren a as 85.83 | 24.90 | 23.57 
F 25 25 Sor erb, mnbleached. . 1,099,851 f 
FTF Reste un ,unbleached. ...... 17, 639, ,0914, » $ 2 
All other glass, n. s. p. 60 45 45 ni ete 25 ito 1835 (Pus 
Matting for floors, straw.. F. 50 AEN 225, 653 6,585, 328 8, 558,333 EUR ds Aqui 
77.57 51.72 . 777, 354 1. 010,228 1, 400, 686 25 | 20 > 
a "T mci m * Duties in the main remain the same in the Senate bill as under the pres- 
50 50 50 415 ent law, and less than in the McKinley Act, 
80.3 60.3 59.5 312 * It will be observed here that the Senate bill has not reduced the tariff rate 
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APPENDIX No. 6. 
Showing the tariff changes, with the market price of fine fleece wool, for each year during fifty years, from 1847 to 1897. 
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of Good Hope, and many of those grown in Australia, free. Wool costing over 


t Wool costing over 24 cents, 9 cents per pound. As under this clause only very high cost scoured wools would be selected, the duty might be less than 


20 per cent. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CARTER in the chair). The 
pending question is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Arkansas [ Mr. JONES] to the amendment of the committee, which 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, « On page 122, line 13, p iph 864, after the 
word **wholly," strike out “or in part;” and in the same line, 
after wool," insert or of which wool is the component mate- 
rial of chief value;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

964. On cloths, knit fabrics, and all manufactures of every description 
made wholly of wool, or of which wool is the component material of chief 
MO not see TODA for — this 1 3 ie 3 a 

und, e du r und shall ree es e ie 

y thi eh eut a pound of decl ron wool of the first class; valued at Above 

cents p pound and not above 70 cents per pound, the duty per pound 

our times the duty im by act on 1 pound unwashed 

wool of the first class, and in addition thereto, upon all the foregoing, 50 per 

cent ad valorem; valued at over 70 cents ae pound, the duty per pound 

shall be four times the duty imposed by this act on 1 pound of unwashed 
wool of the first class and 55 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Iowa, 
who is no doubt well informed on this subject, whether it is his 
opinion that there is now on hand in this country a supply of raw 
wool sufficient to meet the manufacturing demand for the coming 
year. That assertion has been made several times on the other 
side of the Chamber. I inquire of the Senator from Iowa if he 


has any information in relation to that matter? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no special information, and can speak 
only in a general way. I have seen several letters from Mr. Jus- 
tice, wno is a large wool dealer in Philadelphia, and I have seen 
other letters, stating that there is probably now or will very soon 
be a year’s supply, or nearly a year’s supply, of raw wool. 


Mr. WHITE. Iam inquiring for information. If that be true, 
upon what ground can any compensatory duty for the next twelve 
months be justified? Compensation is given upon the theory, as 
was stated by the Senator from Arkansas very clearly yesterday, 
that the tariff tax will result in higher rates, and that therefore it 
is but just to give the manufacturers compensation; but if it be 
true that wool has been imported and is now here, and that no 
duty is to be paid upon it, is it not plain thatan amendment such 
as the one suggested by the Senator from Arkansas, providing that 


this compensatory duty shall not go into effect for a year, is abso- 


lutely just? I can not see any argument to the contrary. 

Mr. LISON. Iwas under the impression that that amend- 
ment was voted down yesterday. 

Mr. WHITE. Exactly; but that does not prevent a renewal of 
the proposition upon other sections, and itis scarcely an answer 
to the interrogatory to say that the question was voted on yester- 
day. Iam looking for light on the subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is scarcely an answer, but another an- 
sweris as to what would be done atthe end of twelve months. 
Of course there will be a constant supply of woolon hand, and 
there will be the same supply. probably, at the end of twelve 
months that there is now. That is the only answer I know of. 

Mr. WHITE. That, 1 respectfully subiit, is not an answer at 
all, because the wool is now in the country and has not paid duty; 
of course it will not pay it; but the wool brought in here twelve 
months hence must pay duty if this bill becomes a law. 

Mr. HOAR. The price will be raised by the tariff before the 
manufacturer gets the wool. 


Mr. WHITE. Butthe wool is already here. Presumably the . 
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manufacturers, who look out for this enactment, have brought it 
here and have it now in stock. We have been informed in the 
Senate by Senators on the other side of the Chamber that the 
warehouses of the country are full of a stock of wool that was im- 


ported for manufacturing purposes. It was admitted at the time 
the statement was made that no duty would be paid upon that 
wool, but it was said that was one of the unfortunate circum- 
stances which must always attend a revision of the tariff. But 
that is no answer, because here is a plain, adequate remedy in 
sight, the substitution of a few words in this paragraph. 

ow, Mr. President, there is another point upon which I desire 
information. Idesiretoinquireof theSenator from Iowa whether 
the rates provided in paragraph 363 are not greater than in the 
McKinley Act? As I read the McKinley Act, the rates here are 
greater. Instead of 40, the rate of the McKinley Act was 35, and 
instead of 35 it was 30. 'The duty upon wool is not greater, and 
why should the compensatory duty be greater? Is it a fact that 
under the McKinley law the manufacturers were not treated fairly, 
and that it is necessary now to add something? I have the Mc- 
Kinley law here. The language is not absolutely identical, but 
very nearly so. Paragraph 391 of the McKinley Act, which, I 
take it, refers to the same subject, is as follows: 


On woolen and worsted yarns made wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the 
hair of the camel. goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued at not more than 30 
cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be two and one-half times the duty 
imposed by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in 
addition thereto, 35 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALLISON. That is the duty on yarns. This duty is on 
fabrics. 

Mr. WHITE. No; Iam referring now to paragraph 363 of the 
bill under consideration. 

Mr. ALLISON. Whatis the paragraph of the McKinley Act? 

Mr. SUE It is the paragraph on yarns made wholly or in 

of wool. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the paragraph in the act? 

Mr. WHITE. Paragraph 363 of the bill under consideration 
and paragraph 391 of the McKinley Act. The . not 
the same, but there is a difference in the rate in this, that the 
proposed bill provides a larger rate than the Me Kinley Act, and 
it can not be justified, because the rate on wool is, if anything, 
less than in the McKinley Act, while the suffering manufacturer 
is here compensated for something in addition to that which he 
received under the McKinley Act. Iam inquiring as to the rea- 
son for it. The duty on wool under the McKinley Act was 11 cents 
a pound and here it is 10 cents. . 

.ALLISON. Theparazraph the Senator quotes from is para- 
graph 391 of the McKinley Act? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes. sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. Which provides that— 


On woolen and worsted yarns made wholly or in part of wool * * * 
valued at not more than 30 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be two 
and one-half times the duty imposed by this act on a pound of unwashed 
wool of the first class. 


Mr. WHITE. The valuation here is 35 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly it isa higher bracket than 30; in- 
stead of 30 cents, it is 95 in this bill; which shows that the rate is 
much lower. 

Mr. WHITE. It has been stated to me that the rate is higher. 
'The Senator may be better informed about it than I. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will see that it is on woolen and 
worsted yarns “valued at not more than 30 cents per pound, the 
duty per pound shall be two and one-half times the duty imposed 
by this act on a pound of unwashed wool * * * valned at not 
more than 35 cents per pound, two and one-half times." So that 
the rate is much lower. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator will observe that the ad valorem 
duty in paragraph 391 of the McKinley law on woolen and worsted 
yarns is 45 per cent, and here it is 40 per cent on all. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Then ‘* valued at more than 30 cents 
and not more than 40 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall 
be three times the duty imposed by this act on a pound of the un- 
washed wool of the first class; and in addition thereto 35 per cent 
ad valorem." 

Mr. WHITE. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then it continues: 


Valued at more than 40 cents per pound. the duty per pound shall be three 
and one-half times the duty im by this act on a pound of unwashed wool 
of the first class, and in addition thereto 40 per cent ad valorem. 


The ad valorem is an increase of 5 per cent, and in the specific 

duty there is a reduction. 
r. WHITE. The duty on wool is less. 

"Mr. ALLISON. The specific duty is less and the compensatory 
duty is less. 

Mr. WHITE. I presume the dollar will have the same appear- 
ance, no matter what it comes in under. It is a decrease. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think it is. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The immediate amendment under 
consideration is the proposition to insert, in line 13, the words “or 
of which wool is the component material of chief value,” in para- 
graph 364; and after the word wholly,” in the same line, to strike 
out tho words **or in part." 

Mr. President, attention was called to the fact on yesterday that 
when the flax schedule was constructed, in every instance it was 

said as to certain fabrics of flax, hemp, or ramie, where the mate- 
rial of chief value in the mixed fabric of flax and cotton was cot- 
ton, that it should pay as a cotton fabric, and should not have the 
tariff that was intended to be put on the flax fabric. That is also 
the case in the silk schedule. Where there is a mixture of silk 
and cotton or other material, in every instance the paragraph pro- 
vides that where a fabric is composed of silk or partly of silk, in 
which silk is the component material of chief value, then the rate 
of taxation put on the silk fabric shall stand; but if the component 
material of chief value is cotton, the material is not treated as a 
silk fabric at all, and the rates are put upon it as à cotton fabric. 

In this wool schedule it seems to methat there is a singular dis- 
regard of the facts that enter into this schedule. When an Ameri- 
can manufacturer manufactures a piece of cloth which weighs 10 
pounds, Congress fixes a rate of protection on that, and this law 
proposes to give the manufacturer a tariff of 50 per cent to pro- 
tect himin the manufacture of these woolen cloths. Fifty per 
cent goes into the manufacturer's tariff as the manufacturer's 
protection clear through this bill. If an American manufacturer 
manufactures a piece of cloth which wees 10 pounds, he is satis- 
fied, as we understand this bill, and its friends are satisfied, that 
he shall havea manufacturer's protection of 50 per cent; but when 
he has manufactured 10 pounds of cloth he says, **I manufactured 
this cloth, and while I am content with the 50 per cent protection 
I get as a manufacturer, yet I have been handicapped by being 
compelled to pay a tariff on my raw material, which I ought to be 
indemnified for.” 

Then you go about ascertaining what he is entitled to. His 
statement is that it requires 8 pounds of wool in the grease to 
make 1 8 of wool scoured or in the cloth, and that for every 
10 pounds of cloth the manufacturer uires he has to buy 30 
pounds of wool in the grease. That is under the paragraph as you 
propose it. If that be true, there must be 10 cents a pound paid 
upon the wool in the grease, and the manufacturer must have paid 
tariff on the amount of wool used in the manufacture of 10 pounds 
of cloth at 10 cents per pound on 30 pounds of wool, making $3, 
which he has paid as the tariff on his raw material. If these 10 
pounds of goods are worth $10, 50 cents protection will be a pro- 
tection of $5 as the manufacturer's protection. But he says he 
must have that without having it decreased by the $3 taken to pay 
the tariff on the raw wool. Hence he mnst have, in addition to 
the tariff, an ad valorem equivalent to the amount of tariff he has 
been compelled to pay on his raw material. 

You say that, having used 30 pounds of woolin the grease to 
make 10 pounds of cloth, the 10 cents a pound paid by the manu- 
facturer as a tariff on the wool in the grease must be allowed him. 
So we fix the tariff that for every pound of cloth in the manufac- 
ture there shall be a tariff amounting to three times the amount 
of the tariff that was paid upon a pound of raw wool. So there is 
a tariff of 30 cents a pound on the cloth, 10 pounds making $3, and 
the tariff is $3 specific, in addition to the 59 per cent tariff to com- 
p for the $3 paid on the raw wool when the manufacturer 

uys his wool. 

Mr. President, if this were true, if the manufacturer actuall 
used 30 pounds of raw wool in making 10 pounds of woven woo 
the argument would be all right, and, froth the standpoint of 
Senators on the other side, be just and fair; but suppose, asa 
matter of fact, that in that 10 pounds of cloth, instead of mrt 
10 pounds of wool he only has 5 pounds of wool and 5 pounds o 
cotton, where, then, can be the justification of giving him $3 pro- 
tection for a tariff when he pays but $1.50, all he has used Deine 
5 pounds of wool in his manufacture of cloth—one-half wool an 
one-half cotton. There are 5 pounds of wool and 5 pounds of cotton 
in that 10 pounds of cloth, and the tariff he paid for the material 
he used in making the 5 pounds of cotton cloth and that he used 
in making 5 pounds of woolen cloth, one-half of the woolen fabric, 
would take, instead of 30 pounds of wool in the grease, but 15 
pounds of wool in the grease; and when vou propose to give him 
a compensation of $3 where he has paid but $1.50, you are treat- 
ing the American public unjustly and unfairly, and increasing 
his protective tariff beyond what he himself says is necessary for 
him to have. 

The argument is stronger still if there is but one-tenth of wool, 
and yet under the terms of this bill you propose that if there is 
one-tenth wool you shall pay the full amount as if the whole of it 
was composed of wool. 

Mr. President, I submit that in a fabric where there is but one- 
tenth wool it is not fair that it should be treated in the same way 
as if it were composed wholly of wool; and that where wool is the 
material of least value, that that fabric should be considered as a 
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cotton fabric and treated as such, and these wool tariffs ought not 
to go on it. Take the 50 per cent, if you choose; but you have no 
right to give him a compensation for ten times as much wool as 
he puts into his fabric, or four times as much, or twice as much. 

I respectfully submit that these facts can not be gainsaid or 
denied, and you can not get away from them, You are under the 
guise, under the pretense, of giving a compensatory duty to the 
manufacturer to compensate him for the wool he puts in his ma- 
terial, giving him ten times the amount of wool in some cases on 
which a tariff has been paid to the Government. In this partic- 
ular case to-day you are passing this bill; and whenever it becomes 
a law the American manufacturer takes his 30 pounds of wool, 
upon which he has not paid one cent of duty, and yet you propose 
to put a tariff upon the fabric in addition to the 50 per cent that 
he says is all he wants, in addition to the 50 per cent which is all 
that the manufacturers claim they are entitled to. 

In addition to that, you propose to put a specific duty, under 
the pretense of compensating him for the tariff he has paid upon 
wool, which he has not paid, and which vou know he has not 

aid, and which you have admitted on the floor of the Senate that 

e has not paid, and yet you levy this tax upon the people to 
make woolen manufacture more profitable, and instead of giving 
him 50 per cent, you poo to give him 80 or 90 per cent. 

The plain matter of fact in this case can not be evaded; it can 
not be dodged. If the words I have proposed, or of which wool 
is the material of chief value," be inserted, and then these rates 
go into effect, they will be much less unjust and unfair than the 
terms of the bill as proposed by the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CARTER in the chair). The 

and nays having been ordered on the amendment proposed 
i the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNEs] to the amendment 
of the committee, the Secretary will call the roll. 

'The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 


Mr. CHILTON (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MCBRIDE]. 
Mr. HAWLEY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 


the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BaTE]. I believe he is still 
absent, and so I shall not vote. If he were here, I should vote 
“na 1 
Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna]. 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I inquire if 
the Senator from North Carolina s BUTLER] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Then I withhold my vote, as Iam paired 
with that Senator. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My colleague [Mr. Berry] is detained 
from the Senate Chamber by publie business. If he were present, 
he would vote “yea.” Heis paired with the Senator from Illinois 


[Mr. Manoni: 

Mr. GEAR. I inquire if the senior Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. STH] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. GEAR. Then I withhold my vote, as I am paired with 
that Senator. If he were present, I should vote ** nay.” 

Mr. MURPHY. I am paired with the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. Harris], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I transfer my pair with the senior 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] to the Senator from Nevada 
[ Mr. Joxzs], and vote ** nay." 

Mr. P. O. Iwishto announce that the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Linpsay] is necessarily absent from the city. He is 
paired with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. 

Mr. SEWELL (after having voted in the negative). linquire 
if the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MiTCHELL] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr.SEWELL. Then I withdraw my vote, as Iam paired with 
that Senator. 

'The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS-—33. 
Allen, Gorman Martin, Tillman, 
"on, Harris, Kans. Mills, Turpie, 
Caffery, Jones, Ark Morgan, Vest, 
Clay, Kenney, Pasco, Walthall, 
Cockrell, McLaurin, Pettus, te. 
Faulkner, Mallory, Roach, 
NAYS—22. 
Allison, ‘oraker, Nelson, Shoup, 
Burrows, a Penrose, Spooner, 
Carter, Gallinger, Perkins, Teller. 
Clark, e. Platt, Conn. Thurston, 
Davis, Hansbrough, Platt, N. Y. er, 
Deboe, Py Pritchard, Warren, 
ns, ge, Proctor, Wetmore, 
Fairbanks, Mantle, Quay, 8 


NOT VorING-3.. 


Aldrich, Daniel, Kyle, Pettigrew, 
Baker, T, Lindsay, Rawuns, 
Bate. George, McBride, Sewell, 
Berry, Gray, McEnery, Smith, 
Butler, Hanna, McMillan, Stewart. 
Cnnnon, Harris, Tenn. Mason, Wellington, 
Chandler, Hawley, Mitchell, Wolcott. 
Chi!ton, Heitfeld, Morrill, 

Cullom, Jones, Nev. Murphy, 


So the amendment of Mr. JoNES of Arkansas to the amendment 
of the committee was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the adop- 
tion of the amendment of the committee, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend the amendment. 
in line 17, after the word “class,” by inserting „for each poun 
of wool contained in said fabric;" after the word class,“ in line 
20, by inserting the same words; and after the word ‘ class,” in 
line 24, by inserting the same words. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 364, page 122, line 17, after 
the word “ class," it is proposed to insert!“ for each pound of wool 
contained in said fabric:" in line 20, after the word “ class,” to 
insert “for each pound of wool contained in said fabric;" and in 
line 24, aiter the word class,“ to insert for each pound of wool 
contained in said fabric." 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, the first paragraph 
will read, if my amendment is adopted, as follows: 

264. On cloths, knit fabrics, and all manufacturesof every description made 
wholly or in part of wool, not specially provided for in this act, valued at not 
more than 40 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be three times the 
duty imposed by this act on a nd of unwashed wool of the first class for 
each pound of wool contained in said fabric. 

I feel absolutely confident the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] 
is so perfectly fair and just that he will accept this amendment, 
He does not want to give the manufacturers compensation for 
tariffs on wools which they do not pay. Iam sure he is tco fair à 
man to desire any such thing. When a fabric is made wholly of 
wool, then in 3 pounds of it there will be compensation for three 
times the tariff on a pound of unwashed wool; but if a fabric is 
made one-half of wool and one-half of cotton, then they will have 
a tariff on a pound of the mixed fabric for three times the amount 
of woolthat is in the fabric; and the public will then pay the com- 
pensatory duty of 3 for 1 on every ounce of wool that goes into 
the fabric, and will pay a compensatory duty on wool for cotton 
that goes into the fabric, which would be 6 to 1 if it was half and 
half, and which would be 10 to 1 if it were nine-tenths cotton and 
only one-tenth wool under the bill as it stands at this time. 

Mr. President, as I have pointed out already, and it was ad- 
mitted by Senators upon the other side, it only takes 2 pounds 
of unwashed wool to make a pound of scoured wool; and nobody 
denies it. The wool that is imported in the largest quantity and 
which is consumed by the manufacturers does not take 3 pounds 
to make 1 pound of scoured wool; it only takes 2 pounds to make 
1 pound of scoured wool, and the manufacturer pays.a tariff on 
only 2 pounds of woo!—that is, when he gets all wool in the fabric, 
This proposition will not even get rid of that evil, and it will let 
the manufacturer get 3 for 1, although he onl ys 2 for 1 for 
every ounce of wool or for every pound of wool that enters into 
his fabric; and certainly nothing more ought to be asked. 

Mr. ALLISON. How do you ascertain that? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. You ascertain it like you ascertain 
anything else. There is not the slightest difficulty in figuring out 
the proportion of wool in the fabric. There is no trouble in as- 
certaining the amount of wool and the amount of cotton that is 
contained in the fabric, and the experienced custom-house officers 
can tell without difficulty the proportion of each. 

'The idea runs through the billin numberless other instances, 
and the provision appears again and again. How can you deter- 
mine about the value unless by weight? You put in the silk. 
schedule every where and the flax schedule everywhere that if flax 
or silk is the component material of chief value - which is a ques- 
tion that is much more difficult to determine than to determine 
the question of weight—then the tax shall be governed by that. 
In this case you have only to determine as to the weight to deter- 
mine the tax, which is a less complicated and difficult question 
than to determine the value. If in mixtures of flax or silk with 
other materials their values can be ascertained, how much easier 
would it be to ascertain the weight of wool that goes into a fabric. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I wish to say but a word re- 
specting the amendments proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 
The Senator from Arkansas calls attention to the amendment 
which has just been defeated, because he says the woolen manu- 
facturer will receive an unjust compensatory duty, as we have pro- 
vided here for three times the duty, although nine-tenths or three- 
fourths of the material may be of cotton. I do not intend to go 
into that this morning, having spoken briefly on the question last 
night; but the difficulty of dealing with that method as respects 
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woolen fabrics lies in the fact that if wool is not the chief com- 
ponent or measure of value these fabrics, if they contain a greater 
value of cotton, will be thrown over into the cotton schedule. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That, as the Senator suggests, has 
pose disposed of, but the question now is one of weight and not 
of value. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; and I am disposing of this question 
now. That was objectionable for the reason that then it would 
be a cotton fabric and come in at 45 per cent ad valorem, and 
those who manufacture such goods abroad wonuld bring in in the 
form of free wool under the cotton classification and under the 
cotton schedule probably half the fabrics that are used, because 
all they would have to do would be to provide for 503 per cent of 
cotton as the component material of chief value, and then they 
would bring in 494 per cent of wool free of duty, and in that way 
use the foreign wool that we are trying in this bill to protect our 
farmers against. 

lt so happens that in this schedule at least the manufacturers 
and the farmers are united in interest, for the reason that unless 
our farmers who produce wool can find a market for it with our 
own manufacturers they will have practically no market at all. 
Therefore, if they are to produce wool in this country under the 
protective system, they must have it practically manufactured in 
this country under the protective system as against free wool 
abroad. Iknow thatis not the purpose of our friends upon the 
other side. If we are to have a duty upon wool and woolens, we 
must correlate those duties so that our woolen manufacturers will 
be protected against the inundation of free wools from abroad 
under the guise of cotton fabrics. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. I merely want to suggest that, ad- 
mitting for the sake of argument—which I do not—the Senator's 
position to be exactly correct, then he can have no objection to 
this proposition, because this proposition is to make the compen- 
sation on the wool actually contained in the goods whether it be 


much or little. 
Mr. ALLISON. The Senator proposes that this compensatory 
duty shall be upon the wool in a mixed fabric, and upon the 


weight of the wool. I should like to know by what method any 
expert or any appraiser can take a piece of goods with cotton 
warp, if you please, and know how much the wool in the fabric 
will weigh, and how much the cotton will weigh, unless he un- 
ravels it all. So it seems to me here is another indirect method 
whereby it is attempted to evade or avoid the very question in 
which our wool producers and woolen manufacturers are inter- 
ested in common as respects these duties. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Iowa permit 
me to ask him a question at this point? Paragraph 344 says: 

Woven fabrics or articles not specially provided for in this act, com 
of flax, hemp, or ramie, or of which these su or either of them 
component material of chief value, weighing 4 ounces, etc. 

How is the custom-house officer to determine which is the com- 
ponent material of chief value? Say, for instance, the warp is 
cotton, the filling linen, or the warp half cotton and the fillin; 
mixed linen and cotton. How is the custom-house officer to tel 
which is the component material of chief value? If he can not 
tell how the woolen fabric is made, he can not tell how the. flax 
fabric is made, and he can not tell how the silk fabric is made; 
and yet the Senator has brought propositions here which require 
him to do that in the silk schedule, and in the flax schedule. and 
if he is competent to do that in those cases, What is to prevent him 
from doingitin the woolen schedule? I should be glad to have 
= Senator explain how he can do it in the one and not in the 
other. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator is mistaken wholly as to what is 
to be done. It is one thing to ascertain the component material of 
chief value, and another thing to ascertain how much the wool in 
a fabric weighs, The component material of chief value can easily 
be ascertained; but suppose he was required to ascertain whether 
ten threads of cotton in the fabric weighed an ounce or the frac- 
tion of an ounce, and the other material three-quarters or a whole 


ounce. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. Musthe not first ascertain how much 
flax there is in the fabric before he determines what is the com- 
ponent material of chief value? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; certainly not. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. How does he find the value? 

Mr. ALLISON. Because the flax is worth a great deal more 
than a cotton fabric. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. But it is a question of the component 
material of chief value and not the fabric. It is the component 
material that makes the value. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly; which is flax. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The flax thread. Then he has to find 
how many flax threads there are in the material and measure their 
value by the value of the flax, and determine whether it is the 
component material of chief value. So in silks. You are bound 
to analyze it. You must first find the weight, and then compare 


the 


it with the whole, and it is easier to get the weight than the value, 
because the question of value is to be determined after you find 
the weight, and it is more a matter of opinion than is the weight. 
The weight can be determined by scales. The value is a matter 
of opinion, to some extent, and in a constantly fluctuating market 
it is much more difficult to determine what is the value of a thing 
after you find the weight than it is to find the weight. But you 
can nof find the value until you first find the weight, either in 
flax or silk. 

Mr. ALLISON, The Senator from Arkansas differs with all 
other experts on the subject. That is all I have to say. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iam notan expert. I think that is 
the plain common-sense view of the situation. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On that Lask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CHILTON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MCBRIDE}. 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris]. Ido not see him in the 
Chamber, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. E 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I again 
announce the transfer of my Qe with the senior Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNEs], 
and I vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HAWLEY (when his name was called). I announce for 
the day my im with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. 

Mr. MURPHY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). lam paired with 
the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna]. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. If he were 
present, I should vote ** nay." 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 
As he is absent, I withhold my vote. 

'The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. KENNEY. I inquire whether the junior Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. KENNEY. Being paired with that Senator, I withhold 


my vote. 

ur. JONES of Arkansas. I again announce the pair of my col - 
league [ Mr. BERRY] with the Senator from Illinois Ir. Mason}j. 
If my colleague were present, he would vote“ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
Allen, Heitfeld, Mitchell, ie, 
Cater 33 ai : Walthall, 
“affery, Laurin, - al 
8 Mallory, Pettus, White. 
Cockrell, Martin, Roach, 
Faulkner, Mills, Tillman, 
NAYS—23. 

Allison, Fryo, Mantle, Sowell, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Perkins, Shoup, 

rter, Hale, Platt, Conn. 8 er, 
Davis, Hansbrough. Platt. N. Y. Teller, 
Elkins, Hoar, Pritchard, Thurston, 
Fairbanks, Lodge, ‘or, Wetmore, 
Foraker, Mc a Quay, Uson. 

NOT VOTING—39. 

Aldrich, Daniel, Jones, Nev. Penrose, 
Baker, Debos, Kenney, Pettigrew, 
Bate, Gear, yp Rawlins, 
Berry, George, Lindsay, Smith, 
Butler, Gorman, McBride, Stewart, 
Cannon, Gray, McMillan, Turner, 
Chandler, Hanna, Mason, Warren, 
Chilton, Harris, Kans. Morrill, Wellington, 
Clark, Harris, Tenn. Murphy, Wolcott. 
Cullom, Hawley, elson, 


So the amendment of Mr. Jones of Arkansas to the amendment 
of the committee was rejected. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I now offer, to come in at the end of 
the paragraph, the following proviso: 

Provided, That the specific duties provided for in this paragraph shall not 
become operative until twelve months after the passage of this act. 

lshall ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment, and I hope 
the Senate will adopt it. 

The Senator from Iowa has this morning distinctly admitted to 
the Senate that there is a twelve-months supply of wool now in 
the country; that it has been imported, and no tariff has been 
paid upon it. The specific duties provided for in this paragraph 
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are intended, or it is pretended that they are intended, as com- 
A pe scons for the tariff they pay on the wool 


supply of wool in the country, and as the manufacturers will use 
raw wool for twelve months upon which they have paid no duty, 
the amendment ought to be adopted, so that the people will not 
be compelled to pay the manufacturers an incr price hecause 
of duties they have not paid. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. . Let the amendment be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of paragraph 364 it is proposed to 
insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That the duties provided for in this paragraph shall not become 

until twelve months after the passage of this act. 

Mr. WHITE. I simply desire to call attention to the fact that 
the ad valorem duty in the paragraph is higher than under the 
McKinley Act. 

r, T. In paragraph 304 the duties upon goods valued at 

above 50 cents per pound amount to 154.30 per cent, and upon 
goods above 50 cents per pound, 94.45 per cent. It always happens 
that the higher duty is upon the cheap goods and the smaller duty 
upon the dear goods. 

The statements of my colleague, the Senator from Arkansas, in 
regard to the injustice of n are unanswerable, abso- 
lutely so. We were told by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH], when he made his opening speech in this debate, that 
on account of the immense amount of wool which would be 
brought into this country, especially under free wool—to use his 

ression, which would be Shd into the country before the 
became a law—it would be absolutely necessary to find reve- 
nue for the immediate wants of the Government somewhere else, 
and for that reason our Republican friends propose to put a duty 
on beer and on tea, abandoning as to tea the time-honored argu- 


ments of the Republican party against any such duty, because that 
is a simple revenue duty, all of which goes into the ury with- 
out any protection to individual manufacturer at all. 


Yet with that very argument made here, it is now proposed, 
besides these enormous duties which I have named, to Ax to the 
manufacturers a mph naked gratuity, out of the tax money of 
the people. It is nothing else. There is no pretense that they are 
entitled to the duties which are now proposed on the ground that 
they use this taxed wool They have already got the wool. I 
saw a statement in a woolen journal yesterday that they had a 
two-years supply. Even if they have a one year supply, what is 
it but naked robbery, under the forms of law, to give thern this 
enormous duty, when there is no basis in the world for it? 

Mr.PLATT of Connecticut. Whatis the contention; that there 
is a year's supply of wool in the hands of the manufacturers? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There has been a year's supply of 
wool imported into this country, according to the statements of 
all wool men. It amounts to a full year’s consumption. The Sen- 
ator from Iowa admitted a while ago that such is the fact. Now, 
they have that wool without paying any tariff on it, and yet you 
propose to put compensatory duties in this paragraph to compen- 
sate them for tariffs never paid. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Not that the manufacturers have 
gotit. Ifitisin the hands of speculators, being held to charge 
the manufacturers the price to which it will be raised by the duty, 
then the manufacturers derive no advan from it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I presume the men who want the 
wool imported it, and the Senator from Rhode Island stated in 
his opening speech, as referred to by the Senator from Missouri, 
that this was being done and that the practical effect of it was 
to deprive the Treasury of the revenue, and to compensate for 
that failure and so that the Treasury might get the revenue that 
eit to have come from it, you propose to put a tax on beer and 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I merely rose for the purpose of 
saying that as I understand the situation a very small proportion 
of this wool has been imported by the manufacturers, but it has 
been imported largely by people with the idea of speculating upon 


from free wool, as we free. Recognizing 
justice of that claim, ilson Act provided that the wool tariff 
should not go into effect as to woolen fabrics until J: werd Het ee to 
give them a market in which to sell the goods which they made 
out of taxed wool, to compensate them for what they had done. 

Now the same men are here, and they propose to manufacture 

oods out of free wool, and when we propose that they shall not 
allowed to saddle the people with an expense they have not in- 
curred, they forget the sense of duty which animated us then, and 
Tam ashamed to say that the Senate seems not to appreciate the 
gravity of the situation. 

Mr. WHI I merely desire to say that if the manufacturers 
of woolen goods have not imported the wool, and do not now pos- 
sess it, they have displayed in that regard far less ability and 
attention to their business than has been manifested with refer- 
ence to the + 288 vs of the proposed act. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I call the attention of the Senator from Con- 
necticut to the fact that the Senator from Rhode Island, in his 
opening speech, stated that no considerable revenue could be ex- 
pected for two years from the duty on wool, and he made his cal- 
culations of a surplus something over $2,000,000 only for the next 
two years, and limited the duration of the tea tax and the tax on 
beer to that period. Under any circumstances this tax is utterly 
indefensible, for if the wool has been imported by importers and 
not by manufacturers, and they ask a high price for it, the manu- 
facturers can import wool without the payment of duty. It oc- 
curs to me, however, that it is an evasion to say that the parties in- 


terested in the importations were mere speculators, who might be 
crushed by the fai of the manufacturers to buy their imported 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I did not say and do not say 
that there have not been, perhaps, unusual tions of wool 
by manufacturers, but the great bulk of it is in the hands of the 
wool merchants. The manufacturers buy in advance, of course. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Who are the wool merchants? 

Mr.PLATT of Connecticut. There may have beeu im - 
tions. Iam only speaking of what I have been advised. I do not 
nod ONES af. — — They buy issi rule? 

A 0 ey on commission, as a 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I presume so. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. When they buy on commission, they 
buy for their principals. Seventy million ion pounds of wool came 
in month before last. 

Mr. WHITE. It is wholly unlikely that these oe have not 
attended to their interests, and it is not at all probable that they 


are walking around, not knowing what to do, while other people 
are importing wool I the wool manufacturers have a 
vague idea. t a wool edule will probably be adopted some 


day, and they doubtless had such an idea soon after the last 


election. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Senators on the other side seem 
to suppose—and I know that nothing I can say will change their 
opinion about it—that every wool manufacturer in the United 
States is a very rich man, who can buy a year's stock of wool in 
advance and carry it. The contrary is the fact. Most of the 
woolen manufacturers of the United States are not wealthy, and 
have no surplus cash on hand to invest in a year's supply of wool. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator from Connecticut yield to 
me for a question? I will ask the Senator if it is not the theory 
of the Republican Iw. frequently expressed by its leaders, 
including the President of the United States, that the foreigner 
pays the import duty, the tax; and if that is true, upon what 
theory does the Republican party justify the imposition of com- 
pensatory duties to make good the domestic manufacturer on 
account of the supposed increased cost of his raw materials? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I must ask to be excused from 
entering into a discussion of the principles upon which the pro- 
tective system is based. Unfortunately, the Senators who would 
like to explain it fully and at great length, and answer the very 
remarkable and wonderful statements which have been made on 
the other side for the last three or four weeks, are compelled to sit 
silent in order to secure the passage of the pending bill within any 
time that will satisfy the country. 

Mr. MILLS. I think it is a creation of fancy on the part of the 
Senator from Connecticut that wool is imported into this country 
by ulators and then sold to the woolen manufacturers. The 
woolen manufacturers could not carry on their business in that 
way. They have to have experts to buy their wool. The woolis 
bought for a particular purpose, and a particular kind of wool is 
bought and a particularly skillful person is appointed to do the 
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work. Iremember a few years ago being in New England and in 
one of the largest woolen manufacturing establishments, and they 
pointed me to a gentleman whom they said they paid $10,000 a year 


to purchase their wool for them, and they said he could shut his 
eyes and stick his hand into a bag of wool and tell what sort of 
woolit was. 'They have to have a high-priced man to do that 
business. They are importing wool for themselves. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, 1 have been very highly edified 
for the lastthree days in listening to the discussion of the question 
whether there is 1 pound of pure wool in 3 pounds of wool in the 
grease, or whether there is 1 pound of divus wool in 4 pounds of 
woolin the grease. Ithink that is a subject which has been dis- 
cussed largely and extensively here during the entire week. 

This question assumes a greater range than the mere discussion 
of schedules or the arrangement of details. It involves the dis- 
cussion of principles, it involves the discussion of consequences, 
and it occurs to me that the thing which ought to present itself 
most strongly to the mind of every Senator is whether the seventy- 
odd million people in the United States are to bear the burden of 
an enormous taxation upon woolen articles necessary to their life 
and their comfort. 

I do not sup there is a sheep in the United States to every 
inhabitant, and yet the question of wool, the queen of sheep, 
has occupied the attention of the Senate now for the last week. 
It is a mere spectacular performance before the country. There 
is nothing else to it. Upon the one hand stand a few sheep grow- 
ers and a few wool owners who have contributed largely to the 
campaign funds in the past and who are now demanding their 
compensation in the form of a prohibitory statute, and on the 
Ms hand stand the millions of lambs in this country to be shorn 

the tax. 

What difference does it make so far as the particular item now 
under discussion is concerned? The whole pu and scope of 
the bill are not only to lay upon the backs of the people of this 
country additional burdens in the form of taxation, but it has a 
deeper significance, as expressed by the chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee of the House of Representatives, and therein 
lies one of its secret and hidden purposes, and that is to create a 
fund so great, a surplus so great, that it can be used as a means of 
retiring the greenbacks and the legal-tender notes and the other 
forms of money which have been issued by this Government. 

It is the first step in that direction. If the bill passes and pro- 
duces, as I believe it will not, a surplus revenue, then the jackals 
and the cormorants who profit by it will hold up their hands and 
elevate their sanctified noses and demand at the hands of Con- 
gress legislation that will retire the greenbacks and legal-tender 
notes. Then, when that is accomplished. as doubtless it will be 
accomplished if things are to go on in the future as they have 
gone in the past few years, we will be informed that we have not 
sufficient money, which we all now know. We will have com- 
mitted then the suicidal policy of retiring the greenbacks and 
legal-tender notes that are so dear and sacred to the common peo- 
ple of this country, and then we will be informed that the only 
remedy the people have, the only relief we can give them, will be 
relief in the form of an extension of the powers of national banks. 

Then this country will have passed into the hands of the manu- 
facturers, the national banks, and the great railway transportation 
lines of the country, and the people will be absolutely and unqual- 
ifiedly at their mercy. These consequences can not be escaped. 
Yet dignified Senators stand here and argue like boys at school 
upon the grave and solemn question whether there are 2 pounds 
of grease to 1 pound of pure wool or whether there are 3. 

Mr. President, I want to see the bill pass. I want to see it pass 
as speedily as possible. In a judgment it will be the gigantic 
failure of the age. It will fall short of producing revenue. Al- 
though its purpose is as I said, I want to see the great body of 
honest American citizens who believe there is something in the 
tariff issue to learn by bitter experience, if they can not learn 
otherwise, that the tariff is a delusion and a snare, and that the 
only question for the American people to decide—the great ques- 
tion which they must decide correctly if the Government is to 
survive—is the question of the volume and character of our money. 

Iam perfectly willing, so far as I am concerned, to walk into 
this Chamber occasionally and voteupontheseschedules. Ido not 
say that I will or will not vote upon the measure as a whole when 
it is submitted. I do not know what course I shall pursue then, 
but I believe, and I believe the American people are becoming 
daily convinced, that the bill will be a failure the moment it is 
adopted. But if they want tariff, if nothing but tariff will do, 
if our Republican friends say the settlement of the tariff ques- 
tion will settle the question of prosperity, then let us have tariff, 
and let us have it speedily, and let it be high, Mr. President. 

Let it be as high as it is possible for our friends on the other 
side to make it. Let it prohibit the importation of hundreds of 
articles. Then what will be the result? Where will prosperity 
come from? Oh, the mills will open, so say our friends; men 
will be set at work in the different departments of industry and 


in manufacturing. But there must bea market for the articles 
that are manufactured before you can set your mills to work. 
Where is that market to be found? It can not be found in the 
United States, because the people are too poor to purchase the 
articles manufactured. No man is going to manufacture an arti- 
cle without first knowing he is going to have a market for it. It 
1 rot sug nonsense to sit here day after day and discuss this sim- 
ple question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES} to the amendment of the committee. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHILTO quem his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MCBRIDE]. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. KENNEY (when his name was called), I announce m 
pair with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE], 
and withhold my vote. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). Iannounce my 
pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD]. 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna]. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name wascalled). I again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. 

r. WELLINGTON (when his name was doy. Iagain an- 
nounce my pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
BUTLER], and in his absence withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Has the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURS- 
TON] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam paired with that Senator, and therefore 
withhold my vote. . k 

Mr. MALLORY, Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. Proctor]. If he were here, I should vote“ yea." 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I again announce the absence of my 
colleague [Mr. med If he were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 
He is paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason]. 

Mr, HARRIS of Kansas. Iam paired with the junior Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK]. If he were present, I should vote 
*yea." 

Mr. MARTIN. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
Montana [Mr. MANTLE]. I should vote“ yea" if he were present, 

Mr. GRAY. I ask if the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
Comet has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam paired with that Senator, and withhold my 


vote, 

Mr. WARREN. By an arrangement with the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. Harris], I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. TURNER] to my colleague [Mr. CLARK], so that 
the Senator from Kansas and myself can vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. I vote ** yea." 8 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 27; as follows: 


Iam paired with the 


YEAS—18, 
Allen, Faulkner Morgan, Vest, 
Bacon, Harris, Kans. Murphy, Walthall, 
Caffery, Jones, Ark Pasco, White. 
33 fills, Pettus, 
Cockrell, Mitchell, a 

NAYS—27. 
Alison, Foraker, Nelson, Bpoonen 
Burrows, ye. Perkins, Stewart, 
Carter, Gallinger, Platt, Conn. Teller, 
Chandler, ale, latt, Warren, 
Deboe, Hoar, uay, Wetmore, 
Elkins, Lodge, well, Wilson. 
Fairbanks, McEnery, Shoup, 

NOT VOTING... 

Aldrich, Gear, te Pettigrew, 
Baker, George, Lindsay, Pritchard, 
Bate, Gorman, McBride, ‘octor, 
Berry, Gray, McLaurin, Rawlins, 
Butler, Hanna, McMillan, Smith 
Cannon, Hansbrough, Mallory, Thurston, 
Chilton, Harris, Tenn. Mantle, Tillman, 
Clark, Hawley, Martin, Turner, 
Cullom, Heit eld, Mason, Turpie, 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Morrill, We ton, 
Davis, Kenney, Penrose, Wolcott. 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move, in line 15, paragraph 364, to 
strike out the words three times" and insert twice:“ so that 
the compensatory duty upon the manufactured material, instead 
of being three times the cost of a pound of unwashed wool, shall 
be twice the cost of a pound of unwashed wool. It was admitted 
yesterday in debate a number of times that Port Phillip wool 
which, as nobody will deny, is the wool mainly imported and use 
by the manufacturers, shrinks at the rate of about 50 per cent, 
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or that 2 pounds of unwashed wool will make a pound of scoured 
wool. There is no reason for making larger the increases in 
favor of manufactures. They go exactly in the line of the other 
outrages we have been speaking about. I hope the Senate will 
adopt this amendment. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] to the amendment of 
the committee. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask for the yeas and nays on the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CHILTON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Oregon |Mr. MCBRIDE]. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Lgl , à 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). lam paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] on this question. If he were 
present, I should vote ` yea." i 3 

Mr. KENNEY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE]. t 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD]. 

Mr. MALLORY (when hisname wascalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR]. If he were present, I 
should vote ** yea." 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna]. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). By the same ar- 
rangement that was heretofore made I transfer my pair with the 
junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER] to my colleague 
[Mr. CLARK], so that the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK] 

will stand paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER], 
and thus relieve the Senator from Kansas [Mr. HARRIS] and my- 
self. I vote“ MuR : 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). Iagain an- 
nounce my pair with the junior Senatorfrom North Carolina [Mr. 
BUTLER]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. Under the arrangement stated by the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] I am at liberty to vote. I 
vote “ yea." 

Mr. MARTIN . Idesire to announce my pair with the senior 
Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE]. Ishould vote yea” if he 
were present. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. I announce for the day the pair be- 
tween my colleague [Mr. BERRY], who is detained from the 
Chamber by public duties. and the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
Mason]. If my colleague were present, he would vote ** yea." 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 26; as follows: 


Iam paired with 


Iam paired with the 


Iam paired with 


YEAS—19. 
Allen, Faulkner, Morgan, Tillman, 
Harris, Kans. Murphy, Vest, 
Caffery, Jones, Ark. Pasco, Walthall, 
Clay. 5 Pettigrew, White. 
Coe y Mitchell, Pettus, 
NAYS—25. 
Allison, Foraker, Perkins, Teller, 
Burrows, 8 Platt, Conn. Thurston, 
Carter, Gallinger, Platt, N. Y. Warren, 
Chandler, Hale, uay. Wetmore, 
Deboe, Hoar, ewell, Wilson. 
Elkins, Lodge, Shoup, 
Fairbanks, McEnery, Spooner, 
NOT VOTING—44, 
Aldrich, Gear, Kyle, Penrose, 
Baker, George, Lindsay, Pritchard, 
Bate, Gorman, McBride Proctor, 
Berry, Gray, McLaurin, Rawlins, 
Butler, Hanna, McMillan, Roach, 
Cannon, Hansbrough. Mallory, Smith, 
Chilton, Harris, Tenn, Mantle, Stewart, 
Clark, Hawley, artin, Turner, 
Cullom, Heitfeld Mason. Turpie, 
Daniel, ones. Ney. Morrill, Wellington, 
Davis, Kenney, Nelson, Wolcott. 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on agreeing to 
the paragraph as amended. 

'The paragraph as amended was agreed to. . 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 122, line 25, paragraph 
865, after the word ‘ blankets," to strike out the comma; in the 
same line, before flannels,“ to insert plain;“ and in the same 
line, after the word “flannels,” to strike out the comma and the 
words for underwear." 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask that the two amendments changing the 
text be disagreed to, so that the clause may stand as it came from 
the other House. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator refer to the amend- 
ments striking out the commas, or the changes in the text? 


Mr. ALLISON. The commas should remain. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There are four proposed amend- 
ments in line 25. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish the amendments of the committee in- 
serting the word“ plain“ and striking out the words for under- 
wear" to be disagreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendments 
of the committee which have been stated. 

'The amendments were rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 122, line 26, paragraph 
365, before the word cents,“ to strike out “thirty” and insert 
*'forty;" so as to read: 

On blankets, and flannels for underwear composed wholly or in part of wool, 
valued at not more than 40 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be the 
same as the duty imposed by this act on 1 pound and one-half of unwashed 
wool of the first class. 1 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 123, paragraph 365, line 2, 
after the word '*on," to strike out **1 pound and one-half” and 
insert ** 2 pounds;" so as to read: P 

The dnt r pound shall be the sam 
pounds o! 8 wool of the first Peg eee 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. When was that amendment offered, 
Mr. President? 


i Mr. TUMOR. It is an amendment which I sent to the Secre- 
ary's desk. 
‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is an amendment submitted by the 


Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is the amendment agreed to, Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 3 of the same paragraph I move to 
8 ont the words 5 cents per pound and fifteen" and insert 
“thirty.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 123, paragraph 365, line 3, after the 
word “thereto,” it is proposed to strike out “5 cents per pound 
and fifteen” and insert ** thirty;” so as to read: 

And in addition thereto, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 123, paragraph 365, line 
4, after the words ** ad valorem," to strike out ** valued at more 
than 80 and not more than 40 cents per pound,the duty per pound 
shall be twice the duty imposed by this act on 1 pound of un- 
washed wool of the first class. and in addition thereto 8 cents per 
pound and 20 per cent ad valorem;" in line 10, after the words 
* shall be," to strike out three“ and insert “two and one-half;” 
in line 13, before the words ** per centum," to strike out ten cents 
per pound and twenty " and insert ** thirty-five;" in line 16, before 
the word “ times,” to strike out “and one-half;" and in line 18, 
before the words ** per centum," to strike out ‘‘fifteen cents per 
pound and twenty” and insert“ forty;" so as to read: 


Valued at more than 40 cents and not more than 50 cents per nd, the 
duty per pound shall be two and one-half times the duty imposed by this act 
on 1 pound of unwashed wool of the first c and in addition thereto 
35 per cent ad valorem. On blankets composed wholly or in pos of wool, 
valued at more than 50 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be three 
times the duty imposed by this act on pound of unwashed wool of the first 
class, and in addition thereto 40 per cent ad valorem. ` 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 123, paragraph 865, line 20, 
after the word ' pound,“ to insert and all flannels other than 
plain;" so as to read: 


Flannels vec oe wholly or in part of wool, valued at above 50 cents per 
und, and all nels other than plain, shall be classified and pay the same 
Katy as women's and children's dress goods, etc. 


Mr. ALLISON. Ihope that amendment will be disagreed to. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposa by the Committee on Finance, which has just been 
stated. 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On page 123, line 3 of the paragraph 
just read, after the word class,“ I move to insert the words for 
each pound of wool contained in said article." 

This raises the same question that was presented by a similar 
amendment in a previous aregraph, that there shall be compen- 
sation allowed for the wool actually contained in the article, and 
not for the entire article, without regard to whether it be wool or 
cotton. There is no use to argue it any further. 

There is another thing I wish to state that I had overlooked. I 
had printed in the RECORD day before yesterday, while I was dis- 
cussing this paragraph, a statement which was published in the 
Bulletin of the National Association of Wool Manufacturers, and 
I had read this paragraph referring to the McKinley tariff: 

The wool duties of 1800 were. in a large degree, a departure from the prin- 
ciple laid down in 1867, and they were the subject o" severe and prone 
panie criticism in uence. They were fixed so high in relation to the 

prices of wool that they necessitated duties on woolen goods equivalent 
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to about 98 per cent ad valorem on the actual importations. 'Thus the wool 
and woolen schedule of that tariff became the central point of attack, and 
was largely Me pit for the political revolution which resulted in the re- 
peal of tariff of 1890 and the passage of a law placing wool on the free list. 

I was calling the attention of Republican Senators to this fact, 
and undertaking to show them that the rates under the pres- 
ent bill would be higher on an average than the rates under the 
McKinley law. The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] 
asked me a question as to whether I thought the tariff on carpet 
wools would be 100 per cent, and the RECORD shows that I re- 
plied **yes." My attention was directed to the wool schedule and 
not especially to this other matter. I know of course that the 
rate on the carpet wools under the McKinley law was only 50 per 
cent, aud the increase under this bill can not reach 100 per cent. 
'The point I pr to make was that the rates on wool generally 
in the schedule would average 100 per cent. I had just exhibited 
Specimens of manufactures that would carry a tax of 100 per cent 
in connection with others that would carry a tax of 185 per cent. 
I state this in justice to myself. It was an inadvertence when I 
said the tax on carpet wools would be 100 cent, 

I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 


Mr. CHILTON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MCBRIDE]. 
Mr. GEAR (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 


' Senator from New Jersey [Mr. — 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM]. 

Mr. KENNEY (when his name was called). Iagain announce 
my pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE], and 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I announce my 
pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD]. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). Iannounc? my 

ir with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR]. If he were 

re, I should vote ** yea." 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], and so withhold my 


Iam paired with the 


vote. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). IL again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. 
If he were here, I should vote **nay." 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I announce 
my pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

e roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY] 
announced a pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PEN- 
ROSE]. We haveagreed to transfer our pairs, so that we may both 
vote. Ivote* nay.” ` 

Mr. KENNEY. Ivote “yea.” 

Mr. TURPIE. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], with 
whom I am paired, is temporarily absent from the Chamber, and 
I therefore withhold my vote. 

.Mr. NELSON. I am paired with the Senator from Arkansas 
je Berry], bnt that pair has been transferred to the Senator 

m Illinois [Mr. Mason], and so I am at liberty to vote. The 
Senator from Arkansas and the Senator from Illinois will stand 
paired until the return of the Senator from Illinois. Ivote**nay." 

Mr. THURSTON (after having voted in the negative). Iam 

ired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. AN],and 
uire if he has voted? 
VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 
Mr. THURSTON. Then I withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
ns. Mitchell, 
acon 5 Aarrhy Walthall, 
^ ones, . urphy, 
Cla: 50 Kenney, Pasco, ite. 
Pettigrew, 
Faulkner, i Pettus, 
NAYS-35. 
Allison, Fairbanks, McEnery, Sewell, 
Burrows, Foraker, Mantle, Shoup, 
— — n me — m 
er, 3nllinger, e S, wa 
k, d le. xn Platt, Conn. Teller, 
Deboe, Hawley, Platt, N. Y. Wetmore, 
» Quay, ilson. 
NOT VOTING—39. 
Aldrich, Gear, Lindsay, Rawlins, 
DN George, McBride, th, 
te, Go MeLanrin, Thurston, 
d Gray, McMillan, 
Butler, = Mallory. Turner, 
ansbrough, Maso e, 
Chilton, Tenn. Morrill, Warren, 
Cullom, Hoar, Penrose, _ Wellington, 
Jones, Nev. Pritchard, ` Wolcott. 
vis, Kyle, Proctor, 


So the amendment of Mr. JONES of Arkansas was rejected. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I now move to insert after the word 
“class,” in line 12, “for each pound of wool contained in said 
article;" and to insert the same words after the word “class,” in 
Hoa ee 1 on. for A purpose of ced cen record ires i 
and without any hope of making an imp on upon Ephraim, 
who seems to be joined to his idol. m 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. In paragraph 365, line 12, after the word 
** class," it is proposed to insert ‘‘ for each pound of wool contained 
in said article;" and in line 17, after the word “class,” to insert 
**for each 1 of wool contained in said article." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Arkansas . JONES]. 

Mr. WHI Mr. President, I only wish to call attention to 
the very high ad valorems indicated upon the comparison before 
us upon this schedule. On pages 188 and 189 of the comparative 
statement it appears that the ad valorem rates range all the way 
from 63.48 to 125 per cent. 

I desire to call the attention of the Senators from the manufac- 
turing States, who have got, it seems to me, a discriminating duty 
in this bill, to the comments made by a very able and respected 
protectionist, formerly a member of this yand now Secretary 
of State. I refer to his comments—very brief. but pointed—upon 
the acts of 1883 and upon the McKinley law, and have no doubt, 
if he NM the obituary of the present bill, that he will similarly 
comment. 


The real struggle 


Says Mr. Sherman in his Recollections 


The real struggle in tariff legislation is one of sections, or, as General Han- 
cock traly said, it is “a local question.” The Republican party affirms thatit 
is for a protective tariff. The Democratic party declares that itis for a tariff 
for revenue only: but generally, when Republicans and Democrats together 
nre framing a tariff, Member or Senator consults the interest of his 
“deestrict” or State. It so happens that by the constitutional organization 
of the Senate two sections have an unequal allotment of Senators in propor- 
tion to pr tion. The New England States have twelve able and experi- 
enced Senators, with a population, according to the census of 1890, of 4,700,745, 
or one Senator for less than 400.000 inhabitants. 

The nine States west of the Missouri, commonly classified as the silver or 
Western States, have — Senators, with a population of 2,814,400, or one 
Senator for less than 160,000 inhabitants. This representation in the Senate 

ves these groups of States a very decided advantage in tariff legislation. 

he average of Senators to the whole population is one for 712,000 inhab tants. 
This inequality of representation can not beavoided. It was y man- 
7 carried that 
was condemned by public opinion from the date of its passage. 


Speaking of the McKinley law, the same author comments thus: 


With res; tothe princi: that underlie the policy of protection, Ihave 
alread . T Ley A l tarif law. No 


to apply them to the e tariff list we find 
that the interests of their constituents control the action of Senators and 

The McKinley tariff bill was not improved in the Senate. The 
compact and influential delegation from New England made its influence felt 
in support of industries pursued in that section, while the delegations from 
other sections were divided on party lines, 

And thus does history repeat itself. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question before the Senate is on 
the one proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, in addition to the general state- 
ment as to these rates made by the Senator from California [Mr. 
WRITE], I want to call attention to them specifically. These are 
the duties on blankets and flannels, articles of absolute and prime 
necessity, and I want to emphasize that fact. 

Under the amended duties the duty on blankets and flannels— 
the word plain“ having been stricken out, it applies to them 
all—is, upon such articles valued at less than 30 cents per pound, 
71.75 per cent, nearly two-thirds of the appraised value of the 
article. Upon such articles valued at from 30 to 40 cents, the duty 
is 63.48 per cent; valued at from 40 to 50 cents, the duty is 83 per 
cent; and upon flannels 3 yards in length, the oret. 125 per cent. 

I move to strike out this paragraph 365, ** Flannels and blankets," 
and insert the provision in the existing law, which is paragraph 
282 of the Wilson Act. I should like to have them all put on the 
free list. 

-The VICE-PRESIDENT. The arnee hepa gitar by the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] will be stat 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 365 
and in lieu thereof to insert: 

On blankets, hats of wool, and flannels for underwear and felt for printing 
machines, composed wholly or in part of wool, the hair of the camel, Fons; 
alpaca, or other animals, valued at not more than 30 cents per prena (1), 
per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 30 and not more than 40 cents 
per ^q (2),30 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 10 cents per pound 
(3). per cent ad valorem: Provided, That on blankets over 3 yards in 
length the same duties shall be paid as on woolon and worsted cloths, and on 
flannels weighing over 4 ounces per square the same duties as on dresa 
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Mr. VEST. Iask for the yeas and nays on that amendment. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. : : 
Mr, CHILTON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MCBRIDE]. - : 
Mr. GEAR (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
The Senator 


Senator from New Jersey Mr: SMITH]. 

Mr. HAWLEY (when his name was called). ) 
from Delaware . KENNEY] has authorized me again to an- 
nounce the transfer of our pairs; so that the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Barg] will stand paired with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE], and that will enable the Senator 
from Delaware and myself to vote. I announce that for the 
afternoon. I vote aye - 

Mr. KENNEY. Under that arrangement, I am at liberty to 
vote, and I vote “ yea." 


Mr. McLA when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
PRITCHARD]. 


Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR]. 
If he were present, I should vote ** yea." : : 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. HANNA], and therefore withhold my 


vote. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I 
my pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. 

. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). Iagain an- 
nounce my pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
R]. he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay." 

The roll call was concluded. ; 

Mr. WARREN. By arrangement, with the Senator from Utah 
[Mr. RAwLINS], I transfer my pair with the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. TURNER] to the tor from Ohio [Mr. Hanna]; so 
that the Senator from Utah and I will be at h to vote. I 
vote ** nay." 

Mr. RAWLINS. Under that arrangement I am at liberty to 
vote, and I vote yea." 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—24. 
Allen, Roach, 
Bacon, rris, Murphy, ‘Tillman, 
Caffery, Jones, Ark. Turpie, 
Clay, Kenney, Pett: ^ Vest, 
Pettus, Walthall, 
Faulkner, Mills, Raw: White. 
NAYS—20. 
Allison, Fair McEne: Stewart, 
Burrows, Foraker, Perkins. Ced 
Carter e, Plat n. urston, 
^ Gullinger, Platt, N. Y. Warren, 
Clark, e. Wetmore, 
Davis, Hawley, h ison. 
Deboe, oar, Shoup, 
Elkins, ge, Spooner, 
NOT VOTING-—35. 

Aldri Gear, Lindsay, N 
Bakes” Me. e, PM 
* Bate, Gray, McLaurin, Pritchard, 
Berry, Mc Proctor, 

Butler, Hansbrough, Mallory, Smith, 
Cannon, Harris, Tenn. Mantle, er, 
Chilton, 3 — ane 

ones, Nev. tchell, ol E 
Danie!, Kyle, Morrill, 


So the amendment of Mr, VEST was rejected, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire at this time to offer an amend- 


ment to the bill which I ask to have read and printed, and give 
notice that I shall offer it later. : 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment intended to be pro- 
pe the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] will 
stated. 
'The Secretary read the proposed amendment, as follows: 


Every contract, combination in the form of a trust. or association or cor- 
poration whose effect is to restrict the 8 of production or increase the 
of any article, . restraint of trade shall be deemed a 
within the provisions of this act. 
"here shall be levied, collected, and paid a tax of 10 per cent upon the 
value of all articles manufactured by a trust, as above described. 
The Secretary of the rul 


ol "Tressory shell make ali the les and. - 
lations to carry out the provisions of this act, and the tax shall be collected 
by the Secretary of the ury; and any person connected with or in the 
aps] of any trust, as herein deseribed, who shall sell any eee ee nro: 
erty of said trust, upon which the tax has not been paid, shall be not 
VF imprisoned for not less than 
or more than five years. 

And ali goods soid without the payment of tax as herein provided shall be 
CCC the Treasury of the 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment intended to be 7 


posed by the Senator from South Dakota will be printed an 
over. 


Mr. CHILTON. Some time dna gave notice of an amendment 
to the free list of the pending bill, to be known as paragraph 5361, 


adding flannels, blankets, shawls, knit fabrics, women's and chil- 
dren's dress goods, and cloths, made tang or in part of wool, 
and valued at not over 70 cents a pound. This covers the coarser 
woolen fabrics, which I thought and still think ought to go upon 
the free list. In passing over the bill and taking up its paragraphs 
I desire to reserve the right, if my amendment s be subse- 
quently adopted, to return so as to make the necessary corrections 
in the dutiable paragraphs. 

From the demonstration which the frequent roll calls have 
afforded, I think future changes very doubtful and improbable. 
Sete I make the reservation, so that I may be right on the 
record. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will take notice of the 
statement of the Senator from Texas. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 366, line 1, 124, 
after the word “similar,” to insert description and: in line 2, 
after the word character,” to strike out “and description;" in line 
5, after the word yard.“ to strike out “ the duty shall be seven” 
and insert “six and one-half;" in line 7, to strike out “the duty 
shall be eight“ and insert “seven and one-fourth;” and in line 8, 
after the word addition,“ to strike out: 


And insert ‘‘thereto on all the foregoing, 50 per cent ad va- 
lorem;" so as to make the paragraph read: 


DE 6} cents per square yard; valued at more than 15 cents per 
tcen d; and in addition thereto on all the foreg per 
cent ad valorem: Provided, That on all the foregoing wi 


hing over 4 ounces 
res ique yard the duty shall be the same as imposed 


y this schedule on 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Iowa what is the effect of the proviso at the end of the paràgraph— 

i t ai 
lE uL M Ue parte SS E pent EE pu 
ur regain They go in the above schedule instead of this 
schedule. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The purpose is to take everything 
out of the 5 that weighs over 4 ounces a WE 

Mr. ALLISON. Four ounces to the square yar 

Mr.JONES of Arkausas. It takes out everything and prac- 
tically abolishes the paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh. no. We take a few things out. Some of 
them may weigh more than 4 ounces to the square yard. These 
ladies' dress goods generally weigh less than 4 ounces to the square 
yard. That is the paragraph in the McKinley law, and it is all 


right. 

"The reading of the bill was resumed. "The next amendment of 
the committee was, in paragraph 367, e 125, line 8, after the 
word “act,” to strike out the duty be eleven” and insert 

‘ten „ and after the word “addition,” in line 9, to 
out: 


than 12} cents per 
ng 17} cents per NACE yard, the duty shall be 
bi cents per square yard; valued at more than 171 cents per square yard and 

d, 7} cents per square yard; valued at 
it cents per square yard, and in addi 
foreach nnd every 5 cents per equare 


part in excess of 224 cents uare yard; 
and in addition to all the foregoing duties there be imposed on ali thé 
rem. 


articles mentioned in this paragraph a duty of 20 per cent 

And insert ** thereto on all the foregoing 50 per cent ad valorem;” 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

3887. On women's and children's dress goods, coat linings, Italian cloths, 
er eng and ee! pence ; ded vnus. this act. 8 8 —— 
sat and in addition thereto ada the foregoing 50 per cent ad VENE Moe aa 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Vs EST. Does that conclude the amendments of the com- 
m 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It concludes the amendments of the 
committee. 

Mr. VEST. I wishto call attention to the duties imposed by 
the amendments to paragraphs 366 and 367. I have not been able 
to tell exactly what the duties are, but I can safely assert that 
they amount to between 80 and 100 per cent on ali the goods men- 
tioned. These are Italian cloths, women's and children's dress 
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goods, and the duties amount to from 80 to 100 per cent. Under 
paragraph 367 the duties range from 80 to 135 per cent. I move 
to strike out paragraphs 366 and 367 and insert paragraph 283 of 
the existing law, which covers all the articles named in the two 
paragraphs. : 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraphs 366 
and 367 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

On women's and children's dress goods, coat linings, Italian cloth, bunting, 
or goods of similar description or character, and on all manufactures com- 
posed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat. alpaca, 
or other animals, including such as have India rubber as a component mate- 
rial, und not specially provided for in this act, valued at not over 50 cents 
5 pound, 40 per cent àd valorem; valued at more than 50 cents per pound, 

per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not think these very great in- 
creases ought to be passed without a word of explanation as to 
why they are made and how they are made and what the effect of 
them is to be. I have not before me the comparative tables which 
show the importations heretofore made of these particular goods 
under the present rate of duty, so as to ascertain whether this is 
purely a revenue tariff or is a tariff levied upon the demand of the 
manufacturers of these goods for protection tothem, or a combi- 
nation of both. 

Mr. ALLISON. These duties are made necessary of course first 
by the duty on wool—— 

Mr. VEST. A compensatory duty. 

Mr. GRAY. A compensatory duty. 

Mr. ALLISON, And second to enable our home manufacturers 
to competesuccessfully with people who are manufacturing abroad 
the same class of goods; and in that respect it is a protective tariff 
with a view to revenue. 

Mr. GRAY. Incidental revenue? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; the reverse of that. 
revenue bill. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh! 2. . 

Mr. ALLISON. And it is arranged so as to discriminate in 
favor of our own people against people in other countries. That 
is the theory of the bill, and I am not surprised that the Senator 
from Delaware has not ascertained that fact before this time. 
That is the general theory of it. 

Mr. GRAY. I had not ascertained it. I am glad to get the 
information, and any information I can get, because we do not get 
a great deal ot light from the otherside. Of course we understand 
the reason. It is because of the determination to vote and to make 
no speeches, 1 a 

Nevertheless, I think seriously that it is not a matter that 
ought to be passed—I do not say without debate, for Iam not pre- 
pared thoroughly to discuss the reason and the mode of taxation 
and the rate proposed, but I do want to call attention to what it 
really is. We are raising taxes on the people of this country to a 
very large extent, I think a very onerous extent, one that will 
prove and be thought outrageous by a large class of very worthy 

ple, and people whose interest we ought to regard as well as 
That of the manufacturers, We are to compensate the manu- 
facturer for the increase on the price of raw wool caused by the 
duty, but there is no compensation, it appears, for the consumer. 
When you come to the consumer, then the compensation ends and 
the compensatory system seems to fail entirely. : 

Now, what does this really mean? It is on women's and chil- 
dren's dress goods, coat linings, Italian cloths, buntings, and 

of similar description. ere is hardly a family in the 
d that will not have its yearly expenses increased by reason of 
thisitem. There is no head of a family, there is no wife or mother 
who goes shopping for her children, or for those for whom she 
must provide, who will not feel the pinch of this paragraph. I 
know Senators say it is trifling; as the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. WARREN] said yesterday, it is only so much a head; but this 
Scheme of herding the great home market at so much a head does 
not commend itself to me as either benevolent or exactly in ac- 
cord with those ideas of humanity which treat people in a differ- 
ent fashion than by the head. I donot like it. But, taking his 
statement, it would be a very serious per capita tax. 

Ihave had sent to me at my request. and I have hardly had 
time to look at them, some samples of the goods that are to be 
taxed, and which being taxed means a graver burden to the 
ple of this country. It means a little harder struggle for those 
who by their daily toil have to make their daily bread. Here 
[exhibiting] appears a sample of French cassimere, rather a mod- 
est article, but after all we all recognize it—those of us who have 

milies—as something we have seen and something very neces- 
sary. The present rate is 50 per cent. The present price is 18} 
cents. Fifty per cent added is a very good tax one would think. 
The proposed Senate rate of duty is 50 per cent and 10} cents per 
square yard. Under the proposed duty the price per yard is 28} 
cents. That is only very little per head, but 28} cents per yard is 
10 cents a yard more than the present Brice; and in buying a 

ow how many yards 


The whole bill is a 


sufficient quantity for a dress—I do not 


it takes; the Senator from Arkansas can tell me how many are 


necessary—— 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ten yards and over. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from West Virginia knows. 
10 yards and over. Suppose it takes 10 and over. 
than a dollar tax on the article. 

Here is another article [exhibiting] called German henrietta, 
whateverthat may be. It is an article of women's dress goods. 
The present price per yard is 25 cents, and the price under the 
proposed duty will be 57 cents. That is a very onerous tax, and 
we ought not to be called upon to levy it unless there is some good 
reason for it, and it ought to be, as the Senator from Arkansas 
suggests to me, a public reason. We see here now the iniquity of 
commencing on the scheme of raising tariff taxes by raising the 
taxes on raw material. 

. The Senator from Iowa says it is largely compensatory; that it 
is made necessary in order that the manufacturers may not suffer 
because of the increased cost of their raw material. They are 
compensated, but who is going to compensate the woman who 
buys the dress? Nobody, I take it; and out of her pocket or that 
of her husband comes at last this enormous premium that is lev- 
ied in the name of taxation, not to go into the Treasury of the 
United States, as the Senator from Iowa confesses—in that event 
we might bear the burden with some equanimity—but to go into 
the pockets of other citizens of the United States who claim that 
they have the privilege of using the taxing power for their benefit. 

r. ALLISON. The present law is 60 per cent ad valorem upon 
that class of goods. "The wool that enters into that class of goods 
is now free. Therefore it is conceded on both sides of the ques- 
tion that the manufacturers need 50 per cent ad valorem in order 
that they may successfully compete with people abroad making 
the same goods. 

It must be evident that if we put a duty upon the raw material 
which enters into the manufacture of these fabrics, our manu- 
facturers can not compete. Iam sure the Senator from Delaware 
does not desire that all our woolen manufactories shall be closed 
and that all these goods shall be imported from other countries. 

We propose a duty upon wool in order that we may produce our 
own wool in this country as soon as practicable. I believe that 
ancient Democrat, President Jackson, said that that was one of 
the essential things which ought to havea tariff, so that we might 
provide clothing for our soldiers, and so on. That is all there is 
toit. The duties we have proposed here in addition to the duty 
imposed in the act of 1894 are duties that will enable our manu- 
facturers to compete with foreigners who manufacture these arti- 


cles. 

Mr. GRAY. AsIsaid, the Senator from Iowa says this is b 
way of compensation to the manufacturer, and so it seems it 
not necessary to say anything else at this stage of the debate. 
Having put the tax on raw wool, then everything else is plain sail- 
ing—go on and place compensatory taxes, without thought as to 
what is to be the effect of them or who is to pay the piper for this 
dismal dance. 

At all events, although the Senator from Iowa says that is all of 
it, Ithinkit is not all of ituntil the people in some way understand 
what it means. If this is the necessary consequence of putting a 
tax on raw wool,let us know it. Then thefarmers and the farm- 
ers’ wives, who have a hundred sheep, and who will get about 17 
cents benefit out of protection, will know that they are to pay sev- 
eral dollars more on every dress pattern they buy to present a bet- 
ter appearance at church or at market or anywhere else they want 


to go. ! 

KS Senator from North Carolina onte said if it was big enough 
to stealit was big enough to keep. I do not believe in stealing it, 
if you please, from those who have earned it and paying it to those 
who have not earned it. All I can do now is to call attention to 
what the tax really is. I shall not consume more time than is 
necessary to do that. 

Here [exhibiting] is another sample, whatis called French serge. 
I have no doubt the Senator from Iowa knows a great deal more 
about such things than I do. It is a thing no doubt very valuable 
and very much sought after as adress goods. I do not see wh 
the women, young and old, who want these goods should be fin 
for gratifying that want; why they should be punished for want- 
ing something that will be dressy and as much of an adornment as 
itis. Ishould be very sorry to see them put in a position where 
they could not so adorn themselves. 

. WHITE. I hope the Senator from Delaware will not dis- 
play that red garment to the other side. It may break up the 
caucus. 

Mr.GRAY. What is the tax on this article? The present price 
is 28 cents, and under the Ta duty it will be 41 cents. Of 
course thatis so much a yar: t would bea dollar or twoon a dress 
pattern or a cloak pattern or whatever else you want; but when * 
you come to multiply it in the course of a year by the number of 
times you want to buy it, and consider the many other articles 


He says 
That is more 
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advanced in price in the same way, it is a considerable item, and 


it should not be imposed upon the people without due thought 
and without considering whether it is a just burden which they 
gre called upon to bear. 

Then here [exhibiting] is another article, called French check, 
which is now worth 30 cents a yard. Here it is. [Exhibiting.] 
We all recognize these things. e do not want to abolish them, 
and we 1 us not to make it harder for the people to get them. 
That is what the manufacturers want to do—to make it a little 
harder for the people to get those things, in order that they may 
charge an enhanced price for their product. The price of it is 30 
cents, and you propose by your duty to make it 41 cents. 

Here [exhibiting] is another, a German serge, which now costs 
83 cents. You will make it 46 cents, There [exhibiting] is an- 
other, a German cheviot, which is 42 cents, and you propose to 
make it 72 cents, if this table is right. 'There [exhibiting] is 
another, a German cotton warp, fancy. It costs 244 cents, and 
you propose by your duty to make it 313 cents. 8 

I only call attention to these in passing, that it may not be said 
that Senators who are in favor of the bill do not know what will 
be the real practical effect upon the masses of the people who pay 
the indirect tax—indirect, but nevertheless real. 

You can not compensate illegally or unduly or unfairly one 
class of people without taking it from some others. Therefore, as 
I said in the beginning, we see what effect a naughty deed once 
indulged in produces. You have put these exorbitant taxes upon 
raw materials which ought to come in to give employment to 
American labor and stimulate their ingenuity in making these 
fabrics in competition with the whole world and pies asses, onr 
export trade; you have shut them out practically, and you have 
enabled the manufacturers, in order to compensate them, to charge 
these increased prices to all the people of this country. That is 
the way this concealed tax, this masked burden and exaction is 
imposed upon the 


people, 
Mr. WARREN. May J ask the Senator from Delaware a ques- 


tion? 
Mr. GRAY. Yes. 
Mr. WARREN. I should like to ask the Senator from Dela- 


ware if he is not one of those who voted for a tariff on woolen 
fabrics in the Wilson bill? 

Mr. GRAY. I voted for a revenue tariff in the Wilson bill. 

Mr. WARREN. Purely a revenue tari 

Mr. GRAY. No; I will not say it was purely for revenue. 
That is what I wanted, but could not get. 

I will tell the Senator what I did. I voted for the lowest tax I 
could get, because I recognized it as a practical question then. As 
has been said here before, the system of tariff protection had been 
in vogue for very many years; the poison of that false policy had 
got into the blood of the American people; and it had produced 
its legitimate effects. 

Capital had gone into the protected industries, and while I and 
most of my associates were in favor of free trade and wanted to 
turn our faces in that direction, we still did not want to strike a 
disastrous blow to those who in good faith had embarked upon 
enterprises which were fed to some extent by protection taxes. So 
we proposed to go slowly. As the Senator from Arkansas said 
the other day, we proposed to take the edifice down by taking 
down one brick at a time from the top, and not by destroying it 
by dynamite or blowing it up from the foundation. That is the 
reason. 

Mr. WARREN, May Task the Senator from Delaware another 
question? If that is the case, and if he desired to take it down 
brick by brick, I will ask the Senator why, when he imposed taxes 
as revenue taxes or protective taxes or tariff, he put them all upon 
manufactures of woolens and none on wool? Was that taking 
off the protection from wool brick by brick? 

Mr. GRAY. I think I have answered the Senator. Enough 
has been said here about free raw material. We proposed that 
the manufacturers of our country and the labor of our country 
should not be kept away from the raw materials of industry and 
enterprise wherewith to work. We did not propose to debar them 
from the opportnnities that free raw material gave. We did not 
disregard the interests of the manufacturers and the men who 
labor in a protected mill, but we wanted to conserve them, and 
we desired to conserve them by giving them free raw materials 
wherewith to work. 

Mr. WARREN. I should like to ask the Senator another ques- 
tion. Why is cloth a manufactured article and wool not? And 
why does he not protect and foster the laborer engaged in wool- 
growing as well as in cloth weaving? 

Mr. GRAY. Iam nota catechumen. 

Mr. WARREN. I assumed that the Senator from Delaware 
would not answer the question, because he can make no answer. 
The man who produces wool produces the manufactured product 
of the farmer. The man who produces cloth produces the manu- 


factured productof thecloth maker, They are both raw materials 
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or they are both manufactured articles. There is no way around 
it. I-challenge any man on this floor or anywhere else to show 
the American people why the farmer's product of wool, when it 
is sheared and delivered, is not as much a manufactured product 
as cloth is when it leaves the loom. The Senator does not wear 
the wool as it comes from the sheep, nor does he wear the cloth as 
it comes from the factory. You might just as well say that the 
pee manufacturer is the tailor who takes the cloth and makes the 
clothes, 

Now, then, there is another theory the Senator advances. He 
assumes that the tariff imposed upon articles manufactured abroad 
must make similar manufactured articles made in this country 
that much higher to theconsumer in thiscountry. Yet that Sen- 
ator knows, and I know, that there have been articles made and 
sold in this country continually upon the market at a price much 
lower than the amount of tariff alone imposed upon similar articles 
when imported. s 

In the manufacture of woolen goods it does not matter if we 
should vote here five times the compensatory duties that are really 
necessary, it would not cost the consumer one penny more for one 
yard of cloth, unless it was some novelty sprung upon the market 
quo and sold for ashort time before some competitor could make 

e same fabric. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Iowa says it would. 

Mr. WARREN. So far as cloth making is concerned, there is 
not a piece shown by the Senator but that can be made in this 
country. The Senator knows just as well as I do that with the 
Yankee ingenuity that hesometimes alludes to, and with the capi- 
tal in this country, just so soon as one manufacturer is making 
an article upon which the net profits are more than the proper 
interest of to-day, another manufacturer starts in to make the 
same article. So while we want to give every manufacturer an 
opportunity to make his goods by keeping out foreign goods of 
the kind, as a matter of fact the competition between manufac- 
turers will protect the wearer of woolens, as it will every other 
article of consumption, where there is notan unlawful, illegal 
combination, or some trust that succeeds in cornering the market, 
to put up or put down the price of some product at will. 

garding the commerce in wool and woolens, there has never 
been a suspicion of the manipulations of a trust or combination 
that I ever heard of. There has never been a time when wool or 
woolens have been sold upon futures and sold short and sold long. 
There has never been a time when they have been cornered or 
when any combination or any trust has controlled the product. 
So woolen goods, like wire nails and a great many other articles 
made of iron, may be sold, as those articles have been sold, at the 
lowest figure at which they can be manufactured here in this 
country and pay the workmen their price and pay a legitimate 
return upon the money invested. 

So I say that while my constituency may not be interested di- 
rectly in the manufacture of a single woolen article, yet I am 
ready to stand here and vote now and always to put a compensa- 
tory duty upon each and avory article sufficient in the judgment 
of those who know—the manufacturers themselves if necessary— 
to exclude, to prohibit if necessary, if you will, foreign manu- 
factures of the same kind, so as to afford employment at good 
wages to every American citizen desiring occupation. 

Now, we do not propose to prohibit the import of wool. Until 
we raise enough, we have got to import it. Weask for no prohibe 
itory duty. We should resent and repudiate any duty of that 
kind. But when it comes to a duty upon such manufactures as 
can be successfully produced here, so far as I am concerned, I am 
ready to vote a prohibitive duty, if you please, because I know 
that as a consumer I am protected by the laws of trade and com- 
petition here as between one manufacturer and another. 

As to the duty that 83 upon wool by woolgrowers, we 
have a long history to look back over. It has been demonstrated 
by the rise and fall in the number of sheep over and over again 
that on any quy less than the duty proposed in this bill the num- 
ber of sheep and the value thereof have rapidly decreased in this 
country, and whenever there has been a duty of more or about 
whatis proposed here there has been an increase in the number 
and value of sheep. 

Before the Wilson bill was passed the statistics of the United 
States showed that the sheep in this country were worth over 
$125,000,000, or nearly $126,000,000. The same statistics show that 
after two years of the action of the Wilson bill, which the Senator 
from Delaware voted for, and which refused the woolgrowers & 
cent of protection, and refused to take revenue even from foreign 
wool that came in—preferring the foreign woolgrower to his own 
countrymen—sheep had decreased in price to alittle over $66,000,- 
000 in value, lacking but a few dollars of a loss of one-half in the 
value of sheep in two short years of Democratic misrule. 

Thus we have shown, and the records show, and it takes no ar- 
gument, and it need take no time to show that it is necessary in 
order to continue that industry to have a duty about such as is 
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proposed here, or perhaps a larger one. 'That has been demon- 


strated. 
Now, sir, as to the duty upon goods, I repeat that the price of 
manufactured goods in aaa has never been controlled for 


any length of time by the amount of duty that was levied onman- 
ufactured goods of like character. It has been ted by the 
laws of trade and competition within our own lan 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I am very loath to occupy time, 
but really we ought to stoplong enough just to know what we 
are doing and what this provision amounts to. The Senator 
from Wyoming has said that the number of sheep has very much 
decreased under the Wilson bill, I think. Was it not? 

Mr. WARREN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. If the people of the United States submit to these 
outrageous exactions without protest and without a fight against 
them—— 

Mr. WARREN. "Thepeople expressed themselves on that ques- 
tion at the last election. 

Mr. GRAY. We will find out that there are more sheep in the 
United States than I imagined. 

Mr. WARREN. The people have expressed themselves. 

Mr. GRAY. There are more sheep in the United States than I 
imagined. I do not believe there are that many. 

Mr. President, I do not propose to go into the: intricate subject 
(intricate only on the part of those who believe as the distin- 

ished Senator from Wyoming) of free raw material or its phi- 
phy, but what I do-want to say, and I repeat, is that the num- 
ber of sheep under the tariff act of 1867, as was stated by the 
Senator from Missouri the other day. steadily decreased, and the 
number of sheep under the McKinley tariff act steadily decreased, 
unless the Senator from Missouri is altogether mistaken. 

Mr. WARREN. You must have misunderstood him. 

Mr. GRAY. Unless I am mistaken in the source of his state- 
ment—— 

Mr. WARREN. If the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. GRAY. Imay be mistaken. 

Mr. WARREN. I can not allow the Senator from Delaware to 
malign the Senator from Missouri in his absence in that manner. 
Ido not think the Senator from Missouri stated anything of the 
kind, because it would be untrue if he did state it so. 

Mr. GRAY. Whether it be the number of sheep or the price 
of wool, there was a steady decline. So the intimate relation be- 
tween a tariff on this raw material, which Linsist upon calling it, 
and its price is, it seems to me, demonstrated to be different from 
what the Senator from Wyoming thinks it. If we are to be taxed 
upon everything that grows from the ground, whether it be lum- 
ber, or cotton. or wheat, or the wool on a sheep's back, and then 
upon everything that is manufactured from them, of course we 
get into a very vicious circle, and I do not know that anybody is 
very much protected. The Senator has gone around that circle 
of protective argument until he has arrived at his starting point, 
and y yet I do not see exactly how he is any better off than when 

an. 

What insist u n is that we would be better off if we had no 
taxes—tariff or other—except those that are imposed for public 
revenue, and that no dollar be taken from the erican nad 
and that no industry be compelled to pay tribute except to defray 
the necessary expenses of the Government economically admin- 
istered, and that not one cent of taxation ought to be allowed for 
other than public purposes. 

I suppose the Senator understands that that is the position that 
we occupy; or many of us, on this side of the Chamber. It is very 
different from the one occupied by the Senator from Wyoming, 
who believes that even the primitive industry, the oldest in the 
history of the world, that of raising flocks and clipping the fleece, 
needs to rest upon the paternal support of legislation. I do not 
believe that a Government partnership in this very primitive and 
crude industry is necessary from any point of view. I would 
have. if I could, not a cent of protective tariff in any of these 
schedules, and then I would leave the manufacturers in this coun- 

whose prosperity I desire and whose en rise I am proud of, 
with the great advantage that you are taking from them, and that 
is, the advantage of access to the free raw materials upon which 
labor and 2 and skill can be exercised for the uplifting 
and the benefit of the whole human family. 

That is the condition for which I am contending, and which I 
will approach; and if I am content to mag — it dually on 
account of the scare made by those who: have li so long on 
Government subsidy, I am not to be reproached for inconsistency 
because I have been somewhat influenced: by the piteous appeals 
of those who think that they can not carry on the natural indus- 
tries of the world without calling upon help from their neighbors 
and from the Government taxation. 

Mr. WARREN, Will the Senator from Delaware indulge me 
&moment? I take that to be a sort of apology for insisting upon 
protection to manufacturers but no protection to the rural 
ple, the agriculturists. I take it that his vote on the Wilson bill, 


which gave 50 per cent to the woolen manufacturers and nothing 
to the woolgrowers, shows very plainly, followed as it is by his 
observations, that he acknowledges an apology is due. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the peonia who raise wool and the 


people who raise cotton do not nee protection from the Govern- 
ment, and they have never asked it in any way that would indi- 
cate that they did. They are Meg d their industry to develo 
the resources of nature and trust to that sense of fairness — 
justice which ought to be found in a NE assembiy to pre- 
vent them from being unfairly burdened by taxation for the bene- 
fit of other industries no more worthy than their own. 

But, Mr. President, the Senator says if they will give him what 
Judge Lawrence calls this: ample protection, this: indemnity for 
the past and security for the futare—terms which a foreign enemy, 
if they had captured the capital, would use if they were turning 
around to loot it—indemnity for the past and security for the 
future, considering the rest 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President 

Mr. GRAY. Onemoment. Considering the rest of the people 
of the United States as their enemies and speaking of the hostility 
that is developed against this. great and new industry of raising 
wool. If that is to be the line of conduct, then we are to under- 
stand from the Senator that he is willing, asa largess to the manu- 
facturer, whose raw material he has made more expensive and 
harder to get, that they shall levy also an additional subsidy out of 
the same people, out of the same e market, which means all the 
people of the United States who wear woolen clothes, He is will- 
ing to give them, from the pockets of these same le, a bounty 
which. shall be as large as they demand, and then he says there 
will be no very great injury done by it, because. forsooth, the com- 
iru that takes place inside of the tariff wall is going to bring 

own the price of these commodities to a fair and reasonable rate. 

Well, if that be so, when are we to e tit? When wasitever 
known that a protected interest was willing that the tariff wall 
should be lowered?- When wasit ever known that they came for- 
ward and said, Now this industry in its struggling state has 
been nursed into strength and into manhood and we are willing to 
take n less exaction and to lower this protective wall?" Can the 
Senator cite me any interest in which that has been done? Has 
the wool interest? Has the wool interest, that has been protected 
for these many years, ever arrived at a state when it was willing 
to lower the rate on the clip? 

Mr. W It has been lowered. 

Mr. GRAY. Has it ever been done with the consent of the 
woolgrower? Does the Senator from Wyoming know of a single 
instance where Mer have come into the Halls of Congress and 
said, „After these long years and generations of protection, we 
are willing now, because our industry is established and the num- 
ber of our flocks has increased, that this should come down in the 
interest of the poor people who have been paying usthis subsidy all 
these years?" I pause for a.reply, if the Senator has any reply to 
make to that question 3 y. Has there ever been a time? 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator repeat his question? 

Mr. GRAY. Iam sorry the Senator was not listening to me; 
I can not repeat it. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator says it will not increase very 
much the price of these goods—that is what I understood him to 
say—by reason of this competition. I shonld like to know how 
the manufacturers are going to be protected if they do not get an 
increased price. How are they going to be compensated for the 
increased price of the raw wool? you not expect the wool- 
grower to get more for his: wool by reason of this tariff tax, I ask 
the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. WARREN. As the Senator insists upon asking the ques- 
tion 

Mr. GRAY. ask him a civil and respectful question, I hope. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask the Senator not to put words in my 
month, but to quote me correctly. 

Mr. GRAY. I have not quoted you. I have asked the question, 
and I desire an answer. the Senator will answer my question, 


I will be obli to him. 
Mr. WARREN. What is the question? 
Mr. GRAY. 


My mae was whether he does not expect that 
the price of wool will be increased to the woolgrower by reason of 
8 E 

Mr. WARREN. Yes. : 

Mr. GRAY. Well. that is all now. If the price is increased to 
the woolgrower by reason of the tariff, and the manufacturer is 
com by an increased tax on the manufactured article, 
then the consumer must pay an increased price, and nobody com- 
pensates the consumer, as Thaye said before. 

Mr. WARREN. Now, will the Senator permit me to finish 


my answer? 
. GRAY. Oh, certainly. 


Mr. WARREN. It is unquestionably true that the woolgrower 
will receive more by the tariff on wool, because we do not raise 
enough to supply the home market, and because there is not, and 
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ection can not be, sufficient competition at home. 

woolen goods, I stated then and repeat now, it does 
not matter in the protection against foreign im tions whether 
you have placed your compensatory duty too high or just high 
enough, because the consumer gets the benefit of all the competi- 
tion in manufacturing at home, and that regulates the price. 
We have in this country manufacturers enough. The case is 
quite different in regard to sheep. 

Now, while I am on my feet, if the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. GRAY. Pleaseexcuseme. Iam veryindulgentand I have 

eat respect for the Senator from Wyoming, but I do not want 
fim to put anything of his own in my speech, but just to reply in 
his own time. 

Mr. WARREN. Ishould say 

Mr. GRAY. You have your own time, sir. Of course Tdo not 
want the Senator to put in my argument what he has to say. I 
asked him a question and I certainly have given him abundant 

for an answer, and now I pro to proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Delaware yield to the Senator from Wyo- 
ming? 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator declines to yield. 

Mr. GRAY. No, sir; I do not decline to yield. J have yielded. 
The Senator knows I did not decline. 

Mr. WARREN. I wanted to finish the question he had asked me. 

Mr. GRAY. If I have 

Mr. WARREN. I will not embarrass him further. He knows 
he is traveling in close quarters. 

Mr. GRAY. No, no. 

Mr. WARREN. And it is getting closer. 

Mr. GRAY. That is an old trick that the Senator may use on 
the stump in Wyoming, but you do not embarrass me, and never 
have, by any such argument. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware is 
entitled to the floor and will proceed. 

Mr. GRAY. Here we have it again, that there is competition 
which is to counteract the effect of the tariff. 'The tariff is to 
raise the price and competition is to lower it. Ishould like to ask 

Low the manufacturer is to get this proposed benefit that is prom- 
ised him in compensation for the high price that he has to pay for 
his tariff-taxed wool. It is very obvious that the tariff to the 
manufacturer creates with him precisely in principle what is cre- 
ated by a trust, those e institutions which are so much talked 
about now and so much denounced, and have been the theme of 
so much vituperative eloquence on this floor. The tariff creates 
a trust for the manufacturer just as surely as the combination of 
the manufacturers of sugar created a trust in the name of the 
American Sugar Refining Company. It does not differ in principle. 

The Government of the United States is asked to stand and will 
stand guard along all the shores of this continent and keep off 
foreign competition and tellthe manufacturers on the inside of 
those sacred precincts they may work their sweet will so far as 

are concerned upon the American consumer. That is just 
what the trust does. That they are identical in principle, that 
manufacturers who have taken the Government into ership 
in this way stand upon precisely the same ground that a trust 
stands, has been recently 8 judicially by the supreme court 
of Germany, as stated in a paragraph that I noticed the other day 
in the New York Journal of Commerce. 
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Just what the high-tariff protectionists claim that this Govern- 
ment ought to say. 


In accordance with this principle the legislative bodies have b rapere 


financial ruin. For this reason the formation of syndicates and trusts 
has been ten by several authorities as a means which, when properl 
adapted, w prove remarkably expedient to prevent extravagant an 
detrimental overproduction.” 


Mr. President, I should like to ask what else the tariff is ex- 
p" to do except to enter into a combination, in this case, for 
„ With all the woolen manufacturers, and say, We, by 


long in 
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our legislation, by our fiat, by our supreme power and authority, 
will enable you to ree the American consumer more than you 
would otherwise be able to receive if it were not for that com- 
bination.” It is to protect these manufacturers from any competi- 
tion except that which is within the charmed circle of the protective 
tariff; and precisely that thing is done when you form a trust. 
So this is a great tariff trust. It is a trust of the sheep grower of 
Wyoming, and it is a trust of the woolen manufacturer, sanc- 
tioned by law, protected by law, enco ed by law, approved by 
the legislation of the Congress of the United States. Now, what 
are we todo? Competition inside of this circle is to produce these 
wonderful results and neutralize all that is promised these very 


people. 

Mr. President, Ican understand why the wool industry of the 
United States has developed out of itsoriginal and primitive state. 
Theseatof sheep husbandry has gone beyond the Mississippi River. 
I know that in the great State of the Senator from Wyoming there 
is an enormous opportunus for that husbandry that does not exist 
in my State, that does not exist in the Atlantic States, and that is 
ceasing to exist in the States of Ohio, Illinois, and Indiana, in 
comparison with what is growing up in those far Western 3 
Who is to protect the Ohio sheep husbandman from the competi- 
tion of the Wyoming sheep husbandman, where you have a range 
over land never paid for, over the free land of the United States— 
those great sheep ranges and cattle ranges? 

Can a man who lives in the State of Ohio or in Indiana or Illi- 
nois, and who pays any where from fifty to one hundred dollars an 
acre for his land, compete in the sheep-growing industry, with 
these natural developments which have been seized upon, the 
opportunities which have been afforded by nature and by the law 
of the United States in opening these great reservations? How 
are yon going to compete with them? And yet the Senator from 
Wyoming, who has this great natural advantage, who lives in & 
country where these great flocks of sheep can range at the will of 
the owner over hundreds of thonsands of acres, wants a protective 
tariff from all his less favored fellow-citizens in the East and in 
the Middle West in order that he and his people may have an in- 
creased advantage and an increased profit over what nature and 
i Paes have so abundantly given them. 

Ir. President. if there is anything fair in that, if there is any- 
thing just in that, I want to hear some one explain what the fair- 
ness and what the justice is. We know that for years the farmers 
of the East and on the Atlantic Coast have been suffering from 
the competition of the West. There is no protective tariff that 
can help them. They have to submit to it. Then I should like to 
know how it is, and by what justice those who have captured this 
great industry, and who now control it with such remarkable ad- 
vantages, come here and demand from the millions of the consum- 
ing public in the East, who must wear woolen clothes and work 
at some other industry just as worthy as theirs in order to get the 
wherewithal to buy them, and demand from them tribute to in- 
crease the price of the wool of the Wyoming sheep S ted 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, only a moment. I do not desire 
to continue the argument with the able and courteous Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Gray], because official figures are stronger 
than argument, no matter how worthily made or by whom given. 

I will just notice in passing that the Senator's estimate of the 
returns to the woolgrowers from the tariff on sheep and the con- 
sequent expense to the consumer is at the rate of 17 cents to 100 
sheep. Healready has that on record. I noted it in passing, and 
now I will ask consent to have printed in the RECORD the official 
figures of the United States from 1872 to 1895 as to the number 
and value of sheep in the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the table 
referred to will be printed in the RECORD, 

The table referred to is as follows: 


Sheep. | 
January 1— 

Number. Value. 

31,679, 300 | $88,771, 197 19, 902, 706 
. 002, 400 | 97, 922. 300 107, 960, 650 
33,993, 200 |- 88, 690, 569 D 443, 867 
23,183,000 | 91,290. 052 89,872, 839 
8 Sakae um 
35,740,500 | 80,608,062 100, 659, 761 
39,123,800 | 79,023. 984 108, 397, 447 
"| 40,765,900 | 90,230,537 116, 121, 290 
43,576, S99 | 104,070,759 125, 909, 264 
45,016, 224 | 106, 594, 954 59, 186, 110 
49,237,291 | 124,380, 835 68, 655, 707 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
that the vote may be taken on the pending motion. : 


Mr. JONES of Ar Mr. President, in confirmation of 


what has just been said by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], 
I wish to call attention to the distribution of sheep ugh the 


United States. I have a table made up in numbers by thousands, 
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giving the number of sheep in the different States and different 
sections of the Union from 1865 to 1896-97, from which it will ap- 
thatin 1865 there were 24,799.000 sheep in certain Eastern 
Bates Maine, ahd Hampshire, b teni aep 5 NeR 
ork, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, o, Michigan, In- 
diana, Illinois, and West Virginia—and that that number had 
decreased to 7,709,000 in 1896-97; that in the Southern States—Vir- 
finis, North and South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, 
ennessee, and Kentucky—there were in 1865, 2,297,000 sheep, and 
there were 2,807,000 sheep in 1898-97; that in Missouri, Texas, and 
California there were in 1868, 4,404,000 sheep, and in 1896-97 there 
were 6,063,000 that in Kansas, Iowa, Wisconsin, and Minnesota 


there were 2,351,000 sheep in 1805, and 1,890,000 in 1896; and that 
inthe Western States, which are favored by thenatural advantages 
so distinctly pointed out by the Senator from Delaware. there 
were in 1330, 5,455,000 sheep, and in 1893-97 there were 17,860,000, 
showing the movement of the sheep toward the localities with the 
best natural advantages, and of their falling off in the more set- 
tled parts of the Union, where the price is higher and the land 
more costly. 

I will insert these tables in the RECORD. 

M D MH G OFFICER. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

The tables referred to are as follows: 


L—Number of sheep in the sheep-raising States east of the Mississippi River and north of Virginia ín the different years given below. 


905,000 | — 752,000 
655,000 | _ 530,000 
1,252,000 | 1,042; 000 
349,000 | 175,000 
4,576,000 | 4,997,000 
175,000 104,000 
2,871,000 | 8,422,000 
250,000 278,000 
5,795,000 | 6, 730, 000 
3,020,000 | 3,948,000 
2,456,000 | 2, 882, 000 
2,062,000 | 2,735, 000 
$580,000 | ' 880,000 
24, 799, 000 | 28, 564, 000 


1871. 1876. 1881 1886. 1891. 1895. 1898-97. 
415,000 525, 000 630, 000 537, 000 , 000 y 230,000 
230, 000 242,000 246, 000 195, 000 183,000 106, 000 71,000 
548,000 490, 000 508, 000 878,000 851, 000 227,000 | 158,000 
72,000 16. 000 65, 000 64, 000 56, 000 50,000 42,000 
2,080,000 | 1,936,000 | 2,335,000 | 1,596,000 | 1,995,000 | 1,006,000 | 809,000 
150.000 130, 000 127,000 107,000 100, 000 5n, 000 41,000 
1,762,000 | 1,040,000 | 1,653,000 | 1,159,000 | 1,040,000 | 1,179,000 | 799.000 
135, 000 141,000 153,000 169,000 157,000 18.0 125.000 
4,641,000 | 4,547,000 | 4,243,000 | 4,753,000 | 4,061,000 | 3,577,000 | 2,369,000 
8,078,000 | 3,451,000 | 1,930,000 | 2,209,000 | 2,283,000 962, 1,342,000 
2,100,000 | 1,250,000 | 1,029,000 | 1,088,000 | 1,150,000 836,000 | 655,000 
1,424,000 | 1,911,000 | 1,155,000 | 1,005,000 711, 000 857,000 | 604,000 
563, 000 544, 000 660, 000 625, 000 519,009 635, 458, 000 
17,198,000 | 16,283,000 | 14,717,000 12, 593, 000 | 10,897,000 | 7,709,000 


E 


463,000 444,000 449,000 | 392,000 
409. 000 398, 000 357,000 | 319, — 
113,000 99, 000 78,000 73, 

501, 000 333, 000 403,000 | 345,000 
337,000 275, 000 826,000 | 252,000 
276, 000 225,000 391,000 | 306,000 
604, 000 511,000 494.000 | 382,000 
903, 000 766,000 | 1,046,000 | 738,000 
066,000 | 3,111,000 | 3,544,000 | 2, 807,000 


271,000 
623, 000 
895, 000 
489, 000 
2, 287, 000 


É 


824, 000 448,000 234, 000 188, 000 
140,000 254,000 270, 000 336, 000 
140,000 254. 000 320. 000 356, 000 
405, 000 719,000 | 2,089,000 9,122,000 
520, 000 518,000 | 1,119,000 1,672,000 
1.212,000 | 1,125,000 | 1,819,000 1,411,000 
3,960,000 | 4,323,000 | 3, 123,000 2, 683, 000 
602, 000 895, 000 594.000 829, 000 
513, 000 651,000 | 2,055, 000 1, 998, 000 
000 661,000 504, 000 544,000 
000 210, 000 502, 000 1,376,000 
000 545,000 673, 000 741, 000 
2,469,000 | 2,431,000 2,604, 000 

825,000 | 15,733,000 
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hand a fabric, **cotton worsted," the cost of which abr 
is 32 cents a yard. Under the Wilson law the tariff on this article 
would be 12.8 per yard—lessthan 13centsa yard. The tariff under 
the present proposed measure would be 25 cents specific and 50 
r cent ad valorem, which would be equivalent to 16 cents. The 
oreign cost is 32 cents, and 50 per cent, the manufacturer's tariff 
provided in this bill, would be 16 cents, and the compensatory 
tariff for the next twelve months, to be given to the manufacturer 
for no consideration whatever, will be 25 cents on an article cost- 
ing 32 cents. - i 
have already pointed out to the Senate that there is no tariff 
paid upon the wool out of which these goods will be manufac- 
tured and that we are giving a compensatory tariff for tariffs 
which are not paid and will not be paid for the next twelve months 
on this article costing 32 cents. e are paying 25 cents compen- 
satory tariff, together with an ad valorem equivalent to 16 cents, 
to the manufacturers to protect them intheir manufacture. This 
illustrates the outrage of giving a compensation, against which 
we have protested and against which we have again and again 
to-day voted. It shows the wrong in this matter, and it is not by 
any means a small matter. Te. 
have here samples of another fabric, costing 21 cents abroad, 
on which the tariff under the present law is 8.4 cents per yard. 
The tariff under this bill would be 50 per cent ad valorem, equiva- 
lent to 103 cents on a cost of 21 cents; and the compensatory spe- 
cific tax intended to compensate for the tariff upon wool which 
has not paid is 21.6 cents à yard on an article that cost 21 cents. 
'The specific compensatory tax paid on that fabric is more than 
100 per cent of the foreign cost; and in addition to that there 
is a tariff of 50 per cent that is given to the manufacturer for 
protection. 

This manifestly shows how this compensatory tax for a tariff 
never paid operates on the people of this country, When we buy 
ab $100. worth of this article, we must pay not only the $50 for 
the manufacturer's protection, but we must pay more than $100 
as a tax to compensate the manufacturers for tariffs they have not 
paid—a plain, naked robbery. There can be no more polite or 
civil word used in connection with such legislation. 

I have another sample here of wool and cotton suitings, which 
cost 66 cents a yard abroad. The tariff under the present law is 
26.4 cents. The ad valorem tariff of 50 per cent under the pend- 
ing bill would be, of course, 33 cents a yard, and the compensa- 
tory tariff paid for the imaginary wool tariff is 54 cents. But it 
is scarcely necessary to multiply examples of this kind. I have 
here samples of another and lighter character of goods which cost 
22 cents a pen abroad. Under the present law the duty is 40 per 
cent, which would be 8.8 cents, a little less than 9 cents. Under 
the Senate bill there is a duty of 50 per cent ad valorem, which, 
of course, would be 11 cents, the foreign cost being 22 cents; a d 
the compensatory tax, the specific tax placed on the fabric to pay 
the manufacturer for the tariff that he has not paid on this article 
costing 22 cents, is 24 cents—more than 100 per cent, in addition 
to the entire 50 per cent, which the manufacturers claim is all the 
protection they ask. 

The manufacturers have lived under the general tax of 40 per 
cent in the Wilson law when they have had free wool; and now 
when you propose to tax the wool by a protective tariff of 50 per 
cent ad valorem, a rise of 25 per cent on the tariff theretofore ex- 
isting, and in addition to that a specific tax of 24 cents a pound, 
under the false pretense of indemnifying them for tariffs that they 
have paid on the raw wool, when they have never paid one cent, 
you are putting a tax of more than 100 per cent on the goods 
which are used by our people. What isthe use of saying that 
the purpose of this thing is not to raise the price of these articles 
tothe people? If it does not mean that, why do you want this 
protection? Why would these people come here asking for these 
taxes if they did not believe that they would increase the cost? 

Itisa matter well known to all of us that it does increase and 
raise these gaca by these amounts; and if they do not, the men 
who are asking for the passage of this bill will be worse fooled 
than anybody else. 

Mr. President, I had not intended to detain the Senate longer. 
but my associates around me say, Give us another sample." I 
have laid aside a number of these. Here [exhibiting] is a sample 
of heavy, coarse cloth used for the purpose of ing coarse, 
cheap overcoats. It costs 3i cents a yard, and the duty on this 
under the present law is 12.4 cents a yard, making it cost 43.4 
cents when brought in here. Under the present tariff it would 
be 151 cents a yard. The compensatory tariff paid upon this arti- 
cle for wool upon which no tariff has ever been paid, while the 
fabric costs 31 cents, is 42 cents a yard, more than 125 per cent 
tariff upon this fabric to protect the manufacturers for a tariff 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I was very much 
interested inthe part of theremarks of the Senator from Delaware 
relating to the cost of goods and the illustrations which he gave to 
the Senate. I have a number of similar samples. I have in HY 
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not one solitary cent of which they have ever paid, but the whole 
of which is paid by the people. 

Ihave a number of pieces of these goods on my desk, and I shall 
not go over all of them. They include ladies’ dress goods and 
goods for men's wear. I shall insert in the RECORD the state- 
ments accompanying these samples, so that Senators who are in- 
terested in the subject may examine them. — 

The statements referred to are as follows: 


27-inch black luster orlean for men's summer coats, cotton and 
worsted weft, costing 3} pence per running yard, weighing under 4 ounces to 
the square yard: 
Cents. 
Present duty, Were — 2.70 
Under Senate bill the duty will be— 
by conte Dor SQUAFO FANG L1 LL I nace gapoe eae ienu bo dala lamen 4.13 
Amd Mew dE eae a By ears ell eee EL RE ae aan Pind E suf 3.37 
—: ⁵—ß.. :: QA IRR S A ICE ICE 1.90 


which. if entirely ad valorem, would be 111 per cent duty. 

27inch black luster orlean for men's suinmer coats, cotton warp and 
worsted weft, costing 41 pence per running yard, weighing under 4 ounces to 
the square yard: 


Cents. 

Prosent duty, pern —T—2,. — — 413 
Under Senate bill the duty will be 

5j cents per square yard b%„„„„C„⁊é? 4 4.13 

Ax por DONG oie demas cent neon Sue M EE Goes uim aden SUCI RN EA 4.18 

f.. t neni cry au ae Tt ñ⁊ð ß SE du a RÀ Re 8.26 


which, if entirely ad valorem, would be 100 per cent duty. 

27-inch black luster sicilian for men's summer coats, cotton warp and 
worsted weft, costing 3} pence per running yard, weighing under 4 ounces to 
the square yard: 


Cents. 

ToenEdquie d POE” e dnt dien mE NUN sage CIS 3.10 

= 

nu Senaye bill the duty will be— 4.13 
cen Se ne hoa ee e Ae =p nae S 

ADAM OE EY oe eee 3.87 

r / PETALA eta Museen cannes 8.00 


which, if entirely ad valorem, would be 108 per cent duty. 


82-inch colo: italian lining, cotton warp and wool weft, costing 61 pence 
per running yard, weighing under 4 ounces per square yard: onis. 
> n 

Present Gare, S0 Der Sr madent hapten 6.50 
Under Senate bill the duty will be— 

Si Conte por squATO VAIO. ũ è O nre marem ssecsrcasvanesen 4.88 

Ando perento r dA eme iR dI) 6.50 

"Potable RI RES 11.38 


which, if entirely ad valorem, would be 87 per cent duty. 
S?-inch black italian lining, cotton warp and wool weft, costing 7$ pence 
per running yard, weighing 4} ounces per square yard: 


Cents. 

Iremnb daty. O par denk, son nc Coe eee ede seg trea ord peritus FOL o sign 1.02 
Under Senate bill the duty will be— 

I ͤ 00000000 7.56 

choc 7.62 

OIE i ..:. y E ERE RS AS 15.18 


which, if entirely ad valorem, would be 99 per cent duty. 


?iinch black cashmere for men's summer coats, cotton warp and wool 
a costing 7 pence per running yard, weighing under 4 ounces per square 
yard: 

Cents, 
Prosent-duty,W Per con’. . aaa da 7. 
Under Senate bill the duty will be— 
Op Gants por squaFo Yard S oo y AdS A imt am WINE 4.87 
And per cenb c y es qus RPM MEM UE 1.00 
IDOL rtu S eoauereR a S A N ARR aUe Tue Eee 11.87 


which, if entirely ad valorem, would be $t per cent duty. 
27-inch b cashmere for men's summer coats, cotton warp and wool 
weft, costing 8j pence per running yard, weighing 4$ ounces per square yard: 
Centa 

Present GET DOr COE LLL D D crene A E piod oque rasis iis 


Under Senate bill the duty will be— 
82 cents per pound. 
d 50 per cent 


which, if entirely ad valorem, would be 86 per cent duty. 

38-inch black mohair brilliantine dress goods, for women's wear, cotton 
warp and mohair weft, costing 9 pence perrunning yard, weighing under 
4 ounces per square yard: 


Cents. 

Frott Anir G0 por. omit. x neddesqexq crquafUAdca 9.00 
Under Senate bill tbe duty will be 

GP Gabe per square yard iiu O e N YE LON reu 6.86 

Ana S0 pat ONE coca sate Ere cm enone eee EE DE EE E 9.00 

Nobel reor pEaP TRI ARV ERA ETC Raps Rare EN ais tn AR a ne i 15.86 


which, if entirely ad valorem, would be 88 per cent duty. 


1990 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 24, 


Cotton and wool (shodd: 
11 pence; dutiable value, 


D eee rema 54 inches wide, 141 exa weight; value, 


Donat 
Present dirty, 40 par COM m T— 2: 


Under Senate bill the duty will be 
24 cents per pound BEE SE SEHE c alm de cut 21.6 
| | And 50 per cont ad 7 Q VdV 10.5 
TOR EO .. . . 32.0 


which, if entirely ad valorem, would be 150 per 
Union twill, Polon. wool, and monde" Se inches A wide, 16 ounces weight; 
value, 11 pence; dutiable value, 22 cents. 


Present duty, (D pér COG e eu ede nae e ner rena dno Ren 5.8 
Under Senate bill the duty will be— 
SJ omnté por OURO ee y siad x V daa enim A 24 
And Gi por coni AG VRIOTONT V A 1¹ 
TORRI: co his nra sins ctf annae pen tetas Seen omnes baleen 95 
bir m if entirely ad valorem, would be 159 per cent. 
ch mixture worsted coating for men's suits, worsted warp and weft, 
Were 27 pence per running yard, 8 12 ounces per running yard: 
Cents. 
Present auby, 0 Per CON. ss conan on e ua n rÜRs PES 27 
Under Senate bill the duty will be— 
: 38 centes per pound. ... „„ 24 
And 50 per out S LCS du, cos oo. rait men Pane eure v Dod e TAA 21 
T ̃ ²˙ AAA ß sau mns ERAI anes epee NE ONE E ded 51 


which, if entirely ad valorem, would be 94 per cen 
Cloakings, cot warp, wool and shoddy filing: 54 inches wide, 28} ounces 
weight; value, 1s. 4d.; dutiable value, 31 cents 


Cents. 
Present doiy, 40 per Cen nos 12.4 
Under Senate bill the duty will be— 
26 COMER POT POUNA „„ „%ͤ„% 42 
parant ad valorém LLL ⁰ð⁰ beaan queanA 15} 
ro ROTE: Ead t VOR dd x DU UE. 25-301 Tx T TUIS Tet E E EA 574 
which, if entirely ad valorem, w would be 185 per cent. 
Cotton 56 inches wide, 11 ounces weight; value, ls. ; 
due vM mie T E mane ne 
Cents. 
Present duty, @ per 02$. . LLL LI Ll ea ILC wane 1.28 
Under Senate bill the duty will be— — 
SE CURIS POT OUD ba sca apes ens Hera a uesehro napus uU REP apt marmo nrpiaibo. 25 
And 50 per cent ad valorem.................-... e cerea eee eren nee 16 
"Tola ei aire ne son dec E okie Maui m AREA Qd QAO Ku cH EM 4l 
8 ad valorem, would be 128 per cent. 
German cl g, cotton and wool, Se ches wide, 10} ounces weight 
value, 1.50 marks; dutiable value, 34.5 cents 2 
m 
Present duty, 50 per cent „„ Anda 17.3 
Under Senate bill the duty will be— 
96 cents per pound 24 
And 55 per cent ad valorem... 19 
r AAA wirt raum dtes inia ata dm psa iori sadi Ernte ird 43 
—_ if entirely ad valorem, would be 125 pe: 
* — hy 29 inches wide, 12} ounces . value, 2 shillings; duti- 
able 3 46 cents: 
Cents. 
Present duty, 50 per cent 6 23 
Under Senate bill the duty will be— 
Seer! 1 28 
And 50 per Er cont. —TPT00T0T0dT—T—T—T—— sq adir Ka irons murem Rot 23 
nnn ff cd BR 2E RE ER 51 
which, if entirely ad val would be 111 per cent. 
Nar ded d - 19 Inches wide, S ounces weight; value, @ shillings: 
dutiable value, 46.5 cents: 
Cents. 
Present duty, 50 per cent Pe er oe 23.3 
,Under Benate bill the nex would be— - 
2554 par ponsa yy y 18 
And 55 per cent ad Cc 25.0 
POUL P PE E Gn ppc series pe epu ger eei ure uli pneu dcin irte re Une 43.6 
which, if entirely ad valorem, would be 94 per cent. 
des inan cloakin cotton aud wool, 50 inches wide, 14 ounces. weight; value, 
2355 marks; dutiable value, 52 cents: Gunite 
Present duty, 50 per ng „„ 
Under Senate bill the duty will be— 
ai cents pet DOUNML oo. ̃ꝓͥ;ĩ¶ oe a K QA D 
And 50 per cent ad valorem 2 rre rer rre 
"Tola S or uou exeun seen pewsem ababed waded d € MI rdi r 


which, if entirely ad valorem, would be 110 per cent. 


Wool and cotton suitings, 27 inches wide, 12 ounces weight; value, 2s. 6d.; 


dutiable value, 59 cents: Gen 
Present duty, 50 per- . HF nose cape co aUe 25 
Under Senate bill me duty will be— 


ioni per pon naa eL ae REM A ia iE e T 
And 00 per opnt Maren 29.8 
A/ TTT 50. 5 
N eL aE A ATEA GA AA A AE welqkt; yaks, e 1. 
co G inc e, 24 ounces 
dutiable value, 66 cents: 5 € ; 
Cents, 
Presa daty; 40 per Cente. oo sss casas. ont rae reuse esae MGE dU RH 20.4 
Under Senate bill the duty will be— 
36 cents per pound 
And 50 per cent ad valorem. 


which, if entirely ad valorem, would be 132 per cen 
— all wool, 58 inches wide, 30 ounces eight: value, 4s. 6d.; dutiable 
value, 


Present duty, 60 pet y . qum p menos $0.50 
Under Senate bill the duty will be— 
36 cents . f E E NE e à e UTE 
And 50 per cent ad valorem.............. ecl Le eL ec e ede eee nsn NU 
pS Pe TE Ee AR Es eS VN nds QUEM T I ee 1.17} 
which, if — Ar valorem, would be 117} 
Covert inches wide, 32 ounces VERE ht; Mi 9 shillings; dutiable 
value, A 
Present duty, 50 per cent 5 $1.04 
Wig bens € bill the duty will be— 
Aud 25 par outed vale l A LNA 
TFT ATT RA E 1.86 
bade ooh if entirely ad valorem, would be 89} per cent. 
00] suitings, 56 inches wide, 18-19 ounces weight; value, 10s. 3d.; dutiable 
sane $2.36: 
G 0 V patr TTT——T—TPTPT—TT—T—T—T—T—V—TCT—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—V—TVT—T—V—V—V—V— $1.18 
Diner Banath DES De duty will be— 5 
cen UN AIEE ESRA SR NTS Qr AFP 
And 55 8 ad | PERERA CVSS STAND Le RES HOR EN ICSI E a UNES GU 
ccc od BA ee ok TRON FE LS TEC MES 1.71 
which, if entirely ad val would be 72 cent. : 
Clay worsted ‘coatings, 96 inches wide, D$ ounces weight; value, 12s. 6d.; 
dutiable value, $2. 90: 
Present duty, 50 per ‘cent eed ew ste s aden at seche Eos edu dard dud sepewnds $1.45 
Under Senate bill the duty will be— 
36 cents per pound 


And 55 per cent ad valorem 


which, if entirely ad valorem, would be 75 per cent. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We have by our votes to-day under- 

taken again and again to remove this proposition to tax goods to 
compensate manufacturers for tariffs which they have not paid, 
but we have been met by a solid vote on the other side wi out 
regard to the facts, without regard to right. You have insisted 
on imposing these enormous taxes on the people to compel the 
masses of the people to pay this compensation for money that has 
not been inves in raw material by the manufacturers. We 
are powerless; we can not help ourselves. 
r. President, the deest of the United States in an in- 
dustrial way is something remarkable. I presented some tables 
here the other day which showed that the UN of this country 
consume to-day more raw cotton in manufactures than any other 
country on the globe; that we use more raw wool than any coun- 
try in the world; that we are the largest producers of pig iron 
on the earth, and, indeed, in this great manufacture we have taken 
the lead of all the nations of the earth. There is no longer any 
room for the pretense that we are an infant; there is no longer 
any excuse for asking for the benefactions of the Government or 
to be asking Congress for protection against competition with the 
balance of ü the world. 

I will put into the RECORD a statement which I have had made 
up by a very competent man, Jacob Schoenhof, a careful, pains- 

à vede intelligent man, a man who has no prejudices 

for or against any of these questions, and who looks at them, I 

believe, with a ute impartiality. The statement shows the in- 

dustrial progress of the United States for the last ten years, as 

3 with Great Britain and Germany. I will insert it as 

a n of my remarks, and I commend it to the attention of 
Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the paper 
CTC will be printed in the 

ECORD. 


1897. 


The paper referred to is as follows: 


INDUSTRIAL PROGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES FOR THE TEN YEARS PAST 
COMPARED WITH THE PROGRESS MADE IN GERMANY AND GREAT BRITAIN. 


start comparison with a showing of the exports of manufactures of 
AME eulen those whereof iron and Steel are the component materials, and 
articles in which the labor cost is vastly in excess of the cost of the material, 


if take the as advanced in manufacture to the state of fin- 
{shed iron a and steel. The 9 — Au these = — . — er of ME 
fact efiy m a ments, and ar rted 
— to 618.000; in 1891 to $40,618,000, and 8 1896 to $63,516,000. This 
is an increase of eighteen millions, or 79.6 per cent,in the five years closing 
with 1591, and of 898,000, or fully 25 per cent, over the increase of the five 
years preceding the five years closing with 1896. 
Val: exports ished articles of manufactures of iron and steel pro- 
x bra oe the e and half manufactured state, and of other pmi 
res of similar character where me are the component material of f 
„ 1891, and 1596. 
Article. 
Agricultural implements: 
Mowers and reapers $1, 288, 000 
Plows and cultivators 322, 000 
All other, and parts o.. 757,000 
i 2,907,000 
150, 000 
1, 925, 000 
1, 366, 000 
109, 000 


480, 000 2,717, 
112,000 
eens RE Qn 1,779,000 
Builders’ hardware, etc.. 2, 466, 000 
wing machinery 2, 585, 000 
Other machinery.. 4, 460, 000 
r 294, 000 
Scales and balances .. 231,000 
Stoves and ranges 196, 000 
7 335, 000 
All other. 2,284,000 


paid in the census year in the p industries contributing 

totheseex amounted to $139 646,000, * was distributed among 320,5 
s g an ave for each employee in these industries of $580. If 

we divide the year into 50 working weeks, which is certainly a liberal allow- 


comes to compete in the neutral markets of the world with 
the mills 


existence. 

I exclude from this comparison all articles of crude manufacture, such as 
common castings, bar iron, steel rails, wire, etc. 

Exports of the special trade of Germany in manufactures of metals other 
than crude articles mentioned above as exempted from the tables resting to 
American n but other than Y 74 instruments, and apparatus: 
1886, $36,199,000; 1891, $48,218,800; 1895, $48,575. 
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$150,000 | $997,000 000 
109,000 | “190,000 1. 5.005 
112,000] — 145,000 000 
1,779, 000 229.00 28.00 
2,458,000 | 3,858,000 | 6,140,000 
993,000 | — 410,000 | — &21,000 
196, 000 248, 000 30+, 000 
2,284,000 | 3,987,000 | 8,193,000 
546,000 | — 509,000 | 780.000 
7,940, 000 | 10,534,000 | 18,955, 000 
„ 2,604. 000 8,421,000 
83.99 55 80 


years closin 
ears from 
ncrease of the ave 
1886 to 1891 is but 7,000,000 marks, 
cent. The American 


of 1891 


rts of watches, „Su- 
"300, in 1891 to $5,089,000, 
and in 


of 1891 by nearly $1,000,000. 

5 and cars and parts of cars have gone back from the figures of 
1891 by over $2,000,000, but are still considerably ahead of the exports o Ger- 
many. 


and epp against 
classifled er the heading of machines, instrumen 


por 
and apparatus of all 


; for 1891, $38,509,- 


ER 


^ 


Germany, considerable as 
Germany in these lines of goods. We have 


certainly 

for 1894, when tey were o 

crease over any o 

EFF 
n 0 in of the decade for the 

which, to wit, 1895, parative rA ege aer d from the United Kingdom 

and Germany, can be made by reference to the output of coal and pig iron. 


IL—Number of tons of coal and of pig iron produced in the United States, the United Kingdom, and Germany in the ten years from 1836 to 1895, inclusive. 
[2,240 pounds for the United States and United Kingdom, and metric tons of 2,200 pounds for Germany.] 


United States. United Kingdom. Germany. 
Coal. Pig iron. Coal. Pig iron. 
Tons. per cent.“ Tons. Per cent.“ Tons. Per cent.] Tons. Per cent. 
ct La qao emm ˙ M REA IARE UT qo c aet eid 150,351,418 |..........| 7,415,469 |..........| 73,676,500 |..-......| 3,087,400 |.......... 
— , 683, 329 , 518, — 1.2 17,009,754 5.5 | 73,682,600 .01| 3,528,700 —4.8 
5 6,417, 148 13 162, 119,812 2.9 7,559,518 7.8 | 76,232,600 8.4 4, 024, 000 14 
14 6, 489, 738 1 | 169, 935, 21 -5 | 7,998,000 5.8 $1,900,100 7.5 4,331, 100 7.8 
.6| 7,608,642 17 |176,910,724 41| 8,392,824 4 84, 973, 200 3.6 4,524, 600 4.3 
11.7 | 9,202,703 21 | 181,614,288 2.6 | 7,904,214 5 89, 290, 800 5 4,658,500 3 
6.8 | 8,279,870 | —10 | 185,479,126 2.1 | 7,406,004 —6.3 | 94,232,300 5.5 4,641,200 —4 
6.9| 9,157,000 10.6 | 181,786,871 | — 2 6, 109, 255 —9.4| 92,544,100) —2 4, 987, 500 6.4 
1.7 1,124, 502 —22.2 | 164, 325, 75 — 9.6 6, 976, 900 H 95, 426,100 8 4, 986, 000 i 
— 6.4 6, 657, 388 — 6.5 | 188,277,525 14 7,497, 342 6.5 | 98,805,700 8.5 5, 380, 000 .9 
13 9,446,308 4.2 | 189, 661, 362 7 7, 708, 459 3.7 
5 PF 2 
1888 to 1895. 11885 to 1894. 
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For Germany the output of coal takes in coal 
of coal not made use of in the United States or the 
sively as in Germany, so far as I know. 

A somewhat more marked and steady progress is shown from the German 
accounts from 1888 on, but still the progress is left away behind by the prog- 
ress made by the United States. 8 

A similar result do we get by a comparison of the quantities of raw mate - 
rials consumed by the three countries in those textile industries which give 
the most employment to human labor—the cotton and wool industries. 

I submit com ye tables of the number of pounds of cotton consumed 
in the mills of United States, the United Kingdom, and Germany. This 
takes in all the cottons consumed for the United States, whether of American 
growth or foreign. 

The comparison, starting with 1886, shows for the United States an increase 
of 39 per cent over 1836, Great Britain of only 2.4 per cent. and Germany of 
65.9 per cent. But as Germany's start was from a base of 354,000,000 pounds, 
that of England from 1.517. 000. 0% pounds, and of the United States from 
1.123.000,000 pounds, it is natural that a percentage increase is very much 
larger for Germany, although the increase in the pounds is not much over 
one-half of that of the United States. 

Mr impre:sive are the rela tothe number of poa of wool 
produ and retained for home consumption, and the pounds of imported 
wools retained for home consumption by three countries. 


r and lignites, a species 
nited — — as exten- 


III. Quantity of cotton consumed in the United States, the United Kingdom, 
and Germany in each of the ten years from 1836 to 1895. 


Daited-- | ent e 
nen cen 
Year. Kingdom. | of in- Germany. of in- 

rease. crease, 

1, 128, 063, 1,517, 186,790 |........ 854,127,400 |........ 

991,129, 1,498, 822,304 | —12. — | 434,931, 200 22.8 

1,180, 345, 1,456, 915, 996 | — 2.8 | 893, 888, 000 8.5 

1, 062, 908, 1, 659, 859, 936 14 493, 904, 400 25.8 

1,163, 921. 1,578, 853,300 | — 5 498, 605, 800 .9 

1, 429, 146, 1.812. 877.218 14.8 | 622,141, 400 4.6 

1,599, 887, 1,542,532, 400 | — 14.4 | 481, 914, 400 7.7 

1, 183, 550, 1, 192,158,576 22.7 | 498,401, 200 8.4 

1,112, 775. 1,548,221, 808 30 559, 523, 200 12.8 

1,557,991. 1,553, 758, 080 .8 | 587,534, 200 4.9 

38,511,300 | 2.4 | 233, 406, 800 65.9 


IV.—Number of pounds of soor proua and retained for home consumption and number of pounds of wool imported and retained for home consumption by 


nited Rtates, the United Kingdom, and 


ermany in each of the ten years from 1886 to 1895, inclusive. 


United States. 


Wool pro- Net im- Total 
Year. duced and | ports and retained 
retain retained for con- 
for con- for con- anni otio 
sumption. | sumption. P 


Germany. 


Wool Wool pro- 
Total Total 
Wool pro- impo: duced and 
duced'and | retained | retained | Setained | , Net | retained 
retained. for con- | sumption, | for con- po ae 905 
sumption. p sumption. sumption. 
301,853,000 | 129,084,000 | 424,404,000 | 151,505,000 | 284,464,000 | 435,969,000 | 102,000,000 | 246,312,000 348, 312, 000 
742,000 | 114,088,000 | 392,051,000 | 155,825,000 | 258,721,000 | 415,546,000 99, 000,000 | 252, 84, 000 351, 804, 000 
977,000 | 113,558,000 | 378,176,000 | 150,040,090 | 300,192,090 | 450,232,000 96,000,009 | 295,024, 000 391,024, 000 
858,000 | 126,487,000 | 388,083, 000 5 837,256,000 | 492,398,000 93,009,000 319, 761.00 412, 761, 000 
768,000 | 105,431,000 | 377,911,000 292,315,000 | 462, 622, 000 90,000,000 | 289,500,000 350, 500, 000 
708,00) | 129,303,000 | 411,378,000 355,759,000 | 520,260,000 87,000,000 311, 130,000 308, 130, 
797,000 | 148,070,000 | 439,480, 000 312,217,000 | 496,141,000 $4,000,000 | 833,566,000 437, 
061,001 | 172,433,000 | 471,276,000 531,578,000 | 506,179,000 81,000,000 | 291, 604, 00 
353, 000 „ 152,000 | 346,712,000 359,541,000 | 528, 815, 000 80,000,000 | 549,905, 
468,000 | 206,083,000 | 509,159,000 |. dia 
000,000 | 248,989,000 | 538,989, 000 310, 443, „420, | 80, 009, 000 3 


*Calendar year. 


The data for this and the pac. comparative tables I have taken for 
the United States from the Statistical Abstract of the United States for the 
for the United Kingdom from the Statistical A t for the 
nited Kingdom for the year 1896. and for. Germany from Statistisches 
Jahrbuch für das Deutsche Reich für 1596. For the United Kingdom and 
Germany I could not take the pounds of wool produced and retained for 
home consumption that were of domestic growth. The figures are not given 
inthese compilations. But I took the nearest 7 rors to correctness, by 
taking the number of sheep which is published in the abstracts for Great 
Britain for each year, and multiplied the number by 6, which is about the 
average of wool per soron: This is not absolutely correct, and may be some- 
where above the actual yield. Itis below the yield for the United States per 
sheep, but it must be borne in mind that while in Great Britain the wool is 
washed on the sheep's back before shearing, American wool is mostly sold in 


e grease. 

From these figures I deducted the number of pounds of wool of domestic 
growth exported, and so got the net resuit of wool retained at home for 
manufacturing purposes. 

For Germany I had to makeasimilarestimate. Here, however, I had not the 

ears specially given. The census of sheep and of all live stock is taken every 
Un years only. Now. it is not at all peculiar, though it is noteworthy, that 
though all other live stock has increased from the days of the sixties in Ger- 
many, sheep have decreased by more than 50 percent. Thesheepinthesixties 
for the territory that now comprises the German Empire were 23,000,000; in 
1873 the first census of live stock shows sheep numbered 25,000,000, or. strictly 
1883 they had fallen to 19,189,700, and by 1893, the census 
mber 1, 1892, the number showed 13,589,600. 

Now, taking 1892 as my base, I found in the ten poss a decline of 5,600,000, 
and figuring backward, Í reduced for each year following 1892 the number by 

500.00), and increased the number for the years back of 1492 to that extent. 

For Germany I also included the net amount of wool tops imported, mak- 
ing due allowance for the difference in weight for tops to make them equal 
to the that has been consumed in their production. For the 
United Kingdom this was not n as the wool tops imported would be 
nearly balanced by the exports, and the United States do not figure in ex- 
ports or im of tops to any extent. p 

For the United States I have given the fiscal year ending with June . 
while in the United Kingãom and Germany the year ends with December 31. 
For 1395 I have taken, besides the fiscal year for the United States, an account 
of the calendar year ending December 31 in the wool tables. This, besides 
making the year equal to that of the two countries named, is necessary for 
another reason, use 1895 was the fuil year of twelve months within which 
the tariff of 1894 was operative in woolen goods and free wooi. 

I have the account of the wool produced and retained for consumption 
for the fiscal year in the Statistical Abstract, but for the calendar year I had 
no account, and I took into consideration the decrease of sheep reported for 
ped ed 1896 below that of 1895; and as that decrease was about 10 per cent, 
I uced the wool produced and retained for consumption*about 5 per cent, 
= A per cent would cover the six months that are not part of the fiscal year 


It is shown from the tabulation that 1895, the calendar year, consumeđ 
more wool in the United States than was consumed in the United Kingdom 
or Germany, although the 8 of the woolen trade in the United 
Kingdom in 1895 was of such a nature as had barely been seen within the 
memory of this generation in the Yorkshire district. 

The saving clause has, however, to be borne in mind all the time, that 
these wool statements are all for the wools as marketed, and not as they 
yield in manufacturing. It is, therefore, im ible to make the comparison 
as correct as in cotton. A safer base would be, perhaps, to add to the do 
mestic wool retained for home consumption for Germany and England a pro- 


rtionate amount per sheep to bring the comparison to the American woo! 

tif we were to ada, to Seine it to that ratio, say, 1 pound per sheep, br 
would give an addition of 3),000,000, and allowing for the exports of domestic 
wools, an addition of about 25,000,000 to the amount would perhaps cover 
that difference. Even then the approach of the United States to the wool con- 
sumption of Great Britain is very close, making the excess of consumption 
oot of the United Kingdom but 15,000,000 pounds over that of the United 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT].tostrike 
out paragraphs 366 and 397 and insert paragraph 283 of the exist- 
ing law, which has been heretofore read. 

Mr. VEST. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 


call the roll. 

Mr. DEBOE (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 


Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 
should vote“ 7 08 

Mr. HAWLEY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when hisname wascalled). Iampaired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD]. 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna], and therefore withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name wascalled). Iagain announce 
my pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. I see he is 
not in the Chamber, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). . I again an- 
nounce my pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. BUTLER]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Mo- 
LAURIN] and I have agreed to transfer our pairs, He is paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD], and I 
am paired with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE his 
perm the Senator from South Carolina and me at liberty to vote. 

vote ** nay." 

Mr. McLAURIN. Under that arrangement I am at liberty to 
vote, aud vote ** yea." 

Mr. PASCO (after having voted in the affirmative). 


If he were present, I 


. 


I notice 


that the Senator from Washington [Mr. WiLsON] with whom I 
am paired has not voted, and I therefore withdraw my vote. 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1993 


The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
Bacon, Gorman, Mallory, Turpie, 
Caffery, Gray, Martin, Vest, 
Chilton, Harris, Kans. Mills, Walthall, 
eer. Jones, Ark. Morgan, te. 
ell, Kenney, Pettus, 
Faulkner, McLaurin, Roach, 
NAYS—39. 
Allison, Foraker, McEnery, Sewell, 
Burrows, Frye, Mantle, Shoup, 
rter, Gal i Penrose, Spooner, 
Hawi Platt, Co eer, ^ 
wley, , Conn, eller, 
Sere Hoar, T Platt, N. Y. Wetmore. 
ikins, Lodge Proctor, 
Fairbanks, McBride, Quay, 
NOT VOTING-—37. 
Aldri Gear, Mason, Thurston, 
Alan b, Orge, Mitchell, an, 
Baker, 3 118 5 Turner, 
te. ansbrough, urpiy, arren. 
Berry, Harris, Tenn. Ne 9 Wellington, 
Butler, Heitfeld asco, Wilson, 
non, Jones, Ney. Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Daniel," Linas Lerma 
» SAY, w 
boe; 5 x i Smith, 


So Mr. VEST'S amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 126, paragraph 368, line 
5, after the word ‘‘shawls,” to strike out the comma; and in line 
6, after the word ‘‘ knitted,” to strike out underwear“ and in- 
sert ‘‘articles;” so as to read: 

368, On clothing, ready-made, and articles of wearing ap; lof every de- 
scription, including shawls whether knitted or woven, and knitted articles 
of every description, made up or manufactured wholly or in part, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 126, paragraph 368, line 7, 
after the word ‘‘part,” to strike out ‘felts not woven and not spe- 
cially provided for in this act.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that that amendment may be disagreed 


to. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What will be the effect of that? 
Mr. ALLISON. To put those articles in the basket clause. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. At what rate? Forty-five per cent? 


LC——MILCALLISON. At 45 per cent, I think. 


- The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment will be disagreed to. The Chair hears none, and it is disa- 
greed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 126, paragraph 368, line 
11, before the word “pound,” to strike out a and insert one; 
and in line 12, before the words per centum," to strike out “sixty” 
and insert ‘‘ fifty-five;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

908. On clothing, ready-made, and articles of wearing appare! of every de- 
scription, * acluding shawls, whether knitted or woven, and knitted articles 
of every scription, made up or manufactured wholly or in part, felts not 
woven ab not specially provided for in this act, composed wholly or in part 


of od duty per pound shall be four and one-half times the duty imposed 
by... dct on 1 pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in addition 


... Ulereto 6 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 3 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I want to callattention to the effect 
of this amendment in paragraph 368. In the first classification 
on clothing, ready-made, and articles of wearing apparel of every 
description, valued at not over 40 cents per pound, the duty is 
171.15 per cent; on the next classification, of knit fabrics, valued 
at not over 40 cents per pound, the duty is 140 per cent; and upon 
the last specification, upon hats, valued at not over 30 cents per 
pound, the duty is 203.48 per cent; in other words, if a hat costs 
$2 abroad and comes into this country, it is taxed $4.50, making it 
cost the American citizen, who wants to cover his head from the 
weather, $6.50 on a foreign article worth $2. It is 203.48 per cent 
upon an ordinary, common hat which can be bought abroad at 
$2, and that is avery good hat abroad. Theduty would be within 
2 cents of $4.50. I move to strike out the paragraph and to insert 
paragraph 284 of the existing law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is 3 to strike out paragraph 368 
and to insert in lieu thereof: 

On clothing, ready-made, and articles of wearing apparel of every descrip- 


tion, made up or manufactured wholly or in part, not specially provided for 
in this act, felts not specially provided for in this act, the foregoing com- 


posed wholly or in part of ted, the hair of th 1, alpaca, 
or other eer Ri tudin | ase having india rubber 3 mate- 
rial, valued at above $1.50 per pound, 50 per cent ad valorem; valued at less 
than $1.50 per pound, 45 per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 


yee 9 5 jn nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
e roll. 
Mr. DEBOE A 8 55 his name was called). Iam paired with the 


Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLow]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iagain announce my 
pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr. Witson]. If he 
were present, I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). The Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. GEAR] will transfer his pair with the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. Surra] to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna], 
with whom Lam paired, and the Senator from Iowa and I will vote, 


I vote ** tu 
Mr. TILLMAN 8 his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. 

Mr. WARREN (whenhis name was called). Iagainannounce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Washington 9 TURNER]. 

r. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). Iagain an- 
8 a pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr, 

UTLER]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS. I desire to inquire if the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. TuRPIE] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted, the Chair is 
informed. 

7550 DAVIS. Being paired with that Senator, I withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. GEAR. I transfer my pair with the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SMITH] to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. HANNA], and 
will vote. I vote '*nay." 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
Bacon, Faulkner, McLaurin, Rawlins, 
Caffery, Harris, Kans. Mallory, N 
Chilton, Heitfeld, Martin, Vest, 
cay. Jones, Ark. Mills, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Kenney, Pettus, te. 
NAYS—23. 
Allison, Foraker, McEnery, y. 
Burrows, pinta Mantle, well, 
Carter, Gallinger, Penrose, Shoup, 
Chandler, Gear, Perkins, Spooner, 
Clark, Hawley, Platt, Conn. Stewart, 
Elkins, Ue Platt, N. Y. Teller, 
Fairbanks, McBride, Proctor, etmore. 
NOT VOTING-41. 
Aldrich, George, McMillan, Thurston, 
Allen, A Gorman, Mason, Tillman, 
Baker, Gray, Mitghell, Turner, 
Bate, Hale, Morgan, Turpie, 
Berry, Hanna, Morrill, "Warren. 
Butler, Hansbrough, Murphy, Wellington, 
Caunon, Harris, Tenn. Nelson, ilson, 
Cullom, Hoar, Pasco, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, 
Davis, Srn Pritchard, 
Deboe, dsay, Smith, 


So Mr. VEsT’s amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 369, page 126, line 23, 
before the word “cents,” to strike out ‘ sixty and insert forty;" 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

869. Webbings, gorings, suspenders, braces, bandings, beltings, bindings, 
braids, galloons, edgings, Meier ae flouncings, fringes, gimps, cords, cords 
and tassels, laces and other trimmings and articles made wholly or in part of 
lace, embroideries and articles embroidered by hand or machinery, head 
nets, netting, buttons or barrel buttons or buttons of other forms for tassels 
or ornaments, and manufactures of woo! ornamented with beads or spangles 
of whatever material composed, any of the foregoing made of wool or of 
which wool is a component material, whether composed in part of india 
rubber or otherwise, 40 cents per pound and 60 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 23 I move to amend the committee 
amendment by striking out ** forty” and inserting ‘‘fifty;” and in 
line 24 by striking out “sixty” and inserting '*fifty-five;" so as to 
read: 

Fifty cents per pound and 55 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Without the amendment just adopted, as proposed 
by the Senator from Iowa, the duty upon the articles named in 

aragraph 359 is 80 per cent ad valorem. With the addition he 
as e of 10 cents it would be 100 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee reduced the ad valorem in line 
24 to 55 percent. The Senator from Missouri should take that 
into account. 

Mr. VEST. I did not notice that. I did not catch the last 
amendment. The ad valorem is reduced from 60 to 55 per cent. 

Forthe sake of argument,I will take it at the rate of 80 per 
cent ad valorem, which it unquestionably is. What is the prac- 
tical result of this sort of taxation? This paragraph includes sus- 
penders. I will take that because it is an article of ordinary use 


ra ai 
(1994 
by the male sex. For a pair of suspenders appraised at 50 cents 
e price is increased to 90 cents at 80 per cent. It would cost a 
man who wants to buy a pair of suspenders worth 50 cents 
Sy cents instead of 50. course the American manufacturer, 
because this is a protective duty—and unless it increases the price, 
there is no protection in the 5 just inside the tariff 
line and charges 85 cents, so that at the very lowest calculation 
the consumer pays 35 cents more by reason of the proposed legis- 
lation upon this article of ordinary and prime necessity. 
I move to strike out paragraph 369 and insert ph 288 of 
the existing law; and u that I call for the yeas and nays. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 369 and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: 


bbi da belti bi brai: 1- 
On webbings. ory Br essa inge ea mes, bindings, ds, ga! 


elastic orsted, the hair of the camel, goat, 
alpaca, or other animals, or of which ted, the hair of the camel, 
goat, alpaca, or other animals isa component material, 50 per cent ad valorem. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on ing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri, on which the yeas 
&nd nays have been demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered: and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I again transfer my 
pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SwrrH] to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna], and will vote. I vote“ nay.  . 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CurLLow]. If he were present, 
I should vote yea.” 

Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). Iam 
paired with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY], 
and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. HANNA], but 1 E has been trans- 
ferred to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SurTH], and I will 
vote. I vote “ yea.“ 

~ Mr. SEWEL n his name was called). lam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was c ). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I 
nounce my pair with the junior Senator from North 
(Mr. DUET If he were present, I should vote nay." 

The roll call was concluded. š 

Mr. TILLMAN, I have a pair with the Senator from Nebraska 


(Mr. THURSTON]. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iam paired with the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE], and therefore withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 27; as follows: 


in an- 
arolina 


YEAS—23. 
Bacon, Gorman, Martin, 
Chilton, Heitfeld, M - Ve 
0 es 
Clay, Kenney. uy Walthall, 
Mc Pettus, White. 
Faulkner, Mallory, Rawlins, 
NAYS—27. 
Allison, Foraker, McBride, Shou 
„ S RE — 
T. „ g 
VVV 
wley. e 
Tues, Hoar, T J ilson. 
Fairbanks, Lodge, Quay, 
NOT VOTING—39. 
Aldrich, Deboe, L Y, 
George, McMillan, Sewe 
Baker, Gray, tle, Sov 
Bate, Hale, Aitchen. 2 
Berry, e illman, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Morrill, Turner, 
Cannon, is, Tenn. Murphy, Warren, 
VVV 
e e W. ico! 
Daniel. Kyle, UN. Y 


So Mr. VEsT's amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 370, page 126, line 
26, after the word plain,“ to strike out ‘carpets woven whole 
for rooms;" and in line 1, e 127, after the word description,“ 
to strike out **and oriental, lin, and other similar rugs;" so as 
to make the paragraph read: j 


310. Aubusson, Axminster, and chenille carpets, figured or plain, 
all f LU ts 
Toure sock qe pipe i ve ͤ ̃ ̃— c ie ad 
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Mr. ALLISON. In line 2, 127, after the word“ sixty,“ I 


move to insert “two and a * so as to read, 624 cents a 
square yard." 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Idesire to call attention to the fact that without 
the 2j cents just added by the amendment of the Senator from 
Iowa the duty in this paragraph is 64.40 per cent. That is 
increased by 2} cents under the amendment now proposed. I 
move to strike out 62 cents per square yard, and in addition 
thereto," so as to leave the duty as it is under existing law, 40 per 
cent ad valorem; and on that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 370, line 2, it is proposed to 
strike out **624 cents per square yard, and in addition thereto;" so 
as to read: 

Forty per cent ad valorem. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 83 is on agreeing to 
the amendment Be by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

Mr. VEST. that I call forthe yeas and nays. 

The eee nays were ordered. 

Mr. . Can the Senator from Iowa state why 24 cents 
is added? It seems that the amount in the McKinley law is some- 
what less than that fixed in the present bill. "Two and a half 
cents, I presume, has been placed in the bill as some kind of a com- 
pensatory duty. I do not know whether the Senator from Iowa is 
able to state just how the fi are made. 

Mr. GRAY. I suggest that it sounds better, if there is no other 
reason for it. 

Mr. WHITE. Two and a half" sounds better than three?“ 
Perhaps the demand was for 5 cents, and there was a compromise, 
The words ‘‘and oriental, Berlin, and other similar rugs" are 
eliminated for the purpose of inserting the same in a separate 
paragraph, known in this bill as 3764. 

I have here a letter from a very extensive and respectable estab- 
lishment in San Francisco—the firm of W. & J. Sloane & Co. 
It is addressed to me, and is as follows: 


San FRANCISCO, May 15, 1897. 
We desire to call your attention to the proposed schedule on oriental, 


Berlin, and Axminster carpets (in one piece) uced by the ce Com- 
mittee of the United States Senate, and we wish to enter our strong protest 


trageous 

We are perfectly in sympathy with the tariff that will shnt out a lar 
amount of the cheap oriental staff that has been flooding this 

expense of the manufacturers and weavers of this country, 
large amount of oriental goods ee which does not interfere with any- 
thing made here. and therefore should be taxed no higher rate than other 
grades of carpet imported into this country. 

We claim that the McKinley rate of 40 per cent ad yalorem and 60 cents 
per square is adequate protection against all importations of cheap 
oriental stuff, and is a fair rate on Berlin and Axminster carpets. 

We, here on the Pacific Coast, as dealers and pepe et much at stake, 
and do not see why a prohibitory duty should bs put on goods, for that 
is what it would amount to were San gg ame schedule adopted. 

your 


Trusting you will see to it and do power to prevent the adoption 
of such unreasonable rates of tariff, 
We remain, with much respect, W. & J. SLOANE & CO. 
Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from California that 


I shall propose a substitute for the oriental rug paragraph which 
he is now discussing. - 

Mr. WHITE. Idesire to ask the Senator from Iowa whether 
the substitute prepared by him will reduce the rates p d in 
paragraph 3761, so that they will not be greater than the rates 


prescribed in graph 370? . 

Mr. ALLISON. Some of them will be a little greater, and I 
think some of them will be less. 

Mr. WHITE. The average, I assume, is greater, or the Senator 
would not propose to make a separate paragraph of it. It is not 
for the purpose of lowering the tariff that the Senate suggests a 


Separate ph. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state that the rates will be much lower ` 
= in the present paragraph as proposed originally by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. 


I will defer further discussion of this matter 
until I hear the amendment which the committee propose to sug- 
gest. I will not say anything further upon this paragraph. The 
matter may be discussed when we reach that paragraph. 

Mr. ‘ALLISON. I will answer the former question of the Sen- 
ator from California. The reason why we propose 24 cents addi- 
tional here is to adjust the matter with respect to the additional 
duty proposed upon wool of the third class. 


1897. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri, on which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

‘The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. p 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). Idesire to announce 
my pair with the Senator from Kansas . Harris]. He isnot 
present, and I withhold my vote. $ ? 

Mr. DEBOE (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. : 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SuitH] to the Senator 
from Ohio . Hanna], and vote nay.” 

Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). I de- 
sire to announce that upon this particular vote and for all other 
votes to-day I am paired with the senior Senator from New York 


Š ee de à 3 
Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). Iam paiređ with 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. HANNA]. That pair has been trans- 
ferred to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Surra], with whom 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] is paired, and I am at liberty 
to vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” i 
Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I in announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. 
Nr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I have a 
eral pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
TLER|. I will transfer that pair to the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. JoNES], and vote. I vote '*nay." 
The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. PETTUS (after having voted in the affirmative). The 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] not having voted, I 


withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 28; as follows: 
YEAS—20. 
Bacon, Faulkner, Mallory, Roach, 
Caffery, Heitfeld, Mills, . Turpie, 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Morgan, Vest, 
Clay, Kenney . Wal 
Cockrell, McLaurin, Rawlins, White. 
NAYS-—28. 
Foraker, McEn 2 
Allison, ery, n 
Carter, Gallinger, s 
» Gear. Perkins, Stewart, 
Davis, Hawley, Platt, Conn. elli 
Lod: Wetmore, 
Fairbanks, McBride, Proctor, ilson. 
NOT VOTING-AL 
Aldri h Lindsay, Sewell, 
F 
* ray. n eller. 
28. o. Meran Th 
Butler, Hansbrongh, Mitchell Turner, 
Cannon, *Harris; Kans. orrill, Warren, 
Clark, Harris, Tenn. Murphy, Wolcott. 
Cullom, Hoar, ettigrew, 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Pett 
Deboe. Kyle, Platt, N. Y. 


So Mr. VEsT's amendment was rejected. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled joint resolutions: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 50) authorizing foreign exhibitors at 
the Transmississippi and International Exposition, to be held in 
the city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, during the year 1898, 
to bring to the United States foreign laborers from their coun- 
tries, respectively, for the purpose of preparing for and making 
exhibits; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 61) to provide for the immediate re- 
pair of Dry Dock No. 3, at the New York Navy-Yard. 

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE COOKE. 


'The message also communicated to the Senate the intelligence 

of the death of EDWARD DEAN COOKE, late a member of the House 

m the State of Illinois, and transmitted resolutions of the 
ouse thereon. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had appointed Mr. Foss, of Illinois; Mr. PRINCE, of Illinois; Mr. 
BELKNAP, of Illinois; Mr. UPpEGRAFF, of Iowa; Mr. Royse, of 
Indiana; Mr. Plowman, of Alabama; Mr. HUNTER, of Illinois; 
Mr. DINSMORE, of Arkansas, and Mr. SPALDING, of Michigan, as 
the committee on the part of the House to take charge of the 
funeral arran ents. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate 
resolutions from the House of Representatives, which will be read. 

'The Secretary read as follows: 

In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 24, 1897. 

Resolved, That the House has heard with ound sorrow of the death of 


Hon. EDWARD DEAN COOKE, late a Representative from the State of 
Resolved, nine members of the House be 


That a committee of 


funeral of the deceased; that the Se t-at-Arms of the House shall take 
order for superintending the funeral of the deceased at his home; and that 
the necessary expenses attending the execution of this order shall be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to his memory the House do now ad- 
8 That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I have been uested by the 
senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM], who is ill at his home, 
and whose colleague [Mr. Mason] is absent from thecity, to state 
that on a later day he will ask the Senate to pay appropriate trib- 
ute to the worth and public services of his deceased colleague. 
a go 5 move the adoption of the resolutions which I send to 

e desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions will be read, 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. EDWARD DEAN COOKE, late a Representative from 
the State of Illinois. 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed by the Presiding 
Officer, to join the committee appointed on the of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to attend the funeral of the deceased. 

Resol That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the resolutions submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

'The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the terras of the second 
resolution, the Presiding Officer will peus the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. Mason], the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER], the Senator from Flor- 
ida [Mr. Pasco], and the Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER] 
as the committee on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER, As a further mark of respect to the memory 
of the deceased, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at5 o'clock and 8 
minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
June 25, 1897, at 11 o'clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
THURSDAY, June 24, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. 
COUDEN, offered the following prayer: 

Our Father who art in Heaven, we bless Thee for that kind 
care and protection which has brought us to the light and joy of 
this another day, and for all those silent yet mighty forces which 
are ever working for righteousness in our souls. Help us, we be- 
seech Thee, to meet with patience all the sorrows and afflictions 
of this life and turn them to our i 

We recognize, O Heavenly Father, in the sudden death of one 
of the members of this House a t ity; and we pray Thee 
that all those who are near and to him may be comforted by 
those blessings which are ever coming down from Thee and touch- 
ing the souls of men. And help us all to learn the lesson that life 
is precarious and that death may be visited upon any of us at any 
time. May we be prepared at whatever hour it ui come, that 
we may onward and upward to that larger life under the 
leadership of Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Monday last was read and 
approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed joint resolution (H. Res. 61) 
to provide for the immediate repair of Dry Dock No. 3, at the 
New eig Nayy-Yard; in which the concurrence of the House was 
request 

e message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 50) authorizing foreign exhibitors at the Transmissis- 
sippi and International Exposition, to be held in the city of Omaha, 
in the State of Nebraska, during the year 1898, to bring to the 
United States foreign laborers from their countries, respectively, 
for the purpose of preparing for and making exhibits. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED, 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint reso- 
lutions of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 50) authorizing foreign exhibitors at the 
Transmississippi and International Exposition, to be held in the 
city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, during the year 1898, to 
bring to the United States foreign laborers from their countries, 
e for the purpose of preparing for and making exhibits; 
an 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 61) to provide for the immediate repair 
of Dry Dock No. 3, at the New York Navy-Yard. 


1995 


by the Speaker to act with such Senators as may be selected, to attend the 
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ARBITRATION. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to announce that he has 
received a communication from the president of the Belgian 
Chamber of Deputies, inviting such members of the House as may 
be able to do so to attend the interparliamentary conference in 
favor of arbitration, which will commence its session on the 6th 
of August next. The Chair wishes to state that he has been sup- 
ps with blank invitations, which he will be glad to fill out and 

ish to such gentlemen as desire to attend. 
DEATH OF HON. EDWARD DEAN COOKE, 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, it becomes my sad duty to announce 
the death of one of the members of this House, the Hon. EDWARD 
Dean COOKE, of the State of Illinois. At some future day I shall 
ask this House to set apart a time when fitting tributes may be 


id to his memory. I ask the Clerk to read theresolutions which 
Fond to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hon. WAND Dean COOKE, late à Representative from the State of Illinois. 


ved, That a committee of nine members of the House be appointed by 
the Speak 


er to act with such Senators as may be selected to attend the 
funeral of the deceased; that the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House shall take 
order for superintending the funeral of the deceased at home, and that 
the necessary expenses attending the execution of this order shall be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Resolved, t as a mark of respect to his memory the House do now 


ourn. 
weg er That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the vote be first taken on 
the first two resolutions. 

The question being taken, the first and second resolutions were 
unanimonsly adopted. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following- 
named committee in pursuance of the second resolution just 
adopted: Mr. Foss, of Illinois; Mr. PRINCE, of Illinois; Mr. BEL- 
KNAP, of Illinois; Mr. SPALDING, of Michigan: Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of 
Iowa; Mr. RoxsE, of Indiana; Mr. PLOWMAN, of Alabama; Mr. 
HUNTER, of Illinois. and Mr. DINSMORE, of Arkansas. 

Mr.FOSS. Inowask the adoption of the remaining resolutions. 

The question being taken on the last two resolutions, they were 
unanimously adopted; and in accordance therewith (at 12 o'clock 
and 10 minutes RT m.) the House adjourned, in pursuance of its 
previous order, till Monday next. at 12 o'clock m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Acting Secre- 
tary of the Navy, transmitting the information that it has been 
decided not to transport contributions of wheat to India, and that 
the Department has suspended its efforts to charter a vessel, was 
taken from the Speaker's table, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
es 555 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 3514) to provide for the 
coinage of gold and silver bullion upon equal terms—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: A bill (H. R. 3515) to au- 
thorize the purchase of a site for a hall of records or other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 3516) amendatory of sec- 
tion 2 of the act of June 27, 1890, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAXWELL: A bill (H. R. 3517) to fix the term of office 
of the reporter of the United States Supreme Court and provide 
an annual salary therefor; second, defining the duties of the re- 

rter, and providing that the copyright of the reports, so far as 

t applies, shall be in behalf of the United States, and books shall 
be printed, electrotyped, and bound by the Government; third, 
the price at retail shall not exceed $1.50 per volume, with a dis- 
count to dealers in law books—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 3518) to regulate the service 
and fix the hours of service for persons employed as policemen and 
officers in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BREWSTER: A bill (H. R.3519) for the relief of Cyrus 
Roberts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R.3520) for the relief of the Chris- 
tian Church of Henderson, E the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. DORR: A bill (H. R. 


3521) for the relief of the trustees of 


the Presbyterian Church, Frenchcreek, Upshur County, W. Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 3522) granting a pension to 


Samuel Smith, of Alliance, 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3528) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Robert Ellison, in the War Department—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 3524) granting a pension of $30 a month to 
Gustayus A. Kindblade—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 3525) for the relief 
of the Mississippi Manufacturing Company, of Wesson, Miss.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 3526) for the relief of Mary Dia- 
mond—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3527) granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Wallice—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bili (H. R. 3528) to remove the charge of 
Pere against Marion M. Barton—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8529) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Alfred Rebsamen—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3530) to remove the charge of desertion 
ax t Benjamin F. Sauterbin—to the Committee on Military 


ebr.—to the Committee on Invalid 


Sirs. 
so, a bill (H. R. 8531) to remove the 8 759 75 of desertion 
against James Bennett to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3532) granting a pension to Alexander Miller 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3533) for the relief of John M. Fleming—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3534) granting a pension to James M. Stew- 
art—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3535) pus a pension to William D. Tan- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 3536) to give the 
Court of Claims of the United States jurisdiction of the claims of 
the Alexandria and Washington Railroad Company and others 
against the United States for compensation for the use and occu- 
pation of the railroad of said company by the United States or the 
military authorities thereof—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 3587) to remove 
PES of desertion now standing against James Hennessy on rolls 
of War Department—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: A bill oS R. 3538) authorizing and 
directing the repayment to Josiah B. Orbison, of Donegal Town- 
ship, Butler County, Pa., the sum of $300, with interest, that he 
paid to avoid the draft in 1863—to the Committee on Claiins. 

By Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 3539) granting a pen- 
sion to James K. Wiley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8540) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver S. Coftin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3541) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
H. Dougherty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3512) granting a pension to E. E. Harvey—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3543) to correct the military record of Charles 
V. Landegent—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLOWA Y: A bill (H. R. 3544) granting an increase 
of pension to Stephen W. Berry—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3545) ting an increase of pension to 
Ezekiel Towle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R.3546) to correct the mil- 
PM record of Stephen Rice—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3547) to correct the military record of James 
H. Foland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 3548) for the relief of 
William M. Lindsay—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 3549) granting a pension to John 
Hammond, late a pilot on the Government transport Mellmot—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3550) grantin 
widow of the late Capt. Andrew J. 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3551) granting a pension to John Stephens, of 
the city of New Albany, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3552) granting a pension to John W. Daugh- 
erty, of New Albany, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


pension to Martha Brisco, 
risco—to the Committee on 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following penton and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BARTLETT: Petition of the Commercial Exchange of 
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o, Ill., asking for a duty on tea—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 
Also, remonstrance of Jackson G. Smith, of Barnesville, Ga., 
against a tariff on hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of the American Rattan and Reed Manufacturing 


Company, of Brooklyn, N. Y., urging the enactment of a law to 


revent manufacturing by convict labor—to the Committee on 


bor. : 

By Mr. BREWSTER: Remonstrances of 16 leading shoe manu- 
facturersof Rochester, N. Y., against an increased duty on tanned 
skins for morocco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CONNELL: Protest of the Scranton Central Labor 
Union, of Scranton, Pa.. against change being made in the present 
tariff on tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON of Wisconsin: Petition of the Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Wisconsin, for the establishment 
of a military park at Vicksburg—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Grand Army of the Republic, Department 
of Wisconsin, in favor of military instruction in public schools— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. A 

By Mr. DORR: Evidence to Leptin pus House bill for the relief 
of the trustees of the Presbyterian church at French Creek, Up- 
shur County, W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of John Searcy and other citizens of 
Louisville, Ky., praying for the repeal of the civil-service law—to 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petitions of sundry citizens of Philadelphia, 
Pa., in favor of the passage of a bill for a more rigid restriction of 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 


tion. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of Joseph W. Sheaffer and snn- 
dry other citizens of Harrisburg, Pa., praying for the passage of 
a law to further restrict immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of citizens of New London, Conn., 
favoring a more rigid immigration law—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Papers to 3 House bill No. 3122, 
granting a pension to James H. Land- to the Committee on In- 
e House bill No. 3118 tin 

so, rs to accompany House 0. „granting a pen- 
sion to Capt. Richard F. Fuller to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 2464, for the relief of 
James Colvin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to 3 House bill No. 2768, for the relief of 
George Pon the Committee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, June 25, 1897. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. Huen JOHNSTON, D. D., of the city of Washing- 
ton. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Quay, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT announced his signature to the follow- 
ing enrolled joint resolutions; which had previously been signed 
by the Speaker of the House of Representatives: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 50) authorizing foreign exhibitors at 
the nsmississippi and International Exposition to be held in 
thecity of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, during the year 1898, 
to bring to the United States foreign laborers from their coun- 
tries, respectively, for the purpose of preparing for and making 
exhibits; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 61) to provide for the immediate re- 
pair of Dry Dock No. 3, at the New York Navy-Yard. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. MALLORY presented the memorial of C. Jackson and 50 
other citizens of Florida, and the memorial of E. O. Locke aud 51 
other citizens of Florida, remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation intended to destroy the present system of ticket broker- 
age; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Exeter, 
Nebr., praying for the early enactment of a protective-tariff law; 


which was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr.QUAY. I have here a memorial from the Erie Central 
Labor Union, signed by the secretary of that organization, which 


he requests me to read in order that it may go into the RECORD. 
I will accede to his request, by permission of the Senate. Hesays: 


Lam instructed by the Erie Central Labor Union to inform you that we 
are unalterably o House bill No. 30, introduced by Mr. SHERMAN 


pposed to 
of New York, which is intended to destroy ticket brok 


erage. 


The discussion on this question showed that, while we admit the ticket- 
8 system to be an evil in n it is now practically the only 
y 


which the public is able to protit by the competition between the 
railroads. 


When the railroads abandon underhand methods, there will be small need 
for abolishing the *' scalper." 


Yours, respectfully, 
LOUIS F. HEMSE, 
Chairman Legislative Committee, Erie Central Labor Union. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 'The memorial will be referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. QUAY presented the memorial of W. A. Kresse and 52 
other citizens of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation intended to destroy the present system of ticket 
brokerage; which was referred to the Coinmittee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In behalf of the junior Senator from New 
Jersey . SEWELL],I present the memorial of sundry coal com- 
panies in reference to the duty on coal. The memorialists state 
that the Dominion of Canada is our best and practically our only 
foreign market for coal, purchasing from us 4 tons for every ton 
sold us, the difference increasing to 20 tons purchased of us to 1 
ton sold if British Columbia is excluded, the exportation to Canada 
forthe year ending June 30, 1896, being 1,370,856 tons of anthra- 
cite of a total exportation of 1,874,831 tons, and 1,075,109 tons of 
bituminous coal of a total exportation of 2,246,284 tons. 

If a duty of 75 cents, or even 60 cents, is placed upon coal, as 
ee in the pending tariff bill, it is certain that the Dominion 
of Canada will adopt a like tariff on American coal, which will 
largely curtail our export trade on anthracite coal, which is now 
admitted to Canada free, and greatly reduce our exports of bitumi- 
nous coal and have a paralyzing effect upon a wide and important 
range of employment, 5 mining and carrying trade. 

The memorial gives the number of men and mines interes 
set opposite their names. In the computation they aggregate no 
less than 340.000 men and 1,700,000 people directly and indirectl 
dependent upon this interest. The point of the petition whi 
the Senator from New Jersey desires to have called especially 
to the attention of the Senate is the prayer that a reciprocal 
clause may be inserted in the pending tariff bill wherein same re- 
lates to coal to the effect that whenever the President shall be 
satisfied that the Parliament of the Dominion of Canada or other 
competent authority has fixed a rate of duty collectible on bitu- 
minous coal produced in and imported from the United States 
into Canada not exceeding 75 cents nor less than 40 cents per ton, 
he may make proclamation of the fact, and after the date of such 

roclamation the duty collectible on all coal imported into the 

Jnited States from the Dominion of Canada shall not exceed the 
rate mentioned in said proclamation so long as said rate of duty 
is maintained by the said Dominion.” 

I ask that the memorial may be printed and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. It is possible that a duplicate memorial 
may have been presented by some other Senator. The Senator 
from New Jersey, for whom I act, desires that special attention 
may be called to the facts stated in this petition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be referred to the 
Committee on Finance and printed, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, remonstrating against any increase in the present rate 
of duty on tanned skins for morocco, or a duty on raw goatskins; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 5 

He also presented a Pos of 21 citizens of North Adams, 
Mass., and a petition of sundry citizens of Cumberland, Miss., . 
praying for the enactment of protective-tariff legislation, at the 
earliest possible date, such as will adequately secure American in- 
dustrial products against the competition of foreign labor; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 3 

Mr. TELLER presented sundry memorials of citizens of Colo- 
rado, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended 
to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. NELSON presented sundry memorials of citizens of Minne- 
sota, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended 
to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petitions of C. H. Prescott and sundry 
other citizens, of Robert McArthur and sundry other citizens, of 
James G. Brackett and 16 other citizens, of Calvin H. Foss and 28 
other citizens, and of Burton H. Winslow and 35 other citizens, all 
of Biddeford, in the State of Maine, praying for the early enact- 
meng of a protective-tariff law; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. ELKINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of New Mil- 
ton, W. Va., and a petition of sundry citizens of Gladewater, Tex., 
praying for the early passage of the pending tariff bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented sundry memorials of citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation in- 
tended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
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Mr. FORAKER presented sundry memorials of citizens of Ohio, 


remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to 
destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. GRAY, from the Committee on disp ieee ceni reported 
a bill (S. 2284) to authorize Admiral T. O. Selfridge, United States 
Navy; Capt. G. H. Wadleigh, United States Navy; Lieut. Com- 
mander E. H. Gheen, United States Navy: Lieut. Commander 
Raymond P. Rodgers. United States Navy; Paymaster J. B. Red- 
field, United States Navy; Lieut. J. J. Hunker, United States 
Navy; Surg. D. N. Bertolette, United States Navy, and Ensign 
R. L. Russell, United States Navy, to accept medals presented to 
va by the Russian Government; which was read twice by its 


e. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, reported an amendment intended to be proposed in the gen- 
eral deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MALLORY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2285) for the 
relief of Thomas W. Lun which was read twiceby itstitle, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2286) to in: te the 
Washington and University Railroad Company, of the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred. to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McLAURIN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 51) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to transfer certain papers from the 
War Department to the United States district court for South Car- 
olina, at Charleston, S. C.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

ACTS AND RESOLUTIONS RELATING TO PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr.GEAR. Isubmit a resolution, and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate as a document 


1,00€ of all and singular the acts and resolutions of lating 
te the Union Pacific Railroad Company and the Central Pacific M Comme 
pany. 

Mr. ALLEN. Isug to my friend from Iowa the propriety 
of having all these publications in one document. 


Mr. GEAR. That is the object of the resolution. 
Mr. ALLEN. And to let it embrace also answers to inquiries 
of the different Departments. 
Mr. GEAR. That is not germane, I think, to the resolution. 
The resolution simply provides that all statutes which have been 
Co A 


passed ngress in regard to these railroads shall be printed, 
in order t we may have them in a convenient form for the use 
of the committee and the Senate. 


Mr. ALLEN. Why notalsoembrace the decisions of the various 
courts, so that we can have a complete history of these roads? It 
occurs to me that it would be very advisable to have the decisions 
included. 

Mr. HALE. Let the resolution be read again. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. HALE. It ought to go to the Committee on Printing. That 
will be A great work. 
= . Oh, no; it will not make a loc large volume. 
Mr.STEWART. Five hundred dollars will cover the entire 


cost. 

Mr. GEAR. I have no objection to the reference suggested. 
Let the resolution be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. ALLEN. Before it goes to the Committee on Printing it 
ought to be amended. x ^ - 

Mr. DAVIS. I move to amend the resolution by inserting after 
** Central Pacific Railroad" the words **and the Western Pacific." 

Mr. HOAR. Let the resolution be read again. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 7 

Mr. HOAR. I was going to su that there be inserted after 
‘resolutions of Congress” the words “‘or of either House thereof.” 
Ithink there have been some resolutions passed separately which 
might well be included. eS 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to that amend- 
ment? The Chair hears none. j 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to amend the resolution by including also 
the decisions of the Supreme Court on the different acts herein 
mentioned. 

Mr. MORGAN. That would make it very voluminous. The 
amendment suggested by the Senator from Nebraska would make 
it a book of 2,000 pages. There is no occasion to have those opin- 
ions reprinted, because a great many of them are not necessary to 
an understanding of the railroad question so far as the Senate is 
concerned. 

What we want is a compilation of the statutes that bear upon 


the Union Pacific and the Central Pacifie and the branch roads, 

so that by looking over the statutes we can understand what Con- 
gress has done. That is as far as the committee p e to go. 
Now, to incorporate all the decisions of the Supreme dius would 
make it so voluminous that it would require an editor to go through 
to see what was and was not inent, and it could not take less 
than 2,000 pages to include decisions. Some of those de- 
cisions cover 50 pages in the reports. I hope the Senator will not 
embarrass the resolution with such an amendment, because if we 
want a book of that kind we can have it printed separately. Itis 
very necessary to have these statutes before the Senate when we 
are considering any question that comes up about the Pacific 


T; 

Mr. ALLEN. Imovetoamend the resolution byinserting, after 
the aire ** Congress," the words ‘‘and decisions of the Supreme 
Co 8 

Mr. GEAR. Isuggest to the Senator from Nebraska, if he is 
going to move that amendment, that he add, ‘‘ decisions of the 
Supreme Court relating thereto." 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, relating thereto." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the amendment acce ? It is 
accepted, the Chair understands. The Senator from Iowa moves 
to refer the resolntion as amended to the Committee on Printing. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HARBOR AT PITTSBURG, PA. 

Mr. QUAY submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War is hereby directed to 
the means necessary to preserve the harbor at Pittsburg, Pa., from unau- 
thorized encroachment and other damage, for the work of dredging, for 
marking harbor lines, and patrolling harbor, and the probable expense 
thereof, and to report to the Senate thereon on or before the first Monday in 


December next. 
PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
notice of an amendment to Rule XXXIII, submitted yesterday by 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. HALE. It was read yesterday. There is no necessity to 
read it again. Let it be referred to the Committee on Rules. 

The pr t was referred to the Committee on 
Rules, as follows: 

Notice is hereby gi that the foll d t will be to 
Rule XXXII er the Senate, relating to the privilege of the fom te wit. ia 
that clause ofsaid rule which admitscertain to the floor of the Senate 
while in session, relating to ex-Senators and Senators-elect, after 
dex. Senators.“ to insert the following: 

Who are not interested in any claim or in the prosecution of the same, or 
directly in any bill before Congress. 

The pure. of the ev reg amendment is to Re ex-Senators from 
enjoying rivileges of the floor of the Senate for the purpose of urging 
or opposing claims or bills in which they are employed as attorneys. 

THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. Imove that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 379. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 
of the United States. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill on page 127, line 
4, paragraph 371. > 

Fhe next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 371, page 127, line 6, after the word sixty,“ to insert the 
word ‘‘two;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

371. Saxony, Wilton, and Tournay velvet carpets, figured or plain, and all 

tsor ting of like character or descri @ cents uare 
— in addition thereto 40 per cent ad ee basi mes 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Isimply want to call attention to the fact that this 
amendment is an increase over the rate in the McKinley Act. 
Before this increase was made, the rate of duty proposed under 
this aph was 80.22 per cent ad valorem upon the articles 
therein named. I move to strike out ‘‘62 cents per square yard, 
and in addition thereto," so as to leave the duty where it is under 
ets ine 40 per cent ad valorem, and upon that I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
FFF TT 

e SECRETARY. It is pro amend paragrap y 
striking out, after the word *'description," the words ‘62 cents 
per pue ree and in addition thereto;" so as to make the par- 
agrap : 


371. Saxony, Wilton, and Tournay velvet carpets, fi or plain, and all 
carpets or carpeting of like character or description, 40 per cent ad valorem. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senatorfrom Missouri demands 
the yeas and nays upon agreeing to the amendment. 
e yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. i 
Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris]. In his absence, I 
withhold my vote. 
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Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SurrH]. If he were present, I 
should vote ** nay." 


Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM]. 
Mr. HAWLEY (when his name was ed). Iam paired with 


the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE]. Ishould vote “yea” 
if he were present. 

Mr. HELL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. lf he 
were present, I should vote ** yea." 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna]. If he were present, I should 
vote yea.” 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Tuurston]. He being absent, I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. er- 
wise I should vote ** yea.” 

Mr. WELLINGTÓN (when his name wascalled). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], and 
therefore withhold my vote. ams 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BURROWS (after having voted in the negative). I have 
transferred my pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Car- 
FERY] to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNES]. Iwill therefore 
let my vote stand. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Iam paired with the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. SPOONER]. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] is paired with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. 
By an arrangement with the Senator from Connecticut, we have 
exchanged our pairs. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. WLEY. Under the arrangement just stated by the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL], I am at liberty to 
vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MORRILL. I willtransfer my pair with the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. Harris] to the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER], and vote “nay.” 

The Secretary recapitulated the vote. 

Mr. VEST. Let the result be announced. We do not want to 
sit here for half an hour waiting to geta quorum. The country 
is suffering now for want of this bill. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 
Allen, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Clay, McLaurin, Pettus, White. 
Faulkner, Mills '' Turpie, 
Heitfeld, Morgan, Vest, 

NAYS—%. 

Fairbanks, Lod Platt, N. Y. 
Burrows, Foraker, McBride, Pri 
Carter, e, Morrill, Proctor, 
pa 55 Hawle Perkins n 
wiley, r 
Deboe, 5 id Platt, Conn. Teller. 
NOT VOTING—48. 
Aldrich, Elkins, E Sewell, 
Bacon, Gallinger, Lindsay, Shou 
00 
5 0 ner 
SEE. Gorman, Mantle, Thurston, 
Butler, Gray, Martin, 
Caffery, Maso Turner, 
Cannon, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Warren 
Chilton, Harris, Kans. M y Wellin; 
Kullen J orm Penro: Wilson 
lo: ones, Nev. nrose, n. 
Daniel. Kenney, Rawlins, Wolcott. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-one Senators have voted. 


Mr. VEST. That discloses the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A quorum not having voted, the roll 
will be called. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Frye, Mallory, Proctor, 
Allison, Gear, Martin, gua 
Burrows, Gray, Mills, — — 
Carter, Hale. Mitchell, Roach, 
Chandler, * Hawley, Morgan, Stewart, 
Clark, * Heitfeld, orrill, "Teller, 
8 oar, Nelson, Thurston, 
vi ee” KR pens, Turpi 
avis, e W. io, 
boe, Ly Pettus, ` Vest, 
Fairbanks, Platt, Conn. Walthall, 
Faulkner, McBride, Platt, N. Y. Wi 
Foraker, 8 White. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-two Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. The Secretary will 
call the roll on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the - 


ator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 
xt Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 


CLARK (when his name was called). Iagain announce 


my pair with the Senator from Kansas . HARRIS]. 
Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SurrH]. I transfer that 


pair, by consentzto the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna], which 
will leave the Senator from Utah [Mr. RAWLINS] and myself at 
liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 


Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM]. 
Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). I have a general 


ir with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN]. If 
e were present, I should vote ** yea." 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE]. I should vote yea” 
if he were de 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I am 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWwELL]. If he were 
present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] to the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], and vote ** nay." 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. HANNA]. That pair has been 
transferred, so that the Senator from Ohio [Mr. NNA] will 
stand paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. I 


vote yea." 

Mr. TURNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from eee [Mr. WARREN]. 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). Iagain an- 


nounce my pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. nets and withhold my vote. 

'The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I desire to announce that on this question 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] is paired with the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 
Allen, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, Vest, 
Clay, Kyle, Pettus, ` Walthall, 
cLaurin, Rawlins, White. 
Faulkner, Mallory, ach, 
Gorman, Mills, Tillman, 
Heitfeld, Morgan, ie, 
: NAYS—27. 
Allison, Fairbanks, 4 Pritchard, 
Beer For T, MC ^ > 
urrows, e, or’ A 
Carter, Gear, Nelson, p. 
Chandler, Hale Perki Stewart, 
Davis, ‘Hawley, Platt, Conn. Thurston. " 
Deboe, Hoar, Platt, N. Y. 
NOT VOTING-AL 
Aldrich, Elkins, McEne: Spooner, 
Bacon, Gallinger, McMillan, eller, : 
Bate, George, Mantle, Turner, 
Berry, Gray, Martin, Warren, 
Butler, Maso Wellington, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Mitch Wetmore, 
Cannon, Harris, Kans. Murphy, x 
Chilton,- rris, $ Wolcott. 
Clark, Jones, Ney. Penrose, 
Cullom, enney, Sewell, 
Daniel, y Smith. 


So Mr. VEsT's amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 372, page 127, line 9, after the word “description,” to strike 
out **forty-four" and insert ** forty-five;" so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

372. Brussels carpets, gated or plain, and all carpets or ting of like 


character or description, 45 cents per square yard, and in addi thereto 40 
per cent ad valorem. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. VEST. This is an increase also over the McKinley Act 
from 44 cents to 45 cents. Without this increase the equivalent 
ad valorem on the articlesembraced in this paragraph is 82.56 per 
cent. Isimply want to say that it is very obvious why these in- 
creases are made, Our friends upon the other side have put such 
duties upon the oriental matting, Japanese and Chinese and cocoa 
matting, not made in this country, as to practically exclude them. 
They now propose to put up the duties on the lower grades of car- 
peting, to exclude competition from abroad as to these articles and 

orce the American ple to use the common carpets, the lower 
grades of carpets. The intent is very plain to anyone who knows 
anything in regard to tariff legislation. 
move (and it is the only redress that we have upon this side) 
tostrike out the duties proposed by paragraph 372. I move to 
strike out ** 45 cents per square yard, and in addition thereto;” so 
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as to leave the duty as under the existing law, that is, 40 per cent 
ad valorem, and upon that I call for the yeas and m 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri to the fact that these specific duties are in the nature of 
compensatory duties. 


Mr. VEST. Oh, yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. And have no relation to cocoa matting, which 
has been stricken out of the bill, I think on the motion of the 
NIE from Missouri, or some other Senator on the opposite 
side. - 

Mr. VEST. No, sir; it has not been stricken out. It has not 
been voted upon, but is reserved for a vote as to whether it shall 
go on the free list. I made the motion to strike out oriental, Chi- 
nese, and Japanese matting, and that motion was sustained by the 
Senate, but it is held up by the Senator from Iowa for a vote 
when we reach the free list. Cocoa matting was passed over at 
the instance of my colleague on the committee, the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. JoNEs], in order that the Senate might vote as to 
whether it should go upon the free list or not. 

Irepeat my proposition, that the whole object of these increases, 
after putting a prohibitory duty upon these cheap mattings from 
the East, is to put a sufficient duty apan the cheap grade of car- 
pets to exclude competition as to them. So there will be no 
alternative for any man who wants to put a carpet on the floor of 
his house but to pur the American product. 

Mr. ALLISON. Irepeat, these duties are put on in compensa- 
tion for the duty on wool. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, we all know that in the last ten or 
fifteen years Brussels carpets, both imported and domestic, have 
becomearticlesof very common and widely diffused use. They can 
scarcely be called a luxury. There is hardly any man who is able 
to support a family in decency who does not wish to have, and 
does not have, a Brussels c: t somewhere in his house. 1t is 
very well to know as we go along what exactions we are making 
upon the people who buy these carpets. 

All that I rose for is in some measure to expose the tax that is 
concealed in these combined specific and ad valorem duties, one 
of the great objections to which is that it does mask the tax so far 
as the statement of it goes. I have made, or had made, a calcu- 
lation as to the amount of tax a man will have to pay for a Brus- 
sels carpet that is put on a room, say, 16 feet square. I find that 
upon the unit of valne given in the comparative tables before us 
the tax imposed upon him for carpeting a room 16 feet square un- 
der the provisions of this bill is $21.31. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri calls for 
the yeas and nays on agreeing to his amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when Mr. BERRY's name was called). 
My colleague [Mr. BERRY] is paired with the junior Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. MásoN]. If my colleague were present, he would 


vote ven.“ 

Mr. LIN DSAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. If he were 
present, I would vote yea.“ 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 
present, I should vote ** yea.” 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] to the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], who is temporarily 
absent, and vote ** nay." 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). I transfer my 
air with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna] to the Senator 
rom New Jersey [Mr. SmitH], and vote yea.“ 
Mr. WALT L (when his name was called). The Senator 

from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], with whom I have a general 
air, is paired on this question with the Senator from Tennessee 

Mr. BATE], and I vote yea." 

Mr. € K (when Mr. WARREN'S name was called), I desire 
to announce that my colleague [Mr. WARREN] is paired with the 
junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. my colleague 
were present, he would vote ** nay." 

Mr. 
SwiTH] has been transferred to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Hanna], and I vote **nay." 
and being paired with him, I withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 28; as follows: 


I am paired 
If he were 


The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. GEAR. My pair with the Senator from New Jersey 
Mr. PASCO (after having voted in the affirmative). I notice 
that the Senator from Washington [Mr. WILSON] has not voted, 


YEAS—23. 
Allen, Heitfeld, Morgan, 
Caffery, Jones, Ar’ Murphy, 'Turpie, 
Clay, LÀ Pettigrew, Ve 
II. Laurin, Pettus, Wal 
Faulkner, Mallory, Rawlins, White. 
rman, Roach, 


NAYS—9?8. 
Allison. Fair Lod itchard, 
er, j Foraker, Mc Bride, Proctor, 
Burrows, Frye, Morrill, ay, 
Carter. Gear, Nelson, oup, 
pede o Eum Bue, — Ber 
vis, wley, nn, er. 
boe, boar, Platt. N. ‘hurston, 
NOT VOTING—38 
Aldrich, ins, Lindsay, Smi 
on, Gallinger, McEnery, 8 on 
. rge, McMillan, er, 
Berry, Gray, Mantle, Warren, 
Butler, Hanna, Martin, Wellington, 
Cannon, Hansbrough, Mason, Wetmore, 
Chilton, Harris, Kans. Mitchell, Wilson 
Clark, Harris, Tenn. Pasco, Wolcott. 
Cullom, Jones, Ney. Penrose, 
Daniel, Kenney, Sewell, 


So Mr. VEstT’s amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 127, aph 873, line 
13, before the word cents,“ to strike out ‘‘forty” and insert 
** forty-one;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

373. Velvet and tapestry velv 5 

poe y et carpets, figured or plain, printed on the 


warp or otherwise, an carpets or carpeting of like cl ter or descri; 
tion, 41 cents per square yard, and in addition thereto 40 per cent ad valores. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I call attention to the fact that this rate is an in- 
crease over the McKinley Act. In that law the duties were 40 cents 
and 40 per cent ad valorem, and this is an increase to 41 cents. The 
equivalent ad valorem upon the articles named in this paragraph, 
without this addition of 1 cent, is 69.67 que cent. I move, in Ing 
13 of the paragraph, after the word description,“ to strike out 
**41 cents per square yard, and in addition thereto," so as to leave 
the duty as under the existing law at 40 per cent ad valorem, 
Upon that I call for the yeas and nays. 

he ic and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, it is with reluctance that I 
presume to differ with the experienced and eminent Senators in 
charge of this bill, butit seems to methat weare pursuing a wrong 
course in putting ourselves on record here interminably on these 
little minor items, when it is a fact, as ap nt as the Capitol 
itself to every observer outside, that we will be beaten in every 
one of these votes. It is just simply wasting time. That is all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris]. à 

r. GRAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom]. 

Mr. HAWLEY (when hisname was called). The pair between 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Barg] and myself has been 
transferred 125 eement with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
WALTHALL] e Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], and 
I vote ** nay." 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]; otherwise I 
should ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Pairing as before 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] with the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris}, with whom I have a gen- 
eral pair, I vote ** nay." 

Mr. PASCO 8 his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. WiLsoN]. In his absence, I with - 
hold my vote. If he were present, I should vote yea.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CLARK. I desire to transfer the pair with the junior Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. Harris] to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
JONES] and vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

I also desire to announce again the pair of my colleague [Mr. 
WARREN] with the Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. 

Mr. GEAR. My pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SMITH] has been transferred to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Hanna], and I vote “nay.” 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iannouncefor the da mre with the senior 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN}. he were present, I 
should vote T 

Mr. BUTLER. I announce my pair with the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iampaired with the senior Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

'The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS-—19. 
Allen, Heitfeld, Morgan, vehe 
Caffery, Jones, Ar Murphy, Ves 
Chilton, McLaurin Pettigrew, Wal 
Cockrell, Mallory, Pettus, White, 


Faulkner, Mills. Roach, 
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NAYS—27. 
5 * Foraker, Mrd Proctor, 
rro Fry uay, 
Garter,” Beart Nelson, oup, 
ler, Hale Per Stewart, 
Clark, Hawley, Piatt, Conn. Teller, 
Deboe, Hoar, Platt, N. Y. Thurston. 
Fairbanks, tc " 
NOT VOTING-—43. Aer 
Aldri Elkins, Kyle, we 
Adr Gallinger, Lindsay, Smith, 
Baker, George, MoEnery, 85 er, 
te, Gorman, McMillan, 
rry. Gray, Mantle, Turner, 
ni Hansbrough, Mason Wellington, 
Clay rae Ha: Kans. Mitchell, Wetmore, 
Calle Harris, Tenn. Pasco, Wilson 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Penrose, Wolcott. 
Davis, Kenney, Rawlins, 


So Mr. VEsT's amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 127, paragraph 374, line 
17, before the word cents," to strike out 3 t and in- 
sert **twenty-nine;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

pestry Brussels carpets, figured or and all carpets or carpet- 
"E ot Ile character or 5 peg warp 5 29 
cents per square yard, and in addition thereto 40 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President — 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Missouri will allow me to 
make a suggestion to him, I ask why not consider the three re- 
maining paragraphs together as one amendment, if he proposes to 
have a vote on striking out all of these paragraphs, and taking 
but one vote, so as to save time? It would be just as impressive. 

Mr. VEST. Because there are different rates imposed in these 
different paragraphs, the increase being greater in some than in 
others by the committee's amendment. I want to call attention 
to the fact that under this amendment, as in the preceding para- 

aph, the Senator from Iowa and the Dm majority of the 

inance Committee have gone above the McKinley Act, making 
this duty 29 instead of 28 cents. Under the paragraph as it stood, 
without this increase, the equivalent ad valorem is 79.42 per cent. 
It is my purpose to move to strike out the words, in lines 17 and 
18 of this paragraph, 29 cents per square yard, and in addition 
thereto." so as to leave the duty at 40 cent ad valorem, as in 
the existinglaw. Upon that I call for the yea and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris], but transfer that 
pair to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNES], and vote “nay.” 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). My pair with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmitH] has been transferred to 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna], and I vote “nay.” 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I again transfer 
my pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] to the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], and vote **nay." 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr. Witson], If 
he were present, J should vote yea.“ 

Mr. T MAN (when his name was called). Present. 

The Secretary again called the name of Mr. TILLMAN. 

Mr. TILL . lam here, sir, and have answered ‘‘ present." 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I again announce that my pair with the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Ar. Bare} has been transferred to 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. I vote ‘‘yea.” 


Mr. KENNEY (after having votedin the affirmative). I notice 
that the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE], with 
whom I am paired, has not voted. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

e result was announced—yeas 19, nays 28; as follows: 
i YEAS—19. 

Allen ; Morgan, Turpie, 
Bacon, Jones, Ark. Murphy, Vest, 
Chilton, cLaurin, Pet W. Walthall, 
Clay, ory, Pettus, White. 
Cockrell, Mills, 

NAYS—38. ^ 
Allison, boe, Hoar, Platt, N. Y. 
Baker, Fairban ge. Pritcha: 
Burrows, Foraker, McBride, T, 
Carter, ye, orrill, uay, 
Chandler, » Nelson, oup, 
Clark, ie, erki Teller, 
Davis, Hawley, Platt, Conn. Th 

NOT VOTING—42. 
Aldrich, Butler, Cull Faulkner, 
Bate, Caffery, Daniel, inger, 
Berry, Cannon, George, 
7X X—126 


Gray. Kyle, Turner, 
Hansbrough, Mel Ene n Rawlins, Y llinglo 
roug, cEnery, w el n, 

rris, McMillan, Sewell, Wetmore, 

Harris, Tenn. Mantle, Smith, Wilson 

Heitfeld, artin, Spooner, Wolcott. 

Jones, Nev. Mason, Stewart, 

Kenney, Mitchell Tillman, 


So the amendment of Mr. VEST was rejected. 

Mr. WHITE. I Will ask that the next two paragraphs, 375 and 
876, may be read in connection, if there be no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That will be the order, in the absence 
of objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 375, page 127, line 
20, before the word “cents,” to strike out ‘‘nineteen” and insert 
**twenty-five;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

875. Treble in; , three-ply, and all chain Venetian carpe 5 
square yard, and in addition thereto 40 per cent ad . e 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 376, page 127, line 22, 
after the word “carpets,” to strike out ‘‘fourteen” and insert 
**twenty;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

376. Wool Dutch and two-ply ingrain carpets, 20 cents per squa: c ` 
in addition thereto 40 per Sant a valorem. in pu NOM M UNE 

Mr. WHITE. Paragraph 404 of the act of 1890, the McKinley 
Act, provides as follows: 

t ble in n, three-ply, and all chain Veneti 
MN ME ID in addition thereto 40 M A soc inca dE OER per 

We find that paragraph 375 of the proposed law raises the rate 
from 19 to 25 cents per square yard. The Senator from Iowa 
stated that the respective rises of 24 cents, 2 cents, 1 cent, 1 cent, 
and 1 cent, respectively, in paragraphs 370, 371, 372, 373, and 374 
were made because of the increase in price of carpet wools—that 
is, the substitution of a specific rate for an ad valorem—but in 
each of those casesit appears that a very small rate was sufficient. 
Of course the manufacturer does not wish to lose any point, and 
so he would have a tax of 1 cent where he could get it; but here 
we have a rise of 6 cents, from 19 cents per square yard to 25 
cents and from 14 cents to 20 cents. That is in paragraphs 375 
and 376, which we find to be in the McKinley law as follows: 

Wool Dutch and two-ply ingrain carpets, 14 cents per square d, an 7 
addition thereto 40 per cant ad 8 ses es ia ae 

Now, we have a rise made by the committee over the House bill 
of 6 cents, from 14 to 20 cents. On examining the record to find 
whether there is any justification for these very material changes 
we find that so far as paragraph 375 is concerned the unit of value 
shown by the comparative statement for the year 1896 is 75 cents 
and the ad valorem rate as prescribed in this amendment is 73.45 
per cent, and in paragraph 376 the ad valorem rate is 73.94 per cent. 

The importations under paragraph 375 amounted in yards in 
1896 to 23,737, and in value to $17,745; and the importations under 
paragraph 376 amounted in 1896 to 24,853 yards, of the value of 
$14,615, showing that under the rates prescribed in the Wilson 
law there was but a very light importation. Indeed, an inspec- 
tion of the entire carpet schedule will demonstrate the fact that 
the American manufacturer virtually has the market. 

For instance, if we look back to Brussels carpet, we find that 
the unit of value is $1.03, and yet we know that the American car- 
pet manufacturer undersells any such rate, and the foreign cost 
1s $1.03. "Therefore we have absolutely the market. 

Mr. GRAY. Right there I wish to state that I read the other 
day that the carpet manufacturers, those who use these carpet 
wools, stated that more than one-half of all the carpet wools im- 
ported into this country go into ingrain carpets. 

Mr. WHITE. In the large pamphlets devoted totariff hearings 
before the Ways and Means Committee in the House of Repre- 
sentatives you can not find a solitary word showing any argu- 
ment or anything which could be called a reason for an increase 
of these rates. hat will the effect be? Necessarily the abso- 
lute exclusion of importations. We have practically almost 
reached that point now. 

Here is another of these cases found in the bill where the tariff, 
already prohibitive, is raised, Why is it raised? No wonder, Mr. 
President, that the carpet stores over the country have signs 
now in their windows announcing that after thirty days the rate 
on carpets will be increased from 25 to 50 percent. This is a mere 
matter of concession really, for the rates might be increased much 
higher. The tariff wall is constructed so massively and of such 
lofty proportions that they are able practically to exclude all im- 

rtations. I deny, whatever may be the theory upon which this 

ill is framed, that there is any justification for the increases 
made by the Senate committee of 6 cents in each case upon these 
ut era carpets. 
It has been shown frequently throughout the debate on this bill 
that high-priced articles are admitted under lower rates and that 
low-prived articles are taxed very highly, I suppose, probably, in 
view of the sentiment expressed by the monk who said to Louis 
XIV, “ Your people pe but your court is splendid." Ñ 
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Mr. President, I move to strike out pergraphs 875 and 376 and 


substitute therefor the provisions of the Wilson law contained in 
paragraphs 293 and 295 of that law. There is no justification for 
any additional tariff in this instance. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
FFFFFFFFCCCCCC hs 32 
e SECRETARY. It is pro to strike out paragrap 5 
and 876 as amended and in lieu thereof to insert: 
Wool Dutch and two-ply in ts, 30 tad val 3 
Melee e er p rtp Pel cotton ntur i y in RR 
not specially provided for in this act, 30 per cent ad valorem. 
Mr. WHITE. I will ask to have the vote taken on the first 
paragraph read at the desk: 


Wool Dutch and two-ply ingrain carpets, 30 per cent ad valorem. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment will be stated as now 
pro = by the segs a from 8 5 
e SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 376 
and in lieu thereof to insert: 
876. Wool Dutch and two-ply ingrain carpets, 30 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALLISON. Just a word. 

Mr. WHITE. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] 
md the reason for the changes in these two para- 
graphs. Ingrain carpets are made wholly of wool. There is no 
other fiber except wool in these carpets, whilst in the higher grade 
wee there is a portion of hemp or cotton or jute. 

r. GRAY. Backing. 

Mr. ALLISON. Butaningrain carpet is all wool; and one-half 
of the third-class wool, or nearly so, is used in the manufacture 
of these carpets. We have increased the duty by this bill on the 
kind of wool used in the manufacture of ingrain carpets above 
the McKinley law; and as this isa t industry, especially in 
Philadelphia and its neighborhood, where large quantities of in- 
pe carpets are made by 3 who have not large manufac- 

es, it is u. to give them a compensation for the increased 
price of their wool from which they make carpets. The duty 
third-class wool, as compared with the duty provided in the 
cKinley law and the free wool in the Wilson law, so called 

Mr. GRAY. And the consumer gives it to them, of course, 

Mr. ALLISON. Iunderstand there is great competition in the 
production, and I have no doubt the profits from these carpets 
“made by those who do the weaving are small. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to ask the Senator from Iowa if it is not 
true that the present tariff, as well as the McKinley tariff, is 
paonr prohibitive on these:goods—substantially so; that the 

portations bear practicallyno relation of importance to the con- 
sumption? That must be aypatent from an i ion of the rec- 
ord before us, I presume there is no denial of that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot think it is prohibitory. This is rather 
a domestic industry which has grown up during a good many 

in different portions of our country, and I donot think these 
es carpets are very largely produced abroad.. I think this 
country israther adapted to their manufacture; there is a sharp 
competition in the production, and the profits are very small. 

Mr. WHITE. these carpets grow here naturally, and are 
‘products of the soil, and are not produced abroad, they do not 
need protection at all, I presume. 

Before proceeding, I desire to call attention to the fact that I 
believe the Secretary hasnot read both amendments which I sug- 
peu One is paragraph 292 of the present law, and the other 

, and they read as follows: 

Treble ingrain, three-ply, and all chain Venetian carpets, 32} per cent ad 


Wool Dutch and two-ply ingrain carpets, 22 per cent ad valorem. 

Those are the paragraphs I desire to have substituted for the 
paragraphs in the bill. 

It is not necessary for the Senator from Towa or anyone else to 
concede that there are practically no importations of carpet goods 
in any save one or two lines, because the record of 1896 under the 
‘Wilson Act demonstrates that fact. I deny that the addition of 6 
cents is justified atall by the amendment of the paragraph d- 
ing carpet wools, which simply proposes a specific rate, which we 
are informed by the committee is substantially the ad valorem 
rate. This isan instance where the manufacturer is inga 
profit, andis given an additional and concealed benefit, by reason 
of the compensatory duty, so called. 

` Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. May I ask the Senator from Cali- 
fornia a question? ? > 

Mr. WHITE, Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If it be true, as has been stated, 
that the domestic carpet is sold at a price very much below the 
foreign carpet, what harm can it do to put on an additional duty? 

Mr. GRAY. What is the necessity for it? 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Connecticut is well advised in 

regard to these matters. I will ask him if it is not a fact that in 
all the lines of carpet specified in paragraph 371 now under con- 


sideration the domestic carpet is sold cheaper than the foreign 
article? Is not that the fact? The Senator is well advised as to 
this rum 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It was so stated on the other side, 


and 1 sap it is true. 

Mr. WHITE, Yes, sir. Then I ask why does the committee 
engagein the business of raising rates? Itis true, as stated by 
the Senator, that if the act is prohibitive now it can not be made 
more prohibitive in any event; but manifestly an opportunity is 
afforded within that prohibition wall to raise by means of trusts 
and combinations the domestic rates, Certainly upon no theory 
can a duty be justified which is really prohibitive, and I do not 
understand that the majority of the committee claim they are in- - 
troducing here prohibitive measures, though, in fact, we know they 
are in many cases. But they claim they are simply making such 
changes in the tariff law as to protect the American manufacturer 
to the extent of equalizing the labor cost and certain other disad- 
vantages under which perhaps he may labor. This is no such 
case, however. 

_Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, The Senator replies to my ques- 
tion as to what harm it would do by asking me what reason there 
is for doing it. Perhaps that is # fair way of replymg to my ques- 
tion. I understand the fact to be that this industry has grown up 
in this country and has reached such development and such econ- 
omies have been introduced in the manufacture that we have most 
of the trade and that we sell our carpets made in this country at 
very much less figures than most of the carpets of the same nàme 
imported from abroad. f 

will answer his question by.asking him another. Having put 
a duty on wool, having raised in the Senate the duty which the 
House put upon carpet wools, does he not think thatif his motion 
prevails not to allow any compensatory duty whatever, by reason 
of the fact that the wool has been made dutiable, it would not 
cripple and destroy the carpet industry in the United States? 

Mr. WHITE. I will answer that question no. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator objected to the last answer I gave 
because it was not Mc, ini though in effect it was. Irespond 
to the first question ad to me by the Senator from Connect- 
icut by saying that, although the present duty may be prohibit- 
ive, and I claim it is, an addition to that prohibitive rate. so to 
speak, if I may be allowed to phrase it in that way—an additional 
tariff affords an opportunity for domestic combinations to the 
disadvantage of the consumer and beyond the necessity of just 
reward to the manufacturers. 

Now, to the other question I respond in this way: I base m 
negative reply: upon the figures which we have here and the ad- 
missions which have been made on this floor, that we control the 
domestic market not only because we exclude the foreign com- 
petition by tariff, but because we actually produce and pat down 
the same grade of — at 50 per cent the price which it costs in 
most parts of the world. 

For instance, take Brussels t, under paragraph 372. The 
Senator from Connecticut knows that a Brussels carpet the foreign 
value of which is a little over a dollar can be produced in this 
country, and is produced, of equal quality for 70 or 80 cents, and 
there is a protection against which no one can compete. The rea- 
son for it may be this or that, but the fact remains, whether for 
climatic reasons, superiority of machinery or workmanship,orother 
reason, that we can manufacture the article cheaper in this coun- 
try than it can be made anywhere else in the world, and where 
that is the case, no one claims or has heretofore claimed that any 
protection is necessary. If we have the domestic market, if we 
can make the article cheaper than it can be made anywhere else 
in the world. there is an end of it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, I think the Senator will not claim 
that in this ind there is any combination or ibility of 
combination, nor will he claim that any undue profit is made by 
the manufacturers of carpet in the United States. 

Mr. WHITE. Of course I am not familiar with the personal 
business of the various manufacturers, but I do understand that 
the prices at which carpets aresold in the United States 8 by 
the leading factories are regulated by an agreement; probably it 
is a gentleman's agreement, referred to so frequently in debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing. to the 
amendment to strike out paragraphe 875 and 376 of the bill and 
insert paragraphs 292 and 293 of the existing law. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was to insert as a new paragraph the 
following: 


376}. Oriental. Berlin, and similar rugs, and carpets woven whole 8 
valued at not more than 40 cents per square foot, 20cents per square foot an 

10 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 40 cents and not more than $1 
per square foot, 40 cents per square foot and 20 per cent ad valorem; valued 
at more than $1 and not more A "m square foot, 75 cents per square foot 
aM ow burbs Sk gh ca vn &t more than $2 per square foot, 65 per 
cent ad valorem. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I propose to modify the amendment by insert- 
iog whas I send to the desk in lieu of what is printed in the bill. 
he SECRETARY. It is proposed to modify paragraph 876} so 

as to read as follows: 

Carpe whole for rooms, and oriental, Berlin, 
AT MN posee 10 cents per square foot, and in addi- 
tion thereto 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. Withont regard to value? : 

Mr. WHITE. Istated yesterday, when I read a communication 
from Messrs. W. & J. Sloane & Co., of San Francisco, that the elimi- 
nation from paragraph 370 of the provision in regard to oriental, 
Berlin, and other similar rugs was accomplished for the purpose 
of so framing a subsequent paragraph as largely to increase the 
tariff upon those specific articles. : i 

Paragraph 370, which included oriental, Berlin, and other rugs, is 
to be found in the McKinley Act, and the rate of duty was 60 cents 
per square yard and 40 percent ad valorem. The Senator from Iowa 
added 24 cents to compensate for the change from the ad valorem 
to a specific rate in the third-class wool paragraph. But assum- 
ing, for the sake of the argument, that addition to have been jus- 
tifed, there is no reason for the exclusion from that paragraph of 
these rugs. Will the Senator from Iowa tell me that the object 
he has in view is to reduce taxation upon those articles? Of course 
not. The object and purpose is to increase taxation upon them 
and practically to exclude them from the market. 

The commit 3 a higher rate, 20 cents per square 
foot and 10 per cent ad valorem. Perhaps that is a higher rate, 
It is a very complex paragraph, and in a moment it is impossible to 
tell the effect of the amendment now proposed; but, at all events, 
itis recognized everywhere that paragraph 376i as first framed 
by the committee prescribed a rate abso per prohibitive, and 
the present rate eg proe by the committee is 10 cents a foot, 
which amounts to 90 cents a yard, The Senator from Arkansas 
will correct me if I am wrong about that. It amounts to 90 cents 
a yard, and in addition thereto 40 per cent ad valorem. 

I have not before me the unit of value of these particular arti- 
cles. In the comparative statement given us there is no unit of 
value and there is no estimate made as to the percentage, but I 
imagine it is largely over 100 per cent. The committee amend- 
ment as first prepared made the rate, as I am informed, over 200 
per cent, and this is unquestionably more than 100 per cent, or not 

ar from it. Under the amendment as put in here now—as I said, 
the phraseology of the original amendment is so complex that it 
is impossible in the moment to arrive at a rate—it is increased, and 
it is destined to exclude from the American market rugs which 
are manufactured abroad and which are not now made here at 
all. We certainly have a right to object to rates which can not 
increase the revenue, and will resultin excluding an article which 
is valuable to those who can afford to purchase it, and substitut- 
ing for a law which has been in existence for years under Repub- 
lican dominancy, even in the McKinley Act, one which is far more 
rohibitive. Is this the mild taxation and the conservative rates 
t we were promised by the opening address of the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]? 

Mr. ALLISON. These oriental and Berlin rugs, so called, are 
pure luxuries. Some of them sell as high as $5,000 and $10,000 
apiece, They are notmadeinthiscountryatall If there is any- 
thing that can endure a good, stiff revenue duty, it is oriental 
rugs, Whilst the Soy may be higher on some of these rugs, it is 
not nearly so high as the duty in this bill upon some essentials of 
life, like oranges and Zante currants, where the duty is very high. 

Mr. VEST. Iassert that the cheapest carpet that can be used 
in this country is the article named in this paragraph—the pure 
oriental rug. Those rugsare never worn ouf. ey arenever at- 
tacked by the moth, They can be taken up every summer and 
— away with entire safety. They have been going down in 

he market for years, until you can attend an auction here in the 

city of Washington and furnish your full house for athird less than 

-you could go to an upholstery establishment and buy American 
carpets, and I do not think anyone who is at all acquainted with 
the subject will contradict me when I say that, all in all, they are 
not articles of luxury. 

They can not be made in this country. You put down an 
American rug made by machinery, and in twenty days it will 
curl up at every one of the corners and wrinkle, and you ma 
turn and turn it, and still it will curl up, and then the moth will 
attack it. Itisthe home of the moth, and in twelve months you 
are compelled to buy another article of the same kind. You take 
the oriental rug made by hand, and it is never, as I said, attacked 
by moths. It will last a generation, and it is by far the cheapest 
article that can be bought. 

The Senator speaks about these rugs being worth $5,000 and 
$10,000. I believe I haveseen one worth $1,200. That is the high- 
oe pores one I ever saw. That was used for one of the public 
buildings in the city of Washington. My constituents do not buy 
$1,200 rugs or $5,000 rugs, but you can go down to any of these 
&uctions, and they are going on daily, and buy an oriental rug for 


$5 or $10 or $15, and they are hardly ever over that, which will 
outlast a t worth $35 or $30 years and years; and yet the 
Senator says it is an article of luxury. 

What are the enormous duties imposed by the pending bill, even 
without the increases proposed by the Senator from Iowa? AsI 
understand the amendment proposed, it takes off the limitations 
as to value and puts on 10 cents. The bill as we picked it up 
this morning E “ Oriental, Berlin, and similar rugs, and carpets 
woven whole for rooms, valued at not more than 40 cents per square 
foot," but that limitation is taken off, and the tax now is to be 
imposed without regard to any valuation at all. What are the 
specific duties per yard without the amendment? Upon the first 
Classification $ is $1,80 per yard and 10 per cent; upon the next 
classification it is $3.00 a yard and 20 per cent; upon the next it is 
$6.76 per yard and 25 per cent; and on the fourth classification it 
is 82 a foot and 65 per cent, making at least $11.70 a yard. Asa 
matter of eourse, these are exclusive rates. "The goods can not 
come into this country, and the result, and I suppose the inten- 


tion, is to exclude them entirely and force the American le 
to oru machine-made rugs and carpets which no one buy 
if he knows what they are and can avoid buying them. 


Our friends upon the other side want to shut out all cheap mat- 
ting, and xc Re done that, and all oriental mattings or cocoa 
mattings. They then propose to shut out all oriental rugs, and 
as a matter of course their object is to force the American people 
to take machine-made carpets manufactured in this country, or 
else to go with bare floors. That is all there is of it. I move to 
strike out the duties in the pusespb wherever they occur, and 
insert the cua Ene r cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question will first be put on the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa, 

Mr. WHITE. Iam wi that it shall be agreed to first. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ithout objection, the amendment 
as modified will be considered as to. 

Mr. WHITE. If it be true, as stated by the Senator from Iowa, 
that there are articles of necessity in the pending bill taxed at the 
rate specified in this paragraph, it will bring to the bill that uni- 
versal and popular condemnation to which we long ago consigned 
it, and to which it is now being in advance consigned by the 
American people, 

Now, about this paragraph. It must be admitted that neither 
the Senator from Iowa nor any other member of the committee 
stated to the Senate the actual ad valorem rate upon any of the 
classes of rugs described by him, but, after publishing the com- 
parative statement, with blanks left where the information ought 
to have been, he now appears with an amendment in which he 
pro to tax his $10,000 rug the same rate per yard or per foot, 
80 far as the specific rates go, that he ope to tax rugs which 
may be worth $1,50, Of course the ad valorem may compensate 
to some extent, but he makes no discrimination. 

WhentheSenator from Iowa states that these rugs areof extraor- 
dinary value and are articles of luxury, he simply shows that 
he has happily been so placed that he has not comein contact with 
anything save luxurious surroundings, a condition which is so 
restricted in the per capita direction that I do not think it a justi- 
fiable foundation for any rule. Theserugsare put upon the mar- 
ket at very moderate rates, and they are excee ly useful to the 
middle classes of the American people, and are to be found in dwell- 
ings that are by no means aristocratic and where people are unable 
to pay the price of admission to look at a $10,000 rug, which | am 

lad has so often delighted the gaze of my friend the Senator from 

owa and instilled in him the patriotic sentiment which forces 
him to p a tax of $4,000 on the rug aforesaid, which, however, 
will not appear in the market, I imagine. 

If there are $10,000 rugs bought by rich people in this country, 
I am perfectly willing to tax them 100 per cent, because the peo- 
ple who indulge in luxuries of that kind can afford to pay for 
them. But what I object to is that upon the low-grade articles 
here a new scheme is devised, not found n by the Senator 
from Iowa or those who labored with him in the formation of the 
McKinley bill, which has never been found necessary, and for 
which no reasons are assigned to-day by the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr, ALLISON. Justone word. Igathered my information as 
gy the character of these rugs from noticing that under the 
McKinley law the importations were much larger than under 
the Wilson law, and I drew the inference that it was because of 
the prosperity that prevailed immediately after the yum of the 
McKinley Act—I donot wish to getintothat kindof an t 
now—as compared with the condition of our coun the 
passage of the Wilson law. Under the very low rate in the Wil- 
son law the importations were less than under the McKinley law, 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Iowa inform me what 
were the importations of these rugs under the McKinley law or 
the Wilson law? The comparative statement does not us 
ns ^ information. - 

r. ALLISON. On page 198 of the comparative statement 

Mr. WHITE, Under paragraph 370, the Senator will observe, 
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are included Aubusson, Axminster, moquette, chenille, and other 
I and those are not the articles to which I allude. 
.ALLISON. It also contains Berlin, oriental,and similar 


rugs. E are included. 

Mr. TE. How can the Senator segregate them? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not segregate them. 

Mr. VEST. You can not tell. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am not able to say what the proportion is, 
but they are similar in character and all pay the same rate. Now, 
the Senator will see that in 1896 there were only 105,000 yards im- 

rted, of a value of $258,000, against $1,271,000 in 1893. That is 

e only knowledge I have on the subject. I do not know that I 
have ever tread upon a ten-thousand-dollar rug. If I have, I had 
no knowledge of it at the time. My information is that these are 
very valuable and expensive rugs. 

as VEST. 1t depends upon the size. - 

Mr. WHITE. It is unfortunate, in view of the alterations and 
of the changes in phraseology which stood for many years, that no 
one can give us any reason for it, or afford us any statistics that 
bear directly upon the subject, and that we have to grope around 
in the darkness of guesswork. 

Mr. VEST. Iaskthe Secretary to read the amendment again. 
I did not exactly understand it. 

The SECRETARY. The paragraph as amended reads as follows: 

ts of every description, woven whole for rooms, and oriental, Berlin, 
Anbusson, Axminster, and similar rugs, 10 cents per square foot, and in addi- 
tion thereto 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out the ific, soas to leave it at 
40 per cent ad valorem; and on that I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The X pri made by the Senator 
from California, that we are compelled to grope around in the 
dark without understanding what we are doing and wondering 
why this parsereyh is put in the bill, reminds me very strongly 
of an expression I find used in a speech by the Hon. William Law- 
rence, who seems to have had a good deal to do with the rates in 
this schedule. He says: 

Something must be done to relieve existing conditions or the Republican 
party will soon go out of power. The protective policy can not main- 

ed, and a revolution may come in our monetary policy. 

I thought possibly the Senator may have seen something of that 
sort, and that that accounted for it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. `The question is on agreeing to the 
amend:nent proposed by the Senator from Missouri, on which 
the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SwrrH]. The Senator from Utah 
pe RAWLINS] is paired with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Haal 

transfer my pair to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. HANNA], whic 
will leave the Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw Lins] and myself at 
liberty to vote. I vote“ sap Se 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called), I am paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. If he were 
present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I will transfer 
my pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] to the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], and vote“ nay.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr. WirsoN]. If 
he were present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Itransfer my 

ir with the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] to 
Ld junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE], and vote yea." 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was c ek I again an- 
nounce my pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. BUTLER], and withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after having voted in the affirmative). 
Has the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw my vote. I am paired 
with that Senator. My colleague [Mr. BERRY] is paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason]. I make this announcement 


for the ws 

Mr. TURPIE (after having voted in the affirmative). The 
senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] being absent, I with- 
draw my vote. : 

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the affirmative). Ihavea 

neral pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
A arwoÉ). I am informed that he has not voted, and I therefore 
withdraw my vote. 

Itake this opportunity to state that I voted upon the former 
call of the roll, not earum d to inquire whether the junior Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island voted. I am now informed by the 
clerks that he has not been here to-day. My vote, however, did 
not change the result. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I suggest to the Senator from Georgia 


ll —————————————————————————n—n — 


that we exchange our pairs,so that he and I may vote. I 
paired with the Senator from Virginia I^ DANIEL}, and I will 
transfer my pair to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. WET- 


MORE]. 
Mr. BACON. That will be agreeable to me, Mr. President, I 


vote yea.“ 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—2. 
Allen, goron M^ a i 
Bacon, arris, Kans organ, est, 
Caffery, Kenney, Murphy, Walthall, 
8 c La Pettigrew, White, 
Cockrell, Mallory, Pettus, 
Faulkner, Martin, Roach, 
NAYS—29, 
Allison, Foraker, Morrill, y» 
Baker, Frye, Nelson, oup, 
Burrows, ear Penrose, Stewart, 
Carter, Hansbrough, Perkins, Teller. 
Clark, Hawley, Platt, Conn. Thurston. 
Deboe, oar, Platt, N. Y. 
Elkins, Lodge, Pritchard, 
Fair McBride, Proctor, 
NOT VOTING—38. 

Aldrich, Gallinger, Lindsay, 8 er, 
pate, 0 MONT T Mec 

rry, ra; Millan, u 
Butler, Hala, Mantle, y arre 
Cannon, Hanna, Mason, Welling’ 
Chandler, Harris, Tenn. Mitchell, Wetmore, 
Chilton, Heitfeld, Pasco, Wilson, 
Cullom, Jones, Ar’ Rawlins, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Jones, Ney. Sewell, 
Davis, Kyle, Smith, 


So Mr. VEsT's amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

377. Druggets and bockings, printed, colored, or otherwise, 22 cents 
square yard, and in addition thereto 40 per cent ad valorem. Felt carpe 
fi ares HAC eer 11 cents per square yard, and in addition thereto 40 per cent 

Mr. ALLISON. Imoveto strike out the remainder of the para- 
graph after the words ‘tad valorem," in line 11. 

m 8 VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the amend- 
men 

Mr. VEST. I do not understand that. Does that mean that 
felt carpeting is to be put in the basket clause? 

Mr. ALLISON. To take it out of the Dex on 

Mr. VEST. It is not in another DA fy t is a part of this 
same paragraph. I want to understand this, because we have 
here an equivalent ad valorem of 62.57 per cent on felt carpeting. 

Mr. WHITE. And 82.22 per cent on druggets. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; 82.22 per cent on druggets. I want to know 
whether the meaning is to put felt carpeting specifically under 
3 or to put it under the basket clause. 

Mr. ITE. I understand the Senator from Iowa intends to 
include felt carpeting in paragraph 378. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; I do not intend to put it anywhere. Iwill 
say frankly to the Senator that I am not quite sure that I am right 
about it, but as I understand, under this paragraph, a very large 
amount of felt comes in as carpeting, and it is then cut up for 
piano covers, and is used for other purposes. If that is true, it 
ought not to be where it is. 

Mr. WHITE. If-the Senator from Iowa will kindly indicate to 
us, when he ascertains the fact, where the article wil appear 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow it to be stricken out, 
I will later on make it appear somewhere satisfactory to Senators 
on the other side. 

Mr. VEST. If the amendment is sustained, it will go under 
paragraph 378. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is my understanding. 

Mr. VEST. As carpet made of wool, flax, or cotton, not other- 
wise ially provided for, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. WHITE. The rate is 50 per cent in paragraph 378. 

Mr. VEST. It is 50 percent. I should decidedly favor that, 
because it is a reduction of 12.57 per cent on the proposed rate. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is my understanding aboutit. If I am 
mistaken in regard to the matter, I will call attention to it later. 
I hope it will be stricken out now, because if it is stricken out the 
paragraph is not susceptible. 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The Secretary. In paragraph 377, page 128, line 11, after the 
words “ad valorem," strike out the remainder of the paragraph 
in the following words: 

Felt carpeting, figured or plain, 11 cents per square yard, and in addition 
thereto 40 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. After the word otherwise,“ in line 9, I move to 
strike out the words 22 cents per square yard, and in addition 
thereto,” so as to make the rate 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. WHITE. Icall attention to the fact that under the Wilson 
Act the importations under the head of druggets, bockings, ete., 
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amounted in quantity to 1,592 square yards and in value to $778.36. 
If the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri is 
adopted, it appears to me no injury can result to anyone, notwith- 
standing the fact of the duty on wool, because the present duty 
is prohibitive and the duty now proposed would result in a slight 
importation. - 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary continued the reading of the bill, as follows: 

378. Carpets and carpeting of wool, flax, or cotton, or composed in part of 


either, not specially provided for in this act, 50 per cent ad valorem. 
379. Mats, rugs, screens, covers, hassocks, sides, art squares. and other 


portions of te or carpeting made wholly or in of wool, and not 
specially provi for in this act, shall be subjected to the rate of duty 
herein imposed on carpets or carpetings of like character or description. 


Mr. ALLISON. On page 128, line 17, in the first line of paragraph 
879, after the word **rugs," I move to insert the words for floors." 

'The amendment was eed to. ; = 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 380, page 128, line 26, after the word ‘‘ woolen,” to strike 
out ** felt; "and in line 27, before the word “ or," to insert *' felt;” 
so as to read: 

380. Whenever, in any schedule of this act, the word “wool” is used in 
connection with a manufactured article of which it is a component material, 
it shall be held to include wool or hair of the sheep, camel, goat, alpaca, or 
other animal, whether manufactured by the woolen, worsted, felt, or any 
other process. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add to paragraph 380 the follow- 


ng: 

And all articles, fabrics, and manufactures, however described, of which 
wool isa component material, shall be classified and pay the duties respec- 
tively imposed by the several paragraphs of this schedule. 

Mr. ALLISON. Task that that amendment may be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. — : 

The Secretary continued the reading of the bill; as follows: 

SCHEDULE L.—SILKs AND SILK GOODS. 


381. Silk partially manufactured from cocoons or from waste silk, and not 
further advanced or manufactured than carded or.combed silk, 40 cents per 


M x Thrown silk, not more advanced than singles, tram, organzine,sewing 
silk, twist, floss, and silk or yarns of every description, except spun 
silk, 30 per cent ad valorem; spun silk in skeins, cops, warps, or on beams, 
valued at not exceeding $1 per pound, 20 cents per pound and 15 per cent ad 
valorem; valued at over$1 per pound aud not exceeding $1.50 Dor pound, 30 
cents per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem; valued at over $L LA pae 
and not exceeding $2 per pound, 40 cents per pound and 15 per cent ad valo- 
rem; valued at over St per A ses and not exceeding $2.50 per pound, 50 cents 
per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem; valued at over N ga pound, e cents 

pound and 15 per cent ad valorem; but in no case the foregoing ar- 

icles pay a less rate of duty than 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. I move, after the word “pound,” in line 12, page 
129, paragraph 382, to strike out the duty specified and insert ‘*30 
per cent ad valorem." It amounts to 35 per cent under the bill, 
and I move to make it the existing rate of 30 per cent ad valorem. 

The SECRETARY. In line 12, r the word pound,“ strike out 
**20 cents per pound and fifteen," and insert thirty,” so as to 
read 30 per cent ad valorem." 

Mr. ISON. 3 Lask the Senator from Missouri if he in- 
tends that to apply to the entire paragraph down to 35 per cent, in 
the last line? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; after line 12. You have 80 per cent before 
that, to which I do not object, but wherever after that you have 
85 per cent, or where the equivalent is 35 per cent ad valorem, 
except as to the last classifi cation, where it is 39, valued at ex- 
ceeding $2.50 per pound, I move to strike out the rates here put in 
and to insert the present duty, which is 30 re cent ad valorem, 

Mr. ALLISON. On the whole paragraph? 

oo Sega Yes; after line 12. I will put the motion on all 
together. 

. ALLISON, After the words “spun silk in skeins, cops, 
warps, or on beams valued. at not exceeding $1 per pound," the 
Senator 8 30 per cent ad valorem? 

Mr. VEST. Les. 

The SECRETARY. It is pro to strike out 20 cents per 
pound, and fifteen," in lines 12 and 13, and to insert *'thirty;" so 
as to read 30 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand the Senator from Missouri desires 
to take the sense of the Senate on the whole paragraph at 30 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; at 30 cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. If so, he will move to strike out all after the 
word “beams” down toand including “thirty-five,” and make the 


rate 30 5 cent. 

Mr. T. I make no attack, of course, upon the lines down to 
line 12, because there you have 30 per cent ad valorem, to which I 
make no objection; but after that your rate is 35 per cent ad 
valorem, although you have it in the shape of a compound duty; 
75 instance, 30 cents per pound and 15 per cent on one classifica- 

on. 

Mr. ALLISON, But the Senator will want to make his motion 
to strike out, beginning in line 11, after the word “beam,” so that 


the paragraph will include thrown silk, etc., and then 


r spun silk 
in skeins, cops, warps, or beams, making the rate 80 per cent. 
That will test the sense of the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. That is all right. Let it go that way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was rejected. : " 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 
paragraph 383, page 130, line 1, after the word ** Velvets,” to in- 
sert velvet ribbons;" in line 2, after the word *' fabrics," to in- 
sert ‘‘cut or uncut;” in line 3, after the word ‘ value," to insert 
not specially provided for in this act;“ and in line 6, after the 
word dollar,“ to strike out and twenty five cents;" so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

883. Mere page ribbons, chenilles, or other pile fabrics, cut or uncut, 
composed of , or of which silk is the component material of chief valu 
not specially provided for in this act, $L50 per pound and 15 per cent 
valorem; plushes, composed of silk, or of which silk is the component mate- 
rial of chief value, $1 per pound and 15 per centad valorem; but in no case 
Su the foregoing articles pay a less rate of duty than 50 per cent ad 

orem. E 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

Mr. MILLS. In line 8 I move to strike out “less” and insert 
‘“ greater;" so as to read: 

But in no case shall the foregoing articles pay a greater rate of duty than 
50 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas. 

'The amendment was rejected. . 2 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
180, after line 9, to strike out the following paragraph: 

384. Goods in the eoe. weighing not less than 1j ounces per ig yard, 
and not more than 8 ounces per square yard, if in the gum or dyed in the 
piece and containing not more than 20 per cent in weight of silk, 50 cents P 
pound; if containing more than 20 per cent and not more than 30 per cent in 
weight of silk, 65 cents per pound; if dyed in the thread or yarn, and con- 
taining not more than 25 per cent in weight of silk, 75 cents per pound; if 
contai more than 25 and not more than 40 P cent in weight of silk, 81.10 
per pound; if Kan more than 40 per cent in weight of silk, or if com- 

wholly of silk, if dyed in the thread or yarn, and weighted in the dye- 
ng, so as to exceed the 3 weight of the raw silk, if black 9 t sel- 
vedges), $1.50 per ene other than black, $2 per pound; if ^g n the 
thread or yarn, and the weight is not increased by dyeing beyond the orig- 
inal weight of the raw silk, $3 per pound; if in the gum, $2. n pound; 
boiled off, dyed in the piece, or printed, $3.25 per pound; if weighing less than 
1j ounces per square yard in the gum, $3 per pound; if we less than 1 
ounce nt square yard boiled off, $$ per pound; if weighing not more than 
one-third of 1 ounce [per square 85 per pound; but in no case shall any 
of the fo: ing articles in this paragraph pay a less rate of duty than 50 per 
cent ad valorem. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

384. Woven fabrics in the piece, not specially provided for in this act, 
weighing not less than 14 ounces per square y: and not more than 8 ounces 
p soma yard, and contai not more than 20 per cent in weight of silk, 

in the gum, 50 cents per pound, and if dyed in the piece, 60 cents per pound; 
if containing more than 20 per cent and not more than 30 per cent in weight 
of silk, if in the gum, 65 cents per pound, and if dyed in the piece, 80 cents per 
pound; if containing more than 30 per cent and not more per cent in 
weight of silk, if in the gum, 90 cents per pound, and if dyed in the piece, $1.10 
per pound; if dyed in the thread or yarn and containing not more than ne pr 
cent in wei ht of silk, if black (except selvedges), 75 cents per pound, and if 
other than black. cents per pound: if containing more than 30and not more 
than 45 por cent in weight of „if black (except selvedges), $1.10 per pound, 
andif other than black, $1.30 Der pound; if containing more than 45 per centin 
weight of silk, or if com wholly of silk, if dyed in the thread or yarn 
and weighted in the dye ng so as to exceed the original weight of the raw 
silk, if black (except selvedges), $1.50 per pound, and if other than black, $2 

T pena: if dyed in the th or yarn, and the weight is not increased by 

yeing beyond the original weight of the raw silk, $3 per pound; if in the 
gum, $2.50 per pound; if boiled off or dyed in the piece, 5 $3 per 
pound; if weighing less than 14 ounces and more than one-third of an ounce 
per square yard, if in the gum, or if dyed in the thread or yarn, $2.50 per 
pound; if weighing less than 1$ ounces and more than one- d of an ounce 
per square yard, if boiled off, or if dyed or printed in the piece, $3 per pound; 
if 5 not more than one-third of an ounce per 1 yard, $5 per 
pound; but in no case shall any of the foregoing fabrics in this paragraph 
pay a less rate of duty than 50 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALLISON. Imove to amend the amendment in line 11 by 
inserting after the word “dollars” the words and fifty cents;" 
so as to read, “and if other than black, 82.50 per pound.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agr«ed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 22 I move to strike out the word “or” 
and insert“ $3 per pound,” inserting a semicolon before “if dyed 
or printed in the piece.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not understand that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will read it as I want it to be: 

If 8 than 1} ounces and more than one-third of an ounce per 
square yard, if boiled off, $3 per pound. 

Then strike out or,“ and make it read: 

If dyed or printed in the piece, $3.50 per pound. 

I wish to make a difference of half a dollar between silk boiled 
off and silk dyed or printed in the piece. Iask that the amend- 
ment be reported. 

The SECRETARY. After the words boiled off" insert ‘$3 per 
pound" and a semicolon and strike out the word **or " following 
the word ‘‘off;” and after the word“ dollars,“ in the same line, 
insert * and fifty cents;” so as to read: 

If weig! less than 1} ounces and more than one-third of an ounce 
une uos boiled off, $3 per pound; if dyed or printed in the piece, $2.00 
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Mr. ALLISON. That is right, if there is a semicolon in the 


proper place before the words ‘‘if dyed or printed.” 
e amendment to the amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 24 I move tostrike out ‘‘$5” and insert 
** $1.50;" so as to read: 

If weighing not more than one-third of an ounce per square yard, $1.50 per 
pound. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. On page 133, line 1, in the last line but one of the 
paragraph, I move to strike out less“ and insert **greater;" so 
as to read: 

0 ll any of the foregoing fabries in this h 
2 erar pln e —.— 50 per cent es rem. 8 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Texas to the amendment of the 
committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move an amendment to the amend- 


ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated, 

The SECRETARY. Insert at the end of the committee amend- 
ment, in line 2, page 133, the following: 
Woven fabrics in the piece, not Ly tenes provided for in this act, if made 
silk, w. 


eight of the goods, if in th $1.10 A eed aft or d ed. $1.25 
we of the n the raw, er or dy: " 
$ d; if the spu rein 


pound, if bol ME at oe $2.59 per pound, if weighing not Lane 
the e ME — — T 
Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I believe the rate of 
taxes on silk fabrics from 1861 to 1883 was about 60 per cent. 
From 1883 upto the McKinley Act it was 50 percent. The McKin- 
ley Act continued the rates at 50 per cent. The Wilson bill re- 
duced the rates on silk to about 45 percent. In 1880, of the entire 
silk consumption in this country about 70 per cent was imported 
and about 30 per cent manufactured in the coun In 1890 the 
conditions were reversed, and of the silk consumption in the coun- 
try about 70 per cent was manufactured here and about 30 per 
cent im , the importation of silks being, as I understand, 
those of extreme prices, the very high and very low prices. The 
committee’s amendment proposes, as is the practice of the Repub- 
licans everywhere and on all occasions, the lowest rates on the 
highest priced goods and the highest rates on the lowest priced 


Before I sit down, if I do not forget it, I shall examine some 
samples of silk goods here, showing the rates of taxation upon 
these low grades of goods, embracing Japanese silks, silks made 
of what are called pierced cocoons, cheap silks, low-grade silks, 
ee on enter into consumption among the poorer classes of 

e. 
BU: ese rates are enormously increased. Instead of being 60 per 
cent, as they were under the war tariff and up to 1883, or 50 per 
cent as they were under the McKinley Act, the rate on these goods 
and these prices average from 75 per cent to 700 per cent. 

Ihavein my hand a copy of a letter addr to a member of 
the Senate by his constituents, which very clearly and distinctly 
states that the Lu erae of the tariff in the present silk schedule 
on the majority of the silk products cuts no re whatever, but 
there is a material revenue amounting to three or four million 
dollars coming from the importation of the cheap silks manufac- 
tured at Lyons, in France, and in Japan 

The rates here pro will absolutely prohibit the importation 
of these silks; it will cut off these importations; will cut off the 
revenue; will increase the cost of the low-grade silk to the com- 
mon people of the country, and will enable one or two manufac- 
turers in Connecticut who use spun silk, who never touch reeled 
silk, to charge for these cheap goods three or four or five times 
the prices that they can now be bought for. There will be a giv- 
ing up of revenue from the Treasury of three or four 1nillion dol- 
lars to enable one or two silk manufacturers to manufacture a 
cheap class of goods and sell them at exorbitant prices. But I 
will read this letter: 

The undersigned, importers of silks. e business in New York. desire 


: We have made full representations to such members of the committee 


ha: the silk schedule ín as to these inequalities, and we have made 
ver statements to such mem who a con thereby, but 
we fear that these facts have been o before the full 


this im 


to the commerce of New York and to us, your con- 
stituen Tue eet facts. The 


no question as to the 


owing genter te purpose. 


in the bill are valent to 90 age qnd cent ad valorem on J: 
per cent on 


cheaper grades of Chinese the du more than 700 per cent. 
At the same time, the rates on European — — goods, such as are used by 
persons of wealth, are equal to from 40 per cent to 70 per cent, the lower rate 
applying to the most costly goods. These, however, will pay 50 per cent ad 
orem P ene ar peer - 8 that rate. by 5 

This schedule is said ave n agreed upon by a committee composed 
of a Connecticut manufacturer who makes spun-silk goods, a Paterson 
manufacturer who desires to make the same of goods, and some im- 
porters here who import the finer grades of European silks and also act as 
agents for American manufacturers.of silk grate. Thus the committee has 
been made to understand that the schedule is the result of an ment be- 
tween manufacturers and importers. Between these Co icut and New 
€ D that part of commerce of New York represented by us 

0 


out. 

We indignantly protest against such an outrage, and we ask you to inter- 
pose and demand equality and uniformity of treatment by the committee of 
all les of silk goods im . We have no objection to ic rates; we 
prefer them if they be fairly and equitably arranged. But bill exhibits 
such glaring favoritism to t Connecticut manufacturer, posing, 
as it doas, to crush out all foreign competition for his benefit. thab we confi- 
dently appeal to you to use your good offices with the committee and have 
such amendments made as will avert the disaster which will befall us should 
the measure pass in its present form. 


I have had made a statement showing the importations of reeled 
silk under the Wilson law. The importation of reeled silk has 


the comparison of these amounts year b 
year will clearly show the progress of this industry. 7 


The importations of silk goods from Ja; in 1893 amounted in all-silk 
$3,347,746. In the fiscal year 1596 


goods to amounted to $2,804, - 
stead of an Fees vg e Shadat 
has been lowered in the 1894 tariff hill below that of the tariff of 1890, w 
puts goods a 50 per cent to a 45 cent basis. 


I have a number of pieces of silk here, with the t price, 
and the rate of taxation that would beim under this bill, if 
it becomes a law, which show what its effect will be. The first 
sample is a sample of po: silk. Its value is 56} francs, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What material is that? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This is French material. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Not Japanese? 

DA n of DIEA No; it uA — — rl Vibe 

weight is given at 1.2 ounces. e pro; ty wo 
$1.25 per pound. Under the Wilson law it was 45 per cent ad va- 
lorem. nder this bill the difference would be $1.25, and $3.25 a 
pound under this—— 

Mr. MANTLE. What would bethe ad valorem? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. One hundred and thi cent. 

I have here some other samples of Japanese silk. e first sam- 
ple I hold in my hand is a sample of white pongee silk. It costs 
20 cents in Japan. The weight per square yard is 7.6 ounces. The 
duty under the Senate bill is $3 apound, which is equivalent to75 
per cent. The rate of duty under the Wilson law is 45 per cent, 
and the equivalent specific under the present bill would be 51.373. 

Of another sample I have here the foreign cost is 27 cents per 
running yard, and the rate is 31 pounds for 50 square yards. e 
weight per square yard is 1.02 ounces, The rate of duty by the 
Senate bill is $3, and the equivalent ad valorem rate is 75 per cent. 
The rate of duty under the Wilson law is 45 per cent, or $1.90, 
instead of $3. 

I shall not detain the Senate by calling attention to many of 
these, but here is another sample which costs 85 cents per running 
yard, 50 square yards of which weigh 4 pounds. The weight per 
vd yard is 1.28 ounces. The rate of duty under the Senate 

is $3 per Fev and the equivalent ad valorem is 75 per cent. 
The rate under the Wilson law is 45 per cent. The specific tax 
per pound under the present law would be 81.753 against $3 under 
the proposed bill, which shows the increase in the rate of taxation. 

Another sample I have here costs 16 cents. The weight for 50 
yards is ? pounds, and the weight per square yard is six-tenths of 
an ounce. The Senate committee rate is $3 per pound, which is 
equivalent to 75 per cent ad valorem. : 

Here [exhibiting] is a sample of goods manufactured of what 
is called wild Japan silk. It is a fabric that can not be produced 
in this country unless the wild cocoons should be imported from 
It certainly can not be grown here. This 
costs 8 cents a yard in Japan, and a piece of 8 yards weighs 


P ponda: uare yard it weighs 4 ounces. The specific rate 
in pending bill is $2.50 a pound. The equivalent ad valorem 
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is 770 per cent. On this yard of „which costs in Japan 8 | The decrease in importations from the figures the enactment of 
cents, the tariff under this bill would be 62} cents, or pretty nearly | fhe tariff of 1800, down to 1894, is chiefly in dress goods, rib- 
eight times its cost. It is a class of goods used for men’s cloth- | The importations of silk goods from Japan for 1893 amounted, in all silk 
ing, and also by ladies as an article of cheap dress goods, to $3,347,746. in the fiscal year $2,804,908. In- 

have another sample costing 11 cents, which is an equivalent stead of an increase, a decline of $512,840 is shown here, although the rym | 
rate of 325 per cent, So they run all the way through. puts goods from 50 per cent fo a 45 per cent basis. 

Mr. President, my purpose in offering this amendment was to |. The effect of the contemplated tariff will be to decrease considerably that 
uy, af pasible io get 5 * M m e class of printed in. The greater part of these goods are imported in white to be 

eap silks, this class of low- e silks, many of which are man- | for the $ goods 
ufactured in Japan and can not by any possibility be manufac- 5 eee bea fa. abet ae EU = 
tured in this country, to put a rate of taxation very much higher 
than the present rate, but a rate of taxation which will bring 
some revenue to the Treasury and will not absolutely exclude 
rog N ae = rtation. They are the 3 and lowo 

eo and I can not imagine any purpose the commi z R 
. — have in view in placing a tariff of 700 per cent on that class | Sam | TY prp] 
of goods except to absolutely prevent anything like them coming : 
into this country, so that one or two manufacturers in this coun- 
try who propose to enter into the manufacture of spun-silk goods 
can have the market to themselves at whatever prices they choose 
to make. 

I have a statement which I shall ask to have printed in the 
RECORD, showing by numbers the rates of taxation on each of 
these articles and also some other matters to which I have referred. 
pea not detain the Senate by any longer discussion of the propo- 

tion. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 

Growth of the silk industries in the United States from 1834 to 1896. 


Raw silk 
Year, led 


B 


AAP SSH. 


La 


Foreign| Weight | Duty miva- of 
cost per per Tent nd duty 


Sam- 
CREE. AOAN Us c due AE Bue iR ee at e al a eo el e T Silks. 
The importations of raw silk have been constantly increasing and have at ple. 
eee Sere e im the two years succeeding the enactment of the 
n tariff. 


i 


; 
3 
3 


a 


"pongee, print ted... 
inthe 


take the vear 1884, the year tely following the enactment of the 
tariff of 1583 eee) ur ros panic of 1884), as = 8 pros- 
we fin how was also a remarkable year of prosperity, 

tota] of Importa Z zi 


Under u- tariff of D" was find the im eqs I and 1893 ever A meu OR Wake o me Ee ER E Pr 
nearly same amoun e years and 1896, after the enactment e e rates of duty on these cheap silks, used for summer dresses, 
Wilson tariff, after a reduction in the tariff, show a considerable decline from | highest rates are — 200 per cent above the present duty And 133 podes 
the figures of the years from 1890 to 1893. in the lowest duty rate above the present The higher valued goods 

Comparison for 184 is excluded, for the reasons stated above. from Lyons and Zurich on the flc basis of the amended tariff bill would 

Laces and embroideries and 5 clothing and other wearing ap- pay duties as low as 40 per cent for the proviso that in no case shall any 
parel show very little change from Eg oet cg comic icd. een ich | of he afercaatd fabrice pay a lean rate of duty than 00 r cent ad valorem. 
are imported only to satisfy the taste and on of the wealthier classes, and Cotton-back satins, however, in which the cotton, of course, presents the 
would be imported whatever the tariff might be. chief weight, pay rates as high as 72} per cent. 


Amount of importations of manufactured silk goods from 1884 to 1896. 
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Classification. 1885. 1886. 1887. 1888. 1880 
et e ,000 , 000 000 000 , 000 000 
SCC 
Handkerchiefs . 157,000 | 257,000 295,000 | 616,000 | 308,000 2.000 
e 1,730,000 | 2,008,000 | 2,383,000 | 2; 689, 000 | 3,405 
, 609, „ ^ a , 000 
12,000 | ' 43,000 | ^ 70,000 | ` 50,000 2 BLO Nox 
2,511,000 | 1,112, 000 | 1,981,000 | 1,971, 000 | 2,239,000 | 1,740,000 
3,992, 000 | 3.422, 000 | 4, 172,000 | 6,243. 000 | 6,231,000 | 5,408, 000 
1,182,000 | 1,015,000 | 949,000 | 970,000 | 725,000 496,000 
881,000 | 611,000 | ` 582,000 | 634,000 | 680,000 | 640,000 
19,000|  11,00| 1400 | 15,000 25,000] 13,000 
2,880,000 | 2,959,000 | 2,973,000 | 3,413,000 | 7, 281,000 |13, 889, 000 |13, 827,000 
Totails 37, 750, 000 27, 848, 000 |27, 008, 000. 50, 820, 000 32, 343, 00 |34, 278, 000 37, 358, 000 


* From 1891 included in * Webbings, etc.” + Up to 1891 included in Braids, etc." 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What does the Senator think the 
equivalent ad valorem of the specific rate proposed in his amend- 
ment would be? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It would be something about 100 per 
cent. 

I propose, if my amendment is voted down—which I presume 
will be done—to offer an amendment at the end of this para- 
graph, where the committee provides that there shall be no duty 
of less than 50 per cent, to insert ** nor more than 60 per cent." 

Sixty per cent is the highest rate ever imposed in the history of 
this country upon this classof goods. "That was the rate imposed 
by the war tariff, and that was the rate prior to the tariff of 1883. 
Fifty per cent was the rate under the law of 1890. Sixty per cent 
is the highest rate ever known; and when you limit the tariff that 
none of these articles shall go below 50 per cent, it seems to me 
reasonable to add an amendment that none of them shall go be- 
yond 60 percent. If this amendment is not adopted, I shall move 
that as my next amendment, 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, I am not very familiar with the 
silk schedwe. I have listened with a good deal of interest, how- 
ever, to what has just been said by the Senator from Arkansas. I 
am in entire sympathy with him in his opposition to these enor- 
mous rates of duty proposed against these Japanese and Chinese 
silks. There certainly can be no excuse, no reason in fairness and 
justice, for any such rate of duty as is proposed by the committee, 
if the Senator from Arkansas is right. I shall 7 05 it upon the 
same line and for somewhat the same reason that I favored the 
putting of straw matting upon the free list. 

I do not believe we can overcome this oriental competition in 
this way. To my way of thinking, there is another proposition 
which we shall have to adopt before we can equalize the condi- 
tions which exist in 8 countries and the conditions, indus- 
trially speaking, which obtain in our own country. But I cer- 
tainly never could give my vote or countenance to the proposition 
tolevy a rate of duty of 300 or 500 or 700 per cent upon a class of 
fabrics which are needed and which are used by the poorer peo- 
ple in this country. $ ure 

I am not opposed to a good, stiff protective tariff, if I may use 
that expression, upon those manufactured commodities which can 
be produced in this conntry but I certainly can not bring myself 
to vote to absolutely prohibit the importation of this character of 
goods. We need them in the onay the poorer class of people 
need them. If they can be produced here, I am perfectly willing 
to vote for a good protective tariff, a reasonable one, 75 per cent, 
if necessary, or 100 per cent, if necessary, but I want to vote in 
favor of the proposition advanced by the Senator from Arkansas— 
to limit this rate of duty upon this particular class of goods. I 
know myself that they are a character of goods which have come 
into use very largely in the last few years and have become a neces- 
sity 3 they were a luxury, and the very fact that we 
have been able to get them cheaply has made them a necessity, 
and I do not want to exclude them. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, Mr. President, it is only a short 
time ago that there was a very decided sentiment in what might 
be called the Western or intermountain States against Japanese 
competition, and we had very plaintive appeals from the Pacific 
ry with reference to Japanese competition in manufactured 
articles. : 

This Japanese competition is a pretty serious question, and in 
this bill the rates upon the class of goods which are imported from 
Japan are high so far as the equivalent ad valorem is concerned 
if we take the entered value of the goods at the custom-house. I 
undertake to say that in my judgment there has not been an 
honest valuation in the custom-house, or scarcely am honest valu- 
ation, of Japanese silk goods, but that they are undervalued worse 
than any other goods are undervalued, and when a high rate of 
equivalent ad valorem duty, like 100 or 200 percent, is figured out, 
itis figured out upon a Japanese undervaluation of the goods at 
our custom-house. 

Wherever you figure 100 n cent nd valorem as the equivalent 
for the specific rate, it is safe to say that the rate is 50 per cent on 
an honest valuation of the goods. There are no 200 or 300 or 400 
or 700 per cent equivalent ad valorem rates in this . 
There are no spun silk or spun-silk goods that come from Japan, 
as I understand. This is very largely—I will not say misrepre- 
sentation, but a misunderstanding of the facts. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator will allow me to in- 
terrupt him, he has just made a broad statement there that seems 
to involve either the good faith or the intelligence of myself or of 
the man who furnished me these samples. The man who fur- 
nished me the samples is a reputable New York silk importer. 
He is said to be a gentleman, and I believe he is. He gave me the 
samples, and he assured me that they were taken without preju- 
dice from his stock, without picking or selecting them for a special 
purpose, but that he took them as they came. 

ere is a sample [exhibiting] which he says costs 8 cents a yard, 
and on that class of goods the Senator himself will not deny that 


the tax will be 621 cents on the yard; and if that does not make a 
tax of more than 700 per cent, I do not uaderstand the commonest 
arithmetic. Either the statements made by this importer or by 
me are untrue or here is an instance in which the tax is more than 
100 per cent. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is that the wild silk? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. ‘The wild Indian silk. 

: Mr. 3 of Connecticut. It is possible, though I do not be- 
ieve it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ido believe it; so that makes us even. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But itis not an article of silk that 
is much imported or much used in this country, as I understand. 

It is quite easy sometimes for importers to discover a particular 
article not much used, not much imported, entered at a very low 
valuation, very much undervalued, and then, in going over a 
specific schedule, to point out a high equivalent ad valorem on 
that particular article, as if that were the ad valorem rate which 
was imposed by the specific duties in the paragraph. 

I think I am correct in saying that the duties in this paragraph 
will not average 75 per cent; and most of them will be very much 
less than that. On the contrary, I think that the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Arkansas—though I have not had time 
to carefully analyze it—might be classed in simpler language in 
this way: “Al spun-silk fabrics imported into the United States 
shall not pay more than 35 per cent ad valorem.” That is the 
practical effect of the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Arkansas, as I could catch it and analyze it offhand. 

Mr. GRAY. Thirty-five per cent? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not think the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas would average over 35 per 
cent ad valorem on these goods. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then the Senator and I differ widely 
on that point. I have not made the calculation as to what the 
rates would amount to, but I think they will average over 100 per 


cent. 

Mr. GRAY. Idonot believe there was ever a tax of 100 per 
cent on a necessary of life that was not an outrage. Ido not 
lieve that 100 per cent on any article of common necessity and of 
universal use could be justified on any ground at all. 

Mr. HOAR, Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the Senator whether he opposes this 
as a Democratic outrage or as a Republican outrage? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not caré which; it is an outrage, no matter 
where it comes from. 

I was speaking to the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES]. As 
a matter of fact, these high rates of taxationare tyrannies, simple 
and pure, and in favor of individuals. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Asa matter of justice to myself, I 
wish to say that the Senate understands, of course, that I did not 
offer this amendment because I desired it, but because I think 100 

r cent is better than 700 percent. I agree with the Senator from 

ela ware that a 100 per cent tax is an outrage. 

Mr. GRAY. These are tyrannies, and they are acts of despot- 
ism in favor of a class of people who claim the right to use the 
taxing power of the United States for their own private benefit. 
It has been said somewhere, I think, of Russia, or of some other 
government of the world, that it was a despotism tempered by 
assassination. "These high duties are only tempered by smuggling 
and every evasion that the ingenuity of the human mind can re- 


sort to. Where you establish tyranny, you are bound to induce 
Vip creer High duties are tyranny tempered by smuggling 
and fraud. 


Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, replying just in a word to the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], whospoke of the plaintive 
cry that has been set up by the Western people for protection 
against this oriental industrial invasion, I wish to say the Western 
people have plead for protection, but they have asked for a differ- 
ent remedy than a 700 per cent protective tariff, or even a 500, a 
400, a 200, or a 200 per cent tariff. They believe that this compe- 
tition has been stimulated by the difference in the financial condi- 
tions existing in the two countries; they believe a restoration of 
the old system of money, which obtained prior to 1873, will do 
more toward protecting those industries of this country, which are 
now suffering by 5 from the Orient, than any reason- 
able tariff which can be placed upon their products. 

lam in favor, I repeat, Mr. President, of a reasonable protective 
duty, but I assert, with my understanding of the conditions which 
existin those countries and the conditions which exist m ours, 
thatitis simply a matter of impossibility to equalize these con- 
dit:ons by the levying of any reasonable protective duty. Wecan 
equalize the conditions arising out of the difference in the stand- 
ards of living, the rates of wages, and that sort of thing, which 
exist between these countries, by a protective tariff; but we can 
not equalize the difference which arises out of the divergence 
between the value of gold and silver by a protective tariff, Itis 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2009 


simply impossible. They enjoy an advantage by reason of their 
financial systems, and it is simply useless, in the light of expe- 
rience, to attempt to correct the evil by a protective-tariff law. 
It can not be done. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, if Lunderstand the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas, it does not 
refer to Japanese silks at all; it does not include Japanese silks. 
Japanese silks are not spun silks, that is, to any considerable 
extent, and they are not made from spun silk, but they are made 
almost entirely ont of other kinds of silk. This provision applies 
entirely to spun silk, and is not aimed to correct any extravagant 
rate as applying to Japanese silk. 7 - 

With regard to the very cheap ewe upon specimens of silk 
goods, such as have been exhibited here, and the calculation of 
the equivalent ad valorem upon them, I will say that the manu- 
facture of silk goods is peculiar. On a fabric of silk goods which 
costs a dollar a yard, if it does not happen to strike the taste and 
the fashion, there is no sale for it, and next year it may be sold 
at 20 cents a yard, or 10 cents a yard. So that these calculations, 
which are made upon fabries which are said to have been pur- 
chased for 10 cents or 20 cents a yard, are entirely misleading. 

The goods may have cost 20 cents or 40 cents or 100 cents when 
they were made. If the style changes, they go into the list of dis- 
carded silks, and are sold at the prices of discarded silks. It is in 
this way that it is attempted to convey the idea that the rates in 
this paragraph are extravagant. I undertaketosay that the rates 
upon silk in this paragraph will not average over 75 per cent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, There is no doubt in my mind that 
my honorable friend from Connecticut is mistaken in his criticism 
of the amendment offered by me. The spun-silk goods are cheap 
goods, whether they come from France or Japan. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. They do not come from Japan. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The spun silk is used in Japan just 
as well as the reeled silk. 

Cocoons are pierced in Japan as well as in France, and spun 
silk or cheap silk makes the cheap silk fabrics of Japan as well as 
of France. You can not make these cheap goods of real silk, be- 
cause the real silk in the cocoons is worth more than that, and it 
can be sent to the French market and sold for a higher price than 
when used in these fabrics. So the amendment is intended to 
apply to spun silk and chappe silk and silk which is injured in 
the cocoon; silk that is cut in two; that does not have the long, 
almost endless fiber. Silk from the short cocoons, as everybody 
understands, is known as spun silk. Yarn from spun silk sells in 
this country for $1.30 a pound, while yarn from real silk sells 
for $5 a pound. The cutting of the fiber in two in piercing the 
cocoon injures it, almost destroys its value, and for a long time 
it was considered worthless. 

The Senator from Connecticut has a constituent who began 
ps ago the process of spinning silk in this country. I believe 

e began the process of spinning silk in the United States. He 
has spun silk, and, in fact, his competitors in the silk-weaving 
business complain that he will not sell a pound of spun-silk yarn 
2 any other manufacturer. He wants to keep it in his own 

ands. : 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think, since the statement has 
been made, I should say that I understand there is no truth in it; 
that he is very glad to sell spun-silk yarn. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I know nothing about the truth. I 
have been told that that is so. I do not know whether it is true. 
Anyhow, he was the pioneer in spinning silk. He knows, as well 
as any man alive, the difference in the value between real silk and 
spun silk—between the silk thatcomes off in the form in which it 
was put on the cocoon by the silkworm and the silk with the fiber 
cut in two, practically destroyed. 

The amendment which I propose he only to spun-silk fab- 
rics. Wherecheap silks have been made—where the cheap goods, 
‘the pierced cocoons are used for the manufacture of goods, and a 
cheap class of goods made—then I propose that the lower rates 
shall apply. 

I desire to say, since the Senator has raised the question as to 
the ad valorem rate, that I am inclined to think his criticism is in 
some measure correct. I do not believe the rate will be under 35 
per cent in any instance, and I am willing to limit it, if he chooses 
to do so, to 50 per cent—that it shall not go below 50 per cent. I 
am entirely willing to leave that provision in it. I think then 
the rate will be about 70 or 75 per cent instead of 100 per cent, as 
I stated at first. 

Mr. WHITE. I have a couple of brief communications which 
I desire to present to the Senate. 


We, the undersigned, dealers and importers of silk good 
in Japan, beg to cail your attention to the proposed duty of 
to hand 7 5 herewith a statement showing the cost of su 8, ranging 
in weight from seventy-seven one hundredths of an ounce per square yard to 
1.28 ounces per square yard, and from which you will see that this proposed 
duty of $3 per pound is equivalent to 75 per cent ad valorem, which is abso- 
lutely prohibitory. 

These qualities of 

of from W 


s, manufactured 
per pound and 


s can not be manufactured in this country, as the 
ich they are made is of inferior grade and can not be 


worked upon power looms, on account of the tension, and must be made on 


band looms only, and therefore these Japanese silks can not fairly be said to 
compete with erican silks. 

On the contrary. the large and growing industry established in this coun- 
try for dyeing, printing, and finis of Japanese silks is quiis d dependent 
upon the importation of these E , and the proposed prohibitory rates 
would injure this industry, which at present is employing several thousands 
of working people at Paterson. Lodi, Hawthorne, and P; c, in New Jer- 
sey; Lexington, in Massachusetts; Middletown, in New York, and in other 


places. 

We further beg to state thatthe value of these imported at this port 
under the McKinley tarift amounted to over $5,000,000 annually, while under 
the present Wilson tariff, owing to the general stagnation in all lines, it has 
dwindled down to about $3,000,000, exclusive of receipts of other ports, and 
that the revenue therefrom exceeds $1,500.000 annnally, of which, under the 
proposed prohibitory rates, the Government would be practically deprived. 

e further submit that since the percentage of American silks consumed 
in the United States has risen from 50 per cent in 1880 to 70 per cent in 1896, 
under a tariff of 50 per cent ad valorem up to 1894, and since then of 45 per 
cent ad valorem, with raw silk free, it does not appear that the depression of 
that industry in common with all other branches of commerce, should be 
attributed entirely to the tariff. but may be accounted for by the general de- 
pression and domestic competition. 4 

We now appeal to Tos touse your influence with the committee to stay this 
impending injury tothe commerce of Now York and tous, your constituents. 
There is no question as to the facts. The specific rates provided in the bill 
are equivalent to 75 per cent to 80 per cent ad valorem or Japanese silks. 
some of the cheaper grades of Chinese pongees the duty will be more than 
700 per cent. At the same time, the rates on European dress goods, such as 
are used by persons of wealth, are equal to from * cent to 70 per cent, 
the lower rates applying to the most cost] poste. ese, however, will pay 
50 per cent ad valorem if the P rtp rate falls below that rate. 

We further call your attention to the fact that as these goods are madeno- 
where but in Japan, the imposition of a prohibitory rate would be tanta- 
mount to a discrimination against a country with whom we are in especially 
friendy relations, and must affect seriously our large and growing exports 

o Japan. 

Bika manufactured in Japan enter largely into consumption amon the 

masses by reason of their low prices, and are no longer a luxury used by the 


rich only. 

e respectfully submit that a specific duty of $2.50 per pound on ail boiled- 
off silks, weighing not less than five-eighths of an ounce por square yard, with 
a saving clause that such duty shall be in no case less than 60 per cent, an in- 
crease of 33} per cent in the present rate would work no injury to any estab- 
lished American industry. 

Certainly an increase of 33} per cent over the present rates of duty, made 
specific so as to preclude undervaluation, should afford all the legislative 
relief that can be fairly demanded. 

It is believed that such a rate would not result in stopping importati 


although it might diminish them to some extent, and the Government w 
zote as much or more revenue from this source than under the existing 
rate. 


J. R. SIMON & CO. 
A. S. ROSENTHAL & CO. 
E. T. MASON & CO. 
KAHN & KAHN. 
KOBBE & SANDS. : 
Iask that the tabulated statement which accompanies the docu- 
ment may be printed in the RECORD without being read: 


MENDELSON BROS. 
Z. HORIKOSHI & CO. 
LIN FONG & CO. 

R. ISAACS & BRO. 
POLLOCK BROS. 


Weight Cost uiva- 
Sam- Silks. per per Present | duty | lent ad 
ple. square | yard duty. per |valorem 
ya . pound. duty. 
Ounces. | Cents. | Per cent. 82 50 T 
6 Momme quality........... 0.77 20 8.00 75 
(E Ere a C 90 22-28 3.00 
2.50 
E 3.00 
2.50 
o 3.00 
2.50 
S 3.00 
2.50 
8.00 


Handkerchiefs. 
38 by 33, hemstitched, weighing 23 ounces per dozen: 
“irst cost $6.00 
Present duty. 00 


At $2.50 per pound, with 10 per cent ad valorem, equals 70 per cent. 
At $3 per pound, with 10 per cent ad valorem, equals 80 per cent. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator from California 
permit me right here? Iam inclined to thank him for the intro- 
duction of that statement prepared by the importers of San Fran- 
cisco, for it bears me out in my statement that the rates in this 
paragraph upon Japanese silks would not average over 75 per 
cent. I do not think they will average so much, but that is the 
statement of the importers, and it sets at rest all this talk about 
two, three, four, and five hundred per cent. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator had noticed the communication 
throughout he would have found that the statement is that on the 
low-grade pongees the rate runs up to 700 per cent. The Senator 
from Connecticut shakes his head. He may shake his head, but 
he can not eliminate this typewritten document by doing so. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I understood it to say that on the 
low grades it is from 75 to 80 per cent, and in particular cases, 
referring to this discarded wild silk, it would be as much as 700 
per cent. 

Mr. WHITE. They say: 


On some of the cheaper kind of pongees the duty will be more than 700 
per cent. z 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I understand that. 
Mr. WHITE. I have here a tabulated statement showing prac- 
tically the same matters referred to by the Senator from Arkansas. 
Speaking of silk as a luxury, this article calls attention to the 
fact that, by reason of the reus of the industry in J: spun, articles 
n 


numerous in number and excellent in fabric have placed 
within the reach of the poorer classes of the American people. 
The object of my distinguished friends on the other side of the 

ber is to compel this article to retain its character as a lux- 
ury, and by keeping up the price to prevent its being an article 
of common use and necessity. In other words, if there is an 
article MATT the people which has hitherto been expensive, and 
which gradually has been reduced in rate until it has been placed 
within the reach of all, then immediately a tariff is to be im- 
posed which will again increase the price and deprive it further 
E is status as a subject of general consumption and universal 
utility. 

We have put upon these cheap articles an enormous tariff. We 
have, as stated by the New York importers, not the San Francisco 
importers, whose statement I read, a declaration that the tariff is 
between 70 and 100 e cent, which they say is 5 
itive. The Wilson bill fixed 45 per cent. The Senator from Ar- 
kansas alluded to a very prominent manufacturer in Connecticut, 
to whom also the Senator from Connecticut referred. I do not 
think the Senator from Connecticut will say that that gentleman, 
who is represented to be worth seven or eight million do ,made 
legitimately in the pursuit of his business under favoring laws, is 
suffering at 45 per cent ad valorem. 1 do not suppose the Senator 
from Connecticut will say there is any general demand among the 

silk manufacturers in this country for anything more than a 50 
per cent rate. 

Indeed, I was told day before 97 by a silk manufacturer 
that the vast majority—I think he said 90 v cent—of those in- 
terested in the business at Paterson, N. J., had agreed upon a 50 
per cent rate; andif to this bill the committee would report an 
amendment pronnag for a 60 gel cent rate, and that in no event 
should it be below 50 per cent, I would 2 vote for it as a 
substitute for the measure here Prop Butit will be observed 
that the provision of the bill is that in no event shall the rate be 
less than 50 per cent, while there is no maximum fixed. 

Now,if the Senator from Connecticut is right, that the rates 
fixed by the bill areabout 75 per cent, let us, if we can not get any- 
thing better, have an amendment fixing the maximum rate at 75 
per cent. I shall pro such an amendment a little later on, 
and then we can test the sense of the Senate on it. 

I have before me a copy of a letter from Mr. Tingle, of this city, 
who I suppose was examining the subject for interested parties, 
but it contains a very clear review of the situation. Itis a copy 
of a letter addressed to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
DRICH], who was chairman of the subcommittee of the Committee 
on Finance. It is as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., April 6, 1897. 


DEAR SIR: I respectfully ask your examination and consideration of the 

. and tables relating to the rates of duty p on 

tariff bill (H. R. 879) pending in the Committee on Finance. 

per re onder variety ja iece 5 e ee 

u a] an ese pure s prin pongees, ppe B, 
Swiss e e and Lyons dress silks and sat ins. 

The ad valorem equiv: ts of the specific rates pro; don Japanese and 
Chinese silk 8 tango from 95 per cent on Japanese habutai to 770 per cent 
on the low grade of Chinese pongees, while the rates on Lyons silks and 
Swiss es, the latter comparing closely with Japanese habutai, at 
the specific rates proposed, would be from 40 pet cent to 70 per cent ad valorem. 
As you are aware, the Lyons silks, paying the lowest rates of duty under the 
bill, are the most expensive and are used by persons of liberal means, while 
the Chinese and Japanese silks and French chappe are bought by the masses 
because of their cheapness. 


I wish also to call attention to the fact that the bill makes no distinction 


qe silk, and silk po recy we Ge silk reeled from the cocoon, 
It should be noted t the chappe yarns in these goods cost $1.35 per pound 
and the proportion of thrown silk therein nu pound. The proposed 
duty, as oat to the yarns in the piece, would per cent on the chappe 
and only T cent on the 

It is obvious the rates on chappe, Japanese, and Chinese 
silks are ibitory, and, should become a law, the entire revenue now 
derived from this source would be lost to the Government, while at the same 


by many firms in the United States would 
ions with the countries producing 
disturbed 


Not only wonld the firms en in importing these goods lose their busi- 
ness, but the t number of persons employed in PME and dye 
Japanese and goods would be thrown out oi 


Dicfment, i$ being tb m bg rans La goods in th d 
emplo e practice po ese n the gray an 
us and dye them bere, the art ot printing and dyeing having been brought 
t perfection in this country. 
ou have no doubt alread 


rers. 
Ishould be ,ifgiven an 22 to make a brief verbal statement 


of the matter nnection with the samples. 
Very respectfully, A. K. TINGLE. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
Chairman Subcommittee on Finance, United States Senate. 


I have also before me copies of two short letters, written to the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MCBRIDE], from Portland. One is 
dated March 27 of the present year, and is as follows: 


PORTLAND, OREG., March 2 
Hon. G. W. McBnIDE, * 


United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 
respectfully call your attention to the Dingley bill as at 
present before the House of so Ace oni and as we MT an exten- 
sive business with the oriental countries, we would respectfully call your 
attention to objections that we find in this bill, not, be it understood, solely 
from an importer's standpoint, but what is far more important to the Pacific 


TS — e aee in Ji h bably the largest h i 
ur correspondents in Ja who are pro e t house in that 
country, are so closely identified with the |i dos there that they know 
whereof they „and we have been advised by them that the Japanese 
people, on account of the increase on tariff on their exports, such as curios, 
ks, mattings, etc., and which advance, if put into effect, would not increase 
the revenue of this Government to any great extent, are at the present time 
turning their attention for flour and wheat to the Canadian side. 

You are probably well aware of the vast flour business that has been done 
with the Orient from the States of Washington, Oregon, and California, and 
it would appear to us that we are endangering an export business that is 
DE usinmore than tenfold of what we are paying for goods wo get 

em, 


I will not read the statement which follows, as it does not bear 
8 upon this point. The letter is signed by T. M. Stevens & 


There is also a letter written by the same party, T. M. Stevens 
& Co., to the same Senator, as follows: 


PORTLAND, OREG., May 18, 1597. 

DEAR SIR: Ha very carefully perused the Dingley bill as amended 
the Senate Finance Committee, wo beg to call your Special attention to A24 
silk schedule. Having thoroughly studied this, we find that the cheaper 
grade goods are in aer cave made to pay a higher rate than the better 
and in some cases, such 9 amount to nearly 100 per cent ad valorem. 

As we understand it, the was originally proposed as a revenue measure, 
yet it is our opinion, as well as that of a large number of importers and dry- 
goods merchants in this country, that the prohibitive duties as imposed b; 
his bill will restrict oet pg tosuch an extent that the revenue derived 


Dear SIR: We 


from this class of less than it has been under.the Wilson bill. 

Our understanding is that New Jersey silk manufacturers suggested a 
straight 50 per cent ad valorem duty as being 9 to t but 
as a substitute for such ad valorem duties, and w has been taken advan- 
yd of by some unscrupulous importers, we gu the imposing of a duty 
of from $1.80 per pound on the light goods to $2. on ue Reavy goana; where 
made in the piece, and 60 per cent ad valorem on han efs, whether 
plain or embroidered. 


Duties of this kind, while an increase of from 10 to 20 per cent over the 
present duty, will still admit of business being done, while with tho duties 
as mentioned in the present measure the trade must be largely curtailed. 

Trusting you will give this matter consideration, we are, 


Yours, very truly, 
T. M. STEVENS & CO., INCORPORATED. 

Hon. Gro. W. MOBRIDE, 

United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. President, I have searched the tariff hearings in vain for a 
reason for these great raises, and, as I stated in the early portion 
of my remarks, if it be true that the present peculiar, mystified, 

mplicated, and scientific schedule means really not over 75 per 
cent ad valorem, Jet us so declare. It is easy to make an amend- 
ment of that character. The fact of the mat ter is that it is desired 
by the manufacturers, as I have said before, to continue silk, 
whether of the most valuable character or not, as an article of 
luxury, and now that there is an opportunity of its more general 
use, now thatit is getting into the pockets of everybody and is of 
quite general consumption, we have a movement upon the part of 

e Republican party to abandon a tariff which they themselves 
have indorsed from war days to this hour, and we have presented 
to us a schedule which for complicated peculiarity is the most re- 


markable in the whole of this wonderful bill. at is the onl 
remark I care to make now. Later on I will propose an amend- 
ment to test the sincerity of some of the manufacturing people of 


this country. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas, which has 
been stated. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Before that is done, we might as 
well have a call of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allison, Foraker, Mallory, Proctor, 
ye, Mantle, que 
Bate, ar, ills, viina, 
Burrows, Gorman, Mitchell, Roach, 
Butler, Gray. organ, Shoup, 
Caffery, Harris, Nelson, tew: 
Carter, Hawley, ¥ Teller, 
Chandler, Heitfeld Penrose, 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Perkins, Vest, 
Clark, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, Walthall, 
ey ONE Kenney, Lem. Wellington, 
U. age, Platt, Conn. Wetmore, 
Elkins, McBride, Platt. N. Y. te, 
Fairbanks, Pri : Wilson, 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-six Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. 
Mr. TELLER, Mr. President, I regret that we can not deter- 
mine exactly what the duty is on the articles found in the 
ph. The Senator from Arkansas is sure that it is a very large 
uty. The Senator from Connecticut is sure that it is not, but 


he does not seem to be sure what the duty is. It seems to me the 
committee ought to be able to tell us very nearly at least what is 
the ad valorem duty. It is utterly impossible for those of us who 
are not skilled in these things to determine for ourselves. 

lam willing to vote for a fair, reasonable duty on any of these 
articles. I am not willing to vote for a 700 per cent duty on auy- 
thing unless I votefor it distinctly for the p of keeping it out 
of theimports of the United States. I donotknow whether or not 
this paragraph includes Japanese silks. I do not know enough 
about the question to determine that, and I do not seem to be able 
to get any information from the committee on the subject. Ido 
know something about the use of Japanese silk and the growth of 
its use in this country in the last few years. My attention has 
been called to it. 7 

I know that dress made in Japan haye been sold in the 
United States at retail within the last few at a rate at which 
I do not believe it is possible for any American silk manufacturer 
to sell at wholesale. Dress goods made of Japanese silk have sold 
at retail in the State of Colorado within the two years for 19 
cents a yard. I do not know how good they are for wear, but they 
are reputable in looks at least, and are bought, as I understand, to 
a very large extent. 

The Japanese have increased their manufacture of these textiles 
very rapidly. I have before me now the last publication of the 
Statesman's Year-Book, a work of authority, and I find that in 
1894 the exports of silks and silk materials from Japan amounted 
to 55,518,197 yen or, in round numbers, 55,000,000 yen. The next 
year the exports were nearly 67,000,000 yen, 

Mr. FR Whatis a yen? 

Mr. TELLER. A yen is pesoen y an American dollar, or was 
until the recent change in the system. It was about ninety-eight 
cents and a fraction. We havealways treated it as practically an 
American dollar. Thereisan increase in one year of over 12,000,000 
yen, which, when you look atit, is a very large increase in percent- 

. These p are brought here and sold at a rate thatis aston- 
ishin glylow use of the low price of wages in Japan and because 
the rates of exchange have been equivalent toa bonus of about 
100 per centin favor of Japan. That bonus will continue, not- 
withstanding sanin has nominally gone to the gold standard. 

Our gold-standard friends have been very much elated of late 
over the statement that Japan has gone to the gold standard. 
She has gone to the gold standard in this way: She has cut her 
yen in two. She has recognized the appreciation in gold, which 
we have been contending for, and she has said the gold that 
heretofore made 1 yen shall now make 2, and that yen shall be 
legal tender for all debts in Japan just as it has been when it had 
twice as much gold in it. That enables her to continue the advan- 
tage she has because of the appreciation of gold or the deprecia- 
tion of silver, if you choose to put it the other way. 

It will be us d impossible for us, unless with some such duty 
as is now proposed, to compete with Japan in the manufacture of 
silks or anything else that she can manufacture, and I do not know 
anything she can not manufacture that we can. I find by con- 

ting some silk men in my State who are interested not in the 
manufacture of silk, but in its sale, that they do not make in 
Japan as fine an article of silk as we make in this country or as 
ey make in France or Germany. 

he silk for wear, I understand, is, much of it, quite as good, 
but it is not quite so brilliant and the finish is not as satisfactory 
to the American purchaser. I find also the fact to be that they 
are exporting silk to Germany and there having it finished and 
then reexport it from Germany to the United States, and it is 
sold here as German or Frenchsilk. Ido not A it will take 
very long before the Japanese manufacturers will find out how to 

ut the gloss on it that the purchaser desires. A few months, at 
east, I think, will enable them to do that. 

Mr. President, it is not possible for us to meet this by =, rea- 
sonable duty, as stated by the Senator from Montana. e can 
not defend here a duty of 700 per cent, unless we are willing to 
take the position that we intend absolutely to exclude it. If that 
is our intention, it would be twice as decent for us to say that 
hereafter we will exclude all Japanese silk. Thatwe know wecan 
not do withont a violation of our treaties; and that we know the 
American people will not submit to. And yet, if the Senator from 
Arkansas is correct, we are practically doing that to-day if we 
put these immense duties upon Japanese silk. 

The Senator from Connecticut says that it does not apply to 
Japanese silk. Then, if it does not apply to Japanese silk it is still 
more indefensible, in my judgment. If it does not apply to Ger- 
man silk and French silk, what silk does it apply to? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If it applies to any, it applies to 


Mr. TELLER. Iam not up in the technical knowledge that a 
man tto have to discuss the quang as to what it does a 
ply to; I do not know that we shall know when we get thro 
and vote on it; but I am not willing to vote for any duty, I do 
not care whether it is against Chinese silk, Japanese silk, or any 


other, that approximates 700 per cent, or 500 per cent, or 400 per 
cent < 


The Senator from Connecticut repeats in his seat what he has 
before said, that it does not, but he does not tell us what it is. 
We are entitled to know, approximately at least, how much duty 
we are voting on this class of silk. Unless I can be assured that 
it is a reasonable duty, I shall change my conduct in this matter 
and vote for the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Ihavevoted for a number of things here that did not meet my 
judgment, but, as I said the other day, I want this tariff bill to be 
what our Republican friends will , when they get through, a 
Republican tariff bil. I think myself that the Wilson Act isa 
DT good protective measure except in a few items. I think it 
affords more protection to American manufacturers than some 


-— acts we have had labeled Republican tariffs. I think it is 
ample in very many things. 
3 —.— the duties are now being raised. I do not know whether 


they are being raised above the McKinley Act or not, but I judge 
some of them are. I have been quite inclined to vote and have 
voted for the raising of duties upon the theory that I wanted the 
bill to be satisfactory to the men who have promised that the bill 
shall bring prosperity. But I can not quite go 700 cent, and 
unless the committee can assure ine in some way that this is a 
reasonable duty, I shall be compelled to vote for the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, the way in which 
the changes are rung upon the statement that here is an article on 
which the duty would be 700 per cent, to indicate that in this par- 
SDE IEO P DEY OTIS pre cant Mun ee oaas an illus- 

e way the arguments are always e against specific 
duties. I call the attention of the Senator from Colorado to the 
fact that the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] put into the 
RECORD a statement made by the importers of San isco—— 

Mr. WHITE. Of New York. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Of New York, who can not be ex- 
pected to understate the ad valorem equivalents, in which they 
put the ad valorem y varied on Japanese silks in one instance 
at 75 per cent and in the other at from 75 to 80 per cent as the out- 
side rate. I call attention to the fact that those are the im 8 
of New York, an association of them, and that all they claim is 
that the duties on Japanese silks are from 75 to 80 per cent. That 
is the extreme claim. There has been a piece of wild silk goods, 
as it is called, from China brought in here which is not an article 
of commerce, on which it is said that there is a 700 per cent duty, 
and 2o Senn tors seem to think that there is a 700 per cent duty on 
everything. 

Mr. STEWART. Can the Senator give the official fi ? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Iwas going to state I take 
the figures of the appraiser at the port of New York. According 
to a recentreport of the United States appraiser at New York the 
ad valorem equivalents of the specific rates in this paragraph 384 
are as follows—and Iam going to depart from my custom and 
take a little time to read what he says on the subject: 


Per cent. 
Weighing not less than 1} nor more than 8 ounces per square yard: 
Containing not more than 20 per cent in weight of eA ig 
If in the gum (50 cents pa D PSA See ERS Be Portes 27 to 40 
E DOWN EPUM ———— TURRE 41 to 52 


If dyed in the piece (60 cen’ 
taining over 20 and not over 80 per cent weight of silk 
If in the gum (65 cents per pound) 
If dyed in meu. (80 cents p pound) 

Containing over 30 and not over 45 per cent weight of silk— 
If in the gum (90 cents per pound) 


ge Ni 


ND Aer Cah nk ia pao Ddéprek ncn RE Ue NER I. 
(90 cents p sr n accent rus rne Eno. — 
over 30 and not over 45 per cent weight of silk. 
Th Dek. GL er pound) Ss So a ede onixPuckcna nhi jqdRs 
If other black ($1.30 per pound) .... LLL ll cll. 
Containing more than 


88 88 88 88 
6&6 gE5 88 55 


88 88 


If other pound 
If dyed in the thr ph ea ise : 


And here is the spot where the contention is made— 
and the weight is not increased by dyeing beyond the original 


weight of the raw silk (S per pound. 980 to 50 
If in the gum ($2.50 per pon, 222 222-2 ne ee eee 30 to 55 
If boiled off or dyed in the piece or printed ($3 per pound) ....... 45 to 80 


Here is the highest point— 


Weighing less than 1} ounces and more than one-third of 1 ounce, 
if boiled off, or if dyed or printed in the piece ($3 per pound)... 48 to 90 
We not more than one- of 1 ounce per square yard 

to perpound)i.. d culciccid cu ned acce alae niea e E VR QUEMA 50 to 16. 
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We have reduced that from $5 to $4.50, so that there is a reduc- 


tion in the ad valorem rate. Now, I 
the importers the appraiser at New 
valorems. 

Mr. TELLER. Who is he? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. Bunn. 

Mr. MILLS. Is the Senator reading the equivalent ad valorems 
of the imported? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. On the importations at the port 
of New York of these goods. 

Mr. MILLS. But you do not touch the equivalent ad valorem 
on goods not imported and that are prohibited from importation. 
That is the point. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not understand that anyone 
claims that anything is prohibited now. 


utagainst all this talk of 
ork as to the equivalent ad 


Mr. MILLS. I take it that if your tariff of 700 per cent is im- 
posed, it is prohibitive. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There it is again. We never shall 


be able to answer that. 

Mr. MILLS. Very well. The specific system is adopted for the 
pu e of prohibiting importation. It is a protective measure. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. This is the report of the 1 
at New Vork as to what the equivalent ad valorems would be upon 
the specific rates on the importations of last year. 

Mr. MILLS. Precisely; I so understand it. Now, then, I 
mean to say that there are cheaper goods which are always kept 
from importation by these very specific rates, and that is what 
the s fic tariff is adopted for by protectionists, It is to keep 
goods from coming in in order that the American manufacturer 
may have the market at his own price, That is the very object 
of it, and the figures given by the Senator from Arkansas are 
correct. 

Mr. President, if there are goods in China that are taxed 700 
per cent and prohibited from coming here, cheap silk goods that 
could come and be exchanged for cotton foods, so that our people 
who are working in the cotton fields and making not $200 a year 
might be able to wear those goods, why should Congress exercise 
the legislative power to prohibit our peoplo from buying and 
wearing those goods and compel them to buy goods and pay even 


80 or 90 per cent on them? 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I have here a statement prepared 
by one of the leading experts of the country, which I read: 

The specific rate— 

He says— 

vided in this paragraph, in a ve largo roportion of goodsimported into 

Ino United States, Pieri 98 tho — ec of the fin that they should 
not pay less than 50 per cent ad valorem. Goods of very light texture. how- 


ever, such as chiffon imported from France and which is used in the manu- 
e d bows or ties and ornaments, and also the lighter silks from China 
an 5 

I wish to direct the attention of the Senator from Colorado to 
this subject— 
and also the lighter silks from China and Japan, known as habutai, surah, and 

will have imposed thereon in ei cases a duty in excess of 100 per 
cent, whereas articles made from these silks in this country would be pro- 
tected with not more than 60 per cent—a discrimination that is not only un- 
fair. but will disturb seriously the industries in a | many States in this 
country. I would much prefer seeing a duty on weighing less than 1j 
ounces, and on manufactures thereof, at 75 per cent ad valorem than the 
mixed duties provided in this bill. 

Iwish to say to the Senator from Connecticut that I intend 
offering an amendment that in no case shall any of the foregoin 
fabrics in this paragraph pay a less duty than 50 per cent 
valorem or a greater duty than 60 per cent. If that is voted down, 
I shall pro another amendment fixing the maximum at 75 per 
cent, and I will then, I think, test his faith in his own calculation 
ata maximum rate of 75 per cent. 

I call attention to the condition of the McKinley Act in this 

There is no such provision contained in tact. The 
complications of paragraph 384, the mystifications of that para- 
graph, are wholly unknown in the original Mon AE The 
rate prescribed in the McKinley Act was less than the rate pre- 
scribed here. As I have stated already, if the calculations upon 
which we have relied are inaccurate and the rate is as low as the 
Senator from Connecticut contends, we will test his faith by a 
vote upon it. 

The WICE-PRESIDEN T. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES] to the amendment of the committee, 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH] to the Senator 
from Ohio 12 75 Hanna], and vote nay.“ 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I will announce 
for the day my pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SEWELL]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 


Mr. MURPHY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 


my e PLATT of New York]. 

Mr. PE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoan]. 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from Ohio (Mr. Hanna] to the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], and vote“ yea." 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. If he were present, 
I should vote ** yea.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] to the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE], and vote ‘‘ yea." 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. He is not 
in the Chamber, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

. Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in the affirmative). The 
unior Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON] has not voted. 
am paired with that Senator, and therefore withdraw my vote. 


Mr. WALTHALL. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] 
is paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM]. The 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES] is paired with the Senator 


from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 
The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 

Bacon, Kans. Mills, . Teller, 

Caffery, Kenney, Morgan, 

Mes. MR McLa Pasco, Vesi 

Cockrell, Mallory, Pettigrew, Walthall, 

Faulkner, -Mantle, Rawlins, te, 
rman, Martin, Roach, 

NAYS—2. 

Allison, Elkins, Lodge, uay, 

er, Fair McBride, oup, 
Burrows, Foraker, Nelson, Stewart, 

T, Frye, Penrose, Wetmore, 

Chandler, Gear, Per ilson. 

k, 3 Platt, Conn. 
Da vis, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 

NOT VOTING—4. 

Aldrich, Gallinger, Kyle, Pritchard, 
en, George, Lindsay, Sewell, 
te, Gray, McEnery, Smith, 

Berry, Hale, McMi 8 er, 

Butler, Hanna, a Thurston, 

Cannon, Hansbrough, Mitchell, 

Chilton, Harris, Tenn. Morrill, Turner, 

Cullom, Heitfeld, Murphy, Warren, 

Daniel, oar, Pettus, Wellin; 5 

Deboe. Jones, Ark. Platt, N. Y. Wolcott 


after the word “ fifty” the words 


page 133, line 2, by insertin 
f duty han sixty;” so as to make the para- 


** or a greater rate o 
graph read: 

But in no case shall any of the fo fabrics in paragra 
less rate of duty than 50 ea greater iot uty than a cent ad A 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from California to the amendment of 
the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WHITE. I move to amend by substituting, in the same 
place, page 183, in line 2, “or a greater rate of duty than 75 per 
cent; so that it will read: 

But in no case shall any of the forego’ fabri 
less rate of duty than 50 * a grentar tote of 8 Lp aie i ph para 

Surely the committee will not object to this amendment, since, 
according tothe statement of the committee, this is practically the 
maximum duty fixed in the bill. Upon my amendment to the 
amendment I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey 2 1 SurTH], but by arrangement with 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. RAWwLINS], who is paired with the 
Senator from Ohio . HANNA], we have arranged to transfer 
our pairs. so that the Senator from Ohio will stand paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey, and the Senator from Utah and 
myself are at liberty to vote. I vote “nay.” 

r. MORRILL (when his name was called). I announce for 
the day that I am paired with the senior Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. Harris], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PETTUS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], and therefore with- 
hold x vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). Iagain announce 
my pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. 

e roll call was concluded. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am paired with the Senator from 

Maine [Mr. HALE]. If he were present, I should vote yea." 
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Mr.WALTHALL. Idesire to announce that the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Gray] is paired with the Senator from Illinois 
pis CULLOM], and thatthe Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] 

ired with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. 

r. KENNEY (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
advised that the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. PENROSE] 
has not voted. Being paired with that Senator, l withdraw my 


vote. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Carrery], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to announce that on this vote the Senator 
from Oregon Mr. MCBRIDE] is paired with the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. HEITFELD]. The Senator from Oregon, if present, would 
vote **nay." 

Mr. MALLORY (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam 

ired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], whom I 

o not see in the Chamber, and therefore I withdraw my vote. 

Mr.WARREN. By arrangement with the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. PETTUS], we have agreed to transfer our pairs, so that the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] will stand paired with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER], thus relieving the 
Senator from Alabama and myself. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. PETTUS. Under that arrangement I am at liberty to vote, 
and I vote * yea." 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 

Bacon, Harris, Kans. Pasco, Turpi 
Butler, McLaurin, Pettigrew, Vest, 2 
bape Mantle, Pettus. Walthall, 
Cockrell, Martin, Raw ite. 
Faulkner, Mills, 

rman, Morgan, Teller, 

NAYS—23. 

Allison, Elkins, Jones, Nev. Shoup, 
Baker, Fairbanks, ga, te 
Carter. Foraker, Perkins, Warren, 
Chandler, Frye, Platt, Conn. Wellington, 

rk, Gear, Pritchard, Wetmore, 

Hawley, Quay, ilson. 
NOT VOTING—43. 

Aldrich, Gallinger, Kyle, Pen ~“ 
Allen, George, dsay, Platt, N. Y 
Bate, Gray, McBride, Proctor, 
Berry, Hale, McEnery, Sewell, 
Burrows, anna, Mc a Smith, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Mallory, 8 
Cannon, Harris. Tenn. Mason, urston, 
Chilton, Heitfeld, Mitchell, i 
Culloi oar, Morrill, Turner, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Murphy, Wolcott. 
Deboe. Kenney, 


So the amendment of Mr. WHITE to the amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was rejected. 

Mr. WHITE. I now move, in the new paragraph 384, reported 
by the committee, in line 2, on page 133, after the word ! fifty,” 
to insert ‘‘or a greater rate of duty than 100 per cent ad valorem.” 

In this connection, Mr. President, I desire to insert in the REC- 
ORD—Ishall not detain the Senate by reading it—a comparative 
statement of the value of exports of the United States to Japan in 
the fiscal years 1893 and 1896. In this period, when the majority 
of the Senate are striving with such earnestness to bring about 
trade reciprocity with the world, the figures which I have asked 
to insert in the RECORD will be significant, taken in connection 
with the tariff nes upon this article. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The statement referred to by the 
Senator from California will be inserted in the RECORD, in the 
absence of objection. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 


Value of the exports of the United States to Japan, fiscal years 1893 and 1596. 
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Value of the exports of the United States to Japan, etc. —Continued. 


1896. 

S E ⅛Ä˙u 2222 402 $18,000 
eese.. 955 3,600 
Milk.. 5,600 45,995 
Soap 2.615 5.900 
Stationery 14,174 17. 700 
PER e K warden NER 7,173 2,014 
Tobacco and manufactures. 232,002 213,000 
Varnish 4,477 6,108 
Wine... 15,478 25, 000 
by SCOPE ͤ MN Cu User ama HUE seu ee US, EASES 8,000 
Lumber 4,569 29, 386 
Manufactures of wood 21, 048 25, 000 
Total 2,974,811 7,202,692 

The e: ts for the nine months ending March, 1397, can only be known 
from the ven separately for Japan, 


mentioned for m for the year 1396 have grown considerably in propor- 
tion in these mon 
'The excess of exports over the exports for the same period of 1896 may be 
taken with safety to have gone almost in its entirety to Japan, as in the Sum- 
maries the chief other tic countries, China and British East India, are 
se tely mentioned. 
give below the exports contained in ** Other Asia and Oceanica " for the 
nine moaths ending "ch, 1896 and 1897, in parallel columns, from which the 
continuous growth of exports of the United States to Japan can be estimated: 


Nine months ending— 


Article. . 
March, 1898, | March, 1897. 


Agricultural implements . 483 
Bread stuffs. 3 ^ 
jages ... 
Cotton 2,022, 842 
Cotton manufactures... 1,421. 813 
v ae Ly re 66, 185 
Fruits and nuts......... 87,904 
Iron and manufactures. 1,910, 
Leather and manufactures.. 169,578 
——T—T—T—T—T—T—T—TT—T—T————— e mide it 17 84.958 
Mineral oils .................. 626 5, 778, 198 
Meat products 218, 552 
To „and manufactures of... 492, 738 
Lumber and manufactures of wood 477, 577 
C. . ͤ ides Tone qm 17,145,046 
These exports are composed in a very large proportion of manufactured 
gonda. rapidly gro trade is being jeopardized by the excessive 
uties proposed on a few on dollars’ worth of Japanese regen 
the product of hand looms on account of the flimsy character of the silks 
in their production. 


Steel are not separately given, as the points of destination are not 
specified. The exports Tor 1898 were 130,082 sud for 1897 1,859,081 to all coun- 
tries, and a large proportion of these may be taken as having gone to Japan. 

Mr.MANTLE. Mr. President, if the amendment of the Senator 
from California just proposed be adopted, the bill will then stand 
that in no case shall the duty upon these materials be less than 50 
per cent ad valorem nor greater than 100 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. WHITE. That is correct; that is the exact matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
prp by the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. 

r. WHITE. Upon that proposition I call for the yeas and nays, 
In view of the statement made by the committee, I think it is my 
duty to put them upon the record. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). By arrangement with 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw tins] we have arranged for a 
transfer of pairs, so that the Senator from New Jerse per: 
SurTH], with whom I am paired, will stand paired with the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna], with whom the Senator from Utah 
is paired. I vote“ 895 $i 

r. HANSBROUGH (when his name wascalled). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. | 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. If he were present, I 
should vote *: yea." 

Mr. MURPHY (when his name was called). I announce for 
ue d that I am paired with my colleague [Mr. PLATT of New 

ork]. 

Mr. PETTUS (when his name was called). Under the arrange- 
ment announced on the last vote by the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. WARREN]. I am at liberty to vote, and I vote “ yea." 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). I transfer my 

air with the Senator from Ohio (Mr. HANNA] to the Senator from 
ew Jersey 1 and vote yea.“ 

Mr. TILL (when his name was called). L again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. 
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Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Itransfer my 

d with the junior Senator from Wisconsin . SPOONER] to 
he junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE], and vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Under an arrange- 
ment with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PETTUS], our pairs 
have been transferred, so that the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar], who is paired with the Senator from Alabama, will 
stand paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER], 
thus relieving the Senator from Alabama and myself. I vo 
“nay. , 

The roll call was concluded. A 

Mr. GRAY. Iannounce my pair with the Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. CuLLom]. If he were present, I should vote AE ruit 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—25. 
ý Gorman, Morgan, 
Butler, Pasco, 
Caffery, Heitfeld, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Cla; 39: M Laer. Rawlins, 
q 0 1 
tl 
Cockrell, e, Rosch, 
NAYS—23. 

Elkins, — y. 
Baker, Fairbanks, McBride, uer. 
Burrows, Foraker, Nelson, Stewart, 
Carter, Frye, Penrose, Warren, 
Chandler, Gear, Perkins, "Wellington, 

k, Hawle Platt, Conn. Wetmore, 

Davis, jones, Nev. Pritchard, Wilson. 

- NOT VOTING—%. 

George, Lindsay, Platt, N. Y. 
An. Gea McEnery, Proctor, 
Bate, Hale, McMillan, Saen 

Mallory, m 

—— Hansbrough, © Mason, Spooner, 
Cullom, Tenn. Mills, urston, 
Daniel, Hoar, Mitchell, Tillman, 
Deboe, Jones, Ark. Morrill, Turner, 
Gallinger, Kyle, Murphy, Wolcott. 


So the amendment of Mr. WHITE to the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Finanee wss rejected. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senate has just voted down an amendment 
fixing the maximum tariff upon this particular paragraph at 100 
per cent. I will now yt d more 1 c € = 

ragraph 884, as reported by the committee, on page 133, line 2, 
EN ihe word fifty,“ to insert “or a greater rate of duty than 
200 per cent." 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have the yeas and nays on that. 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, I have already stated that Iam 
in favor of adequate protection for this industry. So much has 
been said bere with reference to what the ad valorem rate under 
the provision reported by the committee will be,and so much dif- 
ference of opinion exists, that there must be a donbt in the minds 
of most of the Senators here as to what this specific duty will 
really amount to reduced to an ad valorem basis. 

It 55 been asserted, and not successfully contradicted, that some 
of these duties will run from 200 to as high as 700 per cent; and I 
for one am not willing to vote for any such rate of duty as that, 
oranything approximating it. It does seem to me, in the light of 
the indefiniteness which surrounds this schedule, that my protec- 
tionist friends themselves 1 certainly to be willing to accept 
the proposition now offered, definitely fixing the point which this 
duty shall not at 200 per cent ad valorem. 

President. there can be no interest in this schedule but what 
ought to be satisfied with a protective rate amounting to 200 per 
cent ad valorem. I wish the chairman of the committee would 
accept that amendment, so that we might put an end to the mys- 
tery which surrounds this ph, and at least know, those of 
us who desire to be satisfied upon this point, that there is no pos- 
sibility of this duty exceeding 200 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I did not suppose that the mover 
of this amendment moved it in any other sense than for the pur- 
pose of em ing the entire bill, If a provision of this kind 
were a satisfactory and proper and usual provision to inco: ate 
in a tariff bill, namely, that the specific rates should not be less 
than à certain ad valorem nor higher than a certain ad valorem, 
Ishould have been willing to have accepted the first amendment 
and certainly the second amendment offered by the Senator from 
1 eerie that ni S e upon m ape armored 2 

paragra in per cent or 150 per cent or 

cent; but the difficulty about it is that this is introducing 
finguage and a feature which have never been introduced in a 
tariff bill since the beginning of our legislation on the subject of 
the tariff, so far as I know; and the moment it is introduced with 
regard to this clause it will be proposed by amendment with ref- 
erence to e other clause in this bill where it is said that a 
specific rate of duty shall not be less than a certain ad valorem, 


and then the effort will be made to narrow the limits within 
which the specific duty shall work. 

When the principle has once been admitted, it is as easy to 
move that the rate shall not be less than 50 nor more than 55 per 
cent vo a move that it shall not be less than 50 nor more than 200 
per cen 

The only reason why I object to this amendment is because I do 
not think it is a proper way of proceeding in a tariff Dill. 

Mr. MANTLE. y I ask the Senator a question there? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. MANTLE. Has not this element of limitation, so far as the 
minimum rates to be levied are concerned, already been placed in 
the bill origi y, or at least by the committee? 

"Mr. PLA of Connecticut. It has been in every tariff bill 
where there have been specific duties that the specific duties con- 
tained in the phs should not be less than acertain percent- 
age ad valorem, but never has there been a clause introduced, so 
far as I know, that they shall not be less than a certain per cent 
ad valorem nor more than a certain per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. GRAY. If less, why not more? 

Mr. MANTLE, That is the question I was abontto ask. It 
seems to methe principle has already been ized in the bill, 
in the interest of the industry , that the duty shall not 
be less than a given amount, and it would seem, in all fairness, 
and in view of the fact that there seems to be some vagueness con- 
nected with this particular schedule, to be proper—although I 
admit that it has not been the practice, and perhaps it would not 
be wise generally to put in this limitation—but because of the 
fact that there is a doubt here, an honest doubt, as to what these 
duties will amount to in ad valorem terms, it would seem to be 
proper, in this particular connection, to put a limitation, so that 
those of us who are anxious to vote for a protective duty, but do 
nos want to vote for an outrageous duty, may be satisfied upon 

at point. 

Mr. ALLISON. Just one word, Mr. President. If I believed 
that this duty was 200 per cent or anything approaching it, I would 
have some sympathy with these suggestions; bnt there is no rea- 
son why this limitation should be applied to silk any more than to 
any other article in this bill, or to any other schedule in this bill. 
We have heard here in these debates over and over again the state- 
ment that the duties upon wool are 90 per cent; that the duties 
upon woolen goods are 150 per cent and 175 per cent; whereas those 
who have advocated this bill and who have examined it do not 
believe there are any such duties in the billor in the wool and 
woolen schedule; and yet if we apply this principle to one sched- 
ule. we must apply it to all; and we shall be told that the duty on 
wool and woolens shall not be less than 40 per cent nor more than 
eth e nor more than 75 per cent, nor more than 50 or 60 per 
cent. 

Mr. MORGAN. Nor more than a thousand per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. So, if we introduce this new principle into this 
entire bill, which has never been in any bill before—— 

Mr. GRAY, May I ask the Senator from Iowa why there is 
inserted in the bill a minimum ad valorem, that no duty shall be 
less than a certain ad valorem? 

Mr. ALLISON. There is a very reason for that in the 
minds of those who frame these bills, and that is, that a certain 

cent of ad yalorem is necessary for the protection of these in- 
ustries. Therefore that element has been drawn into them, 
thongh I think that of itself is a vicious element. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Would it not be quer meritorious 
to have a maximum put in for the protection of the people? 

Mr. ALLISON. Perhapsit would. If we adopt 
let us 5 it as to all the schedules. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We shall be delighted to do so. 

Mr. ALLISON. If that is to be an element, we might just as 


at principle, 


well provide in one schedule that the duty on wool s not be 
less than 50 cent nor more than 75. 
Mr. JON of Arkansas. Why not? 


Mr. ALLISON. Certainly; I ask why not? If the principle be 
adopted that the duty on woolen goods shall not be less than 60 
per cent nor more than 100 per cent, and so on, running * 
all the schedules of this bill, it will be unnecessary to have speci 
duties at all. 

Mr. MANTLE. So far as wool is concerned, I should be very 
glad indeed if there could be a minimum ad valorem rate fixed, so 
that the woolgrowers might atleast know that they were getting 
a certain amount of protection. That has not been put into the 
wool schedule, I apprehend. 

Mr. ALLISON. It has never been put into any schedule of any 
tariff bill ever made. 

Mr. MANTLE. Because it was not necessary. I presume it 
was not understood to be necessary in connection with wool, be- 
cause the wool business is pretty well understood and its values 
are much better known. But here is a schedule wherein it seems 
there is not a thorough understanding as to what the value of the 
article is. Hence, in order to cover any doubts, in order “to make 
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assurance double sure," if I may use the term, a minimum rate is 
fixed, so that the persons interested are sure to have a protective 
benetit of 50 per cent. s ; 255 

It does seem to me, in carrying out that idea and recognizin 
the fact that this element of doubt exists, and must have exist 
in the minds of the framers of this bill, otherwise the clause would 
not have been framed, in order to make these limitations just all 
around, that, so far as this schedule is concerned, there ought to 
be a limitation fixed as the amount of protection which these in- 
dustries shall receive. [admit that it is not necessary in many 
industries; it is not necessary, I think, in the wool industry. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Montana what is the 


limitation proposed in the amendment, the upward limit, the 
maximum limit? z 
Mr. WHITE. Two hundred cent. 


Mr. MANTLE. The bill makes the minimum 50 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Mr. GRAY. The amendment proposed by the Senator from 
California is that it shall not be more than 200 cent? 

Mr. WHITE. Perhaps the Senator from Delaware was not in 
the Chamber at the time these amendments were offered. I will 
state that the first amendment offered tofixthe maximum 
of 75 per cent, it being the opinion of the Senator from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. PLarr] that that was substantially the maximum pro- 
vided by these peculiar specific rates. That, of course, it is need- 
less to say, was voted down. Then I offered another amendment 
making the rate 100 per cent, and that shared the same fate. Now 
Ihave proponos another amendment fixing the maximum at 200 
per cent. t is objected to on the ground that it is unusual. 

Mr. President. the proposition laid down by the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. MANTLE] admits of no answer, that if we can put 
into this bill à minimum rate, we must upon the same principle 
be prepared and can with equal propriety in a maximum 
rate, and there is a particular reason why it should be done in 
this case. Here isa par 
in utter di not 
might be disregarded, as it was enacted.throngh the agency of 
another political organization, but in absolute disregard of the 

ovisions of the act of 1890, and framed upon lines of most pecul- 
bs technicality. We have had amendments put in this section 
to-day by the Committee on Finance increasing the rates, and 
there is no one in this Chamber who has given to the Senate any- 
thing like a semilucid statement of the new rates provided for in 
this bil since it was amended by the committee, 

Tf there is any faith upon the other side in the proposition that 
the maximum tariff proposed does not exceed 100 per cent, why 
this fear of the po of an amendment limiting it to 200 

er cent, unless it be that the statement made the Senator 

rom Arkansas is true, and that there are in this provisions 
which will impose duties of 230, 240, 260, and even in one para- 
graph of 700 per cent? 

But it is useless to proceed. We might as well have a vote; 
and I call for the yeas and son init aid the proposition. 

The yeas and nays were o . 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and Mr. ALLISON re- 
sponded to his name. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, this is a very peculiar presen- 
tation of the doctrine of protection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator will not go on. He can 
qx on a new motion just as well. I dislike to have the rule of 

e Senate violated. 

Mr. MORGAN. What is the rule? 

Mr. CHANDLER. That after the roll call has commenced 
debate is not in order. 

Mr. MORGAN. I had addressed the Chair two or three times 
before the Senator from Iowa responded to his name. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The roll call had begun and there had been 
aresponse. I should be glad to have the Senator speak, but the 
rule is imperative. 

Mr. MORGAN, Iamin order. The Chair knows—at least if 
the Chair does not know, I know—that I addressed the Chair two 
or three times distinctly before the name of the Senator from 
Towa was called. 
ue PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not hear the 

nato: 


T. 
Mr. MORGAN. I know that, but I am still on the floor and 


not violating any rule of the Senate. 


The PRE 
‘tor. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I think it is unfortunate that 
this peculiar debate and this peculiar exposition of the doctrines 
which pervade this bill should have occurred upon a question 
which concerns the Empire of Japan, and upon productions of 
that new and industrious nation, so far as its entering into com- 
merce is concerned. Here, now, it is proposa tóput a duty upon 
goods that come principally, if not entirely, eben cenis and that 


aph formed upon entirely new lines, 
y pi the Wilson law, which perhaps | 


ING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the Sena- | 


duty is attempted by the Senate to be confined, first, to 75 and 
then to 100 per cent, and now to 200 per cent ad valorem, and the 
Senators in charge of this bill refuse to signify by their votes, or 
refuse to allow us to signify, because we are in the minority, our 
unwillingness to tax these Japanese productions exceeding 100 
per cent and now exceeding 200 per cent ad valorem. 

The history of Japan in regard to tariff taxation is one that has 
appealed to our ar acd and to our sense of justice, and we 
have now a treaty with Japan, which goes into effect in 1900, that 
takes off a prohibition imposed upon her by the United States, in 
conjunction with all European powers, against her right to levy 
duties upon imports into that country exceeding, I think, 5 per 
cent. Japan has been trammeled now by that treaty, which was 
forced upon her really at the point of a bayonet, for a number of 
years—nearly thirty years—and she has always complained of it, 
and justly complained of it. Russia started out with the relaxa- 
tion of the treaty, and the United States followed, and Japan is 
now ing efforts with the Netherlands and with France and 
Great Britain to have that restriction taken off which was im- 
posed upon her at the close of onr civil war. Japan has looked to 
the United States — rre mother this DC NE and 
sovereignty against the arrangement of whi e com- 
plained, 8 as I have observed, and which we have con- 
sented to let loose. 

Now, it comes to pass when we have other possible troubles 
with Japan, and when her jealousy is excited inst us about 
matters where I confess she has no possible ground of complaint, 


we are en; in imposing duties — one of her chief prod- 
ucts, which the Senate of the United States refuses to say shall 
not exceed 200 cent ad valorem. I think we ought to havea 
care that we will not outrage the feelings of that nation; for, after 


all, her trade with us is a matter of very great importance. She 
is willing to accommodate herself so as to give American mer- 
chants and manufacturers real advantages over those of any other 


part of the world. 

J is now having a at war ship built in the harbor of 
San Francisco, to cost, I think, nearly $5,000,000. "The contracts 
are all completed, the keel is being laid now, and the work is 
going on. She gave another ship to Great Britain, which is bein 
constructed there, dividing her patronage between the United 
States and Great Britain. every way that country has mani- 
fested toward us a very earnest desire to have fair commerce; 
but what are we doing in this bill, what are we doing in this par- 
ticular item of the bill? We are making war upon the commerce 
of the world for the purpose of dividing out amongst politicians 
and political retinues in the United States those benefits which 
come from political action in a recent Presidential election. We 
are down u the commerce of the world burdens 
which it can not stand, which will necessarily cripple our com- 
mercial relations with foreign nations, and there is not a na 
in the world to-day. from Mexicoto Turkey, which does not under- 
stand that the tariff bill which we are now enacting is a war upon 
the commerce of the world. 

Iam expecting, perhaps, that the committee may devise some 
relief upon that old plan of Mr, Blaine's, of reciprocity, which 
means free trade in disguise, provided the other countries that are 
concerned with us will pay for it. That is all it means, and I ho; 
some such relief as that may after a while be incor ted into tho 
bill. Butthe attitude of the Senate of the United States and tho 
House of Representatives and the administration of the Gov- 
ernment to-day is one of clear, unrelenting, bitter war upon the 
commerce of the world. We may be able to stand it for a while 
here. We are a very powerful. a very energetic people. We 
rapidly. We develop resources that nobody anticipates, and we 
scarcely have ever yet met any difficulty, in fact we have not met 
any difficulty in our history, which the natural growth, increase 
of power, and production in this country have not been able to 
outlive and survive. 

But, Mr. President, there is an end to that. There is also an 
end to the friendship of nations, upon which commercial inter- 
course must necessarily be predicated. Wecan not have unlim- 
ited commerce or valuable commerce with the nations of this 
world when our action is a mere declaration of war against com- 
merce and against their interests. They will retaliate upon us. 
Japan has it in her power to retaliate upon us, and doubtless she 
will do so. We have taught her the lesson that she is not bound 
to wear the trammels of treaty obligations forever, such as we 
imposed upon her at the close of our civil war, when we had a war 
with her, or virtually a war. 

When we put that restriction upon her, we lamented it, deplored 
it, and have done all we could from that time to this to relieve her 
from it, but unfortunately we made a joint agreement with four 
European powers, which none of us can get rid of without the 
consent of the five powers concerned, that we would restrain Japan 
in her power of taxation upon imports down to a point where it 
has been impossible for her to collect from import duties any- 
thing like enough to sustain the Government. She has been 
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compelled to resort to enormous internal taxes in order to main- 


tain her Government. : 

Having taught her this example, having taught her the injus- 
tice of making this kind of war upon commerce, having invited 
her to make her exchange of commerce with us, now we come to 
an article here which she manufactures, and which, it seems, she 
alone can manufacture with success, which she can put in our 
markets at very low prices, and we prohibit her by a duty that 
we are unwilling to restrict even to 200 per cent. Ithink we have 
been very unfortunate to select this particular article, manufac- 
tured by this particular nation, and at this puscue time, to illus- 
trate the ferocity of the tariff bill. It will not be very long until 
the people of the United States, interpreting this bill by schedules 
like the one we are now passing upon, and items like that in rela- 
tion to what is called wild silk, will condemn it out and out. 

I have to abide my time along with my colleagues on this side 
of the Chamber until the day of relief shall come. I remember 
that there is no resurrection until after death. So far as I am 
concerned, looking forward to the time when the people of the 
United States will again be restored to their resurrectionary pow- 
ers, to something like a reasonable 88 of the Constitu- 
tion, I stand here ready to invite the death. Let it come; but 
when we are destroying our own people and their happiness and 
prosperity by the exaggeration and outrages of the tariff, do not 

et us aim our shafts at a country like Japan, which has done so 
much to try to assist in her civilization and her rise and progress 
amongst the nations of the earth. 

Mr. ALLISON. One word. The Japanese silks come in under 
3 beginning in line 23, if weighing not more than one- 
third of an ounce per square yard." There the bill, as it came to us 
from the House, read **$5 per pound.” By an amendment offered 
by me this morning it was reduced to $1.50. I do not believe the 
duty on the Japanese silks under the bill will amount to 75 per 
cent ad valorem. I would just as lief vote for 100 per cent as 200 
per cent. That is the only question about this matter. 

Mr. WHITE. That is not much of a question, in view of the 
fact that the Senator from Iowa declined to vote for 100 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. I wish to call theattention of the Senate to para- 
graph 250 of the Wilson Act, the present law, where there is this 
proviso: 

Provided, however, That in no case shall the duty levied exceed 8 cents per 
pound on yarns, etc. 

That shows it is not unknown to the law for a maximum to be 


prescribed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from California to the 
committee amendment, on which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

The Secretary ed to call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Sirs]. I transfer m 
pair to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna], and will vote. 
vote “ nay.” 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM]. If he were present, 
I should vote “ Ie 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. PRocroR]. If he 
were present, I should vote “ yea." 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. If he were present, 
I should vote “ yea." 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Itransfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] to 
— 5 — Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE], and will vote. I 
vote “ yea." 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. RAWLINS. My pair with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Hanna] has been transferred to the Senator from New Jersey 


[Mr. rel: I will therefore vote. I vote yea.“ 
The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 28; as follows: 
YEAS—23. 
Bacon, " Mills, Teller, 
Butler, Harris, Kans Morgan, Turpie, 
Caffery, Kenney, . Vest on, 
. aoe P E HESS 
> Mantle, 8, Whi 
Cockrell, Martin, wlins, > 
NAYS—28.' 
Allison, Elkins, Jones, Nev. Pritchard, 
Burrows, Fair Lodge. AY, 
Carter, Foraker, McBride, oup, 
Chandler, e, Nelson, Ste 
Clark, Wellin: 
vis, Hawley, Per! Wetmore, 
boe, Hoar, Platt, Conn. ilson. 


Aldrich, George, McEnery, Sewi 
Allen, Gray, MoM: Beste 
Baker, Hale, Mallory, Spooner, 
Bate, Mason, Thurston, 
Berry, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Tillman, 
Cannon, Morrill, ‘Turner, 
Cullom, Heitfeld, Murphy, 

Daniel, Jones, Ark. Platt, N. Y. Wolcott. 
Faulkner, Ey Proctor, 

Gallinger, dsay, 


So Mr. WHITE’s amendment to the amendment of the committee 
was dent 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 886, p 133, line 
21, before the word “cords,” to strike out the word ''braids;" in 
the same line, after the word **tassels," to strike out *'fringes;" 
in line 23, before the word whether,“ to insert ‘‘and;” and in 
line 24, after the word“ embroidered," to insert in any manner;” 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

386. Bandin beltings, bindings, bone casings, bra cords, cor 
tassels, garters, C s s tubings, MM Webs Aud D M 
posed wholly or in part of silk, and whether composed in part of india-rubber 
or otherwise, if not embroidered in any manner by hand or machinery, 50 
per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend the committee amendment 
by inserting, after the word ‘‘ Bandings,” in line 20, the words 
‘including hat bands;" after the word bindings,” in the same 
line, by inserting the word “ beltings,“ instead of where it now 
appears, before the word ** bindings;" and in line 21, by restoring 
the word *'* braids.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 20, after the word Bandings,” it is 

roposed to insert the words including hat bands;" in the same 
ine, before the word “bindings,” to strike out ‘‘ beltings,” and 
after the word ‘‘ bindings” to insert beltings;“ and in line 21, 
to restore the word *'braids;" so as to read: 

Bandi: including hat bands, bindings, beltings, bone casings, beg] 
braids, cords, co: and rings, su a 
webs and n PAS tublngs Si 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

Mr. VEST. Inline 25, I move to strike out “ fifty" and insert 
“forty-five,” the ad valorem nag A sewer the existing law. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. fore the question is put upon 
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri, I wish to have the 
paragraph read as it stands, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

886. Bandings, including hat bands, bindings, beltings, bone casings, braces. 


braids, co: cords and tassels, garters, gorin np es pings, and 
„and whether com- 


webs and webbings, composed wholly or in part of sil 
poe in part of india rubber or otherwise, if not embroidered in 
y hand or machinery, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri, to strike 
out ‘‘ fifty and insert ‘‘ forty-five.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 387, 134, line 8, 
after the word *'ruchings," to insert ‘* braids, fringes, ribbons;” 
in line 4, after the word ‘‘ embroideries,” to strike out the comma 
and the word and,“ and after the word ‘‘articles,” in the same 
line, to insert “and fabrics;” in line 5, after the word ''machin- 
ery,” to insert ‘‘or;” in line 6, after the word ‘‘appliqued,” to strike 
out “articles,” and in line 17, after the word ‘‘of,” to strike out 
g cents per ounce, and in addition thereto;" so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

387. Laces, and articles made wholly or in part of lace, edgings, insertings, 
galloons, chiffon, or other 8 pen or 7 1 PUO feline: neck 
rufflings, ruchings, braids, fringes, ribbons, trimmings, embroideries, and 
articles and fabrics, embroidered by hand or machinery, or tamboured or 
appliqued, clothing ready made, and articles of wearing apparel of every 
description, including knit goods, made up or manufactured in whole or in 

by the tailor, seamstress, or manufacturer; all of the above-named ar- 
icles made of silk, or of which silk is the component material of chief value, 
not specially provided for in this act, and silk ds ornamented with beads 
or spangles, of whatever material composed, 6) per cent ad valorem: Pro- 
vided, That any wearing apparel or other articles provided for in this para- 
ph (except gloves) when composed in part of india rubber, shall be sub- 
fect toa duty or 60 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to modify the amendment by striking 
out the word `‘ braids,” in line 3, and the word “ribbons,” in line 
4; in the same line 4, by restoring the comma and the word and;” 
and by striking out the words **and fabrics,” after the word “‘arti- 
cles,” in that line 4, I think an article is a fabric. There is no 
need of those words. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend. 
ment will be stated. 


any manner 
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The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment of 
the committee by striking out, in line 3, the word“ braids” and 
in line 4 the word ‘‘ribbons;” in the same line, after the word 
*'embroideries," by restoring the comma and the word ‘‘and;” 
and in the same line, after the word articles,“ by striking out 
the words ‘‘and fabrics;" so as to read: 

i N ings, insertin - 
tange Tode leg patruns VV 
flings, ruchings, fringes, ribbons, trimmings, embroideries, and articles, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in par: ph 388, line 22, page 
184, after the word ‘‘act,” to insert ‘‘and all Jacquard figured 

oods of which silk is the component material of chief value;" in 
ine 24, before the word manufactures,” to strike out such;“ 
and in the same line, after the word * manufactures," to insert 
“ or fabrics;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

888. All manufactures of silk, or of which silk is the component material of 
chief value, including such as have india-rnbber as a component material, 
not y provided for in this act, and all Mes tels figured goods of which 
silk is the component material of chief value, 50 per cent ad valorem: Pro- 


vided, That all manufactures or fabrics, of which wool is a component mate- 
rial, shall be classified and assessed for duty as manufactures of wool. 


Mr. ALLISON. After the word ‘‘ goods," in line 22, I move to 
amend the committee amendment by inserting **in the piece," 
and by striking out the words **or fabrics," after the word '* man- 
ufactures," in line 24, 

The SECRETARY. Itisproposedto amend the committee amend- 
ment by inserting in line 22, after the word “ goods," the words 
ttin the piece;" and in line 24, after the word ** manufactures," 
by striking out ** or fabrics;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

888. All manufactures of silk, or of which silk is the component material of 


chief value, including such as have india-rubber as a component material, 


rub 
not specially provided for in this act, and all Jacquard figured goods in the 
60 per cent ad 


piece of which silk is the component material of chief valu 
valorem: Provided, That all manufactures of which wool 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

'The amendment as amended was to. 

Mr. VEST. Inline 1, page 135, I move to insert after the word 
„material“ the words **of chief value." 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘material,” in line 1, page 
135, it is pro to insert the words ‘‘of chief value;" so as to 
read of which wool is a component material of chief value." 

Mr. VEST. Icallattention to the fact that in three places upon 
the preceding page, 134, the committee deliberately inserted the 
words ‘‘the component material of chief value," but when they 
come to an article in which wool is found, they strike out of 
chief value," and the amendment will therefore amount to this, 
that if there is one single thread of wool in any article, then the 
"wool duties are im upon it. Whythis distinction? Itisa 
very significant one. 

en we talk about silk, look at line 11, page 134, and we find 
the provision that as to all articles “of which silk is the com- 
ponent material of chief value;" and again in line 20 all articles 
of which silk is the component material of chief value;" and in 
line 23 we have the same provision,“ figured goods in which silk is 
the component material of chief value." Yet upon the beginning 
of the next page it reads any manufactures ** of which wool is a 
component material,” etc. If there is one single thread or shred 
of wool, then the wool duties immediately attach. I move the 
amendment I have offered in order to equalize this paragraph and 
to make it just and right. There is no reason why this discrim- 
ination should be made. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Missouri allow the 
to be read as it now stands before his amendment is ac 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Provided, That all manufactures of which wool is a component material 
shall be classified and assessed for duty as manufactures of wool. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have the Senator's amendment 
read from the desk. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed, after the word ** material," in 
line 1, page 135, to insert the words ** of chief value;" soas toread: 

Provided, That all manufactures of which wool isa component material 
ot se value shall be classified and assessed for duty as manufactures of 
wool, 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Iowa whether, 
as the language of the proviso now reads, there are not manufac- 
tures, various ornamental or other special manufactures, that have 
a larger duty than is placed on manufactures of wool, which would 
be reduced in value by weaving a very little of wool into them? 
Are there no such cases? >; 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think there are. If there are, of course 
it would reduce the duty. The wool duties are higher than the 
silk duties. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; higher than the silk duties. 
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roviso 
upon? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 


the amendment 1 by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST and Mr. MILLS called for the yeas and nays; and 

AE were ordered. 
he Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I will transfer my 
pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SwiTH] to the Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. HANNA], and vote“ nay." 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Cuttom]. I will trans- 
fer that pair to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] who 
is paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], and the 
Senator from Iowa and I will vote. Ivote “ yea." 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name wascalled). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. PRocron]. If he were 
present, I should vote ** yea." 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna] to the Senator 
from New Jersey M Sait], and vote * yea.” 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. 

r. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I again trans- 
fer my pair as on the last roll call, and vote yea.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after having voted in tho affirmative), 
Iam paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], and wi 
draw my vote. 

Mr. ISON (after having voted in the negative). Ishould 
state that I have a pair with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKKkELL], but I have transferred it to the Senator from Illinois 

Mr. CULLOM], as already stated by the Senator from Delaware 
Mr. Gray). 
The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 
Bacon, Harris, Kans. 0, Vest. 
Caffery, Kenney Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Chilton; McLaurin, Pettus, White. 
Clay, M: i Rawlins, 
Daniel, Mills, Roach, 
Gray, Morgan, Turpie, 

NAYS—29. 
Allison, Frye, McEnery, Shoup, 
Burrows, Gear, Mantle, te 
Carter, Hansbrough, Nelson, Teller, 
Chandler, Hawley, Penrose, Wellington, 
Clark, Hoar, rkins, n. 
Darm Jones, Nev. PAM Conn. 
Fairbanks, . hard, 
Foraker, McBride, Quay. 

NOT VOTING—39. 

Aldrich, Elkins, Ey Bewell, 
Allen, Faulkner, Lindsay, Bmith, 
Baker, Gallinger, McMillan, Spooner 
Bate, eorge, Mallory, urston, 
Berry, Gorman, Mason, Tillman, 
Butler, e. Mitchell, "Turner, 
Cannon, Hanna, Morrill, Warren, 
Cockrell, Harris, Tenn. Murphy, Wetmore, 
Cullom, Heitfeld, Platt, N. Y. Wolcott. 
Deboe, Jones, Ark. tor, 


So Mr. Vest’s amendment was rejected. 

The reading of Schedule N was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before passing from this schedule, I omitted to 
call attention to line 2, page 134, where there is a comma after 
“chifon.” I desire that comma to be stricken out, so as to read 
“ chiffon or other flonncings,” etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Iowa to page 132, at the end of line 15. 
Should not the comma after boiled“ be stricken out? It reads, 
“if boiled, off or dyed in the piece." 

Mr. ALLISON. It should be out. The comma should come in 
on line 16, after ‘‘ off," so as to read. if boiled off,” etc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment will be agreed 


to. 
Mr. ALLISON. Iask that the Senate return to Schedule F, on 


page 66. : , ; 

‘The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 
Schedule F, Tobacco, and manufactures of," paragraph 210, page 
66, after line 16, to strike out the following paragraph: 

210. Leaf tobacco suitable for cigar wrappers, if not stemmed, $2 per found 
if stemmed, $2.75 per pound: Provided, "That if any tobacco 5 any 
bale, box, or package, or in bulk, shall be the growth of different countries 
or shall contain exceeding 15 per cent thereof of leaves suitable for cigar 
wrappers, the entire quantity of tobacco contained in such bale, box, or pack- 
age.or in bulk, shall be dutiable, if not stemmed, at $2 per pound; if stemmed, 
at $2.75 per pound. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

210. Wrapper tobacco, and filler tobacco when mixed or ed with more 
than 5 per cent (in weight) of wrapper tobacco, and all leaf to the product 
of twoor more countries or Mg eee when mixed or packed together, if 
unstemmed, $1.50 per pound; if stemmed, $2.25 per pound; filler tobacco not 
aly on for in this act, if unstemmed, 35 cents per pound; if 

ed, 50 cents per pound. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I move to modify the committee amendment 
first in line 4, by striking out ‘‘five” and inserting “‘ fifteen," and 
also by striking out the words in parentheses ‘‘(in weight).” I will 
state the whole modification. Also in line 7 I move to insert 


“seventy-five” instead of fifty,“ and in line 8 " instead of 
“twenty-five.” I propose all those as a single m tion of the 
amendment. 
„ It is proposed to amend the paragraph so as 
r 2 
210. Wrapper tobacco, and filler tobacco when mixed or with more 
15 per cent of wr& tobacco, and leaf uct of two 
or more countries or dependencies when mixed or packed ther, if un- 
stemmed, $1.75 


d; if stemmed, $2.50 per pound; filler tobacco not 
p ree AE ipie ed poama; it enmol, SI par porna: reden pni 

med, 50 cents per pound. 

Mr. PASCO. Iask the Senator from Iowa if that does not 
store the provision of the Wilson bill as to weight? 

Mr. ALLISON. As to ber so 

Mr. PASCO. That is satisfactory. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee as modified. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I was very much in hopes that our 
friends upon the other side would allow these rates to remain as 
they were reported from the committee. They were, both as to 
wrapper tobacco and as to filler tobacco, identical in fact with 
the rates imposed in the existing law. Now there is an increase 
of 25 cents upon both these classes of tobacco. 

Mr. HA Y. Ican not hear the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. Isay there is an increase of 25 cents upon each of 
these classifications. I ney. want to call the attention of the 
Senate to the condition of the tobacco business commercially, as 
shown by the comparative statement. We exported in 1896 of 
leaf tobacco $24,405,245 worth. We imported during the same 
year of wrapper unstemmed tobacco $5,057,833 worth, and of 
stemmed leaf tobacco $5,934,938 worth, and of stemmed aeg, | 
tobacco $497,314 worth. So it will be seen that the balance o 
trade, asit is generally termed, in regard to tobacco is enormously 
in favor of the United States against the world. 

We have here in this bill, as we have always had, the same old 
controversy between the wrapper tobacco of Connecticut and the 
Sumatra tobacco, and the same thing is attempted here as in all 
conflicts between domestic and foreign interests wherever they 
are found in tariff legislation. Itis proposed by this increase upon 
wrapper tobacco to shut out, if possible, or handicap by a larger 
tax, the Sumatra tobacco, so as to compel the tobacco manufac- 
turers of the United States to use larger quantities of the Ameri- 
can wrapper tobacco. 

If Senators feel any interest in this matter, I ask them to turn 
to the testimony taken by the Committee on Ways and Means. 
have not the slightest interest locally, because in my State no 
2 tobacco of any consequence is produced. All the tobac- 
cos from Missouri are the heavy bottom tobaccos used for chew- 
ing and for the inferior grades of smoking tobacco. But those 
Senators who feel any interest in the matter and who have lar, 
tobacco manufactories in their States will find an interesting dis- 
cussion of this question in the testimony before the Ways and 
Means Committee. 

The sum and substance of that testimony I will state as suc- 
cinctly as possible. I will not say the unanimous opinion, but the 
general consensus of opinion, 5 to the testimony of the 

ple who gave their evidence before the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, is that for some reason the Sumatra wrapper is preferred 
by manufacturers and smokers. One gentleman, Mr. Van Duzer, 
who is very much opposed to the Sumatra tobacco, accounts for 
this state of thin, th in Europe and the United States by say- 
ing that it is a fad; that it is because of the foolishness of the 
American people in thinking that a thing because it is imported is 
necessarily better. But Mr. Van Duzer 7 lf said upon cross- 
examination that this Sumatra tobacco is of a brighter color and 
smoother, and that it gives an attractive appearance to the cigar, 
Mee causes the smokers to prefer the Sumatra wrapper to any 
other. 

Mr. Van Duzer was asked what duty he thought ought to be 
N in order to exclude Sumatra tobacco from this country, 
and he stated it very frankly; and I am glad to find one protec- 
tionist who is not at allterrified by the result of his principles. 

You want it— 

Said General WHEELER— 

800 per cent above the McKinley rate? 


Referring to Sumatra tobacco. His answer was: 


I do not care what per . have. If we are going to have nm 
tion—if it takes 300, or 400, or 500, or 1,000 per cent, it is all right, for there is 


that much difference between our labor and Chinese labor. 

There is a gentleman whose courage I admire. Heis willing to 
follow out to the 1 
He is not frighten 


itimate result the principles that he professes. 
at a thousand per cent. I commend his tes- 
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timony to my friend from Iowa, who did not want the limit of 
100 po cent, nor 200 per cent, but clung tothe minimum cent 
in the legislation that he reported from the committee. 1 
is a gentleman who brutally says—no, I will not use that word, 
for I respect him who says frankly and boldly, ‘If it takes 1,000 

r cent, I am forit, to shut out the Sumatra tobacco.” And that 
is the whole of this controversy. 

As a matter of course, the raisers of tobacco in Connecticut 
want the market themselves. I believe possibly there is some of 
this wrapper tobacco produced in Florida, but I do not know to 
what extent it has influenced the political convictions of the Flor- 
ida le. I hope they still adhere to their old doctrine, as I have 
no doubt the Senators from Florida do. But the controversy is 
absolutely between the Connecticut wrapper tobacco and the Su- 
matra tobacco, and because a large number of the people of this 
22 are foolish csongi to want the Sumatra tobacco, Co 
is asked to intervene by large taxation and change their taste anā 
reform their wicked proclivities toward a foreign article, and they 
must be made indirectly to use the cigars that are wrapped in the 
Connecticut tobacco and eschew, or, rather, not use, those that are 
wrapped in the Sumatra tobacco. 

There is only a raise here of 25 cents, and a test vote upon the 
amendment of the committee will settle the conclusion of the Sen- 
ate. For one [I shall vote against the amendment increasing these 
duties 25 cents. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri is 
usually accurate, but he is mistaken in some things to-day. In 
the first place, nobody dreams of excluding Sumatra entirely. I 
doubt if a five-dollar duty would do it. 

In the next place, incidentally, he uses the term **Connecticut 
tobacco,” as if the article were confined to one State. There are 
ten States that raise wrappers. There is some in the lower part, 
I think, of New Hampshire, in a limited region; some in Massa- 
chusetts, and some fine fields of it in Connecticut, where it is & 
very large and important crop. In New York, in Pennsylvania, 
in ree I believe, certainly in Wisconsin, it js quite a large 
product. 

Sumatra tobacco is not understood, or is understood by a few. 
If a cigar were made entirely of Sumatra tobacco, the smoker 
would probably beill. It is not fit for any use but wrappers. It 
is exceedingly thin, quite smooth, and gives the cigar a pleasing 
appearance. By reason of its thinness and the small quantity of 
it on the cigar, the smoker does not get much of the bitterness and 
venom that are in that tobacco naturally. So it will always sell 
for 8 

The Connecticut wrapper, that portion selected for wrapper 
tobacco, is of a very much better ume: A passable cigar 
made entirely of it can be manufactured. It is very smooth, and 
makes a handsome cigar, as everybody can easily ascertain, and 
it brings spare cash to some counties in our State. Perhaps we 
feel quite as much interested as any other State. We have more 
than most in proportion to ourarea. The proceeds of the tobacco 
crop semet go into the millions in Connecticut. 

The Sumatra tobacco is raised in the Dutch Possessions, where 
they pay about 10 cents a day for labor. I do not know, but I 
make a good guess when I say that the tobaeco does not stand the 
Dutchman more than 15 cents a pound, and he sells it over here 
at from 80 cents to $1.20. 

I have already alluded to the exceeding thinness of its leaf. It 
is a fact that 1 pound of it will wrap as much as 3 or 4 pounds of 
the comparatively thin Connecticut wrapper. So, you see, it is a 
very great competitor. Our people do not to keep it out, 
but they think that, having found a profitable crop in their own 
very superior tobacco, they might have a reasonable de of 
tection. Two dollars a pound duty sounds . but it does not 
begin to compensate for the difference due to lightness and thin- 
ness. We do not think it unreasonable to appeal, without dema- 
gogism, to the desire to give the farmer something of protection. 

My people at home were very much determined, very anxious 
to secure a duty of $2 a pound. They know perfectly well that 
the tobacco will come in at $3 or $4, but if you a the rate high— 
suppose we put it at $2, as was done by the McKinley Act—the 
result is that the Dutchman, having an abundant supply cheaply 
produced, immediately drops his price to 80 cents or so. He 
would like to get $1.20, but he can make money at 50 cents. If 

ou reduce the duty he ranges his prices between 84 cents and 
$1.20. Exactly that was done under the McKinley and Wilson 
acts. You can not escape it. He will put his tobacco down and 
it will come in under any duty. There is no doubt about that. 

As science and the ingenuity of the country have p ,and 
as great fertile lands have come into the possession of the people 
of the West for a nominal price and in immense areas for noth- 
ing, under the homestead act, the agriculture of the East has been 
very sorely afili Those whom I know best and love best in 
this country de upon the soil for their living. I used to see 
in my boyhood in Connecticut quite a number of cattle upon every 
farm of any considerable size. I do not see them now. I used to 
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upon my grandfather's farm always a flock of sheep. They 
Risa 5 many years ago. : 
e compete with none of the re of thatdescription. We 
d raise a very fair crop of wheat per acre, 30 bushels, perha 
obody tries to raise wheat against the enormous prairies of the 
est, with those monstrous gang plows and the great machines 
that go cutting and binding, and I believe thrashing also, moving 
like batteries in echelon through square miles of fields. We can 
not compete with them in raising wheat. We raise oats nonah 
for our own horses and some rye and occasionally some buck- 
wheat for home consumption. 3 

Mr. GRAY. No fertilizers are required on those Western 
fields. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No fertilizers; you can find a slimy black soil 
6 or 8 feet deep of eternal richness. And tion has de- 
scended from 3 or 4 cents per ton per mile to 5 or 4 or 3 mills per 
mile. Competition is hopeless. So we fall back upon the dairies, 
and send good milk, go butter, and eggs, and what is commonly 
called garden truck to the towns anå cities. And we raise some 
tobacco with which we try to make a little money. Some of our 
people raise large quantities of garden seeds, but we encounter 
the competition of dirty and adulteratedstuff from Europe against 
which the Senate committee offers us no fair protection. 

The short of it is, that agriculture is very greatly limited among 
us. There is only one single product that is really one of com- 
parative profit. In 1892 Connecticut, Massachusetts, Vermont, 
and New Hampshire raised 65,748 cases of tobacco, of 350 pounds 
to the case. against 53,962 in 1895, a reduction of nearly 12,000. In 
1892 New York raised 43,381 cases of tobacco, against 20,764 in 1895; 
Pennsylvania, in 1892, raised 85,714 cases, 55,528 in 1895, a 
reduction of over 30,000 pounds; Wisconsin, in 1892, raised 51,428 
cases, which was reduced to 22,762 in 1895; Ohio, in 1892, raised 
53,600 cases under the McKinley law, and it went down to 38,751 
under the Wilson law. The prices were more remarkable. 

The average price of the New England crop in 1892 was a frac- 
tion over 25 cents a pound; in 1895 it went down to 9 cents per 

und. It might have been an unfavorable season, but the re- 

uction was greatly owing to legislation. The average in the 
other States named was 11} cents as against 51 cents, and this in 
the face of the fact that the manufacture of cigars is increasing 
at the rate of 75,000,000 per year. 

Of the 4,200,000,000 cigars made in the United States last yar 
more than 2,000,000,000 were wrapped with Sumatra leaf, and will 
continue so to be under any ordinary duty. 

I think—I appeal to my Republican friends ee I 
am asking but a very modest and reasonable degree of protection 
for the highest form of all industries—that of agriculture—when 
Iadvocate $2 a pound duty on Sumatra, but vote for the $1.75, or 
all that is offered us. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, the amendment in which I feel 
the most interest is that proposed by the committee to the 5 per 
centclause. Paragraph 210 reads as follows: 


210. Wrapper tobaeco, and filler tobacco when mixed or packed with more 
than 5 per cent (in weight) of wrapper tobacco, and all tobacco the - 
uctof twoor more countriesor dependencies when mixed or packed together, 


if unstemmed, $1.50 per pound, etc. 


I wish to give a brief history of this icular subject, so that 
the amendment may receive the consideration which its impor- 
tance deserves. 

When leaf tobacco was imported from Cuba into the State 
which I have the honor in part to represent, under the terms of 
the McKinley law an entire bale was subject to wrapper rates if 
8 single leaf in the bale was suitable for wrapper purposes. This 
was the clause in the McKinley law: 


f tobacco suitable for cigar if no A T 
pound: ff stemmed, $2.15 per nd: "Provided, That if 3 r — 
bacco imported in any bale, box, or package, or in bulk, shall be suitable 
bon or peckare or bulk shell tedutisther TEENE DATED es UN per DUREE. 
or or > 3 

if stemmed, at $2.75 per pound. E 
It was found that this worked a great hardship, to such an et- 
tent that if thelaw had been enforced in strict accordance with its 
apparent meaning it would have practically excluded the impor- 
tation of wrapper tobacco from the Island of Cuba. The question 
was finally carried to the Board of Appraisers in New York as to 
how this clause should be interpreted, and they decided that only 
the class of leaf tobacco commercially known as wrapper should 
y the higher rate of duty, and if less than 15 per cent of the to- 
oin a bale was suitabie for wrapper purposes, then that the 
entire bale might be admitted as filler tobacco. That was the de- 
cision of the appraisers, which modified the severity of the law, 
though it does not seem to have been in exact harmony with its 
. Thequestion was carefully considered when the Wil- 
son ae ponang UN 15 per conker ate WERTE 
as wise and judicious, and it was ated as a of the 

Wilson law. It reads as follows: 8 Met 


Provided further, That if any bale, box, package, or bulk of leaf tobacco of 
uniform quality contains exceeding 15 per cent thereof of leaves suitable in 


color, fineness of texture, and size for wra; 
contents of such bale, box, package, or bulk 
ns wrapper tobacco. 

This carried into the law practically the decision of the Board 
of Appraisers, and that has been the rule which has controlled the 
matter up to the present time. It was carried into the House bill 
as appears on page 66: 
bolle aralt bothe grown ot IAEE comntrien or sill anale catene th 

r cent thereof of leaves suitable for cigar wrappers, the entire ruinis od 

bacco contained in such bale, box, or package, or in bulk, shall be dutia’ 
if not stemmed, at $2 per pound; if stemmed, at $2.75 per pound. 

When the bill first came from the Senate committee, the 5 per 
cent clause was substituted for the 15 per cent clause, and the 
effect of the amendment now offered by the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] who has charge of the bill will restore this item 
at the same rate that ap in the Wilson law, the same rate 
fixed by the decision of the Board of Appraisers, and it is a just 
and proper and fair amendment. 

If the5 per cent clause should be adopted as of the law, and 
this amen: t should fail, it would practically keep out of the 
country the Habana tobacco which has been heretofore imported, 
for the Cubans put up their tobacco there without separating the 
tobacco suitable for wrappers from the fillers, and it is impossi- 
ble to determine the quality of an entire bale of tobacco without 
opening each bale and examining each leaf separately, which is 
not practicable. It is not imported in this way with the intention 
of defrauding the revenue of the Government, but that is the 
practice over in Cuba, and the people who use the tobacco in this 
country have no way of changing the Cuban mode of baling 
tobacco. Soitis the proper and just thing to make this allowance, 
and to impose the 5 only in case there should be more 
than 15 per cent of to in the bale that can be used for that 


p . 
We have presented this matter to the committee, and I am glad 
to say that they have accepted this modification of their amend- 
ment. They have restored the House features, and in this respect 
it is in harmony with the Wilson law. 
So far as the rates of duty are concerned, the people in my State 


then the entire 
be subject to the same duty 


rs for 


‘are interested not only as cigar manufacturers, but as tobacco 


raisers. A very fine quality of tobacco is raised in Florida, and 
the farmers and planters who raise tobacco believe that it can be 
used successfully instead of the Habana tobacco for a wrapper. 
This fine quality of tobacco is raised in several of the counties in 
my State, and in Polk County it is claimed that a grade of leaf is 
raised that can hardly be distinguished from the real Habana. 
This subject is of particular importance to our people, as many 
Cubans have come over to Florida and manufactories have been 
established at Tampa, Key West, and other places, and a most 
valuable manufacturing interest has been built up, which interest 
will be destroyed if this 5 per cent clause should be insisted upon. 

The farmers and tobacco raisers of the State are specially inter- 
ested in the rate of duty upon leaf tobacco, which, as I have already 
said, is grown in many of the counties, A number of communi- 
ties are endeavoring to raise this tobacco. Both political parties 
have decided that tobacco is a proper subject for a high rate of 
duty. In the McKinley Act, as I have shown, the duty on wrap- 
per tobacco was fixed at $2.75 a pound, in the Wilson law at $1.50 
a pound, in the bill as it came from the House at $2 a pound, and 
in the bill as reported by the committee at $1.50 a pound. The 
proposition now offered with reference to the rate is a compro- 
mise between the House action and the original Senate committee 
action, and fixes the rate at $1.75 a pound, halfway between the 
two propositions. 

Both political parties, as I have said, have recognized tobacco 


asa proper subject for a high rate of tariff anty; and the onl 
uestion is between the rate of $2 a pound and $1.50 a pound. 
The committee, as I understand, after considering all the facts 


which have been presented to them, have reached this compro- 
mise rate of $1.75 a pound. Iam disposed to stand by the action 
of the committee in that regard as well as in the other, believin 

that this is a proper subject for revenue, and believing as di 

those who framed the Wilson law and as did those who have 
framed this bill, that this is a proper subject from which a large 
revenue can properly be rai For these reasons I shall vote 
for the amendments as offered by the Senator from Iowa to the 
oe which originally came from the Senate Committee on 

nance. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, the smoking of a good cigar by an 
ordinary Democrat in the United States is one of the lost arts 
[laughter], and it is the result of the taxation which has been 
placed upon tobacco and upon cigars. We have duties levied— 
we have had them all the time, and I do not expect that rer will 
be changed by anything that I shall say—in the interest of to 
growers that are enormous and unconscionable, and they can not 
be justified in 22 court of conscience or before any trib 


which e obligation of moral law. 
I do not, Mr. President, recognize the right of Congress to pass 
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a law imposing high taxes 
of raising revenue for the support of the Government. It was an 
old doctrine of our fathers that luxuries should be taxed high 
and necessaries low, but they understood by luxuries the thin 
wealthy people would buy, because they would then bear their 
proportional part of the taxes necessary to support the Govern- 
ment when their wealth was beyond the reach of direct taxation. 
But the idea of saying that a pipeful of tobacco is a luxury, or 
that a fairly good cigar is a luxury, that has got to be taxed to 
prohibition, and thus smite the lowliest, the humblest, and the 
poorest class of our population, is a perversion of that doctrine. 

Ihave cast up some figures on this tobacco business, which 
show that the people of this country are completely in the hands of 
themanufacturersofcigars. Our Internal Revenue Commissioner 
reports to us that the annual make of cigars in this country is 
about four thousand millions. He gives us the number of pounds 
of tobacco used in the making of those four thousand million 
cigars, which shows that there are about 20 pounds of tobacco in 
a thousand cigars. 

I have taken the export price of our American tobacco, and it 
is far beyond the reach of the home price of our ordinary tobacco, 
T have taken it at 12 cents a pound, where our good tobacco where 
I was raised in Kentucky, in one of the best tobacco districts in 
that State, is not now worth 5 cents a pound, and yet I have taken 
it at 12 cents. Twenty pounds of American tobacco at 12 cents a 
pound gives $2.40; labor, 82 cents, and the internal revenue on 
that tobacco $3 on a thousand cigars, which make them cost $6.22. 

If the manufacturer imports 20 pounds of tobacco and makes a 
thousand cigars, his tobacco costs him 40 cents a pound, and that 
is $8; the labor cost is $2.76; the customs tax on that tobacco, at 
35 cents a pound, is $7: and the internal-revenue tax on cigars is 
$3 a thousand, making the total cost $20.70 a thousand. A cigar 
dealer told me that the low-grade cigars, which cost six dollars and 
something on the thousand, are sold at from $25 to $35 a thousand by 
the wholesale dealer, by the manufacturer; that these cost, if made 
from imported tobacco, $20, and they are sold at from $40 to $50 a 
thousand, How is it possible for them to impose this high price 
upon the American people? 

When you look at the cost of imported cigars you find the du 
about 100 d o cent. Twenty pounds of cigars cost $4.50 a pound, 
which makes $90; the specific tax is $4 a pound, which makes $80; 
the ad valorem tax is 25 per cent, which makes $22.50, and the 
internal-revenue tax is $3, making a thousand cigars of the best 
quality imported cost, laid down in the United States, $195.50. 

The ordinary good tobacco is prohibited from coming by the 
high rates of duty, just as we saw a few moments ago that the 
ordinary silk pos b are kept out by 5 rates amounting to 
from 100 to 700 per cent. The result is that the exceedingly 
wealthy people can smoke cigars that cost by the thousand 20 
cents apiece, but an ordinary Democrat can not smoke cigars at 
that price. What has he got to do? He can not have good to- 
bacco; so he has to take cigars made out of what we called in 
Kentucky ‘‘ lugs,” the 5-cent cigars. 

The tobacco manufacturers are protected from without by your 
tariff duties and protected against competition within by your 
internal-revenue system. A poor man can not make cigars and 
sell them; a man of small means can not engage in the business. 
It takes much capital. Hence, the cigar-making business of the 
United States is in the hands of a few monumental cigar dealers, 
millionaires; and if they are not millionaires when they go into 
the business, they soon get to be. Any man who has the profits 
which are given by this law to this business soon gets to be a 
millionaire and a multimillionaire. 

I want the tobacco smokers, as well as the tobacco producers, 
as well as the tobacco importers, and as well as the tobacco manu- 
facturers—I want the millions who smoke, and have a right to 
smoke, to smoke good cigars. It is a right that is in abeyance; it 
is a right that has been confiscated; but it is a right nevertheless; 
and in imposing taxes to raise revenue for the Government, we 
ought to regard the smoking of tobacco as one of the necessaries 
of life, and not a luxury, for we find it in every family all over 
our country, North, South, East, and West, in the lowliest cabin 
of the laborer; and we see the laborer on the highway with his 
pipe or cigar in his mouth. If nobody else moves to decrease the 
rate of duty in the pending tariff bill, I shall move to doit. I 
mo Mr. President, to strike out paragraph 210 and substitute 

lieu of it: 


Leaf tobacco of all kinds, 30 per cent ad valorem. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrowsinthechair). The 
Senator from Texas proposes an amendment, which will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 210 as 
amended and in lieu thereof to insert: 


Leaf tobacco of all kinds, 30 per cenf ad valorem. 


upon anything except for the purpose 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. 


Mr. PASCO. I merely wish to add to what I have said before 

a statement as to the duties collected on importations of leaf to- 
bacco of these different varieties under the Wilson law. Of leaf 
tobacco suitable for cigar wrappers, in 1896, at the rate of $1.50 a 
pound, the rate fixed by the Wilson law, the duties collected on 
importations were $6,286,523.09. The amount collected at the 
custom-houses upon leaf and other unmanufactured tobacco, not 
stemmed, was $5,555,548.93, in the same year, at the rate of 35 
centsa pound; onstemmed tobacco, at the rate of 50 cents a pound, 
the amount collected was $522,881.23, making the total amount of 
revenue on leaf tobacco during the year 1896, under the operation 
of the Wilson law. $12,364,953.95. 
. Mr. BACON. There are two rates of duty specified in the pend- 
ing paragraph, one for wrappers and the other for fillers, and in 
the case of stemmed and unstemmed there is a variation. I de- 
sire to ask the senior Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] if he can 
state approximately what is the ad valorem which these specific 
duties will give upon this kind of tobacco? 

Mr. PASCO. The Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs] has made a 
calculation upon that iu liri, can probably answer the ques- 
tion of the Senator from Georgia better than I can. 

Mr. BACON. Can not the Senator from Florida state what it 
is,approximately? He is doubtless familiar with the subject. 

Mr. MILLS. I will state that it is somewhere from 124 to 129 


per cent, 

Mr. BACON. I understood the Senator from Florida to say that 
that duty is acceptable and desired by the people of Florida. Am 
I correct in that? 

Mr. PASCO. I have stated, Mr. President, that it is simply a 
question of 25 cents between the rate fixed by the laws heretofore 
passed by the Congresses sitting in 1890 and 1894, representing the 
two great political parties, one known as the McKinley law and 
the other as the Wilson law. The rate offered by the amendment 
is a compromise between the two rates, meeting them halfway. 
The higher rates would be most acceptable to the tobacco raisers 
of Florida, but to the cigar manufacturers the lower rates would 
be acceptable. That is the way my people regard it. 

Mr. BACON. I desire to know from the Senator from Florida 
why it is that the higher rate is desired by the people of Florida? 

Mr. PASCO. The tobacco growers prefer the higher rates be- 
cause they think they will get a larger price for the tobacco, and 
the cigar manufacturers prefer the lower rates because they think 
they will get the tobacco used in manufacturing cigars at a lower 


rate. 

Mr. BACON. I understand the Senator to say that the tobacco 
growers desire a high rate because by reason of it the price of 
their product will be increased. 

Mr. PASCO. That is their expectation. 

Mr. MILLS. To satisfy my friend the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Bacon], I will say that on leaf tobacco suitable for cigar 
wrappers the equivalent ad valorem is 124.29 per cent. On another 
class of leaf tobacco it is 93.60 per cent; on another class, 105.14 
per cent; another, 222.22 per cent; another, 238.11 per cent; an- 
other, 110.80 per cent; another, 112.69 per cent; another, 133.62 per 
cent. If those duties were reduced there would be large impor- 
tations, and we would get more revenue and better cigars. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
pee by the Senator from Texas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee as amended on the motion of the 
Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I like the House provision 
better than that of the Senate in regard to tobacco, for the reason 
that it places a higher duty upon fillers than the Senate committee 
have placed be se it. Ido not know that the duty upon wrappers 
is any too high, but under the paragraph as it now stands we will 
receive no revenue whatever from tobacco that will come in from 
Cuba or Mexico as wrapper. It will all come in as filler and be 
used as wrapper, thus defrauding the Government out of a very 
large sum of money. It does not seem to me that that is just or 
fair or that it furnishes that measure of protection to the producers 
of wrapper in this country that ought to be afforded. 

It is a fact that last year there was imported into this country 
but 28,000 pounds of Cuban wrappers, so called, which paid duty 
at $1.50, and yet there were made in this country 300,000.000 Cuban 
cigars, 160,000,000 of them being made in Florida. They were 
wrapped in Cuban tobacco—tobacco that came in as filler and 
paid 35 cents a pound. 

The revenue collected was about thirty-eight or forty thousand 
dollars. The revenue which ought to have been collected is 
$2,250,000. I know it is useless to talk to the committee, for after 
the caucus meet and they agree, the most nefarious and infamous 
8 can be put through here without the squirming of any- 

ody's conscience. While I know it is useless, Lam going to put 
into the RECORD these facts in regard to the matter, in the hope 


1897. 


that they will have some influence on the conference. I ask the 
Secretary.to read the statement which I present, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

There were imported into the United States during the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1895, 25.688.201 pounds, of which 5,104,495 pounds were Sumatra and 


paid duty of $1.50 per pound. 

; Pounds. 
Cuba tobacco, which paid duty of $1.50 per pound 28,1 
Imported into the port of Tampa se 
Imported into the port of Key West 

Dee 8 DilsnoN OF coc ae e dA ded shppmees 


coming under the bead of Habana wrappers, constituting the entire impor- 
tation of the United States, outside of Tampaand Key West. Duringthesame 
year there were manufactured in the State of Florida 147.802,909 cigars. Prob- 
suc per cent belonged to Tampa and Key West, and were known as 
Habana-wrapped cigars. 

There were imported into the United States tobacco for the fiscal year 
ended June 30. 1 82,924,066 pounds. Sumatra suitable for wrappers and 
paying duty of $1.50 per pound, 4,428,448 pounds. 


Pounds. 
Zimported from CUbA. ons os pace paced ox Tl et ace uPMWPC SUMA PUR deddsE 
Into Key West, Fla.. 
Tho Tumps, Wii. ocior E acorn y sone e bae I E E RATS UR 
LATER Danos TES . NR R S acne 716, 502 


constituting the importation of wreptere at all other ports of the United 
States paying a duty of $1.50 per pound. In this year of 1896 there was man- 
ufactured in the State of Florida 161,084,191 cigars, and again I presume that 
90 per cent were made at Tampa and Key West and const eec rer nas 
with Habana tobacco. Sotaking the two years together (1895 and 1896) there 
were manufactured at Tampa and Ke est about 250,000,000 covered 
with Habana wrappers; and taking a fair estimate of 5 pounds to a thousand, 
it would seem in that case to require 1,250,000 pounds of wrappers to cover 
these icular cigars, and the duty that the Government has affixed ($1.50) 
would amount to $1,875, 

The duty actually received for wrappers at Tampa and Key West for two 
years was $18,517.50, and 3 this from the amount that the Govern- 
ment should have received, the following is the result, a loss to the Govern- 
PY and a present to the manufacturers of Tampa and Key West of $1,856,- 


50. 
We goa little further and take the total quantity of tobaceo other than 

Sumatra which has paid duty of $1.50, and Which comes under the head of 

ba wrappers, for two years, and take the entire country including Tampa 

und Key West; there were imported as wrappers from Cuba, paying a duty of 

50 in the year 1895, 28,133 pounds; in the year 1896, ee pias: making a 
otal of 50,539 pounds; at $1.50 per pound would be $75,808, 50. 

It is generally believed that the production of Habana wrapped 
cigars is about 300,000,000 per annum throughout the United 
States, including Tampa and Key West. Now, taking this to 

be nearly correct, it would seem that 600,000,000 cigars had 
been e and covered with Habana wrappers during the 

ars of 1895 and 1896, and if it requires 5 pounds of wrappers 
cover à thousand cigars, the duty which the Government 
should have received would amount to.................-........ 

The duty which the Government actually received on the im- 
portation of Habana wrappers amounted to.................... 


$4, 500, 000. 00 


P tothe Figvermment and a present to the manufacturers in 
WO FORTS Ol SEREERESS ONE cT DE cuo Fi eM CS R 
During the same period, 1895 and 1896, there was imported into 
the United States of Sumatra tobacco about 10,000,000 pounds, 
paying a duty to the Government o 15, 000, 000. 00 

Mark you, this is in two years, and these figures are here given simply as 
a key to show that during the two years referred to, the higher-priced ci, 
have paid a duty for their wrappers of $75.808.50, while the lower-priced 
ci , and large Seating the smoke of the masses, have paid a duty of 
$15,000,000 to the Government or their wrappers. It is unnecessary to make 
any further ment—figures wil for themselves- except that I will 
show it to you in another way. If it takes about 2} pounds of Sumatra wrap- 
per to cover the outside of a thousand cigars, now then, whosoever smokes 
these cigars—and some of them are as cheap as $20 Sr thousand—pays the 
Government import duty on the wrapper of bs If Habana manufacturers 
have virtually paid 35 cents duty on tobacco which they have used on the 
outside of their cigars, and ps EE instead of using 2} pounds they 
use 5 pounds, thus you will see that the higher-priced cigars, running any- 
where from $50 to $120 per thousand, pay a Government duty on the wra 
pers of $1.75 per thousand, whereas the cheaper article, as already stated, 
pays, by the working of the law, $3.75 per thousand. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It seems from this statement that wrap- 
pers for high-priced cigars come in as fillers. Ihave beeninformed 
that tobacco which was sent to the port of New York and re- 
jected has gone to Florida and there has been admitted and used 

or this purpose. Therefore the cigars which the more wealthy 
people smoke pay a duty of $1.75 a thousand on the wrapper, 
while the cigars that the poor people smoke, covered with Sumatra 
wrápper, pay a duty of $7.50 a thousand on the wrapper. Itseems 
to me it is unjust and unwise. I supposed the committee would 
look into the matter and correct the defect. There is no good rea- 
son why the Cuban wrapper should come in for nothing. 

There is no good reason why it should not pay the duty required 
of other wrappers. Only 28,000 pounds of Cuban wrapper paid a 
duty of $1.50 last year, and yet we made 300,000,000 Cuban cigars. 
They ought to have paid a duty of $2,250,000. Therefore I think 
the House provision should prevail,and the duty on all fillers 
Bhould be 65 cents, instead of 35 cents. 

I wish also to have placed in the RECORD a statement by Mr. 
Storme, who is one of the largest cigar makers in this country, if 
not in the world. 

'The Secretary read as follows: 

Let me say to you that there is no man on earth who can tively define 
what constitutes a wrapper in tol such as comes from Cuba or Mexico; 
and while the McKinley law was very explicit and stated that where any por- 
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tion of a bale consisted of wrappers the whole was to pay the wrapper duty, 


5 in spite of thisthe Habana and Mexican to continued to pour into the 
nited States at 35 cents duty, whereas the duty on recognized wrap 
such as Sumatra, was $2 a pound: and this thing grew worse under the Wil- 
son bill. In fact, there is no law for Tampa or Key West tobacco, which had 
been refused admittance in New York, had been shipped to Tampa and Key 
West, and there readily admitted. This is a ridiculous farce. Inasmuch as 
it seems utterly im ible to get a uniform duty, p outin my argu- 
ment, we must do the next best thing, and hence I advocated a duty of $3 on 
wrappers and $1 on fillers, and the following would have been the result: If 
manufacturers of cigars use 2} pounds of Sumatra for wrappers, then the 
m that these cigars paid the Government for their wrappers would be $7.50, 

The Habana manufacturers claim that they use 5 pounds. Good; wead- 
mitthat. If they paid $1a 77 — their duty for the eT rs would be $5 
per thousand, but they would also pay more 2 for the filling of the work 

han the people who use the Sumatra wrapper. To put it different: The Ha- 
bana cigars consume about 20 pounds of tobacco toa thousand. If it is all 
Habana tobacco, and paid $1 per pound, theduty on that thousand cigars would 
be $20. That represents the better class of cigars and selling anywhere from 
$50 to $120 per thousand. The other cigars, on which Sumatra tobacco is 
used in connection with Habana, sellanywhere from $30 to $50 per thousand. 
and the duty they would pay would be about as follows: Twelve pounds of 
fillers at $1 per pound duty would be $12. Two and a half poo of wrap- 
pers at $3 per pound duty would be $7.50. making a total pe 

So you see I have this pretty carefully worked out. other cigars in 
which there was no imported to ,either for wrappers or fillers, would 
pay no Lice duty at all to the Government, and these would constitute the 
smoke of the masses, and thus the broad principle would be carried out, that 
those who smoke the better class of cigars would pay the higher duty, and 
that is correct and as it should be. 

Now,then, the Dingley schedule finally fixed tho duty on wrappers at $2 
per porna andon fillers at cents. If you take the same rule as above, then 

e following will be the result: Twelve pounds of fillers at 65 cents dut 
would be $7.50, and 2} pounds of Sumatra el e erue a per pound duty wo 
be $5, making a total of $12.80. The Habana cigars consume about 20 pounds 
of tobacco to a thousand—if it 1$ all Habana tobacco—and pay 65 cents EE 

und duty. Then the duty on that thousand cigars would be $13; and 

ingley bill under the circumstances is quite correct, excepting that the 15 
per cent clause. which was crammed in by the Tampa people, should be 
DATAS pot an the language of the bill be precisely as it was under the 

eKinley Act. 

Now, these Mo who have been making the clear Habana cigars have had 
such enormous advan that they do not care what the duty is on wrap- 
ps as long as they would be 8 to continue their illicit practice, and 

his will be accomplished if the duty on fillers is allowed to remain at 35 
cents; in fact, the duty on fillers should be $1. The principis is correct that 
whatever the duty on wrappers is, the duty on fillers should be one-half. As 
already stated, the Dingley law will answer, and I believe under it the Amer- 
ican growers and manufacturers of tobacco would be benefited as naver be- 
fore, and the wrong which has crept into the operation of the previous law 
would be corrected, and what we consider the American manufacturer 
would not be driven out of business. 

Again, why should the people of Connecticut and Massachusetts who pro- 
duce the wrappers—why should these alone be considered, whereas the 
greater number of to growers in New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio (who 
raise exclusively fillers), Wisconsin, Georgia, Florida, and even California to 
a small extent are all interested in fillers? And therefore I say, let us have 
the Dingley bill, pure and simple, with the 15 per cent clause stricken out, 
on wrappers, and not less than 65 cents on fillers. 


. Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the duty be increased so that 
it will read as follows: 

Filler tobacco, not specially pte’ for in this act, if unstemmed, 65 cents 
per pound; if stemmed, 80 cents per pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I thought I would call for the yeas and 
nays on the question of agreeing to the amendment, but con- 
cluded that I would not, because I knew it would be absolutely 
useless, and I did not care to take up the time of the Senate. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Finance was, on page 67, to strike out para- 
graph 211, as follows: 

211, All other tobacco in leaf, unmanufactured and not stemmed, 65 cents 
per pound; if stemmed, 80 cents per pound. 

And to insert in lieu thereof the following: 

211. The term wrapper tobacco as used in this act means that quality of 
leaf tobacco which is suitable for cigar wrappers. and the term filler tobacco 
means all other leaf tobacco, Collectors of customs shall not permit entry to 
be made, except under regulations to be prescribed by the retary of the 
Treasury, of any leaf tobacco, unless the invoices of the same shall specify 
in detail the character of such tobacco, whether wrapper or filler, its origin 
and quality. In the examination for classification of any imported leaf tobacco, 
at least one bale, box, or in every ten, and at least one in every in- 
voice, shall be examined by the appraiser or person authorized by law to 
make such examination, and at least ten hands shall be examined in each 
examined bale, box, or package. 

ae amendment was agreed to. 

e next amendment was, in paragraph 212, page 68, line 4. 
before the word! not,” to strike ut Tobacco manufactured, of 
all descriptions," and insert “All other tobacco, manufactured or 
unmanufactured," and in line 5, before the word ‘‘cents,” to strike 
s sixty-five” and insert ‘‘forty;” so as to make the paragraph 
read: 

212. All other tobacco, manufactured or unmanufactured, not specially 
provided for in this act, 40 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to offer an amendment modifying the 
committee amendment — “fifty-five” instead of **forty." 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to modify the amendment of 
the committee by striking out **forty" and inserting *'fifty-five;" 
80 as to read **55 cents per pound.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to, 
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The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 


the Committee on Finance was, in pa ph 213, page 68, line 8, 
before the word “cents,” to strike out sixty-five and insert 
“‘forty;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

213. Snuff and snuff flour, manufactured of tobacco, ground dry, or damp, 
and pickled, scented, or otherwise, of all descriptions, 40 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend the amendment of the com- 
mittee by striking out ‘‘forty” and inserting “ fifty-five.” 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment of 
the committee by striking out ‘‘ forty” and inserting *'fifty-five;" 
80 as to read **55 cents per pound." 

Mr. WHITE. I call attention to the fact that the rate now pro- 
pu by the committee is higher than that in the McKinley Act; 

cents, I believe, 

Mr. ALLISON. In this itis 5 cents and in the former para- 
graph 15 cents. 

I will say to the Senator that a lot of our Virginia friends and 
others in that neighborhood feel that there should be an additional 
— provided for manufactured tobacco. 

. WHITE. Idid not suppose the Senator was advised as to 
the desires of that part of the country. I notice that the Senators 
from that section of the country are absent. I presume er will 
reply hereafter to any statement made by the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. I assure the Senator from California that it is 
agreeable to our friends on both sides. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa to the amendment 
of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 214, line 9, after the 
word dollars,“ to strike out and fifty cents;" so as to read: 

Cigars, cigarettes, cheroots of all kinds, # qm pound and 25 per cent ad 

; and and ttes, u wre’ be sub- 
Paraiso Seats ar hende ee Signet 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 214, line 18, after the 
word ‘‘cigars,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That ttes of all kinds ing less than 4 ds 
CCC s TUE 
Mr. ALLISON. Iask that that amendment be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rej - 

. believe this completes the tobacco 
80 e. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from South Dakota will allow me, 
I have a few letters here which I wish to put in the RECORD in 
connection with this schedule. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to make a very brief statement in 
connection with the schedule, and then I will yield to the Senator 
from California. 

Iwish to call attention to the fact that the cigars which are 
smoked by the masses of the people of this country are those that 
are either vig d gea by American tobacco or by Sumatra tobacco, 
and that the high-priced Cuban cigars that are smoked by the 
rich people of the country are wrapped in Cuban wrappers that 
come in with a duty im of 35 cents a pound, and come in as 
fillers. It is undisputed that they come in fraudulently, that they 
come in so as to defraud the revenue, and that they come in for 
the benefit and advantage of the people who smoke the high- 
priced cigars. 

I placed in the RECORD a statement made in a speech at the 
Ocala convention, and also a statement of Mr. Storme, with 
to this matter. Mr. Storme is one of the est manufacturers 
in this country. It is undisputed, it is unchallenged, and it shows 
conclusivel t in the last two the revenues were defrauded 
four and a million dollars by admitting Mexican and Cuban 
7 a asfillers. I simply want to call attention to that fact, 
and let it go before the country. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish also to say one word in t to this 
subject. If that be true, it is the fault of the administration of 
the law. The law taxes Cuban wra the same as it taxes 
Sumatra wrappers; and if the people of Florida who make cigars 
are defrauding the revenue, it is the business of our Government 
to see that it is not defrauded. The remedy proposed by Mr. 
Btorme is that we shall reduce all tobacco to 65 cents a pound. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Notat all; it is to increase the duty on 
filler tobacco to 65 cents and leave the wrapper as you have it. 
That is D oer ere 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not speak of the Senator’s amendment. 


I spoke of Mr. Storme's letter. 
r. PETTIGREW. Mr. Storme’s letter is in, and he also pro- 
mi put the duty on wrappers at $2 and the duty on fillers at 
55 cents. 
Mr. MALLORY. In reference to the remarks of the Senator 
from South Dakota, I should like to inquire of him whether he will 


except 


be able to correct the evil of which he is now 


simply to put a higher penalty upon certain individuals who are 
engaged in the Py enitn industry? That does not remove the 
difficulty which is presented to the attention of the Senate by the 
Senator’s remarks, that difficulty arising out of the fact that you 
can not puer 10 tell what are suitable for wrappers and what are 
suitable for fillers. : 

It seems to me that the source of trouble in the Senator's mind 
arisesfrom theinability of theinspectors to determine what tobacco 
is suitable for wrappers and what tobacco is not. Some tobacco 
may be used as wrapper tobacco, but it is not necessarily wrapper 
tobacco. I do not think it is any fraud on the Government if an 
inspector in one place decides that certain tobacco is suitable for 
wrappers when another inspector in another place holds that the 
same tobacco is not suitable for wrappers. That may have oc- 
curred, but it arises ont of the fallibility of human judgment. 

But ect E emacs which the Senator has made will not get rid 
of that di ty. Ishould like to know how we can get around 
the objection he has urged here as to the letting in of tobacco as 
filler tobacco when in fact it is wrapper tobacco. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I take it for granted that it is impossible 
to enforce the law. It is admitted, then, on all sides that the law 
is avoided, that the Habana wrappers come in as fillers, and that 
we reap no reyenue whatever from that source. That seems to 
be conceded. For some reason it is impossible to tell the differ- 
ence between a Habana filler and a Habana wrapper, and there- 
fore we can not enforce the law. And in the face of these ad- 
mitted facts it is proposed to continue these provisions. : 

Now I will answer the Senator from Florida. If the duty is 
now 85 cents and the manufacturers of high-priced cigars do not 
pay their fair share of the burden, if you increase the duty to 65 
cents a pound, they will be obliged to pay their fair share of the 
burden or else use American tobacco. If they avoid the law, so 
as to bring in as fillers wrappers upon which the duty is $2a 
pound and pay only 65 cents a pound, then, if you can not distin- 
guish between wrapper and filler, can you not remedy the evil by 
increasing the 8 the whole imports? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, this subject is a 
somewhat difficult one, but the remedy is not, I think, the remedy 

roposed by the Senator from South Dakota. There are about 

,000,000,000 cigars made in the United States. About half of 
that number, about 2,000,000,000, are made from domestic tobacco. 
There are imported about 4,000,000 cigars. Perhaps I am not 
correct as to the amount of cigars imported, but only abont 1 per 
cent of the cigars consumed in the United States are imported. 

So here are nearly SER i fa that are made with more 
or less Habana filler in them and ein the United States. Now, 
to raise the filler from 35 to 65 centsa nd increases very largely 
the cost of the 2,000,000.000 cigars which are made in the United 
States, either wholly from Habana filler or Habana filler mixed 
with domestic tobacco; and those are cigars smoked by the com- 
mon people just as much as the cigars which the Senator from 
South Dakota says are smoked by thecommon people. Hisremedy 

roposes to advance the cost of cigars which are smoked by at 

east half the people of the United States to punish the rich peo- 

Pe, who smoke 1 per cent of the ci which are consumed in the 
nited States. That is the difficulty of the situation. 

Mr. PETTUS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Alabama withdraw the 
motion simply to permit me to have printed in the RECORD some 
communications? 

Mr. PETTUS. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. I have in my hand a number of letters referring 
to this matter. Task that the first be printed in full, and as to the 
others that the names and addresses of the parties be inserted in 
the RECORD. ` 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection, that will 
be the order. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


Los ANGELES, CAL., April 15, 1897. 
DEAR Sin: The council desires to call your attention to the cigar makers 
of this city and county, who are threatened with a disastrous future in their 
trade if the Dur bill passes your honorable body. This business, which 
employs at over 100, nited States, would be 
thrown into involuntary strikes and their attendant miseries. We therefore 
petition you to oppose any increase of on imported filler and wrappers, 
as mentioned on page 52 of the House bill, and to have the tariff remain as it 
is 8 cents dutyon imported filler and $1.50 on imported Pi rule 
We find that the r manufacturers already pay a tax of about $12.50 on 
every 1,000 cigars made, and the proposed increase means an additional tax 
of $7 per 1,000, which is a direct tax on the le employed in this trade. 
are the conditions now confronting the makers in this country. 
We further uest you to aid Messra. Gompers and to secure a hear- 
ing before the Committee on Finances and present their grievance. 
oping you will do all in your power to avert disaster from the cigar 


ers, 
We remain, yours, respectfully, 
L. A. COUNTY COUNCIL or LABOR, 
H. E. DEWEY, t. 
A. VINETTE, Secretary. 
Hon. STEPHEN M. WHITE, 
United States Senator. 
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A letter from M. P. Kohlberg & Co., importers of and dealers in 
leaf tobacco and cigars, of San Francisco, Cal.; r 

A letter from William Rehker, dee of the Cigar Makers’ 
Local Union No. 248, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram of The. Feeny, secretary, of Oakland, Cal.; 


A letter of M. A. Roberts, secretary of the Alameda County 
Federation of Trades, of Oakland, Cal.; 

A letter from G. W. Perkins, president of the Cigar Makers' 
International Union of America, of Chicago, III.; 

A letter of Harry Marks, recording secretary of the Cigar 
Makers’ Local Union No. 228, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A letter of H. E. Dewey, president, and A. Vinette, secretary of 
the Los Angeles County Council of Labor, of Los Angeles, Cal.; 

A letter of F. J. Hepp, secretary of the Cigar Maxers' Local 
Union No. 291, of San Jose, Cal.; 

A letter of F. C. Ferris, secretary of the Cigar Makers’ Local 
Union No. 332, of San Diego, Cal.; 

Two letters of H. E. rtens, secretary of the Cizar Makers' 
Local Union No. 225, of Los Angeles, Cal.; 

A letter of G. W. Perkins, international president of Cigar 
Makers’ International Union of America, of Chicago. III.; and 

A letter of G. S. Nicholas, of New York City. 

Mr. CHILTON. I propose an amendment to the pending bill, 
and ask that it be printed. 5 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr.PETTUS. Irenew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After seventeen minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were pes and (at 5 
o'clock and 20 minutes p. m.) theSenateadjourned until to-morrow, 


Saturday, June 26, 1897, at 11 o'clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. : 


Executive nominations received by the Senate June 25, 1897. 
DEPUTY AUDITOR. 

George W. Esterly, of Minnesota, to be deputy auditor for the 
a og other Departments, to succeed James J. Willie, re- 
moved. 

COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION. 

George B. Billings, of Massachusetts, to te commissioner of 
immigration for the port of Boston, in the State of Massachusetts, 
to succeed Thomas F. Delhanty, resigned. 

COMMISSIONERS TO EXAMINE AND CLASSIFY LANDS. 


George A. Black, of Fairhaven, Wash., to be a commissioner to 
examine and classify lands within the land-zrant and indemnity 
land-grant limits of the Northern Pacific Rai road Company in the 
Coeur d'Alene land district in Idaho, vice John E. McManus, 
removed. 

'Thomas A. Davis, of Mal Idaho, to be a commissioner to 
examine and classify lands within the land- t and indemnity 
land-grant limits of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company in 
the ee d'Alene land district in Idaho, vice Joseph T. Scott, re- 
moved. 

William Ryan, of Rathdrum, Idaho, to be a commissioner to 
examine and classify lands within the land-grant and indemnity 
land-grant limits of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company in 
the 1 d'Alene land district in Idaho, vice John B. Goode, re- 
moved. 

PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS. 
Second Lieut. William N. McKelvy, United States Marine 
to be a first lieutentant in said corps from the 20th day of 
June, 1897 (subject to the examinations required by law), vice 
First Lieut. Thomas C. Prince, promoted, 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 

Irving B. Dudley, of California, to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Peru, vice James 
A. McKenzie, resigned. 

CONSULS. 

Frank C. Denison, of Vermont, to be consul of the United 
Btates * Woodstock, New Brunswick, vice Grenville James, 
resigned. 

Frank. Dillingham, of California, to be consul of the United 
3 at Auckland, New Zealand, vice John Darcy Connolly, re- 

gned. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
t. George C. Remey, to be a commodore in the Navy, from 


Ca 
the 19th day of June, 1897, vice Commodore Edmund O. Matthews, 


promoted, 

Commander William H. Whiting,to be a captain inthe Navy, 
from the 19th day of June, 1897, vice Capt. 
promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Frederick M. Symonds, to be a commander 


rge C. Remey, 


in the Navy, from the 19th day of June, 1897 (subject to the ex- 
aminations required by law), vice Commander William H. Whit- 
ing, promoted, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 25, 1897. 
CONSULS. 

Edward H. Thompson, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the 
United States at Progreso, Mexico. 

Horace W. Metcalf, of Maine, to be consul of the United States 
at Newcastle-on-Tyne, England. 

William Jarvis. of New Hampshire, to be consul of the United 
States at Milan, Italy. : 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 

J. Otis Humphrey, of Illinois, to beattorney of the United States 

for the southern district of Illinois. 
MARSHALS, 

Addison Davis James, of Kentucky, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of Kentucky. 

Charles P. Hitch, of Illinois, to be marshal of the United States 
for the southern district of Illinois. 

Waiter H. Johnson, of Georgia, to be marshal of the United 
States for the northern district of Georgia. 

COMMISSIONERS. 

Albert C. Thompson, of Ohio; Alexander C. Botkin, of Montana, 
and David B. Culberson, of Texas, to be the commissioners to 
revise and codify the criminal and penal laws of the United States. 

REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Charles Kingston, of Grover, Wyo., to be register of the land 
office at Evanston, Wyo. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Frank M. Foote, of Evanston, Wyo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Evanston, W yo. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Richard Yates, of Illinois, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the eighth district of Illinois. 

POSTMASTER. 

George E. Smith,to be postmaster at Laurel, in the county of 

Sussex and State of Delaware. 


SENATE. 
SaTURDAY, June 26, 1897. 


'The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. Hud JOHNSTON, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


ington. 

'The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of vesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. TELLER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

DRAWBACK ALLOWANCES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 17th instant, copies of the evidence or state- 
ments on which the drawback allowances contained in Circular 
No. 102, of June 25, 1896, division of customs, were based; which 
was read. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The absence of a quorum being sug- 
gested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered. to their names: 


Allen, Hawley, Morrill, Teller, 
Allison, Heitfeld. Pasco, Turner, 
Berry, Hoar, Pettigrew, 
Burrows, Jones, Ark. Pettus, Ves 
Carter, Lodge, Platt, Conn. Walthall, 
Chandler, McLaurin, Platt, N. Y. Wetmore, 
Clay. Mallory, roctor, White. 
Fairbanks, Mills, Rawlins, 

rye, Mitchell, Sewell, 
Harris, Kans. Morgan, Stewart, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thirty-seven Senators have answered 
to their names. There is not a quorum present. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
request the attendance of absent Senators. 


e motion was an to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will execute 
the order of the Senate. 

After some little delay, Mr. DEBOE, Mr. PrircuHarp, Mr. 
ELKINS, Mr. Kenney, Mr. PERKINS, Mr. Gray, Mr. WELLING- 
TON, and Mr. MURPHY entered the Chamber and answered to 
their names. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 11 o'clock and 20 minutes a. m.). 
el nye Senators have answered to their names. A quorum is 
present. 

Mr. ELKINS. I move that further proceedings under the call 
be suspended. 

The motion was a to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury which was laid before the Senate will be 
printed, with the accompanying papers, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

CHINESE EXCLUSION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in mse 
to a resolution of the 17th ultimo, certain reports, etc., relating to 
the alleged Ms i entry into the United States of Chinese persons; 
which was read. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move that the report and accompanying 
documents be referred, without printing, to the Committee on 
Printing. This course is taken by an arrangement with the Sen- 
pa from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] who introduced the reso- 

ution. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HOAR presented a petition of sundry citizens of Somer- 
ville, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting 
the transmission by mail or interstate commerce of pictures and 
descriptions of prize tights; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TELLER presented sundry memorials of citizens of Colo- 
rado, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended 
to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CLAY presented sundry memorials of citizens of Georgia, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to 
destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas presented sundry memorials of citizens 
of Kansas, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation in- 
tended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BACON presented sundry memorials of citizens of Georgia, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to 
destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented sundry memorials of citi- 
zens of New York, remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation intended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. LODGE presented sundry memorials of citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation in- 
tended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the memorial of E. G. Mills and 45 
other citizens of Superior, Wis., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation intended to destroy the present system of ticket 
brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Joseph Pettit and 59 other citi- 
zens of La Pointe, Wis., and the petition of C. F. Pierson and 24 
other citizens of Florida, praying for theearly pasen of the pend- 
ing tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. From the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads I report back with amendments the resolution submitted by 
me and referred to that committee. I desire to submit a brief 
statement in regard to the views of some members of the commit- 
tee, which I shall ask leave to have printed. 

Mr. MORGAN, Let the resolution be first read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the resolu- 
tion as proposed to be amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Whereas by an act of Congress entitled “An act authorizing an investiga- 
tion of the books, accounts, and methods of railroads which have received aid 
from 1 e States, and for other purposes," approved March 3, 1887, it 
n PS Ec. 4 That whenever, in the opinion of the President, it shall be 
deemed necessary to the protection of the interests and preservation of the 
security of the United States in respect of its lien, mortgage, or other interest 
in any of the property of any or all of the several companies upon which 
alien, 8 or other incumbrance paramount to the right, title, or inter- 
est of the United States for the same property, or M DOES ofthesame. may 
exist and be then lawfully liable to be enforced, the retary of the Treas- 
ury shall, under the direction of the President, redeem or othe r off 
suc! ount lien, mortgage, or other incumbrance by pa the sums 
lawfully due in respect thereof out of the Treasury; and the United States 
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be subrogated to all rights and securities there- 
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rights and interests of the United States in respect of the matters in this sec- 
tion mentioned, and to take steps to foreclose any mortgage or lien of the 
United States on any such railroad property. 

“Sec. 5. That the sinking funds which are or may be held in the Treasury 
for the security of the indebtedness of either or all of said railroad compa- 
nies may, in addition to the investments now authorized by law, be invested 
in any bonds of the United States heretofore issued for the benefit of either 
or all of said companies, or in any of the first-mortgage bonds of either of 
said companies which have been issued under the authority of any law of the 
United States and secured by mortgages cf their roads and franchises, which 
easel gaye: Len, or other security af the UST Senko? 
mor lien, or other security of the Un tates in respect of its advances 
to either of said companies as provided by law; and T 

Whereas certain first-mort. bonds on the said Union Pacific Railroad 
Company have matured, and the holders thereof hnve instituted foreclosure 
ee in several of the United States circuit courts to foreclose the 

ienscreated thereby and sell said railroad and àl! other properties and rights 

belonging thereto, and said foreclosure proceedings may, unless prevented 
by the President. proceed to final decrees and a final sale of all of said prop- 
erties be made: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That it is the sense of the Sen- 
ate that the President should, in strict accordance with the above-quoted 
statute, direct the Secretary of the Treasury to carry out the provisions of 
said act by redeeming or otherwise clearing off the paramount liens, mort- 

es, and incumbrances on said railroad by paying the sums lawfully duo 
respect thereof out of the Treasury to the holders of prior liens, and that 
the President should direct the Attorney-Gencral to take such steps and pro- 
ceedings in the courts and otherwise as shall be needful to redeem such prop- 
oT from any prior mortgage, lien, or incumbrance necessary and propor 
to defend the interests of the United States in respect to the matters In said 
act of Congress mentioned, and to take steps to foreclose any mortgage or 
lien of the United States on ME of said railroad property. And that the 
President is requested to suspend proceedings to carry into effect the agree- 
ment alleged to have been made to sell the interest of the United States in 
the Union Pacific Railroad, and in the sinking fund, until the further action 
of Congress is had in reference thereto. 


Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. Mr. President, the statement which 
I submit represents the views of myself, the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MorGAn], and the Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw ins]. 


[Senate Document No. 161, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session.] 
UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. Harris of Kansas, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, 
sented the following views of Mr. HARRIS of Kansas, concurred in by Mr. 
RAWLINS and Mr. MORGAN, on Senate resolution No. 125, reported from the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads, with amendments: 

The most casual examination of the acts of Congress relating to the Pacific 
railroads fully establishes the fact that these roads were intended by Con- 
gress, as a national policy. to constitute one great continuous national high- 
way from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and while, for the sake of 
expedition, the work of construction was intrusted to several companies, the 
practica! and effective unity of the line was constantly and carefully kept in 
view, and all bility of interference with that object wasstrictly guarded. 

The ible danger of insolvency or failure of any one of the companies, 
or of of them, was provided for by the provisions of this act of March 3 
1887, quoted in the resolution, and ample power was conferred upon the Ex- 
ecutive to use money in the or in the sinking f to prevent the 
possible action of any creditors of the company to in any way interfere with 
the action and operation of the roads as a great instrumentality of the Gov- 
ernment, When, therefore, the executive department of the Government 
consents toan arrangement by which this fundamental object of the law is 
absolutely and forever defeated, and the great line sə highly prized is to be 
divided up among warring and conflicting interests, it is time for an earnest 
and emphatic protest on the part of Congress; and when, further, it is found 
that the Executive not only permits but actually participates and aids in the 
execution of this destruction, as is shown by the correspondence as given by 
the letters from the „ in response to the Senate resolutions of 
January 23 and of March 26, 1897, and hereto attached, and actually pro 
to consent to a surrender of the sinking fund, and the enormous sacrifice of 
the poine interests of the Government, it would seem beyond the power 
of the most able of corporation agencies to satisfactorily explain such action. 
This correspondenceshows letters from various Government directors highly 
approving is unlawful proceeding. If we areto believe the current news 
ot the day, some of these directors are largely interested in the proposed new 
organization, and history seems about to repeat itself, and the practices of 
the Crédit Mobilier and the construction companies of the past to be once 
more revived and pss in operation. 

No information come to the committee as to the plan of reorganization 
which is proposed as a sequel to the purchase of the interests of the United 
States in the Union Pacific Railroad and the sinking fund except statements 
in the newspapers which have not been contradicted. There are appended 
extracts of recent date from journals published in New York, which are of 
importance in the absence of more authentic statements. 

f the Government has knowledge of this plan of reorganization, it has not 
been communicated to Congress; and the haste in the sale of the property 
under the existing agreement with the former Executive, which is evidently 
a part of the plan, requires the active intervention of Congress in demand- 
ing a full knowledge of the plan in course of execution. 

According to estimates made as of January I. 1897, the total debt of the 
Union Pacific Company is $92,285,344.36. The bond and interest account cred- 
its to March 1. 1596. are $20.145.889.33; further credits on account of transpor- 
tation services to January 1. 1897, $1,600,000, leaving a balance of indebtedness 
of 870.538.455. As the sinking fund is not to be deducted from this sum, but is 
to be turned over to the reorganized company on the payment of $15,754.059.09, 
the actual loss in money to the Government will be $24,781.396. In addition to 
this there will undoubtedly be great losses sustained by other creditors of the 
company, because this is intended, apparently. to b» a complete transfer of all 
the rights, property, and franchises of the existing company toa new company 
in virtue of a decree of the court and by its assistance in the execution of a 
contract that Con alone can ratify. - 

The undersigned append a statement of a newspaper representing a com- 
plaint of the minor shareholders and giving some idea of the injury which 
would result to that class of creditors of the company. 

But there is another class of creditors who have furnished the money with 
which these roads have been built, by payment of double price for Govern- 
ment land and by exorbitant rates of freizht and fare, who have a right to 
claim every ble consideration at the hands of C . 

Tue people living along these lines of road and throughout the West are the 
burden bearers and creditors above all others whose claims must be 
considered. Congress has in its hands a sacred trust to perform in seeing to 
it that all the perty and facilities which heve been created at the expense 
of these P shall pere intact, and that no syndicates of 
bondholders, or others be allowed to step in and mber the great 
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agency which is sacredly and forever to be preserved to the people, and it is 
for their benefit and interest that the committee recommend earnest and 
effective action. 

The provisions of the 3 Act so clearly and specifically state for 


what jnre the sinking ll be used that it is almost impossible to 
conceive of such an unlawful and improper action being taken in the face of 
law so full and comprehensive. 1 

The power to sell that fund is not given to the President by any law. 

In section 11 of that act the duty of the Attorney-General is feall 
stated. It is not a matter of choice with him, but it is most absolutely an 
B rode Ai ee duty. 

Sec. ll. That if either of said railroad companies shall fail to perform all 
and singular the uirements of this act and of the acts hereinbefore men- 
tioned, and of any other act relating to said company, to be by it performed, 
for the period of six months next after such performance may be due, such 
failure shall rate as a forfeiture of all the rights, privileges, ran and 
franchises derived or obtained by it from the United States; and it shall be 
ane oat of the Attorney-General to cause such forfeiture to be judicially 
enfo: 2 

The unde ed herewith submit various decisions of the Supreme Court 
bearing directly upon this action and can not hesitate to recommend the im- 
mediate passage by the Senate of the resolution now 8 the eden 


JNO. T. MORGAN. 
J. L. RAWLINS. 


[99 U. 8., 724-725. Sinking-fund enges Union Pacific Railroad Company ts. 
United States. Central Pacific Railroad Company vs. Gallatin.] 


The United States occupy toward this corporation a twofold relation—that 
of sovereign and that of creditor. (United States vs. Union Pacific Railroad 
Co., 98 U. S., 500.) Their rights as sovereign are not crippled because they are 
creditors, and their privileges as creditors are not e ged by the charter 
because of their sovereignty. They can not, as creditors, demand payment 
of what is due them before the time limited by the contract. Neither can 
they, as sovereign or creditors, require the company to pay the other debts 
it owes before they mature. 

But out of regard to the rights of the subsequent lien holders and stock- 
holders, it is not m their right but their duty as sovereign to see to it that 
the current stockholders do not, in the administration of the affairs of the 
corporation, appropriate to their own use that which in equity belongs to 
others. A legislative regulation which does no more than require them 
to submit to their just contribution toward the er dnce of a bonded debt 
can not B: sense be said to deprive them of their property without due 
process of law. 


[109 U. S., 651, Wardell vs. Railroad Company.! 


1. The directors of a corporation are subject to the obligations which the 
law imposes upon trustees and agents. ey can not, therefore, with re- 
" tothe same matters, act for themselves and for it, nor occupy a posi- 

on in conflict with its interests. 

2. Hence, a court will refuse to give effect to arrangements by directors 
of a railroad company to secure, at its expense, undue advantazes to them- 
selves, by forming, as an auxiliary to it. a new company, with the under- 
standing that they or some of them shall become stockholders in it and then 
that valuable contracts shall be given to it by the railroad company, in the 
profits of which they, as such stockholders, shall share. 

8. The contract entered into md 16, 1868, by the Union Pacific Railroad 
Company by direction of the executive committee of the of directors, 
with Godfrey and Wardell (infra, page 652), which the latter assigned, without 
consideration, to a new company, in which a majority of the stock was taken 
by six directors of the old company, declared to be fraudulent and void. 


[134 U. S., 287. Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Railway Company vs. Third 
Naticnal Bank of Chicago.] 


The prose of a corporation constitute a trust fund for the payment of 
its debts; and when there is a misappropriation of the funds of a corpora- 
tion, equity, on behalf of the creditors of such a corporation, will follow the 
funds so diverted. The Milwaukee Company, from securities on the prop- 
erty of the Pacific Company, received nearly $3,000,000; part it used for the 
benefit of the lessor company, and part it appropriated to its own benefit. 
Can it do this, and let the lessor company's debt go unpaid? Equity answers 
this question in the negative, and such was the ruling of the circuit judge. 
(26 Fed. Rep., 820.) 


[91 U. S. United States vs. Union Pacific Railroad Company.] 


The bonds in.question were issued in pursuance of a scheme to aid in the 
construction of a great national highway. (Page 79.) 

The enterprise was viewed asa national undertaking for national purposes; 
and the public mind was directed to the end in view, rather than to the par- 
ticular means of securing it. (Page SU.) 

The project of building the road was not conceived for private ends; and 
the prevalent opinion was that it could not be worked out rivate capital 
alone. It was a national work, o: ting in national ne es and requir- 

national assistance. (Page 81. 

t is true the scheme contemplated profit to individuals, for without a 
reasonable expectation of this, capita could not be obtained. nor the requi- 
site skill and enterprise. But this consideration does not in itself change 
the relation of the parties to this suit. This might have been so if the Gov- 
ernment had incorporated a company to advance private interests, and 
a d to aid it on account of the su d incidental advantages which 
the public would derive from the completion of the projected railway. But 
the primary object of the Government was to advance its own interests, and 
it endeavored to en individual cooperation as à means to an end—the 
securing a road which could be used for its own purposes. (Page 8L) 

Indeed, the whole act contains unmistakable evidence that if Con, s was 
put to the necessity of carrying on a great public enterprise by the instru- 
mentality of private corporations, it took care that there should be no mis- 
understanding about the objects to be attained or the motives which influ- 
enced its action. (Page 82. 

The failure to perform that condition is a cause of forfeiture. If the nat- 
ural meaning of the words be adopted as the true meaning, there can be no 
forfeiture until the bonds themselves have matured. On the contrary, if the 
construction contended for be allowed, the grant is subject to forfeiture on 
each occasion that six months’ interest falls due and is not met by the cor- 
poration. (Page 86.) 

If the road were a success, in addition to the benefits it would confer on 
in a situation to repay the ad- 
vances for interest and the PN whendue. If,onthecontrary, it proved 
to be a failure, subjecting t 
it to a total loss, there would be left the entire property of the corporation, 

ia on could be taken by the Government on a dec- 
laration of forfeiture. (Page 89.) 
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[Senate Document No. 83, Fifty-fourth Congress, second session.] 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D. C., January 23, 1597. 


Sin: I have the honor, pursuant to the Senate resolution of this date, to say 
that an agreement has been made with what is commonly known as the reor- 
ganization committee of the Union Pacific Railway Company respecting the 
foreclosure of the Government lien on property of said company. I transmit 
herewith a Spr of the letter of the President of the United States, under au- 
thority of which the agreement was made and foreclosure proceedings have 
5 and copies of the correspondence which embodies the agree- 
ment. 

"The names of the gentlemen who comprise the reorganization committee 
are as follows: Louis Fitzgerald, chairman; Jacob H. Schiff, T. Jefferson 
Coolidge, jr., Chauncey M. Depew, Marvin Hughitt, Oliver Ames, 2d. 

These papers set forth all the information called for by the resolution. 

After the closing of the agreement I designated the United States Trust 
Company of New York as the depositary, and thereupon, upon the 21st 
instant, the sum of $4,500,000 was pon therein in conformity with the 
terms of the ement. The certificate representing such deposits is now 
in the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Ihave the honor to be, with great respect, 
JUDSON 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, January 12, 1897. 


DEAR SIR: The bill which has been for some time pending before the Con- 

grem providing for the adjustment and extension of the indebtedness of the 
acific railroads to the Government of the United States, has been defeated 

in the House of Representatives. x 

In the case of the Union Pacific Railroad and the Kansas Pacific Railroad, 
a default in the payment of their indebtedness having occurred, and suits 
having been commenced for the foreclosure of the lien upon said roads which 
is paramount to the lien and security of the United States, you are eu d 
directed, pursuant to the provisions of an act of Congress passed March 3, 
1587, after taking such precautions and perfecting such arrangements as are 
possible to assure as far as practicable the payment of their indebtedness to 
the Government as a result of the suits now pending or others to be insti- 
tuted, to take such proceedings in the courts as shall be needful to protect 
and defend the rins and interests of the United States in respect of such 
indebtedness, and to take steps to foreclose the mortgages or liens of the 
United States upon the property of these railroad companies. 

In the case of the other aided Pacific railroads as to which no foreclosure 
suits are pending, a different situation is presented, which requires further 
consideration before deciding the course to be taken by the Government. 


Yours, truly, GROVER CLEVELAND. 


our obedient servant, 
MON, Attorney-General. 


Hon. Jupson HARMON, 
Attorney-General of the United States. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D. C., January 18, 1897. 


Str: Hon. George Hoadly, special assistant to the Attorney-General, has 
sent me your letter to him of the lith instant, making a pro; tion on be- 
half of quee committee for a guaranteed minimum bid for the property of 
the Union Pacific and Kansas Pacific railway companies and the Union Pa- 
cific sinking fund as a basis for the Government's proceeding to foreclose its 
lien thereon. I am authorized by the President to commence foreclosure 
proceedings, as suggested in your proposal, provided itis modified in the 

ollowing particulars: 

(1) In order to ete the basis of the original informal negotiations, 
wich took place in the absence of an accurate statement of the ys 
your offer should be modifled so that the amount of the rantied bi 
therein named be $45,754,059.99, instead of the sum of $45,000,000, 

(2) That the er doen, Bc of your pr be eliminated, viz, “and 
that, to the extent te which the 5 may determine the terms of 
decree, an equal deposit to be made within a reasonable time before sale shall 
be required as a Mem of any other bidder." While I have no doubt 
that the court will follow the uniform practice in railway foreclosures of re- 
quiring a deposit of all bidders as a guaranty of good faith and security for 
performance, and while the Government will obviously have the same inter- 
est as other parties in having such condition imposed, I do not wish to make 
a stipulation on that point as a condition of our arrangement. 

(3) That your pro is understood to mean that in case the property 
mentioned should not be sold as a unit, minimum bids for the separate g 
tions thereof are to be made which in the aggregate will produce to the Gov- 
ernment the net sum above mentioned. In case of separate sales the deposit 
named by you may of course be used for qualification of bidders representing 
you at each, in such proportions as may be required under the terms of sale. 

(4) Your guaranty applies to such sale or sales as shall become effective. 
The sale of the sinking fund may be judicial or otherwise. 

Your acceptance of the above modifications of your proposal will close the 
arrangement. and I will proceed to institute foreclosure proceedings on be- 
half of the Government as soon as the deposit named by you is made, for 
which, upon receipt of your acceptance, I will designate the depositary. 


Very respectfully, 
, Attorney-General, 
Lovis FITZGERALD, Esq., 
Chairman Reorganization Committee, Union Pacific Rwy. Co. 
No. 120 Broadway, New York, N. Y. 


REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE, 
Union Pactric RAILWAY COMPANY, 
New York, January 20, 1897. 
Sin: I have your favor of 18th instant, written in 83 to my letter of 15th 
instant to Hon. rge Hoadly, special assistant to the Attorney-General. 
On behalf of the reorganization committee of the Union Pacific Railway 
Company, Ihave the honor to accept the modifications proposed in your 
letter of January 18, 1897, to the proposal made in my letter to Hon. George 
Hoadly dated on the 15th instant. 


am, very respeetfully. 
: : LOUIS FITZGERALD, 
Chairman Union Pacific Reorganization Committee. 
Hon. Jupsox HARMON. 
Attorney-General, Washington, D. C. 

i New York, January 15, 1897. 
lying on behalf of the Union Pacific reorganization com- 
mittee to your favor of the l4th instant, in which you uest from this 
committee such proposition as it may be willing to make fixing a guaranty 
bid at foreclosure and sale for the interest of the United States in the Union 
Pacific Railway and for the Union Pacific sinking fund, I am authorized to 


DEAR SIR: 
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— 1318 and through vou to the executive department of the Govern- 

men e 

In theevent that the Government shall at once take proceedings in the pend- 
reclosure sui - 80 


ing fo: om by independent bills, for the enforcement of its lien 
poe. the rai an propera of the Union Pacific Railway (which includes 

line) by sale and for the sale of the sin 8228 
in the hands of Secretary of ary ting to the Union ic 
Railway the reorganiza is to 


embraced within lien of Go 
in the United States Union Pacific sinking fund, taken at par, which shall 
andcharges 


upon 


e sum 000: 

9 to the condition that — 
terms of the foreclosure as a deposit 

act on behalf of the re 

yhich the the Government may. e the terms of and that to u unl deposit, 

F be made within a Pride à tie [doe sale, shall be required as a quali- 

other bidder. Should the biota desire to liquidate the 

8 sale of the railwa: , the reorganization 

epared to anticipate this Boies of its offer by an earlier 

g fund at par of the cash and securities therein con- 


meni 
the provision isone of very considerable Vies miri nnd as the 
9 is Und e adire whichnow it will be obvious that 
fhe’ and it d to be understood as 


reorganizat 
anco by the Go right to withdraw this offer at any time previous to its accept- 


ance Government. 
5 


Chairman. o. 
of t 


fication of an 
sinking 
5 will be 


ERALD, 
don acie Bot Committee 
c Rail Company. 
Hon. GEORGE HOADLY, Se e 
—— to Atttorney-General,. 
22 William Street, cx York City. 


[Senate Document No. 27, Fitty-atth Congress, first session.] 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D.C., April 3, 1897, 
The Senate of the United States: 
In response to JUI resolution of the 20th ultimo, 
Attorney-General to inform the Senate whether any 
been entered into b by the ä or any itu the = 
ments MK to the future disposal of the Union Pacific Rail 
othe: {hatte send to the Senste all gupencon file I5 ur E 
of Justice relating to said —€— Ihave to say— 
(1) That on the 23d of January last the Attorney-Gene: 


resolution, seut to the Senate several papers S relating 
him and Mr. Louis Fitzgerald. 
Du LN NM UE of D 


tween A 

2) That in Vp Perd af Departm 

fails 20 eorom — € at tho kind inquired abou 

(8) That I know of no other agreement entered into by the Pronldant or 


e direct the 
ment, 5 

— 1 —— De 
ace 


— 


in answer to a 
an agreement 


4) I transmit ao a few additional papers concerning the agreement 
WIL ees n the a of January last. 
JOSEPH MoKENNA, 
Attorney-General 
[Telegram.] 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D. C., January 16, 1897. 


Hon. Gro. HOADLY, 
d William: Street, New York, N. Y.: 
and ask them to 


submit copy of proposal to Government. directors, 
83 me in writing whether they think it should be accepted. on 


y New YORK, January 16, 1897. 
of the Union Pacific reorganiza- 
the sum of ,000,000, secured by a 
oF thot including the sinking fund, 
the United States. In my judg: 


greet I peve 8. Hou tho pr 
of RO, Miel be bid 122 the p: 
‘or 
pi . above i, to prior to the lien 
— proposition ought to be accepted. 
very trul: 
3 2 E. ELLERY ANDERSON, 
Government Director. 


Hon. JUDSON HARMON, 
Attorney-General. 


[Telegram.] 
OMAHA, NEBR., January 17, 1897. 
Gen. Jupson Harmon, 


corn eren Washington, D. C.: 


at 3 ot Government lien Lr (Dg poen 

first m 000,000 cash, end te eceuro Lid bu $i 300400 

immediately. 89 on competition of others. est aud t boat 

bid to D . Please wire Ati ey-General Judson Wash- 

ington, at pana whether Der 0 the acceptance of 2 S. and 
mm te beginning of foreclosure proceedings on e Govern- 

ment. This refers to Union Pacific MIT Pacific only." 


Without rtunity to consult with the other directors, and su 
Re t y, t ad forthe Government In Meidt i 


Iadvise the acceptance of this proposition. 
"s 3 ie et J. N. H. PATRICK, 
Government Director. 
ARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Was Din. D. C., January 16, 1897. 
Srn: I have just received your letter of the 15th P sd with inclosures. 
"The letter of: Louis d, chairman of the commit- 


tee of the Union Pacific Company, to a formal pro-.| the 
V to oreclose its S liens, of course 
ved my first attention. haa 2 
The Secretary of the Treasury and „ 


Fitzgerald's proposal We find two things in it to which ish 
the committee's attention, with a view, i e — 3 


possi f having them. 
before I take final action Me 


First. I donot like the clause “ that to me extent to which 9 
!:! CUR ME M LONDON Ni paper peter 
rers le time before sale, shall be Teqnired asaq tion of cing other 

er." 

This is a new feature which has never been mentioned in any of the in- 
formal diseussions of the subject. Whilethecourt will doubtless, in the decree 
for sale, follow the usual custom of requiring a deposit of some sort fromthe 
bidders, this isa matter for the court and not for the Pape to determine. 
While ordinarily counsel for the parties, in 1 1 resenting their proposed e tes 
suggest this, among other terms, and aUe e whoever may represent the 
Panier m the suit at the time the decree shall be entered will 

le suggestions in this regard, Ido not want to agree — —.— 
om 1 — subject. 


My reason is this: One of the strongest features of the proposed 

iment ja that it secures the Government the sacrifice of its claim by 
assuring at least a certain sum, and also saves to the Government whatever 
advantage there may be in a public sale at which all may compete. If I 
should now to any provision which might be construed as a restriction 
upon other ers, I can see —.— em 
public character in which I am acting and of ee general situation. 

It must be remembered, too, that de as between the Government 
and the committee, is not'a condition of the bidding. as the s copong which 
may be required by the decree will be, but is an entirel fferent thing, 
namely, a security to the Government that the minimum i will be made. 
This amount, therefore, bears no necessary relation to the deposit which 
should be qp eye of the other bidders. 

I in referring to the sinking fund—in 


Seco 
fact, I think it has alwa oe p pe the sinking fund as it 
stood on January 1, 1897, AREE of eourse, the Government will 
ts the proposal not to diminish the sinking fund or chango 
— by any act ot its and the actual salo of tho property Che amour bae pei 
e agreement and actual sale of the e amount o —— 
fikely te be I should just Dt. thereto —— ch 


ent might ensue, in view of the 


s 9 as they shall deem best, will 
culars before I lay it before the Presi- 
e committee that there was some mistake 
part of the Treasury accounting officers who 
the —— of the present condition of the sinking „Which I 
‘ou, which, as the tary tells me, made the amount of cash on hand 
considerably greater than it should be. "I wish to remove any —.— for 
pos misapprehension that there ma: thal Lr be on this point. 


Kindly also assure the committee - ognize their right toa prompt 
reply to their and willact 
Very respectfully, 


Y qv DSON HARMON, 


Hon. GEORGE HOADLY, 
No, 22 William Street, New York, N. Y. 


[Telegram.] 


CHICAGO, ILL., January 17, 1897. 
Attorney Genie) SPDP NIHON 85 2 4 
Washin ington, D. G. 


pete ome pn inpr ped hagas yen pe a commit- 
tee are ready to make the Crue y mire per yia non Coudert and 
myself so strongly recommended to President C. vun; last Ji n and that 
they are now able to establish their bid upon a omte footing by a sufficient 
deposit of cash to warrant Administration in imm te steps to 
secure an exceptionally good offer for the Government, which I have the 
honor to represent. 
J. W. DOANE. 
(Telegram. ] 
New YORK, January 22, 1897. 
Hon. JUDSON. HARMON, 
Attorney-General, Washington, D. C.: 


Government directors met to-day and ourned to I o'elock to-morrow. 
They ask us to furnish copy of all correspondence with you relating to com- 
mittoo! s guaranty, with copy of trust company's receipts of the earnest 
money, for oe ie em nb formal —— to President. Shall I fur- 
Fe en 


Secretary Reorganization Committee, 120 Broadway. 
T ‘ 


[Telegram.] 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D. C., Janwary 23, 1897. 
2 bal roel . 
120 Broadway, — 2 — York, N. Y.: 
N ections to furnishing directors copy of all correspondence. 
ou HARMON, Attorney-General, 


[Press dispatch. ] 
UNION PACIFIC REORGANIZATION—THE COMMITTEE HAS PREPARED PLANS 
SATISFACTORY TO THE GOVERNMENT. à 

BOSTON, June 15. 
Within a short time the reorganization committee of the Union Pacific 

Railway yis to make publie ts plan for the reorganization 
of the road, and assurances have been dose that the plan will be accepta- 
bie to the representatives of the Government. It is expected that a new 
„ ion. The time for the actual sale of the road to 


the new compan ee ae foreclosure proceedings was set for the first 
week in July, bu legal formalities it it is not — 
that the Tp —.— . operated by the new company much 
tober of 
The new plan is said tor the actual the of the road by the reor- 
nl net sum of $28,691,336, altho the — 
A on cad ot ME. is made up in the form of 


1897. 
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bonds which, under the original plan, was to be $100,000,000, is to be reduced 
under the new plan to $7 — —— there is to bean increase in the allot- 
ment of preferred the Union Pacific sinking fund 8s and the Kansas 


braska, which are ä 
ization plan, and are to 
ong tho men mentioned as the members of the new corporation and its 

bable officers are Oliver W. Mink, of Boston; John W. Doane, of Chicago; 

Frederic R. Coudert, of New York; John F. Dillon, of New York; Alex. - 

lar, of Boston; Edwin F. Atkins, of Boston; 1 „of New York; 

George J. Gould, of New York; Q. Cunnon, of Salt e City; Henry 

1 — of New York; Collis P. Huntington, and William R. Hearst, of New 

or 


UNION PACIFIO OPPOSITION—MANY ENGLISH SHAREHOLDERS THINK THAT 
THE REORGANIZATION PLAN IS TOO DRASTIOC. 


The stockholders’ movement abroad, in o; tion to the ape n een 
of the Union Pacific. Railway, has — 0 ee of some uential 


now in a 
ifle Company. Some prominent ho however, have enlisted them- 
selves on ue pile: although for the present they wish to have their names 
Mor. — 9 — y reorganized without the necessity of creating 
* The com can ou 0 
$75,000,000 of pretérred shocks I think $50,000,000 can be easily saved to the 
shareholders. Of course all Union ic tion plans are depend- 
ent on being able to effect a settlement of the Government debt on about the 
basis which the present n committee contemplates, but if such 
a settlement can be obtained the creation of this mass of preferred stock is 
absolutely unn and wasteful. There are still ho; however, that 
Con ght be induced to grant an extension on the debt on a fair basis. 
fund, the whole Government debt could be discha: within 
and there is no necessity for the Government to lose one 


The Union Pacific, not counting the payments into the collateral trust 
sinking funds, and some extraordinary items, such as on investments 
which will not occur again, earned last ra surplus of $386,000 over and 
above payments to the Governmentof 000, and after having ch: the 
full interest on all its direct indebtedness, except the various collateral loans, 
which are, however, near] 5 ere is not the slightest doubt 
that the interest on about $37.500, Tm bonds 
6 per cent to 4 per cent without the y of giving the first-mortgage 
bonds millions in preferred stock as a bonus. 
5 alone penc save es —.— 8 e a veer, and —.— 
ye enabled the company to apply year x ward the payme: 
of the Government debt. Of courseall financial 


Ho can you overcome the fact that 95 per cent of the shareholders have 

ed the reorganization * I asked. 

“Weare quite aware cf this fact.“ he said, but we shall demonstrate at 
the proper e how some of the v ia n shareholders have been in- 
duced by special pegu and cipation in the syndicate to deposit 
their shares, and that they make up in a measure thereby what they lose on 
—— other d 1e eren erri olders, — have 9 into 

o ncceptance- plan by threatened penalties, and are no placed 
on the same footing as the large shareholders." 

TRUSTEES FOR THE SHAREHOLDERS. 


“The committee does not seem to realize that by asking for deposit of 
shares as well as bonds, and by allowing themselves compensation for their 
services, they become trustees for the Miweholioreen well as for the bond- 
holders, and as such were bound to guard the interests of all the sharehold- 
ers without auy eig at and to obtain the best ble terms for them. 
If even at one time a diverse financial and business condition led the com- 
mittee to honestly believe that the heavy sacrifices of the present plan were 
necessary, circumstances have now so changed as to Tanke: pack: sacrifices 


pon both the directors and the committee until 


a good passed into other hands. 
D with this object in view the committee ly reserved the 


even to entirely abandon the plan, er before or after 
being declared operative. Amy other ard gui y of the power thus re- 
Berved would be doing injustice to the gen en ot the committee, and the 


shareholders have every right to expect them to voluntaril ‘opose mate- 
rial modifications. THis il wo wont M 

“In trying to obtain this the shareholders could undoubtedly reckon upon 
the support of the publie, the press, and. probably also of Congress and the 


Mr.HARRIS of Kansas. I ask that the statement be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. The resolu- 
tion will take its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the resolution read is the unani- 
mous report of the committee. Three Senators have chosen, I being 
of the number, to state the specific grounds upon which we rest our 
position in support of the report. Ido not know that there is any 
contradiction or contrariety of opinion in the committee on the 
ae om that are here stated. I do not well see how there 
could RM resolution as amended is agreed to by the entire 


ti 
I wish to say to the Senate separately, as a part of my report 
connected with this matter, that the agreement which has been 
made by the Executive of the former Administration is in process 


of execution and will very soon be consummated if the court before ! printed. 


can be reduced from’ 


whom the bill is pending will feel itself warranted in giving any 


importance or any value to that agreement. 

e three members of the committee point out in the report 
which the Senator from Kansas has just read that the agreement 
of the President of the United States for the disposal of the prop- 
erty of the Union Pacific Railroad Company and of the sinking 
fund is ultra vires. This position is the basis of the resolution. 
We might go further than that if we chose to do so, and say that 
it is a plain, palpable breach and violation of the statute. There 
is no authority for that agreement found in the laws of the United 
States. Nevertheless we understand the weight of Executive 
power and Executive influence in courts and in Congress and 
amongst the people. It is not a light matter. Many people yield 
to it without inquiry or objection. 

It is necessary that the Senate of the United States should 
sas eig its views upon this subject at the earliest possible date in 
order that the court may understand whether we expect to abide 
by and perform that agreement, or whether we expect to retain 
and reserve for the United States all the rights of the Govern- 
ment and the people againn an agreement which sells a property 
that to-day is perfectly solvent and ectly able to pay every 
debt that it owes for the paltry sum of $26,000,000. 

I now give notice, inasmuch as this matter goes to the Calendar, 
that on next Monday at the conclusion of the morning business 
and I desire the Senator from Iowa to notice this—that on next 
Monday morning, at the close of the morning business, I shall 
move the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the resolution. 
I think very likely it will not lead to much debate. I want the 
Senate, in the meantime, to have an opportunity to look over the 
report of the Senator from Kansas. It is compact, complete, brief, 


and to the point, and in my judgment there is no ible way of 
proceeding except by 2 æ resolution of the ate that we 
disagree to the action of the Executive and repudiate it, and that, 


80 far as we are concerned, we do not expect to be bound by it. 

Perhaps if both Houses were in the regular course of action, 
with committees provided, etc., we would. have made this a con- 
current ora jointresolution; but in the present attitude of affairs, 
running as we are on one wheel, and as we have to transact the 
business of the Government, as far as we can, for the preservation 
of the rights of the United States and of the people through the 
solitary action of the Senate of the United States, the committee 
have thought it best to present a Senate resolution. That is per- 
haps as far as we can go; but I take it, sir, that neither the courts 
nor any other of the departments or functionaries of the Govern- 
ment will to venture, in the presence of the report that 
has now been made cf facts that are absolutely indisputable, to 
sacrifice the great p of the Union Pacific Railroad for 
$26,000,000 under a void contract. 

I feel inclined. to tuner with my statement, but I shall not 
do so at present. enever the resolution is taken up, I shall 
seek an opportunity to show not only that: this agreement is con- 
trary to the statute, that it violates it abruptly and decisively, 
but to show, Mr. President, that when the receivers of the road 
and the Government directors of the road are engaged in this 
contract for the purpose of throwing the Union c Railroad 
away, the situation is, as is characterized in that report, as bad as if 
not worse than the Credit Mobilier and the Contract Company's 
engagement with the Central Pacific Railroad Company. "The 
facts as disclosed in the 4 eie of the Attorney-General sent to 
the Senate x — — admit of delay or neglect in counteracting this 

us explo 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not familiar with this matter or the ne- 
cessity for immediate consideration. My worm er [Mr. GEAR], 
who is chairman of the Committee on Pacific ilroads, is not 
present this morning, and I hope the Senator from Alabama will 
allow the matter to rest for the present without fixing a time. 
Certainly it is of the utmost importance that the bill now under 
consideration should be got into conference before any other 
measure is taken up. I shall feel compelled to resist, at least so 
far as I can, the taking up of any new business outside of the 
tariff question until that is disposed of. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CAFFERY (by qn introduced a bill (S. 2287) for the 
relief of Arther Taylor, of Lafayette Parish, La.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. INGTON introduced a bill (S. 2288) for the purchase 
of the Geracchi bust of Benjamin Franklin; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 2289) for the relief of Hor 
Corydon Millard; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION PILL. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committes on Appropriations, and ordered. to be 
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HARRIS P, HURST. 


Mr. WALTHALL submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be instructed to investigate and 
report pe the claim of Harris P. Hurst against the Government of the 
United States for compensation for making, or causing to be made, certain 
ordnance inventions authorized in the act entitled An act makin appro- 
priations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893," ap- 
pw July 12, 1892, a contract having been entered into under said act 

tween the said Hurst and the Secretary of the Navy, and report whether 
the Government of the United States has made or caused to be made any 
wire-wound or other guns, high-explosive shells, or other ordnance devices 
covered by any of the applications for patent filed by the said Harris P. Hurst 
in the United States Patent Office, for which the said Hurst claims compensa- 
tion, and whetber said inventions were embraced in his ag for 
patents, or were de by officers of the United States in public or private 
employ, and also whether said Hurst is entitled to any compensation 
for, and if so, how much. 


COST OF PRODUCTION IN LEADING INDUSTRIES. , 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY], 
coming over from a previous day. Y 

The resolution submitted on the 24th instant by Mr. CAFFERY 
was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Labor be, and is hereby, directed to 
collect from official sources, or otherwise, if necessary, information relating 
to the total cost and labor cost of production in fifteen of the leading indus- 
tries common to this country, Great Britain, ce, Belgium, and Germany, 
and report the results of his inquiries to the Senate as soon after the meet- 
ing ofthe second session of the Fifty-fifth Congress as possible: Provided, 
That the inquiries hereby puthoctend shall be carried on under the regular 
appropriations made for the Department of Labor. 1 


Mr. CHANDLER. Isubmitted to the Senator from Louisiana 
yesterday one or two amendments to the resolution, and if they 
can be agreed to, I shall have no objection to a resolution. Ido 
object to it in its present form. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator state the nature of his 
amendments? I have not seen the amendments. Perhaps I 
might consent to them. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow the resolution to 

o over for a few moments, I will submit the amendments to 
im. I hope the resolution may be passed over for the present. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I should like to have the resolution consid- 
ered this morning, if possible. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall prepare my amendments during the 
day, and will suggest them to the Senator. 

Mr.CAFFERY. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection, the reso- 
lution will lie over until an agreement is reached between the 
Senator from Louisiana and the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CAFFERY subsequently said: The Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] has decided not to offer the amend- 
ments which he intended to propose to the resolution that I of- 
fered, and which, as I unders the Chair, was laid temporarily 
aside in order that the Senator from New Hampshire might have 
an opportunity to perfect his amendments. Inow ask that the 
resolution be taken up and considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the immediate 
consideration of the resolution offered by the Senator from Loni- 
siana on the 24th instant, which came up under the order of morn- 
ing business this morning? 

. ALLISON. If it leads to no debate, I shall not object. 

Mr. CAFFERY. It will lead to no debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the considera- 
tion at this time of the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY], which has been read? The Chair hears 
no objection, and the question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


TRANSMISSISSIPPI AND INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION, 


Mr. ALLEN. Ioffera resolution, which I ask to have read and 
lie over until Monday morning. : 

The resolution was read, as follows: 5 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, respectfully requested, 
if in his judgment it would not be incompatible with the public policy, to in- 
vite by proclamation, or in such other manner as he may deem most proper, 
foreign nations to make exhibits at the Transmississippi and International 
Exposition, to be held at the Sur of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, between 
June land November 1, A. D. 1598, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrows inthechair). The 
resolution will lie over at the request of the Senator from Ne- 


there- 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I now move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of House bill 379. 
'The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to 
rovide revenue for the Government and to encourage the indus- 
es of the United States. à 
Mr. ALLISON. On Thursday there was an understanding with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmirH] and Senators on the 


other side that as soon as the schedule relating to tobacco had 
been disposed of we should take up the matters passed over relat- 
ing to leather. Ishould be glad this morning to have that ques- 
tion taken up, but I learn that the Senator from New Jersey 
desires to be present when that schedule is considered, and that 
he is unwell to-day; so I suppose we shall be obliged to put it 
over. Lask what is the view of Senators on the other side? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We have no objection to its going 
over. Ihave just received a telephonic message from the Senator 
from New Jersey that heis too iil to be present to-day, but that 
he will be here on Monday morning. It may be just as conven- 
v. to other Senators to take it up on Monday as to take it up 

ay. 

Mr. ALLISON. It may be necessary for us to pass over some 
other matters which I wanted to take up to-day; otherwise an 
early adjournment may ed be necessitated. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to have printed an amendment, 
which I submit by request to the pending bill, providing a sched- 
e e quss on spices, which I ask may be printed and laid upon 

e tabie. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I also ask that an unsigned memorandum 
which has been handed to me, stating the reasons why duties 
upon spices should be imposed, may be printed as a document for 
the use of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the request? 
The Chair hears none, and that order will be made. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask now that we proceed to the consideration 
of the paragraphs which have been over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. "Without objection, that will be the 
order; and the first paragraph passed over will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The first amendment passed over was, on 
page 1, line 3, of the bill, to change the operative date on which 
the proposed law shall take effect by striking out the word May” 
and inserting **July;" so as to read: 


That on and after the Ist day of July, 1897, etc. 


Mr. ALLISON. From necessity, that will have to be left blank 
for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thenextitem which was passed over 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The next item over was, under the 
heading Schedule A.—Chemicals, oils, and paints,” in paragraph 
1, on page 2, line 3, after the word pound,” to strike out ‘‘sali- 
cylic acid, 10 cents per pound.” 

Mr. ALLISON. J ask the Presiding Officer what was done with 
the amendment, in lines 6 and 7 of the first clause of the bill, after 
the word “countries,” to strike out ‘tor withdrawn for consump- 
tion?” Were those words stricken out? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands from the Sec- 
n par the amendment striking out those words has been 
agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Allright. Then the next item passed over is 
on page ?, line 3, which has been read by the Secretary. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 1, page 2, line 3, after the word 
** pound," the amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance 
was Pare Oxer; striking out the words ‘‘ salicylic acid, 10 cents 
per pound.” 

Mr. ALLISON. On behalf of the majority of the Committee on 
Finance, I ask that that amendment may be disagreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? Without objec- 
tion, the amendment striking out the words which have been read 
is disagreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What were the words the committee 
i mere, reported to strike out in paragraph 1? 

. ALLISON. . There was one item in that paragraph passed 
over, **salicylic acid, 10 cents per pound." The committee origi- 
nally recommended that that item should be stricken out here 
and ‘‘salicylic " inserted in the free list. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Thatis agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee amendment has been disagreed 
to; but it has not yet been stricken from the free list. 

Mr. VEST. That is, you put it back on the dutiable list? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is put back on the dutiable list. 

1 T. The next paragraph passed over will 
E ; 

Mr. ALLISON. Before proceeding to that, I ask that in para- 
graph 452, which is in the list, the word **salicylic," in line 
ai may be stricken out; so that the entire matter may be disposed 
of now. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 452, line 20, after the word 
‘‘salicic,” it is proposed to strike out ** salicylic.” 

Mr. VEST. I should like to know the cause of this change of 
mind on the part of our friends on the other side. They tive 


heretofore put this article on the free list, and it must haye been 
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done after examination. I think this article came from the House 
on the dutiable list, and the Committee on Finance struck it out 
and put it on the free list. We are entitled to know the mental 
process by which our friends have concluded to put it back upon 
the dutiable list. I have a numberof communications in favorof 
salicylic acid going upon the free list; but Ihave contented my- 
self with the result of the examination on the part of the majority 
of the committee, and was very glad to know that they had put it 
upon the free list. Now, however, it is put back on the dutiable 
list. 

Mr. ALLISON. This acid is 8 manufactured in this 
country, and it is an important acid. The duty of 10 cents a pound 
is about 25 per cent ad valorem, the rate provided as to a great 
many other acids of a kindred character, and on further examina- 
tion the committee thought it was a proper subject of duty. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Iowa knows that the American 
manufacturers control the market for this article, and why should 
wenow put aduty upon it? What manufacturer has been here 
and represented that it is to his interest that this thing should be 
done? The Senator knows that we manufacture almost all of this 
article that is used here. It was free under the McKinley Act, it 
was free under the Wilson Act, and it was made free by the first 
report of the majority of the Finance Committee. lthink the 
weight of authority is altogether in favor of this article remain- 
ing on the free list. : 

r. ALLISON. It is very largely manufactured in St. Louis 
and in various other parts of our country. It is manufactured 
chiefly from coal tar, and also from wintergreen. 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itisa T important manufacture, and now 
sells at about 40 cents a pound. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave not heard a ange argument why it should 
not go on the free list. The Senator does not pretend to say that 
we do not control the market. We eom manufacture it. 

Mr. ALLISON. We do not control the entire market; it is im- 
ported as well. I 

Mr. VEST. Not to anything like the amount of consumption. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will state for the information of the Senator 
from Missouri that this is an article of large consumption and 
manufacture in this country, and that it has heretofore been pro- 
tected by patents which have expired, and that is the reason that 
some protection is now wanted against the imported article. It 
is largely manufactured in my State and in Pennsylvania. I ask 
to have read a letter from a Pennsylvania manufacturer showing 
the actual cost of wages paid in the manufacture of the article. 

Mr. VEST. I understand, as well as I can hear the Senator 
from. New Jersey, his statement to be that this article hitherto 
was protected by a patent, but the patent has expired, and now 
they want to put a protective duty on it. 

Mr. SEWELL. notthat a very good reason? I will ask the 
Senator from Missouri why a duty should not be imposed to pro- 
tect the American manufacturer against the German and Eng- 
lish chemists and manufacturers? 

Mr. VEST. I have no doubt that from the protective stand- 
point that is an ample and sufficient argument, but not from mine. 

Mr. SEWELL. 1 will ask the Senator if it is not a good pro- 
tective argument that this article is used in the manufacture of 
beer, against the deterioration of which the people of this country 
ought to be protected? P : 

Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator say it is used in the manu- 
facture of beer? 

Mr. SEWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEWART. Then it had better be put upon the free list 
atonce. The article ought not to be used at all. 

Mr. SEWELL. It is used for the deterioration of beer, and the 
beer people are wes to have it put upon the free list. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator is pee! a very important 
subject. The use of foreign rice and acids in the making of beer 
is most injurious to the people. It is, according to the physicians 
with whom I have talked, poisonous, and it is creating almost uni- 
versally diseases of the kidneys amongst beer drinkers. They 
would not be allowed to manufacture this kind of beer in Europe. 

Mr. VEST. No; but if it is a poison, as I understand now from 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL], then we ought not to 

rotect it. I should like to know if we protect it and enable the 

omestie manufacturers to make more and sell more, if it will 
not still be used to poison beer and destroy the stomachs and lives 
of our Teutonic citizens? It seems to me, instead of protecting it, 
we ought to take away all protection from it. 

Mr. ‘PLATT of Connecticut. Is that any reason why the arti- 
cle should be placed upon the free list? 

Mr. VEST. We ought to prohibit it entirely from coming into 
the country or being manufactured here. Why should we give 
to our own people greater facilities for poisoning the beer of the 
country? 

I nage received communications from the proprietors of a great 
chemical establishment in St. Louis, asking for a duty upon this 


article. I replied to them, as I reply now to all such applications, 
Iam utterly opposed toit. The exports and imports show that 
we control the market. 

Salicylic acid may be used. though I never heard of that before, 
for the deterioration of beer, the poisoning of beer; but it is largely 


used for a great many other purposes. it is an important chem- 
ical product. It is most astonishing that the tariff framers in 
1890 and 1894, upon both sides of the Chamber, put this article 
upon the free list, and that our friends, so acute and learned in 
tariff examinations, deliberately changed the Ding.ey bill, as it 
was called, the House bill—took this article from the dutiable list 
and put it upon the free list, and the Senate indorsed it; and now 
itis to be taken off the free list and put upon the dutiable list 
upon the statements that are made here, 

Mr. GRAY. Because the patent has expired. 

Mr. VEST. Well, Mr. President, we will take the yeas and 
nays on it, anyhow. 

Mr. SEWELL. Ishould like to have the communication read 
to which I have referred. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The communication referred to by 
the Senator from New Jersey will be read, in the absence of objec- 
tion. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

POTTSTOWN, PA., June 9, 1897. 

DEAR Sin: Iam a manufacturer of salicylic acid, and have just been in- 
formed by Loy, pune InviNG P. WANGER that it was through your efforts 
that the consideration of the amendment to strike out the duty was post- 
poned. For this, please accept my thanks. 

When I commenced business two years ago, salicylic acid was selling for 
$1.25 per pound. At present 33 to 35 cents per pound is the price. Then the 
German makers were in a combination and without opposition here and 
maintained the price. . When opposition developed, the price fell from $1.25 
to 50 cents per pound at once, and the decline has since been gradual to the 
basis of 33 cents. 

I give you the cost of making a pound of salicylic acid here: 

OSRDONG Siva suds conceal 18 
Caustic DOAR iison ena iaip ne nds cae „ š 


Carbonic acid 

Sulphuric acid .005 

Wages......... 053 

. „ 0¹⁰ 

Interest on plant .0201 

DODE iiaae iea Aaa Roches sean Ca abet boul ees be EA OANA PARTAS SA NI 
DURE a EN r SAIS EURT CESERURTIE . 3466 


I simply can not live and pay the wages I do and compete with the labor of 
Germany. My p Aree E per man. In Germany ] mark ad day is 
maid. Iasked for r cent ad valorem before the Committee on Ways and 
Means. They gave 10 cents, which is better. If you can have this retained, 
you will help out a struggling manufacturer. 
Yours, respectfully, 
W. S. McFARLAND. 


Senator SEWELL, United States Senate. 


Mr. SEWELL. Ido not care to take up the time of the Senate 
any longer on the subject, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will inquire of the Sena- 
tor from Iowa whether his motion was simply to strike out the 
M pied amendment as to the word *''salicylic " alone, in para- 
graph 452 

dir. ALLISON. I wish to restore, in paragraph 1, line 8, the 
words **salicylic acid, 10 cents per pound." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That has been agreed to. The Chair 
is referring to paragraph 452. 

RS x ISON, There I desire to strike out merely the word 
“salicylic.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa moves to 
strike out the amendment heretofore proposed by the committee, 
in paragraph 452, inserting the word “salicylic,” in line 20, on 
page 161, on the free list. e Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT] 
calls for the yeas and nays npon that amendment. 

Mr. VEST. Let us understand this, Mr. President. What was 
said to have been agreed to in the first b 

The VICE-PRESIDEN T. The paragraph under discussion is 
paragraph 452, on page 161. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But that wasin connection with par- 
agraph 1. The proposition was to disagree to the amendment of 
the committee striking out the words ‘‘salicylic acid, 10 cents per 

ound," in paragraph 1, and in the same connection the paragraph 
in the free list was taken up. The two ought to be acted upon 
together. 'The vote may as well be taken on disagreeing to the 
amendment in paragraph 1 and on disagreeing to the committee 
amendment inserting **salicylic " in the free list. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first amendment of the commit- 
tee, striking out the words “salicylic acid, 10 cents per pound,” in 
paragraph 1, was rejected, and the Senator from Iowa (Mr. ALLI- 
SON] now asks that the amendment proposed by the committee, 
in line 20, paragraph 452, page 161, putting salicylic acid on the 
free list, may be disa, to. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the situation now. If Senators, how- 
ever, desire to test the sense of the Senate by taking the yeas and 
nays upon both questions, I have no objection. 

Mr. VEST. Let the vote be taken on both propositions together. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; let it be taken on both propositions, 
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to the amendment of the committee in line 4, on 


disagreeing 
2, paragraph 1, and also ing to the amendment of the 
committee in i ee 452, relating to salicylic acid. 

Mr. BERRY. As J understand, the question then is on 
to the amendments re by the committee, to 
“salicylic acid” from the House bill. 

, Thereby placing it on the dutiable list. 

It is already on the dutiable list in the House 
committee reported in favor of striki it out, 
thereby putting it on the free list. Those who want it on the 
free 2 will then vote yea,“ in favor of the committee amend- 
men 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. On this question the yeas and nays 
have been demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PETTUS. We do not understand the question. As I 
understand it, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] moves to 
strike out salicylic acid, 10 cents per pound,” in paragraph 1, so 
as to restore the duty, and then moves to strike *‘ salicylic acid” 
from the free list. tis what it amounts to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If I may be itted a word of ex- 
planation, as the Senator from Alabama Ptr. PETTUS] raises the 
question, the committee amendment was to strike out the words 
“salicylic acid, 10 cents per pound,” in paragraph 1. The com- 
mittee pro to withdraw the amendment striking out those 
words, and also to withdraw the amendment inserting ‘salicylic 
acid” on the free list. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam with the 
Senator from New Jersey 5 ason), but I transfer that pair to 


g 
e out 


the Senator from Illinois . Mason], and vote “nay.” 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLOM]. If he were present, I 
should vote **yea." 

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). I have a general 

ir with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. If 


were t. I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR]. he were 
present, I should vote ** yea." 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 


the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. If he were 
present, I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], and therefore 
withhold my vote. I make this announcement for the day. 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I have a 
pues eda gars Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

his a ce, I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CLARK (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris], and voted without 
noting his absence from the Chamber. I transfer that pair to the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoxEs], and will allow my vote to stand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada has voted. 

Mr. CLARK. Then I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PENROSE (after having voted in the negative). I am in- 
formed that the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY], 
wen whom I am paired, is absent, and I therefore withdraw my 
vote. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the negative). I voted 
inadvertently, being paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
CocKRELL]. Isuggest to the Senatorfrom Delaware [Mr. Gray] 
that we transfer our pairs, so that the Senator from Missouri 

Mr. CocKRELL] will stand paired with the Senator from Illinois 
r. CULLOM], which will w the Senator from Delaware and 
myself to vote, and I will allow my vote to stand. 
r. GRAY. Under that arrangement I vote yea.“ 

Mr. MILLS. Iam paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER]. If he were present, I should vote ** yea." 

Mr.TURNER. Iam paired with the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. WARREN]. If he were present, I should vote yea." 

Mr. COCKR . Ivote yea.“ 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator's pair has been transferred. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave transferred my pair with the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] to the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
CuLLom]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. Then I withdraw my vote, I 
should vote yea" if not paired. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
„ ms me o mm 
: I. rum — Walthall, 
Shilton’ McLaurin, Roach, White. 


‘| partment that the statements in the Tr 


NAYS—20. 

Allison, Foraker, McEnery, mer 
Baker, Frye, Nelson, 8 wart, 
Burrows, Gear, Perkins, Teller, 
Carter, Hawley, Platt, Conn. * Thurston, 
Chandler, Hoar, Platt. N. Y. Wetmore, 
Deboe, Jones, Nev. Pritchard, ilson. 
Elkins, Lod; well, 
Fairbanks, McBride, Shoup, 

NOT VOTING—39. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, Lindsay, Pettigrew, 
Bate, George, McMillan, y Proctor, f 
Butler, Gorman, Mallory, Quay, 
= Hale, Mantle, lins, 
Cockrell, Hansbrough, * Mason, ‘Turner, 
Cullom, Harris, K. Mills, W: 
Daniel, Harris, Tenn. Morgan, Wellington, 
Davis, Kenney, Morrill, Wolcott. 
Faulkner, Kyle, Penrose, 


So the amendments of the committee in paragraphs 1 and 452 
were rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The effect of the vote is to leave sali- 
cylic acid datiable at 10 cents a pound, as prescribed in the first 
paragraph. : 

Mr.ALLISON. Isit understood that the effect of the vote just 
taken carries with it the striking out of the word “salicylic” in 
the free list? I understood that to be the effect of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. At the suggestion 
of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoxEs] and the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. VEST], the two votes were together; and both 
the amendments of the committee have been disagreed to. 

Mr. CAFFERY. On the 17th of this month I offered a resolu- 
tion calling on the Secre of the Treasury to furnish the Senate 
the evidence and information on which drawback allowances on 
sugar contained in Circular No. 102, of June 25, 1896, division of 
customs, were based. I had been informed that the work required 
some considerable time. I did not think when I offered the reso- 
lution that it would require more than two or three days to take 
copies of all the evidence and the written information or to gather 
whatever verbal information they could, but I have been disap- 
pointed in that matter, and I pro now to make a statement of 
the information which I have ga ered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ill the Senator from Louisiana 

rmit the Chair to interrupt him? A communication was laid 

fore the Senate this morning from the Secretary of the Treasury 
covering the subject referred to by the Senator from Lonisiana, 
and ^ referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Then I will state the information which I 
eos from the parties as well as information gathered by Mr. 

olt, who first informed me that in his opinion the Treasury state- 
ment was erroneous. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest if it would not be well for the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana to see the statement in print before he makes 
his remarks. Does the Senator desire to go on this morning? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I simply desire to state what I gathered my- 
self. I have not seen the statement. So long as I have started on 
the work and as it will not take me long, I pro to finish it. 

The Treas statement is based ayon information derived 
mostly from refiners. Among those refiners are members of the 
sugar trust. It is safe to say that nearly all the refiners, with 
poranse rare exceptions, are either of the trust or under the trust. 

erefore I take it that any statement emanating from the refiners 
is practically a trust statement. 

t was stated to me by Mr. Buynitzky in the customs division 
of the Treasury Department—— 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator from Louisiana if I : 
understand him correctly that the Treasury statements were 


-based upon information received from refiners? 


Mr.CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I ventured to express that opinion while the 
sugar schedule was under consideration, and the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] characterized my statement as absurd. I 
suppose the Senator must be mistaken about it. 

.CAFFERY. Ithink the Senator from Iowa is mistaken. 

Mr. ALLISON. My attention was diverted for a moment. I 
did not hear what the Senator from Louisiana said. Indeed, I 
did not know that the sugar schedule was up. 

Mr. LINDSAY. It is always up. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Drawbacks are up, and drawbacks have some- 
thing to do with raw sugar, and it is near enough for Senatorial 


discussion. : 

Mr. ALLISON. If Iknew what the Senator from Louisiana 
had stated, I 75 888 be able to answer the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Will the Senator from Louisiana please repeat 
what he stated? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I stated that I learned at the Treasury De- 
drawback circular 


as to the number of pounds of raw sugar it took to make a pound 
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of refined at a certain degree or any degree were practically ob- 
tained from the sugar refiners, and a those refiners were 
members of the sugar trust, especially Mr. Havemeyer. 

Mr ALLISON. One can go into the ent and 
ascertain almost anything, I suppose. I should be glad to know 
from what authority the acquired that information. 

—2 CAFFERY. I obtained the information from Mr. Buy- 
nitzky. 

Mr. ALLISON. Isheanemployee of the Treas tment? 
Mr. CAFFERY. Heis; aud I was told that 1 there 
over twenty-nine pu 

Mr. JO of Arkansas. He is an expert there. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Heisasugar expert, and he had a great deal 
fo do with the matter of fixing the number of pounds on which 
the trust was entitled to a drawback when it exported sugar. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him 
for a moment, I will state that the substance of what I said 
or what I meant to say—was that this matter was disposed of by 
the then Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Carlisle, and that I had 
no doubt he procured the information from proper sources. I 
have no doubt now that that is true. If Mr. Buynitzky knows 
differently, of course that is another matter. 

Mr. WHITE. For information, I should like to inquire of the 
Senator from Iowa whether he thinks refiners would constitute a 

or im T source? 

Mr. ALLISO Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwillanswer the Senator from California with 
great pleasure. If I were endeavoring to in correctly the 
number of pounds of raw sugar required to make a pound of re- 
fined, I would procure that information from every available 
source. I suppots a refiner would know something about it, but 
I would not rely upon the refiner for my information, 

Mr. LINDSAY. With the permission of the Senator from 
Louisiana, the point I wish to make is that when the Senator 

Iowa disputed my figures and exhibited figures in opposition 
thereto, he said they came from the Treasury ent, over 
which my friend the then Secretary of the Treasury presided, and 
I expressed the opinion that those figures were based upon facts 
furnished by the sugar refiners, and my friend said that my opin- 
ion was absurd. 

Now,it turns out that at least one expert in the Treasury De- 
partment states that the facts were furnished by the sugar refin- 
ers. I do not pretend to say he is right. Ionly wish to vindicate 
myself against having exp an opinion that might be charac- 
terized as an absurdity. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwas trying to defend the Secretary of the 
Treasury from the imputation that he would rely solely and only 

sugar refiners for his information. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator it me? 

Mr. ALLISON. In one moment. y information is that the 
experts of the New York custom-house, who certainly ought to 
know something about this matter, and the chemists connected 
with the Government there, provided the basis upon which the 
calculation was made. Imay be mistaken, but I trust I will re- 
lieve the Secretary of the Treasury from the imputation which the 
Senator from Kentucky and the Senator from Louisiana now cast 
upon him 

Mr. CAFFERY. Wait until I get through 2 statement. 

Mr. ALLISON. That he did not rely upon his own experts’ 
information, but relied on outside parties. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Louisiana is en- 
titled to the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr.CAFFERY. Ithinkit perhaps better that I should state 
what I wish to say in this connection, for I had not finished my 
statement. Ihad got 15 to the sugar refiners. Then after I make 
the full statement I will yield to the Senator from Kentucky. 

I had stated that this expert had told me that this information 
was derived from sugar refiners, but that sugar refiners had not 
been exclusively the source of the information; that the inquiry 
was conducted, so far as he knew, by Mr. Ayre, and that Mr. Ayre 
was in New York, and that he was told that he went in a refinery 
and made an examination there. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was a great crime for him to go to a refinery 
when en in an important investigation of this sort. 

Mr. C ERY. If the Senator from Iowa is of the opinion 
that I am attempting to cast any aspersion whatever upon the 
method of the examination, he is entirely mistaken. I am recit- 
ing the bare facts. I do notsay that the Treasury officials acted 
improperly or acted in any other manner than they were justified 
in acting. I think before I get through my statement he will 
perceive that it was proper for them to get this information from 
refiners, as they cou] d pee correct information if they wanted to. 

After making as full a statement of the facts as he knew how, 
Mr. Buynitzky told me that the result of 92 pounds from 96. test 
sugar was derived by an averaging of the different statements of 


ndent refiner I know of. Mr. Cunningham was quoted as stat- 
T testing i 


at 96 
said it 
was lost; it wentinto sirup. Right at that point is the fatal de- 
fect of the Treasury statement. In 100 pounds of sugar testing 
96 of sugar there are 96 pounds of sugar. If it takes 108.7 

ands of that sort of sugar to make 100 pounds of refined at 96 

egrees, then there are about 44 pounds of sugar to account for. 
There are 44 pounds of sugar not sirup, and there is only a pound 
and a fraction of that allowed for in the Treasnry circular. 
When you take 108 pounds of sugar at 96 d as the num- 
ber of pounds necessary to make 100 pounds of refined, you will 
perceive that the Treasury circular has credited the Government 
7 1.23 pounds; that is, as the difference between 108.7 and 
107.47. 

That statement is erroneous u 
an expert to know it. Ido not 
anything; I never looked thro 
chanica! machine; but I know 


itsface. It does not require 
ow much about polariscopes, if 
h one in my life; it is a mere me- 

t there are more than 92 pounds 
of sugar in 100 pounds of cen sugar at 96 test. That is the 
sort of e It is a sugar to eat. There are not 4 
nds of init. There are 4 pounds of sirup and sugar in it, 

Mr. President. fr this statement i that the Treasury 

r. President, from thi ent it appears that the 
circular is made sp porem from the evidence of refiners and some 
other sources not known by me. Ido not know how they could 
get any evidence from other sources. A pure theoretical calcula- 
tion as to the amount of loss in pounds below and above 96 
is made by the Department. Take it from 96 degrees down. You 
will see that there is an allowance of 1.89, 1.86, and 1.87 between 
3 This is à theoretical calculation, and so Mr. Buynitzky 
told me. 

He said the whole investigation was made upon 96 test. There 
was no investigation made of any other test—none whatever. It 
is evident that they made this sort of a calculation: They divided 
theloss of 4 pounds among these different degrees, above 96 to 
100, and gave each one 1.87, 1.87, 1.86, and so on; and it runs all 
the way down. FM iat Sep lg that the loss in a lower degree 
of sugar is much greater t in a higher degree, and so it is per- 
ceived that that is a pure theoretical calculation not based upon 
any evidence whatever. 

Mr. President, take the other statement. Mr. ALDRICH says 
that a pound of raw German sugar, at a certain test, will cost 
within 1 mill of the refined sugar. In other words, at the test he 
takes, the number of tye of raw sugar required to make a 


pound of refined costs 2.29 cents and the refined costs 2.30. Is not 
that statement absurd its face? Is a refiner going to buy 
raw sugar within i mill a nd of the refined when it costs 


about fifty one-hundredths of a cent to refine it, and there is only 
a difference of one point—not a cent, but one point; the differ- 
ence between 2.29 and 2.30—and he says that is the basis upon 
which he makes the calculation. 

It is absolutely absurd. He says in his own statement before 
the Senate that the refiner was confronted with the condition of 
affairs where the raw sugar that it took to prope pound of refined 
sugar was within one point of the value of the ed, and yet he 
says that it costs fifty points to refine that sugar. Whatrefiner or 
anybody else on earth e in the sugar business would buy 
raw sugar at any such figure? He would lose forty-nine one- 
hundredths of a cent on every pound he refined. 

This whole circular is based upon those erroneous statements. 
There is not any accounting for the sugar in the 96 test. He ac- 
counts for the waste, taking 4 pounds off. When you go down to 
96 poundsof crystallizable sugar in a hundred pounds of sugar, that 
is as far as you can go with the loss. The balance is sugar. They 
make 92 pounds, and they call the balance invert sugar. Theysay 
it is only equal to one pound and a fraction of sugar. Of course 
the amount of differential goes up in favor of the trust according 
as the degrees decline. 

I wish to offer an affidavit made by Mr. Holt of his interview 
with Mr, Buynitzky, and to have it incorporated in the RECORD 
as a part of my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the affidavit will 
be printed in the Recorp. 


2032 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


The affidavit is as follows: 
CrrY cee 2 or m ved YORK, ss: 

Byron W. Holt, being duly sworn, says: 

I am 39 years o age, mae eniin at 138 West One hundred and thirty-seventh 
street, New York, N.Y. Ihave lately had occasion to inquire as to the basis 
on which drawbacks are allowed on refined su rted from this coun- 


try, and as a result of my investigation I submit the followiug statement: 

On June 16, 1897, between the hours of 9 and 11 o'clock a. m., I visited the 
United States Treasury building at Washington, D. C. I called upon the 
customs division and asked for and obtained four copies of Department Cir- 
cular No. 102, entitled ‘‘ Drawback on sugar and sirup." I made inquiry as 
ta the reports of commissions concerning frauds perpetrated upon our Gov- 
ernment by means of 5 and in other ways preparing sugars for 
export to our country, so that they could pass through our custom-house 
upon payment of a smaller amount of duty than is proper. 

Mr. Comstock, of the customs division, directed me to the pente gemi 
department. pang unable to obtain the reports desired, I again called upon 
Mr. Comstock, of the customs division, to make inquiry in regard to the way 
in which tho tables of Treasury allowances for drawbacks upon sugar were 
made. Mr. Comstock told methat they were made very carefully by a num- 
ber of experts, who spent several months’ time in getting statements from re- 
finers and others, and who sec special permission to visit certain refiner- 
jes and observe the process of refiningsugar. Mr. Comstock did not hesitate 
to say that the tables were extremely accurate. I continued to ask questions 
until Mr. Comstock said: Well, now, if you want to know all about sugar, I 
will have to turn you over to Mr. Buynitzky." Before introducing me to Mr. 
Buynitzky,Mr.Comstock said: ** He will tell you all about sugar in six months.“ 

accom ied Mr. Buynitzky to hisdesk. He began to explain to me the 

way the tables of allowances were made. He said that the number of pennaa 
of raw sugar allowed in the first table of Department Circular No. 102 did not 
ah the exact number of pounds used to 100 pounds of hard 
refined sugar, but was intended to give the number of pounds which would 
represent in value the amount of raw bp oi actually used in making 100 
pons of hard refined sugar, after deducting an allowance for the value of 

hesugarinthesirup. Hethen did some figuring on a M oy paper (which 
Iretained) to show me how the allowance was made for the refined su; 
made from raw sugars testing 96 degrees. He said that from 100 pounds of 
raw sugar odere Sri io ad there were made 92 pounds of hard refined sugar, 
and that there was left over one-half gallon of sirup, He divided 10,000 b. 
x to ed how much raw sugar was required in practice to make 100 poun 

refined sugar. 

This he found to be 108.7 pounds. He then said that asthere were 4 pounds 
of sugar in a gallon of sirup, there were 2 poundsin one-half gallon. He sub- 
tracted 2 from 108.7, leaving 106.7 pounds. He said as these 2 pounds of sugar 
were mixed in the sirup, they did not have the full value of crystallized sugar. 
He first said that the sugar in the up was estimated to have av as 
much value as crystallized snper. He therefore started to add 1 to 109.7, but, 
observing that this would not give him the Treasury allowance, said that it 
was not exactly one-half of the value which was lost, because the sugar was 
mixed in the molasses, but a little more than one-half. He said: We have 
forg tten just now the exact proportion of the value which was deducted. 
butit must have been a little more than one-half the value." Hethen added 
seventy-seven one-hundredths to 106.7, which made 107.47 pounds. He said 
they must have concluded that seventy-seven one-hundredths of a pound 
was the proper amount to add to obtain the correct aliowance. 

Mr. Bu said that the tables were prepared by a commission of ex- 
ol. Ira Ayre was the most portans member. He said Mr. 
ce and Mr. Leary were also members of this committee, and that he 

tzky) was secretary. After reflection he said: I have been 
committees that Iam not certain but that I was a member of 
this committee; es, I think you can put me down as a mem- 
ber of this co: ttee. Ithink I signed the report as a member of the com- 
mittee.” He further said that Mr. John C. Sage was what might be called 
an advisory member" of the committee. He said that Mr. Sage in fact 
advised the committee in the ca ty of asugarexpert. He said he believed 
that Colonel Ayres visited a refinery, but made no definite statement as to 
whether or not any other members of the committee visited refineries. He 
said that he thought that Mr. Ayres did not get much information in the 
ce in making ves Sy Treasury tables. He said that the 

committee obtained sworn statements from eight different refiners as to the 
number of pounds of raw required to make a ce: amount of refined, as 
to the kind of sugar used by each refinery, and as to al Al guber a in which 
the different grades and different kinds of sugar were mixed together in each 
refinery to produce the refinedsugar. He said that one of these statements 


was made by Mr. 5 
those eight statements could be made pubie He 
said, “ No; they are not public papers. eof them were obtained onl 
upon the pledge of yo ER Mr. Buynitzky said that the 92 pounds of hart 
refined sugar made from 100 pounds of raw sugar testing 96 degrees repre- 
sented the average of the eight statements, and that the co on, after 
considering the eight statements, fixed upon 92 pounds asthe average amount 
of refined sugar made from 100 pounds of 96-de raw sugar. He said that 
he did not think it was the poser figure, and t when he was making esti- 
mates for his own formation he always took @ instead of 92 pounds 
as the amount of hard refined sugar made from 100 pounds of #6-degree sugar. 
He said that possibly the correct figure was somewhere between 92 and 93, 
but that he was never convinced that it should be92. He said thestatements 
made by the refiners were all made under oath, and the Government MAE 
noother sufficient information and no warar disproving the statements ha 
to accopt them. He said: Of course, if the refiners prevaricated, that con- 
cerns their consciences. We have simply done tho best we could.’ 

I asked Mr. Buynitzky how the Government could tell, when it was payin 
drawback duties upon refined sugars, what grade of raw sugars were d 
in 1 refined sugar, and how, if there should be an advantage in 

i at the refined sugar was made from low-grade raw sugars, the 
Government could prevent the exporting refiner from claiming that the 
refined sugar which he wasexporting was made from low-grade raw sugars. 
Mr. le tzky said that the refiner to make statements under oath, and 
that if his statements were consistent there was no way of preventing such 
frauds. He said, however, that records were kept of all grades and value of 
sugar imported by refiners, and that ifa refiner made a statement which 
did not agree with these records, he could be found out. He said of course 
if he remembers the kind of sugars which he im 


rted he would have no 
trouble in making the Government accept a false 


refinery of 


tement. Isuggested to 
Mr. Buy Tass arefiner might keep a record of all the kinds of sugar 
and amounts rted of each kind and their value, and that then he would 
have no trouble in making consistent statements when he wanted to export 


sugar. Mr. Buynitz that they would have to keep a separate set of 
rece for that 7 — d : 


urpose. 
Mr. Buynitzky appoared to be getting nervous at the kind of questions 
which he was ed upon to answer. He at last asked me for rei eg 
I wished this information, and if I was going to write it up. I told I was 
po on any ne per, but that I might make some use of the information. 
toid him that Senator ALLISON had stated that the sugar schedule was 


based upon the Treasury Departm: 
to make sure that these figures were accurate. I said that fifty or 


ent figures, and that therefore it was nec- 


essary 
sixty million dollars a year was at stake, and that a small inaccuracy in these 
figures HE make a ‘erence of several millions of dollars to the Govern- 
ment and to the refiners. Mr. Buynitzky thought that the tables were not 
accurate enough to serve as a basis for a su schedule. He said that the 
com on had received very little information concerning amounts of low- 
grade sugars uired to make 100 pounds of raw sugar, and that the allow- 
ances made for low-grade sugars were based upon the allowance for b. degree 
sugar, which was the most important sugar, and upon which the commission 
had most information. He thought that 106.7 pounds, rather than 107.47, 
should serve as a basis upon w. to construct a sugar schedule. This, he 
said, was about eight-tenths of 1 per cent less than the allowance made by 


yu rre rere told Mr. B tzky that I in fi of any 
ore leaving I to . Buyni was not ‘favor ving 
in in RAM. tothe 


differential tothe sugar trust, and that I was 
Treasury tables because I thought that, based upon these tables, the proposed 
sugar schedule would give the sugar refiners even more of a differential than 
most protectionists were willing to allow. Mr. Buyni expressed surprise 
that I was not in favor of allowing any differential to ers, and asked me 
if I did not believe in protection. I told him that I did not, but that even if I 
did I should not believe in giving the refiners a higher differential than wasin- 
tended. He said that he believed in giving the refiners asubstantial diferen- 
tial and that he believed in protection. He said: This is a protection Admin» 
istration and the high man, over all of us, Mr. McKinley, isa protectionist.” 
I told him that I presumed that he and the other members of the commis- 
sion had made the tables as nearly nccurate as they could from the informa- 
tion at hand, but that I did not believe the statements of the refiners. He 
again said that he did not fully believe the tables, but that they were the onl 
statements which the Government had, and that the sugar setae kept their 


secrets. 
I thanked him for the information which he had given me and started to 
leave the room. He walked with me to the desk of Mr. Comstock. Mr. Com- 
stock asked if I now knew all about sugar. I told him that I had received 
conriderable information from Mr. Buynitzky in considerably less than six 


months’ time. Honc w xb 
. HOLT. 
Sworn to before me this 22d day of June, 1897. x z 
JOHN SPRUNT HILL, 
Notary Public, New York County. 


Mr. CAFFERY. I also offer a statement in connection with 
thisaffidavit. Ihave looked over this affidavit very carefully, and 
in every particular it agrees with my recollection of what Mr. 
Buynitzky told me. Imay not have stated everything that Mr. 
Buynitzky told me, but the whole of his conversation with me in 
regard to this matter is contained substantially in the affidavit of 
Mr. Holt, which I corroborate and say it is the statement that Mr, 
Buynitzky made. 

r. Holt is the gentleman who has been here in behalf of the 
Reform Club, taking an interest in the tariff. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the statement 
will be printed in the RECORD. 

The statement is as follows. 


THE SUGAR DRAWBACE FRAUDS. 


ofthe Treasury Department in 1898. Draw 
on sugar and sirup,” and fixes the number of pounds of raw sugarof different 


I was about to state that I arrived at these figures by taking the number 
of pounds of raw sugar which are required to Roo a given number of 
pounds of refined sugar, * * * according to the absolutely accurate test 

iade by tary Carlisle as Secretary of the Treasury, and produced by 
him, as I have been told, after the most accurate calculations of the best 
chemists and experts obtainable on the sugar question." 

The accuracy of the Treasury tables of nllowances thus becomes of great 
Eo hebes If they are incorrect to any considerable extent, millions of 
dollars may by the new tariff law be unintentionally taken from the sugar 
consumers and given to the sugar refiners, or vice versa If, after careful 
investigation, it seems pronao that the tables are very far from accurate. 
i 7 — * appear that all three of the proposed sugar schedules should 

sca: 

We will first examine the circular itself. Here is the first table, to which 
is sodon Wr reins showing theestimate of allowance for each degree decrease 
in strength: 

Test of raw sugar used. 


Allowance for— Allowance for— 


100 pounds 
hard re- | Waste. 
fined. 


E 


EFESERHHEBERI 
SOS BE 
PEPER eet 
8888882282888 


2955295552355 
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We observe first that, beginning at the top of the second column, either 
1.87 or 1.86 pounds have been added to each allowance to get the allowance for 
the next lower degree. It would not a; t these were made 
“after the most accurate cal ons of the best chemists and experts obtain- 
ring we es sugar question," for one does not need to know much about sugar 

ow that 
grees of low-grade than between each 2 degrees of high-grade When 


We next observe t. 
sugars and on sirups. As soft refined sugars and sirups are usually made 
from the waste or V ig eres of the hard refining process, it would appear 
from this circular that it is possible for a refiner o qot ced when he ex- 
ports hard refined sugar, 99 per cent of all the duty on the raw material 
used, and to get back, when he exports the soft refined sugar and the siru 
made from these same raw materials, an additional amount of duty. It 
seems probable that the total drawback duty received in this way might 
greatly exceed the full duty paid on the raw materials used. 

Again we observe that, calculated from this Treasury circular, the cost of 
asufficient quantity of raw sugars to make 100 pounds of refined sugar is the 
same as the cost of the 100 pounds of refined sugar—leaving nothing for the 
cost of re This was the result reached by Appraiser Sharretts, whose 
statement appears in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of June 11, 1897. He 
found that on June 9, 100 pounds of German granulated sugar was worth in 
New York in bond $2.30; and that 120.51 pounds of raw testing 89 de- 
grees was then worth $2.20. We were at that time importing both of these 
sugars. y 

What fools we must be to import raw sugar when we can import refined 
at practically the same price! Senator ALDRICH MT had these 
Treasury tables in mind when he on May 25 made the absurd statement 
that "for months raw. beet sugar and German granulated have sold on an 
absolute parity of value, taking only into account the percentages of pure 
sugar con ed in each.” How kind it is of the German refiners to sell re- 
fin at the same price which they Uy Bal raw. It is perhaps as a 
reward for this kindness that the German Government gives them a net 
bounty of 7 or 8 cents on every 100 pounds of refined sugar exported, be- 
ir g according to Senator ALDRICH and our Treasury tables, all the German 
refiner gets for work w Senator ALDRICH estimates to cost 50 cents. 

From the above observations it is clear that on its face something is wron, 
with the Treasury Department circular. It appears to have been construct 
n T experts, but roughly and carelessly, and without regard to consistency 
or ‘acts, 

We shall now look outside of it for evidence of its ioe we E Senator 
ALDRICH claims to have su tia the accuracy of these tables by two 
chemical tests. He said on May 25: 

* For illustration, I will take an nir of sugar testing 88 degrees, made 
by the chemist in charge of the pir boratory in New York. This sugar 
contained seventy-four one-hundredths of 1 per cent of ash, 4.13 per cent of 
invert sugar, and an outturn of 81.85 per cent of crystallizable sugar. 

“Of this sugar it would take 122.17 pounds to make 100 . of refined 
sugar. The Treasury te is 122.41 for this test. It will be noticed that 
this sugar contained 413 per cent of invert sugar. Thisinvert sugar becomes 
sirup in the process of refining, and is worth from one-half to three-fourths 
ofacent per pound. The result in this case would probably be a fair esti- 
m te of the average result of the value of the residuum of invert sugar con- 
tained in all cane sugars testing in the neighborhood of 89 degrees. The value 
of this sirup would not appreciatiy. affect differentials. 

The same chemist made at the same time a test of degree centrifu- 
gals, which showed forty-two one-hundredths of 1 per cent of ash and 2.47 
p, »r cent of invert sugar and an out-turn of 90.27 percentof refined sugar. In 

hi: case the amount of degree test me required to make 100 pounds oi 
refined would be 110.77, as against 111.20, the amount named in the table, with 
25 pounds of sirup. £ 

“It must be evident from these examples that the Treasury statement 
shows the entire amount of crystallizable sugar that can be ob ed in each 
case from 100 pounds of raw." 

In his first sample the sugar tested 88 degrees. That means that 88 per 
cent of this sample was crystallizable sugar. His chemist got out only 81.85 


per cent of crystallizablesugar. As neither the ash nor the invert sugar was 
n n of the r cent, this chemist 1 Seperate without observing it, 
6.15 per cent of his crystallizable sugar. the second sample 3.73 per cent 


was lost in the same TT If his chemist informed him that these amounts 
of crystallizable Sagar isappeared in some mysterious manner, Senator 
ALDRICH is not to blame for any bat the value of the sirup made from the 
invert sugar would not apprecia affect differentials. If, however, his 
chemist made no mention of the loss, it seems srenji that Mr. ALDRICH him- 
self did not discover this oversight before he the figures. What kind 
of a che did he employ anyway? Of what sugar laboratory is he in 


? 

Considerable information has been obtained in regard to these Treasury 
tables from recent interviews with Mr. S. M. Buynitzky. Mr. Buynitzky is 
the sugar expert of the Treasury De ent. and was one of the four or 
five on the committee which made the ry tables. Mr. Buynitzky says: 

(1) That the Treasury tables do not represent the full number of pounds 
of raw sugar uired to make 100 pounds of hard refined. He says that 
3 allow something for the value of the residuum. 

(2) That eight refiners submitted statements to the committee, and that 
the tables were constructed by — an ave of these eight statements. 

(3) That these statements related ost iei ie to 5 arg” sugar. 

(4) That the allowance for other degrees are based upon that tor de degree 
sugar. 

(5) That according to the eight statements submitted 92 pounds of hard 
refined sugar could be made from 100 pounds of raw sugar testing 96 degrees. 

in That the statements varied from less than 92 to over 94 pounds. 

Y That the statement containing over 94 pounds came from Cunningham, 

exas. 

(8) That he never believed the refiners’ statements, and that he always es- 
timated that 93 to 993 pounds of hard refined could be made from 100 pounds 


5 sugar. 
(9) Thaț the principal member of the committee, Mr. Ira Ayer, was per- 
mitted to visit à oe A and watch the process of refining, but that he prob- 
ably got no valuable information there for use in g up the table of 
allowances, 

613 That the sugar refiners keep their secrets. 

uH e though their statements were made under oath he does not 

eve them. 


(12) That it is easy for sugar refiners to make false statements when ex- 


porting refined su as to the kind or kinds of raw used in making such 
fined sugar, and t the Government has no certain way of detecting the 
falsity of these statements. 


(13) That the Treasury tables are unfit to serve as a basis for a tariff bill. 
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These statementsof Mr. Bu 
pave besa swearing by these 
mi 


en' á 

First. That the Treasury tables are inaccurate, unreliable, inconsistent, 
and unscientific. 

Second. That the princi 
both Senators ALDRICH an 
it appears upon its face to be. 


tzky make interesting reading for those who 
ry tables. It is evident from these state- 


table of allowances, and the one upon which 
ALLISON base all of their calculations, is not what 


hird. That the su; trust, as stated by Senator LINDSAY, practically 
made its own draw -allowance tables for the g- degree sugar. t 

Fourth. That the special committee fixed the allowances for sugars testing 
above or below 96 degrees in a crude and unscientific way. In other words, the 
committee, having no data for other dee fixed up a table as best the 
could. It seems probable that they did it by dividing the number of poun 
over 100 u of 96-degree sugar, as the trust represented, to make 100 
pounds of refined by 4, the number of degrees between 96 and 100, 
and then added this quotient ¢ Lp totheallowance for each degree to obtain 

allowance for the next lower degree. 

Fifth. That the big refineries of the sugar trust—ten to twenty times as large 
as Cunningham’ o not get as much hard refined out of 96-degree raw sugar 
as does Cunningham's little refinery. | 

Sixth. That Cunningham, being as nearly out of the trust as any refiner 
in this country, did not have an understanding with the trust refiners as to 
the kind of statements which were to be submitted, and that therefore his 
statements were probably more nearly truthfal than were the others. 

Seventh. That it was unfair to the Government, if some refiners could 
make over di pounds of hard refined from 96-degree raw sugar, while others 
claimed to make less than 92 pounds, to take an average of the statements. 
By so doing, it is clear that the refiners who get the greater amounts of re- 
fined from the raw sugar can and do get back from the Government more 
duty than was paid upon the raw sugar used. 
ghth. That as no expert can tell, when he sees refined granulated sugar 
from what particular grade of raw su. it was made, it bn for exporting 
refiners to Geceive the customs officials on this point, and if there is any ob- 
ject in so acing uo claim that the refined was made from 8 or d degree sugar, 
when. in fact, 96 or 97 degree sugar was used. 

There are many other reasons for believing that the Treasury allowances 
are grossly urate. Since the formation of the sugar trust in 1887 no 
Government official or outsider has been permitted to ses the trust's books 
or to obtain information as to the cost of refining or the amount of absolute 
waste in different kinds and grades of sugar. 

When the New York senate committee was investigating the sugar trust 
in 1888, the officers refused to produce the books and said that they did not 
know where they were at that time, but that they were probably in New 
Jersey. Other investigating committees met with the same fate. ' The offi- 
cers refused to give census statistics to the Census Department, and baffled 
the efforts of the Attorney-General to obtain access to the books until Car- 
roll D. Wright advised the Attorney-General to Load up the fight, as it was 
too late to make use of the statistics even if they should be obtained. . 

The officers of the trust do not defy State and national laws and risk 
their personal freedom in their attempt to guard secrets which are con- 
sidered of little value or importance. 

Trust refiners, when they have appeared before the Waysand Means - 
mittee or the Senate Finance Committee to ask for protection, have carefull: 
refrained from making statements as to theloss in refining. In 1890 Mr. E. C. 
Knight, of Philadelphia, appeared somewhat unexpectedly before the Ware 
and Means Committee. He was not then iu the trust, and 55 e 
some statements which do not substantiate the Treasury figures. Here is 
the first part of his statement: 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I came here in the Tr & listener, 
not to say anything myself; but as I see nobody else prepared to speak in the 
interest of sugar refiners, I will say a few words to the committee. , 

“Thave had no conversation with other sugar refiners, and am expressing 
entirely my own ideas, from my own knowl of the business, having been 
atita g many years. 

"Iam eee d to assume as a basis that our house manufactures 5 per cent of 
all the refined sugar made in this country. Ido not think that we come quite 
up to that, but I will take that asa basis. On that basis, if we melt 500,000 
pounds a day, costing 5 cents a pound, the raw uper costs us À ad a day, 


and on that 500,000 pounds we pay 2 cents a pound duty to the Government. 
In refining that raw sugar there is 4 per cent of impurity, a sample of which I 
bave here. [Exhibiting it to the committee.] s 4 per cent of impurities 
costs us $1,000 a day, and, assuming that we work three hun days in the 


year, it costs us $300,000 a year. Now, if we have but one-twentieth of the 
entire refining business of the country, the total loss to refiners from this 
source is $6,000,000 a year. 

“Mr, Gear. You say that the loss from impurities is 4 per cent? 

“Mr. KNIGHT. Yes; 4percent. That would be ona grade of good 90-degree 
sugar. If we were to manufacture the centrifugal sugars polarizing 96 
degrees, the loss would not 9 

en. J. Hale Sypher ex the opinion before the Ways and Means 
Committee on December 30, 1896, that the total cost of refining sugar by the 
American Sugar 8 does not exceed one-fourth of a cent per 
panog: He said that t one-fourth cent covers waste and everything. If 

statement is true, there can not be nearly as much waste as allowed by 
the Treasury Department. 

Many sugar importers and brokers in New York and other 5 
cities do not hesitate to say that 105 pounds of 96-degree sugar is ali that 
required for 100 pounds of hard refined sugar—in addition to somewhat of 
sirups and soft sugars. Some of these men have friends in the refining 
business in tbis or other countries. Some of them claim to have positive 
information on this point. They, however, will neither state it nor permit 
themselves to be quoted. 

In view of the above facts and statements, it appears to be certain that the 

ry tables of drawback allowances on sugar are far from accurate, and 
that they should not serve as a basis for a sugar tariff schedule, 


Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, the material question to be 
determined in regard to the sugar schedule is, first, the number of 
pounds of sugar at a certain test required to make a pound of re- 
fined, and the differential allowed under the bil. When you have 
those two factors, as I have stated before, the price of the raw is 
immaterial. Protection stands out right square from the abso- 
lute differentials given in the bill, but the material point of a 
correct starting place, in my opinion, is first to be settled. There 
have been more pounds of raw sugar allowed to make a pound of 
refined than is actually required, and just in proportion to the 
extra amount of raw allowed under the bill to make a pound of 
refined, just in that proportion is the differential greater between 
the raw and the refined under the bill. C 

So it is with the drawback allowance. If the sugar trust 
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exports sugar, and gets a drawback allowance on 140 pounds of 
raws, as required to make the number of pounds of refined ex- 
ported, when in point of fact it took only 130 pounds, the Senate 
will perceive the benefit given to the trust. It is not unlikely, 
under the operations of the pending bill, that the sugar trust will 
export sugar. I have made the statement, and I reiterate it, that 
they control the price of raw sugars made out of cane throughout 
the world, and the consequence of that is that they can dictate to 
their patrons everywhere whatever degree of sugar they want the 
raw sugar to be at. They can require it to be made as well at 90 
as at 96, and the lower you go down in degree the higher the dif- 
ferential is and the more the protection to the trust. 

Of course I know that what I shall say has no weight. I do 
not know what cast-iron arrangement has been arrived at as to a 
conference report, but I do know, so far as my information goes, 
that the essential basis of the number of pounds of raw sugar to 
make a pound of refined is erroneous, and upon that basis this 
whole schedule of protection is predicated. far as I am con- 
cerned, I want the Senate and the country to know the enormous 
amount of protection in this bill to the sugar trust. Ihave no 
hope whatever of making any impression upon our friends on the 
other side or oń the conference committee, They 2 to be 
drilled with the rigor and discipline of janizaries, and they are 
bound to enact this bill at all hazards. But right at this point of 
the sugar trust it ap to me they ought to calla halt; they 
ought to investigate the matter; they ought not to give this trust 
more power than it already possesses, for it possesses much. 

It is a dreadful power; it is a dangerous power. There is nota 
wholesale in the United States who is not a slave to the 
trust, who does not sell his eugar at their cornmand and dictation. 
There is not a consumer in the United States who is not in their 
complete power. , They can raise the price of his sugar at will; 
and after the testimony has been adduced before the Senate that 
they can make sugar and defy the competition of the world, after 
they have been given a compensating duty upon refined of more 
than they pay upon the raw, I want to know why it is that after 
all that is done this clear twenty-hundredths of a cent a pound, 
with the concealed advantages in this schedule, shall be added to 
their already enormous advantages. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to say to the Senator from Iowa that 
when the item relating to coal comes up I shall make an effort to 
reinstate the provision of the act of March 3, 1883, which provides 
for a drawback upon coal im and used as fuel on board ves- 
sels propelled by steam engaged inthe coasting and foreign trade, 
and soon. It is impossible to frame the amendment now, as I 
am not aware of the rates which the committee intend to report. 
I call the attention of the committee to the fact that it was sup- 
posed generally that that provision was retained by the act of 1890, 
and it was so decided by the district court and the circuit court of 
appeals of the ninth circuit, but afterwards the opreme Court 
of the United States, one of the judges dissenting, held that by 
implication the act of 1890 repealed it. I simply call attention to 
the matter now. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from California that 
we have that very matter under consideration, and expect in some 
form to allow those drawbacks. I will be very much obliged to 
the Senator if he will turn his attention to the preparation of a 
suitable provision. 

Mr. WHITE. I shall do so. The decision to which I refer is 
163 United States, 500. I will prepare the amendment and submit 
it to the Senator as soon as the rate is fixed. 

Mr. ALLISON. The coal matter will not come up soday. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to ask the Senator in charge of the bill 
to allow the item regarding bleaching powder to go over for 
to-day. Iam not satisfied myself as to the wisdom of the amend- 
ment, and I wish to have an opportunity to examine it further. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no objection to that course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
that paragraph will be d over. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire also to suggest to the committee the 
advisability of examining the decision to which I have referred in 
another view. There are a great many provisions retained in the 
administrative portions of the bill which were proposed to be 
eliminated by the majority of the Committee on Finance upon the 
theory that their elimination from the bill would interfere with 
the opererar of some section that is contained in existing law. 
But 1 fear that the rule of construction adopted by the Supreme 
Court of the United States in the case referred to might result 
in a re by implication, which would not be desired here. 

Mr. ISON. Iwill say to the Senator that since our original 
E ee made we have examined with great care the sections to 
which he alludes, and it is our p , both for convenience and 
for certainty as respects the construction of the law, to restore in 
some form those sections when we reach them, modifying one or 
two of them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment passed over 
will be stated, 


Para, 


The SECRETARY. gra 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What has becomeof paragraph 74? 
Mr, ALLISON. The Senator from Wisconsin desired that that 


ph 14, page 4—— 


should go over. 
Mr. SPOONER. I asked to have it passed over. 
The Committee on Finance re an amendment to para- 


graph 14, page 4, line 22, after the word colors.“ to strike out 
*- thirty-five” and insert “not specially provided for in this act, 
twenty-five;" in line 24, after the word , products,” to strike out 
“or p tions;” in the same line, after the word “tar,” to 
insert not medicinal;" in the same line, after the word medici- 
nal,” to strike out by whatever name known;" and in line 26, 
before the word“ per,” to strike out “ twenty-five” and insert 
‘*fifteen;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

1. Coal-tar d l i 
ad valorem; all other 5 coal * ped ehe 8 
vided for in this act, 15 per cent ad valorem. ; 

Mr: ALLISON. The committee pace a modification of 
paragraph 14, which I send to the des 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The modification will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Paragraph 14, page 4, line 23, strike ont 
* twenty-five" and insert ''tbirty;" in line 24, after the words 
“coal tar," insert the words not colors or dyes und;“ and in line 
26 strike out the word ‘fifteen ” and insert the word “twenty.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishould be 25 to have the paragraph read 
asit will read when amended. I will read it: t 

oal-tar dyes or colors, not 

rem rem other products of coal tar RS — re — p ied pred 
nal, not specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. SEWELL. I presented an argument to the committee, and 
Ithought they had adopted my suggestion to leave in the words 


“or 5 > 
Mr. ALLISON. Ihave no objection to leaving in those words, 


We sup them to be surplusage. 
Mr. SEWELL. No; it covers a number of preparations that 
have been adjusted already in the custom-house. ask that the 


words “or eae be left in. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no objection to it, although the word 
e 1 " will certainly cover preparations. 

r. SEWELL. It is a technical term that has practically be- 
come established. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to assure the Senator from New Jersey 
that we took expert advice on the subject before making this 
amendment, But I have no objection to the insertion of the 
words if the Senator insists upon it. 

. Mr. BEWELL. I prefer to have the words “or preparations” 


in. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a matter of no moment. 

Mr. SEWELL. Let that language be included in the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be so modified, 
in the absence of objection. ' 

Mr. SEWELL. also ask the Senator in charge of the bill 
whether, in changing the rate from 15 to 20 per cent, in line 26, 
the duty on theraw products of coal-tar dyes will not be increased, 
and if in that view it would not be very much better to have the 
rate 15 instead of 20 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. A great many of the raw products of coal-tar 
dyes are on the free list unless we strike them off. Nearly all the 
raw products are on. 

Mr. SEWELL. Iam aware that a good deal come under this 
enumeration, so that the people who make coal-tar dyes would 
have to pay 20 per cent ins of 15. I will not, of course, make 
3 on the subject. i 

. ALLISON. If we make any mistake about it, I shall be 
glad to rectify it later on. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I know nothing personally about 
this matter, but I am told by and by persons conn 
with the custom-house in New York that practically all coal-tar 
dyes or colors that come into this country come in the form of 
coal-tar products; that they must necessarily be mixed with other 
things before they become dyes; that there must be some mor- 
dant or some other mixture before they can be used; that the 
structure of this clause will result only in litigation and difficulty 
of construction, and that in the paragraph there ought to be one 
rate for the entire product. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator may be right, although there are 
a few manufacturers in our country who make some of these 
coal-tar dyes and colors, and it was thought wise by the.commit- 
tee to give them fair protection. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand that they import the 
coal-tar products, and by a very simple process produce the coal- 
tar dyes by mixing them with other things. 1t hardly rises to 
the dignity of manufacture, as I understand the facts. I do not 
know that I am right about it, but that is my information and 
my impression, I believe there ought to be one rate for all these 
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Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa a 


that is here 


question in regard to this matter. Would the du 
icinal by the 


imposed be excluded from everything that is m 
language not medicinal?" 

Mr. ALLISON. Les. 

Mr.GRAY. Then I should like to ask whether it would ex- 
clude such an article as thymo-cresol, which is sometimes called 
sheep dip. I understand from a manufacturer of the article that 
that is used as a disinfectant or insecticide— 

It can absolutely be used— 

Iread from a communication of his— 


for no other purpose. It is used toa certain extent in hospi but is used 
chiefly by BN and stockmen as a sheep dip, cattle wash, ete. For this 
purpose it is used and recommended by the leading breeders and veterina- 
rians throughout the world. It is known to commerce as a "sheep dip." It 
isat present on the free list. 


Mr. WHITE. It has been stricken from the free list. 

Mr. ALLISON. It wll be on the free list. 

Mr. GRAY. It will be on the free list? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is, not in that form, but cm dip and 
all that class are provided for in the free list. I will find the pro- 


vision. 5 - 

Mr. GRAY. Isugzest to the Senator some such 2 as 
this, as proposed by these people, to put on the free list ‘‘products 
or preparations of coal tar only as insecticides and disin- 
fectants.” That would cover the articles that are mentioned and 

ent this tax from being placed u this article that is becom- 

ing every day more and more essential to the health of the stock 
of the E : 

Mr. WHITE. There are parts of the country in-which sh 
are produced where frequently there is a disease of the skin an 
it is necessary in its treatment to make a solution in which the 


whole sheep, e t the head, is sometimes immersed. 
Mr. GRAY. This is it. 
Mr. ALLISON. It is not the intention, I will assure the Sena- 


tor, to make sheep dip dutiable under any clause in this para- 


h. ` 
eM GRAY. Would it be in order for me to move to put upon 
the free list now “ products or preparations of coal tar used only 
as insecticides and disinfectants? " 4 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will give notice of that amend- 
ment, I will say that the committee will look into the matter. I 
ai 25 oe some omm it 2 Pon pes cuo em icum 
r. WHITE. Paragrap of the proposed as originally 
framed contains sheep dip, but the line passed through the para- 
graph indicates that the committee intended to eliminate it. 
r. ALLISON. My impression is that it is provided for in some 
other part, but I can not turn to it at the moment. I assure the 
Senator it will be dealt with. 
Mr. GRAY. All 55 
Mr. MANTLE. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 

Iowa at this point if the committee has decided to permit sheep 
ip to remain upon the free list? 

r. ALLISON. Sheep dip is a very indefinite term, and is made 
up of two or three hundred things that are called sheep dip. 1t 
was our purpose to cover, and I think we have some provision here 
which covers, what would becalled sheep dip. If the Senator will 
look at A gine 505, I think he will find it. j 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa to the amendment of the 
committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

'The amendment as amended was to. 

'The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
5, after line 1, to strike out paragraph 16, in the following words: 

. ion, 1 f oxyline, by whatevername known, 
„ in e n uM made up into articles, 50 cents per 


pound; if in finishea or partly finished articles, including such as are com- 
monly called celluloid articles, 75 cents per pound and 30 per cent ad valorem. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


16. Collodion and all compounds of pyroxylin, whether known as celluloid 
or by mI name, rolled or in sheets or otherwise, but not made up into 
articles, 50 cents per pound: if in finished or partly finished articles, 00 cents 
per pound and 25 per cent ad valorem. ~ 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee propose a modification of that 
paragraph which I send to the desk. i 

The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 16 and insert: 

Collodion and all compounds of pyroxylin, whether known as celluloid or 
by any other name, 50 cents per pound; rolled or in sheets, unpolished and 
not made up into articles, 60 cents per pound; if in finished or partly finished 

es, 65 cents per pound and 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. That is a considerable increase and & change of 
classification so as to put up these duties enormously. Why are 
these changes made? That agraph seems to have been delib- 
erately framed and repor by the committee. Here is a new 
Classification in the first part of it and 5 cents duty added to the 


latter part. I should like to know, for it is little enough to ask, 


why this is done. 

.ALLISON. Icalltheattention of the Senator from Missouri 
to the law of 1894. We have practically taken the 3 
of that law, making another bracket, as it were, covering col- 
lodion and all compounds, etc., at 50 cents a pound, and then when 
rolled in sheets, which is another process—— 

Mr. VEST. Making it 60 cents. 

Mr. ALLISON. Making it 60 cents. Then when made up in 
finished articles or partly finished, 65 cents and 25 per cent ad 
valorem. The present law is “collodion and all compounds of 
pyroxylin, by whatever name known, 40 cents a pound." Where 
the law now provides 40 cents we provide 50 cents. On rolled or 
in sheets, but not made up into articles, it is 50 cents per pound 
in the present law, and we make it 60 cents. If in finished or partly 
finished articles, it is 45 per cent ad valorem, and we have made 
it partly specific in the last bracket. 

. JO of Arkansas. What is the proposed rate in the last 
bracket of the amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Sixty-five cents and 25 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. The 65 cents isan increase, I was very glad, when 
this amendment was originally made, to see that it was a reduc- 
tion from the Wilson Act. Tbe Senator does not pretend to say 
that it now is the equivalent of the Wilson Act with the change 
of classification? 

Meet ALLISON. It is the classification of the Wilson Act prac- 
y. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; but the rates are not the same. 

Mr. ALLISON. The rates are increased over the Wilson Act. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa to the amendment of the 
committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 22, page 6, line 17, after the word ‘‘above,” to strike out 
“ten” and insert “séven;” in line 18, after the word “pound,” to 
strike out two“ and insert **one;" and in line 19, after the word 
above,“ to strike out ten“ and insert ‘‘seven;” so as to read: 

Gelatin, glue, isinglass or fish glue, and fish bladders or fish 


sounds, valued at not above 7 cents per pound, 1j cents per pound; valued at 
above 7 cents per pound, etc. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iaskthat that amendment be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was, in line 19, after the word ** above," to 
strike out ‘‘ twenty-five" and insert thirty: five; in line 20, after 
the word “pound,” to strike out “three cents per pound and 
fifteen " and insert ** twenty-five;" in line 21, after the words “ad 
valorem," to strike out “valued above 25 cents and not above 40 
cents per pound, 5 cents per pound and 15 per centum ad valorem; " 
in line 23, after the word above,“ to strike out ''forty" and insert 
“ thirty-five; in line 24, after the word “ pound,“ to strike out 
„twenty“ and insert fifteen;“ and in line 25, before the words 
per centum," to strikeout “fifteen " and insert twenty; so as 
to make the paragraph read: 

?2. Gelatin, glue, lass or fish glue, and p 
sounds, valued at not above 10 cents pue pound, 
at above 10 cents per pound and not a 
valorem; valued 
eent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. That should be agreed to. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should be glad if the Senator from 
Iowa would explain the effect of the paragraph as he proposes it 
in comparison with the present law. The comparative statement 
submitted to the Senate gives no information whatever. It seems 
as if the experts in the ury were completely paralyzed and 
bewildered by the proposed changes in this paragraph, and there 
is nothing in the comparative statement from which any opinion 
can be formed as to the effect of the proposed changes. 

Mr. ALLISON. The 9 in New York have recently re- 
ported that the rate on gelatin, under the pa Am as we have . 
amended it, would run from 21 to 25 per cent ad valorem, and on 

lue, 4 per cent to 21 per cent; on isinglass or fish glue, fish blad- 
ers, etc., from 4 to 6 cent. There is no great change. We 
reduced the rates, as the Senator will see, on the lower grades. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I must accept the Senator's state- 
ment because I have no idea what is the effect of the changes 
made, It appears to me asif the rates are increased in some re- 

ts. I may be mistaken in that. I would be very much grati- 
ed 75 find t there is a reduction by which the committee 
stands. 

Mr. ALLISON. On the lower grades, of course, there is a little 
increase; on the higher grades there is a reduction, 

The VICE-P. The next amendment passed over 
will be stated. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
8, line 17, paragraph 38, before the word “ cents,” to strike out 


fish bladders or fish 
cents per pound; valued 
ve 35 cents per pound, 25 per cent ad 
aboye 35 cents per pound, 15 cents per pound and 20 per 
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“fifty” and insert *'thirty-five;" so as to make the paragraph 


88. Olive oil, not specially provided for in this act, 35 cents per gallon. 


Mr. ALLISON. Ihave a modification to present in that para- 
graph, which I will send to the desk. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 
TheSECRETARY. In paragraph38, page 8, line 17, before ‘‘ cents,” 
strike out ‘‘ thirty-five” and insert ‘‘forty:” and at the end of the 
paragraph insert a semicolon and the words: 


If packed in bottles, jars, tins, or similar packages, 50 cents per gallon. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I can not im e what excuse there 
can be for increasing the rate on olive oil above the rate in the 
McKinley Act. It was 35 cents a gallon in the McKinley Act. It 
is 35 cents under the present law. Certainly the production of 
olive oil is not an infant industry in this country. e importa- 
tions were increased in 1896 over 1893. If the purpose is to get 
revenue it would seem that we are at the revenue point at 35 cents 
a gallon. Ican not understand why the rate should be increased 
beyond 35 cents; and I should be very glad to have the Senator 
state some reason why it should be done. If there is not some 
satisfactory reason given, I should like to have a vote of the Sen- 
ate by yeas and nays, to know whether the Senate will agree to 
this increase. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, there are two good reasons. 
The first reason is that of revenue to be gained by increasing the 
rate from 35 to 50 cents. The second reason, which to my mind 
isfar more important than the other, is because it provides that 
we shall have pure olive oil. The people of the western side of 
this continent are gyms des s fact that we have olive or- 
chards that are equal to those of Spain or any other country, We 
have several hundred thousand olive trees now in full bearing in 
California, and we are producing the only pure olive oil that is 
produced upon this continent, while, as a historical fact. we are 
shipping out of the United States cotton-seed oil that is sent to 
Spain and other European countries and put up in bottles there, 
labeled, and returned to this country and sold to the consumer as 
pure olive oil, when seven-tenths of it is cotton-seed oil. 

I wish to say one word more. I donot wish to take up time. 
We have hundreds of thousands of olive trees that will come into 
bearing within the next few years. The olive grows upon the 
foothills and elevations of from 500 to 2,000 feet above the level of 
the sea. The trees grow most luxuriantly in California, and 
among the old nations there are olive trees more than 100 years 
old that have been yielding all that time. I want to say to my 
friend from Arkansas that there is no industry more worthy of 
his support and recognition than the cultivation of olives in this 
country. We have demonstrated the fact that we can give you 

ure olive oil, and you will get it from no other place in the world 
ported into this country. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand that there is a large 
quantity of pure olive oil in this country made from cotton seed, 
and I suppose it is necessary under the circumstances to have 
some protection. 

` Mr. T. If the Senator from California had just put one or 
two words more in his remarks I could have subscribed to them 
with great cheerfulness—pure olive oil and cheap olive oil. There 
is the point in this discussion. The increase of taxation will not 
make the oil any purer. The whole object is to make us buy ata 
higher rate the olive oil that is raised and produced in California, 
If I were to stand here and demand an additional duty upon an 
article produced in Missouri in order to make the people of Cali- 
fornia pay more for it I would be doing exactly what the Senator 
from California is doing now. 

Here is an article necessary to comfort and health, because the 
best physicians tell us that olive oil should be used in salads and 
that it is absolutely nec to health in the large cities and in 
the springtime. In France it is used to a very large extent, be- 
cause no Frenchman thinks that his dinner is complete and en- 
tirely healthful without a salad. The people of the United States 
at large use this article. Why should we be made to pay tribute 
to one State? Whatsort of justice istherein that? Here is some- 
thing that comes from the soil. No immense amount of labor is 
used in the production of olive oil. We want it pure; there is no 
objection to that; but we want it cheap. Here is an increase in 
the rate of taxation for the single purpose, pure and simple, of 
making my constituents pay a larger price for something that is 
Taised in the State of California. That is the tariff. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say to my friend the Senator from Mis- 
souri that, having in view the word ‘‘cheap,” we prevailed upon 
the committee to place adulterated olive oil upon the free list. It 
is there; and therefore he will have a choice. He can take the 
pure California olive oil which we will give him or he may at a 
yery low figure take the cheap adulterated oil. 

r. VEST. Does the Senator say that adulterated olive oil is 
on the free list? 
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Mr. PERKINS. For lubricating and other purposes. 
Mr. VEST. Olive oil? 3 
Mr. PERKINS. Olive oil for lubricating and other 
is on the freelist. It comes here in barrels and is bottled. 

Mr. VEST. That is not edible oil? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is in paragraph 603. 

Mr. VEST. Is that edible oil, used for salads to put in people's 
stomachs? 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam inclined to think a great many of our 
friends use it for that purpose. 

Mr. VEST. I suppose not, if they know it. 

Mr. PERKINS. No; they do not know it. 

Mr. VEST. And disarrange their internal organization and 
bring about disease? I never heard of a man lubricating his 
stomach with adulterated olive oil. [Laughter.] , 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The next amendment passed over 
will be read. 

The Secretary read paragraph 43, on page 9, as follows: 

43. Blues, such as Berlin, Prussian, Chinese, and all others, containing fer- 
rocyanide of iron, dry or ground in or mixed with oil, 8cents per pound: and 
in pulp or mixed with water, 8 cents per pound on the materiel contained 
therein when dry. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee propose to modify the amend- 
ment, in line 15, by striking out ‘‘six” and inserting “ eight,” re- 
storing the rate provided for in the bill as it came from the House 
of Representatives. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment proposed by the 
Committee on Finance will first be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 9, paragraph 43, line 14, after the 
word ‘‘iron,” it is propo: to insert in pulp;" and in-line 15, 
after the word **oil," to insert or water;" so as to read: 

43. Blues, such as Berlin, Prussian, Chinese, and all others, containing fer- 
rocyanide of iron, in pulp, dry or ground in or mixed with oil or water, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, paragraph 43, line 15, after 
the word ** water," to strike out eight and insert six; so ag 
to read “6 cents per pound." 

.Mr. ALLISON. e committee desire that amendment to be 


disagreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment propused by the Committee on Finance, which has 
just been stated. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. I want to call attention to the fact, just in a his- 
torical way, although it does no good, that this is an increase over 
the McKinley rate from 6 to 8 cents; yet we were assured by the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] that wherever the 
committee went over the McKinley rate it would be phenomenal 
and abnormal. There are 132 instances which have been already 
counted where the committee have gone over the McKinley rates. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
9, paragraph 43, line 16, after the word pound,” to strike out: 

And in pulp or mixed with water, 8 cents per pound on the material con- 
tained therein when dry. : 

The amendment mon en, to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Finance which was passed over will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 10, paragraph 47, line 10, after the 
word ‘‘act,” the Committee on Finance propose to strike out 
“crnde” and insert * dry;" and in line 11, after the word “pound,” 
to Foe out the words ‘‘dried or powdered, one-half of 1 cent 

r pound." 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Finance instruct me to 
present a modification of this amendment, and I move to strike 
out the paragraph and insert in lieu thereof what I send to the 
Secretary's desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 10 it is proposed to strike out para- 
graph 47 and insert: 

47. Ocher and ochery earths, sienna and sienna earths, and umber and 
umber earths, when crude or not powdered, washed, or pulverized, one- 
eighth of 1 cent per pound: if powdered, washed, or pulverized, three-eighths 

l cent per pound; if ground in oil or water, 1} cents per pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee as prope to be modified. 

Mr. ALLISON. want to modify the amendment further. 
After the word “earths” where it last occurs I move to insert 
**not specially provided for." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The modification to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to modify the amendment b 
inserting after the word ** earths ” where it last occurs the wor 
not specially provided for.“ 
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Mr. ALLISON. NowIask the Secretary to read the paragraph 


as it is proposed to be amended. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 47 and 
in lieu thereof to insert: 

47. Ocher and ochery earths, sienna and sienna earths, and umber and 
umber earths, not specially provided for, when crude or not:powdered, 
washed, or pu verius, one-eighth of 1 cent per pound; if 8 washed, 
or pulverized, three-eighths of I cent per pound; if ground in oil or water, 14 
cents per pound. 

e amendment 55 was agreed to. m 2 

e next paragraph p over was paragrap ,on page 10, 
which the Committee on Finance proposed to amend,in line 17, 
after the word “blue,” by striking out ‘‘ and other ultramarine 
colors;” so as to read: } 

50. Ultramarine blue, whether dry, in pulp, or mixed with water, and wash 
blue containing ultramarine, etc. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 19 of the same paragraph, 
before the word “cents,” to strike out **four" and insert three.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwish to modify that amendment by inserting 
the words and one-half” after Se: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

"The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment of the 
committee, in line 19, 3 50, page 10, before the word 
“ cents,” by inserting the words and one-half; so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

50. Ultramarine blue, whether dry, in pulp, or mixed with water, and wash 
blue containing ultramarine, 3} cents per pound. 

The amendment was to. 

'The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next paragraph passed over was paragraph 58, on page 12, 
line 12, which the Committee on Finance proposed to amend, before 
the word cents,“ by striking out twenty and inserting ‘‘ten;” 
80 as to make the paragraph read: 


Phosphorus, 10 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. I propose to modify the committee amendment 
by inserting ‘‘ fifteen” instead of **ten;" so as to read: 

Phosphorus, 15 cents per pound. ; 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

'The next item passed over was the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Finance, on page 14, after line 22, to insert as a new 
paragraph: 

743. Soda ash, three-eighths of 1 cent per pound. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
amendment will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Let us understand that, Mr. President. 

Mr. ALLISON. Has paragraph 744 been agreed to? 

Mr. VEST. No; I want to understand it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend that paragraph by placing a 
semicolon after the word ‘‘pound,” in line 23, and inserting what 
I send to the desk, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Iowa on behalf of the committee 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 23, after the word “pound,” it is pro- 
posed to strike out the period and insert a semicolon; and to add 
** arseniate of soda, 1} cents per pound.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. Representing as I do immediately a State in 
which there is an industry that consumes a large amount of soda 
ash, whilst I do not wish to make any contest with the committee 
on this amendment, I ask to have published in the RECORD, asa 
part of my remarks, the statement which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, it will beso 
ordered, 

The statement referred to is as follows: 


SODA ASH. 


The bill reported by the Finance Committee of the United States Senate 
increases the duty on soda ash, reported in the House bill at one-fourth cent 
Ver ous. to three-eighths cent per pound. 

e present cost of soda ash for importation is about one-fifth cent per 
pound, f. o. b. 8 so that a dut: 47 is 
equivalent to fully 185 per cent protection. 

At the present rate of duty, one-fourth cent per nd, which is also the 
Quty of the 3 bill, there is imported into coun about 120,000 
tons per annum, yielding to the Government about $672, annually as 
revenue. 

The soda ash imported into this country is principally consumed on the 
seaboard, as the piged u makers can not compete with the American makers 

eret. 


pa pound would 
om importations, and in addition would place all t 


of three-eighths cent per poun 


The glass, soap, paper, and 

suiners of soda ash; i reased y pro 

bya N d of over 100 per cent, means a . and loss to all these 
industries, none of which are 

tent already given and conceded to 
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A 8 Au p. 185 per —— nm an article so largely qm by four 

em a burden ejut destructive. . 3 

It is entirely unnecessary as a protective measure, and would entirely de- 
feat its object asa revenue measure, being prohibitory. 

Mr. VEST. Let me ask the Senator from Iowa what the present 
duty is on arseniate of soda? 

. ALLISON. Twenty-five per cent ad valorem.’ 

Mr. VEST. What do you propose to make it? 

Mr. ALLISON. One and one-fourth cents per pound. 

Mr. VEST. What is the equivalent ad valorem? 

Mr, ALLISON. About 25 per cent, I think. 

Mr. VEST. I want to call attention to the fact that the increase 
proposed by the committee upon soda ash, which is an article of 
very great importance, is above the McKinley rate, it is above the 
Wilson rate, and it is above the rate in the House bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is all right. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator tell us now why he proposes to 
make that increase? Weare certainly entitled to know the reasons 
for it. Isuppose every Senator has received many communica- 
tions in regard to this article. The soap manufacturers are very 
much interested in it, for it is an article of large consumption and 
of absolute necessity to the soap manufacturers of the United 
States, and they have petitioned for a decrease of duty. Not satis- 
fied with the McKiniey rate—leaving out the Wilson rate, which 
of course is not to be considered by our friends on the other side— 
and not satisfied with the Dingley rate, they now propose to put 
up the price of this ap ote | one-eighth of a cent, making it a 
48 per cent ad valorem duty. hope our friend from Iowa will 
tell us why this is done. : 

Mr. STEWART. I will state for the information of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri that this article is largely manufactured in 
many places. Competition will undoubtedly keep the price down 
to where it ought to be. This duty is imposed are the principle 
that such articles should be protected. Certainly it is a product 
of our own country, and competition has resulted largely in the 
reduction of the p of it, and we want this duty. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] does not 
answer, but the Senator from Nevada [Mr, STEWART] does, which 
is proof positive that Nevada and the Western country is inter- 
ested in soda ash. 

Mr. STEWART. Suppose they are, is that a crime? 

Mr. VEST. “Hincillæ lachryme is the old Latin quotation— 
**hence those tears.” 

Mr. STEWART. Do not be afraid of Nevada getting too much, 
or Missouri either. 

Mr. VEST. I do not care whether it is Missouri or Nevada or 
anywhere else, I am opposed to this class legislation—putting up 
the price of an article of necessity in favor of certain manufac- 
turers. Ido not ask it for Missouri. I shall vote against any in- 
crease upon an article of prime necessity in my State, and take 
my chances as a public man. When it comes to lead, I shall vote 
to put that on the free list; when it comes to lumber, I shall vote 
to put that on the free list, and salt on the free list, and wool on 
the free list; and if they want a Senator here to do otherwise, let 
them send somebody else here. These duties ought to be justand 
equal, and they should be imposed with reference to the consum- 
ers of the country, the millions upon millions of people who are 
not represented here by any lobby or any moneyed interest at all. 

Here is soda ash, which is put into soap, an article of absolute 
necessity, a cheap article, used by everybody. It is said that the 
Democratie party does not use it as a rule, though I believe they 
are as much addicted to bathing as any other class in the. com- 
munity. An ex-President, of whom I was a great friend, at a 
dinner party in New York spoke of soap as a great political in- 
strumentality during the previous election. [Laughter.] Here 
is soap, the Sa venias or principal article composing which is 
soda ash, made dearer; though our friend from Nevada tells us 
he thinks that the competition in this country will keep the price 
of soda ash down. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Well, then, what is the use of shutting out the 
foreign manufacturer, when our experience is that whenever you 
shut out foreign competition, the domestic manufacturers arran. 
the price for their own benefit, and you have what is generally 
called a combine or a trust? _One manufactarer says to another, 
**Here, Smith, you and myself are cutting each other's throats. 
You own a factory over there, and I have a factory over here. 
Why let these haymakers get this article cheap at our expense? 
Let you and I get together and coolly fix the price for our own 
benefit, and make money." Put money in thy purse," Roderigo; 
put money in thy purse." That is all there is in it. 

. PLA of Connecticut. Mr. President, the manufacture 
of soda ash in this eq comes in direct competition with the 
manufacture of soda ash by the United Alkali Company, of Great 
Britain, the most powerful trust or combination in the world. 
What our friends on the other side seem to wish to do isto destroy 
the manufacture of soda ash in this country in order that it may 


' that a quarter of a cent gives ample protection. 
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be entirely monopolized by the United Alkali Company, of London, 
which, as I said, is a trust with $20,000,000 of capital, and prob- 
ably the closest and most grinding monopoly on the face of the 


Mr. LINDSAY. Icallthe attention of the Senator from Con- 
necticut to the fact that the importation of soda ash between the 
years 1893 and 1896 has declined 334 per cent. The Americans 
seem to be able to take care of that British trust. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. To-day there are, as I understand, 
three soda- ash manufactories in the United States, perhaps more, 
When they commenced the manufacture of soda ash, there was 


at the then prevailing price perhaps an opportunity of a living 


profit. To crush out this manufacture here the foreign monopoly 
reduced the price to a point where there was no profit in the 
American manufacture. Just the moment that they can succeed 
in crushing the American manufacturers, who are not in combina- 
tion, this foreign combination and trust will raise the price higher 
than it was before. That is the old story. 

I think that the people who use soda ash in this country will get 
their soda ash much pe by a duty upon it which will allow 
its manufacture in the United States than by putting it on the 
free list, thus crushing out the manufacture in the United States 
and putting the whole business in the hands of this monopoly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Is it on the free list now? 

Mr. LINDSAY. It has never been on the free list. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is not on the free list. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Itwas on the dutiable listin the McKinley law. 

Mr. VEST. We only desire to have the McKinley rate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Thesame rate is on this now that was 
under the McKinley law, and there was an increase as originally 
proposed by the committee of an eighth of a cent over the bill as 

t came from the House, The importations amounted in 1893 to 
$4,800,787.77 and they fell off in 1896 to $1,970,975.31. So it seems 


Theimportation 
was not one-half in 1595 what it was in 1893. 

What is the occasion for raising the tax any higher? We have 
been told all the time that it was not pr to have any extrava- 
gant rate of taxation, and yet the rate under the McKinley law 
and the rate under the present law is p: to be raised 50 per 
cent, when the House of Representatives itself proposed only a 
quarter of a cent, and the Committee on Ways and Means were 
satisfied with the present rate and satisfied with the rate which 
was in the McKinley law. This increase, the like of which has 
not been heard of in any article of necessity anywhere, has been 

ut on by the Senate committee, when we were assured in the 
1 a, of the debate that all these taxes were going to be kept 
down to a 1narvelously low level. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment papon by the committee as amended. 

Mr. VEST. I for the yeas and nays. ~ 

The yeasand nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 


call the roll. 
Mr. GEAR og his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SwrrH], but I transfer that pair 


to the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason], and vote yea.“ 
Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). I have a general 
p with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN]. 
he were present, I should vote 4255 
S (when his name was ed). Iam paired with the 


Mr. 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GaLLINGER]. If he were 
present, I should vote **nay." 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 


the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay}. 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). I have a general 
per with the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY]. 

ere ae prena I should vote ** yea." 

Mr. LMAN (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. If he were here, 
I should vote ** yea.” 

Mr. WEL GTON (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Bur- 
LER]. In his absence, I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. THURSTON. Iinquire if the senior Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN } has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. THURSTON. I again announce my pair with that Senator, 
and withhold my vote. he were present, I should vote yea.” 

. WARREN. I am informed that the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. TELLER] would, if he were here, vote on the side of this 
uestion that I would. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
ashington [Mr. TURNER] to the tor from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER], and vote yea.” 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after voting in the negative). 


Iam 


paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], and therefore 
withdraw my vote. , i 
Mr, SHOUP. Ihave a general pair with the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia [Mr. Warre], but I reserved the right to vote on this 
8 and will therefore allow my vote in the affirmative to 
stand. 

Mr. GEAR. I have been transferring pairs with the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. RAwrrNs], who is not now here; but, by his per- 
mission, I wil transfer his pair to the Senator from New Jersey 

Mr. Surry]. I want to protect the vote of the Senator from New 
Jersey. "They would both vote the same way. I willlet my vote 
in the affirmative stand. 

Mr.PENROSE. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY] to the junior Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. Mason], and vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—30. 
Allison, Frye, McEnery, Shou 
Baker, Gear Pearce Bos 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Perkins, Stewart, 
Carter, Hawley, Platt, Conn. Warren, 
Chandler, Hoar, Platt, N. Y. Wetmore, 

eboe, Jones, Nev. Pritchard, ilson. 

Fairbanks, L Proctor, 
Foraker, McBride, Sewell, 

NAYS—20. 
Allen, 8 Mallory, Pettus, 
—.— Go aM h s à 

rry, rman, u 
Caffery, Heitfeld, — Vest, 
Chilton, cLaurin, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
NOT VOTING—39. 

Aldrich. Gallinger, ” Lindsay, Rawlins, 
Bate, ` George, ` Mentis Smith, 
Butler, Gray, Mantle, Teller, 
Cannon, Hale, Martin, urs 
Clark, Hanna, 
Cullom, Harris, Kans. Mills, Turner, 
Daniel, Harris, Tenn Morgan, Wellington, 
Davis, Jones, Morrill, White 
Elkins, Kenney, Nelson, Wolcott. 
Faulkner, Kyle, Quay, 


So the amendment of the committee as amended was agreed to. 

The next paragraph which was ed over was paragraph 81, 
beginning in line 14, on page 15, which the Committee on Finance 
proposed to-amend, after the word“ Vanillin,“ by striking out 
** 70 cents per ounce " and inserting **50 per cent aa valorem.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out the amendment heretofore proposed by the committee, 50 
per cent ad valorem," and also striking out ** 70 cents per ounce,” 
and inserting ** S0 cents per ounce;" so as to read: 

81. Vanillin, 80 cents per ounce. ? 


Mr. VEST. There is nothing in the comparative statement 
showing that any of this article comes into the country. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have a very full statement from the ap- 
praiser's office respecting it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, There ought to be some reason given 
for Pun of these increases. Let the statement of the Senator be 
read. 

Mr. VEST. We can not find out anything about this article. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihavea statement regarding vanillin, which 
has been heretofore classified as a chemical compound at 25 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. What is the unit of value? 

Mr. ALLISON. About $50 a pound. It has ranged within the 
last few years from 835—835 being exceptionally low, and only 
for a short time—to $50 and to as high as $80 a pound. This duty 
of yd cents an ounce would be equivalent to about 25 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Under the present rate of duty the mim abroad, as I under- 
stand, fix the price to suit themselves. There are, I think, only 
two or three manufactories abroad, and only one in this country. 
The object is to get a specific duty. 

Mr. How many of these manufactories are there in this 
country? c 

Mr. ALLISON. Just one. The object is to secure a specific 
duty of about 25 per cent ad valorem, which js 80 cents an ounce, 

Mr. VEST. I understand this articleis an extract of the vanilla 
bean. Is that so? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is what is called a synthetic product. It is 
an efficient substitute for vanilla made from the vanilla bean, and 
is a highly concentrated article, used for flavoring ices, ice creams, 
confectionery, etc., and also in making perfumery. It is made 
from coal tar and various other things. 

Mr. VEST. Is it a coal-tar product? 

Mr. ALLISON. Nota coal-tar product entirely. 

Mr. VEST. Then of what is it made? 

Mr. ALLISON. Coal tar is one of the elements which enter 
into its composition. 
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Mr. VEST. There is but one factory in this country, and none 
of the article comes in, according to the comparative statement. 

Mr. ALLISON, I have a statement here, and perhaps I had 
better eer give the contents of it. 


Mr. V. 
about it. 
Mr. ALLISON. It is a proprietary article, made and controlled 
abroad under patent, and it is understood that it is consigned for 
sale on foreign owners’ account to but two or three firms in this 


Let us have something, for we are in the dark 


country. 

It is a white crystalline powder, chemically pure, made from 
coniferine, a glucoside contained in the cambrium layer (under 
the bark) of the pine tree; also from guiacol. or the resin of the 
lignum-vite tree, as well as from a body found in oil of cloves. 
Its market value has been a matter of serious dispute, it having 
been the subject of frequent advances and of reappraisement. 
The latest appraised value is about $50 p pound. It was for- 
merly invoiced considerably higher, and lately by one concern as 
low as $35 per pound: but, as before stated, it was advanced. In 
consequence of the disputes respecting its value and the repeated 
attempts at undervaluation, it is of the highest importance that 
the rate upon the article be specific. Seventy-five cents an ounce 
would be substantially the equivalent of 25 per cent ad valorem, 
the rate to which the article is now subject. 

Mr. VEST. What is it used for? - 

Mr. ALLISON. For perfumery, and, of course, in confections 
and as a substitute for the vanilla bean. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before leaving this subject, I wish to insert 
I think it is better to make it a new paragraph called 80}, although 
J intended to make it a part of this paragraph—as a separate para- 
graph what I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as a new paragraph 
the following: 

D i à ua, T 50 cents d; vanilla 
7700 known Vie sq per chet ea » 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the rate now? 

Mr. VEST. What is the present duty? 

Mr. ALLISON. Both of the articles are on the free list. Ton- 
qua beans are on the free list. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The intention of this is to give effect 
to the tariff just put on. As these things would probably come 
án competition with vanillin, an increased rate on that article 
rius not be very effective unless this article is taken off the free 


Mr. ALLISON. Iwill say to the Senator from Arkansas that 
they bear no relation to each other. 

. VEST. Did I understand the Senator to say vanillin is 
used as a substitute for the vanilla bean? 

Mr. ALLISON. I did say so. 

Mr. VEST. How can the Senator say they have no relation to 
each other? 

Mr. ALLISON. What I meant to say was that the action of 
the committee had no reference to that. 

Mr. VEST. Weare discussing the effect of the action of the 
committee. The Senator has just put a duty of 80 cents an ounce 
upon vanillin, which is a substitute, as he says, for the vanilla 
bean. He then proceeds to take the vanilla bean off the free list 
and puta duty on it. Now, the meaning of that is first to protect 
the vanillin, of which there is just one manufacturer in this 
country, and none brought in, and then to exclude the competing 
3 by putting a duty upon it. In other words, put the vanilla 

upon the dutiable list, shut out the vanilla bean in the inter- 
est of the vanillin manufacturer in the United States, who gets 80 
cents an ounce, and none of it comes in. If that is not a tariff 
conibine, there never was one made. 

Mr. ALLISON. The tonqua bean is a very high-priced article, 
and it is imported to this country at a high price, and it will un- 
doubtedly maintain that price under the duty we propose, which 
is purely a revenue duty. 

As to the effect it may have upon vanillin, I do not suppose it 
would be appreciable. The vanillin is a highly-concentrated 
product, and 1s used as a substitute for the vanilla bean in the 
way J have stated, and both of these articles will yield from a half 
million to seven hundred thousand dollars, as I am informed by 
Treasury experts. Ithink we need the revenue, especially if we 
are not to puta tax upon beer and tobacco and some other articles 
that are now embraced in the bill. Isubmit the amendment to 
the Senate. and if they wish to vote it down, they can do so. 

The ViCE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the committee. z 

Mr. VEST. Icall for a division of the question, 

The ViCE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
first part of the amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert: 

Tonquin, tonqua, or tonka beans, 50 cents per pound. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The remai of th 
e S e remaining portion e para- 
graph will now be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Vanilla beans, $2 per pound; vanilla beans, 
commercially known as cuts, $1 per pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing tothe 
amendment which has been stated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that paragraph 86, the next in order, 
may be over for the moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be passed over. The next 
amendment which has been passed over will be stated. - 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 88, line 21, after the word “ton,” 
to strike out “ bauxite or beauxite, crude, not refined or otherwise 
advanced in condition from its natural state, $1 per ton;" so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

88. Cla: N & i 
JJ... geret earge ror teat 
for in this act, $2 per ton; china clay or kaolin, $2 per ton; um and 
bitumen, crude, if not dried or otherwise advanced in any manner, $1.50 per 
ton; if dried or otherwise advanced in any manner, $3 per ton. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask that the amendment be disagreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CHILTON. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa that the 
Senator from Georgia who wished to be heard upon this question 
is not present in the Chamber. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 17, before the word “ dollars,“ I move. 
to strike out two“ and insert three.“ 

The SEcRETARY. It is proposed to amend the ph by 
striking out, in line 17, the word two" andinserting **three;" so 
as to read: 

China clay or kaolin, $3 per ton. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ishould like the Senator from Iowa 
to state what the present rate is on china clay or kaolin. 

Mr. ALLISON. Two dollars a ton. That is my recollection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment . by the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to haye the para- 
graph read as it now stands. 

e Secretary read as follows: 

88. Clays or eai 
222 ĩ ĩͤ vd d 
kor in this act, $2 per ton; china clay or kaolin, $3 per ton; pron aires and 
bitumen, crude, if not dried, or otherwise advanced in any manner, $1.50 per 
ton; if dried or otherwise advanced in any manner, $ per ton. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I thought there had been an 
amendment previously adopted placing limestone rock asphalt on 
the dutiable list. It is so tinted: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary informs the Chair that 
that is the pending amendment, which has not been agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The 
rest of the paragraph, as I understand it to remain. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Bauxite, or beauxite, crude, not refined or otherwise advanced in condition 
from its natural state, 31 per ton. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Now, there is an amendment 
pending in regard to rock asphalt. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “ton,” in line 17, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

Limestone rock asphalt containing not more than 15 per cent bitumen, 50 
cents per ton. 

And in line 20, after the word bitumen,“ to insert not spe- 
cially provided for in this act;" so as to read: 

Limestone rock sy pal containing not more than 15 per cent of bitumen, 
50 cents per ton; as tum and bitumen, not specially provided for in this 
act, crude, if not or otherwise advanced in any manner, $1.50 per ton. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee. » ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 1 

Mr. VEST. I wish to call attention, in the line of historical 
allusion simply, to the fact that asphalt, under the McKinley law 
and the existing law, whether crude or advanced in manufacture, 
was free. Here it is put upon the dutiable list. The equivalent 
ad valorem for $3 per ton upon asphalt is 109 per cent. Of course 
the argument will be made, when anything is said against a tax 
on asphaltum, that the principal supply of this country to-day 
comes from an island in the West Indies that belongs to Great 
Britain. Itissaid that Great Britain charges so much royalty for 
the bitumen or asphaltum which is taken out of the lake on that 
island. My information is that an American company has pur- 
chased either the whole of that lake or an interest in it, and that the 

halt we have to-day upon the streets of the city of Washington— 
ashington has more asphaltum pavement than any other city in 
the United States—came from that lake, and the government of 


did not read tho 
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the District of Columbia paid an enormous price, about three and 
a half times what is now the commercial value of the asphait used 
on streets. à 

We have lately discovered immense deposits of asphalt or gil- 
sonite in the United States, and every Senator will recollect the 
struggle we had here in regard to the Uncompahgre Reservation, 
about opening it. That legislation was defeated; but of course 
the asphaltum or gilsonite beds remain there. There is a company 
in the city of St. Louis that have gilsonite or asphaltum deposits 
outside of that reservation, and they are furnishing now to the 
city of St. Louis and to Kansas Giy in my State, asphaltum or 
gilsonite paving at about one-third whatit costs the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia and the United States Government to 
pave with asphaltum the streets of this city. 

I do not know why this duty is put upon the article now and 
why the article is taken off the free list. It seems to me that 
with the immense natural deposits in the United States we are 
able to compete with any country in the world and absolutely to 
control this very necessary article for municipal purposes. The 

ilsonite found in the Uncompahgre Reservation is used not only 

or paving, but roofing and other purposes, and why this large 
duty should be imposed, unless it be, as I suppose will be said, as 
an attack upon the English company who own the lake in the 
West Indies, I am unable to see. 'lhe result when this duty is 
imposed is that the article of asphaltum will be made higher to 
every municipality in the United States that wants to use it upon 
its streets, and it is hardly necessary to say that in a great many 
noncommercial cities it 1s the very best article that can be used 
for the purpose. 

Mr. CHI TON. Mr. President, there is a further observation 
which might be made in regard to the asphaltum business. I 
believe the California asphalt, which is noted all over the world, 
contains a much larger quantity of bitumen than the Trinidad 

halt, and has an advantage in the market on that account. It 
will make many more square yards of pavement to the ton than 
Trinidad asphaltum. It seems to me this is a case where the 
American industry is clearly able to stand alone and compete 
with all the world. It needs no protection. Asphaltum is not 
only used in city pavements, but it is used in livery stables and 
other lines of business, and the tax imposed will constitute a 
charge on a large number of American people. 

The question of transportation largely controls the market for 
asphaltum. The California product is largely shut out of New 
York and extreme Eastern cities on account of the high rates of 
transportation. It is practically impossible to transport it to New 
York so as to come in active competition with the Trinidad arti- 
cle. Therefore it seems, sir, that in so fur as transportation does 
not offer difficulties to the American production of asphaltum it 
is now completely on its feet. The imposition of this tariff will 
add a tax for asphaltum in the Eastern section of the United 
States which the Western asphaltum can not reach on account of 
the enormous transportation charges to which I have referred. 

Iknow, as has been frequently said, that it is useless to offer any 
reasons against proposed amendments, but it occurs to me that 
this is an unnecessary charge upon the taxpayers of a large section 
of this country and can do no possible good. The product is one 
which can not be locally developed by a protective duty, and being 
so largely used in the work of municipalities, it is not an appro- 
priate subject for a revenue duty. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If we listened to and heeded the 
arguments which are made whenever an item in this bill is under 
consideration, the Government would have no revenue whatever, 
for every item is objected to. Now, this, as I understand it, is 
purely a revenue duty, and the necessity for revenue seems to be 
ver apone . E 

ith reference to increasing the cost of street paving, I think 
myself there is profit enough in the asphaltum business between 
the lake at Trinidad and the laying of the pavement in cities so 
that that pavement can be afforded at the same rate at which it 
is now lei. 532 

I desire to amend the paragraph further by adding the provision 
which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrowsinthechair). The 
2 proposed by the Senator from Connecticut will be 
sta 


The SECRETARY. On page 17, after line 23, it is proposed to add 
to paragraph 88 the following: 


Fuller's earth, wrought or manufactured, $3 per ton. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the rate now? 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 'Two dollars. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed hy the Senator from Connecticut. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. QUAY. I have just entered the Chamber, and I find the 
Benate occupied with paragraph 88, in which I am very much 
interested, and on which I had understood the committee in 


charge of the bill was to give me a hearing before action was 
taken by the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. In relation to what? 

Mr. QUAY. Paragraph 88. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Which article? 

Mr. QUAY. First as to crude asphalt, which I desire to have 
laced on the free list; second. as to gypsum, and third, as to 
eldspar, which I desire to have placed on the dutiable list. I 
will be very glad if the Senator from Connecticut will allow the 
paragraph to be passed over. i understanding was distinct 
with the Senator in charge of the bill that I should have a hear- 
ing on the paragraph before action by the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania would let the action of the Senate stand until the Senator 
from Iowa returns, which will be in a few minutes. 

€ QUAY. Ienter a motion to reconsider and will let it 
stand. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 
ding: 

Fuller's earth, unwrought or unmanufactured, $2 per ton. 


I offer that to follow the amendment already agreed to pro- 
posed by the Senator from Connecticut. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from South Dakota will be stated. 
ERE N E YA It is proposed to add to the words already 

opted: 


Fuller's earth, unwrought or unmanufactured, $2 per ton. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, up to two years 
fuller's earth used in this country was imported from England. 
They had a complete monopoly of the American market. Some of 
it was imported unmanufactured and some ground and prepared for 
use. The price was from nineteen tothirty dollars perton. About 
three years ago fuller's earth was discovered in Georgia and Flor- 
ida and Virginia and South Dakota. We began the production of 
this article. Last year we produced in this country about 20,000 
tons. We consume about 50,000 tons, and nearly all of that which 
we produced and placed upon the market last year came from 
Florida, where the deposits are unlimited in extent and inexhaust- 
ible. The veins are 8 feet thick—from 4 to 8 feet—and the clay is 
of superior quality, fully equal to the best imported from Great 
EUN One firm is producing 1,000 tons a month at the present 

ime. 

We can supply the American market, but the rate of transpor- 
tation on fuller's earth from Florida to New York is about $5 per 
ton, while often, for the purpose of getting loads for ballast, vessels 
will carry clay from England for $1 per ton laid down in New 
York. Therefore the duty on the raw earth should be increased 
A as to protect the production of the article by the American pro- 

ucer. 

This earth is used for various poe It was formerly used 
for cleansing furs and clothes. It is now used for clarifying oil, 
and the market is constantly increasing and widening. The de- 
posit in my own State contains several million tons. The vein is 
8 feet in thickness and covers a thousand acres of ground. It is 
very pure and of excellent quality, but owing to the difference in 
the freight rates and the difference in the cost of labor we can not 
compete without this protection. 

I notice some rather remarkable things in connection with this 
paragraph. In the first place, the House provided that the duty 
on un wrought and unmanufactured clays or earths should be $1 
per ton, and on wrought or manufactured, not specially provided 
for in this bill, $2 per ton. This included fuller's earth. There is 
a little factory in Connecticut, and Connecticut is represented on 
the committee, and therefore the committee bring in an amend- 
ment to increase the rate on wrought or manufactured fuller's 
earth to $3 a ton, but they leave the unwrought or unmanufac- 
tured article still at the same rate imposed by the House. 

My amendment proposes to increase the duty on unwrought or 
unmanufactured earth the same as we have increased it on the 
wrought or manufactured earth. No attention is paid to the 
interest of the prodno of thearticle in this country, but the little 
mill that grinds English stock must be specially taken care of, 
because it is represented on the committee. Therefore, without 
any opposition whatever, the duty is increased to $3 on the ground 
and prepared earth. Nothing is done for the producer, nothing 
is done for the men who discovered the article and reduced the 
price to the consumer from $19—$30 per ton down to $12 a ton. 
This little machine was running in Connecticut when they charged 
$30 a tonfor the article. It did not reduce the price to the Amer- 
ican consumer one penny, but when Americans discovered this ar- 
ticle in Florida and Georgia, and Virginia and South Dakota, and 
began to put it upon the market, the price went down. Who is 
rewarded? The mill that kept up the price. The duty is increased 
for them to $3 a ton, because they are represented on the commit- 


I move to amend the paragraph by ad- 


all the 


tee. I wonder if there is an institution at any crossroads in Con- 
necticut that is not thoroughly taken care of by this bill. If there 
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is one that is not taken care of, it is an oversight. There is no 
question about that. , 

Furthermore, the committee brought in an amendment to in- 
crease the duty on china clay from $2 to $3 per ton. That is 
found in Pennsylvania and New Jersey. If an article is dis- 
covered anywhere outside of the excessively protected States, 
who have had the-special favor of the Government in every re- 
spect for years, it can shift for itself; but if it is found in a State 
where every industry is protected 4 feet deep, then it gets addi- 
tional favors. 

For whosoever hath, to him shall be given, and he shall have more abun- 
ear d whosoever hath not, from shall be taken away even that 

The committee bring in the amendment for $3 a ton on china 
clay because, I suppose, the foreign importer can land it by water 
in 8 or is it because the Senator from Pennsylvania 
Mr. QUAY] has 4 bushels of manuscript which he has told the 
committee he would bring in and read for a week, and has thereby 
obtained these concessions? The rest of us had better get 4 bushels 
of manuscript. 

Mr. QUAY. The Senator from Pennsylvania must disclaim 
any intention to bulldoze this committee. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator from Pennsylvania says he 
must disclaim any intention to bulldoze this committee. It is 
unnecessary, doubtless. He had to bulldoze the committee that 
prepared the last tariff bill, and his manuscript is saved until 
when we get into power. 

Fuller's earth in the State of South Dakota, for instance, is dug 
from beds not very deep under ground. It is then ground into 
powder, and dried either in the sun or dried by artificial means, 
and then it is ground and screened and prepared for use. We 
make the duty $1 on theunwrought or unmanufactured, although 
the freight rate from the beds of clay in the United States to New 
York is more than twice what it is from the beds of clay in Eng- 
land, and then we impose a duty of $2 more for the benefit of t. 
little machine in Connecticut. 

All they have to do after the earth comes in is to dry it, grind 
it, and screen it to make it fit for use, and yet they are to have $3 
aton. They will not grind one single pound of American clay, 
and they do not propose to. They want the duty of $3 so that 
they can grind English clay, although the quantity in this coun- 
try is unlimited. If they are so anxious to help the laboring man, 
it seems to me they ought to be willing toemploy American clay, 
mined by American miners, and then pay the freight, instead of 
paying it to British ships, to American railroads, if we have any 
American railroads. Senators talk about wanting to encourage 
our own commerce, and zer whenever a single thing in this bill 
can be secured cheaper abroad for the use of the Eastern manu- 
facturers, they are anxious to get it in foreign bottoms and pay 
the freight to foreign shipowners. 

I sometimes think that the only real political principle which 

itates the representatives of New England on this floor is that 
of enlightened self-interest. I know it is enlightened, because it is 
always in the interest of New England, and everybody else can go. 

I know, Mr. President, it is no use to contend against the com- 
mittee. I understand full well the arrangement and understand- 
ing, and I know, of course, that this increase will be given to the 
clay of Pennsylvania and New Jersey, and this increase will be 

iven to the mill that grinds the fuller's earth in Connecticut. 

propose to have the people understand just what is going on. I 
propose to have it understood what this bill is gotten up for and 
in waus interest it is manipulated, and that is all I expect to ac- 
complish. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, Mr. President, it is true that the 
VA business of grinding fuller’s earth is carried on in Connecticut. 
It is also true, I rat ud that there has been a bed of fuller’s 
earth found in Florida, What I understand the Senator from 
South Dakota wants—who is not a protectionist except in spots, 
when he has some particular thing that he desires to have pro- 
tected—is that the Connecticut mill shall be obliged to buy the 
fuller's earth, which it is said has been found in Dakota, in its raw 
state, and transport it by rail to Connecticut and grind it there, 
and then send it back to Dakota for use, or as far back as it can 
find purchasers. Now, I do not think there is very much incon- 
sistency in that. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr, President, the deposit of fuller's earth 
in South Dakota would not go to Connecticut to be'ground, nor 
to the Eastern market. It would go, however, into the markets 
of the West, to Kansas City, where it would be used to clarify 
lard oil, cotton-seed oil, etc. But the clays of Florida can come 
into the New York market if you give them a chance to do it, and 
there is no reason why they should not beallowed tocome. There 
is no argument, except an effort to create a prejudice in the mind 
of somebody, why the Connecticut mills shonld not buy the Flor- 
ida earth and grind it, and be obliged to buy it or else go unpro- 
tected themselves. 

Further, Mr. President, I do not know that I care to disclaim or 


a 


admit the charge as to whether I am a protectionist or not. I 
helieve that the nation should doits own work. I believe thata 
varied industry is necessary to the development of the best traits 
of character and the highest civilization among any people. I 
believe that it is the nation’s duty to encourage that varied indus- 
try which will enable every talent among its people to be devel- 
oped to its fullest extent. 

Because I refused to vote for 185 per cent duty on woolen goods, 
the Senator from Connecticut stands up here to say that I ama 
protectionist only in spots. Because I refused to vote for 700 per 
cent duty on the lower grades of silk, used by the poor people of 


this country, the Senator from Connecticut says I am, a protec- 


tionist only in spots. 

Well, if to be a protectionist all over a man must vote for 700 

rcent duty on the cheaper articles and for 10 per cent on the 
nigher priced articles that are used by the rich, I am only a pro- 
tectionist in spots. If to be a protectionist I must vote for an 
extra duty on sugar purely and absolutely in the interest of the 
most corrupt and demoralizing trust ever organized in this coun- 
try, at the behest and dictation of a political caucus, then I ama 
protectionist only in spots. If I must vote for every trust, if I 
must vote for every combination, vote special privileges to the 
few, high rates of duty, differential duty. in order that they may 
be encouraged in their raids upon the people of this country, then, 
Mr. President, I am not a protectionist all over. » 

Is the Republican party a protection party? Why, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the issue of protection has departed from ours politics. 
When New England made her trade with the cotton Democrats 
of theSouth for the prre of ud a any on cotton, thinking 
to break up the solid South, she abandoned the only principle, the 
only issue, that gave the party character, and it has left you 
nothing with which to fight thè next campaign. All the Repub- 
lican party stands for to-day, inasmuch as protection is no longer 


an issue and the South is broken up, is as the champion of the 


trusts and the gold standard, as the special representative of the 
classes against the masses. 

Mr. PASCO. Some very valuable deposits of this fuller's earth 
are found in the State which I have the honor in part to repre- 
sent, and they have been developed and are being developed to a 
very considerable extent. The most valuable deposits are in Gads- 
den County, near the town of Quincy, and I have received some 
communications from the general manager of the company that 
is developing them that I shall ask to have read at the desk. This 
is the first one, which I ask the Secretary to read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Quincy, FLA., January 25, 1897. 

DEAR SIR: As you are probably aware, we have been mining and shipping 
fuller's earth from this section for the past two years, and our shipments 
from Quincy for the year 1896 represented 6.000 tons. Our Florida product 
is used in competition with the finest es of English fuller's earth, and 
owing to the competition of the American product the shippera of English 
fuller's earth have reduced their prices very materially for the past year. 
Nearly all of our consumers report that as satisfactory results can be ob- 
tained with the American article as with the imported, but owing to the 
very low ocean freight rates and the desire on the part of the English peo- 
pie to hold the market, they can only hold the trade by reducing the price and 

riving the American product out of the market. 

Under the McKinley law the rate on clay imported was $3 per ton on the 
ground and prepared article and $1.50 on the crude. Under the Wilson bill 
the rates were reduced to $20n the finished material and $1 on the crude. 
‘The fuller's earth industry in this State promises to become very important, 
and in order to protect and build up the industry we are anxious to have the 
rates restored as they were under the McKinley law. This would certainly 
aid in building up the industry in Florida. and as the discovery of fuller's 
earth a the United States is so recent we feel fully justified in asking for 
protection. 

I would also say that contracts can be made with the English people to shi 
fuller's earth from Liverpool to Chicago and other Western points ata mu 
lower rate of freight than prevails in our own country, owing to the low pro- 
portion Vries by the Atlantic steamers. 

\ I would ask you to give this matter your consideration, and, if consistent 
with your views, extend uut aid in supporting anew Florida industry. 
‘With best respects, I am, yours, "Vh truly 
WM. M. CORRY, General Manager. 
Hon. SAMUEL PASCO, 
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. $ 

Mr. PASCO. T ask also that extracts from the following letter 
miy be read at the desk as marked. 

The Secretary read as follows: x 

Quincy, FLA., April 17, 1897. 

Dear SIR: As you are doubtless aware, fuller's earth of the finest Quality 
was discovered in Florida a little over two years ago, and I am gene 
manager fora firm that will ship over 12.000 tons out of the State this year. 
In order to introduce fuller's earth tô the trade successfully, we must first 
overcome a deep-seated prejudice that exists on th» part of consumers in 
favor of the imported fuller's earth, and the introduction and general use of 
the American article is surrounded by some difficulties. The importers of 
English fuller's earth have been working strenuonsly to prevent an increase 
on the duty, and in order to shut out American competition have formed & 
combination, and have been steadily reducing prices for the list two years, 

'The freight rates on Florida fuller's earth to New York is 34 per ton, while 
the rate from Liverpool to New York and other American ports has been 
made as low as $2 per ton, and in many cases the material has even been car- 
ried as ballast at a nominal price. English fuller's earth has been known 
commercially for the past three hundred years, and producers and em Fa 
of the article have amassed fortunes in the business. All of this com tion 
must be metinordertointroducesuccesssully the Florida product. and where 
the Florida earth has been given a fair trial the consumers admit that it is 
fully equal in many branches of the business to that which is imported. 


* 
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Under the McKinley bill the rates on fuller's earth were fixed at $2 mM 
n 


crude and $3 on the ground and milled article per ton. Later on 


bil) redu. these rates to $1 and $2 

We have asked that the Mc’ ey restored in 

perm s ed the American product, which even at the time of the 

of the Wilson bill was an u own comm We understood t the 

Ways and Means Committee of the House would — ch favorably on the 

ad the M y figures, but the bill as 

by the House shows no change from the rates provided for in the Wilson bill 
* * 


* * * 


with drown out thís new indus- 
in our own country. 

think our demands are reasonable, and trust you will use your influence 

in iy of the American fuller's 
ours, very truly, 
WM. M. CORRY, General Manager. 
Hon. SAMUEL Pasco, 
te Chamber, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, many of the people who com 
this company live in other States. Some of them have moved into 
Florida. They have brought there a large amount of capital, and 
they have developed this and other industries since they came 


e 

Ihavethought it proper that they should be heard upon this 
subject. For this reason I have had these letters read, so that 
they may be considered by the Senate and by the committee. I 
have felt that my duty toward these gentlemen would be dis- 
charged bringing this matter to the attention of the commit- 
tee, and I have done so; but the committee have not been con- 
vinced that the duty upon fuller's earth in its unwrought or 
unmanufactured state should be increased. This company is not 
directly interested in the manufactured article, but the committee 
has seen fit to favor a much higher duty upon the article in its 
wrought state, and pro to raise that, but leave the duty on 
the unmanufactured article where it was under the Wilson Act. 

So far as I am personally concerned, I have been disposed to 
accept the action of my party friends when they made the Wilson 
Act, and I have not asked, and do not ask, for any increase, but I 
do not think that the committee should raise the duty upon the 
manufactured product and still leave the duty on the unwrought 
article where it is left in the Wilson Act. 

I wish to state now, so that there may be no misunderstanding 
as to my own position, that Ishall not vote for this increase, and I 
do not myself ask for any increase. The responsibility must rest 
with the committee, who have all the facts before them and the 
reasons urged by my correspondents for a higher rate of duty on 
the un wrought article. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator what, in his 
juga should the duty on the crude article be? 

.PASCO. The duty on the unmanufactured article was 
laced in the Wilson Act at $1 a ton, exactly where it is placed in 
Pre present bill. So that I presume the Senator from Massachu- 
setts and the committee agree that the Wilson law was correct in 
that respect. These gentlemen whose letters have been read dif- 
fer with the committee and they differ with the committee that 
made up the Wilson Act, and they ask for the higher rate, the 
same rate that is moved by the Senator from South Dakota. That 
p ition I have presented to the committee. They still adhere 
to idea that the Wilson Act put a sufficiently high duty upon 
HE ae fuller's earth, and they have left it where the Wilson 
; idleaveit. But when you come to the manufactured article, 
which is manufactured in a Northern State, the committee has 
Been fit to put on a much higher rate of duty. 

Ithink myself if the committee had been disposed to treat the 
article with entire fairness they would have carried out the 
wishes of these people who are interested in this matter in my 
State by increasing the duty on the raw material also; but I have 
not made that motion, and I do not expect to. I have felt that my 
duty in the matter was arn ie by bringing the views of these 
gentlemen to the attention of the committee and of the Senate, 
and I know very well that if I should make a motion myself to 
increase the duty on the unwrought article it would have no effect, 
I understand that the duty is fixed and settled by the action of the 
committee and the action of the Republican caucus, but I deem it 
proper to present the views of these gentlemen and spread them 
pm the record, so that they may have a hearing, and the friends 

the bill can act as they deem best upon their 0 They 

will understand that the reason why the relief which they desire 
has not been granted to them is use the committee which 
framed the bill and those who support them politically do not think 
the higher rate of duty should be granted, and it is only through 
them that favorable action can be secured. 


the advantage of the freight ra ears of experience in the business, an 
large accumulations of 5 Styling to. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, there have been some misap- | time, 


8 here, especially on the part of the Senator from South 
akota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. The manufacturers of the advanced 
article were 5 to find that this erude earth had been 
discovered in the United States. When the business began the 
manufactured article sold at 828. An American firm contracted 
with the producers of the earth abroad and entered upon the busi- 
ness here of advancing the crude earth. It went on for about 
three years, and then the British company declined to renew and 
continue it any further. The American company was obliged to 
resort to other parties not so convenient, I think, in England, to 
get the earth and continue the business. Then they found to their 
pea pleasure that the crude article had been discovered in South 

akota and in Florida, which to some extent emancipated them 
from the trammels of the English quarrymen or miners, whatever 
you may call them. So. there should be no controversy between 
the Senator and me on that point. 

Heis altogether mistaken when he says that Connecticut and 
our New England people are selfish about this matter, that if we 
get the duty we want we do not care about anybody else. That 
isa most tremendous mistake. 1f anybody on earth has studied 
the tariff it is the New England manufacturers, and they know 
that it can not be confined to any one locality. I repeat what I 
have before stated, that in mx ience of now sixteen years 
here and some inthe other House besides I have had but 
one letter from Connecticut asking me to advocate free wool, and 
yet you know we are largely engaged in the higher classes of 
woolen manufacture there, and that letter was from what is some- 
times called a Bourbon Democrat who was engaged in the woolen 
business. He wanted to have wool free. He is not the ideal New 
Englander that the Senator sets forth. He is the exception, the 
sole exception, I might say, in my dealing of sixteen years with 
the subject. 

We know very well that a tariff can not be made up in that 
"E Nobody knows it better. The New England men hastén 
to do whatever is generous and just—I leave out the word gen- 
erous—they hasten to do what is just by our friends all over the 
country. e desire, in the substantial language of the Demo- 
cratic platform of 1884 and 1888, to have the difference in wages 
between the United States and other countries considered in all 
adjustments of the tariff. That is first-rate Republican doctrine, 
and that we aim at in this measure. I want to have all the 
American labor that is concerned in this business have a fair 
chance at protection; and we rejoice in the discovery of fuller's 
earth in this country by reason of the fact that it emancipates us 
from those men abroad. 

Mr. PASCO. Isuggest to the Senator from Connecticut that 
there is a very simple way of satisfying these gentlemen who are 
interested in these deposits in Florida that they are going to be 
treated with exactly the same degree of fairness that the citizens 
of his own State are treated, and that is by persuading his col- 
league, who is a member of the committee which has charge of 
the bill, and who has an influential voice in their deliberations, 
to raise the duty upon the unwrought material as well as upon 
the manufactured article. 

But when we see the duty upon the manufactured article largely 
raised, while the duty upon the unmannfactured article is left 
where it was before, the people will not be satisfied that they are 
treated with that exact fairness and justice that the Senator from 
Connecticut says he is disposed to treat the people of all sections 
of the Union. 

But this seems to be another case similar to the cotton ties, of 
the bagging and other articles used in my section of the country 
which have a duty imposed upon them, while similar articles 
used by the Western farmers are not subjected to these high rates. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Perhaps it is a case like that of Bessemer steel. 
The price went down from $150 a ton to $20 or 821. Perhaps it is 
a case like tin plate, which, it was said, could not be manufactured 
in this country, but it is successfully being done under the influ- 
ence of the protective doctrine. 

Ineverheard anything said—nothing was ever said to me—about 
putting a duty of $2 upon this crude earth. I know that friends 
of mine who are en in the business wanted the duty on the 
manufactured ea to be $3, that it might compensate for the 
difference between the labor of the men who get 60 or 75 cents 
over there, while the same classes of men, comparatively, get a 
dollar and a half or two dollars here. 

I only say that if the Committee on Finance can adjust this 
thing more fairly. if they think it would be better for American 
labor and American capital to make any change in the bill, I shall 
be perfectly willing to consent to it. But as for the influence over 
my coll e which the Senator refers to, I have not found it avail 
much during the consideration of the bill. I think that he stands 
so erect that sometimes, to show his independence, he does not do 
exactly what I want. But 1 find no fault with him, asa general 
rule, about anything. He has done in the bill exactly what he 
thought would be right and what I believe I thought right at the 
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Mr. ALLISON. Pu E with all the pending 

Medius: may be pa 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Iowa asks 
that paragraph 88 with the pending amendments may be passed 
over. 

Mr. ALLEN. Is that the d cum y ox under discussion? 

The PRESIDING OFFIC 

Mr. ALLEN. To be over until when? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To be passed over for the day. 
If there be no objection, it will be so ordered. 

Mr. anas aea 5 — A — the convenience of Senators, I ask 
that we now 

The PRES DIN P OFFICER. The amendment which was 
passed over on page 59 will be stated 

The Secretary. The Committee on Finance 2 ropose to strike 
out, beginning in line 6, on page 59, paragraph 1 ee e 

E Watch movements having 


the for e 

oregoing, r 
ts of watches, including wretch 
dials, 8 br gr ship, and 


in this whether separa! — — eae 
t oth act, w or er- 
he. Sper cent ad valorem; all jewels for use in the — — ol watches 
or clocks, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


189. braun toe m vira vat pert rise ngs anf eer ; finished or un- 

„whether separa: packed or otherwise, and no special! rovided 

Ig deron enger grt rni bem dr ne oem SoA gam re ig 
watches or clocks, 10 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALLISON. The majority of the committee instruct me to 
offer a modification to this ph, in line 6, after the word 
„movements.“ by inserting “‘ whetherimported in cases or not, if,” 
or I will say, whether or capper ris in cases, if," and then by 

a comma after the word ** cases." 

Mr.TURPIE. Isuggest that it should read whether imported 
in cases or not." 

Mr.ALLISON. Does the Senator from Indiana think that that 
phraseology would be better? 

Mr. TURPIE. I do. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. That is what I had originally pro- 

oaod, and therefore I accept the suggestion of the Senator from 
iana. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
a from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] on behalf of the committee will 

sta 

The SECRETARY. In line 6, after the word movements," it is 
propona io insert *: whether imported in cases or not, if; " so as to 


Watch ip proms = imported in cases or not, if having not more 
than 7 jewels, 35 cents 


Mr. ALLISON. ‘That i is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFI The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be considered as agreed to, in the absence 
of objection. 


Mr. ALLISON. In line 14, after the words ‘‘ad valorem,” I 
move to strike out the word watches and the comma follow- 


in hs PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In p h 189, line 14, page 59, after the 
words ‘‘ad valorem,” itis pro tostrike out the word“ watches” 
and the comma. 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. ALLISON, In line 18 I move to strike out all after the 
words ad valorem" down to and including the words “ad 
valorem,” in line 20. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from lowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 18, after the words ad valorem," it is 
proposed to strike out the semicolon and the words “all jewels for 
use in the manufacture of watches or clocks, 15 per cent ad 
valorem.” 

The amendment was Vcg 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
paragraph as amended will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Let us first hear it read, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
paragraph as amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

189. Watch movements, whether imported in cases or not, if having not 
more than 7 jewels, 35 cents each; if having more than 7 jewels and not more 
than 11 jewels. 50 cents each; ive having more eA li jewels and not more 
than 15 jewels, 75 W ee g moro than If jewels jewels and not more than 
17 jewels, $1.25 each; if havin 17 jewels, S each, and in addition 
thereto, on all p foregoing. ad valorem; cases m parts 
of watches, in clu due watch ometers, box or shi d parts 


thereof, and — ed 8 not otherwise ord for : this 
whether separately packed or otherwise, 40 per cent ad valorem. ze 


The paragraph as 5 was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 


by the committee as & 


new paragraph 189, originally oy eyed 
f 1 the it came from the House, 


substitute for f paragraph 189 o 1890 
is intended to 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, tati is intended to be disagreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be the order, in the 
— of 5 

Secretary proceeded to read paragra Lu AS which the Com- 
mittee on Finance propose to amend, in line 8, after the we 
painted,“ b ern out! window glass and stained or pain 
in line 9, the word „windows,“ by inserting or 
thereof;” and in line 12, after the word manufactures," by in- 
serting of glass or paste, or;” soas to make the paragraph read: 

109. Stained or painted glass windows, or „thereof, mirrors, not ex- 
ceeding in size 144 square 1 with or without frames or cases, and all 
I M pope OC INA GE or paste, or of which glass or paste is the com- 
ponent material of chief value, not specially provided for in this act, 45 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. Weare not prepared to deal with these matters 
in this and the succeeding paragraphs, it having been the expecta- 
tion of the committee that the leather schedule would have been 
taken up to-day; but owing to the illness of a Senator we have 
been obliged to forego its consideration. I think, Mr. President, 
this being Saturday, and not being po s» paisi with the leather sched- 
ule, which has gone over until Mon: I shall suggest an ad- 
journment or an executive session. 

Mr. WHITE. 1f the Senator will pardon me a moment, I have 
a statement which has been furnished me with reference to the 
methods utilized in perpetrating frauds on the Government in the 
sugar trade. I have had it examined by gentlemen who have ex- 
pert knowledge on the subject, and they think the information 
contained in the statement is of value, I send it to the desk and 
ask that it ma; 1 1 inserted in the RECORD as a part of my remarks. 

S is foie ING OFFICER. Without objection, it will be so 
orde 

The statement referred to is as follows: 

RAW-SUGAR FRAUDS. 
MALDEN, MASS., June 7, 1897. 

The determination of custom duties levied by the 9 States Govern- 
. ffected by two standards, viz: Color, and tho 


Under the provision of the McKinley tariff law e duty im 
certain color bein 


specific, all sugars M than a free of du sand al all 
sugars ter than the anid. color being subject to a dat of one: 
Doane. "he polariscope test was not required. 

Under the provisious of the Wilson & tariff law the duty im te 
specific and 


valorem. Hence the polariscope test, which determines the 
eed qu. the ruw sugar, and upon which its 


rcentage of refinable sugar 
Lom = in uso, in addition to the color test. 


p to . that n Dy — — — AMOR between the 
American Refinery Company, commonly known as the s trust, on the 
one hand, and the producers of raw sugars on the other the United 
8 enter qi has, d past several years, been defrauded of 

—— through the above-indicated means. 
It is true 40 t both tbe above-mentioned laws provided «x extra du 


for dis- 
colored or adulterated s It is equally true that the law on t 
Tt a ENT pent 


it is necessary, 8 first, to Pip outline, in -— the ae and use of the stand- 
end, ot raw ias production whe beginning the inception of the refining 
rocess. 


Standards—As to color, the so-called "Dutch standards" are used. A 


certain firm in Holland each year prepares with A esce care, and seals in 


white glass bottles, fifteen samples of raw sugar, n — m No. 6, in 
color a dark brown, and egre ed s E in color almost whi 

These samples serve as ensuing 3 e iae when 

they are renewed. Appraisers are Wienges with sets of these N pte and 

3 rni Aper ome e latter 

seen result will de- 


the ing 
beside the former and “matching. 0 d wi 
pend upon individual wr otras y 

As to the polariscope test.—lf a ray of polarized white Dye be examined 
after erras er 2o 1 solution of — t will be acne to 
have become or will ensue tn the pparatus be rota. tated to the right, a 

7 ugh orange, etc., to violet. 

If iem ie sugar solution be — similar 
will be observed. But with this difference, to producé the same sequence of 
changes of colorthe rotation must be tothe left. Hence llizable sugars 

ed by the chemist as e ogy rate, < or right-handed, and non- 


lizable sugars as lev: 
A a solution en both crystallizable and Toquited to pro- 
sugar be substituted, th of rotation required to 
by the relative proportion 


and d. 
duce a particular — 5 vil be determin 
sugars present in the solution. 
Advan: peaa) has been taken of the principle involved in the above facts, and 
a most — instrument, known as the ———M or, more com- 
monly, Simply as a Ope bes heen Qupd ana is in universal use for 
1 t = bel wg the dudo isat 8 and nothing wii m 
the lobt. the field of view, which is circular, is of a uniform gray tint. 
interposing a solution of sugar, one-half of the circle becomes darker than 
the other, and an adjusting screw must be 
rotation due to the sugar 
extent of adjustment required to 
spa a — 80 ean sugar 


viewed throng 


yan 


centimeters of 
length. -Giyen a sample of 


ensue in the ascending ai the Newton . 


^ 


, 


* ~ 


JUNE 26, 


to be cree base 26.048 are weighed out and dissolved in the above 


quce water. If emically pure and anhydrous, the scale will read 100 
Sento of displacement, or 100 per cent of sugar; and if impure, correspond- 
y less. > 


ble su; as “invert” M (glucose), and by these terms 
to inthe balance of thisarticle. inverted, 


the com- 


t. Thead- 
ed until uniformity of tint in the two halves of the field 
resto: 


sample) is read off the scale. d 

(b en this condition obtains, the reading will be vitiated. A correc- 
tion is made by the method of inversion. The direct reading is taken in the 
usual way. The solution is then subjected to the action of an acid, which has 


the eff of changing the cane su present to invert sugar, the invert 


eee qe Longus presens not being altered. <A second reading is now taken, 
and the two ings form the basis for a calculation which give the per- 
centage of cane sugar o resent. 

Passing to a consideration o! (he production of raw sugar from the crop 
of beet, cane, or sorghum, as the case may be, it will be sufficient if attention 
is confined to the sugar cane. : 

The older and simpler process of sugar production on the plantation is, in 
brief, as follows: The ripened cane having been cut and ted to the 
mill, is subjected to pressure between massive rolls. The water in the ex 
pressed juice is removed by boiling in a series of open pans set in a furnace, 
and known as the copper wall" or battery. The igh temperature at. once 
darkens the d verts a large percentage of the cane sugar orinis 
present in the Saioa: After boiling, the thickened juice or masse-cuite " is 

struck out " into shallow tanks, there to cool and complete the crystallt 
process which began 3 the boiling, and is then placed in perfora 
receptacles, from which the invert sirup (molasses) in part drains, car‘ 
with it much of the quem. The resuiting mass is variously known as me €: 
muscovado, etc., and is alegitimately dark-colored, low-grade, and low-pri 
Taw sugar. perire e Aes t grain. a large percentage of invert sugar and 
débris, and giving rightly a low reading with the polariscope or by the Dutch- 


or test. 
This 


hard- sugar, es at 92 deg 

accomplished. If the raw sugar pro- 

duced as d bed were shipped to,the United States it would be subjected 

to a high duty by either the color of polariscope test. To escape this result 
two methods are available. 'l'he simplest and most practiced is as follows: 

When the boiling in the vacuum pan is „ and before dischargin 
to the ceutritu machines a charge of very low grade sirup is introduce 
into the pan, which at once forms a coat over each quan of sugar. A little 
extra heat is given to fix thecoat and then the pan is disc. ed to the cen- 
trifugals, in which the sugar is purged gently o mr surplus sirup. The re- 
sult is a reduction in the polariscope grading of 2 to öde t is. a raw 
sugar entered at the custom-house as 88 degrees should be 92 degrees to 94 
a and at 95 d should be 97 d or even 97} degrees. A rough 

consists in putting raw su in a bottle with water enough to just 
cover, shaking. and pouring off the water. The sugar crystals then ap- 
pear about the color of rock salt. 

The second method uires a more detailed description of the manner of 

the centrifusals. e massecuite unadulterated is disch from the 
pan into a reservoir termed a “ mixer," below which are located the centrif- 
ugals, which are baskets of wire gauze revolved horizontally at a high rate 
speed within a metal rd or curb. A charge of massecuite is drawn 
into a centrifugal through a gate in the reservoir. The machine is set in 
motion, the charge flies to the circumference, and the MEUM he eto the crys- 
tals through the meshes of the basket, is 1 by the curb, drains to a gut- 
ter and thence to a tank to be reworked. exta dmi of water is directed 
to the interior of the basket and against the sugar. The centrifugal force 
drives it E through the sugar, washing away the last vestige of high- 
9 — sirup and leaving a hard, light-colored, and nearly pure grain, as above 
escribed. Thesugar whilestill in motion is sprayed with a low-grade, dark- 
colored, sticky invert sirup. grain receives an intimate coating. The 
centrifugal is then discharged, the result being as above. 

We are now to consider the raw sugar as having been received at the re- 
finery after successfully passing the appraiser as a low-grade sugar. By the 
older methods the sugar was at once melted, bag filtered, char-filtered, boiled, 
dried. and barreled. Not so to-day. This raw sugar is first placed in a cen- 
trifugal, a stream of water turned upon it, washing away the film of sticky, 
dark-colored sirup, and behold the high-grade sugar concealed within. 

To give an idea of the trifling expense attendant upon the 1 of 
sugar, it may be stated that 10 men at $10 per week can wash in six days 
-— 10,000,000 pounds of sugar. This is about 1 cent per 1,000 pounds. 

This fraud was first practiced with German beet sugar, and a specific in- 
stance will best illustrate the growth and present extent. 

The Standard Refinery of South Boston hasa capacity of 800 to 1,000 tons 


of sugar per day. Four, now six, years ago (1501) six s centrifugals were 
devoted washing 75 to 100 tons beet sugar p day. This plant was at 
once in per cent, which was to the extent of space then available. 


Shortly after the construction of a washhouse was undertaken. This house 
if 50 feet wide, 70 feet long, and comprises six stories and a melting pit. 
To-day practically all the sugar received is washed. 


Mr. CHILTON. I offer an amendment to the pending bill, 
which I ask to have read and printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment intended to be 
proposed by the Senator from Texas will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the bill by adding at 
the end of section 24 the following: 

Provided, That in allowing the drawback on sugar hereunder it shall be 
omua snae nonnes sugár has been Ue ver n the proce» of . in 
an amount equal to the percentage or number of degrees of pure sugar 
by the polariscopic test at the time of the original importation. PE 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment intended to be 


proposed e Senator from Texas will be printed and lie over. 
r. JONES of Arkansas. I was out of the Chamber for a few 


minutes, and I understand that in my absence the paragraph in 

regard to watches and watch movements was taken up aud acted 

apon I wish to have that go over until the next meeting of the 
nate, 

Mr. ALLISON. Why not fo on with it now? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not expect that paragraph to 
bereached to-day. Quite a number of paragraphs seem to have 
been passed over to get at it. Iwas out of the Senate Chamber 
for a few minutes. I had known that the p aph was likel 
to be reached, I should have been ready; but I prefer that it 
should be allowed to remain open until Monday. 
ues ALLISON. Very well, let the paragraph go over until 

onday, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be the order, in the 
absence of objection. ; 

Mr.CAFFERY. Iask to introduce a brief giving some reasons 
why the tax on cigarettes should not be placed at $1 a thousand, 
I was not here when the cigarette schedule was taken up, and I 
offer the protest in the hope that it may have due weight with the 
conference committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paper referred to by the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana will be received and lie on the table. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After 8 minutes nt 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o'clock 
and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 
28, 1897, at 11 o'clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate June £6, 1997. 
CHIEF JUSTICE OF ARIZONA. 


Hiram C. Truesdale, of Arizona, to be chief justice of the su- 
preme court of the Territory of Arizona, vice Albert C. Baker, to 


removed. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICES OF ARIZONA. 


George R. Davis, of Arizona Territory, to be associate justice 
of the supreme court of the Territory of Arizona, vice Joseph D. 
Bethune, to be removed. 

Fletcher M. Doan, of Arizona Territory, to be associate justice 
of the supreme court of the Territory of Arizona, vice Owen T. 
Rouse, to be removed. z 

Richard E. Sloan, of Arizona, to be associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of Arizona, vice John J. Hawkins, 
whose term expired April 14, 1897. 


COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Herschel S. Harkins, of North Carolina, to be collector of in- 
ternal revenue for the fifth district of North Carolina, to succeed 
Samuel L. Rogers, resigned, 

Michael W. Sutton, of Kansas, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the district of Kansas, to succeed Richard B. Morris, 
resigned. 

- SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF MONTANA. 

Edward W. Beattie, of Helena, Mont., to be surveyor-general 

of Montana, vice John S. M. Neill, removed. 


PROMOTION IN THE ARMY, 
General officer. 


Col. Caleb Henry Carlton, Eighth Cavalry, to be brigadier-gen- 
eral, vice Mills, retired from active service. 


ASSISTANT ENGINEERS IN THE NAVY. 


The following-named naval cadets, graduates of the Naval 
Academy, to be assistant engineers in the Navy, from the ist day 
of July, 1897, to fill vacancies existing in that grade, namely: 

Thomas M. Dick, of South Carolina, 

Charles K. Mallory, of Tennessee. 

Newton Mansfield, of Ohio. 

James P. Morton, of Missouri. 

Daniel M. Garrison, of New Jersey. 

Franklin D. Karns, of Ohio. 
Frederick N. Freeman, of Indiana. 
John F. Marshall, jr., of Texas. 
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Darwin R. Merritt, of Iowa. 
Ernest F. Eckhardt, of Wisconsin. 
Edward H. Dunn, of Connecticut. 


ENSIGNS IN THE NAVY. 


The following-named naval cadets, graduates of the Naval 
Academy, to be ensigns in the Navy,from the Ist day of July, 
1897, to fill vacancies existing in that grade, namely: 

Frank H. Brumby, of Georgia. 

Frank P. Baldwin, of New Jersey. 

William C. Davidson, of South Dakota. 

Harris Laning, of Illinois. 

David W. Todd, of California. 

John V. Klemann, of New York. 

William R. Cushman, of New York. 

Henry V. Butler, jr., of New York. 

Walter R. Gherardi, at large. 

John R. Monaghan, of Washington. 

James J. Raby, of Michigan. 

James E. Walker, of North Carolina. 

William H. Standley, of California. 

Arthur T. Chester, at large. 

Cassius B. Barnes, of Oklahoma. 

Joseph C. Breckinridge, of Kentucky. 

Albion J. Wadhams, of New York. 

Kenneth M. Bennett, of New Jersey. 

Edward H. Watson, of Kentucky. 

Worth Bagley, of North Carolina. 

Orlo S. Knepper, of Pennsylvania. 

Michael J. anchorages; of Michigan. 

Rufus Z. Johnston, jr., of North Carolina. 

SECOND LIEUTENANTS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


The following-named naval cadets, graduates of the Naval 
Academy, to be second lieutenants in the Marine Corps, from the 
1st day of July, 1897, to fill vacancies existing in that grade, 
namely: 

Philip M. Bannon, of Maryland. 

Newt H. Hall, of Texas. 

POSTMASTERS. 

W. W. James, to be tmaster at Monterey, in the county of 

Monterey and State of California, in the place of Fannie Ingram, 


dL 
illiam A. Price, to be postmaster at Delaware City, in the 
county of Newcastle and State of Delaware, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after July 1, 1897. 
Lenny C. Gilbert, to be postmaster at Oakland, in the county of 
Coles and State of Illinois, in the place of William Hunt, resigned. 
Theodore Bailey, to be postmaster at Portland, in the county of 
Jay and State of Indiana, in the place of William W. Timmonds, 


de ue 
iliam A. Stevens, to be tmaster at Columbus, in the 
county of Bartholomew and State of Indiana, in the place of 
Thomas A. Rush. resigned. 

Elias E. Wesseler, to be postmaster at Rockport, in the county 
of Spencer and State of Indiana, in the place of Charles Lieb, 


resigned, 

Edward Hall, to be postmaster at Havre de Grace, in the county 
of Harford and State of Maryland, in the place of Edward Hall, 
whose commission expired February 16, 1886. 

Francis Norwood, to be postmaster at Beverly, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Josiah Wood- 


bury, removed. 

©. E. Gross, to be postmaster at Boonville, in the county of 
iso and State of Missouri, in the place of John F. Rogers, 
resi k 

"Theodore E. McCrary, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the 
county of Davidson and State of North Carolina, in the place of 
Lewis C. Hanes, removed. 

A. S. Ellingson, to be postmaster at Northwood, in the county of 
Grand Forks and State of North Dakota, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after October 1, 1896, John F. Hogan, ap- 
pointed by the President and by him nominated to the Senate, 
not having been confirmed. 

S. W. Willey, to be postmaster at Hinton, in the county of 
Summers and State of West Virginia, in the place of George W. 
Warren, resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. — 
Executive nominations confirmed. by the Senate June 26, 1897. 

SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 
Edward W. Beattie, of Helena, Mont.,to be 


surveyor-general 
for Montana. s l 
CONSUL. 
Albert W. Swalm, of Iowa, to be consul of the United States at 
Montevideo, Uruguay. 


COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION. 


George B. Billings, of Massachusetts, to be commissioner of im- 
migration for the port of Boston, in the State of Massachusetts. 


DEPUTY AUDITORS. 


George W. Esterly, of Minnesota, to be deputy auditor for the 
State and other Departments. 
Edward McKitterick, of Iowa, to be deputy auditor for the 
Treasury Department. 
INDIAN INSPECTOR. 


Charles F. Nesler, of Newark, N. J., to be an Indian inspector. 
INDIAN AGENT. 
Henry J. Cleveland, of Arizola, Ariz., to be agent for the Indians 
of the Pima Agency in Arizona. > 
MARSHAL. 


James M. FEY of Idaho, to be marshal of the United States 
for the District of Alaska. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Thomas L. Dunham, to be postmaster at Lestershire, in the 
county of Broome and State of New York. 

Henry A. Pease, to be postmaster at Edgartown, in the county 
of Dukes and State of Massachusetts. 1 

Joshua F. Ensor, to be postmaster at Columbia, in the county 
of Richland and State of South Carolina. 

Charles L. Porter, to be postmaster at Plattsburg, in the county 
of Clinton and State of Missouri. 

James W. Mills, to be postmaster at Versailles, in the county of 
Morgan and State of Missouri. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, June 28, 1897. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. Huem Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Saturday last, when, on motion of Mr. Quay, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


LAWS OF ARIZONA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the secretary of the Territory of Arizona, transmitting copies 
of the Supplement of the Revised Statutes of Arizona for 1887; 
which, with the accompanying documents, was referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas presented a petition of 11 citizens of 
Graham County, Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation 
granting the Fort Hays Military Reservation to the State of 
Kansas for the purpose of establishing thereon a western branch 
of the Agricultural College and Normal School; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BERRY presented a memorial of George R. M. Browne and 
125 other citizens of Arkansas, remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation intended to destroy the present system of ticket 
brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. TELLER presented the memorial of R. B, De Masters and 
13 other citizens of Colorado, remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation intended to destroy the present system of 
ticket brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. FORAKER presented the memorial of William Lawrence 
and 530 other citizens of Ohio, remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation intended to destroy the present system of 
ticket brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. CARTER presented a petition of 24 citizens of Castle, 
Mont., praying for the early passage of thé pending tariff bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of Local Union No. 77, Na- 
tional Union of the United Brewery Workmen. of Indianapolis, 
Ind., remonstrating against the proposed increase of the tax on 
beer; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of G. W. H. Kemper, ex-presi- 
dent of the Indiana State Medical Society, and sundry other citi- 
zens of Indiana, remonstrating against tlio passage of Senate bill 


No. 1063, for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the 
District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1311) to refund certain import duties, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration and that it be re» 
ferred to the Committee on Claims; which was 


agreed to. 
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Mr. RAWLINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2048) for the erection 
of a public building at Fergus Falls, Minn., reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2074) providing for 
the erection of an addition to the public building at Los Angeles, 
Cal, and appropriating money therefor, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reported 
an amendment intended to be propona to the eral deficiency 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. HARRIS of Kansas introduced a bill (S. 2290) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Lucy Pratt Estabrook, of Lawrence, Kans.; which 
ze read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 

ons. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2291) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Elijah A. Gilbert; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. i ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2292) removing the charge of de- 
sertion from the name of Tops Walker, of Ottawa. Kans.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Mili Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2293) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to grant an honorable discharge to Michael McGrath, of 
Salina, Kans.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 2 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 2294) to provide an American 
register for the steamer Jacksonville; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2295) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Joseph Sierra, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

AMENDMENT TO THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. CLARK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States; which 


was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be p 


printed, 
AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


à Mr. GRAY submitted an amendment intended to wr 
deficiency appropriation bill; which was 


: him to the genre 
el to beprinted, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 


a 


to the Committee on Appropriations. 
TRANSMISSISSIPPI AND INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT: The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], 
which comes over as a part of the morning business. The Chair 
observes that the Senator from Nebraska is not in his seat. 

Mr. BACON. Isuggestthat the resolution lie over, as the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska is not present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the suggestion of the Senator from 
Georgia, the resolution willlie over until the Senator from Ne- 


braska returns. 

Mr. ALLEN su uently said: I ask the consent of the Sena- 
tor from Iowa to up a resolution that was laid over a few 
moments ago owing to my; absenge. 

Mr. ALLISON. -I yield to the Senator from Nebraska, if the 
resolution will not lead to debate. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think it will not. It is a formal resolution. 
— — VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays the resolution before 


The resolution was read, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resol That the President be, and he is hereby, respectfully requested 
itin his j nt it would not be incompatible with the public policy, to in- 
vite by prociamation, or in such other manner as he may deem most proper 
foreign metn d — . e the EHE d International 
Exposition, held c Omaha, ebraska, betwecn 
June land November 1, A. D. 1808. 

THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. Imove that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House biil 379. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 
of the United States. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Iowa will give me his atten- 
tion fora moment, will it be convenient to him to state about 
what course the Senate will pursue to-day in the consideration of 
the bill? I mention it as a matter of convenience. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was our purpose this morning to take u 
the leather schedule, which it was understood would go over 
Monday. Ido not know whether the other side are ready. 


Mr.JONES of Arkansas, Iasked that it might go over on ac- 
count of the absence and illness of the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. SurrH]. Ihave not heard this morning what his condition 
is, and I do not know whether he will be here or not. 

Mr. WHITE. I presume the Senator from New Jersey will 
likely be here in a short time. Of course, from the absence of 
Senators in this Chamber, we can not assume illness, or perhaps 
infirmity would be quite general, judging by the appearance of 
the Chamber. 

Mr. ALLISON. We might take up some other matters then. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understood the other day that it 
was the purpose of the Senator from Iowa to proceed regularly 
with the items passed over. Of course I understand that there is 
now and then a case where the circumstances are such as to re- 
quire that a paragraph shall go over, but 1 suppose that in pro- 
ceeding with the bill we shonid be as near regular in the matters 
we take up as possible, and not go about from place to place with- 
out any sort of regularity. 

Mr. ALLISON. The suggestion made by the Senator is the 
very process that I recommend. The reason why I called up the 
matter of leather this morning was because it was postponed until 
to-day. The next paragraph in order passed over is paragraph 118. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Was paragraph 109 disposed of? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 109 is the next. 

Mr.ALLISON. Paragraph 109 is the next one. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The last one disposed of when I was 
in the Chamber, according to - recollection, was paragraph 81, 
vanillin; possibly 80, gypsum. I think gypsum was up, but I do 
not know that paragraph 83, bauxite, was taken up. Possibly it 


was. 

Mr. ALLISON. We were in the consideration of bauxite when 
the Senator from South Dakota (Mr. PETTIGREW] was taken ill, 
and the paragraph was passed over. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then was paragraph 109 taken up? 
I was not in the Chamber at the conclusion of the proceedings. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary informs the Chair 
that there is an amendment pending to paragra h 88, which was 
offered by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. IGREW]. 

Mr. ALLISON. "There is an amendment pending to paragraph 
88, but I think perhaps it would be wise to pass it over for the 
resent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ihave no objection. 

Mr. QUAY. Then paragraph 88 is to be passed over? 

Mr. ALLISON. For the present it will be over. Para- 
graph 86 I would be glad to have passed over to-day, if the Sena- 
torfrom Arkansas will allow that to be done. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I have no objection on my part. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then the next is paragraph 109, the basket 
clause of the glass schedule. The committee recommend no change 
in the amen nt there. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understood the Senator to propose 
that that should be passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. No;lam willing that it shall be considered 


now. 

Rec VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read paragraph 
109. 
The Committee on Finance to amend paragraph 109, 
on 29, in line 8, after the word ** painted," by striking out 
“window glass and stained or painted;” in line 9, after the word 
** windows," to insert or thereof;" and in line 12, after the 
word **manufactures," to insert of glass or paste, or;" so as to 
make the paragraph read: . 


109. Srained or 5 glass windows, or parie thereof, mirrors, not ex- 
ceeding in size 144 square inches, with or without frames or cases, und all 
glass or manufactures of glass or paste. or of which pan or paste is the 
component material of chief value, not specially provi for in this act, 45 
per cent ad valorem. 


'The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TURPIE. Iaskthe honorable and learned Senator from 
Iowa what is the force and meaning of the term mirrors "—if 
ne AR thing as stained or painted mirrors? The last word 
in line 9. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mirrors? 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir; mirrors or parts thereof. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the ordinary meaning of the term. 

Mr. TURPIE. Iam not aware of stained or painted mirrors. 
That is what is referred to here if mirrors is señ. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ithink it would cover stained or painted glass 
wiudows and mirrors. 

Mr. TURPIE. No; ‘‘Stainedor painted glass windows, or parts 
thereof, mirrors." 

Mr. ALLISON. It would not include stained mirrors. It 
means ordinary mirrors. 

= RPIE. Then “stained or painted" ought to be elimi- 
nated. B 


Mr. ALLISON. It is the phraseology that exists in the law of 
1890 and also in the law of 1594, It is the present law. 


1897. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In the present phraseology the words 
“and all "come before mirrors.“ so as to read **and all mirrors.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam willing that those words shall be inserted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 9, before the word mirrors," insert 
the words and all;" so as to read, and all mirrors." 

'The amendment was to. : 

Mr. VEST. I wish to call attention to the fact that this para- 

h makes an increase of 10 per cent over the rates in the exist- 

abe aw. But that is not by any means, from my standpoint, the 
worst part of it. The effect of the amendment is to put all broken 
and old glass and rough-cut or uncut class, which is now on the 
free list, on the dutiable list nt 45 per cent. This is a great change 
over existing legislation. I suppose it was deliberately intended 
by our friends upon the other side. I ask the Senator from Iowa 
if it is the intention to put a duty on broken and old glass, which 
is now on the free list, and on glass rough cut or uncut, which is 
on the free list? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think it is, It is the phraseology of 
existing law. 

Mr. VEST. I think not. My friend from Arkansas has the 
existing law before him. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is practically the phraseology. We do not 
change it in that respect. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. For the of determining that 
point, if my colleague will note the bill, I will read the present 

Ww: 


AN stained or painted glass or parts thereof, and all mirrors not 
exceeding in size 144 square or without frames or cases, and ail 
manufactures of glass, or of which is the component of chief value, not 
specially provided for in this act, 35 per cent ad valorem. 


** Or parts thereof,” inserted in italics, which is the amendment 
of the committee, seems to s that broken and waste pieces 
will be included in paragraph 109, and they are certainly not in- 
cluded in the law as it stands. 

Mr. VEST. Then in this provision are the words and all 
glass," all broken glass. : S 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no intention, certainly, to include 


broken glass. 

Mr. VEST. That phrase would include it, of course—‘‘all 
glass," or parts thereof." That is obviously the meaning of the 
provision. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not think so. 

Mr. VEST. Then will the Senator agree to insert not includ- 
ing old or broken glass or rough or uncut glass"? 

Mr. ALLISON. I am perfectly willing to insert “not includ- 

all old or broken glass.” But rough or uncut glass is a very 
different thing. 

Mr. VEST. Then you mean to include rough or uncut glass? 
Mr. ALLISON. nless it is provided for elsewhere, as I think 
it is. 

Mr. VEST. I do not know where it is. But if the Senator 
from Iowa will agree to that much, we will except old or broken 


glass. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. Insert after mirrors,“ in line 9, paragraph 
109, the words **not including old or broken glass.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know quite what old glass is. 

Mr. VEST. It is broken glass; glass that is not fit for manu- 
facture. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I would say ‘‘not including broken 
glass." Then we can deal with it later on if it is necessary. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Why not leave out the committee 
amendment, ** or parts thereof?" 

Mr. ALLISON, That is parts of glass windows, “stained or 
painted glass windows, or parts thereof.” 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. Are glass windows imported in parts? 

Mr. ALLISON. They are, undoubtedly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not see how that is possible. It 
must either be glass or windows—‘‘stained or painted window 
glass and stained or painted glass windows.” they are im- 

rted as panesof glass, they will comein under the first paragraph; 

ut if as windows, they will come in under the second, and the 
words or parts thereof" seem to me to be clearly surplusage if it 
is the intention to confine it either to panes of glass or the com- 
pleted window. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have struck ont the words * window glass 
and stained or painted" and substituted or parts thereof” for 
window glass. So the paragraph now reads, ** stained or painted 

lass windows, or thereof." 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Youintendtoexclude window glass 
and stained or painted?" 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; that phraseology is stricken out by 
our amendment, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Where are they provided for? 

Mr. ALLISON. They are provided for right here; “stained or 
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formed, the manganese in Arkansas and the Blue Ridge is an ore 


painted glass windows, or parts thereof,” which would be stained 
window glass. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The other phraseology, it seems to 
me, would be very much more desirable and would get rid of the 
difficulty raised by the Senator from Missouri—that is, to let it 
stand “ stained or painted window glass and stained or painted 
glass windows.” 

Mr. ALLISON. The trath is we were following the act of 
1894, prepared by our good friends, and we were trying to get as 
near to that as pacer 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then you were following it without 
reading the law. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let us see whether we were. 

4 Mr. JONES of Arkansas. All stained or painted glass win- 
ows.” pa 

Mr. ALLISON. Or parts thereof.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will admit that the Senator was 
right and I was wrong. Iam glad to see the Senator following a 
good example, and I Shall withdraw any further objection. 

Mr. AL N. I assure the Senator we are doing as well as 
we can. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. I only want to say that I am very 
sorry you began so late in life. 

Mr. VEST. I move to insert after the word glass" the words 


broken glass." 
Mr. N. I to that amendment. 
The VICE-PRESID The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. Inline 12, af ter the word “ glass," insert ex- 
cept broken glass." 
a ALLISON. Putthe words “except broken glass” in paren- 
eses, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be agreed to, and the words ‘‘except broken glass” will be 
put in parentheses. It is to. : 

'The next h passed over was paragraph 118, on page 31, 
which the ittee on Finance propose to amend, in line 24, 
after the word “ ore," by striking out and and inserting ** also;" 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

118. Iron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, also the dross or residuum 
from burnt pyrites, 40 cents per ton: Provided, That in le and collect- 
ingthe duty om iron ore no deduction shall be made from weight of the 
ore on account of moisture which may be chemically or physically combined 
therewith. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 31, line 25, after the word“ ton,“ I 
move to strike out the colon and insert a semicolon and what I 
send to the desk. I ask the Secretary to read all of the amend- 


ment suggested, 

The SECRETARY. On 31, paragraph 118, line 25, after the 
word *' ton,” strike out colon and insert a semicolon and the 
following: 


Manganese ore, $1 per ton. > 
` In the same paragraph, page 32, line 1, strike out the words 
** iron ore" and in lieu thereof insert the words **such ores;" and 
in line 4, after the word “ therewith,” insert a semicolon and the 


words ** basic slag, ground or ound, $1 ton." 
ME ALLISON. are the ame ents we propose to 
e p 


aragraph. 
M TIAS of Arkansas. Let it be read as proposed to be 
amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thé Secretary will read the para- 
graph as it will stand when amended. 

'The Secretary read as follows: 

118. Iron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, also the dross or residuum 
from burnt pyrites, 40 cents psr ton; manganese ore, $1 ton: Provided, 
Thatin levying and collecting the duty on such ores no deduction shall be 
made from the weight of the ore on account of moisture which may be chem- 
„W therewith; basic slag, ground or unground, $1 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Ishould like to call the attention of 
the Senator from Iowa to what seems to me likely tolead to confu- 
sion resulting from the amendment. The paragraph now reads: 

Tron ore, inclu manganiferous iron ore, also the dross or residuum 
from burnt pyrites, 40 cents per ton. A 

Now, you propose that manganese shall carry a dollar a ton. 
What is the difference between manganese ore and manganifer- 
ous iron ore? 

Mr. HOAR. I understand (of course I have nothing except 
the information that comes to me) that there are in some parts of 
the country very large deposits of manganese ore which is of a 
peculiar value and is of a variety much more valuable than the 
ordinary iron ore and should have a corresponding protection. 
There is a large deposit of it in Arkansas, the Senator's own Stato. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir; there is a very large man- 
ganese a ee in Arkansas, but the question with me was whether 
itis not 2 

o 


ways combined with iron ore. 
Mr. P. Connecticut. Not at all. If lam in- 


` 
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by itself. Manganese is sometimes found blended or combined 
with iron ore. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. I knew that, and I thought it was 
always combined with iron ore. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But the mine in the Senator's 
State has no iron connected with it at all; it is purely manganese 
ore, and is used in making steel and other articles. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Iknew it was used for that purpose, 
and my impression was that it is found in combination with iron 
at all times. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think there will be any trouble about it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. . = — ameni 
ments to paragraph 118 proposed by the Senator from Iowa wi 
be agreed to. They are agreed to. 


"The next paragraph passed over was paragraph 142, on page 43,. 


which was read, as follows: 

142. Card-clothing manufactured from tempered steel wire, 45 cents per 
square foot; all other, 20 cents per square foot. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If noamendment be proposed to this 


ragraph, the next paragraph passed over will be 
"S PETTUS. I etre to know what disposition was made of 


ragraph 125. 
Pa Ths VICE-PRESIDENT. It was agreed toon the 2d day of 


une. 
Mr.ALLISON. That paragraph was di 
Mr. PETTUS. There was a motion 

the free list. x 
Mr. ALLISON. Later, when we reach the free list, that will be 

in order, and of course if cotton ties are put on the free list — 
Mr.PETTUS. The motion was to strike out a part of this 


h. 
I. ALLISON. Itis now a part of the paragraph, but if cotton 
1 should be put on the free list, of course it will be stricken out 
ere. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the 
amendment is pending, and that when the free list is reached it 
will be in order to move it. 

Mr. PETTUS. It was not my amendment, but that of the Sen- 


ed of some days ago. 
e to put cotton ties on 


ator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator is right. It is the amendment pro- 
posed by nre 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is pending. 

Mr. BACON. I think Senators on both sides agree as to the 
proper course to be pursued. 

Mr. ALLISON A ere isno expectation that we shall not deal 
with it. 


Mr. BACON. I M eruere Oe 8 

The next paragraph passed over was paragrap on page 52, 
which the (iege e ehm Finance proposed to amend, in line 1, 
alter the word act.“ by striking out “forty” and inserting 
*'thirty;" so as to read: 

osscut t; mill saws, 10 cents linear foot; 
3 drag — E 8 Giroular saws, 5 r cent ad 
valorem; hand, back, and all other saws, not specially provid in this 
act, thirty per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In paragraph 164, page 51, line 25, after the 
word ‘‘ad valorem,” I move to insert: 

Steel band saws, finished or untinished, 10 cents per pound and 20 per cent 
ad valorem. : 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. May I make an inquiry? What 
became-of paragraph 142? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was passed. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It was adopted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No amendments were proposed to 
that paragraph. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa to paragraph 164. S 

Mr. VEST. Inline 2, on page 52, I notice there is an increase 
over the existing law in the ad valorem rate. I want to call at- 
tention to the condition of the trade in regard to these articles. 
We exported, in 1896, 82,197,450 worth ofsawsand tools. We im- 
8 $27,000 worth of saws of all kinds. It is a notorious fact 

hat the American manufacturers absolutely control the market, 
and that the Disston sa ws of Philadelphia are accepted as the best 
article in the world that is manufactured. They are sold all over 
Europe and in South America. There is no necessity whatever to 
put up thead valorem duty. Ithink with regard to my assertion 
there can not be the slightest doubt, and the exports and imports 
show that to increase the duty upon an article of this kind is ab- 
solutely useless, and not only useless, but, with great respect, 
absurd. 

Mr. ALLISON. These band saws area very high grade of saws, 
and the amendment proposed does not increase the duty above 30 

cent. 

Mr. VEST. It increases it 5 per cent over existing law. The 
existing law is 25 per cent ad valorem, and the committee propose 


for 


to make it 30 per cent. Iam afraid to make any motion for fear 
the Senator will move to make it 40 per cent. [ 

Mr. WHITE. I presume the Senator refers to band saws, be- 
cause they are being substituted very largely for circular saws. 
The waste resulting from the process of sawing lumber by means 
of band saws is far less than that which results from the use of 
the common circular saws, and in all the large mills throughout 
the United States, especially where there are logs of any size, the 
band saws are being utilized at present. and coming into use and 
becoming more necessary, and the tariff is therefore raised on 


them. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa to paragraph 164, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In this connection, I ask consent of the Senate 
to go back to paragraph 137, page 43, fora moment. The Senate 
committee amendment was disagreed to. I desire to move to in- 
sert in line 1 “three-fourths of," after the word ‘‘paid:” and in 
line 4 to strike out ‘‘ three-fourths” and insert ‘‘one-half;” so as 
to make the paragraph read: 

137. On alliron or steel bars or rods of whatever sha: 


or section which are 
cold rolled, cold drawn, cold hamme or polished in any way in addition 


tothe ordinary process of hot rolling or hammering, there shall be paid one- 
fourth of 1 cent per pound in addition to the rates provided in this act on bars 
or rods of whatever section or shape which are hot rolled; and on all strips, 
plates, or sheets of iron or steel of whatever shape, other than the ponen, 
planished, or glanced sheet iron or sheet steel hereinbefore provided for, 
which are cold ro!led, cold hammered, blued, brightened, tempered, or pok 
ished by any process to such perfected surface finish or polisn better than 
the e of cold rolled, smoothed only, hereinbefore providen for, there 
shall be paid three-fourths of 1 cent per pound in addition to the rates pro- 
vided in this act upon plates, strips, or sheets of iron or steel of common or 
black finish; and on steel circular-saw plates there shall be paid one-half of 1 
cent per pound in addition to the rate provided in this act for steel saw plates, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next paragraph passed over was parazraph 169, on page 54, 
which the Committee on Finance proposed to amend, in line 11, 
after the word ** aluminum," by striking out the comma and the 
words “in crude form” and inserting **and;" in line 13, by insert- 
ing at the beginning of the line the words “in crude form;" in 
the same line, before the word “cents,” by striking out ten“ and 
inserting ‘‘five;” in the same line, before the word ‘‘plates,” by 
inserting the word ‘‘in;” and in line 14, after the word “rods,” by 


striking out of aluminum, of any kind, in which aluminum is 


the component material of chief value, fifteen," and striking out 
the comma and inserting ten;“ so as to make the paragraph read: 

169. Aluminum, and alloys of any kind in which aluminum is the component 
material of chief value, in crude form, 5 cents per pound; in plates, sheets, 
bars, and rods, 10 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 13. I move to insert seven“ instead 
of five,“ and in line 15, to insert twelve” instead of “ten.” I 
pro to modify the amendment by inserting seven“ instead 
of “five” and “twelve” instead of “ten.” Iask that the para- 
graph may be read as now proposat to be amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


169. Aluminum, and alloys of any kind in which aluminum isthe component 
material of chief value, in crude form, 7 cents per pound; in plates, sheets, 
bars, and rods, 1? cents per pound. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa to the amendment of the 
committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

ind amendment as 3 was agreed to. z 51 

e next paragraph passed over was paragraph 170, page 
8 the Committee on Finance proposed to strike out, as fol- 
OWS: 
170. Manufactured articles or wares of aluminum of any kind, in which 


aluminum is the component material of chief value, and whether partially or 
wholly 3 per cent ad valorem. 
It is 


Mr. ALLISON. That paragraph is to be stricken out. 
already provided for Jn paragraph 191, page 60. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment of the committee striking out the paragraph. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next Paragraph passed over was paragraph 174, on page 55, 
which the ttee on Finance pro d to amend, in line 5, 
after the word “‘leaf,” by striking out four and inserting “‘ five; 
so as to read: l 

174. Bronze powder, 12 cents per pound; bronze or Dutch-metal or alumi- 
num, in leaf, 5 cents per package of 100 leaves. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee recommend that 8 cents be 
substituted for 5 cents in that paragraph in line 5. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to modify the committee amend- 
ment by striking out five,“ in line 5, and inserting ** eight." 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The House proposition was 4 cents, 
The Senate committee raised it to 5 cents, and now the Senator 
proposes to raise it to what? 

r. ALLISON. ToS8cents. I think that isa pretty high duty. 
Mr.JONESof Arkansas. Weagreethatitisa pretty high duty. 
Mr. ALLISON. But there are very strong reasons for it. The 

reason why we propose 8 cents is not only because we think it is 
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right, but also because we want to get it into conference with the 


House between 4 cents and 8 cents. We understand under the 
rules governing conference committees that the conferees could 
not raise a rate beyond what one or the other House had provided 
for. Solhopethe Senator will allow that amendment to be made. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The present law is 40 per cent, and 
b cents was proponen by the Senate committee. Four cents, as 
proposed by the House, is 49 per cent. Five cents, as proposed by 
the Senate committee, is 61 per cent, and 8 cents, I presume, 
would be somewhere in the neighborhood of 100 or 125 per cent, 
as against 40 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. That de 
which you make your calculation. : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is what the comparative state- 
ment of the committee shows. 

Mr. ALLISON. The 40 per cent ad valorem is of course a nom- 
inal percentage. It comes in valued at whatever price they may 
put upon it in Nuremberg and other German cities where it is 


nds upon the point of view upon 


manufactured. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. None comes to this country. 
Mr. ALLISON. It is stated that this duty of 8 cents a pound is 


absolutely necessary to enab!e our people to produce these leaves, 
the industry having been destroyed by the act of 1894. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Only $153 of revenue came in under 
the 40 per cent rate. That is near enough to being an exclusive 
rate, it seems to me. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa a ques- 
tion publicly in reference to a statement he has just made, He has 
juststated that no conference committee would raise a duty higher 
than the point which was agreed to by the Senate when the Sen- 
ate increases a rate over that fixed by the House. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a mooted question whether a conference 
ise dic can raise a duty above what one or the other House 

rovided. 
x Mr. HOAR. I dare say that may be sound policy whether it ie 
strict law or not, but I suppose it would not prevent the substitu- 
tion of ad valorein for specific rates or specifics for ad valorems. 
s LISON. Certainly not. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will ask the Senator in charge of the bill if 
the Senator from Arkansas has not made a mistake. The duty on 
bronze or Dutch metal was 8 cents per bag under the McKinley 
Act, and the duties collected were $179,865, showing a large im- 
portation of it. I know myself from familiarity with it that it is 
entirely labor. Itis a pounding out of metal into leaves, and the 
skilled workmen who are engaged in it to-day make only $8 a 
week by reason of the lack of protection under the Wilson Act. 

Mr. Ji ONES of Arkansas. was looking at the wrong sub- 
division when I made the statement that the importations were 
only $153. That was in a subsequent subdivision of aluminum 
and not under bronze. Under bronze the importations under the 
40 per cent rate were $55,000 a year. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa to the amendment of the 
committee. 

'The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

'The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next paragraph passed over was paragraph 178}, which 
was proposed by the Committee on Finance to be inserted asa 
new paragraph, as follows: 

178}. Hooks and eyes, metallic, whether loose, carded, or otherwise, includ- 
ing weight of cards, cartons, &nd immediate wrappings and labels, 5} cents 
per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.QUAY. Mr. President, I suppose paragraph 179 will create 
some discussion, and before passing to that I should be glad if the 
Senator from Iowa would return to paragraph 137. There, as the 
paragraph was, in passing, the Senator moved, in line 1, on page 
43, to strike out“ 1 cent" and insert ‘‘three-fourths of a cent." 
1 think he will admit that he was in error in proposing that amend- 
ment, and that the vote by which it was agr to should be re- 
considered. 

Mr. ALLISON, I found a memorandum here upon my table 
respecting that paragraph, and then I found it struck out. I 
merely moved to insert it for the purpose of looking into it fur- 
ther; but Iam minga it shall go out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the recon- 
sideration of the vote by which the amendment was adopted? 

Mr. VEST. We can not understand what the question is on 
this side. We can not hear the Senators. 

Mr, QUAY. I refer to sre — 137. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
3 Which was adopted and which itis desired to have recon- 
sidered, 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 137, on page 43, line 1, the com- 
mittee amendment was to insert, after the word paid,“ the words 
** three-fourths of; " so as to read, there shall be paid three-fourths 
of 1 cent per pound.” 
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Mr. QUAY. That was adopted instead of 1 cent, and I ask the 
Senator from Iowa to correct it. 

Mr. VEST. Dol understand that the Senator from Iowa made 
an error about that? 

Mr. ALLISON. It was a reduction. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And therefore an error. 

Mr. VEST. We could not understand it over here when the 
amendment was made, 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] 
has explained it. 

Mr. QUAY. The next amendment occurs in line 4 of para- 
graph 137, where. on motion of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
SON], the worde“ three-fourths” was stricken out and the word 
“one-half” substituted. That is also a reduction; but that reduc- 
tion is to stand. 

Mr. VEST. That is another error, I suppose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the vote 
by which the Senate agreed to the amendment, in line 1, page 43, 
paragraph 137, striking out **1 cent” and inserting “ three-fourths 
of" will be regarded as reconsidered. and the amendment is disa- 
greed to; so that the articles named shall pay a duty of 1 cent per 
pound. The Chair hears no objection, and that is the order. The 
next paragraph which was passed over will be stated. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Has paragraph 178 been agreed to? 

Mr. ALLISON. "That has been agreed to. 

The Secretary read paragraph 179, beginning in line 12, on page 
56, as follows: 

179. Lead-bearing ore of all kinds, 1 cent per pound on the lead contained 
therein: Provided, That on all importations of lead-bearing ores the duties 
shall be estimated at the port of entry, and a bond given in double the 
amount of such estimated duties for the transportation of the ores by com- 
mon carriers bonded for the transportation of appraised or unappraised 
merchandise to properly equipped sampling or smelting establishments. On 
the arriva! of the ores at such establishments they shall be sampled accord- 
ing to commercial methods under the supervision of Government officers, 
who shall be stationed at such establishments, and who shall submit the 
samples thus obtained to a Government assayer, designated by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, who shall make a proper assay ot the sample, and upon 
his report of the lead contents of the ore the import entries shall be liqui- 
dated thereon. And the Secre of the 'Treasury is authorized to make all 
necessary regulations to enforce the provisions of this paragraph. 

The first amendment reported to the paragraph by the Com- 
mittee on Finance was, on page 56, line 12, after the words ** one 
cent," to insert ** and one-half;" so as to read: 

Lead-bearing ore of all kinds, 1 cent and one-half per pound on the lead 
contained therein. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Iowa if it 
is intended to insist upon the committee amendments in para- 
graph 179? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is proposed to adhere to the amendments as 
made in these paragraphs, except that we propose to insert, in line 
18, on page 57, “24 cents" on pig lead. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest the propriety of letting this paragraph 

bass over until to-morrow. I desire to discuss it somewhat fully, 

ut I find upon my arrival in the Chamber that I have not the 
documents and papers with me which I desire to use, and which I 
thought I had. 

Mr. VEST. That refers to lead ore? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. The only trouble, I will state to the Senator 
from Nebraska, is that unless we take up some one of these items 
we do not know when we shall get throngh. I had expected to 
take up leather and the products of leather this morning, but in 
the absence of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Suiru] — 

Mr. Swit entered the Chamber. 

Mr. ALLISON. I see that the Senator from New Jersey is now 
present, and I presume we can go on with the leather schedule. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then let the paragraph in relation to lead ore be 
passed over. 

Mr, ALLISON. If the Senator from New Jersey is ready to 
proceed on the leather schedule, we can take that up now, and 
proceed with lead ore a little later in the day. 

Mr. SMITH. I desire to say that I have been absent from the 
Chamber on account of illness, I am hardly strong enough to go 
on to day, but rather than incommode the committee in any way 
Ishall make the effort to proceed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that para- 
graph 179 is AY over. 

i 5 ALLISON. Passed over until the leather schedule is com- 
pleted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That will be the order, in the absence 
of objection. Paragraph 4264 will be read. 

The SECRETARY. The Committee on Finance propose to insert 
as a new paragraph, under the head of Leather, and manufac- 
tures of,” on page 152, after line 6, the following: 

426}. Hides of cattle, raw or uncured. whether dry, salted, or pickled, 1} 
orca pul und: Provided, That upon all leather exported, e from im- 
ported hides, there shall be allowed a drawback equal to the amount of duty 


pa on such hides, to be paid under such regulations as the Secretary of the 
reasury may prescribe. 
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Mr. ALLISON. The committee recommend a modification of 
this amendment by striking out **13 cents per pound” and insert- 
ing 20 per cent ad valorem;“ and the committee also recommend 
that the proviso be stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment p by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa on behalf of the committee will be stated. : 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment, in 
line 8, after the word *'pickled," by striking out ‘‘1} cents per 
pound" and inserting “20 per cent ad valorem;" and after the 
word pound,“ in line 9, by striking out: 

Provided, That upon all leather ex made from imported hides, there 


shall be allowed a drawback equal to the amount of duty paid on such hides, 
edes paid under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may pre- 
i. 


So as to make the paragraph read: 


4961. Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, 20 
per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, do I understand that in the pro- 
posed amendment the same rate of duty is applied to dry hides as 
to salted hides? 

Mr. ALLISON. Twenty per cent ad valorem, the same ad va- 
lorem rate upon dry hides as upon raw or uncured hides. 

Mr. JO of Arkansas. The proposition is to strike out “14 
cents per pound! and insert **20 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. : 

Mr. WHITE. Has the Senator from Iowa any information as 
to the unit of value or the average value of hides in the South 
American markets? 

Mr. SMITH. Ican give the Senator the information. 

Mr. ALLISON, Ihave a statement on the subject. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from New Jersey state how 
much dry hides are worth? 

Mr. SMITH. They average about $4.50. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator state what is the average wean 

Mr. SMITH. Green hides average on the other side from 90 to 
100 pounds each, and they are sold now from 10} to 113 cents a 

ound, 
* Mr. ALLEN. That is, as I understand, the market price after 
they reach a central market. 

Mr. SMITH. That is the price at which the hide dealer sells to 
the manufacturer. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Itelegraphed to the custom-house 
in New York to-day and had atelegraphic reply from the appraiser. 
I have it not with me, but I can get itina moment. I know, how- 
ever, what it is. Itis to the effect that during the last eleven 
months the importation of hides has been 70,000,000 pounds, of the 
value of $7,000,000, of fresh, green hides, and the average is about 
10 cents per pound. Thatisthetelegram. The hides varied from 
3 to 8 cents a pound, and the average is about 5. I thought there 
was a little inconsistency between the prices given and the com- 
pleted account, but that was the statement. 

Mr. WHITE. Has the Senator a statement as to what the aver- 
age price would be? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It would average about 10 cents. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Green hides? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes, green hides, 10 cents. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What about dry hides? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The price of dry hides is from 3 
to 8 cents a x» : : 

Mr. WHITE. Evidently there is a mistake in thefigures some- 
where. 

Mr. SMITH. IfSenators will allow me, I can explain to them 
the figures. 'This apparent inconsistency arises from the fact of 
the classification of hides under our custom-house rules, which 
vary, and which are changed from time to time. For instance, 
the classification of what are known as hides includes goatskins, 
kangaroo skins, etc. I have the classification here, Ithinkcattle 
hides are now included in the same category as sheepskins, Angora- 
goat skins, salted sheepskins, and kangarooskins. So that would 
make what would a from the im to bea very large quan- 
tity of imported hides coming into this country, and would make 
it appearas if they were ata very low price from the fact that these 
skins are included as cattle hides. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What I telegraphed for was as to 
the importation of cattle hides. Ihave sent for the dispatch. I 
do not quite understand it, but it came from the appraisers, andI 
should like to present it to the Senate. 

Mr. SMITH. If the committee were familiar with the subject, 
it seems to me that the proposition of placing raw hides and salted 
hides at the same ad valorem would not appear to be just. For 
instance, the rate of see on salted hides on this basis at the pres- 
ent price of selling would be about $2 per hide. If it be acent and 
a half, it would amount to a little less than a dollar and a half a 
hide. Therefore the rate of duty of 20 per cent ad valorem would 
be much higher than a cent and a half a pound. 

But, Mr. ident, before proceeding further I should like to 
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know what disposition the committee have made of goatskins— 
whether they have placed any duty on goatskins. I ask the 

uestion for the reason that I am not in favor of a duty upon 
them, for goatskins come more icularly in competition with 
American hides, or quite as much so, as do the tanned hides, and 
more than do the salted hides, because the only salted hides 
brought to this country are hides of a larger size than those of 
this country, as a rule. Those hides are clearer on the grain; 
that is, they are better fitted to be used for certain, particular, 
specific purposes of a character which we do not raise or produce 
here, because between the branding of our cattle, the barbed-wire 
fences, and so on, our hides become imperfect on the grain. 
Therefore, if you allow goatskins to come in free of duty, which 
practically come in competition with your American hides, and 
tax your salted hides $2 a hide, which practically do not come in 
33 it does not seem to me to be entirely fair, just, or 
right. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Before the Senator proceeds further, 
I desire to get this matter clear in my mind. I should like to ask 
him about what is the average value of dry cattle hides? 

Mr. SMITH. About four dollars and a half. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. By weight per pound? 

Mr. SMITH. On the basis of about 25 pounds. 

Mr. ALLEN. Twenty-five pounds of hide? 

Mr. SMITH. Twenty-two pounds would be a fair average, so 
far as the dry hides are concerned. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. That would make 20 cents a pound? 

Mr.SMITH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Twenty per cent on 20 cents a pound 
would be 4 cents a pound tariff. : 

Mr. SMITH. Yes, sir. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. So it is an increase of between 200 
and 800 per cent over the original proposition. Now, what is the 
value of salted hides per pound? 

Mr. SMITH. The price to-day is about 11 cents per pound. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Eleven cents? 

Mr. SMITH. On the average to about 100 pounds of hide. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. ‘That would make about $2.20. 

Mr. SMITH. Under the former duty of 13 cents a pound it 
would be $1.50. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand the Senator from Arkansas and the 
Senator from New Jersey have figured out the ad valorem duty 
as greater than the specific duty? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas and Mr. SMITH. Yes. 

E Mr. RULEN: Is that satisfactory to the Senator from New 
ersey 

Mr. SMITH. No, sir. I propose, if I can, to show to the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska and to the gentlemen of the Senate that the 
duty on hides is not only unnecessary, unfair. and unjust, but 
that it does not protect anybody in this country that I believe 
the Senate desire to protect. On the contrary, it will prove a 
great injury to the American people, whether they be farmers or 
manufacturers or merchants or professional men. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will it interrupt the Senator if I ask him a 
question? 

Mr. SMITH. Not at all. Ishall be glad to hear the Senator. 

Mr. ALLEN. If protection is a good thing, ought it not to go 
all around, and should not everybody have a little of it? 

Mr. SMITH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. And if it is a good thing as to any imported 
article, ought it not to result in benefit to the farmers as to bidaa, 
and would not the imposition of a sufficient duty upon hides cor- 
Dp prd raise the price of hides in this country? 

Mr. SMITH. No, sir. I say in answer to the Senator from 
Nebraska that if I believed a tax on hides would benefit the farm- 
ers of this country I would not stand here in my place in the 
Senate and op it: but I hope, before this argument is com- 

leted, to be able to show to the members of the Senate, who, I 
lieve, want to be informed about this matter, that there is only 
one class of people who can in any way be helped by the imposi- 
tion of this duty, and they are the people who need the least help, 
and to whom I am satisfied, notwithstanding the fact that a great 
many of the general public believe otherwise, the Senate does not 
want to extend protection beyond what is fair and right and rea- 
sonable, and that is the great American beef trust of this country, 
who will be the only beneficiaries of this tax. 

I wish to say at the outset, Mr. President, that when what is 
known as the Dingley bill was passed by the House of Representa- 
tives I did not intend nor did I expect to address this body on any 


8 connected with it. I believed then, as I believe now, that 
e bill was formulated by the Republican party in accordance 
with one of the principles laid down in their platform, and that 
they had a right to formulate the bill in such way as in their best 
judgment carried out their views. 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2051 


I believed, Mr. President, when that bill was framed that it was 
much more objectionable than was the McKinley law, and I be- 
lieved that nothing would sooner relegate the party now in power 
into oblivion than the quick passage of the Dingley bill. 

But, Mr. President, I can not believe, and do not believe, that 
the canvass which brought into power the present Administration 
was ever fonght—certainly not in the State which I have the honor 
in part to represent—on any theory that the tariff question or the 
reenactment of the McKinley law was to be the first act of the 
new Administration. I am frank to saythat,in my judgment, 
the 45.000 Democrats of New Jersey who went to the polls on elec- 
tion day and cast their votes for the ticket with the names of Mr. 
McKinley and Mr. Hobart upon it did not do so simply for the 

urpose of saying that they wanted a reenactment of the McKinley 
aw. 

While I am willing to admit that very many of them voted as 
they did through State pride, and as a matter of courtesy and for 
the purpose of showing their esteem for the gentleman who repre- 
sented the Republican party on that ticket as the candidate for 
Vice-President of the United States, still I must say that they 
were not impelled in that action by that motive alone. 

When it is considered that this extra session was called at a 
season of the year when most gentlemen would be more pleas- 
antly situated at other places than here in order to bring about 
the enactment of a law which no Senator on this floor will stand 
up and a 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I rise to a question of order, Mr. 
President. J 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Arkansas will state 
his po:nt of order. . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from New Jersey is not 
well, and I submit that audible conversation, which can be dis- 
tinctly heard all over the Chamber, ought not to go on while the 
Senator from New Jersey is making a speech. 

Mr. SPOONER. Or while anybody else is making a speech. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Yes; and I think the Senator from 
New Jersey ought to take his seat and refuse to proceed until the 
Senate is in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will ask Senators to pend 
their conversation and preserve order. The Senator from New 
Jersey will not until there is order on the floor of the Sen- 
ate. [A dil .] The Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. TH. Mr. President, I only desire to say that I do not 
believe that the necessities or the conditions of this country from 
a financial point of view necessitated the calling together of this 
extra session. The business of this country might have been re- 
stored and might have gone on and improved just as well, or bet- 
ter,if this subject had been postponed until the regular session of 
Congress. 

The great question which was submitted to the American peo- 
Ded in the last Presidential election, as I supposed, was one of 

ance. Onthat the people of this country voted, and not on the 
question of the tariff. etariff was simply a side issue. If it 
been made the principal question, I am afraid, Mr. President— 
whilst it would have been pleasing to me—that the result of that 
election would have been different from what it was. We are 
here, however, confronted with the tariff question, ignoring the 
great question upon which the battle was fought; we are con- 
onted with a bill which is the most peculiar, to say the least of 
it, of any which has ever yet been framed by any committee of 
either House of Congress. 

We are confronted to-day by a spectacle unheard of and un- 
known in the history of this country. 

When we stop to consider for a moment that the national Re- 

blican platform, the national Democratic platform, and the 
tate platform recently adopted in the State of Ohio declared in 
lowing language and in strong terms the great wrongs which 
pain is perpetrating on poor Cuba, where her men, women, and 
children are being murdered by thousands, and with all these pre- 
tensions Senators leave this Chamber and go home to their States 
and reenunciate the platform adopted by the national Republican 
convention, and call on the people of the United States to see that 
justice shall be done to those people—in the face of all this, Mr. 
President, has this country ever witnessed, under such circum- 
stances, such a rd 8 when the Congress of the United States 
is in session, and when this body by à two-thirds vote passed a 
resolution of belligerency and sent it to the tomb of the Capulets, 
to be laid away by a Republican House at the dictates of a Repub- 
lican Speaker, and according to intimations we have heard, it is 
done at the dictation of a Republican President? 

If the people of this country have not changed their minds and 
their views from what I believe them to be, this question will ring 
throngh this country, and when the Congressional elections next 
take e leaving out the question of gold and silver, leaving out 
the question of high or low tariff, but simply the insult to the 
American people by that House, the protest of the le will be 
80 strong and so overwhelming that there will be no Republican 


majority in that House of Congress to respond to the roll call for 
many years to come. 

Now, Mr. President, I will take up the particular part of the 
subject upon which I have risen to address the Senate. I would 
ask, in speaking upon this question, particular attention, so far as 
possible. I do not want to inflict upon Senators anything that I 
may have to say upon this question. but I have now come to the 
point which I desire to discuss for the benefit of the Committee 
on Finance, because I believe they want to do what is fair in 

ard to this matter. 
ask to have the subject go over forthe present. I may beable 
to resume in five minutes. i 

Mr. WHITE. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa to pass to 
some other item. 

Mr. VEST. I will take the floor on this subject. The Senator 
from New Jersey says he can go on in five or ten minutes, and I 
can say what I have to say now. 

Mr. President, up to 1872 there was a small duty upon hides. 
In that year our Republican friends put hides upon the free list. 
It is interesting to note the effect of this action of our Republican 
friends in 1872, because it illustrates the difference between the 
two systems as to raw materials, whether they shall be taxed or 
placed upon the free list. : 

In the last year (1872) when hides were taxed we exported 
from this country abroad of leather and leather manufactures 
$3,648,029 worth. I ask Senators interested in the matter to note 
these figures. In 1872 the duty was taken off of hides, and it has 
remained off ever since under both Republican and Democratic 
Administrations. Now, what is the result? We exported in 1896 
of leather and leather manufactures $20,242,756 worth. We send 
all over the world our leather manufactures—boots, shoes, belt- 
ing. harness, and everything else that is made from leather. 
There can be no more conspicuous or significant illustration of 
the propriety of putting raw materials on the free list and then 
enabling the manufacturers of the United States to compete upon 
equal terms with the manufacturers of all other countries. Three 
million six hundred and forty-eight thousand and twenty-nine 
dollars in 1872; $20,242,756 in 1896, 

Mr. President, there are some singular features in the history 
of the question of the duty upon hides. In 1890, when the 
McKinley Act, that great exemplar of protection, was enacted, 
there was a fierce attempt made in the Honse of Representatives 
to put a duty upon hides. It came from the same quarter that it 
comes from to-day, from the great cattle-producing region of the 
West. I Want to say here, without thrusting my personal position 
upon the Senate, which I always refrain from doing, if possible, 
but in order to emphasize the brief argument I shall make in favor 
of free hides, that I come from a State which is one of the la: t 
agricultural and cattle-producing States—I mean of fine cattle— 
in the Union, and if I had any local interest actuating me in this 
matter, I will say that the appeals made to me by certain classes 
in Missouri have been frequent and earnest that I shouid vote for 
a duty upon hides. because they have been by certain people made 
to understand that a duty upon hides is in the interest of the 
cattle prodncers of the country. I have lad occasion to examine 
very thoroughly this question and what I say is based upon no 
abstract, theoretical view, but on actual, absolute, and earnest 
investigation, because I have been placed as a public man between 
two interests, those of my constituents who believe with me in 
free raw materials, and those who are anxious to put a duty upon 
hides, believing it will increase the price of their cattle. 

In 1890, as I have said, the same assault was made upon free 
hides that is made here to-day, and by the same people, and Mr. 
McKinley, now President of the United States, was induced, with 
his committee, of which Governor DINGLEY was a conspicuous 
member, to yield to the appeal, and he did put a duty upon hides. 
Inasingle night that determination was changed, and it was not for 
months afterwards that the exact reasons for the change became 
public. The singular fact presented now in the history of hides 
is that in the report made by President McKinley in 1890 accom- 
panying the bill that bears his name he boasts of the fact that in 
order to get more revenue the committee had placed a duty upon 
hides. hen the perfected bill came before the House, it was 
found that the bill did not agree with the report, that hides had 
been put back upon the free list. By an oversight the distin- 
guished author of the bill had not changed his report, and the 
record stands to-day as I have named it, with the report boasting 
= ae ne" upon hides and the bill itself putting hides upon the 

ree list. 

It was stated that a distinguished member of this body, then a 
prominent member of the House of vg OP STA from Massa- 
chusetts, was very active in securing this change on that fateful 
night when hides went back to the free list, that in the name of 
the boot and shoe manufacturers of Massachusetts he informed 
Mr. McKinley—the margin of votes in the House being rather 
precarious—that if he persisted in pussin a duty upon hides he 
could look for no political support for his bill from Massachusetts, 
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Whether that be true or not, I desire to contribute to this re- 
markable history a letter which has come to light and which was 
published in a New Hampshire paper. I ask the Secretary to 
read the letter of Mr. Blaine. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
WASHINGTON, April 10, 1890. 
DEAR Mr. MCKINLEY: It isa great mistake to take hides from the free 
list, where they have been for so many years. It isa slap in the face tothe 
th Americans with whom we are trying to enlarge our trade. It will 
benefit the farmer by nnn to8 per cent to the price of his children's 
shoes. It will yield a profit to the butcher only—the last man that needs it. 
The movement is injudicious from nning to end, in every form and 
hase. Pray stop it before it sees light. Such movements as this for protec- 
will protect the Republican party into a speedy retirement. 


Yours, hastily, 
JAMES G. BLAINE. 
Hon. WILLIAM MCKINLEY, 
Chairman Ways and Means. 


Mr. VEST. That letter came to light after this remarkable 
record was made in 1800 in regard to hides, and it will be noticed 
that Mr. Blaine makes the statement emphatically, with which I 
entirely agree, that the duty upon hides would simply add to the 
cost of shoes used by the rman and his family and would inure 
alone to the benefit of the butcher. He would have been more 
accurate in his language if he stated to the great beef trust of 


Chicago. 
In 1881 a special committee was organized by this body to ex- 
amine into the transportation and sale of meat products, and the 


Senate did me the honor to make me chairman of the committee. 
I endeavored faithfully and earnestly to discharge my duty. We 
went to Chicago, the headquarters of this great beef combine, 
composed of four large houses, and subpcenaed before our com- 
mittee the heads of those houses and their purchasing agents. 
They refused to appear. 

ter consultation,the committee adjourned to the city of Wash- 
ington, because we had doubts in regard to the question of the 
power of the Senate to summon recalcitrant witnesses and punish 
them, which has since been decided by the Supreme Court in a 
recent decision, in order to avail ourselves of the statute in regard 
to witnesses who refuse to appear before committees in the Dis- 
trict. We again subpœnaed Mr. Philip D. Armour, the great head 
of the great house of Armour & Co., and under the advice of coun- 
sel he appeared and gave his testimony. 

Mr. SPOONER. il the Senator from Missouri kindly give 
me the number of the document? 

Mr. VEST. With great pleasure. It is Senate Report No. 829, 
first session Fifty-first Congress. I will say to the Senator from 
Wisconsin that the report has long since been exhausted, and I do 
not know whether he will be able to obtain a copy. I have this 
copy by special favor of the document room to use in the debate. 

As I was proceeding to say, Mr. Armour, under advice of coun- 
sel, appeared before the committee in the District of Columbia, 
and in his testimony he made this significant statement: 


Hides have steadily declined in value since 1888 and prior to that time. 
The figures to-day show a loss upon every hide of from $1.25 to $1.60. 


Mr. HOAR. What does that mean—a loss from $1.25 to $1.60? 
Mr. VEST. Loss upon each hide; lowering in value. 

Mr. HOAR. Compared with former times? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 


During the last five years imports of forei 
4,000,000 hides a year, and the class of foreign hides which more directly com- 
te with our salted hides heré, viz, Montevideo and Buenos Ayres, have 
eclined in price from 25 cents xdi rens to 14} and 15 cents, The decline in 
the price of these hides, together with their large importation, has undoubt- 
edly had a depressing effect upon the American hide market. 


As a Senator from a large cattle-producing State, this testimon 
on the part of Mr. Armour gave me very serious concern, and 
made it my special duty, as did the other members of the com- 
mittee, because Governor Coke, of Texas, was upon the commit- 
tee, representing possibly the largest cattle-producing State in the 
Union—we made it our duty, to speak more properly, to examine 
very closely and thoroughly this statement of Mr. Armour. I 
will ask my friend the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES], who 
reads better than I do, to give to the Senate the result of our 
examination and our report upon the statement of Mr. Armour, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas read as follows: 


The object of Mr. Armour in this statement is to create the impression 
that the free importation of hides has the effect of reducing the price of 
American hides and thereby lowers the price paid for cattle tothe producer. 

One of the largest leather manufacturersin the Middle States, whose name 
can be given if Mr. Armour requests it, writes the chairman of the com 
mittee as follows, on December 1, 1888: 

We use 50,000 hides yearly and are obliged to pay whatever the Chi 
syndicate want to ask for their hides, notwithstanding low price of cattle, 
Armour getting more to-day for his December hides. Inclose an offer re- 
ceived from Armour to-day.” 4 

The -— referred to is a telegram from Armour & Co., dated December 1, 

ns follows: : 

“Tf unsold, we can give you two cars heavy native steers, 60 and up, 10} 
prompt delivery." 


hides have amounted to over 


In his printed statement, Mr. Armour submits the following list of prices 
for American hides: 


Texas | Native 
steers. 


Average price of hides in— Php 


All kinds 


Average hide values in— of cattle. 


$6.00 
5.50 
5.00 
4.50 


It will be noticed from this table that the average price of American hides 
in 1888 is put by Mr. Armour at 8} cents per pound for Texas steers, and 9 
cents for native steers; but his telegram asks 10} cents for the latter grade of 
hides on December 1, 1888. 

It will be noticed that the table of Te produced by Mr. Armour begins 
with the price of hides per pound in 1886, but in order to ascertain the etfect 
of placing hides apon the free list itis necessary to go back to the market prior 
of 1872, when the duty of 10 per cent was removed. 

In m American hides, salted for tanners' use, sold at 11} to11j cents per 
pound. 


Mr. GEAR. Isuggestto the Senator that the price of hides 
was based upon the price of currency, and currency was at 40 per 
cent discount at that time. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas read as follows: 


In 1870, at 11} to 114; in 1871, at 114. On August 1, 1879, Chicago, Texas, and 
native hides sold at 9} to 9}. 


9 1— Cents. | August 1— Cents, 

BED. 11 1355 10 -10 

1881 12 -124 ni 
1882 121-121 9 -104 
1883... 11-114 8-9 
CC PED ABEL 10 -10} : . 8-9 


These prices are taken from the Shoe and Leather Reporter of August 1, 
1889; but we have not been able to from any quarter the exact prices 
from 1871 to 1879, although we are informed that they remained at about the 
figures Tue for 1871, with slight fluctuations. 

It will be noticed from this table that after the removal of the duty on 
hides in 1872, and from 1880 to 1887, the price of Chicago hides remained about 
the same as in 1871, the we before they were placed on the free list. 

In 1830 the price was 11j cents, and in 1886, i cents. 

'The price of hides commenced falling in 1887, a year after the marked de- 
cline began in beef cattle. 

We are authorized from these flgures to conclude that the removal of the 
tariff duty in 1872 did not cause a decline in American hides, for it was fif- 
teen TD after hides were put on the free list before the fall in prjces 
oecured. 

Nor can weaccept Mr. Armour's statement that the foreign hides imported 
come into competition with our domestic product and cause a decline in prices. 

In a hearing before the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Rep- 
resentative of recent date, a committee from the shoe and leather trade e 
the following statement: 

“ Nearly all hides imported are dry and dry-salted hides, while the produc- 
tion of domestic hidesisnearly all of green-salted. Dry hidesare used entirely 
for sweat stock, and nearly all domestic green-salted hides for limed stock. 
These two kinds of leather are entirely different, and do not compete with 
each other to any great extent.“ 

It is our opinion that the putting back a tariff duty upon hides will not in- 
crease the price paid the producer for his cattle. 

The same causes which control the prices of cattle now would continue to 
operate, and until these are removed like results will follow. 

From the New. York Tribune of March 24, 1880, we make the following ex- 
tract, which is worthy the serious attention of those who entertain the opin- 
ion that a tariff duty on hides will benefit the cattle producer: 

“The duty on hides was taken off by a “gy Siar Congress in 1872. The 
imports have scarcely increased at all since that time, At this port, where 
most-of the hides arrive, the imports last year were hardly 10 per cent larger 
than they were in 1871, before the duty was removed. This seems conclusive 
evidence that the home producer does not suffer from foreign competition, 
and the supply of American hidesactually marketed hasincreased during the 
same period 124 por cent, judging from the number of “oxen and other cat- 
tle" reported. It can hardly lieved that the home 3 can be bene- 
fited under such circumstances by the imposition of a duty which would ap- 
orenty help nobody so much as the rich combination of beef asks at the 

est, while it would seriously affect the cost of the materials for leather and 
boot and shoe establishments near the seaboard, which use foreign hides 
largely and export a considerable part of their products.” 


M RAUS Let me suggest to the Senator from Arkansas that 
exports — 

r.JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator from Iowa will allow 
me, ou not making a speech. The Senator from Missouri is the 
speaker. 

Mr. GEAR. Iwish to reply to what the Senator from Arkansas 
was reading. Ido not want to reply to the speech of the Senator 
from Missouri. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I merely read for the Senator from 
Missouri. : 

Mr. GEAR. May I reply to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. GEAR. Our manufactures of boots and shoes aggregate 
$234,000,000 per year, and there was exported about a miilion and 
a half. So it can not interfere with exports materially. 

Mr. VEST. Idonot understand the Senator from Iowa. Does 
he say that the exports of leather manufactures amount to only a 


1897. 


million and a half? In 1896 they amounted to over $20,000,000, 
according to the comparative statement. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Thatisright. They have increased. 

Mr. GEAR. Iam talking about shoes. I know all about the 
export of leather. There is a drawback on the export of leather 
provided in the bill. 

Mr. VEST. In discussing this question we are not confined to 
boots and shoes. 

Mr. GEAR. The report rather suggested it was an interfer- 
ence with the export of boots and shoes. Isimply call attention 
to the fact that out of $231,000.000 manufactured in this country 
only about a million and a half is exported. There is an export 
duty on leather P Ski for in the rebate. 

Mr. VEST. The significant fact is that the exports of leather 
and leather manufactures of the United States have increased 
since 1872, the last year when hides were on the dutiable list at 10 
per cent, from $3,000,000 to $20,000,000 in 1896, hides having been 
on the free list ever since 1872. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator from Missouri pretend to say 
that that is composed wholly from hides produced in this country? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir; produced also from foreign hides, and the 
committee of the leather manufacturers, boot and shoe men, who 
appeared beforethe Ways and Means Committee, and whose state- 
ment has been read by the Senator from Arkansas, stated that the 
foreign hides do not come into competition with the domestic 


es. 

Mr. ALLEN. Why not? CON 

Mr. VEST. He gave the reasons forit. It is a different sort of 
leather, used for different purposes. and they so state emphatically 
and vun n I am not an expert. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not want to interrupt the Senator unneces- 
sarily, but I desire to say to him that the tanners of the United 
States say that foreign hides do come in competition. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave given the statement of this committee. 

Mr. ALLEN. Any man upon the face of the earth knows that 
if you bring in a foreign hide here and manufacture it into leather 
which otherwise would be manufactured from a hide produced in 
this country, it comes into competition with the domestic produc- 
tion. It is just as broad and clear as that the day follows night, 
and no man can testify it ig : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. r. President, here is an extract 
which the Senator from Missouri asks me to read: 

In a hearing before the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Brp 
resentatives of recent date a committee from the shoe and leather trade 
made the following statement: 

Nearly all hides imported are M ei dry-salted hides, while the pro- 
duction of domestic hides is nearly all of green-salted. Dry hides are used 
entirely for sweat stock, and nearly all domestic green-salted hides for limed 
stock. These two kinds of leather are entirely different, and do not compete 
with each other to any great extent.” 


Mr. ALLEN. But one can be used in place of the other. 

Mr. VEST. Iam notan expert. I simply quote here what the 
eople engaged in the trade testified to beforethe Ways and Means 
ommittee. But my opposition to the duty upon hides is based 

upon entirely different and other grounds. I point to the signif- 
icant fact that our exports of leather and leather manufactures 
have enormously increased since hides have been put upon the 
free list, and, in addition to that, I hold, and think I can prove 
mathematically almost, that to put a duty upon hides will not in- 
crease one single cent the price paid for cattle to the producers of 
the West. 

Mr. ALLEN. In consequence of the beef trust? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, that, and because the hide is a by-product, 
which is not considered at all in the price of the beef. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, I beg pardon. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the ator's pardon. I examined this ques- 
tion for a year, and went to the very bottom, if it could be done 
by human agency. The price of beef cattle is fixed in the Chi- 
cago market by four houses. If that is not true, it is not true 
that I am addressing the Senate. I prove in this report, which of 
course is too voluminous to be read in the Senate, that these men 
are combined and confederated through all their business. We 
never could get one of their purchasing agents before the com- 
mittee. They ran them off to Canada and Europe, and we have 
not been able to this day, although I sent officers of the Senate to 
search Chicago, with the aid of detectives, from end to end, to get 
one of their purchasing agents. 

Mr. Armour swore he made no combination. Of course not. 
His purchasing agent would go into the stock yards in the morn- 
ing and meet the purchasing agents of Nelson Morris & Co., of 
Swift & Co., of Hammond & Co., and they would fix in a corner 
the amount of beef cattle that each house wanted, having entire 
control of the market, and then the cattle producer of my State or 
Nebraska, with his bunch of 50 or 100 cattle, was approached by 
one of these buyers and asked how much he would take for them. 
“Five cents.” “Iwill give you four and a half.“ No; I will 
not take it.” And in an hour another man would come to him 
from one of the other houses. How much will you take for your 
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cattle?" „Five cents.” “Iwill give you four and a quarter," and 
the next one four and an eighth. Hiscattle in the meantime were 
held there at large expense, paying enormous prices to these same 
people for feed, for water, and for stallinz, and he would be com- 
pelied to let his cattle go at the price. We had dozens of dealers 
come to us privately and tell us, ** We are coerced here; we have 
to take what we can get.” Isaid, I will put you on the stand.” 
“Oh, no. I will take the next train out of Chicago. If I testified 
against the beef trust, I never could sell another steer in this mar- 
ket." They came before the committee at last in Kansas City, Mo. 

Mr. L. Leonard, one of the most distinguished farmers in the 
State, and the candidate for governor of the party to which the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] belongs, testified before 
the committee at St. Louis that he had 150 head of cattle and that he 
was boycotted and refused any price at all in Chicago from either 
of these great houses. 

Mr. President, when the prica of the cattle is fixed, the price is 
fixed on the hide. The hide is a by-product. Take these prices 
from year to year which are found in this report, and you will 
find that the price of hides was one thing when Mr. Armour and 
Mr. Swift and Hammond & Co. undertook to sell their hides, but 
it was a very different thing when they came to buy cattle. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CARTER in the chair). 
the Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. GEAR. The Senator from Missouri claims, I understand, 
thatin Chicago the Big Four, as they are commonly called, abso- 
lutely control the price of cattle. 

Mr. VEST. Ido. 

Mr. GEAR. He claims that they have conspired to put down 
the price all the time. 

Mr. VEST. To putit down or putit up. They put the price 
down, as the evidence here shows. 

Mr. GEAR. In view of what the Senator says, I should like to 
state that the price of cattle has gone up a cent and a cent and & 
quarter in the last forty days. 

Mr. VEST. Ican explain it, and I will. 

: Mr. GEAR. Ishould be glad to have an explanation of that 
act. 

Mr. VEST. Itdepends on the question whether the Big Four 
houses want any cattle or not. When they want to put down the 
price of cattle, they do that, and they put it down until the farmers 
and cattle raisers are afraid to ship. Then they let up the gate, fill 
up the stalls again in their enormous houses, and buy the cattle 
at their own price. 

Mr. GEAR. I hadadifferent opinion. I had supposed there 
was a scarcity of cattle this year, and that, notwithstanding the 
very low price of corn and other products, the scarcity of cattle 
caused the advance of a cent and a cent and a quarter. 

Mr. VEST. The prices fluctuate as the trust propose they shall 
fluctuate. I have not observed the cattle market recently, but if 
they did put them up— 

Mr. SMITH. If the Senator will allow me. I will state that the 
price of native steers April 15 was $81; on May 15, 880.25: June 
15, $78.75, and June 25, $76.75—a drop of about $5 in a little over 
two months. 

Mr. VEST. I had not examined that point, for I am not inter- 
ested in the matter; but I know the price ought to go up, because 
there has been a large decrease in the supply of cattle. Thenum- 
ber of cattle in the country has decreased, and therefore the price 
ought to have gone up. But you will find in this testimony that 
these big houses in Chicago put up the price or putitdown. Not 
only that, but they forced the butchers of the country, who under- 
took to kill their own cattle, to buy their dressed beef or go out of 
the business. 

I produced, and it will be found in this testimony, a telegram 
from Mr. Armour’s principal to a man in Freeland, Pa., to the 
agent of Mr. Armour, saying, in regard to a certain butcher there 
named Schwabe, ** You must make Schwabe buy our dressed beef 
or go out of the business.” I brought Mr. Schwabe there and put 
him upon the stand. Iconfronted Mr. Armour with his telegram, 
which he admitted to be correct, and he said he had told the man 
who sent it that he was imprudent in sending such a telegram. 
Said I, **Did you MATES im?" No,“ he said, he is still in 
my employment." This butcher Schwabe was notified that he 
must stop killing cattle and buy the dressed beef. He refused to 
do it, and they boycotted him. He could not ship on the railroads 
his cattle to be butchered at Freeland, and he was forced to go 
out of business. He was an obstinate, hard-headed German, worth 
about $40,000, and he spent it all in the unequal conflict with this 
tremendous trust. 

Mr. Armour admitted that at Akron, Ohio. he put up shops upon 
either side of a butcher who refused to buy his dressed beef, and 
that he put down the price of dressed heef until the man was com- 
ps to become his agent, and he explained it by jm np he 

lieved it was absolutely impossible for a man to kill his beef and 


Does 
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E the -— time to sell dressed beef; that he must do onething or 
other. 

Mr. ALLEN. The evidence here would seem to be strong 
enough to indict Mr. Armour and these other conspirators. Why 
have they not been indicted and prosecuted? 

Mr. VEST. Iam not an officer of a United States court. Idid 
us ed 7 . 

. ALLEN. Iknow, but both political parties have for years 
been declaring for a law against trusts. We have a law against 
trusts. Such a combination is itself indictable at common law. 
Why has noteither the Republican or Democratic Administration, 
both of which have been in power during the time, set the law 
officers at work to indict and prosecute these persons for a vio- 
lation of the law? If we can not do anything, we might as well 
lie down and let the beef trust run the Government, 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri 
what was the business of the man whose business, he says, was 
affected by Mr. Armour's methods? Was it interstate business 
or local business? 

Mr. VEST. He was a local butcher at a little town in Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr. HOAR. Then the answer to the Senator 

Mr. ALLEN. No; there is no answer at all. Armour & Co. 
were engaged in interstate traffic, and they were violating the 
laws of the nation. 

Mr.HOAR. Ithought the Senator from Missouri yielded to me. 

Mr. ALLEN. They were violating the law of the nation, and 
they were indictable for that offense and subject to prosecution 
in the Federal courts. 

~ Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Missouri yielded to me. I had 

t as far in n sentence as to say ‘‘the answer is," when the 

nator from Nebraska springs to his feet and says that is no 
answer at all. He has not heard what I was about to say. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Massachusetts said it was 
indictable in the State courts. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not say any such thing. That is what I was 
going to say I aa 

Mr. ALLEN. at is my understanding of what the Senator 
from Massachusetts said. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; but will the Senator be good enough, 
in his great zeal, to wait until I have said something before he 
assumes a prophecy? The Senator is a very able man, but proph- 
ecy is not an exact science, and the Senator is certainly not so dis- 
tinguished asa prophet as he is in other departmentsof usefulness. 

Mr. ALLEN. I must assume, upon the other hand, that the 
Senator from Massachusetts is not only a distinguished prophet, 
but in all my life I have never seen a man who knew so much. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not hear what the Senator said, and I am 
glad I did not. ee] 

If the Senator from Missouri will indulge me a little further, I 
understand the Senator to say that this particular butcher was 
engaged in a local business. 

M VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. And that he was driven out of that local business 
by the establishment on both sides of him of a concern, also to do 
local business, who underbid him and drove him out. Soit seems 
to me the answer to what the Senator from Nebraska said is that 
the State of Pennsylvania has failed to supplement the act of Con- 
gress by sufficient and vigorous State islation, and that we 
never can trample out the great evil, of which there is such just 
complaint, by national methods alone. We can not punish a man 
by depriving him of his rights as an importer or as a shipper from 
State to State because he conducts in an oppressive manner local 
and State coramerce. We musthave either an amendment to the 
Constitution or the cooperation of the State in order to make any 
remedy against these large trusts complete and effectual. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me at 
this point? 


Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Im reply to the Senator from Massachusetts, if I 
may be permitted to reply to him, when Mr. Armour sent his 

nt into Pennsylvania, pursuant to a conspiracy between him- 

self and other meat producers in the city of Chicago who were 
carrying on an interstate business and therefore amenable to the 
laws of Con , he violated the laws of the United States and 
was indictable as a conspirator. That act itself was not only a 
crime against the laws of the State of Pennsylvania, if they have 
any law on the subject, but it was a distinct and separate offense 
against the laws of the United States and might be prosecuted 
under our present statute, or it might be prosecuted as a common- 
law conspiracy. Therefore I repeat that with all the know 
of the Senator from Massachusetts he has not answered the 
question. = 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, all this is hardly germane to the 
point I was discussing when interrupted. I must frankly state 
that I agree very largely with the Senator from Massachusetts as 
to the legal difüc 


ulties around this subject. I was a member of 


the Committee on the Judiciary with him when the antitrust law 
was framed and reported by the chai of the committee, Mr. 
Edmunds. 'The Senator from Massachusetts, the Senator from 
Vermont, and myself all three worked upon that bill, and we en- 
countered all the time the constitutional difficulty that the juris- 
diction of Congress was limited to commerce among the States 
and with foreign nations. 

When Armour sent his instructions to his agent in the State of 
Pennsylvania, it did not affect interstate commerce. When he put 
his shops to sell dressed beef on each side of a butcherin Akron, 
Ohio, it did not affect interstate commerce, and I do not think it 
would come under the provision of the antitrust law. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me? Suppose he sent 
his agent to Pennsylvania aha to a conspiracy formed be- 
tween himself and Morris, Hammond, and others, and that it was 
carrying out one branch of the conspiracy, will the Senator from 
Missouri say that he was not indictable under the statutes of the 
United States for that act? 

Mr. VEST. There are two very great difficulties which are 
made apparent in the case of the United States vs. The Knight Sugar 
Company, reported in 156 United States Reports. In the first 

lace, you must prove the conspiracy, or trust, or combination. 
the second place—— 

Mr. HOAR. Armour did this without binding anybody else? 
He did it personally? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; he did it himself. And you must prove be- 
sides that the product of that syndicate or trust or combination 
went into commerce among the States or with foreign nations, 
That is the substance of that decision. 

But whatever may be the law in regard to it, and it is a very diffi- 
cult question, as I think the Senator from Nebraska will admit 
when he comes to examine it in detail, one thing is very certain, 
and thatis, that such a combination exists in Chicago. hey have 
attempted over and over again, by bringing in foreign capital, to 
break it up, but without success. 

Mr. President, we might as well be frank upon this subject. 
When you find a man or a collection of men who control From 
three to five hundred million dollars, it isthe most serious question 
in the world how you can prevent the influence and operation of 
that money from working. When you come to competition with 
that much capital, nothing but ashe, ge segs power of the national 
banks or the Treasury of the Uni tates can doit. They have 
repeatedly started rival establishments in the city of Chi . The 
Englishmen tried it and they went down before Armour, Swift & 
Co., Morris & Co., and Hammond & Co., whose capital is so enor- 
mous that it is impossible to compete with them when it comes 


to putting up dollar against dollar. 

ve — 8 FERY. Wil the Senator yield that I may ask him a 
question 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. If there is found to be a combination of manu- 
facturers, is the case not reached by the decision of the transmis- 
souri case, and why can not the Attorney-General or the district 
attorney institute proceedings and bring them under the penalties 


of the statute? 
Mr. VEST. Itis ible that it might be done. I hope that it 
can be done. Ishould be glad to contribute anything in my power 


to have it done. But if the Senator from New Jersey is now able 
to proceed, I will simply conclude my desultory remarks by saying 
that this report was made with very great labor and care, and if 
any Senator interested will look at the testimony, I think he will 
be satisfied, after even a cursory examination, that the cattle 
raisers of the country will not be benefited one cent by putting a 
duty apan hides. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator from New Jersey proceeds, I 
desire to ask the Senator from Missouri if he stated that the copies 
of that rt are exhausted? 

Mr. . Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent to have it reprinted for 
the use of the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. Ithink that is a good suggestion. 
applications for it. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that the report referred to by the Senator 
from Missouri be reprinted. 

. Mr. COCKRELL. The copy my colleague has is from the fold- 


room. 
Ba 5 VEST. Yes; but you can not get any more there. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know that copies can not be had in the 
document room. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator designate the 
number to be printed? 

Mr. HOAR. I think the motion implies a certain regular num- 
ber, whatever the number is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The regular number would be distributed 
and go to libraries and places where it already is. The number 


I receive many 


that we want printed is for distribution among Senators, and I 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2055 


suggest that the Senator offer a separate resolution ordering the 
ting of a certain number of the document for the use of Sen- 
ators. That would be the better way. A Senator would get only 
—— or four copies if it is printed simply for the use of the 
nate. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well Is there anything in the statute which 
provides a limitation of the number reprinted to be distributed 
among Senators? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It can not be printed for the use of the Sen- 
ate without a concurrent resolution if the amount involved is 
over $500. E 

Mr. HOAR. Would the amount exceed $500 for 1,500 copies? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I could not tell about that. We can print 
for the use of the Senate anything that does not cost over $500. 

Mr. HOAR. So I understand. My question is whether there is 
anything in the statute which prohibits a resolution directing this 
reprint to be distributed amongst Senators which they may send 
to libraries and elsewhere? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Nothing at all. 

Mr. HOAR., "Very well, then. My resolution is that 1,500 copies 
of the document be printed for the use of the Senate, to be distrib- 
uted exclusively to Senators. , 

There being no eee, the resolution was reduced to writing, 
and agreed to, as follows: 


Ordered, That 1,500 copies of Senate Report No. 829, with the testimony, 


Fifty-flrst Congress, first session, be printed for the use of the Senate, and to 


be ributed exclusively to Senators. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey will 


roceed. 
» Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I think it is bnt right and fair for 
me to state the reason why I have PNEC O “lupe d this question 


of hides to on in regard to the tariff increases. It is owing 
to the fact that in the State which I have the honor in part to rep- 
resent 95 per cent, I should say, of the French sal hides are 


manufactured into leather; that in that State 95 per cent of the 
patent leather used in this country is made, and that practically all 
the furniture leather of this country is made there, and nearly all 
the enameled leather of this country. Consequently, while that 
State is in favor of fair protection to any industry and to every 
industry, I believe, as my people there believe, that this duty on 
hides would bring destruction to the interests there. 

Mr. President, the placing of a duty on hides can not be consid- 
ered as a protection to any industry of the United States against 
foreign competition, and can only be of material benefit to the beef 
trusts, who to-day control almost absolutely the price of hides 
used by American manufacturers of leather and the commodi- 
ties made therefrom. And it will remove the only check, slight as 
it may be, that prevents them from advancing at will the price of 
- hides, the result of which would be to cut off the placing of our 
surplus leather and its products in the markets of the world. 
How important the export trade in the products of hides is can 
best be determined by a study of the value of exports in leather 
and its products and the relationship of such exports to the unit 
of business done by leather producers. 

Hides were placed on the free list in June, 1872, and have re- 
mained undisturbed throughout every subsequent revision of the 
tariff. The total amount of leather and its products exported 
during the year 1872, the last year in which a duty was imposed, 
was $3,648,029, while in 1896 the exports amounted to $20,242,756. 
The law of supply and demand has regulated the price current 
of hides during all those ents the American producer being able 
at all times to purchase domestic and other hides as cheap as his 
foreign competitors, and consequently has been in a position not 
only to hold the home market against all comers, but to meet com- 
petition at least to the extent of placing his surplus in the home 
markets of his foreign competitors. 

In this connection, it is a noticeable fact that the importation of 
hides into the United States, taking an average of any five years 
since they were placed on the free list, has steadily decr : 

The followine table shows the value of hides and skins other 
than fur skins imported each year from 1872 to 1890, inclusive, 
according to the Statistical Abstract of the United States: 


IMPORTS OF HIDES AND SKINS OTHER THAN GOATSKINS AND FUR SKINS, 


gs 


BEREBRER 
Bae 


RE 
35 


Owing to the difference i 


classification, the value of imports 
of hides and skins, as stat 


in the table taken from the Statis- 


2 8 


tical Abstract, is very misleading in so far as cattle hides are con- 
cerned, viz: 
ACT OF MARCH 2, 1807. 

The classification at the New York custom-house, under the 
heading of ** Hides and skins," included in valuation: 

Cattle hides. 

Sheepskins, wool on same classified as wool, not included in 
valuation. 

Angora goat, wool on same classified as wool, not included in 
valuation. 

Salted igs ana skivers, deerskins, and various other skins. 

Kangaroo skins, no imports. 

Import valuation of “hides and skins“ in 1871, as given by 
Bureau of Statistics, $14,892,987. 

ACT OF OCTOBER 1, 1892. 

Hides and skins included, as follows: 

Sheepskins, wool on same, classified as hides and skins, in- 
cluded in valuation. 

Angora goat, wool on same, classified as hides and skins, in- 
cluded in valuation. 

Kangaroo skins, about 800,000 imported in 1896. 

Salted sheep and skivers, large increase in imports in 1896 over 
1871. Imports about 450,000 dozen in 1890. 

Deerskins and various other skins. 

Imports of ‘‘hides and skins” in 1896, as given in Statistical 
Abstract, $20,215,782. 

I submit that a classification that is called a hide classification, 
which includes so many skins of various sorts and of so a 
value, and which is subject to so many changes, and including at 
one time that which is not included at another, should not be used 
in making a comparison of the value of imports of hides, or as 
ME eir value, 

The t information obtainable as to the actual imports of 
a is that furnished by the Shoe and Leather Reporter, of New 

ork, 

I want to call attention particularly to this table. It shows 
that in 1872, when hides were placed on the free list, we imported 
$15,719,000, and that in 1896 the imports amount to $9,160,000. In 
other words, there are $6,000,000 worth less of cattle hides im- 
ported in 1896 than prior to the placing of hides upon the free list. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Can the Senator state the quantities 
imported in those years? 

Mr. SMITH. Ves, sir. 

These figures are taken from the ships’ manifests at New York 
and Boston, and for various other ports of the country they are 
estimated. An estimate of the value of hides has also been made 
by the above-named paper. This valuation is substantially cor- 
rect, although possibly not absolutely so. This table is for calen- 
dar years, while that of the Statistical Abstract is for fiscal years, 


Value of imports of hides from 1872 to 1896. 
[Compiled by Shoe and Leather Reporter.] 


Receipts of hides. 


Value, currency. 


' manifests. At San 
Year. Shins £ Francisco| motal Per 
moc oner number. |pound.| Total. 
Boston. mated) 
Cents. 
1,032,145 607, 810 100,000 | 2,999,955 $15,719, 705 
1,107, 683 844, 445 E 2,052, 128 13, 441, 438 
1, 908, 677 760, 275 100,000 | 2,772,952 29 | 17,091,443 
1, 404, 733 728, 562 100,000 | 2,233,295 12,894, 787 
1, 235, 538 925, 828 100,000 | 2,261, 366 21 10, 854, 556 
1,960,515 | 1,249,978 100,000 | 3,310,493 234 | 17,115,948 
1, 733, 944 152, 208 100,000 | 2,586,212 20} | 11,793,126 
2,150,278 993, 748 100,000 | 3,253, 026 21 | 15,028,980 
3,047,052 | 1,168,701 100,000 | 4,315,753 MA | 22,787,175 
2,921,860 | 1,431,223 100,000 | 4,453,092 234 | 23,092,485 
2,909,846 | 1,377,650 100,000 | 3,787,496 24} | 20,452,478 
1,882,006 | 1,132, 41 100,000 | 3,114,877 23) | 16,108,914 
2,188,765 | 1,003, 603 100,000 | 3,292,968 291 | 17,186,160 
2,205,521 | 1,135,007 100,000 | 3,440,528 223 | 17,202,640 
3,023,856 | 1,716,058 100,000 | 4,839,914 21 22, 360, 702 
2,451,287 | 1,483,805 100,000 | 4,095,092 19 16, 860, 682 
2,806,713 | 1,410, 753 100,000 | 4,317,466 17 | 16,147,322 
2,443,278 | 1,204, 949 100,000 | 3, 748, 227 16 | 13,193,759 
2,042,996 | 1,397,888 100,000 | 4,140,884 14 | 12,753,922 
2,163,300 | 1,187,508 100,000 | 3,450,918 13} | 10,042,171 
1,971,165 | 1,221,053 100,000 | 3,292,218 121 9,218,210 
1, 748, 284 861, 233 100,000 | 2,709,517 111 6,855,078 
2,518, T34 484, 709 100,000 | 3,109,508 7,510,477 
3,963,995 | 1,178,397 100, 5, 242, 382 19, 921, 965 
2,079,128 423,916 100, 2,002, 474 9, 160, 708 
Average imports for twenty-nine years. 
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Average imports, 1867 to 1890, inclusive. 
1867 to 1870, inclusive (four years) eee 2, 115 678 


1871 to 1879, inclusive (nine years)... , 318, 825 
1880 to 1889, inclusive — years).... , 84, 481 
1890 to 1896, inclusive (seven years) 3, 505, 985 


I would also call attention to the fact that the values given in 
the table from the Shoe and Leather Reporter are currency values, 
while those in the Statistical Abstract are gold values; thus ac- 
counting for the difference in values from 1872 to 1879. 

The table just read shows the value of hides imported in 1896 to 
have been $6,558,997 less than those imported in 1872. 

Mr. MANTLE. May I interrupt the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. SMITH. Certainly. 

Mr. MANTLE. I should like to inquire if the statistics just 
read indicate that there has been a fall in the value of hides, that 
is, in Me of hides? 

Mr. SMITH. Both in volume and price. The table just read 
shows the value of hides imported in 1896 to have been $6,558,997 
less than those imported in 1872, while, onthe other hand, a study 
of the following table giving the exports of leather and its prod- 
ucts during the same period, which I will ask to have embodied in 
my remarks, shows an increase of $16,558,727. 

The table referred to is as follows: 


Exports of leather, shoes, and harness, saddlery, ete., for twenty-five years. 
[From United States Government Statistical Abstract.] 


All other! 


| Harness leathor 
Year. Leather. | Shoes. andsad-| manu Total. 
dlery. fractures 

$3,018,762 | $502,689 599 „979 | $3, 684, 029 
4,012, 885 421.548 | 101,943 | 169,118 | 5,305,494 
4,178,334 | 983,417 +132 | 131,635 | 4,876,518 

6, 621, 483 429,363 74,102 | 199,848 | 7,324, 7 
.| 9,243,500 368, 633 87,730 | 209,002 | 10,008, 985 
7, 206, 598 414, 650 4,085 | 21,988 | 8,107,901 
1,092, 120 438 | 127,000 | 391,574 | 8,080,080 
6, 800, 010 402,557 | 131,099 | 433,743 | 7,709,000 
.| 5,744, 900 441, 133,705 | 441,052 | 6,700,146 
7,133,714 | 374,42 | 148,567 | 431,821 | 8,088, 445 
| 7,547,544 488,815 | 200,454 | 563,114 | 8,900, 927 
6,423, 022 539,957 | 200,007 | 749.870 | 7,925,002 

7,023, 570 0p, o25 | 215,7: 3. 834 8,85, 77 
8,539, 379 593,151 | 178,411 | 370,407 | 9,682, 408 
7,652, 594. 648, 069 5 185 | 8,737,682 
9, 160. 519 782,517 | 193,153 | 340,049 | 10, 436, 135 
8.423. (45 6541. 195,527 „940 | 9,583,411 
9,515, 077 585,902 | 245,943 | 400,788 | 10,747,710 
11,175, 151 G62, 974 | 238,952 „770 12. 438, 847 
12,023, 445 651, * 343,824 13.278.847 
10,518, 363 914, 97. 251.269 | 400,175 | 12,084, 781 
10, 695, 254 590,754 | 182,546 8,670 | 11,912, 154 
12, 778, 452 111,9» | 198,047 4 14, 282, 83 
.| 13,640,553 | 1,010,882 | 196,078 | 767,008 | 15,614, 407 
17,764,985 | 1,426,686 220, 165 ,920 | 20,242, 756 


Mr. SMITH. It will readily be seen that with hides on the free 
list not only have our producers been able to defy competition in 
ihe home markets, thereby placing their products at the lowest 

ossible figures in the hands of the farmer and the mechanic, and, 
n fact, every individual within the territory of the United States, 
but they have laid the foundation for an immense trade in the mar- 
keis of the world, out of which. if not interfered with, as intended 
by this bill, will grow new and varied channels for the employ- 
ment of American labor. a 

I contend, sir, that the placing of a duty on hides will bring dis- 
aster upon the leather interests of the country, as it will undoubt- 
edly place them, at least to the extent of the discrimination per- 
mitted in this bill, inthe hands of the great aggregations of capital, 
in whose sole interest the proposed duty is to be levied, notwith- 
standing the fact that it is said to be for the purpose of revenue 
for the United States and, incidentally, for the protection of the 
ranchmen, the farmers, and the butchers of the country. 

This may seem a very broad assertion to make. but not so when 
itis considered that these great companies control 90 per cent of 
the trade in the cattle and hides of the country, and have by their 
efforts crushed the ordinary butcher out of competition; and 
should you add to their power a discrimination of 20 per cent as 
against the foreign hide, 2s will benefit them alone, to the injury 
of the manufacturers of leather, the wage earners employed in 
leather industries, and of the consumers as well. 

In support of these conclusions, I desire to call attention to the 
following extract from the Shoe and Leather Review, of Chicago, 
under date of May 26, 1897, and to other extracts, giving tbe opin- 
ion of the British press: 

THEY WANT THE DUTY. 


It may be interesting to note what the English irene papas have to say 
about the tariff on hides. The very fact 

duty should a 
Journal of May 


that the — — Writers favor the 
e loudly against it. The London t and Shoe Trades 
says: 


“The tanning industry in America is in fear and trembling lest the pro- 
posed duty on hides imported into the United States should come into opera- 
tion, whilst little, if any, less alarm is felt by boot manufacturers at sucha 
probable contingency. On this side of the Atlantic the interest in the ques- 
tion is in no quarter v great, for whatever happens we shall have to put 
up with it, and it is not good philosophy to whine about what we can not 
avoid; but where any opinion is expressed the wish is, as may be expected, 
that the duty will be imposed. $ 

This fact alone ought to be sufficient inducement for the American Gov- 
ernment to put hides on the free list, for we fear the common policy lately 
followed in America is to do nothing caleulated to benefit this 8 et 
it frequently happens that in the pursuance of this doctrine more god is 
often done to those to whom the least is intended. The effect of a duty on 
imported hides would be to seriously injure the tanning industry of Amer- 
ica. The first result would be that of forcing up hides, which are now alto- 
gether too high and quite out of harmony with the prevailing price of leather. 
Leather values might go up also, and the American boot manufacturer who 
is anxious to build up an export trade would find himself handicapped by I 
another difficulty. He already encounters more of these than his British 
confrère, but withal he is eating his way into our colonial trade. The little 
addition which a duty on hides would make on his productions might, how- 
ever, prove sufficient to put him out of Compaan whilst some check might 
be given to the exports of tanned leather. purely economie grounds the 
suggested duty is wrong in principle, tending to hamper the external and 
possibly the internal trade of America.“ 


[London Shoe and Leather Record.] 


It will he interesting to see whether the American Senate succeeds in forc- 
ing 0 the proposed duty of about 20 per cent on imported dry and 
dry-salted hides and about 30 per cent on green salted to the United States. 
Should this project succeed, the extra cost of producing leather is reported 
to be abont 12} per cent. Such a tariff can scarcely stand a chance, so it 
would be futile to raise the hopes of English and Australian tanners. If it 
should by any means be forced through, then for the time being the home 
and antipodean tanners will be in clover, In the first place. hides must come 
down in Europe and Australia, simply because of the absence of Yankee com- 
petition. In the second, leather would become a fraction dearer owing to the 
withdrawal of supplies to be pitted against it. The strong agitation which 
is being carried on over there against the propone can scarcely fail to be suc- 
cessful in defeating the allied forces of hide packers, dealers, and politicians, 
who are in the main its only supporters. 


[Leather Trade Circular and Review, London.) 


Speaking generally of tanning material, one thing is certain, that English 
tanners were never better off than now in working their business at the pres- 
ent reduced values of all tanning materials, which rule at values from 20 to 
25 per cent lower than they were five years ago, and we do not believe any 
country is so favored. If hides were to com^ down to a lower level, tan- 
ners would again be well remunerated. and be able to compete favorably 
with the 3 105 It is anticipated by some that we are in a position not 
only to meet all the requirements of the home trade, but to export to America, 
from which market we have received such E supplies the last few years. 
The present duty, 10 per cent on rough leather is not prohibitory, as our 
cost of tanning is certainly as much as that below their cost. 


Is it not humiliating to have to listen to language such as has 
just been read, emanating from some of the trade journals of a 
nation which dislikes to see material advancement made by the 
manufacturers of this country; where such advancement must 
militate against that of her own manufacturers? 

And in the same vein I quote from the London Leather Trade 
Circular and Review the following: 


lt seems contrary to common sense that the Senate should pass the bill, 
but it is, perhaps, early as yet to arrive at a decision either way. One 1 
is certain, in the event of it being passed the English leather trade will f: 
the benefit of it. It will keep the Americans out of the European markets, 
thus reducing the prices of hides while enhancing the price of leather. 


Further, whileon this division of the subject, I desire tohave read 
the following, taken from the Shoe and Leather Reporter and ex- 
tracts from various leading journals of the country, -~ 

The Secretary read as follows: 


[Shoe and Leather Reporter, June 3, 1897.] 
GENUINE PROTECTION WANTED. 


The representatives of the leather and shoe trade, who are at the national 
oo endeavoring to protect their industry in accordance with the best 
rinciples of protection, are bringing to bear such weighty reasons why the 
mposition of a duty on hides would be a colossal blunder alike from the eco- 
nomic and the commercial point of view that we can not see how it is possible 
that there can be a majority of the members of both Houses, or of either, to 
inflict this burden upon a highly important industry. One of the latest con- 
tributions of sound arguments on the subject is the following from the pen 
of a tanner of . in Boston: 

“ The hide is less than one-tenth the value of the animal of which it forms 
a part. 

E Taking a 50. pound hide as a basis, the proposed duty of 1j cents per pound 
would amount to 75 cents. 

E EA animal from which it is taken is worth at Chicago $40. The hide is 
wor . 

“Seventy-five cents is nearly 19 per cent of the value of the hide, and it is 11 
per cent of the hide. after adding the cost of tanning and finishing; 75 cents 
is less than 2 per cent of the value of the animal. 

“Tf the duty increased the value of domestic hides, the producer of hides, 
who is the butcher, would probably get the whole benefit. 

“Tf the duty should add tothe value of the animal 1} cents per pound of the 
weight of its hide, it would be less than 2 fee cent, and would not be protec- 
tion to the cattle producer at ali adequate to the burden it would be upon 


the tanner. 

“It would be taxing the leather industry 19 per cent on its raw material, 
or 11 per cent on its finished product. to benefit the cattle raiser 2 per cent, 
which is unjust and out of proportion. 

* This tax on leather would make a difference in shoes of 6 per cent or more, 
which wonld appear either in advanced prices or poorer qualities at the samo 
prices. and as the shoe business is done at an average profit to the manufac- 

urer of less than 2 per cent, it would be felt by every consumer. It would 
also be felt in the same way jn the harness trade. 
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“The production of leather in this country exceeds the consumption. 


More than 10 per cent is 


Ot sole leather e , about 40 per cent is made from imported and 60 


des. 


es, 

F Manufactured leather, excepting shoes, is all, or nearly all, from domestic 
es. 

“Of shoes exported, 60 per cent of the value is leather, mostly from domes- 


tic hides. 
“Tris e ien that the duty would not injure the foreign trade in leather 
e ih usea drawback could be had of the amount of duty paid upon 
e hides. 


In the case of sole leather, this might be true to the extent of 40 per cent 
of the quantity exported, but the other 60 per cent made from domestic hides 
could have no draw , because no duty would be paid. 

“The upper-leather tanner would be at a much greater disadvantage; 95 

r cent of his export leather being made from domestic hides, and theother 

per cent from certain of foreign hides, not the whole of any one hide, 
it would be difficult and practically impossible to identify the importe: hide 
in the exported upper leather. e draw provision would be useless to 
the exporter of upper leather. 
PS. at a ma about upper leather is true with regard to manufactures of 
eran oes. 

* It might beargued that the cost of domestic hides would not be increased. 
It this is true, the whole object of the proposed duty is defeated, and it would 
8 to run the risk of so great harm for the mere possibility of so little 
805 The 8 trade in leather from imported hidesis barely holding its own. 
* The duty would give control of the hide market to the small number of 
large packers, less than a dozen, and would, in certain conditions of the mar- 
ket, enable them to dictate prices, regardless alike of the interests of the 
cattle producer and the tanner. 

“In considering a duty on hides it should be remembered that Canada has 
free hides, abundance of bark, and would gladly buiid more tanneries if by 
so doing it could secure the American export trade in leather. 

“Canada is now a large exporter of leather, and is in a position to take 
immediate advan of any mistake we may make. 

“The West and South are as much interested in having cheap leather and 
x d shoes as the East. - 

* Not more than one-quarter of the production of leather is made in New 
England. Not more than one-third the shoes. 

“ About one-half the leather is made in the Middle and Southern States; a 
full auarter in the Western States, including California. ] 

* Oregon and Washington have large bark forests, and arelikely to become 
great tanning States in the future. 

* Texas, Colorado, Wyoming, and Montana, and the other grazing States 
produce cattle whose hides rgely into export sole leather. 

It can not be said that the tanning, shoe, and harness interests are con- 
fined to any section. 

“They are among the most widely spread industries of the country.” 


[Shoe and Leather Review, Chicago, April 21, 1897.] 
THE TARIFF ON HIDES. 


The proposal to tax hides had its at oy in a desire to foster the cattle 
industry of the country, and especially of the Western States. It is admitted 
that the raising of cattle has become less remunerative in recent years and 
that the slaughter of cattle at Chicago and the packing houses on the Mis- 
souri River is less than it was in 1890, 1891, and 1892. | 

In view of these facts it becomes necessary to inquire what are the canses 
that have brought about the stagnation of stock g. and whether a 
tariff on hides would prove a remedy or would work an aggravation of the 
existing stagnation. 

We believe that the depression in the cattle industry was caused by over- 
production. Eastern capital prior to 1890 was freely invested in the stock- 
raising sections of the West. and the business soon me overstimulated. 
In the natural course of events there came a rebound. Eastern capital was 
withdrawn, and the tremendous influx of cattle to the stock yards of Chicago, 
Kansas gu. South and East St. Louis during 1890-1892 was largely 
caused by the forced sales resulting from the desire of Eastern investors to 
get out of an unremunerative business. Already the recuperative forces are 
at work. Cattleare in shorter supply, prices are higher, and stock raisers 
are feeling more hopeful of the future, and are sending their steers to market 
and withholding their bulls and cows for breeding purposes. Last summer 
there was a large entry of Mexican cattle over the Rio Grande because enough 
Texas cattle were not obtainable. Hide quotations are phenomenally high 
at the present time—higher on an average than for forty years; but beef was 
slowerto respond because of the tremendous increase in the kill of sheep. 
The official statement printed pr stock yards companies will demonstra 
that during the years that the slaughter of cattle decr the kill of sheep 
increased. Beef cattle are emerging from the depression. and under the pros- 
pect of proper economic conditions with respect to wool there has been a cor- 
responding advance in cattle prices this year. 

A tax on foreign hides is not the proper economic remedy for depression 
in the cattle industry, for the reason ttheaverage steer, when brought 
to market, represents a relative value of 92.44 per cent of beef and only 7.56 
per cent of hide; and these percentages are based upon the present high 
price of hides and moderate price of beef. While admitting that the stock- 
man gets too little for his cattle, it is nevertheless easily demonstrated that 
hides are bringing fully as much as they can be made to bring without de- 
stroying the export trade in leather tauned from domestic hides, and that 
any improvement in net results to the cattle raiser can only be brought abont 
ux still xo ei increasing the consumption of beef,and thereby advancing 

e price of it. 


rersof the United that would 
conserve the value of hides, but without avail Stockmen have claimed, and 


no doubt with absolute correctness, that they were paid so much per 100 
pounds for their cattle, without any regard to the value of the hides. 

The fluctuations of hide prices bear no relation to the changes in cattle 
prices. In a printed table that may be found elsewhere in this paper it is 
Shown that Texas cattle 8 $4.10 per 100 pounds at the Chicago Stock 
Yards in April, 1890, and the hides taken off of them brought 6 cents per 
pos while in October of the same year Texas cattle brought oniy m per 

00 pounds, when the hides were selling for 9} cents per pound. r trade 
statistics show that with one exception during a period of twenty-six BA ph 
the market prices of cattle and hides have run in reverse directions. ides 
advanced as cattle declined, and declined as cattle advanced. This is easily 
explained by the diate ee and decreasing supplies, and demonstrates that 
whatever impost may be placed on hides will inure to the owner of the hide 
when marketed, and the price obtained will bear no relation to the rates ob- 
tained for animals on the hoof. 

For certain purposes absolutely clear-grained hides are nired, and the 
tanners are compelled to import them, as, owing to crude methods of brand- 
ing and the injury from barbed-wire fences, clear hides of domestic origin 
can not be obtained in sufficient quantities. 

[Times, Philadelphia, Pa. No date.] 

Toim a tax of2cents a pound on hides would be to levy a tax upon 
the whole people of the country, and wholly for the benefit of the great cat- 
tle trust that made the nation pay tribute to it for the last decade. 

[Union, Bridgeport, Conn., April 14, 1897.] 

If the representations of the leather men are correct, there seems to be 
little excuse for putting a tariff upon hides. They show that since hides were 
put upon the free list in 1871 there has been built upa very gos rttrade 
inleather goods. Shoe men can now a pee shoes to South — eg manu- 
facturers of leather belting can now sell their goods in almost every country 
on the globe, and a large export trade in other kinds of leather can be 


develo: 
[Inter Ocean, Chicago, May 7, 1897.] 

The proposed tariff bill vides for a drawback on goods manufactured 
from foreign hides. Along this line the statement made by William B. Rice, 
8 of the New England Shoe and Leather Association, in a recent in- 

erview in this city. is to the point. He said: You ask about the drawback. 
Have ycu ever tried to get it? Ihave. How is it possible to prove that an 
part of a given shoe was made of foreign hides that paid a duty? How co 
pu prove that part of the $7,000,000 of upper leather that was sent abroad 

t year was made from foreign hides?” 

[Inter Ocean, Chicago, III., May 7. 1897.] 

The evident contempt in which the cattlemen hold the subject of hides is 
shown by the manner in which they brand theirstock. They have been re- 
peatedly u to make their brands smaller and not spoil such a large mE 
tion of a side of leather from each beef. They have invariably replied that 
they raise stock for beef and not hides, * * * Stock raisers have never 
received pay for the hides on their animals, and for that reason projected 
reforms in branding have always fail 

[People and Patriot, Concord, N. H., May 0, 1897.] 


The truth is, not one farmer in a hundred, in this State or the country at 
large. who fattens an animal for the market slaughters it himself. They are 
substantially all sold to the drovers and butchers in the East, none of whom 
wili pay the farmer a cent more for his cattle on account of this duty. while 
nt the West, where the t bulk of all our cattle are raised, they substan- 
tially all go into the hands of the t combination known as the cattle or 
beef trust. who reap practically all the benefit arising from this tariff mo: 
sition, and for whose benefit, and that alone, it was pes s. 
farmers, along with the great body of the me le, are simply to be compelled 
by this provision, if it is finally embodied in the law, which is likely to be the 
case, to bay heavy tribute in incr cost of boots and shoes for themselves 
and their families, while no benefit of any kind accrues to themselves. 


Mr. SMITH. Itis contended that the value of hides enters into 
the price of the meat 8 The best authorities are against 
such contention, and I doubt if anywhere in this or any other 
country you can find a farmer or stock raiser who raises cattle for 
the hides. The beef is and ever has been the only consideration, 
and the supply must be regulated to the demands for beef. A 
tariff can not increase or diminish the domestic product by one 
hide. The value of the various products of cattle, such as fat, 
hides, blood, bone, etc., is not considered until long after the beeves 
are marketed. 

In this connection, the Chicago Stock Yards official quotations 
for export steers, which I quote, as follows, will be found of in- 
terest. I want the Senators who were looking for this information 
a few minutes ago to receive itnow. This is an official statement 
for the years 1893, 1894, 1895, and 1896. 


Top prices for native cattle on the hoof and green salted hides at Chicago, : 
monthly, for the years 1893, 1894, 1895, and 1896. 


[From official report of secretary Union Stock Yards.] 


Native steers. 
Native 
Month. 1,200-1,500 | 1.500-1,800 | "hides. 
pounds. pounds, 
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ti ttle on the h id salted hides at i i j i i ; 
Top prices for - ps — on s r4 oa green ors Ag Chicago,| The following are quotations just received from Chicago: 


IF. official t of t Union Stock Yards.] Chicago quotations—cattle and hides. 
Native steers. 
Month. iu 500 | 1,500- 
X unds. kw 
. 60 65 
«8 5s? 
4.90 5.00 b 6 
4.85 4.90] 5 5 — 3 3 
us rs 4 Bt Below is given value of cattle and hides during this period: 
4:90 505 | 5 a NATIVE STEERS. 
5.75 5.85 5r 6 
640 28 n i eet Per | Per |Average Per 
6.25 6.45 ü ü Date. 83 pound. steer.| hides. Price. hide. 
6.40 6.60] 71 8 weights 
5.51 5.00 ] Pounds. | Cents. 
$81.00 T8 $7.02 
us 3| à Te 
n 76.50 18 7.80 
5.80 5.45 
$00 $40 ve April 15 1,000 4.40 | $44.00 58 8 $4.78 
6.40 6.90 Hi "i May 15 77 1,000 4.45 | 44.50 58 i 5.03 
6.25 6.15 | 10 12; | June 15............. e 1,000 4.25 | 42.50 58 ot 5.36 
6.00 60 | 12; -1$ | June. 20... — ee 1,000 | 4.30 43.00 58 9i 5.51 
6.00 5.85| 124 " 
6.00 BOG BRR BEN eg et te ae ae PVC neat : x 
5.85 6.00 ü 11 Taking the price of cattle and hides April 15 as a basis, we have: 
. 60 t 
5.00 40% M » 
5.50 5.60 8 8} 
5.89 5.81 | 9.58 10.42 
$5.85 10.00 
5.00 4.90 8} 8 
4.55 4.70 8} » Hi 
4.75 4.70| 7 8i 
4.75 475| 06 64 
4.55 4.50 7 8} 
4.50 4.06 8 BE 
4.50 460| 8 9 
98 28 s 
. B0] 8g! 00 
5.15 530| 9 1| MoSAP- u 
5.35 5.45| 9t 104| June 13 
6.50 625| 9 DEN SURO VASE ASTE A 
4.98 5.00 | 8.15 8.75 


Query: If an advance of three-fourths of a cent per pound on native steer 
hides. butweon April 15 and Pipe 15, 1897, reduces the value of native cattle 
$2.25 each, and an advance of — 5 apne —— und on Texas steer hides reduces 
$4.99 8.45 values of Texas cattle $1.50 the reduction be on same provided 
a tax of 1j cents per chara dpa on Bides A imposed 


Receipts, slaughter, and prices of cattle, and the quotations of hides, for each week in 1895. 


To; rice r 100 

pounds for cattle 

the hoof for 
cach week, 


Cattle at the 
stock yards. 


|| Packers’ 
Pack Packers'| Packers" Packers| No. 1 


Packers’ ers] heavy 
Fifty-two weeks of 1896, Colo | butt- | heavy | light branded |countr ub 
Cows buffs. 
Native) Texas | and CONN: 
steers.| steers.| heif- 
ers. 
Cents. | Cents. | Cents. Cents. 
(RON 10$ eee 22,002| 8, 287 $475| $3.75 | $3.75 8} Tb 6t 77 7 H 71 97 
eek en — 
January 1 56,769 | 40,537 5.00 4.30 | 400 8} T 6} 7i 7 8 67 T 9 
January 18.. 62,095 | 44,617 4.85 4.25 | 3.75 8i Tt 6} T 7i 8 6} 7 9 
January 25.. 50,036 | 33,023 4.80 4.13 | 4.10 8} 7 6} 7 77 T 6i 6 9 
February 1.. 47,675 | 22,212 4.70 8.85 | 4.00 8 T 6 7 T4 it 6 6} 9 
February 8.- 89,475 | 2387| 475| 400| 4.00 8} 7 61 7 71 71 6} 6} 8} 
February 1 50,532 | 30,832 4.65 3.95 | 3.85 8i 67 [23 T 71 8 [03 1 81 
February 22 56,778 | 37,340 4.50 3.90 | 3.85 ki Of 6} 7 8 8 6} 6} s 
February 29 44,908 | 28,305 4.65 3.75 | 3.80 61 0 7 8 6} 6} B 
March 7 44,116 | 20,502 4.75 4.10} 3.80 7 6) 5t 6} 7 7) 6r a 8 
March 14 43,413 | 28,215 4.70 4.15 | 3.85 T$ 6 5t 6t 7 ves 6} 8 
March21..... 55,585 | 37,250 4.70 4.40 | 3.85 7 6 5 6 6} 6} 6 6 g 
March 28 46,143 | 26,933 4.50 4.00 | 3.85 6t 6 23 5i 64 6} 6 6 
April 28,883 | 18,907 4.50 3.95 3.95 6t 6 5i 5t 6} 6) 6 6 7 
April 11.. 43,026 | 27,741 4.75 4.00 | 3.80 6} 6 5k 51 6i e 6 6 T 
April18 44,530 | 28,811 4.15 4.10| 3.95 6} 6 5} 6 6} 6 6 6 ves 
April 25. 50,909 | 32,643 4.20 3.80 | 4.00 6} 6} 5i 6 6i 6 6 5t T 
May 2- 89,913 | 19,802 4.25 3.55 | 3.90 T 6} 80 ri 0; 61 0 51 7 
May 9. 56,202 | 38,702 4.55 4.10 | 4.10 Tt 6t 6} 9 6} 5t 8 
May 43,810 | 30,573 4.40 4.15 | 3.90 8 8 6} 7 7 6} 64 at 
May 23... 47,492 | 31,827 4.30 8.90 | 4.10 8r Bł 7 it 7 77 y 64 8! 
May 30... 52,803 | 41,981 4.40 42 | 4.25 8i 7 8 m T4 7 6} 9 
June 6 47,428 | 33,083 4.50 3.85 | 4.00 8} 1 8 T. TE T 6} Hi 
Juno . isos . tol 35| co] 85 i 8 d 4| H| wu 
une 20 1 1 
June 27 .... 48,947 | 34,365 | 4.55 408] 4.10 i i 8} 74 7 ve [71 8 
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Receipts, slaughter, and prices of cattle, and the quotations of hides, for each week in 1394— Continued. 


Top price per 100 
Cattle at the pounds for a 3 
3 e e Packers | parera A, Nol 


ed|country| , €X- country 
buffs. calf- 


Fifty-two weeks of 1896. 


| Cows 
Re- |Slaugh-| Native Texas | and skins. 
ceipts.| ter. steers. steers. | heif- 
ers. 
sue 34.65 34 10 80 7 81 7 nionem. 
` 3 j^ 
$1,059 | 4.50 3.75 4.35 9 87 "n 71 8E 
87,247 | 4.55 3.50 4.00 81 8t Ti ü 8t 
89,131| 445| 3.50 3.90 8 TE 7 TH 8 
31,527 | 4.60 3.15 435 7 65 7 T 9 
95.338 | 4.65.) 3.25 4.15 7 OL 7 7 9 
36,671 | 4.75 315| 4.25 6 6 6} 7 9 
40,906 | 485| 300 3.90 61 5 6 63 81 
05 4.900 3.50 4.25 7 6 6} 63 Ti 
42,99 5.00 3.23 3.00 8i T T T 71 
40,00 | 3.30 3.05| 3.85 8i $ 71 is TH 8 
40,857 | 5.10] 3.00| 3.25 E 1 7i 8 71 87 
285,900 | 5. 10 3.00 3.00 8t T Ti 8 8 91 
41,282] 5.10] 4.80 4.05 9 Tt 6 (t 81 8 9} 
W. 413 515| 3.10 3.50 9 8 7 8 En 8i 10 
89,919| 5.25 3.15 425 9i 8} it 8 9 10} 
39,350 | 5.15| 4.10 3.25 9i SE i 8t 9 91 
2.848 5.15) 3.50 3.30 97 $} 9i 10 10} 
2,410 5.25] 3.95 385 8 8 s 91 1¹ 
40,576 | 5.88 4.0 3.85 9 8 7 9} 10; 
43.80 5.10] -4.25 | 3.85 8j 8 81 üt 111 
23,936 | 3.5 4.5 3.90 E E 9 11 
38,687 | 5.60 4.40 3.75 E ik 81 103 
40,187 | 5.90) 4.25 3.70 8 T 8 10i 
26,774] 5.85 | 4.95] 4.15 8 7 77 10i 
December 2. 35,432 | 23,31] | 5.50 4.25 4.00 Ek 71 8i 101 
December 26 to ul, i806. 41,354 | 27,6022 5.85 4.15 3.80 si T 8} 10} 


Norz.— Total receipts for 1896, 2,000,716; slaughtered, 1,782,420. Total receipts for 1595, 2,588,558; slaughtered, 1,903,406: 


Showing that during all these years, 1893, 1894, 1895, 1896, and | bill I want to say to you here and now that they will be the only 
on to the present time, at no time did the question of the price of | people who will b» benefited by it if it shall become a law—they 
hides enter into the sale or the price of the cattle. These figures | and the beef trust—because you grant a drawback, which can be 
are not those of a day, a week, or a month, but of Hee after year; | traced on sole leather and can not be on any other grade of leather 
and at no time did the question of the value of the hides enter into | that can be exported. 
the question of what the farmer received for his cattle. Mr. WARREN. The Senator will pardon me for one more 

Before-leaving this contention, I will frankly admit that there | question? 
may have been a time in the United States when a tariff such as Mr. SMITH. Certainly. 
is proposed might befound to be of material benefit tothe farmer| Mr. WARREN. Noticing that the Senator thinks the leather 
and the butcher of our country. But, sir, that time has long since | trust, and it only, will be benefited by a duty on hides, may I ask, 

The farmer and the butcher of this country are not to- | Does the Senator from New Jersey understand that the leather 

y independent sellers of their products, and enabled as such to | trust is asking for a tariff on hides or is opposing a tariff on hides? 
take into consideration every part of the cattle in the making up Mr. SMITH. I would say that very naturally they would op- 
of its value. They have long since given up their every right in | pose a tariff on hides. I should suppose they would; and in that 
this respect to the aggregated capital of the great companies of | connection, Mr. President, I would further intimate to the Sena- 
this country interested in cattle. who are, beyond question, like | tor who has just taken his seat, who has been one of the Senators 
all other trusts, the legal offspring and fostered children of excess- | who has been advocating a duty on hides, as I understand 
ive protection. Mr. WARREN. Yes. 

Before they came into active life the ranchman, the farmer, and Mr. SMITH. In that connection, I ask the Senator from Dela- 
the butcher of this country were ranked among the best and most | ware to be good enough to read this letter. 
independent of our citizens, but since this overprotected power Mr. GRAY read as follows: 
came into being the lands of the farmerand the ranchman, together Breekwirn, QUINN & Co., INCORPORATED, STOCK GROWERS, 
with the stocks : upon them, Both vegetable and animal, have 50500 CAES 5 June 12, 1307. 
come encumbered; in fact. are bartered away to the controlling | te bra po ace : nr opinion 
capitalists before they are in marketable condition. The inter- {hain our belief the bouche would aserus te the baton ttle hides, will say 
ested companies buy the cattle at their own price, and no legislation | to the cattlemen, The bill, as we understand it, raises the duty on cattle on 
that you can enact in this bill will alter that condition of affairs. the hoot 1) per cent. and this wo heartily approve of, as it will tend to pre- - 
With this immense power, then, controlling 90 per cent of the | V wo receive no direct revenue from hides and are indifferent upon the sub- 
cattle and hides of the aly tes is . t suppose sat fet IAN. i Mese es . that in a general way ihe harness 
because you impose upon foreign hides a tax of 20 per cent the em MG DOO gan snogeg We CONSUMO Are y raised in 
controllers of the interested trusts will give the benefit of any of Pries NY ronson of tho imposition of such a tax. 


that 20 per cent to those from whom they are buying cattle on the BECKWITH, QUINN & Co. 
hoof under the conditions that now prevail? Er reta B. R. WE President. 
On the other hand, is it not more reasonable to conclude that 200 NARON ABOOIGUN. 


the farmer or the roadside butcher will receive no material bene- Shoe and Leather Manufacturers, Washington, D. C. 
fit, but that the manufacturer and the producer of leather and its | Mr, WARREN. Since the Senator from New Jersey has intro- 
products will have to pay above the current price up to the per- | duced a letter purporting to come here from those who live in the 
centage of the discrimination you are placing against the foreign.| State which I have the honor in part to represent, perhaps he will 
product? To my mind, sir, there is and can be but one con-| allow me to say that the name Beckwith, Quinn & Co., Incor- 
clusion deducted from the proposed duty on hides, and that is, | porated, which appears in that letter, is the old name of a concern 
that all that is said regarding such imposition being of benefit to | now existing as a corporation, as if purports, but Mr. Beckwith 
the ranchmen, the farmers, and the bntchers of this country is the | js long since dead, and Mr. Quinn long since became a citizen of 
ossest misrepresentation, and that the material benefits derived | another State or Territory. The majority of the stock of the 
m such taxation will be entirely for and in the interest of those | Beckwith-Quinn Company is now held by certain boot and shoe 
great controlling trusts who are crushing out every semblance of | and leather manufacturers. The Mr. B. R. Wells who signs the 
the ind dence of the farmer and the butcher. : letter as president is of the great Wells boot and shoe house of 
Mr. WARREN. May I ask the Senator from New Jersey a | Chicago, Ill. I simply say this in answer to the letter which the 
question? 3 Senator has had r 
Mr. SMITH. Certainly. , ; 5 Mr. SMITH. It is a corporation. There may be some men 
Mr. WARREN. I merely desire to ask the Senator at that | who own factories who are interested in the Quinn corporation, 
int, as he has complained quite often of the cattle trust, if there | but I do not know of any boot and shoe mannfacturers or any- 
or is not a trust in this country known as the leather trust? body engaged in the leather business who are engaged in the 
Mr. SMITH. Yes, sir; there is a leather trust; and under this ! business of raising cattle in order to secure their hides, 
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When this special session of Congress was called, it was asserted 
that its action would prove one of the adjuncts of the prosperity 
80 lavishly promised to the people of the United States by the new 
Administration. It was claimed that the first thing necessary to 
prosperity was a remodeling of the tariff laws of the country, and 
that in such remodeling every interest of commercial enterprise 
would be fostered and promoted. The people were led to believe 
that the power of capital, and the wishes of individuals and pri- 
vate interests, would give way to the general good. 

The fidelity with which this Congress is carrying out these 
laudable promises is placed before us in the bill under considera- 
tion. Itis unnecessary for me to go through its long schedules, 
but if all of them bear the same impress as does the item relating 
to hides, then I have no hesitation in saying that the bill is not in 
the interest of the whole people, is not to foster and promote the 
industries of the country and to place them in such position that 
they may be able to compete in the markets of the world, but is for 
the purpose of increasing the power of the gigantic trusts of the 
country that have already crushed the laudable ambition of every 
American workman to become a master in his art, which, above 
all else, made the prosperity of the past. 

When trusts did not control every avenue of trade in our coun- 
try it was the pride of the American workman to compete in all 
its branches. "Then it was a fight between Americans, and out of 
it grew not so much a race for wealth as that for preference in 
the different lines of usefulness, and his inventive genius, together 
with his untiring energy, gave birth to American mechanism. 
which has become celebrated throughout civilization. When one 
looks at the trade and commerce of the different nations and asks 
of competitors everywhere, ** In what does the American excel? " 
he will be informed that he excels particularly in his improved 
machinery, the result of his inventive genius, and in the uty 
and regularity of the designs of articles produced thereby. 

Isubinit, sir, that the most important product of hides are the 
boots and shoes of American manufacture, which, like her ma- 
chinery. possess a world-wide reputation for superiority in mate- 
rial, design, and finish, as well as in price. And, further, that the 
proposed duty on hides can only result in removing the boot and 
shoe industry from the enviable position which it has won and 
now occupies in the markets of the world. Even our friends of 
Great Britain, who rarely praise the work of others, while saying 
that their own are more durable, admit that the productions of 
the United States are more beautiful, more attractive, and hence 
more commendable to the buyer and consumer. 

You will find American shoes in England, Germany, and France, 
and in the Orient. But the margin of profit which permits the 
extension of this industry, which gives so many of our citizens 
employment, is small indeed, and will not stand any diminution, 
su h as would result from the imposition of a duty on the principal 
article from which they are produced. y, sir, while all the 
energy and tact of the legislators of the United States have been 
in the past devoted to the enactment of laws in behalf of the pro 
tection of the iron interests of the country, in boots and shoes— 
products of hides—you will find an interest nearly if not quite 
equal to that of iron, cotton, and wool. 

send now to the Clerk's desk extracts from unprejudiced 
Sources, and, in addition, a dispatch of Ambassador Bayard to the 
Department of State, dated March 27, 1894, relating to the growing 
foreign trade in these products, which I ask to be read as a part 
of my remarks: 

The Secretary read as follows: 


(Letter from an Australian manufacturer in the Boot and Shoe Trades 
Journal, England.] 


* 9 * The real competition for external trade in boots and shoes now 
lies between English and American manufacturers. The former have been 
for many years aimost in possession of the trade, the latter having only given 
their attention to it within the last few years. I have been making inquiries 
amongst the buyers of boots in the colony, and the opinion is general that 
the American manufacturers will secure a e, increasing share of the busi- 
ness. 

American manufacturers have a splendid factory system, by which they 
combine cheapness of production with satisfactory results to the actual wage 
earner. Their workmen are well Des and highly intelligent. Their styles 
are attractive, the fitting of their lasts admirable, and their goods are lower 
in price than English lines. S 1 

he leading retail establishments in the Australian capitals, particular] 

in Sydney and Melbourne, are making a specialty of advertising "ladies' an 
'entlemen's fine footwear of American manufacture." The goas give satis- 
tion in wear as a whole, and repeat orders are being given freely. A week 
or two one retail firm in Sydney gave a £1,700 order toa representative 
of American firms, * * he officer appointed by one government to in- 
terview thé boot and shoe importers was most struck with the opinions 


expressed as to the growing trade with American hou and reference to 
pi 8 will, I have no doubt, be found in the report to be e tothe Secretary 
of State. 


The American manufacturers enjoy one great advan over their English 
competitors through the t ae iy displayed by the leather trade of 
the United States. The development of the manufacture of upper leather in 
that country is marvelous, and it furnishes an object lesson to the leather 
trade ofthe United Kingdom. * * * 

The main object in writing this paper is to seek toarouse the trade in Eng- 
land to the signiflcance of these figures. erican boot manufacturers may 
be said to be only commencing to push trade with the southern colonies of 
Great Britain. ey seem now disposed to take up the business in earnest. 


It is incumbent, therefore, on our English friends to bestir themselves, espe- 
cially the producers of leather. Leather is the raw material of the boot man- 
ufacturers, and no one can handle American boots without observing that 
the shoe manufacturers there have been greatly assisted by the manufac- 
turer of upper leathers in that country. They have shot far ahead of their 
English competitors. If this paper calls attention to the subject, it will not 
have been published in vain. * + + - 
[Boston Post, May 26, 1897.] 
HOW FAR WILL HE GO? 

Senator LODGE upon the Republican caucus the inadvisability of re- 
moving hides from the free list, where they have remained for twenty-five 
pe This wasright asfar asit went. But how much further is Senator 

)DGE ready to go in the defense of this great ‘Massachusetts industry? 

The effect of Mr. Lobos opposition the Deira tariff tax on hides 
was to draw out threats from some of the cheap Western Senators, declaring 
that if hides were left on the free list they would retaliate by taking off the 
duty from articles which New AE omy wants to see "protected." These 
are bulldozing tactics. Will the Massachusetts Senators meet them with 
firmness. or will they cringe and yield? 

When the last United States census was taken, seven years ago, there wero 
1,057 boot and shoe factories in Massachusetts, in which $44,507,702 was in- 
vested. These factories gave employment to 69.9354 persons. who earned 
$34,919,689 a year in wages, and produced goods to the value of $118.500,000. In 
the same year the total value of all the hides in all the United States, accord- 
ing to the census, was 814.705,86. Is there any comparison to be made be- 
tween these two industries as r their relative importance? 

Senator LODGE can properly go so far as to refuse to vote for a tariff bill 
that aims a blow at Massachusetts industry by levying a duty on hides. 
Neither he nor Senator Hoar can do their duty toward the State which they 
Represent if they stop short of this point. 2 

he large number of factories here airen conclusively proves that no 
sping trusts have as yet absorbed the boot and shoe industry of the 
Jnited States, as in the case of the cattle we raise and the meat we eat. 
AMERICAN BOOTS AND SHOES IN ENGLAND. 
[Consular Reports, May, 1895. ] 

In a dispatch to the Department, dated London, March 27, Ambassador 
Bayard says: As of interest to those engaged in the preparation of leather 
and in the manufacture of boots and shoes in the United States, I have the 
honor to inclose herewithan extract from the Times of this date, which dis- 
closes the effect of the present conflict now waging in the boot and shoe 
trade of this country, as a consequence of which American productions are 
enabled to establish their superiority in the market, an i owing tothe admis- 
sion of raw hidesand skin. free of duty, and to untrammeled resort to labor- 
aiding machinery, the 3 and industry of our citizens engaged in the 
Preperation of leather and the manufacture of boots and shoes in the United 
5 finding profitable remuneration in foreign markets as well as at 

ome." 
THE BOOT-TRADE DISPUTE. 
[From the Times, Wednesday, March 27, 1895.] 

The question of American competition enters so largely into the merits of 
the present conflict that I availed myself yesterday of an pate 
inspect some of the goods that have just arrived from the United States. 
The American manufacturers seriously chalienged the English home trade 
lastspring. 'The fact that a part of the colo: trade had been attracted Zr 
American manufacturers gave them confidence that some of the Engli 
home trale could be secured as well. A large variety of American-made 
boots and shoes was shown at the boot and shoe trades’ exhibition at the 
Agricultural Hall, London, but it then became apparent that. although the 
productions of Viennaand Paris werereadily salable in England, the peculiar 
style of the American goods did not commend them to the English market. 
This failure, however, only led to the adoption of new methods. English- 
made boots and shoes were secured, together with all the necessary designs 
and Rieti and goods made from these 5 to all outward appearance 
English made, are now being imported into this country. 

bave had an interview with a manufacturer, 9 over 1,000 hands, 
who had a consignment of these goods sent over. He stated that the goods 
were delivered free at own warehouse door at a lower cost than that at 
which he could produce them in his own factory. He could sell ten times as 
many of that class of goods as of ony other, and customers would not know 
them from goods of English make. If the English manufacturers could not 
beat the Americans in price, the latter would now take a strong hold of the 
English market. He added that three-fourths of the leather used in the 
Leicester trade was of American tanning. Questioned as to the cost of man- 
ufacture, he stated that boots of the class imported from America would cost 
in making in Leicester Is. to 18. Id. pet pair _In America they would get the 
same boot made up for 8d. per pair. saving alone would give the Ameri- 
can manufacturers more than a working profit and enable them to compete 
with English manufacturers. 

As to the settlement of the prese nt disastrous conflict, the view expressed 
by the manufacturer was that it was possible, and ought to be arranged be- 
fore work was resumed, to have a piecework statement or scale of pay for 
machine work based on the American principle. Such a statement should 
embrace but two qualities—a best and a common—and it ought to be in the 
puer of the manufacturer to have the work finished as best or common, at 

is option. This would enable a manufacturer to have medium or common 

s well finished, provided he paid the operative for the extra work done. 

The operative should be remunerated according to the amount of work he 

did. and not according to the value of the material to which that work was 
applied, or the quality of the design, or the cost of the upper. 

He then 8 to sketch a scheme for increasing the number of men 
engaged. he operatives. he explained, wanted to spread out the work and 
find something for the unemployed. That increased the cost of production aud 
drove the British manufacturer out of the markets, both home and foreign, 
and, instead of increasing the work to be done, it would send the trade to 
America, Germany, and Austria, where there was the keenest competition. 
His view was that it would be much better in the interests of both employer 
and employed if the workmen would work only five hours per day, the manu- 
facturers working two shifts is firm had laid down £6,000 in American 
machinery, but if the machines had been worked up to their full capacity 
they would have had to spend only £4.000. 

The extra driving power required in this case added between £300 and 
£400 to the cost, besides increased warehouse room, wear and tear, etc. He 
was satisfled that if the men made the best use of their time they could do 
the amount of work they had been turning out in six hours instead of 
spreading it over ten hours. The union, however, would not sanction such 
a scheme at present. 

The view quoted as to the value of American goods, I ought to add, was 
fully confirmed by one of the largest wholesale buyers in this country, and 
he added that he was so satisfied with the samples that he had placed large 
orders with American firms. 

Ithink, from 


Mr. SMITH. I desire to say a few words more. 
any impartial standpoint, the statistical and other facts I have 
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given go to prove beyond any question of doubt that at no time 
within the last ten years at least has the question of the price of 
cattle been governed in any degree by the price of hides; that 
there can be no fair and honest contention that the advancement 
of the duty on raw hides will benefit anyone except the beef trust; 
that, on the contrary, on the basis of exports of leather manufac- 
tures and. boots and shoes, the amount of at least $5,000,000 will 
be taken away from the laborers, mechanics, and wage earners in 
leather and leather products. I am not willing to believe that 
the Senate is prepared now, in the present condition of this coun- 
try,to take away from the working ple $5,000,000, when it 
will only benefit the great beef trust, which does not need it. 

In conclusion, I desire to present the following letter, written 
by an American statesman, who was ever on the alert to protect 
American interests. I refer to the following: 

WASHINGTON, April 10, 1899. 

DEAR Mr. MCKINLEY: It is a great mistake to take hides from the free 
list, where they have been for so many years. It isa slap in the face to the 
South Americans with whom we are trying to enlarge our trade. It will 
benefit the farmer by adding 5 to 8 per cent tothe price of his children’s shoes. 
It will yield a profit to the butcher only—the last man that needs it. 

If he were writing now, he would say *the trust” instead of 
* the butcher." 


The movement is injudicious from beginning to end—in every form and 
hase. Pray stop it before it sees light. Such movements as this for protec- 
ion will protect the Republican party into a speedy retirement. 


Yours, hastily, 
JAMES G. BLAINE. 

Hon. WILLIAM McKINLEY, 

Chairman Ways and Means Committee. 

Such, Mr. President, is the handwriting on the wall! 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, a marvelous amount of con- 
tradictory argument is used in the Senate whenever any question 
arises. ere is no question presented here as to which the argu- 
ments of yesterday are not refuted by those of to-day. Men get 
up here and show beyond controversy that a shrinking volume of 
money necessarily produces falling prices; and it is conceded by 
nearly everybody that the demonetization of silver reduced prices 
50 per cent. This is conceded by the great statistician, Giffen, to 
whom all refer and upon whom all rely. 

Now, we have Senators reading price lists when there was a 
tariff, or when there was not a tariff twenty years ago, and mak- 
ing comparisons of the prices of to-day with those of the past, 
claiming that the tariff was the paneipa. factor. A great many 
causes enter into the rise and fall of prices, but there is nothing 
more effective to put down prices than absolute stagnation in 
business. If enterprise is destroyed, prices must go down; price 
of labor and of everything else. That is the present condition of 
the country. Prices are very low, but I should like to hear an 
argument or a reason why, if there is a tariff on leather and a 
tariff on shoes and boots, there should not be a tariff on hides. 
Hides are produced by American labor on the farm. Leather is 
taxed, and boots and shoes are made principally by foreign labor 
in the cities. 

'The newcomers who perform that kind of labor are foreigners, 
whereas the labor that produces hides is American. I understand 
the theory of protection is to protect American labor. I have 
heard no man state why American labor in the fields is not just 
as much entitled to protection asis foreign labor in the shops. 
'That has not been explained to me. 

They say, furthermore, that the farmer should not be protected 
because there is a beef trust. It so happens, however, that the 
beef trust does not kill all the beef. Ido not believe it can be 
shown that the beef trust kills 25 per cent of the beef killed in the 
United States; certainly not 50 per cent. 

Then, besides, the beef trust is the result of another trust, and 
not theresult of protection, except the protection to gold gambling. 
The great trust that breeds all other trusts is the money trust. 
Competition is the only thing that can destroy a trust. Associa- 
tions of men to do business is one of the necessities of civilization. 
Every partnership is a trust. Every kind of an association, every 
cooperation between men, is a trust to a certain extent, and it is 
very difficult to draw the line between one organization for indus- 
trial purposes and another. 

The only remedy for a trust is other trusts. Under laws under 
which new combinations, new enterprises, are possible the old 
trusts will go to pieces. You have in this country a large num- 
ber of trusts. You havethe leather trust, and all your other 
trusts. Why do you have them? Because prices are falling, and 
men combine to protect themselves. You have driven every kind 
of busine, 3 into trusts, because prices are falling. A, B, and C 
are engaged in a business. It does not pay; they say, “Let us get 
together and not run against one another. Nobody else can start 
if we get together and let some of our mills stand. We have per- 
fect security against opposition if we get together, because prices 
are falling and nobody dares to start while our machines are lying 
idle," So you fill the country with trusts. 

Then you go on and rail against trusts. Trusts are fed on fall- 
ing prices. Falling prices are produced by a shrinking volume of 
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money, and while the volume of money shrinks men must go into 
trusts or into bankruptcy. They can not compete. With a lar 
e, 


number of factories standing i with three or four million la- 
borers idle in the country, talk about competing inst trusts! 
Nobody dares go into business when the loanable value of money 
has fallen nearly 75 per cent. Why is that? There are three or 
four hundred million dollars in your banks which can not be 
loaned. Why? Becauseit can not be used profitably. Because 
if it is put into business, the business must fail. 

It can not be used profitably. Enterprising men dare not bor- 
tow, and men who have money dare not loan, because property is 
depreciating. Let business revive, and the loanable value of 
money will more than double, The loanab!e value of money on 
good security is not more than 23 per cent to-day, perhaps less on 
Lepide security, because there is so little gilt-edged security. 

You can not put your hand on anything that is not escaping from 
you all the while. There is little good security. The competition 
for gilt-edged security to make loans ppon is so great that people 
will take 24 to 3 per cent, whereas if business were prosperous, 
the money could be pronus used. If they borrowed money 
they could pay it back. There would be plenty of security, an 
interest would run from 6 to 7 per cent. 

But money will not earn auy ang Say business. It is true that 
there are certain classes of people who can profit by falling prices. 
They are the wreckers. For example, these bond manufacturin 
institutions in New York and London, which wreck a rail E 
bond it, and sell the stock, and then wreck it again, and do the 
same, and keep doing it. The courts have held that the current 
expenses have a prior lien upon roads. All they have to do is to 
let a little debt accumulate against it, and then they have ready 
cash and can say who can come in and who shall not. The prop- 
erty of the balance is confiscated. In thelast five years not less 
than $5,000,000,000 of stocks and bonds in the United States have 

one to the bad, and those who invested in them have been robbed 

y inside manipulators. If they can keep prices falling, keep on 
wrecking business, the wreckers will make money, if they do not 
get caught themselves. The loaner of money takes desperate 
chances, because he can not get good securities. They are losing 
as much as any other class. 

We talk about trusts when there must be trusts. The only peo- 
ple who thrive are those in trusts, The balance go into bank- 
ruptcy. Let us have competition, and those trusts will melt away 
like dew before the sun, because they have large establishments, 
encumbered with a great many deadhead concerns. Just as soon 
as enterprise starts they will fall to pieces. Take the sugar trust. 
It could not live a year if you had an abundant supply of money. 
They have a whole lot of concerns lying idle, and they are at 
enormous expense in carrying out their plans, in lobbying, 
and doing everything. If business were lively and prices were 
rising, small capital conld go into the manufacture of sugar. 
It could manufacture sugar cheaper, and the trust would melt 
away. 

But people rail against trusts and insist upon a condition of 
things under which trusts must exist or universal E 
must prevail. Trusts are as inevitable and as necessary with fall- 
ing prices as the air we breathe. Those who are not in them have 
gone to the bad all over the country. The only ple who have 
been saved from the bad in the last few years of falling prices are 
those engaged in trusts, aming production. Do you want to 
deprive the people of their only house of refuge when you make 
competition impossible? And I say competition is impossible when 
3,000,009 laborers are idle, when business is stagnant. It is impos- 
sible. But there are plenty of people who would go into enter- 
prises if there were opportunity. Can any man of enterprise and 
industry make a competence and establish a home for himself in 
this country? 

Opportunities are gone. That is why our European friends 
who are monarchists are in favor of contracting the currency. 
They very properly say if you expand the currency and let prices 
rise, industry will prosper and you will have democracy. But 
contract the currency, destroy enterprise, and capital must rule. 
Capital is conservative. Capital will maintain the established 
institutions. Capital will maintain monarchies. Capital will 
wreck republics. That is what they want. 

This is a world-wide combination. It is a great trust for the 
purpose of destroying democracy and building up aristocracy. It 
is ruining and impoverishing the people. While the great mone 
trust rules the civilized world, Egypt will have the English la 
on the back of the poorpeople. You will have Christiansin Greece 
and in Turkey begging for protection when there is none. You 
will have a united Christendom joining the Turk to maintain his 
right to kill Christians. You will have all these things while the 
money trust controls. 

How did the English acquire possession in Egypt? The Roth- 
schilds had a fraudulent lot of bonds that pe itE laughed at 
when they were issued, amounting to $500,000,000. To collect the 
interest on those bonds England Took possession of that country 
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and applied the lash to the tians. Look at 3 of this 
gold € a has Epic + . s estima 5 ot the 
perty of the poor o0 by demone ver, and they are 
8 to death to-day by the millions, with no money with which 
to buy food. It is the money trust that is doing this. While that 
trust exists it is idle to talk about trusts. While it exists it will 
breed other trusts, and it will breed faster than you can kill them. 
Legislation can not reach the trusts. Legislation to reach trusts 
would reach the business relations, the associations necessary in 
order to civilize and progress. There never was a time when busi- 
ness was good and money was plentiful that trusts thrived. New, 
vigorous organizations can create establishments and manufacture 
cheaper than old, decayed trusts. 

Ihear the papers talking about trusts. So far as this is con- 
cerned, they say because there is a trust in beef that the farmer 
should not be protected on hides. If there is a trust in leather, 
why protect the manufacturer of leather? **Give us a forei 
market; let us export.” How? By making the farmer bear the 
burden. Does he not carry burdens enough? Itis because you 
can get cheap hides from Mexico and South America that you can 

rt. The reason why you can 255 0 75 is because the farmer in 
this country is put in competition with the lowest paid labor labor 
that gets nothing. Our people can manufacture for export if you 
can avail yourself of that. ’ 

Merl you want is a free-trade market in which to buy and a 
protected market in which to sell, and then say we will have a 
surplus. If you are going to have a free-trade market in which to 
buy, you ought to have a free-trade market in which to sell. You 
Should treat both sides equally. The idea of giving the manufac 
turer of leather and shoes a free-trade market in which to buy 
and a protected market in which to sell is an outrage, and it rests 
upon no principle whatever, 'The talk about what has been the 

ative price of this article under protection and not under pro- 
tection is no test. You can not test it by that rule, because prices 
Axel fluctuated, as I have said, for other reasons than that of the 
tariff. 

'This is a very small protection, 20 per cent. It ought to be 50; 
it ought to be 100, if necessary, so that the hides produced in this 
country would all be used before others were bought, if you are 
going to carry out the principle of 5 Iapprehend that 
even my friend the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], who 
is a very fair-minded man, would hardly consent that the tariff 
should be taken off of leather and shoes and boots. They have a 
tariff on those articles, and New Jersey Democrats, and I find 
that New England Democrats, like that kind of a tariff. Iknow 
there is no difference between the Democrats and Republicans—— 

Mr. SMITH. 1 will say for the benefit of the Senator from 
Nevada thatif hides and all the articles that go into the manu- 
facture of leather—I know something about the manufacture of 
leather myself—were put on the free list, I would be entirely 
willing to put it on the free list, and no American manufacturer 
would lose anything by it. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam glad to hear the Senator from New Jer- 
sey say that. It is a very honest, fair expression. I wish it could 
prevail 8 I wish, when it is claimed that free raw mate- 
rial, as they call it, because it is 1 by American labor, 
should go on the free list, they would say, ** We will put our ma- 
terials which are produced in the shops on the free list." That is 
a very fair proposition. It is impractical, I will tell my friend, 
and he can not get any friends to go with him on that. 

What I am pleading for is equality, and there ought to be no 
discrimination. I believeinthe principle of the Chicago platform 
of 1896, when Democracy took a new departure, when it took a 
departure for the people agaiust the trusts and the combinations 
and the money power which is enslaving them. It then declared 
in favor of making it equal, without discrimination inst any 
interest, without discriminating against any class of labor or any 
class of men or any section of this country. 

I say that to have a tariff on leather, a tariff on boots and shoes, 
and no tariff on hides is a discrimination inst which the Chi- 
cago platform pronounced affirmatively. lam for the Chicago 
platform of 1896 on this question and all other questions, It is 
an American platform. It is the platform of equal rights. It is 
not a platform to put protection on what is produced in my State 
and leave what is made in yours on the free list. That is not the 

platform of the Democratic party. I know something about that 
platform. I have read it a good many times, and I like it. 

Now, I say that putting any article on the free list and then 

utting the manufactured result of it on the protected list is a 
8 against the first producer. Raw niaterial! What 
a farce that is! Raw material upon which labor has been ex- 
pended! Itis nonsense. Every article goes through many differ- 
ent processes, but the first process requires labor and changes it 
from the raw material, and the labor cost is what we want to 
equalize. It is true we have a beef trust and a very bad one, but 
Iundertake to say we can never deal with that trust until the 
farmers haye better times. They can not now get anything for 


their products. The farmer has to pay for everything you buy 
abroad, He pays for all you import. He pays for the lexus 
you buy abroad. He pays for the interest on the debt you have 
accumulated under the gold-standard arrangement. 

What he exports bears the entire burden. He has the whole 
thing loaded upon him, and to say you will not help to take that 
off where you can do it with the same kind of legislation that you 
ask for yourself, that you will not share with him any of the bene- 
fits of protection, that he shall be driven in every article into com- 
petition with cooly and slave labor abroad, is unjust. 

You can not protect wheat unless you give it an Sport bounty, 
which you ought to do, because we produce a surplus of wheat 
and senå it abroad to buy what we import and topay our debts. 
The same is true of cotton. You can only protect that by an ex- 
port bounty. Butthesame farmers who are engaged in producing 
wheat and cotton are engaged in raising some stock, and you can 
doa little for them in this way—a very little. This is 20 per cent. 
If that was in a manufacturing concern and in a combination of 
manufacturing influences, it would be 100 per cent. 

Iam astonished at my Democratic friends protesting against 
their constituents having a little of the benefits of a protective 
system which they are going to vote for. They voted for the 
Wilson bill, the same system. This bill is on the same plan as 
the Wilson Act. There is no difference. No man has had the 
audacity to introduce a free-trade tariff bill for the last thirty 
years. Nobody does that. They are all on protective lines. 
While you were voting for protection, when you gave the New 
England manufacturers a tariff on leather and on boots and shoes, 
why did you not, in the Wilson bill, give a little protection on 
the articles the farmers produce, which go into the same produc- 
tion—into boots and shoes? 

Why discriminate? The Democrats are not free from this. 
They did it the same way, and some of them now will vote to put 
this very article on the free list. On what principle, I should like 
to know? Why should the people of Missouri or Kansas work 
for the people of Massachusetts or any other State? I should like 
to get at it. I should like to know what it is. If we are going to 
have protection, why are not see people of Missouri and my State 
as much entitled to it as anybody else? The proposition is, to 
treat what is produced by one section on the free-trade theory, to 
enable the manufacturers to sell in a protected market and buy in 
a free-trade market. All the letters that come in are on that 
basis. They just look at home—at what they can produce. They 
do not look at the effect on their neighbor at all. 

If an honest tariff were levied, if it could be levied, there would 
be no objection to the tariff. The only difficulty is in adjusting 
it. When there is a plain principle, as plain as this, it seems to 
me the man who will vote for any kind of a tariff that will oper- 
ate as protection, and will not vote for a tariff on hides and wool 
and things of that kind, does not understand the principle of pro- 
tection, or is very much down on the South and the West, which 
produce those articles. He is either very greatly prejudiced or 
d stupid. I say that with all due respect to those who differ 
with me. My friend the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN], while he did not give protection a very complimentary 
name—lI believe he called it a steal or a swindle or something of 
oe kind—said if it was going around he wanted to have his 

are, 

Mr. GRAY. That is the principle. 

Mr. STEWART. Isay itis the principle; and if theothers are 
going to have it, no matter how you please to call it, while your 
constituents stand the burden and have none of the benefits, it is all 
wrong. It is on the principle that a man who will not provide for 
his own household is worse than an infidel. If you were here vot- 
ing against all tariff, if your Wilson bill had been a free-trade meas- 
ure, if thereisanythinginthe record of the Democratic party show- 
ing that it is a free-trade party and not going to protect, then 
there would be some excuse for it; but as long as they are for pro- 
tection there is no excuse for discrimination in favor of one sec- 
tion against another. y 

That is one of the reasons why I like the Chicago platform of 
1896, which took such a glorious position in favor of the American 
people and against the combinations and usurers and wreckers 
and monarchs attempting to enslave mankind, who hold the lash 
over the Egyptians, starving and trampling and enslaving 350,000,- 
000 Hindoos, marching their armies to crush ont republican insti- 
tutions in South Africa, menacing free institutions everywhere, 
and who have brought ruin to this country by producing stagna- 
tion and hard times, 

Why should we have hard times now? Does twenty-five years 
of peace and abundant harvests in this country, with unlimited 
resources, necessarily produce hard times? Everybody knows that 
that is not the cause. Everybody knows that a want of a suffi- 
cient money supply pon which to do business and falling prices 
are the cause of hard times. It is want of money. Everybody 
knows it who knows anything at all. That being the case, times 
being so bad—and they are going to be worse—why should a few 
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men be saved while the great mass of them areruined? Why not 
save the farmers as well as you can while you make rich the manu- 
facturers? There is no reason, and the time will come when the 
sentiment of the Chicago platform, which repudintes discrimina- 
tion against sections or individuals or individual interests and 
wants, and honest tariff, which will bear equally upon all indus- 
tries, will be universal in the United States. 3 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I have announced myself so fre- 

uently as being op to a distinctively protective tariff levied 

or the sole and exclusive purpose of protection that I suppose it 
is neither necessary nor proper for me to restate my tion upon 
that question at this time. But I am very forcibly impressed 
with the argument made by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART], as I am always im with what hesays. lt we 
are to have a protective bill that levies taxes upon protective 
lines exclusively or principally, it is preeminently proper that 
protection should extend to all sections of the Union alike and to 
all articles that may be protected. 

There is nothing in the bill thus far that is of benefit to the 
farmer. The man who produces grain and who raises stock for a 
livelihood has not one penny of benefit in the bill, either direct or 
indirect. Here is a little item of a tax upon hides which might be 
made of some benefit to him if Con were disposed to take into 
consideration his condition and his wants and wishes, and the 
moment it is mentioned that moment it meets with opposition, 
In other words, everybody is to be protected in all the various 
lines of industry and trade except the man who is engaged in the 
pme occupation, the occupation of all occupations, that of 

arming. 
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We have been told, and I presume will be told again, that a 

otective tariff upon hides is of no value. My distinguished 

jend the senior ator from New Jersey [Mr. SwirH| takes 
that position. The junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] 
takes that position, and yet, as strange as it may seem, in New 
Jersey and Missouri we find the heaviest boot and shoe manufac- 
turing establishments of the United States. I think the city of 
St. Louis makes more boots and shoes than any other city in the 
UnitedStatesof America. Soitisnotan unmixed question in New 
Jersey and Missouri. There are the boot and shoe makers upon 
the one hand contending for benefit to their interest, and there 
are the farmers of those States upon the other hand contending, I 
suppose, for benefit to tlieir interest. But in the State which I 
have the honor to represent in part in this Chamber we have no 
great boot and shoe manufactories, no great institutions like that 
to overcome and overbalance the interest and the wishes of the 
farming classes. We have a due proportion of manufacturing, it 
is true, for a new State, but our manufacturing is limited as com- 
pared with the output of hides in the State. : 

Mr. President, if there be any truth in the theory that as you 
protect an article or exclude a foreign article from the market 

ou correspondingly raise the price of the domestic article—I be- 
love that is the A ignis of the Republican argument upon this 
question—then the State of Nebraska produces a million of hides 
ayear, in round numbers, upon which her farmers ought to receive 
under the bill as it was first amended by the Senate committee a 
cent and a half a pound. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. They get fully that now, I think. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know. It strikes me that hides are on 
the free list now, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No; Imean under the amendment 
as now proposed fixing the rate at 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know. I was about to ask the Senator 
from Connecticut why the rate was changed from a specific to an 
ad valorem duty. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It was thought that a specific duty 
of a cent and a half a pound would not work equally. Dry hides 
weigh very little compared with green hides, and the duty would 
not be as much on the dry hides as on green hides. It was thought 
that it would be more equitable to make an ad valorem duty. In 
my judgment,an ad valorem duty on green hides of 20 per cent 
would be nearer 2 cents a pound than 11 cents. 

Mr. ALLEN. That depends altogether upon how green the 
hide is. There isa marked difference between a dry hide and a 


green hide. 

Bnt passing that over, the le of the State of Nebraska pro- 
duce, in round numbers, as 1 said, 1,000,000 hides a year. Now, 
this little sum of a cent and a half a pound would be of some 
benefit to them, if the protective theory is correct. If it is not 
correct, then the insertion of this tax in the bill would be a work 
of supererogation; and if, as is claimed by the Senator from Mis- 
souri and the Senator from New Jersey, the great beef trust of 
ihe country eats up the value of the hides to the farmers, then it 
would be equally a work of supererogation. 

In this connection, as throwing some light upon the product of 
hides, their weight, and value, I will read a portion of a letter 
from the Cudahy Packing Company, of South Omaha, Nebr., to 
me. This is written by Mr. Edward A. Cudahy, vice-president 
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and general manager of the company, and is dated South Omaha, 
Nebr., April 10, 1897: 

It is difficult to furnish very accurate statistics as to the annual hide ont- 
put of Nebraska, but the information given below will, I think, be sufficiently 


correct for your pu s. The Department of Agriculture returns show 
that the State of 8 ined un. 


J 1, 1898. 3 100.000 January 1, 1895 Pr 0 

Janu A 2, an E LO oou — , t 

5 2, 150,000 | January 1, 1896 .............. 1:600, 000 
The number of cattle slaughtered at South Omaha were: 

T11808-:— S eR esu adu 0001. Tar DOUG 3 eL aree 312,000 
F c LS 302,000 


The average for each year being about one-fourth the number of animals in 
the State. We think that 250,000 to 300,000 head are killed annually through- 
out the State for local 5 thus making the entire annual output 
of the State from 600,000 to 700,000 hides. 


I may be permitted to say that, in my judgment, this is too low. 
The present market prices of hides in South Omaha are, per pound, native 
steers, 8} cents; butt-branded steers, 8 cents; Texas steers, 8 cents; Colorado 
steers, 7} cents; branded cows, 8 cents; native cows, 8} cents; native bulls, 73 
cents; and this is not very far from the average prices during the past year. 


As the hides will weigh about 60 pounds each, the average value is about $5 
per hide, or a total of from $3,000,000 to $4,000,000 per annum. 
Stat: show that during 1896 the value of hides imported into the United 


States was about $20,000,000, and that during the same period about $16,000,000 
worth of leather was exported, about one-half of which consisted of sole 
leather made largely from imported hides. Itis claimed by leather men that 
ik a duty was placed on hides sufficient to prevent their im: on. that it 
would correspondingly decrease our exports of leather,and thus keep out of 
employment a number of ms en in the tanning and leather indus- 
tries, without benefiting market on home-produced- My own idea 
is that a slight duty would not seriously interfere with the importation of 
hides, and at the same time would be considered very favorably by the cattle 
aisers of the United States, 

This comes from a practical man, one whose whole life has been 
devoted to the packing industry, and it shows that the imposition 
ofa Deep em upon hides would be of some benefit to the far- 
mer. atis true as respects Nebraska is true as Au sie evi 
other State in the Union. I am taking it, of course, for gran 
that the cardinal argument of the Republican party is true, and 
for the purposes of this ar ent I assume that it is true. 

Now, why should there any discrimination? If an interest 
in Maine is the subject of protection, the like interest in the State 
of Nebraska or in the States of Texas or California ought to re- 
ceive the same protection. If we aretoenter upon an era of tariff 
taxation which will drive from our shores much of the commerce 
of the world and turn over our domestic commerce to trusts and 
corporations, let us give the farmers some slight benefit that may 
be derived from the imposition of a tax of this kind. 

I can see no reason why a specific duty of a cent and a half a 
pound should be converted into an ad valorem duty. But I pass 
from this to another branch of the question, which seems to me 
to be of more importance than the mere question of imposing a tax 
upon hides at this time. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] has told us. and he has 
been reenforced by the distinguished senior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoan], that this Government is powerless in the 
hands of a great trust that controls the beef output and fixes the 
price of hides and all kinds of meat. We are told that under 
the laws of the United States this trust has the à eec to put down 
and raise prices at its will; that it can say Thumbs up!" and 
up they go, and ** Down!" and down they go; and that the whole 
Government, from the Chief Executive of the nation down to the 
most obscure judiciary of the land, is powerless to relieve us from 
its grasp. 

The senior Senator from Massachusetts, who knows everything 
upon legal propositions excepting what few crumbs he allows a few 
of us to pick up occasionally here and there in spots, tells us that 
our remedy is to go to the courts of Pennsylvania in the instance 
cited by the junior Senator from Missouri. Mr. President, I say 
that it is primary law, capable of demonstration here or elsewhere, 
that whenever these interests combine to put up the price óf an 
article of consumption to the American people t are guilty of 
a criminal conspiracy under the lawsof this nation, and may be 
indicted and prosecuted and punished for the crime. Why, sir, 
they are guilty at common law. Whoever at common law con- 
spired to increase the price of food to the le was guilty of 
a crime and was subject to indictment, and the Supreme Court of 
the United States, in 156 Reports, have not changed that rule in 
the slightest degree. 

Mr. PETTUS. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTUS. Isthere any United States criminal law outside 
of the statutes? 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator's question is foreign to anything I 
am discussing. I repeat what I said a moment ago, that at the 
common law a conspiracy to raise the price of food was a crime. 
Does the Senator deny it? 

MS PETTUS. I do deny that it is a crime against the United 
tes. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam not talking about the United States now. 
I say that we have in the statute book a law which reenacts the 
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common law of England on the subject of a conspiracy between 
parties to raise the price of articles of consumption. We have 
supplemented that law. That which came to us asan inheritance 
from England, and which is found in every State of this Union, was 
made the law of the nation by the act of 1890, and not only by the 
positive words of the act of 1890, but by the evident policy and 
spirit and purpose of that act. Possibly, while the Senator from 
Alabama is putting questions, I may put one to him. Does not 
every State of the Union inherit the common law of England asit 
existed at the period the Union was formed? 
Mr. PETTUS. That is the general rule, with one or two ex- 
tions. I believe. 
r. ALLEN. Iam glad to know that Lam right. Now let me 
read the act of July 2, 1890. It is short, and I will read it entire: 


Be it enacted, etc.: 

SECTION], Every contract, combination in the form of trust or otherwise, or 
conspiracy in restraint of trade or commerce among the several States, or with 
f now end nations, is hereby declared to be illegal. Every person who shall make 
any such contract or engage in any such combination or conspiracy shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be punished 
by fine not exceeding $5,000, or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or 
by both said punishments, in the discretion of the court. 

Sec, 2. Every person who shall monopolize, or attempt to monopolize, or 
combine or conspire with any other person or persons to monopolize, any 
part of the trade or commerce among the several States, or with foreign 
nations, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof 
shall be punished by fine not exceeding $5,000, or by imprisonment not ex- 
ceeding one year, or by both said punishments, in the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 3. Every contract, combination in form of trust or otherwise, or con- 
spiracy, in restraint of trade or commerce in any Territory of the United 
States or of the District of Columbia, or in restraint of trade or commerce 
between any such Territory and another, or between any such Territory or 
Territories and n or States or the District of Columbia, or with 
foreign nations, or between the District of Columbia and any State or States 
or foreign nations, is hereby declared illegal. Every person who shall make 
any NUS contract or engage in any such combination or conspiracy shall be 
debmed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be punished 
by fine not exceeding $5,000, or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or 
by both said punishments, in the discretion of the court. 

Sec, 4. The several circuit courts of the United States are hereby invested 
with jurisdiction to prevent and restrain violations of this act; and it shall 
be the duty of the several district attorneys of the United States in their re- 
spective districts, under the direction of the Attorney-Goneral, to institute 
proceedings in equity to prevent and restrain such violations. Such pro- 
ceedings may be by way of petition setting forth the case and praying that 
such violation shall be enjoined or otherwise prohibited. When the parties 
complained of shall have n duly notified of such petition, the court shall 
proceed, as soon as may be, to the hearing and dete: tion of the case; and 
pending such petition and before decree the court may at any time make 
— temporary restraining order or prohibition as shall be deemed just in 

e premises. 

SEC. 5. Whenever it shall appear to the court before which any ding 
under section 4 of this act may be pending that the ends of justios requite 
that other parties should be brought before the court, the court may cause 
them to be summoned, whether they reside in the district in which the court 
is held or not; and subpoenas to that end may be served in any district by 
the marshal thereof. 

Sec. 6. Any property owned under any contract or x any combination, or 
pursuant to any 5 (and being the subject thereof) mentioned in 
section 1 of this Me nome being in the course of transportation from one State 
to another, or toa foreign country, shall be forfeited to the United States, 
and may be seized and condemned by like proceedings as those provided by 
law for the forfeiture, seizure, and condemnation of property imported into 
the United States contrary to law. 

Seo. 7. Any person who shall be injured in his business or property by any 
other person or corporation by reason of any shing forbidden or declared to 
be unlawful by this act may sue therefor in any circuit court of the United 
States in the district in which the defendant resides or is found, without re 
spect to the amount in controversy, and shall recover threefold the dam- 
ages by him sustained, and the costs of suit, including a reasonable attorney's 

ee. 

SEC. 8. That the word person“ or“ persons,“ wherever used in this act, 
shall be deemed to include corporations and associations existing under or 
authorized by the laws of either the United States, the laws of any of the 
Territories, thè laws of any State, or the laws of any foreign country. 


Thatis the entireact. Mr. President, the act of 1890 revives the 
common law of conspiracy with reference to matters of food, and 
in fact revives it almost as completely as, if not more completely 
than, it formerly existed, or I should say, perhaps, that it enlarges 
the common law. 

There are two courses which can be pursued by the United 
States as Lian one of these conspiracies. The first is to indict 
and punish for the crime of conspiracy. The second is the softer 
and the easier way for the conspirator, and that is to sue out a 
writ of injunction. 

Mr. VEST. Will my friend permit me to ask him, asa lawyer, 
this question: Does he hold that under the act which he has just 
read the United States court could take cognizance of a conspir- 
acy, if ix please to term it so, inside of a State, which affected 
oot articles sold between the citizens of some State? 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, no, Mr. President; I have not said anything 
of the kind. But I do not know; I am pretty nearly prepared to 
ay Po and I xs it after a time. 

. VEST. ill the Senator let me make a suggestion? If he 
will read the act carefully, he will see that as to those sort of trans- 
actions it confines the jurisdiction of the United States courts to 
the Territories and the District of Columbia, over which we have 
the same power as a State legislature. As to the States, the United 
States courts have no right to make an application of the statute 
to the transactions between citizens of the same State, but it must 
be an unlawful combination in restraint of trade as to commerce 


between the States or with foreign nations. All three of the sec- 
tions have that limitation on them. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not think there is any difference between 
the Senator trom Missouri and myself. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me—and I will not inter- 
rupt him again—he will find in the existing tariff law a much more 
comprehensive provision; he will find what is known as the Mor- 
gan amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, I remember that provision. 

Mr. VEST. I think there are some five sections of it. I have 
always thought that that went much further than what is known 
as the antitrust law. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Nebraska will permit me, I 
will call his attention toa very brief statement made by the author 
of the trust law and published in this morning's New York World, 
which ougl& to be a matter of interest. I refer to the statement 
i by Secretary Sherman. According to the interview, he 
8 : 


The present national trust law (the Sherman law) is not strong enough. I 
framed it myself. and the Senate Committee on Judiciary made changes in 
it which materially weakened its effect. Ifavormaking unlawful in the most 
direct manner all combinations in restraint of trade. ey put all industries 
in the control of afew men. The people have a right to open competition in 
all industries and trades. 

Restraint of trusts can b» made effective when we get the proper kind of a 
law. The Supreme Court has upheld the present trust law, but has pointed 
out its defects. Ithink that those defects can and will be remedied. 


The rest of the article refers to the fact that there are no bosses 
in Ohio, and contains other information not pertinent to this dis- 
cussion, 

Mr. ALLEN. I accord the Secretary of State much credit as a 
statesman of renown and large experience, but I will say in all 
frankness in this public manner that I prefer to follow my own 
judgment of the law rather than to follow his. 

Mr. President, there is no real distinction between the Senator 
from Missouri and myself, whatever there may be between the 
Senator from Massachusetts and myself upon this question, and 
we never can agree upon any question that 1 have ever yet discov- 
ered. Commerce between the States does not mean commerce 
between the States as legal entities. That was merely figurative 
language. There was no such thing when the Union was formed 
as commerce between the States in a technical sense, or. if there 
was, it was very limited, and therefore tne courts have held—and 
it is true—that the expression in the commerce clause of the Con- 
stitution, of commerce between the States, means that commerce 
which is carried on between citizens of two or more States. 

Mr. HOAR. The language is ‘‘among the several States.” 

Mr. ALLEN. I find the language is to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations, and among the several States, and with the 
Indian tribes.” 

That means, Mr. President [the Vice-President in the chair], 
that when you as a citizen of New Jersey engage in traffic wi 
me as a citizen of Nebraska, you will ship an article from New 
Jersey to Nebraska, or vice versa; that is interstate commerce, 
and can be regulated by Congress. Sir, suppose two or more per- 
sons enter into a conspiracy that in shipping their articles from 
one State to another, as a result of their agreement, they will, by 
certain means, drive another person or certain other persons out 
of trade in the State of Pennsylvania. I want to know if my dis- 
tinguished friend from Missouri will claim that that is not indict- 
able under the law of 1820 and under the present Wilson law? Is 
not that interstate commerce? 

Mr. PETTUS. Without a doubt. 

Mr. ALLEN. Without a doubt, my friend from Alabama says, 
That is what I mean, and when the Senator from Massachusetts 
says that a conspiracy set on foot in Chicago, by which articles 
are to be controlled in Pennsylvania, and the controlling of those 
articles in the State of Pennsylvania, and the driving out of citi- 
zens there from trade as the result,is not indictable under the law 
of the United States, as much as he knows about those laws, I 
must be permitted to enter my dissent. It would be a direct vio- 
lation of that portion of this act which makes a conspiracy crim- 
inal. It was to protect the man in Pennsylvania and to protect 
men all over the United States from the result of these conspira- 
cies that the conspiracies themselves were made indictable. 

True it is that the courts of Pennsylvania would have concur- 
rent jurisdiction and might indict and prosecute for conspiracy; 
but that would not prohibit the courts of the United States from 
doing likewise. And there is nothing in the case of Knight, in 156 
Supreme Court Reports, in conflict with the position I have taken. 

. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not propose to go into the 
discussion of this question at this time. I think it likely that 
there will be an amendment proposed to the pending bill in- 
tended to perfect the provisions, or at any rate to continue the 
provisions on this subject of the tariff law of 1894, and an amend- 
ment which will declare that those provisions are not repealed by 
the present act. Such an amendment has been prepared by the 
honorable Senator from Alabama [Mr. Petros). TU nless some 
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new view of the matter should occur to me before it comes up 
for action, I expect to vote for that amendment. If it shall come 
up—and I suppose it will, as the Senator from Alabama has given 
notice and has had his amendment printed—that would seem to 
be the proper time to discuss it, and not now. So I do not pro- 
pose to go into the general question. 

I propose, however, to point out two or three difficulties in deal- 
ing with this problem which trouble me. They do not seem to 
trouble the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. The Senator 
from Nebraska seems to think that if anybody else is troubled by 
them, or, at any rate, if I am troubled by them. it furnishes some 
reason for some objurgatory expressions on his part. But I must 
do my duty as well as I can, without being too much disturbed with 
the disapprobation of that Senator, although I do not like to incur 
the disapprobation of so intelligent a gentleman as the Senator 
from Nebraska. 

Mr. President, the troubleis this: State commerce, that is, manu- 
facturing articles within a State and the selling of articles within 
a State where the manufacture and the contract of bargain and 
sale are both completed and executed, is within the domain ex- 
clusively of State legislation; and the conspiracy to do anything 
in the way of manufacture within a State, or in the way of bar- 
gain and sale where the contract of bargain and sale is to be com- 
pleted and executed within the State, to affect the price of any 
article favorably or unfavorably, to depress or to raise it, is also a 
matter solely within State jurisdiction, as I understandit. The 
power of Congress begins when the article is transported from 
one State to another, or when the process of bargain and sale is 
carried on between citizens of different States, or the sale is made 
in one State to be executed in another, There are the two fields. 

I understand the question has been presented to the Supreme 
Court of the United States whether, if an article be manufac- 
tured and the process completed within the limits of one State, 
or if it be sold and the transaction completed and executed and 
the delivery take place within the limits of one State, anything 
eriminal, either in the way of conspiracy or forestalling or in- 
creasing or diminishing or monopolizing, or whatever may be the 
description of the crime at which we wish to strike in regard to 
that article, can be punished by United States authority because 
the article is expected afterwards to be the subject of interstate 
commerce, either by being transported from one State to another 
or to be sold by the local buyer to another buyer in another State; 
and I understand theSupreme Court, in the case cited by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]—one of the justices only dissent- 
ing, to wit, Mr. Justice Harlan—to have held that we can not 
deal with a conspiracy to raise or lower the price of an article to 
be sold, the transaction being completed within the State, or with 
a conspiracy to affect the price of the article in its process of 
manufacture, or in any other way, merely because the article 
may be a subject of interstate or international commerce after- 
wards, and is expected to be, either by being transported from 
one State to another or sold by the seller in one State to a buyer 
in another State. 

There is the difficulty, if I correctly understand it. That isthe 
difficulty which troubles me; and I do not find that the Senator 
from Nebraska so far has helped me ont of it, though I am anxious 
to join with him in attacking the evil if I can, and getting around 
that difficulty. 

Another proposition also, I suppose, follows, though I do not 
know that it has been expressly decided; and that is, if a citizen 
of one State enter into local commerce in another—the commonest 
case in the world—where a man who does business in New York 
lives in New Jersey and comes into his place of business in the 
city of New York, I do not understand the mere fact that he is a 
citizen of a State where he does not carry on that particular busi- 
ness makes a purely local business carried on by him subject to 
national authority; and I suppose that to be true even if, dwelling 
in one State, he carry on local business in another, or if, dwell- 
ing in one State, he carries on local business in forty-four others, 
or in every other State in the Union. 

One of our great troubles in this matter is the influence, as the 
Senator from Missouri or the Senator from Nevada, or both of 
them, said, of enormous aggregations of wealth. A man who has 
come to be worth $100.000,000 can, if he chooses. affect State leg- 
islation and national legislation powerfully by influences in a hun- 
dred ways which can not be touched by the criminal law—at any 
rate, by any criminal laws we have now got; but youcan not heip 
that thing on a tariff bill, if you can by any national legislation. 

Whether you can help it at all, is one of the profoundest and most 
difficult questions with which we have to deal; and Ithink—though 
other gentlemen differ with me, and I do not want to go into a dis- 
cussion of that question now—that those great aggregations of 
wealth are not the result of manufacturing industries or protected 
industries in this country as a rule, though there may be some 
exceptions. Some have come from patents, some have come from 
dealings with great railroads. They came in the old generation 
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from the business carried on by importing merchants, They have 
come in later generations from investments in real estate in the 
neighborhood of growing cities; they have come to some extent, 
I suppose, in the past. from great mining enterprises. I do not 
think, therefore, we can deal with them iu a tariff bill. 

Now, suppose—to come back to what I was saying, and to illus- 
trate—suppose the Standard Oil Company, wishing to get a mo- 
nopoly of the business in this country—and it makes no difference 
whether the Standard Oil Company is a corporation composed of 
three or four or thirty or forty men, or is an individual like Mr, 
Armour or Mr. Swift or anybody else—suppose they say: We 
mean to manufacture and supply every citizen of this country 
with all the oil which is to be consumed; we will reduce the price 
as the people by the economies which can be practiced by a vast 

usiness." 

Itis very clear that so far that is a beneficial thing to the peo- 
ple and that you can not helpit. When they have got so that they 
can do that, then they largely monopolize the business in that 
innocent and harmless and, indeed, beneficial way. Butstill, there 
they are, a great menace to legislation; there they are, controlling 
this vast amount of wealth. liable to be perverted in the next gen- 
eration, if not in this, to bad uses; and we have got to prevent that 
by some remedies, as I said, which do not come in a tariff bill, if 
it can be prevented by legislation at all. 

Next, having got as far as that, having got along in their busi- 
ness, they say that if anywhere in the United States a small dealer 
sets up in the business of dealing in oil, they will plant two estab- 
lishments next door, or close by him, in the same village or town, 
or ten establishments, the necessary number, and simply under- 
sell him, until he loses all his customers and goes out of business. 
They do not do it by anything which is an instrumentality of their 
interstate commerce under the decision of the Supreme Court. 
They send their oil from the place where they manufacture it to 
the town where it is to be sold; they retain the property in it 
themselves. 
The mere transporting it from one State to another, of course, 
is to that extent interstate commerce—they do it by rail—but 
that has nothing to do with the illegal part of the transaction. 
So far the man or the company in the West, in Chicago, or in Cincin- 
nati, or wherever the headquarters of their business may be, have 
taken their own property to Connecticut or to Massachusetts, or 
wherever they expect to sell it, and put it into a warehouse of 
their own. When they have done that, that company have done 
nothing more on a vast scale than the man does on a small scale 
who travels from one State to another with his personal baggage 
in acarpet bagin hishand. Their offense, therefore, is the offense 
simply of dealing in the local business, all the interstate part of 
their business having been absolutely innocent, something you 
ean not touch in a way to break down their local business. Iam 
afraid that has got to be dealt with and must be dealt with solely 
by State authority. 
One suggestion has been made in regard to the great sugar 
trust, as it is called, which, if the ruling of the Supreme Court in 
the Knight case may be taken as stating the whole story, is not 
literally and technically a trust, for a reason which I shall state 
presently. You can probably to some extent, as the Senator from 
Alabama has tried to do, and as the old tariff act of 1894 tried to 
do, punish them by striking at their imports, if they undertake 
to import any articles from abroad for the purpose of getting a 
monopoly in pursuance of a conspiracy against the freedom of 
trade, of interstate or international trade; but I do not see how 
you can say, as has been proposed and as was proposed in the 
amendment of the Senator from South Dakota Mr. PETTIGREW] 
the other day, that if a man violate the law by importing for this 
illegal purpose, you can punish him not only by confiscating the 
article imported, but by 1 him from exercising the 
right of importing for the future. In other words, I do not see 
ow you can make as a punishment for a single offense a depriva- 
tion of a right to engage hereafter in commerce as other citizens 
do in their transactions, which are innocent and not unlawful. 
That certainly would be an unusual punishment, which is ex- 
pressly prohibited by the Constitution of the United States. 
I understand a trust—of course, it isa word that is popularly 
used, and used sometimes in both Houses of Congress, as repre- 
senting any great combination or aggregation of capital which 
gets an advantage or a monopoly in manufacturing or trade—butI 
understand that a trust, technically and legally, means the case of 
having one or more persons commit to others, or to a combination 
of others, their business, or the controlof their business, or the 
management of some portion of their business, such as the selling 
pornon or the fixing the price or the hiring of labor, with the un- 
erstanding that those powers are to be exercised by the corpora- 
tion or combination to whom it is committed in a manner to op- 
erate for the benefit of the persons committing to them that power, 
ordinarily by the depression or putting up of prices. So the 
Standard Oil Company, as I have just described it, or the Sugar 


rc . ð . ĩð d SNR T ARV Xn DAE Pe . RU E ee 


2066 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 28, 


Refining Company, as its business was proved to be carried on in 
that case, is not a trust, and I am afraid if we make a law which 
strikes at trusts simply we shall fall very far short of meeting and 
dealing with this evil. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwish my honorable friend from Nebraska would 
believe me when I assure him that I should be glad to find a con- 
stitutional method to uproot these great evils. I have no interest 
in them; I have no friends or kinsmen or acquaintances who have 
an interest in them. I think they are a menace to the Republic 
itself. But it certainly does not indicate a true desire to reform 
evil to go at it recklessly, without studying the difficulties, espe- 
cially when we have this complicated division of powers between 
the nation and the States. If the Senator from Nebraska will hel 
us out by finding a mode which will accomplish this end, an 
which will stand the scratiny of any judicial tribunal, and which 
would stand his own scrutiny if, instead of being a Senator, he 
wae a judge, I should be very glad to go with him to accomplish 

e result. 

Now, I will listen to the Senator from Kentucky, if he desires 


to be heard. 
Mr. LINDSAY. I was going to make this su tion, that the 
sugar-refining arrangement prior to 1890 was, as I understand, in 


the nature of a trust; that fifteen or twenty corporations, which 
otherwise would have been in competition, did arrange to combine 
all their business, and that they should have a common manage- 
ment, but in the suit in New York it was decided that it was a 
trust. 

Mr. HOAR. And that put a stop to it. 

Mr.LINDSAY. And of pas astoptoit. Then they took out 
letters of authority, organized a corporation in the State of New 
Jersey, and these same corporations put their property in at an 

valuation. 

Mr. HOAR. And abandoned their old organization? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes; they abandoned their prior arrangement 
and took stock in lieu. Then it was none the less a monopoly after 
that because it ceased to be a trust. 

Mr. HOAR. So I understand; and that made it much harder 


to deal with. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes; and now what we are attempting to do, 
so far as the sugar-refining business is concerned, is to reach a 
monopoly rather than a trust. That brings in, as I conceive, an 
additional difficulty. A th 

Mr. HOAR. Now there comes in, if the Senator will pardon 
me, the difficulty which grows out of the question, as I under- 
stand it, that has been settled by the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I want to suggest another thing. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish my sentence. 

There comes in the precise difficulty in the Knight case; that is, 
that the court has said, if I understand it, that the fact that they 
propose to sell their sugar, or that the buyer of their sugar is go- 
ing to sell it as an article of interstate commerce, does not put the 
manufacture of their sugar or its sale to a buyer in a State where 
the buyer and they both dwell under the authority of national 
regulation. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I see that difficulty in the case. Then my 
theory was—I may have been mistaken, but the theory advocated 
by the present Secretary of State was—that, being a confessed 
3 (because it is a confessed monopoly), no act of Congress 
ought to be 
sistance to t. 
shall ever be able to 


in the way of raising revenue which gives as- 
t enemy of the public good. I doubt whether we 
a statute that will reach it through 

the Federal courts. 


Mr. HOAR. Then comes up the question, which I wil put to 
the Senator, What constitutes a monopoly in the legal and tech- 
nical sense of the word? Does he mean that there must be some 
of these 8 cont ractices to make a monopoly? A monopoly 
strictly in the Jish law was a grant by the Government of exclu- 
sive powers, as the Senator knows very well. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly; but I do not mean that. 

Mr. HOAR. The evil of monopoly was an evil created by the 
soverei wer of the state itself. 

Mr. Ln DSAY. I understand that. 

Mr. HOAR. But suppose this refiners’ association does 
none of the illegal things which lower or raise the price, but merely 
crushes out its competitors by economy in doing its business, 
which its great size and wealth enables it to practice, or simply as 
local seller in various places proceeds to undersell its competitors 
in all parts of the Union until it has driven them out and then 


puts up prices—that is one of the things which it does—I donot 
at present exactly see how to hit it. The State can say that no 
corporation shall have a capital of more than a million dollars or 
& hundred thousand dollars, and stop it in that way, but I do not 
see how we can hit it. 

Then, of course, there is another way in which it acts, and that 


is. where it says it will refuse to sell its product to anybody who 
will not submit to its terms in regard to the matter of selling, but 
that,according to the Knight decision, is still matter of local coin- 
merce and not of interstate commerce. 

Now, therefore, the only way—— 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator allow me? 


Mr. HOAR. Iam answering the question of the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. LiNpsAY], and I desire to finish that. 

The only way in which we can hit it which has been suggested 
anywhere is to say. So long as you have got this vast aggregate 
of wealth and drive your competitors out of business by under- 
selling them, just as the English manufacturers did here in the 
olden times, or impose these conditions or make a discrimination 
in the persons to whom you sell, you shall not import, or you shall 
not have any duty on the articles you import during a certain 
period, or you shall not have a duty on the articles you make," as 
the Senator s ts. That is what you have got to do. 

Mr. BERRY. Why not do that? 

Mr. LINDSAY. That is where I think we can strike a fatal 
blow at this business. 

Mr. HOAR. "That may be. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator allow me now? 

Mr. HOAR. Iamtrying to answer the question of the Senator 
from Kentucky, if the Senator from Louisiana will pardon me. 

That is the trouble I have just stated. You have got to convict 
a person, because this thing would be applicable to oneindividual, 
Mr. Rockefeller or Mr. Armour or anybody else, as well as to a 
corporation. That makesno difference. You have got to convict 
a man firstof the described method of violating the law or of doing 
the act which you wish to make illegal. Can you prescribe as the 
punishment, on conviction of such an offense, a future incapacity 
to import, or a future regulation that the man shall import under 
certain conditions? I do not think you can, because that is a very 
poraus punishment, altogether out. of all the lines and prece- 

ents. 

Ihen take the other alternative; that is to say 

Mr. LINDSAY.. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. I want to answer the Senator's question. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Very well. Ishall not interrupt the Senator. 
Ithought he had finished. 

Mr. HOAR. I can not answer such a question in ten words. I 
will answer the Senator as well as I know how. 

uc LINDSAY. Ithought the Senator had finished. I beg his 
pardon. 

Mr. HOAR. The other alternative, if the Senator will pardon 
me, is to say, Very well, if your business is done in that way, the 
article in which you deal shall be free.” The difficulty with that 
is that, if you undertake to go into the general policy of legisla- 
tion on that principle, you are always putting the manufacturers 
or business men of any kind in this country who have grown up 
a business which depends for its prosperity or its life on the pro- 
tection which you have established at the mercy of any three or 
four scoundrels who choose to commit an offense for the mere 
purpose, perhaps, of overthrowing the tariff, and vou would put 
the revenues of the Government, if the proposition which was 
voted for the other day, as I understand it. had been enacted into 
law,inthe power of any three Englishmen or Dutchmen or French- 
men who could come here to this country and could, in succession, 
establish some little business, violate this law, and overthrow and 
ad the entire protective system of this country. That is the 

c A 

Now I will hear the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The difficulty stated by my friend in regard 
to the first pes seems to be well-nigh fatal to the amendment 
offered by the junior Senator from Alabama, and that is, that in 
the application of the pony you have first to take the conviction. 
Now. his objection tothe second proposition I admit to be well taken. 
A general law which provides for punishing trusts through- 
out the great domain of trade may encourage conspiracies to 
bring about punishment for the advancement of some other inter- 
est, but the point I want to make is as to the sugar trust. We 
have the president of the trust admitting that through their com- 
bination of capital they have rendered it a acus monopoly; 
that they control 80 per cent of all the refined sugars sold in the 
United States; that they do not admit of competition, and that 
they fix their rates so as to excludeall foreign competition. Now, 
Isay, we have a case here that did not need any trial and did not 
need any conviction. 

Mr. What are you going to do with the other 20 per 
cent? 

Mr. LINDSAY. The other 20 per cent is interested in this very 
sugar monopoly, in that the American Refining Company owns 
one-half of the stock of the Western American Refining Company, 
and the independent sugar refining companies in Boston own 
stock in the American Refining Company, and while they avoid 
technically having a common interest, they are in point of fact so 
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connected together that there is no competition between them and 
no competition intended to be between them. 

I say that when we have a confessed case of that sort and we 
are V enr to raise revenue, when we reach the point of taxa- 


tion that benefits this sugar monopoly, we ought to refuse to give 
it anything in the way of protection, and we ought to act upon 
Mr. Sherman's theory of opening our markets to the competition 
of the world until this unholy monopoly shall be broken down, and 
then will be time enough to consider the question of giving pro- 
tection to the domestic sugar refiners. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not wish to take up much time, for I have 
taken 5 too much already; but the answer to that seems to be 
this: We have come to the conclusion that it is desirable to have a 
revenue from refined sugar, and that it is also desirable that the 
business of refining sugar shall be prosecuted in this country to 
so large an extent as to have at least competition here with the 
foreign refiner, and that if we do not do that we shall be at the 
mercy of the foreigners, who very often are a much bigger and 
worse trust than the sugar trust, bad as it may be. 

I do not myself think there is any more hostile, dangerous trust 
in any business than a great foreign government endeavoring to 
manage and control the American market and paying out its 
bounties to its own manufacturers or its own exporters in order 
to enable them to break down the American business. They are 
doing everything they can to break down competition here in that 
way, with greater power than the men in this country whose 
processes have just 3 described. 

I think we want to hesitate a little, and see if we can not pro- 
vide some other way to regulate and control this thing. Simply 
because a fox, or a jackal, if you choose to say so, preys on our 
garden or on our coops, I think there is some better remedy than 
giving it over to a foreign wolf or foreign lion. 

Now, in regard to the amendment of the Senator from Alabama, 
Ithink I can show the Senator from Kentucky that it is not liable 
to the objection which I have been stating, but I should rather 
undertake that at the time when it comes up for consideration. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Senator may be able to do that. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, if I understand the Senator 
from Massachusetts correctly, his proposition is that the Supreme 
Court having decided in the case against the sugar trust that the 
question of monopoly is one for the States to deal with exclusively, 
any Federal legislation would be inoperative as to any such mo- 
nopely. That is the way I understand it. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not say that. I do not know why itis that 
when Senators state the difficulties which they encounter they are 
charged with having expressed an be eem I did not express any 
opinion on the subject. I said I had been studying the subject as 
well as I could, and I encountered those difficulties. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I quite agree with the Senator that the ques- 
tion of monopoly is one for State jurisdiction, and I hardly think 
an attack upon cre cm come through the instrumentality 
of a Federal statute. e question of a State monopoly is one 
thing, and the question of a contract in restraint of trade by that 
monopoly when the trade has reference to other States is quite 
another thing. 

The decision in the case referred to—I suppose it is that of the 
Government against Knight—does not go to the extent of holding 
that the product of the ge Avent manufacture could not come 
within the inhibition of the Federal statute against trusts. The 
pleadings in that case were to the effect that_the monopoly trust 
should be broken up, the certificates returned, and the institution 
abolished, and the opinion contains a very strong hint that if the 
suit had been brought to bring the trust within the penalties of 
the statute for violation of the antitrust law prohibiting combina- 
tions in restraint of trade it might have been maintained. 

Iquite concur with the Senatorfrom Nebraska that the present 
law is perfectly adapted to reach unlawful combinations or con- 
spiracies in restraint of trade. if the restraint affects interstate 
trade and comes within the domain of commerce between the 
States. The difficulties conjured up in the mind of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. in my opinion, are purely speculative. I can 
not see their practical working. In my opinion, the decision 
which was lately rendered by the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the case of the Transmissouri Traffic Association meets 
the case of every trust located in any State the productor manufac- 
ture of which is designed and does get into interstate com- 
merce. 

I do not recollect exactly that decision, but the facts were that 
there was a combination or conspiracy between the railroads or 
the freight associations whereby no amount less than that fixed 
upon for the transportation of freight should be charged, and we 
have the undoubted testimony and proof that the contracts be- 
tween the sugar trust and its patrons, the wholesale grocers, come 
directly within the scope of that decision. Those contracts are 
substantially that the trust sells to its patrons so much sugar 
free on board at such a price, and to every shipment is attacheda 


coupon which the consignee shall sign and return that he obligates 
him:elf not to sell below the price fixed in the invoice. 

That is contract directly in restraint of trade, and comes di- 
rectly within the inhibition and penalties of the statute quoted 
by the Senator from Nebraska. I think it is time to call the at- 
tention of the Attorney-General and the districtattorneys through- 
ont the United States to these flagrant and constant and repeated 
violations of the law on the part of the sugar trust. There may 
be aggregations of capital to such an extent asto control the prices 
of necessary commodities, and they may be legitimate and law- 
ful in certain cases: but whenever an aggregation of capital, or 
even individual capital, undertakes to couple with its contracts 
anything in restraint of trade, then it violates the law. Then it 
remains no longer legitimate, whether it is an aggregation of cap- 
ital or whether it is not. 

Mr. LINDSAY. It must be interstate. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ofcourse. Before the Federal statute could 
reach a case of that sort the trade must be interstate. You can 
not affect its contracts in a State, confined to the State, not in- 
tended to go outside of the State. 3 

Mr. ALLEN There is no controversy as to that point. The 
whole question has been confined to interstate cominerce. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Interstate commerce. 

Mr. ALLEN. Except in so far as the Senator from Massachu- 
setts interjected into the discussion State commerce, 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Transmissouri decision went so far as to 
hold that whether it was a reasonable regulation of trade or not, 
just so that it was a binding contract not to transport freight at 
a lower price, it was a violation of the Federal statute. 

The Senator from Massachusetts has stated what to me appears 
to be another speculative matter, entirely outside of any practical 
operation or effect, when he said that two or three persons may 
get together—and this is in reference to the operation of the 
amendment offered by the Senator from South Dakota—and 
make a trumped-up combination or contractin restraint of trade, 
then that contract would have the effect of breaking down all 
legitimate enterprises in the same line of business. There is 
nothing in that, because the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from South Dakota only contemplated contracts the effect of 
which and the intendment of which was to restrain trade. No 
other contracts can be considered. So these i inary contracts 
areof no po pe Such fraudulent devices would not effect any 
pu at all. 

The other point was made that because trust contracts were 
made by citizens in a State, localized in a State, entirely to affect 
their business in a State. therefore the Federal statute could not 
reach them. That is a non sequitur. In the first place, the im- 
port duty placed upon an article imported into the United States 
is not put there by way of reward, and the taking off of the im- 
port duty would not be done in the way of punishment. 

That ar; ent would seem to imply that whenever an import 
duty is laid upon a foreign article competing with one made in 
the United States, the taking off of the import duty would bea 
punishment on somebody somewhere. That idea is born of the 
protective theory. It seems to contemplate protection as a re- 
ward for great benefactions to the hnman race—the charging of 
three or four or five or six times as much as they ought to pay. 
Whenever Congress impose a duty they can take it off, and they 
ought to do so whenever the duty upholds trusts, local or other- 
wise. 

Mr. President, in a pamphlet which I have there is a very inter- 
esting history of the operations of the sugar trust. As the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Lixpsay] said some time ago, sugar is 
always up, and sugar is very much connected with this present 
discussion. "The discussion relates to trusts, and the sugar trust 
is the most powerful trust in the world; it is the most tyrannical 
trust in the world; it is the most a: t trust in the world; it is 
the most miquitous trust in the world, and the least deserving of 
any favor from the Congress of the United States. 

This pamphlet recites the manner in which the American sugar 
trust took in the innocent wholesale grocers. The sugar trust 
made it appear, about the time the sugar interests were consol- 
idated, that it was necessary, in order that it and the wholesale 
grocers, distributers of its product, should both enjoy large bene- 
fits and advantages from the trade, for those grocers to help it 


procure certain tariff legislation. The grocers helped. 
Congress was besie in 1890 and 1894 by tel coming 
thick to almost every member of the House and Senate from 


wholesale grocers to place a tariff upon refined sugar. They did 
not care very much about raw sugar. The trust was interested 
in refined. The help was given in pursuance of the idea that the 
sugar trust would take the wholesale grocers in its circle and 
would distribute its sugar through the National Wholesale Gro- 
cers’ Association. 


The sugar trust got its legislation; it got protection against for- 
eign competition; and the very moment it did so it threw aside 
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the wholesale grocers, preferring to deal with individuals, prefer- 
ring to deal with those who could not break down its monopoly, 
rather than with a powerful organization which might break 
down its monopoly if there were any cause to justify it. 

I will read one of the delectable contracts which the sugar trust 
makes with its agents. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me suggest tothe Senator that we should all 
like to have the benetit of the entire document he has. I suggest 
to the Senator to attach it to his remarks. 

Mr.CAFFERY. Iam going to do so. Isimply now wish to 
read this so as to draw attention to it. Here is what they send 
with their invoices: 

We inclose herewith invoice of sugar of even date on which a commission 


of one-eighth of a cent P pound has been deducted in addition to our usual 
terms of 1 per cent cash in-geven days and 1 per cent trade discount on 100- 


barrel lots, the understanding being that with your remittance the certificate - 


below is to be returned, duly signed by you as a voucher. 
THE AMERIC. SUGAR REFINING COMPANY. 


Here is the certificate which the poor lamb has to sign: 


We hereby certify that we have not sold, nor will sell, nor has any em- 
poras, salesman, or agent of ours sold, either directly or indirec uy. any of 

e sugars for which we are now remitting, for less than your daily quota- 
tions, with freight added from refining point to point of sale (as per ey 
rate book), in any of the territory fied on the back of this certificate, 
nor on more liberal terms as to credit or cash discounts. 


Here is the indorsement of the territory in which the party agrees 


not to sell the be oe below the quoted invoice price. Of course 
they run all over the United States, but this takes in a small block 
of the United States: 

Main Rhode Islan Maryland, Ohio, 

New Hampshire; New York, As Virginia, ‘Tennessee, 
Vermont, New Jersey, West Virginia, District of Colum- 
Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, North Carolina, bia. 

Connecticut, Delaware, South Carolina, 


Now, then, when they ship a consignment to some other con- 
signee in a territory not covered by this certificate, they put it in. 
The States of Nebraska, Arkansas, Louisiana, Alabama, Missis- 
sippi, Kentucky, perhaps arein another. Now, in between the lines 
of this contract this is written: “If you sell any part of your 
sugar below this price, then you are out; but if you do not buy it 
from us exclusively, you can not ever get another shipment of 
our sugar." 

That is between the lines. "That is the practical operation of it. 
That is what has been done as to the Louisiana sugar planters who 
wanted to sell sugar in Omaha. That is what is being done every 
day. They control the whole market of the United States by rea- 
son of the tariff upon the refined product, and thérefore it is that 
no sales can be effected anywhere except by and through the trust. 

Ioffer the whole of this pamphlet to be inserted in the RECORD, 
commencing with the words ** Sugar distribution combine," down 
to the end of it. It was prepared by the Hon. John De Witt 
Warner, former member of the House, a man of ability and in- 
tegrity. and I believe his statements, He copies the contracts of 
the trust, and he gives a succinct and picturesque history of the 
whole business, of the formation of the distribution combine, 
hele i took effect shortly after the formation of the sugar trust 

tself. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection, the docu- 
ment will be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. ALLISON. I trust the Senator will be content with hav- 
ing that printed as a document. It seems to be a long one. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I should like to have it printed in connection 
with my remarks. It is not very long. 

(See appendix.) : 

Mr. CAFFERY. I want to call the attention of the Senate to 
another point in the sugar business which gives the sugar trust 
unlimited sway over the sugar market of the United States. The 
Senator from Arkansas introduced some samples the other day of 
certain soft sugars which polarize below 85 degrees of saccharine 
strength. These sugars under the operation of the schedule on 
sugar would come in at the highest tax on refined sugars. Now, 
these sugars are absolutely necessary (and I call the attention of 
the Senator from Iowa to this matter) to a very important indus- 
try in the United States, that is, the bakery business and the bis- 
cuit business. 

I received some letters from some parties (I have them not here 
with me now, for I did not intend to address the Senate this morn- 
ing) on this question, stating that this low- e refined sugar is 
necessary in the business referred to. and it is necessary to the 
ordinary consumer of the United States. The same tax is im- 
pore upon this sugar testing 83 and 85 as is imposed upon sugar 

ting 100 degrees. In other words, there is more tariff apos 
the raw centrifugal sugar of 96 degrees saccharine strength than 
there is upon this class of inferior refined sugar. 

That class of sugar is largely consumed by the poor, and in 
some respects it is a better sugar, for there is no moreimpurity in 


it than the higher grade sugars. It has the capacity of much 
more rapid solution. It dissolves quicker in any iiquid in which 
you putit. The ordinary man in putting a spoonful of this hard 
granulated sugar into a cup of coffee does not wait long for it to 
perfectly dissolve. 

Everybody is aware of that fact from the amount of sediment 
or undissolved sugar that is found at the bottom of the cup; but 
this cheap sugar. being already liquefied to some extent, dissolves 
immediately and effects its purpose much more quickly. There- 
fore this cheap sugar or this low-grade sugar that comes in be- 
tween 83 and 85 degrees is very much more purchased by the poor; 
and the sugar trust to-day, I am told, is making that sort of sugar 
in Brooklyn, where is located one of its largest refineries. 

That sugar comes in and is tariffed as much as the hard granu- 
lated and cut loaf sugar. It comes in under a tariff higher than 
you propose 8 5 raw sugar, and it gives the sugar trust too 
much swing. hat prevents the sugar trust from making that 
kind of sugar, when by the operation of the tariff law you exclude 
all foreign competition? What prevents the sugar trust from de- 
riving a benefit of the tariff upon the higher grades and making 
the lower for ordinary consumption in the United States? Noth- 
iug in the world. 

What prevents the su trust from exporting that sugar? I 
tried to show the other day to the Senator from Iowa, but I could 
not convince him, that the Treasury statement itself was errone- 
ous in its predicate of the number of pounds of raw sugar it took 
to make a number of refined. What is to prevent the sugar trust, 
under these conditions, from making an enormous amount of 
money in the export of these sugars? 

Mr. President, as long as the question of trusts is up, I do not 
see how argument or reason can be better employed than to the 
annihilation of the sugar trust. As to the aggregations of capital 
of a legitimate character, they have no connection with this ille- 
gitimate organization. As was well put by the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay], there is no speculation as to the char- 
acter of the sugar trust. Its character is an established fact by 
testimony coming out of itsownainouth. Its character is an estab- 
lished fact in the decision in the ease of the Government against 
Knight, where the Supreme Court stated that about £0 per cent 
of the whole business of refining in the United States was merged 
into this vast trust corporation. 


APPENDIX. 
SUGAR-DISTRIBUTION COMBINE. 
[John De Witt Warner.] 
THE GENERAL SITUATION. 


On January 23, 1894, the House of Representatives decided to refuse all pro- 
tection to the sugar trust, maray it without either favor or obstruction of law 
to earn its own living. On February 1 the tariff bill, with this and other 
amendments, was to be reported back to the House for final action. On Jan- 


uary 20 there began a sprinkle, which by the next day had grown into a 
shower and on Februa become a deluge, of tele rom all parts 
ongressmen to kill the amendment by which the 


of the country. urging 
sugar trust was denied subsidy. 
he 88 which had been heretofore arriving largely at the resi- 
dences and hotels of members, now came showering about the floor until the 
matter became one of amusing comment—some favored members having a 
perfect sheaf of the yellow favors; and the curionsinterest with which at first 
members had compared similar suggestions from widely differing quarters 
of the country having turned into a simple nod and “1 have Ft another; ” 
which was heard on every side, as the pages continued to deliver the mes- 
sages. These were busy days, and telegrams on a variety of subjects were 
not so rare as to be curiosities; but the most easy-going member wus roused 
nr the extent to which the whole country seemed suddenly clamoring for 
gher priced sugar, and as it developed that these messages came almost ex- 
clusively from wholesale grocers. somewhat of curious interest was aroused. 

Older members, however, simply smiled and shook their heads as they re- 
called s „though not so extreme, experiences when the McKinley bill 
was passing: and, except that in that case the Southwest seemed to be most 
stirred while on this latter occasion Illinois seemed the storm center, they 
remarked nothing noteworthy except that the sugar combine seemed to be 
working better than ever. 

The interest which then and since has been shown in the distribution com- 
bine, DINE au overwhelming majority of the grocers of the United States 
areacting as special open of the trust, under special written contract. upon 
an agreement for definite commissions. and the importance of the subject, 
involving, as the one item of sugar does, probably about one-third of the 
total groceries trade of the Uni States, has seemed to me to justify what 
by some may be regarded as an 8 but what to others will be merely a 
commonplace summary of facts. ey have been long known, to anyone 
who cared to inquire, as constituting a system so flagrant as Jon; 
have been pilloried and crushed, except for the all-pervading influence of 
the sugar trust and the extent to which the moral sense of the American 
people has been deadened by the daily mess of horrors that protection has 
served up. 

In 5 of 1887 a reorganization was commenced of the whole busi- 
ness of sugar refining and sugar distribution for the United States. For sev- 
eral years the conservative business methods of former times had been de- 
moralized by the extent to which Ee pr ee ies! transportation and the utiliza- 
tion of enormouscapitals had turned what had been simple individual rivalr 
between conservative men, willing to doa safe business upon a small capita 
into a veritable battle of the giants," the leading wholesale grocers an 
refiners, each of whom. both against his rivals in hisown business, and in 


since to 


combination with them against those engaged in the other, aimed to extend 
his field of operations and profit. Each, in his way, was striving to outdo 
others in cheaply serving the public and compelling others to do so. 
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The margin of expense and profit, both in the refining and in the distribu- 
tion of sugar, was less than ever before or since, the difference between the 
cost at which the refiner purchased his centrifugals, raw sugars, and tho price 
at which the retail dealer received from the jobber his standard refined granu- 
lated being frequently not more than three-fourthsofacentperpound. From 
such conditions has grown the combine, by which, as direct employes3 of the 
trust in the majority of cases, the wholesale grocers of the Unite States— 
that trade upon which more than upon any other our people are dependent 
for their f. supply—have combined with the sugar trust to control the 
most important item of their supply, to limit production, raise prices, double, 
treble, and quadruple profits, and boycott and drive from the business any 
dealer who dares rosca fy to serve the public more cheaply. 

At this date (August 1, 1894), in spite of the extraordinary cheapening of 
transport during the last few years, and the t cheapening in the cost of 
raw sugars, which would make the old m an exorbitant one now, the 
difference east of the Rocky Mountains between the price paid by the refiner 
for 96-degree centrifugals and that paid by the retailer to the jobber for 
standard granulated is 1s cents per pound in addition 3 charges, 
and a much higher figure westward to the Pacific coast, while this margin 
is no longer offset, as at the earlier period was PUDE the case, by special 
discounts offered by competing jobbers, the larger profit now being as rig- 
idly, as invariably, and as successfully exacted as the similar profit at the 
earlier date was nently reduced. 

Leaving these last out of the question, however, as the result of excessive 
rivalry, the net gain through the combíne in the extent to which its normal 

rofits have been increased equivalent to at least seven-sixteenth cent, mak- 
u the present basis of consumption, at least $17,500,000 in addition to 
Wins n those former years was a normal business profit and what to-day. 
with the narrowing margins of all business, would be a most liberal margin. 
Of this somewhat less than one-third is extra bonus received by the grocers 
as the result of the combine, and the remainder is the lion's share " exacted 
by the trust as its prerogative. This in addi ion to the greatly incraased 
pronte which, by its enterprise in other directions and cheapened processes, 
t would be in any case able to realize from the old margin. 

And, once for all, itis noted here, in answer to those who aguro out the 
low per cent margin upon which the sugar business is done, that this trade is 
conducted in such a systematic way and so largely as a cash business that 
thirty days would be an extrao length of time toestimate as the aver- 
age period during which the funds involved in any one transaction are held 
idle, while the discounts for cash and for large orders, not noted above but 
universally allowed jobbers, are such as, if they chose to do a short credit 
business with the retailer, amply to pay average expensesand insure against 
average losses as well as reim e current interest. 

To charge against sugar sales any considerable proportion of general ex- 
penses is unfair, for the reason that such generalexpenses are incurred on 
Jehalf of matters other than sugar, and that under the "equality plan now 
3o generally in vogue the most of the general expense which ht other- 
wise have been en into account is done away with: and with a compara- 
tive small storehouse, a clerk, and a bookkeeper, a large wholesale b:sinoss 
in sugar can be done. The bulk of general expenses is directly or indirectl 
necessitated by Cen, gd to realize large margins on other goods, to whic! 
they should be charge 

plea, therefore, now so f. ently made, that the arrangement with 
the trust insures the grocers only 4 or 5 per cent net profit on sugars (which 
is not far from correct if these trade and discounts are omitted from 
the calculation) is realy equal to an admission of net profits of from 40 to 60 
per cent per annum on the capital used in handling them. 


ORIGIN OF THE DISTRIBUTION COMBINE. 


* Inthis line, as in most others, there had been little organization prior to 
1885. In New England an association of wholesale grocers, originally organ- 
ized at Boston, had existed since 1875, which. though it had not attempted 
materially to raise prices, had practically put an end to the wild-cat” 
rivalry involved in selling any at a loss in order to attract custom for 
others, and had secured such ust vent of freight rates in that territory 
for the benefit of the whole trade as to relieve its members from the alterna- 


tive of attempting special arrangements or being outrivaled by some une who 


did so. With its headquarters in Boston, its executive committee took ad- 
vantage of the normal oopan nnn then existing between the Revere Refiner 
and the Boston Refinery to secure profitable working arrangements wit 


each, not merely insuring greater certainty and promptness in settlement of 
accounts and greater simplicity in doing business, thus enab! all parties 
tosecure more profit on less margin and TU ES of sun ry expenses 
and unpleasant contingencies, to which the irregular methods had former! 
exposed him, but including a contract with the Boston refiners by whic 
they agreed not to sell in lots of less than 20 barrels, except at one-eighth 
cen por pound higher than the wholesale price. 

At New York the great grocery houses, while not carrying their rivalry to 
the prian per by their more enterprising or more foolhardy brethren 
of the West, were selling sugars at as low a margin as was consistent with 
ratety. while the several refiners were 2 to supply them upon simi- 
lar terms. The situation was similar at Philadelphia, Baltimore, New Or- 
leans, and San Francisco, while in the West and Southwest sugar prices 
were too frequently used as an adve „card, and profits sacrificed in 
co! uence. About 1885, however, new conditions arose. At New York the 
new Havemeyers & Elder Refinery, and at Philadelphia the Franklin Re- 
finery, built upon a scale not before attempted, steadily enlarging their 
capacity, utilizing new processes, mechanical and otherwise, were market- 
hg nen k quantities of their sugars at prices which were driving others 

rum the field. 

Older firms stood aghast as the Havemeyers 8 increased the size 
of their plant and et their lead, not only of America, but of the world, 
by marketing abroad increasing quantities of their best product, selling ata 

rotit for export during the last year before the formation of the trust at 
east 100.000 tons of standard granulated sugars. At Philadelphia Claus 
Spreckels had selected the site and was planning the buildings for an enor- 
mous refining plant, built expressly to compete with the Havemeyers, the 
only existing refinery he seemed to consider of any consequence whatever as 
a possible rival. It was evident that the American people were in actual 
1 of having cheap sugar, that the owners of antiquated refining plants 
might in a few years be compelled to charge them to profit and loss, and that 
tiom somet! was done even the Havemeyers would soon be obliged to 
content themselves with such returns from capital as in fair competition 
with an voce ede er d refiner they and he rs n fix. And though the 
success of the New England association and the conditions at New York and 
the other great grocery centers were likely to insure to the grocery trade a 
9 rofit in sugar. there was no immediaté prospect of any bonanza in 

ndling i 

With McKinleyism in the air and shortly in controlof Government, this 
ae = things called for a remedy, and the genius of the sugar trust sup- 
v it, 

So far as concerns the mutual relations of the refiners themselves, the story 
is s well-known one, After consultation between the Havemeyers, who were 


even then making large profits and 3 extending their trade, and the 
other rafiners, who saw their old plants becoming worthless, there was little 
trouble in coming to an agreement to pool their issues, and the ori; 

sugar trust was formed, practically controlling the supply for New England, 
New York and vicinity, and, from New Orleans, the lower Mississippi Val- 
ley, competing on even terms with the Philadelphia refiners for the middle 
West and Northwest, while Spreckels was left undisturbed from the Missouri 
River to the Pacific coast, the trust controlling about 70 per cent of the total 
Hed States markets. There was but little trouble as to the basis of com- 

ine. 

‘Phe owners of the old refineries which had become no longer profitable 
were cratified by the receipt of preferred! certificates in the new associa- 
tion e'rualto the total cost of their plants. The new refiners received in pre- 
ferred certificates an amonnt as many times the investment in their plants as, 
on account of the fact that they were worth something, it was calculated they 
were more valuable than the antiquated ones. And then as a douceur to 
everybody and sort of speculative flyer an additional number of certificates, 
representing 1 but water, were issued to each associate equal to those 
that ho already had, and the most congenial combine in the world was thus 
pleasantly born, and the only drawback being the great number of worthless 
plants that must promptly be closed and leit to rot and rust, and the more 
than Senatorial courtesy that made it inevitable to give fat contracts for the 
furnishing of 3 cooperage, eta, to the former owners and present 
associates, who had invariably taken the precaution to put into the common 
stock only the bare refining plant, retaining tho necessary adjuncts a3 their 
individual property. These arrangements pleasantly occupied the latter 
months of 1887, and by January, 1333, sugar brokers and purchasing grocers 
found themselves entirely relieved of the trouble of ascertainmg where the 
could buy sugar most cheaply. prices being higher on every hand, and 
refinery charging the same and showing an utter .ndifference to orders. 

It may have been the increasing closeness in competition and ma: 
which are the natural source of rising prices, or it may have been the slow 
development in organization in the grocery trade that made the grocers of 
the United States vet at this time so easy a field to exploit, and it needs no 
explanation to understand how desirable it was for the sugar trust to o = 
ize such an alliance as, controlling the greatest amount of territory ie, 
should extend the markets for its sugars, exclude rival sugars from its terri- 
tory, and, by further refinement of system, cheapen the cost of its business 
and relieve it entirely of the greater part of its expense for agents. Mr. 
Howard W. Spurr, of Boston, and Messrs. G. Waldo Smith and H. Holly, 
of New York, concurred in the suggestion that this sugar matter ought so to 
be arranged that everyone concerned could secure sure and liberal profits 
Mura mere a worry and cost, and their 5 was most en- 
thusiastically welcomed by such gentlemen as Mr. Dymond, of Cincinnati, 
and Mr. Inbusch, of Milwaukee, the latter of whom, with a genius for organ- 
ization. kał already planned such an association between the grocers of the 
Mississippi Valley as should relieve the trade of the cutthroat competition 
that was then so prevalent in that section. 


THE WHOLESALE GROCERS' NATIONAL ASSOCIATION. 


As n result, a national association of wholesale grocers was gotten together 
in New York in June, 1888. It had not been thought desirable to call the 
whole matter a sugar deal, and many of those who attended actually in 
mind the numerous other objects which had been kept prominent in corre- 
spondence. When Mr. Holly, however, who was elected chairman, took the 
chair, he, as the press reports it, “at once took — sugar question and said 
that competition was such that grocers were selling sugars at a ruinous loss 
and were compelled to raise the price on other articles to meet it," and that 
the trouble was "close competition and also adulteration." Thereupon a 
committee, consisting of Mr. W. J. Johnson, of Richmond: Mr. H. W. Spurr, 
of Boston: Mr. G. Waldo Smith, of New York; Mr. F. W. Inbusch, of Miiwau- 
kee, and Mr. Richard Dymond, of Cincinnati, was appointed to consult with 
the sugar refiners, which meant Mr. Havemeyer, with whom it had long 
before b*en arran to be ready to meet the committee when oppe nna: 

In the pleasurable excitement that followed this step the rest of tho busi- 
ness of the convention was 5 except that some of the leaders were 
positive ia their statements that there was no idea of forming a rs’ 
sugar trust, but that the plan was Ly association to prevent trade abuses and 
secure the selling of pure and wholesome goods." As the press reports of 
that date indicate, “the retail grocers watched the convention with interest, 
as they would like to make a little profit on sugar, too.” It adjourned so 
promptly, however, that the retail grocers did not see much, and are still in 

e dark. 

At the V esi meeting on June 26, the committee appointed to confer 
with the refiners reported "that the refiners in this city were very willing 
to enter into any reasonable agreement that might be proposed by the 
Wholesale Grocers’ Association, but that it would b» impossible for them to 
enter upon any agreement as to prices of sugars uuless all refiners in various 
parts of the country should join in the movement. Aftera brief discussion 
as to the amount of profit the wholesalers should realize on sugar,” a discus- 
sion which. as given out to the reporters, developed an apprehension that 
any mistake“ would enable 5 refiners to flood the market“ — though 
why the wholesale grocers should not have been glad to have the English re- 
flners in the market is unaccountable—the convention adjourned. 

What had really happened was this: The committee had seen Mr. Have- 
meyer, was assured by him that the great aim of the su. trust was to see 
to it that everyone concerned got fair profits. and eepoctally that sugars were 
kept wholesome and pure. To effect these aims, however, he pointed ont, as 
the result of long consideration, that it would be neces: to keep out the 
adulterated British and other depraved sugars, and, indeed, to limit the pro- 
duction in this country—as othe: the temptation of ing refiners to 
broaden their markets would be a perpetual menace to the liberal and friendly 
arrangements he had in mind. The committee were at first surprised. They 
had been talking about pure and wholesome groceries, but, until Mr. Have- 
meyer brought them down toa practical basis, they had not worried about 
the 5 of adulterated sugars; and then, too, while they did want a 
friendly arrangement that should assure them of profits and rid them of 
trouble, it had not occurred to them that they needed to have sugar produc- 
tion limited; and, so far as they had thought about it, they had taken it for 
granted that the more sugar there was produced, the easier it would be to 
make large sales at comparatively low prices coincide with liberal profits. 

Indeed, as they explained, it was not so much the size of the margin that 
they were anxious about, as that some margin, however slight, should be as- 
sured. Mr. Havemeyer, however, showed them how m: en they were, 
and had little trouble in convincing them that in addition to trade and inter- 
est discounts the wholesale rought to have a good liberal margin, say 
a quarter of a cent per pound, which it would be easy to arrange if only the 
Philadelphia aeu c were reasonable. The committee were more t 

leased with Mr. Havemeyer, and explaining to him that they could control 
hree-fourths of the sugar trade of this country, and that, whatever the 
1 men might do, the National intion was the fast friend of 
the trust, reported to their convention and started for Philadelphia. Mean- 
while Mr. Havemeyer feltthatthe trust's position had been strengthened 
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and th 
be ref: 


htfully put out a notice mc and after July 1 commissions would 


to sugar who dled sopars of refiners outside of the 
or who dealt with other brokers who handle such su; : 

At Philadel the committee found the refiners most cynical and busi- 
nesslike. At the suggestion that they limit their production, the refiners 
smiled, and seemed even more pl when assured that Mr. Havemeyer 
thought it would be a good plan. Concerning adulterated foreign sugars, 
they were not worried at all, and as to commissions to wholesale TS, 
while not objec: to Mr. Havemeyer's liberal ideas, seemed to think there 
m anger o/ g ar, an e more sugar there was pro- 

ight be d. qot» too f: d that th th 
duced the better, so as it could be sold. They politely assured the com- 
mittee, however, that if all the rest of the refiners in the United States 
assented to their proposition, they would too, provided no law would be 
violated by the arrangement. The committee then went to Boston, but 
apparently made no history there, though it may doubtless be assumed that 
ert eae gave them a dinner at the Parker use, as the contrary is not 

te 


The wholesale grocers had not secured their rebate arrangements, but they 
had formed a very pleasant acquaintance with Mr. Havemeyer and Mr. 
Searles, and were greatly encouraged. The sugar trust, on the other hand, 
had secured a practical boycott over a majority of the United States of Phila- 
delphia sy. while they regretted very much tbat thethreatened and soon 
pending suits in New York made it imprudent for them to enter into arrange- 
pente with the wholesale grocers by which they (the sugar trust) could 


Sym pathizing 7 the trust m Fe A which, however, Mee irai 
more Gen e groce: r. Inbusch, the now secretary and prac 
factotum the National Grocers’ Association, started out to visit the whole- 
sale grocers in the different sections of the United States, to persuade them 
to join his associa 


to on plan 

of the different States, and under which the trust could bind itself by a defi- 
nite agreement which would insure liberal profits to the wholesale grocers, 
and which Mr. Havemeyer and Mr. Searles seemed anxious to consummate. 

Col. Jay 2 a distin hed lawyer of St. Louis, who had since earned 
fame in connection with the ee e was called in, and under 
counsel were drawn first contracts providing for equality“ plan as to prices, 
a commission or rebate payable on the 10th of each month by the trusts to 
each obedient grocer of one-fourth cent a pound on all the sugar he had paid 
for during the month p ng, and an allowance to the secretary of the 
National Grocers’ Association for expenses, ete., in attending to certain of 
working details, and second, for mutual papers to be exchanged between the 
refiners and their customers, which have me historic as the origi: 
from which were developed the forms now used, and are therefore quo 


here: 
“Mr, 


„We inclose herewith invoice of sugars of even date. 
* Upon your execution and return of the affidavit herewith, but not other- 


wise, you may deduct from the invoice one-fourth of a cent per pound less 
one-fiftieth of 1 cent per pound in addition to the rebates already made. 
Name.) 
"[Affidavit.] 
“STATE OF , County of , 88! 
Ys (insert the name of the person making this affidavit), upon 


being duly sworn, says that the sugars for which a remittance is made here- 
with, nor any sugars referred toin any previous affidavit, have not been sold, 
directly or indirectly, by ( rt the name of the seller of the 
for less than the daily price furnished by Frederick W. Inbusch, and 

"d on longer time than thirt ys, nor with a greater discount than one-half 
eaque cent for cash in ten days." 
ith these pus in his ket, Mr. Inbusch started eastward. Phila- 
delphia was on way, and though he had not much hope from such cynical 
le, who indeed referred him to their attorneys, he was pleased with their 
Bosinensiike promptness in acqui on being advised that they would 
not thereby get into legal complications. Mr. Inbusch and Judge Torrey 
hastened to New York to report their success to Mr. Havemeyer and to close 
arrangements. Mr. Havemeyer was only less pleased than they at the plan 
Up Cere and most anxious to enter upon it, but thought it rash todo so just 
at the time that the McKinley bill was pending, and afterwards concluded 
that though the pr contract was l , yet that it would be better to 
wait until deter tion of . which had been commenced in New 
York State courts. It was suggested to Mr. Inbusch, however, that the 
wholesale grocers could help their friends, the refiners, make sure of such a 
margin upon refined sugar as should leave ample room for liberal commission 
to the rs, and that the time might well be spent in properly influencing 


legislation. 
THE SUGAR TRUST'S CATSPAW. 


An opportunity soon arose. This was in 1889 and on the eve of the assem- 
bling of the McKinley Congress, and about August 1, 1889, there was intro- 
duced by Mr. Seabury, of St. Paul, into a meeting of the board of directors 
of the National Grocers’ Association the following resolution: 

“ Whereas the wholesale and retail grocers of the United States distribute 

r at a loss when the interest on capital employed and losses from bad 
debts are considered; and 

~“ Whereas these losses are greatly enhanced by the high price of sugar, and 
this is due largely to the heavy import duty now imposed, which amounts on 
the average to about 2} cents per pound; and 

“ Whereas the revenue derived from this source is not needed, and the duty 
2 sugar — a heavy burden alike upon consumers and distributers 

sugar; an 

“Whereas a free breakfast table has been a desideratum recognized by all 
partes. per and coffee have long since been placed upon the list of arti- 

es free of duty: 

“Resolved, That the officers of this association be, and are hereby, instructed 
to prepare a petition to Congress that sugar be added also to the list of arti- 
gs free of duty, aud that said petition be circulated throughout the United 

tates by the salesmen and customers of the members of this association." 

This resolution was referred to the executive committee of the board 
which met on the 2d or 3d of rg: pote The vote was close, and it was tabled 

of 1. Some of those present were surprised to learn after- 

sugar trust was an — fully informed from the inside of all 

that was pending or done at either the board or committee meetings of the 

wholesale grocers; and no one was more 9 by this than was Mr. In- 

busch, the secre „Who naturally thought that his own friendly fee for 
the trust made entirely uncalled for any attempt on its part to have 


watched. 
So far, however, there was no rift in the lute. In Jan the refiners 
camped in Washington, and in public and private did what they could to 
poe oy Congress with their es. But as March waned and April dawned 
the bill was perfected for report, they were not satisfied wit. 
tion; and through the National Grocers’ Association tney sent out a 


donian cry. There was promptly sent to each member of the association 
this preamble and resolution in ready to be filled out and Monet: 

** Whereas the ies tariff on sugar affords protection to American sugar 
Wer sy of more 1 75 1 cent per pound between the rate of duty on raw and 
refin es; ani 

* Whereas the tariff bill as UON by the present Committee on Ways 
and Means destroys nearly the whole of protection, changing the duty 
ad valorem basis at the rate of 35 


ence of later years has 


WHOLESALE Grocers’ NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, 
MERCANTILE EXCHANGE, 
New York, April 7, 1890. 


tributing sugar as jong as they have oar 
question; say tha 

with only 5 per cent difference between h 

live under ib owing to the higher cost of labor and other pee 
be 


a living margin for L to distrib: $ 
be ted States in breaking down the 
refining interests, though 1. 

and. 5 5 ld it them to li d ter of t 
and refined would perm em ve an ve rsaquarter of a cen 
they are willing to La x 


pu them for the sins of the trust; bu 
lamed for all the great advance in raw sugars last year, when in reality 
they were not in fault more than one-third or one-quarter of it. Andif the 


resent pr tion is to through, Spreckels, Frazier & Co. 
ash, Spaulding & Co., and the other small refiners onbide of the trust wili 
be punished as y as the trust people. 
ow, can not you get the Iowa jobbers, who, I believe, have an associa- 
tion, at once to communicate with Governor MARE le by a delegate, 
or pass resolutions deprecating an which would by down our 
sugar refining interests, and also get the 8t. Louis and Chicago people to do 


Are cas we Boston; Mew PUR bed Philadelphii de again 
e can ge ew York, an e rotest ist the 
present pro) tion, and ask that the margin PAVO Nw and refined be 
raised from 5 to 15 per cent, which would make grades above No. 16 standard 
(Dutch) pay 50 per cent ad valorem, and No. 16 and below, 35. as at present 
proposed. is a reasonable change and we can defend it with reason. 

See what you can do and communicate with usat once. Perhaps you can 
get your waukee wholesale grocers to act firstand pass a resolution some- 
what like the one I inclose. 

F. B. THURBER. 


. J. E. NICHO 
F. W. INBUSCH, Esq., Milwaukee, Wis. p 


A eee » it passed the House even the McKinley bill was unsatisfactory to 
e trust. 

The reserves were called out, Each member of the Wholesale Grocers’ 
Association was uested to 5 with his 5 at Wash - 
ington, urging tha: sugars. ose who 
to be moak influential were asked to go to Washington, where 


ey, ani 
rhaps 50 other Bo re- 


and three-fifths cents per pound." The net result is thus told by a reminis- 
cent r under date of August 16, 1894: 
The trust, after we had carried our point for one-half cent, refused point- 


blank to give the trade a share of this, and up to date has pocketed every 
cent of it themselves.” 
This gentleman, however, is 8 misled by his emotions, for the trust 
carefully avoided refusing “ point-blank,” or doing anything else point-blank. 
Up to date the whol grocers had nothing except a mutual ac- 
tance with each other and the pleasure of association with Mr. Have- 


netted 


| ae erand Mr. Searles. The trust, however, was doing fairly well. It was 


selling the wholesale grocers its sugars about as exclusively as though it had 
hada bard and fast ent, the rs had given it most valuable assist- 
ance in securing it the 60 cents per 1,000 ponnds protection accorded it by the 
KeKinley bill, and there now seemed to be no reason why the agreement 
which it professed to be in such a hurry to consummate, and which every- 
body's lawyers had said was legal, should not be entered into at once. 

r. Inbusch went to New York and, congratulating Mr. Havemeyer u 
the passage of the McKinley bill and upon the happy ending of the New York 
litigation and reorganization of the trust already arran for, ted that 
the grocers were now ready to close arrangements. . Bearles and Mr. 
Havemeyer, however, felt that it would be well to wait and see wha 


Frazier & Co., et al. 
Havemeyer as to closing arra: 
so happily cleared of the last o 
the agreement, 

the grocery trade 


1897. 
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that Mr. 


Searles 
Mr. Scudder, lead- 
ers of the Wool grocery trade of that city, to call upon Mr. Searles for 

purpose of finding out whether there were to be any more hitches in store 
for the grocers pr they met. 


Mr. Inbusch tired; but he was a 
would be at St. Louis, he arran. 


tient man, and h 
with Mr. Schweppe an 


Mr. Schwe and Mr. Scudder had a very MET co dest with Mr. 
Searles abou’ y 5,182. The wholesale grocers’ meeting had been arran, 
date in May. Mr. Searles advised that this might have a bad 
iere as Mr. Searles may have known, though he did dere: so 
had been esl the Ways and Means Commit- 
petam, d ird which was successfully smothered, to repeal the duty 
on D einen As Mr. Schweppe stated 
“My own deductions from the interview are that the sugar trust needs the 
hearty cooperation of the wholesale grocers, and — . — are willin, YT promise 
almost ard nin to i d the work done at the present time him that I 
had heard ) talk just the same way once — 8 and that when 
the Proper Ts foraction came we did not get the benefit; to which he replied 
that ‘it was on account of the P elphia ers,'and that he is 
willing to do anything or adopt any plan the grocers will unite upon.“ 


USING OLD FRIENDS BEFORE TRADING THEM FOR NEW ONES. 


While Mr. Searles was entertaining Messrs. Schweppe and Scudder at St. 
Louis, Mr. Havemeyer was in receipt of startling news. The Wholesale 
Groce rs' Association of New Orleans had appointed a sitter ee 
Washington and agitate for a “free breakfast table." or, in other words, free 
eee , and the committee hie actually at iene Mr. Inbusch 


—— New Orleans, and 
Spp toto withdraw their commit 

RO Inbusch finally succeed 
— freely again. 

Meanwhile Mr. Martin, of Memphis, the president of the Southern Whole- 
sale Grocers’ Association, had been 8 with Mr. Havemeyer, who, 
on May 9, had written him: While we feel disposed to cooperate with the 
wholesale trade in the direction of securing for them a fair remuneration for 
their services in reple pie Pega ad product, any plan looking to this end must 
originate with them and be result of their mutual ment as to what 
is D for their interests.” It was doubtless through 

dence wih the Lir Isto the Sou - s trust that Mr. Martin. i in 
uthern 


to the hands of foreign refiners, unsettle values. the trade 
generally, defeating every hope of a uniform price," mn d pinions, duly 
reaching Congress, doub iloss had much to do in putting fina Hy e 
pill for the repeal of the duty on refined sugar t was then nearing its last 
gasp in the Springer committee. 
In M remi ma with his new friends—g gradually becoming old ones—of the 


gar busi- 


Exchan with the refiners on 
. the next day, June It is elegation be present." 
The meeting was held, and was most enthusiastic and representative. Mr. 
Inbusch's Tu involving at least one-fourth cone rebate to the wholesale 


er, the return-cou agreement to be ch Say the purchaser as drafted 
E hi gm 8 mu and the 8 Sid pts a also that “the 
y 


gu — Wes the sugar trust representat ——.— asserted tha a well-known 
cago, the one gen who not agreed with the others, 

Ep ro C7177... pii xi against an 
fad be was Pun qe deri 1 5 “the grocers were fooled once more," while 
“the sugar trust i became a sad dor and wiser man, patting two and 
ley law; and Mr. In e a sadder and ees ater — two and 


two together. as he rubbed his 
the issue for June 2, 1892. of the sugar re ed e rat 

“ The grocers’ national convention, which meets in New York next week, 

romises to be & very s eran event to the trade. In the meantime the 

Who: ‘esale Grocers’ Association of New York and vicinity, which worked so 
satisfactorily, has been extended to cover New Jersey, and will no doubt 

ve 9 to the entire convention without the interference of any 
Individual alplan. Query: Are the grocers who attend the convention at the 
np e of Mr. Inbusch liable to the claim of 5 cents per barrel?" 

Wholesale Grocers’ National Association was dead. 


THE LOCAL ORGANIZATION PLAN. 


under the impression that the trust meant business, Mr. Inbusch 
zealously into the work of introducing the equality“ plan which 
had devised. By 1890 he had so overcome doubt and conservatism that the 
New England grocers, who had at first laughed at him, were enthusiastic; 
and before his eyes were opened. in 1892, he had gotten the New York grocers 
well into line. From the standpoint of the trust, however, there was one 
serious difficulty about Mr. Inbusch’s plan which Mr. Havemeyer and Mr. 
pontine: sp reciated none the less, ones Oe (probably in deference to his feel- 
ae) not mentioned it to busch. 
left. the grocers as one 3 to deal with the trust as another; 
whereas the trust preferred to deal directly with individuals and local asso- 
ciations, thus preventing them from combining, and holding each at its mery, 
Quietly working on this plan, by the time it T" Lm to aar io crop the national- 
association idea it had practically arranged i ughout the 
Northeast as far south as the Potomac, and DN as far as and including 
Ohio. There was yet, n mos or less of unpleasant variety of prac- 
tice in the several localities, h these were being rapidly brought into 
accord; so that, on [yer em e 12, 1892, as an important step toward 7 
harmony, and . evidence that it bore no irade against 
busch, the trust, adapting the document which he drawn, caused the fol. 
lowing notice to "be sent out: 
"NOTICE TO SALESMEN FROM JOBBERS. 
“On and after this date the American Sugar Refining Company will at- 


tach to every invoice of su; sold by them to any part of the United States 
8 certificate as follows, which the buyer must sign in order to obtain a rebate 


of one-eighth of a cent per pound: 
"CERTIFICATE OF AGREEMENT. 
“We hereby certify that we have not —— nor will we 
employee, 


nor has an 
salesman, or agent of ours sold, either directly or indirectly,any 


the sugars for which we are now remitting for less than your daily quota- 
tions, nor on more ceri eoi e oe eR Pe or cash discount," 

And now, striving to fi t the gentleman whose suspicions had done Mr. 
Havemeyer and Mr. Searles such 8 the eet roceeded to extend 
over the whole country the system w ed in arranging in 
the East, the new plan being a much less 3 one to itself than the one 
which, on account of the unfortunate opposition of Mr. Stuart,it bad not felt 
at liberty to close with the national association. 

en the trust started out to perfect its connections with the groce 
whom it had now at its mercy, it changed radically the plans it had Siow 
itself to indorse when it was seeking their aid to cut out Spreckels and to get 
the — — 3 nd in its combination Spreckels and Harri- 

Co., in whose behalf Messrs. Thurber and Nichols had so touch- 

ingis, pleaded, it came to á working arrangement with the other “independ- 

except Cunningham, of Texas, so satisfactory. on all hands that sugar- 
T stock 3 — pee investment among ` *independent ”* refiners; 
and working in perf: ny. as one correspondent puts it. all refiners 
slept in the same iod e one pu which rested upon sugar “aging nai and the 
other upon sugar consumers," eyen Cunningham obse . from what he 
claimed to be free choice, the same course as did others » ose movements 
were dictated by the trust. 

The former problem in organization of the grocery trade had beem to set- 


— 2 n what was best for the grocers. The later one became.“ What is 
or the sugar trust?” The former plan had involved a strong organiza- 
oa of the grocery trade. The latter was best answered by a series of local 


associations of grocers, each ot which should deal directly with the trust, 
and, indeed. serve A A 3 to corral ot individual mem- 


Peo to — it unsafe to 2 with its 


g the . — of new ones on the trust diri we in ot r States, 
until. as Sattined below. the whole country is now fairly well covered. 
this he has been aided the trust, which has what may be called i 
offices. not merely at Boston, New York, Philadelphia, New Orleans, and San 
Francisco, but also at Chicago and St. Louis, with confidential * — — 5 — 5 

where, all worked in ect unison by telegraph from the main office at No. 
117 Wall street, New York City. 

In perfecting his occupation ‘of — 5 field and in working out" local dif- 
ferences there will, however. be work for Mr. Lyon for pe to come, and 
meanwhile some one has held up before him the vision of a nationa! organi- 
zation of the wholesale grocery trade, of which he shall be theauthor and 
finisher. Between him and the trust there exists mutual admiration and 
confidence, and though Mr. Inb 


epe 2 or legal t 
y have ada $ 
which even * reine ” refiners use, without thinking to MA their 
8 that it is not necessary to copy the indorsements used by 
concerns. 

Inits working the new system has proved a success—for the trust; and in 
the crisis of January when the trust called on its grocer henchmen to 
bombard their Congressmen with protests against free sugar, the r 
was so prompt and 5 to demonstrate that the direct“ meth 
far more effective than tof handling them through any executive Pind 
mittee of themselves. 

THE PRESENT STATUS. 


Piu general situation may perhaps be better appreciated by first grouping 


BOSTON. 

New nio Grow is practically covered by the Executive Association of the 
1 rocers Dt New — "with 9 at 200 State street, 
Boston. Of its confederated tions—those of Boston, Providence, Port- 
land, and southern (more rly southwestern) New England—that at 
Boston, whose membership is smd to e — n in New England, is the leader 
and admitted dictator. It is a close o; mitting new members by 


ballot, five black balls not merely Ds Lorem p applicant, but preventing à 
reconsideration of his name for six months afterwards; and, as will be seen 
from the quotations below (which constitute about two-thirds in volume of 
its laws, etc.), is mainly engrossed in sugar. 


"ARTICLE XL 


There shall bea 8 committee of three members, which shall have 
nuthority to secure rebates and arrange with the manufacturers and sugar 
refiners as to what quality of their 3 shall constitute eed teal pir- pur- 
chase’ and a ‘retailer's chase.“ y make all sss o 

ments and contracts wit. Ae same for regulating the xl c ir products 
and it shall have the righ on any other members e association 


for advice and assistance seat it shall be deemed n E 
“ARTICLE XIII. 
“There shall be an "pr gain 5 of three —.— Pont = 
investigate all charges of and all E 
manufacture of sugar or recommen pot d er Article XIV. 8 bang 
information thereof shall be given to the manufac or refiner, 


tigation, turer 

in 5 — that they may withhold any rebate, if they shall see fit. If tho 
charge is proven to the satisfaction of the committee, notice shall be given 
to the manufacturer or refiner, and to each member of the association. An 


ap ,however, from the decision of this committee may be made to the 
arbitration committee, and its decision in the matter shall be final, and shall 
be notified in like manner. 


"ARTICLE XIV. 


“There shall be a committee of three members elected at the annual meet- 
ing.and every three months thereafter, to serve d three months or until its 
successors are elected, whose duty it shall be eve — . — toascertain and name 
for the following day ‘the P or which gran sugar isto be sold by 
the manufacturer or refiner at wholesale or — OEDS: 2 e a and it shall be 
ae to aou every member of this associati: such price in any AT 


8 "ARTICLE XV. 


“Any firm belonging to this association which shall sell granulated sugar 
De allow ik to: be subi for lene san the price go not Red by tie cominittes ad 
recommended as above shall be reported to the in committee, and. 
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upon conviction to the satisfaction of that committee said firm may be ex- 
pelled from the association by a majority of the votes at any regular or 

cial meeting called for the purpose and a vote of censure placed upon the 
records, its name posted in a conspicuous place in the rooms of the associa- 
tion and reported to nll refiners, and it shall relinquish and lose all claim upon 
the funds of which the association may be possessed. 


"ARTICLE XVI. 


“The firms belonging to this association a; each with the others that 
they will in no case themselves, nor will they allow their salesmen in any 
manner, tomake 2 2 in advance for any granulated sugars away from their 
jobbing location, but that all orders for any granulated sugars sent to them 
shall be filled by the house, at the prices fixed by the house for the day on 
which such orders are received; and it is understood and agreed 1 
granulated sugars by letter, circular, telegraph, or in any other way at fix 
Free to be ordered on the next day or any subsequent day, is a violation of 

his article; and any firm violating these agreements s be treated as in 
Article XV of these by-laws. 


"AnTICLE XVII. 


“That on all sales of granulated sugar at the card price it is understood that 
no greater discount shall be allowed for cash within seven days than 1 per 
cent for quantities of less t. 25 barrels. That members of this association 
may sell granulated sugar to each other at such prices and on such terms as 
they may elect without becoming liable under Article X V. 


"ARTICLE XVIII. 


“Tt shall be theduty of every member of this association who has reason to 
believe that any article lim: as herein provided has been sold, either by 
members of this association or others, for less than the price so limited, to 
report the same to the investigating committee, together with the facts in 
the case that have come to his knowledge; and in case its said committee 
shall be satisfied that any retail dealer purchasing granulated sugar from 
aby menter of the association or otherwise has sold the same below the price 
80 ited, they shall report the same to each member of the association.” 

The omission of penalties in a code otherwise so complete is understood to 
be supplied by proper treatment by the refiners of the wholesale dealer. and 
ty the wholesalers of the retailer that dares toexact less profit on sugar than 
do his neighbors. The cause of omission to mention this in printed circulars 
is too obvious to need explanation. 

As to sugar supply. while all can, and western New England largely does, 
order from New York, the rest are supplied from Boston, where the trust 
fills orders, using invoice notice and return coupon as follows: 


[The American Su Refining Company. H. O. Havemeyer. B 
Jno. E. Searles, jr., secretary and treasurer. P. O. box 5813 ] 


Boston, 


s 1894. 


M : 
We inclose herewith invoice of sugar of even date, on which a commission 
of one-eighth of a cent Highs pound has been deducted in addition to our usual 
terms of 1 per cent cash in seven days and 1 per cent trade discount on 100- 
barrel lots. The understanding being that with your remittance the certifi- 
cate below is to be returned, duly signed by you, as a voucher. 

THE AMERICAN SUGAR REFINING COMPANY. 


—. 


No. $ 


To tħe American Sugar Refining Company: 

We hereby certify that we have not sold, nor will we sell, nor has any em- 
ployee, salesman, or agent of ours so'd. either directly or indirectly, auy of 
the sugars for which we are now remitting for less than your daily quotations, 
with freight added from refining point to point of sale (as per equality-rate 
book). in any of the territory specified on the back of this certificate, nor on 
more liberal terms as to credit or cash discounts, 


(Indorsement on back of notice.) 


Maine, Connecticut, Delaware, Sonth Carolina, 
New Hampshire, Rhode Island, Maryiand, Ohio, 

Vermont New Jersey, West Virginia, District of Colum- 
Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, North Carolina, bia. 


(Indorsement on coupon identical with that on notice.) 

This, however, is not alL There is an “independent” refinery at Boston, 
and the situation is so typical there as to merit notice, Though New York 
has come to be the show conservatory, New England has been, in a sense, the 
forcing bed of this sngar-distribution combine. Long before the formation 
of the trust the Boston Grocers’ Association, dating from 1875, had pooled 
issues with the Boston refiners, and while in the rest of the country compe- 
tition in handling sugars was free, in New Engiand it had already been so 
restricted as to insure liberal profits, though nat at present rates. And when 
the trust was formed, not merely the so-called “independent” refiners, but 
wholesale grocers as well, invested largely in its stock, which, largely on ac- 
count of the faith that knowledge of the New England combine inspired, 
became a favorite for Boston capitalists. Asa result there is to-day proba- 
bly held in New England, uly. in and about Boston and Providence, more 
su trust stock than in any other part of the country, the estimate given 
to the Senate investigating committee by Mr. being that there were in 
New England 4,500 stockholders, owning $30,000,000 of sugar trust stock. 

Prominent among these are Nash, Spaulding & Co., the owners of the so- 
called “independent” Revere Refinery, whose investments in trust s 
have been very large ever since the trust was organized; so large. indeed, 
tha: one of its partners declined. on examination by the Senate committee, 
to swear that they were below $2,000,000 or $2,000,000, and understood to be 
far more than the amount invested in their own refineries. It might, there- 
fore, be expected, as is the case, that the prices of the Revere are always the 
same as those of the trust, except that it sometimes charges a higher price 
for certain grades and makes a specialty of supplying direct old customers 
among the retailers. The use of the Revere, therefore, seems to be to pre- 
serve the “g will.” which enables a portion cf the sugars sold in New 
England to be marketed to old customers at higher prices than the trust in 
its own name could fix for the same grades, this without technically breaking 
the secs of the trust to wholesalers, by which sales direct to retailers 
are discouraged. 

Accounts are made up as follows: The trust refinery gives the wholesaler 
not merely the one-eighth of a cent provided for by the contract quoted 
above and the 1 per cent, and 1 per cent trade discounts for quantities and 
cash, but an extra allowance of one-sixteenth of a cent per pound, so that 
the trust commission is generally mentioned as the '"three-sixteenths of a 
cent discount.” The original discount was but one-eighth of a cent, in strict 
accord with the contract quoted. When, however, the extra on h 


a nt 
of a cent was conceded, it was thought useless unduly to excite the retailers 


m letting them know it, so the printed forms were left as before, with men 
ion of the one-eighth of a cent only. A typical bill would be: 


BosTON, ——— ———., 1894. 


MID 
Bought of THE AMERICAN SUGAR REFINING Co. 
Terms: Cash seven days Boston or New York funds, check to order of the 


company. 
100 bbls. Granulated sugar (—) 4. $1,453.05 
rebate under agreement { cent per pound.. 42.73 

1,410.32 

Less allowance ys cent per pound 21.37 

1,388.95 

Less trade discount 1 per cent adden 13.89 

1.875.900 

Less cash discount 1 per cent 9 13.75 


— $1,901.81 


The Revere bills its sugars net, that is, at three-sixteenths of a cent per 
ponnd below the prices quoted by the trust and subject only to trade and 
cash discounts. 

It may be noted here that the effect of $30,000.000 sugar-trust holdings 
a thrifty population of 4.700,000—a concentration in less than one-filteenth of 
the United States of two-fifths of the total sugar-trust interest—has so thor- 
oughly soaked that section with its influenca. that. though the mas-e: of the 
population and the leaders among the newspapers are outspoken iu denun- 
ciation of its extortions and methods, its uence is practically irresistible 
in financial, social, and political circles. 


NEW YORK. 


The New York territory includes New York, northern New Jersey, anda 
great part of the trade of Vermont and western Massachusetts and Con- 
necticut. The trust refineries sell through the trust's main offices, at 117 
Wallstreet, New York City, rendering bilis upon the same basis as that from 
Boston above quoted, and using notice of invoice and return coupon of pre- 
cisely the same form as does the n office of the trast, except as to head- 
ing and indorsements, which are as follows, respectfully: 


(The American Su Refining Company. H. O. Havemeyer, president; 
Jno. E. Searles, jr., secretary and treasurer. P. O. hee 2088. , 


New YORK, ——, —. 
(Notice and coupon the same as under Boston above.) 


` [Indorsement on notice:] 
Maine. Michigan, Pennsylvania, West Virgin 
New Hampshire, Connecticu Delaware, North Castes, 
Vermont, Rhode Islan Maryland, Ohio, 
Massachusetts, New York, Vir; District of Colum- 
Kentuc (on and New Jersey, Tennessee, bia. 
east of the main 


line L. & N. R. R.), 


(Indorsement on coupon identical with that on notice.) 

It will be noted that the indorsement here differs but slightly from that 
used by the Boston refineries, and, indeed, this difference is in practice mainly 
made by erasure and interlineation. 

No special significance seems to be given to this; and the indorsement 
itself is understood to be a "survival" from the time when. commencing 
with New England, the trust began systematically to extend its own propa- 
ganda (as distinguished from that of the National Grocers’ Association) in 
organizing local concerns—the indorsements on the Boston documents rep- 
resenting the extent to which this had been effected at the time when the 
plan was first formally recognized, and the New York forms representing 
the status at a somewhat later stage. 

In general. however, for sales outside of the States named in the indorse- 
ment last noted above, even New York offices use a different form for its 
return coupon, bearing no indorsement, and reading as follows: 


[The American Su; Refining Com . H. O. Havemeyer, president; 
Jno. E. res ed it, — — 4. 8 P. 0. ar 2096] tiis 


NRW YORK, „1891. 
We inclose herewith invoice of sugar of even date on which a commission 
of one-eighth of a cent per pound has been deducted in addition to our usual 
terms of | per cent cash in seven days and 1 per cent trade discount on 100- 
barrel lots, the understanding being that with your remittance the certifi- 
cate below is to be returned, gay signed by you as a voucher. 
THE AMERICAN SUGAR REFINING COMPANY. 


M 


LUI 
“To the American Sugar Refining Company: 

We hereby certify that we have not sold, nor will we sell, nor has any em- 
ployee, salesman, or agent of ours sold. either directly or indirectly. any of 
the sugars for which we are now remitting for less than your daily quota- 
tions nor on more liberal terms as to credit or cash discount, 


As noted below, the New York independent“ refiners, and some of the 
Philadelphia refiners, seem to use these indorsements more as a matter of 
habit with their printers than from any intelligible motive. 

The relations of the“ independent“ refiners at New York with the trust 
seem to be as close as at Boston, and even more identical so far as the public 
is concerned. 

The Mollenhauer and National refineries do their business exclusive! 
through B, H. Howell, Son & Co.. of No. — Wall street, New York City, an 
send out with each invoice to be returned with remittance a printed memo- 
randum, of which the following is a copy: 


To B. H. HOWELL, Son & Co.: : 


We hereby agree that in consideration of a commission of one-eighth of a 
cent pound (1) deducted from invoice of even date, in addition to the 
us terms of 1 per cent trade discount on all 100-barrel lots, an per cent 
cash in seven days. that we will not sell, nor will any employee, salesman, or 
agent of ours sell, either directly or indirectly,any of the sugars for less 
Yas par ERunity Heb: Hock) in any of ue terciiery AEAN on tie Hank ut 
as per y n an e ry S ed on the 
this certificate, nor on more liberal terms as to credit or cash discounts, 
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The understanding being that with our remittancs this certificate is to be 
returned, duly signed by us as a voucher. 

Invoice dated —, 189— 

—— barrels sugar. 
[Indorsed as follows:] 

Maine, Connecticut, Pennsylvania, West Virginia, 
New Hampshire, Rhode Island, Delaware, North Carolina, 
Vermont, New York, Maryland, South Carolina, 


Ohio, 
District of Colum- 
bia. 


The utility of the New York “independent” refineries in trust 
poli 74 * to be somewhat the sams as that of the Revere at ton. to 
which, it is stated, is added the use of the so-called “independents” to make 
special shadings in prices on ''off" grades of sugar whenever a surplus of 
these accumulates. 

PHILADELPHIA. 


At Philadelphia the situation is apparently more complicated—actually 
more simple. The trust refineries there are the Spreckels and the Franklin 
(the Knight refinery being run in combination with the latter), while the 
"independent " is in this case the M: Sugar Refining Company. 

So close are mutual relations between the trust and the “independents” 
that the babies are here delightfully mixed up, the MeCahan using the full 
trust form with its indorsements, as per copy below, while the Spreckels and 

n refineries, which are owned by the trust, keep up an appearance of 
separation by the use of separate invoice notices and recurn coupons in the 
trust's short form, noted above, as sometimes at New York. McCa- 
han’s relations here to the trust ‘refineries are understood to be similar to 
those of the Mollenhauer and National at New York. 


a) [The Franklin Sugar Refining Company. P. O. box 1630.] 
PHILADELPHIA, N 
Y ANONO and coupon identical with the trust's shorter form used at New 


ork. 
(2) The Spreckels notice and coupon have no date head, and in form are 
copied from the trust's shorter form used at New York. 


(3) [The W. J. McCahan Sugar Refining Co., 147 South Front street.] 
PHILADELPHIA, 
Invoice notice and return coupon the same as the trust's full form used 
at n, as noted above, with precisely the same indorsement, which, how- 


ever, is on the back of the coupon alone. There is also added 
the words: * Covering invoice Ac 

The bills rendered are all upon the sume basis, though differing slightly in 
1 identical prices are quoted at the trust and independent con- 
cerns, Mi e following are examples from the Franklin and McCahan, re- 
spectively: 


Messrs, ——— 


Bought of THE FRANKLIN SUGAR REFINING COMPANY. 


‘Terms, 30 days, or cash less 1 per cent. 
7 days in Phil or N. Y. fena. 


to the coupon 


PHILADELPHIA, July —, 1894. 


Due in Phil., Aug. —, 1891. 


1001bs. Fine No. 4, 31.591 lbs., 4. 61 Lulu... 8 81.474. 70 
Less ic. as per agreement, and y;c. additional allowance 59. 98 
1,414.81 
Less I pereent . 14. 
1,490. 67 
Less 1 per cent (for cash)..... r.. 14.00 
1. 886. 67 
PHILADELPHIA, ——, 1801. 


Messrs. —— 
To the W. J. McCAWAN SUGAR REFINING Co., Dr. 
Terms, cash in7 — 5 less 1 per cent. ~ 


Payable in Phil. or N. Y. funds. 
Bags. Barrels. 
Nee EE ST 6,525 $277.31 
Less a commission of jc. and dc 12.24 
235.07 
LAL HOr cent (for casB) eren rene 2.05 
262, 42 


NEW ORLEANS. 
At New Orleans the trust refineries use the trust's short form: 


[The American Sugar Refining Company. P. O. box 311.] 


24 N. PETERS Sr., New Orleans, 


voice notice, short form.) 
Return coupon, short form.) 

The Henderson independent“ refinery seems to run as a tender to the 
trust in the same manner as do its brother * independents" in the North, 
and its net prices are the same as those of the trust. Its bills rendered are 
also on the same net basis though figured in a different way. Beloware 
samples, respectively, of each; 


x NEW ORLEANS, -———, 1894, 
: Bought of WM. HENDERSON. 
Hend. St. Gran. Sugar, 100 bbls. 3,1214. 4% —..............- „471.00 
LO Dig on cost dg eran be Sae¥ ear ashe SIDE T qe ie ae 1 wir .97 
1,407. 63 
‘Trade disconnt,1 rent LLL LLL LII Idee ene 14.08 
1,393.55 
(Subjecs to discount for cash.) 


NEW ORLEANS, 


— THE 


Bought of AMERICAN SUGAR REFINING CO., 
Office and salesroom, No. 24 North Peters st., cor. Custom-House. 


S/D Terms Cash. 
£/D BAL. Attached. 


25 bbls. Standard Granulated. 8,670 lbs. 4 $308.48 
Less rebate under agreement jc. per Ibo C eee 10.84 
251.04 

Less allowance, e. per Ibo 2 5.42 
352, 22 

Less trade discount (for less than 100 bbls.), } per cent............. 1.76 
350. 46 

3.57 

Less cash discount, 1 per cent.................. k c eere eere rea 346. 95, 


Conditions at New Orleans are somewhat complicated by the extent to 
which “plantation granulated ” and other unrefined sugars are sold for direct 
consumption. This, however, practically applies only to Louisiana and a 
smail section of Mississippi. and as a matter of fact, though probably over 
three-fourths of the raw centrifugals produced in Louisiana are above No. 
Is Duteh standard, yet the greater part of them are actually sold to the 
refiner to be worked as raws, so thoroughly does the trust control sugar dis- 
tribution. 

SAN FRANCISCO. 


At San Francisco Mr. Spreckels is decidedly in evidence. Free sugar under 
the McKinley bill destroyed a part of his extra profits on Hawaiian sugar, 
but he largely recouped by the arrangements into which he forced the trust 
as a condition of quieting his competition at Philadelphia. In the first p 

he carefully preserved his personal control of the beet-sugar interests 
California. In the next place, he retained the controlling interest in the 
Western Sugar Refinery (the trust concern at San cisco), selling to 
trust a part of his Western stock and the whole of his Philadelphia piant for 
several times what they cost him, and reserving his right to his own 
arrangements on the Pacific Coast, through wnich, however, the trust nets 
a greater profit than it could hope to obtain were its old method adopted. 

Nothing short of a summary description can do justice to the * 
irresponsible control by which Mr. Spreckles made the performances of 
Eastern partners seem philanthropic in comparison. The following is from 
a trustworthy correspondent: 0 

The arrangement between the jobbers and the refinery here is substan- 
or m follows: : - 4 els : ne 

~The arrangement as originally made was for purpose of scurin 
the Western Sugar Refining Company the trade of the Pacific as 
against any importations of foreign refined sugars; and further, to secure to 
the jobbers who are handling this product some profit, which heretofore had 
been very small. This profit is given to the jobbers in the shape of a rebate 
payable quarterly, and is left entirely to the Western Sugar Refining Com- 
pany to make up and distribute. 

There is no Jobber who knows what his exact percentage is, and it is this 
very doubt as to what each one's proportion is that has prevented. since this 
system was adopted, the cutting on this article which had before been prac- 
ticed. Asa basis for a division of thosa profits, a pool is made of the entire 
amount of sugar distributed by the refinery to the Pacific Coast territory; a 
sum equal to one-fourth of a cent per pound is transferred by them to the 
credit of the jobbers' fund and distributed according to the purchases made 
by each in the year 189!, and is so distributed yearly. This a to be yet 
satisfactory to all concerned. Some perhaps may receive a little more than 
one-fourth, others a little less: but as the amount so received for rebate is 
much in excess of any profit before this arrangement went into effect, 
no one is anxious to disturb the relations now existing. 

* You may, therefore, set the arrangement down as this: The jobbers col- 
leetively are entitled to one-fourth of a cent per pound rebate, which th 
distribute among themselves on an agreed basis. There are no copies an 
forms of accounts. The bills are madeout at their quotations, under 
which no jobber is allowed to quote. Payment is made flve days after deliv- 
ery, net cash, no discount, and billed at prices ruling: on date of purchase. 
Large purchases of 1.000 barrels or more are payabie seven days after pur- 
chase, net, no discount." 

Which is reenforced by the sugar-trust statisticians themselves: 

“Wild statements" about San Francisco. * + + ng the quota- 
tion of granulated iu San Francisco is as stated, 5] cents, it is necessary to 
deduct from this one-half cent per pound. which is given San Francisco gro- 
cers for rebate, reducing the price to 475 net to grocers. Contracts exist 
with the Pacific Coast great canning industry for a further rebate from this 
price, making the net price on all still less. 

The total production of refined — 277 on the Pacific Coast is not 150,000 tons. 
In 1893 it was 125,0) tons, and in 1892 it was 122,000 tons. This refined sugar 
is rot all consumed in San Francisco nor on the Pacific Coast, but a large 

part of it is sent over the Rocky Mountains fora market. A letter received 
by us March 19, from Kansas City, Mo.. as follows: 

“The business in granulated and other refined MA by the San Fran- 
ciseo refineries throughout all tbe Statesand Territories between the Pacific 
and the Missouri River, and at times reaching as far east as St. Louis and as 
far north as Chicago and as far south as Texas, shuts out of this immense ter- 
ritory for nine months in each year all other refining interests in the United 
States.“ 

The San Francisco refineries are selling granulated in Kansas City and 
other Missouri River yes at 452 cents net cash, on which they pay freight 
from San Francisco of 85 cents, leaving net to refiner of 3.67 cents 27 5 pond: 

WILLET & GRAY, 


Sugar Statisticians, 
MARCH 20, 1894. 


But this isnot all. The arrangement just noted is in force thronghout 
California, Washington, and Oregon, but the territory supplied at Jeast in 
part from San Francisco extends eastward tothe Missouri River. With per- 
fect coolness Mr. Spreckels makes the price of sugar, delivered at different 
parts of the territory supplied by him, not peter in proportion to the dis- 
tance from San Francisco upon which freight must be d, but ter in 
propozuan to the distance from New Orleans. Philadelphia, or New York, 

rom which competition can be had—that is, the jobber nearest the refinery 
pays the highest gross price, the freight being counted against him rather 
than in his favor. 1 

if there is any other noteworthy instance of this practice, the writer has 
not heard of it. Its toleration can only be accoun for on the ground that 
by too long contemplation of the Chinese the Californians have developed an 


excessive amount of patience. All along the coast sugars are 
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imported, but sold only to retailers and direct consumers, as no jobber dare 
touch them. 


No attempt is made at the task of untangling the relations of the several 
Spreckels with each other and with the organizations they control. 


TEXAS. 


The only remaining substantial supply point is Sugar Lands, Tex., where 
Cunuingham & Miller have a 8 u capacity of 600 barrels a day, 
easy to be doubled. It is not known that this refinery has any contract rela- 
tions whatever with the trust, and its position seems to be one of armed 
neutrality. It 3 supplies the whole of the Texas trade, and com- 
petes as far off as Denver, aha, and Kansas City, its ts, however, 
always selling at trust quotations for each locality, and its of which the 
below is a en, being made ont upon the same net basis, though arrived 
at by a slightly different calculation, the three-sixteenths being first deducted 
from the price per pound and other charges added. 


Bought of CUNNINGHAM & MILLER, 


SUGAR LANDS, TEX., June —, 1894. 
100 bbls. st. gran. sugar, 


82,697 Ths. @ 1000 ee rer er aeree r eu $1,225.96 
BECA 2,000 Ibs. @ 4.841c B6. 84 
GE FS rane Des CAS tae LEO e eai st M seri Madam e rn 
BO Tos. Q le oreet aod iiion 115.08 
1,537.78 
Less 1 per cent +1 per cent 31.60 
1,506. 18 
Freight prepaid. 
DIVISION OF TERRITORY. 
Generally speaking the source of supply is indicated by the neighborhood 
ofany locality tothe several Venu centers. Boston, Ph ap and New 


York form one up, which supplies the whole North and the Central West 
and Northwest io and including Minpeep 


and new States east of the buy where they p from Spreckels, 
t. New Orleans; or, south of Dakota, Cunningham & Mil- 
ler—at however. fixed e sugar trust's Eastern quotations. 


The rn trust refineries give their um unts on lots of not 
less than 100 barrels, while Spreckels (trust) from San Francisco delivers on 
equally advantageous terms in lots of 75 barrels, and makes such concessions 


to ge direct consumers, canners, confecti. etc., as he thinks neces- 
sary to hold the market against Chinese sugars. trust refineries are also 
as to hts and hile 


comparatively uniform in prac special charges, w 
the so-called Linde udent“ refiners, to some extent, probably, from their 
wi e retail trade, have a tendency to lump 2 


'upons, in New England, New York, 
and vicinity they are not merely generally ed and returned, 
test anxiety ‘ested by indi go gom be sure that this 
y and promptly done. In the South West, however, the prac- 
tice varies toan extent almost comical when the correspondence from near-by 


Oa ths En Eeworer, thay ara pooreht 

w owever, they are pro y 
cases, and even the few who toto so are not sufficiently known to each 
other to make most of them feel other than whenever there isa rumor 
of strictness on the part of the trust. Some of the local associations 
their own members for violation of sugar ments; others call the 
assistance of the trust; and in other cases the trust seems to be nosing about 
for a chance to volunteer ita disciplinary ce. 


MISCELLANEOUS DATA, 


Below are quoted characteristic fragments of an extended correspondence 
and numerous interviews: 
* * * “The long and short of the whole nd isthat the grocers thought 
that the su refiners were acting in faith with them, and we later 
found that they were only use of our influence in the first place for 
having the output of sugar limited, and then for the purpose of get g good 
8 om our Government. The first they did not get (they now have 
t), and in the second they were certainly successful. I will add that if the 
nited States Senate the House are not exceedingly careful, the sugar 
trust will work out even more 8 than NY havehad." * * * 


KIRAR reement as prices applies to all sugar wherever 
ased, and as far as I know the certificates areidenticalinsubstanceif not 
words. ore the t was formed, all New Eng rs had 


trus 

an espe similar in fores, which established a minimum pr: 
* We are simply enabled to 

and to control, if need be, any house that starts a ruinous competition on 

prices" * *-* 


OHIO—SUGAR AND COFFEE FREIGHT RATES—INSTRUCTIONS TO SALESMEN. 


Equality plan:) For instance. if a grocer in Bucyrus buys in Toledo when 
: oL dated in New York is 5.18 he will pay A lus 29 cents per 


the price of gran 
hundred (rate of freight from New York to Bucyrus), 5.47 per hun- 
dred delivered in Bucyrus. The local rate of freight from Toledo to Bucyrus 


is 9 cents per hundred, which the Toledo jobber credits on the invoice of the 
Bucyrus It he buys in Mansfield he pays the same price (5.47 deliv- 
ered), but as the local rate from Bucyrus to eld is only 7 cents per 
hundred he will have credit on his invoice of 7 cents per h ; 50 the 
Bucyrus customer will pay the same for his sugars wherever he buys. In 
other words, the retail merchant pa the same, delivered, no matter what 


market he bu but the profi the wholesalers varies slightly, accord- 
to their pice undi. The same principle governs jobbing 
* * * As soon as the trust (three years ago) t its rebate tem 
adopted, it —.— its quotation from a “net” price to a! list price a 
Moreover, ue of its power, it compelled its brokers—that is, all brokers— 
&nd agents to telegraph none other than list prices. * * * 
bd * We purchase all of our sugar from the trust re but the 
wholesale grocers of Ohio do oo some from Mollenhauer, National, 
and McCahan refineries, who that they are not in the trust, but their 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 28, 


terms are the same as the trust refineries, and all purchasers are required to 
ment 3 o f Obi 
wo years ago the wholesale grocers o! o organized an associa- 
tion called the Wholesale Grocers' Association of Ohio. in order to sell sugar 
on the equalit pho but their association would be of no account unless the 
were sustain y the refiner. T with Mr. Havemeyer that if [4 
per cent of the dealers in Ohio woul the agreement to Fei sugar on the 
equality plan he (Mr. Havemeyer) would not sell any outsiders who would 
not come into the association and sign the a, ment. 

In sugar? It's heaven now compared with formerly. We have made more 
on sugar in the last two years than for ten years before. Sugar rates used 
to be cut so that we never could count on sorting aud were always in trou- 
ble. Now we do our business in peace, and in addition to usual discounts for 


cash and for large purchases we get three-sixteenths of a cent commission 
per pound, or, say, 60 cents a barrel. Yes, I know our contract calls for only 
one-eighth; but the trust people give an extra one-sixteenth. This is the 


way the bills are made out. [Shows bill for purchase June 9, 1894. 
gross price are deducted not merely the one-eighth cent, 

“acco to contract," but one-sixteenth; then 1 per cent for cash; then 1 
rcent more on account of the purchase being over 100 barrels. It is not 

t the present commission is so cR ea we do not object to that— 
but because we have now, that I like the present plan. As to com- 
not be ve free trade in sugar, so 


iea oS Mn only. say, one-half the tariff rate above free-trade 
thus ruin us w 

a ievance 

80] 

shut me out of my commission, bably, possibly of my discoun 

be ent off from supply of DeC 1 

th id not want me to get 


and obstructions—as many as were necessary. Independent refiners? O) 
mer are all in with the trust; they have an arrangement—at least it is so 
unc erstood. 


rs a 

* * The American Sugar Refining Com bill their su at card 
prices less one-eighth cent under agreement, ane one-sixteentà allowance 
and 1 per cent trade discount, and 1 per cent for cash. 

We inclose you Cunningham's quoc sheet, which is three-sixteenth 
cent less than American Sugar Refining Company's quotations, but they do 
aes 1 95 the one-eighth and one-sixteenth, cent rebates, which makes their 
prices the same. 
se l have no circular of these associations, but their aim is about as 

ollows: 

They agree not to buy from any manufacturer or dealer who sells the ro- 
tail trade direct and not to make prices on certain articles less at any ono 

Jace than another, thus ying each town in which there is a member of 

e association the trade of its own territory. * * * - 

+ + * We purchase our su Francisco from the Western Sugar 
Refining Sonya which is a branch of the American Sugar Refining Com- 
pany. According to our contract with these parties, we are not allowed to 
sell any sugars outside of their products, therefore we do not handle any 


Chinese § 

* * * The wholesale rs of the Pacific Coast obtain all their sugar 
from the Western Sugar Refining Company, of San Francisco. This is the 
Spreckels refinery operated in connection with the trust. The wholesale 

TS, D speaking, do not buy any sugar imported from China. 
here is, however, quite a business done in na sugar, granulated, by the 
larger retail stores, who buy in lots of 1.000 pounds and upward. Parties 
manipulating China sugar maintain & price of one-eighth cent lower than 


that asked by the Western Sugar Refining reU —. of the wholesale 
rs of 0 Oregon, and Washington enter into an ment with 
herefinery to sell no other sugar but theirs, and to refuse to sell it at less 


epo than it is billed to them by the refinery plus ht from Francisco 
destination. In consideration of this agreement being carried out, tho 
refinery allows the wholesale grocers a rebate every three months, which 
approximates one-fourth cent por und. 

here has been an advance during the last thirty days of one-half cent in 
consequence of the nonarrival of an nulated from China owing to the 
strike among the refineries of China. e present selling price of granulated 
sugar is 5} cents net. + 


Arkansas Wholesale Grocers’ Association constitution and by-laws. 


PREAMBLE. 


+ + * Whereas increased facilities of production and distribution have 
resulted in the extreme development of the law of competition, * * the 
manufacturers and the importers ignoring the jobbers, and selling their sur- 
plus product direct to the retailers, ess of the interest of their first 
&nd best customers, the jobber; * * * 

Whereas * * * noarticle of trade should be sold without a small mar- 
gin of profit to all parties handling it, and no one class of dealers, be they 
manufacturers, importers, jobbers, or retailers, is entitled to all profits that 
are made on an article before it reaches the consumer. + * 

+ + © The penalty for not adhering to sugar trust, if found ont, is a fine 
of $100 for each offense. If parties withdrew from their State associations, 
we understand the trust would decline to sell them. The r rate from 
New York and Philadelphia is 22 cents per 100 pounds; for nearly a year we 
have been allowed a drawback of 6 cents per 100 pounds. Sugars are charged 
to us at 22 cents rate of freight and we deduct difference in remitting. * * 

* * * McCahan, of P elphia, confines his operations principally to 
the smaller country buyers. Have never heardof them making a sale in our 
city or any other point where there is a jobbing business done. We inclose 

a copy of the ement which the olesale Grocers’ Association made 
with the refiners. was sent us with other printed matter when ng 
us to become members of the association. We t exceedingly that we 
can not give you fuller information in regard to the situation. e beg to 
state, however, that we have no trade secrets and no sympathy with any 
combination of business men who have. We wish yon every success in your 
efforts to deal with this big monopoly, and feel that the time has come when 
our Couns should, take notice of others. One of the most complete mo- 
nopolies 

Poa had been reported at once to the trust as having kicked out of the 
tracesand * * * niet summons from the American S Re- 
fining place back inthe ranks. * * * Hold the 
telegrams and letters. * * * 


The American Sugar Refining Com E 
rom 

cash. Our payments 
e within seven days of the date of invoice, and in hardly a 


y has an extremel 


Her manner of doing their business, 8 A detailed statemen 
all of their customers, even when purchasing for sharp 
arealways mad 


1897. 
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single instance do we receive a bill of lading, and are, in fact, completely at 


the mercy of the sugar refinin: 8 
. + "$e — is prices have been the same as the refinery 


to Henderson, 
prices for some months past. Previous to that time they used frequently to 
uote different prices, but are evidently working under an agreement now. 
mderson does not require any contract, but gives the same prices as the 
American Refining compeny and the same discount, according to the size of 
the lot. It is sate, therefore, to state that Henderson now uniformly sells at 
the American Sugar Refineries Companies’ listed price. * * +. 

* * * Terms on sugar from refiners to 8 to responsible ties, 
are as follows: Western of San Francisco, Spreckels of Philadelphia, Cun- 
ningham & Miller of Texas are list less } and yy, 1 per cent and 1 per cent. 
Cash, ten days. Oxuardof Nebraska, same, except seven days. Ameri- 
can Sugar Refining Company, —.— 1 and 1 per cent, PORT DRY or an extra 
lpercentif cash seven days. Henderson, same, except thirty days instead 

forty. * * * "These pricesand terms apply only on car quantities of 100 
barrels; if bought in less amount, costs} per cent more. * * * 

* * $ The refiners’ selling plan on the Pacific Coast is not similar to the 

lan in vogue in the East, asexplained in yourletter. Thereisno ment 
Between the refinery and the wholesale grocer as to equality of price. The 
selling system here itself regulates the price. Weare sorry to say that we 
can not consistently send you any documents showing our Coast plan in detail, 
but we will explain it in a general way, which will probably be sufficient for 
our purpose. The wholesale grocer makes as much on the sugar whether 
solls a pound or 10,000 pounds of sugar, as profits are not proportional to 
the current sales under the system. You can readily understand that no 
rote grocer would cut the price, as there would be absolutely no object 


PROCEEDINGS OF THE SECOND ANNUAL CONVENTION OF THE MICHIGAN 
WHOLESALE GROCERS’ ASSOCIATION, GRAND RAPIDS, MAY 15, 1894. 
* * * President R. O. Wheeler read the following address: 
24,9 you are well aware, our main trouble has arisen from the com- 
tition of dealers in States which were unorganized, and we see already ful- 
lled the predation, made by your presiding officer in Chi in January, 


1893, that the equality plan would not pause until it embr. all the States 
east of the Missouri rer. In much less time than was anticipated this re- 
sult has been attained; the four States of Illinois, Wisconsin, Iowa, and Min- 


nesota have entered the combination within the past thirty days, while Indi- 
ana has completed her organization. * * * 

William Widdicomb, , presented the report of the executive com- 
mittee, as follows: * * * 

As chairman of your committee, I made the following trips in the interest 
of the association and to further its business: 


to gton was somewhat extended, and, I trust, did 
not fail toaccomplish what may prove of much value tothe association. The 
other a were all to secure equality in sugar, which we now have as our 
reward. 

Mr. REED. You probably all have before gm fresh in 8 minds the ex- 
riences that o have through with the Standard Oil Company. 


he time is not long o: en you were all selling oil and making money on 
it. Who sells the oil t 0 has superseded you after you have built 
up the trade with the Totals and taken the oil e eer out of your hands? 


Iwant to say to you that unless the Western States, beginning with Ohio 
and going West as fast as they adopt equality, are in perfect harmony nnd 
accord, your g business will soon be in the condition that the Standard Oil 
y has placed youin. This is a matter of fact and a matter of record. 
ow, can such a firm as Ed, & Sons, who have nt time and money in 
building up their business, afford to have the American Sugar Refining Com- 
pany come in and take their trade away from them? Can any jobber in this 
room, working under equality, afford to compete or try to compete with the 
American Sugar Refining Com Pe Now, I am autno to say, 
as was said to those qnss men who produced the figures, and we have the 
pledge of not only the American Sugar Refining Company, but the other 
sugar refiners in this country, that if the seven States are in nyand in 
perfect accord upon the equality plan, they will not interfere. Now, then, 
ou can sift that down to as fine a point as you please and figure out whether 
i means anything or whether it does not. * * 
Mr. Wipptcome. * * * “Mr. Reed has given you the warning, gentlemen, 
and I think the executive committee is entitled toa zeng vote. 9" * * 
The CHAIRMAN. Those in favor of the adoption of e 5 will please rise; 
opposed by the same sign. It is carried. [Great applause.] 


THE SUGAR-TRUST AUTOCRACY. 


The sugar-distribution combine has just passed Coocan Ta tiers trying 
ore the Wil- 


crisis. e trust naturally took advan of the few months 
son bill went into effect so to rushim tion and refining as to accumulate 
t stocks of refined sugar, to market which it offered every inducement to 


the wholesale pou he result was that during September and October 
the sugar market was so glutted that there ensued throughout the trade an 

'erness to sell which, for the time being. broke all combinations and forced 
refined sugars to a lower price in comparison with raws than before of late 
years. But by shutting down the refineries until after election, the trust at 
once posed as a martyr and "corrected " the market, and now, with dimin- 
ished stocks and ri-ing prices, is in in command of the situation. 

With the vere in control of Hawaii, and the Havemeyers extending 
their plantations in Cuba, the trust dictates to every branch of sugar pro- 
duction and distribution in the United States, taking under its wing every 
one concerned—except those who consume sugar. From itsofficeat 117 Wall 
street cable messages fly daily to its agents in Cuba, fixing the price of raw 
sugars there: to San Francisco announcing “Cuban parity," at which ar- 
riving Hawaiian sugars are to be valued; to Louisiana, telling her planters 
what—in view of Cuban and Hawaiian prices—the trust condescends to offer 
for American sugar; and to its representatives all over the world giving the 
limit—based on Cuban parity—at which Shay can pick up Austrian, Juvan, 
Phili ppine, sen „and other sugars, when these are temporarily de- 

n prie». 

In an adjoining room the quotations at or above which the subservient 
dealers throughont the country are permit to sel! sugars are daily set- 
tled, and through the four great sugar brokers who stand nearest the throne 
these are passed to the forty others who await the sugar trust's nod at New 
York and telegraphed tothe waiting hundreds in the other cities of the land. 
These, in turn, so promptly notify their patrons, the thousands of wholesale 
grocers of the country, that danger of any 
paronan tting his sugar below trust prices is over for the day. i 
coun rom 
ful wholesaler is promptly and liberally paid for his mdi and whenever, 
in the crisis of legislation, he hears the le call of the trust, he instantly 
Bteps into line, ready to bombard his Congressman with telegrams or fight 
him with ballots at short range until the sugar trust cause is triumphant. 


before their doors are opened all 


By dis- 
is bill, or periodical remittance, as the case may be, each faith. 


Not merely this, but all along our borders he keeps tireless vigil lest f. 
8 ye E Mr. Havemeyer's forcible E to 


Senate committee that “ wey poo of foreign su consumed in this 
country is at the expense of American Sugar Refining Company,” and 
as ready to protect against any such disaster his guide, philosopher, and 
nd. 

Such is the grandest trade organization the world has ever seen. 

The Koen trust dictates the tribute that shall be rendered it by the Amer- 
ican peopie. 

The wholesale grocers are rewarded by wkatever of largess the trust 
thinks necessary to insure their loyalty. 

And the public? The public be damned;" and it is. 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, this discussion seems to have 
drifted from dry hides to sugar within a very short time. I think 
ossibly it is due in a large measure to the fact that the senior 
Senator from Massachusetts Mr. Hoar] has floated around upon 
the sea of logic without rudder and without compass, and has 
finally landed the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] on the 
sugar question. 

The question before the Senate now is whether a specific duty 
of a cent and a half a pound shall be pat upon hides, or whether 
we shall have 20 per cent ad valorem. discussing this question, 
the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], who is always very 
felicitous and usually sound, told us that it is useless to put hides 
ns the dutiable Jist, because there is a ntic trust, composed 
of Morris, Swift, Armour, and Hammond, who control the entire 
meat output of the world and the hides and the price of 8 
in that line, and therefore the tariff would not be of any benefit 
to the farmer and those who raise the cattle. 

I took occasion, in replying to that, to call attention tothe exist- 
ing laws of Congress and to read one act at length for the purpose 
of putting the question why some Administration in the last seven 

ears had not put the existing law in force and by means of that 

w indicted the combination which was in violation of the stat- 
ute and prosecuted it before some one of the courts of the country 
having jurisdiction of the subject-matter and of the parties. No 
man has 8 that question, and no man will ever answer 
it. The discussion will drift upon sugar or drift upon something 
else before the question is answered. j 

Thereupon the Senator from Massachusetts undertook to take 
my attention or the attention possibly of the Senate away from 
the question under discussion by differing with me, very properly, 
I presume, as he always does, upon the question of law that is pre- 
sented. Mr. President, I do sincerely have a great deal of respect 
for the E knowledge of my honorable friend from Massachu- 
setts, but I lived pretty nearly fifty years without knowing him. 
I have come from boyhood to my present manhood— whatever 
that may be, perfect or imperfect—without knowing him; and I 
have always relied upon my own judgment in doing so. I cannot 
be expected now, when I am at an age where my hair is turning 
almost as white as his, to abandon my own conclusions and my own 
method of making deductions to accept his in all respects. 

Now, what did that Senatorsay? He did not dispute, except 
in a roundabout way, the proposition of law that I made. 
said that an article made in a State to be sold in a State is local 
commerce. Nobody ever disputed that that I ever heard, and it 
was not disputed by me. He said that in the case of an article 
made in a State to be sold in a State, and which might become an 
article of interstate commerce, a conspiracy to control the price 
is not indictable and punishable under the laws of the United 
States. I never heard any man say it was. 

But, Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts did not 
dispute, except in smothered words, the prominent fact that an 
article sold in one State to be delivered in another State is inter- 
state commerce under the Constitution of the United States and 
under the rulings of all the courts of the United States. 

Nor did he dispute the further fact that a combination made in 
Chicago or elsewhere in the United States between two or more 
persons to control one of the great staple products of the United 

tates and to lower or raise the prices of that product at their will, 
when that article became an article of interstate commerce, pur- 
suant to the agreement or conspiracy between these parties, and 
nssed the boundaries of the State where the conspiracy was 
ormed into another State, and a part of the conspiracy, the agree- 
ment, was to follow the article into another State and use it to 
crush out industries there, is not also indictable. If the Senator 
from Massachusetts, with his great ability and his experience, can 
prove to the American people that that proposition is not right, I 
am ectly willing that he should do so. 
hy, sir, that is the very gravamen and essence of interstate 
commerce, The Supreme Court in the Brown case, along in the 
early history of this country, declared that as long as an article 
was an article of interstate cómmerce the law of Congress would 
follow itand protect it, and would punish a violation of the rights 
of the Jawful owner. That was determined in the Gibbon case 
and in the Brown case early in the history of this conntry. So I 
assert upon the authority of those cases and upon the authority of 
the language of the Constitution itself that if the four persons 
named by the junior Senator from Missouri enter into a conspiracy 
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to control the price of meat throughout this country, and pursu- 
ant to that conspiracy send their agent to Pennsylvania and begin 
the work of controlling the prices by undertaking to destroy the 
business of some man there located in legitimate business, it 
comes clearly within the purview of the statute of 1890 prohibit- 
ing criminal conspiracies and combinations among dealers. 

hat was wrong about that? Simply because it does not meet 
the approval of the Senator from Massachusetts; that is all. It 
does not bear his stamp or his brand. Whatever that Senator may 
say with reference to me or my capacity to understand these ques- 
tions, that question has been settled by more than one hundred 
decisions of American courts of last resort. There can be no ques- 
tion about it. 

Then we come back to the simple proposition whether Congress 
shall refuse to put a tax upon hides simply because this Govern- 
ment is so paralyzed in its executive, its judicial, and its legisla- 
tive branches that a great meat trust controls the Government 
and these parties can not be prosecuted and convicted of crime. 
Mr. President, the country is rotten from one end to another with 
these trusts. A hundred trusts to-day control all the staple prod- 
ucts of this country. Everything we eat, everything we wear, 
everything upon the roof under which we live, upon the floor on 
which we stand,is controlled by a trust. Here stands Congress, 
the hizhest legislative body. and the executive and the judiciary, 
all nS f impotent, and powerless to protect the people. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee to insert à new paragraph as paragraph 4263, as 
amended, 

Mr. WHITE. Is House bill No. 379 in order? Iinquire of the 
Senator from Iowa whether it has been laid aside. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the bill is still under consideration. I 
am not quite clear abont it. 

Mr. MANTLE. Is it in order to offer an amendment to the 
proposed committee amendment? 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. MANTLE. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Amend the committee amendment by insert- 
ing, after the word “pickled,” in line 8, page 152, paragraph 4264, 
the following: 

Skins of animals, generally called hair sheep, or half-breeds, or cabretta or 
Angora sheep, raw or uncured, withthe hair or hair and wool on, goatskins, 
kangaroo skins, and the hides or skins of all other animals (not tanned), and 
not specially provided for. Sheepskins (except sheepskins with the wool 
on), raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled. 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, the purpose of the amendment 
is to include with hides, as provided by the committee, all other 
raw skins which come into competition with cattle hides and 
which it is proposed in the pending amendment to leave upon the 
free list. In my opinion, if the matter is permitted to go as it now 
stands, levying a du upon cattle hides only, the real object and 
purpose of the amendment will fail; that is to say, the protection 
which it is intended by the amendment to give to the domestic 
producers of hides will not be realized, because there will be left 
a vast amount both in number and value of other hides to come in 
free, which will come into competition with the cattle hides. 

Ihave talked with a number of tanners and manufacturers upon 
this sub;ect, and I find quite a good many of them are not opposed 
to a duty upon hides. They are entirely willing that a duty shall 
be levied, but they object to this discrimination, in permitting a 
vast amount of other hides used largely for the same purposes to 
come in duty free in competition with the articles they produce. 

Ihave here a document:presented by the senior Senator from 
Massachusetts, a memorial of George H. Maddock, who is the 

resident of the Boston Upper Leather Tanners' Club, in which 

e sets forth many facts that are applicable to the case in point, 
and presents the matter very clearly. Ithink the document ought 
really to go into the RECORD for the benefit of those who desire to 
understand this matter thoroughly. This document gives the 
number of hides which are imported and which are produced in 
this country. It goes on to say that about 12,000,000 are taken off 
in the United States annually, and an average of from 3,000,000 
to 6.000,000 are brought in. ; 

He states that there are also imported into this country yearly 
about 7,000,000 sheepskins; and here I may say that I have been 
informed by manufacturers that these sheepskins when tanned 
can scarcely be distinguished, and certainly not by a layman, 
from the cowhideleather. They are also used largely for the same 
purposes that cattle hides are used, and people are actually de- 
ceived in their purchase; that is to say, they buy sheepskin while 
believing they are buying cowhide or cattle-hide leather. 

This memorial shows also that there are about 50.000,000 raw 
goatskins, kangaroo skins, hair sheep, and Angora sheepskins im- 
ported annually into the country, the goatskins weighing about 
as many pounds and valued at about $10,300,000. It shows fur- 
ther that there was a total last year of about $33,500,000 worth of 
hides of all kinds imported into the country. Of this about 
$10,500,000 were of goatskins, and of hides other than goat and fur 


skins about $20,000,000, and it shows that if the matter is left as 
now recommended by the committee there will be $13,500,000 in 
value of other classes of hides, of raw goatskins, sheepskins, etc., 
which will come in duty free, the great body of which will com- 
pete more or less with cattle hides 

So it seems to me that this provision will be incomplete, that it 
will fail of its object and purpose in giving protection to the pro- 
ducers of cattle hides, and to manufacturers and tanners as well, 
unless it is made to cover all of these raw skins, and I certainly 
think that my amendment ought to prevail in this case, in order 
to complete the purpose which the committee have in view. 

Mr. President, I have listened to the speech made by the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey ed SMITH] this afternoon in opposition to 
a duty upon hides. The burden of his discourse was that the 
only ones who will be benefited by the duty on hides is the great 
beef trust of Chicago. If I believed that that was true, I certainly 
would not favor the imposition of this duty. In these matters, 
however, I am far more ready to accept the statements of people 
who are engaged in the industry, such as the people who are rais- 
ing and selling cattle throughout the country, than I am to accept 
abstract theories and propositions made and stated here without, 
as I regard it, sufficient foundation. 

Now, it is a fact that the cattle growers of the country, and the 
great body of farmers of the country who are raising cattle and 
selling them, are desirons of having a duty imposed upon hides. 
To my mind that is sufficient. That carries far more weight with 
me than any statement of the character to which I have alluded. 
At least two-thirds of all the hides which are produced in this 
country are produced by the small farmers and small cattle 
growers and the small independent butchers. About one-third, 
it is estimated, are produced by the cattle trust. So the great 
mass of the producers of this country will be benefited by the 
imposition of a duty. 

Iam very much pleased with the recommendation of the com- 
mittee to change this duty on hides from a cent and a half a pound 
specific to 20 per cent ad valorem, because I believe in this par- 
ticular case, considering the condition in which the hides are 
imported, an ad valorem duty perhaps will come nearer reaching 
the object had in view. 

Without stopping to take up the time of the Senate further, I 
desire to present a communication, which I will not stop to read, 
because I rather apprehend that. my suggestion, not having ema- 
nated from the committee, will carry no weight here, and wil) 
not be adopted. 

That, however, does not prevent me from presenting the matter 
and pointing out what I conceive to be the inconsistency of the 

roposition now advocated, to put a duty upon cattle hides and 
eave the great bulk of other hides to come in free. I desire to 
say that this communication is from a citizen of Texas, a Repub- 
lican, a most ardent protectionist, and a gentleman who has given 
a great deal of study and investigation to the subjectof goat rais- 
ing and sheep raising and of wool and all the matters which are 
related to those subjects. 

The communication referred to is as follows: 


PEARSALL, TEX., June 20, 1897. 


My DEAR Senator: * * * The hair of the Angora and Cashmere goat 
should no more bescheduled with wool when formulating a tariff bill than silk 
should be, The bill now under consideration recommends that raw silk pay 
animport duty of 50 cents per pound. This, I infer, is considered a revenue 
rate of import duty, as I do not infer that it is expected that such rate of im- 
port duty will ever tend to develop the business of proque raw silk in this 
country. The fabrics made from the hair of the Angora and Cashmere goat 
are worn by the same class of people that wear silk fabrics— le receivin 
good salaries or having good incomes—co uently mont be req 
to contribute to the revenues needed by the Governmen 

'The fabrics made from the skin of the goat are also worn by the same class 
of people; thorefore the same paler should apply when considering the ques- 
tion of restoring goatskins to the dutiable list. You are well aware that in 
applying the principles of the protective-tariff policy all luxurious commodi- 
ties imported and used by the extravagant, wealthy. and people of well-to-do 
circumstances should be required to beur largely the burdens of taxation, in 
order that the laboring masses may be relieved, as largely us is consistent 
with government, from taxes necessary to be levied and collected to 
meet the current expenses of the Government. 

This view of the case being accepted as the correct policy, the question 
arises as to the amount of import duty that should be justly levied on mohair. 
As the tariff bill now under consideration recommends that 50 cents per 
pound be levied on raw silk as a revenue duty, it seems to me right and 
proper that mohair should pay the same rate of import duty that silk is to 
pay, and in addition to the 5) cents per pound as the revenue duty, it should 
pay 25 cents per pound import duty as an additional protection to the indus- 
try, which can be made to meet the demands of the people within a reasonable 
number of years if 8 protection be given same. 

The hide of the goat, being used exclusively in the manufacture of luxuri- 
ous commodities, should pay an import duty of 40 cents or more per pound. 
Forty cents per pound import duty levied on the dry flint hide would have 
enabled the Government to collect more than 320,000,000 per annum on the 
more than 59,000,000 pounds of dry flint goatskins that have annually been 
imported into the United States during each of the last six or eight years, 
except the year closing June 30, 1594. de from this quantity imported as 
dry flint hides. there has also been imported a considerable quantity of goat- 
skins in a half-dressed condition for the manufacture of morocco leather. 
The tanners of goa will need to be given proper rates of compensatory 
duties to protect them against competition offered by foreign tanners. 

An examination of the Treasury Department reports will show that the 
consumption of goatskins by the people of the United States, as imported in 
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the raw and half-dressed condition and as imported in gloves, is enormous, 
costing the people of this nation (computing the probable quantity of raw goat- 
akins used in the manufacture of gloves imported) annually less than an 
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to prove that during 
have very greatly 


nst foreign competition; and the same records 
$ pew fifteen years the annual importations of goa 
n 


average of $13,000,000 during the lasi t years, every pound of which can and I herewith insert statement taken from the records of the Treasury De- 
w produced by the people of country if vt bn adequate protection | partment showing importations of goat products: 
Import of goatskins and mohair and manufactures of goatskins. 
[See United States Treasury Department reports.] 
Dutiable under section 3,| Goatskins, 
tober 1, 1890. 
Year. Pounds, Value, Cost por — dS es Kidgloves,| Mohair. NEC 
free. pound formorocco| Alus o pound. 
purposes. 
401,530 „159. 112 
5 450, 571 y 437,267 
3,415, 935 4,523, 600 
8, 644, 695 5,501,336 
3.474. 735 5,627, 904 
9,497, 879 5,830, 380 
4,137, 495 6,925,876 
2,484, 740 4,412,597 
8,123,225 6,4 3,822 | 
3, 145, 989 6, 763, 082 


The facts set forth in the records of the Treasury Department, added to 
the further fact that the United States possesses all the conditiuns requisite 
to enable the ple of this nation to produce every pound of goatskin and 
mohair needed, renders this balay Md worthy the careful and earnest consid- 
eration of Congress, while considering ways and means by which the Gov- 
ernment can be supplied with the necessary amount of revenue, and at the 
same time induce the people to make this country self-supplying iu all com- 
modities needful that we are now importing but that we can successfully 


uce. 
Further consideration of this subject will enable you to ascertain the 
facts that highlands of all Southern States, nearly ali of Texas, New Mexico, 
and Arizona, a large portion of M and some portions of the Pacific 
Coast north of California are well adap to raising the Angora goat, and 
that middle and west Texas, New Mexico, and Arizona not only have room 
to opere Mylar and care for many millions of goats (besides carrying 
at the same time large stocks of sheep), but the three sections of coun 
last named have been proven to be the natural home of the goat in No 
America, and are spoken of by men of experience in other countries as com- 
paring favorably with any part of the world for goat-raising p i 
Concerning the number of goats now in the United States, 1 have to ad vise 
you that, while the reports of the 8 of Agriculture at Washington 
show but 45,000 goats in North America, such report is misleading, from the 
fact that a reference to the office of comptroller of Texas shows that the as- 
sessors of State returned to that office for assessment last year (1595) 
251.585 goats, and a reference to the comptroller's records for the State of Cali- 
fornia and the Territories of New Mexicoand Arizona will show that in those 
districts there are also considerable nnmbers of goats, a good portion of 
which, in all these different States and Territories named, are of the Angora 


reed. 

While discussing the feasibility of 8 stock for the building u 
sufficient stock of goats to enable the United States to become self supplying, 
Iha:etofurtheradvise you that while we have no official reports concern- 
ing the number of goats in Mexico, yet my personal knowledge of the num- 
ber of goats in that country leads me to believe that there are at least three 
or four millions of goats in that country, a good portion of which the people 
of the United States would be likely to come possession of in compara- 
tively few years by purchase and removal of same to the United States if 
sufficient rate of protection is given the industry x Congress to justify the 
people in purchasing and bringing same into the United States. 

It is a well-known fact that the goat is the most hardy and 
of any of the wool- abe at A consequently it is reasonable to conclude 
that the addition of a considerable bebes of the goat stock of Mexico to the 
present stock of ts in the United States would, in comparatively few years, 
enable the people of this ere Sag become self-supplying in both goatskins 
and mohair, thereby 3 nation to keep at home the $15,000,000 to 
$17,000,000 in gold that is now being sent abroad in payment for goatskins and 
mohair that we are annually importing. and which amount of importations 
is xa ege d in , and at the same time the building up of this industry 
would give profitable employment to tens of thousands of people and make 
valuable millions of acres of nouagricultural lands located in the arid districts 
of the United States. 

Most respectfully, 


ofa 


rolific animal 


B. L. CROUCH. 

Hon. LEE MANTLE, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. MANTLE. It will be seen that this gentleman has gone 
into the matter most thoroughly, has investigated all the statis- 
tics bearing upon it, and has tabulated a statement giving his 
views, and from the protective standpoint thereis no disputing the 
proposition that a higher rate of duty ouzht to be levied upon these 
skins and hairs for the pu of encouraging their production in 
ourown country. His judgment and belief 1s—and he states the 
case very clearly and logically—that with a protective duty suffi- 
ciently high we can supply these articles very largely ourselves. 

1 desire to have the memorial of Mr. Maddock, to which I have 
referred, printed in the RECORD in connection with my remarks, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

The memorial referred to is as follows: 

[Senate Document No. 150, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session.] 
MEMORIAL OF GEORGE H. MADDOCK. 

Mr. Hoar presented the following memorial of George H. Maddock, presi- 
dent of the Boston Upper Leather ers' Club, containing statistics in re- 
gard to tariff on hides: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., June 10, 1897. 
The Senate of the United States: 
The 5 in regard toa tariff on hides and leather is most respectfully 


presented: 
According to the census of 1890, the amount of capital employed in the 


various branches of the manufactures of boots, shoes, and leather amounted 

to $2.0,000,000, and the value of the manufactured product was $022,.00),000; 

225 pones of people employed, 205,000, and the amount of wages paid was 
50.4 A 

The industry has increased to a. very large extent since that time, and the 
capital employed is much larger. 

he number of cattle hides taken off 1 the United States for the 
— five years has been from 12,000,000 to 15,000,000. and the number imported 

s been from 3,000,000 to 6.000,000. The largest importations were in 1 
when the price of hides in this country was much higher than in any part o! 
the world, and large numbers came here from nearly al! the hide- ucing 
countries. The imports of cattle hides in 1595 were nearly 6.00J.000. 

The domestic take-off of cattle hides in the United States in 1896 was about 
12,000,000; about one-third of this number were taken off by the large and 
small packers, and the other two-thirds by the small butchers and farmers. 

There are also yer e numbers of calfskins taken off in this country 
every year, but it is difficult to estimate the number. 

About 5.000.000 sheep and lambs are slaughtered in the United States yearly, 
and most of the skins are used in making leather. 

There are also imported into this country yearly about 600,000 dozen, or 
7,000,0.0, sheepskins, used mostly for making leather. 

There are also imported yearly a large number of goatskins, kangaroo 
skins, hair sheep and Angora shee ns. 

The definite number can not be determined, but conservative estimates 


place the number as in the vicinity of 40,000,0 O to 50,000,000 skins. According 

tothe reports of imports of merchandise for there were 1 

of goatskins. raw or uncured, imported into the United States, valued at 

$10.305.859. These goatskins came principally from India, China, Germany, 

Rn RUNE. Turkey, Mexico, Argentina, Brazil, Africa, and United King- 
om. 


oam e supply of these foreign goat and sheep skins seems to be unlim- 
je 


As the shoe and leather industry is so large and important an Ina 
eat care should be taken in the adjustment of the new tariff that as little 
isturbance as ible should be made in the long-established conditions of 
the trade, and it would be very detrimental to the industry to have excess- 
ive or unequal duties imposed on raw materials; but without doubt the in- 
dustry could very readily adapt itself to a reasonable duty. 

Onaccount of our extensive forests of oak and hemlock, and the access 
to them by our railroads, and on account of the enterprise and push of our 
American tanners, we are able to produce leather (in the making of which 
oak or bemlock bark is required) at a less price than similar leather can be 
produced in other parts of the world, and for this reason we have been able 
= impuso. a large foreign trade for our leather, amounting to nearly . 

Ha year. 

This leather to nearly all the important leather markets of Europe, 
and American leather has become almost a necessity to the English shoe 
manufacturers. The shoe and leather trade seems to seek a few principal 
centers in each country. Boston is now the great shoe and leather center of 
the world, and London is the next place of importance. 

Owing to the skill and enterprise and close attention to the business by the 
American tanner and shoe manufacturer, the competition has become very 
close and the profits are reduced to the minimum, so that many of our large 
shoe factories are willing to run fora profit of 1to2centsper pair onthe cheaper 

des of shoes, costing $1.25 per pair or less, and a pronp of 5 cents per pair 
is an unusual thing, except on the medium and hetter grades of shoes, and 
the tannersof cattle hides for the past three years have not averaged over 20 


to 25 cents per hide profit. 
In spite of the inroad u; this narrow margin of profit which would be 
made by the proposed duty on hides, less harm would result if the duty on 


cattle hides was properly classified. and if the hides and skins of other ani- 
mals were also put on the dutiable list at an equitable rate. Such a duty on 
skins would give more real protection to cattle hides than the proposed duty 
in the Senate bill; it would give more revenue, and it would bea more popu- 


measure. 
It is proposed in the tariff bill as pr to the Senate May 4, 1897, to take 
cattle hides from the free list, where they have been since 1872, and place a 
duty on them of Il cents per pound. (See p. S. B. 132. No. 4201.) 

In the same bill it is proposed to leave the raw skins of all other animals on 
the free list (page 184, No. 6361), and also leave the duty on tanned skins at 10 
yer cent ad valorem, the same as they have been, hides on the free list (No. 

2T. 154, lines 7, 8, and 9). 

These imported raw skins produce leather that is used extensively in 
place of leather made from cattle hides, displaces so much cattle-hide 
leather. and helps to reduce the price of hide leather and of cattle hides A 
mr should be placed on these raw skins if a duty is to be placed on hides. 

e tanned skins imported under No. 427, lines 7, 8, and 9, compete very 
seriously with leathers made from domestic hides, as can readily be shown 
and a duty of 30 per cent on this article would not be excessive, and would 
d pee better protection to our domestic hides than would a duty on 
cattle hides. 

It requires, on the average, over two months' time to manufactureleather 
from cattle hides, and a large amount of raw material. such as bark, etc., is 
used. This gives constant employment to labor for over two months fora 
hide, and employs a 1 of labor in gathering and preset 
materials used, such as 'k, etc., while on the average it takes only about 
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two weeks to prepare leather from the imported skins, for the reason that 
most of the skins are NM DE 2 QUEM RO DE such as a chrome- 
tanning process, or by some other process, which have not as yet been 
found to be succe-sfully applicable to tanning a hide. Very little materialis 
required in rong or these skins, and it requires only a few days 
to finish leather m the imported tanned skins, and only a very small 
amount of material. 

It will thus aprons that the manufacture of leather from cattle hides em- 

loys labor at least four times as long as the manufacture of leather from 
De imported skins, and also uses a much larger amount of domestie mate- 
rial in the manufacture of hide leather. 

It is difficult to give the amount of imports of the raw skins that compete 
with leather made from cattle hides. They are not gooey classified in the 
Government s, as they have been on the free list. 

The importation of goatskins, raw, in 1895 amounted to $10.955.000; in 1896 
to $10,305,000. A portion of these skins would produce leather that would 
compete with cattle hides. 

Under the term “Skins for morocco, tanned,” the imports in 18% were 

730,000, and in 1896, $3.150,000. These a duty of 10 per cent, but proba- 

y valued at the extreme low price at which they were brough (chiefly in 
India), the leather from & po of these tanned skins competes very 

riously with leather made m cattle hides. The duty on these skins has 
iem 10 per cent, which is notenoughfor protection. It should be 30 per cent, 
as before stated. 

The value of cattle hides imported can not be definitely stated, as they are 
not posee ex qr in epi having been on the free list. 

A careful te of the ot gees of cattle hides gives the number im- 

in 1896 as 3,500,000. A fair estimate of the w: t would be 71,000,000 
pounds; a fair estimate of the value would be $13,000,000. 

The imports of raw gontskins in 1896 were 45,715,000 pounds, valued at 
$10.300,000. These were free of duty. 

The importations of hides and skins for 1896 are as follows: 


rts of tekins, not tanned...........--.................---.-. $10,300, 000 
sports of fides and aktas othe tha ot ap pn... zn ono 
‘or morocco, p! y 

Tadia tanned goat, sheep, and kip skins 3,150, 000 
E . fe Re A Rc equ] Cir. 33, 606,000 

Less estimated value of cattle hides................................. 13,000,000 
EUR aaa Ae R T gut e EIN Culte oA ve T A hee te 20, 666, 000 

Less tanned skins, taxed at 10 per cent 8, 150, 000 
Zeex tra Dole SIM OE LLL 13,516, 000 


52 wales Deen 2 po other SD CAM arm SORRISE ro 
pees o Mae AM ee certainly does not give the 
GEO. H. MADDOCK, 
President Boston Upper Leather Tanners’ Club. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE] to the 
amendment proposed by the committee, which has been read. 

The amen t to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the adoption 
of the amendment proposed by committee inserting a new 


paragraph. 
Mr. VEST. Let us have the yeas and nays on that, Mr. Presi- 


dent. 

The and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COCKREL Let the amendment be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment of 
the committee in paragraph 4263, in line 8, page 152, after the 
word ** pickled,” to strike out “14 cents per pound” and insert 20 
per cent ad valorem; and after the word pound,“ in line 9, to 
strike out: 

Provided, That u all leather exported, made from imported hides, there 
shall be allowed a drawback equal to the amount of duty pus on such hides, 
8 under such regulations as the Secretary of the may pre- 


So as to make the paragraph read: 

426}. Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, 20 
per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. WHITE. I inquire if we are now to vote upon the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee to the amendment of the com- 


P 

Mr. deis I understood that 20 per cent had been already 
accepte 

Mr. ALLISON. We have substituted for the original amend- 
ment another amendment, and we are now voting upon the 
amendment as amended as a substitute. 

Mr. WHITE. From the statement made from the desk, it 
would seem to be a substitution of 20 per cent for 1j cents 
pound, and striking out the proviso. It ought to be read as if 20 
per cent had already been inserted. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is correct. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the insertion of 
the new paragraph 4261 as it has been amended on the motion of 
2 MIN from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. The Secretary will call 

e roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. DEBOE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. G (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 

Senator from New Jersey (Mr. SxrrH]. If he were present, 
would vote **nay" and I d vote ** yea." 
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Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). 


Ihave a general 
pe with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MOMILLAN]. 
he were present, I should vote **nay." 

Mr. M (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. R (when Mr. PETTIGREW’s name was called). The 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] is paired with the 
Senator from California [Mr. Warre]. The Senator from South 
Dakota would vote ** yea” if present. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the "ditior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER], but as he 
would vote upon this question in the a tive, if he were pres- 
ent, as I shall do, I ask to record my vote. I vote yea.“ 

'The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BATE. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. Harris] 
is absent on account of ill health, and that he is paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] who is also absent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after having voted in the negative). 
Iam paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE),and voted 
inadvertently. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GEAR. Ihave announced my pair with the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. SwrTH], but I transfer that pair to the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and vote ** yea." 

Mr. CLARK (after having voted in the affirmative). I inquire 
a the err whether the junior Senator from Kansas | Mr. Harris] 

as vot 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator has not voted. 

Mr. CLARK. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with 
that Senator. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am paired with the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. WELLINGTON], but understanding, if he were present, that he 
would vote the same way on this question as I do, I vote “yea.” 

Mr. CLARK. Itransfer my pair with the junior Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. Harris] to the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
nont: and vote ** yea." 

Mr. DEBOE. Itransfer my pair with the Senator from South 

Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
JONES], and vote ** yea." 
Nr. PENROSE. Iam authorized to transfer my pair with the 
junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY], so tant he will be 
paired with the Senator from Utah (Mr. Cannon]. Therefore I 
am at li to vote, and vote yen. 

Mr. WHITE. On this quet I am paired with the Senator 
from South Dakota (Mr. PETTIGREW], and withhold my vote. If 
he were present, he would vote yea” and I should vote **nay." 

Mr. MARTIN. I wish to announce that I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MOBRIDE], and therefore withhold my 


vote. 
Mr. BACON (after having voted in the negative). I inquire of 
e C 15 the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE] 
vo 
2 1 T. The Senator from Rhode Island has 
not vo 
Mr. BACON. Then I withdraw my vote, as I have a general 
pair with that Senator. 
Mr. MANTLE. I desire to inquire if any arrangement has 
been made respecting the pair of the Senator from Utah [Mr. 


CANNON]? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The of the Senator from Utah 
Mr. Cannon] has been transf to the Senator from Delaware 
Mr. KENNEY], as announced by the Senator from Pennsylvania 

r. PENROSE]. 


The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 20; as follows: 


Allen Deboe, Jones, N lins, 
, ones, Nev. Raw 
Allison, is Sewell, 
Baker, Fairbanks, Shoup, 
Bu Foraker, elson, Spooner, 
Butler, Frye, rose, Stewart, 
Carter, Gear, Perkins, Teller, 
Clark, ` Hawl erae Ben a Pris 
w 
Cullom, Heitf Proctor, Wilson." 
Davis, Hoar, Quay, 
NAYS—2. 
Bate, Cockrell, Mallory, Roach, 
Gaffer German, —— Turplé," 
ery, 
Chil oa Gray, Pasco, 8 
Clay, McLaurin, Pettus, ‘Walthall. 
NOT VOTING—30. 
Aldrich, Kans. Mec Smith, 
Bacon, Tenn. Martin, " 
Cannon, Jones, Ark. Mason, Wellington, 
Daniel, Ys Mils, Wetmore, 
Gallinger, Kyle, Morrill, > 
George, dsay, Murphy, Wolcott. 
Prop. Mc e, Pettigrew, 
Hans McEnery, Platt, N. Y. 


So the amendment to insert as a new paragraph paragraph 4264 
as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. I offer, on behalf of the majority of the 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2079 


Committee on Finance, a new aph in lieu of paragraph 
427 as originally proposed to be inserted by the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed the 

Senator from Iowa on behalf of the committee will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert, as a substitute for 
paragraph 427 as originally reported, the following: 

427. Band or belting leather, sole leather, dressed upper, and all other 
leather, calfskins, tanned. or tanned and d kangaroo, sheep and goat 
skins (including lamb and kid skins), dressed and ed, chamois, and other 
skins, and bookbinders’ calfskins, all the foregoing not specially provided for 
in this act, 20 per cent ad valorem: skins for morocco, tanned, but unfinished, 
10 per cent valorem; skins of sheep origin, dressed, with the grain on, $1.50 
per dozen skins; skinsof goat origin, dressed, with the grain on. $2 per dozen 
skins; skins dressed as suede or with the exterior grain surface removed, 
whether known as mocha or otherwise, $2.50 per dozen skins; patent, japanned, 
varnished, or enameled leather, weighing not over 10 pounds per dozen 
hides or skins, 30 cents per pound and 20 per cent ad valorem; if weighing 
over 10 pounds and not over 25 pounds per dozen, 30 cents per pound and 10 
per cent ad valorem; if weighing over 25 pounds per dozen. 20 cents per pound 
and 10 per cent ad valorem; pianoforte leather and pianoforte action leather, 
85 per cent ad valorem: leather shoe laces, finished or unfinished, 50 cents per 
gross and 20 per cent ad valorem; bootsand shoes made of leather,25 per cent 
ad valorem: Provided, That leather cut into shoe uppers or vamps or other 
forms, suitable for conversion into manuf: articles, shall be classified 
as manufactures of leather and pay duty accordingly. 


Mr. WHITE. This amendment is very l y and seems to 
need a little clarification. I will inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
as to whether the effect of it is to increase the duty over the 
amendment heretofore proposed by the committee or over the bill 
asit came from the House; I of it generally. It is mysteri- 
ously concocted. - 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. How great an increase is proposed 


by the amendment? 
Mr. ALLISON. This amendment was very carefully prepared 
by an expert of the Treasury Department. 1t does somewhat in- 


crease the duties upon japanned leather above those heretofore pro- 
vided, but otherwise I do not think there is any material advance. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator state the object of the commit- 
tee in framing this complicated amendment? Will he state the 
object to be gained by it? What was the difficulty with the 
former amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator had noticed carefully the read- 
ing of the amendment, he would haveobserved that all the leathers 
bearing 20 per cent ad valorem have been thrown together. This 
is more scientific, if I may use that term, than the paragraph 
formerly proposed by the committee. 

Mr. E. This is more scientific than the other? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is to say, it carries all the leathers that 
have a 20 per cent ad valorem duty together. Then it classifies 
other leathers, some of them being made specific instead of ad 
valorem, without increasing the ad-valorem. Perhaps I should 
have said the amendment now proposed is more symmetrical than 
the former one. 

Mr. VEST. Under the amendment as originally proposed by the 
committee the duty upon japanned leather was 20 per cent ad 
valorem. Canthe Senator now tell us what is the ad valorem 
rate upon ja ed leather under the amendment as amended? 

Mr. ALLISON. About 10 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. All these band or belting leathers, * * calf. 
skins tanned, or tanned and dressed, dressed upper leather, includ- 
ing patent, enameled, and japanned leather, dressed or undressed," 
etc., were placed at 20 per cent ad valorem. "What does the Sena- 
tor say is now the increase over 20 per cent? 

Mr. SON. The increase is about 10 per cent, making it 30. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Instead of 20? 

Mr. ALLISON. Instead af 20. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On all of those? 

Mr. ALLISON. On all that class of leather. 

Mr. WHITE. Is there any compensating duty in this? Was 
this framed with a view to prepare a compensating duty? 

Mr. ALLISON. It was framed in view of the fact of the 20 per 
cent auy on hides. 

Mr. WHITE. Then the increase is due to the fact that a tariff 
Y has been placed on hides? 

r. ALLISON. On that class of leather. I believe the pro- 
posed amendment is satisfactory to those who voted to impose a 
uty on hides. 

Mr.GRAY. Ishouldlike to ask what the committee propose 
to substitute for lines 7, 8, and 9, which read: 

Skins for morocco, tanned, but unfinished, 10 per cent ad valorem? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is included in the substitute as stated. 
The duty on morocco is not increased. 

Mr. GRAY. How is it as to ‘skins for morocco, tanned, but 
unfinished? ” 

Mr. ALLISON. They are not included, and stand at 10 per 
cent, as in the former amendment. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Was the tax too high as proposed 
before the 20 per cent was put on? 

Mr. ALLISON. On skins for morocco? 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ithink so. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iunderstood the Senator to say these 


duties were raised in this para 
cent which has Pe been add 


ph to compensate for the 20 per 
on hides? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ten per cent as to japanned leather. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Wasit not raised as to anything else? 

Mr. ALLISON. Not as to anything else, I believe. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then the addition of 10 per cent does 
not, in the opinion of the Senator, change the necessity for pro- 
tection on these articles? 

Mr. ALLISON. Only as I have stated. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. From which I infer that the Senator 
thinks that the rates were too high in this paragraph before the 
addition of the 20 per cent duty on hides? 

Mr. ALLISON. They were high enough. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Yes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There oughtto bea yea-and-nay vote 
of the Senate on that proposition, and 1 ask that the vote be taken 
in that way. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr.WHITE. Ifthe Senator from Iowa has the information con- 
venient, I should like to know the ad valorem rateon shoe strings. 

Mr. GRAY. Are shoe strings on the dutiable list? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes; under this amendm 

Mr. GRAY. Could they not escape? 

Mr. WHITE. No; it seems not. 

Mr. ALLISON. The rate is about 20 per cent, I think. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DA (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANsBROUGH]. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Ihavea general 
with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. he 
were present, I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). Iam with 
the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. he were 
present,-I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). I am paired on 
this question with the Senator from n pe: MCBRIDE]. 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GaALLINGER]. If he were 
present, I should vote ** nay." 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY]. If he were 
present, I should vote “yea.” 

. WARREN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER], but for this 
vote I transfer my pair to the Senator from Illinois [ Mr. Mason], 
and I will vote. I vote ‘‘ yea." 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). Upon this voteI am 

ired with the Senator from South Dakota . PETTIGREW]. 

ere he MNA he would vote yea and I should vote ‘‘nay. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY. I was requested by the senior Senator from 
New York [Mr. MURPHY] to announce that on all these questions 
he is paired with his colleague [Mr. Pharr]. If the senior Sen- 
ator from New York were present, he would vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. VEST. Iam paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay” and he would 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after having voted in the negative). 
Iam paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Harz], and voted 
inadvertently. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the negative). The junior 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE] not having voted, I 
withdraw my vote, as I have a general pair with him. 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 19; as follows: 


ent. 


YEAS—30. 
Allison, Elkins, Spooner, 
Burrows, Fairbanks, Pe: Stewart, 
Carter Foraker, . — Conn. Teller, 
Frye, urston, 
Clarke, na, Proctor, Warren, 
Cullom, Hawley. Quay, Wilson. 
Davis, oar, well, 
De Jones, Nev. Shoup, 
NAYS—19. 
Allen, Cockrell, Mitchell, Roach, 
Bate. Faulkner, Morgan, 
Berry. Gray, Turpie, 
Caffery, Harris, Kans. Pettus, W. 
Chil à Raw 
NOT VOTING—40. 
Aldrich, i McEnery, 
Bacon, McLaurin, Pettigrew, 
Baker, Hansbrough, M Platt, N. Y. 
Butler, is. Mantle, Smith, 
Cannon, Heitfeld, Martin, Turner, 
Clay, Jones, Mason, Vest, 
Kenney, Ww 

^ le, Mo Wetmore, 
Gear, dsay, Murphy, 
George, McBr Nelson, Wolcott. 


So the amendment of the committee was agreed to. 


Mr. CAFFERY. I offer a table prepared by Mr. Byron W. 
Holt, in connection with the sugar schedule, and ask that it may 
be printed in the RECORD and as a separate document. 


Table showing differential or net protection on 100 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, that order 
will be made. 
The table referred to is as follows: 


nds of hard refined sugar; protection concealed in error of Treasury table; total concealed over 
the 20 cents per 100 pounds intended; and net protection, or differential 3 countervailing duty du cents) on 100 pounds hard re; ee 


ned sugar. 


fined sugar. 


Amount of dut em raw 
sugar make 
10 T unds of hard re- 


Differential on 100 pounds 
hard refined sugar based 
ont— 

Amount 
duty of 
on 100 

Poanes uty), on 


fined 
sugar.t 


1.75 | $L7500| $1. 7500 
1.72 1.7874) 1.7522 
109| 1.7245] 1. m 
1.6 | 1.7113) 1. 

1.63 1.6980 | 1.7518 
1.60 | 1.6812) 1.7494 
1.57 1.6702 | 1.7458 
1.54] 1.6560) 1.7413 
1.51 1.6412 | 1.7356 
1.48 | 1.6264) 1.7288 
1.45 | 16111 1.7207 
1.42 | 1.5035 1.7117 
1.39 | 1.5796 | 1.7015 
1.26 | 1.4482| 1.5058 
12:| 1.4902 1.5515 
1.20 | 1.4418] 1.5361 
1.17 | 1394] 1.5196 


* The column headed “ Theoretical" shows the number of pounds a raw Gagas of each grade which would be required to make 100 

r was extracted. 
refined sugar. If refiners do not get out 10) pounds of hard refined from these allowances, it 
out less hard and more soft reiined sugars, Of course the unextracted crys- 
tallizable sugar can be made into soft refined—almost as valuable as hard refined sugars. 


or hard refined sugar. providing all of the crystallizable su, 
allowance is sufficient to yield in practice 100 pounds of ha 
is usually because they can give a greater value to their products by turnin 


goes into sirup. 


Pete eee eee 


Cents. Cents. Cents. 

7500 $1.95 20 20 20 
7406 1,95 21.26 19.78 20, 94 1.16 0.94 58.94 
7305 1.95 22.55 19. 70 21.95 2.25 1.95 59.95 
7214 1.95 23.87 19.70 22.86 3.16 2.80 60. 86 
7115 1.95 25.20 19.82 23.85 4.03 3.85 61.85 
7094 1.95 26.58 20.06 24.78 4.70 4.76 62.76 
6925 1.95 21.98 20.42 25. 76 5.94 5.76 63.76 
6832 1.95 29.40 20, 87 26. 68 5.81 6.68 64. 68 
6731 1.95 30. 88 21.44 27.69 6.45 7.69 65. 69 
6620 1.95 . 36 22.12 23.80 6.68 8.80 65.80 
6515 1.95 33.89 22. 93 29.85 6.92 9.85 67.85 
6401 1.95 85.45 23.83 30. 99 7.16 10.99 68. 99 
6277 1.95 91.04 24.85 32.23 7.98 12.23 70.23 
4056 1.95 50.58 38.42 45.44 7.02 25. 44 83.44 
4707 1.95 51.98 39. 85 47.08 7.18 27.03 85.08 
„4640 1.95 53.82 41.39 48. 60 7.21 28.60 86. 60 
4472 1.95 55.60 43.04 50.28 7.24 30.28 88.28 
unds of crystallized 


It is not practicable to extract all. In the column headed Actual“ the 


Besides these sugars there is more or less of invert sugar, which 


In the column headed “ Theoretical allowance " the differential is based upon the supposition that all the erystallizable sugar is gotten out of the raw 


sugar. The small amount that is lost in practice is saved in the form of soft refined sugars. The diferential shown in this column is therefore 


robabl 


nearer correct than is that in the column headed Actual pounds." In the latter column no account is taken of the increased value of the soft refi 


sugars due to the duty on them 


1 These differentials do not include the duty on the soft sugars made from the residue of the first refining process, all of which duty is clear profit to 


refiners. Neither do they show the full protection given to the low-grado refined sugars. Under the propose 


schedule these sugars, though often testing 


less than 90 — Mur the same protection as hard refined sugars testing 99}. The protection on these sugars is therefore about 10 per cent moré than 


on hard refined sugar. I 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to have the attention of the Senator 
from California for a moment. In the original paragraph 427 I 
find that leather shoe laces were partly specific and partly ad va- 
lorem. The rate proposed by the amendment just adopted is less 
than the rate proposed by the House. ; P 

The reading of the bill was resumed, beginning with line 17, page 
154, and continued to the end of paragraph 430, which is as follows: 

490. Women's or children's glace“ finish, lamb or sheep, not over 14 inches 
in length, $2.50 per dozen pairs; over 14 and not over 17 inches in length, $3.50 

r dozen pairs: over17 inches in length, $4.50 per dozen pairs; men's“ glacé ™ 

ish. lamb or sheep. $4 per dozen pairs. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Iowa how 
paragraph 430 compares with the McKinley law on gloves? 

Mr. LISON. Ithink it is an increase. 

Mr. GRAY. Can the Senator from Arkansas state the increase, 
unless the Senator from Iowa has the figures? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is 25 cents a dozen on the first bracket. 

Mr. GRAY. That is what I make it out. The classification is 
different from that of the McKinley law. We in this paragraph 
have adopted the classification of the law of 1894. 

Mr. J ONES of Arkansas. On 14-inch gloves it is $1.75 a dozen 
under the present law, and $2.50 under the Senate bill; over 14 
inches and not over 17 inches, $2.75 under the present law, and 
$3.50 under the pending bill—75 cents difference. 

Mr. GRAY. Seventy-five cents difference? 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Seventy-five cents. Over 14 inches 
and not over 17 inches, unlined, it is 82.75 under the present law 
and $3.50 under the pending bill; over 14 and not over 17 inches in 
length, lined, $3.75 under the present law and $1.50 under this 
bill; over 17 inches in length. unlined, $3.75 under the present 
law and $4.50 under the pending bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. On the next item it is the same—$4. 

The reading of passed-over paragraphs was resumed, and para- 
graph 481 was read, as follows: 

431. Women’s or children's glace“ finish, goat, kid, or other leather than 
of sheep origin, not over 11 inches in length, per dozen pairs; over 14 and 
not over 17 inches in length. $175 per dozen pairs; over 17 inches in le 
$475 per dozen pairs; men's “glacé” finish, kid, goat, or other leather 
of sheep origin, $t per dozen pairs. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Iowa tell us in regard to 
the last item in prd It is the same description as in 

aragraph 431, men's “glacé” finish. What kind of a glove is it? 
it is a tremendous tax, it seems tome. Is that a fine glove ora 
ocarse glove? 


will thus prohibit the importation of low-grade refined sugars. 


Mr. LODGE. A smooth glove. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a smooth finish. 

Mr. GRAY. They are taxed $4 a dozen pairs. It is a very high 
tax, and I wish to know whether it is an ordinary leather glove 
or a fine leather glove. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are all fine gloves—‘ glacé finish, kid, 
goat, or other leather than that of sheep origin.” i 

Mr. VEST. The ‘‘glacé” is the finer glove. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The tax is about 50 per cent. 

Mr. GRAY. How do they differ, I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator from Iowa, from the last classification in paragraph 430 
* men's glacé finish, lamb or sheep, $4 per dozen pairs." Is the 
lamb or sheep a coarse, heavy glove? 

Mr. ALLISON. They are heavier gloves. These are the kids, 
and other than of sheep origin. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was to strike out paragraph 434, in the 
following words: 

434. In addition to the foregoing rates there shall be paid tho following 
cumulative duties: On all leather gloves, when lined, $1 per dozen pairs; on 
all pique or prix seam gloves, 50 cents per dozen pairs; on all gloves stitched 
or embroidered, with more than three single strands or cords, 50 cents per 
dozen pairs: Provided, That all gloves represented to be of a kind or grade 
below their actual kind or grade shall pay an additional duty of $3 per dozen 
pairs: And provided further, That no gloves shall be classed as children's 
gloves that are larger than size 6, glove measurement. 

And to insert in lien thereof: 

434. In addition to the N rates, there shall be 
when lined, $1 per dozen pairs. n all leather gloves rted without fas- 
tenersof any kind for closing the wrist openings there shall be a reduction 
of 25 cents per dozen pairs from the rates in the preceding paragraphs. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ioffer what I send to the desk as a substitute 
for the committee amendment. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposedto amend the amendmentof the 
committee by inserting asa substitute therefor the following: 

434. In addition to the foregoing rates there shall be paid on leather gloves, 
when lined, $1 per dozen pairs; on all pique or prix seam gloves, 25 cents per 
dozen pairs; on all gloves stitched or embroidered with more than three sin- 
gle strands or cords, 25 cents per dozen pairs. On all leather gloves with 
wrist openings, imported without fasteners, or parts thereof, of any kind, 
there shall be a reduction of 25 cents per dozen pairs from the rates in the 
preceding paragraphs. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. As well as I could hear, there has 
been an increase in the rate of duty on gloves of 75 cents a dozen 
in these paragraphs. Theamendmentnow offered, if I understand 
it correctly, increases it $1 in addition to the 75 cents. 


id on leather gloves, 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No. 

Mr. ALLISON. It increases it $1 on lined oe 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. That is above the 75 cents already 
on; more than 100 per cent on the first recommendation of the 
committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh, no. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas: Then I do not understand it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 434 provided that in addition to 
the foregoing rates, there shall be paid on leather gloves, when 
lined, $1 per dozen pairs." 

Now,in addition to that we have provided for 25 cents additional 
per dozen pairs on all pigne or prix seam gloves, instead of 50 
cents a dozen, as in the House scheme, and also upon embroidered 

loves the same rate, 25 cents a dozen additional, the House hav- 
ing put on 50 cents a dozen, and we omit from the amendment the 
last two provisos found in the House text. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ido not understand the meaning of 

the amendment. I should be glad to have it read again from the 


esk, 
Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will also look at the House 


text. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will again be read. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This is a substitute for the House 
provision. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a substitute for the House provision and 
the Senate amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not so understand it when it 


was first read. 

Mr. WHITE. I do not exactly understand the last sentence of 
the paragraph, which provides that in certain cases'there shall be 
a reduction of 25 cents per dozen pairs. This seems to be ame- 
nable to the criticism made by the Senator from Iowa the other 
day when he spoke deprecatingly of a provision that the duty 
should not go above a certain figure. I note with apprehension 
that he is injecting into the bill that very dangerous element, for 
he provides here that on certain lines of goods a reduction shall be 
made. I think, perhaps, the amendment is better phrased than 
the House paragraph, which provides for cumulative duties. 
I have heard of cumulative penalties in certain cases. The 
change, as I understand it, is a considerable raise over previous 
law, but the classification is so different that it is impossible to 
figure it out, and I see it is a task for which the mathematician 
who prepared the comparative statement found himself inadequate, 
for I observe there is no computation here as to oa, Sra 434, 
either as it came from the House or as it is now in the bill. 

Mr. GRAY. Then, if I understand it, it means that on leather- 
lined gloves the a Barca be $5 per dozen. 

Mr. ALLISON. they are lined. 

Mr. GRAY. If they are lined. So if they are lined, I presume 
that takes them out of the category of ordinary kid gloves which 
may be worn for fashion or for some other purpose, perhaps 
for dress rather than for warmth; but a lined glove is only worn 
as a necessity, and the leather-lined piores are the necessary 
hand y nao of nds rr who is out in the open air, and espe- 
cially those who work in the air. This is a very large tax, it 
seems to me, to be placed upon a necessary of life—$5 a dozen. 

Mr. ALLISON. The ple who make gloves complain very 
much that we allow only $1. Itis said that the cost of lining 
many of these gloves is four or five dollars a dozen. 

Mr. GRAY. The people who wear gloves will complain. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave not heard of any complaint from them. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. TheremarkoftheSenator from Iowa, 
that the people who make the gloves complain, reminds me of the 
complaint I remember to have read once of an old conveyancer in 
England, who complained that a deed for land was not required 
to be exactly the same size as the land, so that the conveyancer, 
who was paid by the hundred words, would receive something 
like a respectable fee for conveying the land. I donot think any- 
body ever believed he was right. 

Mr. WHITE. I notice there is one reason which ought to be 
controlling, and no doubt has been in the matter of the increase 
of this duty. The importation of men's lined gloves in 1896 was 
10 dozen, and the duty paid $88; and in view of that fact, Ishould 
think there would be no objection to the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a revenue duty. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to make one observation about the glove 
schedule. On all the cheaper grades of women’s and children’s 

loves there is a heavy increase of 75 cents on the dozen pairs. 
hen it comes to higher priced gloves for men, other than of 
sheep origin, it is 84 in the existing law, and no increase in this 
amendment. In other words, the increases are upon the lower 


grades and the cheaper es, while the higher valued goods es- 
cape the increase entirely. 
. ALLISON. I think the Senator must be mistaken. There 


seems to be a regular gradation here and increase in duties, 
XXX——181 


Ot 


course it is true that in each of these paragraphs men's gloves of 
lamb or sheep are 84 a dozen. 

Mr. VEST. That is existing law. 

Mr. ALLISON. And men's gloves, other than of sheep origin, 


$4 a dozen. The other gloves here are graded up according to 
their degree of finish. ere will be no trouble abont that. 

Mr. WHITE. Perhaps it would further justify the report of 
the committee as to paragraph 434 to call attention to the com- 
parative statement, on page 232, from which it 1 that of 
women's or children's gloves, glacé finish, goat, and so on, over 14 
and under 17 inches in length, lined, there were imported in 1896 
30.26 dozens, and a duty paid of $201. That importation was not 
equaled by the bracket over 17 inches in length, lined, for it ap- 
jen there the importation was 4.8 dozens, and the amount of 

uty collected the munificent sum of $35. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
3 in the nature of a substitute proposed by the com- 
mittee. : 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of passed-over paragraphs was resumed and con- 
tinued to the end of line 19, on page 157. 

Mr. ALLISON. That completes the leather schedule. I ask 
that we return to paragraph 189. The Senator from Nebraska 
and one or two other Senators ask that we do not take up the lead 
schedule to-night, and, inasmuch as it will take some little time, 
I suggest that we take up paragraph 189, which was partially con- 
sidered a few 9 ago. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not understand why it seems to 
be the purpose to take up paragraph 189 just abont the time for 
adjournment each afternoon. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not quite seeany special reason for it my- 
self, except that it is more convenient than to take up the lead 
schedule. I do not think the Senator from Arkansas will find any 
great difficulty in the paragraph. i 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. lating to watches? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; to watches. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 1 think there will be considerable 
difficulty with it, from my observation. It is a proposition to 
raise the tax from 25 per cent, as it stood for years and never was 
raised since the war, to 65 per cent, and it seems to me there 
1 to be some reason given for it in the Senate when that is 

one. 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask the honorable Senator from Iowa whether 
he will give pay to an executive session if I move one? 

Mr. ALLISO . Iwilinamoment. The Senator from Arkan- 
sas desires that we shall not take up the paragraph relating to 
watches to-night. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ithink we had better go on in the 
regular way. So far as I am concerned, I shall have but little to 
say about the watch business. I have no doubt the question has 
already been settled Li the Republican caucus, and that whatever 
they have decreed will be adopted; that it is useless to call atten- 
tion to the outrage, if I may be allowed to say so in a polite way, 
inthis paragraph. Still, I propose to do it. Idonotthink it will 
take more than a few minutes, but I should rather not begin when 
we are all exhausted and the time has come really for an adjourn- 
ment, and I think the suggestion of the Senator from Indiana 
had best be acted on. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then allow me to take up a matter which I 
think will not lead to any debate, and that is paragraph 215— 
cattle. I believe it is a matter which will not lead to any debate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What does the Senator from Iowa 


"a 
. ALLISON. I should like to propose an amendment. If 
there is any serious objection to it—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, We shall be glad to have it proposed, 
so that we may know what it is. 

Mr. ALLISON. It will take but a few minutes to dispose of it, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the proposition? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- . 
ment proposed to paragraph 215. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 215 and 
insert: 

215. Cattle, if less than 1 year old, E per head; all other cattle, if valued at 
not more than $14 per head, $3.50 per head; if valued at more than $14 per head 
&nd not more than $25 per head, 25 per cent ad valorem; if valued at morethan 
$25 per head, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

x TORIA of Arkansas. How does that differ from the pres- 
ent law 

Mr. ALLISON. The rateis alittle higher than the present law. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the amendment be read again. 

The Secre again read the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is much less than the House provision, but 
it is, of course, an increase over the present law, which is 20 per 
cent ad valorem. It is lower than the House rate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator would make the last 
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bracket 20 per cent, I would not have any serious objection to the 


ition. 
. ALLISON. I think this is the desire among the agricul- 
tural people, and perhaps of those who import cattle from other 
countries. 

Mr. WHITE. Does the protection given on hides make any 
difference in the tariff on cattle, I will ask? 

Mr. ALLISON. This provision relates to live cattle. 

Mr. WHITE. As long as hides are protected raw, perhaps it 
might affect the rate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from lowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHILTON. Let us understand the question a little better. 
What is the proposition? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposition is to strike out para- 
graph 215 and insert a new ph, which has been read. 

r. CHILTON. Let it be read again. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will again put the —. 
tion. The question is on agreeing to the amen: mt of the a- 
tor from Iowa. 

Mr. VEST. Of course it is useless to make any opposition to 
this increase, but I want to call attention to the fact that in 1896 
we exported $34,560,672 worth of cattle and we imported $1,497,622 
worth. I could say a great deal were it not for the lateness of 
the hour and the utter uselessness of making any contest against 
the amendment. I suppose that the object of the amendment is 
to exclude entirely from the country Mexican cattle and the Cana- 
dian cattle. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that it is not the 
object. The object is to get a duty if they are imported, as they 

be undoubtedly, from Mexico. 

Mr. VEST. These rates are absolutely prohibitory on young 
cattle. From the way they have been rating heretofore in price— 
they have gone up a little lately—it is absolutely impossible to 
bring into the country any of the cheap Mexican cattle, which are 
bred in Texas and Nebraska and in the western portion of Mis- 
souri. It is not true that they come in competition with our cattle 
in the Chicago market. There never have been more than two 
small bunches of those cattle carried to Chicago, and they were 
immediately bought by the canners, and not sold in competition 
with the grass-fed or corn-fed cattle of the Western States. But 
I suppose the amendment isto be adopted. I simply wanted to 
enter my dissent from it and to state that I am against it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now í yield to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. MORGAN. Idesire to offer an amendment to the pending 
bill, which I ask to have printed, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. TURPIE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After forty-five minutes € 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock 
and 47 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned untii to-morrow, 
Tuesday, June 29, 1897, at 11 o'clock a. m. 


pro 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 28, 1897. 
MARSHAL, 

Clarence W. Ide, of Washington, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of Washington, vice James C. Drake, to be 
removed. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Henry Fink, of Wisconsin, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the first district of Wisconsin, to succeed James W. Murphy, 
removed. 

CONSUL. : 

Soren Listoe, of Minnesota, to be consul of the United States at 

Rotterdam, Netherlands, vice Lars S. Reque, resigned. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Naval Cadets Stuart F. Smith, of Pennsylvania, and William G. 
Groesbeck, of Ohio, to be assistant naval constructors in the Navy 
from the 1st day of July 1897. 

Asst. Engineer John H. Rowen, to be a passed assistant engineer 
in the Navy from the 28th day of May, 1897, vice Passed Asst. 
Engineer Edgar T. Warburton, promoted. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 

Frank L. Denny, captain and assistant quartermaster, United 

States Marine Corps, to be quartermaster of said corps, with the 


,to 
rank of major, from the 27th day of June, 1897, vice Richard S. 
Collum, major and quartermaster, retired. 


Charles Laurie McCawley, to be an assistant quartermaster in 
the United States Marine Corps, with the rank of captain, from 


the 27th day of June, 1897, vice Frank L. Denny, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 28, 1897. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 

Irving B. Dudley, of California, to be envoy extraordinary and 

minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Peru. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 

Hector de Castro, of New York, to be consul-general of the 

United States at Rome, Italy. 
CONSULS. 

Frank Dillingham, of California, to be consul of the United 
States at Auckland, New Zealand. 

Frank C. Denison, of Vermont, to be consul of the United States 
at Woodstock, New Brunswick. 

SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 


Thomas C. Dawson, of Iowa, to be secretary of the legation of 
the United States at Rio de Janeiro. — 


PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
General officer. 
Col. Caleb Henry Carlton, Eighth Cavalry, to be brigadier-gen- 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Capt. George C. Remey, to be a commodore. 

Commander William H. Whiting, to be a captain. 

Lieut. Commander Frederick M. Symonds, to be a commander, 

PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS. 

Second Lieut. William N. McKelvy, United States Marine 
Corps, to be a first lieutenant. 

MEMBER OF CALIFORNIA DÉBRIS COMMISSION. 

First Lieut. Herbert Deakyne, Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army, to be a member of the California Débris Commission, vice 
Capt. Cassius E. Gillette, Corps of Engineers, relieved. 

COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Michael W. Sutton, of Kansas, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the district of Kansas. 

Henry Fink, of Wisconsin, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the first district of Wisconsin. 

Herschel S. Harkins, of North Carolina, to be collector of in- 
ternal revenue for the fifth district of North Carolina. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Wiliam Jenney, to be postmaster at Mount Clemens, in the 
county of Macomb and State of Michigan. 

Seymour Foster, to be postmaster at Lansing, in the county of 
Ingham and State of Michigan. 

Ohne E. Closser, to be postmaster at Munising, in the county 
of Alger and State of Michigan. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, June 28, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY N. COUDEN. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. EDWARD DEAN Cooks, late a Representative from 
the State of Illinois. 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed by the Presiding 
Officer, to join the committee a ted on the part of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to attend the funeral of the deceased. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolations to the House 
of Representatives. 

And that in compliance with the foregoing the Presiding Officer 
of the Senate had appointed as the committee Mr. Mason, Mr. 
Spooner, Mr. CARTER, Mr. Pasco, and Mr. TURNER. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker. I am not aware that there are 


any matters requiring the attention of the House to-day —— 
Mr. . It is impossible for us to hear what the gentle- 


man says. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Isay that I am not aware that there are any 
matters claiming the attention of the House to-day. I move, 
therefore, that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. BAILEY. As the gentleman from Maine has suggested 
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joes is no business claiming the attention of the House, I take 

the liberty of saying I know there is. We have the bankruptcy 

or = the Cuban resolution, both of which ought to be con- 
ered, : 

The SPEAKER (having put the question on the motion of Mr. 
[DINGLEY). On this question the ayes are 85, the noes 80. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic 21 

Mr. DINGLEY. I call for the Phs and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 97, nays 88, an- 
swered present 14, not voting 153; as follows: 


YEAS—97. 
Adams., k Davison, Ky. Jenkins, Shannon, 
Alexander, Dingley, Johnson, In Shattuc, 
i Dolliver, Johnson, N. Dak. Dm Neu 
iBaker, Md. Dorr, Kirkpatrick, Smith, 
‘Barber, Eddy, Peces. Soov 
on x eee 

0 vans, y. * 

op, Fenton, Littauer, Steela. 

5 Fletcher, W, Stevens, Minn. 
Boutelle Fowler, N. J. Stone, C. W. 
Bromwell, ner, McIntire, Stone, W. A. 

osius, raff, y Sturtevant, 
Brown, Griffin, Mesick, Sulloway, 
‘Brownlow, Grosvenor, Miller. Tawney, 
Butler, Harmer, Mudd, Tayler, Ohio 
Cannon, Hawley, Northway, eni 
Cochrane, N. Y. enry, [n Van Voorhis, 
Cousins, epburn, Overstreet, anger, 
Crump, Hilborn, yne, Warner, 
Orumpacker, Hill, Pearce, Mo. White, N. G. 
Curtis, Kans. Hitt, | ill: 
Dalzell, Hop! Perkins, 
sesame Howell, Pitney, 
venport. ull, bb: 
Davidson, Wis. Hurley, Russell, 
NAYS—88. 
Adamson, vis, Lamb, Sayers, 
‘Allen, De Graffenreid, Settle, 
ey, De Vries, oot Shafroth, 

$ Epes, wis, Ga. Shuford, 
Baker, III. tzpatrick, Lewis, Wash. Simpson, 
Ball, Fleming. Livingston, Sima, 
Barlow Fowler, N.C. Lloyd, Smith, Ky. 
8 riggs, Moa Stephens, Tex, 

eer, e 

a, Gum, McClellan, Stokes,” 

Brewer, Handy, McCull Strait, 
y McRae, Sullivan, 
cker, Henry, Miss. Maddox. Sutherland, 
Brundi Henry Tex Marshall. Talbert, 
Burke, nri n. Maxwell, Tate, 
y How: Mi P Terry, 
rk, Mo. Hunter. Moon, Underwood, 
n, Mo. Jones, Wash. en, Vandiver, 
Cooney, King, Osborne, Vincent, 
Cooper, Tex. Ki Pierce, Tenn. il Miss. 
ord, ^ Ridgely, Young, Va. 
mmings, Knowles, Ro! n, Ind. T. 
ANSWERED "PRESENT '"—1, 
nner, Pa. Henry, Ind. Richardson, Wheeler, Ky. 
82 Minor, Southard, Wilson, & d. 
r, Wis. Otey, Weaver, 
Gaines, Rhea, r. 
NOT VOTING—153. 
Acheson, Curtis, Iowa T, Rixey, 
Arnold, Davey, Little, Robb, 
Bankhead, yton, Lorimer, Robertson, La. 
Barney, De Armond, Loud, Ro: 
Barrett, Dinsmore, Sauerhering, 
‘Barrows, Dockery, Love ^ Shelden, 
Beach, Dovener, ie T Sherman, 
Belden. Elliott, Call, Showalter, 
ord, Ermentrout, MeCleary, Skinner, 
T Faris, MeCo Sara 
ot Fischer, McDowell, Smith, S. W. 
Benton, Fitzgerald, McEwan, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Burt n, Foote, Mc Spalding, 
Bing Foss, M s Sparkman, 
iBland, Gi y. 8 e, 
Botkin, Gillet, N. Y. Mahon, iSt ded 
Bradley, Gillett, Mann, Btewart, N. J. 
Brantley, Greene, Marsh, Stewart, Wis. 
Brenner, Ohio Grout, "Martin, Strode, Nebr, 
Brewster, row, Meyer, La. Strowd, N. a 
erick, T. rs, Ind. Sulzer, 
Hamilto 8 
Bui Hartman, Mitchell, Taylor, Ala, 
urton, Heatwole, Moody, Todd. 
Campbell, Hemenway, rris. "Tongue, 
‘Capron, Henderson, Newlands, Velas. 
\Castle, Hicks, Norton, Wadsworth, 
FFP Hower Ga Oi Walker Va- 
ow a. m, „Va. 
Glark, Iowa Howe, Packer, Ward, 
Clarke, N. H. Jett, Parker, N. J. We th, 

n, Jones, Va. Peters, te, III. 

A J Plowman, Wilber, 
Colson. Kelley, Powers, W N. Y. 
Connell, Kerr, Prince, W 
. Ketcham, Young, 
ovd, Kaip 
Cor, Lentz, Sros, 


! So the motion to adjourn was agreed to. 


The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. HENRY of Indiana with Mr. Mirrs of Indiana. 
Mr. Puen with Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. 
Mr. HEwENWAY with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, 
Mr. BRosivs with Mr. ERMENTROUT. 
Mr. Kerr with Mr. ROBB. 
Mr. KULP with Mr. STALLINGS. 
Mr. Warre of Illinois with Mr. BRENNER of Ohio, 
Mr. Grow with Mr. RICHARDSON. 
Mr. SAUERHERING with Mr. CowHERD. 
Mr. WEYMOUTH with Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama, 
Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin with Mr. LITTLE. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE with Mr. MCCLELLAN, 
Mr. LYBRAND with Mr. Lentz. 
Mr. LovERING with Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, 
Mr. Brum™ with Mr. Cox. 
Mr. CHICKERING with Mr. BRADLEY. 
Mr. FooTE with Mr. CASTLE. 
Mr. Hicks with Mr. OTEY. 
Mr. Grout with Mr. BERRY. 
Mr. Joy with Mr. CARMACK. 
Mr. HookER with Mr. CaTcHINGS. 
Mr. WriGcut with Mr. DOCKERY. 
Mr. Youna of Pennsylvania with Mr. Benton, 
Mr. BARRETT with Mr. FITZGERALD. 
Mr. Barrows with Mr. JETT. 
Mr. BELDEN with Mr. SULZER. 
Mr. Haw Ley with Mr, SWANSON. 
Mr. ACHESON with Mr. WiLsoN of South Carolina, 
Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. DINSMORE. 
Mr. McCarr with Mr. Jones of Virginia, 
Mr. McEwan with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 
Mr. Mrs with Mr. Howarp of Georgia. 
Mr. Mixon with Mr. SPARKMAN. : 
Mr. SouTHARD with Mr. NORTON. 
Mr. QviGG with Mr. BLAND. 
Mr. Powers with Mr. GAINES. 
Mr. OTJEN with Mr. LESTER. 
Mr. SPALDING with Mr. CLAYTON. 
Mr. DE ARMOND with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
Mr. McCrLEARY with Mr. BANKHEAD, 
For this day: : 
Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr. RIXEY. 
. BARNEY with Mr. Topp. 
. FARIS with Mr. MAGUIRE. 
. BINGHAM with Mr. Davey. 
. HENDERSON with Mr. MCMILLIN. 
. ODELL with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
. REEVES with Mr. SLAYDEN. 
. PARKER with Mr. ELLIOTT, 
.TATE. Mr. 8) er, I ask indefinite leave of absence for 
my colleague from rgia, Mr. HOWARD, who is now and has 
hoan Aor some time necessarily absent on account of sickness in 
s : 
There gno objection, leave was granted. 
Mr. GAINES. Iam paired with the gentleman Soen arant 
Judge Powers. I desire to withdraw my vote and be record 
as present. 
Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. 
Pod. I desire to withdraw my vote and be Se ds resent. 
Mr. CARMACK. I wish to know, Mr. Speaker, whether I am 
recorded as voting. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded in the negative. 
Mr. CARMACK. I desire to withdraw my vote, as I am paired 
with the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. Joy. 
Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. 
Miers. I wish to withdraw my vote, and answer t." 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I am paired with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. Grow. I voted inadvertently. I desire to 
withdraw my vote. 


EULOGIES ON HON. W. 8. HOLMAN, 


Pending the announcement of the result of the vote on the 
motion to adjourn, 

Mr. STEELE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution: 


Resolved, That Thursday, 
ing a tribute to the memory 
House of Representatives from the State of Indiana. 


The SPEAKER. TheChair desires to say that if this resolution 
should be adopted, any action of the Committee on Rules will be 
ge precedence. The Chair makes this statement in order that 

House may understand the matter now. 

The resolution was adopted, 


the 8th day of July, 1897, be set apart for 
of Hon. Ww 8. Honan: late a member of the 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. GREENE, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. HAMILTON, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. . 
To Mr. Monnis, for ten days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. FERGUSSON, for two weeks, on account of important busi- 


ness, 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
Accordingly (at 12 o'clock and 42 minutes p. m.) the House, in 
pursuance of the order heretofore adopted, adjourned until Thurs- 
day next, at 12 o'clock m. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


. follows: 


By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 3553) to limit the scope 
of the civil-service act—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 


Service. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 3554) to encourage the eco- 
nomical administration of the Government—to the Committee 
on AS and Means. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 2555) for improv- 
ing the Homochitto River,from mouth to Yazoo and Mississippi 
Railroad, in Mississippi—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 3556) to fix the salary of the 
coll-ctor of customs of the district of Galveston, Tex.—to the 
Comm ttee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 3557) to provide an American 
register for the steamer Jacksonville—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. KING: A biil (H. R. 3553) to provide for and to regu- 
late the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands as a Territory of the 
United States—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 69) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution respecting the annexa- 
tion of territory—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 70) providing 
for estimate of cost of certain improvements at the mouth of 
Double Bayou and Galveston Bay, Texas—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills andresolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 3559) for the relief of Jacob A. 
Henry—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS:.A bill (H. R. 3560) for the relief of 
James M. Willbur—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 3561) granting a pension to 
Margaret Newcomb— to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 3562) for the relief of William 
Davis, of Omega, Ohio—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3563) for the relief of Andrew J. Duncan, jr., 
of Mount Joy, Ohio—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FISCHER: A bill (H. R. 3564) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Simon Nager—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 3565) to pension Theresa Bon- 
naveau—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 3566) pentinga pension to Sarah 
E. Ward—to the Commitee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3567) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Gardner Dodge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McDONALD: A bill (H. R. 3568) to carry out the find- 
ings of the Court of Claimsin the case of Joseph M. Middlekauff— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 3569) to remove the charge of 
desertion against E. A. Brown—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3570) for the relief of Emanuel Klauser—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3571) granting a pension to John Loudabar- 
ger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3572) granting a pension to Marcus D. Wat- 
son- to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3573) granting a pension to George Diehl— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : j ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3574) granting a pension to William A. Wil- 
liford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3575) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Willian T. Grady—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3576) granting a pension to John Heniff—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 3577) to remove the 
charge of desertion against John B. Perkins—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3578) granting a pension to James I. McLain— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 3579) for the relief of Mary L. Piatt—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3580) 8 a pension to Thomas J. 
Daniel —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3531) granting a pension to Cynthia A. Mid- 
dleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 3582) granting a 
pension to Alvin D. Hubbard—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SNOVER: A bill (H. R. 3583) for the relief of David 
Laufier—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 3534) for the relief of Darius Covey—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: A bill (H. R. 3585) to restore William 
F. Peck to the rolls of the Navy, and to grant him an honorable 
discharge—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 3538) granting a pension to 
Henry Graybrook, of the city of New Albany, Ind.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: x 

By Mr. ACHESON: Sundry petitions of Henry G. Sargent, 
Harvey Crumrine, and other citizens of Fredericktown, Pa., and 
vicinity; Solomon Lipsley and others, of Connellsville, Pa.: W. H. 
Lynn and others, of Vanderbilt, Pa.; S. E. Williams and others, 
of Moyer, Pa., praying for the passage of an act to further restrict 
5 the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 

on. 

by Mr. ADAMS: Petition of sundry tea merchants of the city 
of i-hiladelphia, Pa.. favoring a specific duty on tea—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. DOLLIVERH: Paper to accompany House bill grantin 
a pension to Margaret Newcomb—to the Committee on Invali 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FISCHER: Paper to accompany House bill to remove 
the charge of desertion standing against Simon Nager—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Resolutions adopted by the Winter 
Wheat Millers’ League, favoring a reciprocity treaty for the ex- 
tension of trade; also requesting that burlaps, burlap bags, and 
bolting cloth be placed on the free list—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HITT: Resolutions adopted at the Thirty-first Annual 
Encampment of the Department of Illinois, Grand Army of the 
Republic, held at Galesburg, Ill., May 5 and 6, 1897, indorsing the 
bill to establish a national military park to commemorate the cam- 
paign. siege, and defense of Vicksburg—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Thirty-first Annual Encampment, De- 
partment of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, praying for an 
amendment of the invalid pension laws, so that it shall not be re- 
quired of the widow and children of a deceased soldier to prove 
that he died of a disability contracted in the service and line of 
duty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensioas. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of 33 citizens of New Brunswick, 
N. J., in relation to the restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KNOX: Petition of Frank C. Adams and 72 other citi- 
zens of Lowell, Mass., praying for protective-tariff legislation at 
the earliest possible date—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. LACEY: Paper to accompany House bill No. 9878, 
granting a pension to Sarah C. Ward—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McALEER: Petition of officers and members of 46 labor 
organizations in the lithographic trade, praying for 1 
pou foreign competition—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Tobacco Board of Trade, pro- 
testing against the tariff schedule on leaf tobacco—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Tobacco Board of Trade of Baltimore, Md., 
on behalf of 300,000 people, protesting against the tobacco sched- 
m of the Dingley tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of Vetterlein Bros., of Philadelphia, Pa., remon- 
strating against that portion of Schedule F in the Dingley bill 


' to 
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relating to imported tobacco used for cigar purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means 

Also, protest of Cigar Makers’ International Union, against the 
enactments of the Diny!sy bill increasing the duty on cigar fillers 
and wrappers—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also,a petition of Frank Teller & Co., of Philadelphia, Pa., 
protesting against a duty in the Dingley bill of 52 per pound on 
cigar wrappers and 70 cents per pound on Habana fillers—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. ^ 

Also, protests of A, Newman & Co., Frank D. Weylman & Co., 
National Morocco Association, and George H. West & Sons. against 
& duty on goatskins and morocco—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of E. Clinton & Co..asking that the duty on 
dressed bristles remain as at present—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of E. Wilkinson & Co., of Philadelphia, remon- 
strating against an increased duty on onions—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. : - 

Also, petition of Elder Jenkins, of Philadelphia, protesting 
against the omission of bristles from Schedule N in the pro- 
posed tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also,remonstrance of Lawford Bros., of Baltimore, Md., against 
a duty on sheep dip—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of A. G. Elliott & Co., of Philadelphia, asking 
Sel reduction of duty on paper—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of hop merchants of the city of New York, pro- 
testing — increase of duty on hops—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

A.so, protest of Reeves, Parvin & Co., of Philadelphia, against 
the discontinuance of rebate on canned goods—to the Cominittee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Board of Managers of the Trades Leazue 
of the city of Philadelphia, comprising 2,000 members, protesting 
against the repeal of the act of Congress of 1583 known as the 
civil-service law—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, protest of the Merchant Tailors' Exchange of Pittsburg. 
Pa.. against the aliowance of $100 to tourists in their purchase of 
goods abroad—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of tea merchants of Phiiadelphia, favoring a spe- 
cific duty on tea—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of Frank H. Fleer & Co., of Philadelphia, against 
increasing the duty on gum chicle—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Russell Thayer, of Philadelphia, favoring in- 
creased duty on high-grade machinery—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Thomas Sparks & Co., of Philadelphia, in favor 
of a higher duty on shot—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Robert Latimer & Co., of Philadelphia, pro- 
testing against any change in the duty on bolting cloth for millers’ 
3 the Committee on Ways and Meaus. 

so, petition of Charles F. Heizel, on behalf of the Fruit Im- 
porters' Union of New York, protesting against prohibitory duty 
on oranges, lemons, etc., as set forth in Schedule G—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of Francis D. Moulton & Co., salt manufac- 
turers, of New York City, against a duty on salt—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of E. R. Warrington & Co., of Philadelphia, 
against an increase of duty on muriate of ammonia or sal am- 
moniac—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolutions of the Nebraska Beet Sugar As- 
sociation, in favor of the parans of the Dingley tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Commercial Club of Omaha, Nebr., favor- 
ing the passage of Senate bill No. 1, relating to American merchant 
marine—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SHUFORD: Petition of T. H. Hathcock, mayor of Nor- 
wood, N. C., and 579 other citizens of Norwood and vicinity, fa- 
voring the passage of Senateresolution giving belligerent rights to 
suffering Cuba—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Papers to accompany House bill No. 1034, for 
the relief of William H. Byrum—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 3119, for the relief of 
Capt. Andrew P. Batson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

j quem to accompany House bill No. 3519, granting a pen- 
sion to John Hammond —to = 5 m Invalid Pensions. 
Also, r to accompany House bill No. 3550, nting a pension 

Martin Brisco, Widow of late Capt. oreo d Brisos £o the 
Compatta on Do Pene one: SLM NR c 
0, papers to accompany House 0. , gran a pen- 
sion to John W, Daugherty—to the Committee on Invalid en- 
sions, 
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SENATE. 
TUESDAY, June 29, 1897. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 1 

Prayer by Rev. Hud Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 

'The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Quay, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


PORT OF FERNANDINA, FLA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to con- 
current resolution of May 26, 1897, a letter from the Chief of 
Engineers, together with a report of Capt, O. M. Carter, Corps of 
Engineers, relative to the present condition of the harbor of Cum- 
berland Sound, and the action necessary to protect the entrance 
from being closed against the commerce usually entering the 
port of Fernandina; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
printed. 

NORTHERN LIBERTY MARKET CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. trans- 
mitting, in response to a resolutionof the 21stinstant, certain infor- 
inition relative to the payment of certain claims against the 
District of Columbia by drawback certificates; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict o; Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that a special order be made for the 
immediate printing of that communication. 

‘the VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. BURROWS presented petitions of C. W. Martin and 48 
other citizens of Gratiot County, of 3. W. Howard and 140 other 
citizens of Belding, of H. J. Milbourn and 33 other citizens of 
Eaton Rapids, I. L. H. Dodd and 12 other citizens of Buchanan, 
William Sickles and 23 other citizens of Sickles, and of E. A. 
Winton and 45 other citizens of Ithaca, ali in the State of Michi- 
gan, praying for the eariy passage of the pending tariff biil; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BURKOWS. 1 present sundry memorials signed by the 
presidents and secretaries of various labor organizations in the 
State of Michigan, remonstrating against the passage of Senate 
bill No. 1575, or any similar measure, aimed to prevent ticket 
brokerage or the disposing of railway tickets by anyone except 
the duly authorized agents of the railways. I move that the 
memorials be referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ishonld like to ask the Senator from Michi- 
gan a question. To what extent have the labor organizations of 
his State united in these memorials? 

Mr. BURROWS. Running over the list, I should judge that 
pretty generally the entire labor organizations of the State remon- 
strate against the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Can the Senator state abont how many? 

Mr. BURROWS. Ihavenotthenumbernowin mind. I think 
the papers disclose the fact. = 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorials will be referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

Mr. & AIRGANKS presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Indianapolis, Ind., and a petition of George Searing and 25 other 
citizens of Lima, Ind., praying for the enactinent of protective- 
tariff legislation, at the earliest possible date, such as wiil ade- 
quately secure American industria! products against the competi- 
tion of foreign labor; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Indiana, re- 
monstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to 
destroy the present system of ticket bro:erage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. MALLORY presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union 
No. 29, of Jacksonville, Fla., remonstrating against the adoption 
of the tobacco schedule in the pending tariff ‘bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the Episcopal clergy 
of Rhode Island, praying for the ratification of an arbitration 
treaty between the United States and Great Britain; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of 1,000 citizens of Providence, R. I., 
praying for the early ge of the pending tariff bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Department of Illinois, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Galesburg, III., praying for the 
establishment of a national military park to commemorate the 
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siege and defense of Vicksburg; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
He also pu a petition of the De ent of Illinois, Grand 


Army of the Republic, of Galesburg, Ill., praying for the adoption 
of certain amendments to the invalid pension law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORRILL d repens a memorial numerously signed by 
citizens of Hartford, Vt., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legis'ation intended to destroy the present system of ticket bro- 
keraze; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

Mr. CHILTON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Rock- 
port, Tex., praying for the early p of the pending tariff 

ill; which was red to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a memorial of the Trades and Labor 
Council, of Kalamazoo, Mich., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation intended to destroy the present system of 
ticket brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the common council of Detroit, 
Mich., praying for the early of the so-called Cullom bill 
for the regulation of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of Local Union No. 208, 
Cigar Makers' International Union of America, of Muncie, Ind., 
remonstrating against the proposed increase of the tax on 
cigars and tobacco; which was referred to the Committee on 


ce. 

Mr.QUAY ted a petition of the general assembly of Penn- 
sylvania, praying that an appropriation be made providing for an 
exhibit by the United States to the Paris Exposition in 1900; which 

~ was read. and ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 


In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 16, 1897. 


“Whereas the Republic of France more than two 5 ago invited the 
e Paris Exposition of 


sylvania: Therefore, 

* Resolved (if the senate concur), That the Senators and Representatives in 

from the State of Pennsylvania are respectfully requested to aid, 

by their votes and inflnence, an & nA perm sufficient to insure a dignified 
and creditable exhibit of the in and resources of the United States 
at the Paris Exposition of 1900.” 

Extract from the journal. 

JERE B. REX. 


Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
In the senate, June 16, 1897. 
E. W. SMILEY, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 
DANIEL H. HASTINGS. 


Mr. ng ego — the affidavit of Opena = Er to y^ 
com e bill (S. 1950) granting a pension . A. Craig, 
Smith ( Cantar. Kans.; which was referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 


Approved the 19th day of June, A. D. 1897. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1297) for the relief of John P. Leitzell, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration and that it 
be eure to the Committee on Military Affairs; which was 

eed to. 
. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom were referred sundry bills, to report them ad- 


versely. 

Mr. I think the name of the Senator introducing the 
bill should be stated, so that we may know who introduced the 
bills as they are read by title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The suggestion of the Senator from 
Nebraska will be adopted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. What is the suggestion? 

Mr. ALLEN. That the names of the introducers of the bills 
be stated as the titles are read at the desk, so that we may be 
notified. : 

Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, certainly. 

On the following bills, Mr. GALLINGER submitted adverse 
reports, which were agreed to, and the bills were postponed in- 


definitely: 
A bill (S. 1420) granting a pension to Frederick A. Driscol 
(introduced by Mr. WorcoTr); 


A bill (8. 755) granting an increase of pension to Adelaide Mor- 
ris (introduced by Mr. Gray); 

A bill (S. 905) granting a pension to Hans Johnson (introduced 
by Mr. Davis); 

A bill (S. 883) to grant & pension to Charlotte O. Van Cleve, 
widow of Gen. Horatio P. Van Cleve (introduced by Mr. Davis); 


A bill (S. 572) granting an increase of pomon to Elizabeth D, 
Marthon, widow of Lieut. Commander Joseph Marthon (intro- 
Arg 3 P pa ting a pensi. will 

ill (S. ) gran a ion to iam Brown (intro- 
3 me vet - f 

ill (S. 1 granting an increase of pension to M. E. 
Hazlip (introduced by Mr. THURSTON); ze 
M an 5 597) to pension Frances E. Wickware (introduced by 

r. GEAR); 

A bill (S. 900) granting a pension to Neil McNeil (introduced 
by Mr. Davis); and 

A bill (S. 890) granting a pension to Sarah E. Boyd (introduced 
by Mr. Davis). 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have a large number of favorable reports 
from the same committee, and I desire to make a very brief state- 
ment before ting them. 

The Committee on Pensions had its first meeting this morning, 
and it was decided to report back favorably all bills that had had 
affirmative action either by the committee or by one or both 
Houses of Congress at some former session, but which had not 
become laws; and the reports which I shall now present, and that 
other members of the committee will nne this morning, are of 
that nature; they have been favorably acted upon previously 
either by the Committee on Pensions of the Senate or by one or 
both Houses of Congress. 

I desire to state to Senators that the committee have decided not 
to take up at the present session any new bills, but to allow those 
to go over until the regular session in December next. 

First, I t favorable reports on three general pension bills 
which have formerly been favorably acted upon. 

The following bills Mr. GALLINGER reported severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 503) to amend section 3 of an act entitled **An act 

ting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated 
or the performance of manual labor, and providing for pensions 
to widows, minor children, and dependent parents,” approved 
June 27, 1890; 
_A bill vg 494) to supplement the act of June 27, 1890, as to pen- 
sions; an 

A bill (S. 488) defining and regulating proof in certain pension 
cases. * 

Mr. GALLINGER. From the same committee I back 
favorably the private pension bills which I send to the desk to be 
read by title. 

Mr. HOAR. To read the titles is to read a mere list of names 
of the beneficiaries of bills which have been acted on favorably. 
I suggest that they take their pane i ition without reading. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? TheChair hears 
none, and that will be the order. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have sundry reports to present from the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR. I make the same request as to those bills. 

Mr. GALLINGER. While I consented in private conversation 
to the suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts, I desire to 
call his attention to the fact that having the reports placed on the 
Calendar without the titles being read may lead to confusion. I 
understand that the Reporters find it impossible to op. their 
records correct, and perhaps the clerks to keep theirs with accu- 
racy, unless the titles are read at the desk, Although it will take 
a little time, I think it would be better not to deviate from our 
usual custom, and that the titles of the bills should be stated. I 
think the Senator from Massachusetts will concur in that sug- 


gestion. 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the request, Mr. President. 

The following bills Mr. GALLINGER reported several:y with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1462) granting a pension to Enoch G. Adams; 

pie A 1702) granting an increase of pension to Nancy G. 


W. C. Burgess; 
rtha Frank: 


houn; 

A (S. 492) granting a pension to Ella D. Cross; 
. A bill (S. 483) granting an increase of pension to Caroline B. 
Bradford; 

A bill (S. 489) granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Beckford; 

A bill (S. 497) granting an increase of pension to Betsey B. 


Olin; 
A bill (S. 500) granting a pension to Francis H. Staples; 
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bill (S. 1890) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. 
A bill (S. 505) granting an increase of pension to Edward F. 


ams; 
ma bill (S. 1111) granting an increase of pension to Joseph V. 
wie; 
A bill (S. 493) granting a pension to Mary A. Wise; 
as (S. 506) granting an increase of pension to Daniel G. 


A bill (S. 942) granting a pension to Louise Van Atter; 

A bill (S. 502) granting a pension to Rebecca P. Quint; 

A bill 8 2100) granting a pension to Hepza Hobson Werden; 

A bill (S. 619) to increase the pension of William N. Wells; 

A bill (S. 1110) granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 
Liscom; 

A bill (S. 486) granting a pension to Mary M. Macauley, widow 
of the late Brig. Gen. Daniel Macauley, United States Vo unteers; 

A bill (S. 491) to pension Thomas F. Leahy; 

A bill (S. 495) granting a pension to Plamy E. Marden; 

A bill (S. 1704) to increase the pension of Mrs. Helen A. De 
Russy; 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 
burn; 

A bill (S. 1818) granting a pension to Celesthia A. Whitney; 

A. bill (S. 1321) granting a pension to Emily E. Atherton; and 

A bill 1 5 1023) granting a pension to Jane L. Buckingham. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were rere’ the following bills, reported them severally with 
an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 943) granting a pension to Jane B. Johnston; 
6: 5 bill S 504) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Christine 

Barnar 

5 bill (S. '508) granting an increase of pension to John H. San- 

m; 

A bill (S. 484) granting an increase of pension to Carlton W. 


670) granting a pension to Mrs. Marietta Hayes; 
1320) granting a pension to Sophia J. Chilcott; 
1317) to increase the pension of Arabella V. "Wash- 


A A Di (S. 618) granting a pension to Philip T. Greely; 
F 15 7 157 Ho ting a pension to W. bo Faxon; HM “5 
( ) granting an increase of pension ary 
Chamberlin; 
A bill (8. 1751) granting a pension to Moses M. Crants; and 
Ns bill (S. 666) granting an increase of pension to William H. 


organ. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the SEN UNE bills, . them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 941) granting a pension to Mary Stewart Lasselle; and 

Am (S. 507) restoring to the pension roll the name of Lucia 

ynes, 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1090) to pension Mrs. Susan M. Sessford, 

3 it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1089) granting a pension to Harriet Clarissa Mercur, 
widow of James Mercur, late professor of civil and military en- 
greeting in the United States Military Academy at West Point, 


A bill (S. 1088) granting a pension to Mrs. Frances C. De Russy; 
A bill (S. 1087) to increase the pension of Mrs. Elizabeth S. Rob- 
erts, 8 of the late Gen. Benjamin S. Roberts, United States 


A bill (S. 1887) granting an increase of pension to Russell R. 


A bill (S. 959) to increase the pension of Capt. Isaac D. Toll; 
F bill (S. 1453) granting an increase of pension to Henry Wilson: 
an 


A bill (S. 1733) granting a pension to Frances M. Roberts. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 732) granting an increase of pension to William H. H. 
Wright, of McPherson, Kans.; 

A bill (S. 1075) granting an increase of pension to Edward 


Stanle 
A bill (S. 734) granting an increase of pension to Jackson Osborn; 
a bill (S. 733) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Saladin; 
A bill (S. 1361) granting an increase of pension to John N. Lan- 
don, of Leavenw: 
A bill (S. 731) granting a "pension to Elender Herring, of Els- 


more, Kans.; 
A bill (S. 728) granting a pension to John F. Hathaway; 


A paso (S. 1209) granting an increase of pension to Maj. John H 
A ball (S. 13603) granting an increase of pension to Alvah A. 


A NES (S. 730) granting an increase of pension to John N. Cor- 
gan, of McPherson, Kans.; 

A bill (S. 1362) granting a pension to Charles Williamson; 

A bill e 1076) granting an increase of pension to Allen Buck- 
ner, of Baldwin, Tas 

A bill (8. 2980) granting a pension to Andrew M. Callaham; 

A bill (S. 301) to increase the pension of Edmund Woog; 

A bill (S. 304) granting a pension to Henry Farmer; 

A bill (S. 948) granting a pension to Joseph M. Waddell; 

A bill (S. 302) granting a pension to Ambrose J. Vanarsdel; 

A bill (S. 310) granting a pension to Johnson Hays; 

A bill (S. 949) granting a pension to Levi R. Long: and 

A bill (S. 950) granting a pension to Ann King, widow of Sam- 
uel King, deceased. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 294) granting increase of pension to John J. 
Boatwright, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 769) to increase the pension of Clark W. Harrington, late 
sergeantof Company I. Ninety-third New York Infantry, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

war bill (S. 126) granting an increase of pension to Henry B. Con- 


vA bin (S. 637) granting an iucrease of pension to Oliver P. Sil- 


TA: bill (S. 859) granting a pension to Josephine I. Offley; and 

A bill (S. 862) granting a pension to Mary A. Benjamin. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 858) granting a pension to Cornelia De Peys- 
5 Black, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee. to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 856) granting a pension to Margaret Rowsell; 

A bill (8. am granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Palmer; and 

A bill (S. 638) granting a pension to Nellie L. Groshon. 

Mr. PHITCH ARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the followin ing bills, reported them severally with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1836) granting an increase of pension to John McGrath; 

A bill (S. 1518) to increase the pension of Martha M. McCall, 
widow of William Wallace McCall, a soldier of the Mexican war; 

A bill 195 1829) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Kile: an 

A bill (S. 1828) ied an increase of pension to Mrs. Jane L. 
Fagg, widow of Col. John A. Fagg. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 934) granting an increase of pension to Napoleon B. 
Breedlove: 

A bill (S. 522) granting an increase of pension to John S, Hall; 

A bill (S. 1837) granting a pension to Sarah E. Cotton; 

A bill (S. 1822) granting a pension to Silas B. Hensley; and 
Wal bill (S. 1825) granting an increase of pension to Robert P. 

ild 

Mr. KENNEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 655) granting a pension to Harriet R. Matlack, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee. to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 
aus bes (S. 654) granting an increase of pension to Caleb M. 

right; 

A bill (S. 651) for the relief of Eugenia Wood; 

A. bill (S. 657) to increase the pension of George W. Smith, late 
à captain, Seventh Regiment New Jersey Infantry Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 649) to grant a pension to Emeline C. Sewell, widow 


of Chief Engineer George Sewell, United States Navy: 

A bill (S. 449) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Christine 
C PII (S. 1200 ti to Miss Mary H 

(S ) granting a pension ayne; 

A bill (S. 1866) granting a pension to Mrs. 3 
of Lynchburg, Va.; and 

A bill (S. 1202) to increase the pension of Emily M. Tyler. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 


2088 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 29, 


referred the following bills, reported them severally with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 76) granting a pension to Alice V. Cook, of St. Paul, 
Nebr., invalid daughter of John Y. Cook, deceased, late of Com- 
pany D, Eighth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry; and 


A bill (S. 73) granting a pension to William L. Grigsby, of 
Belvidere, in the county of Thayer, Nebr. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 963) granting a pension to Nathan Mitchell; 

A bill (S. 962) granting a pension to Riley W. Pierce; 

A bill (S. 692) for the relief of Abner Abercrombie; 

A bill (S. 1466) granting an increase of pension to Ransom S. 
Angell, late private of Company G, First Regiment Wisconsin 


Sorten 
A bill (S. 1465) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Phil- 


lips; 

A bill (S. 342) granting an increase of pension to Jerusha Stur- 
gis, widow of Brig. Gen. Samuel D. Sturgis; 

A bill (S. 71) granting a pension to Alfred Bigelow, of Norfolk, 
in the State of Nebraska; 

A bill (S. 180) increasing the pension of Celia A. Jeffers to the 
sum of $30 per month; 

A bill (S. 179) granting a pension to Mary F. Hawley; 

A bill (S. 181) granting a pension to Catherine E. O'Brien; 

A Vill (S. 178) granting a pension to Susan A. Paddock; 

v bill (S. 188) granting an increase of pension to Franklin C. 
antz; 

5 io; (S.169) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
imeral; 

A bill (S. 181) granting a pension to Mrs. Hattie E. Redfield, of 

aha, Nebr.: 
8 A pii (S. 165) granting an increase of pension to Samuel A, 
mith; 

A bill (S. 1521) granting a pension to Sarah M. Spyker; and 

A bill (S. 182) granting a pension to Hiram H. Paimer. 

Mr. SHOUP (fur Mr. Cannon), from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom were re'erred the following bills, reported them 
geverally without amendment, and subinitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 151) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Walton; 

A bill (S. 152) to increase the pension of Esther Brown; 

A bill (S. 1869) granting a pension to Catherine A. Bradley; 

A bill (S. 1875) granting a pension to James W. Whitney; 

Rie Rey (S. 1422) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
odes; 

A bill (S. 1384) granting a pension to Jackson Lucus; 

A bill (S. 1379) granting a pension to Simon D, Kohl; 

A bill (S. 1873) granting an increase of pension to Jacob P. 
Fletcher; 
int bill (S. 1417) granting an increase of pension to Sarah L. 

ve.y: 

A bili (S. 1878) granting a pension to William F. Gowdy; 

A bill (S. 1387) to increase the pension of Michael Carron; 

A bill (S. 709) to increase the pension of Wesley C. Sawyer; 

A bill (S. 1937) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Arethusa 
Wright, of Sheridan, Oreg.; 

A bill (S. 1288) granting a pension to Catherine L. Nixon; 

A bill (S. 1115) for the relief of Margaret C. McKay, widow of 
the late Dr. William C. McKay, of Oregon; 

A bill (S. 1154) for the relief of George Hughes, of Portland, 


Oreg.: 
A bill (S. 104) to increase the pension of Lucretia C. Waring; 
A bill (S. 2209) granting an increase of pension to Samantha 


es; 

A bill (S. 2225) granting a pension to John G. B. Masters; 

A bill (S. 2224) granting a pension to James Byrne; 

A bill (S. 2228) granting a pension to James G. Hartzell; and 

A bill (S. 2219) granting a pension to Thomas Madden. 

Mr. SHOUP (for Mr. CANNON), from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them 
severally with an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
meee (S. 2214) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Kate 

el; 

A bill (S. 1372) granting a pension to George D. Noble; 

A bill (S. 1424) granting a pension to Richard T. Seltzer; 

A bill (S. 2220) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 


Holly; 
1 A bin (S. 2213) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Cornelia 


es; 
A bill (S. 2210) granting an increase of pension to Helen L. 
nt; 
bill (S. 2248) granting a pension to Charles A. Hutchings; 
an 
A bill (S. 2247) granting a pension to Charles E. Mann. 


Mr. SHOUP (for Mr. CANNON), from the Committee on' Pen- 
sions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them 
severally with amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1155) granting a pension to P. F. Castleman, of Oregon; 

A bill (S. 1430) granting a pension to George E. Tuttle; an 

A bill (S. 2217) granting a pension to Aaron B. Page. 

Mr. SHOUP (for Mr NSBROUGH), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them severally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1450) granting a pension to Catherine Leary; 

A bill (S. 1476) granting a pension to Louise M. Rice, widow of 
Bvt. Maj. Gen. Samuel A. Rice; 

A bill (S. 1474) granting a pension to John G. Powers; 

A bill (S. 1473) granting a pension to Oscar A. Palmer; 

A bill (S. 1477) granting a pension to Joseph Porter; 

A bill (S. 897) granting a pension to Julia D. Richardson; 

A bill (S. 603) granting a pension to Clarissa E. Hobbs; and 

A bill (S. 157) toincreasethe pension of Gen. James W. McMillan, 

Mr. SHOUP (for Mr. HANsBROUGH), from the Committee on 
Pensions. to whom was referred the bill (S. 1475) granting a pen- 
sion to Elijah N. Parkhurst, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. ' 

Mr. LINDSAY. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1119) granting a pension to Cassius M. Clay, 
sr., a citizen of Kentucky and a major-general in the Army of the 
United States in the war of the rebellion, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendments, and 
submitted reports thereon: ^ 

A bill (S. 383) granting an increase of pension to William W, 
Tumblin, of Bradford County, Fla.; 

A bill (S. 1034) for the relief of James Eganson, of Henderson, 


Ky.; 

A bill (S. 1334) granting a pension to William J. Murray; and 

A bill (S. 385) granting a pension to Mrs. Selena McKay, of 
Suwanee County, Fla. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to make an inquiry about the reports 
which have just been made, There seems to be a flood of pension 
bills 2 on the Senate this morning. I have no doubt that 
they are all meritorious and that the beneficiaries must be very 
much in need of what the Government owes them for services 
rendered to the country in great extremity. We are here engaged 
in trying to prepare a bill that the gentlemen on the other side of 
the Chamber say is going to make a large 5 of money 
so that we can pay them off. That bill will probably pass the 
Senate during the present week and pass Congress during the com- 
ing week, and we shall have money in the Treasury, and money 
to hurn, for that matter. 

Ihave been considering, as I heard this great array of reports 

resented to the Senate and read, whether there was any possi- 

iity of getting legislation on the subject at the present session 
of Congress. I would be perfectly willing to stay here and pass 
those pension bills, but the Congress of the United States is not 
in a condition to pass the bills, and these men must go without 
these rewards until somebody consents that the Congress of the 
United States may proceed in regular order. 

Itherefore move that the consideration of these bills be post- 
poned until the Wednesday after the first Monday in December 
next, and that they be made a special order for that day. in view of 
the fact that they can not possibly get any action before that time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I will state 
that I made a statement before he entered the Chamber to the 
effect that these bills. which have been reported favorably, are 
bills that had affirmative action by the Senate, or at least by the 
Conrmittee on Pensions of the Senate, in some former Congress, 
but failed to become laws for one reason or other. Many of them 
were acted upon n the Senate and not by the Honse: some were 
acted upon by both branches of Congress affirmatively, and the 
President did not veto them nor did he give them his approval, 

I trust the Senator will not insist upon that motion. The Com- 
mittee on Pensions will not urge the consideration of these bills, 
It was desirable that they should go on the Calendar at some time, 
and the committee are quite content to have them remain on the 
Calendar, if any individual Senator so desires, until the regular 
meeting of Congress in December next. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave no doubt that the committee, very vig- 
ilant. very active, and very patriotic, are willing and anxious to 
keep up appearances about this matter, and they make these re- 
ports here as if Congress now had the opportunity or tho liberty 
of passing one of the bills. We know that Congress has neither 
the opportunity nor the liberty to one of the bills. Congress 
is not actually in session now. e lawyers of this country will 
look up the subject, and they will present it to the courts, and 
there is going to be a great deal of trouble over the question as to 
whether Congress is actually in session. In order to smooth the 
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way for the consideration of these demands upon the Government 
of this patriotic character, [ think it is my duty to insist on the 
motion that we shall not consider the bills at the present session 
of Corgress. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I make the point of order, first, that the 
Senator from Alabama can not make a motion to postpone the 
consideration of a bill until it is before the Senate for considera- 
tion; and secondly, that the Senator can not make a motion to 
postpone a large number of bills without individualizing them 
and making his motion touching each of them. 

Mr. MORGAN. Allow me to say, Mr. President, that I ex- 
pected, if my motion was ruled to be in order, to divide it up and 
make the motion applicable to each one of these measures as it has 
been reported here, I do not know how many there are—fifty-odd, 
I suppose. But I would even take the time out of the considera- 
tion of the tariff bill to do that in order to give these men some 
satisfaction by learning that we were doing something more than 
merely mocking them by reporting bills which we knew could not 


pass. 

I believe that the point of order made by the Senator from New 
Hampshire as to my right at this moment to move to postpone 
consideration is well taken. It did not occur to me at the time, 
because I was anxious to do it. Bat Ishali take occasion again at 
some proper opportunity which involves the question of order 
and progress in business to bring this subject back to the atten- 
tion of the Senate. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
]umbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 916) in relation to taxes 
and tax sales in the District of Columbia, reported it with an 
amendment. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1311) to refund certain import duties, reported 
it withont amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CLARK, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 162) to amend an act entitled **An act to 
provide for holding terms of court in the district of Montana," 
approved July 20, 1592, reported it with amendments. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2296) concerning land 
titles in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 2297) for the relief of Henry 
Halteman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2298) for the relief of L. O. Mad- 
dux, doing business as Maddux, Hobart & Co.; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Commit:ee on Finance. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 2299) granting a pension to Caroline A. Slocum; 

A bill (S. 2300) granting a pension to James W. Miller; 

A bill (S. 2301) granting an increase of pension to Andrew T. 
Bovard; 

9 bill (S. 2302) granting a pension to Mrs. Augusta E. Kellogg; 
an 

A bill (S. 2303) granting a pension to Martha M. Harrier. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2804) granting au increase of 
pension to Granville R. Turner, of Bluesprings, Nebr.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 2305) granting a pension 
to Maria Somerlat, widow of Valentine Somerlat; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2306) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Elvira Ellen Baxter; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill(S. 2307) for the relief of Will- 
iam H. Wilson; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
ye accom-anying paper, referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 2308) to assist in the develop- 
ment of the Territory of Alaska, and to secure better transporta- 
tion for mails therein; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 


GRAND ARMY ENCAMPMENT AT LEAVENWORTH, KANS. 


Mr. BAKER. I introduce a joint resolution and request its im- 
mediate consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 52) directing the Secretary of War 
to issue tents for the use of the Grand Army Encampment, at 


Leavenworth, Kans., was read the first time by its title and the 
second time at length, as follows: 


Joint resolution directing the Secretary of War to issue tents for the use of 
8. 


the Grand Army encampment at Leavenworth, 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to issue, 
for the use of the Grand Army encampment for the State of Kansas, to be 
held at Fort Leavenworth and Leavenworth City, in said State, from October 
II to October 16, 1897, both days inclusive, 1,000 tents, or so many thereof as 
may be necessary for such purpose. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas asks for 
the immediate consideration of the joint resolution. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. " 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suggest that the joint resolution should lie 
over, unless the Senator can state that he has consulted with the 
Quartermaster-General. 

Mr. BAKER. I have consulted with the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral and the Secretary of War. Both of them are anxious to 
grant this request, but they claim that it would be a technical 
violation of the law unless permission is given in this way. 

Aim GALLINGER. I suggest that the word ' directed“ be 
inserted in place of the word *' requested.” 

Mr. BAKER. Very well; I will modify the joint resolution 
accordingly. 

The ViCE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas accepts 
the modification suggested by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


JUDGMENTS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. WELLINGTON submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to report to the 
Senate immediately all judgments of the Court of Claims rendered since the 


date of the last report up to and including the date of the adjournment of 
the court on June 21. 


IMMIGRATION BUILDINGS AT ELLIS ISLAND, NEW YORK. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to 


the Senate, as soon as possible, a statement of the general plan for the recon- 
struction of the immigration buildings at Ellis Island, New York Harbor. 


EXPENDITURES OF CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate as 
a part of the morning business a resolution submitted by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], coming over from 
a previous day. The resolution will be read. 

‘The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. GALLINGER 
on the 24th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Civil Service Commission is hereby directed to furnish 
the Senate a detailed account, by years, of the expenditures of said commis- 
sion from its organization to the present time, each item of ex 
e ovo yeas traveling expenses, examinations, printing, etc.) 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
reso.ution. à 

The resolution was agreed to. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. Imove that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 379. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to provide 
revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries of the 
United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. At the adjournment last night we were on 
paragraph 183. I hope we will take up that paragraph this morn- 
ing and conclude it. 

5 155 Secretary read paragraph 189, on page 50, as amended, as 
ollows: 


189. Watch movements, whether imported in cases or not, if having not 
more than 7 jewels, 35 cents each; if having more than 7 jewels and not more 
than 11 jewels, 50 cents each; if having more than 11 jewels and not more 
than 15 Jewels, 75 cents each: if having more than 15 jewelsand not more than 
17 jewels, $1.25 each; if having more than 17 jewels, $3 each, and in addition 
thereto. on all the foregoing, 25 per cent ad valorem; watch cases and parts 
of watches, including watch d chronometers, box or ship, and parts 
thereof, clocks and parts thereof, not otherwise provided for in this act, 
whether separately packed or otherwise, 40 per cont od. valorem. 


.Mr. ALLISON. The words after the words ‘‘ad valorem,” in 
line 18, being “all jewels for use in the manufacture of watches 
or clocks, 15 per cent ad valorem,” were struck out. 

I move a further amendment to the paragraph, which I send to 
the Secretary's desk, 


nditure (such 
be separately 
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&mendment, or does it propose to stand by the amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. When this paragraph was up for consideration 
on Saturday last, the committee amendment which was proposed 
as a substitute for paragraph 189 was voted down, which restored 
the text of the bill as it came from the House. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On the motion of the committee? 

Mr. ALLISON. On the motion of the committee. Now I am 
trying, if I can, to propose an amendment which will perfect the 
text. I willcall the attention of the Senator to the c angen we 
have made in the text after the proposed amendment is read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment propo he the Sen- 
5 Iowa in behalf of the Committee on Fi ce will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 189, line 18, after the word 
„otherwise,“ it is proposed to insert “not composed wholly or in 
chief value of china, porcelain, ian, bisque, or earthenware.” 

Mr. ALLISON. e other changes made in the text, I will 
say to the Senator from Arkansas, are in line 6, after the word 
„movements,“ where we have already inserted the words whether 
imported in cases or not, if;" in line 14 the Senate has already 
struck out the word '*watches;" and in lines 18, 19, and 20 we 
have struck out all jewels for use in the manufacture of watches 
or clocks, 15 per cent ad valorem." 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas, Where did the Senator say the word 
„watches“ was stricken out? 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 14 the word watches“ was stricken 
out before the words watch cases;" so as to read: 


Watch cases and parts of watches, including watch dials, etc. 


Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa what, 
in his judgment, is the effect of this amendment as to puttinz in 
the number of jewels in watches? I know that, like myself, he is 
not an expert in watches and clocks, but I have taken some little 
interest in the matter and have consulted an expert, who tells me 
that the increase of duty is large. What is the information of the 
Senator from Iowa upon that subject? 

The whole structure of the paragraph has been altered. It was 
& very simple arrangement until the last amendment of the com- 
mittee was adopted. It read as first proposed: 

189. Watches, clocks, and chronometers, and parts thereof, finished or un- 
finished, whether separately packed or otherwise, and not specially provided 
for in this act, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

It is now proposed to make an increase over the McKinley raie 
and over the rate in the Wilson law, therate in both of those laws 
being 25 per cent. It is an increase of 15 per cent ad valorem. 
Then the jewels for use in the manufacture of watches or clocks, 
10 per cent ad valorem. That portion, however, I understand has 
been stricken out. I made a motion when the paragraph was first 
before the Senate to strike that ont, and the clause went over. I 
understand now that the majority of the committee have stricken 
that out. 

Mr. ALLISON. On jewels? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; butitis the remainder of the paragraph about 
which I am inquiring, where the whole structure has been changed 
and duties imposed according to the number of jewels in the watch. 
As a matter of course, nobody but an expert can know exactly 
what will be the effect of that change. An expert tells me that 
it will be a large increase of duty—over 40 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is some little difference among experts, 
Iknow, as to the facility with which watches can be examined; 
but the committee satisfied itself that there will be no difficulty 
in examining watches with a view of ascertaining the number of 
jewels contained in them. So far as the specific rate upon jewels 
is concerned, as I understand, it is the rate of the present law, 
which is in the neighborhood of 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. Iam informed that it is 65 per cent at least under 
this new paragraph, an increase of 25 per cent over the 40 per 
cent. I yey x want to understand it. I do not want to take up 
the time of the Senate. 

These are articles of prime necessity. That remark, at first 
blush, may seem to be exaggerated, but it is the truth. Watches 
and clocks are articles of prime necessity. They can only be 
made articles of luxury when there is an exuberance of ornamenta- 
tion and of jewels. When a timepiece is constructed in the shape 
of a watch or clock as a timepiece, without regard to any orna- 
mentation, itis an article of prime necessity in every household 
and to every business man and mechanic. i 

Mr. President, I want to make another statement, which may 
possibly sound a little exaggerated or unfounded, but it is the 
truth. -To show the inventive genius of the American people, I 
was astonished when abroad two years ago to find American 
watches, New England watches, for sale in Europe, successfully 
competing with those made in Switzerland and aman The 
ofticial report shows that we are not dependent upon foreigners. 
In 1896 we exported from this country, in clocks and parts of clocks, 
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$929,395 worth, and we exported in the same year in watches 
$530,980 worth. After sales in the domestic market, we were 
enabled, through, I say, our superior inventive and mechanical 
genius, to send abroad this large amount to compete with foreign- 


ers. 

If it be true, as lam informed by this expert, whom I have always 
found to be exceedingly reliable, that this is an increase of 25 per 
cent, I protest againstit. There is no necessity for it, and it can 
only have one effect, and that is to increase the price of clocksand 
watches to the consumers in the United States, and, I repeat, the 
price of an article of prime necessity. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. In addition to what the Senator from 
Missouri has already said, the comparative statement furnished 
by the committee to the Senate shows that on the subdivision of 
chronometers, boxed or shipped, and parts thereof" the rate 
under the McKinley law was 10 per cent; the rate under the pres- 
ent law is 10 per cent, andit is increased in this bill to 40 per cent— 
ud per cent over the McKinley rate; four times the McKinley 


rate. 

Under the head of watches, the rate under the law of 1890, the 
McKinley law, was 25 per cent; under the present law the rate is 
25 per cent; and the Senate committee proposes to increase that to 
40 per cent; and so on through the bill. 

Mr. President, I am somewhat confused by the amendments re- 
cently made on the motion of the Senator from Iowa; and I 
should like to ask under what subdivision or what part of this 
paragraph watches are to be taxed? As I understand, as the par- 
agraph is amended in the first line so as to read ** watch move- 
ments, whether imported in cases or not," the movements will be 
taxed,and not the watch. Then the word watches” was stricken 
out in line 14. Ido not understand from a hasty reading of the 
paragraph where watches will go and at what rate they will be 
taxed. 


It seems to me that there is no provision for taxing watches in 
this paragraph; and, if there is not, I should like to ask the com- 
mittee to be kind enough to allow the Senate to know what pro- 
vision is to be made for levying a tariff on watches at all? 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the inquiry? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have been undertaking to say to 
the Senate and to the Senator that—although I do not know that 
I understand the paragraph as proposed to be amended—it seems 
to me there is no provision for levying a tariff on watches in this 


paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. In paragraph 189 the words “watch move- 
ments, whether imported in cases or not," would cover watches. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. How can those words possibly cover 
watches when the provision in specific terms Dro to tax watch 
movements, whether in cases or not, and whether they come in 
watches or in boxes? . 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator from Arkansas will allow me, 
watch movements are made dutiable under the first clause of the 
paragraph. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. Whether imported in cases or not. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. Then the case is made dutiable below. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, That is the point. I did not catch 
that. Will the Senator be kind enough to state where cases are 
provided for? 

Mr. LODGE. After the word watches,“ in line 14, which 
was stricken out. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Watch cases and parts of watches, 
including watch dials, chronometers," etc. Then they would be 
covered separately. I think that covers that objection. 

Watch cases themselves are taxed at 40 per cent. A very large 
part of the value of a gold watch case, for instance, is the metal 
that is in the case. In a great number of instances there is noth- 
ing added to the value, or very little added to the value, of the 
gold by the labor or the expense of manufacture; and it seems to 
me that that is an unreasonable rate of taxation. It seems to mo 
that 10 cent is as high a tax as ought to be placed on watch 
cases. They are made by machinery. I understand, in a great 
many instances. The principal value of a plain watch case, made 
of either gold or silver, consists of the metal of which it is made, 
and I can see no justification for putting a tax of 40 per cent on 
gold. 'The Senators on the other side of the Chamber, who are 
particularly anxious to have gold come into the country, ought 
not to be discriminating against gold in that kind of way. 

Mr. STEWART. They do not want gold to come. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I know baut little, of 
course, about this paragraph, but the tax on this class of goods 
has been, I think, for thirty years, or more than thirty years, 25 
per cent. This is a proposition to increase the tariff from 25 per 
cent to 65 per cent. irty years ago, when a tariff of 35 per 
cent was pur on watches, the watch industry was new in thi 
country. It had just begun. Watches are now being made by 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


machinery, and the industry has been developed until now we 
export large quantities of watches and import no watches of the 
class made by machinery in this country. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, yes; we do. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Well, then, my understanding is cer- 
tainly that no large number of foreign watches are sold here in 
competition with the Waltham and in watches and watches 
of that character. Theimportations would seem to indicate that; 
and I understand, asa matter of fact, that that is thecase. What 
excuse can there be for more than doubling the tariff, which was 
considered sufficient protection to the manufacturers of watches 
when the industry was just beginning? Now that the country 
has absolute control of the trade, when we are sending watches 
abroad and selling them by the thousands in open competition 
with the watchmakers of the balance of the world, why there can 
be any excuse for more than doubling this tax on watches is be- 
yond my comprehension, 

Mr. President, I have a statement which has been furnished me, 
& sort of brief, which was submitted to the Committee on Finance 
by Messrs. Tiffany & Co., Theodore B. Starr, and Benedict Bros., of 

ew York, in which they set out the reasons why this tax is un- 
reasonable and will practically destroy certain branches of this 
trade. There are certain parts of watches imported by watch 
manufacturers. As I understand, the policy is to allow those 

arts of watches which the manufacturers use to come in at as 

Wa rate as possible; but when a man proposes to import a 
watch of a quality he can not buy in this country, he would be 
practically excluded by putting a tax of 40 per cent on the gold 
that enters into the manufacture of the case, which is, to my 
mind, a perfect.absurdity. : 

It is a well-known fact—so this brief says—that American 
watches are exported and sold abroad at a lower price than they 
aresold to American consumers; while our manufacturers have 
been protected sufficiently to build up such a trade as that, they 
can and do ship abroad and sell profitably watches at prices at 
which they will not sell to American citizens. What sort of jus- 
tification can there be for our putting a higher tariff on these 
watches, and attempting to exclude the importation of any other 
watches to give more power to them, and to enable them possib] 
to sell watches higher in the United States than they are now sell- 
ing them? I do not believe that is right. 

will insert as a of my remarks, without ag up the 
time of the Senate by reading it, the brief statement which the 

tlemen I have named made to the Finance Committee. It will 

this means go to the country, and I hope the case will be fully 
understood. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paper referred to by the Senator 
from Arkansas will be printed in the RECORD, in the absence of 
objection. 

e paper referred to is as follows: 
[Copy of brief submitted to the Committee on Finance.] 
To the Senate of the United States: 


Your petitioners res ully offer the following statements and facts 
avienta ot the evil of (eque A ad d 


Cu Of a class of watches not made here, conse- 
Ter not interfering with the prevagen gonak; and which is an important 
wa 


tor In the business of the American re tch dealer and jeweler. 
5 Resul reduction in this branch of revenue for the Govern- 
men ` 


WATCH MOVEMENTS. 


The present rate of 25 per cent ich having been in existence thirty-six 
years, was considered by the Senate Committee on Finance in 1888, and said 


rate was then maintained and confirmed in the law of 1800, having been proven 


more than sufficient protection to the domestic industry. 
Even during and after tho late war, when the Government most uired 
revenue, duties on watches were not increased, notwithstanding that the do- 


mestic industry was then in its infancy. 

The continued success of the American watch companies shows that they 
have flourished under said protection. 

Their successful introduction and constantly increasing production re- 
sulted in the almost complete exclusion of that class of foreign watches which 
competed with the domestic article. 

Statistics of the last six years, recording a constant decrease in the imports 
of watches (at present about 50 per cent of the amount imported six years 
since), are referred to as evidence, 
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Itisa known fact that American watches are exported at much lower 
prices than they can be purchased here for home consumption, thus showing 
that they can withstand any competition. ^ 

The f: shows conclusively that the American watch industry is not 
in need of any further protection. 

- Bpecific duties as proposed on watch movements are absolutely impossible 
of execution and unpractical, the diversity of les and great variety of 
uality making a correct classification impossible. oreover, combined with 

e 25 cent additional duty, the proposed tariff would be equivalent to 
from 55 to 75 per cent ad valorem duty, which would effectually stop the im- 
portation of watches, and thereby affect the revenue of the Government. 

e proposition to grade these specific duties according to number of 
jewels can not justly be applied, for an equal number of jewels exists in 
movements of very extreme es, Thus the same specific reium lied 
to a movement costing 16 francs and one costing 40 frances, thereby making 
them rank and taxing them egually, whereas the difference in value is over 
100 per cent. 

WATCH CASES. 


The present rate of 25 per cent does not admit the importation of watch 
cases, 


American cases are, on the contrary, exported all over the world. 

The only watch cases imported to-day are such as the class of movements 
they inclose make this casing imperative. 

he rate of 25 per cent duty was thoroughly canvassed by tho Senate 
Committee on Finance in 1588, and the then duty of 40 per cent was, 
in the law of 1590, put back to 25 per cent, it being shown that an increase 
would not only fail to produce additional revenue, but would effect a reduc- 
tion and be of no benefit to domestic manufacturers. 

'The cost of the raw material constitutes almost the entire cost of a gold 
watch case, the labor involved in the manufacture being an inconsiderable 
element, The present tariff of 25 per cent not only more than covers the 
difference in cost of production here and abroad, but is almost the double 
of labor cost in the United States, because the present duty imposes a tax 
on the composing the case in addition to the cost of A 

The following comparison between an American-made 14-carav gold watch 
case and the same article made abroad proves the aforesaid statement: 

ane ar sells for $24.20; foreign-made costs, with 25 per cent duty, 


The same ratio of difference exists in the following: 
wa sells for $18.43; foreign-made costs, with 25 per cent duty, 


The protection being absolute, an increase in rate is unnecessary and 
detrimental to the revenue of the Government and theinterests of the retail 
watch dealers and jewelers. 

The only demand for an increase comes from the powerful trust-like 
watch companies,for their own benefit, and Tepas of the interests of 
the dealers and the public, and unsupported by them. - 

Being domestic manufactu ed by vast means to introduce their 


rers, 

roducts, foreign competition is impossible, as they can produce much larger 
5 — of a d. 24 thereby reduce the cost of their manufacture to a 
minimum 


In the face of these advantages, and the fact that foreign competition can 
not exist, any increase in duty would be superfluous; and the direct effect of 
such increase being loss to the revenue, owing to curtailment of imports, the 
measure should not be sanctioned. 

An advance in duties would greatly stimulate smuggling, and would invite 
an increase of purchases of watches in Europe and Canada, to the detriment 
of retail jewelers and watch dealers mp the country. 

The whole retail jewelry trade, selling both domestic and imported watches, 
unite in opposition to the proposed change in duty, and by their signa: 
liberally grauted wherever approached, express their desire that the presen 
rate be maintained. 

Attention is called to the appended list of American watch-case manu- 
facturers, who, by their signatures, approve and concur in the above. ' 

Signed by the committee. 

TIFFANY & CO. 
THEO. B. STARR. 
BENEDICT BROS. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I merely desire to say a few words 
in answer to what has been said by the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. JonEs]. 

The whole watch industry in this country was revolutionized 
by American inventions in machinery, making machine-made 
watches. We make them so much better and so much cheaper 
that no handmade watch can compete with those made here. The 
industry was built up in that way. We were able to get into 
European markets and to all the markets owing to the fact that 
wehad this immense advantage in our machine-made watches over 
the handmade watches. 

The American watchmakers asked for no protection in the 
various tariff bills which have gone through; they have never 
asked for an increase over the original amount pro to be 
given them. Since then the Swiss watchmakers in the last few 
years have bought up and set up American watch machinery, and 
they are making enormous quantities of watches by our machinery, 
with labor necessarily of a very much cheaper kind. 

The competition we have to meet is not an equal competition, 
even with that lower labor cost. They bring their watches into 
this country with a valuation so small as to amount practically to 
nothing, with an ad valorem duty. 

Most of the large Swiss exporters do not export watches to 
American dealers, but send to their own agents, who reside in 
New York; and they export thelowergrades of watches at merely 
nominal prices. Ispeak of watch movements now. They invoice 
many of the watch movementsati5centsapiece. But that is not 
the worst result of the ad valorem. I have in my committee room, 
and can bring here if it is desired, what they do after they get the 
watches over here. In order to meet the law, they stamp in letters 
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which can only be detected with the microscope, the word “ Swiss” | the very case of the watch I have just shown they put on the 


somewhere on the edge of the watch movements. On the faceand 
on the back or on the box in which the movements come they 
stamp in large letters the name of an American company, the 
Waltham Watch Company, the Marvin Watch Company of 
Springfield, or the New Haven Watch Company. In other words, 
they put an absolute fraud on the market. They do not sell them 
at lower rates than ours, but they force an inferior watch upon 
our market under the pretense that it is an American watch. 

With competition of that kind, and with the lower labor cost 
behind it, it is absolutely impossible to compete without a duty 
that shall be honestly collected. An ad valorem duty practically 
amounts to nothing. The chief general appraiser telis me that 
the specific duties which we have here will average about the ad 
vaiorem which the Senate proposes, about 40 to 41 or 42 per cent. 
Some of them are higher and some of them are lower. 

When we come to partsof watches and other portions of watches 
which come here, they are all dutiable at 40 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. Before the Senator leaves the other branch of his 
statement. I want to ask him this question: I understand him to 
say that these foreign watchmakers, the Swiss exporters, put in 
microscopic letters the word * Swiss,” and then put in large, con- 
spicuous letters the name of some American manufacturer. If 
thatis done, I want to ask the Senator why the domestic manu- 
facturer does not avail himself of the provisions of the existing 
law. the law of 1890, and of the present bill, and confiscate that 
article? I am just looking for the section which imposes severe 
penalties where an article is brought into this country and it is 
iraudn!ently attempted to put on it one of our trade-marks. That 
is a plain, absolute, and palpable fraud upon the revenue laws of 
the United States, and in violation of common honesty, and it is 
not a creditable reflection upon the intelligence of the watch- 
makers of Massachusetts to have permitted themselves to be 
swindled after that fashion, 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator knows very well that that leads to 
endless litigation. Where it is stopped in one place it goes on in 
another. It is a fraud which it is almost impossible to meet. For 
instance, I have got a watch movement made to imitate the 
Waltham waten. e foreign watch company have put on their 
watch a monogram that looks exactly like the monogram of the 
American Waltham Watch Company, but they leave out the cross 
on the “A,” a little change that nobody would notice; but it would 
protect them if they were taken into court. They have got in 
microscopic characters on the edge the word ‘ Swiss.” 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question, because this is 
a matter which interests me? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Why do the Swiss people put the Waltham name 
on their watches? 

Mr. LODGE. Because they think they can get into the Amer- 
ican market that much better, as the American watch is preferred. 

Mr. GRAY. Isnotthata very gratifying proof that the Ameri- 
can watch commands the market? . 

Mr. LODGE. The American watch is the better watch, and 
wil! command the market if we have a fair chance. 

Mr. GRAY. Then do we not want a more strenuous enforce- 
ment of the law we now have to prevent fraud on American trade- 
marks and some new provision that will more effectually guard 
the superior American watch against the Swiss imitations? 

If the Senator will pardon me, it is to me a very gratifying evi- 
dence of the superiority of the American watch and that it does 
not need any protection; but it. of course, does need protection 
against a fraud of the kind the Senator mentions, and I am will- 
ing to *ote for anyth'ng that will prevent that. 

r. LODGE. We have laws that ought to prevent it, but as a 
matter of fact they do not. For instance, I hold in my hand a 
watch. There is the box [exhibiting] marked “Marvin Watch 
Company." and on the outside is Marvin Watch Company of 
Springfield." That company has gone out of business; that is, it 
has been transferred to the State of Ohio, and its name is no longer 
in business. That is a Swiss watch. Senators can look at it for 
themselves, and see if they can find the word Swiss." 

Mr.VEST. Ifthe Senator from Massachusetts will permit me, 
I wish to read that section to which I alluded, which is section 8 
of the pending bill, and a similar provision was contained in the 
Wilson law and in the McKinley Act: 

Src. 8. That no article of imported merchandise which shall copy or simu- 
late the name or trade-mark of Any domestic manufacture or manufacturer 
shall be admitted to entry at any custom-house of the United States. And 
in order to aid the officers of the customs in enforcing this prohibition, any 
domestic manufacturer who has adopted trade-marks may require his name 
and residence and a description of his trade-marks to be recorded in books 
which shall be kept for that purpose in the Department of the Treasury, under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe. and may 


turnish to the Department facsimiles of such trade-marks; and thereupon 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause one or more copies of the same to 


be transmitted to each collector or other proper officer of the customs. 


Mr, LODGE. I am aware of that law; and it was drawn 
strongly, and ought to give ample protection, but it does not. In 
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name of an extinct company, a company which is doing business 
now under a name which has been transferred to the State of 
Ohio, and they have taken that extinct name and put it on. 

Here [exhibiting] is a Swiss watch made to counterfeit the 
Waltham watch. Anybody looking at it carelessly would think 
it bore the Waltham monogram and trade-mark, but the cross on 
the “A” is left out; and it is impossible by law to meet such a 
case, 

Now. with the undervaluations and the frauds, the use of Amer- 
ican machinery, and the very greatly lower labor cost in Switzer- 
land, they are enabled to run into our country with an inferior 
watch, which they sell as an American watch, and replace ours in 
many cases. There is no danger of the price of watches being 
ranac, The domestic comoetition is altogether too severe for 

t. 

I should say as to watch movements, on which a specific duty is 
levied, there is very little fluctuation, and the telling of the num- 
ber of jewels is an ordinary commercial method of grading watch 
movements. 

When you come to cases, on which the value of the watch 
largely depends, of course if you have a gold case, it seems to me 
that it is a fit subject for a revenue duty, and all watches are toa 
certain extent articles of voluntary use at least, and the expensive 
ones are certainly fair subjects of a revenue duty. But it is on 
the watch movements that the great frauds occur, and it is for 
that reason that the specific duties have been adopted. 

I believe the Senator is mistaken about the parts of watches, 
None of those come in free. The only thing that is supposed to 
come in free are the jewels, and if the Senator from Arkansas 
has examined that question, as I have no doubt he has, he will 
know that it is absolutely impossible practically to collect a duty 
on watch jewels, the result being that the honest manufacturer 
has to pay a heavy duty, whilst the dishonest man buys watch 
jewels from the smuggler. You can put $1,000 worth of watch 
jewels in an ounce vial. They are so small that it is perfectly easy 
to bring them in. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I have only one suggestion to make 
to the honorable Senator from Massachusetts. The burden of his 
complaint seems to be that the European watchmakers have pro- 
cured American machinery and are making watches practically 
by our own methods, those that we have developed. It seems to 
me we are not in a condition to complain of that. 

The other day when the item of vanillin was under considera- 
tion, I remember it was stated on the other side of the Senate 
Chamber that this was a product that was covered by a patent 
abroad. It seems that an American manufacturer had stolen the 
idea of the patentee on the other side, that he was industriously 

rodncing the product on this side, and was not willing to enter 
into open competition with the man who owned the patent, but 
wanted a high protection, the enormous protection of 80 cents or 
a dollar an ounce, or something of that kind, to protect him 
against the man from whom he had gotten the idea. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Arkansas will not 
mingle vanillin with watches. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Not at all; only to illustrate the 
policy of the other side by a reference to what we have already 


done. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator can illustrate it in that way, but 
he should keep close to the facts in the case. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Those who manufacture vanillin syntheticall: 
in the United States do it bya different process from the paten 
process taat is used abroad, and it has been so decided in our 
courts, So far from this being the ingenious Americans following 
in the footsteps or pathway of the inventors of Europe, they have 
an invention of their own, which is distinct from that of Europe. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Is that patented? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not patented, because they do not pro- 
pose to expose their secret. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is a secret process? 

Mr. ALLISON. A secret process. So we have disposed of 
vanillin. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My understanding was that the 
process was practically the same, and I was illustrating the policy 
of the other side by reference to that article. However that may 
be, 1 can conceive of no justification for the enormous increase in 
the tax on these goods. If you have developed and built up asys- 
tem which makes watches better and cheaper than they are made 
anywhere else in the world, commands the market of the world, 
and has done it under a tax of 25 per cent, where is the excuse for 
the increase in taxation to what experts tell me is about 65 per 
cent instead of 25 per cent? How that can be justified is beyond 
comprehension to me. 

Mr. LODGE. I made the remark I did in regard to the intro- 
duction of American machinery in Switzerland simply to show 
that conditions have changed since the time when the Senator 
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said we had only handmade watches to compete with. 'They 
have got onto an equality with us, with the aid of our own ma- 
chinery. I do not complain of that. I say conditions have 
changed. They are now working machinery with labor of much 
lower cost. I think we ought to give sufficient protection to 
make that difference, and I think we ought also to make a differ- 
— EN order to protect our people against undervaluations and 
rauds. 


These are great industries. empor ng the very highest class of 
mechanics. Of course I allow for the effect of bad times, but 
even then their sales have been so cut down by the Swiss compe- 
tition, watches brought in at these undervaluations and in these 
fraudulent forms, taking the place of American watches and sold 
at exactly the same rate, that they have had to reduce their ran- 
ning time to four days in the week. I think when we have re- 
duced the price of watches as we have by our own ingenuity to 
the whole world, when we get them at the lowest possible price 
and give a better article to our own people at lower prices than 
anybody else can do, that we are entitled to protection against 
a cheap labor, which is also aided by undervaluations and by 
fraud. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, as I said a moment ago, Lam very 
much interested in what the junior Senator from Massachusetts 

Mr. LopGE] has said in regard to the development of the watch 
dustry in this country and largely in the State which he so ably 
represents in part, but while it is rau to know that this 
Industry has not only been established, but has grown and de- 
veloped ánd commands the market of the United States and 
largely of the world by reason of the superiority of its manufac- 
ture, surely it is no reason to tax the people of the United States 
to a greater extent than they are already taxed on these articles, 
no longer a luxury, but I might say a necessity. What were the 
luxuries of a generation ago are becoming the necessities of the 
present one. eall know that. 'The world advances and civili- 
zation advances, and its progress is not more surely marked than 
by the diffusion of these things in common use which compara- 
tively a few years ago were used only by the rich and were classed 
as luxuries. 

Watches have become a necessity. There is no reason that I can 
conceive of, from the statement made by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts as to the state of this industry, why, in order to prevent 
these frauds or compensate the American manufacturer for the 
effect of these frauds, we should impose this burden upon the 
American people. We must not punish the boy or girl who buys 
a watch or the poor man who buys a watch because the Swiss 
fraudulently imitate the trade-mark of the Massachusetts watch- 
maker. {am willing to go to any length that is reasonable in de- 
fining and punishing the crime of the simulation of an American 
trade-mark. Let us punish that and prevent it, and F would pro- 
pose some such jenguage as I will read, for that is the chief com- 
plaint I hear made by the Senator from Massachusetts, and he has 
made it the justification for an increase of duty. An increased 
duty will not prevent the simulation of the trade-mark. I suggest 
some such provision as this: 

No watch or clock or part thereof shall be admitted to entry at any cus- 
tom-house in the United States which shall not have the name of the place 
and the country from which imported, or whero made, printed or engraved 
conspicuously on the face of the watch or movement or upon the part of the 
wa imported. 

Isuggest to the junior Senator from Massachusetts—merely as 
a suggestion to be perfected—whether some such language would 
not measurably answer the purpose which the watchmakers have 
in view. Then add a penal provision which shall punish anyone 
who attempts it. 

Mr. LODGE. We have law moven now. 

Mr. GRAY. I think that is an advance of the present law. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts 
and the Senator from Delaware that the committee havein prepara- 
tion a modification of one of the sections of the bill, I think sec- 
tion 8, which will more certainly cure the defect. 

Mr. GRAY. "There is a law, as I understand it, which requires 
the name of the country to be marked on the goods. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is such a law. 

Mr. LODGE. "They comply with it. 

Mr. GRAY. They comply with it in letter, but not in spirit. 

Mr. LODGE, Undoubtedly. 

Mr. GRAY. Ithink the law ought to be so made that they 
would be compelled to engrave the name of the country where it 
can not be overlooked, on some conspicuous part of the watch. 

Mr. LODGE. That would not meet the undervaluation. The 
specific is the onig sang that will correct it. 

Mr. GRAY. e Senator does not want a specific larger than 
the ad valorem. 

Mr. LODGE. Ido notthink on the average it does—— 

8775 JONES of Arkansas. The tax in this paragraph is an ad 
valorem. 8 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator means the parts of watches? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. i 
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Mr. LODGE. I think they need as much as that. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not wish to prolong the dis- 
cussion. My edv ded has very clearly and concisely covered the 
whole ground, but I wish to make just one observation. The pre- 
cise argument which the S»nator from Delaware has just made 
was made when the protective duty, smaller than this a little, but 
still a protective duty, was placed upon watchesin the tariff which 
originally placed a duty on watches. ''Whyare you putting this 
burden on the American people for these few workmen? Why not 
let the American boy buy his watch where he is a mind to?” and 
5 those arguments Which we have heard on the stump, and 

ere. 

Mr. GRAY. I did not say that. I said why punish the Amer- 
ican consumer, boy or what not, as the case may be, for the frauds 
of the Swiss manufacturers? That is what I said. 

Mr. HOAR. You can call it punishment or say what it is to be 
done for, but the substance of it is. Why do you make the 
American purchaser pay more for his watches to protect the 
American workmen against thiscompetition, whetherit be fraud- 
ulent or genuine?“ If it were genuine competiiion, the argu- 
ment would be still stronger. That argument was made then, 
and we proceeded to try the experiment, and the American, get- 
ting his protection, brought down the prices of watches in some 
instances to less than 25 per cent of the old prices, and in some 
instances clear down so that you can get some very decent time- 
keepers for $1.50 and $2.50, of silver or pinchbeck cases. 

r.JONES of Arkansas. Now you want to more than double 
the tax. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me state my proposition, and the Senator can 
give his answer to it afterwards. 

Now, what is the result? That policy, aided by the Ainerican 
ingenuity which was set at work, because the workingmen in the 
watch establishments are of the very best and of the inost intelli- 
gent class of American workmen, not only built up the industry 
here, but reduced the price of watches, in many instances, 75 per 
cent. But now the foreigners have taken our machinery, the 
result of our ingenu ty and brain, the result of the brain stimu- 
lated by the protective policy, and are pressing us hard by these 
methods. So now our workmen are driven to four days in the 
week instead of six, as my colleague has said. 

I undertake to predict that if you put on the duty which is pro- 
posed, and the experiment has a fair trial, the thing will go on; 
that the American market will be supplied by American work- 
men; that these poor foreign watches will be in a large measure 
excluded; that you will have the price of watches stili farther re- 
duced, so that they will be down to 50 or 60 per cent of what the 
are now; and I wish to put this expression of opinion on record: 
This industry, which has so refuted by its past experience all the 
stock arguments of the free trader, will go on to furnish farther 
and more impressive refatation of the same thing. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Massaclfusetts 
allow me to ask him a question in connection with his prediction? 
Thirty years ago a tariff of 25 per cent was put on watches, which 
he says resulted in these marvelous developments, and now a tax 
of 65 per cent is proposed instead of 25 percent. Now, Lask, will 
the great successes which will follow the inauguration of this tax, 
according to his theory, necessitate a tax of, say, 100 or 150 per 
cent in the next few years to protect the same artisans? 

Mr. HOAR. If we should get the price of a watch down to $1 
instead of $3, down to $10 instead of $30, the rate with a tariff of 
100 per cent would be really half as much as a tariff of 50 per cent 
is now. 

Mr.VEST. Mr. President,there wasone factstated by thesenior 
Senator from Massachusetts which is a fact, that after supplyin 
the American market and exporting the amount which nam 
here from the comparative statement, these large New England 
establishments have regular agents abroad, in England particu- 
larly, where they sell the product cheaper to the fore gner than 


they do in the United States. I was not myself at the Chicago, 


Exposition, but I am permitted by my colleague. the Senator from 
Georgia, who was there, to state that he saw Waltham watches, 
or watches made by a large manufacturing company in New Eng- 
land, on exhibition, and he was told by the agent. whom he over- 
heard conversing with an Englishman. after the Englishman had 
left him, that they were selling the identical watches at 20 to 95 
per cent cheaper in England than in the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, that is true in all 
commerce everywhere. Unless there be some very peculiar con- 
ditions, the exporter sells his goods in his foreign trade, if it is a 
foreign trade where he has competition, cheaper than in his do- 
mestic trade. That is true everywhere the world over, because 
in the first place they send over their surpius stock at the end of 
the year, if they have made a surplus at a particular time. I sup- 
pose the Senator can not point to an article in all commerce. where 
there is free competition, where if a foreigner in part supplies the 
ede he does not sell the article a little cheaper abroad than at 

ome, 
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Mr. VEST. If they can afford to do that, if the American man- 
ufacturer can supply the home market and then go abroad and 
gell the same article from 20 to 25 per cent cheaper in competition 
With foreigners, where is the necessity for the so-called protection? 


Mr.HOAR. That would Qe vet stating the argument which 
has been stated twenty times. e Senator from Montana A 
MANTLE] S to me, he sells abroad the things he can not sell 


at home. He sells abroad his surplus, which he has to sell in a 
icular condition, when the market is overstocked. All those 
ings apply to the foreign trade. 

Mr. V. jT. It is always overstocked. The 2 journals 
show—and I can produce them at any time in this Chamber, as I 
have before that in all the different metallic manufactures our 
productions are exported abroad and sold for less in the foreign 
markets. They openly avow that. Of course their answer isa 
surplus. But that simple fact shows that under the tariff system 
of the United States the American manufacturers are enabled to 
supply the home market ora portion of it and then they send 
red and sell for less to the foreigner, and sell at a profit. 

Mr. HOAR. The foreigner is doing the same thing to us. 

Mr. VEST. As a matter of course, buf their people are not taxed 
as it is 5 to tax the American people by this bill. 

Mr. HOAR. That is another point. 

Mr. VEST. These enormous taxes are nowhere imposed except 
in the United States, aud they are imposed here upon products 
where, it is said, it is necessary to protect from foreign competi- 
tion the manufacturing interests of this country. No, no, Mr. 
President, as a distinguished colleague of ours from Ohio used to 
say, That won't do; that won't do." 

3 I was amused at the statement of the junior Senator 
from Massachusetts, when he said that the foreigners were en- 
abled to cheat the Massachusetts manufacturers by putting in 
very small letters ‘‘Switzerland,” and in very large letters ** Wal- 
. tham Manufacturing Company." Mr. President, what intelli- 

ent American citizen in Massachusetts or outside of it will believe 

tstatement? That di theintellect of the American to 
such an extent that I will not stand it; and more than that, if a 
"Massachusetts manufacturer can be cheated after that fashion, 
what in Heaven's name is to become of a Missourian? [Laughter.] 
They will steal the plugs out of the teeth and then escape the po- 
lice. Who believes now that the people of New England can be 
cheated in that fashion? Mr. President, it is an outrage upon the 
land of wooden nutmegs to say that any such thing can be done. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not say they cheated the New England 
manufacturers. I said they cheated the custom-house and the 
Missourians who buy the watches. 

Mr. VEST. They cheat the custom-house and the Massachu- 
setts manufacturer, because here is a law, enacted in 1890, which 

rovides that no article simulating an American trade-mark shall 

permitted to come into this country at all; and more than that, 
any domestic manufacturer can file his trade-mark in books pro- 
vided for that purpose, and then if any attempt is made to intro- 
duce an article so marked, it is to be excluded. No, no; that will 
not do. 

I assert that this duty, and it is not to be contradicted, is 65 per 
cent instead of 40 per cent under the proposed amendment, and 25 
per cent under the McKinley Act and under the Wilson Act. For 
the last thirty years that has been the duty, and we have built up 
an enormous industry, commanding the domestic market and com- 
peting successfully abroad and selling the same products at less 
prices, and yet this duty is now to be increased in this country 40 
per cent, and for no other purpose than to enable the American 
manufacturer to exclude the foreigner entirely and take possession 
of the market. - n 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, there is one sugges- 
tion I wish to make in connection with the admissions made on 
the other side. Here is the statement ne made that the 
watches are sent abroad and sold for 25 per cent less than they are 
sold to American citizens. The manufacturers must be able to 
sell those watches at the prices at which they sell them abroad, 
or they would not so sell them. If they can afford to make and 
sell those watches abroad at 25 per cent less than they are sold for 
here, they are selling in American markets, by aid of laws that 
are thrown around them. goods for 25 per cent more than they 
are worth. They are enabled to make the American people take 
goods at a higher price than they ought to pay, because they can 
and do sell them a d at the lower prices. 

A statement was made by the senior Senator from Massachu- 
setts that this runs through all manufactures. If that is true 

Mr. HOAR. I did not say that. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If that is true, then the eral run 

f manufacturers are sellin in this country higher hero 

n they ought to be allowed to sell them, because when they sell 
them abroad they do not sell them for less than they are worth. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not make the statement which the Senator 
from Arkansas puts in my mouth, 


— — JONES of Arkansas. What statement did the Senator 


e 

Mr. HOAR. Isaid it ran through all trade, and that the for- 
eigners do the same thing to this country. I did not say all 
manufactures, 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Perhaps I was mistaken in saying 
**manufactures"" instead of trade. 
ed HOAR. The Senator was, and it was a very serious mis- 

e. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is a difference between tweedledee 
and tweedledum. It is the same thing after all. 

Mr, HOAR. When I speak of a universal law of all trade, ap- 
plicable to all nations alike, the Senator undertakes to put in my 
mouth a phrase limiting it to American manufactures under our 
protective system, and then when his attention is called to a gross 
misstatement he says it is the difference between tweedledum and 
tweedledee. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Massachusetts—— 

Mr. HOAR. No; I ought not to speak so earnestly perhaps. 
I believe the Seriator from Arkansas is a fair and candid man and 
does not wish to misrepresent me. I think the Senator will see 
that when I said a certain rule of conduct runs through all trade 
it is not a fair statement of what I said to limit my statement to 
American manufactures. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not undertake to limit the Sen- 
ator's statement. I referred to his statement in general terms. 
I take the statement as he made it, and I am willing for it to 
stand. It means, asI believe—every member of the Senate will un- 
derstand that it means—that the American manufacturers can 
and do sell their products cheaper abroad than they sell them to 
our own people, and that the Senator justifies this act. Isay that 
whenever the law allows American manufacturers to sell their 
goods abroad—and they would not sell them abroad unless they 
could do it at a profit—whenever that is being done, and we throw 
laws around them to enable them to sell their goods higher to 
9 poopie than they can sa aoe profitably abroad, we 
are guilty of a gross outrage on the erican people. 

Mr. HOAR. Does not the Senator see that in the case which 
has been stated the man does not sell at a profit abroad? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Why does he sell there? 

Mr. HOAR. Because he has to get rid of his surplus. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. At a loss? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; at a loss. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am slow to believe that shrewd, 
sharp American manufacturers are going to send drummers 
ANE i solicit trade at a loss to themselves. They are not quite 
so li à 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will read Lord Brougham's famous 
speech on the English relation to the American tariff and manu- 
factures, which has been cited a thousand times in these debates 
he will find that the speaker describes that as the precise method 
of the Englishman. Then, if the capitalist, in addition, possesses 
capital and influence enough by so MADE of a s us as to 
shut up competitors in the foreign country, then he will raise the 
price and make his que. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, The American manufacturers ought 
not to be allowed to sell their goods to the American people at 
RD à profit as will justify them in selling their goods abroad at 


a loss. 
Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I remember some years ago being 
in a watch factory in New England, at Waterbury, the celebrated 
Waterbury watch manufactory, and aone GEEK all the large 
establishment. The proprietor told me what number of watches 
were turned out during a day. It was astonishing to me, and at 
a cost of two or three dollars to the watch. I asked him, Where 
do you find a market for all the immense uct which you are 
turning out?" He said to me, Name a place on the earth—any 
place—and I wil name the place where you will find a Water- 
bury watch if you go there." He was exporting watches in legit- 
imate trade all over the whole world, making them by machinery, 
with the human hand doing nothing but assembling the pieces 
and putting them together. They were splendid watches. He 
gave me two of them, which I have yet. His market was all over 
the world, selling ín competition with pauper labor. 

Here we are told to-day that you can not compete with this 
pauper labor without protecting our high-priced machinery—high- 
priced labor, but it is done by machinery—and yet we are told 
that we are sending all these manufactures all over the whole 
world in legitimate trade every day of our existence, and compet- 
ing with the pauper labor in their own market, paying the cost 
of tra rtation to their market, handicapped by that amount, 
but still holding the markets against all the world. We have two 
sorts of statements. One that we have to protect our own people 
at home, within our own boundaries, against the competition of 
pauper labor, and then we take the same product and go out into 
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the world and compete with the pauper labor and beat them in 
ir own market. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We undersell them. 

Mr. MILLS. Of course we undersell them, and it is done at a 

profit. Look at the agricultural implements which we are ship- 

ping every year. As has been stated on this floor several times, 

m can not go to any place on the Continent of Europe where you 

o not find our sowing machines and reapers, and all the various 
implements we make in this country. Are we selling them at a 
loss year by year and still pursuing the business? Look at every 
department of manufactures. We have been sending a large 
amount of cotton goods abroad, and increasing it in later years. 
Are we selling them at a loss? The A cried: who are carrying 
on this business certainly do not do that. 

'There is no necessity for the posed duty on watches. We 
can beat the world making watches. We have been beating the 
world making watches, making them cheaper and making them 
better than anybody else. 

Mr. GEAR. I wish to give the Senator from Arkansas and 
other Senators a little information about Japanese watches. I 
hold in my hand the second watch made in the Japanese Empire, 
which a friend of mine bought in Japan a year ago. This watch 
is full jeweled, fifteen jewels. It is an Elgin watch. It was made 
in that country in an establishment which has been recently 
Started, and to-day they are making these watches by the thousand 
and sending them to the United States. This watch costin Japan 
m American money. It can be sold at wholesale for a little less 

n $3; and that watch can not be made in the Elgin factory, of 
which watches it is a complete duplicate, for less than $17. That 
is the reason, I imagine, which governed the Finance Committee 
ing the duty on watches. I hope the amendment will 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then our ple do not make the 
best and cheapest watches in the or an we were a 


while ago they did? 
Mr. GEAR. They do not make a watch equal in cheapness to 
the watch of the heathen “‘Chinee,” if you please. We make as 


a bises as is made anywhere in the world, and possibly the 
watch. 
Mr. VEST. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Iowa a ques- 


tion. 

Mr.GEAR. Ishall be glad to answer it if I can. 

Mr. VEST. Wasnotthe watch factory established in Japan by 
Americans and with American capital? 

Mr. GEAR. No, sir. It was started in Japan by American 
3 who went there to teach the Japanese how to make the 
watches. 

Mr. VEST. Have not the Elgin Watch Company a large inter- 
est in, possibly the entire ownership of, the plant? 

Mr. GEAR. I can not answer the question, but I think not. 

Mr. VEST. Iunderstand they have. 

Mr. GEAR. American mechanics taught the Japanese how to 
make the watches. 

Mr. VEST. They went there from the Elgin Company, and 
therefore they make a duplicate of the Elgin watch. 

Mr. GEAR. Of course itis an entire duplicate, but I do not 
think the establishment is owned by the Elgin Company. Iknow, 
atleast I do not think, that the Elgin Company have a dollar or a 
dime's interest in the factory. I simply exhibit the watch to show 
that the duty is required if we are to maintain the industry in the 
United States, and that applies not only in regard to Elgin, but 
as to Waltham. 

Mr. VEST. I want to have the question taken by yeas and nays 
upon the substitute as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will then put the question 
first upon the amendment proposed to the amendment of the 
committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on agreeing to 
Pee as amended. 

Mr. VEST. Upon agreeing to the paragraph as amended, I 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, The question now ison the adoption 


of the CERES I understand. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to suggest to the Senator that the House 
text is retained. Wedo not have to vote upon the Honse text, 
as I understand it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Of course; we have been reading 
the bill for the pur of taking a vote on each paragraph. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the pending 
question to be on agreeing to paragraph 189 as amended and as 
read at the desk. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. Thatis, on the adoption of the amend- 
ment to the paragraph? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. On the adoption of the amendment 
to the paragraph. 


The question now is on the entire 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 


me CE-PRESIDENT. 
gra : 
.JONES of Arkansas As amended? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. As amended. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On that we want the yeas M DTE 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary p ed 
to call the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). Ihavea 
general pair with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK]. As 
he is not present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I will state now 
forthe day that I am paired with the senior Senator from Tennes- 
see [Mr. HARRIS], and therefore withhold my vote. 

r. PRITC D (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLaurin]. 
If he were nt. I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. By an ar- 
rangement, I will transfer my pair, so that the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. TURNER] will stand paired with my colleague [Mr. 
CLARK}, and the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris} and myself 
will vote. I vote yea.“ 

'The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I desire to transfer my pair with the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina [Mr. McLauRiN] to the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. Mason]. I vote yea. 

. Has the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. 
voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. VEST. I withhold my vote. Iam paired with that Sena- 
tor. I would vote “nay” and he would vote M rr ” if present. 

Mr. GEAR. Has the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SMITH} voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. GEAR. I withhold my vote. Iam paired with that Sen- 
ator. If he were present, he would vote ** yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. Under the arrangement stated by the 
Senator from Wyoming Mr. Warren}. I vote **nay." 

Fn MARTIN. On this question I am paired with the Senator 
m 
Mr, 


[Mr. MCBRIDE], and withhold my vote. 

. JONES of Arkansas (after having v in the negative). . 
Iam paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hats}, but by an 
agreement with the Senator from 8 GEAR] I transfer my 
pair to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SurrH], and the Sena- 
tor from Maine [Mr. Hal] and the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. Sutru] will remain paired until otherwise announced. My 
vote will stand. 

Mr. GEAR. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I desire to inquire whether the junior 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Iam paired with the junior Senator from 
North Carolina, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. MANTLE. I should like to inquire what announcement 
8 been made respecting the pair of the Senator from Utah [Mr 

ANNON]? : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No announcement has been made. 

Mr. MANTLE. I understand that the Senator from Utah 5 
CANNON] has a general pair with the Senator from Rhode 
[Mr. ALDRICH]. If the Senator were present, in this case he would 
vote to sustain the committee. 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 26; as follows: 


The question is on the entire para- 


YEAS—36. 

Allison, Foraker, Sewell, 
Burrows, 2 M Shoup, 
Carter, Gallinger, Mantle, 8 ^ 
Chandler, Gear, Penrose, Stewart, 
Cullom, Hanna, Perkins, 
Davis, Hansbrough, Platt, Conn. Thurston, 
Deboe, Hawley, Pritchard, arren, 

Hoar, T. Wetmore, 
Fairbanks, Jones, Nev. Quay, ilson. 

NAYS—2. 
Allen, Daniel, Lindsay, Rawlins, 
Bacon, Faulkner, Mallory, Tillman, 
Bate, Gray, i 
Berry, Harris, Mitchell, Walthall, 
Caffery, Heitfeld, Morgan, White. 
Clay, Jones, Ark. Pasco, 
Cockrell, Kenney, Pettus, 
NOT VOTING—27. ) 
Aldrich, Mi 
Baker, 8 Nu Smith? 
Butler, Harris, Tenn. Morrill, Turner, 
Cannon, DA Murphy, Nest. 
Clark, McEnery Pettigro W. 
ery, t W. 
Lauri, Platt, N. Y. 
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So paragraph 189 as amended was agreed to, as follows: 

189. Watch movements, whether imported in cases or not,if having not 
more than 7 jewels, 35 cents each; if having more than 7 jewelsand not more 
than 11 jewels, 50 cents each; if having more than 11 deven and not more 
than 15 jewels, 75 cents each; if having more than 15 jewels and not more 
than 17 jewels, $1.25 each; if having more than pal latices $3 each, and in addi- 
tion thereto, on all the foregoing: 25 per cent valorem; watch cases and 
peris of watches, including watch dials, chronometers, box or soi ana parts 

ereof, clocks and parts thereof, not otherwise provided for this act, 
whether se tely packed or otherwise, not composed wholly or in chief 
eee er china, porcelain, parian, bisque, or earthenware, 40 per cent ad 

valo 5 

Mr. ALLISON. I propose now that we shall consider the lead 
paragraphs passed over. The first is paragraph 179, but the 
senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] has the floor upon 
that paragraph. He will be herein a few moments. So Lask that 
it may be temporarily postponed, and that I may put in one or 
two small amendments. Lask the Senate to consider paragraph 
267, one of the 8 amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the Secre- 
ea A will read paragraph 267. : 

he Secretary read lines 1 and 2, on page 79, as follows: 

207. MADRE in barrels and other packages, 6 cents per cubic foot; in 
bulk, $6 per thousand. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam instructed by the committee to move to 
strike out six,“ in line 1, on page 79, and insert *'seven;" and 
also to move to strike out “six,” in line 2, and insert ‘‘seven.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 1, after the word “packages,” strike 
out six“ and insert ‘‘seven;” and in line 2, before the word **dol- 
lars,” strike out “six” and insert ‘‘seven;” so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

267. Pineapples, in barrels and other ka, 7 cents per cubic foot; in 
bulk, $7 per Eiousand. PEN > 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I wish to call attention to the fact 
that here is an increase of 1 cent over the bill as passed by the 
House, and of 7 cents over the McKinley Act. I would just like 
to know by what sort of ratiocination and what sort of tariff 
evolution an article which the Republican party thought ought 
to be free in 1890 is now pat under a duty of 7 cents per cubic 
foot. In the much-abused Wilson Act the rate was 20 per cent 
ad valorem. Irecollect the deljate very well upon that paragraph, 
and I think the Senator from Rhode Island now absent criti- 
cised severely our putting 20 per cent upon an innocent, healthful, 
tropical fruit which was produced only in one or two localities in 

' the United States, Will the Senator from Iowa kindly inform us 
what climatic conditions, what sanitary objects, have caused him 
now to take this article off the free list and put it at 7 cents per 
cubic foot? 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, there are both climatic reasons and sani- 
tary reasons for doing so. 

r. GALLINGER. And revenue reasons, 

Mr. VEST. Very good. Then let us have them. 

Mr. ALLISON. Oneis that pineapples are largely produced in 
Florida and the semitropical regions of our own country, and I un- 
derstand they are very healthful food. There is great pressure to 
make this duty specific, and therefore a specific duty has been 
provided for instead of an ad valorem rate. It is thought that 
this will be a reasonable duty to protect that great industry in 
our country. 

Mr. VEST. This is the first time I ever heard the fact that 

| DA are raised in Florida stated as a sanitary reason for a 
uty upon that fruit. I have no doubt it is necessary to the polit- 

ical health of the Republican party, but outside of that I disclaim 

understanding at all how it can be a sanitary reason. 

Pineapples are not largely raised in Florida. I was down there 
recently. They are raised around in a few localities, but it is by 
no means alarge interest. I wish it were larger. I sympathize 
with the people of Florida in the misfortunes that have overtaken 
them, but I do not propose to put a duty upon the consumers of 
the United States out of all reason—7 cents per cubic foot—be- 
cause there are a few counties in Florida where pineapples are 
raised. That is the whole of this matter. The sani reason 
consists simply in the fact that there are certain demands made 
upon the committee which they are bound to heed. 

I shall move to strike out **7 cents” as soon as that amendment 
is adopted and insert the existing rate of 20 per cent ad volorem. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me to inquire 
from what source the pressure comes to which he has alluded? 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Georgia wishes specifica- 
tions, Ican not very well give them. I will say, however, that 
the pressure comes from both sides of this Chamber. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, if is not my province to sup- 
port the pauper pineapples of the Tropics against the more robust 
and healthy food of Florida. I did not know until the Senator 
from Iowa made the statement that it was necessary to fertilize 
the Florida pineapples with the tariff bill. 

I supe that to help nature we ought to pile up a foot or two 
of tariff bills around pineapple bushes in Florida, They might 
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grow that much more profusely. But I thought that those tropical 
plants had growth and sustenance from the natural elements in 
the countries where they flourish. : 

But in connection with pineapples I propose, as it relates toa 
Southern growth, to introduce and have incorporated in the 
RECORD a letter written to me on June 26 by Col. Albert B. Shep- 

on, of New York, a noted authority upon cotton. Colonel 

he poron is the author of Cotton Facts, and has a reputation 

well deserved and universally acknowledged as perfectly equipped 

and well informed upon all matters concerning cotton. I intro- 

duce his letter to me and ask that it may be incorporated in my 

remarks as containing most valuable information in regard to 
cotton and the 20 per cent tax thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator want to have it read? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do not care about having it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the let- 
ter will be printed in the RECORD. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


New YORK, June 26, 1597. 

My DEAR SIR: On 8th instant a letter from Mr. Wilbur F. Wakeman, of 
New York, in reference to the imports of raw cotton into this conntry, was 
read in the Senate. The letter was intended to convey the impression that 
foreign cotton was being sold in our markets in competition with American 
cotton, and in order to show that such competition is increasing it states 
that, Until recently the importations have been chiefly of Egyptian cotton, 
sera now 'upland' or staple cotton is also being imported to à considerable 
extent.” 

The entire letter is misleading, and its statement that “ upland " cotton is 
being imported is absolutely without the slightest foundation in fact. 

Ihave official and private information to substantiate the assertion that 
not a bale of foreign cotton similar toour “upland cotton has been imported 
into this country, and that no foreign cotton crores Lord cotton has 
been used in our cotton mills for over thirty years. e importations of cot- 
ton for consumption have been, practically, of no other kind but Egyptian 
and Peruvian. Duringthe past two yearsa few bales of Chinese, East Indian, 
and African cotton have been impo be used by woolen manufacturers 
as a cheap substitute for Peruvian cotton, the entire quantity being onl 
about 150 bales. A few balesof other growths have been brought to the Unit 
States for transshipment to Europe. 

Not only have there been no recent importations of “ upland" cotton, as 
alleged by Mr. Wakeman, but the importations of foreign cotton for the nine 
months from September 1, 1896, to June 1, 1897, were much less than for the 
corresponding period of the More season. For nine months ending June 
1 the importations of Egypt an cotton were 51,945 bales, against 63,27) bales 
for nine months ending June 1, 1896. For nine months ending June 1 the im- 
portations of Peruvian cotton were 8,494 bales, against 18,932 bales for nine 
months ending June 1, 1896. The im of cotton at San Francisco from 
Oceanica, etc.. for nine months ending June 1 were equal in weight to 635 
bales of American cotton, against the equivalent of 930 bales for nine months 
ending June 1, 1896. All of these figures are from custom-house returns in 


my on. 

A of the Peruvian cotton e has been of the kind known as “rough 
Peruvian," and not a single e of it has ever found its way into a cotton 
mill. Rough Peruvian" is a peculiar kind of cotton having such close re- 
semblance to wool that its sole use is for mixing with wool in the mnnufac- 
ture of underwear, hosiery, and cloths which are all sold to retail buyers as 
being made entirely of wool The object of its use is to cheapen the cost of 
the goods. Rough Peruvian" cotton does not compete in the least possible 
degree with any description of American cotton in any market in the world. 
Its price has norelation whatever to the price of other descriptions of cotton 
vse! bes influenced by the price of wool and the supply of “rough Peruvian 5 
cotton. 

On page 228 of volume 2 of Report of Senate Committee on Agriculture. 
February 23, 1895, is a statement over my signature giving somewhat in deta: 
the characteristics of Peruvian and Egyptian cotton and the purposes for 
which these cottons are used. Egyptian cotton has a long, strong. silky sta- 

le. from 1} to 1$ inches in length, while the staple of what is called our ** u 
nd cotton“ ranges from three-fourths to 1 inch, and our sen- island co 
ton“ from 1} to 2inches. It is ially adapted for sewing thread, fine 

underwear and hosiery (such as“ balbriggan," etc.), and for arequiri 
smooth finish and high luster. It gives to fabricsa soft finish, like silk, ait 
this character, together with its luster, makes it desirable for mixing with 
silk in the manufacture of various kinds of silk goods. For such pur as 
Thave named it is much better than our “upland cotton” and usually sells 
for about 2 cents a pound more. 

For some of the purposes for which E tian cotton is used there is no 
American cotton which would be suitable. The good grades of our sea-island 
cotton are so much superior in fineness and stren: to the best grades of 
Egyptian cotton that they sell for from 50 to 100 per cent more. The two 
growths of cotton differ so greatly in their character and value that there is 
really no competition between them. This view is fully concurrod in by the 
Southern firm which sells more sea-island cotton than any house in the 
country. Our upland cotton is not good enough to compete with Egyp- 
tian cotton for use in the special 8 for which the latter is imported, 
and our sea-island cotton is too and too high priced for the uses in 
which Egyptian cotton is generally employed. 

The cotton of our country which most resembles Egyptian cotton is the 
fancy-stapled varieties known as “Allen,” * Peeler,” etc., which are grown to 
a very limited extent (chiefly in the med Valley). These cottons have 
a staple ranging from 1} to 1} inches, but as they 3 by saw gins, the 
staple lacks kerl and is often cut and damaged by the saws of the gin. 
They do not possess the high luster and silkiness of the Egyptian, and of 
course lack the brownish color which makes Egyptian cotton indispensable 
in “ balbriggan " underwear and hosiery which are never dyed nor bleached. 
All Egyptian cotton is ginned by “roller gins,” such as are used here only for 
our “sea-island cotton," and hence the staple is very regular and uniform. 
The yield of the varieties such as “All Peeler," etc., is usually much 


en," * 
less per acre than the shorter-stapled kinds in general cultivation. 

Unless the staple is sufficiently long and uniform to bring a price high 
enough to Nd for the smaller yield, the cultivation of these cottons 
is not profitable. There are no statistics upon the subject, but it is well 
known that the cultivation of these fancy varieties has diminished materially 
avithin the last few years. 1 donot k, however, that the reduction was 
caused by the importation of Egyptian cotton, but was due to the fact that 
because of its larger qaa and more ready sale it was found more profitable 
to grow the shorter-stapled varioty in common use. It been represented 
that the present low p for sea- d cotton are due to the importation 
of Egyptian cotton, but the true cause is the overproduction of sea- 
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cotton forthe past threeseasons. The price of sea island cotton is controlled 
by supply and demand, just like all other commodities. Being an article of 
com; tively use, an oversupply causes à much greater actual and 
relative decline than could possibly occur with upland cotton, for which 
there is so much larger use. x 

Our sea-island crop of 1892-03 was 45,418 bales. The crop of 1883-84 was 
25.490 bales, and the average of the crops for ten years ending with 1809 was 


45,000 bales. The cr: since 1893 have been as follows: 1893-94, 61,062 bales; 
1894-95, 74.623 bales; . 93.045 bales. Of the present crop of 1896-97 there 
have already been received 101,000 bales, and the crop will be about 105,000 


bales. Twill be seen that the crope-of the past 
bales. being an average of 91,000 bales, against an average for the ten years to 
1898 of only 45,000 bales. It can not be maintained that Egyptian cotton has 
supplanted sea island cotton with our spinners, because they took 49,092 bales 
of sea-island cotton im the year ending August 31, 1896 (and are taking some- 
what more this season), inst only 11.674 bales in the year ending August 31, 
1884, and an average of 21,000 bales for the ten years to 1803. 

On 251 of the Report of Senate Committee on Agriculture, to which I 
have referred, will be found details of the crops, exports, and American con- 
sumption of sea-island cotton for each year since 1874. Our spinners use 
considerably less than one-half of our creps of sea-island cotton, and the 
remainder is exported to Europe. I take a deep interest in the prosperity of 
our cotton wers, but it is deliberate judgment that a duty upon cot- 
ton will not benefit them in the slightest degree, while it will doubtless prove 
a serious injury to manufacturers in New England and New York by in- 
creasing the cost of the Egyptian cotton, which they will have to use for such 
pu as they can provide no substitute. 

The cotton which comes here from other countries does not, in my opin- 
ion, restrict the sale or affect the price of American cotton in any of our 


Egyp 
might be 5 available for Europe would be increased. The 
European price n ily fixes the price of cotton for the American mar- 
kets, as it would be utterly impossible for the purchasers of only 30 per cent 
of the crop to govern the price to be paid by the buyers of the other %0 per 


cent. 

The price of our cotton is not fixed by the views of its owners or their 
commission merchants, but is regulated by what the European spinners are 
willing to pay for it, and no one can pretend that the 5 us ot a 

uable 


duty on tian cotton will make our cotton any more v. pean 
spinners. Very little Egyptian cotton was 5 previous to 1884. The 
annual importations since then have been as follows. for years ending Au- 


Sl, viz: 1885, £303 bales; 1856, 3,815 bales; 1887, 4,700 bales: 1888, 5,702 bales; 
889, 8.430 bales; 1890, 10,470 bales; 1891, 23,790 bales; 1592, 27.739 bales: 1893, 
bales; 1895, 59,418 bales; 1896, 69,22) bales. To May 31 


is are now made in this country for which we for- 
merly —. entirely upon Ew n man TS. 

Inst of being of assistance to 
cotton will prove to be. at least for a time, an injury, 
cause the planting of larger of sea-island and fancy-stapled cottons, 
when the present production of these cottons is now so great that prices are 
below a remunerative point. To increase the supply without a correspond- 
ing increase in the demand must inevitably result in lower prices. 

have the honor to remain, 
Very y, your obedient servant, 
ALF. B. SHEPPERSON. 
Hon. DONELSON CAFFERY, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


P. 8.—The fact that the Senate had voted on 8th instant to im a duty 
of 20 per cent on raw cotton was known in every important market in this 
country and Europe by the next day, and has had no effect whatever upon 
the price of *sea-island" or any other description of American cotton. If 
merchants believed that the effect of the duty would be to enhance the value of 
any kind of cotton, they would buy so freely as to advance prices before the 
actual enactment of the law. On May 28 the official quotations of ** middlin 
upland cotton were 71 cents in New York and 4} pence in Liverpool, an 
to-day’s quotations are exactly as on that day. The quotations of South Car- 
olina sea-island cotton in Charleston and of Georgia and Florida sea-island 
cotton in Savannah to-day are precisely the same as on Mar 23. My latest 
Liverpool quotations of sen. island cotton are for l7th instant. and while the 
prices for Georgia and Florida sea-island eotton were the same as on 8 Zh 
oe prices for some grades of South Carolina sea-island cotton were a little 
wer. 


of Egyptian cotton are now used in about the following man- 
ner: -five per cent for balbriggan underwear and hosiery; 35 per gent 
for fine cotton requiring a cotton of fine and strong fiber and absolute 
freedom from nits or other imperfections; 30 per cent, for sewing cotton 
and for fine yarns to be in “silk-and-cotton,” and also '* worsted-and- 
cotton” Also, for some other special purposes to a limited extent. 
Egyptian cotton is not used for yarnsof finer “counts” than 12). For yarns 
tton has to be nsed and in Europe, as Egyp- 


above 120’s, our sea-island co 
tian cotton does not possess the requisite fineness and strength. Cae 
Mr. GRAY. Has the committee amendment been adopted? 


Mr. ALLISON. It has not been adopted. 

Mr. GRAY. I wish to say a single word. I do not wish to in- 
terfere with the adoption of the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I have offered an amendment to the paragraph. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri is to strike out 7 cents” and insert 20 per cent ad 
valorem." The question is on agreeing to that amendment. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, this may be considered by the Sen- 
atorfrom Iowa and others one of those little amendments of which 
he spoke, but it is an important one nevertheless. It is a proposed 
tax on an important food product. Itis meant to raise the price 
of this wholesome and pleasant fruit to the great body of Ameri- 
can consumers, and as such I believe it to be indefensible. Ido 
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not believe that the people of this country, the toiling masses of 
this country, will snbmit cheerfully to the imposition of this tax 


upon this fruit. They have a right to the bounties of the soil of 
the country certainly, as a right to the bounties of nature every- 
where, without legislative interference, and nothing ought to be 
interposed between the access of the people to the bounties of the 
soil by legislative enactment. 

This fruit, as has already been said, is a luscious and delightful 
one, and it is an exceedingly wholesome one. There is no foreign 
fruit that is more recommended by the medical faculty than the 
pineapple. 

I wish to call attention again, in the few words I have to say, 
to the fact that you can not attempt to raise the price of one 
article of American produce without interfering with industries 
that are not suggested and are not often thought of. There isa 
very important industry in this country that is as worthy as the 
growing of pineapples, to wit, the preserving industry. It flour- 
ishes in the region from which I come, in that State and the 
neighboring State: and it will be seriously affected and thousands 
of persons, literally thousands of persons who are employed in 
that industry, will feel the pinch of increasing the price of this 
fruit, which isput up, packer. and distributed all over the country 
and ees due abroad, if the raw material of that industry is thus 
enhanced in value by the imposition of this tax. 

Again, Mr. President, our commerce in fruit, the shipbuilding 
industry, the shipowning industry, will be affected byit. There 
are a large number of comparatively small but quick-running 
vessels, steam and sail, that are engaged in the fruit commerce, 
They take out the American produce and they bring back these 
tropical fruits. All of that is interfered with by the imposition 
of this tax. I think it is unconscionable that those who have the 
raising of pineapples, that come to them as a gift of nature, of 
soil and climate, should demand the levy of this tribute not only 
upon the great mass of American consumers,but upon kindred 
industries. 

Here is an industry as healthy as any, as I have just said, upon 
which they wish to levy a tribute and to tax in order that the 
pineapple, which grows abundantly in a small portion of the coun- 
try, may be increased in value to the owner of theland. Now,I 
protest against that in the name of the consumers of this country 
and for the health of the people, and because it will have effects 
that are not seen and are not stated here upon an important part 
of our commerce. We have no right to put the interfering hand 
of the Government into the business of the people in this fashion 
and obstruct by this tax the natural conditions which have grown 
up around this industry. 

Not only does the substitution of the specific tax for the ad 
valorem tax increase the burden by the amount that appears upon 
the face of the bill, but by making it a matter of measurement 
and count with this delicate article of fruit, that has to be handled 
carefully and ought not to be handled more than is absolutely 
necessary, you place an additional burden that can not be com- 
puted in dollars and cents upon the importation of thisarticle, If 
you have to stop to measure them, or if you have to stop to count 
them, there is another lezislative obstacle placed in the way of the 
importation of this article that is not computed here in dollars or 
in cents, but nevertheless makes an in: difficulty to the im- 
porter and adds to the cost and difficulty with which the fruit is 
obtained by the consumer. 

Mr. MALLORY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Dela- 
ware if he knows the equivalent ad valorem duty of 7 cents on 
pineapples as proposed here? 

Mr. GRAY. I did know; I looked atit, but I can not state it 
just now without a reference to some papers I have. 

Mr. MILLS. In the table the equivalent ad valorem of 6 cents 
is 45 per cent. 

Mr. GRAY. I would be obliged to the Senator from Florida 
if he has any information on this point. 

Mr. MALLORY. Ihave not. I will state that the pineapple 
industry in Florida has increased very much in the last three or 
four years, owing to the fact that by the construction of a rail- 
road down the eastern coast of the peninsula of Florida a country 
adapted to the cultivation of the pineapple has been opened. Most 
of the pineapples that come to this country from the West Indies 
are cut from the stalk while green and they arrive here green. 
There is a vast difference in the quality of a pineapple that is cut 
green and allowed to ripen off the stalk and one that is taken after 
it has ripened. 

By the completion of this line of road, which runs from St. 
Augustine down to what is known as Miami, some 300 miles, the 
country adapted to the cultivation of the pineapp!e has been placed 
within easy reach of the market, and the people down there en- 
gaged in it are making it a prosperous industry. The islands 
known as Florida Keys are well adapted to the cultivation of the 
pineapple. I have not had an opportunity to investigate the mat- 
ter, but I find here in the hearings, Schedule G, on the subject 
of pineapples, that the Pineapple Growers’ Association of Lake 
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Worth ask for an immense duty as compared with this. They ask 
for a duty of 25 cents per cubic foot in barrels or packages, or 2 
cents a pound in bulk. 

It seems to me that the estimate of 45 per cent ad valorem being 
equivalent to 6 cents ona cubic foot is a rather large one. A 
cubic foot of space ought in my judgment to hold at least 25 or 30 

ineapples of ordinary sizes. I think if figured out it would be 
ound that 45 per cent is rather a large estimate of the ad valorem 


duty. 

The fact that this duty may impose a burden upon the canners 
in Baltimore and other sections of the country, as stated by the 
Senator from Delaware, is probably correct, but at the same time 
is that not a species of protection? 

Mr. GRAY. I did not catch the last remark. 

Mr. MALLORY. Is it not a species of protection that the Sen- 
ator himself is asking for his canners? As I understand the Sena- 
tor's position, he is contending that there should not be any duty 
above an ad valorem duty of 20 per cent imposed on pineapples, 
because it may interfere with the canning industry carried on in 
Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. I say it will interfere, of course. 

Mr. MALLORY. In other words, it is a species of protection 
that the Senator from Delaware is asking for the canners of 
Delaware and Maryland at the expense of the pineapple growers 
of Florida. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, if to ask that things which grow 
out of the soil shall come to the hand of man to tempt his labor 
and feed his enterprise is a species of protection, then I have mis- 
conceived altogether the whole principle and theory of protection 
and of free trade. All that I ask. and all that any free trader 
asks, is that the hand of man may not be prevented artificially, if 
Imay use the word—that it may not be prevented by legislation 
from laying hold of the materials that nature gave us in order 
that man may employ himse!f profitably, for his own benefit and 
for the benefit and the health of mankind. We are put in this 
world with certain conditions surrounding us, and we ought not 
to be prevented by legislation or by artificial obstacles from using 
the labor, the ingenuity, the brain that we are endowed with in 
order that we may profitably avail ourselves of what nature and 
climate and soil have done for us. 

If to ask exemption from those artificial impediments means 
protection, then I am a protectionist in that sense, and I would to 
God that I might envelop this country in just such protection. 

Mr. President, my distinguished and honorable friend from 
Florida has just told the Senate what was very interesting to me, 
and it was something that I heard with a great deal of pleasure 
and gratification, that down in his favored State, where sunshine 
and soil so bless the labor of the husbandman, there has been re- 
cently opened up an-area for the growth of the ape Leyes 
luscious, wholesome fruit—which has become profitableand pros- 
perous, to use the Senator’s own words, by reason of the fact that 
it has been brought into communication with the great markets of 
the country by a recently constructed line of railroad—if Lunder- 
stood him poA has brought this product up to our doors 
and brought the market to the doors of the constituents of the 
honorable Senator, and that, forsooth, is the pretext for maxing the 

ple for that very article. It would have been better to have 
let those worthy constituents in their primitive simplicity, with- 
out the modern access to market that railroads give, if that access 
is only to be the ground and the justification for the imposition of 
a tax upon the American people. 

Of bat ood is a railroad to this great market of the American 
people? Of what advantage to the consumers of pineapples is it 
that they are grown on an increased and enlarged area there and 
in greater abundance and prosperously for the people of the State? 
What advantage is it, I say, to the great body of the people that 
this railroad has been built—one of the great blessings of civiliza- 
tion—if you are to neutralize the benefit of the railroad by a tax? 

Mr. President, it only recalls that illustration given years and 

ears ago by Bastiat, when he illustrated what custom-houses did, 

y supposing two great and prosperous cities in the Middle Ages, 
whose names I have forgotten, separated by a chain of mountains, 
but both inhabited by an enterprising, industrious, and intelligent 
population. Across that chain of mountains, with great diffi- 
culty and much effort and much toil, they had created a pathway 
over which commerce found its way. and the interchange of the 

roducts of the two countries, separated by soil and climate and 
iffering in natural aptitudes, found its way. 

After a while, appreciating what this small commerce did, with 
increasing wealth and increasing enterprise and great labor and 
toil, as the result of years of labor a great broad highway was 
leveled across that mountain chain, and into it poured a commerce 
that was fructifying and enriching to both communities in tre- 
mendous proportions. They all had their jubilees on the opening 
of this highway, congratulated themselves on their advance in 
civilization and in the well-being of those communities, when, lo 
&nd behold, a new school grew up of what now would be called 


5 and they placed a custom-house at each end of the 
ighway, and thus neutralized all that so much labor and toil had 
accomplished by placing a legislative obstacle where before there 
had been a natural one. 

Mr. MALLORY. Before the Senator concludes, as bearing on 
the question, there being an amendment pending, if I am not mis- 
taken, proposing to puta tariif of 10 per cent on all articles on 
the free list, I ask him if, from his view, he would be justified in 
voting for that proposition? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly not. 

Mr. MALLORY. Ialsoask the Senator if he is in favor of a 
tariff on peaches? 

Mr. GRAY. Iam not. 

Mr. MALLORY. The Senator is opposed to a tariff on peaches? 

Mr. GRAY. Iam. 

Mr. MALLORY. Or a tariff on canned goods? 

Mr. GRAY. Oratariff oncanned goodsfor protection. There 
is a revenue tariff. 

Mr. MALLORY. I will state that I am as much opposed to a 
eid tariff as the Senator from Delaware: and I do not think 

shall vote for this proposition to increase the duty simply be- 
cause I am inclined to think that it is to a certain extent beyond 
a revenue tariff. I deem it my duty. however, representing my 
constituents, to call attention to the situation, and as it has been 
stated here that there was no considerable amount of pineapples 
raised in this country, I think it proper to state the fact that not 
only is there a considerable quantity raised now, but there is 
every prospect that it will amount to a great industry in the State 
which I have the honor in part to represent. 8 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will allow me, I meant to state, on 
the amendment that is pending, that the present rate of duty is 20 
per cent a1 valorem, and that the equivalent ad valorem of the 
proposed duty is about 55 per cent. 

Mr. MALLORY. That is, at 7 cents a cubic foot. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, as my colleague [Mr. MALLORY] 
has stated, the en!ture and growth of the pineapple is a very 
important and valuable industry in the State of Florida. It has 
been rapidly developed within the pastfew years. In the Wilson 
law, for the first time, this fruit was made the subject of tariff 
taxation. Then a duty of 20 per cent ad valorem was put upon 
pineapples, which yielded $66,413.51 of revenue in 1896. 

In the text of the bill as it was passed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, the duty on pineapples in barrels was fixed at 6 cents a 
cubie foot and in bulk at $6 a thousand, and, as I understand, 
the amendment the committee proposes would raise it to 7 cents a 
cubic foot and in bulk to $7 a thousand. I propose to show how 
this compares with the duty on other fruits, as shown by a table 
which has been recently prepared by the Indian River and Lake 
Worth Pineapple Growers' Association, of Florida. According 
to the rate in the bill, apples are taxed at 75 cents a barrel, and in 
the bill as it came from the House grapes and peaches are taxed 
at double the rate on apples—that is, at $1.50 a barrel; while the 
pineapple rate as fixed in the present bill is equal to 30 cents, or 
one-fifth of the latter amount. The additional 1 cent per cubic 
foot aided by the Senate amendment will increase the amount on 
pineapples to 35 cents, and even then it will be less than one-half 
the rate fixed upon the Northern apple and less than one-third the 
rate fixed upon grapes and other fruits. 

This document presents the case of the pineapple growers of 
Florida, and gives their reasons for asking for an increased duty. 
It has been printed for the use of the Senate. and has been in the 
hands of the committee. They have seen fit to recommend an 
additional duty on this podna but not as large as was asked for. 
The proposition offered by the Pineapple Growers’ Association 
was to raise the duty to 15 cents per cubic foot and $10 per thou- 
sand. This would put the duty on pineapples upon an equality 
ue the duty upon apples, according to the terms of the present 

ill. 

Mr. President, in my judgment, if this bill is to work equally, 
if all sections of the Union and all parts of the country are to be 
treated with equality, as we have been assured, then it seems to me 
those who framed the bill and those who are supporting it on the 
other side of the Chamber should have fixed the duties on North- 
ern and Southern fruit upon a basis of equality. We were as- 
sured the other day that everything was intended to be treated 
with the same degree of impartiality and fairness in all parts of 
the Union; but we find that there are very many exceptions, and 
this is a striking one. 

Take the article of cocoanuts. They are also raised in the same 
section of country where the pineapple grows. They were put in 
the Wilson law upon the dutiable list, and here they are trans- 
ferred to the free list. 

So far as I am concerned, Mr. President, I deem that I have done 
my duty sufficiently in laying these facts before the Senate and 
in presenting them, as I have done, to the members of the Finance 
Committee and to others who have influence in framing the hill. 
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I have thought if this bill is to be framed upon lines of equality, 
fairness, and impartiality. the fruits raised in our section of the 
country ouzht to receive the same amount of duty and be placed 
upon an equality with fruits raised in the Northern section of the 
country. It does seem to me that there can be no reason why the 
apples of the North should have high rates imposed upon them, 
while the Southern semitropical fruits, raised in our section of the 
country, are treated in a very different manner. 

Mr. ALLISON. What does the Senator from Florida propose? 

Mr. PASCO. The desire of this Pineapple Growers’ Associa- 
tion, whose members live in the section of my State where these 
fruits are raised, was to put pineapples exactiy upon a level with 
the Northern apple,at 15 cents per cubic foot. That, according 
to thecomparison to which I havecalled the attention of the Senate, 
would put pineapples upon an equality with apples. while grapes 
havea duty upon them doubly aslarze. Their proposition was 
to amend paragraph 267 by substituting 15 cents for 6 cents per 
Cue foot and $10 for $9 in bulk; so that the paragraph would 
read: 

201. Fanny a in barrels and other packages, 15 cents per cubic foot; in 
bulk, $10 per thousand. 

A large number of settlers who have gone into that section of 
Florida and have embarked in this industry are from the North. 
Many of them are Republicans. A gentleman who represented 
this industry was for some time in this city whilstthe bill was in 

reparation in the House and whilst it was under consideration 
E the Senate Finance Committee. He was originally from the 
orth and is a Republican, and he thought when the Republican 
committee and the Republican House were arranging these dut es, 
that, although he had gone down into a Southern State and made 
his home there, he and his people should be treated with the same 
equality that his friends living in his former State were with ref- 
erence to the fruits they raise. 

These matters are now before the Senate, and were before the 
Senate Finance Committee, but I am well aware that it is useless 
for me to make any motion to increase the rate beyond what the 
committee pro The framing of the bill depends entirely 
upon the Republican committee and upon the Republican side of 
sus Chambon and the responsibility of increasing the rates rests 
with them. 

A few years ago thismatter was deemed of sufficient importance 
by the Statə legislature of Florida to pass resolutions in favor of a 
much higher rate of duty upon pineapples and other semitropical 
fruits, upon the ground that they areluxuries, and therefore proper 
subjects for revenue, and they instructed their Senators and Rep- 
resentatives to favor such higher rates, and in carrying out those 
instructions I do not feel thatI am abandoning any political prin- 
ciples which I have heretofore entertained and still entertain. 

the people of my State who are en d inthisindustry were 
free from the burdens of tariff taxation, they would, perhaps, feel 
able to carry on their business with lower rates of duty; but their 
feeling is that, whilst all these other burdens are placed apon 
them, they should be treated with some degree of fairness, and that 
the benefits, if there are any, from this protective measure should 
not all be given to people residing in other sections of the country. 

This is the situation, Mr. President, and I submit it to the Sen- 
ate. I believe if the committee had acted with that degree of 
fairness with which they have toward other industries that the 
rate of duty in this bill would have been fixed at a higher rate. 

I favor the action proposed by the committee increasing the 
rate from 6 to 7 cents per cubic foot, but do not think it goes far 
enough. Ican not support the amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

lask leave to insert as a part of my remarks the document to 
which I have referred. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, that 
order will be made. 
` The document referred to is as follows: 


[Senate Document No. 129, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session.] 
PINEAPPLES GROWN IN THE UNITED STATES ENTITLED TO A HIGHER DUTY. 


Mr. Pasco presen the following statement by the Indian River and 

- Lake Worth eapple Growers' Association, incorporated, of the east coast 
of Florida, of the reasons why pineapples grown in the United States should 
havo a higher duty than that now proposed by the Dingley bill, with figures 
and information: 

The Pineapple Growers’ Association of Florida embraces 200 members, and 
about the same number of nonmembers are also engaged in the growing of 
this fruit. The association is organized and incorporated under the laws of 
the State of Florida, and fully officered in accordance with said law. This 
organization at a recent meeting resolutions favoring a specific duty 
of 20 cents per cubic foot on all pineapples impo: into the United States. 
This would amount to a duty of l} cents apiece on green pineapples. 

In the bill as originally reported pineapples were included at 2 cents per 
pound. This was much higher than asked by the Florida growers and was, 
as a matter of fact, entirely prohibitory. At the solicitation of the canners 
of Baltimore, the Committee on Ways and Means in the House saw fit to make 
ave oe reduction in these rates, namely, to $89 per 1.0% in bulk and 
6 cents per cubic foot when imported in crates or barrels. This reduction 


was made without the knowledge of the Florida growers and without afford- 


ux 1 —5 an opportunity to be heard or represented before that committee in 
e House. 

Tus Senate Finance Committee now having under consideration the re- 
vision of the so-called Dingley tariff bill. as reported from the House of 
resentatives, are respectfully asked to consider the following facts in rela- 
ys — ne PROS the importer, the canner, and the American consumer 
of t T 

For the information of the members of your honorable body the following 
statistical information is submitted: 

The standard crate contains 2) cubic feet; the barrel crate contains 5 cubic 
feet. The average number of fruit in the standard crate is 30; the average 
number in the barrel crate is 60. Pineapples range in size from 48 to 80 per 
barrel crate. and the experience of ten vears shows that is the average size. 

The weight of the fruit in the standard crate of 2j cubic feet is about 75 


pounds, or 150 pounds per barrel crate. 
It is not believed by practical growers or importers that the rate pound 
is the best way of putting it, the objection being that this compels Tio. weigh- 


ing of the fruit, which isa slow and destructive process. The better method 
would seem to be a rate at so much per cubic foot, or number of thousands, 
when imported in bulk, it being easy to calculate the cubic feet in a vessel or 
to ascertain the number of thousands contained in a cargo. 

The Baltimore canners, when before the Ways and Means Committee in 
the House, are repo: to have represented that Florida pin apples were 
too la and expensive for canning purposes, and that they range in price 
from 15 cents to 3l apiece. Itis true that occasionally a very large or fine 
Puerto Rico pineapple will sell at $1. The number of these grown, however, 
does not amount to one-tenth of 1 per cent of the entire output of the Florida 
growers. We feel flattered by the high estimate placed u our fruit by 
these canners, and only regret that it is not to any extent realized by us. 
The ordinary red Spanish pineapple, which goes to the Northern, Eastern, 
and Western markets, nets to the grower not more than 5 cents apiece, or 
about $3 per barrel crate of 60. Theselling price in the market rarely es 
10 cents apiece, and in a large majority of cases is from 6 to 8 cents apiece. 

We do not think that itis a reasonable objection to an advance in the rate 
of dnty that our pineapples are larger,nor is it the occasional price tbat 
should fix the standard for the measurement of theentire crop. e Florida 
growers would be very glad to make contracts with the Baltimore canners at 
5 or 6 cents apieca instead of the fabulously high prices that were reported. 
Further than this, along that line, and as a collateral proposition, we think 
there should be an increased specific duty on imported canned pineapples, 
both to protect the Florida canneries, of which there are a few, and also the 
canneries in Baltimore and elsewhere. 

In the revision of the fruit schedule, if your honorable body should favora- 
bly consider an increased duty on canned pineapples, it would remove much 
of the objection of the Baltimore canners and at the same time be an act of 
justice to the Florida canners. While we do not urge this as an independent 
pr tion, we submit that it is worthy of consideration as being in line 
with the higher duties imposed on manufactured products. We believe that 
a specific duty of 40 cents per dozen 2 pound cans would afford protection to 
our home canners and at the same time produce a revenue for the Treasury. 

We desire to call attention to the twofold nature of the bill. In the first 
instance, it is designed to produce revenue for the Government, and, inci- 
dentally. it is also purposed to protect and foster American industries wher- 
ever such fostering careisneeded. Your honorable body will scarcely ignore 
tho fact that the producers of the raw material are entitled to as much con- 
sideration in formula Schedule as the importer, canner, or 
manufacturer. 

indeed, we think that more consideration should be given the producers, 
for the reason that they invest their capital, their toil, devote thelr time and 
attention to the original production of the material, without all of which the 
importer, the canner, and the commission man would not have the opportu- 
nity to do business in these products. Wesubmit, further, that the importer 
or commission man ordinarily invests nothing, handling the material mostly 
on commission. While we do not deny to the canner the right to secure the 
raw materia] at a reasonable figure, we do not think it fair that this material 
should be so cheap as to offer him protection at the expense of his more un- 
fortunate neighbor. 

We ask the attention of your honorable body to the relative cost of pro- 
duction, transportation, and marketing of the Florida crop as compared with 
Cuba or the Bahamas. from which places the bulk of the foreign pines come. 
In Florida the items are as follows: Cost of the land, $100 per acre; cost of 
fertilizerz, 330 per acre; cost of labor, $1.25 per day: cost of transportation to 
market. $1.50 per barrel crate; cost of commission for selling. 10 per cent. In 
comparison with this the following figures wills for themselyes: In the 
Bahamas, cost of land, $5 per acre; cost of fertilizers, $15 per acre; cost oi 
labor, 3) cents per day; cost of transportation to market, 50 cents per barrel 
crate; cost of selling, 5 per cent. 

It is also true that in many instances the cost of fertilizing the land in the 
Bahamas is nothing. and the price of transportation in bulk in foreign vessels 
is less than the figures pe given. Comparing Cuban importations with 
Florida shipments, a still mer discrepancy is shown in all these items, the 
cost of fertilization in Cuba being practically nothing and the cost of labor 
less than in the Bahamas, while the cost of 5 to our great East - 
ern markets is substantially the same as for the Bahamas. In Florida, there- 
fore. we are handicapped by high land, high labor, —€— cost of fertilize: 
and heayy cost of transportation to the markets of the East, North, 


West. 

The Florida grower does not readily subscribe to the doctrine of reducing 
our labor to the level of the labor in these tropical countries. e believe 
that a d ed. poorly paid labor is a detriment and a menace to any coun- 
try and not in accordance with the genius of American institutions. 

e submit, also, that under the increased tariff schedules on manufac- 
tured products, of which we are consumers, the expenses of living in tropical 
America will beJargely increased, and that ordinary fairness would dictate 
such a duty on our products as would not discriminate against us. 

Our pineapple growers will be content with such a duty as will put us on 
a par with the foreign importers of pineapplesand enable us to compete with 
them, all uy considered. We believe that the duty should be equal, at 
least to the difference in transportation between our fields and the markets 
of this country and the same items from the foreign countries. We are sat- 
isfied that the rate of $9 per 1.000 and 6 cents per cubic foot, as now proposed, 
will not 9 us for these unequal conditions. 

Looking at the question from the standpoint of the consumer, we feel cer- 
tain that a duty of 1 cent apiece on pues ples increases their cost to the 
consumer to so slight an extent that he will not be found objecting thereto. 
This will enable us to supply the markets of the country with the most supe- 
rior 2 grown in the world in ample abundance to meet the require- 
ments of the trade and at a very moderate cost to the consumer. 

The natural increase of the pineapple plantations has been misi 50 per cent 
per year, and we believe that, uuder the stimulus of a tariff of $10 per thou- 
sand on fruit imported in bulk. and 15 cents per cubic foot when impo in 
barrels or crates, the increase will be much larger per annum. Thereareon 
the east coast of Florida hundreds of thousands of acres of land suitable for 


successful P genns e growing. Under the stimulus of the duty asked by us 

all this land would be developed and ‘the American markets made independ- 
ent of the growers of foreign pineapples. Assuredly this has been the key- 
note of American policy for many decades. 

Touching the question of our uction of this fruit, the affidavit of Mr. 
E. P. Porcher, general agent of the Indian River and Lake Worth Pineapple 
Growers’ Association, is herewith submitted. This sworn statement will 
effectually remove the notion that the output from Florida is insignificant, 
and prove that it isa large quantity, equal to 6,000,000 pineapples, with im- 
mense possibilities for expansion: 

Cocoa, FLA., January 12, 1897. 


Personally appeared before me E. P. Porcher, general agent of the Indian 
River and Lake Worth Pineapple Growers’ Association, who, upon oath, 
makes the following statement as to the number of begehrt pineapples 
shi; by the association and through other channels from the east coast 

of the State of Florida, 5 the regular shipping season 
in May, 1996, and continuing up to the Ist day of January, 1897: 


P; 
Handled by tho association s.. oane ee ia os aiaa deus 
Handled by the association, special forwarding - 3 
Shipped d ELI GROW ORME ES un . ERA SORS 


Shipped from keys and Biscayne Bay (estimated)... 


by 35 
200,000 


This package estimate is based on half crate measuring 10 12 
inches. The crop for the coming year is estimated at from 180,400 (2 


E. P. PORCHER, General Agent. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me the date first above written. 
[sEAL.] ALBERT A. TAYLOR, 
Notary Public, State of Florida at Large. 


Mr. H. E. Hutchinson, a prominent im; 
quo qum 
230, 


rter of New York, having thirty- 
rs of experience. makes the sta 


ent that before the Cuban war 

barrels of pineapples were imported each year into the American mar- 
kets, but that the importations for the current year would be somewhat de- 
creased, owing to the war, possibly reaching 150.000 barrel crates. Mr. Mo- 
Cormick, a prominent importer of New York, states that this year 20 cargoes 
The delegation of Balti- 


of 80,000 will be imported from the mas. 

more canners, when ‘ore the Committee on Waysand Means, are reported 
to have stated that the canners of this country imported 4.000.000 green pine- 
apples for usein their canneries. It will thus be seen that 


our markets E with foreign pineapples at the exact time when the 
fruit from the Florida plantations is coming forward. 

The following statistics, taken from the reports of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, are herewith submitted for your earnest consideration: 


Valua- 


Quantity. tion. Duty. 
rT a ESEESE |.” NA 290,245 | $232,000 | $66,413 
Fr! TT Not reported. 314,089 51,565 


The valuation being $1.15 per barrel and the duty gg cents per barrel This 
small amount results theundervaluation possible in the ad valorem sys- 
tem. It affords a reason for ide inne duty. By thespecifie duty as herein 
proposed at the rates asked for, the revenue for 1896 would have been $717,400 
as against $06,413, and this without increasing the price to any appreciable 


t. 

The Pineapple Growers’ Association, through its representative, regrets 
the necessity of discussing the condition of the people of that State. Your 
honorable body need scarcely be reminded of the great freeze of two years 
ago, which prostrated all our industries, and was a severe blow to the energy, 

è patrio! . the fortitude, and the endurance of the Florida people. ‘The 
effects of that disaster have not yet been removed, and we submit, as citizens 
of a common country, that this condition should receive consideration at the 
hands of those who are intrusted with the vital interests of the people at 
large and the equalizing of the tariff schedules, so that all alike may experi- 
ence their benefits and r their burdens. 

With high duties on clothing, hardware, bnilding 8 and manufac- 
tures of every kind of which we are consumers, we th in compensation, 
therefore, a moderate and stimulating duty should be imposed upon our 
product in order that fairness and equity might result to our people. The 
producers of this fruit are fully satisfied that the hasty consideration of this 
matter in the Committee on Ways and Means has worked an injury upon 
them. This haste grew, poy; out of the necessities of the case, but was, 

unate in its results. No time was possible for that 
and readjustment of these fruit schedules which the 
interests of the producers imperatively demand. . 

It is the pop impression that your honorable body will proceed with 
more deliberation, and we trust that, aside from this presentation of our case, 
we shall be afforded the opportunity to further discuss this matter with the 
Committee on Finance in your honorable body. It bas already been shown 
that as a revenue producer the duty on pineapplesas now incorporated in the 
schedule is a failure. As aprotective measure it certainly does not reach the 
ex tions of all the parties concerned, being only one-tenth of that origi- 
na x ec i by the Committee on Ways and Means in the House, whostone 
fell w reduced it to such a pittance as to beunworthy of the consideration 
of the public at large and diretul in its results to the producers. 

In conclusion, your honorable body is respectfully requested to consider 
the following recommendations: That instead of 6 cents per cubic foot you 

ve 15 cents per cubic foot, which is a trifle over 1 cent apiece on pineapples 

po: in crates or barrels; that on pineapples imported in bulk you give 
$10 per thousand instead of S. which is exactly 1 cent apiece. e would 
also ask that instead of the present ad valorem duty on canned pineapples 
you give a specific duty of 40 cents a dozen 2-pound cans, or its valen. 

This will enable the American canners, both of Baltimore and Florida, to 
compete with tho Nassau and Cuban canners, and at the same time produce 
revenue for the Government, which is one of the objects of the bill, withont 
materially increasing the cost to the erican consumer or doing inj 
e. 


gt 
and eel, in this trad 
y submitted. 
C. T. McCARTY. 


On behalf of the Indian River and Lake Worth 
Pineapple Growers’ Associa’ 


ary to 


Comparisons between pineapples and other fruits reduced to same quantities. 
SCHEDULE G.—AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS AND PROVISIONS. 
COMPARED WITH FRUITS. 


-30 
-2 
.90 
-30 
.80 
-30 
30 
Cent. 
Barley per pound 1 
E 
Ys 
COMPARED WITH DAIRY PRODUCTS. 
Cents. Cent. 
Dar per pound. 6 
SSG —————————— CSE 6 
Milk (condensed)........do.... 2 i 


COMPARED WITH FARM AND FIELD PRODUCTS. 


Theso figures are taken from the Dingle 
Committee, reduced to the same equivalent as to weights and qualities. 

As to the inequalities of the schedule, they make a conclusive ment. 
They also justify the fair nnd moderate requests of the Florida pineapple 
growers, which is only one-half cent per pound. 

Very respectfully submitted. 


y bill, as now in the Senate Finance 


C. T. McCARTY, 
For the Indian River and Lake Worth 
Pineapple Growers’ Association of Florida. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 

ye eo by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 
r. PASCO. Iask that the amendment may be stated, so that 
understood. 
EAS VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be 
ated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 79, paragraph 267, line 1, after the 
word ** packages," it is proposed to strike out ** 7 cents per cubic 
foot; in bulk, $7 per thousand” and insert “20 per cent ad valo- 
rem.” 

Mr. SPOONER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PASCO. Ido not understand the amendment. I thought 
it was to substitute ** seven " instead of six.“ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That has been agreed to. 
amendments have been agreed to, substituting ** seven" in place 
of six“ in the first line of paragraph 267, and seven“ in place 
of six“ in the second line. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest] now moves to strike out all after the word“ packages” 
and insert *:20 pr cent nd valorem." 

Mr. VEST. ho called for the yeas and nays? 

5 The 3 The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER]. 

Mr. SPOONER. I withdraw the call. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The call is withdrawn. The pending 
question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. VEST]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. I now ask to go back to paragraph 179, in rela- 
tion fo lead ore. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph has been heretofore 
read, and the Chair recognizes the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN] as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I am opposed to the proposed 
change of the Finance Committee to this grap use it 
will have the direct effect of driving many of the smelters of this 
country into Mexico. 

I may be permitted to say that within the last six or seven years 
something like seven or eight smelters have been built up in Mex- 
ico by American capital in consequence of the unfair treatment, 
as they claim, of tariff taxation. I am informed by those who are 
in a position to know, and whose testimony I will read in a mo- 
ment, that smelters in the United States can not afford to pay the 
tax of a cent and a half a pound upon lead in ore, and that the 
practical effect of the adoption of this proposed amendment of 
the committee will be either to close up these smelters or to mate- 
rially cripple them in the execution of their business. 

I want.in this connection, to read, although it is somewhat 
lengthy, the testimony of Mr. W. H. Alexander, of the Omaha 
and Grant Smelting Company, before the Committee on Ways and 


it may be clear} 


Two 


1897. k 
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Means of the House of Representatives on ‘‘ Schedule C.— Metals 
and manufactures of." Iread from page 407: 


SATURDAY, January 9, 1897. 


Mr. Alexander said: 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, Iam here to-day in response 
to your published invitation as the representative of the Omaha and Grant 
EUN Company, whose principal smelting and refining works are in 

ebr., and Denver and Durango, in Colorado. What I shall say con- 
cerning tariff matters affecting the interests of this company, and of other 
great institutions of like character, is the result of thoughtful observation, 
not only in recent years as an interested party, but as an officer of the Gov- 
ernment from 1899 to 1894, when, as surveyor of customs at Omaha, it was my 
duty tointerpret and execute tariff regulations. Mri uer d these observa- 
tions, I have endeavored at all times to consider both sides of disputed ques- 
tions, and, whether right or wrong, my E have been honestly formed. 

The act of commonly known as the McKinley bill, corrected certain 
items in the then existing schedules relating to lead ores and lead in other 
ores, which experience had shown to be inequitable, but it contained other 
and new provisions which, in my own judgment and the judgment of the 
company which I bave the honor to represent, have proved scarcely less 
objectionable than the ones they were framed to correct. Some of these pro- 
visions were embodied in the act of 1894, and are still in force. Itis to these 
particular items, and to the absence from the schedules of another very 
essential provision, that I desire to call your attention at this time. Para- 
graph 105 of the so called Wilson bill, relating to lead ores and lead in other 
ores, is so constructed as to be susceptible of widely differing interpretations, 
some of which have already resulted in official disagreements and consider- 
able vexatious litigation. Asa basis for this discussion, therefore, I beg to 
submit the following modification of that paragraph. which, it seems to us, 
will accomplish the full purpose of revenue and &cceptable to all con- 


cerned: 

“All ores of which lead is a component shall be dutiable at the rate of 
three-quarters of I cent per pound on the contained therein, 5 to 
sample and assay at the port of entry: Provided, That on ores carrying less 
than 5 cent of lead the lead contained therein shall be admitted free. The 


method of e and assaying to be that usually adopted for commercial 
ublic sam 

It will be observed that we have no quarrel with the rate of duty in the 
existing par 
tion of the 
nation there is abundant cause. 

Iassume at the outset, gentlemen, that Congress desires, so far as may be 
possible, to denl fairly and ius with all concerned in its proposed revision 
of the tariff schedules, and that its purpose will be to so frame each pro- 
vision as to leave the least possible chance for misconstruction. Lalsoassüme 
that when Congress decides to impose a specifled duty on crude lead it does 
not desire to make it possible for customs collectors to so interpret its lan- 
guage as to assess dut m great quantities of waste material, nor upon 
other metals associat th the lead which would otherwise be free. 

Unfortunately, however, paragraph 165, as it now stands, either permits or 
requires both of these unjust constructions, This conclusion, with your per- 
mission, I will endeavor to substantiate. 

The first clause in the paragraph 8 that lead ores shall be dutiable 
at three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. Commercially speaking, any ore con- 
taining as much as 5 per cent of lead, provided it carries no other metal more 
valuable, is known as lead ore. On the other hand, ores ca: 60 or 70 per 
cent of lead would, under like conditions, be ciassified as | ore. Now,for 
the purpose of illustration, moo A imports 100 tons of low- io Ores con- 
— m 5 per cent of lead. Under regrat 165 he would be compelled to 
pay duty on 200,000 pounds of substance, bf which 170,000 pounds would be 
waste, and worse than waste, use of the expense involved in the process 
of tion. The remaining 30,000 pounds would be compelled to bear the 
whol burden of duty, amounting to P500. equal to 250 per cent ad valorem, 
or nearly twice as much money as the finished product would sell for in the 
markets of the East. 7 

Mr. PAYNE. I suppose where there is only 15 per cent of lead there is a 
large proportion of silver? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Not always. 

Now, suppose B imports another hundred tons of ore running 70 per cent 
lead. He would pay the same amount of duty that A paid, but he would have 
nearly five times as much lead. 1t is clearly manifest, so that he who runs 
may read, that a substance varying so widely in the proportion of its duti- 
able elements can not, with any sort of justice, be subjected to a single, in- 
flexible rate of duty, Specific duties, to be equitably applied, can only cover 


the specific and well-defined commodities on which those duties are laid. and 
shouid never be permitted to extend toa ing quantity of other and use- 
less material w. 


ch N to be associated with them. It is au underly- 
ing principle of barter that no man shall give something for nothing. and it 
should be furthest from the spirit and the letter of a statute to compel a citi- 
zen to pay a price and get no equivalent for the outlay. lead is a finished 
product, and 8 this pure and absolute commodity a duty is laid in the 
present schedule of 1 cent per pound. 

An elaborate and costly process is required to separate this pure metal 
from the crude substances with which it is 3 associated, and in con- 
sideration of this required expenditure of labor and money a lower rate of 
duty is eL in iad imposed on the metalin crude form. being the 
clear and just interpretation of the Government’s intent and IUD there 
would seem to Leno excuse for any sort of provision which can be twisted into 
authority for the collection of a greater duty on the crude material than is 
levied on the product when refined. We claim, therefore, to be entirely con- 
sistent, and certainly right, in asking for such modification of this particular 
jtem as shall provide for the assessment of cur only on the lead contained in 

. Upon this phase of the proposition much more could be said, but hav- 
ing brought the matter before you, we are confident that the equity involved 
challenge your careful consideration. 

Med Cari permission, gentlemen, I will now take up, very briefly, another 
and equally important feature of our proposed modification of paragraph 165. 


That is paragraph 179 as the bill now stands. 


Bya 
which 


With equal riety one ht s of a house being contained in one of 
its IONE, . De Andes . the injustice of this unique classifi- 
or instance, ports 100 tons of silver- 


cation is particularly conspicuous. F 
ne ning 60 tons of lead, creat} 40 tons of waste, and the com- 


from the same mine, containing 60 tons of lead, nearly 40 tons of waste, and 
3.600 ounces of silver. The lead, as in the previous illustration. is valued at 
$2,400, while the silver, e quu i to be 40) ounces less in quantity, is valued 
at $230. Presto, again, and we have lead ore, and duty is assessed and col- 
lected on the entire importation of 200,000 pounds. Does it not strike you, 
gentlemen, as somewhat absurd that a paltry difference of $90 in valuntion of 
the two metals should determine the c ter of the ore and compel the 
payment of $600 additional duty on 80,000 pounds of useless substance? 


1 believe that is all I will read of Mr. Alexander's testimony, 
although I will ask leave to print the balance as a part of my re- 
marks. That shows conclusively to my mind that there is a great 
f injustice in the administration of a tariff levied upon lead 
in the ore. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Thatcan be corrected by puttingthe duty both on silver and 

ore? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. The p» ph I have the pleasure of presenting this 
prier ipie instead of saying lead and silver ore," I want the paragraph 
80 moditied as to read, All ores of which lead is a component part shall 
3 He rate of three-quarters of l cent per pound on the lead contained 

erein.” ete. 

Mr. PAYNE. I see the proviso is this: “Provided, That silver ore and all 
other ores con g lead shall pay a duty of three-fourths of 1 cent per 
pouud on the lead contained therein." 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes, 

Mr. Payne. Do you mean tosay on that kind of ore they exact three- 
quarters of a cent on the whole weight of the mass? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. If the silver is worth a cent more than the lead in the 
ore. Now, the lead may be 75 per cent of the whole ore and the silver only a 
few ounces, but if it is worth more than the whole quantity of lead, why that 
op oues the duty. Ithink that is an entirely erroneous construction of 

elaw. 

Mr. PAYNE. Where the silver is of chief value it comes in free? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Where the silver is of chief value Cra only collect on 
the lead in the ore. If the lead in the ore happens to be a little more valu- 
able than the silver, they collect on the whole importation, and there may be 
70 per cent of waste material which does not amount to anything. 

e CHAIRMAN. That was not the intention of the framers. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is not a fair construction under the act. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is rot your remedy with the Treasury Department rather 
than with Congress, a modification of the construction of the statute? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. On the lead contained in the silver ore, I agree to that; 
but you can see how the method of determining whether or not it is silver 
ore is unjust, because—— 

Mr. PAYNE. They interpret that if the silver is of chief value that it is sil- 
ver ore, and if the lead is of chief value it islead ore? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes, sir; the value determines the weight. 

Now as to specific duties. Specific duties can ony be laid upon well-de- 
fined provisions. You can not make a general application of it; and if you 
have a duty on ore e Oe 15 per cent and to-morrow 75 per cent, an 
classed as the same material, you can see how much better 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not think that was the intention of the law. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I do not think it is the intention of the law. 

Mr. HoPKIN&. Has the attention of the Treasury Department been called 
to that construction? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. The Treasury Department authorized it. Let me citea 
ease that comes from one synopsis. 


I may cite an actual case in peg in which the collector of customs at 
St. Louis determined the value of 22,000 pounds of ore to be as follows: Lead, 
$231.85; silver, 42,8 erence of only $1.48. This paltry difference of less 


lec on the whole importation, of whi ig ead per cent was a dutiable 
metal Had the collector's estimate on lead 
bave been classified as silver ore. and on the difference of a single cent, 70 per 
cent of the whole importation would have passed the custom-house free. 
Appeal was e from the collector's valuation, and the United States 
General Appraisers discovered that an advisory circular issued by the De- 
ent concerning valuations had been construed as mandatory,a course 
which the appraisers occasion to condemn, and the entry was ordered 
to be reliquidated as silver ore containing lead. Ihavein other cases of 
tude, but they need not be cited now. I have shown the in- 
justice of two features of the present h. and I can not think that a 
poreon so clearly Oen to objection, so manifestly inequitable, and so 
nm MEE and abuse will be permitted to remain in the 
8 es. 
One other item in connection with this paragraph remains to be discussed, 
and | beg your ao appt for a few moments for that p 1 
t now reads calls for three-fourths of 1 cent per d 
rovision we have no desiretodisturb. We believe it 


out joopa iung the success and 


feat the aim and of true protective principles, and t, with 
siderable propriety. bo termed class legislation. = 

A duty of three-fourths of 1 cent per pound on lead in ores is equivalent, 
at average prices, to about Leb pri cent ad valorem. This ‘ous discrim- 
ination in favor of native] ought to be sufficient, even if no necessity ex- 
isted for the importation of foreign ores. But such necessity does exist. I 
may say in a general way that great quantities of so-called silver-lead and 
galena ores are absolutely essential to the treatment of dry ores carrying 
other and more valuable metals. 3 of the question was N 47 
argued by able men when the act of 159) was under consideration, and doub! 
less again when Wilson bill was framed. I need not now repeat the spe 
ments then employed, but I may refer to one feature of smelting which 
not been touched upon at len but which is exceedingly important as a 
factor in this discussion. 

Very much has been said concerning the necessity of fluxes, and it has been 
clearly shown that the ores under discussion are particularly desirable for 
that purpose. It is true that other substances, under certain conditions, may 
meet this requirement in part, but for very good reasons neither limestone 
nor iron fluxes can do more than assist in the smelting of precious metals. 
It is a fact well known by smelters that bullion can not safely carry more 
than 400 ounces of gold and silver to the ton. A greater PROCHE. would 
increase the C as to necessitate 
resmelting. which would add very materially to the cost of treatment. 

While iron fluxes and limestone go entirely to waste, the greater portion 
of lead fluxes is re and becomes a sort of carrier or collector of the 
precious metals, An charge for a furnace might consist of 90 to 95 
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per cent of other material, to 5 or 10 per cent of lead, but such a proportion 
would so increase the percentage of valuable metals in the slag as to make 
the process disastrous. The addition, therefore, of liberal quantities of free 
melting galena ore, carrying 60 to 70 per cent of lead, would keep the bullion 
at a proper grade. 

There is a sort of affinity between the precious metals and lead, so that its 
presence in the charge isa pretty sure guaranty that those metals will be 
carried down into the bullion instead of being left to an unprofitable extent 
in the slag. I may illustrate this carrying quality by the rain on a window. 
Drops accumulate on a rainy d until the whole surface is covered by the 
clinging globules, each too light in itself to move, but by and by a big drop 
strikes where two or three are staying, and they all start together to zigzag 
down to the bottom, carrying with them all the weaker drops that lie in the 


way. 

Having shown the necessity for the free use of lead fluxes, it only remains 
to discuss the matter of supply. s 

Inthe year 1592 the Om & Grant Company sens into this country 
from Mexico for use in the Omaha works alone 20, tons of lead-bearin, 
ores, In 1893 they imported 21,000 tons, but in 1891 less than 2,000 tons, an 
since that time none at all. The reason for this remarkable change was two- 
fold—the high rate of duty imposed by the McKinley bill and the discourag- 
ing methods of valuation. The result of these conditions was the building 
by individuals of this company of extensive smelting works in Mexico which 
deprived American laborers of that much employment, deprived American 
railways of lar Leg jays from transportation, and cut off from the revenue 
a great many thousandsof dollars. The reduction of duty by the Wilson bill 
was something of a relief, for in the meantime great healty been ex- 
perienced in the purchase of sufficient native ores of similar character to 
maintain, economically, the great operations of their several plants, and the 
Mexican ores were being smelted in that country. 

Mr. HorKiNs. Do they not get those ores from Idaho and Nevada? That 
question was raised during the passage of the act of 1890, and as we had some 
smelters at Aurora, Ill., my attention was called to it. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I remember the circumstance. 

Mr. HoPKINS. The opinion I have had is that they have developed mines 
in Idaho and Nevada, where they got fluxing ores as good as those imported. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes, sir: but they do not get them in sufficient quanti- 
ties. The Cœur d'Alene mines, which are in the northern part of Idaho, 
use a great deal of that, but for the last two or three years they have had 
strikes and trouble with the miners which has abridged the production. 

Another source of supply was being developed, however, in British Colum- 
bia, and American smelters came into sharp competition for those desirable 
ores. By reference to the 1895 report in the Mineral Industry, we find that 
while 259.000 tons of lead were produced by American smeiters in that year 
only 155,000 tons came from American ores. Ithink I state a fact which no 
welliutormed smeiter will qaastion when I say that the output of silver-lead 
ores from American mines proved to be al ther inadequate for the 
treatment of so-called ores, and that any abridgment of facilities for the 
importation of foreign silver-lead ores would work an incalculable injury to 
the whole smelting and mining interests of this country, except the few pro- 
ducers of those parti ores. 

Our company imported from British Columbia last year from the Omaha 
works alone over 5.000 tons of galena ore, and even with this increased supply 
there were times within the year when it was almost impossible to keep the 
mixtures up and the furnaces running. Overtures have already been made 
to this company for the erection of extensive smelting works in British Co- 
meg but under existing conditions they have not been inclined to accept 


iem. 

Imay say with considerable confidence, however, that if the conditions of 
1802 and 1893 are restored, or a near approximate thereto, the same incentive 
which took millions of dollars of active American capital into Mexico will 
take other millions into British Columbia. To handicap the enormous smelt- 
ing 3 this A .and through them Aer Erant ere of 
precious me simply ve an unnecessary protection to a single minor 
element in our mining industries, would be exceedingly ill advised, if not 
disastrous. The sharp lesson which a h tariff furnished in connection 
with Mexican ores is further set forth in the following excerpt from The 
Mineral Industry, which I ask permission to read. This is in the report for 


1894. 

* In the Western States, especially in Idaho, the rate of wages and the auto- 
cratic rule of miners’ unions have interfered so seriously with the working 
of silver-lead mines that the question has almost reached the point where the 
existence of the industry is in Benger, The steady increase in the output of 
Missouri and (nonargentiferous) lead through the lowest markets 
is a satisfactory demonstration of our ability to compete with any country. 
Competent experts state that with large, well-designed works Missouri and 

can produce with profit down to very near the cost of lead in Spain. 

The heavy decrease of 9,522 tons, or 32.5 per cent, shown in the amount of 


lead smelted from foreign ores, is the di result of the short-sighted and 
mistaken Io of imposing a heavy duty onlead in ores. The result of this 
has been the establishment of an important smelting industry in Mexico, 


with American capital, and the heavy importations which should now come 
tothe American smelters from Mexico will not be received, for the industry 
has become firmly established in that country, This is directly shown by 
the tables. The lead imported in ore in 1894 was only 19,748 tons, as against 
29,270 tons in 1893 and 28,734 tons in 1892. - 

“On the other hand, the lead Vy ved in foreign bullion for refining in- 
creased from 14,149 tons in 1892 to 35,000 tons in 1893 and 40,345 tons in 1894. As 
the duty on lead in ore was relatively higher than on lead in bullion, a fur- 

ther inducement was offered to Mexican mine owners to do theirsmelting at 
home, and the natural result was manifest. 

* Nearly al! the lead imported in ore and most of that in bullion came to 
this country from Mexico. Some, however, is imported from Canada, and 
especially from the Kootenai region, where silver-lead mines are being opened 
up to a considerable extent.“ 

beg also to submit another brief excerpt from the same authority for 1595; 

The increase in the quantities of silver especially produced or refined in 
this country was due largely to the treatment here of base bullion from 
Mexico. The unwise imposition of a high duty on silver-lead ores some years 
ago has not only deprived our smelters of a large amount of work which they 
formerly had, and of a class of ores which were particularly desirable for 
treatment in connection with our own; it has also built up in Mexico a large 
and flourishing smelting indus which is now well established and able to 
hold its own, ‘This is shown in the extraordinary increase in 1 of 
bullion obtained by smelting given in the Mexican retarns. e greater 

rt of the base bullion made in that country is sent here to be refined, and 

this is due the fact that while our own output of silver showed a decrease 
of 3.515,040 ounces, there was an actual gain of 6,247,485 ounces." 

‘These facts which are now discl: in connection with Mexican ores, and 
the transference of great smelting interests from this country to Mexico, 
nre almost sure to be repeated in British Columbia, if an oppressive duty is 
levied on silver-lead ores. 

It is proper tosay in this connection that in the production of galena ore 

in Bri lumbia, which is the chief source of our present importations, 


American miners are not pitted against 
competition with well-paid, intelligent wor 
necessity for a prohibitive protective barrier for native mines and miners, 


but the 
n, chiefly 


are in honorable 
mericans; and the 


which has been urged heretofore, does not in fact exist. For the greater 
good, therefore, of the greater number, and of the greater interests in- 
volved, we respectfully urge your careful consideration of the points I have 
presented. 

LEAD IN BULLION. 

In one of the excerpts from The Mineral Industry which I have submitted 
there is a brief reference to the relative higher duty on lead in ore than on 

ead in bullion. 

The present difference of only one-quarter of a cent per 
lead in ore and lead in pigs is clearly out of proportion. ere is no duty 
fixed on bullion, or the lead contained therein, and this omission from existing 
schedules is the important item referred to in the early part of my remarks. 

Pig lead and base bullion are entirely distinct commodities, and an elabo- 
rate process of separation is necessary to produce the refined product after 
the ores have been reduced to bullion. 

It is our deliberate judgment that if auty on lead in ores is fixed at three- 
fourths of 1 cent per pound, there should be laid on pig lead a duty of 14 
ED pound and on lead in base bullion a duty of 1} cents per pound. 

Under the present tariff act, collectors have been entirely at sea as to tho 
classification of bullion, and as a sort of compromise it has been rated as pi 
lead. Importers protested vigorously against such classification, and sho 
to the satisfaction of the United States General Appraisers that in the nature 
of things they could not beaiike. While admitting that base bullion was not 
pig lead, but a crude metal containing lead, and that duty could only bo 
assessed on the lead so contained, the General Appraisers were unable to find 
in the tariff schedules a provision under which they could properly rate it, 
mo. collectors were instructed to continue the assessment of duty at the pig- 

end rate. : 

It is well understood by smelters of silver-lead ores, in conjunction with 
other ores ca ng precious metals, that base bullion is about half way 
along from lead in ores to pig lead. It having been officially decided that 
base bullion is not pig lead, and that the lead contained therein can not be 
used for commercial purposes until, by a process of melting and refining, it 
shall have been separated from its associate elements and run into bars or 
pe it is entirely clear that a rate of duty relatively less than that on pig 

ead and relatively higher than that on lead in ores should be applied. 

It also having been decided that duty shall only be assessed on the lead 
contained in the bullion, the duty of Congress to fix an intermediate rate 
seemsclear. We beg to urge, therefore, that the rates of duty on the three 
forms of lead imported be fixed as follows: On lead in ores, three-fourths of 1 
cent pér pound; on lead contained in base bullion, 1j cents per pound: and 
on lead in pigs and bars, 1} cents per pound. These rates are relatively just, 
and whatever the initial rate may bs, this proportion should be preserved. 

We approve the purpose of this committee and of Congress to fix a duty 
on finished or y finished products high enough to give ample protection 
to American labor and to American producers, but we also desire that Amer- 
ican capital and American institutions for the conversion of raw material 
into shed products be also considered. h duty on crude lead and a 
relatively low duty on pig lead and bullion would bs the most effective means 
that could be adopted to encourage, if not absolutely force, American smelt- 
ers to set up works abroad and to injure and make uncertain our American 
market for finished lead products. such adjustment of duties we 
earnestly and 5 protest. 

This is all I have to say at present, and I thank you, Mr. Chairman and 
gentlemen of the committee, for your courtesy and patience. 


Mr. President, I am not a miner and I know very little about 
mining; in fact, I know nothing about it practically, experimen- 
tally; but I do know that this country has been compelled to 
import lead ore and lead within the last few years for consump- 
tion in this country, and I do know there is a species of wet or flux- 
ing ore that is necessary to be imported from Mexico, or possibly ` 
from the British Possessions, and essential to the use of the smelt- 
ers in carrying on their business. : 

If this tax is placed at 13 cents on lead in ore, it will have the 
practical effect of depriving the American smelters of the oppor- 
tunity to reach the fluxing ores of Mexico and the British Posses- 
sions, and compelling them to purchase the fluxing ores in the 
Rocky Mountain States, providing the Rocky Mountain States 
have the capacity to produce the ore necessary, and I am told by 
a reliable authority, an authority upon which I have a right to 
rely and believe, that thes^ fluxing ores are not produced there in 
quantities and quality sufficient to carry on this business. 

It occurs to me, Mr. President, under these cireumstances, that 
if a tariff is levied sufficient to protect the interests of the Rocky 
Mountain miner, who is principally interested in this matter, and 
at the same time permit the smelters to draw their fluxing ores 
from such source or such sources as they may see fit and as may 
be most profitable to them, it is all the Committee on Finance can 
afford to do, so far as taxation is concerned, and that it is all our 
friends in the Mountain States have a right to demand at the 
hands of Congress. That gives them a cent a pound on lead in 
ore as a protective tariff against like ores in the British Possessions 
and like ores in Mexico. 

The firm of which I am speaking, the Omaha and Grant Smelt- 
ing Works, one of the largest firms in the United States, has been 
compelled, as a matter of self-preservation, to go into Mexico 
within the last four or five years and construct two smelters. I 
am now taking the theory of the protective tariff and applying it 
as I understand it is to be applied to cases of this kind, ln con- 
sequence of the tax imposed npon lead in ore, this company has 
been compelled to take hundreds of thousands of dollars of Ameri- 
can capital down to Mexico and construct smelters, there employ- 
ing Mexican labor to a very great extent, and by that means 
depriving the American laborer, the Nebraska laborer, of the right 
to labor in smelters and earn a livelihood. 

The natnral tendency would be to drive American capital to 
Mexico or to the British Possessions, where these ores can be 


und between 
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obtained comparatively free, and where there is no obstruction. 
aced upon capital, and where labor is cheap, so that the smelt- 


pl o that 1 
ing works, instead of ing the tariff and paying freight upon 
ores, can ship the finis. at produnt into the United States, paying 
less freight and not much greater duty, and bring it in competi- 
tion with the American product. That is the result of it. 

If the tariff is fixed so high that the smelters, of which there 
are several, can not be successfully conducted in this country, 
they must go somewhere where they can conduct their business 
with profit to themselves. Mark you, out of every ton of ore that 
is shipped into this country there is but a small percentage that 
is lead as compared with the entire mass, and yet the freight rate 
upon that ore is just as great, and is just as great a draft upon 
the purse of the smelting company, as it would be if it were pure 
metal. It comes like anything else, by its weight and its classifi- 
cation. 

If that freight rate can be reduced, as it necessarily will be re- 
duced by the establishment of the smelters along the British line 
and along the Mexican line, where the freight rate will cease as 
the result of smelting there, then the American smelter who goes 
to Mexico or British Columbia, or wherever he may go, has nothing 
in the world to do but pay his freight and tariff upon the finished 
product, and then it comesin confiict with the American product. 
It is needless for me to say that the conclusion, if our Republican 
friends are right, is necessarily that the American laborer and not 
the American capitalist suffers as the result. 

I desire to present some additional evidence upon this question. 
There is located at Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, the Carter 
White Lead Company, a very important manufacturing institu- 
tion, and it bears testimony to the same effect. Iwill send up the 
letter and ask to have it read. : 

The Secretary read as follows: 

OMAHA, NEBR., May 28, 1897, 


DEAR Sin: We have noticed the Senate has made changes in the tariff on 
lead and its products in passing from the House to the Senate. 

The following are the comparative rates, with pig lead at 2 cents per pound, 
as we understand it: 


House | Senate 
bill | bill 


Brown sugar of lead. 
White sugar of lead..... 


We consider and believe that the House bill isa very just and equitable 
adjustment of the tariff question on lead and its products to the labo; 


rer, 
making a reasonable and fair difference between the prices under the low 


labor of the old 8 and the labor wages in our country, and when the 
laborers are fairly well protected, there is no reason why this country will 
not be as prosperous as it ever was, in our opinion; but if there is nothing for 
the laborer to do—foreign goods coming in ata less price than we can make 
them—there is no hope for this country. We need labor for our country. and 
plenty of it. Then will we have good times. 

We hope and trust that you will see tha tariff question on the lead in the 
same light that our Western people, as a general thing, do, and can see a way 
to work for the tariff of the House bill instead of the tariff that is adjusted by 
the Senate amendments, as we believe the former comes much nearer con- 
forming to the wishes of the Western people than the Senate amendments. 

ours, very truly, 
j CARTER WHITE LEAD COMPANY, 
L. CARTER, President. 
Hon. WILLIAM V. ALLEN, 
The Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. ALLEN. It is proper for me to say that I only indorse the 
letter so far as it applies to lead. That portion of it which en- 
gages in a general discussion of the tariff I do not indorse. 

But it is another evidence that personsengaged in this very lead 
industry itself are satisfied with the House rate. Here are the 
Carter White Lead Company holding up to me the beauties of a 
protective tariff, pointing out to me wherein this country can be 
prosperous in consequence of the increase of tariff taxation, and I 
am eshte willing that as constituents they should do so. It 
is a harmless sort of amusement upon their part. When that in- 
dustry itself says it is satisfied with the rate fixed by the House, it 
seems to meit is inexcusable that the Senate should raise the rate. 

We have not heard, and I do not suppose we will hear, from the 
other side as to why this rate was increased. When the lead 
industry or those engaged in a kindred industry declare that the 
rate fixed by the House of Representatives is sufficient to protect 
the industry, when they say they are satisfied with that rate, it 
occurs to me there ought to be some strong and persuasive equi- 
ties before the committee of the Senate would be warranted in 
changing and raising the rate. $ 

Now, I see my good friend the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLaTT] sitting here in charge of the bill. If he will be kind 
enough to inform the Senate why this rate was increased, as one 
Senator I will be very much obliged to him. 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not know thatI can giveany 
reason for it except that the majority of the subcommittee 
thought it ought to he done. 

1 Mr. ALLEN. Iknow, but why did they think it ought to be 
one? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Ithink perhaps the other mem- 
Lee aS the committee might give those reasons a little better than 

could. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is unfortunate that the other members of the 
committee are not present. 

Mr. LINDSAY. [suggest to the Senator from Nebraska that 
an increase in the leather schedule was explained yesterday upon 
the ground that it made the schedule more symmetrical, and I 
suppose this adds to the symmetry of the lead schedule, which 
ought to be a satisfactory evp'^»nation, 

Mr. ALLEN. It is possible that th it is as good a reason as can 
be given, but I beg the Senator 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If the Senator from Nebraska 
will permit me, I will say that miners of lead ores of this charac- 
ter in this country claim that it is absolutely necessary for their 
business. 

Mr. ALLEN. What is the present rate? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Three-quarters of a cent a pound. 

Mr. CARTER. If the Senator trom Nebraska will permit me, 
I think I can cast some light on the subject which seems to be 
perplexing him now. 

he letter written by the representative of the white-lead com- 
pany indicates displeasure with the Senate amendment and t 
satisfaction with the House schedule. The factis that the House 
schedule as finally passed allowed 4 cents a pound on white lead 
instead of 2} cents a pound, as provided in the Senate amend- 
ment. Hence, very naturally, the white-lead company, preferring 
4 cents to 24, is dissatisfied with the Senate amendment and en- 
tirely satisfied with the House schedule. 

The protection proposed to the white-lead trust in the bill as it 
passed the House represents the highest duty ever imposed any- 
where in any bill, so far as I am advised, in favor of the white- 
lead trust. The Senate decreased the amount allowed the trust 
and increased the amount allowed in the schedules of the House 
on lead in the ore. 

Mr. ALLEN. Why, if the Senator will be kind enough toan- 
swer me? - 

Mr. CARTER. I will explain that upon a basis so clear that 
the Senator will agree with me that the committee was entirely 
justified and the Senate will be amply justitied in supporting the 
committee. 

First. this lead ore constitutes as a mining proposition the prin- 
cipal labor item in the production of lead. As a general rule, 
about 8 tons of the average ore as mined from the grouud are con- 
centrated into 1 ton of what we know as lead concentrate. It 
costs about $3 pr ton in this country atour rate of wages to mine 
the raw ore. The $3 paid here is paid in gold. It costs about $1 
per ton paid in silver to mine ore in Mexico. Hence itis manifest 
that in order to make up the difference between the $8 in gold 
paid in the United States to the miner and the $1 in silver paid to 
the miner in Mexico a protective tariff must intervene in the 
interest of the American miner, or the miner must quit his occu- 
pation in this country entirely and permit the cheaper-paid labor 
of Mexico to supply the entire product. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Montana 
if the lead-ore industry has not been developing right along for 
the last three or four years and increasing each year? 

Mr. CARTER. The statistics furnished by the Bureau known 
as the Genio Ce Survey furnish the figures in that regard. 

Mr. ALLEN. I would rather have the observation of the Sen- 
ator himself than any statistics. 

Mr. CARTER. I will state to the Senate that certain mines 
producing lead have continued in operation in this country in the 
hope that by virtue of legislation expected they could continue 
later on at a profit. Numerous mines, however, have been com- 
pelled to suspend because the price of lead was reduced below the 
cost of production. Others have continued, not reaping profit 
from the operation, but regarding it as a necessity to avoid having 
the water fill the mines, until better days might come. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator if the price of 
lead has not increased within the last few years? 

Mr. CARTER. As the figures will show, the price of lead has 
steadily decreased in the United States for the last few years, dur- 
ing 1896 reaching the lowest point ever reached in the history of 
the United States. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator does not pretend to say that that is 
due in any degree to tariff legislation? I understand that lead has 
suffered somewhat as all other articles have suffered in conse- 
quence of the depression. 

Mr. CARTER. Lead has depreciated in the market from $4.33} 
per hundred on the average from the year 1890 to an average of 
$2.83 per hundred in the New York market in 1896. That is the 
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history of recent years and under the law which the Senator would 
have us continue. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not ask fora continuance of the present 
law. Iam perfectly willing to concede one-quarter of a cent per 
pound more and make ita cent, exactly as the House of Repre- 
sentatives made it. : 

Now, let me say, in this connection, that the House Committee 
on Ways and Means made a very thorough investigation of this 
matter. Whatever may be said about the bill as a whole—and 
Iam inclined to believe that it was rather thrown together with- 
out any system—this portion of it was thoroughly investigated by 
Mr. TawNEY of Minnesota, who devoted some weeks to acquir- 


ing information on the subject of lead by personal observation and 


by correspondence by mail and telegraph. 

When the committee met the deliberated upon this portion of 
the bill itself, as Iam informed, and this schedule was very se- 
riously considered by them, and after looking over all the evi- 
dence that was submitted and canvassing all the facts that had 
been accumulated by this very diligent member of the Committee 
on Ways and Means, they came to the conclusion, the deliberate 
conclusion, that 1 cent upon lead in the ore was amply sufficient 
as a protective tariff upon that article. 

The Senator from Montana admits that this industry has in- 
creased, but he says it has increased in the hope that there would 
be increased tariff taxation. I suppose it has lived upon faith, 
upon confidence. We have been told for the last three or four 

ears that that is the way to live. When we had discussed the 

nancial problem, which has rocked this country from center to 
circumference, we have been told by our Republican brethren 
that we want a restoration of confidence in this country, and that 
we do not need any more money. These gentlemen, it would 
seem, have been living upon confidence, upon faith, upon the hope 
that tariff legislation would change in their interest; and yet I 
submit that s Senator from Montana does not escape from the 
fact that during all this time they have lived and made a profit, 
as much as any other person Laks Gainey y; they have developed 
their industries; they have pon ed them to amore perfect com- 
pletion; they have, in a word, demonstrated to the country that 
they are capable of living under a tariff tax of three-quarters of a 
cent a pene: , : 

Mr. President, the miner's interest is not the only thing to be 
considered. In the imposition of tariff taxes the interests of all per- 
sons concerned must be considered. The Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. LIxpsav] says to me, Except the consumers.” The con- 
sumers seem largely to get the worst of it in the framing of a tariff 
bill. That is true largely, possibly, because they have nobody here 
looking after their interests particularly. They are not organized. 
But a tariff bill, in the very nature of things, must be a compro- 
mise, if it is based upon principles of equity. Here are the miners, 
upon the one hand, clamoring for a duty that will force the smelt- 
ers to go into a market controlled absolutely by them or to go out 
of business in this country; and here are smelters, upon the other 
hand, asking the imposition of a duty that will permit them and 

it the miners to transact business and make a living out of 
it and a reasonable profit, 

Mr. President, what is the difference between imposing a tax 
upon an industry so high that you drive the industry out of ex- 
istence and taking a man by the throat and putting your hand in 
his pocket and taking his money away from him? None in the 
world. The first isa species of cowardice; the other requires some 
de of brute courage at least. 

. RAWLINS. I will ask the Senator whether he is in favor 
of the tariff schedule with respect to lead as it is found in the 
House bili? 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam inclined to think I am. I am not entirely 
certain about it yet. 

Mr. RA S. That fixed a duty of 1 cent on lead in ores 
and 4 cents on white lead. 'The Senate proposition reduced the 
duty from 4 to 21 cents. Speaking about consumers, who are the 
consumers of lead ore? 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Kentucky—— 

Mr. RAWLINS. Iam asking the Senator from Nebraska the 

uestion. 
is Mr. ALLEN. Isuppose any person who consumes lead in any 
of its various forms—it has a variety of forms—is a consumer. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Are not all the smelters, or what is known as 
the smelting combination, which constitutes a trust, seeking high 

tection upon their products and free materials for their use 
Ino manufacture of that product? ‘ 

Mr. ALLEN. No; I think not. I am not prepared to say, but 

Mr. RAWLINS. In other words, are there not three parties 
concerned in this schedule—the white-lead trust, a conceded mo- 


nopoly, fixing the price to the consumers of white lead—— 
Mr. ALLEN. T think that part of it is true. ) 
Mr. RAWLINS. The smelting combination, eh] neun with 
the white-lead trust, aiding it in the maintenance of its monopoly, 


cooperating in fixing the price to the consumers, and also cooper- 
Raag esed the price to the producers, the miners, throughout 

e coun 

Mr. ALLEN. I think that part of it wrong, and I think I can 
demonstrate it. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I think I can show that the smelting com- 
bination, for which the Senator is now speaking, is a conspiracy 
both against the miner and the consumer—the man who wants 
this article. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think I will confess and avoid part of that, and 
the other I will ies 

The attitude of the Senator from Utah is a most perfect illus- 
tration of the saying of Lord Lytton in one of his novels, that the 
color of the flower is as much sometimes in the vision as in the 
p It depends a great deal upon how you look at a thing. The 

nator from Utah hails from a lead-producing State, and the 
thing uppermost in his mind is the lend miner and the lead mine, 
and he wants a duty that will give him a long pull on the whipple- 
tree, if I may 80 express it, as against Mexico and the British Pos- 
sessions, and I have no particular objection to his having a little 
advantage; but I do not want him to have the advantaze, and I 
do not want the miners to have the advantage, that they shall be 
able to smother up and destroy every other industry which de- 
pends in the slightest degree upon lead. 

„Mr. President, I have no doubt about the white-lead trust. It 
dictates prices. There is no doubt about that. It has dictated 

rices in the past, and it will dictate prices in the future until this 

overnment omes strong and vigorous enough in some one or 
more of its branches to enforce the law as it exists now. 

Sir, we were treated to the spectacle here yesterday of being 
told by Senators in this Chamber upon both sides that, notwith- 
standing we have laws for the suppression of trusts, we are pow- 
erless to suppress them. 

We can indict some poor deyil for stealing a sack of flour when 
he is hungry, to feed himself and his family, and send him to jail; 
or we can indict some shoeless waif who has been compelled to 
commit some petty crime to sustain life; and yet when it comes to 
these gigantic corporations, all the legislative and judicial and 
executive power of the Government is powerless and impotent to 
enforce the law. If that is true, the Governmentis gone; there is 
no use talking about its going; it has gone. But when it comes 
to an assertion that the smelting companies are a part of the white- 
lead trust or a part of the lead trust, I do not believe it, and I 
think I can demonstrate to the Senator from Utah quite con- 
clusively that my position is true. 

The total consumption of lead in the United States in 1895 was 
280,596 tons. Of this there were imported 38,704 tons, necessary to 
meet the demands of the market of.this country. We were com- 
1 to import 38,704 tons in addition to our production. The 

nited States mines. as I am informed and the Senator from 
Utah can correct me if I am incorrect—have never yet been able 
to produce lead enough to meet the American demand, and are 
not- producing it to-day. Never in the history of lead mining in 
this country, if I am correctly informed, have we been able to 
turn out enough lead to meet the demands of our country alone. 
In 1893 the EE, payee between lead in ore and base bullion was 
as follows: in ore, 58,487,319 pounds; lead in bullion, 3,959,- 
781 pounds. Two years afterwards, in 1895, the proportion had 
3 and was as follows: Lead in ore, 45,050,074 pounds; lead 
in bullion, 104,551,082 pounds. 

Now, what brought about this wonderful change? It was 
brought about owing to the fact that the smelting companies 
were compelled to leave this country and go to Mexico. Ameri- 
can capital was compelled to go out of the United States to foreign 
countries, and there construct smelting works and do their work 
and ship their leads into this country to supply the market. 

While I am not a radical protectionist Mes am I a free trader), 
while I occupy the middle line—that which I believe to be the true 
line, namely, the line of levying a tax for revenue with incidental 
18 do not want to see this country go to the extent of 

iving out either capital or labor, for under the protecting «gis 
of our flag, under just and humane laws just!y and humanely ad- 
minis , there is ample room for both, and we could not get 
along without them. 

Mr. President, how farthe Republican caucus may have decreed 
that this amendment shall pass, I do not know. I, however, sub- 
mit the case, so far as I am concerned, with the request that the 
following brief phlet be published as part of my remarks. 

The P G OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). It will 
be so ordered, in the absence of objection. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

CONCERNING PROPOSED DUTIES UPON LEAD IN ORE AND PIG LEAD. 

R PROPOSED CHANGE IN RATES. 


In the new tarif bill which has recently passed the House of Representa- 
tives the duty upon lead in pigs and bars, base bullion, ete., is fixed at 2 cents 
per pound, and a duty of 1 cent per pound is placed upon the lead contents of 


The Committee of the Senate proposes to amend this by raising 
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the duty u 
and tne du upon lead in silver ores, or so-called fl 
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DIFFERENCE BETWEEN FLUXING ORES AND DRY ORES. 


Silver ore containing lead, or fluxing ore, is a material necessary in the 
22 * business for use in the smelting of dry ore, or ore containing no 


Of the ores produced in the United States from mines containing precious 
metals, over 75 per cent are those known as dry ores, or such as contain no 


SCARCITY OF FLUX ORE IN THE UNITED STATES SHOWN BY HIGH PRICE 
OF THAT MATERIAL. 


That fluxing ore in the United States is not 5 abundant is clearly 
proven by the high price that has been paid for it for a long time past. 

It is neither necessary nor properto burden this statement with affidavits, 
therefore I consider it sufficient for me to say that I stand ready at any time 
to prove that thé prices commonly paid for iluxing ores in the United States 
exceed the sum obtainable for the metal contained. in these ores after it is 
extracted, and that smelters are compelled to bear a loss upon every ton of 
American fluxing ore they purchase. a 

This loss must be met by an increased charge for smelting dry ores, or the 
business of public smelting would have to cease. 

Prior to 1890 fluxing ores were classified as silver ores and admitted free 
when the value of the silver contents of the ore was greater than the value of 
the lead contents of the ore. > 

] can prove that even du this period the prices obtained for flux ore in 
the United States involved a distinct loss to the smelter buying them, the 
reason for this being that the difference in freight costs between them and 
imported ores can: their prices to continue high, and foreign importations 
did not seriously affect them, 


RATES UNDER LAW OF 1899, 


In 1890 a duty of 1; cents per pound was placed upon the lead contents of 
silver ores, no corresponding advance was made in duty upon pig lead, 
which was left at 2 cents pee pope. 

The immediate effect of this duty was to cause the failure of a number of 
American smelting works, to cripple and embarrass them all, and to encour 
age an investment, estimated at $10,000,000, in the smelting businessin Mexico. 


RATES UNDER WILSON BILL. 


When the tariff laws were again revised and the so-called Wilson bill be- 
came a law. the lead schedule was again changed—this time to impose a du 
of l cent per pound upon pig lead and three-quarters of 1 cent per poun 
upon the lead contents of silver ores. 

This law simply reduced the rates without changing the ratio between 
these two materials, while the real difficulty lay not so much in the amount 
of duty imposed as in the maintenance of a proper difference in the duty be- 
tween nd placed upon pig lead, the product, and lead-silver ore, the 
raw material. 


ILLUSTRATION OF ACTUAL WORKINGS OF EXISTING AND PROPOSED DUTIES 
UPON PIG LEAD AND LEAD ORE. 


Perhaps the best way toshow theabsolute injustice done by our lawmakers 
in failing to ze this needed difference is by giving an actual caseasan 
ilustration of how it works in practice. 

The comparison to be made is between a Mexican smelting works and an 
American 3 works in reducing 2 tons of Mexican silver lead ore. 
Iwili give to the Mexican works every benefit in thiscomparison. lwillsay 
his freight on the ore e mines to his works is as great as that paid by 
the American from the Mexican mine to the American border, although, asa 
rule, it is a much less ce from the Mexican mine to the Mexican smelter 
than it is from the Mexican mine to the Mexican border. 

I will also say that the American smelter gets the same benefit from the 
silver contents of the oro &s his Mexican rival; but as a matter of this is 
not true, since the Mexican Government imposes an internal-revenue tax on 
silver, w the American smelter who imports Mexican ore has to pay in 
ce nearly one-half of the tax is remitted when the ore is in 

exico. 

PRES eu ght Bes of DO ie eir Pe the same in Mexico as in the 
tates, ou is is not so, since the wages paid are over threo 
times greater in the United States than in Mexico. 

A Mexican smelter buys 2 tons of Mexican silver. lead ore containing 25 per 
cent lead, or 1,000 pounds in the 2 tons. The average price of lead in ore 
Mexico for the last year or so has been 1 cent per pound, and therefore h 
pays for the lead in this ore $10. These 2 tons are smelted in Mexico and 900 
pounds of lead recovered, as 10 per cent is lost in smelting. This 90 pounds 
of lead is then shipped, say, from the Gu; eim's smelter at Monterey, 
Mexico, by TM and water to Perth boy. N. J.,at a freight rate of 
$5 per ton. At Perth Amboy it is either held in bond or offered for entry at 
the custom-house. If the latter is done, a duty of 1 cent per pound is de- 
manded under the present law. and $9 is paid; and thus the lead contained 
in 2 tons of Mexican ore is landed in New York (Perth Amboy is only 7 
miles away by water) at the following cost to the Mexican smelter: 


Eis rnd in Mexico (offset). 
ting in Mexico and United States (offset). 
Bilver contents (offset). 


Cost of lead in ore in Mexico 88 0.00 
Freight on 900 pounds to Perth Amboy, at $5 per ton.... 2.925 
Duty, 1 cent per pound, on 900 pounds...... „„. 9.00 

Total óo08b LLL ate E ores eave tron eri tile baew Hicks MEE OE 2125 


pounds of lead con ed in the 2 tons of ore, and he pays $7. 
He now finds 2 of Me ore just across the border in 
the United States he has spent $17.50, and that in order toland their contents 


spe 
$21.25, the sum paid by his Mexican rival, he has only a mar- 
gin of $3.75 to get it to that t. 

Admitting that it costs him no more to smelt this ore in the United States 
than it does his Mexican rival, he still has to transport his 2 tons of ore, 
either as ore or concentrated into bullion, by railway via Kansas City to New 
York, a distance of some 3,000 miles, 


A very casual know: of railway freights will convince the most skep- 
tical that this can not be done. if 
These facts will serve to the inconsistencies of the lead schedule in 


explain 
tariff, and it can be easily seen that if these rates were made 
double, or 2 cents per pound upon pig lead, and 1j cents upon lead in ore, 
while the amounts would increase, the conditions would remain absolutely 
the same, and these illogical and unscientific tariff rates would continue to 
give to the Mexican smelter an absolute advantage over the American 
smelter in his own home market. 


THE CORRECT METHOD OF ARRIVING AT THE PROPER DIFFERENCE THAT 
EXISTS HETWEEN THE RATE OF DUTY UPON PIG LEAD AND LEAD IN ORE. 


In order to arrive at the proper rate of difference that should exist be- 
tween the duty upon pig lead and the duty upon lead in ore, the values of 
these two materials in foreign markets shonld be ascertained, and the same 
rate of difference that exists between their values should exist between the 
duties placed upon them. 

Reference to the tables will show that rorem gs lead during the year 
1895 averaged in value $2.45 per 100 pounds, an t the average value of 
foreign lead in ore duríng the same period was $1 per 10) pounds. 

It will be found upon further investigation that for a number of qam past 
foreign pig 1 ranged in value from two to two and one-half times more 
than the value of foreign lead in ore. and it is therefore fair to say that, what- 
ever specific duty it is thought best to place upon lead in ore, a duty of at 
least from two to two and one-half times greater must be placed upon pig lead 
in order that the same ad valorem rate b» borne by both articles. 


RAW MATERIAL SHOULD NOT BEAR THE SAME RATE OF DUTY AS THE 
FINISHED PRODUCT. 


= is it right that the same ad valorem rate should be borne by both these 
articles? 
Pig lead is the finished product of the American smelting works, and flux- 
ing ore is their absolutely necessary raw material. 
© great difference in value between these two articles is represented 
almost entirely by labor. 


TARIFF RATES SHOULD BE ADJUSTED IN STRICT RELATION TO THE LABOR 
REPRESENTED IN THE ARTICLE TAXED. 


The theory of all tariff makers is that all duties should be adjusted in strict 
oe cde ue amount of labor represented in the articles upon which the 

uty is place 

This theory may be carried out in other schedules of the proposed tariff 
bill, but is certainly not true in the lead schedule. 

In this schedule they are not willing toeven place the same rate of duty 
upon the raw mate and the finished product, but insist that the raw 
material shall bear double the rete of duty to that of the finished product, 
thus prohibiting the use of Mexican fluxing ore by the American smelter, 
and encouraging the importation into the United States of Mexican bullion. 


CERTAIN ARGUMENTS ADVANCED IN FAVOR OF HIGH DUTY ON LEAD IN 


I will mention as many of the arguments as I can recall that are being 
used by those advocating a high duty upon lead in ore. 

M. A ba erg im's Sons, whose interests are almost wholly Mexican, make 
the following: 


SMELTING IMPORTED FLUXING ORES IN BOND. 


The argument of the dry-ore miner is that, in consequence of the scarcity 
of fluxes or lead ores, the dry-ore miner (whose ores contain no lead) is com- 

lled to pay the smelter an abnormal price for having his ores treated. 
Beetion 33in the proposed Dinzley bill permits the smelting and refining of 
foreign wet or lead ores in bond duty free. As smelters can smelt and e 
3 in bond duty free, the dry-ore miner's contention is entirely unjusti- 

e, 

“In justice to the dry-ore miner, we will say the existence of section 23 is 
not generally known to him. In fact, many Senators were not aware of the 
effects and benefits of this section. and it is only recently that it became gen- 
erally known to the various smelting companies that they could bond their 
works to advantage and obtain wet ores as fluxes, duty free, and only wi 
the last few weeks have some of the smelting companies completed 
the operation of bonding their works. erefore the full effect of having 
wet ores duty free in bond will be felt only in the future.” 

Both of these statements are misleading. 
The provision for smelting in bond, originated in the tariff bill of 1890, was 
uod ín the Wilson bill, and it is proposed to reenact it in the present 


It has been continuously ín force for over seven years, and has been well 
known and thoroughly understood by smelters in the United States. 

When examined lly, it will be found that the provisions for smelt- 
ing in bond are not so greata privilege as one might be led to believe. 

will take for an example an importation in bond of Mexican fluxing ores, 

These ores contain on an average 25 per cent lead, and it takes, therefore, 

the contents of 4 tons of ore to make 1 ton of bullion. The provisions for im- 

ng in bond are necessarily somewhat complex and much more expensive 

and cee = the importer direct importations, as will be seen by 
reading the statute. 

In order to smelt and refine the 4 tons of Mexican ore in bond, it is neces- 
sary to transport it from the Mexican border by railroad over 1,500 miles to 
the smelting or refining works, and then transport it again over 1,500 miles 
to the seacoast, say at New York. 

So that this Mexican importation has paid freight either as 4 tons of 
ore or 1 ton of bullion for over 3,000 miles of railroad transportation, and then 
must take another Tepoa water of 3,000 miles to Europe, where it is offered 
for sale in competition with lead produced by the cheapest labor on earth. 

It has borne 3,000 miles of American railway transportation; it has been 
man by American workmen, and it is then the American smelter's 
n to transport it across the sea and sell it in the open markets of 


urope. 
Is any better argument needed to show American flux ores are too hi 

and that the duty on fo: flux ores is too high than that American smelt- 

ers have occasionally smelted foreign imported ores in bond? 

weed goes without saying that no revenue is produced by importations in 


DUTY UPON LEAD IN ORE HAS ONLY AN INDIRECT EFFECT UPON THE 
AMERICAN PIG LEAD MARKET. 


They further state that the of pig lead in America is equal to the 
price of pig lead in London, with the American duty on lead in ore added 
thereto, and that therefore the duty on lead in ore governs the price of pig 
. tter foolishness, and statement of fact it is 
an u 0⁰ and asa en 
entirely untrue. 
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Below is given a table showing the official prices of pig lead in London and 


New York since 1880: x 
Pig lead, London. 
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The duty upon silver-lead ores from 1890 to 1894 was 1j cents per pound of 
lead contents. and from 1804 to date it was three-quarters of I cent per pound. 

Prior to 1890, silver-lead ore was always admitted free. 

By adding 1j cents to the London price of pig lead from 1890 to 1894, and 
three-quarters of I cent to it from 1894 to date, and comparing the result with 
the New York price of pig lead, one can see how accurate these gentlemen 
are; bnt how the got along with their computation prior to 1890, when there 
was no duty to add to the London price, I am quite unable to explain. 

Prior to the tariff law of 139), ores containing silver and | were classi- 
fled as silver ores, when the silver eontent was greater than the lead in value. 
This classification was decided M ges by a Senate committee of which Sena- 
tor Edmunds was chairman, and was followed by the Secretaries of the 
Treasury from that time. Prior to 1899, therefore, lead in pigs bore a duty 
of 2 cents per pound, and silver-lead or fluxing ores were admitted free. 

It is fair to say that if the duty upon lead in ores governed the price of pig 
lead in the United States, the price of pig lead would have cer ly been 
affected when there was uo duty at all u lead in ores; and yet reference 
to the tables will show that with a duty of 2 cents on pig lead, and silver-lead 
oros ee eae of pig lead in the United States bore a higher average than 

tever ice. 
the tariff law of 159) a duty of 1j cents was put pes the lead contents 
of silver ores, and while various trous results followed this mistaken 
policy, the price of pig lead in the United States not only did not go up, but, 
on the contrary, continued to go down. 

Your attention is called to the following table of imports and exports of 

lead i-t5 and out of the United States: 


Imports and exports in tona. 


Mexi- | British Total Net 
Mexi- Pigs ex- 
can |Colum-| Pigs. | im- im- 
can ore.) bultion.] bia ore. ports. ported. | porta. 
23,000 
400 , 700 | 25,700 
100 ,900 | 40,800 
300 ,000 29. 300 
39,000 ^ A 66, 900 ,000 | 37,900 
51, 700 6,000 | 22,450 | 99,650 | 18,000| 81,050 
51,800 10, 100 2,000 | 79,300 | 52,600 | 26,700 


From this table it will be seen that each year since 1890 a large amount of 

ig lead has been brought into the United lead imported 
In ore, to satisfy the demands of our market. 5 = 

If the average yearly importations of lead contained in ores are short of 


pig lead in the United States? 8 

' en fluxing ores were admitted free they did not lower the price of lead 
in the United States, and when they carried a duty of 1; cents they did not 
raise it. The duty on pig lead governs the price of pig lead in the United 
States, and the duty on lead ores can have no effect whatever upon the price 
of leed until the amount of lead imported in ores more than fills the full lead 
demands of our market. 
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REAL MOTIVES OF M. GUGGENHEIM'S SONS. 


In answering the arguments of M. Guggenheim's Sons I have thus fa 
them credit for honest though salstakon views upon the subject of lead iste 
but when their real motives in advancing specious arguments and making 
Dee 5 about this mat ter are made clear, they should certainly 
ar no weig s 
When the tariff law of 1890 placed a duty of 1i cents upon fluxin, 
or gese evident e T almost 8 low had been struck at 8 
K rests; and as it seem e of our - 
vent the use of Mexican silver-lead ores In the amel rks of the United 


will satisf: 
e lled into being by the placi 

ese interests were ca n ng by the of a duty of 1 ts 
upon lead in ore, and what is more natu than that f these 6 
own this foreign infant industry should wish to have it nourished by a con- 


Apes Em ri Co lace: fluxi: 

atever duty our erican Congress places upon fluxing ores renders 
them that much harder for American smelters 1o Der in Mexico, and ifa 
prohibitive duty is placed upon this material, they of course can not buy it 
there at all. In the same de; that the American smelter is excluded from 
the Mex flux-ore market, the rr caia oot for the purchase of flux ores 
is lessened, and that material naturally becomes cheaper to the Mexican 
smelter, and when the American smelter is flnally excluded, the Mexican 
smelter controls the Mexican flux-ore market entirely. 


NO FRAUD PRACTICED OR POSSIBLE IN SMELTING IN BOND. 


While M. Guggenheim's Sons claim that smelting in bond is of the test 

ae to Ame gt 3 eqs e $ that if nj E 23 of defrauding 
e Government o revenues, an uan are admit 

duty free to the United States by reason of this method. 

2 ws tpe provisions E verre eh for — — bond e m regula- 
ons of the Treasur rtment are care: read, an -min 

will be full satisfied that fraud is impossible, TEN xy oc maan 
The smelters who import ores under these provisions are under heavy 

bonds to fully Senet. with all provisions of the law and carry out all the 

regulations, and while the law has been in force for over seven years there 

has never a case where any penalty was asked for a rule broken or in- 


NO COMBINATION AMONG SMELTERS. 


It hus been stated in Congress that there was a “smelting trust in th 

DM [mero —.— that this trust was in some way connected "with the o0- 
1 Trust." 

There is not only no“ trust“ among the smelters of the United States, but 
there is 8 no understanding or agi eement of any kind 5 
3 the n y a, deni OIN engaged Tope business 

n America; on the contrary. they areen inde; ent, an sharpest 
kind of competition prevails between them. T 9 


NO CONNECTION BETWEEN SMELTERS AND LEAD TRUST. 


The American Lead Company, or what is sometimes known as the lead 
trust," isa very large manufacturer of white lead, and consequently a very 
la ME of pig lead. 

"Pia ead is the finished product of the smelter, who naturally wishes its 

rice to be high, but as it is the raw material of the white-lead manufacturer, 
e quite as naturally wishes its price to be low. 
e same harmony of interest, therefore, exists between the smelters and 
the American Lead Company as is usual between buyer and seller. There is 
not and can not be any connection between them. 


NOT ENOUGH FLUXING ORES PRODUCED IN THE UNITED STATES TO SATISFY 
DEMANDS. 


It is claimed that enough fluxing ore is produced in the United States to 
"^D chic ui wore trie, the poe ot Bex tag cae nthe United Bites Would 
e e 8 0 0 ates wou 
not be so abnormally high as Ris 
lt is also claimed that a duty of 1} cents per pound upon the lead contents 
of this ore would stimulate its mining, and new flux-ore mines would be do- 


veloped. 
"Ee statement is a fallacy for the following reasons, viz: 


HIGH DUTY ON LEAD ORE WILL NOT INCREASE ITS PRODUCTION IN THE 
UNITED STATES. 


Fluxing ore in this country is so scarce. and the smelters are so anxious to 
get it, that they pay a premium for every ton they buy. 

This fact is sufficient tostimulate the mining of this class of ore, andif any 
new mines could be found in this country they would be developed. 

If a high duty upon these ores will develop new mines, why were they not 
developed when the high duty was on the ores? 


A HIGH DUTY ON PIG LEAD THE GREATEST ADVANTAGE TO LEAD MINER. 


A duty of 2 cents per pound on piglead raises the price of lead in the 
United States, and thereby benefits the lead miners by increasing the value 
of the lead contents of their ore. 

While a moderate duty upon lead in ore would prevent theimportation of 
any larger quantity of that material than was absolutely needed, a high duty 
would really not be of any benefit to the lead miner. e smelters are pay- 
ing him now all they can stand, because of the fluxing qualities of his ore, and 
if foreign fluxing ores are excluded entirely they can pay no more. They are 
his only customers, and to push them beyond the limit might cause them to. 
combine against him. 


FALSITY OF ARGUMENT THAT MINERS NEED PROTECTION AGAINST PAUPER 
LABOR. 


A favorite argument of those who advocate a high diy wr lead in ores 
is that the miner must be protected; they say the smelting works and the 
rich mine owner can take care of themselves, but the poor miner must be 
protected nst the peon labor of Mexico, and that the only reason a 
smelter in the United States has for going out of it to get fluxing ore is be- 
canse he wants to get the cheap material produced by pauper labor. 

It must be remembered that all ores of gold and silver are now and always 
have been. since the foundation of our Republic, upon the free list; the miners 
of these ores are now and always have been unprotected; itis only when lead 
is found in a silver mine that protection is needed from the competition of 
peons and paupers. 
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NO HIGHER WAGES PAID IN FLUXING-ORE MINES THAN IN DRY-ORE MINES. 


The folly of all these protests will be seen when it is stated that there 
never was a case in any part of the United States where the miner in a highly 
protected lead-silver mine received any more wages than those paid to the 
absolutely unprotected dry-ore minerin the same locality. 


CHARACTER OF ORE MAY CHANGE IN A MINE, BUT MINERS' WAGES DO NOT. 


Mines containing silver ore with lead in it have been worked until the 
ceased to carry lead and became dry-ore mines, and later lead was foun 
again, and Av ne mines ue 3 and unprotected " these changes 
occurred, but the wages of the miners never changed a particle. 

This is true of ME in Leadville, Colo. and a case never was heard of 
where wages were raised because a dry-ore mine changed in a flux-ore mine, 
as has often happened. 


MARKET PRICE OF LEAD, NOT COST OF PRODUCTION, GOVERNS VALUE OF 
LEAD IN ORE. 


The people who claim that American smelters buy fluxing ore in Mexico 
because it n produced by n labor forget that the price of pig lead in New 
York governs the price of lead in ore wherever it may be found on this con- 
tinent and not what it may cost to produce the ore. 


DIFFERENCE BETWEEN LEAD ORE AND SILVER-LEAD ORE. 


Lead ore and silver-lead or fluxing ores are two distinctly different com- 
modities. Fluxingore is a material in which the smelter is vitally interested, 
and the duty upon it affects his business; while, as he does not and can not 
with advantage use pure lead ore, he has no wish to import it, and person- 
ally does not care what duty is placed upon it. 

hall occur and no misunderstanding be had, & 
few words about lead ore may be needed. 


n order that no confusion s 
From 1884 to 1894 lead ores bore a duty of 1} cents per pound upon their 
gross weight, or $30 per ton, whatever their lead contents might be. 
This duty was, of course, ridiculous, as an ore which had no silver in it, 
but poe a? 2 say, 100 pounds of lead to the ton, was dutiable to the extent of 
per ton, or about ten times the value of its lead contents after it was ex- 


ected. 

Even under the Wilson bill this distinction exists, and three-quarters of a 
cent per pound duty is charged upon the gross weight of lead ores. As sil- 
ver sinelters can not use to advan lead ores containing no silver, they have 
never cared and do not care now what duty is p upon this material. and 
have, therefore, never considered it in any discussions upon the tariff in 
which they have taken part. en, however, the attention of the Ways and 
Means Committee of the Fifty-fourth Congress was incidentally called to it, 
they at once saw the absurdity of this provision, and fixed the rate of duty 


upon “the lead contents of all ores." : 
Respecttully, JOHN H. MURRAY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending amendment of the 
pice “ n 170 59, line 12, after th 

e SECRETARY. In paragra , page 58, line 12, r the 
word *'cent," it is proceed to oat the words and one-half;" 
so as to read: 

Lead-bearing ore of all kinds, one cent and one-half per pound on the lead 
contained therein. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want a yea-and-nay vote upon agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

A TLE. Mr. President, I gather from what the Senator 
from Nebraska 5 ATEEN] has just been saying that he desires 
a low rate of duty upon lead ores for the reason that the smelters 
of this country require these ores for the purpose of fluxing; that 
is, for use in smelting dry ores. 

I submit, without going into any argument at this time upon 
the merits of protection or the necessity of protection as applied 
to the lead miners in this country, that there can be no question 
upon that score, for if there is a class of men or an industry in the 
country which requires protection in order that it may flourish it 
is the lead-mining industry of the United States as against the 
same industry as carried on in Mexico. 

But there is a provision in the existing law, and it is also reen- 
acted in the bill under discussion, which, it seems to me, covers 
the main objection to the duty upon lead ore. It is a provision un- 
der which fluxing ores, these soft ores, as they are called, may be 
shipped to this country in bond for the purpose of being used asa 
flux for reducing dry ores. It was placed in the law of 1894 in 
response to the aS made by the smelting industry of 
the country, which is the industry asking for free lead ore, or at 
least for a very low duty upon lead ores. 

It was placed there, I believe, ab their request and for the pur- 
pose of enabling them to secure fluxing ores free of duty, thereby 
encouraging the production of dry ores in the country by giving 
them the privilege of shipping ore in bond and setting aside each 
day an amount of metal equivalent to that contained in the ore as 
shown by the assay, the resultant product, of course, to be reex- 
ported or refined and manufactured in this country for the pur- 
pose of export. That provision was incorporated in the law of 
1894. It is proposed to reenact it in this law, and I understand it 
covers every objecti of this character, because it enables the 
. to bring in all the lead ore they desire, but it is to be used 
as a flux. 

Ihave in my hand a letter addressed to my colleague 
TER]. Itis a letter which has been sent to a number of Senators 
here. It is from a smelting company, the concern of M. Guggen- 
heim's Sons. I believe that they own the smelters or the smelting 
capacity in this country to the extent of one-third at least—that 
is, the smelters eng; in the production of ores in which lead 


r. CAR- 
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ore fluxes are used. They write a letter bearing upon this ques- 
tion, in which they go into the details and explain the provisions 
of the bonding clause. I ask, in this connection, that theletter be 
read, asit seems to me it will throw a good deal of light upon the 
subject. It shows, too, that there are a great many people en- 
gaged in the smelting industry who are asking for this rate of a 
cent and a half upon lead in ores. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask the Senator from Montana if it is not true 
that the firm whose letter has been sent out and others of whom 
he speaks are so situated on tide water here that they can ship 
their fluxing ores pe from Mexico? 

: ee MANTLE. ey can not ship the ores from British Co- 
umbia. 

Mr. ALLEN. But they get their fluxing ores from Mexico, I 
understand, and they have water shipment. 

Mr. MANTLE. Of course they must pay the rate of duty in 
any event. whatever it may be. 1 

Mr. ALLEN. Iknow: but the difference between the rate by 
water and the rate by rail is very great, as the Senator well knows, 
and that difference would give this firm a percentage over a firm 
Situated in Nebraska, Colorado, Missouri, or any other interior 


State. 

Mr. MANTLE. At all events, we are to keep in mind in this 
discussion the prime object, which is to protect the lead miners of 
the United States. That is what we are trying to accomplish. I 
think the facts, so far as they have been developed by the discus- 
sion here, and so far as our experience has gone in this matter, 
amply justify—not only justify, but demand—that the rate shall 
be adopted at the point fixed by the committee if we are to encour- 
age the lead-mining industry of this country. ; 

The writers of this letter are themselves owners of lead mines 
and of a smelter in Colorado and at other points in the country. 
They are interested, I believe, in smelters in my own State. Iam 
not certain about that, but I think they are; and I think in their 
presentation of the matter it will become clear how the provision 
to which I have alluded can be used by those who desire to import 
these fluxing ores free of duty. Of course if the product is to be 


used in this country the dnty must be paid; otherwise there would 
be no advantage whatever derived from the protective duty levied; 
but they rr ay import the ore used for a flux and reexport the prod- 


uct and not have to pay any duty whatever. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be read, accord- 
ing to the request of the Senator from Montana, in the absence of 
objection. 

e Secretary read as follows: 


No. 30 BROAD STREET, New YORK, April 3, 1997. * 

Dear SIR: We beg to submit for your careful consideration our views and 
some data with reference to P tariff legisintion on pig lead and 
in ores. We believe it to be for the best interests of the Uni States 


to have a duty of 1} eio ad und on lead in all kinds of ore and 2 cents 
5 pound duty on pig A re are various-interests that must be con- 
e this 


matter, the most My emm factor being the miner. The 
argument of the dry-ore miner is t in consequence of the scarcity of 
fluxes or lead ores the dry-ore miner (whose ores contain no lead) is com- 
pua to pay the smelter an abnormal price for hz his ores treated. 

tion 23 in the proposed Dingley bill permits the smelting and — ce 
foreign wet or lead ores in bond duty free. As smelters can smelt and refine 
— e in bond duty free, the dry-ore miners' contention is entirely un- 

ust e. 

In justice to the dry-ore miner, we will say the existence of section 23 is 
not generally known to him. In fact. many Senators were not aware of the 
effects and benefits of this section. and it is only recently that it became gen- 
erally known to the various smelting companies that they could bond their 
works to advantage and obtain wet ores as fluxes duty free, and only within 
the last few weeks have some of the largest smelting companies completed 
the operation of bonding their works. Therefore the full effect of having 
wet ores entr free in bond will be felt only in the future. 

Another element to ap; „in case the duty on lead should be high. is 
that interest which uses pig lead as a raw ere gan this interest has 
fully protected and taken care of in the proposed Dingley bill and the amend- 
ments thereto. 

We find as follows: 


> = Duty. 
McKinley| Dingley 
law. i wi 


Cents. Centa. 


per pound. x 3 3 


The above are the principal items manufactured in this country where pi 
lead is used in quantities as raw material. It will be seen that the tariff 
rates in the proposed Dingley bill are thesame as they were under the McKin- 
ley law; consequently this interest should not také exception to the duties 
s r9 ores and pig lead being the same now as they were under the McKin- 
ey law. 

Some railroad companies, through their agents, have argued for a low 
duty on wet ores, believing it would benefit them in obtain g the haul on 
wet ores from foreign countries. They were not aware of the provisions of 


section 23, which would give them the haul on the ore, as it will come into 
this country in bond duty free. 

As the source of revenue to the United States Government, a duty 
of 1; cents a pound on lead in ore will very materiall Pi gsc the revenue, 
as it has been demonstrated during the uu t in case the United 
Btates requires lead in addition to what it produces the parties requiring it 
will as readily pay l} cents per pound as they will 1 cent per pound duty. 
It has been represented by parties having mining interests in foreign coun- 
tries (British Columbia and Mexico) that the duty on pig lead re tes the 
price of lead in the United States. í 

This statement will not bear investigation, as it can be proven that the 
duty on ore regulates entirely the price of lead in the United States. A high 
duty on Ly dure and a low duty on lead in ore will not advance the price of 
lead. in the United States, because you lock and bolt the front door and leave 
the back door wide open. As the miner mel for his lead in tho ore accord- 
ing to the ruling price of pig lead, everything sho: done to advance the 

ce of pig lead: and it can only be done effectually by placing a sufficiently 
h duty on the lead imported in the ore. 

fo illustrate that the duty on ore regulates the price of pig lead in New 
York, vou will find upon meee By that the pete ht pov Yor die lead in 
New York for the four years of 1890, 1391, 1592, and 1 was $1.07) per 100 

. pounds. The average London price for four years was $2.55 per 100 pounds; 
adding 1} cents per pound duty for the lead in the ore, the result would be 
$4.05 per 100 pounds, which is within 50 cents a ton of the average New York 

rice for those four 2 whoreasif the duty on pig lead had regulated 

he New York prize of pig lead, tho New York price of pig lead should have 
been $1.55 for the average of those years, or $10 per ton more. As toa com- 
parison of the New York price with the average London price plus duty on 
ore and duty on pig lead from 1894 to 1396, it is difficult to reach correct con- 
clusions for various reasons. t 

The differential between the ore duty and the pig-lead duty was only one- 
quarter cent a pound, consequently it is difficult to estimate what the effect 
would have been had the duty between the two been, say. one-half cent a 
pound or more; and. furthermore, conditions of the New York and London 
markets during the last three years were abnormal, financial conditions and 
general depression of business in this country having made it so that for 
many months at a time there was practically no sale for lead here 8 
atcrisis prices, and the price in London varied materiaily during the las 
years because of the immense falling off in the Australian production. 

"There aro in the United States a great ANE mines nnd many thousand 
miners that will be benefited by a high pricefor lead. Weestimate that with 
l.cent per nd duty on lead in the ores the ruling price of pig lead in New 
York would be from $ to $3.00 per 100 pounds: whereas if the duty should be 
Ii cents per pound. the ruling price for pig lead in New York would probably 
be $3.50 to $4 per 100 pounds. ; 

e are the owners of a lead mine ia the United States hav in sight 


50 to $t per 100 
unds, we can afford to work this mine, but if lead rules from $3 to 9.50 per 
Too pounds, we can not. 


worked and xol ete 


ters, 
also contended that one-half cent per P esl or $10 per ton,differential be- 
tween lead ore and pig lead was insufficient to protect their interests in the 
United Btatesagninst the growth of smelters in British Columbia and Mexico. 
As they have the privilege of smelting wet ores in bond duty free, this gives 
them very cheap fluxes. Besides, there is a differential of one-half cent per 
nd, or $10 per ton. between the lead ore and pig isad, and a frey rate 
— Colorado points for shipments to Europe for the resulting product, via 
Galveston, at 80 per ton, which is a little more than half the cost of freight in 
case products are brought to the East and then shipped to Europe. S d 
additional advantages become necessary to prevent the growth of smelting 
. works in foreign countries, there is no legislation that can be enacted by the 
United States that will prevent the growth of smelters in foreign countries. 
We are satisfied that in case a greater differential than one-half cent per 
pound is made between ore and pig lead, countries like Mexico would retali- 
ate by putting an export duty on lead ore or by discriminating against other 
importations, corn, etc., from the United States, as they would be dissatisfied 
with a 2 differential than what existed under the McKinley law, and 
Dn m d wania be specifically called to the object intended in making 
this differential greater. 
Furthermore, should the differential be 1 cent per pound, or $20 per ton as 
a differential between the duty on ore and pig lead, as is p under the 
Dingley bill and should the contention be correct that the duty on pig lead 
and ced the quur en ore pv perme the price of pig lead in America, the bonus 
of $20 that the Dingley bill gives the smelter, then this would enable the 
smelter and refiner on the Atlantic Coasr to bring lead ore from Australia, 
pain, Greece, South America, in fact, from all over the world, in such enor- 
mous quantities that the price of lead in this country would in time fall to a 
price ruinous to the 8 ot lead. d 
We will be pl to furnish you with any additional information that 
you mey desire, A: 1 
ours, respectfully, 
M. GUGGENHEIM'8 SONS. 
Hon. THOMAS H. CARTER, 


United States Senator from Montana, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. ALLEN. I should like to state to the Senator from Mon- 
tana that this firm of M. Guggenheim's Sons own mines in the 
United States, and those mines produce fluxing ores, I under- 
stand. They are therefore interested in a high tariff on fluxing 


ores. 

Mr. MANTLE: They seem to be interested both ways. They 
own, as I have stated, about 30 to 33} per cent of the smelting 
capacity of the country, and they say, too, that they own mines: 
Ithink they have presented a very good case indeed from a pro- 
tective side of the question. They have shown, I think, pretty 
conclusively that itis the duty upon lead ore that regulates the 
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value of lead in this comig, and not the taty upon pig lead. I 
think that they have brought that out very clearly and forcibly 
by quotations from the market reports both in London and in this 
country, showing that the difference in the price was the amount 
of the duty upon lead in ores. 

Mr. President, there is just one thing I wish to say in relation 
to what I have already said respecting the provision of the law 
permitting these ores to be shipped for the purpose of fluxing in 
bond duty free. My opinion is that that provision ought to be 
amended so that a limit would be placed upon the time during 
which the resultant product of those lead ores might be held in 
bond in this country; that is to say. there ought to be a time speci- 
fied at the expiration of which the duty should be paid upon such 
lead, or else it should be reexported. As the matter now stands, 
there is no limit placed upon the time during which the resultant 
product may be kept in bond; and, owing to the looseness with 
which the law was drawn, it is a fact, I believe, that a great deal 
of lead resulting from these ores, which have been shipped in bond 
and set aside, are lost track of. It went somewhere, no one seems 
to know where, but it was lost; the duty was not paid; and there 
can be no question but what it entered into use and was sold in 
this country, and evaded the payment of duty. 

There is another phase of that question. Unless some limitation 
is placed upon the time during which lead resulting from these 
ores may be held in bond, it is piled up in enormous quantities, 
thus constituting a menace to the home product, because at any 
moment, when the market is feeble, the lead ore accumulated and 
held in bond may be released and thrown upon the market upon 
the payment of the duty, thereby lowering the price of the home 
product and greatly injuring, in fact almost destroying, the pro- 
tective benefit which the lead miner is supposed to receive. 

It does seem to me, Mr. President, that that weakness in the 
lawoughttoberemedied. I have offered an amendment intended 
to correct that trouble, and I sincerely hope the Finance Commit- 
tee will favorably consider it. 

As argument has been made by the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. ALLEN] in opposition to the amendment proposed by the 
committee, and documents have been filed presenting that side of 
the controversy, I ask that the documents I have here may be 
printed in the Recorp. Ishall not stop to read them. One of 
them is a memorial of the Lead Miners’ Association of Southern 
New Mexico, and presents their side of the controversy. The 
other is the statement of the St. Joseph Lead Company, which 
presents a most comprehensive statement of the entire situation 
with reference tothe production of lead. its importation, its price 

its consumption, etc. Lask that these documents may be printed 
in the RECORD. * 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The documents referred to are as follows: 


THE TARIFF ON LEAD. 


[Memorial of the Lead Miners’ Association of Southern New Mexico to the 
Congress of the United States.] 


Ata meeting of the Lead Miners’ Association of Southern New Mexico, 
held at Magdalena, N. Mex., February 4, 1897, it was— 

“ Resolved, That a committee of five be appointed to pre a memorial to 
the Con sof the United States asking that the rates of duty imposed b 
the McKinley bill on imported pig lead and lead in ores shall be restored with 
n facilities for their determination by commercial sample.and assay, 

hat the duties so determined shall be collected in cash at the port of entry, 
and that the pute of importing and manufacturing lead in any form * 
bond shall be abolished.” 

In accordance with the above resolution the following memorial was pro- 
pared and ado „and. it was also £ 

* Resolved, t Hon. W. S. Williams, of Socorro, N. Mex., a member of the 
committee, bs requested to lay this memorial before members of Congress 
and urge the adoption of the provisions asked.” 


Attest: 
GEO. F. WALKER, Secretary. 
A. B. FITCH, President. 


MAGDALENA, N. MEx., February 4, 1897. 


MEMORIAL. 


The lend mining industry of the United States asks that the rates of 
duty imposed by the McKinley bill on all im: of lead and lead in ores 
shall be restored, that these duties shall be collected in cash when the entries 
are made, and that adequats measures shall be taken to honestly determine 
and collect the duties so imposed, without allowances or exemptions of any 
kind whatever. * 

This country is the largest consumer of white lead and lead p (which 
are the chief uses for pig lead) in the world, because we are b ng more 
houses of all kinds, and especially because we build more houses of wood, 
which must be in order to be preserved. Our consumption has al- 
ways exceeded our production. During a period of great depression we con- 
sumed, in 1501, in round numbers, 193,000 short tons and produced only 163,000 
—— aree In 1895 we consuined 232,000 short tons and produced only 170,000 
E 8. 

Our production increased 7,000 tons and our consumption increased 49,000 

Seo Mineral Resources of tho United States, 1895—Lead, 

It would seem thet surely here was a legitimate and inviting field for the 
employment ot idle American labor. Onthecontrary,the lead-mining indus- 
try is languishing; prospecting has ceased: the small mines are closed and 
the la ones are able to work only by reducing wages and a total surrender 
of profits. In one of the hitherto flourishing camp; there is bitter strife 
— a reduction of wages, with the prospect that that camp will be ruined 

‘or many years. 
The great smelting plants contend that this country can not supply 


1897. 
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demand and that it is necessary for them to go abroad for lead ores to con- 
duct their operations of reducing our own gold and silver ores. In this kind 
the lend is to collect and combine with the gold and 


3 of metallie lead used r j 
rnace charge. The resulting product is base bullion, or pig lead, carrying 


tracted too, and the lead re its other work eqn: 
No great quantities of 

pua in this country now, 
w in silver, that can not be mined at present 


ding somewhat on the sulphur con- 


an can price could be for digging them, there is no doubt 
that this country could furnish the lead ores necessary to smelt all our 
own gold and silver ores. 


of the world's product of silver is obtained from 
A puy that would encourage the wor of 
nn 


large propo: 
argentiferous ores of le: 
le them tofurnish a large part or all the lead 


our mines would probably e 


umed in this country, give 5 to our own ple instead of 
3 and increase the output of the precious me in this country 
rather than that of Mexico or British America. 


In old Mexico there are several districts that produc? typical high-grade 
oxidized lead ores that carry & content of silver. The most im t 
of these is the Sierra Mojada, which has had the reputation of producing ore 
that ran 30 per cent lead and 30 ounces of silver per ton, year in and year out. 
It has been a heavy shipper to this country, reaching even as far as the Mis- 
souri River smelters g the ores of the (ds Valley. 

A late discovery, the Sierra del Carmen, in the State of Coahuila, within 
15 miles of the Rio Grande, it is thought, will prove richer than the Sierra 
Mo, Development of these mines has been prosecuted for two years, 
and the ore is said to run 40 percent lead and to carry 40 ounces of silver per 
ton. That sort of ore can well afford to pay the highest rate of duty we can 
assess for the privilege of using our markets. Lee hoor of it will displace 
2 tons of our own low-grade ores, the silver contents serving to carry it to 
the most distant marketa. 

The product of these rich mines is mainly controlled by Americans. Some 
of itis brought as ore to this country, disp! domestic ore, and more is 
brought in form of base bullion to be refined in bond, the resulting lead 
being held asa threat to our market, keeping prices below the point of profit- 
able home production. 

There was also found in old Mexico such an abundance of cheap labor that 
the labor cost of mining and smelting these ores was only one-third the same 
cost in the United States. 

It would seem that these Americans should be satisfied to make their for- 
tanes in old Mexico. with all these advan but they are not. They want 
our cheaper coal and coke and, more than all, they want our market for their 
lead. They would like to have their "raw material in the shape of ore ad- 
mitted free of duty. Failing in that, they hope that the present low rate of 
the Wilson tariff, that has proved so ruinous to American mines, will not be 
exceeded. y have taken our legitimate work and given it to the Mex- 
icans, who owe no fealty to this Government, pe us idle. they 
return with the products of that cheap labor, to take advantage of our better 
fuel and market, let them pay such tax on them as will be adequate compen- 
sation for our loss. 

A practical example will show that itis not adequate now. A ton of 20 per 
cent Sierra Mojada old Mexico ore, 1555 30 ounces of silver, is worth 
now, delivered at the Missouri River, for the lead, $9.90; for the silver, $19.50; 
total, $29.40. The charges are: Freight, $12; American duty on lead, $4.50; 
Mexican duty on silver. $l; total, $17.50, returning to the miner $11.90 per ton. 

A ton of 30 per cent lead ore from New Mexico, carrying 5 ounces of silver, 
ig worth, at the Missouri River, $9.90 for the lead and $3.25 for the silver; total, 
$13.15. Charges are, for the freight, $7, returning to the miner $6.15, which, 
with close 5 Will possibly pay the cost of the digging. ssing 
and sorting, hauling, and! g on the cars, with nothing left for the mine 
owners. 

The Mexican owner has twice as much returned to him with which to pa 
only one-third as great a labor cost. Of course it is the difference in the rii 
ver content that makes the difference in the amount returned to the miner; 
but that is the way nature has deposited values in the two localities. š 


THE SILVER IS THE CULPRIT, 


It carries the load when it comes to making a long journey. 

it isa pity we do not tax it for bringing that lead into this country, as it 
could not come except for the silver. It costs no more todiga ton of lead ore 
with m bm of silver in it than one with only 6, or none at all; so the 
exam r. 

if pss made the duty 1j cents a pound of lead contents and collected another 
wee. the Mexican would still make a greater profit on his work than we could 
make on ours. 

This is supposing that the tariff imposed is carefully and ly col- 

It is not collected so now. It is not dont Sg A do it with the ma- 
chinery provided by our Government. 

At the port of El Paso, Tex., an average of 40 carloads of Mexican ores is 
received daily. To weigh. sample, and assay these 40 carloads of ores, the 
United States employs one assayer with one assistant. The t is 
only ornamental, so the &ssayer has the whole work to do. 

On the other hand, the smelting company that uses this ore employs over 
fifty men to take the sample while unl ig the cars and prepare it for the 

yer, and they do not think that they do any unnecessary work. ‘Thecon- 

ts of ores from any mine are gant aap varying, and it is not possible to 

determine them for any given quantity without handling the whole of that 
quantity and sampling it in the regular commercial way. 

Is there not alaw requi the r sampling of imported lead ores? If 
"Mr. Cloveland's Adentuistzation, through the framing of a tariff Tow by Ms. 

r. Cleve ^s Admi on, ata w x 
to puti ores on the free list as “raw materials.” 


wide open for undervaluations. 
the law at El Paso, 
United States is en! 


It comes with ill grace for the great smelting uento to advocate a policy 


that will result in harm to the lead-mining indus of the United States. 
Asarulethey are not miners, nor are they interested in miues in this 
country, though some of them are quite heavily interested in old Mexico. 
They make contracts for lead ores and pay for them only when recsived and 
determined. They do not then pay the going market price, but have a dis- 
honest habit of underquoting itas a sort of insurance that they may make 
use of the lead hased and then market it without danger of loss from 
any decline while it is in their hands. At this writing (February 5. 1397), on 
arising market, lead is quoted in Ney York strong at $3.20 to $3.25 ner 100 
poma and the “smelter quotation” for use in settling with the ora pro- 


ucers is $2.90. 

This practice is permitted because the producers are not comb ned and the 
smelters are. In 1801 the greatsmelters had a “clearing house ` and parceled 
out the lead mines that each one was permitted todevour. The de 
process was so successful that the vege house was dissolved and the 
smelters raised the price of lead ores for their own salvation. (See Mineral 
Resources of the United States, 1895—Lead.) 

Thus the actual decline in the market and more, too, has been borne 
the producer, the lead miner. Is it any wonder that he has not kept up wi 
the demand and that the smelters think they are compelled to go abroad for 
their supply of lead ores? 

‘There is another governmental ee that has operated to depress the 
lead. mining industry. It is the priv of impo: and . 
“in bond.” Why this rivilege sho be granted to lead and not to tin or 
— or wool, it is tosay. Ithas been shamefully abused, and should be 

rawn. 

This privilege makes it easier to import Mexican ores, that already hold a 
gren vantage over those of domestic production. It also permitsthe “lead 

st” to import Euro, pig lead at small cost, to threaten and break down 
our market, as they didin July, 189t. It also breeds the suspicion that in some 
vr or other the payment of du in whole or in part, is finally escaped. 

t those who wish to import lead in any ING the duty when it enters 
this country, in cash. They need no assurance t the United States will 
refund it if the bulliun is properly rted, and when they get cash out 
of the United States Treasury they will be entitled to it. 

The lead miners of this count o not desire the ruin of the smelting inter- 
— — they do want such conditions that it will pay the smelters to favor 

omestic ores. 


qoom. lower t. 
hey must make a 


Least of all should the “lead trust" presumo to speak for the American 
lead miner. The chief end of its existence is to buy pig lead at the lowest 
ice and sell its own products made from it at tho highest e 
ith small gratitude for this country. that not only permit but 
ostered its existence, it has sought to supplant our lead pi 


degree. 


[Statement of the St. Joseph Lead Company (J. Wyman Jones, president; 
Frederic E. Camp, treasurer; C. B. Parsons, superintendent, and Dwight 
A. Jones. secretary) and the Doe Run Lead Com 
Building. 56 Liberty street, New York; Laclede Buil Fourth and Olive 
streets, St. Louis; Bonne Terre, Mo.; mines and works in St. Francois and 
OMM counties, Mo.) in support of a duty of 1j cents on 8 
ores. 


Believing that the amendments of the Senate Finance Committee to para- 
graphs 179 and 180 of Schedule C of House bill 379, entitled A bil to provide 
revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries of the United 
States.“ and particularly that the amendment which the duty on 
lead-bearing ores to 14 cents on their lead conte are of vital consequence 
to the miners of this country who are interested in lead ores, as well as to all 
those who dwell in the lead- sections of our country and all who are 
interested in lead es, we submit this statement for fair examina- 


tion. 
The above companies were organized in 1864 and 1886, tively, and are 
the largest miners of disseminated galena lead ore in the United States. 
They employ over a thousand men and case id over 20,000 tons of pig lead 
annually. ey have no other metal, in merchantable 8 their 
ore. and are dependent for life upon the American demand for lead in the 
open market. The industries carried on by them have built up several largo 
towns in southeastern Missouri, have greatly in the weaith of that 
Mon of one country, and have been the means of support of many thou- 
sand people. 

These companies submitted to the Ways and Means Committee of the 
House of Representatives at the hearing on January 9, i897, a statement 
which is printed in the report of the ta: hearings before that committee 
asking for the restoration of the duties affecting them to the rates of the 
tariff of 1890. This request was granted, in a measure, and the duty on pig 
lead and base bullion was made 2 cents a nd, but the House relused to 
restore the duty on lead ore, and thereby largely nullified the effect of its 
favorable action in regard to lead and base bullion. 

This defect was remedied by the Finance Committee of the Senate after 
most careful investigation, and the duty on lead-bearing ores was in 
by that committee to 1; cents a pona: An pig lead and base bullion 


remaining at 2 cents a pound. enow t rmanent adoption by the 


y (offices— ant 
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endment of the Finance Committee increasing the duty on lead in ores, 
and ask attention to the following statistics of the lead ind D 
The production of refined lead in the United States from 1825 to 1896, both 
inclusive, is shown in the following table taken from the Report of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, volume 4, Part IIT, 1894-95, page 359: 


[Short tons.] 


Total pro- Total pro- Total pro- 
Year. duction: duction | Year. duction. 
H 
| 
S 1,500 | 15, 800 
1830. 8,000 26,000 | 15,300 
1831.. 7,500 30,000 16, 400 
1832 10,000 | 23, 000 | 1 15,000 
1883.. 11,000 23,000 14,100 
1834... 12,000 25,000 14,200 
1835.. 13,000 23,500 14, 800 
1830...... 15, 000 22, 000 15, 300 
12 9 13, 500 18, 500 14,700 
838... 15,000 15, 700 16,100 
1839 17,500 16,800 , 200 
1840 17,000 16,500 | 16, 400 
1841. 20,500 15, 800 17,500 
pi WR 24,000 18, 17,830 
EFT 
Year udes ver- | (inclüdes | eign ores | American 
fore ized lead. Mis- | and base 
ores n souri). | bullion. | Product. 
on) 


25, ns 
42,540 
52,080 |..... 
, 640 
64, 070 649 
81, 900 748 
91.000 290 
730 650 
97, 825 135 
117,085 315 
132, 890 875 
143,957 157 
139,597 119,955 
129,412 107, 437 
135, 629 114, 820 20, 800 5,000 130, 629 
160, 700 185, 552 25,148 15,000 145, 700 
,555 151,465 29, 090 28, 636 151,919 
182,467 153, 709 29,258 28, 570 158,2 
161, 754 130, 403 81,851 18, 124 143, 630 
, 405 171,009 31,397 23, 852 178, 554 
213, 262 181,584 81,678 39,057 113,305 
503 196, 820 #2, 513 65, 351 163, 982 
219, 090 181.404 31,085 59,739 162, 686 
579 200, 300 98, 189 70, 642 167, 937 
,452 200, 830 44,616 72, 441 173,011 


* First importation of foreizn ores, 

+The 8 for 1305 nnd 1895 are from statistics prepared by Mr. E. A. 
Caswell, of New York, who is well known as a lead statistician and whose 
tables are nsed in Government publications. (See volume 4, Part III, Report 
of the Secretary of the Interior, 1894-95, pages 889.) 


W for comparison and for the purpose of showing additional facts 
MERO the ten ours last past, the following table, which has been com- 
piled by us from statistics prepared by Mr. Caswell. 


Table of United States lead production and consumption, in short tons, from 
1887 to 1897. 


15, 400 
21,018 250 
24,050 904 
14,04 A5 
21,575 921 
20,380 400 
29,210 935 
17,468 585 
20, 254 24,070 

46, 490 


Table showing average price of common pig lead at New York City. 
1886... 
1887 
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* See Engineering and Mining Journal, June 19, 1897, page 647. 


Table showing duties, in cents per pound, since the organization of the St. Joseph 
Lead Company. 


Senato 

amend- 

menta, 

Lead in pigs. bars, ài 
ad in pi 

and fees balllon 2 2 

Scrap lead, etc........ 9 2 


We submit that these tables show that this country does not produce 
enough lead ore to supply the wants of the country; that our home miners 
are eugened in keen competition with foreign ores and foreign bullion, are 

n 


receiving lower and lower prices, and are at the point of surrendering their 
market to foreigners. 

It will be observed that the production of lead in this country, owing tothe 
protection given the industry, has grown to a large business, but that it is 
even yet far below the needs of the country, and that nothing but the pro- 
tective tariff prevents the absolute surrender of our only market to the prices 
at which Mexican lead can b» sold here at a profit. The disastrous results 
which followed the importations for consumption in the year 1595, which 
were 20,254 tons of ore, 27,776 tons of bullion, and 22,947 tons of pig lead, illus- 
trate clearly the effects of a low tariff. Nothing like the demoralization of 
the American market during the year 1808 has ever been experienced in the 
onn and the official price of during the year touched 2.50 cents per 
pound in the city of New York. : 

Mines were closed and abandoned, and the general de jon among miners 
of lead ore and silver-lead ore reached its climax. the duties of tariff of 
1890 been in force there would not have been such an overwhel flooding 
of our market. But the restoration of a part of these rates will not remedy 
the trouble. If the price at which Mexican base bullion can be sold at a profit 
in this country is raised by the imposition of a duty of 2 cents a pound, we 
are still unprotected unless the duty on foreign ores is also propor- 
tionately. If this duty is kept at 1 cent per pound, all the foreign lead that 
comes bere will come in the shape of ores, and the price will be controlled by 
the cost of these ores at New York, plus 1 cent a pound duty. 

This price is not sufficient to protect our miners or to n dy pala to 
the working classes. This coun ry does not export lead made from domestic 
ores. Theexports referred toin the Monthly Summary of Finance and Com- 
merce, under the heading Exports of domestic merchandise,” are exports 
of foreign bullion, or manufactured lead, this classification covering all 
fore articles the form of which has been chan; or the value enhanced. 
(See Commerce and Navigation uf the United States, 1896, Volume I. page vii.) 

Nothing to-day stands between the American producer and the low prices 
of the summer of 1836 excepting the higher price of the London market and 
the prospective increase in our tariff. 'The rice enables refiners of 
bullion to make more profit by shipping their uct to Europe than by 
paying duty here and selling it in our market. The importance of makin: 

e rate 2 cents on bullion is therefore evident, for without this increase, a 
the slightest weakness in the London market, this bullion can be pat upon 
our market at destructive prices. 

But unless the duty on ores is ad at J} cents, we shall still be at the mercy 
of the Mexican miners, for the difference in the price of labor and the cost of 
transportation is not covered by 1 cent duty nor even fully by 1j cents, as was 
shown during the period while the tariff of 1890 was in force, when Mexican 
ge came here in large quantities and were able to compete with our domes- 

ic ores. 

We call attention to the fact that the Government will receive more reve- 
nue if the duty on ores remains 1j cents than it will reccive if 1 cent is made 
the rate, as these ores must come here to supply our deficiency in production. 

Under the tariff of 1890 a very large proportion of the foreign lead that 
came here came in the shape of ores, and this fact re ponte proof that 
it will come in this way again, as this is the natural tof the high duty 
on pig lead and bullion. Under the tariff of 1890 the duty on ores was 1} 

and the tariff yielded the following revenue from lead-bearing ores: 


cen 


813, 139. 95 
877, 309. 81 


Me Monthly Summary of Finance and Commerce, March, 1896, pages 1145, 


Had the duty been 1 cent, as was roposed by the House bill, the revenue 
collected Would only have been: s . s 


And the Government would have lost $767,145.49. 

This is approximately what the Government will lose in the next three 
years — making the duty 1 cent instead of 1j cents. Why should this loss be 
assumed? These ores have come here continuously since 1887, and are bound 
to come in the future. 

The following number of short tons have been imported and used in 
American consumption: 


During this period, from 1887 to 1896, the Government collected not only the 
duties on this ore but large amounts were received from pig lead and base 


bullion, Under the Dingley bil as it passed the House it is fair to assume 
that the Government will get no income from its high duties on — Ban and 
base bullion, because dealers will find it to their advantage to g in the 
ores at the low rate of duty. If. however, the duty on ores is advanced to 
Mont it is reasonable to assume that, in addition to the increased amount 

duty collected on the imported ores, considerable duty will be received 
from pig lead and base bullion, which can then have a chance of coming into 


the country at a cost that will bear tone parity to the value of foreign ore, 


lead and 1j cents on ores, 
destruction of the home 


plus the expense of smeiting in the Uni 


Sta 
The tariff of 1390, with i 
showed excellent results. 


ts rates of 2 cents on 
And there was no su 
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market and loss of revenue as occurred in 1896. The following amounts have 
been collected in duties on lead and manufactures of lead: 


year ending June 30. (See Monthly Summary of Finance and Com- 
: en $226, 617.78 
41, e ne 
> --- 221, 047. 37 57,757. 11 
Calendar year ending December 31. (See Monthly Summary of Finance 

and Commerce, March. 1596, pages 1145, 1146.) 
1890 [1900170 5 eee S $758, 062. 75 
5 -.-. 1,385, 437. 84 
4.0, 871. 80 


- * From figures furnished by the Bureau of Statistics. 


The on!y opposition to the Senate rate on ores comes from a few smelters 
ho try to obscure the rights of the miners. Wo assert that the increase of 
uty on ores does not prevent their purchase for fluxing. 'They are just as 
ineo 3 just as easily transported when the duty is 1j cents as when 

s 1 cent. 

2 mye lead and silver-lead miners need protection against low prices on these 
luxing ores. 

The price to the miners is the question with which the mining interests of 
this country are concerned. ee i have their ores to sell,and t A" desire to 
obtain a fair return for them. hy should the &melters object to this, un- 
less they have interests in foreign mines? The advance in price is made good 
to them and they lose nothing. 

This whole question turns on Arie If the duty on ores is kept down to 
lcent,the great smelting establishments alone will secure the benefits of the 
tariff. They will no doubt advance prices for their 1 and get the 
double benefit in their own profits of the increase in duties on pig lead and 

f the low price of ores. This is manifestly unjust. They should be willing 
fo allow the price of ores to be sufficiently high to reestablish the mining 
interests of the country on a prosperous basis, and were it not for probable 
interest in Mexican and British Columbia mines they would be. 

If we admit the claim that they must have lead ores for fluxing, we say: 
Let them buy American ores at a fair price or buy foreign ores and either 
pay a fair proportionate dux on them or take advantage of the bonding 
2 — and use the ores for fluxing and then export them. They are 

bundantly protected, for tho duty on pig lead and on all lead products has 
been advanced. There is therefore no reason why smelters should stand in 
the way of the protection of American minersand the development of Ameri- 
can mines, and some of them do not. 

The contention of a few refiners that transportation and other expenses 
make three-quarters of a cent, or 1 cent, duty on lead in ore equivalent to 2 
cents on pig lead is unsound, for experience and the record show that for the 
most part the duty on lead in the ore has been the actual margin at which 
the United States price has ruled above the foreign price, so that this lower 
duty must be considered as the maximum protection under any tariff. 

A duty of 1; cents on lead ores means $3) instead of a ton, or $10 a ton 
nearer a fair price for all lead from silver and other lead-bearing ores. 

The duty on ores will, in conjunction with their cost, flx the lowest price 
at which they can be sold in our country, and the difference between 1 cent 
duty and l; cents means $10 per ton to the miner. It is intimated that this 
increase in the price of ores will cause the smelters to charge more for refin- 
ing dry ores. But this is highly improbable, because— 

. There is a corresponding increase of duty on pig lead, and the smelters 
have no excuse for charging more for their processes. 

2. The amount of imported ores is about one-fifth of all the desilverized 
lead produced in the country, and therefore the extra cost per ton for flux- 
ing ores. if it were all charged against the lead miners, would be only one- 
fifth of $10 per ton, Which would leave a handsome profit to the miners who 
sold their ores at an advance of $10 per ton. 

3. The irri Mego among the smelters will keep down the cost of smelting. 

4. Some of the most influential refiners favor the increase in duty on ores 
and will prevent injustice. 

It may, therefore, be concluded that every section of our country where 
lead and silver-lead mines exist will be greatly benefited by this increase of 
duty on ore. Colorado. Montana, Nevada, Utah, Idaho, and Missouri will 
receive equal benefit; the depression in mining centers will be helped, and 
the benefits of protection will reach the homes of our mining population. 

The benefits of the Senate rate are already appearing. 

The nearer the date for the enactment of the tariff law of 1897 as amended 
by the Senate the better becomes the lead market. It is universally con- 
ceded that the price of pig lead, before settling down for the summer, is 
awaiting the action of Congress. The overthrow of the Senate amendment 

ing the duty 1} cents on ores means a decrease in price, a market glutted 
with foreign ores, nnd stagnant business at home. "T'hese results wil! prevent 
the return of prosperity and depress the working classes. 

On the other hand, an enactment of the bill with the Senate rate on lead in 
ores will stimulate the entire lead-mining 1 of the country. It will 
make active work in many localities where itis sorely needed. It will 
employers to do their share toward extending that general 
which we look and will help to spread among workers in this 

rin confidence that Con 


enable 
rospérity for 
eld of labor a 


favors the encouragement of this home indus- 


and the payinent of American wages to American miners. 
Sr. JOSEPH LEAD COMPANY, 
Dor Run LEAD COMPANY, 
By DWIGHT A. JONES. 
JUNE 25, 1897. 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, this letter, written from No. 30 
Broad street, New York, to the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
CARTER] by Guggenheim’s Sons, seems to be a letter prepared for 
the occasion. I do not know who the firm of Guggenheim's Sons 
are, except, as I understand, they have a refinery somewhere upon 
the Atlantic Ocean, or upon the water, so that it can be reached 
from the ocean, and that their fluxing ores are shipped from 
Mexico by water, costing them practically nothing. I think Iam 
substantially correct in that statement. 

Mr. CARTER. Will the Senator permit an interruption? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CARTER. It is true the gentlemen who write the letter 
referred to by the Senator, and read from the Secretary's desk, 
are interested in mines and likewise in smelting. They insist 
upon an adequate duty upon lead ore not upon the basis of ship- 
ments made by them from Mexico, or upon the basis of the fact 
that they own a lead mine, or a number of mines, but upon the 
substantial ground that the price of lead ore in this country is 


primarily determined by the duty fixed upon the lead ore im- 
ported, and not the duty Boon the pig lead. Hence. a low duty 
on the lead in the ore would fix the price of the lead to the smelt- 
ers producing it, and a high duty on pig lead would not be avail- 
able for the purpose of fixing the price. 

Mr. ALLEN. In other words, they want to fix the price by 
statute, and they do not want that price to be affected in conse- 
quence of competition or anything else of that kind. 

Mr. President, this firm, if they are to be believed—and I pre- 
sume they are; I know nothing to discredit them—have access to 
fluxing ores from Mexico by water. They own a large mine, some 
500,000 tons of fluxing ores, I think they state, somewhere in the 
mountain States, I do not know exactly where. 

Mr.SHOUP. At Leadville. 

Mr. ALLEN. At Leadville. If any person was ever in the 
position in which the negro advised his boy to set his deadfall 
when he was teaching him, Guggenheim's Sons are in that posi- 
tion. The negro told his boy to set his deadfall to catch the coon 
‘comin’ or gwine,” and these fellows have got their deadfall so set 
as to catch the interests of this country from either direction. 
They are willing that their fluxing ores should be run as they are 
run now, providing they can get the advantage of fluxing ores 
from Mexico along the tide water up here to their smelting works, 
np I think are in New Jersey, although I will not state that 
they are. 

.CARTER. They are in the State of New Jersey. 

Mr. ALLEN. In the State of New Jersey. 

Mr. President, they have got every interior smelting mine by 
the throat under those circumstances. No wonder they throw 
their hats in the air for high duties on lead in the ore. Every 
ton of fluxing ore that is shipped from Mexico to Kansas City, or 
to Omaha, or into some other of the interior States to some of 
those refineries, must come by rail, where the rate of transporta- 
tion is—I will not undertake tosay how much greater than it is 
by water, but certainly 100 per cent or more. 

Of course they can afford to do this. If the policy advised in 
the letter written to the honorable senior Senator from Montana 
by Guggenheim's Sons shall be followed out by Congress in the 
framing of this bill. every smelter who is not situated upon tide 
water in the United States will beclosed if this bill becomes a law. 
'That firm want the duty high, but. whetherit be high orlow, they 
can ship from Mexico; and if it be high, they can ship from their 
mines in Colorado or wherever their mines may be located. 

But I call the attention of the Senate, and I call the Senators 
from Montana to witness the fact, that nine-tenths, if not 99 per 
cent, of the smelters of this country are opposed to this duty of 
a cent and a half a pound on lead in the ore, and have repeatedly 
so expressed themselves in letters and memorials and telegrams. 

Mr. President, I do not want to see anything happen to the lead- 
mining interest of this country which will imperil it. I should 
like to see it built up; I should like to see it grow stronger from 
day to day aud from year to year; but I do not want to see it 
propped up by legislation to the extent of driving the smeltin 
and other important interests of the United States to the Britis 
Possessions and to Mexico. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, in this, as in almost every other 
case, we are confronted with conflicting interests, each demanding 
certain protective rates from the Congress of the United States 
upon their production. In the case before us there are smelters 
who want the silver ore from Mexico admitted free for fluxing 
purposes. One of these smelters is within 5 miles of the city in 
which I live—the Argentina Smelter Company, in the State of 
Kansas. On the other hand, we find the silver-mine owners of 
the West, whose mines produce the mixed ores of silver and lead— 
for they are found together—in favor of the highest possible duty 
on the foreign ores and upon pig lead from abroad, especially upon 
those ores, because it is a competing proluct with that of their 
mines. 

We have in the State of Missouri both interests, because the 
Argentina Smelter is practically in my State, though about 3 or 4 
miles from the State line. Besides these interests, the State of 
Missouri has the largest galena ore mines in the United States, 
the St. Joe Mine being the largest I know of anywhere. The 
capital invested in it is $5,500,000, and there are a number of other 
inines; the Doe Run Mine, the Central Mine, and others in the 
immediate vicinity, with investments of from two hundred to 
three hundred and fifty and four hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. President, in the vote that I shall give, and for which I am 
responsible, I am actuated alone by what I believe to be the inter- 
ests of the consumers of the United States. I do not think I am 
hereto represent the lead-mine owners of Missouri or the smelters 
of Missouri. The question that I am to determine is, What is the 
effect upon the common people of the United States, the large 
mass of consumers, who mnst use the products of lead for the 
ordinary purposes of life? l very frankly state that I will not 


vote one cent for protection in order to increase the priceof white 
lead to the poor people of the United States. 
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We have in this country an immense lead trust; and the super- 
ficial observer would be inclined to think that the interest of that 
trust was to put a low duty upon the imported lead, or to put it 
upon the free list, because that is their raw material; but I have 
before me the report of that trust, showing that their interest is 
entirely in the opposite direction, and that they want a duty upon 
lead for the simple reason, as they express it, that they have always 
on hand a large amount of the raw material, and a low duty de- 
creases the value of that material as part of their assets. In this 
report, the last one made, for the year 1894, the National Lead 
Company, 1 Exchange place, Jersey City, N. J., makes the follow- 
ing report: 

u 9 in December, 1893, $950,355.81. The net earnings dur- 
ing the year 1894 were $1,212.253.47. They paid in dividends on 
referred. stock March 15, dividend No. 9, $260,820; on June 15, 
Dividend No. 10, $260,820, the same amount; on September 15, divi- 
dend No. 11, the same amount, and on December 15, dividend No. 
12, the same amount— making $1,043,980—paid every three months 
during that year. Besides these dividends npon preferred stock, 
they paid cn their common stock July 2, dividend No. 8, $149,054; 
October 1, dividend No. 4, $149,054, and December 31, dividen 
No. 5, $149,054. D 

Mr. President, this institution is in rather a flourishing con- 
dition. These dividends are paid quarterly upon the preferred 
Btock, and the dividends I have named were paid upon common 
Btock in a year of great depression, of great commercial argos d 
When every interest in this country has been at the lowest ebb, 
these large amounts have been distributed to the stockholders of 
the company. : 

Now permit me to read, for the information of the Senate, their 
explanation of the position of the trust in regard to the tariff. 
They go on to state that the year 1894 was a year of great depres- 
sion and that all values had fallen. Then they say: 

t le to s that 
FFC 
department except one during the year 1894 as compared with 1893. Profits 
were not so I. because the purchasing power of consumers having been 
sadly reduced and propositions for the uction of the tariff having taken 
form in the early of the year, the management decided to promptly meet 
these conditions Ls ee eH pes to a basis as low as could be anticipated 
—— the new tariff, and which would meet the prevailing necessity for 

I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that this trust, 
managed in such a fashion as to pa these enormous dividends, is 
of the opinion that a low tariff decreases prices, while a high 
tariff puts them up, and therefore they reduce expenses to meet 
the new conditions which they supposed would be caused by the 
Wilson Act. They then proceed to say: 


8 one-half, as for instance on g lead and white 
cents per pound. It ia necessary for the pro; 

business to carry an enormous quantity of lead in process of manufacture, 
and it will not occasion su. to know that the reduction in the value of 
our lead products between January 1, 1594, and January 1. 1895, when inven- 
tories were taken at current values, amounted to more than $250,000. 

Here is a statement clearly and frankly made that upon the lead 
they had on hand a reduction of from one and one-half to three- 
fourths of a cent in the Wilson Act caused this trust the loss of 
$250,000 in that year. What is the logical and irresistible conclu- 
sion of this statement coming from men who are able to parse 
enormous dividends? It is simply that the price of all lead prod- 
ucts with a higher tariff is increased to the consumer, whilst under 
a lower tariff it is decreased. 

This trust manufactures, I am told, more than two-thirds of all 
the white lead used in the United States. What is white lead? 
It is the preservative of frame houses, of framestructures of every 
character. Itis as necessary to the poor man who can not build 
a stone or a brick house as any other commodity that meets the 
necessary demands of his daily life. They say here emphatically 
that because we reduced the duty upon lead, the value of white 
lead, their principal product, was necessarily cut down, and there- 
fore they were compelled to economize and to cut off expenses in 
order to pay these enormous dividends every three months upon 
their preferred stock, with three or four dividends besides upon 
the common stock. How can I hesitate as to my duty in view of 
these facts? 

These statements are made by parties interested for themselves. 
What do they care for the people of this country except to make 
money out of them? What is their object except to increase 
these dividends to their stockholders? How am I to regard this 
statement except that a high tariff means a higher price for the 
products of this great trust? 

Am I to listen to the Argentina Smelter Company, amongst 
whose stockholders are some of the dearest friends I have in the 
world, or am I to listen to these Western mine owners, with whom 
I have the greatest pathy, and hundreds of whom are natives 
of my own State and went from Missouri to the West? Iam not 
here to vote money into the pockets of these smelters or into the 


re- 
lead 11 
and economic conduct of our 


‘kets of the mine owners. If that is the work to be done, some- 

y else must take my place. Iam DOM to putting up these 
duties, because this lead trust tells us that that means to incrense 
the price of their polus to the common people, as Lincoln called 
them, of the whole country. 

Mr, President, Í am not speaking for political effect. My am- 
bition has been fully gratified. lonly hope to do my duty as I 
see it, and I would not give a single vote, if two-thirds of the 

ple of the State of Missouri were here demanding it, if I be- 
ieved that it violated the great 5 of equity and equality 
which should govern every legislator in the discharge of his duty. 

But, Mr. President, the duty proposed in this bill is above what 
the lead men ask. I have here before me the testimony taken 
before the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and I find here the testimony of Mr. Cant well, a most 
intelligent lead-mine owner in Missouri, a man of large capital, 
representing the Association of Missouri Lead Miners, who testi- 
fied as the representative of all the lead miners in the State, and 
he gives their views, and here is his suggestion in conclusion: 

All ores— 


Here is the clause he submits to be adopted by the committee— 

All mat and con ing 8 per cent or more of l 
fourths of 1 ry p end eire ps If cents r pound; 89 
and bars, In which lead is the chief component in weight, 1; cents per pound, 
the duties on the articles mentioned in this section to be levied on fuil 
weight of the mass as offered for importation. 

Here is this gentleman, more largely interested, possibly, than 
any other citizen or any other mine owner in the State of Mis- 
souri, saying that this duty should be three-fourths of 1 cent per 

und, as it is underthe existing law. But we are told now that 

t must be put up to 1; cents per pound. For What purpose? The 
price of lead has gone down. So has the price of everything else 
except gold. Has the price of the wheat of the farmer gone up, 
except in the s odic gambling in the grain pit at Chicago? 
Has the price of cattle gone up? the price of any commodity 
gone up in these last five or six years of terrible depression? 

But the lead men come to us and ask us to relieve their trust 
from this depression by doubling these tariff duties; and their only 
argument isthat it wil exclude foreign lead from the United 
States, when the export and import statistics show that we export 
five or six million pounds of this lead each year, and did in the 
year 1896. Mr. Cantwell's principal coraplaint, if Senators feel 
any interest in the question, seems to be that this clause is found 
in the existing law and now stands in the present bill, which gives 
to the importer of silver-lead ores from Mexico the right to import 
in bond, and after he has gone into the smelting bonded ware- 
house of the United States and used these mixed ores there and 
extracted the lead, he can then export the lead abroad under a 
provision of the law which he claims has been shamefully and 
recklessly abused. 

I will not trespass upon the patience of the Senate, and I have 
not the strength to do so, but 1 ask Senators to read the whole of 
the complaint of Mr. Cantwell, to be found inthe Tariff Hearinga 
before the House committee. I have heard it before, and I have 
no doubt to a large extent it is true. 

I submit to our friends who control this bill whether it is not 
right now to correctthat abuse and either to repeal or modify the 
bonded clause found in the act of 1894, for which I voted, and now 
found in the proposed act. If Senators have not had their atten- 
tion called to that remarkable legislation, it amounts to this, that 
the importer can bring in from Mexicosilver-lead ore; he can tako 
it toa bonded warehouse of the United States where there are 
smelters. He can then take the lead and exportit abroad, passing 
it simply through the United States after the smelting process has 
been completed. Mr. Cantwell charges that the officers of the 
United States have performed their duties carelessly and recklessly 
and have taken the statements of importers as to the amount of 
lead contained in the ores and the amount of silver without making 
the assay as was intended in the act of 1894 that it should be. 

Under the pro; d act our friends on the other side of the 
Chamber have simply altered this provision so that silver-lead ore 
from Mexico can be taken to any smelting institution in the 
United States, whether a bonded warehouse of the Government 
or not, and there, under the supervision of an assayer of the Gov- 
ernment, the metals are to be separated and the amount of lead 
certified to the custom-house authorities. What will be the opera- 
tion of this change of the law I am unable to say, but I have very 
great doubts whether this provision should have been put in the 
5 of 1894 and I have great doubt whether it should remain in the 

aw. 

Mr. Cantwell in his testimony states as follows: 

This provision 

Referring to the bonded provision 
to be effective should be supplemented by the repeal of all provisions f: 
smelting and refining of i and metals and particularly ores in AL. =e 

Then he on to elaborate the proposition and give his reaso; 
as I have riety stated them, in opposition to the bonded 3 


1897. 
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At the proper time I shall move to reduce the duty to three- 
quarters of a cent a pound upon these lead ores, and I should, with 
a t deal of pleasure, vote to put them upon the free list. I 

ieve that — should be free, and I am prepared to vote for it 

and to take my full share of responsibility for that vote, but as 
the "idus duni. puts a guey at three-quarters of a cent, I am 
willin e the present provision. 

Mr. MILLS. What is the ad valorem? 

Mr. VEST. About 45 per cent. That is all I desire to say. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, I have listened with interest 
to the discussion by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] and 
also by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT]. On general princi- 

ples I do not differ so very much from the position which has been 
Stated so forcibly and so eloquently by the distinguished leader 
upon this question on thisside of the Chamber. Ithink we ought 

of us to have regard for the consumers of the country. Iper- 
haps would go further than the Senator from Missouri is prepared 
to go if I could frame legislation or a revenue system in reference 
to the principles which I think should be applied upon that sub- 
ject. But Iam compelled to differ with the Senator in some re- 
spects as to the details of thislegislation. For instance, the ques- 
tion of the duties upon lead in its different forms. Let us apply 
our principles to the conditions as they confront us, not with ref- 
erence to a situation as we would desire to make it, 

When we came to the duty upon white lead, the Senator from 
Missouri moved a reduction of the duty upon that article, and I 
was glad to vote with him upon thatquestion. We were defeated. 
So it is settled that the duty as fixed in the bill and as proposed by 
the committee is to prevail The duty upon white lead under the 
Wilson law, the act now in force, and the duty as it is provided in 
the proposed legislation are absolutely prohibitive. We have had 
no importations into this country of white lead coming in compe- 
tition with the product of the white-lead trust. : 

That great combination fixes the prices of the finished product, 
if we may so call it, to the American consumer, and no reduction 
in the duty upon other forms of lead will operate in the slightest 
degree beneficially to the people who build houses and use paint 
for their preservation. The argument which has been e by 
the pener bees Missouri has 8 io convince me that Ii pure 
tion in the duty proposed upon -bearing ores im in 
this country can have the slightest possible effect in diminishing 
the burden of the great mass of the American consumers. 

Next take the other condition. The smelting combination for 
which the Senator from Nebraska spoke—I do not mean that he 
spoke in its behalf or in its interest, but as an interest 
located in his own State while it may not technically exist in the 
form of a trust,is a combination of men whose capital is invested 
in great smelting concerns in this country, and I am informed 
they are also interested in the White. lead trust. All those smelters 
get together at different times and fix the price Which they will be 
willing to pay miners throughout the country for their product. 

The duty in the existing law upon pig lead, which is the product 
of the smelting combination, and the duty proposed in this bill 
are absolutely prohibitive. I find that there are substantially no 
im tionsintothiscountry under the Wilsonlaw. Sothesmelt- 
ing combination have a complete and perfect monopoly, excluding 
absolutely those products which come in competition with that 
which they have to put 5 the market. erefore they can 
fix to the consumers of pig lead, the consumers generally through- 
out the country, the price which they must pay. They must sub- 
mit to the exactions which that combination see fit to make. 

Mr. ALLEN. The lead miners have the markets of the world. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Waita moment. I willanswer the question. 
So a reduction of the duty upon 3 ores can not by 
= possibility benefit the consumers of pig lead or white lead. 

ow, although it is a certainty, in accordance with the vote 
already cast by the Senate, that these high rates of duty giving an 
absolute monopoly to the white-lead trust and the smelting com- 
bination must prevail, it is insisted that the duty must be low- 
ered on lead-bearing ores imported from Mexico and British 
Columbia. Who can be benefited if this motion should prevail? 
It can not be the mass of consumers among the American people. 
The consumers of lead-bearing ores in the United States are the 
lead-smelting combinations and the white-lead trust, controlling 
the market in the United States absolutely with respect to the 
articles they have to sell. 

This same combination, this same trust, a conspiracy engaged 
in a legitimate business, but in an unlawful manner, which ought 
to be prosecuted and punished, as the Senator from Kentucky well 
said, ought not to receive legislative encouragement at the expense 
of the men who toil in the mines. But I doubt very much whether 
the miners in Utah would receive any resulting benefit from this 
wy They have sent me petitions requesting that this modicum 
of favoritism, if it may be so called, be granted to them. As it 
can not operate to the injury of anybody MUS a criminal com- 
bination, I am willing to concede it to them. If it fails to prove 
beneficial to them, they will find ont their mistake, and then they 
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may be willing to lend their aid to the correction of this pernicious 

which is largely concocted and conceived for the purpose 
of building up industries by bounties and subsidies, induti 
which oth would be unprofitable except as they receive gov- 
ernmental aid. 

This bill is framed for the encouragement of manufactures, 
upon the seaboard. To be more accurate in my statement, it is 
framed in order to facilitate the concentration of industrial en- 
terprises of that character upon the Atlantic Seaboard. It is 
framed in accordance with that theory of political economy which 
maintains that it is to the best interest of the people that they 
should have materials as cheaply as possible upon which to oper- 
ate, upon which to labor. All materials used in manufacturin, 
enterprises which are to be made the ingredients of manufgctur 
products, under the various provisions of this bill—that applies 
also to the schedule in relation to lead—are to be admitted in 
bond if manufactured for export. Manufacturers in the interior 
of the country can not avail themselves of that provision. It has 
the effect of extending the market for the manufactures estab- 
lished in certain seaboard localities, increasing their power by 
competition to override manufactures in like lines located in the 
interior or other parts of the country. 

Such establishments ought to seek the most favorable locality, 
where they can be operated with the greatest possible advantage 
and obtain the things they need out of which to make their manu- 
factured products as cheaply as possible, thereby enabling them 
to furnish to the consumers in their respective neighborhoods the 
articles at the lowest possible cost. 

That was the aim and purpose of the inauguration of the protect- 
ive system asit was understood by Hamilton and asit was pro- 
claimed by Clay—the diversification of our industries—and our 
friends upon the other side have now departed from that theory, 
They say the manufacturers along the seaboard must have raw 
materials free, to be manufactured for export. Some of our 
friends d upon this side say that manufacturers ly must 
be fav to the extent of being allowed free of all duty, revenue 
or otherwise, materials which they need out of which to make 
their manufactured products. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] referred to Bastiat, 
a distinguished author, recognized as the most able writer in 
advocacy of the system of commercial and industrial freedom. 
The Senator from * to France as an example of a 
country Where raw ials are free. It constitutes a part of 
the French protective system. He points to ee eed Of course 
in England all things are free, and as the whole includes the 

art, materials are free. This author not only exposes the fal- 
acies of protection, leaving protection nomin upon which to 
stand from a true economic standpoint, but he takes up the 
policy to which the Senator from ware and the Senator from 
Missouri and some other Senators upon this side seem to be 
wedded—the policy of free raw materials—and I wish to read 
briefly what he says upon this subject in chapter 21: 

It is said that no commerce is so advan’ sas that in which manufac- 
tured articles are exchanged for raw material; because the latter furnishes 
aliment for national labor. : 
2. esee earners 
St the same time to check that of the finished article. à 

There is in political economy no more generally accredited sophism than 
this. D MU IUE SEED DOE CE AO De Re ioni but also to the 
pretended free-trade school, and it is in the latter ca ty that its most 
mischievous tendencies are into action, for a cause suffers much 
less in being attacked than in badly defended. 

Commercial liberty must keen rd pe the same ordeal as liberty 


in iet other form. It can o tate laws after having first — 
g! 


thorough possession of men's minds. If, then, it be true that Xy poten to 


firmly established, Ses Se eig understood, it follows t can 

so much retard it asthe leading of public opinion. And what more calcu- 

lated tomislead opinion than writes which, while they proclaim free trade, 

"appe thed nes of monopoly? 
is some years since three 

and Han combined in 


reproduced, with an additional incongruity, the old doctrine of protection 
to national labor. ibitive system? 

We will let these petitioners from Bordeaux, the manufacturers, 
like the petitioners from New England, manufacturers, i 
to have a protective market for all they have to sell and a free- 
trade market for all they have to buy, settle this in a controversy 
between themselves, and this author permitsthem to do it, Now 
I 3 pao Rar again, without detaining the Senate to read the 
wi it: 


The agriculturist does not pretend that he has created the corn— 
Speaking of the tariff upon corn— 


his 
which were entirely dissimila: 
who converts it into flour or by the baker who makes it into bread? 


upon 
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In order that a man may be dressed in cloth, numerous 8 first 


necessary, Before the intervention of any human labor, the real primary 
materials of this article are air, water, heat, gas, light, and the various salts 
which enter into its composition. These are indeed untouched by human 
labor, for they have r@value, and I have never dreamed of their Mei 

rotection. Buta first labor converts these substances into forage, a secon 

into wool, a third into thread, a fourth into cloth, and a fifth into garments. 
Who can pretend to say that all these contributions to the work, from the 
first furrow of the piow to the last stitch of the needle, are not labor? 

And because, for the sake of speed and greater perfection in the accomplish- 
ment of the final object, these various branches of labor are divided among 
as many classes of workmen, you, by an arbitrary distinction, determine that 
the order in which the various branches of labor follow each other shall reg- 
ulate their importance, se that while the first is not allowed to merit the name 
of labor, the last shall receive all the favors of protection. 


But the answer propounded to me, perhaps, in the minds of gen- 
tlemen is this: If you tax the materials upon which the manu- 
facturer operates, he can not compete with the manufacturer of 
like articles abroad; he must have some i pone subsidy or com- 
pensation. Butthat ignores a fact of which everybody must take 
notice, that the sun in its course around the world never finds a 
spot in which there is no taxation. The manufacturer in France 
and the manufacturer in Germany and the manufacturer in Great 
Britain are subject to the burden of taxation, and there is no rea- 
son wh aoyuody in the United States should be exempt from a 
just an uitable share of contribution to support the Govern- 
ment which affords him and his property protection alike with 
other people. My principle is such that I do not concede the right 
to any pecuniary compensation by reason of a tax imposed for 
revenue. 

The compensation which a man who is subject to the burden of 
taxation receives, and the only compensation to which he is en- 
titled, is the governmental benefits which may result to him by 
reason of the administration of the Government and the equal 
and just laws which may be enacted, not only for his protection, 
but for that of all people upon like terms with himself. That is 
the compensation which any just system of taxation recognizes, 
and there is no other. When you assume that this burden of tax- 
ation must fall upon two-thirds of our population, engaged in the 
production of the crude materials by the employment of labor, 
who already bear their share of the burden to maintain the Gov- 
ernment and receive no other benefit than the governmental pro- 
tection to life and liberty and property, and say that the other 
one-third, who are engaged in no more lawful or meritorious 
labor, shall be exempt from the burdens of taxation, and that if 
by any chance taxes be im upon them indirectly they must 
receive a bounty or a subsidy special to them, in disregard of the 
duty which they owe to the Government in common with their 
fellow-citizens, itis an injustice to the former class. 

There is no better ground upon which a:man who believes in 
commercial and industrial freedom can stand than that of equality 
as enunciated in the Chicago platform. In the States, if youlevy 
a direct tax upon property, exemptionsare never favored. If you 
exempt certain property, it but increases the burden upon other 

ro T Hence any provisions relating toexemptions are special- 
in strictly construed, so that the taxing power may reach 
every conceivable object, making the burden as light as possible 
all and making everyone share it alike. We propose, 
instead of levying taxes direct, to levy them upon consumption. 

I start with the proposition announced by the Senator from 
Missouri, that we shall only raise so much money as is necessary 
to defray the expenses of the Government economically adminis- 

Are you going to collect that from the consumer by in- 
creasing in a measure the cost to him of the articles which he 
may have to buy, which he needs for his consumption? Every 
article imported into the country should pay only the smallest 
possible duty which will yot raise the needed revenue, the burden 
to be distributed as uniformly as it is possible under the system 
in which favoritism must to some degree prevail. That was 
the doctrine of Calhoun, and he had a very clear insight as to 
the best interests of the great industrial people of this country. 
It was the doctrine of Walker. It was embodied in the recom- 
mendations upon which the Walker tariff was framed. It was 
recognized and most clearly enunciated by Albert Gallatin. 1t 
was the doctrine of the Democratic party down to the moment 
when Abram S. Hewitt, of New York, a great iron and steel man- 
ufacturer, concluded that he wanted free iron ore. He came 
down to Congress and made the proposition, and it was taken up 
in the interest of other manufacturers in other sections of the 
country. Strange to say, the people of the South, the people of 
the West, surrendered to it. While crying that they would tear 
down the temple of protection until not one stone would rest 
upon another, that they would lower the wall of the tariff to the 
ocean level, they suddenly found themselves prostrate at the feet 
of the protective idol, making legal tender of favoritism to mon- 
opoly in the form of free raw materials. : 

When we say that taxation should be uniform and equal, we are 
standing upon a proposition of justice which underlies the frame- 
work of our Government, and it is upon that proposition that the 
great Democratic party, in my judgment, should stand and will 


stand. It took that position at Chicago, and I do not believe it 
will retreat from it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Lask the Senator from Utah if he regards the 
change of phraseology adopted at Chicago as a change of doctrine 
from the Democratic platforin of 1892? 

Mr. RAWLINS. 'The Democratic platform of 1892 declared 
that Republican protection was a fraud, and said it was in favor 
of the imposition of duties for the purpose of revenue only. Then 
it had something to say about free raw material. It is in this last 
feature. in BST ent. that the platform of 1896 repudiated it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
d proposed by the Committee on Finance, which will be again 
8 3 : 

The SECRETARY. In line 12, page 56, paragraph 179, after the 
word cent,“ insert the words and one-half;” so as to read: 

Lead-bearing ore of all kinds, one cent and one-half per pound on the lead 
contained therein. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this question the yeas and 
nays have been ordered, and the Secretary will call the roll. 

he Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris]. In his absence, I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. DAVÍS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Haa]. transfer that 


Iam paired with the 


pair to the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], and vote “yea.” 
The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SurrB] will stand paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. PETTUS (when Mr. MorGan’s name was called). The 
senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] is necessarily absent 
from the Chainber, and is paired with the senior Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. BERRY (when Mr. MurpHy’s name was called). I was 
requested by the Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY] to state 
that he is paired with his colleague [Mr. PLATT of New York] on 
this question. If the Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY] 
were here, he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. TELLER (when Mr. PETTIGREW' s name was called). The 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] is paired with the 
junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. DEBOE]. If the Senator from 
South Dakota were present, he would vote ** nay" and the Senator 
from void would vote ** yea." 

Mr. ROACH (when his name was called). On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], 
and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL], and withhold my 


vote. . 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER], and theré- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I n 
announce my pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. BUTLER], and in his absence withhold my vote, 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). Iam paired on this 
vote with the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon]. If he were 
present, I should vote nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. LODGE. Has the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLAY] 
voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Cray] has not voted. 

Mr. LODGE. I am paired with that Senator, and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

MT OUA L. Has the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] 
voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MonGAN] has not voted. 

Mr.QUAY. Being paired with that Senator, I withhold my 
vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—3I. 
Allison, Gallinger, McBride, Pritchard, 
Burrows, Gear, MeMillan, Proctor, 
Carter, Hanna, Mantle, Shoup, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Mason, Spooner, 
Cullom, Hawley, Nelson, 8 
Fairbanks, Heitfeld, Penrose, Teller, 
Foraker, Hoar, Perkins, Wilson. 
Frye, Jones, Nev. Platt, Conn. 

NAYS—23. 
Allen, Danie}, McLaurin, Rawlins, 
Bate, Faulkner, Mallory, Ti 
Berry, Gray, Martin, ‘Turner, 
Caffery, Jones, Ark. Mills, Vest, 
Chilton, Kenney, Pasco, Walthall 
Cockrell, Lindsay, Pettus, 


NOT VOTING—3. 
Aldrich, Elkins, Mitchell, Smith, 
` George, Morgan, Thurston, 

Baker, Gorman, Morrill, Turpie, 
Butler, Hale, Murphy, Warren, 
Cannon, Harris, Kans. Pet W. Wellington, 
Clark, Harris, Tenn. Platt, N. Y. Wetmore, 
Clay, Kyle. uay, Wolcott, 
Davis, Lodge, " te. 
Deboe, McEnery, Sewell, 

So the amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance to paragraph 


179 was, in line 21, page 56, after the word “establishments,” to 
insert a comma and the words whether designated as bonded 
warehouses or otherwise;” on page 57, line 5, after the word 
“and,” to strike out ** upon his report of the lead contents of the 
ore" and insert report the result to the proper customs officers, 
and; and in line 8, after the word “thereon,” to insert the words 
‘except in case of ores that shall be removed to a bonded ware- 

-house to be refined for exportation as provided in this act;” so as 
to make the paragraph read: : 

179. Lead-bearing ore of all kinds, one cent and one-half per pound on the 
lead contained therein: Provided, That on all importations of lead-bearing 
ores the duties shall be estimated at the port of entry, and a bond given in 
double the amount of such estimated duties for the transportation of the ores 
by common carriers bonded for the transportation of appraised or una 
praised merchandise to property equipped sampling or smelting establish- 
ments, whether designated as bonded warehouses or otherwise. On the 
arrival of the ores at such establishments they shall be sampled according to 
commercial methods under the supervision of Government officers, who 1 
be stationed at such establishments, and who shall submit the samples thus 
obtained to a Government assayer, designated by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, who shall make a proper assay of thesample, and report the result to the 
proper customs officers, and the import entries shall be liquidated thereon, 
except in case of ores that be removed to a bonded warehouse to be 


refined for exportation as provided in this act. And the Secretary of the 
Treasury is authorized to make all necessary regulations to enforce the pro- 
visions of this paragraph. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 11, page 57, I move to strike out the 
words in this act" and insert by law;" so as to read, as pro- 
vided by law." 

The amendment was to. 

The next paragraph passed over was paragraph 180, on page 57, 
which the Committee on Finance proposed to amend, in line 15, 
after the word bars,“ by striking out ** and" and inserting “lead 
in any form not specially provided for in this act;" and in line 18, 
after the word ‘‘remanufactured,” by striking out the comma and 
inserting a semicolon and the words all the foregoing; " so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

180. Lead dross, lead bullion or base bullion, lead in pigs and bars, lead in 
any form not specially provided for in this act, old refuse lead run into blocks 
and bars, and old scrap lead fit only to be remanufactured; all the fo ing, 
2 cents per pound; lead in sheets, pipe, shot, glaziers’ lead, and lead P 5 
cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 18, after the word ‘‘two,” I move to 
insert and one-fourth,” so as to read: 

All the foregoing, 2} cents per pound. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the clerks may be allowed, in line 
12, page 56, after the word one,” to strike out ‘‘cent;” and after 
the 1 “ one-half,” in the same line, to insert **cents;" so as to 
read: 

Lead-bearing ore of all kinds, 1j cents. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? 

Mr. VEST. What is that on? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. On page 56, line 12. 

Mr. FRYE. It is merely a correction of the phraseology. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will see that it reads ‘‘1 cent and 
one-half.” The word ‘‘cent” is in the wrong place, and it should 
read cents.“ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the clause will be 
amended so as to read **14 cents.“ It is to. 

Mr. VEST. I want to call attention to the fact that this last 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa, in line 18, on DRE makes 
&n increase over the McKinley rate. Under the McKinley rate 
the duty upon the articles specified in paragraph 180 was 2 cents. 
Under the existing law it is 1 cent. It is now made 2} cents, 
which is above the McKinley rates. I move to strike out 2} 
cents " in line 18 and to insert ** 1 cent." 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. In line 20, e 57, I move to strike out the words 
** two and one-half,” after the words lead wire,” and to insert one 
and one-fourth,” which is the existing law. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next paragraph passed over was paragraph 181; which was 
read, as follows: 

181. Metallic mineral substances in a crude state, including monazite sand. 
wee ten unwrought, not specially provided for in this act, 90 per cent ad 

Mr. ALLISON. Imove, after the word ‘ state," in line 22, page 
57, paragraph 181, to strike out the words“ including monatize 
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sand ;" and at the end of the paragraph to insert a semicolon and 
the words ‘‘monazite sand and thorite, 6 cents per pound." 

Mr. VEST. What is the equivalent ad valorem? | 

Mr. ALLISON. About 20 per cent. It is not quite that much. 

Mr. VEST. You simply insert a specific instead of an ad valo- 
rem rate. I have not the unit of value here. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next paragraph passed over was paragraph 182, page 58, 
which the Committee on Finance proposed to amend, in line1, 
after the word Mica," by striking out: 

Two cents per pound on dimensions of 1 square inch or less, and 2 cents per 
pound additional for each additional square inch: Provided, That the maxi- 
mum rate of duty shall in no case exceed 50 cents per pound. 


And inserting **40 per cent ad valorem;" so as to make the para- 
graph read: 2 

182. Mica, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. Imove to strike out paragraph 182 and insert 
a new paragraph: 

182. Mica, unmanufactured, 5 cents per pound and 20 per cent ad valorem; 
mica, cut or trimmed, 10 cents per pound and 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 17, paragraph 86—— 

Mr. VEST. Before we pass from the mica paragraph, I should 
like to understand it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. VEST. Let the Secretary read it the way it stands as 
amended. 

The SECRETARY. As amended the paragraph would read: 

182. Mica, unmanufactured, ö cents per pound and 20 per cent ad valorem; 
mica, cut or trimmed, 10 cents per pound and 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr.VEST. Will my friend from Iowa be kind enough to in- 
form us what is the ad valorem duty? I have not been able to 
make a calculation under this amendment, but under the para- 

aph as originally reported from the committee it doubled the 

Wilson rate and was 5 per cent over the McKinley rate. It must 
be now very largely over the McKinley rate, because ‘‘mica, 2 
cents per pound on dimensions of 1 square inch or less, and 2 cents 

r pound additional for each additional square inch: Provided, 

t the maximum rate of duty shall in no case exceed 50 cents 
per pound.“ Fifty cents per pound” was stricken out, and it 
was put at 40 per cent ad valorem. I should like to know what 
is the ad valorem now under the amendment just made, 

Mr. ALLISON. The nearest ascertainment of the equivalent . 
ad valorem of these specific duties is about 41 percent. Of course, 
in an article so variable as mica, it is not pee to have a uni- 
form ad valorem. The uncut mica will peo bly be less, as a rule, 
than 40 per cent; cut mica will probably exceed that somewhat; 
but I should say the average will be about 40 per cent, as stated 
to us by one of the e of the Treasury Department who made 
a thorough examination of the subject. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out the rate in the amendment 
and to insert **20 per cent ad valorem,” that being the existing law. 

Mr. ALLISON. Have the amendments proposed by the com- 
mittee been agreed to? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee amendments to the 
pe have been agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. A copy of the petition from the elec- 
trical manufacturers, addressed to the Committee on Ways and 
Means of the House of Representatives, has been sent tome. It 
is in these words: 

MARcH, 1897. 
To the Commtttee on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives: 

We, the unde: ed, manufacturers of electrical machinery and operators 
of railroads and plants using the same, respectfully petition that in the prep- 
aration of the tariff bill to be submitted to the Fifty-fifth Congress the pres- 
ent rate of duty on mica of 20 per cent be retained, for the reason that the 
ris d of mica most largely used for electrical insulation is not found in the 
nited States, and an increase in the duty would, therefore, simply enhance 
the cost of the material without furnishing any additional protection to the 
American ers. 

This is signed by a large number of these companies. There 
was a similar petition sent by the manufacturers of stoves to the 
same committee, dated in March last. It is as follows: 

Marcu, 1897. 
To the Committee on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives; 

We, the undersigned, manufacturers of stoves and ranges, y 
petition that in arranging the schedule of duties for consideration at the 
coming session of Congress the present duty on mica of 20 per cent ad valo- 
rem be retained, as the imposition of any increased duty would be an addi- 
tional burden upon the manufacturing interests which we represent. 


Ihavea clipping from the Electrical World which clearly sets 
out the facts in this case. I am sure, however, that it is abso- 
lutely useless to d.e with the majority. It is a waste of time to 
attempt to induce them to change what they have already deter- 
mined shall be done in this matter. It seems to me to be unjust 
and not defensible in any way, though there is nothing left for 
us to do except to appeal to public opinion. I will insert this in 
the Recorp with my remarks, without any further comment, 
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The paper referred to is as follows: 
[From Electrical World, June 19, 1897.] 
DUTY ON MICA. 


over the discussion about the tariff on mica in a late number of 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, amazement at the want of knowledge upon the 
subject as a whole on the part of our legislators is the feeling that dominates 
one who has happened to have a close connection with both the production 
and consumption of this remarkable article. 

'The general refrainis that mica is too cheap; if we could only increase the 
cost of mica three or even five fold, the country would be richer; that if we 
could stop the importations, profitable mines would be opened up in almost 
every State in the Union. Is this the truth? From my own experience it is 
not. The true cause of the low price of mica is owing to the that the 

e 


supply un der ay the demand. And at even the present low rate of 
ces 00 upon as a necessary evil, on account o cos 
g rial is looked vil t of its cost, 
every consumer, and the tendency is to use pieces as small as possible. 
smaller the piece used the greater the labor entailed; so in all cases an 
equilibrium has to be struck, which balances she pais of the mica with the 
subsequent labor. If the price is increased, er sizes will be used, and 


vice versa. If the price is reduced, large sizes can be used, and, what is of 
greater importance, owing to the oversupply, larger quantities d "i 


Everyone knows that mica varies greatly in its 
other States stands at the head in 5 two 8 excessive 


ma 


hardness and transparency. North Carolina and 


ice, if the consumption is €: interfered with in any hice 
sumers of this quality of mica are the stove manufacturers, the makers of 
lamp chimneys, shades, ete., and to a limited extent the electrical manufac- 


turers. 
Although the electrical manufacturers use this kind of mica where its 
ualities are required, the bulk of their supply happens to come from 
Canada and India. Both countries possess mica of exceeding softness, the 
quality which is absolutely necessary for them, and Canada, with its high- 
pa labor, su y competes with India, and so would this 5 if 
t only had the o ualities. This soft mica has not been discovered in 
this country, and electr manufacturers must have it at any price, and no 
electrical engineerin his senses would think of using a hard mica when a soft 
one was essential. He would rather use a substitute, such as paper or fiber, 
which may be said to rank as the next best practical insulator. 

Paper at 8 cents, mica at 19 cents—a pretty bedfellow, to be sure. Any in- 
crease in the price of mica is certain to result in a decreased consumption, 
and it is to the interest of everyone in the mica business, whether he be a 
miner ori: increased 


increase 
roduction. It would increase the price of t. 
J and India, and there would be a stronger tendency than there is now 
for the ele man turers to use eir different substitutes. 
It isdue to the electrical manufacturer that he has scoured the world over 
a table cheap AN for his purpose, and the present duty of 20 e aos 


a great 


always before him. from M Ars the gres By Int Ae erent 


blow will be struck at the mica 
but the 


kota or in 
el man also. There the country which has 
— hter prospects of sending their product abroad than the electrical 


T. 
Only the other day one of them secured contracts in England and Aus- 


Mica, part in securing these con- 
tracts. by pe toits large use, American insulation stands very [1 habroad. 


como 


tion to know if a duty would help them or not. I most emphatically say that 
] may 


it has been mined, and for the mica business grenerally. 

Itrustthese few words will have a hearing. 

i MICA INSULATOR COMPANY, 
x Per CHARLES W. JEFFERSON, Manager. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 

proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], in paragraph 
82 to strike out the rate proposed by the Committee on Finance, 

**40 per cent,” and insert 20 

The amendment was reject 

Mr. ALLISON. Now Lask the Senate to return to paragraph 86. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 8 will read paragraph 86. 

The Secretary read paragraph 86, which had been reported by 
the Committee on Finance with an amendment, in line 3, after 
the word “ plaster," to strike out of paris" and insert ** rock;" 
in line 4, after the word “calcined,” to insert $1.50 per ton;” in 
line 4, before the word “pearl,” to strike out ‘‘and;” in line 5, 
after the word hardening,“ to strike out or artificial sulphate 
of lime;" at the beginning of line 6, strike out manufacturers“ 
and insert makers';“ and in the same line, after the word '* use," 
to strike out ** $1.50 per ton“ and insert ‘‘20 per cent ad valorem;” 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

86. Plaster rock or um, und or calci: 50 ton; 1 hard- 
doing foe paper GARU QU, esq a eire =. ere 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the printed amendments of the Com- 
mittee on Finance are adopted, I move the amendments which I 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 86, page 17, line 3, after the 


r cent." 


word *' gypsum," it is proposed to insert '* crude, $1 per ton; if;“ so 
55 D read, if the amendment of the Committee on Finance should 
adopted: 


Plaster rock or gypsum, crude, $1 per ton. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment of the committee as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask the Senate to return to paragraph 278. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I wish to say a word 
as to REUS 86. 

Mr. AL N. I thought that was disposed of. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not think so. I have no doubt 
this matter is all settled without regard toits merits. The fact 
that this article has been on the free list heretofore and now be- 
comes taxable will not influence the action of Senators on the 
other side; but as I think it is Lae that the arguments shall go 
to the pubs, without detaining the Senate by presenting any of 
them, I send to the desk a prota by the Red Beach Plaster Com- 
pany, dated February 8, 1897, which I ask may be printed as part 
of my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, It will be so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


Rep BEACH, ME., February 8, 1897. 
DEAR SIR: A combination of plaster mills in the United States is en- 


deavoring to secure legislation from Congress at this time which will hel 
ec to completely control the market for the sale of land plaster and cal- 


p T. 
To effect this object they wish toimpose a duty on raw plaster rock, known 


material has heretofore been brought into the country free of an 
duty on account of the extensive use to which it has been put, when gro 
bx aie besides bei fertili itself, also regu 
nd p T, besides ng a fertilizer i also acts as lator 
r 
p a duty on p T out of whi e, it would tend 
to increase the cost of other low-grade fertilizers which are now being sold 


ty of 
0 Iowa, Kan- 
and Vir- 


te requires it. 
The owners of the cmt Tag ed and mines in Mic 


sas, Indian Territory, Illinois, New York, South Dakota, Nebras 
ginia have united in g the Ways Committee of the 
present Congress to give them a duty — this raw pastar y 

In their brief, add the Ways Means Commi „in which they 
ask E protection, the representatives of these mills and mines say: 


s has already been stated, the of are of such a vast ex- 
Fey is tepesi I qur Me de 
— 


mills, and if price be advanced to a figure beyond that wh 
would warrant a legitimate t to the manufacturer, DUIDOPODÉ mills 
would immediately Spring into existence, and thereby thwart the object of 
the promoters of such an enterprise." 
e claim of the combined interests as set forth above, that it is impossi- 
bination, is best confuted by the attached evidence that 


interests, as indicated te Ree 8 froma commercial-agen: 

Michigan and Ohio Plaster Com , 401 P. 

Temple, and 88 -, and Detroit, Mich.; Benjamin Ww. Nieca nd,* 
Chicago, II.; William McBain, vice- esident, Grand Rapids; A. 


by a Le ph prem from each concern inter- 
ested, and elects the above-mentioned officers, who have the same duties as 
other officers in mercantile corporations.” 

Here follows names of the representatives. 

“The object of the company is to market the product of all the mills in- 
terested and divide the profits among them." 
calcined plextor at ined Dench. Mac f during whi 

plaster a . Me., for over forty years, ing which time 

very large quantities of this cheap fertilizer have been furnished to American 


The raw material has always been obtained free of d under all tariffs, 
and if at this late day plaster rock should be taxed by the Government, it 
pro A mac gs the mills and the di of the workmen 
iem. 

© interests of the American farmer would also be ve o lere 
affected, particularly as regards those located on some solls, where th: 
NE is POSAU, advantageous, and where the interest is already 
greatly dep: : A: 

Believing that you are 9 to monopoly, and that S ic interests as 
well as our own would be adversely affected by the imposition of such a duty 
in aid of a monopoly. we write to urge upon you the great desirability of 
immediately communicating with your Senators and Representative in Con- 
ress, urging upon them the necessity of immediately protesting before the 

ays and Means Committee against such action. 

is must be done at once, if at all, as there is little likelihood of changes 
being made in the minor provisions of the tariff bill after it shall have 
the hands of the Ways and Means Committee. 
RED BEACH PLASTER CO., 


Per C. H. NEWTON. 


ad Fe SOP CORSE TORREY OTO MARINE fte 


* Mr. McCausland's name is 
represents the 


aduty. He 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I also present a newspaper clipping, 


properly accredited, which I desire to have printed in the RECORD. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it will 
be so ordered. 


The paper referred to is as follows: 
[Journal of Commerce, April 21, 1897.] 


WANT GYPSUM KEPT ON FREE LIST—EASTERN MANUFACTURERS REPLY TO 
ARGUMENT OF WESTERN PRODUCERS, 
made at W. n toinduce the Senate to impose 
a duty upon plaster rock, or gypsum, which in the House was left on the free 
list, are exciting much opposition from calcined-plaster manufacturers on 
the Atlantic Sea d who use the Canadian rock for raw material. 

The agitation for a duty comes from owners of Western qu whosub- 
mitted arguments to the Ways and Means Committee of the House in favor 
of a duty. A counter-memorial was last night forwarded to the 
Committee of the Senate by a number of Eastern manufacturers. The pro- 
test takes up the puente of the Western producersin detaiL In reply to 

the claim that the ion of the rock free of duty curtails the emplo nt 
of dee in ei 9 as at least or of the 1 iir rm the 
roduction o ter uarrying it and preparing it for the mill, me- 
iori of the Eastern eid caida states that “it is doubtful if one-fifth 
of the cost of 5 plaster can be char; 
The memo 


The efforts now bein 


rn using the rock “are subjected 
to very heavy charges for See a most of which is paid out in the 


es and Western quarrymen to e profits, but would 
correspondingly depress the — — coast wiso A. while at the same 
time increasing the cost to the consumer for the benefit of 
mine owners. 

In the memorial submitted by the Western ucers it was held that “it 
would be im ible to form any monopoly of the business. A few thousand 
dollars is sufficient to erect and equip à t. re is no more danger of 
ct t - there is of & combination of flou 


and 


d 

would immediately spring 1 In reply to this the memorial of 

the Eastern manufacturers sets forth that the ohigad ucers “ organ- 

ized themselves as re ord the sales of their product into an association to 
c 


5 is to market the product of all the mills inte 
profits among them." 

uum rock," continues the memorial of the Eastern manufacturers, 
25 tutes the raw material 


change. 
ock used for land-plaster purposes sells for from 50 to 75 cents 
i 33 and calcining rock 


conditions 


Canadian 
„by their creditable enterprise, secured to the 
market for land plaster and ordinary grad 


is 
“First. They already have tection against the Eastern plaster manu- 
facturers the anion’ of the fr ht between Nova Scotia and the Ameri- 
can ports (amounting to from $i 


to den ton) and the freight on the 
manufactured article fro: to estern cities, tak 


Em 


he: 
nig Therefore the Western manufacturer has alread 
amoun to at least $3.30 per ton. 
rail this protection is increased by $2 per ton addit 

Doe ee Fog nnn M season of closed 
months of the year. 

There is an absolute loss in weight in the process of calcining plaster rock 
„ß. the Western jieeter mnawataccarers agat Injury by 

[o 
their I Eastern rivals. eid 

"A duty on a pure article for the purpose of enhancing the value of an in- 
ferior substitute article and forcing its use upon that large class of consum- 
ers in the East that are reached by deep-water navigation is not protection, 
but amounts to tariff between States.“ 

Mr. BUTLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Arkansas 
if this plaster is not used as a fertilizer? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes; and because it will increase 
the price of fertilizers is one of the reasons why I oppose it. 

r.GEAR. I will say to the Senator from North Carolina 
that not more than 2 per cent of the plaster used in this country 
is used as a fertilizer. 

Mr. BUTLER. In reply to the Senator from Iowa, I should 
like to know what reason there is for putting on the dutiable list 
fertilizers, which are certainly used to a great extent in Virginia 
and North and South Carolina, and in that portion of the country 
where it is necessary to use fertilizers. 

J£ there is any reason for putting this on the dutiable list, I 


ng 
navigation, which covers about five 


should like to know it. It has heretofore been on the free list. I 
have had a number of letters from manufacturers of fertilizers in 
regard to the imposition of this duty. Plaster is very largely used 


in the manufacture of fertilizers which are used in my section. I 
will ask the Senator from Iowa to permit this paragraph to be 
passed over. My colleague and I are both interested in the para- 
graph, and my colleague would like to be heard upon it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator desire to have the paragraph 
passed over until to-morrow morning? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall not object to the paragraph passing 
over until to-morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that para- 
graph 86 is to be passed over. 

. ALLISON. To be called up to-morrow morning. 

The CELE Ee T. If there be no objection, it will be so 
orde 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 80, in paragraph 278, I am instructed 
by the majority of the Committee on Finance, in line 4, to move 
to insert ‘‘ three-fourths of.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 80, paragraph 278, line 4, after the 
mum **tallow," it is proposed to insert three-fourths of;" so as 

218. ow, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound; wool grease, including that 
knows commórcially as —.— px mien oci grease, one-half of 1 — per 
poun = 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, some days agoI gave notice of 
an amendment to the pending bill, and by consent of the Senator 
in charge of the bill, I wish to have that amendment taken up now 
and try to dispose of it this evening. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from South Carolina has appealed 
to me privately to allow his amendment to be voted upon this 
evening, because he is compelled to be absent from the Capitol 
during the remainder of the time to be devoted to the consi: 
tion of the pending bill. I shall not interpose any objection my- 
self to the consideration of the amendment at this time if it be 
agreeable to the Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What was done with paragraph 278? 

Mr. ALLISON. That was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. We did not get rid of paragraph 278. ‘ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 278 is still open to amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VEST. Iwant to call attention to that paragraph. 

Tunderstand that there has been a reduction made of one-fourth 
of a cent a pound, and whilst I am very grateful on behalf of the 
consumers for that reduction, still I think it is an enormous tax. 
This article under the existing law is on the free list. The com- 


be put upon this article, an article of prime 
necessity? We have a great many applications on behalf of the 
soap manufacturers to allow the law to remain as it is. 

Imove, with the consent of the Senate, that both these duties, 
t: three-fourths of a cent," in line 4, and “one-half of 1 cent," in 
line 6, be stricken out; or, rather, I will move that the entire par- 
agraph be stricken out, in order that I may hereafter move to put 
tallow on the free list, where it is now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the Senator 


-| to move to strike out the entire paragraph. 


Mr. VEST. I move tostrike out paragraph 278, and I desire to 
move hereafter to put tallow on the free list. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri to strike out paragraph 278. 

The motion was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as additional sections 
the following: 

Sec. —. That there shall be collected a head tax of $100 on all immigrants. 
coming to the United States by land or water. 

SEC. —. That it shall be a misdemeanor, punishable by fine or imprison- 
ment, for any alien who does not intend to become an American citizen, or 
who retains his citizenship in a foreign country, to enter the United States 
for the purpose of engaging in any mechanical trade or manual labor within 
the borders thereof: Provided t this section and the one immediately 
preceding only remain of force until silver shall be admitted to our 
mints for coinage at the ratio of 16 to 1 on the same conditions with gold. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, this measure which I propose 
as an amendment is to some Senators, perhaps to most of them, 
a startling proposition, entirely foreign or contrary to all their 
inherited feelings, prejudices, and sentiments. We havea large, 
expansive country, may hundreds of thousands of square 
which are undeveloped, lands which would afford homes for mil- 
lions, yea, hundreds of millions, because our territory will in time, 
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when it is densely populated, come to hold as many people as Eu- 
rope; and the idea of excluding immigrants from coming to our 
shores, or of limiting immigration, is one that has always been 
obnoxious to the American people, and in fact it has never been 
broached with any seriousness until within the recent past. 

The Senate last winter, and also the House of Representatives, 

a bill restricting immigration along the lines of intelli- 
gence; that is, forbidding immigrants to come in who could not 
read or write their own language or the English language, 
showing that mer had been educated to some extent. This 
amendment offered by me proposes to put a value upon American 
citizenship, to show how much it is worth to become an American 
freeman. 

Mr. CHANDLER. To sell American citizenship for a hundred 
dollars. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator, who is so anxious to get into 
st ever 9805 will wait, I will try to accommodate him before I get 

rough. 

It is a question whether we will sell or put a value upon it, and 
let those who are able to pay that value buy it. Atall events, it 
is the essence of protection, and that is what the Senator from 
New Hampshire claims to be—a protectionist; it is the quintes- 
sence of protection to American labor; and you stand here, and 
the Republican party stands here, as the champion of American 
labor against the pauper labor of Europe. You erect a barrier 

inst the products of the pauper labor of Europe, and you 
ow the pauper labor of Europe to come here and compete in 
our markets until you have to-day perhaps a half million of men 
tramping the streets of the Northern cities without bread, beg- 
ging for work. x 

The question is, Will you carry out your platform in any degree, 
in any pretense of fairness as to its construction, and give that 
protection to those who have already come to our shores which 
alone will enable them to obtain work for the next few years, and 
a that is, by stopping the supply of labor? For every man now 
tramping the streets you wish toadd another man. If you do not 
do something to stop it, you continue to pour into the supply of 
labor additional laborers, while you limit and harass and hamper 
and tie up the conditions which would allow the country to grow 


and e d in a natural way. $ 
The Republican platform, adopted last year, on this subject reads 
as follows: 


For the protection of the quality of our American citizenship and of the 
wages of our workingmen against the fatal competition of low-priced labor, 
we demand that the immigration laws be hly enfo; and so ex- 


thoroug! 
tended as to exclude from entrance to the United States those who can 


neither read nor write. - 

The Democratic platform has this plank in it: 

We hold that the rong 9 way of e 5 5 
3 uus et: e Dres makes pepe A neri farm- 
ers and artisans is tly reduced by a vicious monetary system, which de- 

the prices of their products below the cost of 8 uction, and thus 
deprives them of the means of purchasing the products of our home manu- 
creates the wealth of a country, we demand the passage of 

les eed be 3 in order to protect it in all its rights. 

In the -third Congress a teing Dena eee member of 
the House of Representatives declared that platforms were made 
to get into power with, but not to carry out in good faith. I pro- 
pose to ask that the Senate go on record on this amendment as to 
whether these two platforms were made to get into office or onl 
made to get votes and deceive the people. The Democrats wi 
perhaps cavil and dispute as to whether this is a correct interpre- 
tation of our platform. 3 

Whatisa pauper? If you go out in the streets of this country 
in our cities és par across a man with a hundred dollars you 
will say that heisrich. So he is rich to-day in comparison with 
the thousands and hundreds of thousands who are out of work; 
but if you turn a stranger loose in New York City from abroad 
with only $100 and with no likelihood of getting work unless he 
pushes some other man out of a job at a reduced price, you can 
characterize and classify such a man as nothing but a pauper. It 
is a question of the definition of ** pauper." — - 

If an immigrant coming to our shores with only $100 is not a 
pauper,he soon will be, and if you will listen to the statistics 
which I shall present to you, you will find that your jails, your 
asylums, and your penitentiaries are to-day filled with this very 
class of men who have been admitted to our shores without any 
practical limitation. , A 

I am simply asking you, my Republican friends, and asking the 
Democrats, to vote here to give some value to American citizen- 
ship, and as you stand here pretending that you value it, that you 
want to hold it up. that you want to maintain the price for it, 
that you do not want it to sink to the level of the pauper labor of 
Europe, it remains to be seen whether you will continue to allow 
the stream of a quarter of a million annually to pour into the 
American labor market, competing directly with our own people 
and with those foreigners who have preceded them for the work 


that is to behad, when there is no work here under the conditions 
that exist. 

If you are honest protectionists and want to protect labor, you 
can not help but vote for this measure or something akin to it. 
The mere pretense that you will restrict immigration to those who 
can only read and write is not sufficient, and will not go down 
with American laborers. It is not a question of being able to 
read and write;itis whether you can handle brick and mortar and 
whether you can go into a factory or not. Thousands and tens of 
thousands of these ignorant and degraded foreigners who have 
come to our shores and debauch our suffrage were the main in- 
strumentality of carrying the last Presidential election. I stood 
in the city of Chicago on the day of the election, and saw hundreds 
and thousands of them stand there waiting to be bought. These 
are the men who have brought this country to the verge of 
ni both from a business standpoint and from a political stand- 
point. 

An examination of the records kept by the Government shows 
that since 1820 about 18,000,000 foreigners have come to America. 
These people have helped to develop America and make it what 
it is. ny of them constitute the very highest class of citizen- 
ship which we have. I have nothing against a foreigner because 
he was born in Europe. All of our ancestors came from Europe 
at some time, if you go back one century or two, and it is only a 
question of how long you have been here when you come to test 
us by that standard. But the question now is, Can we afford to 
allow this continnal inpouring of a corrupt and debased element 
that is lowering the standard of labor, lowering the standard of 
wages, debauching the suffrage, and doing everything that is con- 
trary to good order and morals? 

Pennsylvania, where perhaps as much misery exists as in any 
other State in this Union, seems to have been the depot where 
most of these people have congregated, or at least a large percent- 
age of them. I have been in the coal mines of that State, and I 
have seen there more misery and less manhood, less opportunity 
for manhood, than ever existed ona Southern farm before the war 
when the black slave was sold as a chattel; and to-day's paper 
brings the report that a strike has been ordered involving the 
entire coal region of five States, embracing 125,000 men, who are 
demanding an increase of wages in order to be able tolive and 
give bread to their families. 

The Pennsylvania legislature have had this question under con- 
sideration and examining it, and the result of their investi- 

tion is a law passed by the last assembly and approved, to go 
into effect on the 1st of July, by which that Commonwealth 
levies a tax of 3 cents a day on every alien at work within its 
borders. Ihave here a notice clipped from one of the Philadel- 
phia pee giving the details of the legislation and how the tax 
1s to be collected. I will not consume the time of the Senate by 
having it read. I merely state the substance of it, and nobod 
will dispute the accuracy of my statement. I therefore send it 
to the desk and ask to have it incorporated in the RECORD. 


THE TAX ON ALIENS TAKES EFFECT JULY 1—FOREIGNERS MUST THERE- 
AFTER PAY 3 CENTS PER DAY TO THE STATE—EMPLOYERS RESPONSIBLE— 
THEY MUST KEEP AN ACCURATE RECORD, DEDUCT THE TAX FROM THE 
WAGES, AND ACCOUNT TO THE COUNTY COMMISSIONERS. 


Contractors, manufacturers, and officiais of corporations throughout this 
city and State are much exercised over the passage of the bill by the legisla- 
ture a few DATE ago which im a tax of ; cents per day on the male aliens 
— 9 in all parts of the Common wenltii. such tax being required to be 
deducted from the salary of such laborers by their 3 and turned over 
to the county treasurx. As the bill has been sign ed by the governor, it has 
now become a law, and is to go into effect on July 1. 

Thelaw makes it compulsory on the part of employers to ascertain whether 
any of their male employees over 21 years of age are unnaturalized, and to 
keep a record of the number of dayssuch porsons are employed each month, 
subject to examination by the county commissioners. Such employers must 
make a quarterly report on the Ist day of January, April, J uly, and Oc 
each year to the county com oners of the county in which sapie 
is given, and on failure to so report shall be fined from $200 to $1,000. 
are to be furnished by the commissioners. 

From the statistics available through the reports of the Commissioners of 
Immigration, the various consuls, and the census for some years back it is 
estimated that there are more than 100,000 aliens working in Pennsylvania, a 
largenumber of whom are to befound in the mills of Kensington, Manayunk, 
and the other suburban districts of this city. Of course the majority of tho 
alien population of the State islocated in the mining regions of the Wyoming, 
Hazelton, and Schuylkill coal fields, where, it is said, nine-tenths of the 
miners never become naturalized. 

The bill is also to protect the State against such skilled laborers as those 
coming from England and, after working mE the summer months, return 
to spend the winter at home. These men are bricklayers, painters, carpen- 
ters, and others employed out-of-doors. It is estimated that they receive 
almost as much for one day's work in America at these trades as they would 
for a week's labor abroad, and can thus afford to go back and forth at will 
at the same time saving money and not paying anything for the pri yes of 
carrying on their vocation on this side of the water. Such persons as these 
will. no doubt, cause the contractors and builders a considerable amount of 
trouble under the new régime, but as the object of the bill is to favor the 
employment of American labor, it is thought that many of the foreigners 
will, on account of the additional bother necessary in rendering a report of 
their services to the State, be completely frozen out. 

Manufacturers are beginning to wonder how they will arrive at the num- 
ber of aliens in their employ, and are realizing that it will necessitate an oute 
lay which would not be uisite should they restrict the nationality of their 
laborers to Americans exclusively. 

For some time past the city contractors have been compelled, through an 


tober 
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rdinance of councils, to employ only Americans, and are fined $5 for the vio- 
lation oftheact. Director dt blic Works Thompson said yesterday after- 
noon that there are now to his knowledge no aliens at work on city improve- 
ments, and added that whenever he heard that such were being employed he 
at once served notice on the contractors to have sueh persons discharged at 
cr far," he continued, we have had no trouble in enforcing this law, and 
now that the State has placed a tax on the foreigners, and also provided a fine 
for the nonaction of their employers in collecting the same, there is little 
doubt but that the Americans will have a considerably better show.” 

The tax of 3 cents per day for three hundred days in the year would 
amount to $9 each head, and would probably yield a million do! One- 
half of the revenue is to go to the schools, and the balance to defray the gen- 
eral expenses of the county. i 

The federated workers have had the question of immigration 
under discussion for some years, and after long cogitation, because 
most of them, or at least a great number of them, are foreigners 
themselves, and they weigh what they do when they ask that re- 
striction be placed upon immigration—they have within the past 
week, through a referendum vote in the State of New York, in 
which upward of 100,000 men participated, by an almost unani- 
mons vote, asked that immigration be restricted absolutely for 
five years, showing that they realize that the supply of labor ex- 
ceeds the demand, that the opportunity to get work does not exist 
under present conditions, and that they see nothing ahead of them 
but suffering and misery, unless you cut off this continual inpour- 
ing of foreign labor to compete with Americanlabor. I willsend 
up this statement and ask that it may be printed in the RECORD. 
The head lines are as follows: 

No immigration for fiye years—State Federation of Labor's drastic recom- 
mendation—W ants Con to act—Resolutions favoring a long suspension 
of entry indorsed by 98,000 wage workers. 

The resolutions referred to are as follows: 

TO SUSPEND IMMIGRATION. 

Whereas the repeated abuses of this country's very liberal tion 
policy, the regular evasion of laws orendi etico privileges and oppor- 
Panities to the D p waren of all nations, and the increasing d ation and 
displacement of American workmen by the importation and employment 
upon our public works of cheap labor from Bred lands, have — the 
eyes of our wage earners to the fact that a system of protection which oper- 

merely to exclude a few fo: products, while attracting and admit- 
ting esr 5 producers, is a curse instead of a blessing to home in- 
ustry: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, By this convention, representing 98,000 trade unionists of 
New York State—and thus voicing the su reseed a of 2,000,000 unem- 


ployed but willing workers throughout the United tes—that we recom- 


mend to Con the enactment of a Federal law suspending immigration 
for a period of five years, and until such further time as the domestic de- 
mand for labor have overtaken the su 


And be it further resolved, That steps be cae to notify the workers of the 
world that we believe the interests of international brotherhood demand 
this action for the of all concerned.— Resolutions ted at the con- 
vention of the State rd of the American Federation of ,and now in- 
dorsed by a referendum vote of 98,000 workers. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No doubt three-fourths of them voted the Re- 
pinos ticket. You promised them protection for American 

bor by your tariff. Now, incorporate in that tariff a provision 
which si d protect them by keeping their competitors at home in 
Europe instead of only hes Laud duties on the articles which 
that labor produces abroad. at is the difference between the 
paoper labor of Europe d to America and the pauper 

aborof Europe in Europe? You are sinking your labor to the 
level of thelabor of Europe by allowing free trade in labor where 
you demand protection against the products of foreign labor. 
You can not nay on proposition or the honesty or truth of it. 

My friend the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 5 
Who is smiling so complacently and derisively, will undoubtedly 
controvert some of the positions I take. I want to call his atten- 
tion to a few facts taken at random from different official reports, 
some from his own reports, some from the Senator from Massa- 

chusetts [Mr. Lopes], some from the report of the legislative com- 

mittee of Pennsylvania which recently visited the coal mines of 
the anthracite region and the coal mines of the bituminous region. 
Here is what the legislative committee says in its report, just 
printed: 

Sixty per cent and more of miners in the district have been drawn from 
the lowest ranks of the laboring classes of the Old World, and who come here 
without any knowledge whatever of our Government, its institutions, or its 
people. The; Sm, Parier inthese mining communities in such large numbers 
as to enable them to retain their ,their manners, their customs, and 
even their laws; they make little attempt to become, and as a rule do not 
become, Americanized, apparently have no desire to become assimilated with 
our body politic or life, crowd themselves into miserable dwellings or abodes, 
in many cases living worse t. beasts, and by their practices become a 
menace to the lives, health, and safety of the community in which they live. 

Your committee found the homes or abodes of the miners at many of the 
mines in a very filthy and untenantable condition, the miners being herded 
together like cattle and in many cases wallowing in their own filth, Eccine 
diseaso and affecting not ony their own health, but that of the community 
in which they live, their condition being a rebuko to our civilization and a 

ce toour State, degenerating and debasing American labor and helpin 
to it to their own low level, making their condition one of chronic servi- 
tude and depravity, and in many cases enabling their employer to pay them 
but little for their services or whatsoever he feels disposed. 

That is in Pennsylvania, thirty years after your boasted eman- 
cipation of the black slaves. Here is a statement of the same 
committee: 

The small ntage of American and lish- ing laborers who find 
employment in the mines as a general 8 are eger gent, industrious, 


and frugalclass of people, willing to work, and as a rule seeking it, but. on 
account of the large percentage of foreign labor above referred to, are unable 
to find employment therein or to ameliorate their condition. 


Then the committee go on to vina the products of those 


mines running at full time would 80,000,000 tons, while the 
demand is for only 15,000,000 tons, and they state further that 
therefore those men for years have been able tu get only two and 
a half or three days’ work a week, while they are compelled to 
remainidle the balance of the time; and yet you do not want to 
protect American labor by keeping ont competitors. Perhaps they 
will keep on voting the Republican ticket: and if they do, so help 
me God, I hope they will not get relief, for you have only been 
giving them lip service for years. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
South Carolina to the fact that the report he is reading from is 
thereport of a Republican committee; that the act of the assembly 
which he has had incorporated in the RECORD is the act of a Re- 
publican legislature, and was signed by a Republican governor. 

. TILLMAN. And I am asking a Republican Congress to go 
alittle further and give some actual protection by keeping out 
their competitors from abroad. Will you doit? Dare you do it? 
Or will you only give them lip service at 8 cents a day as a tax 
levied on their competitors? 

There are so many iniquities disclosed here as to the methods of 
the coal barons and the railroadsin dealing with these people that 
it would be good reading to give it all to you, but I can only pick 
out at random an occasional instance of the infamies that are prac- 
ticed. I am not dealing with that special subject, however, and 
prefer to go on and present the facts as to why these people ask 
you to protect them by restricting immigration and giving the 
country time to absorb and assimilate this vast inpouring of mil- 
lions of foreigners who have come here so rapidly that we have 
not been able to Americanize them or give them work. 

The surplus labor in and about the anthracite mines contributes urgay to 
the present condition of affairs. After the strike of 1875 the influx of for- 
eign immigration began sad has continued with but little interruption to 
the present time. le the coun always encouraged foreign immi- 
gration, ES since the time mentioned a class of foreigners have been coming 
in to which particular objection is made on the part of those employed in 
Fede pie ni g regions, namely, the Poles, Hungarians, Stalin. and 

I believe my friend the Senator from Minnesota called that 
Slav. I will leave off the ‘‘e” in the last word I read for his ben- 
efit, because I do not want to insult his cultured ear or bring up 
unpleasant reminiscences or recollections or sentiments in con- 
nection with the word slave.“ 

Mr. NELSON. There is no trouble about the Senator from 
Minnesota." He will always take care of himself. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ido not doubt that. 


At first doubtless they were all employed as laborers, but gradually the 

became miners, and in many instances the former employer was confron 

by his foreign laborer as a rival for his own position. It is claimed that this 
ci of le are un-American in every way, adopting none of our ideas of 
citizenship and living in a manner unknown fo us as a le. In most cases 
their objects and aims are to secure sufficient to enable them to return to 
their native lands or to assist in bringing other of their kin to this country. 
Unless a change is ly made, the time is not far distant when the miners 
of the anthracite on will be composed — of these people to whom 
they now strenuously object. Such a condition of affairs is not conducive to 
safety in the mines. 5 g Lg paper eigen pan and foremen 
must necessarily produce trouble and render the mine more liable to acci- 
dents. The committee has referred to the undesirability of this class of peo- 
ple. Their un-American ideas are further shown by the fact that every 
month large sums of money, representing their surplus earnings, are sent to 
their native lands. 


Now, here is another extract from one of the Pennsylvania pa- 
pers, in which Chairman Focht, of the joint legislative committee 
appointed to investigate the number of aliens in State institutions, 

resented his report to the house of representatives. Itistoolong 

or me to read. The substance of it, however, is that foreign 
countries make a business of gathering up their paupers and crim- 
inals and their other undesirable classes of citizens and shipping 
them here, and that our laws donot stop them and keep them out; 
consequently, that the charitable institutions of Pennsylvania to- 
day are overburdened to the extent that one-half of their inmates 
are foreign born, and the American farmers and others are com- 
pelled to support those institutions for the benefit of the paupers 
who have been admitted here under our immigration laws. 

Iwillaskthatthisclipping be inserted in the RECORD. I do not 
know that anybody will ever read it, and I do not care whether 
they do or not. Like a good many other things that go into the 
RECORD, it may never be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GaALLINGER in the chair). 
Without objection, the article will be printed in the RECORD. 

The article is as follows: : 


UNWELCOMB ALIENS—MOVE TO RID THE STATE OF AN INCUMBRANCE— 
FOREIGNERS TOO PLENTY. 


Chairman B. K. Focht, of the joint legislative committee appointed to in- 
vestigate ns to the number of aliens in State institutions, will present his 
report in the house v AY: This committee has been busy for a year and a 

, assisted in its work by the patriotic organizations throughout Pennsyl- 
vania. Personal visits have been made to the institutions supported in part 


or whole by the State. The cost of the inquiry was about which was 
eke at the last session. en 
The committee's report says in part: 
“The evils complained of t led to the framing of the resolution author- 
= this inv: sy ei arosi me of Pe a DNE Lies Sess laws 
e country. r years the ve many cases, no longer 
2 untry. Mes y edit ini * longe: 


No. 2.— Table of immigration by nationalities and countries since 1820 
including the fiscal year ended June 30, 1895. wee 


6,814,01T | 
€ t 4, 976,098 
fo rs has become unbearable, and there is need of quick action lest the via: 
great charities that have been furnished through the Christian benevolence Norway and Sweden together up to 1870 153,023 
of the people of Pennsylvania be in | part diverted to the support of a Norway since 1870._........-.-..-....------ 332, 265 
"rely alien class, instead of relieving the distress of American ci and Sweden since 1870... 660, 193 
Former Net, confirmed by statistics, that the extent of immigration to FCC cna ki 1,219,539 

It is a + CO) e y Stics, e e mt o; on our 3 rr q 
shores during given years or periods depends upon business prosperity, show- | British North America up to 1885 (no record since) 1,010,925 
ing how impossible it is for years of prosperity to extend over long periods, | &ustrin-Hungary: 
since, as soon as nere Se dud t € ucts, the tide 45 8 5 SS YUAN CAESUS ESTEE EE 
turns to our country and the demands for labor are quickly filled, wages go Other parts of Austria, except Poland 

This rticularly hurtful to Pe lvania and the Eastern Sta for. ~ À — na 
while the West has received many imm ts, who were quickly NE Italy, including Sicily and Sardinia 611 
on account of the vast stretches of unsettled country, in the East American | Russia, including Finland, but not 
labor is confronted with the necessity of surrendering a fraction of its em- Russia - — 

e to the newly arrived immigrants, who have swarmed here like 
iseased matter from a bod; litic, or sending them to our public institu 501, $48 
tions to be supported by the J oe „ EM Um TITRE ie he eat 984,490 

“foreign countries have made it a business to poer up the mentally and 197,408 

praan weak—those likely to become a public burden—and have shipped | Eoland..........-- 145. M3 

to the United States, pa: 127,572 

59,225 

97,906 

21,71 

reign 14,122 

age of burden borne by the State and counties isin excess of the numbers and 978, 055. 
amount ascertained by the committee. 

“F the refusal of admittance, many claimed citizenship who never 
were naturalized, while, where records were not kept, hun: were left 022, 786 
out, and the extent to which they were a burden upon the public must be 
approximated. It is the belief of the committee that, while our report shows | Ge dc: 

date ae oh vee eat we py cr yet A | MIS Cie 4,970, 8 

er $1 annum, as the sum- e and counties for | Fenn A Toi ooi LT Xi t eer d 
the 3 it is our conviction, from observation and Investigation, Dres eode rna of Ireland, Scotland, and Wales... TE 
that the amount is in excess of $1, and is yearly increasing. Ptah Nord dma eee - 1,519,559 

* Our correspondence 8 the segs e every State in the coun dis- German parte of . ME Tr TE KASUS 
Erie e pi iran bct Ac ere the people are awake to this issue, and are Nether)gnds ss Da in iR TE et ee E 127,972 

Minnesota has just passed a law providing for the removal of aliens into — 10,219,104 
other States and to other countries where they belong. Massachusetts long 

to battle with the question, and a law on thestatute books enables 118 
tho au . — to remove alien paupers and alien insane to other States and 430 
er countries. 

“To meet and remedy the evil which exists in Pennsylvania, and which is 85 
universally deplored, we have drawn a bill which is now on the house calen- — ——— 4,435,010. 
dar. It is modeled after the laws of other States where the plan has worked | Latin 
successfully, but so as to entirely conform to not only the constitution of the 611 
State but to humanitarian Weare confident that if this bill becomes 400 
a law the Commonwealth be saved millions of dollars, the standard of 506 
citizenship elevated, our congested publie institutions relieved, and a higher T 
incentive to acquire the requisite qualifications of citizenship presented to — — 1,126,404 

shores $o seek Poles, Slavs, Hungarians, and kindred races sus 

Mr. TILLMAN. The only thing I am solicitous about getting | Poland et 145, 848 
ae Recorp is how Senators are going to vote on the amend- Turkey in Europe, including Roumanin, Bulgaria, dm 

: "Met. Bervia, and Montenegro 

I have a table, copied from a Government publication, the Ab- 493, 500 
stract of Statistics, giving the total immigration by nationalities Y ic: 
for the last seventy-six years. I ask that it also may be inserted Russia in Europe, exclusive of Finland and Poland 470,635 


in the RECORD, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the table 


will be inserted in the RECORD. 
'The table is as follows: 
No.1.—Total immigration to the United States during each fiscal year since 1819. | Unclassified, including Latin-Indian, negro, and Asiatic... 
Numbe 
of immi- 8 MORE TCC ä n 
gine. M gránta. No. 4.—Population of the United States in 1890. 
z 3,385 zat, 008 313.30 D . raa 
6,911 207, 024 Te | Native tee 
6, 369, 980 341,85; | Foreign Dorn eee 
1) 199 S1 008 127.885 Native porn, both ts f. 
10, 837 908, 645 457,957 Native born, one Marek [Lor e ge RSS BRIERE 
ee — —9 — — Foreigu born A. of foreign parentage. 
22.500 103.857 003.8 Native of foreign parentage 
2 5 it 285.34 | Total immigration, 1820-1895 
— D EM 400% | Mr. TILLMAN. In the report of the Commissioner of Labor 
65, 865 89, 124 546,889 | for 1894, ue 44, it sd pec thatthe 1 of those of foreign 
82 HOM eae birth to the total population in the slums in Baltimore was 77 per 
T9, 340 193: 195 560.310 | cent, in Chicago 90 per cent, in New York 95 per cent, and in 
93,914 947,453 623.084 | Philadelphia 91 per cent. It also appears from the same re 
i p port 
d i ei that of every 100 aliens, 40 were illiterates in the slums of Balti- 
80, 289 22180 270.040 | more, 47 in Chicago, 59 in New York, and 51 in Philadelphia; and 
104, 56 352, 708 165,952 | that of every 100 of these illiterate aliens there were 67 males of 
115 E 15089, 785 55 aen i» Baltimore, 77 in Chicago, 78in New York, and 85 in 
154,410 459, 803 An analysis of the destination of the immigrants for the last 


three years shows that over one-half of all the immigrants to this 
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e ad Pe settled in theStates of Maine, New Hampshire, Ver- 
mont. ssachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New York, New 
Jersey, and Pennsylvania (North Atlantic division). 

In 1895, 65 per cent of our immigration settled in three States, 
namely, Massachusetts, New York, and Pennsylvania, and 53.40 
per cent settled in New York and Pennsylvania. 

So you see how you got your big Republican majority last year 
in the States named, and it is easy to see that there is too much 
labor being imported, and that something ought to be done. 

By the last census, 26 per cent of the white prisoners confined in 
jails are persons of foreign birth. The total number of convicts 
in our penitentiaries whose birthplace is known is 28,440, com- 
posed of 13,715 native born and 14,725 foreign born, showing more 
than one-half of all our white convicts to be of foreign birth. 
Our charitable institutions contained 69,962 inmates, of which 24 
per cent was of foreign birth. Our poorhouses contained 53,696, 
of which number 27,648 were born in foreign countries, or a little 
over 51 per cent. : ; : 

In a report made to the House in the second session of the Fif- 
tieth Congress by Mr. Ford, from the Select Committee on Inves- 
tigation of Foreign Immigration, we find the testimony of Dr. 
Hoyt. for twenty years connected with the board of charities and 
corrections in the city of New York. Here is what he said: 

That every charitable institution in the State of New York is now not only 
filled with Mati. quoe but Pase and 18 5 Apod 3 

taking au sane rsons, ete., n y * 3 
on of titairs is AY que to improper immigration. 


Free trade in labor, high protective tariff on the products of 
labor! I want to know s much longer you Republicans are 
going to be able to fool these poor devils and get them to vote 
your way. 

Fifteen years ago 90 
ufacture of cigars in 


r cent of the people engaged in the man- 
ecity of New York were American citi- 
zens. To-day over 90 per cent are foreigners. The Americans 
have been driven ont. Fhe wages were then fifteen and twenty 
dollars a week, and now four and eight dollars per week. 

Now I come to the kind of law you have on the statute books, 
by which you intend or endeavor honestly to keep out undesirable 
citizens. "That is the contract-labor law and the law prohibiting 
the introduction into our country of paupers and insane persons 
and others of the lowest and the dirtiest and meanest of men, 

What have been the statistics as to these classes? I find from 
an examination that the number of alien contract laborers re- 
turned to the countries whence they came from March 1, 1889, to 
March 31, 1894, was 2,887, whereas the total number of immi- 
grants from 1889 to 1894 was 2,955,000. 

In 1894, when our immigration amounted to 314,467, the fol- 
lowing were returned under that law: Contract laborers, 461; 
those designated as a public charge, 427; convicts, 1, and diseased 
persons, 2, thus showing a return of only 801. 

The percentage of those which our system has been able to 
catch and return has been so infinitesimal that it is not worth 
talking about. We have absolutely let in everybody who was 
shipped here. The laws which we have are not worth the paper 
on which they are written, so far as restricting and keeping out 
undesirable immi ts is concerned. 


Now, Mr. President, I thank God I can say it, for it is the truth, 


that to-day in the Southern States the man who wants to get 
work can findit. There are no hungry people there who can not 

t something to eat. We are thesection which has been robbed 
js the policy of protection to American labor, but to-day the only 
place in America where every man can get ee eat, if he 
is willing to work, is south of Mason and Dixon's line. There- 
fore there is nothing in this for my section except to purify, ele- 
vate, and lift up the general standard of American citizenship, 
and to give us a orug ar tame in the near future, after they 
shall have been educated to know the duties and rights of Ameri- 
can citizens, so that we can have a better Government and hap- 
pier country than we have. E ; 

We are face to face with conditions that are appalling to every 
student of history. There are to-day unemployed in these vast 
ag tions of Northern cities, where the millions *' nose each 
other like flocks of sheep," hundreds of thousands of foreigners 
and other desperate men who are calculating and thinking and 

ing sedition. They are wondering how much longer they can 
endure the pangs of hunger and how much longer they will have 
to suck the dry husks of protection and gold monometallism as 
the only means that will give them relief. 'They voted for it. 
They do not deserve any pity. 

But nevertheless you in honesty ought to reach out your hand 
and say, We will give you this protective tariff just as fast as we 
can, and we are hurrying it as fast as possible, but in the mean- 
time we will protect you in the most effectual way we can by 
shutting down the floodgate which is letting into this country 
every month fifteen or twenty thousand competitors, who enter 
with you into tlie market and ask for the work which you ought 


to have when there is not enough work to go round." Instead of 
the condition of affairs which ought to exist, and which existed 
until the recent past, in which every man who had a job found 
it difficult to find a man to take his job, there are two, three, or 
five men hunting for every job that exists, and if you continue to 


allow people to be poured in, fail to check the inroad of Goths 
and Vandals and Huns—to use the simile of those who destroyed 
the Roman Empire—I tell you that you are laying up a day of 
wrath wheu these people will turn and rend and burn you in 
your own palaces. ; 

Itis just as certain as that Paris was burned by a mob of the 
commune in 1871; it is just as certain as fate, unless you do some- 
thing to relieve and "nop this cancerous ulcer, that the country is 
to be thrown into the throes of revolution and bloodshed and fire 
by this very class you have allowed to pour in here. 

I have a great many facts here bearing on this question which I 
will not present. ‘The Senate is impatient to move on in its blind- 
ness, in its desire and effort to give protection to American labor by 
erecting a wall around America and leaving the flood gates open, 
so that the workmen of foreign countries are perpetually crawl- 
ing and coming through the door to compete with those who have 
come in ahead, and to compete with native-born Americans. 

Iask, however, leave to insert two letters, with the accompany- 
ing tables referred to, as showing the condition of affairs in the 
anthracite coal region of Pennsylvania. They are from a promi- 
nent attorney of Pottsville, who has been a Republican all his 
life, but who supported the Chicago platform and its nominee in 
the last campaign: 

POTTSVILLE, PA., June 22, 1897. 

DEAR SENATOR: I inclose you an article headed Interesting tables." Mr. 
R. C. Luther, general r of the Reading Coal and Iron Company, fur- 
nished the data for this table under oath before the legislative committee. 
You will notice 35} per cent of the employees of the Reading Coal and Iron 
Com y in and around their mines are Poles and Huns for the month of 
October, 1890. You will further notice that there are only 27 per cent of the 
employees Poles and Huus in and about their mines in 1892. The Reading em- 
orem are 20 per cent of the tota! number in the anthracite flelds. ' 

his is the most definite and accurate information you can get on this sub- 
ject. The same proportion of Poles and Huns are employed throughout the 
entire anthracite fields in Pennsylvania, and the ave: would be the same 
for the entire number employed in the anthracite fiel. Some individual 
operators employ a larger proportion of Poles and Huns, and some a much 
smaller proportion, but an average of the whole field would be what is shown 
in this sworn statement of Mr. Luther. 

The legislative committee filed their report on the 14th of June. This ex- 
tract is from the Pottsville Daily Republican of June 16. I also inclose you 
an extract from the report of the SEA of the legislative committee to 
make an investigation of the foreigners in our penal and charitable institu- 
tions. I will during the day receive from Mr. Browera report as to our jail, 
of which he is warden, and send that. The most astonishing thing in regar 
to our foreign emigration is the number of them that are getting into our 

table and penal institutions. They crowd our almshouses m. our jails. 
If there was no reason other than that, this hundred dollar tax should be im- 
upon these foreigners. 

The work ahead of you may seem beset with almost insurmountable difi- 
culties, but Garretson had to meet more determined and better fortified op- 
position when he undertook the fight against slavery. 


The t majority of our people are gotting but a bare existence. It is 
painful to hear of the poverty de on. ust had a talk with a trav- 
eling man who spent six weeks in western Ohio, Illinois, and Io and 
- tells me that a worse condition prevails there than here. It SA hard 

Yours, sincerely, 
WM. WILHELM. 

Senator B. R. TILUMAN, 

Waahington, D. C. 


POTTSVILLE, PA., June 26, 1897. 

Dear SENATOR: I inclose you a statement received from the warden of 
our prison. He tells me that thé percentage of Poles and Huns that were 
committed to the prison is much r than appears according to the inclosed 
statement, but all young Poles and Huns born in this country are classed 
Americans, although, to all intents and purposes, they are not Americans. 
'The Polish and gf eder s population of this county is only 15 per cent of t 
total population, although you see that the foreign-born Poles and Huns con- 
stitute over 44 per cent of the jail commitments for the year 1896. A still 
larger percentage of these Poles and Hunsare found in our poorhouse. 


ours, y. 
WM. WILHELM. 
Senator B. R. TILLMAN. 
Washinglon, D. C. 


POTTSVILLE, PA., June 26, 1897. 


DEAR SIR: In rd to your inquiry as to the Poles and Huns committed 
Quring the year I find the record shows the following: 
Total commitments to Schuylkill County prison, 18986 1,125 
Those GEO, SIUE Lr sp dean bre SES dese d upon . 886 
Muniber of Hungarians ooo. ee. enna kosens 114 
Total oF Poles and HUBS: rur TT sides iere qua 500 
Of the 1,135 committed during the year 1896, there was 42} per cent Ameri- 
can born, 57$ per cent fore born. 
I give you this statement in lieu of any oe ed statement with reference 
to the Poles and Huns, as at tho present e we are not making up any pub- 
repor 
Yours, truly, 
wW w C. W. BROWER, Warden. 
ILLIAM WILHELA, Esq. 
Pottsville, Pa. 
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INTERESTING TABLES CONNECTED WITH THE REPORT OF THE LEGISLATIVE MINING COMMITTEE. 
n month of October, 1896, when the collieries were in full operation, a register of all the employees in the mining department was prepared, 
e fo) 


owing is a condensed statement of the same: 


Occupation. 


INSIDE LABOR. 


im and door boys 
Sadr — and oilers 
gineors...........-.- 


Parentage. 


39 ge ee 


Sussz.aaszssBRIAB3235 


E 


ters 
improvements and repairs 
ths and 9 yum 


cuoco 


6E 


sus5sezrygzssdEsEsusulfsow 

ae 
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SSS E-BASS SAE 8882 


9,494 

8,464 

Total outside and inside labor 11,948 
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These letters show most conclusively the necessity for prompt | against eue labor by prohibiting its importation. It is a ques- 
and vigorous action by Congress. In a rt presen to the | tion wi er this condition shall 


Senate by Mr. CHANDLER, from the Co: ttee on Immigration, 
at the first session of the Fifty-first Congress, No. 1095, we find 
that Edmund Stephenson, on April 11, 1890, in the course of his 
examination, testified as follows: 


My experience in Castle Garden is that hundreds and thousands of skilled 
. stonecutters, stone-masons, glass blowers, locomotive engineers, 
come ly to this country every spring. year after and stay here 
until about November. The y no taxes for our schools; they perform no 
jury duty, nor are they liable to; they do not perform any Ei the duties of 
citizenship except the protection they get from the city, the State, wherever 

e. 

g all the working season they are sen 
their wives, their children, their nts, and at 
son they pack their gri ks and go back to Europe, 
the next year come k here 


their money back home to 
e end of the working sea- 
nd the winter, and 
e same thing over 


again, and repeat t 
and over again. They come into direct competition with American labor.. 


They drive out American labor by their coming here, skilled workmen that 
they are, and they generally work under the price of American labor. But 
they earn much more money here, and they can afford to go back there and 
live a few months until the working season, and then come here. 
ard that, gentlemen, as infinitely worse than contract labor. 
o (By the chairman.) How would you correct it? 

I would put a tax upon every man whocame here as I would upon every 
foreign production that is imported into this country. I would collect it like 
the internal-revenue taxes. I would put every employee under oath, and 
pus from eei paver whether he came here to be a citizen or not. That 

the wa o 
Q: ( By Mr. Lehibach.) Would yon tax every man that is not a citizen? 
. Thatcomesinthat way, yes sir. Every man that takes his money back, 
or sends it back, never brings his family or intends to do that. 


The Democratic party stands committed to protect this country 


my Democratic eee whe 
be brought about. The Republican party is committed to the 
protection of American labor at any and at all times, but especially 
to protect it by prohibiting the illiterate from coming in. The 
$100 which I ask you to put here is a very small bonus for a man 
to pay for the privilege of coming into this great country and 
becoming a citizen, with the right to have the tender nursing of 
that mother of American industries, the Republican party. It is 
a very small amount to charge. The question is, Can you afford 
not to charge it, under the circumstances? 

Now I will let my friend from New Hampshire, who has been 
enjoying himself in anticipation of the meal he is going to make 
off of me and my amendment, come in and explain why it is that 
he will not vote for it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, nothing would give me 
greater pleasure than to devour theincisive and inconsistent Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, But I am afraid I shall not have the 
pleasure of making a final meal of him to-day. 

The Senator has well stated the evils of indiscriminate immi- 
gration into this country. I agree, lam happy to say to him, 
with every word he has said in reference to those evils. Every- 
thing that can be done by law and by good administration to keep 
out bad, degraded, injurious immigrants should be done. Two 
very good laws within the last ten years restricting immigration 
have been placed upon the statute book of this country. They are 


` 


good laws of administration, and they have been well enforced by 
officials, Republican and Democratic. 
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Under the chairmanship of the junior Senator from Massachu- 


setts Mr. LopGE] at the last session of Congress, a new restrict- 
ive bill was passed which provided that no immigrants should 
come into this country unless they could read and write either 
their own language or the English language. That law, as all 
Senators will remember, p both Houses of Congress by an 
overwhelming majority. It would have been of immense service 
in overcoming the evils which the Senator from South Carolina 
has described. Will the Senator from South Carolina, who has 
brought politics into this discussion, kindly tell me why that is 
not a law upon the statute book to-day? 

Mr. TILLMAN, Because a so-called Democratic, but in acts a 
Republican, President, Grover Cleveland, vetoed it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHANDLER. If I required a justification for devouring 
the Senator from South Carolina if I could, I certainly, in the eyes 
of the wnole world, should receive it when he attributes the re- 
sponsibility of Grover Cleveland to the Republican party. 

Mr. President, a Democratic President stopped that bill, a Pres- 
ident for whom the Senator from South Carolina voted, and for 
which may he ask to be forgiven before high Heaven. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope to be forgiven for what I did. I will 
never do it any more. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But it was the President of the Senator 
from South Carolina, and not a Republican President, who put 
the barrier in the way of restriction upon immigration by vetoing 
the measure that was enacted by the last Congress. Under those 
circumstances the Senator, before criticising the Republican party 
for any assumed unwillingness on its part to restrict immigration, 
should. have turned the tines of his pitchfork against Grover 
Cleveland, who is not yet dead, and should have disemboweled 
him, if possible, leaving the Republican party to some future 


day. 

Mr. President, so much by way of responding to the genial and 
gentle badinage of the Senator from South Carolina. A few 
words as to the merits of the question. I will join, this side of the 
House will join, the Senator from South Carolina in pannos any 
wise, stringent bill for the restriction of immigration. this 
session continues long enough, after passing the tariff bill and the 
bill allowing the State of South Carolina to do what it pleases 
with all the spirituous liquor that wicked Northerners and con- 
spiring Southerners may take into the borders of that State, the 
Senator will have an opportunity to vote to pass over again the 
bill which President Cleveland vetoed, and which required that 
foreigners coming to this country should be able to read and 


write. . 

That would be a wise law; and if the Senator from South Caro- 
lina can discover any other restrictive law that will be beneficial 
and will preserve the purity of American citizenship, and will 

reserve Ámerican labor for American laborers, no doubt he will 
Rnd many more Senators on this side of the Chamber willing to 
vote for it than upon the other side of the Chamber, although in 
saying that I make no imputation upon the Democratic side of 
the Chamber, because Democrats and epublicans alike concurred 
in the overwhelming majorities by which the bill was passed 
which a Democratic President vetoed. 

But, Mr. President, Iam obliged to say that I am not in favor 
of a hundred-dollar head tax as a means of restricting immigra- 
tion. My point is a simple one. It has been made before in this 
Chamber. There have been differences of opinion on the subject, 
but the prevailing opinion I believe to be that which 1 express, 
that while it might be wise and proper to impose a head tax to 
keep out an improper immigrant, it is very unwise to take money 
out of the pockets of an immigrant who comes here. If we can 
havea head tax so high that no immigrant can come, in other 
words, if we can have a prohibitive tax upon immigrants, that is 
all very well. The direct method —— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me right there? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The direct method would be to suspend 
immigration entirely for a certain period. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Do you deny that there are many articles in 
this tariff bill upon which there is a prohibitive duty and that 
there will be absolutely no importations under the provisions? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand that in all the duties in the 
bill, from the duty on cotton to the duty on cotton ties, it is a rev- 
enue measure. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from Missouri, then, has labored 
in vain in MESS to convince us to the contrary. 

Mr. CHANDLER. They are all designed to fill up a Treasury 
that has been emptied under the Administration of the President 
of the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me right there? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr.C DLER. Iam afraid the Senator will—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. I insist.. I want to put inyself straight in 
regard to Grover Cleveland. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will either 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will so intimidate or impover- 
ish me that 1 shall not be able to go on with my remarks. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from New Hampshire knows 
what it is, because he is a living evidence of it day by day, to bow 
to the behest of party, to be a party slave, to surrender his inde- 

endence and his manhood in worshiping a name. I went to 
hicago in 1892 at the head of the South Carolina delegation. We 
had passed before we left home a resolution in our State conven- 
tion denouncing Grover Cleveland as a prostitute of Democracy—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not yield to the Senator any longer for 
that kind of language to be used, Mr. President, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam only giving a little history—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ian not consent 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire declines to yield further. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I can not consent to the Senator's speaking 
in that way of the late President of his party. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire has the floor. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will permit me, I will con- 


tinue 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will remind the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina that the Senator from New Hampshire 
has the floor, and can only be interrupted by his consent. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I prefer to go on with the remarks I have 
to submit, and have this beneficent bill take the place of the bill 
of perfidy and dishonor which the Senator's late President allowed 
to me a law because he did not dare to veto it, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will remind the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina that under the rules he must through the 
Chair get MUSAE to interrupt a Senator on the, flour. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iask permission from the Senator from New 
deem to continue my defense of my vote for Grover Cleve- 

and. 


ample M ERU te ` 
. TILLMAN. Please allow me now. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will speak of the late Presi- 
dent Cleveland in the usual terms of respect with which he speaks 
of everyone, I will yield. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TILLMAN. Itis pretty hard to do so, but I will endeavor 
to reach up to the level of Senatorial dignity for once. Isaythat 
the South Carolina delegation went to Chicago instructed to op- 
pose Grover Cleveland's nomination, and our convention - 
resolutions denouncing his candidacy and his nomination, if made, 
in the terms I have spoken of, 

We voted against him every time, We knew by intuition and 
by his behavior what was coming. We were four years ahead of 
our brethren from the South, who were there from nearly every 
State except ours, clamoring for the great Cleveland to be the 
leader of 1 But after he was nominated, having no- 
where else to go, believing that it was dishonorable to go into a 
party convention and not abide the result, unless we got up and 
walked out, we went home and carried South Carolina for by 
the biggest majority of any Southern State 

Now, the blame rests on him and not on us that he prostituted 
his high office and betrayed his party; and I hope the Senator 
from New Hampshire in the future will twit those here who have 
been defending him, rather than me for having been a fool, and 
such a fool, once. [Laughter.] Ihave grown broader since then, 
and become more independent, and will never again while I live 
vote for a Presidential candidate who does not represent my prin- 


ciples. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will proceed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The sad fact remains that considering this 
subject of immigration, about which the Senator has been lectur- 
ing the Senate, a very wise and important bill for which the Sen- 
ator voteđ was kept from becoming a law by the veto of President 
Cleveland. The President undoubtedly, now that the Senator 
from South Carolina is through with him, is gone and dead indeed; 
but for his acts, such as they were, good or bad, the Democratic 
party was responsible, and not a solitary Republican I ever knew 
or heard of was responsible for one jot or tittle of his deeds, 

Now, Mr. President, if I can get the attention of the Senate to 
& point in connection with the Senator's amendment, it is this: 
That when an immigrant comes into this country, either a man 
alone,or a man and woman,or aman and wife with children, who 
go out on the prairies of the West or down into the now rapidly 
civilizing South to take a home there and to become a part of the 
communities to which they migrate, when they are admitted ac- 
cording to the existing laws upon our statute book to the blessings 


Mr. CHANDLER. After I get through, the Senator will have 
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of our citizenship, the worst thing that we can do when they 
enter the gates of Castle Garden or Ellis Island is to take $100 
apiece from the pockets of each and every one of those immi- 


grants. 

The very best thing we could do with $100 of Government 
money would be to grs it to each and every one of those immi- 
grants, with which they may go to the place which they intend to 
make their homes, and there use this money in building their 
little houses, in developing their little farms, and in fitting them- 
selves to enjoy the blessings and to perform the duties of Ameri- 
can EARNE 

y TILLMAN. Willthe Senator from New Hampshire allow 
me there? 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will ask a question and say 
nothing about Grover Cleveland 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is a question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Are there any more public lands left to which 
this man can go with the hundred dollars and settle on a home- 
stead and build up a home? 

Mr. CHANDLER. There are very few, although this country 
is not overpopulated yet. I have said that I will go as far as the 
Senator from South Carolina in a law to keep out immigrants—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will you go to 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will vote for this amendment if it would 
operate, for the time being, asa prohibition. But this is my point, 
and bright as the Senator is, he understands it; when an immi- 

rant comes in with his family the worst possible tax that you can 
D in any bill by Congressis a tax that takes a hundred dollars 
out of the pockets of the father of that family for every member 
of the family. He wants that money to prepare and adorn and 
make comfortable and beautify his home. That is the reason why 
Ihave voted and why I shall continue to vote against a large head 
tax as a method of excluding immigration. 

Now, Mr. President, one word more and 1 am done. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator, then, join me in amending 
the amendment so as to prohibit all immigration of any kind? 

Mr. CHANDLER. hen the pono Senator gets through his 
bill, which I am much in favor of, to make South Carolina a tem- 
perance State, and brings in a bill for the restriction of immigra- 
tion, I will help him pass it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But, my dear sir, it ought to go in this tariff 


bill. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, there is a distinction between 
_a human being coming into this country and a bale of goods, even 
if the Senator from South Carolina does not see it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The distinction 

Mr. CHANDLER. I can not yield any further to the Senator 
from South Carolina—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire declines to yield further. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Until I have made one more point; then I 
will yield the floor to him entirely. 

"Mr. President, the Senator's amendment has a tail to it that is 
very interesting. He has described the horrors of vile immigra- 
tion; he has described the condition of the poor, miserable, de- 
graded human beings who, he says, delve in the mines of the great 
mining State of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, there is great truth 
in the picture, although neither the State of Pennsylvania nor the 
nation is to blame for that condition of things. It is one that will 
be ameliorated as time passes. 

But as it exists the Senator says that it is a horrible condition, 
and that it is being added to daily by the rush of immigrants into 
this country whom he proposes to keep out. And yet the Senator 
says that if this country will only adopt the free coinage of silver 
at 16 to 1, then he is willing that any may come in. All the de- 
graded hordes, the horrible immigrants, this damning, degraded 
addition to our population, may come if the tenet of the party— 
te one party, the two parties, the three parties for aught I 

00 — 

Mr. TILLMAN. Four pru 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the tenetof the four parties that opos 
the Republican party in the last Presidential election shall pre- 
vail and the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 be- 
come a part of the law of the land. Now, Mr. President, there is 
a most e and impotent conclusion for you. Why, the whole 
picture of the Senator, all the horrors which he described and 
which 5 is only the prelude to the lame and impotent 
and ridiculous conclusion that the immigrants shall only be ex- 
cluded until the blessed day when free coinage at the ratio of 16 
to 1 shall have dawned upon the American people. 

Mr. President, I can say no more than this to show, I think, to 
the Senator himself the absurdity of his amendment, which, in 
the interest of the speedy passage of this bill, which we all want 
= 1 with as soon as we can, I respectfully ask him to 

W. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Isthe Senator esci ad 


Mr.CHANDLER. Yes; I am through now. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr, President, I shall only have a word to 
say in rA to the tail of this amendment upon which the 
venom—that is a bad word—I will say, rather, the incisive wit, the 
keen, scintillating brilliancy of my friend wus exhausted. It 
seems to me that I recollect reading a speech carefully and elab- 
orately preparon by a certain Senator from New Hampshire in 
favor of ** bimetallism," delivered last spring, in which all of the 
acumen and wisdom and learning and historical research which 
he could bring to bear (and there is no man in this Chamber who 
excels him in these points) had been exhausted. And it seems to 
me that I recall certain sentences of dire wrong to humanity and 
a great trouble ahead for the human race unless this great con- 
summation were wrought. 

There is nothing in this amendment about how you shall get 
this coinage of silver at 16 to 1. You are obliged to take it, if you 
can get it, by international eg roemenh and I do not care. I will 
take it that way just as readily as by any other means. I will 
take it by international agreement, or I will take it by our own 
action independent of any other nation. But I say that if we had 
the free coinage of silver to-day, there would be no hungry men 
in America and no paupers and idle men standing on the streets 
begging for bread. 

say if we get it in the near future, the stunted, distorted growth 
which now confronts us, the paralysis of trade, the condition of 
servitude which exists in labor, would no longer exist, because the 
American farmer would get a fair price for his product, and he 
could then buy the products of the factories. The wheels of the 
machine shops and factories would be set humming, and every 
man in America would obtain a fair day's wages and not go beg- 
ging for labor. That is what I meant by putting that tail on 
there, and the fact that it has stung the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire shows that he realizes it. But your party exigency and its 
platform forbid you to get up and acknowledge it. You know 
it. You realize that you could not emancipate labor from this 
thralldom if you would have 

a C DLER. Mr. President, I rise to a question of 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will state his question of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I prefer that the Senator, instead of saying 
vou,“ would address his remarks to the Chair. He frightens 
me more than he is aware of when he speaks to me directly. 


(Laughter. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina will proceed in order. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, as I do not have any pitchfork in 


sight, Ido not see why the Senator hastaken refuge behind the manl 

form of the Presiding Officer in that style. Of course, he is ridi 
culing me. Iunderstand that, and my shoulders are broad enough 
to bear it; but he is in a hole—to use a slang phrase—and he knows 
it. The Republican party is committed to etallism. This only 
contemplates the possibility of eng you out of a dilemma by 
international agreement, with the certainty of the Democrats giv- 
ing the country free coinage of silver in 1900, when the American 
laborer will have had the scales pulled from his eyes and wiil see 
that your sham promises of protection by a high tariff are Sodom 
apples and there is nothing in it for him but to come to starva- 

on. 


As long as the country had a bimetallic currency, we prospered, 
The evils of inmigration and glutting the labor market did not 
5 trouble. Pu fas case is now ince 8 Led 

pe tor prosper: until our financial po is changed. Unti 
it is changed t eiu danger in allowing a free influx of more Euro- 
pean paupers to add to the distress in our cities and threaten the 
"er life of the Republic. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The 8 is upon the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 


MAN]. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Task for the yeasand nays on the amendment, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris]. In 
his absence I withhold my vote. 


Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. In his ab- 
sence I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 


Senator from New Jersey [Mr. erp 

Mr. BERRY (when the name of Mr. JoNES of Arkansas was 
called). My colleague [Mr. JONES of Arkansas] is paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. I will state also that the 


Senator from New York [Mr. MuRPHY] is paired with his col- 
league [Mr. PLATT of New York]. 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. If he 
were present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 

. the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I do not suppose 
this is a political question. I have a pair with the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON], but I am bound to vote for my own 
amendment, and so I vote“ yea." 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I in announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Washington | Mr. TURNER]. 

He is not in the Chamber, and I do not know how he would vote 
if present. Itherefore withhold my vote. 
he roll call was concluded. 

Mr. SPOONER (after having voted in the negative). Ihavea 
general pair with the Senator from ous [Mr. WALTHALL], 
and I voted in his absence inadvertently. lam assured, however, 
that he would vote “nay,” if he were present. I will allow my 
vote to stand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER [Mr. GALLINGER] (after having 
voted in the negative). 'The present occupant of the chair is 
paired with the Senator from Texas A , and therefore 
withdraws his vote, the Senator from Texas not having voted, 

The result was announced—yeas 3, nays 48; as follows: 


YEAS—3. 
Butler, Quay, Tillman. 
NAYS—AS. 
Alisa Elkins 3 Platt 
ns, a nn. 
Bacon, Fairban McBride, teh 
Bate, Faulkner, McEnery, Shoup, 
pum Foraker, MM 8 x ner, 
ürrowi ye, c eller, 
Ghandi s brough, 5 — Vi po 
er, nsbroug rgan, es: 
Chilton, ` Hawley Nelson, Wellington, 
. Heitfe d, Š Wetmore, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Penrose, te, 
el, Kenney, Perkins, Wilson. 
NOT VOTING—3. 
Al Gorman, Sewe 
Rader Gray, Mile Benth 
Caffery, Hale, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Cannon, Morrill, Thurston, 
Clark, Harris, Tenn Murphy, Turner, 
Cullom, Jones, Ark Pet W. althall, 
Deboe, Jones, Ney. Platt, N. Y. Warren, 
Gallinger, E octor, Wolcott. 
Gear, * Rawlins, 
George, Mantle, h, 


So the amendment of Mr. TILLMAN was rejected. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to have printed an amendment which I 
intend to propose to the.pending bill, with the references which 
are indorsed thereon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made, in the 
absence of objection. 

Mr. ALLISON, Iask the adoption of the amendment which I 
send to the desk, on page 150, line 25. It is merely to place jewels 
for watches on the free list, in accordance with the decision of the 
Senate to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from lowa will be stated. ; 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 25, on page 170, after the 
word ** bort," it is proposed to insert a semicolon, and to add: 


All jewels for use in the manufacture of watches or clocks. 


zr Moped Pj th DERIER, The 1 5 bes the amend- 
ment p y the Senator from Iowa 8 ON]. 
The amendment was agreed to. ] 

Mr. CHILTON. I offer an amendment to the pending bill, 
which I desire to have printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made, in the 
absence of objection. d 

Mr. KENNEY. lofferan amendment to the pending bill, which 
I wish to have printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, in the ab- 
sence of objection. : 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. ALLISON. Imove that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
45 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, June 30, 1897, at 11 o'clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 29, 1897. 
i SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 


Charles V. Herdliska, of the District of Columbia, to be secre- 
tary of the legation of the United States at Vienna, Austria, vice 


Lawrence Townsend, appointed envoy extraordinary and minis-: 


ter plenipotentiary to Portugal. 
CONSULS-GENERAL, 


John P. Bray, of North Dakota, to be consul- 
United States at Melbourne, Australia, vice Dani 
resigned, 


neral of the 
W. Maratta, 
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Church Howe, of Nebraska, to be consul-general of the United ; 


States at Apia and Nukualofa, Tonga, vice William Churchill, 
resigned. 
CONSULS. 


Louis A. Dent, of the District of Columbia, to be consul of the 


United States at Kingston, Jamaica, vice Quincy O. Eckford, re- 


signed. 
5 Donzelmann, of Wyoming, to be consul of the United 


States at Prague, Bohemia, vice Carl Bailey Hurst, appointed 
consul- general at Vienna, 
Samuel S. Lyon, of New Jersey, to be consul of the United 


States at Osaka and Hiogo, Japan, vice James F. Connelly, re- 


signed. 
ounsevelle Wildman, of California, to be consul of the United 
States at Hongkong, China, vice William E. Hunt, resigned. 
SOLICITOR-GENERAL, : 

John K. Richards, of Ohio, to be Solicitor-General, vice Holmes 

Conrad, resigned. : 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Artillery arm. 

Second Lieut. John Power Hains, Third Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant, June 17, 1897, vice Oyster, First Artillery, retired from 
active service. 

Infantry arm. 

Lieut. Col. William Henry Powell, Eleventh Infantry, to be 
colonel, June 27, 1897, vice Lyster, Ninth Infantry, retired from 
active service. 

Maj. Clarence Edmund Bennett, Nineteenth Infantry, to be lieu- 
e June 27, 1897, vice Powell, Eleventh Infantry, pro- 


moted. 
Capt. Stephen Perry Jocelyn, Twenty-first Infantry, to be major, 


June 27, 1897, vice Bennett, Nineteenth Infantry, promoted. 


First Lieut. Charles Hartwell Bonesteel, Twenty-first Infantry, 


to be ee June 27, 1897, vice Jocelyn, Twenty-first Infantry, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. Edmund Luthur Butts, Eker fee Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant, June 27, 1897, vice Bonesteel, Twenty-first In- 
fantry, promoted. 


: CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 29, 1897. 
CONSUL. 


Soren Listoe, of Minnesata, to be consul of the United States at 


Rotterdam, Netherlands. 
ASSISTANT ENGINEERS IN THE NAVY. 


The following-named naval cadets, graduates of the Naval 
Academy, to be assistant engineers in the Navy: 

Thomas M. Dick, of South Carolina, 

Charles K. Mallory, of Tennessee. 

Newton Mansfield, of Ohio. 

James P. Morton, of Missouri. 

Daniel M, Garrison, of New Jersey. 

Franklin D. Karns, of Ohio. 

Frederick N. Freeman, of Indiana, M ^ 

John F. Marshall, jr., of Texas. 

Darwin R. Merritt, of Iowa. 

Ernest F. Eckhardt, of Wisconsin. 

Edward H. Dunn, of Connecticut. 


ENSIGNS IN THE NAVY. 


t 


Í 


The following-named naval cadets, graduates of the Naval 


Academy, to be ensigns in the navy: 
Frank H. Brumby, of Georgia. 
Frank P. Baldwin. of New Jersey. 
William C. Davidson, of South Dakota. 
Harris Laning, of Illinois. 


i 
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David W. Todd, of California. 

John V. Klemann, of New York. 
William R. Cushman, of New York. 
Henry V. Bntler, jr., of New York. 
Walter R. Gherardi, at large 

John R. Monaghan, of Washinton: 
James J. Raby, of Michigan. 

James E. Walker, of North Carolina. 
William H. Standley, of California. 
Arthur T. Chester, at large. 

Cassius B. Barnes, of Oklahoma. 
Joseph C. Breckinridge, of Kentucky. 
Albion J. Wadhams, of New York. 
Kenneth M. Bennett, of New Jersey. 
Edward H. Watson, of Kentucky. 
Worth Bagley, of North Carolina. 
Orlo S. Knepper, of Pennsylvania. 
Michael J. McCormack, of Michigan 
Rufus Z. Johnston, jr., 'of North 8 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 


The following-named cadets, graduates of the Military Academy, 
rad 8 in the Army of the United States, to date from 
une 11, 1 


To be additional second lieutenants, Corps of Engineers. 


1. Cadet William Durward Connor. 

2. Cadet John Calvin Oakes. 

3. Cadet Louis Casper Wolf. 

4. Cadet Henry Sims Morgan. 

5. Cadet Sherwood Alfred Cheney. 

6. Cadet Frederick William Altstaetter. 
7. Cadet Harley Bascom Ferguson. 


Artillery arm. 


9. Cadet Robert Swepston Abernethy. 
12. Cadet Edwin Oliver Sarratt. 
13. Cadet Albert Jesse Bowley. 
15. Cadet Bertram Charles Gilbert. 
16. Cadet Lawrence Sp e Miller. 
18. Cadet Winfield Scott Overton, jr. 
20. Cadet Mervyn Chandos Buckey. 


Cavalry arm. 


11. Cadet Francis Horton Pope. 

Cadet Matthew Elting Hanna. 

7. Cadet George Edward Mitchell. 
Cadet Pierce Ambrose Murphy. 
21. Cadet Frederick Theodaee A Arnold, 
Cadet James Noble Munro. 

Cadet Earle D'Arcy Pearce. 

Cadet William Stanley Valentine. 
Cadet H Ca ter Smither. 
Cadet Roy Beveridge Harper. 
Cadet Thomas Arnett Roberts. 
Cadet Edgar Alexander Sirmyer. 
Cadet Frank Ross McCoy. 

Cadet Chalmers Gaither Hall. 
Cadet Clarence Richmond Day. 
Cadet Willard Herman McCornack. 
Cadet Seth Mellen Milliken. 
Cadet John Carrington Raymond. 


Infantry arm. 


Cadet Charles Duval Roberts. 
. Cadet John Kirkpatrick Moore. 
. Cadet Frederick ep el Johnston, 
. Cadet Claude Hamilton Miller. 
. Cadet Harold Benjamin Fiske. 
. Cadet Arthur Stewart Conklin. 
. Cadet John Hendricken Hughes. 
. Cadet George Willis Helms. 
Cadet Rufus Estes Longan. 
Cadet Frank Marion Savage. 
Cadet Thomas Taylor Frissell. 
Cadet Edward Anthony Roche. 
Cadet Henry Magdeburg Dichm 

et Henry eburg Dichmann. 
Cadet Halstead Dore 5 
Cadet George in Baltzell. 
Cadet Benjamin Martin Koehler. 
Cadet James Francis Brady. 
Cadet Hugh La Fayette W 
Cadet Thomas Conley. 
Cadet Roderick Leland 8 


SETS 
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54. Cadet Harry Gore Bishop. 
55. Cadet Henry Abbot. 

56. Cadet Andrew Moses. ; 
57. Cadet Edgar Thomas Collins. 
58. Cadet Fred Anderson Pearce. 
59. Cadet Seaborn Green Chiles. 


60. Cadet Lyman Mowry Welch. 
61. Cadet Thomas Quinn Ashburn, 
62. Cadet Sam Fr; Bottoms. 


63. Cadet Warren Sumner Barlow. 
Cadet John Girardin Workizer. 
65. Cadet Willard Douglas Newbill. 
66. Cadet Charles Higbee Bridges. 
67. Cadet Harold Edward Cloke. 


SECOND LIEUTENANTS IN MARINE CORPS, 


The following-named naval cadets, graduates of the Naval 
Academy, to be second lieutenants in the Marine Corps, from the 
ist day of July, 1897, to fill vacancies existing in that grade, 
namely: 

Philip M. Bannon, of Maryland. 

Newt tH. Hall, of Texas. 


REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Thomas A, Roseberry, of Susanville, Cal., to be register of the 
land office at Susanville, Cal. 


POSTMASTERS, 


W. Morton Mills, to be postmaster at Ladoga, in the county of 

fe Sate and State of Indiana. 
W. Willey, to be postmaster at Hinton, in the county of Sum- 

mers and State of West Virginia. 

Francis Norwood, to be postmaster at Beverly, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts. 

Elias E. Wesseler, to be postmaster at Rockport, in the county 
of Spencer and State of Indiana. 

Theodore Bailey, to be postmaster at Portland, in the county of 
Jay and State of ndiana. k 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, June 30, 1897. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. Hud JonxsTOx, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 
n motion of Mr. ALLEN, and by unanimous consent, the read- 
ing of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dispensed with, 


CORRECTION, 


Mr. RAWLINS. I find in the Recorp that upon the vote on 
the lead question yesterday I am recorded as voting in the nega- 
tive. That vote was cast under a misapprehension of the ques- 
tion, and I simply desire to make that statement. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. GALLINGER presented the memorial A. T. Brown & Co., 
of Raymond, N. H., remonstrating against an increase in the 
present rate of duty on tanned skins for morocco, or a duty on 

raw goatskins; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the memorial of James Bolling and 
49 other citizens of Iowa, remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation intended to destroy the quee resent system of ticket bro- 
kerage; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, 

Mr. PERKINS. I present a petition wired me from the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of San Francisco, Cal., preying for the prompt 
annexation of the Hawaiian Republic. I move that the petition 
be printed in the RECORD and referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

The petition was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., June 29, 1897. 
Hon. GEORGE C. PERDE 
United States mentor Washington, D. C.: 


‘Kindly present following to Senate: 


“To the honorable Senate and House o; m resentatives, 


the Fifty-jifth Congress, Washington, D. C. 
“Your memorialists, citizens of the Pacific Coast of the United States, re- 
fully b bat u a gebe, our august body for the prompt annexa- 
tion of the Ha ublic. eitis true t Pacific Const interests 
— it, we ib wo respect 9 — zor rei quer m the broader ground of 


pokoi: Prestige, am rcial necessi 
lr the grea Send comme in mid- Pacific 1 being permitted occupation 
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confident that every intelligent American unbiased by prejudice or personal 
interest will support the policy of the Administration in the annexation of 
this friendly island Republic which has these many years sought to be in- 
corporated with the American nation. Asa political and commercial neces- 
sity we also pray that the United States Government will aid and facilitate 
the connection by cable of the Pacific Coast with this splendid new territory. 
* Confident in the widsom and patriotism of our countrymen in Congress 
assembled, we subscribe ourselves, 
“ Your fellow-citizens, b 
"THE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF SAN FRANCISCO." 
HUGH CRAIG, President. 
WILLIAM M. MERRY, Secretary-Treasurer, 


Mr. WHITE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cali- 
fornia, praying for the enactment of legislation authorizing the 
President of the United States to appoint a commission as pro- 
posed by the Indianapolis (Ind.) monetary convention; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BACON eee the memorial of B. T. Teague and 51 
other citizens of Georgia, and the memorial of C. D. Reamer and 
52 other citizens of Georgia, remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation intended to destroy the present system of ticket 
brokerage; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of the Bradley Fertilizer 
Company, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the imposition 
of a duty on burlap; which was ordered to lie on the table. r 

Mr. ROACH (for Mr. MURPHY) presented sundry memorials of 
citizens of New York, remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation intended to destroy the prenont system of ticket broker- 
age; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

Mr. NELSON presented the memorial of H. Holbert and 48 
other citizens of Minnesota, remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation intended to destroy the present system of ticket 
brokerage; which was referred to the n on Interstate 
Commerce. ; 

Mr. LODGE presented sundry memorials of citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation in- 
tended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 8 the * of George Hardman 
and 75 other citizens of Mount Zion, W. Va., praying for the enact- 
ment of a law restricting immigration. As a bill on this subject 
has already been reported from the committee and is now on the 
Calendar, I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST presented sundry memorials of citizens of Missouri, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to de- 
stroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. HANNA, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2117) 8 an increase of pension to Fan- 
Die Kautz, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2112) granting a pension to Jesse O. Davy; 

A bill (S. 2115) granting a pension to Milton T. Bedford; 

A bill (S. 2114) granting a pension to Kebecca E. Kutz; 

A bill (S. 1454) granting an increase of pension to Mary Sprague: 

A bill (S. 2258) granting a pension to Joshua Parker; 

* 885 m 141) granting an increase of pension to Capt. John 


A bill (S. 697) granting a pension to Abel S. Chase; 

A bill (S. 139) granting an increase of pension to Florence W. 
Buskirk; and 

A bill (S. 1614) nting a pension to John Amrein. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1502) for the relief of C. S. Lobdell, of 
Parkersburg, Iowa, asked to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; 
which was em to. 

Mr. SHO (for Mr. HANSBROUGH), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom were referred the fo hon. bills, reported them 
severally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 156) to increase the pension of Capt. John H. Mullen; 

A bill (S. 1480) granting an increase of pension to Lewis D. 


er; 

A bill (S. 408) to restore a pension to Harriet M. Knowlton; and 

A bill (S. 158) granting a pension to Peter Daly. 

Mr, KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 590) ting an inerease of pension to Isabella H. 
Silvey, widow of Lieut. Col. William Silvey, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 844) to grant a pension to Eli D. Walker, ! 


Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: > 

A bill (S. 368) granting a pension to Jennie E. Burch; 

A bill (S. 821) to increase the pension of Thomas J, Haughey; 

A bill (S. 1534) increasing the pension of Lucivey J. Summers; 


and 
A bill (S. 1532) to increase the pension of Capt. James B. Logan. 
ACTS AND RESOLUTIONS RELATING TO PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the resolution submitted by Mr. GEAR on the.25th in- 
stant, reported it with an amendment, and it was referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate as a document 
1,000 copies of all and singular the acts and resolutions of Congress, includ- 
ing the decisions of the Supreme Court relating thereto, relative to the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company and the Central ific Railroad pany and 
Western Pacific Railroad Company, and that the sum of $100, to be expended 


under the direction of the Committee on Printing, is hereby appropriated 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate for the work. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 2309) to correct the military 
record of George W. Sampson; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 53) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Treasury to deliver to the mayor of the 
city of Milwaukee, for use in ornamenting one of the parks of 
that city, the Parrott rifled cannon and carriage recently used on 
the revenue cutter Andrew Johnson; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 54) empow- 
ering the Secretary of War to purchase the bronze bust of Secre- 
tary of War Edwin M. Stanton for the War Department; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 

AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. THURSTON submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Select Committee on International 
Expositions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be propose: 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NORTHERN LIBERTY MARKET CLAIMS, 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the auditor of the supreme court of the District of Colum- 
bia and the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, 
uested to suspend further proceedings under the act of Con; to pro- 
wide for the patroons of certain claims against the District of Columbia by 
drawback certificates," approved January 26, 1897, known as the Northern 
Liberty Market claims, until further action of Congress. 


THE TARIFF BILL, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business appears to be 


closed. . 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 379. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 
of the United States. 

Mr, QUAY. Before proceeding further with the consideration 
of the bill, I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment to paragraph 118 providing $1 per ton on 
manganese ore was agreed to. Ishall not press the motion now. 
I desire to consult with the Committee on Finance before the bill 
passes from the Committee of the Whole. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider will be 


entered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask now to recur to paragraph 7}. 

The SECRETARY. On page 3, after line 16, the Committee on 
Finance propose to insert as a new paragraph: 

Ti. Bleaching powder, or chloride of lime, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to modify the amendment by inserting 
** one-fifth" in lieu of ‘‘one-fourth.” 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 17, page 3, strike out 
fourth“ and insert fifth;“ so as to read: 

7i. Bleaching powder, or chloride of lime, one-fifth of 1 cent per pound. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Whatisthe duty? Will the Secretary please read 
the paragraph as it now stands? 
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The SECRETARY, As modified the paragraph reads: 

7i. Bleaching powder, or chloride of lime, one-fifth of 1 cent per pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out the 


d to. 
1 80 as to put it 


on the free list, where it was under the ley Act and where 
it is under existing law. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, before the vote is taken, I wish to 
say a few words on this matter, because it is one, Ithink, of some 
importance. It concerns a very wid industry in this 
country. This tax on bleach is especially important to those of 
us who have in our States the industries that are d opis eni 
affected by this necessary raw material of their manufacture. 

Bleach is used very largely, among other things, for the manu- 
facture of pulp and for the manufacture of paper That industry 
is an ingly important one and very widely diffused through- 
out this country. ose who are engaged in these industries view 
with no little concern the proposition to impose a tax on what has 
hitherto been free and subject them to a very heavy addition to 
the cost of producing their wares. 

I am told, for example, by a single wood-pulp manufacturer in 
this country that this tax will mean an increase in expense to them 
of $20,000a year. That means a very good profit upon the business. 
It means a necessary increase in the price of their paper, or & 
reduction in other directions in order to enable them to meet the 
increased cost. Bleach has always, or for a long time, been upon 
the free list, and with it so the industries dependent upon this 
important article have May red as we might wish to see them 
prosper. Ido not know that there have been any inordinate profits 
made, but the American manufacturer of paper, that has come to 
be one of the most important in modern civilization, controls the 
market in this country and is doing a large export business. 

I understand that by reason of the cheapness of production in 
this country, which comes from this free raw material largely, 
more than one of the great London dailies is printed upon paper 
that is sent from this country, and our manufacturers are largely 
commanding that trade all over the world. The cheapness of the 
material from which wood pulp is made and the particular woods 
that are used for that manufacture are more abundant here than 
in Europe, and through that and through the modern economies 
that have come in the manufacture, and with all the raw mate- 
rials cheap, they have been able to build x this industry to its 
present proportions. Thai means the employment of labor, and 
. of skilled labor, and all the innumerable blessings that flow and 

er ee ply pa dina a conservatively conducted and whole- 
somely growing industry. 

I do not believe that in this, sny more than in any other case it 
is right or just that the people who think that they can make the 
bleach for the United States should, in looking around at these 

rosperous and thriving industries scattered all over the United 
Btates from ocean to ocean, levy a tribute upon them because they 
are prosperous. It has occurred tosome gentlemen that with the 
use of some English patents, largely controlled by English capital, 
they can, by a process thathas never yet been anything more than an 
experiment, manufacture this bleach profitably to themselves and 
compel all the manufacturers of wood pulp and paper to buy from 
them and pay tribute to this protected industry. I do not think 
that is right. I do not think there is any justice in it in this case 
even from the protectionist point of view, because I say here, upon 
authority which I think is unquestionable, that there is no suc- 
cessfully established manufacture of bleach in this country, and 
certainly none has ever been made in sufficient quantities for com- 
mercial purposes to justify the imposition of a protective tax, and 
thus burden all the paper makers and pulp makers of the country 
for the benefit of these patented processes. 

Mr. ALLEN. Wasthere ever any tax imposed on this article 
before? 


Mr. GRAY. Never before. Bleach hasalways, I believe, been 
on the free list. I understand there are certain argo paper man- 
ufacturers, notably in the State of Maine, where they manufac- 
ture the liquid chloride, which can not be transported, but can be 
nsed for bleaching their own manufacture of wood pulp and paper. 
There, I am informed, they use the chlorine gas in their own 
manufactures. Limestone is used merely as the base tocarry the 
chlorine, and when so united I am told it can be used commer- 
cially and shipped from one country to another or across the ocean, 
but it has never been e in this country in a form in which it 
can be transported from place to place successfully or in quanti- 
ties other than insignificant. 

I think this is a matter too important to go over lightly. The 
Solvay process that these people have control of is patented in this 
country and pus abroad. It is protected on every hand in 
that way, and because they have never yet been able to success- 


fully compete with the manufacture of chloride of lime that comes 
from a and can not be so successfully made in this country, 
I do not think that they should be allowed to plunder these vari- 
ous industries in this fashion. You may talk about it on any 
principle you please, whether of free raw material or on the mere 
adjustment of a protective tariff; this is one of the arrangements 
that ought to be made in order to prevent a conspicuous case of 
hardship being worked by the passage of this bill. 

Mr. BACON. Isitaraw material? 

Mr. GRAY. Well, it is a raw material in the sense in which it 
is used in man I understand, of course, that one man's 
raw material is another man's finished product. Iam not dis- 
cussing the free raw material of the matter, but I do say that, on 
whatever ground the tax is placed, it is unfair to burden honest 
and legitimate industry as necessary as the matter of paper mak- 
ing. Iam not now speaking of other industries that rely upon 
having an abundance of this material brought to them cheaply, 
but it is not fair that this great industry should be burdened 
without more jüstification than has ever been shown to me. I 
have here a note from a large paper-pulp maker in which he says: 

The paper-pulp trades are shipping to-day to all points in the world. A 
duty on bi means the abandonment of the foreign market. 

Whether that is an extravagant assertion or not, it shows that 
these people, whom I know and can vouch for as respectable and 
honest people, are very much concerned about this matter, and 
though they might be mistaken in saying that it means the aban- 
donment of the foreign market, i& means a very onerous tax and 
a very important interference with their present business. s 

From this same authority I am informed that during the past 
five years bleach has been declining in price; that there are not 
2 tons of bleach per day produced in the United States, while 175 
tons daily are consumed; and that this bleach has been made only 
within the last three months. 'The experiment has been recently 
tried in West Virginia, and it could not in that time have in- 
fluenced the price, which has come down almost one-half in the 
last five years, for there has not been a sufficient quantity made 
even experimentally to affect in the least the marketsof this coun- 
try. I understand there is some bleach made in Michi Ido 
not know whether the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] 
who sits opposite to me is interested in this tax or has any infor- 
mation about it. I should be glad to hear from him whether there 
is any bleach made successfully there for the commerce of this 
country. If the Senator has no objection to answering that ques- 
tion, I will be obliged to him. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iam not certain whether any is being made 
at this time, but I do know that capital is about to invest in the 
en rise with a view to making bleach in our State. I know 
also, I will state, as I am on the floor, that we send annually 
abroad over $2,000,000 to a foreign syndicate forthis bleach. Itis 
stated, and I suppose it is beyond question, that with a slight pro- 
tection upon this industry we can establish it in the United States 
at present. AsIsaid, we are sending $2,000,000 abroad every year 
to the United Alkali Company of Great Britain, which has back 
of it a capital of $35,000,000, and we are dependent upon this for- 
eign syndicate to furnish us with this ver important ingredient 
in our manufactures. I have letters here showing that the manu- 
facture of bleach can beyond all question be carried on in the 
United States if we can have a slight protection, and, as is shown 
by these letters, when they do establish the industry the product 
m be very much cheaper to the American people than ever 

efore. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, that is the old story very skillfull 
told. It is for the protection of this as yet unborn infant that this 
tax is asked. We are coolly told now by the Senator from Michi- 
gan (and I suppose he sees nothing that is at all abhorrent to his 
sense of justice in the statement) that though there is no bleach 
made in this country at this time, yetif you will put this tax upon 
it and prevent the well-established industries and old industries 
that have been here for a hundred years, and that now command 
the market of the United States, from shipping this product from 
abroad, ADS be able successfully to supply the bleach. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iamsurethe Senator must have misunder- 
stood me if he supposes I said none was being made in the United 
States. I said we have none comparatively manufactured in 
Michigan. The Senator asked about Michigan. Bleach is being 
made in the United States, as the Senator himself stated a mo- 
ment ago. 

Mr. GRAY. I understood they were preparing to make it in 
Michigan, and that was all, and I am eed ed ed in that statement 
by what the Senator has just said. I make the statement, on the 
authority I have mentioned, that there is no bleach successfully 
made for commercial purposes in the United States to-day; that 
itisall in preparation in anticipation of this tax, and they will 
make it if the United States will go into partnership with them 


and compel by this tax the paper makers and pulp makers and the 
ers and textile manufacturers of the country to pay this 


linen 
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increased price. It is the old story of raising pineapples under 
glass in Vermont if you give protection enough. Of course if we 
compel these people to buy their bleach in this way, by imposing 


this penalty upon them if they do not, you can support almost any 
industry. But I appeal to my friends on the other side, who be- 
lieve in what they call a protection principle, whether they are 
not destroying the ground work of justice upon which they claim 
that the system rests? 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, of course 
we want accurate information on this point. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In the establishment in Maine some of the 
citizens of New Hampshire have large investments. Ithinkthe 
capital stock is now $300,000 paid in, and it has been established 
some four years. Does the Senator mean to say that that estab- 
lishment has not made any bleach for commercial purposes? 

Mr. GRAY. Is that the Rumford Falls Company? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. I know nothing, of course, of my own knowledge, 
but I have carefully inquired as to this matter. So far as I know 
by inquiring of those who are concerned to know, I am informed 
that they have not made it for commercial purp in any quan- 
a. justifies calling it a manufacture at all. 

r. GALLINGER. Iwill say that that does not correspond 
vn the information I have. But still perhaps the Senator knows 
tter. : 

Mr. GRAY. Isay I know nothing except from information. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to say a word? I 
understand the concern in Maine of which the Senator from New 
Hampshi has invested a good deal of money in the 
attempt to make bleaching powder, but they have not up to the 
present time made a success of it; that it is a great financial loss, 
and the powders that they haye. been able to make have not been 
such as the people of the country who are using bleaching powders 
were willing to use. It has neither been a success in the character 
of material furnished nor in the amount, nor in a financial view, 
and it is practically a failure, I am advised, by those who know 
about the matter. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not accept the statement of the Sena- 
tor from Colorado, and in due time I shall try in a very few words 
to make it appear otherwise. 

Mr. GRAY. That the Senator may know exactly the statements 
he has to deal with, I may say, in addition to what the Senator 
from Colorado has stated, and upon the authority of the letter 
which I hold in my hand, from a perfectly reliable source, that the 
Rumford Falls Company do not make commercial chloride of 
lime. They disintegrate salt by electricity and obtain the chlorine 

as, but it can not be transported and is not what is commercially 
own as bleaching powder. The Niagara Falls pian is not yet 
in operation. That is the one that is going in under this Solvay 
rocess, and is to use the great water power of Niagara Falls. 
me one has said that the pauper labor of Niagara Falls ought to 
be sufficient protection. 

Mr. TELLER. The establishment there has a very small ca- 
pacity. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not know what the capacity is, but it has not 
yet gone into operation. 

Mr. GALLINGER. They are going to invest, I understand, 
$1,500,000 at Niagara. I do not imagine that they would do that 
unless they had some hopes of success. 

Mr. GRAY. Dothe Rumford Falls Company make paper or 


ulp? 
E Mr. GALLINGER. I do not thinkthey make paper. 

Mr. GRAY. They make liquid gas for their own use, I under- 
stand, but the liquid gas can not be transported unless it is united 
with limestone, making chloride of lime, that being, as I said, 
merely the vehicle of transportation to make it commercially 
useful. That, I understand, has not been successfully done, for 
some reason, for climatic reasons, among others, and on the other 
side there is a character of limestone or facilities that we do not 


possess. 

'Tlie Senator from Michigan, in stating just now that there was 
no successful manufacture of bleach in his State, but only a 
preparation for one, and the investment of money out of which 
to make this manufacture, also said that though they did not 
manufacture bleach there, they sent away some $2,000,000 from this 
country every year to buy bleach. If theysend away $2,000,000 to 
buy bleach, it is because they can not get the same article in this 
country, and if they sent away $2,000,000, you propose to say that 
they must spend $3,000,000 for this article that now costs them 
only $2,000,000, in order that these nascent industries may try the 
experiment of levying this tribute upon the manufacturer. That 
is what it means. Now, is it right that instead of spending 
3 this increase of tax, as originally intended here, 
about $3,000,000 shall be levied? Is that a proper way to treat 
these old and long-established industries? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, this whole matter, it seems to 
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me, is in a nutshell. These bleaching powders are now imported 
from England, being manufactured by the United Alkali Works 
of England, having a very large capital. The English manufac- 
turers united about 1883 or 1884 into one corporation and imme- 
diately raised the price of bleaching powders from a cent anda 
half or a cent to two cents and a half or two and a quarter cents, 
The Senator from Delaware just now stated that bleaching pow- 
ders have come down in price recently. The average price now, 
I believe, is about a cent and a half a pound. 

We put on here the rate of one-fifth of a cent upon bleaching 

wders, which is equivalent to 11 per cent ad valorem. If the 

nited Alkali Company could jump the price up and down to the 
extent of a cent a pound, they will pay this fifth of a cent duty per 
pound in order to compete, as they are now competing, with our 
ownpeople. Itmay be thnt thereis not a large amount of bleach- 
ing powder now produced here, but it is produced, and it is being 
produced in larger quantities every month. "There are seven or 
eightestablishmentsthat have the opportunity to produce it. The 
tax im is onlx 11 cent. 

Mr ER. Willthe Senator from Iowa tell us where they 
aze producing this bleach? 

r. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I should like to know. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Delaware has already stated 
that they are producing it at Saltville, W. Va. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, I beg on. 

Mr. ALLISON, They are producing it at Syracuse. There are 
two establishments already completed in Detroit, where they are 
ine a = road to produce it, 3 facilities for its Us pred 

ion. is proposed to impose only 11 per cent, as a revenue duty, 
which will E paid by the Alkali Company of Great Britain. Wo 
need the revenue, and the Alkali Company of Great Britain ought 
to pay that duty. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Iowa a question in this connection. Does the Senator believe that 
these people will manufacture this article with a protection of 
one-fifth of a cent per pound? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think they will manufacture it without the 
protection of one-fifth of a cent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Without any duty at all they will 
start to manufacture it? 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe they will. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then it is a pure gratuity? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; it is not a pure gratuity. It is to 
make the alkali company that has the absolute control of the 
production in Europe pay a little tribute into our Treasury if 
they want our market. That is all there is about it. 

r. JONES of Arkansas. Ishould like to ask on what the Sen- 
ator from Iowa bases his opinion that these people should ask for 
a protection of three-quarters of a cent instead of a fifth? If 
they can manufacture it without protection. if they can manufac- 
ture it successfully with one-fifth of a cent of protection, then ` 
the effort to get three-fourths of a cent on their part was repre- 
hensible, and ought to be rebuked. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am not responsible for that. The House put 
the duty at a fourth, and we have put it at a fifth. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It was three-fourths that they asked 
for. The House proposed to give them one-fourth, and the Sen- 
ate committee pro to reduce it to one-fifth of 1 cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is all. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But they wanted three-fourths, and 
asked for it. 

Mr. GRAY. Now, in regard to the manufacture of bleach, un- 
doubtedly it is made across the water. The statement that I have 
before me says that 65 per cent is of English make and 35 per cent 
of bleach is made on the Continent, 

Mr. TELLER. That is made principally in Germany. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Michigan made a statement, to 
which I called attention a moment ago, to the effect that about 
$2,000,000 a pe is sent out of this country to buy bleach by the 
thriving pulp makers and paper makers in this country. Now 
we propose to make them pay a great deal more for that bleach 
in order that this experiment may be tried. It is not yet demon- 
strated, nor is there any hopeful outlook that it will be demon- 
strated, that bleach can be made in this country to compete with 
foreign bleach, or thatit can be made at all without levying a 
very onerous charge upon the users of it in the various industries 
that must use it in order to be successful. 

The price of bleach, as stated by this manufacturer, was, in 1892, 
2} cents per pound, and it has steadily fallen in price until to-day 
itislicents per pound. There has been no jumping up and down 
that is deleterious to the market, as the Senator from Michigan 
stated, in this product. There has been a steady decrease in the 
price until it has got down to a cent and a half, and I suppose 
these gentlemen think they can not compete at 1j or 1g cents a 
pound unless the Government gives them the benefit of its part- 
nership. This paper was written in the latter part of May. It 
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says that “a cargo was shipped free on board from England to- 
day for 1g cents a pound," less than a cent and a half à pound, 
and the tax of one-fifth of a cent a pound amounts to a consider- 
able ad valorem. I have not stopped to calculate it. 

Mr. ALLISON. It would be something less than 20 per cent at 
one and three-eighths. 

Mr. GRAY. Something less than 20 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Fifteen per cent. 

Mr. GRAY. When the manufacturers, as we are told, are 
struggling in order to maintain themselves in this country, when 
the margin of profits is exceedingly small, when there are cer- 
tain manufacturers I know, and notably some of these wood-pulp 
makers, who have within the last few months only kept themselves 
going in order to keep their hands employed and not scatter the 
Sillfal workmen who are necessary to their business, a tax of 20 
per cent means à deal on this very important article. As I 
said, it amounts to one firm that I know of, a large pulp-making 
firm, to $20,000. i : 

I know that anything I can say will have very little effect upon 
those who have made up their minds to push this tax through, 
but I want to call attention toit and let the country know that 
this thing is being done against a protest from sources that are 
worthy, to say the least, and are entitled to be heard. I havea 
protest from the paper manufacturers of Massachusetts, who say: 

We, the undersigned paper manufacturers of Massachusetts, would re- 

‘ully represent that the impostug of a duty on bleaching powder would 
prove a great hardship to the paper industry of Massachusetts and of this 
country. The paper mills consume about 80 per cent of all the bleaching 
powder that is imported, and this article has been on the free list for a great 
many years. There have been as yet no successful attempts to manufacture 
this article here, and we do not feel that it is for the best interest of the 
country to tax this article of so much importance and used so extensively 
by us. 7 5 . trust you will use your best efforts to keep this ar- 

ipse The Beebe & Holbrook Copas (A. W. Ealeeck, treasurer); 
William Reardon, superintendent Albion Paper Company; 
The Geo. C. Gill Paper Company (Geo. C. Gill, treasurer); Par- 
sons Paper Company (Edward P. Bagg, treasurer); Nonotuck 
mpany (H. D. Bradburn, manager); Geo. R. Dickin- 
son Paper Gout peat (J. E. Clark, general manager); Linden 
Paper Company (Henry E. McElwain, treasurer); Newton 
Paper Company (Geo, A. Clark, treasurer); Excelsior Paper 
Compan (Re W. Hoffman); Riverside Paper 8 (W. N. 
Caldwell, treasurer): Prenkunz uper AMARE Ag . Ramage, 
treasurer); Norman Paper Company (James H. Newton, treas- 
urer); Wa n Paper Company (James H. Newton, - 
dent); Hampehtre TN Compan e H. Southworth, — 
urer; Valley Paper Company (C. Prescott, treasurer); 
Carew Manufacturin 83 (C. H. Southworth, presi- 
dent); Chapin & Gould; Byrou Weston Company; Eaton, Dike- 
man & Co.; Smith Paper "ONE (Wellington Smith); Mit- 
tineague Paper Company (H. 0365, treasurer). 

All paper manufacturers of the State of Massachusetts. There 
are more than a thousand paper manufacturers scattered all over 
the United States, to say nothing of the Ud BUD manufacturers 
who supply them with their raw material and the other kindred 
industries that depend largely upon having these materials as 
they have had them heretofore. You are going to derange this in- 
dustry in order to try an experiment. Youare going to make them 
pay the cost of the experiment. We do not pay it. You donoteven 
make the United States distribute the cost among all the people. 
but you make all these industries pay the cost of the experiment 
of these English patentees who, Í am informed, own largely or 
are interested in the proposed works at Niagara Falls and in the 
Syracuse works, where they make it as a by-product out of the 
manufacture of salt. : 

Mr. President, as I said a while ago, there is not much practical 
result coming from these protests, but they ought to be made, 
nevertheless, in order to show the iniquity, the making of thissort 
of an experiment at the cost of the industries of this country. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I regret to take a moment's 
time in the discussion of this matter, and yet some statements 
made by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Ger can not go un- 
challenged in view of what I think is an important industry which 
deserves and should receive recognition by the Congress of the 
United States. 

The Senator from Delaware 83 that there is no successfully 
established manufactory of bleach in this country. The Senator 
may have information that has not been available to the rest of 
us, but I have here a letter from a very distinguished citizen of 
my State, a man of the highest possible integrity, connected with 
our State agricultural college, in which he says that the Rumford 
Falls Company has a capital of $300,000, and that they are manu- 
facturing bleaching powder under American patents. The Sen- 
ator from Delaware says they are English patents. 

Mr. GRAY. Both countries. Of course nobody undertakes to 
manufacture a patented article unless he gets a patent on both 
sides of the ocean. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly not. But the Senator from 
Delaware seemed to lay e stress upon the statement that they 
are operating under English patents. 

Mr. GRAN. I did not intend to lay stress on that point. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then [ misunderstood the Senator. My 


Paper 


„ says they are operating under American patents. 
e says: 

Fair profits seemed certain. Prices, however, greatly declined, and we 
have lost money almost continuously during the past four years. 

My correspondent further calls attention to the fact that under 
the bill we are now considering the duty on salt, which is their 
raw material if there is any such thing as raw material, has been 
very largely increased, and that that is an added burden that they 
can not possibly stand. 

On the point made by the Senator from Delaware, that no bleach- 
ing powder is made in this country, this gentleman says that in 
this one company they have an output of over 300,000 pounds a 
month." Mr. President, I am bound to take the statement of 
Professor Parsons as being the statement of a fact when he says 
that they have a monthly output of over 300,000 pounds, which 
beyond a doubt could be very largely increased if sufficient pro- 
tection is given to enable American manufacturers to compete 
with the United Alkali Company of Great Britain, which is a 
gigantic trust, and which can make prices high or low as it 
chooses to do. Professor Parsons says he is a very large stock- 
holder in the company, and that he has not drawn a cent in divi- 
dends for four years, which I take for granted is an actual fact. 
The president of that company, a Boston gentleman of high stand- 
ing, also makes some statements that ought to be put in the 
RECORD. He says: 

We are using American salt at $1.35 per ton of 2,000 pounds at the mine, 
which with freight at sta ton from Livonia, N. Y., to our works made the 
cost $5.35 per ton of 2,000 pounds delivered at our works at Rumford Falls, 
Me. With English salt, as it is under Wilson bill, free, costing us $2.44 per ton 
of 2,240 pounds at Portland, Me., and freight $1.25 per ton or $3.70 delivered at 
the works, we have been rapidly increasing our output and getting ahead 
hic ere 


e Dingley bill proposes a duty of 8 cents per 100 pounds en salt, and to 
offset this we io ot should ewe a duty on noch si g 


This gentleman says: 
This is an infant industry 


Our friends on the other side ridicule some industries because 
they are not infants.“ They say it is time to abandon protec- 
tion in reference to them; but this certainlyis an infant indus- 
try, and hence entitled to protection, even on the theory of our 
friends of the Democratic party. 

Mr. GRAY. I said it was an unborn infant. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not at all. We do not accept that 

This is an infant industry, and with reasonable protection a few years 
would see all of the article consumed in the country made here. The trade 
is an important one and will not be given up by the foreign makers without 
a struggle, and the duty would not serve so much to increase the price as to 


rotect a severe decline, as increased 7 oa rousing here would mean a compe- 
tion for the trade, which would result in lower prices. 


I will not take the time to read the entire letter, but comraend 
what I have read to the attention of the Senate. 

The Senator from Delaware says that bleaching powder is raw 
material. Well,it may be, but I think it is no more a raw mate- 
rial than wood pulp is a raw material. It is raw material for the 
manufacturer of wood pulp. and wood pulp is raw material for 
the paper maker, and so on through the list. 

The suggestion that the Senator makes, that we can not manu- 
facture this article in the United States, is precisely the same sug- 
gestion that we have heard over and over again by equally as hon- 
est and equally as sincere friends of so-called tariff reform as the 
Senator from Delaware. The assertion that was made over and 
over again in this Chamber that we could not make any tin plate 
in this country is ringing in our ears now, and yet we have made 
it, and we do supply the American market, which we could not 
have done if we had not put a small duty upon it, as we propose 
to put a small duty upon bleach in this bill. 

The Senator says that he knows a great paper concern that 
will lose $20,000 a year if this duty is im . Ido not believe 
it will lose a cent. I do not believe that if we put 11 per cent ad 
valorem on this product, with this great trustin England with 
$35,000,000 capital back of it, that it will increase the cost of 
bleach one single farthing to the American consumer. But even 
if it does, it should not be forgotten that the Rumford Falls Com- 
pany in which concern American capitalists have invested $300,- 

„is losing $18,000 a year by not reet any dividends upon 
their investments; and they ask, and properly ask, that thoy shall 
be given a little protection in this bill, which increases very largely 
the duty on salt, a product that enters into their manufacture. 
Without protection they will not only be driven to the wall, so 
far as profits are concerned, but will be absolutely driven out of 
business, and leave us in the hands of this great English trust, to 
make prices high or low as may best suit their purposes. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from New Koaten permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. Iani not clear that I fully understood the letter 
which the Senator read, as there was some confusion in the Cham- 
ber at the time, but my impression is that one of the documenta 
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read by the distinguished Senator from New Ham 
that under free salt the manufacturer was able to get along fairly 
well, but the imposition of a tax upon salt, that being a raw ma- 
terial of their manufacture, has made it essential that a compen- 
sating 8 be im here. Am Í correct in that regard? 


pshire states 


Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator is right to this extent, that 
these gentlemen do argue that the imposition of the duty on salt 
will increase the price, and I presume that is so. 

The statement the Senator makes that they have been getting 
along well is not quite accurate. They have been carrying on 
their works and employing their hands, but not making any 
money. They have been simply struggling along hoping for 
better times. 

Mr. WHITE. I understood that they had made some reference 
to their ability to get along better under the Wilson law in conse- 
quence of free salt as an element of that bill. I thought I had 
heard something of that kind. : 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam not quite sure as to that. They are 
getting along poorly anyhow; but if salt is increased in price, 
and it may be slightly—I am not going to argue that—they will 
not only fail to make a profit, but they will have still harder 
times than they have now, and will be compelled to go out of 
business. 

A single word more, Mr. President. I am interested in paper 
manufacture to the extent that there are very large pulp and 
paper mills in my own State, and I have been appealed to b 
these gentlemen to come to their rescue in helping to put bleac 
on the free list, but I declined to do so for the same reason that 
had I been here the other day I should have voted to impose a 
duty on hides, in opposition to the protest of many of the leather 
and boot and shoe manufacturers of New England. 

Iclaim to be, if I understand the term correctly, a national pro- 
tectionist; and while I am in favor of protecting one industry I 
am equally in favor of protecting another industry, whether it be 
in the East or the West or the South or the North. 

The paper manufacturers, for whom the Senator from Delaware 
appeals, and who protest so earnestly, are asking for increased 
protection for their product, which we are going to give them, and 
which they deserve and ought to have. I am in favor of protect- 
ing the paper manufacturers, but I am not in favor of protecting 
them to thé detriment and destruction of an American industry 
Mn is as promising as the manufacture of bleach in the United 

tates. , 

That is my attitude on this question, and I trust that this small 
protection of 11 per cent ad valorem, one of the smallest ad valo- 
rem duties that can be found in this entire bill, may not be stricken 
out by the votes of Senators following the lead of my very cour- 
teous and distinguished friend the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I simply wanted to observe that 
the doctrine of protection for poems sake alone has never 
been more baldly stated than by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire just now—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am in favor of it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Except as it was stated the other day by the 
junior Senator from New Jersey pe: SEWELL], who said that a 
given article ought to be protected because the patents on it had 
expired. The Senator from New Hampshire puts his argument 
upon the basis that this industry, while it is getting along fairly 
well under existing law—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, it is not 
getting along at all. 

Mr. GRAY. It does not exist. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does it exist under the present law? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It does exist. 

Mr. GRAY. It does not exist; it is going to exist. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well; it may be brought into existence, if 
Imay put it in that form. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wanttobe understood in this matter... I 
insist that we are making a very considerable amount of bleach 
in this country; 300,000 pounds a month are manufactured in one 
establishment in Maine, and while they are not making money 
enough to pay dividends to their stockholders, they are hoping 
that under this bill they will be sufficiently protected to make 
their enterprise fairly remunerative. 

If the Senator from Nebraska will permit one further observa- 
tion, which I neglected to make when I was on the floor before, I 
will say I am a protectionist for the sake of protection, if neces- 
sary, but primarily a protectionist for the sake of revenue; andif 
11 per cent is put on this product, which now comes from a great 
foreign trust, and which if it was located in this country would 
horrify the soul of the Senator from Nebraska, it will give us a 
little revenue and help to pay the expenses of the Government. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will ask the Senator this question: Snpposé 
there were no need of levying a tax for revenue purposes, would 
the Senator still be in favor of levying a tax for protection alone? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say that I would for a time, if I 
believed it would result in establishing an American industry. 


Mr. ALLEN. An honest confession is good for the soul, it is 
said. Here we have a doctrine announced—1 assume it is the doc- 
trine of the Republican party, because I have heard it announced 
before—that Senators are willing to impose a tax upon the people 
of this country, not for revenue purposes, not because it may be 
needed for revenue, but because it will have the effect of trans- 
ferring a portion of the property or money of one class of citizens 
into the pockets of another. Mr. President, if that is good consti- 
tutional law, then, whenever that rule is laid down and acted upon, 
there is nothing to stand between the citizen, the consumer, and 
absolute confiscation but the mere caprice of the Congress of the 
United States. 

The Senator says he is in favor of protection for protection's 
sake alone. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Under some circumstances. 

Mr. ALLEN. Under some circumstances; and I infer under 
the circumstances presented here. The Senator is in favor of a 
protective tariff that will protect certain classes of ple; but it 
Strikes me very forcibly that a few days ago,when the senior Sen- 
ator from Utah [Mr. CANNON] introduced an amendment to this 


bill which was to protect the farming class of this country, the 


Senator from New Hampshire voted against that amendment. 

The Senator says there are two or three hundred thonsand dol- 
lars capital invested in this enterprise in the United States some- 
where; I do not know where, and it makes no difference for the 
pu of this argument. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 1f the Senator wants to know, that amount 
is invested in one company in the State of Maine. 

In one company; but it makes no difference, for 
the purposes of this argument, whether it is in one company or a 
dozen companies. But the Senator did not consider the $17,000,- 
000,000 invested in farms and farm animals and farm equipments 
a few days ago when he voted against the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Utah, nor did he consider—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I take it he 
does not mean to argue that the proposition made by the Senator 
from Utah was in the line of tariff legislation, does he? 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido. Mr. President, I am arguing exactly that; 
and how convenient it is when you come to one of these unpleas- 
ant questions for some gentleman to rise and distinguish it from 
the particular case under consideration at the time. But what 
was the amendment of the Senator from Utah but a protective 
tariff to the farmers of this country? 

It.was declared by the author of this bill that the purpose of 
the bill was to raise several million dollars of surplus money, and 
when the Senator from Utah undertook to take a portion of that 
money and distribute it among the five or six million farmers of 
this country, who are largely consumers, the Senator from New 
Hampshire failed to recollect his teachings and his doctrines at 
that time, and voted against the amendment. 

Everything in the nature of a manufactured article down to the 
point of a pin must be protected when itis round in the form of 
aggregated capital, while millions and millions of men and women 
and little children who are engaged in unprofitable iculture 
to-day are driven from the doors of this Chamber and from the 
Capitol of the United States as though they were aliens and had 
noright here. Of course, Mr. President, they do not pay election 
bills; they are not subject to assessments when it comes time to 
raise a fund to elect United States Senators or a President or any- 
thing of that kind. They are the toiling millions, unorganized 
among themselves, and unprotected, except as they receive some 
substantial protection at the hands of patriotic men who are in the 
public service. 

If it is a good thing for this bleaching enterprise to be protected, 
because by legislation we can set it on its feet and make the enter- 
prise profitable to its stockholders, why was it not profitable, why 
was it not honorable and just, to vote some portion of the surplus 
taxes arising from this bill to the wheat producers and corn pro- 
ducers and the meat producers and the tobacco and cotton pro- 
ducers of this aaa so that some portion of the benefits of the 
bill, if there are any benefits in it, may go to these classes as well 
as to other classes? It makes all the difference in the world as to 
whose ox is gored. 

Here stands the Senator from New Hampshire pleading, as only 
he can plead, for a protective tariff, declaring, as only he can de- 
clare, in language that only he can use, in the interest of this lit- 
tle enterprise, while the bended backs of the millions of men en- 
gaged in agriculture and the millions of women and children, too, 
go daily past his sight without provoking even an expression of 
sympathy. 

Lask you. Mr. President, if the principle applied by the Senator 
from New Hampshire to this chloride enterprise is a good princi- 
ple, why was it not a good principle in the eyes of the Senator 
from New Hampshire a few days ago when he had an opportunity 
to apply it to the agricultural classes of our country? 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I owe, of course, an apology to the 
Senate for consuming even five minutes more of its time, but I can 
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only say that this proposed tax on bleaching powder is one of great 
importance to some of my constituents, and is viewed by them as 
an attack of a very serious character upon the industry in which 
they are engaged. Therefore I think that statement will justify 
me in consuming two or three more minutes of the time of the 


Senate. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] grounds 
his appeal for the imposition of this tax upon the fact, as stated by 
him and as believed by him, that there is an industry which, if 
not what might be called established, yet is one that will in the near 
future be so established as to produce, in the language of the Sen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] all the bleach that is neces- 
sary for the consumption of the paper makers of the United States. 

I do not understand that even the statement made by the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire controverts what I have said upon the 
authority of my correspondent. It is true that this Rumford Falls 
Company manufactures bleach, but it manufacturesit for itsown 
use as a wood-pulp maker and a paper maker, and, as I take it, 
the making of wood pulp and pa r is the principal part of their 
business, occupies the most of their attention, and is the object 
for which this large capital was mostly invested. So that the ex- 
periment of making bleaching powder by this company is a side 

iment, so to speak, to their main business. While they make 
a Rauid gas, as I said before, sufficient for their own use, they 
have not made it successfully for transportation, or, if at all, in 
such small quantities that it is too insignificant to form a part of 
the business of the country. 

This proposed industry is not one that is to be thrown open to 
competition in the United States. It does not invite everyone 
who has either the capacity or the experience or the capital to en- 
ter into the business, and thus create a competition which will 
hereafter lower the price to the users of bleaching powder; but it 
is an experiment to be made under the protection of patents in 
England and in this country. It is to be made by those who 
already have large capital invested in bleaching-powder works. 

Ihave before me now the English prospectus of the Castner- 
Kellner Company, which proposes to work under the English and 
American patents, and it says in the course of its long statement 
of this prospective industry to grow out of this new process which 
has been patented: 

In further evidence of the value of these patents and it may be 
stated that the Mathieson Alkali Works— V W v 

This is an American concern, in Rhode Island, I think— 
have erected at their own cost an extensive plant for the working of the Cast- 
ner process in America— 

That is this protected process— 
and that an agreement has been entered into between them and the Alumin- 
ium Company, Limited— 


That is the English concern— 


£65,000, 000 
tial ro; u the completion and satisfactory running of 
pes yalt om to bo poa 4.95 — — results. gn has Eu. 
Spa i UI M NI, 
erected at Golling, near Salzburg, 

So that this process by which they are to establish this new in- 
dustry is the offspring of an English syndicate, protected by pat- 
ents across the water and in this country, and they will to 
control the whole of that business, and will control it, if it is es- 
tablished here successfully, whetherit bein Michigan or at Niagara 
Falls, or in West Virginia, where an experiment has been made 
upon a small scale. So this is not the ordinary case of throwing 
open by a protective tariff a new industry for the competition of 

the peopleof the United States, but it is to make a subsidy for 
a great moneyed syndicate, with hundreds of thousands of pounds 
of capital, to control an industry that is to levy tribute upon the 
great industries in whose behalf I have been speaking. 

Mr. President, I intended when I was on my feet before to have 
printed the substance of a letter, which I hold in my hand, in re- 
pan to this whole matter. I will ask to have it printed in the 

is eias contenting myself with reading only the following para- 
graph: s 

ie ex; ental plants for bleach electrolytically ha 
M dea ede ͤ ͤ ͥ)ö eie eee TTT 
only in this country; but so far none of plants have demonstrated by 
actual output their ability to manufacture any considerable quantity com- 
mercially. Ido not believe that 5 per cent of the bleach produced and con- 
sumed in the world is to-day made electrolytically. 

And that is the process that they expect to employ if this tariff 
is put on this manufactured article in the United States. 

The electrolytic process, which is now claiming the attention of those in- 
terested in the production of chemicals generally, is the Castner-Kellner proc- 


ess, This process is controlled by Brunner, Mond, of England, or Solvay, 
of Austria, and they have been for some time erecting a 

Point, near Runcorn, England. They expected to have their product on the 
markets year ago, but so far have only made very ins cant quantities. 
'This is thé process which the Mathieson Alkali Company propose to use at 
Niagara Falls, etc. 


Iask to have the entire letter printed in the RECORD. 


lant at Western. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 
'The letter referred to is as follows: 


New York, May 23, 1827. 
I beg to 
00 t 2,000 pounds 
each—of bl powder imported into the United States dnring the year, 
the quantity var with the prosperity of the country. Probab about 05 
b consumed in this country is made urs United 
twee 


n the 
other Engi the 
United States now in operatum. is between 800 and 1,000,and they consume 


'The number of Deper mills:now in operation in 
only, and they do not consume over 1,80) to 2,000 tons of bleach annually. 
1n case a duty is 


laced on bleaching powder, 1 wish to suggest the ad 
ber of your secur: 


some of the cheap water power and woodland in Can- 
you can continue your trade ot paper: 
processes under w. bl is now made are the Weldon,“ Dea 
con,” and several electrolytic. In the Weldon“ process, which is the most 
used, the chlorine is liberated from the hydrochloric acid by mixing it with 
ma Mo ES. 7 " no » aun chlorine M from thehy- 
orie acid gas at a high temperature by passin, asover bricks that 
have been saturated in a solution of copper, In the electrolytic process, the 
liberated directly from the brine by the action of the electric 


rimental po for making bleach electrolyticall 
to time in England and on the Continent, and to a small extent 


process, This process is con- 
nd, or Solvay, of Austria, and they have 
ote at Western Pi near Runcorn, Éng- 
ve 


ch the Mathieson Alkali Company propose to use at 


here, ed uently, should this 
rocess prove to be successful, whi 
n trying to make bleach electrol mony since 1858, there will be a greater 
monopoly in the manufacture of this article than has ever existed or could 
VE exist with the United Alkali Com y. As you are well aware, this 
tter cer mg voluntarily reduced their prices month by month to all 
their friends with whom they had contracts if the market warranted such 
reduction, and during the past four or five years of depression in trade the 
price of this article has been reduced from one-half to hve-eighths of a cent 


r pound. i 
Thefact that only a small peteentege of bleach is made outside of England! 
either on the Continent or in this country. should prove conclusively that 
certain uniform climatic conditions are absolutely for the success- 
ful production of a high-grade AME powder. Several attempts have 
been made during the past thirty-five or forty years to manufacture bleach- 
ing powder in this conntry by skilled experts, and if during certain periods, 
with an incentive of 12 or 14 cents per pound, nothing has been accomplished, 
I do not expect to see it accomplished now under low-ruling prices for bleach- 


ing powder. 
Tun Jessup & MOORE PAPER Co. 
S. M. SHARP, Treasurer. 
CoL A. G. PATNE, New York. 


Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I am only here to ask that these 
great and important and old-established industries be not allowed 
to be preyed upon by this predatory syndicate, who are seeking 
to establish an industry not naturally, not at their own risk, not 
as capital ought to come in to improve the condition of mankind 
and build up industries; but by doing it at the risk of manufac- 
tures and industries already long established and no less worthy 
than themselves. K 

The paper makers, to whom the Senator from New Hampshire 
refers as having the benefit of protection in this bill, do not need 
that protection at all, and are not here in any large numbers ask- 
ing for increased protection, but I am told by very responsible 
representatives of that industry that they do not need anything 
inthe way of additional protection; that they can get along with- 
out any at all, for they are now sending abroad their product in 
competition with the paper makers of the world. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, as the time is approaching when 
the sections of the bill relating to internal revenue are to D con- 
sidered, in pursuance to previous notice, I shall address the Sen- 
ate upon the subject of the amendment to the pending bill which 
Ihave heretofore offered. and I ask to have the amendment read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Indiana will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the bill the following 
as new sections: 

Sec. — That on and after the Ist day of January, 1898, and for five years 
thereafter, there shall be laid and levied a sum e to the rate of 2 per cent 
of the value of every decedent's estate, as an inheritance, whether it be testato 
or intestate, which shall be paid by the executors, administrators, or trustees 
thereof, or by the heirs or distributees, devisees or logatees, when the value 
of such estate as an inheritance is $5,000 and upward, except where legacies 
or bequests are made to religions, charitable, educational, or other ek rapes 
tions which may by the laws of the State, Territory, or district in which the 
decedent was residing at the time of his death be exempt from taxation. 

Sgc. —. That it shall be the duty of the collector of internal revenue of tho 
district wherein the decedent resided at the time of his death, within one 


ear from the time of such death, to ascertain the value of the estate as an 
eritance at the time of such death, and to enter and record in a book to 

a list of all estates affected by the foregoing sec- 

e name of the decedent, the name of the 3 


be provided for that 
tion, and to note therein th 
administrat: 


or, trustee, heir, or distributee, legatee, or devisee 


charge of or having an interest in the same, and to note in each case the 
Salus of the estate as an inheritance, and to record therein the amount of 
the impost levied according to the provisions of the foregoing section in each 


tof the notice aforesaid, brin. 
district court of the 
levy set 
manner as other civil causes in 
United States shall a; therein for. the 
court is empowered to enter a judgment against the person who may have 
ht the same for the amount, if any, of the sum levied against as 
determined in said cause, together with the interest thereon and 
penalty the as provided in the section next following. 
SEC. — That if the amount of such levy be paid it be credited in the 


entry of the record aforesaid, and a receipt shall be given by the collector to 


the person the payment. In case of the nonpa; nt of the same, 
mem Rd 101 the same shall have brousbt suit to set aside or 
„the collector shall. within ninety days after the time of send- 
ing the notice by mail,as heretofore mentioned, notify the district attorney 
of the United States of the district, who shall, upon the receipt of such notice 
of nonpayment, bring suit on behalf of the United States in the district court 
of the United States, without regard to the amount of the same, for the pay- 
ment thereof, against the person or persons liable under the foregoing provi- 
sions for the payment of the same, which suit shall be tried and doceni ad as 
civil suits in other cases in said court; and upon recovery against the defendant 
6 per cent interest shall be collected from the time of the commencement of 
such suit. pogether with 10 per cent in damagesas a penalty for nonpayment. 
The lien of judgment rendered in such case t the real estate of the 
defendant therein shall relate back to the time of the commencement of the 
suit, and take effect at such time. 
Src. — That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to make 
such rules and regulationsand prepare such books, forms, and papers as may 
to carry into effect the provisions in this enactment, and a sum 


be necessary 
of money is hereby d dece out of any moneys in the Treasury, that 


may be sufficient to defray the expenses needed for that purpose, 
appropriation to be immediately available upon the passage of this act. 


Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, remonstrance, I think, might 
justly be made against certain language used by Senators upon the 
other side of the Chamber with reference to the financial condition 
of the Government. It has been represented that the Govern- 
ment is in embarrassed circumstances, that it is in a straitened 
state as to funds, and the words ‘‘insolvency” and **bankruptcy " 
have been used as descriptive of the condition of the public 
ury. Such language is very misleading and extravagant. It is 
wholly unwarranted and full of mischief. Such expressions de- 
stroy confidence; they are not calculated to restore it—confidence, 
that plant of slow growth, the growth of which all of us are at- 
emping to foster and cherish, 

I have here a daily paper issued by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. It is headed, ‘‘Statement of the condition of the United 
States Treasury and the receipts and expenditures of the Govern- 
ment on the 29th aayos June, 1897 "—yesterday. I find one col- 
umn in this paper which reads as follows: 


Available cash balance, including gold reserve, $235,566,756.98. 


Ifind a star reference to what is known as the gold reserve, 
where it is set down at the sum of $100,000,000. Subtracting 
$100,000,000 from the available cash balance, there is left to-day 
$135,566,756.98. That is the present cash balance in the Treasury. 
Certainly the public Treasury, with such an available balance, 
can not be said to be insolvent or even to be threatened with bank- 


ruptcy. 

The critic of the fisc, of the present financial condition, admits 
that there is a large surplus in the Treasury, and that to have an 
increase of taxation now there ought to be the strongest reasons, 
the highest possible emergency: but he asks the question, Where 
did the money come from? e Government may answer that 

uestion by saying, It is wholly irrelevant; this balance is in the 

; the money is there; it is lawfully applicable to any 

requisition, and it is for use every day in paying such debts and 

demands as may be made upon the Treasury for payment." That 
is a complete answer to the charge of bankruptcy or insolvency. 

The critic of the fisc, without stating his proposition, is still 
satisfied with the present financial condition, and since he has 
appeared three or four times on the opposite side of the Chamber 
with this grievance and has not stated it himself, I will state it. 
His complaint is that there is an annual deficit; that is, that the 
receipts per year do not equal the expenditures per year, and itis 
forthe purpose of curing this condition that the present bill is 
introduced. The present bill is a joint product of two ies, 
one of whom procured the reversion of anticipated authority after 
the election in November last. This is the party in power. The 
other assumed the official insignia of office on the 4th of March 
last. This is the party in office. One of these, the in power, 
. isaltogether mercenary. Theother is wholly political. They are 
in close alliance; indeed a family compact has been made between 
them with Sores to the subject of this bili—the levying of duties 
upon im i 

he bill now pending is an attempt to arrange the conflicting 
interests of those two parties. Neither of the two has the slight- 
est anxiety about the 8 condition of the Treasury. Neither 
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of the two has the slightest anxiety about the annual deficit, ex- 
cept asit may be an ostensible excuse for the tariff protection 
movement. They leave to us as Senators the task of gleanin 
from this vast of prohibitory duties perhaps enoug 
money to meet the expenditures of the Government. We have 
had annual deficits before. We had one very lately under the 
operation of the McKinley Act, larger than the deficit of this year, 
and heretofore at different periods in the history of the Govern- 
ment we have had annual deficits. But we have never had a 
deficiency of that character which has been puffed into the gigan- 
tic proportions of the present deficiency now apparent. waii 
must wait, Cuba must wait, pensions must wait, every interest 
of legislation must wait upon this annual deficit. 

Now, sir, there are two methods of meeting the annual deficit. 
One is by decreasing ependima; The other is by an increase of 
taxation. There was a Roman senator who had this question be- 
fore him, chief ruler of the republic, a man skilled to rule, of 
consular dignity, one who was familiar with large amounts raised 
by taxation, one who was familiar with lavish expenditures, even 
more lavish than our own, and in addressing the Roman people 
and government upon the subject of the reduction of expendi- 
tures, he said that a very good source of revenue, a most excellent 
source of revenue, was to be found in parsimony, in rdum fru- 
gality, in economy in the public expenditures, He insisted that 
a sparing economy in the public expenditures was a real source of 
revenue, and a real substitute for taxation. 

The maxim has been often quoted; it has been often approved; 
it has been more often approved than followed. I do not know, 
sir, what attention has been given by the majority of the Finance 
Committee to this maxim of Cicero. I suspect that very little at- 
tention has been given to it. I am of the opinion that if the 
majority of the Finance Committee had taken the same time, the 
same trouble, had bestowed the same labor, the same earnest effort, 
and had made use of the same secluded isolation of the Arlington 
withreferenceto the reduction of expenditures and C meus 
we might not have had the trouble of considering this bill at all. 
The annual deficit would have been made up by paring the excess 
and excrescences of SUME 

But, Mr. President, I am free to admit also that even if the hon- 
orable and learned majority of the committee had formulated such 
ameasure for the reduction of expenditures, as Congress is at pres- 
ent constituted it could not have become the law, and that is per- 
haps the reason why the attempt was not made. A habit of lavish 
expenditure grows like other habits. It grows by what it feeds 
upon. Looking at the history of appropriations since 1890 and at 
the future of 6 for the next eight or ten years, largely 
controlled by advance engagements and contracts already made by 
which we are bound, it may be taken as a settled thing that the 
ordinary of the Government will not be less than $450,- 
000,000 peryear. Thepresentappropriation billscarry thatamount, 
if not more. Itisa very large sum of money, and as the reduc- 
tion of expenditures seems to be impracticable, the only way to 
make both ends meet is by an increase of the revenue by addi- 
tional taxation. 

Now, sir, if it were ible to frame a revenue bill upon the 
model of the first tariff law passed in 1789, a 5 bill 
extending the rates to such articles of commerce as come into 
the world since that time, we might by such a bill raise revenue 
sufficient to meet the 5 ut as the States are now 
represented in this Cham and as the people are now ME 
sented in the other body it is impossible to frame a tariff bill of 
this character. It is impracticable to do so. It follows, then, 
that we must provide, if we would avoid the annual deficit, for 
raising $450,000,000 ear. That is one of the reasons why we 
should always have in circulation among the people of this coun- 
try at least $450,000,000 of notes as full legal-tender 
money, based upon the taxing power of the Government of the 
pare States, within the limitation of appropriation and expend- 
iture. 

Within that limitation, the four hundred and fifty millions of 
Treasury notes are based upon the taxing power of the Govern- 
ment, and this taxing power of the Government is itself a thin 
of value. It is worth more than any mine or mineral or ore. It 
dominates both gold and silver, as it dominates all other prop- 
erty. The legal dominion of this representative of the taxin 
power of the Government would have been to-day manifest an 
apparent if it had been declared and asserted instead of having 
been abandoned and abdicated by those in charge of the affairs 
of the Treasury in the last twelve or fifteen years of our history. 
But let that pass. 

I think it extremely doubtful, with the probabilities against the 
predicate, that under this bill, founded as it is only upon tariff 
and excises, you can raise $150,000,000 of revenue per year. Ido 
not believe it can be done. With the present depressed state of 
prices and of values, the problem as presented to us contains 
an almost insurmountable difficulty. Itis very certain that a bill 
founded as this is upon high protective and prohibitory lines of 
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tariff will not furnish that aliquot portion of the revenue which, 
added to the sum from other sources, will produce $450,000,000 a 
year. I do not care how you arrange or rearrange the tariff on 

rotective lines discardin g revenue. Ido not care what disposi- 

ion you make of rates and semirates always at the elevated grade. 
Unless revenue be made the principal end and object of the tariff 
bill, you will find forever that the blanket is too short withal, 
that the blanket is too narrow withal, to cover the corpus delicti, 
the body of the annual deficit. 

Iam not alone in this view. Ilistened very closely to the speech 
of the honorable Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
when he opened the budget on this occasion, and I expressly 
noted it with reference to his declarations about how much rev- 
enue the bil would raise. He made no statement except with 
respect to the internal-revenue portion of the bill He thought 
the increased rates on tobacco and spirits would bring $35,000,000. 
He made no estimate of the tariff rate only to say that the tariff 
rates as they came from the House would not afford sufficient 
revenue, and that they must be modified in order to furnish the 

rtion n With respect to a declaration founded upon 

gures or calculated upon any estimates as to how much the tariff 
rtion of the bill would bring into the Treasury, he spoke one 
our and a half and said nothing, with great particularity of detail. 
That is one of my reasons for thinking that the annual deficit is 
not at all provided for by the anticipated e of the bill. 

I have noticed also very closely the remarks of the learned and 
honorable Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], very desultory re- 
marks, ing six or eight or ten times a day hereduring the de- 
bate, as me his office, as became his duty representing, in the 
absence of theSenator from Rhode Island, the majority of the com- 
mittee upon the bill, but I have nowhere noticed in the remarks 
of the honorable Senator from Iowa any e any approxi- 
mate effort, to estimate the amount that the bill would yield to 
the Treasury upon the tariff rates. I feel certain that if confi- 
dence were on the other side with respect to the amount of the 
revenue product we would have had some evidence of it, some 
declaration of it by those in charge of the bill, not only mere 
verbiage, but a detail of facts and figures from which we might 
realize that the annual deficiency was to disappear to trouble us 
no more. 

I noticed another evidence in support of the opinion I have 
announced, I notice that the honorable and learned Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] Mcd early in the discussion in- 
troduced an amendment to the bil. He isa very conservative, 
thoughtful member of this body, certainly a friend of protection, 
certainly in the most compiere amity with the majority of the 
committee in this case. He introduced an amendment to tax all 
the articles on the free list 10 per cent. Sir, we have had a free 
list under all the tariff laws of the Government except the first, 
and there was in that no basket clause, and there was a larger 
free list than has ever been since. Let what is the emergency, 
what is the calamity. what is the exigency which induces the hon- 
orable Senator from Pennsylvania to offer an amendment making 
the free list not free, unless he entertains the opinion, as I do, that 
the tariff rates in the bill are insufficient for the purpose of the 
production of revenue? 

Besides these special cireumstances, I wish to call the attention 
of the Senate to particularconsiderations. In the internal-revenue 
clauses, which we are about approaching, there are two amend- 
ments, one for an increased tax on beer, one for an increment of 
taxation upon tobacco. Mr. President, certainly the increased tax 
on beer is not a satisfactory exaction. That article is already un- 
der heavy taxation, whether it be specific or ad valorem. It is one 
of the few articles that the war tax has been continued on from 
the eee down to this day. It has always been the same. 
We have had remonstrances against this increase from all sorts 
and conditions of men and from every section of the Republic. 

I do not think it would have been seriously suggested—I do not 
know what disposition is going to be made of it—I do not dream 
that it would have been printed as a part of the bill unless the 
majority of the committee entertained the opinion that the tariff 
rates would fall short, and that the 3 must be made up by 
an increased tax upon beer. I might say the same with reference 
to the unsatisfactoriness of the exaction upon tobacco. Both of 
those rates are odious. Is it jode that a great political party 
just come into power would have assumed the responsibility to 
suggestand to continue the suggestion to this time of an addi- 
tional tax upon beer and tobacco if the majority of the committee 
had informed them and were themselves confident that the tariff 
rates would yield sufficient revenue? 

Besides this, the bill proceeds upon the assumption that in- 
creasing the rates must increase the revenue, an enormous fallacy, 
supported by no experience, contradicted, if you will allow me 
the expression, by common sense. The managers and proprietors 
of the show on earth had their day of commencement, their 
time of beginning. They had the very best opinion of their ex- 
hibition, and they may have thought and seriously thought it 


was worth $5 to admit a man to see it, and they may have tried 
that price for the first two or three n but they would not oper- 
atelong under such a tariff before discovering that to increase 
revenue they must reduce the rate; before discovering that by 
charging 50 cents or a dollar for admission they would make 
more money out of the exhibition than by charging four or five. 

What will be the effect of the increase, the excessive increase of 
taxation upon imports? It must necessarily affect exports. It 
must necessarily reduce exports. These two act and react upon 
each other. It must lessen the demand for cotton, for wheat, for 
corn, for all the cereals, the true surplus of our country. It must 
lessen and reduce the price of those great commodities of interna- 
tional exchange. It must consequently leave the people less able 
to pay the rates of taxation than they are at present. I do not 
think there has been a bill drafted in the history of the Govern- 
ment which commits so large and unprovoked a spoliation upon the 
commerce of the world as the bill we are to-day considering. The 
decrease of exports and the failing market for our cereals may be 
considered the compensatory duties which will follow the passage 
of this enactment. 

I do not mean those compensatory duties so often named by the 
honorable and learned Senator from Iowa. The honorable and 
learned Senator from Iowa uses the term ** compensatory duties“ 
as a graceful, delicate euphonism by which to conceal the com- 
poma larcenies found in almost every section of the bill. What 

am speaking of in relation to compensatory duties refers to the 
great law of retaliation. The bill is a declaration of commercial 
war against France, Germany, and Italy, and the schedules against 
the republics of South America and against the trade and traffic 
with South America are even more severe and more exacting than 
those azainst the continent of Europe. 

Mr. President, it has been thought to be a singular thing in the 
history of commerce that for almost a century the great traffic 
and trade of the republics of South America have been carried 
on across the South Atlantic with the old monarchies and coun- 
tries of Europe, and that we of the United States get a meager 
moiety of it. It is the consequence of high protective-tariff legis- 
lation. In this bill we make it almost a penal offense for any man 
to conduct trade or traffic with the republics of South America. 
Its schedules are especially aimed at that trade. We talk of lib- 
erty of the seas. The seas themselves, the high seas, are tainted 
with this virus of so-called protection. What is the use of talk- 
ing about the establishment of commercial fleets? You can invent 
no motor, steam or electricity, you can invent no such power as 
will be enabled to overcome the power of domestic avarice. No 
vessel can navigate against that. These consequences will cer- 
tainly follow the passage of this enactment. 

I call your attention, Mr. President, to the fact that the mere 
increase of the rates of duties has never increased revenue. Free 
trade brings no revenue. High prohibitive duties bring no reve- 
nue. Here the two extremes meet. The effectis the same. Be- 
tween these two extremes there is a golden mean, a midway, a 
middle path. This middle path our country took from 1846 to 
1861, fifteen years, an era of unexampled growth and progress in 
all arts and industries, an era of light taxation and general wel- 
fare. When, under the impetus of a great war, an overwhelming 
emergency, the United States left the policy of low tariff, moder- 
ate rates, and adopted the first war tariff, with high rates and 
excessive duties, did we stop there? 

If Congress had simply passed that act and gone no further, had 
simply passed the war tariff, we would have had no addition to 
the revenue. The war tariff was accompanied in the same Con- 
gress by an act issuing $50,000,000 of Treasury notes, by another 
issuing $75,000,000 of Treasury notes, by anotherissuing 810. 000,000 
of Treasury notes, full legal-tender money, and hundreds of mil- 
lions of dollars of Treasury notes circulated in the country during 
the whole period of the war, while they were collecting these 
taxes under the first high tariff, and it was out of this abundance 
that the Government gathered its income sufficient to maintain 
the Army in the field and to prosecute the war to a successful 
conclusion. 

What prospect have we now of an increase in the volume of 
Treasury notes? Has the party which lately came into power 
made any such proposition? Is there any measure pending, or 
has it been mentioned that along with this, the highest tariff ever 
enacted in the country, there is to be an increase of the volume 
of money? None whatever. What increase of the volume of 
money have we to-day? Only that afforded by the free coinage 
of gold, more than countervailed by theexportsof gold coin. The 
population of this country is increasing every year. The per cap- 
ita of specie in it must be decreasing annually by the same rule. 
The per capita is decreasing, getting smaller and smaller every 
year. More taxes and less money seems to be a very curious pro- 
gramme of preparation for the time that is said to be com- 
ng Even the planting of the flag in the far Pacific—even that 

not afford relief or rescue to our people beset with a sea of 
troubles and asked only to pay more taxes as a remedy. 
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The increase of the rates of tariff taxation without a corre- 
„sponding increase in the volume of legal-tender money, of Treas- 
ay notes or coin, will be certain to bring upon us a larger 
deficiency than that which is now apparent. It will be certain to 
renew and repeat the annual deficit. It is for these reasons, sir, 
that the minority of the committee have in good faith presented 
the amendment just read. We have presented it with the best 
intentions, in hope perhaps that it may help to eke out that defi- 
ciency which is certain to come under a bill framed entirely upon 
duties and excises, and we offer abe prey ts as a substitute for the 
increased rates of taxation prop by this bill against beer and 


tobacco. 

We offer this amendment. Itis atender. It remains with the 
discretion and judgment of the majority of the committee to 
accept it or to decline it. I may state, and I have the pleasure of 
stating to the honorable and learned Senator from Iowa, that this 
amendment has no reenforcement of ort opinion behind it. I 
know how much the honorable Senator has been perplexed by the 
specifics, the ad valorems, the differentials of tariff expert judg- 
ment and opinion. He will enjoy the consideration of a measure 
which has nothing behind it except merit. 

The following of the dogma and practice of what is called pro- 
tection has forced us face to face with the present emergency. It 
may be that the framers of the Constitution foresaw this emer- 
gency and foresaw it as the result of a legitimate policy of pro- 
tection. 

I do not believe that; but however the case may be concerning 
it, the framers of the Constitution have not confined taxation to 
duties and excises alone. This bill is constructed simply upon 
those two methods. 

The Constitution of the United States has no pleonasm, it has no 
tautology, and it abstains from repetition. When two words are 
used, two things are meant, two distinct, separate, and independ- 
ent things. It has said: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, 
and excises. 

Direct taxes have not often been resorted to, for reasons to be 
hereafter given; but although they have not been much used, we 
have the power to lay and collect them. Duties have been re- 
sorted to every year of the Government from the first session of 
Congress down to the present time. Excises have been resorted 
to more than taxes, but I recollect for years and years when there 
were no Federal excises, not a dollar of tax on any domestic prod- 
uct, and that was not in what are known as bad times. Imposts 
were not heard of. They were once used during the war of 1812, 
and they were used in the late war—taxes upon persons and upon 
administrators and executors, as provided in the pending amend- 
ment. But the fact that either of these methods of raising rey- 
enue has fallen into disuse is no forfeiture of the power by Con- 
gress. Here is an armory having within it four stores or resources 
of the taxing power, all of which or either of which Congress 
may use upon a proper occasion. 

Direct taxes have not been often resorted to because they have to 
be apportioned according to population among thedifferent States 
under the census. This opportonmani as a mathematical problem 
is rot a very difficult one, but as a legislative problem it has been 
found to be one of extreme difficulty, for the reason that States hav- 
ing the largest population, and therefore ogi the largest appor- 
tionment of taxes for payment, and having the largest delegations 
in Congress, are always dissatisfied with the apportionment, and 
there are always a larger number of delegations dissatisfied with 
the apportionment than are content with it. Therefore, except in 
the presence of a great emergency—except in the presence of an 
overwhelming exigency—no direct taxes have ever been laid. 

I should have thought from the opinion I find here sometimes 
expressed about this annual deficit of $28,000,000 for this year that 
this ernergency exceeds everything we ever had, and there would 
be a proposition here from the majority of the committee to pro- 
ceed to direct taxation. But in that I have been disappointed. 
A majority of the committee seem anxious to give a very lar 

olitical meaning to this yearly deficit, but they diminish its 
inancial significance under their mode of dealing with it toa mere 
bugbear. 

'The framers of the Constitution foresaw this obstacle to the col- 
lection of revenue They foresaw the difficulty in the way of the 
apportionment of direct taxes. "They therefore provided three 
other methods under the rule of uniformity, not of apportionment, 
in order that the trouble of the taxgatherer might be in some de- 
gree alleviated, and that the revenue of the Government might be 
supp.ied without resorting to the almost impracticable method of 
direct taxation. 

Now. the rate of imposts fixed by the amendment is not a rate 
upon property as such. It is not arate upon estates. It is nota 
rate upon the value of estates. It is a charge upon persons; a 
specific charge levied upon particular persons; a specific charge 
levied upon particular persons related to or having an interest in 
the function of succession, testate or intestate, incident to death, 


Two per cent is not laid, but a sum equal to that amount is 
levied. Thus the rate is made indirect, in the circumstance of 


the levy as well as in that of the payment. The only use of the 
per cent upon the value of the estate of inheritance is to afford an 
instrumentality for ascertaining theequivalent of value by measur- 
ing the quantity of the aggregate, the rate, just as an inspector 
under the excise measures the gallons in the barrel and ascertains 
the proof of the spirits before him. In this way certitude and 
uniformity are provided for in the collection of this impost from 
those liable thereto. Although the amount is not fixed in any 
particular case, the proportion is fixed in all cases, 

We observe all around us every day the working of the rules of 
succession, and it is a matter of such common observation that 
we sometimes forget that it is an operation of law, an effect of 
government—a very marked operation of law a very notable effect 
of government in the highest degree of civilization. Rules of 
succession are not made in thenatural state. They are not known 
to savages and uncivilized tribes. They are not known to menin 
a condition of servitude. The prince in an absolute despotism, 
upon hearing of the death of a man of substance, takes what he 
wishes, and leaves what he wishes, if he leaves anything, to the 
relatives of the decedent. 

The great American common law of descent, that children shall 
take share and share alike. is nota law of nature. It did not come 
by nature. It is the result of strife for centuries, and it has been 
wrested from power from privilege, from prerogative, from feu- 
dal tenure and tradition; and we clearly have the moral, the con- 
stitutional right to take from the beneficiaries thereof a slight con- 
tribution for the support of that government under which these 
beneficent rules obtain. 

It may be said, sir, in objection to this amendment, that it pro- 
vides for double taxation. Mr, President, there are very few men 
or things that escape taxation twice. Double or cumulative tax- 
ation can not possibly be any valid objection to the method of col- 
lecting the revenue. We all pay, in the first place, local taxes to 
the county, the city, the State of our residence. On that we are 
taxed once. Weall pay federal taxation under bills like that now 
pending, for our supplies, for food, for shelter, for ‘raiment, and, 
as in the case of a man engaged in the business of distilling, for 
example, paying an excise tax upon the same property for which 
he was formerly taxed, triple taxation. And if he is interested 
in selling, retail or wholesale, he pays another excise, quadruple 
taxation. And he pays also an excise to the State and to the 
county for transacting the same business, and to the city, so that 
the same man may be taxed seven times, eight times, upon the 
same property and with reference to the same business. 

Neither courts nor legislatures have for the last three centuries 
listened with any patience to the objection that a mode of raising 
revenue proposes to make double or cumulative taxes. This isa 
cumulative tax, and so are all the others except the primary tax 
imposed by the State or city. It may be said this is a tax upon 
accumulations; that it is a tax on industry, on skill, on diligence. 
This is all true. So is every other tax a tax on accumulation; so 
is every other tax an exaction upon skill, upon diligence, upon 
industry. Taxes must reach those who have and keep; not those 
who have not. 

Bnt I ask your attention, Mr. President, to the disproportion of 
taxes at present on accumulation. 'The great mass of accumu- 
lations are very small, small in value, large in the aggregate. 
Take the day laborer. His accumulations, on which he is taxed 
and wil be taxed under the pending biil, are his household and 
kitchen furniture, his clothing for his wite and children, his daily 
wages. Those are his accumulations, and they are taxed. If yeu 
go to the large accumulations of thousands and millions accumu- 
lated under this protective system, an owner will be found; some- 
time death will touch some person interested ina trust. Sometime 
death will divide and distribute the estate of such a possessor. It 
is such accumulations as this that are reached by a rate on in- 
heritances. 

There is no just proportion of the present tax upon accumula- 
tions. The poor man pays out of his necessity. Out of his pov- 
erty he pays the tariff taxes and others levied. The owner of mil- 
lions in the way of accumulations pays the same tax, but he pays 
out of his abundance without a thought, without a fear, without 
knowing it. 

Now, we say, let us impose upon these massive accumulations 
some just burden in proportion to the benefits that their owners 
haye received under the protection and kindly offices of the Goy- 
ernment. I will say nothing now abont special legislation, but 
under the protection and auspices of the Government they have 
accumulated these fortunes, these vast amounts. Why should 
they not contribute a trifle at least for the support of the Govern- 
ment under which they live? 

No writer upon the snbject of taxation has laid down any other 
maxim than that taxes ought to be apportioned in accordance 
with the benefits received from the government nnder which the 
possessor lives, and all taxes are apportioned and have been laid 
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agreeably to that opinion. Take the State tax everywhere, take 
the city tax everywhere, take the county tax everywhere; they 
are laid in exact proportion to the amount of accumulation, 
orsmall,asthey maybe. So that this opinion of all authors is reen- 
foreed by the practice of mankind, and it enforces the contribu- 
tions upon accumulations in proportion to the benefits received. 

Contrast this rate of inheritance with some of the rates in the 
pending bill. Contrast it with the high rates levied upon common 
window glass, cement, white lead, salt, wool, lumber, blankets, 
flannels, and shawls. Take, for example, window glass taxed in 
two brackets at from 107 to 115 per cent, prohibitory; intended to 
be prohibitory. 

t may be said, however, that this is an unfair comparison and 
that a glass tax is a part of the tariff law, while the inheritance 
rate, if adopted, will belong to the branch of internal revenue. 
Let us look at that proposition for a few minutes. What is the 
tariff? Itis a tax levied upon goods imported from other coun- 
tries into ours. This glass tax is nominally levied as a tariff. It 
is claimed sometimes that the foreigners pay the tariff taxes. 

The foreigners certainly will not da this tariff on common 
window glass. They do not handle the goods. They do not see 
the goods. They know nothing about them. What really is this 

lass tax? It isa tax imposed upon articles of domestic manu- 

acture. It is a tax imposed for the benefit of the owners or man- 
ufacturers of common window glass i every man who 
wishes to use or to buy it. It makes it very much in the nature of 
an excise, for an excise is a tax upon domestic products, 

But, sir, I think I may be allowed to call it a left-handed excise. 
There is one very great difference between the glass tax and the 
excise. The excise tax is levied upon spirits, tobacco, and other 
articles which are subjected to it, and goes directly into the Treas- 
ury, less the cost of collection. The tax levied upon glass goes 
directly to the manufacturer of glass. Nota dollar of it goes 
into the Treasury. It isa left-handed excise. It is like the awk- 
ward ball that never reaches its destination. It is like the ball 
held in the hand of the pitcher, held fast, which he seems to 
want to pitch away from him, but his whole movement is a feint, 
and the ball never reaches the bat. 

Now, the Democratic party say that a tax imposed upon any ar- 
ticle in such a way as to interfere with the compact between the 
seller and buyer, to raise the price, except for the sake of revenue, 
except in the interest of the Treasury, is unjust, is unwarranted. 
The very reason for a tax law is revenue. When the revenue 
ceases, when the reason of the law ceases, the law ceases with it. 
This sort of tax is often called in this Chamber tribute. Itisa 
tribute very near akin to pillage. It is a pillage of the many not 
rich. It is a pillage of the many not incorporated. It is taking 
away the crust and crumb from 3 that Dives may fare more 
sumptuously. 

There are a great many specimens of left-handed excises in this 
bill One of the most extraordinary isin the woolschedule. We 
all know that enough wool has been imported into the country to 
answer the manufacturing demand for one year; that it has been 
imported free of duty under the present law: and yetthe taxes on 
blankets, flannels, shawls, women's and children's dress goods are 
in this bill laid upon the express assumption that the supply of 
wool on hand has paid duty at the rate imposed by this bill—10 
cents per pound—and that this free wool is not free. So that 
hundreds of thousands of dollars of taxes will be levied and col- 
lected from the people upon this wool, not a penny of which will 
go into the National Treasury. This whole enormous amount 
will be handed over in a lump sum and as a mere gratuity to the 
corporations engaged in the manufacture of woolen fabrics. 

I know, sir, it is said that these excessive rates upon woolen 
oods are proposed for the purpose of improving the woolen in- 
ustry and improving the breed of sheep, and of increasing the 

quasi of the wool product in the United States. Ido not believe 
at, but if I did believe it I would prefer the health, the safety, 
the comfort, the happiness of the women and children of this 
country to the interest of sheep or shepherd, and especially to any 
interest of the wolf, the wolf in sheep’s clothing, who would use 
the hand of the taxgatherer to strip from the child in his cradle 
the mantle or blanket so necessary to its growth and nurture. 

We have not, Mr. President, been entirely forgetful of the wel- 
fare of the animal kingdom in the United States. We have a 
branch of administration called the Bureau of Animal Industry. 
After many years of careful and costly experiment we have suc- 
ceeded in reaing one kind of animals to absolute perfection. They 
are the tariff swine—the highly protective prohibitive tariff swine. 
They are gross feeders, with voracious appetite. They devour 
our substance with impunity. They think of making no return 
except a small compensatory duty derived from a slight tax upon 

the infant industry of bristles. 

It is such exactions as these, sir, these gross, unlawful, unwar- 
ranted abuses of the taxing power, these clouds without rain, 
these wells without water, these rates without revenue, which 
show very clearly that pelf, not patriotism, is the principal com- 
ponent material of the schedules in the pending bi Such exac- 


tions are contrary to the plainest dictates 


2 ;; of justice, and will 
bring down upon their authors the condign punishment due to 
such offenses. ; 

I appeal to Senators that they may seriously note one of the 
minor advantages of justice, its commercial value, if they care 
nothing for its greater attribute. It pays far better than any 
other quality in the administration of public affairs, as injustice 
is the most expensive and costly exercise of power. A people 
grow rich and opulent; how well to do that nation becomes, and 
all the men and women who inhabit the land, when they feel that 
the burdens of taxation are fairly distributed and are borne in 
just proportion. 

What vast wealth of affection, age after age,is accumulated 
for that form of government wherein what is right is deemed al- 
waysexpedient. How selfish, sordid, and ignoble is an appeal to 
the citizen that offers by law special favors to a part, to any part, 
of the community which are denied to the whole? What is pro- 
tection but a bribe, and what have bribes to do with justice? 
What gains can protection, so called, bring to the few which are 
not losses to the many? 

Consider the effect of this poner upon the elective franchise, 
upon the vote and the voter. e ot should be an expression 
of the conscience and judgment, unbribed and unbonght, upon 
mones public questions submitted to its arbitrament, and espe- 
ci it should be free from the taint of private interest or per- 
son i We require that of a juryman in the ordinary court, 
and more especially the voter should be free from any motive of 
personal gain or private interest. 

An election controlled by the self-styled policy of protection 
bids men forego and blot from their memories every consideration 
of public interest, every thought of national income, impelling 
them to combine only for the particular advantage of those who 
may be successful in this debasing conflict. Debauched by this 
intense temptation, many yield to its allurements. Others are 
willing to follow the lead of Mammon even up to the dead line of 
monopoly—the dead line of monopoly, where importations are 
forbidden, where competition is , and where the incorpo- 
rated protected manufacturer absolutely controls the price of 
wares and wages. 

This power of control is one to which no free man should be 
subjected, and which no free government should permit or allow. 
This is not taxation; it is tyranny, it is despotism—the despotism 
of the trusts, enforced through the imperial reigning dynasty of 
the yeas and nays. 

One of the worst results of this false and vicious system so long 
embedded in the form of law is that it now assumes the mask 
and semblance of legitimacy. The public needs and the revenues 
of the Treasury are wholly subordinated to local and private inter- 
est and to corporate gains. 'The banditti of the syndicates are 
allowed to impose taxes merely for their own aggrandizement. 

We have such a thing as vested rights, and it seems there must 
needs be vested wrongs. This is one of them—one of the lowest, 
one of the most degraded of.vested wrongs. Of coursein a coun- 
try subjected, nently subjected, to these conditions, parties 
must perish; parties must perish. Factions only will survive. 
Factions will fight each other as wild beasts for their prey, until 
there is an end of even the forms of liberty. 

Much has been said about differentials in this discussion. The 
giant 3 "d me pande bill is Dp Nagra itself. This 

erential is n by 8 e lawmaking power, 
and it can flourish: ecay of i 


to another corporation a certain other percentage and advantage. 
dy boon or bounty of such a 


ou might as well nope to enjoy the 
flaming man- 


In offering this amendment, we do not wish to be understood 
as in the least degree approving the scheme or the policy of the 
pending bill. 

We stand by the ancient landmarks of the Democratic party. 
We are unwilling to see the landmarks removed. I will not 
pronounce the malediction. Its recital is needless. We adhere 


with unfaltering faith to the tenets of our ancient Democratic 
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creed, founded, as they are, upon the letter of the Constitution 
and imbued with its potent beneficent spirit. 

It is written that Congress is empowered “to lay and collect 
duties.” We believe this is a joint act of power thus granted, not 
several, or joint and several. Duties are to be laid, and the same 
‘duties are to becollected. Itis notcompetent to lay duties which 
are not to be collected any more than it is lawful to collect duties 
which are notlaid. Laying and collecting can not be dissevered. 
They must, as they are placed in the Constitution, go hand in 
hand. To lay duties with the purpose not to collect them, at such 
rates and in such form as that they shall be and must be uncol- 
lectible, is to disregard the first law of the Government and to make 
private ends superior to the public necessities. It is to invite all 
those evil consequences which corruption incites, which no e Sa 
try can allay. The people of the United States can not rightfully 
be taxed save for the benefit of all, and under no circumstances 
for the benefit of a less number. 

When the interests of the public Treasury are alone consulted 
in laying taxes upon the citizen, what a strong and broad founda- 
tion is laid for our well-being! 

The ballot is no longer in the market. The voter does not ask, 
* How shall I gain something for myself 3 but How 
shall all be best aided by my acant The franchise is then what 
our forefathers made it, what the justice of the Constitution in- 
tended it should be. 

It is restored to its original state of purity, of dignity, and of 
sovereign independence. 

Our fathers thought highly of justice as an element of political 
life and action. They thought, with the celebrated Burke, that 

justice wasitself a great standing policy, so much so that any 

eparture from it lay under the suspicion of being no policy at all. 

ey declared in the grand preface to the Constitution that ‘to 
establish justice” was one of the objects of the creation of this 
form of government. We have, it is true, a Department of Jus- 
tice, but this is only a technical name for that branch of the pub- 
* lic service. This by no means implies that every other depart- 
ment is not to be controlled by justice in its action. 

The courts in this very Department so named have often de- 
cided that the laying of taxes is very much within our discretion. 
They will not inquire what motives induced the legislature to 
select particular objects or articles or persons as subjects of tax- 
ation; all this is remitted to the Congress—to the Senate as a part 
of the lawmaking power. 

We, as Senators, have thus a very wide province wherein we 
are ourselves charged with the administration of justice, even in 
a much larger sense than any judicial tribunal. Our responsi- 
bility is yet more grave, the consequences of our errors more far- 
reaching. The demand upon us in the exercise of this power, for 
the purest faith and the highest integrity of purpose, is one of the 
necessities of our position. 

FRANCHISE OF THE MINTS. 

We are not to content ourselyes with even the best revision of 
the tariff or the most excellent reform of the law of Federal taxa- 
tion. To establish justice, other and greater reforms are needed. 

The highest law of the land declares ‘‘that the Congress shall 
have power to coin money and regulate the value thereof," mean- 
n “the current coin of the United States,” as mentioned in a 
following section. The — of the several colonies and States 
during the Colonial and Revolutionary periods had this power and 
exercised it. The States under the Articles of Confederation had 
this Poder to coin money of silver and gold and exercised it, and 
the States did not surrender this power to the General Govern- 
ment until 1789. It was an absolute surrender of such power, 
not for the purpose of destruction or abatement, but of being fur- 
ther used by a greater power of more extended jurisdiction—the 
Congress of the United States. 

'The grant is exclusive, since it is also written: 

No State shall coin money or make anything but gold and silver coina 
tender for the payment of debts. 

It would have been a thing strange and anomalous to form a 
government for a great nation without giving it the power to 
coin money and regulate its value, or without the power to de- 
clare what should be a legal tender. There is no such defect in 
our form of government. All these powers are granted, and the 
kind of money to be coined and valued as the only legal tender is 
8 ** gold and silver coin," “current coin of the United 

It is yet, therefore, much stranger, more anomalous, that the 
governments of other nations should in any manner control the 
coinage, value, or legal tender of the money made under our own 
act, and more strange than all that we should refuse to exercise 
the constitutional power so granted to us. 

These powers were granted for use and exercise, not to be viti- 
ated or destroyed either as to the two metals to be coined, their 
legal-tender function, or their value. " 

Only three years after the organization of the Government the 
Congress passed a law providing for the free coinage of gold and 
of silver, providing also that the silver as well as the gold coin in 


dollars so made, the current coin of the United States, should bea 
lawful tender in all payments whatsoever. This was interpre- 


tation contemporaneous—a necessary, imperative, and primary 
construction of the organic law. The law is not cha to this 
day. It will take the votes of three-fourths of the States to c e 
it. How many States of this Union would vote to make gold the 
only legal tender? 

The power thus granted and used to coin money of silver as well 
as gold, to fix its value and legal-tender quality, is expressed in 
the same language as to its grant, and is set forth in the same sec- 
tion — the power “to lay and collect taxes, duties, excises, and 
im 129 

tisnotsaid anywhere that Congress shall coin money; it is 
not said anywhere that Congress shall lay taxes. The power to 
do both is given in the same words, and this power devolves the 
duty upon us to obey the language and the spirit of both these 
grants. Both powers are of piod obligation, are continuous 
and perpetual in their operation, and as long and as constantly as 
we levy taxes and collect them we ought to maintain the 
coinaze at the mints of both metals. 

We have no more power or right to abandon the free coinage of 
silver than we have to cease the free coinage of gold. We have 
no more constitutional right to abandon the coinage of both met- 
als at the existing ratio as a lawful tender in all payments than 
we have to cease the levy and collection of taxes for the support 
of the Government. 

Let us be prepared to do our duty. Let us obey the Constitu- 
tion and return to the law of our fathers. 

It is true that the direst terms of prediction and prophecy, 
wholly unsupported by fulfillment, have been used to depict the 
consequence of our obedience—the obedience of Congress to the 
Constitution of the United States. 

But we know to a certainty without consulting prophecy what 
have been the consequences of disobedience. 

The present condition of the country shows that this disobedi- 
ence has brought death, commercial dearth, and death into our 
world, and has filled every portion of the Republic with increas- 
ing distress and disaster. 

t us reestablish constitutional justice so long overthrown. 
Let us again restore the franchise of the mint. 

The unbought second thought of the pecole will gladly welcome 
such a consummation. We may then under that bise s policy, 
even under this tariff act of 1897, withall its faults, possibly gather 
enough funds to supply the needs of Government. We may not 
only cure the present deficit, but shall thus have the most 
safeguard against its recurrence. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
pro by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

r. ALLISON. Iunderstand the Senator from Indiana does 
not desire to press a vote upon his amendment at this time. 
^ Mr. TURP No; I am willing that it shall be considered 
ereafter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEsT] has moved to strike out paragraph 7} as amended by the 
committee. The orderly procedure will be to take the vote on in- 


serting paragraph 73. 

Mr. ALLISON à i hope the vote will be taken in that form. 
The ph is not yet in the bill, I understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph is not yet in the bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment, as I understand, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. TheSenators in favor of incorporat- . 


ing pa h 74 in the bill will vote ** yea?" 
Sir. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no objection to the vote 
being taken in that way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will put the question on 
the adoption of the committee amendment asit has been amended, 
which is to insert the new paragraph 7}. Those who are in favor 
of that motion will vote yea.” 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say a word or two on that question. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] rather 
challenged the statement I made with reference to the output of 
bleaching powder in the State of Maine from a concern which he 
mentioned. I am not certain that I was accurate in my statement, 
but I gave the best authority that I could get for it. 

According to the Senator's statement, the establishment referred 
to is making only enough bleaching powder to supply the market 
of this country for about twelve days; thatis, their yearly output 
would supply the demand for about twelve days. s 

Iam informed by those who profess to know that there is no 
successful manufacture of bleaching powder in the United States, 
and that there never has been a successful one; that is to say 
there has never been one that has been commercially successful 
and which at the same time has produced a good article. The 
article produced in this country, according to the statements made 
to me of people who use it very largely —and it is used very largely 
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in the State of Colorado and in all the other mining States in the 
reduction of gold ores—is that the American product has never 
been satisfactory, and that the only product that has been satis- 
factory was that furnished from either Germany or England. I 
do not know why this is so, and do not pretend to say, but there 
is no manufacture of this article that I know of now in the United 
States which can be called a success. 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] stated that it was 
in contemplation to start a factory in the State of TES Eu I 
suppose they have all the ingredients necessary for making bleach- 
ing powder in Michigan, and they have had them since the early 
sevciement of the country, and I understand they are about to 
start a factory at Niagara Falls, which will produce, I think, about 
25 tons a day. Of course that would be a pretiy large factory 
compared with any in existence that I know of for the manufac- 
ture of this article, but that factory is not yet in existence, and 
whether it will be a success or not depends upon the question of 
whether the pan patent, which has been referred to by the 
Senator from Delaware, is a successor not. If that should prove 
to be a success, then there will be 25 tons a day manufactured. 
The amount used in the United States, according to my informa- 

tion, is about 150.000 tons. 

-~ Mr. President, this article enters not only into the manufacture 
of paper, as stated by the Senator from Delaware, but it enters 
into the manufacture of textiles of various kinds and the manu- 
facture of cloths. It is used in several large reduction works of 
gold ore in the United States; and there is one system of reduc- 
tion in which it is used very largely. It is very largely used in 
the State of Colorado, although I am not able to say as to the 
exact quantity which is used there. 

I have here a letter from one of the leading reduction works, 
and I have also some telegrams from other reduction works in 
Colorado, protesting against a duty on this material, 

As this bill came from the House of Representatives this article 
was on the free list, in paragraph 578, as follows: 

Lime, chloride of, or bleaching powder. 

The committee have not given us any reason up to the present 
time why it should be put upon the dutiable list, except the very 
unsatisfactory statement that somebody was going to start a fac- 
tory in Michigan, and that possibly a factory would be established 
at Niagara Falls. My correspondent from Colorado says: 

First. That the use of bleaching powder is such an imperative necessity of 
an important branch of a pan Fh the Colorado that the imposi- 
tion of a duty will work a h ed industry in this State, as 
well as in other Western States. : 

er 3 there is at present practically no American industry of this 
rn "That the price which now obtains in our market is such asto already 
permit thc profitable manufacture o? bleaching powder in this 2 

Fourth. That it be the chief object of the proposed duty is to advance 
the interests of a patent process not yet in practical operation. 

That is the process the Senator from Delaware referred to, 

Mr. President, I do not intend to take up any time except to say 
that there has been no reason given why this article should be 

rotected. Iam a believer in producing everything in this coun- 
E that we can produce, and not buying it abroad, but I do not 
believe that this duty will do anything more than raise the price 
to the American consumer, though possibly it may encourage the 
people who have been referred to, who have a patent process 
which is of a very doubtful character, I am informed, though I 
am not qualified, perhaps, to k technically upon that subject. 

I speak now upon this subject simply from the intercourse I 
have had with men in my State who are using this article, and 
because of the letters I have received 

If the committee could assure me that there was a bare possi- 
bility that this would become one of the industries of the country, 
I woull not object to putting the article upon the dutiable list; 
but I understand the effort to make this powder has been going 
on in this country for a number of years, and, so far as I have 
been informed, every effort has been a failure, I may say, both 
commercially and as to the quality of the article produced. 

I think, according to the Republican doctrine of protection, we 
ought not to puta duty upon this article, unless there is some reason 
to suppose the duty will foster and encourage its production, be- 
cause it is apparent to everybody that manufactured articles, such 
as I have mentioned, will be more or less hampered and embar- 
rassed by the raising of the price in consequence of the duty. 

If the committee are prepared to show us that there is a fair 
prospect of properly making this article in this country, I should 
not object to the Proposed duty; but my informant, who is a man 
qualified to speak upon this subject, assures me that the only 
articles of this character which have been found satisfactory are 
those of either German or English production. Ourown product 
has not been satisfactory, and will not be, unless there is a differ- 
ent method of production, which I suppose is now perhaps antici- 
pated by these two patents—I do not know as to that—bnt unless 
there is something of that kind the article will not be produced 
in this country to the satisfaction of the consumer. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on inserting para- 
graph 7i as it has been amended. 


p on establ 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 30, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam paired withthe 
senior Senator from New Jersey Mr. SMITH], but I transfer that 
pair to the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], who is paired with 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. J eb which will leave the 
Senator from Arkansas and myself at liberty to vote. I vote 


i ea." 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator trom Washington [Mr. TURNER], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iinquire if the Senator from New Hampshire 

. CHANDLER] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am paired with that Senator, and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. SPOONER. Linquireif the Senator from Mississippi (Mr. 
WALTHALL]| has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ihave a general pair with that Senator, and 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am paired with the senior Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. Iam paired with the senior Sena- 
tor from New York [Mr. MunrHY]. If he were present, I should 
vote yea.” 

Mr. PRITCHARD (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
inquire if. the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Mc- 
LAURIN] is recorded as having voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The junior Senator from South Car- 
olina has not voted. X 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired 
with that Senator. 

Mr. DEBOE (after having voted in the affirmative). 
draw my vote, as lam paired with the Senator from South Da- 
kota [Mr. PETTIGREW], who is not present. 

Mr. MANTLE. I desire to state that the Senator from Utah 
Ad CANNON] is paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 

LDRICH |. at pair will stahd upon this vote, as the Senator 
from Utah, if here, would vote against the amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS (after having voted in the affirmative). Iin- 
auro the senior Senator from Lonisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] has 
vo 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired 
with that Senator. 

Mr. SHOUP (after having voted in the affirmative). I inquire 
if the senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] has voted? * 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

E SHOUP. lam paired with that Senator, and withdraw my 
vote. : : 
The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 27; as follows: 


I with- 


YEAS—30. 
Allison, Gallinger, McEnery nay, 
Carter, Gear, McM E Resi 
Gator Hawle Nelson Wellinets 
'ullom, wley. elson, ellin, 
Elkins, Hoar, Penrose, — —— 
Fairbanks, Jones, Nev. Perkins, n. j 
Foraker, ri Platt, Conn. 
Frye, McBride, Proctor, 

NAYS—277. 
Bacon, Faulkner, Mallory, Rawlins, 
Bate, ray, Mantle, 
Berry, Harris, Mills, Stewart, ` 
Butler, Heitfeld, Mitchell, Teller, 
Chilton. ones, Morgan, 
Clay, Kenney 5 Vest. 
Cockrell, Lindsay, Pettus, 

NOT VOTING—32. 

Aldrich, Davis, McLaurin, Smith, 
Allen, Debos, Martin, Spooner, 
Baker, George, Morrill, ruer, 
Burrows, Gorman, Murphy, ie, 
Caffery, Hale, Pettigrew, Wal 
Cannon, Hansbrough, Platt, N. Y. Warren, 
Chandler, Harris, Tenn. Pritchard, White, 
Daniel, Kyle, Shoup, Wolcott. 


So the amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask now to return to paragraph 86, passed 
over last evening. 

The SECRETARY. Paragraph 86 as amended reads as follows: 


Plaster rock or gypsum, crude, $1 per ton; if und or calcined, $1.50 per 
ton; pearl hardening for paper makers: use, 20 —.— cent ad 8 8 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, gypsum is us d for fertilizer to 
no little extent. In Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
and other States it is used for top-dress ng, especially for grass, 
pease, potatoes, etc. It is delivered at our seaport towns from Nova 
Scotia at about $2 per ton. If a duty of $1.50 a ton is placed on 
it. then, of course, we will be forced to pay $3.50 per ton. Our 


Western friends ask for this duty because they have deposits in 
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their States. But they are thoroughly protected by distance. 
Tr tion rates are about 1 cent per ton per mile. There- 
fore 100 miles distance amounts to a protection of all they ask. 

In the South we can never use the land plaster from the Western 
States on account of these freight rates, If this duty is put on, 
we will continue to get this fertilizing material from Canada and 
be forced to P more forit. The farmer gets nothing out of this 
tariff bill, and should not thus betaxed for the benefit of a very few. 
This material is now on the free list. It was on the free list in the 
McKinley bill; it has been on the free list for over sixty years, and 
should always stay on the free list. : 

Mr. President, 1 move to strike out paragraph 86 and put this 
article on the free list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The question is on ing to the motion of the Senator from 
North Carolina to strike out E 86. f 

Mr. VEST. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DEBOE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called), Iam 

ired with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY]. 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GEAR. I transfer my pair with the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SwrrH] to the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE|, and 
will vote. Ivote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HANNA (after having voted in the ae ge Has the 
junior Senator from Utah (Mr. RAWLINS] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 

Ghd. HANNA. Iwill withdraw my vote, being paired with that 
nator. 

Mr. BURROWS (after having voted in the negative). I am 
pe with the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery]. I 

o not see him in the Chamber, and therefore withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—24. 
Bacon, Faulkner, Martin, Teller, 
Bate, Gray, Mills, Till 
Berry. Jones, Ark. Mitchell, Turpo; 
Butler, Kenney, Morgan, Vest, 
8 Lindsay, 3 Walthall, 
I, McLaurin, Pettus, hite. 
NAYS—30. 
Gear, Nelson, Spooner, 
Baker. Hoar, Penrose, Stewart, 
Cullom, Jones, Nev. Perkins, Thurston, 
Elkins Lodge, tt. Conn. Wellington, 
Fair! McBride, Pritchard, Wetmore, 
Foraker. McMillan, qu Wilson. 
em. Mantle, well 
ger, Mason, Shoup. 
NOT VOTING—35. 
Aldrich, Daniel, Harris, Tenn. Platt, N. Y. 
Allen, Davis, * Hawley. tor, 
Burrows, Deboe. Heitfeld, Rawlins, 
Caffery George, Kyle, Roach, 
Cannon, Gorman, McEnery, Smith, 
Carter, Hale, Mallory, Turner, 
Chandler, Hanna, Morrill, Warren, 
Chilton, Hansbrough, Murphy, Wolcott. 
k, Harris, Kans. Pet LA 
So the motion was rejected. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Isthe paragraph completed? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is completed. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Thenextparagraphis88. When 
this Le rn was under consideration before, ground fuller's 
earth had been put at $3 a ton, and the Senator from South Dakota 

. PETTIGREW] thereupon moved to make unwrouzht fuller's 
earth 82 a ton. I have had some conference with the Senator from 
South Dakota, and I desire that the amendment already adopted 
may be changed so that it will read asIsendittothedesk. I will 
say that that is satisfactory to the Senator from South Dakota 
and has the approval of the majority of the Finance Committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as proposed to 
be modified will be read. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Is this a substitute for the paragraph? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No. 

5 It is proposed to amend the amendment so as 
read: 

Fuller's earth, unwrought and un manufactured. $2 per ton; wrought or 
manufactured, $4 per ton. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the vote by 
which the amendment was agreed to will be reconsidered, and the 
question is on agreeing to the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Let us understand where it occurs. 
I do not know where it comes in. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. At the end of the paragraph. 


: Piu SECRETARY. At the end of paragraph 88 it is proposed to 
insert: : - 

Fuller's earth, unwrought and unmanufactured, $2 per ton; wrought-or 
manufactured, $4 per ton. 


The amendment to the amendment was agred to. 


The amendment as amended was agreed to. - 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I desire, on behalf of the com- 
mittee, to amend paragraph 88, in line 19, by striking out “fifty” 
and inserting **twenty-five;" and in line 21 by striking out 83 
e E Meist line 19, paragraph 88 posed to 

e SECRETARY. In line 19, par it is pro 
strike out fifty and insert “twenty-five: " and in Ine 21 it is 
proposed to strike out **$3" and insert 2. 50;“ so as to read: 

Asphaltum and bitumen, crude, if not dried or otherwise advanced in an 
5 — $1.25 per ton; if dried or otherwise advanced in any manner, $2. 
per ton. $ 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

Mr. VEST. I simply wish to call attention to the fact that the 
last two items, upon which the duty is put at $1.25 and $2.50, 
were on the free list under the McKinley Act and are there under 
existing law. Now it is proposed to put this enormous duty upon 
the articles. j 

As to fuller's earth, as a matter of course the Senator from South 
Dakota is satisfied, because it is all he asked. Itseems now that 
a compromise has been effected between the AAPA in Con- 
necticut, of which the Senator from South Dakota spoke so elo- 

uently the other day, and the raw material without consulting 
the consumers of the country at all. 

Mr. QUAY. It seems to me that the duty proposed y the com- 
mittee on asphalt is entirely too high. I suggest to the Senatorin 
charge of the bill, instead of $2.50 a ton, to make it $1.50 per ton. 

Mr. ALLISON. The whole matter will be in conference and 
can be dealt with after more careful examination. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Whatis under consideration? 

Mr. QUAY. The duty upon asphalt. 

Mr. GRAY. What paragraph? 

Mr. QUAY. Paragraph 88, lines 21 and 22, crude asphalt. It 
ought not to be over $1.50 per ton on the crude, and on the dried 
or otherwise advanced, $1. I think that would be a fair duty and 
ought to be submitted to, because it is purely a revenue duty. It 
is a tax upon the streets of every town in the United States that 
uses asphalt, and no one is protected under it. 

Mr. GRAY. They can stand it better than the 
ferred to by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. QUAY. I trust the Senator from Iowa will see the pro- 
priety of reducing the duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. I regret I can not. 

Mr. QUAY. I suppose I have to submit for the present. 

Mr. SEWELL. I call the attention of the Senator from lowa 
to the concluding part of the paragraph, bauxite. Was it not the 
intention to restore that? : 2 

Mr. ALLISON. It has been restored. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The paragraph is now completed, 
is it not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. ALLISON. And it has been to? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Hasthe Lee ig teen adopted? I should like to 
take a vote on the Pai h. t us have the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri 
move to strike out the paragraph? 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays on agreeing to the in- 


creases. 

Mr. ALLISON. On the adoption of the paragraph? 

Mr. VEST. On the adoption of the paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theyeasand nays are demanded 
on the adoption of the paragraph as amended. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. à 

Mr. BURROWS (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CarrrERY]. 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris]. 

Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). I wish 
to announce for the day my pair with the senior Senator from 
New York [Mr. used 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). Ihavea general 
pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. He has 
voted, which leaves me at liberty to vote, but I have consented to 
pair with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] who 
is absent. I therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WARREN. I again announce my pair with the junior 
Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. 

Mr. WHITE. Upon this vote Iam paired with the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. Cannon]. If he were present, I should vote **nay." 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I desire to inquire if the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] has voted? 


inan re- 
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T PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairis informed he hasnot 
voted. 
Mr. WELLINGTON. Being paired with that Senator, I with- 


hold my vote. 

Mr. GEAR. I transfer my pair with the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SurrH] to the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], and 
will vote. I vote ''yea." 

Mr. ALLEN. Has the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 


Mr. ALLEN. Being paired with that Senator, I withhold my 


vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will take the liberty 
to announce a pair between the Senator from North Carolina bs 
n and the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Mc- 

AURIN]. 

The e recapitulated the vote. 

Mr. QUAY. I understand the vote just taken is upon the adop- 
tion of the aph as amended. at vote has not been taken 
usually with paragraphs during the last week. It is not the usual 


course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has not yet announced 
the result. That is the question, however. i 

Mr. QUAY. Thatis the vote. It seems to me that is not a 
proper vote at the present. If it is, I would ask the gentlemen in 
charge of the bill whether it concludes amendment after we have 

out of Committee of the Whole? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will venture to sug- 
gest that in its opinion the motion was not a proper motion to 
make, although as to two or three former M ep in the bill 
a similar motion was made and entertained. The motion should 
have been to strike out the paragraph, inasmuch as after the 
amendments to the House paragraph had been agreed toit was 
practically completed. Hereafter if the present occupant happens 
5 be in the chair, he will insist upon the motion being made in 

at form. 

Mr. ALLISON. The matter wil be open in the Senate, asa 
matter of course. 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—36. 
e, e. Proctor, 
Baker, Galitnger, McBride, Sewell, 
Carter, Gear, cM: Shoup, 
Cullom, Hanna, Mantle, Spooner, 
Davis, Hansbrough, Sto 
Deboe, Hawley, Nelson, er 
ban ks, J saa Nev. Perkins. MEN 
Fair ones, Ne 
Foraker, yle, Platt, Wilson. 
NAYS—2. 
Mallory, Roach, 
Berri duy Mills vo 
* TAY, t 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Mitchell, Walthall. 
* enney, organ, 
Cockrell, Lindsay, Pettus, 
NOT VOTING-—3L 
Aldrich, George, Morrill, Smith, 
Allen, Gorman, Murphy, 
Butler E POSTE ‘Warren 
Caffery, Harris, Tenn. Plat N.Y. Wellington, 
But c Ee o eee 
» cEnery, , 
Clark, 8 n Nau ins 
So the ph as amended was agreed to. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to su that the difference is merely as 
to the mode of statement, and in parliamentary bodies it is some- 
times put one way and sometimes the other. For instance, in the 
House of Commons, if there is a motion to strike out, the question 
is, Shall the paragraph stand? So it is the samething as a motion 
to strike ont. 1 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Practically. _ 

Mr. ALLISON. In connection with paragraph 164, amended a 
few days ago, it is necessary to make some amendments to para- 
graph 125. Therefore at this time I propose the amendments 
which I send to the desk, and I wish to call the attention of the 
Senator from Alabama ME Petrus] to the fact that this is the 
paragraph to which he alluded the other day. 1 

The SECRETARY. On page 34, paragraph 125, line 8, after the 
word ** steel," it is proposed to insert ‘not otherwise provided for 
in this act;" in the same paragraph, line 24, insert after the word 
* made" the words steel bands or strips untempered, suitable 
for making band saws, 3 cents per pound and 20 per cent ad valo- 
rem; if tempered or tempered and polished, 6 cents per pound and 
20 per cent ad valorem." > Tan- 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the first 
amendment to the paragraph will be considered as to. 

Mr. PETTUS. ere was a motion made by the Senator from 


Georgia [Mr. BACON]. He was here a moment ago. I desire his 
presence. He was here and his attention was called to it, and I 


presume he will be back in a moment. He moved to put cotton 
ties on the free list, or something to that effect. 

Mr. ALLISON. The second amendment offered by the com- 
mittee has not yet been agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the second 
amendment will be considered as agreed to. It is agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. A few days ago the Senator from Alabama 
called my attention tó an amendment which had been proposed, or 
notice given of its pro , respecting cotton ties. As we are 
now at this aph,it might be well to consider that question. 

Mr. P US. If the Senator will allow me, I desire to post- 
pone it until the Senator from Georgia can be heard from. He 
made the motion. 

Mr. ALLISON, I ask that paragraph 125 may now be read as 
itstandsin the bill, with all the amendments which have been 
agreed to r ting it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 125 will be read as it 
stands amended. 

'The Secretary read as follows: 

125. Hoop, band, or scroll iron or steel, not otherwise provided for in this 
act, valued at 3 cents p und or less, 8 inches or less in width, and less 
than three-cighths of I inch thick, and not thinner than No. 10 wire gauge, 
five-tenths of 1 cent per pound; thinner than No. 10 wire fuge and not 
thinner than No. 29 wire gauge. six-tenths of 1 cent per pound; thinner than 
No. 20 wire gauge, eight-tenths of 1 cent per pound: Provided, That hoop or 
band iron, or hoop or band steel, cut to length, or wholly or partly manufac- 
tured into hoops or ties, barrel hoops of iron or steel. and hoop or band iron 
or poop or band steel flared, splayed, or punched, with or without buckles or 
fastenings, shall pay one-tenth of 1 cent 2 pound more duty than that im- 

on the hoop or band iron or steel from which they are made; steel 

s or strips un Suitable for making band saws, g cents per pound 

and 20 per cent ad valorem; if tempered or tempered and polished, 6 cents 
per pound and 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to be informed as to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Georgia. It is on record. 

Mr. CLAY. My colleague has been called away for a few min- 
utes. I know the Senator from Iowa—— 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator prefers that it should be passed 
over, we will go on with something else. 

Mr. CLAY. Ishould be glad to have it passed over, because I 
know my colleague desires to be heard upon his amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Iowa will permit a sugges- 
tion, wherever a motion has been made to put an article on the 
free list, it appears the readier way to determine the whole sub- 
ject would be to vote directly as to whether the article should or 
should not go upon the free list, because if we settle the question 
affirmatively, it will go upon the free list and then its elimination 
from the rest of the bill is a mere pro forma matter. It can be 
more readily di d of in that ME by first taking a vote 


on the paragraphs and thereafter g a vote upon placing the 
article A the tree list, as we now have to do with reference to 
three or four. 


We have already stricken three or four articles from the para- 
graphs in the dutiable list. It would be better to test the sense of 
the we by moving to put articles on the free list when it is 
reached. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The item of cotton ties has already 
been stricken out of the bill and a motion is pending to insert them 
in the free list as paragraph 5173. 

Mr. ALLISON. But I had the paragraph read for the purpose 
of showing the Senator that cotton ties had not been stricken out. 
Ihad the 15 pm read as it now stands in the bill. 

Bees WwW TÉ. t appears to me the difference is quite imma- 
rial. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iknow it is. 

Mr. WHITE. I believe we have made some mistake in pro- 
cedure in following the policy of eliminating the matter from a 
certain paragraph, because then in any event we must afterwards 
have a vote to put it on the free list, whereas if we had voted to 
put it on the free list directly when that was reached, the other 
could be considered purely pro forma to eliminate it from the 
dutiable list. We have several examples of that kind which are 
hereafter to be reached. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask the Senate to proceed to paragraph 238. 

Mr. PETTUS. Before we leave paragraph 125, I desire dis- 
tinctly to understand what is the condition of the amendment 
* by the Senator from Georgia to put cotton ties on the 


Mr. SPOONER. It was over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that it 
was over. 

Mr. PETTUS. Has anything been done to its prejudice? That 
is what I want to know. 

Mr. ALLISON. If that amendment is pending, it will be passed 
over. Ifitis not pending, it can be offered later. I hope that 
will be satisfactory to the Senator from Alabama. I ask that the 
committee amendment to paragraph 238 be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 238, page 71, line 8, after the 
word Beans,“ strike out “fifty” and insert ‘‘forty;” so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

238. Beans, 40 cents per bushel of 60 pounds. 
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The amendment was to. 

Mr. GRAY. Has the paragraph as amended been agreed to? 

Mr. ALLISON, The Chair rules that it is not necessary to be 
voted on unless there is a motion to strike out. I now ask the 
Secre to turn to paragraph 251. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair wil suggest that he is 
informed that all the amendments of the committee to paragraph 
251 were agreed to with the exception of the last amendment, 
which is now pending. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the amendment be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 78, line 14, paragraph 251, after the 
word ‘‘ act," strike out **forty" and insert **twenty-five;" so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

251. Seeds: Castor beans or seeds, 25 cents per bushel of 50 pounds; flaxseed 
or linseed and other oil seeds not n povinen for in this act, 25 cents 
per bushel of 56 pounds; poppy seed, 15 cents per bushel; but no draw 
&hall be allowed upon oil cake made from imported „nor any allow- 
ance be made for dirt or other impurities in any seed; seeds of all kinds not 
specially provided for in this act, %5 per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee, which has just been read, to 
strike out ‘‘ forty and insert ‘‘ twenty-five.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. The next item is paragraph 206. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the para- 


graph. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that peragiaph 206 has been 
agreed to with the exception that when the last proviso was read 
Istated that the committee might possibly have some amendment 
to propose. I merely give notice now that we have no amend- 
ment to propose and that the paragraph will be disposed of ac- 


cordin eS: 

Mr. G Y. The committee amendment is to strike out that 
proviso? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; we restore it. 

4 Mr. J nee of Arkansas. The paragraph is not restored, I un- 
erstand. 

Mr. ALLISON. We withdrew, or, rather, the Senate disagreed 
to, all our amendments proposed as a substitute for that paragraph. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And then amended the text of para- 
graph 206 as it came from the House. 

. ALLISON. Which left the paragraph to stand as in the 
original text, and that was amended, as is known, and then the 
consideration of it was passed over because I gaye notice that we 
might, perhaps, strike out the last proviso. 

.JONES of Arkansas. And now the proposed action of the 
committee is to leave the proviso as it came from the House? 

Mr. ALLISON, Yes; to leave in that proviso. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I am opposed to the proviso remain- 
ing in the bill, and I will state the reason in a very few words. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from Arkansas 
will suspend a moment, the Secretary will read the proviso of 
paragraph 206 now under consideration. 

The SECRETARY. Paragraph 206, page 64, line 12, after the word 
** produced," the proviso is as follows: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to abro- 
gate or in any manner impair or affect the provisions of the treaty of com- 
mercial reciprocity concluded between the United States and the ig of the 
Hawaiian Islands on the 80th day of January, 1875, or the provisions of any 
act of Congress heretofore passed for the execution of the same. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It would be entirely useless for me 
to make any motion to amend the Mon but I will state that I 
believe there should be notice given for the abrogation of the treaty 
with the Hawaiian Islands. The reason for adopting the uem 
in the first place, was that the people of the United States would 
by reason of not putting a duty on Hawaiian sugar have sugar 
somewhat cheaper than it would be with the tariff. The opera- 
"xn of the treaty remits the duties to the amount of millions of 

ollars, 

I understand there is a contract between the sugar producers 
of the Hawaiian Islands and the sugar refiners in the United 
States, by which the agreed price to be paid to the producers of 
Hawaiian sugar by the refiners in the United Statesis the New 
York price for sugar less one-quarter of a cent. In other words, 
sugar is bought abroad and broughtinto New York and the tariff 
is paid on the sugar, thereby increasing its value. The price paid 
to the Hawaiian sugar producers is only one-quarter of a cent under 
the New York price of duty-paid sugar, so that the sugar pro- 
ducers get the whole amount of the tariff tax less one-quarter of 
a cent, which goes to the refiners; and the American consumers 
get none whatever. The millions of dollars which are remitted 
under the operation of the treaty are divided between the refiners 
and the Hawaiian sugar producers; and the American people pay 
just as much for sugar as they would if the full amount of the 
= 2 paid. For that reason I am opposed to the continuance 
0 8 m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the proviso im read. 

. WHI Although the committee has made no indication 


of the reasons actuating its members, or rather the majority of 
the members of the Committee on Finance, yet I assume that the 
motive for the withdrawal of their proposition is the pendency of 
the proposed Hawaiian annexation treaty. Am I right in that 
regard, I will ask the Senator from Iowa? 

. ALLISON. As I understand the situation, when the mat- 
ter was up some days ago I gave notice that we might wish to 
make an amendment to that paragraph respecting the abrogation 
of the treaty or its modification in some way. The committee had 
not then prepared any amendment in that direction. Now, as 
there is a treaty supposed to be pending, there seems to be an 
added reason why we should not make any change, and therefore 
no amendment is to be offered. Isubmit that unless some amend- 


ment is offered the para h is already disposed of. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would so rule, having 
been informed by the clerks—— 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, if this point is made for the pur- 
pose of preventing discussion, I presume I can offer an amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That would be in order, the 
Chair would rule. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make no question about that. 

Mr. WHITE. Ido not propose to be foreclosed from making a 
remark on the matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator does not so regard it. I 
only intended to ascertain the exact status of the question. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir; I have been trying to do so without 
very much success. 

r. President, the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], 
who has been unfortunately detained from the Chamber, pre- 
sented the original Senate report, which has been so sadly emascu- 
lated and so fearfully treated since his departure. He made an 
address representing his committee associates, and from which 
there was no dissent by any one upon the other side of the Cham- 
ber. His announcement was to all intents and p the 
PM declaration of the Republican majority here. He there 
said: 


pl in 
tween tho U; 


sugar producers to 
amendment looking in this direction at an early da 
There sh 


out injury to either. It — can not be expected that the United States 
wil me to pay a bonus of seven or eight millions 


Like many other promises made at that time, and no doubt 
made in g faith, there has been no realization. On the con- 
trary, the programme has been altered, and the train is proceed- 
ing ina contrary direction. Our friends have abandoned their 

ition. 

Mr. President,in my judgment it would be utterly unfair in 
any event to abrogate the Hawaiian treaty without notice; and 
while I do not believe that the existing treaty is a fair one to the 
pos of the United States, I would be unwilling to disregard it, 

agree with the Senator from Arkansas that notice of abrogation 
should be given, and I would cheerfully vote for a treaty with the 
Hawaiian Islands of a nature really reciprocal, a treaty giving 
and taking in fair proportions. But if it is to be the policy, 
especially of the other side of the Chamber (because we know that 
Senators there who do not believe in this annexation scheme at 
all have to some extent given assurance that they will acquiesce 
as a matter of party policy), that this scheme is to go through in 
the end, I agree that it would be unwise now to give any atten- 
tion to the preparation of a new treaty or the abrogation of exist- 
ing arrangements. 

we are to embark in the business of annexing these islands 
2,000 miles from our shores, having a population of 1,900 American 
men, 1,100 American women, 31,000 full-blood natives, 8,000 half 
bloods, 24,000 Japanese, 21,000 Chinese, 15,000 Portuguese, etc., al- 
together aggregating 109,000, and being for the most part nonas- 
similative—if this is our purpose, if we are to engage in business 
of this sort, I agree it is utterly futile now to attempt to abrogate 
or to modify any treaty with Hawaii. While I did intend to urge 
upon theSenate the necessity of a noticeof abrogation, so that there 
might be a new treaty negotiated that would be fair to all, yet, 
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under the circumstances prevailing, it appears to me that there is 
nothing to do but to follow the Senator from Iowa and preserve 
the present status for the time being. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 206 is completed. 

Mr. MORGAN. I present an amendment to the pending bill, 
and ask to have it printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made. 
inb: 2 of Connecticut. Now, paragraph 394 is, I think, 

e next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the commit- 
tee to paragraph 394 will be stated. 

Mr. WHITE. Paragraph 281 contains a matter which I called 
to the attention of the committee, and which the committee prom- 
ised to investigate. I will mention it now, if the Senator from 
Connecticut will turn to it, for the consideration of the commit- 
tee. My attention has been called to it bya member of the Board 
of General d Vico of the United States. 

It will be observed that cocoa butter or cocoa butterine is upon 
the dutiable list. If it is the policy to tax cocoa butterine, then 
cocoanut oil should be in-luded with it, because the experts of 
the Department (I quote Mr. Sharretts, the president of the Gen- 
eral Board of Appraisers) state that it is utterly impossible to 
distinguish one from the other, They are used for the same pur- 
pose; per are practically indistinguishable, and the courts have 
so held. Some use can be made commercially of the imposition 
of a tax upon cocoanut oil, because cocoanuts are largely im- 

rted into this country, and the oil can be made from them. 
There js no reason why there should be any discrimination. I 
call the attention of the Senator from Connecticut to the matter, 
as I am told by the Treasury experts that it is impossible to draw 
the distinction. Whatever treatment one receives should be ac- 
corded to the other. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. We shall make a memorandum 
of the matter and it will be considered. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator will kindly do so. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. We have notconsidered it. Per- 
hapscocoannt oil is on the free list under paragraph 603. I would 
rather the consideration of it might be postponed. 

Mr. WHITE. Very well. if the Senator from Connecticut 
will look into the matter, he will find that an examination will 
verify th» conclusion which I have reached. 

The next paragraph passed over was paragraph 394, on page 137, 
after line 15, which the Committee on Finan ce proposed to strike 
out, in the following words: 


394. Surface-coated papers, plain, embossed, or marbled, 3 cents per pound 
and 10 per cent ad valorem; if printed, or covered with metal or its solutions, 
or with gelatin or flock, 3 cents per pound and 20 percent ad valorem; parch- 
ment papers, and pain basic photographic papers for albumenizing, sensitiz- 
ing or barita coating, 2 cents per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem; manu- 
factures of surface-coated or parchment papers, 10 per cent ad valorem in 
addition to the foregoing rates on the same papers; lithographic prints from 
stone, zinc, aluminum, or other material. bound or unbound (except cigar 
labels and bands, lettered or blauk, music, and illustrations when forming a 
part of a periodical or bray ped and accompanying the same, or if bound in 
or forming part of printed books), on paper or other material not exceeding 
eight one-thousandths of an inch in thickness, 25 cents per pound; on paper 
or other material exceeding eight one-thousandths of an inch and not exceed- 
ing twenty one-thousandths of an inch in thickness, end exceeding 35 square 
inches cutting size in dimensions, 12 cents er pound; prints exceeding eight 
one-thousandths of an inch and not exceeding twenty one-thousandths of an 
inch in thickness and not i ise, Du square inches cutting size in dimen- 
sions, 10 cents per pound; lithographic prints from stone, zinc, aluminum, or 
other material, on cardboard or other material, exceeding twenty one-thou- 
sandths of an inch in thickness,9 cents per pound; lithographic cigar labels 
and bands, lettered or blank, printed from stone, zinc, aluminum, or other 
material, if printed in less thau ten colors, but not including labels printed 
in whole or in part in bronze or metal leaf, 2) cents per pound; if p ted in 
ten or more colors, and IDA printed in whole or in part in bronze, 
but not including labels mine whole or in part in metal leaf, 25 cents per 
pound; if printed in whole or in part in metal leaf, 40 cents par pound. 


And to insert in lieu thereof: 


391. Surface-coated papers not specially provided for in this act, 2} cents 
per pound and 15 per cont ad valorem; i rinted, or wholly or partly cov- 
ered with metal or its solutions, or with gelatin or flock, 3 cents per pound 
and 20 per cent ad valorem; parchment papers and plain basic photographic 
papers for albumenizing, sensitizing, or baryta coating, 2 cents per pound 
and 10 per cent ad valorem; albumenized or sensitized paper or paper other- 
wise surface coated for photographic purposes, 30 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. On page 13, line 17, the committee 
propose, after the word “papers,” to insert a comma, and strike 
out the word and“ and insert in lieu thereof ‘* 2 cents per pound 
and 10 per cent ad valorem," and a semicolon; so as to read: 


Parchment papers, 2 cents per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem; plain 
basic photographic papers, etc. - 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. In line 19, paragraph 394, after 
the word coating.“ I move to strike out “two” and insert 
three; and in the same line, before the words per centum," to 
strike out ‘‘ten” and insert “twenty.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Connecticut to the amendment of the committee 
will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. In h 394, 134, line 19, after the 
word “coating,” it is pro to strike out “two” and insert 
“three;” and in the same line, before the words per centum," to 
strike out ten“ and insert twenty;“ so as to read: 


Plain basic photographie papers for albumenizing, sensitizing, or baryta 
coating, 3 cents per pound add D) per cent ad valorem. $ T 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I ask that the vote by which para- 
graph 395c was agreed to may be reconsidered informally, in order 
that an amendment may be proposed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to know the condition 
of paragraph 394. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon agreeing 
to 28 h 394 as amended. 

r. JONES of Arkansas. The committee’s amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the commit- 

tee as amended. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I shall not undertake to discuss this 
proposition, as I know but little about it; but I hold in my hand 
a letter addressed to the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
FAULKNER] from a person engaged in this business. ft seems to 
present the case very fully, and I will ask that it be inserted in 
the Recorp as part.of my remarks. 

Tbs PRESIO NG OFFICER. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


NEW YORK, June 10, 1897. 

Deak Sin: In the discussion of Schedule M, paragraph 394, of the tariff 
bill we wish to draw your valued attention to the following facts: 

It has been the custom for the American manufacturers, in their state- 
ments to the Committee on Ways and Means, to make assertions for which 
they had no foundation, undoubtedly relying on the want of knowledge by 
the committee as to the true facts to help their case. In the letter of a com- 
mittee of the manufacturers of surface-coated papers is the following: The 
consequence of these fraudulent undervaluations has been that more than 
25 per cent of our manufacturers have had to close their works, and the 
rest of them have been working at a loss to themselves and their workmen, 
all ho ing that relief from the present distress might be granted by our rep- 
resentatives." 

"There has not been one single instance in which a failure or s 
be traced, either directly or indirectly, to foreign competition. There have 
been, unfortunately, losses in the paper busíness, but this one particular 
branch certainly could not hope for immunity from the general depression 
or of a divine interposition in their favor as against all others. It is to be 
regretted that the price of coated paper is as it is to-day. but there are lower 
prices in every grails of paper to which fore competition is not a party 
than there are where it enters. In the case of “friction white," a nd of 
which is not imported. the price, by reason of domestic competition, has 
reached a point at which it is admitted that no mill can sellat a profit, and 
far below what it would be possible for us to mak» it on the other side. 
“Enamel book," which is a surface-coated paper and not imported, is vir- 
tually in the same state as are the friction papers, showing that instead of be- 
ing a detriment, foreign competition is virtually a stimulant, since it regu- 
lates indirectly the number of operating mills here and prevents the over- 
stocked market. 

In support of this contention, Vernon Bros. & Co.,in their letter to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, referring to tissue and copying paper, and 
their desire to have the doty remain as it now stands, take the same ground, 
yer are inconsistent enough to advocate the increase of duty on surface- 
coated papers. If this sppiss to tissues, it wculd most certainly apply to 
other es. Crocker, Burbank & Co., in their letter to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, claim that "raw steck“ has been cheaper here than in 
Germany, and as this is one of tbe principal items and cost of surface-coated 
papers} goes far to equalize the so-called difference of cheap foreign labor.” 

ir isnot taken into consideration, but we are taxed under the 
new ractically 6) per cent on an article of which the base is admitted, 
by one of our largest and most prominent manufacturers, to be cheaper here 
than in Germany. 
the contention of undervaluation, for the sto page of which 
the specific duty is urged, the only evidence which can ont ven is 
that of the said committee of the mannufacturers of surface-coated papers 
of the United States," whose convincing and overwhelming evidenco is in 
the fact that a foreign mill, for the protection of their accredited agent, or, 
more properly . firm dealing in their goods, and thereby having the 
sole selling right for the United States, refused to give direct quotations. In- 


jension can 


asmuch as we individ y are concerned, we should refuse to have iness 
dealings with a firm who, after we had created a market for their had 
dispensed with our services and given quotations and sold t to the con- 


sumer. What the abovesaid committee has considered an evidence of un- 
dervaluation was simply an evidence of the integrity and honor of the for- 
eign in contradistinction to the domestic mills. 

Permit us, on this same point, to give you tho views of one of the largest 
dealers in surface-coated papers in the United States. In speaking of the 
effect of a high tariff, inasmuch asit concerned the dealer, he said: “Iam a 

rotectionist as far as legitimate protection and generalinterests will allow, 

t the effect of 5 itory tariff on papers would ultimately result in 
wiping out the dealer or ‘middleman,’ since there is nota ized order on 
which the domestic mills are not willing to quote direct. If they wereallowed 
their own way, they would wipe us entirely out of existence, without any 
benefit to themselves, and our only safety is in the protection that the for- 
eign market affords.” This is the view of a dealer who has suffered by the 
home competition, and the effect which he fears will be the effect in all 
Unfortunately, as yet we do not seem to that the gradual “getting 
rid" of the smaller dealer is responsible for the many unemployed. and that 
the inducement, ‘direct from the maker to the consumer,” is a detriment 
which no cheape or lowering of prices can equalize. 

Mr. Ethan Allen ty gave a comparative sc ule of duties, as per the 
prat and the duties pro y committee. We give you, as Ex- 

ibit A. a copy of his schedule, and as Exhibit B, a schedale of other es, 
completing list, as he, most OMNE EE 8 ei the 
cheaper and more commonly used papers, gi guma those which are of 
little or no demand. As Exhibit C, we give you th ule as according to 
the rate of a Senate bill. Schedule M, paragraph 394, and will point out its 
many, to say the least, peculiarities. 


es. 
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In Bracket A, of which grade probably three-fourths of the importation 
consists, there isa difference of Sper paved in favor of a better grade of 


giving ticall nearly the same duty as now on a eof goods which 
rac’ y or ] 
are Sanne in this country,and on the cheaper e, which are not made in this 
country, an additional duty of 26 per cent. You will find the same discrim- 
inating features in Brackets B and C. In Bracket D the duty upon the 
same classification ranges from 40to 70 per cent. In the White D-D" the 
foreign price is 44 cents f. o. b. Hamburg; the domestic price for Ameri- 
can s is 5) cents f. o. b. almost anywhere. Thus you are asked for an 
additional 40 cent protection on an article which even at the present 
rices and duty the American mills are selling far below the price which any 
oreign competition would warrant. In Bracket H, the range is from 29 to 
50 per cent duty, and this on a grade of goods which are not manufactured in 
thiscountry and on which there can not be possibly any reason for an in- 
duty for * protection.” a 
Therefore in the summary you will find that in every instance the dis- 
crimination has been against the cheaper grade, that which is used on 
boxes that goto the poor American mechanic and laborer” (for G. O. P. 
campaign purposes only), whom and in whose favor all tariff measures are 
form: 


per cent and the discriminati 
crimination is 58 per cent, with the 


ract: ished, p 
bu that would have given a more even rate of duty and still at the same 


r, on 
orem. 
per Company to the 


1 we 5 
W. e proposed du 
We quote fom the letter of the Patterson Parchment 
Committee cn Ways and Means: 
“Parchment paper is of two kinds or grades, or paper made in imitation of 
and the qualities of 5 in greater or less di e. 

nt pape 


Fi vegetable Leper gee 
the 3 of sulphuric — on *unsized ' or cotton pape 


rags: (b > 

Cine ouble operation, the character and quantity of material re- 

quired, and the inutility of the waste make this an expensive paper to man- 
ure. 

* Second, parchmine, or No. 2 parchment, is a peculiarly sized paper, made 
directly upon the paper machine. On account of cheaper labor, the German 
manufacturers have made a constantly decreasing price in the United States; 
they maintain prices ir Europe at about 10 to 11 cents per pound, which, con- 
sidering their cheaper labor and materials, is a fair market price for the 


r there. 

PP present, last prices goote by their agents and importers here, viz, 
cents, f. o. b. New York, less 2 per cent thirty days, the influence of the 
rman competition has been so great that three American manufacturers 

have been driven out of the business, viz: 

“A. G. Elliot & Co. built the mill of the Philadelphia Parchment Company 
at Rose Glen. near Sr eng rte capable of ing 8,000 pounds of paper per 
day; were obliged to retire from the businessin 1892, after having lost, it is re- 
, $90,000. They have since become the principal importers of German 


ent. 
FCC 
ga eo ,U00 pounds of paper per day, c up and re rom 
business in 1393, and lost the value of thelr plant. 

“A parchment-paper company in Ohio, capable of making 2,000 pounds of 
paper per day, was likewise driven out of business in 1894. All of these par- 
ties were forced out of the manufacture oy, the lowering of pue sa 

In support of our contention“ we would submit, first, the statement of 
Crocker, Burbank & Co., ono of the most prominent and largest makers of 
“raw stock" in this country, that raw s is cheaper here than in Ger- 
many, and therefore that as the labor which is required in the mere parch- 
mentizing is of but a proportionately exceedingly small figure, and that, raw 
stock cheaper, consequently the American laborer" does not need a pro- 
tection” of 40 per cent, but that the real protection would be that given the 
consumer by reason of an open market and even competition, which he would 
havo under a perony free rate on ent paper. The inference to be 
drawn from their statement in to foreign prices would be that Amer- 
ican mills were selling at above II cents, whereas the fact is that American 
prices in most instances are practically 10 cents, and the only reason foreign 
soon». v find a market at a trifling advance in price is by reason of their 
Bu ority. 

ere can be no ite ideni as far as competition is concerned between 
parchmine or No. 2 "hment at 9; cents and No. 1 parchment, and as for 
the theory that the Arma mentioned were driven out of business by reason of 
these prices, or rather by reason of the 9}-cent price, itis rather absurd, since 
this is 1897 and the claim is that those prices given are ident prices and that 
Elliot was driven“ out of business in 1892, Rudolph & Co. in 1893, and the 
m company in 1894. Rudolph & Co., we believe, became tired of the 
ness before they really knew whether they could make an article which 
was satisfactory an e would use. 

In regard to the “unknown” the general trade's memory for names is not 
more retentive than is that of the Paterson Parchment Paper Company and 
Glen Mills Paper Company. A. G. Elliot & Co. say, We were not forced 
out of the business by reason of the prices or losses, but by reason of misman- 
agement of our mill and because our increasing jobbing interests compelled 
us to attend to them and did not allow of the time necessary to the succeas- 
ful running and supervision of our mill. The losses in connection therewith 
were more due to the fact of having to introduce a new article, and in the in- 
troduction of which we,as well as the American manufacturers, are now 
reaping the benefit." 


the consuming 


to Mr. Elliot's present position in the matter, attached find Ex- | ————— —— — — — — — ———, ————-|——————  ——————. 


In 
hibits D and E- a circular letter, and E a letter to one of his representa- 


Ves. 

In conclusion, herewith we state gur belief and contention that the present 
duties are more than sufficient and requisite for the protection“ of home 
industry, and that any higher duties will be simply to encourage an unwar- 
ranted shutting out of supplies, thereby encouraging unwarranted building 
of domestic milis, resulting finally in a glutted market and ruinously low 
1 you will do all that you can for a just and equitable schedule, 

Most 


p: 
we most E sir, 25 * o 
respectfully, yours, ANUEL KNAUTH e 
By FRANCIS X. GOVERS. 


Hon. CHARLES FAULKNER. 
Washinglon, D. C. 


ExminiT A. 


SCHEDULE SUBMITTED BY MR. ETHAN ALLEN DOTY, MANUFACTURER, NEW 
YORK CITY. 
Mr. Ethan Allen Doty, of Doty & Scrimgeour, of New York City, in trans- 
mitting the memorial of the manufacturers of surface-coated papers printed 
above, inclosed the following schedale and comparison: 


Schedule showing difference of duty collected on the various fine grades of sur- 
Sace-coated papers at the present rate of duty, and the rate proposed by the 
American manufacturers. 


g 3 2 3 8428 
8 vt a Ne g = | ge 38 
2 9. a 
E 88 g 2s oo | wk 
a #21 En | 3 5 3 4 81 
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a 3 55 33 3 82 ety 
2 2 2 2 
" $8| 2 oa | X 8 2 82 3 
8$ |$5|? |HBH |. 5 8K 
S [SE |3 |EJE 3 
Fancy printed, E Per ct. Lbs. | 
WGI sos cesses an Y $2.40 30 | $0.72 34 81.70 80.0 | 22.30 
Fancy printed, fine. 19.20] 4.60 3| 1.33 35 1.75 | 1.15 | 2.90 
Gold paper, ordinary. 3L00| 7.44 80 2.22 17 -85 1.80 2.71 
Gold paper, fine 34.00 | 8.16 30| 2.448 17 | -85 | 2.04 | 2.89 
Silver paper, ordina: 21.00 | 5.04 30 | 1.512 11 .70|1.26| 1.96 
Silver paper, fine. 36.00 | 8.64 30| 2.592 211 1.05 2.16 3.21 
Gold-vein paper... 40.00 | 9.00 30 2.88 32 | 1.60 2.40 4.00 
Gelatin paper 114.00 | 27.36 30| 8.208 50 | 2.50 | 6.84 | 9.34 
Flock paper............ 113.00 22.00 30 6.78 51 | 2.55 | 5.05 | 8.20 
Toti as oe cose EE 95.84 |........ 28.132 37.51 
Average to our re m 994 — 3.19 4.17 
* Francs. 


Increase of duty per ream, 98 cents, or 9.20 per cent. 


Exuratr B. 


Table of duties on surface-coated papers, as proposed amendment, at 5 cents 
per POL 
Weight| Price | Dutyat 
Description. per f. O. b. ö cents per 3 
ream. Hamburg. Donn. n 


$1.90 1.05 
3.40 1.85 40% A 
155 1.05 
2.40 1.05 & 
29 3.00 1.45 
E 3.10 1.40 
21 1.85 1.05 " 
25 2.35 1.25 
a 1.42 1.55 109 
54 | 5.25 2.70 
D. 
30 1.85 1.50 
50 3.90 2.50 
40 3.90 2.00 
30 4.00 1.50 E. 
39 5.95 1.95 
59 7.00 2:95 
33 4.90 1.85 K 
29 2.00 1.45 8 
38 5.60 1.90 A 
00 10.00 3.00 x 
60 8.50 3.00 
27 2.90 1.35 00 
96 2.40 1.30 54 H. 
ar 5.25 1.85 35 
27 5.00 1.35 27 
5 6.10 1.70 28 
10 .90 50 56 
2 2.00 210 55 


ExniniT C. 


Table of duties on surface-coated papers, as per Senate bill, at 2} cents per 
pound and 15 per cent ad valorem. 


Weight| Price 
paai Ea nis, Fend o d 
ream. | Hamburg. per cent. 
Pounds sim Mu 
27 3.40 1.19 
21 1.55 78 
21 2.40 81 
29 8.00 1.18 
ES 3.70 1.98 
21 1.85 80 c 
35 3.35 198 424) €- 
31 1.42 .99 70) 
5t 5.25 2.13 A0 
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Weight 
Description. per 
ream. 

Pounds. 
30 1.85 1.02 
50 3.90 1.84 
40 8.90 1.66 
90 4.00 1.35 
39 5.25 1.86 
59 1.60 2.62 
33 4.20 1.46 
29 2.00 1.12 
88 5.00 1.69 
[.1] 10.00 8.00 
60 8.50 2.78 
27 2.90 1.18 
28 2.40 1.01 
97 5.25 1.61 
27 5.00 1.53 
3-0 T P P 
. B| zm 8 

ExnuiniT D. 
[A. G. Elliot & Co., paper warehouse, 30, 82, and 34 South Sixth street. ] 
^ PHILADELPHIA, —, 1897. 


Hon. S 
DEAR Sin: We would respectfully ask for a reduction in the clause stat- 
ing, '* Manufactures of paper not otherwise provided for, 35 per cent," to the 
od and satisfactory rate of 20 per cent that existed ior to and in the Wil- 
son tariff, for the reason that all the principal lines of paper are provided for 
under special duties, and what few goods may come under the clause “ not 
otherwise provided for“ would be barred out. with no advantage to domestic 
manufacturers to the injury of the United States Government by want 
of revenue. 

To make the duty prohibitory is to d: ye the market of a stimulus that 

of a foreign e always gue e have but to refer to Mexico to see 

e effect of excessive rates of duty. There the home manufacturer has no 
incentive to improve his product, as his customers are compelled to take any- 
thing his mills produce. 

Whilst strongly favoring protective duties, we as strongly deprecate un- 
reasonable prohibitory rates. Under the present and former rates of 20 per 
cent on “ ufactures of paper not otherwise provided for," few or none 
objected, and the paper industry has prospered until large quantities of dif- 
ferent grades are weekly exported. G 3 

To satisfy one or two parties, the rate under the Dingley bill is advanced 
15 per cent, an increase uncalled for and ex gly unjust. We therefore 
most earnestly protest against this great advance, believing if enacted the 
reverse of benefit will result to the paper trade and the Government will be 
deprived of a reasonable revenue. 

"lust rates, as stated, stimulate our manufacturers and, by encouraging fair 
quantities to be imported, give revenue to the Government, whilst excessive 
or prohibitory duties are demoralizing on all sides. 

e would further urge that, if it is deemed best. 3 duty on 
parchment paper be 2 cents per pound, without the additional 10 per cent, but 
much prefer the present 30 per cent rate, which meets all requirements. 

ery truly, yours, 


ExminrT E. 
PHILADELPHIA, May 10, 1897. 
Hon. 


Washington, D. C. 

Dran SIR: Referr to our former protest on the proposed duty on 
parchment papers, 2r ully urge that in making the duties spe- 
cific at 2cents per pound the extra 10 per cent be omitted. 

Atthis rate, which is equivalent to the ad valorem duty under the McKin- 
ley bill, American manufacturers will be protected and the Government 
have a revenue from those desirirg to use foreign papers. 

Whilst strongly favoring protective duties, we as strongly deprecate un- 
reasonable pro ibitory rates, and that the present and former rates of 
20 per cent on manufactured paper not othe: provided for be continued, 
to which few or none object; and the paper industry has prospered until 
Irege uantities of different grades are weekly exported. 

tthe earnest solicitation of many customers, we would ask that the 21 
cents per pound specific duty on surface-coated papers be continued and the 
15 per cent ad valorem stricken out. One of our customers in the South 
writes: 

“The new duty is so excessive and prohibitory that, if enacted, it will com- 

1 us to close our establishment on fine goods, while the Government of the 
United States will be deprived of at least $1,000,000 revenue from imported 
papers. My le are all Democrats, and not in very good favor with the 

nt Administration. though as gold Democrats they materially helped 
bes elect the Republican President.“ 

Trusting that your valuable aid will be given to the reasonable considera- 
tion of this branch of the paper industry, we are, with assurances of respect, 

Yours, truly, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the committee as amended, inserting a new paragraph as 
a substitute for paragraph 394. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 1 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut ask to have the vote reconsidered by which paragraph 
895c was adopted? 

Mr. PLA of Connecticut. I do, in order that the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk may be considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, ithout objection, the e» 
which the paragraph was adopted will be regarded as reconsidered, 


and the amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut 
will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of the com- 
mittee’s amendment inserting paragraph 395c “all Jacquard de- 
signs of one-line paper, or parts of such designs, finished or un- 
finished, 35 per cent ad valorem; all Jacquard designs cut on 
Jacquard cards, or parts of such designs, finished or unfinished, 
35 T cent ad valorem." 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from.Connecticut to the amendment of the 
committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
adoption of the amendment of the committee inserting paragraph 
895c as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish also to reconsider the vote 
by which paragraph 395e was placed in the bill, so that I may 
present an amendment to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the vote 
N paragraph 395e was agreed to will be regarded as recon- 
sidered. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. In behalf of the majority of the 
3 on Finance, I propose the amendment which I send to 

e desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Connecticut to the amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of paragraph 
895e, already adopted on the report of the Finance Committee, a 
semicolon, and the following: : 

Envelopes of ent, or imita ‘hment or tissu for in- 
closing p tone ame per 1000 an f 15 per. cent ad yalorenn Aga 2 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
adoption of paragraph 395e as amended. 

e paragraph as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Now,I move to insert a new par- 
agraph, to be called par. Le ix: 

The PRESIDING OFFI R. e amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as a new paragraph 
the following: 

995g. All fancy pue boxes, made of paper, or of which paper is the com- 


ponent material of chief value, or if covered with surface-coated paper, 45 
per cent ad vaiorem. 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Has the paper schedule been disposed of, Mr. 
President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been disposed of. 

Mr. ALLISON. The next paragraph passed over is paragraph 
405, and I ask that that may be now taken 5 75 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will the order, in the 
absence of objection. 

The Secretary read the amendments proposed by the Committee 
on Finance to paragraph 405; which were, in line 9, after the 
word! coal," tostrike out ** bituminous;" in line 13, after the word 
**bushel," to strike out the semicolon and the word ‘‘ coke” and 
insert: 

Provided, however, That the duty on coal and shale shall be 60 cents per 
ton, and on coal slack or culm, 15 cents per ton, when imported from an 
country, colony, or dependency that does not impose upon coal or coal sl. 
or culm higher rates of duty t those named in this proviso. Coke. 

So as to make the paragraph read: 

405. Coal and shale, 75 cents per ton of 23 bushels, 80 pounds to the bushel; 
coal slack or culm, euch as will a -inch screen, 30 cents per 
ton of 28 bushels, $0 pounds to the bushel: Provided, however, That the duty 
on coal and shale shall be 60 cents per ton, and on coal slack or culm, 15 cents 


per ton, when imported from any country, colony, or dependency that does 


not im upon coal or coal slack or culm higher rates of duty than those 


named in this proviso. Coke, 20 per cent ad valorem, 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee instruct me to modify the 
amendment by striking out the paragraph and inserting what I 
send to the Secretary's desk. e propose to strike out the para- 
graph merely for convenience, so as to get a complete paragraph 
7 5 including the proviso before recommended by the com- 
mittee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from lowa will be stated. 

TheSECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 405 and 
in lieu thereof to insert: 

405. Coal, bituminous, and all coals containing less than 92 per cent of fixed 
carbon, and shale, 67 cents per ton of 28 bushels, 8) pounds to the bushel; coal 


or culm, such as will pass through a half-inch screen, 15 cents per ton of 
28 bushels, 80 pounds to the bushel; coke, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment, in the nature of a substitute, submitted by the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] in behalf of the committee, for p uph 405. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I do not desire to detain the 
Senate with reference to this subject, but I desire to have incor- 
porated in the RECORD, às part of my remarks, without reading 
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it, to show the advantage of the duty imposed by the Wilson law 
to the coal interests of my State, an editorial from the leading 
Republiean paper of the State, the Wheeling Intelligencer of 
June 15. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that order 


will be made. 
The article referred to is as follows: 


TRIUMPH OF WEST VIRGINIA COAL. 


There are many le in West Virginia who, though they realize the rapid 
advancement that is being made in the development of the coal industry of 
the State, and are posted upon the vast extent of the territory, the richness 
of the coal veins, and the important place the State occupies as a producer, 
are not wholly aware of the triumphs that are being achieved by our product 
in the outside world. i 

As already stated in the Intelligencer, the statisties of coal production in 
the United States last year showed West Virginia to be third in the list of 
States, and is hustling Ohio very close for second place. Our ag d last 

ear was almost 13,000,000 tons, the exact figures being 12,876,296. valued at 

339,085. This was an increase of a million and a half tons over the previous 
year, in - of the general business depression. 

So much for our progress in point of production, It is very gratifying to 
all West Virginians; but in this connection we desire to call attention toa 
fact which is not generally known outside of the coal trade with regard to 
the reputation held by certain of our coals abroad, which insures a future 
enormous market for them, a market which has hitherto been controlled by 


foreign coals. 
Te. not, for instance, be known by eni] pons Pocahontas coal, mined 


now mined. Heretofore the Cardiff coal, mined in Wales, has had that dis- 
tinction, but the rapid exhaustion of the Cardiff fields and the relative cost 
of Cardiff and American coals > 

e ee ee of the British coal trade in South America being sup- 


into the 
planted by the American product. : 
The British ambassador at Washi n, who has, at the direction of his 
Government, made a thorough inv tion, rted more than two years 
that for steam vessels the West Virginia were equal to, if not sups- 
pond to, the Cardiff product, and in a report made by Mr. Arthur Peel to Sir 
Julian Pauncefote ít was stated that if favorable freight rates could be se- 
cured on American coal the fo (South American) coal markets, held by 


the English shippers, might soon flooded with supplies from the fields of 
Vir; and West Virginia. 


is admission promises much for the industry in this State. Added to 

this testimony as to the quality of these coals is the fact that the Cramp Ship 

Building Com; pany are using our fine steam coals exclusively on the Govern- 

ment cruisers built by them, and by order of the Secretary of the Navy in 

1889 they were used on ail trial trips. Since that time they have helped the 

builders of Government vessels to earn millions of dollars in bonuses for 
exi that stipulated in the contracts. 

'The great markets Ly: south of-us waiting for the entry of our superior 
coals and the opportuni awaiting our shippers are just now being dis- 
cussed more than ever in connection with the — of the upbuilding of 
our American shipping interests, and the two subjects are almost insepa- 


iih a proper protective tariff, which will make it possible for West Vir- 
coals to meet in competition with foreign coals at the seaboard. and a 

e of American vessels sailing under our own flag between this country and 
the countries of South Ame the West Virginia coal pea will have 
opened up to it a great market rich in possibilities. We are p: ically only 
at the beginning of a development which means prosperity in the future for 
all our people. 

Mr. ALLEN. L should like to ask the Senator from Iowa what 
reason there is for taxing coal? 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the necessity for that tax? 

Mr. ALLEN. What is the necessity for taxing coal? 

Mr. ALLISON. The same necessity that there is for a tariff 
bill, to peck and care for the coal producers of our own coun- 
try, and to provide revenue from duties on the coal imported. 
There has, I believe, always been a duty upon coal. This 1s, with 
the exception of one or two instances, a lower duty than has gen- 
erally been imposed upon bituminous coal. The present duty is 
40 cents a ton, which is here increased to 67 cents. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I call the attention of the Senator 
from Iowa and of the Senate to the fact thatthe duty on coal does 
not protect; that is, it does not protect the class of people who are 
supposed to be protected by a tariff of this kind. There are con- 
stant strikes in the coal regions of the United States. I believe 
there is a strike going on now in Pennsylvania, or at least there 
is one threatened. There was one in existence last year, and there 
has been one in existence every year since I can remember any- 
thing about the coal regions. 

The poorest paid class of people, and the people who live the 
poorest, who have the poorest accommodations in this country, 
are those who are engaged as operatives in mining coal. If the 
report read by the senior Senator from South Caroiina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN] yesterday respecting the condition existing in the coal re- 
gions of Pennsylvania is to be beiieved, there is a condition exist- 
ing there worse than ever existed during the days of chattel 
Slavery in this or in any other country. In fact, all the informa- 
tion which comes to us through the press and through other chan- 
nels is to the effect that the poorest paid laborer in the United 
States is the coal laborer; that protection does not protect him in 
the price of his wages, and whatever benefit there may be in a 
tariff of this kind inures to the coal baron, rather than to the man 
who bears the heat and burden of the day in obtaining coal from 
the mines. 

Mr. President, two yearsagolIleftthis Chamber on my road home, 
Ithinkaboutthe 14th of August, stopping fora time ata little town 
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overin Peunsylvania a half hour or more, while the train lay there, 
and Isaw fuliy five or six hundred men sittiug around the depot 
and depot grounds in entire idleness. On inquiry 1 found that 
they were men who were engaged in striking, coal miners who 
had been on a strike from the 1st day of May of that year until 
that time. They talked a variety of languages. I do not think 
that at the Tower of Babel there could have been more langu 
Mamme than were spoken there. They were a class of people who 

wed absolute poverty and dependence. Upon inquiry I found 
that these men had been upon a strike, as I say, since the Ist of 
the preceding May, and the ground of their strike was that they 
wanted some money for their work. They were receiving, as I 
understood, from 45 to 50 cents a day for their labor, some of them 
possibly more; but in the entire year, as I was told by a citizen of 
that villiage, not one out of twenty ever received in actual money 
as much as $5. 

His pay came to him entirely through the pluck-me store, that 
was located near the mines and owned by the mining company, 
where these poor fellows were compelled to pay 100 per cent more 
for what they consumed in the form of boots and shoes andcloth- 
ing and food than that required to be expended by a like class of 
people at independent stores. That was the bone of their con- 
tention, that they should havesome money at least for their labor, 
and not be compelled totake their pay in checks issued upon those 
stores. 

My information went further, Mr. President. It went to the 
extent that any other store or any other 3 that honored 
those checks was boycotted. The checks would not be honored at 
another store. So the poor, innocent victim of this system of 
payment, and this system of rapine, was forced by circumstances 
to go to the company's store and expend his check, and pay what- 
ever they saw fit to charge him for the article he purchased. 

My intormation, Mr. President, went further t that, and I 
think lam correct, and I think a Senatorial investigation would 
develop the truth of what I state. They were Huns and Slavs and 


of various nationalities. They were picked up in the ports of, - 


Europe and shipped to this country under a contract to labor, in 
violation of the statutes of the United States. They were brought 
from their homes in Europe to the mountains of Pennsylvania for 
$13 a bead, all told—a great deal less than you can ship an Ameri- 
can hog from here to Europe, or not any more at least than would 
be required to ship an American hog to Europe. 

When they were placed u the roll of the 3 were 
not placed there by name; they had no name so far as company 
was concerned; they were simply marked No. 1, No. 2, No. 3, and 
so on, up into the hundreds, and whenever one of those poor fel- 
lows succumbed to disease, or to stress of circumstances, which 
he could not withstand, and fell by the wayside and died, he was 


‘thrown into a hole and roughly covered, and No. 1 or No. 2, as 


the case might be, was marked off the slate. 

Mr. President, an investigation of the coal-mining region of 
this country will produce exactly that result; and it seems to me 
the grimmest kind of sarcasm for my distinguished and honor- 
able friend from Iowa to say this tax is imposed for the p 
of protecting the coal miner. There is nothing upon the face of 
this earth in the nature of law that can protect him, unless there 
shall be.a revolution in the sentiment of the American people. 

These men are being brought here every year by the thousands 
and tens of thousands in open and flagrant defiance of the laws 
of our country. They are being brought here by contractors, 
and the American laborer, whom these laws are supposed to pro- 
tect, orfor whose protection they were enacted, is being driven 
into the street as a tramp because he can not compete with the 
wages that are received by these mine operatives. 

hy, under those circumstances, exclude coal from elsewhere 
and levy upon the poor people of the Atiantic Seaboard and other 
portions of the United States a tariff in addition to the xt ye 
cost of the coal, and compel every fireside in the thirteen million 
and a half homes of the United States to pay tribute to a few 
owners of coal mines? There is no sense in it; there is no excuse 
for it; there is no reason to support it, excepting the bare reason 
that friends are to be rewarded in a bill of this kind. 

Mr. KYLE. Ishouldlike to ask the Senator from Nebraska 
whether or not the transportation question does not cut quite a 
figure in this matter? 

Mr. ALLEN. Ithinkit may cut quite afigure. I donot doubt 
that at all. 

Mr. KYLE. Ishould like to ask what the mine owner getsout 
of the coal—in other words, how much is the coal placed on board 
the cars for? 

Mr. ALLEN. The coal miner gets probably all the coal is 
worth. I understand the miner of anthracite coal in Pennsyl- 
vania gets about $1.45 a ton for his coal, put on board of the cars, 
and that coal, I may say to the Senator from South Dakota, costs 
his people and my ple $10 or $10.50 a ton when we come to 
comme it. Therefore the transportation question is quite im- 
portan 
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Mr. KYLE. Is it not also further true that the soft coal, the 
bituminous coal, is placed on board the cars for about 90 cents or 
$1 a ton at our Eastern mines, and sold in our section of the coun- 
pi from $7 to $10 a ton? 

. ALLEN. I think that is true; but that is simply a part 
and parcel of the scheme by which the people are to be fleeced. 
Because the transportation companies overcharge the peopleliving 
inthe interior of the United States for transporting coal is no 
reason why the man who owns the mine should be awarded a 
2t price for his coal by reason of tariff taxation under the 
false pretense that he wants it to protect the man who does the 
work. We do not protect him at There is not a coal miner 
in the United States to-day who does not become a pauper within 
thirty days after he quits work. The cheapest labor that can be 
found, the labor that will take the least for the work performed, 
is the labor employed in this kind of an enterprise. 

The status of the man and his family counts for nothing. He 
may live in a hovel, he may live in a hole dug in the ground, as 
many of them do; he may be a veritable beast of burden, as thou- 
sands of them are, and yet his condition does not appeal to the 
sympathy or the manhood of the man who employs him. Yet we 
are asked to vote a tax—and I presume we shall do it—under these 
circumstances, with see ponti shivering, hovering human beings, 
scarcely above an an , many of them having a bare animal 
existence, struggling to keep soul and body together— we are 
asked to vote a tax upon coal to increase the wages of the Amer- 
ican laborer in the coal mines over those of the European laborer. 

Why not begin at the right place? Why not exclude this class 
of laborers from the coal mines under the laws of the United 
States prohibiting the importation of contract labor? At Ellis 
Island and the other places where the laborers are landed, the 
laws are not enforced. You might as well take every inspector 
from Ellis Island and elsewhere. It would be economy upon the 
part of the Government to do so, for they do not earn their sala- 
ries. 

The moment they undertake to enforce the law, some influen- 
tial contractor says to the officer, ‘‘Be a little careful, or I will 
see that your official head comes off." The result is that laborers 
are permitted to come into the United States in violation of the law 
and come in contact with legitimate American laborers. Yet my 

friend from Iowa says all that is doneis done because the coal 
industry of the United States or the coallaborers of the United 
States must be poc God help the laborers and their chil- 
dren from that kind of protection! 

Mr. VEST. Mr.President, as I understand this proposed amend- 
ment, it makes an entire revolution in the taxation upon coal. It 
puts anthracite coal upon the dutiable list, although a cursory 
examination of the paragraph would not leave that impression. 
Ihave not the 3 before me, but my recollection of it is 
that there is a taty of 67 cents upon all bituminous coal and all 
coal having less than 92 per cent carbon, which would include 
anthracite coal, 

Mr. ALLISON. On coal containing less than 92 per cent of 
fixed carbon the duty proposed is 67 cents a ton. 

Mr. VEST. That puts a duty upon anthracite coal. 

Mr. President, I wish to inquire, if I may, respectfully, why 
this duty is imposed? According to the statistics of imports and 
exports we exported from this country, in 1896, $5,717,246 worth of 
anthracite coal, and we imported in all $345,963 worth. We ex- 
ported in the same year of bituminous coal $4,928,810 worth and 
imported $3,523,725 worth. I should like to inquire, if we ex- 
ported from the country nearly $6,000,000 worth of anthracite 
coal and brought in but $350,000 worth, why we should put this 
ADU n anthracite coal? 

. WHITE. Ithink I can state to the Senator from Missouri 
the reason for this programme, of which he is justly making crit- 
icism, re ing anthracite coal. Anthracite coal is to some ex- 
tent brought to the Pacific Coast in ballast by vessels that come 
for other purposes—procuring wheat, etc. No anthracite coal is 
produced on the Pacific Coast. It is of course very useful and 
more useful than bituminous coal for certain purposes; and the 
design is to exclude the anthracite coal, so that more bituminous 
coal may be burned. That is the idea. . 

Mr. VEST. I was about to read from the testimony of Mr. J. W. 
Harrison, of California, representing, as he states in his KERTOO 
all the coal interests of the Pacific Slope. He states here exactly 
what the Senator from California has stated upon the floor of the 
Senate. He says not one bushel of anthracite coal is produced 
upon the Pacific Slope. He further declares that the bituminous 
coal produced there is of an inferior quality; and when frankly 
SA why he propose to put on this duty—the same duty, as he 
said, upon anthracite that was imposed upon bituminous coal—he 
said it was in order to exclude the Welsh coal, not because it com- 
peted with any.anthracite coal upon the Pacific Slope, but in order 
to force the people of that coast, the manufacturers and shipown- 
ers, to use the inferior coal of California or to do without it alto- 
gother, 


Mr. STEWART. There is no coal of any account produced in 
California. 

Mr. VEST. Well, all coal, I will say, or at least all the bitu- 
minous coal,in Washington and Oregon and some little in Cali- 
fornia, of an inferior quality; but in order to force the people 


there, the steam vessel owners and manufacturers, to use this in- 


ferior coal we have put this duty now at 67 cents upon anthracite 
coal, when they have noue of that coal on the Pacific Coast at all, 
Mr. Harrison was asked by Mr. PAYNE, of the Committee on Ways 
and Means of the House of Representatives,if he had traveled 
3,000 miles to protect the anthracite coal of Pennsylvania, and he 
as: ogre that he was not foolish enough for that. 

e knows that Pennsylvania is asking for no such protection. 
The Senators from Pennsylvania, whoare representing that State, 
will answer for that State and tell you they want no such protec- 
tion. This whole movement is in perfect harmony with the entire 
tariff scheme, and that is to exclude a superior foreign product in 
order to force the American consumer to take an inferior one and 

ut money in somebody's pocket when it ought not to go there. 

hat is the whole of it. If any Senator has any interest in this 
matter or in the peculiarities of the tariff scheme, let him read the 
testimony of Mr. Harrison. Ido not exaggerate when I say it is 
the plainest, baldest, most naked attempt to rob the people who 
are forced to buy coal to make steam in their manufactories and 
upon their steam vessels upon the Pacific Slope, in order that a few 
owners of inferior bituminous coal mines may charge what they 
please because those people are forced to buy that coal or to do 
without it. 

Mr. President, in order to make the matter entirely plain, I will 
ask my friend the Senator from California to read a communica- 
tion from his own constituents. 

Mr. WHITE read as follows: 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., March 22, 1897. 

DEAR Str; For four years we have prayed persistently and courteously to 
all who might afford us relief to let us make our fight for a living on equal 
terms with imported coal, but there has not been a word of encouragement 
offered from any source. 

During the past few years the importation of Welsh anthracite coal has 
been erum ncreasing until it is now about 100,000 tons per annum, used 
almost wholly for steam and water-gas plants. No advocate of Welsh an- 
thracite coal claims that it needs the discrimination of free admission. They 
do claim, no matter what the price, it will find a ready sale. 

We claim that our existence as miners depends upon our having an even 
chance; therefore if there is a reason why we should not be heard when we ask 
that the word *'bituminous" be eliminated from the tariff, we are entitled, 
as good Americans, to know that reason. We have petitioned the Ways and 
Means Committee to give us the relief with all the force we could command. 

If we are correctly informed, the 5 bill ingreases the qur on bitu- 
minous coal to 75 cents and leaves an cite on the free list. This makes 
the situation worse by offering a further premium to foreign anthracite col- 
lisries to come and help themselves. 

There are vast fields of anthracite in China, Mexico, and elsewhere, which 
will eventually displace the Welsh. 

We are offering to the world the pitiful spectacle of Americans pleadin 
for the same advantages as are bestowed upon foreigners by the United 
States Congress. Think of it! 

Not one pound of this coal is used by personsin circumstances ordinary or 
worse. Every pound of it is used by le in circumstances better t 
ordinary; therefore we are driven to take view, viz: 

We see no way of getting this desired relief except through the kind serv- 
jces of Americans who will interest themselves in our behalf tothe extent of 
asking Representatives from their districts to pi arde the amendment, when 
it comes up, placing anthracite on au equality with bituminous coal. 

Will you help us to the extent of writing to-day to Senators and Repre- 
VARIES TOR from your district, urging them to support the proposed amend- 
ment* 

Yours, respectfully, 
. Eureka Coal Company, Empire Coal Company, Pittsburg Coal 
Mining Company, San Joaquin Valley Coal Mining Company, 
* California Coal Mining Company, Carmelio Land and Coal Com- 
pany, Elsinore Coal Company, of California. 

Great Northern Coal Mining and Mineral Company, Black Dia- 
mond Coal Mining Company. Cedar River Coal Company, 
Eureka Coal Company, American Coal Com: y. Seattle Coal 
and Iron aay Green River Coal and Coke Company, 
John Kangley & Co., Navy Coal and Miniog Company, Sno- 
qualmie Coal and Coke Company, Alta Coal Company, North- 
ern Pacific Coal Company. Ellensburg Coal Company, North 
Leavenworth Coal and Coke Company, Pacific Investment 
Company, Ouimette Coal Company. & Co., South Prairie 
Coal Company, Tacoma Coal and Coke Company, Wilkeson Coal 
and Coke Company, Connor Coal and Iron Company, Day Creek 
Coal sary oon Skagit Cumberland Coal Company, Deer Creek 
Coke and Coal Company, Fairhaven Land Company, Skykomish 
Consolidated Coal and Iron Company, Northwest Coa! and 
Transportation Company, Blue Canyon Coal and Minin, 
com any, John Thomas, ‘Rocky Ridge Coal Company, o 

ashington. 

Beaver Hill Coal Company, Bandon Block Coal Company, Butte 
Coal Company, Oregon Goal and Navigation Company, Coquille 
Coal Company; of Oregon. 

And all mines of Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, New Mexico, North 
and South Dakota, Utah, Wyoming, and Colorado. 


Mr. VEST. I call attention to the fact that nowhere in the 
communication read by the Senator from California is it asserted 
that asingle bushel or pound of anthracite coal is produced on the 
Pacifie Slope. The petition, for it is not an argument, is to the 
effect that the anthracite coal shall be excluded from the country, 
becausethey say it isof superior quality and used by people more 
than ordinarily well off. In other words, the people who make 
gas for the cities of California, Washington, Oregon, and the 
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consumers of gas in those cities are to be remitted to the inferior 
bituminous coal that is found there, to be a discomfort by night, 
in order to put money into the pockets of the people who sent the 
paper here. They speak of the importation from China, and of a 
thousand tons coming in from Wales. I have read the official 
statement, which I have before me. Nearly $350,000 worth of 
anthracite coal came in in 1896, and we exported nearly $6,000,000 
worth. Does that show a necessity for an exclusive tax or for a 
tax to handicap the importation of this necessary article? 

The increase upon coal is a wrong and outrage. Under the 40 
cents tax of the Wilson Act the coal interests of thiscountry have 

rospered as much as any other interest. There has been general 

epression, and of course the coal interests did not.escape, but the 
fact that the coal miners control the American market and export 
the enormous amount I have stated is sufficient evidence that there 
should be no increase in the tax. We now have the pitiful re- 
duction from 75 to 67 cents, an increase of tax upon both bitumi- 
nous and anthracite, and the addition of anthracite coal to the 
dutiable list. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I desire to say only a word or 
two in reply to the distinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest], in relation to the desire of the coal dealers, the coal-mine 
owners of the Pacific Coast, to exclude anthracite coal from im- 
portation into the Pacific Coast States because it is of a superior 
quality. He presents his argument in a very ingenious manner, 
and I can not it it to pass without one word of my own per- 
sonal iciowiedgo which I can offer in testimony, I believe, to re- 
fute the logic of his argument. ; 

I will take the State of California alone. Last year it imported 
about 1,400,000 tons of foreign coal. Of that quantity 150,000 tons 
of anthracite coal came from Swansea and Wales. Until 1880 it 
had been admitted as bituminous coal. No one thought of call- 
ing coal that came from Pomana and Wales anthracite coal. It 
was semibituminous. Finally some of our enterprising coal mer- 
chants had an analysis of it made. They found it went as high 
as 82 per cent of fixed carbon; some of it as high as 88 per cent. 
They appealed it to the courts, and the courts held it was anthracite 
coal; that any coal that went above 81 per cent of fixed carbon 
was anthracite coal. Under that ruling the general appraisers 
issued an order that the coal might be had free of duty. 

Now, that anthracite coal was not furnished to the consumer 
for one shilling a ton less than the bituminous coal. It was the 
1,400,000 tons of bituminous that fixed the value in the market, and 
whether the duty should be 40 cents or 50 cents or 67 cents a ton 
is an abstract proposition which it is not necessary to consider at 
this time. But if bituminous pays that duty,then anthracite 
should pay the duty, otherwise it is a bounty, so to speak, that is 
given to the shipowner or the mine owner or the mine broker or 
the merchant who sells the coal. The consumer does not receive 
the coal for one cent less a ton. "Therefore it is only right and 
just that it should contribute the same duty for revenue purposes 
to this Government that bituminous coal contributes. 

Of the 150,000 tons imported into California last year, 98 per cent- 
came in foreign ships, English-built ships. They received the 
benefit of the 40 cents a ton last year, and they will have 67 cents 
a ton under the pending bill. They find it so lucrative an enter- 
prise that already there is afloat more than 160,000 tons of anthra- 
cite coal, and in that ratio this year we will receive into our States 
from Swansea and other ports in Wales at least 350,000 tons of 
coal which will pay no duty unless the amendment prevails. 

Therefore I say to my friend the Senator from Missouri that it 
is no advantage to the people, but the benefit accrues wholly to 
the shipowners or the mine owners, and our Government loses 
the revenue. There is no reason whatever, and I reiterate it again 
and again, why anthracite coal should not pay the same duty that 
bituminous coal pays. The committee in their wisdom have said 
we will fix the rate at 92 per cent carbon; and I desire to say, 
parenthetically speaking, that all under 92 is really semibitumi- 
nous, It is not anthracite, and any chemist who makes an analysis 
of it under all the authorities we have upon the subject-matter 
will say it is not really anthracite coal as interpreted by those 
who are familiar with the subject. 

Therefore anthracite coal will really come in free if the amend- 
ment is adopted, but we claim that it is semibituminous, and yet 
the courts and appraisers have held that it is anthracite. We bow 
in submission to the decree of the courts. So the committee have 
wisely offered the amendment, and I trust my friend the Senator 
from Missouri will see the justice of it and vote for it and still 
have anthracite as it will be upon the free list. 

Mr. VEST. Asto whether coal having 92 degrees of carbon is 
anthracite, my information comes from the testimony of a con- 
stituent of the Senator from California, Mr. Harrison, who states 
that he is a coal broker and that he has received a cargo of coal 
from China, anthracite coal, at 91 and 92 per cent of carbon. He 
calls it anthracite coal, and I have no doubt the committee in- 
tended when they put in the limit of 92 per cent of carbon to 
mean that anthracite coal should be taxed. 
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The Senator from California who has last spoken complains that 
British vessels bring the coal and carry a return cargo. Let him 
blame the system under which that is possible. Let him doaway 
with his present navigation laws, which have brought down the 
carrying trade of the United States to 10 per cent of our entire 
commerce. I have not seen the figures lately, because it is not a 
very gratifying thing for an American citizen to examine, but the 
last time I saw the Statistical Abstract in regard to the carrying 
trade I think a little over 10 per cent of the entire commerce of 
this country was carried in American bottoms. 

Mr. AL . Twelve and three-tenths per cent. 

Mr. VEST. Thatis alittle higherthanlthoughtit was. Tak- 
ing the statement of the Senator from Nebraska. we carry 12 per 
cent of all the commerce of the United States under the American 
flag because an American citizen is not permitted, under the navi- 
gation laws, a relic of barbarism, as they used to say, of slavery, 
to buy a vessel where he can buy it the cheapest, and then put it 
under the flag of his country. 

Iam not responsible for the statement that anthracite coal is 
superior to that upon the Pacific Coast. Here is Mr. Harrison’s 
statement, who represented all these coal interests. He was asked 
by the Ways and Means Committee of the other House whether 
Soka fe coal is mined in Washington and Oregon. He an- 
swered: 


Yes; but inferior grades. 


He then goes on to speak of a manufactured coal that comes in 
from China, which he said has 88 degrees of carbon init. The 
question was then put to him: 


If that is so, why are you not benefited by leaving anthracite coal on the 
free list? 


Said Mr. Harrison: 


Well, it has been a disturbing factor there. [Laughter.] Itis going to be 
a dangerous article. 

Mr. DoLLIVER. Do the American coast producers of bituminous coal want 
the duty on bituminous left as it is? 

Mr. HARRISON. Ihave the name of every man who produces coal in Cali- 
for Oregon, and Washington here. 

Mr. Hopkins. What do they want on bituminous conl? 

Mr. HARRISON. Forty cents a ton. 

Mr. DOLLI VER. They are satisfied with the present duty? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DorLrvER. Their representatives have made an opposite showing 


here. 
Mr. HARRISON. We are satisfied with 40 cents a ton. Here is a statement 
of everybody that has a mine that does any business in San Francisco. 

Mr. Hopxrns. You represent here, then, do you, the operators of the coal 
mines of the Pacific Coast? $ 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir. 


He then goes on and repeats that they want only 40 cents a ton, 
and yet the committee gives 67. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In view of what has been said so 
well by the Senator from Missouri, I will not detain the Senate by 
making any argument, but I will ask permission to read only a 
half page of a remonstrance from a number of coal companies, 

rotesting against any increase in the rates on coal. lt is ad- 

ressed to Senators and Members of the House of Representa- 
tives, and is signed by General Hocking Coal Company, by James 
W. Ellsworth, president; Toledo and Ohio Central Fuel Com- 
pany, by J. S. Morton, president; Columbus and Hocking Coal 
and Iron Company, by J. O. Moss, president; M. A. Hanna & Co.; 
Baltimore and Ohio Coal pompe. by F. A. Pendergast, secre- 
tary; Pittsburg and Wheeling Company, by W. R. Wood- 
ford, president, and many others, thirty or forty in number. 

The gentlemen say: 


The Dominion of Canada is our best and practically our only foreign mar- 
ket for coal, purchasing from us 4 tons for x ton sold us, the difference 
increasing to 20 tons purchased of us to I ton sold if British Columbia is ex- 
cluded, the 9 to Canada for the year ending June 30, 1898, 
1,870,856 tons of anthracite of a total exportation of 1.374.381 tons, and 1,675, 
tons of bituminous coal of a total exportation of 2,246,284 tons. 

Ifa duty of 75 cents, or even 60 cents, is placed upon coal, as pro in 
the pending tariff bill, it is certain that the Dominion of Canada will adopt 
&tariff on American coal which will 8 curtail our export trade on an- 
thracite coal, which is now admitted to Canada free, and greatly reduce our 
exports of bi ous coal, and have a paralyzing effect upon a wide and im- 
portant range of employment, including the ng and carrying trade. 


I will not detain the Senate by reading the remainder of the 
protest, but I will insert itin the RECORD as a part of my remarks. 
The remainder of the protest is as follows: 


If our rate of duty may remain at 40 cents on coal, there is assurance that 
the Dowinion Government will provide for reciprocity in this behalf. 
Now, therefore, we, the undersigned coal producers, miners, and carri 
do most emphatically protest against the increase in the tariff rate on 
rope in the pending bill; but to the end that the demand for 
erican coal may be increased, and a liberal trade policy fostered, which 
will waken into activity our industries, we do most urgent. 
reciprocal clanse may be inserted in the pending tariff 
lates to coal, to the effect that whenever the President shall be satisfied that 
the Parliament of the Dominion of or other competent authority, 
has fixed a rate of duty collectible on bituminous coal produced in and im- 
poeson from the United States into Canada, not exceeding 75 cents nor less 
40 cents per ton, ho may make proclamation of the fact, and after the 
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date of such proclamation the duty collectible on all coal im; into the 
United States from the Dominion of Canada shall not ex the rate men- 
tioned in said proclamation so long as said rate of duty is maintained by the 
gaid p epe 


(Originar pe pu signed as follows:) 


Coal Co. James W. Ellsworth, — 3 
Sent oleda. perry. o Central Fuel Co J. 8. Morton, kon, ro m 
Columbus and Hocking an Co. (by Moss, 
by [AP DE 3 ias 
= n Pit ee! 
Co. W. R. Woodtord, president); Turney and Jones 
Com 5 Creek Coal Co. 
(by EY 5 Columbus, H Valle 
and Toledo R. R. Co. (by N Monsarrat, recited oan 
[0 Central Company (by dup ke, |- 
dent): Columbus, — 5 . (by W. E. 
Gu I Woodro Cleveland, Lorain Ewy.Co. 
(by W. rd. general’ r); Aa lranía Com- 
wi ames McCrea, vice- dent); Black ond Coal 


— — 
. 1 Wat Cs iut DE E. di 


* ee 5 and a Company 


ttsburgh and V. 

ae quen manager): Pittsburgh — Coal Com- 

KT. Robbins, r); Oak Ridge Coal Com- 

Limited (by 6. Schlender ^ Erie Rail- 

Company (oy E B. E. B. Thomas, presi "i Hillside Coal and 

poad Company ossburg Coal xA orthwi n Min- 

ing and Exebange Co. Co, 8 James T' 8 ze l 

Delaware sal COMPARE i Re t. 

resident); 9 1 uylkill Co. 
by AL "Wal ter, 5 Baltimore and O 8010 f 

pany (by John wen, receiver); Pen Coal 


8 
Vico eee; New York, On- 
by T. P. Fowler, president); 
Lehigh a and Wilkesbarre Coal ompany (by J. Marwell, 
New York, Susquehanna and Western Railway Co. 
toy A. D. A YE resident): Philadel g Coal 
Joseph $S. pe ident); Lone 
on ot Sonar, y (by Lewis T. Rily, president). 
555 ä 
number of men and mines set o 


Ata of T to b kowin 1100000 peoria 
840,000 m. FF gi people 
directly an 2215 in y dependent upon this in N does not — 
the clerical forces, which aggregate Pr incu i ad dition. 
Name. 
General Hocking Coal Co. 


Coal Co 
Toledo and Ohie Central Fuel — z 
co. 75 Hocking Coal and Iron 


15,000 

5,000 

2.500 

M. A. Han 3,000 

1,900 

10,000 

'Turne 2.500 

Wills 2,500 

Columbus, Hocking Valley and Toledo R. R. 2.500 

"Toledo 2,000 

1,500 

Cleveland, 2.500 

2,000 

50.000 

2,000 

Osbo: 1,500 

1,500 

2,000 

8,000 

You 1,500 

W. P. 4,000 

New —— and Cleveland Gas Coal 2,000 

Pitts h, and Northwestern Dc — 
Pitts and Chicago Qas Coal =f 

Eon Consolidated Coal Co 4,000 

Oak R CORE OO LL ern Rn S die 800 

| r$ CAE D o OE Ee Sah RACE SIF GEHT D ENSERES 20,000 


Co. 
Coal and Iron Co., Blossburg Coal Co., Northwestern 
and Exchange Go. (representing the mines of the 


Delaware and Hudson Canal Co. (representing the 
and mins LLL ea oer — — 
and Western R. R. (representing 


Coal 
ork, Ontario and Western Rwy. Co. (represents the 
Iroad and all the Bde reser aee 


h and Wilkesbarre Co. (representing also the Cen- 

R. R. of New Jersey).. 5 20,000 
Delaware, Susquehanua and Schu; ylkill R. R z 5,000 
Faso een and Reading Coal and Iron Co. (representing 

ladelphis and Reading R. R. Co) 50,000 
zh Coat and 3 Co. 5,000 
alley R. R. and Coal Co 000 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In this connection,I also present a 
number of extracts from newspapers, some beginning as far back 
as the first of last year, giving detailed accounts of an 3 
tion among the coal companies to handle the output of 
mines in their own interest, and the subsequent advancement in 
prices as the result of the ** gentlemen's agreements," as they are 


JUNE 30, 
understood to be. I ask that they may be inserted in the RECORD 
as a part of my remarks. 

The articles referred to are as follows: 


[From the New York Press, January 31, 1800.] 


THAT COAL CORNER A FACT NOW—ALL MUST HELP PAY FOR THE BLACK 
DIAMOND WHICH MORGAN ADDS TO HIS CORNER—OUTPUT RESTRICTED— 
PRICES TO BE RAISED—COAL BARONS BOW BEFORE THE AUTOCRAT OF THE 
CORNER OFFICE, WHO HAS WORKED KiS WILL. 


J. Pie t Morgan, dealer in corners, now stands in another one, and no 


o Ban Me DONNER ONE dat bie t 

tions for one in coal. x 22 Aer 
He has it now. 
Prell ies to raise the price 

pleted yesterday at a meeting of (he coal presidents. Mr. 


the percentages of produ railroad for which Mr. Morgan is 
Acting as physician—the Reading—didn't get the worst of it. 
Mr. M 5 peace tee trang Sore pects ie ^ 
This present coal combination mos ever formed. agree- 
... mee ear. A 


the masses of the 

Pont It means 50 cents, and 
coal they buy. 

The agreement will take effect to- 


office, where gold corners and coal corners and 

Mp eee ree 5 from . — people. 
ow purses this autocra! emands w. soon 
will be made to enrich Oy S O00 010 Lis broken-down ‘concern—the Heading 


WARNING WAS TIMELY. 


85 means directly ä 
Wee added to the Prive of every ton of coa 
coal barons are losing no time. 


* 
panies which control tho 
— in the Central Bullding in 

committee of three—the Morgan 


lpercent more output than was 
agreement of a year 


t 
own h and they pleased. 
and, as a result, was able rchase 
the best evidences of pie 


pu 
at reasonable rates, 
t competition wiil do in the way of tatuan 


PUBLIO MUST SUBMIT. 


The coal presidents always have lon, for a close combination which 
odd contra both out: ut — values, er pre 2 oy v who y T0 per 
CLE tribute to them. n taken ot ho 


: 


FIGURES OF TWO YEARS. 


The railroads lately have been mi 
Showing just what each railroad produ 


as they pleased. Here is a table 
inthe 


t two years 


CCC — 1 oT ———— —— — — — 6. 154,581 
Summary for 1895, as carried by the various railroads, 3 

ons. 
9, 905, 059 
7,800, 454 
5, 388, 194 
6, 129, 260 
4,347,843 
E. 
105 ret 
1, 520, 038 
1,492, 244 
1,424, 407 
—— 46,545, 700 

Summary for 1894, as carried by the various railroads. “ 

ons. 
ae 27777 ee pp ee ae eres du PEUT 
DE re ES EES --—. 6,424,676 
eee of New ae at em See are E3123. PS ee eee 4, 847, 885 
laware, wanna and Western. 5, , 989 
poner and Hudson.... 3, 997,050 
Pennsylvania Railroad 4,727,579 
Pennsylvania Coal Compan: 1, 705, 197 
Delaw: rk nre Ires Ll Schuylkill... 1.633, 388 
New York, Lake Erie and Western............ - 1,669,827 
New York, Susquehanna and Western...... e > T26, 166 
New York, Ontario and Western UCET INE ea Tae SS SE 1,372, 305 
UNUS conse ] A A tint m Tet rise e adu aa eunte Aly lg 


LIMITING THE OUTPUT. 
The agreement which was reached yesterday was merely a ratification of 


the report of the committee of three. "This committee reported that the coal- 
canal ronds should decide to mine only in accordance with the allotment de- 
termined by it. This allotment is as follows: 
Per cent. 
Delaware, Lackawanna and Western 13.35 
Delaware and Hudson 9.60 
Pennsylvania Rai 11.40 
— ect 20.50 
Lehi h Valley. = 15.65 
Jeraey Central............... 11.70 
scr ANE Coal Company " 
Ontario and Western..................-.- 8.10 
Delaware, Susquehanna and Schuylkill. 3.50 
Susquehanna and Western 3.20 
It will be seen this allotment that Mr. Morgan's road gets more than 
one-fifth of the entire output. 


The announcement of the result was received with cheers on theexchange 
and in the offices of the various bankers. Reading stock immediately began 
to start upward and all of the coal stocks had a boom. 


HOW TO RAISE THE PRICES. 


The next thing to be dono, after curtailing.the output at the basis of 
40,000,000 tons, will be to increase the price, and there is a ment among 
the sales agents of the various roads as to whether the selling figure shall be 
raised 50 cents or SI a ton. Tho sales agents are the men who boss tho prices, 
and they teneor Perm the presidents where coal is concerned. The sales 

ents will meet to-day, and tho result is likely to be that coal will be from 

cents to $1 a ton higher to-morrow than it now is. 

The output agreement begins on Saturday and the highor-price agreement, 
if it goes through, wil) begin on the same day. 

Great is the corner office! 


[From the Iron Age, February 6, 1896.) 
THE ANTHRACITE AGREEMENT. 


The eleven companies and their allied interests distributing anthracite coal 
from the mines on January 9! reached an 3 in the matter of civil- 
trade government and an apportionment of ton: to control their ra- 
tions for eleven months, beginning February 1,1806. It is an end that has 
been in view, and, it may be said, siriven for for over a period of a year and 
a half. It was consummated with very little friction and so suddenly as to 
create the belief that the banking community at the right moment brought 
all the influence it possessed to bear. 

The eement is now in force. It apportions outputs as follows: Reading, 


20.5; Lehigh Valley, 15.65; Jersey Central, 11.7; Lackawanna, 13.35; Delaware 
and Hudson, 9.6; nsylvania road, 11.4; Pennsylvania 4; Erie, 4; 
Ontario and Western, 3.10: Coxe Bros., 3.50, and Susquehanna and Western, 
3.20. A permanent board of rs was appointed, as follows: President 
Maxwell, of the Jersey Central, c man; idents Thomas, of the Erie; 

f the „and Walters, of Coxe Bros.’ 


Wilbur, of Lehigh Valley; Harris, o 
road, Delaware, Susquehanna and Schuylki 

This body is empowered to serve asa check upon the different interests, set- 
tie all disputes, and act in an advisory ca; ty. apes other things, it will 
have are to be handled by à new bureau 
estab! system of re 
and not 


e. It is understood that the presi- 
dents will leave the question of prices to their sales agents, who, in ad — 
fix the tonnage month by month. The theory on which the matter 
be handled is, in effect, that if the tonnage allotments are not exceeded, each 
interest will be forced to sell coal at the market price in order to fare as well 
asitscompetitors. It cannot offset any lossineurred by underselling through 

an increase in production. 

The sales agents met pursuant to orders on Friday, the day following the 
e ley it fixed the production for February at 2300. 000 tons, and made a 

of prices, which, on a of 8 fo b., was as follows: 
Broken, $3.25; egg, $3.50; stove, $3.75; chestnut, $3.50. The last was 
made on October 2t and was 40 cents higher per ton on domestic sizes and 50 
cents iod ton higher on broken. Friday's circular was from 20 to 30 cents 
nbove the prices current the day previous. Western prices firm 

uffalo, gross tons, broken, a3. other sizes, $4.40. Chicago and 

other Western lake points, net tons, br $5.25; $5.50. 
Itis ble that 
. 4f this be 
argument is advanced that the 
tract, owing to the laws on the subject, and that in any other written form it 
could be broken as easily as if it were verbal. 

This leads to the questions as to how it will be enforced and what there is 
back of it. Itis well known that in the mmer, when all hope of a set- 
tlement arbitration was abandoned through Reading's refusal to arbi- 
trate its difference of about one-half of 1 per cent, and when stove coal was 
selling at less than $2.80 per ton, the coal stocks were high and strong. 
created a belief that a clique of bankers, already largely interested in the 
prope rties, were attempting to secure control of the leading com es. In 

is connection it is ren uin, n that nothing in the way of a settlement was 
rae, “apap until the success of the reorganization was assured. If 
there is a power beneath the surface sufficiently great to dictate the anthra- 
cite Áo Bes is reasonably certain that the agreement reached last week will 
continue in force. On the other hand, if it is based upon the flimsy promise 
of a number of fickle presidents, it is doomed to failure. The financial com- 
munity. without knowing anything detinite, is inclined to the former theory. 

The effect of cooperation would he to restore the price of coal toa 
higher re and keep it there. The 8 the year Teas on stove coal, 
the chief size, was not far from $3 per ton. is is 60 cents below the aver: 
of 1804, and considerably less than 31 below the average of 1893. coal could 
bendvanced on domestic sizes over $1 per ton, it would about restore prices 
to the average of previous years. It would enable companies like the Lacka- 
wanna, who for the year ended December 31 reported earnings on the stock 
of 5.17 per cent, to restore their net income toan amount commensurate to 
the dividends paid. In the year 1894 the Lackawanna earned 6.21 per cent on 
its stock, and in 1893, 11.1 per cent. To the companies whose financial neces- 
sities are more or less pressing it would mean salvation. It would insure 
the success of ing reorganization. In a word, it would mean from 
50 cents to $1 per ton more than was realized in 1895 on, say, the production 


of that year, which was 46,500,000 tons in round num 


JU 


[From Bradstreet's. January 2, 1890.] 
A SOFT-COAL POOL. 


A dispatch to the Philadelphia Ledger says: “Coincident with the move. 
ment for the formation of an ironclad agreement among the anthracite-coal 
companies, a somewhat similar plan is said to be on foot for the combination 
of the bituminous interests shipping to tide water. It is probable that the 
new soft-coal pool will go into eifect some time in March. The main idea is 
a central selling agency to_handle the total netsof the mines. They em-. 
brace shippers over the Baltimore and Ohio, 5 Norfolk and 
Western. Chesa; eand Ohio, Beech Creek, and Reading. The new agree- 
ment will bind the members not to cut ratesin any way whatever. The ad- 
vance in rates, it is said, will probably not be more than 50 cents a ton, but 
many curtailments in expenses will be put into effect." 


[From the Philadelphia Record, November 12, 1895.] 


POOLING SOFT-COAL BUSINESS—BITUMINOUS OPERATORS ARE MUCH INTER- 
ESTED IN THE PROPOSED PLAN. 


Evidence of the interest which bituminons-coal operators are manifesting 
with regard to the proposed pooling of their business was furnished by the 
1 number of prominent mine owners who attended the meeting at the 
"Waldorf. in New York,last week. The call for this mee wns sent out by 
President Walbric of the American Coal Company. and the seventy o. 
erators who responded included the ja: t ucers of soft coal in Pennsyl- 
vania, Maryland, Virginia. and West V. 

The meeting was merely a preliminary one. The utmost harmony d 
bination 


vailed and all present the necessity for pening one ) 
whereby an tment of could be made, P uction kept within 
reed upon which should be 
u all, and thus do away 


pon with the ous competition which has 
for months characterized the trade. 
3 and advocated by the various rail- 


ese and different regions, but it was not 
ofa demand from the miners for in- 


— lines of consumption, aud a tariff of prices 


the meeting, but no action was 


pare some plan for the 
about the results de- 


resenting the Chesa 
Pittsburg; and E. J. 


[From Bradstreet's, May 2, 1808. 
HIGHER COAL PRICES. 
The 9 this week says: oo 
“The Philade and Reading Coal and Iron Compan quede 
a circular ano bet that an nd iNOS of 25 cents n ton wef bem 
sizes of coal on and after thisdate. The advance has been made at Port Rich- 


of 
mond and at Port Liberty. The changes at Port Ric! are 


A8 888 


“At about this time every year there is considerable talk afloat about the 
railroad companies in the East going to secure all the coal needed from Can- 
ada. Last week bids wereasked fromall the bituminous-coal companies, and 
it appears that the bids from the coal com es of Pennsylvania, Mareen’ 
Virginia, and West Virginia were rej on the ground that the could 
be bought cheaper from the Canadian operators. 

*''Theccal companies of the States mentioned are united, and the business is 
conducted under the name of the Bituminous Coal Association. This associ- 
ation was organized a few months for the protection of the bituminous- 

al trade. as for the past few gen )jituminous coal been sold at such a 
price that has not been profitable either for the operator or the miner. This 
year the price has been advanced, and the operators have so far stuck together. 

“The refusal of the bids by the New England roads is not likely to be taken 
seriously by the operators here, as it is well known that the 
Scotia have not the facilities at present for.suppl any e demand, and 
it a large lot of coal was orde from them it would have a tendency to in- 
crease water rates, which would, of course, add to the cost of the coal. A 
number of the bituminous operators were seen yesterday. and they all unite 
insay that there is little fear of Nova Scotia coal supplanting ours." 

Circulars issued at New York by the Lackawanna and the Lehigh Feuer 
companies intimate the advance in the price of anthracite coal. — 
p vamp COT pay. willmake a general advance of 25 cents per ton, to take 
effect May 1. Following is the new schedule: Grate, per ton, $3.50; egg, $3.75; 


in Nova 
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chestnut, $3.75, and. stove. 


and Hu and Erie and LONG companies were to be out before the end of 
the week. e will reach 


[From Bradstreet's, January 11, 1893.] 


The bituminous-coal miners of Indiana decided on 5 to demand 
an advance in the mining scale from 60 to 63 cents, to take effect April 1, the 
date when the Pittsburg district price is to be advanced from 64 to 70 cents. 
The operators will refuse to grant the advance, 


[From the New York Journal, May 5. 1897.] 


RIOT MUTTERINGS BY COAL MINERS—TWENTY-FIVE HUNDRED MEN OUT ON 
STRIKE IN EAST TENNESSEE—OTHERS TO FOLLOW SOON—HEAVY CUTS IN 
WAGES ALL ALONG THE LINE IS LIKELY TO RESULT IN BLOODSHED— 
STRIKERS TO BAR OUTSIDERS—AN 18 PER CENT REDUCTION AFFECTS THE 
REGION FROM CHATTANOOGA TO SOMEHSET, AND GRAVE TROUBLE IS 


EXPECTED. 
CHATTANOOGA, TENN., May h. 
AN si point to a repetition of the Rock Creek riots of a few years ago, 
unless the troubles now Spyder: d between miners and coal-mine owners in 
upper East Tennessee and southern Kentucky are speedily adjusted. Al- 
ready disheartened by the struggles to live and support their families on the 
present wages, the diggers of have been subjected to another heavy cut. 


MEN OUT AND IDLE. 


More than 2,500 men are now out at Jellico, Glenmary, Robbins, and Helen- 
wood, and others are expected to follow because of a reduction of 18 per cent 
in wages. The men say they are being pressed u and crowded beyond 
thelimit of endurance, and assert that frouble follow any attempt to 
replace them with cheap labor. But the mine owners haye held meetings 
recently at Lexington, Louisville, Nashville, and Cincinnati, where a general 
reduction was upon. Theowners also declare that they will stand by 
the schedule laid down. 

The strikers know that the rich deposits of coal in those regions must be 
taken out, and that if they refuse to do the work outsiders will be brought 
in to man the mines. Such measures have been tried before in various parts 
x the uy: and, as thestrike records show, with always the same result 

The diggers involved in the present trouble are no different from their 
brothers in other mining districts. They say they will not stand quur by 
and see the taken from the mouths of their wives and babies. The 

strike leaders have threatened to make it pleasant for the men who come 
* with the intention of their p and these rough citizens of the 

minin ese little entertainments. The 


[From the Philadelphia Record, April 17, 1807.] 


MINERS’ STARVATION WAGES—25 CENTS FOR A SEVEN-HOUR DAY—DECEP- 
TIVE SCALES. 
PITTSBURG, PA., April 16. 

* Dante's Inferno isa mild place compared to the homes of the miners in the 
288 district," was the expression of a member of the legislative com- 
mittee after a day's trip among mines on the Pitts , McKeesport and 
Youghiogheny road. Seven grown persons and 3 dren were found 
crowded in a shed 12 by 18 feet, for which the boarding boss was charged $6 
a month rent by the firm of Os & Saeger. Allthe miners said they had 
not made more 50 cents a day, and only worked an average of three 
days a week all winter. 


CLEARED 25 CENTS IN SEVEN HOURS. 


Miners seen issuing from the mine when asked how much the: 
that day responded t they had worked from 5 o'clock in 
until noon and had cleared 25 cents. 


had earned 
e morning 


At M n, Moore & Bain's mines the . ed were foreigners. 
The shan: which cost the min ess per es ut $125 to $150 to build, are 
rented for Sila month, which is deducted from the miner's pay. The miners 
are com to buy ail their stuff from company stores, where fancy prices 

so they seldom received any paced Sg 


are 

x ALLOWED 1,100 POUNDS ON 3,000. 

At the Banning mine of Morgan, Moore & Bain, Senator Saylor discovered 
that the scales were wrong. The ¢ ears should hold from 2,500 to 3,000 pounds 
of coal, but instead the men were only credited with 1,100 pounds. The super- 
intendent apologized, and said he ordered the scales repaired several days 
ago. In tho meantime ru are only giving the miners the weight indicated 
on the broken scales, interjected the Senator. 

Sena illeisen, of Mechnniesburg, a member of the committee, is quite 
a double for President McKinley. The foreigners at the mines were told that 
the President of the United States, in the person of Senator Milleisen, was 
inquiring into their condition, and they — about in awe, with their mouths 
open and hats off, saluting his p 7 

The committee has subpcenaed the e operators to appear before it next 


day. 
ene [From the New York Times, April 12, 1897.] 


AFFECTS 10,000 MINERS—TENNESSEE COAL AND IRON COMPANY PROPOSES TO 
REDUCE WAGES, 


; BIRMINGHAM, ALA., April 11. 


The labor situation in the Birmingham district has become very serious 
since yesterday morning. Upon invitation, the Tennessee Coal, Iron and Rail- 
way Company's coal miners in the Blocton district met the officials of the 
company in conference at Blocton fortem 1,000 strong. President Nat 
Baxter, jr., proposed a reduction in w: ages of 12} per cent, giving as his reason 
that large export coal contracts depended on it. 3 

1f the reduction were accepted, the men, he said, would get steady work; if 
not, such as the company could give in the face of the failure to secure con- 

hin on close margins. Mr. Baxter asked that the reduction be- 
come effective June 1 if pos üble; if not then, by July 1 at least, when the 
present contract with the miners expires. The miners will decide whether 
or not to accept the cut and give reply ina day or so They do not seem to 
be disposed to accept the cut. Ten thousand miners are affected, the Ten- 
nessee Com 's wage scale governing the district, and they themselves em- 


ploying 7, ers. 


[From the Lexington (Ky.) Herald, May 5, 1897.] 

A WAGE CUT OF 10 PER CENT DECIDED UPON BY THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
OF THE GLEN MARY MINING COMPANY AT A MEETING HELD YESTERDAY— 
m NEW SCALE IS SENT TO THB MINERS, AND IT WILL LIKELY BE AC- 

TRD. 


As foreshadowed in the Herald, the directors of the Glen Mar 
ing Company met here yesterday to take steps regarding tho future oper- 
ation of the mines. The meeting was held in the private office of the Second 
National Bank immediately after the close of business, Present were Messrs. 
J. We 8 president of the company; J. P. Shaw, secretary and treas- 
urer; F. P. Clute, general manager; Hiram Shaw, J. T. Slade, and other 


directors. : 

The object of the meeting was to form a new wage scale, made necessary 
by the employment of convicts in other mines operated by the State of Ten- 
nessee. After due deliberation the directors issued a proclamation making 
a reduction of 10 per cent, and setting forth the reasons therefor. This re- 
duction applies to the salaried officers and all employees. The official seal of 
the company was placed on the proclamation, and it was sent to the miners. 

* * = * * + * 

If the miners should refuse to accept the new scale, Mr. Clute says the 
mines most positively be shut down. as the company would lose money 
by making contracts according to the old scale of prices. Over 3,000 miners 
will be affected if it becomes necessary to close down all of the mines. 

At the meeting of the board of directors it was decided to deed an acre of 
ground to the Episcopal church at Glen Mart: for the erection of a house of 
worship. Quiteanumberof Lexington people are interested in the company, 
and the result of the pending negotiations will be watched with interest. 


[From the New York Times, March 3, 1897.] 


REDUCING ITS EXPENSES—THE LEHIGH AND WILKESBARRE COAL COMPANY 
CUTTING WAGES. 


Coal Min- 


HAZLETON, PA., March 2. 
The Lehigh and Wilkesbarre Coal Oompany to day inaugurated a system 
of retrenchment at all of their mines in this vicinity. The reduction affects 
all inside and outside laborers, foremen, and engineers, and ranges from 8 to 
25 per cent. Foremen who were paid $100 are cut to 375, and from this down 
the reduction ranges until it reaches 8 per cent. 
l'ho Lehigh Valley Coal Company. has also notified its Southside employes 
that a reduction in wages would be made, but nothing definite in this direc- 
tion has yet been done, 
[From the Sheboygan ( Wis.) Tcl»gram, April 5, 1897.] 
STRIKE OF IOWA COAL MINERS. 
Orrumwa, IowA, April 5. 
Three leading coal companies cut the price of mining coal from 70 cents to 
60 cents. The miners of the Whitebreast Company at Keb and Chisholm, 
John L. Evans's men at Avery, and the Chicago and Iowa Company's men at 
Cedar mines, about 600 in number, struck. Other companies paying 70 cents 
will cut, and probably as many more men go out. 
[From the Chicago Chronicle, March 7, 1897.] 
BELLE PLAINE, IOWA, March 6. 


All the miners pere by in the coal mines at Boonesboro, a suburb of 
Boone, went out on a strike last night, refusing to submit to the reduction in 
the scale from $5 cents to 70 cents. The strike affects about 300 men, but it is 
not believed the strike will be of long duration. Many men are applying for 
the 8 filled by the strikers, and the 8 will experience no 
trouble in procuring plenty of men to start the works Monday morning. 


BRAZIL, IND., March 6. 

The block coal operators and the miners of this district met here to-day for 
the purpose of discussing a 5-cent reduction. After a short ssion, the 
miners accepted the 5 per cent cut, which wili bring the scale to 65 cents per 
ton. This cut is to take effect the 15th of this month and continue until May 
1, when the new scale will be made. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, there are two or three facts con- 
nected with this matter which I think ought to be stated. In the 
first place, it is true that there is no first-class bituminous coal 
produced in the State of California. There is some bituminous 
coal produced there, but it is of an inferior quality. Of that there 
is no doubt, I presume, among those who consume it. It is in- 
deed a notorious 8 It may perhaps be considered a 
great misfortune that we have not been able to discover thus far 
any absolutely good bituminous coal within the confines of the 
State, although we have a qox many coal mines producing an 
inferior article. There is a large amount of coal imported from 
Vancouver and Australia, and when this question was before the 
Senate in 1894 I estimated that out of a total duty of $803,000 paid 
to the Government of the United States the Pacific Coast paid 
$600,000. So far as the payment of duty is concerned, it is largely 
a local levy. It will nearly all come out of that part of the United 
States. 

I observe from an inspection of the hearings before the Ways 
and Means Committee that placing anthracite upon the dutiable 
list is not only by any means in the interest of the coal miners of 
the Pacific Coast, but it is also favored by the coal miners of Brit- 
ish Columbia, and the reason of that is obvious. It is rather a 
ludicrous situation, but nevertheless it is true. The bringing in 
of anthracite coal, the supply of fuel of that character, naturally 


does affect the demand for theloca! product. and toa large extent 


the product of British Columbia is local. It must pay duty, but 
is near by, and soit largely becomes the interest of the British 
Columbia producer as well as the producer in the United States 
that this coal shall be excluded, and they do not hesitate to say so. 
Although they are good and loyal citizens of the Queen, still this 
is one duty and perhaps the only one in the entire bill which will 
meet with the concurrence of Her Ma‘esty’s subjects. 

I favored placing coal upon the free list before. I should like 
to have it upon the free list now, if it were possible. As has 


1897. 
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been shown, 40 cents a ton is enough, and I do not see why under 
this tariff we should go any further. Besides, if the coal that is 
brought from Europe is of a superior quality, I think our people 
ought to have the advantages of it in those lines needing superior 
coal, They may get it, but they must pay a duty upon it. It 
does not come into conflict with any Eastern interest. Of course 
no anthracite coal from the East reaches the coast. 

Mr. WILSON. When the Wilson bill was passed and reduced 
the rate on coal from 45 to 40 cents a ton, was there any reduction 
in the price of coal to the California consumer? 

Mr. WHITE. There was. 

Mr. WILSON. For how long? 

Mr. WHITE. The rates were always quoted lower. 

Mr. WILSON. It lasted about four months, 

Mr. WHITE. It may be that a combine was made. 
know. Coal may have gone up for other reasons. 

Mr. WILSON. The only advantage was to place in the hands 
of the British Columbia coal miners the difference in the tariff 
rates, amounting to about $400,000. 

Mr. WHITE. That statement is absolutely inconsistent with 
the other statement made by the Senator from Washington, be- 
cause if the price of coal kept up, then of course the local pro- 
ducer had his market. The only injurious effect which the impo- 
sition of the duty could have upon the local producer would be 
the diminution of the price, so that the other coal might get in. 
lf the price was not diminished, there could have been no loss. It 
is impossible to avoid that conclusion. 

If it is true, as stated by the Senator, that there was no falling 
off in the price, then the status quo was preserved, so far as the 
trade went, and if there was a cutting down of the price and 
the local producer was injured, then of course the consumer got 
the benefit of it. 

Mr. WILSON. The difference between 40 and 75 cents was 
given to the British Columbia coal miner, to the Comax mine 
and other mines, which work Chinese laborers, as the Senator 
well knows. We can not compete with them. That is the point. 

Mr. WHITE. I recollect that a vx short time ago there was 
an importation of laborers, I believe they were colored laborers, 
to a mine in the State of Washington, and there was a riot there, 
which the Senator will remember, or a great disturbance, because 
of that importation. 

Mr. WILSON. We had some riots in the State of Washington. 
They had some also in the State of California. 

Mr. WHITE. Les; but I am speaking of the coal matter. The 
Senator is in the business of evasion, evidently. We may have 
riots anywhere, and I did not make the remark in censure of 
Washington. Any community is subject to a riot. Whatever 
there may be as to whether the consumer pays this or whether he 
does not, I will not attempt to discuss that oft-gone-over argu- 
ment, but I do say that the state of the record is such as not to 
justify this imposition, and that it is a peculiar nature of the case 
that it is an imposition virtually levied upon one community. 

I desire to inquire whether the amendments of the committee 
are now before the Senate, or whether the adoption of the para- 

h as amended is the question before the Senate? 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen- 
ator from California that the committee have proposed a substi- 
tute for the entire paragraph, and that is now to be voted upon. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to move an amendment to the substitute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the pending question the 
Mad and nays have been ordered. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmiTH] to the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE], and vote ** yea." 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name wascalled), Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR]. he were 
here, I should vote **nay." 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE]. If he were here, I 
should vote “nay.” 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). Ihave a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina (Mr. TILL- 
ER: If he were present, I should vote ** yea." 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. Otherwise 1 
should vote “nay.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was callel). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. If he were 
here, I should vc te ** yea." 

Mr. WHITE (ener his name was called). On this vote Iam 
paired with the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon]. Were he pres- 
ent, I should vote **nay" and he would vote ** yea." 

The roll call was concluded. 

7 I am paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
Harris]. 


I do not 


If he were present, I should vote yea.“ 


Mr. BATE. I desire to state that my 3 Mr. Harris of 
n 


Tennessee] is unable to be in the Chamber, a 

senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 
Mr. BURROWS. Iannounce my pair with the senior Senator 

from Louisiana [Mr. CAPFERY]. I make the announcement for 


is paired with the 


the day. 
'The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 24; as follows: 
YEAS—31. 
Allison, Foraker, Lodge, —.— 
Carter, Eryo, McEnery, well, 
Chandler, Gallinger, McMillan, Shoup, 
Cullom, Gear, Mantle, Teller, 
vis, Hanna, Nelson, Wellington, 
Deboe, Hawley, Per Wetmore, 
Elkins, Hoar, Platt, Conn. Wilson. 
Fairbanks, Jones, Nev. Pritchard, 
NAYS-21. 
Allen, . Clay, Kenney, Morgan, 
Bacon, II. nne Pasco, 

: Faulkner, Lindsay. Pettus, 
Berry, Gray, McLaurin, Rawlins, 
Butler, Heitfeld, Mills, Turpie, 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Mitchell, Vest. 

NOT VOTING—3. 

Aldrich, Hale, Murphy, Thurston, 
Baker, Hansbrough, Penrose, Tillman, 
Burrows, Harris, Kans. Pettigrew, Turner, , 

ery, ris, Tenn. Platt, N. Y. ‘althall, 
Cannon, McBride, ‘octor, Warren, 

ark Mallory, Roach, White 

Daniel, Martin, Smith, Wolcott. 
George, Mason, Spooner, 
Gorman, Morrill, Stewart, 


So the amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I move to strike out ** sixty-seven " and insert in 
lieu thereof forty." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out“ sixty-seven " where it occurs and 
insert **forty;" so as to read: 


Coal, bituminous. and all coals containing less than 92 per cent of fixed 
carbon, and shale, 40 cents per ton of 28 bushels, etc. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from California. 

'The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WHITE. I move to add at the end of the paragraph the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That on all coal imported into the United States, which is after- 
wards used for fuel on board vessels Lee aique by steam and en d in the 
coasting trade or in the trade with foreign countries, and which are regis- 
tered under the laws of the United States, a drawback shall be allowed equal 
to the duty imposed by law u such coal, and shall be paid under such reg- 
ulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from California. 

Mr.WHITE. Mr. President, i pln Hy ci to which thisamend- 
ment is proposed is that which deals with the duty on coal. Un- 
der the act of 1883, 22 Statutes at Large, 511, there was the fol- 
lowing provision: 

Coal, bituminous, and shale, 75 cents per ton of 28 bushels, 80 
bushel. A drawback of 75 cents per ton shall be allowed on 
coal imported into the United States which is afterwards used for fuel on 
board of vessels Vad ae by steam which are engaged in the coasting trade 
of the United States. or in the trade with foreign countries, to be allowed 
— uen under such regulations as the Secretary of thé Treasury shall pre- 


unds to the 
bituminous 


Afterwards an amendment was incorporated into the law by an 
act to be found in the statutes of 1885-1887, volume 24, Statutes 
at Large, as follows: 

That the provision of Schedule N of An act to reduce internal-revenue 
taxation, and for other pu: ," approved March 3, 1883, allowing a draw- 
back on imported bituminous coal used for fuel on vessels propelled by 
steam, shall be construed to apply only to vessels of the United States. 

When the McKinley bill was enacted, there was contained therein 
a provision in the general drawback clause which it was supposed 
retained this exemption, and the district court of the United States 
forthe northern district of California in a case brought by the 
United States so held. That cause was appealed to the circuit 
court of appeals in the ninth circuit, and the judgment was af- 
firmed. It then went to the Supreme Court of the United States, 
and in 1896, in an opinion to be found in volume 163 of the United 
States Reports, page 499, it was determined in United States vs. 
Allen that the McKinley Act by implication repealed this draw- 
back provision, and that the general drawback phraseology of that 
enactment was not sufficient, notwithstanding the rule against 
repeals by implication, to mgiutain the status which had existed 
before the passage of the McKinley law. 

The object of this amendment is to restore to American shipping 
the benefit of the provisions of the act of 1833, which were sup- 
posed to be continued in all subsequent tariff enactments. It is 
simply to return to the condition which was then adopted with 
the approval of Congress and with the general approval of the 
people, and which was disturbed, indirectly and unintentionally, 
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A bee everyone familiar with the legislation of that time 

mat. . 

It has been argued that this provision should be placed in the 
free list in connection with paragraph 504, but that relates to the 
exemption of ships'stores and has no relationto thisclause. Ifit 
were operative at all upon coal used for fuel, then there would be 
no necessity for a drawback clause, because the free list needs no 
drawback. 

I submit this matter. I have already attracted the attention of 
the various members of the majority of the Committee on Finance 
to the subject. But if it will embarrass the proceedings this even- 
ing to proceed further with reference to it, I will suggest to the 
Senator having the bill in charge that the subject be carefully 
examined and taken up, if possible, to-inorrow and disposed of. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What was the paragraph the Sen- 
ator referred to in the free list? 

Mr. WHITE. Paragraph 504 of the free list, page 109. It read, 
according to the House provision: 

Coal, anthracite, and coal stores of American vessels, but none shall be 
unloaded. 

The committee propose to amend it so that it will read: 

Coal stores of American vessels, but none shall be unladen or discharged. 

Now, it is proposed to put a drawback provision there. It 
would be manifestly out of place because the original part of the 
ply bs is operative; everything is on the free list; and hence 

t should comein at the place indicated by me, to wit, in this para- 


graph. 

Mr. ALLISON. T hope the Senator will allow that to be passed 
over until to-morrow, to be taken up in the morning. 

Mr. WHITE. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment of the Senator from California will be over. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire at this time to offer an amendment to 
section 8, in order that it may be printed. 

Mr. BURROWS and Mr. WHITE. Let the amendment be 


read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the pro- 


amendment. 
The Secretary. Itis Pe pasts to strike out section 3 and to 
ollowing: 


insert in lieu thereof the 


Sec. 3. That whenever the President of the United States, with a view to 
secure reciprocal trade with foreign countries, shall, within the period of 
two years from and after the passage of this act, enter into commercial 
treaty or treaties with any other country or countries concerning the ad- 
mission into any such country or countries of the goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise of the Tnited States and their use and disposition therein, deemed 


nated therein of the eed Acid countries with which such treaty or treaties 
on provided for, or shall provide for the trans- 
o 4 dutiable list a e to the ei — 
such goods, wares, and merchandise, natural uc 
the United Sta y 


of such fo eountry or countries and not of tes, or shall 
provide for retention upon the free list of this act — ed 
wares, and m: now 


pues not exceeding flve years of such 
in said free list as — ted therein, and when any such 
treaty shall have been duly rat blic tion made accord- 
ingly, then and thereafter the duties w. shall be collected by the United 
Btates upon any of the d ted goods, wares, and merchandise from the 
fore pony with wh such treaty has been made shall, during the 
provided for, be the duties and provided for in such treaty 

&nd none other. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iaskthe Senate to proceed to paragraph 415. 
Mr. BACON. Ishould like to offer an amendment in lieu of 
the amendment I now have pending. I have an amendment 


pending to this effect, that there shall be added a clause to be | tured in 
'wn as 


ende: addi to put on the free list cotton ties of iron 
or steel of any thickness for baling cotton, cut to lengths, punched 
or not punched, with or without buckles. I wish to add to that: 


or sacks made from plain woven fabrics suitable for sacks and 
for cotton, gunny cloth, and similar fabrics sui for covering 


Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Georgia please read the 
last clause again? 
Mr. BACON. I propose to add: 


or sacks made from plain woven fabrics suitable for sacks, and 
ng for cotton, gunny cloth, and similar fabries suitable for covering 
cotton. 


Of course the Senator will offer any suggestion as to the phrase- 
ology that he sees proper. z 

I desire to state that the Senate has already acted upon the mat- 
ter of bags for grain and bagging for cotton by an amendment 
offered by the junior Senator from Alabama [Mr. PETTUS], under 
which they were stricken from the dutiablelist, but they have not 
yet been put upon the free list, and if the matter were to remain 
asit now is, they would of course go under the basket clause. I 
offer this in lieu of the original amendment, so that the whole 
provision may be received as one amendment. 

Mr. PE S. Isuggest to the Senator from Georgia that there 


was another amendment. I offered the amendment in reference 
to bagging and bags. The Senator from Arkansas offered another 
amendment, which carried, and struck out jute and the prepara- 
tions of jute. It seems to me that they should all go together. 

Mr. BACON. Ishould be very glad to have the suggestion of 
the Senator incorporated as an amendment to the eios, ener 

Mr. PETTUS. They were all stricken out on the samo day, the 
last on the motion of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not quite hear the suggestion of the Sen- 
atorfrom Alabama. 

Mr. PETTUS. My suggestion is that jute and jute butts were 
stricken out of the dutiable list on the motion of the Senator 
from Arkansas, and they might well be incorporated in this 
amendment, putting them on the free list along with bags or 
sacks, etc. 

Mr. ALLISON. Jute and jute butts are now on the free list, 
I will say to my friend. They are not on the dutiable list, and 
have not been for a good many years. The clauses that have been 
voted on already would be remitted, of course, to the basket clause 
of the dutiable list if they are not specifically put upon the free 
list, and I have no objection to making a t provision cover- 
ing all these things, so that the question may be settled by one 


vote. 
Mr. PETTUS. I will ask the Senator from Iowa to consent 
that they go on the free list. The Senate has already voted on 


them for that purpose. 
Mr. ALLISON. Jute and jute butts are already on the free list. 
Mr. PETTUS. I will confine my request to the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. 


Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 


Mr.PETTUS. They have already been stricken from the duti- 
Ebo ME. NOW I ask the Senator to consent that they be put on 
the . 


Mr. ALLISON. I conld not do that very well, in view of the 
close vote, but I will agree that the question may be voted on, as 
ted by the Senator from Georgia. Of course there will be 

no objection to that. 

Mr. WHITE. I suggest to the Senator from Alabama that there 
may have been a caucus ad interim. 

. ALLISON. lassure the Senator from California that there 
has not been. 

Mr. PETTUS. I hope there has not been. The Senate voted to 
strike them off the dutiable list for the p of putting them 
on the free list, as announced at the time the motion was made. 
That having been decided upon, I h the Senator from Iowa 
will consent that they shall go on the list. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave no power to do that, and inasmuch as 
the vote was a very close one, I think we had better try it over 
again and see whether they can be put on the free list. [am not 
3 to consent to so radical a change as is suggested by the 

r from Alabama. 

Mr. BACON. Ido not understand that the Senate now has the 
free list under consideration, and consequently it is not now im- 
mediately in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not now, but we shall reach the free list very 
soon. There is no objection to the amendment of the Senator 


from Groda being offered now and considered when we reach 
it. Iask the Senate to go to paragraph 415. 

The next poragraph over was paragraph 415, on page 149, 
which was read, as follows: 

415. Feathers and downs of all kinds, including bird skins or thereof 
with the feathers on, crude or not dressed, colored, or otherwise advanced 


rovided for in this act, 15 per 
— — 


or manufac- 
" of down and other manufactures of 


vided for this act, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 20, page 149, I move, in behalf of the 
committee, to strike out ‘‘ fifteen " and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;" so as 
to read: 


Feathers and downs of all kinds, including bird skins or parts thereof with 
the feathers on, crude or not dressed, colored, or otherwise ad van or manu- 
factured in any manner, not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad 


orem. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

255 ALLISON. I will ask if any change has been made in line 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. No change has been made. 


Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 425 is the next paragraph passed 


over. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask the Senator to allow that para- 
graph to go over for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. DoestheSenatorfrom Arkansas refer 
to paragraph 425? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes; I should be glad to have it 
ned over until to-morrow, [A pause.] I withdraw the re- 
ques 
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The Committee on Finance proposed to amend paragraph 425, 
on page 151, line 11, after the word set,“ by striking out 15 
per cent ad valorem;" and on page 152, line 1, after the word 
** set,” by striking out twenty“ and inserting “all the foregoing, 
ten;” so as to e the paragraph read: 

425. Diamonds and other precious stones advanced in condition or value 
from their natural state by cledving, splitting, cutting. or other process, 


and not set. imitations of äs or other precious stones, composed of 


glass or paste, not exceeding an inch in dimensions, not engraved, 


or otherwise ornamented or decorated, and not mounted or set, all 
going, 10 per cent ad valorem, 


Mr. ALLISON. Inline 20, page 151, I move to insert ** 10 per 
cent" instead of 15 per cent." 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the committee amend- 
ment by striking out, in line 20, after the word ‘‘set,”’* fifteen” 
and inserting **ten;" and then to restore the words * per cent ad 
valorem," 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unless objection is made, the com- 
mittee's amendment is disagreed to, and the Senator from Iowa 
moves to insert ten in lieu of fifteen;“ so as to read ‘*10 per 
cent ad valorem." 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Task that the amendment on page 152, line 1, 


be di d to. 3 

The 8 In line 1, page 152, after the word “set,” 
strike out twenty“ and insert “all the foregoing, ten.“ 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISO. There is no further amendment to that para- 


ted, 
ə fore- 


graph, 

The next paragraph passed over was graph 443, page 159, 
which the Committee on Finance proposed to strike out, as follows: 

143. Paintings in oil or water colors, ere pen and ink drawings, and 
statuary, not specially provided for in act, 25 per cent ad valorem; but 
the term “statuary” as used in this act shall be understood to include on} 
such statuary as is cut, carved, or otherwise wrought by hand from a soli 
block or mass of marble, stone, or alabaster, or from metal. and as is the pro- 
fessional production of a statuary or sculptor only. 


Mr. ALLISON. Lask that the Senate disagree to the amend- 
ment striking out that paragraph. When that is done. in behalf 
of the committee, I will move to insert “thirty” instead of 
** twenty-five." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESID The Senator from Iowa moves to 
amend the paragraph. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 12, after the word ‘‘act,” strike out 
“twenty-five” and insert thirty;“ so as to make the paragraph 


443. Paintings in oll or water colors, pastels, and ink drawings, and 
statuary, not specially provided for in this act, 3) per cent ad valorem; but 
the term “statuary,” as used in this act, shall be understood to include uu 
such statuary as is cut, carved, or otherwise wrought by hand from a soli 
block or mass of marbie, stone, or alabaster, or from metal, and as is the pro- 
fessional production of a statuary or sculptor only. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask the Senator from Iowa if he 
does not think that that increase in that rate wonld be more likely 
to prevent importations than to increase revenue? 

Mr. N. Ihopeit will increase revenue. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The experience of the Government 
upon those articles I do not think justifies that hope. 

Mr. ALLISON. It may be de!usive, but we must find revenue 
from some source. I move to insert at the end of the paragraph, 
in line 17, a comma, and the following: 

And shall not include the pedestal or structure on which such statuary may 
be mounted or placed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Iowa the 
reason of that amendment? ere seems to be rather an illegiti- 
mate separation of the two articles, 

Mr. ALLISON. The object is to segregate the pedestal from 
the work of art. 

Mr. WHITE. The amendment has that appearance; but I 
mean, is there any particular object in connection with the reve- 
nue, which the Senator has in view? Is there any particular rea- 
son why the work of art should be assessed at that rate and the 
other article not: in other words, what is the rationale of the 
amendment, if I may inquire? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the Senator will see the real point in 
this amendment, It is to segregate from the work of art the ped- 
estal on which it rests, and that will place the pedestal under an- 
other clause in the bill at 50 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. Let me ask the Senator from Iowa a question. A 
great many of the finest works of art in marble are in one piece; 
the pedestal and the statue are cut outof one block. How is the 
Senator going to make this tax operate in such a case? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwas notaware of that. Isuppose that would 
be an objection. 

Mr. VEST. That is the case. 


Mr. ALLISON. Then I would sayin the amendment, where 


they are separate pieces.” 

Mr. VEST. That is the case. Many of the finest works of art 
in Europe are made out of one block. In fact, the first-class sculp- 
tors pride themselves upon that fact. Lean not see how a custom- 
house officer could separate the pedestal from the statue. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. They could saw it off. [Laughter. 
Mr. ALLISON. If the Secretary will return the amendment, 
think I may be able to modify it so as to cover the point suggested 

by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

Mr. WHI I presume, as the Venus of Milo lost her arms, 
that the separation referred to by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest} can be accomplished. [La aee 

Mr. ALLISON. Idonot think there will beany great difficulty 
abont the matter. If there is, we can arrange it in conference. I 
shall not offer any modification nt present. 

Mr. SEWELL. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa that under 
the present law the pedestal is taxable, while the work of art itself 


is free. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thenext paragraph which was passed 
over will be read, ? 

The Secretary. TheCommitteeon Finance reported to strike 
out paragraph 444, on page 159, line 18, as follows: 

444. Peat moss, $1 per ton. 


Mr. ALLISON. The committee now recommend that that be 
disagreed to. 

Mr. VEST. What became of paragraph 443? Was that passed 
over? 

Mr. ALLISON. It was not passed over. I stated that if there 
was found to be any difficulty we might arrange it later on or in 
conference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Unless objection is made, the report 
of the committee récommending the striking out of paragraph 
444, which has been read, will be disagreed to, and the paragraph 
will stand as it came from the House of Representatives, The 
Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered, 

The next paragraph which was passed over was agraph 445, 
which the Committee on Finance reported to amend, in line 19, on 
page 159, after the words *: pencils of,” to insert paper or;” so as 
to read: 

Pencils of paper or wood filled with lead or other material, and pencils of 
lead, 50 cents per gross. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 44, line 20, before the 
mor cents,“ to strike out “ fifty and insert *'forty;" so as to 
read: 

Forty cents per gross, 

Mr. ALLISON. Iaskto modify that amendment by inserting 
“forty-five” in lieu of “forty.” si 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the committee amend- 
ment by striking out fifty and inserting “forty-five; ” so as to 


Forty-five cents per gross. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 
paragraph 445, line ?1, before the words ** per centum," to strike out 
thirty“ and insert ‘‘ twenty.” A 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to modify that amendment by striking 
out thirty“ and inserting “twenty-five.” 

The SECRETARY. In line 21 of paragraph 445, before the words 
“ner centum,"it is proposed to strike out “thirty” and insert 
„twenty-five;“ so as to read: 

Pencils of or fil it 
uiu Uu UM AME DIPL vadit 
' The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in the 
same paragraph, Line 21, after the words **slate pencils," to strike 
out 4 cents per 100" and insert covered with wood, 35 per 
cent ad valorem; all other slate pencils, 3 cents per 100." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 452 was passed over, I think, at the 
request of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL], who had 
some difficulty about salicylic acid. That paragraph, I believe, 
has already been amended so as to exclude B eras acid. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was passed over at the request of 
the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. 

Mr. SEWELL. I understand that salicylic acid has been re- 
Stored to the dutiable list. 

Mr. ALLISON, It has been restored to the dutiable list and 
taken from the free list. That is my recollection of it. 

Mr.SEWELL. That is correct. 

Mr. WHITE. I did not understand the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. I say that since paragraph 452 was passed over, 
salicylic acid has been restored to the dutiable list by a specific 
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vote, and then the word ‘salicylic ” was stricken from paragraph 
452 of the free list. 

Mr. WHITE. So the idea of the Senator from Iowa is that the 
vote placing salicylic acid upon the dutiable list renders it un- 
necessary to take another vote now? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. We took a separate vote at that time, 
and thereby arranged the objectionable feature of this paragraph. 
So, if there is no further amendment to be offered, I hope that the 
paragraph will stand. 

Mr. J AD. y. Arkansas. The word ''salicylic" comes out of 
paragraph 452, does it? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the paragraph be read as it stands. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

452. Acids: Arsenic or arsenious, benzoic, carbolic, fluoric, hydrochloric or 


muriatic, nitric, oxalic, phosphoric, picric or nitro-picric, prussic and silicic, 
and valerianic. 


Mr. ALLISON, Is paragraph 452 now disposed of? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was disposed of on the 28th instant. 
Without objection, the amendments to the paragraph are agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. My attention is called to two ands in line 
20, and I ask that the first and“ may be stricken out and a comma 
inserted after the word ** prussic." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment will be made, in the 
absence of objection. 

The next paragraph passed over was paragraph 456, on page 162, 
where the Committee on Finance, in line 5, after the word ‘‘an- 
thracin," reported to strike out the words including naphthazarin 
black" and to insert **and all fast black coal-tar dyes; " so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

456. Alizarin, natural or artificial, and dyes derived from alizarin or from 
anthracin, and all fast-black coal-tar dyes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to modify the amendment by striking 
out all after the word ‘‘anthracin;” that is, not only striking out 
the words the committee originally proposed, but also striking out 
the words **and all fast black coal-tar dyes." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be considered as agreed to, striking out, all after the word 
**anthracin," in line 5. 

Mr. VEST. What does the Senator propose to do with the fast 
black coal-tar dyes—to put them under the basket clause, or to put 


a duty upon them? 

Mr. ALLISON. They will go to the basket clause with the duty 
there provided: They will go under chemical compounds, and 
will all be dutiable. 

The next paragraph which was passed over was paragraph 460, 
beginning in line 11, on page 162, as follows: 

400. Any animalimported specially for breeding 1 75 shall be admitted 
free: Provided, That no such animal shall be admitted free unless pure bred 
ofa recognized breed, and duly registered in the book of record established 
for that breed: And provided furt er, That certificate of such record and of 
the pedi of such animal be produced and submitted to the customs 
officer, daly authenticated by the proper custodian of such book of record. 

ther with the affidavit of the owner, agent, or importer that such anima 
is the identical animal described in said certificate of record and igree. 
The Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe such additional regi 
may be required for the strict enforcement of this provision, 

Mr. ALLISON. Icall the attention of the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. CHILTON] to the amendment which he offered to this para- 
graph some daysago. The committee have considered the amend- 
ment, and they think it a wise amendment to adopt. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment referred to by the 
Senator from Iowa, which was offered by the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. CHIL TON], to inserta proviso in line 21, on page 162, para- 

h 460, has already been adopted. 
. ALLISON. I did not know that. 

Mr, CHILTON. That was agreed to several days ago. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Arkansas P JONES] desires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Will the Secretary read paragraph 
460 as it stands? 3 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is no change made in ag paraz 

aph except the amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas. 

he Secretary does not appear to haye the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. My proposition was to insert the pro- 
vision that was in the Wilson bill on this subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been sent to the Secretary's 
desk. 

Mr. MILLS. It is in this bill. Will the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Quay] refer me to the particular paragraph about 
cattle? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 373 of the Wilson law. 

Mr.QUAY. Idid not understand the remark of the Senator 
from Texas directed to me a moment ago, - 

Mr. MILLS. It was with reference to the cattle provision. I 
was asking in what paragraph of the bill it was to be found, as 
the Senator is familiar with it. . ; 

Mr, QUAY. It is to be found, as the committee have placed it, 


tions as 


in the free list. I thought it properly ought to go with the para- 
graph relating to the duty on cattle; but the committee differ with 
me. It does not matter, so far as the result is concerned, where 


it goes. 
Ar. MILLS. I want to call it up and have it acted upon now. 
It reads as follows: 


Cattle, horses, sheep, or other domestic animals which have strayed across 
the ere oe into any foreign country, or have been or may be driven 
across such boundary line by the owner for temporary pasturage purposes, 
together with their increase, may be brought back to the United States free 
of duty under regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. QUAY. I understand the committee are ready to adopt 
the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee do not recommend its adoption, 
but they are perfectly willing it shall be voted upon now if the 
Senator from Texas offers it. s 

Mr. QUAY. Then let us take the vote upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. 

: Tue SECRETARY. At the end of paragraph 460 it is proposed to 
insert: 

Cattle, horses, sheep, or other domestic animals which have strayed across 
AQ a Ea re Peta Do pictus 
across such boundar s 
together with their OM DAT be 8 bark tot Punite States TA 
of duty under regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. QUAY. I move the adoption of the amendment, Mr. 
President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question ison the amendment 
ok Sc by the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], which has been 
read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Iowa inquired of 
me if this was the exact language of the Wilson law. The word 
„temporary“ is in the amendment as proposed, but it is not in 
the law now. There is that difference. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the word “temporary” ought to bo 
there. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That word is in the amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. As the Senator asked me the ques- 
tion, I wanted him to know exactly what is proposed. The word 
“ temporary " weakens the provision, 

Mr. ALLISON. I simply stated that the committee did not 
recommend it. They feared that there might be some confusion 
under it, unless there were some better regulations than those pro- 
posed by the S:nator from Texas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The word“ temporary“ will cover 
it. There is no difficalty in the administration of it now, as I 
understand. 

Mr. MILLS. 917591 8 will do. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph as amended will be 
agreed to, in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read paragraph 4631, which the Committee on 
Finance proposed to insert as a new paragraph, as follows: 

463}. Antitoxin. 


Mr. ALLISON. Ihopethat amendment will be disagreed to, 
and I call the attention of the Senator from Californiato it. On 
examination the coinmittee, in their judgment, think it is not 
wise to adopt the amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. I should like to understand the reasons for it. 
Antitoxin is a medicine of great value. It has been found to be 
most necessary in the treatment of that dire disease, diphtheria. 
The Board of General Appraisers of the United States, located at 
New York, held that it was not dutiable, coming under the gen- 
eral designation of vaccine virus; but the United States district 
court held as the blood of the horse was used in preparing the 
medicine antitoxin, and as the blood of the horse had nothing to 
do with vaccine virus, and was not connected with it, that it was 
a different substance. Both are used for the purpose of counter- 
acting or preventing or curing disease. 

It appears to me utterly irrational to exclude from the market 
such an article as antitoxin, or to place any impediment, indeed, 
upon its general use in the cheapest way. It does not come under 
any of the provisions justifyingthe collection of a duty. If there 
should be exemptions as to anything, it should be as to an article 
of that character: but I presume there is some one engaged in the 
business of making it less easy to cure diphtheria, and such pro- 
gramme needs enconragement. 

Icertainly willnot withdraw the amendment. Istatedthefacts 
at the time I made the motion, and the amendment was deliber- 
ately incorporated in the bill, and can only be removed, as I have 
said, at the suggestion of some interest affected. 

Mr. ALLISON. Do I understand thatit is part of the bill now. 

Mr. WHITE. It was adopted, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands it was agreed 
to on the day it was submitted. ` 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir; I stated the facts and referred to the 
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decision of the court, which was rendered by Judge Wheeler, and 
which I can get in a moment, 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not wish to go back to it. Ionly wish to 
say that there are a number of manufacturers in this country and 
there are a great number of boards of health who manufacture 
antitoxin, who have told the committee that much of what is im- 

rted is spurious and imperfect; and that it is much better to 

ve it carefully examined and have a small duty upon it. 

Mr. WHITE. If that were so, then it should apply to vaccine 
virus or any other medicine. 1f there is any board of health in 
this country engaged in manufacturing antitoxin, which board of 
health desires to impose a duty upon it, that board of health ought 
to be summarily ejected from office and be compelled to pursue 
892 n and robbing vocation without drawing a salary from 
the public. 

r. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not understand that this 
matter was agreed to. Certainly it has been published in the list 
of paragraphs which were ovest d over, and it is to be found in that 
list. on 47, which was prepared by the Secretary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the provision 

. was first inserted and then ed over for further action. 

Mr. WHITE. Doos the Senator desire to refer to the RECORD? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I understand ‘‘antitoxin” was 
inserted; that then it was passed over for further action, and now 
comes up. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, If it was inserted, that is all we 


want. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is like a great many other par- 
agraphs which have been over for further consideration. 
Mr. WHITE. It was incorporated in the bill at the time, as I 


remember distinctly. 
ENT. The next paragraph passed over will 


The VICE-PRES. 
be stated. 

The Secretary read the amendments proposed by the Committee 
on Finance to paragraph 470, on page 104, which were, in line 4, 
after the words United States,“ to insert ront articles upon 
which an internal-revenue tax is levied);" in line 7, after the word 
„means,“ to strike out ‘‘casks, barrels, carboys, bags, avd other 
vessels of American manufacture exported filled with American 
products, or exported empty and returned filled with foreign prod- 
ucts, including shooks when returned as barrels or boxes; also 

uicksilver flasks or bottles, of either domestic or foreign manu- 

acture, which shall have been actually exported from the United 
States;” in line 16, after the word Treasury,” to strike out ** but 
the exemption of bags from duty shall apply only to such domestic 
bags as may be imported by the exporter thereof, and if any such 
articles are subject to internal tax at the time of exportation, such 
tax shall be proved to have been paid before exportation and not 
refunded;" in line 22, after the word“ made," to strike out the 
reimportation of which is hereby prohibited except upon payment 
of duties equal to the drawbacks allowed;" and in line 1, on page 
165, after the word law,“ to strike out “And provided further, 
That when manufactured tobacco which has been exported with- 
out payment of internal-revenue tax shall be reimported, it shall 
be retained in the custody of the collector of customs until inter- 
nal-revenue stamps in payment of the legal duties shall be placed 
thereon;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

470. Articles the growth, produce, and manufacture of the United States 
d ad eoe, s upon which an internal-revenue tax is levied), when returned 
after having been exported, without having been advanced in value or im- 
proved in condition by any process of manufacture or other means; but proof 
of the — 1 of such articles shall be made, under general regulations to 
be prescri by the 558 of the Treasury: Provided. That this para- 

h shall not apply to any article upon which an allowance of drawback 
— been made, rs any article manufactured in bonded warehouse and ex- 
. ported under any provision of law. 

Ped E mn The comitio Mairie several 5 
of changes in this paragraph. It is substantially the paragraph 
of the law of 1890, with a slight modification made in 1894. The 
general plan of the committee as respects this paragraph was de- 
cided upon at an early stage in the consideration of the bill. The 
committee now pro to withdraw all the amendments to this 

aragraph and allow it to stand as it stands in the law of 1894, 

ut recommend, in line 11, after the word **shooks," there be in- 
serted the words “and staves.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
amendments heretofore proposed by the committee to the para- 
graph will be rejected. 

.WHITE. If the Senator from Iowa will permit a sugges- 
tion, the portion of this paragraph in regard to the drawback 
upon bags will not read, I think, harmoniously unless the bill is 
changed in its present appearance in relation to bags. Bags have 
been removed from the position in the dutiable list in which they 
were originally placed; and of course, without further action, 
they will go into the basket clause. "Those who believe that the 
should not be dutiable will, at the proper time, offer an amend- 
ment upon that subject; and if they do not change their opinion, 
of course they will go on the free list, and it will not be necessary 
1o have a drawback upon them. 


Mr. ALLISON. That is true; but the bagging paragraph will 
be reached very soon. I suggest to the Senator that we dispose 
of this and then modify it. 8 

Mr. MILLS. What is the paragraph? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 5 470. The Senator from 
Iowa suggests that the amendments of the committee be disagreed 
to. = there objection? The Chair hears none, and they are dis- 
agr to. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘shooks,” inline 17, it is pro- 

sed to insert ** and staves.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be considered as agreed to. The paragraph is open to amend- 


ment. 
Mr. ALLISON, The next paragraph printed in the text is 4731. 
TheSECRETARY. The following amendment was passed over: 


473}. Bagging for cotton. gunny cloth, and all similar material suitable for 
8 cotton, composed in whole or in part of hemp, flax, jute, or jute 
i 


Mr. PETTUS. I desire to propose an amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. If agreeable to the Senator in char 
I would personally prefer that the provision regarding bagging 
should go over until to-morrow. There are some matters in con- 
nection with it which I have not at hand at this moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama con- 
sent? 

Mr. WHITE. Of course I am friendly to placing it upon the 
free list. If the Senator from Iowa has no objection I should like 
to have it go over. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection if it is ble to the 
Senator from Alabama. It is an important amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. Very important. : 

Mr. ALLISON. The revenue is affected to the extent of six or 
seven million dollars. and we ought to consider it with great care. 

Mr. WHITE. It strikes me the Senator from Iowa is unduly 
alarmed about that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not alarmed at all. 

Mr. WHITE. I retract the statement, for, judging by the bill, 
I have no reason to assume that the absence of revenue alarms the 
Senator from Iowa. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The paragraph will go over. 

'The Secretary read as follows: 

476}. Bauxite or beauxite, crude, not refined or otherwise advanced in 
condition. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that the amendment be disagreed to, as 
the article has already been placed upon the dutiable list. 

The amendment was rejected. ` 

The Secretary read as follows: 


493}. Burlaps and bags for grain made of burlaps. 


Mr. ALLISON. That is a kindred amendment. It was not 

Sp rpm by the committee, but offered by an individual Senator. 
r. GRAY. Let it go over with the other ph. 

Mr. ALLISON. It may go over with the other paragraph. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection, that will 
be the order. 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 4954, bleaching powder, I believe, itj 
an amendment offered by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. 
Inasmuch as we have already taken a decisive vote upon the ques- 
tion, unless the Senator from Delaware desires a further vote 

Mr. GRAY. Let us vote on it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as a new paragraph: 

495}. Bleaching powder. 


The amendment was rejected. 

The SECRETARY. The committee report an amendment to in- 
sert as a new paragraph: 

50a. Charcoal. 


'The amendment was AL M to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next passed-over amendment 


will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In porca 504 the Committee on Finance 
reported an amendment, to strike out, in line 8, after the word 
“coal,” the comma and the words ** anthracite, and coal;" so as to 


make the paragraph read: 
504. Coal stores of American vessels, but none shall be unloaded. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iaskthatthe paragraph may be passed over, 
in order that it may be considered to-morrow morning in connec- 
es with the amendment suggested by the Senator from Cali- 

ornia. 

"Mr. ALLEN. What has become of paragraph 500b? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is an amendment proposed by 
an individual Senator, and not by the committee 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 500b has already been disposed of, 
It has been struck from the bill. 


of the bill, 
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The SECRETARY. 
mittee is to strike out paragraph 505, in the following words: 


The next passed-over amendment of the com- 


505. Coal tar, crude, and pitch of coal tar, and dead or creosote oil. Aniline 
and derivatives, toluidine and derivatives, xylidine, cumidine, binitrotoluole, 
binitrobenzole, benzidine and derivatives, tolidine and derivatives, dianisi- 
dine, naphtole and derivatives, naphtylamine and derivatives, benzaldehyde, 
benzyl chloride and derivatives, phtalic acid and derivatives, and resorcine. 
Tone of me derivatives referred to above, however, shall include any coal-tar 

yes or colors. 


And to insert in lieu thereof the following: 


505. Coal tar, crude, pitch of coal tar. and products of coal tar known as 
dead or creosote oil, benzol, toluol, naphthaline, xylol, phenol, and cresol. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
_Mr. MILLS. The Senate is not passing regularly over the free 


list. 
_ Mr. ALLISON. We are simply taking up the passed-over 


items. 

Mr. MILLS. I wish to offer some amendments after the com- 
mittee get through. , 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; that will be in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment is paragraph 
5173, proposed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. 

r. BACON. As that is a kindred subject to the one already 
passed, I suggest to the Senator from Iowa that it also go over 
until to-morrow 8 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, it will go 


over. ^ 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I have been absent from the Cham- 
ber fora moment. I desire to inquire what was done with para- 
graph 500a? 

Mr. GRAY. It was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. What was done with paragraph 505? 

Mr. ALLISON. It was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. I have been gravely misinformed with respect to 
the disposition of the committee as to both of these items. That 
is all I have to say. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not understand the Senator. 

Mr. QUAY. Isay I have been very gravely misinformed as to 
the intention of the committee with respect to both of these items. 


Mr. ALLISON, What does the Senator from Pennsylvania de- 
sire about them? . 
Mr. QUAY. My understanding was that charcoal was to go 


upon the dutiable.list, and that paragraph 505 was to be stricken 
out, and those articles were to go under a revenue duty of 20 per 
cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator desires that the paragraphs be 
passed over, I shall be glad to have it done. 

Mr. Quay. It is not worth while to them over if the com- 
mittee agreed as to what disposition it will make of them. We 
all stand confined and imprisoned by the steel pact of the Repub- 
lican caucus. If you gentlemen know what you are going to do, 
we might as well dispose of the paragraphs now. 

Mr. WHITE. I suggest that this is scarcely a case for obtain- 
ing a decree of specific performance. 

Mr. UAY. Let the paragraphs be passed over for the present. 

Mr. LISON. I ask that they may be passed over. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. They have been agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraphs will be over. 

Mr. ALLISON. By unanimous consent they may be considered 
as P une over. Lask unanimous consent to that effect. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraphs 500a and 505 will be 
d over. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Iowa will permit me, as the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Perros] has introduced a separate 
amendment covering the question of grain sacks and cotton bag- 
ging, I will withdraw that part of the amendment which I offered 
this afternoon, in order that there may not be two amendments 
pending at the same time to the same effect. So the amendment 
which 
which relates solely to the question of cotton ties, the matter of 
cotton bagging and of grain sacks being covered by the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Alabama. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 'The Secretary will report the Sena- 
tor’s amendment, which will be laid over. 

'The Secretary read as follows: 

5174. Cotton ties of iron or steel, of any thickness, for baling cotton, cut to 
leng punched or not punched, with or without buckles. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed. . 

Mr. ALLISON. It goes over? $ 

Mr.FAULKNER. Yes, sir. j 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 525 has not been disposed of. 

, Mr. VEST. Loffered an amendment to the paragraph. 
| Mr. ALLISON. I believe it has not been finally disposed of, 


will consider as pending will be the original amendment, |* 


The SECRETARY. Paragraph 525 as amended reads as follows: 


Diamonds and other precious stones, rough or uncut, and not sdvanced in 

condition or value from their natural state by cleaving, splitting, cutting, or 
other process, including miners', gan and engravers’ diamonds not set 
and jewels to be used in the manufacture of clocks and watches, and diamond 
dust or bort. : 
. Mr. ALLISON. It was my purpose to insert the words ‘‘and 
jewels for use in the manufacture of watches or clocks" at the 
end of the paragraph, after the word **bort." I think it would be 
a little more convenient to have it that way, but 1 do not see any 
practical objection to its insertion where it is. 

Mr. VEST. Iask that the paragraph may again be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

525. Diamonds and other qunm stones, rough or uncut, and not advanced 
in condition or value from their natura! state by cleaving, splitting, cutting, 
or other process, including miners’, glaziers’, and engravers’ diamonds not 
set. and jewels to be used in the manufacture of clocks and watches, and 


3 dust or bort; and jewels for use in the manufacture of watches or 
locks. 


Mr. VEST. The Secretary has jewels for watches and clocks in 


twice. 

Mr. ALLISON. Jewels for the manufacture of watches and 
clocks is inserted twice there. I suggest that it be taken out in 
one place. 

Mr. VEST. Why not add it at the end of the paragraph, after 
the word “ bort,” as I did in the amendment I offered? Say and 
jewels to be used in the manufacture of clocks and watches.” 

Mr. ALLISON. That is, in line 25? 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is in twice now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to add at the end of the para- 
graph the words: 

And jewels to be used in the manufacture of clocks and watches. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON, There should be a comma after the word 
bort.“ 

Mr. VEST. Strike out the period and put in a comma. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment which Loffered will bestricken 
from the serap 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the para- 
graph as it now stands. 

The Secretary read as follows: : 

525. Diamonds and other precious stones, ror 
in condition or value from their natural state by cleaving, splitting, cutting, 
or other process, including miners’, glaziers’, and engravers’ diamonds not 
set, and diamond dust or bort, and jewels to be used in the manufacture of 
clocks and watches. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment has been agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


hor uncut, and not advanced 


530. Emery ore. 

Mr. ALLISON. 3 530 stands. 
The Secretary read as follows: 

532a. Farina. 


Mr. ALLISON. L ask that r may be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be ed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iaskthat 532b, which has been agreed to, may 
be reconsidered and struck from the free list, as we have already 
made the article dutiable in another paragrap 

Mr. JONES of Arkausas. What is that? 

Mr. ALLISON. 532b. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: : 

532b. Fashion plates, engraved on steel or copper or on wood, colored or 


plain. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment which has been read. 
The amendment" was rejected. 
Mr. AD A I oe oo beni of the committee 
ragraph 5343. I withdraw the amendment. 
PA VEST. What is the amendment? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated, 
'The Secretary read as follows: 
5313. Fence posts. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, upon suggestion 
of the committee, paragraph 5311 is withdrawn. 
The next passed-over committee amendment was to insert the 
following as à new paragraph: 
535}. Fish, fresh, frozen or packed in ice (except salmon), caught in the 


Great Lakes or other tresh waters by or for American fishermen or citizens 
of the United States. 


Mr. ALLISON. That paragraph may be agreed to. 

T ie amendment was agreed to. 

The next passed-over amendment was to insert the following as 
a new paragraph: 

537}. Floor mattings, manufactured 


from round or split straw, including 
what is commonly known as Chinese matting. 
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Mr. ALLISON. Thatis an amendment offered by a Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest] offered the amendment. * 

Mr. ALLISON. We are ready to have it disposed of. 

Mr. VEST. We voted to put these articles upon the free list. 
Does the Senator from Iowa want another vote? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was passed over. 

Mr. VEST. We voted it outof the dutiable list, for I madethe 
motion and called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WHITE. It would have been much simpler to have voted 
directly upon the question of placing the articles upon the free 
list; but we did not, and hence the necessity of having another 
vote. Isuggest it is too late this evening for a vote, and that the 
3 may be passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be passed over. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


546. Grease and oils (excepting fish oils), such as are commonly used in 
soap making or in wire drawing. or for stuffing or dressing leather, and which 
&re fit only for such uses, and not specially provided for by name in this act. 


Mr. ALLISON. In line 4, after the word **oils," I move to in- 
sert 5 oils." 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary states that the amend- 


ment has already been agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. It has been agreed to. I ask now that the 
paragraph may be read as it stands. 

The Secre again read the paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 5474, gunny bags, will go over. 


The VICE-PRESID . Paragraph 5474, at the suggestion of 
the Senator from Iowa, will go over. 

Mr. ALLISON, It goes over as a part of a contested amend- 
ment. I also ask that P ph 550 may go over. It must be 
modified so as to meet the amendment already made with respect 
to cattle hides. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be passed 
over. 

'Thenext passed-over amendment of the committee was, in para- 
graph 558, page 174, line 8, after the word“ indigo,“ to insert 
* whether natural or artificially prepared;" so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

558. Indigo, whether natural or artificially prepared. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that the committee amendment may be 
disagreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. . 

The next passed-over amendment was to insert as a new para- 
graph: 

Bülj. Iron ore. 

Mr. ALLISON. That, I believe, has been settled by agreein 


to a paragraph in the dutiable list imposing 40 cents a ton. Ias 
ihe Senate to disagree to the amendment. 

The VICE-P ENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be rejected. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


578. Lime, chloride of, or bleaching powder. 


Mr. ALLISON. "That is to be stricken out. 
T VICE-PRESIDENT. The line will be stricken from the 


"The SECRETARY. The next passed-over amendment is one pro- 
posed by the Senator from California, as follows: 

5814. Magnesia, sulphate of, or Epsom salts. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iaskthat the paragraph may be passed over. 

Mr.HOAR. What has become of paragraph 581? 

Mr. ALLISON. It was di > 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been disposed of. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask that it may be. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be consideredas 


agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. What was the amendment just agreed to? 

Mr. ALLISON. Task that paragraph 5814 may be passed over. 
I think it is already on the dutiable list. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 5814 will be passed over, 
at the suggestion of the Senator from lowa. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

584. Manganese, oxide and ore of. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is to be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, If there be no objection, the para- 
graph wil be over. 

r. ALLISON. Let us go to paragraph 592, 

The SECRETARY. The Committee on Finance report an amend- 
ment, to strike out paragraph 592, in the following words: 

692. Mineral salts obtained by evaporation from mineral waters, when ac- 


com: a duly authenticated certificate and satisf: proof, show- 
eres ores in te "way artificially prepared, and are only of 


Mr. ALLISON. Task that the committee amendment may be 
disagreed to. 


592 stands. 

The next ph passed over was paragraph 608, on page 
55 which etc a on Finance proposed to strike out, as 
ollows: 


603. Oils: Amber, crude or rectified, ambergris, anise or anise seed, aniline, 
cajeput, caraway, t, chamomile, civet, cocoanut, enfleurage grease, 
fennel, jasmine or jasimine, juglandium, r. mace, neroli, or orange 
flower. nut oil or oil of nuts die aer ed for in this act, olive dil or 
olive-oil foots rted exp y for manufacturing or r- 
poses and fit only for such use, palm, thyme, or um red or white, walectans 
and also spermaceti, whale and other fish oils of American fisheries, and fish 
and all o articles the ucts of such fisheries; petroleum, erude or re- 
fined: Provided, That if there be imported into the United Btates crude 
siege: or the products of crude petroleum produced in an reri 


which imposes a duty on petroleum or its ucts exported from Uni 
States, tbere shall m De a end RA said crude petroleum 


(paa, and 
or its produçts so imported 40 per cent ad valorem. 
And in lieu thereof to insert: 
603. Oils: Almond, amber. cruda and dd ambergris, anise or anise 
aspic or ender, ot, cajeput, caraway, cin- 
namon, cedrat, chamornil e, citronella Ere mim e civet, Fini gren jasmine, 
or jasimine, juglandium, juniper, lavender, lemon, limes, mace, neroli or 
orange flower, enfleurage grease, nut oil or oil of nuts not otherwise 
provided for in this act, orange oil, olive oil for manufacturing or 
purposes fit only for such use and valued at not more than 60 cents per gallon, 
ottar of roses, and cocoanut, or anthoss, sesame or sesamum 
seed or bean, thyme, origanum red or white, valerian; and also s ti, 


whale, and other fish oils of American fisheries. and all fish and other - 
ucts, of such fisheries: i 


bi oleum, crude or refined: Provided, That if there 
beim into the United Statescrude petroleum, or the products of crude 
jene eum produced in any country which imposes a d on petroleum or 
cce opo a pee d 
so impo: [equal to the duty — — by such ccna: = 2 

Mr. ALLISON, Iask that paragraph 603 may be passed over. 
Itis an apara amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No objection being made, the para- 
graph will be passed "e 

e next ph passed over was paragraph 6051, on page 

179, which the Committee on Finance proposed to insert as a new 
paragraph, as follows: ; 

6063. Paintings, in oil or water colors, original drawings and sketches, and 


artists’ proofs of etchings and engravings, and sta ,not otherwise 
vided for in this act: but the d stata tee he 


ala 
and the word "painting" as usedin thisact shall mot be understood to i ude 
such as are made wh or in part by stenciling or any other mechanical 
process, nor any article of utility. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that that amendment may be disagreed 
to. We have just placed these on the dutiable list. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. Icould not hear the Senator from Iowa. What 
Ricci pny DEAE 

X; SEN E at ph 6064 might be di 

to, as we have this day put thesearticles upon the dutiable list. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Where? 

Mr. ALLISON. In paragraph 443. 

Mr. VEST. They can not be taken off the free list without a 
yea-and-nay vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will remind the Senator 
from Missouri that two amendments were made to paragraph 443. 

Mr. ALLISON. Has the amendment inserting paragraph 606} 


been 8 to? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is waiting for the Senator 
from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. Let it go over. I want to look at it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. The next paragraph is 6074, the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Arkansas. i 

The Secretary read as follows: 

607}. Paris green and london purple. 
aM JONES of Arkansas. I presume there is no objection to 

Mr. ALLISON. I will allow it to go in anyway, and we will see 
what becomes of it later. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, fhe amendment 
P to, and 3 6074 is ag 

ECRETARY. e next paragraph passed over is on page 

180, after line 19, as follows: : > 
JJ. ĩͤ itai quei 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 20 1 move to strike out “Plaster rock, 
or sum, and;" and in the same line, after the word “alba,” to, 
strike out the words “crude and not calcined, ground or other- 


wise advanced from the natural state; so as to read: 
615. Terra alba. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The SECRETARY. The next paragraph passed over is paragraph 


619, on page 181. The Committee on Finance propose to amend, 
in line 4, after the word “Potash,” by striking out ‘‘ carbonate 
of" and inserting “crude, or ‘black salts; carbonate of potash, 
crude or refined; hydrate of, or caustic potash, not including re- 
fined in sticks or rolls;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

619. Potash, crude, or black salts;" carbonate of potash. crude or refined; 
hydrate of, or caustic potash, not including refined in sticks or rolls; nitrate 

tash or saltpeter, crude; sulphate of potash, crude or refined, and mu- 
Hate of potash. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that this amendment may be agreed to 
and then the paragraph passed over. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the paragraph insert the words 
“and cyanide of potassium.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the 
amendments have been agreed to. 7 . 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment just read by the Secretary is 
not an amendment of the committee. It is an amendment offered 
by some Senator. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was offered by the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. 555 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask that that paragraph be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment of the committee will be agreed to and the paragraph will 
be over. 

Mr. MILLS. Isit decided to go on beyond 5 o'clock? 

Mr. ALLISON. We will go on just a few moments longer. 

The next paragraph passed over was paragraph 6224, on page 
182, which the Committee on Finance proposed as a new para- 
graph, as follows: 


l, or se of learning in the United States, or any State or public 
H — , and not for sale; but the term “regalia as herein used shall be held 
to embrace only such 


rg 3 8 s oa as n be worn 
rson or borne e ng public exercises of the society 
or institution, and shall not include articles of furniture or fixtures, or of 
regular wearing apparel, nor personal property of individuals. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask that paragraph 622} may also be passed 
over for the time baing. : 2 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection, paragraph 
bei] will be passed over. : 

r. ALLISON. Paragraph 6224 being passed over, paragraph 

628 comes next, I move toamend the amendment of the commit- 
tee at their uest by strikin: si from the amendment the words 
** beet," “radish,” and“ spinach." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will first state the 
amendment of the committee. ‘Sar? 

The SECRETARY. The Committee on Finance propose to amend 
paragraph 628, on page 183, line 5, by inserting after the word 
„Anise the words“ beet, canary;" in line 6, before the word cot- 
ton," by inserting “cauliflower, coriander;" in line 7, after the 
word ‘‘hoarhound,” by inserting **mangel-wurzel;" in the same 
line, after the word mustard,“ by inserting *‘radish;” in line 8, 
after the word or,“ by striking out ** bene" and inserting *‘ bean;" 
in the same line, after the word“ bean,” by striking out sugar 
beet" and inserting *'spinach;" in the same line, after the word 
“spinach,” by striking out **mangel-wurzel;" in line 9, after the 
word seed,“ by striking out the comma and the word“ and“ and 
inserting a semicolon and the words “bulbs and bulbous roots, 
not edible;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

: , way, cardamom, i - 
TTT — KOA ROR 3 
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n not specially provided for in this act. 3 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I ask that the word ** beet” be struck out 
from the first amendment. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Beet, radish, and spinach. 

Mr. ALLISON. Beet, canary.” : Tb E 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘Anise,” in line 5, it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘‘beet, canary.” ?“ 

Mr. ALLISON. That is to be disagreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
whether it is designed to put a duty on beet seed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itisnot. This is not sugar-beet seed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is di to. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5, after the word ‘‘cardamom,” insert 
“cauliflower, coriander.” 

Mr. ALLISON. That ought to be agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 


is & to. 
e SECRETARY. In line 7, after the word ** hoarhound,” insert 
** mangel-wurzel," 
Tho amendment was agreed to. 


De 5 In line 7, after the word mustard,” insert 
radish.” 
Mr. ALLISON. “Radish” is to be stricken out. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is disagreed to. 

The Secretary. In line 8, after the word or,“ strike out 
** bene" and insert ** bean.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. In line 8, after the word “bean,” strike out 
“sugar beet.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Let that be disagreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is disagreed to. 

Mr. MANTLE. Do I understand that the committee are strik- 
ing out “sugar beet” from the free list? ! 

Mr. ALLISON. We are putting it on. 

Mr. MANTLE, You do not propose to put a duty on it? 

Mr. ALLISON. By disagreeing to our amendment it remains 
on the free list. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It leaves it on the free list. The 
amendment is disagreed to. : 

The Secretary. In line 8, after the words sugar beet,“ in- 
ert the word “spinach.” 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is to be disagreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is disagreed to. 

The SECRETARY. In line 8, after the words sugar beet,” strike 
out ** mangel-wurzel." : 

Mr. ALLISON. That should be agreed to and left as it came 
from the House. T 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has once been inserted in line 7. 

: Mr. ALLISON. Yes; that is above. It should be stricken ont 
ere. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. In line 9, after the word “seed,” strike out 
the comma and the word *and" and insert a semicolon and the 
words ‘* bulbs and bulbous roots, not edible." 

Mr. ALLISON. And then add to it “and not otherwise pro- 
vided for." 

The SECRETARY. And in line 10, after the word “edible,” it is 
proposed to insert the words **and not otherwise provided for." 
A E ont T. Without objection, the amendment 

0. 
. TELLER. Now let the paragraph be read as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the para- 
graph as now amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

623, Seeds: Anise, caraway, cardamom, cauliflower, coriander, cotton, cum- 
min, fennel, fenugreek, hemp, hoarhound, mangel-wurzel, mustard, rape, 
St. John's bread or bean, sugar beet, sorghum or sugar cane for seed; bulba 
and bulbous roots. not edible and not otherwise provided for; all flower and 
grass seeds; all the foregoing not specially provided for in this act. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is all right. 

De VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph stands amended as 
rea 

The next paragraph passed over was paragraph 636, on page 184, 
which the Committee on Finance proposed to insert as a new para- 
graph, as follows: 

636}. Skins of all kinds, raw (except sheepskins with the wool on), and hides 
not specially provided for in this act. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

The next paragraph passed over was paragraph 646, on page 185, 
as follows: 

646. Sulphur, lac or precipitated, and sulphur or brimstone, crude, in bulk, 


sulphur ore as pyrites, or sulphuret of iron in its natural state, containing in 


excess of 25 per cent of sulphur, and sulphur not otherwise provided for. 

Mr. ALLISON. 1t is the purpose of the committee to recom- 
mend that crude sulphur be placed upon the dutiable list at 50 
cents a ton. The committee are not quite ready to present that 
amendment and make this paragraph accord with it. So I ask 
that it be passed over for the evening. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection, paragraph 
646 will be over. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph passed over, paragraph 
650, page 185, which the Committee on Finance proposed to amend, 
in line 20, after the word tea, by striking out “and tea;" so as to 


650. Tea plants. 

Mr.ALLISON. Iask that that may be 
have not yet dealt with it on the dutiable list. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will. be passed over, 

'The next paragraph passed over was paragraph 666, on e 187, 
which the Committee on Finance proposed to strike out, as follows: 


666. Wearing . e articles of personal adornment, toilet articles, and 
‘ects of persons arriving in the Uni States; but x- 
Buch articles as actually 


over, because we 


accompany and are in the 
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use of, and as are necessary and appropriate for the wear and use of such 
persons for the immediate aw es of the journey and present comfort and 
he 


convenience, and shall not ld to apply to merchandise or articles in- 
tended for other persons or for sale; and in case the persons thus arriving 
are citizens or residents of the United States, the articles exempted shall not 
exceed $100 in value, nor shall the exemption apply to residents of other corn- 
tries entering the United States more than once in each year: Provided, how- 
ever, That all the wearing apparel and other personal effects of residents of 
the United 3 so returning, as may have been taken by them out of the 
United States to foreign countries, and which bave not been advanced in 
value or improved in condition by any process of labor or manufacture in 
such countries, shall be admitted free of duty, without regard to their value, 

n their identity being established under appropriate rules and regula- 
tions to b» prescri by the Secretary of the 8 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


006. Wearing * 4 . articles of personal adornment, toilet articles, and 
similar personal effects of 8 arriving in the United States; but this 
exemption shall only include such articles as actually accompany and are 
in the use of, and as are necessary and appropriate for the wear and use of 
such persofis, for the ediate pur of the journey and present com- 
fort and convenience, and shall not held toapply to merchandise or ar- 
ticles intended for other persons or for sale. 


Mr. ALLISON. That paragraph may lead to some debate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will be very apt to lead to debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the paragraph 
will be passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask that paragraph 655, line 2, 186, be 
stricken out, those articles having been placed on the dutiable list. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


655. Tonquin, tonqua, or tonka beans. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
striking out paragraph 655 is agreed to. : 

Mr. ALLISON. In p aph 668, line 21, page 187, I move to 
insert, after the words pulp woods," the words“ deal ends," put- 
ting deal ends on the free list. A 

The SECRETARY. Amend the committee amendment in para- 
graph 668, page 187, line 21, after the words ‘‘ pulp woods," by in- 
serting the words deal ends;" so as to read: 


Wood: Logs and round unmanufactured timber, including poplar and 
other pulp woods, deal ends, firewood, etc. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask that paragraph 668 may be passed over, 
because we have modified the dutiable list in regard to this sub- 
wee There are one or two things here in the paragraph that will 

ve to be looked into. I ask that it may go over until to-mor- 


row. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 668 will be passed over, 
in the absence of objection. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Isuggest to the Senator that a para- 
graph be added numbered 642}, incorporating the paragraph in 
the present law, as follows: 


Stamps: Foreign postage or revenue stamps, canceled or uncanceled. 


Mr. ALLISON. Has the Senator his amendment ready? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Thatis all there is of it, to insert as 
paragraph eri what I have read. It would be a pro lace for 
it to come in, I think, on page 184, inserting the word **Stamps," 
then add a colon and the words, Foreign postage or revenue 
stamps. canceled or uncanceled." 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is the same language as in the 
present law. I understand. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is the same. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let it go in. 

Mr. ALLISON. Allright. Ido not object, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is agreed to and the new paragraph is ang op 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish tosubmit an amendment to paragraph 666. 

Mr. LODGE. What became of paragraph 668? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was passed over. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want to submit an amendment to paragraph 
666, that it may go over withthe amendment. It is to insert, after 
the word ‘‘convenience,” in line 16, the words“ not exceeding $100 
in value.” 

Mr. MILLS. That all goes over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska proposes 
an amendment to be considered at the time paragraph 666 is taken 


up. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. s 

Mr. ALLEN. Let it be passed over with the paragraph. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be passed over 
with the paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. Imove that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

'The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eighteen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
30 minutes p, m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, July 1, 1897, at 11 o'clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 80, 1897. 
LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS. 

John Russell Young, of Pennsylvania, to be Librarian of Con- 
co, 5 provided for by an act of Congress approved February 
19, 1897. 

SUPERINTENDENT OF LIBRARY BUILDING AND GROUNDS. 

Bernard R. Green, of the District of Columbia, to be superin- 
tendent of the Library building and grounds, as provided for by 
an act of Congress approved February 19, 1897. 

ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 

Francis B. Loomis, of Ohio, to be envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary of the United States to Venezuela, vice Allen 
Thomas, resigned. a 

CONSULS. 

Henry Bordewich, of Minnesota, to be consul of the United 
States at Christiania, Norway, vice Gerhard Gade, resigned. 

John C. Caldwell, of Kansas, to be consul of the United States 
at San Jose, Costa Rica, vice Harrison R. Williams, resigned. 

Philip C. Hanna, of Iowa, to be consul of the United States at 
Trinidad, West Indies, vice William C. Foster, resigned. 

Louis Lange. jr., of Illinois, now vice and deputy consul of the 
United States at Annaberg, to be consul of the United States at 
Bremen, Germany, vice George Keenan, resigned. 

Joseph J. Stevens, of Indiana, to be consul of the United States 
at Plymouth, England, vice Thomas W. Fox, resigned. 

JUDGE OF UNITED STATES COURTS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

John R. Thomas, of Illinois, to be judge of the United States 
courts in the Indian Territory, as provided for by the act of Con- 
gress approved June 7, 1897 (Indian appropriation act). 

COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Thomas J. Yandell, of ree to be collector of internal 
revenue for the second district of Kentucky, to succeed Joshua D, 
Powers, resigned, 

John W. Yerkes, of Kentucky, to be collector of internal reve- 
nue for the is 808 district of Kentucky, to succeed Charles H. 
Rodes, removed. 

PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
General officer. 


Col. Henry Clay Merriam, Seventh Infantry, to be brigadier- 
general, June 30, 1897, vice Carlton, retired from active service. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 30, 1897, 
i LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS. 

John Russell Young, of Pennsylvania, to be Librarian of Con- 
gress. 

SUPERINTENDENT OF LIBRARY BUILDING AND GROUNDS. 

Bernard R. Green, of the District of Columbia, to be superin- 
tendent of the Library building and grounds. 

p CONSULS-GENERAL. 

John P. Bray, of North Dakota, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Melbourne, Australia. 

Church Howe, of Nebraska, to be consul-general of the United 

States at Apia and Nukualofa, Tonga. 
CONSUL. 

Hugo Donzelmann, of Wyoming, to be consul of the United 
States at Prague, Bohemia. 

PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS. 

Frank L. Denny, captain and assistant quartermaster, United 
States Marine Corps, to be quartermaster of said Corps, with the 
rank of major. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY, 
. Naval Cadets Stuart F. Smith, of Pennsylvania, and William G. 
Groesbeck, of Ohio, to be assistant naval constructors. 
Asst. Engineer John H. Rowen, to bea passed assistant engineer. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Alfred H. Taylor, of Cedarville, Cal., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Susanville, Cal. 

MARSHAL. 


Clarence W. Ide, of Washington, to be marshal of the United 

States for the district of Washington. 
COMMISSIONERS. 

William Ryan, of Rathdrum, Idaho, to be a commissioner to ex- 
amine and classify lands within the land-grant and indemnity 
land-grant limits of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, in 
the Coeur d'Alene land district in Idaho. 

Thomas A. Davis, of Malad, Idaho, to be a commissioner to ex- 
amine and classify lands within the land-grant and indemnity 
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land-grant limits of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, in 
the Cœur d'Alene land district in Idaho. 

George A. Black, of Fairhaven, Wash., to be a commissioner to 
examine and classify lands within the land-grant and indemnity 
land-grant limits of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, in 
the Coeur d'Alene land district in Idaho. 

POSTMASTERS. 


Edward Hall, to be postmaster at Havre de Grace, in the county 


of Harford and State of Maryland. 

W. W. James, to be postmaster at Monterey, in the county of 
Monterey and State of California. 

C. E. Gross,to be postmaster at Boonville, in the county of 
Cooper and State of Missouri. 


SENATE. 


THURSDAY, July 1, 1897. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. Huau Josnsron, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


"he Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. MITCHELL, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

IMMIGRATION BUILDINGS AT ELLIS ISLAND, NEW YORK. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
communication from the Secretary of the Treasury; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee.on Immigration: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., June 30, 1897. 
Sim: This Department has the honor to acknowledge the receipt. of a reso- 
lution of the Senate of the United States, dated June 29, 1807, direc: the 
Secretary of the Treasury to transmit to the Senate, as soon as possible, a 
statement of the general plan for the reconstruction of the immigration 


buildings at Ellis Island. New York Harbor. 
The Department begs to state that no general plan for the reconstruc- 
tion of said buildings has been formulated by the ent. The matter 


is under conside and as soon as a Sa 


fuctory 
agreed upon the D partment will be pleased to comply with 
Suntatued in the rer ren herein Solrod to. ply 


fully, yours, 

To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 

JUDGMENTS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in r nse 
to a resolution of the 29th ultimo, a list of judgments of the Court 
of Claims rendered since the date of the last report up to and in- 
cluding the date of adjournment of the court on June 24, 
amounting to $56,953.98; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 


be printed. 
CLAIMS OF WICHITA INDIANS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter from 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs relative to the claims of the 
Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
and or Puy be printed. j 

NORTHERN LIBERTY MARKET CLAIMS. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate.a communica- 
tion from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, trans- 
mitting, in response to a resolution of the 21st ultimo, further in- 
formation relative to the proceedings taken by the auditor of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia and the Commissioners 
under An act to provide for the payment of certain claims 
against the District of Columbia by drawback certificates," ap- 
proved January 26, 1897; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed, 


plan shall have been 
the directions 


L. J. GAGE, Secretary. 


, 


MEMORIALS. 

Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, remonstrating against any increase in the present rate 
of duty on tanned skins for morocco, or a duty on raw goatskins; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORGAN presented the memorial of A. H. Spire and sun- 
dry other citizens of Alabama, remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation intended to destroy the present system of 
ticket brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. THURSTON, from the Committee on the Judicis 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2133) to give the consent of 

toa compact entered into between the States of South Da- 


, to 
n- 


‘ota and Nebraska respecting the boundary between said States, 


rted it without amendment. 
. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 53) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to deliver to the mayor of the city of Milwaukee, 
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for use in ornamenting one of the peris of that city, the Parrott 
rifled cannon and carriage recently used on the revenue cutter 
Andrew Johnson, reported it with an amendment. 

CHINESE EXCLUSION. 

Mr. LODGE. Ireport from the Committees on Printing cer- 
tain papers which were referred to it, together with a letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in reply to a resolution of the Senate 
of May 17 relative to the alleged illegal entry into the United 
States of certain Chinese persons, and ask that they be referred to 
the Committee on Immigration and be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘That order will be made,in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

CUMBERLAND SOUND IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. PASCO. Iam authorized by the Committee on Commerce 
to report.a joint resolution, and I shall ask unanimous consent to- 
morrow morning that it may be then taken up and considered. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 57) making an 5 of $50,000 
for sluicing and dredging at the entrance of Cumberland Sound 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PASCO. I shall ask leave also in the morning to file a writ- 
ten report to accompany the joint resolution: and I ask that the 
joint resolution may be printed in the RECORD as well as sepa- 


rately. : 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered,in the absence 
of objection. 
The joint resolution is as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, ete., That the sum of 
5 or so much thereof as may be n. „be. and the same is hereby, 
appropriated for sluicing and Prem. rays at theentranceto Cumberland Soun 


in accordance with the revised project of improvement of 1895. but — 


herein-contained shall be so construed as to increase the limit of cost of suc: 


improvement beyond the amount fixed by the act making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and.harbors, and for other purposes, approved June 2, 1899, which au 

a continuing contract for such work. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 2310) amendatory of sec- 
tions 8339 and 3341 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
relative to internal-revenne tax on fermented liquors; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2311) to provide for the better 
instruction of the militia, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands: 

A bill (S. 2312) to grant a tract of land in the District of Alaska 
to the Woman's Home Missionary Society of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church; 

A bill (S. 2313) to authorize the entry of land for reservoir pur- 


poses; 
s bill e 2314) for the relief of Charles M. Larsh,.of Denver, 
o.: an 
pre (S. 2815) for the relief of Mrs. Emma D. Larsh, of Den- 
ver, Colo. 
Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2316) to declare the jurisdic- 
tion of circuit courts of the United States in certain cases; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 


e ere 

Mr. MCBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 2317) for relief of M. J. 
Gilstrap; which was read twice byits title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 2318) grainy Made to certain 
officers and enlisted men of the Life-Saving vice and to their 
widowsand minor children; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2319) granting an increase 
of pension to Edward S. Lyon; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 2320) for the relief of A.J. 
Sampson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companyin pers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. AL. introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 55) authoriz- 
ing theSecretary of Agriculture to prepare a report, from the data 
in the possession of the Department,showing the average fluc- 
tuation ao year to year in farm prices; which was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. ALLEN. Task that the joint resolution may lie on the 
table, subject to call. 

TM VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will lie on the 


table. 
Mr. LODGE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 56) authorizing 
the printing of 1,000 additional 55 of Plates Ito LX. inclusive, 
Official Records of the War of the 
Depar imeni; which was read 
mmittee on Printing. 


of the atlas accompanying the 
Rebellion, for the use of the War 
twice by its title, and referred to the 


1897. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 30th ultimo approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. 
50) authorizing foreign exhibitors at the Transmississippi and In- 
ternational ition, to be held in the city of Omaha, in the State 
of Nebraska, during the year 1898, to bring to the United States 
foreign laborers from their countries, respectively, for the purpose 
of preparing for and making exhibits. 

AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 

` be printed. 
IMMIGRATION BUILDINGS AT ELLIS ISLAND, NEW YORK. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the followin 
m from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, on motion of Mr. CULLOM, referred, with the accompanying 
papers, to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Congress of the United States: 

On the 15th ultimo all the pandiga of the imm 
land, New York, excepting the heating plant and 
destroyed by fire. B 

I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, which 
states the fact and explains the need of rebuilding. 


In order that there may be no delay in this green work, I a 
e sum estima: y the 


ILLIAM McKINLEY. 


tion station at Ellis Is- 
hting apparatus, were 


thatan appropriation be made at once of $000, 
Beoretars of the Treasury ae required for this p 


“EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 1, 1897. 
x THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. Imove that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 379. : 

There being no objection, the Senate, asin Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government, and to promote the industries 
of the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Senate to go back to DONDE 443. 
I ask unanimous consent to reconsider the vote taken yesterday, 
and that this paragraph may be stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa moves to 
reconsider the action of the Senate yesterday on paragraph 443, 
page 159, 2 a duty on paintings in oil or water colors, etc. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent to reconsider the 
vote in order that I may move to strike out the paragraph. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to a reconsid- 
eration? 'The Chair hears none, and the vote of yesterday is re- 
considered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out the paragraph. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, itis agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to make an inquiry of the chairman of 
the committee. It is quite apparent that we are approaching the 
conclusion of this bill so far as the Senate is concerned, and we 
are doing so rather rapidly. If we may rely upon statements in 
the public press, the committee expect to report here what may be 
called an antitrust measure. 

The report, I do not know how well founded, is that the subject- 
matter has been referred to the Republican members of the Judi- 
ciary Committee by the Republican caucus for the purpose of 
having a proper amendment formulated. It is a very important 
subject, and if the committee pe se to formulate a measure of 
that kind and bring it before the Senate, I think, in justice to the 
Senate, they ought to bring it in at once. They can hardly expect 
a matter of that kind to be passed over in haste, as we have been 
going over some portions of the bill. Whether it will be an 
effective measure and of any value will depend entirely upon how 
it is drafted, I think the committee should give us that pro- 
vision in time, that we may have some opportunity to investigate 
and consider it. I understand that has n done in the case of 
the reciprocity clause. I do not know whether it has been form- 
ally offered or not by the committee. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. But I saw itin the public press. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is in the RECORD this morning. 

Mr. TELLER. That is not so difficult a question to deal with 
as the antitrust question. I should like to inquire of the Senator 
from Iowa whether we are likely to have that amendment pre- 
sented before we shall be called upon to vote on it? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not know what condition that particular 
amendment is in. The Committee on Finance have not prepared 
any amendment. I understand that such an amendment has 
been drafted, but by whom I am not prepared to say at this 
moment. 

Mr. TELLER. I understood from the press and from rumors 
I have heard about the Chamber that the Republican caucus had 
authorized the preparation of such an amendment, and that the 
committee would adopt it as theirs and present it to the Senate, 
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some shape. What I wanted to 
emphasize to the Senator in charge of the bill is that he shall not 
delay it until the last minute, and then insist that we shall vote 
upon it, because that can not be done, 

Mr. ALLISON. Iassure the Senator from Colorado that there 
is no such purpose. Certainly an amendment of such im ce 
should be fairly and fully considered, and notice of it given. 
That is the way I consider it. 

Mr. WHITE. We are unable to hear the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Colorado is speaking of an 
antitrust amendment, and states that he does not wish that it 
shall be considered at the last moment without proper time being 
given to its consideration, and I agree with him in what he says. 

Mr. WHITE. Isupposed that the antitrust amendment had 
been dropped. I understood that there was such an amendment 
in course of preparation which had been found too drastic to har- 
monize with the situation, and that the entire matter had been 
ignored. Isuppose, however, that must be left to the future to 
solve. Iunderstood that to be the case. Ithinkthe Senator from 
Colorado will not be very much disturbed about the antitrust 
amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. The trouble with the Senator from California 
and myself is that neither of us is a member of the Republican 
caucus. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; that is one trouble. 

Mar ELA And therefore we are proceeding somewhat in 
the dark. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] 
yesterday offered an amendment to paragraph 405. The commit- 
tee has considered—— 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Before taking up that paragraph, I 
should like to ask the Senator from Iowa a question. I have 
marked on my bill that paragraph 441 was passed over. I may 
perhaps be mistaken about that paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. That, I think, has been agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I asked that it might be passed over. 
I was out of the Chamber when it was taken up, and I asked that 
d ye reconsidered and passed over, and I have so marked it on my 


Mr. ALLISON. Very well, if the Senator wishes, it can be 
reconsidered. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No; but I think the fact is as I have 
stated it. At any rate, I shall not detain the Senate by any dis- 
cussion of the matter. 

I hold in my hand a protest sent to the members of the Finance 
Committee of the Senate by a firm claiming to be the largest 
manufacturers of this article in the United States, the American 
Cocoa Matting Company, protesting against any increase in the 
rate of taxation. Twenty per cent was the rate under the Wilson 
Act, and this bill, I believe, raises it to 50 per cent or 55 per cent 
or 60 Pt cent, or somewhere there. These people, who are the 
largest manufacturers in the United States, set out at length 
the reasons why they protest against any increase whatever in the 
rate. Itisuseless to undertake to change it—I am perfectly aware 
of that fact—but I will move to strike out ‘‘6 cents per square 
yard" and insert “20 per cent ad valorem.” 

The Secretary read as follows: 


441. Matting made of cocoa fiber or rattan, 6 cents per square yard; mats 
made of cocoa flber or rattan, 4 cents per square foot. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I send the statement made b 
[geb to be inserted in the RECORD as a part of my remar 

ask for a vote upon the amendment. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 


To the honorable members of the Finance Committee of the Senate of the 
United States for the Fifty-fifth Congress, Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C.: 


A po by thelargest manufacturers of cocoa or coir matting and mata 


I SUP it will come here in 


these 
,and 


e United States that the t exis duty of 20 per cent ad valorem 
upon both the matting and the mats be tained. 
We, theundersigned, are the largest manufacturers of cocoa matting and 


mats in the Uni States. We employ more than double the number of 
employees at our factory than all the other manufacturers of these goods in 
the United States. We are, therefore, more vitally interested in maintain- 
ing the home market than any other person can possibly be. 

e McKinley Act, notwithstanding our earnest protest, changed the then 
existing duty (which the Wilson Act restored) from a 20 per cent ad valorem 
duty upon the cocoa matting and mats, and imposed for the first time a spe- 
cific duty, to wit, of 12 cents a square yard upon the matting and 8 cents a 
square foot upon mats, as 2 in the present bill before Congress. 

We were then, as we are now, the t employers of free labor in the 
manufacture of cocoa matting and mats in the United States, and if anyone 
was to suffer, we would suffer most of all if our product manufactured here 
was not pro against foreign importations. 

'The present duty of 20 per cent ad valorem is equivalent to a specific ved 
of 3cents persquare yard uponthematting. England and Germany are bo 
very large manufacturers of matting and mats, and we manufacture here 
ch it is possible to make u 
nd and Germany, as here, cocoa yarn e from the 

the raw material from which both the mattings and 
mats are wholly „is imported free of duty. We therefore, as home 
manufacturers, are upon the same footing as to raw material as the foreigner, 
and yet not a le dollar's worth of these goods was im into this 
cou ry from any European country under the Wilson Act, proving conclu- 
sively t fo; tries could not compete with the home manufacturer 
in our markets under the Wilson Act. 


eve de of matting and mats w on & power 
loom ein both- En m 


husk of the cocoanu 
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j Cents. 
Cost of manufacture in our factory in India per square yard.. 2.5 
Duty paid on last invoice, in September, 189086 -.do.... 2.8 
8 
Cost of manufacture in our Brooklyn factory do i5 
‘Leaving a protection margin opt . o .55 
To this margin (fifty-five hundredths of a cent are yard) of protec” 
tion must be added cost of extra freight, Seance. ALANA EOE Sherr 
expense incident to a foreign invoice, which fu the cost of 
the imported beyond the cost of the d. 


; irresisti 
Leone is now, with a 20 per cent ad valorem duty, absolutely protected 
ign manufacturer. . 

-priced matting imported by — 1 


ing of the McKinley bill, for x 

A show, the only difference that the consumer was o to pay 
vanced prices for the article he wanted, and no one was benefi 
Again, one in our . ¥.) factory makes 9 rolls of mat- 


Now, if the present duty of — cent ad valorem be ad 
square „as in bill before Congress, this would amount 

ap on of 80 per week upon the labor of one workman. 

For such an advance or for any advance in the duty there can be no justi- 


fication or reason. 
Therevenue derived by the Government the small im; — — is 
and mats 


. The E 
manufacturers and not of revenue to the Governme: 


home nt. 

Wi the oni these goods into the United Sta a 
ghe omai! importations; coupled with the fack that wo are unable towel a doi 
lar's worth of im goods to the large and . 

Field & Co.. of Sam- 


omestic. Indeed, if the importations 
sufficient increase in the tariff. it would not ö u single 
additional free workman in the manufacture of these 

twice ae convict laborers are employed in this country in their manu- 


han 
The product of 
now 
lose what — reve. 


and Japanese mattings are used to a v: large extent 
uq carpets, because they — dowd. Aaa cool, m 
ve in a ce, while cocoa matting „Coarse, and ^ 
era — stores, public places, aud vehicles, where great dura: 


d 
$ 
5 
B 
I 


cient 
we y Puport tho ‘highest prised goods, the presens 
and we e n 

orem duty being absolutely See cms itio ANN and. 


the present 20 per cent ad valorem dud 
equivalent to 2.8 cents per square yard (and this was the actual amount 
us in last invoice), added to 2.5 cents, the actual cost of in our for- 
factory, is fifty-five one-h 5 more than 
tire cost of manufucture in the United States. It is ‘ore impos- 
manufacturer to undersell us in the home market. 


cent ad valorem 
on. 
om our own 


earnestly urgeupon your honorable commiittee that a 


American Cocoa MATTING COMPANY, 
Per JS H WILD & CO. 
DARRAGH & SMAIL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas to paragraph 441 will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word rattan,“ page 158, line 26, 
strike out *6 cents per square yard” and insert “20 per cent ad 
valorem." 

Mr. TELLER. What is the present duty? 


, Mr. ALLISON. Twenty per cent ad 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment joo. by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move the same amendment as to the 
second clause, striking out 4 cents per square foot" and insert - 
ing **20 per cent ad valorem." 

SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘rattan,” in line 1, page 159, 
strike out **4 cents per square foot" and insert 20 per cent ad 
valorem.” 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. ALLISON. Now, I will take the liberty to m 


to 405. ion proposed 
The VIE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. Insert, after the word “ bushel,” in line 13, 
page 147, paragraph 405, the following proviso: 
Provide - 
ided, That on all coal imported into the United States which is after 
with ign countries or in e 


law upon such coal, and shall be paid under 
of the Treasury shall prescribe. 

Mr. WHITE. The amendment which was suggested by me has 
been modified by the committee in this respect, that the amend- 
ment as originally proposed referred to the coasting trade or trade 
with in oo minin The committee has eliminated the coast- 
ing trade, has provided that the provision shall apply to trade 
betweer the Pacific and Atlantic sea ds. Iunderstand that to 
be the situation. The amendment as proposed by me was in effect 
identical with the law which we assumed was prevailing when 
the Wilson Act was pM. and which was sup to be in 
existence after the McKinley bill had been enacted. 3 

This is a discrimination against coasting trade other than the 
trade between the Atlantic and Pacific seaboards, and I do not see 
why it should be thus limited. I prefer to have coal absolutely 
free, but not being able to get it absolutely free, I am desirous that 
it shall be made so as far as possible. I wish to inquire of the 
committee why it is that a discrimination has been made with 
reference to the ing trade, thus differentiating the provision 
from the former law, which was repealed 5 by 
implication? i 

. ALLISON. The only reason is that the coasting trade is 
exclusive as respects our own vessels, and we thought it should 
stand on a par with all other business interests on the coast. Of 
course the condition is different as foreign trade, and as 

also the trade between fhe Atlantic and Pacific coasts 
around the Horn. We thonght this was a just and equitable and 
a fair provision, and I hope the Senator from California will be 
satisfied with it. 

Mr. WHITE. There seems to have been no criticism of the 
provision as it stood in the old law. It appears to me that this is 

icting it greatly. I prefer to take a vote upon the amend- 
ment offered by me, and will move to amend the amendment of 
the committee by including the ing trade and the trade with 
foreign countries, in lieu of the gen ogy now proposed, refer- 
ring to the trade between the Atlantic and Pacific ports and trade 
wi countries. 


forei 
Mr. SON. The Senator must remember that since the 
law to which he alludes was in 1883 very different condi- 
tions have arisen as respects the production of coal on the Pacific 

Mr. WHITE. Icallthe attention of the Senator from Iowa to 
the fact that that law was amended in 1886 and contained the 
same provision as amended. It simply was restricted to vessels 
of the United States. There is no erence in the condition of 
the coast in to coal except that there has been some more 
taken out of the ground since t date. Ioffer what I send to 
the desk as a substitute for the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute proposed by the Sen- 
ator from California will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to substitute the following: 

Provided, on all coal imported into the United States which is after- 


That 
wards used for fuel on board vessels propelled by steam and e in the 
coasting trade or in the trade with foreign S and Mr apes regis- 


—— — face — M United 3 a 5 be Piae equal 
e duty y law upon suc and shall be paid under such regu- 
lations as the tary of the — shall proscribe. = 


Mr. WHITE. It appears tome that the coal interests, which have 
succeeded in obtaining what I consider an unjust discrimination 
in their favor, ought to submit to at least this small provision, 
which is but a reenactment of the law which so long prevailed. 
As far as it goes, I think it ought to be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from California as a sub- 
stitute for the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. CLARK. Ishould ike to ask the Senator from Iowa if in 
‘his judgment the amendment he propos will not foreclose the 
American coal producer from supplying vessels flying the Ameri- 
can tag plying between this country and other countries, or be- 
tween the Atlantic and Pacific ports in this country? 

Mr. ALLISON. The object of the amendment is to place our 
shipping on the Pacific coast upon an equality with vessels engaged 
in foreign trade as respects coal. I do not know that the effect of 
it would be to give them the use of foreign coal so far as the for- 
eign trade and that trade is concerned. 

r. CLARK. It applies to the Atlantic coast as well? 

Mr. ALLISON. It applies to the Atlantic coast and Pacific 
coast trade. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iwillstate to my friend from Wyoming that, 
8s I understand, the amendment simply applies to steam vessels 
engaged in the coasting trade between ports on the Atlantic and 
ports on the Pacific coast, which must necessarily round Cape Horn 
or pass through the straits of South America, and which are of 
course in competition in a measure with foreign yessels. The 
coasting trade proper, as my friend is aware, belo to vessels 
of Ainerican build or of American ister; and they have the ex- 
clusive privilege of our coasting trade, It is much more expen- 
sive of course to operate them, but yet we have better rates on 
them than the rates which prevail in the foreign trade. When 
vessels are engaged in the foreign trade they must compete with 
foreign-built vessels, vessels that it costs less money to construct, 
vessels that are operated for a less sum of money by reason of 
lower wages and lower rates of coal. I think the committee 
amendment is a err and wise one in that respect. 

The VICE-PRES. 'T. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa on be of the 


committee. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Task the Senator from Iowa to postpone 
the consideration of this amendment. I do not understand that 
it is all right, and I should like to have a postponement of it. 
There has been, I understand, no agreement as to the adoption of 
the amendment. I consider it a blow at the American coal trade 
as I understand it now, and until there be some explanation given 
Ishall 1 to oppose it. 


Mr.W If the Senator from Maryland will permit me, I 
will suggest that if it is a blow at the American coal trade a much 
severer blow was directed against that trade by the act of 1883, 


which is broader than this provision, making it extend to the 


coasting trade generally. As I had occasion to remark, it was 
supposed that that law was still in existence until the Supreme 
Court of the United States reversed the decision below and held 


that it had been repealed by implication. 

Mr. WELLINGTON, Iwill ng fe the Senator from California 
em we propose to make a better bill at this time than the act of 
1890. 


Mr. WHITE. I may remark that it is too late for the ac- 
complishment of any such roseate view. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Ido not so understand it. 

Mr. SEWELL. I understand that this proposition was voted 
down a few moments and was so declared by the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The vote taken was on the substitute 
of the Senator from California [Mr. WurTE]. The question is 
now on agreeing to the amendment 8 y the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. The Senator from Maryland asks that the 
amendment may lie over. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from California does not wish 
to press it this morning, I am willing that it shall lie over until 
to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the amend- 
ment will be over. 

Mr. SE . Idesire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Iowa to another part of the coal schedule which seems to me 
to be entirely inconsistent. I should like to have that reconsid- 
ered and lie over. The rate as fixed for bituminous and other 
coal in the bill is 67 cents a ton. Under the McKinley Act the 
rate was 75 cents a ton and 30 cents a ton for culm, which was 
thought to be the proper proportion. Under the pending bill it is 
67 cents for coal and 15 cents for culm, being a 10 per cent reduc- 
tion from the House bill or from the McKinley Act on the one 
class of coal and a 50 per cent reduction on the other. 

Personally, I was not in favor of the highest rate on coal, I 
thought 50 cents would do. But I am entirely opposed to reduc- 
ing the culm to 15 cents. I think it is outof all proportion to the 
higher rate, and I predict that if it is imposed you will have all 
the coal imported into the United States from Canada, both on the 
east and west coasts, as culm. Looking at it from a purely busi- 
ness standpoint, the change can be made from c to culm, 
where it does not exist as culm, for 10 cents a ton, and the coal 
im rted into this country, instead of coming in at 67 cents a ton, 

all come in at a cost of 25 cents a ton. I think if the Senator 
would allow this matter to be reconsidered and come up for con- 
sideration with the other portion of the paragraph he would see 


that the proportion of 15 cents to 67 cents is not a business one 
and ought not to prevail. 

Mr. LISON. Ihave seen a good many things in wor 
this bill one day that have been seen otherwise the next. 
matter was disposed of yesterday, as I supposed, finally. But so 
far as I am concerned, I am perfectly willing that the whole ques- 
tion of coal shall be reconsidered and over. 

Mr. SEWELL. L ask that that be done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection—— 

Mr. VEST. Dolunderstand the Senator from Iowa to agree 
that this whole paragraph shall go over? Do I understand th 


on 


Senator to agree to that suggestion? ; 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well, then. Senators around me object 
to its postponement. I ask that the paragraph may be disposed of 


now in all its phases, 

Mr. GRAY. That is right. 

Mr. VEST. That is right. Mr. President, I was asked several 
times yesterday and the day before, ** When do you Democrats pro- 
pose to allow us to finish this bill?” Now, we are assis asmuch 
as we can, consistent with a sense of duty, in passing the bill as 
soon as possible, and here the coal schedule has come up, and this 
is the fourth time it has been passed over. For one I insist that 
we shall take it up and dispose of it. 

Mr. ALLISON, All right. 

Mr. SEWELL. If the Senator from Iowa would allow it to go 
over for further consideration, I should be very glad, or I will 
move an amendment in regard to the rate on culm, if he will Mes 
to it. I do not think this matter was properly considered. I do 
not think that many gentlemen here, a thorough knowledge 
of the subject, will agree to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Chair understands that the 
whole persgraph is open to amendment while it is under consid- 
eration. There is one amendment now pending—that offered b 
the Senator from Iowa—and other Senators may offer such amend- 
ments as they see fit. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Question! : 
3 Let the amendment of the Senator from Iowa 

read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. VEST. Let it be read. 

The SECRETARY. Add, after the word ** bush 
18, the following proviso: 

Provided, That on all coal imported into the United States which is after- 
wards used for fuel on board vessels propelled A steam and engaged intrade 
with foreign countries or in trade between the Atlantic and ic ports of 
the Uni States, and which are registered under the laws of the United 
States, a drawback shall be allowed equal to the duty imposed 
such coal, and shall be paid under such tions as the 
Treasury shall prescribe. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. WILSON. Do I understand that this amendment is offered 
by the Senator from Iowa? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is, on behalf of the committee. 

Mr. WILSON. If it is agreeable to the Senator from Iowa, I 
should like to have some explanation of it. I was not in when he 
offered it. I supposed that, after several weeks, we had pretty 
well settled the question of coal, but it seems to me that we are 
continually pressing forward to a nonsettlement of the question. 
If amendments are to be offered on the coal question, in which I 
am deeply interested, I can not refrain 8 from offering some 
amendments that will be beneficial to the particular section of the 
country from which I come. "This matter was brought up sud- 
denly yesterday. I have not had time to consider it and 1 do not 
know anything aboutit. We have had so many changes in the 
coal schedule that I hardly know where we are going to arrive 
when we get through with the provision. 

Mr, ALLISON, The question of the use of coal by American 
vessels in the foreign trade and by American vessels in the trade 
between the Atlantic and the Pacific coasts has been under con- 
sideration all the time in this schedule. The phraseology had not 
been agreed to. It was well known that the law of 1883 and the 
law of 1890, as well as the law of 1894, allowed this privilege, but 
by some decision of the Supreme Court in 1896 the privilege was 
taken away. : 

The Senator from California on this side of the Chamber [Mr. 
PERKINS] offered an amendment some time ago which is practi- 
cally the amendment the committee agreed to present this morn- 
ing as respects the use of coal in foreign trade and in the trad 
betweenthe Atlantic and Pacific ports. Yesterday, when the 
schedule was up, the Senator from California on the other side of 
the Chamber [Mr. Wurrz] offered an amendment covering tho 
foreign and coastwise trade. I stated at the time that I thought 
the provision too broad, and that if the Senator would allow it 4 
lie over until this morning, the committee could examine it and 
make a spurs upon it. This morning we have reported the 
amendment in hac verba proposed by the Senator from California 


” page 147, line 


law upon 
of the 
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nearest me [Mr. PERKINS], and I did not for a moment suppose 


that there was the Ve seis objection to placing our American 
vessels engaged in the foreign trade upon an equality with foreign 
vessels as to the supply of coal, That is all there is to the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. WILSON. I have no particular objection to placing our 
own vessels engaged in theforeigntradeonanequality. What lam 
trying to arrive at is that we ought not to give away so much that 
there will be nothing left of the coal schedule. We have intro- 
duced a good many new features, it seems to me, in the way of 
culm, etc., and I do not want anything adopted if I can help it if 
it is going to entirely destroy what I think is a necessary or rea- 
sonable tariff on coal. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to offer an amendment to the amendment. 
I move to insert after the words United States," in line 5, the 
— *or which may be used by inhabitants of the United 

tates." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Nebraska to the amendment of 
the Senator from Iowa. 

The SECRETARY. Insert after the words United States,” in 
line 5 of the amendment, the words ‘‘or which may be used by 
inhabitants of the United States." 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know that the amendment is entirely 
symmetrical. The purpose of it is, however, to put the vessels 
and the people of the United States upon terms of exact equality. 
I will ask the Secretary to read the amendment as it now stands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary wil! read the amend- 
ment as it will read if the amendment of the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. ALLEN] be adopted. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Provided, That on all coal imported into the United States which is after- 
wards used for fuel on board vessels propelled by steam aud engaged in trade 


with foreign countries or in trade between the Atlantic and Pacific ports of 
the United States 


Mr. ALLEN. Right there Ithink I will move the amendment. 
The Secretary continued the reading, as follows: 
or which may be used by inhabitants of the United States, and which are 
registered under the laws of the United States, a drawback shall be allowed 


equal to the duty imposed by law upon such coal, and shall be paid under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Senator mean registered 
inhabitants or registered vessels? 

Mr. ALLEN. The one is in just as bad a position as the other. 
The coal seems to follow the registration in the first instance; 
and my amendment is to the effect that the coal brought into this 
country and used by the people of this country in their private 
houses shall be as free as the coal used by vesse!s plying between 
the different ports of the United States. If the amendment is not 
satisfactory to the honorable Senator from Connecticut, if he will 

ive me about two minutes, I will put itin form, so that it will 
satisfactory. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I merely suggested that I did not 
think the amendment came in the right place, that it did not read 


right. 

Sir. ALLEN. That may be true, rey but this thing has 
been rushed so rapidly that I did not have a chance to perfect the 
amendment. Let the Secretary put it in form. 

Mr. CLARK. Will the Senator from Nebraska yield for a 
question? 

Mr. ALLEN, Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK. I will ask the Senator from Nebraska if the 
effect of his amendment means free coal? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; that is what it means. It means free coal 
to the people of the United States as well as to the vessels that 
are plying along the coast; and it occurs to me that there are a 
great many people in the United States who need free coal much 
more than these at vessels need it; and if the bill is to be an 

uitable bill, and distribute a shower of blessings upon the peo- 
ple of the United States, the blessings ought to fall upon the 
jnstas well as upon the unjust. The people out in the prairie 
States and the people who are scattered throughont the length 
and breadth of this land, many millions of whom are very poor, 
are entitled to be warmed by free coal, if they can get it, and cer- 
tainly the equities in their behalf are inuch stronger than they 
are in behalf of these great vessels. 

I ask that the Secretary now read the amendment in the form in 
which it has been placed. 

'The Secretary read the amendment as proposed to be amended, 
as follows: 

Provided, That on all coal imported into the United States which is after- 


wards used by the inhabitants of the United States. or for fuel on board ves- 
sels propelled by steam and engaged in trade with foreign countries, ete. 


Mr. ALLEN. That covers it. 
Now, I ask the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], or the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], whoever has this matter in 
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charge, to accept the amendment I have offered. If the Senator 
from Connecticut says he can not doit, then I should like to know 
why he can not? 

If these great vessels—and I appeal now particularly to the sense 
of right and propriety of the honorable Senator from Connecticut, 
whom I know to be a just man—are entitled to free coal, these 
vessels which are carrying millions and millions of dollars’ worth 
of merchandise, and making millions of profit in the course of a 
few years—I want to know from the honorable Senator if he does 
not think the poor inhabitants of the interior of the United States, 
who are making a struggle for a livelihood, and whose existence 
is but a bare animal existence, are not entitled toa like advantage 
and a like right? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I think the question 
of whether we shall put our ships, so far as we can, on an equality 
with foreign ships in the carrying trade is entirely a different 
question from the question as to whether our le shall have 
free coal. I think that the coal industry of the United States de- 
serves and should receive the care of Congress, and I have always 
felt—although, perhaps, in my section there is quite a sentiment 
in favor of free coal—that the coal industry of this country was 
entitled to protection, and so I have uniformly voted for a duty on 
coal. I do not think the amendment which has been offered raises 
at all the question of free coal. It is simply a question of whether 
American ships engaged in foreign commerce or in commerce be- 
tween the Pacific and Atlantic ports shall have the same facilities 
in this uie that foreign ships have. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator, as he says the 
coal industry ought to have some protection, does he not believe 
that the consumers should receive some protection, too? 

Mr*PLATT of Connecticut. Oh, Mr. President, I believe that 
where we have to raise revenue the burden of the revenue, if it is 
a burden, has to be distributed among the people. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, Mr. President, and there is the ending of 
the whole argument. ‘Che people who are scattered, who are un- 
organized, the millions, the masses, must be plucked from year to 
year and from decade to decade to subsidize steamship companies 
and other great corporations and other forms of aggregate wealth. 
Ihave heard the Senator from Connecticut proclaim on this floor 
repeatedly, dozens of times, that he was in favor of protection 
because he believed it was the best policy for the American peo- 
ple and because the American people received protection under a 
proper protective-tariff act, and yet he stands here confessedly 
willing to place a tax of 67 cents a ton upon all the coal the Amer- 
ican people, the American farmers and laborers, use; and he is 
willing to give that coal absolutely free to a few steamships. 

The Senator says he wants to put these ships upon an equality 
with the ships of other nations. Why not put the American peo- 
ple upon an equality with the people of other nations? England 
is not charging tax upon coal to the consumers of that article in 
that Kingdom or in any of its provinces. Why not give the Amer- 
ican people coal free? The truth is, the Senator from Connecticut 
can not auswer the proposition, and does not pretend to answer it. 
He simply has the power here, the mere machine power, to vote 
this tax upon the people, and he proposes to do it and take the con- 
sequences, It is not a question of justice or injustice. The posi- 
tion can not be justified for a moment, and the honorable Senator 
from Connecticut understands it can not be justified; and yet he 
proposes, or his party proposes, to hoodwink these people constantly 
into the Wee of a policy of this kind. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I simply desire to say. without 
discussing this subject further, that I believe that with a fair pro- 
tection to all the industries of the United States no consumer 
will suffer to the extent of one penny. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, before this amendment is voted 
upon, I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Ms. ALLEN] to the fact that he assumes in all these debates that 
a protective tariff is of no benefit to the man who actually does 
the labor. 

I desire to call his attention to certain intemperate language 
which he is inclined at times to use in debate. He made the state- 
ment in open Senate yesterday—and I would be glad to have him 
correct it, because I can not believe he meant it—that there was 
no coal miner in the United States of America who did not be- 
come a pauper within thirty days after his employment ceased. 
I call his attention to the fact that it must be within his knowl- 
edge that hundreds of the good citizens of his own State, not 
paupers in any sense of the word, are employed winter after win- 
ter in the coal mines of my State, where they receive remunera- 
tive wages, and they at least believe that there is some benefit to 
the coal miner in a protective tariff upon American coal. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, Mr. President, there is nothing whatever in 


that. 

Mr. CLARK. I ask the Senator if he insists upon his statement 
made yesterday? 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido, - 

Mr. CLARK. That there is no coal miner in the United States 
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but who becomes a pauper within thirty days after he ceases his 
labor in the mine? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; I mean to say that is true, and I mean to 
reaffirm it. Iam not speaking, and was not speaking yesterday, 
about the men who leave their farms in the winter time and go 
into the coal mines for the purpose of earning a living for their 
families. I mean the man who, if I may use the expression, is a 
professional coal miner, whose occupation is that of a coal miner. 

Mr.CLARK. Iwill ask the Senator from Nebraska, when he 
was talking yesterday as to the wage which the coal miners receive, 
if he had then, or has now, any definite knowledge of the daily or 
monthly wage of the ordinary coal miner in the Western mine? 

Mr. ALLEN, Mr. President, there is something of an insult in 
the Lee and in the manner in which it is put, and I do not 
think I—— 

Mr. CLARK, Iasked the question because the Senator from 
Nebraska put a direct brand, a direct insult, upon thousands of 
good citizens of my own State by his intemperate language yes- 
terday, and I have the right to ask it. 

Mr. ALLEN. What is the wage, as the Senator seems to know 
so much about it? 

Mr. CLARK. Iask the Senator, in view of his statement yes- 
terday, whether he made that statement with a knowledge of 
what the actual wage of the ordinary coal miner really is? 

Mr. ALLEN. Iwas speaking yesterday of what was told me 
were the wages of a certain class of coal miners in Pennsylvania. 

Mr, CLARK. Then I understand the Senator in his remarks 

esterday did not mean to apply it in the broad sense that the 

CORD gives it—that there was no coal miner inthe United States 

but what became a pauper within thirty days after his employ- 
ment ceased? 

Mr. ALLEN, Ido mean to say that there is no professional coal 
miner of the class of Which I was eap, 3 yesterday—that is, 
contract laborers who are brought from the Slav ports of Europe 
here—— 

Mr. CLARK. Does the Senator 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me finish my answer. 
until I invite you to do so. 

As to this class of people who are brought here as contract la- 
borers, and who depend from day to day and from year to year 
upon the coal mining for a livelihood, I did say, and I say now, 
and I defy any gentleman to dispute it, that they do become pau- 
pers within thirty days after they are thrown out of their occupa- 
tion, and are subjects of publie charity. 

Mr.CLARK. Then I ask the Senator if he excepts the coal 
miners of my State and other Western States from the category 
in which he placed them yesterday? 

Mr. ALLEN. Idid not think of the Senator nor of his State, 
and was not speaking with reference to it at all. 

Mr. oe . lam glad the Senator modifies his statement of 

esterday. 
: Mr. ALLEN. They were the furthest conceivable from my 
thoughts at that time. 

Mr. CLARK. I will call the Senator's attention, however, to 
the exactlanguage he used. He said: 

There is not a coal miner in the United States to-day who does not become 
a pauper within thirty days after he quits work. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, yes; I know what language I used. 

Mr.CLARK. I understand now the Senator does not mean 


that? 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not know what the Senator understands. 
Iam not responsible for what he understands. 

Mr. CLARK. Iask the Senator whether he adheres to that 
statement or whether he modifies it? 

Mr. ALLEN. As applied to the class of people I was discuss- 
ing, I do adhere to it. 

Mr. CLARK. Then the Senator adheres to the language that 
all of the coal miners of the United States become paupers within 
thirty days after they are thrown out of employment? 

Mr. ALLEN. I was speaking, as I said yesterday, about a cer- 
tain class of coal miners who were brought into Pennsylvania 
and into the Eastern States. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Just wait a moment. 

Mr. BUTLER, Very well. 

Mr. ALLEN. I was not talking about the State of the Senator 
from Wyoming. Iwas not thinking about it. I was speaking 
about acertain class of people Drought in here as contract laborers 
from Europe, and in speaking of them I did say—and I reaftirm 
it—that among that class of coal miners there is not one of them 
who, when thrown out of his occupation, is not a pauper in every 
conceivable sense within thirty days after he has left the mines. 

Mr. CLARK. That is not what the Senator said yesterday; 
that is not what is to be inferred from what he said. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is what I say now. 

Mr. CLARK. Iam glad the Senator modifies it. 

Mr. ALLEN, I mean to say—and I will say it so loudly that 


Do not interrupt me 


the Senator can hear it if he wants to—I say that in the mines of 
the State from which the Senator comes they have gota certain 
class of this kind of labor, too. 

Mr. CLARK. Isay when the Senator makes that statement he 
is making a statement which is absolutely without foundation in 
fact; that there is not one contract laborer, so far as my knowl- 
edge goes—and I know every coal mine in the State—not one con- 
tract laborer within the State of M it to-day, and there is 
not one white person in the State of Wyoming to-day mining coal 
who gets more or less than another mining a like character of 
coal in a like place. 

Mr. ALLEN. It was but a few years ago that we were required 
to indemnify some Chinese who had been injured out in the Wy- 
oming coal mines. 

Mr. CLARK. Yes. 

Mr. ALLEN. And they seemed to have ei ea those mines 
toqnite an extent. It may be possible that they have gone now— 
Ido not know; but my understanding is that a portion of them 
are there yet, and that they are contract laborers who were brought 
there for that specitic purpose. 

Mr. WILSON. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON. I wish to correct one statement the Senator has 
made in regard to contract laborers. In the State of Washington 
the only contract labor we have any knowledge of is that over on 
the British Columbia side. The Senator perhaps is not aware 
that the coal miners in British Columbia are principally Chinese 
who are employed at a very much less daily rate of wage than coa. 
miners on the American side; and it is those laborers in British 
Columbia that we are seeking to be protected from. 

The Senator, of course, is not in favor of Chinese labor, buf he 
is indirectly, and perhaps unthinkingly, making a very strong de- 
fense in behalf of the Chinese producing the coal thatis used upon 
the Pacific Coast. 

Ihave here letters not only from coal companies, but from or- 
ganizations that are owned by the miners themselves, seeking and 
asking and demanding protection against this Chinese labor upon 
the British Columbia side, which is ny paid 75 cents and a dol- 
lar a day, and I know the Senator would not be in favor of that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I will submit—— 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will allow me, as so much is 
being said about contract labor in coal mining, I wish to submit 
a form of contract which the miners in the mines in Pennsylvania, 
Ohio, Indiana, and other States are now forced to sign, and ask 
that it be read. $ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. DoestheSenator from Nebraska yield 
for that p ose? 

Mr. ALLEN. I yield for the reading of the paper sent up by the 
Senator from North Carolina. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read as requested, 
in the absence of objection. , 


The Secretary read as follows: 
Articles of ment made and entered into this —— day of „A. D, 
189-, by and between „ol party of the first part, and the Moon 


Run Coal Company, party of the second part. 


Witnesseth, that for and in consideration of the covenants and agreements 
made herein by said second party, the said first party hereby agrees to and 
with said second party as follows. to wit: 

That he will enter the employ of said second party asa miner, cutter, driver, 
or loader of coal at its mine situated in Robinson Townshi „Allegheny 
County, Pa., and will continue as such until the expiration of service as 
hereafter provided, and that he will well and faithfully perform his duties in 
conformity with the rules and regulations of said company operating said 
mine, and that he will mine, cut, drive, or load coal ata rate of oia Bere 
upon the rate of — cents per ton of 2,000 PORA for pick mining for coal 
over a lj-inch screen, with nothing to be paid for coal dropping through said 
screen, until , 189-, and thereafter so long as he s remain in the em- 
ploy of said coal company, at a rate of wages upon a c for pick 
mining aslow as that paid by any other operator at any of their mines in 
the "t vein" district of the Pittsburg coal seam. 

Should said party of the second part at any time during the term of this 
contract wish to mine 3-inch coal, then the pay may be computed on the 
of cents pr ton of 2,000 pounds for coal over a 3-inch screen, with noth- 
ing to be paid for coal dropping through said screen; and if “run of mine," 
then the pay may be computed at the scale now in force at their mine. 

And in further consideration as aforesaid, and for the better securing the 
performance of this contract by me, the party of the first part, I hereb 
that the said Moon Run Coal Company shall and they are hereby aut —.— 
and directed to retain my und all moneys which may be due me, if [ should 
gui their employ without giving reasons satisfactory to the superintendent 

or leaving work. and said sum shall become and be the absolute property of 
said company as liquidated damages for my failure to perform the terms of 
my employment, without further claim or demand by me for the payment of 
gc rox toal: ri erac 4 ed be hy ties hi 
mutually unders and agre tween the parties hereto that 
should any dispute arise between them as to the basis under this a ment 
the party of the first part will continue work until the basis can deter- 
mined by arbitration, as follows: Each party shall elect an arbitrator, and 
the two, if unable to agree, shall select a third, and the decision of a majority 
x vl three so chosen shall be the basis,and binding upon both parties 
ereto. 

In consideration of the foregoirg the Moon Run Coal Company do hereby 
agree to employ said at the compensation and upon the terms 
and conditions above specifled from this date as steadily as the conditions of 
trade, car supply, ete., will permit, until . 189—, and thereafter until 
said second party shall give the said first party two weeks' notice of the ter- 
mination of this contract. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JULY 1, 


It is further agreed 
first 


that 


all sup; or rent furnished the party of the 
t at his request on credit of the party of the second part consti- 
tute full or part payment, as the case may be. 


In witness whereof the said and the Moon Run Coal Company 
have hereunto set their hands and seals this — day of , 189—. 


-— En? 
—— —. [sEAL. 
Witn 
Check No. ——4 - 


Mr. BUTLER. There is a combination between the owners of 
these mines. ey it together and make an agreement that all 


their o tives shall sign a drastic and unjust contract like that 
which been read. ey force the operatives to accept lower 
and then force them to allow the mine owners to reserve 10 


per cent of their wages, which is forfeited under certain condi- 
tions. Itisinfamous. The poor miner gets no protection under 
the tariff. Heisat the mercy of a combination of mine owners. 

Mr. President, here is a special dispatch to the Ohio State Journal 
from Pittsburg, Pa., taken from a Republican paper, which cer- 
tainly presents a very strong case for the mine o tive. 

M d EN. 1 hope the Senator will not take up my time to 
read that. : 7 

Mr. BUTLER. Ishall not read the article, but will ask that it 
may be printed in the Recorp. It is dated Pittsburg, Pa., April 
9. It shows the condition of the coal miners and how they have 
been treated. It shows that when they have taken out from 24,000 
to 27,000 gy of coal, several of the companies have only credited 
them with fifteen or sixteen thousand pounds, refusing the men 
the right to have a check weighman on the tipple to keep their 
accounts, These facts were developed by the investigation in 
Pennsylvania by the legislature. I ask that the article which I 
send to the desk may be inserted in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, in the ab- 
sence of objection, 

The article referred to is as follows: 

MINERS COMPLAIN—UNFORTUNATE STATE OF AFFAIRS IN PITTSBURG DIS- 
TRICT—THOUSANDS OF FAMILIES IN AN ALMOST STARVING CONDITION. 
[Special to Ohio State Journal.] 

PITTSBURG, PA., April 9. 
pi alien st s Meri cessit ito t contin o de 
0 a 5 ol 
WAY. kat twenty miners from various parts of the district were heard 


w ] 
and these testified tha sorts of schemes were practiced to beat them out 
of their miserable pittances. Noneof them had earned more than $16 a month 


zi they were 
compelled to deal at oup sto: where they were charged more than 
ket ore bills were 


ucted from their pay, as was the rent, 
the majority renting shanties from coal o; 
bitant rents for hovels costing scarcel 

were Mite and let coal throu 


oading cars they 


only 
e right to 
REA. cd E PER DES 
he had a wife and six childrento support. The mines were all — — 
diggers. Where 50 men could work a mine and make fair wages, 150 to 200 
are crowded into the pit. Ironclad contracts were offered in evidence, show- 
ing the men signed away all rights to secure a job which would pay them less 
than $15 a month. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have but little further to say upon this very im- 
portant question, for it certainly is important to the consumers of 
coal in this country. 

I want to repeat, and I want toemphasize, and I want to italicize, 
if I can, the fact that the coal miners of this country are the poor- 
est paid class of laborers we have; and I want to emphasize the 
further fact that the law of the United States against the impor- 
tation of contract laborers is absolutely and unqualifiedly set at 
defiance; that the owners of these coal mines bring from any port 
of Europe they see fit any class of laborers they see proper; that 
these laborers come under a contract to labor in this 3 and 
they the inspection office by some means Ido not know how] 
but P e come into this country by the thousands and by the hun- 
dreds of thousands. 

I want, Mr. President, to repeat, that the great body of coal 
miners in this country—and I am not speaking now of American 
citizens, but of that c of people who are brought here under a 

of contract labor—become paupers within thirty days of 
the time they are thrown out of their occupation. In fact, not one 
out of a hundred of them ever leaves his employment with a cent 
in his pocket, and the very contract, which is the consummation 
of infamy itself, which was just read here, shows conclusively 
that it is the policy of those companies to rob their operatives of 
every dollar they make. Who before ever heard of a contract 
that said that an employee should not leave the service of his em- 
pare without his consent? 

.BUTLER. I want to say to the Senator from Nebraska 
that when that outrageous contract was forced se the work- 
men in the mines there was a general reduction of the wages of 
the miner from 69 to 60 cents. - 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not doubt that, nor do I doubt that many of 
these miners—and I speak now from having conversed with them— 


when they take 2,200 or 2,300 pounds of coal out of the mines, re- 


ceive credit for but 1,400 or 1,500 pounds, and are robbed in that 
way. Ihave been told that repeatedly by miners who have been 
employed in the Eastern coal mines, and yet they do not dare to 
protest, or if they do protest, they are turned out of employment 
and their wives and their children and they themselves must 
starve. There is a choice, sir, between being a tramp and a sub- 
ject of public charity, with some slight spark of manhood left, or 
of being a chattel slave of some one of these coal companies. 

Mr. President, this can not always continue. The time will 
come in the history of this country when the American people will 
rise up in their might, and they will change this condition; the 
will change it not 1 nd the American miners, but they will 
change it among all classes of people. We are 3 * laying up 
wrath against the day of judgment. The time will come when 
those who abuse this power and who oppress and wrong their fel- 
low-beings will be brought to an account for it; the time will 
come, Mr. President, when those who grant special favors to these 
great steamship companies and to every organization of that kind, 
and refuse the same privileges to the poor farmer or laborer, who 
is compelled to expend the last cent he has got to keep himself and 
his family warm, will be brought to an account for that, too. 

Now, Mr. President, if this treason, Iam perfectly willing 
that the Senator from Wyoming should make the most of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I send to the desk an amendment which I in- 
tend to offer to the bill. - I ask that it may be read and printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment intended to be offered by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


BSEC. —. That within 


said 


change 
raisers a ted or to be appointed 
he act en “An act to simp the 
laws in relation to the collection of the revenues," — June 10, not 
as aforesaid to belong to the 


investigate the condition of the industries of 
— — 8 or erts — e 
aig d eg oor or a group of cognate or o- 
ndent schedules at a time, to be 1 revann in writing from time to time 
by She Secretary of tho wor and eris tho condition of tho industries 
other countries manufacturing or producin or me: 
sold in competition with similar products of thts county. ie ha To especiali 
the difference in labor cost, and other elements or factors M mem. into an 


bearing upon the matter of competition, and generally all inf which 
in their judgment should be considered in ing rates of duty, both with 
regard to obtaining revenue therefrom and with also to 


conditions between the competitive products of every kind of this and other 
countries, and in determining what products of other countries should be 
admitted to this 98 of duty. 

Second. They shall carefully analyze the duties LC by the vari- 
ous schedules of this act, and of such tariff acts as be from time to 
time enacted, for the purpose of ning and reporting any errors of 
classification, inequalities of rates imposed upon different elements or arti- 
cles which enter into manufactured products, and such manufactured prod- 
ucts, what duties are necessary by way of compensation for other duties, 
what duties should be specific, ad valorem, or compound, and generally in- 
formation in their judgment necessary for the correction of ang ined ities, 
inconsistencies, or other defects of any kind in the scheduies so examined. 

Third. bees shall from time to time make report to the Secretary of the 
Treasury of the information obtained by such investigation and otherwise, 
with their recommenda: thereon. said report shall be signed by 
all of said desi appraisers who agree to the same; and if any thereof 
shall dissent from said report, either as to the inferences drawn by the ma- 
jority from the facts obtained in said in tion or as to its recommenda- 

ons, wholly or in part, it shall be their duty to make, sign, and transmit to 
the Secretary of the Treasury a minority report, stating in full the reasons 
for their dissent, and embodying their own recommendations. They shall 
also make such further kindred investigations as the Secretary of the Treas- 
raisers designated by the Secretary of tho 


may from time to time direct. 
EC. —. That the general app 
as hereinbefore provided, may, for the purposes of their investi- 
tion, with the approval of said Secretary, visit any part of the United 

tates, and said Secretary ma Bae one of their number 
to visit foreign countries for rposes. 

SEC. -— It shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, whenever 
he shall receive from said designated general appraisers reports um any 
schedule or group of schedules, as aforesaid. to cause to be — - tho 
Public Printer 1,000 copies of the same, ther with all statistics and evi- 
dence submitted therewith, and to furnish two copies of each said report, ma- 
838 minority, to each member of the House of Representatives and of 


nate. 

It shall also be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to communicate 
the same to Congress in the month of December in each year, with his recom- 
mendations in the pre: 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed. 


Mr. ALLISON. The next amendment undisposed of is para- 


h 4734, cotton bagging. 
S The Secretary read as follows: 


4 ,Daggin for co cloth, and all similar material suitable for 
Moria a X. compueed in whole or in part of hemp, fiax, jute, or Ju 
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Mr. Pup I desire to ease 8 it is the enun to 
"bring this matter up separa om bags for grain. I presume 
4f the Senator from Iowa would accept the vote which has already 
been had, the test vote upon this matter, we might let the clause 
be incorporated in the bill. for the Senate at least voted with the 
intention of ine rating it in the free list. Is it the intention of 
ithe Senator from Iowa to have another vote upon the proposition, 
with debate upon it? 

Mr. ALLISON. I certainly want a vote. I do not care for the 
debate. These cognate amendments, three or four in number, in- 
volve five or six million dollars of revenue. Therefore it is an 
important question. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. How do they involve five or six mil- 
lion dollars of revenue? I should be glad to have the Senator 
from Iowa make an explanation of that. All the cotton bagging 
nsed in this country is made here; practically none is imported, 
and the only effect of the duty is to enable the domestic manufac- 
‘turers to increase their prices outrageously and unreasonably and 
‘to charge exorbitant prices. 

Only a few years ago, by an a ment made among the cotton- 
‘bagging manufacturers in the United States, they increased the 
price from 7 cents to 14 cents a pound in a single season. 
manufacturers would quietly refuse to sell their products to cot- 
ton planters during the time when it was usual to have the sales 
made. They would say, “ Wait, and we will sell later,” and then 
when the time came when the cotton planters had to have the 
bagging and it was too late to import it from abroad, suddenly the 
price went up from 7 to 14 cents a pound, and the cotton planters 
were robbed of $3,000,000 as a result. 

Practically no revenue comes from cotton bagging. It is all 
made here. The only purpose of putting it on the free list is to 
compel the American manufacturers to sellit at a fair price, be- 
cause it can be bought at Dundee and Calcutta and brought here 
if they do not sell for fair prices. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Wasthe priceless when the article 
was on the free list? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Practically noless. The price was 
about the same, from 5 to 01 cents a pound, but it has been im- 
possible, with free bagging under the Wilson Act, for them to 
raise the price from 7 to 14 cents as they did before, and the men 
who did that came before the committee and frankly told your 
committee that they had done so and said, ‘‘ What are you going 
to do about it?” It was reported to the Senate by a committee. 
The facts are well known to everybody. The purpose of putting 
it on the free list is simply to prevent a combination being made 
by the fourteen or fifteen bagging manufacturers in the United 
States to charge unreasonable and ontrageous prices to the farm- 
ers for this potas: It is a check that stands all the time against 
unreasonable prices, because the cotton bagging can be imported 
from Dundee and Calcutta. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I have been very anxious to get 
this amendment out of the contest which divides the Chamber. 
Those gentlemen have been in this fight so ably and so 
long that I wasin hopes they would not quarrel about this matter. 
The farmers of the United States ask that two of the articles they 
use—and they will ask the same right as to cotton ties and other 
things of that sort—shall be exempt from taxation. The farmers 
of the United States—I am not speaking particularly for my sec- 
tion; I am speaking for all the farmers—are taxed from the soles 
of their feet to the top of their head. ` 

The farmer pays a tax on his shoes, and his socks, and his draw- 
ers, and his undershirt, and his shirt, and his pants, and his vest, 
and his coat, and his hat, and if he happen to wear a necktie he 
pays ataxonit. He pays a tax also on whatever he uses in his 

ousehold which he does not in fact produce on his farm. He is 
taxed when he lies down, and he is taxed when he gets up. There 
is a tax on his sheet and his bedtick. He is taxed on everything 
that he uses inside of his house—his tin cup and his plate, and his 
eure and his saucers, and his dishes, and his spoons, whether they 


Dre or silver. 
ow, the only thing we are going to ask to-day is that you ex- 
empt such things as he is absolutely compelled to use in covering 
the products of his labor, and the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Bacon] hasproposed that weshall also exempt the cotton ties that 
go around the production of the South, and I shall insist that that 
ought also to be allowed. Does it not look like a modest request 
on the part of the farmer, who pays a tax on everything in the 
world he uses—his plow, and his reapers, and his hoes, and his 
chisels, and his screws, his knives, his pocketknife, whether it be 
a Barlow or a Sheffield razor blade? And if he happens to indul 
in the luxury of shaving, he also has to pay a tax on the soap he 
uses on his face, and the brush which he usestoputiton. He pays 
a tax on everything. 

Iask gentlemen on the other side, who care for shipping and 
manufactures and for those who produce coal and iron and the 
like of that, to pause for one moment while they are indulging in 
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their taxing proclivities and their protection theories, and just 
give us not protection, but exemption in a small degree from this 
tax. Give us the privilege of putting up our wheat and oats and 
barley and cotton and cotton-seed cake, and our manure and 
whatever we use in that direction, so as to carry them to market. 
You have generously given to the Western farmer some strings 
with which to tie up his products. We now ask further that you 
give him the privilege of having an untaxed bag in which to carry 
his produce to market. 

Senators, I desire to call your attention for amoment—I am not. 
going to make a long talk to you—to what you are doing for other 
people. I have nothing against the manufacturer. He has been 
a very favored citizen of the United States these years, and I do 
not want to say anything against him. The fact of the business 
is I have no war paint on this morning at all. I am asking for 
votes on the other side of the Chamber, and hope to get them. I 
will get them if 1 will only listen and pay some little respect 
to the reasons. t us see what you do for the manufacturer. I 
am not going into details, but whenever a manufacturer wants a 
thing—sometimes you call it a raw material and sometimes ap- 
pliances and other things to be used by him in his business—the 


The | general rule is that he gets it on the free list. There are excep- 


ne Ido not mean to say it is universal. I will mention a few 
ings. 

He needs acids, and those which he needs he gets free. He 
needs dyes. They come in free. Ashes and bones come in free. 
Bolting cloths of silk come in free. He needs Brazilian pebbles 
to make his glasses. He has great use for charcoal and blueclay. 
He wants them, and he wants copper and cork wood and dia- 
monds. He has very great use for diamonds, and I have no 
objection to his haying them and having them free. It looks a 
little frightful to put diamonds on the free list, but they are 
rough diamonds; they have not been cut or polished or worked 
upon, and they are extremely useful in many respects to the me- 
chanic. He bores with them and he does a great deal of work 
with them. "They constitute a very useful implement. I wishas 
much consideration had been given to plows, but that is impossible. 

So he gets his diamonds free, and his emery ore and his flints 
and his furs, white enameled glass and glass for optical instru- 
ments—in the rough of course—and he gets eges and vegetable 
fiber of various sorts, and gold-beater's molds, and gutta-percha, 
and € and ee ^ 2 sd uvis ; 825 ur digo benefit of the 
manufacturer, to be wor on. ia ru „indigo, manganese. 
are all free. I ge gree gets his manganese free, and I am glad 
that he gets most of the other things free, because I think he needs 
them free to do his work with. Manganese, I understand,is a very 
essential article with which to line furnaces. Then he goes into 
the smoking line, and he gets free meerschaum—not in pipes; and 
crude minerals, models and patterns of all kinds, provided thoy 
can not be used as machines—only the model of the machine, e 
es pu to have them free. There is no doubt of it. He has them, 
an Te URN GENIS DAD Un. and I hope he will keep them on the 
free list. 

Then he gets all his paper stock of every sort free, and mother- 
of-pearl, and shells, and platina, and platinum, and rough shot- 
guns—provided they are single barrel—and raw silk of sorts, 
and tin and tin ore, whalebone, and logs of wood; and then he 
gets all of the foreign woods free generally. 

I have named only a few of the articles that the manufacturer 
gets free, absolutely free, for his use. I am not quarreling with 
his having them on the free list at all. Lam not making any ob- 
jection to it; but, Mr. President, let us go one step further. Sup- 
pose by chance you put a duty on some material that a manufac- 
turer has to use. Thatisalittle shocking toour sensitive system, 
but we have a plaster for that. We at once turn around and we 
give him a duty by way of compensation. In other words, we give 
him a bounty in the shape of an increased tax on the article into 
which he manufactures the raw material. 

We have heard a great deal during the discussion of this bill in 
reference to compensation to be allowed the manufacturer for an; 
duty that is put on raw material. We have heard a great deal sai 
about the sugar trust, and gentlemen have been ciphering here for 
weeks to ascertain how much bounty is paid to the sugar trust to 
induce them to refine the raw sugar imported into ihe United 
States. Gentlemen have disputed, saying that itis all the way 
from 1 cent a pound down to fifty-six one-hundredths of a cent à 
pound, I think. Nobody has gone under fifty one-hundredths, I 

ieve—that is, one-half of 1 cent per pound—as the compensa- 
tion which we pay to the manufacturer of sugar. 

Iam not now debating the question whether these compensa- 
tions ought to be paid or not. We have had a tax put on for 
the protection of the cotton of the United States, an infant indus- 
try in our country, and straightway—for it was logical, and I did 
not complain of the Senator from Iowa for putting it on, and he 
put it on very graciously and very emphatically—a tax of 10 per 
cent compensation was put on in addition to other duties on 
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manufactured cotton articles. I am not complaining of that and 
I am not complaining of any of these acts of compensation which 
I call bounties, 

Gentlemen on the other side contend that it is right. Iam not 
going to quarrel with them on that subject now. I will defer it 
to a more convenient season. But you do give the manufacturers 
compensation whenever you tax any part of their raw material, 
and you do not tax much of it, and when you do tax it you put 
the tax on lightly. 

If you would stop at that, some persons might suppose it was a 
reasonable kind of a protective tariff, although they do not under- 
stand it. There are a great many of us whọ have never been able 
to see through it, and I do not expect we ever will. But they do 
not stop at that. They not oniy give them the free raw material, 
or, if you should happen to tax them a little, give them a compen- 
sation, which is always fourfold at least the duty on the raw ma- 
terial, except in one or two instances where the bill specificall 
says it shall be three times as much, for which we are thankful; 
but after getting through with all that v Seek Well, we are 
sorry for you; we did tax your raw material somewhat; we 
compensated you for that, however, by giving you a duty on 
the manufactured article in addition to your other duties. But 
if you are at all angry about it, we will give you a ‘ draw- 
back.’” And you do give drawbacks, and you give them in vast 
amounts. Gentlemen who have not looked at the subject of draw- 
backs have little comprehension of the amount of money which 
goes through that hole. The doctrine of drawbacks had its origin 
away back in the rin qe of our history, and I want to call at- 
tention to the amount of drawbacks allowed in the early days. 
It was 5 cents a quintel, or 5 cents a barrel on salt fish and 5 cents 
a barrel on salted provisions, and that was all there was of it. 

There was no such thing in the early days except the 5 cents on 
salted fish and 5 cents on salted provisions, which was allowed in 
the shape of a drawback, and that was because the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. VEST] or one of his ancestors happened to be there 
and protested against the duty on salt, and they said, ** By way of 
compensating these men for the tax we put on salt, we will give 
them a drawback of 5 cents a barrel on salt fish and salted provi- 
sions." 

Well, when you start in a certain road, whether it is protecting 
or drawing back from the Government, it is a very rapid motion. 
The next time they spoke on this subject they made it 10 cents. 
They just doubled it; but they confined it to those two subjects; 
and it was to compensate the Missourians, I suppose, although 
they were not known in those days, for having to pay a tax on 
salt; and they expressly declared it to be so. But from that day 
to this there has been one continued stream of additions of draw- 
backs. Why, Mr. President, they first put in all articles that were 
shipped to the United States and immediately shipped out in the 
same packages, without breaking the bulk to any degree. They 
were allowed to draw back their money which they paid the Gov- 
ernment when they were going to reship these articles without 
change of any sort or description. The drawbacks grew and grew 
and multiplied, ; 

The next form in which they put it was, if you pay a duty on 
the raw material, manufacture it into goods, certain useful arti- 
cles, and ship them abroad, you shall have back your money; you 
shall draw it back. Now, there is no other human being except 
the manufacturer who is allowed such a privilege as that. No 
other human being is allowed it. 

So the drawbacks went on—I do not want to weary you with 
my discussion of this subject—and it went on until the date of 
the Walker tariff in the forties—in 1846; and there they curtailed 
the thing down again. They cut off all thes? drawbacks except 
the specified thing of importing and exporting. Well, it looked 
as if they had no use for money and they wanted to pay it all out 
after they had got it into the Treasury. 

From that day to this, every time a tariff has been mentioned 
in Congress, a new drawback has been added. You can not find 
a tariff bill that does not add a new drawback, and the Democrats 
have been doing the same sort of thing that the gentlemen on the 
other side of the Chamber have done. 

There is one very peculiar thing about this drawback that I 
wantto call your attention to. Whenever you come to enact & 
general tariff law. you have a general provision always providing 
that all drawbacks heretofore allowed are hereby continued in 
full force, and others are added to it. When you came to enact 
the McKinley law, which you talked so much about, that general 
provision was put in it, all drawbacks heretofore allowed are 
continued in force." 

When you gentlemen on this side of the Chamber considered 
the Wilson bill, you put into it **all drawbacks heretofore allowed 
are hereby continued in force," and then you added some more. 
And here in this bill there is a provision that **all drawbacks here- 
tofore allowed are hereby continued in force," and then you go on 
to add others, and you have just added another one a few moments 
ago. When coal is brought in, if it is used for our ships, the duty 
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is not payable; it is to be refunded. Well, I am not quarreling 
about that particularly; but I will just say to the gentlemen on 
the other side of the Chamber that of all the inventions that ever 
were made to defraud the Government of the United States of its 
revenue according to your own laws that you make, this doctrine 
of drawbacks stands in the front and has taken more money out 
of the Treasury of the United States than all the balance of the 
frauds put together. 

. Mr. President. here is this matter of iron. You import iron 
into the United States and you put your duty on it, but the pro- 
vision is that if that is manufactured into anything else and 
shipped out of the United States you get back your duty—99 per 
cent of it under the Wilson law and the McKinley law. Ithink 
it is 99 per cent under this bill. But it is about all of it. Now, 
when our forefathers undertook to give a drawback at all they 
had a machinery about it that looked like they understood human 
nature, and I hope they did. At all events, they did know that 
the Good Book said, Lead us not into temptation," and there- 
fore they did not lend the importers into temptation. 

The goods that were imported into the United States were put 
into a United States warehouse, and were kept by United States 
officers and were guarded by a United States officer, and they were 
not allowed to an inch out of that warehouse until the duty 
was paid. Finally, however, they invented an idea of giving bond 
for the duty. After that was invented, directly contrary to the 
Bible, the whole people of the United States making importations 
were invited intothis field of temptation. Iron imported into the 
UnitedStatescould gointoa Government warehouse, into a bonded 
warehouse, into the manufacturing establishments anywhere, by 
giving a bond, and when manufactured and shipped the duty was 
paid back to the extent of 99 per cent. And who knew it was the 
same article that was imported? How could that be known? 

Mr. President, I am going to tell you a little experience. Ilive 
away down on the Gulf, but we had an idea down there that we 
could make nails. A gentleman at Brierfield, in Alabama, under- 
took to make nails. In the first place, he bought the best nail 
machine that could be made in the United States. He paid largely 
for it. It wasa fine establishment. I have looked at it many a 
time, and so has my colleague [Mr. MonGAN]. It was a fine es- 
tablishment, It was a large mill, and it manufactured the best 
nails ever made of iron, and it had the best iron to make them of. 
The iron was so tough that artillery could be made out of it in the 
pig by simply casting it. 

ow, with that sort of iron and that sort of a machine he made 
the best nails that ever were made of iron, but he could not sell 
them. He could not sell the nails. The other man undersold 
him by about half a dollar or more, and he finally got down to 
where he could not sell at all for any profit, and then he thought 
there must be something wrong about it. Other nail manufac- 
turers were making money. "This was in the olden times, before 
we got down to as low a pecuniary condition as we are now. So 
he went to New England, and he went all over the New England 
States to the nail mills, and wherever he went he tried to get some 
information about hisnails. The gentlemen were very courteous 
and polite to him, and showed him all about their mills and what 
they did, and he ascertained that his mill was as good as any of 
them, and his iron much better, and his nails much better; but he 
could not sell them. He could not learn the reason. 

Finally he went to the center of all knowledge, Wall street, in 
New York, and applied to a broker who was engaged in the ship- 
ment of nails to foreign countries. He agreéd to employ him to 
ship and sell his nails, and he readily undertook the job, the 
broker not exactly knowing what he was doing. They talked it 
over, and the commissions were all arranged. He was to have the 
whole business of the shipment of the nails and the command of 
it. The owner had failed to make money himself, and he wanted 
some man who was smart enough to do it. But after they had 
the contract all written out the broker said, By the way, sir, 
where do you get your iron?" Said the owner, ‘‘I get it out of 
the ground; itis the very best iron for making nails there is in 
the world; it is the softest and the toughest. I get it right out of 
the ground at my nailery." The broker studied a while, and said, 
* My friend, I can not undertake your business, I can not sell 
your nails. Yon see, nails are made of iron, and iron is imported, 
and when imported they get a drawback on the export, and they 
have got just that much advantage of you." 

Now, that is the strangest advantage in the world. How could 
they have any advantage? Mr. President, it was simply because 
they imported one sort of iron and exported a different sort. 
That is it. It is a little, small matter of making pepe about it, 
but in that way thousands upon thousands of dollars go improp- 
a out of the Treasury of the United States. 

just speak of this nail business. Thatis only asample. Itis 
a mere sample of what can be done in that line in the way of ap- 
propriating the revenues of the United States to individual pur- 


poses. 
Mr. President, the manufacturers not only get the free material, 
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as a general rule, or, if taxed at all. miar geta duty by way of com- 
ensation on the finished article. But then they get this enormous 
awback. Iam not quarreling with them now on that subject; 
but we just ask you to give us the privilege of putting up in a free 
bag our crops made at home, that the farmers make, whether it 
be grain or other farm produce. Give us the chance to put it u 
ina free bag, and wrap the cotton with free cotton bagging, an 
to tie our bags with free strings, and our hay and whatever else 
we choóse. You have already given us that, however, and we are 
asking now for free bags and free bagging. Gentlemen, if you 
look us straight in the face, you will be bound to say that it is a 
very modest request. ; 

We are manufacturers ourselves. Wemanufacture cotton into 
such a condition that you can spin it, and we manufacture wheat 
into such a condition that you can grind it. We want nice, clean 
bags to send you the oats in, and we want nice, clean bags to send 
the wheat to the mill if we do not choose to ship it in bulk. In 
other words, we want the wrapping of what we make free from 
duty; and as we pay a tax on everything we eat, everything we 
drink, and everything we wear, and all our household plunder, do 
give us this free wrapping for the produce of our labor. 

Mr. MANTLE. Is Sala like to ask the Senator from Arkan- 
sas, who, I believe, is pretty well informed upon matters relating 
to the particular point now under discussion, what the importa- 
tions have been of the material included in the paragraph we are 
now speaking of? What revenue has been derived, and what has 
been the total consumption in the United States? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The revenue derived under the 
McKinley Act on this item, as shown by the comparative state- 
ment on page 175, submitted by the majority of the committee, on 
bagging worth more than 6 cents per square yard, was $12,970. 

Mr. MANTLE. Twelve thousand dollars? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Twelve thousand dollars, the entire 
amount. The estimate by the committee is that they will get 
$36,000 from it. That is three times as much as came in under 
the McKinley law. How they expect to get it, or where they 
eet togetit,Idomnotknow. - 

r. MANT Now I wish to ask what was the duty under 
the McKinley law? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It was 1.6 cents per square yard 
valued at 6 cents or less, and 1.8 cents per square yard valued 
above 6 cents. 

Mr. MANTLE. 


duty? 

Me. JONES of Arkansas. The present rate is half a cent a yard 
and 15 per cent ad valorem, which is equivalent to 27 per cent, I 
do not Ev how it would compare with the other rate. 

Mr. MANTLE. Now I should like to ask the Senator, if Iam 
not troubling him too much, what is the value of the total con- 
sumption in the country? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is about 70,000,000 yards. 

Mr. MANTLE. And the value? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is about 6 cents a yard. There 
are 10,000,000 bales of cotton. It takes about 7 running yards of 
bagging to cover a bale of cotton. 

Mr. ALLISON. Four cents is said to be the value, according 
to tbe statement. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. That may be the import value, but 
nobody buys it at that price here. 

Mr. ALLISON. In speaking of duties, we always speak of 
import values. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is the og akg value, perhaps. 
There is very little imported. There never has been much im- 

rted. There are about fifteen bagging mills in the United 

tates. 

I will say to the Senator from Montana that about the only 
effect of putting bags on the free list was to prevent a combina- 
tion amongst the bagging manufacturers to compel the cotton 
panes to pay unreasonable prices for bagging. There has 

een no material reduction in the price of bagging a the result 
of putting it on the free list; but just before the McKinley Act 
went into effect, or about that time, there was, on one occasion 
that I remember, an agreement made between all the ging 
manufacturersexceptone. Ihaveforgotten the name of that one. 
I would be glad to mention it if Irecollected the name. Ithink 
it was a Connecticut mill. 

A proposition was quietly and secretly made amongst them to 
uw to put their prices up without its being known publicly. 
This one mill refused to go into.it. The remainder went into the 
agreement. When parties wanting bagging would write to the 
mills to make their contracts, as they were in the habit of doing 
some months before the bagging was used, they would answer 
that they were not ready then to make contracts. It was quietly 
put off until the time to begin to pack the cotton, when the price 
was x axem from an average of 6 or 7 cents to 12 or 14 cents. It 
was about doubled. 

It was impossible then to have bagging manufactured in Cal- 


How does that rate compare with the proposed 


the amendment proposed, if it is designed to ma 


cutta or Dundee and have it brought over, because it is not pro- 
duced in any quantity except on special orders, and there was no 
chance to manufacture it and bring it into the country before the 
cotton season was over, which lasts only about ninety to one hun- 
dred and twenty days. 

The result was that cotton cloth was woven, for the purpose of 
wrapping cotton, into bagging. Chambers of commerce refused 
to receive the bales of cotton as merchantable because they were 
not wrapped in the ordinary way. There were these desperate 
efforts made to protect themselves against the schemes of the 
manufacturers. 

The Finance Committee sent for the men who were engaged in 
this scheme. They brought them into the Finance Committee 
room here, and the men who organizedit said frankly and brutally 
to the members of the committee, ‘‘ Yes, we made this organiza- 
tion. Weare compelling these people to pay these extra prices. 
What are you going to do about it?” That was stated here, I 
quoted the words here in the Senate, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. May I ask the Senator from 
Arkansas a question? z 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does not the Senator think thata 
combination of that sort could be made just as well with bagging 
on the free list if the parties were disposed to do it? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It can not be done. With baggi 
on the free list it can be brought here cheaper than with trod 
bagging. The result of the fact that bagging is on the free list is 
that people may have bagging made in Calcutta or in Dundee. 
Asarule,it is not made in Dundee now, but it has been made in 
Calcutta. A small quantity docs come from Calcutta, and on 
very short notice it can be manufactured in considerable quan- 
tities; but the fear of the competition coming from Calcutta keeps 
the price of bagging at something like a fair rate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Butif anybody chooses to enter 
into such an unconscionable contract as to double the price of 
cotton bagging from 7 cents up to 14, I do not see how the ques- 
tion of a little duty on it affects the matter one way or the other. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It does affect it. The only effect 
that the duty can have is to promote this unholy combination to 
the extent that the tax goes. There can be no apology nor reason 
for putting a tax on this article. Nobody saysitis an infant in- 
dustry. It has been a j aches business for years. It has had 
absolute controlof the Ámerican market for years, and has on one 
occasion used it for an unholy purpose in this way. I say that 
eoe who have so acted are entitled to no consideration, even 

om the standpoint of a protectionist, at the hands of the Senate 
of the United States. 

Mr. MANTLE. Iagree with the Senator, the facts being as he 
states them, that they are not entitled to protection. Iam trying 
to get some practical information, for 1 have not had the time nor 
have I been able to get all the facts myself. I understand that 
under the McKinley law there was a tariff upon this article. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANTLE, And under that law theimportations were very 
small indeed in relation to the whole quantity used. I gather that 
from what the Senator from Arkansas has said. Under the Wil- 
son law bagging was placed upon the free list. Now, I want to 
inquire how much was imported under the Wilson law when it 
was upon the free list? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There were 1,600,000 pounds imported 
under the Wilson law and there was about 900,000 pounds im- 
ported under the McKinley Act. 

Mr. MANTLE. So it made very little difference. 

Mr, JONES of Arkansas, The importations were not very’ 


largely increased. 

.MANTLE. Now, one further question. I understand that 
the duty proposed under this bill increases the rate over the Mc- 
Kinley law? $ 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No; it is lower. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I can not compare the rates. Ido 
not know. This is a rate of 27 per cent. The McKinley law 
charged a tax of 1.6 cents and 1.8 cents a yard, which was more 
than 14 cents. On a valuation of 6 cents a yard it would be some- 
where in the neighborhood of 30 per cent, i should say. 

Mr. PLATT ot Connecticut. think that the McKinley rates 
averaged about 40 per cent. 

Mr. MANTLE. The important fact which seems to be brought 
out is that even after it was placed on the free list the importa- 
tions increased verv slightly and the American manufacturers 
continued to furnish the article. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. "There is no question of that. 

Mr. MANTLE. I wantto ask the Senator just one other ques- 
tion. What relation does the material referred to in paragraph 
4131 bear to burlaps and bags for grain made of burlaps in para- 


graph 4933? 
Mr. WHITE. Rightthere I was about to suggest that I think 
eit certain and 
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that no doubt should be entertained that grain bags are included, 
should have added to it ** burlaps and bags for grain made of bur- 


laps," being the language used in the present law. 
Mr. JONES of 8 I do not know what the 2 
amendment covers. I sent to the desk to get it, and the language 


sent to me covers only cotton 
Mr. WHITE. It reads: 
TTT 
© of jute, ju i H 
sacks of single jute or —— . NE Lr ees 
own. 

Ithink it was designed to include grain , but in order to 
make it more certain, if such was the design of the Senator from 
Alabama offering it, I suggest that there be added to it ** burlaps 
and bags for grain made of burlaps," being the of the 
present law. "Then there can be no doubt about the inclusion of 


in m 
E The CE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment offered June 21 by the Senator from Arkansas and now be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My understanding was that it is an 
amendment offered by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PETTUS]. 

Mr. WHITE. Offered June 30, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to insert paragraph 
an was offered by the Senator from Arkansas, and the Secretary 
will read it. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

473}. for cotton, gunny cloth, and all similar material suitable for 
covering composed wholly or in part of hemp, flax, jute, or jute butts. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I offered that amendment, and it is 
intended to cover and does cover cotton bagging alone; but I un- 
derstood the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PETTUS] to offer another 
proposition which was intended to be taken as a substitute for the 
amendment which I had offered and which was pending. 

Mr. WHITE. That is the amendment I have before me and 
which I have just read. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If that is the amendment to be con- 
sidered at this time, I think it ought to be confined to cotton bag- 
ging alone, or else the langu suggested by the Senator from 

fornia should be inserted, use there ought not to be any 
doubt as to whether it includes burlaps as well as grain bags, if 
it is intended that they shall be included. The language sub- 
mitted by-me is the er under which cotton ing alone 
has been made free all along, and it applies to nothing but cotton 


Ms. MANTLE. I understand the Senator from California pro- 


poses to amend it so as to include burlaps and bags for grain. I 
think the two ones o go together. 


Mr. GRAY. the Senator from California include in that 
the word ** burlaps?” 

Mr. WHITE. 0 to amend the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Ala [Mr. PETTUS] by adding thereto the 
following language: 


Burlaps and bags for grain, made of burlaps. 
Which is the language found in the free list in the Wilson law. 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, what paragraphs have been 
voted out of the bill by a vote of the Senate? ere they para- 
: graphs 339, 341, and 342? Am 1 right in that? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary informs the Chair that 


Mr. ALLISON. T well. Now,the amendment pending be- 
fore the Senate is practically placing in the free list one of those 
bagging 5 namely, bagging for cotton. I understand 
the Benatar from California ud ow desires to also place 
upon the free list paragraph 341, whic Bags or sacks made 
from plain woven fabrics, of single jute yarns," etc. 

Mr. PETTUS. That is already in the amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. If that includes *burlaps and bags for in, 
made of burlaps," very well. I do not care to have any doubt 
about it, and so I have added to the phraseology of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Alabama the words **burlaps and bags 
for grain, made of burlaps," so that there may be no ambiguity 
— it. Will the Senator from Alabama accept the amend- 
ment 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the amendment be reported from 
the desk, so that we may understand the precise form itis now in. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

for cotton, gunny cloth, and similar fabrics, suitable for covering 
5 Dew Len made of jute, jute butts, or hemp; 
woven fabrics, bags, and sacks, of single jute or hemp yarns, by w. 
name known; burlaps and bags for grain, made of burlaps. 

Mr. WHITE. I think by striking out from the words“ single 

arns" down to the word ** known " perhaps it would read a little 
tter, though the meaning is plain enoug 

Mr. MILLS. I understand that paragraph 340 has been voted 


. 341, and 342. 
Mr. P. y were all stricken out, 


7 
is 


ver 


Mr. MILLS. But the Secretary has read paragraph 342. i 

Mr.PETTUS. Paragraphs 339, 341, and 342 were put on the 
free list by the amendment as amended by the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. WHITE}. 

Mr. GRAY. Adding “burlaps,” in order that it may certainly 
be included, as it probably is included in the general language of 
the insertion. . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Mr. President 


letter here—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator permit me just a 
moment? : 

Mr. MANTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ithink that this amendment should 
be put in proper shape before we get away from it. The pending 
amendment is: 

for cotton, gunny cloth, and similar 
„ of dinis Yarna made of jute, 3 uet 

That covers bagging. Now it is proposed to include the words: 

Plain woven fabrics, bags, and sacks of single jute or hemp yarns, by what- 
ever name known. 

Then the Senator from California . WHITE] proposes the 
additional words: 9 ] p 

Burlaps and bags for grain, made of burlaps. 

I think, as thus proposed, the amendment will be in 
shape, and I will agree to accept it as a substitute for the one I 
have proposed. I suggest to the Senator from Alabama that he 
accept it in this form, 5 out the words ' plain woven fab- 
rics, bags, sacks of single jute yarns, by whatever name 
known," so as to read: 

Bagging for cotton, „guany cloth, and similar fabrics, suitable for Soveria 


cotton, composed of le yarns, made of ju ute butts, hemp; 
burlaps and bags for — 2 made of burlaps. date, j = 


Mr. PETTUS. I do not understand what the Senator asks me 


to t. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I pro that there shall be stricken 
out of the amendment as pro by the Senator the words: 

Plain woven fabrics, bags, and sacks of single jute or hemp yarns, by 
whatever name known. 

And that in lieu of those words there shall be inserted what has 
been a suggested by the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE], the 
words: 

Burlaps and bags for grain, made of burlaps. 

Mr. PETTUS. Then paragraph 341 would be still open. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Paragraph 341 is out of bill. It 
is not in existence. 

Mr. PETTUS. Isit not on the free list? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No; it is out of the bill. It is not in 
existence. This is a proposition to put an item on the free list, 
which will be a substitute for what was taxed in paragraphs 339, 
341, and 342. 

Mr. MILLS. That is right. i 

Mr. PETTUS. Iwant the Senator to understand that I am de- 
sirous of protecting the grain bags from this tax, but I am also 
desirons of protecting the other bags that are nsed for fertilizers 
and cotton seed and cotton-seed meal, and all that class of farm 


Mr. MANTLE. This amendment will cover that. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes; Isu 80. 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, hatag directly upon this ques- 
tion, | am in receipt of a letter, which I presume 5 — been ad- 
dressed to all Senators here, from the Bradley Fertilizer Company, 
of Boston, Mass. I ask that the Secretary read the letter. it 
seems to me to the point and to be rather important. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The will read as requested, 
in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Boston, June 28, 1897. 


DEAR Sin: We earnestly hope that you will continue the fight for lessen- 
8 burdens of our x eel f utting this article on the free list. 


e refer to burlap 40 inches e and under, the duty on which was coy- 
Are. paragraph 339, Sehedule J. Wider widths are used for other than 
agricultural and we do not object to a duty on such wider widths 


purposes, 

if Congress deems that oer but we most earnestly hope that 

make no compromise on burlap 40 inches and under. Practically all 

of burlapis used for making sacks for grain, flour, and fertilizers, the amount 

pon for such purposes comprising 80 to 90 per cent of all the burlap used in 
coun 


Against the argument that the duty is uired for revenue purposes, we 

cia tha the farmera can not afford and should not bs aated pay Te,- 

argumen e du or on we s em - 

ally that there is no industry to protect. The claim for 9 — 
prin to 


‘ou will 


pally from the Chelsea Jute Mills, of Brooklyn. and the committee has 


given to understand that this ye epa eee 000,000 invested in a plant 
for the manufacture of burlap, while the assessed value of this entire prop- 
erty, including real estate, buildings, and machinery, is but 000. 
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ry,and 
to believe that the Aldrich tariff, which 5 
rish here. 

a duty upon both burlap and burlap sacks they pr to 
make a few thousand seamless $ uni this 3 
jer Congress to im 
to the extent of two an: 
terous on the face of it. It would be far better for the Government to pay 
an annual pep. Gag this mill equivalent to the profit that they expect to 

make on these sacks. 

Even were it admitted, for the sake of | 
amount of capital were invested in a plant in 
in the United States, for the manuf: 
an investment would be ill 


with India, which controls the jute of the world and has the cheapest labor 
on earth. Ad far greater ven by the Dingley bill will never 
suce to AA this i ind here t Such odds. India must and 


ustry 
will hold our market for her burlap, even if she is driven to placi 
port duty upon her jute as an eie ir, een any import duty 
upon her burlap. This policy has al y been agitated 7 India. 

A duty upon burlap imposes a direct tax u every farmer in the land 
who raises a sack of grain or buys a bag of fer r. and handicaps our farm- 
ers in marketing their ‘ucts in competition with other agric coun- 
tries s the mar — Mor s x E d 

Ours, vi y RADLEY FERTILIZER COMPANY, 
eid ROB. T. BRADLEY, ident. 

Hon. LEE MANTLE, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. MANTLE, Mr. President, to my mind that letter very 
forcibly presents the argument in favor of placing this material 
‘upon the free list. I have said here upon more than one occasion 
during this debate that in my opinion the farmers of the country, 
from the very nature of the case, are the last ones to receive a 
direct benefit from a protective tariff. It arises out of their voca- 
tion, from the very nature of their occupation. They are henefited 
in a measure, according to my view as a protectionist, and that 
benefit grows out of the diversification of the industries of the 
country, the employment of labor in other branches of industry, 
and the creation in this vay of a local demand for many of the 
products of the farm. To that extent they derive a benefit. 

But when weremember that of the great staple products, nota- 
bly cotton, wheat, aud some others, we produce a surplus, and 
that the farmers are therefore compelled to seek the open markets 
of the world, and that the home price of their product is thereby 
fixed by the world's market, we at once 5 the inequality 
which exists with respect to the benefits to be derived from a pro- 
tecti ve tariff. 

After some investigation, Mr. President, I have arrived at this 
conclusion, and I havefelt and I now feel that whenever theoppor- 
tunity presents in the formation of a tariff for giving some benefit 
by placing articles which the farmer must of necessity use upon the 
free list, without injury to any American industry, the oppor- 
tunity ought to be 1 

It does not appear that by placing this article on the free list we 
are going to injure any American industry, for it is stated here 
that under the Wilson law, with this material on the free list, 
its importation has increased but a trifle over and above the im- 

tions under the McKinley law, nor is there any reason to 
ieve that it will. It seems that the home manufacturer, even 
under free ing, has supplied the American market. 

It must follow, in this view of the case, that if a duty is im- 
posed it will result in enhancing the cost of this material to the 
consumer, who is the farmer of the United States. Under these 
circumstances it must so result, although this is not usually the 
result of a protective tariff. 

Mr. 'N. Has the Senator from Montana any informa- 
tion to show whether, when that article was placed upon the free 
list under the Wilson law, the farmer received any benefit in the 
way of a decreased price? 

Mr. MANTLE. I did not inquire as to that, but the important 
fact to be borne in mind is that the importations did not mate- 
rially increase, that they were infinitesi in relation to the whole 
amount of the article consumed. 

Mr. ALLISON. The provision referred to only applied to bag- 
ging for cotton. It does not apply to all the other articles now 
mentionedin this amendment. basene for cotton has been made 
in this country for a long time, but there are large importations 
of other bagging, and there have been under all other tariff laws 
as well as under the Wilson law. 

Mr. MANTLE. The letter just read refers to a factory en- 
gaged in this industry which, it is said, is nominally assumed to 

ve $4,000,000 capital invested in this industry, but which the 
writer of that letter states emphatically has not more than $300,- 
000 invested, and that, notwithstanding a duty of 30 per cent under 
former laws for twenty years, the industry has not materially 
grown. Inanyevent, assuming and conceding that what the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the Finance Committee says is true, I still 
maintain that if we can in any way fairly favor the t agri- 
cultural interests of this country in the framing of this proposed 
law, we certainly ought to do it. 

It is understood that I am not oppen to a protective tariff, but 
Iam profoundly bes de ta with this idea, that in the very nature 
of things the great body of the farmers of this country are the 


least benefited by a protective tariff, and that in framing this 


bill and adjusting these matters we ought to try to be just to all 
elements of the country. I know that is the intention of the 
committee, and I do not mean by nr Isay to reflect upon 
them in any manner. I am sorry to differ with them; but these 
are my views, and holding these views I feel constrained to vote 
on these occasions, even though a protectionist, against these 
particular items, because I believe there is more justice and more 
equity in voting to put these particular articles upon the free list 
than there is in making them dutiable. 

There are, I respectfully submit, Mr. President, other things upon 
which this same amount of revenue may be raised. I made apropo- 
sition the other day to place other raw skins, aside from cattle hides, 
upon the dutiable list—goatskins, which are pare annually 
to the amount of $10,000,000 or $12,000,000 worth. A duty of 20 
per cent ad valorem would make up the deficit which would be 
created by placing these particular items now under discussion 
upon the list. Goatskins, when manufactured, enter into 
the very finest quality of articles in which leather is used, articles 
which approximate what are termed luxuries, such as kid gloves 
and the very finest quality of shoes, and things of that sort. 
uL does Me ved : b 9 the item oa s 

ging and the item of these high-grade skins to ic ve 
ne te it would be far more equitable and just to exchange the 
duty and transfer it to this item of raw skins. 
. HAWLEY. Does the Senator bear in mind that goatskins 
are pope to any extent in this country? 

Mr. NTLE. There are not a great many, although there are 
a great many more than we find accounted for in the 
statistics bearin es this subject. There are in the State of 
Texas alone—and I a communication printed in the RECORD 
the other day showing that there are accounted for upon the local 
record over 250,000 goats, while the statistics of the ; parken. De- 
pun only give about 41,000. So we can not rely upon the 

ury statistics. In any event, by free im tion the skins 
to which I refer, and notably sheepskins, which are thicker and 
coarser and inferior to posal Ere , come directly into competition 
with cattle hides in the manufacture of shoes. The product is 
very deceptive, and many people buy it under the impression that 
they are buying cowhide shoes, not knowing the difference. 
Therefore those skins come into competition with cattle hides. 

I desire again,in this connection, to call the attention of the 
committee to the fact that leaving these other skins upon the free 
list is a direct injury to the manufacturer and the tanner engaged 
in finishing and tanning and the manufacturing of cowhides. It 
places them at a disadvantage with their competitors in the trade, 
who are enabled to bring in a vast amount of sheepskins and goat- 
skins which, in a measure, enter into competition with cowhides. 
Thereis no reason in the world why these other skins should not be 
compelled to pay some sort of a duty, a revenue duty, at least, if 
nothing more. It is a perfectly legitimate item on which to place 
a revenue 2 . 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, inasmuch as my friend from 
Montana [Mr. MANTLE] has had read here a letter from a dealer 
in burlaps and sacking in Boston, who is in selling a fer- 
tilizer, and therefore would like to place the profits in bags, if 
there are any, into his own exchequer, it is only fair that I should 
offer an antidote for that letter in the form of one which comes 
from a manufacturer in the State which I have the honor in part 
to represent. 

I want to say, parenthetically, that I believe each Senator upon 
this floor is in sympathy with the t agricultural interests of 
thiscountry; that none of us would intentionally cast a vote which 
would ore that great industry, which is the source of all wealth. 
When the farmers of the country do not prosper, there is general 
depression in every other branch of business in the land. We all 
have a common object in view. We want a good Government, 
we want wise laws, and we want those laws honestly and faith- 
fully administered. We want to do that which will bring the 
greatest good to the greatest number, and we only differ as to the 
means by which we may arrive at that end. 

I believe that placing a moderate duty upon burlaps to cover 
the difference between the wages paid in this country and in other 
countries where they are manufactured by peon labor, in Cal- 
cutta, and the East Indies, would bethe best safeguard for the 
protection of the farmers of this country; forthere isa great trust 
in burlaps, bags, and sacking, which commenced in free-trade 
England; in Dundee, Scotland, and then changed its base of oper- 
ations from that country to India. Thattrustto-day—and I speak 
advisedly—in anticipation of what we may do here, placing, as 
they believe we will, burlaps on the free list, have already entered 
into a combination whereby the prices of burlaps and grain bags 
will be advanced to the consumers of this country. 

But I shall not weary the Senate. I only ask that the Secretary 
may read the communication I have here, not from a merchant, 
not from a broker, or a commission man, but from manufacturers. 

Mr. MANTLE. If the Senator from California will pardon me, 
I wish to say that it is not quite clear to me how the profits on 
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these bags, if placed on the free list, would find their way into the 


pockets of the people who deal in fertilizers. 

Mr. PERKINS. If my friend will listen to the reading of the 
communication, he will then learn that there are great trusts in 
other countries, who have formed a combination whereby the 
prices of burlaps, grain bags, and fertilizer sacks are advanced to 
the buyer. Having these factories in this country to give em- 

ployment to our people will act as a financial safety valve upon 
these great trusts, and therefore the consumer and the agricul- 
turist will be benefited by having the opportunity of the competi- 
tion between our manufacturers and those abroad in the produc- 
tion of this article. 
Competition is the true test, the true standard whereby prices 
may be reduced. Competition alone is what will benefit the 
farmers in this respect. It has been well said there is nothing 
more powerful than one million dollars, except perhaps it be two 
milliondollars. These great combinations of peon and cooly labor 
do control the great agricultural and manufacturing interests of 
this nation, and not only of this nation, but of the whole world. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read the statement referred to by the Senator from 
California. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


BTATEMENT IN BEHALF OF A PROTECTIVE TAHIFF ON JUTE BAGS AND BUR- 
LAPS FROM THE JUTE INDUSTRY OF THE PACIFIC COAST. 


California was one of the first States of the Union to engage in the manu- 
facture of jute bags and burlap. 

Ever since 1899 the mills here have supplied a large percentage of the farm- 
ers’ requirements of grain and wool bags. In those days the West was far 
from the 8 supplies of bags difficult to get, and to have our domestic 
wants sappi by the home mills was an important convenience to the farm- 
ers, and helped to keep down prices. There are no grain elevators on the 
carer Coast, and no ships or cars are loaded with grain in bulk for trans- 

rtation. 

Mis rns California first began to export wheat and wool, so apan A o 
n 


indus develop in the great valleys of the Sacramento and oaq 
rivers t great difficul Lr experienced in getting sufficient bags in 
which to move the crops. e wheat and wool raisers were at the mercy of 


ach. 

When the home factories entered the field in competition with the imported 
bags, prices were reduced to a reasonable figure, and for several years past 
the standard grain mean be bought at from 6 to 7 centseach. This, wit 
out question, was due to the la: increase of domestic manufacture, and had 
it not been for this the bag e would have been entirely under the control 
of Calcutta and Dundee importers, and prices would have been much higher 


ing a remunerative source of rra Doer and aiding the general prosperity. 

"n ommerce, representing many farmers 
and shippers of grain, realize the importance and necessity of 8 the 
we bag and burlap industry here. They petitioned the Committee on 

‘ays and Means on January 7 last to restore the McKinley tariff rates for 
the protection of our home manufactories of bags and burlaps. 

In 1872, 100 looms, with all the necessary card and n: machinery, 
were in operation on this coast for making an pineg In 1880, 300 looms 
were in operation; in 1889, 500 were in operation, and in 1891 a large jute plant 
was ordered and a mill built in San Francisco, but, o to the Wilson bill 
3 the machinery has never been taken from the original packages and 

he mill has never been started. It stands idle at the corner of Eighteenth and 
Channel streets, San Francisco. 

This bill was a great blow to the jute bag and burlap industry, and has 
completely ruined it. In 1893, 500 looms were in operation in the manufac- 
ture of jute bags and burlap in this State, giving employment to 1,100 free 
white laborers, consuming 21,000 bales of raw ju and producing 
zene and burlap equal to 12,000,000 standard in ere are also, in 
addition to the above, prison jute mills on this coast. run entirely by con- 
victs, and they consume 14,000 bales of jute and make 7,000,000 bags annually. 
So that nearly 50 per cent of the Pacific Coast requirements are now made at 

ome by American labor. 

With a fair and just protective tariff, sufficient to admit the 
reasonable wages to the work ple, and a probability of the 
disturbed for some time, this jute 
edly ree increase, and eventually 
of and burlaps. 

A jute manufacturing plant is expensive and can not be installed to work 
economically on a small scale. This fact, coupled with the uncertainty for 
years back of thestability of a reasonable protective tariff, has been the main 
eie wy 5 and more rapid extension of the bag and burlap industry 

not taken e. 
There is à large capital invested in this State in bag and sag manufac- 
turing machinery now standing useless, and many work ipo. dle and in 
sore distress. and it is urgently requested that you he House bill and 
givereasonable protection to our industry, and thus afford us the opportunity 
of starting the mills again and earning a 8 


M of the E^ D kland, Cal 
ayor oj e ct 0 aktan > 
4 JOHN MORAN. y 
Foreman Spinner, Jute Works. 
WILLIAM K 


Y. 
UL ENG Jute Works. 
JOHN ORCHISON. 
Finisher, Jute Works. 
JAMES RATTRAY, 
acklemaker., Jute Works. 
JAMES MOIR. 
Foreman Weaver, Jute Works, 
ROBERT MO 


Machinist, Jute Works. 
JOHN DOIG 
Starcher, Jute Works. 


annuall 
sacks. 


yment of 
not being 
and burlap industry would undoubt- 

sufficient to supply our entire wants 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, this subject was before the Sen- 
ate some days ago. On the 19th of last month, when the provi- 
sions in paragraphs 341 and 342 regarding this subject were 
stricken out, I stated that the bags used for grain upon the Pacific 
Coast were directly consumed by the farming element, and that 
with a duty such as that designated, which was imposed by the 
McKinley law, a direct tax was, in fact, levied upon the farmin 
industry. Istated then that there was but one factory outside o: 
the California State Penitentiary in that State open, and confus- 
ing that establishment with one which had existed before and which 
has since closed up, I said that Mr. Rutherford, the proprietor, 
employed a large number of Chinamen. That was an error, It 
seems that the Chinamen were employed in another factory. 

But I wish to direct particular attention to one fact. The con- 
sumption upon the Coast is about 40,000,000 bags. The California 
farmer and the farmer of Oregon and Washington do not utilize 
the elevator system. All grain shipped to Europe is shipped in 
jute bags, which contain from 130 to 140 pounds, It is impossible 
of course to transmit the inin bulk around the Horn, and 
therefore bags are used. e drawback provision of the bill is 
absolutely useless. It shows pron its face that it amounts to 
nothing, and in fact it is a mere delusion, The farmer gets a posi- 
tive benefit from freegrain bags; and whatever may be the theory 
as to other industries, it is certain, as stated by the Senator from 
Montana, that when the farmer can be benefited, as he derives so 
little benefit from legislation of this character, we should look 
kindly toward his interest. 

I assert that the statement made in the document read at the 
desk can not be supported, in so far as there is an intimation that 
the farmer derives no benefit from putting jute bags and burlaps 
upon the free list. Ican prove it, and I proved it the other day 
in this way, that the price of bags in California in 1893 with du 
was 6j to 7 cents; in 1892, with duty, 74 to 8 cents; in 1891, wi 
duty, 7 to 74 cents; in 1896, when bags were free, 41 to 44 cents; 
in 1895, when bags were free, 44 to 5 cents, and in 1894, when 

Meta ADODI chat Mar rain f bags h latel 

ow, it is impossible that the rate for as gone up lately 
for fear Congress would put them on the free list. On the 19th of 
June these items were stricken from the dutiable list as far as we 
then went, and there was not the least reason anterior to that hour 
to suppose that the Senate or Ve rr would put anguine on the 
free list unless it was something that would not be of any especial 
benefit to the farming community. The farmer knew that 25 
cents a bushel had been placed as a duty upon his wheat, and he 
also knew that it was utterly valueless to him, that he exported 
his wheat, and that the price of his wheat was fixed abroad, and 
the only éffect it could have would be to make him pay a duty on 
seed which he might wish to bring into this ponte 

In a letter which I received end fore yesterday from a gentle- 
man with whom I am quite wel seguano, Mr. Hoar, of Ven- 
tura County, Cal.—and ight say that Mr. Hoar is a nephew of 
the distinguished senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 22 
he informed me that grain bags were quoted then at ö cents for 
Calcutta and 5j for the product of the California State prison, 
showing that the low price can not be due to the product of the 
prison, since it was quoted higher than the Calcutta importation, 

Besides, the total production of the Pacific Coast, including the 
product of the penitentiary at Walla Walla, was less than 
cent of the consumption, in my opinion less than 30 per cent, al- 
though the statement says 50 per cent. That is an error. I do not 
think the California jute mills turn out any such amount as stated 
in the letter referred to. At all events, experience has proved in 
the matter of grain bags—the figures I dum demonstrate mathe- 
matically—that the farmer has derived t and specific benefit 
from the placing of these articles in the free list under the Wilson 
bil. Let us atleast incorporate in this provision one paragraph 
which may do some good to those who are toiling and suffering, 
and who, as a rule, look in vain to legislation for relief or for their 
pecuniary advancement. Here is a chance to give the farmer 
something, no mere formal duty asthe wheat duty, but something 
actually of benefit to him. Let us do it. 

A few days ago we voted in such a way as to indicate our in- 
tention to be as I have stated. If itis necessary to get more duty, 
let us obtain it elsewhere. "There are other means of imposition 
of duty and other sources to which we may apply for adequate 
relief in this regard. If the pending bill is to create a deficiency, 
it will not be because the farmer has got too much benefit from 
it. It will be because prohibitory tariff duties have been imposed 
which have blocked the ordinary channels through which revenue 
has been in the habit of passing. Let us turn elsewhere if we wish 
to obtain more revenue, and in this particular instance waive the 
imposition of a duty in the interest of a class which is suffering 
more than any other in the United States. 

Mr. MANTLE. Just to e rp what I have already said 
I have looked at the matter of the importation of grain bags and 
burlaps, and I find that what I said generally applies to this branch 
of the subject. I find that in 1893 the importations were one 
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million one hundred and ninety-nine thousand and some odd dol- 
lars, and the unit of value per pound was 4.5 cents. That was 
under the law of 1890, imposing a duty of 2 cents per pound. In 
1896, when they were free.the mportations were $1,577,000, having 
increased less than $400,000, while the unit of value was reduced to 
8.8 cents per pound. 

Mr. President, this bears out what I said, that while the article 
was on the free list its importation was not stimulated particu- 
larly, but it resulted in lowering the value seven one-thousandths 
of a cent per pound. 

Mr. ALLIS N. Where does the Senator from Montana find 
that information? 

Mr. WHITE. On page 174 of the comparative statement. 

Mr. MANTLE. I find it in the comparative statement, page 
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Mr. ALLISON. It was simply reduced seven-tenths, and that 
is probably not a greater reduction than we have observed in a 
great many things, if so great. 

Mr. MANTLE. Iagree with the Senator from Iowa that there 
has been a reduction in the price of everything. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Montana will excuse me, I 
might add that if we take Mr. Rutherford's estimate of the value 
of Caleutta bags, the rate would be 52 per cent ad valorem on 
prain bags, which is more than it is on anything else in this class 
of goods. 

Mr.BACON. The distinguished Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
SON] stated tlfat the putting of these several articles which relate 
to the wheat and cotton crop upon the free list would amount to 
a loss of from six to seven million dollars to the revenue of the 
Government. 

Mr. ALLISON. I may have stated that in a general way. 
About $4,000,000 is the real loss apparent. That includes mat- 
tings and some other things. It includes those articles which 
were voted from the dutiable list the other day. 

-Mr. BACON. If the Senator includes articles which do not re- 
late to cotton or wheat, of course I have nothing to say, but I 
desire to call the attention of Senators to the fact that the duties 
upon these particular articles are not of any such large amount or 
approximately. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not speak of these particular articles. 

Mr. BACON. "Then I misunderstood the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ispokeof the several articles embraced in the 
various paragraphs which were taken from the dutiable list the 
other day. Will the Senator from Georgia allow the Senator from 
Connecticut R r. PLATT] to give the estimate? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The estimated revenue to be de- 
rived from the articles which were put on the free list by the dif- 
ferent votes the other day is as follows: 
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Cotton tice. sae na err end eiosewacroR eei Vm se $54, 630 
MACHINES creena T eer 1, 388, 182 
Burlaps: 
Calcutta. 224 ele LIT TALI LIRE ee discos. 569, 986 
Dundee. rl E E A S E em d , 508 
, TTT aaan Eaa 721, 199 
Bassin ern a Rer eai ue lacs tui 11, 683 
rr aes nen ORTU Wu ae gu eee 4, 000, 188 


Mr. BACON. I think the question under consideration is the 
amount of duty upon the particular articles which it is now 
sought to put on the free list; the others are altogether of a dif- 
ferent character, and if Iam correct in that respect, the consid- 
eration is limited to the question, What will be the loss of revenue 
under the proposed act upon grain sacks and the cloth from which 
they are made and upon cotton bagging and cotton ties? 

I have before me the comparative statement, pages 174 and 175, 
and I find part of the information just given by the Senator from 
Connecticut, and I ask Senators who represent States in which 
grain is produced to mark how this loss of revenue is to be di- 
vided. If the amendment is adopted, the loss of revenue, as esti- 
mated, from the putting of grain sacks on the free list will be 
$121,000. The actual revenue heretofore derived under the McKin- 
ley Act was $536,644, but the estimated loss, I repeat, is $721,199. 

ow, the estimated loss from putting cotton bagging upon the 
free list is only $11,683. There is that difference between the 
two. If cotton ties are put upon the free list—and I mention 
that here because the subject is nearly akin, and I may as well 
say now what I might have to say otherwise on the subject of 
cotton ties—there will bea loss to the revenues of the Govern- 
ment under the estimate now before us of only $54,630, and from 
bagging and ties 5 it will amount to less than 875,000. The 
estimated loss of revenue to be derived from the placing of 
both bagging and ties upon the free list will be less than $75,000, 
whereas under the accompanying provision by which grain bags 
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are to be placed upon the free list it will amount to seven hun- 
dred and twenty-one thousand and odd dollars. 

I do not state that for the purpose of showing that any advan- 
tage will be had by the States in which grain is produced, but to 
show that if there is any advantage given under this bill to the 
States which produce grain, there certainly ought to be, so far as 
practicable, a corresponding advantage to the States E 


cotton. Binding twine is already on the free list. If binding 
twine and grain sacks are both put upon the free list, certainly 
both bagging and ties ought also to be upon the free list. 

Ido not know whether it would be possible to ask the Senate to 
consider the two amendments together. Therefore I will defer 
what I may have to say upon the subject of ties until after this 
amendment has been acted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the amend- 
ment to be the insertion of a new paragraph, to be known as para- 
graph 4731, and consolidated with that a new paragraph is pro- 
posed, 493+, by the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. : 

Mr.JONESof Arkansas. Iacceptasasubstitute for the amend- 
ment I offered the one proposed by the Senator from Alabama 
Pe: MonGAN] as amended upon the suggestion of the Senator 

rom California [Mr. WHITE]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment as now proposed, 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as a new paragraph, 
on page 165, the following: 

473}. Bagging for cotton, Fanny cloth, and similar fabrics, suitable for 

single 


covering cotton, composed o: yarns, made of jute, jute butts, or hem 
and burlaps, and bags for grain made of burlaps. x we 


Mr. ALLEN. I think the amendment ought to be vigne 

Mr. BUTLER. I suggest to the Senator from Alabama, the 
Senator from California, and the Senator from Arkansas—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the 
amendment. 

'The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move tostrike out the words ‘‘ jute, jute butts, 


or.’ 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed, in line 3, to strike out the 
words jute, jute butts, or;“ so as to make the amendment read: 
4131. Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and similar fabrics, suitable for cov- 


ering cotton, composed of single yarns, made of hemp, and burlaps, and bags 
for grain made of burlaps. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That will exclude all the cotton bag- 
ging which can be used here. There is not one solitary ounce of 
it made of hemp. 

Mr. ALLEN. What does the Senator mean by ‘cotton bag- 

ing?" : 

Mr, BERRY. What you tie up cotton with. 

Mr. ALLEN, The Senator does not mean that it will exclude 
bags made of cotton? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It will exclude all bags made of jute, 
and they are all made of jute. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is exactly what I want to do to, Mr. Presi- 
ent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let us take a vote on it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to exclude made of jute, because I 
do not want to see shipped in here the Indian jute, which is pro- 
duced by labor paid 5 cents a day, and to have it come in compe- 
tition with American hemp. "That is the very purpose and object 
of the motion. 

Mr. WHITE. I do not understand that there is any intention 
to interfere with any hemp industry. The question is simply as 
to what is known as cotton bagging or jute, and the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Nebraska to the amendment would 
result in a discrimination against cotton bagging. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BUTLER. Parts of lines 3 and 4 of the amendment as 
offered by the Senator from Alabama having been stricken out at 
the suggestion of the Senator from California, I suggest that the 
amendment be allowed to stand, but that the addition proposed 
by the Senator from California be inserted at the end, because as 
it stands you specify cotton bagging and you specify grain sacks, 
You specify two things, and here are guano sacks and sacks for 
cotton-s meal not specified. 

Mr. WHITE. As I understand it, the suggestion of the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. Jones] was not adopted, and therefore the 
proposition of the Senator from Alabama,together with the addi- 
tion 8 107 7 by me, stands. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is exactly the condition. I made 


the suggestion to strike out certain words, but it was not agreed 
to by the Senator from Alabama, and I withdrew it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Then the Secretary did not read the 
amendment correctly. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Idid not understand the reading. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair requests the Secretary to 
read the amendment offered by the Senator from Alabama. By 
consent the words **plain woven fabrics, bags, and sacks, of sin- 
gle jute or henip yarns, by whatever name known," were stricken 
out. Does the tor wish to have them restored? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, My suggestion was not agreed to, 
and I withdrew it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been acted upon. 

Mr. WHITE. It can be considered as withdrawn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The. Secretary will read the amend- 
ment as it stands. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

73}. Bagging for cotto: ny cloth, and similar fabrics, suitable f. - 
ms cotton, moro ot singe arns made of Jue, juts buts gr Romy 
0 u 0 em 
ver 9 PAS mice and bags for grain, made oft nns. = 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas and Mr. BUTLER, That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as stated. 

Mr. PETTUS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : - 

Mr. BUTLER. Before the roll call begins, I wish tocall the at- 
tention of Senators to the fact that a few days ago a majority of 
Senators, after a full and free discussion, voted to strike these 
articles from the dutiable list. At that time the Senator from 
Alabama moved that they go on the free list in the same motion. 
The point of order was against it, and that makes this motion now 


necessary. 

If se Senator who was impressed with the justice and neces- 
sity of putting these articles on the free list, and so voted a few 
days ago, will now vote the same way, they will be put on the free 
list. Unless Senators vote now in favor of this motion, the arti- 
cles will be left in the basket clause, and will still be on the duti- 
able list. Therefore I ask every Senator who, a few days ago, was 
convinced that our motion was fair and just now to vote to put 
these articles on the free list, as they voted then to take them from 
the dutiable list. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE]. I transfer my pair to 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER], and vote ** yea." 

Mr. DEBOE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. If he were 
present, I should vote *' nay." 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SurTH]. er my 

to the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], so that the Senator 

m Arkansas [Mr. JonEs], who is paros with the Senator from 

Maine [Mr. HALE], and I will be at liberty to vote. The Senator 

from Maine [Mr. HALE] will stand paired with.the senior Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). I am 
per with the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK]. If 

e were present, I should vote ** yea." 

Mr. BATE (when the name of Mr. Harris of Tennessee was 
called). M ponengoo: TNE HARRIS] is not able to be here. He 
is paired with the tor from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], who is 
likewise absent. 


Mr. McENERY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. If he 
were present, I should vote yea." 

Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). I am 

ired with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY]. 
he were present, I should vote“ nay." - 

Mr. SEW ELL (when hisname wascalled). Iem paired with the 
senior Senator from. Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL] on this question. 
If he were nt, I should vote **nay." 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). 
eral pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN]. If he were present, I should vote!“ A 

Mr.TURPIE (when hisname was called). I ampaired with the 
senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. I transfer my pair 
to the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLavurty], and 
will vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY. I was requested by the senior Senator from New 
York [Mr. Murray] to state that he is paired with his colleague 


Ihave a gen- 


Iu Piatt]. If the senior Senator from New York were present, 
e would vote “ yea." 

Mr. MILLS. lam paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER]. If he were present, I should vote yea." 

Mr. CANNON, I am paired with the senior Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. 5 Who is absent. I transfer my pair 
D e$ junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], and Se vote: 

vote “yea.” 

Mr. TÜRPIE har having voted in the affirmative). I under- 
stand from the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] that the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. McLaurin] stands paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PRiTCHARD]. I therefore 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CLARK. I desire to inquire if the junior Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. Harris] has voted? * 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 


Mr. CLARK. I am paired with that Senator, and therefore 
withhold my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 25; as follows: 
YEAS—30. 
Allen, Clay, Kyl Ra 
Bacon, Cockrell, . ile 
Bate, Faulkner, Mallory, Teller, 
Berry, Gorman, Mantle, est, 
Butler, Gray, n, Walthall, 
Caffery, Heitfeld, Morgan, White. 
Cannon, Jones, 
Chilton, Kenney, Pettus, m 
NAYS—2. 
Alli e, M 8; 
Baker,” Gear, "reda Wellington, 
Burrows, Hanna, Penrose, Wetmore, 
Cullom, Hawley, Perkins, Wilson. 
Hoar, Proctor, 
Fairbanks, Jones, Nev. uay, 
Foraker, Lodge, Shoup, 
NOT VOTING—34. 
Aldrich, Hale, Morrill, Stewart, 
Carter, Hansbrough, Murphy, Thurston, 
Chandler, Harris, Nelson, Tillman, 
Cae Harris, Tenn. Pettigrew, Turner, 
Daniel, McBride, Platt, Conn. Turpie, 
Dar Mors A 3 NY wae EN 
boe, c 3 ard, co 
Galli ^ M Se 
OR Mitchell, Fro 
So the amendment as amended was to. 
Mr. BACON. I ask that the amendment proposed by me as 
paragraph 5173 be now taken up, inasmuch as the vote just taken 


a 
relates directly to that subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Georgia will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

517}. Cotton ties of iron or steel, of any thickness, for baling cotton, cut to 
length, punched or not punched, with or without buckles. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the consid- 
vip ace plo cqui miei now? The bp 55 5 before the Senate 
is on the adoption of the new paragraph known as paragraph 5173, 
which has just been read by the Secretary. i : 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think we will take the question 
by 5 . and nays on agreeing to that amendment. 

he yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. QUA Y. at is the motion? 

Mr. BURROWS. To put cotton ties on the free list. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to have the amendment read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the 
amendment proposed as paragraph 5173. 2 

The Secretar: again read Mr. Bacon’s amendment. 

The VICE-P. IDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I will say just one word, without 
detaining the Senate. Under the present bill the estimated amount 
of revenue from cotton ties will be only $54,630, whereas the esti- 
mated revenue from the grain sacks in which wheat will be carried 
to market, which has just been adopted, was $721,000. Surely if 
$721,000 can be rn to the producers of grain, the amount of 
$54,000 can be wed to the producers of cotton. 

'The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CANNON (when his name was called). Iwill transfer my 
pair with the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], and will vote. I vote 


s4 ea.” 

Nr. CHILTON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MCBRIDE]. 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was ed). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris]. In his absence, I 
withhold my vote. 


Mr. DEBOE (when his name was called). I again announce 


my pair with the Senator from South Dakota . PETTIGREW]. 
If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” De: : 
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Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SurrH] to the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE], and vote nay.“ : 

Mr. McENERY (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 
If he were eee I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). Ide- 
sire to announce my pair with the senior Senator from New York 
[Mr. MURPHY]. 

Mr. PRITC D (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. MCLAURIN]. 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). I announce my 
pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL]. - 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). Ihave a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN]. If he were present, I should vote “nay.” : 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MILLS. Iam paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER], but I transfer that pair to the Senator 
from South Dakota . KYLE], and vote yea.“ 

Mr. CHILTON, am paired 

. MCBRIDE], and so announced, but I transfer that pair to 

e Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY], as I desire to vote on 

this question. I vote yea.” 

Mr. KENNEY (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MCBRIDE]. As he is 
not present, I desire to withdraw my vote. If he were present, I 
should vote “yea,” 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. I desire to announce my pair with 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK]. If he were present, I 
should vote“ Pet 

Mr. HANS UGH. I transfer my ter with the senior Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] to the junior Senator from 


Minnesota i . NELSON], and vote nay." 
Mr. VEST. I vote yen.“ 
The result was announced yeas 29, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS—29. 
Allen, Clay, Mallory, Roach 
Bacon, Coc Mantle, Teller, 
Bate, Faulkner, Martin, Vest, 
Berry, Mills, Walthall, 
Butler, Gray. Morgan, te. 
Caffery, Heitfeld, Pasco, 
Cannon, Jones, Ark. Pettus, 
Chilton, Lindsay, Rawlins, 

NAYS—23. 
Allison, Hansbrough, Mason, Shoup, 
Burrows, Bewley) pore Spoonen, 
Cullom, oar, r ington, 
Fairba Jones, Nev. Platt, Conn. We 
Foraker, tor, Wilson. 
Gear, MeMillan, Quay, 

NOT VoTIN G-. 
Gallinger, McLaurin, Stewart, * 
Baker, GER. Mitchell, Thurston, 
Carter, Hale, Morrill, 
Chandler, ~ Murphy, Turner, 
gark, Kans. Nelson, ie, 
iel, Harris, Tenn. Pettigrew. Warr 

Davis, Kenney, Platt, N. Y. Wolcott, 
Deboe, Kyle, Pritchard, 
Elkins, McBride, Sewell, 
Frye, McEnery, Smith, 


So the amendment was agreed to, 
A. RUIN" I ask the Senate to turn to paragraph 500a, on 


he SECRETARY. On page 168, after line 20, the Committee on 
Finance propose to insert as a new paragraph: 
500a. Charcoal. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask that that may be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WHITE. I ask the Senator from Iowa what will be the rate 
of duty on charcoal? 

Mr. ALLISON. It will be 10 per cent, I think. 

Mr. LINDSAY. What was done with charcoal? 

Mr. BACON. It was put on the dutiable list at 10 per cent, 

Mr. ALLISON. It may be 20 per cent. 

Mr. WHITE. I understand the Senator from Iowa to state that 
the duty on charcoal will be 20 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON, Iam not quite sure. It is either 10 or 20. I 
think it will be 10, but those about me think it will be 20 cent. 

Mr. WHITE. At some time before we finish the bill I should 


like to move to reduce it to 10 per cent, if the Senator from lowa 

i right that it is 20 or finds that possibly it is 20. I think the rate 
too high and shall move to reduce it. Assoon as the Senator 

looks over the bill and discovers the actual situation of the matter, 

to him if he would call my attention to it. 

If it is 20 per cent, I will either move to reduce 


I would be obli 
Mr. ALLISON, 


with the Senator from Oregon |' 


it or allow the Senator to do it. Paragraph 504, relating to coal 


stores, has been over. 
The VICE-P. IDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment to paragraph 504. 


The SECRETARY. In paragraph 504, page 169, line 3, after the 
word Coal," the Committee on Finance propose to strike out the 
comma and the words ‘‘ anthracite, and coal,” and in line 4, after 
the word * be,” to strike out ‘‘ unloaded” and insert **unladen or 
discharged;" so as to make the paragraph read: 

504. Coal stores of American vessels, but none shall be unladen or dis- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. Paragraph 505, to which the Senator from Iowa 
has just alluded, concerns a subject regarding which I have just 
received two telegrams, which I wish to read. One is dated In- 
dianapolis, Ind., June 30, addressed to me, and is as follows: 
tie ave ME 5 3 to sesh ord ite 33 
must have coal tar, coal-tar pitch, and dead oil of coal tar entered free of 


duty. If taxed, will be absolutely crippled. Mya is a business propo- 
sition for fairness, and I espe ttelty ee that m ae schedule remain as 
reported to the Senate. 

P. C. REILLY. 


In addition to Mr. Reilly's telegram I have received another, as 
follows: 


Hon. STEPHEN M. WHITE, Senate: 


help defeat Mr. QuAyY’s resolution to put crude products of 


Trust you will 
coal tar on dutiable list. This is of vital interest to every consumer and 
dealer in these pouen in this country. with the exception of one combina- 
tion or those interested with it. 
J. WM. MOORE. 


I understand the Senator from Iowa does not propose to elimi- 
nate FER le: from the id = 

Mr. : nt para, went over at my suggestion yes- 
See Ishould be Piad if | e Senator from Iowa will allow it 
to go over until to-morrow, and I think probably the Senator from 
California will be able to ** defeat Mr. Quix resolution.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We have been lectured so often about 
the absolute necessity for the prompt passage of this bill, and the 
necessity to have it passed so as to allow the promised prosperity 
full sway, that it seems to me we ought not to be putting things 
off for another day when we are—— 

Mr.QUAY. Itrust the Senator from Arkansas will not object 
to the paragraph going over until to-morrow. It will occupy to- 
morrow not more than five minutes in its final disposition. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We d 5 dispose of the bill to-day, 
There are not many more matters left undisposed of. 

T. . And certainly we should do so to-morrow. 

Mr. QUAY. If the Senator from Arkansas is willing to pro- 
ceed and dispose of the bill to-day, this side of the Chamber is 
perfectly willing. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ishall not make any objection. The 
responsibility is with the majority of the committee. They un- 
derstand the great necessities that are pressing upon the country. 
Iam simply calling attention to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. At the urgent request of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, unless the bill is to be finished to-day, I will ask 
the Senate to pass over the paragraph until to-morrow morning 
and take it up the first thing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, paragraph 
505 will be passed over. Does the Senator from Arkansas arith 
draw his objection? . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Imadenoobjection. I simply called 
the attention of the majority to the critical situation of matters, 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, they are critical. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. What has been done with paragraph 532a? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read paragraph 


532a. 
The Secretary read the paragraph Jd rien by the Committee 

on Finance to be inserted on page 171, after line 21, as follows: 
532a. Faring. 


Mr. ALLISON, Lask that that amendment be disagreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
what the duty will be on farina? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it will be the same duty as that on 
wheat flour. 

Mr. GRAY. How much is that? 

Mr. ALLISON. Twenty-five per cent, I think, is the duty on 
wheat flour. 

The amendment was rejected. 

n ALLISON. Imovethatparagraph 533, feldspar, bestricken 
out. 

The Secretary read the paragraph, as follows: 

533. Feldspar. 


Mr. ALLISON. 


PROVIDENCE, R. L, July 1, 1897. 


Let that be stricken out. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 


is agreed to. x 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 5373 is the next p aph. 

The SECRETARY. On page 172, after line 2, the Committee on 
Finance propose to insert the following as a new paragraph: 


5874. Floor mattings, manufactured from round or split straw, including 
what is commonly known as Chinese matting. 


Mr. ALLISON. Ihope that will not be agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I presume the Senator from Iowa will not wish 

` any vote u that proposition. Itison the free list, I suppose. 

Mr. VEST. It was voted upon with the understanding—1 made 
the motion—that it should go upon the free list. It has been 
placed on the free list. 

Mr. BERRY. And this is a proposition to retain it on the free 
list? 

Mr. VEST. The proposition is to disagree to the paragraph and 
put it back on the dutiable list. I desire to inquire the status of 
the par h. Has it been adopted and put on the free list? 

Mr. ALLI ON. I do not understand that it has. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The understanding when we voted 
on the proposition was that it would go on the free list. We sim- 
ply waited until we reached the free list, when it was to be in- 
serted as a matter of form, as I understood it at the time. I do 
not see any use to have another fight over a matter that has been 


se ^ 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not want to have another fight over it. 

Mr. WHITE. I makea parliamentary inquiry. What i$ the 
state of the record? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like the record to be read in that 
case. Let us see what the status is. 

Mr. VEST. If my colleague will Ducis me, I can state it ex- 
actly. When this item was reached in going through the bill 
regularly, I moved to strike out the paragraph as to these mat- 
tings, stating at the time that it was for the purpose of placing 
them upon the free list. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was the notice the Senator gave. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. 

Mr. VEST. Some debate was had, and the yeas and nays were 
taken, and the motion carried. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That ends it. The matter is not in the bill 
for consideration. 

Mr. BERRY. It was put on the free list. 

Mr. VEST. When the free list was taken up, this new para- 
graph—that was the construction of the Secretary—was read, 

lacing these articles upon the free list. Does the Senator from 
Tora want another vote? 

Mr. BERRY. It has already been put on the free list. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment is pending. Let us take a 
vote upon it. 

Mr. VEST. Well, let us have a vote. I move to put it on the 


free list. 
ONES of Arkansas. The paragraph has been read, I be- 


Mr. 
lieve. 

.Mr. PETTUS. I will inquire how that amendment came on 
the free list? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was proposed June 21 by the Sena- 
tor from Missouri to put it upon the free list. It has not yet been 
acted upon. The question is upon the amendment inserting as a 
new paragraph 537}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. The next amendment which was passed over, 
I think, is paragraph 547}. 

The Secretary read paragraph 5474 as amended, as follows: 
one Gunny bags and gunny cloths, old or refuse, fit only for remanufac- 

re. 


Mr. ALLISON. I believe that was the amendment I offered. 
There is no objection to it, I suppose? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No objection. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 


which has been read, inserting a new paragraph, 5473, will be 


to, 

The next item which was passed over was paragraph 550, which 
the Committee on Finance reported to strike out, in the following 

ge: 

550. Hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled; Angora goat- 
skins, raw, without the wool, unmanufactured; asses’ skins, raw or unmanu- 
factured; and skins, except sheepskins with the wool on. 

Mr. ALLISON. That should be restored and the amendment 
pr ing to strike it out rejected. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will stand, then, as 
it came from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. ALLISON. At the end of the paragraph I move to insert 
“all the foregoing not otherwise 3 provided for.“ 

The SECRETARY. At the end of paragraph 550 it is 8 
to insert all the foregoing not otherwise specially provided for.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next paragraph which was passed over was the followi 
siis det hens essed car Qo Teport of the Conimiétee-on FL. 
nance: 

5814. Magnesia, sulphate of, or Epsom salts. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iaskthatthatamendment may be disagreed to, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be disagreed to. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered, 
The next paragraph which was passed over was the following: 


581. Manganese, oxide and ore of. 


Mr. Benen: I ask that that may be passed over for a 
moment. 

Mr. WHITE. Did I understand the Senator from Iowa to 
withdraw paragraph 5814? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; that has been disagreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I understood that that paragraph had been voted 
into the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it was not voted into the bill. It ought 
to have been voted out ngs beh because it is provided for in the 
dutiable list at one-fifth of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. WHITE. It is rather severe to deprive us of Epsom salts, 
Hep i 

Mr. ALLISON. The duty imposed will not be a very great 
d pedes 

have asked that paragraph 584 should be passed over for the 


present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

The next item which was ed over was the amendment pro- 
posed by the Committee on Finance, to insert as a new paragraph 
the following: 


603. Orrs: Almond, amber, crude and rectified ambergris, anise or anise 
seed, aniline, aspic or spike lavender, bergamot, cajeput, caraway, cassía, 
cinnamon, cedrat, chamomile, citronella or lemon grass, civet, fennel, jasmine 
or jasimine, juglandium, juniper, lavender, lemon, limes, mace, neroli or 
orange flower, enfleurage grease, nut oil or oil of nuts not otherwise s ciall 
provided for in this act, orange oil, olive oil for manufacturing or eee 
px fit only for such use and valued at not more than d cents per gal- 

on, ottar of roses, palm and cocoanut, rosemary or anthoss, sesame or sesa- 
mum seed or bean, thyme, origanum red or white, valerian; and also 
maceti, whale, and other fish oils of American fisheries, and all fish and other 


produ of such fisheries; Meroe: erude or refined: Provided, That 1f 
here be rted into the United States crude petroleum, or the products 
of crude roleum produced in any country which imposes a duty on petro- 


leum or its products exported from the United States, there shall in such 
cases be levied, paid, and collected a duty upon said crude petroleum or its 
products so imported equal to the duty imposed by such country. 

Mr. ALLISON. Inline 6, after the word “fennel,” I move to 
insert the amendment I have sent to the desk. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Whatis the intention of the Senator 
from Iowa in regard to paragraph 584? I understood him to ask 
to have that passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave an amendment to that paragraph, which 
I shall offer a little later in the day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa to the amendment of the committee inserting 
paragraph 603 will be stated. 

The Secretary. In pa aph 603, page 178, line 6, after the 
word ** fennel,” it is proposed to insert **ichthyol." 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 16 of the amendment, after the word 
refined,“ I move to strike out the remainder of the amendment 
and insert what I send to the Secretary's desk. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 603, on page 178, line 16, after 
the word ‘‘refined,” it is proposed to strike out the remainder of 
the paragraph, as follows: 

Provided, That if there be imported into the United States crude petro- 
leum, or the products of crude petroleum produced in any country which 
imposes a duty on petroleum or its products exported from the United States, 
there shall in such cases be levied, paid, and collected a duty upon said crude 
ia rth or its products so imported equal to the duty imposed by such 
coun > 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Provided, That if there be imported into the United States crude petro- 
leum or the products of crude petroleum produced in any other N 8 P f which 
imposes a duty on petroleum or its products exported from the United States, 
there shall be levied, paid, and collected upon such crude petroleum or its 
products so imported 40 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. The clause just read is a retaliatory clause. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is the same as the clause in the 
Wilson law. 

Mr. WHITE. Would it not be better to fix the extent of the 
duty in proportion to the duty levied abroad? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. We have followed the language 
of the Wilson law. 

Mr. GRAY. Thatis what they have done in regard to refined 
sugar in this bill. There is a retaliatory clause, but it is worded 


so as to make the measure of increased duty correspond to the 

export duty on sugar; and I think we may run up against the same 

objection in 5 to oil that was urged in regard to sugar. 
.ALLISON. As there is some criticism of the proposed 
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amendment, I will withdraw it and allow the amendment to stand 


asoriginallyagreedupon. Intheretaliatory agreement weinserted 
15 provision of eee ee ones it Ld wiser > sod 

tter than the we originally . However, I with- 
draw the amendment, and will let the aph stand. 

Mr. VEST. Did we not put on the same duty that was imposed 
by the foreign country? 

Mr. ALLISON. You put on 40 per cent in the Wilson law. 

Mr. WHITE. The Wilson law reads as follows: 

Provided, That if there be imported into the United States crude petro- 
leum, or the products of crude petroleum produced in any cuu which 
imposes a duty on petroleum or its products exported from the United States, 
there shall be levied, , and collected upon said crude petroleum or its 
products so imported, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the amendment I offered just now, and 
which has been criticised, and so I withdraw it. 

Mr. VEST. I prefer the Senator’s amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I prefer it myself. 

Mr. WHITE. Then we have our preference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further amendments 
proposed, and if there be no objection, paragraph 603 will be re- 
garded as agreed to as it has been amended. 

The next item passed over was the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Finance, toinsert as a new paragraph the following: 


Mis and ve P ae otherwise pro- 


ical process, 


Mr. ALLISON. Iaminstructed to offer theamendment which 
Isend to the desk to the amendment which was reported by the 


committee, 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed in the amendment heretofore 
6064, pago 179, 


reported by the committee, in line 11, paragraph 

after the word ‘‘sculptor,” to insert the words ‘‘and s not in- 
clude the pedestal or structure on which such statuary may be 
mounted or placed.” 

*& Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Iowa add to that unless 
the work of art, the statue and pedestal, shall be carved from the 


same block?” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
pro aries by the Senator from Iowa to the amendment will be re- 


as 8 to. 

Mr. VEST. Now I call the attention of the Senator from Iowa 
to the suggestion I made. It seems to me the exception ought to 
be interpolated there, except where the pedestal and work of art 
itself shall be carved or sculptured from the same block." 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill re that amendment. I think that is 
right in case the statue and the pedestal should be one piece. I 
do not see how the statue and the pedestal could be very well 


separated. k : 

. PROCTOR. I ask to have the communication which I send 
to the desk printed in the RECORD. It is from a member of the 
Board of General Appraisers, and relates to the pending matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ord ,in the absence 
of objection. J 

'The statement referred to is as follows: 

PAR. 443. (Painti statuary, etc.) The committee appears to have lost 
sight of the fact that the primary pu: of this revision of the tariff is to 
secure needed revenue. he w T to the free list articles of 
luxury which, according to last year's spe ie would, even at the low 
rate in the House bill, yield about $1,250,000? 

Probably no other pa: ph in the present tariff act has provoked more 

utes and litigation and resulted in more inequalities and 3 gen- 

e at the cus -houses than the one making provision for the free ad- 

on of paintings and statuary. This was true in a somewhat less d 

in Boy act of 1890, providing for the nominal duty of 15 per cent on 
articles. 

It must be assumed that the framers of these provisions believed that they 
would promote the importation of paintings and statuary of such high order 
of merit as would serve as educators of our students of art, as would minister 
to art culture in the country, and elevate the tastes of the le generally. 
This has not been the case, but quite the contrary; and this is believed to 
the consensus of opinion amongst the most competent and observant of our 

„artists and art connoisseurs. ead of stimulating the importation of fine 
paintings and choice objects of statuary by eminent art dealers, connoisseurs, 
and art patrons, the tendency has been in the opposite direction. A new 
**erop" of art fanciers, dealers, and speculators was brought into existence 
by these provisions, who straightway Jose to ransack and rummage 
not only the ateliers and art stores of the Old World, but also the auction 

le yards, purchasing reck- 
or 


ese 


rooms, t and junk shops, foundries, and marble T 
1 of everything, regardless of quality, in the line either of paintings 
statuary. 
A large proportion of these have been ones into the country to be sold 
in the stores and shops at auction and by pen lers, at all manner of prices, 
has become flooded, chiefly with ens UT inferior 
productions of artists, amateurs, artisans, and mechanics. this to the 


or nude, or erotic art, which has found homes in €—— saloons, and other 
laces of all manner o! 
ecora: 


of women's fans of all kinds ( 


XXX——187 


is fi 
tings,” incl thousands 
fly imported by Tiffany for N 


customers and for use simply for ordinary purposes as fans); also, other 
innumerable hand- ted de of utility dt every description, inclu 
Christmas and holiday cards, valentines, hand mirrors, hair brushes, snuff- 
boxes, fire screens, and interior wall decorations of every conceivable mate- 
rial and description. 

Indeed, paper and common cloth materials from China and EDAD. intended 

for use in ma screens, banners, window shades and the like, and bear- 
ing all kinds of rude and tic ornamental figures or characters, daubed 
on with paint, have been admitted free as“ paintings.“ as have also small, 
cheap medallions intended to be used as the chief figures in cheap, gaudy 
5 and the like. In fact splasher mats" made of strips of 
bamboo, with birds, flowers, and other things painted on them in Japanese 
fashion, intended for use in protecting the walls behind washstands, and val- 
ued, all told, at not above cents in our currency, have been held by the 
courts, on appeal from the decisions of the General Appraisers, to be entitled 
to admission under the provision for paintings.“ 

It is confidently believed that not more than 20 per cent of the four and a 
quarter millions in value of so-called paintings“ admitted free of duty dur- 
ing the fiscal year 1895 had any real artistic merit. 

Although the abuses with respect to statuary have not been so extensive 
as in the case of psu they are of the same nature. Everything in the 
nature of statuary,including the cheapest and most ordinary foundry repro- 
ductions in bronze, as wellas the output of the marble and alabaster 
of Italy, have been entered for free on, regardless of price or order of 
merit. Jue provin in the act of 1890, limiting “statuary " to such as was 
“eut, carved, or otherwise wrought by hand," ete., fortunately put some 
check upon the abues with respect to bronze articles; the United tates cir- 
cuit court of Mo. for the Second circuit 3 held, in effect, that only 
such statuary fell underthe provision as wasact cut, fcre or wrought 
by hand, by or under the immediate direction of the artist who conceived, 

r und made the original model, fall within the provision. 
e Senate committee bas, however, adopted the angusapa in its free-list 
rovision) of the present Wilson-Gorman Democratic Act, which does not con- 
the restrictive language of the act of 1800, but leaves it open for the 
admission of all manner of truck and trash in the form or semblance of stat- 
uary, which, as ordinarily interpreted, would include plaster casts, common 
molded figures in plaster of paris or cement, even such as the Italians hawk 
ges the 5 the images of Indians which incumber our streets 

as tobacco s 

There bey — utter lack of uniformity on the part of classifying officers 
of customs with respect to “statuary” under the present act. At some of 
the ports bronze as well as alabaster and marble articles, without regard to 
orderof merit, have been accorded free entry whenever 8 by a 
so-called artist's certificate,” which documents, as a rule, are utterly mean- 
ingless and pera and have been authenticated by the Uni States 
consular officers, especially in France and ee f without inquiry and upon 
the payment of their fees. In many cases mar le and alabaster busts, and 


bronze objects in the shape of busts, statuettes and groups have been 
admitted free when of the invoice value of $10 and even less, fact, it was 
for a time the rule at some of the ports to admit these cles free of duty 


t the exaction of o on foundry reproductions in bronze 
from old models designed by artists w 


No object of statuary, large or small, of the value of $100 or less, pro; 
belongs the An onal 

only,” or is at all - to be of such order of merit as to serve as an edu- 
cator of high art. On the contrary,it may be assumed that it belongs either 
to the class of comme bronzes, foundry reproductions, or to the output 
of a marble yard or alabaster works, or is the 3 of an apprentice or 
amateur in a studio of the Old World. Surely there is no reason why such 
articles should be allowed to come in free of duty, or, indeed, at a low rate of 
duty. They are such things as our needy work 1 are prepared to pro- 
duce, and are producing, in bronze foundries and in marble yards and sh 
and at studios. They include not goy statuary proper, but their adjun 
such as ana pine, etc.. all of which are generally classified 
entireties, and are admitted free by customs officers. A 

The fine paintings and rare objects of statuary imported by the wealthy, 
with which to ornament and enrich their luxurious homes, are only seen by 
comparatively few,rarely by artists or students of art, and never by the 
masses of the people. Consequently the free on of these works of 
art, when so imported, amounts simply to a contribution of the public revy- 
enues to the rich, with no compensating benefit to the 23 mple pro- 
vision was made pareareph 670 of the House bill for the free admission of 
all works of art, including eo statuary, ens of sculpture, etch- 
ings, drawings, engravings, etc., when imported for a municipal corporation 
or for public exhibition m any association established in good faith expressly 
and solely for the promotion aud encouragement of science, art, or industry. 
This would include all such institutions as the Metropolitan Museum of Art 
at New York, the Corcoran allery at Washington, the Carnegie Art 
Galleries at Pittsburg, and others of like character, which are accessible to 
our art students and patrons and to the public generally. 

Legislation Which exempts from duty costly paintings and statuary, in- 
terior decorations, etc., along with the horses, carriages, household furni- 
ture, wearin pm jewelry, personal € etc., of our people of wealt 
has the effect of making the coachmen and eners of the Vanderbilts an: 
the Goulds and the Huntingtons pay more tax in the way of duties than 
their millionaire employers. _ 

If the committee is not inclined to adopt the provision in the House bill 
for paintings and statuary, and desire to "favor art" by imposing a lower 
rate of duty on the finer and more artistic than on the cheaper and less 
meritorious articles, both of paintings and statuary, it is 5 that 
* paintings" be provided for in one paragraph and ‘statuary’ another, 


“Par. —. Paintingsinoilor water colors, pastels and pen-and-ink drawings, 
valued at not more than $100 25 per cent ad valorem; valued at more. 
than $100 each, $10 each and 15 per cent ad valorem; but the term * 8 » 
&s used in this act shall not be understood toinclude such as are made wholly 
or in part by stenciling or any other mechanical process, nor any article of 


utility. 
* PAR —. Statuary, objects of, not specially provided for in this act, $10 each 
end 15 per cent ad valorem; but the term 9 ' as used in this act shall 

understood to include — such statuary as is cut, carved, or otherwise 


wrought by hand from a solid block or mass of marble, stone, or alabaster, or 
From metal, and asís the professional production of a statuary or scalptor 
y- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Missouri 
please restate his amendment? 

Mr. VEST. I move to insert the words except where the 
pedestal and statuary shall be carved from the same block.” 


word ," it is proposed to strike ou 
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2 It is proposed to amend the amendment so as 
rea 

clude the ee way) 90 which — statue ma; 
pemounted or placed ped where the Be erae ends statuary shall he narvel 
from the same 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrows in the chair). 
The question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] to the ADS of the committee. 

'The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

"The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The paragraph as amended will 
be regarded as agreed to, in the absence of objection. Paragraph 
619 will now be read. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, with reference to the paragraph 
just reached, I wish to sa that the other day I called the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Iowa who is in charge of the bill to the 
fact that cocoa-butterine is not meis, racc , according to the 
statementmade by the Board of Gen p rs,fromcocoanut 
oil. If we are to have cocoanut oil, the other article upon the 
dutiable list, to come in—but I see this is not the poragraph. I 
am mistaken as to that, and I will waive it for the present. 

2 MA pvp ied That paragraph was passed. The Senator 
rs to the oil paragra; 

Mr. WHITE. Ido, " 

Mr. ALLISON. That was passed. If it be trne—and I have 
no doubt the customs officials are familiar with the facts—that 
butterine can with difficulty be distinguished from cocoanut oil, 
both ought to be on the free list or the Autialle list, and 1 propose 
to have them laced on the dutiable list. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Sharretts informed me that there was a 
case—and he referred me to the decision of the court—where it 
was im ible to distinguish one from the other. I suggest the 
same disposition should be made of both articles. He has made a 
written statement with reference to it, and I called the attention 
of the chairman of the committee to that fact. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator called my attention to it before, 
but it escaped my mind. I now call attention to page 81, para- 
graph 281. After “‘cocoa-butterine " I moveto insert and cocoa- 
nut oil.” 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 281, on page81, line22, after the 
word cocoa-butterine, " it is proposed to insert the words “and 
cocoanut oil;” so as to 

Cocoa butter or cocos- 3 and cocoanut oil, 3j cents per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I now move to strike out, after the word 
“palm,” the words and cocoanut oil,” in paragraph 608, page 
178, line 12. 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next paragraph which was 
passed over will be stated. 

The Secretary. All the amendments were agreed to in 
graph. 619 3 the amendment in line 8, at the end 


ting **cyanide of potassium." 
Mr. Pen A ISON ask that paragraph 619 may be passed over 
for the present. I thought it had been disposed of satisfactorily, 
but it has not been, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be 
over temporarily. The next paragraph passed over will be stated. 
"The next paragraph (es posed over was the following, which the 
Committee on Finance to insert: 


and gems, statues, statuary, an or casts of marble, 
bronze, ala Pr or D oE ion toe gory 8 . 
for the use of Se Se ted or established so! for religious, 
philosophi — ific, or literary ve ege volere ios 
agement of 


inary of learning in the United „ 
Hd ma mot for sales bu e term “re; y herein used shall be held 
Ae only such ia of rank or office or emblems as may be worn 
the person or bornein the hand uring pub public ex 8 of the society or 

institution, and shall not include articles fixtures, or of regu- 
lar wearing apparel nor personal property of: poer 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwishto modify the pent inserting par- 
agraph 6224, and I send the amendment to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 6221, 182, line 8, after the 
e word ‘‘statues;” in 
line 9, the word ens," to strike out **or.casts of mar- 
ble” and insert “of sculpture in,” and in the same line, after the 
words “alabaster or," to strike out “plaster of paris” and insert 
**wood;" so as to read: 


22}. Spi uod guten. SEK. and specimens of sculpture, in bronze, 
alabaster, or wood, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was 2 to. 

The paragraph as amended was 

The next 
paragraph 

630. Sheep dip. 


as follows: 


-over item was, on Pago 183, line 20, to strike out | 


Mr. (very eue Ete Husum Omeut io MEC RE DS pani 
be disagreed to. 


h will 
Ehe amendment was rejected. 


"The next item passed over was paragraph 638, on page 184, line 
9, as follows: 


638. Sodium. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out that paragraph. 
The amendment was agreed to. P 


Mr. CAFFERY. In connection with that paragraph, I present 
a protest of certain soap makers against the pr increase of 
duty, which was handed me by the tive of these prot- 
estants, Mr. Eugene M. Taylor, of — N. V. I hope this 
protest will have some weight with the conference committee, and 
that they will strike out the quarter of a cent additional duty 
placed upon caustic soda. I that the protest may be printed 
in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, it will 
be so ordered. 

The protest referred to is as follows: 


CAUSTIC SODA, 


e E daty impo and pem — de ver were with the 
rates of duty imposed on t artic the ingley as it the 
House af Representatives, but the changes the Se: Soke ail mecs aed 
Eros making, namely, increasing the duty ores one-half cent to three- 
rths af a cent per pound ms caustic soda, are an unnecessary burden upon 
ihe pneus American industry o? soap making. 
trade is already por T a greatly on — keen competition, and 
— mee in in es] price of raw material caused by additional inte aw would 
n 
The soap makers feel that in the 56 their interests 
are entitled to as much consideration as those of American manu- 
8 and they are unanimous that there MD e be no increase in the 
on ca. 
in compliance witha meme signed by the entire trade in.all parts of tho 
ener’ , the House of Representatives ‘eft the duty on — soda. un- 
e 


The. American manufacturers of caustic soda do not need any more pro- 
tection than they now enjoy. taken from the Bureau of Statistics 
show that they actually exported caustic soda to England, the home of tho 
heavy chemical 


industry, and they are now shipping regular] to South 
America in co tiom with fore’ Leiden — IE 


In a pamphlet issued ori [reu bythe Solvay Process Company, of Syracuse, 
N. Y., who are one of the M gn caustic aoe manufacturers Í in the world, 
and the largest in the Uni States, they make the ig ithe perpe ES 

Tho original capital was $300,000 and the output 30 tons of 
During the following fifteen years the business has rcd. ee eed ee en- 
M D until the © present capital is $4,000,000 and the works havea capacity 

day.” 

A duty of thre»-fourthsof a cent per pound on caustic soda is valent to 
50 per be pr wiry stion, to say nothing of ocean freight and cost of ing at 


points. of 
The ics also show that since the duty was placed at one-half DK 
pound on caustic soda the imports have ac been Jess than the 
when the duty was er. The imports to the United States from Perd 
tries, 1895, were 72,019,114 pounds; in 1896, 47.827.247 pounds. 
These figures show that the American — are steadily increas- 
inf their plants underpresent ratesof duty. New works are — built and 
old works exten: ictanded, planned for ackhe time since, on S 
Five-eighths of the caustic soda used in thís 


ie — —— of E on caustic soda would be p: „and 
defeat one of the objects of the tariff measure—that is, revenue. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ii PAES if paragraph 638, ** Sodium," has been 
stricken ont? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been stricken out. 

The next passed-over item was paragraph 646, on page 185, be- 
ginning in line 3, as follows: 

Gib. Sulphur, lac or epee 3 nm or brimstone, crude, — 


sulphur ore as em pd ri ns uret in its natural state, contai 
cann aa e „ otherwise provided for. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move the amendment which I send to the 


desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 646, page 185, line 8, after the 
words ** precipitated, and," it is proposed t to strike out “ sulphur 
„ in bulk; so as to 


tron in is natural tated, and sul; UE Frites. or sulphuret 
etus rural slate, containing in excess of 23 per cent of sulphur, and 
"The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. ALLISON. I desire to return now to paragraph 79, on 
page 15. After the word “sulphur,” in line 10, on 15, I move 
to insert ** brimstone, crude, 50 cents per ton," a semicolon. 

Ez ALLISON” "Th ua ph passed h 
enext paragra; over is paragrap! 

666, which was inserted on the report of the Committee on 

Finance, I now offer in behalf of the ee an amendment 


to be inserted in line 18, on 8 which I send to the desk. 
"The PRESIDING OFFIC Does the Senator desire to pass 
over par 2650, tea plants." 


Mr. N. Task t that may be passed over tempora- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ee eee DR 
absence of objection. The amendment proposed by the r 
from lowa now be stated. 1 


897. 
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| The SECRETARY. On page 187, line 18, at the end of paragraph 
1666, it is proposed to insert: 
| Provided, That in case of residents of the United States 


abroad, all wearing ap’ land other 
he United States to foreign countries 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to know upon what principle of 
justice persons traveling abroad are to be allowed to import cloth- 
| or anything else free? The fact that they have sufficient 
‘money to travel abroad proves pretty conclusively that they are 
as well able to pay taxes as any other class of our people. am 
informed that the exemptions that are now made under the exist- 
ing law amount to a very large sum of money annually. I have 
‘seen it estimated as high as from twenty-five to thirty million dol- 
lars of duties which are not collected from a class of people who 
are abundantly able to pay them. I do not see why those who re- 
main here and are unable to travel abroad should be compelled to 
pay duties on everything they buy, whilst those who travel abroad 
5 be allowed to bring in any article free which they buy 
abroad. 

Mr. WHITE. I presume the Senator from Nevada would not 
object to their immediate wearing apparel, because there would 
be difficulties attending the confiscation of anything of that kind. 
osa Iunderstand the committee has limited it to wear- 

g apparel in immediate use. 

r. STEWART. To $100 in value. 

Mr. ALLISON. We supposed a t many people might be 
abroad for three or four or six months, and possibly might have 
to buy clothing whilst there to the amount of at least a hundred 
dollars’ worth, which they would want to bring in. I think the 
Senatorfrom Nevada should not complain of the provisions of 
this bill in relation to wearing apparel. 

Mr. STEWART. I understand the $100 exemption was in re- 
lation to what they had in actual use. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Oh, no; in addition to what they 
have when they go abroad. What they take when they go abroad 
they may bring back, but they may not bring more than $100 
worth in addition to that. 

Mr. STEWART. . Does that include all they are wearing and 
what they bring with them? 

Mr. ALLISON. They can bring back what they took out and 
$100 worth in addition. 

Mr. WHITE. If a man should happen to buy one suit over the 
value of $100 abroad, and should be wearing it on his return to 
this country, an attempt to confiscate it might be attended with 
some complications. 

Mr. ALLISON. The duty is imposed on the surplus over $100. 

Mr. STEWART. If the provision is limited to wearing apparel 
in actual use of not over $100 in value, that would get rid of the 
present vp DER 

Mr. VEST. This limitation ought to be at least $150. Isup- 
pose I ain alone in opposing this increase at all. Iam opposed to 
this whole principle in legislation. This is gotten up by the 
American tailors who charge enormous pe in order to compel 
American citizens who happen to go to Europe, whether they go 
Írom necessity or otherwise, to come back and purchase their 
high-priced clothing; and at the risk of incurring the intense dis- 
pleasure of those tailors, I have to say that their prices are simply 
atrocious. Inthe city of New York a tailor- e suit of alothes 
can not be obtained from a reputable tailor for less than $75 to 
$100, and an overcoat for $100. 

In the city of Washington, which, compared with New York, is 
considered rather a provincial town, you pay $60 to $70, and they 
will charge you more if they can get it. Because an American 
goes abroad and can buy the same suit of clothes for $20, he is 

ited to $100 in the amount of goods that he | teaser alu 
he may need underclothing whilst abroad and an overcoat anda 
hat—possibly two hats, two umbrellas, He must account at the 
cusiom-house for all the wearing apparel bought after he leaves 
our shores until he returns, and if it exceeds ‘S100 he has to pay 
taxes upon it. 

Iknow when this matter is talked about itopens the flood gates 
for the abuse of millionaires, who, it is said, go to Europe and 
spend from seventy-fiveto a hundred million do a year, which 
in my opinion is all rot—pure,simple rot. No such amount is 
spentin Europe. If it is spent there, it is spent by people who 
have the right to doit, who think they can afford to doit. So 
long as this country lasts, people will go to Europe, andItrust the 
time will never come when this Chinese and barbarian system will 
be advocated in the United States, that we should not visit for- 
eign nations and that the people of foreign nations should not 
visit us. Our country is based upon freedom, and ially social 
freedom and freedom of locomotion, and if I think it is necessary 


to my comfort or health to go to Europe and buy European cloth- . 
ing, T ought to have the right to do it, and not have my personal 
liberty circumscribed by 
this country. 

Ihave been besieged by all sorts of circulars abusing million- 
aires and making absurd statements about the amount of ready- 
made clothing bought in Europe. A large number of Senators 
here have been to Europe. Some of them may be ashamed to say 
so. lam not, and my experience was that I could buy in Europe 
articles of superior quality for one-third the price; other articles 
not so good. In certain sorts of clothing the Americans excel all 
other people, and there are other sorts of clothing in which the 
foreigners excel us. 

The whole meaning of this thing is to put on an enormous tariff 
and then limit the amount any man may bring in free for the 
benefit of these merchant tailors. I wish I had some of their cir- 
culars here which I received only two days ago. The whole ar- 
gument is, ** The robbery is going on, and we want our portion of 
it You have put up the duty upon cloth, why not put up the 
duty upon ready- e clothing, so as to force the Americans to 
buy our clothes, whether they like them or not, or whether they 
fit or not?” Iam to be made to go to New York if I want a de- 
cent suit of clothes, and to pay $80 or $100 for it. If Iam notable 
to do that, I am to pay right in this town $60 to $75 for a suit of 
clothes I can buy in Ca or Europe for $20 to $25. 

That is not liberty. That is an outrage upon the citizen. It is 
no crime for me to go to Europe. It is no crime for me to pur- 
chase clothing there. If you want to make a law shutting out 

across the Atlantic and make it, as Henry Carey said, an 
ocean of fire, do it, but do not pass these indirect relics of barba- 
rism which say to a man that he shall not go where he pleases 
and buy what he pnm and pay what he pleases. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the argument that tailors 
overcharge might be applied to everything else, and it would be 
against any protective tariff. The argument that there should be 
no competitive article taxed because the people of this country 
charge too high for it would be entirely destructive of every pro- 
tective duty in the Wilson Act. My position is this: If we are to 
put a duty upon importations, we should make it bear equally 
upon all. There should be no discrimination. That is the Chi- 
cago platform, that it shall not discriminate between persons or 
between sections, and I say letting one man bring in his clothing 
free and charging another man is a discrimination of the rankest 
and most marked kind, and it is absolutely unjust. 

If importations are to pay duty, the importations of rich and 
poor, of the traveler as well as the stay-at-home, should be taxed 
alike. There is no justice in allowing one man to import free 
and taxing another. It can not be justified upon any * eiple. 
The argument that tailors charge too much might made 
against the manufacturers of steel, the manufacturers of woolens, 
the manufacturers of cotton, or any other manufacturers. That 
has been the complaint all the time, that they would charge too 
high if you allow them to create a monopoly by a prohibitive tariff. 
'That is the reason why both parties declare against a prohibitive 
tariff, as a rule. The dealers would charge too high. As to a 

rotective duty upon competitive articles, both parties concur. 

hat is the settled policy. It should be equal, and there is no 
argument that can be made in favor of exempting one man and 
charging another. 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President, I am a protectionist, and believe 
in giving protection to every industry; but I am not willing to let 
this graph go by without stating my views with r t to it. 

I do not want to appear before the country in what I call the 
mean way of examining every man's and every woman's 
ba; tosee whether he or she has more than $100 worth of 

. That M rss of espionage has never before been proposed 
in this sense. I callit mean. It is giving way to the demagogue. 
Ishall not make any contest about it, but I wish to ress m 
opinion. There are hundreds and thousands of table fami- 
lies to-day who go to Europe who ten, twenty, or years ago 
could not afford to do it. It is becoming as common as it is to go 
to the 8 to spend a iaa Zee» and pri a goo woman 
saves up hard earnings for purpose of buying a few new 
fashions abroad. 

Mr. STEWART. DoestheSenator from New Jersey know what 
the Treasury estimate is of the amount of goods brought in free 
annually and the amount of duty lost? Can he state the amount 
of goods brought in and the amount of duty lost? 

Mr. SE . Ihave heard it stated at $20,000,000. 

Mr. STEWART. Twenty million dollars of duty lost? 

Mr. SEWELL. Iam myself a business man, and I make my 
own calculatious. I would not inflict what I call this wrong on 
the American woman and the American man who may go abroad 
for recreation for any amount of money. 


e greed of a few merchant tailors in 


Mr: ORANGE Wil the Senator from New Jersey per- 
mit me 
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Mr. GALLINGER. Is it not inflicted upon every American 
man and woman who crosses the Canadian border? 

Mr. SEWELL. I think not. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think it is. 

Mr. SEWELL. I think not. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think it is. 
^ Mr. SEWELL. I have never been stopped at the Canadian bor- 

er yet. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator has had his trunk examined? 

Mr. SEWELL. Never. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mine always has been. 

Mr. SEWELL. Never. But the eustom has been to allow all 
that is necessary for travel. A family go to Europe and spend 
three or four months, and they must even of necessity buy more 
than $100 worth each. The great Government of the United 
States, with all its sources of revenue, with its great wealth, says 
to its own citizens, and particularly to the female portion, If 
ps go abroad, you shall be searched on your return; and if you 

ave over $100 worth of goods, it shall be taken from you or you 
shall pay duties on it." I submit to the Senate that in these days 
of American manhood it is too small a business to be engaged in. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Mr. President, Ihad occasion last summer to 
takea steamboat trip from Boston to St. John, New Brunswick, and 
my trunk was examined by thecustom-house officer. I did not find 
any eri I had occasion two years ago to take a trip to the city 
of Montreal, and at the line my trunk was examined. I delivered 
over my key to the officer who came on board, and he examined 
my trunk to ascertain whether I had any dutiable goods, He did 
the same when I returned to the United States. I submit that 
we are a law-abiding people in this country, and if we go to for- 
eign lands, we must submit to the laws that require our 
to be examined to ascertain whether or not we have any dutiable 
goods. 

Mr. President, what is true when we go into the Provinces, into 
the Dominion of Canada, certainly ought to be true when we go 
across the ocean to Europe or some other foreign land. It is a 
surd, it strikes me, for the Senator from New Jersey to put this 
on the ground of an outrage against the American people. It is 
nothing of the kind. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
me to interrupt him? He is stating the case very broadly. Can- 
ada is a foreign country. We can not regulate the affairs of a 
forei 5 its treatment of American citizens, but we can 

te the irs of our own Government so far as concerns the 
treatment of our own citizens 1 Europe. They are 
examined now, but they are allowed Whatever is reasonable for 
eid — Here you propose to limit it. That is what I 
object to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator a moment ago stated that his 
trunk had never been examined. 

Mr.SEWELL. My trunk never has been examined in Canada. 
Mr. GALLINGER. He seems to have changed his mind. 

Mr.SEWELL. It was examined. Never in Canada. 
^ Mr. 3 The Senator has been one of the favored 

ew, then. 

Mr. President, I have no sympathy with the plea in behalf of the 
rich, and I have no sympathy with the denunciation of the mer- 
chant tailors in the United States which we have heard from the 
distinguished and eloquent Senator from Missouri. I chance to 
have a very superior tailor in my own town, and he has children in 
the public schools, and he helps to par taxes. He has some real 
estate, and it is taxed. He hasastockof goods, and it is taxed. He 
helps to support the municipal government and the State govern- 
ment and the National Government, and I submit to the Senate 
that he has the same rights under our law that anyone else has. 
He has the right to be protected against men going to Europe and 
bringing in here millions of dollars' worth of articles every year— 
$24,000,000, I understand, is the amount of revenue taken from 
the Government, according to the experts of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, to the disadvantage of these very men who help to sustain 
our Government and help to sustain our municipalities. 

Ido not wear very fine clothes, but I have not run across the 
tailors in the city of Washington who charge $00 and $70 fora 
suit of clothes. I have not discovered them. I have patronized 
tailors on F street and Pennsylvania avenue, and I say that in my 
judgment there is not a city in the United States, and I doubt 
whether there are very many cities abroad, that furnish people 
cheaper clothes than are furnished to the people of the city of 
Washington. I will not venture to say how cheaply I have pur- 
chased a tailor-made suit in the city of Washington, Ends am 
afraid it might shock the sensibilities of the distinguished Senator 
from Missouri. He probably wears a different kind of clothes, and 
he must patronize a different kind of tailor from those I patronize, 
either in Washington or in the State of New Hampshire. 

I do not think thereis any hardship about this matter. Ido 


not think our poor people who are struggling now to get a living 
making clothes ought to be oppressed, while Mr. Vanderbilt or 


Mr. Gould or some other millionaire may go to Europe and bri 
home a thousand or two thousand or three thousand dollars’ worth 
of European clothes without paying any duty upon them, as I 
understand they are doing from time to time. T am very glad 
that the committee have restricted the matter; itis fair. Ithink 
we will be acting in the interest of the poor people of this coun’ 
15 we stand by the committee in their suggestion concerning 
item. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to add to my motion made yesterday as 
follows: Strike out the word actually,“ in line 13, and insert 
after the word the,“ in line 13, the word actually“ in line 14, 
strike out appropriate,“ and after the word “ the," in the same 
line, insert **then;" in line 16, strike out and present comfort 
and convenience" and insert ‘‘not exceeding $100 in value;” so 
that the amendment when completed will read as follows: 

Wearing a: 1, articles of personal adornment. toil 8. 
personal e ects of persons 9 in the United Staten: Pab this EAR 
shall only include such articles as are in the actual use of, and as are neces- 
sary for the then wear and use of, such person for theimmedinte purposes of 
the journey, not exceeding $100 in value, and shall not be held to apply to 
merchandise or articles intended for other persons, or for sale. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Has the Senator from Nebraska 
listened to the amendment which the committee proposes, to fol- 
low the amendment as printed in the bill? 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not hear the amendment read. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will have the modifi- 
cation proposed by the committee read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to paragraph 666 the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That in case of residents of the United States returning 
abroad, all weari: 9 and other personal effects taken by them out o 


the United States to oreign countries shall be admitted free of duty, without 
re to their value, upon their identity being established. under appro- 


priate rules and regulations to be prescri by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, but no more than $100 in value of articles pu abroad by such 
residents of the United States shall be admit free of duty upon their 


return. 


Mr. ALLEN. Do I understand that to mean that it would 
exclude the bringing in of other articles? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It permits the bringing in of only 
$100 worth of apparel free of duty. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam willing to accept the amendment in lieu of 
the one I made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
withdraws his amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I do not concur with my friend 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL], who seems to grow 
indignant at the idea of inspecting trunks and parcels brought 
from abroad to this country. I think there is nothing in any well- 
regulated inspection law which should cause any good citizen to 
feel indignant about its enforcement. There is carried abroad 
from this country, if the information we get is to be relied upon 
at all, seventy-five to one hundred million dollars a year in gold or 
gold equivalent, and that forms one of the strong drafts upon our 

ury. 

I have no objection to any person who feels able to do so visit- 
ing any portion of the habitable globe where he can put his foot 
down in safety or even if he runs some risk of danger. But the 
people who are permitted to enjoy the blessings of the effete East, 
and who come in contact with monarchies and the softening in- 
fluences of monarchy, ought not to object to paying a reasonable 

rice for the privileges they enjoy, and they ought not to object 
to an 8 of the inspection laws of the United States that 
are, or should be, applied to every person who lands upon our 
shores, whether he be a citizen or a foreigner. 

If an American citizen, male or female, who has been abroad, 
comes back to this country with articles that are not contraband, 
there can be no reasonable M pred to an officer making a proper 
inspection of the baggage. If the articles are contraband and are 
subject to taxation, then this Government should have no con- 
sideration whatever for the feelings of such an individual. male 
or female. It is a fact current throughout re dem and breadth 
of this country that thousands of people go to Europe annually 
for the express purpose of there purchasing their supplies, be- 
cause they can purchase them there cheaper than they can here. 
They can pay their expenses to Europe and back and purchase 
their supplies much cheaper than they can purchase the supplies 
here, 

What is wrong, when you come across an individual of that 
kind, in inspecting his or her baggage and enforcing the laws of 
the United States and compelling the contraband articles, if I 
may be permitted so to call them, to pay the proper duty? There 
is a good deal of namby-pambyism about this European travel. I 
do not object, as I said, to a man going to the North or South 
Pole, if he can go there. I have no jealousy or ill feeling toward 
my honorable friend the Senator from Missouri because he has 
had the advantages of Eastern travel and contact with Eastern 
people. I regard it as a matter of his own concern. I would not 
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deprive him of any right as a citizen because he has done so or 
because he desires to do so, but I would put a stop, if it were 
within my power, to the constant drain upon this country which 
comes from sending our money by millions and hundreds of mil- 
lions annually to Europe. 

Every penniless count in France and in Austria and England 
and in other European countries is coming here, and they are tak- 
ing away a certain class of our people annually in marriage and 
taking hundreds of millions of dollars with them. I am among 
the number who believe that it.is a blessing rather than a curse 
that they should go, but I believe, at the same time, that this 
country should enforce its inspection laws against high and low, 
rich and poor, alike, and no honorable man or woman has a right 
to complain when that is done in the proper order. 

I say nothing about the question where a man should expend 
his money. I believe very much as my amiable friend the Sena- 
tor from Missouri believes, that a man ought to be permitted to 
spend his money when and where and under what circumstances 
he may see fit. I believe that he should have the entire world to 
contract in, if he wants it, under proper regulations, I believe if 
my friend wants to go to Europe or elsewhere to purchase his 
clothing, he should have that right, but I do not believe that he 
should bring back in his trunk or trunks four or five thousand 
dollars’ worth of goods that would escape taxation under the guise 
that they were his personal effects. 

There is no reason why a law of this kind should not be adopted 
and enforced. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iwillaskthe Senator who reported the amend- 
ment whether it makes any provision for a foreigner bringing in 


any wearing apparel free? 

Mr. ‘ALLISON. The amendment applies only to residents of 
the United States. 

Mr. GRAY. It does not say so. E 

Mr. LINDSAY. I desire to inquire whether there is any pro- 
vision which will admit a foreigner's wearing apparel freeof duty, 
or does he have to pay duty on all of his apparel? 

Mr. GRAY. The amendment does not say that it is confined to 
United States citizens. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The amendment in terms confines it to resi- 
dents of the United States. 

Mr. GRAY. Where? 

Mr. LINDSAY. In the proviso. 

Mr. GRAY. That is not in the printed part of the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. The first part applies to wearing apparel and 
articles of personal adornment— personal effects of persons com- 
ing into the United States. The proviso applies only to citizens 
of the United States or residents ot the United States. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask that the amendment may be reported 


in. 
Ar. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the whole of it be stated. 
ais VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


666. Wearing opere articles of personal adornment, toilet articles, and 
similar personal effects of persons arriving in the United States; but this ex- 
emption shall only include such articles as y accompany and are in the 
use of, and as are necessary and appropriate for the wear and use of such per- 
sons, for the immediate purrs ot the journey and present comfort and con- 
venience, and shall not be held to apply. to merchandise or articles intended 
for other persons or for sale: Provided, That in case of residents of the United 
States returning from abroad, all wearing apparel and other personal effects 
taken by them out of the United States to foreign countries shall be admitted 
free of duty, without regard to their value, upon their identity being estab- 
lished, under a prope rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Sec- 
Treasury 


retary of the but no more than $100 in value of articles purchased 
abroad by such residents of the United States shall be admitted free of duty 
upon their return. 


Mr. LINDSAY. That is satisfactory. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

'The next passed-over amendment of the Committee on Finance 
was, on page 187, ph 668, which the committee pro to 
amend line 21, after the word ‘‘including,” by striking out 
“pulp wood" and inserting **poplar and other pulp woods, deal 
ends;" in line 22, after the words ‘‘shingle bolts," to insert head- 
ing bolts, stave bolts;" in line 23, after the word “sawed,” to in- 
sert ** or planed on one side;" and in line 24, after the words fence 
posts," to insert ‘‘railroad ties;“ so as to make the paragraph 


and round unmanufactured timber, reps puer and 
ood, handle bolts, shingle bo! es i 
blocks for gunstocks, rough hewn or sawed or plan: 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask that heading bolts" and “stave bolts," 
in line 22, and **railroad ties, in line 24, may be stricken from the 
paragraph, they having been already p upon the dutiable list 


under hs 194 and 198. 
The PRESIDENT, The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment of the Senator from Iowa to the amendment of the 
committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. Teram has 
an amendment which he wants to offer to this paragraph. I ask 
him to withhold it for a moment, until I can move to insert as a 
new paragraph what I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. On page 190, at the end of paragraph 60701, 
insert a new paragraph, as follows: 


0:01. Works of art the production of American artists residing temporaril 


abroad, or other works of art, including pictorial paintings on impo! 


expressly for presentation to a national institution, or to any State or munio- 

{pal corporation, or incorporated religious society, college, or other public 

institution, except stain window glass, or stained or painted 

75 windows; but such exemption shall be subject to such regulations ae 
e Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Inow ask the Senate to turn to page 31, para- 


graph 118. 
.LINDSAY. Before we leave the freelist, I ask the Senator 
from Iowa—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not leaving it except for a moment. 

The SECRETARY. On page 31, paragraph 118, line 25, after the 
words ‘‘ manganese ore," insert the words“ containing less than 
40 metallic units in dry state;" so as to read: 

: Manganese ore containing less than 40 metallic units in dry state, $1 per 
on. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now the Senator from Colorado wants to offer 
an amendment to the free list. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I give way to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr.QUAY. Idesire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Iowa to the fact that manganese ore, on which a duty has just 
been imposed, is à component of ferro-manganese, and that the 
duty on that product ought also to be raised. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me, I will propose 
some amendment to-morrow morning on that subject. 

Mr. TELLER. On page 187, paragraph 668, line 25, after the 
words ship planking,” I move to insert “ and rough lumber man- 
ufactured of white pine.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado pro- 
poses an amendment, which the Secretary will read. 

The Secretary. After the words “ship planking,” in lines 24 
and 25 of page 187, paragraph 668, insert the words: 

And rough lumber manufactured of white pine. 


Mr. LINDSAY. Before we proceed with the consideration of 
that amendment. I want to make an inquiry of the Senator from 
Iowa. Does the free list include wood alcohol anywhere? If it 
does not. I wish to offer an amendment putting wood alcohol on 
the free list. ` 

Mr. ALLISON. It does not include wood alcohol. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Then on page 188, at the conclusion of para- 

aph 669, I move to amend by inserting as paragraph 36693. 
Wood alcohol.“ 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as a new paragraph 
after line 12, on page 188, the following: 

669}. Wood alcohol. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. STEWART. What has become of the amendment of the 
Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. TELLER, I supposed the amendment I offered was pend- 


ing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado, upon which 
he is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not intend to delay the Sen- 
ate with any lengthy discussion of this question. I understand it 
has been somewhat discussed heretofore at the proper place. I 
was not present, and I did not hear the debate. 

I understand that under this bill Tepas lumber will bear a 
duty of $2 per thousand. Under the McKinley Act the duty on 
white-pine lumber was $1 a thousand. Under the Wilson Act it 
was on the free list, and it has been on the free list since the Wil- 
son Act was passed. I can not conceive of i reason why it 
should now be put on the dutiable list at a rate of $2 per thousand 
unless the committee propose to prohibit the import into the 
United States of white-pine lumber, and judging from the state- 
ment made by one of the parties who were 9 this duty 
before the Ways and Means Committee, I suppose that is the real 
purpose, because one of the parties who appeared before the com- 
mittee in defense of the duty declared that it should be a prohib-. 
ioy duty, and that $2 was a prohibitory duty. 

. President, there is no principle upon which this duty can 
be defended. It is not to build up any in — It is not to pro- 
tect any American industry, butto destroy. The authorities that 
have already been cited in the brief debate, and which can be cited 


or pain 
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‘again, I think show conclusively that at the rate we are now con- 
suming the white pine of this country not to exceed seven or eight 
years at most can elapse before the entire white pine of the coun- 
try will be consumed. Of course it is somewhat difficult to say 
whether that is the exact time, and yet all the authorities agree 
that in six or eight years at most the white pine will be exhausted 
if we continue the present annual cnt. 

We have been in the habit of putting duties upon products 
brought from foreign countries, upon the theory that we wanted 
to equalize the labor in the production of the article. The reports 
‘submitted by the officers of the Government, and which have 


been presented here by the Commissioner of Labor and by the 
Becretary of iculture, show that it costs more to prepare & 
thousand feet of white-pine lumber in Canada, the only country 


that is bringing us any white pine, than in the United States. 
That is accounted for by two reasons. The first is that that coun- 
try is somewhat rougher than ours, and secondly, they do not 
have as efficient machinery and they are not as well prepared for 
the work. I do not care to go into the details to show it; if any- 
body doubts or disputes it, of course that can be done; but both 
the Commissioner of Labor and the Secretary of Agriculture have 
submitted facts here to show that we can produce a thousand feet 
'of pine lumber, stumpage and labor, cheaper than in Canada. 

looking over the RECORD it would ap: that an effort was 
made here the other day to make the Senate believe that the pine 
lumber of Canada was coming in conflict with the pine lumber of 
‘Michigan and Minnesota. But an examination of the imports of 
lumber and an acquaintance with the business carried on will 
‘establish the fact that that is not the case. The imports of lum- 
ber from Canada into the United States have gone almost entirely 
to the New England States. 

There is very little imported into Michigan, and some into Ohio; 
but that which goes into Michigan does not come in contact with 
Michigan lumber. It has gone to Mic for distribution 
mainly to Ohio, possibly some to Indiana; but the great bulk of 
ithas gone East. Ihaveastatement here that shows the amount 
which one to the New England ports. We have not in- 
creased the im of lumber from Canada for several years. 

Mr. STEWART. The people have not been able to buy it. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Nevada submits that the peo- 
le have not been able to buy it. That is exactly true. I have no 
oubt that the falling off in the consumption of lumber in this 

country has been owing to the poverty of the people more than to 
the scarcity of lumber. 

Iam informed by those who know that the white-pine lumber 
in Canada sells for a higher figure, as a rule, than in the United 
States. 

I desire to read some of the statistics shown by the tables of im- 

ts. Herearetables of imports of lumber into the United States 
[sedes Canada for several years, commencing with 1890, when it 
was 715,000,000 feet, and ending with 1896, when it was 742,000,000 
feet. Thatincludesall classes of lumber. It includes white pine, 
ruce, and other lumber. I have a table here, which I will not 
attempt to read, showing where the lumber has gone that came 
into the United States. There were about 12,000,000 feet of lum- 
ber that went to Chicago. 

Mr. ELKINS. From where? x 

Mr. TELLER. From Canada. About thesameamoóunt went to 
Detroit, a little less to Huron, Mich., and to Minnesota, according 
2 the statement here, which 1 presume is correct, there were less 

a quarter million feet. Taking all the imports of lumber into 
the United States, into the Lake Champlain ports, the quantity 
was 330,096,000 feet; other New York ports, including Buffalo, 
199,592,000 feet; into Michigan and Ohio ports, 48,658,000 feet; 

to Chicago, III., 12,026,000 feet; into Minnesota ports, 236,000 
eet, and into Wisconsin ports, none at all. 

I read this statement for the purpose of showing that the effort 
made here to make it appear that the Northwest—Minnesota and 
Michigan—is being injured by the imports of Canadian lumber 
is not correct. One of the Senators stated a very pathetic con- 
dition, that the mills of Minnesota on one side of a river and 
Michigan on the other side were standing idle, and a bridge built 
across that river in the vicinity of those mills was co; cted 
out of Canadian lumber that came in free. 

The fact, as shown by the statement of the mayor of the city 
where the bri was built and by the contractor of the bridge, 
is that the engineer who built the sca insisted that a certain 
portion of the timber used should be of hemlock, and no hemlock 
was found in that immediate vicinity on the Minnesota side and 
none on the Michigan side that was fit for use, and therefore 
Canadian hemlock had to be used to a very limited d , and 
the bridge was built out of Minnesota and Michigan lumber aside 
from the Canadian hemlock that they were compelled to have. 


The people in the Northwest are interested in the lumber busi- 
ness. do not, in fact, get any of this Canadian lumber in 
&section of the Northwest or in the prairie country. Take the 
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States of South Dakota and North Dakota. They get practically 
nothing from Canada. Michigan and Minnesota lumber supplies 
that market. The Canadian lumber supplies the Eastern market, 
If there is a duty put upon white-pine lumber, it will come to 


this, simply, that the Minnesota and Michigan timber on will 
furnish the timber for the East to the exclusion of Canadian 
timber, and the price will rise $2 a thousand or more—certainly 
it will not be less—to every homesteader in the West. 

Ishould like to know from the committee upon what theory 
this duty is imposed, with the fact staring them in the face, un- 
contradicted and undisputed, and admitted by them (at least the 
have never disputed it), thatif the present cut continues for, I will 
say, eight years, the white pine of the United States will be a 
thing of the past. Upon what theory do they say it is necessary 
to protect the manufacture of white-pine lumber in the United 
States when it is proved conclusively that white-pine lumber can 
be manufactured in Minnesota and in Michigan cheaper than in 
Canada, and when it is proved that the price of white-pine lum- 
ber in Canada is more than in the United States? 

aga what principle do they propose to put upon the le who 
build houses in the great Northwest an extra tax that will not be 
$2 a thousand, for that will necessarily be = on because it goes 
to the Government if the Canadian brings his lumber here, but a 
tax that the manufacturers of lumber in the State of Minnesota 
and in the State of Michigan and in the State of Wisconsin may 

ut upon the settlers? If this isa prohibitive tax, asit was declared 
ore the committee $2 a thousand would be, with the high price 
of manufacture in Canada, with the high price of stum in 
Canada, with the difficulties of transportation, it is the exclusion 
of all Canadian lumber from the United States, this great market, 
the greatest in the world for lumber, for the American people con- 
sume per capita more lumber than any other people in the world, 
two to one. Why? Because we are a growing and a building 
country, because we have thousands of people who are going out 
upon the public domain to make a home, and if this duty is im- 
posed, every one of them must pay tribute to the timber manufac- 
turers of those three States. 
Idonot know but the committee will fall back on the oft-re- 
ted statement that this is not a protective duty, but a revenue 
uty; but if it is, the revenue duty is exceedingly small and will 
ow smaller and smaller, with the fact that is staring us in the 
ace that there is to be no import of Canadian lumber. Not only 
will the people of the Northwest be put to an additional burden 
for every house they build, for every barn, and for every cabin, 
but so will the e of New England, of Ohio, and of some por- 
tions of Pennsylvania and New York. 

Mr. President, I am in favor of protection. I would protect 
every American industry that needs it. But I would not run pro- 
tection into the ground. I would not abuse it as it is being abused 
heré by simply putting on an arbitrary tax that shall enable the 
manufacturers of lumber to put their own price without compe- 
tition upon the lumber, which is not a luxury, but is an absolute 
necessity, and thus compel every settler in the West to pay trib- 
ute to them. 

In looking over the RECORD the other day I saw that an appeal 
was made to the Senate that these people had invested their money 
in this timber and that they are entitled to the protection given to 
other industries. You protect other industries to build them up. 
You protect the manufacture of iron to enable the people of the 
United States to manufacture iron cheaply. You do not protect 
this lumber to enable them to give to the people cheaper lumber, 
but you protect it for the avowed purpose, stated in open declara- 
tion here on this floor, to raise the price to the consumer, and that 
is nota ublican doctrine; it never has been; and even in this 
day, in my judgment, the Republican party will not stand by that 
as a protective theory. 

It is not to raise the price, but to make articles ultimately 
cheaper that we have been advocating the protective doctrine 
here for years. That is the true protective theory. We have 
said, Build up your industries; make them strong; and when 
they are strong, manufactured articles will be cheaper, and in the 
end a duty which may have created a little burden upon com- 
merce will inure to the benefit of all by producing cheapness.” 
That is the legitimate and proper theory. 

Mr. President, there is nothing in this duty on white pine which 
appeals to any protective theory with which I have been familiar 
in my public career. 

Mr. GRAY. May I interrupt the Senator with a question? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator knows, I should be glad to have 
him state the estimate of the white pine standing within the 
limits of the United States? 

Mr. TELLER. It would takea little time to go over that, but I 
will say to the Senator from Delaware that the Secretary of Agri- 


culture has made a report, No. 70, I think, of this session, and the 
Commissioner of Labor has made a report, which I think is No. 


1897. 


ws 
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40, in which they both agree that if the cutting continues, within 
the next seven or eight years white pine will be a thing of the 
past in the United States. : E 

Mr.GRAY. Then, as the Senator argues, no protective tariff 
can increase the growth of heresi ont timber? , 3 

Mr. TELLER. No protective tariff can increase it, and if a 
protective tariff excludes from the United States theconsumption 
of the Canadian product, it hastens the time when the white-pine 
tree will be as scarce in the Northwest as an orange tree is now. 

Mr. President, in my boyhood days I lived in the timber coun- 
try of New York and Pennsylvania. I remember those magnifi- 
cent forests, which have never had their equal except on the Pa- 
cific Coast, and to-day in all that country there is not a white-pine 
tree left that is fit for lumber. It will be soin Michigan, it will 
be so in Wisconsin, it will be so in Minnesota, in ten years at the 
furthest; and those peonpi are not entitled to any special legisla- 
tion. Every hour they let their stum: stand it grows 
more beneficial to them. If they let it stand ten or fifteen years, 
they will get more for it than under this forced system of putting 
on duties and taking toll from the great industries of thecountry. 

I challenge the committee here to make one single showin 
which will justify a duty upon white-pine lumber which 
not justify a duty upon every article of commerce and trade and 
on i uos Sokoni hing free list. 8 2 e ep 
white-pine lum or carrying on of an infinite variety o 
trade and manufacture and are entitled to have the Canadian 
market. This duty is to be imposed in the interest of a few men, 
and only a few men, who own the white pine of this country, not 
to exceed in number forty or at the most. 

Iknow there may be small holdings, but I am speaking of great 

i There are upon the farms in some of the WesternStates 
a few s ling pines, but the great pine forests are owned by a 
few capitalists in this country, and it is in their interest, and in 
their interest alone, at the cost and expense of the settler and at 
the cost and expense of the manufacturer of every variety and 
kind in this country, whose interests the committee have professed 
s0 t a desire to protect, that this duty is now to be imposed. 
there is a p ition in this bill anywhere—and I think there 
are a hundred—which is absolutely indefensible, here is one be- 
yond question, 
AV EST. I 2 to sd an E anname to the pending bill 
of having it printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
offers an amendment and asks that it be printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read, Mr. President. 

Mr. VEST. Letthe amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to section 13, on page 
204, the following: 

Provided, That goods arrg at any outer port of entry, which are in 
voiced or consigned to either of the interior ports of entry specified under 
act of June 10, 1880, may be entered for D 


a tion 
without appraisement to such 8 there subjected, if entered for imme- 
diate consumption, to the rates of duty in force at the time of arrival at the 


outer port. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I simply want to observe that this 
question of free lumber was considered exhaustively in the absence 
of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], and decided against 
those of us who believe that no duty at all should be im: upon 
that article. 

I donot know that the paper I have in my hand throws any light 
on the subject or adds a single new argument; but it came to me 
this morning from a reputable citizen of New York, who asked 
me as a e favor to lay it before the Senate. He is a practi- 
eal lumber man, and his letter struck me with a great deal of 
force. I regret that it was not here at the time the main 
— IM of. Task the Secretary to read it. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
BUFFALO, N. Y., June 20, 1897. 


DEAR SIr: In the lumber debate Senator SPOONER said that the lumber 
men of the Northwest and the Iumber men of the Southwest were overrun 


by Canadian competition, as railroads are toping eris pr lumber into that 

country thro’ Superior, Minneapolis, and St. Paul. If you look at the Im- 

ports of Merchandise for 1896, No. 3, 205, you will see that no lumber 

there —.— Serine that focal 230,000 fe t, valued (les oat of otal 
came year ee a 

importation of over 750,000,000 feet. m * 


comes into the West, into the regions that he states, 
to compete either with Northern or Southern lumber. It all into the 
East and ly half of it in Lake Champlain, and nearly 200,000,000 fe 

Brunsw. Scotia. is 


themlogk, " the poor 


man's lumber," and Southern pive and fir, etc., and not protect the in 
land owners in his own State iss their white pine. p ce guns 
hemlock does not i 


k 


i ers. 

and that has to be protected becayse the 
settles it. zx as 

to have some timber they have 
driven down the St. John 


River by Canadians, sawed at the mills at Fredericton by Canadian work- 
men, and shipped to this country in Canadian bottoms, come in free of duty. 

It may be said, however, that spruce reproduces, and therefore these for- 
ests replenish; but as to Northwestern white pine, once cut, not pine, but 
other growths appear, and the pine forest utter Levy 

As to flr on our Western coast, our own people have it in abundance, and 
the people in British Columbia are permitted Chinese labor; so theirs is a 
special case. 


ashington; their names 
This is the Winchester & Co. organiza- 

There are six of them from Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minn and four 
of the six are to-day rated in Dun's Commercial Asse AMAL and this means 
a million and over. 

Irefer of course to the firms to which Ap Star ee they are really not 
among the heavy ones of the Northwest; that is, the heaviest. I have mis- 
stated a little, I on looking it = One of them is only AAI, fellow. 
The Repul legislatures of Nebraska and Kansas passed joint resolu- 
tion after joint resolution calling on their representatives at Washington to 
vote for free lumber. 

They not only want a two-dollar duty but a four-dollarduty. They've got 
a club in this bill which they pretend is to hit Canada if they put an export 
duty on logs over there, but they really intend to use that club on the people 
of the United States. 


Uy greg Medan export dnty on logs clear down to the time that we re- 
u 


duced the duty on lu: r, and the Government over there has just declared 
that when we put a duty on lumber it will go back on logs, and that's what 
ee Mure want, just another million or so, by shutting out the Can- 
umber. 

I could tell you the pony about that bridge at Duluth, which Horatius 
Spooner held so bravely, but the import tables answer him sufficiently. 

Now, I want you to take this in behalf of one of the plain people whose 
business is lumber, and who is about to be ruined if this duty goes on lumber, 
en give the Senate the benefit of it, for everything here stated as a fact isa 

‘ac 


: Very respectfully, yours, 


Hon. GEORGE G. VEST, 
United States Senate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr. GRAY. What is that amendment, Mr. President? Ishould 
like to have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
proposed amendment. ` f 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend paragraph 668 by 
8 after the words ‘‘ ship planking,” in line 24, on page 187, 
the words: 


And rough lumber manufactured of white pine. 


Mr. TELLER. On that I shall ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, Ishould like toask—I was out when 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] came up—what is the duty which is proposed to be put 
upon white-pine lumber in this bill? 

Mr. TELLER. It will be $2 if this bill passes as it now stands. 
It was $1 under the McKinley law, and it is free under the Wilson 


W. 
Mr. GRAY. I understand there is, in addition, a retaliato: 
clause proposed in this bill of $2 a thousand if any country shall 
place an 0 duty upon lumber. Is not that so? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that there is a retali- 
atory clause equivalent to the export Saty MTM it may be. 

Mr. T . That is on page 61 of bill. 

Mr. GRAY. Sothat if Canada shall, in the exercise of her tax- 
ing power, conclude to put a duty of $2 or $3—it certainly was $2 
for a long time—of export aniy upon lumber, then practically the 
duty upon lumber from will be $4 a thousand. So that I 
want it understood just what the amount of this burden is going 
to be. If it be a four-dollar duty, it will be proibite, and that 
will inure 5 the benefit of those who own the remnant 
of white-pine timber along the northern tier of States—I do nof 
know what they are—Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota, I 
think the Senator from Colorado said. 

Mr. President, that seems to me to be a met wrongful kind of 
a tax for such an interest as that for those who own these lands. 
The Senator from Colorado says there are about forty who own 
the bulk of them. It is pro that we should tax in this ex- 
travagant way the people of this country and the manufacturing 
interests of this country, to whom white-pine lumber is so neces- 
sary. Four dollars a thousand, it is asserted, as I have said, will 
beprohibitive. I should like to have read, in fairness to those 
whose interests seem to be assailed and threatened by this tax, a 
letter which I hold in my hand from a dealer in and a manu- 
facturer of white-pine lumber, who has been compelled to resort 
to the forests of Canada in order to obtain 5 
in this country, and is manufacturing largely in this country and 
supplying the sash and door and building trades with this v 
n ul and necessary article. I send to the Secretary's desk an 
ask to have it read, in order that we may see at least what are the 
views of one of the manufacturing industries of this country, the 
letter to which I refer. 


GEORGE W. STEVENS. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., June 29, 1897. 


SIR: I appeal to you—I appeal to the Senate of the United States—against 
a four-· do duty on lumber, which is provided for in the pending tariff bill. 

I represent a business which has been continued for over fifty years, de- 
scending from father toson. Thetimber in Michigan, which has been always 
our home, and where our main operations were conducted, is now cut off. 
Notas much white pinestands in Michigan to-day as has been eut by her saw- 
mills in & me year. Weare now operating at Duluth and in Canada, and 
have established a large lumber yard at Buffalo, where we receive and ma- 
8 and partly manufacture our Canada stock. A - 

e established this connection since the passage of the Wilson bill, making 
lumber free. We had noted that the McKinley bill reduced the duty on 
white pine, which is what we handle, to $1 per thousand, and the further re- 
duction by the Wilson bill seemed naturally proper, as the country needed 
the Canadian supply both of logs and lumber. z E 

'The pendin vill provides for a two-dollar duty, which is itself prohibitive 
on this Canada white-pine lumber, and further provides for an additional 
two-dollar duty if Canada shall impose an export duty on saw logs. 

This Canada is going to do and has lately so declared; so as a consequence, 
there will be a four-dollar duty on the white-pine lumber which we are bring- 


ing from Georgian Bay to Butfalo. 

this duty our lumbering rd pini par on Geo: n Bay and our yard and 
planin -mill 8 at Buffalo are cut off one from the other absolutely, 
and both are absolutely ruined 


I have stated my case only asa typical one. At Oswego, at Ogdensburg, 
at Whitehall, N. Y., at Burlington, Vt., at Toledo, Ohio, are operations simi- 
larly situated, to which the same disaster will come. 

"There is not an operation along this northern border to-day that is making 
any oer, for the reason that the people are too poor to buy their products 

volume. 

Itrust the United States Congress will not now pass a law which will add 
a mr of $t per thousand to this lumber, or this two-dollar prohibitive duty, 


which the people must pay or do without it, as neither producer nor dealer 
can Pay. it. 
ours, very truly, 
ARTHUR HILL. 
Hon. GEORGE GRAY, 
United States Senate. 


Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I understand that this retaliatory 
clause—for such it is—is one of the most important features of 
this bill. It will undoubtedly double the duty on white-pine lum- 
ber. Idonot know whether the Senator from Colorado alluded 
to that, as I was unfortunate enough to be out when he com- 
menced his remarks; butif we pass this duty of $2 on manufac- 
tured lumber, the Canadian Government will undoubtedly exer- 
cise the power that it has recently had conferred npon itof putting 
an export duty of $2 upon lumber, as it has been heretofore. 

Ihold in my hand a dispatch from Ottawa, dated June 18, 1897, 
to the New York Herald, which says: 

OTTAWA, ONTARIO, June 18, 1897. 


The Dominion Government, in the House of Commons to-day, took power 
to itself to impose, by order in council, an export duty on logs and pulp 
wood, and also on Canadian ores. The first resolution provides that on pine, 
Douglas fir, spruce, fir balsam, cedar, elm, and hem} logs and pulp wood 
an export duty not exceeding $3 per thousand feet measure, and in 
case of the port of any of the above-mentioned logs or pulp wood in shorter 
lengths than 9 feet, then a rate per cord mzy be levied in the same way not 

ter than the equivalent of the above-mentioned rate per thousand feet 

rd measure, and such export duty shall be chargeable accordingly, after 

the publication of such proclamation, provided that the Government in 

council may, by proclamation, published in like manner, from time to time 
remove an pose such export duty. It was passed without debate. 


So they are preparing to exert this power in case this tax is 
Imposed. We may say that is all wrong that they should exert 
that power;.thatitis bad faith and bad manners to this Govern- 
ment; but, nevertheless, Mr. President, we are exciting by this 
legislation of ours just such acts o* hostility as that, and we are 
converting the natural relations of these people, which ought to 
be friendly and amicable, and ought to be such that trade should 
flow easily and peaceably between them, into conditions that are 
like the camps of opposing armies, and acts of hostility and acts 
of retaliation such as are provided for in this bill have come to 
be the common parlance of our trade relations. 

We retaliate, but we retaliate on our own people. Because 
Canada puts an export duty of $2 on logs, then we tax all the 
American people. The man who builds a house or the factory 
that makes sash and doors and window blinds we tax $2. We re- 
taliate, but we suffer for the retaliation. 

I recollect when the retaliatory clause of 1890 was up, I think it 
was the Senator from North Carolina, our late lamented colleague, 
Mr. Vance, who said retaliation reminded him of the man who, 
when he was knocked down in the street, went home and retaliated 
by beating his wife. So when we want to retaliate on Canada for 
putting a two-dollar export duty upon logs we tax the American 
people, without hurting Canada, and we make these exactions on 
all these important trades and lines of business that ought to be 
more considered. 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, [understand the pending amend- 
ment to be to strike out the duty as x Ure to white-pine Iumber. 
'The legitimate object and purpose of a protective tariff, as I un- 


derstand it, is to encourage, to foster, to develop, and to expand 
the industries of our own country, or such of them as are suscep- 
tible to that operation. 

The situation with respect to white-pine lumber seems to be, as 
gathered from all the arguments and statistics bearing upon the 
subject and the best authority that can be reached, that the white 
pine of the country is limited in amount, that it is incapable of 


renewing itself or of being grown or developed by any process, 
that when once extinguished it can not berevived. There is no 
way by which its growth can be encouraged or developed or ex- 
panded, and its ultimate destruction is absolutely certain. 

Again, it is admitted that what there is left in this country is 
owned by a comparatively few gentlemen—a syndicate; that the 
duty, if levied, taken in connection with the retaliatory duty 
which is sure to follow upon the part of Canada, will result in 
the total prohibition of the importation of any white-pinelumber. 

Therefore it is manifest that from a protective standpoint 
absolutely nothing can be accomplished by the levying of this 
duty, and that from the revenue standpoint absolutely nothing 
can be accomplished by the levying of this duty, because it is 
acknowledged to be prohibitory, taken in connection with the 
retaliatory duty. Hence we can have absolutely no benefit from 
a protective point of view; we can gain absolutely nothing from 
a revenue point of view. Therefore we are flying directly in the 
face of the protective idea, because we are offering a premium for 
the extinction and destruction of the white pine of this country; 
whereas it would seem to be the true policy, the policy of wisdom, 
to save, in so far as possible, the white pine of the United States, 
and to draw upon the white pine of Canada for our use just so 
long as we may. 

So it follows again that the only effect of this duty will be to en- 
hance thecost of white pine to the consumers of that character of 
lumber, located principally in the West and Northwest. I sub- 
mit, if the facts as stated here in these arguments are correct, the 
deductions which I make are indisputable. 

On the 22d of last February what I have regarded as one of 
the most infamous orders which ever issued from the executive 
department of this Government went into effect, taking some 
21,000,000 acres of the forest lands of the Rocky Mountain region 
from public settlement—an order which, had it been permitted to 
stand, would have resulted in great injury to the people of those 
localities. 

The only excuse given for the issuance of these orders was the 
desire to preserye the forests of this country, and yet by the terms 
of the pending bill we are now attempting to pursue a policy 
which places a premium upon the destruction of the forests of the 
United States. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will not delay the debate for more 
than a moment, but I have been handed a copy of the North- 
Western Lumberman, which seems to illustrate the purpose of 
the $2 a thousand tax on lumber. The heading is, Mr. Win- 
chester’s remarks at Memphis.” The introductionin the paper is: 

A. H. Winchester, of Buckhannon, W. Va., a member of the executive com- 
mittee of the national lumber convention, and a lumberman of experience, 
was 1 at the meeting of the Southern Lumber Manufacturers' Associa- 
tion held at Memphis Tenn., last week, andin response to an invitation talked 
tariff to the lumbermen there assembled in an exceedingly forceful and vig- 
orous manner. No better description of his talk can be given than to quote 
the words of one who was presen id he: Winchester's speech was the 
fenture of the Memphis meeting; every story that he told was just as pat as 
it could be, and invoked laughter and applause every time. He is one of the 
most convincing kers I ever listened to; he drives a thing home and 
clinches it in the back of your neck with a sledge hammer.” 

m his speech —I will not read the whole of it—Mr. Winchester 
said: 

Now, you take our average cut of the United States, and $1 a thousand 
advance means what? It means $35,000,000 to the lumbermen of the United 
States in a year. Now. if wecarryout this idea, $1 duty don't take it to that. 
Lumber in Canada would come down a whole dollar, and it wouldn't help us 
any. Get it up to aboat $2, and then it would begin to have its effect. 

To illustrate a little further: There were a lot of gentlemen from the 
Northwest, up Minnesota way, in Washington the other day, and they were 
sitting in Senator BURROWS'S committee room. An interesting incident 
occurred there. Senator Burrows is chairman of the committee. The com- 
mittee hadn't had a meeting for along time. We happened to be sitting in 
that room, and one of the gentlemen from Minnesota an envelope and & 
lead pencil He walked around the room and he ciphered out a little bit, 
and he said: “Mr. BURROWS, do you know what $1 a thousand would mean 
to this little crowd of men in here?" There were notas many in the room 
asthere are here. He said the advance of $1 a thousand on lumber meant 
$6,125,000 on last year's product. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I was not in the Senate when 
the motion was made or when the debate commenced, and I do 
not intend now to take many moments of the time of the Senate 
in discussing the matter. Some days ago the subject was consid- 
ered, and I thought it was very fully debated. What I have 
heard from the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] and what I 
have heard from the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE], with 
perfect deference to them, furnishes, so far as I can remember, 
no new consideration legitimately bearing upon this subject. 

I, as a Senator, representing in part one of the States in which 
the white-pine interest is very great, objected to the proposition 
to put it spon the free list, not only from the basis of being a pro- 
tectionist, but also upon the ground that it was an unfair discrim- 
1 the industry of three States lying along the border 
of Canada. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] talks about the Cana- 
dian threat of placing an export duty upon white pine. There is 
nothing new about that threat. Whenever a tariff bill has been 
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pending in Congress and there has been a proposition to levy a 
uty upon any product as to which we compete with Canada, it 
has been suggested in newspapers and in council to put an yeu 
duty upon the article. The Canadians will not put an export duty 
— 455 logs, in my opinion, because, as Ishowed in the short speech 
wW ih I had the honor to make to the Senate, this is their great 
market. 

They will not attempt to placeany export duty uponlogs. That 
threat is only intended to influence this legislation, and if we are 
to arrange the duties in the pending bill with reference to retalia- 
tion possibilities, Mr. President, the attention and action of the 
Senate ought not to be confined to white pine. There are a great 
many items in the bill concerning which it might be well to give 
thought in fixing duties here, if itis to be considered at all, to 
the matter of retaliation. 

The Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE] says white pine does 
not reproduce itself. Neither does iron ore; neither does silver. 
A great many things upon which duties are levied in the bill do 
not reproduce themselves. 

Mr. MANTLE rose. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iknow there is no duty upon silver. 

Mr. MANTLE. If the Senator from Wisconsin will permit me, 
I see no analogy between the two propositions. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is some. 

Mr. MANTLE, The quantity of white pine can be measured; 
we know practically what there is, but no man can tell how much 
iron ore there is. 

Mr. SPOONER. You do not know practically what there is. 
It was stated upon the floor of the Senate the other day, and a 
map was exhibited to us to show, that there was a little white 
Tos in Wisconsin and a little in Michigan and a litt!e left in 

innesota, and before the debate terminated it was discovered by 
the testimony of a Senator from one of the States of the West 
that one of the very largest bodies of white pine standing to-day 
in the United States is situated in the State of Idaho. 

Mr. MANTLE. If I may interrupt the Senator, I will say that 
all of it is embraced within the recent forestry-reservation order. 

Mr. SPOONER. I agreed with the Senator in his denunciation 
of the recent forestry-reservation order; but I am not discussing 
that matter. 

Mr. MANTLE. If the Senator will permit me, I think the 
statement made at that time will bear some investigation. There 
is white pine in Idaho, but it is not of that excellent quality and 
character suitable for manufacturing that the other white pine is. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have the very best and most reliable evi- 
dence any man could ask that there is a great body of white pine 
in Idaho, and that it is of fine quality. And it was developed in 
that debate that there is a large body of white pine in North Cato- 
lina. Idid not know it, I confess. until it was stated by the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina, who knows about the resources of his 
own State. ' 

Here is a duty upon iron ore. When you take a ton of iron ore 
out of the earth, it is never put back. By the same reasoning, 
applied to iron ore and mica and potash and a great many other 
items, there should be no duty upon any of these articles. 

Mr. GRAY. Coal. 

Mr. SPOONER. Coal. The same thing may be said of coal. 

Icall to the attention of the Senate again, as I did the other 
day, the absolute indefensibility and injustice of this discrimina- 
tion. Tell me, some of you Senators, why there should be in a 
tariff law a duty of $2 a thousand on the spruce lumber of Maine, 
while the white per of Minnesota, Michigan, and Wisconsin is 
placed upon the free list. 

Mr. LINDSAY. We voted to take it off the dutiable list. 

Mr. SPOONER. You are not proposing to take it off. 

Mr. LINDSAY. We did vote to take it off. 

Mr. SPOONER. You are not proposing to take it off, and this 
proposition is not to take it off. This proposition is not to take 
the two-dollar duty off of the pine of the South—the yellow pine. 
It is not to take the two-dollar duty off the spruce of the State of 
Maine. It is not to take the two-dollar duty off the woods of the 
far West. It is simply to discriminate against the white pine of 
Wisconsin, Minnesota, and Michigan. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator tell me why a discrimination 
is made in this bill as follows: 

Sawed boards, planks, deals, and other lumber of whitewood, sycamore, 
and basswood, $1 per thousand. 

Why does not the Senator insist upon putting $2 on the bass- 
wood of Missouri and some of the Southwestern States, and the 
sycamore? 

Mr. SPOONER. It is cheaper wood. Besides, that question 
should have been addressed by the Senator from Colorado to the 
committee. I have not made these duties. I have voted for all 
the duties, or nearly all of them. 


Mr. TELLER. I haye challenged the committee to give a rea- 
son. They will probably not do it any more than the Senator from 
Wisconsin can. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam not interested in that question, and I am 
not a member of the committee, and the only reason which occurs 
to meis that it is a very much cheaper wood and that $1 may be 


adequate in one case and not in the other. That may not be a 
good reason, but it is the only one that occurs to me. 

lknow there are a great many gentlemen here who would like 
to see white pine on the free list, and there are a great many things 
in the pending bill which I should be glad, so far as the mere in- 
terest of my State is concerned, to see on the free list. I have 
voted for a great many duties here, some peculiarly relating to 
the far West, which did not commend themselves to my judgment 
as abstract proponon: I have voted for them, notwithstanding 
the fact that the arguments furnished by the other side against 
them were very strong, because the Senators from those States, 
including my friend the Senatòr from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], 
who presumably know about the interests of their own States, 
informed the Senate that in their ju ent they were n 
in order to protect and develop the industries in those States. 

I say again, if this were a proposition to put lumber on the free 
list, it would be one thing; but it is a proposan amply to dis- 
criminate in a tariff bill against a particular sort of lumber in 
which the State of Wisconsin and the State of Michigan and the 
State of Minnesota, lying along the Canadian border, happen to 
be peculiarly interested. I speak Me Pan my constituents, be- 
cause, as I have said before, the only selfish interest I have on earth 
in this question is that white pine should be put upon the free 
list. Icertainly hope the Senate—— 

Mr. MANTLE rose. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator from Montana desire to 
interrupt me? 

Mr. MANTLE. Would it interrupt the Senator if I asked a 
question? 

Mr. SPOONER. No. 

Mr. MANTLE. Iam a protectionist. I believe very firmly in 
protection for this country, and if the Senator from Wisconsin 
cau show me how we can by protection foster the white-pine 
business by levying this duty, I shall be glad to vote for it. 

Mr. SPOONER. There has always been a duty upon white 
ine, and T VA od it was put there to protect and foster the in- 
ustry. The Wilson Act made it free. 

Mr. MANTLE. Will not the ultimate end of this be to use up 

and destroy the white-pine industry of the country? 

Mr. SPOONER. This proposition is allezed to be in the inter- 
est of forest preservation. It is proposed that the men who have 
invested their money in those States and paid taxes upon the land 
for a great many years shall hold it and continue to pay taxes upon 
it, and give our market to the white pine of C. a, until the 
forests of Canada have been denuded of white pine. Inthemean- 
time the fires will have destroyed their timber. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What the Senator from Wisconsin 
said a few moments ago would probably create the impression to 
one not familiar with the facts in the case that Senators on this 
side had not voted for free lumber; had not voted to make all these 
things free. So far as I am concerned, I will say frankly that I 
shall vote for the motion of the Senator from Colorado, but I would: 
prefer to vote for a motion to put all lumber on the free list which 
we put on the free list. If we can not have the whole of it on the 
free list, we will take any part of it we can get. 

Mr.SPOONER. Why does not the Senator move to amend the 
motion by including the other articles? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We have proposed it, and it was 
voted down. Now we will vote for this proposition. If we can 
not get a whole loaf, we will take a half loaf. 

Mr. SPOONER. This also was voted down. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. So far as I am concerned, I can not 
be brought into thatsort of a movement to defeat this amendment. 
If there is any chance to put white pine on the free list, I am per- 
fectly willing to do it, so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. . I would prefer to put the whole of it 
on the free list; but if we can not get all, we will take what we 
can get. 

Mr. SPOONER, I leave the question with the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

'The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MANTLE (when Mr. CANNON's name was called). The 
Senator from Utah 5 75 CANNON] has a pair, I believe, with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. If the Senator from 
Utah were here, he would vote for this proposition, and I will try 
to e a pair for him. 

Mr. C when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris]. 
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Mr. DEBOE (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. : 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Malz]. will transfer 
my pair to the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], and will vote. I 
vote * na a 

Mr. BERRY (when Mr. MunPHY's name was called). The 
senior Senator from New York [Mr. MurpHy] is paired with his 
colleague [Mr. PLATT]. If the senior Senator from New York 
were present, he would vote ** yea." : 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLavrr], 
but inasmuch as we agree on this subject, I take the liberty of 
voting. I vote “nay.” 1 h 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Minnesota a Davis]. I understand that the 
i nior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. DEBOE] is paired with the 

tor from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] on this question. 
We n transfer pairs so that the senior Senator from Minne- 
sota will stand paired with the Senator from South Dakota, if 
that is table to the junior Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. DEBOE. itis. 

Mr. TURPIE. I vote‘ yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called), 1 announce my 
pair with the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. 

Mr. MANTLE. Iam informed that if the Senator from Rhode 


Island [Mr. ALDRICH] were here, he would vote ‘‘nay” and the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon] would vote “yea.” I will 
therefore let the pair stand. 
The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 33; as follows: 
YEAS—2. 
A Lindsa’ Rawlins, 
Baker, Daniel, Mallory. 
Bate, Mantle, 8 
Gray, Teller. 
Butler, Hansbrou, Morgan, ie, 
Caffery, Jones, Ar Pasco, Vest, 
1 Kenney, Pettus, Walthall, 
Chilton, Kyle, Quay, te. 
NAYS—3. 
B * M &e 
Allison, ae cMillan, Sewon, 
Burrows, Hanna, Mason, ooner, 
Qullom, ee Nelson, 
Deboe, - Heitfeld, rose, Wetmore, 
Fairbanks, e Platt, Conn. ; 
Foraker, Mc e, tchard, 
Frye, ery, ` 
NOT VOTING—24 
Aldri Faulkner, McLaurin, Smit! 
eo wore: Mitchell, Thu 
* Orri 
Clark, ^ Harris, Kans. Mor 'Turner, 
Clay, Ha Tenn. Pettigrew. W. 
Davis, Jones, Nev. Platt, N. Y. Wolcott. 


So Mr. TELLER’s amendment was rejected. 
Mr. MANTLE. I now move that the duty on white pine be re- 
duced to $1, the same as upon other lumber. 
Mr. TELLER. I suggest to the Senator if he will move to in- 
. sert in line 16, 60, after the word “basswood,” the words 
“and white pine,” he will put it under the dollar classification. 
LE. I willaccept the suggestion of the Senator 


from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. I was about to make that motion myself. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Colorado re- 
state the motion? 


Mr. TELLER. It is to insert after the word “ basswood,” in line 
16, paragraph 193, the words and white pine." That will make 
it $1 per thousand on white pine. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Thatis as it was under the McKin- 


ley law. 

Nur. TELLER. I should like to say that that will put the duty 
where the McKinley bill put it in 1890. 

Mr. BURROWS. Except, as I will state to the Senator, that 
the duty on hemlock has been increased from $1 to $2. 

Mr. TELLER. By this bill? j 

Mr. BURROWS. By the pending bill, which the Senator does 
not pro to change. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not propose to interfere with that. Iam 
like the Senator from Arkansas. If Ihad my way I would vote 
for free lumber, because I believe it would be wisdom for us to 
save the forests of the United States. I can not conceive why the 
committee in this case saw fit to raise the duty over and above 
that of the McKinley Act of 1890. - 5 > 

I supposed that all Republicans who are in good standing with 
the party recognized that as the chief tariff bill that has passed 
Congress in many years, and as containing the sum of all wisdom 
of past ages. If it was enough in 1890, when there was a great deal 
more pine than there is now, it is enough now. 


Mr. President, I haye not very much 
duction of this duty. I understand very well how Senators are 
voting here. 'The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] said 
that he had been voting for Western interests, I have been de- 
lighted to see him occasionally vote for a Western interest, but I 
have felt all the time, understanding the condition that prevails 
here, that I was under no obligation to the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin. Iwas under obligation to the Republican caucus that had 
determined what the votes of Republican members in this Cham- 
ber should be. 

If the caucus has determined that the d on white-pine lum- 
ber isto be $2, and somebody will say so, as far as I am concerned 
I will drop the question; I will have nothing further to say about 
it. Ihave asked the committee to make some statement to the 
country to show why they put this duty of §2 upon this article, 
that has been on the free list for years, and was on the one-dollar list 
for years before, put there by the Republican party. Iwanttoknow 
why they now double this duty when the price of lumber has been 
steadily going up, when it is one of the things, perhaps, that has 
not kept pace with fall in prices, because the supply of this class 
of lumber is known to be growing less and less. I should be de- 
lighted in the interest of the people who are anxious to purchase 
this material at a fair price, in the interest not only of the settlers, 
but of the manufacturers who use it to a large extent, to see it 
put at a dollar a thousand, if it can not be put on the free list. 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, I think I have shown pre 
conclusively that the doctrine of protection does not apply in this 
33 and I think it must be evident to those who have fol- 

owed this debate that no revenue can accrue to the Government 
from the levying of this tax. The Treasury can not be benefited. 
The industry can not possibly be encouraged, The only effect 
will be to enhance the cost of this particular class of lumber to 
the consumer. I will read from a hearing before the Committee 
on Ways aud Means of the House of Representatives, which the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] hands me, as follows: 

Mr. Evans. What do you think the duty ought to be? 

Mr. WINCHESTER. It ought to be prohibitive. 

Mr. Evans, Would $2 do that? 

Mr. WINCHESTER. Yes; just about. 

That is the purpose, Mr. President, to make it prohibitive. I 
am not going to detain the Senate any longer, but I want to ap- 
ps to my friends on the other side of the ber with whom I 

ve found it necessary, according to my idea of what is right in 
the discussion of this tariff measure, to vote on more than one oc- 
casion. Ia; to Senators upon the other side who favor mod- 
erate duties, who have shown that they are willing to take into 
consideration all the equities of the case as they may bear upon 
the particular items treated of in the bill, to come to the aid of the 
Western and Northwestern people in this icular and help to 
reduce this duty to the level at least of the duty imposed upon 
other kinds of timber. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I shall only take a moment. 
I have not intended to vote fora hibitive duty; but if 19 per 
cent ad valorem on lumber is a prohibitive duty, I should like to 
know what the duty on wool is? 

Mr. MANTLE. The point has no just relation whatever to the 
subject under discussion, and I think that is evident to every Sena- 
tor on this floor. We could not prohibit the importation of wool 
if we wanted to do so, because we must have it. We do not pro- 
duce enough, and itis evident that with a just protective tariff 
levied upon wool we can foster and encourage the woolgrowing 
industry of this country. That is the judgment of the majority 
of those who have given the matter study and investigation. But 
it is simply impossible to encourage and develop the white pine 
growing industry of this country, and the logical and legitimate 
effect of this duty must be to hasten its destruction. It is simply 
putting a premium upon the destruction of the'white-pine forests 
of the country. 

Mr. ALLEN. The trouble with the Senator from Montana is 
that he has run upagainst the Republican machine. "There is the 
trouble. There is no reason whatever for the imposition of this 
tax except that the machine has decreed it shall be so. 

Mr. MANTLE. I do not know whether I have run ba against 
any machine or not. Iam simply differing with many of my pro- 
tectionist colleagues here upon this occasion as I have upon other 
occasions. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is the same machine that put a duty on hides, 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; you give us crumbs of comfort occasionally. 
The duty on hides is a mere bagatelle as compared with this tax 
on lumber. 

Mr: SPOONER. Iam talking about the machine, 

Mr. ALLEN. Of course; the machine has decreed that it shall 
be otherwise; and the machine is perfectly willing to sit silent and 
not offer a reason, simply because it has no reason to offer, voting 
this tax by mere force of numbers and without any excuse what- 
ever. 

Mr. President, I took occasion to show as well as I could the 


hope of securing any re- 
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other day that the homes of the Western States are not yet half 
built. They are not a quarter built. They must be built from this 
lumber; and to be built from the lumber, under this bill, if it be- 
comes a law, there is to be levied $2 upon every thousand feet that 
goes into the construction of the homes and into the construction 
of the fences and the barns, and buildings of that character. 
There is no more excuse for levying this tax upon the poor people 
who are struggling to establish their homes than there would be 
for a highwayman to meet his victim upon the highway and at 
the pons of a gun compel him to surrender his money. 

Iknow that force of numbers can do anything. brutal ma- 
jority can sit silent and vote like a mere automaton and accom- 
plish whatever result they desire. But if the reasoning that is 
ordinarily applied to the imposition of a tariff tax is to be applied 


in this case, anyone will see in a moment that it falls short. The | Caf 


* protection" of the white-pine forests of our country means their 
utter destruction. It means their speedy destruction, not their 
conservation. It means their destruction within the next five or 
six years. Then the people of the United States, so far as white 
e is concerned, be at the absolute mercy of the owners of 
white pine in Canada, who will fix their own price to American 
consumers, and that evidently will be beyond what it is now. 
Certainly a revenue of no considerable consequence can be de- 
rived from the imposition of a tax of this kind. It was stated 
before the Ways and Means Committee that it was designed to 
be prohibitive, that it was designed to force the hands of the few 
lumber barons of this country into the pockets of the millions and 
take $2 a thousand feet out o Siete pockets and transfer it to their 
own without any equivalent. 
Mr. BURROWS. Inview of the statement of the Senator from 


Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], made also by the Senator from Montana | Hal 


[Mr. MANTLE], that i£ was said before the Committee on Ways 
and Means that this 7 d was intended to be prohibitory, I ought 
to say, in justice, that the gentleman who made that statement 
gubsequently stated that he had said nothing of the kind; that he 
alluded to another article entirely. Iso stated in the Senate sub- 
sequently, and I hardly think that the misrepresentation of that 
gentleman ought to be continued. He evidently did not allude to 
white pine at all. 

Mr. ER. What did he allude to? 

Mr. BURROWS. He stated that he alluded to the other items 
of which he was speaking. ; 

Mr. TELLER. Of what was he speaking? 

Mr. BURROWS. He was speaking of the other subjects. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] took 
ee to show during the discussion that he did allude to white 

ne. 

Mr. BURROWS. I stated at the time that the gentleman him- 
self told me that he did not allude to or mean to be understood as 
speaking of white pme 

Mr. TELLER. I understood that the gentleman had backed 
— from M he said. REM if he ores * GERA pe bari i 

a very [dics is utterly impossible T e re- 
P and believe that he did not make the statement that the com- 
motio pee tohim. Itis a Republican committee that re- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] 
to put white pine under the dollar classification in line 16, page 60, 


paragraph 193. 
Mr. MANTLE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

"The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris]. He is absent, and 
I withhold my vote. : 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SurrH] to the Senator 
from Maine p HALE]. and vote “nay.” 

Mr. A (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. RAWwLINS]. In his absence I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). Iam 
paired with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY], 
and 8 

Mr. PRIT D (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLAURIN]. 
but inasmuch as he has already voted for a $2 rate on white pine, 
I think I am at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. SEWELL * his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
Tan. I will therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). Istand paired with 
the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]; but by the ar- 
rangement already announced, the junior Senator from tucky 


fes DEBOE] being paired with the senior Senator from South 

akota —.— PETTIGREW], the pairs are transferred so that the 
Senator from Minnesota . DAVIS] and the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW | will stand paired, and the Senator from 
Kentucky and I will vote. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name wascalled). Iagain announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Washington (Mr. TURNER]. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 32, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—32. 
Allen, Clay, Kenney, Pettus, 
er, Coc. Kyle, T 

te. Daniel, ipi Btewart, 
Be Faulkner, Mallory, Teller, 
Butler, Gorman, Mantle, e, 
Carter. En 1d, Morgan, Wal 

rter, eitfe! or; t! 
Chilton, Jones, ud 

NAYS—31. 

Allison, a e. McMillan, Proctor, 
Burrows, Gear, eae Mason, — 
Cullom, wley, Ne 8) er, 

boe, oar, Penrose, Wellington, 
Elkins, 5 Per! Wetmore, 

airt McBride, Platt, Conn. Wilson. 
Foraker, McEnery, Pri: 

NOT VOTING—%. 

Aldrich. Hanna, Mo Th 
Cannon, Hansbrough, M E ee, 
Chandler, Harris, Kans. P w Turner, 
Clark, Harris, Tenn. Platt N. Y. Warren, 
Davis, Jones, Nev. Raw Wolcott. 
George, McLuurin, Sewell, 

le, Mitchell, Smith, 


So Mr. TELLER's amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 175, 8 584—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Before the Senator from Iowa takes 
that up, will he permit me to call his attention to the fact that the 
provision for a tax on cotton ties was not stricken out of para- 
graph 125, page 34? I ask that that be done by unanimous con- 
sen 


Mr. SEL: I do not like to have it done by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senate has put it on the free list. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam perfectly willing that it shall be done. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out, beginning with 
the word ‘‘ hoop," after the word “That,” in line 16, page 84, and 
ending with the word ‘‘ties,” in line 18, 

The SECRETARY. After the word That," in line 16, strike out 
all of the paragraph down to and including the word ' ties,“ in 
line 18, as follows: 

Hoop or band iron, or hoop or band steel, cut to length, or wholly or partly 
manufactured into hoops or ties. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The words in line 18, beginning with 
the word “coated,” down to the word * commodity," in line 20, 
have pus been stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They have been stricken out, The 
question is on the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In paragraph 584 I move to strike out the words 
Sama ore," after the word ‘‘oxide;” so as to make the paragraph 
read: 

584. Manganese, oxide of. 

'The amendment was * to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I ask the Senate to turn to paragraph 386 
fora moment. I call the attention of the Senator from Arkansas 
to it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the page? 

Mr. ALLISON. Page 133, line 21; the word “braids ” remains 
inthe bill, as I understand, although the committee recommended 
to strike it out. 

TheVICE-PRESIDENT. Yes; theamendment was disagreed to, 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out the word“ braids” there, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa moves to 
strike out the word “ braids,” in line 21, page 133, paragraph 386. 
Without 1 the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to restore the word “ braids” in line 8, 
pago 134. I desire to restore ** braids" by unanimous consent. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa moves to in- 
sert the word ** braids” in line 3, page 134, paragraph 387. 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. LINDSAY. With the consent of the Senator from Iowa, I 
will dispose of the amendment I offered, to put wood alcohol on 
the free list. 

Mr. ALLISON. That has not been disposed of yet, I believe. 

Mr. LINDSAY. No, sir. Isupposed when I offered the amend- 
ment that it would be accepted by the Committee on Finance. I 
find, however, that it will not be accepted by the committee, and 
Tnk I shall direct my attention to wood alcohol in a different 

e. 
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Wood alcohol is protected by a duty of $2.25 a gallon and it pays 


no tax whatever under the internal-revenue laws. The manu- 
facture of wood alcohol is essentially a trust—75 or 80 per cent of 
it is controlled by one management. Yet it gets $2.25 a gallon in 
the way of protection and does not pay a cent of revenue to the 
Federal Government. 

'This was done, I understand, in order that the manufacturing 
interests might have alcohol used in the arts and industries of the 
country at the lowest possible rate. In the Wilson bill a provision 
was incorporated looking to free alcohol for use in the arts. The 
Treasury Department held that that provision was not sufficiently 

ific and that it could not be enforced. A commission was 
appointed at the last Congress to investigate what steps were nec- 
essary in order to secure free alcohol in the arts, and immediately 
upon the beginning of the discharge of the duties of that commis- 
sion the wood-alcohol men appeared and opposed any provision 
looking to free alcohol in the way of spirits distilled from grain, 
upon the idea that it would break down the industry. 

When Mr. Bubb, of the American Charcoal Company, appeared 
before the committee and presented his side of the case, he said: 


Should a free-alcohol law become operative, there is no doubt that it would 
secure toa limited number of manufacturers of Ities enormous profits; 
but I ask, with all sincerity, would the general public in any way the 

ers? On the other hand. should such a law become operative it would be 

means of destroying entirely the wood-alcohol industry, in which there 

is a large amount of money invested, and in which business nearly all of the 

2 interested have every dollar invested that they have in the world. 

hermore, it would throw out of employment from twelve to fifteen 

thousand men who are en tly or indirectly in the preparation and 
sale of charcoal. 


This gentleman before he quit explained the character of the 
wood-alcohol industry. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Kentucky inform me 
whether it is true, as I have heard it alleged, that the by-product 
in the manufacture of wood alcohol furnishes the wood alcohol 
without cost, and that the result is that wood alcohol is made with- 
out e nditure at all? 

Mr. LIN. Y. The charcoal is a by-product of the wood-alco- 
hol industry or wood alcohol is a by-product of the charcoal indus- 
try. From this gentleman's exposition of the subject I am at a 
loss to tell which is the principal and which is the subsidiary 
industry. 

B * — PATER You represent the entire charcoal industry in the United 


Mr. Buns. The chemical charcoal industry. 

The CHAIRMAN. You pretty nearly admit that you havea 8 M 
last friend would not admit that'he had a monopoly, because he only contro 
15 per cent of the business in the United States. 

. BUBB. We control 100 per cent. 

They say they have driven the old fashioned charcoal industry 
out of existence, and while they have only $50,000 of capital, they 
virtually control the production of wood alcohol. 

Senator JONES of Arkansas, Your real business is to make alcohol? 

Mr. Buss. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jones of Arkansas. And you call yourselves the charcoal company? 

Mr. Buss. No, sir; we do not call ourselves the charcoal company. 

Senator Jones of Arkansas. I thought you said you did—that you called it 
the American Charcoal Company? 

Mr. Bubs. The American Charcoal Company distributes it. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the company of which I asked the capital. 

Mr. Buss. It is $50,000, and that company distributes the chemical char- 


coal. 

Senator JONES of Arkansas. Your real business is that of making alcohol, 
and you call yourselves the American Charcoal Company? 

Mr. Buss. The seventy manufacturers do. They constitute the American 
Charcoal Company. 

Senator JONES of Arkansas. The American Charcoal Company is a differ- 
ent nsn from the one which produces the alcohol? 

Mr. Buss. Yes, sir. 

Senator JONES of Arkansas. It is one composed of all the producers? 

Mr. BUBB. Yes, sir; as a means of distributing it. 

e JONES of Arkansas. That seems to tend just a little toward a com- 
bination. 

Representative RUSSELL. The people who distribute the charcoal—the 
American Charcoal Company—also produce crude alcohol? 

Mr. Buss. Yes, sir. 

Representative RUSSELL And as the producers of crude alcohol you are 
associated or combined under another name? 

Mr. Buss. Yes, sir. 

Representative RUSSELL. The same people? 

Mr. Buss. As producers of crude alcohol? 

Representative RUSSELL. Yes. 

Mr. Buss, No, sir. 
s DAMNIS RUSSELL. The same concern produces charcoal and crude 

00 

Mr. Buss. Yes, sir. 

Representative RUSSELL. As producers of charcoal you call yourselves the 
American Charcoal Company? 

Mr. Buss, Yes, sir. 

Representative RUSSELL. What do youcall yourselves—the same people— 
as producers of crude alcohol? 

r. BUBB. Take my own self, personally; my concern is called the McKean 
Chemical Company. Then there are the Otto Chemical Company and the 
Hermance Chemical Company. Those are the three in which I am interested. 

Senator JONES of Arkansas. All those belong to the American Charcoal 
Company for handling the charcoal product? 
Mr. Buss. Yes, sir. 
Donator JONES of Arkansas. What do you do with the wood-alcohol prod- 
uct? 
Mr. Buss. We sell it to the Manhattan Spirit Com: 


y. 
The CH AIRMAN, They are individual companies in business? 


Mr. Buss. Yes, sir. 


And again: 

Representative RUSSELL. But you all have the same contract with the 
Manhattan Spirit Company as to the delivery of crude alcohol? 

Mr. BUBB. You are mistaken there. For instance, take Messrs. Baylis & 
Co.,of Binghamton. They are members of the American Charcoal Company, 
but the Manhattan Spirit Company does not handle their crude. There are 
quite a number of other cases. 

Representative RUSSELL. The majority do have such contracts? 

The CHATRMAK. The Manhattan [o handles 75 

© CHATRMAN. e Man om es 7 T cent? 

Mr. Buss. A majority of it. né XS 

Representative RUSSELL. Seventy-five per cent? 

Mr. BUBB. Yes, sir. 


Then this combination, which pay no taxes whatever on the 
product and get a percentage at the rate of $2.25 a gallon, say 
they will be ruined if we put this article on the free list; that 
Canadian wood alcohol come across the border and drive 
these people out; that if we put distilled spirits on the free list to 
the extent n for the promotion of the manufacturing in- 
dustry, that, too, would break down the wood-alcohol business. 
If wood alcohol was used for no other -Purpose than in the arts, 
there might be some reason why it should be protected by a duty 
of $2.25 a gallon and required to pay no tax to the Federal Gov- 
ernment; but wood alcohol has ceased to be a mere instrumental- 
ity of the manufacturing people of the United States. 

Another gentleman appeared before this committee who manu- 
factured wood alcohol in two factoriesin North Carolina. In one 
of those factories he manufactured the crude wood alcohol, and in 
the other he refined it. He says: 

I believe if we have free alcohol it will stop both of my factories. That is 
the first thing. 

That is the first objection this gentleman stated to having free 
alcohol for manufacturing purposes. 

Another point is that with free alcohol I do not see how any means can be 
adopted to prevent its being used for drinking purposes, because wood alco- 
hol is made so refined now that when it is mixed with common alcohol the 
mixture can be used for d: g purposes, 

The CHAIRMAN, In whut proportion? 

Mr. CLARK. In the proportion of about 10 
cent of grain alcohol and 50 per cent of wood 
down to one-half, it has not a ve 


ful effect upon the tongue, and if 
yos take it down to 10 per cent, Í believe it may be used for drinking right 
along. 


The CHAIRMAN. Do you know that that is done, or is it simply your opinion 
that it might be done? 

Mr. CLARK. It is merely an opinion from the mixtures I have made and 
have had my men try to see whether they could drink it. I understand that 
wood alcohol is used to adulterate liquors. That is simply what I have heard. 
Ido not know that it is true. Iam y convinced that 10 per cent of wood 
alcohol in grain alcohol could be drank. 

The CHAIRMAN. You do not think that wood alcohol ought to be used in 
any way for ek deter p purposes without peyin a tax? 

r. CLARK. No: Ido not. But if you have free alcohol and methylation, I 
see nothing to prevent a large amount of methylated spirits from being 
for drinking purposes. That is a thing very easily tested. All you have to 
doistotake a sample of refined wood alcohol and common alcohol and 
md m that proportion and dilute them with water, and almost any man can 


r cent. If you take 50 per 
cohol and dilute it with water 


If any Senator has the curiosity to inquire at the Internal Reve- 
nue Department, he will find that wood alcohol is being used in 
combination with distilled spirits for beverage purposes, and it is 
to get a protection of $2.25 a gallon under this bill and so far as 
the Finance Committee on the other side is concerned, this article 
is to go without paying a single cent of tax to the Federal Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. WHITE. Can the Senator from Kentucky inform me 
whether there is any chemical difference in the properties of these 
two articles? y 

Mr. LINDSAY. I would not undertake to say that there is no 
chemical difference, but the chemical properties are so similar 
that after the two alcohols have been refined and put into bottles 
you can not distinguish the one from the other either by its color 
or by the aroma that comes from it. I understand that neither 
can you distinguish one from the other by the taste, but of course 
about that matter I can not speak from experience. 

Mr. WHITE. I understand, however, the killing properties 
of wood alcohol are better than those of the ordinary alcohol. 
[Laughter] 

Mr. LINDSAY. Wood alcohol probably kills more quickly. 

Mr. WHITE. Itis stated here that wood alcohol is an absolute 
poison. I have seen that statement made. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iunderstand that that has been tested, and it 
has been proved that itis not an absolute poison. It is a poison 
in the same way that any alcoholic beverage turns out to be & 
poison in the end, but wood alcohol may operate a little more 
5 [Laughter. 

ut as Senators on the other side are not willing that the man- 
ufacturers shall have competition with the wood-alcohol producers 
and will not put the article on the free list, I sup the only re- 
sort left to me is to withdraw, which I now do. my proposed 
amendment, and to give notice that I shall move to amend the 
bill by having wood alcohol taxed as other spirits are taxed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I desire to return for a moment 
to paragraph 262, on page 77, and then I shall move to proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. lask unanimous consent 
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to modify the amendment inserting p ph 262, ‘* comfits, 
sweetmeats,” etc., in line 9 and in line 14, by inserting 18 per 
cent" where 10“ is now provided for in the bill. 

The VICE-PRESID. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 77, paragraph 262, line 9, before the 
words per centum,” it is pro to strike out ‘‘ ten" and in- 
sert ** eighteen; and in line 14, before the words per centum," to 
strike out ten“ and insert '* eighteen; " so as to read: 

If containing over 18 per cent of alcohol and not specially provided for in 
this act, 35 per cent ad valorem and in addition $2.50 per proof gallon on the 
alcohol contained therein in excess of 18 per cent. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. ALLISON. Imove that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were opened, and (at 5 o'clock and 50 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
July 2, 1897, at 11 o'clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate July 1, 1897. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 


John F, Gowey, of Washington, now consul-general at Kana- 

awa, to be consul-general of the United States at Yokohama, 

apan, an office created in lieu of Kanagawa by the diplomatic 

and consular appropriation act for the year beginning July 1, 1897. 
CONSULS. 

George N. West, of the District of Columbia, now consul at Pic- 
tou, to be consul of the United States at Sydney, Nova Scotia, an 
office created in lieu of Pictou by the diplomatic and consular ap- 
propriation act for the year beginning July 1, 1897. 

Ossian Bedell, of New York, to be consul of the United States 
at Fort Erie. Ontario, vice Ralph Johnson, resigned. 

John C. Higgins, of Delaware, to be consul of the United States 
at Dundee, Scotland, vice John M. Savage, resigned. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


George C. Bidwell, of New York, to be collector of customs for 
the district of New York, in the State of New York, in place of 
James T. Kilbreth, deceased. 

APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

Wilbur F. Wakeman, of New York, to be appraiser of mer- 
chahdise in the district of New York, in the State of New York, 
to succeed Walter H. Bunn, removed. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Emory P. Close, of New York, to be attorney of the United 
States for the northern district of New York, vice William A. 
Poucher, to be removed. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

C. Sanford Russell, of Ironton, Mo., to be receiver of public 

moneys at Ironton, Mo., vice Mann Ringo, resigned. 
INDIAN AGENT. 

Lee Patrick, of Sac and Fox Agency, Okla., to be agent for the 
Indians of the Sac and Fox Agency, in Oklahoma Territory, vice 
Edward L. Thomas, resigned. 

POSTMASTERS. 


Jerome E. Poche, to be postmaster at Washington, in the county 
of Wilkes and State of Georgia, in the place of John A. Dyson, 
removed. 

Sebastian Anderson, to be postmaster at Jasper, in the county 
of 2 and State of Indiana, in the place of Charles Egg, re- 
moved. 

Abel Landry, to be postmaster at Napoleonville, in the parish 
of Assumption and State of Louisiana, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1897. 

Richard J. Bawden, jr., to be postmaster at Bessemer, in the 
county of s lans and State of Michigan, in the place of Levi 8. 
Rice, removed. 

Frank L. Gilman, to be postmaster at Laconia, in the county of 
Belknap and State of New Hampshire, in the place of John 
O'Loughlin, deceased. 

William O. Sides, to be postmaster at Portsmouth, in the county 
of Rockingham and State of New Hampshire, in the place of John 
E. Leavitt, whose commission expired April 15, 1897. 

William J. Cornell to be postmaster at Chautauqua, in the 
county of Chautauqua and State of New York, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after July 1, 1897. 

Guy O. Frank, to be postmaster at Minot, in the county of 


Ward sna State of North Dakota, in the place of Josiah J. Long, 
removed. 

Albert J. Claney, to be postmaster at Bellevue, in the county of 
Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, me vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1897. Y 

William G. Cubberly, to be postmaster at Custer, in the coun 
of 8 and State of South Dakota, in the place of Bertha Wood, 
resigned. 

Fred Arnold, to be postmaster at Bethel, in the county of Wind- 
sor € State of Vermont, in the place of George H. Tupper, re- 
signed. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 1,1897. 
CONSULS-GENERAL. i 

John T. Gowey, of Washington, to. be consul-general of the 
United States at Yokohama, Japan. 

Charles L. Cole, of Pennsylvania, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Dresden, Saxony. 

CONSULS. 

George N. West, of the District of Columbia, to be consul of 
the United States at Sydney, Nova Scotia. 

Walter J. Hoffman, of the District of Columbia, to be consul of 
the United States at Mannheim, Baden. 

Louis A. Dent, of the District of Columbia, to be consul of the 
United States at Kingston, Jamaica. 

Samuel S. Lyon, of New Jersey, to be consul of the United States 
at Osaka and Hiogo, Japan. 

SOLICITOR-GENERAL. 
John K. Richards, of Ohio, to be Solicitor-General. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
General officer. 

SO pasa Clay Merriam, Seventh Infantry, to be brigadier- 

general. 
JUDGE OF COURTS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. A 

John R. Thomas, of Ilinois, to be judge of the United States 

courts in the Indian Territory. 
POSTMASTERS. 

William W. Woods, to be postmaster at Wabash, in the county 
of Wabash and State of Indiana. 

Theodore E. McCrary, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the 
county of Davidson and State of North Carolina. 

James F. Wray,to be postmaster at Reidsville, in the county of 
Rockingham and State of North Carolina. 2 

Eli P. Jennings. to be postmaster at New Decatur, in the county 
of Morgan and State of Alabama. 

John B. Vincent, to be postmaster at Hutchinson, in the county 
of Reno and State of Kansas. 

William A. Price, to be postmaster at Delaware City, in the 
county of Newcastle and State of Delaware. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, July 1, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon, and was called to order by 
the Speaker. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. COUDEN. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Monday last was read. 
The SPEAKER. ithout objection, the Journal will be con- 
sidered as 1 
Mr. SETTLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to amend the Journal. I 
nore an amendment in writing, which I desire to send up to the 
esk. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SETTLE] 
has an amendment to the Journal, which he offers. 
^ Mr. 8 Mr. Speaker, I move the approval of the 
ournal. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SETTLE] 
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the following words. to wit: 

“ Accordingly (at 12 o'clock and 42 minutes p. m.) the House, in pursuance 
of ste order heretofore adopted, adjourned until Thursday next at 12 
o'clock m." 


And insert in lieu thereof these words, viz: 

— * (at 12 o'clock and 42 minutes p. m.) the Speaker, in 
ance of the rule adopted May 6, 1897, declared the House adjourne 
Thursday next at 12 o'clock m." : 

Mr. SETTLE. Mr. Speaker, I heard the reading—— 

The SPEAKER. There is aslight technical difficulty in d 
tothat amendment, and that is that there are no such words in 
the Journal. 

Mr. SETTLE. I was going to call the Speaker's attention to 


ursu- 
until 
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House, and the 
RECORD before me. 

The SPEAKER. By whom is it supposed to be? 

Mr. SETTLE. It is furnished to members as the CONGRES- 
— RECORD, and is regarded by them and by the country as 

cial. 

The SPEAKER. But it is not the Journal of the House. 

Mr. SETTLE. Well, then, I desire,if the Chair rules that the 
Journalas read by the Clerk is the only authoritative and official 
Journal of the House, to amend my motion by striking out the 
words which appear in the Journal and inserting those words 
which have been read in my amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STO Mr. S er, I desire to make a 
point of order against this motion, if it is tenable. 

Mr. SETTLE. What is the point? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not quite understand the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. SETTLE. I say the amendment was prepared under the 
idea that the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD laid upon the desks of 
members was the official record of the p: ings of the Honse, 
and so my amendment proposed to strike out the words that 
appear in the printed RECORD, but which do not appear in idem 
verbis, although they appear substantially in the Journal as read 
by the Clerk from the desk just now. Therefore I want to strike 
out the adjourning words that N in the Journal as read by 
the Clerk and to substitute those Which Ihave had read. I desire 
to offer my amendment to correspond with the Journal as read. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal says: 

And accordingly (at 12 o'clock and 42 minutes) the House adjourned until 
Thursday next at 12 o'clock m. 


amendment was prepared with printed 


Mr.SETTLE. Imoveto strike out those words and to substi- | been 


tute in lieu thereof the words that appearin my amendment; and 
I desire to submit a few remarks, by the permission of the Chair, 
upon my amendment. Mr. Speaker—— 

Me SPEA KER. The gen from Ken 3 

Mr. SETTLE. It may appear at first blush that the amend- 
ment just reported to the House seeks only to deal with the dif- 
ference 'twixt tweedledum and tweedledee; but I assure the 
Chair and I assure the House that it is offered in no technical 
spirit, nor in any Spic of mere verbal or captious criticism. 

Ioffer the amendment because Ithink it more clearly recites 
the actual occurrences of Monday's session than does the Journal 
as read by the Clerk, and I believe that, actually reciting the oc- 
currences on the floor, every member may vote for it without 
regard to party ties or any condition of servitude, voluntary or 
invol Previous or now existing. [Laughter.] Now, the 
Journal as read by the Clerk recites the fact that the House ad- 
journed until this morning, thereby implying that the House voted 

adjourn from Monday until to-day. 

I deny that that is the actual or real fact in the case. Isay that 
the House voted to adjourn, and thereupon the Speaker, in pursu- 
ance of the rule adopted on the 6th of May, declared that the 
House stood adjourned until this morning. 

Ican therefore see no reasonable objection that any gentleman, 
Democrat or Republican, can have to the adoption of that amend- 
ment. But we who are upon this side of the Chamber have an 
additional reason for desiring the amendment adopted, and that 
isthis: We have all along protested against this rule, its adop- 
tion in the first place, as not only against public policy, but actu- 
ally in violation of the Constitution, and we have a right to de- 
mand that the record shall show that these unusual adjournments 
were in pursuance of that rule, which we have all along combated 
ES A M. Hone Iha uliar vi this 

ow, Mr. er, ye my own pec views upon 

rule that I have never yet been able to express to the House, and 
I desire, briefly, under the amendment just offered, to state them. 
It is a remarkable fact, to me at least, that in all the debate that 
the eai of this rule by 3 — = single ue 

ection was ur against it ex on policy. 
fako the boone osition that this rule is in vio tion of the Consti- 
tution of the United States and that the House had no authority 
under the ‘Constitution to reduce the number of legislative days 
from the six days provided by the Constitution, in the 
manner provided in that instrument. I find, however, that dis- 
tinguished Democrats differ with me in that position, so I shall 

ised if my Republican friends also differ with me. 

Mr. N of Rue If the gentleman will permit me, 
the great constitutional lawyer from Texas differed with him and 
voted for the adoption of the rule. 

Mr. BAILEY. Isuggest to the gentleman from Kansas that he 
go and inform himself, for that is not true. [Applause on the 


side. 
Gentlemen must not interrupt each other, 


"The 
and must not make unreasonable requests. 
Mr. SETTLE. My position is broadly this: That the Constitu- 
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tion regulates the sessions of both Houses of Congress, and that 
neither House can by any general rule alter the number of legis- 
lative days. It is true that the framers of the Constitution recog- 
nized that exigencies might arise where it would not be praper to 
meet every day, and they provided means whereby the bL if 
it desired to adjourn, might pass over.a day or as many as three 
days; but the House that desired so to pass over a day or over 
three 3 be the House then in session, then about to ad- 
journ. t House might adjonrn for three days, but it could 
not by a quere rule blot out four days out of every week, as this 
rule has done. The blotting-out process must be done by sepa- 
rate and independent vote on each occasion when an adjourn- 
ment over is desired. The rule now in force makes it possible for 
a quorumless House to violate the provision of the Constitution; 
cote gi has bappened several times since we have been acting 
under it. 

Where do we find authority for daily sessions of Congress? Did 

ou ever think where? Not in your rules, Look in your rules. 

ot in the rules of the Fifty-fifth Congress and not in the rules of 
the Fifty-fourth Congress. I have not examined any other. You 
will not find them in the rules of any previous Congress. And if 
any such rules were ever incorporated in the rules of any previous 
Congress, they were merely declarative of what is in the Consti- 
tution. If we were to adjourn after repealing this rule, we would 
meet to-morrow, not by virtue of any rule of this House, but by 
the rule laid down in the Constitution. 

There was a resolution adopted at the beginning of this Con- 
gress providing not for daily sessions, but that the daily hour of 
meeting shall be 12 o'clock: referring to the hour of meeting, and 
recognizing the fact that the sessions of the House were daily, and 
only determining the hour at which the Honse should meet. One 
of the things that has always troubled me, and upon which I have 
D desirous as a representative of my people to express myself, 
is, Did the House have the power to single out any two days a 
week, to the neglect of all the other four remaining days, and say 
that on those two days only should public business be transacted 
in the House? I affirm that it has not. 

The Constitution is very plain upon the subject of daily sessions, 
The uniform construction that has been given to it by every Con- 
gress that has met since the formation of the Government shows 
that daily sessions were contemplated by the framers of the Con- 
stitution; and this was but reasonable. The framers of the Con- 
stitution recognized that Congress was a necessary evil, for they 
required it to meet at least once in each year. For what purpose? 
To transact public business. How? As expeditiously as possible 
in order that those interests might not suffer and that members 
might not be detained from their homes.an unreasonable length 
of time. Look at the clause, of the Constitution which points to 
the daily sessions. "There are but two things a quornmless House 
may do. One to adjourn from day to day, and the other to compel 
inris aa = “of h "Cone T oruml 

provision the titution permitting a qu ess 
House to adjourn from day to day would, I think, have been an un- 
reasonable provision if it had not been the purpose of the Constitu- 
tion to insure daily sessions. Such an ion would not have 
been employed if the sessions had been less frequent than daily. 
Wherever word ‘‘days” is used in the Constitution, it refers 
manifestly to calendar days. When it is once admitted that the 
purpose was to insure as speedy dispatch of public business as pos- 
sible, you can not attach to the word“ " any other than its 
natural meaning—calendar, not legislative ^ d 

Now, we have undertaken to say that public business, 
which the Constitution said should be transacted on six days, 
shall be transacted on two days. Why, then, I ask you, may not 
this House have said that the House should meet only on Monday 
of each week? 

Ah, but eden say: More than the three days would then 


day to day would mean a £hree-weeks calendar adjournment. 
you might say that you would meet only on the first Monday of 
each month, and then an adjournment for three days wouldmean 
anadjournment for three.calendar months. Gentlemen, that is 
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a monstrous absurdity, and yet it is a ical result of your rea- 
soning. We are not to suppose that the rs of the Constitu- 
tion left that gap. 2 

But what did they do? The honorable gentleman from Maine 

. DINGLEY], when he advocated the passage of this rule, said: 
Why should we meet every Monday and Thursday and go 
through the performance of adjourning for three days when we 
can do it by a rule?"—thereby confessing that it was his opinion 
that the House had a right to reduce the number of legislative 
days. And this is exactly what you have done. You can take a 
recess until to-morrow, but you can not adjourn until to-morrow. 
To-morrow is blotted out of the calendar. By a kind of fiction 
you can merge to-morrow in this day that has gone before by re- 
cess till then, but you will not meet to-morrow. To-morrow will 
never come, or rather your to-morrow is next Monday. Gentle- 
men have said to me that they have known one legislative day to 
run over two or three calendar days. That does not militate 
against my position, because in that case the calendar day was 
not wasted; it was utilized, and the House was in session on that 
calendar day, or on those calendar days. 

The proper way to have proceeded, although it would have ex- 
ercised gentlemen on the other side and put to some trouble, 
would have been to have pursued the plan that my friend from 
Maine deprecated, namely, to have gone to the trouble at 5 
meeting of voting to adjourn for three days. That the House ha 
a right to do, however impolitic it might have been. It was eas 
for you gentlemen to adopt this rule and put it behind you wit 
no occasion for auy further votes to adjourn for three days, but 
if you had been confronted with the idleness of the House for now 
practically three months, I very seriously question if a majority 
could have been found at all times upon the floor of this House to 
advocate these unusual iods of adjournment. 

But, Mr. Speaker, while I pronounce this rule unconstitutional 
and the most dangerous and revolutionary measure that has ever 
found its way upon the Journal of the House of Representatives, 
yet I do not share in the grave apprehensions of some men, who 
are, perhaps, more learned than I am, that by reason of the House 
having adopted this rule the present session of Congress has come 
to aclose. I believe that that provision of the Constitution is 
directory. If I did not think so, I would not stultify myself by 
appearing here from day to day and assisting in shaping what 
believed to be void legislation. 

But let me emphasize the thought that a direction of the Con- 
stitution addresses itself as strongly to my sense of right, to my 
conscience, and to my oath as a command of the Constitution. 
Shall we continue to violate the Constitution merely because the 
consequences are not so graveas some gentlemen apprehend? Ire- 
member thatnearly twothousand years ago the great apostle asked 
an aimost similar question: Shall we who believe in present salva- 
tion to the believer continue in sin that grace may abound? I 
answer the first question as he answered the last: God forbid. If 
we love the Constitution, we will respect the Constitution and will 
obey its slightest precepts or directions, and not only its mandates 
or its commands. 

If it were true that the House, by: the adoption of this rule, had 
brought this session to a close, then we would acc lish, by 
violating the Constitution, the very thing that the framers of the 
Constitution intended to'prevent. If that contention was true, 
then we should never have any legislation at all unless both 
Houses were in perfect accord. If that contention was true, all 
that the Senate would have had to do, if it had been unfavorable 
to the tariff bill, would have been to adjourn for six days without 
the consent of the House, and thereby have brought the session to 
& close. No, gentlemen, I can not subscribe to any such doctrine 
as that. But there was a remedy for this state of affairs, and 
there always has been a remedy, if the minority party on this side 
of the Chamber had chosen to avail themselves of it. 

That remedy was for the minority to have met here daily and 
to have enforced the attendance of absent members, and thereby 
to have brought the question to a practical test. But the minor- 
ity did not think the game was worth the candle. They did not 
care to introduce into this Chamber the enactment of scenes that 
might have brought the blush of shame to our cheeks and unduly 
inflamed the public mind. There would have been a hot time in 
the old town if they had, so they contented themselves with pro- 
testing against the iniquitous measure, satisfied that the sober 
judgment of the thinking American people would place the re- 
MAT upon the party that had put it upon the Journal of 

e House. 

You have heard from the people already, gentlemen. Their 
mutterings have found their way even here to this Capitol. We 
have been here for three months, operating under a rule the 
avowed purpose of which was to stop all legislation. The people 
will not care to take answer that you were summoned here 
to enact a tariff bill. They will not accept that as a sufficient ex- 
planation of your failure to pass upon measures that have been 


sent to you by the Senate. Such was the Cuban resolution, and 


such was the bankruptcy bill They have begun to doubt the 
sincerity of the 8 party in all its platform promises 
made at St. Louis. Lou promised much to Cuba. Calhoun has 
gone to Cuba; and Calhoun has returned; and Calhoun has gone 
ome; and Calhoun has been forgotten; and so, alas! has Cuba. 

There has not been a day for the last two months when the 
Democratic side of the House, although they did not regard those 
as partisan measures, have not been willing to vote upon both of 
these bills. But you would not. They do not care for the techni- 
calities of the question as to whether there is a civil government 
or a state of war in Cuba. What they have persuaded themselves 
to believe is this: That a brave people who can maintain so une- ` 
qual a struggle as the Cuban patriots have maintained for two 

ears, under the most adverse influences, deserve to be a free and 
independent people. [Applause.] But, gentlemen, the same in- 
difference that you have manifested. toward the unhappy people 
of the Island of Cuba—— 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to make a point of order that the gen- 
tleman is not discussing any correction of the Journal. 

e SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the point of order is well 
taken. 

Mr. SETTLE. I hope the Chair will reserve that decision for a 
few minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair popa the gentleman will confine 
himself to the question before the House, 

Mr. SETTLE. Allright. I will try to proceed in perfect order. 
. Mr. . I rise to a question of personal privilege, which 
is in order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I call the gentleman to order. 
He can not take another member off the floor to raise a question 
of 1 rivilege. 

KELLEY. Certainly not,if the gentleman has the floor. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. SETTLE] has the floor. 

Mr. SETTLE. Mr. Speaker, I was not aware that I was trans- 
qe the rules of legitimate debate. Iam rised that m 
friend from Indiana not discovered it earlier in the meae d 


ings. 

The SPEAKER. He might have done so without mentioning it. 

Mr. SETTLE. My idea was, Mr. S er—1 am not intending 
to debate the point of order decided the Chair, for I have the 

test ere e for the occupant of the chair and for the high 
ignity with which he conducts himself in his high office; but I 
would I think I may do it without gh apt rn 
the more odious this rule can be made to appear more reason 
I have to insist upon the adoption of the amendment which gives 
the rule prominence, à thing which the Journal as read does not do. 

But I will endeavor to proceed in order. I was going to say 
that the le of the country are wide awake; they have their 
eyes open and their ears open to all that is going on in this House. 

y are not uninterested observers, as you may believe them to 
be, of our i They know that this House has acted in 
utter defiance of Fr ic sentiment and of the reasonable demands 
of the public, and that it has outraged every sense of justice and 
propriety by the adoption of the rule under which we are now 
2 And, 8 they are going to hold you to an 
account for it, and in the great day of the people's wrath you will 
not be able to stand. They are already weighing you in the bal- 
ances. I ay once you have heard already from Chicago, and Cin- 
cinnati, and Columbus, and Cleveland—yea, from Canton itself, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs to suggest to the gentleman 
from Kentucky that his present line of discussion is hardly perti- 
nent to the We WU 

Mr. SETTLE. ell, Mr. Speaker, although it is a mere sug- 
gestion from the Chair, I will construe it into a decision of the 
Chair that I am not allowed to state my reasons for the adoption 
of this amendment which gives prominence to a rule which I say 
is so obnoxious that not only should the House reverse it, but the 
American e themselves by their recent utterances have de- 
mandog that it shall now, even at this late day, be wiped from our 
records. 

But I will try to conclude in order. I say, gentlemen, that these 
elections mean much. They are the avant-couriers and heralds 
of a better day coming, or to change the figure, they are but the 
preliminary skirmishes of that great battle that is to be fought in 
1898, and of that still greater battle that is to be 3 in 1900; 
that battle Which in my judgment will prove to the Republican 
party both its don and its Waterloo. 

Mr. STEELE. I must insist on my point of order. We are 
anxious for a vote upon the pending question. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I submit that any argument which 
would tend to discredit the rule, and thus to give an excellent 
reason why the Journal ought to be corrected, is in order. 

.Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman think that this line of 
discussion has anything to do with the question? The question is 
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whether or not the Journal correctly states what took place in the 
House. It has nothing to do with the rule. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes; it has something to do with the rule, be- 
cause, as the 8 from Kentucky very properly said in the 
beginning of his remarks, it was the rule itself that prompted him 
to suggest the amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is a concession that he is not speaking 
on the question before the House. 

Mr. BAILEY. The difference between the statement in the 
Journal and the amendment which the gentleman from Kentucky 
offers is not very great, and would not be important at all except 
in view of the special rule. Now, I submit that it is a proper 
matter in argument upon the motion to amend, which amendment 
a rtd material because of the obnoxious character of the rule 
itself —— 

Mr. STEELE. To talk about the election of 1900? 

Mr. BAILEY. IL imagine it is always right to talk about the 
public sentiment of the nation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is the trouble. The gentleman from 
TET isarguingon political grounds, instead of parliamentary 

oun 


Mr. BAILEY. The trouble is that 
seem neither to understand nor to h ublic sentiment: but on 
this side we always respect it and are always glad to bring it to 
the attention of gentlemen on the other side for their instruction 
and guidance. 

Mr. DINGLEY. We have been ner Berra performances at 
every session of the House for three months; it would seem about 
time that we should get down to something else. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, we are not doing anything else, and it 
would seem we might as well occupy the time in this way; 

TheSPEAKER. Certainly the gentleman from Kentucky would 
not maintain that the battle of Armageddon has anything to do 
with the present question. 

Mr. SETTLE. I do not know about that; the Chair and I look 
at things somewhat differently. 

The SPEAKER. It may be that the gentleman from Kentucky 
can show a connection? 

Mr. SETTLE. Well, that is what I was trying to do. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes, however, that the gentleman 
will act — his honor in this matter and confine himself to the 

— fore the House, which is the motion to amend the 
ournal. 

Mr.SETTLE. I the Chair and the House to believe that, 
in asking to be allowed to erp 8 Iam not asking it as a matter 
of favor, but as a matter of right. I have endeavored, under the 
latitude of debate, and even without invoking the latitude of de- 
bate, to make my remarks pertinent to the issue. It certainly was 
pertinent to the issue to comment upon the iniquity of this rule 
and to say to gentlemen on the other side that the people, because 
of the adoption of this rule, are beginning to repudiate them 
already, and that their final overthrow will come in two or three 
years from now. That certainly was a legitimate argument, in 
my opinion, and I beg the pardon of the House if, in making it, I 
trespassed upon the rules of debate. 

But a remark which escaped my friend from Texas [Mr. BAILEY 
has called my attention to another point. It may be asked, Is no 
the old record of the House under daily sessions tantamount to 
the record as read this morning? Do not all records under daily 
sessions show that the House RONAN until the next day? Isay 
that is true; but strictly speaking that was not correct, for even 
in that case the House did not vote to adjourn until the next day. 
The House simply voted to adjourn; and the Speaker declared it 
adjourned until the next day, because of the rule then in force. 
But in view of the fact that those adjournments were to consti- 


ntlemen on the other side 


tutional and normal périods no complaint was ever made as to the 
incorrect verbiage. But such a state of the case does not present 
itself to-day. ow there is complaint; and we object that the 


Journal should not continue to show that this House adjourned 
for three days when in fact the House did not do so. 

It is true that the House with a quorum did adopt the rule; 
but it does not follow that everything that the House with a 
quorum does is lawful. A House with a quorum frequently passes 
unconstitutional measures. The question to be decided is not 
whether the House had a quorum, but whether the quorum did 
what the Constitution authorized it to do. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, however improbable it may appear to you 
that Armageddon shall come or that Waterloo shall come, I under- 
take to say that in three years the hosts of the unterrified Democ- 
racy {derisive laughter on the Republican side! 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. ; 

Mr.SETTLE. Theunterrified Democracy propose to take their 
banner, now trailing in the dust, and give it ues into the charge 
and keeping of that lion-hearted Democrat of Nebraska; and they 
propose to hola up his hands and cheer his heart during all the 


thickness of that desperate fight until he shall plant it upon the 
Mitra meee heights of victory. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SETTLE]. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. SETTLE demanded a division. 

The House divided. Pending the announcement of the result 
of the division, 

Mr. RIDGELY demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 90, nays 105, 
answered“ present 25, not voting 132; as follows: 


YEAS-90. 
Adamson, Davis, wis, Ga. Shuford 
Allen, De Graffenreid, Lewis, Wash. Simpson, 
Bailey, Elliott, ris dais Sims, 
Baird, Epes, oyd, Smith, Ky. 
Baker, III. Fitzpatrick, ve, tark, 
1, Fleming. McClellan, Stephens, Tex. 
Barlow, Fowler, N. C. McCulloch, Stokes, 
II. Fox, McRae, Strait, 
ne, Gaines, Maddox, Sullivan, 
Botkin, Griggs, Marshall, Sutherland, 
Brantley, Gunn, Martin, 'wanson, 
roussard, y. Max well, Tate, 
Brucker, Henry, Miss. Meekison, Taylor, Ala. 
Brundidge, Hinrichsen, Moon, erry, 
Burke, Howard, Ala. Ogden, Underwood, 
8 Howard. Ga. Osborne, Vandiver, 
Catc ngs, Hunter. Peters, Vehslage, 
Clark, Mo. Kelley, Pierce, Tenn. Vincent, 
Cooney, Kitchin, Plowman, Wheeler, Ala, 
Cooper, Tex. Kleberg, Rhea, 
Cox, Knowles, Ridgely, Young, Va. 
Cranford, nham, Robinson, Ind. 
Davey, Latimer, Settle, 
NAYS—16. 
Alexander, Dingley, Knox, ki: 
Arnold Dorr, 223 Smith, m 
Babcock, Dovener, Landis, ith, 
ker, Md. llis, Linney, Snover, 
ham, Evans, Littauer, Southwick, 
Bartholdt, Fenton, Lovering. Sperry, 
Belford, Gardner, McDonald, - 8 e, 
Bennett, Gibson, McEwan, Steele, 
Bishop, Graff, Mercer, Stone, C. W. 
20, Griffin, Mesick, Stone, W. A. 
Broderick, Grosvenor, Miller, Strode, Nebr. 
Bromwell, Hamilton, Mudd, Sturtevant, 
Brown Hawley. Northway, Sullowa 
Brownlow, Hepburn, Olmsted, Tayler, Ohio 
Burton, Hilborn, Overstreet, arat. 
Butler, Hill, Parker, N. J. Van Voorhis, 
Cannon, Hitt, Payne, alker, Va. 
Clark, Iowa Hooker, Pearce, Mo. Wanger, 
Codding, Hopkins, Pearson, Warner, 
Cousins, Howe, Perkins, Weaver. 
Crump, Howell, Powers, te, 
Crampacker, Hull, Pugh. ms, 
Curtis, Kans. Jenkins, Reeves, Wright, 
Dalzell, Johnson, Ind. Royse, ost. 
Danford, Johnson, N. Dak. Russell, 
Davenport, Ketcham, Shattue, 
Davison, Ky. Kirkpatrick, Sherman, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—25. 
Bartlett, Cooper, Wis. King, Sayers, 
Belden, De Vries, Lybrand, Southard, 
Benner, Pa. Dinsmore. Millu. bert. 
nton, Dockery. Minor, eeler, Ky. 
Brosius, Henry, Ind Otey, 
rdy, Henry, Tex Ric n, 
Cochran, Mo. Jett, Robb, 
NOT VOTING-—132. 
Acheson, Chickering, Foss, Lamb, 
Adams, Clarke, N. H. Fowler, N. J. Lentz, 
Bankhead, Clayton, Gillet, N. Y. Lester, 
Barber, Cochrane, N. Y.  Gillett, Mass. Little, 
Barney, Colson, Greene, Lorimer, 
Barrett, Connell, Grout, Loud, 
Barrows, Connolly. Grow, Loudenslager, 
h, Corliss, Hager, Low. 
Belknap, Cowherd, Handy, McAleer, 
Berry, Cummings. Harmer. McCall, 
Bing 1 Curtis, Iowa Hartman, McCleary, 
Bland, Davidson, Wis. Heatwole, McCormick, 
Boutelle, yton, Hemenway, McDowell, 
Bradley, De Armond Henderson, McIntire, 
Brenner, Ohio Dolliver, enry, : 8 
Brewer, dy, Hicks, y 
Brewster, Ermentrout, Hurley, Mah 
Brumm, aris, ones, Va. Mann, 
ull, Fischer, Jones, 
Capron Fitzgerald, oy, Meyer, La 
^ Fletcher, Kerr, Miers, Ind. 
Castle, Foote, Kulp, 
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oody, Rixey, Spal 

Morris, Robbins, igh kman, Walker, Mass. 
Newlands, Robertson, Stallings, ard, 
Norton, Sauerhering, Stevens, Minn. Weymouth, 

ell, Shafroth, Stewart, N ite, 
Otjen, Shannon, W. ilber, 

ker, Shelden, Strowd, N. C. Wilson, N. Y. 
Pitney, Showalter, Sulzer, Wilson, 

nce, Skinner, Tawney, Young, Pa. 
Quigg, Slayden, Todd, Zenor. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my vote. 
Iam paired with the gentleman from New York, Mr. Low. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s vote will be withdrawn, 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests that gentlemen wait until 
the pairs are announced before making these statements. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. ODELL with Mr. BARTLETT. 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. LAMB. 

Mr. KERR with Mr. Ross. 

Mr. PITNEY with Mr. SAYERS. 

Mr. SAUERHERING with Mr. COWHERD. 

Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin with Mr. LITTLE. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE with Mr. MCCLELLAN, 

Mr. QviGG with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. Powers with Mr. GAINES., 

Mr. LYBRAND with Mr. LENTZ. 

Mr. OTJEN with Mr. LESTER. 

Mr. Loup with Mr. DE VRIES. 

. SPALDING with Mr. CLAYTON. 

. DE ARMOND with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, 
. McCLEARY with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

. McEwan with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 

. McCALL with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 

. HEATWOLE with Mr. DINSMORE, 

. ACHESON with Mr. WiLsoN of South Carolina, 
. BELDEN with Mr. SULZER. 

. BARRETT with Mr. FITZGERALD. 

Kl with Mr. STALLINGS. 

. SOUTHARD with Mr. NORTON. 

. MINOR with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

. CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr. KINd. 

. HENRY of Connecticut with Mr. CLARDY. 

. HEMENWAY with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, 
. Puen with Mr. Runa of Kentucky. 

Mr. Henry of Indiana with Mr. MIERS of Indiana, 
. BROSIUS with Mr. ERMENTROUT. : 

. CHICKERING with Mr. BRADLEY. 

Mr. FoorE with Mr. CASTLE. 

Mr. Hicks with Mr. OTEY. 

. GROUT with Mr. BERRY. 

. WHITE of Illinois with Mr. BRENNER of Ohio. 
. Grow with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

. Youxa of Pennsylvania with Mr. BENTON, 

. BARNEY with Mr. Topp. 

. Barrows with Mr. JETT. 

. ADAMS with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. Joy with Mr. CARMACK. 

For this day: 

Mr. DÆLLIVER with Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. 

Mr. Eppy with Mr. GREEN. 

Mr. FLETCHER with Mr. Henry of Texas. 

Mr. HENDERSON with Mr. MCMILLIN, 

Mr. Tawney with Mr. SLAYDEN. 

Mr. ToxGvE with Mr. RIXEx. 

Mr. WEYMOUTH with Mr. ZENOR. 

Mr. Faris with Mr. MAGUIRE. 

Mr. Low with Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. BiNGHAM with Mr. DoCKERY. 

Mr. BRUMM with Mr. MCALEER. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota, Mr. FLETCHER, Having voted in the 
affirmative on this question, I desire to withdraw my vote and to 
be recorded present. 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Connecticut, Mr. Henry. Having voted in the affirmative 
on this question, I desire to withdraw my vote and to be recorded 


present. 

Mr. POWERS. I have a general pair with the gentleman from 
Tennessee, Mr. GAINES, but he is present and voted, and I desire 
to change my vote from present“ to “no.” 

Mr. CMILLIN. Ide to know if I am recorded as voting. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemanis recorded in the affirmative. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I desire to withdraw my vote, as I am paired 
with the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. HENDERSON, 
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Mr. JETT. Mr.Speaker,Iam 
Massachusetts, Mr. BARROWS. 


ired with the gentleman from 
aving voted in the affirmative, 
I desire to withdraw my vote and to be recorded as present. 


Mr. KING. I have a general 
New Hampshire, Mr. CLARKE. I 
to be recorded as present, 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam paired with the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey, Mr. Pitney. Having voted in the affirmative on this ques- 
tion, I desire to withdraw my vote and to be marked present. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Iam paired with the gentleman 
from Iowa, Mr. HAGER. Having voted in the affirmative on this 
question, I desire to withdraw my vote and to be recorded as 

resent, 

Mr. DOCKERY. I am puo with the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, Mr. BiNGHAM. I desire to be recorded as present. 

Mr. ROBB. Iam paired with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. 
Kerr. I desire to withdraw my affirmative vote and to be re- 
corded as present. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am paired with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. Grow. I desire to withdraw my affirmative 
vote and to be recorded as present. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, I voted **no" under the impres- 
sion that the question submitted to the House was the one first 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SETTLE], which 
was to strike out certain words which were supposed to be in the 
Journal, but which, upon examination, I found were not in the 
Journal. Iam now informed by the gentleman that while I was 
temporarily engaged otherwise he changed his motion, and sim- 
ply moved to add to the statement already in the Journal the 
statement that the adjournment was announced by the Speaker 
to be for three days, in accordance with the rule. ltherefore ask 
to change my vote from no“ to ** aye," as I misunderstood the 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman's name. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. FLEMING, and he voted ‘‘aye.” 

Mr. WEAVER. I understood that I was paired with the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, Mr. BRENNER, but I understand that he is 
paired with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. WHITE. Such being 
the case, I desire to withdraw my answer of present,“ and to vote 
“no,” 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

TheSPEAKER. The questionis on the approval of the Journal. 

The Journal wus approved. 


SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the certificate of the elec- 
tion of Hon. Edwin C. Burleigh, to fill the vacancy caused by the 
death of Hon. Seth L. Milliken. The certificate was read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to announce the pres- 
8 the Hon. Edwin C, Burleigh, who is ready to take the oath 
of office. 
^ y Burleigh then came forward, and took the oath prescribed 

y law. 


P with the gentleman from 
esire to withdraw my vote and 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


4 

A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the 
President had approved and signed bill and joint resolutions of 
the following titles: 

On June 7, 1897: 

An act (H. R. 15) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes. 

On June 15, 1897: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 64) relating to the payment of salaries 
in the consular service; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 61) to provide for the immediate repair 
of Dry Dock No. 3, at the New York Navy-Yard. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed joint resolution of the follow- 
ing title; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

oint resolution (S. R. 52) directing the Secretary of War to 
issue tents for the use of the Grand Army Encampment, at 
Leavenworth, Kans. 
PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. KNOWLES. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege, one involving my good name and my character for 
truth and veracity. I want to say that if it only involved myself, 
I would not trouble this House with it. I send to the Clerk's desk 
a clipping from the Associated Press dispatches of June 22, which 
was published in the Washington Post of that date, and ask that 
it be read and printed in the RECORD, . 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


BATEMAN'S SHOT AT BRYAN—HE DECLARES THE RECENT CANDIDATE 
GUILTY OF BRIBERY AND FORGERY. 
LEWISTON, ME., June 21. 


Prof. L. C. Bateman, of Auburn, who was the candidate of the People's 
Party of Maine for governor last year, and who is a leader of the middle-of- 
the-road forces in State, to-day published an attack on William J. Bryan. 
Professor Bateman says that Populist Con; FREEMAN KNOWLES, of 
South while on his recent trip to old home in Skowhegan, Me., 
gave out the information that Mr. Bryan's recent gift of $1,500 to the list 
national committee was made with the distinct understanding that no action 


against fusion should be taken by the People’s Party before the next national 
conventi: 


on. 
This, Professor Bateman says, is nothing more nor less than direct bribery. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to raise the question as to whether 
this presents a question of 8 It does not affect 
the relation of a member to the House, or any conduct in the 


ouse, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not yet stated his case, 
but has only made a preliminary statement. 

Mr. KNOWLES. Mr. Speaker, I pronounce that statement a 
willful and malicious falsehood, made out of whole cloth, without 
the least shadow of truth or foundation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have no dd seins to the gen- 
tleman making any personal statement, but I do not care to have 
it taken as a p: ent that this raises a question of personal priv- 
ilege which of right may be made in the House. Certainly the 
` business of the House ought not to be interfered with hy matters 
that have no relation to the business of the House. As to any con- 
troversy between thegentleman from South Dakota and Mr. Bryan 
or Mr. Bateman, of Maine, I do not think it concerns the affairs 
cf this House or its conduct at all. The Lida re or anybody 
may hire a hall. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

r. KNOWLES. Yon will see, Mr. Speaker, that this raises a 
direct issue between myself and Mr. Bateman, and between myself 
as *a member of Con " and Mr. Bateman; and therefore I 
think it is nothing but just to myself that I have an opportunity 
to refute this slander. 

The SPEAKER. How is it a matter between the gentleman 
referred to and “a member of Con 5 

Mr. KNOWLES. Because I am pointed out there as a mem- 
ber of Congress" and as making that statement, which is as 
false as hell [laughter]; and I have not been guilty of that state- 
ment. I will not detain the House long, but I wish to say that 
I wrote to Mr. L. B. Talbot, chairman of the Populist commit- 
tee of Somerset County, Me., for a statement as to the truth or 
falsity of Mr. Bateman's statement, and I desire to have this letter 
ef mine to him and his letter in reply read and printed in the 

ECORD. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I must obiect to the RECORD 
being used for such a purpose. Private controversies having no 
relation to the conduct of a member of this House ought not to be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair willhearthe gentleman from South 
Dakota upon the v reri of this as a question of personal privi- 
lege to be dis ofinthe House. Ifthe gentleman desires to 
make a personal explanation, the Chair will submit it to the House 
for unanimous consent. 

Mr. KNOWLES. Ishouldlike the House togive me unanimous 
consent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota asks unan- 
imous consent that he may be allowed to make a personal expla- 
nation. Is there objection? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Well, Mr. Speaker, I think we should have 
some limitation upon this. ^ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I should ask the gentleman from Main 
Does not this involve the question of putting campaign materi 
in the RECORD for the purpose of keeping the middle of the road” 
Populists off the track of those on the side of the road? If so, I 
shall object. 

Mr. KNOWLES. I say to the genuemen that there is nothing 
of a campaign character in these letters at all. They are simpl 
private letters which refute the statement of Mr. Bateman an 
prove the truth of what I have asserted here to-day. There is 
nothing of a ume nature in it. 

The SPEAKER. there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man that he be permitted to make a personal explanation? [After 
a pause.) The Chair hears no objection. 

e Clerk read as follows: 


HovsE OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 

Washington, D. C., June 23, 1397. 
Dear Sin: The inclosed Associated Press dispatch appeared in the Wash- 
n Post this morning. I would like to ask you how such an infamous 
hood could possibly have been circulated? Did I say anything of the 
d? On the contrary, did I not say that our committee had refused to 
t any portion of the royalty of Mr. Bryan's book? How did it come that 
ny words should be exactly reversed? Did Bateman man mre this out 
whole cloth, or was it reported to him by our enemies who seem so much 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JULY 1, 


interested in dividing our forces? It must bea desperate cause which neces- 
pele pe such tactics. I trust you will not permit me to remain under this 
slander. 
Very respectfully, yo 
md FREEMAN KNOWLES. 
L. B. TALBOT, Esq. 


Chairman Populist Committee of Somerset County, Skowhegan, Me. 


SKOWHEGAN, ME., June 25, 1897. 

DEAR FRIEND KNOWLES: Yours of the 23d at hand. Words fail to express 
my surprise, as I read that same ng gree in yesterday's papers. 

As soon as I received your note, I at once [heres to inquire and found out 
at once how it all came about. You perhaps remember that after you spoke 
in Coburn Hall I introduced you to a man named George Hapgood, and that 
heasked you what you proposed to do as a national y. You told him thnt 
it was too soon to say anything and that the understanding was that the 
party “should not commit itself before the next national convention.” 

Now ‘ood is a friend of years standing with Bateman, and he wrote to 
him exp: ng his pleasure at your efforts for us here, and how you had 
presented our views before the business men. Bateman wanted to know if 
you had said anything concerning the national policy of the DIM From that 
came in a letter the statement of Hapgood to Bateman that you had not 
expressed yourself. but had made the statement that the Populists should 
not commit themselves before the next national convention. Bateman know- 
ingly, and maliciously twisted this to make what he did with that statement. 

therefore, after consulting Hapgood and taking down 
accuse L. C. Bateman of downright falsehood. 

* is a fine fellow and a true Populist. 

ith much regret, yours, 


his very words, 


L. B. TALBOT. 


Mr. KNOWLES. Mr. Speaker, while that letter clears me of 
the charge and brands Mr. Bateman as a contemptible liar, I 
want to say that it does not do me justice. What I did say was 
this. Isaid: The People's Party was going right along about its 
business, 1 the doctrine laid down in the St. Louis plat- 
form, and that they would continue to do that until the next 
national convention assembled, which is the only authority com- 
petent to change that platform or to decide what the issues shall 
be upon which the next battle shall be fought. Ifurther stated 
that Mr. Bryan had tendered to the Populist national committee 
$1,500 from the proceeds of the sale of his book; that this tender 
had been made in good faith, absolutely free from all or any con- 
ditions mea td that it was to be used for the 8 litera- 
ture upon the financial question, but that the chai of the 
national committee, after consulting with the Populist Congres- 
sional caucus, had declined to accept the funds thus tendered. 

Mr. Bryan had announced that he would distribute one-half his 
profits from the sale of the book among the committees of the 
three parties which supported him, in the ratio of the vote cast, 
and this refusal of the Populist national committee to accept the 
portion assigned to them left matters in a somewhat aw. 
position. Mr. Bryan thereupon deposited the money with Sena- 
tor ALLEN as a citizen of his own State, subject to further order, 
and there it remains to-day. The national committee did not and 
has not accepted a dollar of the fund, and I never made any such 
statement nor eonun ot any such thing. That is all I have to say. 

Mr. TERRY. . Speaker—— 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Speaker—— 


IMMIGRATION STATION, ELLIS ISLAND, NEW, YORK. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Congress of the United States: 


On the 15th ultimo all the buildings of the immigration station at Ellis 

a, Naw OS excepting the heating plant and lighting apparatus, were 
estroye d 

I Si desit d herewith a letter from tho Secretary of the Treasury, which 
states the fact and explains the need of rebuilding. 

In order that there may be no delay in this important work. I recommend 
that an appropriation be made at once of $600,000, the sum estimated by the 
Secretary of the Treasury as required for this pu 


ILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 1, 1897. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, bills of the following titles were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appropriate 
committees, as indicated below: 

A bill (S. 250) for the relief of Charles P. Chonteau, survivor 
of Chouteau, Harrison & Valle—to the Committee on War Claims, 
when 7 

A bill (S. 708) for the relief of Albert E. Redstone - to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, when appointed. 3 

A bill (8. 977) for the relief of Fanny B. Randolph and Dora L. 
Stark—to the Committee on War Claims, when * 

A bill (S. 936) for the relief of C. B. Bryan & Co. to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 1464) for the relief of Christopher Schmidt—to the 
Committee on Claims, when appointed. : 

A bill (S. 1194) for the relief of the estate of Richard Lawson— 
to the Committee on Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 438) for the relief of the estate of Charles M. Roberts, 
deceased—to the Committee on Claims, when appointed. 


1897. 
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Concurrent resolution 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President of the United States be, and he is hereby, requested to invite, by 
proclamation or otherwise, as he may deem most proper, foreign nations to 
make exhibits at the Ap presen . and Interna tion to be held 
at the city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, from the Ist day of June to 
the Ist day of November, A. D. 1898— 

To the Committee on Foreign Affairs, when appointed. 

NEW ENGLAND DISTILLING COMPANY, 


Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up for consideration 
the report of the Committee on Ways and Means on the bill (H. R. 
3486) to allow the distillery of the New England Distilling Com- 

y and the rectifying house of Mullins & Crigler, both situated 
in Covington, Ky., to be operated within 600 feet of each other. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
d Distilling Com- 
situated in Corian: 


their respective premises separated from each other by 
5 nun to aa special hardship to 


ears 
other f. 
regard. 


not- 
600 
Mr. EVANS. Mr. A paes it is the unanimous opinion of the 
committee that this bi ought to pass, and ought to pass speedily. 
'The facts are these: The statute provides that norectifying esta 
lishment shall be constructed or operated nearer to a distillery 
than 600 feet. Away back in May, 1885, it was supposed that the 
required distance existed between the distillery and the rectifying 
establishment mentioned in this bill; but a few days ago it was 
discovered that the distance between them is only 548 feet. This 
state of things has continued for twelve years, without any fault 
on the part of either of the persons in By the action of 
the internal-revenue officers the bonds have been approved each 
year, and large plants haye been constructed and operated there. 
Now,if therecent eres of the fact that the distance between 
this distillery and this ifying house is less than the 600 feet 
8 by the statute were to prevent the approval of the 
nds of the distillery, the House can see that a great hardship 
would be inflicted upon the owners of these establishments. The 
Secretary of the Treasury recommends the passage of this bill. 
The Commissioner of Internal Revenue has set forth the facts upon 
which justice demands the of the bill, and it is the unani- 
mous opinion of the Committee on Ways and Means that it ought 


to pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker—— 
Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker—— 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


adjourn. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire if there is nota 
special order setting apart this da 
AE DINGLEY (interposing). 

-day. 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn; and the 
Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 105, noes 92. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 1 
o’clock and 28 minutes p. m.), in pursuance of the order hereto- 
fore adopted, adjourned until Monday next, at 12 o’clock noon. 


That order is for a week from 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
INDE were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to 
concurrent resolution No. 9, Fifty-fifth Congress, a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, with copy of a report on the present con- 
dition of Cumberland Sound, and its relation to the commerce of 
Fernandina - to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Attorney-General, relating to certain amounts 
for the payment of outstanding claims in North Dakota, New 
Mexico, and Idaho—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, calling attention to certain 
desired se pns in House Document No. 67, relating to the issue 
of a certain duplicate check—to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed, 


'chase of a site and the erection of a public buildin 


A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Commissioner of Indian Aff. 
and accompanying copy of a memorial from the Wichita and 
affiliated bands of Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


from the President, transmitting a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and recommending an appropriation 
for rebuilding the immigrant station at Ellis Island, New York— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
ua following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. ROBBINS: A bill (H. R. 3587) to make an M Cc d 
tion for the improvement of the Youghiogheny River in the State 
of Pennsylvania, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. ~ 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 3588) to provide for the pur- 

thereon at 
ublic Build- 


Am 


Pekin, in the State of Illinois—to the Committee on 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 3589) to extend the powers and 
duties of the Commission of Fish and Fisheries to include game 
birds and other wild birds useful to man—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill or R. 3590) to increase the num- 
ber of officers of the Army to be detailed to colleges—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 3591) to appropriate $100,000 
for sinking artesian wells in the eastern portion of the State of 
Colorado—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 3592) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public buil ding thereon at 
Evanston, in the State of Wyoming—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. : 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 3593) making appropriation 
for the improvement of the Brazos River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STARK: A bill (H. R. 3594) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to regulate commerce," approved February 4, 1887—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A joint resolution (H. Res. 71) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
authorizing the levy of a tax on incomes and inheritances—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A resolution (House Res. No. 04) providing 
for consideration of House bill No. 379, **to provide revenue for 
the Government and to encourage the industries of the United 
States "—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. ARNOLD: A memorial of the Pennsylvania legislature, 
for appropriation for Paris Exposition in 1900—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. " 

By Mr. DALZELL: A memorial of the Pennsylvania legislature, 
for appropriation for Paris Exposition in 1900—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ADAMS: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Pennsylvania, relative to the Paris Exposition in 1900—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A memorial of the legisla- 
ture of theState of Pennsylvania, relative to the Paris E tion 
in 1900—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A memorial of the Pennsylvania legisla- 
ture, relative to an appropriation for the Paris Exposition in 
1900—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 3595) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Penny F. Stevens—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3596) granting a pension to Mrs. Bettie 
Gresham—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3597) granting a pension to Thomas J. Mor- 
man—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3598) granting a pension to Henrietta Fow- 
ler—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H, R. 3599) for the relief of Joseph B. 
Presdee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3600) for the relief of Henry Hinckley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3601) for the relief of Elizabeth Felton—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3602) for the relief of D. P. Owen—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOTKIN: A bill (H. R. 3603) granting a pension to 
Francis M. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3804) granting a pension to Oscar Reed—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3605) for the relief of James M. Campbell— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DE VRIES: A bill (H. R. 3606) for the relief of the 
citizens of the city of Auburn, Cal., and quinge title to lands 
therein—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 3607) to pension Mrs. Ann 
Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

m Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 3608) removing the charge 
of desertion from the record of Sylvester H. Mase, a musician, 
LEE New York Infantry—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 3609) for the relief of Samuel C. 
Krickbaum, of Benton, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 3610) granting a pension to 
Charles Blitz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3611) to increase the pension of Jesse R. K. 
Lamb, Company D, Seventh United States Infantry—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3612) to increase the pension of Thomas D. 
Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 3613) forrelief of Hugh J. Brady— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 3614) granting an increase of 
Den to John F. Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 3615) for the relief of Mrs. 
Ellen Sexton—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: A bill (H. R. 3616) for the relief of Robert 
A. Tone to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 83617) for the relief of Thomas Cary 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3618) for the relief of William Christenberry— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3619) for the relief of E. A. Clark—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3620) to amend the military record of John 
K. Skinner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 3621) for pension to Mary Ann 
Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 3622) ranting a 
sion to Mary A. Benchat—to the Committee on Invalid 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3623) nting a pension to Elizabeth Mayes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 3624) granting a pension to 
Pauline Robbins, of Sandusky, Sauk County, Wis.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 3625) to increase the pension of 
Andrew R. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3626) granting a pension to Lemuel Shook— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3627) to remove the charge of desertion from 
y military record of Joseph Moll—to the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3628) granting a pension to Elizabeth Tink- 
ham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3629) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the xni record of Robert White—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3630) for the relief of Thomas B. Briggs—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3631) granting a pension to Ellen Miles 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3632) for the relief of William H. Bentley— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3633) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John D. Brining, of Canton, Ill.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3634) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Charles R. Bortle—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3635) granting a pension to Stephen Jack- 
son, of Glasford. Iil—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

V Er STURTEVANT: A bill (H. R. 3636) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Nellie Shaw—to the Committee on invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill R. 3637) for the relief of David 


n- 
en- 


H. 
Hogan—to the Committee on War Claims. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JULY 4, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Co- 
lumbus, Ga., favoring the enlargement and improvement of the 
United States building at Columbus—to the Committee on Rules, 

By Mr. BREWSTER: Petition of Mrs. Margaret Roberts, guard- 
ian of Cyrus Roberts, to accompany House bill for his relief—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of Charles Henry and other citizens 
of North Kingston, R. L, for a more rigid restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of the Travelers' Protective 
Association of America, remonstrating against the passage of a 
bill restricting the sale of railroad tickets—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of J. W. Hollingsworth and other 
citizens of St. Clairsville, Ohio, asking for the passage of a bill to 
further restrict immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petitions of tea merchants of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., and Baltimore, Md., asking for a specific duty on 
tea—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of E. & A. Huyett, of Birdsboro, Pa., 
against increasing the rate of duty on tanned skins for morocco— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the wholesale grocers and dealers of Chicago, 
III.; also an indorsement of said petition by the Commercial Ex- 
change of Chicago, asking for a duty on tea—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. ; 

Also, petition of Lawford Bros., of Baltimore, Md., asking that 
PME be placed on the free list—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


By Mr. HILBORN: Petitions of T. G. Baty, F. M. Gordon, 
and other citizens of Sacramento, Cal., favoring the passage of a 
bill for a more rigid restriction of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: Petition of Elias Markley and 87 other 
citizens of Lehighton, Pa., praying for the passage of a bill to re- 
strict immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Thomas D. Porter, late of Company 
C, Twenty-fifth Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and Company A, 
Seventh Illinois Cavalry, for an increase of pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of G. W. Hardman and other citi- 
zens of Mount Zion, W. Va., praying for the further restriction 
of 8 the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petitions of Joseph E. Miller and others, 
L. C. Baker and others, and George A. Saltsman and others, all 
citizens of Harrisburg, Pa., praying for the passage of a law to 
further restrict immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of the Congregational State Con- 
vention of Vermont, praying for the passage of the bill to prohibit 
kinetoscopic reproductions of prize fights—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, remonstrance of the C. A, Hibbard Boot and Shoe Com- 
pany, of Burlington, Vt., against increasing the duty on tanned 
skins for morocco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: 5 sd to accompany House bill granting 
an increase of pension to Robert A. Young—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, July 2, 1897. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. HucH Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Quay, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


HARBOR AT BRUNSWICK, GA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from theSecretary of War, transmitting areport, with accompany- 
ing map, of a survey of the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga., made by 
Lieut. R. G. Peck, United States Navy, assistant, Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey, pursuant to the provisions of the item in the river and 
harbor act of June 3, 1896; which, with the „„ 
was pa) to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
prin 


1897. 
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NORTHERN LIBERTY MARKET CLAIMS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
communication from the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia: 

OFFICE OF COMMISSIONERS OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, July 1, 1897. 

SIR: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the honor to 
acknowledge receipt of an official copy of the resolution of the Senate, dated 
the 30th ultimo, requesting them to suspend, until further action of Congress, 
further = ings under the act of 8 to provide fox the payment 
of certain claims against the District of Columbia by drawback certificates, 
approved January 6, 1897, known asthe Northern Liberty Market claims, and 
will govern themselves accordingly. 

Very respectfully, JOHN W. ROSS, 
President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 


Hon. GARRET A. HOBART, 
President of the Senate. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownina, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 3486) to allow the distillery of the New England 
Distilling Company and the rectifying house of Mullins & Crigler, 
both situated in Covington, Ky., to be operated within 600 feet 
of each other; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. BERRY presented a memorial of the Arkansas Division, 
Travelers’ Protective Association of America, of Little Rock, 
Ark., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended 
to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of Wallace J. Knowles 
and 51 other citizens of Seabrook, N. H., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation for a more rigid restriction of immigration; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. : 

Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of George M. Ballard and 
35 other citizens of Newark, N. J., praying for the early passage 
of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the memorial of F. M. Montgomery 
and 52 other citizens of Missouri, and the memorial of J. Brownson 
Wallace and 19 other citizens of Missouri, remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation intended to destroy the present system 
of ticket brokerage; which were referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present resolutions unanimously adopted 
at the annual meeting of the American Medical Association in 
Philadelphia June 2, 1897, remonstrating against the Damage of 
Senate bill No. 1063, for the further prevention of cruelty to ani- 
mals in the District of Columbia. I ask that the memorial lie on 
the table and that it ME as a document. 

ae VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, that will be the 
order. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I will inquire as to what is the memorial 
particularly? 

Mr. COCKRELL. They are resolutions opposing the vivisec- 
tion bill reported by the Senator. 
^ mr, GALLINGER. Resolutions adopted by a medical associa- 

on 

Mr. COCKRELL. Adopted by the American Medical Associa- 
tion at Philadelphia. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In this connection, I desire to state that I 
entered a mild protest a while ago against the printing of numer- 
ous documents relating to this one bill. We have, I think, four 
. or five different documents aren’ printed. Some of them arein 

severe and unjust criticism of the committee, stating absolute 
untruths regarding the action of the committee. 

Ido not ohjest to the printing of the memorial, and yet it does 
seem to me rather strange that when a committee has considered 
a matter carefully, giving a long hearing to both sides, permitting 
the opponents of the bill to print 300 pages in the report of state- 
ments in opposition, that they should then flood the Senate with 
memorials, resolutions, and protests, and that we should print 
them at the expense of the Government. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This memorial consists of only two or three 
pages, and it is in appropriate form. 

he VICE-PRES T. The memorial will be printed as a 
document, in the absence of objection, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented sundry memorials of citizens of 
Indiana, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation in- 
tended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a memorial of 52 citizens of Harris- 
burg, Pa., and a memorial of 64 citizens of Coatesville, Pa., re- 
monstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to 
destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the legislature of Pennsylvania, 


praying for the enactment of legislation appropriating a sufficient 
sum to insure a dignified and creditable exhibit of the industries 
and resources of the United States at the Paris Exposition in 1900; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HANNA presented sundry memorials of citizens of Ohio, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to 
destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of the Gulf Coast Farmers' 
Alliance and Industrial Union No. 4030, of Texas, praying for the 
passage of Senate bill No. 1728, to aid in the construction of a 
railroad and telephone line from the Missouri River to the Pacific 
Ocean; which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

GALVESTON, TEX., June 26, 1897. 
[Resolution of Gulf Coast W and Industrial Union No. 4090, 
Io exas. 

Whereas Hon. MARION BUTLER, Senator in the United States Senate, has 
introduced Senate bill 1728, “An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and 
telephone line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean;" and 
his aet will be of enormous benefit to our people and settle the 
Pacific Railroad muddle: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, 'That we CoD Aperte Senator BUTLER’s actions in Con- 

ss and indorse his bill No. 1728, and request our Representatives now in 
mgress to use all honorable means and help to pass bill, as it is for the 
best interest of our American people. KE 


T. $ 
National Legislative-Committee, G. C. F. All., MO) teen 

Mr. McMILLAN presented memorials of G. E. Hubbon and 267 
other citizens; of the Detroit Retail Clerks’ Union, No. 168; of the 
Detroit Iron Molders’ Union, No. 244; of the Detroit Iron Molders’ 
Union, No. 31; the Detroit Waiters’ Union, No. 21; the Detroit 
International Brotherhood of Bookbinders, No. 20; the Lansing 
Trades and Labor Council; the Jackson Miners’ Protective Asso- 
ciation, No. 6395; the Bay City Journeymen Barbers’ Union, No. 
18; the Bay City Central Trades Union; the Albion Iron Molders’ 
Union, No. 104; the Grand Rapids (Mich.) Federation of Labor; 
the Detroit Broom Makers’ Union, No. 2; the Detroit Painters 
and Decorators’ Union, No. 87; the Lansing City Lodge. No. 
384; the Detroit Amalgamated Sheet Metal Workers’ Local 
Union, No. 106; the Saginaw Retail Clerks’ Union, No. 65; 
the National Mine, Winthrop Mine Workers’ Union, No. 7; the 
National Longshoremen’s Association, No. 44; the Jackson Iron 
Molders’ Union, No. 242; the Iron Mountain Iron Ore Mine Work- 
ers’ Union, No. 2; the Munising International Longshoremen’s 
Union, No. 62; the Menominee International Longshoremen's As- 
sociation, No. 69; the Alpena Long Shore Union, No.7; the Grand 
Rapids Grocers’ Clerks Union; the Flint Federal Labor Union, 
No. 6803; the Marquette Longshoremen’s Union, No, 11; the Mar- 

nette International Longshoremen’s Association, No 59; the 

rand Rapids Salesmen's Union, No. 18; the Ishpeming Mine 
Workers’ Union, No. 8; the Port Huron igar Makers’ Union, No. 
368; the Marquette Retail Clerks’ National Protective Association, 
No. 131; the Tawas City International Longshoremen’s Union, No. 
14; the Cadillac Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 393; the Lansing Typo- 
phical Union, No. 72; the Port Huron Typographical Union, 
No. 300; the Detroit International Association of Machinists; 
the Port Huron Barbers’ Union, No. 188; the Muskegon Trades 
and Labor Assembly; the Detroit Metal Polishers, Buffers, Plat- 
ers, and Brass Workers' Union, No. 1; the Jackson City Lodge, 
No. 95; the Detroit Cigar Packers' International Union, No. 284; 
the East Jordan Independent Laborers' Association, No. 24; the 
Detroit River Lodge, No. 2, American Association of Iron and 
Steel Workers; the Grand Marias Longshoremen's Association, 
No. 42; the Grand Rapids Coopers’ Union: the Bay City Cigar 
Makers’ Union, No. 184; the Grand Rapids Brewers’ Local Union, 
No. 10; the Grand Rapids Local Union, No. 26; the Escanaba 
Cigar Makers' Union, No. 268; the Owosso Cigar Makers' Union, 
No. 167; the Detroit Pattern Makers' Association: the Detroit 
Machine Wood Workers’ Local Union, No. 41; the Grand Rapids 
Lodge, No. 191, Independent Association of Machinists; the Grand 
Rapids Bricklayers’ Union, No. 1; the Norway Mine Workers’ 
Union; the Detroit Iron Molders’ Union. No. 244; the Ludington 
Vessel Loaders' Union; the Negannee Federal Labor Union, No. 
6736; the Detroit Carpenters’ Union. No. 19; the Detroit Long- 
shoremen's Union, No. 10; the Port Huron Longshoremen' s Asso- 
ciation, No. 30; the Muskegon Typographical Union, No. 168; the 
Bay City Longshoremen's Union, No. 25, and the Detroit Theat- 
rical Protective Union, No. 14, all in the State of Michigan, re- 
monstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to 
destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of Star Lodge, No. 457, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Seymour, Ind., praying 
for the passage of the so-called Foraker bill to amend the act to 
regulate commerce; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. ELKINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Parkers- 
burg, W. Va., and a petition of sundry citizens of Mount Zion, 
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W. Va., praying for the early 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY REPORTS, 


Mr. ELKINS. Iask leave to lay before the Senate and have 
printed a report by the Director of the United States Geologi- 
cal Survey. I send the document to the desk. It is in reply 
to the memorial of the legislature of Colorado relative to the 
earlier publication of the reports of the Geological Survey and 
the establishm ent of a bureau of mines. I ask that the report be 
printed for the information of the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. Asa document? 

Mr. ELKINS. Yes, as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and that will be the order. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HANNA, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

7 bill (S. 589) to increase the pension of Caroline V. English; 


an " 

A bill (S. 431) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann M. Madden. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2291) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah A. Gilbert, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
& report thereon, 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1865) to extend the charter 
of the Franklin Insurance Company of the city of Washington, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 921) to regulate the use of the public parks and improved 
reservations in the District of Columbia under the charge of the 
Chief of Engineers of the United States Army, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 919) to incorporate the East Washington Heights Traction 
Railway Company of the District of Columbia, reported it with- 
out amendment. : 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

CAPE CHARLES HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. SEWELL on 
the 16th ultimo, reported it without amendment; and it was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 
Representatives 


of the pending tariff biil; 


app es at Ca 
water on the sou 


—.— been comple 
sundry d g near Old Plantation Light in the cut MN to the harbor, 
thereby ant vessels to go in and out of the harbor without danger or 


difficulty. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 2321) for the relief of Daniel 
K. Shields; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2322) granting a pension to 
Margaret M. Beardslee; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 1 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2323) supplemental to the act of 
February 9, 1821, incorporating the Columbian College, in the 
District of Columbia, and the acts amendatory thereof; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2324) for the relief of the estate of 
George W. Lawrence; which was read twice by its titie, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CLARK introduced a bill (S. 2325) to lease the Industrial 
Home of Utah to the Salt Lake Free Kindergarten Association; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill(S. 2326) for the relief of per- 
sons who have filed declarations of intention to enter desert lands; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2327) for the relief of Thomas Ros- 
brugh; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2328) to aid the State of Colorado 
to support a schoolof mines; which was read twice by its title, 


and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 2329) to regulate interstate traffic 


in wild game; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 2330) to prevent the 
monopolizing or engrossing of trade or commerce of any kind 
among the several States or with foreign nations, and providin, 
penalties for breach of the provisions hereof and the method o 
enforcing the same; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr.THURSTON. Inintroducing this bill, I desire to state that 
Iclaim no originality for it. It is a bill founded upon the idea 
first presented to the Senate in the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. I have considered the 
suggestion coming from the Senator from Minnesota to be so far 
worthy of the most serious consideration of the Senate and of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, that I have used it as a foundation 
for a proposed statute which I have carefully prepared, with some 
assistance; and I hope it will receive the careful attention of the 
committee and, later, of the Senate. 

Imove that the bill be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

Tho motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 58) for the 
3 of the introduction and spread of contagious and in- 
ectious diseases into the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Health and 


National 1 
Mr. KYLE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 59) making an 
appropriation for the continuation and completion of river im- 
provement work at Pierre and Fort Pierre, S. Dak.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
PENSION EXAMINERS. 


Mr. ALLEN. Isubmit a resolution for which I ask immediate 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
to send to the Senate the names and residences and the political affiliations, 
if known, of the on examiners in the field who were dismissed or dis- 
chi June 30, „and the specific reasons for such action in each case; 
and send to the Senate the names and addresses and political affiliations, 
if known, of such persons as were appointed to succeed them, and those 
among the latter who have at any time n soldiers in the Union Army. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the resolution go over under the rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made to its present con- 
sideration, and the resolution goes over. 


MISSOURI RIVER IMPROVEMENTS. 


Mr. KYLE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to furnish the Senate 
with a T of the special report of Capt. J. C. Sanford, of the United States 
Corps of Engineers, bearing 
ments on the Missouri River at Pierre and Fort Pierre, S. 


CUMBERLAND SOUND IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. PASCO. Ireported yesterday, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, the joint resolution (S. R. 57) making an appropriation of 
$50,000 for sluicing and ing at the entrance of Cumberland 
Sound. Istated then that I would ask leave to file a written re- 
port this morning, which report I have now ready. 

I was instructed by the committee to ask that the joint resolu- 
tion receive immediate consideration. The necessity for the ap- 
3 is owing to the fact that the old channel is closing up 
and shoaling, and a new channel is opening which needs imme- 
diate assistance, 'Tho matter was ed to the attention of the 
War Department by a concurrent resolution of the two Houses, 
and a report was sent in favoring early action on the part of Con- 
gress. at report was last Tuesday referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. It was taken up yesterday, and the engineer in 
charge of the work was before the committee. The committee 
authorized the joint resolution to be reported, and it is important 
that it be now considered. Ido not wish to take up the time of 
the Senate by entering into the particulars of the work, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator from Florida asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the joint resolution 
indicated by him. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. PASCO. I ask that the report be printed in the RECORD in 
connection with my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That will be the order. 

The report this day submitted by Mr. Pasco is as follows: 

[Senate Report No. 370, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session.] 
HARBOR OF CUMBERLAND SOUND. 


Mr. Pasco, from the Committee on Commerce, submitted the following 
repart to accompany Senate resolution 57: 

Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred a communication 

from the Secre resent condition of the harbor of 

Cumberland to 


of War relating to the 
fates of eorgia and Florida, in response 


, between the S 
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pon: resolution of the two Honses of Congross calling for information 


to protect the 


to such harbor and asking whether any action is necessary 
osed against the commerce which usually enters there, 


entrance from being cl. 
rt as follows: " 
e Secretary ts a letter from the Chief of Engineers upon the 
8 with a report from Capt. O. M. Carter, who has had charge of the 
work. 


This work was placed under the continuing-contract system by the river 
and harbor appropriation bill of the Fifty-fourth Congress, and the last ap- 
propriation t was made under the contract entered into by the Govern- 

nt under this law with the Atlantic Contracting Company of New York 
due as the work proceeds and the funds are available to these contractors 
for building and extending the jetties y commenced, and no funds are 
at P tara available for other purposes. 
he report shows that there has been a gradual shifting of the channel 
through the entrance to the Sound and a shoaling which seriously threatens 
the commerce of the port of Fernandina, which passes through this channel. 
The remedy pro is to aid the formation of a new and short route par- 
allel to the n jetty. The erosion of this new channel continues as the 
jetty is extended and raised, and in time an uninterrupted new north chan- 
nel be established, but in the meantime there should bea remedy for 
n» angers hai a threatens the port by the shoaling and gradual closing of 
old channe 

The report recommends an immediate appropriation of $500,000 to con- 
tinue the jetty work under the existing con and an emergent appro- 
priation of $50,000 for sluicing and dredging along the line of the new channel, 
Eo as to open it without delay, and afford prompt relief to the commerce, 
which has already suffered seriously. 

The contractors who enter into this class of contracts are generally willing 
to go on with their work and wait for payment until 6 are made, 
according to the provisions of the law and the terms of the contract. 

The conduct of those who have entered into this contract leads to the be- 
lief that eee d will continue the work upon the jetties as they have done iu 
the past, and the committee are not dis to recommend the appropria- 
tion at the present time of a large sum which is not 8 the terms of 
the law authorizing the continuing contract under which the work is pro- 
gressing. But the great and manifest importance of the work justifies an 
effort to keep the harbor open, and the committee are of the opinion that this 
can be done by carrying out the recommendation contained in the report of 
the engineer in charge and of the Chief of Engineers providing a sufficient 
amount of money to open the new channel by doing the necessary dredging, 


as stated in the earlier part of this re’ 

The sum of $50,000 is required for urpose, according to the engineer's 
report, and the committee have prepared a joint resolution SURE MR 

sum, or so much thereof as may be necessary, with the provision tha 

the limit of cost, as already fixed by law, be not changed. This can be done 
under the present project, which includes an estimate of $150,000 for contin- 
gencies, and they recommend that this joint resolution do pass. 

The communication from the Secretary of War is hereto attached as a part 
of this report. 

[Senate Document No, 163, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session.] 
WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 26, 1897. 

Sin: In 8 to concurrent resolution No. 9, Fifty-fifth Congress. first 

session, dated May 26, 1897, requesting the Secretary of War to furnish the 
with such informationas he may have in his possession with reference 

to the present condition of the harbor of Cumberland Sound, and to inform 
the Congress whether any immediate action is necessary to protect the en- 
trance from being closed against the commerce usually entering the port of 
Fernandina,” I have the honor to transmit herewith a letter from the Chief 
of Engineers, dated June 25, 1897, together with a copy of a report on the sub- 
ject from Capt. O. M. Carter, Corps of Engineers, dated June 15, 1897. 


ery respectfully, 
A 4 R. A. ALGER, Secretary of War. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES SENATE. 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
UNITED STATES ARMY, 

Washington, D. C., June 25, 1897. 
Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of concurrent resolution 
No. 9, by the Senate May 26, 1897, and by the House of Representatives 
June 10, 1897, requesting the Secretary of War to furnish the Congress with 
such information as he may have in his ion with reference to the pres- 
ent condition of the harbor of Cumberland Sound, and toinform the Congress 
whether any immediate actión is necessary to protect the entrance from be- 

ing closed against the commerce usually entering the port of Fernandina.” 
answer to the reference of the above resolution to this office for report, 
I have the honor to submit the accompanying copy of letter of June 15, 1897, 
with two maps. from Capt. O. M. Carter, Corps of Engineers, on the subject, 


&nd beg to invite attention to the views of t officer as expressed in the 
ng aph, as follows: A 
In view of the urgency of the situation, and of the manifest advantages 


to the United States of ai ng artificially in opening the new channel now, I 
am of opinion that the sum of $500,000 should be made available immediately, 
$50,000 of which should be used for sluicing and dredging, and the balance for 
zauna the north and south jetties under the existing contract, without which 
work dredging will give no y meret Ad permanent relief," 
The 8 lution is io ke he 
: ery respec y, your o ent servant, 
HN M. WILSON, 


JO 
Brig. Gen., Chit Engineers, U. S. Army. 
Hon. R. A. ALGER, jj ` adu e : Jis 
Secretary of War. 


REPORT OF CAPT. O. M. CARTER, CORPS OF ENGINEERS, ON CONDITION OF 
THE HARBOR AT CUMBERLAND SOUND. 


UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 
Savannah, Ga., June 15, 1397. 


GENERAL; In compliance with your instructions of the lth instant, and 
in accordance with the provisions of a concurrent resolution of Congress 
“that the Secretary of War be requested to furnish the Congress with such 
information as he may have in his possession with reference to the present 
condition of the harbor at Cumberland Sound, and to inform the Congress 
whether any immediate action is necessary to protect the entrance from be- 
ing closed against the commerce usually entering the port of Fernandina,” I 

ve the honor to submit the following report: 

The project for 1 the entrance to Cumberland Sound, which was 
submitted by the late Gen. Q. A. Gillmore, Mer oi Engineers, in 1879, and 
which was revised in 1891, and again in 1805, at securing a can tip 
a e ero cbe bar of 19 feet at mean low water. The mean and fall of 

e ee 


Operations under that project were Less in 1880, but on account of the 
lack of any. mem in suppl funds, w. have been provided at long in- 
tervals and in totally inadequate amounts, it has been impossible to 

forward the works with proper energy; hence they have not obtained at any 
time the desired controlling influence on the most important hydrographic 
feature, the channel location, and the navigable bar channel bas deser the 
desired route entirely, the present channel crossing the south jetty about 
7,000 feet seaward of its initial point. From the jetty crossing, the sailing 
range runs about south 78° 5 east, reaching deep water ata distance of some- 
what more than a mile and at a point nearly half a mile south of the outer 
end of the south jetty. The shoalest quens on this line is found near its outer 
end, whore the inner and the outer 15-foot curves are separated by a belt from 
i poeta feet wide, with least mean low-water depths of somewhat less than 

eet. 

A com son of the various surveys made since 1888 shows, as might be 
expected under the circumstances, a gradual shifting of the channel to the 
south. Moreover, the period of increased depths upon which the channel en- 
tered in 1893, and which lasted until quite recently, is ended, the shoaling 
seriously . VA commerce of the port of Fernandina. 

The discharge finds so much resistance in the long, shallow south channel 
that a new short northern route is opening, its location being nearly lel 
to the north jetty and about 1,000 feet from it, thus forming an almost direct 
continuation of the deep water of Amelia Basin. The erosion of this new 
channel began in 1895. following the extension of the north Ct and has 
advanced so rapidly that the channel now extends more than 3.000 feet into 
the shoal, with a least width of more than 400 feet between the 12-foot 
curves. Depths of more than 3 fathoms are now found where a sand shoal, 
bare at low water, existed a few years ago. Between the extreme easterly 
end of this 12-foot pocket and the 12-foot curve outside the bar there is still a 
stretch of about half a mile of lesser depth. This barrier is daily decreasing, 
and there is reason to believe that sooner or later it will break down alto- 
gether and an uninterrupted new north channel be established, when the 
closing of the sep in the south jetty can be commenced. 

The river and harbor act of June 3, 1896, appropriated $5,000 for improving 
Cumberland Sound, and provided "that contracts may be entered into by 
the Secretary of War for such material and work as may be nec: to 
complete the present project, to be paid for as appropriations may from time 
to time be made by law, not to exceed in the aggregt te $2,45,000, exclusive 
of amount herein and heretofore appropriated.” 

Under the provisions of that act a contract was entered into on October 8, 
1896, with the Atlantic Contracting Company, of New York, for all of the 
materialand labor necessary to complete the work. Operations have been 
carried on with such vigor 8 company that the funds provided by the 
under civil bill of June 4, 1897, will not ce to pay for what has been done 


y. 

Presumably, however, there is a limit to the readiness and the ability of 
the company to continue work without payment, and that limit may be 
reached during this critical period, when the new north channel is in process 
of formation, when an opportunity is afforded to close the sailing gap in the 
south jetty to confine the channel between the jetties and increase the scour 
there, all without interfering with navigation, and when a failure to do this 
immediately means the loss of an La a UU for quick success, which may 
not be presented again, and the probable closing of the port of Fernandina 
against much of its usual commerce, 

In view of the urgency of the situation and of the manifest advantages to 
the United States of aiding artificially in opening the new channel now, Iam 
of opinion that the sum of $500,000 should be made available immediately, 
$50,000 of which should be used for sluicing and dredging, and the balaace for 
raising the northand south jetties under the existing contract, without which 


work dredging will give no satisfactory or permanent relief. 
Two charta accompany this report. y 
Respectfully su 4 
y O. M. CARTER, 
Captain, Corps of Engineers. 


Brig. Gen. Joux M. WILSON, 
Chief of Engineers, U. S. A. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. WELLINGTON. Mr. President, I rise to a question of 

rsonal privilege. I hold in my hand a copy of the Washington 

ost of this morning, and upon the front page will be found an 
article which is so grossly unjust and so utterly untrue that I 
can not allow it to pass by unchallenged. In it I find an attempt 
but thinly veiled to injure me with the constituency I have in my 
State and embroil me unnecessarily with the President of the 
United States. The article is headed: 


MR. WARNER WILL WIN—THE CONSUL TO LEIPSIO IS CERTAIN TO BE CON- 
FIRMED—LIVELY SCENES IN COMMITTEE—MR. WARNER, SR., AND SENATOR 
WELLINGTON MEET PACE TO FACE—THE SENATOR ATTACKS BOTH FATHER 
AND EON, AND ALSO VENTS CONSIDERABLE SPLEEN UPON THE PRESIDENT, 
CRITICISING THE APPOINTMENTS MADE BY THE LATTER—SOME OF THE 
INSIDE FACTS. 

- Then they go on in this article to predict that Mr. Warner will 

be confirmed. They give what purports to be a full history of 

the meeting of the committee yesterday. 

In the first place, according to my idea, a committee which 
meets to consider a nomination which the Senate itself is later to 
consider in executive session, certainly meets in executive session 
itself, and all the proceedings of that committee should be secret 
and held sacred there. 1 want to know how this newspaper pro- 
cured a report of the proceedings of that committee, and wiy, 
when that report was made, it was not made truthfully and with- 
out coloring. Ido not presume for a moment that any officer or 
member of that committee could have made the report. Who 
else could have made it? Irefused to be interviewed upon the 
faetsin the case, Who could have made it but that other man, 
the creature who was present yesterday to give testimony before 
the committee? What is the report here given? Let me read a 
part of it: 

In his intense 9 Senator WELLINGTON has not only arrayed him- 
salf against all of Mr. Warner's friends an st the en dele 
from the State, to say nothing of Governor Lowndes and other influential 
s land Re ublicans, but LU. has gone out his way to attack the dent 


most bitter mentioned Mr. 


angry scorn with which he 
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McKinley's name in the committee room yesterday was but one of the many 
interesting features of a vay remarkable occasion. Nearly every member 
of the committee was presen 


Then later on they say: 


The Democrats had very little to say, although they watched the develop- 
ments with intense interest. The committee adjourned without action and 
without even fixing a day u which to reassemble. It is known, however, 
that the impression created by Mr. Warner's presentation of his son's case 
was most favorable, etc. 


In the first Jm here isa charge made that I have arrayed 
against myself theentire Maryland delegation. It is a falsehood, 
without any foundation in fact whatever. The Maryland dele- 
gation will stand with me in this fight. They say I have arrayed 
against me the governor of the State. Itis false, false from the 
bottom up. They say that but yesterday, in the committee room, 
I attacked the President of the United States. It is false again. 
I did no such thing. I have criticised the . of Presi- 
dent McKinley. lam a free man; I am a Senator of the United 
States, and I reserve to myself that liberty of judgment which 
will permit me to criticise any appointment made by the Presi- 
dent of the United States which in my judgment is an error, or 
which, for the benefit of the service, should not have been made. 

have criticised the appointments of President McKinley, and 
should the occasion offer when in my judgment it is necessary I 
will do so again. But when 1 did criticise them yesterday, it was 
in a respectful manner. I did not vent " any spleen,“ and I 
do not intend that this OM a p shall place me falsely either 
with the President of the United States or with my constituency. 

I have been the friend of the Administration. I was the friend 
of the present President of the United States before his nomina- 
tion. f stood by him in the convention. I worked and labored 
day and night in the State of Maryland to bring that ancient 
Bourbon State out of the Democratic column and place it among 
the triumphant States which cast their votes for William McKin- 
ley, and we accomplished a work in that State which in my judg- 
ment deserves some consideration. We converted a Democratic 
majority of 30,000 into a Republican majority of three and thirty 
8 for William McKinley. That was some of the work we 

there. 

Ihavea right to put the same consideration that is given to 
other Senators upon the Republican side of the Chamber. I have 
that same right, but if itis not to be given to me, well and good. 
The moan will soon be made. I can exist without it. 

But, sir, if the price of patronage is to be servile obedience, 
then I refuse to give it. Lam a free man. I stand upon my pre- 
rogatives as a Senator of the United States, and I will not be mis- 
represented. I will not be misjudged by reason of such utterly 
untrue newspaper reports. 

Now, then, going on with this villainous statement, they say: 

Mr. WELLINGTON was pony in angry and ill-natured mood when he ap- 
peared before the committee. He n at once with an attack upon the 
character of young Mr. Warner, although in the same breath almost he 
admitted having recommended him for the consulship at Southampton. He 


ed, however, that he had simply signed a letter which Mr. Warner, sr., 
had written, and that he had not had the time to make any inquiries, etc. 


Then they go on further: 


To this letter, Mr. WELLINGTON admitted, the President had paid no atten- 
tion, not even acknowledging it, but on the very day that it was received 
sent in Mr. Warner's name to the Senate. 

This seemed to bean affront which Mr. WELLINGTON could not brook with- 
out feeling the highest degree of resentment. "I want to know,“ he ox- 
claimed, ** whether Iam to have control of the Maryland appointmentsor not? 
If lam, I want to know it; if not, I wash my hands of the whole thing." 


Here is a statement thatisutterly untrue. No such words were 
ever uttered in the committee rooms, and every member of the 
committee who was there present will say that they were not. 

As he continued Mr. WELLINGTON grew more and more excited. He was 
especially incensed - a report that Mr. Warner had assisted him to be elected 


Senator. Why,“ said he, Mr. Warner can not vote in Maryland and he 
can not influence another vote there or any where else.“ 


And right here there is just enough of truth to give it some 
foundation, because that is a fact. 


In conclusion, he made an almost piteous appeal to the committee to stand 
by him and reject the nomination. ‘I have been badly treated by the Presi- 
dent,” he complained, “and although the only Republican Senator from my 
State, lam being ignored." He thought that Senatorial courtesy ought to be 
invoked in his behalf, and asserted that he had given enough reasons Mi en 
vent confirmation. He acknowledged that he knew notte detrimental to 
the young man, except through mere hearsay, and that all the rumors and 
stories went back to college time. He continued to talk very rapidly and 
very loudly, repeating his former statements, and constantly harping on the 
fact that he had been affronted and insulted by the President. 


Another falsehood, another misstatement, another thing that 
can only be characterized in its right way if I were to use, with 
reference to the author, that simple Saxon word which begins 
with an I,“ ends with an “r,” and has two little letters be- 
tween, which the imagination of the Senate will furnish for itself. 

Now, then, the article goes on to give a p tended reply of this 
creature, in which there is very little truth, It goes on further 


and states what purport to be the inside facts of the case. It is 
too long to inflict upon the Senate. Ido notintend to do so upon 
this occasion. It was but a half hour before I came here that 
this infamous article was called to my attention, and ns it en- 
deavored to place me in a false position with the President, I could 
not for a moment hesitate to resent it. 

Mr. President, I intend to be placed fairly. Iintend to be upon 
this floor, as I came here, a Republiean, standing by Republican 
principles and voting for a Republican tariff bill in line with the 
Administration of President McKinley from first tolast. But if 
my Senatorial prerogatives are to be interfered with, then I will 
make war so far as that is concerned. I did not make a piteous 
appeal" to the committee of the Senate. Lask no favors from the 
committee or from the Senate, but I say to the committee and to 
the Senate I have aright to have impartial justice, and I have a 
right to be treated as other Senators have been treated in this body. 
Ihavea right to the advantage of Senatorial prerogative, and if 
that is not given me, then I will know the reason why. I will re- 
main upon the floor of the Senate; there will be no driving me 
out. Iwill remain right here. No man ever struck me a blow 
but that I returned it with interest, and they will find me on deck 
if the struggle is to begin. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 3486) to allow the distillery of the New England 
Distilling Company and the rectifying house of Mullins & Crig- 
ler, both situated in Covington, Ky., to be operated within 600 
feet of each other was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance, 


THE TARIFF BILL, 


Mr. ALLISON, I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 379. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Governnient and to encourage the industries 
of the United States. 

Mr. WHITE. Several Senators this morning, and a number 
yesterday evening, spoke to members of the Committee on Finance 
on this side of the Chamber with relation to the proposed amend- 
ments to the bill. The situation is such that we ought to have, 
and if possible this morning, all the amendments which the com- 
mittee design to pre „especially those of any importance. 
There may be, no doubt, and will be found, cleri: errors in the 
bill, but I refer to those of a vital character. 

We have reached a point where we ought to know the position 
of the committee with reference to the matter of a duty on tea, 
and also beer, and likewise the antitrust amendment, and any 
other matter of a similar important character connected with the 
legislation. Members of the Senate have a right to see those 
amendments, and while we have no disposition to press the com- 
mittee at all, we feel it our duty to those who are not as well in- 
formed upon the billas members of the Republican caucus to 
make this suggestion. I trust that it will be received not as un- 
due urging at all, but as made in view of the necessities of the 
situation and the lateness of the hour. We ought to pass the bill 
to-day or to-morrow if possible. 

Mr. PETTUS. At the proper time I will ask that the Senate 
take under consideration an amendment proposed in reference to 
the sugar trust. It was offered on the 16th of June. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama sends to 
the desk an amendment submitted by him on the 16th of June, 

Mr. ALLISON. Itis the intention of the committee this morn- 
ing to go on with the bill, beginning on page 190. As suggested by 
the Senator from California. I think Senators havearight to know 
as respects important amendments that may be offered hereafter. 
There is one amendment which has not been offered that probably 
will be offered some time during the day relating to the increase 
of revenue. As the sections relating to beer, etc., will be reached 
in a few moments, I will say to the Senator that itis the intention 
of the committee to ask that the amendments of the committee be 
disagreed to. I trust the Senator will allow us a little time tocon- 
sider the question of tea, which was passed over when reached, 

Mr. WHITE. Of course I have no disposition, as the Senator 
knows, to incommode him in the slightest degree; but I made the 
suggestion in view of the fact that my attention was called to the 
matter by many Senators who want to know, and who think 
that the members of the committee on this side ought to have the 
information. We have been unable to furnishit. I presume, as 
to the amendment affecting the revenue to which the Senator 
alludes, I may judge what it is from the newspapers, which, how- 
ever, we were told this morning, and it rather surprised me, are 
unreliable. I observed in the newspapers that there is an amend- 
ment being prepared with reference to a stamp tax; and if that 
is the case I trust the Senator will present it as soon as he possibly 
can, so that we may examine it. 

Mr. ALLISON. That will be done as quickly as we can, 
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Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from 
Iowa if it is correct that the committee are preparing an amend- 
ment of the character mentioned—an excise tax? 

Mr. ALLISON. Some Senators have under consideration mat- 
ters relating to stamps upon certain transfers of stock. That is 
all that I know is in preparation, and it will be submitted to the 
Senate as soon as possible. : r 

Mr. TELLER. Inasmuch as there seems to be some hunting 
for revenue by the caucus af least, I do not know whether by the 
committee or not, 1 should like to inquire whether the committee 
or the caucus have considered the suggestions made by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury that we could get more revenue by decreasing 
the tax on spirits? Is that subject under consideration or is it con- 
sidered worthy of consideration by the committee or the caucus? 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course what is said in caucus is not to be 
divulged; it is kept secret under the ordinary rules of cancus pro- 

ings. lwillsay as respects the matter of distilled spirits that 
the committee have very carefully considered that question and 
also the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury in that 
regard. For myself, I believe that a lower rate upon dis:illed 
spirits in time would produce perhaps a greater revenue, but the 
committee have had more than a dozen amendments relating to 
the question of distilled spirits, not only in regard to the reduc- 
tion of revenue, but as respects all the details and regulations con- 
cerning the treatment of the tax. I myself think it is un wise for 
us on this tariff bill to undertake at this time to revise all the nec- 
essary amendments to a matter so important as the collection of 
the tax upon distilled spirits. ; : 

I believe that there are many necessary and essential modifica- 
tions that should be made to the tax upon distilled spirits, but I 
think it is manifestly impossible for us now to dea! carefully, 
deliberately, and wisely with a matter that involves nearly $109,- 
000,000 of revenue to the Government. So I think I can say to 
the Senator from Colorado and to the Senate that it is the belief 
of the Committee on Finance, or at least of the Republican mem- 
bers of it, who have considered this question, that it ought to be 
taken up with care and deliberation immediately upon the reas- 
sembling of Congress in December, and that the whole question 
should be gone over at that time as to the true tax upon distilled 
spirits and | the many inequalities and injustices in reference to 
the transportation of spirits, its method of storing, its use in 
manufacture, etc. 

Itisa matter of magnitude, which of course relates to the reve- 
nue, but it relates to very many other questions, and I do not think 
we can deal with it wisely upon the pending bill. Although the 
Secretary of the Treasury may be right (and I believe he is right 
in the sense that a lighter tax upon distilled spirits would produce 
more revenue in the end than the one that we have now), it is mani- 
fest to me that it will produce less revenue within the next year, 
and the next year is the time when we shall need revenue the most. 
I also believe that the distilled-spirits tax at the high rate which 
we now have of $1.10 a gallon can be more seen enforced 
than it is now, and I have no doubt, at least I hope there is no 
doubt, that more efficient measures will be taken to enforce the 
existing law until such time as we can make changes in it. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator is correct that a change of tax 
will necessitate a lowering of the revenue collected on spirits for 
a time, this is the proper time for him to try his experiment, if 
any experiment it is, because we have now in the Treasury enough 
money so that if the revenue should fall off for the next year and 
a half or two Lr we would still get along without borrowing 
any additional money. If that is to be the case, we had better 
make this movement now instead of waiting until we have ex- 
hausted the money in the Treasury and then try the experiment. 

If the tax was reduced from $1.10 to 70 cents, it would not 
necessitate any change in the machinery or in the method of trans- 

rtation or anything else. The Government would simply col- 

ect from the distiller 70 cents where it had been collecting $1.10, 
and the disposition or temptation on the part of certain people to 
commit frauds, where the great leak is, would be taken away. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that 
the Secretary of the Treasury in recommending a reduction of the 
tax does not recommend 70 cents, as I understand him, but he does 
recommend in connection with that reduction that there sha!l be 
a complete change in other sections of the law. So his own recom- 
mendation indicates that we must go thoroughly into the whole 
1 of distilled spirits if we are to reduce the tax, and for 
that reason we are not ready to do it now. 

Mr. TELLER. The Secretary of the Treasury says that the 
revenue-getting point is 70 cents. 

Mr. LINDSA With the permission of the Senator, I will send 
to the Secretary's desk and have read a letter which I find in the 
newspapers, written by the Secretary of the Treasury only a day 
or two since, which shows that he desires nothing except a reduc- 
tion of the tax. 

Mr. TELLER. I have the letter on my table. I was about to 
refer to it. Let it be read. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
WASHINGTON, June 80. 


Under date of June 10 Secretary Gage addressed the following letter to 
Senator BURROWS 9 the proposed tax on distilled spirits: 

Sin: Your letter of the 17th instant relative to the legislative 3 
to secure increased revenue by reducing the rate of tax on distilled spirits 
has been received. 

In reply. vou are informed that I do not think it advisable to endanger the 
assage of this measure by appending to it a provision shortening the period 
urinz which the spirits may remain in the bonded warehouses on the dis- 

tillery premises. e allusion in my letter to which you refer, relating to 
the shortening of this bonded period, was merely in the nature of a sugges- 
tion. and was not intended as à recommendation. 

My attention has just been called to this matter, in connection with the 
proposition to reduce the tax, and I considered it proper that the Congress 
should have all the facts that were in my 8 The question as to the 
length of the bonded pees is sufficiently compiex to be a separate meas- 
nre. See joint resolution of March 28, 1878 (20 Stat., page 249), and act of May 
28, 1880 (21 Stat., page 145), where this question is considered without refer- 
ence to any rate of tax. See also, on the other hand, the acts of Juno 6, 1872 
(17 Stat., page 248), fixing the rate of tax at 70 cents per gallon, and the act of 
March 3, 1875 (18 Stat., page 339), 1 he tax rate at 90 cents per gal- 
lon. In neither of these last two named acts, which have produced nearly 
all the revenue derived from distilled spirits, is there any provision modify- 
ing the length of the bonded peor 

would state finally that the two questions are se ble; that the ques- 
tion of the reduction of the rate of tax is of transcendent importance; and I 
think that if the introduction of the proposition to change the bonded period, 
und its consideration in connection with mr the tax rate, seriously com- 
plicates or imperils the needful legislation with reference to the revenue, it 
should be eliminated from the question. 
Respectfully, yours, 


Hon. J. C. Burrows, United States Senate. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
PETTUS] is entitled to the floor. 

ey LLER. I had the floor, I believe, and I did not yield 
the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognized the Senator 
from Alabama | Mr. M ing and he has been standing on the 
floor while the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] and the Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] were exchanging inquiries and 
answers, 

Mr. TELLER. The custom of the Senate has been that when 
a Senator was interrupted he might sit down. Idonotcareabout 
the floor: only I want the traditions and decencies of the Senate 
preserved. 1 was taken off the floor, as I could be only with my 
own consent, to have a paperread. I am entitled to the floor, 
whether the Chair thinks so or not; but it is a matter of no par- 
ticular consequence to me whether I have the floor now or whether 
I have it later on, except I desire, as I repeat, that the traditions 
and decencies of the Senate be preserved. I yield to the Senator 
froin Alabama. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama de- 
sire the floor? 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I surely intended to treat the 
distinguished Senator from Colorado with the utmost courier: 
My understanding was that I had the floor when he intervened, 
and I stood until I thought he was through; but if he desires to 
proceed further, I am entirely willing to yield to him. 

Mr. TELLER. Goon. 

Mr. TELLER subsequently said: Mr. President, I desire to 
make a personal explanation. 

This morning I was taken off the floor, as it seemed to me, 
rather summarily. I was not quite certain whether I was taken 
off the floor by the Senator from Alabama who sits farthest from 
me [Mr. Petrus] or by the Chair; but I was disposed to resent 
it. Isupposed I was taken off the floor because I had dropped 
into my seat while I was listening to the reading of the pa 
offered by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay], he having 
asked me if I would yield to him for that purpose. 

Į learned afterwards that I was not entitled to the floor at all; 
that the Senator from Alabama was entitled to the floor, and that 
therefore the ruling of the Chair was eminently proper in sayin; 
that the Senator from Alabama was entitled to the fioor. for Thad 
been speaking by the courtesy of that Senator, and in his time—a 
fact which I did not know. Therefore I was inclined to think 
that either the Chair or the Senator from Alabama had done me 
some injustice. I find that I was wrong and the Chair and the 
Senntor from Alabama were right. 

Mr. PETTUS. I made a motion, Mr. President, to take up for 
consideration an amendment to this bill in reference to the sugar 
trust, as it is called, or rather the importers of sugar, attempting 
to raise or depress the market value of that article, and I ask that 
it be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Alabama will excuse me, 
I think it was the general purpose to go on with the amendments 
of the committee—I supposed that was the understanding—until 
they were disposed of; and, if it would suit his convenience, I 
should prefer to go on with them, at least for a while this morn- 
ing, and consider the amendments of the committee which have 


L. J. GAGE, Secretary. 


not yet been disposed of. 
Mr. PETTUS. To what hour, or to about what hour? 
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Mr. ALLISON. Ihopewe shall get through them in the course 


of two or three hours. The Senator will not lose his opportunity, 
as he understands, of course, to have his amendment considered. 
Mr.PETTUS. Very well, Mr. President, I do not desire to 
thrust this matter into any improper place. 
Mr. ALLISON. I askto go back to paragraph 188, one of the 


omitted agraphs. on e 58, 
The VICE-PRESID . The paragraph will be read. 
'The Secretary read as follows: 


183. Nickel (except nickel matte), nickel oxide, alloy of any kind in which 
nickel is the component material of chief value, 6 cents per pound, 

Mr. TELLER, Mr. President, I do not desire to continue the 
discussion at this time on the question as to whether a tax on 
whisky is proper or not. Ido not speak for the Administration, 
and I have no connection with it, except as a member of this body. 
I understand that the visa d of the Treasury has sent here two 
letters, in which he states his desire that there shall be legislation 
at this session and in this bill upon this question, for the purpose 
of increasing the revenue. I understand—I do not know whether 
itis true or not—that in the pocket of a Senator of the Secretary's 
party there is an amendment prepared at the Treasury Depart- 
ment and sent here to be introduced, to carry out his idea as to 
what the tax should be upon this article, 

Ido not want to interfere with the orderly disposition of this 
bill. Ido not propose to put myself in a position to be charged 
with unnecessary delay, but I want to notify the committee now 
that before the bill is disposed of I shall discuss the question as to 
what ought to be the tax upon spirits. I shall attempt to show 
that the committee are giving away at least $2,000.000 a month of 
revenue which might be collected, and might be collected withont 
detriment to the public interests or to the interests of the honest 

roducers of spirits. I shall take occasion to do that when the 
nator who has the bill in charge indicates that he has gotten 
through with his proposed amendments. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, the receipts for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, from the tax on distilled 
Spirits made from materials other than peaches, apples, grapes, 
etc., were, in round numbers, $73,741,000. The next year, 1596, 
the receipts were practically the same, $73,743,000. So it is true 
that the increased tux did not produce additional revenue, but the 
condition of business was such that I think it will be found that 
there was not so much 8 or spirits consumed. 

But what I wish particularly to say is, that we did collect in 1896 
873. 743,000 moe xig at $1.10 a gallon. Upon the same amount, 
with the tax reduced to 90 cents a gallon, we should collect about 
$10.000,000 less. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishall discuss that when the time comes, and 
shall show the fallacy of that statement. 

Mr. ALLISON. turning to paragraph 183, I move to strike 
out the aph and insert what I send to the Secretary's desk. 

The VICÉP IDENT. 'The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 183, 
and in lieu thereof to insert the following: 

Nickel ore, 3 cents per pound on the nickel contained therein; nickel matte, 
4 cents per po: on the nickel contained therein; nickel and nickel oxide 


alloy of any kind, in which nickel is the component material of chief value, 8 
cents per pound. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the new para- 
graph will be considered as agreed to. 

r. VEST. Of course we object, Mr. President, but, as I have 
said before, we can not help ourselves. But I want to call atten- 
tion again to the absolute absurdity of this increase. "The rate 
under the existing law on this article is 6 cents, and the House of 
Representatives put the same rate upon this article. There can 
be no reason for it, as the comparative statement of the com- 
mercial situation shows. Weexported from this country, in 1896, 
$442,795 worth of nickel and we imported $53,000 worth. Why 
the necessity for putting on this additional duty? It will not in- 
crease the revenue. It can not be done for the purpose of protec- 
tion, because this enormous excess of exports over imports shows 
that we command the American market and send abroad a large 
amount of this commodity. 

Mr. ALLISON. Has the paragraph been agreed to? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph has been agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask to modify paragraph 605, on page 179, to 
co nd with the amendment just made, I send the amend- 
ment propose to the desk. 
The SECRETARY. In paragraph 605, on page 179, line 2, after 
the word “silver,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘or;” and after the 
word“ copper," in the same line, to strike out the words or nickel 
and nickel matte;” so as to read; 

Ores of gold, silver, or copper matte, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


1 55 ALLISON. Now ask that we go on with the bill at page 


The SECRETARY. On page 190, beginning in line 22, the Com- 
mittee on Finance reported to strike out section 3, as follows: 


Sec. 3. That for the puro ofequalizing the trade of the United States 
with foreign countries and their colonies producing and 8 to this 
country the following articles: ls. or crude tartar, or wine lees, crude; 
chicle; brandies, manufactured or distilled from grain or other materials and 
not specially provided for in this act; champagne and all other sparkling 
wines; still wines, including singer wine or ginger cordial, and vermuth; 
laces made of silk, or of which silk is the component material of chief value; 
all mineral waters, aud all imitations of natural mineral waters, and all 
MM mineral Lr s i ly 8 ed n act; patink and 

ary; mo! and other cles pro 8 208 
of Schedule E of this act, or any of them, the President be, and he is — 
authorized, as soon as may be after the of this act, and from time to 
time thereafter, to enter into negotiations with.the governments of those 
countries . to the United States the above-mentioned articles, or an 
of them, with a view to the arrangement of commercial agreements in which 
reciprocal and equivalent concessions may be secured in favor of the products 
and manufactures of the United States; and whenever the government of 
any country orcolony producing and exporting to the United States the aboye- 
mentioned articles, or any of them, shall enter into a commercial agreement 
with the United States, or make concessions in favor of the products or man- 
ufactures thereof, which in the judgment of the President be reciprocal 
and equivalent, he shall be, and he is hereby, authorized and empowered to 
88 during the time of such agreement or concession, by proclamation 
to that effect, the imposition and collection of the duties mentioned in this 
acton such article or articles so exported to the United States from such 
coun or colony, and thereupon and thereafter the duties levied, collected, 
und paid upon such article or articles shall be as follows, namely: 

Argols, or crude tartar, or wine lees, crude, containing not more than 40 
per cent of bitartrate of potash, one-half of i cent per pound; containing 
more than 40 per cent of bitartrate of potash, 1 cent per pound. 

Chicle, 7 cents per pound. 

Brandies, manufactured or distilled from gra 
specially provided for in this act, 1 per proof gallon. 

Champagne and all other sparklin, Wins, in bottles containing not more 
than 1 quart and more than 1 pint, $6 per dozen; containing not more than 1 
pint each and more than one-half pint $3 per dozen; containing one-half pint 
each or less, $1.50 per dozen; in bottles or other vessels containing more 
1 quart each, in addition to $6 per dozen bottles on the quantities in excess of 
1 quart, at the rate of $1.90 per gallon. 

till wines, including ginger wine or ginger cordial and vermuth, in casks, 
50 cents per gallon; in bottles or jngs, per case of 1 dozen bottles or jugs con- 
taining each not more than 1 quart more than 1 pint, or 24 bottles or jugs 
containing each not more than 1 pint, $1.60 per case, and any excess beyond 
these quantities found in such bottles or jugs shall be subject to a duty of 5 
cents per pint or fractional part thereof, but noseparate or additional duty 
shall be assessed upon the bottles or jugs. 

Laces made of silk, or of which is the component material of chief 
value, 55 per cent ad valorem. : 

All mineral waters, and all imitations of natural mineral waters, and all 
artificial mineral waters, not specially provided for in this act, in or. 
colored glass bottles containing not more than 1 pint, 20 cents per n; if 
containing more than 1 pint and not more than 1 quart, 28 enis r dozen 
bottles, but no separate or additional duty shall be e bottles; 
if imported otherwise than in plain green or colored if 
ported in such bottles containing more than 1 quart, 20 cents per gallon, and 
in addition thereto duty shall be collected on the bottles and other coverings 
at the same rate as would be charged if imported empty or separately. 

Paintings in oil or water colors, pastels, and ink drawings, and stat- 
uary, not specially provided for in act, cent ad valorem. 

Sugar. molasses, and other articles provided for in paragraph 208 of Sched- 
pos E of this act, 92 per cent of the duty imposed thereon in said paragraph 


And it is further provided that with a view to secure reciprocal trade with 
countries producing the following articles, whenever and so often as the 
President shall be satisfied that the government of any country. or colony 
of such government, producing and exporting to the United States coffee, 
tea, and hides, or any of such articles, imposes duties or other exactions upon 
the agricultural manufactured. or other products of the United States, 
which, in view of the free introduction of such coffee, tea, and hides into the 
United States, he may deem to be reciprocally unequal and unreasonable, 
he shall have the power and it shall be duty to suspend, UE aie 
to that effect, the provisions of this act relating to the free roduction of 
such coffee, tea, and hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled; 
Angora goatskins, raw, without the wool, unmanufactured; asses’ skins, raw 
or unmanufactured; and skins, except sheepskins with the wool on, of the 
products of such country or colony, for such time as he shall deem just; and 

such case and during such suspension duties shall be levied, collected, and 
paid upon coffee, tea, and hides, the products or exports from such desig- 
nated country, as follows: ` 

On coffee, 5 cents per pound. 

idee ae Ut ² A aL as piod Ango tskins, 

ides, raw or uncured, whether dry, or pic! : ra goa 
raw, without the wool, unmanufactured; asses’ s raw or unmanuface- 
tured; and skins, except sheepskins, with the wool on, 1j cents per pound. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


SEc.3. That whenever any country, dependency, or colony shall pay or 
bestow, directly or indirectly, any bounty or grant upon the exportation of 
any article or merchandise m such country, dependency, or colony, and 
such article or merchandise is dutiable under the provisions of this act, then 
upon the ROUGH of any such article or merchandise into the United 
States, whether the same be imported directly from the country of pro- 
duction or otherwise, and whether such article or merchandise is imported 
inthesame condition as when exported from the country of production or 
has been 7 5 5 in condition by remanufacture or otherwise, there shall be 
levied and paid, in all such cases, in addition to the duties otherwise imposed 
by this act, an additional duty equal tothe net amount of such bounty or 
prenti bower the same be paid or bestowed. The net amount of all such 

ounties or grants shall be from time to time ascertained, determined, and 
declared by the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall make all needful reg- 
ulations for the identification of such articles and merchandise and for the 
assessment and collection of such additional duties. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Finance. 
Mr.GRAY. Mr, President, section 3, on page 195, is important, 


in or other materials and not 
on. 


and I should like to have the attention of the Senator from Iowa 
a moment in order to ascertain whether there is to be any oppor- 
tunity for modifying it. It ought to be modified, because there 
is a somewhat similar provision in the present law; and in my 


1897. 
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opinion, after a very careful examination of the documents bear- 
ing upon it,it contravenes the treaty obligations of the United 
States with at least one, and perhaps two, of the great countries 
of Europe—Prussia and Austria-Hun . The present law, 
known as the Wilson law, has a provision, I believe—I quote from 
memory—that wherever any country, dependency, or colony shall 
y an export bounty upon any article, in that case—I do not 
De that it says sugar, but any article, which includes sugar 

Mr. ALLISON. The provision in the present law relates to sugar. 

Mr. GRAY. An export bounty upon sugar, 

That in that case thereshould bean additional duty of 10 per cent 
upon the sugar of that character, refined sugar imported into the 

nited States. 

Mr. ALLISON. One-tenth of a cent a pound. 

Mr. GRAY. One-tenth of a centa pound. Iwas thinking of 
the 10 per cent of the committee—one-tenth of a cent a pound; 
which was supposed to be a compensation to the sugar trust or to 
the sugar manufacturers of this country for the stimulus given 
to importations from abroad by the export bounty of the country 

ying it. 
25 r. President, whatever may have been the ground for that ad- 
ditional duty, it certainly resulted in an increased tax to the peo- 
le of the United States and an increased subsidy to the manu- 
acturers of sugar in this country. 

There is under the present law a differential of one-eighth of a cent, 
I believe, in favor of the sugar refiners of this country, and this one- 
tenth of a cent a poang added a tenth to the eighth of a cent pro- 
tection, to the advantage given to the American sugar refiners 
over those abroad in the countries which pay this export bounty; 
and that was the case with the countries from which the largest 
import of sugar was made into the United States. I think prac- 
tically it was another difficulty, another impediment, placed in the 
way of the importation of this competing product from the coun- 
_ tries which most largely exported it. 

A protest has been made by the Government of Germany, by 
His Imperial Majesty the Emperor of Germany, through the 

per channel, the State artment, and to the Congress of the 
United States, protesting against the imposition of this additional 
duty upon the ground that itis in violation of the treaty stipula- 
tions of the United States, After very carefully considering the 
otest, Iam of that opinion, and of the opinion that the United 
tates can not afford, consistently with its honor and with its repu- 
tation as a treaty-observing power, to thus put in doubt, even 
much less openly and clearly violate the treaty—put in doubt its 
ood faith in regard to the obligations it is under to Prussia and 
ustria-Hungary. 

Mr. President, I will have read, because I believe it is a public 
document, it having been printed, this protest of the German 
ambassador in be of his Government, addressed to the Secre- 

of State, the proper channel through which such communi- 
cations should be made, which protest, as I believe, has been sent 
by the Secretary of State to the Finance Committee, and therefore 
is properly in the possession of the Senate. 
he Secretary read as follows: 


[Translation.] 


Note of the German ambassador, addressed to the Becretary of State. April 
5, 1897, protesting against any additional duty being levied on German 
sugar on account of export bounties being paid by Germany. 


IMPERIAL GERMAN EMBASSY, Washington, D. C., April 5, 1897. 
Mr. SECRETARY OF STATE: 


The bill approved by the House of Representatives, now before the Senate 
of the United States (H. R. 379), provides in Schedule E, No. 206, that sugars, 
etc., the product of any country which pays, directly or indirectly, a bounty 
on the "n thereof, shall 2 apart from the actual duty set forth in the 
said No. an additional duty equal to such ores bounty so far as this 
bounty shall be in excess of any (internal) tax collected upon such sugars or 
upon the raw materials (beet or cane) used in their manufacture. 

By instruction of the Imperial Government, I have the honor respectfully 
to invite your excellency's attention to the fact that this provision can not 
be recon with the right of the most favored nation, which is granted by 
existing treaty stipulations to Grerman puo. with respect to the duties 
to be imposed upon them on entry into the United States. The above pro- 
vision, should it become a law, would, on the contrary, by imposing upon 
German sugar a special additional duty and thereby establishing in the 

gate a higher duty than upon sugars from various other countries, 
seriously damage, in treaty violation, German exports to the United States. 

Your excellency is aware that this question was already 

ear 1894 between the Imperial Government and the Government of the 
Inited States. I may, in especial, refer to the memorandum of this embassy 
of July 16, 1891, and to the note of August 28, 1894, addressed by my prede- 
cessor, Baron Saurma, to the Becretary of Btate, Mr. W. Q. Gresham, both of 
which are found TUA on pages 234 and 235 of the proper volume of For- 
Relations of 1894. 

t appears to me needli therefore, to repeat here the text of these two 
documents; but I must say here emphatically that I accept in their entirety 
as my own the argumentsadvanced therein on the part of my predecessor in 
behalf of the opinion held by the Imperial Government. I must state, further- 
more, here that the Ganao palal threatens German exports from the pro- 
visions of the present bill before Con is a much heavier one than that 
which resulted from the tariff law of August 28, 1894, as this law provided 
x for an additional duty of one-tenth of a cent per pound of German sugar, 
while the present bill, should it become a law, entaila much higher addi- 
tional duty upon German sugar. 


discussed in the 


As your excellency further knows. the Government of the United States 
unreservedly recognized the justice of our protest 


any additional 


duty based on our export bounty upon German sugar. 
| irre in words in Ha rapi by Secretary of State W. Q. G 


. This is clearly ex- 
resham to the 
resident of the United States, of October 12, 1891, SET of which was com- 
ina note of Desember 7, 15894, 
printed on 8 20 to of the proper volume of foreign relations for the 
year 1804. e President of the United States explicitly concurred in this view 
of the Secretary of State by recommending to Congress, in his annual mes- 
sage of December. 1894, the repeal of the additional duty upon German sugar. 
The Imperial Government may, therefore, entertain the hope that the Gov- 
ernment of the United Btates willexert every endeavor to explain to Con- 
gress the importance of the existing treaty obligations between Germany 
and the United States, and the consequence to be adduced therefrom in order 
to prevent the proposed provision concerning the adding of the amount of 
the German export bounty to the duty upon German sugar from becoming 
a law in violation of treaty obligation. 

On this occasion I may invite your excellency's attention to another 

pans which my predecessor in 1894 only touched upon. On August 22, 1891, 

eclarations were exchanged at Barat between Mr. Von Mumm, the im- 
perial chargé d'affaires interim, and Mr. John W. Foster, specially em- 
poema by the United States, which had on the one part the 1mportation of 

erman sugar into the United States in view. and on the other the importa- 
tion of American pork into Germany. 'The United Btates made as the basis 
of these declarations the admission, free of duty, of German sugar, pursuant 
to the tariff act of October 1.1890. The tariff act of August 28, 1891, nad 
already shifted in an unfavorable way for Germany the premises upon which 
the exchange of these notes was effected, and they would be changed still 
more to the disadvantage of Germany if the present bill now before Con- 
gress should, without amendment concerning sugar, become a law. 

The Imperial Government would in such event be compelled to regard the 
pone ns defective upon which the German declarations had been based 

the correspondence exchanged in August, 1891, and it would, moreover, be 
confronted with the question whether those advanta should be further 
continued which it had hitherto extended to the United States b applying 
to the importations from that country, especially with regard to its agricul- 
tural products, the minimum tariff established by the customs treaties con- 
cluded between the German Empire on the one hand and Austria-Hungary 
and several other states on the other. 

With respect to the advantages which the United States, and especially its 
agriculture, has been afforded by these reduced duties, I may refer to the 
note of Mr. Von Mumm, chargé d'affaires ad interim, of December 10, 1391, in 
the annex to which the duty rates of the general German tariff are contrasted 
with the treaty tariff. This note will be found printed as an annex to the 
proclamation of the President of the United States of February 1, 1962. 


Accept, etc., 
THIELMANN. 


municated to em and may be found 


Hon. Jonx SHERMAN, 

Secretary of State of the United States. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I have asked that the letter from 
the German ambassador be read in extenso for the reason that I 
thought it proper that that protest, made through the proper 
channel, the Secretary of State, and meant to be brought to the 
attention of this body and of the House of Representatives, should 
be treated with 8 respect. I think it is a courteous and well- 
reasoned paper. I do not think, as I said before, that the United 
States can afford to leave even in doubt its strict adherence to the 
spirit of any treaty bey, were that it has undertaken with other 
nations. I think that the uberrima fides which ought to attend 
a great national obligation of that kind ought to be especially the 
care of the United States Senate to preserve. 

Mr. President, the late Secretary of State, Mr. Gresham, to 
whom a similar protest was made in 1894, when the Wilson bill 
imposed this discriminating duty upon sugar from countries that 
gave an export bounty, made a report to the President, which is 
in print, and I will add it as an appendix to what I say. Ishall 
not trouble the Senate to read it at length now. I think a good 
many who are here now will recollect its purport, and what I 
consider the unanswerable ar, ent made by the then Secretary 
of State to the proposition madein the Wilson bill, and afterwards 
enacted into law, to enact this one-tenth of a cent differential on 
sugar coming from Germany, although it did not say Germany 
or Austria-Hungary, but it said on the sugar coming from any 
country to this from other countries where an export bounty 
was paid on 8 95 brought into the United States. 

I do not think we have avoided the objections made to this class 
of differential duties by leaving out the specific naming of sugar 
as the article to which it is to be applied and the adopting of lan- 
guage such as is employed in section 3 of the amendment of the 
committee to the House provision, which says: 

That never any country, dependency, or colo: ^ 
6 5 x UU ROE: OT, oc HARUM 
then there shall be imposed an additional duty by the United 
States equal to the amount of that bounty upon such article. We 
all know that this is intended puo and perhaps exclusively, 
to apply to sugar. Ido not, of course, mean any disrespect to the 
committee or to intimate that they were trying to evade a duty 
or to do indirectly what they would not be willing to do directly. 

What is now in this section is undoubtedly what was e 
in the Wilson law, to compensate sugar manufacturers by an ad- 
ditional Say for the cheap sugar that came from bomair an ipd 
countries. I do not believe that this is a just ground for such an 
imposition. I do not believe, because we can get the benefit of 
that policy, whether it be wise or unwise to pay a bounty on ex- 
ports, that the people of this country should cease of chea 
sugar by the legislative interference of the Congress of the United 
States. In this section as it is framed a larger protection, a 
larger differential,is given to the American manufacturer of re- 
fined sugar than under the Wilson law. Whereas in the Wilson 
Act it is one-tenth of a cent per pound on sugar coming frora 
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bounty-paying countries, in this bill there is an additional duty | the gravest reason and the clearest tion of the standing of 
equivalent to the amount of the export bounty, which I am in- | the United States in regard toit. I do not believe we can do it 


formed in this case amounts on the two classes of sugar to twenty- 
seven one-hundredths and thirty-eight one-hundredths of a cent, 
respectively, three times as much on the average as the differen- 
tial imposed in the Wilson Act. That passes without much dis- 
cussion, 

We have heard a good deal about what differential ought to be 
given to the sugar manufacturer, and I am not here to deny 
that the American refiners should be treated fairly and should 
receive consideration as other manufacturers have received con- 
sideration and on the same footing as other manufacturers seeking 
protection; but here is an additional and concealed protection, a 
concealed subsidy and bounty, which people do not understand, 
adding very materially to the cost of sugar in the United States 
and to the subsidy thatisto be given indirectly by the tariff bill 
to the sugar refiners. 

That it contravenes our express obligations assumed with Ger- 
many, I will call the attention of such Senators as are interested 
in the matter to the text of that treaty bearing upon the subject. 
It is the treaty between the United States and Prussia of May 1, 
1828, upon which this provision is based. Article 5 of that treaty 
provides: 

No higher or other duties shall be imposed on the importation into the 
United States of any article the produce or manufacture of Prussia, and no 
higher or other duties shall be imposed on the importation into the Kingdom 
of Prussia of any article the produce or manufacture of the United States, 
than are or shall be payable on the like article being the produce or manu- 
facture of any other foreign country. 

Article 9 provides: 

If either pors shall hereafter grant to any other nation any particular 
favor in nav. gat ion or commerce, it shallimmediately become common to the 
other party, freely, where it is freely granted to such other nation, or on 
yielding the same compensation, when the grant is conditional. 

Mr. President, the stipulations of that treaty are continued to 
the present time, even through the change of government and the 
consolidation of the German Empire, so far as Prussia is concerned 
as a constituent part of that Empire, and their case is properly 
represented by the protest of the ambassador from His perial 
Majesty the Emperor of Germany. 

Mr. President, it can not be urged that this bounty is a discrim- 
ination made by Germany or any other bounty-paying country 
against the United States which: justifies a departure from the 
obligations of that treaty. Itisamatter, as urged by the German 
ambassador, of domestic concern with Germany whether they 
shall pay an export bounty or not, and we have no more right to 
take cognizance of that rt bounty as a matter of domestic 
policy in Germany than Germany would have a right to take 
note of the levying of a duty by the United States upon articles 
coming from Germany to this country, or we would have a right 
to take notice of the levying of a duty by Germany upon articles 
going into that country. 

In the protest made by the then German ambassador in 1894 
against the enactment of this provision of the Wilson bill, to which 
I have referred, there is this statement, which I think is very clear 
and conclusive as to the argument to which it addresses itself: 

The United States— 

Says the German ambassador in July, 1894— 
might, for instance, with the same reason assert that German manufacturers 
in any particular branch of indus paid lower taxes than elsewhere, and 
then, in order to bring about a so-called equalization, levy a discriminating 
duty on the German product concerned on its importation into an American 

rt. Itisquite evident that such a view of the case would render the most- 

avored- nation clause altogether illusory. 

So it would, and if we are to treat the payment of bounty by 
Germany upon the export of n-grown sugar as a matter of 
which we can properly take cognizance in theframing of our tariff 
laws and make it the ground for a retaliatory enactment such as 
this, then the favored-nation clause of the treaty between the 
United States and Prussia or any other country would, as this 
gentleman says, be altogether illusory. It could be evaded 

Nations of the standing of the United States and Germany do 
not seek to find plausible grounds upon which to evade the obliga- 
tions undertaken by solemn treaty. They seek to live up to the 
spirit as well as to the letter of treaties, and no other course is 
consistent with the dignity or the reputation and good name and 
fame of this great country. It is on behalf of my own country 
more than on behalf of Germany that I ask the attention of the 
Senate to this protest of the German ambassador, that we may 
preserve our own good faith above suspicion, that we may not be 
put in the category of a nation seeking to avoid it by plausible ar- 
gument and by fine-spun reasoning which perhaps would be out 
of place in a magistrate’s court. 

Mr. President, I think I have said enough, certainly so far as I 
feel that I am concerned in the matter, to bring it to the atten- 
tion of the Senate, and to have rehearsed briefly the pronnag upon 
which I think the attention of the Senate is challenged in this mat- 


ter and the reason why it should be given careful consideration, 
and why this provision should not be enacted into law without 


without making ourselves amenable to the charge of broken faith, 
and under that, as an American citizen as well as an American 
Senator, I should be exceedingly restive. 


APPENDIX. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, D. G, October 12, 1895. 
The PRESIDENT: 

The note of the German ambassador of August 28, 1894, protests inst the 
additional duty of one-tenth of a cent a pound imposed by the tari act of 
that date on sugars which are imported from, or are the product of, à country 
that pays a bounty on the exportation of such sugars. 

The protest is upon “the fact that such a measure could not be 
reconciled with the most-favored-nation clause which governs the economic 
relations of the two countries," but that it is rather a differentiation 
whereby the exportation of German sugar to the United States is “ more 
unfavorably treated than that of several other European countries," In this 
relation the German ambassador says: v 

“The granting of an muon bounty is a domestic affair of Germany. An 
intent not to fu its treaty stipulations based upon the most-favored-nation 
clause can not therefore be inferred from this by any other country. [He 
also declares] that the view which has been echa A by the legislative 
bodies of the United States would render the effects of the most-favored-na- 
tion clause illusory, and that it would expose the contracting parties to the 
adoption of arbitrary duties, which it is the object of treaties containing a 
most-favored-nation clause to prevent.“ 

By the tariff act of October 1, 1890, an additional duty of one-tenth of a cent 
a pound was imposed on su rted from countries that paid a greater 
bounty on the exportation of refined sugar than was d on raw sugar. 
Against this additional duty it does not appear that the German Government 

rotested. The reason, however, why no such Bem was made may per- 

aps be discovered by a comparison of the provisions of the two acts. B 
the act of 1890 the additional duty was im only on sugars above No. 16 
Dutch standard, and on them on the conditions above stated. By the act of 
Meier sie San e duty is imposed on all sugars, whether above or below 

ats 5 

The value of sugars imported into the United States from the German 
Empire has been more than $15,000,000 annually. Of this egate onl 
$200,000 or $300,000 worth, or about one seventy-fifth, was above No. 16 Du 
standard. The effect, therefore, of the additional duty of one-tenth of a cent 
under the tariff act of 1890 was comparatively insignificant. 


The treat; tween the United States and Prussia of May 1, 1828, on which 
the protest is based, contains two stipulations that bear on the present ques- 


on. 

Article 5 provides: 

* No higher or other duties shall be imposed on the importation into the 
United States of any article the produce or manufacture of Prussia. and no 
higher or other duties shall be im on theimportation into the podes 
of Prussia of mr article the produce or manufacture of the United States, 
than are or shall be payable on the like article being the produce or manu- 
facture of any other foreign country." 

Article 9 provides: 

“Tf either party shall hereafter grant to any other nation any particular 
favor in navigation or commerce, it shall immediately become common to 
the other party. freely, where it is freely granted to such other nation, or on 
yielding the same compensation, when the grant is conditional.“ 

The stipulations of these two articles place the commerciai intercourse of 
the United States and Prussia, not the entire German Empire, on the most- 
favored-nation basis; the flrst. by providing that the duties shall not be 
higher than “on the like articles being the produce or manufacture of any 
other foreign country;" the second, by providing that any particular favor 
granted by either party “to any other nation" shall “immediately become 
common to the other party.” 

In other words, these stipulations give either party the right, special en- 
gagements of reciprocity being excepted, to take the duties levied by the 
other on articles the produce or manufacture of any other country. and to 
demand the same treatment for its own products and manufactures. It is 
obviously no answer to this to say that certain discriminating duties levied 
by one party on the products or manufactures of the other are not confined 
to the latter, or to any country by name, but apply equally to all countries 
that may happen to fall in a certain ca ry. there is any other 7 4 1 5 
or if there are other countries, which either by name or 2 525 general classiti- 
cation are exempt from the duty MM engagements o! 1 being 
excepted), the requirements of the — are not fulfilled. To say that the 
discrimination is not specifically and explicitly national, or that it applies te 
more than one country, is a mere argumentative subterfuge, inconsistent 
with the clear intention of the treaty. 

By the second article of the commercial convention between the United 
States and Great Britain of July 3, 1815, it is provided, in language almost 
identical with that in the uM i treaty with Prussia, that 

No higher or other duties shall be imposed on the importation into the 
territories of His Britannic MNT in Europe. of any articles the growth, 
produce, or manufacture of the Unfted States, than are or shall be payable 
on the like articles being the growth, produce, or manufacture of any other 
foreign country." - 

By the general customs act of 7 William IV, section 60 (1838), it was pro- 


vided: 

That the Sur apon: rice, rough orin the husk, imported from the west 
coast of Africa, shall be, per quarter, ipensp y 

Under this aċt the general duty on the same kind of rice, which was com- 
monly called rough rice. ox pay was 2s. 8d. per bushel. Bysome members 
of the British Board of Trade it was argued that the discrimination was not 
inconsistent with the provisions of the convention, since it gave an advan- 
tage, not to the produce of any particular country, but only to articles of 
commerce shipped froma particular place, and treated the product of all 
countries alike. 

Against this contention the United States protested. 

In a note to Lord Palmerston of February 1, 1841, Mr. Stevenson, the min- 
ister of the United States in London, said: ^ A 

“If it be admitted, as it must be, that by prd EAE onn of the existing law 
all rice, wherever produced (and of course t of Africa), can be imported 
into British ports at the low duty of a penny per quarter, upon what princi- 
ple can it be maintained that Africa is not thereby placed upon the footing of 


1891, 


— 


a favortd nation, with advantages given to her produce which the treaty 
intended equally to secure to the United States? the stipulations of the 
treaty be defeated or evaded by Great Britain allowing Africato import from 
her coasts not only her own rice but that of other nations?" 

The result of this protest was that the British Government equalized the 
duties on rough rice imported from the United States and from the western 
coast of Africa. (House Executive Document No. 2, Twenty-seventh Con- 
gress, second session, pages 47-57.) 2 

The discrimination in the act of 1891 is even more pointedly at variance 
with the treaty stipulations in question than was the discrimination in the 
British act of 1535, since it imposes, expressly, an additional duty on an arti- 
cle as the produce or manufacture, and because it is the produce or manufac- 
ture, of a country that may happen to fall within a disfavored category. 

Itisscarcely necessary to say that the question now under consideration 
can not be affected by the form in which the discrimination is created— 
whether it is created br granting a duty lower than the general duty, or by 
imposing a duty in addition tothe general 2 55 The form in which the dis- 
crimination is created is no criterion either of its extent or of its effect. In 
reality, in the present case, the discrimination, so far as its effect is now as- 
certained, would fall on Germany and Austria-Hungary alone. If it tell on 
only one country, or on three or more, the question of treaty construction 
would remain, so long as there was any other country that was favored. 

Another question, however, is yet to be consider Can the payment by 
a government of a bounty on the exportation of an article of its produce or 
manufacture be considered in the light of a discrimination which may war- 
rant another government in laying on the importation of such article an ad- 
ditiona! or discriminating duty, in spite of a most-favored-nation stipulation? 

The answer seems to be plain, that the payment by a country of a bounty 
on the exportation of an article of its produce or manufacture for th» pur- 
pose of encouraging a domestic industry can no more be considered as a dis- 
crimination than can the imposition of a protective or practically prohibitive 
duty on the importation of an article the produce or manufacture of a for- 
eign country for the same purpose be so considered. The two measures are 
the same in principle; the question as to which shall be adopted isa matter 
of domestic policy. It is a matter in respect of which nations, in stipulating 
for equality of treatment, have preserved liberty of action. The protective 
duty on importation and the bounty on exportation are alike intended, what- 


* ever may be their effect, to create a national advantage in production or in 


manufacture. As between the two, the bounty is the more favorable to the 
inhabitants of foreign countries, since it tends toenable them to get cheaper 
articles at the expense of the bounty paying 8 
Formerly the Government of the Unit tates paid a bounty on all ex- 
rted pickled fish that were derived from the fisheries of the United States. 
Section 2, act of July 29, 1813, Stat. L., volume 3, page 1 Deeg act was con- 
tinued in force in 1516, its duration having originally n limited to the 
period, whatever it might be, covered by the war with Great Britain and a 
year thereafter. (Act of February 9,1816, Stat. L., volume 3, page 254.) It 
remained in force for many years; it seems still to have been in force in 1845. 
It probably never was i: ned that this act created a discrimination which 
might expose the United States to retaliatory or discriminating dutiesat the 
hands of foreign governments. 

Inlaying protective duties on foreign articles instead of paying bounties 
on domestic products, the immediate effect, if not the object, of the law is 
to curtail importations; but so long as the duties imposed are equal on the 
products or manufactures of all nations, though in practice they may operate 
most unequally, fore nations can not object on legal grounds. ey can 
not allege discriminations in the treaty sense. Itis understood, when treaties 
against discriminat duties are made, the governments reserve the right 
to favor by duties or by bounties their own domestic production or manufac- 


The additional duty, therefore, levied by the act of 1894 on all sugars com- 
ing from bounty-pa countries is not responsive to any measure that may 
be considered as constituting a discrimination DN countries nst the 
production or manufacture of the United States, but is itself a discrimination 

inst the produce or manufacture of such countries. It is an attempt to 
offset a domestic favor or encouragement to a certain industry by the very 
means forbidden by the treaty. 

I assume that the German Government does not claim the treaty affords 
5 9 ground for protest against the additional duty on sugars not shown 
to be the produce or manufacture of Prussia. 

Respectfully submitted. 

W. Q. GRESHAM. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, the argument of the distin- 

ished Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] is correct, that the 
imposition of a bounty on sugar exported from Germany in favor 
of its own export trade is a matter of domestic concern to that 
Empire; but whenever that export bounty touches the interest of 
the United States or any other country in a way either seriously to 
impair or destroy that interest, then it becomes a question of vital 
ieri d concern to the country to which the exported article is 

rought. 

The Senator from Delaware perhaps has not taken cognizance 
of the condition of the sugar culture in Germany. The German 
sugar makers are protected against the importation of any foreign 
sugar by a tariff which is entirely prohibitory. No foreign sugar 
can enter a German port. Then, in addition to that, they give 
an export bounty on raw sngar of twenty-seven one-hundredths 
of a cent per pound, and on refined sugar of thirty-eight one-hun- 
dredths of a cent per pound. So we have an industry which is 
walled in against all outside interference, protected against any 
foreign invasion, with unlimited power to invade other countries 
and to destroy industries in those countries about upon an even 
plane with the protected industry of the country which gives the 
export bounty. 

suppose this case for the consideration of the Senator from 
Delaware: Suppose the conditions of raising wheat iu Delaware 
&nd in pip Seng Wa about even; that the only advantage Dela- 
ware had over Germany was in the matter of tr: rtation and 
freight across the ocean, the same advantage pos by Germany 
over Delaware. Now, if Germany were to give an export bounty 
of such an amount as to induce the Germans to export their wheat 
into Delaware and ruin its wheat growers, I want to know whether 
it would not become a matter of domestic policy to the United 
States to preserve that industry from destruction? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2205 


I think it would. It is one of these retaliatory acts that coun- 
tries are bound to resort to as a matter of self-defense when the 
interests of their people are threatened, when the pursuits of its 
own people are about to be destroyed. It then becomes a little 
more than a matter of domestic policy. It becomes a matter of 
self-preservation, and that is the way I look at it. 

As a general rule, I am not opposed to taking cheap goods from 
any quarter of the globe, coming from where they may; but in 
this particular instance I do not believe it will be proper to allow 
the Germans to come into the United States with their bountied 
sugar and destroy the product of the domestic growers. The 
bounty would bea sufficient inducement for the exportation of 
their sugar, and is of a sufficient amount to destroy the industry in 
the United States. 

I call the attention of the Senator from Delaware to the fact 
that the sugar industry of Germany is, in my opinion, a most 
pernicious example of the bad effects of protection and sugar 
bounties. Here is an industry which levies upon the people of 
Germany, according to the reports that Mr. Consul Mason makes, 
about 8 cents per pound additional to the price of sugar in the 
United States. 

In other words, where the people of the United States are con- 
suming sugar at about 43 cents vd pound, the Germans are con- 
suming it at 7} cents a pound. That shows the deleterious effect 
of the system of protection. An artificial industry, built up on 
props, not able to sustain itself even by high protection, has to 
resort to the expedient of export bounties in addition to prohib- 
itory duties. 

I would inquire whether a system of that sort, artificially sup- 
ported in every direction by law, ought to be permitted to destroy 
industries in other countries? In my opinion, it becomes then a 
question of self-preservation of any country whose industries are 
threatened by a flood of exports induced by an export bounty. 

Mr. President, while I am on my legs. and the question of sugar 
is up, I propose to say something about the report of the Secretary 
ofthe Treasury on the resolution introduced by me in the Senate on 
the 17th ultimo in regard to the evidence upon which the Treasury 
drawback allowance was based. It was asserted by my amiable 
friend the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ArrisoN] in charge of the 
bill on the Republican side that the Treasury statement of draw- 
back allowances was absolutely correct. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator from Louisiana if the 
report has yet been printed? 

r. CAFFERY. I procured proof sheets yesterday. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. CAFFERY. It was stated by the Senator from Kentucky 

Mr. Linpsay] when it was alleged the statement was prep: 

y the late distinguished Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Carlisle, 
and therefore correct, that Mr. Carlisle got his information from 
the sugar trust, and the report of the Treasury Department shows 
that the information came from the king of the sugar trust, Mr. 
Havemeyer. 

It v Hed that Mr. Ira Ayer wrote to a number of sugar refiners 
to get from them a statement of the exact number of pounds of 
raw sugar required to make a pound of refined sugar of a certain 
degree, and I have here what he says. I will read from the proof 
sheets of the report of the Treasury Department: 


In seeking the fullest information sible relative to the “ yield " of re- 
fined products from raw sugars of different kinds and grades, I addressed a 
letter to the principal refiners of the country dated January 5, 1895, inclosing 
^ osa ees Im which each was requested, as far as practicable, to fill out. 

x 
The names of the refiners to whom this letter was addressed are: Nash, 


can Bugar Refining 8 New York, N. V.; B. H. Howell, Son & Co., 

ollenhauer Sugar Refinin Company New York, 

. ¥.; The W. J. 

ia, Pa.; William Henderson, 
New Orleans, La.; Cunningham & Miller, Sugarland, Tex. 


pany and the National Sugar Refining Com y re 
March 6, 1895, respectively, adag eir inability to furnish 


So it is seen that two of the refiners failed to makeany response 
n to the letter of Mr. Ayer making these inquiries, as 
stated. 


Messrs. Cunningham & Miller replied under date of April 13, rera 
themselves partially of the use of the blank form which had been furnish 
them. (See Exhibit C.) A similar response was received from William 
Henderson under date of April 18, 1895, 

Sworn statements were subsequently received from both of these firms, 
covering 1 information which they had flrst sent as per form 
furnished. (Exhibit B.) 

The Mollenhauer Moe * Company furnished a sworn statement 
under date of April 22, . (Exhibit B.) 

Mr. H. O. Havemeyer, president of the American Sugar Refining Company, 
furnished information by letters dated, respectively, February 21 and April 
15, 1895. (Exhibit B.) 


Mr. Havemeyer made no sworn statement whatever. He wrote 
m letters at different dates, with long intervals between the 
etters. 
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r ees in charge of the United States labora- 
2 : 3 by letter through the appraiser, 


ril 9, t B. 
Inan n ofthe same question made at San Francisco., Cal, in 
1886, I obtained the sworn statement of E. L. G. Steele, president and man- 
rof what was then known as the American Sugar Reflning Company, of 
t city, and certain figures taken from that statement (Exhibit A, with my 
report dated August 24, 1880) are used in this report. 

A tabulated statement of the information received from the sources above 
mentioned, with reference solely to the refined products obtainable from 100 

s of raw cane centrifugal sugar testing 96 degrees by the peer iscope, 
been prepared and is submitted herewith, marked * Exhibit D." 

It would appear that Mr. Havemeyer made two statements in 
Jetters of different dates, from February 21, 1895, to April 8, 1895, 
and Mr. Sherer furnished his information by letter, ugh the 
appraiser, of April 9, and in 1886 a statement was obtained from 
the president and manager of the American Sugar Refining Com- 
pany in San Francisco, which is said to be an exhibit appended 

the document, but which I can not find. Possibly it may have 
been overlooked in the printing. His statement was derived in 
1886, and is stated from the memory of the investigator. 

These are the sources of the information: Mr. Havemeyer, the 
president of the American Sugar Refining Company in New York; 
another president of the American Sugar Refining Company in 
San Francisco, in 1886, and Mr. Mollenhauer under the wing of 
the sugar trust, embraced within the sugar trust in all likelihood; 
and the only independent statements in regard to the whole mat- 
ter of the number of pounds of raw sugar it takes to make a pound 
of refined are not taken as the basis of the drawback allowances 
of the Treasury Department. 

In Exhibit B is a copy of a letter which Mr. Ira Ayer, special 
agent of the Treasury, sent to all these refiners; and he says in 
the letter: 

It is usual in these cases to ask for asworn statement of the manufacturer, 
and I will thank you therefore to have the statement, when completed, duly 
sworn to. 

It would seem that a manufacturer enjoying so much protection 
from the Government of the United States and engaged in a busi- 
nessof such proportions as that of manufacturing and refining 
sugar for the consumption of 72,000,000 people would not treat in 
an airy and indifferent style a communication such as was ad- 
dressed to him by Mr. Ayer. Here is what Mr. Hayemeyer has 

say: 

T THE AMERICAN SUGAR REFINING COMPANY, 
New York, January I4, 1895. 


DEAR SIR: Oning to my absence from the office through illness for the 
past ten days, I am but now in receipt of your communication of the 5th in- 
stant, and hope to give the matter my attention at an early date. 

Now,he was sick. I hope he does not get monkish at that 
period, for when health returns, frail man is apt to forget his de- 
vout tendencies. The letter is dated January 14. He was going 
to reply at an early day. He waits until February 21 prayerfully 
to think over this important matter about which he was addressed, 
and here is what he says: 

DEAR SIR: In to your letter of February 18, I beg to state that 
$2 pounds of hard refined sugar and 6 pounds of sirup are ob ble from 100 
pounds of first-class centrifugal sugars, polarizing 96 degrees. 

Ninety-two pounds of hard refined sugar, he says, are obtain- 
able. How much more is obtainable? Is any more sugar obtain- 
able? There are 96 pounds of sugar in the 100 pounds of raw. 
Mr. Havemeyer airily says there are 92 pounds of hard granulated 
sugar. Then he states: 

ighty-eigh: nds of hard refined sugar and 10 pounds of are ob- 
taina Sio from Hirst clas raw beet sugars reper q g * degrees Aren and of 
It inpractombie to furnish the yields from any other grades of sugar in 
hard refined and sirup, none being used in their manufacture, 

Here is the statement therefore that our granulated sugar is 
made only from cane su testing 90 degrees by the polariscope, 
and raw beet sugars of 88 net analysis: 

The sirup from the beet sugar is of no value; that from the centrifugal 
cane varies from one-half cent to 1 cent (say three-fourths cent) per pound. 

What sort of a statement is that, Mr. President, to give to the 
United States, whose benefici he is? When making millions 
according to his own testimony by this differential in his favor, 
he says not one single word about the amount of sugar possible to 
be made out of the residue, only stating that the sirup was com- 
paratively of no value, one-half to a cent a pound. He says the 
&irup from the beet is of no value whatever. 

Now, Mr. Havemeyer bethought him later that perhaps his 
statement was not full enough; that he had left out something: 
that while there were 96 pounds of crystallizable sugar in 100 
posude of raw at 96 test he only accounted for 92 pounds of granu- 

ted sugar, and whatever sirup there was was worth about half 
a cent a pound. 

He wrote a letter dated the American Sugar Refining Com- 
pany, New York, April 15, 1897," as follows: 

DEAR SIR: In response to your communication of April 8— . 

So therefore between February 1 and the date of this letter Mr. 
Ayer had written him another communication, as the first one did 


not give as many facts in relation to this question of drawback 
allowance, the number of pounds of raws it took tomake a pound 
of refined, as was required— 


1 to say that the sirup valued in my letter to you of February 21 at from 
one- cent to 1 cent per pound (or, which is the ns thing, 6to12cents per 
llon) is table sirup r it has been subjected to the full process of refining, 
ltering, clarifying, etc. Without such process itis fit only for distilling pur- 
pou —— miis 2 package, at 2 to 3 cents per gallon, an average of one-fifth o 
The polarization of these sirups averages about 40— 


Forty degrees, I suppose, of saccharine strength, but the degree 
is not mentioned here— 


and the weight 12 pounds per gallon, with 20 per cent water. 


Mr. President, the Treasury drawback allowances are made upon 
Mr. Havemeyer's statement, 92 pounds of hard granulated sugar 
and 6 pounds of sirup. 

Mr. Cunningham's statement is as follows: 

Possible product of hard refined eur from imported raw cane sugar, and the 


8 under the ordinary methods of refining now ín use in the United 
ates. 


puces 
Polarization. 8 Hard, Ex. Ot. Sirap. | Loss. 
Pounds. Pounds. | Pound. | Pounds. | Pounds. 
(EI ARE M 100| 9218 .92| 3.49 3.08 


100 88.24 4.61 5.93 


Loss consists of water, ash, and other impurities. Hard refined tests from 
ei peers to 100 degrees; Ex. C f, 90 degrees to 94 degrees; sirup, 32.8 degrees 
0 egrees. 


Mr. Cunningham's statement gives, as the product of 100 

pounds raw, at 96 degrees, as follows: Hard refined, 92.16 pounds. 

Zxtra C, ninety-two one-hundredths of a pound. Solid matter in 
sirup, 3.49 pounds. Loss, 3.08 pounds. 

As tothe polarization of the 5 I have quoted the 
sworn statement of the chemist of Mr. Cunningham. Heis an 
honest man; he is not in the sugar trust; he has given a fairly 
correct statement. He has a small retinery. He turns out 400 or 
500 barrels a day at most. Some of the sugar-trust factories turn 
out 12,000 barrels per diem. 

If Mr. Cunningham can get 93 pounds of first-class sugar, hard 
granulated and extra C, and leave solid matter in the sirup of 31 
pounds, which Mr. Havemeyer has not accounted for, how is it 
that the Havemeyers, with their enormous works, with their 
tremendous output, can not make as much? Why was not the 
Treasury Department statement bottomed upon the statement of 
Cunningham and Miller? Why was the statement of Mr. Have- 
meyer taken without any inquiry further than these loose state- 
ments? Here is a statement from Mr. Havemeyer not sworn to. 
Here is a statement from Mr. Cunningham and Mr. Miller, sworn 
to by their chemist. That statement is disregarded and the state- 
ment of Havemeyer taken. 

Now, here is the Government chemist, Mr. Sherer. Mr. Sherer 
made no examination himself. He inquired, he says, but he does 
not give the particular sources of information. Here is what he 
says: 

UNITED STATES LABORATORY, 


OFFICE OF APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE, 
New York, N. Y., April 9, 1895. 


Srr: Referring to letter of Special Agent Fra Aro April 8, 1895, request- 


ing a statement me showing the 8 roducts ob able 
from 100 pounds of cane — cd (centrifu D po g 90 vy and further 
ra rade deed average tests of each refined products and the character of 
ihe average yield from 100. 55 (centrifugal) polarizi 

The average yie m pow of cane sugar (cen po ng 
96 degrees, as ascertained from the last available sources of information, is, 
in my opinion, as follows: 

Pounds. 

Hard refined sugar . 
S 
Loss 


The test of hard refined sugar ranges from 99 degrees to 99.9 degrees; of 
sirup, from 30 degrees to 40 degrees. 

I will print the whole of these statements in the RECORD as an 
appendix.) 

Now, Mr. President, we come to the averages of all these state- 
ments. I have not read the statement of Mr. Mollenhauer, nor 
the statement of Mr. Henderson, for Mr. Henderson's statement is 
based upon 97 degrees sugar, when the investigation was taken on 
the basis of 98 degrees sugar. Mr. Mollenhauer's statement is so 
loose as not to form the base of any calculation whatever. He 
gives 80 pounds of hard refined as the result of a hundred pounds 
of raw sugar at 96 test, and he gives 15 pounds of soft sugar; but 
giving so few pounds of hard refined, it was absolutely necessary 
for him to make up the loss by a great number of pounds of softer 
sugars, 

ut here are the statements which are entitled to some consider- 
ation, the statement of Mr. Havemeyer, the statement of Messrs, 


1897. 
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Cunningham and Miller, and the statement of the Government 
chemist at the United States laboratory. Both of these statements 
exceed the estimate of Mr. Havemeyer, and both are disregarded 
and Havemeyer's taken. The average of all of these statements, 
according to this Treasury report, is 92.46 pounds, including the 
statement of Mollenhauer, which gives only 80 pounds. 4 

There are hundreds and thousands and millions of dollars in this 
matter, and here even is the general average of all thesestatements 
disregarded and the statement of Mr. Havemeyer taken literally 
and exactly as he gave it. E 

Mr. President, from an analysis of this report, which regulates 
both the duty upon refined sugar as based upon polariscopic test 
and the number of pounds of raw which it takes to make a number 
of pounds of refined, and the drawback allowances on export of 
sugar, it will be seen that the statements upon which the drawback 
allowances are based are exceedingly loose, inartificial, and, in my 
opinion, erroneous and inaccurate. 

Messrs. Cunningham and Miller practically in their statement 
give 94 pounds of sugar. This sirup which Mr. Havemeyer says 
is worth only half a cent a pound when it is refined is worth 
much more. During the conversation I had with Mr. Buynitzky, 
of the Treasury Department, he told me that there was a draw- 
back allowance asked upon sirup valued at 30 cents a pound. 
Here is the Treasury statement that allows about 1 cent a pound. 
They can make sirup on an allowance of 2 cents and get a drawback 
on it of from 5 to 20 and 30 cents. When they export it it is a 
perfect bonanza to the sugar trust or to anybody else who wants 
to export sugar or sirup. 

Mr. President, it ap we are ting somesirup. Hereis 
a statement from the ury showing that in May, 1897, there 
was $6,201.36 worth of sirup exported. In April, 1897, there was 
$3,002.80 exported. But it does not give the allowance of the 
drawback per gallon. It gives the value of the total product, but 
it does not appear from this statement, which has been derived 
unofficially from the Treasury Department, that there has been 
any valuation of the sirup per on. They report in those 
same months $4,046 of sugar in May, and $4,520.32 in April last, 
exported. In 1896 they exported refined sugar numbering 9,108,- 
259 pounds, worth $450,750, and sirup, 6,953,307 gallons, worth 
$787,870. 

See what frauds can be perpetrated upon the country in the 
way of drawback allowance under a Treasury regulation by not 
giving the accurate number of pounds of refined sugars made out 
of raw sugars of a certain test and not accurately accounting for 
the soft sugar and sirup. 

I have not any proof to show what this exported sirup and 
sugar are worth per golon or pound, and therefore I can not tell 
what the drawback allowance was upon it. 

I will refer to the peculiar clause in this drawback law, if I can 
lay my hands right on it, in which it is stated that not more than 
8 cents per gallon should be allowed for sirup exported unless the 
Treasury, upon investigation, concluded to give more. That is 
about the amount of it, but I suppose when the refiner claims it 
to be worth, say, 30 cents a on or 20 cents a on, the Treas- 
ury is not very hard to convince that it is worth more than the 
8-cent limit. 

Mr. President, I stated that the present sugar schedule is not 
upon a proper basis. Given the number of pounds of raw sugar 
to make a pound of refined and given the differential between raw 
and refined, it is easy to ascertain the duty levied by polariscopic 
test. It is manifest, therefore, when they get a larger number of 
See of raw su than are necessary to make a pound of re- 

ned, they make both in the matter of duty and in the matter of 
drawbacks upon export. So the statement of the Treasury De- 
partment, in my opinion, is incorrect. Inevercould seehow when 
there were 96 pounds of sugar in a hundred pounds of raw you 
could throw away 4 pounds of it as practically worthless. 

It is true that there is a little ash in the residue, which in the 
process of refining makes a good deal of invert sugar; but they 
get that back again in the shape of first-grade sirup, and a large 
quantity of the sirups said to be made from 4 pounds of sugar will 
make the second-grade sugar, called extra Cs. 

Mr. President, I would inquire seriously of the Senate, what hold 
has the sugar trust upon the legislative branch of the countr 
that it is necessary to give it the differential carried in this bill? 
They get a clean differential of 20 cents; they get a countervailing 
duty of 38 cents a hundred; they get a clean duty of 58 ‘cents ac- 
cording to the schedule itself, without any sort of reference to 
prices. 

Mr. GRAY. You want to give them the countervailing? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iam willing to cut off the differentia] and 
give them the countervailing, or cut off the countervailing and 
givé them the duty. The countervailing is, under the circum- 
stances, too high. 

Not only is this countervailing duty sufficient, but on top of 
that countervailing duty is added this 20 cents clear, extra, use- 


less tariff. It isfit for nothing but to make this institution, al- 


ready too strong, doubly strong. Every succeeding Congress has 


felt the weight of the sugar trust. Its representatives are among 
the most astute men in the world, and in the formation of every 
bill the sugar trust works its sweet will and has its own way. 
Iread the other day statements showing that the wholesale 
grocers of the United States were virtually slaves of the sugar 
trust. The consumers are the virtual slaves of the sugar trust. 
This institution has the hardihood to say and did say, in the in- 
vestigation before the Lexow committee, that it was of inesti- 


mable good to the citizens of the United States, in that it had 
lowe’ the Ae of sugar to the consumer. That statement is 
absolutely false. 


The price of sugar has not been lowered by the sugar trust, and 
the sugar trust makes as much differential duty under the Wilson 
Actasitdid under the McKinley Act. It makes asmuch differen- 
tial between the raws and refined as it did when brown sugar was 
worth 8 cents a pound, and now, when raw sugar is worth about 
2.3 cents per pound, according to the statement of Mr. ALDRICH, 
the differential in favor of the trust in the open market is about 
the same, nearing a cent & pound. 

I introduced a table some time ago in the discussion of this bill 
showing that the differential in favor of the trust now was much 
greater than it was when brown sugar was worth 7 and 8 cents a 
pound. They have hammered the price down to the Leone 
and with false pretenses are trying to make capital in their favor 
by the lower prices of sugar and claiming the gratitude and 
thanks of the millions who consume their sugar. 

The lowering of the price is not due tothe sugar trust. Itnever 
was due to the sugar trust. It is due to the powering uf the price 
of the article in the hands of the producer; from the enormous 
quantities of it made in Germany, and in the Tropics, and all over 
the world. 'There is not the slightest ground upon which this 
differential given in the bill in favor of the trust can be allowed. 

It is said—my colleague [Mr. MCENERY] said in his speech 
that these thrusts made at the sugar trust would reach theplanter. 
Mr. President, the sugar planters of Louisiana can not lean upon 
this pillar of the sugar trust. If they do, sooner or later the sugar 
trust and planter will go down together. It is too powerful and 
too corrupt an institution upon which any honest set of producers 
can lean for support. If the producers of Louisiana do not want 
the sugar trust as a prop, as a pillar, as a support for them, they 
must get from behind the sugar trust, lest the avenging dagger of 
the people reach them and transfix them together. 

I have heard it said—I believe on this floor—that trusts are 
good things, first-rate things; that the trend of civilization is to- 
ward trusts; that they produce cheaply; that the consuming mil- 
lions are the beneficiaries of all their evil combinations, of all 
their contracts in restraint of trade, and just so the producer is 
benefited; the trusts must belooked upon with at least eyes of 
leniency. I do not look at it that way. When the argument was 
attempted to be made in the case of the Transmissouri Traffic 
Association that there might be a reasonable contract in restraint 
of trade I think it involved a solecism. 

No contract in restraint of trade can be reasonable. It may 
have a superficial look of reasonableness, but in the nature of 
things it must be wrong. The common lawand our fathers were 
wiser than we when we take up a new doctrine that contracts in 
restraint of trade can be reasonable. Such contracts are not only 
not reasonable, but they are illegal. They have been denounced 
by the law. They have been denounced ever since civilization 


an. 

t is too late to find apologies and excuses for conspiracies and 
combinations in restraint of trade on the ground that they may 
be reasonable, and as such tolerated and legalized. The only 
reasonable restraints on trade are those recognized in a case where 
a man engages not to enter in a certain line of business, which he 
sells to another, for a certain limit of time and in a certain local- 
ity. This agreement has no tendency to depress prices or to harm 
wcities and is really, in an economic sense, not in restraint of 

ade. 

These enormous f ons of capital in the nature of things 
tend to control prices. Do not add to that necessary evil of civili 
zation the power of these gigantic monopolies to enter into con- 
tracts to control trade and to depress or elevate prices and to have 
the whole population at their mercy. 

This institution, Mr. President, this great, gigantic trust, is & 
blot upon theland. The people feel as though they were in the 
shadow of an enormous power that they can not resist. The indi- 
vidual man is dwarfed, destroyed, and the corporate influence 
and the power of wealth overshadows the land with its baneful 
power. 

In a few days, Mr. President, this bill will pass, the evil to be 
wrought by it will be consummated, and the people of the United 
States will be treated to such a dose of tariff as was never thrust 
down them before. This bill carries higher rates than the McKin- 
ley law. In a time of profound ror we have a bill in compari- 
son with which the Morrill tariff bill of the war pales into utter 
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insignificance. Here are some of the articles upon which the duties 
are in excess of 100 per cent: 

Common window glass, from 107 per cent to 168 per cent; pocket- 
knives, 111 cent; tobacco, from 105 to 238 per cent; rice, 100 
per cent; salt in bulk, 114 per cent; woolen cloths, valued at not 
over 50 cents per pound, 128 per cent; blankets, 125 per cent; flan- 
nels from 102 to 119 per cent; shawls, 171 per cent; wool hats, from 
117to203 per cent; felts, from 104 to 224 per cent; cheap silks, from 
200 to 700 per cent. 

That is a fine lot of articles carrying over 100 per cent, and 
nearly every one of them is an article of indispensable and abso- 
lute necessity to the ordinary citizens of the United States. 

I have some papers which I pro to introduce into the REC- 
ORD; but before I do so I want to draw the attention of the 
Senator from Iowa to what I consider a manifest injustice under 
the sugar schedule, and that is, that the same rate of duty is 
allowed by paragraph 202 as to all sugars that have gone through 
a refining process as is allowed to granulated sugars. I submit to 
that Senator, who is a man of great considerateness and kindness, 
that this is a deep cut on the common people of the United States, 
who largely consume sugar testing by the polariscope from 83 to 
85 degrees. 

Under the operation of this bill this sugar would be denied to 
the ordinary consumer, or its price would be raised by the sugar 
trust, which would absolutely control it under the provisions of 
this bill. It is not proper, nor is it just to place that character of 
sugar under the same tariff that you have placed upon the higher 
grades of sugar, testing by the polariscope from 99 to 100 degrees, 

This sugar is very largely used in manufacturing preserves and 
jellies and making ordinary cakes and articles containing sweets 
which the people ordinarily eat. I submit that the imposition of 
this very high rate of daty upon that grade of sugar ought to be 
taken off in conference. I call the prayerful consideration of the 
Senator from Iowa, in behalf of the consumers of this country, to 
this unjust provision of the bill. 

I shall introduce this document, which I ask to have incorpo- 
rated in my remarks, of the distributers and manufacturers deal- 
ing in or using refined sugar, protesting against any increase of 
protection that would make the consumption more difficult and 
the importation of the foreign article impracticable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
In the absence of objection, the paper referred to by the Senator 
from Louisiana will be inserted in the RECORD. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


To the Senate of the United States, Washington, D. C.: 

We, the undersigned, distributers and manufacturers, dealing in or using 
refined sugar, respectfully protest against any tariff which, by increasing 
the protection on the article, would make the importation of foreign more 
difficult, if not impossible. 

We further beg that the schedule may be so amended as not to exclude the 
yellow refined sugar not over No. 16 Dutch standard, which is required by 
manufacturers and by the poorer classes in this country. 

Anderson 5 (O. L. Anderson, treasurer), manu- 
facturers of arma Mel jellies, etc., Camden, N. J.; W. H. Keen 

Company 2 H. Keen, president), bakers and confectioners’ 

" N ; George Miller & Son Co 


1 
lien Company - F. 


b t manufacturing; 
Jamo Bell, grocerr & mi manufacturers confections y 
on, grocer; The Bakers’ Supply Company, 18 North Dela- 
c avenue, Philadelphia, PR z Da 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ialso wish to introduce a letter published in 
the New York Journal of Commerce and Commercial Bulletin, 
of June 25, by Mr. R. Fleming Crooks, in regard to this duty on 
sugar, and especially in re to the high duty upon these low- 
grade sugars. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
pes referred to by the Senator from Louisiana will be inserted 

n the RECORD as part of his remarks. : 
The paper referred to is as follows: 


[New York Journal of Commerce and Commercial Bulletin, June 25, 1897.] 


FOREIGN SUGAR COMPETITION—ITS INFLUENCE AS A CHECK UPON THE 
TRUST'S OPERATIONS—MR. R. FLEMING CROOKS REPLIES TO SENATOR 
M'ENERY'8S STATEMENT IN THE SENATE THAT ROBERT CROOKS & CO. 
WOULD BE THE EXCLUSIVE BENEFICIARIES OF A PROPOSED AMENDMENT— 
IMPORTS AMOUNT TO ONLY 4 PER CENT OF THE COUNTRY'8 CONSUMPTION— 
THE SUGAR TRUST'S ADVANTAGES. 


In the Senate on the 12th instant Senator MCENERY referred to Robert 
Crooks & Co. as being, in his * the exclusive pr ive beneflciaries 
of a proposed amendment to the sugar schedule of the ff. Mr. R. Flem- 
ing 3 — of the firm named, was questioned yesterday regarding the Sena- 


torg 88 Be said: " 5 
n fai must su misunderstood, for 
stated that it was d Z line between the 


sugars, viz. 


Senator McENERY entirel 
ed to strike down the divi 


ose below No. 16 D. S., and those above. 


Now, the amendment read, “And on sugar above No. 16 Dutch standa: 
color, which has gone through a process of refining, 1 cent and ser ril 


hundredths of a cent," pu ly excluding refined , 

Dutch standard, which under e Senate fobedule, NT eee RAE 

rad a eds ME than raw of about the same test, as will be seen by the follow- 
g statement: 


Yellow refined, not over No. 10 D. 8................... eee erre e rre nere 1.95 
Raw muscovados, 85 per cent 75 degrees...... . 1.00 
Three one-hundredths for each additional de, . .80 
1.30 
r eS TOTE Ai ee INTEL Ue RR E ECCE .10 

— 1.20 

Margin Rove a Tw... Acc 75 


To illustrate his point, Senator McENEnY exhibited a trust white sugar 
over No. 16 Dutch standard, but only polarizing 83.6, which he not incorrectl 
called a "fraud and a deceit." Such sugar, however, being over No. 16 Dutch 
standard, would, under the amendment, be subject to the full refined duty 
of 1.95. While the trust makes such a quan. n erie quantities, it is not 
made in Great Britain, and could not be sold there. he lowest test above 
No. 16 Dutch standard imported polarizes 92 to 04 degrees, and this we were 
selling on the 10th instant at 3$ cents as ust the trust's price of 4.06 cents 
he quoted for the sugar which Senator MCENERY denounces. Even yellow 
sugar, which would have been admitted by the amendment, polarizes 85 to 
87 degrees, and was then sold by us at 3; cents; for, being a by-product in re- 
fining, itcan be sold ror A although thoroughly wholesome and sound. 

While giving Senator MCENERY full credit for his ignorance, one may crit- 
icise his thus speaking against this amendment—which was only lost b his 
and another vote—particularly as on the previous day his was the one vote 
which gave the trust the additional advantage of one-tenth of a cent less on 
low raw sugar and seventy-five one-thousandths of a cent more protection on 


refined. 

]t does not seem fair that when it is clearly demonstrated that the Senate 
bill charges one class of refined 62} per cent more duty than the same test of 
raw, that our opponents should shift their ground and ask who is to be ben- 
efited by its importation. It is an tna, rt fact that the soft sugar 
made in England and Scotland tests much higher than that refined in Amer- 
ica, as is shown in the certificate espe in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, e 
1963, where we find that out of nine of the lower American sam oe the 
highest tests 86.1, whereas the sample of yellow Scotch tests 80, so that Sen- 
ator MCENERY need not be afraid of 8 of British sugar, an? we 
may not unfairly claim that the consumer benefit more than the importer 
by the continued competition in this market of yellow refined, 

Its importation, even when admitted on the raw basis, as under the Me- 
int and Wilson bills, has been a bagatelle, amounting last year to not 
more than 3,500 tons; but even this drop in the bucket hel to check ex- 
cessive prices being charged, and that, we suppose, is causing it to be legis- 


lated inst. 

As Mr. John Farr pointed out in a letter printed in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, page 1980, the American refiners make a heavy tonnage of soft 
sugar. He contends that they turn out an equal quantity of refined, in 
granulated and soft (the latter carrying a large percentage of water), tothe 
raws melted, thus 3 impeaching the Treasury allowance of 107 
pounds of 90 centrifugals to 100 pounds of refined, on which the pending 
Schedules are based. 

In the same letter Mr. Farr states: “ Messrs. Willett & Gray are acting as 
the agents of the refiners in this matter, and, while I have every reason to 
desire that our refiners should have ample protection, I can not ünderstand 
why they should find it necessary to resort to misleading and confusing tech- 
nical statements, which seem to be made up with the idea of tangling people 
up instead of making the subject clear.“ 

It is amazing that the clever men at bita should find any insuper- 
able difficulty in the preparation of an equitable tariff, for, as Senator J. K. 
JONES mentions (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 1958), the most obvious! 
simple solution of the matter is to impose of 1 cent on 
sugar—raw and refined—polarizing 75 degrees, with an additional threo one- 
hundredths of a cent for each extra degree, then adding any additional duty 
on refined above No. 16 that Congress may see fit to give the refiners as pro- 
tection or gratuity. This, as he said, would plainly letthe yop of the coun- 
try understand the amount of margin given the refiners, without any jug- 


gling. 

If, as Senator HoAR infers (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 2015), the gen- 
tlemen on either side of the Senate Chamber have no d except ‘to set- 
tle the difficult problem of a duty on sugar" in the manner which is for the 
best interests of the country, they surely can readily do it on these lines. 

People can not be imposed on by any bland prom of inquiries into the 
workings of trusts, when it is proposed to give a very largely increased and 
intentionally prohibitory bonus to a trust whose methods are notorious. 

It is almost impossible to arrive at a fair conclusion, if, while assessing an 
arbit: duty on refined, the duty on raw be made upon & composite and 
necessarily theoretical basis, which in the Dingley and Senate schedules 
allows a very large margin to the refiners. 

Even taking the prod: Treasury differentials for lossin manufacturing, 
which do not allow for the refiner's profit on resulting low grades, at a very 
conservative calculation, the protection on 94 gs cent centrifugals, as com- 

d with a good grade of German granula (costing, say, 12s, c. i. f. New 
York) is as follows: 


Dingley 
Senate bil 


ial which must be added the extra value of American over the competing 
rman. 
3 is the minimum protection, and will be largely inereased on the lower 


8. 

As only about 8 per cent of the imports of raw sugar, apto 1895, were beets, 
centrifugals can be regarded as the refiner'sraw material in the United States. 
(CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, pure Wer 

Even last year, when the crop failed,67 per cent of the imports con- 
sisted of centrifugals. 

It is difficult to understand on what ground. the American refiners ask for 
any increased protection, or why they fear being swamped by foreign sugar. 
Even last year, under the stimulus of advanced prices, caused by the short- 
ness of the Cuban crop, on which America has Is ly relied, the total im- 
portations of reflned only amounted to about 77000 2 some portion of 
which was, I understand, PS in by the trust for its own 8 

This total of 77,000 tons is only about fourteen days’ consumption for the 
3 and could be turned out easily in five days from the trust's largest 

ouse. 
reat Britain contributed but about 9,900 tons of the following grades, as 


correctly as can be gathered from the British board of trade returns and 
from figures in our own office: 


Tons. 

Yellow, not above No. 16 Dutch standard....... oce Rae ten iron aue TTA 3,047 

9 white, above No. 16 Dutch standard. s ei 5 
rr e CCORROQUENRESEEENDE ake x» dh 


OG on raat e QE RENE T 9,908 

The importation of 77,000 tons, 9 the above 9,908 (and 13,000, or one- 
sixth of the whole, which were entered at the c Coast), does not amount 
to 4 per cent of the country's consumption of nearly 75 tons. As 
one consideration it might hardly seem Wise if, in order to benefit the trust 
by excluding this insignificant total, only reached under exceptionally favor- 
able circumstances, America should ex her exports to injury from coun- 
tries which have ven proved themselves adepts at commercial retaliation, 
and which have al given clear warning of their intentions. It must be 
conceded that under the existing tariff all orsign sugar could readily have 
been shut out had the trust foregone a little of i pon rofits. 

We are to some extent engaged in the sg Sa on of refined sugar, but 
this might not be a sufficient reason for speaking for publication if our side 
of the case had any fair chance of presentation; but, as the majority of those 
who could express an opinion are 15 from stating . vari- 
ance with the wishes of the trust, I avail of the opportunity afforded by Sen- 
ator McENERY’s remarks. 

If it be deliberately decided to hand matters over to the trust without the 
small check of any foreign competition, the verdict must be mocap eed, but 
meantime a little wholesome ventilation, even at the risk of repetition, can 
do no harm. 

Combinations of or; 


on. 

It seems ludicrous, however, to draw any parallel between cisatlantic and 
transatlantic conditions. Apart from its control of the raw market, its vast 
capital, its remunerative stock-exchange attachment, its immense profits on 
intend: freights, and the superiority in appearance of its granulated product 
as com th the various competing es with which comparisons are 
made, the trust has so completely ent! ed the distributers that the trade 
can now truly be called a bondage rather than a business, 

A cleverly devised factor plan " entitles the factor (and most large buy- 
ers sooner or later become factors) to a rebate of three-sixteenths cent, 
which rebate, however, is withheld for a time as a pledge of loyalty, except 
PY in the cases of some powerful firms, who may deduct their three-six- 

nths cent from each invoice. 


emeanors, such as puc of 
totell tales of servi- 


ing in the names of es, etc., but the following extract from a letter we 
received is a sample of how much dom the American wholesale grocer has: 
"A very few days ving your brokers an order for , We were ad- 


e American Sugar Refineries were not per- 
mitted to handle foreign sugar. eimmediately notfied Messrs. 
of the facts, which notice reached them at least two weeks before the sugar was 

pped. The sugar has arrived, and we do not feel NU DEDE for its 
care under the circumstances. The railroad company have stored it subject 
to the order of your brokers.”* 

While the trust’s orders are panny conyeyed ve 8 some 
of the wholesale grocers' associations have issued printed notices forbidding 
a in foreign sugars, but such above-board prohibitions are apparently 
rather avoided. Such a system breeds plenty of jackals and “heelers” to 
attend to the details of browbeating and bull g: 

The agents of the trust have been very active in Ohio, where every use has 
been made of the State law which imposes imprisonment or fine for the sale 
of an article “if it is colored, coated, polished, or 5 whereby damage 
or inferiority is concealed; or if, by any ipee Re is made to appear better 
= of Lege value than it really is; orif it contains any added substance or 


jent which is poisonous or injurious to health." 

'There is nothing. however, in this law forbidding the sale of sugar con- 
taining the usual blue, for -— all granulated or hard sugar (that made b 
the trust included) has an infinitesimal quantity of a blue colorant, which is 
as harmless as the yellow in mustard. But the parties interested in exclud- 
ing foreign sugar from Ohio have been spreading reports that the food com- 
9 was looking for foreign sugar offending in this respect, and have 
thus frightened intending purc TS. 

Unfortunately for himself, the commissioner arrested Mr. D. M. McCul- 
lough, of Troy, Ohio, for selling some of the very well-known A Z R Lion 
brand, made by the Austrian sugar refinery at Aussig, and imported through 


us. 

The State employed the speaker of the Ohio house of representatives and 
two other il Eni S pad rather a strong team to bring against a m 
Nevertheless they tackled the wrong grocer and the wrong sugar, and have 
been defeated, as announced in your paper, although every technical point 
was used against the defendant, such as, we are told, the nonadmission of 
analysis of samples drawn from the same shipment, but from a different 
sack from that tested by theinspector. Thisarraignment of & grocer for sell- 
ing undoubtedly good sugar which is sold all over the civilized world looks 
very much like persecution. 

At the request of the Austrian Government, the Secretary of State, Mr. 
Sherman, has, I hear, had full official samples drawn for analysis by the 

ry Department, so that probably the dairy and food commissioner of 
Ohio may have cause to regret action in this matter. 


APPENDIX. : 
[Senate Document No. 159, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session.] 
CERTAIN DRAWBACK ALLOWANCES. 

The Vice-President presented the following letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting, in response to Senate resolution of June 17, 1897, 
ies of the evidence or statements on which the drawback allowances con- 

ined in Circular No. 102, of June 25, 1896, division of customs, were based: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 

Washington, D. C., June 24, 1897. 

Sin: In compliance with the resolution of the Senate of June 17, 1897, I have 
the honor to transmit herewith copies of the evidence or statements on w. 
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the drawback allowances contained in Circular No. 102, of June 25, 1808, divi- 
sion of customs, were based. 7 
The exhibits accompanying the iue show the names and indicate the 


occupations of the persons statements or furnishing the evidence, 


The drawback allowances for the different d of saccharine stren; 
of mu were decided upon proof obtained b; Department, through its 
uma aa officers, and were, so far as p icable, verified by theoretical 
culations. : 


Ihavefurther to state that it has been necessary to rearrange and modif 
under each successive tariff the drawback allowed on exported sugars. 
send herewith Lr tg of various circulars issued by this Department since 
the enactment of the drawback law of August 5, 1961 (12 Stat. L., 292). The 
documents perta to these circulars are so numerous and voluminous 
that it is impracticable for the De ment to furnish copies of the same 
within a reasonable time, nor do they contribute any facts of value in con- 
nection with pending legislation. 

The papers now t: tted are as follows: 

1. Copy of report of Spore Agent Ira Ayer, of the Treasury Department, 
dated June 26, 1895, 15 10 t gia A, B, C, D, and E and memorandum. 


. Circular of June 26, 1875. 
Circular of December 17, 1875. 
; Circular of September 6, 1877. 


13, 23, 1884. 
14. Circular of September 28, 1886. 
15. Circular of Fe 3, 1888. 
6. Circular of March 25, 1891. 
7. Circular of May 7, 1801. 
1& Circular of May 27, 1891. 
19. Cireular of February 1, 1896, 
20. Report of committee of Special 
Examiner Leary, with Exhibits A, B. and 
21. Circular of June 25, 1896. 
Respectfully, yours, 


The PRESIDENT OF THE BENATE. 


ts Chance and Ayer and Drug 
„June 17, 1896. 


L. J. GAGE, Secretary. 


OFFICE OF SPECIAL AGENT, TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
New York, June 26, 1895. 


BIR: Iacknowledge receipt of your letter dated November 27, 1894 (R. H. B), 
with inclosed communication from the Department relative to the establish- 
ment of rates of drawback on refined sugars manuf: from imported 
raw Supers paying duty under the present tariff. 

The poranse of the subject in its relation to the revenues has called for 
the collection and consideration of the most full and reliable data obtainable. 

'The mode of determining the proper allowance of drawback on the refined 
produets of raw sugars being dependent on the mode of assessing duties 
under the ad valorem system,it is desirable to first consider the subject with 
reference to the commercial, dutiable, and productive values of such raw 
sugars. 

COMMERCIAL VALUES OF RAW SUGARS, 


The commercial values of nearly all raw sugars are determined by trade 
rules or ame or which are, to a certain extent, arbitrary and crude, but 
which, neve ‘theless, are of general application in the markets from which 
this country receives its supplies. 

Formerly the values of raw sugars were fixed by their color and other 
conditions, ascertained by expert on; but more recently resort has 
been had to the polariscope, by means of which the percentage of crystalliza- 
ble sugar, or of “ purity," is determined with approximate accuracy. 

Upon such determinations all raw sugars used by refiners nre bought and 
sold, except a few assorted b India sugars and an onal sugar of low 

e, the character and relative values of which, as compared with other 
sugars, are well understood. z 
Jntil within the PAK qu. sales of first-class cane centrifugal sugars were 
8 made on at of 96 degrees test, the terms of the sale providing 
that to the price fixed for a MONDE sugar should be added one thirty-sec- 
egree above such test, and that from such 


ond of 1 cent per pound for each 
ee sugar should be deducted one-sixteenth of 1 cent 


fixed price of a 96-de 
per pound for each degree below such test down to 94 degrees; below 94 de- 
gros the allowance to be three thirty-seconds of 1 cent mr 3 for Gach 
ee down, fractional parts of a degree in proportion. Under this rule the 
uction of three thirty-seconds of a cent is rarely made, as sugars seldom 
vary 2 per cent from basis of sale. 

During the past year, however, the usage has become quite general to sell 
Cuba cane centrifugal sugars on a basis of 95 degrees test, the terms being, in 
brief, one thirty-second of a cent per pound up, or one-sixteenth of a cent per 

und down, for each degree above or below the basis, fractions in propor- 

lon; below 8 degrees test, three thirty-seconds of a cent per pound for each 
degree down. (See Exhibit A. 
me Cuba centrifugals testing near to 94 degrees are sold on the basis of 
94 degrees test, with the same rise and fall per degree, above and below 
basis, as in the case of such sugars of higher test above noted, the three 
thirty-seconds deduction beginning at 92 degrees. Sales on the 91-degree 
basis are most generally made near the beginning and toward the close of 
the sugar season, when sugars, as a rule, test lower than at the height of thé 


season. 

Cane centrifugals of stilllower grades are sometimes sold on the basis of 
91d , 92 degrees, or 93 degrees, with like conditions of rise and fall, but 
such of settlement are exceptional. 

In regard to what are known as Java centrifugals, the basis of sale is 
almost invariably 96 d. ,sugars very near to that test being selected for 
the American market, the rise and fall per pound for each degree above or 
below basis being the same as hereinbefore shown in the case of Cuba cane 
centrifugals sold on the same basis. 

Similar rules apply to molasses and muscovado sugars, which are sold 

nerally on the basis of 89 degrees, but lower grades are sometimes sold on 

ower bases, as, for example. 8t degrees, 86 degrees, and 87 d test. As 
these sugars are not involved in the present discussion. it is not regarded as 
necessary to refer to them more particularly at this time. 

Sales of cane cen ls on the bases of degrees, 05 degrees, and 96 
degrees test, with the conditions of riseand fall above noted, may be regarded 
A 8 trade usage. As before noted, sales on the bases of 01 deren. 

e or 93 degrees are exceptional, and pee i aad outof unu 
conditions of the sugar, as, for example, such as arise from mishap in manu- 
facture or from damage. 
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Beet sugars are sold with p cally the same conditions of rise and fall 
on the basis of their “net anal which is determined by ded for 
A verdure ac eru aee ts 
The Peyas analysis” << " . produ: value or 
v o f bee polarizing 94 degrees 
ee ‘degrees not analysis wil e RA Prec refined sugar. 

The nd Farrel of basis, hereinbefore mentioned, fr 
to 95 de S. 15 the one oF Cuba centrifu 3 n 
that oben. Hanters have found that it is De vantageous for them to 
make the Eatprodn cen sugar to degrees ra than 


act. ie stated in fhis connection thet a sugar sold on the 85 degree basis, if 
laps s Apr equ ees brings only one thirty-second 1 
the price of a W-dagree sugar, if sold under the same mar et condi- 

perti enables the seller to obtain one thirty-second of a cent per 
f Me Dad SoME Ae NO yx Foye à basis of 96 Ne. 
* r ra E e x nee per pound off for each degree below 


It a hat D ers of sugar are not averse to the various bases of set- 
lament mentioned, k 


of refining 


with profitable pom a 
ow an nied 


sale are in all cases 
double or more than double ma ddl additions to ET value for each degree 
‘above the test basis. 


DUTIABLE VALUES OF RAW SUGARS. 


ME conference with the local appraising officers, and with the general 
raiser Having maon to do with e reappraisement of it is found 


t there is asu 
ble values and the mod: 
‘the trade. 
By reference to Exhibit A, the gg of nes — to the valuation of 
it will is taken by the examine 


beseen tha 
as the basis o 


tial agreement between their mode of determining du- 
e of determining commercial values EK by 


pound down to 94 ; bel degrees, 
-seconds of a cent por pound exist beiw: own—fractions in 
Such differences, if an 
6 n bs moa toad to the final and full accept. 
or m ve e any 
ance of such bases for the determination of d market values. 


PRODUCTIVE VALUES OF RAW SUGARS, 


and from 5 raw beet hich range near to 94 d. polari- 
M and are of about egrees net analysis.“ (See Exhibit 
tion of draw allowance on the re product 


ed 

trom beet sugars is simple, and can be treated in a few words 
The cane which are now to be nea on rape me mn 
tag into the produ ion of hard refined sugars, üegrees to — 

degrses test, with riso aud several bases from & de degrees ana including 

à test, with rise and fall as before noted. 

per to state, in this connection, that in speakin of the rise and fall 
y-second of a cent per pound up, or of on th of a cent per 
— gir asestablished by trade 


that one-sixteenth of a 


CRM 


cen 

sree the ‘or refining pu 
As this tement has an im; oriant bearing on te sujet [Li necessary 

top m" eit ful full peri gero € to show that it is not true, in fact. 

been noted that the trade rules or nsages HN the commercial 


yalues o of nearly all — 7 sugars are determined are, to a certain extent, arbi- 


is will be made clear when it is considered tha. constantly 
— eee 8 of sale, esta 
te 


ning condi fixed, can not, in the nature of Me 9 
8 conditions ot the market. This could only be brought 
by tho use of ae quen uantities of increase or decrease 
a Just measure h IM teed oe or ed percentages of rise and fall, 
m VOX. it je ‘assumed that the value of a NN cane centrifu- 
2 cen t» por pound, and that on such valuation one-sixteenth of 1 cent 
iem d fairly ts the relative difference between the actual x 
cane centritu 95 d: — 4 
; it is manifest that when a cane cen lug 9| degrees 
yox 4 cents per 2 the one-sixteenth of a cent — e 3 not justly rep epe | 


sent the increased relative difference between the intrinsic values of 
The chos lant at ice having been doubled, the corre- 
ding nd erence iu ged 2 the sugars tes , respectively. 
degrees an. should also te doubled, making as the measure 
‘erence in 2 ic values one eighth of a cent per n e eoe of =. 
‘teenth of & cunt, au 1u Clo caso fst Su On 


tage, say 8 per cent of the basis price, adi 3 or re he 
ut each Sensis above or below basis would give practically the 


one-sixteenth of Eee eed sac iden sor each ge 


25 auga of are “extended” at sho 
value of sugar of the test which is made the basis of sale; and when it 
d that the of sugar falls below basis MN 

makes no fiction under tho terme of tho con tho seller 


to make such deduction under the 
^ importer or buyer jo the necennity of paying 


practice subjects the 


duty on a value in excess of the actual commercial or productive value of the 


or example, suppose asugar sold ona basis of vot is invoiced and 

at2 cents per pound and = es. b . — r to test but 95 de- 

— In such case the a ier E ihe entered value, and 

importer or buyer is Sompelied to pa; to Tye, Day d duty on one-sixteenth of a cent 
per pound uee — the actual nie an of the sugar. 

t the one N of & cent per pound, which buyers 
and sellers — to ri ts as the measure of difference in value for each de- 
M EN the basis of sale, is the true measure of such difference, it 
is found that the penalty involved inthe one-sixteenth deduction amounts to 
Ys —13«— af a cent per pound. 

In such case duty is FT 4 cent per pound more 


than the actual value Fort EOM rere second equals 
th of 1 cent, Od NUR would be Ridens pq 
Pecans tu seller Ond is sugar at a pice corre sa D deans 
e se) v ata — — 
than the true test. ore z a está 


iuo thata pound ͤ —— ugar in a high de of raw 
is worth somewhat more than a pound of crystallizable bis ugar in — 


of lower grade. 
One reason for this is that in a low-grade su there is greater bulk, with 
less relative extractable value, w. that the relative cost of k- 
ages, of t, of labor in handling of t, and of refining mater as 
E ag to th the value ‘ot the resultant refined products, — greater in low- 
than in high-grade sugars. 
Another reason is that in refining a of low e there is a greater 
tional “inversion” and EN degrada: in value d qu 
le which 9 Arm ot^ — —ç EN must appear in 
grade sugars e sirup prod: 
ef considerations have a eru upon the case not heretofore 
alluded to, a f discussion of which pee. seem proper at this point. 
tm be constantly borne in mind that the increased cost of producin 
refined mur: from a (m Sete ra’ from bor, aon 
of ete., is not an element of dutiable value, and can not 
therefore in draw allowance, the 
only such element being. under the ad valorem system, the relative ne- 
tive value of the raw compared with a fix - 


rie C —̃ — cost of labor. W and refining materials Tn 
erence — — 
3 pound of hard sugar from A raw s 
90 degrees and such costs ved to ihe: production z 1 pound o; oF hard re re- 
fined sugar from raw sugars of other ween egroes an ees 
is unascertained, and pr&ctically, for the t, unascertainable. cr 
of fference it is found that the ono 


ightieth e 


tally, the pete gm error in invoicing, ^ three one-hundred-and- 
pes pate edid a pa which it may be assumed covers all other penalty con- 


This three e m pa would be less than three-fifths of 1 


cent of the ave: l sugar from Se: 
Cue Ape ee eed 
This w amount on 1 barrel of sugar weighing un e draw- 
FVV 
cance erence an 
augirated by the following: ee mn =! 
value to the refiner ee 1 pound of hard 1 from a 
FTT such sugar pro- 


this report that 14, pounds of raw cane centrifugal sugar > 90d is 
used in the production of 1 pound of refined sugar, it appears t the 
cost to the refiner of the pound of sugar ed from a raw sugar testing 96 
degrees is made up of: 
Raw sugar appeari therefined sugar De eed 
w a) in there! as 
tal; that Feed py vod ed in of 100 cant =cost to 
refining and loss by degradation value of 22 of 1 pound 
crystal “inverted " in such process hard refined sugar. 


plant, etc...... 5 


From the same data, modifled by informntion fre 1 from refiners, it 


aposare that such cost, in case of a raw sugar g % degrees, is made up 
Raw sugar as above noted (*), not less 3 — 100 cent — cost to 
All refining expenses as above noted (, not more de refiner refiner of 1 pound 

Te poU Pe SE La TTT. sugar. 

U the foi exhibit as an illustration, it becomes ap nt that 
the erences in of material used in producing the pound of hard re- 
fined sugar from the differen discus- 


t FFF 
7 les of 


-Seconi 
below the basis. 

— Faced ible statement of the case it could be made to appear that 

of 1 cent per pound does fairly represent the difference in pro- 

8 intrinsic — between sugars varying 1 degree in 5 the ques- 

tion recurs, why, 8 one thirty-second of 1 cent per pound in bly 
as the measure of such value for each degree above basis? 

If it be answered that the difference in bases prices of sugars varying 1 
degree in test is but one thirty-second of a cent — pound, the claim that 
one-sixteenth of a cent ep und is the correct measure of value as between 
such sugars is.effectu of, since in a trade transaction vis fixing 
of the basis price of a — fixes the market price for the basis test, the basis 
price being in no case controlled by any arbitrary trade rule or consideration. 


x 
considerations ma; summed up as follows: 
hn ener difference of one 8 ora cent per pona per đe- 
above basis nor that of one-sixteenth of a cent per 
Falow basis can be held to 8 except Sara y and inan arbi- 
and clumsy manner, the actual differences between the intrinsic or 
uctive values of sugars. It is equally clear that ien one-sixteenth of & 
cent per pound down, atit does throughout the whole gradation 
of bases prices in to one thirty-second of a cent per 
"up, represents in part a penalty consideration. 
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(2) The p 


the several bases of sale constitute for the time 
an dards of commercial and in- 


ual transaction, stan: 


rices fixed on 
5 for each individ 
M full weight to these deductions, and notwithstanding the SHEET 


es, 
and fall to and from bases, respectively, fixed by trade i 
must of necessity be assumed for the of this discussion that the 
Repay econ and AAAA ty the penalty considerstiun of dua shicty-eencnd 
| before shown and m e consideration of one -SECON 
lof 1 — VEND E Ae n € practically represent their several intrinsic or 
. uctive values for re: urposes. 

eg o assume otherwise would is assume that refinors do not know the 
relative productive values of the several kinds and grades of raw sugars 
which they refine. 


Any form of regulation governing allowance of drawback on refined prod- 
ucts et raw 833 to an e festina rate of duty must be based on 
this assumption. R 


The conclusion follows— 

That the value of the material consumed in the manufacture of 1 pound 
of hard refined sugar from a raw sugar of a given test is substan! y the 
same as the value of the material consumed the manufacture of another 

of a different grade or test, 
raw sugars were fixed on the 


nt: are made constantly 58 suc 
irule of gradation, and the addition under this rule is certainly free from all 
malty " hereinbefore considered. 

| The fact tions for commercial value are invariably one thirty 
second of 1 cent per pound for each degree of test above the basis, whatever 
guch basis may be and whatever the state of the market, suggests that such 
‘additions, although arbitrary and inexact, must necessarily, and may with 
safety to the Government, be taken as the measure of difference in produc- 
tive values of raw sugars of different d. of purity. 

If, with raw sugar ata given basis value, the one y-second of 1 cent 
were an accurate measure of the difference per degree in productive values 
of such raw sugars, its use in determining the value of a 90-degree poi 
der the same market conditions, either by addition in case of sugars 96 
degrees or by su tion in case of sugars above that test, would lead to 
accu 


rate ts. 

If the basis value of the raw were suchasto make the measure of 
one thirty-second too t, then addition would make the price of a 96-degree 
su too high, and subtraction would make it too low. 

3 ff tho basis value of the raw sugar were such as to make the measure of 

e thirty-second too small, then addition would make the price of a 98- 
e sugar so found, too low, and subtraction would leave it too high. 

tis in the interest of the revenue to make and to leave the 96-de. sagan, 

which under the pe roposed is taken as the basis of drawback dots na- 

tion. at a low rather than a high valuation, but as has been noted, either too 

great or too small a measure would work both for and against such interest. 

The fact that the use of any measure will work in o te ways, mem 
used either above or below the 96-degree standard, considered in connection 
with the fact that nearly all the raw sugars from which hard refined su 
are made rendo from 94 de to 98 degrees, indicates that the variations 
pointed out will be practically self-correcting. 

Such injustice, if any, as the use of this measure of relative values may 
work to the refiner or portes in the plan for determining draw- 
back allowance must, it is believed, be held to be solely chargeable to the 
method of „ 2e boy ee values 2 raw e cA „ 
. u and reco e appraising officers o vernmen 

vi sparen ae dutiable values. 


“YIELD” OF REFINED PRODUCTS FROM RAW SUGARS. 


In seeking the fullest information possible relative to the “ yield” of refined 
roducts from raw sugars of different kinds and grades, I addressed a letter 
2 the principal refiners of the country, dated January 5, 1895, incl atabu- 
od CRY was requ „as far as practicable, to fill out. (See 
x * 
Tho names of the refiners to whom this letter was addressed are: Nash, 
Spaulding & Co., Mass.; H. O. Have m president of the American 
Su fining Company, New York. N. V.; . Howell, Son & Co., New 
York, N. Y. for Mollenhauer Sugar Refining Company, new York, N. Y. 


Company, Ph 
La; Cunnin m & Miller. 


From Nash, Spaulding & Co. no reply whatever was received, although 
several urgent letters were sent them, a copy of the last of which, dated 
March 1, 1895, will be found —Exhibit B. 


To my letter of January 5, 1895, the W. J. McCahan Sugar Refining Com- 
Per Pig nn Mareh fs dementia deli the a Go fad 
an TC ively, s e 
sired (Exhibit B). si e 


uary í, 
Cunningham & Miller n under date of April 13, 1895, avail 
Exhibi 


ly of the use of the blank form which had been furnish 
them. (See A similar response was received from William Hen- 
derson, under date of April 18, 1895. 
Sworn statements were subsequently received from both of these firms, 
covering 6 information which they had first sent as per form 
furnished. (Exhibit 


) 
The Mollenhauer E MR Pe a furnished a sworn statement 
under date of April 22, (Exhibit B. 
Mr. H. O. Havemeyer, president of the American € 3 Company, 
furnished information by letters dated, respectively, February 21 and ‘April 
uy T (Exhibit B. 


is furnished in 
NS 9.1895. (Exhibit B.) 
an investigation of the same question made at San Francisco, Cal., in 
1886, I obtained the sworn statement of E. L. G. Steele. president and man- 
rof what was then known as the American Sugar 5 of 
t city, and figures taken from that statement (Exhibit A, with my 
ated August 24, 1886) are used in this report. 
tabulated statement of the information received from the sources above 
mentioned, with reference solely to the refined products obtainable from 100 
unds of raw cane centritu — 15 test in d by the polariscope, 
been prepared, and is submit: herewith. marked “Exhibit D." 
In reducing the refined products to pounds of » which it was found 
necessary to do in order to a just comparison of data furnished, hard refined 
‘sugars are considered as testing 100 degrees, soft refined 92 degrees, and 
‘sirup 40 degrees, unless otherwise fenore 
An inspection of tho tabulated sta ent (Exhibit D) shows that the yield 
} by H. O. Havemeyer, president of the American 
h represents a recovery in refining of 94.4 pounds of crystal from 


pounds of crystal in the raw sugar, or twenty-four one-hundredths of a 
pound in excess of the 383 


After due consideration, 3 as just and safe to accept 92 pounds 
of e ces ponis pounds of sirup as the “yield” from 100 pounds 
of raw cane cen —- sugar testing 90 d. 4 5 e polariscope. 

Upon these ties calculations are determining the proper 
rate of drawback allowance on such hard refined sugar and sirup e from 
raw cane centrifugal sugar. 

d refined sugars of standard test ran nerally from 95.5 degrees to 


ge 
ded as nominally 100 degrees. 
ich is understood to average about 40 
degrees, and its weight at not less than 


99.9 degrees, and such sugars are re 
The test of the sirup product, w 
3 at not less than 38 


ice aver 5 f trifugal testing 96 d f 
e AVE! ice of raw cane centrifu sugar e rom 
September 1. to April 18, 1805, duty paid, was 3.277 cents per LOU and 


of ulated sugar during the same period 3.882 cents 
. — igation p — s ee 


3 T 1 
ws that 5 cents per gallon is a fair valuation to upon 


sirup at time, in condition as thrown from the centrif = 
From the foregoing data are obtained the following figures: 
Value of 92 pounds ulated sugar at 3.882 centnnnn cul. 8.571 
Value of 6 pounds p (one-half gallon) at 5 cents 025 
Total value of refined products .. 8.506 
Let it be assumed, for the purpose of finding a formula for the ascertain- 
ment of the relative dutiable values of the material used in the manufacturo 


of 1 pound of hard refined sugar and of 1 gullon of prap that the dutiable 
value of A ssi of raw cane centrifugal sugar testing 90 degrees is 2 cents, 


Value of 100 pounds at 2 cents — $2. 
Then— 

Total value of re- Vea MAIN Value of refined Value of ma 
fined products. products. sugar. for refined sugar. 

$3.596 g $571 $1985 
Value of refined Value of material 

sirup. for sirup. 
83.500 g .025 $9.0139 


$1559 — 90.0215 =dutiable value of material in 1 pound of hard refined sugar. 


$0.0139.. 39 ers- dutiable value of material in 1 gallon sirup. 


bisats cent —$0.0086 — duty on material in 1 pound hard refined sugar. 

te per Der cent cyan tah bod on material in 1 gallon sirap, 

Weight of raw material consumed in 
manufacture of 1 pound hard re- 
fined 8 

Weight of raw material consumed 


equivalent to value of material in 1 "en =1.89 pounds, suy 1} pounds. 


8.0815. 1.075 pounds=14 pounds. 


gallon sirup. 
The foregoing fi, show that for eve d of hard refined sugar 
exported there ma: ba roperl allownd a drawback of the duty on 1 pounds 


of raw cane centrifu " 98 degrees, and that for every ion of 
the sirup product, valued at 5 cents Bs gallon, in condition as “thrown ™ 
from the cent: there may be allowed a drawback equal to the duty 
paid on 1¢ pounds of such raw sugar. 

The conclusion reached in this in the discussion under the head of 
“Productive values of raw sugars " indicates that, having established proper 
bases of allowance for hard refined sugar and s made Taw cane 
centrifu, gar testing 96 degrees, such grade say be taken as representa- 
tive of the several es of raw cane centrifugals testing, say, from 02 
us $ed es and higher. 

m the findings refe to, it follows that when hard refined sugar is 
made from cane centrifugal sugars testing either above or below 96 degreos, 
and not below 92 degrees, by the polar , the equivalent productive 
valne or corr nding market value of a egree sugar may be found b 
adding to the dutiable value of the su, used, for each degree below 
degrees and not below one Spec oflcent per pound, or 
uy. subtracting from the dutiable value of the sugars used one thirty-second 

leent x pound for each degree above 96 degrees; proportionate parts of 
the one thirty-second of 1 cent per pound, increase or reduction of value, 
being added or subtracted for fractions of degrees of test, as above noted. 

The corresponding dutiable value per pound of 90-degree sugar being so 
found, the value of the raw sugar actually used in the manufacture of the 
hard refined sugar may be determined by allowing the value of 175 
such degree sugar for each pound of hard refined sugar exporte 

In the case of raw-beet sugars, it has been shown that the “net analysis" 
du prias the productive value or “ yield of such sugars. 

‘or example, a raw beet sugar showing a polarization, say, of 94 d 

—.— oe degrees “net anal would give a yield of 88 pounds of hard 
re sugar. ; 

The resultant sirup product from the refining of raw beet sugars is prac- 
tically of no commercial value. 

It is plain, therefore, that when hard refined sugar is made wholly from 
imported beet sugars the dutiable value of the material used for each pound 
of the exported article may be determined by dividing the dutiable value of 
1 pound of the material used by the decimal denoting the net analysis of 


such material. 

From figures already presented, it has been seen that the value of 1$ 
pounds of cane centrifu sugar, testing 96 degrees, may be taken as repre- 
senting the value of the material entering into the manufacture of 1 gallon 
of the sirup product resultant from refining such raw sugar, the valuation 
of such sirup being placed at 5 cents per on. 

As before shown, the test of such sirup is placed at not less than 38 de- 
grees and its weight at not less than 11} nde per gallon. 

If the sirup e from a sugar testing above or below 93 degrees, it is 
manifest that the dutiable value of the sugar allowance for 1 gallon of siru; 
should be fonnd in manner as hereinbefore shown in the case of hard refined 


ka otim as the value of the sirup greauy fluctuates, the regulation pro- 
vides that such value be declared by the manufacturer on the export entry, 
and that such dec value be subject to verification by the collector. 

It is further provided that, if the value of the sirup be found to be above 
or below 5 cents per gallon, the value of the material used in such sirup may 
be determined by a proportionate increase or reduction in the quantity of 
— — (1$ pounds), n as hereinbefore provided, as the measure of such 


value. 
It may be here remarked that the adjustment of the basis of drawback 
allowance herein fixed for the su, and sirup products is such as to provide 


for a value of the sirup in condition as thrown from cen as high 
as 8 cents per gallon without detriment to the Government. As the 
tion pro only for sirup in condition as thrown" from the 


2211 


2212 
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without having undergone any filtering or other clarifying process, it will 
probably not pe that limit o£ value. — 


The drawback on the s product is relatively so large, compared T 
that on the sirup product, t it is obviously unnecessary to provide for a 
declaration of its value on the export entry. 


SUMMARY. 
The investigation shows: 
1. Under the ad valorem system of collecting duties on raw sugars the 
mode of dete drawback allowance on refined products must depend 
primarily on the mode of valuing sugars commercially and for dutiable pur- 


Pe Under trade usage raw sugars are generally bought and sold on varíous 

bases of test, with a rise of onethirty-second of 1 cent per pound for each de- 

gree above basis and a fall of one-sixteenth of | cent per ene for each de- 

gree below basis, 2 de; down; for each degree below basis, beginnin 

with the third degree, the fall is three thirty-seconds of 1 cent per pound, 
tions of a degree in proportion. * $ 

8. These rules, although arbitrary and inexact, are recognized and prac- 
tically adopted by the appraising officers of the Government in fixing the 
dutiable value of impo: raw sugars. 

4. The fall of one-sixteenth or of three thirty-seconds of a cent per pound, 
as the case may be, for each degree below basis, is found to include in part a 
penalty consideration. 

5. Under the law, only so much of the rise or fall from bases values of raw 
sugars of various grades as stands for the measures of difference in yield“ 
961 Modum value of such sugars can be considered in dete draw- 


ce. 

6. From considerations presented, it is regarded as necessary and safe to 
accept the one thirty-second of a cent rise as the measure of difference in 
productive value for each degree of variation in test in case of raw cane 


centrifugal testing from 92 d to 98 degrees and her, when 
bought under the same rde conditions. me 


7. Under present refining and trade conditions it is found necessary to 
provide only for drawback allowance on hard refined sugars made from raw 
cane cent; gal su testing from 92 dorem to 98 de and higher, or 

beet sugars. been made for the sirup prod- 
uct resultant fro: 


e testin. egrees by the polariscope. 
9. On an assumed valuation for a raw cane conteitagal > testing 96 de- 


ugar expo: ere may be 

pounds of such raw sugar and that the value of the material in 1 
of such raw sugar. 

10. It is obvious that when the hard refined sugar is made from 96 d 


the Las as entry and invoice, less 
such 


the eux e on 1} puncs of such raw sugar, 
11. With respec! raw cane centrifu testing from 92 degrees to 93 de- 
p and higher, when sold under the same market conditions, the 3 
es 


tabl 
y be treated as equal. 
and within the limits of test mentioned, 


bases 
time being and for each individual transaction, standards of produ 
market value. 
3. From such standards the dutiable values of such gu are determined, 
— i beni Loar ascertained test 15 8 ioe below 96 yg the equiva- 
en uctive value, or corresponding du e value, of a egree sugar, 
sold Poder the same market conditions, may be found by the use of the one 
-second measure of value, either by addition or subtraction. as herein- 
before pointed out. For fractions of degrees of test, proportionate parts of 
the one thirty-second measure of value may be used. 

14. Since, as bas been shown, equal values produce equal results, the value 
of the 96-degree sugar so found is then taken to represent the value of the 
raw sugar actually used, and the drawback allowance is based on the use of 
V ponsas of such 96-degree sugar, so valued. 

n submitting the form of regulation which follows it is perhaps desira- 
ble to state that for reasons herein noted provision is made only— 

1. For the establishment of a drawback rate on hard refined sugars made 
n. raw cane centrifugals testing not lower than 92 degrees, and from raw 

sugars. 

2. For the establishment of a drawback rate on the sirup resultant from 
refining the cane centrifugals above noted, in condition as “thrown * from 
the centrifugal. 

“FORM OF REGULATION. 


On the exportation of loaf, cut loaf, cube, 3 or powdered sugar: 
refined wholly from imported raw sugars, and ‘stove dried * or dried by any 
other equally effective process, a drawback will be allowed equal in amount 
to the duties paid on the cy mba sugars used in such manufacture, less the 
legal deduction of 1 per cen 

“When such ‘hard refined’ sugars of standard test are made MUS Got 
cane ‘centrifugals’ — e degrees by the DOM UD drawback s be 
based on a quantity of material used, to be determined by allowing 1,4, pounds 
of such raw sugar for each pound of, hard refined' sugar exported, and the 
dutiable value of such material shall be ascertained by reference to liquidated 
value on the importentry. 

“When such hard refined sugars are made from cane centrifugal sugars 
testing either above or below 9 degrees and not below 92 degrees by the 
polariscope, the equivalent productive value or corresponding dutiable value 
of 90-degree sugar shall be found by adding to the dutiable value of the 
su used, for each degree below 96 degrees and not below 92 degrees, one 
thirty-second of 1 cent per pound, or by subtracting from the dutiable value 
of the sugars used one thirty-second of I cent p pound for each degree above 
96 degrees. Proportionate parts of the one thirty-second of 1 cent per pound 
increase or reduction of value shall be added or subtracted for fractions of 
e dada blo val dof ma being 

The co nding dutiable value per pound o: egree sugar so 
found, tlie value of the raw sugar actually used in the manufacture of the 
refined sugar shall be determined by allowing the value of cu younas of such 
96-d. sugar for each pound of hard refined sugar exported. 


ue of 1 pound of the material 
e net. —— of such material. 
value of the material in the manufacture of the sirup 


LI 
or each gallon of such sirup in condition as thrown’ from cen 
testing not less than 38 degrees, weighing not less than 11j pounds per 


and valued at 5 cents per gallon, 14 pounds of 96 degree sugar, the dutiable 
Mee = "n material shall be found as hereinbefore provided in the case 
of hard refined sugars. 

“The value of such arap shall be declared by the manufacturer on the ex- 
port entry, which declaration shall be verified by the collector; and the valu 
of the ma in SM valued above or below 5 cents per gallon Shall 
be fixed by increasing or reducing the 8 of sugar above noted to corre- 
oar tot the increase or reduction above or below the 5 cents per gallon above 
spec 

“On requisition of collectors, appraising officers shall furnish polarisc 
tests, ‘net analysis, and other conditions of valuation not recorded on the 
import invoices, for use in liquidation of drawback entries. 

“The quantities of sugar and sirup exported shall be ascertained by 
United States weigher? and gangers, respectively, and samples shall be 
taken, as ordered by the collector, to be submitted to the appraiser for report 
of polariscope test of sugar and sirup, weight of sirup per gallon, and such 
expert anal as may be requisite.* 

hould it me necessary to provide for the same forms of refined prod- 
ucts made from other kinds or pase of sugar, or for other forms of the 
refined products, further investigation and report would be necessary. 

Ireturn herewith De ment letter dated October 22, 1894, addressed to 
the collector, also exhibits marked from A to E, inclusive. 


Ny, yours, 
TRA AYER, Special Agent. 
Hon. JAMES T. KILBRETH, T fees, 
Collector of Customs, New York, N. Y. 


EXHIBIT A. 
[Czarnikow, Macdougall & Co., Limited, New York.] 

Samples to be drawn mutually by sellers and buyers and polarization of 
same to be made by two chemists selected, one by sellers and the other by 
buyers, the results to be averaged for basis of settlement, which is to be made 
at one thirty-second up or one-sixteenth down per degree above or below 
basis, tions in proportion. Polarizations of the samples to be al«o made 
by a third chemist, these results to be used in cases where the other two 

emists differ over one-half point, when the two nearest of the three will 
decide the average. 

Below 94 d N thirty seconds cent per pound per degree down. 
s legrees. 

Below 93 de test, three thirty-seconds cent per pound per degree down. 
gas tants 95 degrees. 

Molasses and musco sugars below 84 degrees test, three thirty-seconds cent 
per pound per degree down. 

THE COLONIAL COLD., LONDON, May 9th. 
THE AMERICAN SUGAR REFINING CO., City: 


Nine hundred and seventeen (917) 3 sugar, at 3} cents per 
pound, basis 92 degrees, and twenty-two hundred and forty-seven (2.247) bags 
molasses sugar, at 24 cents per pound, 89 degrees, ex. steamship Prins 
Freak Hendrik, from Demerara, B. G., and Trinidad, B. W. I. Ne cash, 
pere > m. days’ actual time. To be taken at Woodruff's stores, Brook- 

„less lig e. 

Samples to be drawn mutually by sellers and buyers, and polarization of 
same to be made by two chemists selected, one by the sellers and the other 
by the 8 the results to be averaged for basis of settlement, which is to 
be made a nu or m down per degree above or below basis, fractions in 850 
portion. Po! eats of samples to be also made by a third chemist; these 
results to be used in cases where the other two chemists differ over 1 point, 
when the two nearest of the three will decide the average. 

Below 91 degrees test, cent per pound per degree down. 


Below 84 degrees test, I cent per pound per degree down. 
" Lis EZARNIKOW, MACDOUGA LL & CO. 


May 5. 
Bartram Bros. The American Sugar Rf. Co. 


3,127 centrifu sugar, at 
495 Ls gee — — at 2jc. is 


Colon, 700 x 
uelquiya, 1027. 
uelquiya, two, 495. 

nsulo, 1400. 


At —- per pound basis, 96 & 89 ave 1 Sy Up or 3v down, to 94 & 84 test, 
Any below own from 94 & 81 test. Net cash, ten days delivery, actual 
tare. Samples and tested as customary to fix price. 
Ex. ship schr. Wandrian in harbor from San Domingo. 
STANNART & TABOUT. 


[Contract of sale.] 
James Connell to Am. Sugar Refg. Co. 


May Ist. 
Mr. G. A. E. Irving: Messrs. The American Baar Rfg. Co. 

Say, 200 bags Jamaica muscovado sugar ved per S. S. Argonaut, at 24 
cts. per pound, basis d arg. test. Landed weights. Cash in ten days. Sugar 
to be taken at Woodruff's Stores, Brooklyn, less 1 1 . Damaged, if 
any, to be taken at a fair allowance, to be settled by the undersigned. 

JAMES S. CONNELL, 
By H. 8. CONNELL. 
MARK: A. 


Samples to be drawn mutually by sellers and buyers, and polarizations of 
same to be made by two chemists selected, one by the sellers and the other 
by buyers, the results to be averaged for basis of settlement, which is to be 
made at & up or 9 9 N per degree above or below basis, fractions in pro- 

rtion. Polarizations of the samples to be also made by a third ire 

hese results to be used in cases where the other two chemists differ over 
point, when the two nearest of the three will decide the average, 

Any mark or marks below 84 degrees to be omit from the average, and 
Mp heme down on such to be at the rate of q ct. per pound per degree from 


i per lb. for every d 
under 96°, in order to make the actual cost fair market value of these 
goods at the time and place of shipment. 


an 


| The above stamp is used by J. M. Ceballos & Co. on their invoices] 
Remarks regarding the methods of selling Cuban cane centrifugal sugars. 


Suj 1,000 bags of Cuban cane centrifugals test degrees and u 
are 5 basis of 96 degrees at 2¢ cents per 3 they should tosd 


1897. 
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95d the price obtained would be only 24, cents (after deducting the 
3 us allowance from 96 d to 95 d: ). ose same 
1,000 of sugar sold on the basis of 95 degrees on the same da would 


obtain z cents. In other words, at the time the saleis effected the difference 
made between 95 d. and 96 degrees is only one thirty-second cent, but 
on sales made basis 96 degrees, if they actually test 95 degrees, the allowance 
for this 1 degree is one-sixteenth cent. e allowance, as a 
difference in the price between 95 degrees and 96 degrees in the market to- 
day, is one thirty-second cent. 

n sugars have sold at 2% cents for 95 gerrena and on the same day % 
cents for96 degrees. In these sales the one selling at 2% cents for 95 degrees 
has the advantage over the one selling at 21 cents for 90 degrees, because if 
the su test 90 d. he always would get fio b ding one qu 
for 9 degrees XP Or d 4) cies tect te degree, will be only getting PA cents 

or ou is sugars 5 degrees only ge 1 
Aa pen Ae A RE ETE. (a iMi eios agin 
e rs own ^ e 
thirty-second cent more t if he sold basis 95 degrees. (Memorandum 
statement from J. M. Ceballos & Co.) 


99... . 


Fraction of , or wy of a cent for fractions of degrees to 
1d of a degree. 


[Memorandum furnished by Examiner Jacobs, of the 
pong to show mode of appraisement, or of ascertaining dutiable 
sugars. 


EXHIBIT B. 


OrFICE OF SPECIAL AGENT TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
New York, N. Y., January 5, 1895. 

DEAR SIR: In connection with an inquiry which has been ordered by the 
Department looking to the establishment of a just rate of drawback on the 
exportation of refined sugars made from imported raw — yp on which 
duties have been paid, I will thank you to till out the incl form, basing 
the data furnished on your knowledge and experience as a refiner. 

In those cases where, under the processes of . in 
this country, there would be no ontput of certain of the refined products 
TARDA. in the form, please fill in the spaces with a straight horizontal dash, 


us —. 

It is understood that the largest relative production of hard refined sugars 
would result from refining the highest grades of raw sugars, and that such 
relative high production would diminish with the lower grades of raw sugar 


It is further understood that it would be difficult, and, indeed, impossible 
to give results that would be true for each kind or lot of raw sugar used of 
n given test, but it is hoped 2 uou ai your refining operations in their 
neral results for a given period, say for one year, you will be enabled to 
nish data that may be accepted as substantially correct, and which mer 
serve as a basis for drawback allowance that shall prove practically just bot! 
to the Government and the refiner. 

It is usual in these cases to ask for a sworn statement from the manufac- 
will thank you, therefore, to have the statement, when com- 
pleted, duly sworn to. 

In order that this may be done consistently, the space below the tabulated 
form may be utilized for such pur word remarks as may be necessary, in 
order to place the whole subject in a just light. 

The oath may be taken by the superintendent of the refin or by the 
"refiner," so ed, or, indeed, by anyone authorized to represent the refin- 
ing company in such capacity, and who has knowledge of the facts set forth 
* t attention to the subject, and ing fi 

g your earnest attention e subject, an ‘or a prom: 
and full response, covering, if possible, all the data pant ee ig 5 prompt 


tfully, yours, 
me IRA AYER, Special Agent. 


THE W, J. McCAHAN SUGAR REFINING COMPANY, 
Philadelphia, January 7, 1895. 
DEAR SIR: Yours of January 5 received. As we have only been refining 
Fogar for a little over a year, and having used considerable domestic m. 
e sorghum sugar, it is 83 RE togive rn. epe egere and could 
ve you an estimate w. Wo prac useless regarding our 
afit 5 furnish data. x ie 


e are, truly, yours, 
TRE W. J. McCAHAN SUGAR REFINING CO., 
A W. J. McCAHAN, President. 
Mr. IRA AYER. 


NATIONAL SUGAR REFINING COMPANY, Yonkers, March 6, 1895. 

DEAR SIR: The inquiry of the Treasury Department regarding sugar- 
refinery produets w bb yon have forwarded to us has receiv: 8 
attention. It would hardly be possible for us to furnish the information re- 
quested, for the following reasons: 

First. Our refinery has been running but little more than a year, and our 
work has been n yi „and to some extent experimental, and 
our results would be co uently of less value as a basis for calculation of 
drawback than those of another refinery. 

Second. Our gat d is small and has not turned out all grades of sugar, 
and what data we might give would be incompleteas to the theoretical prod- 
uct of hard refined, t can be ascertained from standard authorities as 
well as we could give it. 

ully, yours, 
NATIONAL SUGAR REFINING CO., 
By GEO. R. BUNKER, Manager. 
Messrs. B. H. HowELL Son & Co., New York. 


[Cunningham & Miller, producers, manufacturers, and refiners of sugar.] 
SUGARLAND, TEX., April 17, 1895. 


DEAR SIR: We are in velud of your tel even date, and herewith 
find xis Trusting promptly to hand satisfactory, we remain, 


Y, 
CUNNINGHAM & MILLER. 
Mr. IRA AYER, a d 
Special Agent, New York, N. Y. 


[Cunningham & Miller, producers, manufacturers, and refiners of sugar.] 
SUGARLAND, TEX., April 13, 1895. 
Sin: In reply to the inquiries contained in your letter of — I have 


to state that, from our experience as reflners, 100 pounds of cane su lar- 
izing 96 degrees will give dn: yield as follows: p3 iran 


cc T A Nus que R E N 99.05 


p . 
The sirup is what is known as commercial molasses, and weighs 11.9 pounds 
on. 
per gallon what you have to say regarding the dis 


pounds raw sugar and the final product plus loss, and 
state that this difference (0.35 pouot) can be charged to either the mo! 
or the loss, but it is not possib. i 
of the calculations. 
The figures given (3.49 pounds) for molasses repr 
the molasses. In terms of the molasses itself, the 
Respectfally, yours, 


Mr. IRA AYER, 
Special Agent, Custom-House, New York. 


Signed and sworn to before me, B. H. James, notary public, county of Fort 
Bend, State of Texas. 
B. H. JAMES, Notary Public. 


NEW ORLEANS, April 18, 1895. 

DEAR Sin: In reply to your inq contained in your letter of recent date, 
I have to say that I have never refined any beet sugar at all, nor any im- 
ported sugars, when only they are mixed with Louisiana sugars. I give you 
the only operation in my refinery from October 14 to November 30, in 
which Louisiana sugars only were melted, and the product of which was re- 
fined sugar of one grade, —— “ granulated.” 

In that case the output from do pounds of centrifugal m polarizing an 
average of 97 per cent was as follows: Refined nulated, $2.71; siru ptor 
loss, 3.48, making 100. The refined polarized 99.5 to 99.9; sirup, about 35. Thé 
sirup was a molasses of not particularly good quss or flavor, and we sold it 


t the dry matter of 
would be 4.21 pounds, 


L. W. ROBINSON, Chemist. 


ata very low price, about 3 cents net per on—that is, not furnishing the 
3 Its weight was about 11} pounds per 5 s 


ours, truly, 
WM. HENDERSON. 

Mr.IRA AYER, 

Special Agent, Custom-House, New York City. 

William Henderson, the above ped being duly sworn, de and sa; 
that all facts and allegations contained in the above declaration signed 
5 are true and correct, to the best of his knowledge, information, and bé« 
"Bworn to and subscribed before me. 


M. T. DUCROS, Notary. 
NEW ORLEANS, April 18, 1895. UD TON 


NEW YORK, January 11, 1895. 
DEAR SIR: Yoursof the 5th was duly received and referred to the refineríeg 
we represent, and we hope to be able to i ou some information cons 
oning the object of your inquiry within a few days. 


ours, very Y 
3 4 B. H. HOWELL, SON & CO, 
Mr. IRA AYER, Special Agent, City. 
NEW YORK, January 31, 1895. 
DEAR SIr: In reply to your favor of the 25th instant, we beg to say that 
the mede we represent have not as yet been able to make up the state- 
men ou re. 
Both the Mollenhauer and National refineries make principally hard sugars, 
and it will be im ble for them to answer all your questions, or to give any 
bases which apply to raw and refined sugars of various grades. 


Yours, very truly. 
: B. H. HOWELL, SON & CO. 
Mr. IRA L. AYER, 
Special Agent, Treasury Department, City. 


MOLLENHAUER SUGAR REFINING COMPANY, 
8 e : : rte N. Y., April 22, 1895. f 
R Sin: Referring to your various inquiries in regard to the yield o: 
refined sugar from certain grades of raw sugar, we beg to say ibat we are 
not able to answer all your questions. 
Our refinery uses principally high-grade sugar, and only at rare intervals 


Yours, very truly, 
MOLLENHAUER SUGAR REFINING Co. 
F. D. MOLLENHAUER, Secretary. 
Bworn to before me this 23d day of April, 1895. 
T. M. LAMBERSON, Notary Publio. 
Col. IRA AYER, 


ial Agent Treasury Department, City. 
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THE AMERICAN SUGAR REFINING COMPANY, 
New York, January 14, 1395. 
Dear Str: Owing to my absence from the office, through illness, for the 
ast. ton da l'an but iow in receipt of your eomuavanioation of the Sth 
j t, and VVV 


v 
„5 H. O. HAVEMEYER. 
Ina ea agent Tre Department, 
asu: $ 
"ewe OT ORUM. egy New York, N. Y. 


THE AMERICAN SUGAR REFINING COMPANY, 
New York, February 21, 1895. 
DEAR Sin: In to your letter of Feb: 18,I beg to state that: 
„ Ninety-two inis of head redined. sugar and 6 pounds of p are ob 
tainable from 100 pounds of first-class centrifugal sugars, po! 96 de- 


} Eigh -eight pounds of hard refined sugar and 10 nds of sirup are ob- 
\taina ne fiPst class g degrees direct and of 


I 

$ 

88 ipee net analysis. 

| It fupracticahla to furnish the yields from any ots quedes of sugar in 

hard refined and sirup, none being used in their man re. 

$ The sirup from the beet sugar is of no value; that from the 9 

jeanne * — from one-half cent to 1 cent (say three-fourths cent) per poun: 
ours, truly, : 


InA ; 
— Agent. New York City. 


H. O. HAVEMEYER. 


THE AMERICAN SUGAR REFINING COMPANY, 
New York, April 15, 1895. 
EAR SIR; In response our communication of April 8, I to say that 
pou valued inmy letter to you of February 21 at from Duo alt cent to 
|] cent per pound (or, which is the same thing, 6to 12 cents r gallon), stable 
after it has been subjected to the process refining, flitering, 
í ying, etc. Without such process it is fit only for Lg eser perpe 
und sold ex packagoat 2 to 3 cents per gallon, an average of one-fifth of 1 cen 
j und. 
P The larization of these sirups averages about 40 and the weight 12 pounds 
per , With 20 per cent water. H 
I 8 ou my letter of February 21. 
ours, truly, 


pur iy rand New York City. 


UNITED BTATES LABORATORY, 
OFFICE OF APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE, 
New York, N. Y., April 9, 1895. 

Sin: Referring to letter of S Agent Ira Ayer, of April 8, 1805, re- 
cueing a statement from me showing the ave Tonued products obtain- 
‘able from 100 pounds of cane (centrifugal) polarizing 96 d. and 
further ie rre, red avernge of each refined product and the char- 
| The à rete dy: ord —.— my Verear trifugal) polarizing 
t ave: un cane su cen! 
96 degrees, as ascertained from the last GRIS DOEANE of 1 
in my opinion, as follows: 


H. O. HAVEMEYER. 


The test of hard refined sugar ranges from 99 degrees to 99.9 degrees; of 
from 30 d. to 40 di 

nder the h of loss is given an amount ting water, ash, and 

other impurities. This must not be understood to t an absolute loss 


D 


in the process of refining, as a considerable portion of it may be worked into 
the sirup and lower es of sugar when these are made in addition to hard 
refined, but of course with the result of degrading these products. 


ully, 
7 EDWARD SHERER, 
Chemist in Charge. 
Hon. WALTER H. BUNN, United States Appraiser. 


OFFICE OF SPECIAL AGENT, TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
New York, N. Y., March 1, 1895. 
GENTLEMEN: Referring to previous correspondence in relation to the es- 
,tablishment of drawback rates on exported refined sugar, I beg to inform 
you that the time isat hand when it will be necessary to submit a report 
upon the subject to the ment. 
In the D of such report it is the desire of the Government that 
the views of the principal refiners of the country shall be obtained and con- 
dered, and I would be particularly glad of such data as your firm may be 
8 to this date without from to f letters, 
am out a ou to any of my le 
Tagain write and will thank you to 9 whether or Pd you havo any 
or views pertaining to questions involved which you desire to sub- 


t. 

If it is not in r on e to use the blank transmitted with m 

letter of January b eer Il be glad to consider any information that. yon 

think proper to submit, which, in your judgment, aid the Government 
reaching just lusions. 


conc! 
For Me NR first herein noted, I will ask you kindly to write on receipt 
of this, so that [ may have your answer on Monday, the 4th instant. 


'ully, yours, 
IRA AYER, Special Agent. 
Messrs. NASH, SPALDING & Co. T" 
Boston Mass. 
Ex C. 


[Cunningham & Miller, producers, manufacturers, and refiners of sugar.] 

SUGARLAND, TEX., January 31, 1895. 
Dear Sin: As requested in your circular letter of January 5, we inclose 
herewith statement as requested: as near as we can give it to you. We have 
never tae any raw beet sugar, our operations being confined to the cane 

u 
Y trul 
ees CUNNINGHAM & MILLER. 


bain e weer EA 
duque quide an suse tee FOR AT. 
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Possible product of hard refined 


99.8 to 100 d. 
„ 
sugar and sucrose in re 


Mollenhauer 
W: 


imported raw cane sugar, and the 
ođucts under the ordinary me of refining now in use in the United 


ates. 


Loss consísts of water, y eps other impurities. Hard refined tests from 
5 O, 90 d to 94 degrees; sirup, 32.8 de- 
e loss given is the difference between sucrose in raw 


EXHIBIT D. 


Yield of refined products from 100 pounds of rùw cane centrifugal sugar test- 
ing 96 per cent (see Exhibit B). 


Hard re-| Soft re- 
fin fined 
Ra Test of sugar | sugar 
wsu-| raw pro- pro- 
gar used. sugar | duced | duced Sirup produced. 
used. | nominal | assumed 
test 100 | test 92 
per cent. per cent. 


Name. 


H. O. Hayemeyer...... 


m. 

Cunningham & Miller- 
Dr. Edward Sherer 
E. L. G. Steele 


fal 


q 
a 


2.40 94.40 1.66 

2 93 3.12 

1.93 9¹ 3.00 

Cunningham & Miller. 93 1.56 94.56 1.50 
Dr. Edward Sherer 92.50 1.75 94.25 1.83 
E. L. G. Steele t........ 93. 80 A 94.00 1.40 
. 92.46 1. 94.16 1.91 


* sugars used. 
+ Test of soft sugars 15 pounds) placed at high estimate. 
+Omitting W. erson test of raw sugar being 97 per cent. 


EXHIRIT E. 


Net cash quotations of 96-degree centrifugals and of hard refined sugar nu 
l ) from September 6, [uer d 1896. (we 


Hard re- 
AMA 
granu- 
lated), 
per 
pound. 
Cents. ts. 

e 3.75 4,72 || Jan. 19 8.74 
13.. 3.75 4.72 I 
20.. 3.75 4.51 74 
N. 8.75 4.41 9.74 

Oct. 4 9.75 4.95 8.68 

= 8.75 4.35 8.68 
- 3.50 4.95 9.74 
Zu 3.50 4.95 9.74 

Nov. 1.... 3.50 3.98 8.80 
8.. 3.50 4.10 3.86 
15.. 3.50 4.10 3.86 
22.. 8.50 3. 98 3.86 
29.. 3.50 3. 98 3.86 

Dec. 6.. 3.50 3.80 3.86 
13.. 3.25 8.74 3. 86 
20.. 3.125 3.74 
. 3.125 3.74 131.42 

— — 8.982 


g 
8 
Lj 
= 


raw cane centrifugal testing 96 degrees from September 6, 


Average 
neg nen UT 5 8 Te —— riod, 3.982 cents per pound; 
fonth for cost of fe 9.805 * d. AS : 


less one- 


rrels, 3. 


MEMORANDUM. 


In discussing questions of duty and drawback on four values 
36 e and o 


FCC considered: Commercial val 

a values are ered: 

involes. value, and dutiable value. 1 aras 
In drawback matters but two values are considered: Dutiable value (as 

fixed by the appraiser) and productive value. 


cents per poun 


7 of raw 
consumed 


Test. Productive fn producing. 1 
value. pound hard re- 
ed sugar. 
For = add = x 1. 02686 
— = x 1.04242 
= x 1.05846] Cost of raw material in each 
fee at 2 cen = x 1.075 und of refined su 
zx deduct dy = x I: terms of 96° sugar — 1.07 
E ui = = poun 
93° deduct = = Xx Listes 
92° deduct = x 1.14668, 
Mode of liquidation where raw sugar of one test and value is hero RA 
"d RE 5 Lorie pore bie era nó rat ie d aA cases dis n duc qiia and qum RM NAS a 0.03125 
(os ERE ELLA T S E OSE I CI a A A NE EEES 0025 


1,000 pounds refined. sugar exported. 1,000 pounds at 1% = 1,075 pounds 
í degrees identity 1,200 pounds degree sugar at 1.90. 1.90 -+ 4, — 1.9025 for 


sugar. 
075 pounds x 1.9625 — $21.09, at 40 per cen $8.43 
1 a onan dec peo aaos en oh ona cadence seem saab aUo RM i 5 apn .08 


Drawbaek on 1,000 pounds exported. 
! Mode of liquidation where raw sugars of several tests and values are identified. 
A DM refined sugar exported. 1,000 pounds X 144—1,075 pounds 06° 


ventes 09125 cent: 4-—. 0625 cent. 
ou 1. iL 0625 —96* at 1.8625, 

03125—96? at ets 
Es at 210. 125 00 at 2. 


1,075 20.96 
|. Drawback on 1,000 pounds refined sugar equals du on 1,075 pounds 
969 sugar — $095 at 4 per — — 


— pigar, the de erminations being (ed dheog er value of 2 Pen 
ear difere sugar, with one thirty-second of a cent 7 
nd fori of difference in productive value for each degres of te 0 
Quantities of raw 
sugar 
production 
Productive n d of 
Test. values. sugar. 
For 99° add $= 67 1. 02686 
98° add = e6 1.04242 
war B- hi Lor 
a = $n 241. 
95° deduct 4, — 421.081.0005 
94» deduct 4 — 02 1.10907 
Me deduct $= 61 1.12786 
92° deduct ot d 60 1. 14867 
Same a on on ere > bat by another me 
Raw of one —— and C . viz, 91 at 1.90 cents per 
aie sugar e: 

Allow of 94* su 1.1i Sonos to rl pound bard refined. 1,000 pounds 
at . identifled. ia . at 1.90—$21.08; at 40 per cent 
8.43—1 per cen: 35—draw back on ands exported. 

1,000 pounds refined sugar e: 

800 pounds 94 sugar, at 1.80 cents per ... 
e pounds 95° sugar, at 1.90 cents per pound... 
pounds 97° sugar, at 2.10 cents per pound 
"Total € y material... 

Draw Vr peni arta ga cd — paid on ray 
1 valued EA 40 per Verum pe Tper ce pas e 

Allowance for a 5 1 poun eine 

1. 10907) 000000070 ...-...---....-.--.-.—--- A eee nsn 270 
458 

780680 128 

776769 1,000 

88910 272 


Allowance for a 95? raw sugar to 1 pound refined (see p. —): 
1..09206)50000000(458 


631760 
540040 
857200 
813004 
Allowance for a 97° raw sugar to 1 pound refined (see p. —): 
1. 05846 


OW, say, 288 pounds 97° sugar. 
* Same results as shown on p. —, but by another method. 


DRAWBACK. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, July 10, 1852. 
s and those of other collectors of 


ee, and su; 
rates, which will siones ay 8 subject to the 2 
"a De on the 22d of January, 1862, v 
Rates 2 drawback.—On the (ot va of sugar: Refined sugar, 3.2 cents 
- pound; soft A, B, C, and oe penes of sugar, 2} cents per pound; siru 
of sugar — 5. 8 molasses), ts per gallon. .On the products 


molasses (rebo Clarified molasses, 6 cents pangs N New En land rum, 
6 cents per gallon; sugarhouse molasses, 4} pe eom ; olarified sugar, 
1 cent per 
Iam, very respectfully, P. CHASE, 
8 of the Treasury. 


HIRAM BARNEY, A 
e ER. New York. 


(800.) 
RATES OF DRAWBACK ALLOWED ON THE PRODUCTS OF SUGAR AND 


MOLASSES. 
rates of drawback will be allowed on the tion of the 


r named, manufactured wholly of materials on which duty 


in My, ud 
soft B ; bn sirup of 


sugas the ucts of molasses.—On New E: a 5} cents 
f 2525 . 
poun 


All 3 under the above rates to be subject to the legal deduction 


of E 
to of PCT been placed u the free list. No drawback will be 
Mies on gunpowder manufactured in part from that article in cases where 
the nitrate of soda was imported since the present tariff went à effect. 
No drawback is now allowed on copal varnish, ess man of ma- 
terials imported under the former tariff. (Letter to collector at Now York, 
N. Y., March 20, 1871.) 


(2312.) 
DRAWBACK ON SUGAR AND SIRUP. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, June 26, 1875. 


Srr: On the exportation of sugar and sirup produced from imported melada, 
paying a dui a duty x ot T) cont per r pound and and 25 Sper centin addition thereto, draw- 
allowed at the f. 


opere at zh cents per pound. = 

On sirup, at 5¢ cents per gallon. 

PF 1 per cent, and the 
drawback on 6 8 
addition of 25 per 


The rate of 5} cents per es Arx: 
cent to the former rate of oe — n is adop Ly bag until 
aed Le. this DN now pending, is y con- 


the coset prae of an ine 


e and finally gee y th 
wt. B. H. BRISTOW, Secretary. 
COLLECTOR OF 8 New York. 3 x 


(2554.) 
DRAWBACK ALLOWANCE ON SUGARS. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, December 17, 1875. 
Bin: The E e a rates of drawback on refined sugars and rap wholly 
manufactured from imported raw sugar are hereby established in lieu of 
those heretofore in force: 
—.— loaf, cut loaf, c Serre agit per and powdered refined sugar, stove 
ur by other eq effective entirely the produce ‘of for- 


eign duty paid pod 3.00 end per pou 
Mire Fugen due pna uct of e FFF 
color, en uct of fo: uty- su cen T 
On all of refined coffee sugar, No. 3) Dutch Standard a below in 


color, entirely the product off ot forein hoa und. 
01 On sirup resulting entirely from th: eget are of se gn 8 d sugar, 
cents 


The allowance on mareto be subject to the deduction of 1 ed cent mod 
the allowance on sirup to the deduction of 10 per cent, as prescribed by law. 
Very respectful 


Á B. H. BRISTOW, Secretary. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Baltimore, Md. 


[1877. Department No. nr. Secretary’s office.) 

CIRCULAR TO COLLECTORS AND OTHER OFFICERS OF THE CUSTOMS. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT. oe OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., Lasgo qe 


rates of drawback on Salaa € sugar and sirup wholly manu- 
1 174. raw sugar are hereby established, 70 take effect on 


ulated, and powdered refined sugar, stove 
other equally effective entirely the product of 


f duty- suger. 3 cents per pou: 
TUER white coffee sugar, un undi and above No. 20 Dutch standard 
2.58 cents per pound. 


in ona bue herd the UR esed i foreign Du 0 2b Dutch eyed ape pone 


— — J ui ct of foreign di d erp d. 
color, en: n t T pound. 
On M th ding of foreign duty $i — 


sirup resulting entirely from the re 
cones per Sallam: 

The allowances on sugars will be subject to the deduction of 1 per cms and 
the allowances on sirup to the deduction of 10 per cent, as prescribed by law. 


Very 
JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 


[Cireular. 1879. Department No. 30. Secretary's office.] 
SAMPLING OF SUGAR FOR DRAWBACK. 
Treasury DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., February 13, 1879. 
To collectors of customs and others: 


The circular instructions of this Department of September 6, 1877, by W. 
the rates of drawback payable on exportations of refined air duod 


Pe each 7 Sa 


8 to the e by the Dutch standard of the exported sugar, are 
ereby a as follows: 

es from at least one in every ten packages of sugar entered for ex- 
portation with benefit of drawback shall be taken at the place of landing for 
export by experienced samplers, under the direction of the United States 
ip or officer acting as such, to be by him examined, com with 

6 Dutch standard for e aud En upon to the collector. 
— OHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 


(4097.) 
SAMPLING OF SUGAR FOR EXPORT. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, June 3, 1879. 

8 from at least one in every ten pore of sugar entered for ex- 
portation with benefit of drawback shall taken by the debenture officer 
&nd by him delivered to the United States appraiser for examination and 
1 with the Dutch standard for cation. 

e samples may be taken either at the place of lading or nt the refinery. 

'The exporter will be required to note on the export entry presented atthe 
N the time when the sugar will be ready for weighing, inspec- 

on, and delivery. 

Each packa when weighed and inspected shall be stenciled across the 
marked head thereof with the words ** weighed" and “inspected,” and with 
the initials of the proper aes: 

The merchandise s, be transferred forthwith, under the supervision of 

e inspecting officer, from the refinery to the export vessel, in bonded 
lighters or trucks. 

The provisions of this Department's circular,dated February 13, 1879, requir- 
ing that samples shall be taken exclusively at the place of the lading of such 
Bugars, and under the direction of the appraiser, are modified accordingly. 

JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS AND OTHERS. 


[Cireular. 1883. Department No. 73. Secretary's office.] 
DRAWBACK ON SIRUP FROM MOLASSES. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., June 5, 1883. 
To collectors of customs and others: 2 
On the exportation of sirup resulting from the refining of imported mo- 
, upon which the duty of 4 cents per gallon, prescribed by the tariff of 
3, pee has been paid, a drawback will be allowed at the rate of 3.2 
cents per gallon, less the legal retention of 10 per cent. 
H. F. FRENCH, Acting Secretary. 


(Circular. 1883. Department No. 77. Secretary's office.] 
PROVISIONAL RATES OF DRAWBACK ON REFINED SUGAR AND SIRUP. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., June 9, 1883. 

To collectors of customs and others: i 

Until the 1st day of September, 1883, on the exportation of sugar and sirup, 
refined wholly from imported sugars, tank bottoms, sirups of cane juice, 
melada, concentrated melada, or concrete and concentrated molasses, C 7 
which duties shall be paid at the rates 1 by the tariff of March 3, 
1883, drawback will be allowed at the following rates: 
l. On refined loaf, cut loaf, crushed, granulated, and powdered sugar, 
stove dried or dried by other equally effective process, 2.82 cents per pound. 
2. On refined white coffee sugar, undried, and above No. 20 Dutch stan 
ard in color, 2.28 cents per pound. 

8. On all grades of refined coffee sugar, No. 20 Dutch standard and below 
in color, 1.84 cents per pound, 

4. On sirup resulting entirely from the refining of the above-enumerated 
imported materials, 4 cents per pue. 

he allowance on sugars will besubject to the deduction of 1 per cent, and 
the allowance on sirup to the deduction of 10 per cent, as prescribed by law. 
CHAS. J. FOLGER, Secretary. 


(Circular. 1883. Department No. 120. Secretary's office.] 
RATES OF DRAWBACK ON REFINED SUGAR AND SIRUP. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., October 3, 1883. 
To collectors of customs and others: 
‘The provisional rates of drawback specified in the Department's circular 
of June 9, 1883, No. 77, will continue in force until January 1, 1884, unless 


sooner revoked. 
9 _ CHAS. J. FOLGER, Secretary. 


(Circular. 1884. Department No. 21. Secretary’s office.] 
DRAWBACK ON REFINED SUGAR AND SIRUP. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., February 7, 1885. - 
To collectors of customs and others: 
'The following rates of drawback on sugar and its produ established pro- 
visionally by the circular of June 9, 1883. are hereby declared to be permanent: 
L onay ned . e penoa: MY oe mea sugat, 
ed or dr other equally effective process, 2.82 cents per pound. 
xd bn bul. white 9 pap eee dried, and above No. 20 Dutch standard 
in color, 2.28 cents per pound. 
E em = 3 ot zeae coffee sugar, No. 20 Dutch standard and below in 
cen r pound. 
py sirup — entirely from the refining of tho above - enumerated 
imported materials, 4 cents per gallon. 
TOL CM Tope eo Ei d IA 
ce on i w. 
— y CHAS. J. FOLGER, Secretary, 


[Cireular. 1884. Department No. 121. Secretary's office—(Customs).] 
DRAWBACK ON SUGAR FROM MOLASSES, 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., July 23, 188. 
To collectors of customs and others: 
On the exportation of sugar refined from imported molasses, upon which 


the duty of 4 cents per gallon, prescribed by the tariff of March 3, 1883, has 
ee pald, a 9 will be Slowed at the rate of fifty-five hundredths of 
cent pe 


r pound, less the legal retention of 1 per cent. 
g - CHAS E. COON, Acting Secretary. 


[Circular. 1886. Department No. 134. Division of customs.] 
REDUCING RATE OF DRAWBACK ON DRIED REFINED SUGAR. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., September 28, 1886. 
To collectors of customs and others: 

On all refined loaf, cut loaf, crushed, rene. and powdered sugar, 
Btove-drie3 or dried by other equally effective process, exported on and after 
November 1, 1886, drawback will be allowed at the rate of 2.00 cents per 
pound, less the legal retention of 1 per cent. 

The above rate is crees umor vierges inlieu of the existing rate of 
m cents per pound, pending an inquiry as to what further reduction may 

necessary. 


C. 8. FAIRCHILD, Actíng Secretary. 
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(Circular. 1888. Department No. 20. Division of customs.] 
RATE OF DRAWBACK ON DRIED REFINED SUGAR. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, * 


Washington, D. G, February 3, 1888. 
To collectors of customs and others: 9 và 


The rate of drawback provisionally established by the circular of Se 
ber 23, 1886 (Synopsis 7780), on all refined loaf, cut loaf, crushed, ui dese 
and powdered sugar, stove-dried or dried by other equally effective process, 
viz, 2.00 cents per pound, less the legal retention of 1 per cent., is hereby de- 


clared to be permanent. 
C. S. FAIRCHILD, Secretary. 


Circular. 1891. Department No. 47. Division of customs.] 

DRAWBACK ON REFINED SUGAR EXPORTED ON OR AFTER APRIL 1, 1891. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFMICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., March 23, 1891. 
To collectors and other officers of the customs: 

Toinsure necessary identification of refined su which may be exported 
on or after April 1, 1891,for benefit of drawback, the exporter will be required 
to file prelim: entry before that date, and the sugars covered thereby 
shall remain in the custody of a customs officer at the expense of the exporter 
until duly shipped for car! pppoe) 

The name of the exporting vessel and date of exportation need not be stated 
in the preliminary entry, but may be filled in before the time of shipment. 

CHARLES FOSTER, Secretary. 


[Cireular. 1891. Department No. 69. Division of customs.] 
DISCONTINUING ALLOWANCE OF DRAWBACK ON SUGAR USED IN THE MAN- 
UFACTURE OF EXPORTED CONFECTIONERY OR OTHER ARTICLES. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., May 7, 1891. 
To collectors and other officers of the customs: 

In view of the factthat raw sugar not above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, 
as well as other forms of so-called refining sugars (sirups of cane juice, me- 
lada, molasses, etc.), imported on or after the Ist day of April, 1801, are ex- 
empt from duty. and of tbe further fact that at the same time sugars refined 
in bond during the month of March, 1891, from imported raw sugars went 
into consumption without payment of duty, nodraw will heveattar be al- 
lowed on sugar used in the manufacture of confectionery or any other articles 


exported. 
All previous decisions authorizing the allowance of such drawback are 
hereby revoked. 
CHARLES FOSTER, Secretary. 


(Circular. 1891. Department No. 78. Division of customs.] 
RESCINDING CIRCULAR NO. 69, OF MAY 7,181, RELATIVE TO DRAWBACK ON 

SUGAR USED IN THE MANUFACTURE OF CONFECTIONERY AND OTHER 

ARTICLES. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., May 27, 1891. 
To collectors and other officers of the customs; 

The Department being advised that manufacturers of condensed milk, cons 
fectionery, and other articles made wholly or in part from sugar have on 
hand considerable 1 of refined sugar manufactured before March 1, 
1591, from duty-paid raw sugar, which was purchased by them with the inten- 
tion of being used in the manufacture of such articles for exportation with 
benefit of drawback, Circular No. 69, of May 7,1591, discontinuing allowances 
of apiece on sugar used in the manufacture of such articles is hereby 
rescin 

In view of the presence in the market of sugars refined from raw sugars 
in bond, or from raw sugars imported free oi duty after April 1, 1891, the 
most careful scrutiny of the proots presented with each entry for the identi- 
fication of the sugar used in the manufacture of articles exported for benefit 


of drawback is hereby enjoined. 
CHARLES FOSTER, Secretary. 


11800. Department Circular No. 20. Division of customs.] 
DRAWBACK ON SUGAR AND SIRUP. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 1, 1896, 
To collectors and other officers of the customs; 

On the exportation of refined sugars made wey: from imported raw 
sugars, and on the exportation of sirups made whol Y from imported raw 
cane sugars, drawback allowed equal in amount to the duties paid on 
the imported sugars so used, less pde gm deduction of 1 per cent. 

When the exported sugars are!“ refined," of standard test, commer- 
cially known as loaf, cut loaf, cube, granulated, crushed, or powdered, and 
are made by 0 from imported raw cane sugars, the amount of drawback 
shall be determined by allowing for each 100 pounds of the exported article 
the duties paid on the respective grades and quantities of material used, as 
indicated in the following schedule: 


Allow- 


Test of raw sugar used 100 po tuc 
hard 


(degrees). 


Allow- 


Test of raw sugar used fande for 
(degrees). mi pounds 


refined. 


— 


23822832323233 


When “soft refined " sugars made from imported raw cane sugars are ex- 
rted, the quantity of “crystallizable sugar contained therein shall be 
etermined by reference to weight and polariscope test of the exported arti- 
cle, and drawback allowance shall be based on the . of ** erystallizable 
rd A so found, as hereinbefore provided for a like quantity of "hard re- 
sugar. 

When the “ hard refined” sugars hereinbefore described are made wholl; 

from raw beet sugars, the dutiable value of the material used for each pounds 
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When “soft refined" sugars made wholly from imported raw sugars are 
exported with benefit of drawback, the drawback entry must show the re- 
spective values of such soft and of standard granulated sugar on 
same market; and the draw per pound on the "soft refined "sugar 
be such part of the 8 pound provided for ** hard refined su; 
made from the same kind 


of the exported article shall be determined by dividing the dutiable value of 
1 ponga z m material used by the decimal denoting the net analysis” of 
such material. 

The amount of drawback which may be allowed on the exported sirup 
product of raw cane sugars shall be determined by allowing for each gallon 
of the exported article, valued at 5 cents in condition as “thrown " from the 
* centrifugal," the duties pea on the respective grades and quantities of 


material used as indicated in the following schedule: 
aaa N 1 the 9 As eiue. oF : med of standa E 
Test of raw sugar used for 1 Test of raw sugar used Hi, cs value of 1 pound of the “soft refined" sugar, so is the draw- 
: or 1 gallon) forlgsllon | back provided for the pound of gran sugar to the drawback allowable 
(degrees). sirup. | 9 sirup. on the pound of “soft nod " sugar made from like mater 
— The required values of the refined su declared on the drawback en 
shall be verified by reference to stan market quotations on date of ship- 
Pounds. nds. ment. 
99 * dc 1.56 The amount of drawback which may be allowed on the exported sirup 
98. "30 rH roducts of raw sugars shall be determined b allowing for each ion of 
er. Y $ 4 2 the exported article, valued at ö cents in condition as "thrown" from th 
96. 41 1. "centrifugal" the duties paid on the respective grades and quantities o 
"n - a4 f — material used, as indicated in the following schedule: 
A | ii Hm | 
x. > . - tor 1 
91. = 1.48 1.72 
90 : 1.49 174 ae 
89... z 1.51 1.77 : 
88... : 1.53 1.79 
— an ust s 1.55 ds. 
VILE, a P RE. Lane a A F E EEEN AR ; 1.56 
The value of the sirup in condition as thrown from the centrifugal shall be 18 180 
declared by the manufacturer on the drawback entry, which declaration 1.40 1.02 
shall be verified by the collector, and if the declaration so verified shows à 1.41 ro 
value per gallon above or below 5 cents, the allowance shall be determined 143 166 
by ine: ng or uc the schedule allowancein proportion to the increase 1.44 Tes 
or reduction above or below the 5 cents per gallon, but in no case shall the Y 1. 
nllowance be based on a value of sirup exceeding 8 cents per gallon without $i FR 
special authority from the Department. i 40 E 
For fractional tests of the raw cane sugar used in the manufacture of 1.51 La 
either refined sugar or sirup the allowances of quantity of material shall be 1:58 1.70 
computed in proportion to the schedule allowances for the degrees next 1:55 E 


above or below such fractional test. 

'The quantities of sugar and sirup e shall be ascertained by United 
States weighers and gaugers, respectively, and samples shall be en as 
ordered by the collector, to be submitted to the appraiser for report of 
polariscope test and such other expert inspection as may be De prece 

On requisition of collectors, appraising officers shall furnish polariscope 
tests. "net analyses," and other conditions of valuation of raw su not 
found on the import invoice for use in liquidation of drawback entries. 

J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 


[1899. Department Circular No. 102. Division of Customs. 


value per gallon above or below 5 cents, the allowance shall be determined 
by increas or reducing the schedule allowance in rtion to the in- 
crease or uction above or below the 5 cents per on above specifledj 


DRAWBACK ON SUGAR AND SIRUP. process of manufacturing refined &nd sirups, the manufacturer 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, declaration must show separately the respective quantities of the different 
Washington, D. C., June 25, 1896. kinds an es of the sugars so mixed. In liquidating entries covering 
To collectors and other officers of the customs: portions of the products of such mixtures, drawback be based on proś 


On the exportation of refined sugars and oo made wholly from im- 
ported raw rn ge drawback will be allowed equal in amount to the duty paid 
on the mate: used, less the legal deduction of 1 per cent. 

When the exported sugars are "hard refined," of standard test, commer- 
cially known as loaf, cut loaf, cube, granulated, crushed, or powdered, and are 
made wholly from imported raw cane sugars, the amount of drawback shall 
be determined by allowing for each 100 ands of the exported article the 
duties paid on the respective des and quantities of MALA IIS used, as in- 
dicated in the following ule: 


allowances for the degrees next above and below such fraction. 
'The quantities of sugar and sirup Lor aba shall be ascertained by United 
v 


tests, net analyses.“ and other conditions of valuation of raw sugars not 
found on the import invoice for use in liquidation of drawback entries. 
De ws Circular No. 20, of February 1, 1896 (synopsis 16738), is hereby 


supe: 
W. E. CURTIS, Acting Secretary. 


Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I am very sorry that the Senator 
from Louisiana who has just taken his seat has seen fit to give 
us his very n speech on sugar just at this juncture, when 
I was endeavoring to direct the attention of the Senate to à specific 
matter of importance, as I conceive, that we had reached in due 
order, and thus have distracted the attention of the Senate from 
the particular point that I had in view. 

Icould not understand from what the Senator first said as to 
whether he agreed as compared with what he afterwards said in 
reply to an interlocution of my own, whether he was in favor of 
the abolition of this differential on the score of the bounty paid b 
Germany or not. He said latterly, in reply to a question I ask: 
him from my seat, that he was in favor of it, as I understood him. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I said that, in my opinion, the countervailin, 
duty, whichis from 25 to 28 per cent, is entirely too much, and a 
whichever end the reduction be made upon, it is immaterial to me, 
whether taken from the countervailing or from the differential. 

Mr. GRAY. I understood that the Senator argued against the 
proposition that I made, that this is a matter which concerns us 
to deal with, because there was a suggestion made on very good 
grounds that we were restrained by our treaty made with Prussia 
in 1828 from making these discriminations against sugar coming 
from that country; and I think I showed—although I did it 
briefly—the reasons for that belief on my part, that here was the 

ress obligation of this meaty made in 1828, which prevented 
this country from imposing a duty upon articles imported from 
Prussia higher than those that were imposed upon the most-fa- 
vored nation. 

Unquestionably this section 3 that wehave under consideration 
contravenes the provision and obligation of that treaty. It is no 
answer to say that no higher duties are specifically or nominally 
levied on sugars from Prussia than those from other countries, but 
that your specific higher rate falls upon sugars from all countries. 


i 


EEE 


E 
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EEREBSEE: 


When the * hard refined " sugars hereinbefore described are made wholl 
from imported raw-beet sugars, the duty paid on the material used for eac 
pound of the exported article may be determined by dividing the duty paid 
on pound of the material by the decimal denoting the “net analysis" of 
such material and then deducting from the amount so found, as an equiva- 
eset of the N of the 5 or 8 5 the percentage of 
amount corresponding e 0 e raw su used, 
indicated in the following ecbedule: ^. dA xe 


8 
t may happen to fall within a certain classification. If it were 
'&o, then we could evade the obligations of 3 
Fully drawn classification. For example, we could impose addi- 
duties on all commodities which camefrom countries where 
labor employed in 2 them was not paid according to 
a specific standard of wages. we could a domestic law | se 
‘the basis of discrimination or classification, we might forbid the 
importation or impose higher duties on the importations from such 
Countries as did not establish eight hours as a working day, or as 
did not forbid work on Sunday, or as were of a monarchical form 
‘of government; and Germany might evade her treaty obligations 


for the protection of our home industries and as permitting commercial con- 
cessions to a coun which are not quema, but are in return for equiva- 
lent concessions, to which no other country is entitled except upon ren- 

the.same es Thus, Mr, Jefferson, when Secretary of State 


ti 

in 1317 Mr. John Quiney Adams, acting in the same official capacity, took 
the that the '' most-favored-nation clause“ only 8 3 
favors and did not touch concessions for 'equivalents, expressed or im- 
^" Mr. Clay, Mr. Livingston, Mr. Evarts, and Mr. Bayard, when at 
head of the enn. of State, have each given official expression to 
the same view. It has received the sanction of the Supreme Court in 
more than one well-considered decision, while in Bartram vs. Robertson 
(122 U. S., 116) Mr. Justice. Field, ite po TOR the whole court, expounded 

the stipulations of the most-favored-nation clause” in this language: 

They were pl of the two contracting parties, the United States and 
the King of Denmark, to each other, that, in the imposition of duties on goods 
imported into.one of countries which were the produce or manufacture 
of the other, there should be no discrimination against them in favor of goods 
of like character imported from mr other country. They imposed an obli- 

B ᷣͤ pete av 
— i re n o x vi -nation clause," so clear 
mittee—of course it was not the intention of the e eee lished as a doctrine of American law, is believed to accord with the inter. 
eral retation put upon the clause by foreign powers—certainly by Germany and 
Breat Britain. 

Here is a very important feature of this consideration, for the 
interpretation placed by the parties affected upon a contract is 
always of importance in construing that contract. The opinion 
proceeds: 

Thus, as the clause permits any internal regulations that a country ma; 
find necessary to give a preference to“ native merchants, vessels, and ed 


gar 
bounty of one country might be counteracted the import sugar duty of 
acit en oral be 1 a viola 


and Great N in the position of the United Sta that —55 
treaty with Hawaii notentitle those nations to equal Peering. regard 
to imports, with those thus obtained by the United States, the privil 

to the United States being in consideration of concessions b e 
Low States, which German; and Gross Britain not only did not offer to 
make, but, in the nature of things, could not make. 

Mr. President, if the 3 of these statements of fact, 
made by the distinguished author of this opinion, will be noted 
when we direct our attention to the proposition that in the vey 
convention—the international sugar conference of 1888—in whic 
this nation 5 it was positively agreed, and it was un- 
derstood and treated as a fact, to use the age of the opinion, 
that the export sugar bounty of one country might be counter- 
acted by the import sugar duty of another. I might remark that 
othe we would put ourselves in the position of permitti 
legislation hostile to ourselves under the pretext. that Sanan an 
uniformity prohibited our defending ourselves by similar eci 
lation, and thus placed us upon a common plane with o 
nations coming under the most-favored-nation clause. 

Ihave come here entirely unprepared to discuss this question, 
and we have no time to discuss it. It is a W 5 interesting topic, 
and one which I should like very much to consider at more length; 
but I forbear. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] calls my attention 
to an extract from Lawrence's Wheaton, page 493, as follows: 

From excessive caution, the limitation '*gratuitous'' or kindred limita- 
tions are sometimes inserted before “favored nation" in recent treaties. 
But this does not derogate in any way from the position that privileges trans- 
— under the term “favored nation" are only such privileges as are 

us. 

Mr. President, our relations with Germany, while of course 
friendly, nevertheless are such as to disclose to the world at large 
and particularly to us, who are the parties affected, a series o 
discriminations, against which our people have long protested, 
and usually in vain. - 

I have before me an article prepared by some of those who have 
taken an interest in this matter. Ihave no intention of reading 
it now, but I shall ask leave to insert it as a part of my remarks, 
as it is largely historical in character, and calls attention to the 

inations to which I allude. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

Mr. De Kay, our consul-general at Berlin, under date of October 5, 1895, ex- 

the situation. He informs us that the forces of ture in Prussia 

are thoroughly organized there as t commerce and manufactures; that 
chambers of ture are orga: by law all over Prussia, with banks 
that advance on crops, rescuing farmers from the rapacity of middle men. 
This is the radical movement that overrides government check and conserva- 
tism. Iteven asksthe abrogation of treaties containing the most forward 
national clause. It has obtained the exclusion of American cattle and of salt 
meats, and has secured a 100 per cent increase in the export bounty on sugar. 
Mr. De Kay says: "The United States must look for a strong effort om the 
part of all conservative, provincial, and reactionary elements of north Ger- 
many to keep out American products." 

at this sentiment likewise exists1n France and Austria, in fact, all over 
the Continent, even if in lesser degree, admits of no doubt. And in this we 
find the kernel contained in recent foreign 88 nst some one or more 
of the provisions of our pending tariff bi ether rotests area 
bold bluff intended to m the supersensitive and am to our cupidity a 
the expense of national honor, or whether they con: the seed of commer- 
8 eee inthe bi bitter history quite nt to the si 
embracing ton to, Give Jong: oare of perti eters on the 

0 ie secure ese wers 
— for our exports, shut out by some of = 


tha 
much modified and very much changed by the duty imposed by 


will be much more affected by the present provision, which is 
three times the discrimination of the Wilson law. Where the 
Wilson law im a countervailing duty of one-tenth of a cent, 
we im , by section 3, a countervailing duty of more than 
one- of à cent—three times that of the Wilson law. 

Iam very sorry that the Senator from Louisiana, with whom I 
thought that I about the general notions that underlie this 
whole matter of tariff imposition, should have defended, as he 
seemed to defend, this countervailing duty on grounds which 
"were decidedly protectionist. He supported and, as far as I could 
‘understand him, defended the imposition of this coun 
‘duty on the ground that it was a proper retaliatory measure on 
the part of the United States against the low productive cost of 
other countries. If that differs at all from the ordinary protective 
‘doctrine, I am unable to perceive it; and, unless I y misun- 
‘derstood the Senator from ee took that position. 

Mr. President, I have not yet f. any reason for abandoning 
the beliefs that Ihave in regard to the elementary propositions 
3 ran no at the very foundation of this whole matter of protective 

iffs and of greater commercial freedom. I do not believe it is 
a cause for countervailing legislation that there are conditions in 
other countries by which the necessaries of life can come to our 
le with less cost than would otherwise obtain but for those 
‘conditions. I do not believe that that is a cause, whether artifi- 
‘cially produced or naturally produced. Whatever is the cause, I 
believe that the people of this country, like the people of land, 
Should be entitled to enjoy the cheap sugar that these conditions 
have given us from Germany. : 

But it is not upon that ground that I oppose this section, nor 
did I rise to consume the time of the Senate in discussing it; but 
it was because we were bound by treaty stipulations that we can 
not evade, or that it was not honorable to evade and that it is not 
honorable to evade, and I have that much regard for the faith of 
this country, and for its good name and fame, that I believe the 
Senate will take some consideration before they adopt this provi- 
sion in this bill. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I do not intend to consume the 
time of the Senate, which is, or ought to be, y precious 
at this moment, but I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from Delaware to the fact that in presenting the opinion of Mr. 
Gresham upon this topic he made no allusion, so far as I heard, to 
ihe opinion rendered by the Attorney-General, Mr. Olney. 

Mr. GRAY. I recollect that opinion. 

Mr. WHITE. Both opinions are published in Senate Miscella- 
neous Document No. 52, Fifty-third Congress, third session, and 
Te subject was considered more or less by the Finance Committee 

a general way; it has been discussed, and my attention has been 
5 times Giant kae and P never been able to Dee 
myself to wi retary Gresham's views regarding 
matter. I think the pith of the opinion may be expressed in this 
very brief extract from Attorney-General, afterwards Secretary, 
Olney. He says: 

In ei first m ae 9 A of our r4 —.— 
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whic wasattached House Executive Document 106, Forty-e 
session, em. a message of the President and a vo) OE any 
able report of a commission SUDO UY by the President, September, 


hth, first bei re on a bill 
h, first, ian den, a 


I [3 
Te havin been rted in uie that th. present erro 
asse some TS e nt or exis ro- 
protect Eae exactions, or M in Germany and Franc — ea 
tions—are the result of the one-tenth cent per 
AE. du: by apan Dre the U 3 States on Ben g from boun 
Germany's rece rotest being upon that, it 
‘quite important to show t t Y is not uus and for the very good reason 
i t the conditions exis: &broad long before the su differential or even 
sugar had become a factor in the German or French commercial cal- 


lon 
! As far back as 1880 and 1881 me ire no differential duty on een supat; 
there were the same d tions or prohibi 8 

tates y and France Yo now Mr. Blaine's report (supra 1 — — 
rper + years there was a made-up case for mere indust: 

vantage and pro: 

The excuse a pretext for the action taken by Germany then was that 
our meats were — and while Franes and other nations at first 
i that as the reason, France riod frankly avowed that 


j „„ P 

or Apel Beis 
. 
Second. 


That reports set afloat in Europe of disease in our e 
ucts REX exaggerations. 
tages of death — — American swine were no 
n swine from similar and like causes. 
of the cholera or from other causes 


und ** er- 


O export wire aa joo t no possible art of the 

Fer could e convert such animals into meat that could on. 
merchantable lard could not be produced from dead 
E such product from diseased hogs was distinctly and 
A d went to soap manufacturers, its od odor and color preven its 


cog mg Pa des not as es in America as in Linea 8a | 
t i 2 dentis Pa MOD had occurred from it, and thatthey were produced 
pat only Sa meat raw and uncooked. 
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. Scanlan cited the minister of the interior of 


In conclusion Mr Belgian i 
zm 1 in n favor o of our export-pork product being wholesome, in which 


was sent abroad and was in- 

objection raised to our meat exports. 

result, and in February, 1884, 
s mede Dy bio 


wee ay ont ean 
18885 to "Lodo. 
that trichina had been 
ns for Tilacrimitations and edicts against 
our meats; Rees other reasons might have been advanced, none fears 
tion to meri 


ufficient f t the test of even a —À examination; 
frichtna was as prevalent in Germany, France, in other nations as in th the 


United States. 
The report also stated that in 1881 in 5 he microscopists were not 
ound notoriously 3 theirinstruments too Piel for use; 


between 1876 and Rags 


Be 
Tedious € loasatis oon vi 


wise pointed out that Frelinghuysen 1 Ri : 
a a common ice in European coun 
or nd gut that k raw Ft uncooked, MK that the reports of 


the poorer 
pre, epe and Hertwig ortwig at ‘lin had asserted positivel: that no case of 
cvm ever been to American 5 d 3 


report was likewise sent abroad as additional and confirmatory evi- 
dence of our contention, About this time. pone 
e 


dera re f f. sign k ht safel 
of fore: T 
and she thereupon v nsed Franco, 


have ca 


— cory Mg as a domestic 


r. Frelinghuysen, 
4 1883, House Executive Document 70, — Congress, first 
bad faith of Germany and France had now become so patent to our 
that in reply y to the Senate Anthony resolution of of epi nanara 22, 1884, 
te Committee on Fore Relations reported a bill to meet the con- 
That bill recommend 


epo eem of our meats at ints of e 
d. Exclusion by by, proclamation of the Hv — red products of 


nations as against th United 
bition of the importation of adulterated MR on or wines. Jo 
on was ever taken on that measure, alth there was a very spicy 
bate in the Senate over the Anthony resolution. It would 3 en 
France, S perenne to the introduction of thís uo dorum 
its but revoked its acti 


ons. 


1884. Congress 
wily French Deputies adjourned in AU following —— acting on its 


Diplomatic efforts were renewed and were persistently continued down to 

posing oe the duty on arms from the United States that 

did on those from E ngland, and double the duty on our alcohol that she 
did on that product from Germany. 

In 1800 the late Secretary Rusk . called the attention of Mr. Blaine to the 


h "8 
letter of ed 4, that France, feeling the unstableness of the position &he occu- 


pled, was new nd. She wanted equivalents in return for a revo- 
cation of her uus ict. 

The iiec pee wanted pay for a re r of the ordi: rules of 
commercial honesty and fair dealing. id su that France de- 


Mr. Rei 
sired the United States to pak works of art on the 
French fruits, and less stringen gentreg ents concern: 
reply to that Mr. Reid showed that by the McKinley bi 
mored the 30 per cent duty on pictures and statues, but as 
no move to meet such a concession, the Senate had reim t, and hethen 
ted out that France was tae against the oad ‘Biates and in 
France, and Italy, insisted that the French repeal 
our pork as an act of marked justice too long deferred," 
an dou n au er pus n the 8 
å "d ded — ty ggesting that if 1 in th United State 
t retaliate on French es, and he t it rested with 9 
e the first sales was she was levyin 2. D the prohibitive po: 
A the ie he States was veg me placing paris but neither prohibițive nor e 
ties, our high duties being no more objectionable 
i E dudo ot France. 
ithout some such efficient head as exists in 8 ance, and other 
uropean nations over the subject of foreign cone Saree pres f — quite impossible 
of the U are discriminated 


list, lower duties on 

Parisinvoices. In 
the House had re- 
ra had made 


nst, nor 
d ILL, her warfare on the United States in very many instances 


he 
mere technicality as "ironware," and dutied as such 
at the prohibitive vain of $5.72 per 220 pounds; ourshredded c: in wooden 
boxes been classed in the same way as " wooden ware," and dutied TY 
high under that classification; our -cured hams—covered, as as hore 
linen cloth—have been ci as “fine linen" and 5 to a duty of 


0 2 du G« a as 
such a record as this German es a protest against a proposed dif- 
erential on her sugar, advanced to mist her —— new industrial policy 
own as export bounties. 
But the record is not complete. We have now to state what followed this 
legislation, and it will open up what may properly be called the second chap- 


ter in the history of our commercial relat ons with Germany. That DEF 
will bear upon the faith of Germany, the nn gg OE. A r aer protonus; the 
cause of the rev ict i and sausages, as 


ed 

Amy gie to mee dic same, and — ^ M 
uced our Congress to enact a ME w, whic 

— — August 30, 1890, and known as chapter 839 26 Stat. L. That 


tion by the Secretary of Agriculture of salted 


law provides for an 
pork and bacon intended for export, etc. This was followed by the 
of chapter 555, of 26 Stat L., coors March 3, 1891, which enfo: and ex- 
tends The prior enactment. provides for an inspection here of live cattle, 
hogs, and their carcasses, and poen for VE ree These laws have been 
rigorously enforced. Section 5 of the act of August 30, 1890, is a im- 
rtant one when enforced nst an offending nation which shall violate 
e laws of commercial comity. It provides that 
““Whenever the President shall be satisfied that unjust discriminationsare 
made by or under the authority of any foreign state inst the importation 
URGE dae qun VdT 
direct that su: roducts of such foreign state so a any 
oduct of the United States as he may deem proper shall be excluded from 
rtation to the United States.“ 
That law also contains a section (4) empowering the President to 


the importation of adulterated products of food or drink deleterious to the 
public health The statutes remain in full force. 

Then we had what is known asthe “free” bounty, and section 33, or 
“reciprocity,” provisions of the McKinley tari w of October 1, 1890. 
those sugar was made conditionally free, with a duty of five-tenths of a cent 
on sugar above 16 Dutch standard, and six-tenths of a cent if from any coun- 
RS DUE qut tae MU pues VT 

m cen Tr pounds a us -Hungary 
made a differential“ on refined of one-ten ofa 


unty to relieve themselves of the differential“ on their sugar a 
any time by their own 8 withdrawal of their e de bounties. Nor 
did. Germany ever complain of the one-tenth differen on sugar in the 
McKinley law as minating legislation. 
Now,mark what followed our legislation. Becauseof our ym eth a 
act, the power of the President to shut out products of nations nat- 
ing against the United States, and because also of his power under section 8 
of the McKinley Act to duty sugar and other articles, Germany, France, 
Austria-Hungary, Spain, Brazil, and other countries hastened to' enter into 
ty agreements with this country. 


such a 


reciproci The statutes mentioned clothed 
this Government with power to do a vast deal more than ten or twelve years 
of diplomacy. 

Kedar as Au 22,1801, Mumm, the chargé d'affaires of Germany tothe 


ressed a letter at Sarat o Mr. Foster, our plenipoten- 


ting that— 


of the importation of hogs, 


H AY 
tter closed with ihe somewhat anxious desire to ascertain the dispo- 
sition of the United States in regard to the enforcement of section 3of the 
McKinley Act and section 5 of our meat-inspection law. 

Mr. Foster answered him the sape day to this effect, and we beg that these 
letters be carefully read. Mr. Foster stated that our meat-inspection law 
had been in operation several weeks, and he assured him, by direction of the 
President, that Germany's revocation of its meat edict would remove the 
occasion for the exercise by the President, as against the German Empire, 
of the power conferred upon him by section 5 of the meat-i on law. 
+ © * And he then said that the President accepted the proposition of Ger- 
many to grant toonr agricultural products the same tari uctions as Ger- 
many granted to Austria, as a due 5 tor the action of Con 
contained in section 3 of the McKinley law; and that when the President 
should be advised of such reductions, he would give the n orders to 
secure the continued free admission into the United States of the articles 
mentioned in said section 3. z 

On the 10th of December following (1891) Mumm addressed tary 
Blaine, inclosing him a table showing the tariff concessions to Austria by 
Germany, which he said, “in accordance with my declaration made on the 
occasion of the removal of our decree forbidding the importation of swine, 


pork, and sau of American origin, likewise accrue to the United States.“ 
And on this the proclamation of the President was issued February 1, 
1892. 


In other words, we got the concession of a reduction in tariff duties on 


certain s ed articles in return for granting Germany the continued ad- 
mission of sugar and other articles mentioned in section 3 of the McKin- 
ley Act. (Bee Senate Executive Document 119, Fifty-second Congress, first 


session, pages 108-110, 111.) 

Is there any doubt whatever that there were here two separate and dis- 
tinct sar bs. accepted by Germany, the second one being that if the 
President would not enforce section 5 of our meat-inspection law, Germany 
would, and because of that inspection act, withdraw its meat prohibition 
covering our pork, h and sausages? She main her own costly in- 
spection service, which wasa severe burden on our exporters, as will appear 
from our diplomatic correspondence on that subject, commen January 
29, 1894: and in addition to which our canned beef was restri: (House 
Executive Document 1, part 1, Fifty-third Congress, third session, pages 


As Germany had her own inspection, and as trichina had disappeared 
entirely, our Government sought early in January, 1894, to have Germany 
appena with our law, which she refused to do. 

d now what followed. The McKinley law (section 3) being 8 of 
course Germany might wi w her reductions; they probably went 
down without action by the re of section 8. Having withdrawn her 
— edict, — evident x that t a pranm = poked — 5 of the 
act of Au 1890, and because of our inspection of our meats, she bad no 
excuse 8 it. Some new device to discriminate became neces- 


N ote what followed. Pending the enactment of the Wilson bill, and before 
its A 28,1894, and on the 16th of July, 1894, we find Baron Saurma, 
LADY IL A arai coe conth em on oll E V MA 1 

eren uty of one-tenth cent on all su; when - 
ponga bil. (Senate — — — Document - 


tied Congress third cession, page — Executive Dd rt L 


His "memorandum" of protest over a month prior to the enactment of 
the legislation complained of placed the objection on the ground that our 
propad le tion was a discrimination NAME German ; that it was 
violative of treaty stipulations between Germany and the United States 
that the export 8 a by Germany on her sugar was a purely domeatid 

air; that it would driye out German sugar from tho American market; 
that it would fall more heavily on Germany, which proposed to abolish her 
1897, because other nations paid more bounty; tha! c opinion 


t publi 
Germany understood that it was eed (Mumm) A’ t 22, 1891, that the 
United Sta guaranteed beds Hise to Germany . — duty on sugar in 


return for the concession of the conventional duties on American agron 
tural products and the removal of the restrictions on the importations of 
“American swine.” 
He concluded ir expressing a doubt whether Germany, if our one-tenth 
erential was adopted, would be able to withstand the demand for retalia- 
tion. In other words, Mumm conceded, August 22, 1891, that our meat- 
inspection law, when in force, had removed the further continuation of the 
German edict against our pork, etc., and hence some new device became 
necessary; some new scheme must be de d. 

Thus matters appear to have rested until August 28, 1894, the day of the 
final passage of the Wilson bill, on which day Saurma, the German ambas- 
sador here, addressed our 5 of State a formal protest, calling his 
attention to the memorandum of July 16, 1894, and stating that Germany 

dered the one-tenth differential on all sugar from all bounty-paying 
nations as not harmonious with ena er ulations and those tendenci 
which the 3 of notes Au 1891 (from Saratoga), had called 
j ed that an export bounty on sugar was wa domestic affair,” 
9 that our legislation exposed both nations to the adoption of arbitrary 
luties. 

Mr. Gresham thereupon and on the 12th of October, 1894, addressed Mr, 
Cleveland a letter on the subject. He sent Germany's protest on the salt 
tax about this time tothe Attorney-General for an opinion, but it seems tha: 
he preferred to handle the su question himself. 

the 27th of October, 1896. the German chancellor issued his edict pror 
hibiting our li beef cattle and fresh beef upon the sanitary (sic) und 
that Texas fever been discovered. Mr. Gresham cabled our minister, 
Mr. Runyon, the same day to enter vigorous protest and to say that such 
action, if continued, would be considered unfriendly and retaliatory. In re- 
ply V. Marshall, of the German foreign office, sought to elude Germany's 
responsibility for the ne Se saying that it was issued at the instance of the 

ian minister of ture. Further diplomatic ndence en- 
sued between this country and Germany, running down to October 10, 
Mr. Dabney, of our Agricultural Depar mant. and Minister Uhl furnishin; 
unanswerable facts and a mente, August 22 and October 10, 1896, in favor 
of the revocation of this edict. 

Mr. Dent took the ground that while nations had a portont right to pro- 
tect their A le 7 we had a igne to probet s AY spei rer no 
necessary for su urposes, and he p: en oint ou 
the difference between Taras fever bere and foot-and-mouth disease: leuro- 

neumonia, and rinde t abroad; that those diseases had been admitted 
888 abroad and that we had interdicted the importation of cattle from 
nations where those diseases admittedly existed; that those d did not 
exist here, were contagious and disastrous; that we had eradicated pleuro- 
pneumonia in 1892, and no case had existed sinc . He Sp the ignorance 
of foreign veterinarians most 3 disease, as he 
did in regard to Texas fever. He said there was no evidence existing tha 
Texas fever could be communicated by our cattle to the cattle of Europe 
that it would spread from animal to even if it were carried abroad. 

The experience of this country is al ther against that view. The cat- 
tle leaving a Texas-fever-infeeted district soon lose the power to disseminate 
it.etc. And he also pointed to the fact that not one animal in any of the 
forog ooun tee to which our cattle have been shipped—and several millions 
have n exported within recent years—has ever been infected with Texas 
fever," as sufficient evidence that our lations and inspection were intel- 
ligently conoeived and honestly enfo. . He further said that it was cer- 
tainly remarkable for a government to prohibit one of the principle articles 
of export of a friendly nation on the ground that such action was necessar 
to prevent the introduction of contagion when the contagion mentioned had 
never been carried by the prohibited articles either in this or any other 
country. He 8 to the fact that all our dressed export beef 
was regret = ce ed, and that the United States had no objection to 

ng it to be. 8 
Uhl said that our object ion went on the ground of the total exclusion 
of our cattle and fresh beef, which was not necessary from a sanitary stand- 
int; that no claim was made that any disease or unhealthy fresh beef had 
n sent into v And so the case stands uf 

Fourteen days prior to the issuance of this meat edict (October 27, 1894), to 
wit, October 12, Mr. Gresham gave Mr. Cleveland his views of the protest of 
Germany against the one-tenth on sugar. He conceded that Germany had 
not protested against the one-tenth in the McKinley law, but argued that the 
probable reason was found in its insignificance, as it then applied only to 
sugar above 16 Dutch standard, while under the Wilson law the one-tenth 
applied to all sugars. 5 

the rane as to whether the one-tenth violated treaty rights, i. e., our 
treaty of 1828 with Prussia, he noted the fact that that treaty was wi 
Prussia only and not with *'the entire German Empire." He took the groun: 
that because our legislation ran against all nations paying an export bounty, 
and not Germany alone, did not relieve it from the objection that it was a 
discrimination. Then whether, because Germany gave an export bounty, 
we had aright to meet it with an extra duty, he likewise stood for Germany's 
contention, to wit, that it was purely a domestic affair. He said: 

“The payment by acountry of a bounty on the exportation of an article of 
its produce or manufacture for the porpora of p elitr indus- 
try can no more be considered asa d ination than can the imposition of a 
pouce or practically prohibitive duty on the importation of an article— 

Mov dee or manufacture of a foreign country for the same mo bo so 
considered. The two measures are the same in principle. The question as 
to which shall be adopted isa matter of domestic policy. * * * Both are 
alike intended, whatever their effect, to create a national 3 

He concluded that the export bounty of Germany was not a discrimination, 
and that our one-tenth to meet that bounty was a discrimination. It wasa 
very good defense for the German, and he soonavailed himself of it. The 
only point on which the late Secretary stood with the United States in this 
matter was that our treaty of 1828 ran to Prussia only, and he therefore as- 
sumed that only sugar from ia came within the protest. (House Ex- 
ecutive Document 1, parti, 236-239, Fifty-third Congress, third session, 
Senate Executive Document 58. 19, Fifty-third Congress, third session 
Miscellaneous Document 52, Fifty-third Congress, third session.) 

October ö protested against our salt duty, on which our new 
Secretary’s (Mr. Olney) view differs from that of Mr. Gresham. (Senaté 
Miscellaneous Document 52, Fifty-third Congress, third session; House Docus 
ment 1, LL isa tas Mr encre eris session, pages 208, 209.) 

Thus rs rested until ber 27, 1894, when the German chancellor, 


1897. 


with Mr. Gresham's letter before him admitting our one-tenth to bea dis- 
crimination, selected our live cattle and fresh beef for edi 
tive Document 1, part 1, page 231, Fifty-third Congress, 
this prohibition on sanitary grounds, stating that in two 
cattle Texas fever had been found. All diplomatic efforts to remove that 
edict have been fruitless, as were those ing pork for ten years. Our 
inspection laws run to all diseases. _ In 189% our Secre of Agriculture said 
that “Texas fever was the only disease thus far absolutely controlled by 
stock-yard inspection." And we have that as well as vessel inspection. 

This last decree excludes not only all live American beef cattle, without 
exception, qualification. or discrimination, or reference to condition, but all 
American fresh beef. It is said to be doubtful whether Texas fever can cross 
the ocean, and we certainly have very rigid inspection laws. In 1804, the year 
the edict was issued, the United States exported 303,535 cattle, only 184 being 
rejected here after inspection, and all those sent abroad certified to be free 
from disease. (Report of Secretary of Agriculture, 1805, page 7.) 

The late Senator Logan's prophecy of 1884 re ing Germany, that she 
would discriminate regardless of an inspection law, has thus been verified. 
Sbe disclaims to have retaliated because of the one-tenth on sugar from all 
Louaty-paying nations, but her false pretense is too transparent to deceive 
anybody. 

dud tius we find Germany discriminating against our meat products ever 
since 188], with very slight interruption during the time the McKinley Act 
was in force, impos er restrictions even to-day most rigorously on our 
live cattle and fresh beef, and in many other ways burdening our pronaos 
by most frivolous technicalities, impudently filing a protestif we re paoa a 
“diferential” on the sugar of all nations which pay an export bounty. Noth- 
ing could more forcibly attest the diplomatic assurance of a nation which 

ut upon the United States millions of loss between 1881 and 1892, when, for 
Sear of an enforcement of our laws and the advantage that would tto 
other nations at her expense under the reciprocity clause, she hastened to 
cover. 

It may be unfortunate that the United States was blessed with a Secretary 
of State in October, 1894, whose opinions appear to have furnished Germany 
ground upon which to temporarily stand, and who so far impressed his views 
upon Mr. Cleveland as to induce him, in his ree, s December 3, 1894, to 
recommend the repeal of the one-tenth differential, use it gave German 
assurance that it had the State Department and the Executivein accord wi 
its contention. $ 

And now what is the real issue in this controversy? Simply this: Ger- 


man ms— 

Fist. That we have a treaty under the most-favored-nation clause in 
which our one-tenth differen’ on sugar from all bounty-paying nations is 
a discrimination. 

Second. That her export bount 

Third. That the one-tenth wi 
sugar out of our market. 

e answer to the first objection is, that our treaty runs to Prussia ec dem 
not to the whole German Empire; that Prussia having been absorbed by the 
Empire since 1828, it is by no means clear that the provisionsof the treaty are 
not a dead letter. (See Treaties and Conventions, s 916, 918, 1234-1236; 
and Secretary Gresham's letter of October 12, 1892; House Document No. 1, 
Fifty-fourth Congress, second session, page 209. Olney's letter. 

As to the loss anticipated by Germany, the figures are at hand to prove the 
reverse of her expressed fear on that score. 
189%—Beet sugar under 16 Dutch standard from Germany, fiscal 


on sugar is a “‘ purely domestic affair.” 
subject her to great loss, drive German 


Showing an increase of over 66 per cent. 

Congress may ns well face the issue involved in this claim and once for all 
determine what its policy is and ought to be toward sayer prodani nations 
which by this somewhat new export-bounty policy are seeking foreign mar- 
kets for their products. 

Hence such a bounty is not a purely domestic affair.“ 

These export bounties have nearly driven sugar pronun in many of the 
East and in some or the West Indies to the wall, which shows that these 
bounties are someth: more than a domestic affair. First levying prohib- 
itive duties on sugars keep her own market, Germany, France, and Aus- 
tria turn about and pay an export bounty to gain ours, as nst our own 
indnstry, and thus 55 it down; and they coolly turn to us and say: Our 
policy is purely a domestic affair, of which you may not complain and which 
qo may not countervail" This can hardly be called diplomacy; it is impu- 

ence, an assault upon ordin intelligence. 

Mr. Gresham evidently confounded a bounty paid to home producers to 
encourage the upbuilding of a new industry with an export bounty which 
is paid to force goods into new markets, even though the effect is to reduce 
protection and strike a sinister blow at a home industry. An export boun 
addresses itself to commerce, and that always concerns other nations. 
Germany may give 27 to 54 cents per 100 pounds export bounty on her sugar, 
she can give 2 or 5 cents and thus destroy our sugar industry. It is a some- 
what modern industrial commercial scheme in which a principle is at stake. 
It is a new diplomatic and rat apa device to gain an unfair advantage, and 
great danger exists in conceding its validity. 

Besides all this, Germany does not come into court with her protest with 
clean hands. She has interdicted our cattle and fresh meats, and for too 
many years she prohibited our pork products. 

Her protest not only deserves no consideration whatever, but to connter- 
vail her policy we shonld not pny aey on 5 différential to meet her 
double export bounty, but the ident should meet her last meat edict 
with an exercise of the power which he possesses under sections 4 and 5 of 
the act of August 30,1890. It is more than time for the United States to act, 
and in such a manner as to leave no room for doubt as to her future policy. 
It has become a matter in which commercial honor is involved. Not a pound 
of German sugar should come into this country until Germany removes her 
meat edict! And as was suggested by the late Senator Logan, and more re- 
cently by Secretary Morton— 

Ke Iprocal certification of the chemical purity of wines exported from 
Germany, France, ete., to the United States may some time be demanded 
from those Governments as a sanitary shield to American consumers, for 
certainly American meats are as wholesome as foreign wines. - Report Sec- 
retary of Agriculture, 1895. page 7. 

And why not? As the Secretary said in his Year Book for 1894, page 34, 
which was but a repetition of the remarks of his predecessors: 

"If it is wisdom on the part of foreign nations to demand inspection and 
certificates for sanitary reasons by the American Government of its exports 
to them, and wise for us to comply with that demand, would it not be equally 
wise, 5 reip ni poe for the United States to require governmental 
inspection and certification of all foreign nations for exports into the United 
Btates intended for the consumption of its citizens?" 


Mr. WHITE. I do not concur in any view which will deprive 
this Republic of the power to defend herself from such legislation 
as she may conceive interferes with the welfare of her citizens. 
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Conceding, as we do, the right of Germany to legislate, we have 
the right to legislate regarding tariff. If Germany has the right 
by the imposition of such a bounty or tax, or whatever you may 
call it, as she has levied in the case of sugar, to place her people 
in a position of superior advantage to ours, we have a right to so 
legislate as to equalize, and she can not call it even retaliatory. 

am not talking about the policy of this tax at all. I voted 
against the sugar-schedule tax, and I shall do it again, but I do 
not desire to put myself in a position of conceding our inability 
to do what we may see fit to do if we think that it is wise in any 
case to retaliate—and whether we think so or not must depend 
upon the policy of the dominant party—but as to the existence of 
our right to do it, without criticism as to the morality of the 
affair, I have but little question. 

As part of my remarks, Mr. President, I shall add as an appen- 
dix, from the last consular report, No. 201 of the current volume, 
three short articles, entitled The beet-sugar crisis in Europe," 
which illustrate the necessity of such legislation upon the theo 
of the framing of this bill as that contemplated. I do not wish: 
to take any time or to further discuss this most interesting topic, 

APPENDIX. 
THE BEET-SUGAR CRISIS IN EUROPE. 
PROPOSED LEGISLATION IN BELGIUM. 


The Belgian sugar Rune La Sucrerie Belge, publishes in its March num- 
ber a petition to lgian Parliament, signed by al! thesugar manufactur- 
ers of this country, requesting certain modifications in the k lation now 
existing relative t5 the erp industry. This petition wasadop ata meet- 
ing of the trade February 24 last. It presentsa review not only of the situation 
of the sugar interests in Belgium, but also of their general condition in the 
other Euro; countries of production, and for that reason, with due con- 
sideration for its authority, is of considerable importance. A textual trans- 
lation is as follows: 
BRUSSELS, February 20, 1897. 


To the president and members of the Chamber of Representatives at Brussels: 
The undersigned, manufacturers of beet-root sugar, have the honor to set 


forth to you that the principal European countries producing sugar, accord- 
fa to the importance of their approximate production of this year, rank as 
ollows: 
To 
5 1,850,000 Russia 70, 000 
-.. 1,000,000 | Belgium... 


5 300,000 
750,000 | Holland 150, 000 
From the fifth place, which it occupies in this table, Belgium passes to the 
first, if we take as basis of estimate the relation between production on the 
one hand ana ope territorial area. and Meu. exported; this latter, 
indeed, ex ing five-sixths of the total quantity produced. 

The existence of the Belgian sugar industry therefore depends essentiall; 
on the international sugar market, and is much more than any other affected 
by this latter's variations. The decisive elements of international competi- 

on are the agricultural system- factor, the price of raw material; the man- 
ufacturing system—factor, the cost of extraction; the legislative system— 
factor, fiscal favors; these factors being furthermore closely conjoined 
by rapid and inevitable reaction. 

While, however, the first two factors are capable of but slow development, 
and can, for this reason, introduce into the fixed equilibrium only adual 
modifications, the third can cause sudden and vast disturbances. cent 
events have shown the truth of this statement, and the results are so un- 
pide sage and serious as to justify the undersigned in setting forth to the 
pe lic the extent and the causes of the disaster which at this moment is 

reatening the Belgian sugar industry and Belgian agriculture. The fiscal 
system applied to sugar factories in force in the various countries mentioned 
is chiefly established by the following laws: 5 law of May 31, 1891; 
Austria, law of May 20, 1888; France. law of July 29, 1884; Russia, lew of July 
13, 1891 Y Dd vus law of April 16, 1887; Holland, law of April 15, 1891, and pre- 

ng legislation. 

Since the dates above mentioned, the basis established in these various 
countries had undergone only secondary modifications, rather local than in- 
ternational, and generally of a nature to diminish the fiscal favors instead 
of increasing them. From the point of view of competition among the coun- 
tries of Europe, a sort of peaceful stability was thus acquired, resulting in a 
Copiers Oe oon, bln at in the interior relations of each country between 
the rural and Industrial systems, as well as between the cultivator and owner. 

This situation, slowly established, has, during the last year, suffered the 
most serious disturbances. Important modifications have been adopted by 
all our competitors, Russia excepted; the latter, enjoying a special system, 
suffices almost entirely for itself without having much to export; it is, there- 
fore, not necessary to give it special consideration. 

The modifications to which we allude are the following: In Germany the 
law of May 27, 1896, increased the export bounties in the following propor- 
tions: (1) For raw sugar, from 3) cents to 60 cents per 220 pounds; (2) for 
white sugar, from 41 cents to 72 cents; (3) for refined sugar, from 48 cents to 
89 cents. This is not meant to interfere with other E CREE the 
im tion of supplemen taxes, and the provision by which a factory, 
under the penalty of having its proportion of export bounties reduced, is, 80 
to speak, obliged to increase its output or at least to maintain it at the same 
level, even under the most unfavorable circumstances. 

Immediately afterwards Austria, by the law of July 7, 1896, took corre- 

vy] pU and defensive measures, especially increasing from about 
2000. $3,000,000 the amount of public funds destined for e rt bounties. 

In France the Chamber of Deputies bas just voted export bounties even 
more important than those of other countries, amounting to—(1) raw sugar, 
68 cents per 220 pounds; (2) white sugar, 77 cents; (3) refined sugar, 87 cents. 
All these export bounties are independent of the interior advantages ac- 
corded in Germany and Austria, in various forms less tangible, although not 
less real, and in France in the form of bonuses upon the manufacture, which, 
in the official French statisties, appear for sums 1 from $1.16 to $1.54} 
per 220 pounds, aud which may be at $1.35 per 220 pounds. 

Holland, in turn, has just revised its system, giving from the beginning to 
its A spends a bounty of $1.06} Pap 220 pounds on raw su; 

is an economic war to the fini 


rs. 
nish between rival nations, each desiring the 
xin of the others, which these measures unchain on the sugar interests of 

urope. 
The effect was, therefore, immediate. 'The reaction of these new bounties 
on the international market was 5 strong, surpassing all antici- 
ns. From the time ot the announcement of the intention of the German 


in Austria, and a law of even a more ag- 


Government, quotations were on the decline. After the adoption of the law 
bounties ediately increased 
was 


: ed in disturbing the confidence of holders and mer- 
chants, and the scare became such that quotations fell from par in April, 
to below $4.25 in October last per 220 pounds. In*the midst of in- 
tional conflict, while our 3 are everywhere being provided 
with new weapons, the situation in Belgium is, by the force of events, becom- 
ing modified in an entirely different direction. Itis well known that the Bel- 
glan fiscal em gives to producers the enjoyment of certain bonuses on 
The progress made 
way msated the 


5 COM) 
such an extent that the 


manufacture under the form of sugar free from du 
in the methods of cultivation and manufacture has. 
increase of the amount taken into account, 
ſuuntity of sugar free of taxation may still Lo estimated at an 
a of 18 cent of the 2 5 production. The being 88.09 per 220 
pounds. the t tical value of this benefit may be estimated at $1.82 per 
"nds of — — produced. 
this protection were real, it would suffice to counterbalance the advan- 
tages given by other countries, but the reality is much less than it seems. In 
fact, by reason of certain circumstances about to be explained, this amount 
suffers two important reductions: 
: (1) The premium on duties, according to which the commercial value of 
the bonuses is fixed, destroys a portion of them. This premium, very vari- 
able, remaining quoted in these later years at 10 to 15 per cent, has recently 
risen much higher. It has reached the quotation of 40 per cent—a point at 
which it approximately remains at this moment. 

(2) The payment to be made to the treasury and which, in the unanimous 
opinion of those interested, must be made in the future unconditionally. If 
we consider as the basis on one hand a production of 200,000 tons taken into 
account, and on the other hand a v. in the payment of $1,158,000, the 


amount 2 upon manufacturers 220 pounds of sugar taken into 
8 1858 cents, or, that is to say, 40 — for every 220 pounds of the real 
w 5 
It must be anti. 


cipated, without doubt, that the inauguration of this mode 
of payment will result in a certain decrease in the rate of remium on 
the duties, but the situation of mesa market for consumption is so bur- 
dened that the payment unconditi y would not in itself alone suffice to 
C r cent. If we adopt as a basis of calcula- 
on the quotation of 80 per nib ve still remain ow the probable truth. 
If from sla we deduct 30 per cent, or 40 cents, and also the sum of 49 cents 
above mentioned, re remains asa fiscal advantage for the Belgian manu- 
facturers the maximum of 47 cents per 220 pounds of sugar produced. 
vn — pepe param - i pres in ve v is vary. eet rn ^ A i 
uotation of sugar for the year ($144 per m- 
Soms jor the manufacturers to Py the beet growers a suficienti remu- 
nerative price, and a reconciliation of the two great agricultural manų- 
facturing interests, satisfactory to both, has become unrealizable. The ad. 
yantage acquired with so much difficulty by Belgium in the international 
market can not be maintained against the competition fostered by the new 
bounties of the three t ucing countries. Manufac rs, farmers, 
landowners, the laboring 1 trade nre thus going to lose a resource 
important for the national wealth and the economy of the agricultural sys- 


'The local causes „ tho eral crisis are, on 
the one hand, the increase of production due to the extent of the 
sowings, to the quality of the beet, and to the improvements in methods g 
manufacture; ón the other hand, the failure of a corresponding increase 
consumption and the curtailment of the sources of legal revenue. Foremost 
in this tis the competition of saccharine and glucose, as well as thein- 
crease of the minimum of revenue to be Aem The for the calculation 
of the bounty have thus decreased, while constantly increasing quantities 
have come forward to share it. 

It remains for the undersigned fo recite the measures which might not. in- 
deed. — the evil, but lessen its seriousness, and, little by little, restore the 


MR 

benefit of the t system, a benefit which in the past was alwa; 

enjoyed, industry and 3 are not making any demand which can pce 
em. . 

ng means to suppress the excessive premium or duties, the enor- 

mous losses which they cause, and the unce: 


Furthermore, c EO the intention of the legislature, a portion of the 
revenue from sugar has n misplaced, in the sense that the product of the 


Bacc bas also contributed und will continue to contribute by certain 
of its preparations to decrease the consumption of sugar, and in consequence 
to injure, to the detriment of the responsible sugar industry, the natural 


revenue of the 8 

Finally, by recently increasing the minimum amount of this revenue from 
6,000,000 cs to 6,30 00 francs ($1,158,000 to $1,254,500), the public powers 
have increased the ens of this industry exactl on 


recently, is the only concession which the unde of the State. 
It le. however, to be deluded con: ng the efficacy of these 
8 ver may be their effect in restoring the destroyed b- 


equili 
time difficult to estimate, but cer - 
will main‘ 


long, the overabundance of sugar for consump tain the 

remium on duties to such zpotit that, although rendered more regular by 

preceding measures, it will still remain so as to reduce proportion- 
the advantages of the mannfacture. 


JULY 2, 


A corrective is therefore , and since the mium is based on th 
drawback, it would suffice to raise th raise the rate of this latter to neutralize to the 
same degree the injurious effect of the premium. But, as there is no ques- 
tion of causing by this means an indirect decrease of the 1 output, this 
Bhould be íncreased likewise in the exact proportion of the increase of 

* The undersigned propose, therefore, an increase of 15 per cent in 

e draw „with a corresponding supplementary tax, and compensated by 
an equal increase of the legal output. 

Inthis way the present premium would be neutralized to the extent of 15 
per cent, leaving out of the 25 or 80 pont previously mentioned only a 
Boma loss oe to 15 per cent on the of 45 francs ($3.60) per 220 pounds 

uring preceding years. 

JJ ͤ TTT 

e paymerr e ur case of v: on, should be 
henceforth unconditionally. a j > 

(2) That the legal output taken into consideration should be increased by 
20 per cent, with an increase of 15 per cent in the drawback and an equivalent 


Bu 8338 tax. 
Tb That tho mum of revenue, restored to 6,000,000 francs ($1.158,000), 
cludes the sum from the excise on glucose. 


"These measures, which can only be temporary, would not involve any seri- 
ous sacrifice for the treasury. They barely permit this indus to 
gradually free itself from the serious domestic dimculties in which it is 
E 


e É is hoped to thus obtain a better equilibrium in the country itself, 
it is likewise to 115 sincerely wished that the n exaggeration of the pa Fh 
struggle between Germany, A: and ce may also result, by the 
greatness of the evil produced, in the return to a more logical and healthy 


condition. 
In this war of ums the victims are only the producers th 1 
the destroyers of their own fortune to the profit of nonproducing peer de 


pares bounties have no other result than the constant decline of the products 
to uttermost limits of the cost price, and even lower than that. Ger- 
man d 


she was 


e opportune and DATE of pacification at the moment when such 


serious dangers threa cultivation—one of the greatest industries of 
urope. 

'Then follows the law proposed, as already set forth. and the res of 
the petitioners, some seventy in number, including all the principal manu- 
facturers in um. 

To understand the pro; changein Belgian tion relative to sugar, 


e Government annually 
fixes a certain quantity of sugar uced, and likewise a certain gross 
sum of $1,155,000 as the amount of tax to be paid by the manufacturers of 
sugar. This latter amount is proportionately divided among the various 
factories according to their pro rata share of production. 

These estimates are called "the amount taken into consideration" or 
c against the manufacturers (the original French is** prise en charge“). 
If the amount of revenue to be raised does not enter into the treasury in due 
course as the result of taxes collected, the balance lacking must be made u 
by the su manufacturers pro rata tothe quantities of production charged 
against them respectively. The quantity to be exported by each firm is, 
moreover,limited by the quantity of 8 und of the tax charged 
against it and to be paid by it, for the drawback, primes, or hounties pA 
b Js Coenen must not exceed the amount of tax collected—that is, 

"The quantity fore t therefore being limited, the surplus of sugar manu- 
factured must be sold in Belgium. This surplus has — ed large in recent 
years that the price has fallen to about $1.50 per 100 pounds less the cost 
of manufacture. It is to avoid this loss that the manufacturers now propose 
to pay the sums assessed against them unconditionally—that is, the entire 
sum of $1,158,000—without the right of recovery in case of smaller production 
than the estimate for their respective firms, provided that the amount indi- 
rectly established by law for export shall increased—practically indefi- 
nitely—and they shall not be obliged to make up any deficiency which may 
occur in the total tax of $1,158,000 (none could occur if all the pro rata assess- 
ments were A es in advance). 

'The man 'turers would necessarilv be out the amounts paid by them as 
a tax, and which now, in case of deficiency in production, they receive back. 
but the increase of the t drawback and the larger quantity of 
sugar permitted to be exported would fully compensate them. Exports be- 

„less sugar would be offered for sale in the country, the supply 
would be more proportionate to the domestic demand, prices would be better. 
and the profits on domestic would the amount of the excess o 
tax pedes hence the situation of the Be! n sugar manufacturers would bo 
much more favorable than under the e: system. 
SRY C. MORRIS, Consul, 


GHENT, April 33, 1897. 


EFFECT OF THE GERMAN SUGAR LAW. 


‘This law, which was greeted as the forerunner of better times for the beet 
growers, has so far been rather 1 ME in its effects. The price of 
sugar bas continued to decline until it reached to-day 8.70 marks ($2.07) per 
hundredweight (110.23 pounds) free on board at Hamburg, and this in the faco 
of a largely increased demand from the United States. The lowest figuro 
ever touched before wasin the beginning of January, 1395, when raw sugar free 

rhundredweight (110.23 
At the end of the 5 year," 1895-06, there remained in Ger- 
e hundredweights (180,000 metric tons) 


„or rd of the entire yearly 

duction. Evenif the consumption for the remaining six months should bo 

considerably more, a large stock will still be left unsold, and must press 
com: 1 

t is, could be somewhat counter- 


n the market when the new 17475 es in 
area under culti but the new law renders 


e former law this result, bad as 


heavily u 
Under 
by a reduction in the 


1897. 


sucha reduction impracticable and inadvisable for the factories, and there- 


fore directly enforces overproduction, of preventing the same, as was 
intended by its promoters. The cause for this is found in a stipulation of 
the new law, fixing the contingent amount which each factory may produce. 
(Factories may produce more than their contingent, but must pay a tax on 
such excess equal to the full export bounty.) 

This stipulation says that the contingent amount for larger factories is to 
be fixed every year, according to the two highest annual productions for the 
last three years, and for smaller factories the highest annual production for 
the last five years is to be taken as à basis. It is, at a glance, apparent that 
unless a sugar factory is willing to work with a smaller contingent, it must 
at least maintain its present output; but, as in the struggle for supremacy 
many factories will try to push ahead and obtain a larger contingent at the 
expense of their rivals, an equal annual production will mean a reduced con- 
tingent. Factories are thus forced toincrease their production if they desire 
to avoid being crowded out. . : 

As a revision of the new law. after it has been in effect but a few months, 
can hardly be expe from the Reichstag. efforts are being made by the 
majority of the raw-sugar associations to have at least an amendment passed 
to the effect that the contingent, once assigned toa factory, can not be re- 
duced. Unless this is accomplished, and the cause for enforced production 
thus in a measure removed, the already dark prospects of the industry will 
become still gloomier, and the weaker factories can not ayoid being driven 


to the wall. 
JULIUS MUTH, Consul. 
MAGDEBURG, April 30, 1897. 


SUGAR-BRET PLANTING IN GERMANY. 

As was predicted in these reports (Consular Reports No. 190, page 511), the 

effect of the new su export bounty law adopted in Germany T May last 

ear has been to still further increase the acreage of beet cultivation, which 
laa already reached what was generally regarded as the extreme limit of 
safe expansion. 

From an announcement just made by the International Association of 
Raw-Sugar Manufacturers, it appears that the area of land to be planted 
with Leets in Germany this spring will be 1,002,908 acres, against 1,050,181 
acres in 1896 and 930,749 acres in 1595. 

This is equivalent to an increase of 1.2 per cent over the already very lar, 
acreage of last year, and is regarded with apprehension by economists, who 
realize that, notwithstanding the practical suspension of the sugar supp! 
from Cuba, the limit of the world's consumption has been fully reached, an 
that any further increase in the product must react disastrously upon its 
market value. The increased acreage of beet cultivation is most marked in 
the provinces of East Prussia, Pomerania, and Mecklenburg. 

But in other countries, notably Austria-Hungary, the low sugar prices of 
last autumn have operated, in the absence of such export bounties as are 
paid by Germany, to reduce the area of this year's planting, which has de- 
clined from 858,495 acres in 1896 to 748,589 acres this season, a loss of about 12.8 
per cent. Bimilar refluctions, more or less important, are reported in the 
plantings of Belgium, Holland, and Sweden. France, so far as 8 has 
not yet reported what the total acreage of beet culture will be in that coun- 
tr this year, but no important increase is thought to be probable, so that, 

ng Europe as a whole, the prospect is for a diminished area of cultiva- 
tion, the increase in Germany's plantings being more than offset by the re- 
ductions in other countries. 

Such, in brief, is the apparent result of the first year's operation of the 
new German sugar export-bounty law, sustained as it is by the advanced 
scientific meth ofthe Germnns in the use of chemical fertilizers and their 
skillful improvement of the sugar beet itself, through which German agri- 
culturists are enabled to produce 1 unit of sugar from 7.25 units of raw 
beets, instead of 1 unit to 13, as was the case a few years ago, while the 
pe average yield yet attained in France is 1 unit of sugar to 8.08 units of 

ts. 


FRANK H. MASON, Consul-General. 

FRANKFORT, May 6, 1897. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I should not say another word at 
this late stage of this debate but for the fact that the opinion of 
the late Attorney-General, Mr. Olney, for whom I have the high- 
est respect and for whose abilities I have the highest estimate, 
has been brought into this debate by the Senator from California 

Mr. WuiTE]. I recollect very well that opinion, and the fact 

atittook ground which was directly opposite to that taken by 
the Secretary of State to whom I have already alluded. 

"But, Mr. ident, I want to say as smphatioaliy as I can that 
the reasoning and casuistry of this astute lawyer can not change 
my notions as to the morality of this proposed provision. There 
is no way, in my opinion, by which the obligation of this express 
language of the treaty of 1828 can be honorably evaded. It does 
not use the lan. e ‘favored nations;" it is not the usual phrase- 
ology of the favored-nation clause, but is much more specific, It 
is this: i 


No higher or other duties shall be imposed on the importation into the 
United States of any article the produce or manufacture of Prussin. and no 
higher or other duties shall be Pes on the importation into the Kingdom 
of of any article the produce or manufacture of the United States, 
than are or shall be payable on the like article being the produce or manu- 


facture of any other foreign country. 


Mr. WHITE. 1f it will not interrupt the Senator from Dela- 
ware, may I ask whether he attaches any importance to the con- 
cession which Mr. Olney says was made by the German repre- 
sentatives to the conference referred to in his opinion, and which 
concession or interpretation of the treaty I do not understand was 
ever repudiated by the German Government? 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave never seen the original of that conference, 
and before I could answer, I should like to see the express language 
in which itis contained. The only information I have about it is 
what is contained in Mr. Olney's report. 

Mr. WHITE. 1will call the attention of the Senator to another 
fact, that this very proposition was contained in the McKinley 
law, and Ju lge Gresham differentiated the situation in that regard 
H arag that it was very small, and was therefore probably not 
observed; yet it did involve the identical principle of interpretation. 
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Mr. GRAY. Of course it involved the very principia; and if 
there was no protest, I suppose it was use the result was so 
insignificant as not to be thought worth while as a ground of 
objection. : 

Mr. WHITE. The principle was there. 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. hen the Senator interrupted me, I 
had just called attention to the express language of article 5. 
The whole matter, in my opinion, turns upon that. I will read 
it again, because the Senator has interrupted the continuity of 
my statement in that respect. 

Mr. WHITE. I beg pardon. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not object at all. The article reads: 

No higher or other duties shall be imposed on the importation into the 
United States of any article the produce or manufacture of Prussia, and no 
higher or other duties shall be imposed on the importation into the REA 
of Prussia of any article the produce or manufacture of the United States, 
than are or shall ba 3 on the like article being the produce or manu- 
facture of any other foreign country. 

In section 3 of this bill we undertake to impose a duty of three- 
tenths of a cent per pound upon sugar coming from Germany 
more than upon sugar coming from any other country. 

Mr. TURPIE. ill the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. TURPIE. The article the Senator just read is one of reci- 
procity, and not of favoritism. 

Mr. GRAY. One of mutual reciprocity—article 5. 

Mr. TURPIE. Which is much stronger than the favored- 
nation clause. 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly; in one sense. I do not know what 
conclusion the Senator wishes to draw from that. 

Mr. TURPIE. I wish to draw the conclusion that it is much 
stronger than the ordinary favored-nation clause, and that this 
provision, I think, is plainly and palpably the usual language of 
a reciprocity treaty, binding on both countries unless abrogated. 

Mr. GRAY. So, Mr. President, we have here a contract be- 
tween this country and Prussia, now represented by the German 
Empire, and the law of contract is contained within the four cor- 
ners of this article; and so long as we impose a duty upon su 
coming from Prussia higher than that coming from any other 
country, or all other countries, then we contravene the law of 
that contract and violate its provisions. I do not see how you 
can eyade it, or how reference to this conference in 1888, alluded 
to by the late Attorney-General, Mr. Olney, can in any way mod- 
ify the opinion that Senators ought to take of a suggested article 
which affects the good faith of the country they represent. 

Mr. Olney, in this paper, says: 

In the first place, the “ most-favored-nation clauses of our treaties— 

Which, as the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TunPIE] has just re 
marked, is not exactly this case and does not exactly apply to this 
case— 
with foreign powers have, from the foundation of our Government, been 
. both as not forbidding any internal regulations neces- 
sary for the protection of our home industries. 

That is what I say, and it did not therefore forbid Germany 
from imposing an export duty upon the sugar sent out by German 
producers, and we had, therefore, no right to regard that asa pre- 
at or ground for retaliatory measures on the part of the United 

tates. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I should like to ask the Senator whether our 
imposition of countervailing duties is not as much of an internal 
nature, affecting the internal policy of the United States, asis the 
export re given by Germany? 

. GRAY. Of course, but when that domestic policy or when 
that regulation, whatever you choose to call it, contravenes the 
express cbligations which we have entered into with other coun- 
tries, then it can not be sustained unless it is on the ground that 
we have a right to break our treaties. 

Now, unquestionably the Congress of the United States can re- 
peal a treaty, but they violate a treaty when they repeal it with- 
out just cause, and all I want to do is to call the attention of the 
Senate of the United States to the fact that section 3, proposin 
this countervailing duty, isin violation of that treaty, and, thou, k 
we have the power to pass it, we subject ourselves thereby to the 
just criticism of the other paniy to the contract, and I do not be- 
lieve there is anything in the reasoning of Mr. ria 6 highly as I 
respect his ability, which for a moment to my mind successfully 
refutes the reasoning of the late Secretary of State, Mr. Gresham, 
in his letter to the President. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the very able Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. TURPE] and the very able Senator from Delaware 
IM GRAY] seem to have reached a conclusion that this difficulty 

oes not arise out of the favored-nation clause in the treaty, and 
they seem to have agreed that there is no favored-nation clausein 
the treaty ting the matter we have now under discussion; 
that it is a reciprocity treaty and nota favored-clausetreaty. The 
favored-nation clause in a treaty alunost uniformly relates to future 
conditions, perhaps to unexpected conditions, or rather conditions 
that can not at the time be definitely anticipated, whereas the ` 
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reciprocity clauses in treaties of reciprocity rest upon facts as they 
exist at the time, either specific facts or a general and agreed policy 
to which the two nations agree to conform their action. 

This being a reciprocity clause and not a clause which has ref- 
erence to favored-nation provisions that are common in a great 
many treaties, unfortunately, in the world, it is to be interpreted 
by the state of facis thatexisted at the time of its adoption. Now, 
to illustrate that, and to show that the Government of the United 
States in passing this measure is not breaking a treaty, is not vio- 
lating any moral obligation, is not doing anything that it has not 
a perfect right to do, let us suppose that Prussia at that time pro- 
jected the policy of encouraging the growth of beet sugar, and 
had said to the United States, ** This 8 is intended to 
crush out the growth of cane sugar in the United States, in order 
to make the growth of beet 9 75 in Germany profitable." It is 
quite clear that we would not have apprecia that reciprocity 
' provision as being very valuable to our country, and it certainly 
would never have gone into the treaty in any specific form. 

The question arises then, What is the purview of the contract? 
Did the contract intend to include all methods and_ all measures 
that Prussia might thereafter choose to adopt for the purpose of 
making war upon a specific production in the United States? If 
it did not. then we are violating that contract. It did not, Mr. 
President. It did not includeit. Thecontract does not coverthe 
statement of the Senator from Delaware. The question of honor 
and public duty, about which he seems to be so much concerned, 
is not involved within the natural and necessary and proper terms 
of the reciprocity agreement between Prussia in 1828 and the 
United States in 1897. Conditions have changed. Policies have 
sprung up that were not then contemplated. 

. Germany has concluded that it is her duty to her own country, 
to her own people, to make war upon the production of sugar in 
the Uni'ed States, whether from beet or sugar cane. Thereupon 
she draws upon her treasury for very large bounties for the ex- 
portation of sugar to the United States and to other places in the 
world. Now, when she resorts to that process of commercial an- 
tagonism or war against our production, she steps beyond the 
boundary of the contract and frees us from all obligations to com- 
ply with it, and our honor is entirely untouched. 

Tan quite sure that the Senate, possibly the House of Repre- 
sentatives, too, will sustain this doctrine so well elaborated, so 
clearly py by Mr. Olney in the view that he expressed in regard 
to it. only say a word about it in order to avoid possible cen- 
sure that might arise in my own mind and conscience, and that 
of other Senators, upon the declaration so earnestly made by the 
honorable Senator from Delaware, whose opinions are very well 
worth being respected on all occasions and on all subjects. 

Mr, CAFFERY. The Senator from Delaware states that I am 
occupying a protection ground because I deprecate the bounty 
placed by Germany upon the exportation of sugar and advocate a 
retaliatory duty to counteract its bad influence. I look upon ex- 
port bounties paid by Germany as an evil thing. Ilook upon the 
countervailing duty of the United States as wholly and purely a 
domestic and defensive matter. The treaty between the United 
States and Prussia relates to matters external and foreign, within 
the scope of international trade, without any regard to internal 

licy. 

EY submit this as a question of practical consideration. The 

United States being a great producer of cotton, if England, in 
order to increase her cotton production, should place a bounty 
upon cotton exported from India and Egypt into the United States, 
would it, under such conditions and circumstances, be a matter 
of internal policy and of self-preservation, or would it be a matter 
of external relations between us and India or Egypt? 

Ido not believe that any country is justified in permitting its 

ple to be destroyed by hostile legislation of foreign countries. 
The only corrective is a retaliatory duty. You may say that the 
hardship falls upon the pe le of the country imposing the coun- 
tervailing duty. So it does, but it is a last resort. Lou can have 
no other policy at hand. In order to get cheap cotton from India, 
cheap cotton from Egypt, would the United States stand by and 
see the cotton producers of the South destroyed, or the wheat 
growers of the Northwest, or the producers of any other product, 
manufactured or other? I think not. It is not a question of for- 
eign policy, in my opinion, as comprehended in the favored-nation 
clause, but it is a pure question of self-preservation; and I say, 
therefore, that in the keen competition of the world in the matter 
of sugar production an export bounty of 38 cents a hundred given 
by one country to give it superior advantages over another will 
enable it to destroy the products of its rival in the same line; and 
that is the ground upon which I put my action. It is not protec- 
tion ground, nor do I perceive any casuistry in it. I think the 
position taken by Mr. Olney that the favored-nation clause has no 
reference whatever to a policy of this character is well taken, well 
considered, and abundantly supported by original reasoning. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, it is with extreme regret 
that I shall vote for this clause, but I feel it to be my duty to do 


so, because I do not believe that otherwise the American policy of 

protecting the production of sogar in this country can be effectu- 

ally carried out. Iam told, . I fear it is true, that something 

like commercial warfare will be commenced by Germany against 

ue es States if this policy is persisted in and this clause is 
opted, 

I am very reluctant to see any such commercial warfare arise 
between Germany and the United States. I would make a great 
personal sacrifice to avoid a controversy of this kind, and 1 may 
say further that I would be willing to largely sacrifice what 
would otherwise be the real interests of the United Statesin order 
to prevent any friction between the Empire of Germany and the 
United States of the character indicated. There are special 
reasons, which I will not name, special events now transpiring, 
which make it extremely undesirable that there should be any 
ill feeling growing ont of the enactment of the duties imposed by 
the pending bill between this country and Germany, France, 
England, or any other European power. 

Itrustthatin the course of time, as the result of diplomatic 
negotiation and as the result of reciprocal concessions of one 
kind andanother, we may be able to maintain, by reasonable and 
just tariffs, the principle of protection to American industries and 
American labor without at the same time seriously or unjustl 
injuring the industries of foreign countries or creating any il 
feeling on the part of the inhabitants or the governments thereof. 

But, Mr. President, although such are my sentiments and stron; 
desire, and although I vote for the amendment with extrene hesi- 
tancy, I do not see how we can avoid adopting this clause unless 
we are prepared to abandon the policy of protecting the sugar- 
producing industry of the United States, which is an avowed 
object of the bill. 

It is true that I can not see how the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Carrery], if he considers the American duty on sugar to be 
merely a revenue duty, votes for it as such, desiresit as such, and 
desires it for no other reason and on no other account, can eare 
whether there is an export bounty upon German sugar or not. be- 
cause if this is merely a revenue duty, the more sugar that comes 
into the country the better; and if a foreign government chooses 
to pay a bounty to increase our imports of sugar, then upon any 
givenrate of duty wecertainly get more revenue—the more bounty 
the foreign government pays. 

But when we come to the question of protection, the case is 
different. Itis manifest that if protection is to be accomplished by 
imposing duties in the United States upon foreign products that 
shall equalize conditions of production to the home producers of 
any article of merchandise, and a particular duty is imposed for 
that purpose, or as one of the objects of imposing it, and in any 
foreign country an export bounty shall be paid upon that article, 
then the cost to the foreign producer as against the home producer 
» 8 just so much, and the equatizing of conditions has 

ailed. 

Apply the principle in this case. Manifestly if there is an ex- 
port bounty upon German sugar, then the producer of German 
sugar has an advantage overevery producer of sugar in every 
other country who wants to send it to the United States. He has 
the same advantage over the home producer, the producer of sugar 
in Louisiana or in Nebraska. Our tariff duty as a protective duty 
is imperfect unless, in the case of products coming from a country 
which givesan export bounty, we add to the duty which is charg 
upon such products of other countries a further duty equal to the 
export bounty so given by the foreign country. 

Mr. President, t point is perfectly clear. It is the principle 
which is embodied in this new section 3. It applies to all coun- 
tries and all products alike upon which export bounties are given, 
and its adoption is an inevitable and unavoidable result of the 
imposition of a duty for protection—one which protectionists can 
not fail to vote for; one, however, that I am free to concede it 
may be difficult for those who vote for duties for revenue pur- 
poses only to vote for, but which I am glad to see such Senators 
vote for whatever may be the motives which influence them, or 
the theoretical or intellectual or casuistical reasons which they 
give for their conduct. 

I will not undertake to discuss the question which has been 
raised by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY|—there are 
opinions both ways—whether as the case stands Germany will 
have any Heus to complain because we impose this countervail- 
ing duty. do not believe that Germany will have any just 
grounds forcomplaint. It isas surely a domestic question which 
we are dealing with as the question of an export bounty on Ger- 
man sugar is a domestic question for Germany. 

How it can be claimed, when that export bounty is given for 
the purpose, as everyone knows, of stimulating the exportation of 
German sugar to the United States, that it is a mere domestic 
question of Germany in which we have no right to interfere, 
without at the same time admitting that the question whether 
we shall put a countervailing duty upon sugar which comes 
from countries that give export bounties is also only a domestic 
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- 
question of the United States into which Germany has no right 
to interpose, I can not conceive. 3 À 

I believe that in the near future all these controversies will be 
amicably arranged between the two Governments of Germany 
and the United States. Moreover, I believe that the policy of reci- 

rocity as to customs duties, which is to be again revived in the 

nited States by the provisions of the pending bill, will result in 
such negotiations and such commercial treaties with foreign 
countries that all friction shall disappear and that there may be 
no commercial warfare between this country and any other 
country. 

Mr. President, I close as I began by saying that there are special 
reasons why I regret to be obliged to vote for this provision, but 
they are reasons which must give way in the face of the fact that 
the protection of American sugar, whether beet sugar or cane 
sugar or any other kind of sugar, can not be made effectual ac- 
cording to the controlling principle of the bill unless the counter- 
vailing duty provided for in the clause so carefully and faithfully 
and satisfactorily drawn by the Committee on Finance shall be 


adopted. x 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, it occurs to me that this 
countervailing duty is the one undisguised protective feature in 
the sugar-tax provision. There is no pretense that it is levied for 
revenue. If it were levied for revenue, then we would ascertain 
what the highest countervailing duty should be and we would put 
it on all sugars, but the committee admit, by the framework of 
their bill, that there is no necessity for imposing upon su this 
additional tax, unless it be to meet the export bounty paid by other 
governments to their sugar exporters, and thereby to protect the 
American Sorar interest against the cheap sugar which these ex- 

rters would bring here and put upon the American market. 

ere is no escape from it. ; 

It is protection pure and simple, and it is resorted to for no 
other purpose, and can be explained upon no other hypothesis, than 
that it is to protect the American sugar industry against the un- 
fair competition of the foreign sugar raisers who receive a bounty 
of 28 or 38 cents a hundred upon the exported sugars. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Willthe Senator from Kentucky allow me? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I frankly admit that it is protection, but I 
insist that it is within the Senator's well-known principle; it is 
incidental protection in connection with a revenue duty. 

Mr. SAY. No; it is not incidental. It is direct. It is 
intended to protect. This provision is not intended to raise reve- 
nue, and would not have been incorporated in the bill except for 
the fact that foreign governments do pay export bounties. A 
Senator suggests to me that it is in the law now. Ido not say 
it is not in the law now, but I say it is a protective duty in the 
law as it stands, pee simple, undisguised, and unmitigated. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not care about the adjectives, if the 
Senator will only put in ** incidental." Here is a duty upon sugar 
of nearly 2 cents a pue and, incidental to that, we complete the 
idea of protection by putting on this countervailing duty on Ger- 
man sugar. It is just as clearly within the Senator's principle of 
incidental protection to American products, which he has laid 
down so often in this Senate, as any duty there is in the bill. The 
main duty is voted for by Senators upon the other side of the 
Chamber as a revenue duty. Now, incidental to that we make 
the protection complete to the American Supe by putting on the 
countervailing duty, and I dislike to see the Senator apply his 
great powers to an attempt to make a point which is too infinitesi- 
mally small to be perceived. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The incidental-protection idea which the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire has so often without warrant imputed 
to me ean be found in this bill up to $1.75 on the 100 pounds. 
That may be claimed to bea revenue duty, and it also incidentally 

rotects the American sugar raiser, but the 20 cents that follows 

tween the $1.75 and 81.95 is not a revenue duty at all, but a 
bounty to the sugar refiners, and the provision which we are now 
discussing isintended to be a protective duty, to protect the Amer- 
ican sugar raiser against what is deemed to be unfair competition 
brought about by the action of the German Government. 

When my friend from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] says that it is 
our duty to protect the American sugar raiser against the action 
of the German Government in paying this export bounty, he con- 
cedes the whole doctrine of protection. Whatis the doctrine of 
protection based upon? It is that the pauper labor, resulting from 
governments maintained on the other side of the water, enables 
those people to manufacture the things which we desire to use 
cheaper than we can manufacture them, and that therefore we 
must protect the American industry against the competition of 
pe labor. Suppose Germany, instead of giving an export 

unty, had supplied the sugar raisers in Germany with cooly 
labor from Japan or cooly labor from China. The same argu- 
ment could be made that the tax must be made higher because 
the American labor can not compete with the cheap labor thus 
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furnished by the German Government io assist its people in rais- 
ing cheap sugar. 4 
had hoped, in view of the fact that nothing could induce the 
other side to abandon the 20 cents protection to the sugar trust, 
which is a bounty pure and simple, that by the defeat of this 
proposition we might at least neutralize the advantage thereby 
iven to the unholy combination, and now I find that Senators on 
this side say this is a proper duty; that it is a duty which may be 
maintained from the Democratic standpoint of a tariff for reve- 
nue, when nobody pretends that it is proposed for reveuue, but 
altogether for protection. : 

The Senator from Alabama . MorGAN] claims that reei- 
procity treaties are based upon the conditions existing at the time 
the treaties are entered into, and that changed conditions relieve 
the obligations of the governments incurred by such contracts of 
reciprocity. How far do the conditions have to change before one 
government isrelieved of the MP Tan ithas undertaken with an- 
other? All manufacturing and all theavenues of industry are open 
toimprovement each day. Are we to say that the methods by 
which you produce the article upon which we propose to levy an 
additional tax have so changed that we are not bound to carry 
out the contract? 

Who is to determine the time when the conditions have so 
changed that the contract ceases to bind? I say that if we have 
bound ourselves to admit Prussian articles of commerce upon as 
low a rate as we admit those of any other country, it does not lie 
in our mouths to say that Prussian conditions have so improved 
that she can undersell our own people unless we discriminate 
against her. If we wish to get rid of the treaty, let us go at it in 
a straightforward manner. Do not let us disregard the treaty by 
passing acts of Congress clearly in conflict with it, 

It is a domestic question with Germany whether she will pay 
an export bounty, and it is a domestic question with us whether 
we will impose a retaliatory duty upon the articles which come 
from Germany, just as it is a domestic question whether we shall 
levy a tariff for revenue or a tariff for protection. Butif the Con- 
stitution forbids our levying a tariff for protection, as the Demo- 
crats insistit does, then the treaty forbids us to Lad bc duty for 
the purpose of retaliating against a country which we have agreed 
shall not be retaliated against by imposing duties upon her prod- 
Ss higher than those we impose upon the products of other 
nations. 

Ican understand why France, a 8 country, will 
resort to these retaliatory duties. I can understand why gentle- 
men on the other side who believe in the doctrine of protecting 
American industries may resort to those retaliatory duties. But 
I do not understand how gentlemen who hold to the doctrine that 
the power to tax is limited by the Constitution to taxing for reve- 
nue only and for public purposes alone can justify this attempt 
to violate the treaty with a sister nation in order that we may 
vm the advantages which she has secured through her domestic 
policy. è 

Mr. GRAY. Before the Senator from Kentucky sits down, I 
will state that undoubtedly it is within the competence of Con- 
gress to pass this legislation. We can repeal the treaty in whole 
or in part. There is no doubt about that. But it is none the less 
a violation of express language of the treaty, and it subjects us to 
the criticism to which any country is subjected that does violate it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Oh, yes; we can violate the treaty just in the 
way we insist our friends on the other side persistently violate the 
Constitution. But while we may abrogate, we have no right to 
violate the treaty any more than we have right to violate the con- 
stitutional limitation. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, it occurs tome that my friend 
from Kentucky has used a great deal of casuistry to bring a doc- 
trine unconnected with tariff, unconnected with revenue, under 
his sharp criticism on tariff lines, Even upon the doctrine of 
absolute free trade the position that I occupy is defensible, Free 
trade is that natural conditions among men and nations ought 
not to be interfered with by legislative action; that natural ad- 
vantages possessed by one country ought not to be offset by arti- 
ficial aids afforded by another. 

On the doctrine of free trad» there is a freeinterchange of com- 
modities, one nation exchanging what it can produce cheaper and 
better for that which another nation can produce cheaper and bet- 
ter. Butin order to disprove and overthrow the principle of self- 
preservation as eee a violation of free trade, against the doc- 
trine of free exchange, the Senator from Kentucky injects the 
argument and the criticism that whoever sustains the principle of 
self-preservation is therefore a protectionist. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator, with his permission, 
whether levying a tax for the preservation of a particular indus- 
s Fa not a tax for the protection of that industry? 

r. CAFFERY. Notin the sense of protection according to 
the Republican idea. 

Sir, when you oppose, as against England or any country in the 
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world, the artificial barrier of a protective wall against the inter- 
change of products between England and the United States that 
would naturally flow between them, then you violate the doctrine 
of free exchange. But the case is entirely different when free- 
trade relations are interfered with, and under guise of bounty a 
trade war is inaugurated. Any nation that will sit down and 
leave its people to be destroyed, not according to the law of free 
exchange, but according to the laws of destruction, and in viola- 
tion of all trade laws, is forgetful of its duties to its own citizens. 

When a tax is resorted to, not as a method of building up in- 
dustries, but as a means to prevent your own industries from 
being destroyed by a country violating the law of free trade and 
free exchange, then the tax is, in my opinion, justifiable. 

: Suppose, tor instance, that exchanges can flow between two 
countries that are on a free-trade basis, and one country gives an 
export bounty to its produce over that of another, what does that 
mean? That is not only violative of the law of free exchange, but 
itis destructive of the country against which the export bounty 
is leveled. It is not trade; it is war; it is destruction. Free 
trader as I am, I am not prepared to see the industries of my 
country destroyed by export bounties given by other countries. 
When I oppose those doctrines and when I oppose such duties, I 
uphold the laws of free trade; I puta brake, a barrier, against the 

olation of the law of free exchange, which is free trade. 

The difficulty does not arise in cases where the products on 
which an export bounty is given are not produced in the country 
to which they are exported. In that case that country enjoys all 
the benefits of the mistaken policy. But when there is an equal- 
ity of production, and sometimes the lines of production verge 
very near together, is it ible that in violation of all laws of 
self-defense we are to sit down and permit ourselves to be ruined 
by export bounties? 

We oppose any violation of the correct law of exchange when 
we place a retaliatory duty upon export bounties which would 
ruin us. That is my position. It is not grounded upon tariff. It 
isa law of self- preservation. There is no parana between giving 
an artificial aid by 8 in the shape of a large export 
bounty and of pretended protection against pauper labor. 

Labor conditions are natural conditions; soil conditions, cli- 
mate conditions, are natural conditions. I contend that you can 
not equalize these conditions by legislation. But there is an arti- 
ficial condition created by export bounties, which can only be 
neutralized by legislation. Here is a bonus paid. Here is a pow- 
erful government determined on the destruction of the trade of 
its neighbor in a production in which they are about on an equal- 
ity, and I submit that the position I take is sustained not onl 
upon the doctrine of the freest exchange, but precisely in accord- 
ance with that doctrine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee, 

` Mr. BACON. On t lat I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were-ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll, : f 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SurrH], and withhold my 

vote. If he were present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY], 
and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLavnIN]. 

Mr. THURSTON (when hisname wascalled). Ihaveageneral 
1775 with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN}. 

he were mem I should vote ** yea." 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. If he were present, I 
should vote cats 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. 

e roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CHILTON (after having voted in the negative). I voted 
through inadvertence. lam paired with the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. McBnIDE], and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MILLS (after having voted in the negative). I desire to 
inquire if the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] has 


voted? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 
Mr. MILLS. Then I withdraw my vote. I am paired with that 


Benator. 

Mr. CLARK (after having voted in the affirmative). Has the 
junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris} voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. CLARK. Being paired with that Senator, I withdraw my 


vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER). The Chair will 
staie that he is paired with the Senator from West Virginia (Mr. 
ELKINS], and therefore withholds his vote. 


n" 
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Mr. MANTLE. Iwish to inquire if itis still understood that 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] remains paired 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], as announced last 
evening: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair can not give the Sen- 
ator from Montana any information on the subject. 

Mr. WHITE. Has the Senator irom Idaho [Mr. Sour] voted? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted, the Chair is 
informed, 

x WHITE. Iam paired with that Senator, and withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. TURPIE. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Davis]. 

Mr. TELLER. That pair has been transferred to the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. : 

Mr. TURPIE. Has the senior Senator from Minnesota voted? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The senior Senator from Minne- 
sota has not voted, the Chair is informed. 

Mr. BERRY. My colleague [Mr. JoNES of Arkansas] seems to 
be absent from the Chamber at this time. If he were here, he 
would vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—3. 
Foraker, Lodge, Sewell, 
Frye, McEnery, Spooner, 
Hale, MeMillan, Stewar 
Hanna, Morgan, Wellin; 
Hansbrough, Penrose, Wetmore, 
Hawley, Perkins, Wilson. 
. Hoar, Platt, Conn. 
Jones, Ney. Proctor, 
yle, Quay, 
NAYS-19 
Daniel, Mantle, Rawlins, 
Gray, Martin 
Kenney Mitchell, Teller, 
Lindsay, "arco, al 
Maliory, Pettus, 
NOT VOTING—37. 
Aldrich, Gear, Mills, Tillman, 
Butler, George, Morrill, Turner, 
Gorman, Murphy, Turple, 
Harris, Kaus. Nelson, Vest, 
Harris, Tenn. Pettigrew Warren, 
Heitfeld, Platt. N. Y. White, 
Jones, Ark. Pritchard, Wolcott. 
McBride, Shoup, 
McLaurin, Smith, 
allinger, son, Thurston, 


So the amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to move now to strike that provision 
fromthe bill. The amendment of the committee has been adopted 
in lieu of the text of the bill from the House, and it is now in 
order to move to strike it from the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Although that is nominally true, it is not a 
provision that relates to the subject-matter of the House section. 
I now intend to propose a section which is to be a substitute for 
the House provision as respects reciprocal trade with other coun- 


es. 

Mr. MILLS. But Iam after the bounty provision. I want to 
strike that from the bill, 

Mr. GRAY. Thecountervailing duty. 

Mr. ALLISON, Very well I only suggest to the Senator 
that if he wishes to strike that from the bill he do so without 
reference to the text of section 3 as it comes to us from the House. 

Mr. MILLS. I want to strike from the bill just what you have 
had put in the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Isupposed we had just taken a vote on that 
subject and put it in. 

Mr. MILLS. No; wedid not. Wetook a vote on your substi- 
tute for the House provision. Under parliamentary law you had 
a rightto perfect the section before a motion to strike it out could 
be entertained. 

Mr. ALLISON. Nominally that is true. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the mo- 
tion was to strike out and insert, or to insert a new section, and 
that has been adopted by the Senate. In either case a motion to 
strike that out would not be in order at this time, but it would be 
in order in the Senate. : 

Mr. MILLS. I think it is parliamentary law to permit the 
friends of a measure to perfect it before you can move to strike it 
out. It would not have been in order ior me to move to strike 
out the section from the bill until the friends had perfected the sec- 
tion to suit themselves. I think there is no question about that. 
I have waited for the provision to he perfected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
Chair understands this to bean entirely new section. The amend- 
ment offered by the committee is a new section. 

Mr. MILLS. The motion of the Senator from Iowa was tostrike 
out all of section 3, as has been done, clear down to section 4, and 
substitute what he sent up, which is now section 3 of the bill. 
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Mr. ALLISON, That was not my purpose. I may have used 
that phraseoiogy. It is my 1 9 e to substitute for section 3 of 
the House bill an amendment which I shall now send to the desk. 
The section, as respects countervailing duties, is a separate and 
independent section. If the Senator desires to take another vote 
on the question, I would rather do it than debate it very long. 

Mr. MILLS. I have some remarks to make, but I can reserve 


them. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will offer the amendment if this matter is 
disposed of. 

r. WHITE. If the Senator from Iowa will permit me to make 
a suggestion, I understood the Senator from 'Texas to say that he 
wishes to make some remarks in connection with the matter. 

Mr. MILLS. Everything is free here. I can do so hereafter. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator can make his remarks in connection 
with the other matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly; that is allvery well. I have no 
objection to that; or I will yield now if the Senator desires. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from Texas has 
yielded the floor, the amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa 
will be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
stricken from the bill by the committee. 
We have already adopted the other section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It can be made section blank, 
and the clerks can renumber the sections. The amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Iowa will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out section 3 of the 
bill and in lien thereof to insert: 


Src. — That whenever the President of the United States, by or with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, with a view to secure reciprocal trade with 
foreign countries, shall, within the period of two years from and after tio 
passage of this act, enter into commercial treaty or treaties with any other 
country or countries concerning the admission into any such country or 
countries of the goods, wares, and merchandise of the United States and 
their use and disposition therein, deemed to be for the interests of the United 

tates, and in such treaty or treaties, in consideration of the advantages ac- 
cruing to the United States therefrom, shall provide for the reduction dur- 
ing a specitied period, not exceeding five years, of the duties imposed by this 
act, to the extent of not more than 20 per cent thereof, upon such goods, 
wares, or merchandise as muy be designated therein of the country or coun- 
tries with which such treaty or treaties shall be made as in this section pro- 
vided for; or shall provide for the transfer during such period from the 
dutiable list of this act to the free list thereof of such goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise, being the natural products of such foreign country or countries 
and not of the United States; or shall provide for the retention upon the free 
list of this act during a specified period, not exceeding five years, of such 
goods, wares, and merchandise now included in said free list as may be desig- 
nated therein; and when any such treaty shall have been duly ratified, and 
public proclamation made accordingly, then and thereafter the duties which 
be collected by the United States upon any of the eee ‘oods, 
wares, and merchandise from the foreign ME with which such treaty 
been made shall, during the period provided for, be the duties specified 


It is to be a substitute for the text of section 3, 
It will be section 23. 


has 
and provided for in such treaty, and none other. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will call the attention 
of the Senator from Iowa to the statement he made in offering the 


amendment. The Senator said that he understood it to be a sub- 
stitute for the third section as reported to the bill as it came from 
the House of Representatives; but the Senator means, as the Chair 
supposes, to move tostrike out section 3 as it appears in the House 
bill, and then to substitute the section he has offered. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is my motion. 

Mr STEWART. Mr. President, I have very grave doubt 
about the propriety of any commercial treaties. I believe the 
United States would be better off by having a law containing a 
simple provision authorizing the President to give notice for one 
year, and then to abrogate all commercial treaties. The proposed 
course will only embarrass the Administration, and can work no 
good. We started out in the beginning without commercial 
treaties; we passed laws which were beneficial to the United States; 
and some of those laws are still on the statute books. I believe 
that the leading provision of the first tariff law is still retained in 
all the tariff statutes. If I recollect, that provision gives a draw- 
back in thé way of a rebate on goods carried in American ships. 
That extended our shipping industry very much. 

Under commercial treaties many complications arise, and I be- 
lieve thetime will soon come when we shall repeal all such treaties, 
A good deal of irritation, in my opinion, will result from giving 
authority to the President to make these special bargains all along 
the line, I do not think any good will come of it. I believe the 
United States should take the high ground that commerce should 
take care of itself. We should not attempt to pass general laws 
in relation to the conduct and conditions of other nations. This 
is a matter which would be governed necessarily by the law of 
self-interest. Commerce will take care of itself if you do not 
trammel it with commercial treaties, 

That is my best judgment, so far as I have been able to study 
the sub ect. Perhaps my judgment is immature on this matter; 
but the more I study it, the more I am confirmed in my view that 
wé should repeal all commercial treati.s and let commerce regu- 
late itself. When the world is sufficiently civilized, they will reg- 
ulate trade according to the highest interests of all countries. I 


think the time will come when all commercial treaties will be 
abrogated and business will be conducted between nations as it 
is between men, on the basis of self-interest and without regard 
to special e 82 A 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment submitted by the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I never believed that Congrass had 
the right to delegate the treaty-making power to the Executive. 
I would advance that opinion with some diffidence but for the 
very high Republican authority and legal authority that sustains 
me in that position. Ihave in my hand a pamphlet copy of a 
speech made by the Hon. William M. Evarts on September 8, 1899, 
in which I think he proved conciusively—and it has never been 
successfully controverted—that the Senate of the United States 
could not abdicate its treaty-making power and give that right 
exclusively to the President. In the conclusion of this very able 
address, which is all I shall read of it, Mr. Evarts said: 

Mr. President, I have said all that I need tosay. We have nothing to de 
with the question of equivalents by treaty. We have nothing to do with the 
question of authority to the President to ascertain and act upon events which 
Congress defines as in tho region of ahipping. Weare saying to the Presi- 
dent, We have taken certain articles out of the dut aud. revenue scheme 
and made them free; when you find that other countries, all the countries 
that come within the purview of hides or sugar or coffee, in all the scheme 
and-range of their tariff system and of ours do not give us a good quid pro 
quo, then you can reimpose the duties.” 

Mr. Evarts then goes on to say that he can not subscribe to this 
doctrine, that he believes that the treaty-making power rests with 
the Senate of the United States and the President, and that we 
can not delegate to the President exclusively our discretion as to 
what treaties shall be made with foreign countries. 

Mr. President, I shall not undertake to elaborate this proposi- 
tion. Itis tome self-evident. If we can give to the President 
the exclusive right to make treaties as to revenue without con- 
sulting the Senate, we can do the same thing as to any other ques- 
tion, and the delegation of the Constitution of the United States 
of the treaty-making power to the President and the Senate is ab- 
solutely nullified and goes for nothing. 

“Mr. ALLISON. Do 1 understand the Senator from Missouri 
contends that this confers power upon the President? 

Mr. VEST. That is just exactly what this amendment says. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALLISON, It is intended to confer power upon the Presi- 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, and I have 
already moditied the amendment so as to insert those words. 

Mr. WHITE. The power rests there anyhow. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly it would, under the phraseology 
of the Constitution. in my judgment. 

Mr. VEST. I did not hear any amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa, and I read from the text of the bill. There 
is nothing about the advice and consent of the Senate in the print 
of the amendment I have before me, which reads: 

That whenever the President of the United States, with a view to securo 
reciprocal trade with foreign countries, shall, within the period of two years 
from and after the passage of this act, enter into commercial treaty, ete. 

Mr. ALLISON. I modified the amendment before offering it by 
inserting in line 2, after the words United States," the words 
“by and with the advice and consent of the Senate.” 

Mr. VEST. I did not hear any such amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I gx ore the Senator understood it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. understand the amendment originall 
meant the same thing. It says. When any such treaty shall 
have been duly ratified," then certain things shall takeeffect, which 
undoubtedly meant ratification by the Senate. That was the 
understanding. 

Mr. VEST. There is nothing in the amendment originally pre- 
sented which says anything about that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read as proposed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It says “duly ratified.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as proposed by 
the Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That whenever the President of the United States, by and with tho advice 
and consent of the Senate, with a view to secure reciprocal trade with for- 
eign countries, shall, within the period of two years from and after the pas- 
sage of this act, enter into commercial treaty or treaties with any other 
country or countries concerning the admission into any such country or coun- 
tries of the goods, wares, and merchandise of the United States and their use 
and disposition therein, deemed to be for the interests of the United States, 
and in such treaty or treaties, in consideration of the advantages accruing to 
the United States therefrom, shall provide for the reduction during a speci- 
fied period, not exceeding five years, of the duties imposed by this act, to the 
extent of not more than 20 per cent thereof, upon such goods, wares, or mer- 
chandise as may be de ignated therein of the country or countries with which 
such treaty or treaties shall be made as in this section provided for; or shall 
provide for the transfer during such period from the dutiable list of this act 
to the free list thereof of suc s, Wares, and merchandise, Doing the 
natural products of such foreign country or countries and not of the United 
States; or shall provide for the retention upon the free list of this act dur- 
ing a specified period, not exceeding five years, of such goods, wares, and 
merchandise now included in said free list as may be designated therein; and 
when any such treaty shall have been duly ratified, and publ c proclamation 
made accordingly, then and thereafter the duties which shall be collected by 
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the United States upon any of the designated wares, and merchan- 
E po y = goods, 


foreign coun with which such treaty has been made shall, 
during the period provided for, be the duties specified and provided for in 
such treaty, and none other. 

Mr. VEST. The words “by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate” have been interpolated since this amendment was 
printed, and I was out of the Senate at the time it was done. 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to say, further, that the President and 
the Senate can not by treaty contract away the revenues of this 
Government without the consent of the House of Representatives, 

Mr. SPOONER. We do not try to do it by this amendment. 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course, the amendment which the 
Senator from Iowa has added to the printed amendment answers 
to some extent the objection which I had made, but the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. MILLS] states another very serious objection, 
and that is, can the Senate of the United States, or can Congress, 
take the taxing power, the power to regulate the revenues of th: 
Government, entirely away from the House of Representatives? 
Can we by any legislation abolish the revenue power of the House 
of Representatives? The framers of the Constitution were partic- 
ularly anxious to preserve the feature that all revenue bills should 
originate in the popular branch of Congress. 

Mr. WHITE. . President, if the Senator from Missouri will 

it me, this Government in the Hawaiian treaty did that 
identical thing; and when the matter of abrogation was referred 
to the Finance Committee of the Senate in 1883, if I recollect 
aright, in a minority rt of the committee, signed by Senators 
ALDRICH, Voorhees, and MORRILL, the position now taken by the 
Senator from Missouri was adopted by the gentlemen then consti- 
tuting the minority of that committee; but the Hawaiian treaty 
did that very thing. I am not speaking of the policy of it, but 
simply the practice. I think it is a very poor practice. 

Mr MIL . The Ways and Means Committee of the House of 
PAM E took the same position, and refused to ratify the 

aty. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Missouri will allow me, 
if he will scrutinize this amendment a little more closely he will 
see that this is a legislative provision which limits the treaty- 
making power between 1 and 20 per cent of duties that are levied 
upon goods. 

Mir. WHITE. If I do not interrupt the Senator from Missouri 
too much, let me suggest to the Senator from Iowa that if the 
treaty-making power has jurisdiction over this matter at all, it is 
not subject to legislative limitation. 

Mr. ALLISON. But, Mr. President, if the Senator from Mis- 
souri will yield to me just a moment more, the criticism the Sena- 
tor from Missouri now makes is that it is not within the power 
of the President and the Senate to make treaties which will change 
the law as to the rates of duty; that that is a legislative power. 
We can do that certainly at one time as well as at another, and 
we propose to do that now in this bill, so that when the treaty- 
making power shall have been exerted, the legislative power gives 
the authority to provide a change of these duties, which shall be- 
come pod when the treaty is operative. 5 

Mr. SPOONER. It provides it itself. 

Mr. ALLISON. It provides it itself, and it is a law. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Missouri will allow me to 
state to him a proposition for his consideration—— 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. Is not this simply an enactment by the National 
Legislature that whenever a certain treaty shall have been made 
a certain law shall take effect and be in force? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is well stated by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. 

Mr. VEST. Ihardly think so, Mr. President. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Just the reverse. 

Mr. VEST. Here is a proposition, as I understand it, in the 
first place to exercise the treaty-making power, and, in order to 
obviate the first objection I made, the Senator from Iowa has 
amended his amendment so as to put in the ratification of the 
Senate. That, asa matter of course, is a resort to the treaty- 
making power. Now itis attempted to go further and to meet 
the other objection as to the revenue power of the House of Rep- 
resentatives by resorting to the legislative power of Congress, or 
both Houses conjointly with the approbation of the President. 
It seems to me that the limitation here as to 20 per cent does not 
change the argument at all. If the principle which I have an- 
nounced be a correct one, then it does not matter at all in regard 
to the amount of revenue that is to be affected. 

But, Mr. President, I was proceeding to say, and intended to 
say, that even if there be no lezal, constitutional objection to the 
exercise of this commercial treaty-making power—for I take it 
that is what it is, although now the legislative power of the House 
of Representatives has been interpolated as an auxiliary t— 
even if we have the unquestioned power, I believe that it would 
be absolutely nugatory under existing circumstances. 

I do not believe that after a declaration of commercial war, such 


as we make in the pending bill when we have put duties up to 57 
per cent higher than the McKinley rate, higher than any tariff 
ever enacted in any civilized country—when, in the face of treaties 
made by Japan, by Germany, and by the South American States, 
whose trade we have been exceedingly anxious to obtain—when 
we have done this in the face of their protests, I do not believe that 
we can wipe it all away by reciprocal treaties. 

The principal delegate from the Argentine Republic, in address- 
ing the Board of Commerce at Cincinnati the other day, declared 
that his country would make no reciprocal treaty with the United 
States if this tariff bill should be enacted; and he used the words 
which I used a few minutes ago: “It isa declaration of war. 
You have put a duty upon wool; you have put a duty upon hides; 
and you now come to us and want to make a 5 in 
the face of this declaration of commercial war placed upon your 
statute books." Do you believe that Germany and Japan will 
make any reciprocal treaty with this country, when we have 
assailed directly and conspicuously every interest which they have 
commercially? 

Mr. President, we have had a peculiar history in regard to this 
matter of reciprocity—— 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator how this bill assails the 
Argentine Republic by a duty on hides or wool any more than the 
bill framed by the Senator three years ago assailed Cuba or Spain 


bya * duce 

Mr. VEST. Ithinkthat bill did—that is my answer to that— 
and Spain so considered it. 

Mr. HOAR. Idid not ask how Spain considered it. I asked 
the honorable Senator to distinguish. 

Mr. VEST. I will answer the Senator, in the language of the 
delegate from Argentina, that their principal interests were in 
selling to us their wool and their hides, and we have put a duty 
upon those articles. 

Mr. HOAR. The principal interest of Cuba was selling sugar 
to us, and you put a duty on that article. 

Mr. VEST. Nobody who voted for that duty upon sugar pre- 
tended that we were then doing anything to secure the good will, 
commercially, of Spain or of any of her colonies. If, in order to 

the balance of the bill in 1894, we were willing to put the 
ires upon sugar which was imposed, that was a question of ad- 
justment. We assumed the responsibility and did not shirk from 
the consequences. 

Iam now talking not about a theory, but a status, a condition. 
Iam quoting from the representatives of these very countries as 
to how they look npon this tariff bill and what are the chances 
now of friendly commercial treaties with those people, all of whose 
interests we have attacked. Whether we are right in attacking 
them or not the Republican party will defend before the people 
of the country hereafter. We shall not evade that issue, but, on 
the contrary, lam prepared to say that we shall welcome it. I 
am talking now about a status, a condition, a consequence of 
what we shall have done when this bill is enacted. 

Mr. President, we have had rather a strange history in regard 
to this reciprocity question. In 1890 Mr. Blaine, who was then 
Secretary of State, inaugurated a plan for reciprocal relations 
with all the countries of the American Continent. The senior 
Senator from Maine [Mr. MATE), who I see before me, introduced 
into the Senate an amendment to the McKinley bill, which he 
said at the time was drawn in the State Department by Mr. Blaine, 
and that provided for reciprocal relations with all the countries, 
a I mere said, of the Western Hemisphere, and of course included 

nada. 

The very minute that that amendment was introduced the toc- 
sin of war was sounded in New England, and the New England 
Senators said. You can not put any such amendment as that in 
this bill, because it is inimical to the interests of the New England 
States," or words to that effect. The amendment was referred to 
the Committee on Finance, of which the Senator from Rhode 

land [Mr. ALDRICH] now absent was a conspicuons and active 
member, and he drew what is known as the Aldrich amendment, 
found in the McKinley Act of 1890. That amendment struck out 
Canada, and provi that reciprocal relations should be had 
alone with the American countries south of us. That was the pro- 
ae of the McKinley Act. This amendment is better in that 
regard. 3 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I recall the circumstances very plainly, as there 
was some controversy and considerable newspaper discussion upon 
the amendment originally introduced by me, which was prepared 
in the State Department by the then Secretary of State, Mr. 
Blaine, as being antagonized by the Aldrich amendment. I know 
that the then Secretary of State was very keenly interested in the 
passage of the Aldrich amendment; he was in no degree hostile to 
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it, and was ey eiie when it passed, although it passed by 


mate. The matter was discussed here on the 
in the discussion, and stated then that the 
offered was not in any degrea considered as 


a close vote in the 

floor. I took some 
amendment which 
perfect. $ 

I may say further, bearing upon what the Senator from Mis- 
souri has just stated, that there never was any intention of apply- 
ing the provisions of the amendment to Canada. I never so in- 
tended, and did not consider that its provisions included Canada. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will allow me to refresh his recollec- 
tion. Iremember very distinctly that he used the pw when 
introducing the amendment, that it was ‘‘a skeleton amend- 
ment." 

Mr. HALE. Yes; it was not intended as much more than what 
may be called a blazing the way for a reciprocity provision; and 
when it was considered fully H the committee, and the amend- 
ment was reported and passed by almost a tie vote here, it was 
considered thoroughly satisfactory, both by those who supported 
the bill and the Secretary of State; and I know that in introduc- 
ing the amendment I considered that the Aldrich amendment 
carried out the main proposition which was intended when I 
originally introduced the amendment. There was no antagonism 
between the two. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Why was not that amendment intended to 

,apply to Canada as well as to the South American countries? 

: r.HALE. Mr. President, the conditions that apply, for in- 
stance, to southern countries, of producing things which we do 
not produce, or of our sending to them those things that they do not 

roduce, in no degree apply to Canada. Precisely the reverse con- 

| dition applies to Canada. She competes with us at our doors, in 

| our very lines of production; and it never was intended, it never 

| was for a moment thought of—I would not for a moment have 
considered or harbored the idea—that the reciprocity feature was 
to apply to Canada. " 

Mr. LINDSAY. I understand this proposed amendment does 
apply to Canada. 

r. VEST. Of course; it applies to any country. 

Mr. TURPIE. I inquire of the Senator from Maine whether, 
inrelation to Canada, the exclusion of that country was not largely 
influenced by the fact that we had negotiated a reciprocity treaty 
with Canada, concluded for twenty years and in operation for five 
years, which was terminated by notice from the Government of 
the United States at the end of five years, for the reason that it 
had been during all the time of its operation a dead loss to the 
interests of our own country? Was not that one of the reasons 
why Canada was not included in the reciprocity arrangement of 
which the Senator from Maine speaks? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator from Maine, 
if he has no objection, whether the amendment which he brought 
here in 1890 as coming from the State Department did not author- 
ize the President to make his proclamation of reciprocity with all 
countries of the Western Hemisphere? 

Mr. HALE. But not to all provinces or dependent people in 
all countries. I never held nor believed that that amendment 
would apply to Canada. It was to ply to independent coun- 
tries, and Canada is a dependency. e can make no treaty with 
Canada. We can make reciprocity treaties with the Argentine 
Republic, with Brazil, with Guatemala, with Mexico, and other 
independent countries. The whole theory of the amendment was 
to make reciprocity treaties with such countries. You can not 
make a treaty with Canada. It is not a country with which you 
can make a treaty, and therefore it was not included in the orig- 
inal proposition. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I hold in my hand a speech which I 
made in 1890 upon this question, to which I refer for the purpose 
of refreshing my memory, and I see that I quote in it the two 
umendments which were 8 by the Senator as coming from 
the State Department, and then the Aldrich amendment, as it was 
known, which is the third section of the McKinley Act. I stated 
then upon the floor of the Senate: 


The most superficial examination of the two amendments will show the 
radical and irreconcilable difference. 

'The original amendment opens the ports of the United States to all prod- 
ucts of any nation of the American hemisphere on which no export duties 
are charged, so long as such nation admits free of all duties the articles of 
American production and manufacture named in the amendment. 

The Aldrich amendment confines reciprocity to countries producing and 
exporting sugars, molasses, tea, coffee, and hides, and leaves the President 
to determine whetherthe duties imposed by such countries, including export 
duties, are reciprocally unjust and unreasonable. 


Now, if it is necessary, these two amendments can be placed in 
juxtaposition, and they will fully carry out the statement I made 
then and repeat now. For the first time to-day I have heard 
from the Senator from Maine that it was not intended to include 


Mr. HALE. Does the Senator remember the language of the 
proposition? 
And the President of the United States is hereby a without fur- 


imthorized, 
ther legislation, to declare the ports of the United States free and n toall 
products of any nation of the American hemisphere. ds 


a Ad EST. It is very well known that Canada makes her own 
tari Ws. 

Mr. HALE. You can make no treaty with Canada. She is not 
a nation, and therefore could not have been included. 

Mr. VEST. As a matter of course, while Canada might not in 
her own name have made a treaty with this country, it is very 
well known that a request from the Canadian Parliament to the 
effect that they desired to make such a treaty would be respected 
and carried out by the mother country. The duties imposed to-day 
in Canada are just as much imposed upon the mother country as 
upon the United States or any foreign country. 

It seems to me, res y, simply an evasion to say that that 
was the meaning of first amendment that was brought herein 
1890. Mr. Blaine never pretended that he put any other construc- 
tion upon it but that Canada was included. It is true that he 
afterwards accepted, if not with alacrity, with composure, the 
modification made by Mr. ALDRICH, because it was better than 


nothing. We all remember what occurred here. 
Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator aliow me to interrupt him a 
moment? 


Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Shortly before that proposition of Mr. Blaine's 
was presented I visited him at the State artment with a very 
eminent and intelligent Canadian, and Mr. Blaine took down the 
old reciprocity treaty, which had been abolished, and took the list 
of the articles and the amounts thereof which were introduced 
from Canada into this country under it, and showed how those 
articles consisted wholly, or nearly wholly, of articles that we 
produced, so that Canada was our competitor, and in my pres- 
ence he showed this gentleman how impossible practically reci- 
procity between this country and Canada was. The gentleman 
went there to talk on the subject, and that was the answer given 
in my presence. : 

Mr. VEST. Ihave no disposition to qnestion the accuracy of 
the statement made by the Senator from Massachusetts, but I 
will ask the Secretary to read a statement made in the Senate in 
1890 by the senior Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], to show his 
construction then of this matter. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

As some attempt has been made to show that the original reciprocity 
amendment received rude treatment at the hands of the Senate, and that its 
original authors were not considered in the legislation of Congress, I ma 
state here that, after the chan ition resulting from the repeal o/ 
nearly all of the sugar duty, the Aldrich amendment was heartily accepted 
by the friends of the original amendment in the Senate, by the Secretary of 
State, and by the President. The basis of the original amendment was tho 
retention of the sugar duty till reciprocal treaties could be negotiated. When 


that basis was changed and the became a fixed fact, it is difficult to 
see what other plan than the 3 could be devised. 


Mr. VEST. Itispertinent, unless there was some special object 
in making the change to the Aldrich amendment, to inquire why 
it was done. If the original amendment did not include the coun- 
tries of the Western Hemisphere, including Canada as a country 
if that was not the meaning of it, why was it necessary to make 
the change to the Aldrich amendment and interpolate that in the 
bill instead of the original amendment? 

Mr. HALE. I remember that at the time there were persons, 
like the Senator from Missouri now, who raised that question, 
and in order to make it absolutely certain the Aldrich amend- 
ment was drawn and duly considered, which met with no hostility 
from the projectors of the original amendment, but their hearty 
and earnest support, and left it entirely clear; as I repeat here 
with emphasis, it was the intention of the original amendment 
that Canada should not be included in the reciprocity. 

Mr. VEST. Whatever may have been the intention, that was 
the construction put by the country upon the amendment at the 
time. That was the charge made in the Senate and in the House 
of Representatives. i 

President McKinley was then chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee of the House. Mr. Blaineappeared before the commit- 
tee and urged reciprocity, urged the amendment which he had 
drawn, and which was afterwards introduced in the Senate by the 
senior Senator from Maine. The amendment was not received in 
a friendly or hospitable spirit bythe Ways and Meaus Committee of 
the House. It was rejected upon the ground principally, alleged by 
the father of protection im the Senate, the Senator from Vermont | 

Mr. MORRILL], and by Senator Evarts, of New York, that the new 
oetrine of reciprocity was an innovation and an attack upon the 
general high protective system of the country. 

We all remember the dramatic scene that occurred in the room 
of the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate, when Mr. Blaine 
made his unsuccessful trip to the Ways and Means Committee 
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room in the House of e eee and on his way back, filled 
with disappointment and chagrin at the failure of his mission, 
stopped in the committee room of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the Senate. Ex-Senator Blackburn, of Kentucky, was in 
the committee room at the time, with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON] I believe, and there was a dramatic account in the 
parers of the country of what transpired at the time when Mr. 

laine related his unsuccessful attempt to secure reciprocity in 
the House bill, and, as the papers stated and as eyewitnesses have 
stated in my nce, in his mortification and.rage seized his hat 
and smashed it on the table, saying the bill would not open a market 
for an additional barrel of flour or a pound of meat, referring to 
the bill as it was drawn up in the House of Representatives. 

Afterwards, representing the State Department, my friend the 
senior Senator from Maine introduced the amendment which we 
have discussed here this morning. It was not acceptable to a 
majority of.the Finance Committee, the Republicans then con- 
trolling the Senate, and the Aldrich amendment was brought in 
as a compromise. As I said before, it was accepted by Mr. Blaine 
because it was claimed it was the best that could be done. 

But, again, our experiment with reciprocity as far as it went 
under the McKinley Act up to 1894, from 1890, was not success- 
ful. Ihave before me the official report of Mr. Worthington C. 
Ford as to the operation of the reciprocal arrangement, as it was 
terimed, with the countries with which we had those treaties, 
first, from 1835 until 1590, before the treaties were made, and the 
increase in exports to all the countries of South America. During 
the time from 1885 until 1890, and 3t is the exports in which we 
are interested and not the imports, the increase amounted to 40.22 
per cent. In 1800 the third section of the McKinley Act was en- 
acted which contained the reciprocal feature, and from 1890 until 
1891 the increase in the exports from this country to those coun- 
tries amounted to only 22.55 per cent, or about one-half. 

Here we have now an official and a mathematical statement as to 
the result of reciprocity. If it be true that these reciprocal com- 
mercial treaties will bring to us a large export trade with those 
countries, why was there not such an increase from 1890 to 1894. 
when we repealed the reciprocal features of the McKinley Act? 

.Why was it that without those reciprocal treaties from 1835 to 
1880 our export trade increased 40 per cent and more against 22 
per cent under the reciprocal treaties? 

Mr. President. we are attempting to fight successfully against 
theimmutable laws of commerce and of nature. Weare attempt- 
ing to secure trade with South American countries by reciprocal 
treaties when we have no carrying trade, when our commercial 
travelers are not amongst those people seeking to know what 
they want and then fashioning our goods to suit those wants. 
Year aíter year our statesmen and politicians complain that the 
trade of South America goes by our doors and on to England, 
How does England command it? It commands it by superior en- 
terprise, by immense superiority in the carrying trade. We have 
no carrying trade. It has dwindled down until it takes a micro- 
scope almost to find it. About 12 per cent of the commerce of the 
United Statesis carried in American bottoms. 

A few yeurs ago I was in Hane the second great port of the 
world, destined to be the first. Withthe American consul I went 
around in his steam launch amongst the ships in the harbor. 
With 152 steam vessels in the harbor, the American flag was not 
onasingle one of them, You can travel over the oceans of the 
world, and except upon a war vessel of the United States the Stars 
and Stripes are not to bediscovered. Yet our Republican frieuds 

ist in their navigation laws year after year, as an African 
idolator worships his fetich, declaring that the system must be 
retained, while year after year our carrying trade is dwindling 
down, and the other great nations of the world, with their carry- 
ing trade, are taking away from us the commerce of these adja- 
cent countries, 

It would seem that nature had made the South American States 
commercially tributary to us. Propinquity and geography have 
made them our allies commercially, to say nothing of their politi- 
cal affinity, for they are Republics and we are the great exemplar 
Republic of the world. But their commerce goes by our doors in 
British ships and is carried to the ports of Enzland, and the Eng- 
lish drummers are found in the cities of South America discover- 
ing what those people need in the way of prints and cottons and 
manufactures and agricultural implements, even, of all kinds, and 
this trade is taken away from us. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that this scheme will bring us 
the commercial relations which we seek to obtain. I do not be- 
lieve that you can strike down the interests of every people with 
whom we come in contact and then administer to them this sugared 
dose of reciprocal commercial treaties. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, the pending amendment pro- 
vides— 

That wheneverthe President of the United States, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, with a view to secure reciprocal trade with for- 
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eign countries, shall, within the period of two years from and after the 
sage of this act, enter into commercial treaty or treaties with any oer 
country or countries— 

Which treaties— 
shall provide for the reduction during a specified period, not exceed five 
years, of the duties imposed by this act, to the extent of not more than 20 per 
cent thereof, upon such goods. wares, or merchandise as may be designated 
therein of the country or countries with which such treaty or treaties shall 
be made as in this section provided for. 

It also declares that the treaty may provide for the retention 
upon the free list of certain articles put by this bill upon the free 
list, and then that— à 

Whon any such treaty shall have been duly ratified, and public proclama- 
tion made necordingly, then and thereafter the duties which shall be col- 
lected by the Uni States upon any of the designated goods, and 
merchandise from the foreign country with which such treaty has been 
made shall, during the period provided for, be the duties specified and pro- 
vided for in such treaty, and none other. 

Now we are told that this amounts to a law, and that when cer- 
tain conditions provided for come about, then this law shall operate 
as to certain duties and no more shall be coliected during the period 
of the existence of the treaty or that certain articles, for the length 
of time provided for, shall remain upon the free list, and that the 
treaties may provide that the reduction of duties shall extend over 
a period of tive years, or that the particular articles shall remain 
upon the free hst for the period of five years. 

The Constitution gives no snch power to the President by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate. Then, if the President 
takes any such power, he must receive it in virtue of this act 

d by the Senate and House of Representatives and approved 
y the President or passed over his veto. So we will have this 
state of case, that the legislative department of the Government 
wil! have conferred upon the Executive the power to make trea- 
ties he could not make under the Constitution, which treaties may 
provide that the revenues of the Government shall be controlled 
by their terms during a period not exceeding five years. If that 
authority can exist at all. it must exist in virtue of this act of the 
Congress of the United States; and if it be a power that can be 
enforced at all, it will rest upon an abdication, during the terin of 
five years, bythe two Houses of Congress of the right to legislate 
upon these subjects of taxation. 

Suppose a treaty be made and ratified by the Senate, and next 
year the House of Representatives conclude that the rates of 
duties fixed in the treaty are insufficient to raise the n 
revenues, or that they operate to the detriment of the United 
States in some particular; are we to be told that the power of the 
House of Representatives to originate bills in regard to taxation 
and to provide for a different rate of duty has been taken away 
from the House; that the power reposed in the House by the Con- 
stivution has been successfully abdicated or abandoned by and 
through the mysterious process of such legislation as this? 

I believe it was the tariff bill of 1833 which attempted to pro- 
vide that certain descending rates of duty should prevail during a 
period of ten years. Mr. Clay was forced to admit that those 
provisions of the act were only morally, and not legally, binding, 
and it is known to the country that before the ten years had ex- 
pired the provisions of the act had been utterly disregarded. 

Here we are attempting to do that which could not be done in 
1833—to clothe the President and the Senate with the power to 
suspend the constitutional functions of the House of Representa- 
pre and of the Congress of the United States during a period of 

ve years. 

If we had the power to do these things, we ought not to exercise 
that power. Why follow up this bill with provisions for reci- 
procity? Having turned our backs upon the business world, kav- 
ing made commerce almost a crime, why talk now about restor- 
ing natural conditions by a treaty? 

We have brought distinguished men from the South American 
States into our countryto consider our great resources, to become 
acquainted with the possibilities of the future. We entertained 
themat Philadelphia. We aretaking them over the country, and 
l hold in my hand to-day a newspaper published in the city of 
Cincinnati containinz a graphic picture of the scene which tran- 
spired on the Board of Trade of that city less thana week ago. This 
newspaper tells us that there was plenty of music and enthusiasm 
and speeches: 

The large street flag of the chamber floated gayly in the breeze over the 
center of Fourth street, while another had been gracefully draped about the 
rostrum. In one of the archways separating the entrance from the floor 
prover hung a neat floral ornament. The word * Welcome" appeared in 

rze letters upon a transparent sign, which was surrounded by a heavy 
frame of bright-colored flowers. 

Chairs were arranged for their comfort, and the proceedings 
were opened by a speech from the president of the Board of Trade, 
which speech was responded to by the representative of the Argen- 
tine Republic. one of those South American countries which in 
the past has traded with the United States, and wbich country has 
bought from us two dollars’ for every one dollar's worth of goods 
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we have bought from Argentina. What does this distinguished 
mansay? Among other things, he said: 

Allow me, gentlemen, to make a few remarks in regard to the 
Republic, which country I represent here. The imports from the United 
States to the Argentine Republic in 1895 amounted to the sum of $11,210.475. 
po T "id from the Argentine Republic to the United States amounted to 


THE COMMERCIAL BALANCE. 


The official figures show the difference in the commercial balance between 
our country and mine of $5,000,000 against the Argentine Republic. This 
ce is produced by the excess of importation from the United States to the 
ntine Republic, and the small exportation from the Argentine Republic 

to the United states. 

Now, your petroleum and your agricultural machinery are imported into 
our country free of duty, your pine wood paying a very small duty, and with us 
your Congress should have this in mind and treat the Argentine Republic with 
a certain amount of consideration; but, unfortunately, it has been to the con: 

. The two principal products that we export to the United States are 
wool and hides We have over 100,000,000 sheep, which produce every year 
about 250,000,000 kilos of wool, and this article has always been imported into 
the United States free of duty, the same ns we import free of duty your ma- 
chinery and your petroleum. But now the tariff bill has imposed a prohib- 
itive tax upon our wool. We have been exporting to your country our hides 
during the past twenty-five years free of duty, but now you have taxed them 
with 1} cents per pound, and you can not consider how much this duty will 
affect our trade when you think we have over 22,000,000 oxen. 

On the very day that speech was made by the guest of the coun- 
try, the Senate was engaged in increasing the duty on hides from 
14 cents per pound to 20 per cent ad valorem, which I understand 
amounts to a duty of 3 or 4 cents per pound. 

The speaker, continuing, said: 

We have been treated in an unfriendly manner, and at the same time 
ou submit to us the idea of a reciprocity treaty. Iam very sorry to say 
hat under these circumstances the statesmen of the Argeutine Republic 

will not accept any kind of treaties, not only for certain reasons that you 
can easily understand, but because our productions are exported free of 
duty to England. France, Germany, Belgium, and Italy, and we receive from 
Europe all the goods we require. all the capital that we need for our com- 
me; development, and all the immigration necessary to populate onr 
extended territory. 8 

That is the first response we get from South America, from the 
one country in South America where the balance of trade is in 
our favor, to the reciprocity clause of this most extraordinary bill. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] says that in 1890 Canada 
was not intended to be included. and all during the past two 
months we have been engaged in the business of excluding the 
8 of Canada from consumption by the American people. 

anada is another country where the balance of trade is in our 
favor. The statistics show that $100,000,000 worth of trade be- 
tween Canada and the United States was had during the year 
1896, and that 833.000.000 covered our imports, while we sold to 
the Canadians $60,000,000 worth of our goods. 

We are to bring prosperity back to the country, we are to build 
up our commerce, we are to enlarge our merchant marine throuzh 
a bill like this, and we are told every day that prosperity was 
broken down, that the country was ruined through the provisions 
of whatis called the Wilson-Gorman bill, which the other side 
— no opportunity to denounce as a measure of perfidy and dis- 

onor. 

It is a little remarkable that under the operation of the Wilson 
Act last year—— 

Mr. HOAR. Iam not sure that I understood the Senator from 
Kentucky. Does he claim that the phrase ‘‘a measure of perfidy 
and dishonor” applied to the Wilson bill is of Republican origin? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I did not claim that it originated with the 
Republicans, but what I do say is that during all this discussion 
the Republicans haye rolled it as a sweet morsel under their 
tongues. : 

Ido not represent a manufacturing State. The gentlemen across 
the aisle hive the manufacturing interests in their exclusive con- 
trol. Leut ont of the Manufacturer, a Philadelphia periodical 
devoted to the interests of the manufacturing people, an article 
which I will now read to the Senate. This is a Republican state- 
ment of manufacturing conditions as they exist under the provi- 
sions of the Wilson Act: 

The figures giving the export trade of the United States for April have 

ust heen compiled by the Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Department. 

hey are again of encouragement for our manufacturers. During the 
month we exported manufactured goods to the value of $24.014,318, or 31.55 per 
cent of the total exports of the month. The manufacturing industries have 
been advancing month by month in comparison with the farms and mines, 
the sale of whose products abroad can not keep pace with the great export 
movement in manufactured goods. 

The figures for th» ten months ending with April are no less striking 

. Manu'aetured merchandise during this period was sent abroad to the value 
of $221.023.010. Although the percentage is not so great as in the case of the. 
single month. manufactures represent 25.35 per cent of the total exports for 
the Fern Evidence ‘accumulates of the growing popularity of American 


ntine 


s abroad. The enterprise of our manufacturers and merchants in plac- 
them upon pie markets is compelling the admiration of the world. 
and the statistics, as they are issued each month by the Government, attest 
fully enough to the success which this nation is so rapidly achieving in the 


foreign trade. 
The exports of manufactured goods for the fiscal year ending 
30th of June will exceed $270,000,000, which is more than was 
ever exported in any one year under any preceding tariff law. 
The pending bill is intended to break down the sale of Ameri- 


‘American people to support the manufacturers of the 


can manufactured goods in foreign countries and to com eel 
ni 
States and to abandon this foreign trade. All that we get for the 
monstrous duties to be levied upon every character of foreign 
product, all we get for all the pains taken to break down barter 
with foreign countries, is this unconstitutional provision in the 
way of a reciprocity clause, which provides, if it provides any- 
thing, that, in order that it may be carried out, the House of 
Representatives, the Congress of the United States, shall be com- 
pelled, at the election of the President and the Senate, to abdi- 
cate their constitutional power to legislute upon the subject of 
taxation. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, it seems to me that the proposi- 
tion announced by the Senator from Texas as an objection to the 
power of legislation to enact this provision ought to be maturely 
considered before it is enacted. The power of Congress to make 
laws no one disputes, provided it is done inside of their delegated 
authority. No one disputes that the subject of the levying of 
duties is inside of that power. But it is the Congress that has the 
power to enact these laws, and it seems to me that the Senator 
from Texas has the right theory. 

The Senator from Massachusetts makes an exception, and it is a 
well-knownexception. Weallrecognizeit. Congresscouldenact 
a law which was to terminate upon a certain fixed event. There 
is no doubt about that. Lawyers would not dispute it. Congress 
could enact that sugar should pay a tax of 5 per cent ad valorem 80 
long as the United Siates owed any bonded debt, but that when the 
bonded debt was paid then the duty should cease. That is entirely 
a different proposition from the idea that Congress could invest 
other people with the right to change its laws. It is a different 
idea altogether. A law, as I haye said, can be so framed as to 
terminate or change on a certain event to happen in the future, 
but that is an event fixed by the law itself; it does not depend 
upon the will of another. It is a thing to occur, and when it 
occurs then the law changes according to its own terms. 

Now, what do you propose to do here? It is always best to 
simplify a law question in order to understand it clearly. I will 
illustrate what you propose to enact by an example. We levya 
tax of 4 per cent ad valorem on hides imported into the United 
States, but we provide that whenever the President of the United 
States and the Senate shall see fit they may by treaty repeal that 
law and put hides on the free list. That is the sum and substance 
of this provision, except that it goes to all other things. 

But I am confining it now to hides merely for the purpose of 
illustration. You enact thatthe President and the Senate com- 
bined may make a contract by which that law is repealed, and in- 
stead of ee a duty of 4 per cent on hides, they shall put hides 
on the free list. They can not doit. The Constitution of the 
United States vests the President and the Senate with no such 

ower. The Congress can do it, and nothing but the Congress. 

o you propose to repeal a law by the will of anybody less than 
Congress? No, Mr. President, so long as the Constitution stands 
the Senator from Texas in a single sentence announced what is 
necessarily the right conclusion in reference to this enactment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, if I believed with my colleague 
that there was any constitutional difficulty in voting for this 
amendment, I would not hesitate to vote against it, although I 
think I can see in the amendment itself a possible advantage, 
probably a very great advantage, to the commerce of the United 

tates, particularly with the Orient and with South America and 
Central America. 

When the McKinley bill was before the Senate and that reci- 
procity provision was in it, I made—but of course not in so clear 
a way as the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pertus] and the Sena- 
tor from Texas [Mr. MILLS] have stated it—an argument against 
the constitutionality of that law basel upon exactly the same 
predicate that the Senators advance at this moment. 

I never felt more certain about anything, and scarcely ever felt 
more indignant about what I conceived to be a violation of the 
Constitution of the United States, than I thought was found in the 
McKinley reciprocity provision. The matter went to the Supreme 
Court of the United States in the case of Field against Clark, in 
143 United States Reports, and I found myself in a minority, a very 
honorable minority, the Chief Justice and Justice Lamar, of Mis- 
sissippi, the balance of the court deciding that my point was not 
well taken. They held in that case, as will be the fact here, that 
upon the occurrence of a certain event, to be determined in that 
case by the President of the United States, the rate of duty should 
be changed, and certain goods should either be put upon the free 
list or pnt under ta cation. according to his judgment of the tariff 
policy of China Japan, Brazil, etc., as he might think or believe 
that that policy was in derogation of our rights. or in a spirit of 
hostility toward us, or that it was not fair and just, considering 
all of our relations under tariff laws with those powers. 

The Supreme Court. in the case that I have mentioned, decided 
that the President of the United States could be invested by Con- 
gress with the power to decide when those events had occurred, 


2932 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JULY 2, 


He had a very large latitude of discretion in making the decision. 
The subject that came to his attention in arriving at his conclu- 
sions under that law was of a judicial rather than a ministerial 
character, because he had to pronounce not oy upon the exist- 
ence of certain facts, but upon their bearing and effect upon the 
commerce between other countries and the United States. Not- 
withstanding that near approach to putting within his hand the 
power to repeal the statute, as I conten the Supreme Court 
eld that there was no such operation of that law at all; that 
when that law spoke in accordance with the decision arrived at 
by the President, as announced in his proclamation, it spoke from 
the act itself and not from any act performed by him to change 
law in any particular; that the law spoke throughout the 
whole transaction, and only the law, and that the President of the 
United States did not in the slightest degree change the law; he 
merely decided that upon a certain state of facts the law was or 
was not operative. 
The third section of the act of October, 1890, is as follows: 
That with a view to secure reciprocal trade with countries producing the 
following articles, and for this pu on and after the 1st day of January, 
882, whenever and so often as the ident shall be satisfied that the gov- 
ernment of any country producing and exporting su molasses, coffee, 
and hides, raw and uncured, or any of such arti imposes duties or 
other exactions upon the agricultural or other products of the United States, 
which, in view of the fre» introduction of sugar, coffee, tea, 
and hides into the United States he may deem to be rocally unequal 
and unreasonable, he shall have the wer and it shall be his duty to sus- 
pend, by proclamation to that effect, provisions of thisact to the 
free introduction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, the produc- 
tion of such country, for such time as he shall deem just, and in such case 


and during such suspension duties shall be levied, collected, and à upon 
sugar, mo coffee, tea, and hides the product of or exported from such 
designated country as follows, namely. 

And then it goes on to make the rates of duty. The Supreme 


Court say in regard to that act: 


That Congress can not delegate legislative mower to the President is a 

inciple versally as vital to the integrity and maintenance of 
he system of government ordained by the Constitution. The act of October 
1, 1890, in the puc under consideration, is not inconsistent with that 
3 oes not, in any real sense, invest the President with the power 


n. 

For the purpose of securing reciprocal trade with countries producing and 
exporting — molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, Congress itself determined 
that the provisions of the act of October 1,1890, permitting the free introduc- 
tion of such articles, should be suspended as to any country producing and 
oxporbing them that ipod exactions and duties on the agricultural and 
other products of the United States, which the President deemed—that is, 
found to be—reciprocally — and unreasonable. 

duties to be levied, collected. and 

ported from 
the just tio: tothe 88. 

mey or u ration e de- 
termination ol: the Proeldent The words “he may deem" in the - 


tions of other countries producing and ng sugar, molasses, 
coffee, tea, and hides, and form a judgment as to whether they were recip- 
rocally equal and reasonable, or the contrary,in their effect upon American 


ucts. 
But when he ascertained tbe fact that duties and exactions, 
ier ems and unreasonable, were imposed upon the agricultural or other 
products of the United States T a mene rrr re 
molasses, coffee, tea, or hides, it became duty to 


claring the ion, as to that country, which had determined 
&hould occur. . —— to the 
duration of the so ordered. But that related only to enforce- 


fact and in issuing his proclamation, in obedience to the legislative . he 
exercised the function of making laws. tive power was exercised 
w declared that the suspension d take effect upon a named 


nded Ve pes contingency, and that in case of 
such suspension certain duties shoul imposed. 

The court then goes on to argue the subject at greater length, 
but that is as much of the 1 as it is necessary for me to 
read to justify me in my own belief in voting for this amendment 
80 far as the constitutional question is concerned. 

I can not tind the difference in principle between the amend- 
ment proposed now and the decision of the Supreme Court as to 
the effect of the action of the President and the Senate in making 
a treaty of commercial reciprocity with any particular country 
within a certain given period whereby articles might be put upon 
the free list or the duty existing might be reduced 20 per cent— 
I suppose it means upon the value of the article. 

If the President of the United States, acting alone, could law- 
fully pass upon the conditions of foreign commerce, as he was 
authorized to do under the act of 1890, and could form a judgment 
thereupon, whereupon the act taxing the various articles could be 
suspended absolutely, and if in doing that he did not repeal that 
statute, if in doing that he did not legislate at all, I can not un- 
derstand why the President and the Senate, in the exercise of the 
treaty-making power, may not put this upon the footing of an 
agreement. between the two countries, and why the act of Con- 


gress, if now passed, would not operate in advance to ratify and 
confirm a treaty and make it fully applicable to the subject. 

I can not un the distinction between the two cases, if 
one exists, and I have looked carefully to see if any distinction 
does exist, because I desire that this amendment s pass. This 
tariff law contains enough now to astonish and almost to horrify 
me in respect to the injustice that it imposes upon the le of 
the United States, and also in respect to the open declaration of 
war against the commerce of the world. But notwithstanding I 
look upon it in that sense, and feel that it is justly liable to 
objections which I have just expressed, I do not look at it asa 
mere red rag that I must run at every time a feature of it is dis- 
pret. If the Republican in this Chamber and in the other 

ouse can put modifying provisions into this tariff bill which I 
think are for the benefit of the country, I will sustain them. I 
am bound to do that as a legislator on this floor. 

It can not be said that commercial reciprocity upon fair terms 
with any country is disadvan us to the United States, although 
the treaties, which were vi y conventions made under the act 
of 1890, were not sent to Con, for ratification or approval, and 
although the President had the right to select any article that we 
exported out of all our exports and make an agreement, if you 
please—not an actual agreement, but arrive at a consensus of 
opinion and action—— f 

Mr. GRAY. I will call the attention of the Senator to the fact 
that the 1 clause in the act of 1890 did not contemplate 
a treaty at all. 

Mr. MORGAN. I understand. 

Mr. GRAY. It was merely a proclamation by the President, 
whenever he deemed the exactions of another government unequal 
ey ep prid. that certain articles on the free list should be sus- 
pended from that list and that the duty which was provided by 
Congress in advance should be laid upon them. 

Mr. MORGAN. My language is correct. I was not in the 
slightest degree in error, because I said it was not a treaty. I 
said it was a consensus of opinion, of action between two govern- 
ments, which did not amount to a treaty or a contract or an agree- 
ment at all; and although the President of the United States could 
do that without presenting the subject to Con for its ap- 
proval or ratification, and Supreme Court of the United States 
sustained him in it, yet in this case, when an actual agreement 
must be entered into and must be submitted to the Senate before 
it becomes operative, 1 think the guard and restriction is much 
more favorable to us than it was under the act of 1890. 

Mr.GRAY. Alllsuggestisthat the criticisms that lay against 
8 of the act of 1890 do not lie against this provision. 

r. MORGAN. Very good. 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Alabama to another feature which is not exactly in accordance 
with the decision the Senator has read. That law named the ar- 
ticles. It names what shall be done if the President elects. [am 
still of the opinion I ET 
confer it. But suppose that decision to be the law and the Presi- 
dent would have to act upon it until it is ed. This is a pro- 


vision for the reduction during a specifi riod not ex: i 
five years. That is uncertain. There ma ,in the discretion 
of the President, from one to five years a reduction of all the duties 


imposed by this act to the extent not of 25 per cent, but of 20 per 
cent. He may reduce the rate 1 per cent, 2 per cent, 5 cent, or 
20 per cent. And then there is a further provision that he may put 
tbe articles on the free list, Is there no legislative power in all 
that? 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I will deal with that proposition 
when I get toit. I had not reached it yet. I was trying to show 
that the power which was conferred under this amendment upon 
the President and the Senate is of the same nature as the power 
that was conferred upon the President alone under the act of 1890; 
and inasmuch as that power was held to be constitutional, this 
power I hold to be constitutional because I can not see that they 
are in the slightest de different from each other. 

Now, we desire, if I understand what the people of the United 
States ought to desire, as large a commerce as we can get with the 
outside world. We desire markets for our surplus products, 
There is scarcely one production that anyone can name of an ordi- 
nary or an organic character that the people of the United States do 
not produce in abundance and superabundance. We have a sur- 
pius for exportation of almost every production in the United 

tates, and what we most want is a market in which we can ex- 
change our surplusfor the productions of other countries, not for 
money merely, but for the productions of other countries. 

This amendment fosters that idea by enabling us to make con- 
certed agreements with any foreign government in the world 
about any article that we put under taxation or any article that 
we do not put under taxation. So, with the consent of the Con- 
gress of the United States given in advance, the President and the 
Senate can negotiate commercial agreements with foreign coun- 
tries which will be for the benefit of our home trade. Well,Ilike 
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that idea. I am very fond of it. I have never heard that the 
United States suffered any disadvantage even from the peculiar 
arrangements that were made by the President of the United 
States under the act of 1890; and while Congress was not informed 
from time to time of all these concerted arrangements between 
our country and other countries on these subjects, we were in- 
formed that quite a large increase in our commerce took place 
with those different countries. 

It is very true that that law admitted the possibility of the 
President discriminating in favor of certain productions of the 
United States and against others. He might make an exchange 
with Brazil on the subject of coffee on the basis of our kerosene 
productions, and mieh omit the iron production or a great mei 
other productions that we have in this country, to the disad- 
vantage of those which were not preferred in the agreement. 
This act, however, takes that opportunity away from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and, with the consent of Congress, con- 
fers it upon the President and the Senate under the treaty-making 


Wer. 
2 do not consider, Mr. President, that these agents of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to enforce these laws have any dis- 
cretion in the matter at all, except merely to suggest the political 
consentand make iuo omit thecontract between the United States 
and any foreign country with which the President may negotiate 
a commercial treaty of this character, provided two-thirds of the 
Senate shall vote to ratify and confirm it. That is caution enough; 
that is conservatism enough to answer, L think, the demands of 
the most timid man who wil ever have to deal with this question. 
There is no legislation in that. If there is any legislation in that, 
then there was legislation in the act of 1890, notwithstanding the 
Supreme Court said there was none on the part of the President. 

fon not undertaking, Mr. President, to repudiate or to get rid 
of a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, even when 
itis made by a majority of but one of the judges; and here there 
were only two dissenting voices upon that bench, and they them- 
selves concurred in all of this opinion except upon the point which 
I just now mentioned, and there were other very important points 
that were ur, just as earnestly, and apparently upon as good 
foundation of argument, as the point in respect of the third sec- 
tion of that act. 

Now I come to the question whether or not in passing this act 
we confer upon the Senate a new power. The Senate has the 
power to pass upon commercial treaties or treaties of every kind 
and character, and I have been always the jealous advocate of the 
exercise of that power by the Senate. I have always maintained 
that these diplomatic and commercial agreements which have 
had currency in the country, which have very often been ap- 
proved and carried into effect without the assent or consideration 
of the Senate, are very dangerous, to say the least of it. The 
power is here conter rme upon the President and the Senate the 
treaty-making power, which includes the power to make conven- 
tions and manner of contracts with foreign 
obligatory upon both. So I have been jealous of 
that power. 

Then, Mr. President, this arrives at an agreement between the 
United States, I will say, and Brazil as to the interchange of com- 
modities which are produced in one country and are not produced 
in the other. I will take again kerosene and coffee. Coffeeis not 

oduced in the United States, and kerosene is not produced in 

azil, so far as I have ever heard. If the President of the United 
States sees that he can make an advantageous agreement with 
Brazil about a matter of that kind, then the question at once arises 
asto whether he has the power to make such an agreement. Well, 
he has not the power under the Constitution. 

The question then arises, Can Congress confer upon him the 
power solely and exclusively to make a treaty or an agreement 
with Brazil with respect to commerce or in respect to anything 
else? You say, No.“ Therefore it becomes necessary, in order 
to effectuate an agreement between Brazil and the United States, 
that the President and the Senate should act upon it. Here is no 
exercise of unconstitutional power; nor is it the exercise of a power 
conferred upon the President and the Senate phe of Congress; 
but it is an exercise of power conferred upon the President and 
the Senate by the direct language of the Constitution. So we are 
on cr safe ground Nue this point. 

en that treaty is made, it is a commercial treaty. We ask 
ourselves, Can any commercial treaty between the United States 
and a foreign country be made the supreme law of this land by 
the action of the President and the Senate alone? The answer is, 
No. The treaty itself is of such a nature as that it requires the 
assent of Congress to put it into effect. Then, have you the assent 
of Congress? I say it is in this act, and here it is. But then the 
assent is given before the act is confirmed,” says some critical 
gentleman, ‘‘and how can that be done?” Congress has as much 
right to give its assent in advance as it has after a contract has 
been made, because the President and the Senate can not bind 


overnments, 
e exercise of 


Congress under this enactment except in the two particulars 


mentioned: One is a reduction of the duties upon inr 
abroad not to exceed 20 per cent of the duty, and the other is 
to ps & subject upon the free list that is now under taxation. 
Ithink that that demonstrates really that there is no fault in the 
action of Congress; there is no difficulty in the action of Congress 
in providing in advance and giving its consent in advance that an 
agreement or a treaty made er those limitations shall be 
effectual from the time of the ratification by the Senate and the 
issuance of the proclamation by the President which puts it into 
force and gives it publicity and makes it universally obligato 
upon all the officers of the Government. So I can not see the dif- 
ficulty in that case at all; but I can see, Mr. President, that very 
3 advantage might come to this country from the reduction of 

uties upon the goods that we impose under this act or by putting 
many of the articles upon the free list that are contained in this 
act, and I admire the flexibility of this amendment, because it can 
be accommodated to the changing conditions or to the further 
experience of the people of the United States. 

hall I oppose this amendment upon the ground that it is in 

some direction or in some degree an pd ric perma to free trade? 
Surely I can not, upon the principles which I advocate, predicate 
ay opposition upon any such ground. Can the gentlemen on the 
other side oppose it on the E rie that there isa reciprocal ad- 
vantage? Certainly not. ir object is to get as much of the 
productions of other countries within the grasp of our people, or 
within their convenient use, as possible, and they think one of the 
ways to do that is to impose a "E tariff duty upon goods within 
the United States, manufactured here, in order that their manu- 
factories may be kept at work, and that they may be able thereby 
to send their lus to foreign countries for traffic. 

What means this law of rebate, about which my colleague [Mr. 
Pettus] spoke the e f which has been upon the statute 
book ever since the first tariff was enacted in this country? What 
is the general law of rebate? It is that any manufacturer canim- 
port from foreign countries any goods, any property that he 
pleases, any material whatever, raw material or in part manufac- 
tured. He can go on and complete it by manufacture and make 
out of it such a commodity as he chooses. He may have paid the 
full amount of duty when it came into the United States, or he 
can put it under bond and pay the duty if the article enters into 
consumption in our own country; or he may rt the article 
and get a drawback of 90 per cent of all the duty he has paid. 

What was the object of that law except to enable our mechanics 
and manufacturers to use their handicraft and their skill in send- 
ing their goods out to other markets to sell cheaper than they 
would sellthem to our le? This encouragement has been 
given to this class of pont rom the foundation of this Govern- 
ment. lopposeit. Ithinkitisan unjust andan unfair law. Ithink 
it gives advantages to certain classes of labor and occupations in 
this country at the expense of the ig of the United States. 
Still we have no chance to repeal it. e Democratic party and 
the Republican party have alike adhered to it in every tariff bill 
that has been enacted, and have always upheld that provision, 

Now, to get the benefit of that we ought to have the opportunity 
of making advantageous contracts with foreign countries that in 
the exchange of our productions, of whatever kind or character,we 
might get them reciprocally to send their goods to our market; 
and I can see pong harmful in that to the people of the United 
States and nothin at impéaches my Democracy in the slightest 
de It is in the direction of free trade, and for that reason I 
want it. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, there is not only nothing that im- 
peaches the Democracy of the Senator from bama [Mr. Mon- 
GAN] in voting for this amendment, but I think there is 3 
in our records that goes to confirm the Democracy of some suc 
measure as this, some amendment looking toward a little bit of 
free trade, for we recollect that in 1890 the very comprehensive 
reciprocity provision that was introduced in the first vee by 
the distinguished Senator from Maine ( Mr. HALE], said to have 
had its origin in the State Department, renee over by that dis- 
tinguished statesman, Mr. Blaine, provided: 

And the President of the United States is hereby directed, without further 
legislation, to declare the ports of the United States free and open to all the 

roducts of any country of the American hemisphere upon which no export 

uties are imp whenever and so long as the government of such coun 
shall admit to the ports of such country of all national, provincial Nate). 
municipal und other taxes, flour, corn meal, and other bread pre- 
served meats, fish, vegetables and fruits, cotton-seed oil, rice, and other pro- 
visions, IM all articles of food, Iumber. furniture, and all other articles 
of wood, agricultural implements and machinery, mining and mechanical 
machinery, vessels or boats of iron, steel, or w structural steel and iron, 
steel rails, locomotives, railway cars and supplies, street cars, refined petro- 
leum, or such other products of the United Rates as may be agreed upon. 

Although that amendment was lost in the Committee on Fi- 
nance, and in its place came out a sort of bastard reciproci 
amendment, called the reciprocity feature of the act of 1890, it 
was offered in so many words by myself as a substitute for that 
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measure, and every Democrat in this Senate voted for it and every 
Republican voted against it. That was a large measure of free 
*trade for this hemisphere. 

Mr. President, I have no objection, but, on the contrary, I am 
anxious to kick as many holes in this tariff bill as I can. We 
will have surrounded ourselves by a barrier of commercial re- 
striction when this bill becomes a law that will need to have day- 
light let through it, and wherever I can properly do so I shall be 
glad to aid in tearing down some part of that barrier and letting 
a little bit of frce trade and free sunshine come in. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Are you going to vote for this amendment? 

Mr. GRAY. Iam going to vote for this amendment, and that 
is the reason I have presumed to take a moment—I trust it will 
only be à moment—to explain why I shall vote for it. > 

I do not think this amendment is open to the objections that 
were made to the reciprocity feature of the McKinley bill of 1890, 
because in that case the provision allowing certain articles to come 
into this country freo was to be suspended by the President when- 
ever, in his judgment, he deemed that in any country the recipro- 
cal relations were unjust or unequal; but in this case we merely 
provide in advance, as the Senator from Alabama has said. that 
whenever the President of the United States and the Senate of the 
United States in exercising the treaty-making power shail make a 
treaty with another country which shall be, in his judgment, ad- 
vantageous to the United States—for, of course, he would not 
make it unless it was— 

In consideration of the advantages accruing to the United States there- 
from, shall provide for the reduction during a specified period, not exceeding 
five years, of the duties VO poea es act, to the oxtent of not more than 
20 per cent thereof, upon such g wares, or merchandise as may be desig- 
nated therein of the country or countries with which such treaty or treaties 
shall be made as in this section provided for; or shall provide for the transfer 
during such period from tho dutiable list of this act to the free list thereof of 
such goods, wares, and merchandise. 

Then we provide that upon said treaty being proclaimed only 
such duties shall be collected as are designated in such treaty. 

In the first case, in the reciprocity provision, so called, of the 
McKinley law, we undertook to say that the President mizht in 
effect—and that was the objection 1 had to it, and I voted against 
that part of it—that the President might transfer from the free 
list to the dutiable list certain articles, and might impose taxes 
upon the American people by way of retaliation upon a foreign 
country. But in this case we merely provide that when the 
treaty-making power of this country is exercised in a certain 
direction by 8 we will accommodate ourselves to it. 
This is not conferring upon the President any power. The treaty- 
making power resting in the President is conferred by the Con- 
stitution when it says: 

He shall have power, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. to 
make treaties. j 

That is the language used in the Constitution in conferring that 

wer. There is not another word to limit it. So that the Presi- 

ent and the Senate may make a commercial treaty of any scope 
whatever; and although the Congress of the United States may be 
unw.lling to pass the legislation necessary to carry it into effect, 
the Congress of the United States can not limit or qualify the 
power given by the Constitution to the President and the Senate 
to make such treaties as in their judgment shall be wise and 
e ient. 

r. WHITE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GRAY. Ina minute. 

So, then, the President, having the right, without this amend- 
ment—and this amendment can not confer the right if he has it 
now—the President exercising the right given by the Constitution 
to make a commercial treaty, we merely provide, that having been 
done within certain limits, if it shall be of a certain character 
that leg ation shall accommodate itself to it. 

Mr. WHITE. If it be true—and I am not saying it is not for 
the purpose of the question—that the President and the Senate 
can negotiate a commercial treaty fixing the rates of duty, can 
Congress by any act limit the exercise of that power? 

Mr. GRAY. They can limit it by refusing to carry it ont. 
That might break the treaty, but nevertheless the President and 
the Senate have the power to makea treaty. We can not only 
refuse to carry it out, and thereby violate our faith with the other 
nation—and it might be so serious as to be a casus belli—but we 
repeal the treaty, and thereby break the treaty after it is made. 

r. WHITE. The Senator from Delaware misapprehends me. 
My allusion was to the provision of this section limiting the re- 
duction of duty to 20 per cent. The point I wished to attract the 
attention of the Senator to was this: That if the Senate has the 
power. with the President, in the exercise of the treaty-making 
authority, to negotinte commercial treaties, can this legislation 
limit any reduction which may be made to 20 per cent? May not 


the President and the Senate, without any action, in spite of any 
action even, put articles upon the fre» list? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. I answer the Senator from California 
that the Presidentand the Senate may, in the exercise of the treaty- 
making power, negotiate a treaty which reduces the duties more 


than 20 pm cent or puts arlicles upon the free list that are not 
included in the scope of this amendment. . But this amendment 
merely says that if the treaty-making power shall, in the exercise 
of its undoubted right, make a treaty with any country which 
shall not reduce the daty more than 20 per cent or shall not put 
other than these articles on the free list, then the rate of duty pre- 
scribed in that treaty shall be in effect and shall be collected. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr, President — 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will wait one moment until I finish 
my proposition, I will yield tohim. 

the President and the Senate should make a treaty without 
regard to this amendment at all, it would be in the exercise of the 
ower conferred by the Constitution. Congress may refuse, un- 
oubtedly, as I said a moment ago, to carry that into effect; or if it 
does not need legislation to carry it into effect, inasmuch as 
treaties made by and in pursuance of the treaty-making power 
area Ri of the supreme law of the land, the Congress of the 
United States may repeal that treaty, or any part of it—though 
by repealing it it might break faith, as it undoubtedly would in 
a great many instances, with the nation with whom it was made— 
theg poner rests with Congress, and can not be successfully dis- 
puted. » 

Mr. CHANDLER. The statement which the Senator has just 
made covers the point of the inquiry that I proposed to make, 
which was in substance this: By this act we suy beforehand by 
legislation that a certain contract may be made by means of a 
treaty which affects duties for a certain number of years, or au- 
thorizes that contract, which may be broken by the legislation of 
the two Houses. Necessarily it would be a breach of plighted 
faith, bat it can be done if we choose to break our faith pledged 
in the form of this contract. Is not that the whole substance of 
the discussion? 5 : 

Mr. GRAY. Ithinkso, Iagree with the Senator there. Ido 
not see why we have not the power, as the legislative branch of 
the Government, to declare by legislative act that duties desig- 
nated in a treaty made under the treaty-making power of the 
Constitution shall be the duties as designated in the treaty. We 
hase the power, immediately after the negotiation of such a treaty, 
of rescinding this act; we can repeal that duty; undoubtedly it is 
allin our hands; but for whatever this act is worth, we have a 
right to pass it, and I can not see why it is not entirely within the 
legislative power granted by the Constitution. 

Ir PETTUS. I desire to ask the Senator from Delaware a 
question. Iaskif he believes that the treaty-making power in- 
23 the right to repeal a law of the United States enacted by 

ongress? 

Mr. GRAY, That is a different thing and a different question. 
Ibelieve that the treaty-making power conferred by the Consti- 
tution is without any express limitation. I believe that in the 
exercise of that power a treaty may be made the result of which 
will be the supreme :aw of the land until it is repealed by Con- 
gress, or expires by its own limitation, or expires by Executive 
authority. 

Mr. MILLS. A treaty of peace would repeal a declaration of 
war. 

Mr. GRAY. It certainly would. 

Mr. President, I did vote and speak against the reciprocity 
clause in the act of 1890, but I did vote for the broad measure of 
reciprocity introduced by the Senator from Maine 11 755 HALE], 
which was supposed to have had its origin in the fertile and sug- 
gestive brain of the then Secretary of State, Mr. Blaine. I believe 
this amendment is not obnoxious to the criticism made against 
the former amendment, and therefore for the reasons I have stated 
I shall vote for it. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I want to say a word or two as to 
thisamendment. Itisa very broad question, and one that presents 
to my mind many difficulties. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GRAY] says that the treaty-making power is unlimited. That, I 
think, needs some qualification. The Supreme Court of the United 
States has declared that a treaty is the law of the land, and while 
it has hesitated somewhat to say that it is a legislative act, it has 
come very near that at least. 

Mr. GRAY. The Constitution says it is the law of the land. 

Mr. TELLER. The Constitution says it is the law of the land. 
The Supreme Court says itis a contract between the United States 
and the nation with which we make the contract, and that in this 
country it is a little more. It is a little more under our Constitu- 
tion than it would be under the Engiish constitution and the con- 
stitution of some other countries. 

The Constitution of the United States, ex industria, puts the 
power to raise revenue in the House of Representatives, and I do 
not suppose that anybody will contend here for 1 moment that 
the House of Representatives can delegate that function to any 
other body. Ido not suppose that anybody will contend that the 
House can subrogate its rights or that, because the House declines 
to act. we can originate revenue laws in this body. If the Sena- 
tor from Delaware is correct, that there is no restriction whatever 
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the treaty-making power, it certainly is within the province 
of the Bente and the Senate to take away from the House the 
revenue-raising power by providing, when they provide for a 
system of revenue, for another, and thus nullify and abrogate 
their act. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Colorado will excuse me. Isaid 
there is no express restriction in the Constitution upon the treaty- 
EUR. power. ET 

Mr. TELLER. There is an express restriction upon the treaty- 
making power. The Constitution declares that the President, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, may make treaties. 
What did the authors of the Constitution intend? - Did they intend 
that weshould make commercial agreements and call them treaties? 
In those days commercial agreements were unknown to the diplo- 
mats of the world. ) 

The other day I heard some Senators discussing the question, 
and they said when you make a commercial treaty you do not 
need to submit it to the Senate. If that is true, then we could 
shear the legislative body, and the President of the United States 
could assume the power which is expressly and exclusively given 
to the House to raise revenue, and he could do it in spite of the 
House and in spite of the Senate. The President of the United 
States can make no treaty of any kind or character without the 
consent of the Senate. That is one of the objections I had to the 
arbitration treaty. In my judgment, the arbitration treaty, care- 
fully prepared and for the express purpose of shearing the Senate 
of its constitutional power to pass upon such questions, had left 
out the provision that the Senate should pass upon treaties sub- 
mitting questions of dispute to the arbitration board provided. 

This is a very grave question. It is one that is worthy of a 

t deal of consideration, and it ought not to have been brought 
in here in the last days of the session. I desire to vote for an 
arrangement for reciprocal commercial relations if Ican. In my 
judgment the wisest and best policy in this matter is to remit it 
to the legislative department of the Government in the end. 
Let the President of the United States negotiate the treaties. 
Then let the House of Representatives have its constitutional 
power to say whether this shears the legislative bodies of their 
power to raise revenue. x 

The most important function of government is that of raising 
revenue. A nation can not exist unless it has proper revenues, 
In these daysthe whole of the world is practically an armed camp. 
Iknow if I should say a word about the warlike attitude of the 
world, I should run counter to the public sentiment of this coun- 
try,that we have reached the millennium, we have reached the 
period when the sword is to be beaten into plowshares and people 
are to learn war no more, but it is a notorious fact that never in 
the history of the world have so many men been tramping with 
guns on their shoulders. 

There has never been a time when there were so many ships 
afloat, with all the destructive weapons of the age. There has 
never been a time in the history of the world when the burden 
has been so great upon the people who produce to maintain idle 
armies and worthless ships as to-day, and that being true, self- 
protection, self-defense, requires that every nation shall keep 
within its legislative hand the power to raise revenue, adequate 
and sufficient at all times. and in a free Government like ours 
that power can not be remitted to the Executive. It must be held 
by the pons through their representatives. It is unrepublican 
andit is undemocratic to transfer to the Executive, even with 
the approval of the Senate, the power to nullify the acts of the 
people's representatives, a function which has been studiously and 
carefully given to them by the Constitution and withheld from 
every other branch of the Government. 

Mr. President, should the committee in the closing hours of the 
bill, too long delayed in its too long a cause of disorder in 
the commercial world. have brought here such a question and sub- 
mitted it? It seems to me they should not. I desire to vote, I re- 
peat. foranything that will enable us to get closer commercial 
relations with our neighbors, but it must be done in a constitn- 
tional way. It must be done in such a way that those who are 
entitled to provide the revenue and who are entitled to say how 
much or how little it shall be shall not be hampered, and the right 
of the nation to exist shall not be imperiled because of a difference 
of opinion between the Executive and the House, or between the 
Executive and the Senate and the House. 

What condition would we be in if the Senate of the United 
States should conclude that we wanted no revenue from imports 
and the House should determine that we wanted a revenue sys- 
tem as you have in this bill, more than you ever had in any other 
bill in the history of the Government? What would be the con- 
dition of this country should we then be confronted with a neces- 
sity of immediate and large amounts of revenue for our defense 
or the maintenance of our Army or the maintenance of our na- 
tional integrity? 

The amendments submitted day before yesterday for the first 
time involve grave constitutional questions and great questions 
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of policy, which ought not to be in the closing hours of a debate 
like this thrust upon us, and we ought not to be asked to take 
part in its consideration. If the Senator who has the amendment 
in charge will bring it within the rule I have laid down, that the 
legislative department shall be consulted and shall approve, then 
I am willing to vote for it, because I want, as I repeat, closer 
commercial relations, and 1 believe in them. 

Great Britain can make a treaty of this kind through her 
council; she has not to submit these questions by the constitution 
to the Parliament; and yet Great Britain will not to-day make an 
effortlike this without the approvalof Parliament. We ought 
not to make it, and it is not any answer to say that the House in- 
dicated their intention or willingness to abandon their consti- 
tutional prerogative by the provision they sent here. That is not 
the question. 

The question is, Can we safely remit the revenue-raising func- 
tion to the President and one branch of Congress. when the Con- 
stitution studiously declares that it shall exist in both Houses, and 
that in the first instance the. House of Representatives shall be 
the moving agency, that their judgment shall be first? Why? 
Because they were sup to represent the people. while we 
represent the States. 1t is supposed that a body which comes 
fresh from the people every two years would be likely to handle 
this question better than the representatives of the different 
States. 

If this provision is carried out without any action on the part 
of the House, it will be in the power of the Senate and in the 

power of the President to determine practically what shall be and 
ow much shall be the revenue in this country. 

Mr. CHANDLER obtained the floor. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Colorado a question before he leaves the subject. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does not the Senator think that 
this Congress, including the Senate and the House, can properly 
pass a Jaw changing the ratesin the pending bill upon the happen- 
ing of a particular fact; and if so, can they not say that if this 
particular fact, namely, a treaty negotiated by the President and 
ratified by the Senate, shall take place, then the rates of this bill 
shall be different? Will not the House have exercised its power? 

Mr. TELLER. No; it wil not. It will have delegated its 
legislative power. It will have subrogated functions to determine 
in the first instance what shall be the duties and what shall be the 
revenue. It can not be done under our Constitution and under 
our laws, in my judgment, any more than you can delegate 
judicial authority and judicial functions. They may say that 
when sugar reaches a certain price per pound there shall be a 
duty of 1 cent a pound or 2 or 3 or 4 cents a pound, but that is a 
contingency which they provide for and anticipate and determine 
what shall be done when it is reached. They can not say we 
submit this question to the Executive mind, revised by the Sen- 
atorial mind, because they know nothing about what will be the 
Execntive mind or the Senatorial mind. That is my answer to 
the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let me ask the question of the Senator 
from Colorado a little more fully. Does he maintain that it is not 
competent for Congress by law to authorize, within certain lim- 
its, a contract to be made by the President and the Senate with a 
foreign country that shall reduce the duties during a period spec- 
ified upon goods, wares, and merchandise imported into the United 
States? Does the Senator say that such a contract can not be au- 
thorized by law of Congress becauseit is a surrender of the legis- 


lative power? 
Mr. TELLER. Oh, no; I do not, and I have not said anything 
of the kind. 


Mr. CHANDLER. That is all this provision is. 

Mr. TELLER. I have said nothing from which that could be 
inferred. That is not the case. We could say here that the 
President of the United States may arrange with England that 
whenever England puts a duty of a certain class upon an article 
we will put the same duty upon it. We determine what that 
duty is. The legislative mind determines it. That is a very dif- 
ferent case from one in which wesay that the President, at his own 
will and at his own suggestion, without any action by the House 
or the Senate, shall fix the duties to suit himself, and if he can 
get the approval of one body of the legislative department, that it 
shall become the law. The case proposed is a very different case 
from that suggested by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let me ask the Senator if it really is a 
different case. By legislation a bargain 1s authorized to be made 
by the President and the Senate through a commercial treaty 
which affects duties within certain limits. It says within 20 per 
cent. Now, does the Senator say that it is a surrender of the 
legislative power for Congress beforehand to authorize a time 
contract within those limits? 

Mr. TELLER. That is not what is proposed. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is exactly what is proposed. 
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Mr. TELLER. It is not what is proposed here. You propose 
to leave’ the whole question within those limits to the Executive 
and the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is what I say—those limits. 

Mr. TELLER. You do not nog bong duri run, be a certain fixed 
duty. If you did, that would be the legislative act fixing the duty 
when the contingency provided for happened. I hope the Senator 
can see the distinction. If he can not, I will endeavor to make it 


a little clearer. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I see the distinction, but it is very small. 
To say that Con, can by law authorize a commercial treaty of 
that kind, provided the law fixes the exact duties which the Presi- 


dent may levy upon imported goode or may remove from imported 
goods, and yet can not give the President and Senate the discre- 
tion to make such a commercial treaty changing duties within 
certain limits, makes a very small distinetion upon which the Sen- 
ator attempts to found his claim that one act would be constitu- 
tional and the other act unconstitutional, 

Mr. TELLER. Willthe Senator from New Hampshire allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. What is the objection to submitting the com- 
mercial treaty to the House as well as to the Senate? I suppose 
everybody will admit that the Congress of the United States can 
make a commercial arrangement with another nation. 

Mr. CHANDLER, The Senator from Colorado says it can not 
be pun authority given beforehand. It mustallcome back—— 

Mr. TELLER. I said nothing of the kind. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It must come back to the House and the 
Senate, and the Senate and the House must pass uponevery detail 
of it; otherwise one Congress is giving away the legislative power 
of another. 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I say, that the Con must 
ratify this kind of a treaty or else Congress must subrogate its 
duties and its rights in the matter. I ire to ask the tor 
from New Hampshire what is his objection to submitting it to 
Congress? There must be some insurmountable objection from 
Ls way this matter is treated here. Is the Senator afraid of the 

ouse? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator did not ask me a question. He 
made a speech at me. 

Mr. President, I call the attention of the Senator from Colorado 
to the fact that the Senate amendment is a substitute for a House 
provision. TheSenator has complained of the Finance Committee 
for bringing in the amendment at this late day. The Senator at 
his home in Colorado for six weeks or two months had before him 
the provisions of the bill studying them, and he had section 3, 
which covers pages 191,192, 193, and 194, before him and saw that 
the House of Representatives there proposed to surrender the 
power of making a commercial treaty to the President without 
even requiring such treaty to be approved by the Senate. 

Now, the Senate Committee on Finance was confronted with 
that difficulty. The reciprocity clause of the act of 1890 did not 

rovide for commercial treaties at all. It only provided that when 
the President was satisfied of a certain fact he might cause duties 
to be collected upon certain products at rates named, notably upon 
sugar, which would otherwise be free. But the fact that we have 
put a duty on sugar in the law now proposed has made it impos- 
sible to resort at this time to the old method of the law of 1890; so 
the House went on and authorized commercial treaties, adopted a 
new form of reciprocity by commercial treaties, and at great 
length inserted these provisions in the bill without any require- 
ment that the Senate should ratify the treaties. 

But the Senate committee have proposed a substitute for these 
long provisions of the House, to strike out which provisions a 

oposition has been pending for several weeks, and the substitute 
b a brief, concise, strong, intelligible, and, as I submit, an entirely 
constitutional provision of law. 

Mr. LINDSAY. If the Senator from New Hampshire will per- 
mit me, I will tto him the fact that when the bill was re- 
ported back from the Finance Committee all of the reciprocity 
provisions were stricken out by way of amendment, and nothing 
was inlieu of them until the pending amendment was 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I wanted to say. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Iowa distinctly gave no- 
tice of what he intended to do. : 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to state that it has been said over and 
over again in this Chamber that these provisions were stricken 
out because we did not consider them effective for the perp 
intended, and that during the consideration of the bill the - 
mittee on Finance would present a substitute for these provisions. 
So the whole question has been before every Senator during the 
entire time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That statement was made two or three 
weeks ago. 


Mr. LINDSAY. Thesubstitute was not presented until yester- 
day, however. 


Mr. WHITE rose. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator from California desire to 
ask me a question? 

Mr. ITE. No, sir. I desire to make a few remarks in re- 
gard to this matter, if the Senator from New Hampshire has 
concluded. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was in hopes the Senator did. Iwas wait- 
for the Senator. 
Ir. WHITE. I would if I did not not feel that I would be de- 
laying the passage of this meritorious bill, which the Senator him- 
is now delaying. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator has a commendable anxiety to 
see this bill of prosperity and blessing take the place of the pres- 
ent law of perfidy and dishonor, and I sympathize with him; but 
there is required a few more hours’ consideration of it. 

The Senator from Kentucky complains that he ought to have 
seen this provision earlier. Within fifteen minutes after the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky saw it he was on the floor making a learned 
reges of it in opposition to the system of reciprocity proposed 

y the act. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from New Hampshire will allow 
me, I will retract what I said. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam delighted to hear the Senator. 

Mr. WHITE. Is it the fact, IL will ask the Senator, that the 
majority of the Committee on Finance, not having prepared the 
stamp-tax provision and desiring further consideration of the bill 
postponed, have requested the Senator from New Hampshire to 
take the time of the Senate this afternoon? 

Mr. CHANDLER. No, Mr. President, they have not requested 
me to take the floor for that purpose. They asked me to take the 
floor to give attention to anything which the Senator from Cali- 
fornia might say that was worthy of notice, and nothing of that 
sort being before the Senate, I will go on with my brief remarks 
upon this important provision. 

Mr. President, I am in favor of reciprocity provisions in tariff 
bills. Iam a high protectionist, and I do not believe that duties 
once im should be stricken off lightly. But Iam not to be 
deterred from supporting this amendment because it is 3 
by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN] and the tor 
from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], of a opposite to mine. They 
say they are willing to have the duties of this bill reduced in this 
way, and so am I, because I am deliberately in favor of a system 
of reciprocal treaties with foreign countries. 

lam in favor of improving and strengthening our commercial 
relations by specific arrangements with other nations, not only 
with the nations of the Western Hemisphere, but with the nations 
of Europe; and if this clause is adopted I expect great good to 
result from it. 

There has been allusion here to-day to prospective difficulties 
with Germany growing out of the countervailing duty on sugar 
and other articles that have been imposed by this act. I am in 
hopes that the stress of such difficulties as may arise will be re- 
lieved by commercial treaties with Germany. I do not expect 
commercial treaties with England, because England is a free-trade 
country; but I do confidently expect that there will be commercial 
treaties negotiated under clause, if if becomes a law, with 
the Republic of France. - 


That Republic is probably the most enlightened nation of the 
world in managing its trade relations with other countries. 
France is not a free-trade country, nor has she a rigid, ME 
system of tariffs. France is a nation of commercial treaties wi 
other nations. Her system of relations with other countries is 
built upon oe xy de essi with those countries. The French 
Executive, 1 think, been given powers by the French Cham- 
bers to negotiate just such treaties as are provided for by the 
clause now under discussion. I do not believe that any constitu- 
tional impediment to such powers exists in France, because the 
French Chambers tix maximum and minimum duties; and within 
those limits—the Senator from Iowa will correct meif Iam wrong 
the duties are varied when France makes commercial arrange- 
ments with other countries. 

Mr. ALLISO I will say to the Senator that not only France, 
but Germany, Russia, Belgium, Holland, and, I believe, nearly 
every country of Europe has what are known as maximum and 
minimum rates and laws whereby within certain lines the proper 
council can reduce duties upon the products of other countries in 
consideration of the reduction of duties by other countries upon 
their products, and in that way Europe is to-day full of maximum 
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and minimum treaties affecting trade relations favorable to those 
countries with each other. This is in the same line and for the 


"Mr CHAN i 

Mr. C DLER. The Senator has well stated briefly my 
whole idea. As I infer from what the Senator from Iowa has 
said, there is given in those countries to the Executive the power, 
within certain limits, to make reciprocal contracts with all the 
nations of the world, and that is the way those countries seek to 
build up their trade. The patriotic Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MORGAN], who has studied the whole subject of our ha rela- 
tions, political and commercial, more carefully and fully than 
any other Senator in this Chamber, quickly perceived the advan- 
tages to this country to be derived from inaugurating in a new 
form, by a system of commercial treaties, the mutual adjustment 
of the respective tariff duties of other countries and of the United 
States, so as to vastly benefit our people and increase our trade. 

Mr. President, I expect great good from this clause. I believe 
that the idea of reciprocity, which originated in these later days 
with Mr. Blaine, which was maugurated in the McKinley Act of 
1890, and which was unwisely struck down in the Wilson Act 
of 1894, will grow and strengthen until the principle is a part of 
the permanent policy of the United States. 

As I said this morning in reference to the countervailing duty 
with Germany, for which I voted as a matter of necessity, but 
reluctantly, there are special reasons at this time why the Con- 
gress of the United States should show its willingness to negotiate 
on the most liberal terms with the European countries in connec- 
tion with tariff duties. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I with the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] that it is unfortunate that this grave fea- 
ture of the tariff bill is brought before us now that we are so near 
the terminative of the revenue debate. There are certain matters 
connected with the propositions which are very interesting, and 
which should be dwelt upon with more care than it is possible at 
this late hour to bestow. . 

Ido not agree with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] 
that this amendment offers a case similar to that presented by the 
act of 1890 with regard to reciprocity, and which was passed upon 
by the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Field vs. 
Clark. On the contrary, it is my opinion that the theory upon 
which the judgment in that matter rested is sufficient to indicate 
that the same court would decide that the proposed provision is 
beyond our power; that we can not confer upon the Executive 
a discretion as to the extent of tariff imposition, and can not de- 
prive either House of or permit either to escape from the inhibi- 
tions and delegations of the Constitution. 

There are two aspects in which this matter may be considered 
first, as to its efficacy with reference to the President alone; and 
secondly, what, if anything, is added to its legal worth by the 
interposition of the Senate as an element of authority? In the 
adjudication referred to by the Senator from Alabama, the Su- 
preme Courtsaid—I am reading from page 692, volume 143, United 

tates Supreme Court Reports: 

That. Con, s can not delegate legislative power to tho President is un 
ciple universally reco; as vital to the integrity and maintenance of 
system of government ordained by the Constitution. * * * 

Congress itself prescribed,in advance, the duties to be levied, collected. 
and paid on sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, or hides, produced by or exported 
from such designated country, while the suspension lasted. 

Now, note the point. In the act of 1890 there was absolutely 
no discretion attempted to be conferred upon the President as to 
the amount of duties to be levied beyond this, that the Executive 
was authorized to ascertain a certain fact, to wit, whether there 
had been discriminations against the United States, and when 
he so determined, then the rates directly fixed and defined by 
Congress went into effect. 

The President exercised no discretion as to those rates; No 
power was attempted to be conferred upon him as to the amount 
of tariff that should be levied. But thi proposed amendment 
assumes to give to the President of the United States, and as 
amended assumes to give him, in conjunction with the Senate, 
authority to make and enact a tariff within certain limits. The 
reduction shall not exceed 20 per cent. Within that boundary, 
the President, or President and Senate, may do as may seem 
desirable. k 

That whenever the President of the United States, by or with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, with a view to secure reciprocal trade with for- 
eign countries, shall, within the period of two years from and after the pas- 
sage of this act, enter into commercial treaty or treaties with any other coun- 
try or countries concerning the admission into any such country or countries 
of the goods, wares, and merchandise of the United States and their use and 
disposition therein, deemed to be for the interests of the United States, and 
in such treaty or treaties, in consideration of the advantages accruing to the 
United States therefrom, shall provide— 

Shall provide what?— , 
for the reduction during a ified iod, not exceeding five i 
datis eiae by this act, t5 the n. of sedie coss Trid tere e 

Therefore the President and the Senate legislate as to this duty. 
The peculiar tribunal thus sought to be created does not find a 
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fact upon the happening of which a tariff rate prescribed by law 
becomes operative, but the amount of the duty is settled apart 
from the Congress. The finding of the precedent fact is not re- 
lated to the going into effect of a law already made, but is the 
result of an Executive and Senatorial determination as to the extent 
of the tariff, if any, that ought to be imposed. Thus, as sug- 
gested by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE], the Executive 
or Executive and Senate are to enact a new law. Is not this the 
delegation of legislative power? 

What is the rate of duty to be fixed under this amendment in 
case the President of the United States and the Senate shall find 
it advisable to enter into a commercial treaty? Is there anyone 
here competent to state the rate that shall be prescribed? Under 
the act of 1890, which was sustained by a divided court, there was 
no difficulty in that regard. Hypon the happening of the event 
a certain tariff imposition fixed by law went into full force and 
effect. A complete scheme was made operative as soon as the 
President found the fact regarding a discrimination. 

In the same opinion the conrt proceeds in the very line which 
Iam now examining, speaking of the President: 


Notliinz involving the expediency or the just operation of such legislation 
was left to the determination of the. President. zh 


But here the President is given the right to say whether it is ex- 
pedient that the duty shall be 19 per cent, or 20 per cent, or 16, or 
12, or 10, or 8, or 6. 

Mr. PETTUS. Or nothing. 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

'The court continues: 

The words “he may deem in the third section of course implied that the 
President would examine the commercial regulations of other countries pro- 
ducing and exporting sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, and form a 
judgment as to whether they were reciprocally equal and reasonable or the 
contrary in their effect upon American products. 

But when he ascertained the fact that duties and exactions, reciprocally 
unequal and unreasonable, were imposed upon the agricultural or other 
products of the United States by a country producing and exporting sugar, 
molasses, coffee, tea. or hides, it became his duty to issue a proclamation de- 
——— the suspension, as to that country, which Congress had determined 
should occur. 


But no such condition is disclosed here, no suspension is declared 
upon the declaration of which a duty goes into full force and effect; 
but as soon as a particular status is found to exist, then the Presi- 
dent or the President and the Senate consider and deliberate and 
exercise a discretion (a function purely legislative! and enact that 
the tariff shall be 2, 4, 6, 8, or 10 per cent, or anything within 20 per 
cent. If this does not involve legislation, where do you find leg- 
islation? If it is not legislation, it is because it is not legislation 
to pass a tariff law. This does not present a case showing a find- 
ing of a fact effectual to put into operation a law already written, 
but it suggests the power to make a law as soon as an antecedent 
fact shall be ascertained. The decision proceeds: 

He had no discretion in the premises except in repe to the duration of 
the suspension so ordered. But that related only to the enforcement of the 
policy established by Congress As the suspension was absolutely required 
when the President ascertained the existence of a particular fact. it can not 
be said that in ascertaining that fact and in issuing his proclamation, in obe- 
dience to the legislative he exercised the function of making laws. Legis- 
lative power was exercised when Congress dec! that the suspension should 
take effect; upon a named contingency. What the President was required to 
do was simply in execution of the act of Ness ara It was not the making of 
law. Howas the mere nt of the lawmaking department to ascortain and 
declare the event u which its expressed will was to take effect. It wasa 
part of the law itself as it left the hands of Congress that the provisions, full 
and complete in themselves— 


Let me repeat— 


It wasa e of the law itself as it left the hands of Congress that the pro- 
visions, full and complete in themselves, permitting the free introduction of 


sugars, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides from particular countries should be 


suspended in a given contingency, and that in case of such suspensions cer- 
tain duties should be imposed. 

Mr. President, this opinion, far from being a determination sus- 
taining this attempted usurpation, is in reality a decision against 
the assumption. The reasons given by the court, and upon which 
alone the validity of the McKinley provision was sustained, do not 
appear in the pending proposition. 

Again, Justice Harlan proceeds: 

The true distinction," as Judge Ranney, speaking for the supreme court 
uf Ohio, has well said, “is between the delegation of power to make the law, 
which necessarily involves a discretion as to what it shall be, and conferring 
authority or discretion as to its execution, to be exercised under and in pur- 
suance of the law." 

But by the committee amendment it is proposed to delegate to 
the President and to the Senate the power to fix a duty, not the 
power to find a condition of things upon the ascertainment of 
which the duty fixed by the law already enacted shall be effective, 
but to determine and decide the rate of duty, what the tariff im- 
position levied against certain commodities from certain countries 
shall be if contingencies specified arise. Congress does not fix the 
amount of duty. It is asked to delegate to the President or to the 
President and Senate the power to declare the extent of the tax. 
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Mr. PETTUS. Or whether there shall be any duty at all or not. 
Mr. WHITE. Precisely. The court further proceeds: 


To assert that a law is less than a law because it is made to depend on a 
future event or act, is to rob thelegislature of the power to act wisely for the 
— welfare whenever a law is passed relating to a state of affairs not yet 

eveloped. or to things future andimpossibletofully know." The proper dis- 
tinction, the court said, was this: The legisiature can not delegate its power 
to make a law: but it can make a law to delegate a power to determine some 
fact or state of things upon which the law makes, or intends to make, its own 
action depend.” 


It seems to me, Mr. President, that under this decision, so con- 
fidently relied upon here, it is palpable that the proposed amend- 
ment designs to give to the President of the United States the 
power toinake a law, and if that be true it follows, unquestion- 
ably, that by adding **by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate" we seek to cure an obvious difficulty by joining the Sen- 
ate with the President. But can this reenforcement amount to 
anything? Whence do the President and the Senate derive the 

werto make treaties? From the Constitution. What is the 

imit and admeasurement of the right to engage in treaty obliga- 
tions? Is it found outs:de of the organic law? Can it depend 
upon any act of Congress? Can it be added to or lessened by any 
act of Congress? Clearly not. The Senate and the President, 
acting pursuant to the treaty-making power prescribed by the 
Constitution, obtain from that instrument their authority, and 
from that instrument alone; and hence if the Constitution itself 
fails to give to the President and the Senate, acting pursuant to 
the treaty-making power, the authority to fix these duties, this 
act is absolutely void. But if the Constitution does confer that 
authority, this act is absolutely unn And it is not, so 
far as the wisdom of the proposition is concerned, material to in- 
quire whether the authority does or does not rest in the Senate 
and in the President. It is needless in one case and impotent in 
the other. 

The question, as I said, is a very interesting one. Itis one not 
easy to discuss upon the spur of the moment. This amendment 
having been just t:ndered, affords no opportunis for careful ex- 
amination. I do not feel prepared to speak satisfactorily regard- 
ing it. But there have been certain declarations made here which 
seem to fortify the statement of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER], that it is a very doubtful and a very close question as to 
whether the President and Senate can alone fix duties. I beg 
leave to read a brief minority report signed by Senators MORRILL, 
Voorhees, and ALDRICH, dated February 27, 1883, with reference 
to the Hawaiian Island treaty matter: 


rt of the majority of the Committee on 


The undersigned agree to the re 
tional reasons not concurred in by other 


Finance, and for the following ad 
members of th- committee: ‘ 

Whe our Constitution was framed no compact between two different na- 
tions such asa reciprocity treaty was known or ever existed; and the power 
of the President, with the sdvice and consent of the Senate, to make trea- 
ties. provided two-thirds of the Senate concur," must be accepted as a limita- 
tion of the power to just what was then known aud understood to be com- 
prehended * the words to make treaties ” 

The Constitution can not be c ed by any modern diplomatie inven- 
tions. It is true that Cromwell, in 1654, made a treaty with Portugal, by 
which English woolens were to be admitted into Portugal at a lower rate of 
duty than from other countries. and the wines of Portugal were to be charged 
wheu brought to England with a less rate of duty than wines imported from 
France or elsewhere; but this, although a commercial treaty, was not a reci- 
procity ime and Adam Smith conclusively proved that even this much- 
vaunted treaty was disadvantageous to England. j a 

Our Constitution does not lack harmony, and all of its provisions show that 
it was never intended that the President and the Senate should have even 
the initiative in regulating trade or commerce. That power is given u 
wholly to“ Congress to regulate foreign and domestic commerce and wit 
the Indian tribes,” and the President can not call to his aid any foreign 
power, cven with the advice and consent of the Senate, to regulate com- 
merce, whether foreign or domestic. 

A still greater inhibition of this modern mare of the treaty power is found 
in another provision of the Constitution, which provides that— 

“All bills for raising revenue shall originate in tho House of Representa- 
Eo but the Senate may propose or concur with amendments as on other 

lis." 


No reciprocity treaty could be made that would not be a direct infraction 
of this provision of the Constitution, as all such treaties must necessarily 
curtail the boundaries within which revenues are or can be raised. If such 

a treaty could be made with one nation. it would be possible to make like 
treaties with all and thus the power of the House of Representatives to 
originate revenue bills would be suspended and frittered away. 

It does not help the main question in the least to obtain the consent of an 
existing House of Representatives to pass a law in con‘ovmity with or to 
carry out the provisions of such a treaty, The power of th» Honss to origi- 
nate revenue bitis inheres forever, and no existing House cin exercise that 

power so as to deprive a succeeding House of any of its proper constitutional 
netions. 

Again. the most-favored nation“ clause, in the larger part of our treaties 
with other nations, is a tual sugges:ion of the most serious compes- 
tions always lying in wait for all reciprocity treaties. Should any of these 
nations tender the same or equal terms, we must. of course, acc. rd the same 
and equal favors, and any reciprocity treaty might be suddenly and wonder- 
fully expanded; or we might have the alternative of a conflict with many 
nations with whom 1 ul relations are most desirable. 

In the determination of this question our experience ought to have some 
weight; and that experience shows, in every instance where a reciprocit 
treaty has been tried, that immense American interests have boen sacrificed. 
No one has resulted to our advantage. 

JUSTIN 8. MORRILL. 
DANIEL W. VOORHEES. 
NELSON W. ALDRICH. 


; Mr. President, without affirming anything with reference to our 
right to affect revenue by making a treaty (for the Senator from 
Delaware may be correct, and we may have such a power; but it 
is an exceedingly dangerous power if it exists), I do not care to 
say anything more than that it is a disputable, a debatable ques- 
tion, one which should not be lightly considered or determined, 
but which should challenge the earnest attention of every Senator 
and should not be disposed of without the most careful and pains- 
taking investigation. Itis not a proper subject for a partisan 
caucus; it pertains to a broader field. 

But under the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the case cited, we have no jurisdiction to confer upon the 
President any discretion as to the amount of duties to be levied; 
and by bringing the Senate to the aid of the President through 
this amendment, we do not contribute any authority to "the 
trenty making department of the Government. We can give 
nothing which it does not now possess, 

_ The pending amendment is not, as has been intimated, a provi- 
sion designed to prepare the way to make ready the home for a 
treaty hereafter to be ratified. On thecontrary, it is an admitted 
curtailment of the power to make a treaty, if that power exists, as 
is stated and claimed by the friends of this provision, because if 
the Senate and the President have the power to make a treaty 
affecting the revenue. then it follows that the amendment is nuga- 
tory in so far as it seeks to circuinscribe the limits of that power, 
and therefore is not only valueless, but trenches upon constitu- 
tional prerogatives. 

. Mr. President, what are theobjects to be attained by this pecu- 
liar amendment? Reciprocal trade advantage. Iam not yus- 
sing the matter in that aspect. Iam speaking as to its legality, 

I do not intend to vote for any measure which I believe to be with- 
out the power of Congress; I do not intend to vote for any amend- 
ment to this bill which I think will be utterly valueless for any 
purpose whatsoever, and which can not have in the slightest de- 
gree the effect which its friends claim they anticipate. 

We have, Mr. President, negotiated treaties, and we have rat- 
ified treaties, in which there may be found a seeming exercise of 
the power to affect revenue, an interference with the right to raise 
revenue, I do not dispute that. We negotiated a treaty with 
Hawaii, by which we absolutely remitted the customs dues which 
we would ordinarily have collected under the revenue laws of the 
United States. I must, however, recognize the danger pointed 
out in the minority report which I have just read. It is apparent 
that the Senate and the President, might, if their powers be as 
great as here claimed, absolutely ignore the House of R Representa- 
tives with reference to revenue. 

If wesuppose a case where the President and the Senate are bit- 
terly hostile to the House—and God grant that no such condition 
may ever arise, but in interpreting the organic law it is not amiss 
to consider possibilities —6what would be the consequences of un- 
limited jurisdiction in the treaty-making tribunalregarding reve- 
nue? 

The Constitution, it is true. fixes no specific limitation as to 
treaty inclusion, but this general delegation is limited wherever 
else in the organic law is contained a provision expressly allottin 
to any department of the Government authority to act in a speci- 
fied case. Thus we are informed by this paramount authority 
that the House of Representatives must initiate revenue legisla- 
tion and that the Senate is impotent to pass a revenue bill with- 
out that precedent condition. May we not inquire whether it is 
probable that that great instrument can be construed to permit 
us to do by indirection that which wecan not directly accomplish? 

Mr. President, in the contingency which I named we miht 
negotiate commercial treaties with the world. It has been fre- 
quently held by the Supreme Court of the United States that a 
treaty may repeal an act, an act repeal a treaty, and that each is 
the paramount law of the land according to the latest in case of 
conflict controlling. Thus by a treaty we might repeal all reve- 
nue provisions, and when the House of Representatives has exer- 
cised its constitutiona! function and reenacted a revenue bill seek- 
ing to avoid such treaties, we can absolutely render their efforts 
abortive by refusing our participancy or acquiescence. 

Thus inevitably would come about the result to which the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] alluded, and this body, not 
given any such authority by the Constitution to initiate or solely 
enact revenne measures, would exercise the power and maintain 
itself and would prescribe the form and extent of revenue exac- 
tions, and the House of Representatives, given by the founders of 
the Republic the right to begin such legislation, and made not 
only an essential part, but the constitutionally suggestive part of 
revenue laws, would be deprived of its functions, shorn of the 
prerogative granted expressly by the organic law itself. 

The importance of these questions, which.as I have said several 
times. are debatable and present matters for careful considera- 
tion, demonstrates that this is not the proper time for the presen- 
tation of such an amendment as this. There is, of course, one 


consoling feature about the affair, if I amright in my contention, 
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and that iq that the amendment will be inoperative; but it ap- 

to ma that the insertion of such a provision in this bill 
should be che result of most cautious and painstaking delibera- 
tion. I appreciate the difficulties of the Committee on Finance; 
I know the troubles they have had, and I can well excuse them. if 
they need any excuse whatever, for their failure to present this 
proposal earlier. We are here with the bill almost finished, but 
we have not the stamp-tax provision before us yet. Other impor- 
tant features are still withheld. The difficulties are undoubtedly 
inevitable, but they are no less unfortunate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, this case has been argued by 
some Senators, by my colleague [Mr. Petrus] and the Senator 
from California [Mr. Wire], upon the hypothesis that this amend- 
ment undertook to fix the rate of duty upon goods by the action of 
the President and the Senate, and that that was legislation. That 
is the most incisive as well as the strongest point which has been 
made against the amendment. This amendment does not assume 
to do anything of that kind; it does not fix any rate of duty at all; 
it does not assume to prescribe what the rate shall be or that it 
shall be changed in any respect whatever. It only intends to re- 
mit, and only goes to the extent of remitting, the duty under cer- 
tain conditions and under certain circumstances, which would 
otherwise be raised under this law. 

Mr. PETTUS. Has the Senator read the last clause of the pro- 
posed amendment, that the duties specified and provided for in 
such a treaty, and none others, shall be collected? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; that is a prohibition upon the officers of 
the law to collect anything else after the duty has been remitted. 
But, Mr. President, this is a power which has been very often ex- 
ercised in the United States. 

Now, I will read to the Senate a statute on that subject, which 
was passed in 1828, which was again reenacted in 1830, and again 
in 1832, and, predicated upon that, there have been various enact- 
ments since 1832: 


Sec. 4228. Upon satisfactory proof being iren to the President, by the 
government of any foreign nation, that no discriminating duties of tonnage 
or imposts are imposed or levied in the ports of such nation upon vessels 
wholiy belonging to citizens of the United States, or upon the produce, 
manufactures, or merchandise 8 in the same from the United States 
or from Aor foreign country, the President may issue his proclamation, de- 
claring that the foreign discriminating duties of tonnage and impost within 
the United States are suspended and discontinued. so far as respects the ves- 
sels of such foreign. nation and the produce, manufactures, or merchandise 
imported into-the United States from such foreign nation, or from any other 
foreign country; the suspension to take effect from the tims of such notiñ- 
cation being given to the ident, and to continue so long as the reciprocal 
exemption of vessels belonging to citizens of the United States and their 
cargoes shall be continued, and no longer. 


What kind of duties are provided forin this act? Duties of 
tonnage and imposts. What are imposts? They are decided by 
the Supreme Court of the United States to be customs dues, what 
we call tariff duties. There is an impost duty laid, and there was 
an impost duty laid until a recent date, discriminating at the rate 
of 10 per cent against those countries which made discrimina- 
tions against us, The President of the United States, in virtue of 
section 4228, which I have just read, has the right, when he ascer- 
tains that a country from which goods come, or vessels come, 
makes no discrimination against us in imposts or in tonnage 
duties, to remit the imposts and tonnage prescribed under thig act. 
Where does that power come from? 

How did Congress ever fancy that it had the authority to con- 
fer upon the President of the United States the Power absolutely 
to remit the whole of the impost and tonnage and customs duties, 
when the country with whom we were dealing. or with whom he 
was dealing, had prescribed in its commercial regulations that it 
would free our vessels from imposts and also from tonnage? That 
is a regulation of commerce. 

Congress. says the Constitution, has the power to regulate com- 


merce, but Congress makes the President of the United States its | 


agent to regulate commerce upon certain terms and conditions 
which he ascertains to exist; and therefore he does not fix a new 
rate of duty upon goods coming in from foreign countries, nor 
does he fix a new rate of tonnage upon ships coming in from for- 
eign countries, but he remits the duties and the tonnage. Now, 
what does this proposed amendment say? It says that— 

In consideration of the advantages accruing to the United States there- 
from, shall provide for the reduction during a specified period, not exceed- 
ing five years, of the duties imposed by this act, to the extent of not more 
than 20 per cent thereof. 


We have as much right to authorize the President of the United 
States to remit impost duties levied under this act as we have to 
authorize him toremit a fine or a penalty or to authorize somebody 
else to do it. This is not legislation to tax anybody; it is legislation 
to remove taxation and legislation to remit the proceeds of taxa- 
tion, so that they shall not come into the Treasury. 

When the President and the Senate find out that a foreign gov- 
ernment has placed itself in contract or agreement relations with 
us upon a basis to justify this act on the part of this wise and dis- 
crimmating agency of the Government of the United States, then 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


2239 


this law says—it is not a new law—that those duties shall be re- 
mitted. How much? You give to the President, and the Senate 
in conjunction with him, the authority tosay how much. It is a 
mere instrumentality we establish in dealing here with tne con- 
stitutional power of the President and the Senate as a treaty-mak- 
ing power, except to ascertain that a valid agreement of this kind 
has been made with a foreign country. 

Suppose we ratify a treaty of that kind and a foreign country 


does not comply with this act, then it is a nullity; it can not be 
executed by the act; and not being capable of being executed by. 
the act, and there being no other law to execute tbat treaty, it 
would naturally fail, it would amount to nothing—a mere effort 
that went out in smoke, in thin air. dex 

Now we come to the free list. The President and the Senate 
have the right to remit absolutely duties imposed by this act and 
to keep a certain taxed article upon the free list, to provide for 
its retention on the free list whenever we can make a commercial 
agreement with them which, in the opinion of these agencies 
established by this law, is a good one for the benefit of the people of 
the United States. When the President and the Senate act im ac- 
cordance with the latter clause of this provision, do they enact any 
newlaw? Dotheyassumetodoit? Dothey increase the taxation 
upon the people of the United States, or upon anybody else? There 
is no change, except merely that we can put articles upon the free 
list or retain articies already upon the free list, as provided in the 
terms of the act of Congress. It is confined as follows: 

Or shall provide for the transfer during such period from the dutiable list 
of this act to the free list thereof of such goods, wares, and mer „ be- 
ing the natura! products of such foreign country or countries and not of the 
United States: or shall provide for the retention upon the free list of this act 
during a cifled period, not exceeding five years, of such goods, wares, 
merchandise now included in said free list us may be designated therein; and 
when any such treaty shall have been dnly ratified, and public proclamation 
made accordingly, then and thereafter the duties which shall be collected by 
the United States upon any of the designated goods, wares, and merchandise 
from the foreign country with which sach treaty has been made shall, duri 
the period provided for, be the duties specified and provided for in suc 
treaty, and none other. - 

That is to say, you can not increase, you can not fix a new rate, 
you can not fix a new ad valorem percentage upon them. What 
you can do is to reduce the taxation upon them, or you can put 
them on the free list, or keep them on the free list. 

I have not yet heard that the Government of the United States 
was so lame and impotent as that it did not have the right or the 
power to make a remission of revenues coming into its Treasury 
when that remission was considered to ba for the public good. 

That is my answer to the able disquisition of the Senator from 
California [Mr. WmrE] upon that opinion, in which, however, I 
think he is greatly mistaken as to what the court said, or intended 
to say, or meant, when he stated that the Supreme Court had 
determined in that case that the President of the United States 
could not, under any circumstances, decide upon anything which 
would change the measure of the administration of the law; not 
the law itself, but the measure of its administration. 

Mr. President, the powerof remitter exists all through the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. All executive power has almost 
an inherent right to remit the rights of the United States up to a 
certain extent, but when it is conferred by a statute, there can be 
no doubt about it on constitutional grounds. 

When the President does a thing of that kind, remits a penalty, 
or a fine, or a forfeiture, when he directs the Attorney-General to 
discharge a prosecution, to nolle pros a prosecution, or to dis- 
| charge a proceeding in rem against a vessel which has been caught 
| in the act of doing some wrong to the public law—all of those 

things are the exercise not simply of the pardoning power—that 

is not the power he exerc'ses—it is the power in the name of the 
| Government of the United States to remit penalties, to collect a 
| part of a penalty or to collect all of it. or to remit the whole of it 
or to remit a part of it, and this act has not proceeded in any re- 
| spect upon the idea that the President and the Senate were exer- 
cising either their ordinary constitutional functions in making 
treaties, or that they were legislating in any sense at all except as 
they were empowered as a special tribunal of the Government of 
the United States to say how much of its revenues might be given 
| away in favor of a country that had projects to offer ns that were 
valuable to the commerce of our country. Irezret very much to 
betieve that the Government of the United States is so constrained 
te it can not exercise for the benefit of this people a power like 

at. 

| We who are State-rights men and who look critically upon the 

powers of the Government of the United States are very apt to 
fall into error upon these things. But when the power exists, as 
it is displayed in the statute which I have just read here—which 
isa case entirely in point and has been often confirmed by the 
Congress of the United States and never heretofore den:ed—and 
we know that it does exist, onr duty then is to construe the 
statute liberally in favor of the promotion of the welfare of the 
people of the United States. When the question of its nonexist- 
ence is presented, then, of course, that is a different matter. 1 
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never ask a Senator a second question when he tells me that on 
constitutional grounds he can not conscientiously support a 


measure, ; 

When that objection addresses itself to the conscience of a Sen- 
ator, I let him alone, because that is a matter which impinges upon 
his oath of office, his oath to support the Constitution, and I care 
not to persuade Soy Senator to give up his views of the Constitu- 
tion; but when we find a part of this power may be exercised—and 
I suppose the Senators who have been discussing it with me here 
this afternoon will not deny that these articles might be constitu- 
` tionally put on the free list and the duty remitted entirely without 
engaging in legislation—when the power that we exercise is clearly 
within the reach of the Congress of the United States, then the 
next question that addresses itself to my mind is whether the ex- 
ercise of it is beneficial for the people of this country. If itis, I 
at once turn and give a liberal construction to that power. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope we shall now have a vote upon the 
amendment. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question before the Senate is on 
theamendment proposeđ by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 
on behalf of the Committee on Finance, to strike out section 3 of 
the bill, on page 190, and insert in lieu thereof a new section. Is 
the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not want to delay this matter, but it seems 
tome tbisis nota question that ought to be voted upon with so 
much haste. Ido not want to be placed in the position of delay- 
ing this bill in any way or manner, but there are certain things 
which I should like to have an opportunity of more fully examin- 
ing before voting upon a question so importantas this. How- 
ever, if the Senate wants to vote upon it, I shall not stand in the 
way and prevent the vote Leer tain 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 
Mr. BACON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll, 

Mr. BAKER (when his name was called). I am paired upon 
this question with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. HANNA (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. RaAWwLINS], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. BATE (when the name of Mr. Harris of Tennessee was 
called). My colleague . Harris], who is unable to be here, is 
paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
3 from Georgia [Mr. CLAY], and therefore withhold 
my vote. 

r. McBRIDE (when his name was called). 


I am paired for 


the day with the Senator from Texas [Mr. CHILTON]. he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror]. If he were 
present, I should vote **nay." 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE]. he were 
present, I should vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. PETTUS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. I had the 


privilege, 1 should vote“ nay." 

Mr. FAIRBANKS (when the name of Mr, PLATT of New York 
was called). I was requested to state that the junior Senator 
5 5 New York [Mr. Piatt] is paired with his colleague [Mr. 

URPHY]. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called), I am paired 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. MCLAURIN]. 
If he were present, I should vote yea.” 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL]. If he were 
present, I should vote ** yea." 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. W ALTHALL]. 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote 5 Fo 

Mr. BERRY (when Mr. WALTHALL'sname wascalled). If the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] were present, he would 
vote '* nay." 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. LODGE. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Geor- 
gia [Mr. CLAY] to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR], 
which will enable the Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY] end 
me to vote. I vote ** yea." 

Mr. MALLORY. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 


Iam paired with 
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South Carolina n McLaunix] to the senior Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts . Hoan]. which will enable the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. PETTUS] and me to vote, if it is agreeable to the Sena- 
tor. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ihave a general pair with the senior Sen- 
ator from Texas | Mr. 2 l transfer my pair to the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. CARTER}, and will vote. Tots ** yea.” 

Mr. PETTUS. {could not hear what the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD] said. 

Mr. G4 INGER, I will state, in the absence of the Senator 
from North Carolina, that he suggested that he was paired with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLavRIN], and if agree- 
able to the Senator from Alabama, the junior Senator from South 
Carolina and the Senator from. Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] would 
stand paired, so that the Senator from North Carolina and the 
Senator from Alabama could vote. 

Mr. PETTUS. Under that arrangement I will vote. I vote 
tnay.” 

Mr. BACON. I desire to state that my colleague . CLAY 
has been recently called from the Chamber. If he 5 al 
would vote * 88 ; 

Mr. BURROWS. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana 

Mr. CaFFERY], who has not voted. I transfer my pair to the 


caeca from 1llinois [Mr. Mason], and will allow my vote to 
stand. 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS-—3). 

UMS Foraker, Heitfeld, Pritchard, 

urrows, e. Lodge. uay, 
Chandler, Galinger, McMillan, hou. 
Clark, Gray, Morgan, Wellington, 
Cullom, * Nelson. Wetmore, 
Deboe, Hanshrough, Penrose, Wilson. 
Elkins, Harris, Kans, Perkins, 
Fairbanks, Hawley, Platt, Conn. 

NAYS—18. 
Bacon, Daniel, Mallory, Teller, 
Bate, Jones, Ark. 5 Test. 
Berry. Kenney, Pettus, White. 
Butler, indsay, 
Cuc McEnery, Stewart, 
NOT VOTING—41L 

Aldrich, George, Spooner 
Allen, Gorman, Mills urston, 
Baker, Hanna, Mitchell, Tillman, 
Caffery, Harris, Tenn. Morrill, Turner, 
Cannon, Hoar, Murphy, e. 
Carter, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew. Walthall, 
Chilton, Kyle, Piatt, N. Y. Warren, 
Clay, McBride, Proctor, Wolcott. 
Davis, McLaurin, wW 
Faulkner, Mantle, Sewell, 
Gear, Martin, Smith, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ifthe Senator in charge of the bill is willing, I 
should like to have a brief executive session. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was about to ask consent of the Senate to fix 


a time when we can finally dispose of the bill in the Senate. I 
hope we may have unanimous consent that a time may be fixed. 
I trust we can finish the bill to-morrow. 

Mr. TELLER. It is utterly useless for the Senator to ask the 
Sermte to fix a time until we know all the amendments that are to 
be proposed. I do not intend to delay the passage of the bill, but 
I do not propose that a lot of amendments shall come in which we 
will have no opportunity to discuss. 

Mr. WHITE. We want to see the bill, of course. 

Mr. TELLER. Besides that, we want to see the bill I will 
say to the Senator that there is no probability of the Senate being 
able to vote on the passage of the bill to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will waive the suggestion, then. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask whether it is in order to offer an 
amendment? 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to 
ask a question of the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Cer:ainly. 

Mr. WHITE. Would it be ible for the Senator from Iowa 
to have any amendments which the committee may contemplate 
offering here to-morrow morning? Of course we have reliable 
information from the newspapers as to what is going to be done, 
but it is a little troublesome to have those papers upon our desks, 
and we find it difficult to read them; and if the Senator from Iowa 
will present the amendments in the morning or now, so far as I 
am personally concerned, I would be willing to arrange upon some 
time. I do not know, however, What the Senator may have in his 
possession in reference to the bill. I understand that there is an 
amendment regarding a stamp tax. 

I believe yesterday I stated that there would be no antitrust 
amendment. Iam willing personally to rely upon my judgment 
of the circumstances as to that, but if there are any other amend- 
ments coming, we might have them in the morning, and I think 
a very early arrangement could be had. 
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